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Strongly Interacting Matter Under
Rotation: An Introduction

Francesco Becattini, Jinfeng Liao and Michael Lisa

Abstract

Ultrarelativistic collisions between heavy nuclei briefly generate the Quark—Gluon
Plasma (QGP), a new state of matter characterized by deconfined partons last
seen microseconds after the Big Bang. The properties of the QGP are of intense
interest, and a large community has developed over several decades, to produce,
measure, and understand this primordial plasma. The plasma is now recognized
to be a strongly coupled fluid with remarkable properties, and hydrodynamics is
commonly used to quantify and model the system. An important feature of any
fluid is its vorticity, related to the local angular momentum density; however, this
degree of freedom has received relatively little attention because no experimental
signals of vorticity had been detected. Thanks to recent high-statistics datasets
from experiments with precision tracking and complete kinetic coverage at col-
lider energies, hyperon spin polarization measurements have begun to uncover the
vorticity of the QGP created at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider. The injection
of this new degree of freedom into a relatively mature field of research represents
an enormous opportunity to generate new insights into the physics of the QGP.
The community has responded with enthusiasm, and this book represents some
of the diverse lines of inquiry into aspects of strongly interacting matter under
rotation.
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1.1 Milestones

In 2005, Liang and Wang [1] predicted that spin—orbit coupling would polarize
strange quarks created in non-central heavy ion collisions, resulting in emitted A
hyperons globally polarized along the direction of the collision angular momentum.
The magnitude and momentum dependence of the predicted polarization depended
on details of specific models of quark—quark potentials, small-angle scattering
approximations, and details of hadronization mechanisms.

In 2008, Becattini and collaborators [2] noted that in a hydrodynamic picture,
local thermodynamic equilibrium implies a relation between the spin polarization
and the rotational flow structure (vorticity). In the hydrodynamic model, vorticity
can be extracted directly from the evolution, with no need to appeal to specific
microscopic processes. In 2013, an equation relating the polarization of A hyperons
and thermal vorticity was derived [3] and such polarization was predicted to be at the
level of a few percent. The first result regarding the systematic dependence of this
effect on the collision beam energy, particularly in the range relevant to the beam
energy scan program at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC), was reported
in a 2016 paper [4], providing a highly relevant insight for the later experimental
measurements.

In 2017, the STAR Collaboration published [5] the first observation of global A
polarization from non-central heavy ion collisions. As discussed below and through-
out this volume, most theoretical interpretations of these observations are based upon
this hydrodynamic approach.

While the phenomenon of global polarization was predicted based on particle—
particle interaction, the success of quantitative predictions of the hydrodynamic
model to reproduce experimental observations (discussed below) seem to confirm
that for spin, as for many other observables, microscopic details are less important
than bulk thermodynamic properties. Below, we discuss the hydrodynamic approach
to vorticity and polarization, followed by experimental observations.

We will briefly discuss the related phenomenon of vector meson spin alignment,
also predicted by Liang and Wang [6] in 2005. As of now, measurements of spin
alignment at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and RHIC are difficult to explain in
any theoretical approach.

1.2 Introduction

Twenty years ago, the world’s first nuclear collider began producing heavy ion col-
lisions at energies far surpassing those previously achievable in fixed-target experi-
ments. The goal was to produce the Quark—Gluon Plasma (QGP)—a state of matter
characterized by partonic (rather than hadronic) degrees of freedom. For decades,
production and study of the QGP had long been the focus driving the field of relativis-
tic heavy ion physics, as it holds the promise of shedding light on the non-perturbative
region of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), the most poorly understood of the fun-
damental interactions in the Standard Model.
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In 2005 [7-10], based on a systematic and comprehensive analysis of available
data, the experimental collaborations at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC)
confirmed that QGP is indeed created in ultra-high-energy collisions. Furthermore,
the data clearly indicated that the QGP was a strongly coupled fluid, contrary to some
expectations that the plasma would be weakly coupled due to the combination of high
temperatures and the running of the QCD coupling constant. The evidence driving
this conclusion was the collective anisotropic emission distribution of hadrons from
the collision—the so-called “elliptic flow.” These very strong anisotropies (and the
dependence upon mass and momentum) were nearly quantitatively consistent with
expectations based on relativistic inviscid (ideal) hydrodynamics.

The discovery of nearly “perfect fluid” behavior had two major outcomes. Firstly,
it prompted a re-evaluation of numerical QCD calculations performed on a lattice,
the most reliable ab initio calculations of the strong interaction. While numerically
correct, lattice calculations could be misinterpreted to suggest that a weakly coupled
gas of quarks and gluons was the proper paradigm for modeling collisions at RHIC.
It was also realized that the QGP near the pseudo-critical transition temperature
is a peculiar system: unlike ordinary matter, its microscopic interaction length is
comparable to the thermal de Broglie wavelength, making the kinetic collisional
description inappropriate. Nevertheless, even under such unusual conditions, the
local thermodynamic equilibrium concept and hydrodynamics are still valid. Hence,
the discovery established relativistic fluid dynamics as the new paradigm for the
bulk evolution of the system. Confronting increasingly sophisticated hydrodynamic
calculations with data has produced valuable estimates of transport coefficients,
initial parton distributions, and the QCD equation of state. Triangular and higher-
order azimuthal correlations have probed the substructure of the fluid flow fields at
ever finer scale.

A relativistic collision between heavy nuclei at finite impact parameter can involve
angular momentum of order 10334, In a fluid, angular momentum can manifest as
vorticity, rotational gradients of the flow, and temperature fields [2]. Until recently,
this aspect of the plasma had been largely ignored, as there had been no experimental
observation of its effects.

In 2017, the STAR Collaboration published an observation of global hyperon
polarization in Au+Au collisions at RHIC, opening the potential to probe novel
substructures of the QGP fluid at the finest possible scale. This is a rare case in
which an entirely new direction is introduced to a mature field. It is especially exciting
because the natural language for discussing vorticity—three-dimensional relativistic
viscous hydrodynamics—has been developed to a high degree of sophistication by a
large community of theorists. It is an opportunity for new insights into the physics of
deconfined QCD matter, and the heavy ion community has responded with intense
focus on the topic. This book represents a broad sampling of directions of inquiry
into this new area of research.
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1.3  Accessing Subatomic Vorticity

“Lumpy” azimuthal fluid flow patterns (elliptic flow, triangular flow, etc) may be
measured by azimuthal correlations between the momenta of emitted particles; this is
experimentally straight-forward. Orbital angular momentum in heavy ion collisions,
on the other hand, is experimentally inaccessible. Instead, one relies on coupling
between the orbital (“mechanical”) angular momentum of the fluid and spin of the
emitted particles. The first observation of such an effect was reported more than a
century ago by Barnett [11], in which an uncharged and un-magnetized solid metal
object, when set spinning, spontaneously magnetizes.'

The analogous effect in a fluid, coupling mechanical vorticity of the bulk fluid and
quantum spin polarization, was first reported by Takahashi et al, in 2016 [12]. In their
experiment, liquid mercury flowing through a channel acquired local vorticity due to
viscous friction with the wall. Spin—vorticity coupling produced a polarization gradi-
ent that could then be detected directly through the inverse spin Hall effect. The results
could be understood by expanding angular momentum conservation in fluid dynam-
ics, to include angular momentum transfer between the liquid and electron spin [12].

In the Barnett and Takahashi experiments, the macroscopic rotational motion
was a controlled variable and the spin polarization straightforward to measure. In
high-energy nuclear collisions, the magnitude and direction of the angular momen-
tum fluctuate from one event to the next, and a statistically significant measurement
requires combining ~ 107 — 108 events. Furthermore, the particles whose polariza-
tion is to be measured are emitted at all angles at speeds approaching that of light.

These challenges are addressed by precision tracking and correlating detector sub-
systems in different regions of the experiment. In particular, the angular momentum
in a collision is given by

szpreams (1.1

where the impact parameter, b, is the transverse (to the beam direction) vector con-
necting the center of the target nucleus to that of the beam nucleus (where attention to
the designation of beam and target is important [13]), and ppeam is the momentum of
the beam in the collision center-of-momentum (c.o.m.) frame. The magnitude of the
impact parameter, |b|, is estimated by the total number of charged particles emitted
roughly perpendicular to the beam in the collision c.o.m. frame, while its direction,
b, is estimated by the sidewards deflection of particles emitted close to the beam
direction. See Fig. 1.1 for an illustration.

The flow pattern of the QGP fluid is complex and any local vorticity may fluctuate
as a function of position within each droplet; however, the average vorticity must
be parallel to J which is event-specific. For this reason, spin polarization projection
along J is termed the “global” polarization.

I'That the magnetization arose from spin polarization of the electrons was not known to Barnett
and his contemporaries in 1915, as the concept of quantum spin was not introduced until nearly a
decade later.
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(@) (b)

Fig.1.1 The geometry of a collision. a Before collision: the angular momentum is determined by
the impact parameter, b, an uncontrolled variable that fluctuates from one collision to the next.
b In a non-central (|b| # 0) collision, parts of the nuclei overlap, producing the QGP, while the
so-called “spectators” continue to travel forward, experiencing only a slight impulse directed away
from the collision. ¢ One reconstructed event in two subsystems in STAR experiment. The Time
Projection Chamber (TPC) [14] records ~ 103 charged particles emitted from the QGP created in the
collision, while the Event Plane Detector (EPD) [15] measures spectator fragments. The magnitude
and direction of b are determined, respectively, by the number of charged particles measured in the
TPC and the anisotropic hit pattern in the EPD

Having determined the direction® of the average vorticity, the second challenge
is to measure the spin polarization along that direction.

If the QGP fluid does indeed have non-vanishing vorticity, and if thermalization
(complete or partial) of orbital and spin degrees of freedom does occur, then presum-
ably all particles emitted in the collision will have their average spins aligned with
J. Of the zoo of particle types emitted in a heavy ion collision, the spin directions of
only a few are easily measurable. In particular, particles undergoing parity-violating
weak decay betray their spin direction through asymmetries in the momentum dis-
tribution of their daughters. Of this already restricted subset of particles, only a few
are created in reasonable numbers to allow a significant measurement. The best can-
didate is the A hyperon, which can be cleanly measured by its p + 7w~ decay in the
TPC, as seen in panel (a) of Fig. 1.2. The decay topology is sketched in panel (b) of
Fig. 1.2. An ensemble with polarization P 5 will preferentially emit daughter protons
along the direction of polarization according to

dN

1 5
Teose = 2 (1 F@nPa- 7). a2)

where 0* is the angle between the polarization and daughter proton momentum pj,
in the hyperon rest frame. The decay parameter 4 = 0.732 determines the strength
of the effect.

2In principle, the magnitude |J| of the collision’s angular momentum may be estimated as well.
However, not all of this angular momentum is transferred to the plasma at midrapidity [4], so usually
only the direction J is of interest. This quantity is the only important ingredient to estimate vorticity
in any event.
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Fig. 1.2 a A A hyperon detected in the STAR TPC by combining its charged proton and pion
daughters. Inset: the invariant mass of daughter pairs shows a clear peak at the A mass. b In the
parity-violating decay topology, the daughter proton tends to be emitted in the direction of the parent
A hyperon, in the A center of mass frame

The global polarization is then measured by correlating information from both
detector subsystems:

A

(PA : J>: #Rgp)@in (qup,l —¢;’;)>, (1.3)

where ¢ is the azimuthal angle of the daughter proton in the parent hyperon frame.

In Eq. 1.3, Wgp ; is the first-order event plane angle, an estimator of the azimuthal

angle of the impact parameter b; the resolution of this estimation is Rgl)g. Standard

9 [ _

< r A A

Py

=gl * * STAR
il = o ALICE
~~

scaled using o, =0.732

Average of A and A
hydrodynamics
parton cascade (AMPT)
hadron cascade (UrQMD)
3-fluid dynamics
chiral kinetic

Tog

Vsun (GeV)

Fig. 1.3 The world dataset of global A hyperon polarization in relativistic heavy ion collisions
compared to expectations from hydrodynamic and transport simulations. Figure from [16]
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Fig. 1.4 The second-order Fourier coefficient of the azimuthal oscillation of the longitudinal com-
ponent of the A hyperon polarization. Figure from [19]

methods have been developed to extract both the event plane and the resolution from
anisotropic particle distributions in the EPD.

The discussion thus far has described the global A hyperon polarization mea-
surement in the STAR experiment at RHIC. The ALICE experiment at the LHC
performed a similar analysis, tracking charged hyperon daughters with a gas-filled
TPC at midrapidity and measuring Wgp,1 with segmented detectors at forward rapid-
ity. The STAR and ALICE measurements thus far comprise the world’s dataset on
global polarization and are shown in Fig. 1.3.

We offer some general remarks on Fig. 1.3 in the next section, but at the experi-
mental level, we note that the statistical uncertainties at low ,/syn are large. These
uncertainties are determined by (1) the number of collision events recorded by the
experiment; (2) the per-event hyperon yield; (3) the event plane resolution RI(EIP)'
Measurements by the STAR Collaboration in the second phase of the RHIC Beam
Energy Scan (BES-II) [17] will have an order of magnitude better statistics [18]
and better event plane resolution [15]; overall, the precision should increase roughly
eight-fold, allowing important systematic studies [16] not currently possible.

The average “global” polarization vector must point along the direction of J.On
the other hand, the mean spin polarization vector for particles with specific momen-
tum has three components that can be also measured. The component along the
beam (longitudinal component) is expected to show a 2nd-order azimuthal oscilla-
tion relative to the event plane. The amplitude and phase of this oscillation has been
measured for Au+Au collisions at ,/syy = 200 GeV by the STAR Collaboration.
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Figure 1.4 shows the transverse momentum dependence of the 2nd Fourier compo-
nent for non-central collisions. Thanks to the excellent tracking, good event plane
resolution, and a high-statistics dataset available at RHIC top energy, an oscillating
sub-percent polarization signal is easily measured.

1.4  From Signal to Physics

1.4.1 Hydrodynamics as the Basis to Understand Hyperon
Polarization

As we discussed in Sect. 1.1, the original idea for global A polarization in heavy ion
collisions was based on microscopic processes that drove the initial state, the transfer
of angular momentum from orbital to spin degrees of freedom, and the subsequent
hadronization mechanism. Assumptions and parameters were required to compute
each of these components of the calculation. A detailed discussion along this line
can be found in Chap. 7.

The tremendous success of hydrodynamics to heavy ion physics suggests that
the myriad details of microscopic processes undoubtedly at play in these complex
collisions are eventually unimportant, as the system approaches local equilibrium
quickly. In the earliest days of RHIC, ideal (inviscid), boost-invariant hydrodynamic
calculations with simple initial conditions largely reproduced—nearly “out of the
box"—the multiplicity, pr and mass systematics of measured elliptic flow. This
success gave some confidence that equilibrium hydrodynamics was a good paradigm
to understand the collective physics of heavy ion collisions.

In the subsequent decades, several important insights have been achieved by
working within this framework, using details in the data to probe the partonic struc-
ture of the initial state, transport coefficients, and hadronization mechanisms. These
insights required considerable elaboration of the initial simple models, incorporating
viscosity, baryochemical currents, vorticity, three-dimensional dynamics, and event-
by-event fluctuations in the initial state. However, the close resemblance of the initial
simple calculations with observations set this fruitful enterprise on firm ground.

Figure 1.3 suggests that the same situation exists in the study of global hyperon
polarization. Theoretical curves show predictions from hydrodynamic and transport
calculations, in which fluid vorticity is assumed to equilibrate with A spin degrees of
freedom to produce the polarization. Vorticity—more properly, thermal vorticity—is
calculated directly from the flow field in the hydrodynamic calculations, as discussed
in detail in Chap. 8. On the other hand, in the transport calculations, flow and tem-
perature fields are calculated from the motion of multiple particles in coarse-grained
spatial cells; this implicitly assumed local thermalization; see detailed discussions
in Chap.9. Eventually, in both methods, the polarization of a spin 1/2 fermion is
obtained from the same formula relating mean spin to the thermal vorticity @ at the
leading order [3]:


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_7
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_8
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_9
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[ dZ - pwypnp(1 —np)
[ dZ - png

where S*(p) is the mean spin vector and 7 r is the covariant Fermi—Dirac distribution
function. The thermal vorticity is defined as the antisymmetric derivative of the four-
temperature vector field, that is:

1 1 1
=3[ () = ()| "

where T and u, are local temperature field and flow velocity field, respectively. The
integration in Eq. (1.4) is performed on the 3-D hadronization hypersurface . The
polarization vector P* is simply S#/|S| and its global, momentum integrated, value
in the particle rest frame turns out to be directed along the angular momentum vector,
so that, approximately one has:

, 1.4)

1
St(p) = —8—m€WMPa

P)-J~ ()], (1.6)

N =

where the (o) is the mean thermal vorticity value over the hadronization hypersur-
face. The above relation is a direct manifestation of the rotational polarization of
microscopic spin. The theoretical underpinning of this phenomenon is to be fully
elaborated through a variety of approaches such as quantum field theory (in Chaps. 2,
3, and 4) and relativistic kinetic theory (in Chaps. 5 and 6).

For the most part, these models have been used to understand other observations
from heavy ion collisions, and the results in Fig. 1.3 are obtained largely “out of
the box". The quantitative agreement, as well as the universal decreasing trend of
polarization with ,/snN (despite the fact that |J| increases with increasing collision
energy) is a clear indication that we have at hand a paradigm to understand hyperon
polarization.

That said, there are strong tensions with the existing theoretical expectations in
certain observables. One is seen in Fig. 1.4; the same hydrodynamic calculation that

reproduced <P A d > with no special tuning predicts the wrong sign of the longi-

tudinal polarization, (P A -2). Hence it seems that, similar to the early collective
flow studies, the framework is well-grounded, while there is much to learn from
the details. Chapters 8, 9, and 10 in this Volume provide an in-depth discussion on
the phenomenology study based on this framework. More broadly, the presence of
global rotation has opened a new dimension for investigating its nontrivial effects,
for example, on the phase structures of matter (see Chap. 11) or on the interplay
between orbital and spin angular momentum (c.f. Chap. 12).

1.4.2 Vector Meson Spin Alignment—More Complicated Physics?

In an equilibrium picture, the spins of all emitted particles will be aligned with the
total angular momentum of the system. In addition to A and A hyperons discussed


http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_2
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_3
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_6
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_8
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_9
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_10
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_11
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_12
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above, recent results from the STAR collaboration indicate consistent polarization
of E, E and  baryons [21]. Besides baryons, in principle polarization could be
detected for vector mesons such as K* or ¢.

The spin of a vector meson is quantified by the 3 x 3 spin-density matrix p; ;.
Becattini discusses the coupling of this quantity to fluid vorticity in
Chap.2. Due to the parity-conserving nature of their strong decay, the elements
p1,1 and p_j —1 cannot be separately determined. Because the trace is unity, there
is only one independent diagonal element, pp o which quantifies the component of
the meson spin perpendicular to the quantization axis. As with the baryons, for the
average spin, the axis of interest is J, perpendicular to the event plane. Random
alignment of spins would yield p_1 1 = po,0 = p1,1 = % Given only experimental
access to pp,0, it is impossible to determine whether the meson spin is parallel or
anti-parallel to J, but in either case, spin alignment would imply po o < % [22].

The two-particle decay topology of a vector meson is related to the alignment
according to [23]:

N 3
dcosf* 4

[1—poo+ (3000 — 1) cos®6*], 1.7)

where 0* is the angle between the parent spin and a daughter momentum in the
parent’s rest frame. At local thermodynamic equilibrium, the alignment is quadratic
in thermal vorticity to first order [16,24]:

3= poo~ g, (1.8)

Therefore, consistency with the hyperon results would lead to the expectation % -
po.0 ~ 1073

Experimental results deviate strongly from that expectation. Figures 1.5 and 1.6
show K% and ¢ alignment measurements from the STAR and ALICE experiments at
RHIC and LHC, respectively. In all cases, | % — po.o| = 0.1, two orders of magnitude
larger than expectations based on P, and vorticity considerations. Perhaps more
surprisingly, STAR reports pp o > % for ¢ mesons.

As discussed above, the hydrodynamic equilibrium ansatz seems a reliable base-
line for understanding hyperon polarization, as it is for understanding much else in
heavy ion physics. However, there may be many other effects at play. In their original
paper [6], Liang and Wang considered different hadronization mechanisms involving
polarized quarks. If vector mesons are produced by simple coalescence of a quark
and antiquark with polarizations P, and Py, respectively, then

1— P, P;
meson q9'q 14 2

=— 9T 91_2%(p p)°, 1.9
00 =3 p P, 3 5 (PyPg) (1.9)
where the approximation holds for small polarizations. This is consistent with the
hydrodynamic equilibrium prediction (Eq. 1.8) if P, = Pz = @ . It is not possible
to reconcile the ALICE measurements of very small values of hyperon with large
values of |% — po.o| in a simple recombination picture [25].
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Fig.1.5 Vector meson alignment in Au+Au collisions at \/syy = 200 GeV, measured by the STAR
Collaboration at RHIC [20]. Left: pg o for K *0 mesons as a function of transverse momentum for
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Fig. 1.6 Vector meson alignment, for Pb+Pb collisions at ,/syy = 2.76 TeV, measured by the
ALICE Collaboration at the LHC [25]. Left (right) panel shows pg o for K *0 (¢) mesons as a
function of collision centrality, for two ranges in transverse momentum. Dashed lines indicate
00,0 = %, corresponding to no alignment with the normal to the event plane

Perhaps even more surprising are measurements of the STAR Collaboration at
RHIC. For K*, they report [20] values of % — po,o similarly large as those seen at
the LHC, but for ¢ mesons, poo > %; c.f. Fig. 1.5. Liang and Wang pointed out
that hadronization via polarized quark fragmentation could result in pg ¢ > % This
mechanism may be most important at large rapidity or transverse momentum, but
could in principle play a role at midrapidity, where these measurements are made.
However, naively, if fragmentation is the dominant hadronization mechanism, K*
and ¢ should be affected similarly. Furthermore, it would seem natural that quark
hadronization would be more important at LHC energies than at RHIC.

Sheng, Olivia and Wang [26] propose that an entirely new physical effect could be
at play, in which a hypothetical mean ¢ field couples to the system angular momen-
tum. Depending on the values of several parameters, pg o could be greater or less
than % In principle, by fine-tuning [26] the energy dependence of four parameters,

this model might accommodate ,o(q{ 0> % at RHIC energies and pg 0 < % atthe LHC.
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Because this model is not expected to apply to K ** mesons [26], it will be important
to identify independent measurements that can constrain and verify its assumptions.

In summary, it is clear that the situation with the spin alignment of vector mesons
is very different than that for hyperon polarization. In the latter case, the equilibrium
hydrodynamic paradigm which works well for other aspects of heavy ion collisions
seems a reasonable starting point; polarization then allows a more sensitive probe
of the system evolution at the finest scales. For the vector mesons, however, it is
clear that observations cannot be explained by this established paradigm. Compet-
ing effects from multiple hadronization mechanisms, hadronic effects, and novel
mean fields may be at play, differentially affecting the different particle species and
different collision energies. See Chap.7 by Gao, et al. in this volume, for an exten-
sive discussion. The phenomenon of vector meson spin alignment deserves continued
intense theoretical focus; at the moment, the situation is too unclear to summarize
what might be learned.

1.4.3 Future Experimental Work

Among the most pressing issues in the field of heavy ion physics is the existence
and consequences of an intense, long-lived magnetic field. Its presence could allow
experimental access to novel effects due to chiral symmetry restoration. Because A
and A have opposite magnetic moments, a strong B-field at hadronization would
lead to a polarization “splitting” [24,27,28]. The magnitude of the splitting remains
below the statistical sensitivity of existing measurements, but the ongoing BES-II
campaign at RHIC is expected to either discover the splitting or set meaningful limits
on possible magnetic effects.

While the average (“global”) polarization must align with the total angular
momentum of the collision, hydrodynamic and transport simulations predict a
rich flow structure featuring nontrivial local vorticity. The longitudinal polariza-
tion results in Fig. 1.4 represent the first observation of such an effect. However,
more complicated effects may be present on an event-by-event basis, leading to vor-
ticity “hot spots” that may be revealed by spin—spin correlations [29]. Experimental
searches for such a signal are ongoing at RHIC, but two-particle tracking artifacts
make them highly challenging.

As discussed above, the physics driving vector meson spin alignment is apparently
much more complicated than that behind A polarization. The STAR Collaboration
at RHIC has presented a study [21] of polarization of E and €2 hyperons which are
consistent with the A polarizations, with small mass-dependent effects.

While the total system angular momentum decreases with reduced collision
energy, the largest global polarization is observed at the lowest energy. It will be
important to measure polarization at still lower energies below the energy threshold
for QGP formation and at energy densities below the limits of applicability of hydro-
dynamics. The BES-II program at RHIC includes a fixed-target campaign already
producing results [30] in this regime. Much higher statistics datasets at low energy
are expected at the NICA and FAIR facilities soon to commence operation.
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The energy dependence of the polarization signal may reflect an evolution of
rotational flow structure away from midrapidity, where measurements have focused
thus far, as the collision energy increases. Experiments with good tracking near
beam rapidity may probe strong vorticity resulting from the breakdown of longitu-
dinal boost-invariance, challenging hydrodynamic and transport simulations more
stringently than possible previously.

1.5 Summary and Outlook

Over several decades, the field of relativistic heavy ion physics has matured and
focused on the creation and study of the quark—gluon plasma. Hydrodynamics and
transport theory have provided a useful paradigm in which to interpret a wide diversity
of experimental results from high-energy collisions at RHIC and the LHC. Theory
and models based on this paradigm have become increasingly sophisticated, simulat-
ing the entire evolution of the dynamic system and making quantitative connection
to the initial state and fundamental transport coefficients.

The observation of rotational phenomena has opened an exciting new direction
into this well-developed and fertile environment, a rare example of a truly new devel-
opment in a mature field. First measurements of global hyperon polarization are
largely consistent with predictions from existing hydrodynamic and transport sim-
ulations, indicating that the tools are at hand, to understand the phenomenon. More
differential measurements, of the azimuthal dependence of global and longitudinal
hyperon polarization, are more difficult to understand; the effects have magnitudes
in line with standard expectations, but reproducing the sign of the observed oscil-
lations may require nontrivial revisions to our current understanding. On the other
hand, vector meson spin alignment—presumably related to hyperon polarization—
is quantitatively and qualitatively impossible to understand solely in terms of the
hydrodynamic paradigm that successfully explains other observables; here, there
may be numerous competing effects that depend nontrivially on particle species and
collision energy, including a newly proposed coherent mesonic mean field.

Thus, it appears that the new phenomena of strongly interacting QCD matter under
rotation may be addressed by current theory and models, while at the same time
requiring new insights. The contributions to this book represent a broad sample of
some of the early theoretical efforts—from fundamental theory to phenomenology—
to determine the physics behind these phenomena. New insights are bound to result
from continued theoretical focus and upcoming experimental results. The following
pages are the first chapters in what will surely be a much longer story.

Acknowledgements This work is supported in part by U.S. Department of Energy grant DE-
SC0020651 and by U.S. National Science Foundation grant PHY-1913729.



14

F.Becattini et al.

References

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
217.
28.
29.

30.

. Liang, Z.T., Wang, X.N.: Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.

102301. [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 039901 (2006)]

. Becattini, F,, Piccinini, F., Rizzo, J.: Phys. Rev. C 77 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.

77.024906

. Becattini, F., Chandra, V., Del Zanna, L., Grossi, E.: Ann. Phys. 338, 32 (2013). https://doi.org/

10.1016/j.a0p.2013.07.004

. Jiang, Y., Lin, Z.W., Liao, J.: Phys. Rev. C 94(4) (2016). https://doi.org/10.1103/

PhysRevC.94.044910, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.049904. [Erratum: Phys. Rev.
C95, n0.4,049904(2017)]

. Adamczyk, L., et al.: Nature 548, 62 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23004
. Liang, Z.T., Wang, X.N.: Phys. Lett. B 629, 20 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.

09.060

. Adams, J., et al.: Nucl. Phys. A 757, 102 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.

085

. Adcox, K., et al.: Nucl. Phys. A 757, 184 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.

086

. Back, B., etal.: Nucl. Phys. A 757, 28 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.084
10.
11.

Arsene, L., et al.: Nucl. Phys. A 757, 1 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.02.130
Barnett, S.J.: Phys. Rev. 6, 239 (1915). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.6.239. https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.6.239

Takahashi, M., et al.: Nat. Phys. 12, 52 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3526

Abelev, B., et al.: Phys. Rev. C 95 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.039906
Anderson, M., et al.: Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A499, 659 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-
9002(02)01964-2

Adams, J., et al.: Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 968 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2020.
163970

Becattini, F.,, Lisa, M.A.: Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 70, 395 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1146/
annurev-nucl-021920-095245

Bzdak, A., Esumi, S., Koch, V., Liao, J., Stephanov, M., Xu, N.: Phys. Rept. 853, 1 (2020).
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.01.005

Aggarwal, M., et al.: (2010)

Adam, J., et al.: Phys. Rev. Lett. 123(13) (2019). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.
132301

Zhou, C.: Nucl. Phys. A 982, 559 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2018.09.009
Adam, J et al.: arXiv:2012.13601 (2020)

Leader, E.: Spin Particle Phys. 15 (2011)

Schilling, K., Seyboth, P., Wolf, G.E.: Nucl. Phys. B 15, 397 (1970). https://doi.org/10.1016/
0550-3213(70)90070-2. [Erratum: Nucl. Phys. B 18, 332 (1970)]

Becattini, F., Karpenko, I., Lisa, M., Upsal, 1., Voloshin, S.: Phys. Rev. C 95(5) (2017). https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.054902

Acharya, S., et al.: Phys. Rev. Lett. 125(1) (2020). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.
012301

Sheng, X.L., Oliva, L., Wang, Q.: Phys. Rev. D 101(9) (2020). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.101.096005

Miiller, B., Schifer, A.: Phys. Rev. D 98(7) (2018). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.
071902

Guo, X., Liao, J., Wang, E.: Sci. Rep. 10(1), 2196 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-
59129-6

Pang, L.G., Petersen, H., Wang, Q., Wang, X.N.: Phys. Rev. Lett. 117(19) (2016). https://doi.
org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.192301

Adam, J., et al.: arXiv:2007.14005 (2020)


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.102301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.102301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.024906
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.024906
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2013.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2013.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.044910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.044910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.049904
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.084
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.02.130
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.6.239
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.6.239
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.6.239
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3526
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.039906
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01964-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01964-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2020.163970
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2020.163970
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-021920-095245
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-021920-095245
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.132301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.132301
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2018.09.009
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.13601
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90070-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90070-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.054902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.054902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.071902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.071902
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-59129-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-59129-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.192301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.192301
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14005

®

Check for
updates

Polarization in Relativistic Fluids: A
Quantum Field Theoretical Derivation

Francesco Becattini

Abstract

We review the calculation of polarization in a relativistic fluid within the frame-
work of statistical quantum field theory. We derive the expressions of the spin
density matrix and the mean spin vector both for a single quantum relativistic par-
ticle and for a quantum-free field. After introducing the formalism of the covariant
Wigner function for the scalar and the Dirac field, the relation between the spin
density matrix and the covariant Wigner function is obtained. The formula is
applied to the fluid produced in relativistic nuclear collisions by using the local
thermodynamic equilibrium density operator and recovering previously known
formulae. The dependence of these results on the spin tensor and pseudo-gauge
transformations of the stress-energy tensor is addressed.

2.1 Introduction

The discovery of global polarization of A hyperons in relativistic nuclear collisions
[1-5] has sparked a great interest in the theory of spin and polarization in relativistic
fluids and relativistic matter in general. Several approaches have been proposed and
several are currently pursued; amongst them, are relativistic kinetic theory [6-11]
and a phenomenological treatment of the spin tensor [12—14].

Yet, the most fundamental tool is quantum statistical field theory, which was
used to derive the original formula [15] of polarization of quasi-free particles in a
relativistic fluid at local thermodynamic equilibrium. All other approaches should,
in the first place, reproduce the results obtained with this method, once the state of
the system, that is its density operator, is chosen.
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Carrying out the calculation of the polarization matrix, which for spin 1/2 parti-
cles boils down to the mean spin vector, in a quantum field theoretical framework
is, however, not an easy task. In the derivation presented in Ref. [15], some approx-
imations were introduced and the final formula admittedly relied on the use of the
canonical spin tensor, that is dependent on the specific set of quantum stress-energy
and spin tensor (in other words of the pseudo-gauge choice [16]). It is the purpose
of this paper to review the derivation of the polarization of spin 1/2 particles step by
step and fill some of the conceptual gaps. Particularly, the exact formula relating the
spin density matrix and the mean spin vector to the covariant Wigner function will
be found and it will be thereby conclusively demonstrated that the expression of the
polarization is independent of the spin tensor. Furthermore, a general formula for
particles with any spin S will be derived in the limit of distinguishable quantum par-
ticles, that is neglecting quantum statistics. For this purpose, many useful concepts
in statistical quantum field theory will be thoroughly reviewed and discussed.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sect. 2.2 the general definitions of spin den-
sity matrix and mean spin vector will be given in a quantum relativistic framework.
In Sect.2.3, a formula for the spin density matrix and the mean spin vector will be
derived for a single free quantum particle with spin S in a thermal bath with rotation
and acceleration, by using only group theory techniques. In Sect.2.4, the covariant
Wigner operator and function will be introduced for the free scalar and Dirac field.
In Sect.2.5, the formula for the mean spin vector of a free Dirac fermion will be
obtained as a function of the covariant Wigner function while in Sect. 2.6, the same
formula will be obtained with a different method based on total angular momentum,
already used in Ref. [15]. In Sect.2.7, the density operator at local thermodynamic
equilibrium will be discussed in detail with emphasis on its application in relativistic
heavy ion collisions, and the derivation of the formula of mean spin vector for a
fermion in a relativistic fluid at local thermodynamic equilibrium will be outlined.

Notations and Conventions

In this paper, we use the natural units, withh =c = K = 1.

We will use the relativistic notation with repeated indices assumed to be satu-
rated, however, contractions of indices will be sometimes denoted with a dot or a
colon,e.g. 8- p = Bup*andw : J = w,, J*” . The Minkowskian metric tensor is
diag(1, —1, —1, —1); for the Levi-Civita symbol, we use the convention €123 — 1,

Operators in Hilbert space will be denoted by a large upper hat (f) while unit
vectors with a small upper hat (7). Noteworthy exception is, the Dirac field which is
expressed by W without an upper hat.

The symbol Tr with a capital T stands for the trace over all states in the Hilbert
space, whereas the symbol tr stands for a trace over polarization states or traces of
finite-dimensional matrices.
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2.2  The Spin Density Matrix and the Definition of Mean Spin

In relativistic quantum mechanics, for a single massive particle, the spin angular
momentum vector is defined as

o~

1 ~ =~
St = —%e“”p"vaPa, 2.1

where Z)p are the angular momentum-boost operators and P, the energy-momentum
operator. The operator in Eq. (2.1) is also known as Pauli-Lubanski vector and it
fulfils the following commutation relations:

[S., P,1=0 (2.2)
[S[l,a Svl = le;wpcrs P
S-P=0

Hence, if the ket |p) is an eigenvector of F S0 is §| p). The restriction of S to the
eigenspace labelled by four-momentum p is defined as §( p). Since §( p)-p=0,
it can be decomposed onto three orthonormal space-like four-vectors n1(p), n2(p),
n3(p) orthogonal to p, forming a basis of the Minkowski space with the unit vector

p=p/Vr*
3
S(p) = Si(pni(p). (2.3)
i=1

It can be shown that the operators TS‘\, (p) form a SU(2) algebra and are the generators
of the so-called little group of massive particles. The third component §3 (p) can be
diagonalized along with $2 with corresponding eigenvalues s and S(S + 1), S being
the spin of the particle so that

Plp,s)=plp,s) and  S3(p)lp,s) =slp,s). (2.4)

The n;(p), being orthogonal to p, can be written as

ni(p) = [ple; (2.5)

with ¢; the i-th unit space vector and [ p] the so-called standard Lorentz transforma-
tion bringing the time-like vector pg = (m, 0, 0, 0) into the four-momentum p.

The choice of [p] entails a specific physical meaning of the eigenvalue s. For
instance, if 6,¢ are the spherical coordinates of p and & the rapidity of p,

[P] = R3()R2(O)L3(5),

where Ry () are rotations around the axis k with angle ¢ and Ly (&) a Lorentz boost
along the direction k£ with hyperbolic angle & is a typical choice of the standard
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Lorentz transformation which makes s the helicity of the particle. Finally, if the
states are normalized according to'

(p.7lg,s) =2e8(p— q)ds . (2.6)

we have, for the representation of a general Lorentz transformation A in the Hilbert
space:

Alp,ry =" 14p,s)D°(Ap]~" AlpDs, ()

N

where DS stands for the (25 + 1)-dimensional irreducible representation of the
proper orthocronous Lorentz group SO(1,3) (the so-called (0, S) representation)
or—in case—of its universal covering group SL(2,C). The transformation

W(A, p) = [Ap]~ ' Alp] (2.8)

is the so-called Wigner rotation, as it leaves the unit time vector { invariant.

The mean value S* of the operator (2.1) is the properly called spin vector (the
polarization vector being the mean spin vector S#* divided by S so that its maximal
magnitude is always 1):

St = Tr(S*p),

where p is the density operator of the single quantum relativistic particle in the
Hilbert space. Its restriction to the subspace of four-momentum p is the spin density
operator @(p), which is used to express the mean value of the spin vector for a
particle with momentum p:

SH(p) = Tr(S*O(p)). 2.9)

The matrix:

Op)rs = (p, 1B 1P, s) = (P, r|OP)Ip, 5) (2.10)

is the spin density matrix, in the basis labelled by the eigenvalues of S3( p). The
matrix ®, which is Hermitian, positive definite and with normalized trace, contains
the maximal information about the spin state of the particle. It is dependent on the
chosen basis, yet the mean value (2.9) is independent thereof, that is of the standard
Lorentz transformation associated with the eigenvalue s.

IThroughout this paper the symbol ¢ stands for the on-shell energy, that is ¢ = /p2 + m?2.
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Plugging (2.3) into (2.9), we get:
SHp) =Y Y (p rISi(p)O(P)Ip, i (p)
=Y "> (P 115 (P)Ip. )(p. s1OP)|p. )ni(p)

=22 DXUNrOp)ni(p)

r,s i

3 3
=Y w(D*UHO(p)IplE)* =) [pllwD3IHep), (211

i=1 i=1

where we have used the fact that 3’\, (p) are the generators of the little group SU(2)
algebra in the subspace spanned by | p); the DS(J) are the familiar matrices of the
angular momentum generators for the representation with spin S. The above formula
can be made covariant by introducing the definition of angular momenta:

: | A
DS = —Ee’)‘”pDS(JM)tp,
where 7 is the unit time vector and the tensor J;, now includes all Lorentz transfor-

mation generators, angular momentum and boosts. Since fp = 82, we can extend the
sum over { from O to 4, because of the Levi-Civita tensor and write:

1 n
S (p) = —Ee““ﬂrp[p]f,‘tr(D%JM@(p». (2.12)

Now,

[pIhe™ = [plpIfLpls M ApL LT, ) (A pY, [ply ' )erY
= (PP LPT 1 e ) (15 a1, 1oy

= detlple"?"® [p1z " 1p), ply ' = € [p15  Ip), M Iply

and, substituting in (2.12),

1 —lpna
§"(p) =~ 1ply Vg ply HLpl, (DS ()@ (p)).

By definition of standard Lorentz transformation and taking into account its orthog-
onality, we have:

—lps 1 Z)
t, = —_—,
[pls "o
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so that the mean spin vector becomes:

1 _ -
$*(p) = —5—=€"7 pspl*p1, M ir(D® (1) O (p)).
2m
From group representation theory, we know that

(P15 1p), " DS (1) = DS ([p)) ' DS () DS (L)), (2.13)

and hence (2.12) can be finally cast as

1
$"(p) = =5 pytr (DX (D' DX U DS (PDO(P)) . (2.14)

The “kinematic" part of the spin vector derivation for a single quantum relativistic
particle is completed.

In a quantum field theory framework, the single-particle spin density matrix can
be still defined with a formula which is a generalization of (2.10):

Te(5 @, (p)ar(p))
¥, T (54, (pYar(p))

®(p)rs = (215)

where p is the density operator for the Hilbert space of the field states. The @, (p)
are destruction operators of the particle with momentum p and spin state r. The
introduction of creation and destruction operators makes it clear that one can define
a polarization of particles only when particle is a sensible concept, that is for a non-
interacting or a weakly interacting field theory. For instance, defining a spin density
matrix of quarks and gluons makes sense only in the perturbative limit of QCD.

The calculation of ®(p) is the crucial and hardest part of the procedure. Before
tackling the full quantum field theory case, one can obtain a good approximation by
using the single quantum relativistic particle formalism, which is the subject of the
next section.

2.3  The Single-Particle Limit and Global Equilibrium
Factorization

In the fixed-number particle formalism, the Hilbert space of quantum states is the
tensor product of single-particle Hilbert spaces. Neglecting symmetrization or anti-
symmetrization of the states means disregarding quantum statistics effects and taking
the limit of distinguishable particles. Moreover, if the particles are non-interacting,
the full density operator can be written as the tensor product of single-particle density
operators:

P =®ipi.



2 Polarization in Relativistic Fluids: A Quantum Field Theoretical Derivation 21

We can now set out to get the spin density matrix for the general global equilibrium
density operator p [17,18]:

1 ~ 1 Iy
p=— —b-P+-w:J|, 2.16
p Zexp[ +2w } (2.16)

where b is a constant time-like four-vector and @ a constant anti-symmetric tensor.
In global equilibrium, the vector field:

Bt = bt + o Vx, 2.17)

is the four-temperature vector [17] fulfilling Killing equation and

1
Dy = _5 (au,Bv - av,Bp.) (2.18)

is called thermal vorticity; the relation (2.18) can be taken as a definition of thermal
vorticity in non-equilibrium situation. The operators Pand J in (2.16) are the con-
served total four-momentum and total angular momentum-boosts, respectively. For
a set of non-interacting distinguishable particles, we can write:

PR  T=Y1.
i i
and consequently,
pi:Zexp —b-P,-—i-Ew:J,- ,

1

so that the single-particle spin density matrix reads:

(p.rlpilp, s)

O(p)iyy = LIPS
P S (p. 11i1p. 1)

(2.19)

In order to calculate the right hand side of (2.19), one can take advantage of a
noteworthy factorization:

1 ~ 1 -~ 1 - o~ 1 —~
Zexp [—b - P+ Ew : J,-] = Zexp [—b . PI-] exp |:§w : JZ} , (2.20)
where

[e'e) ik
= /; Rl

Vv

2wy ) b (2.21)

k times

Equation (2.20) is a very useful formula, whose derivation is worth being shown in
some detail.
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Let us start with the following very simple observation concerning the composition
of translations and Lorentz transformation in Minkowski space—time. Let x be a four-
vector and apply the combination

T(a) AT(a)™",

T(a) being a translation of some four-vector a and A a Lorentz transformation. The
effect of the above combination on x reads:

x> x—a—> Ax—a)—> Ax—a)+a=Ax)+ T —-A)(a) =T - A)(a))(A(x)).
Since x was arbitrary, we have:
T(a) A T(a)*] =T(I—- A)(a))A.

This relation has a representation of unitary operators in Hilbert space, which can
be written in terms of the generators of the Poincaré group:

explia - Plexpl—ig : J/2]expl—ia - P] = expli(( — A)(a)) - Plexp[—ig : 1/2],
(2.22)
where ¢ are the parameters of the Lorentz transformation.? By taking ¢ infinitesimal,
we can obtain a known relation about the effect of translations on angular momentum
operators:

explia - ﬁ]f,w exp[—ia - ﬁ] :?(a)j;w?(a)fl = j;w — aMI/’\v + auﬁu.
The left hand side of (2.22) can now be worked out by using the above relation:

explia - ﬁ] exp[—ig : f/2] exp[—ia - ﬁ] =?(a) exp[—ig: .7\/2]:I.:(a)_1
= expl—i¢ : T(@)TT(a)"'/2]
=expl—ig : (J —a A P)/2] = expliguna P’ — i@, T /2]. (2.23)

Hence, combining (2.23) with (2.22), we have obtained the factorization:

expli@uual P — i@ J™ /2] = expli (1 — A)(a)) - Plexpl—ig : J/2]. (2.24)

Now,
. T N ) L € ) L
id— A)(a) —za—zz @ )@ = —zz @ V@, @25
k=0 : k=1 ’

2Henceforth, by : we will denote a double contraction of rank 2 tensors, e.g. ¢ : T= (p,wf v,
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Setting
Vi =ipuva’

and taking into account that

(J;w)ofs =i (8,04[811/3 - (Sggu.ﬁ) ,
we have:

(¢ - )(@)e = 2igapa’ =2V,
Therefore, the right hand side of Eq. (2.25) becomes:

—i i ﬂ(w @) =—i iﬂ(w vy
2k T i S
~ G’
me .

Finally, Eq. (2.24) becomes:

exp[—V - P —ip: J/2] = exp[—V(¢) - Plexpl—i¢ : J/2], (2.26)
where
Vip) = i %E;—fzkl)!w W) = i ﬁ (@un @™ - pu ) V™
k=0 k=0 k times

Equation (2.26) can be read as the factorization of the exponential of a linear combi-
nations of generators of the Poincaré group. For this reason, it must be derivable also
by using the known formulae of the factorization of the exponential of the sum of
matrices exp[A + B] in terms of exponentials of commutators of A and B. Indeed,
it can be shown, by using the commutation relations of P and 7, that one precisely
gets the Eq. (2.26) for any vector V and tensor g, either real or complex. Hence,
the formula (2.26) can be applied to factorize the density operator (2.16) by setting
p=iw:

0= %exp[—b Ptw: f/2] = %exp[—g(w) . P] explo : f/2] (2.27)

00 00 .k

i 1 . i
b(w-) — ]; m(m‘ : J) b= ]; m (w,wlwva . wuk_wk) ka

k times

We have thus proved the formula (2.20).
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The factorization of the density operator in Eq. (2.20) can now be applied to
calculate the spin density matrix in Eq. (2.19). The momentum-dependent factor
exp(—b - p) cancels out in the ratio, and one is left with

(p, rlexple : T/21Ip, s)
> (p,tlexplw : J/21Ip, 1)

To derive its explicit form, we use an analytic continuation; namely, we first deter-
mine ®(p) for imaginary @ and then continue the function to real values. If @ is
imaginary, exp[o : 7, /2] = A is just a unitary representation of a Lorentz transfor-
mation, and then one can use known relations of Poincaré group representations [19]
to obtain:

O(p)rs =

(p.riAlp.s) 2683~ APHW(A, p)rs
Z;<P7t|A|Pat> 2583(p_A(P))Zt W(A’P)t/

where A(p) stands for the spacial part of the four-vector A(p) and W (A, p) is the
Wigner rotation defined in Eq. (2.8). We thus have:

O(P)rs = (2.28)

D3 ([p1~ ' ALpD)ys

®(p)rs = tr(DS(A))

)

which seems to be an appropriate form to be analytically continued to real zo. How-
ever, the above form is not satisfactory yet as the continuation to real @, that is:

j 1
DS(A) = exp [—%w : ES:| — exp |:§w : Esi| ,

where X5 = D3(J) that is the matrix representing the generators does not give rise
to a Hermitian matrix for ®(p) as it should. This problem can be fixed by taking
into account that W (p) is the representation of a rotation, hence unitary. We can thus
replace W (p) with (W(p) + W(p)~'")/2 in (2.28) and, by using the property of
SL(2,C) representations DS (AT) = DS(A)T [20], we obtain:

O(p) = DS([pI~' Alp]) + DS([p)T A~V [pI~1T)
pr= w(DS(A) + DS(A)-1T)

which will give a Hermitian result because the analytic continuation of A~!" reads?:

. 1
DS(A_”) — exp [Ew : Z;:| .

3Note that the Lorentz transformations in Minkowski space—time and their counterparts of the
fundamental (0, 1/2) representation of the SL(2,C) group are henceforth identified. Particularly,
the standard Lorentz transformation [ p] will indicate either a SO(1,3) transformation or a SL(2,C)
transformation.
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Altogether, the final expression of the spin density matrix reads:

_ D5(Iph " expl(1/2)w : Z51D3([p])
_tr(exp[(1/2)w 1 Xs]+expl(1/2)w : Z;])
DS([p)T expl(1/2)w : DS ((p)~'")
tr(expl(1/2)w : Ts] +expl(1/2)m : L)

(2.29)

which is manifestly Hermitian.
Equation (2.29) can be further developed. By using (2.13), we have:

1 1
DS([pD) " exp [5” : zs] D3([p]) =exp [5w’“DS<[p])—lstvDS([p])}
1
=exp [Ew““[p],:“’[p];lﬁzsaﬂ} :

which applies to the original SO(1,3) matrices too. So, if we apply the Lorentz
transformation [p] to the tensor @ :

o [pl p), P = o (p), (2.30)

we realize that oy P are the components of the thermal vorticity tensor in the
rest-frame of the particle with four-momentum p. Note that these components are
obtained by back-boosting with [ p] (which in fact is not a pure Lorentz boost in the
helicity scheme as it includes a rotation). Finally, equation (2.29) becomes:

DS(expl(1/2)m.(p) : Bsl) + DS (expl(1/2)m(p) : Tf1)
tr(exp[(1/2)m : Ts] + exp[(1/2) : E;]) .

O(p) = (2.31)

The thermal vorticity @ is usually < 1; in this case, the spin density matrix can be
expanded in power series around @ = 0. Taking into account that tr(Xg) = 0, we
have:

s

2S+1 425+ 1)

to first order in . Now the X g matrices can be decomposed into representations of
angular momentum and boosts:

O(p)rs = D (D) (Ssap + Digp)rs

Xsuy = DS(J/,H)) = euvpo*DS(Jp)fU - DS(KM)fU + DS(Kv)f;u

and taking into account that the DS(J) are Hermitian while DS(K!) are anti-
Hermitian, we find:

Sr 1 n
OP)rs = 5" + G5 T 1)m(p)aﬂea,svaS(J"):/t”- (2.32)
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By plugging (2.32) into (2.12), we get:

1
12 _ w___ - aff SoeynSeky \ fv
S¥(p) = [pl; 2(2s+1)w*(p) €apputl (D D d ))t

1 SS+1DHR2S+1) R
= _2(2S N 3 [P]ﬁw*(P)aﬁEaﬂpvnglv
1SS+1) ~ 1 S(S+1)
= _ET[p]gw*(p)aﬂeaﬁpvtv = _%Twaﬁeaﬁuvpv’

(2.33)

where, in the last equality, we have boosted the vector to the laboratory frame by
using Eq. (2.30).

For a fluid made of distinguishable particles at local thermodynamic equilibrium,
the thermal vorticity @ is promoted to a function of space and time, so that the
expression (2.33) gives rise to the integral average:

L SSHD papy ) J5dTap & P)wap ()
2m 3 Pv fz dzkp)hf(xﬂ p)

SH(p) =— (2.34)

with f(x, p) the distribution function and ¥ a 3D hypersurface from where particles
are emitted. The latter is basically the same formula obtained in Refs. [15,21] and
should apply to particles with any spin.

24  The Covariant Wigner Function
We now turn to the general quantum field formula of the spin density matrix,
Eq.(2.15). To develop this expression, we need to introduce an important quan-

tity: the covariant Wigner operator. We will do this first for the scalar field, where
the spin plays no role, and later for the Dirac field.

2.4.1 The Scalar Field

The covariant Wigner operator is defined as a Fourier transform of the two-point
function of the quantum field:

W(x, k) =

) f dty T/ =y e, (2.35)

where : stands for the normal ordering of creation and destruction operators; the
appearance of a normal ordering implies that this definition is suitable for a free field
or a field interacting with an external field. Even if (2.35) is not, strictly speaking,
a local operator (it depends on the field in two points), its quasi-locality makes it
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a suitable tool to deal with local thermodynamic equilibrium in quantum statistical
mechanics. Besides, its mean value, namely the covariant Wigner function:

W(x, k) = Tr(p W(x, k), (2.36)

where p is the density operator, is an indispensable tool to reckon quantum corrections
to classical kinetic theory [22]. From Eq. (2.36) it turns out that the covariant Wigner
function is real, but it does not need to be positive definite. Inserting in Eq. (2.35)
the free scalar field expansion in plane waves:

1 d3p

Goe | AR+ ), (2.37)

V() =

ap, by being destruction operators of particles with four-momentum p normalized
S0 as to

[@p).a'(phl =2¢8(p—p). (2.38)
we get, for the covariant Wigner function:
@emn)’ ] 2e 2¢
+ e~ iy (k+(p+p")/2) g—i(p—p)x @\f (p/)/b\(p))

W(x, k) =

/ aty[em U EP DD @ )

4 e—i)"(k—(P—P/)/Z)ei(.D-FP/)'x (’a\T (P)ﬁ (P/»
+ e vkt p=p)/D=i(p+p)x (5(17)3(1)’))]
_ 2 d3p d3p/
en? ) 2 26
+ e kAP /Dl (P=P)x BT ()B(p'))

/d4y I:e—iY‘(k—(P‘FP/)/Z)ei(P—P/)'x (zZ\T(p)fl\(p/))

+ e—i)“(k—(P—P/)/2)ei(P+P/)'x (’a\T (P)ﬁ (P/)>
4 e~ k=(p=P"/2) =i (P+P)x ([ /i p)>]
_ 2 [dpdy
T en)3 ) 2 2¢
+ 8+ (p+ P2 B B
+ 84k = (p = /2 [T @ (BT (p) + TP B(phapy) ).
(2.39)

i (p—p))x [54(k —(p+ )@ (pap))

where ( ) stands for the mean Tr( ). In the above equalities, we have taken advantage
of the symmetric integration in the variables p, p’.

The expression (2.39) makes it apparent that the variable k of the Wigner function
W (x, k) is not on-shell, i.e. k2 #* m? even in the free case. This makes the definition
of a particle distribution function f(x, p) a la Boltzmann not straightforward in a
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quantum relativistic framework. In the book by De Groot [22], it is shown that a
distribution function can be defined in the limit of slowly varying W (x, k) on the
microscopic scale of the Compton wavelength. In fact, we will show that in the case
of the free scalar field, a distribution function can be defined without introducing
such an approximation. From Eq.(2.39), we can infer that W is made up of three
terms which can be distinguished for the characteristic of k. For future time-like
k= (p + p’)/2, only the first term involving particles is retained; for past time-like
k = —(p + p’)/2, only the second term involving antiparticles; finally, for space-
like k = (p — p’)/2, the last term with the mean values of two creation/destruction
operators is retained. In symbols:

W(x, k) =W (x, )O*DHOK?) + W(x, b)O kO (k") + W(x, k)0 (—k?)

(2.40)
= W, (x, k) + W_(x, k) + Ws(x, k).

Local operators quadratic in the field can be expressed as four-dimensional inte-
grals over k of the covariant Wigner function (2.35). For instance, the mean value of
the conserved current of the scalar field is defined as [22]

) =il @T(x)zﬁ*@(x) ‘) =/d4k KW (x, k). (2.41)

By using the decomposition (2.40) for W (x, k), the current can be written as the sum
of three terms. The particle term, by using (2.39), reads:

1 &Ppd’p’ (p+ pH*
2n)3 e 2¢ 2

d3 1 d3/ ; / o~ ~
:/Tpp“Re (sz—i e’<”"’”(a1(p)a(p)>)~ (2.42)

Jh) = ! PP Gt (pyacp)))

To obtain the last expression, we have taken advantage of the hermiticity of the
density operator, implying:

@ (papH) = @ (phap)*,

which makes it possible to swap the integration variables p and p’. The formula
(2.42) brings out a function that we can properly identify as the particle distribution
function or phase-space density, as the real part of a complex distribution function

fe(x, p):

f(x, p) =Refc(x, p), (2.43)
where
_ 1 d&p’ ip=p)x 5t Yol )
fie, ) = 5 | S5 @ pae) (2.44)
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Similarly, the antiparticle term in the current leads to a distribu}i\on flir\lCtiOIl f (x, p)
which is obtained from (2.44) replacing (Zfr (p)a(p))) with (bT (p)b(p")). Finally,
the last term in the current, can be written, by using (2.41) and (2.39):

1 d3p d3p/

Q2r)3 e 2¢
1 d3p d3p/

- 2n)3 e 2¢

i) = (p = P Re (P75 @ (B (p)))

P Re [P0 (@ (B (p') — @' ()BT (o)) ]

where, again, we have used the hermiticity of the density operator. Thereby, we could
define a mixed distribution function g.:

U (80 T it (a5 (0B ey — af (B
st = o [ SE [0 (@ W ) - @ 6B o)

and write the whole current as
U 47 d3p Iz r
J) = [ kKW =Re [ ==p*[felx, p) = felx, p) + ge(x, p)]

d3p u _
ngp [f@x.p) = F(x. p) + g(x. p)].

If g, = 0, which is the most common case, the current can be formally written as the
familiar relativistic kinetic formula, that is an integral over on-shell four-momenta
of the four-momentum vector multiplied by on-shell phase-space densities.

In general, an algebraic relation between, e.g. W, (x, k) and f(x, p) does not
exist. Nevertheless, interesting integral relations between them can be obtained. It is
not hard to show that, integrating (2.39) in k, one gets:

d3 _
/d“k W(x, k) =/ P (fxe p) + e p) + gex. p))
€ (2.45)

d*p -
= [ — (Fe P+ p) +8(x. p),
where the last equality follows from the vanishing of the imaginary part of the integral.

Furthermore, if we integrate the time component of the particle current (2.42) over
the hypersurface r = const, one retrieves the total number of particles:

3
N=fd3x j$<x>:/d3x¥ef<x,p> =fd3pfd3xf<x,p>,

and the last expression confirms that f(x, p) is the actual density of particles in
phase-space. Furthermore, according to Eq. (2.44),

N~ [ Ex e = @ @
_— = X X, = —{a a s
&p P)=5gia tpatp
which is the expected relation between the particle density in momentum space in
view of (2.38).
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2.4.2 The DiracField

A similar connection can be built up for the spin 1/2 particles and the Dirac field. In
this case, the covariant Wigner operator is a 4 x 4 spinorial matrix*:

—~ 1 . _
Wx, k)ap = — dty eV W (x — y/2)Wp(x + y/2) :
(2m)*
= /d4y e Y L Wp(x + y/2)Walx — y/2) :,  (2.46)
(2m)*
W being the Dirac field:

3
va =3 gz [ S @O (e 4 B (pac™. 247
In Eq.(2.47), the creation and destruction operators are normalized according to
(2.38) with the anticommutator replacing the commutator, and u, (p), v, (p) are the
spinors of free particles and antiparticles in their polarization state r (usually a
helicity or third spin component) normalized so asto i, ug = 2mdys, U Vg = —2mSys.
The covariant Wigner function is, again, the mean value of the Wigner operator in
(2.46). The definition (2.46) has to be modified in full spinor electrodynamics [23]
to preserve gauge invariance, but this can be neglected for the scope of this work.
Because of the Dirac equation, the Wigner operator solves the equation:

(m —F— %a) Wx, k) =0.

By plugging (2.47) into (2.46), we obtain:

1 d3p d’p/
——e

—i(p=p)x o
@2n)3 ) 2e 2¢

W(x, k) ap =Z

[8* — (p + p)/2)al (p)a, (p)u, (p) aits (P B
— 8k + (p + P)/2)b) ()b () v () aTs (P 8]
= 84k = (p = p/2) [T ()b (Dt ()T (P

+ & PPNy, (p') aity (p) by (p)E] <P)] ' (249

“It should be reminded that the normal ordering for fermion fields involves a minus sign for each
permutation, e.g. : aa’ := —a’a. Therefore, taking into account anticommutation relations, for
fields : Wa(x)Wp(y) := —: Wp(y)Ws(x):
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It can be seen that in the fermion case, the covariant Wigner operator can be split
into future time-like (particle), past time-like (antiparticle) and space-like parts cor-
responding to the three terms of the right hand side, just as for the scalar field:

W (x, k) =W (x, O (HO () + W (x, k) a0 (kPO (—k°) + W (x, k)6 (—k>)
=W 0, k) + W3, &) + Ws(x, k).
Yet, unlike for the scalar field, we cannot identify a distribution function in phase-
space by integrating the covariant Wigner function in k. We can make this clear by

calculating the mean current of the Dirac field (without vacuum contribution) which
is obtained from the Wigner function through the formula [22]:

JHO) = W)y (x) 1) = /d4k tr(y*W(x, k).

We confine ourselves to the particle term of (2.48), which, once fed into the above
formula yields:

00 = [ atro W o)

a7 36 20 —p=Px Gt (p'ya, ()i (p) v ur ().

r,s

= Z P _pe

Unlike in (2.42), we cannot factorize the momentum integration because the spinors
u have different momenta as argument. It thus follows that a reasonable definition
of a particle distribution function with spin indices f(x, p),s is precluded, except in
the limit of very slow variation of the Wigner function as derived in Ref. [22].

Notwithstanding, it is possible to establish an exact relation between the density
of particles in momentum space and the covariant Wigner function. First of all, it
can be shown, from (2.49), that

8ujﬁ =0

and likewise for j", taking into account that the spinors u(p) and i(p) fulfil the
equations:

(p —mu(p) =0 i@(p)(p —m) = 0.

If the divergence of j; vanishes, we can integrate the particle current (2.49) over
an arbitrary 3D space-like hypersurface to get a constant particle number, provided
that boundary fluxes vanish. For instance, we can integrate jfl over the hypersurface
t = const to get:
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N = /d3x jﬁ(x) = /d3x/d4k tr(y"W(x, k)4)

—Z/ N Y530 — )@ (0 (0 (07 s ()
e 2¢
p oo~ - 0 d3p ~F o~
=Y [ @ eaenen ue =3 [ {Eaieamss.

d’p P
= [ 5 2@ wyap),
r
whence we obtain the particle density in momentum space, as expected:

dN 1

o2 > @ (pya(p)) (2.50)

An important feature of the Wigner operator of free fields is that integrating it
over a 3D hypersurface, kK becomes an on-shell vector. Indeed, from (2.48),

kH8, Wy (x, k) = kMa, Ws(x, k) = 0
because in taking the derivative k - d the factor (p — p’) - (p + p’) = 0is generated
in all of the terms; the same applies to the Wigner operator of the scalar field.

Therefore, provided that suitable boundary conditions are fulfilled, the integral over
a space-like 3D hypersurface:

/ A, kMW (x, k)
z

is independent of the hypersurface X. Thus, we can choose X at the hyperplane t = 0
and obtain, from (2.48):

/ A, kW (x, k) =k0/d3x W(x, k)
t=0
2e 2¢

d3p a3 —~ _
=Zk0/ pdp 8 (p— p)[84(k pYas (pYar (p)ur (p)iis (p)

— 84k + PIB] (DB (P)ur () AT (P ]

+ 88 (k — ) [8% 0 + D@ (b (0 )ty (Vs (9 + r (p i ()5} () ()]
= Z K0 / 3 [ = pal 1 (pyur (piis (p) = 6k + B (0)Bs (s (s (1) |
=y 58<k2 m?) [0 (0@ (ur ()is (0

+0(—KO)B] (—hbs (—k)vr (—k) aTs () g | 2.51)
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note that the mixed term vanished because of the factor k8 (k%). The last obtained
result proves the above statement, that is the argument k of the integral over a 3D
space-like hypersurface ¥ is an on-shell four-vector and it nicely separates particle—
antiparticle contribution. Indeed, the on-shell operators W can be defined such that

1 _
2—3(k° — ey (k) = / A%, kW (x, k)
&k

1 _
2—6(k0 + ep)w_ (k) =/d2uk“W_(x, k),
£k

so that, by comparing with (2.51),

1
Wit =>" 527; (kyay (kyu, (k)iis (k) (2.52)

r,s

with k on-shell. A similar equation can be established for W_and antiparticles. Note
that, from (2.52),

(k —myw,. (k) = w.(k)(k —m) =0 (2.53)
Now, multiplying (2.52) by u, (k) to the left and u, (k) to the right, and keeping in
mind the normalization of the spinors u, we get:

it (kywy (kyug (k) = 2m*al (k)a, (k). (2.54)

This formula will be used in the next section to express the spin density matrix. Now,
setting r = s, summing over r and taking the mean value with the suitable density
operator, we obtain:

> ar(w (b (k) =tr <W+(k) > ur(k)ﬁr(k)) =2m*) (@l (k) (k))

dN

—dm?e —,
m8d3k

where we have used (2.50). Since

> ur®iy (k) =k +m,

we have:

dN 1
8@ = mtr (W—',—(k)(k + m)) 4

and, by using (2.53), we finally obtain the sought relation between the momentum
spectrum and the covariant Wigner function:

dN 1 €
e = %trer(k) = Z/dkofdzﬂk“ tr W (x, k). (2.55)
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25 Fermion Polarization and the Covariant Wigner Function

We are now in a position to derive an exact formula connecting the Wigner function
to the spin density matrix and the spin vector for spin 1/2 fermions. The derivation
of ®(p) for particles is now a straightforward consequence of its definition (2.15)
and of (2.54):

ur(p)w4(plus(p)
Y u(p)wi(pus(p)

This formula can be also written in an expanded form by using the actual covariant
Wigner function by using (2.52) and taking advantage of the cancellation of the Dirac
deltas in the ratio:

®(p)rs =

(A, pPir(p)Wi(x, p)us(p)
> [ AZupri (p) W (x, pui(p)

®(p)rs = (256)

keeping in mind that p is on-shell because of the integration. As we have empha-
sized in the previous section, as long as one deals with free fields, the integration
hypersurface is arbitrary, and this will be important for the use of (2.56) in relativis-
tic heavy ion collisions. The above matrix can be written in a more compact way
by introducing 4 x 2 spinorial matrices U (and corresponding 2 x 4 U) such that
Uar(p) =ur(p)a:

[dZ,p*U (p) Wi (x, p)U(p)
try [dZ, ptU(p)We(x, p)U(p)

O(p) = (2.57)

where, henceforth, we will make explicit the distinction between the trace over the
polarization states tr, and the trace over the four spinorial indices tr4. In Weyl’s repre-
sentation, which is deeply connected to the theory of Lorentz’ group representations,
these spinors can be written as [20,24]

D3([p)) D3([p1C™h)
U(p) = ﬂ(Ds([p]T—1)> Vip) = ﬂ(DS([p]f—IC)) (2.58)

with C = io» (07 being Pauli matrices).
The mean spin vector can now be calculated from (2.14) by using Eq. (2.56)
therein. We first observe that, since S*(p) is a real number, we can also express it as

$"(p) = ﬁe“ﬂ”m (2D A1) DS ) D5 (DO P))
+ w25 (pI™HD () DS (pDO ()" ]
== ﬁe“ﬂ”m 205 (P D5 (U ) DS (DO ()
+2(DS(p)' DS () D3 (I O () | (2.59)



2 Polarization in Relativistic Fluids: A Quantum Field Theoretical Derivation 35

where we have taken advantage of the hermiticity of ® (p) and the complicity of the
trace. We can now use (2.57) and work out the numerator first:

tr2 (D35 ([p1~H DS (U, ) DS ([p)) U (p) W (x, p)U (p)+

+ (DY () D Upy) DX (P U (D)W (x. pU ().
(2.60)
where U are the spinors defined in (2.58). This expression can be written in a more
compact and familiar form in the Dirac spinorial formalism. We start by defining

_(D5Jgy) 0
Ty —( 0 DS(Jﬁy)T)’ (2.61)

which is just the generator of Lorentz transformations written for the full spinorial

representation (0, 1/2) @ (1/2, 0) of the Dirac field, equal to (i/4)[yg, ¥, 1. It can
be readily seen that (2.60) is equivalent to

1 - _
n—1tr2(U(p)EﬁyU(p)U(p)W+(x, pU(p)).
In general, if Aisa2 x 4 and B is a4 x 2 matrix,
trpAB =tryBA,

hence the above trace can be rewritten:

1 _ -
Ztr4(2ﬁyU(p)U(p)W+(x, »UP)U(p)),
which can be worked out taking into account that

UpU(p) =Y ur(plir(p) = p+m

r

Likewise, the denominator of (2.56) can be rewritten as

2 (U (p)Wo(x, p)U(p)) = tta(W (x, p)U(P)U (p)) = tra((p +m)W(x, p)).

Putting all together, we can write the mean spin vector as

[ A% prtra(Spy (p + m)Wo(x, p)(p + m))
[ A, prra((p + m)Wy(x, p))

1
SH(p) = —me“ﬁ” Ps (2.62)

Likewise, one can also recast Eq. (2.14)—the exact expression of the mean spin
vector at global equilibrium in the Boltzmann limit—for spin 1/2 particles in the
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Dirac formalism. With the foregoing definitions and notations, Eq.(2.31) can be
rewritten as

O(p) = U(p)exp[32 : £]U(p)
w2 (U (p)exp [y : E]UP)
which is a Hermitian matrix. By using this equation, (2.59) and (2.60), the mean spin

vector of (2.14) can be rewritten by simply replacing the integrals of W (x, p) with
exp [%w : E] in Eq. (2.62). We thus obtain:

L cusys , T4y (P4 m) exp 30 : 2] (p +m)

B(p) = —— 2.63
57 (p) am2 € tr4((p + m) exp [%w ) (263

Taking into account that the trace of an odd number of gamma matrices vanishes and
the commutator:

[Zgy. val = —igpryy +igyrvs, (2.64)

it can be readily shown that (2.63) can be written in the simpler form:

trg(Xg, exp [%w : E])
tra(exp [3 : Z))

1
SH(p) = —%E“M Ps , (2.65)

which looks certainly more suggestive and compact with respect to the general group-
theoretical formula.

Also the more general Eq. (2.62) can be further developed and simplified. Accord-
ing to (2.53),

P[dExPAWJr(x,P) =mfdzxpkw+<x,p>,
and (2.62) becomes:

[, prra(Spy Wi (x, p)
J A% prraWa(x, p)

1
S*(p) = —%e“”” Ps , (2.66)

which is already quite a suggestive formula. Furthermore, because of (2.51), we can
write:

1

/ AP tra(Sy W (e, p)) = Y —=8(p" — ) @ (p)ar (p))trsur (p)its (p) )
rs P

1 PN _
=) e 8(p° — ep) @, (pYar (p))its () gy ur ().
€p

Now, by using the spinorial relation:

m i (p) X" ypus(p) = ur(P)E* us(p)pr — 2iu,(p) (" p" — v" p")vrus(p),
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the previous equation turns into

1 A -
f A3 patrg(Spy Wi(x. p)) = > Ea@o — ep) (@ (P)ar (p))m iis(p) gy Your (p)
r,s p

+2i Z 78(19 — ep)(@l (p)ay (P)is(p)(vgpy — vy Pp)vo ur(p).  (2.67)
p

The second term in the right hand side will not contribute to the mean spin vector

(2.66) because of two momenta multiplying the Levi-Civita tensor. By using (2.64),
the first term in the right hand side of (2.67) can be rewritten:

mooo0 Foo~ _—_— .
Z —8(p” — &p)(as (p)ar(p)) [”S(P)E{V& gy Jur(p) +igoyits (P)ygur(p)
r,s P

- igOﬂ’zs(P)J/yur(P)]
1
= Z 5(p - sp)(a (pyar(p)) [ﬁs(p)i{yo, gy hur (p) + 2i8r5(pggoy — Pngﬁ)] ;
(2.68)

where we have used the relation

U (P)J/Aur(l’) = 2]7)‘5”.

Again, the second term on the right hand side of (2.68) does not contribute to the
mean spin vector because of the Levi-Civita tensor in (2.66). Now, since

i Tpy} = €onpyv v, (2.69)

we can finally rewrite the numerator of the mean spin vector (2.66) as
7 q0py s Z 20— D@ Py

=Ppo Z 3<p — &p)(@; (p)a-(p)) is(p)y*y ur(p)
— 80 Po Z 2 8(p° —ep)(@l (p)ar(p)) s (P)y° v ur (p).

The second term vanishes because
it (p)py ur (p) = mity(p)y ur(p) =0,

so we have, for the numerator of (2.66):

Zg 8(p° — ep) @l (p)ar(p) its (P)y"y ur(p).
Ep
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This expression can be rewritten in form of an integral over an arbitrary hypersurface
of a divergence-free integrand, and so we get, by using again (2.51):

lde - p ta(yrySWa(x, p))
2 [dZ - p tryWy(x, p)

S*(p) = (2.70)

Hence, the mean spin vector is proportional to the integral of the axial vector com-
ponent of the covariant Wigner function over some arbitrary 3D space-like hyper-
surface. Note that S(p) is actually orthogonal to the four-momentum p because
tra( py5W+) = 0 [23] (this can be shown also by using the expansion (2.48)). This
expression is consistent and extends the relation between W (x, p) and S#(p) at O(h)
used in Refs. [9,11,25] to determine the mean spin vector.

Finally, by using the inverse of the (2.69), that is:

1
y'v8 = y'y78 — Sy, Tup)
and taking into account that trs( pys W5) = 0, we obtain another form of (2.70):

SH(p) = _leﬂﬁygpafdzxtm({yl, Sy tWa(x, P)).
4 [ ATy prraWo(x, p)

(2.71)

In the numerator, the educated reader shall recognize the matrix defining the canoni-
cal spin tensor of the Dirac field. However, it should be pointed out that the appearance
of this combination does not imply the need of a particular spin tensor to find the
expression (2.71), unlike originally stated in Ref. [15]. The point is that the polariza-
tion expression was obtained without any reference whatsoever to the tensors that are
used to express the energy-momentum and angular momentum of the fields; this was
already implied in the expressions of the mean spin vector quoted in Refs. [13,26]
and will be discussed in more detail in Sect.2.6.

Indeed, one could have chosen to express the relation between mean spin vector
and covariant Wigner function through (2.66) or equally well with Eq. (2.70); they
are completely equivalent forms of (2.71).

2.6 Polarization From the Angular Momentum Operator

We have seen how to calculate the mean spin vector from the spin density matrix
definition in quantum field theory, see Eq. (2.15). It is possible to calculate the same
quantity with a different method. Assume that the total angular momentum tensor
J#V can be decomposed on-shell in momentum space, so that we know the total
angular momentum tensor of particles with given four-momentum p, say J*"(p).
We could then be able to obtain the mean spin vector S*(p) by simply dividing this
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quantity by the number of particles with momentum p and multiplying by the usual
Levi-Civita like in the definition (2.1):
1 J,
§4(p) = — o etv p, Lo(P) (2.72)
2m v
d’p

This definition makes perfect sense as all particles with given momentum p have
the same rest-frame and was indeed used in Ref. [15] to derive the expression of
the mean spin vector at local thermodynamic equilibrium. We will show that (2.72)
leads to Eq. (2.70) as well.

The first step is to prove that fvp (p) exists and to find its form for the free Dirac
field. Indeed, it is possible to show, under quite general assumptions, that conserved
charges of free fields can be written as integrals over on-shell momentum four-
vectors. In general, conserved charges can be written as integrals over a space-like
3D hypersurface X of a divergenceless current, also at operator level:

’Qun---w Zf s, JABN
)

With a suitable choice of the 3D boundaries, the above integral is independent of
the hypersurface ¥, and it can then be calculated using any space-like ¥, e.g. t = 0.
Suppose now that the normal-ordered current : E (normal ordering is necessary to
have vanishing currents in vacuum) can be expressed as an integral over k of some
tensor functional of the covariant Wigner function VT/(x, k):

L TR = / d*k FIW (x, k)P (2.73)

This is the case, for instance, for the charge current : 7/‘ : of the scalar field, for which
the functional would simply be k* W(x, k), or the current of the Dirac field for which
it would be trg4 (y# W(x, k)), butitalso applies to stress-energy tensor and spin tensor,
as we will see. Using Eq. (2.73) and taking advantage of the independence of the
integration hypersurface, the charge can be written as

L QU :=/ Ay, @ JH :=/ dm/d“k FIW (x, T4V (2.74)
z P

=f d3x/d4k FIW (x, k)]oH1-1n
t=0

:/d“k (/ dx T[W(x,k)]ol““'“”).
t=0

For free fields, the integration over x generally implies that the four-momentum k is
on-shell. In fact, this depends on the specific form of the functional 7, but it holds
for all cases of interest, and the proof is the same which led to Eq. (2.51); after the
last integration in d3x, a factor §(k*> — m?) comes in which makes it possible to
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separate particle and antiparticle contribution and to express the generally conserved
normal-ordered charge as

QM = /d4k S(k* — m?) Q(k)H1-4v

= fd3k (/ dk® s (k? — mZ)Q(k)m..iuN>

d3k - H1--- LN = M1..-UN
E/E (@ (k)11 4 G (kM4 (2.75)

Altogether, the charge can be written as a sum over three-momenta of on-shell parti-
cles and antiparticles and a spectral decomposition in momentum space is obtained:

d: OM1-IN : 1 R N
Qd3k — 2—8kq+(k)l/~1--~#N — /dkO/dE)L T[WJr(x,k)])"Ml"'MN, (2.76)

and likewise for antiparticles. The operators g (k) are invariant by the addition of a
total divergence to the current. For instance, for the vector current:

?‘ — ?‘ + 9y A

o

where A% is an anti-symmetric tensor, the corresponding g+ get changed by

Te o et / ak° / A5, 0 ALV (x, BT,

where A is the suitable functional of the Wigner operator associated to A™_ The
integral over the 3D hypersurface, for fixed &, can be turned into a boundary surface
integral by means of the Stokes theorem and so, provided that the suitable boundary
conditions are enforced, vanishes.

We now look for the spectral decomposition of the angular momentum-boost
operators, hence the JHv( p) of Eq.(2.72). The angular momentum-boost operator is
the generator of the Lorentz transformations and can be written as

T = / Ay, JhH = / A, (M7 — xVTH 4 S (2.77)
) )

with X space-like hypersurface. There are two contributing terms: the so-called
orbital part, depending on the stress-energy tensor, and the spin tensor operator S.
The generator in (2.77) is invariant under a so-called pseudo-gauge transformation
of the stress-energy and spin tensor [27] which amounts to add a divergence to the
angular momentum-boost current ™1 The choice of a stress-energy and a spin
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tensor is just a matter of convenience, and, for the Dirac field, a convenient choice
is the so-called canonical stress-energy and spin tensor:

ST (x) s = :E(x)y“§W(x) :=/d4k K trs (Y W (x, k) (2.78)

c 8P (x) =

N = N~

T BN () = % / &k ey, S W (x, b)),

where their relations with the covariant Wigner function have been written down.
Let us start with the orbital part of the angular momentum-boost operator:

S E/dEA (x TH o —xV T )
(2.79)
:fdm/d‘*k (x“k s (W (x, k) — x Kl tra(y W (x, b)) .

The subtlety here is that the functional ¥ that we can write as
F = x*ktra(y* W(x, k) — (u < v)

explicitly depends on x and so the proof of the on-shellness of £ must be reviewed,
what is done in detail in Appendix A. The result of this analysis is that the orbital
part of the angular momentum operator, with the canonical stress-energy tensor in
(2.78), can be written as

3
I = / % (k“ ai(k) — k"a’f_(k)) + antiparticle term

with k on-shell and with G a vector operator (see Appendix A). Thus, the orbital
part of the angular momentum does not contribute to the mean spin vector because
of the Levi-Civita tensor which makes the orbital part vanishing.

On the other hand, the canonical spin tensor term in (2.77) has an algebraic
dependence on the Wigner function, and according to (2.78) and Eq.(2.76) can be
applied with

~ 1 ~
FIWs(x, )] = St ({y", W (x, 0)

so the spin part of the total angular momentum-boost tensor is:

~ 1 ~
D SHY = /d4k[dE;L try (E{)/)‘, SHIWL (x, k)) + antiparticle term.

(2.80)
Therefore, its contribution to the function J*V(p) for particles in (2.72) is (with k
renamed p):

~ 1 v
S (p) = fdPO/dZA try (E{V% n# }W+(x,p>).
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Now, in Eq. (2.72), we can replace JH with the above expression and use the formula
(2.55) for the particle density in momentum space, obtaining:

1 dp? [dX; tr AUSVPIW L (x,
S“(p)z—aewpdpgf P’ [dZ; trg ({y JWa (x, p))

F—trgwi(p) 2.81)
_ 1o, AP0 [ ATt (yH T, p))
TTA PTG MAE W p)

where we have used Eq. (2.52) integrated in p. We can also recast the above formula
by taking advantage of the cancellation of §(k® — &) in the ratio:

[dZy g ({y, SHYWe(x, p))
[ AT p* W (x, p)

’

1
§H(p) = — 7€ po

which is precisely (2.70). Hence, the method described in this section leads to the
same result obtained in Sect.2.5.

It is worth stressing the independence of the expression of S#(p) in Eq. (2.81)
of the particular couple of stress-energy and spin tensor chosen to calculate the total
angular momentum spectral decomposition JHv( p). If we had used the Belinfante
symmetrized tensor:

: ?éw(x) 5=£ 36(35))/“5—;‘1’()5) +E(X))/V8<—’Z\IJ()C) :
‘11 (2.82)
=§/d4k k”tr4(y“vT/(x, k)) +k“tr4(y”vT/(x, k)

with associated vanishing spin tensor, for the derivation of the mean spin vector, we
would have obtained the same expression (2.81). This happens because the Belinfante
associated “orbital" angular momentum (which is actually the only term as Sp = 0)
implies more terms in the decomposition with respect to Eq. (2.79) (this is discussed
at the end of Appendix A).

To conclude, as it was already discussed at the end of Sect. 2.5, the expression of the
particle polarization as a function of momentum is independent of the pseudo-gauge
transformation of stress-energy and spin tensor. For the Dirac field, the canonical
stress-energy and spin tensor are actually the most convenient to obtain it by the
method presented in this section, and yet, the same expression could be derived by
using the Belinfante pseudo-gauge. The appearance of the canonical spin tensor in
Eq. (2.71) does not give it a special physical meaning and, indeed, the equivalent
forms (2.70) and(2.66) do not feature the canonical spin tensor. However, the value
of the mean spin vector, as well as any other quantity, may depend on the spin tensor
because the density operator at local thermodynamic equilibrium is sensitive to the
pseudo-gauge transformations [16,28]. Particularly, it is the Wigner function itself
that acquires a dependence on the pseudo-gauge transformations through the density
operator.
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2.7  Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium

We have seen in the previous sections how the spin density matrix and the mean spin
vector relate to the covariant Wigner function. In turn, the covariant Wigner function
depends on the density operator p, see, e.g. Eq. (2.36) and it is thus necessary to
know the density operator to calculate it.

For a relativistic fluid which, at some time, is believed to have achieved local ther-
modynamic equilibrium, a powerful approach is Zubarev’s method of the stationary
Non-Equilibrium Density Operator (NEDO) [29]. We refer the reader to the recent
paper [30] for a detailed description.

This approach is especially well suited for the physics of relativistic nuclear col-
lisions, where the system supposedly achieves Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium
(LTE) at some finite early “time" (in the most used model, a finite hyperbolic time
7 = /12 — 72, see Ref. [31]), to form a Quark—Gluon Plasma (QGP) which lives in
a finite space—time region before breaking up at some 3D hypersurface Xro (see
Fig.2.1). The actual density operator, in the Heisenberg representation, must be a
fixed, time and space independent, operator and for a fluid at local thermodynamic
equilibrium, it is obtained by maximizing the entropy S = —tr(plog p) with the
constraints of energy-momentum and charge densities [18]. The result is:

1 =~ ~
p=—exp [—/X d% ny, (T ()P (x) — C(X)j“(x))} ; (2.83)
0

where 8 is the four-temperature vector, ¢ the ratio between chemical potential and
temperature and X is the initial 3D hypersurface where LTE is achieved. For rela-
tivistic nuclear collisions, this is supposedly the 3D hyperbolic hypersurface t = 1,
the X, in Fig.2.1. It should be pointed out that the form of the local equilibrium
density operator is pseudo-gauge dependent [ 16]; the above form applies to the Belin-
fante stress-energy tensor only, so in the rest of the section, it will be understood that
T is the Belinfante symmetrized stress-energy tensor.

However, the operator (2.83), as it stands, cannot be used to calculate the polar-
ization of final state particles in practice. The reason is that the operators in the
exponent of (2.83) are to be evaluated at the time 79, when the system is in the QGP
phase and the field operators are those of the fundamental QCD degrees of freedom,
quarks and gluons, whereas the creation and destruction operators in a formula such
as (2.15) or (2.48) are clearly those of the hadronic asymptotic states, which can be
expressed in terms of the effective hadronic fields. Even if we were able to write the
effective hadronic fields in terms of the fundamental quark and gluon fields, those
should be evaluated at different times, that is the initial “time" 79 and the decoupling
time, so that the full dynamical problem of the interacting quantum field should be
solved. It is indeed convenient to rewrite P g(7p) in terms of the operators at some
present “time" T by means of Gauss’ theorem, taking into account that T and 7are
conserved currents [30]. Being

ds, =dSn,,
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Fig.2.1 Space-time diagram of a relativistic nuclear collision at very high energy. The hypersur-
face X, corresponds to the achievement of local thermodynamic equilibrium while X r¢ is the
hypersurface where the Quark—Gluon Plasma decouples. The o4+ are described in the text

where 71 is the unit vector perpendicular to the hypersurface and dS2 being the measure
of a 4D region in space—time, we have

—/ Az, [T By — ) =—/ Az, [T By — ?*c)+f AT VyuBy = 7" Vpuo).
% (0) (1) Q

(2.84)
where V is the covariant derivative. The region Q2 is the portion of space-time
enclosed by the two hypersurface X (7o) and X(7) and the time-like hypersurface at
their boundaries, where the flux of (T“"ﬁv (x) — J“{(x)) is supposed to vanish [30].
Consequently, the stationary NEDO reads:

~ 1 ~ -~
0 =—exp |:—/ dx, (T"'B, — J"():|
X (10)
exp [— f ds, (T*'B, — j"¢) + / dQ (T8, — fﬂvﬂg)}
2 (7) Q
(2.85)

In the case of heavy ion collisions, the ¥ (tp)—Ilooking at Fig.2.1—is the 3D hyper-
surface X4, while the hypersurface X(7) is usually the joining of the freeze-out
hypersurface Xrp encompassing the QGP space—time region and the two side
branches o4 subsets of the ¥ (7). A peculiarity of the heavy ion collisions is that the
hypersurface of “present” local equilibrium is partly time-like, thatis 72 - 7 = —1.

The density operator in (2.85) can be expanded perturbatively by identifying the
two terms in its exponent:

A= _/ ds, (T™B, — j"¢), (2.86)
2(7)



2 Polarization in Relativistic Fluids: A Quantum Field Theoretical Derivation 45

which is the supposedly, in hydrodynamics, the predominant term, and
B = / dQ (TH'V,B, — J*Vu0), (2.87)
Q

which is supposedly the small term. The A and B terms correspond to the LTE at the
current time and the dissipative correction, respectively. Hence, the leading term of
the expansion of the mean value of any operator is the local equilibrium one, that is:

0~ tr(,f)\LE/O\) = M
tr(exp[A])
The convenient feature of this approach for the calculation of hydrodynamic consti-
tutive equations is the natural separation between non-dissipative terms—which are
obtained by retaining the A term—and the dissipative ones which are obtained by
including B.
The calculation of W (x, k)1 g, that is:

1 ~ - ~
W, ke = ——Tr|exp|— | dZ, (T“V(y)ﬂu(y) — M) | W(x, k)
Z1 g b

(2.88)
can be tackled by taking advantage of the supposedly slow variation of the fields
B and ¢ in space—time compared with the variation of the Wigner operator over
microscopic scales. Beforehand, it should be pointed out that the point x where the
Wigner function is to be evaluated is, to a large extent, arbitrary. For, as we have
seen in Sects. 2.4.2 and 2.5, the 3D integration hypersurface of the Wigner function
(see,e.g. Eq. (2.56)) can be any hypersurface where the asymptotic hadronic fields are
defined, one could choose a hyperplane at a sufficiently large value of the Minkowski
time ¢ so as to be completely outside the QGP space—time region (see Fig. 2.1),
where hadronic fields cannot be used. However, this is not a convenient choice: at
large times, the fields B and ¢ are no longer defined because the system is not a fluid
anymore and it would then be difficult to estimate the Wigner function therein. A
much better choice is an equivalent (from the viewpoint of the Gauss theorem) 3D
hypersurface encompassing the QGP and much closer to where the hydrodynamic
fields are still defined. This hypersurface ¥ can be obtained by joining the break-
up hypersurface X o and the two branches o4, as discussed above. Now one can
evaluate W (x, k)Lg in space—time points where § and ¢ exist, with the exception
of the branches o+ where the matter is not a fluid. Indeed, those branches involve
the cold nuclear matter not participating the QGP formation, and its contribution
is usually neglected. Since the hydrodynamic—thermodynamic fields 8 and ¢ are
slowly varying, one can expand them in a Taylor series around x, the point where
the Wigner operator is evaluated, and, retaining only the first order:

Bu(y) = Bu(x) + 8380 (x)(y — x)*,
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and similarly for ¢. Inserting in Eq. (2.88):

1 ~
W Bue =7 T (exp [_ /z 45, (P ()IBy(x) + & Box)(y — 1))
— FPOIE) + 8.0y — M) Wx, k)
=LTr (exp |:—,8v(x)/ dx, ?‘w()’)
>

Z1E

— 9By (x) /z A%, (v = )T () = £ (x) /z dz, j*

~.0(x) /E dZ, (v = x)kj“] W (x, k)) :
(2.89)
This approximation corresponds to the hydrodynamic limit, where the mean value
of local operators is determined by the local values of the thermodynamic fields.
The gradient of S in the last equation can be split into the symmetric and the anti-
symmetric part giving rise to

1 ~ ~
—zmv/ dx, (v — )*TH(y) — (y — )" TH(y)
Zl (2.90)
+ 3 @By + By) /E dZ, (v —0O*TH () + (y — )" TH (),

where @ is the thermal vorticity (2.18). We can recognize in the first term of the
above equation the total angular momentum operator, with a proviso: the above
integration is over a 3D hypersurface ¥ D X o which is not fully space-like, in
fact it has a time-like part. Notwithstanding, as the angular momentum-boost current
is divergenceless and being ¥ = (X rp U oy) as discussed, we can again use the
Gauss theorem and write:

f: A2, (v =" T () = (0 = 0" T () = f 4%, (v =" T () = (v = 0" T (),
eq
where X, is the initial, space-like local thermodynamic equilibrium. The latter is,
by definition, the conserved total angular momentum-boost generator with centre x,
that is .ﬁf v,

The main contribution to the Wigner function supposedly arises from the terms
surviving at the global equilibrium, occurring when 9, 8, + 9,8, = 0and 9,,¢ = 0.
However, the symmetric term in (2.90) as well as the d¢ term in (2.89) may in
principle contribute at LTE (they are non-dissipative, non-equilibrium terms) and
it would be interesting to assess their quantitative effect. Assuming that they are
negligible, we have:

1 ~ 1 - - _—
W(x, k)LE =~ fTr (eXp [—ﬂu(X)P” + Ewux(X)JxM + é“(X)Q} Wix, k)) .
2.91)
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This expression is the global thermodynamic equilibrium mean of the Wigner func-
tion W (x, k)Gg with four-temperature and thermal vorticity values just equal to their
values in the point x where the Wigner function is to be evaluated.

2.7.1 Polarization at Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium

Working out (2.91) is, in principle, much easier than a complete local equilibrium cal-
culation and yet, the exact form has not been determmed so far. A possible approach is
linear response theory, taking as the term @y, (x) Y in Eq. (2.89) as the small term
compared to the main term — 8, (x) Pv 4+ ¢(x) Q Thls method, however, involves
the calculation of complicated integral correlators between the angular momentum
operator and the Wigner operator and, although viable, has never been attempted in
literature.

In Ref. [15], an educated ansatz was introduced based on the on-shell De Groot’s
approximation of the general form of the covariant Wigner function:

1 a3 _
W(x, k) ~ 52/71354(]{ — pur(p) f(x, p)rsis (p)—54(k + p)or(p) f(x, Psrvs(p),

(2.92)
where frs(x, p) is a 2 x 2 distribution function and r s label spin states. Now we
know that the Boltzmann limit of (2.57) must yield the spin density matrix (2.29),
i.e. by using (2.58),

JZup U)W beU(p) - Up)exp[y@ - Z]U M)
try [ S, phU(p) Wy (x, )GeU (p) tr2(U(p)exp 3@ : T|U(p))

(2.93)

Hence, a suitable form of f was assumed giving the correct Boltzmann (as well as
the non-relativistic) limit:

1 —1
Jrs(x, p) =i, (p) exp [ﬁ P RT Xt 1] us(p). (2.94)

Equations (2.92) and (2.94) together lead to the following form of the mean spin
vector for spin 1/2 particles [15]:

fzm A p*np(1 — np)wp,
fgm dX, pnr

1
St(p) = —%e“"‘” Pr , (2.95)

where n r is the Fermi—Dirac phase space distribution function:

1
CexplB-p+ugl+ 1’




48 F.Becattini

q being a charge of the particle and u the corresponding chemical potential. The
formula (2.95) is, in the Boltzmann limit, in full agreement with Eq. (2.34) which is
the first-order formula obtained within a single-particle framework. The problem to
determine the exact form at global equilibrium including quantum statistics effects
is—as mentioned—yet to be solved.

2.8 Summary and Outlook

The calculation of polarization in a relativistic fluid stands out as a fascinating endeav-
our in quantum field theory. As we have seen, it requires the use of a broad range of
concepts and theoretical tools and it involves intriguing fundamental physics prob-
lems such as the physical significance of the spin tensor. It should be emphasized that
itis not just an academic problem: polarization in the QCD plasma has been observed
in experiments, and much of its phenomenological potential as a probe of the hot
QCD matter is still to be explored. In this regard, much theoretical and experimental
work is ongoing. For a comprehensive review of the status of the subject, we refer
the reader to the recent review [32].

The formula (2.95) is the benchmark for most estimates of polarization. While
very successful in reproducing the global polarization of A hyperons in relativistic
heavy ion collisions, a disagreement with the data was found as to the momentum
dependence of polarization [32]. These discrepancies could be an effect of incorrect
hydrodynamic initial conditions, resulting in a distorted thermal vorticity field at
the freeze-out or they could possibly arise from missing theoretical ingredients and
major corrections to Eq. (2.34), which is a leading order formula in thermal vorticity.
Even though thermal vorticity is apparently a small number in relativistic heavy
ion collisions, a quantitative role of the yet unknown exact formula of the Wigner
function (2.89) cannot be ruled out for the present. Similarly, dissipative corrections
to the mean spin vector are quantitatively unknown thus far. Even the estimate of
the first-order correction to the formula (2.95) in the linear approximation with the
operator (2.87) is a formidable task as it involves, in heavy ion collisions, the full
non-perturbative QCD regime (there is an ongoing effort in this direction [33]). The
theory of the polarization in a relativistic fluid is still to be fully developed.
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Appendix: Angular Momentum Decomposition

We shall prove that the orbital part of the angular momentum operator (2.79) can
be written as an integral in momentum space of on-shell functions. We will confine
ourselves to the proof for the particle term in (2.48), its extension to the antiparticle
term and the proof of the vanishing of the mixed term being alike. By using (2.48)
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and choosing the hyperplane ¢ = 0 as integration hypersurface, for the particle term,
we can write:

/d3x x“k”tm(yoW(X, k)) =

3
/d3XkaVZ ! dpdp e i =Py
e @n)3 ) 2¢ 2¢

+0 Nt
x 5+ (k—” - )aI(p’)aAp)ux(p’)yOur(p) (2.96)
3
=8/d3x x”k”Z ! 4 ! @k=2p)x o
s 2m)3 deer,p

&+ &g . R _
x 8 (ko - 2P> a, 2k — pyar (pyiis 2k — p)y°ur (p),

where

ek, p =+ Ck — p)2 + m?.

and it is understood that in the arguments of creation and destruction operators, as
well as of spinors u, only the spatial part of the four-vector k, that is k, enters.

For u = 0, the integration is straightforward as x* is constant on the hyperplane
and we get, after integrating in d’x:

& €+ ekp )~ o
2Ry / -k (ko - —”) @y 2k — pyar ()it 2k — p)y ur (p)
r,s €Ek,p 2

) 1
=% Z ST 28(k0 e)al (k)ay (kits (k) yur (k)
= 2O%Vs (k0 — &) Xr: Eaj (k)ar (k)

because p’ = 2k — p and p = k implies in turn k = p = p’, hence k is on-shell; we
have also used the known spinor relations.

For n =i # 0, we can replace x* with a derivative of the exponential and, inte-
grating by parts,

/d3x Ak tea(yOW(x, k)
=4i [ &3x k¥ ol Qk=2p)x
/ Z (271)3 deex p ap

e+ &kp\ ~ . _
x 8 (k° - T”) aj 2k — pyar(p)iis 2k — pyy ur(p)

=4i | &xk”
’f b Z(znﬁ 4eekp
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x— |e
ap!
0

— 4 d3x kY / l(2k—2p)»x7~><
' / Z (271)3 deer,p apt

x [6 (kO - H%) a; @k — p)ay (p)iis (2k — p)yourw)} :

. _ . &+ &k, - - _
[ i@k=2p)xg (k° - T”) aj, 2k — pyay (p)iis (2k — p)y%(p)} +

The first term gives rise to a boundary integral which vanishes for fixed k£ and only
the second term survives. We can now integrate in d>x getting:

8p-— k)ix
ap!

e
(2.97)

£+ Ek, e - _
x [5 (ko - T”) al 2k — p)a,(p)is 2k — p)y u, (p)

There appear two derivative terms in the above expression: the derivative of the §

can be written as

9 e+ g 19 9
K0 _ kp\__ L0 (0 &1 ékp et ey
ap’ P

apt 2 2 9k0 2
19 o Etep\ (P 2 —p
=——— S (K- 22 (=),
2 9k0 2 3 Ek,p
(2.98)

while the derivative of the factor including creation and destruction operators and
spinors yields, taking into account the 83 (p — k):

$p- k>7a*(2k pYar (p)iis 2k — p)yOur (p) (2.99)

K K
=8@P-k {( Py ar(m) its (p)y ur (p) + @i (p)ar (p) (ﬁs(p)apiyour(p)ﬂ :

We can now plug Egs. (2.98) and (2.99) into (2.97). The term (2.98) vanishes because

pi 2k — pi d o €tékp
PPk &= - )k — k- 2
P )<8 &k, p kO 2

i Zkt
=-8@P-k) <p__—>3 8<k0 M)
e k,p 2

3 v 0 kl ki
=-8FP-k&s(k’—¢)(——-—) =0,
Ek Ek

and we are just left with the term from (2.99).
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We can now integrate in d*k according to Eq.(2.79). For 1 = i,

4 3 i 01y _ i 4 1
/d k/d x X K tra (O W (x, k) = —E/d kk”;ES(ko—sk)x

<> <>

~ 0 _ PSR _ 9
x| @ 057 ®) | sy ur (0 + @ 0@ k) | i) 5=y ur k)
; 1 b
l
=—— | Pk — | |af k) —ar k) | its(k)y u, (k
2f ;45,3 @} () = (k) | s (k)y Pur (k)
<>
~F N~ - 0 0
+ag (kya, (k) us(k)ﬁy ur (k)
(2.100)
with k¥ again on-shell. We can then conclude that

- d*k ~
/d“k/ dx Pk g (O W (x, k) = / — G*(k)k"
1=0 2ek

with k on-shell and G°(k) = 0if x° = 0 is chosen.

Finally, we briefly address the calculation of the angular momentum tensor
by using the Belinfante stress-energy tensor (2.82) where only the orbital part is
involved. The calculation is very similar to the one just described, with the impor-
tant difference that the second term of (2.82), obtained by swapping the indices of
the first term in (2.82), leads to a term akin to the left hand side of Eq. (2.96) with
exchanged indices:

/ d3x x* Kty (y” W(x, k).

However, the final result is not proportional to k” and a double derivative term appears
just like in Eq. (2.100); therefore, this term is not cancelled by the Levi-Civita tensor
in the calculation of the mean spin, unlike in the canonical case.
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Thermodynamic Equilibrium of
Massless Fermions with Vorticity,
Chirality and Electromagnetic Field

Matteo Buzzegoli

Abstract

We present a study of the thermodynamics of the massless free Dirac field at equi-
librium with axial charge, angular momentum and external electromagnetic field
to assess the interplay between chirality, vorticity and electromagnetic field in
relativistic fluids. After discussing the general features of global thermodynamic
equilibrium in quantum relativistic statistical mechanics, we calculate the ther-
mal expectation values. Axial imbalance and electromagnetic field are included
non-perturbatively by using the exact solutions of the Dirac equation, while a
perturbative expansion is carried out in thermal vorticity. It is shown that the
chiral vortical effect and the axial vortical effect are not affected by a constant
homogeneous electromagnetic field.

3.1 Introduction

The collective macroscopic behaviour of matter in the presence of quantum anoma-
lies and external fields is an increasingly important subject in several fields of physics.
Specifically, the experiments of relativistic heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and LHC
have posed new and interesting questions about the theoretical foundations of rel-
ativistic collective phenomena. The experimental data of heavy-ion collisions indi-
cates the creation of a deconfined quark—gluon plasma in a strongly coupled regime
at extreme conditions of temperature, density, thermal vorticity [1] and magnetic
fields [2]. Moreover, it was argued [3,4] that the fluctuations of topological config-
urations of the QCD vacuum in the early stages of a heavy-ion collision generate
a chiral imbalance, which is an imbalance between the number of right- and left-
handed quarks. Despite the fact that the usual relativistic hydrodynamic has been very
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effective [5] in reproducing the experimental data for collective flow phenomena, it
is now essential for the interpretation of heavy-ion collisions to address hydrody-
namics in the contemporaneous presence of chiral imbalance, thermal vorticity and
external electromagnetic fields.

The first crucial step towards understanding the hydrodynamics of matter subject
to external fields is to study its thermodynamic properties. It is the main purpose
of this contribution to investigate the effects of an external electromagnetic field
on the thermodynamics of a chiral vorticous fluid. The effects of electromagnetic
fields on (non-chiral non-vorticous) relativistic quantum fluids were already studied
in the past, see for instance [6,7] and reference therein and [8] for the special case
of a constant magnetic field. More recently, this topic has been addressed in [9]
using Zubarev’s non-equilibrium statistical operator, in [10] using the generating
functional method and in [11-13] with Wigner function derived from kinetic theory.

This contribution aims to highlight the modifications caused by chiral imbalance
and by thermal vorticity. The paper is organized in the following way. In Sect. 3.2,
we introduce the global thermal equilibrium of a chiral system with the contempo-
raneous presence of an external electromagnetic field and a thermal vorticity within
Zubarev’s non-equilibrium statistical operator formalism. In Sect. 3.2.1, we give a
brief overview of the main results for the case of a chiral Dirac field in the absence
of the electromagnetic field. In Sect. 3.3, we review the relativistic quantum theory
of fermions under the effect of an external magnetic field. Then, we obtain the exact
form of the chiral fermionic propagator with an external constant magnetic field and
we obtain the exact thermal averages of the axial and electric currents. In Sect. 3.5,
we examine the properties of a system at thermal equilibrium with constant vorticity
and electromagnetic field. The last part of the paper is concerned with the conse-
quences of an electromagnetic field on the chiral vortical effect and the axial vortical
effect.

Notation

In this work, we use the natural unit system in which h = ¢ = G = kp = 1. The
Minkowski metric is defined by the tensor n,,, = diag(1, —1, —1, —1); for the Levi-
Civita symbol, we use the convention €123 — 41,

Operators in Hilbert space will be denoted by a large upper hat, e.g. T (with the
exception of Dirac field operator that is denoted by W). The stress-energy tensor used
to define Poincaré generators is always assumed to be symmetric with an associated
vanishing spin tensor.

3.2  General Global Equilibrium with Electromagnetic Field

In this section, we introduce the methods to study the thermodynamic equilibrium
of a quantum relativistic system in the presence of a chiral imbalance and of an
external electromagnetic field. For that purpose, we review the Zubarev method
of stationary non-equilibrium density operator [14,15] (see also [16—19] for recent
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developments) and we discuss the inclusion of a conserved axial current and of an
external electromagnetic field.

When we are dealing with a relativistic system, we must consider local quantities
in order to address the appropriate covariant properties. To identify those quantities,
we use a Arnowitt—Deser—Misner (ADM) decomposition of space—time [14—17].
Choose then a foliation of space—time and suppose that the system in consideration
thermalize faster than the evolution of “time” 7 in which we are interested. At each
step of evolution dt, the system is at local thermal equilibrium and the macroscopic
behaviour of the system is described by a stress-energy density 7},,(x), an (electric)
current density j, (x) and an axial current ja, (x), all lying on a space-like hyper-
surface X (7). We can then describe the thermal properties of the system with a density
operator which lives on X (7). As in the non-relativistic case, the density operator
at local equilibrium pp g is obtained as the operator which maximizes the entropy
S = —tr(plog p). Toreproduce the actual thermodynamics on the hyper-surface, we
maximize the entropy with the constraints that the mean values of the stress-energy
tensor and of the currents on X(7) correspond to the values of the densities T, (x),
Ju(x) and ja " (x) [15]. To obtain these densities, we project the stress-energy tensor
and the current mean values onto 7, i.e. the normalized four-vector perpendicular
to X:

ny [ 5 TH ()] =, () (T (1)) = ny(x) TH (x),
np) B 740)] =nu () GH@) = nu(x) j4(x),

and similarly for the axial current. We could also impose a constraint on the angular
momentum density, but since we are choosing the Belinfante operator as the stress-
energy tensor, it turns out that this additional requirement is automatically taken into
account [20].

The maximum solution prg gives the Local Equilibrium Density Operator
(LEDO) [16,17]:

-~ 1 Tuv T 0z
PLTE = — Xp [—/Edzu (TH () B (x) = £ (x) j () = Ea(x) (x))] . (3.D

where S* is the four-temperature vector such that 7 = 1/ \/}? is the proper comov-
ing temperature, ¢ and {a are the ratio of comoving chemical potentials and the
temperature (e.g. £ = u/T) and Z is the partition function. In the presence of an
external electromagnetic field, we indicate with A#(x) the non-dynamical gauge
field and with F*V = 9" AY — ¥ A" the electromagnetic strength tensor. Therefore,
the operator relations stemming for conservation equations are

it =0, 9,7 =jF", 8,5l =0. (3.2)

Furthermore, the four-momentum operator P and the conserved charges Qi are
obtained by

Fﬂ=/ dz; T, Ql-:f dz; i,
b)) p))
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while the angular momentum is
= / Az, (P T™ — x"TH). 3.3)
by

Notice that, as we will discuss in details in Sect. 3.3, the four-momentum P and the
angular momentum 7 in the presence of external electromagnetic field are neither
conserved nor the generators of translations and Lorentz transformations.
In the case of Dirac fermions interacting with an external gauge field, the explicit
form of the operators above is
Jr =gyt Gl = BytySw,
Frv =% [\Ify“_af”\p N R A g T \ily”<8_”‘lll] - % (GHAY + 7V AR),
3.4
and the stress-energy tensor and the electric current indeed satisfy the relations (3.2).
Regarding the axial current }’;, we also have to take into account the chiral anomaly.
The chiral anomaly affects the axial current divergence as follows:

0 1 1 9 : q°
BM]A = —gfl“)p ZJT—ZFMUF[)A = —F(E . B),
where ¢ is the electric charge of the fermion, and E and B are comoving electric and
magnetic field, defined by

F' = E*u’ — E'u" — e""P? Byu,,

with u the fluid velocity. Even when the product E - B is non-vanishing and conse-
quently the axial current is not conserved, we can still define a new conserved “axial”
current by means of the Chern—Simons current K, whose divergence gives the chiral
anomaly:

.
812

The new conserved axial current jcg is then defined as

2
q
K* IEMV'OUAVFpg, BMK” = W(EB)

a’

~u
812 K", dudcs =0,

ids = x +
and the axial chemical potential wp is to be associated with this current. Since the
additional current K depends only on external fields, it is not a quantum operator
and it does not contribute to thermal averages. Therefore, all the results discussed
in the absence of chiral anomaly will also be valid for the case of equilibrium with
conserved Chern—Simons current. Because there is no difference in the results, we
will continue to denote the current associated to @4 inside the statistical operator
with ﬁ even when the chiral anomaly is non-vanishing.
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Let us now move to describe the system at global thermal equilibrium. The global
equilibrium is reached when the statistical operator (3.1) is time independent. This
occurs when the integrand inside Eq. (3.1) is divergence-less [21]. Then, it is easily
proven using relations (3.2) that global thermal equilibrium is realized when the
following relations are satisfied:

uPv(x) + 0ufu(x) =0,  ¢(x)=F"By(x), 9"ea(x)=0. (3.5

The inverse four-temperature and the axial chemical potential solves the previous
conditions if they are given by [16]:

Bu(x) = by + wyex”, {a = constant,

where b is a constant time-like four-vector and z is a constant anti-symmetric tensor.
We refer to @ as the thermal vorticity because it is the anti-symmetric derivative of
inverse four-temperature:

1
Wy = _E (814,311 - 8v,3u)

and because it contains information about the fluid’s acceleration and rotation.
Indeed, if the S four-vector is a time-like vector, then we can choose the S-frame as
hydrodynamic frame [10,21]. The unitary four-vector fluid velocity u is therefore
identified with the direction of 8:

e O
VBrx)BP(x)

As long as we are considering physical observables in a region where the coordinate
x is such that B(x) is a time-like vector, this definition provides a proper choice for
the fluid velocity. We can decompose the thermal vorticity into two space-like vector
fields, each having three independent components, by projecting along the time-like
fluid velocity u:

ut(x) =

ol =" wous +atu’ — o"ut.

The four-vectors & and w are explicitly written inverting the previous relation:
% 1 vpo
at*(x) = o"u,, whtx)= —56“ Po @il

The vectors « and w that depend on the coordinates are space-like and are orthogonal
to u. All the quantity u, @, o, w are dimensionless. From their definitions, we can
easily show that o and w are given by

ol = /'Bzau’ wHt = /’3260#’
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where a and w are the local acceleration and rotation of the fluid, which are given by

a* =u,d"ut, ot = —e""Pusd,u,.

| =

Furthermore, it will prove useful to define the projector into the orthogonal space of
fluid velocity:

AMV = 8Quv — Uyly,

and the four-vector y orthogonal to the other ones: u, o, w
Y =" wiapus = (o - @) AM.

The @ decomposition above defines a tetrad {u, «, w, ¥} which can be used as a
basis for four-vectors. It must be noticed, however, that the tetrad is neither unitary
nor orthonormal, indeed in general we have o - w # 0.

Returning to the global equilibrium conditions (3.5), notice that in the absence of
electromagnetic field also ¢ must be a constant. In that case, the global equilibrium
statistical operator takes the following form [22,23]:

p:Eexp{—b-P+§w:J+§Q+CAQA}. 3.6)

The thermodynamics of Dirac fermions which follows from this operator is quickly
reviewed in Sect. 3.2.1

For the case of a non-vanishing electromagnetic field instead, we need to solve
the equation:

"¢ (x) = F7"B,. 3.7
To find the solution, we first derive it with respect to 9":

3VOME = 3V (FMBy). (3.8)

Since we can exchange the order of the derivatives d*9* on the Lh.s. of (3.8), it
follows that the anti-symmetrization with respect to indices @ and v of (3.8) must
be vanishing:

3"0Me — 3M9V¢ =0 = [0"(F7"By) — 0" (F " By)]
= [Bo (3" F7H* — 81 F7V) 4+ (3" o) F7M + (3" Bs) F'7 ] .

Using the first Bianchi identity 8" F°* 4+ d* F¥? + 9° F*Y = 0, we obtain

Bod F'" + (3" Bs) F'7 4 (3" Bs) F7" = 0.
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We may recognize the Lie derivative of F along 8 in the previous equation. This
constitutes a first condition for global equilibrium, the system can reach global equi-
librium only when

L(F)=0, < Bs(x)°F"(x) =l F°"(x)— @' F'"(x), (3.9

that is to say when the electromagnetic field follows the field lines of inverse four-
temperature.

To actually solve Eq. (3.7), we translate the global equilibrium condition of the
strength tensor (3.9) to the four-vector potential A*. We see that the constraint (3.9)
is satisfied if A solves

B (x)37 A*(x) = w# A% (x) + 3H P (x), (3.10)

where @ is a smooth function of x. In Ref. [18] was also stated that a gauge potential
with vanishing Lie derivative along B gives a stationary statistical operator, which
is condition (3.10). It is important to stress that after a gauge transformation, the
condition (3.10) still holds true for the new gauge potential because the function &
is also affected by the gauge transformation. Indeed, let A* satisfies Eq. (3.10); after
the gauge transformation A’* = A* + 9* A, we find:

Bod® A™ =By 07 A + By %01 A = w A% + 04D + 0" (07 A) — (0"B,)0° A
=" (A7 4+ 07 A) + (D + By 07 A) = ' A7 + 9D/,

which is exactly condition (3.10) for A’* and for @', that is @ shifted by the transport
of A along 8.
We can now write Eq. (3.7) by taking advantage of Eq. (3.10):

¢ =F B, = By (07 AM — 0" A7) = B, 07 A — " (B5 A7) + (0" B,) A
=l AT + D — AT — 3"(By A).

We can then collect all the derivatives together into the equation
(¢ -2+ BA%) =0,
from which we immediately get the solution:
$(x) =850 — Ba () A7 (x) + P (x), (3.11)
where ¢ is a constant. The parameter ® is analogous to the parameter which grants
gauge invariance to chemical potential in [24]. Even though Eq. (3.11) is given in
terms of the gauge potential, it is still gauge invariant. Indeed, we have shown that

with a gauge transformation, A#* and @ transform as

At = AR 4+ *A, D =D+ B,37A,
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therefore, the chemical potential ¢ is overall unaffected by gauge transformations:
L) =80 = o (A + @ =80 — fo (X)A7 4+ — 537 A+ ;97 A = (x).

The global equilibrium statistical operator is then obtained from the local one in
Eq. (3.1) by replacing the global equilibrium form of the thermodynamic fields

B, ¢, La:
1 ~ -
p=texp {_ /E 4, (T () + T A () Bo()

— (G0 + @) TH) — ca L]}

This operator, on par with (3.6), is given in terms of global conserved quantities. The
difference is that for the general form of the external magnetic field satisfying the
constraint (3.9), the integration over the hyper-surface ¥ does not give easily rec-
ognizable quantities like the four-momentum and the angular momenta in Eq. (3.6).
However, the identification of global conserved operators can be carried out in the
special case of the constant homogeneous electromagnetic field, and it is discussed
in the following sections.

(3.12)

3.2.1 Vanishing Electromagnetic Field

Before proceeding with the effects of electromagnetic fields, we briefly review the
thermodynamics properties of a relativistic system in the presence of thermal vorticity
but without an external electromagnetic field. Regarding thermal equilibrium in the
presence of rotation, exact solutions for the free scalar and Dirac fields are discussed
in [25-27]. Instead the effects of acceleration has been recently investigated using the
Zubarev method in Ref. [27-32]. Here we want to report the constitutive equations at
second order on thermal vorticity discussed in [22,33] and in [23] including an axial
current (see also [34] for first order in thermal vorticity and magnetic field). Using
linear response theory on thermal vorticity, the thermal expectation value of a local
operator %) (x) evaluated with statistical operator (3.9) can be written as [22,23]:

WoWe
2

QpWe

(JPT°0)) + ({KP, T7}0)) + O(@>).

(3.13)
In the previous expression we indicated with double angular bracket the correlator

~ ~ ~ 1Bl dry - dryim
(<Kp] ,,,Kpn‘/]bl ,,,"]me» E/
0 |B|tm

x (T¢ ([?pl S KPnoogo e JOm 6(0)))5()6)&,

—iTiu —iT U =it —iTpgmlU
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where J and K are the comoving rotation and boost generators, identified by
- s o ag -
K" = u, J*, JM:EG Vuua-]ﬂya

and the averages (- --)g(x) are evaluated at a fixed point x with the homogeneous
statistical operator

1 —~ o~ ~
Po = Zoexp {=B() - P40 +6a(¥)0a}

The subscript ¢ on the thermal averages indicates a connected correlator, while the
subscript —i T« on the operators indicates an imaginary translation along u as follows:

T —iru-ﬁfueiru-ﬁ

—itu = ©

Constitutive equations at second order on thermal vorticity of the stress-energy tensor,
the electric current and the axial current can be obtained using the expansion in
Eq. (3.13). We obtain [22,23,33]
(?’“’) =A e qu; + Wiwhtu® + Wow uh
+ (p — @?Uy — WU u"u’ — (p — a* Dy — w? Dy, ) A (3.14)
+ Aata’ + Ww*w' + Guty’ + Gau'y* + O(w ),

(?\f) =nyut + (azNOY + WZNQY) u* + WY + Gyt + O(@?),  (3.15)
Gy = nau" + (@2NE + WNDY ul + WAW! + GRy* + O(@?).  (3.16)

Not all of these coefficients are independent, indeed conservation equations (3.2)
impose the following relations [33] (this is explained in detail in Sect. 3.5.2):

3
Uy = _|ﬁ|T’3|(Da + A) — (Dqg + A),
3
Uy = —|ﬂ|m(0w + W) — Dy +24 -3W,
9
G1+ Gy, =2(Dy + D)+ A+ |Bl=——W +3W,

||

instead, for the first-order coefficients, conservation equations require that

oW
—2A = |ﬂ|wi+3wl +W,.
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For electric and axial current, we find that only the following equations must be
fulfilled:
\% A
oW +3wY =0, |,3|8£+3WA=0. (3.17)
38| 918l
We can also take advantage of the Lorentz symmetry to show that the thermal coef-
ficients S and I, of the canonical spin tenor constitutive equation:

1B

(lg‘i’ {)/}”, [y*, y"11 W) = Se)‘“”pup + Ty (u)‘zzr‘“’ +uVott 4 u“w")‘) +0(w@?)

satisfy the following relations:

S aS
N e e =2ACan,
<Iﬂ| * 8|ﬂ|)

S
2|‘7| = W§an _ wsan, (3.18)

Ly _ ol 4FW _ GCan _ GCan

1Bl alsl et T

where A" and W(f“‘zn are the thermal coefficients of Eq. (3.14) related to the mean
value of canonical stress-energy tensor. Furthermore, because the axial current is
dual to the spin tensor, we can show that

1 1
S= A D= EWA. (3.19)

Then, combining Eq.s (3.19) and (3.18), the coefficients of canonical stress-energy
tensor and axial current are related by

BI’LA
ACan:_<n_A+_>’
1Bl 3lp

% :WlCan _ Vv(zjan7
WA G]Can _ G(23an
Bl 2 ’

which expose an interesting connection between the Axial Vortical Effect (AVE)
conductivity W and the second-order thermal coefficients of the canonical stress-
energy tensor.

To understand the constraint (3.17) and the relation between axial vortical effect
and anomalies, we also consider the case of a free massive field. In that case, the
axial current is not conserved, but its divergence is given by

BM}K = 2mi‘~i1y5\11.
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It follows that global equilibrium with a conserved axial charge cannot be reached.
Then, to still use the previous global equilibrium analysis to the massive field, we
simply set the axial chemical potential to zero and we consider global equilibrium
with just thermal vorticity and finite electric charge. As a consequence, the symme-
tries impose that all chiral coefficients (i.e. those which are not parity invariant) must
be vanishing. However, the term in WA of axial current decomposition is not chiral
and consequently could be different from zero. Since the conservation equation is
changed, we expect that also the condition (3.17) will be modified. We then have to
consider the pseudo-scalar operator i%y W that appears on the divergence of axial
current. Pseudo-scalar thermal expectation value can be decomposed at second order
in thermal vorticity in the same way as other local operators and we find that it is
given by a single term:

iUy W) = (a - w)L*",

where the non-chiral thermal coefficient can be obtained by
aw 1 7. Touds.,d
L™ = §(<{K3, J3hWy w)). (3.20)

With this definition, we find that the condition on axial vortical effect conductivity
WA becomes:

awAa
9|8l

Differently from (3.17) the constraint (3.21) no longer imposes W* to be proportional
to the third power of temperature and W* acquires terms which depends on the mass
of the fields.

As concluding remarks, we give some results for these coefficients for the free
massless Dirac field. In that case, this method reproduces the well-known [2] chiral
vortical effect and axial vortical effect conductivities

18] +3WA = —2mL*v. (3.21)

WA — I N (1> +p3T

_ wpaAT
6 272

\%
w
72

(3.22)

In the case of massive Dirac fields, global thermal equilibrium with thermal vorticity
and vanishing axial chemical potential is well defined and the axial currents mean
value can be directed along the rotation of the fluid. In that situation, the AVE
conductivity for a free massive Dirac field is [33]

2p2 + m?

, 3.23
E, (3.23)

a_ 1 /OO _
w = 52781 ), dp [np(Ep — 1) +np(Ep+ p)]

where E, = /p? 4+ m?. This coefficient is related to pseudo-scalar thermal coeffi-
cient L*" via Eq. (3.21) and indeed pseudo-scalar coefficient is given by

LO!~W_ m Oodp !/ E / E 324
T a2 ), E_p[F( p =) +np(Ep+w], (3.24)
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where the prime on distribution functions stands for derivative withrespectto E,,. We
can give approximate results for integral in Eq. (3.23). For high-temperature regime
(T > m), if the gas is non-degenerate (|| < m), we extract the AVE conductivity
behaviour using the Mellin transformation technique [35]. The result is

A 2 2 2 / 2 6

L.y m  CeT (ﬂ)4 +o (m—> : (3.25)
T 6 272 4n? 8m2 T T

The first term in mass was also obtained in [36] where the axial vortical effect was

evaluated with the statistical operator (3.6) but in curved space—time. Low temper-

ature behaviour can also be extracted from (3.23), see [33]. For a degenerate gas

(l| > m) at zero temperature, we obtain':

T 272 I

Instead for a non-degenerate gas (|| < m) at low temperature T << m, we have

3/2
WA ~ 1+21 ﬂelﬂl(u—m)_ (3.26)
w) Ao

Axial current corrections for rotating and accelerating fluids are also discussed in [37,
38] for both massive and massless fields using an ansatz for Wigner function with
thermal vorticity.

3.3 Dirac Field in External Electromagnetic Field

Consider a Dirac field in external electromagnetic field. The Lagrangian of the theory
is given by

L= % [T v = By 5 W] = mBw — 4,
where 7" = qWyH"W, g is the elementary electric charge of the field and the gauge
potential A" is an external non dynamic field. This Lagrangian is obtained from
the free Dirac one with the minimal coupling substitution d,, — 9, +ig A, which

ensures gauge invariance to the theory. From Euler Eq.s we obtain the Equations of
Motion (EOM) for the Dirac field:

IV =—i(ghd +m)V, JV = Ti(gh +m).

By applying Noether’s theorem to this Lagrangian, we obtain the operators in
Eq. (3.4).

Notice that WAw" — (WA /T)w, so there is no divergency for 7 — 0.
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3.3.1 Symmetries in Constant Electromagnetic Field

It is worth noticing that the symmetries of the theory of fermions in the external
electromagnetic field are different from those of free fermions and from those of
quantum electrodynamics. While a system without external forces is symmetric
for the full Poincaré group, some of the symmetries are lost when external fields
are introduced. Indeed, external fields do not transform together with the rest of
the system. In this section, we discuss the symmetries of a system in the presence
of an external constant homogeneous electromagnetic field. We will examine the
transformations that are still symmetries of the theory, the consequent conserved
quantities, and the form of the generators of such transformations.

If the Lagrangian of our theory is invariant under translations, from Noether’s
theorem, we can identify four operators. Those operators share three properties: they
are conserved quantities, they are the generators of translations and they constitute
the four-momentum of the system. However, translation invariance by itself does not
guarantee that the same quantity must have all the three above properties altogether.
Consider again a system under an external electromagnetic field. In this situation,
Poincaré symmetry of space—time is broken. Only in the special case of a constant
and homogeneous electromagnetic field, translation invariance is restored. However,
the Lagrangian is not invariant under space—time translation, but it acquires a term
that is a four-divergence. This term, under appropriate boundary conditions, does not
affect the action of the system and the overall invariance is preserved. Nevertheless,
the consequence of the additional term is that we can distinguish between three
different operators, each of them having one of the three properties stated above.
This is understood with the Noether—Tassie-Buchdahl theorem [39—41]: given a
Lagrangian L(V(x), 0, W (x), x) and the infinitesimal transformation

x™M = xt 4 5xt, W =W 45V
such that 9,,6x" = 0, which transforms the Lagrangian in
LV (), 8, ¥ (x"), x') = LIY(x), 8, ¥ (x), x) + 8, X",
where X" is a functional depending exclusively on WV (x) and x, the quantity

o L 5\1:—( 5L

== = 5w — Lt ) x? — X#
50,V 59,0 " g“) *

is conserved, i.e. divergence-less.
Consider the Dirac Lagrangian in constant homogeneous electromagnetic field

LOW(x), 0,V (x), x) = V(id —m)W — jFA,.

The translation transformation (W = 0, §x* = €*) acts on the Dirac field but does
not act directly on the external gauge field. Therefore, a translation changes the
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Lagrangian by

S'E Z'E(\Il/(-x/)a a;/L\I//(-x/)v -x/) - L(\p(x)s 8,1,L\Il(x)v -x)
="y Aue” = TP (Fop + 9u A" = =" (Fuy — JuAy)e”.

The quantity X of Noether—Tassie—Buchdahl in this case is
XM = TH(AY + F'xy).
Indeed its divergence is the variation of the Lagrangian
€3 XM = (8,7 M)A + F ™ x)ep + T (0u Ay + Fop)e” = —j*(Fuy — 8, Ay)e” = 8L,

Therefore, the theorem implies that the system has a canonical conserved tensor
given by

~ v UV TTuoav  TTRopVA
nclzl;n_T — JHAY — jEFYx,,

where T”“ is the free canonical Dirac stress-energy tensor. Using Belinfante pro-
cedure, we can transform T“ —J 7*A” into the symmetric stress-energy tensor of
Dirac field in external magnetlc field T“ " and the above conserved tensor can be
written as

=T — JHFVx;. (3.27)

From the above equation, we can simply verify that 9,77 #* = 0 form Eq. (3.2). Note
that 7 #Y is not symmetric and that it is gauge invariant. The conserved quantities
are obtained from the previous operators by

oo [z

and we can show that this four-vector constitutes the generators of the translation [41].
However, the momentum of the system is still given by

P = /dsx 7o

butitis nolonger a conserved quantity and it is no longer the generator of translations.
Another difference with the four-momenta is that different components of this vectors
do not commute, instead they satisfy the commutation relation [41]

where Q is the electric charge operator.

As for Lorentz’s transformations, we expect that the variation of the Lagrangian
is a full divergence only for specific forms of transformations. For example, with
a vanishing electric field and a constant magnetic field, only the rotation along the
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direction of the magnetic field and the boost along the magnetic field are symmetries
of the theory. Therefore, only in these cases, the Lagrangian variation could be
vanishing or a full divergence.
Returning to the general case, by repeating the previous argument made for the
translations for the Lorentz transformation:
Sxt = w"Vx,, SV = —%wwa’”lll,

we find that the transformed Lagrangian is
8L = j* [0 (xuAv — X0 Au) + X Fus — X0 Fui] -

We can show that the Lagrangian variation can also be written as

1 1 1
8L =§Cl)lw3k I:?Lxu (Av - E.XUFO-U> - ?xv (AM - EXUFGM>i|
I -
- Exp?(w)mF[;; - a)paF(;)

The first term of the r.h.s. is written as a four-divergence. The remaining part cannot
be cast into a four-divergence but it is proportional to the following product:

(o A F))Lp = a))LgF(; —a)ng(i.

The product of two non-vanishing anti-symmetric tensor of rank two, w A F, is zero
if and only if w is a linear combination of F and its dual F* [41]:

(WA F)p=0 iff wu =kFu+k F:v, k., k' e R. (3.28)
Therefore, the part of Lagrangian variation which is not a divergence is vanishing
when w™” is a linear combination of electromagnetic stress-energy tensor and its
dual:

b
o =a F*" + 56’”’” Fpo. (3.29)

This means, as expected, that the theory is invariant only under a certain type of
Lorentz transformations: the ones generated with parameters of the form (3.29). For
example, in the case of constant magnetic field, we recover that the system is invariant
only for rotation and boost along the magnetic field. Set then w either as w,,, o< Fy,,

or wyy & Fp,, so that the Lagrangian variation is a four-divergence. In this case, we
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can apply Noether—Tassie-Buchdahl theorem and the two following quantities are
divergence-less:

v
~ F

= -~ I~
|:xu (T())Lv — ]AAU + Ejkprpv>

_~ ~ 1~ ~
—Xv <TO)L;L —J )LAM + E] kXpFPM) + Si»w

~ F*MU ~ —~ 1/\ B
M =— |:xu (To% — A+ Eﬂprpu)

PN 1~ .
—t <T0AM —J )LAU- + 57 kXpru) + Sihw

where TS‘\I’\W is the canonical spin tensor of free Dirac field. After Belinfante transfor-

mation, the quantities become

1 1

A _ vy kA *UV L FA
D =oFMG,, T = S F My,
- PO Bt PO B
My, =x, (TSAU +5J AX”Fpu) — Xy <T§M + EJ*x"F,m> (3.30)

=x, (nkv - Ejkprpv) — Xy (nkﬂ — z]Ax"Flm>.

We can define the integrals:

M/w = /d3x Mﬁv,

which are conserved quantities only if contracted with F*¥ or F**V. The operators
M wv are the generators of Lorentz transformations if they are also a symmetry for
the theory, otherwise the Wigner’s theorem does not apply and we cannot say that
such transformations admit an unitary and linear (or anti-unitary and anti-linear)
representation. For those operators, the following Algebra holds true [41]:

o~

747V =iFvQ,
U _ A
3 Fool® ", M) =2 Fpo (177 =177 7)), (3.31)

1 o~ i ~ ~
3 Fha B T =5 (R 7).

where Q is the electric charge operator. In the particular case of vanishing electric
field and constant magnetic field along the z axis, the Algebra becomes:

[ﬁ)h ﬁy] = 1|B|Q3
[Jz’ ﬁx] = ifya [Jz’ ﬁy] = _iﬁ:x’

(K., 7] = —i7;, [K;, 7;]=—i7;.
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3.4  Chiral Fermions in Constant Magnetic Field

Consider now a system consisting of free chiral fermions in an external homogeneous
constant magnetic field B at global thermal equilibrium with vanishing thermal vor-
ticity. In this configuration, the chiral anomaly is vanishing because there is no electric
field (B - E = 0). It follows that global equilibrium without vorticity is described
by a constant inverse four-temperature 8 and a constant axial chemical potential {a
(see Sect. 3.2). Instead, the condition for the electric chemical potential reads

PUE0) = FB, = B F e, = [,

where u is the fluid velocity directed along 8 and E is the comoving electric field.
Since we are considering the case without electric field, the global equilibrium condi-
tion is simply a constant ¢ . The global equilibrium statistical operator then becomes

1 N PR
p=exp [-P"Bu+:0+¢a0a].

Notice that the operators P are not the generators of translations, which are instead
given by 7# and are obtained by integrating the conserved current in Eq. (3.27).
However, in the case of vanishing comoving electric field, the projection of the
inverse temperature along the four-momentum is equivalent to the projection along
of the generators of translations, that is:

2 =

The statistical operator can now be written as

1 o
p:Eexp[—ﬂ”ﬂ/L+§Q+§AQA]~

In this form, it is straightforward to use the algebra in Eq. (3.31) and translate the
statistical operator of a quantity a*. We find

-~ o~ ] R - ~ .
T(@)pT (a) =“"pe “”T=fexp[—ﬂ“ﬂu+§Q+§AQA+aMF””/3uQ]~

Since F*Y B, is the comoving electric field, which is vanishing, the statistical operator
is homogeneous:

T@pT @) =7.
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3.4.1 Exact Thermal Solutions

Having established the basic quantities of thermal equilibrium with a constant and
homogeneous magnetic field, we now move on to introduce the techniques of thermal
field theory in order to find exact solutions for thermodynamic equilibrium in a
magnetic field. We start by giving a path integral description of the partition function.
Since the partition function is a Lorentz invariant, we can choose to evaluate it in
the local rest frame where u = (1, 0). In this frame, without loss in generality, the
magnetic field is chosen along the z axis and we adopt the Landau gauge A* =
(0, 0, Bx1, 0). The path integral formulation of the partition function in local rest
frame

Z(T’ M, /"LS) =tr I:e_ﬂ(ﬁ_ﬂé_ﬂA@A):I

is given by?
Z= c/ DY DV exp (—Sg(¥, ¥, 1)),
V(B,x)=—V(0,x)

where the Euclidean action of Dirac fermions in external electromagnetic field is

i e
Se(w W) = [ar [ 900 [itr 7+ = opPua] W)

and ]T: = Plj‘ — q Ay, whichis not to be confused with the generators of translations.

With regard to the exact solution, instead of solving the Dirac equation directly,
we use the Ritus method [42] (see [43] for a brief recap of the method). The core
concept of the Ritus method is that we can construct a complete set of orthonormal
function, called E, Ritus functions, such that the Euclidean action is rendered for-
mally identical to the Euclidean action of a free Dirac field in absence of external
fields. The E, functions are constructed such that they are the matrix of the contem-
poraneous eigenfunctions (eigenvectors) of the maximal set of mutually commuting
operators {(y - )2, iy1y2, y°}. From gamma algebra, it is straightforward to check
that

1+xy5y5=X1+xy5
2 2

iyiy2A(o) = o A(o),

with ¢ = 4+ and x = =4 and we defined

2We added a mass term for generalization, although with mass we cannot have a conserved axial
current.
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We can then show that [42,43]
2
(y -2 Eps (X) = P Eps (X)),
where p is a label for the quantum numbers {/, w,, p2, p3}, the eigenvalues £+ are

given by
P = (0, +1p,0,—6/2lgBIl, p3), & =sgn(gB)

and the form of eigenfunction is
Epo(X) = N(n)e! TR BXI D, (), (3.32)

where N (n) = (47T|qB|)1/ 4 / V/n! is a normalization factor, and D, (p) denotes the
parabolic cylinder functions with argument p = \/2|g B|(X| — p2/qB) and non-
negative integer index n = 0, 1, 2, ... given by

I+ Zsen(gB) — 2
= —sgn S —
" 2 S8 2

Note that the form of the functions (3.32) strongly depends on the gauge chosen,
in our case the Landau gauge. Since the eigenfunction E5,(X) does not depend on
chirality, the maximal eigenfunctions of the operators {(y - )2, iy1y2, ¥’} are given
by

/ — /
Ep(X) =) Epo(X)A(0), Ep(X)=nEs(X)v =Y E3 (X)A0),
o=% o/'=%
(3.33)
where the prime on the summation symbol denotes that the sum is subject to the
constraint

o — sgn(gB) =0
I E: >0

Some important properties can be derived from these definitions. Firstly, that the
functions £, commute with yp and with y>. Secondly, they satisfy the orthogonality
relation

fX Ez(X)Ep(X) = Cm)"8 WG — 1),

where we defined

8D — D) =610 B8w,.0,8(p2 — P5)S(p3 — Pb)

Itioyive § _
() = 2 .
1 [>0
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And lastly, the action of the operator (y - 7) on these function is
(y -7 Ep(X) = Ep(X)y - P.

Since we showed that E, Ritus functions are complete orthonormal functions,
we can expand the Dirac fields in these functions:

W(X) TZZ/dm/(z Ep(X)W(P) = I Ep(X)W(P),

{w,} 1=0

U(X) :iA@(g)E_q(X).
0
Replacing this expansion on the Euclidean action, we find
sew. 89y = YN [ 8@E00 [itr 7+ m = o iua] Ep00 )
PT0 Jx

and, using the above mentioned properties of E, functions, we obtain

Se(w B, 115) = Y BN [y 27+ =y ia] W,

Notice that this is formally identical to the Euclidean action of the free Dirac field.
We can now proceed to evaluate the partition function. We first change the inte-
gration variables in the partition function to the modes of E, functions W(P) and
W (P). The partition function is then a Gaussian integral of Grassmann variables,
whose result is the exponent determinant. Hence the partition function becomes

Z =é/ DU (P) DY (P)x
v (B,x)=—V(0,x)
X exp {—Iﬁ@nm [iv - P*+m = oy \v@} (334
P
=C det [I'I(l) (iy Pt +m— J/OJ/S/LA>] .
For the sake of clarity, for now on we will remove the factor I1([):

7 —C det ( mlpyxo [i(wn +in) — pallaxo + 0’i£i>
(i(wp +ip) + pa)llaxz —oi P; mlpsxo '

The determinant is evaluated using the standard formula for block matrices

AB _
det(c D) =det (AD — BD™'CD);
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replacing that into the partition function, we have

Z = Cdet [(£+2 +m? + p3)hxo — 20i£l~MA]

Cdet [ (P 4 m? + 13)? - 4IP3 |

- 11 C [ m? + 130 — 4IP3 .
sl p

where we evaluated the determinant as the product of the eigenvalues of the matrix. To
connect this quantity to the thermodynamics of the system, we are actually interested
in its logarithm:

logZ= Y log [(£+2 +m? 4 pd)? - 4|g|2;&] + cnst. (3.35)

wn,l,p3

In the next subsection, we evaluate the thermodynamic potential of the system
from the logarithm of the partition function. Then, by simple derivation, we could
obtain other thermodynamic properties. However, starting from partition function in
Eq. (3.34), we will obtain the thermal propagator of a chiral fermion in a magnetic
field. Once we have the propagator, we can use the point-splitting procedure to eval-
uate other thermal properties that are not related to the thermodynamic potential. We
will use the thermal propagator to evaluate the mean value of the electric current and
of the axial current in the following subsections.

3.4.2 Thermodynamic Potential

The thermodynamic potential €2 is derived from the partition function as following
T
Q= lim ——logZ,
Vooo V

where the logarithm of partition function is given by Eq. (3.35). We can follow the
usual techniques used for free fermions to evaluate the thermodynamic potential and
to sum the Matsubara frequencies. However, we must first consider that in this case
the Landau levels generated by the magnetic field have different degeneracy factors
and must be properly taken into account when performing the infinite volume limit.
Let be S the area in the x — y plane and p | and p > the momenta in that plane. In
the limit of infinity area, the sum on modes becomes the following integrals:

dp1i dPJ_2
Sli)ﬁ(l)o s Z Z / /_ 27

pl1 pi2
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Each Landau level has a degeneracy associated with some quantum numbers; this
degeneracy is gauge independent and it is given by

B|S
dl:{lq | J
2

To obtain this degeneracy, we just have to evaluate the quantity

dpiidpio
2 27w

between two consecutive energy levels:

g _|1aBIS | _ /’“ dpridpio
! 2 . 27 21
Therefore, removing the floor function, the infinite volume limit of the sum on the
states of the system gives:

.1 lg Bl d
Vlgnoovz _q Z/oo f:z

wn.l.p3 {@n}

Consequently the thermodynamic potential reads:

Q= lim ——lo Z
v g

V—oo

g B| dps 2
== [ T tor [ i) — 4B ]+ enst
=0 {wn}

The Matsubara sum can be performed as described in [44]. The final result for
thermodynamic potential is

B d
- q | Z Z / =P |:Es +T Zlog (1 + e_ﬁ(EJ‘i”))j| + cnst,
£

=0 s=%

where EY2 = [(p% + 2qu)1/2 + S/,LA]z + m? and the constraintof s = & for/ = 01is
caused by the projector I1(/). This same thermodynamic potential for chiral fermions
in external magnetic field was used in [4] to derive the Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME).
This expression can be used to obtain the electric and axial charge density, but instead
we are using the point-splitting procedure because the latter can also be used to
evaluate other thermodynamic functions related to currents. To do that, we first need
the thermal propagator of chiral fermions.
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3.4.3 Chiral Fermion Propagator in Magnetic Field

Since we have used the Ritus method, the form of Euclidean action is formally
identical to those of a free Dirac field. It is therefore not surprising that the fermionic
propagator is obtained in the same way as the free case. The propagator in Fourier
modes can be obtained in path integral formulation by [44]

fZ)\I/Z)‘-IJ exp (—Sg) ¥, (P)\Ilb(Q)
fD\I/ DU exp (—Sg)

(B (P T3 (Q)) 7

where in our case the form of the partition function is given in the first line of
Eq. (3.34):

Z :C[ DY (P) DY (P) x
W (8,x)=—V(0,x)
X exp {—Iﬁ(ﬁ)n(b [iv - 2+ m =07 ua ‘P(E)} :

P

The Grassmann integrals are straightforward and gives
(U(Q)aV(P)) =8P — DM,

where a, b denotes spinorial indices and

M= [iy P - VOVSMA] .

The inverse of M is easily written in terms of the projector into right and left chirality

states, which are defined by

1 1 1-
+ XV Py — +V5’ P, — vs

P, —
X 2 be IR 2 2

We also introduce right and left chemical potential:
MR = U+ UA, UL = U — HUA,
and we define right and left charged momenta by
Pi = (0n £ ipri, p)-

With this notation, after inverting M, the thermal propagator is

_£+
(V(Q)a¥(P)y) =P (P~ Q)Z( — ) :
ab

—X
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This is the generalization in Euclidean space—time with chemical potentials of the
propagator in [42,43]. In the configuration space, the two-point function is

(WU (X)aW(Y)p) = iﬁiéEﬁ(X)a/a EG(V)pp (W (P)y W (Q)pr)

= —iﬁiééﬁ(x)a’aEﬁ(Y)bb’<‘p(2)b"I/(£)a’>

LY Er0uatsms e -0 3 (P “iby
ﬁ é i wata o T X ’ P+2 b’g/7

—X

where to go to second line, we used fermion anti-commutation. Finally, integrating
the delta we have

+
(DX V(X)) = i ZEA(mb/( —JE) Ep(X)aa.  (336)
ba

—X

3.4.4 Electric Current Mean Value

Having derived the propagator, we now proceed to evaluate the mean value of electric
current. The following method is similar to the one used in [45], as we both use the
Ritus method. We take advantage of the point-splitting procedure to compute the
thermal expectation value of electric current. First, we write the current in Euclidean
space—time and we split the coordinate point in which the fields are evaluated as
follows:

(Gu(0)= (=)' P10g (B (X7 B X)) = im0 (1), (Wa (X1)Bp(X2).

2—)

Then we plug the form of fermionic propagator (3.36) and we reconstruct the trace
on spinorial indices; eventually we obtain

_ipt
@(X»:—(—i)l—“wqiﬁZtr [Eﬁ(xm HX)P, PJB }
X

—X

It is convenient to indicate the components parallel to the magnetic field, which are
the time component and the z component, with the parallel symbol “||”. For those
components, the following commutator holds true:

(7} Ep0] =0
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Therefore, reminding the definitions of the Ritus E5(X) functions (3.33), for the
parallel component of electric current, we obtain

~ d d
Gl 00y = = (i1 Zf ”2/(27’1’322 Z Y % () Epo (X)x
n}o,0’'=+%
_ipt
ir |:A(cr’)A(0)y,UIP>X lﬂg]
P+
£y

We can simplify the previous expression by taking advantage of the following identity

14+o00' +i(c +0)y1y2
A(0)A(0)) = ; L NG

Notice that the dependence on p; is only contained inside E - (X)Eps (X). We can
then show that the integration on p» gives

dps
/ o E* o (X)Eps (X) = |qgB|8,, -
—00

Furthermore, it is convenient to split the sum on / between the Lowest Landau Level
(LLL) ! = 0 and the Higher Landau Levels (HLL) / > 1. For / = 0 the sums on o
are constrained to be equal to 0 = 6/ = & =sgn(eB), and the momenta are given
by E;(r = (wp +1ipy, 0,0, p3); then at the lowest Landau level, we have

I—s L+ioyiys | —iﬂ+
(i 'L = —(—) ‘“’Q|q3|/ o )22 Do { vu Py P;§:|’

X {wn}

After computing the trace, we find that the zero component is

quBIdpsz ry = i[(wn +1ipy) —ip3ox]

=X __
oK) /_oo (@) @n + iy 2+ 12

X {wn}

qlgBldp3 (wn + llfo)]
_/_oo (2m)? Z Z

2
P {w}(wn"'lﬂx) +p

while the z component is

X j—
(J3(X))LLL 1/_00 2n)2 (o + lﬂx)z"'l’s

_ [* o4qlqBldp3 xi(wn +ipy)
_/_oo (2m)? Z Z i

X {w}(wn +1Mx)2+p§’

qlgBldps3 Z Z i[p3 +i(on +iny)ox]
X {wn
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where the linear terms in p3 were dropped because they are odd on p3 and as such
they vanish when integrated. After the Matsubara sum, we have

-~ ® d 1
(Jo(X))LLL = ¢qlq B] Z/ (ijz 5 1nE(ps = py) — ne(ps + 1]

-~ 2 P3
(3X))LL =g B XX:/OO @22 [nF(P3 — iy) —ne(p3 + py)].
Finally, taking advantage of the integral in p3:

0

d

/ % [nE(p3 — 1y) — nE(P3 + 1y)] = 1y
—00

and summing on chiralities, we obtain

~ ql9 Bl 1qlq Bl
X = — = s
{(Jo(X))LLL 2n )2 (ur + pr) 702
7 2
-~ B q KA
X — —FFB
(X)L = (2 )Z(MR uL) = a2

Moving on now to the higher Landau levels, consider

Ghooms == gan S G YT 3 s

{wn} o,0'=%
—ipt
x tr| A(') A(o) y) P, KZX .
Py

When [ is fixed, we can replace the 3, , with the 8, ., and the sum on ¢’ becomes
straightforward. The expression is similar to the LLL case, we just have to replace
o with o and sum over 0 = +. Remind that now P has also a y component. After
evaluating the trace and removing p3 odd terms, we obtain

qlgBldp3 i[(@n +iny)]
(Jo(X)) HLL—Z/ T E dor Z — 2 2=,

X Ao} —X
~ qlqBldp3 xi(wp +ipy) + p3
Goomn =3 [~ MRSy y eI
=17~ X {op)o=* =X

We found that the third component does not get corrections from HLL. Instead for
the time component, after the frequency sum, we obtain

B|d
Go(X))uLL = Z/ 61|Z]27T|)2P3 [ NE(E py1 — ty) — NE(Epy i + 1y ],
X
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where E,, | =,/ p% + 2|g B|l. For the perpendicular components (}; and }';) we
expect a vanishing result because they are not allowed by the symmetries of the
system. Indeed the explicit calculations confirmed this expectation.

In summary, restoring covariant expression, we found that the electric current has
two thermodynamic function: the electric charge density n. and the Chiral Magnetic
Effect (CME) conductivity op:

(G,u(X)) = ncuy + o By.

The electric charge density is given by the mean value (}?)(X )) at the local rest frame:

B
ne = qlq | { Z/ nF(Ep3 | — MR) — np(Epy 1 + ur)+

+np(Ep; 1 — uL) — ng(Epy i + ML)] }

while the CME conductivity is given by (}'\3 (X))/B, that is

2
q 1A
= . 3.37
7B 272 (3-37)

To our knowledge, the equation for the electric charge density of an electron gas in
a magnetic medium was first given in [8] and coincides with the expression above.
The CME effect evaluated here coincides with the one obtained with many other
derivations [2], however we want to point out that this derivation is valid at thermal
equilibrium, as the one in [47], and that is non-perturbative in the magnetic field.

3.4.5 Axial Current Mean Value

We can compute the axial current mean value exactly as described above for the
electric current. Because of that, we omit all the calculations. The axial current
constitutive equation is written in terms of an axial charge density ns and a Chiral
Separation Effect (CSE) conductivity oy:

(I‘\M) =nauy + GsBp.

In this case too, we found that only the lowest Landau level contributes to CSE and
that the final result is

| BI
na = q Z nF(prl UR) — np(Ep; 1 + ur)+

—np(Epy 1 — ) + ne(Epyp + po) | }

qu

0y =——
ST ox2
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with Ep, 1 =/ p% + 2|g B|l. The last thermal coefficient is exactly the well-known
value of Chiral Separation Effect (CSE) conductivity [2].

The same procedure can be followed to evaluate the axial charge density and
the CSE conductivity of massive fermions with vanishing axial chemical potential
ua = 0.Inthat case, as discussed previously, the thermal equilibrium can be reached
and all the quantities discussed in this section are still well defined. The results for
the thermodynamic functions related to axial current are:

na =0,

* d
os =9 B /_Oo ﬁ [nF(Epy — 1) = np(Ep; + )], (3.38)

with Elz73 = p% + m?. The CSE induces an axial current even if the system is not
chiral. It is apparent from the result above that CSE has an explicit mass dependence,
as it is known that it should have [48].

3.5 Constant Vorticity and Electromagnetic Field

So far this contribution has focussed on the general properties of the statistical oper-
ator of global thermodynamic equilibrium with both vorticity and electromagnetic
field (3.12). The following section will discuss the special case of a constant homo-
geneous electromagnetic field (F*” =constant) for which we already studied the
symmetries (Sect. 3.3.1). As discussed in Sect. 3.2, global equilibrium can only be
reached if condition (3.9) is satisfied, which in this case becomes

Ly(F*) = o FO" — @' F7* = ( A F)* =0. (3.39)

We already discussed this wedge product in Eq. (3.28). Equation (3.39) has two
independent solutions: F = ko and F = k’'w™*, with k and k’ real numbers. In
terms of the gauge potential, the condition (3.10) must be satisfied. From Eq. (3.39),
choosing the covariant gauge A" = %F Pl x ,, we find that condition (3.10) is satisfied

setting & = %bg F°%x;. The equilibrium chemical potential (3.11) is then written as

Ao 1 )¥ed
L(x) =00 — Bo (X)F*x; + Ewapx'oF Xy, (3.40)

The same solution can also be obtained by directly solving Eq. (3.7) using Eq. (3.39).
This last method to obtain the solution explicitly shows that the chemical potential
in Eq. (3.40) is not gauge dependent. For constant magnetic field and vanishing
thermal vorticity, the solution (3.40) reduces to { =constant, as it was correctly used
in Sect. 3.4.

Plugging the form (3.40) inside the operator of Eq. (3.1), we find:

~ 1 = -~ 1 -~ -~
p= Eexp{—/dEx |:(T’\” —jAFprp)ﬂU — Ewgpjkprwx, —é‘ojk:H.
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Inside the round bracket, we recognize the divergence-less operator 7+ of Eq. (3.27),
whose integrals are the generators of translations. Expressing the coordinate depen-
dence of 8, we can then write

P =—exp —/dEA b, + @y X7 — Ewﬂ\,])‘x”F”‘x, —&oJ A:“

1~ -
exp —/dE,\ 7Mby + @yx” (f”‘ - zj)‘Fp“xp> —&oJ A:“

~ 1 . 1~
exp —/dE;L TMb, — zw,w [x“ <n’\” — Ej}‘Fp”xp)

JUPRE DN ~
o] -

this time we have recreated the divergence-less quantity w,wM *IV of Eq. (3.30)
that generates the Lorentz transformations and that are symmetries of the system.
We can then integrate over the coordinate and we find:

NI—= N|= N[+~

1 1 ~ —~
= —expl—b-F4-w:M .
) Zexp{ T+ @ —i—COQ}

In the above form, the analogy with statistical operator without electromagnetic
field in Eq. (3.6) is evident. In both cases, the statistical operator is written with the
sum of conserved operators, each one weighted with a constant Lagrange multiplier.
Moreover, starting from a fixed point x, we can write the constants thermal fields as

1
by = B(X)y — wux”, Lo = C(x) + B (X) F* x5 — Ewgpx"F“xx,

from which the statistical operator becomes
~ 1 . i A
= x| - pu, (7 — F¥x,.0)+
1 ~ . R o~ ~
+ 3P (M’w +xVTH — xH7Y — x”F“‘x)\Q) + C(x)Q}.
It is important to point out that with an external magnetic field, the Poincaré

algebra is modified and becomes the Algebra in Eq. (3.31), which we report here for
convenience:

-~

77" =iF Q.
P A .
5 Foo 7", M) =2 Fpo (077 = "7%")
P R R
5 Fpol®@ M2 =3 oy (077 = 0" R).

Notice that because F is proportional to @, if we replace F with @ and F* with
w*, the last two algebra identities still hold true. Since the Algebra is known, we can
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translate the statistical operator. Taking advantage of the unitary of the translation
transformation, the translated statistical operator is

T 2T ') =% exp { T b-)T ')+

zzr:]\?

+T0) ( )?—1<x> +aT0 0T ).

Therefore we just need to evaluate how the operators 7, M and Q transform under
translations. For a unitary transformation, an operator K transforms with

ARe = R —i[R.A] - 5 [[R.A). ]+ ¢ [[[RA] 4] 4]+

By applying this formula to our operators, we obtain the complete transformation
because after a certain order all the commutators become vanishing. In particular,
for the Lorentz transformation generators, we find

P TG 1 _ _ R R
Ew,wM;w = Ew,wT(x)M’“Tfl(x) = 3@ (M’“’ +x'Th — xH7Y —x”F)‘”x;LQ) .

For the other operators instead we find:
=TT ') =7" —x,FP*Q, Tx) 0T 'x) = 0.

With these definitions, a translation transformation on the statistical operator acts as
following:

a =~ 1 ~
T(@)pT '(a) == exp {—ﬂ(X) Txtat 5@ Myya + C(X)Q}

2

N|— N|+~=

SRS ~
exp {—,B(x —a) T + Ew M+ (x —a)Q} .
It follows that the statistical operator around a point x can be written as

1 P ~
= Eexp{—ﬁ(x)-ﬁx-f-zwZMx+§(X)Q}- (3.41)

3.5.1 Expansion on Thermal Vorticity

Following Ref. [23], we use linear response theory to evaluate thermal expectation
values in the case of the constant electromagnetic field. The purpose of this section
is to give the thermal expectation value of an operator O at the point x as a thermal
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vorticity expansion. Using the properties of the trace, we can transfer the x depen-
dence from the operator O to the statistical operator (3.41) written around the same
point x:

- 1T I BN )~
(0O(x)) =Etr exp {—ﬂ(x) Ty + ;@ My + C(X)Q} O(X)}

LI {—ﬁ(x) EL c<x>§}?—1<—x>6<0>]

Z 2
:%tr exp {—,B(x) ST+ %w “ M+ {(x)é} 5(O)i| )

To evaluate the mean value, we expand the statistical operator of the last equality
around vanishing vorticity. First, we split the exponent of the statistical operator into
two parts as follows:

1 -~
0= Eexp[A+B],

A= —B,0)7"*+¢(x)0, B=-w:M,

| =

and then we expand on B, which is the part containing thermal vorticity. Since B
and A satisfy the same algebra of the case discussed in [23], the expansion will lead
to the same result, which is

WoW, o~~~ a oW, -~ ~ o~
+%<<JM“0>>+ ”2"<<{KP,J"}0>>+0(w3),
(3.42)
where we defined
(RPV...RPuo1.. Fom E/'ﬁ'w
0 |B|ntm
- o oy A
x (Te (Kflirlu T Kfir,,u ‘,—ir,,ﬂu e J—ir,,+mu 0(0))>5(x),¢"

As discussed in Sect. 3.3.1, the boost and rotation defined starting from M Y oie.
~ ~ ~ 1 of ~
K* = uy M™**, J“:EG YHug Mg,

are different from those of a system without external electromagnetic field. The
other difference with [23] is that in this case the averages (- - -)g(y) are made with
the statistical operator

po = ZLOGXP{—ﬂ(X) -ﬁ+§(x)é}-
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3.5.2 Currents and Chiral Anomaly

In this section, we determine the constitutive equations for the electric and the axial
current at first order in thermal vorticity and we investigate the contributions from
electric and magnetic fields to the thermal coefficients related to vorticity. The con-
stitutive equations are obtained from the expansion on thermal vorticity given in the
previous section. Instead of a direct evaluation, we use the conservation equations
to show that indeed no additional corrections from electric and magnetic field occur
to first-order vorticous coefficients, such as the conductivity of the Chiral Vortical
Effect (CVE) and of the Axial Vortical Effect (AVE). In this way, we obtain several
relations between those coefficients and their relation to the chiral anomaly.

Consider the case of global thermal equilibrium with constant vorticity @, and
an electromagnetic field with strength tensor F),,, = k @, with k a constant. It then
follows that the comoving magnetic and electric fields are parallel respectively to
thermal rotation and thermal acceleration:

B*(x) = —kw"(x), EM(x) =ka"(x).

For instance, in the case of a constant thermal vorticity caused by a rigid rotation
along the z axis and a constant magnetic field along z, we have:

Q BTy
Dy = — (mmm - Uul’?uZ) , Fuw=B8B (nulnﬂ - 77v1’7u2) , k= —,

To Q
where @, Ty and B are constants. In this example, electric and magnetic fields are
orthogonal and there is no chiral anomaly. However, in the general case, the product
E - B is non-vanishing. In that case, as we showed in Sect. 3.2, we can still discuss
global equilibrium with chiral imbalance by defining a conserved Chern—Simons
current.

By using the thermal vorticity expansion (3.42), we now proceed to write the
thermal expectation value of electric current at first order in thermal vorticity. We
want to stress that in the expansion (3.42), no approximations are made on the effects
of the external electric and magnetic fields; the expansion (3.42) only approximates
the effects of vorticity. At first order on thermal vorticity, the only quantities that
can contribute to the mean value of a current are the four-vectors w*, o** and the
scalars E - o, E -w = —B -« and B - w. We therefore write the thermal expansion
in terms of these quantities, which will define several thermal coefficients. Taking
into account the symmetries, the thermal vorticity expansion of the electric current
is

(FH@) = [ng +nEE @) +nP" (B w)] ut + WY 4 o BB - ) EF

+ [Og + Gf'“(E co) + crg'w(B . w)] B" + O(w2) )
(3.43)
Since the thermal coefficients n0 and o) must be evaluated at vanishing thermal
vorticity, they are exactly those computed in Sect. 3.4.4 (for vanishing electric field).
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In particular, the Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME) conductivity at vanishing vorticity,
Eq. (3.37), is

q8a
27218

All the other coefficients are related to thermal vorticity and they have the following
properties under parity, time-reversal and charge conjugation:

oR(x) = (3.44)

(3.45)

Similarly, the axial current thermal expectation value is

(Zf(x)) = ['lg +nkE -a)+n8"(B- w)] ut + WAWH 4+ o B4 (B - a) EF
+ [aso +oFYUE -a)+ol™(B ~w)] B' 10O (wz) '
Each thermal coefficients is a function depending only on
Bl ¢. ¢a, B®, E*, E - B. (3.46)

The coordinate dependence of any thermal coefficients is completely contained inside
the Lorentz scalars in (3.46).

With the constitutive equations written down, we are now looking for relations and
constraints between those thermodynamic coefficients. The conservation of electric
current implies that

(M) = (9] "(x)) =0,

The coordinate derivative acts both on thermal coefficients and on thermodynamic
fields. We need to establish how the derivative acts on those quantities. For thermo-
dynamic fields, using the equilibrium conditions and the identities in Appendix, we
find

w-o 2w? — o
o u* =0, o wt=-3——, 9ot = ——m—,
" " B 1Bl
B. 2(w- B -E
g BY =—322 9 Er=— wehre B (B -a) =0,
18I 1B
2
O (E o) == o [0 Bla + (B - wpw,].

2
(B - w) =5 [ BYay, + (E - wywy].
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Moreover, we can also show that

8u|ﬂ| = —Qy, ap,g = IBVFV;L = _llg|Eu» 8M€A =0, 8M(E -B) =0,
(E - Byw,, + B%a, (E - Byw, + B,

Bl = —
ul 51 IB11B IBIIE]

, 8M|E| = -

’

where

Bl =+vB°Bo. |Bl=+—=B°B;, |E|=+—E°E,.

The derivative with respect to coordinates of a thermodynamic function is

3 3 3
3 .C.CA.|B|.|E|,E-B)=(—2 +a L
wfUBLE. &a, |BI, |E] ) ( ;Llﬂlam| ozt oulam— TN me |a|B|

d
—I—Z)MlElaIE| + 0 (E - B)m) f.

Therefore, using the previous identities, the derivative of a thermodynamic function

becomes
0 B> 1 9 |B|2 1 9
wf=l-aul—a-——— - ————
alBl  IBl IBlaIB| Bl |EIJIE]

@ (E-Bw. (1 8 1 0
B1Ew 5 1Bl <|B|a|B|+|E|a|E|>}f'

We can also define the following short-hand notation:

9 |B|? 1 9 1 9

= — — —— Ip= ———

= 5= + =,
P=aipl 1B B "B IBlalB| ' |E|DIE]

from which the previous derivative is written as

(E-Bywy } B

auf=|: au B |.B|E/43{ 1Bl

We can now use the previous relations to impose electric current conservation
by evaluating the divergence of the expansion in Eq. (3.43). For the terms directed
along the fluid velocity, we find that no additional constraints are required:

o (nou”) =0, (nE'o‘(E . ot)u”) =9, (nB'W(B ~w)u“> =0.
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For the terms along the magnetic field, we find:

3
Oy (agB“) ——(B-a) [ﬁ n ag] o — (E - B)|Blo;0Y

(E-B)(B -w)
Y %575

3
I (ag'“(E . a)BM) =—(B-a)E-q) [IFI + ag] oF® —(E-a)(E-B)|BldoL™

_(E- B)(BLB-'W)(E -a) 3,;65'“

2
= i [0v BYB @)+ (E (B o)
o (ag-w<3 - w)B“) ——(B-a)(B-w) [IZI + 35] oB" —(B-w)(E - B)Bl;oBY
(E - B)(B - w)? .
N Taéa‘g

+ % [w- B)(B )+ (E-w)(B-w)og™.

Along electric field, we have

Iy (0p(B-)E") =— (B -a)(a - E) [IF%I + aﬁ] ok — (B - a)E?|B|d;0F

(E-B)(E-w)
YT BOE:

Lastly, the divergence of the term along rotation is

3 E - B)w?
3 (WYwh) = —(w - ) [W + aﬁ} WY — (E-w)|Bla; WY — (|T)Waéw".
To impose that 3u<7“ (x)) =0, we sum all the previous pieces and we split
between the linear independent terms. Those terms must vanish independently of the
values of the electromagnetic field and of the thermal vorticity and several equalities
are obtained. Among those, we first consider the following identities:

dop =0, WY =0, 805%=0, dz05*=0, 308" =0,

deof® =0, dz0f* =0.

Notice from the table in (3.45) that og “ and ag ‘@ are related to C-odd correlator.
Therefore they must be odd functions of the electric chemical potential . But the
previous constraints require that they do not depend on ¢, therefore they must be
vanishing

Eoa _ Boa __
o =0, og“=0.
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The previous constraints also require that WV and 011; " do not depend on |B| and
|E)3. That is to say that the CVE conductivity WV is not affected by electric and
magnetic fields. Moreover, electric current conservation also imposes that

(3+18195) o§ — 18120 WY =0,
dz0p + 1178, 0™ =0,

(3 + |ﬂ|a/§) oBw =0,
(3+1B19g) WY =0.

We can replace the known result for the CME conductivity ag of Eq. (3.44) in the
previous constraints to find that

1 q8a
WY =— <3+|,3|8~)00 - ,
TR PI7B = 22ipP

deaf™ =0,

341812 ) wY =0

B e

Again, since o g " is C-odd it follows from second equation that it must be vanishing
Gg'w =0.

We want to empathize that we have found a relation between CVE and CME
conductivities:

v_ | 0
oW =W<3+|,B|85) o (3.47)
The CVE conductivity WV in Eq. (3.22) satisfies this relation. It is important to
notice that Eq. (3.47) completely determines the CVE conductivity from the CME
one. Indeed, since WV is odd under charge conjugation, by fixing the ¢ part of WV,
we obtain the entire coefficient. This also implies that the ¢ part of WV is dictated
by the chiral anomaly as found in effective field theories [46]. Therefore, the CVE
inherits all the properties proved for the CME. For instance, it is known that the CME
conductivity is completely dictated by the chiral anomaly [49] and that it is protected
from corrections coming from interactions [50,51]. Since the relation (3.47) holds
not only for a free theory but for any microscopic interactions, as long as global
thermal equilibrium is concerned, then also the CVE conductivity is dictated by the

3Note that to reduce the numbers of relations, we have indicated electric field and magnetic field
derivative together with one derivative 0. However, electric and magnetic fields are independent
and each derivative must be considered independently.
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chiral anomaly and it is universal. Despite the CVE can be related to the vector-
axial anomalous term of vector current anomaly [52], Eq. (3.47) shows that it can be
explained with just the electric charge conservation and the chiral anomaly.

Let us now move to the axial current. Similar steps can be followed to derive the
constraint equations between the thermal coefficients of axial current. In this case,
we must impose the following identities between thermal expectation values:

2
- .z q-(E-B)
Ol Ja () =2m(i0y W) — ===,
where we also added the naive divergence term 2m(iW¥y W) which is due to the
mass of the field. From symmetries, the constitutive equation for the pseudo-scalar
is
(iU W) =LEB(E-B) + L*(a-w) + LEY(E - w)
+ L(E-B)ozz(E ) B)a2 _I_L(E-B)WZ(E . B)w2
+ LEMEDNE W) E o) + LEVEE . w)(B-w)+0 ().
The value of L*" for the free Dirac field has been reported in (3.20), and the other
coefficients related to the the electromagnetic field can be computed with the Ritus
method.
Because the axial current is not conserved, we find different identities compared

to the previous case of electric current. For instance, the identities related to the
Chiral Separation Effect (CSE) conductivity USO and to the AVE conductivity W* are

(3 + |,3|—> = —2mLY",

p
0 q2 E-B
0y =gy — 2mL,
3500 = — |BIP9;0 ™,

;WA = —2m|g|LEDW

9, WA = 3 9z ——LEW
¢ |ﬁ|2(+"3| 5)o? 1Bl

The first equation has been discussed in [23] and in Sect. 3.2.1. The second equation
is similar to the first: the first term on the r.h.s. is coming from the chiral anomaly
and the second from the naive anomaly. Therefore for a massive field, as discussed
for the AVE, the CSE is not entirely dictated by the anomaly. It is then not surprising
to find corrections to the CSE [53] and that it is affected by the mass, see Eq. (3.38).
In the massive case, we also expect corrections from the external electromagnetic
field both in the AVE and in the CSE conductivities.
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On the other hand, for massless field, those constraints become
2
q
9ol =—2 |
© Ton2ip

d
3 — ) WA =0, a;W" =0,
( +|ﬂ|3ﬁ) ;
A
JWA =—03

B2

In this case, the CSE conductivity is completely fixed by the chiral anomaly as it is
clear by the first equation and by the fact that O'AQ must be an odd function of ¢ . For the
symmetries of axial current, W* has both terms which depend on ¢ and terms which
depend only on ¢a and 8. All these terms must satisfy the equations in the second
line. In particular, we conclude that the AVE is not affected by the electromagnetic
field. Moreover, from the third line, we see that the terms related to ¢ are fixed by
the CSE conductivity and consequently they are dictated by the chiral anomaly. As
it is evident from the previous discussion, this only occurs for the massless field.

In summary, by imposing the conservation equation we conclude that, at global
thermodynamic equilibrium with thermal vorticity and constant homogeneous elec-
tromagnetic field, the chiral vortical effect is dictated by the chiral magnetic effect.
Then it is not affected by the mass of the particle, by the external electromagnetic
field or by radiative corrections. For the axial current this analysis has showed that
we need to distinguish between the massive and the massless case. In the latter
case, we found that the chiral anomaly completely fixes the whole Chiral Separa-
tion Effect (CSE) but fixes only the part of Axial Vortical Effect (AVE) conductivity
which depends on the electric chemical potential. We also found that the AVE is not
affected by the external electromagnetic field. For the massive case, despite it exists
a relation between the CSE and the AVE, both of them are affected by the mass of
the field, the external electromagnetic field and radiative corrections.

(3+1Blp) o5
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Appendix: Thermodynamic Relations in Beta Frame

At global thermal equilibrium with thermal vorticity, thermodynamic fields satisfy
several equilibrium relations which constraints their coordinate dependence. In the 8-
frame, we can build several quantities from the four-vector 8 and thermal vorticity @ :

. v __ v V., — — o .
=—; A" =g" —u'u"; @y = 0,Bu = €uvpowu’ + oyuy — oy

1
v, _ Vo, o, _ A _ v o
oy = wpu’; wy = —Eewpgw Pu’; = (o @) Ay = €pupow o’ u’.
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Most of these quantities depend on coordinates, and their derivatives are [33]:

0

WPy =@y 0y = _OZVW; oo = 2(0{2 - w2)
a
Aoy = \/—ﬁ—z(w;w +ouy); %uq =0; uqd“u, = \/_27;
1 1
Aoty = ?(vaw‘;t +oauay); %y = \/—ﬁj(sz — az); Uy d%a? = 0;
Wy = L(a w, — —€ )\w_paw_k), 0w, = _3_W~(X‘ u aaWZ =0
Wy ,32 uWy ) vpo w) o \/E’ o ;

a® e = wo AWy = (wzocﬂ — (@ - wwy); ua-w)=0;

1
/’32
Oay® =0; 3%Agp = ——=.
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Exact Solutions in Quantum Field
Theory Under Rotation

Victor E. Ambrus and Elizabeth Winstanley

Abstract

We discuss the construction and properties of rigidly rotating states for free scalar
and fermion fields in quantum field theory. On unbounded Minkowski space-time,
we explain why such states do not exist for scalars. For the Dirac field, we are able
to construct rotating vacuum and thermal states, for which expectation values can
be computed exactly in the massless case. We compare these quantum expectation
values with the corresponding quantities derived in relativistic kinetic theory.

4.1 Introduction

Rigidly rotating systems are useful toy models for studying the underlying physics of
more complex rotating systems in either flat or curved space-times. Consider arigidly
rotating system of classical particles in flat space-time, rotating about a common axis,
which we take to be the z-axis in the usual Cartesian coordinates. Assuming that the
particles undergo circular motion with constant angular speed €2 about the rotation
axis, the linear speed of each particle is then p€2, where p is the distance of the
particle from the axis of rotation. The speed of the particle therefore increases as the
distance from the axis increases, and will become relativistic sufficiently far from
the axis. Furthermore, if p is sufficiently large, the particle will have a speed greater
than the speed of light. Therefore, a simple rigidly rotating system cannot be realized
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in nature (at least in flat space-time), and the system must either be bounded in some
way to prevent superluminal speeds, or else the system cannot be rigidly rotating.

Although unbounded rigidly rotating systems cannot be realized in flat space-
time, nonetheless the study of rigidly rotating systems in both relativistic kinetic
theory (RKT) and quantum field theory (QFT) has a long history. The simplicity of
the system allows many quantities of physical interest (such as quantum expecta-
tion values) to be computed exactly, which enables the extraction of the underlying
physics. Many deep physical properties of rotating systems have been revealed by
this approach, and in this chapter, we outline some of the most important.

Our motivation for studying rigidly rotating systems in QFT comes from both
astrophysics and heavy ion collisions. In astrophysics, rigid rotation can be induced
near rapidly-rotating magnetars or in accretion disks around black holes, where the
field close to the surface of the star is sufficiently strong to lock charged particles
into magnetically dominated accretion flow. The superluminal motion of the plasma
constituents can be prohibited by the bending of the magnetic field lines far from
the axis of rotation [1]. Particle geodesics on rotating black hole space-times also
exhibit rigid rotation close to the event horizon due to the frame-dragging effect
[2]. Quantum effects are important for black holes, which emit thermal quantum
radiation [3]. Whether or not it is possible to define a quantum state representing a
quantum field in thermal equilibrium with a rotating black hole depends on whether
one considers a scalar field (in which case such a state does not exist [4,5]) or a
fermion field (where a state can be constructed, but is divergent far from the black
hole [6]).

In the context of strongly interacting systems, rigid rotation can occur in the
quark-gluon plasma (QGP) formed in the early stages following the collision of
(ultra-)relativistic heavy ions [7]. Just as a magnetic field can induce a charge current
along the magnetic field direction in fermionic matter through the chiral magnetic
effect, rigid rotation can induce an axial current through an analogous chiral vortical
effect (CVE) [8]. Due to the latter, the rotating fluid becomes polarized along the
rotation axis. This polarization was recently demonstrated through measurements of
the properties of the decay products of A-hyperons [9,10]. Interest in studying the
properties of rigidly rotating quantum systems has surged in the past few years, with
recent studies addressing the hydrodynamic description of fluids with spin [11], the
role of the spin tensor in nonequilibrium thermodynamics [12] and the properties of
thermodynamic equilibrium for the free Dirac field with axial chemical potential [13].

Our focus on this chapter is rigidly rotating systems in flat-space QFT. We con-
sider the simplest types of quantum field, namely a free scalar or Dirac fermion
field. By ignoring the self-interactions of the quantum field, and the curvature of
space-time, we are able to study in detail the effect of rotation alone. The construc-
tion of rotating vacuum and thermal states for these fields is compared with the
corresponding construction of nonrotating vacuum and thermal states. Here, the dif-
ference between bosonic and fermionic quantum fields plays a major role. Having
constructed the rotating states, we then elucidate their physical properties by study-
ing, for the fermion field, the expectation values of the fermion condensate (FC),
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charge current (CC), axial current (AC) and stress-energy tensor (SET). We com-
pare these with the analogous quantities computed within the framework of RKT, to
elucidate the effects of quantum corrections.

This chapter is structured as follows. The problem of rigid rotation at finite tem-
perature is addressed from an RKT perspective in Sect.4.2. Section 4.3 considers
the construction of rigidly rotating states in QFT, showing in particular that these
states do not exist for a free quantum scalar field on unbounded flat space-time. The
rest of the chapter is therefore devoted to the free Dirac field only. Mode solutions
of the Dirac equation are derived with respect to a cylindrical coordinate system
in Sect.4.4. We briefly consider nonrotating thermal expectation values (t.e.v.s) in
Sect. 4.5, and demonstrate that there are no quantum corrections for these states. On
the other hand, for rotating states, the t.e.v.s constructed in Sect.4.6 are modified
in QFT compared to the RKT results. We examine the physical properties of these
quantum corrections for the SET in particular in Sect.4.7. The above discussion has
focussed on unbounded flat space-time, and we briefly review some more general
scenarios in Sect. 4.8 before presenting our conclusions in Sect.4.9.

4.2 Relativistic Kinetic Theory

Before we address the properties of rigidly rotating systems in QFT, we first consider
the RKT perspective. We briefly describe the main features of a distribution of Bose—
Einstein or Fermi-Dirac particles in global thermal equilibrium (GTE) undergoing
rigid rotation.

4.2.1 Rigidly Rotating Thermal Distribution

Consider particles of mass M and four-momentum p* in GTE in the absence of
external forces. The configuration of particles is described by the distribution function
f, which satisfies the relativistic Boltzmann equation [14]

ptof =CLf], 4.1

using Cartesian coordinates on Minkowski space-time so that x* = (¢, x, y, z)".
In (4.1), C[f] is the collision operator, which drives the fluid towards local thermal
equilibrium and whose properties give the form of the equilibrium distribution func-
tion. For neutral scalar particles, the equilibrium is described by the Bose—Einstein
distribution function

1

fs [exp (p2B*) — 1], 4.2)

_ 88
(2n)*

where gs is the number of bosonic degrees of freedom and g* = u" /T is the four-

temperature, with 7' the local temperature and u* the four-velocity. For simplicity, we
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do not include a chemical potential in the scalar case. The Fermi—Dirac distribution
function, including a local chemical potential w is

fF

8F A —1
= ex —u/T 1 , 4.3
Gy (X0 (P2B" =/ T) +1] 4.3)
where gr is a degeneracy factor taking into account internal degrees of freedom,
such as spin and colour charge.
GTE s achieved when the distribution function (4.2), (4.3) satisfies the Boltzmann
equation (4.1). The fluid can be in GTE only when

.(W/T) =0,  %fc+ 0B =0. 4.4)

The first equality implies that, in the fermion case, the chemical potential is propor-
tional to the temperature. The second equation requires that the four-temperature g*
is a Killing vector. For Minkowski space-time, the general solution of the Killing
equation allows B, to be written in the form:

Bu=bu+wux’, 4.5)

where the four-vector b* and the thermal vorticity tensor @, = — % 0By — wBu)
are constants in GTE.

In order to describe a state of rigid rotation with angular velocity 2 = Qk about
the z-axis, the constants appearing in (4.5) can be taken to be

bt = T0_18M0, Dy = QT()_I (nuxnvy - nuynvx) ) (4.6)

where 7, = diag(1, —1, —1, —1) is the usual Minkowski metric. These values
correspond to the four-temperature " = To_l(l, —Qy, Qx,0), where the physi-
cal interpretation of the constant T is discussed below. Since the rigidly rotating
state is invariant under rotations about the z-axis, it is convenient to employ cylin-
drical coordinates x* = (¢, p, ¢, z) to refer to various vector or tensor components.
Using the standard transformation formulae for vector components yields:

B =1, p'=0  p’=0r;', g =0 47
In our later discussion, it will prove useful to express vector and tensor compo-

nents of physical quantities relative to an orthonormal (non-holonomic) tetrad {e4}
consisting of four mutually orthogonal vectors of unit norm, e; = eg Oy, defined as

=0, ep=0p eg=p 0y, ez=0, (4.8)
which satisfy the orthogonality relation:

Suveh el = nas. 4.9)
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where g, = diag(l, —1, — pz, —1) is the metric tensor of Minkowski space-time
with respect to the cylindrical coordinates.
Writing the four-temperature (4.7) with respect to the tetrad (4.8) yields the tetrad
components:
B = e B =T; (1,0, p2,0). (4.10)

The squared norm of the above expression can be obtained using either the coordinate
components B* or the tetrad components 5%, as follows:

B2 = guuB"B’ = nasBBT = Ty 2(1 — p*Q2). (4.11)

Since 8% = u®/T and the four-velocity u% has unit norm by definition, it can be seen
that the quantity /B2 is the local inverse temperature 7 ~!. For a rigidly rotating
system, the four-velocity has the tetrad components:

ué =T(1,0,v%,0), (4.12)

where we find the following relations:
T=Tr, =59 T=0-p20>)""2 (4.13)

where T is the local temperature. Equation (4.13) shows that Ty is the temperature on
the rotation axis and away from the axis the local temperature increases linearly with
the Lorentz factor I' characterizing the rigid rotation. Furthermore, we can readily
identify the speed-of-light surface (SLS), which is the surface where the fluid rotates
at the speed of light:

psLs = Q7. (4.14)

As expected, the Lorentz factor I" diverges on the SLS, and so does the local tem-
perature T'. Starting from the velocity field in (4.12), it is possible to compute the

kinematic Vorticity1 L% = %8“'3 Yoy i VJ; ug, acceleration, a® = ubv 5 u® and circu-

lar vector t% = —s&f}%wga,;u;, [15-18]:

0® =T2Q(0,0,0,1), a* = —pl'2Q%(0,1,0,0), % = —pQ3T(pQ,0, 1,0).
(4.15)

'We use the convention that §9123 = ¢//%% = 1.
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4.2.2 Macroscopic Quantities

At sufficiently high temperatures, pair production processes can occur. It is thus
necessary to account for the presence of both particle and anti-particle species. We
consider only the simplest model. For the neutral scalar field in thermal equilibrium,
particles and anti-particles have the same distribution function f5 (4.2). Fermions
and anti-fermions are distributed according to the Fermi—Dirac distribution (4.3) at
the same temperature 7 and macroscopic velocity u®, while the chemical potential
is taken with the opposite sign for anti-particles:

farg = (2 )3 [exp(pif* /T +1] (4.16)

where f; is the distribution for fermions and f7 that for anti-fermions. For the rigidly
rotating system, the contraction of the four-temperature g* with the particle four-
momentum is:

B =T, [ —R-xx p] =T, —aM?) =1, 17, (4.17)

where M* denotes the z component of the angular momentum, and we have defined
the co-rotating energy p’ by

5 = p' — QM- (4.18)

We first consider the zero-temperature limit. From (4.2), it is clear that the scalar
distribution function fg — 0 as Top — 0, as expected. The situation is more com-
plicated for the fermion distribution function (4.16), and depends on the sign of
paB* £ /T . Noting that 1 /T = po/To (Where 1 is the chemical potential on the
axis of rotation) is a constant from (4.4), the zero-temperature limit of (4.16) is

lim 5 = o )3®(j:8p -5, (4.19)

where & = g is the Fermi level and ® is the Heaviside step function, equal to
one when its argument is positive and zero otherwise. Thus, the particle/anti-particle
distributions have non-vanishing values only when p’ < g for particles and p’ <
— o for anti-particles.

Starting from the distribution functions, we can define the SET TS‘"/‘I’: for either a
scalar or fermion field as follows:

o _ [P o _ [P
N =/ P fs T = / — 07 [+ fq]- (4.20)
P p
For the fermion field, we can also define the macroscopic CC J @,

. 3y -
* = / —fpa[fq - Jql- (4.21)
p
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By construction, J¢ and TS"‘/% are space-time tensors. Due to the structure of the scalar
and Fermi—Dirac distributions, the free indices of these quantities can be carried only

by the Minkowski metric tensor n&ﬁ or the macroscopic velocity u%. These simple
considerations immediately imply the perfect fluid form for the CC and SET:

J¥ = Qpu®,  TEf = (Espp+ Pspuu® — Pspn®®,  (4.22)

where QF is the fermion charge density, Es/f is the energy density and Ps/r is
the pressure. An expression can be obtained for Qf by contracting Jg‘ with ug.
Similarly, Es/f is obtained by contracting TS"‘/‘{; with ugus, while a contraction of
(4.22) with ngs yields the combination Es/r — 3 Ps g on the right-hand side. The
above procedure applied to QF yields:

_ & [dp o, 1 |
Or = (27)3 f 7 (u PA) <e(ukp)\_ﬂ)/T 1 - (WPt )/ T " 1) . (4.23)

Taking advantage of the Lorentz invariance of the integration measure d>p/ pf ,a
Lorentz transformation can be performed on p” such that p*u; = pf . Switching to
spherical coordinates in momentum space, the integral over the angular coordinates
is straightforward and gives

* 1 1
Or =35 f dpp* | — - — R 2
0 e(P 7“>/T +1 e(p ﬂL)/T +1

where p = | p| is the magnitude of the three-momentum. Similarly, we find, for the

scalar field,
Es —3Ps 272 0 ptA ]‘42 ePE/T—l’ ’

while for the fermion field we have

(5n)- 2L 52 (b
Ee=3P) = 2n2 Jo o pt A\ M2\ (ow)r ) (o)
(4.26)

Since the integrands above exhibit exponential decay at large values of p, they are
amenable to numerical integration. The expressions (4.24), (4.25), (4.26) remain
valid if the system is stationary rather than rotating, in which case T = Ty and
L = [Lo are constants. )

In the massless limit, p' = p, Es/r = 3Ps/p and the integrals in (4.24), (4.25),
(4.26) can be performed analytically [19], giving the charge density Q r and pressures
Ps and Pg as
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OF

_ SEM <T2 N “2) pg = mlgsT* _Tn%erTt | grTPu?  gent

6 2]’ 90 360 12 2472’
4.27)

where u = puol” and T = ToI". We also compute the massless limit of the ratio

TH,/M?* = (E —3P)/M*%:

. Es—3Ps  gsT? _ Ep—3Pp _ grT?  gpp?
lim = , im = + .
M—0  M? 12 M=0 M2 12 472

(4.28)

The Lorentz factor I' (4.13) and thus x and T diverge as p — Q! and the SLS is
approached. Therefore, for massless particles, all macroscopic quantities are diver-
gent on the SLS. Including the chemical potential does not alter the rate at which the
quantities diverge, but does increase their values on the axis of rotation.

To understand the effect of the particle mass, the integrals in (4.24), (4.25), (4.26)
are performed numerically. The resulting quantities depend on the angular speed €2,
the temperature on the axis Ty, the chemical potential on the axis wg, the particle
mass M, the distance from the axis p and the numbers of degrees of freedom (dof)
gs, gr- Here, we consider values of these parameters which are pertinent for the QGP
formed in heavy-ion collisions. An analysis of the QGP fluid produced in accelerators
indicates that it has the greatest vorticity of any fluid produced in a laboratory [9,20],
with 72 >~ 6.6 MeV, where h is the reduced Planck’s constant. For this value of €2,
the SLS is located at ¢/ €2 2~ 30 fm, roughly twice the size of a gold nucleus. For the
temperature, we consider a typical value for heavy ion collisions of kg Ty =~ 0.2 GeV
[9], where k p is the Boltzmann constant. In the relativistic collision of gold nuclei, a
typical value of the chemical potential is o >~ 0.1 GeV [21]. For the particle mass
Mc?, we consider the pion mass (0.140 GeV), the p meson mass (0.775 GeV), the
AP-hyperon mass (1.116 GeV) and the A7 -charmed hyperon mass (2.286 GeV)
[22].2

In Fig. 4.1, we plot the radial profile of the energy density Ex (4.26) as a function
of p (left-hand-plot, linear scale) and as a function of the Lorentz factor I (4.13)
(right-hand-plot, logarithmic scale). As expected, the energy diverges on the SLS for
all values of the particle mass. The results for pions and massless particles are very
nearly identical; for larger values of the mass, the energy EFf is lower everywhere.
However, close to the SLS, the results for massive particles are indistinguishable
from those for massless particles. Similar behaviour is observed for the pressure P
and charge density Qp [17,18]. This is in agreement with the analytic work in the
zero chemical potential case [23] (see also [24] for details of relevant techniques),
where it was found that the O(M?) corrections due to the mass make subleading
contributions as the SLS is approached.

We now consider more closely the effect of varying the particle mass for both
scalars and fermions. To make the comparison relevant, we consider the energy
density per particle degree of freedom, which amounts to dividing Er by 2gr (the

ZNote that, since mesons are bosons, the Fermi—Dirac statistics cannot be strictly applied.
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Fig.4.1 a Numerical results for the energy density Er (4.26), in GeV/fm? at uo = 0.1 GeV and
kgTop = 0.2 GeV, for Mc? =0,0.14 GeV, 0.775 GeV and 1.116 GeV. b Log-log plot of Ef, at
two temperatures (kg 7o = 0.2 GeV and 0.6 GeV), for various masses. The number of degrees of
freedom was set to gp = 6
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Fig.4.2 a The mass dependence of the energy (continuous lines and empty symbols) and pressure
(dashed lines and filled symbols) per dof, computed for the Fermi—Dirac (squares) and Bose—
Einstein (circle) statistics. b The dependence on the Lorentz factor I' (4.13) of the quantity 1 —
3P/E, evaluated for the Fermi—Dirac (continuous lines and empty symbols) and Bose—Einstein
(dashed lines and filled symbols) statistics, for various values of the particle mass

factor of two is required since the particle and anti-particle states are explicitly taken
into account) and Eg by gs. Furthermore, we consider the case of vanishing chemical
potential, uo = 0, since we have not introduced this quantity for scalars.

Figure 4.2a shows the effect of the particle mass on the energy density and pressure
on the rotation axis. For both scalars and fermions, these quantities decrease as the
particle mass increases. In Fig. 4.2b, we plot the quantity 1 — 3 P/ E, which vanishes
in the massless limit. For a constant value of the Lorentz factor I', we see that
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1 — 3P/E increases as the mass is increased, thus the ratio 3P/ E decreases. As the
SLS is approached, 1 — 3P /E decreases, showing that in the vicinity of the SLS,
the gas behaves as though its constituents were massless.

4.3  Quantum Rigidly Rotating Thermal States

We now consider the generalization from RKT to QFT, and examine how rigidly
rotating quantum states may be defined. In the quantization process, the microscopic
momenta are promoted to quantum operators. Thermal states at a temperature T are
defined such that the t.e.v. of an operator A takes the form [25]:

o~

(A)g, = Z~ ' Tr(5A), (4.29)

where Z = Trp is the partition function and p is the Boltzmann factor, which we
define below. The trace is performed over Fock space, that is, the space of all states
of the quantum field containing » particles (or anti-particles), forn =0, 1,2, .. ..

For a rigidly rotating state with temperature 7 on the axis of rotation, the Boltz-
mann factor for a scalar field is given by [26]

ps = exp [—(Hs — QM$)/To]., (4.30)

where ﬁs is the scalar Hamiltonian operator and M § is the z-component of the scalar
angular momentum operator. For a fermion field, we include a chemical potential
o on the axis of rotation, which is conjugate to the charge operator. The Boltzmann
factor for a fermion field is then given by [26]

pr = exp [—(Hr — QM — 10 0r)/To] (4.31)

where H is the fermion Hamiltonian operator, M; is the z-component of the total
fermion angular momentum operator and Qr is the fermion charge operator.

In order to perform the trace over Fock space in (4.29), we need to define particle
creation and annihilation operators acting on the states. For a neutral scalar field,
we denote the particle annihilation operators by a;, where j labels the quantum
properties of the annihilated particle. For a fermion field, the operators b ; annihilate
fermions, while the d ; operators annihilate anti-fermions. In all cases, the adjoint
operators are the corresponding particle creation operators. For scalars, the particle
creation and annihilation operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations

[a),4)] = aja), —aLa; =8, lajay1=0=1aja,l,  (432)

where §; j» vanishes unless the labels j and ;' are identical. For fermions, canonical
anti-commutation relations hold, so that, for the particle operators:
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(b, biy =bib, +bLb; =8,  {bj. by} =0={b

ot
i , bj,}, (4.33)

and similar relations hold for the anti-particle operators.

Using the particle/anti-particle states corresponding to the above creation and
annihilation operators, we consider a quantization which is compatible with the
operator p, so that, for scalars:

psal (Bs) ! = e~ (Eim @) Mg, (434)

where E; is the energy of the created particle, and m; = 0, £1, £2, ... is the z-
component of the angular momentum. Similarly, for fermions we assume that

f)\Fbj (I’O‘F)fl — e*(Ej*Qmj*MO)/Tob;f, ﬁFd; (,’O\F)il — ef(E-FQijr“O)/TOd;,
(4.35)
where m; = £%, £3, ... is the projection of the total fermion angular momentum

on the z-axis. The quantities (4.34), (4.35) depend on the energy E ; of the particle
as seen by a co-rotating observer:

E;j=E;—Qm,. (4.36)

Using the canonical commutation/anti-commutation relations (4.32), (4.33), together
with (4.34), (4.35), we find the t.e.v.s of the number operators for scalars to be [26,27]

@ = —edd (4.37)
0 explE/Tol = 1
while for fermions we have
8 i i A 8
(b'-b-/>T = ) , (de">T — _ JoJ )
TP expl(Ej — po)/Tol + 1 FE0 T expl(Ej + 10)/Tol + 1
(4.38)

The t.e.v.s (4.37), (4.38) have the expected Bose—Einstein/Fermi—Dirac thermal dis-
tributions in terms of the co-rotating energy E i

Consider first the scalar field t.e.v. (4.37). This has the correct zero-temperature
limit ogly if E; > 0. Even with this restriction, it can be seen that (4.37) diverges
when E; — 0, leading to the divergence of all t.e.v.s (4.29) [26,28]. From this, we
deduce that rigidly rotating thermal states cannot be defined for a quantum scalar
field on unbounded Minkowski space-time [26,28,29].

To understand this result, we consider how a quantum vacuum state is defined
for a scalar field. In the canonical quantization approach to QFT, one starts with an
orthonormal basis of scalar field modes ¢; which are solutions of the Klein—-Gordon
equation for a massive scalar field, (BHEW + M 2) @; = 0. The scalar field operator
@ is then written as a sum over these field modes and their complex conjugates

$=Y" [&jgo,- + a}p;’f] , (4.39)

J
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where the expansion coefficients are the particle creation and annihilation operators.
In order that the creation and annihilation operators satisfy the canonical commuta-
tion relations (4.32), it must be the case that

(@i ey =8y, (@] 0))==8; ., (9, 9j)=0, (4.40)

where (, ) is the Klein—-Gordon inner product, defined for two solutions ¢;, ¢, of
the Klein—Gordon equation by the following integral over a constant- surface:

o) =i [ & (o9'y = 0'0}). (441)

In particular, the modes ¢; corresponding to particles must have positive norm
(¢j, @), while those modes <p7 corresponding to anti-particle modes must have
negative norm. This restricts whether modes can be labelled as “particle” or “anti-
particle”. Calculating the inner product for a particle mode with energy E;, we find

(@j, 0jr) (4.42)

and hence the relations (4.40) hold only if the energy E; of the mode ¢; is positive,
E; > 0 [30]. The vacuum state |0) is then defined as that state which is annihi-
lated by the particle annihilation operators, a;|0) = 0, and is simply the (stationary)
Minkowski vacuum. For a quantum scalar field, it is not possible to make the choice
E > 0 because, for fixed E > 0, there will be modes with sufficiently large and
negatlve m  for which E; = E + Qm; < 0, so that (4.40) no longer holds and we
do not have a valid quant1zat1on [30] Since there is no rotating vacuum for a quantum
scalar field, rotating thermal states for a quantum scalar field are also ill-defined.

One resolution of this difficulty is to insert a reflecting boundary inside the SLS
[26,28]. The presence of the boundary means that the energy E; of the scalar field
rgodes is quantized, and, if the boundary is inside the SLS, it can be shown that
E; > 0 for all m; [28,31]. In this case, a rotating vacuum state (and also rotating
thermal states) can be defined for a quantum scalar field [28].

In view of these difficulties for a quantum scalar field, for the rest of this chapter,
we restrict our attention to a quantum fermion field on unbounded Minkowski space-
time. First, we consider whether a rotating vacuum state can be defined in canonical
quantization. Beginning with an orthonormal basis of particle mode solutions U
and anti-particle mode solutions V; of the Dirac equation (which will be discussed
in more detail in the next section), the fermion field operator is written as

¥ =>"[bu;+d}vy]. (4.43)
j

where the operators b ;j and d ; satisfy the canonical anti-commutation relations (4.33).
In contrast to the scalar field case, all particle and anti-particle modes U, V; have
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positive Dirac norm, resulting in a greater freedom to label modes as “particle” or
“anti-particle”. This in turn leads to a greater freedom in how vacuum states (and
therefore also thermal states) are defined [29].

One possible quantization is to define “particle” modes as having positive energy
E; [26]. As in the scalar case, the resulting vacuum is simply the usual (nonrotat-
ing) Minkowski vacuum state. However, for fermions there is another possibility
[32]: particle modes can be defined by setting E; > 0. This leads to a well-defined
quantization and a rotating vacuum state. Furthermore, with this definition the t.e.v.s
(4.38) have the correct zero-temperature limit, with contributions only from modes
below the Fermi level, for which E < po for particle modes and E < — o for anti-
particle modes (we remind the reader that E; > 0 always holds when the rotating
vacuum is employed). This is in agreement with the corresponding result (4.19) in
the RKT case, and is sufficient to ensure that there are no temperature- and chemical
potential-independent contributions to t.e.v.s.

4.4  Mode Solutions in Cylindrical Coordinates

Our purpose for the remainder of this chapter is to compute t.e.v.s of observables for
a quantum fermion field of mass M, and compare the results with those for the RKT
approach in Sect.4.2.2. In this section, we lay the groundwork for our computation
by considering in more detail the fermion mode solutions discussed schematically
in the previous section. Since we are interested in rigidly rotating states, we work in
cylindrical coordinates x* = (¢, p, ¢, z) and follow the approach of [29,33].

The evolution of a free Dirac field with mass M is governed by the least-action
principle, starting from the action:

Sp=i / Pyl L= % (Fiy —Tv) — My, (4.44)

where the Feynman slash denotes contraction with the gamma matrices § = y#9,,.
The gamma matrices satisfy the canonical anti-commutation relations {y*, yV} =
2n"*Y and in this chapter, we work with the Dirac representation:

r_ 10 i_ 0 O'i
4 _<0—1)’ V' =\-6io) (4.45)

where the Pauli matrices are given by

1 —i 1
ot = (? O) , o) = <(l) 01) , ot = <0 _01) . (4.46)

We are considering four-spinors v, which have Dirac adjoint W_: ¥y Demanding
that the variation of the action Sg (4.44) with respect to the ¥ degree of freedom
vanishes yields the Dirac equation

(¥ — M)y = 0. (4.47)
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As outlined in the previous section, in order to construct t.e.v.s, we first require a
set of particle modes {U;} and anti-particle modes {V;} satisfying the Dirac equation
(4.47). Given a particle mode U, the corresponding anti-particle mode V; is related
to U; by the charge conjugation operation:

Vi =iy Uj. (4.48)

In deriving the formal expressions for rigidly rotating t.e.v.s in Sect.4.3, we have
assumed a quantization compatible with p, see (4.35). This requires that the following
commutation relations must hold

(A 611 =E;b", (M3 B =m;bf,  [0r.571=5,
[He,d1=E;d},  [Mid1=m;d],  [Ord1=-d]. (449
Taking into account the expression for the conserved operators in the classical Dirac
field theory,
Hp = i0, M = —idy + S°, (4.50)

where the z-projection of the spin operator S* is given by

1 /6% 0
[—
s _2<0 0Z>, 4.51)

the particle mode solutions U ; must thus be chosen to be simultaneous eigenfunctions
of Hr and Mg:

The above eigenvalue equations are insufficient to specify the particle mode solutions
uniquely. The remaining degrees of freedom can be fixed by choosing U; to be
eigenfunctions of the longitudinal momentum operator P = —id, and of the helicity
operator Wy = J - Pg/2p (where p is the magnitude of the momentum):

PiU; =k;jU;,  WoU;j = A;U;j, (4.53)

where k; and A ; are real constants. The expression for Wy can be obtained as follows:

hO o - Pg 1 (P P_
Wo = , h = =— | F , 4.54
° (0 h> 2p 2p (P+ —P§’> >
where Pr = —iV, while Py are defined in terms of cylindrical coordinates as
PL=Pi+iP) =—ie™9@, £ip 'dy). (4.55)

It can be shown that WO2 = 4—1‘. The eigenvalues A; = 1/2 and —1/2 correspond to
positive and negative helicity, respectively.
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The Dirac equation (4.47) can be written with respect to the above operators as

HF -M —2p/’l .
( Soh —Hp - M) ¥ =0. (4.56)

The operators Hr and Pj are diagonal with respect to the spinor structure, thus the
corresponding eigenvalue equations can be solved immediately:

XK CTo;
U, = 27; itk = (c’.(;oj ) , (4.57)
] 9

where u  is a four-splnor which depends only on ¢ and p and K is a normalization
constant. In (4.57), C are integration constants and ¢; is a two-spinor satisfying
the remaining two elgenvalue equations, namely

: 1
<—la¢+§0'z) Qi =m;je;j, h(pj:)\.j(pj. (4.58)
Substituting (4.57) into the Dirac equation (4.56) gives

Ej—M —2pjA; \, _
(2p,-x,- g L) ui =0 (4.59)

where the magnitude of the momentumis now p ;, and from this the following relation
can be established for C

- 2)‘1 Pj_ o+
Next we consider the angular momentum equation, the first relation in (4.58),
which allows ¢; to be written in the form:

(p el(m] 2)¢
@ = o S +he (4.61)
J
where m ; = :I:%, :I:%, ... is an odd half-integer, while (pjE = <pji (p) are functions

which depend only on the radial coordinate p. Taking into account the result [from
(4.55)] PLP_=P_P, = —ag — p’lap — ,0’28(]25, the second relation in (4.58)
reduces to

92 9 2
p2_2 + o= +q]2p2 _ (mj + _> (pjt =0, (4.62)
0

where the longitudinal momentum ¢ ; is defined by

g =P} -k = JE} -2 — M2, (4.63)
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Equation (4.62) can readily be identified with the Bessel equation [34], having two
linearly independent solutions J;,+1,2(¢0) and Y;;+1/2(q ). Demanding regularity
at the origin discards the Neumann function Y,,+1,2(q ), and therefore

= N0 st

The connection between the integration constants A’ and NJT can be established
by noting that the operators P4+ act as ladder operators, in the sense that

Pec TS 1 (gi0) = Hiqie YT L1 (gip). (465)

where the following properties were employed [34]:

1

2

/ )= Ly Mt .
J’nj+%(CIjP) —Jm_/_%(CIjP) - 4P Jm_,.+%(410),
1
/ N ) mj—sy )
Jm_/_%(q,p) =— ij+%(q,p) + o ij,%(qu). (4.66)

The helicity equation [the second relation in (4.58)] then yields

iqj _ R R
NF=—" N7 =2ir;—LN7, 4.67
T kjt2piagt Y Tprt @67
with
2k \ 2
bt = (1 L 22k -/) | (4.68)
. 0

Noting that an overall normalization constant, Nj_ «/5 / p}', can be absorbed into 7(j
in (4.57), we write ¢; in the form:

iom—1L
. 1 p;rez(m/ 2)¢ij_%(qu)
J = /& . — imi.x1
V2 szjpj ez(m_/+2)¢ij+%(qu)

(4.69)
Introducing the angle #; made by the momentum vector with the z-direction, so that
kj = pjcosi; (with 0 < ¢; < ), it can be seen that

Lot (Las % (Lo Ysin (4.70)
—p ==z i | cos — = i ) sin —. .
AT\ 2 T\ TS

Thus, the two-spinor ¢; can be written compactly as follows (where we have explic-
itly written out all the parameters on which this depends):

. 1 . i(m— L
12 (cosge’(mﬂ‘ﬁ]m%(qp)) ) ( sm%e’(”‘ 2)¢Jm7%(61,0) )

¢ dom — | . . i 1 @ Jkom — . i 1
p isin G0 qp) ! —icos 5! "IN ()

.71
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Using the identity

o0

> @i =1, 4.72)

n=—oo

where the sum runs over all integers n € Z, it can be established that the two-spinors
@;j (4.71) satisfy the normalization condition

o0
PRI
Z (pp,k,mqj;;,k,m =&, (4.73)
m=—00

‘We now return to the four-spinors u ; (4.57), for which we impose the normaliza-
tion condition

o
WgS s ko = S50 (4.74)
m=—00
This can be achieved by setting C}r = 2\ E;/|E; |)Q‘3; /+/2, such that
1 €lo; N ( M)VZ
uj=—\ o1, ._ , =1+ — , (4.75)
! ﬁ( \éﬂjéj‘pj y E;

where E;/|E | is the sign of E;.

The final piece of the puzzle is to establish unit norm for the modes U; (4.57).
This is achieved using the Dirac inner product, defined for two solutions ¥ and x of
the Dirac equation (4.47) by

W x) = / SxTy . 4.76)

where the integration is taken over a constant- surface. Performing the integral with
respect to cylindrical coordinates and using the relation

& 8(q; —4;)
/ dppJd, 1(qip)], . 1(qyp) = ———L (4.77)
0 2 2 q]

it can be seen that, with K; = 1, we have the required normalization condition

MO(EJEI’)

1)
(U/’U/,> :8)»j,)uj/8mj,mj/8(kj_kj/) q
J
S(Ej — Ej)
|Ej]

:8)Lj,)uj/8mj,mj/8(kj _kj/) (478)
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We therefore write the particle modes U as

. e—iEt+ikz N N 1 €+(,0)" .
U = —u , u = — P . 4.79
E. k,m T E.k,m E.k,m \/§ Z‘XTflfe (p;;,k,m ( )

The four-spinors V; corresponding to the anti-particle modes are then obtained via
the charge conjugation operation (4.48):

. . 1, _
VA _ elEl*lkZ v}\ UA _ (_1)"177 iE ¢ (p;;,fk,fm
Ek.m — E.k,m> E.,k,m — _2AE g+ A .
2 V2 IEI\=TE5 s

(4.80)
The two-spinor goi;’ ko is defined in (4.69), and also in (4.71) in terms of the angle
¥ between the momentum vector and the z-axis. Due to the relationship (4.48)
between the particle and anti-particle modes, the anti-particle modes V; also satisfy
the normalization condition (4.78). In particular, anti-particle modes, like particle
modes, have positive Dirac norm. As discussed in the previous section, this is crucial
for the definition of rigidly rotating quantum states for fermions.

4.5 Quantum Stationary Thermal Expectation Values

With a complete orthonormal basis of fermion modes constructed in the previous
section, we are now in a position to compute t.e.v.s of physical quantities. While our
primary interest is in rigidly rotating states, we first study the t.e.v.s for stationary,
nonrotating states with vanishing angular speed 2.

Atthe level of the classical field theory, the CC J#* and SET T#" can be constructed
using Noether’s theorem [27]:

Jh = EVMWs Ty = % WV(uauW - 3(#%%)1#] . (4.81)

The trace of the SET is proportional to the FC ¥/
T, = My (4.82)

The generalization to QFT is made by replacing the classical field ¢ with the corre-
sponding quantum operator, 0. Due to the anti-commutation relations (4.33) satisfied
by the quantum operators, there is an ambiguity in the ordering of the action of the
quantum operators on the Fock space states. For operators which are quadratic in the
field operators, such as those arising from (4.81), (4.82), and since we are working
on flat space-time, this ambiguity can be overcome by introducing normal order-
ing, a procedure by which the vacuum expectation value (v.e.v.) is subtracted from
the operator itself. For an operator A, the normal-ordered operator : A : is therefore
defined to be

A= A — (0|A]0). (4.83)
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Inserting the schematic mode expansion (4.43) in (4.81), the following expres-
sions are obtained

W@ = Z _l;jéjrﬁj Uj/ — A;,CZ/VJ' Vj/:l .
JsJ

=Y |bh 3t Wy U — dLd 3 vy, Vj,)] ,
JiJ

)

~

=Y _IS}ISJ,T,LU(Uj, Uy —dLd; Ty (V) vj,)] , (4.84)
i

where we have introduced the sesquilinear forms J* (v, x) and 7, (¥, x) for nota-
tional brevity, based on the classical quantities (4.81):

W0 =vrx TwW, x) = % [Vvwdnx —du¥ymx].  (4.85)

As discussed in Sect. 4.3, the nonrotating Minkowski vacuum is defined by taking
all modes corresponding to the positive eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (E; > 0) as
particle modes. This leads to the following decomposition of the field operator:

~ X (oo P . .
b= 3 [Tare [ ak[BhnVhin+ 8 Vi) @30
-p

—1 1 m=—00
=%l

where the spinor modes are given by (4.79), (4.80). Substituting the mode expansion
(4.86) into (4.84), and using the relations (4.38), we find the following t.e.v.s for a
stationary (nonrotating) state at temperature 7p:

=~ U;iU; V,V;
HVAVERY e Ut - I
( M X/: exp[(E; — no)/Tol+ 1  expl(Ej + pno)/Tol + 1 } '

~ IJ4WU;, Uj) IV, V) }

LT — _
SRR X]: exp[(Ej — uo)/Tol +1  exp[(Ej + uo)/Tol+ 1)

~ TwWU;, Uj) T Vi, V) }

Ty D1 = — , 4.
T 0= 2\ Gl — o/ 1ol +1 ~ oxpl(E + oo 717 57

where Ej = E; in the case when Q = 0.
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4.5.1 Fermion Condensate

Using the charge conjugation property (4.48), it can be shown that

ViV =Uy'y’Us = —(U,U))*", (4.88)

since (y¥)? = —1. Using the spinor mode (4.79), we have
Tl — M I Z)ka]* 4.89
Vi = 87 m; (jp) + 3 m; (4iP) | (4.89)

where we define (we will need J, (¢ p) later)

Twlap)=J5  @p)E I @p). Ja(ap) =2, 1(ap)J,,1(p).
(4.90)
Since U ;U is areal scalar, it can be seen that V ; V; = —U ;U;. Furthermore, noting
that the term proportional to A ; in (4.89) makes a vanishing contribution under the
summation with respect to A ;, the t.e.v. of the FC, given in the first line of (4.87), is

[e.]

TG g = aE ! 1 "kt
(: D1 = 4”2,”_2_00/1"1 S E—10)/To 4 1 + SETRT 1 1 /‘_p m (GP).
(4.91)
Taking into account the identity (4.72), the sum over m can be performed:
o oo
S e, =2 Jgp) =2 (4.92)
m=—0o0 n=—00
where m = :I:%, :I:%, ...,whilen =0, £1, £2,.... After performing the sum over
m in (4.91), the integration variable can be changed from E to p, giving
T, = M [T ar ! ! 4.93
& Ny = 72 0 E e(E—n0)/To 1 | + eE+ro)/To 41 |° (4.93)

The above expression coincides with that for (Er — 3Pf)/M (4.26), obtained in
RKT with gg = 2 (taking into account the fermion helicities) and 2 = 0. Thus, the
FC has no corrections in the QFT setting compared to its RKT counterpart.

4.5.2 Charge Current

The charge conjugation property (4.48) can be used to show that

IV V) =Ty U = Wy Up»* = 134U, Up)T, (4.94)
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where, as well as (4.88), the properties y7y#* = 2n¥* — y#yY and (y¥)* = —p”
were used. Thus, it is sufficient to compute J*(U;, U;). Substituting p =t and
u =i for the index w, we find

L 24jpj 4 i
) E @0 ;- (4.95)

~ 1 ~lL
YW U = eje; WU =

It is convenient to work with components taken with respect to the tetrad introduced
in (4.8). The sigma matrices constructed with respect to this tetrad are

5 0 e7i® 5 0 —ie”®
— ¢ _
ol = (eid) 0 ), 0% = (iei¢ 0 ) (4.96)

The following relations can be established:

1 Ak .
030 =39, @iP) + =T @) g jo e =0,
J
A 1 Aik; i 4 rigi
¢j0%0; =20 @;p) + =0 @ip). ¢jote; =20 (gj0), (49T)
2 pj pj
where the functions J,ff(q p) and J,< (g p) were introduced in (4.90).

Noting that the density of states factors [e(EF#0)/To 4 1171 are invariant under
the transformation k — —k, A — —A and m — —m, it can be seen that the spatial
components of J# vanish. This is because J,; (g p) and J, (g p) are odd with respect
to m — —m, while gojo@p,- is odd under the transformation (k, m) — (—k, —m).
The time component of the CC can then be written as:

Fan=- S [Taee : 1 " akst
(: '>TO_47T72 Z /M (E—110)/To 1 | _e(E+MO)/TO+] -/p m (GP).

m=—00 -

(4.98)
After performing the sum over m using (4.92), an angle ¥ can be introduced such that
k = pcos?¥ and g = psin . The integration measure E dE dk = q dg dk is then
changed to p?sin ® d¥ dp. Since, after the sum over m is performed, the integrand
is independent of ¥, the integration with respect to this variable can be performed
automatically, yielding fon dv sin® = 2. Thus (: J i 1)1, reduces to

2 > 1 1

. TJt. _ 2 _
(- J ~>T() - 7_[2 o dpp [e(E_MO)/TO + 1 e(E+/~LO)/TO + 1} . (499)
As was the case for the FC, the above expression coincides with the fermion charge
density Qf (4.24) obtained using RKT with gg = 2 and = 0, showing that there
are no quantum corrections.
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4.5.3 Stress-Energy Tensor

In a manner similar to the one employed to derive (4.94), it can be shown that
T uv(Vj, V;) can be related to 7, (U, U;) via:

I — —
TuVj. Vj) = =5 U jyuonUj = U jyn U1 = =[Tw(U;, UPT*, (4.100)

where the last — sign comes from the complex conjugate of the imaginary unit i
prefactor. Using the properties (4.66) of the Bessel functions, we can derive the
following relations:

)
. ig5h; m;
iod,0) = ;}. [J,Ifj(q;p) - —q,;J,ij(qu)]
J J

i 4 imjqjh;

¢jo¢a¢¢j = I @jp). (4.101)

J

For stationary states, all off-diagonal tetrad components of the SET vanish. However,
when we consider rigidly rotating states in the next section, the component T}, b will

be nonzero. We therefore write down the diagonal tetrad components and the (7, ¢3)
component which we will require later:

Ej T+ 2hjkj -
T#W;, Uj) ) ij(qu)+Tijj(qu) ;

1 )‘jkj + 1 2}‘jkjmj _
7}(1;(Uj, Uj)=- m |:(mj - 7) ij(qu) - (5 - T ij(Cij)
4qj
- @Jr:;j(qu)s
q2~ m;
_ 1 + . J )
TppWUj, Uj) _&TTE]' |:ij (gjp) — ajﬁj (q‘/l))j|,
U Uy = LM
k2 A:kip:
R AT KiPj —
TEE(UJ’ U]) _WE]'ij (qu) + 4]{2Ej ij (qJ,O) (4102)
Using the summation formula,
o o0
Y. mhygp)= ) @n+1DIn(gp)si(gp) =1, (4.103)
m=—o00 n=—00
where, as before, m = :I:%, :t%, ...,whilen =0, £1, &2, ..., it can be shown that

the t.e.v. of the SET for nonrotating states has the simple diagonal form
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(: Tys )1, = diag(EF, Pr, P, Pr), (4.104)

where Er and Pr were obtained in (4.26) using the RKT formulation with gr = 2.
Therefore, there are no quantum corrections to t.e.v.s for stationary states.

4.6 Quantum Rigidly Rotating Thermal Expectation Values

In the previous section, the construction of stationary thermal states was based on the
nonrotating Minkowski vacuum, defined by setting the energy E; > 0 for particle
modes. When the rotation is switched on, as discussed in Sect. 4.3, we can define a
rotating vacuum for fermions by instead setting the co-rotating energy E; > 0 (4.36)
to be positive for particle modes [32]. We therefore define the fermion field operator
as follows:

-y

p ~
dE|E|/ dk O (F)
s oo IEI=M -

X I:l;)é,k,mUé,k,m(x) + dAg,k,m-}-Vg,k,m(x):I ’
(4.105)

where the particle spinors U F.x.m and anti-particle spinors VE k.m can be found in
(4.79), (4.80) respectively. The field operator (4.105) should be compared with the
corresponding definition (4.86) for the stationary case. In (4.86) the integral over E
involves only positive energy E > 0, whereas in (4.105) we also take into account
negative energy modes, provided that the mass shell condition |E| > M is satisfied.
Instead, the requirement that the co-rotating energy is positive, £ > 0, is imposed
by the presence of the Heaviside step function ®(E).

With the decomposition (4.105) of the fermion field operator, we can proceed to
construct t.e.v.s using the method employed in Sect.4.5 in the stationary case. The
mode expansion (4.105) is inserted into the FC, CC and SET operators (4.84), to
obtain mode sums involving the particle and anti-particle creation and annihilation
operators. The t.e.v.s of the particle number operators are then given by (4.38), where
the temperature on the axis of rotation is fixed to be Ty. The density of states factor
in (4.38) now has a dependence on the angular momentum quantum number 7z as
well as the energy E ;. In this section, we study the t.e.v.s of the FC, CC and AC for
a rigidly rotating thermal state. We consider the SET separately in Sect.4.7.
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4.6.1 Fermion Condensate

Starting from (4.105), the following expression is obtained for the t.e.v. of the FC:

22/

p ~
dE|E|/ dk ©(E)
T e EIZM ~p

7 A v A
UE,k,mUE,k,m VE,k,m VEkm

eE—10)/To 41 ¢(E+10)/To 4 |

(4.106)

Using (4.88), (4.89), the sum over A can be performed, yielding:

U g = Z /EI MdEsgn(E)/ dk ©(E) JF (qp)

m=—00

1 1
X ~ + —= )
|:e(E—;40)/T0 +1  eE+n0)/To 4+ 1}
(4.107)

where sgn(E) = |E|/E is the sign of the energy of the mode. To simplify the
integration above, the integral over E can be split into its positive (E > M)
and negative (E < —M) domains. On the negative branch, the simultaneous sign
flip (E, m) — (—E, —m) can be performed, under which E — —E. Noting that
ij (gp) = J,F(gp), the following expression is obtained:

-~

~_ M & 00 P N ~
WV ) = o3 Z / dE/ dk J (qp) sgn(E)
L——) -

1 1
X = + —= .
|:e(|E|M-0)/TO +1  eUEHm)/To 4 1:|
(4.108)

In order to study the massless limitof M~ ! & WU ' )15, Wwe now attempt to simplify the
integrand, by replacing sgn(E) = 1 and |E| = E. To this end, consider the quantity
S

e(El=n0)/To 41 UEI+10)/To + 1

Z/ [ _sen(E) senlE) :|f(m,E), (4.109)

m=—0oQ

where f(m, E) is a function depending on m and E, We now write § as a sum of
a term {§1}smp Where |E| is replaced by E (that is, the modulus is removed) and

sgn(f ) is set equal to one, and a remainder AF1:

§1 = {S1}simp + A1, (4.110)
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where

NS 1 1
iy = dE | — - L E),
(51 simp Z /M Lw—uo)To +1 + e(E+10)/To 1} fm, E)

m=—o00
o Qm 1 1
AF = — / dE |: — + =
m:Xm:M M e(E—10)/To 41  e(=E+10)/To 4 |
1
= ~ ,E
e(E—10)/To 4 1 + e(E+10)/To 4 1j| flm, E)
0 Qm
=— Z / dE2§f(m, E), (4.111)
m=myuy M

where m )y is the minimum value of m for which Qm > M. The last line follows from
the identity (¢* 4+ 1)~! 4 (¢™* + 1)~! = 1. The last equality above shows that AF;
does not depend on Ty or g unless f(m, E) explicitly depends on these parameters
(which it does not for the FC). The dependence of A1 on €2 is due to the definition of
the rotating vacuum, where €2 appears explicitly when restricting the energy spectrum
to positive co-rotating energies. We thus find

TG g = 1 i /OodE : + 1
T T T 202 =y e E—n0)/To 1 o(Etuo)/To 4 |

x /pdk I gp).
0
(4.112)

In the massless limit, the following exact result can be obtained (see [17,18] for
further details of the techniques used to perform the integration):

—_—t —+ — 4.113
6 + 272 + 2472 ( )

= T2  p? 3w’ +24°
’ ' }simpJ M=0 N
where w?> = Q°I'? and a® = p>Q2I'* are the squares of the spatial parts of the
kinematic vorticity and acceleration introduced in (4.15), while I is the Lorentz factor
(4.13). The last term is independent of ¢ and 7" and hence represents the contribution
due to the difference between the rotating and stationary vacua. Subtracting this
contribution gives

T2 MZ
o " 6 + 27 (4.114)
which agrees with the RKT result (4.28) with gr = 2, diverging as I' — oo and the
SLS is approached.

M~ (: ﬁ@ :)TOJ
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4.6.2 Charge Current

Since the density of states factor in (4.38) now has a dependence on the angular
momentum quantum number m as well as the energy E, the é component of the CC
no longer vanishes when the state is rigidly rotating. The nonzero components of the
t.e.v. of the CC take the form:

(:ﬁ:)TO _ i /OodE 1 B 1
J%9g)  4m? — [y eUEI=10)/To 41 eUEI+10)/To 4 1

P (E Jr;f(qp))
x /pdk (q Tam ) 19

To compute the above integrals in the massless limit, we follow the method employed
for the FC and define a quantity

N dE E ~UE ,E). (4116
5 Z /M |:e(|E|/L0)/To +1  e(EHum0)/To 4 1i| fim, E).  ( )

m=—00

Writing §2 as a sum of a term {§2 }gi, Where |E | is replaced by E and a remainder
A%

§2 = {S2}simp + AS2, (4.117)

we find

S [ 1 1
= dE | —= - — , E),
(52}simp Z /M L(E—m)To +1  eE+ro)/To 4+ 1} fm. E)

m=—0oQ

0 Qm 1 1
AFr = E / dE = — ~
v e(—E—10)/To 4 1 e(—E+10)/To 4 |

1 1
—— = , E).
e(E—10)/To 4 1 + e(E+10)/To 4 1:| fm. E)
(4.118)

The term inside the square brackets in AF> is identically zero. Thus, it can be con-
cluded that §2 = {F2}imp for any function f(m, E), which simplifies the integration.
The following expressions are then obtained for massless fermions [17,18]:

4 2 24
o ol ° 02°T 4 1
T g =K <T02+n§>+ﬂ4ﬂz <7F2—7>=F[QF+ - (3w2+a2)],

3 3 3 1272

-5 H
(7% )m =pQl [ QF + o5 (" +3a7)]. (4.119)

As expected, the ¢-component vanishes when 2 = 0 and the state is nonrotating. The
first terms appearing on the right-hand-side correspond to the RKT results for ggp = 2
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(4.27). The second terms are the quantum corrections, and are proportional to Q2,
vanishing when the rotation is zero. The quantum corrections do not depend on the
temperature 7', only on the chemical potential, local vorticity and local acceleration.
The quantum corrections are therefore present even in the zero-temperature limit.
The decomposition of the CC with respect to the kinematic tetrad in (4.15) will be
discussed in Sect.4.7.2.

The t.e.v. of the CC vanishes identically when the chemical potential on the axis
o is zero. This is to be expected since, with vanishing chemical potential, a rigidly
rotating thermal state will contain equal numbers of particles and anti-particles.
When pg is nonzero, the current diverges as I' — oo and the SLS is approached. For
both components of the CC, the quantum corrections diverge more rapidly than the
RKT contributions as p — Q. Therefore, close to the SLS, the CC is completely
dominated by quantum effects and the RKT contributions are subleading.

4.6.3 Axial Current
The classical AC JSM is defined by

T =Tytysy, (4.120)

where we have introduced the chirality matrix
, 01
ys =iy'yylyt = (1 0) . 4.121)

Using the Dirac equation (4.47), and taking into account that ys5 anti-commutes with
all of the other y matrices, {ys, y*} = 0, we find 9, Ji' = 2i My ysy, and hence
JS” is conserved for massless particles. Non-vanishing values of Jsﬂ can be induced
through the chiral vortical effect (for a review, see [8]). The expectation values of
JS" computed for massless fermions using a perturbative approach were recently
reported in [13]. Here we consider the t.e.v. of JSM using QFT techniques.

Using the mode expansion (4.105), the t.e.v. of (4.120) takes the form:

T =3 35W;. Up) B 35V Vi)
IEI expl(Ej — no)/Tol + 1 expl(Ej + po)/Tol + 1 |
(4.122)

where J ‘; (¥, x) = ¥y*ysx. Following the same reasoning applied to obtain (4.94),
it is not difficult to show that J5 (V;, V;) = —[J5 (U}, U;)]*, while
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MU U — P Tt @+ =

Js(U;, Uj) —SJTTEJ_I:Z)\]ij(QJP)'Fp_ij_/(‘IjP)i|,
A‘. .

T R L .

J5WU;. U Ty T (@jP).

ijkj

N LT
BWLUD =g [Jm, (@jp) + =L (q,-p)] . (4.123)

When considering the sum over j in (4.122), the terms which are odd with respect
to A and k vanish. Thus, the only non-vanishing component of the t.e.v. of the AC is

—~ 1 o0 p ~
.72 . _ _
(Js 9 =12 2 : / dEE/_p dk J, (qp)sgn(E)

m=—00

1 1
=~ + ~ .
) {CXP[(|E| — 0)/Tol + 1 exp[(|E| + o)/ Tol + 1}
(4.124)

As in the cases of the FC and CC, the t.e.v. of the axial current can be com-
puted exactly in the massless limit. We simplify as discussed in Sect. 4.6.1, replacing
sgn(E) = 1and |E| = E, to find

{¢ T2 7} = : i/wdEE ! + 1
"5 Mo simp = 52 v e E—mo)/To 11 | oE+no)/To 4 |

m=—0oQ

p
x/ dk J, (gp). (4.125)
0

In the massless limit, the following exact result can be obtained [17,18]:

Qrr+ 3u2 Q3r4
FTE 0 | = (14 5 4r% -3
{< 5 >T0}s1mp M=0 6 ( +7'L'2T02 + 247.[2( )
s(T* | u? | @ +3a®
=o' —+ =+ ———— ), 4.126
(6 +2n2 2472 ) ( )

where »? is the kinematic vorticity introduced in (4.15). The last term is independent
of wo and Ty and hence represents the contribution due to the difference between the
rotating and stationary vacua [29]. Eliminating this term allows the t.e.v. of the AC
to be obtained as
PR . T2 MZ

(78 :)TOJM:O =ofo®, 0§ == +3, (4.127)
where 0§ is the axial vortical conductivity, which allows an axial charge flow to
develop along the kinematic vorticity vector. As expected, the AC (4.127) vanishes
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in the stationary case, but, unlike the CC, it is nonzero even when the chemical
potential vanishes [29].

The AC vanishes in classical RKT. Restoring the reduced Planck’s constant, the
AC (4.127) is proportional to 2€2 and is therefore larger than the quantum corrections
to the CC, which are O(h*Q?).

The AC has been studied previously by a number of authors [8,36,37]. Up to
possible overall factors due to differences in definitions, (4.127) agrees with the
corresponding quantity in [8] only on the rotation axis, where I' = 1. The axial
current in [36] (derived using the ansatz for the Wigner function proposed in [39])
matches (4.126) only on the axis of rotation, but no distinction is made in [36] between
the stationary and rotating vacua. Constructed using a QFT approach and considering
the stationary Minkowski vacuum, the AC in [37] agrees with (4.126), again only
on the axis of rotation. Finally, the result obtained in [38] using perturbative QFT
agrees fully with (4.126).

4,7 Hydrodynamic Analysis of the Quantum Stress-Energy
Tensor

In this section, we consider in detail the t.e.v. of the SET for rigidly rotating states.
Following the approach of the previous section, we first derive the components of
this t.e.v. with respect to the orthonormal tetrad (4.8). For comparison with the RKT
results from Sect. 4.2, we then consider quantities defined with respect to the B-frame
(or thermometer frame).

4.7.1 Stress-Energy Tensor Expectation Values

The t.e.v. of the SET can be written compactly as

A " 00 P ~
(: Tz V1) = —= / dEE/ dk Ty sgn(E)
(0702 0 4]T2 Z I —p oo

m=—00

1 1
X | —= + — ,
|:e(|E|—M0)/TO +1  eUEHR)/To 4 1:|
(4.128)

where the tensor T4 has the following non-vanishing components:

1 1
S =EJy@p), Ty = “2 [mf,;f(qp) - EJ»?(qp)} - %J,,T (qp),
2 2
Too= = [J,f{(qp) - = (qp)} Ty = L (gp). Ti= L tan.

qp PE

E E
(4.129)
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As with the t.e.v.s considered in Sect.4.6, we can obtain closed-form expressions
in the massless limit. We first simplify using the approach of Sect.4.6.1, and then
integrate using a procedure whose details can be found in [17,18]. The results are

T )1 :PF(4F2—1)+@ T2+£ Spa_top2 1Y
it 770 8 72 ) \3 9 9

G Tor Vg = — pQI'2 4PF+M T2+E §F2_1
g =T 9 =2 )\2 "2)|

212 2
(Z/T\MZ)T :PF+QF T2+3L i[‘z_l ,
ppiio 24 w2 3 3

Q2r?
24

2
(: @;d; N1, =Pr(4% —3) + (T2 + %) (8r* —8r2+1), (4.130)

while (: T}Z D1, =(: i;ﬁ :)1, (this relation holds also in the case of massive field
quanta [17,29]). The first term in each component of the SET is the contribution
from RKT (see Sect.4.2), while the second term is the quantum correction. As for
the CC (see Sect.4.6.2), the quantum corrections are all proportional to Q2 and, as
expected from Sect. 4.5, vanish in the stationary case. Unlike the CC, the quantum
corrections are now temperature-dependent. All components of the t.e.v. of the SET
diverge on the SLS, and, once again, the quantum corrections diverge more quickly
as ' — oo.

4.7.2 Thermometer Frame

Further insight into the effect of quantum corrections can be gleaned from a hydro-
dynamic analysis of the SET. In relativistic fluid dynamics, the equivalence between
mass and energy transfer makes the macroscopic four-velocity u* an ambiguous
concept. A frame is defined by making a choice for the definition of u#**. Here we
work in the B-frame, also termed the natural frame [40], or thermometer frame
[41] (see also [15] for an analysis of the properties of this frame). In the S-frame,
the macroscopic four-velocity u* is proportional to the temperature four-vector S*,
that is, u* = T ", where T is the local temperature. For rigidly rotating states, the
macroscopic four-velocity is then given by (4.12).
With this definition of u*, we decompose the CC and SET as follows [42]:

T = Qput + Ty, T = Egutu’ — (P + o) A 4+ T 4 ul WY 4 u” W,

(4.131)
where Qg, Eg and Pg are the usual equilibrium quantities, J* and W# represent
the charge and heat flux in the local rest frame, @ is the dynamic pressure and
[TV is the pressure deviator. The tensor A" = gV — y*u" is a projector on the
hypersurface orthogonal to u*. The nonequilibrium quantities J*, I[T*" and W* are
also orthogonal to u*, by construction. The isotropic pressure Pg + @ is given as
the sum of the hydrostatic pressure Pg, computed using the equation of state of the
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fluid, and of the dynamic pressure @, which in general depends on the divergence
of the velocity. In the case of massless (or ultrarelativistic) particles, the SET is
traceless, since the massless Dirac field is conformally coupled and the conformal
trace anomaly vanishes on flat space-time [43]. From (4.131), the SET traceis T#,, =
Eg — 3(Pg + @), and therefore @ vanishes for massless particles since Eg = 3 Pg.
Moreover, since the velocity field is divergenceless (V,u* = 0), it is reasonable to
assume that o = 0 also when M > 0. However, below we keep this term for clarity.

For both massive and massless particles, the macroscopic quantities can be
extracted from the components of J# and T#" as follows [14]:

1
0p =u,J", Eg = uyu, T, Pﬂ—i—w:—gAwT’“’,

JH =AW, W= ARYAT,, T =T, (4.132)

where the notation A"} for a general two-index tensor denotes
1 1
Al — [5 (AF*AYT + AV ART) — gM”M’] Ao (4.133)

Since in general, J "A’A =9 2= 0and NB &u& = 0, it can be seen that J & points along
the circular vector 7%, introduced in (4.15)

; ; oIt — J?

(X:O.‘[T(X’ o‘t = 4134
T 14 Vv /093 3 ( )
where o, is the circular vector (electric) charge conductivity. Similarly, the structure

of T"" indicates that WP = W% = 0, while the orthogonality between W¢ and u%
allows W to be written as
1 14 p2Q?

W% = o’af-[a’ asf QZFZ (T” + T¢¢ + p—QTM;) s (4135)

where o, is the circular heat conductivity Finally, noting that 49 js symmetric,
traceless and orthogonal to u* with respect to both indices, as well as the property

TPP = T only one degree of freedom is required to characterize [1%%, introduced
as I1g below [17,18]

p2Q2r2 0 pQr? o

2 2 1
o5 N TP 5 6uas o -1 o o
%’ =g (r“r” - Taaa” - 2a)°‘w”> = p~Q°T°Ig pQr? 02 2 ool
o 0 0 -3
2Pg+w — Ts2)
mg=""f 2 i (4.136)
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In the case of massless fermions, substituting the SET components (4.130) into
the contractions (4.132) yields the following closed-form results:

2 2., .2
wif.o W w(w” +a”)
= A N =— T - N A =5
Qp =CQr +AQ, 0OF =7 ( +ﬂ2> Q )
77274 T2 4 302 +a [, 3u?
Pg = AP, = . o AP="_""[T?+2 ],
p=Fr T 180 6 T2 72 T
2
T _ 2 T _ 1 2 3/}, _

The above results agree with [13,17,18,44]. The first terms in Qg and Pg coincide
with the RKT results in (4.27) with gg = 2. On the rotation axis, where p = 0,
equation (4.137) shows that the conductivities 0(, and o remain finite, while the
circular vector 7% vanishes. This conclusion holds also in the massive case, This can
be seen by noting that, according to equations (4.115, 4.128), both (: 7 )1, and
(: ?qu )1, vanish when p = 0. Furthermore, Eg = (: T}; :) 1, (since p2 = 0) and it
can be shown that (: 75 )1, = (: Td3¢3 21, = (- T3z 1)1, and thus, the SET takes the
perfect fluid form at p = 0.

4.7.3 Quantum Corrections to the SET

We now examine the effect of quantum corrections on the SET, comparing first the
exact RKT results (4.27) and QFT results (4.137) in the massless case. There are
three features of note.

First, quantum corrections mean that the SET no longer has the perfect fluid
form, due to the presence of nonequilibrium terms, except on the axis of rotation,
where the circular vector ¢ (4.15) vanishes. Second, the quantum corrections to the
equilibrium quantities Qg, Eg and Pg are proportional to Q2. Third, the quantum
corrections in (4.137) diverge more quickly than the RKT quantities as I' — oo
and the SLS is approached. Therefore, there is a neighbourhood of the SLS where
quantum corrections become dominant.

In order to assess the relative contribution made by quantum corrections with
respect to the RKT results, we first focus on the energy density for massless par-
ticles and consider two quantities (we restore the reduced Planck’s constant / and
Boltzmann constant kp):

Ep 1 ( h2 )2 (i‘rz _ 1) 1+ 3(uo/kp o)
Ep 14 \7kgTy) \3 3) 14+ R (uo/mkpTo)? + 5 (no/mkpTo)*
-1
| _Er _ 14 (nkBTo)2 1+ % (uo/nkpT0)* + 3 (no/nkp To)*
Eg 54r2 — 1\ mQ 1+ 3(uo/mkpTo)? ’

(4.138)
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Fig.4.3 Relative differencesa Eg/Er — 1 andb 1 — Efr/Epg between the S-frame energy density
Eg (4.137) and the RKT result Ef (4.27) for massless fermions. The curves correspond to kg Ty =
0.13 GeV (filled purple squares, empty red circles and filled blue circles) and 0.2 GeV (empty black
triangles). The angular velocity is set to € = 5 x 10?2s~! (filled purple squares), 2 x 10?2 s~!
(empty red circles) and 10?2 s~! (filled blue circles and empty black triangles). The chemical
potential on the rotation axis is o = 0.1 GeV

Figure 4.3a shows the relative departure of the QFT energy density Eg (4.137)
measured in the thermometer frame, compared to the RKT energy density Er = 3 Pr
(4.27). We use values of the chemical potential and angular speed relevant for heavy
ion collisions, as in Sect.4.2.2. For kgTy = 0.2 GeV and Q2 = 10225~ the relative
difference is about 10~* on the rotation axis. From (4.138), this value can be increased
by either increasing the angular velocity €2 or decreasing the temperature 7. We
thus also consider a lower temperature relevant to the QGP, kg Ty ~ 0.13 GeV. This
enlarges the relative difference by a factor of ~ 2.4. At larger values of the angular
speed, quantum corrections are close to 1% on the rotation axis. Away from the
rotation axis, the relative difference Eg/Efr — 1 increases roughly as I'? (4.138).
This is confirmed for all regimes considered in Fig. 4.3a.

The relative difference 1 — Er/Eg is presented in Fig. 4.3b. On the rotation
axis, this ratio is negligible. As I' — oo, equation (4.138) shows that the second
term in the square bracket goes to 0 and thus limr_, o, 1 — Ef/Eg — 1. Close to
the SLS, quantum corrections therefore become the dominant contribution to the
energy density Eg. The gray, dashed line in Fig. 4.3b indicates where the quantum
corrections become equal to the classical contribution, Eg = 2E . This happens
closer to the SLS when the temperature is increased or when the angular velocity is
decreased.

We next consider the effect of the mass on the energy density Eg. Figure 4.4a
shows a comparison between the energy densities Eg and Ef, as functions of the
distance p from the rotation axis. When Q = 5 x 10225~ the SLS is located at
p = ¢/ =6 fm. The energy density for particles of mass 0.14 GeV follows the
result for the massless limit very closely, while the case with M ¢ = 0.548 GeV can
be distinguished from the massless limit only up to p < 5.5 fm. Figure 4.4b shows
the dependence of the energy densities Eg and Ef on the Lorentz factor I' (4.13).
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Fig.4.4 Dependence on a the distance p, measured in fm from the rotation axis, and b on the Lorentz
factor I' (4.13), of the energy densities Eg and E r obtained in QFT (empty symbols and continuous
lines) and RKT (filled symbols and dashed lines) at o = 0.1 GeV and 2 =5 x 10225 1. In a,
the temperature on the rotation axis is fixed at kg Ty = 0.13 GeV and the mass Mc? is set to 0
(continuous purple line, only Eg is shown), 0.140 GeV (blue squares) and 0.548 GeV (red circles).
In b, kgTy = 0.20 GeV (upper lines) and 0.13 GeV (lower lines). The analytic results for the
massless limit are shown using continuous (QFT) and dashed (RKT) lines without symbols (purple
is used for kg Ty = 0.2 GeV and blue corresponds to kgTy = 0.13 GeV)

The RKT and QFT energy densities can be distinguished when I" 2 10, where the
higher order divergence induced by the quantum corrections becomes important. At
large values of I", both the QFT and RKT energy densities follow their respective
massless asymptotics, indicating that also in the QFT case, the corrections due to
the mass terms contribute at a subleading order close to the SLS, compared with the
corresponding massless limit.

Finally, we discuss the properties of quantum corrections on the rotation axis.
Since the nonequilibrium terms vanish on the rotation axis, only the equilibrium
quantities, Eg, Pg and Qg need to be considered (we assume that & = 0 here).
Instead of discussing Pg, we focus on the trace of the SET. Figure 4.5 shows the prop-
erties of the quantum corrections (a) Eg/Er — 1, (b) (Eg —3Pg)/(EF —3Pf) — 1
and (c) Qg/QF — 1, computed as relative differences between the QFT and RKT
results.

Focussing on the small mass regime, it can be seen that the relative quantum cor-
rections of the SET trace exhibit a rapid variation with respect to M. This variation
can be attributed to the presence of the sign function in the SET components (4.128),
which can take negative values only when Mc? < h$2/2. In particular, the quantity
(Eg —3Pg)/M 2¢4 exhibits no quantum corrections with respect to the correspond-
ing RKT quantity when M = 0. A rapid increase can be seen at small masses bringing
the relative quantum corrections to the SET trace from zero to the values observed
for the other quantities (energy and charge density). At intermediate masses, a slow
increase in the relative quantum corrections of all quantities can be seen. In the large
mass limit, the relative quantum corrections seem to reach a plateau value.
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Fig. 4.5 Relative differences a Eg/Er — 1, b (Eg —3Pg)/(EF —3Pf) —1,¢ Qg/QF — 1, 0n
the rotation axis (p = 0), as functions of the particle mass. The chemical potential on the rotation
axis is po = 0.1 GeV, and the temperature on the rotation axis is set to kg Ty = 0.13 GeV (empty
symbols and continuous lines) and 0.2 GeV (filled symbols and dashed lines). We consider angular
speeds Q2 equal to 5 x 1022 s~! (red empty squares with continuous lines and filled blue circles with
dashed lines), 7.70 x 10?2 s~! (black filled squares with dashed lines) and 3.25 x 10%2s~! (purple
empty circles with continuous lines)

4.8 Rigidly Rotating Quantum Systems in Curved Space-Time

Thus far, we have focussed our attention on a quantum field in a rigidly rotating state
on unbounded Minkowski space-time. We have seen that thermal states for such a
setup cannot be defined if the quantum field is a scalar field [26,28]. However, it is
possible to define rigidly rotating thermal states for a quantum scalar field constrained
within a cylindrical reflecting boundary enclosing the axis of rotation, providing the
boundary lies completely within the SLS [26,28]. In this latter situation, the rotating
vacuum is identical to the nonrotating vacuum state and t.e.v.s are well-behaved. In
[28], it is shown that the t.e.v.s in a co-rotating frame are very well approximated by
the RKT quantities derived in Sect.4.2, except for a region close to the boundary,
where the Casimir effect becomes important.

In this chapter, we have shown that the situation on unbounded Minkowski space-
time is very different for a fermion field compared to a scalar field [29], in particular
we can define a rotating fermion quantum vacuum state and rigidly rotating thermal
fermion states. T.e.v.s in these states are regular up to the SLS, where they diverge.
A natural question is whether it is possible to consider a setup similar to that for
the scalar field, namely by including a reflecting boundary. For fermions, defining
reflecting boundary conditions is more involved than it is for scalars (where one can
simply impose, for example, Dirichlet boundary conditions). Using either nonlocal
spectral boundary conditions [45] or the local MIT-bag boundary condition [46] on
a cylindrical boundary inside the SLS, the rotating fermion vacuum is identical to
the nonrotating fermion vacuum [33]. Furthermore, rigidly rotating thermal states
have well-defined t.e.v.s, which are computed in [33] for the case of zero chemical
potential. At sufficiently high temperatures, the t.e.v.s for the bounded scenario are
very well approximated by the unbounded t.e.v.s we have discussed in Sects. 4.6
and 4.7, except for a region close to the boundary. In [47] it is shown that, as well as
the “bulk” mode considered in [33], the fermion field also has “edge states” localized
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near the boundary, which must also be taken into account. The effect of interactions
for rigidly rotating fermions inside a cylindrical boundary is studied in [48,49].

In Minkowski space-time, a rigidly rotating quantum system is therefore unphys-
ical unless an arbitrary boundary is introduced in such a way that there is no SLS. A
natural question is whether rigidly rotating quantum states exist in curved space-time.
One advantage of working on Minkowski space-time is that, as well as having no cur-
vature, the space-time has maximal symmetry, which simplifies many aspects of the
analysis. To explore the effect of space-time curvature on rigidly rotating quantum
states, one may consider anti-de Sitter space-time (adS) [50,51]. This space-time has
maximal symmetry but constant negative curvature. Furthermore, the boundary of
the space-time is time-like, as is a cylindrical boundary in Minkowski space-time.
In particular, appropriate conditions have to be applied to the field on the space-time
boundary [52].

The properties of nonrotating thermal states on adS have been studied in the
framework of RKT and QFT, for both scalars [53] and fermions [53,54], in the
absence of a chemical potential. The curvature of adS space-time affects these states
in a number of ways. First, the normal-ordering procedure applied in Sect. 4.5 is not
valid in a general curved space-time due to the fact that v.e.v.s for the nonrotating
vacuum are nonzero, for both scalars [55] and fermions [56]. Unlike our Minkowski
space-time results in Sect.4.5, the t.e.v.s for stationary states of both scalars and
fermions receive quantum corrections in adS [53,54,57].

What about rigidly rotating quantum states in adS? Due to its time-like boundary,
there is no SLS in adS if QR < 1, where Q2 is the angular speed and R is the radius
of curvature of the space-time. In other words, if the radius of curvature is small and
the angular speed not too large, there is no SLS. Rigidly rotating quantum states on
adS have been studied in much less detail than their Minkowski counterparts. For a
quantum scalar field, it is known that the only possible choice of global vacuum state
is the nonrotating vacuum [58], as in Minkowski space-time. One might conjecture
that rigidly rotating thermal states for scalars can be defined only if there is no SLS,
but this question has yet to be addressed. For a quantum fermion field, the rotating
and nonrotating vacua are identical if there is no SLS, while if an SLS is present, a
distinct rotating vacuum state can be defined [59]. The preliminary analysis in [59]
shows that rigidly rotating thermal states have at least some features similar to those
seen in Sects. 4.6 and 4.7 in Minkowski space-time, in particular the t.e.v.s diverge
on the SLS (if there is one).

These results demonstrate that space-time curvature does have an effect on rigidly
rotating quantum states. Asymptotically-adS space-times in particular may be rele-
vant for studying the QGP via gauge-gravity duality (see, for example, [60—63] for
reviews). In this approach, string theory on an asymptotically adS space-time is dual
to a conformal quantum field theory (CFT) on the boundary of adS (which itself is
conformal to Minkowski space-time). The idea is that calculations on one side of
the duality may shed light on phenomena on the other side. For example, thermal
states in the boundary CFT would correspond to asymptotically adS black holes in
the bulk. This is because black holes emit thermal quantum radiation [3], the temper-
ature of the radiation being known as the Hawking temperature. Asymptotically adS
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rotating black holes [64] can be in thermal equilibrium with radiation at the Hawking
temperature provided either the black hole rotation is not too large, or the adS radius
of curvature is sufficiently small [65]. These conditions ensure that there is no SLS
for these black holes. A full QFT computation of the t.e.v. of the stress-energy tensor
for a quantum field on a rotating asymptotically adS black hole is, however, absent
from the literature.

Some of the most astrophysically important space-times with rotation are Kerr
black holes [66]. These black holes are asymptotically flat, that is, far from the black
hole the space-time approaches Minkowski space-time, rather than adS space-time
as for the black holes discussed in the previous paragraph. Kerr black holes therefore
always have an SLS, a surface on which an observer must travel at the speed of light in
order to corotate with the black hole’s event horizon. The quantum state describing a
black hole in thermal equilibrium with radiation at the Hawking temperature is known
as the Hartle-Hawking state [67]. In contrast to the situation for asymptotically adS
rotating black holes, such a state cannot be defined for a quantum scalar field on an
asymptotically flat Kerr black hole [5,68]. Indeed, it can be shown that any quantum
state which is isotropic in a frame rigidly rotating with the event horizon of the
black hole must be divergent at the SLS [69]. If the black hole is enclosed inside
a reflecting mirror sufficiently close to the event horizon of the black hole, then a
Hartle-Hawking state can be defined for a quantum scalar field [70]. Interestingly,
this state is not exactly rigidly rotating with the angular speed of the horizon [70].
For a quantum fermion field, it is possible to define a Hartle-Hawking-like state on
the Kerr black hole without the mirror present [6]. While this state is also not exactly
rigidly rotating, it is nonetheless divergent on the SLS [6].

Rotating black hole space-times are much more complicated that the toy model
of rigidly rotating states on Minkowski space-time that we consider in this chapter.
However, the key physics remains the same in both situations. Namely, rigidly rotat-
ing states cannot be defined for a quantum scalar field if there is an SLS present.
Rigidly rotating thermal states can be defined for a quantum fermion field, even when
there is an SLS, but such states diverge as the SLS is approached.

4.9 Summary

In this chapter, we have considered the properties of rigidly rotating systems in QFT.
Our toy models are free massive scalar and fermion fields on unbounded flat space-
time. Such systems cannot be realized in nature due to the presence of the SLS, the
surface outside which particles must travel faster than the speed of light in order to
be rigidly rotating. Nonetheless, this approach has revealed some interesting physics
which is relevant to more realistic setups, such as the QGP as formed in heavy ion
collisions or quantum fields on black hole space-times.

We began the chapter by briefly reviewing the properties of rigidly rotating thermal
states for scalar and fermion particles within the framework of RKT. The main feature
is that, for both scalars and fermions, macroscopic quantities such as the energy and
pressure diverge on the SLS but are regular inside it.
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Next we constructed rigidly rotating thermal states within the canonical quan-
tization approach to QFT on unbounded Minkowski space-time. Here there is a
significant difference between scalar and fermion fields. In particular, rigidly rotat-
ing thermal states for scalars cannot be defined. The quantization of the fermion field
is less constrained than that of the scalar field, and as a result we are able to define
rigidly rotating thermal states for fermions. We computed the t.e.v.s of the FC, CC,
AC and SET in these states. All t.e.v.s diverge on the SLS but are regular inside it.
Relative to the RKT results, the quantum t.e.v.s diverge more rapidly as the SLS is
approached. Quantum corrections therefore dominate close to the SLS. We stress
that the advantage of the canonical quantization approach considered in this chapter
is that it allows t.e.v.s to be expressed in integral form, which can then be used to
obtain analytic (in the massless case) or numerical (in the massive case) results in
a non-perturbative fashion, with arbitrary numerical precision, even in the regime
where quantum corrections are dominant.

The toy model considered in this chapter is a good approximation to more physical
rigidly rotating systems enclosed inside a reflecting boundary, except in the vicinity
of the boundary. The key physics features are also shared with more complicated
systems in curved space-time. We therefore conclude that our method based on
canonical quantization can serve as a reliable tool to compute t.e.v.s in rigidly rotating
systems of particles, in particular in setups relevant to relativistic heavy ion collisions,
from the nearly classical regime to the quantum-dominated regime, with arbitrary
numerical precision.
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the Wigner Distribution in Relativistic
Systems

Leonardo Tinti and Wojciech Florkowski

Abstract

Particle spin polarization is known to be linked both to rotation (angular momen-
tum) and magnetization of many particle systems. However, in the most common
formulation of relativistic kinetic theory, the spin degrees of freedom appear only
as degeneracy factors multiplying phase-space distributions. Thus, it is impor-
tant to develop theoretical tools that allow to make predictions regarding the
spin polarization of particles, which can be directly confronted with experimental
data. Herein, we discuss a link between the relativistic spin tensor and particle
spin polarization, and elucidate the connections between the Wigner function and
average polarization. Our results may be useful for the theoretical interpretation
of heavy-ion data on spin polarization of the produced hadrons.

5.1 Introduction

In relativistic heavy-ion collisions, the produced matter is formed at extreme con-
ditions of high temperature and density [1]. The exact details of the evolution of
the resulting fireball are difficult to track, however, some generally accepted con-
cepts are typically assumed now. In particular, the evidence has been found that the
strongly interacting matter behaves as an almost perfect (low viscosity) fluid (for
recent reviews see, for example, Refs. [2,3]). During its expansion, when the system
is diluted enough, the matter undergoes a cross-over phase transition from a strongly
interacting quark-gluon plasma to a hadron gas (for systems with negligible baryon
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number density [4,5]). Shortly thereafter, the system becomes too dilute to be prop-
erly treated as a fluid, the interaction effectively ends, and produced particles freely
stream to the detectors (freeze-out).

The main purpose of relativistic hydrodynamics is to solve the four-momentum
conservation equation, 9, 7#" = 0, and the (baryon) charge conservation equation,
9, J* =0, under some realistic approximations (i.e., with suitably chosen initial
conditions given by the Glauber model [6] or the theory of color glass condensate [7],
and with a realistic equation of state obtained from an interpolation between the lattice
QCD simulations and hadron resonance gas calculations).

In this way, one obtains the four-momentum and charge fluxes at freeze-out.
These are space-time densities, which are not directly connected with the momen-
tum distributions (and polarization) measured by different experiments. The most
common way to link the stress-energy tensor and the charge flux at the freeze-out
to particle spectra makes use of a classical intuition [8]; namely, one assumes that
after the freeze-out the system is described well enough by the distribution functions
f(x, p) for (noninteracting) particles and the corresponding functions f(x, p) for
antiparticles. Matching the stress-energy tensor and charge current with the corre-
sponding formulas from the relativistic kinetic theory, one can guess the form of the
distribution functions, and from that predict the final spectra.

The purpose of this contribution is to extend this formalism to include particle spin
polarization (for particles with spin 1/2). In the next section, we show the limitations
of the traditional kinetic theory in relation to particle polarization degrees of freedom.
In Sect.5.3, we introduce the concept of the relativistic spin tensor and discuss its
relation to particle polarization for a free Fermi-field. In Sect. 5.4, we show that the
appropriate generalization of the distribution function is the Wigner distribution. We
summarize and conclude in Sect.5.5. Some useful expressions and transformations
are given in Appendix A. For complementary information we refer to the recent
reviews [10-13].

5.2  Relativistic Kinetic Theory and Its Limitations

In the classical relativistic kinetic theory, the charge current density J* and the stress-
energy tensor 7#" have a rather simple connection with the phase-space distributions
of particles and antiparticles [9,14],

d3 _
. d3 _ (5.1)
™= Gy _” P (rem+ fep).

Here gg = 25 + 1 is the degeneracy factor with S being the spin of (massive) par-
ticles. In order to properly take into account the polarizaton degrees of freedom,
one can easily notice that the framework based on Eq. (5.1) should be extended to
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a matrix formalism. This is so, since the standard kinetic theory essentially assumes
equipartition of various spin states.

In general, the expectation values of the charge current and the stress-energy
tensor, determined in a generic state of the system described by the density matrix p,
cannot be expressed by the integrals of the form (5.1) with the integrands depending
on a single momentum variable. A generic density matrix can be written as

p=Y Pilyi) (Wil (5.2)

where P; are classical (non-interfering) probabilities normalized to one, Zi P, =1,
and |y;) are generic quantum states. We assume that (i;]1;) = 1 and stress that
| 1) s are not necessarily eigenstates of the total energy, linear momentum, angular
momentum, or charge operators.

Starting from the definition of the charge current operator

T o) = Ty e ), (5.3)
expressed by the noninteracting Fermi fields W
LOEDD e [Ur®ar @™ + V@[ e |, (5.4)
- (27_[)3 2Ep r r r r s .
we obtain the normal-ordered expectation value
JEx) = JH@) ) = tr( TR (x) :) =
d3pd3 ’ . _ ) ,
i ! " N i(p—p')x
=X [ o T RS [ (@] ®)as ) 00y Us (e
— (b} (P)bs () Vs (0" Vi (p)e! PP
+ (0] (P)b] (8)) Uy ()Y " Vs (p)e! P+

+ (br(p)as (p)) Ve (P)y* Uy (p/)e‘“”“’”"‘] .

(5.5)

Itis easy to check that the stress-energy tensor has an analogous structure. In general,
none of the expectation values of the creation-destruction operators vanishes and the
integrals over three-momenta cannot be reduced to the Dirac delta functions.
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We use the Wigner representation of the Clifford algebra and we adopt the con-
vention for the massive eigenspinors!

Ur(P)Z\/Ep‘i‘m( g-p (g:),

Ep+m

o-p
Vr(p)= /Ep+m<Ep+m X}”)’

Xr

(5.6)

with the two component vectors ¢, and yx, being the eigenstates of the matrix o, =

diag(1, —1),
w= () a=().

0 1
L -

therefore, the normalization of the states |p, r) and the anticommutation relations
between the creation-destruction operators read

(5.7)

{as(@), a] (p)} = {bs(q), b} ()} = 27)?8,,6° (p — @),
{as(q), b (P)} = {as(qQ), by (D)} = {as(Q), by (P)} = {as(Q), b, (P)} =0, (5.8)
Ip,7) = 2Epal (P)I0) = (g,slp,r) = 2n)*8, 8 (p — @).

Differently from the current density, the total charge has a similar structure to the
one used in the kinetic theory

d3
Jas a0 = [SE [wa ®ar ) — 3 (b (p)br(p»} (5.9)

r r

which directly comes from the normalization of the bispinors (5.6)

Ul ()Us(p) =V, (0)Vy(P) = 2Epss,

(5.10)
U (p)Vs(—p) =0,

and the integral representation of the Dirac delta functions, 8 (p & p’), used to
perform the volume integrals. Following the same steps, one can compute the total
four-momentum

d3
Jax o = [£F “{Zwkmar(p»+Z<b2(p>br(p>>}. (5.11)

)3’

INote that in the Weyl representation of the Clifford algebra a different explicit formula for the
massive eigenspinors is typically used, but final results remain the same.
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Equations (5.9) and (5.11) should be compared to the analogous formulas obtained
from the kinetic-theory definitions (5.1),

/d%c 0= / [gs /d3xf<x,p) . /d%f(x,p)]

3
fd3x T = f (621;;3 p" [gs [d3xf(x,p) + &s /d3Xf (x,p)]

Itis important to note that for noninteracting, spin 1/2 particles the volume integrals
are time independent. The collisionless Boltzmann equation for particles reads

au (p" f(x,p) =0, (5.13)

hence, the expression p* f is a conserved vector current (of course, the same property
holds also for the noninteracting antiparticles described by the function f (x, p)). The
integral of the divergence (5.13) over a space-time region vanishes. Therefore, as long
as the spatial boundary for the volume integral lies outside of the region in which the
distribution function does not vanish, the integral E} f d3x f remains the same at all
times. Massive particles always have a positive Ep, therefore, the volume integral
itself is also time independent.?

Moreover, the space integral equals the integral over the freeze-out hypersur-
face [8], with dX¥, being the generic hypersurface element (note that d%, =
(d3x, 0,0, 0) for the volume integrals in the lab frame)

d3p
3
(27) (5.12)

dN
8s /dEM prf(x.p) = gsEp fd3Xf(x, p) = (27[)3Epm- (5.14)

The last term here is the invariant number of particles per momentum cell, which is
consistent with the formula for the total number of particles

d3 d%
V=[x [ erom = [ [0 B 519
P

We note that the factor (277)> (to be replaced by (2 h)3 if the natural units are not
used) is included in the momentum integration measure rather than in the definition
of the phase-space distributions, and fd 3p/ Ey is the Lorentz-covariant momentum
integral.

In the general case, it can be proved that the expectation value of the number
operator is a nonnegative quantity and the sum over the spin states is proportional to
the (anti)particle number density in momentum space, hence

d3
N= f P> i ar ) (5.16)

(2m)3

2Massless particles have a positive energy for any nonvanishing momentum and the situation for
them is quite similar.



142 L.Tinti and W. Florkowski

for particles, and

_ d3p §
N = / Ty erwr (P)b:(p)) (5.17)

for antiparticles. For more information see Appendix in Sect. 5.5.

Consequently, even if the expectation values of the charge current and the stress-
energy tensor cannot be written as momentum integrals of the phase-space distri-
butions, it is possible to have consistent distribution functions for the particles and
antiparticles in the sense that they can reproduce the correct invariant momentum
(anti)particle densities

8 /d3xf(x, P =) (al(Pa-(p)),

) (5.18)
& [E37) = Y0l ®b B,

r

For heavy-ion collisions, this implies that for any given J# and T#" at freeze-out,
one can construct a pair of the distribution functions (f, f) that provide the same
total current, energy, and linear momentum

d3 _
P [gs fd%f(x,p) — g [d3xf(x,p)} =

@m)3
5 | (5.19)
= ﬁ [Z(az (Par () — Y (b (p)br(p)>} :
d*p M 3 3.7
ol [gs Jcs o e fa xf(x,m] -

(5.20)

d3
- / (27,[))3 p" [Z(af (P)ar(p)) +Z<bj(p)b,(p))]

We note that the distributions functions obtained from the conditions (5.19) and
(5.20) provide the correct total charge and four-momentum if used in Egs. (5.1) to
define the current density and the energy-momentum tensor. However, very different
distribution functions may provide (after integration) the same macroscopic quan-
tities. In certain cases, to remove such ambiguity, one can use additional physical
insights. For example, the specific forms of the distribution functions can be intro-
duced for systems being in (local) thermodynamic equilibrium or close to such a
state.

In any case, it is important to note that the total charge is sensitive to the imbalance
between particles and antiparticles, and the total four- momentum is sensitive to the
momentum distribution of both particles and antiparticles. Therefore, the conditions
(5.19) and (5.20) provide an important constraint on the distribution functions. How-
ever, the right-hand sides in (5.19) and (5.20) are sums over the spin states. Being
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insensitive to polarization, they are not useful to check if a given extension of kinetic
theory reproduces the average polarization in a satisfactory manner.

In the next section, we will argue that the relativistic spin tensor is sensitive
to particle polarization in a very similar way as the charge current is sensitive to
particle-antiparticle imbalance and the stress-energy tensor controls the average par-
ticle momentum.

5.3 The Relativistic Spin Tensor as a Polarization Sensitive
Macroscopic Object

In this section, we introduce and discuss in more detail one of the main objects
of our interest, namely, the relativistic spin tensor. Although it is less well-known
compared to the tensors analyzed in the previous section, we are going to demonstrate
that its intuitive understanding as a quantity related to particle’s polarization is indeed
correct.

The Noether theorem links the symmetries of the action to conserved charges
and, to a lesser extent, conserved currents. If the action A contains only first order
derivatives of the fields ¢“(x), we can write [15]

Al = / A3 LB, 0, 1), (5.21)

where £ is the Lagrangian density. If the action is invariant with respect to an
infinitesimal transformation

xt — g = xH - esxH,

a a a a a (522)
¢ (x) = a®(§) = ¢ (x) + €8¢ (x) + €5x" 3" (x),
one can extract a conserved current
0L 0L
[ a )2 Vo a v a
= [a@m)a”‘p 23 o gy (9 F309709).
3,Q" =0, (5.23)

where the summation over repeated indices is understood. Because of the vanishing
divergence, the integral over a space-time region of (5.23) vanishes. Hence, if the
field flux at the space boundary vanishes,? the space integral of Q" is a constant of
motion. For instance, considering the action of a free, massive, spin 1/2 spinor field W

A= /d4x [%@(x)y“ S)M W(x) — m\I/(x)\Il(x)], (5.24)

3The space-time region might be finite, with the fields going to zero at the boundary or infinite, as
long as the fields decay fast enough to have a vanishing flux at infinity.
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one has the internal symmetry under a global phase change of the fields with: §x/* =
0,8V =ieW,and §W = —ieW. The corresponding current in this case is the charge
current J#

JH(x) = W(x)pH W (x). (5.25)

The invariance under space-time translations (with §x* being a constant and «(§) —
$(x) = —8x"d,$) yields the canonical stress-energy tensor 7/ as the conserved
current. The conserved charge in this case is the total four-momentum of the system

T (x) = %\f/(x)y“ 3 W(x) — gL = %\Il(x)y” 5" (). (5.26)

In the last passage, we have made use of the equations of motion of the fields.

Finally, we consider the invariance under the Lorentz group, i.e., boosts and rota-
tions. The representation of the Lorentz group is the source of spin in quantum
field theory, it is then expected that the conserved currents, in this case, are sensi-
tive to spin polarization. In general, for an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation one
has 6x, = w,yx" with constant w,, = —w,,,. The fields will change, according to
their representation, following the rule §¢% + §x#9,¢* = —i /2w, (E’“’)‘b‘(ﬁb. One
obtains then the conserved angular-momentum flux density

d
MM = TR — VT ia(szb“) (21); 9" (5.27)

We note that the comma between the first index and the last two is used to emphasize
the fact that M2""Y = — M>"*(different orders of the indices and conventions are
used by different authors).

The first two terms in (5.27) depend on the canonical stress-energy tensor already
obtained from the space-time translational invariance of the action and represent
the orbital part of the angular momentum. The last term in (5.27) defines the spin
contribution to the angular momentum and is called a canonical spin tensor. With

T = % [7/“, y”] , (5.28)

the canonical spin tensor reads

S0 = b0 [vh [r ] e, (5.29)

Using the anticommutation relations {y*, y"} = 2g"”, it is straightforward to check
that Sﬁ’“ " is totally antisymmetric under the exchange of any indices.

Differently from the total charges (i.e., quantities obtained by the volume inte-
grals), the conserved density currents given by the Noether theorem are not uniquely
defined. Whatever the conserved current Q" is originally derived, if one builds
from the fields a tensor C** = —CH?, called a superpotential, the new current
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Q* = Q" + 9,C** is equally conserved and provides the same conserved total
charge. In the particular case of the angular momentum flux and the stress-energy
tensor, there is a class of well-known transformations that leave the conserved total
charges invariant (i.e., the generators of the Poincaré group). They are called pseudo-
gauge transformations and have the form [19]

T/;w — THY + %Eﬁ (g)\,;w _ gﬂ,)ﬂf _ gy,ku) ,

S/A,;w — Sk,uv _ g)\,p,v _ aa Eak,uv.

(5.30)

The tensors T*" and S**" on the right-hand side of Eq. (5.30) can be either the
canonical ones or the already transformed ones. The auxiliary tensor G*'*” must be
antisymmetric in the last two indices, while Z*% 1Y should be antisymmetric in both
the first two and the last two indices.

For any pair of the stress-energy and spin tensors, the following relations hold:

0, T =0,
8A8K,;Ll) - _ <T;w _ Tvp.) , (5.31)
and the total four-momentum P* and angular momentum J#*" read
P = /d3x T,
(5.32)

I = fd3x (w0 — 270 4 o).

By construction, the last integrals are equal to those obtained with the canonical ten-
sors, therefore, Eq. (5.31) can be equally well considered as the local four-momentum
and angular momentum conservation equations. In this work, we are not going to
discuss which pair is the most appropriate or convenient to represent the physical
densities of the (angular) momentum of a physical system. This point is reviewed in
Ref. [20].

A very special case of the transformations defined by Eq. (5.30) is the Belinfante
symmetrization procedure. In this case, one starts with the canonical tensors T/*” and
Sh™ and takes GMHY = S*” and 8** 1Y = 0. As aresult, one obtains a vanishing
new spin tensor S)é’“v = 0, and the angular momentum conservation becomes just
the requirement that the antisymmetric part of Tl’; " vanishes. There is an apparent
paradox here, namely, that one starts with ten independent equations for 16+24=40
degrees of freedom in (5.31)* and ends up with only four equations for 10 degrees
of freedom; the vanishing divergence of a symmetric rank two tensors.

“This is so in the case of an arbitrary original spin tensor which is antisymmetric only in the last
two indices. For the canonical spin tensor that is totally antisymmetric, the number of independent
components is 16+4=20.
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It is possible to resolve this paradox by writing the result of the Belinfante sym-
metrization in a less deceitful way, namely

. Ty" =0,

T = 0= 3,8 = — (Tg“ - TC“") ,

Pt = /d3x Tt{?Ou}’ JH = /d3x (x“Tl{gOV} —x”Tl{BO“}>.

(5.33)

The middle line of Eq. (5.33) emphasizes an important point—although the sym-
metric part Tt{;“ "} of the Belinfante symmetrized stress-energy tensor Tg " is sepa-
rately conserved and both the total four-momentum and angular momentum can be
expressed through Tl{gﬂ ”}, the requirement that the antisymmetric part of Tg‘ "1 van-
ishes should be treated as a complementary set of equations. Indeed, starting with
the canonical tensors obtained for the Dirac field (5.26) and (5.29), and performing
the Belinfante symmetrization, one obtains

15 = S0yt 0 e - (Yoo [ [ ). 39

a formula which is not manifestly symmetric under a ;¢ <> v exchange. In order to
show that (5.34) is indeed symmetric, one has two options:

i) Solve exactly the Euler—Lagrange equations of motion for the fields (possible
for a free field) and directly check the symmetry of (5.34).

ii) Make use of the angular momentum conservation for the canonical tensors,
accepting them as another set of equations.
Consequently, although one needs a rank two, symmetric, and conserved tensor in
order to make a comparison with kinetic theory (since the stress-energy tensor in
kinetic theory is symmetric by construction, see Eq (5.1)), one can always consider
the equation

RS = — 9, S = — (T!‘” - TC”“) , (5.35)

which remains valid. We note that the equations for the fields are usually far from
being trivial and the same property holds for the symmetrization procedure that starts
from some generic 7" and nonvanishing S***. For instance, a different Lagrangian
density having the same Euler—Lagrange equation of motion for the fields, generally
lead to different canonical tensors. In any case, all of these tensors lead to the same
conserved charges and provide the same number of equations. For a modern and
more detailed discussion over the different possible choices of T*" and S**¥, and
their physical consequences, we refer to Refs. [21,22].

If one excludes the particular case of quantum anomalies, very similar arguments
to those presented above hold also in the quantum case for the operators built from

SNeither in a free theory nor in the standard model there are anomalies in the conservation laws for
the four-momentum and angular momentum. However, one has to check on a case by case basis if
this is so while dealing with a generic quantum field theory.
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fundamental fields. In particular, the canonical spin tensor in the quantum case still
reads as in Eq. (5.29), with the only addition that one has to renormalize it (make
normal ordering) to avoid infinities related to the vacuum. The macroscopic, classical,
spin tensor is the expectation value of the quantum counterpart. For a generic (pure
or mixed) state of the system p we have

Sﬁ’“ =tr (p : :Sﬁf’“’ : ) = %tr (,0 S0 (x) {yk, [y”, y“]} W (x) :) ) (5.36)

This form is probably the most intuitive guess for a macroscopic object embedding
the particle’s polarization degrees of freedom, because in the total angular momentum
operator

jm /a’3x wi(x) ( L g —%x“ ot +éy0 {yo, [y“, y]D W(x), (537)

SO """ describes the last term in the round brackets, depending on the gamma matrices.
It is the only term that mixes the components of the spinor fields—the part stemming
from T/*” depends on the gradients, hence, can be interpreted as the relativistic QFT
analog of x x p, the orbital angular momentum of classical particles.

In general, similarly to the stress-energy tensor and the current, the macroscopic
spin tensor (5.36) depends on both space-time coordinates and two momentum vari-
ables. However, its volume integral can be written in terms of a single momentum
variable and the expectation values of creation/destruction operators much like we
have seen in the previous section. The space integral of S can be expected to be
related to the sum of the spin polarization of particles. Defining the vector of matrices
%; in the following way:

i ; k o; 0 .
%= geiuly’ = (O’ Ui), Vi e {1,2,3) (5.38)

with o; being the 2 x 2 Pauli matrices, one has
1 .
ESijk /dsx Sg]k

d*pd’p' (p—p’
——Z Jax [ S G AR Ll e @OV @) U @)

— (b (P)bs () V, (p) S, Vi (p)e! PP
+ (@] (L] P NU, () i Vi (p)e! P

+ (by(Par () V, ()i U, (p/)e—"“’”””‘]

(5.39)
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that can be rewritten as

2 Z/ (271)3215 r(p)“s‘ ) U, (p) i Us (p)

— (bl (P)bs(P)) V| (D) Z; V» (P)

(5.40)
+ (af (@B] () U] (D) i Vs (—p)e’ o'
+ (b (P ()Y, () iUy (pre ™2 B
Making use of the direct formulas for the massive eigenspinors®
ér
U-(p)=Ep+m a-p o ]
Ep+m *T
op (5.41)
V(p) — /Ep+m<Ep+m Xr) ,
Xr

with the two component vectors ¢, and y, being the eigenstates of the matrix o, =

diag(1, —1),
a= () a=().

542
(0 [ (5.42)
Xl - 1 ’ X2 - O ’
and the standard relations between the Pauli matrices
{oi,0;} =28, loi,0;] =2iegj oy, (5.43)
one can rewrite the matrix elements in (5.40) in the following way
U ®)ZiUs (p) = 2m $r0is + ———r(p - )b,
P
V()i Ve (p) = 2m x,01x + 5 xs(P - 6)xr, (5.44)
P +
Ul @)ZiVe(=p) = (V] (D) ZiUr ()" = =2 Y &ijk P} browxs-

ik

The first two terms do not correspond exactly to the polarization in the i’th direction
of a particle or an antiparticle in an eigenstate of four-momentum p*, but they are
very closely linked to it (we discuss this point in more detail in the next section).

SNote that in the Weyl representation of the Clifford algebra a different explicit formula for the
massive eigenspinors is typically used, but the general conclusions remain the same.
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In any case, the volume integral of the canonical spin tensor is strongly related
to the polarization state of the fundamental excitations of the fields, before any
phenomenological approximation. Because of this, it is a reasonably good candidate
to study, if one wants to extend the standard treatment of hydrodynamics to include
polarization degrees of freedom.

In general, the awkward mixed terms involving creation and destruction opera-
tors are present in Eq. (5.39). They introduce time dependence in the volume inte-
gral (5.39) and have no clear interpretation in terms of particle—antiparticle degrees
of freedom. Regarding the time dependence, this is not completely unexpected since
the canonical spin tensor is not conserved, see Eq. (5.35), hence the volume integral
depends on the time at which it is done. As explained in Appendix of Sect. 5.5,
the expectation values of the mixed terms (a'b') and (ab) do not vanish only if the
quantum state of the system is a superposition of states, and among them, some states
differ in the number of particles/antiparticles by a single particle—antiparticle pair.
How much relevant are these kind of states in a heavy-ion collision environment is
yet to be understood.

If one considers non-canonical spin tensors obtained through a pseudo-gauge
transformation (5.30), it is possible to remove the time dependent part. For instance,
the transformation proposed in [9] has the form

A A 1 - <> <>
g =0, G- = —5- V) <[y*, V“] 9" — [)’A, y”] 8") W(x),
m
(5.45)
which results in a conserved spin tensor

S = S —ghr 8 =0, (5.46)

Hence, the flux of the spin density, described by S*#V, across the freeze-out
hypersurface is equal to the volume integral of S%*" at later times. The latter can
be computed following the same steps used for the canonical tensor. After lengthy
but straightforward calculations one obtains a time-independent formula that is still
strongly related to the polarization degrees of freedom

%Sijk /d3x So’jk =
Ep P
=5 Z/ (2n) |: (P)Qc(P)) (; droips — ﬁfﬁr(l’ 0)Ps )

— (b} (p)bs (D)) (ﬂ XsOi Xr — p—ixs(p : 0))@)] .
r m m(Ep +m)

(5.47)
It is important to note that the term in the brackets, despite reducing to the polar-
ization of a two component spinor in the nonrelativistic limit (m — 00), does not
correspond to the polarization of a relativistic particle. Therefore, the last integral
must not be confused with the average (relativistic) polarization multiplied by the
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average number of (anti)particles. For a discussion of the spin tensor in the context
of relativistic thermodynamics, we refer to [23,24], see also Becattini’s review in
this monograph [13].

5.4 Particle Polarization, the Wigner Distribution, and the
Polarization Flux Pseudotensor

We have already shown that the spin tensor is a macroscopic object sensitive to the
polarization of the excitations of a free quantum field. In this section, we show that
the relativistic Wigner distribution is the appropriate extension of the distribution
function, that takes into account the polarization degrees of freedom. In particular,
the Wigner distribution of a generic state of the system can be linked to the average
polarization of particles with fixed momentum, which is probably the most important
thing from the point of view of comparisons of theory predictions with experimental
data.

Our starting point is a relativistic polarization pseudovector, namely, the rela-
tivistic counterpart of the expectation value (¢ |0 |y) used for a two component,
nonrelativistic spinor. An important property to take into account is that the latter is
a constant of motion for free particles (the free hamiltonian commutes with the Pauli
matrices). Thus, the most straightforward way to generalize the concept of (Vo |v)
is to look at the classical (non-quantum) relativistic generalization of the internal
angular momentum and to apply the same reasoning to the operators in QFT.

For a classical (extended) object the angular momentumreads j = x x p + s, with
s being the intrinsic angular momentum.” The immediate relativistic generalization
is [25,26]

JH = xtp¥ — xVpHt + sHY, (5.48)
with an antisymmetric tensor s#¥ = —s"#. It is easy to notice that the components
(1/2)> jk Eijk jI* describe the angular momentum, while the components j% are
needed for relativistic covariance, to have the correct transformation rules changing
the frame of reference.

The polarization pseudovector I1# is proportional to the dual of the angular

momentum, contracted with the four-momentum?®
® ! wvpo ! wvpo
" = —%8 JvpPo = —%8 Svp Po - (549)

7At the classical level, the latter corresponds to rotation with respect to an internal axis of the
extended object.

8 A very similar definition is used for the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector. It follows the same con-
struction procedure, but without mass in the denominator. Besides different physical dimensions, it
is a very close concept which is well defined in the massless case. Since we focus on massive fields
herein, we are not going to analyze it. It is useful to notice, however, that using the Pauli—Lubanski
definition, one can follow the same steps in the massless case, obtaining the helicity distribution
instead of the polarization one.
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Here we have made use of the definition (5.48), removing the contribution of the
orbital momentum since it is proportional to the four-momentum and vanishes after
contraction with the Levi-Civita symbol. In any inertial reference frame comoving
with the system (hence for p = 0) the polarization pseudovector has a vanishing time
component, and the space components are just the intrinsic angular momentum s.
Since IT* is the contraction of an antisymmetric object with the totally antisym-
metric é*"?? and the four-momentum p*, one needs only tree components to fully
describe it, for instance, the space ones. Having these comments in mind, we obtain

I
0=p 1" = E,M° —p- M = 1° = pE—. (5.50)
|4

Itis particularly useful to write the polarization pseudovector in the comoving frame,
I com., in terms of the polarization in the lab frame. It will serve us later to make a
direct connection between the relativistic polarization operator and the nonrelativistic

one, (Y|o ).

A boost Ap from the lab frame to the comoving frame is characterized by the

speed B = |pll/Ep and the Lorentz gamma factor y = 1//1 — B2 = Ep/m. The
zeroth component of TT# must vanish after such a boost, as immediately follows
from Eq. (5.50)

m° 2 > Moo, _V< ﬁ—) =V(H0—H) =0. (5.51)
Ipll Ep

On the other hand the non-trivial spatial part reads

II- II -
Hcom.=n__pp+y< P — Bl ) P

Ipll? lIpll Il

Il E 2
- Py By P

Il m Ej

(5.52)

_g = p[ m_ Pl ]

Ipll? Ep Ep(Ep +m)

I.

_p- T,

In relativistic quantum field theory one has the operator analog of the polariza-
tion (5.49) for a massive Dirac field, namely, the operator

N 1 N ~
M+ = —%s‘“p" i Pyt (5.53)
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We note that one has to use normal ordering for the two operators separately, because
otherwise the expectation value of I1# in single particle states would vanish.” The

most general one-particle state |/1) for a free field reads

d3p
1) = Z/mw;’,rmm,

with the normalization

L= (il = Z/ (zjf;—g’;ﬂ)mp, W (p. ).
in which we made use of the normalization of the states
(p.rlg,s) = 2Ep(21)*8,5 8*(p — P
The polarization vector then reads

d3 d3 /
<w1|n“|w1>———e“”ﬂ"2 | oo e (LD
P

x(p,r|:J,,p :: 0:|p,r}.

Using the anticommutation relations

{as(q), @] (p)} = 27)%8,,8°(p — @),

and taking into account the definition

Ip,r) = /2Epa) (p)|0),

it is relatively straightforward to prove that

Ps :|p,r)y = polp,r),

where P* is the total four-momentum operator

R d?
=Y [ S e [d@aw + b @h@].

(5.54)

(5.55)

(5.56)

(5.57)

(5.58)

(5.59)

(5.60)

(5.61)

°Tf one applies the normal ordering : fw, P, : atthe operator level there are two destruction operators
on the left-hand side, which annihilate any single particle state. One would need at least two

(anti)particle states to have a nonvanishing expectation value.
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The situation is slightly more complicated for the expectation value of the angular
momentum operator (p’, r’| : J,, : | p, r). One can check that a non-zero contribution
reads

d3 d3 /
<w1|n“|w1>———e“w’“z / O EEy Y (' Y (p, r)pex
x (plor'| :|p r) =
d3pd3 /
LVPO 3 ). 1)
ghvr Z /d / STT WP rYY(p, ) po X 5.6

1 .. d3 * E} ! il o
Z—Esul]oezjkz:/( p Wl(P V)%(P ”)P_U (p)EkUr(p)

27)3 2E, 2E, "

In particular, the space part of the polarization (yr |ﬁ|1//‘1> reads

&p ¥ip, ,
W) = Z/ Gy ViR DD 1 )(" °>U () =
P
) Bp Yo N(p.s) 6B ),
_'Z/ (n)3 2E, [¢’°¢X+m(Ep+m> }

(5.63)

At this point, with the help of (5.52), it is possible to highlight the link between the

expected value we have just computed and the nonrelativistic polarization (Y| |1).
We first define the spin momentum-dependent density matrix

_ l/fl*(P’r)l/fl(PaS)
frs(p)_ 2Ep k]

which is a two-by-two Hermitian matrix in the indices r, s for every value of the
momentum p and describes a polarized state. It is normalized to one, i.e., its trace over
the r, s indices is unitary while integrated with the measure | d®p/2m)3 (because
of the normalization of the wave function (5.55)). Taking into account a momentum

(5.64)

eigenstate of the form f,; = (27)3 H,483(p — P).'° one finds the polarization
¢r (P - 0)ps ~}
- E H 5.65
rs |:¢r s + (E Tm) — P ( )

10This is actually forbidden, since the wave function v is a regular distribution in momentum.
However, one can have the spin density matrix factorized in a Hermitian 2 x 2 matrix times and
arbitrarily sharp gaussian in the momentum. Such a strongly delocalized state is, for all practical
purposes, equivalent to a momentum eigenstate.
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with H,; = H. and tr(H) = 1. Making use of (5.52), one finds that the polarization
in the comoving frame reads

1
5 Z Hys¢ro ¢y, (5.66)
r,s

which is, indeed, the polarization of a nonrelativistic spinor. Hence, it is limited
between —1/2 and 1/2 in each direction.

Itis important to note, however, that the polarization in the lab frame is not limited.
For instance

PzPx
m(Ep+m)
H=(10o =1 o (5.67)
00 2 m(Ep +m) ’ .
1+ m(E +m)

which has, manifestly, arbitrarily large components as long as p, # 0, maintaining
the expected polarization (0, 0, 1/2) in the comoving frame for a z polarized state. For
amore general case, i.e.,if f,;0&83(p — P), one must keep the relativistic corrections.

If one considers the defining relation (5.64), the spin density matrix has an imme-
diate physical interpretation. The trace

> [f—(pg} (5.68)
— | @)
is the probability density to obtain p in a momentum measurement, while the average
polarization in the comoving frame reads

Z [/rs(P) (¢r0 @5 )]. (5.69)

rs Zt ftt(p)]

‘We thus see that the spin density matrix is sufficient to characterize the most important
experimental observables for a free spin 1/2 particle. It is understood that all the
steps can be repeated for a single antiparticle wave function to obtain the antiparticle
polarization, which depends on the antiparticle spin density matrix f,s(p). The only
significant difference is an overall —1 sign, because of the corresponding sign in the
spin part of the normal ordered angular momentum operator, and an exchange of the
r and s indices in the x bispinors compared to the ¢ for the particles .!!

The appropriate generalization of the classical distribution function is expected,
therefore, to produce in some limit a multiparticle generalization of the spin density

' Which can be expected, since the conventional two component spinors y in the negative frequency
solutions of the Dirac equation are taken with the opposite eigenvalue of o, compared to the positive
frequency solutions.
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matrix that provides both the spectrum in momentum of the produced particles and
their average polarization. As we have already anticipated, the desired object is the
Wigner distribution. Its most convenient definition is

d*v
2m)*

Wap(x, k) = e W (x v/ 2)Wa(x — v/2), (5.70)

that is, it is a four by four matrix obtained from thecomponents of two fields,
\IJ(y)E\I/ A(2), Fourier transformed with respect to the relative distance v =z — y,
and with x = (z + y)/2 being the middle space-time point. The inversion on the
relative position of the matrix elements between the left and right-hand side of the
last equation is needed in order to use the ordinary rules in matrix multiplications
with respect to the A, B indices. In the remainder of this work, we will omit the
matrix indices, understanding the matrix nature, and we will just write, e.g., U, U,T
without indices in a similar way, understanding the fact that it is a 4 x 4 matrix.

An important property of the Wigner distribution (5.70) is that it is a Hermi-
tian matrix representing physical observables (at least in principle). Moreover, one
expects that the usual causality rules apply to it. It is worth mentioning that some
authors use a different sign convention or use Wz W 4 in the definition of W (x, k) [16—
18], thus making the alternatively defined matrix a non-Hermitian one, so one must
check which version of the Wigner distribution is actually used while comparing
different works. In any case, a matrix multiplication with ¥ and an eventual multi-
plication by a constant is enough to switch notation.

By the correspondence principle, the classical distribution is the expectation value
of the renormalized operator

W(x, k) = tr(: W(x, k) ) (5.71)

Making use of the definition (5.70), and assuming some minimal smoothness of the
integrals,'? one can rewrite the expectation value of any bilinear form in the Dirac
fields using integration over the momentum k of the trace of the macroscopic Wigner
distribution (5.71)

<>

) , N
tr <,0 W)Yty % oM % tm W (x) :)
(5.72)

_ /d4k KM R gy (W(x, k)yo yU. .yvn>

Here, the trace on the left-hand side is the usual trace over the quantum states,
while tr4 on the right-hand side denotes the trace over the matrix indices. To derive

12In order to exchange the order of the integrations and integrate by parts.
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the formula (5.72), we have used the integral representation of the Dircac delta
s*w) = / d*k/(2m)* exp{—ik - v} and performed the integration by parts

/d4v b eV = / dt (iof e ) 1) = / d'k e (=ify) ).
(5.73)
In the next step, we can use the definition of the Dirac fields to expand (5.71) and to

explicitly represent it in terms of the expectation values of the creation/destruction
operators

d3pd3q
ﬂkv
W= Z/ Qn)*¢ / (2m)° 2Ep2Eq[

(! @)as @)U @YU @e e (7)1

. —i(e2te).,
— (bl (Mbs (@) V, (@ V,(p)e' P~ e (5)+ (5.74)

b @ar @)V, @U (pre—i oo (3)

+a ()b] @)U, (p)Vs (q)ei(p+q)-xei(ﬂz‘f)-v] ’

it is important to remind that both sides must be a matrix, therefore, the eigenspinors
are not contracted but must be read, eg, (U,T) B(Us) 4, according to (5.70). The
last formula (5.74) allows us to make two important observations. The first one is
that, after performing the d*v integral, each of the four sectors is proportional to
the Dirac delta function 8*(k + (p £ ¢)/2), with a different combination of the +
and — signs in each sector. The momenta p* and g* are both on the mass shell
but their combination, in general, is not. The pure particle/antiparticle contributions
have 8%(k + (p + ¢)/2) which can be on shell if and only if p = ¢. The mixed terms,
however, include §* (k£ (p — q)/2) where (p — q)/2 is never on shell and always
space-like. This is the reason why we call k* a wave number vector, in order not to
confuse it with the four-momentum of some particle-like degree of freedom.

The second and possibly the most important thing to notice is that k* W (x, k) is
conserved, i.e., k*9, W (x, k) = 0, as one can check directly by applying k9, to
the right-hand side of (5.74) and using the integration by parts in (5.73) to convert
the wavenumber vector k into a derivative with respect to v. This is a consequence
of the Dirac equation for the fields, which implies that the Klein-Gordon equation is
satisfied as well.

Because of the conservation of k* W (x, k), one can use the same mathematical
framework as that already used for the conserved fluxes such as 7#" and the classical
expression p* f(x, p). Here we can see the reason of the choice to define the Wigner
operator as Hermitian. Being k* W (x, k) Hermitian too (an observable) is expected
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to follow causality rules. As a consequence of the Gauss theorem, the flux over the
freeze-out hypersurface (or any other surface following the freeze-out) is equal to
the volume integral 3

/dzﬂ kMW (x, k) = /d3x KO W (x, k). (5.75)
The analysis of the volume integral corresponds to a considerable simplification in

the treatment of the Wigner distribution, like for the other quantum objects we have
seen. Integrating directly (5.74) one obtains

dp K°
/d*xkovv(x k)= Z / (2;)’32E 8%k — p) (a] @)as (@) U} () Us () +

=54k + p) (B} @) V! VD)
(5.76)
The mixed terms vanish exactly, since the volume integral provides a 83(p + q).
Therefore, the Dirac function §*(k &+ (p — ¢)/2) becomes 8(k°)83(k £ p) in this
case. The appearance of k® makes these terms vanishing, as k%8 (k*)83(k £ p) = 0.
The flux of the Wigner distribution (5.75) has many interesting properties. They
can be identified while looking at its explicit form given by (5.76). It includes an on
shell positive frequency contribution for the particles and a negative frequency (with
negative momentum) contribution for the antiparticles. With k being on the mass
shell, one can divide by k° since [|k°|| > m — something that cannot be done for the
full distribution (5.74). Having in mind the normalization tr4(UrT P - Us(p) = U: .
Us =2Epd,5 = V,T -V = tr4(V,T (p) Vs (p)), and the exact relations (see Appendix
in Sect. 5.5)

3 (@} @ar@) _ dN 5 (b} @b (P)) _ dN

@Qnd)  d3p Qrd) dp’ 677

it is immediate to verify that the trace of the flux (5.76) reads
dN dN
/dZM KW (x, k) = (S(k0 — Ex) Ex — (k) + 8(k0 + Ex) Ex——(=Kk). (5.78)
d*p d*p

In other words, the positive frequency contribution to the flux is directly expressed by
the (invariant) spectrum of particles with momentum k; while the negative frequency
contribution is given by the invariant spectrum of antiparticles with momentum —Kk.

13The hypothesis of an isolated system is important too. Being the integrand an observable, the
flux over the light cone starting from the spatial boundary of an isolated system must be vanishing.
Causality prevents the Wigner distribution to flow out of the light cone, as it would be a superluminal
signal transfer, and the hypothesis of an isolated system prevents any signal to flow inside of the
light cone. The flux over the light cone is therefore vanishing.
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The structure of (5.76) is quite rich. It does not include the (anti)particle’s spectra
only but depends on the polarization states. By construction, the expectation val-
ues (aj (p)as(p)) and (bi (P)bs(p)) have a very similar structure to the one-particle
spin density matrix (5.64). They are both Hermitian matrices with respect to the
indices r, s for all values of p. Moreover, their diagonal elements (aj P)ar(p))
and (b: (p)b,(p)) are always non-negative. The only difference is the normaliza-
tion. Instead of being normalized to 1 they are normalized to the average number of
particles (N) and antiparticles (N)

@ @a®) 5 AN

Z/ ey - Je Py~
(bl (P)br (p)) 3 AN o

Z/ e _/d Parp =M

They provide therefore the desired generalization of the one-particle spin density
matrix to the multiparticle case. The flux of the Wigner distribution (5.75) directly
depends on them, it is therefore not surprising that one can get the average polarization
density in momentum space from it. Making use of both (5.75) and (5.76) we find

1 0.,i
—try /dEMk“ W, k) )y y'ys|=
2m

— 3 4 (ar(p)as(p)) t g 0
= _Z/d [5 (k—p o U@ (0 m-) Us(p)+

bl (p)b,
84(k+p)% Vip )( )V(p)} (5.80)

(5.79)

_ ! 0 @ 0a®) [ dk-o)gs
_5;{5(]( — Ex) (27_[3) |:¢rUl¢s+—m(Ek+m) k,:|+

8O + Ey) )

<b;<—k>bs<—k)>[ X5 (K- ), ”
—————— | Xs0i —ki|¢,

which can be immediately recognized as the average polarization of particles with
momentum k (multiplied by the (non-invariant) spectrumd N /d 3 p(k) for the positive
frequency) minus the average polarization of antiparticles of momentum —k (times
the spectrum d N /d> p(—K)). Since the spectra can be calculated from the flux of the
Wigner distribution, one can obtain the average polarizations of particles, (II(p)),
and antiparticles, (IT1(p)), for any momentum p,
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Iy (@)as @) [ ¢ (- 0)bs }
M) =) = ——— o+ = p|,
2 ; Zz<aj(l))at(p)) m(Ep + m)

; (5.81)
= 1 (bs (P)br (p)) Xr(p - 0) X
M) =-3) =5 |wox+2——""p|.

r,s Zt (bt (p)bt (p)> m( p + m)

Making use of (5.52) one can compute the polarization in the comoving frame as
usual.

It is straightforward to check that the trace try [ﬁ ( A kW (x, k)) y0y0y5]
corresponds to the momentum density of T1° (i.e., it is equal to the time component
of the polarization vector — particle contribution for the positive frequency minus the
antiparticle contribution for the negative frequency). The same structure of the trace
is obtained with y* replaced by y’. One can summarize all these results by making
use of the definitions

n . _ i .
My = TOUP o - ERLP (5.82)
p p

to complete the covariant (IT*(p)) with the correct time component.'* Thus, the
compact form of the previous results on the average polarization reads

1
—try |:</de KW, k)) VOVMVS] =
2m

(5.83)
dN dN _
=64k = Ei) —5- () (1)) = 8% (K" + Ei) (ko) (I (=k).

°p dp

The last equation, in conjunction with the exact result in (5.78), is enough to grant
that the Wigner at the freeze-out hypersurface is sufficient to predict all the relevant
experimental spectra of produced (anti)particles.

In the last section, we have seen that the spin tensor is a macroscopic observable
sensitive to the microscopic polarization states. Looking at the relaitively simple
trace on the left-hand side of (5.83), one may think if there is macroscopic object
related to this. Taking into account the exact conversion rules (5.72), one finds that
the d*k integral of the left-hand side reads

1
m d*k try |:</d2;\ K W(x, k)) )/OVMJ/S:| =
m

, . (5.84)
— /dEk(: #\If ( 9 y“yS) W),

14Compare with Eq. (5.50) for a quick check.
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It is, therefore, the flux of (the expectation value of) the rank 2 pseudotensor
i <~
—W(x) ( o V“Vs) W (x), (5.85)
4m

which we may call the polarization flux pseudotensor, given its relation to the inte-
gral of the polarization pseudovector density. It is straightforward to check that its
divergence in the A index vanishes. Hence, it is conserved, as one could expect since
its flux is time independent. It does not correspond to any spin tensor, but it provides
a valid alternative as a macroscopic object sensitive to the micorscopic polarization
states.

5.5 Summary

In this work, we have extended the standard kinetic-theory formalism to include spin
polarization for particles with spin 1/2. This has been achieved by using the spin
tensor and the Wigner function. Our results can be used for the interpretation of the
heavy-ion data describing spin polarization of the emitted hadrons.
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Appendix: Expectation Values of Creation and Destruction
Operators

In this appendix, we show details of the calculations of the expectation values of
creation and destruction operators. In particular, we find an interesting and intuitive
link between the average (anti)particle number and the quantum fluctuations required

for the mixed terms ((a"5") and (ab)) to be nonvanishing.
The starting point is the density matrix (5.2), which reads

p = Pily) (il (5.86)

All P;’s are classical probabilities

dopi=1. (5.87)
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The states |y;) are proper quantum states, that is, they are normalized to one

(Yils) =1,  Vi. (5.88)

The expectation value O of any quantum operator'> Oisa weighted average of the
expectation values in the pure states, with the classical weights P;

0=u(p0) = >oP e (193) (9410, (5.89)

therefore, our problem reduces to the expectation value in a generic pure state.
The trace must be taken over a complete set of independent states (not necessarily
quantum states that are normalized to one). Since we are interested in the expectation
values of the creation and destruction operators of four-momentum and polarization
eigenstates, the most convenient states are N-particle and N-antiparticle ones. The
trace is defined as an integration over the momentum degrees of freedom and a sum
over discrete polarizations, namely

3
tr<-~->=Xr:/(275)—3[;E1)(17,”|"'|P”‘>+

d*p d’q
+;/ (27T)32Ep (27,)32Eq<Pvr’CI’S|"-Ipyr,q,S>+-~- )

B (5.90)
and so on, until exausting all the combinations of N particles and N antiparticles. In
the last formula the standard definition is used

|p. 1) = 2Epa) (p)|0), (5.91)

along with the analogous expressions for antiparticles and multiparticle states. The
anticommutation relations have the form

{a,(p), al (p)} = (b, (p), bl (P)} = 27)°8,:8°(p — P, (5.92)

with the normalization

(p.rlq.s) = 2Ep(2m)*8,5 8% (p — ). (5.93)
It is convenient to introduce the compact notation for multiparticle states

lp,r5q,8) = |p1,71, 2,12, - PNSTNS 15 51,42, 525 Gy SR ) s

- a3 d? d’g 3G (5.94)
/[dp]N[dq]N: P PN a N__
pied Qn)2E,,  (2m)2E,, 27)2Eg,  (2m)2Eg,

15In general one needs the renormalized operators. For free fields this is just the normal ordering,
that is, removing the vacuum expectation value. We always assume massive free Dirac fields and
normal ordering in this section.
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where the bar is used to distinguish antiparticle from particle variables. In this way
the trace (5.90) can be written in a more compact form as

i« ( . ) -y ijdE]N[d@%, £ Ipri . 5). (5.95)
N,N .5

This compact notation is useful to write the generic quantum state |yr)

W)=y Zfdg]’v[dg]” ay §(p.r:G.9|p.r:1g.5),  (5.96)
N,N .5
where the complex functions «y 5 (p,r; g, 5) are partial N- particle- N -antiparticle

wave functions in momentum space. The n0rmal1zat10n reads

1= (Yly) = ZZfdpl 41" oy (P73 G Dty 5 (P13 4.5 =

N,N .S

=Y oy 5l
N,N

with|lay 5 1% being a shorthand notation for the (non-negativelé) sum of integrals
ley 517 = Y- fap"1aal” @ g porig Dy s gD 6598
r.s

The tensor product |) (|, that is, the projector on the quantum state |y) reads

=222 > /fdp] [dg1"1dp' 1V 1dg' 1"

N,N .5 N',N'r's (5.99)
<oy, w(p'r'sq ey j(p.r:4.5 1p.r1g. (. r

’ /—/—/
5

Making use of the normalization relations between the states, it is possible to write
the trace in a pure state |y) of an operator O in the compact form

(1) W10) =33 3 Zﬁdp]N[dq] [dp'1V1dg"1" x
N,N .5 N',N'r".§ (5.100)
ar, o5 q ey 5. r; 3,9 (P r':q. 5101, r;: 3. 5).

There is a couple of results that can be immediately inferred from the last formula.
The first one is that the expectation values of a'b" and ba, for any momentum and

16Being the sum of integrals of a real non-negative weight of the forms z*z.
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polarization combination, can be nonvanishing if and only if the quantum state of
the system is in a superposition of states with different particle content. More pre-
cisely, only the quantum interference between states that differ exactly by a particle-
antiparticle pair can give a nonvanishing contribution (understanding that the integral
over the partial wave functions can still simplify and give a vanishing result).

The second observation is that the expectation value of a"a and b b can be simpli-
fied. The only combinations that can give a contribution are the ones between states
with exactly the same number of particles and the same number of antiparticles. In
the following computations, we consider only the term a'a, understanding that the
very same transformations hold for antiparticles.

As a particular case of (5.100) one can write the expectation value of arT (p)as(p)

o (1) (Wla @a @) = 33 fd/g]N[dy]N[dc_ﬂN [dg'1" x
NN L @@ (5.101)

xay oK, 15 g ey gk 63 DK, 15 7'l @as @Ik 1 G, ).

It is relatively simple to obtain the final formula by making use of the standard
anticommutation relations

-a] (P)ay (02,0, (k) - =
-a} @),/2Ex,; ({0, ®). & (k) = & (ka, @) -+ =
2B (@] (el @asp) + af ) 27) 60,67 (e = p) ) -+ =
[ V2Egal /) (@] @)as ) + 2By @1)%8,,6 (6 = p)al )] - =

- [ \/Ea (k) (a] (P)as(P) +
2E,y
b 2B s 0, - pwma:(p)}
p
(5.102)

In other words, even if aj (p)as (p’) doesn’t commute with the creation operators, it is
possible to “move it to the right”. However, each time we do that we have to add a new
state, with a delta between the j’th degrees of freedom and the destruction operator
ag(p’), a numerical factor )3 /Ey p'/ Ep and a substitution of the momentum and
polarization at the j’th place with the ones related to the creatlon operator a, (p)

After moving to the right all the particle creation operators, a, (p)av(p/ ) commutes
with the creation operators of the antiparticles (if present).
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In the end, after making use of the normalization of the eigenstates we find

tr ( ) (wlaf (p)asqf)) =0+

T L S Y faa-ruagrs (5.109)

Py NS0+ @
* . _ / -
xoy gk =Kj,p,r—t;,r; ¢, Way gk —K;, p, 1 —1;,5,4, ).

The notation ), _ ‘ [ dlkIN =7 means that the integral and the sum is over all
the particle degrees of freedom except for the j’th. In the similar way a 5 (k —
Kj,p,t —tj,r; g, u) is a shorthand notation for the (partial) wave function with the
Jj'th degrees of freedom fixed to the momentum p and polarization r.

The formula (5.103) has many interesting consequences. Besides the expected
vanishing expectation value for purely antiparticle states, one can immediately check
that the expectation value of aj (p)a, (p) is nonnegative, since it is a series of integrals
and sums of squares. Moreover, as one could expect, it is linked to the average number
of particles. Indeed, the expression

d3
Zf —(2ﬂl;3tf(I1/f><wlaf(p)ar(p)) =Y N ey 5l (5.104)
r N A_/

exactly gives the average number of particles in the state |i/) because of the nor-
malization (5.97). More interestingly, the expectation value of a: (p)as(p) (same
momentum, different polarization) performs the role of a momentum-dependent spin
density matrix. The momentum integral of the trace is proportional to the average
number of particles, but the matrix itself is sensitive to polarization in the r, s indices
and can be used to obtain the average number of particles, per momentum cell, for
some polarization states.

All these arguments do not change if one reinserts the classical probabilities P;
from (5.86) and deals with mixed states. The classical fluctuations do not change the
properties of the spin density matrix, like the non-negative diagonal elements and
normalization of the trace (after dividing by (277)3 and integrating over momentum,
like for the pure states) does not change the average number of particles.
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Quantum Kinetic Description of Spin
and Rotation

Yin Jiang, Xingyu Guo and Pengfei Zhuang

Abstract

Motivated by the generation of extremely strong axial vector fields, i.e., magnetic
and vortical fields, and development of hadron polarization measurement in rela-
tivistic heavy ion collisions, the quantum kinetic theory becomes more and more
important in the phenomenological study on the quark—gluon plasma evolution. In
this chapter the quantum correction is introduced intuitively with canonical quan-
tization and path integral approaches. The quantum kinetic theory formulated with
Wigner function is discussed in detail to develop the quantum transport equations
for chiral and massive fermions. As a straightforward application the polarization
and anomaly effect are studied in the presence of background magnetic field and
vorticity distribution. Finally the experimental results and numerical simulation
frameworks are briefly reviewed.

6.1 Introduction

Transport phenomena are ubiquitous in nature. From galaxy evolution to particle
motion in medium, the transport phenomena could be understood as irreversible
processes of statistical nature stemming from continuous random motion of effec-
tive degrees of freedom. The study on classical transport theory could be traced

Y. Jiang
Physics Department, Beihang University, 37 Xueyuan Rd, Beijing 100191, China
e-mail: jiang_y@buaa.edu.cn

X. Guo

Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Nuclear Science, Institute of Quantum Matter, South
China Normal University, Guangzhou 510006, China

e-mail: guoxy @m.scnu.edu.cn

P. Zhuang (X))
Physics Department, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China
e-mail: zhuangpf @mail.tsinghua.edu.cn

© Springer Nature Switzerland AG 2021 167
F. Becattini et al. (eds.), Strongly Interacting Matter under Rotation,

Lecture Notes in Physics 987,

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_6


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_6&domain=pdf
mailto:jiang_y@buaa.edu.cn
mailto:guoxy@m.scnu.edu.cn
mailto:zhuangpf@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-71427-7_6

168 Y.Jiang et al.

back to eighteenth century, when even the idea of energy conservation and thus
the treatment of elastic collisions are not established. Thereafter it was developed
by many physicists, including Rudolf Clausius, James Clerk Maxwell, and Ludwig
Boltzmann. Focusing on the single-particle distribution, the classical kinetic theory
has been widely and successfully applied in physics, chemistry, and engineering by
using the well-known Boltzmann equation which usually takes the form of

0f + 5 Vf+F-Vpf = Caan ©.1)

where V and V, are three-dimensional space and momentum derivatives, F is the
force field acting on the particle, and C,y; is the term describing the effect of colli-
sions of two or more particles in medium, usually called collision terms or collision
cores. The classical single-particle distribution f (x, p) is defined in phase space, it is
the most commonly used one of the key quantities for describing out-of-equilibrium.

Motivated by recent experimental results on hadron polarization in relativistic
heavy ion collisions, quantum corrections to classical transport theory are urged to
be involved in phenomenological studies. For quantum systems, it is not enough to
consider only the classical number distribution f, instead one has to take into account
quantum corrections self-consistently with Wigner function. As an unusual quanti-
zation procedure, the Wigner function formalism can be semi-classically expanded
in & and used to study quantum corrections systematically. Such a quantum transport
theory for partons and hadrons in hot medium is firstly investigated in a covariant
version, see the review paper [1] and the recent development [2], and then extended to
the equal-time version to solve quantum corrections as an initial value problem [3—
7]. The first-order correction, which can be extracted alternatively from the path
integral approach [8], could be observed on top of a background magnetic field by
generating the imbalance of chiral fermions, which is known as the chiral magnetic
effect (CME). This is a new response relation between magnetic field and induced
electric current and has been identified as a deep relation to the chiral anomaly and
a nontrivial topology of degenerated eigenstates in momentum space. In condensed
matter physics the similar semi-classical studies have been done from the canoni-
cal quantization approach and realized in graphene and ferro- or antiferro-magnetic
ordering crystal with time-reversal symmetry breaking [9]. Besides the CME, sub-
sequent researches show that the vorticity would induce particle current as well
which is known as the chiral vortical effect (CVE). All the quantization approaches,
including canonical quantization, path integration, and Wigner function formalism,
indicate that these novel chiral effects could not emerge without a background axial
vector field. The semi-classical kinetic theory, including CME and CVE corrections
for massless fermions, is named as chiral kinetic theory (CKT) and is adopted to
understand the anisotropy of final hadron distributions in heavy ion collisions. In
this chapter we will review the quantum kinetic theory including CKT briefly from
different theoretical approaches.

Although all the approaches are able to give the same O(h) order correction in
chiral limit, the Wigner function formalism is more suitable for systematic studies on
the mass dependence and higher order corrections. Different from the chiral modes
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in novel condensed materials, even light quarks are not perfect chiral fermions.
As a consequence, it is necessary to take the mass dependence into account self-
consistently in order to understand experimental data quantitatively. We will show the
mass correction to the usual CKT. It is found that the spin current would be entangled
with the vector and axial vector currents and serve as an important complement in
the theory [10].

For near-equilibrium systems, such as the quark—gluon plasma (QGP) created in
heavy ion collisions, simulations with transport approaches are time-consuming and
hence impractical because of the complexity of collision terms. Instead, the classical
hydrodynamics is adopted as a more realistic and precise-enough framework to
complete the simulation. By averaging over the momentum space hydrodynamics is
known to be a proper coarse-grained result of the usual kinetic theory. Thereforeitis a
natural question what one would obtain if the same procedure is applied to a quantum
kinetic theory. We will briefly review the development of spin hydrodynamics which
is expected to be a potential framework to study the hadron polarization consistently.

Despite the chiral symmetry related effects exhibit several novel phenomena, it
is worthwhile to mention that they are all O(%) corrections to the classical trans-
port theory. It means that the background of such a system should be controlled by
the ordinary Boltzmann equations. In the last section of this chapter we will briefly
review several numerical works on the simulation of the equation, including a multi-
phase transport (AMPT) model which focus on the parton cascade and a Boltzmann
approach to multiparton scatterings (BAMPS) which mainly emphasizes gluon col-
lision and transportation. For more information on effective models readers could
refer to the chapter on transport models.

6.2 Semi-classical Approaches

Chiral kinetic equations were firstly discussed by condensed matter physicists when
studying the transport properties of quasi-particles with zero mass [11,12]. Near the
Fermi surface the semi-classical equation is derived. Starting from the Hamiltonian
for Weyl fermions and introducing the Berry connection iA, = uj,Vpu p» the Berry
curvature is the curl of the Berry connection b = V,, x A, and the action for the
fermion system is

S:fdt[p-X+AX-X—Ap-p—ep—Ag]. 6.2)

Corresponding to the electromagnetic vector potential Ay, A, can be viewed as a
vector potential in momentum space. From the action, the Poisson brackets for phase
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space coordinates x; and p; can be derived as

o _ SikBr
{plvp./}_ 1+Bbv
€ijkbk
o) = g
3,']' —{-b,‘Bj
xj) = L T 6.
{pi,xj} T TB.b’ (6.3)

where B = V x A isthe background magnetic field. These relations are very different
from the usual ones. With these relations, the equation of motion can be derived, and
solving it gives the result of X and p. Substituting the solution into the Boltzmann
equation

If+%X-VF+p-V,f=0 (6.4)

gives the chiral kinetic equation.
Following References [8, 12] we continue the procedure in a simplest case. Start-
ing from the Hamiltonian for chiral fermions,

H=o0-p, (6.5)

in order to write down the semi-classical equation of motion for a chiral fermion,
which should include the quantum correction to the order of £, it is intuitive to take
the path integral quantization. The transition amplitude between the initial and final
spin states i and f is

) oy ‘
(fleHer=)iy = / DD, Pe i 4P P . (6.6)
1

In order to eliminate the non-diagonal elements, a unitary transformation V), is intro-
duced as

Vie - pV,=|plos. 6.7)

In this way the amplitude could be reduced as
‘ lf ‘ : .
(fletH(tf—t[)|l‘) — fo /Dxpppel i dt(P~x7\PI037Ap~p)‘flvlli. (6.8)
1
Focusing on particles with positive helicity the classical action becomes

Ly
1:/ di(p-%—Ipl— A, -p). 6.9)
t
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As aresult the semi-classical equation of motion for the chiral fermions with positive
helicity in electromagnetic fields E and B are

X =p+hpxb,
p=E+%xB (6.10)

with p = p/|p| and b = p/(2p?). Obviously the 7 term is the leading order of the
quantum corrections and would vanish when the background fields disappear. To
derive the classical transport equation, we consider the Liouville equation for the
invariant measure of the phase space integration

0ip+ V- (pX) +V, - (pp) = 27E - Bf 8’ (p) (6.11)

with p = (1 + b - B) f and the ordinary distribution function f. In the fully thermal-
ized state the equation gives the well-known CME current [13,14] induced by the
background magnetic field

I
Jeme = 2712B’ (6.12)
where u is the chemical potential of the fermions.

It is also possible to reach CKT using other field theory approaches. For example,
in the on-shell effective field theory (OSEFT) [15], assuming that the physics we are
interested in is dominated by contribution from the on-shell particles, the Lagrangian
can be written as the sum of different on-shell fields,

i} . . 1 . 7
L= xy(x) (lV -D+ lDLmlDL) EXV(X)

+ & (x) (l'f/'D—i-i]DlﬁiDJ_) géf;(x% (6.13)
where y, and &; are on-shell fields, v = (1, v) and v = (1, —v) are the four veloc-
ities, and ID is defined as Ip = (g#¥ — %v“ﬁ” +v"9)y,D,. The Wigner func-
tion is expressed as the Fourier transformation of the two-point Green’s function
GEev(x,y) = (XMY*V,xv(x)) /2. Considering the fact that to the first order in &
the Wigner function for chiral fermions is on the shell, the OSEFT is able to reproduce
the chiral kinetic theory.

Another example is the world-line formalism [16, 17], which is a one-loop effec-
tive action for a Dirac fermion coupling to vector and axial vector gauge fields. The
fermion part of the action is

S = /d4x1/_/91,ﬁ,
0 = (0, + Au+ysBu)v" (6.14)
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with the covariant vector potential A, and magnetic field B, = €5, n" F°” /2
which depends on the reference frame n* and the electromagnetic tensor F*¥ =
" AV — 9¥ A*. The integral can be performed to give the fermion effective action

— WIA, B] = logdet()
1
=5Tr log(076) + i argdet [0]. (6.15)
The main idea of the world-line formalism is that both the real and imaginary

parts of W can be represented by path integral of some bosonic and fermionic fields.
In Minkowskian space, the effective Lagrangian becomes

. 2 . . . .
X i . i . i . ) i€
L= 2t EW‘W + z%lﬁs + 5%% + X, A (x) — EI/f“FWW, (6.16)
where x;, and ¥, (a = 1, ..., 6) are the effective bosonic and fermionic fields, respec-

tively. Taking the pseudo-classical limit, the equations of motion can be derived and
again CKT can be acquired.

For a systematic approach some basic concepts should be changed. Firstly, due
to the uncertainty principle, the quantum version of the distribution function f (x, p)
cannot be simply interpreted as the probability to find a particle at the coordinate x§x
and momentum pé p, as this becomes meaningless when both dx and § p approaches
zero. Moreover, the idea of an on-shell particle is not always accurate enough in
quantum physics. In a general case, the quasi-particle approximation may fail, and
one should consider off-shell effects. The situation could become more complicated
if one wants to further discuss the spin degree of freedom, especially for massless
fermions. The definition of spin and orbital angular momenta is not trivial and firmly
connected to the Lorentz transformation which requires the theory to be Lorentz
covariant.

Taking all these into consideration, one reaches the conclusion that it would be
better to construct a quantum kinetic theory directly from quantum field theory.
Wigner function [18] is one of the ways to meet this requirement. We will use it in
the following to discuss the quantum kinetic theory:

6.3  Wigner Function Formalism

For a Dirac fermion field i, the covariant Wigner operator is defined as

R a4 ; _
W(x, p) = / (27,?46_“'%(36 + %)Ilf(x - %), (6.17)

and the covariant Wigner function is the expectation of this operator,

W(x, p) = (W(x, p)). (6.18)
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If fermions are coupled to an electromagnetic field A, the above definition is not
gauge invariant. One has to modify it as [5,7,19]

N d* i _
e = | S U+ DU T = 3,

U,y = e‘%y“fbl dsAu(x—3+sy) (6.19)
where ¢ is the charge of the fermion and U is the gauge link to ensure gauge invari-
ance.

Different from the classical Boltzmann distribution which is a scalar function, the
Wigner function is a 4 x 4 matrix, it is not Hermitian but satisfies the relation

oW =w (6.20)

and can be decomposed in terms of the 16 independent generators of the Clifford
algebra {1, v, iys, Y, ¥5, oy}, which is often called spin decomposition,

1 1
W(x, p)= Z(F +iysP 4+ yuVH + yuysAF 4+ EUWSW)’ (6.21)

where the scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, pseudovector, and tensor components
F,P,V* AR SHY are all real functions of x and p.
The Wigner function can also be defined in its equal-time version [3,7],

W(x,p) = (W(x,p)),

A d? i
W(x,p) = / (2n§3e—ﬁp‘yw(t,x+ %)U(x,y)w(z,x— %). (6.22)

Similar to the covariant one, the equal-time Wigner function can also be decomposed
in spin space

1 .
Wx,p) = 1 (fo+ysf1 —ivoysfa+yof3
+ysvo- 8+ Yo 8 — -8 —Vs5-83). (6.23)

The covariant Wigner function cannot be solved as an initial value problem,
since its initial value is related to the fields at all times, see the time integration in
its definition. The equal-time Wigner function is, however, well-defined as an initial
value problem, and all the spin components f; and g;, (i =0, 1, 2, 3) can be directly
interpreted as physics distributions observed in the final state [3]. The disadvantage
of the equal-time Wigner function is clearly the lack of the Lorentz covariance for
kinetic equations.
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The two Wigner functions and then their spin components are connected by the
energy average [5,7],

W(x,p) =/dpoW(x,p)J/o,
Jo(x, p) =/dPoV0(X,P),
fikx,p) = —/dpvo(x,p),
faxw) = [ dpop i ).
f3(x,p) =/dP0F(x,P),
goi(x,p) = _/deAi(va),
gue.p) = [ dpovice. p)
&2i(x,p) = —/dPoSol‘(x, p),

1
gilx,p) = ) ijfijk / dpoSjk(x, p). (6.24)
J

It is easy to see that, when the particles are on the energy shell, namely, W (x, p) =
W(x, p)d(po F Ep), the covariant and equal-time Wigner functions are equivalent
to each other. However, in general case for off-shell particles, the two are funda-
mentally different [4], one should consider all the energy moments W, (x, p) =
[ dpo PoW(x, p)yo, n=0,1,...00, and only full collection of them is equivalent
to the covariant Wigner function.

From the above relation between the two Wigner functions, one can start from
covariant kinetic equations for W (x, p), and then integrate them over pg to get the
corresponding equal-time kinetic equations for W (x, p). To be simple and compact,
we will focus on the covariant form but also present the equal-time one when it is
necessary.

If one knows the equations of motion the fermion and gauge field operators i and
A, by combining them with the definition of the fermion Wigner function, one can
get the kinetic equation for the Wigner function. Considering the interaction between
fermion and gauge fields, the set of kinetic equations for fermions is not closed, but
coupled to the gauge field. When the gauge field is an external field or even in the
case without gauge interaction, the self-interaction among the fermions will couple
the Wigner function to the higher order correlation functions as well. For example, if
we take account of four-fermion interactions usually used in Nambu—Jona—Lasinio
(NJL) model, the equation of motion for i would involve a term of Y1/ and the
kinetic equation for the Wigner function would have terms like v v/ ¥ . In this case,
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one has to include equations for the new terms or make some more approximations,
such as cut-off of certain terms, to close the kinetic equation [4,20].

Let us now consider a simpler case with only fermions coupling to a classical
electromagnetic field which can be realized in heavy ion collisions. The Lagrangian
density of the system is

L=yliy*0u+igAu) —mly. (6.25)

The equations of motion for the field operators are just the Dirac equations with a
background electromagnetic field,

iyﬂ(au +iqA)Yy = my,
i@, —iqA YY" = —myr (6.26)

from which one can get the kinetic equation for the covariant Wigner function [19],

ph (H,L + %ihDM) W(x, p) = mW(x, p) 6.27)

with the electromagnetic operators in phase space,

1

2
I, (x, p) = py — ith | dssFp(x — ihsap)a;,
2
1

Du(x,p) =3 —q /21 ds Fpy (x — ihs9,)d. (6.28)

)

The operators D, (x, p) and 1, (x, p) in phase space are gauge covariant extension
of the partial derivative d,, and the momentum p,,. They both are self-adjoint, D; =
D, and I'IL = I,,. Since the electromagnetic field is an external field, and we have
neglected the interaction between fermions, there is no collision term on the right-
hand side of the kinetic equation.

Note that the kinetic equation for the Wigner function contains real and imaginary
parts, one is the transport equation, and the other is the constraint equation which is
the quantum extension of the on-shell condition in classical limit [4,19]. After the
spin decomposition, the two equations are decomposed into 32 real equations for the
16 spin components [21-23],

MV, =mF,
RD"A, =2mP,
1
[ F = ShD" Sy = mV,,
—BDuP + €100y TSP = 2mA,,

1
Eh(Dqu — D,V + €406, 17 AP =mS,,,,
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hD"V,, =0,
M*A, =0,

1
FHDuF + 118y, =0,
h V QO
M, P+ €uop DS =0,
h
M,V = TV = S€unop D7 AP = 0. (6.29)

These equations are difficult to be solved. A common method is to semi-classically
expand the operators and components as series of /4 and solve them order by order.
The expansion for the electromagnetic operators can be expressed as

9 ;242 4
_ _ i 2 v 4
M, = pu W2 AF,,0) + 0 (WY,

12
A=0,-0. (630)

For massless particles, the Dirac fermions are replaced by Weyl fermions, and
the correlation between the particle momentum and spin reduces the independent
number of the spin components from 16 to 4 and thus makes the physics picture very
different [2,24-28]. When the mass terms disappear, kinetic equations for the spin
components become

v, =0,
hDFA, =0,
1
M, F = ShD" Sy =0,
—hDMP —i—ewgpl'l"S"p = O,
1
zh(DﬂVV - DVVﬂ) + GMVO—'OHO-AP = 0,

hDMV, =0,
M"A,, =0,

1
~hD,F 4+ 11"S,, =0,
2
h v Qop
M, P + Jéuop DS =0,
h
M Vo = TV = S €uap D7 A? = 0. (6.31)

One discovers that the vector and axial vector components V,, and A, decouple from
other components. It is then convenient to introduce the chiral components for Weyl
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fermions,
1
V;‘ = E(V“ + x A", (6.32)

where x = %1 correspond to the right- and left-handed fermions. The kinetic equa-
tions for V' are

M, Ve =0,
DV} =0,
h
XUV =TIV + €7 Dy Vi = 0. (6.33)

Since Vf and V" are decoupled to each other, we can solve them separately. Up to
the first order in 7, the general solution is

Xq - X
VE = 8(pAIpH fy — hp—ZF“”pqu — L e, p, DO ] (6.34)

p-n

with the dual field tensor F*¥ = %e“"”" F5p. Unlike the massive case, now an addi-
tional time-like vector n, is needed to formulate the solution. This is related to
the fact that a massless particle does not have a rest frame. One natural concern is
whether the solution depends on the choice of n,,. It is proven [24] that with different
ny, the third term only differs by a quantity proportional to p,,, which can then be
absorbed into the first term. Thus the value of the distribution function f, depends
on the choice of n;. As the frame dependence of the equilibrium distribution func-
tion is known, a straightforward choice of n, is the average four-velocity of a small
space grid or the fluid velocity in hydrodynamics. From now on we will take this
choice. The change in the reference frame means an effective boost to n,,, which
leads to a change in the distribution f) . This is known as the side-jump effect, and
the third term of the above solution is exactly the same as the side-jump term. More
discussions can be found in [29,30].

Putting the solution V)é‘ back into the kinetic equations, one derives the transport
equation for f,,

5 (,,z Xy, Fu)
p-n
X
| D 4 s [@un)p” = aFan®] @, DY
X
+h217—.n6““p(8un,,) paDY +h

X4
2p-n

P10 F“nvag} =0. (6.35)

It shows clearly that up to the first order in 7, the mass shell is shifted. The energy shift
can be interpreted as the interaction between the magnetic moment of the fermion and
the magnetic field. Note that, while we do not require the vorticity oV = d#n" —
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a"n" to be zero, there is no energy shift corresponding to the interaction between
the spin and vorticity. This shows that the magnetic field and vorticity have many
similarities, but they sometimes behave differently.

If we first assume the vorticity to be zero, the transport equation is reduced to

Xq
slp*—n BH*
<p p'ny P,L>

(0) X4 2 O] 2 _
x {p#Dﬂ - hm [Elw PEunypi.Dyy + pid,B ag]} fy =0 (6.36)

with the covariant electric and magnetic field E,, = F,,n", B,, = €51, F°". The
8-function here shows that to the first order in 7 the chiral fermions are still on
the mass shell, but the shell is shifted from zero to a nonzero value. It is worth
noting that fermions with different chirality have different mass shift. In this case,
the vector and axial vector components, being the mixing of left-hand and right-
handed components, cannot be described by a single mass shell even in massless
case. With the help of the §-function, the energy integration of the above covariant
equation can be done easily, and we obtain the equal-time transport equation

s i i
{8[+ﬁ(v+heq(v-b)B+hquxb)-V

+54 (E+VxB+h€q(l~E~B)b) -v,,}f;(x,p) —0  (637)

VG

which is usually called the chiral kinetic equation [11], where ¢ = %1 correspond to
the positive and negative energy fermions. b = xp/(2|p|®) is the Berry curvature,
and

VG =1+ hegb - B,
E, = |pl(1 — hegB - b),

R 1
E=E- —VE,
€q

V=V,E, = l%l(l +2hegB - b) — hegbB (6.38)

are, respectively, the phase space measurement, fermion energy, effective electric
field, and group velocity.

For massive fermions, in classical limit (A = 0) the general kinetic equations
(6.29) are reduced to

PO = mFO),
O:mP(O),

0 0
pMF( ) — mVli ),
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€uvopp” SV =2mAY,

€erppth(O)/D — mS;(LC:;)v

pMAI(i)) =0,
'Sy =0,
puP«)) =0,
PV = p V¥ =0 (6.39)

for the components F©, P V,EO), AE?) and S L(LOV) . They can be analytically solved
with the solution

pO — 0,
F(O) — mfg(pZ _ m2)’
V(O) — prB(p2 _ mZ)’
AQ = (P8 — Pup)K"8(p* = m?),

1
S = —€pvop p°AQP = me,0,p° KPS(p? — m?), (6.40)

where f(x, p) and K, (x, p) are arbitrary scalar and four-vector functions in phase
space.

It is clear that in the classical limit the relations among the spin components are
not affected by the background field and perfectly on the mass shell. Among the
16 spin components, the number of independent components is 4. This can be seen
more clearly from the solution in equal-time formalism,

0)+ p 0)+
O ZiE_'g((’)
p

s

0)£
f()

0+ 0)+
£ —iE—fo() ;

0)+ P L0+
g == f
p
0)+
Of _ P X8
) e
m

0:':

6.41
. (6.41)

with the fermion energy E, = /m? + p? and the sign & corresponding to the pos-
itive and negative fermions determined by the § function. Here the particle number
density fp (Vo in covariant formalism) and the spin density go (A in covariant formal-
ism) are taken as independent components. Obviously it is also possible to choose
other set of independent components [21].
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By putting the classical solution into the linear order in % of the general kinetic
equations (6.29), one derives the transport equations for the independent variables,

D;(LO)V(O)M =0,
p' DAY — gF,, A" =0 (6.42)

in covariant formalism or

( POy P _D<o>> £0% Zo, (6.43)
EP
I
(D,“’) £ -D(O)> g = = (px ®x g™ FE,Bxg)
p p

in equal-time formalism, where the classical operators D LO) , D,(O) and DO are defined
as

DY (x, p) = 9y — qFun(x)3)),
DO (x,p) = & +¢E®) - V,
DO(x,p) = V+¢Bx) x V,. (6.44)

The first equation is the Boltzmann equation for the particle number density fp in
external electromagnetic field which is hidden in the operators D; and D. The second
one is the generalized Bargmann—Michel-Telegdi equation [31] in phase space, the
effective collision terms on the right-hand side are from the spin interaction with the
electromagnetic field.

The linear order in / of the generalized equations (6.29) gives not only the trans-
port equations for the classical components but also the constraint equations for
the first-order quantum corrections to the Wigner function W or the components
FOPO v AL and S5,

VD = )

I )
L p® 4Ok — 1y p)
5 :

P FD — L pOgu _yyon
2 9

—DOPO 4 €0, p" SV = 2mAD),

1
5 (DU = DOV s A = i)
D[(,LO) yOu _ o,

pMA;(,Ll) =0,

1
ED}P)F“” +pVS{l) =0
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1
PMP(I) + ZEMUUPD\(;O)SSL) =0,

1
prvOr = prtv — et DAL =0, (6.45)

With the known classical components, the first-order quantum corrections can be
expressed in terms of them

P _ 1 po 40m
2m * ’

- 1
FO =mfs(p* —m?) -

uvop ©) ©)
2m(p2_m2)€ plLDv pCIAp )

N 1
VD = p. f8(p* —m?) + 5e,m,pD( W p% KP8(p* — m?)

qp,
_TMGKVU;)F)LUPU Kp(g/(pz _ mZ)’
- 1
AE‘«I) = (nglw - puPV) Kva(pZ - mZ) - 2(]72 _ m2) EIWO',OPVD(O)JV(O)'O’
1 1
S = 5. (Dg’) v — ¥ v,ﬁ‘”) + —euvopp” AP (6.46)

with the new scalar and four-vector functions f (x, p) and K w(x, p).

Considering the terms with 8'(p*> — m?), while all the components are still on
their own mass shells, the quantum corrections to the classical mass shell, namely,
the shell shifts, are different for different components. Therefore, there is no longer
a common mass shell for all the components to the first order in #, and the Wigner
function cannot be factorized like W (x, p)8(p* — m? + RE ,AE).

Nevertheless, up to the first order in £, all the terms in the Wigner function contain
8(p?) or 8 (p?). In this case, the relationship between covariant and equal-times
formalisms is still quite straightforward, the simple integration over pg leads to the
equal-time relations

(1)i

=+ P-g 0)£
=420 ,
U E, 2E3 f
0)+ 0)+ 0)+ 0)+
0 DO.g P DO)g”* Bxp) g’ E-g’
2m ZmEIZ, mE2 2mEp ’
0% _ fo“) _(px D). gP* p.(Ex g’ _B g*
Ep 2mE, 2mE%, 2mE,
B-p@- )
ZmE3 ’
((OF=
E Bp-g, )
(Ui (1 ) (O) 0) ((OE=
—D 4= %0 7
B f TaE, Y Bt ap Xk 2E3
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+
g% _ p X g(() ) n p(p-E) E
2 2mE137 2mEp

O+ P 0) +(0)£
107"+ 2z POo

p
_ﬁD«)) £OF
ool ) ()
¥5. E, p x DO fo(o)i. (6.47)

It is clear that the equal-time equations are not Lorentz invariant or covariant, these
particular equations above hold in the local rest frame.

The transport equations for the independent components f, " and g(l) can be
derived from the second order in / of the general kinetic equations (6.29). Combining
with the classical transport equations, one obtains finally the transport equations
for the independent distributions to the first order in A, foi = fo O 4 p fo (D% and

3 7]
2EP 2Ep

go _ g(()O):I: n hg(l):t’
p© 1 P po) x_ NE (D«)) g“’)i) + "B <p , D(0)> g0
" TE 0 " 2E2 0 2E 0
h (B x
B xp = P (E g(‘”) : (6.48)
P
1
0
(D():I: D(O)> ﬁ(pr:FE B) x g
Ep »
B E x P 0) (0)+
ﬂFh<—i )p-D<  fo

P-E)Exp)  pxBxE)) o+
:Fh< E,S, + 2Ef, )f .

Unlike the classical transport equations where the two independent components ©)

and g(()o) are decoupled from each other, the components fj and gy to the first-order
quantum corrections are coupled to each other due to the electromagnetic interaction.

6.4  Spin Polarization in Transport Theory

The physics of the 16 spin components in covariant or equal-time versions can be
obtained from the conservation laws of the system. With the charge conservation and
total angular momentum conservation, fy and g are, respectively, interpreted as the
particle number density and spin density.
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The transport equation for the three-dimensional spin density g(()o) is equivalent
to the covariant Bargmann—Michel-Telegdi [31] equation for a spinning particle in
an external field,

dst
m— = qF"’(1)s,(1), (6.49)
dt
where s, = A,/ (AVA,)'/? is the covariant spin phase space density.
We can also start from the canonical definition of the spin tensor [32]

h h
S = ST [0 W b)) = Ze7H Y A (v, ), (6.50)

with which the observed polarization density in a given reference frame characterized
by the vector n, can be expressed as

LH* = _leuvaﬂ

d'k v ho[ dY%
2 2m)* B

IT, S5, apn on)?

(¥n,) A%, (6.51)

This explains why gy is called the spin density.

We can try to discuss the conditions for spin polarization in a few characteristic
cases. We firstly consider a trivial configuration where there is no electromagnetic
field. In this case the two transport equations (6.48) for the number density and spin
density to the first order in & become identical to each other, which means that there
can be arbitrary polarization without a preferred direction. Also, due to the absence
of collision terms, the averaged polarization will not relax to zero, opposed to the
equilibrium case.

The second example is with a constant magnetic field. This is one of the situations
where the global equilibrium is known to exist. In this case the quantum transport
equation for the spin density (6.48) becomes

B
<D(0) = D(°>> - :t—B x gt Fhypy 3p DO 0% (6.52)
14

The first term on the right-hand side corresponds to the spin precession, and the
second term is related to the polarization in non-equilibrium state. Note that it is
still possible for gp to be zero. From the Dirac equation one can check that a free
fermion will not be polarized by a constant magnetic field, i.e., the direction of the
particle spin will not turn toward the direction of the magnetic field. A multi-particle
system can be polarized, because the magnetic field changes the energy distribution
among different spin states. Therefore, in equilibrium case the possibility for one
spin direction can be larger than other directions. As there is no collision term in
our current model, the process from non-equilibrium toward equilibrium can not
be described, while we can still study the equilibrium case itself. One can find an
obvious solution,

g =ay f“’). (6.53)
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This shows clearly that the averaged spin of particles is polarized along the direction
of the magnetic field, but the degree of polarization, which is proportional to the
constant a, is not determined, as it depends on the detail of the interaction.

One could have already noticed that the vorticity or the derivative of velocity
does not explicitly appear in the kinetic equations. However, this does not mean that
massive fermions are not polarized by the vorticity field. We can look at the axial
current A, as an example. If we set the electromagnetic field to be zero, the only
restriction on A, is

n*A, =0. (6.54)

Thus we can include a term e*V*8 Mgngd, fv in A#. Assuming fy to be the Fermi—
Dirac distribution, this term will introduce the vorticity. In fact, to take the limit of
m — 0 to be consistent with an original fermion system, a term with this form is
necessary [23].

From the discussions above, one can see that the collision terms are actually
very important, as when using transport theory we are usually more interested in
non-equilibrium systems, and the collision terms are necessary in this case. What is
more, if we want to study a transport theory with spin, a spin-dependent collision
term is required. Although up to now it is still not very clear how to self-consistently
derive the collision terms in Wigner function formalism from field theory, there are
many discussions about this topic [33-35].

6.5 Anomaly Induced Transport Theory

From the chiral vector current V,f for Weyl fermions in (6.34), one can reconstruct
the vector and axial vector components,

Vi = (prV - h%FMUPva —h EMUAp”vPADpfA> 8(]72)1

p-n

Al = (p“fA - h%ﬁ’”pufv —h e’”“mm%fv) 3(p?) (6.55)

p-n
with fy = f4 + f- and f4 = f4 — f— and the particle current and axial current
T ) = /d“pv“(x, p),

JEx) = / d*pA*(x, p). (6.56)

Itis easy to see that the currents J# and JS“ are coupled to each other. To compare with
the usual expression for anomaly transport, one has to go into an equilibrium state.
We choose the normal Fermi—Dirac distribution f; = [esen (P (pn—m)/T 4 1]-1,
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Note that with this choice fy and f4 do not take the Fermi—Dirac distribution. A
straightforward calculation leads to the vector and axial vector currents

2 3 2+ 2

"= % (”2T2 + % n* + haps BY + 3hppsot,
2 243ul

JSM = ”Tli’i <n2T2 + % n* + hwuB*

(6.57)

3u? + 33
i CERE I

with ot = €*Y°Pn,05n,/2, 1 = iy + p— and us = py — p—. Apart from the
normal current proportional to the frame vector n*, there are contributions propor-
tional to the magnetic field B* and vorticity w", corresponding to CME and CVE.
This result, up to a difference of an overall coefficient, is consistent with the results
obtained by other methods. The transport theory is used in a lot of studies to derive
various transport coefficients related to magnetic field and vorticity in hydrodynamics
[25,30,36,37].

It is possible to consider quantum correction to the distribution function f, at the
order of O(h). For example, considering the interaction between spin and vortic-
ity, one can add the correction f;l) = he*"?P p,n,dsn,/(4Tp - n) to f,. This will
change the coefficient for CVE [30].

In heavy ion collisions, the global equilibrium description is not very sufficient,
since the magnetic field, vorticity, and particle density all have spatial and tempo-
ral dependence. Also, with the existence of axial anomaly, the axial charge is not
conserved, and w5 is not a well-defined quantity. Strictly speaking, we must discuss
anomalous transport in non-equilibrium states. On the other hand, unlike hydrody-
namic models, transport theories are supposed to work in out-of-equilibrium cases.

Although there may be not global and consistent transport coefficients, it has been
shown that starting from a non-equilibrium initial condition, albeit with nonzero axial
charge, the chiral kinetic theory can produce separation of particle density over time
[26]. This allows the CKT to be used in a much wider range of studies.

6.6 Degenerate to Hydrodynamics
Usually one can integrate out the momentum dependence of the kinetic equations to

obtain the hydrodynamic equations. For QED the vector current to the first order in
h in coordinate space can be expressed as [21]

Jy = / d*pVyu(x, p) (6.58)

= /d4p5(p2 —m?)
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h h
(0) (1) 0) 40 (0) 4(0)
x |:pu (vo + 1V, ) + 5a“sz)AO + ZF“f‘aW (zaﬁ Ay )] :

where X ELOJ is the fermion selfenergy at classical level. The corresponding energy-

momentum tensor is

d -9 ad
TW — <; £ Y + 9V £ oL 3V Ag — g" L :>
9(0uv) 00u¥)  9(0uAd)
= T + Thy + Tl (659)

where we have separated the total energy-momentum tensor into three parts: the
gauge-invariant matter part 7., , the contribution from the interaction between gauge

potential and matter current, 7/,”, and the electromagnetic part T¢y, ,

Toar = 5<: Jy" B —iD ")y :>= /d4pp“V“,
T = iy = a” [ atpvr,

1
T = 3 g FP Fop — FI9" A, (6.60)

Note that none of these is symmetric under the change p <> v. While the total
energy-momentum tensor is conserved

QWT™ (x) =0 6.61)

which can be checked using the Dirac and Maxwell equations, the matter part is not
conserved,
O Ty () = F"* () Jo (). (6.62)

Besides currents and energy-momentum tensor, one should take the angular momen-
tum tensor into account when the spin and vorticity are considered [38—40]
YA AV v h T, A v
JEHWV = xHT? _ xVT “+Z<:w{y Lo )
—(FMAY — F* AR, (6.63)
The first two terms, x*T* — xT** can be interpreted as the orbital angular
momentum tensor, and the remaining terms constitute the spin angular momentum

tensor which can be further separated into a matter and a field part. The matter part
can be defined as [41]

L, ) o
Shte' ) = 3 [ B o ) = =5 / P pAe ). (664)
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With the help of the covariant kinetic equations, we find, to any order in 7,

Ry St (x) = Tkt (x) — Ty (x). (6.65)
In the case with a background vorticity, the thermal distribution for massless
fermions satisfies the chiral kinetic equation

V,
P png

|:p”3M:|:h(8,L - p

)3ui| f£=0 (6.66)

to the first order in 7. The solution could be analytically written as

1

e(pn—px)/TERPT wyynppo [(4n-p) 4 1° (6.67)

f+(p) =

and the corresponding currents and energy-momentum tensor are derived as

2 2 2
u+ [0 ME h(T wi
PGy [\ PTRRISLY (e 35 PV
* 6< +n2)” 2(6+2n2 @

—_— <7ﬂ2T“ 22y +p3) |y + O + ui) (nunv B ﬂ)

45 3 372 4
ha (0 3'“%/ + “34 A
+7 T + — (Sw“u” + Tetv? a)(,x) . (6.68)

The viscous terms could be obtained by considering the out-of-equilibrium con-
tribution as

Qt.p
5fE=ft (1 - fj,;) (Aﬁl‘[ + AV AT pupy F hag— ) (6.69)
with the dissipative terms defined as
1 4 v

Im= _3 dpA Pupv(5f+ +48f),

vi = fd“pAé‘p"‘Sfi,
T = fd4pA5§p°‘pﬁ(3f+ +8f).

Q=+ / d*p AL p*(u - p)8 fu. (6.70)

The studies on the viscous spin fluid are still processing.
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6.7  Experiments and Numerical Simulations

Although light quarks are good candidates of observing the chiral anomaly effects,
signals in heavy ion collision are not clear enough because of the large fluctuations
in background and short lifetime of the initial magnetic field. The experimental
and theoretical studies on identifying the CME in heavy ion collisions are still in
process [42]. Fortunately robust signals are found in so-called Weyl metal systems.
The first observation of chiral magnetic effect was reported in [43] through the
measurement of magneto-transport in zirconium pentatelluride, ZrTes (see Fig. 6.1).
The angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy experiments show that the electronic
structure is consistent with a three-dimensional Dirac semi-metal. A large negative
magnetoresistance is observed when the magnetic field is parallel to the current. The
measured quadratic field dependence of the magnetoconductance is a clear indication
of the chiral magnetic effect. The observed phenomena stem from the effective
transmutation of Dirac semi-metal into a Weyl semi-metal induced by the parallel
electric and magnetic fields which behave as the topologically nontrivial gauge field
background. After this work a series of phenomena have been discovered in similar
condensed matter systems [44-46].

The spin current induced by the vorticity polarization has also been observed in a
well-designed Gag Iny5S5n13(GalnSn) system, which is another chemically stable
liquid metal, the spin-orbit coupling may be weaker than that in Hg because all atoms
in GalnSn are lighter than Hg [47].

In heavy ion collisions, for the vorticity-polarization effect, the first measurement
of an alignment between the angular momentum of a non-central collision and the
spin of emitted particles was done by STAR [48]. It reveals that the fluid produced
in non-central heavy ion collisions is by far the most vortical system ever observed.
It is found that A and A hyperons show a positive polarization of the order of a
few percents, consistent with some hydrodynamic predictions (see Fig. 6.2). The
previous measurement that reported a null result at higher collision energies seems
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Fig.6.1 Magnetoresistance in field parallel to current (B || a) in ZrTes. a MR at various tempera-
tures. For clarity, the resistivity curves were shifted by 1.5 mQcm (150 K), 0.9 mQcm (100 K), 0.2
mSQcm (70 K) and —0.2 mQecm (5 K). b MR at 20K fitted with the CME curve; inset: temperature
dependence of the fitting parameter a(7T') in units of S/(cm T?). The figure is taken from Ref. [43]
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to be consistent with the trend of the new observations, though with larger statistical
uncertainties. These data provide the first experimental access to the vortical structure
of the perfect fluid created in heavy ion collision.

There are numerous approaches to solve the kinetic equations numerically. The
most straightforward way is solving the integrodifferential equation by replacing the
derivative and integral with proper numerical algorithms on the grids. However the
realistic collision terms are always too complicated and thus make the task almost
impossible. In particle scenario people have developed several successful simulation
frameworks to solve different systems. These approaches are also roughly divided
into the so-called Boltzmann—Uehling—Uhlenbeck (BUU) approaches and the molec-
ular dynamics (MD) approaches [50]. In [50] authors have done very comprehensive
studies on different simulation packages, i.e., 15 such codes, to understand the origins
of discrepancies between different widely used transport codes. For more details of
different algorithms readers could refer to this reference.

If the collision term is simple enough, it is possible to solve kinetic equations
straightforwardly by discretizing the system and complete the derivative and integral
on grids. This has been done in the ¢* theory, pure gluon system with the small-angle
approximation and the near-equilibrium systems with relaxation-time approximation
(RTA). As a typical example in [51] authors have performed the first phenomeno-
logical study of the CME-induced charge separation during the pre-thermal stage in
heavy ion collisions by solving the chiral kinetic equation in the RTA. With this intu-
itive solution on the net charge dipole moment its dependence on various ingredients
in the modeling has been studied.

A successful MD model is AMPT (A Multi-Phase Transport). It is a Monte Carlo
transport model for nuclear collisions at relativistic energies [52]. Although the

O A PRC76 024915 (2007) |
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anomaly effect is missed in its original version, it is a successful phenomenolog-
ical model which includes both initial partonic and final hadronic interactions and
the transition between the two phases of matter. As it has integrated almost all the
stages of a heavy ion collision, it is a very popular phenomenological model to test
and understand different effects in experiments. And it has also been extended to
describe some of chiral effects recently [53]. More details of the AMPT model are
in the chapter on Transport models.

In the MD scenario the test particle method is a widely used and systematic algo-
rithm to solve the kinetic equations. It is able to be proven mathematically that the
method could surely approach the strict solution with more and more computing
resource. BAMPS (Boltzmann Approach of MultiParton Scatterings) [54] is one of
such simulation packages which adopt this method. It is a microscopical and rela-
tivistic transport model which solves the Boltzmann equation for partons produced
in ultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions. Its early version only considered gluons and
their interactions including elastic process gg <> gg and bremsstrahlung process
g8 <> ggg. Although the total scattering cross section calculated in the frame of
perturbative quantum chromodynamics is only a few mb, it is enough to drive a
gluon system toward full thermal equilibrium [54] and to generate sufficiently large
elliptic flow vy [55]. The goal of the development of the model is to understand
the mechanism for the fast equilibration of the gluon system created in the early
stage of heavy ion collisions. Recently the model has been generalized to a charged
particle system to compute its magnetic field at the early stage of the QGP and the
field-modified transport coefficients. In the work with BAMPS [56], the authors used
the Kubo formulas to calculate the anisotropic transport coefficients (shear viscosity
and electric conductivity) for an ultrarelativistic Boltzmann gas in the presence of
a magnetic field. The results are compared with those recently obtained by using
the Grad’s approximation. It is found that the good agreement between both results
confirms the general use of the Kubo formulas for calculating anisotropic transport
coefficients of QGP in a magnetic field. As a general algorithm of solving Boltz-
mann equation, BAMPS has the advantage on studying the vorticity distribution
of the fireball especially at the early stage of a gluon system and solving the elec-
tromagnetic field self-consistently during the whole QGP evolution. For the chiral
effects in [57] authors have solved the chiral kinetic equation with the test particle
method. Using an anomalous transport model for massless quarks and antiquarks,
the authors focused on the effect of a magnetic field on the elliptic flow of quarks and
antiquarks in relativistic heavy ion collisions. It has been found that an appreciable
electric quadrupole moment in the transverse plane of a heavy ion collision could
be obtained with initial conditions from a blast wave model and assuming a strong
and long-lived enough magnetic field in non-central heavy ion collisions. Obviously
the electric quadrupole moment subsequently would lead to a splitting between the
elliptic flows of quarks and antiquarks which could be inherited by the final hadron
distributions.
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6.8 Summary

The quantum kinetic theory in the Wigner function formalism is a powerful frame-
work to study the quantum corrections to the classical transport theory systemat-
ically. In this chapter we mainly reviewed the full quantum kinetic equations for
fermionic fields in chiral and massive cases. In chiral limit besides the well-known
semi-classical corrections we have shown a natural derivation of the CME, CVE,
and side-jump effect as well. In real world with massive fermions the mixture of
particle number and spin density could not be disentangled. The mixing terms are
proportional to the mass of fermion as expected. With the quantum kinetic equations
the particle polarization, anomaly effects, and spin hydrodynamics have been studied
as straightforward applications. Finally the related experiments and numerical sim-
ulation methods are briefly reviewed. For more details of phenomenological topics
readers could refer to the relevant chapters.
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Abstract

In non-central high energy heavy ion collisions, the colliding system posses a huge
orbital angular momentum in the direction opposite to the normal of the reaction
plane. Due to the spin-orbit coupling in strong interaction, such huge orbital
angular momentum leads to the polarization of quarks and antiquarks in the same
direction. This effect, known as the global polarization effect, has been recently
observed by STAR Collaboration at RHIC that confirms the theoretical prediction
made more than ten years ago. The discovery has attracted much attention to
the study of spin effects in heavy ion collision. It opens a new window to study
properties of QGP and a new direction in high energy heavy ion physics—Spin
Physics in Heavy Ion Collisions. In this chapter, we review the original ideas
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and calculations that lead to the predictions. We emphasize the role played by
spin-orbit coupling in high energy spin physics and discuss the new opportunities
and challenges in this connection.

7.1 Introduction

Recently, the global polarization effect (GPE) of A and A hyperons in heavy ion
collisions (HIC) has been observed [1] by the STAR Collaboration at the Relativistic
Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) in Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL). The dis-
covery confirms the theoretical prediction [2] made more than ten years ago and
has attracted much attention on the study of spin effects in HIC. This opens a new
window to study properties of QGP and a new direction in high energy heavy ion
physics—Spin Physics in HIC. New experiments along this line are being carried
out and/or planned. It is, therefore, timely to summarize the original ideas and theo-
retical calculations [2—4] that lead to the predictions and discuss new opportunities
and challenges.

Spin, as a fundamental degree of freedom of elementary particles, plays a very
important role in modern physics and often brings us surprises. There are many well-
known examples in the field of particle and nuclear physics. The anomalous magnetic
moments of nucleons are usually regarded as one of the first clear signatures for the
existence of the inner structure of nucleon. The explanation of these anomalous
magnetic moments in the 1960s was one of the great successes of the quark model
that lead us to believe that it provides us the correct picture for hadron structure.

High energy spin physics experiments started since 1970s. Soon after the begin-
ning, a series of striking spin effects have been observed that were in strong contra-
diction to the theoretical expectations at that time and have been pushing the studies
to move forward. The most famous ones might be classified as following:

(i) Proton’s “spin crisis”: Measurements of spin-dependent structure functions in
deeply inelastic lepton-nucleon scatterings, started by ES0 and E143 Collaborations
at SLAC [5,6] and later on by the European Muon Collaboration (EMC) at CERN [7,
8], seem to suggest that the contribution of the sum of spins of quarks and antiquarks
to proton spin is consistent with zero. This has triggered the so-called spin crisis of
the proton and the intensive study on the spin structure of nucleon [9].

(ii) Single spin left-right asymmetry (SSA): It has been observed [10-13] that
in inclusive hadron-hadron collisions with singly transversely polarized beams or
targets, the produced hadron has a large azimuthal angle dependence characterized
by the left-right asymmetry. The observed asymmetry can be as large as 40% but the
theoretical expectation at the quark level using pQCD at the leading order was close
to zero.

(iii) Transverse hyperon polarization: It has been observed [14—18] that hyperons
produced in unpolarized hadron-hadron and hadron-nucleus collisions are trans-
versely polarized with respect to the production plane. The observed polarization
can reach a magnitude as high as 40% but the leading order pQCD expectation was
again close to zero.
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(iv) Spin asymmetries in elastic pp-scattering: It has been observed [18-21] that
the azimuthal dependence, called the spin analyzing power, in scattering with single-
transversely polarized proton and doubly polarized asymmetries are very significant,
much larger than theoretical expectations available at that time.

Such striking spin effects came out often as such a shock to the field of strong
interaction physics that lead to the famous comment by Bjorken [22] in a QCD
workshop that “Polarization phenomena are often graveyards of fashionable theories.
...”. In the last decades, the study on such spin effects leads to one of the most active
fields in strong interaction or QCD physics.

At the same time, high energy HIC physics has become the other active field in
strong interaction physics in particular after the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) has been
discovered at RHIC [23,24]. The study on properties of QGP in HIC is the core of
high energy HIC physics currently.

We recall that RHIC is not only the first relativistic heavy ion collider in the world,
but also the first polarized high energy proton-proton collider. It is, therefore, natural
to ask whether we can do spin physics in HIC.

Spin physics in HIC was however used to be regarded as difficult or impossible
because the polarization of the nucleon in a heavy nucleus is very small even if
the nucleus is completely polarized. The breakthrough came out in 2005, when
it was realized that [2] there is, however, a great advantage to study spin and/or
angular momentum effects in HIC, i.e., the reaction plane in a HIC can be determined
experimentally by measuring flows and/or spectator nucleons and there exists a huge
orbital angular momentum for the participating system in a non-central HIC with
respect to the reaction plane! It provides a unique place in high energy reactions to
study the mutual exchange of orbital angular momentum and the spin polarization.
The discovery of GPE leads to an active field of Spin Physics in HIC [25].

In this chapter, we review the original ideas and calculations [2—4] that lead to
the prediction of GPE in HIC. We present also a rough comparison to data available
and an outlook for future studies. The rest of the chapter is arranged as follows:
In Sect.7.2, we present the orbital angular momentum of the colliding system in
non-central HIC and the resulting gradient in momentum or rapidity distribution.
In Sect.7.3, we recall the origin of spin-orbit coupling and the famous example in
electromagnetic and strong interaction systems. In Sect. 7.4, we present calculations
and results for the global polarization in HIC, and finally, a short summary and
outlook is presented in Sect. 7.5.

7.2 Orbital Angular Momenta of QGP in HIC
7.2.1 The Reaction Plane in HIC

We consider two colliding nuclei with the projectile of beam momentum per nucleon
Pin- For anon-central collision, there is a transverse separation between the centers of
the two colliding nuclei. The impact parameter b is defined as the transverse vector
pointing from the target to the projectile. The reaction plane of a HIC is usually
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Fig.7.1 Illustration diagram for the reaction plane in a non-central heavy ion collision. In contrast
to high energy pp or eTe™ collisions, the reaction plane in a high energy heavy collision can be
determined experimentally

defined by b and p;,, and is illustrated in Fig. 7.1. The overlap parts, hereafter referred
to as the colliding system, interact with each other and form the system denoted by
the red core in the middle, while the other parts, denoted by the blue parts in the
figure, are just spectators and move apart in the original directions.

The geometry and the coordinate system are further specified in Fig. 7.2. The beam
direction of the colliding nuclei is taken as the z axis, as illustrated in the upper-left
panel in the figure. The transverse separation is called the impact parameter b defined
as the transverse distance of the projectile from the target nucleus and is taken as in
the x-direction. The normal of the reaction plane is given by

n =p;, x b/|p;, xb|, 7.1

and is taken as the y-direction, where p;,, is the momentum per nucleon in the incident
nucleus A.

Usually in a high energy reaction such as a hadron-hadron, or lepton-hadron or
e*e™ annihilation, the size of the reaction region is typically less than 1fm. The
reaction plane in such collisions can be defined theoretically but can not be deter-
mined experimentally. However, in a HIC, the reaction region is usually much larger
and colliding parts give rise to a quark matter system with very high temperature and
high density and expand violently while the spectators just leave the region in the
original directions. Since the colliding system is not isotropic, the pressures in differ-
ent directions are also different in different directions, thus leading to a system that
expands non-isotropically. In the transverse directions, they behave like an ellipse
as illustrated in the lower-right panel in Fig. 7.2. Such a non-isotropy is described
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Fig.7.2 Illustration of the X
geometry and coordinate
system for the non-central
HIC with impact parameter
b. The global angular
momentum of the produced
matter is along the minus y | -- Z
direction, opposite to the
reaction plane. This figure is
taken from [2]

TN

by the elliptic flow v, and the directed flow v; that can be measured experimentally
(see, e.g., [26,27]). Clearly, by measuring v, one can determine the reaction plane
and further determine the direction of the plane by measuring the directed flow v;.

In experiments, the reaction plane in a HIC can not only be determined by mea-
suring v, and v but also determined by measuring the sidewards deflection of the
forward- and backward-going fragments and particles in the beam—beam counter
detectors [1]. This is quite unique in different high energy reactions.

7.2.2 The Global Orbital Angular Momentum

Just as illustrated in Figs. 7.1 and 7.2, in a non-central HIC, there is a transverse
separation between the overlapping parts of the two colliding nuclei in the same
direction as the impact parameter b. Hence the whole system that takes part in the
reaction, i.e., the colliding system carries a finite orbital angular momentum L,
along the direction orthogonal to the reaction plane. We call L, the global orbital
angular momentum. The magnitude of this global orbital angular momentum L, can

be calculated by
dNP., dNT
Ly = —p dx [ —22 Pt 7.2
y p,n/x x( dx dx |’ (7.2)

where deI;’nT /dx is the transverse distributions (integrated over y and z) of par-
ticipant nucleons in each nucleus A along the x-direction, the superscript P or T
denotes projectile or target, respectively. These transverse distributions are given by
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dNP,T

part

P, T
o f dydz pPT (x, v, 2, b), (7.3)

where pf’T (x, v, z, b) is the number density of participant nucleons in nucleus A in
the coordinate system defined in Fig. 7.2.

The number density pf’T(x, v, z, b) of participant nucleons in nucleus A can
easily be calculated if we take a hard-sphere distribution of nucleons in the nucleus
A. In this model, the overlapping area has a clear boundary and the participant
nucleon density is given by the overlapping area of two hard spheres, as illustrated
in the upper-right panel of Fig. 7.2, i.e.

PAts( Y2 b) = faps(x,y,2,b) 0 (RA ~Jortb22 4y 4 zZ) . (14

where f /i }-7st (x, v, z, b) is the hard-sphere nuclear distribution in A that is given by

3A

P, T
s, ¥,2,0) = ——~
ngys( y ) 4JTRZ

0 <RA — \/(x Fb/2)2+y2 + z2> , (7.5)

where R4 = 1.12A'/3 fm is the nuclear radius and A the atomic number.
If we take the Woods-Saxon nuclear distribution, i.e.

—1
2 2 2 _
p\/()c:|:b/2) —I(;y +z RA) . (16

f/i’uT,S(x, v,z,b) = Cy <l + ex

there is no clear boundary of the overlapping region and the participant nucleon
number density is calculated using the Glauber model and is given by

P::‘;S(x, v, 2, b) = fulj’ST(x, v,2,b) {1 - exp[—aNN/dzf“T,’SP(x, Y, 2, b)]} ,
1.7)

where oy is the total cross section of nucleon-nucleon scatterings, Cy is the nor-
malization constant

-1
Co= A/dr / r2dr (1 + e(’—RA)/a) , (7.8)

and a is the width parameter set to a = 0.54 fm.

The calculations have been carried out in [2,4]. The obtained results are shown
in Fig. 7.3. From the results shown in Fig. 7.3, we see that though there are signif-
icant differences between two nuclear geometry models the global orbital angular
momentum Ly, of the overlapped parts of two colliding nuclei is huge and is of the
order of 10* at most impact parameters.



7 Global Polarization Effect and Spin-Orbit Coupling ... 201

Fig.7.3 Global orbital 1.5 r T :
angular momentum of the
colliding system in the
non-central HIC as a
function of the impact
parameter obtained from the
Woods-Saxon and
hard-sphere distributions,
respectively. This figure is
taken from [4]
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7.2.3 The Transverse Gradient of the Momentum Distribution and
the Local Orbital Angular Momentum

How the global orbital angular momentum discussed above is transferred to the final
state particles depends on the equation of state (EOS) of the dense matter. At low
energies, the final state is expected to be the normal nuclear matter with an EOS of
rigid nuclei. In such cases, a rotating compound nucleus can be formed when the
colliding energy is comparable or smaller than the nuclear binding energy. The finite
value of the global orbital angular momentum of the non-central collision at such
low energies provides a useful tool for the study of the properties of super-deformed
nuclei under such rotation [28].

At high colliding energies such as those at RHIC, the dense matter is expected to
be partonic with an EOS of QGP. Given such a soft EOS, the global orbital angular
momentum would probably not lead to the global rotation of the dense matter system.
Instead, the global angular momentum could be distributed across the overlapped
region of nuclear scattering and is manifested in the shear of the longitudinal flow
leading to a finite value of local vorticity density. Under such longitudinal fluid shear,
a pair of scattering partons will on average carry a finite value of relative orbital
angular momentum that will be referred to as the local orbital angular momentum in
the opposite direction to the reaction plane as defined in Eq. (7.1).

By momentum conservation, the average initial collective longitudinal momentum
at any given transverse position can be calculated as the total momentum difference
between participating projectile and target nucleons. Since the total multiplicity in
HIC is proportional to the number of participant nucleons [29], we can make the
same assumption for the produced partons with a proportionality constant fixed at a
given center of mass energy +/s. How the global angular momentum is distributed
to the longitudinal flow shear and the magnitude of the local relative orbital angular
momentum depends on the parton production mechanism and their longitudinal
momentum distributions. We consider two different scenarios: the Landau fireball
and the Bjorken scaling model.
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7.2.3.1 Results from the Landau Fireball Model

In the Landau fireball model, we assume that the produced partons thermalize quickly
and have a common longitudinal flow velocity at a given transverse position in the
overlapped region. The average collective longitudinal momentum per parton can be
written as

pz(va’ \/E)ZPORN(-X’bs \/E)s (79)

where po = /5/2c(s) is an energy dependent constant, /s is the center of mass
energy of a colliding nucleon pair, c(s) is the average number of partons produced
per participating nucleon; and Ry (x, b, /s) is the ratio defined as

dNP dNT dNP dNT
RN(x,b,JE)=< part _ P““)/( part P““) (7.10)

dx dx dx dx

It is clear that in the symmetric AA collision (where the beam and target nuclei
are the same), the ratio Ry (x, b, 4/s) thus the distribution p,(x, b, /s) is an odd
function in both x and b, and therefore, vanishes at x = 0 or b = 0. In Fig. 7.4,
p-(x, b, \/s) is plotted as a function of x at different impact parameters b. We see

Fig.7.4 The average 1
longitudinal momentum

distribution p; (x, b, /s) in (a) Hard Sphere
unit of po = /s/[2c(s)] as a 0.75 -
function of x /(R4 — b/2)
for different values of b/R 4
with the hard-sphere (upper
panel) and Woods-Saxon
(lower panel) nuclear
distributions. This figure is 0.25
taken from [4]

p,(xb)p,
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clearly that p,(x, b, /) is a monotonically increasing function of x until the edge
of the overlapped region |x + b/2| = R4 beyond which it drops to zero (gradually
for Woods-Saxon geometry).

From p,(x, b, /s), one can compute the transverse gradient of the average longi-
tudinal collective momentum per parton dp,/dx which is an even function of x and
vanishes at b = 0. One can then estimate the longitudinal momentum difference A p,
between two neighboring partons in QGP. On average, the relative orbital angular
momentum for two colliding partons separated by Ax in the transverse direction is

d
Iy = —(Ax)zﬁ. (7.11)

With the hard-sphere nuclear distribution, /, is proportional to

dpo _ po _ N5 (7.12)
dx Ry 2¢(s)Ra

This provides a measure of order of magnitude of dp,/dx. In Au + Au collisions
at /s = 200 GeV, the number of charged hadrons per participating nucleon is about
15 [29]. Assuming the number of partons per (meson dominated) hadron is about 2,
we have c(s) ~ 45 (including neutral hadrons). Given R4 = 6.5 fm, dpo/dx ~ 0.34
GeV/fm and we obtain a value of [y = —(Ax)zdpo/dx ~ —1.7for Ax =1 fm.

In Fig. 7.5, we show the average local orbital angular momentum [, given by
Eq. (7.11) for two neighboring partons separated by Ax = 1 fm as a function of
x for different impact parameter b for both Woods-Saxon and hard-sphere nuclear
distributions. We see that /, is in general of the order of 1 and is comparable or larger
than the spin of a quark. It is expected that c(s) should depend logarithmically on
the colliding energy /s, therefore I, should increases with growing ./s.

7.2.3.2 Results from the Bjorken Scaling Model
In a three dimensional expanding system, there could be a strong correlation between
longitudinal flow velocity and spatial coordinate of the fluid cell. The most sim-
plified picture is the Bjorken scaling scenario [30] in which the longitudinal flow
velocity is identical to the spatial velocity n = log[(¢ + z)/(t — z)]. With such cor-
relation, the local interaction and thermalization require that a parton only interacts
with other partons in the same region of longitudinal momentum or rapidity Y.
The width of such region in rapidity is determined by the half-width of the thermal
distribution f;;, (Y, pr) = exp[—p7 cosh(Y — n)/T] [31], which is approximately
Ay =~ 1.5 (with (pr) = 2T and T is the local temperature). The relevant measure
of the local relative orbital angular momentum between two interacting partons is,
therefore, the difference in parton rapidity distributions at a transverse distance of
the order of the average interaction range.

The variation of the rapidity distributions with respect to the transverse coordinate
can be described by the normalized rapidity distribution f,(Y, x) at given x

d*N ;dN
dxdY /! dx’

fp(Y,x,b,/s) = (7.13)
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Fig.7.5 The average orbital 6 T T T
angular momentum

Iy = —(Ax)2dp,/dx of two
neighboring partons
separated by Ax = 1 fmasa
function of the scaled
transverse coordinate

x/(R4 — b/2) for different
values of the impact
parameter b/ R 4 with the
hard-sphere (upper panel)
and Woods-Saxon (lower
panel) nuclear distributions.
This figure is taken from [4] 6 . . .
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where d> N /dxdY denotes the number density of particles produced with respect to
xand Y anddN/dx = [dY d?>N /dxdY is the distribution of particles with respect
to x. At a given x, the overall average value of the rapidity is given by

(Y(x,b,+/5)) = / YdY f, (Y, x, b, \/5). (7.14)

(Y (x, b, \/s )) just corresponds to p,(x, b, \/s) given by Eq. (7.9) discussed in the
Landau fireball model. It measures the overall behavior of the rapidity distribution
of partons at given transverse coordinate x. To further quantify such longitudinal
fluid shear, one can calculate the average rapidity within an interval Ay at a given
rapidity Y, i.e.

A2 19f A% 3In f
Y, (Y, x,b, Y+ X Py X L
WM ox b sNNY + 3555y 2 oy

(7.15)

Here, we use the subscript/ to denote that this is the average of Y in alocalized interval
[Y — Ay/2,Y + Ay /2] to differentiate it from the overall average (Y (x, b, 4/5))
given by Eq. (7.14). The average rapidity shear or the difference in average rapidity
for two partons separated by a unit of transverse distance Ax is then given by
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9 A% 3%In f
—(Yi(Y, x,b, ~ Lo P 7.16
L, x Vs) 1 77ox (7.16)
The averaged longitudinal momentum is
A2
(p.) inh(Y;) hY 4 coshy ~r 910 /p (7.17)
% 1n =~ in . .
Pz prS ! 12 COs 12 oy
The corresponding local relative longitudinal momentum shear is given by
3 (Y, A3 921
(P2) o prcoshy 290 o cosny Sx e (7.18)
ox ox 12 9Yox

The corresponding local orbital angular momentum /, for two partons separated
by a transverse separation Ax at a given rapidity Y is ([, (Y)) = —AxA(p;) =
—(Ax)%3(p.)/dx. We transform it into the co-moving frame or the center of mass
frame of the two partons and obtain

AL 3’Inf
I3V, x,b =-A ~ —(Ax)? —L2 7.19
{5, x,b,\/5)) x (pZ) ( )PT24 Tz (7.19)
We see that they are all determined by a key quantity
3%1In £, (Y, x, b, \/5)
Y, x,b, = £ , 7.20
sp( X \/E) 3Yox ( )
that is determined by d>N /dxdY . In terms of £p(Y,x,b,\/s), we have
o) A £ (7.21)
dx 12 °7 '
d(p:)  AY
e &, preosh?, (7.22)
A2
B, x, b, V/5)) ~ =27 & (Ax)?pr. (7.23)

The Y-dependence averaged over the transverse separation x is determined by the
average value of §,(Y, x, b, /s) defined by

dN

&p) :/dx E,(Y,x,b, \/_)d v/ ar (7.24)

where dN /dY = [dx(d 2N /dxdY) is the rapidity distribution of partons produced
in a AA collision at the given impact parameter b. In the binary approximation

dN dN,,

W = partW. (725)
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Fig.7.6 The average
rapidity (Y) of the final state
particles as a function of the
transverse coordinate x from
HIJING Mont Carlo
simulations [32,33] of
non-central Au + Au
collisions at /s = 200 GeV.
This figure is taken from [4]
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To proceed with numerical calculations, one needs a dynamical model to estimate
the local rapidity distribution >N /dxdY of produced partons. For this purpose, two
models, the HIJING Monte Carlo model [32,33] and the model proposed by Brodsky,
Gunion, and Kuhn (denoted as BGK model) [34], have been used [4,35]. We present
the results [4,35] obtained in the following, respectively.

(i) Results Obtained Using HIJING

In [4], the HIJING Monte Carlo model [32,33] was used to calculate the hadron
rapidity distributions at different transverse coordinate x and assume that parton
distributions of the dense matter are proportional to the final hadron spectra. We
show the results obtained in this way in [4] in the following:

Shown in Fig. 7.6 is the average rapidity of particles in the final state as a function
of the transverse coordinate x for different values of the impact parameter b. We
see that, besides the edge effects, the distributions have exactly the same qualitative
features as given by the wounded nucleon model in Fig. 7.4.

In Fig. 7.7, we see the results of normalized rapidity distributions f,(Y, x, b, J/5)
at different values of the transverse coordinate x. We see that at finite values of x,
fp(Y, x, b, /s) evidently peak at larger values of rapidity |Y|. The shift in the shape
of the rapidity distributions will provide the local longitudinal fluid shear or finite
relative orbital angular momentum for two interacting partons in the local co-moving
frame at any given rapidity Y. The fluid shear in the local co-moving frame at given
rapidity Y is finite and peaks at a large value of rapidity |Y| ~ 2. It is also generally
smaller than the averaged fluid shear in the center of mass frame of two colliding
nuclei in the Landau fireball model.

Shown in Fig. 7.8 is the average rapidity shear d(Y})/dx as a function of the rapid-
ity Y at different values of the transverse coordinate x for Ay = 1. As we can see, the
average rapidity shear has a positive and finite value in the central rapidity region.
As given by Eq. (7.18), the corresponding local relative longitudinal momentum
shear d(p.)/0x is determined by this rapidity shear multiplied by pr cosh Y. With
(pr) = 2T ~ 0.8 GeV, we have 9(p;)/dx ~ 0.003 GeV/fm in the central rapidity
region of a non-central Au + Au collision at the RHIC energy given by the HIJING
simulations, which is smaller than that from a Landau fireball model estimate.

(ii) Results Obtained Using the BGK Model
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Fig.7.7 The normalized 0.2 F———r————r —r——————r— SR T
rapidity distribution

fp(Y, x, b, /5) (in unit of
1/fm) of particles at different
transverse position x from
HIJING simulations of
non-central Au + Au
collisions at /s = 200 GeV.
This figure is taken from [4]

fp(Y, %)

Fig.7.8 (Color online) The
average rapidity shear
a(Y;)/0x within a window
Ay = 1 as a function of the
rapidity Y at different
transverse position x from
HIJING calculation of
non-central Au + Au
collisions at /s = 200 GeV.
This figure is taken from [4]

x=0.0 fm b=1.0R,

o<Y>/ox

In a recent paper [35], a simple model [34] instead of HIJING [32,33] was used to
repeat these calculations. Here, in this simple BGK model [34], the rapidity distri-
bution of produced hadrons is given by that in pp-collision, d N, /dY , multiplied
by the following Y linearly dependent factor, i.e.

d*N  dNp,
dxdydY =~ dY

YL +Y
2Y1

Y —Y
[Tf(x,y,m + T (x, y, b) =% ] (7.26)

2Yr

where T: /T is the thickness function for the projectile or target nucleus given by

0T (x,y,b) = /dz pX T (x, y,2,b), (7.27)
Y1, ~ In(y/s/2m ) is the maximum of the rapidity of the produced hadron; d N, /dY
of hadrons produced in a pp-collision is taken as a modified Gaussian

dNpp
dy

= aj exp(=Y?/a»)/\/1 + az cosh* Y, (7.28)

where aj, az, and a3 are parameters depending on the collision energy. They are
determined by fitting the results obtained from PYTHIAS.2 [36] for pp collisions.
A few examples obtained in [35] is given in Table 7.1.
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Table 7.1 The parameters ay, as and a3 for the rapidity distribution d N, /dY given by Eq. (7.28)
determined from PYTHIAS.2 [36]. These numbers are taken from [35]

/5 (GeV) ap a as

200 4.584 26.112 9.70 x 10~%
130 4.096 25.896 5.61 x 1077
62.4 3.862 18.911 9.75 x 107°
39 3.420 18.779 6.61 x 1073
27 3.421 13.555 2.50 x 1074
115 2784 10.488 5.90 x 1073

¥=3

(] 6| i
(@) (b) b ;
4 4 q \
= = =
-2 -2 N/ -.
3 g o |
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% (fm) x (fm) % (fm)

Fig.7.9 Contour plots for distributions of hadrons obtained in BGK model [34] with a hard-sphere
nuclear distribution in the transverse plane for non-central Au + Au collisions at /s = 200 GeV
at b = 1.2R 4 and different rapidities. The number on the contour line denotes the value on the line
normalized by that at the origin. This figure is taken from [35]

One great advantage to take this simple model [34] is that we have analytical
expressions for all the quantities need so the calculations are quite simplified so that
the physical significance can be easily demonstrated. In Ref. [35], different results
obtained using a hard-sphere or Woods-Saxon nuclear distribution are given. In the
following, we show those obtained using a hard-sphere distribution as an example.
Those obtained using Woods-Saxon are similar.

Shown in Fig. 7.9 are the contour plots for distributions of hadrons in the trans-
verse plane with different rapidities. This provides us a very intuitive picture of how
particles are distributed in the transverse plane at different rapidities. We see that at
Y = 0, the distributions are symmetric with respect to x while at Y = —3 the center
shifts to positive x and at Y = —3 shifts to negative x. But they are all symmetric or
even function of y.

We integrate over the transverse coordinates and obtain

P T
EN _ ANy (dN"a” Tt ¥ N Yo = Y) : (7.29)

dxdY ~— dY dx 2Y; dx 2Y;

AN 1 dNLy,  dNL,
TN LT —L 7.30
dx 2< ””)( dx + dx (7.30)
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where (Np,,) = [dY(dNp,/dY) is the average total number of particles produced
in the pp collision. The normalized rapidity distribution at given x is given by

oY, x,b,\/5) = Ny |:1+LRN(x,b,\/E):|, (7.31)
L

(Npp)dY Y

where the ratio Ry (x, b, 4/s) is defined by Eq. (7.10).
The overall average value of Y at a given x is given by

2
(Y(x,b,4/5)) = <IY/_)RN(X, b,\s), (7.32)
L
where (Y2) = f deY(dep/dY)/(Npp> is the average value of Y2 in pp collision.

Comparing Eq. (7.30) with Eq. (7.9), we see that (Y (x, b, 4/s )) in this model has
exactly the same behavior as p,(x, b, 4/s) in the Landau fireball model.

Figure 7.10 shows the average values of Y as functions of x plotted in the same
format as that in Fig. 7.6. We see that, besides those in the edge regions where the
calculations need to be modified, the results exhibit the same qualitative features as
those in Fig. 7.6, though the quantitative results show slight differences. Figure 7.11
shows the corresponding normalized distributions f,,(Y, x, b, /s). The right panel
is to compare with Fig. 7.7 where HIJING monte Carlo model was used. We see
in particular a clear shift of the peak to positive Y for x > 0 and to negative Y for
x < 0.

To show the rapidity dependence of the local orbital angular momentum or
momentum shear, Ref. [35] also calculated (&) defined in Eq. (7.20) as a func-
tion of Y at different energies. The obtained results are shown in Fig. 7.12. From this
figure, we see that the rapidity dependence of (§,) is quite weak except at the lim-
iting region when Y reaches its maximum. This represents the characteristics of the

Fig.7.10 The average
rapidity (Y) of the final state
particles as a function of the
transverse coordinate x from 0.01
BGK [34] with a hard-sphere

nuclear distribution in

non-central Au + Au

collisions at /s = 200 GeV. 0
This figure is taken from [35]

Y)

—-0.01
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x(fm)
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Fig.7.11 The normalized distribution f,(Y, x) of hadrons in BGK model [34] with a hard-sphere
nuclear distribution in the transverse plane for non-central Au + Au collisions at /s = 200 GeV
and b = 1.2R, as a function of x at different rapidity Y (left panel), and as a function of Y at
different x (right panel). This figure is taken from [35]

Fig.7.12 The averaged G
(p) = (9°Inf,/0Ydx) asa = | 7.7GeV
function of rapidity Y of %0'15 9.2GeV
final state particles in BGK “~>—<"~ z
model [34] with a > . M'[}(';‘“f
hard-sphere nuclear = L B e
distribution for non-central % 0.1k mwane — gt ’ ____.-"19'62?%\! v
Au + Au collisions at N R i e 3?)(5 eV
different energies and impact e 6D.4GeY
parameter b = 1.2R 4. This e
figure is taken from [35] s s S ________%%V
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rapidity dependence of the microscopic local momentum shear and may also reflect
the rapidity dependence of the corresponding macroscopic observable effects.

7.3  Spin-Orbit Coupling in a Relativistic Quantum System

The spin-orbit coupling is a well-known effect in a quantum system. Here, we present
a short discussion of the origin and a brief review of related phenomena.

7.3.1 Dirac Equation and Spin-Orbit Coupling

The spin-orbit coupling is an intrinsic property for a relativistic fermionic quantum
system. This is derived explicitly from the Dirac equation. A number of characteris-
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tics of the Dirac equation show that it describes particles of spin-1/2, and the spin and
orbital angular momentum couple to each other intrinsically even for free particles.
Here, we recall a few of such characteristics in the following:

First of all, it is well known that, even for a free Dirac particle, the Hamiltonian )it
does not commute with the orbital angular momentum L and the spin X separately,
but commutes with the total angular momentum J = L + ¥/2,ie., [ﬁ, I:] = —ia X
p. [H, =] =2ia x p, but [H, J ] = 0. This clearly shows that the spin and orbital
angular momentum couple to each other and transform from one to another in a
relativistic fermionic quantum system, though the strength of the spin-orbit coupling
can be different for an electromagnetic or a strongly interacting system.

Second, the magnetic momentum of a Dirac particle with electric charge e is
obtained simply by replacing the classical expression M = er x v/2 with opera-
tors, i.e., M=er xa /2. In an eigenstate |) of H, if we take the nonrelativistic
approximation £ &~ m, we obtain immediately that [37]

M) ~ Zi(wl(l: +0)lp). (7.33)
m

where ¢ is the upper component of ¥. This is just the well-known result for point-like
spin-1/2 particles where the Landre factors are g;, = 1 and gz = 2.
If we consider a Dirac particle moving in a central potential, the stationary state

A AD A ~
is the eigenstate of H,J , J, and the parity P with eigenvalues (¢, j, m, P), i.e.

(N9, ©,
fer(€,,0, 6) ) 734

Vejmp(r, 0, ¢, 5) = ((—1>%<’”*”gew<r>9§m(6” ?)

where Qljm (8, ¢) is the 2 x 1 spheric harmonic wave function in the nonrelativistic

case, fe1(r) and goy (r) are the radial parts, j =1+ 1/2=101'F1/2and P = (-DL.
In the ground state ¢ = &g, j = 1/2, P = +, the magnetic moment is given by [37]

(€0, 1/2, m, +Mleg, 1/2, m, +) = g (&(m)|o|E(m)), (7.35)

where p, = —2e f rdr foo(r)go1(r)/3 is a constant determined by ground state
radial wave functions, £ (m) is the eigenstate of o, and is a Pauli spinor. Equation 7.35
has exactly the same form as that for a quark at rest. This explains why the static
quark model works well in describing the magnetic moment of baryon although we
know that the quark mass is small and the relativistic treatment has to be used.

Third, we consider a Dirac particle moving in a magnetic field with potential
A = (¢, A). By replacing p with p — eA in the Dirac equation and taking the non-
relativistic approximation, we obtain immediately

1 do .

_— , 7.36
4m? rdr g ( )

R 1
Hy = 2—(P—€A)2 —ep —
m

where the spin-orbit coupling is obtained automatically.
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7.3.2 Spin-Orbit Coupling in Systems Under Electromagnetic
Interactions

Intuitively, the spin-orbit coupling in systems under electromagnetic interactions has
a very clear physical picture and also leads to many well-known effects. The most
famous textbook example might be the fine structure of atomic light spectra. Here, we
consider the electron moving in the electromagnetic field induced by the hydrogen
atom, we take the extra 1/2 factor due to Thomas precession into account and obtain
immediately

1 e e do¢
Vls(r)z—E;L~B=—a-vxE:——tr-L. (7.37)

4m 4m? rdr
This is exactly the same as that in Eq. (7.36) derived from Dirac equation.

The spin-orbit coupling plays also a very important in modern spintronics in
condensed matter physics where spin transport in the electromagnetically interacting
system is studied. There are also examples in electromagnetically interacting systems
where spin polarization (magnetization) and orbital angular momentum (rotation)
are transferred from one to the other. Earlier examples may even be traced back to
Einstein and de Haas [38] and Barnet [39]. It was known as the Einstein—de Haas
effect, where the rotation is caused by magnetization and the Barnett effect that is
the gyromagnetic effect where magnetization is caused by rotation.

7.3.3 Spin-Orbit Coupling in Systems Under Strong Interactions

In systems under strong interactions, the spin-orbit coupling also leads to many dis-
tinguished effects. One of such famous examples is the nuclear shell model developed
by Mayer and Jensen [40—42] where the spin-orbit coupling plays a crucial role to
produce the magic numbers of atomic nuclei.

There is no such clear intuitive picture for the spin-orbit interaction in systems
under strong interactions as that for electromagnetic interactions so the strength
cannot be derived explicitly. Usually, in the covariant relativistic formalism, the
spin-orbit coupling does appears explicitly. However, the role that it plays can be
seen whenever one separates spin and orbital angular momentum from each other.
Besides the famous example in the nuclear shell model, another explicit example
is the heavy quarkonium spectra where spin-orbit coupling has to be taken into
account [43].

Even more interesting is that, in the frontier of high energy spin physics, it seems
that spin-orbit coupling plays a key role in understanding all the four classes of
striking spin effects mentioned in Sect. 7.1 observed in experiments since 1970s. The
simplest argument that orbital angular momentum contributes significantly to proton
spin is that discussed in the first point in Sect. 7.3.1 where it has been shown that the
orbital angular momentum for a Dirac particle is not a good quantum number. Hence,
even if a quark is in the ground states in a central potential as given by Eq. (7.34),
the average value of the orbital angular momentum is not zero. If we, e.g., consider
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a quark in the ground state in a spheric potential well with infinite depth such as in
the MIT bag model, the orbital angular momentum contributes ~35% to the total
angular momentum.

Both phenomenological model [37,44] and pQCD calculations [45] indicate that
orbital angular momentum of quarks in a polarized nucleon and the initial or final state
interactions are responsible for SSA observed [10-13] in inclusive hadron-hadron
collisions. It has also been shown that transverse hyperon polarization observed [14—
18] in unpolarized hadron-hadron collisions are closely related to SSA thus has the
same physical origins [46]. The spin analyzing power observed [18-21] in elastic
pp scattering is due to color magnetic interaction during the scattering [47] thus
originates also from the orbital angular momentum of the constituents in the polarized
proton. The study of the role played by the orbital angular momentum is one of the
core issues currently in high energy spin physics. See recent reviews such as [9,48—
511

7.4 Theoretical Predictions on the Global Polarization Effect of
QGP in HIC

It has been shown [2] that due to spin-orbit interactions in a strongly interacting sys-
tem such as QGP, the orbital angular momentum can be transferred to the polarization
of the constituents in the system such as the quarks and antiquarks.

7.4.1 Global Quark Polarization in QGP in HIC

In Sect. 7.2, we have seen that in a non-central AA collision, there is a huge global
orbital angular momentum for the colliding system. Such a global angular momentum
leads to the longitudinal fluid shear in the produced system of partons. A pair of
interacting partons will have a finite value of relative orbital angular momentum
along the direction opposite to the normal of the reaction plane. We have also seen
in Sect. 7.3 that spin-orbit coupling is an intrinsic property of a relativistic system.
It is thus natural to ask whether the orbital angular momentum or momentum shear
leads to the polarization of partons in the system.

There is no field theoretical calculation that can be applied directly to answer
this question because usually the calculations are in the momentum space where
the momentum shear with respect to x coordinate cannot be taken into account. To
achieve this, Ref. [2] took the approach by considering parton scattering with impact
parameter in the preferred direction and reach the positive conclusion. We summarize
the studies of Refs. [2,4] in this section.

7.4.1.1 Quark Scattering at Fixed Impact Parameter
To be explicit, we consider the scattering g1 (p1) + g2(p2) = q1(p3) + q2(p4a) of
two quarks with different flavors. The scattering matrix element in momentum space
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is given by
Spi = (fI81i) = M 1i(@)2m)*8*(p1 + p2 — p3 — pa), (7.38)

where p; = (E;, p;) is the four-momentum of the quark, ¢ = p; — p3 = ps — p> is
the four-momentum transfer and M ¢; (¢) is the scattering amplitude in momentum
space. The incident momenta are taken as in z or —z direction and the transverse
momentum is denoted as pr = p3r = —p47. The differential cross section in the
momentum space is given by

_Cqq ISri@P  dPps dPp
F TV (n)32E3 2n)32E4’

do (7.39)

where T and V are interaction time and volume of the space, c;q = 2/9 is the color

factor, and F = 4\/ (p1-p2)?— m%m% is the flux factor. Here, just for clarity of

equations, we omit the spin indices and will pick them up later in the following:
It can easily be verified that

d? ;
Spi = /dsz/ _(27;];_2/\/1]”1‘ (q)e " ATHPOXT Q)Y (p1 + pa — p3 — pa),
(7.40)
where we use X7 to denote the impact parameter of the two scattering quarks to

distinguish it from the impact parameter b = b e, of the two nuclei. By inserting
Eq. (7.40) into (7.39), we obtain

do = Cq—q'/\dsz‘/‘_dqu deJ‘ e_i(qT_kT)'XT Mfl(q) M?’(k) (741)
F (2m)* (27)? Alg)  Ak)

where M ;i (g) and M ; (k) are scattering amplitudes in momentum space with
four-momentum transfer ¢ = (qo, qr, g;) and k = (ko, Kr, k;), respectively; A(q)
is a kinematic factor obtained in carrying out the integration and is given by

d*pydps 1
2E3 2E4  (E\+ E))p3;
(7.42)

A () = f 8*(p1 + p2 — p3 — pa)8*(ar + pr)

where p3; is the positive solution of \/qu + p%z + m% + \/qu + p%z + mﬁ =F; +
E,. Here, in obtaining Eq. (7.41), we have taken the symmetric form with the
exchange of ¢ and k to guarantee the integrand of d%x7 to be positive definite.

We pick up the spin indices and suppose that we are interested in the polarization
of quark ¢ after the scattering. We, therefore, average over the spins of initial quarks
and sum over the spin of quark g» in the final state. In this case, we have

d’ory _ Cqq )3 /dqu PE ity xg M@ M K) (7.43)
d%xr 16FM ey 2m)? 2r)? Alg) Ak)
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We define

d’A d? d*o_
7L L9 (7.44)
dsz dZ)CT dsz
d’o _ d’oy n d*o_ (7.45)
dsz - dsz dsz ’ ’

where A3 = + or — denotes that the spin of g; after the scattering is in the positive
or negative direction of the normal n of the reaction plane; d%o /d*xr is just the
unpolarized cross section at the fixed impact parameter.

Suppose that the impact parameter X7 has a given distribution fyq (X7, b, Y, /),
we can calculate the polarization in the following way:

dZAa
(80) = [ @xr fyg(xr.b. Y V5 (7.46)
2
(o) = / d>x1 foq (X1, (7.47)
and the polarization of the quark g after the scattering is given by
P; = (Ao) /(o). (7.48)

As discussed in Sect. 7.2, the average relative orbital angular momentum I of
two scattering quarks is in the opposite direction of the normal of the reaction plane
in non-central AA collisions. Since a given direction of I corresponds to a given
direction of x7, there should be a preferred direction of x7 at a given direction of
the nucleus-nucleus impact parameter b. The distribution f,, (X1, b, Y, J/8) of X7
at given b depends on the collective longitudinal momentum distribution shown in
Sect. 7.2. Clearly, it depends on the dynamics of QGP and that of AA collisions.

To see the qualitative features of the physical consequences explicitly, Refs. [2,4]
took a simplified fyq (X1, b, Y, /8) as an example, i.e., a uniform distribution of x7
in the upper half xy-plane with x > 0, i.e.

f(](](xT’bs Y’ ’\/E) O(O(x)9 (7‘49)
so that
©© ©  Jd?A0
o) %/ dx/ dy (7.50)
0 00 dsz
o0 o0
o) %/ dx/ dy (7.51)
0 00
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7.4.1.2 Quark Scattering by a Static Potential

To see the characteristics of the physical consequences clearly, in [2], we considered
first a quark scattering by a static potential. Here, it is envisaged that a quark inci-
dent in z-direction and is scattered by an effective static potential induced by other
constituents of QGP. In this case, we obtain

Myi(q) = un(p + q) 4(q) u(p), (7.52)

where A(q) = (Aop(q),0) and Ap(g) = g/ (q2 + ,u%)) is the screened static potential
with Debye screen mass up [52]. It follows that:

M i @M (k) = Ao(q) Ao ()it (p + @) (F + mg)u.(p + k), (7.53)

where p = (E, —p). We choose n as the quantization axis of spin and denote the
eigenvalue by A = *1. For small angle scattering, g7, kt ~ up < E, we obtain,

., (@7 —k7) - (n x p)
M i (@M%, (k) ~ 4E*Ag(q) Ao (k) | 1 — in , (154
fil@) My (k) 0(q)Ao( )[ i 2E(E +my) (7.54)
and the cross sections are given by
42 4 42 42k i(kr —qr)-x7
o _8cr qar T e (7.55)

Pxr 4] @R @ G i)+ i)

d’Ao  gtcr [ d’qr d*kr (nxp)- (kr —qr) e/ KT—AD)XT 756
= l . .
d’xr 0 8p7 ) Q)2 Q2n)? (g7 + uh) (G +ud)

where cr is the color factor. It is interesting to note that, under such approximation,
these two parts of the cross section are related to each other

dzAa_ 1 @ x p) dea
Pxp  2pr RV

(7.57)

Completing the integrations over d2>g7 and d?k7 by using the integration formulae

d2 eiqT'XT d J ( X ) 1
2qT2 2 2 Z/qu ar quT Tz = 2—K0(MDXT), (7.58)
@m)% g7 +1p T 47 tHUp T
we obtain from Eqgs. (7.55) and (7.56) that [2],
d*c
d2xr = aECTK(%(/JLDxT), (7.59)
d*Ac 2

ey = oaer [ xm) & /] o Ko(upr) Ki(upar). (760)



7 Global Polarization Effect and Spin-Orbit Coupling ... 217

where Jo and K are the Bessel and modified Bessel functions respectively and x7 =
|x7|. The unpolarized cross section just corresponds to d*o /d*qr = 47‘[0{36'7"/ (q% +
/L%))2 in the momentum space.

It is evident from Eq. (7.60) that parton scattering polarizes quarks along the
direction opposite to the normal of the parton reaction plane determined by the impact
parameter X7, i.e., along the direction of the relative orbital angular momentum. This
is essentially the manifest of spin-orbit coupling in QCD. Ordinarily, the polarized
cross section along a fixed direction n vanishes when averaged over all possible
direction of the parton impact parameter x7. However, in non-central HIC the local
relative orbital angular momentum (/) provides a preferred average reaction plane
for parton collisions. This leads to a quark polarization opposite to the normal of
the reaction plane of HIC. This conclusion should not depend on our perturbative
treatment of parton scattering as far as the effective interaction is mediated by the
vector coupling in QCD.

Averaging over the relative angle between parton X7 and nuclear impact parameter
b from —m /2 to /2 and over x7, one can obtain the global quark polarization

P, = —wuplpl/2E(E 4+ my) (7.61)

via a single scattering for given E.
If one takes the nonrelativistic limit, E ~ m, > |p|, up, one obtains

Py ~ —mpplpl/4m]. (7.62)

One of the advantages in this limit is that one can check effects due to spin-
orbit coupling explicitly. Here, the spin-orbit coupling is given by Eq. (7.36). The
corresponding energy is roughly given by (Ej) ~ (I -s dV /rdr/m?). Given the
interaction range is r ~ 1/up, (dV /rdr) ~ —(V),uzD; (I-s)y ~()/2 ~ |pl/2up.
The quark polarization is P; ~ (Ej,)/(V). We obtain P, ~ —up|pl/m? that is just
the result given by Eq. (7.62).

If one takes the ultra-relativistic limit m, = 0 and |p| > up, one expects from
Eq. (7.61) that P;, ~ —mup/2E. However, given dpo/dx = 0.34 GeV/fm for semi-
peripheral (b = R ) collisions at RHIC, and an average range of interaction Ax ! ~
up ~ 0.5 GeV, Ap, ~ 0.1 GeV is smaller than the typical transverse momentum
transfer p p. In this case, one has to go beyond small angle approximation.

We also note that the cross sections can be written in a general form as
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d’o F(xr., E) (7.63)
X = Xr, , .
dsz T
d*Ac
——— =n- (X7 Xp) AF(xr, E), (7.64)
dsz

where F (x7, E) and AF (x7, E) are scalar functions of both x7 = |x7| and the c.m.
energy E of the two quarks. We would like to emphasize that Egs. (7.63) and (7.64)
are in fact the most general forms of the two parts of the cross sections under parity
conservation in the scattering process. The unpolarized part of the cross section
should be independent of any transverse direction thus can only take the form as
given by Eq. (7.63), i.e. it depends only on the magnitude of x7 but not on the
direction. For the spin-dependent part, the only scalar that we can construct from the
available vectors is m - (p x x7). Hence, d> Ao /d?x7 can only take the form given
by Eq. (7.64).

We also note that x7 X p is nothing but the relative orbital angular momentum of
the two-quark system, I = x7 x p. Therefore, the polarized cross section takes its
maximum when n is parallel or antiparallel to the relative orbital angular momen-
tum, depending on whether A F is positive or negative. This corresponds to quark
polarization in the direction / or —1.

7.4.1.3 Quark-Quark Scattering in a Thermal Medium
The quark-quark scattering amplitude in a thermal medium can be calculated by
using the Hard Thermal Loop (HTL) resummed gluon propagator [53,55]

v v
A (g) = r L —1
@ —q* + M7 (§) " —q* + TL(§) tesb

q"q"

, (7.65)
q4

where g denotes the gluon four-momentum and « is the gauge fixing parameter,
x=w/y/—G¢*andw = q-u,§ = q — wu, u is the fluid velocity of the local medium.
The longitudinal and transverse projectors P}“JL are defined by

1
P} = ﬁ(a)q” — ¢*uM) (wq" — q*u"), (7.66)
"G
ﬂW:gw__Er, (7.67)

where g, = guv —uyuuy. Iy and Iy are the transverse and longitudinal self-
energies and are given by [53]

1+ ,
L&) = up [1 - gm (ﬁ) + zgs] (1-¢€, (7.68)
2 1+ ,
Mr ) = up [‘% + %(1 —&)n (%) - z%s(l - s%} . (.69

where the Debye screening mass is u% = g?(N, + Nf/2)T2/3.
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With the above HTL gluon propagator, the quark-quark scattering amplitude
Mi(g) in the momentum space can be expressed as

Mi(q) = i3 (p3)yuttn, (PO A" (@it (P4) yoits, (P2). (7.70)

The product M ¢; (q) M* ¢; (k) can be converted to the following trace form:

D My @M* pik) = A (@) A®P* (k) Teluzy (p1 — Kits (p1 + @)y (P1+ m1)va]
A2

XTr[uy, (p2 — Kita, (p2 — @) yv (P2+m2)ypl. (7.71)

In calculations of transport coefficients such as jet energy loss parameter [54] and
thermalization time [55] that generally involve cross sections weighted with trans-
verse momentum transfer, the imaginary part of the HTL propagator in the magnetic
sector is enough to regularize the infrared behavior of the transport cross sections.
However, in the calculation of quark polarization, the total parton scattering cross
section is involved. The contribution from the magnetic part of the interaction has,
therefore, infrared divergence that can only be regularized through the introduction
of non-perturbative magnetic screening mass i, & 0.255/N./2g>T [56].

Since we have neglected the thermal momentum perpendicular to the longitudinal
flow, the energy transfer «w = 0 in the center of mass frame of the two colliding
partons. This corresponds to setting x = 0 in the HTL resummed gluon propagator
in Eq. (7.65). In this case, the center of mass frame of scattering quarks coincides
with the local co-moving frame of QGP and the fluid velocity isu = (1, 0, 0, 0). The
corresponding HTL effective gluon propagator in Feynman gauge that contributes
to the scattering amplitudes reduces to

AR (g) = g™’ — utu? utu

+ . (1.72)
a*+uy  ¢*+up?

The spin-dependent part determines the polarization of the final state quark g
via the scattering. The calculation is much involved. A detailed study is given in [4].
We summarize part of the key results in the following:

(1) Small Angle Approximation

We only consider light quarks and neglect their masses. Carrying out the traces in
Eq.(7.71), we can obtain the expression of the cross section with HTL gluon propa-
gators. The results are much more complicated than those as obtained in Sect. 7.4.1.3
using a static potential model [2]. However, if we consider small transverse momen-
tum transfer and use the small angle approximation, the results are still very simple.
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In this case, with g, ~ 0 and g7 = |q7| < p, we obtain

d*c g4cqq d*qr d*kr

— i(kr —qr)-x7
d?xr 8 (2m)? (2m)?
X ! + ! ! + ! (7.73)
ap+uk o qr+ud )\ K+l ) '
d* Ao g4cqq dqu d%ky ;
— (kr—qr) X7 [ () — . n
d%x7 16p2 / Qn)? 2n)2¢ [Ger —ar) - (b > )]

1 1 1 1
9 n + . (174
(q%vw?n q%+u%> (k%+u%; k%+u%>

‘We note that there exist the same relationship between the polarized and unpolarized
cross section as that given by Eq. (7.57) obtained in the case of static potential model
under the same small angle approximation. Completing the integration over d’qr
and d’ky by using the formulae given by Eqs. (7.58), we obtain

d*c c
49,2

_ 2
Py T 2% [Ko(mxT) + Ko(px7)]”, (7.75)
d*Ac cqqot2 .
Bxr 2p25 [P x n) - X7 [Ko(umxT) + Ko(pxr)]

X[ 1m K1 (mx7) + p K1 (pxT)], (7.76)

where X7 = x7/x7 is the unit vector of x7. We compare the above results with
those given by Egs. (7.59) and (7.60) obtained in the screened static potential model
where one also made the small angle approximation. We see that the only difference
between the two results is the additional contributions from magnetic gluons, whose
contributions are absent in the static potential model.

(ii) Beyond Small Angle Approximation

Now we present the complete results for the cross section in impact parameter space
using HTL gluon propagators without small angle approximation. The unpolarized
and polarized cross section can be expressed as

do g4cqq d*qr d*kr o (kT —ap) X7 /g, k)

d2xr 165 | (27)2 2n)2 ADAD (7.77)

dAo =ig4cqq dqu deT o (k1 —ar)x7 Af(g, k)
dxp 882 ) (2m)? (2n)? AQAK)

(7.78)
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where § is the c.m. energy squared of the quark-quark system, f (g, k) and A f (g, k)
are given by

Aup(q, k)
flq.k) = Z( S (7.79)

AAab (q k)

7.80
+ud) K2 + )’ 7

Af(g. k)= (pxmn)- Z( >

where the subscript a or b denotes m or D representing the magnetic or electric part
and the sum runs over all possibilities of (a, b). A, are Lorentz scalar functions of
(g, k) given by

Anm(k,q) =38 = (g + 0’1+ (¢ - )°, (7.81)
App(g. k) = G —¢* =KD = (g + 01+ (g - b7, (7.82)
Anp(q, k) = Appu(k,q) =318 — k> — (q + )’ 1+ (K —k - 9)* + , (7.83)

AAgp(q, k) is a vector in the momentum space and can be written as

— (q) . (k)
AAap(q, k) = b (g, k) ar — Ag,, (q, k) kr, (7.84)
where Ag, b) (g, k) and A gc(l b) (g, k) are Lorentz scalar functions given by

f,?ﬁl(q k) = Ag("’ k.q)=3G—q-k)—G+q>+k* —q k>, (7.85)
2@, k) = Mgk, ) = G —q* =k —q - k)G — k) , (7.86)

2,2
,5%((1 ) = Mgl (k) =5G22 —q k) — K2 —g -k — qf W, (1.87)

2k2
Agyp(a. k) = Bgih (k.) = 3G+ =k —q -0+ (@* —q-k—T—)¢*. (1.88)

We note that Agp(q, k) = Aap(k,q), AAup(q, k) = —AAyp(k,q) so that
f(g, k)= f(k,q) and Af(q,k) = —Af(k,q), ie., they are symmetric or anti-
symmetric w.r.t. the two variables, respectively. Hence, the integration result in
Eq. (7.77) is real, while that in Eq. (7.78) is pure imaginary so that the cross section
is real.

We also note that f (g, k) and A g(Q/ )(q k) are all functions of Lorentz invariants

§,q%,k* and g - k. Furthermore, Agyp(k, q) > 0-2 8an ™3, q2, k) (qr - kr)",

and Ag(q/k)(k, q) =0 Ag(q/k "3, g%, k2)(qr - kr)". The angular parts of
the integrations in Eqs. (7.77) and (7.78) can be carried out. For this purpose, we
note that, e.g., for any scalar function f; of (§, ¢2, k%), we have
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d*qr d*kr Jilkr
—q7)-XT ) k2

(27_[)2 (27_[)2 f?(s7q ’ )
4dw 4w
d*qr d*kr
(2m)? (271)2

dqs dkz .
- / ﬁ_Jo(qTxT)JouchT) G2k =FOur,5), (189

I KTTAXT (qr k7)) £5, g%, KP)

d
/ qT quTJ()(qTxT)Jo(kaT)fs(s q*, k%) = FV(xr, §), (7.90)

d*qr d* kT

G €86 K ar = —i%r GO er, ),
. dq? dic )
GOGr.8) = | L Eaiaren) hokrar)ga(.¢* k), (7.91)

d*qr d*kr
(2m)? (27)?

kT =X (5 42 k) (qr - kr)qr = —ikr GV (xr, §),

) . qu dk 5
G (xr,5) = ET‘]T’CTJQ (qrar)Jytkrxr)es(, %, kD). (7.92)

Hence, we see clearly that

do g4cqq A

—— = F, ,8), 7.93
P T 16y L e (759
dAo g qq

i = (p X n) - X7 agh AFup(xT, §). (7.94)

The scalar functions F,;(x7, §) and A F,,(x7, §) are rather involved. However,
if we take the simple form of f,,(xr, Y, b, /s ) given by Eq. (7.49) and calculate
o and Ao using Egs. (7.50) and (7.51), we may first carry out the integration over
x7. In this case we obtain

4 2

328 Jypep @207 A2(g)
gcqq/ dqy /VEZ 0 dg, (NVETOT dke Af(gr qyi ke q))
852 2 2n o g 21 (ke — @) A@AK)”

(7.96)

E27T

These equations can be further simplified to the form suitable for carrying out
numerical calculations. Details are given in Ref. [4] where different cases are also
studied. Here, we present only the result of the quark polarization P, as function of
c,m, energy of the quark-quark system NG /T in Fig. 7.13.

From Fig. 7.13, we see that the quark polarization changes drastically with NG /T.
It increases to some maximum values and then decreases with the growing energy,
approaching the result of small angle approximation in the high-energy limit. This
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Fig.7.13 Quark polarization n.:rD-S L R
-P, as a function of V5T : giss E o.=0.1 ) ]
for different «y’s obtained in E 3 i
quark-quark scattering with a
hard thermal loop
propagator. This figure is
taken from [4]
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structure is caused by the interpolation between the high-energy and low-energy
behavior dominated by the magnetic part of the interaction in the weak coupling
limit ey < 1. Therefore, the position of the maxima in V5 should approximately
scale with the magnetic mass .

7.4.1.4 Conclusions and Discussions on Global Quark Polarization
Although approximations and/or models have to be used in the calculations presented
above, the physical picture and consequence are very clear. It is confident that after
the scattering of two constituents in QGP, the orbital angular momentum will be
transferred partly to the polarization of quarks and antiquarks in the system due to
spin-orbit coupling in QCD. Such a polarization is very different from those that
we meet usually in high energy physics such as the longitudinal or the transverse
polarization. The longitudinal polarization refers to the helicity or the polarization
in the direction of the momentum, whereas the transverse polarization refers to
directions perpendicular to the momentum, either in the production plane or along
the normal of the production plane. These directions are all defined by the momentum
of the individual particle and are in general different for different particles in the same
collision event. In contrast, the polarization discussed here refers to the normal of
the reaction plane. It is a fixed direction for one collision event and is independent of
any particular hadron in the final state. Hence, in Ref. [2], this polarization was given
a new name—the global polarization, and the QGP was referred to as the globally
polarized QGP in non-central HIC. We illustrate this in Fig. 7.14.
The following three points should be addressed in this connection:

(i) The results presented above are mainly a summary of those obtained in the original
papers [2,4], where the global orbital angular momentum for the colliding system
in HIC was first pointed out and the GPE was first predicted. These results are for a
single quark-quark scattering. In a realistic HIC where QGP is created, such quark-
quark scatterings may take place for a few times before they hadronize into hadrons.
The calculations presented above or in [2,4] provide the theoretical basis for GPE.
They do not provide the final results of global quark polarizations.
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Fig.7.14 Illustration of the
global quark polarization
effect in non-central heavy
ion collisions

(ii) The numerical results on quark polarization presented above are based on the
approximation by taking the simple form of f,,(x7, Y, b, \/s) given by Eq. (7.49).
They provide practical guidance for the magnitude of the quark polarization but
cannot give us the relationship between the polarization and the local orbital angular
momentum. Further studies along this line are necessary. In practice, to describe the
evolution of the global quark polarization, one can invoke a dynamical model of
QGP evolution or effectively a dynamical model for fy4 (X7, Y, b, JS).

(>iii) If we consider QGP as a fluid, the momentum shear distribution discussed
in Sec. 7.2 implies a nonvanishing vorticity @ = (1/2)V x v. The spin-orbit cou-
pling can be replaced by spin-vortical coupling. This provides a good opportunity
to study spin-vortical effects in strongly interacting system and has attracted much
attention [59-67]. See chapter on this topic in this series.

7.4.2 A Kinetic Approach for Quark Polarization Rate

The global polarization in heavy ion collisions arises from scattering processes of
partons or hadrons with spin-orbit couplings. In a 2-to-2 particle scattering at a
fixed impact parameter, one can calculate the polarized cross section arising from
the spin-orbit coupling. In a thermal medium, however, momenta of incident parti-
cles are randomly distributed and particles participating in the scattering are located
at different space-time points. In order to obtain observables, we have to take an
ensemble average over random momenta of incident particles and treat scatterings
at different space-time points properly. To this end, a microscopic model was pro-
posed for the polarization from the first principle through the spin-orbit coupling
in particle scatterings in a thermal medium with a shear flow [68]. It is based on
scatterings of particles as wave packets, an effective method to deal with particle
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Fig.7.15 A collision or scattering in the Lab frame (left) and center of mass frame (right)

scatterings at specified impact parameters. The polarization is then the consequence
of particle collisions in a nonequilibrium state of spins. The spin-vorticity coupling
naturally emerges from the spin-orbit one encoded in polarized scattering amplitudes
of collisional integrals when one assumes local equilibrium in momentum but not in
spin.

As an illustrative example, we have calculated the quark polarization rate per unit
volume from all 2-to-2 parton (quark or gluon) scatterings in a locally thermalized
quark-gluon plasma. It can be shown that the polarization rate for antiquarks is the
same as that for quarks because they are connected by the charge conjugate transfor-
mation. This is consistent with the fact that the rotation does not distinguish particles
and antiparticles. The spin-orbit coupling is hidden in the polarized scattering ampli-
tude at specified impact parameters. We can show that the polarization rate per unit
volume is proportional to the vorticity as the result of particle scatterings. Thus, we
build up a nonequilibrium model for the global polarization.

7.4.2.1 Collision Rate for Spin-0 Particles in a Multi-particle System
We aim to derive the spin polarization rate in a thermal medium with a shear flow
from particle scatterings through spin-orbit couplings (Fig.7.15). Before we do it in
the next section, let us first look at the collision rate of spin-zero particles. It is easy
to generalize it to the spin polarization rate for spin-1/2 particles.

In the center of mass frame (CMS) of the incident particle A and B, the collision
rate (the number of collisions per unit time) per unit volume is given by

d*pa d*pg
(27)3 2n)3

Raops12 =nanpglva —vglo faxa, pa) fe(xp, pp)lva — vplAo,

(7.97)
where v4 = |pal/E4 and vg = —|pp|/Ep are the velocity of A and B respectively
with p4 = —pB, fa and fp are the phase space distributions for A and B, respec-

tively, and Ao denotes the infinitesimal element of the cross section which is given by
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1 a3 d? 1
Ao = ——d*xad*xpd(A1)S(Axp)—L! P2 K.
Cas (2m)32E) 27)32E> (2E4)(2Ep)

(7.98)
where we assumed that the scattering takes place at the same time and the same
longitudinal position in the CMS (these conditions are represented by two delta
functions), the constant C 4 g makes Ao have the correct dimension whose definition
will be given later, and K is given by

K = QEA)QER)louw(p1p21¢a(xa, pa)d5(X5, PB))inl* (7.99)
with i = A, B)
Pk 1 K x
i (xi, Pi))in = ———¢;i (ki — pi)e MK )i, (7.100)

Q2m)3 \2E; x

being the wave packets for incident particles. If incoming particles are described by
two plane waves, there is no initial angular momentum. This is why we should use
wave packets for incoming particles. Normally one can choose a Gaussian form for
the wave packet amplitude

3/4 . n.)2
B exp [—w} (7.101)

¢l( 1 pl) a3/2 o

i L

where «; denote the width of the wave packet. For simplicity, we use plane waves to
represent outgoing particles.

Now we consider the scattering process in Fig. 7.16. The incoming particles are
located at x4 and xp. We can use new variables X = (x4 +xp)/ and y = x4 — xp
to replace x4 and xp. We then define Cap = fd4X = tx Qint, Where ry and Qi
are the local time and space volume for the interaction. The local collision rate from
Eq.(7.97) can be written as

d*Nap12 1 d*pa d*pp d*pi d*ps

ax* T 2m?* ) (@n)32E4 @n)32E; 2n)32E; (27)32E,

x|va —vB|Glefd3kAd3de3kgd3k;3

xpa(ka — pa)gpp(kp — pp)di (K, —pa)dpkly —ps)
x8@ )y +ky — p1 — p)8@ (ka + kg — p1 — p2)
xM ({ka, kg} = {p1, p2}) M* ({k}y, k3} = {p1, p2})

x /dzbfA (x + %T pA> fs (X - %T pB) exp[i(Ky —ka) - b], (7.102)

where N p_s 12 is the number of collisions and G; (i = 1, 2) denote the distribution
factors which depends on the particle types in the final state. We have G; = 1 for
the Boltzmann particles and G; = 1 £ f;(p;) for bosons (upper sign) and fermions
(lower sign).
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Fig.7.16 Scattering of two particles in the center of mass frame

7.4.2.2 Polarization Rate for Spin-1/2 Particles from Collisions
Based on the collision rate for spin-zero particles in the above section, we now
consider spin-1/2 particles. We assume that particle distributions are independent of
spin states, so the spin dependence comes only from scatterings of particles carrying
the spin degree of freedom. In this section, we will distinguish quantities in the CMS
from those in the lab frame, we will put an index ¢ for a CMS quantity.

If the system has reached local equilibrium in momentum, we can make an expan-
sion of fa fp in y. 7 = (0, b.), and thus

fA(X +2 5 ,PcA>f3(Xc—ycT’T’pc’B)
1 d
= J1 0 i X )+ 011 S
A afa X, pa) M]
x|:PAfB(X,PB) d(Bu ppfa (X, pa) 2B 7g)

(7.103)

where we have used the defination of the Lorentz transformation matrix 9 X" /d X% =
[A_l]"ﬂ = A,f, and the scalar invariance f4 (X, pa) = fa (XC, pC’A) and
18 (X, p) = f8 (Xc, pe,s). From Eq. (7.103), we see that the local vorticity
d(Bu,)/0X" shows up. We look closely at the term yéfT[a(,BuC,p)/é)XéL]pf’A,

pwop 0Bup) 1 g [B(ﬂuc,p)_a(ﬂuc,u)}

yCTpCA aXM 4 c,TpC,A aXi,L BXf
l n _p} d(Buc,p) i d(Buc,pu)
grelled] oxilf IX?
1 [ ] {1 ) a(ﬂuc,p) a(ﬂ”c,u)
= —3VETPeATp + VerPla | Ty T s
c C
1 1 0(Buc.,)  9(Buc)
— __[HP 50 P} cp ¥
= 3 Limis + g CA[ X" ox? |

(7.104)
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where [up] and {up} denote the anti-symmetrization and symmetrization of

two indices respectively, Lf‘c ‘; :yL“ T pf ]A is the OAM tensor, and w( ) = —(1/2)

[35 “(Bue,p) — Bff “(Bue,y)] is the thermal vorticity. We see that the coupling term
of the OAM and vorticity appear in Eq. (7.103). The second term in last line of
Eq. (7.104) is related to the Killing condition required by the thermal equilibrium
of the spin.

Now we consider the scattering process A + B — 1 4+ 2 where incoming and
outgoing particles are in the spin state labeled by s4, s, s; and 52 (s; = £1/2,i =
A, B, 1, 2), respectively. For simplicity, we sum over s4, sg, s1, and leave s> open.
Defining the direction of the reaction plane in the CMS as n, = IA)C X Pe.a, wWe have,
from Eq. (7.102), the polarization rate of particle 2 per unit time and unit volume is

d*Pap_12(X) __ 1 d’pa d3pp d3pe d*pen
dx* @m)* ) @m)32E4 2r)32ER (27)32E,. 1 (2n)32E,

X|Ve.a = ve.Bl / dke pd ke pd K, 4 d*k,. g
XpA (kc,A - pc,A)‘/’B (kc,B - pc,B)d’;k\ (kéyA - pc,A)¢E (k/c,B - PC,B)
X8(4)(ké’A + ké’B — Pc,1 — Pc,2)8(4)(kc,A + kc B — Pc,1 — Pc,Z)

Ll , 1 9(Bup)
xifd be exp [z(kéyA — ke p) -bc] L
<[P = Pl fa (X. pa) f5 (X. pp) ALE~ 0, (7.105)

where P 4p_,12 denotes the polarization vector. In the derivation of Eq. (7.105), we
have used Boltzmann distributions for f4 (X, pa) fp (X, pp) with G{G, = 1. The
quantity A7~ 12 is defined as

AP = 3 N 29 M (54, keoai B ke 8} = {51, Pe.ts 52, pe.2})

SA,SB,S1,52 color

XM* ({sa. ki, a3 5B k.. g} = {51, pe.1: 82, pe,2}) - (7.106)

Since we consider the polarization of quarks, there are seven processes involved as
shown in Fig. 7.17. Evaluate all these diagrams will give more than 5000 terms.
However, all these terms are spin-orbit coupling ones [2,4] that have four types of
structures: (n X py) - kA (n x p1) - kA, (m x kA) k and (p; x kA) k/

7.4.2.3 Numerical Results for Quark/antiquark Polarization Rate
Finally, the polarization rate of quarks per unit time and unit volume in Eq. (7.105)
can be put into a compact form

[Ve,A — Ve, Bl

d'Py(X)  m 0(Buy) Z / d*pa  d’pp
dx* = Qn)* axv (2n)32E4 (27)32ER

x[A*‘]",-ec,,-e,»khpc,AfA (X, pa) f5 (X, pB) (Pl — Pp) ©jk(Pe,a)

_ 30Bup)

e AAE (7.107)
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Fig.7.17 Tree level Feynman diagrams of all 2-to-2 parton scatterings. The final states contain at
least one quark. Here a and b denote the quark flavor, s; = £1/2 (i = A, B, 1, 2) denote the spin
states, k; (i = A, B, 1,2) denote the momenta, ¢, g1, g2, g3 denote the momenta in propagators.
The processes for antiquark are similar
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where the tensor W*V, defined in the last line, contains 64 components, and each of
its component is 16 dimensional integration.

This is a major challenge in the numerical calculation. To handle this high dimen-
sion integration, we split the integration into two parts: a 10-dimension (10D) integra-
tion over (Pc.1, Pe.2, ch, A kg’TA) and a 6-dimension (6D) integration over (p4, Pg)-
We first carry out the 10D integration by ZMCintegral-3.0, a Monte Carlo integra-
tion package that we have newly developed and runs on multi-GPUs [69]. Then we
save this 10D result © jx(pc,4) as a function of p¢ 4 (and p. g = —P¢, ). Finally,
we perform the 6D integration using the pre-calculated 10D integral. The main
parameters are set to following values: the quark mass m, = 0.2 GeV for all flavors
(u,d,s,i,d,5), the gluon mass mg = 0 for the external gluon, the internal gluon
mass (Debye screening mass) mg = mp = 0.2 GeV in gluon propagators in the ¢
and u channel to regulate the possible divergence, the width « = 0.28 GeV of the
Gaussian wave packet, and the temperature 7 = 0.3 GeV.

The numerical results are shown in Fig. 7.18, from which we see an explicit form
of WPV as

0 0 0 0
0 0 We, —We,
Py __ 4 y
W= 0-We, 0 We, |’ (7.108)
0 We, —We, 0
or in a compact form
WP = welPvie;. (7.109)

Therefore, Eq. (7.107) becomes

d*P,(X -
#(4) - eofﬂ“%wej = 2¢;uwuWe; = 2WVx x (fu), (7.110)
where @, = —(1/2)[9 (Bu,) — 3 (Bu,)].

7.4.2.4 Summary and Discussions of This Approach

We have constructed a microscopic model for the global polarization from particle
scatterings in a many-body system. The core of the idea is the scattering of particles
as wave packets so that the orbital angular momentum is present in the initial state of
the scattering which can be converted to the spin polarization of final state particles.
As an illustrative example, we have calculated the quark/antiquark polarization in a
QGP. The quarks and gluons are assumed to obey the Boltzmann distribution which
simplifies the heavy numerical calculation. There is no essential difficulty to treat
quarks and gluons as fermions and bosons, respectively.

To simplify the calculation, we also assume that the quark distributions are the
same for all flavors and spin states. As a consequence, the inverse process is absent
that one polarized quark is scattered by a parton to two final state partons as wave
packets. So the relaxation of the spin polarization cannot be described without inverse
processes and spin-dependent distributions. We will extend our model by including
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in the CMS of the scattering
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the inverse process in the future. In Ref. [70], local and nonlocal collision terms
in the Boltzmann equation for massive spin-1/2 particles in the Wigner function
approach [71] have been derived for spin-dependent distributions. The equilibra-
tion of spin degrees of freedom can be fully described by such a spin Boltzmann
equation. Nonlocal collision terms are found to be responsible for the conversion of
orbital into spin angular momentum. It can be shown that collision terms vanish in
global equilibrium and that the spin potential is equal to the thermal vorticity. Such
a Boltzmann equation can be applied to parton collisions in quark matter.

7.4.3 Global Hadron Polarization in HIC

The global polarization of quarks and antiquarks in QGP produced in non-central
HIC has different direct consequences. The most obvious and measurable effects is
the global polarization of hadrons produced after the hadronization of QGP. In [2],
the global polarization of produced hyperons has been given. The spin alignment of
vector mesons has been calculated in [3].

It is clear that the global hadron polarization depends not only on the global quark
polarization, but also on the hadronization mechanism. In the following, we discuss
the results obtained in quark combination and fragmentation, respectively.

7.4.3.1 Global Hyperon Polarization

For all hyperons belong to the J© = (1/2)™ baryon octet except £?, the polarization
can be measured via the angular distribution of decay products in the corresponding
weak decay. Such decay process is often called “spin self analyzing parity violating
weak decay". Because of this, hyperon polarizations are widely studied in the field
of high energy spin physics.

(i) Hyperon Polarization in the Quark Combination

Different aspects of experimental data suggest that hadronization of QGP proceeds
via combination of quarks and/or antiquarks. This mechanism is phrased as “quark
re-combination”, or “quark coalescence” or simply as “quark combination”. We
simply refer it as “the quark combination mechanism” and use it to calculate the
hyperon polarization in the following:

In the quark combination mechanism, it is envisaged that quarks and antiquarks
evolve into constituent quarks and antiquarks and combine with each other to form
hadrons. We choose the minus direction of the normal of the reaction plane —n as
the quantization axis. The spin density matrix of quark or antiquark is given by

. _1(1+pP, 0O
pq—§< 0 l—Pq>' (7.111)

We do not consider the correlation between the polarizations of different quarks
and/or antiquarks, hence the spin density matrix for a g1g2g3 is given by

Pargras = Pagy ® Pgy @ Pys- (7.112)
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Table 7.2 Polarization of hyperons directly produced in the quark combination or fragmentation
mechanism. The results for fragmentation are for the leading hadrons only, where ng and f in
fragmentation are the strange quark abundances relative to up or down quarks in QGP and quark
fragmentation, respectively. These results are taken from [2]

hyperon A =+ =0 o z0 E-
combination P, A GRIA 4BLP, 4P Py 4P Py

i ng Py 4fs Py—ny P 2fs(PutP)=ns Py | 4fs Pa—nyPs dnsPi—f Py | AnsPi—fi Py
fragmentation 2T, 32 5 tny) 32 [y +ny) 32 fitns) 3Q2ns+f5) 3Qns+f5)

Suppose a hyperon H is produced via the combination of g1g>¢3, we obtain

) 2 mim!, Paraags (M mi) (e, m'lmy, my, m3) (my, mo, m3| jg, m)
pr(m’,m) = 5

m.mi.m!, Pq14243 (m, mi)(ju, mlm}, my, m5)(my, my, m3| jg, m)’
(7.113)

where | jg, m) is the spin wave function of H in the constituent quark model, and

(ju, m|my, ma, m3) is the Clebsh-Gordon coefficient. The polarization of H is

Py = pn(1/2,1/2) = py(=1/2, =1/2). (7.114)

Since pg is diagonal s0 1S Py grqs 1-€.5 Pgigags (M7, m;) = TT; (1 4+ I5qi)6mi’m§/8,
where 13%. = sign(m;) Py;, Eq. (7.113) reduces to

> (L + Py ) (. m' |y, ma, m3)(my, my, m3| ju, m)

m',m) = -
o Sy T+ Byl g mlmy, ma, )2
(7.115)
The remaining calculations are straight forward and we list the results in table 7.2.
It is also obvious that if P, = Py = Py = P,, we obtain Py = P, for all hyperons.
(i) Hyperon Polarization in the Quark Fragmentation
In the high p7 region, hadron production is dominated by the quark fragmentation
mechanism, described by quark fragmentation functions defined via the quark-quark

correlator such as
dE— o
Di@) = 3 [ Se I Tyt OILO. 40000 Ol 51 X)
Sh

X (pn, Sn, X|¥ ()L (&, +00)[0), (7.116)

which is the number density of hadron 4 produced in the fragmentation process
q—>h+X;z= p;r /p™ is the momentum fraction of quark ¢ carried by hadron A,
where p and p;, denote the momenta of ¢ and #, respectively. Here the light cone
coordinate is used and the superscript + denotes the + component. £ is the gauge
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Fig.7.19 Longitudinal 0.8
polarization of A in

ete™ - A+ X as

described by using a 0.6
parameterization of Gz (z).
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link that originates from the multiple gluon scattering and guarantees the gauge
invariance. The polarization transfer is described by

dE™ - _

G1(2) :ff—ne—lf P T sy O ) pn. + X (pne + XIFEI0),  (7.117)
dE™ e _

Hir () =[f—ne—’f P2 T yyy O ) i A7 X) (phe 7 XIFE)10), (7.118)

for the longitudinal and transverse polarization, respectively; the + or +r in
|ph, Sh, X) represents thatthe spinof ~isinthe Sy, = +1/2or Sy = +1/2 state and
gauge links are omitted for clarity of equations. The presence of y5 or yr =y - nr
introduces the dependence on the spin of the fragmenting quark g.

Fragmentation functions are best studied in eTe™ annihilations. They cannot be
calculated using pQCD, so currently, we have to rely on parameterizations or models.
There are still not much data available yet. For longitudinal polarization, we have
data from LEP at CERN for A polarization [72,73]. A recent parameterization of
G can be found in [78]. For the transversely polarized case, little data and no
parameterization of Hjr is available.

To get a feeling of the z-dependence of the spin transfer in quark fragmenta-
tions, we show the fit obtained in [78] to the LEP data in Fig. 7.19. We see that,
although the accuracy, still, needs to be improved, it is definite that there is a strong
z-dependence of G| and the spin transfer G1/D; is usually significantly smaller
than unity. This implies that the hyperon polarization obtained in the fragmentation
mechanism should be much smaller than that obtained in the combination case.

In [2], a model estimation was made for the polarization of the leading hyperon
produced in the fragmentation of a polarized quark. It was assumed that two unpolar-
ized quarks are created in the fragmentation and they combine with the polarized g
to form the leading hyperon. In this case, we obtain the results as given in Table 7.2.
We see if ng = f; the result from fragmentation is just 1/3 of the corresponding
result from the combination, i.e., much smaller than the latter even for the leading
hyperon.
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7.4.3.2 Global Spin Alignment of Vector Mesons
Vector meson spin alignment can also be measured via angular distribution of decay
products in the strong two body decay V' — 1 + 2 into two spinless mesons. Hence,
it is also frequently studied in high energy spin physics.

(i) Vector Meson Alignment in the Quark Combination
Similar to g1g2q3, we do not consider the correlation between polarizations of quarks
and antiquarks, and obtain the spin density matrix for a g;g»-system as

Pgiqs = Pgi ® Pgy- (7.119)

The spin density matrix for a vector meson V produced via the combination of g1 g2
is given by

Zm- m’ quéz(mg» mi){jv, m/lm/la m/z) (my, maljy, m)
v D (7.120)
P, = . . ) .
e Zm,mi,m,’- Pg1g2 (M, mi) (v, m|my, mh)(my, ma|jy, m)

where |jy, m) is the spin wave function of V in the constituent quark model. For
diagonal p, and pg, we have

v (L P+ Py vy m/Imy, ma) (my, ma) jy, m)

' — = - > , (7.121)
2o L+ Pa) (L + Pyl (jv, mlmy1, ma2)|
The spin alignment is described by p&) and is obtained as [3],
1—- P, P;
poo = 122 (7.122)

3+P¢11Péz‘

From Eq. (7.122), we see clearly that the global vector meson spin alignment péf)
obtained in quark combination should be less than 1/3. We also see that in contrast
to the hyperon polarization P, ,0&) is a quadratic effect of P,.

(ii) Vector Meson Spin Alignment in the Quark Fragmentation

To define the fragmentation functions for spin-1 hadronsing — V + X, one usually
decomposes the 3 x 3 spin density matrix p in terms of the 3 x 3 representation of
the spin operator £/ and £ = %(E’E-i + iyl — %18’7, ie.

1 3. . L
p=31+3ST 375, (7.123)
where the spin polarization tensor 7%/ = Tr(pX"/) and is parameterized as

LTS ST St S
T=3 Srr —38eL =S¥y Sir |- (7.124)
Sir Sir %SLL
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The spin alignment pqy is directly related to Sz.z by pgo = (1 —2Srr)/3 and Sp.1, =
3(23) /2 — 1 is a Lorentz scalar. The complete set of fragmentation functions for
spin-1 hadrons can be found in [78]. The S 1 -dependence is given by

dE™ - _
DiLL@ =Y ()M / f—ne"f P Te y {01y (0) prAX) (a2 X 19 ()[0)(7.125)
A

where A = 1, 0 represents the spin of the vector meson. It is very interesting to see
that D111 (z), in fact, does not depends on the spin of the fragmenting quark ¢.

There are data available on the vector meson spin alignment from experiments at
LEP [74-76]. A parameterization of D171 (z) is given in [79,80] and the fit to the
data is shown in Fig. 7.20.

From Fig. 7.20, we see clearly that, in contrast to the quark combination mecha-
nism, pgp obtained in fragmentation is larger than 1/3. This indicates that the spin
of g produced in the fragmentation ¢ — h + X has larger probability to be in the
opposite direction as g. For the leading meson, a parameterization of P; = —B P,
(where B ~ 0.5) for the antiquark g produced in the fragmentation process and com-
bine with the fragmenting quark to form the vector meson was obtained [77] to fit
the data [74,75]. Ref. [3] also made an estimation for such leading vector mesons in
fragmentation based on this empirical relation and obtained that

pgo = (1+BPH/3 = BPD). (7.126)

We see that the spin alignment ,086 obtained this way is indeed larger than 1/3.

7.4.3.3 Decay Contributions

It is clear that final state hadrons in a high energy reaction usually contain the con-
tributions from decays of heavier resonances, in particular, those from strong and
electromagnetic decays. To compare with the data, we need to take such decay con-
tributions into account.

Fig.7.20 Spin alignment of
K*inete™ — K* + X as
described by using a
parameterization of D11 (z).
The data points are from
experiments at LEP [74,75].
This figure is taken from [79]

_K*
Poo
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The decay contributions have influences both on the momentum distribution and
on the polarization of final hadrons. Such influences have been discussed repeatedly
in literature calculating hyperon polarizations in high energy reactions (see, e.g., [81—
84] and recently in HIC [85,86]). For hadrons consisting of light flavors of quarks,
we usually consider only the production of J* = (1/2)T octet and J© = (3/2)
decuplet baryons, and J© = 0~ pseudo-scalar and J© = 1~ vector mesons. In this
case, there is no decay contribution to vector mesons. We only need to consider those
to hyperons and most of them are just two body decay H; — H; + M, where H;
and H; are two hyperons and M is a pseudo-scalar meson. We limit our discussions
to this process in the following:

To be explicit, we consider the fragmentation mechanism and study decay contri-
butions to fragmentation functions. For quark combination, we need only to replace
the fragmentation function by the corresponding distribution function and z by the
corresponding variable. We start with the unpolarized case and the contribution from
H; — H; + M to the unpolarized fragmentation function of H; is given by

DY (zi, pri) = Br(H;, H)) / dz;d*priK;i(zi, pris 2j» P1j) D] (2j, PT)),

(7.127)
where Br(H;, H;) is the decay branchratio. K j; (z;, pri: zj, Pr;) is akernel function
representing the probability for a H; with (z, pr;) to decay into a H; with (z;, pr;).
It is just the normalized distribution of H; from H; — H; + M and should be deter-
mined by the dynamics of the decay process. However, in the unpolarized case, for
two body decay, it is determined completely by the energy momentum conservation.

From energy conservation, we obtain that, in the rest frame of H;,

Ef = (M} + M} — M,,)/2M; = Ej, (7.128)
0¥ = A2 (M3, ME, M) /2M; = pj, (7.129)

where the A-function is A(x, v, z) = x% + y2 + 2% — 2xy — 2yz — 2zx. We see that
the magnitude of p* is completely fixed. Furthermore, because there is no specified
direction in the initial state, the decay product should be distributed isotropically.
Hence, in the Lorentz invariant form, the distribution of H; from H; — H; + M is
given by

&N i 8 (( )* — M) (7.130)
i = pj—pi) — . .
ld?’pi N)LI/Z(MJZ-,M?, M%) J i m

By replacing variables p with z and pr, we obtain the kernel function K j; as

. d3N
Kji(Zivaiij’ij)ZWZPTi
2
2iM; Prj _Prip ., M Mi, AM?-M,
= s (B By (S B 28 ) (731
TAYE (MG, M, M) Zj Zi zZj Zi ZizZj
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where AM = M; — M; is the mass difference between the two hyperons.

In practice, we often use the following approximation: We note that the Lorentz
transformation of the four-momentum of H; from the rest frame of H; to the labo-
ratory frame is given by

Ei = (EE] +p;-p))/M;, (7.132)
« PjP;+(E;—Mj))E}

i = P; -, 7.133

pi =p; + M (E, — M) pj ( )

We take the average over the distribution of p} at given p;, and obtain
(pi) =pj&ij. & =(M;+ M} —M,)/2M>. (7.134)

In the case that AM « M; ~ M; and pj < |p;|, one can simply neglect the distri-
bution and take, p; & (p;) = pjé',’j so that z; ~ Zjif,‘j, Pri = ijgij and

Kij(zi, Pris 2, Prj) ~ 8(2j — zi /&) 8*(Prj — Pri/&ij) . (7.135)
DY (zi, pri) ~ Br(H;, Hj)D{ (zi /&j, pri/&ij) - (7.136)

In the polarized case, we need also to consider the polarization transfer tg. In

general, in the rest frame of H;, tg may depend on the momentum p? of H;. By
transforming it to the Lab frame, we should obtain a result depending on (z;, pr;)
and (z;, pr;) and it is different for the longitudinal and transverse polarization. This
is much involved. In practice, we often take the approximation by neglecting the
momentum dependence and calculate tg in the rest frame of H;. In this case, it is
the same for the longitudinal and transverse polarization. E.g., for the longitudinal
polarized case, we have

G, (zi,pri) = Br(H;, H)) t}) /dedszjKij(Ziv pri; 2, Prj)G1; (2, PTj)-
(7.137)
Under the approximation given by Eq. (7.135), we have

Gile(Zia pri) ~ Br(H;, Hj) lg G{L(Zi/éij, Pri/&ij), (7.138)

For parity conserving decays, the polarization transfer factor tg can easily be
calculated from angular momentum conservation. The results are given in Table 7.3.
For the weak decay E — Am, tp = (1 4+ y)/2 where y is a decay parameter that
can be found in Review of Particle Properties (see, e.g., [87]).

If we taken only J© = (1/2)* hyperons into account and use spin counting for
relative production weights, we obtain

P[]\‘inal _ P[c(’irect[z 4+ 311+ p)]/6(1 + 1), (7.139)

where A is the strangeness suppression factor for s-quarks. This leads to a reduction
factor between 0.33 and 0.44 for A = 0 and 1, respectively. In this sense, it is more
sensitive to study polarization of ©* or & where decay influences are negligible.
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Table 7.3 The decay spin transfer factor in parity conserving two body decay H; — H; + M. The
first column specifies the spin and parity J ¥ of hadrons

Hi > H +M Relative orbital angular tg = Py, /Py,
momentum

1727 = 12 +0™ | =1 (P-wave decay) —1/3

1/2= = 12t +0™ 1 =0 (S-wave decay) 1

3/2%t > 1/27 + 0~ I =1 (P-wave decay) 1

3/27 — 1/27 +0~ | =2 (D-wave decay) -3/5

7.4.4 Comparison with Experiments

The novel predictions [2,3] on GPE attracted immediate attention, both experimen-
tally and theoretically. A new preprint [88] only three days after the first prediction [2]
attempted to extend the idea to other reactions. Experimentalists in the STAR Col-
laboration had started measurements shortly after the publication of theoretical pre-
dictions [2,3], both on the global A hyperon polarization and on spin alignments
of K* and ¢ [89-95]. Studies on both aspects have advantages and disadvantages.
Hyperon polarization is a linear effect where the polarization for directly produced
A is equal to that of quarks. The spin alignment of vector meson is a quadratic
effect proportional to the square of the quark polarization. Hence, the magnitude
of the latter should be much smaller than that of the former. However, to measure
the polarization of hyperon, one has to determine the direction of the normal of the
reaction plane, which is not needed for measurements of vector meson spin align-
ments. Also, the contamination effects due to decay contributions to vector mesons
are negligible but not for A hyperons.

Although there were some promising indications, the results obtained in the early
measurements [94,95] by the STAR Collaboration were consistent with zero within
large errors. STAR measurements continued during the beam energy scan (BES)
experiments and positive results were obtained in lower energy region with improved
accuracies [1]. The obtained value averaged over energy is 1.08 & 0.15 £ 0.11 per
cent and 1.38 £ 0.30 £ 0.13 per cent for A and A, respectively. With much higher
statistics, the STAR Collaboration has repeated measurements [96] in Au-Au colli-
sions at 200AGeV and obtained positive result of Py ~ —0.003 with much higher
accuracies.

To compare with experiments at this stage, we start with the following rough
estimations: (i) From both Figs. 7.8 and 7.12 obtained using HIJING and BGK,
respectively, we obtain at ¥ ~ 0, Ap ~ 0.002GeV for Ax ~ 1fm. If we take T ~
140 MeV, Ap/T ~ 0.015. From Fig. 7.13, we see that the quark polarization P, is
unfortunately in the small and rapidly changing region. Nevertheless, the order of
magnitude is in the same range of STAR data [96]. (ii) If we take w ~ du,/0x,u; ~
(pz)/pr,we obtain, @ ~ A%, coshY &,/12 from Eq. (7.22). By using the results for
(€p) shown in Fig. 7.8 or Fig. 7.12 and T ~ 140 MeV, we obtain P; ~ —0.003 at
/s = 200GeV that is consistent with STAR experimental results [96]. (iii) If we take
the result at nonrelativistic limit given by Eq. (7.62), and note that Su ~ |p|/mg, 6x ~
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Fig.7.21 Energy dependence of the global polarization of A obtained by taking « as a constant or
an energy dependent form. The data points are taken from [1,96]. This figure is taken from [35]

1/up,sothatw ~ du/éx ~ uplpl/my, and quark polarizationis P, ~ mw/4m,. If
we take an effective quark mass m, ~ 200 MeV at the hadronization, this is clearly
also of the same order of magnitude as w/T .

Such rough estimations are rather encouraging. We continue with more realis-
tic estimations. We note that quark polarization is given by Egs. (7.46-7.48) and
do and d Ao take the general form given by Eqgs. (7.63) and (7.64). Before we con-
struct a dynamical model for f,, (x7, b, Y, \/s), we present the following qualitative
discussion.

Itis clear thatatbh = 0, f 4 (x7, 0,7, /s) should be independent of the direction
of x7. The X7-dependent term should given by X7 - b. We take the linearly dependent
term into account and have

We insert Eq. (7.140) into (7.63) and (7.64) and obtain immediately that P, o (l’y“),
ie.

Py =ab. Y, /)b, Y, J5)). (7.141)

‘We insert the result of ([ ;‘) given by Eq. (7.23) into (7.141), average over the impact
parameter b and obtain

Py = —k (Y, /5)(pr)(&p). (7.142)

where k = a(Ax)2A%, /24. The proportional coefficient « in Eq. (7.141) hence also
k in Eq. (7.142) are very involved. They are determined by the dynamics in QGP
formation and evolution. Averaged over b, « can still be dependent of ¥ and +/s. In
[35], the simplest choice, i.e., k is taken as a constant independent of /s at Y = 0,
was first considered and obtained the energy dependence of P, shown in Fig. 7.21a.
Taking an energy dependent «, Ref. [35] made a better fit to the data [1,96] available
as shown in Fig. 7.21b.
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Fig. 7.22 Rapidity dependence of the global polarization of A obtained in four different cases a
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depends on Y; d both « and (pr) depend on Y. This figure is taken from [35]

Figure 7.22 shows the rapidity dependence of the polarization at different energies
obtained in [35] in the different cases. The Y -dependence of k was obtained by assum-
ing that the dependence is mediated by the chemical potential. The Y-dependence
of (pr) was taken empirically [35]. See [35] for details.

7.5 Summary and Outlook

To summarize, high energy HIC is usually non-central, thus the colliding system and
the produced partonic system QGP carries a huge global orbital angular momentum as
large as 10°% in Au-Au collisions at RHIC energies. Due to the spin-orbit coupling
in QCD, such huge orbital angular momentum can be transferred to quarks and
antiquarks thus leads to a globally polarized QGP. The global polarization of quarks
and antiquarks manifest itself as the global polarization of hadrons such as hyperons
and vector mesons produced in HIC.

The early theoretical prediction [2] and discovery by the STAR Collaboration [1]
open a new window to study properties of QGP and a new direction in high energy
heavy ion physics. Similar measurements have been carried in other experiments
such as those by ALICE Collaboration at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in Pb-Pb
collisions [97]. Other efforts have also been made on measurements of vector meson
spin alignments [98,99]. The STAR Collaboration has just finished major detector
upgrades and started the beam energy scan at phase IT (BES II). The successful detec-
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tor upgrade with improved inner time projection chamber (iTPC) and event plane
detector (EPD) will be crucial to the measurements of global hadron polarizations.
The STAR BES II will provide an excellent opportunity to study GPE in HIC and
we expect new results with higher accuracies in next years.

The experimental efforts in turns further inspire theoretical studies. The rapid
progresses and continuous studies along this line lead to a very active research
direction—the Spin Physics in HIC in the field of high energy nuclear physics.
Among the most active aspects, we have, in particular, the following:

(i) GPE Phenomenology

This includes different model approaches [35,59,60,100—111] to numerical calcula-
tions of GPE in HIC and its dependences on different kinematic variables. The model
approaches are basically divided into two categories, i.e., microscopic approaches
based on the spin-orbit (or spin-vorticity) coupling and hydrodynamic approaches
based on equilibrium assumptions. The various dependences of GPE are studied on
kinematic variables describing (a) the initial state such as energy, centrality (impact
parameter), different incident nuclei even p A collisions, etc.; (b) the produced hadron
such as transverse momentum, rapidity, azimuthal angle, different types of hyper-
ons and/or vector mesons; (c) other related measurable effects such as longitudinal
polarization, the interplay with other effects, and so on. Short summaries can, e.g.,
be found in plenary talks given at recent Quark Matter conferences [112,113].

(ii) Spin-Vortical Effects in Strong Interacting System

If we can treat QGP as a vortical ideal fluid consisting of quarks and antiquarks, the
global polarization of hadrons is directly related to the vorticity of the system [85].
The fluid vorticity may be estimated from the data [1] on GPE of A hyperon using the
relation given in the hydrodynamic model, and it leads to a vorticity w ~ (9 £ 1) x
10215~ This far surpasses the vorticity of all other known fluids. It was, therefore,
concluded that QGP created in HIC is the most vortical fluid in nature observed yet.
GPE in HIC, therefore, provides a very special place to study spin-vortical effects
in strong interaction and attracts many studies [59-67]. See chapter on this topic for
discussions in this aspect.

(iii) Spin-Magnetic Effects in HIC

Because of the huge orbital angular momentum, there exists also a very strong mag-
netic field for the colliding system in HIC. In Au-Au collision at RHIC, it can reach
at least instantaneously the order 10'* — 10'¢ Tesla. Such a strong magnetic field
can manifest itself in different aspects and lead to different measurable effects. The
most frequently discussed currently are the following three aspects:

(a) The fine structure of GPE of different hadrons. The spin-orbit coupling in
QCD predicts e.g. the same polarization of quarks and antiquarks thus also the same
for hyperons and anti-hyperons. The strong magnetic field can lead to differences
between the polarization of quarks and that of antiquarks thus lead to difference in
the polarization of hyperons and anti-hyperons. Indeed, the STAR data in Ref. [1]
suggests such a fine structure pattern, and if errorbars are ignored, would indicate
B ~ 10 T. However, much smaller uncertainties—available with the new BES
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I data—will be needed to resolve the issue. Also the magnetic field may lead to
different behavior of vector meson spin alignment [117].

(b) Chiral magnetic effect. In Ref. [114,115], a novel electromagnetic spin
effect—the chiral magnetic effect was proposed. It was argued that such effects
have deep connection to P and C P violation. Clearly, if they exist, strong mag-
netic field in HIC provides good opportunity to detect such effects [116]. This has
attracted much attention both experimentally and theoretically. See a number of
reviews such as [118-123], plenary talks at QM2019 by Xu-guang Huang and Jin-
feng Liao [124,125] and related chapter in this series.

(c) Spin-electromagnetic effects in ultra-peripheral collisions (UPC) in HIC. From
a field theoretical point of view, the electromagnetic coupling for a HIC is enhanced
by a factor Z (number of protons in the nucleus). Hence, many electromagnetic
effects become visible in UPC with nuclei of large A. This provides a good place to
study the spin-electromagnetic effects and develop the theoretical methodology in
particular those developed in studying nucleon structure in the small-x region. See,
e.g., the plenary talk at QM2019 by Zhangbu Xu [126] for a brief summary.

(iv) Spin Transport Theory in Relativistic Quantum System

Theoretically, a very challenging task is to derive GPE, describe the spin transport,
calculate the polarization and other related spin effects directly from QCD. This
is rather involved since, to describe orbital angular momentum or vorticity of the
system, not only momentum, but also space coordinate are needed. It seems that
quantum kinetic theory based on the Wigner function formalism [127-130] is very
promising, and thus has attracted much attention recently. Many progresses have
been made. Besides others, the local polarization effect has been first derived [131]
and a disentanglement theorem [133] in the massless case has been proposed. It has
now extended to massive case [135-138] and has been shown that different spin
effects can indeed be derived. See chapter on this topic for more discussions in this
aspect.
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Vorticity and Polarization in Heavy-lon
Collisions: Hydrodynamic Models

lurii Karpenko

Abstract

Fluid dynamic approach is a workhorse for modelling collective dynamics in
relativistic heavy-ion collisions. The approach has been successful in describing
various features of the momentum distributions of hadrons produced in the heavy-
ion collisions, such as pr spectra and flow coefficients v,. As such, the description
of the phenomenon of polarization of A hyperons in heavy-ion collisions has to be
incorporated into the hydrodynamic approach. We start this chapter by introducing
different definitions of vorticity in relativistic fluid dynamics. Then we present
a derivation of the polarization of spin 1/2 fermions in the relativistic fluid. The
latter is directly applied to compute the spin polarization of the A hyperons, which
are produced from the hot and dense medium, described with fluid dynamics. It is
followed by a review of the existing calculations of global or local polarization of
A hyperons in different hydrodynamic models of relativistic heavy-ion collisions.
We particularly focus on the explanations of the collision energy dependence of the
global A polarization from the different hydrodynamic models, the polarization
component in the beam direction as well as on the origins of the global and local
A polarization.

8.1 Introduction: Vorticities in a Fluid

Heavy-ion collisions at ultra-relativistic energies create a strongly interacting system
characterized by extremely high temperature and energy density. For a large fraction
of its lifetime, the system shows strong collective effects and can be described by
relativistic hydrodynamics. In particular, the large elliptic flow observed in such
collisions indicates that the created quasi-macroscopic system is strongly coupled
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" TARGET
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Fig.8.1 Schematic view of the collision. Arrows indicate the flow velocity field. The +3 direction
is out of the page; both the orbital angular momentum and the magnetic field point into the page

and has an extremely low viscosity to entropy ratio. From the very success of the

hydrodynamic description, one can also conclude that the system might possess an

extremely high vorticity, likely the highest ever made under the laboratory conditions.
A simple estimate of the non-relativistic vorticity, defined as

1
==V , 8.1
® 3 X V (8.1)

Ican be made based on a very schematic picture of the collision depicted in Fig. 8.1.
As the projectile and target spectators move in the opposite direction with the velocity
close to the speed of light, the z component of the collective velocity in the system
close to the projectile spectators and that close to the target spectators are expected to
be different. Assuming that this difference is a fraction of the speed of light, e.g. 0.1
(in units of the speed of light), and that the transverse size of the system is about 5 fm,
one concludes that the vorticity in the system is of the order 0.02 fm~! &~ 10?2 s~1,

Unlike in classical hydrodynamics, where vorticity is the curl of the velocity field
v, several vorticities can be defined in relativistic hydrodynamics which can be useful
in different applications (for more on that, we refer the reader to [1]). We list and
discuss the different vorticity definitions as follows:

The Kinematical Vorticity

The kinematical vorticity is defined as

1 1
Wy = E(dvuu —dyuy) = E(avuﬂ — Oy Uy), (8.2)

where d, is a covariant derivative (different from the ordinary derivative d,,) and u is
the four-velocity field. This tensor includes both the acceleration A and the relativistic

'Sometimes the vorticity is defined without the factor 1/2; we use the definition that gives the
vorticity of the fluid rotating as a whole with a constant angular velocity €2, to be v = Q.
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extension of the angular velocity pseudo-vector w,, in the usual decomposition of an
antisymmetric tensor field into a polar and pseudo-vector fields:

0,0 !
Wy = €pppo 0’ u’ + E(Auu,, — Ayuy)
Ay =2wpu” =u"dyu, = Duy,

1
wy = _EEW” %, u’ (8.3)

where €55 is the Levi-Civita symbol. Using the transverse (to u) projector:
ARV = gtV —ytyY,
and the usual definition of the orthogonal derivative
— o _
V/‘L = Aﬂda = d/’L - MHD’
where D = u®d,, is a so-called co-moving derivative, it is convenient to define also

a transverse kinematical vorticity as

1
ol = App Ay = 3 Vot = Vi), (8.4)

Using the above definition in the decomposition (8.3), it can be shown that
02 = €106 0 U’ (8.5)
wv nvpo .

thatis w? is the tensor formed with the angular velocity vector only. As we will show
in the next subsection, only w® shares the “conservation” property of the classical
vorticity for an ideal barotropic fluid.

The T-Vorticity
This is defined as

1
Q= 3 [0 (Tup) — 9, (Tuy)], (8.6)

and it is particularly useful for a relativistic uncharged fluid, such as the QCD plasma
formed in nuclear collisions at very high energy. This is because from the basic ther-
modynamic relations when the temperature is the only independent thermodynamic
variable, the ideal relativistic equation of motion (¢ + p)A, = V, p can be recast
in the simple form:

1
“MQ/w = E(TAU -V,T)=0 (8.7)

The above (8.7) is also known as Carter—Lichnerowicz equation [2] for an ideal
uncharged fluid and it entails conservation properties which do not hold for the
kinematical vorticity. This can be better seen in the the language of differential
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forms, rewriting the definition of the T-vorticity as the exterior derivative of a the
vector field (1-form) Tu, thatis 2 = d(7T u). Indeed, Eq. (8.7) implies—through the
Cartan identity—that the Lie derivative of €2 along the vector field u vanishes, that
is

LoQ=u-dQ2+du-Q) =0 (8.8)

because 2 is itself the external derivative of the vector field Tu and dd = 0. Equa-
tion (8.8) states that the T-vorticity is conserved along the flow and, thus, if it vanishes
at an initial time, it will remain so at all times. This can be made more apparent by
expanding the Lie derivative definition in components:

(L, QY = DQM — 9,u"* QY — ,u" Q7 = 0. (8.9)

The above equation is in fact a differential equation for 2 precisely showing that if
© = 0 at the initial time then 2 = 0. Thereby, the T-vorticity has the same property
as the classical vorticity for an ideal barotropic fluid, such as the Kelvin circulation
theorem, so the integral of €2 over a surface enclosed by a circuit co-moving with
the fluid will be a constant.

One can write the relation between the T-vorticity and the kinematical vorticity
by expanding the definition (8.6):

Quv = = [T up — BT uy] + Ty,

N =

implying that the double-transverse projection of €2:
AppDio Q7 = Qh = Twl,.

Hence, the tensor w® shares the same conservation properties of 22, namely it
vanishes at all times if it is vanishing at the initial time. Conversely, the mixed
projection of the kinematical vorticity:

1
U woe A% = EAG

does not. It then follows that for an ideal uncharged fluid with ® = 0 at the initial
time, the kinematical vorticity is simply

1
wyy = E(AMMV —Ayuy). (8.10)

The Thermal Vorticity
The thermal vorticity is defined as [3]

1
Wy = E(avlgu - auﬂv)’ (8.11)
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where § is the temperature four-vector. This vector is defined as (1/7)u once a
four-velocity u, that is a hydrodynamical frame, is introduced, but it can also be
taken as a primordial quantity to define a velocity through u = g/ \/@ [4]. The ther-
mal vorticity features two important properties: it is adimensional in natural units
(in cartesian coordinates) and it is the actual constant vorticity at the global equi-
librium with rotation [5] for a relativistic system, where 8 is a Killing vector field
whose expression in Minkowski space-time is 8, = b, + @, x" being b and @
constant. In this case, the magnitude of thermal vorticity is—with the natural con-
stants restored—simply iw/kpT where w is a constant angular velocity. In general,
(replacing w with the classical vorticity defined as the curl of a proper velocity field)
it can be readily realized that the adimensional thermal vorticity is a tiny number for
most hydrodynamical systems, though it can be significant for the plasma formed in
relativistic nuclear collisions.

8.2 Polarization of Particles in the Fluid

Particles produced in relativistic heavy-ion collisions are expected to be polarized in
peripheral collisions because of angular momentum conservation. At finite impact
parameter, the QGP has a finite angular momentum perpendicular to the reaction
plane and some fraction thereof may be converted into a spin of final-state hadrons.
Therefore, measured particles may show a finite mean global polarization along
the angular momentum direction. In a fluid at local thermodynamic equilibrium, the
polarization can be calculated by using the principle of quantum statistical mechanics,
that is assuming that the spin degrees of freedom are at local thermodynamical
equilibrium at the hadronization stage, much the same way as the momentum degrees
of freedom.

The crucial role in the calculation of the polarization for the fluid produced in
relativistic heavy-ion collisions is played by the density operator. For a system at
Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium (LTE), this reads [4]

PLe = (1/Z) exp [— /E ds, (T B, — ;7“)] : (8.12)

where 8 = (1/T)u is the four-temperature vector, T the stress- -energy tensor, fa
conserved current—like the baryon number—and ¢ = /7. The mean value of a
local operator O(x) (such as, for instance the stress-energy tensor T, or the current
]) at LTE:

0(x) = tr(pLe O (x)) (8.13)

and if the fields B,¢ vary significantly over a distance which is much larger than the
typical microscopic length (indeed the hydrodynamic limit), then they can be Taylor
expanded in the density operator starting from the point x where the mean value
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O(x) is to be calculated. The leading terms in the exponent of (8.12) then become

[4]

~ 1 —~ -~ 1
PLE = —— €Xp [—ﬁv(X)P” +EXO0 — Z(auﬁk(x) — B (X)) T
LE

1 T TA
+§(8vﬂk(x) + 9 Bv(x)) Ly + VAS(X)dxi| . (8.14)

where the last two terms with the shear tensor and the gradient of ¢ are dissipative
and vanish at equilibrium. The V,, operator stands for

Vy=0y—uju-o

as usual in relativistic hydrodynamics. The term which is responsible for a non-
vanishing polarization is the one involving the angular momentum-boosts operators
Ty

The polarization of particles in a fluid at LTE can in principle be obtained by
calculating matrices like

Wo.or = tr(BLea’ (p)oa(p))er),

where a(p), are the destruction operators of final-state particles of four-momentum
p and o is the spin state index. Nevertheless, the exact calculation of W is a difficult
one even with the expansion of pp g and the mean polarization was obtained in Ref. [6]
by means of a different method, involving the spin tensor and an ansatz about the
form of the covariant Wigner function at LTE (see also [7]). As a result, the mean
spin vector of 1/2 particles with four-momentum p turns out to be

1
St (x, p) = —%(1 — f(x, p)e T prwyg, (8.15)

where f(x, p) = (1 +exp[Bx) - p — u(x)Q/T(x)] + 1)~ is the Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution and @ (x) is the thermal vorticity, that is

1
v = =5 (9uBy — DBy) (8.16)

In the hydrodynamic picture of heavy-ion collisions, particles with a given
momentum are produced across the entire particlization hypersurface (see the next
Subsection for details). Therefore to calculate the relativistic mean spin vector of a
given particle species with given momentum, one has to integrate the above expres-
sion over the particlization hypersurface X [6]:

[dZp* f(x, p)SH(x, p)
[dZp*f(x, p)

S*(p) = (8.17)
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With the expression for S#, Eq. (8.17) can be expanded as follows:

D fdz)hp)\f(“n p)(1 — f(x, p)wps
! [dZp*f(x, p)

1
S (p) = — g e (8.18)

The mean (i.e. momentum average) spin vector of all particles of given species can
be expressed as

. d’p 2 i
s = N/F/dzxp £, pISHGx. p). (8.19)

where N = [ % [dz; p* f(x, p) is the average number of particles produced at
the particlization surface.

In the experiment, the A polarization is measured in its rest frame, therefore one
can derive the expression for the mean polarization vector in the rest frame from
Eqg. (8.19) taking into account Lorentz invariance of most of the terms in it:

g L LR s gHm 8.20
_N F }»p f(x’p) (xvp)’ ( . )

where asterisk denotes a quantity in the rest frame of particle.

Equations 8.18 and 8.20 have been used in all numerical calculations of polar-
ization, either based on the hydrodynamic model discussed in the following subsec-
tions or transport approaches (next Section), and a good agreement with the data is
observed. A crucial feature of Eq. 8.18, and more in general of this effect, is that
it predicts an almost equal polarization of particles and anti-particles (if quantum
statistics effect are not important) for it is a statistical thermodynamic effect driven
by local equilibration and not by an external C-odd field like the electromagnetic
field. This distinctive feature is confirmed—modulo small deviations—by the exper-
imental measurements described in Chap. 10.

Non-relativistic Limit of Eq. 8.15

It is instructive to check that Eq. (8.15) yields, in the non-relativistic and global
equilibrium limit, the formulae obtained in the first part of this Section. First of all,
at low momentum, in Eq. (8.15), one can keep only the term corresponding to T = 0
and pg =~ m, so that S0~ 0and

1 —
SH(x, p) = _Gupgo#wm 8.21)

Then, the condition of global equilibrium makes the thermal vorticity field constant
and equal to the ratio of a constant angular velocity @ and a constant temperature 7
[5] that is

1 .. |
— Mg = —o. (8.22)
2 ’ To
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Fig. 8.2 Different stages of relativistic heavy-ion collision. From left to right: (1) two Lorentz-
contracted nuclei right before the collision, (2) formation of dense, hydrodynamically expanding
matter at around 1-2 fm/c after the collision, (3) hydrodynamic expansion of the dense core,
surrounded by hadronic corona (the particles on the plot represent individual hadrons), (4) final-state
hadronic interactions and decoupling of the fireball. Images taken from an animation by MADAI
(http://madai.phy.duke.edu/indexaae2.html?page_id=503)

Finally, in the Boltzmann statistics limit 1 — nr ~ 1 and one finally gets the spin
3-vector as

lw

8.3  Hydrodynamic Modelling of Heavy-lon Collisions

Let us start the section by outlining the established paradigm of hydrodynamic mod-
elling of heavy-ion collisions. Hydrodynamic approximation is not used to describe
all stages of a heavy-ion collision; instead, a multi-component approach is generally
adopted in the field. The approach also reflects different dominant physics processes,
which happen at different stages of the heavy-ion collision.

The first stage of heavy-ion collision comprises the primary nucleon—-nucleon
scatterings, which—at top RHIC or LHC energy—take less than a fraction of fm/c,
due to a strong Lorentz contraction of the incoming nuclei. At this stage, a dense
parton (at lower energies—hadron) system is formed. Within the first fermi/c, the sys-
tem is assumed to reach enough degree of local equilibration, so that the subsequent
evolution is described by relativistic hydrodynamics of ideal or viscous fluid.

The modelling of the next, hydrodynamic stage of collision became more sophisti-
cated over the last decades. Successful interpretation of the early results from heavy-
ion collisions at the RHIC collider within the hydrodynamic picture and the associ-
ated discovery of the nearly perfect fluid at RHIC led to a boom in hydrodynamic
modelling. The simulations evolved from 1+1D to 2+1D ideal fluid to 2+1D and
3+1D viscous fluid approximation.

As the fireball expands, its density decreases, and so the mean free path of the
constituents of the medium becomes larger. When the mean free path becomes com-
parable to the size of the fireball, the hydrodynamic picture does not apply anymore.
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At this point, a so-called particlization (see [8] for more details) takes place: the fluid
medium decouples into particles (hadrons). In the state-of-the-art models, the pro-
cess of particlization typically takes place at a hypersurface of constant temperature
or constant local rest frame energy density. Such three-dimensional hypersurface
in four-dimensional space—time is reconstructed from a full hydrodynamic solution
evolved till large enough time. To convert the fluid dynamic degrees of freedom
to hadrons, a Cooper—Frye prescription, first introduced in [9], is often used. Prac-
tically speaking, in some of the hydrodynamic models discussed below, the spin
polarization is calculated at the hypersurface of particlization, using Egs. 8.17,8.19
or 8.20—which are nothing more but modified Cooper—Frye formulas. The latter
makes the computation relatively straightforward. Other hydrodynamic models take
a simpler way to compute the spin polarization on a hypersurface of constant proper
time t = const, even if it does not coincide with the hypersurface of particlization
in the model.

However, the cross-sections of hadron scatterings are still not small right after
the particlization. Therefore, both inelastic scatterings—which change the compo-
sition of hadrons in the event—and elastic reactions which only change hadron’s
momenta take place. An effective moment when the inelastic reaction ceases is
known as a chemical freeze-out, whereas the moment where also elastic scatterings
cease is known as a kinetic freeze-out. As those processes happen gradually, the post-
hydrodynamic phase is often modelled using a hadronic cascade, sometimes called
a hadronic afterburner.

8.4  Hydrodynamic Calculations at /s = 7...62 GeV

Hydrodynamic modelling of heavy-ion collisions at very high energies, such as
/Sxn = 200GeV atRHIC or /s = 2.76, 5.02 TeV atthe LHC, can be numerically
simplified by taking into account a strong Lorentz contraction of the colliding nuclei.
This practically means that as long as observables in the central rapidity slice y ~ 0
are concerned, such as transverse momentum distributions of produced hadrons,
their flow coefficients v, (pr) and the initial state for the hydrodynamic expansion
at t = tp can be approximated by a thin disk with thickness zo & #p, with initial
longitudinal flow v, = z/#. The hydrodynamic solution will then have a symmetry
with respect to Lorentz boosts in the longitudinal direction. Then the dynamics in the
longitudinal direction can be integrated out analytically, leaving only the transverse
expansion to the numerics. Likewise, widely used initial state models, such as CGC
(Colour Glass Condensate), IP-Glasma and Monte Carlo Glauber, only evaluate the
initial energy/entropy density profiles in the direction, transverse to the beam axis.

Modelling of relativistic heavy-ion collisions at collision energies /sy from a
few to a hundred GeV is more challenging as compared to the high-energy regime.
Many of the hydrodynamical and hybrid models used to model collisions at top RHIC
and LHC energies are not directly applicable to collisions at the lower energies. The
simplifying approximations of boost invariance and zero net baryon density are not
valid, and different kinds of non-equilibrium effects play a larger role.
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At such collision energies, the colliding nuclei do not resemble thin disks because
of a weaker Lorentz contraction; also, the partonic models of the initial state (CGC,
IP-Glasma) gradually lose their applicability in this regime. The longitudinal boost
invariance is not a good approximation anymore, therefore one needs to simulate a
three-dimensional hydrodynamic expansion.

Historically, the first full-fledged hydrodynamic model applied to study the polar-
ization of hadrons—A hyperons—in heavy-ion collisions at /sy =7...62 GeV
is UrQMD+vHLLE model [10]. The second hydrodynamic calculation of A polar-
ization for this collision energy range was performed in PICR model [11]. More
recently, A polarization was calculated in three-Fluid Dynamics (3FD) model [12].
We proceed by describing the details of the abovementioned hydrodynamic models.

Initial states in the hydrodynamic calculations. In the UrQMD+vHLLE calcu-
lation, the UrQMD string/hadronic cascade is used to describe the primary collisions
of the nucleons and to create the initial state of the hydrodynamical evolution. The
two nuclei are initialized according to Woods—Saxon distributions and the initial
binary interactions proceed via string or resonance excitations, the former process
being dominant in ultra-relativistic collisions (including the BES collision energies).
All the strings are fragmented into hadrons before the transition to fluid phase (flu-
idization) takes place, although not all hadrons are yet fully formed at that time,
i.e. they do not yet have their free-particle scattering cross-sections, and thus do
not yet interact at all. The hadrons before conversion to fluid should not be consid-
ered physical hadrons, but rather marker particles to describe the flow of energy,
momentum and conserved charges during the pre-equilibrium evolution of the sys-
tem. The use of UrQMD to initialize the system allows us to describe some of the
pre-equilibrium dynamics and dynamically generates event-by-event fluctuating ini-
tial states for hydrodynamical evolution.

The interactions in the pre-equilibrium UrQMD evolution are allowed until a
hypersurface of constant Bjorken proper time g = +/#2 — z2 is reached, since the
hydrodynamical code is constructed using the Milne coordinates (t, x, y, 1), where
7 = /1?2 — 72 [13]. The UrQMD evolution, however, proceeds in Cartesian coor-
dinates (¢, x, y, z), and thus evolving the particle distributions to constant T means
evolving the system until large enough time # in such a way that the collisional
processes and decays are only allowed in the domain +/#? — z2 < 9. The result-
ing particles on t = #; surface are then propagated backwards in time to the T = 19
surface along straight trajectories to obtain an initial state for the hydrodynamic
evolution.

The lower limit for the starting time of the hydrodynamic evolution depends on
the collision energy according to

0 = 2R/\/ (saw/2mn)? — 1, (8.24)

which corresponds to the average time, when two nuclei have passed through each
other, i.e. all primary nucleon—nucleon collisions have happened. This is the earliest
possible moment in time, where approximate local equilibrium can be assumed.
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VSyy =7.7 GeV, 20-50% central Au-Au, averaged IC /sy =62.4 GeV, 20-50% central Au-Au, averaged IC
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Fig.8.3 Initial energy density profiles for the hydrodynamic stage with arrows depicting initial beta
field superimposed. The hydrodynamic evolutions start from averaged initial state corresponding
to 20-50% central Au-Au collisions at /sy = 7.7 (top row) and 62.4 GeV (bottom row)

To perform event-by-event hydrodynamics using fluctuating initial conditions,
every individual UrQMD event is converted to an initial state profile. As mentioned,
the hadron transport does not lead to an initial state in full local equilibrium, and the
thermalization of the the system at T = 7 has to be artificially enforced. The energy
and momentum of each UrQMD particle at 7 is distributed to the hydrodynamic
cells ijk assuming Gaussian density profiles

AxE+ Ay? AP
APil;k = p¢ ~C-exp <—# — R—zk]/nzfg (825)
1 n
0 0 AP+ Ay AR,
1 n

where Ax;, Ay; and Any are the differences between particle’s position and the
coordinates of the hydrodynamic cell {i, j, k}, and y;,, = cosh(y, — n) is the longi-
tudinal Lorentz factor of the particle as seen in a frame moving with the rapidity
n. The normalization constant C is calculated from the condition that the discrete
sum of the values of the Gaussian in all neighbouring cells equals one. The resulting
AP* and AN? are transformed into Milne coordinates and added to the energy,
momentum and baryon number in each cell. This procedure ensures that in the ini-
tial transition from transport to hydrodynamics, the energy, momentum and baryon
number are conserved.

In Fig. 8.17, the initial energy density profiles are visualized for two selected
collision energies: /sy = 7.7 and 62.4 GeV. To produce this figure, two single
hydrodynamic calculations with averaged initial conditions from 100 initial UrQMD
simulations each were run. At , /s = 62.4 GeV, because of the baryon transparency
effect, the x, z components of beta vector at mid-rapidity are small and do not have a
regular pattern, therefore the distribution of @, in the hydrodynamic cells close to
particlization energy density includes both positive and negative parts, as it is seen
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Fig.8.4 Snapshots of the energy density profile in the x — z plane in a 3-fluid dynamic simulation
of a semi-central Au-Au collision at /s = 19.6 GeV. Plots are taken from [15]

on the corresponding plot in the right column. At , /s = 7.7 GeV, baryon stopping
results in a shear flow structure, which leads to the same (positive) sign of the w,.
In the PICR model, the physics picture of the initial state is a Yang—Mills field,
stretched between Lorentz-contracted streaks after impact [14]. Such initial state
also produces torqued initial state of the fireball with finite angular momentum.
The 3-fluid dynamic model is somewhat different from the UrQMD+vHLLE and
PICR models. In the 3FD, the evolution starts with two nuclei right before the moment
of impact, which are represented by two blobs of cold baryon-rich fluid [16]. The
process of nucleus—nucleus collision is then modelled as an inter-penetration of the
baryon-rich fluids, which leads to friction between the fluids. The fluids lose energy
and momentum via the friction terms, which leads to a creation of the third fluid,
which is baryon-free. Similarly to the UrQMD+vHLLE or PICR models, the friction
between the baryon-rich fluids leads to a total energy density profile which is tilted
inthe x — z plane, as shown in Fig. 8.4. The friction also produces the velocity shear,
which corresponds to a finite angular momentum of the participant system.
Hydrodynamic stage in UrQMD+vHLLE hybrid is simulated with a (3+1)-
dimensional viscous hydrodynamical code vHLLE, which is described in full detail
in Ref. [13]. The code solves the local energy-momentum conservation equations:

d,T"" =0, (8.27)
dyNy.o =0, (8.28)

where Ny, and Né are the net baryon and electric charge currents, respectively, and

we remind that d,, denotes a covariant derivative. The calculation? is done in Milne
coordinates (T, x, y, 1), where Tt = v/t2 —z2and n = 1/2In[(t + 2)/(t — 2)].

In the Israel-Stewart framework of causal dissipative hydrodynamics [17], the
dissipative currents are independent variables. For the calculations of A polarization,
¢/s =0 is set in the UrQMD+VHLLE calculation. The code works in the Landau

2Typical grid spacing used in the calculations: Ax = Ay = 0.2 fm, Ay = 0.05 — 0.15 and timestep
At = 0.05 — 0.1 fm/c depending on the collision energy. A finer grid with Ax = Ay = 0.125 fm
was taken to simulate peripheral collisions.
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frame, where the energy diffusion flow is zero, and the baryon and charge diffusion
currents are neglected for simplicity, which is equivalent to zero heat conductivity.
For the shear-stress evolution we choose the relaxation time 7, = 5n/(T's) and the
coefficient 6, = 4/31,, and approximate all the other higher-order coefficients by
zero. The following evolution equations are solved for the shear-stress tensor 7#":

Mmv 1234 4
(W dym’y = — NS _ ST, (8.29)
Tn

where the brackets denote the traceless and orthogonal to u* part of the tensor and
JT{\IL; is the Navier—Stokes value of the shear-stress tensor.

Another necessary ingredient for the hydrodynamic stage is the Equation of State
(EoS) of the medium. In UrQMD+vHLLE, the chiral model EoS [18] features correct
asymptotic degrees of freedom, i.e. quarks and gluons in the high temperature and
hadrons in the low-temperature limits, crossover-type transition between confined
and deconfined matter for all values of ©p and qualitatively agrees with lattice QCD
dataat up = 0.

Different from that, both PICR and 3FH models feature ideal fluid approxima-
tion. The hydrodynamic evolution is simulated with the Relativistic Particle-in-Cell
(PICR) method. Both in the initial state and subsequent CFD simulation, a classic
‘Bag Model’ EoS was applied: P = c(z)e2 - %B, with constant c(z) = % and a fixed
Bag constant B. The energy density takes the form: e = «T* + T2 + y + B, where
a, B and y are constants arising from the degeneracy factors for (anti-)quarks and
gluons.

Final conditions for the hydrodynamic stage. In the UrQMD+vHLLE hybrid,
the fluid-to-particle transition, or particlization, is performed using the conventional
Cooper—Frye prescription [9]. The Cooper—Frye prescription is applied at a hyper-
surface of constant local rest frame energy density. The hadrons, generated at the
particlization, are then re-scattered with the UrQMD cascade. This particlization
hypersurface is reconstructed during the hydrodynamic evolution based on the cri-
terion of a fixed energy density € = €5 and using the Cornelius routine [8]. The
default value for the particlization energy density is €5y = 0.5 GeV/fm?, which in
the chiral model EoS corresponds to 7 = 175 MeV at ug = 0. At this energy den-
sity, the crossover transition is firmly on the hadronic side, but the density is still a
little higher than the chemical freeze-out energy density suggested by the thermal
models (for the topic of thermal models, we refer the reader to [19]).

In the PICR model, the particlization is set to happen at a fixed time ¢ in the
laboratory frame.

As given by the Cooper—Frye prescription, the hadron distribution on each point
of the hypersurface is

0 d>Ni(x)

&p =dZup" f(p-ux), T(x), pi(x)). (8.30)
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The phase-space distribution function f is usually assumed to be the one corre-
sponding to a noninteracting hadron resonance gas in or close to the local thermal
equilibrium.

In a standard calculation in UrQMD+vHLLE, the Cooper—Frye formula (8.30)
is used as a probability density to sample ensembles of hadrons with the Monte
Carlo method. Further on, the sampled hadrons are passed to the UrQMD cascade
to simulate inelastic and elastic interactions in the dilute post-hydrodynamic stage.
However, for the calculation of the polarization, the Monte Carlo hadron sampling
is replaced with a direct calculation based on Eq. (8.17), applied on particlization
surfaces from the event-by-event hydrodynamics. For that, one can realize that the
formula for the mean polarization of spin 1/2 hadrons (8.18) looks similar to the
Cooper—Frye formula, except for the factor (1 — f(x, p))w,, under the integral.

The 3-fluid dynamic model has again somewhat different final conditions for its
hydrodynamic stage, as compared to UrQMD+vHLLE or PICR. The distributions
of hadrons at the particlization are computed not with the Cooper—Frye but with
Milekhin formula [20], and the criterion for the particlization is a fixed combined
energy density of all 3 fluids in a given space—time point:

00

ot = (T + Ty + Tihee < ohs (8.31)

) rest frame

The 3-fluid dynamic model does not feature the final-state hadronic cascade, therefore
the particlization in 3FD is the same as the freeze-out.

It is important to note that all the abovementioned models had been tuned to
reproduce the basic hadronic observables prior to the calculations of polarization.
In particular, a reasonable reproduction of the experimental data—(pseudo)rapidity
distributions, transverse momentum spectra and elliptic flow coefficients—has been
achieved in UrQMD+vHLLE with the parameter values depending monotonically
on the collision energy as it is shown in Table 8.1. This was obtained when the
particlization energy density was fixed to €5y = 0.5 GeV/fm? for the whole collision

Table 8.1 Collision energy dependence of the UrQMD+vHLLE parameters chosen to reproduce
the experimental data in the RHIC BES range: /sy = 7.7 — 200 GeV

/Sax [GeV] 70 [fm/c] R [fm] Ry [fm] n/s
7.7 32 14 0.5 0.2
8.8 (SPS) 2.83 1.4 0.5 0.2
11.5 2.1 14 0.5 0.2
17.3 (SPS) 1.42 14 0.5 0.15
19.6 1.22 1.4 0.5 0.15
27 1.0 1.2 0.5 0.12
39 0.9 1.0 0.7 0.08
62.4 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.08
200 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.08
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Fig.8.5 Coordinate system
used for the components of
A polarization vector. The
reaction plane is xz, and y
coordinate is opposite to the
vector of the global angular
momentum of the system,
which points upwards and
perpendicular to the reaction
plane. The plot is taken from

(3]

energy range. In 3FD, a typical choice of the freeze-out energy density to reproduce
a broad set of experimental data is &g, >~ 0.2 GeV/fm? [16].

Patterns of A Polarization in the UrQMD+vHLLE and PICR Models

Before starting to refer to the components of the spin polarization vector of A hyper-
ons, it is worth to sketch the coordinate system used. The coordinate system is shown
in Fig. 8.5: the x axis is parallel to the vector of the impact parameter of the heavy-ion
collision; the z axis is parallel to the beam direction, thus xz is the so-called reaction
plane. The y axis points perpendicular to the reaction plane and is directed opposite
to the vector of the total angular momentum of the fireball.

Already an early calculation [1] of the A polarization vector as a function of the pr
of the A at mid-rapidity performed with 3+1 dimensional hydrodynamic code ECHO-
QGP [21] has shown quite an assorted pattern, see Fig. 8.6. The ECHO-QGP calcu-
lation has been made for Au-Au collisions at fixed impact parameter b = 11.6 fm
(corresponding to peripheral collisions) at the top RHIC energy /sy = 200 GeV;
hydrodynamic calculations for top RHIC and LHC energies will be discussed in a
next subsection. At large transverse momenta and at |p.| = |py|, the polarization
vector component along the beam axis, P* (marked as ITj on Fig. 8.6, also marked
as P|| on some of the plots below) has the largest amplitude. The component along
the impact parameter, P* (marked as IT; on Fig. 8.6, also marked as P, on some of
the plots below) has a quadrupole pattern similar to P but with a smaller amplitude.
However, because of symmetry of the system, the p7 integrated P* and P* integrate
out to zero, and the only nonzero component remaining is P~ (Hg on Fig. 8.6), which
is opposite to the direction of the total angular momentum J of the fireball.

Very similar patterns for the components of the polarization vector were observed
later in the UrQMD+VHLLE calculations for the Beam Energy Scan energies. On
Fig. 8.7, the transverse momentum dependence of the components of A polarization
vector is shown for 40-50% central Au-Au collisions (impact parameter range b =
9.3 —10.4 fm) at collision energy /sy = 19.6 GeV, which is located in the middle
of the Beam Energy Scan range. 1000 event-by-event hydrodynamic simulations
were executed, then the event-averaged denominator and numerator of Eq. 8.17
were computed as a function of py and py, in order to produce Fig. 8.7.
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Fig. 8.6 Components and modulus of the A polarization vector as a function of pr of the A, in

ECHO-QGP simulation of Au-Au collisions with fixed impact parameter » = 11.6 fm at /s =
200 GeV. The picture is taken from [1]

The polarization patterns in the p, p, plane reflect the corresponding patterns of
the components of thermal vorticity over the particlization hypersurface. In particular,
it was found in [22] that the leading contribution to P* stems from the term @, py
in Eq. 8.15. In turn, @;, shown in left panel of Fig. 8.8 is a result of the interplay
of 9; B, (acceleration of longitudinal flow and temporal gradients of temperature—
conduction) and 9, B; (convection and conduction), according to Eq. (8.16). The P~
component has a leading contribution from the term @, po (which is also the only
non-vanishing contribution at pr = 0), and @y, has a rather uniform profile over
the mid-rapidity slice of the freeze-out hypersurface, and the leading contribution to
it comes from o, u, (shear flow in z direction).

The PICR calculation provides a transverse momentum pattern of the y component
of polarization (PY), which is different from the UrQMD+vHLLE calculation, see the
left panel of Figure 8.9. At the p, = 0 line, the polarization changes sign between

large |py| and zero p.. As for now, it is not clear why the transverse momentum
patterns are different in the two models.

Centrality and Collision Energy Dependence of the Polarization

Figure 8.10 shows the collision energy dependence of the global polarization of
A in UrQMD+vHLLE and PICR models. To follow recent STAR measurements,
in UrQMD+vHLLE calculation, the 20-50% centrality bin was constructed by a
correspondingly chosen range of impact parameters for the initial state UrQMD
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Fig. 8.7 Components of spin polarization vector of primary A baryons produced at mid-rapidity
in UrQMD+vHLLE calculation for 40-50% central Au-Au collisions at /sy = 19.6 GeV. The
polarization is calculated in the rest frame of A
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Fig. 8.8 Components of thermal vorticity @y, (left) and @, (right) on the mid-rapidity slice of
particlization hypersurface, projected on the xy plane. The UrQMD+vHLLE calculation with an
averaged initial state corresponds to 40-50% central Au-Au collisions at /sy = 19.6 GeV
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Fig.8.10 Collision energy dependence of the P; = P”? and P, = P* components of polarization
vector of A, calculated in its rest frame, in UrQMD+vHLLE (left panel) and PICR (right panel)
models for 20-50% central Au-Au collisions

calculation. We observe that the polarization component along J, the P” decreases
by about one order of magnitude as collision energy increases from /sy = 7.7 GeV
to full RHIC energy, where it turns out to be consistent with an early calculation of the
global hyperon polarization at the top RHIC energy in [1]. In the PICR calculation, the
impact parameter bp = 0.7, which corresponds to centrality ¢ = 49%, was chosen to
simulate the 20-50% centrality bin. For comparison, the data of A and A polarization
from STAR (RHIC) were inserted into the right panel of Fig. 8.10 with blue triangle
symbols.

In the UrQMD+vHLLE calculation, the fall of the out-of-plane component P” is
not directly related to a change in the out-of-plane component of the total angular
momentum of the fireball. In fact, the total angular momentum increases as the
collision energy increases, which can be seen on the top panel of Fig. 8.11. However,
the total angular momentum is not an intensive quantity like polarization, so, to have
a better benchmark, we took the ratio between the total angular momentum and the
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Fig. 8.12 Left: global A polarization at mid-rapidity as a function of the number of partici-
pating nucleons Npy in the initial state. Each point represents one hydrodynamic configura-
tion in an ensemble of 2000 event-by-event calculations for 0-50% central Au-Au collisions at
/S = 39 GeV. Right: out-of-plane component of initial angular momentum versus number of
participating nucleons Np,rt in the same calculation

total energy, J/E, which is shown in the bottom panel of the same figure. Yet, one
can see that the J/E shows only a mild decrease as collision energy increases.

In Fig. 8.12, we show the distribution of the global polarization of A as a function
of centrality (i.e. Npat), where each point corresponds to a hydrodynamic evolution
with a given fluctuating initial condition characterized by Npa; in the right panel,
one can see the corresponding distribution of total angular momentum J. We observe
that the total angular momentum distribution has a maximum at a certain range of
Npart and drops to zero for the most central events (where the impact parameter is
zero) and most peripheral ones (where the system becomes small). In contrast to
that, the polarization shows a steadily increasing trend towards peripheral collisions,
where it starts to fluctuate largely from event to event because of the smallness of
the fireball, a situation where the initial state fluctuations start to dominate in the
hydrodynamic stage.

The overall trend of the impact parameter (and centrality) dependence of the
global polarization is confirmed in the PICR calculation [11], see Figure 8.13. This
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figure shows the global polarization in Au+Au collisions as a function of ratio of
impact parameter b to Au’s nuclear radius R, i.e. bgp = b/2R. One could see that the
polarization at different energies indeed approximately takes a linear increase with the
increase of impact parameter, except for 62.4GeV due to the vanishing polarization
signals at relatively central collisions. This linear dependence clearly indicates that
the polarization in our model arises from the initial angular momentum. However,
the polarization’s linear dependence on b is somewhat different from the angular
momentum’s quadratic dependence on b. This is because the angular momentum L
is an extensive quantity dependent on the system’s mass, while the polarization IT is
an intensive quantity (Fig. 8.14).

Finally, the energy dependence of A polarization in the 3FD calculation is similar
to the other two hydrodynamic models, see Fig. 8.16, top panel. Contrary to the
decrease of the A polarization at mid-rapidity with collision energy—a trend which
will be discussed in the next subsection—the polarization of all A actually grows with
the energy, as can be seen on the bottom panel of Fig. 8.16. The latter is explained in
the 3FD calculation by the vorticity being pushed out to the fragmentation regions.
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The 3FD calculation further demonstrates that the A polarization at the mid-
space—time rapidity slab of matter || < 0.5 does not correlate with the total angular
momentum of the slab, as shown in Fig. 8.15. In this calculation, the momentum of the
slab changes sign around collision energy /sy =~ 9 GeV, whereas the polarization
remains positive. Also, the polarization follows correlates neither with the slope
of directed flow (which also changes sign around the same energy as the angular
momentum) nor with the elliptic flow v;.

Parameter dependence. As it has been mentioned above, the parameters of the
model are set to monotonically depend on collision energy in order to approach the
experimental data for basic hadronic observables. The question may arise whether
the collision energy dependence of P? is the result of an interplay of collision energy
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Fig. 8.17 Evolution of @, in mid-rapidity (]y| < 0.3) slice of particlization surface, projected
onto time axis (right column). The hydrodynamic evolutions start from averaged initial state cor-
responding to 20-50% central Au-Au collisions at /sy = 7.7 (top row) and 62.4 GeV (bottom
row)

dependencies of the parameters. The UrQMD+vHLLE calculation argues that it is
not the case: in Fig. 8.14 one can see how the pr integrated polarization component
PY varies at two selected collision energies, o =17 and 62.4 GeV, when the
granularity of the initial state controlled by R, R, parameters, shear viscosity to
entropy ratio of the fluid medium 7 /s and particlization energy density €4, change. It
turns out that a variation of R within £40% changes P~ by +20%, and a variation
of R, by 40% changes P¥ by £25% at /s = 62.4 GeV only. The variations of
the remaining parameters affect P¥ much less. We thus conclude that the observed
trend in pr integrated polarization is robust with respect to variations of parameters
of the model.

Discussion on the Energy Dependence

Now we have to understand the excitation function of the pr integrated PY which
is calculated in the hydrodynamic models. As it has been mentioned, PY at low
momentum (which contributes most to the pr integrated polarization) has adominant
contribution proportional to @, pg. It turns out that the pattern and magnitude of
@y, over the particlization hypersurface do change with collision energy.

The latter is demonstrated in Fig. 8.17, for two selected collision energies. For this
purpose, two single hydrodynamic calculations were performed with averaged initial
conditions from 100 initial state UrQMD simulations each. At /sy = 62.4 GeV,
because of the baryon transparency effect,’ the x, z components of beta vector at
mid-rapidity are small and do not have a regular pattern, therefore the distribution of
@y in the hydrodynamic cells close to particlization energy density includes both
positive and negative parts, as it is seen on the corresponding plot in the right column.

3The phenomenon of baryon transparency describes transporting the baryon charge of the colliding
nuclei to the forward and backward rapidities. Opposite to that, baryon stopping implies that the
baryon charge from the colliding nuclei is stopped around mi-rapidity.
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At /syn = 7.7 GeV, baryon stopping results in a shear flow structure, which leads
to the same (positive) sign of the wy.

In the right column of Fig. 8.17, we plot the corresponding @, distributions
over the particlization hypersurfaces projected on the proper time axis. Generally
speaking, hydrodynamic evolution tends to dilute the initial vorticities. One can see
that longer hydrodynamic evolution at /sy = 62.4 GeV in combination with the
smaller absolute value of average initial vorticity results in factor 4-5 smaller average
absolute vorticities at late times for /sy = 62.4 GeV than for /s = 7.7 GeV.
This results in a corresponding difference in the momentum integrated polarization at
these two energies, that is mostly determined by low-pr A which are preferentially
produced from the Cooper—Frye hypersurface at late times.

The explanation of the collision energy dependence of the A polarization from
3FD is similar to the one above. The dominant effect is that the central-slab vorticity
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Fig.8.18 Time evolution of the average energy density ¢ (top) and average @, (bottom) in 3FD
model [12], in the central slab of the fireball corresponding to the mid-rapidity (left) and in the whole
system (right). The different curves represent the 3-fluid dynamic evolutions for Au-Au collisions
at different collision energies from /sy = 3.8 GeV and up to /sy = 39 GeV. The calculation
is performed with a fixed impact parameter » = 8 fm, which approximately corresponds to 30%
centrality
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at the freeze-out decreases with increasing collision energy because the vortical field
is pushed out to the fragmentation regions. The evolution of the vortical field with
collision energy and time at the central slab of the system is displayed in Fig.8.18,
bottom left. In addition to that, similarly for the UrQMD+vHLLE calculations, the
@y, decreases with time at any given collision energy, and the freeze-out time in
3FD actually decreases with collision energy, in the range /sy = 3.8...27 GeV.

To summarize: in hydrodynamic models, the effect of hyperon polarization
emerges in non-central collisions, where the angular momentum of the fireball is
finite. However, the polarization does not (linearly) scale with the angular momentum
of the system. The collision energy dependence in the hydrodynamic calculations is
consistent with the experimental measurements by STAR collaboration in the Beam
Energy Scan program at RHIC collider.

8.5 Hydrodynamic Calculations at /s = 200 and 2760 GeV

As it was shown in the previous subsection, the mean, i.e. momentum averaged,
polarization of A hyperons at mid-rapidity decreases with increasing collision energy.
In m = 200 GeV Au-Au collisions at RHIC, the mean polarization is less than
0.3% [23], and at the LHC energies, it is presumably smaller, below the accuracy of
the experimental measurement. Left panel of Fig. 8.20 demonstrated that, with the
same assumptions about the initial state for the hydrodynamic expansion, the spin
polarization tends to further decrease between the top RHIC and LHC energies.

However, hydrodynamic results from the previous subsection established not only
the global (pr-integrated) polarization, but also patterns in local (pr-differential)
polarization. The magnitude of the longitudinal component P on Fig. 8.7 was reach-
ing 4% at high p, and p,, which is a few times larger than the mean polarization,
aligned with the total orbital momentum of the fireball.

Indeed, as it has been mentioned in a subsection above, one of the earliest hydro-
dynamic calculations of A polarization [1] has already demonstrated the existence
of local polarization, see Fig. 8.6.

A study [24] took it one step further and computed the local polarization of
A hyperons in a hydrodynamic model using averaged initial state from Monte
Carlo Glauber model with its parameters set as in [25]. With such an initial
state, the mid-rapidity slice of the fireball has a small angular momentum. Nev-
ertheless, the quadrupole patterns in the longitudinal polarization persisted at both
/Sxn = 200 GeV RHIC and , /5 = 2760 GeV LHC energies. The resulting trans-
verse momentum dependence of P*? is shown in Figure 8.19 for 20-50% central Au-
Au collisions at , /sy = 200 (RHIC) and 20-50% Pb-Pb collisions at /sy = 2760
GeV (LHO).

Particularly, the rotation—reflection symmetries imply that S* has a Fourier decom-
position involving only the sine of even multiples of the azimuthal angle ¢:

1 & .
S pr, ¥ =0)= 3 ) fu(pr) sin2kp. (8.32)
k=1
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Fig.8.19 Map of longitudinal component of polarization of mid-rapidity A from a hydrodynamic
calculation corresponding to 20-50% central Au-Au collisions at /sy = 200 GeV (left) and 20—
50% central Pb-Pb collisions at , /s = 2760 GeV (right)
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Fig. 8.20 Left panel: Global polarization of A hyperons in 20-50% central Au-Au (Pb-Pb) col-
lisions at 7.7...200 GeV RHIC (2760 GeV LHC) energies. For the calculations with 3D Glauber
IC (initial conditions), the solid one corresponding to longitudinally boost invariant initial flow,
and the dashed one corresponding to a small amount of initial shear longitudinal flow as described
in [1]. The lines connect the points to guide the eye. Right panel: Second-order Fourier harmonic
coefficient of polarization component along the beam direction, calculated as a function of pr for
different collision energies; 200 and 2760 GeV points correspond to Monte Carlo Glauber IS

The corresponding second harmonic coefficients f> are displayed in fig. 8.20 for
four different collision energies: 7.7, 19.6 GeV (calculated with initial state from the
UrQMD cascade [10]), 200 and 2760 GeV (using averaged initial state from Monte
Carlo Glauber model). It is worth noting that, while the P component, along the
angular momentum, decreases by about a factor 10 between /sy = 7.7 and 200
GeV, f> decreases by only 35%. We also find that the mean pr integrated value of
f> stays around 0.2% at all collision energies, owing to two compensating effects:
decreasing pr differential f>(pr) and increasing mean pr with increasing collision
energy. The PY component in the UrQMD+vHLLE calculations is produced in the
non-central collisions due to anisotropic transverse expansion (elliptic flow) driven
by the global geometry of the fireball, whereas in central collisions, the initial state
fluctuations dominate as shown in [26].
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Fig. 8.21 Correlation of polarizations of two A hyperons as a function of their opening angle in
the transverse plane. Left panel: average initial state, right panel: event-by-event hydrodynamic
calculations with a Monte Carlo Glauber initial state

It is a quick exercise to show that from P* = 25%(pt) = f2(pr) sin 2¢ it follows
that

1
(PY(P) P (p + Ap)) = 5f22<pr> cos2A, (8.33)

which means that the correlation function of longitudinal polarization of two A
hyperons, separated by the angle A¢ in the transverse momentum space, behaves as
cos 2A¢. Such behaviour one can see in Fig. 8.21 left. The right panel of Fig. 8.21
shows the correlation function from an ensemble of event-by-event hydrodynamic
evolutions. In the latter case, the shape of the correlation function deviates from
cos 2A¢ because the underlying azimuthal angle dependence of the P? after each
hydrodynamic evolution in the event-by-event ensemble is randomly fluctuating with
respect to the average sin 2¢ shape.

In fact, such correlation function of longitudinal, as well as transverse components
of A polarization, has been reported in [26], see Fig. 8.22.

Connection Between Quadrupole Longitudinal Polarization and Elliptic Flow

Indeed, it can be shown that this component does not vanish even in the exact boost
invariant scenario with no initial state fluctuations and that it decreases slowly with
increasing center-of-mass energy. For the sake of simplicity, let us demonstrate that
with an explicit calculation by assuming that the fluid is ideal, uncharged and that
the initial transverse velocities u*, uY vanish. Accumulated evidence in relativistic
heavy-ion collisions indicates that these are reasonable approximations at very high
energy. Under such assumptions, it is known that the T-vorticity

Quy = 0, (Tuy) — 9,(Tuy) (8.34)

vanishes at all times [1,27], as a consequence of the equations of motion. In this
case, the thermal vorticity reduces to [1]:

1
Dy = — (At = Aviy) (8.35)
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Fig. 8.22 Correlation of the transverse (top panel) and longitudinal (bottom panel) components
of polarizations of two A hyperons as a function of their opening angle in the transverse plane.
Left panel: correlation functions in different rapidity regions from the hydrodynamic calculation
for /syy = 2.76 TeV. Right panel: correlation functions within one rapidity interval but at different
collision energies. The plot is taken from [26]

A being the four-acceleration field. This form of the thermal vorticity shows its
entirely relativistic nature, its spatial part being proportional to (a x v)/c? in the
classical units. If we now substitute Eq. (8.35) in Eq. (8.18), we get:

[5 dZ3p*ApBonp(l —np)

, 8.36
fE dZ)Lp)‘nF ( )

1
SM(P) = —Eeﬂp”l’r

which shows that S%(p) can get contributions from the vector product of fields and
momenta in the transverse plane, where they are expected to significantly develop
even in the case of longitudinal boost invariance. From this equation on, we use
a shortcut ng = f(x, p). The uncharged perfect fluid equations of motion can be
written as

1 1

Ap=ZVpT == (0pT — uPu-0T).

If we plug the above acceleration expression in Eq. (8.37), only the first term with
9, T gives a finite contribution as the second term vanishes owing to the presence of
Bou, factor and the Levi-Civita tensor. Furthermore, since

= —Bonr(l —np),
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we can rewrite Eq. (8.36) as

R, T
fE dE}Lp nr

J5

T

hpoT

§*(p) = (8.37)

dmT

We can now integrate by parts the numerator in the above equation:

anF 0
A _ A _
/EdZXp 8paapT__8pG/Zd2Ap npd,T /;dZanpapT

Another very reasonable assumption is that the decoupling hypersurface at high
energy is described by the equation T = T, where T is the QCD pseudo-critical
temperature. This entails that the normal vector to the hypersurface is the gradient
of temperature. Then the final expression of the mean spin vector is

W fZ dz)\p)”nFapT

GMPUT
fZ dz)\p)‘np

SH(p) =

(8.38)

T

dmT

The longitudinal component of the mean spin vector S? thus depends on the value
of the temperature gradient on the decoupling hypersurface and its measurement
can provide information thereupon. A simple solution of the above integral appears
under the assumption of isochronous decoupling hypersurface, with the temperature
field only depending on the Bjorken time 7 = /1% — zZ. In this case, the parameters
describing the hypersurface are x, y, n with T = const., and the only contribution
to the numerator of the (8.38) arises from p = 0:

dr
/ dE,\pAan—T cosh .

At Y = 0, the factor cosh n can be approximated with 1 because of the exponential
fall-off exp[—(m7 /T) cosh n] involved in n f, therefore,

. N dT /dt ~ N
S*(pr,Y =0k ~ — AmT k—log dE;Lp nr,

where ¢ is the transverse momentum azimuthal angle, counting from the reaction
plane. In the above equation, the longitudinal spin component is a function of the
spectrum alone at Y = 0. By expanding it in Fourier series in ¢ and retaining only
the elliptic flow term, one obtains

dT /dt 9

AT 3_2U2([7T) cos 2¢

A (prsin2 (839)
_drmTvz pr) S 2@ .

S*(pr,Y =0) >~ —
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Fig.8.23 The second-order
Fourier sine coefficient of the
longitudinal A and A
polarizations as a function of

0.6

- STAR Au+Au VSNN =200 GeV
[ 20%-60%

pr, measured by STAR for
20-60% Au-Au collisions at
/Sun = 200 GeV. The

|3 A+A

|-~ hydro (x 0.2) 20%-50%

| — BW (spectra+v2) 20%-60%
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curves correspond to a
Blast-Wave model
calculation (unpublished)
and the hydrodynamic r A
calculation from [24]. The <1l
plot is taken from [28]

(P, sin(20-2% ) [%]

P, [GeV/c]

meaning, comparing this result to Eq. (8.32) that in this case:

dr 1
fa(pr) = 2EHU2(PT)-
This simple formula only applies under special assumptions with regard to the hydro-
dynamic temperature evolution, but it clearly shows the salient features of the longi-
tudinal polarization at mid-rapidity as a function of transverse momentum and how
it can provide direct information on the temperature gradient at hadronization. It
also shows, as has been mentioned,that it is driven by physical quantities related to
transverse expansion and that it is independent of longitudinal expansion.

In 2019, STAR collaboration has published a measurement of the pr and
azimuthal angle dependence of the longitudinal polarization of A and A hyper-
ons in Au-Au collisions at , /sy = 200 GeV. The same quadrupole structure in the
longitudinal polarization has been observed; however, its sign is the opposite to the
hydrodynamic calculation in [24].

The same pattern but the opposite sign of the longitudinal A polarization, con-
sistent with the measurement by STAR [28], has been reported in a hydrodynamic
calculation in PICR model [29]. Since the origin of the polarization signal, as well
as the basic ingredients of the PICR model appears to be similar to the other hydro-
dynamic calculations, it is not clear why the PICR calculation results in a different
sign of the longitudinal polarization.

The discrepancy between the hydrodynamic calculations and the experimental
measurement by STAR [28] remains an open question. Few ideas have been proposed
to address the question. For example, in [30] it was found that when the thermal
vorticity the formula for the spin polarization 8.15 is replaced by a projected thermal
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Fig. 8.24 Longitudinal component of A polarization, computed with projected thermal vorticity
in Eq. 8.15 (for details see text). Note that the sign is compatible with the STAR result in this case.
The plot is taken from [30]
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Fig. 8.25 Longitudinal component of A polarization, computed with different definitions of rela-
tivistic vorticity in Eq. 8.15. The plot is taken from [31]

vorticity*: w;gj = wop Mg A, the resulting longitudinal component of polarization
flips sign and becomes compatible with the experimental measurement.

Another recent study [31] suggests that swapping the thermal vorticity with the
T-vorticity 8.6 in the same formula for the spin polarization 8.15 also results in the
sign flip. However, as for now, it is not clear whether these suggestions will help

4The projection is made on a plane orthogonal to the direction of the collective flow velocity:
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solving the “sign problem” in the longitudinal polarization component between the
hydrodynamic calculations and the experiment, since the basic derivation of the
effect leads to the spin polarization to be proportional precisely to thermal vorticity
and not to the projected thermal vorticity or the T-vorticity.

8.6  Acceleration, Grad T and Vorticity Contributions to
Polarization

To gain insight into the physics of polarization in a relativistic fluid, it is very useful
to decompose the gradients of the four-temperature vector in Eq. (8.18). We start off
with the seperation of the gradients of the co-moving temperature and four-velocity
field:

1 1
8M13v = au (;) + 78Muv.

Then, we can introduce the acceleration and the vorticity vector " with the usual
definitions:

A* = u - Qut

1
ot = 56’”’” U plls.

The antisymmetric part of the tensor d,,u, can then be expressed as a function of A
and w:

1 1 o o

3 (avuu — auuv) =3 (Auu,, — Avuﬂ) + €pvpo@’u

therafter plugged into the (8.18) to give

1
§"(x, p) = 2= (1= np)e™ py ¥, (1/ T, (8.40)
1 By — ule -
F—(Q—pptP-wep (8.41)
8m T
1 1
— %(1 —np)?e’“’pgpgAuup. (842)

Hence, polarization stems from three contributions: a term proportional to the gra-
dient of temperature, a term proportional to the vorticity w, and a term proportional
to the acceleration. Further insight into the nature of these terms can be gained by
choosing the particle rest frame, where p = (m, 0) and restoring the natural units.
Equation (8.40) then certifies that the spin in the rest frame is proportional to the
following combination:

h h h
S*(x, p) x =gV VX VT 4y (@ = (- v)v/e?) + ﬁyA x v/c?, (8.43)
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Fig.8.26 Contributions to the global (left panel) and quadrupole longitudinal (right panel) compo-
nents of A polarization stemming from gradients of temperature (dotted lines), acceleration (dashed
lines) and vorticity (dash-dotted lines). Solid lines show the sums of all three contributions. The
hydrodynamic calculation with vHLLE is performed with an averaged Monte Carlo Glauber IS
corresponding to 20-50% central Au-Au collisions at , /sy = 200 GeV RHIC energy

where y = 1/4/1 — v%/c? and all three-vectors, including vorticity, acceleration and
velocity, are observed in the particle rest frame.

The three independent contributions are now well discernible in Eq. (8.43). The
second term scales like iw/K T and is the one already known from non-relativistic
physics, proportional to the vorticity vector seen by the particle in its motion amid the
fluid, with an additional term vanishing in the non-relativistic limit. The third term
is a purely relativistic one and scales like #A/K T¢?; it is usually overwhelmingly
suppressed, except in heavy-ion collisions where the acceleration of the plasma is
huge (A ~ 10%g at the outset of hydrodynamical stage). The first term, instead, is
a new non-relativistic term [6] and applies to situations where the velocity field is
not parallel to the temperature gradient. For ideal uncharged (thus relativistic) fluids,
this term is related to the acceleration term because the equations of motion reduce
to

V. T =TA,/c* (8.44)

Therefore, in the case of ideal uncharged fluid—which QGP is at a very high energy—
the grad T and acceleration contributions will be exactly equal to each other.

Let’s turn to the results from a realistic hydrodynamic calculation [32]. In
Fig. 8.26, we plot the contributions to the global and quadrupole longitudinal polar-
ization components from gradients of temperature, acceleration and vorticity indi-
vidually, as well as their sum. One can see that the resulting pr-integrated global
polarization of A, which is dominated by its low-pr contributions, has the largest
contribution from the classical vorticity term. At the same time, f> has a negligible
contribution from the vorticity term and virtually equal contributions from the grad
T and acceleration terms. The latter result is expectable, as in hydrodynamics of
ideal uncharged fluid, the temperature gradient and acceleration fields are related as
follows:

1

A= 7A,wa“T. (8.45)
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Thus the small difference between the grad T and acceleration contributions seen in
Fig. 8.26 shows that, even though the shear viscosity over entropy ratio in the calcu-
lations changes between 1/s = 0.08 . ..0.2, the resulting hydrodynamic evolution
is quantitatively not very different from the ideal one.
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Vorticity and Spin Polarization in
Heavy lon Collisions: Transport Models

Xu-Guang Huang, Jinfeng Liao, Qun Wang and Xiao-Liang Xia

Abstract

Heavy ion collisions generate strong fluid vorticity in the produced hot quark—
gluon matter which could in turn induce measurable spin polarization of hadrons.
We review recent progress on the vorticity formation and spin polarization in
heavy ion collisions with transport models. We present an introduction to the fluid
vorticity in non-relativistic and relativistic hydrodynamics and address various
properties of the vorticity formed in heavy ion collisions. We discuss the spin
polarization in a vortical fluid using the Wigner function formalism in which we
derive the freeze-out formula for the spin polarization. Finally, we give a brief
overview of recent theoretical results for both the global and local spin polarization
of A and A hyperons.
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9.1 Introduction

Huge orbital angular momenta (OAM) are produced perpendicular to the reaction
plane in non-central high-energy heavy ion collisions, and part of such huge OAM
are transferred to the hot and dense matter created in collisions [1-7]. Due to the
shear of the longitudinal flow, particles with spins can be polarized via the spin—orbit
coupling in particle scatterings [1,6-8]. Such a type of spin polarization with respect
to the reaction plane defined in the global laboratory frame of the collision is called
the global polarization and is different from a particle’s possible polarization with
respect to its production plane which depends on the particle’s momentum [1]. The
global spin polarization of A and A has been measured by the STAR collaboration
in Au+Au collisions over a wide range of beam energies, ./syny = 7.7 — 200GeV
[9,10] and by ALICE collaboration in Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 and 5.02 TeV [11].
The magnitude of the global spin polarization is about 2% at 7.7 GeV which decreases
to be about 0.3% at 200 GeV and almost vanishes at LHC energies.

It has been shown that the spin—orbit coupling in microscopic particle scatterings
can lead to the spin—vorticity coupling in a fluid when taking an ensemble average
over random incoming momenta of colliding particles in a locally thermalized fluid
[12]. In this way, the spin polarization is linked with the vorticity field in a fluid. To
describe the STAR data on the global polarization of hyperons, the hydrodynamic
and transport models have been used to calculate the vorticity field [13-24]. In
hydrodynamic models, the velocity and in turn the vorticity fields in the fluid can be
obtained naturally. In transport models, the phase space evolution of a multi-particle
system is described by the Boltzmann transport equation with particle collisions,
where the position and momentum of each particle in the system at any time are
explicitly known. To extract the fluid velocity at one space—time point out of randomly
distributed momenta in all events, a suitable coarse-graining method has to be used
that can map the transport description into hydrodynamic information [18,19]. The
vorticity field can then be computed based on the so-obtained fluid velocity. Once
the vorticity field is obtained, the global polarization of hyperons can be calculated
from an integral over the freeze-out hypersurface, which will be discussed in detail
in Sects. 9.3 and 9.5. The calculations following the above procedure give results on
the global polarization that agree with the data [22-28].

In this note, we will give a brief review of vorticity formation and spin polarization
in heavy ion collisions with transport models. We use the Minkowskian metric g, =
diag(1, —1, —1, —1) and natural unit kg = ¢ = h = 1 except for Sect.9.3 in which
h is kept explicitly.
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9.2  Fluid Vorticity
9.2.1 Non-relativistic Case

In non-relativistic hydrodynamics, the (kinematic) vorticity is a (pseudo)vector field
that describes the local angular velocity of a fluid cell. Mathematically, it is defined
as

w(x, 1) = %V x v(x,t), ©.1)

where v is the flow velocity with its three components denoted as v; (i = 1, 2, 3).
Sometimes it is also defined without the pre-factor 1/2 in Eq. (9.1). It can also be
written in the tensorial form, w;; = (1/2)(0;v; — 9;v;), so that w; = (1/2)€;jw .
where ¢; j is the three-dimensional anti-symmetric tensor. For an ideal fluid, the flow
is governed by the Euler equation which can be written in terms of @ as

ow

— =V x (v X w). 9.2)

ot
This is called the vorticity equation. To arrive at Eq. (9.2), we have implicitly assumed
the barotropic condition, V p || V P, which is satisfied if the pressure P is a function
of mass density p, P = P(p). Equation (9.2) has interesting consequences. Let us
define the circulation integral of the velocity field over a loop / co-moving with the

fluid,
F:%v-dx:Z/w-da, 9.3)
l )

where ¥ is a surface bounded by / with do being its infinitesimal area element.
Note that the second equality in Eq. (9.3) follows from the Stokes theorem. It can be
shown from Eq. (9.2),

dr 0

dt
with co-moving time derivative d /dt. This result is called Helmholtz—Kelvin theo-
rem which states that the vortex lines move with the fluid. Physically, it is equivalent
to the angular momentum conservation for a closed fluid filament in the absence of
viscosity, as all forces acting on the filament would be normal to it and generate no

torque. Another interesting consequence of Eq. (9.2) is the conservation of the flow
helicity [29,30]

9.4)

Hy = / dPxw-v, 9.5)

where the integral is over the whole space. Similar to energy, helicity is a quadratic
invariant of the Euler equation of an ideal fluid although it is not positive definite.
In the following, we will generalize the notion of vorticity to relativistic fluids and
introduce the relativistic counterpart of the Helmholtz—Kelvin theorem and helicity
conservation.



284 X.-G.Huang et al.

9.2.2 Relativistic Case

The generalization of vorticity to the relativistic case is not unique, and different
definitions can be introduced for different purposes. Here we discuss four types of
relativistic vorticity. The first one is called the kinematic vorticity defined as

1
a)I’é = Ee’wpauuapug, (9.6)

which is a natural generalization of Eq. (9.1) as its spatial components recover
Eqg. (9.1) at non-relativistic limit. In the above, the four-velocity vector is defined
by u* = y(1,v) with y = 1/4/1 — v2 the Lorentz factor. It is more convenient to
define the kinematic vorticity tensor,

K 1
W, = —5(8ﬂuu — Oyiuy), 9.7

so the kinematic vorticity vector is given by

ol = —(1/2)e" u,wlh, . 9.8)
Note that the minus sign in Egs. (9.7) and (9.8) is just a convention. The vorticity
tensor and vector can also be defined without it. However, in either case (with or
without the minus sign), the definition in Eq. (9.6) always holds. We note that the
relationship between the vorticity tensor and vector in Eq. (9.8) also holds for the
other types of vorticity definitions to be discussed below.

The second one is the temperature vorticity defined as

1
Oy = =5 B (Tw) = 8 (Tu)], 9.9)

where T is the temperature. The temperature vorticity for ideal neutral fluids is
relevant to the relativistic version of Helmholtz—Kelvin theorem and helicity conser-
vation [16, 19]. For an ideal neutral fluid, we can rewrite the Euler equation as

d
(e + P)—ut = V* P, (9.10)
dt
withd/dt = u*9, and V,, = 9, — u,,(d/d7). The Euler equation (9.10) can be put

into the form of the Carter—Lichnerowicz equation with the help of the thermody-
namic equation for a neutral fluid d P = sdT,

ol u’ =0, 9.11)

from which the relativistic Helmholtz—Kelvin theorem can be obtained immediately,

d
= yg Tu,dx" = 2y§wzvuﬂdx” =0. 9.12)
T
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Using Eq. (9.11), we can also show that the temperature vorticity vector (multiplied
by T') is conserved,

0u(Twh) = 4u'w), 0} =0, (9.13)

where w% = —(1/2)6“”’00“,)(1);[;0. The conserved charge Hr = (1/2) [ d3xT?y?v -
V x v is an extension of the helicity (9.5) to the relativistic case for an ideal neutral
fluid.

The third type is the charged-fluid counterpart of the temperature vorticity which
we call the enthalpy vorticity,

1
w,\:lu = _E[au(wuv) - av(wuu)]s (9.14)
where w = (¢ + P)/n is the enthalpy per particle and 7 is the charge density. In this
case, the Euler equation (9.10) can be written in the following Carter—Lichnerowicz
form:

1
u"a)zv = ETVv(s/n). (9.15)

If the flow is isentropic (s /n is a constant), we have u”wm = 0, in the same form as

Eq.(9.11). Therefore ,we have the conservation law for an ideal charged-fluid with
the isentropic flow similar to Eq. (9.12),

d
7r % wudxt = 2¢wxvu“dx” =0. (9.16)

At the same time, the current waw' is conserved, oy (wwﬁ,) = 0, and the correspond-
ing conserved charge is the enthalpy helicity, Hy = (1/2) dexwzyzv -V xv[19].
The fourth vorticity is the thermal vorticity. It is defined as [16]

1
wff, = =3 10u(Buy) = B (Buy) 9.17)

The thermal vorticity has an important property: for a fluid at global equilibrium, the
four-vector B, = Bu,, is a Killing vector and is given by 8, = b, + a)fiyx” with b,
and wﬁv constant. Thus, the thermal vorticity characterizes the global equilibrium of
the fluid. In addition, the thermal vorticity is responsible for the local spin polarization
of particles in a fluid at global equilibrium which we will discuss in detail in the next
section.
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9.3  Spin Polarization in a Vortical Fluid

A semi-classical way to describe the space—time evolution of spin degrees of freedom
is through the spin-dependent distribution function. The quantum theory provides
a more rigorous description for the spin evolution through the Wigner function, a
quantum counterpart of the distribution function. For a relativistic spin-1/2 fermion,
one has to use the covariant Wigner function [31-34], whichis a4 x 4 matrix function
of position and momentum. Now the covariant Wigner function becomes a useful
tool to study the chiral magnetic and vortical effect and other related effects [35-42].
The Wigner function is equivalent to the quantum field and contains all information
that the quantum field does. Therefore the spin information in phase space is fully
encoded in the Wigner function from which one can obtain the quark polarization
from its axial-vector components.

The covariant Wigner function for spin-1/2 fermions in an external electromag-
netic field is defined by [31-34]

_ 1 4. ,—ipy [ y . 1.1 _Y
Waﬁ(x,p)—(zn)4/d ye wﬁ(x—i—z)U A,x—l—zy,x 5y wa(x 2) ,
_ (9.18)
where ¥, and g are the fermionic field components (o, 8 = 1, 2, 3, 4 are the spinor

indices), U(A; x2, x1) = exp [i 0 f;}z dx"A, (x)] is the gauge link that makes gauge
invariance of the Wigner function with A, being the electromagnetic gauge potential,
and <é> denotes the ensemble average of the operator O over thermal states. As a

4 x 4 complex matrix having 32 real variables, the Wigner function satisfies W' =

o Wyp, which reduces the number of independent variables to 16. Therefore, the

Wigner function can be expanded in terms of 16 generators of the Clifford algebra
l

{Lys, y*, ysy™, o™} with y° = iyOyly?yd and o = S[y#, p"],
1 -5 i 5.1 1 nv
W:Z F+iy’P+y (Vu+yyﬂﬂ+§cr Sw | (9.19)

where the coefficients are the scalar (), pseudoscalar (P), vector (V,,), axial-vector
(Ay), and tensor (Sy,) components with 1, 1, 4, 4, and 6 independent variables,
respectively. Each component of W can be extracted by multiplying it with the
corresponding generator and taking a trace. These components are all real functions
of phase space coordinates and satisfy 32 real equations with 16 redundant equations.
For massless fermions, the equations for the vector and axial-vector component
are decoupled from the rest components. They can be linearly combined into the
right-handed and left-handed vector component, and both sectors satisfy the same
set of equations. By solving the set of equations, one can derive the right-handed
and left-handed currents which give the chiral magnetic and vortical effect in an
external electromagnetic field and a vorticity field [35-37,39,41-44]. For massive
fermions, the equations for the Wigner function components are all entangled and
hard to solve. Fortunately, there is a natural expansion parameter in these equations,
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the Planck constant 7, which gives the order of quantum correction. The Wigner
function components can thus be obtained by solving these questions order by order
in A, which is called semi-classical expansion [45-54].
The Wigner function components at the zeroth order in & are given by [45]
FO, p) = md(p® —=m*VO(x, p),
PO (x, p) =0,
VO (x. p) = pus(p> =mHV O (x, p),
AV (x, p) = mn) (x, p)s(p* —mHAQ (x, p),
S x, p) =mEQ)(x, p3(p* = mHAO(x, p), (9.20)

with

2
VO, py= === Y 0(ep”) £, ep)
’ 3 Ky ’ ’
(27‘[h) e,s=%

2
0) — 0y £(0)
AV p) = s > 50(ep”) £ (x, ep).
e, s=+
nO%(x, py = 0(p"n™ (x, p) — 6(—p°)n " (x, p),
1
E;(Lou)(xv p) = _Eeuvaﬁpan(o)ﬁa (9.21)

where e = &+ denotes particle/antiparticle, s = £ denotes spin up/down, and fs(o)e
are the distribution functions. In Eq. (9.21), n*(p, n) is the spin four-vector and
n*H(x, p) are spin four-vector for particle/antiparticle given by

+ +
+1 _(n_p nt n -p
nx. p) ( m +m(m+Ep)p ’
- n -p — n-p
ntx,p=—,-n—-———p|, 9.22
(x.p) ( p” m(m+Ep)p) 9.22)
where n are spin quantization directions for particle/antiparticle in the particle’s

rest frame. In general, n* can be different from n~. We note that n™#(x, p) can be
expressed by a Lorentz boost from the the particle’s rest frame to the lab frame in
which the particle has the momentum p

nti(x, p) = A (=v,)nt" (0, n ). (9.23)

Here A‘f,(—vp) is the Lorentz transformation for v, = p/E, and ntv(0,nt) =
(0, n") is the four-vector of the spin quantization direction in the particle’s rest
frame. One can check thatn (x, p) satisfies )t n’y = —landn* - p = 0. Similarly
n~H(x, p) for the antiparticle can be expressed by

n~Hx, p) = Ahwp)n™"(0,n7), (9.24)
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where n="(0,n7) = (0, —n").
We see in Egs. (9.20) and (9.21) that the axial-vector component corresponds to
the spin four-vector. We can rewrite the last line of Eq. (9.21) in another form [45]:

1
n) = =5 —€uvap D’ »Oeh (9.25)
where nf?) is the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector and £ (V%# plays the role of a spin

angular momentum tensor.
At the first order in A, the axial-vector component is [38,45]

AD =maDs(p? — m?) + Fup’vOs' (p? — m?), (9.26)

where F/tv = (I/Z)EMWﬁF"ﬂ and

1 _
~(1) — 1
Al = — 5~ €uva p sheh (9.27)

is the first-order on-shell correction to nf?)A(O). In Eq. (9.27), M8 can be decom-

posed as

1

$ap _ Exaﬂ 4 5ob, (9.28)

where the tensor 2%/ is symmetric and satisfies p, E%# = 0. The evolution equations
for X“ﬁ and for E%F are [45]

p-VOy,, =0,
p- VY8, = F% By — F%E . (9:29)

where VO# = at — Fvy pv. The component y,, satisfies the constraint
P Xuy = VOVO. (9.30)

In global equilibrium, a special choice of yx,,, is

av©®
Xpv = _wuv—a(ﬁpo) , (9.31)
where a)ﬁv is the thermal vorticity tensor (9.17) and
2
0 — O+ 0)—
VO = G 06 p) £t + 0 ) £O7].
1
O - (9.32)

exp(Bu - p F Bus) + 1
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Here u' is the flow velocity and w,,,, is the vorticity tensor. Therefore, the vorticity-
dependent part of the axial-vector component in Eq. (9.26) reads [38,45]

AD = L p”w”"L(O)a(p2 —m?) (9.33)
T4 TE 3(Bu - p) ' '

We can integrate ﬂf}) over po to make the momentum of the particle/antiparticle
to be on the mass shell. The average spin per particle (with an additional factor 1/2
from the particle’s spin) is given by

1
+ +
Sy = —S(M—.p)ewp(,p”wzg(l - ff)> (9.34)

where fFflc) is the on-shell Fermi—Dirac distribution function with pg replaced by
+E, (E, =/m? + p?) in fs(o)i for a particle/antiparticle, respectively. We can
generalize the above equilibrium formula to a hydrodynamic process at a freeze-out

hypersurface o, [38,49,55], and in this case, the average spin per particle is given
by

fdakp’\wgg(u )~ fep(1 — frp)
! [ doyp* frp

where we have suppressed the index =+ for the particle/antiparticle since the above
formula is valid for both particles and antiparticles. If the momentum is not large
compared with the particle mass, wehave u - p &~ m and Eq. (9.35) recovers the result
in Refs. [38,49,55] which is widely used in calculating the hadron polarization in
heavy ion collisions.

, (9.35)

1
SH(p) = _8_m6uvp0p

9.4  Vorticity in Heavy lon Collisions

There are multiple sources of vorticity in heavy ion collisions. One source is the
global orbital angular momentum (OAM) of the two colliding nuclei in non-central
collisions. Geometrically, this OAM is perpendicular to the reaction plane.! After the
collision, a fraction of the total OAM is retained in the produced quark—gluon matter
and induces vorticity. As we will discuss later in this section, in the mid-rapidity
region for /s larger than about 10 GeV, such a generated vorticity decreases with
the increasing beam energy, consistent with the measured global spin polarization
of A and A hyperons. The second source of the vorticity is the jet-like fluctuation
in the fireball which can induce a smoke-loop type vortex around the fast-moving
particle [4]. The direction of such vorticity is not correlated to the reaction plane and
thus does not contribute to the global A polarization. Instead, on an event-by-event

IStrictly speaking, this is true only after taking the average over many collision events, as the colli-
sion geometry itself (and thus the direction of the OAM) suffers from event-by-event fluctuations.
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basis, it generates a near-side longitudinal spin—spin correlation [56]. The third source
of the vorticity is the inhomogeneous expansion of the fire ball [18,23,56-58]. In
particular, anisotropic flows in the transverse plane can produce a quadrupole pattern
of the longitudinal vorticity along the beam direction while the inhomogeneous
transverse expansion can produce transverse vorticity circling the longitudinal axis.
There may be other sources of vorticity, e.g., the strong magnetic field created by
fast-moving spectators may magnetize the quark—gluon matter and potentially lead
to vorticity along the direction of the magnetic field through the so-called Einstein—de
Haas effect.

Vorticity formation in high-energy nuclear collisions has been extensively stud-
ied in relativistic hydrodynamic models, such as ECHO-QGP [16], PICR [14,15],
and CLVisc [56] in (3+1) dimensions. Using the ECHO-QGP code [59], different
vorticities in relativistic hydrodynamics are studied in the context of directed flow in
non-central collisions [16]. The evolution of the kinematic vorticity has been calcu-
lated using the PICR hydrodynamic code [14]. Using CLVisc [60,61] with event-by-
event fluctuating initial conditions, the vorticity distributions have been calculated.
A structure of vortex-pairing in the transverse plane due to the convective flow of
hot spots in the radial direction is found to possibly form in high-energy heavy ion
collisions.

In this section, we will focus on the kinematic and thermal vorticity based on
transport models such as the AMPT model, but the discussion will also involve other
types of vorticity. Before we go into the details, let us first discuss the setup of
numerical simulations for extracting vorticity structures from the AMPT model [18]
as well as the HIJING model [19] with partons as basic degrees of freedom.

9.4.1 Setup of Computation in Transport Models

According to the definitions in Sect.9.2, in order to calculate the kinematic and
thermal vorticity, we first need to obtain the velocity field u* (with normalization
u*u, = 1) and the temperature field 7. A natural way to achieve this is by using the
energy-momentum tensor 7" through which we can define the velocity field and
the energy density ¢ as the eigenvector and eigenvalue of T#V, respectively,

T u, = eu®. (9.36)

The temperature 7 can be determined from ¢ as a function of 7' by assuming a local
equilibrium. In transport models such as HIJING, AMPT, or UrQMD, the position
and momentum of each particle is known at any moment. A simple way to determine
TH"V as a function of space-time is by the coarse-grained method. This is done by
splitting the whole space—time volume into grid cells and calculating an event average
of ), pl pi/ p? inside each space-time cell,

i
1 pl.LpV
TH (x) = L), 9.37
) AxAyAz <Xl: p? ©37
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where i labels a particle inside the cell. The event average is taken to cancel the ran-
dom or thermal motion of particles in each space—time cell, and finally the collective
motion is kept.

Another way is to introduce a function ® (x, x;) to smear a physical quantity (such
as the momentum) of the ith particle at x; in an event. In such a way, we can construct
a continuous function of that physical quantity [19,23]. Physically, function & (x, x;)
reflects the quantum nature of the particle as a wave-packet. With ® (x, x;), the phase
space distribution can be obtained as

1
fp) = 2 08 Vp = p(010Lx, x; (1], 9.38)

where N = f d3x<I>(x, x;) is a normalization factor. Then the energy-momentum
tensor is given by

TH (x) =

d*p p"p’ 1« p/'p}
, D)= — ——d(x, x;). 9.39
G 0 TP =5 Z 7 (. x). (939
The choice of the smearing function is important. Here we give two examples.
(a) The A smearing. This is given by generalizing the § function 8 [x — x;(r)]
(corresponding to a zero smearing) to

Palx, xi(0)] = 8V [x — xi ()], (9.40)

which is 1if |[x — x; ()| < Ax, |y — yi(t)| < Ay, |z — z;(t)| < Az, and is O other-
wise. This is actually the coarse-grained method as we have discussed earlier in this
subsection.

(b) The Gaussian smearing [19,60,62]. This is given by

o —x)*  —w)? =)’
202 202 207

Pglx, xi(r)] = Kexp |:— :| , (941

where we have adopted the Milne coordinate (t, x, y, n) with n = (1/2) In[(¢ +
7)/(t — z)] being the space—time rapidity and T = /2 — zZ being the proper time
instead of the Minkowski coordinate, and K and oy  , are parameters that can be
determined by fitting to experimental data. As a convention for the coordinate system,
the z-axis is along the beam direction of the projectile, the x-axis is along the impact
parameter from the target to the projectile nucleus, and the y-axis is along Z x X, see
Fig.9.1.
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Fig.9.1 The coordinate ty
system of a heavy ion
collision. Here, ‘T’ is for
target and ‘P’ is for projectile

9.4.2 Results for Kinematic Vorticity

The kinematic vorticity (9.6) is a natural extension of the non-relativistic vorticity
(9.1) which is a direct measure of the angular velocity of the fluid cell. We will
discuss a series of features of the kinematic vorticity (including the non-relativistic
one).

Centrality dependence. It is expected that for a given collision energy, the total
angular momentum of the two colliding nuclei with respect to the collision cen-
ter increases with the centrality or equivalently impact parameter. As a result, the
vorticity is expected to increase with the centrality too. This is indeed the case as
shown in Fig.9.2 in which the average non-relativistic and relativistic vorticity in
y-direction (@,) at initial time (79 = 0.4 fm for /s = 200GeV and 79 = 0.2 fm for
/s = 2.76 TeV) and mid-rapidity are plotted as functions of the impact parameter b.
The average is over both the transverse overlapping region (indicated by an overline
of wy) and the collision events (indicated by (- --)), see Ref. [19] for details. We
see that the magnitude of the kinematic vorticity is big, for example, |wy| is about
1029s~! at b = 10 fm and /s = 200GeV, a value surpassing the vorticity of any

0.06 T T T T T T 0.015
0.05f Au+Au, \/?:200 GeV "__.--\\ Au+Au, \/?:2.76 TeV J—
£ 0.04f s S 1T 0.010; L e
o >
£ o003 e o € P
’3: 0.02 = ——  non-rel. w |’3; 0.005-
L, 7 A —— non-rel. w
T 001 S = - rel. wg 1
------ rel. wg
0.00 0.000
-0.01 T e
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
b(fm) b(fm)

Fig.9.2 The y-components of the non-relativistic vorticity in Eq. (9.1) and the relativistic kinematic
vorticity in Eq. (9.6) at T = 79 and n = 0 in 200GeV Au + Au and 2.76 TeV Pb + Pb collisions
[19]
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Fig.9.3 The collision energy

dependence of the kinematic 0.05;
vorticity at mid-rapidity [19] = 0.04
1
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< 0.03}
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L?, 0.02}
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other known fluids. We also notice that the kinematic vorticity begins to decrease
with b when b > 2R 4 with R, being the nucleus radius, reflecting the fact that the
two colliding nuclei begin to separate.

Energy dependence. It is obvious that the total angular momentum of the two
colliding nuclei grows with collision energy /s at a fixed impact parameter. Naively
one would then expect a similar energy dependence of the vorticity. However, as
shown in Fig. 9.3 (and also in Fig. 9.6), the y-component of the kinematic vorticity at
mid-rapidity decreases as /s increases. Such a behavior features the relativistic effect
in the mid-rapidity region: as /s increases, two nuclei become more transparent to
each other and leave the mid-rapidity region more boost invariant which supports
lower vorticity. To put it in another way: while the total angular momentum of
the colliding system increases with the beam energy, the fraction of that angular
momentum carried by the fireball at mid-rapidity decreases rapidly with the beam
energy [18]. At low energy, the relativistic effect becomes less important and the
fireball acquires a considerably more fraction of the system’s angular momentum,
leading to a much increased vorticity [18,19]. At very low energy, however, the total
angular momentum would be small and the vorticity becomes inevitably small again
[21].

Correlation to the participant plane. Geometrically, it is expected that the direc-
tion of the vorticity should be perpendicular to the reaction plane. However, this
is true only at the optical limit or after event average. In reality, the nucleons in
the nucleus are not static but always move from time to time, leading to the event-
by-event fluctuation at the moment of collisions. Such event-by-event fluctuations
can smear the direction of the vorticity from being perfectly perpendicular to the
reaction plane. To quantify this effect, one can study the azimuthal-angle correlation
between the vorticity and the participant plane (which can describe the overlapping
region more accurately than the reaction plane), (cos[2(v, — ¥2)]), where ¥, and
Yr» denote the azimuthal angle of the vorticity and the participant plane of the second
order, respectively. The result is shown in Fig.9.4. We see that the correlation is
significantly suppressed in the most central (due to the strong fluctuation in v,,) and
most peripheral (due to the strong fluctuation in yr,) collisions. We note that a similar
feature can also be observed in magnetic fields [63,64].

Spatial distribution. The vorticity is inhomogeneous in the transverse plane (the
x-y plane in Fig.9.1). As seen in Fig.9.5 (left panel), the non-relativistic vorticity
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Fig.9.4 The correlation between the direction of the vorticity v, and the second-order participant
plane v, [19]
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Fig. 9.5 The spatial distribution of the non-relativistic vorticity (left panel) and the helicity (right
panel) in the transverse plane at n = 0 for RHIC Au + Au collisions at /s = 200GeV [19]. See
also discussion around Eq. (9.13)

varies more steeply along the x direction in accordance with the elliptic shape of the
overlapping region. The event average of the helicity field h‘% = (1/2)T*>v -V xvas
defined below in Eq. (9.13) is depicted in Fig. 9.5 (right panel). Clearly, the reaction
plane separates the region with the positive helicity from that with the negative
helicity, due simply to the fact that (v,) changes its sign across the reaction plane
while (wy) does not change sign. We note that a similar feature also exists for the
electromagnetic helicity (E - B) in heavy ion collisions [65].

Time evolution. In the hot quark—gluon medium, the fluid velocity evolves in
time, so does the vorticity. Understanding the time evolution of the vorticity is also
important for understanding vorticity-driven effects such as spin polarization. The
results for the non-relativistic vorticity as functions of time in an AMPT simulation
are presented in Fig.9.6. We see that at a very early stage —(w,) (in Ref. [18], the
spatial average is weighted by the inertia moment) briefly increases with time which
is probably due to a decrease of inertia moment by parton scatterings before the
transverse radial expansion is developed. After reaching a maximum value at ~1 fm,
—(wy) follows a steady decrease with time because of the system’s expansion.
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Fig.9.6 The time evolution 0.07F *= ]
of the non-relativistic ’ FAEREN non-rel. w
vorticity for different 0.06 *:;r"\ % Au+Au, n=0, b=7 fm ]
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To understand how the system’s expansion brings the vorticity down, we can
consider the dissipation equation for the non-relativistic vorticity,

IO 2
E:Vx(vxw)—i—vv w, (9.42)

where v = n/(¢ + P) = n/(sT) is the kinematic shear viscosity with n being the
shear viscosity and s the entropy density. Thus, the change of the vorticity can
be driven by either the fluid flow (the first term on the right-hand side) or by the
viscous damping (the second term on the the right-hand side). The ratio of the two
terms can be characterized by the Reynolds number Re = UL /v with U and L
being the characteristic velocity and system size, respectively. If Re < 1, the second
term dominates and the vorticity is damped by the shear viscosity with a time scale
ty, ~ L% /(4v). If Re > 1, the first term in Eq. (9.42) dominates and the vortex flux
is nearly frozen in the fluid (see the discussion in Sect.9.2.1 about the Helmholtz—
Kelvin theorem). In this case, the vorticity decreases due to the system’s expansion.
Considering Au + Au collisions at /s = 200GeV as an example. Typically, we can
assume U ~ 0.1 — 1, L ~5fm, T ~ 300 MeV, and n/s ~ 1/(4m) for the strongly
coupled QGP, then we have Re ~ 10 — 100. Thus, the vorticity decays as shown in
Fig. 9.6 mainly due to the system’s expansion, see Refs. [18, 19] for more discussions.

9.4.3 Results for Thermal Vorticity

The thermal vorticity (9.17) can be decomposed into the part proportional to the
kinematic vorticity and the part related to temperature gradients,

Wy = o, = Bon, + updu b, (9.43)

where [- - - | means anti-symmetrization of indices. Note that in this subsection, we
will use @ to denote the thermal vorticity in order to be consistent with the tradi-
tional notation widely used in literature. Thus, in many aspects, the thermal vorticity
behaves similarly to the kinematic vorticity. But the difference between the two
vorticities becomes significant when the temperature gradient is large.
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Fig.9.7 The time evolution 0.15 — T T
of the zx-component of the _
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Time evolution. In Fig.9.7, we show the zx-component of the thermal vorticity
in Au + Au collisions at n =0, » =9 fm and /s = 19.6, 62.4, 200 GeV. Here,
the thermal vorticity is averaged over the transverse plane first (weighted by the
energy density and indicated by an overline) and then over collision events (indicated
by (---)). Comparing with Fig.9.6, except for a very short early time, the time
evolution of the thermal vorticity is similar to the kinematic vorticity, so is the energy
dependence: both the thermal and kinematic vorticity decrease with /s. This can be
understood from the fact that at higher collision energies, both terms in Eq. (9.43)
become smaller at n = 0 as two colliding nuclei become more transparent to each
other and make the mid-rapidity region more boost invariant.

Spatial distribution. In the left panel of Fig.9.8, we show the spatial distribution
of the event-averaged thermal vorticity @ | = (wy;, @) on the transverse plane
at n = 0. We take = 0.6 fm for the Au + Au collisions at /s = 19.6GeV as an
example. The arrows represent (@ | ) and colors represent the magnitude of (@, ).
We see two vorticity loops associated with the motion of the participant nucleons
in the projectile and target nucleus, respectively. The right panel shows the radial
component of (@ | ), and a clear sign separation by the reaction plane is observed.

As we have already discussed, the source of vorticity is multifold. The inhomo-
geneous expansion of the fireball serves as a good generator of the vorticity. To see
this more clearly, let us consider a non-central collision and parameterize its velocity
profile at a given moment as

vr ~ Vr(r, 2) [1 4 2¢, cos(29)],
v, ~ V. (r, 2) [1 + 2c¢, cos(2¢))] ,
Ve ~ 2c4 Vg (1, 2) sin(2¢), (9.44)

where r, z, and ¢ are the radial, longitudinal, and azimuthal coordinates respec-
tively, and ¢,, c;, and ¢y characterize the eccentricity in v,, v;, and vy, respectively.
For high-energy collisions, the expansion respects approximately a z — —z reflec-
tion symmetry which requires that v, (r, z) = v, (r, —2), v;(r, 2) = —v,(r, —2), and
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Fig.9.8 The distribution of the event-averaged thermal vorticity on the transverse plane att = 0.6
fm, n = 0, and v/s = 19.6GeV for Au + Au collisions, averaged over the centrality range 20-50%.
Left panel: arrows represent (@ | ) = ({@y;), (w;x)) and colors represent the magnitude of (wy ).
Right panel: the radial thermal vorticity (w,) = F - (@ 1 ). The figures are taken from Ref. [23]

Ve (r,z) = vy (r, —2). Thus we find very interesting features in the non-relativistic
kinematic vorticity field, @ = (1/2)V x v, from the velocity profile (9.44).

First, at mid-rapidity 7 = 0 or z = 0 in a non-central collision, the longitudinal
non-relativistic kinematic vorticity w, can be nonzero while the transverse compo-
nent w, and wy vanish. In particular, we have w, ~ sin(2¢)) at mid-rapidity, fea-
turing a quadrupole distribution as illustrated in the left panel of Fig.9.9.% Such a
quadrupole structure in the non-relativistic vorticity field is a result of the positive
elliptic flow v;. Quite similarly, the longitudinal component of the thermal vorticity
also shows a quadrupole structure in the transverse plane in the right panel of Fig. 9.9,
in which the results of @, in the transverse plane of Au + Au collisions at = 0.6
fm, n =0, and /s = 19.6GeV are presented. Surprisingly, in each quadrant, the
thermal vorticity @, has an opposite sign compared to the non-relativistic vorticity
.. This means that the contributions from acceleration and temperature gradient to
the thermal vorticity are large and outperform that from the velocity gradient.

Second, at finite rapidity, all three components of @ can be finite and the transverse
vorticity is dominated by the ¢ component. The origin of this ¢-directed vortex is
similar to the onset of the smoke-loop vortex as illustrated in Fig.9.10 (upper-left).
More precisely, wgy ~ (1/2)[0v,/0z — dv,/dr] changes sign under the reflection
transformation z — —z or n — —n, such a behavior exists in non-central as well as
central collisions. In the positive rapidity region 7 > 0, the first term in wy is usually
negative while the second term is positive, so the direction of the ¢-directed vortex
depends on the relative strength of two terms. A similar smoke-loop pattern for the
thermal vorticity also exists, see the lower panels of Fig.9.10. The projection to the

2We note that the left panel of Fig. 9.9 is just for illustrative purpose, the real velocity profile is much
more complicated including components that can contribute a positive v, but an opposite vortical
structure to the one shown in the figure.
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Fig.9.9 Left panel: illustration of an anisotropic expansion of the fireball in the transverse plane in
non-central collisions. Such a flow profile represents a positive elliptic flow v, and a quadrupolar
distribution of the longitudinal kinematic vorticity Eq. (9.1) in the transverse plane. Right panel:
the longitudinal component of the thermal vorticity distributed in the transverse plane at ¢t = 0.6
fm, n = 0, and /s = 19.6GeV in Au + Au collisions. The results are obtained by averaging over
events in 20—50% centrality. A remarkable difference between the left and right panels is the sign
difference of the longitudinal vorticity in each quadrant. The figure is taken from Ref. [23]

reaction plane forms a quadrupole structure for @;, as shown in the upper-right
panel of Fig.9.10. We will discuss how this intricate local vortical structure can be
reflected in the spin polarization of A hyperons in the next section.

9.5 A Polarization in Heavy lon Collisions

An important consequence of the vorticity field is that particles with spin can be
polarized. The detailed mechanism for such a spin polarization has been discussed
in Sect.9.3. In this section, we review the numerical simulation based on transport
models for the spin polarization of one specific hyperon, A, and its antiparticle, A.
The reason why the A hyperon is chosen is that its weak decay A — p + 7w~ which
violates the parity symmetry, so the daughter proton emits preferentially along the
spin direction of A in its rest frame. More precisely, if P’ is the spin polarization
of A in its rest frame (hereafter, we will use an asterisk to indicate A’s rest frame),
the angular distribution of the daughter protons is given by

1 dN, 1 .
21 . P%). 9.45
N, d*  4n (1+ap” - P}) 9.45)

where p* is the momentum of the proton in the rest frame of A (a hat over a vector
denotes its unit vector), Q* is the solid angle of p*, and o« ~ 0.642 £+ 0.013 is the
decay constant. Thus, experimentally, one can extract Py by measuring d N, /dQ*
[9,66,67]. The above discussion applies equally well to A but with a negative decay
constant —c. Our purpose is to discuss the current theoretical understanding of P}
induced by the vorticity in heavy ion collisions. We note that the vorticity induced spin
polarization can also lead to other interesting consequences like the spin alignment of
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Fig. 9.10 Upper-left: the illustration of the smoke-loop type vortices due to the fast longitudinal
expansion. Note that the radial expansion inhomogeneous in z or n direction results in similar
vortices. Upper-right: the distribution of event-averaged thermal vorticity in the reaction plane (the
x — 1 plane) for Au + Au collisions at /s = 19.6 GeV. Lower-left and lower-right: the vector plot
for the thermal vorticity projected to the transverse plane at space—time rapidity n = —2, 2 for Au +
Au collisions at /s = 19.6 GeV averaged over events in 20-50% centrality range. The background
color represents the magnitude and sign of @, . The figures are from Ref. [23]

vector mesons, [2,68—70], enhancement of the yield of hadrons with higher spin [71],
spin—spin correlation [56], and polarization of emitted photons [72], which, however,
will not be discussed.

The basic assumption that enables us to link the vorticity and A spin polarization
is the local equilibrium of the spin degree of freedom leading to the formula for a
spin-s fermion with mass m and momentum p* produced at point x [38,49,55,73],

_s(s +1)

St (x, p) = -

(1 — np)e"™ pyw e (x) + O(w)?, (9.46)

where 1 (pg) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function with py = 1/ p? + m? being
the energy of the fermion. We should note that this formula can be shown to be
hold at global equilibrium, as we derived in Sect.9.3, but here we assume that it
holds also at local equilibrium. For A and A, we have s = 1 /2. If the fermion mass
is much larger than the temperature as in the case of A and A produced in heavy



300 X.-G.Huang et al.

ion collisions at RHIC and LHC energies, we can approximate 1 — nr ~ 1. Using
S** = (0, §*) to denote the spin vector in A’s rest frame, the Lorentz transformation
from the laboratory frame gives

- S
st=s— P> (9.47)
po(po + m)
Finally, the spin polarization of A in the direction n is given by
* 1 *
Pr=—S"n. (9.48)

In the following, for simplicity, we will use P, to denote P if there is no confusion.
In a transport model like AMPT, Eqgs. (9.46)—(9.48) are used to calculate the A
polarization.

The global polarization. In the last few years, transport models such as AMPT
have been widely used in the study of the A polarization. The results of various
groups are consistent with each other to a large extent. Here, we mainly show the
results of Refs. [22-24]. In Fig. 9.11, theoretical results for the spin polarization of A
and A are compared with experimental data. The simulations are done for Au + Au
collisions in the centrality range 20—50% and rapidity range |Y| < 1. We see very
good agreement between numerical results and data, which gives strong support for
the vorticity interpretation of the measured A polarization. We have three comments.
(1) The simulations include only the polarization caused by the vorticity, so there
is no difference between A and A in the calculation. The data shows a difference
between A and A although the errors are large. This is not fully understood. A
possible source for such a difference might be the magnetic field because A and
A have an opposite magnetic moment. (2) The simulation given in Fig.9.11 counts
only the A and A coming from the hadronization of quarks in the AMPT model
(called the primary or primordial A and A). However, a big fraction (~80%) of the
measured A and A hyperons are from the decay of higher-lying hyperons such as
»0 »* =, and E*. However, such a feed-down contribution to the A polarization
is small: it can reduce about 10—20% of the spin polarization of primordial A’s
[74,75]. (3) Recently, HADES collaboration reported the measurement of the A
polarization at \/s = 2.4 GeV which shows a nearly vanishing Py [76]. This means
that the energy dependence of P, at low energies is not monotonous. The AMPT
model is not applicable in such a low-energy region, and it is necessary to use other
transport models, such as UrQMD and IQMD, to calculate the A polarization at very
low energy [21].

Local polarization and polarization harmonics. The above analysis is for the
integrated spin polarization over the azimuthal angle and rapidity and pr region, so
is called the global polarization. As we have shown in Sect. 9.4.3, the thermal vorticity
has a nontrivial distribution in coordinate space, especially the quadrupole structure
shown in Figs.9.9 and 9.10, leading to a nontrivial spin-polarization distribution in
momentum space following Eq. (9.35).
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Fig. 9.11 The global A and A spin polarization simulated in AMPT model with comparison to
the experimental data. Shown are the polarization along y direction in 20-50% centrality range of
Au+Au collisions from different working groups which are consistent to each other [22-24]

Here, we show the results from Ref. [58]. In Fig.9.12, we present the A spin polar-
ization as functions of As’ momentum azimuthal angle ¢, for Au + Au collisions at
200GeV (left) and Pb + Pb collisions at 2760 GeV (right). As illustrated in Fig.9.10,
the inhomogeneous expansion of the fireball can generate transverse vorticity loops,
the directions of which are clockwise and counterclockwise in positive and negative
rapidity regions, respectively. As a consequence, the transverse A spin polariza-
tion (Py, Py) should have a similar structure. To extract this effect, Py and P, are
weighted by the sign of rapidity and then averaged in local azimuthal-angle bins. The
results shown in the upper two panels in Fig.9.12 present good harmonic behaviors
Pysgn(Y) ~ sin(¢p) and Pysgn(Y) ~ —cos(¢)), which agree with the direction
of the transverse vorticity loop. On the other hand, the longitudinal vorticity has a
quadrupole structure on the transverse plane shown in Fig. 9.9. Correspondingly, the
longitudinal spin polarization P, shows a — sin(2¢,) behavior in the lowest panels
in Fig.9.12.

Figure9.13 shows another way to present the local polarization [23]. In the left
panel, we present the distribution of the transverse spin polarization Py onthe ¢ — Y
plane where ¢ is the momentum azimuthal angle and Y is the rapidity. Clearly, as
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Fig.9.12 The A spin polarization as functions of As’ momentum azimuthal angle ¢, in 20-50%
central Au + Au collisions at 200 GeV (left) and Pb + Pb collisions at 2760 GeV (right) [58]
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Fig.9.13 Left: the polarization Py on ¢ — Y plane which is the spin-polarization response to the
upper-right panel of Fig.9.10 up to the linear order in thermal vorticity according to Eq. (9.46).
Right: the directed spin flow fj defined in Eq. (9.49) versus rapidity ¥ [23]

a spin-polarization response to the quadrupole structure of the vorticity field shown
in the upper-right panel of Fig.9.10, Py (Y, ¢) also shows a quadrupole structure. To
characterize such a nontrivial ¢ dependence of Py(¢) at a given rapidity Y, we can
decompose Py (Y, ¢) into a harmonic series,

1 dp,

PY.§) =~ 11+ 23" fucosn(p — @)t . (9.49)
n=1

where @, defines the nth harmonic plane for spin with the corresponding har-
monic coefficient f,,. The first harmonic coefficient, fi, shown in the right panel
of Fig.9.13), is induced by the vorticity from collective expansion, which is odd in
rapidity and peaks at finite rapidity in accordance with Fig.9.10). The measurement
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Fig. 9.14 Left: the polarization P, as a function of the azimuthal angle ¢. The red squares are
experimental data [10]. Right: the experimental results of longitudinal polarization P;(¢) from
STAR Collaboration [81]. Note that P, ~ (cos 9;;)

of such a directed flow of spin polarization would be the indicator of the quadrupole
structure in the vorticity field due to inhomogeneous expansion of the fireball.

The “sign problem”. Although the global polarization Py can be described well
by simulations based on the thermal vorticity following Eq. (9.35), such relation
fails in describing the azimuthal dependence of Py, at mid-rapidity. In fact, the the-
oretical calculations, including both the transport model and hydrodynamic model
calculations, found that Py (¢) at mid-rapidity grows from ¢ = 0 (i.e., the in-plane
direction) to ¢ = /2 (i.e., the out-of-plane direction) while the experimental data
shows an opposite trend, see the left panel of Fig.9.14. In addition, the longitudinal
polarization P,(¢) at mid-rapidity also has a similar “sign problem”: the theoretical
calculations predicted that P,(¢) ~ — sin(2¢) as shown in Fig.9.12. This can also
be seen in Fig. 9.9 as the spin polarization is roughly proportional to the thermal vor-
ticity following Eq. (9.35). However, the data shows an opposite sign, see the right
panel of Fig. 9.14. These sign problems challenge the thermal vorticity interpretation
of the measured A polarization and are puzzles at the moment.

Here we have several comments about them. (1) As we have already discussed, the
feed-down decays of other strange baryons constitute a major contribution to the total
yield of A and A. Thus, to bridge the measured spin polarization and the vorticity,
we must take into account the feed-down contributions. In addition, A hyperon
produced from the feed-down decay can have opposite spin polarization compared
to its parent particle in some decay channels, e.g., 2% — A + y. Recently, the feed-
down effects have been carefully studied in Refs. [74,75]. Although the feed-down
contribution suppresses the polarization of primordial A, it is not strong enough to
resolve the sign problem. (2) At the moment, most of the theoretical studies are based
on Eq. (9.35) which assumes global equilibrium for the spin degree of freedom. This
might not be the case for realistic heavy ion collisions. In a non-equilibrium state or
even near-equilibrium state, the spin polarization is not determined by the thermal
vorticity and should be treated as an independent dynamic variable. This requires
new theoretical frameworks like the spin hydrodynamics; see, e.g., [77,78]. Recently,
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there have been progresses in developing these new frameworks and hopefully, the
numerical simulations based on them can give a more accurate description of the
A polarization and insight into the sign problem. (3) There have been theoretical
explanations of the sign problem based on chiral kinetic theory [79,80], blast-wave
model [81], and hydrodynamics [82,83]. But they introduce new assumptions such
as the presence of net chirality [79], kinematic vorticity, or T-vorticity dominance
of the polarization [81-83]) which need further examinations; see Refs. [84—88] for
recent reviews.

The magnetic polarization. Finally, let us discuss one intriguing aspect of the
measured global polarization: there is a visible difference between hyperons and
anti-hyperons, especially in the low beam energy region. While the error bars are still
too large to unambiguously identify a splitting between Pj; and P, the difference
shown by these data is significant enough to warrant a serious investigation into
the probable causes. One natural and plausible explanation could be the magnetic
polarization effect (which distinguishes particles from antiparticles) in addition to the
rotational polarization (which is “blind” to particle/antiparticle identities) [73,89—
91]. Indeed the hyperon A and anti-hyperon A have negative and positive magnetic
moments, respectively. When subject to an external magnetic field, A spin would be
more aligned along the field direction while A spin would be more aligned against
the field direction. This could indeed qualitatively explain the observed splitting
with Py > Pp, provided that the magnetic field in heavy ion collisions is indeed
approximately parallel to average vorticity and possibly survive long enough till the
freeze-out time.

To examine whether this idea may work, quantitative simulations have been car-
ried out recently within the AMPT framework [90]. Under the presence of both
vorticity and magnetic field, the polarization given in Eq. (9.46) should be modified
to include both effects as follows:

_s(s +1)

SH(x, p) = -

(1 = np)e™ py (@5 (x) F 2(eFpe) ua/Tr] , (9.50)

where the F sign is for A and A while s = 0.613/(2my) is the absolute value of
the hyperon/anti-hyperon magnetic moment, with my = 938MeV being the nucleon
mass. Ty is the local temperature upon the particle’s formation. Here, we focus on
the electromagnetic field component that is most relevant to the global polarization
effect, namely e By, = eF31 = —eF3 along the out-of-plane direction. By adopting a
certain parameterization of the time dependence for the magnetic field with a lifetime
parameter 7p, one could then investigate how the polarization splitting depends on
the B field lifetime. The left plan of Fig.9.15 shows how the magnetic field lifetime
tp would quantitatively influence the polarization of A and A. As one can see, with
increasing magnetic field lifetime (which means stronger magnetic field at late time
in the collisions), the Pj; steadily increases while the P, decreases at all collision
energies. With long enough g, eventually the P5 always becomes larger than Py . By
comparing with experimentally measured polarization splitting, one could actually
extract the optimal value (or a constraint) on the magnetic field lifetime. Such analysis
is shown in the right panel of Fig.9.15. A number of different parameterizations
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Fig.9.15 Left: The dependence on magnetic field lifetime parameter ¢ of the global polarization
signals Py for hyperons ( H — A, blue solid curves with filled symbols) and anti-hyperons ( H —
A, red dashed curves with open symbols) at beam energy VSN~ =19.6 (square), 27 (diamond), and
39 (circle) GeV, respectively [90]. Right: The optimal value of magnetic field lifetime parameter
7p extracted from polarization splitting A P data for a range of collision beam energy ,/syn. The
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from the corresponding errors of experimental data in [9,10]

were studied in [90] and the overall analysis suggests an empirical formula for
possible magnetic field lifetime: tp = A/ /syy with A =115+ 16 GeV - fm/c.
Interestingly, this is considerably longer than the expected vacuum magnetic field
lifetime without any medium effect, which could be estimated by #,,c >~ 2R /y =~
26 GeV - fm -c7!/ «/Snn. Such extended magnetic field lifetime, as indicated by
polarization difference, may imply a considerable role of the medium-generated
dynamical magnetic field especially at low beam energy [91].

9.6 Summary

The non-vanishing global spin polarization of A and A has been measured by STAR
collaboration in Au+Aucollisions at \/syny = 7.7 — 200 GeV. Microscopically, such
a global polarization originates from the spin—orbit coupling of particle scatterings in
a fluid with local vorticity. It has been shown that the spin—orbit coupling can lead to
a spin—vorticity coupling when taking an ensemble average over random incoming
momenta of scattering particles in a locally thermalized fluid. With the spin—vorticity
coupling, the local spin polarization can be obtained from the vorticity field in the
fluid. The global polarization is an integration of the local one in the whole phase
space. In this note, we review recent progress on the vorticity formation and spin
polarization in heavy ion collisions with transport models. We present an introduction
of the fluid vorticity in non-relativistic and relativistic hydrodynamics. We discuss
the spin polarization in a vortical fluid in the Wigner function formalism for massive
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spin-1/2 fermions, in which we derive the freeze-out formula for the spin polarization
in heavy ion collisions. Then we show results for various properties of the kinematic
and thermal vorticity with transport models, including: the evolution in time and
space, the correlation to the participant plane, the collision energy dependence, etc.
Finally, we give a brief overview of recent theoretical results for the spin polarization
of A and A including the global and local polarization, the polarization harmonics
in azimuthal angles, the sign problem in the longitudinal polarization as well as the
polarization difference between particles and antiparticles.
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Abstract

Only a fraction of all A and A hyperons detected in heavy ion collisions are pro-
duced from the hot and dense matter directly at the hadronization. These hyper-
ons are called the primary hyperons. The rest of the hyperons are products of the
decays of heavier hyperon states, which in turn are produced at the hadroniza-
tion. As such, the polarization of only primary hyperons can be described with
the formulae introduced in Sect. 8. For the rest of the hyperons, the polarization
transfer in the decays has to be computed, and convoluted with the polarization
of the mother hyperon. In this chapter, a derivation of the polarization transfer
coefficients, as well as the computation of the mean polarization of all A hyper-
ons detected in the experiment, is presented. The chapter is concluded with the
calculation of the resonance contributions to the global and local A polarizations.

10.1 Introduction

Only a fraction of all A and A hyperons detected in heavy ion collisions are produced
directly at the hadronization stage and 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 X* — A + m, the electromagnetic
(EM) decay 0 5 A+ y, and the weak decay E — A + m [1]. Of course, there are
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also many heavier resonances which decay to either £° or A. As amatter 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 [1]. 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 [1] 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
longitudinal local polarization (LLP); see the theoretical calculations with primary
A [2-5] 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 [1,8,9] 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
decayas 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 where the
laboratorial observations base, 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 “x” in the MRF, and subscript “o” in the DRF.

This chapter is arranged as follows. As a first trial, in Sect. 10.2, 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 Sect. 10.3, spin
density matrix and derivation of momentum-dependent polarization are presented
for the Mothers. Based on that, in Sect. 10.4, 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 Sect. 10.5.
Finally, we compare our numerical calculations with the experimental measurements
in Sect. 10.6.
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10.2 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,

Sao = Cs Shx, (10.1)

where Cy 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 coefficient
Cs is independent of the dynamical matrix elements. This happens, e.g., in the strong
decay ©*(1385) — Ax and the EM decay % — Ay, but not in the weak decay
E — Awm. Thus, this section will be devoted to determining the exact expressions
of the coefficient Cg 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, A4, A/, and Ay, should be understood for both the MSV's
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 [10-13]. For the Mother,
with spin j and the z component m in its rest frame,! decaying into two particles
A and X, the final state 1) can be written as a superposition of states with definite
momenta and helicities:

% o<fdsz* DI (s, 00, O [Py A, Ax) T/ a, Ax). (10.2)

Here, A = A5 — Ax with A5 and Ay the helicities of the daughters in the MREF, p,, is
the three-momentum of the Daughter A with 6, and ¢, its spherical coordinates and
dQ2, = sin 6,d6,d¢, the corresponding infinitesimal solid angle, D/ is the Wigner
rotation matrix in the representation of spin j, and TJ (Aa, Ax) are the reduced
dynamical amplitudes depending only on the final helicities.

Then, the relativistic MSV of the Daughter is given by

Sk o= (wISh, 1v)

'Tn the rest frame, helicity coincides with the eigenvalue of the spin operator S, conventionally S3;
see the textbooks.



312 G.Cao and I.Karpenko

with (Y| ¥) = 1, hence we have explicitly

o JdQ.D (., 0., 01 DI (§, 0., 01 (M| Sh, 12a) TV, 1) T (W Ax)*
A [ dQu | DI (¢ 6, )7 * 2T (hp, x)I
 [dQuDI (B, 05, 0 D (. 0, O (Mg | S, 138) T (. Ax)TI (M, Ax)*

T2 1T s Ax) 2

(10.3)

According to our conventions, we emphasize that the numerator should sum over
AA, NA, and Ay and the denominator over A 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 §A* does not change the momentum eigenvalue as well
as the helicity of the Byproduct X.

Now, the most important term in (10.3) is the transition amplitude of the spin
operator: ()JA| §X . |Aa). To evaluate it, we decompose the spin operator as the fol-
lowing:

Sax = Z§§\*ni(P*)
i
with n; (p,) the three space-like unit vectors orthogonal to the four-momentum p,.
Their expression can be obtained by applying the so-called standard Lorentz trans-

formation [py], 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(px) = [pxl(e),

so that

Shax = [ps] (Z §j\*e,»> (10.4)

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 .
ey = :Fﬁ(el *iey), ey =e3,

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

1

—~ 1 ~ 1 ~ —~
Z She€i =——=5,,.er + —SX*e_ + §?\*eo = Z anSy ey, (10.5)
i V2 V2

n=—1

where :Sij\[ = :S‘){ =y :S?\ ,. are the familiar spin ladder operators and a, = —n/ V2 +
8n.,0. The actions of these new operators onto the helicity ket |L 5 ) are precisely the
well-known ones onto the eigenstate of the z component of angular momentum
operator with eigenvalue A4, e.g.,

(WAl SRe 28) = An8s, -
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Then, we can utilize (10.4) and (10.5) to rewrite the transition amplitude in a more
explicit form as

1
(My| Sax ra) = Y an (M| Syl 12a) [psl(en). (10.6)

n=—1

In order to work out (10.6), we need to find an explicit expression for the standard
transformation [ p,]. In principle, it can be chosen freely but our choice treats A 5 the
Daughter’s helicity [11,12], then the expression is

[p«] = Rz((b*)Ry(Q*)Lz(S)- (10.7)

This is just a Lorentz boost along the z-axis with a hyperbolic angle & such that
sinh& = ||p,||/ma, followed by a rotation around the y-axis with an angle 6, and
another one around the z-axis with an angle ¢,.. Then,

1
[pl(es) = R($)Ry(B:)(ex) = Y D' (s, 6, 0) e
I=—1

as e4 are Lorentz invariant under the boost along the z-axis. Conversely, e is not
invariant under the Lorentz boost and transforms as

[p«](e0) = cosh &R (¢:)Ry (6:)(eo) + sinh ER; (¢p:)Ry (6:) (7)

1
& A~
= 3 DG, 61, e + 257,
== ma m

where p, = ||p,.|l and the energy ep, = /p2 + m%x By substituting these transfor-
mations into (10.6), we eventually get the most explicit form

- 1 ! - P+ 2
(Ma|Sas1ha) = Y b D' (@i, 64, 01} (Mo S32 12a) e b, (10.8)

Iin

where b, = —n/\/f + YAx6n,0 With ya« = ep4/m p the Lorentz factor of the Daugh-
ter.

We can now write down the fully expanded expression of the MSV S, following
(10.3). The time component is especially simple: By using (10.8), one has

P Aa [ dQs DI (@, 0s, 02| TI (hn, Ax)
ma 71T Gens Ax) 2

s, = , (10.9)

which then reduces to

Px AalT7 (Aa, 2x)1?
S0 = 10.10
M ma (T (ns Ax)|? (10.10)
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after carrying out the integral over €2, in the numerator. Similarly, the spatial com-
ponents read

T7(ps Ax)TI Oy, Ax)*
SA* = e - )
2j+] |T]()‘Av )"X)|

xbn/dsz* DY (¢, 0, 0)]* DY (s, 04, 0)7 D' (¢4, 0, 0)e(10.11)

D MAlSarxa)

n,l

Since the analytic results for the angular integrals in (10.11) are well known, the
expression can be greatly simplified in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients:

Spn— T (p. Ax)TI 0y Ax)* Zn_,bn'(x’,q S IaA) Gml 1 Iml) (AL j1]3 n)e
TI(, 2x)I?

_ TTOAAOTI G Ax)* 30, 0n (M3 | S 12a) (Gl j11mO) (j31 j1 |3'n)
T (O, Ax)1?

(10.12)

Note that the only non-vanishing spatial component of the MSV S 4, is the one along
the z-axis or proportional to ¢y = e3. As the Mother is polarized along the z direction
by construction, this is a consequence of rotational invariance. We’d like to mention
that the integrands in both (10.9) and (10.11), as functions of the angular variables
0, and ¢, are proportional to the MSV Sj.(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:

Py

— S “ Py
SA*(SA*-I-mA) A*(p*) D

Sro(Py) = Sax(py) —

As S« is a four-vector orthogonal to p, and hence Sp«(p,) - P, = SR*(p*)eA* s
we can evaluate the momentum-integrated MSV in DRF by the following:

59 S0
Sao = {Sa0(P.) = (San(p.)) — % = Sas - % (10.13)

The first term on the right-hand side is just the MSV shown in (10.12). While by
adopting (10.9) and an alternative presentation of the momentum

1
P. =D+ Y D'(¢x. 0. 0)er,
1=—1
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the second term can be evaluated according to

P2 AAITI Oa 2P Xi_ g e [ dQs DT (@, 65, 02D (i, 63, 0)f

(P53, (@) = :
A ma 21T Gns Ax)12
B ﬁMITj(M,kx)\ZZ}:_leI (jm| j1|ml) (ja| j1|A0)
T omap IT70py Ax)12
_ P AT/ G Ax) jm] j11mO) (A1 j11A0) (10.14)
ma 1T Oops Ax)12
Then, by collecting both (10.12) and (10.14) in (10.13), one finally gets
Spo = TI (o, Ax)TI (W Ax)* Y, c,,'(x/,ﬁ;ﬁ [Aa) (jm| j11m0) (jAl j1 |Nn>eo (10.15)
ITJ (Aa. Ax)I?
with the parameter
2.2
n ﬂA*VA* n
G =——=+ — RS, 0=——=43 10.16
n ﬁ (VA* as + 1 n,0 ﬁ n,0 ( )

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 (10.1) and (10.18).

The MSV in (10.15) pertains to the Mother in state | jm), which is a pure eigenstate
of its spin operator :S’\Z inits rest frame. For a mixed state, the MSV should be weighted
over the probabilities P,, of different eigenstates.” Since it is known that

m

| i1 m0) = —"
(jm| j1|mO0) NIED)]

the weighted average turns out to be

T9Oen, )T Wy dx)* Yon g en (M | S 10a) (il j1 | 3/n)

ViGFDITI (rp, Ax)? (1017)

J
Sro = Z mP,yeq

m=—j

It is easy to identify that Z‘,’n:_ i mPyeq is just the MSV of the Mother Sy, so
we finally verify that (10.1) 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,

_ TG AT O A" Xy en (1 | Si2 1ha) (2] 1 [3n)

ViG+DITI (ha, Ax)I? : (10.18)

Cs

2In the non-polarized case, P,, is the same for any m € [—/, ..., jl
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According to the group theory, the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients involved in the esti-
mation of (10.18) can be given directly as

s P8 s GFL+DGEL
MM = ———, (GAljlIGF D) =5 LT 2 =07 10.19
GMITA0) =~ GAJHIGF D ED ¥ G D ( )

As has been mentioned before, the somewhat surprising feature of (10.18) is that Cg
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 T/, 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
©* — Az and EM decay ° — Ay, there is a known relation between the parity
partners for the dynamical amplitudes [13]:

T (=hp, —hx) = nunanx (=) 585X TI (p, ay). (10.20)

Here, ny, na and ny are the intrinsic parities of the Mother, Daughter, and Byprod-
uct,and j, Sp and Sy are their spins, respectively. Note that the helicity is constrained
to Ax = £Sx in (10.20) if the Byproduct is massless [12]. In all these cases, one has

1T (—=hp, —Ax)* = |T? (n, Ax)1% (10.21)

The (10.20) and (10.21) have interesting consequences: First of all, it can be readily
realized that the time component of the MSV (10.10) vanishes. Secondly, if only
one dynamical amplitude is independent in (10.18) because of the constraint from
(10.20), the coefficient Cg 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 £* — Ax and £° — Ay.

A. Strong Decay ©* — Am

In this case, Ay = 0, A = A, j = 3/2and T/ ()) is proportional to 7/ (—A) through
a phase factor, which turns out to be 1 according to (10.20). As Ay = £1/2, there is
only one independent reduced helicity amplitude; thus, the coefficient Cg simplifies
to

1 . .
_ . Cn (Jrljl ’k’n)
Cs= 2 2 WISxm JGTD 28x+1

n=—1x,)

(10.22)

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

1 1 1
yohe L1
N 2 jGg+D 15

where the first equation in (10.19) has been used. Forn = 1, the corresponding ladder
operator in (10.22) is S, which selects the term with A’ = —1/2 and A = 1/2 as
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the only non-vanishing contribution. Similarly, forn = —1, the corresponding ladder
operator TS’\X , in (10.22) selects the opposite combination: A’ = 1/2 and A = —1/2.
According to the second equation in (10.19), the corresponding Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients are opposite to each other for n = £1. Then, by inserting (10.16), their
contributions turn out to be the same, that is,

1 /8 1 1 2
V152 G+ 15
Therefore, the coefficient Cy is just

1 n 2 1
15 7153
which indicates that the MSV of the Daughter is along that of the Mother.

Cs (10.23)

B. Electromagnetic Decay 0 — 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, and (10.3) indicates that

Al = [An —Ax| =1/2,

thus only two choices are possible:

Ax=1 = p=1/2 = r=-1/2 ,
Ax=—1 = p=-1/2 = A=1/2,

from which we can generally identify Ay = 245 and A = —A in (10.18). The same
argument applies to A’ = A/, — Ay, so we also have Ay = 21/,, whence A/, = Ap
and .’ = A. This in turn implies that only the term with n = 0 contributes in (10.18),
which then reads

Cs = AT hns 200012 (= Aalj11=240)
ViG+DITI(kp, 208) 12

Like the previous case, there is only one independent dynamical amplitude because
of the constraint from (10.21), so (10.24) becomes

—a 1
Cs= Y ia ,(, Ai X (10.25)
PP JU+ 128\ +

(10.24)

by inserting the first equation in (10.19). With the spins j = Sx = 1/2, we eventually
recover the known result [14,15]:

Cs = ——,
$T73

which indicates that the MSV of the Daughter is along the opposite direction to that
of the Mother.
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10.3 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 as follows: For the Mother with four-
momentum py in QGPF, the form is given by

tr(pa’ (pH)ora(pu)s)
Yo w(@at(pu)ealpm)s)’

O(PH)oo’ = (10.26)

where a’(py)s and a(py)s 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 [ pg] 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
(10.7), the transformation is explicitly given by

[pr] =R(9,0,0)L:(§) = R:(9)R, (O)L:(§), (10.27)

where the functions have the same meanings as those in (10.7) but is for the Mother
in QGPF here.

Then, by operating the transformation over the space-like orthonormal vector
basis e; as n;(py) = [pul(e;) [1,10], one can readily determine the MSV of the
Mother from the SDM (10.26) as

3 3
St = Y [DIUHOem ] nipa = Y lpule[DI0HOpm ], (10.28)
i=1

i=1

where J/ are the angular momentum generators of the Mother and D/ (J') their irre-
ducible representation matrices with total spin S. It should be stressed that, in spite
of the appearance of the Lorentz transformation [ pg ], the MSV is independent of its
particular choice as should be for any observables. Actually, the SDM (10.26) also
depends on the convention of [ py] implicitly through the definition of the spin vari-
able o, which just compensates the explicit dependence. By adopting the covariant
form of the irreducible representation matrix

. 1 , .
D/ (M) = —EEMW'ODJ ()i, (10.29)

which indicates D/ (J%) = 0 for the unit time vector7 = (1, 0, 0, 0), the MSV (10.28)
can be conveniently rewritten with the full Lorentz covariant indices as

Sti(pm) = pulw [ DT UMO () | (10.30)
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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 species 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 L
o=—exp|—-b-P+-w:J]|,
p= e jo 7]
where b is a time-like constant four-vector, r 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

=2 P T=30
i i
and consequently p = ®;0; with the density operator for a single particle species

R 1 ~ 1 ~
,oizzexp[—b-Pi+§w:J,~i|.

By following the Poincaré group algebra for the generators of translations ﬁu and
Lorentz transformations J,, [11,12]

[ﬁua ’P:,] =0, [1’315 Zw] = _i(ﬁunur - ﬁvnur)» (10.31)

it can be shown that

—~ 1 &) ~
Fij=||(=b-P), < w J,) ,(=b- PHW
= — (=) P! (@ @2 .y, ) B0, (10.32)
k times
where[A B®]=[[---[A, B],---]. B] with k times of nesting commutations and

Fk j commute with each other for any k and j. In the most general case with arbitrary
operators Aand B, an identity has been derived:

P T T R
eATB _ oA B ,—}IABI {IAP BI-{IAB?]

where the higher level commutation exponentsin - - -  rely on the lower ones through
some recursion relations [16]. In our present case, all the non-vanishing commutation
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exponents must be functions of FM according to (10.31) and commute with each other.
Thus, a general identity can be applied to the density operator, and we have [16]

1 = (=) Fro . 1~
pi = Z exp {kX_; m exp[—b - P;]exp |:§w : J,':| . (10.33)

Then, it can be rewritten in a very simple factorized form as
1 L 1 -
pi = —expl—b- Plexp|zw : J; (10.34)
Zi 2

by defining a @ -dependent effective four-vector

00 .k
~ Z I
= = k+ 1! (@' ) B

k times

As the non-commutative operators 13: and Z are completely separated from each
other into two independent multiplying exponential functions in (10.34), the SDM
for the Mother can be reduced to a simple form:

6 (PH. 0| PH |PH. 0) (pu,olexp[3@ : fH] |pu.o’)
O(PH)oo' = = = 1 = .
Yo pu.olPulpu.o) Y (pu.olexp[3@ : Juy]lpu. o)
(10.35)

It is now completely determined by its single particle density operator oy or more
precisely the angular momentum-dependent part.

To derive the explicit form for (10.35), we use a convenient analytic continuation
technique: We first derive ® (pg ) for imaginary o and then continue the result back
to real value. In the former case, A = explo : T /2]1s just a unitary representation
of Lorentz transformation, then the well-known relations in group theory can be used
to obtain

(pr.o|A|pr.o')  W(pn)oo2end®(py — Alpy))
Yo (pu ol Alpu,o)  W(pH)eo2en83(py — Apy))
(10.36)
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,

®(PH)cm’ =

(pH, ol p},,a’) = 28H83(pH — P')8so-

In (10.36), the matrix W (ppg) is the so-called Wigner rotation matrix:

W(pn) = D/ ([Apu1~ ' Alpu]),
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where D/ is the (25 + 1)-dimensional representation, the so-called (0, 25 + 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~'Alpa oo
tr[DJ(A)]

O(PpH)oo’ = , (10.37)
which seems appropriate to be analytically continued to real @ .

However, it is not satisfactory yet as the analytic continuation of (10.37) to real
o, that is,

D/ (A) — exp Bw : JH] , (10.38)

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 (pp) is the representation of a rotation
hence unitary. We thus replace W (pg) with (W (pg) + W(pH)’”)/Z in (10.36)
and obtain, by using the transparency to the adjoint operation property of SL(2,C)
representations,

Oy = 2Pl Alpul) + D/ (pul'A pul ™
b= tr [DI(A) + DI (A)TF] '

As the analytic continuation of A~ !-related part reads
PR 1 +
D/ (AT — exp Ew DI |, (10.39)

the final expression of the SDM in a rotational system is
j - i o
Yo+ [D!(pu] " expler : DI (J)/21lpu))]

QW) = = Texplw : DI (J)/2] + expler - DI (1),2]]

, (10.40)

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 l . _ 1 v -1 — 1 af
[PH] " exp zw.J [PH]=exp i [pu]l JuwlpHa]| = exp 7@ (P Jap | »

where the effective anti-symmetric tensor @ is defined as

@ (pi) = o [pul; lpul; . (10.41)
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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 [pg]. Finally, (10.40) becomes

D/ (explw«(pn) : D/ (J)/2]) + D/ (explw«(pn) : D/T(J)/2])

O(pn) = tr(exple : DJ(J)/2]) + exple : Dit(J)/2])

(10.42)

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. Taking into account the fact that the
generators of Lorentz transformation are traceless, that is tr(Jg) = 0, we have

O = oL
PH)or =5 1 T 42 + 1)

ot (o) (D) + DI )|

to the order o(z). The representation D/ (Juv) can be decomposed as the following:
D’ (J) = €uvpr DY (IP)ET 4 DY (K)i, — DY (K)i, (10.43)

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

o ~ o
P =5 1 T 20+ 1)

A

ol (pH)€pvpr D! V)T (10.44)

Note that the number of the generators DS (J) is more than three for S > 1/2, but
only three is involved in (10.44) with the others functioning through higher order
terms of z. By substituting (10.44) into (10.30), only the second term of (10.44)
contributes

1 " . N
Stpm) = [Pl 5w (peagpetr (D109 DI 9 i

227+ 1)
i(j+ 1) - j(j+1)
= _%[PH]gw*aﬁ(PH)eaﬁprtr = —]gTHéaﬁﬂrwaﬁth,
(10.45)

where we have transformed back to the QGPF by inserting (10.41) 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 = Sp./j.
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10.4 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
pe=pas=5— [[ mu+sma+1mx)'/>. (10.46)
2mH
s, 1=t
As mentioned in Sect. 10.2, 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 [10,12,13]

|psjminix) o< T/ (hp, hx) / A DY (¢, 0, 007 [Pdarx).  (10.47)

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

operator as3

TIGon 1T Wy K50 DI (e, 0, 0 * DI (5, 65, 0 [ odadox ) (pody My |
IT7 A, Ax)IPIDI (¢, 0,007 2 (puhnadrx| Purarx)

ﬁ(p *) =
(10.48)
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 (10.42) in a rotational system. In this case, the two-body
density operator should be a mixing of different spin states of the Mother:

J
D Oy |peimiahx) (pajnkiy Xy

m,n=—j

) (10.49)

rather than the pure one with ® (pg);' — §,'. To be consistent with the setup, the
involved matrices D/ (J) in (10.42) are now also defined in the MRF, which then
allows us to apply the usual matrix algebra in later explicit evaluations. Following

3For 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 be
summed over. For example, we should sum over m in the numerator of (10.48) and over m, A5 and
Ax in the denominator as | D/ (¢, 6, 0)}' |2 =DJ(9,0, O)Xl,\*—xx D/ (9,0, O)TA g
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(10.49), a more general density operator for the daughters with fixed momentum p,,
reads

PPy o T (up, Ax)T! (Mg, My)* DY (s, 0s, 0V *O(pr)s D (s, 05, 0)2,
IPiiarx) (PAi Ay |- (10.50)

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

o Q)WXZTJ'(xA,Ax)Tf(x/A,A/X>*Df(¢*,9*,0>';'*®(pm2"01<¢*,0*,0);/ (10.51)
Y ITI(ep . Ax)2DI (s, 05, O *O ()i DI (s, 05, 0 '

Combining (10.30) and (10.51), the MSV of the Daughter can be obtained from

(10.30) as

S 0.) = [P DN A O . 070 (10.52)

A AMpaAx

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 (2 + 1)% — 1
real parameters through the (2 + 1)-dimensional and trace 1 Hermitian SDM of the
Mother. This means the MSV of the Daughter cannot 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 literature [17, 18] and was illuminated explicitly
in [9]. Nevertheless, the SDM of the primary Mother can be well approximated by
the first-order expansion form (10.44), which surprisingly implies that the MSV of
the Daughter can be definitely determined by that of the Mother now, as we will see
in (10.55).

By applying the approximation (10.44) for @(pg))’ to the (10.51), we explore
the feed-down effect to first order in thermal vorticity @ (pg). The first term in
(10.44) is proportional to the identity matrix and selects m = n in (10.51), then one
is left with

D/ (s, 6+, 007 * D’ (s, 6, 0)}) = 87,

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

DY (¢s, 04, 0] * DI P DI (¢4, 0, 0), = DI TV (g, 01, 007, DT 0P ) DI (i, 04, 00},
which, according to a well-known relation in group representation theory [12], equals
R(x, 0x, 0)2 D7 (J7)}, (10.53)

where the rotation R transforms the z-axis unit vector e3 into the p,, direction. Alto-
gether, we get the explicit form of (10.51) as

aany 8+ @ (p) P eapor DI I)ER(@s, B, 0077
T 15 G ) T Ky 2] R T G ) P

O(¢x, 04) (10.54)
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where the denominator gives the normalization factor solely determined by the
dynamical amplitudes. For parity conservative decays with the property (10.21),
by substituting (10.54) into (10.52), we find that the first term of (10.54) does not
contribute as trDSA (JV) = 0 and the MSV of the Daughter is proportional to the
thermal vorticity @, (pg) in the MRF:

Mo o
1 Spyat 1€ DSA ), A DI T2 R(gs, B4, 0)F
S .00 = Sw(p)Peapprt” X £
Ax P 5 @« PH)"" €appy . 7 =l Ax i 2
Ay [T7 a2 TT Gy 5% ] 51T (e ax)

My
83y [Plic DSA U 8 DT (P} R(@e, s, 007

_3SH*/J(I7H) (1055

JU+D AXZA;X (77 Gp x0TI Gl 4" ] 5K T G, ) 2 (1059
In the last step, (10.45) has been used to reexpress the formula in terms of the MSV
of the Mother in its rest frame, Sy« (pH).-

As the first step, we would like to apply (10.55) to the simplest parity conservative
decays: strong decays with the Byproduct X = 7 and EM decays with X = y. As
mentioned in Sect. 10.2, the dynamical amplitude has a definite sign under parity
inversion in these cases; see (10.20). After that, the parity violating weak decays will
be discussed in more detail with the Byproduct X = 7.

A. Strong Decays
For the strong decay H — A + m, the spin-parity structure is explicitly j7# —
1/2% 4+ 0. Hence, (10.20) becomes

TJ(~hp,0) = PsTI(17.0),  Ps=nu(~1)/*2,
and (10.55) can be reduced to

!’
1172y A pyj gTya 0
3SH*p([7H) [Pl D=0 )}‘AD J ))L,AR((ﬁ*,Q*’O)T

JGH+D TG, 0TI G 0T S, 1 1TV G, O
-2

S (py) = —

3SHxp(pr) P L= P98 o e Ma ek
- D2 A DI (JTY AR (s, 04, 0)2
iG+D ) [p+]ic ( )}»A ( ))‘Z/\ (P« 05, 0)¢
_ Bt [PSCLIPAER@r, 020,077 + (1 = Po)YCL [puls R 04,0073
jG+1
3SH*p(pH) i i Jj 3
== [PSCI i R@s, 02,007 = (PsCT = CDIpiR(@x, 02,073

(10.56)

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

32 & (10.57)

{D;/i(ﬂ)z%, Dls/zzuz):% DV2(P) =
D*Wy =0, DWW =0 DIP)=%,
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where Dr3 /2 are the 2 x 2 matrices for the Mother with spin 3/2, reduced due to the

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

e, (L) cn s

withCcl/2 = 1/4 and Cc3/?2 = 1/2, where the irrelevant coefficients C(J) ,asRPO = 7]‘30,
are introduced for the brevity of presentations.

In the helicity scheme, the matrix [p.] can be expanded according to (10.7), so
we take advantage of the orthogonality of rotations R to obtain

S (i) = PsCI Ly (&) Sy (pH) — (PsCT = C)SHp (PIR(§s, O, 0)})

3 {
Lz(f)g P, O, 0) 3}5 (1058)

where Ly (§) = R(¢x, 0x, 0)L, (€)R™ (¢, 64, 0) is the pure Lorentz boost trans-
forming 7 into the p, direction in the MRF. The Lorentz transformation involved
in the second term of (10.58) can be expressed explicitly as a function of p,, that is,

R(s, Os, 0) Lo (£)3R (s, O, 0)F3
=R(¢x, O, 05 L ()3R(s, O, 0)7° + R(¢s, O, 0L, (€)IR(¢s, Osc, 0)°3

= — cosh& pIp? — sinh & pslt = — N pepr — Pr gosh (10.59)
ma ma

then (10.58) becomes

EA

Sk, = PsCI Ly (&) Sk, (pr) — (PsC —C§ >(m—:sﬂ*<py> - P.p

7l
G+
+ LS (pr) B0 ) | (10.60)
ma

So with the help of the well-known formulae for the pure Lorentz boost:

Eax 0 Pxp i i pip*p P
La 0 = - — La = _—_— — s 1061
b &)y ma o ma b &) =1 mp(eEps +mp) mAnpO ( )

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

S%.(py) = 3] Ls (pm)
AxPx) = ](]+1)mA Hx\PH) * P«

3 . ; EAx
Sax = ——— | P¢C’'Sp — | PsC/ —
Ax(Py) j(j+1)|: sC/Sp«(pH) ( s -

c;') Su«(pH) - f»*fo*} .
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Finally, we boost the MSV to the DRF as that is the one measured in experiments
and find

Sao(Px) = Sas(py) — SA*(P*) + ma

3 . o B
=G0 [PSCJ St«(pr) — (PsC! — C) S pa(pr) - p*p*} . (10.62)

The average over the whole solid angle €2, gives

3 . 1 . . T
Sao®) = s [Pscf - 3(PsCl =) /0 do,. sin 6, cos> e*] (St (pr)
2PsCI +Cl
= ﬁ@m(m{» (10.63)

for a given S, (pp) independent of p,.. The result is consistent with that found in
Sect. 10.2. In Sect. 10.5, we will see that Sy.(pg) does depend on p, for a given
momentum of the Daughter in the QGPF, thus the application of (10.63) should be
taken cautiously.

B. Electromagnetic Decays
Forthe EM decay H — A + y, the spin-parity structure is explicitly j7# — 1/2%F +
1~. Hence, (10.20) becomes

. . o1
T/(—Ap, —Ax) = PEMT! (An,Ax), Pem=nu(-1)/72

with Pgpy = — Ps for the same ny and j. In this case, (10.55) can be reduced to

’

Wy==%1
3SH*p(pH)
JGAD [T 0, a0 TI G, 4] g

Mo
B3y, L D28 DI T} R( 4. 0)7
:|:1/2

SN (py) = —
A ITI Oup, A

(10.64)

Keeping in mind the parity inversion properties of the irreducible representation
matrices:

D/ = (=1’ HDI ARy,
with the component indices |A[, [A'| < j, it is easy to show that

S oa) M=t 8y ol o i<Dl/2(JK> Apigny )R<¢*,9*,0)¢

200 +0 5 2 [T56a, a0TI Gy, M) ] ST 21T G a2

SK.(py) =

My=+1
3SHxp(PH)
JjG+1D

5 il [p*l‘;Dl/zuk)kg DI ()} R(¢s, b, 0)F

: . —1 —Ap==%1/2 i
it [T9 0, a0 TT Gy, 2] A2 1T G a0

_ 3SHxp(PH)

O (N = (VT = NJIS3) (IR (@, 02, 0L (10.65)
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where the D/ (J€) and T/ (A4, Ax) relevant normalization factors are

‘ ‘ ] ‘
Ni = 3=t p Oa DI g (DT AiIT Gy, DI
2 ST mies P T ST TG il
(10.66)

Now, we can immediately identify the similarity between (10.56) and (10.65). So
the final results for the MSV of the Daughter and the averaged one in the DRF can
be given directly as

_ j NI NS i 10.

Sao(®a) = = [VSuaom) = W = N)Swuo) Bibi]. (1067)
2NJ + N

Sno®a)) = = Sn o) (10.68)

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

from (10.62) and (10.63).

For j = 3/2, the formula (10.67) cannot be simplified further in general, as the
transition amplitudes in (10.66) cannot be canceled out. However, fortunately for the
study of A polarization, only the EM decay £° — Ay isrelevantand j7=° = 1/2+.
Then, we immediately find that N'/? = 0 and N, 72 - 1 /4 due to the restrictions
[Al, |A] < 1/2[1], so the MSV and the averaged one are explicitly

Sao(Ps) = =S« (PH) - Py Py (10.69)
1
(Sao(py) = _§<SH*(PH)>~ (10.70)

The result is also consistent with that found in Sect. 10.2.
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 j78 = 1/27.
First of all, due to parity violation, the first term of (10.54) will give rise to a finite
contribution to the MSV of the Daughter [9]. Assuming the dynamical amplitude in
the following form:

TV2(+1/2,0) =T, + T,

this contribution is simply

2Re(TFT,)

_ (10.71)
T, 1> + |T, |

o
S’A*“<p*>=ﬁ(p*n +easdt), @ =



10 Connecting Theory to Heavy lon Experiment 329

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

Oy o
Sho(®s) = 7 Pu (10.72)

Next, the polarization transfer effect from the Mother can be deduced from (10.55)
as

}\./
[P D20 D207 AR (s B 007
. . -1 .
[T70a. OTI Xy, 0] X, a1 1T (ha, O
= — St (PPl (1 = 10)838™ — yuf*™ + €72 B,,) R(x, 05, 0)7

SX*”(p*) = —4SH+p(PH)

(10.73)
with the dynamical parameters
20Im(T*T,) |T|> — 1T,/
w = 2 27 w = 2 2 (10.74)
ITe|” + 1ol ITe|” + 1Tl

Again, we can immediately recognize the similarity between the first two terms of
(10.73) and those in the strong decay (10.56), hence simple alternations of the coef-
ficients will give the final results. By noticing L,(£)? = 4 for r = 1, 2 in (10.27),
the Lorentz transformation in the last term of (10.73) can be evaluated as

ETCPIERGs b1, 07 = €T R(B5, 01, OLR(@s, b1, )7
As we already know the explicit forms of the involved rotations:

R(px, Oy, O)’f = (COS ¢4 c0s by, sin ¢, cos b, — sin b,.),
R(@x. b, 0)5 = (—sin ¢y, cos ¢y, 0),

the transformation can be shown to be simply
€ TR(@Bs. s, 0)ER((y, Oy, 0)2 = €7 . (10.75)
So, gathering (10.59), (10.61), and (10.75) all in (10.73), we will find

0 1
Sk (Py) = m_ASH*(PH) Py

EAx—VYwIlA A A
e ywsH*<pH>+*m—AWsH*(pH> DDy +BwSH«(PH) X Py

and the MSYV in the DRF is

S/AO(P*) = YwSH«(PH) + 1 — yw)SH«(PH) - f’*f’* + BwSH«(pH) X f’*
= SHs(PH) - Db + BwSH«(PH) X Py + ViwDs X SHx(pr) x py). (10.76)
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Table 10.1 Polarization transfer formulae for the decay H — A + X in the Mother’s rest frame

Decay channels Local polarization P (PA)Y/(Ph+)
A. Strong® 7o [ PSP — (PsCT = ChPu Bip, ] ZEREECD
1/2% = 1/2+0° R ~1/3
1/2= = 1/2+0~ P 1
3/2% = 1/210" 2 [2Pys — Pay - P.b.] 1
3/27 — 1/270 2 [-2Ppy + 3Py - P, ] -3/5
B. Electromagnetic® (j%l) [NfPH* — (NI = N'3i)PH* . f)*f)*} %ﬁ?’;)
125 - 1/2%1- —Pp. - P, D —1/3
C. Weak*®
1/2% = 1/2%0" (@ + Prts BB, + BuPrrs X P+ yubi e
Prx X Py)

4Pg = (—1)+1,C12 = 1/4,C32 = 1/2,and CY/* = C3* = 1/4
bSee (10.66) for the definitions of N/ and N3] .
€See (10.71) and (10.74) for the definitions of &, By, and y,

Finally, the total MSV of the Daughter is

Sao(Ps) = Sh,(Py) + S35,

and the average over the whole solid angle €2, gives

1 /=
(SAo(p*)) = |:Vw + 1 - VW)E/O dé,. sin 0, 0052 9*:| (SHx(PH))

142,
- %(SH*(pm). (10.77)

As expected from the arguments in Sect. 10.2, the spontaneous local polarization
'\o(Ps) doesn’t contribute to the global one.

For the convenience of future use, we summarize all the polarization transfers
from the decays of the Mother with polarization vector Py, = Sy« (pg)/j to the
Daughter with polarization vector Py = 2S,,(p,) in Table 10.1, where explicit
decay channels are also listed. The results are completely consistent with those given
in Ref. [9] to a linear order of the thermal vorticity. We notice that Ps = —1 in the
strong decay 1/2% — 1/2707, thatis, 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% — 1/2%0~ by setting o, = By, = 0
and y,, = —1 as T, = 0. The results are truly consistent with each other according
to Table 10.1.
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X

Fig. 10.1 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,

10.5 Average Over the Momentum of the Mother

In the 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 QGPEF, 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 MRF; see Fig. 10.1, 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 10.6.

Let n(py) be the un-normalized momentum distribution of the Mother in the
QGPF such that f d3p u n(pg) yields the total number of the Mother; one would
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then define the MSV of the Daughter fed-down from a specific decay as

[ &pu n(Py) San(py)
[ &pu n(py)

Sao(Pp) =

’

where the MSV of the Daughter in the MRF S5, (p,.) is listed in the second column
of Table 10.1. Since the magnitude of p, is fixed in two-body decay, see (10.46),
the three components of py are not completely independent for a given p, ; see the
Lorentz boost relation:

EH 1 > 2
Ay = ——EA — — Py PA =4/ +m
* mp meH Pa PAx A

with the energy eg/a =, /p%, /AT m%{ /A 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,

[ &pr n(Py) Sao(P)S(Px — Pas)
[d3py n(py)8(ps — pas)

Sao(Pp) = (10.78)

By altering the integration variable from p g to p,, through the Lorentz boost relation

(see Appendix.1),

_ 2my (Ep% 'ng)(pA - p*; _ mHz(sA* +eaA)(PA — Py) — f’H _ PA — P« (1079)
(eas +8A)* — (PA — Py) my +ExEAx +PA Pk [PA — Pl

PH

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

S a2, ng) | 2] $a0.)

J aun () |32 ]

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 (AVDJ) reads (see Appendix.1)

Sao(Pp) = (10.80)

_ mi(ens +&0)% [(Eas + 64)7 — (Ercas + Pp - Py +m3)]

eax(Entax + Py - Py +m3)3

9
H Pr . (10.81)

)

The most involved thing in the evaluation of (10.80) is that S, (p,) implicitly
depends on ¢, and 6, through Sy (pg), besides explicitly through p,. The features
of Sy« (py) 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
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S« (pm) can be expanded as Fourier series of the momentum azimuthal angle ¢ g
to the second-order harmonics [3,4,21]:

2/ +1) . |
Sttws = “EL=2 [ Fy. Yi) sin gir + ha(Ply. Yir) sin 26 |
2+ 1)
Stvy = “E= [ 0BTy Yi) + 810y Yir) cos @i + 2(ply. Yir) cos 26 |
2j(j+1) .
Siree = L2 ol Yo sin 29, (10.82)

where pz and Yp are the magnitudes of the transverse momentum and the rapidity
of the Mother, respectively. According to the (10.45), the prefactor 2j(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 4 and g; are odd
functions of Yy whereas gg, f2, 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 [2] and the AMPT
model [4] prediced the magnitudes of all the coefficient functions and particularly
their signs to be

hi(ply, Y > 0) >0, ha(ply, Yu) <0, go(ph. Yu) <O,
g1 (. Y >0) <0, (4. Yu) >0, AL, Yr) <0. (10.83)

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 (10.41).

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

Py = pE cosppger + pz singyer + py.e€3,

pA = p,T\ cosgppe; + pi singpey + pazes,
Ps = Dx Sin O, COS Py €1 + Py Sin by sin @2 + p, cos H.e3. (10.84)

In the following, we stick to the simplest case of midrapidity A with pp, = 0. Then,
the rightmost equality in (10.79) can be used to express the trigonometric functions
of the Mother in terms of the spherical coordinates of the Daughter as

pz sin? 04 sin 2¢, + p[T\2 sin 2¢pp — 2p*pIT\ sin 6, sin(¢y + ¢a)

sin 2¢H = 7
p2sin® 6, + pL~ — 2p,pX sin 6, cos(ps — pa)
= ABx, ¥) sin 2¢p + B(O«, V) cos 294,
p2 sin 0, cos 2¢ + pIT\2 oS 2¢A — 2p«pk sin 6, cos(ds + Pa)
cos2¢y =

. 2 .
P2 sin 6, + p~ — 2p.p} sin 6, cos(¢x — pa)
= A0, ¥) 05 295 — B(Os, ) sin 20,
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p/T\ Sin A — P« Sin Oy sin ¢,

sin oy = >
o2 sin 6, + ph> = 2p.pT sin 6, cos(s — )
= C(bx, ¥) sinpp + DOy, ¥) cos pp,
cos i = pg COS A — P« SiN B COS Py

\/pi sin? 0, + pIT\2 — 2p*p£ sin @ cos(¢y — Pa)
= C(Ox, ¥) cospa — D(Ox, &) sin pp (10.85)

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

pi sin 0, cos 2y — Zp*p,T\ sin 0, cos ¥ + p/T\2

A, V) = i
p2 sin? 0, + plT\z — 2p*p1T\ sin 6, cos ¥
B0, V) Pi sin® 6, sin 2y — Zp*pIT\ sin 6, sin ¥r
X9 = ,
p2 sin® 6, + pIT\Z - 2p*p£ sin 6, cos ¥
T .
PA — P« Sin By cos ¥

Cby. ) = a_Be0 ’

\/Pi sin? 0, + ph ~ — 2p,pk sinfy cos ¥

o sind.si

DO, ) = P- sinf, sin (10.86)

\/pi sin® 0, + pIT\2 — 2p,p] sin 6, cos ¥

One can easily verify the even-odd and normalization features of the auxiliary func-
tions, that is,

AOx, =) = AO«, ¥), Bly, =) = =B, V),
C(Oy, =) = C(Ox, V), DOy, =), = —D(04, V)
A2 O, Y)+B2 O, ) = 1, C*Ox, V) + D*(0s, ) = 1. (10.87)

With the variable transformation ¢, — v, the integration over the solid angle d<2,
in (10.80) can be replaced by another one:

b4 2w —pa b4 b4
/dQ* =/ do, sin9*/ dyr =/ do, sine*/ dy,
0 —dA 0 -7

where the last step is owing to the 2w -periodic in i 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 6y 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 p%, and pg to a very good approximation. In this case, p%, and
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Table 10.2 The even (“+”) and odd (“—") properties of relevant functions in (10.80) (top row)
with respect to the variables (first column).

Variables | &y, g hy. 80.82. f» | A.C B.D n(py) ” oy
cos Oy - + + + + +
14 + + + - + +

PZ can be given explicitly with the variables for the Daughter by following (10.79)
as

0
Pér:mH . (eax +5A)7!p*cf)s | 7 (10.88)
m4 + £€px + PAPx SiN Oy cOS Y
. 2 .
(eas + €a)y/p2sin 0, + pL~ — 2pL p, sin O, cos yr
pl = my—— Psin’ 6. + 5] A (10.89)

m%\ + ceps + p[T\p* sin B, cos ¥

which imply that the Mother’s spectrum function is even in both cos 6, and v. Then,
as the polar angle of the Mother is given by

R cos @ cos 6
COS@HEpH-eg,:—p* * P o

—pl 2 . ’
Pa — Pl \/pi + pl” — 2pl p. sin 6, cos yr
(10.90)
the rapidity Y is found to be an odd function of cos 6, and an even function of ,
that is,

mIT_I sinhYg =py -€e3 = pz tan 6y,

where the transverse mass mz = ,/(pIT_I)z + m%, For the convenience of future

discussions, we summarize the even-oddness of all the functions relevant to the
evaluation of (10.80) in Table 10.2.
Now, we can well understand the advantage of introducing the new variable “i”:

In this way, p%, and pk, thus g, £, h, n(py) and H %”T‘:’ ), are all independent of
the observable ¢5 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 10.1.

For brevity, the following general formula will be used:

Sho (p,) = [ASks + BShy Dubs] - (10.91)

JG+1

where the strong (EM) decay coefficients A = PsC/ (N/) and B = Cg — PsCJ
(N3] — N/) are constants solely determined by the helicity properties of the transition
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amplitudes. Then, the integrands for the transverse and longitudinal components of
the MSV of the Daughter can be given with spherical coordinates as

Sf\’xc (p,) = m[ZSH*X (A + B cos? b« sin? 9*) + B(SH*Z COS ¢y sin 26,

+ Sy Sin 26, sin> 9*)],
3

S[}\)S (p*) = m[2$ﬂ*y <A =+ B Sil’l2 ¢)* Sin2 0*) + B<SH*Z sin ¢* sin 29*

4+ + Spax Sin 2¢, sin? 0*)],
PC 3 2 :

Sp: (pe) = m[ZSH*Z (A + B cos 9*) + B(SH*x COS ¢y sin 26,

+ + Sty sin ¢, sin 29*)]. (10.92)

Inserting (10.82) into these integrands with the help of the trigonometric function
relations (10.85) and using the even-odd properties listed in Table 10.2, only the
following terms are non-vanishing when the integrations over the solid angle are
taken into account (see Appendix.2):

B
SRC(p,) = [ha FA+ Bgysin® 6 cos 29/ sin 2¢5 + 512*&7 sin? 0y sind¢py ,
B
Sff(p*) = |:g0F + 512_‘}'24' sin? 6*] + [ngﬂ — Bgo sin? 64 cos 21,0} cos 2¢ A
B
—El;'f{ sin? Ox cosdpy,

SPC(p,) = [zfz(AJrBcosze*)ﬂ+§11+(0cos W—DsinW)sinZQ*} sin2¢x, (10.93)

where we define the auxiliary functions as
I¥=h,+g,, F=2A+Bsin’6,, F=FAcosny + Bsinny.

So, both the single-¢py harmonics in the transverse components of the MSV of the
Mother contribute to the LLP SII\’ZC (p,), while its local feature ~ sin2¢g is well
inherited by the Daughter with the polarization ~ sin2¢,. The decays also give
rise to higher mode of harmonics to the TLPs of the Daughter, that is, sin4¢, and
cos4¢p, even though the primary ones of the Mother are only to 2¢ harmonics. As
both 2y and g 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 (10.91) remains impor-
tant 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 «,,- and $,,-dependent terms listed
in Table 10.1. The «,, term is irrelevant to the initial polarization of the Mother, and
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the contributions to the transverse and longitudinal components of the MSV of the
Daughter can be given directly as

Sa () = O%W sin 0, cos ¥ cos Pa,

Oy Ay . .
Say(Py) = > sin 0, cos ¥ sin 5 ,

Sxz(py) = 0. (10.94)
The explicit forms for the corresponding contributions from the §,, term are
Sﬁ” (P = ﬁW(SH*} €08 0y — Sk sin @y sin 9*>,

Sﬂw (p*) = By (SH*z COS ¢ Sin Oy — SH+x COS 9*):

B () = B (SH*X Sin b, Sin 0, — Spsy COS by sin 9*) . (10.95)

Then, by following a similar procedure as that for the strong and EM decays, the
terms giving rise to finite contributions are just

Sﬂw " (p,) = IBW [( f27—‘1 sinfy + g1C cos by) cos pp + foF | sinb cos 3¢A]
SR (p,) = ﬁ v [(fszl sin 6, — h1Ccosby) sindp + frF; sinby sin3¢A],
Sﬁw(p*) = ﬂ sm@*(l2 Tl coS — I » 1 cos3¢n). (10.96)

Notice that o, and B,, terms only give rise to odd-time harmonics of ¢4, contrary
to the even ones in strong and EM decays.

Thus, by gathering (10.93),(10.94), and (10.96), the most general integrands for
the transverse and longitudinal components of the MSV of the Daughter fed-down
from a single decay in HICs are

Sai(y) = SEC(p) + S2(p) + SP(py),  i=x,y,z. (1097

For the transverse components of the A polarization, the 8,, contributions are much
less important than the «,, ones because of the smallness of the polarization coef-
ficients &, g, and f, thus, they are suppressed in the following discussions. For
the longitudinal component, the 8,, term from weak decay breaks the pure sin 2¢
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 20 and E are [20]:

@2’ = 0347, BZ' = tan(0.366 = 0.209)y,5", 2" = 0.8,
&= 0392, B2 =tan(0.037 £0.014)y,5 ", = =0.89.
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So ,857 / yvff = 0.037 £ 0.014 is very small and the breaking effect can be safely
neglected for the weak decay of ; but 82" /& = 0.158 — 0.648, the breaking
effect might be large for that of E?. If we assume |h,|, g2 < | f2|/2 which is always
true in HICs [2], the magnitudes of the integrated coefficients in front of cos ¢,
and cos 3¢5 are at least one order smaller than that of sin 2¢5 for the largest ratio:
ﬂfo / yvf‘o = 0.648. The reason can be well understood by comparing the prefactors in
the integrands: Keeping only the dominant (A-related term in ?'li, the ratios between
the prefactors are roughly

=0
By hy F &
v 4+ (1 =y cos?6, 21>

sin 6, cos V.

Then, they are double trigonometric functions suppressed especially by cos ¢ when
carrying out the integrations, besides the initial suppression by ,850 / yvf‘o. 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 (10.82) to be very weakly dependent
on the rapidity Yy. As a consequence, compared to the other rapidity-even func-
tions, the rapidity-odd functions /41 and g can be safely neglected as they vanish at
midrapidity Yy = 0. Finally, by inserting (10.93) and (10.94) into (10.80), the total
transverse and longitudinal components of the MSV of A can be put in simple forms
as

(HIT"‘(p,T\) cosga + HY' (P ) sin 265 + HI'(ph) sin4q>A)

N =

Sax (PX) =

H
3 (HlM(p;r\)cosq)A + HM % )sin204 + HY (o]) sin4¢A)
M=A

N =

1 . . .
3 |:RAPh2 sm2¢A+ZRH (hff cos¢A+h£I 51n2¢A+hf sm4¢A)i| s
H

H

§ PH
hH Ty _ Ay /dQ ”
N Nig « n(Py) P,

sin Oy cos ¥,

2 opy T\ pH H, T2
nH pl =7fdsz —\ |h F B sin” Oy cos 29 |,
2 (pp) N «n(Pg) op, [ 2pp) FRA+ 80(pyy) sin” 6 cos w]
hH( Ty _ B dQ LPH I (pL)F; sin? (10 98)
4 (pp) = « (PH) 2 () o S Os, .
Nu 0py

(GE‘“(pﬁ) + G L) singa + GTU L) cos 2 + GI(p) cos 4¢A>

01—

SAy(PZ;)

N =

H
=3 2 (G 0h+GY ®f)singa+GY 0F) cos 294 +GY o)) cosdg )

1 .
E[RAP(gO + & 0052¢A)+ZRH<g())L’ +hf1 singp +g£1 cos2¢pp
H

7hf cos4¢A)],
ol = L/dm n(pg) Hdp—HH [Zgo(pIT_I)FH + BH15 pl) 75 sin? e*],
NH 0Py

2 3
e oh) = NT,/dQ* n(Pw) H;’T’:H [gz(pE)FHﬂ— BH go(pT) sin? 6, cos21//], (10.99)
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H
1 . 1 .
Sa:(PR) = 3 F3™ () sin 2 = 2[ > B <p£>} sin 26,5
M=A

1
=3 {RA,] f'z(p,T\)+ZRHf'2H(pIT\):| sin 294,
H

4
Hol) = E/dﬂ* ) H AL (A”+B” cos? 9*)94 (10.100)

g2
op
with the normalization

opy
ap,

Ny = / dQ.n(pyy)

Here, b (pIT\), gl (pi) and fH (pjT\) are the polarization transfer coefficients from
the Mother and R’s are the A number fractions from different contribution channels:
R, primary and Ry secondary. Due to the 27 -periodicity of all the components with

respect to ¢, we can fold the transverse ones S x (pIT\) once over the region ¢ €
(=m/2,3m/2) to (—m /2, w/2) and SAy(p/T\) twice over the region ¢ € (0, 27) to
(0, 7r/2), respectively. Then, all the trivial harmonics of ¢, contributed from o7
terms will be removed from (10.98) and (10.99), 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 (10.98), (10.99), and
(10.100) over and over until the Daughter we’re interested in. Take the EM decay
2% — Ay, for example; we should first obtain the total polarization coefficients
for £ 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 X9 decay to A polarization; see [1,9] for
numerical calculations.

10.6 Theoretical Predictions and Sign Puzzles

In this section, we perform numerical calculations by adopting (10.98), (10.99), and
(10.100), 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 = ¥* and H = =0,
respectively. A more complete study of all decay channels had been performed in
[9] and the conclusion remains the same for LLP. As mentioned before, these two
parity conservative channels correspond to the decay types 3/2% — 1/270~ and
1/2% — 1/2%17, and the decay coefficients are, respectively,

AT =172, B¥ = —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
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Fig. 10.2 Left panel: longitudinal polarization coefficients F> (p[T\) of the A. Primary (Ap) and
secondary (H = £*, £9) components, weighted with the production fractions are shown together

with the resulting sum F2T°t (pi) (solid line). Right panel: comparison between the total polarization

coefficient F2T°t(p/T\) of the A and the one fz(p/T\) of only primary A [3]

chemical potential of 30 MeV for , /sy = 200 GeV Au+Au collisions, they turn out
to be [19]:

Rp, =0.243, Rz+ =0.359, Ryo = 0.275 x 60%, (10.101)

where 60% is the contribution fraction from primary £° 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 Sect. 10.3 is an excellent
approximation.

To perform numerical evaluations for the longitudinal component of the MSV of
the Daughter (10.100), two ingredients are still unknown: the primary LLP prefactor
f>(p") and the momentum spectrum n(py ). A precise fit to the data obtained in [1]
for f> (pX) of the primary A yields

LY = [—7.71 (pi)2 +332 (pﬁf — 0471 <p,T\)4] x 1073

with pIT\ ’sunit “GeV”. Asfarasn(pg) is concerned, itis plausible that the dependence
on its form is very mild, because it shows in both the numerator and denominator of
f2H (pIT\). For the purpose of approximate calculations, we have assumed a spectrum
of the following form [8]:

1 T
n(py) o« ————e /T = H o=my /T, (10.102)

cosh Yy ey

where T is a phenomenological parameter describing the slope of the transverse
momentum spectrum. It had been checked that the final results are almost independent
of T, within a realistic range: T; = 0.2 — 0.8 GeV.

The relevant polarization prefactors FZM (p[T\) for primary and secondary decay
components and the total F2TOt (pg) are shown together in Fig. 10.2, and the associ-
ated LLP features are illuminated in Fig. 10.3 where we choose p[T\ =2 GeV as an
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Fig. 10.3 Left panel: the azimuthal angle dependence of the longitudinal polarization P, =
Sa: (p/T\)/S =2SA; (pZT\) of the A. Primary (A,) and secondary (H = X¥, =0 components,
weighted with the production fractions are shown together with the resulting sum (solid line) at fixed
transverse momentum pi = 2 GeV and slope parameter 7; = 0.3 GeV. Right panel: comparison
between the total polarization profile of the A and that of only primary A [3]

example. As expected from the polarization transfer coefficients list in Table 10.1
and the fractions in (10.101), the strong and EM decays give large positive and small
negative feedbacks to the primary A polarization, respectively; see the left panel in
Fig. 10.2. It happens that FJ° (p? ) is close to the primary f>(p%) and only slightly
suppressed in large p[T\ region; see the right panel in Fig. 10.2. In principle, there are
also feedbacks from EM decay of secondary ° and weak decays of E’s (positive),
but their weights in A productions are quite limited and definitely not able to flip the
sign of f; (p/T\) in Fig. 10.2; see the results presented in [9]. Compared to the theo-
retical predictions for the LLP profiles in Fig. 10.3, the experimental measurements
nicely verified the sin 2¢5 feature but with an opposite sign [6,7]; see Fig. 10.4 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: —dyv2(¢) [6,7] but the
theoretical predictions give opposite sign due to the negative prefactor d7 /dt [3]. Of
course, this statement bases on the fact that the model calculations could well repro-
duce the elliptic flows measured in HICs; see hydrodynamic [23] and AMPT [24]
simulations for example.

For the TLPs, radial component P, was discovered mainly due to the parity-
violating effect from weak decays [9]. According to (10.98) and (10.99), the
radial polarization of A should be approximately proportional to aZRg with
Rz ~ 15% [9]. The results are shown in Fig. 10.5 for p/T\ =2 GeV, where the
—cos ¢ and — sin ¢, features are just inherited from the sign of oy, ; see [9] for
more realistic calculations. Now getting rid of the spontaneous radial polarization,
we focus on the folded TLPs with the feed-down effect of the form (10.93). First
of all, the folded results for Sﬁf (pIT\) are studied and shown in Fig. 10.6, where
very nice 2¢pp harmonics can be identified. The higher harmonic ~ sin4¢, van-
ishes here because the chosen parameters satisfy h; + go = 0 and we’ve checked
that this contribution is very weak even for go = hy = — f>/4.
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For the more involved TLP Si}c, (pIT\), the comparison between theoretical predic-

tions for pi = 2 GeV and experimental measurements is illuminated in Fig. 10.7.
Due to different conventions for the y-axis, the polarization — Py predicted in the
theoretical study corresponds to Py measured in experiments. Then, we immediately
find that the signs of the azimuthal angle averaged — Py and the global Py are consis-
tent with each other, which just follow that of the total angular momentum. However,
the relative magnitudes between the in-plane (¢, = 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 (10.83)
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 naive guess
that the contradictions between theoretical and experimental results are only due to
different conventions of the coordinate system.

As indicated in (10.93), secondary decays can give rise to 4¢, harmonic of
A polarization along the total angular momentum even though only up to 2¢y
harmonics of the primary Mother polarizations are considered. Similar to Sﬁf (pi),
this higher harmonic vanishes in the left panel of Fig. 10.7 because of the choice
hy + g2 = 0 and this contribution is still very weak even for go = hy, = — f2/4. We
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Fig. 10.6 The azimuthal angle dependence of the folded transverse polarization P, = 2Sx, (pZT\)
of the A. The parameters and denotations are the same as Fig. 10.7
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Fig.10.7 Left panel: the azimuthal angle dependence of the folded polarization along total angular
momentum Py = 284, (pi) of the A. The parameters and denotations are the same as Fig. 10.3,
and we choose gop = —0.004 and g» = —hy = — f>/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 W for 20% — —50% centrality bin
in \/syy = 200GeV Au+Au collisions [6]. Solid and dotted lines show the fits with even cosine
harmonics up to quadruple and double angles, respectively

give the best fits to the experimental data in the right panel of Fig. 10.7: Though the
fit with up to 4¢ o harmonics has more advantage to reproduce the central values,
the fit with up to 2¢) harmonics is also consistent with the data within error bars.
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 (pIT\) 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 [8,9], the final amplitudes of the 2¢, harmonics are
almost 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 vortic-
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ity with time component (TVWTC) [2,3], so the answers to the sign puzzles might
be closely related to this component. Actually, several definitions of vorticity [21]
including “thermal”, “kinematic”, and “temperature” ones are compared in [22]:
The kinematic one gives the same signs as the thermal one which indicates the over-
whelming 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 exper-
imental measurements for the LLP of A [5,7]. In this models, the opposite effects
seem to be simply originated from the opposite contributions of @y, @g, (< 0), and
@12 (> 0) to the MSV of the hyperons in the last equality of (10.45). However, even
the hydrodynamic simulations, following the non-relativistic definition of vorticity,
don’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 (10.79) and (10.81) shown in
Sect. 10.5. As mentioned in the context, ply = (ea,px) and pi = (e, P,) are
the four-momenta of A in the QGP frame and Mother’s rest frame, respectively, and
p’;] = (¢n, py) the four-momentum of the Mother in QGPF. The pure Lorentz boost
transforming the momentum of A from QGPF to MRF reads

Eax = YH(EA — VH - Pap), (10.103)
ve — 1
P*ZPA+< ) VH -PA — VH 8A> VH, (10.104)
H

where vy = py/en is the velocity of the Mother and yy = eg /m g the correspond-
ing Lorentz factor. Hence, the explicit forms of (10.103) and (10.104) are

1
eax = —(EHEA — Py - Pa)s (10.105)
my
Py - Pa EA
P. =P +[———]p R (10.106)
* A my(ey +my)  my | "

then the expression of pg - p, from (10.105) can be substituted into (10.106) to get

EHEA — MHENK EA EAx T €A
P =Pa |:mH(8H +mp) mH]pH Pa €H +meH ( )

Moving p, to the left-hand side of (10.107) and take square of both sides, we have

(eas +€4)° ey —m
(82*4— m:)2p%‘1 = SZ +m: (ens +n)7, (10.108)

(ps« — pA)2 =
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which then gives the energy of the Mother in terms of the energy-momenta of the
Daughter as

(epx +80)% + (P, — Pp)?
mgyg ) R
(eax +eA)* — (P — PA)

By substituting (10.109) back into (10.107), the final expression for the momentum
of the Mother follows directly

EH = (10.109)

E4Pp_ .
Py = 2mH£2+—p2 with &1 = en +€axs P_=Pp —Ps.  (10.110)

+~P-
Now, the above equation (10.110) can be easily adopted to alter the integration

variable involved in (10.78) from p to p,, by fixing p . The Jacobian matrix of the
transformation can be evaluated as

Opsj &2 —p*

pP—.i —&40; j| - 5
& / g2 — p2 EAx

OpHi 2mpy [ Pxj 2e4p—.i [ Pxj
) ey
Ax + —

+ P—,J} }
(10.111)
fori, j = x, y, z, and the determinant follows directly after some algebraic manip-
ulations:
4m3e2 (62 + p?
_ Mu +2( + 2p3,)' (10.112)
EAx (8+ - p2)

‘ py
P,

Appendix 2 Integrands for the Transverse and Longitudinal
Polarizations

Herein, we work out the integrands for the evaluations of the transverse and lon-
gitudinal components of the mean spin vector, fed down from the strong and EM
decays. Taking the most complicated component S f\) ¢(p,), along the total angular

y
momentum, for example, inserting (10.82) into the second equation of (10.92) gives

Sff(p*) = 2(go + g1 cos¢y + g2 cos 2¢H)(A + B sin? b« sin? 9*) + B(f2 sin2¢ g

Sin ¢y sin 20y + (h sin gy + hy sin2¢ ) sin 2¢4 sin? 0*). (10.113)

Because h1(P7, Yy) and g1 (Pr, Yy ) are odd functions of Yy thus also of “cos 6,”
and all the trigonometric functions of the Mother in (10.85) are even functions of
“cos 8,”, the terms proportional to /21 and g; do not contribute at all after integrating
over 0,. Likewise, the term proportional to f>(Pr, Yg), which is an even function
of “cos6,”, vanishes upon integration over 6, because the function sin 26, is odd.
So we are left with

SEC (D) = (g0 + 2c0s 20p7) (F — B cos 2¢ sin? 9*) + B hysin2¢y sin 26 sin? 65, (10.114)

where F = 2A + B sin?0,.
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Inserting (10.85) and replacing ¢, by ¢ + ¥, (10.114) becomes explicitly
[g0+g2(Acos2¢pp —Bsin2¢p)] [F—B(cos 2¢ A €082y —sin 2¢p sin 2) sin? 6*:|
+B hy(Asin 2 + Bcos2p)(cos 2 sin 2 + sin 2 cos 24) sin? by (10.115)

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
functions listed in Table 10.2, the following terms are left:

(go+g2Acos2¢pp)(F — B cos2¢pp cos 2y sin’ 0.)—g28BB sin? 2¢ A sin 2y sin’ 04
+Bho(Asin 2¢ 4 cos 24 + Bcos® 2¢ 4 sin 24) sin® 6. (10.116)

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

2

1
cos“ x = E(COS 2x + 1), sin®

1
X = E(—cost +1)

to put the result (10.116) in harmonics of ¢x:

B .
S/}\)S(p*) = |:goF + E(hz — g2)(Acos 2y + Bsin ) sin’ 9*]
—(goB cos2yr sin” 6, — g2 FA) cos2¢pp

B
_E(hz + g2)(Acos 2y — Bsin 2y) sin? 6, cos 4¢.(10.117)

One finds that s, and g, terms give rise to contributions to both global and 4¢
harmonic modes for the TLP P,.

Similarly, i1, g1 and f> do not contribute to the TLP P, because the relevant
terms in the integrand S Ifxc (p,.) are also odd functions of “cos 6,”. So by combining
(10.82) and (10.85) with the first equation in (10.92), the integrand is explicitly

SPC(p,) = hy(Asin 2¢4 + Bcos 2¢A)(F + B cos 2¢, sin e*)
+B[go + g2(Acos2¢pp — Bsin2¢pp )] sin 2¢, sin? 04,(10.118)

which becomes
. ) B . . .2
hy | Asin2¢p (F + B cos 2y cos 2¢p sin 9*) — EB sin 2y sin4¢, sin” 0,
. B . . .
+B | (go + g2Acos2¢p) cos 2y sin2¢pp — ng sin4¢x sin 2 | sin” 4,10.119)

after replacing ¢, by ¢ + ¥. And the double-angle relationships give
SPC(p,) = (hy FA + goB cos 2y sin® 6,) sin 2¢5

B
+E(h2 + g2)(Acos 2y — Bsin2y) sin” 6, sin 4¢4,(10.120)
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where we recognize that the coefficient of the 4¢, harmonic is opposite to that of
Sy ().
For the longitudinal component, go, g2, and h> do not contribute because the

relevant terms in the integrand SII;ZC (p,) are also odd functions of “cos6,”. So by

combining (10.82) and (10.85) with the third equation in (10.92), the integrand is
explicitly

sPCp,) = 2f2(ﬂsin2¢A+Bc0s2¢A)(A+Bc052 9*)+B[h1(Csin¢A+Z)cos¢A)
coS s + g1 (Ccospp — DsinPp) sin ¢y ] sin 20, (10.121)

which becomes
SKZC (py) = |:2f2ﬂ<A + B cos? 9*) +§(h1 + g1)(Ccos ¥ —Dsin ) sin 29*] sin2¢,  (10.122)

after replacing ¢, by ¢ + 1. Note that the LLP keeps the same harmonic as the
primary one without any other mixing, that is, ~ sin2¢, .
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QCD Phase Structure Under Rotation 1 1

Hao-Lei Chen, Xu-Guang Huang and Jinfeng Liao

Abstract

We give an introduction to the phase structure of QCD matter under rotation based
on effective four-fermion models. The effects of the magnetic field on the rotating
QCD matter are also explored. Recent developments along these directions are
overviewed, with special emphasis on the chiral phase transition. The rotational
effects on pion condensation and color superconductivity are also discussed.

11.1 Introduction

Exploration of the phase structure of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is one of the
most active researching frontiers of nuclear physics. In the past, most of the attention
has been paid to the phase diagram in the plane of temperature 7 and baryon den-
sity or baryon chemical potential ;p. At low temperature and low baryon chemical
potential, the QCD matter is in a confined hadronic phase where the (approximate)
chiral symmetry of QCD Lagrangian is spontaneously broken. With increasing tem-
perature, QCD undergoes a transition from the hadronic matter to a deconfined and
chirally symmetric state of quarks and gluons usually called the quark—gluon plasma
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Temperature

Quark-Gluon Plasma
X Symmetry Restored

Spin-1 Color Superconductor? .

Fig.11.1 A schematic phase diagram of QCD matter in the 3-dimensional parameter space spanned
by the temperature—baryon chemical potential—rotation axes

(QGP). At zero up, this transition is not a true phase transition (i.e. without ther-
modynamic singularity) but a rapid crossover with the crossover region determined
roughly by the confinement scale Aqgcp ~ 200 MeV. However, at finite u g, many
model studies and theoretical arguments suggest that the restoration of chiral sym-
metry should occur via a first-order phase transition. The experimental search of
the first-order phase transition at finite wp and its end point (i.e. the QCD critical
end point) is one of the main goals of the RHIC beam energy scan program. At
low T but very high g, QCD is possibly in a color superconducting phase. This
is confirmed at asymptotically high pp where the perturbative calculation shows
that the ground state of QCD is a color—flavor-locking superconducting phase. At
moderate 1 p, we lack a first-principle calculation and the model studies suggest a
series of possible color superconducting phases as well as other exotic phases. See,
e.g. Ref. [1] for review on QCD phase structure in the 7 — up plane, Ref. [2] on
color superconductivity, and Ref. [3] on the QCD critical end point and its exper-
imental search. A schematic phase structure of QCD matter is shown in Fig.11.1
where, in addition to the usual temperature- and baryon chemical-potential axes, a
new dimension of finite global rotation is introduced. It is the influence of rotation
on the QCD phase structures that is an emerging new direction of study and the main
topic of our discussion.

The effects of the magnetic field on QCD phase structure have attracted a lot of
interest in the past few decades. On the one hand, this is because the interplay between
quantum electrodynamics (QED) and QCD proposes novel and interesting theoreti-
cal problems. On the other hand, this is also because strong magnetic fields do existin
a wide range of physical systems usually governed by QCD physics, e.g. the neutron
stars and heavy-ion collision experiments. Recent theoretical studies have shown that
the heavy-ion collisions generate the strongest magnetic fields (of the order of m%) in
the current universe; see reviews [4—6] and references therein. One remarkable con-
sequence of the magnetic field is the magnetic catalysis of chiral condensate at zero
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temperature [7,8]. Namely, the chiral condensate ()(B) is generally enhanced
compared with (¥1/)(0) at T = 0 where B is an external magnetic field. This is
understood as a result of the dimensional reduction of charged-fermion dynamics
in a strong magnetic field. Surprisingly, the lattice QCD simulations revealed that
the critical temperature for chiral phase transition of QCD is not enhanced but sup-
pressed by the magnetic field [9,10]. This abnormal phenomenon is dubbed by the
inverse magnetic catalysis and is not fully understood yet. For reviews about the
magnetic effects on QCD phase structure, see Refs. [11,12].

Recently, various properties of rotating QCD matter have become a new topic
under active investigations. This was first inspired by the analogy between rota-
tion and magnetic field. There is also a strong motivation from the discovery of
extremely strong fluid vorticity structures (i.e. the local angular velocity or rotating
frequency) in heavy-ion collisions where both experiments [13—15] and theories (see,
e.g. Refs. [16-19]) find that the typical strength of the vorticity is about 10?! — 10?2
s~! (or tens of MeV) which may strongly influence the QCD matter. Furthermore,
the rapidly rotating pulsars (neutron stars) provide another example of rotating QCD
system, though the angular velocity is much smaller than the vorticity found in
heavy-ion collisions. The rotation or fluid vorticity can polarize spin and thus induce
a number of spin-related quantum phenomena. For example, it can induce a parity
violating current called the chiral vortical effect (CVE) [20-23], which is analogous
to an effect (chiral magnetic effect) induced by magnetic field [24,25]. It can also
lead to detectable global polarization of hadrons with nonzero spin (e.g. A hyperons
and vector mesons) in heavy-ion collisions [26—32].

It is quite natural to ask what are the influences of rotation on the QCD phase
structure. This is, however, a hard question to answer, as the QCD phase transitions
involve non-perturbative dynamics in general and the rotation further complicates the
problem. (A lattice simulation of QCD in the rotating frame was given in Ref. [33],
though the phase structure was not discussed.) In recent years, this question has been
extensively studied by using effective models with quarks or hadrons as dynamic
degrees of freedom [34-51]. It is found that in a uniformly rotating system at finite
temperature, density, and magnetic field, angular velocity plays a role of an effective
chemical potential for the angular momentum and its presence suppresses the spin-0
pairing of quarks [34,35,44]. It is also confirmed that such a uniformly rotational
effect on thermodynamics is invisible at zero temperature and density [36,38,39].
For non-uniform rotation, even the ground state can be affected by the presence of
rotation and exhibit a vortex structure under sufficiently rapid rotation [45].

Another very interesting question is the QCD phase structure when there are both
rotation and magnetic field. Note that in both the heavy-ion collisions and the neutron
stars, the strong rotation is accompanied by strong magnetic fields. Experimental
measurements, showing a small difference between the hyperon and anti-hyperon
spin polarization, are also indicative of the magnetic field and vorticity in a parallel
configuration [52-54]. With a concurrent magnetic field, the rotation is found to
create an even richer phase structure. For example, by using the Nambu—Jona-Lasinio
(NJL) model, it was shown that under strong rotation the chiral condensate decreases
with increasing magnetic field and eventually the chiral symmetry is restored. This
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phenomenon is named the “rotational magnetic inhibition” as it is an analogy to
the magnetic inhibition phenomenon in the finite density system [34]. These studies
suggest a phase diagram of QCD in temperature-baryon chemical potential-rotation
space as illustrated in Fig. 11.1, which we shall explain in the subsequent sections.

In the following, we start with an introduction to the rotating frame and the
thermodynamic potential of the NJL. model in the rotating frame with or without the
presence of a parallel magnetic field. We then discuss the effects of the rotation with
or without a parallel magnetic field on chiral condensate as well as on other types of
scalar condensates. We use the natural unit with h =c = kg = 1.

11.2 Rotating Frame

Let us consider a cylindrical system which is rigidly rotating with angular velocity
Q (2 > 0) in the inertial laboratory frame X’ with the vector basis (9;/, 9/, dy/, 97/).
The Minkowski metric is

N =0’ = diag(1, —1, —1, —1). (11.1)

We can go to the non-inertial rotating frame X through the coordinate transformation
(we assume the rotating axis is along the z-axis)

= x cos Qt — y sin Qt
X sin Q¢ + y cos Q¢

(11.2)

5!
’
y
’
Z
Y

Z
t

From the coordinate transformation, it is easy to get the line element in the rotating
frame

ds? = nudx*dx" = gdxtdx” = (1 — Q*r?)de* 4+ 2Qydxdt — 2Qxdydt — dx* — dy* — dz?,

(11.3)
where r = \/x2 + y2. Thus the metric of the rotating frame is
1-Q%2Qy —Qx 0
Q -1 0 O
Sy = —S';}x o -1 0 (11.4)
0 0o 0 -1
The Christoffel symbol is given by
g _ L opo
F,w = zg (0u8ov + W&o — 5 8uv)s (11.5)

and the nonzero components are

Iy =-xQ T}, =T}=-Q Ij=-yQ I,=0I,=Q (116

xt —
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The Riemann curvature is identically zero.
The Lagrangian density of a complex scalar field in curved spacetime! is

L= J=glIDugl® — (m* + ER)|$I’] = —¢* [J% Dyu(v/=88"" Dyg) + (m* + sm] :

(11.7)
where m is the mass of the field, g is the determinant of g,,, and & represents the
coupling of the field with the Ricci curvature R which is 0 in the rotating frame.
D, =9, +igA, is the covariant derivative with ¢ the charge and A, the U(1)
gauge field. Note that the vector field should transform as A, (x)dx* = A;L(x’)dx’ H
under coordinate transformation. The Klein—Gordon equation can be derived from
the Lagrangian density by the Euler—Lagrangian equation (for R = 0),

1
\/T_gDM(«/—gg’”DUqﬁ) +m*¢p =0. (11.8)

In order to discuss the spinor field in curved spacetime, it is convenient to use the
vierbein formalism [55,56]. The Dirac equation of free fermion in curved spacetime
is

liy*(@, +iqA, +Ty) —mly(x) =0, (11.9)
where y#* = el’.‘y", ef‘ is the vierbein, which satisfies g, = eitel{ nij, and I', is the
spin connection given by

i ij
FM = —Z(,z),u‘ja .

Wyuij = gozﬂe?(auef + Fﬁue; ) (11.10)

.. 1 . .
ij— 21t 907,
o 2[)/,)/]

The Greek and the Latin letters denote the indices in coordinate and tangent (local
Miknowski) spaces, respectively.
In the following, we will adopt

eh=el=e=e=1, ¢ =y, ¢ =-xQ, (11.11)

and other components are zero. From Eq. (11.10), it is straightforward to get the only
nonzero spin connection

I, =—iQo'%. (11.12)

I'To specify the terminology, any non-Minkowski metric with either zero or nonzero Riemann
curvature is referred to as a “curved spacetime”.
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11.3 Nambu-Jona-Lasinio Model

The Nambu—Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model is a four-fermion model which is commonly
used as a low-energy effective model of QCD [57-59]. In curved spacetime, the NJL
Lagrangian is

_ G - _
L = ¥ (y*V, —mo)y + 3[<w>2 + Wiy Ty)?l, (11.13)

where 1 is the fermion field (representing the quarks), V,, = 9, + iQAM + Iy is
the covariant derivative, Q is the charge matrix in the flavor space, G is the coupling
constant, and t is the generator of the flavor group. For one flavor NJL model, 7 is
just 1. For the two-flavor NJL model, T should be the Pauli matrices of isospin SU (2)
group. In case that the quark current mass mg = 0, the NJL model has also chiral
symmetry so that its symmetry group is SUr(2) ® SUL(2) ® Up(1), the same as
that for QCD with two flavor quarks. When mg # O but small, the NJL model has
an approximate chiral symmetry. Besides, the gauge color SU (N,) symmetry can
be trivially assigned to Lagrangian (11.13) as an additional global symmetry. The
generating functional of the NJL model (with vanishing sources) is

Z= /Z)[l/_f,llf]exp (ifd4x«/jg-£NJL>

2G

(11.14)
where m = mg + o.Inthe second line, we have performed the Hubbard—Stratonovich
transformation by introducing an auxiliary scalar field o and N, pseudoscalar fields
7t (N5 is the number of the generators 7 of the flavor group, e.g. N; = 3 for the
two-flavor case). In the rest of this chapter, unless otherwise stated, we will consider
only the rotating frame so that the metric is given by Eq. (11.4) and g = —1. Under
mean field approximation, the one-loop effective action is

- . 4 - .5 o2 +n?
=/Z)[1//,w,a,n]exp l/d /=g |V iy*Vy —m—iy’n Y —

1 2472 1
F=-InZ= —/d“xL + — Indet(iy"V, —m —iy’m - 7). (11.15)
i 2G i
If we further assume that o and & are constant, the second term can be evaluated as
1 . .5 1 . 2 72
—Indet(iy#*V, —m —iy’n-1) = FTrln[—(lat) + H7]
i i

dpo 1 2, .2

(&}

(11.16)

where

H=—iy%%*Vv, — iyonyy — Y%V, + my? +iy%y T+ QA, — il
(11.17)
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which we assume to be time independent, i.e. [H,i,] = 0, &(gy 1s the eigenvalue

of H with a set of quantum number {£}, and po is the eigenvalue of i9;. Then by
employing Matsubara formalism

1 1 d
t— —irt, p0—>iwn=i2nE (n—l-z), ﬂ —Z (11.18)

where 8 = 1/T with T the temperature, we can obtain the thermodynamic potential

1 1
Var = i =2 +” -3 [8{5} ~In(1 +e—ﬂ8<é1)] . (11.19)
AV @ P

By minimizing the thermodynamic potential with respect to o and &, we can get the
gap equations

OVerr 0 0 Vet
do om
The stable thermodynamic state is given by the solution of the gap equations asso-
ciated with the global minimum of V.

The above procedure can be easily modified to allow the condensates ¢ and &
to be inhomogeneous in space. But in this case H is technically very hard to be
diagonalized, so we have to adopt certain approximation or perturbative expansion
during the calculation. One approximation scheme is the local density approximation
which assumes that the derivative of the condensate is negligible compared to the
condensate itself (3o < o or more precisely 8”0 < o"*! with n > 0; similarly
for m) so that we can treat the condensates as constant in solving the eigenvalue
problem. Then Eq. (11.16) is changed to

d
f o [ Y (0 + e I, (12D
{&}

0. (11.20)

where Wig) is the eigenfunction of H under the local density approximation. The
thermodynamic potential is accordingly changed to

1 4 o2 +m? 1 _
Veif = ﬂ_V/ XE { — Z|: Eln(l +e ﬁs(é})]\l—’{g}\l’{g}},

(€}
(11.22)
where xg is the Euclidean coordinate with compact time direction that is used in the
Matsubara formalism. The gap equations are still given by Eq. (11.20).
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11.4 Rotating Fermions Without Boundary

In this section, we will ignore the background gauge field and focus on the effect of
rotation only. A uniformly rotating system must be finite so that the causality con-
dition QR < 1 (with R the transverse size of the system) is satisfied. This requires
appropriate boundary conditions when solving the eigenvalue problem for H.How-
ever, if we focus on the region far away from the boundary, we can ignore the
influence of the boundary and take the R — oo limit. We will consider this approxi-
mation in this section and examine the influence of the boundary in the next section.
To simplify the discussion, we further assume that 1 = 0 and o depends only on the
transverse radius r.

The eigenvalue ¢} of H is obtained by solving the Dirac equation under the local
density approximation, which is given by (here {&§} = {I, p;, p;, s} with s = + and
we abbreviate &1, p,.s as &5) [35]

1
g+ == P3+P;2+02—Q<Z+E>, (11.23)

where p, is the z-momentum, p; is the transverse momentum magnitude, and [ =
0, £1, ... is the quantum number of the orbital angular momentum. We do not show
the lengthy expression of the eigenfunction associated with & g; it is given in, e.g.
Refs. [35,60,61]. From the dispersion relation (11.23), one can observe that rotation
behaves very similar to a chemical potential, which has been noticed for a long time
(see, e.g. Ref. [56]).

It is worthy to compare the effect of rotation with the magnetic field B on the

dispersion relation. The latter gives the Landau levels: €, + = %,/ p% + 024 2nqB.
In a background magnetic field, the transverse motion is quantized while there is no
transverse-motion quantization in the rotation without boundary. This is because the
existence of the centrifugal force due to rotation prevents the formation of a quantum
mechanical bound-state problem. In the background magnetic field, each Landau
level is highly degenerate with degeneracy N = |gBS/(2m)| with S the transverse
area. As there is no transverse-motion quantization in the rotating case, we do not
have such degeneracy. In fact, as we will show later, the Landau level degeneracy
N counts the number of allowed angular-momentum modes accommodated at each
Landau level, which is lifted when there is a rotation. Thus the rotation behaves quite
differently from the magnetic field.

Following the procedure introduced in the previous section, one can get the ther-
modynamic potential as

2
_ 3 |o 2N¢N, 2
Veﬁ‘/d’{ﬁ—mzl i ] e

x Tn(1 4 Py (1 + e P [ Iy (per)* + Jm(ptr)z]},

(11.24)
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where g; = ¢ 1, Ny = 2 s the flavor number, N = 3 is the color number, and J; (x)
is the Bessel function of the first kind. The condensate o is obtained from the gap
equation. The numerical results are shown in Figs. 11.2 and 11.3 with model param-
eters given in [35]. At all values of temperature, the mass gap m (and thus the chiral
condensate o) decreases with increasing values of €2, which indicates the suppres-
sion effect of rotation on the chiral condensate. Furthermore, at low temperature, the
chiral condensate experiences a first-order transition when €2 exceeds a critical value
., while at high temperature the chiral condensate vanishes with increasing 2 via
a smooth crossover (it would be a second-order phase transition if my = 0).

Figure 11.4isthe T — 2 phase diagram obtained in [35]. We can see that the chiral
symmetry is broken at low temperature and slow rotation. Qualitatively speaking,
the rotation will polarize the spin and orbital angular momentum of quarks along
the direction of the angular velocity regardless of its charge, thus this polarization
effect tends to destroy the pairing of the chiral condensate, which is total spin 0. If
2 is strong enough, the rotation would tend to forbid the formation of spin-0 pairing
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condensate and thus leads to a phase transition. For chiral condensate, this is very
similar to the effect of baryon chemical potential u g which breaches the quark and
anti-quark states and finally melts down the chiral condensate when pp is large
enough. Hence, the chiral symmetry will be restored by increasing 7" and/or 2. At
high 7" and low €2, there will be a smooth crossover. While at low 7 and high €2, the
transition is first order. The crossover and the first-order transition are separated by
a critical end point. Figure 11.4 is very similar to the T — up phase diagram, which
could be understood by considering €2 as a sort of “chemical potential” for angular
momentum.

Besides the chiral condensate, the authors of [35] also considered the diquark two-
flavor superconducting (2SC) condensate at high density by adding the Lagrangian
density (11.13) a chemical potential term and a diquark interaction

La = GaivT Cy )iy Cyiy®), (11.25)

where G is the diquark coupling constant and C is the charge conjugation operator.
Following a similar procedure discussed in Sect. 11.3, one can get the gap equation
for the diquark condensate Ae®P¢; i =—2Ga(iy{C )/51//53 ) under the mean field
approximation: d Vegr /0 A = 0. Their numerical result is shown in Fig. 11.5. We can
see that the diquark condensate is also suppressed by the rotation simply because
the 2SC pairing is also spin 0. Similarly, increasing €2 leads to a phase transition
of melting of the diquark condensate, which is first order at low temperature while
second order at high temperature.

Recently, the authors of [44] studied the influence of the rotation on chiral con-
densate with an additional vector channel interaction,

Ly = —(Gy /DLW y" ) + @y y y)?, (11.26)
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where Gy is the corresponding coupling constant. In the mean field approximation,
the effective action becomes

2 _ 2 1
r= —/d“x [;—G — %} + lflndet[(iy“VM —o+ay%, 1127

where the effective quark chemical potential is definedas it = 4 — Gy (W) with p
the quark chemical potential. The thermodynamic potential is Vegig = —iI"/(BV) and
the two gap equations governing o and & are d Vegr /0o = 9 Vegr /01 = 0. Figure 11.6
shows the 7" — Q2 phase diagram with different chemical potentials. An interesting
observation is that the increase of the chemical potential only shifts down the criti-
cal temperature 7¢ and does not change the critical angular velocity much. Similar
behavior happens in 7 — p diagram with different 2, which again confirm the anal-
ogy between rotation and chemical potential.
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Fig.11.6 The phase diagram in the 7 — 2 plane with different quark chemical potential y for two
different values of the vector coupling. (Taken from [44])



360 H.-L.Chen et al.

11.5 Boundary Conditions

As we stress in the last section, due to the requirement of causality, the absolute value
of velocity v = Qr should not exceed the speed of light. Thus, for uniform rotation,
the system size should be limited by

QR < 1. (11.28)

In the previous section, we assume that the system is large enough and the boundary
effects on the bulk condensates can be ignored. In this section, we will discuss the
influence of the boundary by considering two kinds of the boundary conditions, the
no-flux boundary condition [36,62] and the MIT bag boundary condition [62,63];
see Ref. [61] for more discussion on boundary conditions. Again, we consider a
system with cylindrical symmetry so that the angular momentum is a good quantum
number and we ignore the background gauge field. To make the discussions more
transparent, we focus on o condensate only and take mo =0, Ny =1, N. =1 1in
this section.

The no-flux boundary condition requires no total incoming flux at the spatial
boundary to keep the total charge constant in the cylinder,

/d@l/_/)/r}[f’r:R —0, (11.29)

where y” = y! cos 6 + y? sin . One important feature of the no-flux boundary con-
dition is that it can guarantee the Dirac Hamiltonian to be Hermitian. Due to the
boundary condition, the transverse momentum should take discrete values, so we
will denote it as p; k. Since the condition Eq. (11.29) does not uniquely fix the solu-
tion of the Dirac equation, further requirement should be imposed [62]. For example,

girR™' for 1=0,1,...
pzk={ (11.30)

£ xR for 1=-1,-2,...

where & ; represents the kth zero of the Bessel function J;(x). By employing the
local density approximation, the gap equation at 7 = . = 0 reads [36]

B A T (prxr)? + T (prr)? .
=26/ Z Z T TS 0(E — 1920,
4G [h+10UkRﬂ R E

—o0 k=1

(11.31)
where E = v/plz,k + p% +o02and j = + 1/2. The expression of the gap equation is

very similar to the finite density system; the effect of rotation appears only in the theta
function with |2 j| playing a role of an effective chemical potential here. Therefore,
the rotational effect appears only when E < |2 | for some j. If we do not consider
the boundary condition, the transverse momentum p; x takes continuous value from 0
to +00. One can find aregion of transverse momentum to satisfy £ < |€2j|. However,
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Fig. 11.7 Inhomogeneous 0.5 . . . ,
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once we take the boundary condition (11.29) into account, there is no mode that

satisfies E < |Q2j|. In fact, E is minimized by setting p, = o = 0 and k = 1. By
using an inequality for the zeros of the Bessel function [36,64]

g1 >1+1.8557571"3 4051713 for 1>1,

(11.32)
&0,1 = 2.40493 > 1/2,
and the causality constraint QR < 1, one has the inequality for/ > 0
c_ 1 . 1 .
E—Qj> 561 —QRj) > SE.1—J)>0. (11.33)

In the same way, for/ < 0, one can also prove that E > |£2j|. Thus uniform rotation
has no effect in vacuum with the no-flux boundary condition. We can understand
this fact by comparing it to the finite density system. In the finite density system, the
effect of chemical potential will be visible only when it exceeds the mass threshold,
which is known as the Silver Blaze problem in a finite density system. In a rotating
system, the effective chemical potential |€2j| can never exceed the threshold p 1,
thus the uniform rotation cannot induce a visible effect in vacuum.

Although we do not have any rotational effectat T = p = 0, it is still worthwhile
to see the finite-size effect with the no-flux boundary condition. By numerically solv-
ing the gap equation (11.31), one can get the result as shown in Fig. 11.7 [36]. One can
observe that the local density approximation is invalid in the vicinity of the boundary.
The oscillation comes from the cutoff A: As the NJL model is not renormalizable,
an ultraviolet cutoff must be introduced. As R increases, the oscillation behavior
becomes milder. The vanishing condensate at the boundary is a consequence of the
condition (11.30).

In [38], the authors adopted another boundary condition, the MIT boundary con-
dition

liy"n, ) — 11y =0 (11.34)
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where n,,(6) = (0, cos 8, —sin @, 0) is a unit vector normal to the cylinder surface.
It is easy to check that the MIT boundary condition Eq. (11.34) leads to

jHn, =0 at r =R, (11.35)

where j* = yry*1 is the current. This also leads to ¥y = 0 at the boundary. Thus
we have the current vanishing at any point on the surface of the cylinder, a condition
that is stronger than the no-flux boundary condition (11.29).

By solving the Dirac equation (11.9) with m = o with the MIT boundary condi-
tion, the discrete transverse momentum py 4 is given by the kth positive root of

.2 20
Ji(pikR)+ —ji(pkR) — 1 =0, (11.36)
Plk
where
. Ji(x)
(x) = ) (11.37)
M=

The lowestenergy spectrumé; = ;.1 +(p; = 0) withey j + = &, /pik +pl+o?—
Q( + 1/2)is shown in Fig. 11.8 [38]. It is easy to prove that the change of the orbital
number! — —[ — 1 (i.e. j — —j) will not affect the eigenvalue p; x in Eq. (11.36):

Plk = P—I-1k, (11.38)

which is a result of C P symmetry of the non-rotating system. Thus, we can see
that energy spectrum is doubly degenerated in Fig.11.8 at = 0. The spectrum
will become asymmetric at Q2 % 0 because the rotation will explicitly break the C P
symmetry. However, the spectrum is invariant under the simultaneous flips j — —j
and Q — —Q.

An interesting observation of Fig. 11.8 is that &; is always positive indicating the
inequality

E > |Q]] (11.39)
WrRE e <] 2 S S IR (|
SN o=R"' < A RNE o=5R""! T4
- o ] | e, |
15 k=1 5 R BT 4 k=1 & ]
_ 1 [ |
| Pz=0 N i I pz=0 2 1
:  a | q
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Fig. 11.8 Lowest energy eigenmodes with k = 1 and p, = 0 versus the angular momentum j =
[ 4+ 1/2 for various values of the rotation frequency 2. (Taken from [38])
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to hold also for the MIT boundary condition. In fact, this inequality can be proven
similarly for the no-flux boundary condition. Thus, one again confirms that the uni-
form rotation has no effect on the chiral condensate in the vacuum. In other words,
the cold vacuum does not rotate [38].

Then let’s have a look at how the MIT boundary condition affects the chiral
condensate at zero temperature and chemical potential. In [38], the authors assumed
o to be homogeneous and computed o as a function of the coupling constant, as
shown in Fig. 11.9. We can see that the negative condensate is favored which has
multiple step-like discontinuities, similar to the Shubnikov—De Haas oscillation, due
to the discretization of the excitation levels. If we take R — o0, the discontinuities
will disappear. It should be mentioned that the MIT boundary condition explicitly
breaks the chiral symmetry. Thus at small R, the boundary effect is strong and we
have large 0. While at large R, the boundary effect becomes weak, and the explicit
breaking of chiral symmetry can be ignored.

At finite temperature, the rotational effect becomes visible. The phase diagram
in the T — 2 plane is obtained in [38] and shown in Fig. 11.10. The rotation in a
finite cylinder tends to restore the chiral symmetry which is in agreement with the
result in the previous section. However, the chiral phase transition is first order and
is step-like due to the boundary condition. We note that in the restored phase, the

Fig.11.10 The phase ; " ' i " j " '

diagram of the rotating 0.315F :’4211275::;:33_1 Unbroken phase E

fermionic matter in the 0.310F h“‘:‘ﬂ:;%__ E
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boundary condition. (Taken 0.305¢ N GA2=42 1

from [38]) < 0.300 N e

~ RA=20

0.295}¢ ) ]
0.290} N\ :
0.285F Dynamically broken phase \0\ ]
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condensate is still nonzero but has a small value due to the explicit breaking of the
chiral symmetry by the MIT boundary condition.
The MIT boundary condition can be generalized to [39]

liy"n,(0) — e |y =0 (11.40)

where O is a chiral angle which parametrizes the chiral boundary condition. Then
Eq. (11.36) becomes

. 20
JE(PLkR) + E]l(Pl,kR) cos® —1=0. (11.41)

The usual MIT boundary condition corresponds to ® = 0. One special choice of
the chiral angle is ® = &, which only flip the sign of the mass term, 0 — —o in
Eq. (11.36). Thus one can get all the previous results of the MIT boundary condition
only with the sign flip in the condensate 0 — —o. Another special choice is ® =
7t /2. In this case, the values of p; x are independent of the mass. Since the spectrum
is affected by the choice of the chiral angle ®, one can expect that the phase diagram

will exhibit a certain dependence on ®. It is easy to prove that the thermodynamic
potential has the following properties:

Vett (0, ©) = Vegr(—o, m — ©O) = Ve (0, 27 — ©). (11.42)

Thus one only need to consider the interval ® € [0, /2] while other values of ®
can be restored from Eq. (11.42). In Fig. 11.11 [39], we can see how the boundary
condition (11.40) affects the chiral condensate in a non-rotating cylinder at finite
temperature. At low values of the boundary angle ®, the system resides in a phase
with a dynamically unbroken chiral symmetry in which a weak, explicit, violation
of the chiral symmetry occurs. The explicit breaking is caused by the fact that the
boundary conditions are not invariant under the chiral transformation as mentioned
above. At ® = ©, & 5m/24, the chiral condensate suddenly changes from a small
negative value to a larger negative value, i.e. a first-order transition occurs.

Fig.11.11 The condensate L e ————
o in vacuum in the "I T =033A
non-rotating cylinder as a =02} \ 0=0
function of the chiral angle \ x
®. The cylinder radius is —04f I'l
R = 20/ A and the coupling < 1
5 = -0.6F ]
G = 42A~. (Taken from ) \
.
[39]) —08&F "x‘_._.‘
.y '
-1.0f B A
BB
-12 ;f_ i i I{ 57 *‘IT_ T ,i 37 S7 1% i
24 12 8 6 24 4 24 3 8§ 12 24 2
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Fig.11.12 Phase diagram of

the rotating fermionic matter 035¢
in (T, 2) plane at different
angles ©. The symmetry 0.34¢1
breaking phase is at the ‘“f‘:
lower part of the diagram. @ 033f
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The phase diagram in the temperature-rotation (7", €2) plane for various angles of
the boundary chiral angle ® is shown in Fig. 11.12. From the similarity of all these
phase lines, one can infer that the effect of rotation always tends to restore the chiral
symmetry. On the other hand, the critical temperature of the chiral phase transition
depends substantially on the boundary condition.

We note that besides the real solutions, Eq. (11.36) also has purely imaginary
solutions [40]. These solutions are corresponding to the “edge states” because their
wave functions are localized at the boundary.

11.6 Rotating Fermions with Background Magnetic Field

In this section, we will take into account the background magnetic field. And we will
see that there will be some interesting effects caused by the combination of rotation
and magnetic field. We consider the chiral limit mq = 0 in this section.

For simplicity, we introduce a constant magnetic field in the inertial lab frame ¥’
along the z’-axis (which coincides with the z-axis in the rotating frame) and assume
gB - 2 > 0. To preserve the rotational symmetry, we choose the symmetric gauge

A = O,lBy’,—le’,O . (11.43)
" 2 2

Making a coordinate transformation to the rotating frame, we obtain the gauge vector
in the rotating frame:

1 1 1
Ay = (—EBQrZ, 5By, —EBx,O). (11.44)

From the Klein—Gordon equation (11.8) and the Dirac equation (11.9), the dispersion
relation is given by [34,65]

[e + QU+ )1 = p2 + QA+ 1—25,)gB +m?, (11.45)
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for both the bosons and fermions, where / and s, are the quantum number of the
orbit and spin angular momentum, respectively. For an unbounded system, A is a
non-negative integer and for a finite system A depends on the boundary condition.
Let us first focus on the unbounded case. The right-hand side of Eq. (11.45) is the
well-known Landau-level quantization. Rotation enters the dispersion relation by a
shift of the energy in the left-hand side, which is expected from the discussion in
previous sections that rotation has a similar effect with the chemical potential.
At Q = 0, each Landau level is degenerate with the degeneracy factor

N = L%J, (11.46)

where S is the area of the xy-plane of the system. Thus for the Ath Landau level, /
takes integer values in

~A<I<N—», (11.47)

and labels the degenerate angular modes of the Landau level A. At finite €2, each
Landau level is splitted to N non-degenerate levels separated by 2. Precisely speak-
ing, / should runup to N — X — 1, but we consider sufficiently strong magnetic field
or large S so that N > 1, thus we can approximate the upper bound to be N — A.

Although here we don’t impose any boundary condition on the wave function for
the unbounded case, we still have to limit the system size by RQ2 < 1 to preserve
the causality. On the other hand, in order to discuss the Landau quantization in the
cylindrical system, the radius R should be larger than the magnetic length 1/4/qB.
Therefore, our treatment here is legitimate if R is large enough to ignore the boundary
effect on the Landau quantization, but not too large to maintain the causality. That
is, the following condition should be imposed:

1/J/gB < R<1/%. (11.48)

For simplicity we first assume that the condensate is spatially homogeneous.
Following the standard procedure, one can get the thermodynamic potential at zero
temperature and chemical potential (for mo = 0) [34]

2 0 00
o gB dp; 2
Viagr = _ 1= L [ p2 Va, 11.49
eff e o AX_(:)O[A/_OO b p; +mjy + Vo ( )

where the rotational contribution is

9(Q|j|—mx)/k %[szm—\/m} (11.50)
"

00 N—Xx

Vo=-g>w Y

A=0 ==X
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Fig.11.13 Chiral
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with oy, = 2 — 80, m3 = 20gB + 02, and k;,; = ,/(K2j)2 — m?. The gap equation
reads

0 00 N—A
%ZU%ZM [f %—% Z 0(Qj| — m»/ d”f];z.
e N N

(11.51)
Since the integrand on the right-hand side (RHS) is positive, we observe that the
presence of a nonzero €2 always gives a negative contribution to the RHS, and this
requires a smaller o (compared to the 2 = 0 case) to balance the left-hand side
(LHS). This is consistent with the results in previous sections that the rotation tends
to suppress the chiral condensate. Another interesting observation is that the €2-
related terms in gap equation (11.51) are very similar to the gap equation at finite
chemical potential, supporting the analogy between the rotational and density effects
as we discussed before.

It is worthwhile to look at the pure magnetic-field effect on the chiral condensate.
For simplicity, we consider the strong magnetic-field limit so that the lowest-Landau-
level (LLL) approximation can apply. Under LLL approximation, the gap equation
becomes

/oodpz B (2A)+0( )0 (11.52)
Zn\/m o ’ )

where A is a ultraviolet cutoff for p,. The non-trivial solution to the above equation
is o ~2A exp[—GCAz/(GqB)] with G, = 2712/A2 the critical coupling for the
onset of chiral condensate at B = 0. This shows that in the presence of a strong
magnetic field, no matter how small the coupling G is, there is always a nonzero chiral
condensate. This phenomenon is called the magnetic catalysis of chiral condensate [7,
8].

Let us discuss the following two cases separately: (A) G < G, and (B) G > G.
In the weak coupling case (G < G.), the 3-dimensional plot for the chiral conden-
sate o as a function of € and ¢ B is shown in Fig.11.13 [34] where ogy, is the
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Fig.11.14 Chiral
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value of the condensate at ¢ B = 0.2A% and © = 0. From Fig. 11.13, we again see
that the rotation can restore the chiral symmetry. We note that the numerical results
in [34] are obtained using a smoothed cutoff function in regularizing the p, inte-
gral [66]: f(p;, A) = sinh(A/8A)/[cosh(, /p% 4+ 2XgB/8A) + cosh(A/5A)] with
8A = 0.05A. In the strong coupling case (G > G,), the 3-dimensional plot of ¢ on
2 and ¢ B is shown in Fig. 11.14. For small angular velocity, the chiral condensate is
almost independent of 2 and g B. With increasing €2 the chiral condensate is even-
tually suppressed by a larger magnetic field, i.e. a counterpart of the finite-density
inverse magnetic catalysis [67] is manifested. This phenomenon is named “rotational
magnetic inhibition” [34]. Similar observation was made also in Ref. [41].

The difference between the weak and strong coupling cases can be explained by
the contribution from the higher Landau levels. In the weak coupling case, only a
small number of the Landau levels contribute to the gap equation, while many more
Landau levels get involved as the coupling constant becomes larger. This is essential
for the realization of the rotational magnetic inhibition as well as of the inverse
magnetic catalysis at finite density.

One can go further by taking into account the boundary condition. In Ref. [68], the
authors adopt the no-flux boundary condition (11.29) and discuss the pure boundary
effect with magnetic field but without rotation. With the no-flux boundary condition,
A cannot be an integer any more, and depends on /, which we will denote it as A; .
As discussed in Sect. 11.5, the no-flux boundary condition cannot uniquely fix the
solution, so we adopt a subsidiary condition [68],

)\lkZ{él’k for [=0,1,... (11.53)
’ g—l—l,k_l for [=—-1,-2,...

where &; x denotes the kth zero of the confluent hypergeometric function | F1 (=&, +
1, @), and « is the dimensionless parameter defined by

gBR>. (11.54)

o=

| =
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Fig.11.15 Lowest T T T T T
transverse momentum
pi1=./2gBA 1 asa
function of the angular
momentum / for various «’s.
(Taken from [68])
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Note that without the magnetic field, the system has charge-conjugation (C) and CP
symmetries, and it is natural to adopt such subsidiary condition which preserves C
and CP symmetries, while in the present case B # 0, C, and C P symmetries are
explicitly broken by the magnetic fleld. Thus we choose Eq. (11.53) for the sake of
convenience to connect to the B = 0 limit smoothly.

In Fig. 11.15 [68], we show the lowest transverse momentum p;,; = /2gBA; |
(this can be viewed as the finite-size modification to the LLL energy) as a function of
the angular momentum / for various «. In the B = 0 case (purple triangular points),
positive / modes and negative (—/ — 1) modes have a degenerated p; 1 due to the C P
invariance which implies j <> —j symmetry. At finite magnetic field, however, the
momenta for the/ > 0 branch are more suppressed than the/ < 0 branch because the
magnetic field violates C P symmetry and thus a particular direction of the angular
momentum is favored. As « increases (i.e. either B or R increases), more/ > 0 modes
will be suppressed and finally, we recover the usual Landau zero modes (19,1 = 0
forl > 0) at @ — oo.

The wave functions with larger / peak at larger r due to the centrifugal force.
In the presence of the magnetic field, the wave functions of spin-up and spin-down
modes behave differently: with an increasing magnetic field, the spin-down modes
are repelled outward further than the spin-up modes and are eventually accumu-
lated at the boundary. (Note that in the unbounded system, the strong magnetic field
would repel the spin-down-mode wave functions to infinity and leave the whole sys-
tem spin-polarized; this is how the LLL dominates at a strong magnetic field.) In
such a way, the low-energy phenomena closer to the boundary are more prominently
affected by the strong magnetic field. One example is the chiral condensate which is
a condensate of spin-aligned (but total angular momentum zero) quark—anti-quark
pairs. In Fig. 11.16, the chiral condensate solved from the gap equation (Eq. (11.28)
in Ref. [68]) in the local density approximation is shown. In a small magnetic field,
a = 4.5, we observe a situation similar to the zero-magnetic field case in compari-
son with Fig. 11.7. In contrast to « = 4.5, the chiral condensate behavior for stronger
magnetic fields (@ = 22.5 and 45 in Fig. 11.16) is qualitatively different. Away from
the boundary, there is almost no difference. But near the boundary, the chiral con-
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densate is pushed up and its value increases with «. This abnormal enhancement is
named “surface magnetic catalysis” in Ref. [68].

Then let us take rotation into account; the result is shown in Fig. 11.17. We can see
that the rotational inhibition first occurs near the boundary. The inhibition effect gets
closer to the center with the increase in the angular velocity. Due to the restriction of
casuality, the angular velocity cannot be very large, thus the condensate at the center
of the cylinder will not be inhibited. We can also observe that there is a competition
between rotational magnetic inhibition and surface magnetic catalysis at the region
very close to the boundary [47]. (Because the chiral condensate in the immediate
vicinity of the boundary is strongly inhomogeneous, the local density approximation
could break down. But the surface magnetic catalysis is expected to be qualitatively
unchanged as it comes from a number of accumulating modes at r & R; see Refs.
[47,68] for more discussions.)
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Fig.11.18 Chiral
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11.7 Inhomogeneity of Chiral Condensate: A BdG Treatment

During the above discussion, the local density approximation is adopted to deal with
inhomogeneous condensate, which assumes that the condensate varies slowly with
position, i.e. 3o K 2. As we can see from Figs.11.7, 11.16, and 11.17, the local
density approximation breaks down in the vicinity of the boundary. A more realistic
way to handle the inhomogeneous condensate is to solve the Bogoliubov—de Gennes
(BdG) equation, which has been utilized in [45,46] in the discussion of vortex in
chiral condensate and also of the non-uniform rotation.

The BdG method amounts to solve the mean-field gap equations and the eigen-
value problem of the Hamiltonian self-consistently. Let us recall the Dirac Hamil-
tonian H [o(x), m(x)] (see Eq.11.17; the authors of [45,46] considered the case
with one flavor and no background gauge field) and the thermodynamic potential
Vete[o (x), m(x)] (see Eq. 11.22). The BAG equation is just the eigenequation of H
with appropriate boundary conditions: A Wi (x) = g5y Wigy (x) where Wigy (x) and
e(g) depend on the profile of o (x) and 7 (x). Supplemented by the gap equations
8Vetr /80 (x) = 6 Vegr /61 (x) = 0, the BAG equation determines the condensates and
the corresponding wave functions.

In Ref. [45], the authors studied the 2+1D NJL model rather than 3+1D, since
the NJL model is renormalizable in 2+1D. The authors studied the chiral conden-
sate under non-uniform rotation. Choosing a Woods—Saxon-shaped rotation profile
Q(r) = Qo/lexp(r — ro) + 1], the BdG method gives the transverse profile of the
chiral condensate as shown in Fig. 11.18. Since the angular velocity €29 shown in
Fig. 11.18 is small, the rotational suppression effect is not evident. Instead, the chiral
condensate o increases slowly in the range of the rotation plateau and falls back to
o (2 = 0) rapidly beyond the rotational region. A bump structure appears around
ro which reflects the large gradient of ¢ around rg. Physically, the bump struc-
ture may be due to the rotational energy shift AE(r) = —<2(r)J, which results in an
angular-momentum-dependent radial force F (x) = —03,AE(r) = 9,2 (r)J; playing
an analogous role as the centrifugal force.
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Fig.11.19 Chiral
condensate with a vortex
excitation of k = 1 for
different values of R and T
at 2 = 0. (Taken from [46])
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It is natural to consider the possible vortex structure induced by rotation by
employing the BdG method. In Ref. [46], the authors studied the one flavor NJL
model in 2+1D rotating spacetime with a constant angular velocity 2. Due to the
U (1) chiral symmetry of the system, one can define a complex order parameter

Ax) =0 (x) +im(x) = M(x)e'?™, (11.55)
where M and ¢ are set to be real. The phase ¢ (x) is chosen to be
¢ =ik0, k€, (11.56)

with 6 the azimuthal angle. Our previous discussions only cover the case with k = 0.
The case with k¥ # 0 corresponds to the quantized vortex state. Solving the BdG
equation with the vortex ansatz can give us the vortex structure. If the condensate with
such a vortex provides lower thermodynamic potential than the one without the vortex
(i.e. for the case of k¥ = 0), it means that the vortex structure is thermodynamically
favored.

The vortex core structure with « = 1 is shown in Fig. 11.19 [46]. The structure
is expected to be qualitatively similar for finite 2. For the 2 = 0 case, the vortex
corresponds to an excited state and is not thermodynamically stable. But since the
vortex carries a finite angular momentum, it is more favorable when the system
is rotating. Indeed, one can examine the difference in thermodynamic potential,
8Vett = V=0 — Vi=1 to determine the favored thermodynamical state, and when 2
exceeds a critical value 2., § Vegr becomes positive meaning that the vortex state
becomes more stable. For large system size, the critical angular velocity exceeds
the causality bound (i.e. 2.R > 1), thus it is impossible for a vortex state to stably
exist [46].
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11.8 Mesonic Superfluidity

We have focused on the chiral condensate in the previous sections. In this section, we
discuss the condensation of other types of pairings, particularly the pions. Such con-
densate usually triggers a superfluidity at finite density, so in the following we will
not distinguish the term “condensate” and the term “superfluid”. As pions are J = 0
mesons, it is clear that the pion condensation would not be favored by uniform rota-
tion. On the other hand, as J = 1 meson, the rho condensation would be favored by
uniform rotation [43,51]. In Ref. [43], the authors took into account the isospin chem-
ical potential in the NJL model and considered the rotational effect on the pion and
rho condensates. The Lagrangian is the sum of two-flavor NJL Lagrangian (11.13)
(with A, =0), L1 = (ur/D¥y 3¢, and £, = —(G,/2)(Yy,t)?. Consider-
ing the unbounded case and the local density approximation to the condensates
o=-GYy),m =—G{iystzy),and p = —Gp<1}iy0t31//), the thermodynamic
potential can be derived in a similar manner as described in Sect. 11.4. The result is
Vet = fd3r(veff(l’) with

o2+ n? o> N¢N,
V = - - d d
=T s e o [ [

X [Ji(pir)? + Jis1(per) 21T In(1 4 Py (1 4 e P81,

whereej" = \/nz +(fm2+pl+pi /2 — QU+ 1/2)m=mo+o0,i =

wr +Gpp,and Ny = 2, N = 3. The thermodynamically equilibrium state is spec-
ified by the minimum of Vigr. As € and p vary, the true equilibrium state would
vary as well leading to phase transitions. The phase diagram so obtained is plot-
ted in Fig. 11.20 (see Ref. [43] for the parameter setup) which is characterized by
three distinctive regions: a vacuum-like sigma-dominated phase in the low isospin
chemical potential and the slow rotation region, a pion-superfluid phase in the mid-
to-high isospin density with moderate rotation, and a rho-superfluid phase in the
high isospin and rapid rotation region. A second-order transition line separates the
sigma-dominant and the pion-dominant regions while a first-order transition line
separates the pion-dominant and the rho-dominant regions, with a tri-critical point
(TCP) connecting them. Note that without electromagnetic interactions, there is no
distinction among the isospin-1 triplet states 7** or among the p%* and one is free
to choose the condensation to be in any direction of the isospin space.

In the above discussion we considered rotating isospin matter. Adding baryon
charges into such isospin matter would induce intriguing phenomenon through chiral
anomaly. The underlying mechanism can be understood through the delicate chiral
vortical effect (CVE) for axial current jsa * = (ry*yst?). Consider the case of a = 3
for two-flavor quarks at T = 0. The CVE current is given by

.3 MUBMI

= Q. 11.58
Js 72 ( )
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This current is protected by chiral anomaly and is thus exact regardless of the energy
scale. Therefore, we can write down a low-energy effective Hamiltonian for the CVE
current (11.58) in terms of pion field [37]:

129:729]
272 fr

WCVE = — VT[() . SZ, (11.59)

where f is the pion decay constant. Adding the kinetic terms for 7 field, we get the
total effective Hamiltonian as H = [ d3xH with H being (suppose € to be along
the z-axis)

_ 2
lrﬁ(aeﬂo)z + (32n0)2i| +m?[f73 <1 — cos E) _

1
H=3 [(arnmz + 3

(11.60)
where m; is pion mass. The ground state must minimize H which is specified by the
equations of motion for mg: d,m9 = dpmp = 0 and 812710 = m% S sin(mwo/ fr). The
solution to the equations of motion is given by [37]

70(2)

=sn(z, k), (11.61)

T

where sn(z, k) is the Jacobi elliptic function of modulus k € [0, 1] and z = m, z/k.
This solution describes an interesting chiral soliton lattice structure of 7y condensate
along the 2 direction. In each lattice cell, the angular momentum, baryon, and isospin
charges are topological quantities (namely, independent of the shape of 7((z)). Sim-
ilar chiral-anomaly-induced neutral pion condensate occurs also in parallel electric
and magnetic fields [69,70] and in external magnetic field with high baryon chem-
ical potentials in which the chiral soliton lattice can also appear [71]. Also, similar
chiral soliton lattice structure can also be realized in ’ condensate in rotating bary-
onic matter [72]. We note that substituting solution (11.61) into H one can find that
only when €2 exceeds a critical value Q2. = 8mwm fjg /(uplierl), the chiral soliton
lattice corresponds to the lowest energy and is the true ground state of QCD. On the
other hand, €2 must be much smaller that the QCD scale to guarantee the availability
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of the effective theory (which also guarantees that the rotational suppression of g
condensate is negligible); see more discussions in Ref. [37].

We have discussed the novel effects of rotation on the neutral pion condensate at
finite isospin and baryon chemical potentials. In the following, we discuss the effect
of a magnetic field on the rotating pionic matter which is related to charged pion
superfluid. This was first considered in Refs. [41,42]. By solving the Klein—Gordon

equation (11.8), one can get the dispersion relation for charged pion 7+
E= \/|qB|(2n + 1) + p2 +m2 — sgn(q)S, (11.62)
where g = e > 0 for positively charged pions and ¢ = —e for negatively charged

pions. Itis easy to see that the degeneracy of each Landau level is lifted. In particular,
the 7+ in the LLL splits down, and the 7~ in the LLL splits up. Thus effectively the
QI plays the role of an isospin chemical potential p; = QI for 7+ and —p; = —Q
for w~. Therefore, when uy = NQ (N = ||¢gBS|/(2m)] is the Landau degeneracy)
exceeds the effective mass of 7+ inthe LLL, mg = /e B + m% ,butitis still below the
7T effective mass in the first LL, the LLL 7+ may Bose-condense. As €2 increased,
higher Landau-level 7+ may Bose-condense sequentially. Again, we emphasize
that we are considering an unbounded system with the constraint Q@ < 1/R <« +/eB
implicitly assumed: the first inequality is due to the causality and the second one is
to make the Landau quantization sensible.

Recently, such possible charged pion condensation was re-examined by using the
NJL model [47,48]. This is important because 7+ comprises a u quark and a d anti-
quark with their angular momenta (both the spin and the orbital one) antiparallel to
each other. Thus, both the magnetic field and rotation would tend to suppress the 7+
condensate. In addition, the rotational magnetic inhibition discussed in Sect.11.6
would take place which may also influence the charged pion condensate. So we
need to re-consider the charged pion condensate from the quark-level dynamics. The
Lagrangian is Eq. (11.13). Since the SU (2) isospin symmetry is explicitly broken
to U(1)y, by the background magnetic field, it is very difficult to diagonalize the
Hamiltonian Eq. (11.17) with nonzero charged 7+ = 7! = 7% condensates. One
can instead consider a Ginzburg—Landau approach for the 7+ fields but with the
o field taken into account self-consistently through gap equation. This amounts to
examine the stability of the o-condensed phase against the onset of charged pion
condensate. For this purpose, we expand the thermodynamic potential in 7,

0 2
Vet = Vi + Ve +-++»

1 o2 1
o _ 4 _ . 0_
VY = ﬂ—V/d e —ﬂVTrln(tWJruBy o), (11.63)
1 2 1 . _
Vot = BV /d4xEE ~2py 0¥ +upy’ —o) 'y 2P,

where a baryon chemical potential 11 is introduced. Note that we set 70 = 0 since
we only focus on the charged pion fields.
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In Eq. (11.63), Ve(f(? has been discussed plentifully in previous sections. What we
are interested in is Ve(fzf) which is quadratic in . If we write

Ve = / d*xpd*xg 7T (x") CP (X', x) T (x), (11.64)

where C® (x’, x) is the inverse pion propagator at one-quark-loop level. The charged
pion condensation would be favored if C@(x', x) is not semi-positive definite (as a
matrix). In Refs. [47,48], the sign of C @ (x’, x) is examined by taking the following
ansatz to simplify Ve(é):

at ) (x) = el S Aud g — (11.65)

where 71 and 7~ are gauge-independent condensates which are assumed to be
constants and the exponential factor is the Wilson line which connects x’ and
x. This Wilson line should be so chosen that the Schwinger phase in the quark
propagator entering C? (x’, x) is canceled and hence Ve(fzf) =CO7*7~ is gauge
invariant with the constant C® = [ d*xfd*xg C? (x’, x)ete [y Andz" playing the
role of the Ginzburg-Landau coefficient. The Schwinger phase ®(x, x’) is the
gauge-dependent factor in the quark propagator, S(x, x') = O g (x, x7) so
that ® (x, x) = 0 is satisfied and Sj,y is gauge invariant. For constant electromag-
netic field in rotating frame, it can be shown that the Schwinger phase is given by
O, x")=—q f;/ A, (z)dz* (q: the quark charge) along the geodesic between x
and x’. The numerical study in Ref. [47] shows that under reasonable parameter
choice, the Ginzburg—Landau coefficient is positive at up = 0 disfavoring the onset
of charged pion condensate. But once a large negative up is supplied, there can
indeed be a region in 2 and B so that the charged pion condensation is favored. On
the other hand, if one insists using another integral path away from the geodesic, one
can indeed find charged pion condensate even at up = 0 [47,48]. Finally, we want
to emphasize that even one can rule out the possibility of homogeneous charged pion
condensates 7% as given in the ansatz (11.65), it remains still the possibility of an
inhomogeneous condensates to be favored. Besides, as the charged pion condensate
triggers an electric superconductivity, the Meissner effect would repel the magnetic
field from the bulk superconductor and only allow inhomogeneous magnetic vortices.
These new possibilities demand future study.

11.9 Summary

In this article we have presented an overview of the recent progress on the understand-
ing of the QCD phase structure under rotation. The rotation plays a role in polarizing
the spin (and orbital motion) of underlying microscopic particles and in turn induces
a number of novel effects on various condensates of quark—(anti-)quark pairs. An
enriched phase diagram in the T-u p-S2 space is sketched in Fig. 11.1. Atlow T, up,
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and €2, we have the usual hadronic matter with the spontaneous chiral symmetry
breaking. At high T, either for small or large €2, the quarks and gluons are expected
to be liberated from the hadrons and form a deconfined quark—gluon plasma phase
with restored chiral symmetry. At small 7" and €2 but asymptotically high pp, QCD
is in the color superconducting phase with merely spin-0 quark—quark pairings while
at moderate u p the ground state of QCD is to a large content unknown. At high up
with increasing €2, it is plausible to expect that QCD possibly undergoes a transition
from spin-0 to spin-1 color superconductor. Now with a new dimension of rotation,
the QCD phase diagram becomes even more interesting and rich. The rotation is
found to considerably influence the chiral condensate. Adding a magnetic field or
isospin chemical potential would lead to additional structures through condensations
in various mesonic channels. We have discussed recent results on these effects in
great detail by using effective models in a rotating frame. To summarize, the prop-
erties and phase structures of QCD matter under rotation is an interesting emerging
direction with many new theoretical questions still to be explored and answered. It
is also important to investigate potential implications and observable effects for the
QCD system with large vorticity in heavy-ion collisions as well as the nuclear matter
inside fast rotating compact stars. One would anticipate a lot of exciting progress to
be made in the near future.
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Abstract

Over recent years we have witnessed tremendous progress in our understanding of
the angular momentum decomposition. In the context of the proton spin problem
in high-energy processes, the angular momentum decomposition by Jaffe and
Manohar, which is based on the canonical definition, and the alternative by Ji,
which is based on the Belinfante improved one, have been revisited under light
shed by Chen et al. leading to seminal works by Hatta, Wakamatsu, Leader, etc.
In chiral physics as exemplified by the chiral vortical effect and applications to
the relativistic nucleus—nucleus collisions, sometimes referred to as a relativistic
extension of the Barnett and the Einstein—de Haas effects, such arguments of the
angular momentum decomposition would be of crucial importance. We pay our
special attention to the fermionic part in the canonical and the Belinfante conven-
tions and discuss a difference between them, which is reminiscent of a classical
example of Feynman’s angular momentum paradox. We point out its possible
relevance to early-time dynamics in the nucleus—nucleus collisions, resulting in
excess by the electromagnetic angular momentum.
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12.1 Prologue

Some time ago we, Fukushima and Pu, together with our bright colleague, Zebin Qiu,
published a paper [1] on a relativistic extension of the Barnett effect [2] in the context
of chiral materials. Our results are beautiful and robust, we believe, but at the same
time, we had to overcome many conceptual confusions. We are 100% sure about our
calculations, results, and conclusions, but we were unable to find 100% unshakable
justification for our spin identification. We could not remove theoretical uncertainty
to extract the orbital angular momentum (OAM) and the spin angular momentum
(SAM) out of the total angular momentum that is conserved. We adopted the most
natural assumption, meanwhile, we studied many preceding works; for example,
we found Ref. [3] that makes a surprising assertion of the existence of individually
conserved OAM and SAM derived from the Dirac equation. The more we studied,
the more confusion we were falling into. The present contribution is not an answer
to controversies, but more like a note of what we have understood so far, and some of
our own thoughts based on them. Actually, in Ref. [1] we posed an important question
of how to represent the Barnett effect in chiral hydrodynamics, but in the present
article we will not mention this. We will report our progress on hydrodynamics with
OAM and SAM somewhere else hopefully soon, and the present article is focused
on the field’s theoretical descriptions.

12.2 Basics—Angular Momenta in an Abelian Gauge Theory

In non-relativistic and classical theories, the spin is not a dynamical variable; spin-up
and spin-down electrons are treated as distinct species and the total spin is conserved
unless interactions allow for spin unbalanced processes. Dirac successfully general-
ized an equation proposed by Pauli, who first postulated such internal doubling, into
a fully relativistic formulation. Eventually, Majorana and other physicists realized
the usage of Cartan’s spinors. Today, even undergraduate students are familiar with
tensors and spinors according to the representation theory of Lorentz symmetry. In
contemporary physics, symmetries and associated conserved quantities play essen-
tial roles. This article mainly addresses the angular momentum and the spin. Readers
interested in the history of the spin are invited to consult a very nice book, The Story
of Spin, by Sin-itiro Tomonaga (see Ref. [4] for an English translated version).

To begin with, we shall summarize some textbook knowledge about various
assignments of angular momenta. Lorentz symmetry is characterized by the fol-
lowing transformation:

= = AR XY = (8% 4 €)X, (12.1)

where A, and infinitesimal €,, are antisymmetric tensors. Let us take a simple
Abelian gauge theory defined by the following Lagrangian density:

. 1
L=Y@iy"Dy, —m)y — ZF’”F,W (12.2)
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with the covariant derivative, D, = 9, + ieA,, and the field strength tensor, F*" =
d" AV — 3V A*. This theory involves vector and spinor fields which transform
together with Eq. (12.1) as

Al (x) — A (x) = AH AV (A X)), (12.3)
Yx) — w’(x)=A%l/f(A_1x), (12.4)

where A% =1- %EIWZMV with X#Y = i[y“, yV]. Thus, for an infinitesimal trans-
formation, the fields change as A*(x) — A%(x) + %EWAA’“’“ (x) and ¥ (x) —
Y(x) + %EWAW“" (x) (where we put % for antisymmetrization) with

AAm ) = [(0Y = x"0)g + (g — g g )| ap(r),  (125)
AP (x) = (x49” — xV0* — i D)y (x) . (12.6)

Now we can compute the Nother current. From the gauge part, we find

a
hr DL\ g gy g A A 4 P AR (127)
0(0, A%)

In the same way, we go on to obtain the fermionic contribution,

JAuv — 0L
v (V)

AP = iy (xhdY — x"9E — i)y (12.8)

They satisfy 8, (J;"" + J$“”) =0, and the conserved charge (i.e., A = 0 compo-
nent) is the total angular momentum. From these expressions, it would be a natural
choice for us to define the “canonical” OAM and SAM as follows:

LYt = —Fo (0" = x"9MA®,  Si = —F%AY+ F”A". (129)
Lijan =0 10" =279y, Sy, =y 5y (12.10)

This is simply our choice for the moment, and one may say that the spin can be identi-
fied as the remaining operator in the homogeneous limit where all spatial derivatives
drop.! These are not separately conserved quantities but only the sums, the total angu-
lar momenta, are conserved. We point out that the above decomposition has been
long known in the context of the proton spin problem (see Refs. [5,6] for reviews). In
the language of quantum chromodynamics (QCD), if the gauge field is extended to
the non-Abelian gluon field and the temporal index is changed to + in the light-cone

IThe spin identification in such a frame to drop spatial derivatives is emphasized by Yoshi-
masa Hidaka. Another physical constraint is the commutation relation, and this prescription would
always give the correct commutation relation of the spin.
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coordinates, Sy;'., and S}’ correspond to 1A and AG, respectively, in what is
called the Jaffe-Manohar decomposition.

Such expressions have been known by all QCD physicists; they look firmly
founded, but not very undoubted yet, for they are obviously gauge dependent. Among
quantum field theoreticians, a common folklore is that non-gauge-invariant objects
may well be unphysical. This story would remind readers of a famous problem
that the canonical energy—momentum tensor is not gauge invariant, while the sym-
metrized one is. Interestingly, rotation and translational shift are coupled together,
so that the angular momenta and the energy—momentum tensor (EMT) are linked.

The canonical EMT for the Abelian gauge theory is derived as

0L !
Thcan = a(auAa)a”A“ — 8L = —FL AT g P Fy (121

for the gauge part, which is clearly gauge dependent, and

0L s, v
Ty can = G Y T8 Ly = Vi Y = gy Da —my (12.12)
for the fermion part. From now on, we impose onshellness and utilize the equations
of motion. We would recall that the derivation of Nother’s theorem already requires
the equations of motion. Then, we can safely drop the last term in 7, ., thanks to the

Dirac equation. Then, for spatial i and v (denoted by i and j), it is straightforward
to confirm the relation between the OAM and the EMT,

. 0 o 0i
LX/w,can = xlTA;w,can —x/ TAl/xlf,can : (12.13)

So far, apart from the gauge invariance, all these relations perfectly fit in with our
intuition.

Now, let us shift gears to discussions on the symmetrized version of the EMT. To
consider the physical meaning of the symmetric and the antisymmetric parts of the
EMT, the above relation (12.13) is quite useful. For the gauge and the fermion parts,
generally, we immediately see that the following relation holds:

0= 0, JM" = 83 (XM TSy — xVTH + SHY) = THY — TUE = —3, SphY

can can can can can can °
(12.14)
UV LV v AUV qApv Apv .
where T¢n = TA’ can T Tw’ can @nd Scan” = S Acan T Sw’ «an- Lherefore, the antisym-

metric part of the canonical EMT is the source of the spin current. The EMT as
conserved currents is not unique, but can be added by 3, K**¥ satisfying K**¥ =
— K" which would not change the conservation laws. One of the most interesting
and important choices of K**V is

Kl;w — l(S)L;w _ S;Mu + SV;M)

Bel 2 can can can

— MY 4 :—tl/_f(—is}"”pmyp 428"y — 28"y MYy, (12.15)
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which gives the Belinfante—Rosenfeld form of the EMT, i.e., Té‘ e‘f = Tc’;r‘,) + 0, K églv.
In the above, we used {y*, y yV} = 2g*"y* — 2ie**"Pysy, toreach the second line
(with the conventional definition of y5 = iy%y!y2y?). We can show that if Tj5,; is
plugged into Eq. (12.14), the source is exactly canceled and Tpy) — Tty = O follows,
which means that Té‘e‘f is symmetric. (This is exactly the point where many people
are puzzled especially when they want to formulate the spin hydrodynamics that
seems to require antisymmetric components of the EMT, but in this article we will
not go into this issue. Interested readers can consult a review [7].)

Now, we proceed to concrete expressions of the Belinfante EMT in the Abelian
gauge theory. After several lines of calculations, one can find, for the gauge part,

~ - 1
T = —FLF"™ —UyleA"y + 1" F*¥ Fyp. (12.16)

where the second term appears from the equations of motion, 9, F/*¥ = iy y. The
fermionic part needs a bit more labor to sort expressions out. From the definition, it
is almost instant to get

= - > 1 _
Ty e = Viy" 8 "V + 2600, (Fysypy) . (12.17)

It would be more appropriate to redefine these forms to move one term from TX ';3 ol

to T g (Which unchanges the sum, i.e., Ty g + Ty g = T per + Ty ger)» then
the gauge invariance is manifested as

1
Thpa = —FoF" + 18" FP Fup, (12.18)
THY _1/_” IJ«<B)V l ,uvkpa 7 12.19
v.Bel = V1V 1/f+48 L (U Ysvpd) . (12.19)

These are very desirable expressions and all the terms are manifestly gauge invariant,
thus corresponding to physical observables in principle. At this point, one might have
thought that Tv’f’ ‘;361 does not look symmetric with respect to i and v. In a quite non-
trivial way, one can prove that the above fermionic part is alternatively expressed as
T e = iy ™ (5)”)1//, which is obviously symmetric.

Coming back to the angular momentum, we can introduce the Belinfante
“improved” form for the angular momentum, i.e.,

TR = T 0, (e KEY — XV KB (12.20)

Because of the antisymmetric property of K", obviously, & J5/" = 0 follows as
long as 9, J** = 0 holds. Therefore, this newly defined Jé‘;v may well be qualified
as a conserved physical observable. These definitions lead us to extremely interesting
expressions, namely,

) =5 ~ 1
Ty se = XT3y g = X" Taly e - (12.21)
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Such relations imply that the total angular momentum is given by something that
looks like the OAM alone if we use the Belinfante improved forms. We sometimes
hear people saying that the spin is identically vanishing in the Belinfante form, but
this statement should be taken carefully. The spin part is simply unseen and the
total angular momentum seemingly appears like the OAM even though the spin is
already included. In the analogy to the QCD spin physics, the angular momentum
identification as in Eq. (12.21) is known as the Ji decomposition.

12.3 Dirac Fermions and Physical and Pure Gauge Potentials

Discussions on the gauge part are a little cumbersome, and in this article we will
mainly focus on the fermion part only, which, however, does not mean we drop the
gauge fields. Let us reiterate basic definitions from the previous overview. In the
canonical identification, in Eq. (12.10), the OAM and the SAM are given, respec-
tively, by

. 1-
Lycan=—iy'x x Vi,  Sycan = —3Vrsry, (12.22)

where we defined L' = %sijijk and §' = %siijjk. As we already discussed,
Ly can is not gauge invariant, thus it cannot be a physical observable suppos-
edly. Then, what about the Belinfante form? We can make a decomposition using
Eq. (12.19). The latter term may well be called the spin part, with which we can
compute 112“ B"el according to Eq. (12.21), and subtract added terms in Eq. (12.20).
Some calculations yield

~ 1- 1 -
Sy.Bel = —ZVYsy¥ — Six X V'y). (12.23)

This expression is not gauge invariant, thus we shall redefine the spin to the same form
as the canonical one which is manifestly gauge invariant and move unwanted terms
to the orbital part. Thus, in this convention, we can reasonably adopt the following
definitions:

Lype=—iv'x x DY,  Sype=Sycun- (12.24)

In the high-energy physics context, the above identification is called Ji’s orbital and
spin angular momenta of quarks. Again, we make a caution remark; the Belinfante
form has the total angular momentum that looks like the OAM, but this does not
mean that the spin vanishes. Some people may say that the latter in Eq. (12.24)
cannot be true since the Belinfante EMT has no antisymmetric part. This kind of
criticism is meaningful when we need to construct the angular momentum in terms
of the EMT, which is the case in the spin hydrodynamics, for example, [7, 8].2 See also

2K. F. thanks Wojciech Florkowski and Hidetoshi Taya for simulating conversations on this point
which seem not to be very consistent to each other, and thus we just refer to their review and original
literature here.
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Table 12.1 Breakdown of the total angular momentum J from various contributions in the canon-
ical (Jaffe-Manohar) decomposition (upper) and the Belinfante (Ji) decomposition (lower)

1-
Canonical J=—VYysyyv+E X A —it//T(x x V)Y +E(x x V)A
2 —_——
1 AG ngm Lé’an
1Az
- N
Belinfante J= —Elﬂ']ﬁyw —iwl(x x D)y +x x (E X B)
—
LAT L i
2

Refs. [9,10] for observable effects of different spin tensors, which may be significant
especially in nonequilibrium [11]. Probably one way to define the spin part out from
the Belinfante symmetrized form of the EMT is the Gordon decomposition (as Berry
defined the gauge-invariant optical spin [12]) which is also applicable to massless
theories. In any case, if we do not have to refer to the EMT, Eq. (12.24) is just a
natural way of defining Sy e, satisfying the correct commutation relation. Now we
symbolically summarize the decomposition and the corresponding QCD terminology
in Table 12.1.

Now, in this convention, the spin part has no ambiguity; it is gauge invariant
as it should be, representing a physical observable for sure. The subtle (and thus
interesting) point is the orbital part, and then one may be tempted to conclude that the
canonical one makes no physical sense, and this conclusion seems to be unbreakable.
An intriguing possibility has been suggested, however, in the high-energy physics
context [13] inspired by QED studies and photon experiments (see, for example,
Ref. [14] for very inspiring but a little mystical discussions including Lipkin’s Zilch
which s a “useless” conserved charge in QED), which invoked interesting theoretical
discussions; see Ref. [15], for example. In fact, this canonical form can be promoted
to be a gauge-invariant canonical (gic) one (using the terminology of Ref. [16]) as

Ly.can — Ly gic = =i x X Dpyre¥V (12.25)

where Dpye =V —ieApue. Here, the vector potential is decomposed into two
pieces, namely, A = Apnys + Apure With Aphys extracted as a gauge invariant part
and Apure makes the field strength tensor vanishing; V x Apyre = 0. More specif-
ically, under a gauge transformation, A is changed as A — A + Ve, and then, by
definition, Aphys — Aphys and Apure — Apure + V. One simplest decomposition
satisfying these requirements is obtained from the Helmholtz decomposition, i.e.,
any vector can be represented as a sum of divergence free (transverse) and rotation
free (longitudinal) vectors. For a more concrete demonstration, let us write down an
explicit form as

Aphys =V xa,  Apwe =—Vo, (12.26)
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where
1 V x A 1 A
a(x) = —f Ay Y AE) —/dS’ « A (12.27)
4 Jy [x — x| 4 Jg lx — x/|
1 V.AG) 1 A
o(x) = _/ dy Y ACD —/dS’- @) (12.28)
47 Jy |x — x| 4 Js lx — x/|

In principle, now, all the terms involving A can be made gauge invariant. Then, a
finite difference between the canonical and the Belinfante OAM is also a gauge-
invariant quantity, which is often called the “potential” orbital angular momentum,
i.e.,

Ly get = Ly gic — el/f-}-x X AphysVr - (12.29)

Here, we make a comment which is not crucial in the present discussions but essential
for phenomenological applications and particularly for measurability. Even though
the Helmholtz decomposition is unique, such a gauge-invariant decomposition itself
is not unique. As discussed in Ref. [17], for example, a different choice could be
possible and even preferable in the high-energy processes.

We note that Eq. (12.28) is highly non-local in space, and such “physical” photon
should have a space-like extension. For static electromagnetic background fields, for
example, photons are virtual and off shell, so that space-like components are experi-
mentally accessible (or even the vector potentials are controlled from the beginning).
In contrast, in the parton model at high energy, the gauge particles are on shell and
travel at the speed of light (or speed of “gluon” so to speak). Then, for such propa-
gating modes along the light-cone, the space-like profiles as in Eq. (12.28) are not
to be probed by scatterings. In this case of the light-cone propagation, as prescribed
in Ref. [17], the light-cone decomposition would be more physical. In the Abelian
gauge theory, the alternative decomposition is as simple as

. 1 . .
Appys ) = 2 FF = f dy~ K™ =y FH(0), (12.30)

where K'(x7) is chosen according to the boundary condition at x~ = 00 in the
light-cone gauge A" = 0; itis 6 (x ™) for the retarded boundary condition, —6 (—x ™)
for the advanced one, and %[0 (x7) — 6(—x7)] for the mixed boundary condition.
We would point out that not only in high-energy physics but also in the laser optics
the spatially non-local decomposition in Eq. (12.28) may not be appropriate if the
propagating lights (such as the monochromatic waves) are concerned. The analogy
between physical contents in high-energy physics and optics has been sometimes
emphasized in the literature (see Ref. [16], for example), but this important question
of what would be the “natural” choice is frequently missing. Along these lines of
the natural choice, a mathematical argument in connection to the geodesic in tangent
space is found in Ref. [18]. In this article, the existence of Appys suffices for our
discussions at present.
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12.4 Potential Angular Momentum and Physical Interpretation

One might have a feeling that such classification of slightly different OAMs (while
the SAM is common in our convention) may be an academic problem, but we recall
that each term represents some physical observable and the lack of correct under-
standing would cause paradoxical confusions. For instance, if one is interested in
the Einstein—de Haas effect and/or the Barnett effect within a relativistic frame-
work, an interplay between the OAM provided by mechanical rotation and the spin
polarization measured by the magnetization underlies observable phenomena. We
had discussed this issue with knowledgeable researchers, some of whom told us that
such a relativistic extension of these effects may not exist after all... such a conclusion
is typically drawn based on the proper knowledge of knowledgeable researchers that
the covariant derivative makes the theoretical formulation manifestly gauge invari-
ant and the derivative and the vector potential are inseparable then. In the previous
section, however, we have already seen that we can evade this problem by introduc-
ing Dpyre. Now, in this section, we would like to address a difference between D
and Dypype.

This question would be highly reminiscent of a more familiar and classic problem
of the kinetic and the canonical momenta of a charged particle under electromagnetic
background. That is, in our convention of the covariant derivative, 9, +ieA, (i.e.,
e is taken to be negative), the canonical momentum should be p_,, = mx + eA,
while the kinetic one is py;, = mx = p_,, — eA in a non-relativistic system. Since
the canonical momentum should fullfil the commutation relation, we should identify
Pean = —ihV in the x-representation and py;, corresponds to the covariant deriva-
tive. For the gauge-invariant definition of p,,, we canreplace V with D pyre. In other
words, the translational symmetry is generated by not the covariant derivative but
the derivative, so that p,, is the momentum that can be conserved for the symmetry
reason. The difference can be easily understood in the simplest physical example; if a
charged particle is placed in a constant and homogeneous electric field, then the elec-
tric field accelerates the charged particle. Therefore, on the one hand, py;, should
increase by the impulse, e Ef. On the other hand, the vector potential A = —E?t
gives the electric field, and obviously, p.., = Pxin + €4 is time independent and
conserved. In summary, it is important to note the following differences:

D <« py, (non-conserved),

Dpye <> Pean (conserved). (12.31)

It might be a little counter-intuitive that D whose definition involves the gauge
potential corresponds to the momentum carried by the charged particle only and
Dpyre gives the total conserved momentum. Physically speaking, however, such
a correspondence is quite reasonable. In most cases, only the particle’s py;, can
be directly measured, and this readily measurable quantity just corresponds to the
covariant derivative. In reality, sometimes, p.,, does matter as well especially when
the conservation law accounts for observable phenomena.
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In exactly the same way as py;, and p.,, of the charged particle, we can classify
two orbital angular momenta as

xxD < Lgn ~ Lyge (non-conserved),
X X Dpyre <> Lcan ~ Ly gic (conserved). (12.32)

The difference between Lyi, and Lay is often called the “potential” angular momen-
tum (see Ref. [19] for a recent analysis of this difference). Unlike the above trivial
example of py;, and p_,, With a constant E, it could be often very non-trivial to
imagine what physically causes the potential angular momentum. To see this more,
armed with these general basics, let us turn to a concrete problem now. We shall take
a very instructive example of Ref. [20] which is entitled, “Is the Angular Momen-
tum of an Electron Conserved in a Uniform Magnetic Field?” and this title already
explains the contents by itself. The authors of Ref. [20] considered the time evolution
of the radial width p of an electron motion in a uniform magnetic field B using the
Schrodinger equation. The Hamiltonian of such a (non-relativistic) system is given
by

3
=— + —mw? p? — ihop — , (12.33)
@

where w;, = |eB|/(2m) (i.e., the Larmor frequency). In classical physics, the charged
particle with electric charge e and mass m receives the Lorentz force to make a circular
rotation with the cyclotron frequency w, = 2w = |eB|/m. It is easy to write down
the Heisenberg equation of motion for (p?) to find that its time evolution solves
as [20]

(P21 (0) = p? + (4p*)(0) — p?) cos(wet) . (12.34)

Because the kinetic orbital angular momentum along the magnetic direction (which is
taken to be the z axis, as is the convention in the following discussions too) depends
on the moment of inertia, and the moment of inertia is a function of the radial
width, they are related to each other as ((Lkin);) = (conserved canonical OAM) +
mawp, (p?). Thus, these calculations explicitly show that (L) is not conserved but
has time oscillatory behavior o (p?). This is an interesting observation that illustrates
qualitative differences between the classical and the quantum motions of an electron,
but not such an unexpected one; in a general case, it is not Lyj, but L¢,, that is
conserved. The question worth thinking is what kind of physics fills in this gap by
mopr(p?).

The answer is explicated in Ref. [20]—this gap turns out to be exactly the angular
momentum of the electromagnetic field. As we listed up in Table 12.1, the electro-
magnetic angular momentum in the Belinfante form reads

Jheld — [d3x [x x (E x B)];. (12.35)

This is an integration of x times the electromagnetic momentum represented by the
Poynting vector, which might have looked more like the OAM, but this is the total
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angular momentum as we derived in our previous discussions of this article. As
argued in Ref. [20], if the electromagnetic fields are static and V x E = 0 holds,
this electromagnetic angular momentum can be rewritten into a convenient form as

Jheld — f d*x (V- E)(x X Aphys); - (12.36)

Here, we note that the integration by parts with B =V x A =V x Appys in
Eq. (12.35) would lead to an expression similar to the canonical one in Table 12.1 but
not Eq. (12.36). Only when V x E =0 and V - Aypys = 0 (which is the definition
in the Helmholtz decomposition) both hold, we can prove the above simplifica-
tion (12.36).

For a uniform magnetic field, A = g(— v, x,0) in the symmetric gauge gives
B along the z axis, and this already satisfies V - A = 0. Then, the explicit form of
(x x A); is £ p? with p? = x? + y2. Since V - E is nothing but the electric charge
density, Eq. (12.36) under a uniform magnetic field eventually becomes

eB

field
I ==

(0%) = mor(p?). (12.37)

This is precisely the potential angular momentum! There is a plain explanation of
why Jzﬁeld should appear to make the conserved angular momentum. Figure 12.1is a
corresponding illustration of a charged object placed in a uniform magnetic field. The
red blob represents a charged particle distribution (i.e., charge density in classical
physics and probability distribution in quantum mechanics). Such a charged object is
a source resulting in Coulomb electric fields E, and E x B goes around the charged
object. In this illustration, the charge is taken to be positive, but for an electron as
we assumed in this section, the electric field should be directed oppositely and the
Poynting vector goes in the other way around. Because of this circular structure of
the Poynting vector, the electromagnetic fields have a nonzero angular momentum,
which was found to be Eq. (12.37).

Still, the physical interpretation is quite non-trivial, we must say. Literally speak-
ing, J zﬁeld is a purely electromagnetic contribution, and nevertheless, E extends from
the charge source and in this sense we may well say that E is rather attributed to
the matter property. If we are interested in the mechanical rotation as is the case in

}

Fig.12.1 A charged object
placed in a uniform magnetic
field is surrounded by the
Poynting vector E x B
which carries an
electromagnetic angular
momentum contained in the
conserved canonical angular
momentum

B

E x B
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the Barnett and the Einstein—de Haas effects, however, we should count the kinetic
angular momentum. Even in that case, this extra electromagnetic contribution could
affect the kinetic angular momentum through the angular momentum conservation
law.

12.5 Feynman'’s Angular Momentum Paradox and Possible
Relevance to the Relativistic Nucleus-Nucleus Collision

Careful readers might have realized that the argument about ]fe]d is essentially
rooted in Feynman’s angular momentum paradox in classical physics. The paradox is
articulated in The Feynman Lectures and the original setup is composed of a conductor
disk with a solenoid that controls the magnetic strength. For a detailed analysis of
the original version of Feynman’s angular momentum paradox, see Ref. [21], for
example. Here, let us discuss a simplified version of Feynman’s angular momentum
paradox.

‘We suppose that a thin sphere is uniformly charged (whose total amount is denoted
by Q), and a finite magnetic moment m is fixed at the center of the sphere (see
Fig. 12.2). The electric (outside of the sphere) and the magnetic profiles are, respec-
tively,

B 0 x B 1 3m - xx 12.38
T 4w 3 _471r3< r2 m) (12.38)
If m changes as a function of time, the magnetic field changes as well, which also
results in an induction electric field due to Ampere’s law. Then, the charged sphere
feels a moment of force under this induced electric field, Einq, and the sphere is
accelerated for rotation. The space integrated moment of force is, after some patient
calculations, found to take the form

E; ;
N:/ds.xXQ ind __ O (12.39)
47 R? 67 R

where R denotes the radius of the sphere. Therefore, if m decreases, the sphere takes
apositive moment of force to acquire a mechanical angular momentum. The question
is: how can the angular momentum conservation law be satisfied? This phenomenon
may sound similar to the Einstein—de Haas effect, but one should recall two important

Fig.12.2 A charged thin

sphere (red circle) and a

magnetic moment at the

center of the sphere. The

dipolar magnetic fields and

the Coulomb electric fields E
make circulating Poynting

vectors

B

E x B
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differences. One is that the object should be charge neutral in the Einstein—de Haas
effect, and another is that in this classical example there is no magnetization at all.
There are many variants of Feynman’s paradox, and they usually belong to classical
physics (no spin effects).

Readers should be already aware of the resolution. As indicated in Fig. 12.2, the
electromagnetic field generates circulating Poynting vectors. Actually, from explicit
expressions of Eq. (12.38), we can obtain the angular momentum distribution as

0

W(ﬂm —xx-m). (12.40)

x x (E x B) =

Therefore, the total angular momentum integrated in space outside of the sphere
turns out to be

fied _ Om
J = xR’ (12.41)
It is obvious that the angular momentum in mechanical rotation originates from the
loss in J €14, 5o that the total angular momentum is surely conserved. See Ref. [22]
for related discussions on the Poynting vector contributions in classical electromag-
netism. Interestingly, this result of Eq. (12.41) was extended to the one-loop QED
level which turned out to be free from a short-distance cutoff [23].

In this classical example of Feynman’s paradox, the essential point is that either
E or B changes to make a finite difference in x x (E x B) from which the mechan-
ical rotation is induced. The novelty in the quantum mechanical example seen in the
previous section is that quantum oscillations exhibit time dependence even for con-
stant E and B. In both cases the important lesson is that as long as we prefer to use
the Belinfante improved form for the EMT and the angular momenta, the covariant
derivative in the matter sector makes all the expressions manifestly gauge invariant,
and then we can access the kinetic angular momentum of the matter which is not
necessarily conserved.

So far, we have been having general discussions not specifying any experimental
realizations at all. Let us now consider some possible applications to the high-energy
nucleus—nucleus collisions. It is known that the OAM in the non-central nucleus—
nucleus collision can reach a gigantic value as large as ~ 1057 as evaluated in the
AMPT model [24], supported by experimental data [25]. Here, we can make an order
of magnitude estimate of extra angular momentum from the decay of the magnetic
field using Eq. (12.37). Our following discussions may look different from Ref. [26]
which addresses a possibility of the spin polarization by the induced electric fields.
There are some discrepancies from spatial inhomogeneity as well as temporally
decaying magnetic properties and also from hydrodynamic treatments, but we note
that microscopically underlying physics is common.

The magnetic field created right after the collision is of order eB ~ GeV? at
largest, and (p?) in the collision geometry is around ~ 10 fm?. Therefore, if the
magnetic field quickly decays whose time scale is ~ 0.1 fm/c, this field angular
momentum, JZﬁeld ~ 10GeVZ2.-fm? ~ 1004, is transferred to the angular momentum
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Fig.12.3 A net induced angular momentum with faster rotating positively and negatively charged
particles. There are more positively charged particles in a plasma because of protons in the participant
particles

of a single particle. The net charge is 0.1Z ~ Z depending on the impact param-
eter and the baryon stopping, where Z ~ 100 is the atomic number of the heavy
nucleus, and so the net angular momentum is of order 103 ~ 10%*A. Here, we would
emphasize that the time scale is irrelevant. This angular momentum arises as a con-
sequence of the conservation law, and it is just there for any fast decaying B (except
loss by polarized photon emissions). From this simple estimate, we can conclude
that the net induced angular momentum is significantly smaller than the primarily
produced angular momentum ~ 10° . This is, however, not yet the end of the story.
In the reality of the nucleus—nucleus collision, a plasma state consists of positively
and negatively charged particles and the net charge is only its small fraction. Then,
we can anticipate at least an order of magnitude larger angular momenta for posi-
tively and negatively charged components in the opposite directions which mostly
cancel to lead to the net angular momentum (see Fig. 12.3). If this two-component
model is a good approximation (which is dictated by the interaction strength between
two components), each charged sector could carry the induced angular momentum
~ 10* ~ 10°h, comparable to the primarily produced angular momentum. Interest-
ingly, such a two-component picture with opposite rotation has been confirmed in the
numerical simulation for the Einstein—de Haas effect in cold atomic systems [27,28].

We have some more ideas [say, the global polarization should be also associated
with the field angular momentum by Eq. (12.41) whose effect has never been studied]
and have in mind applications to the local polarization measurements, but we shall
stop our stories here. Such ideas as well as more detailed and quantitative calculations
will be reported in a separate publication.

12.6 Epilogue

The interplay between the OAM and SAM is an old subject, but its entanglement with
chirality in a relativistic framework is a quite new research field. The ultra-relativistic
nucleus—nucleus collision experiments have been offering inspiring data, and high-
energy nuclear physicists have become wiser and wiser over decades. Some people,
especially researchers close to but not directly in our field, might have assumed that
the physics of the relativistic nucleus—nucleus collision passed a peak. We must say,
such an assumption is nothing but a hasty conclusion. The nucleus—nucleus collision
still continues to provide us with surprises one after another.
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Recent investigations on the OAM and SAM decomposition and their interactions
are motivated by the A and A polarization measurements, but we should emphasize
that this is not a hip excitement. Theoretically speaking, this is an extremely profound
subject, and there are still many things that nobody has understood. One common
criticism against such kind of theory problem would be what you call “profound” is
just what I would call “academic”, or give me any measurable observable? Indeed it
is not easy to make a new proposal for the nucleus—nucleus collision. Nevertheless,
we can export our ideas inspired by the nucleus—nucleus collision to other physics
fields such as cold atomic systems and laser optics. Still, even if exported ideas are
adapted in a different shape, we can proudly say that this is a tremendous achievement
from the high-energy nuclear physics!

We also emphasize that the OAM/SAM decomposition and also the EMT mea-
surements are of central interest to the future coming electron-ion collider (EIC)
physics. At least three pretty independent communities, the heavy-ion collision, the
proton spin, and the laser optics, have worked on very similar physics, and now is
the time to put all our wisdom together toward the next generation breakthrough.
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