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We perform a systematic study of the spin polarization of hyperons in heavy-ion collisions using the MUSIC
hydrodynamic model with A Multi-Phase Transport (AMPT) pre-equilibrium dynamics. Our model calculations
nicely describe the measured collision-energy, centrality, rapidity, and pr dependence of A polarization. We also
study and predict the global spin polarization of =~ and 2™ as a function of collision energy, which provides
a baseline for the studies of the magnetic moment, spin, and mass dependence of the spin polarization. For the
local spin polarization, we calculate the radial and azimuthal components of the transverse A polarization and
find specific modulating behavior which could reflect the circular vortical structure. However, our model fails to
describe the azimuthal-angle dependence of the longitudinal and transverse A polarization, which indicates that
the hydrodynamic framework with the spin Cooper-Frye formula under the assumption of thermal equilibrium

of spin degree of freedom needs to be improved.

I. INTRODUCTION

In peripheral high-energy heavy-ion collisions, the collid-
ing system contains a large amount of orbital angular momen-
tum perpendicular to the reaction plane, a portion of which
is carried by the produced quark-gluon plasma (QGP) in the
form of fluid vorticity. Such orbital angular momentum of
QGP can be transferred into the spin of the constituent par-
ticles via the spin-vorticity coupling. As a results, the final
emitted hyperons are globally spin-polarized along the direc-
tion of initial angular momentum [1, 2].

In experiments, the spin polarization of A and A hyperons
(“A polarization”) can be determined by measuring the an-
gular distribution of their weak-decay products. In such a
way, the global A polarization (i.e., the spin polarization in-
tegrated over kinematics) has been successfully observed by
STAR Collaboration in 7.7- 200 A GeV Au + Au collisions
at Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider(RHIC) [3-6], while was
also reported to be consistent with zero in 2.76 A TeV and
5.02 A TeV Pb + Pb collisions at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) [7]. Besides the global polarization, the differential A
polarization has also been measured (dubbed local A polar-
ization) [6-8]. In particular, it is found that the longitudinal
component of A polarization shows a quadrupole pattern in
the transverse plane[8]. Different from the global behavior,
such quadrupole structure of the longitudinal A polarization
survives at very high collision energies indicating that the spin
polarization might be influenced by not only the initial orbital
angular momentum but also other contributions like, e.g., the
inhomogeneous expansion of the fireball.

In theory, the global spin polarization in heavy-ion col-
lisions was first proposed by Liang and Wang [1] and was
noted by Voloshin from the experimental side [2]. Early
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works focused on calculations of spin polarization of quarks
and anti-quarks and the polarization of final hadrons was es-
timated through recombination or fragmentation mechanism
[1, 9-11]. Later on, an explicit formula, called spin Cooper-
Frye formula, that connects the spin polarization of hadrons
to the thermal vorticity at freeze-out hypersurface was es-
tablished for the thermal equilibrium system [12] (see also
Refs. [13, 14] for derivations in kinetic theory). It can be
used to calculate A polarization with hydrodynamics or trans-
port model simulations and roughly fit the global A polariza-
tion [15-25]. However, such spin Cooper-Frye formula fails
to reproduce the azimuthal-angle dependence of A polariza-
tion and results in a sign difference compared with the exper-
imental data [26-32]. (For reviews, please refer to Refs. [33—
38].) Besides the A polarization, the spin polarization of
quarks can also lead to other potential observables, such as
the global and local spin alignment of vector mesons [39-42],
enhancement of spinful hadrons’ yields [43], baryonic spin
hall effect [44].

In this work, we perform a systematic study on the A polar-
ization in 7.7 A GeV- 200 A GeV Au + Au collisions, using
the MUSIC hydrodynamic model with A Multi-Phase Trans-
port (AMPT) pre-equilibrium initial condition. Such hydrody-
namic models and hybrid approaches have been widely used
in relativistic heavy-ion collision at RHIC and the LHC en-
ergies, which successfully describe various soft hadronic ob-
servables such as the particle yields, transverse momentum
spectra, flows anisotropies [45-56]. In hydrodynamic calcu-
lations, the dynamic variables are local temperature, flow ve-
locity, and conserved charge densities. Using the spin Cooper-
Frye formula, the spin polarization vector can be calculated
with these hydrodynamics variables on the freeze-out sur-
face. In [18, 20, 22], the energy dependence of global A
polarization has been reproduced with hydrodynamic calcu-
lations. However, for the local A polarization, hydrodynamics
fails to reproduce the sign of the azimuthal-angle dependence
of both transverse and longitudinal polarization [18, 20, 26—
28], which is a pending puzzle. In this work, we will fur-
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ther study the global and local spin polarization within the
AMPT+MUSIC hydrodynamic framework. For the global po-
larization, besides demonstrating that AMPT+MUSIC model
can nicely describe the measured collision-energy, centrality,
rapidity, and pr dependence of A polarization, we will predict
the spin polarization of =~ and 2™, which provides a base-
line for the studies of the magnetic moment, spin, and mass
dependence of the spin polarization. For the local polariza-
tion, we focus on investigating how the initial condition and
hydrodynamic evolution influence the local polarization and
how different vorticity terms influence the local polarization
of P,. We also calculate the radial and azimuthal components
of the transverse A polarization and find specific modulating
behavior which could reflect the circular vortical structure.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II gives a brief
introduction to AMPT+MUSIC hybrid model and the spin po-
larization formula used in this work. Section III presents and
discusses the results of global and local spin polarization. Sec-
tion I'V concludes and summarizes the paper.

II. MODEL SETUP

In this work, we implement AMPT+MUSIC hybrid model
to study the global and local A-polarization in 7.7- 200 A GeV
Au + Au collisions at RHIC. AMPT is A Multi-Phase Trans-
port Model developed in [57], which is implemented here to
simulate the pre-equilibrium dynamics and generate the ini-
tial profiles for the succeeding MUSIC hydrodynamic evolu-
tion. MUSIC is a 3+1 dimensional relativistic viscous hydro-
dynamic model [46, 47, 58] to describe the evolution of the
QGP fireball. The MUSIC hydrodynamics can also be fol-
lowed by a UrQMD afterburner [59, 60] to describe the scat-
tering and evolution of dilute hadronic matter.

Compared with early hybrid model simulations with AMPT
initial energy density profiles [61-63], we generate the whole
energy-momentum tensor 7#” from AMPT for the hydrody-
namic evolution since initial flow is essential for the develop-
ment of fluid vorticity for the study of spin polarization.

A. AMPT Initial condition

In this paper, we use AMPT model to generate the ini-
tial energy-momentum tensor 7# and net baryon current N*
for the succeeding MUSIC hydrodynamic evolution. In the
string melting version of AMPT [57], the sub-program HI-
JING [64, 65] samples initial partons from mini-jets and ex-
citation strings. Then, the phase-space information of par-
tons is imported to sub-program ZPC for the subsequent par-
tonic evolution. Here we do not evolve this partonic stage till
hadronization but take the information of partons at a certain
switching hypersurface with a constant proper time 7y (the
initial time of hydrodynamics).

On the switching hypersurface, the energy-momentum ten-
sor T* and net baryon density n are constructed from Gaus-

sian smearing in Milne coordinate as [61, 66, 67]:
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Here, p!' denotes the 4-momentum vector of the i-th par-
ton with p] = myp cosh(Y; — 1), DY = Dixs D) = Diys
p; = mypsinh(Y; — ;) /70, myr the transverse mass, Y;
the rapidity, and 7;s the spacetime rapidity of the i-th par-
ton. @; is the baryon charge of i-th parton. The Gaussian
smearing factors ., 0y, and scale factor K are tuned to fit
the spectra and flow of all charged hadrons at the most central
collisions and are kept fixed for other centrality classes (see
also Refs. [61, 66]). In each centrality bin, we average 1,000
AMPT events to get smooth initial 7#” and n profiles for the
succeeding hydrodynamic evolution.

B. MUSIC Hydrodynamics

MUSIC is a 3+1 dimensional viscous hydrodynamic pro-
gram which solves the conservation equations for energy mo-
mentum tensor 7#” and charge current N* [45, 46, 58]:

8, T () = 0, (3a)
8,N"(z) =0, (3b)

and the 2nd order Israel-Stewart equations for shear stress ten-
sor " and bulk pressure II [68, 69]:
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Here, T*” and N* are decomposed as TH" = eutu” — (p +
IAH + ¥ NH* = nu*, where u* is the flow 4-velocity,
€ is the local energy density, p is pressure, n is the net baryon
density, and A*Y = g"” — utuY is the transverse projector to
the flow velocity u*. In Egs. (4), n and ( are shear and bulk
viscosities, A" is the symmetrized and traceless projection,
0 = Vyu' and o = L[VHu” + VVuk — ZAM(Vu®)]
with V,, = A, 0". The transport coefficients 71, drir1, Arr.,
Ty Onms @7, Tor and Arp are fixed by the Boltzmann equa-
tions [69, 70]. Note that we have neglected the baryon dif-
fusion effect in this study so that N* only contains the ideal
part. To close the system, we input a crossover-type equation
of state (EOS) as used in [54].

At the freeze-out hypersurface defined by a given constant
energy density FE,,, various hadron resonances are generated



by the Monte-Carlo event generator iSS [71] according to the
differential Cooper-Frye formula: [72]:
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where f; = feq,i(x,p) + d fi(x, p) is the distribution function
of the particle species ¢ with the equilibrium and off equilib-

rium parts taken the form foq i(z,p) = T T and

8 fi(@,D) = feai(@,p) (1 = feq.i(x,p) F&rpy 171, 73],

With these emitted hadrons, the hydrodynamic evolution
can be followed by the UrQMD [59, 60] to describe the scat-
terings and decays of dilute hadronic matter. After all the in-
teractions cease, the information of these hadrons are taken to
obtain various soft hadron observables.

Table I lists the parameter setups in our calculations. In
more details, the specific shear viscosity 7/s is set to be a con-
stant and the specific bulk viscosity, (/s is taken a form with
temperature dependence, which reach a peak near the phase
transition as in Ref. [70]. Following Ref. [49], the initial
time 79 of hydrodynamic evolution is set to be 0.4 fm/c for
200 A GeV Au+Au collisions and gradually increase to 2.0
fm/c for 7.7 A GeV Au+Au collisions. The switching energy
density E,, changes from 0.65 GeV/fm? to 0.35 GeV/fm?,
which roughly matches the chemical freeze-out temperature
obtained from the statistical model from high to low collision
energies.

p-d*S(x) fi(z,p), (5)

TABLE I. Parameter setups

VEan (GeV) 10 (fm) o, or (fm) 71/s  Few (GeV/m?)
200 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.08 0.65

62.4 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.08 0.6

39 0.8 04 0.6 0.08 0.55

27 1.0 04 04 0.10 0.5

19.6 1.2 02 04 0.12 0.45

7.7 2.0 02 03 0.16 0.35

C. Spin polarization

For a many-body system with fermions, the presence of
fluid vorticity would polarize the spin of fermions due to the
quantum mechanical spin-orbital coupling. At thermal equi-
librium, the mean spin vector is determined by the local ther-
mal vorticity, which at the leading order, is given by [12—-14]:

7L S(S+1)
2m 3

where S is the spin quantum number, m is the mass
of fermion, f(x,p) is the equibrium Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion function (In this spin polarization formula, the non-
equilibrium corrections § f is neglected) and w,,, is the ther-
mal vorticity defined as:
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The spin polarization vector P* is defined as:

1
P“(x,p) = gS”(l’,p) (8)

With an average of P*(x, p) over the freeze-out hypersurface,
the spin polarization in momentum space P*(p) is given by:

_ [ dZup¥ f(z,p)P*(x,p)
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This is the spin Cooper-Frye formula which links the spin po-
larization of final hadrons in momentum space to the thermal
vorticity on the freeze-out hypersurface [12—14].

The global spin polarization is obtained by integrating the
numerator and denominator of Eq. (9) over the momentum:

3
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Note that the spin polarization measured in experiments is
defined in the rest frame of the decay particle. To compare
with experiment data, the expression of P*(z,p) or S*(x, p)
is Lorentz transformed to particle’s rest frame as follows:
PS5
E(E+m)
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(10)

S*=8- p. (11)
Since the spin degree of freedom is not included in the dynam-
ics of the hadronic transport model UrQMD [18, 59, 60]. In
this work, we calculate the spin polarization on the freeze-
out hypersurface Fg,, according to Eqs. (6-11) without the
UrQMD afterburner and the following spin polarization re-
sults are all for primary particles. For other soft hadron ob-
servables, such as the spectra and v of identified hadrons
shown in the Appendix A, the UrQMD afterburner is imple-
mented.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we implement AMPT+MUSIC hydrody-
namic model to simulate the QGP fireball evolution and then
use the spin Cooper-Frye formula described in Sec. I1 C to cal-
culate and study the global and local spin polarization in 7.7
- 200 A GeV Au + Au collisions at RHIC. Here we also em-
phasis that with the parameter listed in table I and a UrQMD
hadronic afterburner, this hybrid model can also nicely de-
scribe many soft hadron observables, such as the spectra and
vy of identified hadrons. Please refer to the Appendix A for
details.

A. Global spin polarization

Fig.1(a) shows the global spin polarization of primary
A (without feed-down decay contributions) at mid-rapidity
(Y < 1) along —y direction. The calculated global A po-
larization from AMPT+MUSIC model decreases with the in-
crease of collision energy and fits the experiment data within
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FIG. 1. (a) Global A polarization along the —y direction as a function of collision energy. (b) Centrality dependence of global A polarization

in 27 A GeV Au + Au collisions. The kinematic cut for the left and right panels are: 0.4 < pr < 3 GeV,

Y| <1land 0.4 < pr < 3.0

GeV, |n| < 1, respectively. The calculated spin polarization is for primary A and A. The STAR data are taken from [4] (As the hyperon decay
parameter ap is updated, here and in the following figures, the published STAR results are scaled by a factor 0.87 [74].

the error bars. The decreasing feature can be understood by
the fact that, at mid-rapidity, the system behaves more likely
to a boost-invariant fluid with smaller vorticity, although the
total angular momentum is larger, at higher energy [75-77].
Figure 1(a) also shows that Pj is very close to Py, since the
difference between A and A in our calculation only comes
from the finite baryon chemical potential x5 in Egs. (5) and
(10). Although finite ;1 makes Pj larger than Py, it also
leads to more A production than A at earlier time, where the
thermal vorticity effect is more significant [78]. These two
effects cancel each other and makes Py and Pj almost iden-
tical. For this reason, in the following calculations, we will
only show results for A.

Fig. 1(b) shows the global A polarization as a function of
centrality in 27 A GeV Au + Au collisions. Our calculation
gives the same trend as the experimental measurements and
almost fits the experimental data at different centralities. With
the collision energy fixed, the global A polarization is pos-
itively correlated to the total angular momentum, which in-
creases with the centrality.

In Fig. 2, we study the global spin polarization of
=7(1322) and Q(1672) with the purpose of providing a
baseline for the studies of the magnetic moment, spin, and
mass dependence of the spin polarization. The related spin

ratios for these three baryons are S : S=— : Sy =3:1:1
and the magnetic moment ratios are | Mq-| : |[Mz-| : |Ma| =
3 :1: 1, while the mass ratios are mqg- : mg- : my = 1.5 :

1.2 : 1. Therefore, by applying the spin Cooper-Frye formula
Eq. (10), we expect a global-polarization ordering: Po- >
Pz- ~ P,, as demonstrated in Fig. 2. In our hydrodynamic
calculations, the difference between the spin polarization of
=~ and A only comes from the mass difference in Eq. (10),
which is too small to discern. Note that the spin polarizations
of Q~ and =° were calculated in AMPT model in Ref. [24],

in which a visible difference between =° and A is seen. This
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FIG. 2. Global spin polarization of A, =7, and 2~ in Au+Au col-
lisions at various collision energies. The kinematic setup is the same
as Fig. 1. The STAR data are taken from Ref. [74]. For the measure-
ments in 200 A GeV and 27 A GeV Au+Au collisions, the centrality
is 20-80% and 20-50%, respectively. For the AMPT+MUSIC calcu-
lations, the centrality is 20-50%.

is probably due to that, in AMPT calculation of Ref. [24], the
spin polarization depends also on the momentum distribution
of the hyperons which are hadronized all the time rather than
on specific particlization hypersurface. Nevertheless, in both
the hydrodynamic and AMPT calculations, the global spin po-
larizations of = and A are close to each other. For the spin-
3/2 particle 27, the spin polarization is clearly distinct from
spin-1/2 =~ and A. We emphasize that if a strong magnetic
field is present (which is not taken into account in the current
simulation), the spin Cooper-Frye formula is modified with
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FIG. 3. (a) Transverse momentum and (b) pseudo-rapidity dependence of A polarization along —y direction in 200 A GeV Au + Au collisions
at 20-60% centrality and in 27 A GeV Au + Au collisions at 15-75% centrality. The STAR data are taken from [5, 79].

the replacement @,, — Wy, + My F,,/(ST) with My the
magnetic moment of hyperon H, S the spin quantum num-
ber of H, and F),, the electromagnetic field [17]. Since the
ratios of the magnetic moment over spin for Q~, A, and =~
are roughly the same, the magnetic-field induced polarization
would be also similar. Besides, the magnetic field can also in-
duce splitting of the spin polarization between hyperons and
anti-hyperons [80]. (See e.g. Ref. [81] for another possi-
ble explanation of hyperon and anti-hyperon spin polarization
splitting.) Currently, the preliminary experimental data shown
in Fig. 2 have large error bars. Even precise measurements in
the future, when compared with our current results, may pro-
vide a novel access to the detection of the magnetic fields at
freeze-out in heavy-ion collisions.

B. Local spin polarization

After studying the global spin polarization, we now focus
on the local spin polarization, namely, the differential prop-
erties of the spin polarization. Figure 3 shows the trans-
verse momentum and pseudo-rapidity dependent A polariza-
tion. AMPT+MUSIC calculations show no significant depen-
dence on pr or 1, which qualitatively describe the experimen-
tal datain 200 A GeV and 27 A GeV Au+Au collisions [5, 79].

Besides the mid-rapidity results, forward and backward
spin polarization provide more nuanced information for the
local vortical structure. Fig. 4(a) shows the local A polariza-
tion in y direction, P, distributed in the p,-Y plane. At finite
rapidity region, P, shows opposite signs on two sides of the
longitudinal axis and form a quadrupole structure in the p,-Y
plane. As Refs. [24, 82, 83] pointed out, this quadrupole pat-
tern is a projection of a ring structure of the transverse spin
polarization P, = (P,, P,) onto p,-Y plane at forward or
backward region. Fig. 4(c) and Fig. 4(d) show such a ring
structure of P, at forward and backward rapidity ¥ = £2,

where the direction of the ring depends on the sign of rapidity.
In the mid-rapidity region, the global spin polarization domi-
nates and the ring structure degenerates to direct at —y direc-
tion evenly, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Physically, the ring struc-
ture of P, at finite rapidity is understood by the ring struc-
ture of thermal vorticity at finite spacetime rapidity due to the
anisotropic and inhomogenous expansion of the system. For
more discussions, please refer to Refs. [24, 83].

Figure 4 also demonstrates that the transverse spin polariza-
tion has striking angular distribution at different rapidity. To
visualize such angular distribution more clearly, we decom-
pose P, into radial (r) and azimuthal (¢) components and
show their azimuthal-angle dependence in Fig. 5. The special
modulation feature in ¢ is clearly seen, which could provide
an specific way to detect the vortex-ring structure by measur-
ing such ¢-modulation behavior of radial, P,, and azimuthal,
P4, components of P, at finite rapidity.

Fig. 6(a) shows the azimuthal dependence of A polariza-
tion P_, measured in experiment and calculated by model.
Our calculated P_, slightly increases with the azimuthal an-
gle ¢ from 0 to 7/2, while, the measured P_, shows an op-
posite trend and decreases with ¢, which is strong at the in-
plane direction but almost vanished at the out-of-plane direc-
tion. Fig. 6(b) shows P, calculated from our model and com-
pared with the (cos(6))*"" measured in experiment. Note

that (cos(67))""" is related to the longitudinal polarization by

P, = Mf%%, where o is the decay factor and (- - - )suP
denotes the subtraction of the acceptance effect in experiment.
As demonstrated by the lower panels of Fig. 7, the distribu-
tion of longitudinal spin polarization P, in the p,-p, trans-
verse momentum plane from our model calculations shows
an obvious quadrupole structure. While Fig. 6(b) illustrates
that although both model and data present a quadrupole pat-
tern, the sign is opposite. Such situations are similar to many
hydrodynamics or transport model calculations based on the
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FIG. 5. The azimuthal-angle ¢ dependence of the (a) radial () and (b) azimuthal (¢) components of the transverse spin polarization P, in
momentum space at forward, backward, and mid rapidity, calculated from AMPT+MUSIC.

spin Cooper-Frye formula, which could successfully describe
the magnitude and energy dependence of the global A polar-
ization [15-24], but fail to reproduce the local spin polariza-
tion, namely, the azimuthal dependence of P_, and P,. This
is the challenging spin “sign problem” which has attracted a
lot of attention but has not been solved till now (For recent

development, please refer to Refs. [26-32].

The spin Cooper-Frye formula (9) used in this paper and
early calculations can be regarded as a mapping between ther-
mal vorticity in coordinate space to spin polarization in mo-
mentum space, where the thermal vorticity is mainly con-
tributed from the initial condition and the hydrodynamic evo-
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AMPT+MUSIC with and without initial flow.

lution. Since the initial condition imprints the total angular
momentum of the system, it also largely influences the global
spin polarization in the final state due to the angular momen-
tum conservation. In contrast, both the initial condition and
hydrodynamic evolution could largely affect the local spin
polarization, which reflect the vorticity structure at late stage
evolution.

In Fig. 7, we plot the transverse distribution of spin po-
larization P, and P, in 20-50% Au + Au collision at mid-
rapidity, calculated from AMPT+MUSIC with and without
initial flow. The full AMPT initial condition with initial flow
has been described in Sec. II A. For the AMPT initial condi-

tion without initial flow, we directly set u*(79) = u¥(79) =
u (19) = 0 and obtain the initial energy density as described
in [61]. The initial flow directly influences the initial angular
momentum of the created QGP fireball. When it is turned off,
the vorticity of the initial fluid reduces to almost zero value.
Correspondingly, the final global polarization P, almost van-
ishes, as demonstrated in Fig. 7(b) (Note that we re-scaled
the result of P, without initial flow by a factor of 5 to make it
visible.).

It is generally believed that the longitudinal polarization
P, is directly associated with the anisotropic transverse ex-
pansion of the systems but insensitive to the initial angular
momentum [26]. This is confirmed by our AMPT+MUSIC
calculations with and without initial flow, which demonstrate
that P, has similar structure in these two comparison runs, as
shown by the lower panels of Fig. 7. This also means that the
longitudinal vorticity P, mainly probes the vortical structure
developed during the hydrodynamic evolution.

Note that, according to Egs. (6)-(10), the longitudinal com-
ponent P, is contributed by 3 parts :

P*(p) ~ p'wwyy + p @iy — P (12)

The first term is related to the non-relativistic vorticity w, ~
(V X v),, which arises when the system expands anisotrop-
ically. The second and third terms are relativistic effect and
can be considered as Thomas precession w4, ~ (p x a)?/m
(taking into account the fact that for nearly ideal fluid a ~
—T~'VT) with a the acceleration of the fluid. Figure 8
shows that the contributions from the last two terms are much
bigger than the first term, which indicates that the spin “sign
problem” is possibly a relativistic effect. Such analysis works
for all the hydrodynamic or transport calculations of P, based
on the spin Cooper-Frye formula with thermal vorticity as the
spin chemical potential. Similar analysis were also discussed
in Ref. [89]. The discrepancy between the theoretical calcu-
lations based on the spin Cooper-Frye formula and the exper-
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imental data is still not fully understood. Some attempts to
resolve such problem can be found in Refs. [27-32].

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we used MUSIC viscous hydrodynamics with
the AMPT pre-equilibrium dynamics to study the hyperon
spin polarization in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. With a
UrQMD hadron cascade afterburner, this hybrid model can
nicely describe various soft hadron observables at RHIC-
BES energies, such as the rapidity distribution of all charged
hadrons, transverse momentum spectra, and differential ellip-
tic flows of identified hadrons; see Appendix A for the de-
tails. In order to study the spin polarization of hyperons,
we implemented the spin Cooper-Frye formula that associates
the momentum-space distribution of the hyperon polarization
with the position-space vorticity of the fluid, and obtained a
nice description of the collision-energy dependence, central-
ity dependence, and the p and 7 dependence of the A polar-
ization. We also studied and predicted the global spin polar-
ization of =~ and 2~ as a function of collision energy, which
provides a baseline for the studies of the magnetic moment,
spin, and mass dependence of the spin polarization.

For the local spin polarization, we calculated the radial and
azimuthal components of the transverse A polarization and
found specific modulating behavior that could reflect the cir-
cular vortical structure. However, for the azimuthal depen-
dence of the transverse and the longitudinal spin polarization,
our approach, like most of the previous theoretical calcula-
tions, gives an opposite trend compared with the experimental
data. These results suggest that the spin Cooper-Frye formula,
which was derived under the assumption of thermal equilib-
rium of spin degree of freedom, needs to be improved. A
promising direction for such a purpose is the spin hydrody-
namics which has been intensively discussed recently [90-
97]. With the future numerical implementation, such frame-
work might give important insight to the puzzle of local spin
polarization and may also be used to study the global and local
spin alignment of vector mesons [39-42].

Appendix A: Soft hadronic observables

In this appendix, we check the soft hadronic observables
from AMPT + MUSIC simulations which serve as baseline
calculations before study the spin-polarization in relativistic
heavy ion collisions. Figures 9 and 10 present the rapidity dis-
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tribution of all charged hadrons, transverse momentum spec-
tra and differential elliptic flow of pions and protons in 200
A GeV and 19.6 A GeV Au+Au collisions. With a UrQMD
hadronic afterburner and properly tuned parameters listed in
Table I, our AMPT + MUSIC simulations nicely fit these soft
observables measured in experiment. These agreements indi-
cate that our hybrid model give a nice description for the bulk
evolution of the QGP fireball.

Appendix B: Global spin polarization — a comparison between
AMPT and AMPT+MUSIC

In this appendix, we compare the global spin polarization
calculated from our AMPT+MUSIC hybrid model and from
the pure transport approach AMPT. As shown in Fig. 11(a),
the global polarization from AMPT is larger than that from
MUSIC, although the pre-equilibrium dynamics at the early
stage are both provided by AMPT.

To understand the difference between these two results,
in Fig. 11(b), we compare the hadronization distribution in
AMPT and the freeze-out hypersurface from AMPT+MUSIC
hydrodynamic model. For hydrodynamic simulations, the par-
ticlization happens on the freeze-out hypersurface with con-
stant energy density. For AMPT simulation, the hadroniza-
tion process is realized through parton recombination with
the Monte-Carlo sampling [57]. As a result, the hadroniza-
tion in AMPT happens all the time during the system evolu-
tion. In contrast, the hydrodynamic particlization happens at a
specific freeze-out hypersurface, which, on average, happens
later than the AMPT hadronization. Noting that the thermal
vorticity gradually decreases with the evolution, AMPT thus
gives a larger global polarization than the hydrodynamic sim-
ulations.
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