arXiv:2207.01111v2 [nucl-th] 8 Mar 2023

Generating Tensor Polarization from Shear Stress

David Wagner,^{1, 2} Nora Weickgenannt,^{1, 3} and Enrico Speranza^4

1Institute for Theoretical Physics, Goethe University, Max-von-Laue-Str. 1, D-60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

2Department of Physics, West University of Timis_,oara, Bd. Vasile Pârvan 4, Timis_,oara 300223, Romania

3Institut de Physique Théorique, Université Paris Saclay, CEA, CNRS, F-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette

4Illinois Center for Advanced Studies of the Universe and Department of Physics, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, Illinois 61801, USA

We derive an expression for the tensor polarization of a system of massive spin-1 particles in a hydrodynamic framework. Starting from quantum kinetic theory based on the Wigner-function formalism, we employ a modified method of moments which also takes into account all spin degrees of freedom. It is shown that the tensor polarization of an uncharged fluid is determined by the shearstress tensor. In order to quantify this novel polarization effect, we provide a formula which can be used for numerical calculations of vector-meson spin alignment in relativistic heavy-ion collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of polarization phenomena in relativistic heavy-ion collisions has opened a new direction of research in the physics of the hot and dense nuclear matter [1, 2]. The STAR Collaboration showed that Λ-baryons emitted in noncentral nuclear collisions are spin polarized along the direction of the global angular momentum [3, 4]. This finding provides the evidence that in the quark-gluon plasma particle spin polarization is triggered by rotation [as suggested in Refs. [5–8]] in a way which resembles the time-honored Barnett effect [9]. Despite early success in describing global polarization data [8, 10–16], discrepancies between theory and experiment triggered big theoretical efforts both at the phenomenological [17–30] and more formal level with the formulation of relativistic spin hydrodynamics [31–68]. More recently, experimental studies of the so-called spin alignment of massive spin-1 particles such as ϕ and K^{⋆0} mesons have been also carried out [69–71]. The data shows that the spin alignment is much larger compared to theoretical predictions given by models based on the assumption of local equilibrium [8]. This poses a new puzzle which is currently the subject of intense work [72–80] for which, however, an established solution is still missing.

In heavy-ion experiments, the spin vector polarization of Λ-baryons can be directly extracted from the angular distribution of their weak decay [3, 4]. The case of massive spin-1 particles is different. First, it is important to note that the polarization state of a vector meson is fully specified by three parameters corresponding to the conventional vector polarization and by additional five parameters called tensor polarization [81]. In fact, tensor polarization is a property which characterizes only particles with spin higher than 1/2. In general, vector and tensor polarization are independent quantities and, therefore, one can have a spin-1 particle which is tensor polarized and not vector polarized, and vice versa [81]. In experiments, since for vector mesons only parity-conserving decays are studied [69, 70], the spin alignment only gives information on the tensor polarization state.

In Refs. [82, 83] it was shown that vector mesons emitted from a thermalized medium are in general tensor polarized even if the system is in global equilibrium without rotation. Such tensor polarization is due to the imbalance between transverse and longitudinal spectral functions [82, 83]. In this paper, we propose a different mechanism. We consider an uncharged fluid composed of massive spin-1 particles near local thermodynamic equilibrium. In our framework, tensor polarization arises due the presence of shear stress in the fluid. An intuitive explanation can be given only based on parity arguments. Since tensor polarization is a parity-even rank-2 traceless and symmetric tensor [81], in a hydrodynamic framework it can only be proportional to the shear stress tensor of the fluid at first order in deviations from equilibrium. In this work we derive the expression for the tensor polarization starting from quantum kinetic theory for massive spin-1 particles. In order to calculate the dissipative corrections, we use the method of moments. In particular, we define new rank-2 spin moments which extend the previous formulations for the spin-0 [84] and spin-1/2 cases [64].

Our notation and conventions are: a·b := a^μb_μ, a_{[μ}b_{ν]} := a_μb_ν −a_ν b_μ, a_{(μ}b_{ν)} := a_μb_ν +a_ν b_μ, g_{μν} := diag(+, −, −, −), ϵ^{0123} = −ϵ_{0123} := 1. The ℓ-th rank projector onto the subspace of traceless symmetric tensors orthogonal to the fluid 4-velocity u^μ [85] is denoted as Δ^{μ1···μℓ}_{ν1···νℓ} , and we write a projected tensor A as A^{⟨μ1···μℓ⟩} := Δ^{μ1 ···μℓ}_{ν1 ···νℓ} A^{ν1 ···νℓ} .

II. KINETIC THEORY FOR VECTOR PARTICLES

Let us consider the Lagrangian for a Proca field V^μ of mass m, L = −ℏ ( 1 2 V^{†μν} V_{μν} − m^2 ℏ^2 V^{†μ}V_μ ) + L_{int} . (1)

where L_{int} is a general interaction Lagrangian. The fundamental object of quantum kinetic theory is the Wigner function defined as [65, 86–90] W^{μν} (x, k) := − 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4y e^{−ik·y/ℏ} ⟨ : V^{†μ} (x + y/2) V^ν (x − y/2) : ⟩ , (2)

where ⟨: · · · :⟩ denotes the normal-ordered ensemble average. This Wigner-transform of the two-point function defines a quantum analogue of the distribution function known from classical kinetic theory. Assuming that quantum effects are small (meaning that the Compton wavelength of the particles has to be small compared to a typical macroscopic length scale), one can perform a so-called ℏ-expansion, i.e., write W^{μν} (x, k) = W^{(0),μν} (x, k) + ℏW^{(1),μν} (x, k) + · · · , (3) where the Planck constant acts as a book-keeping parameter. In the following, all results are derived from employing such an expansion up to first order in ℏ. Note that in Eq. (2) the momentum variable k is not necessarily on the mass shell. However, one can show [44, 91, 92] that, to first order in the ℏ-expansion, the off-shell terms cancel in the evolution equation of the Wigner function, such that it is sufficient to consider the part that is on shell. Considering the fact that a charged vector field has 3 (complex) independent components [93], it is evident that the Wigner function must have 9 independent degrees of freedom, while the remaining 7 components can be expressed in terms of these [65]. These degrees of freedom can be shown to consist of a scalar (1 component), a pseudovector (3 components), and a traceless symmetric tensor (5 components). As shown in Appendix A, the pseudovector degree of freedom can be related to the vector polarization of the particles, while the traceless symmetric tensor corresponds to the tensor polarization. A convenient way to treat these 9 independent components in a compact fashion is to enlarge the phase-space by introducing an additional “spin” variable s^μ [37], together with a respective measure

dS(k) := 3m 2σπ d^4s δ(s^2 + σ^2)δ(k · s) , σ^2 := 2 . (4)

Note that we have the following identities, ∫ dS(k) = 3 , ∫ dS(k)s^μs^ν = −2K^{μν} , ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^βs_ρs_σ = 8 5 K^{μν}_{ρσ} , (5) while the integral over any odd number of spin vectors vanishes. Here, K^{μν} := g^{μν} −k^μk^ν /m^2 and K^{μν}_{ρσ} := 1/2K^μ_{(ρ}K^ν_{σ)}− 1/3K^{μν} K_{ρσ} denote the projectors onto subspaces irreducible with respect to the little group of k^μ. We can then define a scalar distribution function [65]

f(x, k, s) := H^{νμ}(k, s)W^{on−shell}_{μν} (x, k) , H^{μν} (k, s) := 1 3 K^{μν} + i 2 ϵ^{μναβ} k_α m s_β + 5 8 K^{μν}_{αβ}s^αs^β , (6)

where W^{on−shell} μν denotes the part of the Wigner function proportional to δ(k^2 − m^2). It is important to note that, to first order in the ℏ-expansion, the distribution function f(x, k, s) contains the complete information necessary to reconstruct the full Wigner function. In the noninteracting case, the following inverse relation also holds,

W^{on-shell} μν (x, k) = ∫ dS(k)h_{μν} (k, s)f(x, k, s) , h_{μν} (k, s) := 1 3 K_{μν} + i 2 ϵ_{μναβ} k^α m s^β + K^{αβ}_{μν} s_αs_β . (7)

Starting from the equations of motion for the vector field that follow from the Lagrangian (1), it can be shown that the evolution equation of the phase-space distribution function reads [92] k · ∂f(x, k, s) = C[f] , (8) where

C[f] := 1 2 ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ dS̄(k)(2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W

× [f(x + Δ_1 − Δ, k_1, s_1)f(x + Δ_2 − Δ, k_2, s_2) − f(x + Δ^′ − Δ, k^′, s^′)f(x, k, s̄)] (9) and we introduced the (x, k, s)-phase-space measures

dΓ := dKdS(k) , dK := 2 (2πℏ)^3 d^4k δ(k^2 − m^2) . (10)

The transition rate is given by

W :=

(2πℏ)^3 32 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2η1 η2} h_{1,γ1η1} h_{2,γ2η2} h^′_{ζ2 δ2} ( H_{ζ1}^αh̄_{αδ1} + h̄_{ζ1}^αH_{αδ1} ) , (11)

while the vectors Δ_1, Δ_2, Δ^′ and Δ read

Δ^μ_1 := 2 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 64 iℏ 2m^2

M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} (h^μ_{1 η1} k_{1,γ1} − k_{1,η1} h_{1,γ1}^μ) h_{2,γ2η2} h^′_{ζ2δ2} H_{ζ1 δ1} , (12a)

Δ^μ_2 := 2 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 64 iℏ 2m^2

M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} h_{1,γ1η1} (h^μ_{2 η2} k_{2,γ2} − k_{2,η2} h_{2,γ2}^μ) h^′_{ζ2δ2} H_{ζ1 δ1} , (12b)

Δ^{′μ} := 2 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 64 iℏ 2m^2 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} h_{1,γ1η1} h_{2,γ2η2} ( h^{′μ}_{δ2} k^′_{ζ2} − k^′_{δ2} h^′_{ζ2}^μ ) H_{ζ1 δ1} , (12c)

Δ^μ := 2 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 64 iℏ 2m^2

M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} h_{1,γ1η1} h_{2,γ2η2} h^′_{ζ2δ2} (H^μ_{δ1} k_{ζ1} − k_{δ1} H_{ζ1}^μ) , (12d)

where we abbreviated h_1 := h(k_1, s_1) (and analogously for h_2, h^′, h̄ and H). The vectors (12) denote shifts in the particle position from the point x, characterizing the nonlocality of the collision. It has been shown in Refs. [37, 91] that this nonlocality is essential to explain the spin-polarization of particles, as it introduces a nonvanishing orbital angular momentum into the collision that can then be converted into spin, since the total angular momentum is conserved. However, it will become clear in Sec. IV that the tensor polarization of vector particles does not depend on these nonlocalities, but arises from purely local effects. In Eqs. (11) and (12), M is the tree-level vertex of the theory, and is related to the transfer matrix elements via

⟨k, k^′; λ, λ^′| t̂ |k_1, k_2; λ_1, λ_2⟩ = ϵ^{∗(λ)}_μ (k)ϵ^{∗(λ′)}_ν (k^′)ϵ^{(λ1 )}_α (k_1)ϵ^{(λ2)}_β (k_2)M^{μναβ} , (13)

where e.g. |k_1, k_2; λ_1, λ_2⟩ denotes a two-particle state with momenta (k_1, k_2) and spins (λ_1, λ_2), while ϵ^{(λ)}μ (k) is the polarization vector of a vector particle with momentum k and spin λ. Note that the form of the Boltzmann equation (8) and (9) for binary elastic collisions closely resembles the formulation presented in Refs. [37, 91, 94].

III. RELATIVISTIC HYDRODYNAMICS AND TENSOR POLARIZATION

We consider an uncharged fluid with spin degrees of freedom and tensor polarization governed by the conservation equations

∂_μT^{μν} = 0 , ℏ∂_λS^{λ,μν} = T^{[νμ]} , (14)

where T^{μν} is the energy-momentum tensor and S^{λ,μν} is the spin tensor. In this work we choose the Hilgevoord- Wouthuysen (HW) pseudo-gauge up to first order in ℏ [39, 65],

T^{μν} := ∫ dΓ k^μk^ν f(x, k, s) , S^{λ,μν} := ∫ dΓ k^λ ( Σ^{μν}_s − ℏ 3m^2 k^{[μ}∂^{ν]} ) f(x, k, s) , (15) where we defined Σ^{μν}_s := −(1/m)ϵ^{μναβ}k_αs_β. The (momentum-dependent) tensor polarization is given by

Θ^{μν} (k) = 1 2 √ 3 2 1 N(k) ∫ dΣ_λk^λ ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{αβ}s^αs^β f(x, k, s) , (16)

where the prefactor is defined in accordance with Ref. [81], N(k) := ∫ dΣ_λk^λK_{αβ}W^{αβ} and dΣ_λ denotes integration over a spacelike hypersurface, which, for example, can be taken to be the freeze-out hypersurface. As will be shown later, this quantity is related to the spin alignment measured in experiments [69–71]. A derivation of Eq. (16) is provided in Appendix A.

A. Moment expansion

In order to determine the dissipative corrections to the tensor polarization, we extend the formalism developed in Ref. [84] for spin-0 particles and in Ref. [64] for spin-1/2 particles to the case of spin 1. We split the distribution function f(x, k, s) into a local-equilibrium and a dissipative contribution,

f(x, k, s) = f_{eq}(x, k, s) + δf_{ks} (17)

with the local-equilibrium part [91]

f_{eq}(x, k, s) := exp ( −β_0E_k − ℏ 2m ϵ^{μναβ} Ω_{μν} k_αs_β ) , (18)

where E_k := k · u. Note again that Eq. (18) as well as all calculations in this paper are valid up to first order in ℏ. The Lagrange multipliers for the four-momentum and total angular momentum are given by β_0u^μ and Ω_{μν} , respectively, with β_0 being the inverse temperature, u^μ the fluid four-velocity and Ω_{μν} the spin potential. Since the tensor polarization is not related to any conserved quantity, it does not appear in the local-equilibrium distribution function. The deviation from local equilibrium δf_{ks} is first expanded in the spin variable s^μ, where it is at most bilinear, cf. Eq. (6). Thus we can write

δf_{ks} = f_{0k} ( ϕ_k − s_μζ^μ_k + s_αs_β K^{αβ}_{μν} ξ^{μν}_k ) , (19)

where f_{0k} := exp(−β_0E_k) is the zeroth-order equilibrium distribution function. Here we assumed ζ^μ_k and ξ^{μν}_k to be orthogonal to the four-momentum and (in the case of ξ^{μν}_k ) traceless, which can be done without loss of generality due to the symmetries of s^μ and K^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^β [64]. Then, it is possible to explicitly use these properties to eliminate the components of ζ^μ_k and ξ^{μν}_k that are parallel to the fluid four-velocity u^μ, obtaining

δf_{ks} = f_{0k} ( ϕ_k − s^ν Ξ_{νμ}ζ^μ_k + s_αs_β K^{αβ}_{μν} Ξ^{μν}_{ρσ} ξ^{ρσ}_k ) , (20)

where we defined the tensors

Ξ_{μν} := Δ_{μν} + k_{⟨μ⟩}k_{⟨ν⟩} E^2_k , Ξ_{μν,αβ} := 1 2 (Ξ_{μα}Ξ_{νβ} + Ξ_{μβ} Ξ_{να}) − 1 Ξ^2

Ξ_{μγ} Ξ^γ_ν Ξ_{δα}Ξ^δ_β (21)

with Ξ^2 := Ξ^{μν} Ξ_{μν} = 2 + m^4/E^4_k. Expanding ϕ_k, ζ^μ_k and ξ^{μν}_k terms of irreducible moments, we find

δf_{ks} = f_{0k} ∞∑ ℓ=0 k_{⟨μ1} · · · k_{μℓ⟩} ∑ n∈S^{(0)}_ℓ H^{(0,ℓ)}_{kn} ρ^{μ1 ···μℓ}_n

− s^ν Ξ_{νμ} ∑ n∈S^{(1)}_ℓ H^{(1,ℓ)}_{kn} τ^{⟨μ⟩,μ1 ···μℓ} n + s_αs_β K^{αβ}_{μν} Ξ^{μν}_{ρσ} ∑ n∈S^{(2)}_ℓ H^{(2,ℓ)}_{kn} ψ^{⟨ρσ⟩,μ1 ···μℓ} n . (22)

Here S^{(n)}_ℓ denotes the set of moments of tensor-rank ℓ in momentum and n in spin that are included in the theory, and the irreducible moments are given by ρ^{μ1···μℓ} r := ∫ dΓE^r_kk^{⟨μ1} · · · k^{μℓ⟩}δf_{ks} , (23a) τ^{μ,μ1 ···μℓ} r := ∫ dΓE^r_ks^μk^{⟨μ1} · · · k^{μℓ⟩}δf_{ks} , (23b) ψ^{μν,μ1 ···μℓ} r := ∫ dΓE^r_kK^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^βk^{⟨μ1} · · · k^{μℓ⟩}δf_{ks} . (23c)

Note that, as was the case in Ref. [64], due to the explicit removal of redundant degrees of freedom [cf. Eq. (20)] only moments orthogonal to the four-velocity in all indices enter the expansion (22). Furthermore, we introduced the polynomials

H^{(j,ℓ)}_{kn} :=

(2j + 1)!!

2^j j!

W^{(ℓ)} ℓ! ∑ m∈S^{(j)}_ℓ m∑ q=0 a^{(ℓ)}_{mn}a^{(ℓ)}_{mq} E^q_k , (24) where the coefficients a^{(ℓ)}mn are constructed via Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization, cf. Ref. [84]. The normalization reads W^{(ℓ)} := (−1)^ℓ/I_{2ℓ,ℓ}, where we defined the standard thermodynamic integrals

I_{nq} := 1 (2q + 1)!! ∫ dΓE^{n−2q}_k ( E^2_k − m^2 )_q f_{0k} . (25)

The rank-(2+ℓ) tensors in Eq. (23c) are new compared to the previously developed hydrodynamic framework for spin- 0 and spin-1/2 particles [64, 84] and correspond to dissipative degrees of freedom associated with tensor polarization, cf. Sec. IV. Inserting Eq. (17) into Eq. (8), the Boltzmann equation takes the form

δḟ_{ks} + ḟ_{0k} + E^{−1}_k k · ∇f_{0k} + E^{−1}_k k · ∇δf_{ks} = E^{−1}_k C[f] , (26)

which is the starting point for the derivation of the equations of motion for the irreducible moments. For the purpose of this paper the full set of coupled equations of motion is not needed and we will only focus on the tensor-polarization moments ψ^{μν,μ1 ···μℓ} r . Integrating Eq. (26) over ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^β, we obtain equations of motion of the form ψ̇^{⟨μν⟩,⟨μ}1^{···μ}ℓ^⟩ r − C^{⟨μν⟩,⟨μ1 ···μℓ⟩} r−1 = O(Re^{−1}∂)^{⟨μν⟩,μ1···μℓ} . (27) Here we used that ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{αβ}s^αs^β f_{eq}(x, k, s) = 0, which follows from Eq. (18). This implies that tensor polarization vanishes in equilibrium up to first order in ℏ. The contributions from the last term on the left-hand side of Eq. (26) to Eq. (27), denoted by O(Re^{−1}∂), correspond to quantities linear in gradients of dissipative quantities, i.e., of first order in the so-called inverse Reynolds numbers Re^{−1}. Note that the first term on the left-hand side of Eq. (27) is also of order O(Re^{−1}∂). Furthermore, we defined the generalized collision integrals C^{μν,⟨μ1 ···μℓ⟩} r := ∫ dΓE^r_kK^{μν}_{αβ}s^αs^β k^{⟨μ1} · · · k^{μℓ⟩}C[f] . (28)

The explicit form of the right-hand side of Eq. (27) is of no importance for the following discussion, since we will assume that the tensor-polarization moments are given by their Navier-Stokes values, which are determined by neglecting contributions of order O(Re^{−1}∂) in Eq. (27). This is justified since, in contrast to the components of the energymomentum tensor or spin tensor, the tensor-polarization moments are not part of the conserved quantities (15). Therefore, it is not necessary to treat them dynamically in second-order hydrodynamics, and it is reasonable to expect that the Navier-Stokes values will constitute the leading-order contribution, while possible second-order terms would lead to small corrections.

B. Truncation

Since we expect the conserved quantities (15) to dominate the evolution of the system on long time scales, it is reasonable to take the irreducible moments appearing there as the dynamical degrees of freedom of our theory. Decomposing the energy-momentum tensor with respect to the fluid velocity u^μ as

T^{μν} = ϵu^μu^ν − Δ^{μν} (P_0 + Π) + π^{μν} , (29)

where ϵ is the energy-density, P_0 is the isotropic pressure, Π is the bulk-viscous pressure, π^{μν} denotes the shear-stress tensor, and imposing the Landau frame condition T^{μν} u_ν = ϵu^μ as well as the matching condition u_μu_ν T^{μν} = u_μu_ν T^{μν}_{eq} , we identify the dynamical moments ρ_0 ≡ −(3/m^2)Π and ρ^{μν}_0 ≡ π^{μν} , while ρ_1 = ρ_2 = 0, ρ^μ_1 = 0 [84]. Therefore, we have S^{(0)}_0 = S^{(0)}_2 = {0} and S^{(0)}_1 = ∅^1, while S^{(n)}_ℓ = ∅ for n > 2. In principle, the transport coefficients in the equations of motion for ρ_0 and ρ^{μν}_0 are modified through the coupling to the tensor-polarization moments, known in the nonrelativistic case as the Senftleben effect [95]. However, it is expected that the modifications of both the conventional transport coefficients and the tensor polarization due to this effect are small [95]. Furthermore, although the components of the spin tensor should also be treated dynamically [64], we will not consider them in this work since they do not couple to the tensor-polarization moments.

The tensor polarization in Eq. (16), when integrated over momentum space, can be expressed in terms of the irreducible moments as

Θ̄^{μν} := ∫ dKN(k)Θ^{μν} (k) = 1 2 √ 3 2 ∫ dΣ_λ ( u^λψ^{μν}_1 + ψ^{μν,λ}_0 ) . (30)

In order to keep the degrees of freedom which enter the expression for the tensor polarization (30), we choose S^{(2)}_0 = {1} and S^{(2)}_1 = {0} in the moment expansion.

1 Due to the restriction to an uncharged fluid, we do not need to consider the moment ρ^μ_0 related to charge diffusion.

IV. TENSOR POLARIZATION FROM SHEAR STRESS

Using the truncation procedure outlined in the previous section, the Navier-Stokes limits of Eq. (27) for r ∈ S^{(2)}_ℓ simply become C^{⟨μν⟩}_0 = 0 , C^{⟨μν⟩,⟨λ⟩}_{−1} = 0 . (31) When expressing these collision terms through the irreducible moments, we note that, since in this work we only consider parity-conserving interactions, all integrals over W containing an odd number of spin vectors vanish [64]. This implies that there is no coupling between the moments τ^{μ,μ1 ···μℓ}_r and ψ^{μν,μ1 ···μℓ}_r . The second equation in (31) immediately implies ψ^{⟨μν⟩,λ}_0 = 0 since there are no tensor structures with the appropriate symmetries. On the other hand, the first equation in (31) yields ∑ n∈S^{(2)}_0

C^{(0)}_{1n} ψ^{⟨μν⟩}_n + ∑ n∈S^{(0)}_2

D^{(2)}_{1n} ρ^{μν}_n = 0 , (32)

where we linearized the collision term (9), plugged it into (28) and used the expansion for the distribution function (22). Furthermore, we introduced the collision integrals

C^{(0)}_{1n} := 1 5 ∫ [dK]f_{0k}f_{0k}′ Δ_{μν,αβ} ( M^{μν,αβ} (ks)(k_1 s_1 )H

(2,0) k_1 n + M μν,αβ (ks)(k_2 s_2 )H

(2,0) k_2 n − M μν,αβ (ks)(k^′ s^′ )H

(2,0) k^′ n − M μν,αβ (ks)(ks̄)H

(2,0) kn ) , (33a)

D^{(2)}_{1n} := 1 5 ∫ [dK]f_{0k}f_{0k}′ M^{μν}_{(ks)} ( H^{(0,2)}_{k1 n} k_{1,⟨μ}k_{1,ν⟩} + H^{(0,2)}_{k2n} k_{2,⟨μ}k_{2,ν⟩} − H^{(0,2)}_k′_n k^′_{⟨μ}k^′_{ν⟩} − H^{(0,2)}_{kn} k_{⟨μ}k_{ν⟩} ) , (33b)

with [dK] := dK_1dK_2dK^′dK and

M^{μν}_{(ks)} := 1 2 (2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) ∫ [dS] dS̄(k) WK^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^β , (34a) M^{μν,αβ} (k_is_i)(k_j s_j ) := 1 2 (2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)Ξ^{γδ,αβ}_j ∫ [dS] dS̄(k) WK^{μν}_{i,ρσ} s^ρ_i s^σ_i K^{ζη}_{j,γδ}s_{j,ζ} s_{j,η} . (34b) Here, we defined [dS] := dS_1(k_1)dS_2(k_2)dS^′(k^′)dS(k), and K^{μν}_{i,αβ} denotes the symmetric traceless projector onto the subspace orthogonal to k_i ∈ {k_1, k_2, k^′, k}. Similarly, Ξ^{αβ}_{j,γδ} is the tensor introduced in Eq. (21) with the momentum k replaced by k_i. A more detailed derivation of Eq. (32) is provided in Appendix B.

Employing the truncation introduced in Subsec. III B in Eq. (32) and using that ρ^{μν}_0 = π^{μν} yields

ψ^{⟨μν⟩}_1 = ξ β_0π^{μν} , (35)

where ξ := − 1 β_0

D^{(2)}_{10} C^{(0)}_{11}

(36)

denotes a coefficient that can only depend on the ratio of mass over temperature mβ_0. With details relegated to Appendix C, we plot the value of ξ in Fig. 1 for the case of a simple four-point interaction.

Equation (35) is one of the main results of this work, showing that the Navier-Stokes values of the moments related to the tensor polarization are determined from collisions. Furthermore, the value of the coefficient ξ is determined solely by local collisions, i.e., the nonlocality of the collision term (9) has no influence on the tensor polarization, provided that the interactions conserve parity. Note that, neglecting the moments of first order in spin, the deviation of the single-particle distribution function from local equilibrium reads at this point

δf_{ks} = f_{0k} ( − 3 m^2

H^{(0,0)}_{k0} Π + H^{(0,2)}_{k0} k_{⟨μ}k_{ν⟩}π^{μν} + ξβ_0H^{(2,0)}_{k1} s_αs_β K^{αβ}_{μν} Ξ^{μν}_{ρσ} π^{ρσ} ) . (37)

246810 0 0.01 0.02 mβ0 ξ

FIG. 1. The coefficient ξ for the case of a four-point interaction, Lint ∼ (V^† · V )^2.

V. SPIN ALIGNMENT IN HEAVY-ION COLLISIONS

We now connect these results to the spin alignment measured in experiments which, in turn, is related to the 00-element of the spin-density matrix ρ_{λλ}′ [71]. In analogy with Ref. [96], one obtains ρ_{λλ}′ (k) = ∫ dΣ_αk^αϵ^{(λ)μ}W_{μν} ϵ^{∗(λ′)ν} ∑_3 σ=1 ∫ dΣ_αk^αϵ^{(σ)μ}W_{μν} ϵ^{∗(σ)ν} . (38)

The derivation of Eq. (38) is provided in Appendix A. Since we are interested in a diagonal element of the spin-density matrix, with the corresponding polarization vector ϵ^{(0)μ} := (0, 0, 0, 1) being real, the antisymmetric part of the Wigner function does not contribute. One can verify with the aid of Eq. (16) that the 00-element of Eq. (38) is given by

ρ_{00}(k) = 1 3 − √ 2 3 ϵ^{(0)}_μ ϵ^{(0)}_ν Θ^{μν} (k) . (39)

Using Eqs. (37), we arrive at the final expression

ρ_{00}(k) = 1 3 − 4 15 ∫ dΣ_αk^αξ β_0f_{0k}H^{(2,0)}_{k1} ϵ^{(0)}_α ϵ^{(0)}_β K^{αβ}_{μν} Ξ^{μν}_{ρσ} π^{ρσ} ∫ dΣ_αk^αf_{0k} ( 1 − 3H^{(0,0)}_{k0} Π/m^2 + H^{(0,2)}_{k0} π^{μν} k_{⟨μ}k_{ν⟩}

) , (40)

where we used that there is no tensor polarization in local equilibrium which follows from Eq. (18). The polynomials H appearing in Eq. (40) read [84]

H^{(0,0)}_{k0} = 1 I_{00}

, H^{(0,2)}_{k0} = 1 2I_{42}

, H^{(2,0)}_{k1} = 15 8 I_{00}E_k − I_{10} I_{20}I_{00} − I^2_{10}

. (41)

Equation (40) is the main result of our work which shows how vector particles can become tensor polarized due to the presence of shear stress. Since this effect is independent of vorticity, one may choose a quantization axis different from the global angular-momentum direction [69–71], where the strength might be larger. It is important to note that the expression (40) depends on the details of the interaction between particles only through the coefficient ξ.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, starting from quantum kinetic theory and using the method of moments, we have shown that shear stress can induce tensor polarization in an uncharged fluid. This novel polarization mechanism is purely related to out-of-equilibrium properties of the system and it is independent of fluid rotation. Thus, one does not need to include nonlocal collisions [37] since such an effect is not determined by the conservation of total angular momentum. Our main result is a formula which can be used for quantitative predictions for vector-meson spin alignment in heavy-ion collisions using hydrodynamic simulations. The present work can be extended by relaxing the assumption of chargeneutrality of the fluid. In fact, particle diffusion will also contribute to the tensor polarization. Furthermore, the method of moments discussed here can be used to derive relativistic dissipative spin-1 hydrodynamics with dynamical spin degrees of freedom.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

When finalizing this work, we became aware of a related study [97]. The authors thank E. Grossi, U. Heinz, X.-G. Huang, E. Molnár, A. Palermo, D. H. Rischke, A. Sadofyev, and Y. Yin for enlightening discussions. The work of D.W. and N.W. is supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) through the Collaborative Research Center CRC-TR 211 “Strong-interaction matter under extreme conditions” – project number 315477589 - TRR 211. D.W. and N.W. acknowledge the support by the State of Hesse within the Research Cluster ELEMENTS (Project ID 500/10.006). D.W. acknowledges support by the Studienstiftung des deutschen Volkes (German Academic Scholarship Foundation) as well as the support through a grant of the Ministry of Research, Innovation and Digitization, CNCS - UEFISCDI, project number PN-III-P1-1.1-TE-2021- 1707, within PNCDI III. N.W. acknowledges the support by the German National Academy of Sciences Leopoldina through the Leopoldina fellowship program with funding code LPDS 2022-11.

Appendix A: Relations between the Wigner function and polarization observables

In this Appendix, we prove the relation of the spin-density matrix to the Wigner function, following the same steps as outlined in Ref. [96] for spin-1/2 particles. Furthermore, we prove the relation between tensor polarization and the Wigner function reported in the main text.

The spin-density matrix is defined as ρ_{λλ}′ (k) := ⟨â^†_λ(k)â_λ′ (k)⟩ ∑ σ⟨â^†_σ (k)â_σ (k)⟩ . (A1)

The goal is to relate the Wigner function W^{μν} (x, k) := − 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4ye^{−ik·y/ℏ} ⟨ : V^{†μ}(x + y/2)V^ν (x − y/2) : ⟩ (A2)

to the averages over creation and annihilation operators appearing in Eq. (A1). Expressing the fields in terms of creation and annihilation operators

V^μ(x) := √ ℏ ∑ σ ∫ d^3k (2πℏ)^32k^0 [ e^{− iℏ k·x}ϵ^{(σ)μ}(k)â_σ (k) + e^{iℏ k·x}ϵ^{∗(σ)μ}(k)b̂^†_σ(k) ] (A3)

and inserting them into the Wigner function, we obtain W^{μν} = W^{μν}_+ + W^{μν}_− + W^{μν}_S , where W^{μν}_± denote the particle and antiparticle contributions, respectively (i.e., their associated momenta are timelike with k^0 > 0 or k^0 < 0), while W^{μν}_S denotes the Wigner function whose momentum is spacelike. These three quantities read explicitly

W^{μν}_+ (x, k) = −2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ d^3p (2πℏ)^32p^0 ∫ d^3p^′ (2πℏ)^32p^{′0} ×δ^{(4)}[k − (p + p^′)/2]e^{i(p−p′)·x/ℏ}ϵ^{∗(σ)μ}(p)ϵ^{(σ′ )ν} (p^′)⟨â^†_σ (p)â_σ′ (p^′)⟩ , (A4a) W^{μν}_− (x, k) = −2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ d^3p (2πℏ)^32p^0 ∫ d^3p^′ (2πℏ)^32p^{′0} δ^{(4)}[k + (p + p^′)/2] ×e^{i(p−p′ )·x/ℏ}ϵ^{(σ)μ}(p)ϵ^{∗(σ′ )ν} (p^′)⟨b̂^†_σ (p^′)b̂^†_σ′ (p)⟩ , (A4b) W^{μν}_S (x, k) = −2 ∑ σ,σ^′ ∫ d^3p (2πℏ)^32p^0 ∫ d^3p^′ (2πℏ)^32p^{′0} δ^{(4)}[k − (p − p^′)/2] × [ e^{i(p+p′ )·x/ℏ}ϵ^{∗(σ)μ}(p)ϵ^{∗(σ′ )ν} (p^′)⟨â^†_σ (p)b̂^†_σ′ (p^′)⟩ +e^{−i(p+p′ )·x/ℏ}ϵ^{(σ)μ}(p^′)ϵ^{(σ′ )ν} (p)⟨â_σ (p^′)b̂_σ′ (p)⟩ ] , (A4c)

where we employed that ⟨: â_σ (p)â^†_σ′ (p^′) :⟩ = ⟨â^†_σ′ (p^′)â_σ(p)⟩ due to the bosonic nature of the particles. Using now that ∫ dΣ_αk^αW^{μν}_+ (x, k) ≡ k^0 ∫ d^3xW^{μν}_+ (x, k) = ∑ σ,σ^′ δ(k^2 − m^2)Θ(k^0)ϵ^{∗(σ)μ}(p)ϵ^{(σ′ )ν} (p^′)⟨â^†_σ (p)â_σ′ (p^′)⟩ (A5) as well as the completeness and orthogonality relations of the polarization vectors, ϵ^{∗(λ)μ}(k)ϵ^{(λ′ )}_μ (k) = −δ_{λλ}′ , ∑ λ ϵ^{∗(λ)μ}(k)ϵ^{(λ)ν} (k) = −K^{μν} , (A6)

we find the sought-after relation ⟨â^†_λ(k)â_λ′ (k)⟩ = ∫ dΣ_αk^αϵ^{(λ)}_μ (k)W^{μν}_+ (x, k)ϵ^{∗(λ′ )}_ν (k) , (A7)

which lets us express the spin-density matrix of the particles as ρ_{λλ}′ (k) = ∫ dΣ_αk^αϵ^{(λ)}_μ (k)W^{μν}_+ (x, k)ϵ^{∗(λ′ )}_ν (k) ∑ σ ∫ dΣ_αk^αϵ^{(σ)}_μ (k)W^{μν}_+ (x, k)ϵ^{∗(σ)}_ν (k)

. (A8)

Note that a similar relation holds also for the antiparticles.

In the next step we will relate the traceless symmetric components of the Wigner function to the tensor polarization, which is defined as [81]

Θ^{μν} (k) := 1 2 √ 3 2 Tr [( Ŝ^{(μ}Ŝ^{ν)} + 4 3 K^{μν} ) ρ̂(k) ] , (A9)

where ρ̂(k) is the spin-density operator restricted to the four-momentum k^μ, and

Ŝ^μ := − 1 2m ϵ^{μναβ}Ĵ_{να}P̂_β (A10) denotes the Pauli-Lubanski operator divided by the particle mass [39, 96]. Here, Ĵ^{μν} is the generator of Lorentz transformations, while P̂^μ generates space-time translations. From, e.g., Eq. (14) in Ref. [96] we know that we can represent the matrix elements of the operator Ŝ^μ as ⟨k, λ| Ŝ^μ |k, λ^′⟩ = − 1 2m ϵ^{μναβ} k_ν D^S ([k])^{−1}D^S (J_{αβ} )D^S ([k]) , (A11)

where D^S (J^{μν} ) and D^S ([k]) are the spin-S representation of the total angular-momentum operator and the standard Lorentz boost to the four-momentum k^μ, respectively. From this relation we can infer

Θ^{μν} (k) = 1 2 √ 3 2 { 1 2 ϵ^{μαβγ} ϵ^{νρσλ} k_αk_λ m^2 Tr [ D^S ([k])^{−1}D^S (J_{βγ} )D^S (J_{ρσ} )D^S ([k])ρ(k) ] + 4 3 K^{μν} } . (A12)

For massive spin-1 particles, we work in the (1/2,1/2) representation of the Lorentz group, where

D^S (J_{βγ} )^{μν} = i(g^μ_β g^ν_γ − g^μ_γ g^ν_β) , (D^S (J_{βγ} )D^S (J_{ρσ} ))^{μν} = g^μ_β g^ν_ρ g_{γσ} + g^μ_γ g^ν_σ g_{βρ} − g^μ_β g^ν_σg_{γρ} − g^μ_γ g^ν_ρ g_{βσ} . (A13)

In a basis where the polarization vectors in the particle rest frame [i.e., the frame where k^{⋆μ} = (m, 0, 0, 0)] coincide with the cartesian axes, ϵ^{(λ)μ}(k^⋆) = −g^{λμ}, we can express the standard Lorentz transformation as

D^S ([k])^{μλ} = ϵ^{(λ)μ}(k) . (A14)

Inserting this into Eq. (A12) and using the spin-density matrix (A8) as well as the completeness relation (A6), we find Θ^{μν} (k) = 1 2 √ 3 2 [ 2ϵ^{μαβγ} ϵ^{νρσλ} k_αk_λ m^2 g_{γσ}K_{βη}K_{ρζ} ∫ dΣ_ϵk^ϵW^{ηζ}_+ (x, k) ∫ dΣ_ϵk^ϵK_{ϕψ}W^{ϕψ}_+ (x, k) + 4 3 K^{μν} ]

= √ 3 2 [ (K^μ_α K^ν_β − K^{μν} K_{αβ} ) ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ W^{αβ}_+ (x, k) ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ K_{ρσ} W^{ρσ}_+ (x, k) + 2 3 K^{μν} ]

= √ 3 2 K^{μν}_{αβ} ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ W^{αβ}_+ (x, k) ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ K_{ρσ} W^{ρσ}_+ (x, k)

. (A15)

Translating this expression into integrals over spin space and abbreviating ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ K_{ρσ} W^{ρσ}_+ (x, k) = ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ ∫ dS(k)f(x, k, s) =: N(k) , (A16)

we have

Θ^{μν} (k) = 1 2 √ 3 2 1 N(k) ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{αβ}s^αs^βf(x, k, s) . (A17)

For completeness, we furthermore list the expression for the vector polarization of spin-1 particles, which is defined as S^μ(k) := Tr [ Ŝ^μρ̂(k) ] . (A18)

Inserting the representation of the total angular momentum operator (A13), we obtain

S^μ(k) = i 2 ϵ^{μναβ} k_ν m ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ W_{+,αβ} (x, k) ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ K_{ρσ}W^{ρσ}_+ (x, k)

, (A19)

which in extended phase space becomes

S^μ(k) = 1 N(k) ∫ dΣ_γ k^γ ∫ dS(k)s^μf(x, k, s) . (A20)

Appendix B: Derivation of Eq. (32)

Considering the definition of the irreducible moments of the collision integrals (28), Eq. (31) reads explicitly

0 = C^{⟨μν⟩}_0 = ∫ dΓ K^{⟨μν⟩}_{αβ} s^αs^β C = 1 2 ∫ [dΓ] dS̄(k)(2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W K^{⟨μν⟩}_{αβ} s^αs^β

× [f(x + Δ_1 − Δ, k_1, s_1)f(x + Δ_2 − Δ, k_2, s_2) − f(x + Δ^′ − Δ, k^′, s^′)f(x, k, s̄)] , (B1)

where we abbreviated [dΓ] := dΓ_1dΓ_2dΓ^′dΓ. Due to our assumption that the interaction conserves parity, all integrals over W weighted with an odd number of spin vectors vanish [64], i.e., ∫ [dS] dS̄(k)W s^μ_i = 0 , (B2a) ∫ [dS] dS̄(k)W K^{μν}_{i,αβ} s^α_i s^β_i s^λ_j = 0 . (B2b)

From these identities we see that only the components of the distribution functions which are proportional to either zero or two spin vectors contribute to Eq. (B1). The nonlocal shifts Δ_1, Δ_2, Δ^′ and Δ however are linear in the spin vector s^μ [94], which follows from Eqs. (12) by considering the symmetries of M together with the assumption that spin effects are at least of order O(ℏ). This implies that neither the nonlocal part of the collision term nor the spin-dependent part of the local-equilibrium distribution function (18) give a nonvanishing contribution to Eq. (B1). Linearizing the collision term in the deviations from equilibrium, inserting the moment expansion (22), and using the conservation of linear momentum, Eq. (B1) becomes 0 = 1 2 ∫ [dΓ] dS̄(k)(2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W K^{⟨μν⟩}_{αβ} s^αs^βf_{0k}f_{0k}′ × ∞∑ ℓ=0 [ ∑ n∈S^{(0)}_ℓ ( H^{(0,ℓ)}_{k1n} k_{⟨1,μ1} · · · k_{1,μℓ⟩} + H^{(0,ℓ)}_{k1n} k_{⟨2,μ1} · · · k_{2,μℓ⟩} − H^{(0,ℓ)}_k′_n k^′_{⟨μ1} · · · k^′_{μℓ⟩} − H^{(0,ℓ)}_{kn} k_{⟨μ1} · · · k_{μℓ⟩} ) ρ^{μ1···μℓ} n + ∑ n∈S^{(2)}_ℓ ( s_{1,γ} s_{1,δ}K^{γδ}_{1,ζη}Ξ^{ζη}_{1,ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_{k1n} k_{⟨1,μ1} · · · k_{1,μℓ⟩} + s_{2,γ} s_{2,δ}K^{γδ}_{2,ζη}Ξ^{ζη}_{2,ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_{k2n} k_{⟨2,μ1} · · · k_{2,μℓ⟩}

− s^′_γ s^′_δ K^{′γδ}_{ζη} Ξ^{′ζη}_{ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_k′_n k^′_{⟨μ1} · · · k^′_{μℓ ⟩} − s̄_γs̄_δK^{γδ}_{ζη} Ξ^{ζη}_{ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_{kn} k_{⟨μ1} · · · k_{μℓ⟩} ) ψ^{⟨ρσ⟩,μ1 ···μℓ} n ]

≡ ∞∑ ℓ=0 ∑ n∈S^{(0)}_ℓ ( D^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )_{μν} μ_1 ···μ_ℓ ρ^{μ1 ···μℓ} n + ∑ n∈S^{(2)}_ℓ ( C^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )_{μν} ρσ,μ_1 ···μ_ℓ ψ^{⟨ρσ⟩,⟨μ1 ···μℓ⟩} n . (B3)

Here we defined ( D^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )_{μν} μ_1 ···μ_ℓ := 1 2 ∫ [dΓ] dS̄(k)(2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W K^{⟨μν⟩}_{αβ} s^αs^βf_{0k}f_{0k}′ × ( H^{(0,ℓ)}_{k1n} k_{⟨1,μ1} · · · k_{1,μℓ⟩} + H^{(0,ℓ)}_{k1n} k_{⟨2,μ1} · · · k_{2,μℓ⟩} − H^{(0,ℓ)}_k′_n k^′_{⟨μ1} · · · k^′_{μℓ ⟩} − H^{(0,ℓ)}_{kn} k_{⟨μ1} · · · k_{μℓ⟩} ) , (B4a) ( C^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )_{μν} ρσ,μ_1 ···μ_ℓ := 1 2 ∫ [dΓ] dS̄(k)(2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W K^{⟨μν⟩}_{αβ} s^αs^βf_{0k}f_{0k}′ × ( s_{1,γ} s_{1,δ}K^{γδ}_{1,ζη}Ξ^{ζη}_{1,ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_{k1n} k_{⟨1,μ1} · · · k_{1,μℓ⟩} + s_{2,γ} s_{2,δ}K^{γδ}_{2,ζη}Ξ^{ζη}_{2,ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_{k2n} k_{⟨2,μ1} · · · k_{2,μℓ⟩} − s^′_γ s^′_δK^{′γδ}_{ζη} Ξ^{′ζη}_{ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_k′_n k^′_{⟨μ1} · · · k^′_{μℓ ⟩} − s̄_γs̄_δK^{γδ}_{ζη} Ξ^{ζη}_{ρσ} H^{(2,ℓ)}_{kn} k_{⟨μ1} · · · k_{μℓ⟩} ) . (B4b)

Taking into account that in our truncation S^{(2)}_ℓ = ∅ for ℓ ≥ 2, it follows from that the tensors defined above must take the following form, ( D^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )_{μν} μ_1 ···μ_ℓ ≡ D^{(2)}_{1n} Δ^{μν}_{μ1 μ2} δ_{ℓ2} , ( C^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )_{μν} ρσμ_1 ···μ_ℓ ≡ C^{(0)}_{1n} Δ^{μν}_{ρσ} δ_{ℓ0} , (B5)

where we introduced the scalar coefficients

D^{(2)}_{1n} := 1 5 Δ^{μ1 μ2}_{μν} ( D^{(2)}_{1n} )_{μν} μ_1 μ_2

, C^{(0)}_{1n} := 1 5 Δ^{ρσ}_{μν} ( C^{(0)}_{1n} )_{μν} ρσ . (B6)

The form of the coefficients in Eq. (B5) follows from the fact that the tensors (D^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )^{μν}_{μ1 ···μℓ} and (C^{(ℓ)}_{1n} )^{μν}_{ρσ,μ1 ···μℓ} have to be orthogonal to u^μ, symmetric and traceless in the indices (μν), (μ_1 · · · μ_ℓ), and (in the latter case) (ρσ). The only tensor structures made from g^{μν} and u^μ that fulfill these requirements are given by the irreducible projectors of second rank as shown in Eq. (B5). Inserting Eqs. (B5) and (B6) into Eq. (B3), we arrive at Eq. (32) in the main text.

Appendix C: Calculations for a four-point interaction

Considering a simple four-point interaction characterized by a dimensionless coupling strength G,

L_{int} := ℏG(V^† · V )^2 , (C1)

we compute the transfer-matrix elements at leading order [85, 94]

⟨k, k^′; λ, λ^′| t̂ |k_1, k_2; λ_1, λ_2⟩ = 1 ℏ ⟨k, k^′; λ, λ^′| : L_{int}(0) : |k_1, k_2; λ_1, λ_2⟩

= 2ℏ^2G { [ ϵ^{∗(λ′)}_α (k^′)ϵ^{(λ1 )α}(k_1) ] [ ϵ^{∗(λ)}_β (k)ϵ^{(λ2 )β} (k_2) ]

+ [ ϵ^{∗(λ′)}_α (k^′)ϵ^{(λ2)α}(k_2) ] [ ϵ^{∗(λ)}_β (k)ϵ^{(λ1 )β} (k_1) ] } , (C2) where we used the free-field representation of the vector fields

V^μ(0) = √ ℏ ∑ σ^′ ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} â(k^′, σ^′)ϵ^{(σ′ )μ}(k^′) . (C3)

Recalling the relationship (13) between the vertices M and the transfer-matrix elements, we find M^{μναβ} = 2ℏ^2G ( g^{μα}g^{νβ} + g^{μβ} g^{να} ) . (C4)

Using the identities ∫ dS(k)h^{μν} (k, s) = K^{μν} , (C5a) ∫ dS(k)H^{μν} (k, s) = K^{μν} , (C5b) ∫ dS(k)K^{ρσ}_{αβ}s_ρs_σh^{μν} (k, s) = 8 5 K^{μν}_{αβ} , (C5c) ∫ dS(k)K^{ρσ}_{αβ}s_ρs_σH^{μν} (k, s) = K^{μν}_{αβ} , (C5d)

we are able to perform the integrals over spin space in Eqs. (34), obtaining ∫ [dS]dS̄(k)WK^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^β =

(2πℏ)^3 16 M^{γ1γ2 δ1δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1η2} K_{1,γ1η1} K_{2,γ2η2} K^′_{ζ2δ2} K^{μν}_{ζ1δ1} , (C6a) ∫ [dS]dS̄(k)WK^{μν}_{ρσ} s^ρs^σ K^{γδ}_{1,ζη}s^ζ_1s^η_1 = 8 5 (2πℏ)^3 16 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} K^{γδ}_{1,γ1η1} K_{2,γ2η2} K^′_{ζ2δ2} K^{μν}_{ζ1δ1} , (C6b) ∫ [dS]dS̄(k)WK^{μν}_{ρσ} s^ρs^σ K^{γδ}_{2,ζη}s^ζ_2s^η_2 = 8 5 (2πℏ)^3 16 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} K_{1,γ1η1} K^{γδ}_{2,γ2η2} K^′_{ζ2δ2} K^{μν}_{ζ1δ1} , (C6c) ∫ [dS]dS̄(k)WK^{μν}_{ρσ} s^ρs^σ K^{′γδ}_{ζη} s^{′ζ} s^{′η} = 8 5 (2πℏ)^3 16 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} K_{1,γ1η1} K_{2,γ2η2} K^{′γδ}_{ζ2δ2} K^{μν}_{ζ1δ1} , (C6d) ∫ [dS]dS̄(k)WK^{μν}_{ρσ} s^ρs^σK^{γδ}_{ζη} s̄^ζs̄^η = 8 5 (2πℏ)^3 16 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} K_{1,γ1η1} K_{2,γ2η2} K^′_{ζ2δ2} K^{μν}_{ζ1ρ}g^{ρσ} K^{γδ}_{σδ1} . (C6e)

Inserting the vertices given in Eq. (C4) into Eqs. (C6), we perform the remaining momentum integrals (33) via slightly modifying a method outlined in Chapter XIII of Ref. [85], which we now briefly outline.

The basic idea consists in separating the integrals in Eqs. (33) into a sum of elementary collision integrals J^{(a,b,d,e,f )} := ∫ [dK]e^{−βPT ·u}(P^2_T )^a(P_T · u)^b(Q · u)^d(Q^′ · u)^e(−Q · Q^′)^f δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) , (C7)

where the momenta k, k^′, k_1, and k_2 can be expressed in terms of the total momentum P_T and the relative momenta Q, Q^′ via

k^μ = 1 2 (P^μ_T + Q^μ) , (C8a) k^{′μ} = 1 2 (P^μ_T − Q^μ) , (C8b)

k^μ_1 = 1 2 (P^μ_T + Q^{′μ}) , (C8c)

k^μ_2 = 1 2 (P^μ_T − Q^{′μ}) . (C8d)

Next we follow the steps in Ref. [85] and make use of the integral ∫_∞ z dy ( y^2 − z^2 )_{b−1/2} y^ae^{−y} = z^{a+2b} b∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( b j ) Ki_{2j−2b−a}(z) , (C9) where Ki_r(z) denotes the Bickley-Naylor function of order r [98]. The result for the basic integral (C7) then reads

J^{(a,b,d,e,f )} = β^{−4−2a−b−d−e−2f} 16π^3 (2πℏ)^{12} min(d,e) ∑ g=0 K(d, e, g)σ^{(f,g)} d+e 2 +1 ∑ h=0 (_{d+e} 2 + 1 h ) (−1)^h

× ∫_∞ 2z dv [ v^2 − (2z)^2 ]_{(d+e)/2+f +1} v^{2(a−1)+b+3}Ki_{−b−d−e−2+2h}(v) , (C10)

where we introduced the following factors,

K(d, e, g) := d!e! (d − g)!!(d + g + 1)!!(e − g)!!(e + g + 1)!!

, if (d − g), (e − g) even ,

0 , otherwise ,

(C11a)

σ^{(f,g)} :=

(2g + 1) f! 2^g (f + g + 1)! (_{f +g} 2 ) ! (_{f −g} 2 ) ! , if (f − g) even ,

0 , otherwise .

(C11b)

The remaining task then consists in expanding the integrals (33) as sums of the basic integrals (C10). Note that the tensors Ξ^{μν} , Ξ^{μν}_{αβ} do not allow for a straightforward expression in terms of polynomials of P_T , Q and Q^′. This is the case because of the factors of energy appearing in the denominator, leading to

Ξ^{μν} = Δ^{μν} + (P^{⟨μ⟩}_T + Q^{⟨μ⟩})(P^{⟨ν⟩}_T + Q^{⟨ν⟩}) (P_T · u + Q · u)^2

, (C12)

and similarly for Ξ^{μν}_{αβ} . In order to bring these terms into the form required by Eq. (C7) as well, we expand them around the nonrelativistic limit (formally equivalent to taking the limit k^μ ≃ (m, 0)^μ), leading to

Ξ^{μν} ≃ Δ^{μν} , Ξ^{μν}_{αβ} ≃ Δ^{μν}_{αβ} . (C13)

The plot 1 is generated with this leading-order approximation, which our tests suggest is reasonable for the covered values of z, with accuracy increasing towards larger values of z.

[1] F. Becattini and M. A. Lisa, Polarization and Vorticity in the Quark–Gluon Plasma, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 70, 395 (2020), arXiv:2003.03640 [nucl-ex].

[2] F. Becattini, Spin and polarization: a new direction in relativistic heavy ion physics, (2022), arXiv:2204.01144 [nucl-th]. [3] L. Adamczyk et al. (STAR), Global Λ hyperon polarization in nuclear collisions: evidence for the most vortical fluid, Nature 548, 62 (2017), arXiv:1701.06657 [nucl-ex].

[4] J. Adam et al. (STAR), Global polarization of Λ hyperons in Au+Au collisions at √s_{N N} = 200 GeV, Phys. Rev. C98, 014910 (2018), arXiv:1805.04400 [nucl-ex].

[5] Z.-T. Liang and X.-N. Wang, Globally polarized quark-gluon plasma in non-central A+A collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 102301 (2005), [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.96,039901(2006)], arXiv:nucl-th/0410079 [nucl-th].

[6] S. A. Voloshin, Polarized secondary particles in unpolarized high energy hadron-hadron collisions?, (2004), arXiv:nucl-th/0410089.

[7] B. Betz, M. Gyulassy, and G. Torrieri, Polarization probes of vorticity in heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 76, 044901 (2007), arXiv:0708.0035 [nucl-th].

[8] F. Becattini, F. Piccinini, and J. Rizzo, Angular momentum conservation in heavy ion collisions at very high energy, Phys. Rev. C77, 024906 (2008), arXiv:0711.1253 [nucl-th].

[9] S. J. Barnett, Gyromagnetic and electron-inertia effects, Rev. Mod. Phys. 7, 129 (1935).

[10] F. Becattini, L. Csernai, and D. J. Wang, Λ polarization in peripheral heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C88, 034905 (2013), [Erratum: Phys. Rev.C93,no.6,069901(2016)], arXiv:1304.4427 [nucl-th].

[11] F. Becattini, V. Chandra, L. Del Zanna, and E. Grossi, Relativistic distribution function for particles with spin at local thermodynamical equilibrium, Annals Phys. 338, 32 (2013), arXiv:1303.3431 [nucl-th].

[12] F. Becattini, G. Inghirami, V. Rolando, A. Beraudo, L. Del Zanna, A. De Pace, M. Nardi, G. Pagliara, and V. Chandra, A study of vorticity formation in high energy nuclear collisions, Eur. Phys. J. C75, 406 (2015), [Erratum: Eur. Phys. J.C78,no.5,354(2018)], arXiv:1501.04468 [nucl-th].

[13] F. Becattini, I. Karpenko, M. Lisa, I. Upsal, and S. Voloshin, Global hyperon polarization at local thermodynamic equilibrium with vorticity, magnetic field and feed-down, Phys. Rev. C95, 054902 (2017), arXiv:1610.02506 [nucl-th].

[14] I. Karpenko and F. Becattini, Study of Λ polarization in relativistic nuclear collisions at √ sNN = 7.7 –200 GeV, Eur. Phys. J. C77, 213 (2017), arXiv:1610.04717 [nucl-th].

[15] L.-G. Pang, H. Petersen, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Vortical Fluid and Λ Spin Correlations in High-Energy Heavy-Ion Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 192301 (2016), arXiv:1605.04024 [hep-ph].

[16] Y. Xie, D. Wang, and L. P. Csernai, Global Λ polarization in high energy collisions, Phys. Rev. C95, 031901 (2017), arXiv:1703.03770 [nucl-th].

[17] F. Becattini and I. Karpenko, Collective Longitudinal Polarization in Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collisions at Very High Energy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 012302 (2018), arXiv:1707.07984 [nucl-th].

[18] W. Florkowski, A. Kumar, R. Ryblewski, and R. Singh, Spin polarization evolution in a boost invariant hydrodynamical background, Phys. Rev. C99, 044910 (2019), arXiv:1901.09655 [hep-ph].

[19] W. Florkowski, A. Kumar, R. Ryblewski, and A. Mazeliauskas, Longitudinal spin polarization in a thermal model, Phys. Rev. C100, 054907 (2019), arXiv:1904.00002 [nucl-th].

[20] J.-j. Zhang, R.-h. Fang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, A microscopic description for polarization in particle scatterings, Phys. Rev. C100, 064904 (2019), arXiv:1904.09152 [nucl-th].

[21] F. Becattini, G. Cao, and E. Speranza, Polarization transfer in hyperon decays and its effect in relativistic nuclear collisions, Eur. Phys. J. C79, 741 (2019), arXiv:1905.03123 [nucl-th].

[22] X.-L. Xia, H. Li, X.-G. Huang, and H. Z. Huang, Feed-down effect on Λ spin polarization, Phys. Rev. C100, 014913 (2019), arXiv:1905.03120 [nucl-th].

[23] H.-Z. Wu, L.-G. Pang, X.-G. Huang, and Q. Wang, Local spin polarization in high energy heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. Research. 1, 033058 (2019), arXiv:1906.09385 [nucl-th].

[24] Y. Sun and C. M. Ko, Azimuthal angle dependence of the longitudinal spin polarization in relativistic heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C99, 011903 (2019), arXiv:1810.10359 [nucl-th].

[25] S. Y. F. Liu, Y. Sun, and C. M. Ko, Spin Polarizations in a Covariant Angular-Momentum-Conserved Chiral Transport Model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 062301 (2020), arXiv:1910.06774 [nucl-th].

[26] W. Florkowski, R. Ryblewski, R. Singh, and G. Sophys, Spin polarization dynamics in the non-boost-invariant background, Phys. Rev. D 105, 054007 (2022), arXiv:2112.01856 [hep-ph].

[27] S. Y. F. Liu and Y. Yin, Spin polarization induced by the hydrodynamic gradients, JHEP 07, 188, arXiv:2103.09200 [hep-ph].

[28] B. Fu, S. Y. F. Liu, L. Pang, H. Song, and Y. Yin, Shear-Induced Spin Polarization in Heavy-Ion Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 142301 (2021), arXiv:2103.10403 [hep-ph].

[29] F. Becattini, M. Buzzegoli, and A. Palermo, Spin-thermal shear coupling in a relativistic fluid, Phys. Lett. B 820, 136519 (2021), arXiv:2103.10917 [nucl-th].

[30] F. Becattini, M. Buzzegoli, G. Inghirami, I. Karpenko, and A. Palermo, Local Polarization and Isothermal Local Equilibrium in Relativistic Heavy Ion Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 272302 (2021), arXiv:2103.14621 [nucl-th].

[31] W. Florkowski, B. Friman, A. Jaiswal, and E. Speranza, Relativistic fluid dynamics with spin, Phys. Rev. C97, 041901 (2018), arXiv:1705.00587 [nucl-th].

[32] W. Florkowski, B. Friman, A. Jaiswal, R. Ryblewski, and E. Speranza, Spin-dependent distribution functions for relativistic hydrodynamics of spin-1/2 particles, Phys. Rev. D97, 116017 (2018), arXiv:1712.07676 [nucl-th].

[33] W. Florkowski, E. Speranza, and F. Becattini, Perfect-fluid hydrodynamics with constant acceleration along the stream lines and spin polarization, Acta Phys. Polon. B49, 1409 (2018), arXiv:1803.11098 [nucl-th].

[34] W. Florkowski, R. Ryblewski, and A. Kumar, Relativistic hydrodynamics for spin-polarized fluids, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 108, 103709 (2019), arXiv:1811.04409 [nucl-th].

[35] N. Weickgenannt, X.-L. Sheng, E. Speranza, Q. Wang, and D. H. Rischke, Kinetic theory for massive spin-1/2 particles from the Wigner-function formalism, Phys. Rev. D100, 056018 (2019), arXiv:1902.06513 [hep-ph].

[36] S. Bhadury, W. Florkowski, A. Jaiswal, A. Kumar, and R. Ryblewski, Relativistic dissipative spin dynamics in the relaxation time approximation, Phys. Lett. B 814, 136096 (2021), arXiv:2002.03937 [hep-ph].

[37] N. Weickgenannt, E. Speranza, X.-l. Sheng, Q. Wang, and D. H. Rischke, Generating Spin Polarization from Vorticity through Nonlocal Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 052301 (2021), arXiv:2005.01506 [hep-ph].

[38] S. Shi, C. Gale, and S. Jeon, From chiral kinetic theory to relativistic viscous spin hydrodynamics, Phys. Rev. C 103, 044906 (2021), arXiv:2008.08618 [nucl-th].

[39] E. Speranza and N. Weickgenannt, Spin tensor and pseudo-gauges: from nuclear collisions to gravitational physics, Eur. Phys. J. A 57, 155 (2021), arXiv:2007.00138 [nucl-th].

[40] S. Bhadury, W. Florkowski, A. Jaiswal, A. Kumar, and R. Ryblewski, Dissipative Spin Dynamics in Relativistic Matter, Phys. Rev. D 103, 014030 (2021), arXiv:2008.10976 [nucl-th].

[41] R. Singh, G. Sophys, and R. Ryblewski, Spin polarization dynamics in the Gubser-expanding background, Phys. Rev. D 103, 074024 (2021), arXiv:2011.14907 [hep-ph].

[42] S. Bhadury, J. Bhatt, A. Jaiswal, and A. Kumar, New developments in relativistic fluid dynamics with spin, Eur. Phys. J. ST 230, 655 (2021), arXiv:2101.11964 [hep-ph].

[43] H.-H. Peng, J.-J. Zhang, X.-L. Sheng, and Q. Wang, Ideal Spin Hydrodynamics from the Wigner Function Approach, Chin. Phys. Lett. 38, 116701 (2021), arXiv:2107.00448 [hep-th].

[44] X.-L. Sheng, N. Weickgenannt, E. Speranza, D. H. Rischke, and Q. Wang, From Kadanoff-Baym to Boltzmann equations for massive spin-1/2 fermions, Phys. Rev. D 104, 016029 (2021), arXiv:2103.10636 [nucl-th].

[45] X.-L. Sheng, Q. Wang, and D. H. Rischke, Lorentz-covariant kinetic theory for massive spin-1/2 particles, (2022), arXiv:2202.10160 [nucl-th].

[46] J. Hu, Relativistic first-order spin hydrodynamics via the Chapman-Enskog expansion, (2021), arXiv:2111.03571 [hep-ph]. [47] J. Hu, The linear mode analysis from spin transport equation, (2022), arXiv:2202.07373 [hep-ph]. [48] R. Singh, M. Shokri, and S. M. A. T. Mehr, Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics with spin, (2022), arXiv:2202.11504 [hep-ph].

[49] D. Montenegro, L. Tinti, and G. Torrieri, Ideal relativistic fluid limit for a medium with polarization, Phys. Rev. D 96, 056012 (2017), [Addendum: Phys.Rev.D 96, 079901 (2017)], arXiv:1701.08263 [hep-th].

[50] D. Montenegro and G. Torrieri, Causality and dissipation in relativistic polarizable fluids, Phys. Rev. D 100, 056011 (2019), arXiv:1807.02796 [hep-th].

[51] D. Montenegro and G. Torrieri, Linear response theory and effective action of relativistic hydrodynamics with spin, Phys. Rev. D 102, 036007 (2020), arXiv:2004.10195 [hep-th].

[52] A. D. Gallegos, U. Gürsoy, and A. Yarom, Hydrodynamics of spin currents, SciPost Phys. 11, 041 (2021), arXiv:2101.04759 [hep-th].

[53] K. Hattori, M. Hongo, X.-G. Huang, M. Matsuo, and H. Taya, Fate of spin polarization in a relativistic fluid: An entropycurrent analysis, Phys. Lett. B795, 100 (2019), arXiv:1901.06615 [hep-th].

[54] K. Fukushima and S. Pu, Spin hydrodynamics and symmetric energy-momentum tensors – A current induced by the spin vorticity –, Phys. Lett. B 817, 136346 (2021), arXiv:2010.01608 [hep-th].

[55] S. Li, M. A. Stephanov, and H.-U. Yee, Nondissipative Second-Order Transport, Spin, and Pseudogauge Transformations in Hydrodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 082302 (2021), arXiv:2011.12318 [hep-th].

[56] D. She, A. Huang, D. Hou, and J. Liao, Relativistic Viscous Hydrodynamics with Angular Momentum, (2021), arXiv:2105.04060 [nucl-th].

[57] D.-L. Wang, S. Fang, and S. Pu, Analytic solutions of relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics with Bjorken expansion, Phys. Rev. D 104, 114043 (2021), arXiv:2107.11726 [nucl-th].

[58] D.-L. Wang, X.-Q. Xie, S. Fang, and S. Pu, Analytic solutions of relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics with radial expansion in Gubser flow, (2021), arXiv:2112.15535 [hep-ph].

[59] A. Daher, A. Das, W. Florkowski, and R. Ryblewski, Equivalence of canonical and phenomenological formulations of spin hydrodynamics, (2022), arXiv:2202.12609 [nucl-th].

[60] A. D. Gallegos and U. Gürsoy, Holographic spin liquids and Lovelock Chern-Simons gravity, JHEP 11, 151, arXiv:2004.05148 [hep-th].

[61] M. Garbiso and M. Kaminski, Hydrodynamics of simply spinning black holes & hydrodynamics for spinning quantum fluids, JHEP 12, 112, arXiv:2007.04345 [hep-th].

[62] C. Cartwright, M. G. Amano, M. Kaminski, J. Noronha, and E. Speranza, Convergence of hydrodynamics in rapidly spinning strongly coupled plasma, (2021), arXiv:2112.10781 [hep-th].

[63] M. Hongo, X.-G. Huang, M. Kaminski, M. Stephanov, and H.-U. Yee, Relativistic spin hydrodynamics with torsion and linear response theory for spin relaxation, JHEP 11, 150, arXiv:2107.14231 [hep-th].

[64] N. Weickgenannt, D. Wagner, E. Speranza, and D. H. Rischke, Relativistic second-order dissipative spin hydrodynamics from the method of moments, Phys. Rev. D 106, 096014 (2022), arXiv:2203.04766 [nucl-th].

[65] N. Weickgenannt, D. Wagner, and E. Speranza, Pseudogauges and relativistic spin hydrodynamics for interacting Dirac and Proca fields, Phys. Rev. D 105, 116026 (2022), arXiv:2204.01797 [nucl-th].

[66] A. D. Gallegos, U. Gursoy, and A. Yarom, Hydrodynamics, spin currents and torsion, (2022), arXiv:2203.05044 [hep-th]. [67] S. Bhadury, W. Florkowski, A. Jaiswal, A. Kumar, and R. Ryblewski, Relativistic spin-magnetohydrodynamics, (2022), arXiv:2204.01357 [nucl-th].

[68] Z. Cao, K. Hattori, M. Hongo, X.-G. Huang, and H. Taya, Gyrohydrodynamics: Relativistic spinful fluid with strong vorticity, (2022), arXiv:2205.08051 [hep-th].

[69] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE), Evidence of Spin-Orbital Angular Momentum Interactions in Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 012301 (2020), arXiv:1910.14408 [nucl-ex].

[70] B. Mohanty, S. Kundu, S. Singha, and R. Singh, Spin alignment measurement of vector mesons produced in high energy collisions, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 36, 2130026 (2021), arXiv:2112.04816 [nucl-ex].

[71] M. Abdallah et al. (STAR), Observation of Global Spin Alignment of ϕ and K^{∗0} Vector Mesons in Nuclear Collisions, (2022), arXiv:2204.02302 [hep-ph].

[72] Z.-T. Liang and X.-N. Wang, Spin alignment of vector mesons in non-central A+A collisions, Phys. Lett. B 629, 20 (2005), arXiv:nucl-th/0411101.

[73] Y.-G. Yang, R.-H. Fang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Quark coalescence model for polarized vector mesons and baryons, Phys. Rev. C 97, 034917 (2018), arXiv:1711.06008 [nucl-th].

[74] X.-L. Sheng, L. Oliva, and Q. Wang, What can we learn from the global spin alignment of ϕ mesons in heavy-ion collisions?, Phys. Rev. D 101, 096005 (2020), arXiv:1910.13684 [nucl-th].

[75] X.-L. Sheng, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Improved quark coalescence model for spin alignment and polarization of hadrons, Phys. Rev. D 102, 056013 (2020), arXiv:2007.05106 [nucl-th].

[76] X.-L. Xia, H. Li, X.-G. Huang, and H. Zhong Huang, Local spin alignment of vector mesons in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Lett. B 817, 136325 (2021), arXiv:2010.01474 [nucl-th].

[77] K. J. Gonçalves and G. Torrieri, Spin alignment of vector mesons as a probe of spin hydrodynamics and freeze-out, Phys. Rev. C 105, 034913 (2022), arXiv:2104.12941 [nucl-th].

[78] B. Müller and D.-L. Yang, Anomalous spin polarization from turbulent color fields, Phys. Rev. D 105, L011901 (2022), arXiv:2110.15630 [nucl-th].

[79] X.-L. Sheng, L. Oliva, Z.-T. Liang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Spin alignment of vector mesons in heavy-ion collisions, (2022), arXiv:2205.15689 [nucl-th].

[80] X.-L. Sheng, L. Oliva, Z.-T. Liang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Relativistic spin dynamics for vector mesons, (2022), arXiv:2206.05868 [hep-ph].

[81] E. Leader, Spin in Particle Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2001).

[82] G. Baym, T. Hatsuda, and M. Strickland, Virtual photon polarization in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 95, 044907 (2017), arXiv:1702.05906 [nucl-th].

[83] E. Speranza, A. Jaiswal, and B. Friman, Virtual photon polarization and dilepton anisotropy in relativistic nucleus–nucleus collisions, Phys. Lett. B 782, 395 (2018), arXiv:1802.02479 [hep-ph].

[84] G. S. Denicol, H. Niemi, E. Molnar, and D. Rischke, Derivation of transient relativistic fluid dynamics from the Boltzmann equation, Phys. Rev. D 85, 114047 (2012), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 91, 039902 (2015)], arXiv:1202.4551 [nucl-th].

[85] S. R. De Groot, W. A. Van Leeuwen, and C. G. Van Weert, Relativistic Kinetic Theory. Principles and Applications (North-Holland, 1980).

[86] D. Vasak, M. Gyulassy, and H. T. Elze, Quantum Transport Theory for Abelian Plasmas, Annals Phys. 173, 462 (1987). [87] H. T. Elze, M. Gyulassy, and D. Vasak, Transport Equations for the QCD Gluon Wigner Operator, Phys. Lett. B 177, 402 (1986).

[88] H.-T. Elze and U. W. Heinz, Quark - Gluon Transport Theory, Phys. Rept. 183, 81 (1989). [89] X.-G. Huang, P. Mitkin, A. V. Sadofyev, and E. Speranza, Zilch Vortical Effect, Berry Phase, and Kinetic Theory, JHEP 10, 117, arXiv:2006.03591 [hep-th].

[90] K. Hattori, Y. Hidaka, N. Yamamoto, and D.-L. Yang, Wigner functions and quantum kinetic theory of polarized photons, JHEP 02, 001, arXiv:2010.13368 [hep-ph].

[91] N. Weickgenannt, E. Speranza, X.-l. Sheng, Q. Wang, and D. H. Rischke, Derivation of the nonlocal collision term in the relativistic Boltzmann equation for massive spin-1/2 particles from quantum field theory, Phys. Rev. D 104, 016022 (2021), arXiv:2103.04896 [nucl-th].

[92] D. Wagner, N. Weickgenannt, and E. Speranza, (to appear), (2023).

[93] S. Weinberg, The Quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations (Cambridge University Press, 2005). [94] D. Wagner, N. Weickgenannt, and D. H. Rischke, Lorentz-covariant nonlocal collision term for spin-1/2 particles, Phys. Rev. D 106, 116021 (2022), arXiv:2210.06187 [nucl-th].

[95] S. Hess and L. Waldmann, Kinetic theory for a dilute gas of particles with” spin”, Zeitschrift für Naturforschung A 26, 1057 (1971).

[96] F. Becattini, Polarization in relativistic fluids: a quantum field theoretical derivation, Lect. Notes Phys. 987, 15 (2021), arXiv:2004.04050 [hep-th].

[97] F. Li and S. Y. F. Liu, Tensor Polarization and Spectral Properties of Vector Meson in QCD Medium, (2022), arXiv:2206.11890 [nucl-th].

[98] J. J. Florentin, M. Abramowitz, and I. A. Stegun, Handbook of mathematical functions., American Mathematical Monthly 73, 1143 (1966).