arXiv:2306.05936v2 [nucl-th] 19 Nov 2023

Quantum kinetic theory with interactions for massive vector bosons

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

We present a derivation of quantum kinetic theory for massive spin-1 particles from the Wignerfunction formalism up to first order in an ℏ-expansion, including a general interaction term. Both local and nonlocal contributions are computed in a covariant fashion. It is shown that, up to first order in ℏ, the collision term takes the same form as in the case of spin-1/2 particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of polarization phenomena in non-central heavy-ion collisions has become an active area of research in recent years [1–6]. The quark-qluon plasma (QGP) produced in such collisions behaves as a relativistic fluid, whose hydrodynamic gradients polarize the particles that are detected in experiments. An example of such an effect is the global spin polarization of Λ-hyperons, which was measured at different collision energies by the STAR, ALICE and HADES collaborations [7–10]. Despite global polarization data being well described by models which assume local equilibrium of spin degrees of freedom [4, 11–17], the polarization as a function of transverse momentum remains an active field of research [5, 18–22], spurring also the formulation of relativistic spin hydrodynamics [23–62].

In contrast, the theory behind explaining the spin alignment of vector mesons such as the ϕ and K^{⋆0}-mesons, which was measured by the ALICE and STAR collaborations [63–65], is not yet as developed. There have been notable steps taken towards providing a theoretical framework for this kind of polarization [66–77]. In particular, in Ref. [75] we discussed a new mechanism which relates the spin alignment to the shear stress of the fluid and provided a formula which can be used for phenomenological applications. In this paper, we systematically formulate quantum kinetic theory for massive spin-1 particles based on the Wigner-function formalism used in Ref. [75].

Vector mesons have a richer structure as compared to spin-1/2 particles. While the spin-density matrix of spin- 1/2 particles only has three independent entries which determine the polarization vector, spin-1 particles feature eight internal degrees of freedom [78]. Three of these entries are again associated to a polarization vector, while the remaining five quantify the so-called tensor polarization. In present heavy-ion collision experiments, since strong decays of vector particles are studied, only the effects of tensor polarization can be accessed through the 00-element of the spin-density matrix. Thus, the spin alignment of vector mesons can be considered as a genuine spin-1 effect, which necessitates the development of an adequate formalism.

As opposed to approaches put forward in Refs. [66–70, 72–74] where the properties of the vector mesons are determined through the polarization of the individual quarks, the aim of this work is to construct a quantum kinetic theory using the Wigner-function formalism where the effective degrees of freedom are massive spin-1 fields. Employing a semiclassical expansion, the equations of motion are truncated at first order in the Planck constant, resulting in a Boltzmann-type equation. This procedure stands in line with Ref. [36], where such a formalism, accounting for general interactions, was developed for spin-1/2 particles, and later used as a foundation for the formulation of spin-hydrodynamics [57, 79].

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss the quantum kinetic theory for massive spin-1 particles and obtain a Boltzmann equation for the Wigner function. In Sec. III, we expand the collision integral on the righthand side of the Boltzmann equation in terms of the Wigner function, restricting ourselves to binary elastic collisions. Section IV focuses on the derivation of the local-equilibrium distribution function that makes the previously obtained collision term vanish, while Sec. V discusses the implications for the formulation of spin-1 hydrodynamics. Finally, in Sec. VI we give the conclusions and outlook.

We use the following notation and conventions: 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(1, −1, −1, −1), ϵ^{0123} = −ϵ_{0123} := 1, and repeated indices are summed over. Projection operators parallel and orthogonal to the four-momentum k^μ are denoted by E^{μν} := k^μk^ν /k^2 and K^{μν} := g^{μν} − E^{μν} , respectively. We use natural units with c = k_B = 1, but do not set ℏ to unity in order to allow for a clear semiclassical expansion.

II. KINETIC THEORY FOR INTERACTING VECTOR BOSONS

We start from the Lagrangian for a charged vector field V̂^μ, L̂ = −ℏ ( 1 2 V̂^{†μν}V̂_{μν} − m^2 ℏ^2 V̂^{†μ}V̂_μ ) + L̂_{int} , (1)

where V̂^{μν} := ∂^{[μ}V̂^{ν]} and L̂_{int} is a general interaction Lagrangian, which we assume not to depend on the derivatives of the field. Defining

ρ̂^ν := − 1 ℏ ∂L̂_{int} ∂V̂^†_ν , (2)

the equations of motion read ( □ + m^2 ℏ^2 ) V̂^ν − ∂^ν ∂ · V̂ = ρ̂^ν , (3)

from which the constraint equation ∂ · V̂ = ℏ^2 m^2 ∂ · ρ̂ (4) follows.

The Wigner function is defined as [58, 80–84]

W^{μν} := − 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4ve^{−ik·v/ℏ} ⟨ : V̂^{†μ}_+ V̂^ν_− : ⟩ , (5)

where V̂^μ_± := V̂^μ(x ± v/2), and its evolution equations are found via the Bopp operators D^μ := k^μ +^{iℏ}_2 ∂^μ [85], which fulfill D^μW^{αβ} (x, k) = −iℏ 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4ve^{−ik·v/ℏ} ⟨ : V̂^{†α}_+ ∂^μV̂^β_− : ⟩ , (6a) D^{∗μ}W^{αβ} (x, k) = iℏ 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4ve^{−ik·v/ℏ} ⟨ : ( ∂^μV̂^{†α}_+ ) V̂^β_− : ⟩ . (6b)

Acting with appropriate combinations of the Bopp operators to make use of the field equations (3) and defining the collision term C^{μν} := − 2 (2πℏ)^4 ∫ d^4y e^{−ik·y/ℏ} ⟨ : V̂^{†μ}_+ ρ̂^ν_− : ⟩ , (7)

we obtain the equation of motion for the Wigner function, ( D^2 + m^2 ) W^{μν} − ℏ m^2 D^ν D_αC^{μα} = −ℏC^{μν} . (8) In addition to the fact that the Wigner function is hermitian, we employed the constraint equation (4), whose analogue for the Wigner function reads

D_μW^{νμ} = ℏ m^2

D_μC^{νμ} . (9)

In order to disentangle the equations of motion for the Wigner function into several expressions determining its time evolution as well as its structure in momentum space, we define two hermitian combinations of the collision term (7), C^{μν} := − i (2πℏ)^4 ∫ d^4ve^{−ik·v/ℏ} ⟨ : V^{†μ}_+ ρ^ν_− − ρ^{†μ}_+ V^ν_− : ⟩ ≡ i 2 (C^{μν} − C^{∗νμ}) , (10a) δM^{μν} := 1 (2πℏ)^4 ∫ d^4ve^{−ik·v/ℏ} ⟨ : V^{†μ}_+ ρ^ν_− + ρ^{†μ}_+ V^ν_− : ⟩ ≡ − 1 2 (C^{μν} + C^{∗νμ}) . (10b)

From the constraint equation (9) and its complex conjugate, we obtain k_μW^{μν}_S − iℏ 2 ∂_μW^{μν}_A = ℏ m^2 [ k_μ (iC^{μν}_A − δM^{μν}_S ) + ℏ 2 ∂_μ (C^{μν}_S + iδM^{μν}_A ) ] , (11a) k_μW^{μν}_A − iℏ 2 ∂_μW^{μν}_S = ℏ m^2 [ k_μ (iC^{μν}_S − δM^{μν}_A ) + ℏ 2 ∂_μ (C^{μν}_A + iδM^{μν}_S ) ] , (11b)

where we split both W^{μν} and the collision terms δM^{μν} , C^{μν} into symmetric and antisymmetric parts , denoted with the subscript S and A, respectively. Note that the symmetric parts of δM^{μν} , W^{μν} and C^{μν} are real, while their antisymmetric parts are imaginary. Using this fact, we obtain the Boltzmann-like equations for the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the Wigner function from Eq. (8), k · ∂W^{μν}_S = C^{μν}_S − 1 2m^2 [( k_αk^{(μ} − ℏ^2 4 ∂_α∂^{(μ} ) ( C^{ν)α}_S − iδM^{ν)α}_A ) + ℏ 2 ( k_α∂^{(μ} + ∂_αk^{(μ} ) ( iC^{ν)α}_A + δM^{ν)α}_S )] , (12a) k · ∂W^{μν}_A = C^{μν}_A − 1 2m^2 [( k_αk^{[μ} − ℏ^2 4 ∂_α∂^{[μ} ) ( iδM^{ν]α}_S − C^{ν]α}_A ) − ℏ 2 ( k_α∂^{[μ} + ∂_αk^{[μ} ) ( iC^{ν]α}_S + δM^{ν]α}_A )] . (12b)

In order to further clarify the structure of the constraint and evolution equations (11) and (12), it is helpful to decompose the Wigner function and all related quantities with respect to the four-momentum k^μ,

W^{μν}_S = E^{μν} f_E + k^{(μ} 2k F^{ν)}_S + F^{μν}_K + K^{μν} f_K , W^{μν}_A = i k^{[μ} 2k F^{ν]}_A + iϵ^{μναβ} k_α m G_β , (13a)

C^{μν}_S = E^{μν} C_E + k^{(μ} 2 C^{ν)}_S + C^{μν}_K + K^{μν} C_K , C^{μν}_A = i k^{[μ} 2k C^{ν]}_A + iϵ^{μναβ} k_α m C_{G,β} , (13b)

δM^{μν}_S = E^{μν} D_E + k^{(μ} 2k D^{ν)}_S + D^{μν}_K + K^{μν} D_K , δM^{μν}_A = i k^{[μ} 2k D^{ν]}_A + iϵ^{μναβ} k_α m D_{G,β} , (13c)

where F_S · k = F_A · k = G · k = 0, F^{μν}_K k_ν = 0, and F^{μν}_K is symmetric and traceless. Analogous properties hold for the components of the collision terms C^{μν} , δM^{μν} . We remind the reader that the projection operators with respect to the four-momentum used above are defined as E^{μν} := k^μk^ν /k^2 and K^{μν} := g^{μν} − E^{μν} .

In the remainder of this section, we aim at performing a semiclassical expansion to next-to-leading order in powers of ℏ, i.e., setting B := ∑_∞ j=0 ℏ^j B^{(j)} for any quantity B in Eqs. (11), (12) and truncating the sum at j = 1. We note that, since factors of ℏ are always accompanied by a gradient of the Wigner function, this expansion is effectively a gradient expansion. At this point it is evident that, in the course of such an expansion in ℏ, the effect of the constraint equations (11) consists of expressing f_E , F^μ_S , and F^μ_A (i.e., the components of the Wigner function which are parallel to the four-momentum in at least one index) in terms of f_K , F^{μν}_K , and G^μ, while the kinetic equations (12) determine the time evolution of the latter quantities.

In order to expand the kinetic equations to first order in the Planck constant, we have to clarify which parts of the collision terms enter at leading order. Using the definition of the collision term (7) and the constraint (4), we obtain ( k_μ − iℏ 2 ∂_μ ) C^{μν} = O(ℏ) , ( k_μ + iℏ 2 ∂_μ ) C^{∗μν} = O(ℏ) , (14)

from which it follows that C^{(0)}_E = D^{(0)}_E = 0. Note that there are no such constraints on the other components of C^{μν} and δM^{μν} , which can in principle enter at zeroth order already. However, following Refs. [34, 58], we consider a situation where no initial large (vector- or tensor-) polarization is present. In this case we conclude that G^{(0)μ} = 0 and F^{(0)μν}_K = 0 as well as C^{(0)μ}_S = C^{(0)μ}_A = D^{(0)μ}_S = D^{(0)μ}_A = 0, which follows from the fact that there are no vector or tensor structures at our disposal at order O(1) which possess the required symmetries of the aforementioned terms.

With these simplifications, we obtain from the real parts of Eqs. (11)

f_E = ℏ^2 4k^2

K^{αβ} ∂_α∂_β f^{(0)}_K − ℏ m^2

D_E + O(ℏ^3) , (15a)

F^ν_S = O(ℏ^2) , (15b) kF^ν_A = ℏK^{νμ}∂_μf^{(0)}_K + O(ℏ^2) . (15c) Furthermore, from Eqs. (12) we obtain a simple form of the Boltzmann-like equations for the independent parts of the Wigner function, k · ∂f_K = C_K + O(ℏ^2) , (16a) k · ∂F^{μν}_K = C^{μν}_K + O(ℏ^2) , (16b) k · ∂G^μ = C^μ_G + O(ℏ^2) , (16c) while the mass-shell equations follow from the real part of Eq. (8),

(k^2 − m^2)f_K = ℏD_K + O(ℏ^2) , (17a) (k^2 − m^2)F^{μν}_K = ℏD^{μν}_K + O(ℏ^2) , (17b) (k^2 − m^2)G^μ = ℏD^μ_G + O(ℏ^2) . (17c)

In order to account for the degrees of freedom of the Wigner function connected to spin, in analogy with Refs. [34, 36, 58], we may enlarge the phase space by introducing an additional variable s^μ, together with a respective measure

dS(k) := 3m 2σπ d^4sδ(s^2 + σ^2)δ(k · s) , σ^2 := 2 , (18)

such that ∫ dS(k) = 3 , ∫ dS(k)s^μs^ν = −2K^{μν} , ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{ρσ} s^ρs^σs^αs^β = 8 5 K^{μν,αβ} , (19) where K^{μν}_{αβ} :=^1_2 K^μ_{(α}K^ν_{β)} −^1_3 K^{μν} K_{αβ} , and ∫ dS(k)s^{μ1} · · · s^{μ2n+1} = 0 for n ∈ N . (20)

Note that the measure (18) differs from the spin-1/2 case [34, 36, 40] in the normalization of the spin vector s^μ, whose squared length is given by σ^2 = 2 ≡ s(s + 1) with s = 1, while the normalization of the phase-space volume is given by the spin degeneracy, as expected. We remark that the introduction of the continuous variable s^μ does not imply a classical treatment of spin. Instead, it provides a tool to define a scalar distribution function that still contains all information related to spin degrees of freedom, which are contained in G^μ and F^{μν}_K .

Defining a distribution function in this enlarged phase space

f(x, k, s) := f_K − s · G + 5 8 s^μs^ν F_{K,μν} , (21)

which fulfills 1 3 ∫ dS(k)f = f_K , 1 2 ∫ dS(k)s^μf = G^μ , ∫ dS(k)K^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^β f = F^{μν}_K , (22)

Eqs. (16) and (17) become

k · ∂f = C[f] , (23a) (k^2 − m^2)f = ℏM , (23b)

where we defined

C[f] := C_K − s · C_G + 5 8 s_μs_ν C^{μν}_K , M := D_K − s · D_G + 5 8 s_μs_ν D^{μν}_K . (24)

In analogy with the decomposition of the Wigner function, the components of C^{μν} and δM^{μν} are defined as

C_K := 1 3 K_{μν} C^{μν} , C^μ_G := − i 2 ϵ^{μναβ} k_ν m C_{αβ} , C^{μν}_K := K^{μν}_{αβ}C^{αβ} , (25a) D_K := 1 3 K_{μν} δM^{μν} , D^μ_G := − i 2 ϵ^{μναβ} k_ν m δM_{αβ} , D^{μν}_K := K^{μν}_{αβ}δM^{αβ} . (25b) Similar to the spin-1/2-case discussed in Ref. [36], the solution of the mass-shell equation (23b) is given by

f(x, k, s) = δ(k^2 − M^2)f(x, k, s) , (26)

where M^2 := m^2 + ℏδm^2(x, k, s), and

ℏδ(k^2 − m^2)δm^2(x, k, s)f(x, k, s) = ℏM(x, k, s) + O(ℏ^2) . (27)

We will show in Appendix C that the off-shell effects cancel in the Boltzmann equation.

III. EVALUATING THE COLLISION TERM

In this section we follow the approach by De Groot et al. [86] to expand the collision operator appearing in Eq. (23a) in terms of the distribution function f. The steps performed here are similar to the ones for scalar particles discussed in [86], but differ in some aspects due to the nontrivial spin structure of vector particles. For this reason we recap some of the steps of Ref. [86] here, with more technical details explained in Appendix A.

The main idea is to express any operator in terms of the asymptotic initial states (“in”-states), which are defined by |k^n; λ^n⟩_{in} := â^†_{in}(k^n, λ^n) |0⟩ , (28)

where

k^n := k^μ_1 , k^μ_2 , · · · , k^μ_n , λ^n := λ_1, λ_2, · · · , λ_n , â^†_{in}(k^n, λ^n) := â^†_{in}(k_1, λ_1)â^†_{in}(k_2, λ_2) · · · â^†_{in}(k_n, λ_n) . (29)

These states form a complete and orthogonal basis of the Fock space, i.e., we have the relations

in⟨k; λ| k^′; λ^′⟩_{in} = (2πℏ)^32k^0δ^{(3)}(k − k^′)δ_{λλ}′ , (30a) 1 = ∞∑ n=0 1 n! ∑ λ^n ∫ d^3k^n (2πℏ)^{3n}2(k^0)^n

|k^n; λ^n⟩_{in in}⟨k^n; λ^n| . (30b)

Here we defined ∫ d^3k^n (2πℏ)^{3n}2(k^0)^n := ∫ d^3k_1 (2πℏ)^32k^0_1 ∫ d^3k_2 (2πℏ)^32k^0_2 · · · ∫ d^3k_n (2πℏ)^32k^0_n , ∑ λ^n := 3∑ λ_1=1 3∑ λ_2 =1 · · · 3∑ λ_n=1

. (31)

The factorial in Eq. (30b) is needed to account for double counting, such that the Fock space is spanned by all distinct “in”-states. Note that the same completeness relation also holds for the asymptotic final states (“out”-states). Using these creation and annihilation operators, we define the “in”-fields

V̂^μ_{in} (x) := √ ℏ ∑ σ ∫ d^4k (2πℏ)^3

Θ(k^0)δ(k^2 − m^2)e^{− iℏ k·x}ϵ^{(σ)μ}(k)â_{in}(k, σ) , (32)

where the prefactor is needed to recover the correct units of the vector field. Here, ϵ^{(σ)μ}(k) are polarization vectors, which fulfill the following orthogonality and completeness relations

ϵ^{∗(λ)μ}(k)ϵ^{(λ′ )}_μ (k) = −δ_{λλ}′ , (33a) ∑ λ ϵ^{∗(λ)μ}(k)ϵ^{(λ)ν} (k) = −K^{μν} . (33b)

Using Eq. (32), we define the “in”-Wigner function

W^{μν}_{in} (x, k) := − 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4ve^{− iℏ k·v} ⟨ V̂^{†μ}_{in} ( x + v 2 ) V̂^ν_{in} ( x − v 2 )⟩ . (34)

In a subsequent step, we use the fact that an arbitrary operator may be expressed in terms of the “in”-Wigner functions. This step contains the assumption of molecular chaos, thus rendering the evolution of the Wigner function irreversible, cf. Appendix A and Ref. [86]. Then, one can use this expression to express both the Wigner function itself and the collision kernel C^{μν} in terms of W^{μν}_{in} . Both calculations are detailed in Appendix B.

The Wigner function itself can simply be written as W^{μν} = W^{μν}_{in} + · · · , where the dots indicate contributions of higher order in the density, which we neglect in this work in the collision term [36, 86]. We show in Appendix B that the components of the collision term that are orthogonal to the four-momentum (marked by a subscript “⊥”) read to lowest order in the density and to first order in ℏ

C^{μν}_{⊥,on-shell} =

(2πℏ)^7 4 ∫ d^3k_1 (2πℏ)^32k^0_1 ∫ d^3k_2 (2πℏ)^32k^0_2 ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} M^{γ1γ2δ1δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1 η2} ∫ d^4u^2 ×K^μ_μ′ K^ν_ν′ ( K − U_1 + U_2 2 )_μ′_α ( K + U_1 + U_2 2 )_ν′_β ( δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)g_{αδ1} g_{βζ1} K^′_{δ2 ζ2} × { δ^{(4)}(u_1)W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x, k_1) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_{u1} δ^{(4)}(u_1) ] ∂_ρW^{α1β1}_{on-shell}(x, k_1) } ( K_1 −

U_1 2 ) γ_1α_1 ( K_1 +

U_1 2 ) β_1η_1 × { δ^{(4)}(u_2)W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k_2) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_{u2} δ^{(4)}(u_2) ] ∂_ρW^{α2β2}_{on-shell}(x, k_2) } ( K_2 −

U_2 2 ) γ_2α_2 ( K_2 +

U_2 2 ) β_2η_2 − 1 2 { δ^{(4)}(u_1)W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell} ( x, k − u_2 2 ) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_{u1} δ^{(4)}(u_1) ] ∂_ρW^{α1 β1}_{on-shell} ( x, k − u_2 2 )}

× { δ^{(4)}(u_2)W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k^′) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_{u2} δ^{(4)}(u_2) ] ∂_ρW^{α2 β2}_{on-shell} (x, k^′) } ( K^′ − U_2 2 ) γ_2 α_2 K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} ×g_{αα1} g_{βγ1} ( K + U_1 − U_2 2 ) β_1η_1 ( K^′ +

U_2 2 ) β_2η_2

δ^{(4)} ( k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2 + u_1 2 )

− 1 2 { δ^{(4)}(u_1)W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell} ( x, k + u_2 2 ) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_{u1} δ^{(4)}(u_1) ] ∂_ρW^{α1 β1}_{on-shell} ( x, k + u_2 2 )}

× { δ^{(4)}(u_2)W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k^′) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_{u2} δ^{(4)}(u_2) ] ∂_ρW^{α2 β2}_{on-shell} (x, k^′) } ( K^′ − U_2 2 ) γ_2 α_2 K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2}

×g_{αη1} g_{ββ1} ( K + U_2 − U_1 2 ) γ_1α_1 ( K^′ +

U_2 2 ) β_2η_2

δ^{(4)} ( k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2 − u_1 2 ) ) . (35)

In this equation, the fourth-rank tensors M are the tree-level vertices of the theory, defined in Eq. (B30). Compared to Ref. [36], we neglected the contribution of collisions that exchange only spin, but not momentum, since this term can be considered as a modification of the left-hand side of the Boltzmann equation, cf. Ref. [87]. In the following subsections, we evaluate the local and nonlocal components of Eq. (35).

A. Local collisions

The local collision term is obtained by taking into account only the contributions in Eq. (35) that are proportional to δ^{(4)}(u_1)δ^{(4)}(u_2), and it is thus given by C^{local, μν} ⊥,on-shell(x, k) =

(2πℏ)^7 4 ∫ d^3k_1 (2πℏ)^32k^0_1 ∫ d^3k_2 (2πℏ)^32k^0_2 ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)M^{γ1γ2 δ1δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1η2} × [ W^{α1β1}_{on-shell}(x, k_1)W^{α2β2}_{on-shell}(x, k_2)K^μ_{δ1} K^ν_{ζ1} K_{1,γ1α1} K_{2,γ2α2} K^′_{δ2ζ2} K_{1,β1η1} K_{2,β2η2} − 1 2 W^{α1β1}_{on-shell} (x, k) W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k^′)K^′_{γ2α2} K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} K^′_{β2η2} ( K^ν_{γ1} K^μ_{α1} K_{β1η1} + K^μ_{γ1} K^ν_{β1} K_{γ1α1} ) ] . (36)

As a next step, we want to express the collision kernel in extended phase space. In order to do this, we first express the on-shell part of the noninteracting Wigner function in the collision term via the distribution function in extended phase space as

W^{μν}_{on-shell}(x, k) = ∫ dS(k)h^{μν} (k, s)f(x, k, s) , (37) where

h^{μν} (k, s) := 1 3 K^{μν} + i 2 ϵ^{μναβ} k_α m s_β + K^{μν}_{αβ} s^αs^β . (38)

Note that in this form only the components of the Wigner function that are orthogonal to the momentum have been considered, which is justified since all Wigner functions that appear in Eq. (36) are contracted with projectors orthogonal to their respective momenta. Similarly, we define the second-rank tensor

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 , (39)

such that we can express the collision kernel in extended phase space defined in Eq. (24) as C := H_{νμ}(k, s)C^{μν} . Introducing the phase-space measure

dΓ_i := dK_idS_i(k_i) , dK_i := d^3k_i (2πℏ)^3k^0_i

(40)

and using the fact that ∫ dS(k)h^{μν} (k, s) = ∫ dS(k)H^{μν} (k, s) = K^{μν} , (41)

we can then write the on-shell part of the collision kernel in extended phase space as

C^{local}_{on-shell} = 1 2 ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ dS̄(k)(2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W [f(x, k_1, s_1)f(x, k_2, s_2) − f(x, k^′, s^′)f(x, k, s̄)] , (42)

where the local transition rate is given by

W :=

(2πℏ)^3 32 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} h_{γ1η1} (k_1, s_1)h_{γ2η2} (k_2, s_2)h_{ζ2 δ2} (k^′, s^′) {H(k, s), h(k, s̄)}_{ζ1 δ1} . (43)

In this expression, the curly brackets denote the anticommutator. Note also the similarity of Eq. (43) to its spin-1/2 counterpart given in Ref. [87]. Note that a similar result has already been obtained in Ref. [88], where mean-field effects were included as well, but nonlocal contributions to the collision term were omitted.

B. Nonlocal collisions

In order to obtain the nonlocal collision term, we have to evaluate the u_1, u_2-derivatives appearing in Eq. (35), which we achieve by integrating by parts. The result can be split into three contributions, which we label with Roman numbers below. First, the term with the u_1, u_2-derivatives acting on the projectors (K ± U_1/2 ± U_2/2)^{μν} is evaluated using the relation ∂ ∂u_λ ( K ± U 2 )_{μν} | | |_{u=0} = − ∂ ∂u_λ E^{μν} ( k ± u 2 ) | | |_{u=0} = ∓ 1 2m^2 g^{λ(μ}k^{ν)} ± k^λk^μk^ν m^4

, (44)

and the result reads

C^{nonlocal, μν}

⊥,on-shell,I = iℏ 2m^2

(2πℏ)^7 32 ∫ dK_1 dK_2 dK^′M^{γ1γ2δ1δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1 η2} δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)(K^{ρμ}k^αK^{νβ} − K^{μα}K^{ρν} k^β ) × ∂_ρ [ W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x, k_1)W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k_2)K_{1,β1η1} K_{1,γ1α1} K_{2,β2η2} K_{2,γ2α2} K^′_{δ2ζ2} g_{αδ1} g_{βζ1} − 1 2 W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k^′)W^{α1β1} (x, k)_{on-shell}K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} K^′_{γ2α2} K^′_{β2η2} (g_{αα1} g_{βγ1} K_{β1η1} + g_{αη1} g_{ββ1} K_{γ1α1} ) ] .(45)

Translating this equation into extended phase space, we find

C^{nonlocal}

on-shell,I = − iℏ 2m^2

(2πℏ)^7 32 ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1 ζ2η1 η2} δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)h_{γ1 η1} (k_1, s_1)h_{γ2η2} (k_2, s_2)

× h_{δ2 ζ2} (k^′, s^′) [ H^ρ_{δ1} (k, s)k_{ζ1} − k_{δ1} H^ρ_{ζ1} (k, s) ] ∂_ρ [ f(x, k_1)f(x, k_2) − 1 2 f(x, k^′)f(x, k) ] . (46)

Here we used the symmetries of M (cf. Appendix B) as well as the fact that the distribution functions are spinindependent at zeroth order in ℏ.

The second contribution is obtained from the u_1, u_2-derivatives acting on the other projectors that differ between the gain and loss terms, yielding

C^{nonlocal,μν}

⊥,on-shell,II = iℏ 2m^2

(2πℏ)^7 32 ∫ dK_1 dK_2 dK^′M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1η2} δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) × { [ ∂_ρW^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x, k_1) ] W_{on-shell,γ2η2} (x, k_2)δ^ρ_{α1} K^μ_{δ1} K^ν_{ζ1} K^′_{δ2ζ2} K_{1,β1[η1} k_{1,γ1]} + [ ∂_ρW^{α2β2}_{on-shell}(x, k_2) ] W_{on-shell,δ1 ζ1} (x, k_2)δ^ρ_{α2} K^μ_{δ1} K^ν_{ζ1} K^′_{δ2ζ2} K_{2,β2[η2} k_{2,γ2]} − 1 2 [ ∂_ρW^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x, k^′) ] W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x, k)K_{1,δ1 ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} [ K^μ_{α1} K^ν_{γ1} ( K_{β1η1} δ^ρ_{α2} K^′_{β2[η2} k^′_{γ2]}

+K^′_{γ2α2} K^′_{β2η2} δ^ρ_{β1} k_{η1} ) +K^μ_{η1} K^ν_{β1} ( K_{γ1α1} δ^ρ_{α2} K^′_{β2[η2} k^′_{γ2 ]} − K^′_{γ2α2} K^′_{β2η2} δ^ρ_{α1} k_{γ1} )]

− 1 2 [ ∂_ρW^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x, k) ] W_{on-shell,γ2η2} (x, k^′)K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} δ^ρ_{α1} ( K^μ_{η1} K^ν_{β1} k_{γ1} − K^μ_{β1} K^ν_{γ1} k_{η1} ) } . (47)

Here we used that, since the nonlocal contributions are of order O(ℏ), we may take the Wigner function to be symmetric, since W^{μν} (x, k) = K^{μν} f^{(0)}(x, k) + O(ℏ). Contracting Eq. (45) with H_{νμ}(k, s) and using Eq. (37) as well as the symmetries of the vertex M, we obtain

C^{nonlocal}

on-shell,II = iℏ 2m^2

(2πℏ)^7 32 ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ (2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)M^{γ1γ2 δ1δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1η2} × { f(x, k_2) [∂_ρf(x, k_1)] [ h^ρ_{η1} (k_1, s_1)k_{1,γ1} − k_{1,η1} h^ρ_{γ1} (k_1, s_1) ] h_{γ2η2} (k_2, s_2)h^′_{ζ2δ2} (k^′, s^′)H_{ζ1 δ1} (k, s)

+f(x, k_1) [∂_ρf(x, k_2)] h_{γ1η1} (k_1, s_1) [ h^ρ_{η2} (k_2, s_2)k_{2,γ2} − k_{2,η2} h^ρ_{γ2} (k_2, s_2) ] h^′_{ζ2δ2} (k^′, s^′)H_{ζ1 δ1} (k, s)

−f(x, k) [∂_ρf(x, k^′)] h_{γ1η1} (k_1, s_1)h_{γ2η2} (k_2, s_2) [ h^ρ_{δ2} (k^′, s^′)k^′_{ζ2} − k^′_{δ2} h^ρ_{ζ2} (k^′, s^′) ] H_{ζ1 δ1} (k, s) − 1 2 [f(x, k^′)∂_ρf(x, k) − f(x, k)∂_ρf(x, k^′)] h_{γ1η1} (k_1, s_1)h_{γ2η2} (k_2, s_2)

×h_{ζ2δ2} (k^′, s^′) [ H^ρ_{δ1} (k, s)k_{ζ1} − k_{δ1} H^ρ_{ζ1} (k, s) ] } . (48)

The third contribution consists in the derivatives acting on the Wigner functions and delta functions in the loss term in Eq. (35). We compute it as

C^{nonlocal, μν}

⊥,on-shell,III = iℏ 4 (2πℏ)^7 32 ∫ dK_1 dK_2 dK^′M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2η1 η2} δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) × {[ ∂_ρW_{on-shell,γ2η2} (x, k^′) ] [ ∂^ρ_k W^{α1β1}_{on-shell}(x, k) ] + [ ∂_ρW^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x, k) ] [ ∂^ρ_k′ W_{on-shell,γ2η2} (x, k^′) ]} ×K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} ( K^μ_{α1} K^ν_{γ1} K_{β1η1} − K^μ_{η1} K^ν_{β1} K_{γ1α1} ) = O(ℏ^2) . (49)

The second equality follows from the fact that W^{μν}_{on-shell}(x, k) is proportional to K^{μν} at zeroth order, such that this contribution to the nonlocal collision term vanishes up to first order in ℏ. This is consistent with the result for spin-1/2 particles found in Ref. [87].

We define the nonlocal shifts

Δ^μ_1 := 1 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 32 iℏ m^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} , (50a)

Δ^μ_2 := 1 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 32 iℏ m^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} , (50b)

Δ^{′μ} := 1 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 32 iℏ m^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} , (50c)

Δ^μ := 1 3 1 W (2πℏ)^3 32 iℏ m^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) , (50d)

where we used the shortand notation h_1 := h(k_1, s_1) (and analogously for h_2, h^′ and H). Note again the similarity of Eqs. (50) to the analogous expression for spin-1/2 particles reported in Eqs. (100) of Ref. [87]. With these definitions, the nonlocal collision term, defined as the sum of the individual contributions, reads

C^{nonlocal}

on-shell = 1 2 ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ dS̄(k) (2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2)W

× [f(x, k_2) (Δ^μ_1 − Δ^μ) ∂_μf(x, k_1) + f(x, k_1) (Δ^μ_2 − Δ^μ) ∂_μf(x, k_2) − f(x, k) (Δ^{′μ} − Δ^μ) ∂_μf(x, k^′)] , (51)

where we introduced a spurious integration over s̄ in order to be able to combine Eqs. (42) and (51) in the next subsection.

C. Full collision term

Adding up the results (42) and (51), we arrive at the main result of this work, k · ∂f(x, k, s) = 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)] , (52)

where W is defined in Eq. (43), while the nonlocal shifts Δ^μ_1 , Δ^μ_2 , Δ^{′μ} and Δ^μ have been introduced in Eqs. (50). Furthermore, we used the fact that the nonlocal shifts are of first order in ℏ, such that we may interpret the local and nonlocal contributions as the zeroth and first term in a Taylor series, respectively.

At this point it should be noted that it is in general not possible to formulate a weak equivalence principle for the collision kernel as done in Ref. [36], i.e., remove the integration over s̄. The reason for this lies in the appearance of terms of second order in the spin variables, and thus the inequivalence of h^{μν} (k, s̄) and H^{μν} (k, s) at this order. Nevertheless, in cases where only terms up to first order in the spin vectors are needed, a weak equivalence principle can be formulated, cf. Secs. IV and V.

IV. EQUILIBRIUM

In addition to conserved scalar quantities such as baryon number or electric charge, the so-called summational invariants in binary elastic collisions are the four-momentum k^μ and the total angular momentum J^{μν} := x^{[μ}k^{ν]}+ℏΣ^{μν}_s , where the first term constitutes an orbital part and Σ^{μν}_s := −ϵ^{μναβ kα}_m s_β denotes the dipole-moment tensor. Since local equilibrium is defined by maximizing the entropy, which in kinetic theory is equivalent to a vanishing collision term, the local-equilibrium distribution function has to consist of the conserved quantities. Furthermore, since consider the low-density approximation, the local-equilibrium distribution function has to be of Maxwell-Jüttner form, i.e., an exponential. Thus, we may write the local-equilibrium distribution function as [34, 36]

f_{eq}(x, k, s) = 1 (2πℏ)^3 exp [ α(x) − β^μ(x)k_μ + ℏ 2 Ω_{μν} (x)Σ^{μν}_s ] , (53)

where α, β^μ and Ω^{μν} are Lagrange multipliers, cf. also Refs. [30, 34, 57, 79]. Note that β^μ := b^μ + Ω^{μν} x_ν , where b^μ is the Lagrange multiplier for the four-momentum and Ω^{μν} the Lagrange multiplier for the total angular momentum [34]. It should be stressed that with this form of the local-equilibrium distribution function there is no tensor polarization in local equilibrium, since the tensor polarization is related to the components of the distribution function that are bilinear in the spin vector. Thus, when taking vector particles as fundamental degrees of freedom, to first order in ℏ the tensor polarization is a purely dissipative effect, cf. Ref. [75].

Expanding the right-hand side of Eq. (52) up to first order in ℏ, the collision term reads

C_{on-shell}[f_{eq}] = − ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ dS̄(k)We^{2α−β·(k1+k2 )} [ ∂_μα(Δ^μ + Δ^{′μ} − Δ^μ_1 − Δ^μ_2 )

+∂_μβ_ν (Δ^μ_1 k^ν_1 + Δ^μ_2 k^ν_2 − Δ^μk^ν − Δ^{′μ}k^{′ν} ) − ℏ 2 Ω_{μν} ( Σ^{μν}_{s1} + Σ^{μν}_{s2} − Σ^{μν}_{s̄} − Σ^{μν}_s′ ) ] . (54)

To proceed, we would like to use the conservation of the total angular momentum, J^{μν}_1 + J^{μν}_2 − J^{μν} − J^{′μν} = 0, which however is not immediately possible because the spin variable after the collision is s̄, and not s. As mentioned at the end of Sec. III, in this case it is possible to formulate a weak equivalence principle as done in Ref. [34]. There the goal is to eliminate the integration over s̄ in order to obtain a form of the collision term with standard gain and loss terms. Since only spin-integrated quantities are physical, we aim to find a new distribution function f̃(x, k, s) as well as a collision term (omitting the subscript “on-shell”) C̃[f̃] such that

k · ∂f̃(x, k, s) = C̃[f̃] , (55a) ∫ dS(k)b Q̃ = ∫ dS(k)b Q , (55b)

where b ∈ {1, s^μ, K^{μν}_{αβ}s^αs^β}, Q̃ ∈ {f̃, C̃} and Q ∈ {f, C}. Analogous to the argumentation put forward in Ref. [36], we obtain f̃ = f from Eq. (55b). For parity-conserving interactions it holds that ∫ dS_i(k_i)W s^μ_i = 0 , ∫ dS_i(k_i)dS_j (k_j )W s^μ_i K^{νλ}_{αβ} s^α_j s^β_j = 0 , (56)

where s_i, s_j ∈ {s_1, s_2, s^′, s, s̄}, since the quantities in Eq. (56) transform as pseudo tensors under parity, while the only tensor structures at our disposal are given by an odd number of powers of momentum, which transform as tensors. Thus, the only term that is nonzero after integration over spin space is the one linear in s. Making use of the equalities ∫ dS̄(k) [H^{μα}(k, s)h^ν_α (k, s̄) + h^{μα}(k, s̄)H^ν_α (k, s)] = 2H^{μν} (k, s) , (57a) ∫ dS(k)s^ρdS̄(k)s̄^σ [H^{μα}(k, s)h^ν_α (k, s̄) + h^{μα}(k, s̄)H^ν_α (k, s)] = 2 ∫ dS(k)s^ρs^σH^{μν} (k, s) , (57b)

we may replace s̄ with s and remove the dS̄-integral in Eq. (61) while redefining the transition rate as

~W := (2πℏ)^3 16 M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1η2} H_{γ1η1} (k_1, s_1)H_{γ2η2} (k_2, s_2)H_{δ2ζ2} (k^′, s^′)H_{δ1ζ1} (k, s) , (58)

where we used that h^{μν} (k, s) = H^{μν} (k, s) to linear order in s (which are the only relevant terms for this case). Then, we are able to employ the conservation of the total angular momentum to obtain the modified collision term

C̃[f_{eq}] = − ∫ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ ~W e^{−β·(k1+k2 )} [ ∂_μα(Δ^μ + Δ^{′μ} − Δ^μ_1 − Δ^μ_2 ) + 1 2 ∂_{(μ}β_{ν)} (Δ^μ_1 k^ν_1 + Δ^μ_2 k^ν_2 − Δ^μk^ν − Δ^{′μ}k^{′ν} ) − ℏ 2 (Ω_{μν} − ϖ_{μν} ) ( Σ^{μν}_{s1} + Σ^{μν}_{s2} − Σ^{μν}_s − Σ^{μν}_s′ ) ] , (59)

which is equivalent to the original equilibrium collision term (54). Here the thermal vorticity is defined as ϖ^{μν} := −^1_2 ∂^{[μ}β^{ν]}. Thus, as in the case of spin-1/2 particles [36], the collision term vanishes to this order if ∂_μα = 0, Ω^{μν} = ϖ^{μν} and ∂^{(μ}β^{ν)} = 0, which are the conditions for global equilibrium as well.

V. SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS FROM KINETIC THEORY

In this section we shortly discuss the implications of the kinetic theory developed previously to the formulation of spin hydrodynamics for massive spin-1 particles. Such a theory was recently derived for spin-1/2 particles in Ref. [57] by using the method of moments to obtain hydrodynamic equations of motion from the Boltzmann equation. The main difference between spin- and standard hydrodynamics lies in the fact that, in addition to the equations of motion for the energy-momentum tensor and other conserved currents, one has to supply an evolution equation for the spin tensor S^{λ,μν} as well [24, 25]. The form of this equation of motion depends on the so-called pseudogauge [40, 89], which has recently been discussed for interacting spin-1/2 and spin-1 particles in Ref. [58]. It was found that for the case of spin-1/2 particles the so-called Hilgevoord-Wouthuysen (HW) spin tensor is conserved for free fields or in global equilibrium as well as for a purely local collision term [34, 40]. We will show in the following that this property of the HW spin tensor also holds for spin-1 particles.

We consider the spin tensor in the HW pseudogauge [40, 58] S^{λ,μν}_{HW} = ∫ dΓk^λ ( Σ^{μν}_s − ℏ 3m^2 k^{[μ}∂^{ν]} ) f(x, k, s) + O(ℏ^2) , (60) where off-shell contributions are neglected due to the low-density approximation [86]. Using Eq. (23a) with the local collision term given by Eq. (42), we obtain the following equation of motion for the spin tensor ∂_λS^{λ,μν}_{HW} | | |_{local} = ∫ dΓ Σ^{μν}_s C^{local}_{on-shell}[f] = 1 2 ∫ dΓ dΓ_1 dΓ_2 dΓ^′ dS̄(k) Σ^{μν}_s (2πℏ)^4δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) W

× [f(x, k_1, s_1)f(x, k_2, s_2) − f(x, k^′, s^′)f(x, k, s̄)] . (61)

In order to proceed, it is important that the right-hand side of Eq. (61) takes on the standard form of gain and loss terms, i.e., s̄ has to be replaced by s. Because the dipole-moment tensor Σ^{μν}_s is linear in s, it is possible to employ the weak equivalence principle as shown in Sec. IV, i.e., replace W by ~W and remove the dS̄-integration. Since ~W is manifestly symmetric under the exchanges (k_1, s_1) ↔ (k_2, s_2), (k, s) ↔ (k^′, s^′) and [(k_1, s_1); (k_2, s_2)] ↔ [(k, s); (k^′, s^′)], the summational conservation of spin in local collisions, Σ^{μν}_s + Σ^{μν}_s′ = Σ^{μν}_{s1} + Σ^{μν}_{s2} , implies that in this case the HW spin tensor is a conserved quantity. On the other hand, for nonlocal collisions the dipole-moment tensor would not be a collisional invariant and, therefore, the HW spin tensor is in general not conserved.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have derived the collision term for massive spin-1 particles from the Wigner-function formalism up to first order in ℏ, following the method outlined in Ref. [86] and recently employed for spin-1/2 particles in Refs. [34, 36]. Both local and nonlocal contributions have been computed in a covariant fashion, resulting in similar expressions to those derived in Ref. [87] for spin-1/2 particles.

We find that it is in general not possible to formulate a weak equivalence principle for the collision term as done in Ref. [36] in order to obtain the standard form of the gain and loss terms. However, when the distribution function is at most of first order in the phase-space spin variable, such a replacement is possible, allowing one to establish the usual form of the local-equilibrium distribution function and to show that the dipole-moment tensor Σ^{μν}_s is conserved in local collisions. Furthermore, we do not find contributions of second order in the spin variable in local equilibrium, suggesting that all effects related to the spin alignment of vector mesons are either of dissipative origin [75] or of higher order in ℏ.

The theory developed in this paper can be employed to evaluate the spin alignment of particles such as the ϕmesons, which can then be compared to experimental results. As a first step in this direction, Ref. [75] evaluated the hydrodynamic Navier-Stokes limit of the kinetic theory presented here to derive a relation between the spin alignment of vector mesons and the shear stress of the medium. In order to refine these results, one can derive second-order dissipative spin-1 hydrodynamics by using the method of moments, as it has recently been carried out for the spin-1/2 case [57, 79].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

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 and 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 support by the German National Academy of Sciences Leopoldina through the Leopoldina fellowship program with funding code LPDS 2022-11. This research was supported in part by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. NSF PHY-1748958.

Appendix A: Rewriting expectation values

In this appendix we show how to express the expectation value of an arbitrary operator in terms of the “in”-Wigner function (34). Consider a general operator Ô acting in the Hilbert space. Inserting Eq. (30b), we can express its statistical average as ⟨ Ô ⟩ := Tr ρ̂ Ô = ∞∑ n=0 1 (n!)^2 ∑ λ^n,λ^{′n} ∫ d^3k^n (2πℏ)^{3n}2(k^0)^n ∫ d^3k^{′n} (2πℏ)^{3n}2(k^{′0})^{n in} ⟨k^n; λ^n|Ô |k^{′n}; λ^{′n}⟩_{in in}⟨k^{′n}; λ^{′n}|ρ̂ |k^n; λ^n⟩_{in} . (A1) Note that, to arrive at this expression, we assume that the density matrix commutes with the number operator of “in”-state particles [86]. The next task is to express the matrix element of the density matrix through expectation values of bilinear products of creation and annihilation operators. For this we first compute, using the cyclicity of the trace, ⟨ â^†_{in}(k^n, λ^n)â_{in}(k^{′n}, λ^{′n}) ⟩ = Tr â_{in}(k^{′n}, λ^{′n})ρ̂ â^†_{in}(k^n, λ^n) = ∞∑ k=0 1 k! ∑ σ^n ∫ d^3p^k (2πℏ)^{3k}2(p^0)^{k in} ⟨ p^k, k^{′n}; σ^k, λ^{′n} | |ρ̂ | |p^k, k^n; σ^k, λ^n⟩_{in} . (A2)

The inversion of this relation, proven in Ref. [86], gives

in⟨k^{′n}; λ^{′n}|ρ̂ |k^n; λ^n⟩_{in} = ∞∑ m=0 (−1)^m (m!)^2 ∑ σ^m ,σ^{′m} ∫ d^3p^m (2πℏ)^{3m}2(p^0)^m ∫ d^3p^{′m} (2πℏ)^{3m}2(p^{′0})^{m in} ⟨p^m; σ^m| p^{′m}; σ^{′m}⟩_{in} × ⟨ â^†_{in}(k^n, p^m, λ^n, σ^m)â_{in}(k^{′n}, p^{′m}, λ^{′n}, σ^{′m}) ⟩ , (A3)

which we may insert into Eq. (A1) to obtain ⟨ Ô ⟩ = ∞∑ n=0 1 (n!)^2 ∑ λ^n,λ^{′n} ∫ d^3k^n (2πℏ)^{3n}2(k^0)^n ∫ d^3k^{′n} (2πℏ)^{3n}2(k^{′0})^{n in} ⟨k^n; λ^n|Ô |k^{′n}; λ^{′n}⟩_{in}

× ∞∑ m=0 (−1)^m (m!)^2 ∑ σ^m ,σ^{′m} ∫ d^3p^m (2πℏ)^{3m}2(p^0)^m ∫ d^3p^{′m} (2πℏ)^{3m}2(p^{′0})^{m in} ⟨p^m; σ^m| p^{′m}; σ^{′m}⟩_{in} × ⟨ â^†_{in}(k^n, p^m, λ^n, σ^m)â_{in}(k^{′n}, p^{′m}, λ^{′n}, σ^{′m}) ⟩ . (A4)

Introducing a new summation index, j := n + m, and using the fact that ∑_∞ n=0 ∑_∞ m=0 ≡ ∑_∞ j=0 ∑_j m=0, we arrive at ⟨ Ô ⟩ = ∞∑ j=0 ( 1 j! )_2 ∑ λ^j ,λ^{′j} ∫ d^3k^j (2πℏ)^{3j} 2(k^0)^j ∫ d^3k^{′j} (2πℏ)^{3j} 2(k^{′0})^{j in}

⟪k^j ; λ^j | | Ô | |k^{′j} ; λ^{′j} ⟫_{in} ⟨ â^†_{in}(k^j , λ^j )â_{in}(k^{′j} , λ^{′j} ) ⟩ , (A5)

where we defined the expression (taken to be symmetric under the exchange of primed and unprimed variables)

in⟪k^j ; λ^j | | Ô | |k^{′j} ; λ^{′j} ⟫_{in} := j∑ m=0 (−1)^m ( j m )_2

in⟨k^m; λ^m| k^{′m}; λ^{′m}⟩_{in in} ⟨ k^{j−m}; λ^{j−m} | |Ô | |k^{′j−m}; λ^{′j−m}⟩_{in} . (A6) Next we put in the essential assumption of molecular chaos, implying that the expectation value of creation and annihilation operators factorizes pairwise as ⟨ â^†_{in}(k^n, λ^n)â_{in}(k^{′m}, λ^{′m}) ⟩ = δ_{nm} ∑ P n∏ j=1 ⟨ â^†_{in}(k_j , λ_j )â_{in}(k^′_j , λ^′_j ) ⟩ . (A7)

Here the symbol P stands for the symmetrization with respect to the primed and unprimed variables, which is necessary because of the bosonic nature of the particles. In terms of the fields, Eq. (A7) becomes ⟨ V̂^{†μ1}_{in} (x_1) · · · V̂^{†μn}_{in} (x_n)V̂^ν1_{in} (x^′_1) · · · V̂^νm_{in} (x^′_m) ⟩ = δ_{nm} ∑ P n∏ j=1 ⟨ V̂^{†μj}_{in} (x_j )V̂^{νj}_{in} (x^′_j ) ⟩ . (A8)

Inverting the definition of the “in”-fields (32), we have 1 2πℏ^{3/2} ∫ d^4xe^{iℏ k·x}ϵ^{∗(λ)}_μ (k)V̂^μ_{in} (x) = −Θ(k^0)δ(k^2 − m^2)â_{in}(k, λ) . (A9)

Inserting this expression into Eq. (A5), we obtain ⟨ Ô ⟩ = ∞∑ n=0 1 n! ∫ d^4x^n ∫ d^4x^{′n}Õ_{n,μ1ν1 ···μnνn} (x^n; x^{′n}) n∏ j=1 ⟨ V̂^{†μj}_{in} (x_j )V̂^{νj}_{in} (x^′_j ) ⟩ , (A10)

where Õ_{n,μ1 ν1 ···μnνn} (x^n; x^{′n}) := ℏ^{−n} ∫ d^4k^n (2πℏ)^{4n} ∫ d^4k^{′n} (2πℏ)^{4n} ∑ λ^n,λ^{′n} n∏ j=1 e^{− iℏ} (^{kj xj −k′j x′j} )ϵ^{(λj )}_{μj} (k_j )ϵ^{∗(λ′j )}_{νj} (k^′_j ) ×_{in}⟪k^n; λ^n| Ô |k^{′n}; λ^{′n}⟫_{in} . (A11)

Using the definition of the “in”-Wigner function (34), we obtain ⟨ V̂^{†μ}_{in} ( x + v 2 ) V̂^ν_{in} ( x − v 2 )⟩ = − ℏ 2 ∫ d^4ke^{iℏ k·v} W^{μν}_{in} (x, k) . (A12)

Defining the center and difference variables x̄_j := (x_j + x^′_j )/2 and v_j := x_j − x^′_j , Eq. (A12) in conjunction with Eq. (A10) yields ⟨ Ô ⟩ = ∞∑ n=0 1 n! ∫ d^4x̄^n ∫ d^4k̄^nO_{n,μ1 ν1 ···μnνn} (x̄^n; k̄^n) n∏ j=1 W^{μj νj}_{in} (x̄_j , k̄_j ) , (A13)

where we defined O_{n,μ1 ν1···μnνn} (x̄^n; k̄^n) := (−1)^n 2^n(2πℏ)^{4n} ∫ d^4u^n ∑ λ^n,λ^{′n} n∏ j=1 e^{iℏ uj ·x̄j} ϵ^{(λj )}_{μj} ( k̄_j − u^j 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′j )}ν_j ( k̄_j + u^j 2 )

× in ⟪k̄^n − u^n 2 ; λ^n | | | Ô | | | k̄^n + u^n 2 ; λ^{′n}⟫_{in} . (A14)

Note that in this calculation k̄ is the integration variable appearing in Eq. (A12), we used the emerging delta function δ^{(4)} (_{kj +k′j} 2 − k̄_j ) and defined k_j − k^′_j =: u_j .

Equation (A13) is the sought-after relation that allows to express the expectation value of any operator in terms of W^{μν}_{in} .

Appendix B: Expansion in terms of W^{μν}_{in}

In this appendix we show how to use Eq. (A13) in order to express both the Wigner function and the collision kernel in terms of W^{μν}_{in} .

1. Expansion of W^{μν} in terms of W^{μν}_{in}

The (positive-frequency) Wigner function may be expressed as the following ensemble average, W^{μν} (x, k) = ⟨ e^{iℏ P̂ ·x}Ψ̂^{μν} (k)e^{− iℏ P̂ ·x} ⟩ , (B1)

where

Ψ̂^{μν} (k) := − 2 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4ve^{− iℏ k·v} : V̂^{†μ} (v 2 ) V̂^ν ( − v 2 ) : (B2)

and P̂ is the usual momentum operator. Since the “in”-states are eigenstates of the total momentum, we may replace e^{− iℏ P̂ ·x} |k^n; λ^n⟩_{in} = ∏_n j=1 e^{− iℏ kj ·x} |k^n; λ^n⟩_{in}. Rethinking the steps that led to Eq. (A13), we observe that the definition of x̄_j will contain an additional term of x. Thus we have W^{μν} (x, k) = ∞∑ n=0 1 n! ∫ d^4x̄^n ∫ d^4k̄^nΨ^{μν}_{n,α1β1···αnβn} (x̄^n; k̄^n|k) n∏ j=1 W^{αj βj}_{in} (x + x̄_j , k̄_j ) , (B3) where Ψ^{μν}_{n,α1β1···αnβn} (x̄^n; k̄^n|k) := (−1)^n 2^n(2πℏ)^{4n} ∫ d^4u^n ∑ λ^n,λ^{′n} n∏ j=1 e^{iℏ uj ·x̄j} ϵ^{(λj )}_{αj} ( k̄_j − u^j 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′j )}_{βj} ( k̄_j + u^j 2 )

× in ⟪k̄^n − u^n 2 ; λ^n | | | | Ψ̂^{μν} (k) | | | | k̄^n + u^n 2 ; λ^{′n}⟫_{in} . (B4)

Following Ref. [86], we compute Ψ^{μν}_{n,αβ} for n = 0, 1.

In the case n = 0, inserting Eq. (A6) and making use of the completeness of the “out”-states, we obtain

Ψ^{μν}_0 (0|k) = − 2 ℏ Θ(k^0)Θ(k^2) ∞∑ m=0 1 m! ∑ λ^m ∫ d^3k^m (2πℏ)^{3m}2(k^0)^m

⟨0| V̂^{†μ} (0) |k^m; λ^m⟩_{out}

×_{out}⟨k^m; λ^m|V̂^ν (0) |0⟩ δ^{(4)} ( k + m∑ ℓ=1 k_ℓ ) , (B5)

where we employed the fact that the “out”-states are eigenstates of the momentum as well. Since due to the Heaviside functions (which are also implied in the momentum integrals) the zero-component of the momenta is always positive, the delta function is always zero, such that

Ψ^{μν}_0 (0|k) = 0 . (B6)

Similarly, the n = 1 case yields Ψ^{μν}_{1,αβ}(x; p|k) = − 1 2(2πℏ)^4 ∫ d^4u ∑ λ,λ^′ e^{iℏ u·x}ϵ^{(λ)}_α ( p − u 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′ )}_β ( p + u 2 )

× [ in ⟨ p − u 2 ; λ | | |Ψ̂^{μν} | | |p + u 2 ; λ^′ ⟩ in −_{in} ⟨ p − u 2 ; λ | | | p + u 2 ; λ^′ ⟩ in ⟨ 0 | | | | Ψ̂^{μν} | | | |0 ⟩] . Note that the second term vanishes for the same reasons as Ψ^{μν}_0 . Inserting a complete set of “out”-states again, we have Ψ^{μν}_{1,αβ}(x; p|k) = 1 (2πℏ)^4ℏ ∫ d^4u ∑ λ,λ^′ e^{iℏ u·x}ϵ^{(λ)}_α ( p − u 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′ )}_β ( p + u 2 )^∞∑ m=0 1 m! ∑ σ^m × ∫ d^3p^{′m} (2πℏ)^{3m}2(p^{′0})^m in ⟨ p − u 2 ; λ | | |V̂^{†μ}(0) | | | |p^{′m}; σ^m ⟩ out ×_{out} ⟨ p^{′m}; σ^m | | |V̂^ν (0) | | |p + u 2 ; λ^′ ⟩ in δ^{(4)} ( k + m∑ ℓ=1 p^′_ℓ − p ) . (B7)

Using the fact that the one-particle “in”- or “out”-states are orthogonal, we find that ⟨ 0 | | | V̂^ν (0) | |p + u 2 ; λ^′ ⟩ in = √ ℏϵ^{(λ′)ν} ( p + u 2 ) , (B8)

which may be used to obtain an explicit expression for the m = 0-term in Eq. (B7). The other terms in the respective sum require that

p^2 = (k + p^′)^2 = 2m^2 + 2k · p^′ > 2m^2 , (B9)

which implies including the possibility of creating particles with masses larger than twice the mass of the original vector bosons. This possibility we will neglect, such that only the m = 0 term in Eq. (B7) contributes, yielding Ψ^{μν}_{1,αβ} (x; p|k) = 1 (2πℏ)^4 ∫ d^4u ∑ λ,λ^′ e^{iℏ u·x}ϵ^{(λ)}_α ( p − u 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′)}_β ( p + u 2 )

×ϵ^{∗(λ)μ} ( p − u 2 ) ϵ^{(λ′)ν} ( p + u 2 ) δ^{(4)} (k − p) . (B10)

Truncating the sum in Eq. (B3) after the first term (higher orders would lead to nonlinear dependencies of W^{μν} on W^{μν}_{in} ) and expanding the “in”-Wigner function around x, we obtain W^{μν} (x, k) = ∫ d^4u ∑ λ,λ^′ ϵ^{∗(λ)μ} ( k − u 2 ) ϵ^{(λ)}_α ( k − u 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′)}_β ( k + u 2 ) ϵ^{(λ′)ν} ( k + u 2 )

× { W^{αβ}_{in} (x, k)δ^{(4)}(u) − iℏ [ ∂^ρ_uδ^{(4)}(u) ] ∂_ρW^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) }

= K^μ_α K^ν_β W^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) − iℏ ∫ d^4u ( K − U 2 )_μ α ( K + U 2 )_ν β [ ∂^ρ_uδ^{(4)}(u) ] ∂_ρW^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) , (B11)

where we defined ( K ± U 2 )_{μν} := g^{μν} − (k ± u)^{−2} ( k ± u 2 )_μ ( k ± u 2 )_ν . (B12)

Integrating by parts and using ∂^ρ_u ( K ± U 2 )_{μν} | | |_{u=0} = ∓k^{−2} ( 1 2 g^{ρ(μ}k^{ν)} − k^ρk^μk^ν k^2 ) (B13)

as well as the fact that k · ∂W^{μν}_{in} (x, k) = 0, we can evaluate the second term in Eq. (B11) to get W^{μν} (x, k) = K^μ_α K^ν_β W^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) + iℏ∂_u [( K − U 2 )_μ α ( K + U 2 )_ν β ] ∂_ρW^{αβ}_{in} (x, k)

= K^μ_α K^ν_β W^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) + iℏ 2 k^{−2} ( ∂^{(μ}k_{α)}K^ν_β − ∂^{(ν} k_{β)}K^μ_α ) W^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) . Remembering that the “in”-Wigner function corresponds to free particles, we know from the results of free Proca theory [58] that k_μW^{μν}_{S,in} ∼ O(ℏ^2) and k_μW^{μν}_{A,in} = (iℏ/2)∂^ν f^{(0)}_K + O(ℏ^2). Thus, we may rewrite this expression up to first order in ℏ as

W^{μν} (x, k) = K^μ_α K^ν_β W^{αβ}_{in} (x, k) + iℏ 2 k^{[μ} k^2

∂^{ν]}f^{(0)}_{K,in}(x, k) ≡ W^{μν}_{in} (x, k) . (B14)

Manifestly, we may identify the Wigner function with its “in”-counterpart to this order. Note that this does not mean that k · ∂W^{μν} ∼ O(ℏ^2), as the low-density approximation (B14) will only be used inside the collision integral.

2. Expansion of C^{μν} in terms of W^{μν}_{in}

Similar to the Wigner function itself, we may also express the expectation value given in Eq. (10a), which determines the right-hand side of the Boltzmann equation, via the “in”-Wigner functions: C^{μν} (x, k) = ∞∑ n=2 1 n! ∫ d^4x̄^n ∫ d^4k̄^nΦ^{μν}_{n,α1 β1···αnβn} (x̄^n; k̄^n|k) n∏ j=1 W^{αj βj}_{in} (x + x̄_j , k̄_j ) , (B15)

where Φ^{μν}_{n,α1β1···αnβn} (x̄^n; k̄^n|k) := (−1)^n 2^n(2πℏ)^{4n} ∫ d^4u^n ∑ λ^n,λ^{′n} n∏ j=1 e^{iℏ uj ·x̄j} ϵ^{(λj )}_{αj} ( k̄_j − u^j 2 ) ϵ^{∗(λ′j )}_{βj} ( k̄_j + u^j 2 )

× in ⟪k̄^n − u^n 2 ; λ^n | | | Φ̂^{μν} (k) | | |k̄^n + u^n 2 ; λ^{′n}⟫_{in} , (B16) and Φ̂^{μν} (k) := − i (2πℏ)^4 ∫ d^4ve^{− iℏ k·v} : [ V̂^{†μ} ( v 2 ) ρ̂^ν ( − v 2 ) − ρ̂^{†μ} ( v 2 ) V̂^ν ( − v 2 )] : . (B17)

Note that the sum in Eq. (B15) starts at n = 2, which, following Ref. [86], can be understood as follows: The n = 0 term vanishes via the same argumentation as before, since the line of reasoning did not depend on the objects appearing in the two-point function, but rather on their arguments (i.e., ±v/2). The n = 1 term has to vanish as well since the “in”-Wigner function represents the distribution of particles without interactions, such that k · ∂W^{μν}_{in} = 0.

The kernel (B16) will be analyzed in the following for n = 2, corresponding to 2 → 2 collisions. It should be noted that, considering Eq. (23a), only the parts of Φ^{μν} orthogonal to k^μ will contribute to the kinetic equation.

Inserting a complete set of “out”-states and using the fact that the “in”-and “out”-states are momentum eigenstates, we obtain

in ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | Φ̂^{μν} (k) | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = −i ∞∑ m=0 1 m! ∑ σ^{′m} ∫ d^3k^{′m} (2πℏ)^{3m}2(k^{′0})^m_{in} ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | | [ V̂^{†μ}(0) | | | |k^{′m}; σ^{′m} ⟩ out out ⟨ k^{′m}; σ^{′m} | | | | : ρ̂^ν (0) :

− : ρ̂^{†μ}(0) : | | |k^{′m}; σ^{′m} ⟩ out out ⟨ k^{′m}; σ^{′m} | | |V̂^ν (0) ] | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in δ^{(4)} k + m∑ j=0 k^′_j − k_1 − k_2

= −i ∑ σ^′ ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0}_{in} ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | [ V̂^{†μ}(0) | | |k^′; σ^′ ⟩ out out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | : ρ̂^ν (0) :

− : ρ̂^{†μ}(0) : | | | |k^′; σ^′ ⟩ out out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | | V̂^ν (0) ] | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in δ^{(4)} (k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) . (B18)

Note that in the last equality we assumed some conserved charge to be present (e.g. baryon number or electric charge), and assumed only one species of particles. Under these conditions, the only permissible scattering with two outgoing particles is 2 → 2 scattering.

Our next task consists in evaluating the matrix elements involving the field operators, for which we use the Yang- Feldman equation relating the fields to the “in”-fields and the source operators ρ̂^μ [86],

V̂^μ(0) = V̂^μ_{in} (0) + ∫ d^4x Δ^{μν}_R (−x)ρ̂_ν (x) . (B19)

Here Δ^{μν}_R is the (symmetric) retarded vector boson propagator. Making use of the Fourier decomposition of the “in”-field operators,

V̂^μ_{in} (0) = √ ℏ ∑ σ^′ ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} â_{in}(k^′, σ^′)ϵ^{(σ′ )μ}(k^′) , (B20)

and the orthogonality of the “in”-and “out”-states in conjunction with the fact that one-particle momentum eigenstates are stable, we obtain

out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | V̂^μ(0) | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = √ ℏ(2πℏ)^32k^{′0} [ ϵ^{(λ′1)μ} ( k_1 + u_1 2 ) δ^{(3)} ( k^′ − k_2 − u_2 2 ) δ_σ′_λ′_2 + (1 ↔ 2) ]

+Δ̃^{μν}_R ( k_1 + k_2 + u_1 + u_2 2 − k^′ ) out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | |ρ̂^ν (0) | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in . (B21)

Here we also used the Fourier decomposition of the propagator. Inserting Eq. (B21) into Eq. (B18), we have

in ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | |Φ̂^{μν} (k) | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = −i ∑ σ^′ ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} ( out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | : ρ̂^ν (0) : | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in × {√ ℏ(2πℏ)^32k^{′0} [ ϵ^{∗(λ1 )μ} ( k_1 − u_1 2 ) δ^{(3)} ( k^′ − k_2 + u_2 2 ) δ_σ′_{λ2} + (1 ↔ 2) ]

+Δ̃^{∗μα}_R ( k − u_1 + u_2 2 ) in ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | : ρ̂^†α(0) : | | |k^′; σ^′ ⟩ out } −_{in} ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | : ρ̂^{†μ}(0) : | | |k^′; σ^′ ⟩ out × {√ ℏ(2πℏ)^32k^{′0} [ ϵ^{(λ′1 )ν} ( k_1 + u_1 2 ) δ^{(3)} ( k^′ − k_2 − u_2 2 ) δ_σ′_λ′_2 + (1 ↔ 2) ]

+Δ̃^{να}_R ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 ) out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | | : ρ̂^α(0) : | | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in }) δ^{(4)} (k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) . (B22)

Notice that we may rewrite the expectation value of a source term as

out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | |ρ̂^ν (0) | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = 3∑ σ=0 g^{σσ} ϵ^{(σ)ν} ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 ) ϵ^{∗(σ)α} ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 ) out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | |ρ̂^α(0) | | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in , (B23)

where we introduced a timelike polarization vector ϵ^{(0)μ}(k) := k^μ/k, such that 3∑ σ^′ =0 g^{σ′σ′} ϵ^{(σ′ )μ}(k)ϵ^{∗(σ′ )ν} (k) = E^{μν} + K^{μν} = g^{μν} . (B24) Note that the term containing the timelike polarization vector in the sum in Eq. (B23) is actually of higher order in ℏ. To see this, consider the action of the respective four-momentum on the source term, ( k^α + u^α_1 + u^α_2 2 ) out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | |ρ̂^α(0) | | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = out ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | | [ ρ̂_α(0), P̂^α ] | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = iℏ_{out} ⟨ k^′; σ^′ | | | | (∂ · ρ̂) (0) | | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in . (B25)

If the source was conserved, this term would vanish identically. Even though we do not assume this, we will find that this term will not contribute to the Boltzmann equation to first order in ℏ.

The contraction of a polarization vector with a source term can be related to the transfer-matrix elements through [86]

ϵ^{∗(σ)α} (k)_{out}⟨k^′; σ^′| : ρ̂_α(0) : | |k^2; λ^{′2}⟩_{in} = − 1√ ℏ ⟨k, k^′; σ, σ^′| t̂ | |k^2; λ^{′2}⟩ . (B26)

From this equation and Eq. (B25) we deduce that all transfer-matrix elements in which one of the polarizations is timelike, i.e., where σ = 0, are one order higher in ℏ than their counterparts where all polarizations are spacelike. Next we note that the retarded propagator of a massive vector boson may be written as

Δ̃^{μν}_R (k) = ℏ^2 ( E^{μν} m^2 − K^{μν} k^2 − m^2 + iηk^0 )

= Δ̃_R(k)

[_3 ∑ σ=0 g^{σσ} ϵ^{(σ)μ}(k)ϵ^{∗(σ)ν} (k) − k^2 m^2 E^{μν} ]

= Δ̃_R(k) 3∑ σ=0 g^{σσ} ϵ^{(σ)μ}(k)ϵ^{∗(σ)ν} (k) ( 1 − k^2 m^2 δ_{σ0} ) , (B27) where we defined the scalar retarded propagator Δ̃_R(k) := −ℏ^2(k^2 − m^2 + iηk^0)^{−1} and used the fact that η is an infinitesimal quantity prescribing which contour to take in the complex plane.

Inserting Eqs. (B23), (B26) and (B27) into Eq. (B22), we obtain

in ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | Φ̂^{μν} (k) | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ in = −i 3∑ σ,σ^′=0 g^{σσ} g^{σ′σ′} ( δ ( k^0 − k^0_1 − k^0_2 + √( k_2 − u_2 2 )_2

+ m^2 ) δ^{(3)} ( k − k_1 − u_2 2 ) δ_σ′_{λ1}

× ⟨ k + u_1 + u_2 2 , k_2 − u_2 2 ; σ, λ_2 | | | | t̂ | | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩ ϵ^{(σ)ν} ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 ) ϵ^{∗(σ′ )μ} ( k − u_1 + u_2 2 )

+(1 ↔ 2) − [ δ ( k^0 − k^0_1 − k^0_2 + √( k_2 + u_2 2 )_2

+ m^2 ) δ^{(3)} ( k − k_1 + u_2 2 ) δ_{σλ}′_1 × ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | | t̂^† | | | |k − u_1 + u_2 2 , k_2 + u_2 2 ; σ^′, λ^′_2 ⟩ ϵ^{∗(σ′ )μ} ( k − u_1 + u_2 2 ) ϵ^{(σ)ν} ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 )

+(1 ↔ 2) ] − 1 ℏ ∑ σ^{′′} ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} ϵ^{∗(σ′ )μ} ( k − u_1 + u_2 2 ) ϵ^{(σ)ν} ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 )

× ⟨ k^2 − u^2 2 ; λ^2 | | | t̂^† | | |k − u_1 + u_2 2 , k^′; σ^′, σ^{′′} ⟩ ⟨ k^′, k + u_1 + u_2 2 ; σ^{′′}, σ | | | t̂ | | |k^2 + u^2 2 ; λ^{′2} ⟩

× { Δ̃_R ( k − u_1 + u_2 2 ) [ 1 − ( k −^{u1 +u2}_2

)_2

m^2 δ_σ′_0 ] − Δ̃^∗_R ( k + u_1 + u_2 2 ) [ 1 − ( k +^{u1 +u2}_2

)_2

m^2 δ_{σ0} ]}

×δ^{(4)} (k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) ) , (B28)

where we inserted identities in order to be able to factor out the sums over σ and σ^′. In the second and fourth line of Eq. (B28) we separate the real and imaginary parts of t̂ and t̂^† in order to make use of the optical theorem

i 2 ⟨ k^2; λ^2 | t̂ − t̂^† | p^2; λ^{′2} ⟩ = − (2πℏ)^4 4 ∑ ρ^2 ∫ d^3q_1 (2πℏ)^32q^0_1 ∫ d^3q_2 (2πℏ)^32q^0_2 δ^{(4)}(q_1 + q_2 − k_1 − k_2) × ⟨ k^2; λ^2 | | t̂ | |q^2; ρ^2⟩ ⟨q^2; ρ^2 | | t̂^† | |p^2; λ^{′2}⟩ . (B29)

In order to arrive at the expression in the main text, we furthermore need to rewrite the scattering-matrix elements as

⟨k, k^′; σ, σ^′| t̂ | |k^2; λ^{′2}⟩ = ϵ^{∗(σ)}_α (k)ϵ^{∗(σ′ )}_β (k^′)ϵ^{(λ′}1^)_γ (k_1)ϵ^{(λ′}2^)_δ (k_2)M^{αβγδ}(k, k^′, k_1, k_2) , (B30)

where M is the tree-level vertex function of the theory. In the remainder of this work we will assume that M^∗ = M, similar to Ref. [87]. Note that the vertex fulfills M^{μναβ} = M^{νμαβ} = M^{μνβα} = M^{αβμν} .

Truncating the sum in Eq. (B15) at n = 2, inserting Eqs. (B28)–(B30) as well as using the completeness relation of the polarization vectors, we find for the components of the collision term that are orthogonal to the four-momentum

C^{μν}_{⊥,on-shell}(x, k) = C^{μν}_{⊥,ks} + C^{μν}_{⊥,s} . (B31)

Here, C^{μν}_{⊥,ks} is defined as

C^{μν}_{⊥,ks} :=

(2πℏ)^7 4 ∫ d^4x̄^2 ∫ d^3k_1 (2πℏ)^32k^0_1 ∫ d^3k_2 (2πℏ)^32k^0_2 ∫ d^3k^′ (2πℏ)^32k^{′0} ∫ d^4u^2 (2πℏ)^8 e^{iℏ (u1 ·x̄1+u2·x̄2)}M^{γ1γ2δ1 δ2} M^{ζ1ζ2 η1η2} × K^μ_μ′ K^ν_ν′ ( K − U_1 + U_2 2 )_μ′_α ( K + U_1 + U_2 2 )_ν′_β [ W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell}(x + x̄_1, k_1)W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x + x̄_2, k_2) ×g_{αδ1} g_{βζ1} ( K_1 −

U_1 2 ) γ_1α_1 ( K_2 −

U_2 2 ) γ_2α_2 K^′_{δ2ζ2} ( K_1 +

U_1 2 ) β_1η_1 ( K_2 +

U_2 2 ) β_2η_2

δ^{(4)}(k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2) − 1 2 W^{α1β1}_{on-shell} ( x + x̄_1, k − u_2 2 ) W^{α2β2}_{on-shell}(x + x̄_2, k^′)g_{αα1} g_{βγ1} ( K^′ − U_2 2 ) γ_2α_2 K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} × ( K + U_1 − U_2 2 ) β_1η_1 ( K^′ +

U_2 2 ) β_2η_2

δ^{(4)} ( k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2 + u_1 2 )

− 1 2 W^{α1β1}_{on-shell} ( x + x̄_1, k + u_2 2 ) W^{α2β2}_{on-shell}(x + x̄_2, k^′)g_{αη1} g_{ββ1} ( K^′ − U_2 2 ) γ_2α_2 K_{1,δ1ζ1} K_{2,δ2ζ2} × ( K + U_2 − U_1 2 ) γ_1α_1 ( K^′ +

U_2 2 ) β_2η_2

δ^{(4)} ( k + k^′ − k_1 − k_2 − u_1 2 ) ] . (B32a)

This term will turn out to describe collisions exchanging both momentum and spin, cf. the discussion in the main text. The term C^{μν}_{⊥,s} will be responsible for the collisions exchanging only spin, and reads C^{μν}_{⊥,s} := i(2πℏ)^3 4 ∫ d^4x̄^2 ∫ d^3k_2 (2πℏ)^32k^0_2 ∫ d^4u^2 (2πℏ)^8 e^{iℏ (u1·x̄1+u2·x̄2)}M^{γ1γ2 δ1δ2} × ( K_2 −

U_2 2 ) γ_2 α_2 ( K_2 +

U_2 2 ) β_2 δ_2 ( K − U_1 + U_2 2 )_μ′_α ( K + U_1 + U_2 2 )_ν′_β K^μ_μ′ K^ν_ν′ × [ W^{α1 β1}_{on-shell} ( x + x̄_1, k − u_2 2 ) W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x + x̄_2, k_2)g_{αα1} g_{βδ1} ( K + U_1 − U_2 2 ) β_1δ_1

−W^{α1β1}_{on-shell} ( x + x̄_1, k + u_2 2 ) W^{α2 β2}_{on-shell}(x + x̄_2, k_2)g_{αγ1} g_{ββ1} ( K + U_2 − U_1 2 ) γ_1α_1 ] . (B32b)

Note that, as mentioned in Ref. [87], it can be shown that this term gives a correction to the drift term and a Vlasov-like contribution on the left-hand side of the Boltzmann equation.

In these expressions, we already used that the Wigner functions entering the Boltzmann equation are on the mass-shell, cf. App. C. Furthermore, we employed the relation Δ̃_R (k) − Δ̃^∗_R(k) = 2πiℏ^2δ(k^2 − m^2) . (B33)

In Eqs. (B32), it can be seen that to first order the terms in the sum in Eq. (B28) where σ = 0 or σ^′ = 0 do not contribute to C^{μν}_{⊥,on-shell}. This is due to the fact that the transfer-matrix elements containing timelike polarizations are one order higher in the ℏ-gradient expansion than their counterparts containing only spacelike polarization, cf. Eq. (B25).

In order to arrive at Eq. (35) in the main text, we neglect the pure-spin exchange term C^{μν}_{⊥,s}, approximate (for j ∈ {1, 2}) W^{μν} (x + x̄_j , k) ≃ W^{μν} (x, k) + x̄_j · ∂W^{μν} (x, k) (B34)

and perform the d^4x̄^2-integrations.

Appendix C: Proof that the off-shell terms cancel

In this appendix, we show that the off-shell terms in the kinetic equation vanish to first order in ℏ. Acting with the Bopp operators on the collision integral (7) and neglecting terms of higher order in ℏ, it holds that ( D^∗ · D^∗ − m^2 ) C^{μν}_⊥ (x, k) = ℏ 2ℏ^2 (2πℏ)^4 K^μ_α K^ν_β ∫ d^4ve^{−ik·v/ℏ} ⟨ ρ̂^{†α}(x + v/2)ρ̂^β(x − v/2) ⟩ =: ℏZ^{μν} (x, k) . (C1)

Note that it is sufficient to consider the components of C^{μν} orthogonal to k^μ since only these enter into Eq. (23a). Since Z^{∗νμ} = Z^{μν} , we have that

Re Z^{μν} = Z^{μν}_S , Im Z^{μν} = −iZ^{μν}_A . (C2)

Splitting the equation of motion for C^{μν} into real and imaginary parts, we obtain (k^2 − m^2)Re C^{μν}_{⊥,S} + ℏk · ∂Im C^{μν}_{⊥,S} = ℏZ^{μν}_S , (k^2 − m^2)Re C^{μν}_{⊥,A} + ℏk · ∂Im C^{μν}_{⊥,A} = 0 , (k^2 − m^2)Im C^{μν}_{⊥,A} − ℏk · ∂Re C^{μν}_{⊥,A} = −iℏZ^{μν}_A , (k^2 − m^2)Im C^{μν}_{⊥,S} − ℏk · ∂Re C^{μν}_{⊥,S} = 0 . (C3) Subtracting the fourth equation from the second one multiplied by i, we have

(k^2 − m^2) ( iRe C^{μν}_{⊥,A} − Im C^{μν}_{⊥,S} ) + ℏk · ∂ ( Re C^{μν}_{⊥,S} + iIm C^{μν}_{⊥,A} ) = 0 . (C4)

Making use of Eqs. (10), this becomes

(k^2 − m^2)C^{μν}_⊥ = ℏk · ∂δM^{μν}_⊥ , (C5)

which implies that the collision kernel may be expanded as

C^{μν}_⊥ = δ(k^2 − m^2) ( C^{(0),μν} ⊥ + C^{(1),μν}_{⊥,on-shell} ) + ℏ k^2 − m^2 k · ∂δM^{μν}_⊥ + O(ℏ^2) . (C6)

Remembering the mass-shell equations (17) we get to first order in ℏ

W^{μν}_⊥ (x, k) = δ(k^2 − m^2) [ W^{(0),μν} ⊥ (x, k) + ℏW^{(1),μν}_{⊥,on-shell}(x, k) ] + ℏ k^2 − m^2 δM^{μν}_⊥ . (C7)

Inserting this solution into the kinetic equation k · ∂W^{μν}_⊥ (x, k) = C^{μν}_⊥ and making use of Eq. (C6), we obtain

δ(k^2 − m^2)k · ∂ [ W^{(0),μν} ⊥ (x, k) + ℏW^{(1),μν}_{⊥,on-shell}(x, k) ] + ℏ k^2 − m^2 k · ∂δM^{μν}_⊥ = δ(k^2 − m^2) ( C^{(0),μν} ⊥ + C^{(1),μν}_{⊥,on-shell} ) + ℏ k^2 − m^2 k · ∂δM^{μν}_⊥ . (C8) It is straightforward to see that the off-shell terms cancel and the Boltzmann equation is on shell:

k · ∂W^{μν}_{⊥,on-shell}(x, k) = C^{μν}_{⊥,on-shell} . (C9)

[1] 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].

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

[3] 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].

[4] 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].

[5] 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].

[6] F. Becattini, Spin and polarization: a new direction in relativistic heavy ion physics, (2022), arXiv:2204.01144 [nucl-th]. [7] 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].

[8] J. Adam et al. (STAR), Global polarization of Λ hyperons in Au+Au collisions at √s_{N N} = 200 GeV, Phys. Rev. C 98, 014910 (2018), arXiv:1805.04400 [nucl-ex].

[9] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE), Global polarization of ΛΛ̄ hyperons in Pb-Pb collisions at √ sNN = 2.76 and 5.02 TeV, Phys. Rev. C 101, 044611 (2020), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.C 105, 029902 (2022)], arXiv:1909.01281 [nucl-ex].

[10] R. Abou Yassine et al. (HADES), Measurement of global polarization of Λ hyperons in few-GeV heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Lett. B 835, 137506 (2022), arXiv:2207.05160 [nucl-ex].

[11] 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].

[12] 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].

[13] 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].

[14] 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].

[15] 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].

[16] 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].

[17] 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].

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

[19] 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].

[20] 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].

[21] 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].

[22] S. Alzhrani, S. Ryu, and C. Shen, Λ spin polarization in event-by-event relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 106, 014905 (2022), arXiv:2203.15718 [nucl-th].

[23] 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].

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

[25] 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].

[26] 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].

[27] F. Becattini, W. Florkowski, and E. Speranza, Spin tensor and its role in non-equilibrium thermodynamics, Phys. Lett. B789, 419 (2019), arXiv:1807.10994 [hep-th].

[28] 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].

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

[30] 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].

[31] 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].

[32] 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].

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

[34] 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].

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

[36] 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].

[37] 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].

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

[39] 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].

[40] 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].

[41] 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].

[42] 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].

[43] 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].

[44] 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].

[45] 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].

[46] 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].

[47] 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].

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

[49] 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].

[50] D.-L. Wang, X.-Q. Xie, S. Fang, and S. Pu, Analytic solutions of relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics with radial expansion in Gubser flow, Phys. Rev. D 105, 114050 (2022), arXiv:2112.15535 [hep-ph].

[51] 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].

[52] 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].

[53] J. Hu, Relativistic first-order spin hydrodynamics via the Chapman-Enskog expansion, Phys. Rev. D 105, 076009 (2022), arXiv:2111.03571 [hep-ph].

[54] J. Hu, Linear mode analysis from spin transport equation, Phys. Rev. D 106, 036004 (2022), arXiv:2202.07373 [hep-ph]. [55] R. Singh, M. Shokri, and S. M. A. T. Mehr, Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics with spin, (2022), arXiv:2202.11504 [hep-ph].

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

[57] 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].

[58] 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].

[59] A. D. Gallegos, U. Gursoy, and A. Yarom, Hydrodynamics, spin currents and torsion, JHEP 05, 139, arXiv:2203.05044 [hep-th].

[60] S. Bhadury, W. Florkowski, A. Jaiswal, A. Kumar, and R. Ryblewski, Relativistic spin-magnetohydrodynamics, (2022), arXiv:2204.01357 [nucl-th].

[61] 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].

[62] R. Biswas, A. Daher, A. Das, W. Florkowski, and R. Ryblewski, Relativistic second-order spin hydrodynamics: an entropycurrent analysis, (2023), arXiv:2304.01009 [nucl-th].

[63] 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].

[64] 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].

[65] M. S. Abdallah et al. (STAR), Pattern of global spin alignment of ϕ and K^{∗0} mesons in heavy-ion collisions, Nature 614, 244 (2023), arXiv:2204.02302 [hep-ph].

[66] 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.

[67] 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].

[68] 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].

[69] 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].

[70] 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].

[71] 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].

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

[73] 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].

[74] 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].

[75] D. Wagner, N. Weickgenannt, and E. Speranza, Generating tensor polarization from shear stress, Phys. Rev. Res. 5, 013187 (2023), arXiv:2207.01111 [nucl-th].

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

[77] A. Kumar, B. Müller, and D.-L. Yang, Spin alignment of vector mesons by glasma fields, (2023), arXiv:2304.04181 [nucl-th]. [78] E. Leader, Spin in Particle Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2001).

[79] N. Weickgenannt, D. Wagner, E. Speranza, and D. H. Rischke, Relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics from kinetic theory with a nonlocal collision term, Phys. Rev. D 106, L091901 (2022), arXiv:2208.01955 [nucl-th].

[80] D. Vasak, M. Gyulassy, and H. T. Elze, Quantum Transport Theory for Abelian Plasmas, Annals Phys. 173, 462 (1987). [81] H. T. Elze, M. Gyulassy, and D. Vasak, Transport Equations for the QCD Gluon Wigner Operator, Phys. Lett. B 177, 402 (1986).

[82] H.-T. Elze and U. W. Heinz, Quark - Gluon Transport Theory, Phys. Rept. 183, 81 (1989). [83] 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].

[84] 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].

[85] F. Bopp, La mécanique quantique est-elle une mécanique statistique classique particulière?, Annales de l’institut Henri Poincaré 15, 81 (1956).

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

[87] 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].

[88] S. Mrowczynski and U. W. Heinz, Towards a relativistic transport theory of nuclear matter, Annals Phys. 229, 1 (1994). [89] F. W. Hehl, On the Energy Tensor of Spinning Massive Matter in Classical Field Theory and General Relativity, Rept. Math. Phys. 9, 55 (1976).