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We derive relativistic second-order dissipative fluid-dynamical equations of motion for massive
spin-1/2 particles from kinetic theory using the method of moments. Besides the usual conservation
laws for charge, energy, and momentum, such a theory of relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics
features an equation of motion for the rank-3 spin tensor, which follows from the conservation of
total angular momentum. Extending the conventional method of moments for spin-0 particles, we
expand the spin-dependent distribution function near local equilibrium in terms of moments of the
momentum and spin variables. We work to next-to-leading order in the Planck constant h. As
shown in previous work, at this order in % the Boltzmann equation for spin-1/2 particles features a
nonlocal collision term. From the Boltzmann equation, we then obtain an infinite set of equations
of motion for the irreducible moments of the deviation of the single-particle distribution function
from local equilibrium. In order to close this system of moment equations, a truncation procedure
is needed. We employ the “14+24-moment approximation”, where “14” corresponds to the compo-
nents of the charge current and the energy-momentum tensor and “24” to the components of the
spin tensor, which completes the derivation of the equations of motion of second-order dissipative
spin hydrodynamics. For applications to heavy-ion phenomenology, we also determine dissipative
corrections to the Pauli-Lubanski vector.

I. INTRODUCTION

The derivation of a theory of relativistic hydrodynamics when spin degrees of freedom are dynamical variables
coupled to the fluid, often referred to as “relativistic spin hydrodynamics”, has recently attracted a lot of attention [1—
29]. Omne of the main motivations to develop such a theory comes from the physics of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
created in nuclear collisions. In this case, the vorticity of the hot and dense matter triggers hadron spin polarization
in the final state [30-33]. This mechanism resembles the time-honored Barnett effect [34], which shows the interplay
between a classical property of the system, the rotation, with the spin, which is a quantum property of matter.
Experimental evidence of these phenomena comes from the analysis carried out in Refs. [35-38], where it was shown
that hadrons emitted in noncentral nuclear collisions are indeed spin-polarized. Theoretical models have successfully
managed to describe the global-polarization data (i.e., the polarization along the direction of angular momentum of
the collision) [33, 39-45]. However, the explanation of the longitudinal-polarization data (i.e., the polarization along
the beam direction) is still an open question [46-56], see also important recent developments in Refs. [57-60]. Since
the spacetime evolution of the QGP is very accurately described by relativistic hydrodynamics [61, 62], it is natural
to extend conventional relativistic hydrodynamics to incorporate the dynamics of spin. This novel theory, besides
being of fundamental interest by itself as it connects quantum properties of matter with hydrodynamics, may provide
an important tool towards a deeper understanding of relativistic strong-interaction matter under extreme conditions.

The basic idea of relativistic spin hydrodynamics, as put forward in Ref. [1], is that, in addition to the usual
hydrodynamic quantities such as the energy-momentum tensor, one introduces the rank-3 spin tensor and studies its
evolution using additional equations of motion constructed from the conservation of the total angular momentum of
the system. Over the past few years, different methods to derive relativistic spin hydrodynamics have been applied:
kinetic theory [1-19], an effective action [20-22], an entropy-current analysis [23-28], holographic duality [63-65],
and linear-response theory [21, 29]. Despite these formidable efforts, an agreement on how to formulate a theory of
relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics has not yet been reached. An important issue in deriving this theory is
that the definitions of the energy-momentum and spin tensors are not unique: their form is fixed only up to so-called
“pseudo-gauge transformations”, which do not change the global charges (i.e., the global energy, momentum, and
angular momentum) [9, 66]. The physical implications of various choices of energy-momentum and spin tensors have
been investigated in different works and this topic is still intensely debated [9, 24, 25, 67-70]. In Ref. [7], it was
proposed that in the Hilgevoord-Wouthuysen (HW) pseudo-gauge choice [71] nonlocal collisions serve as a source
term in the equation of motion of the spin tensor, providing a physical interpretation of polarization through rotation
in a manifestly relativistic kinetic and hydrodynamic framework.

One of the most powerful ways to derive conventional relativistic hydrodynamics is using the method of moments



starting from the Boltzmann equation [see, e.g., Refs. [72, 73] and refs. therein]. In this approach, the single-particle
distribution function is expanded in momentum space around its local-equilibrium value in terms of a series of
irreducible Lorentz tensors formed from the particle four-momentum. In order to study deviations from equilibrium,
a consistent power-counting scheme is needed. Usually in the context of deriving hydrodynamics from kinetic theory,
such a power counting is constructed by comparing the mean free path Ang, of particle scattering with the length scale
Lyydro associated with gradients of the hydrodynamical variables, the ratio of the two being the Knudsen number
Kn = Amfp/Lnydro- In spin kinetic theory, however, another scale, A, enters via the nonlocal collision term [7, 74],
allowing to mutually transfer spin and orbital angular momentum. For a consistent power-counting scheme, it turns
out that A/lyor ~ Kn, where lyor is the length scale associated with the fluid vorticity. For A < Apfp, this means
that £yort is not of the order Lyyayro, like typical gradients of hydrodynamical quantities, but can be much smaller [for
a related discussion, see Ref. [25]].

In this paper we extend the method of moments to include spin dynamics. This requires the extension of ordinary
phase space by spin degrees of freedom. Here, we choose a description in terms of a spin four-vector s, which
is normalized and orthogonal to the particle four-momentum p*. Starting from the quantum kinetic theory with
nonlocal collisions developed in Refs. [5, 7, 74] [see also the related works [14, 75, 76]], we expand the single-particle
distribution function in terms of irreducible moments formed by p* and s*. After deriving the equations of motion
for the spin moments, we employ a truncation to close the system of equations. For the truncation we use the HW
pseudo-gauge and choose the “14+4-24-moment approximation”, which extends the usual 14-moment approximation
[72] by 24 additional moments related to the components of the spin tensor. In this way, we derive for the first time
a second-order dissipative theory of relativistic spin hydrodynamics.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we briefly review the kinetic theory developed in Refs. [7, 74]. In Sec. III
we summarize the equations of motion of spin hydrodynamics for the conserved quantities in the HW pseudo-gauge.
The extended power-counting scheme mentioned above is subject of Sec. IV. In Sec. V we generalize the method of
moments as used in Ref. [73] to include spin degrees of freedom. In order to define the distribution function in local
equilibrium, one needs to impose matching conditions, which are discussed in Sec. VI. The equations of motion for
the spin moments are derived in Sec. VII. In Sec. VIII the linearized collision term is expressed in terms of the spin
moments. In order to obtain a closed set of equations of motion we employ the 144+24-moment approximation in Sec.
IX. Furthermore, we calculate the relaxation times for the spin moments and compare them with those related to
the usual dissipative quantities. In Sec. X, in order to establish a connection with the phenomenology of heavy-ion
collisions, we give the expression for the Pauli-Lubanski vector, which is the observable used to quantify the particle
spin polarization. Finally, in Sec. XI we also present the Navier-Stokes limit of the second-order equations of motion,
before concluding this work with a summary and an outlook.

We use the following notation and conventions, a - b = a”by, aj,b,) = a,b, — avby, agbyy = auby, + avby, guw =
diag(+, —, —, —), €’12% = —€g1a3 = 1, and repeated indices are summed over. The dual of any rank-2 tensor AH¥ is
defined as A" = "B A ;.

II. KINETIC THEORY WITH SPIN

In this section we give a brief review of the kinetic theory for massive spin-1/2 particles developed in Refs. [7, 74],
which will be used to derive hydrodynamical equations of motion in the following sections. All information about the
microscopic theory is contained in the spin-dependent distribution function f(z,p,s), which depends on space-time
coordinate x*, four-momentum p*, and the spin vector s# and is uniquely defined in terms of the Wigner function
for spinor fields, see Refs. [7, 74] for details. Its dynamics is described by the generalized Boltzmann equation

p-of =¢[f], (1)

where €[f] is the collision term. As shown in Refs. [7, 74] this collision term contains a nonlocal part, which allows to
convert vorticity into spin. Neglecting a contribution from pure spin exchange without momentum exchange (which
will be justified below), it reads explicitly

= /dfldfng/W[f(a:+A1,p1,51)f(x+A2,p2,52) —f($+A,p,5)f($+A,,p,75/)] ) (2)

where the integration measure
dl' = d*ps(p* — m?)dS(p) (3)

denotes integration over the extended phase space, with

ds ﬁd‘lsé (s-5+3)5(p-s) . (4)



The transition rate W in Eq. (2) is defined as

1
W = 5(4) (p + Pl — D1 — p2) g Z hsr(pvﬁ) Z hs’r/ (P/»ﬁl) hslrl (plaﬁl) h52r2 (P2752)
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$,T7,81,82,T1,72

x(p,p';, 7’/|t|p17p2;51,82><p17p2;7“1,7"2\ﬂ|pap/;Sa s'), (5)
with
her(p,5) = 6sr +5 - nsr(p) (6)
where
i (5) = 5 (D) ) @
2m
The scattering matrix element for a general interaction p = —(1/R)0L;/(8%), where L; is the interaction Lagrangian

and 9 is the Dirac-adjoint fermion spinor, is defined as [77]

2h)7
O (DJow 91 (Ol 251,92} 0

(p,p'sr, 7 |t|p1, pa; s1, 82) = —

In Eq. (2) the nonlocality of the collision term is given by the spatial separations

h

A =__ "
2m(p-t+m)

Py, tass (9)

where ## is the time-like unit vector which is equal to (1,0) in the frame where p* is measured. The Boltzmann
equation (1) is the starting point to derive dissipative equations of motion for spin hydrodynamics.

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION OF SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS

The dynamical quantities in spin hydrodynamics are the charge current N#, the energy-momentum tensor 7", and
the spin tensor S*#¥. It should be noted that the form of these quantities depends on the choice of the pseudo-gauge.
In this paper, we choose the so-called Hilgevoord-Wouthuysen (HW) pseudo-gauge [71], which corresponds to a frame
where the spin of a particle is measured in its rest frame. As will become clear later in Sec. IX, the dynamical moments
depend on the choice of pseudo-gauge, which hence affects the evolution of the system. Since the HW spin tensor is
conserved in equilibrium [see discussion in Ref. [7]], we expect that it evolves on the same time scales as the charge
current and the energy-momentum tensor, i.e., on hydrodynamic time scales.

In kinetic theory the form of the charge current, as well as the energy-momentum and the spin tensor can be
obtained from the Wigner-function formalism, employing a power-series expansion in 7 [5, 7, 9]. In the following, we
will work up to first order in &, such that the currents have the form

Nt = (p") (10a)
T = (p"p”) + KT}, (10Db)
1 h
Apv = [ AN v ] A
S 5 <p K > —4m28 <p P > . (10c¢)

Here we defined
()= [dr e s, ()
and the dipole-moment tensor
Y = —ie‘“’o‘ﬁpaﬁﬁ . (12)
® m

The interaction contribution 2T/ in Eq. (10b) is of second order in i (see below) and hence will be neglected in the
equations of motion for T"”. However, its antisymmetric part contributes to first order in /A to the equation of motion
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of the spin tensor, see Eq. (13c). This antisymmetric part arises from nonlocal collisions, which are responsible for
the conversion of orbital to spin angular momentum. The equations of motion of spin hydrodynamics read [7]

0N =0, (13a)
aHTHV — 0 , (13b)
s =g [avsre =1 (13c)

By explicitly performing a pseudo-gauge transformation from the canonical to the HW energy-momentum tensor, we
observe that T"" ~ [ dT'v*p”, with some vector v* [78]. Combining this with Eq. (13c) and the conservation of total

angular momentum J* = Altpr] + (h/2)2 in a microscopic collision we obtain
W — / drAPeElf] . (14)

We now show that this is of second order in . Namely, when expanding the distribution functions in the collision
term (2) in a Taylor series around z, we recover to lowest order the standard local collision term. Under the integral
in Egs. (13c) or (14), respectively, this contribution vanishes [the local collision term conserves spin or orbital angular
momentum separately, see discussion in Ref. [7]]. The next term in the Taylor series gives rise to the nonlocal collision
term, which does not separately conserve spin or orbital angular momentum and is of linear order in the shifts (9).
These shifts are of first order in %, and together with the prefactor ~ A#p” in Eq. (14) we obtain T/ ~ O(h?).

It is convenient to decompose the quantities in Eq. (10) with respect to the fluid velocity u#. In this work, the
latter is defined as the normalized timelike eigenvector of TH” = T+ — KT/ = (ptp”) with eigenvalue e,

Tr u, = eut . (15)

In other words, we choose the Landau frame (with respect to T%"). All momenta appearing in the microscopic
expressions for the hydrodynamic quantities in Eq. (10) are decomposed into parts parallel and orthogonal to the
fluid velocity,

P = Byt +pW (16)

with E, = p-u and pl) = AWy, where AHY = gt¥ — utu” is the projector onto the three-space orthogonal to the
fluid velocity. Furthermore, products of two momenta are split into parallel, orthogonal, and traceless orthogonal
parts, making use of the traceless projector Al; = (1/2)A((1“A2) —(1/3)A"* A5 and the notation pi#p¥) = A’;gpo‘pﬁ.
The tensor decompositions of N*, T*" and S»*¥ then take the form

ni ?

N¥ = nut +nt | (17a)

Trlfiy = eut'u” — AM(Py + II) + 7+, (17b)

SMHY — AN 1 AN RO - u(aﬁ)‘)”m + QM — ) 28[” [eu“]u)‘ — AMNPy + TT) + 7| (17¢)
m

Here we defined the usual hydrodynamic currents, which are given by the particle density n = (E,), the particle
diffusion current n# = (p{*)), the energy density € = (Eg), the thermodynamic pressure Py, the bulk viscous pressure
II with Py + I = —(1/3)(A"p,p,), and the shear-stress tensor 7#¥ = (p{#p*)). In addition, the following new
quantities associated with spin transport occur,

Sy — 7%6uua6ua<Ez s5) (18a)
si;a/w = 7%6awﬁ<AMPPPJ s5) (18b)
Fuva — _%EWW Ep™Nsg) (18¢)
S — _%Eumﬂ (0P pay 55) | (18d)

which are dual to the spin-energy tensor

1
M = —%u“(Ez s, (19a)



the spin-pressure tensor

P = (A, o) (19b)
the spin-diffusion tensor

9V =~ (B Vet (19
and the spin-stress tensor

QW = ol ) (190)

We remark that the 24 degrees of freedom of the spin tensor in Eq. (17c) are distributed as follows: 3 from the
spin-energy tensor, 3 from the spin-pressure tensor, 9 from the spin-diffusion tensor, and 9 from the spin-stress tensor.
Although Egs. (19) in principle contain more than these degrees of freedom, as we will see later, certain components
will be fixed by the matching conditions and constraints, such that the number of dynamical components in our
framework reduces to 24. As in standard (spin-averaged) dissipative hydrodynamics, the system of equations of
motion (13) is not sufficient to determine all 144-24=38 dynamical degrees of freedom of the system. In the remainder
of this paper we will derive additional equations of motion for the dissipative currents from the Boltzmann equation
(1) using the method of moments, and thus close the system of equations of motion [73].

IV. POWER-COUNTING SCHEME

In this section we introduce a novel power-counting scheme, which allows to extend the concept of local equilibrium
in the presence of spin and nonlocal collisions, and expand the distribution function f(x,p,s) around this equilibrium
state. In kinetic theory, local equilibrium is defined by the condition that the collision term vanishes. However, in
Ref. [7], it was found that the nonlocal part of the collision term vanishes only in global equilibrium. This means that
the single-particle distribution function assumes the equilibrium form

h
feq(m7p55) = 3 exp (_/BOU -p + (&%) + 49;,”/2/;”) 9 (20)

1
(2mh)

where By = 1/T is the inverse temperature, oy = Sop, with p being the chemical potential, and €2, the so-called
spin potential, and the following global-equilibrium conditions are fulfilled,

0o =0, (21a)

a(uﬂo’uy) =0 s (21b)
1

QIW = wm, = 75 8[M50uu] , (21C)

where @, is the so-called thermal vorticity.

However, having to abandon the concept of local equilibrium in the presence of spin and nonlocal collisions seems
to be too restrictive. On the one hand, the local part of the collision term vanishes also in local equilibrium, without
imposing the global-equilibrium conditions (21), just as in conventional kinetic theory. On the other hand, the
nonlocal collision term captures physics on a length scale ~ A ~ ii/m, i.e., on the order of the Compton wavelength
of a particle. This is typically smaller or on the order of the range of the interaction f;,¢, which is usually assumed
to be much smaller than the mean free path Ang,, such that the particles can be treated as free between collisions.
Finally, in order to derive hydrodynamics from kinetic theory, it is assumed that hydrodynamic quantities vary over
a scale Lpydro which is much larger than the mean free path, i.e., an expansion in powers of the Knudsen number Kn
= Amip/ Liyaro is applicable. Thus, the scales in the problem are ordered as follows,

A ,S ‘gint < )\mfp < Lhydro . (22)

We expect that physics on the scale A should not have a major influence on what happens on the hydrodynamic
scale Lyydro. Thus, we should be able to extend the concept of local equilibrium to situations where terms of order
A/Lnydro can be neglected. This requires a novel power-counting scheme, which will be introduced in the following.



We start by defining the hydrodynamic scale Lyyaro as

- op > oy (23
where
fop = (273h)36*60u.p+ao (24)
is the local-equilibrium distribution function (20) to zeroth order in fi. Equation (23) yields
Buao ~ O(Lyygro) » (25a)
= DBty ~ O(Liky) - (25b)

Bo

These conditions relax the more restrictive global-equilibrium conditions (21a) and (21b) to situations where local
equilibrium is established. If Lyy4,o — 00, or in other words hydrodynamic gradients vanish, global equilibrium is
recovered. Note that only the symmetric part of d,60u, enters the local-equilibrium conditions (25). The antisym-
metric part, which is equal to the thermal vorticity (21c¢), does not appear. In fact, this part is not even constrained
by the global-equilibrium conditions (21), because there exist global-equilibrium states with arbitrarily large thermal
vorticity [79]. This fact will become important below, as it will allow us to deviate from the standard power-counting
of gradients of hydrodynamic quantities.

We now decompose Eq. (25b) with respect to the fluid velocity u*. To this end, we define V# = A#9” and
A=u-0A= dA/dr, as well as the expansion scalar § = V - u, the shear tensor o#” = V)| and the fluid vorticity
wh = (1/2)VIHu¥l. Contracting Eq. (25b) with utu” yields
672 ~ O(Ll:yldro) . (26)

Furthermore, we obtain by contracting with Agg and A" respectively,

oap ~ O(Lig,) (27a)
0~ O(Llr?yldro) . (27b)
Contracting with Aku” gives
1 . -
—VaBo + o ~ O(Lyyase) - (28)

Bo

While in principle only the sum of (1/89)Vafo and 4, is of order O(L]:yldm), we will consider situations where both
are independently of this order of magnitude. This is valid when being sufficiently far away from the boundary of a
rigidly rotating system close to equilibrium.

Now consider the thermal vorticity w,,,, cf. Eq. (21c). As discussed above, this quantity does not enter Eq. (23),
and it can be arbitrarily large, even in global equilibrium. Contracting w,, with AAu”, we obtain

L
Bo

where we used the fact that both (1/8p)Vafo and 4, are of order O(Lgyldm). However, contracting @, with ALAY

and dividing by By yields (up to a sign) the fluid vorticity w,z. We assume that this quantity is associated with a
different scale, which we call yort,

Vabo = it ~ O(Lyygr) » (29)

wap ~ O(Lor) - (30)

This assumption forms the basis of the novel power-counting scheme introduced here [for a related discussion, see
Ref. [25]]. A priori, £yory can be arbitrarily small, even in global equilibrium. We will later on restrict it in order to
neglect terms of higher order in A.

The mean free path A, is related to the collision term (2) by

Loy~ L

m )\mfp

f. (31)



However, the nonlocal part of the collision term is proportional to the scale A, cf. Eq. (9), which characterizes the
nonlocality of the collision. It is also a microscopic scale and should not be larger than the interaction range, cf.
Eq. (22). Furthermore, it is important to note that both A and the polarization are of order . We consider here
a situation where polarization is only generated by nonlocal collisions, i.e., there is no initial polarization. For the
semiclassical expansion to apply we need

AWw%W<f. (32)

Comparison to Eq. (23) shows that we have to require that

L ro
A@f«ﬁp-ﬁf, (33)
m
which implies
A < Lhydro ) (34)

which is consistent with Eq. (22). However, the gradient in Eq. (32), when acting on the local-equilibrium distribution
function (24), also generates a term proportional to the vorticity. Considering Eq. (30), we therefore have to demand
that

A << evort ) (35)

i.e., lyort can no longer be arbitrarily small, such as in a global-equilibrium situation with arbitrarily fast rotation.
However, {yor¢ can be smaller than Lyydro and does not even need to be larger than the mean free path.
We now consider a situation in which £yor¢ < Lhydro such that
A N Amfp
gvort Lhydro

=Kn. (36)

In principle, it would not be necessary to require that A/l is of order Kn, i.e., we could have introduced another
quantity related to this ratio. This, however, is not necessary for our purposes.
We will now show that the distribution function

Fea.9) = fo (14 50,527 ) + 002 (37)

leads to a vanishing collision term in Eq. (2), if one neglects terms of order A/Lnydro < Amfp/Lhydro = Kn, where we
have used that A S liny < Amgp. Here, Q,,, = —Q,,, is the Lagrange multiplier of the total angular momentum, and
not just of the spin angular momentum. This means that Syu* contains a contribution from the rotational motion of
the fluid, or in other words, that Q** also enters Sou*,

Bout = bk + QW (38)

where b* is the Lagrange multiplier for the linear momentum of the fluid.

We now expand each distribution function in Eq. (2) to linear order in A and insert Eq. (37), see Ref. [7] for details.
In the terms linear in A, the derivatives of the distribution functions lead to terms proportional to 8, Bou,. According
to Eq. (25b), the symmetric part of the latter gives rise to terms of order A/Lpydro, or with Eq. (38),

L
Bo

This is much smaller than the leading dissipative corrections, which are of first order in Knudsen number, and will
be neglected in our extended concept of local equilibrium.

However, the antisymmetric part of d,8pu, has to be kept, because it can be nonzero even in global equilibrium
(for instance, for a globally rotating system). Requiring that the nonlocal collision term vanishes up to corrections of
order O(A/Lyyaro) leads to the condition

1
ArNb, ~ B A" 05 ~ O(A/ Liyaro) - (39)

1 1
— 0" Bout = — Q" + O(Ly M) 40
60 /6 0 50 ( hydro) ( )



8

! o), which vanish in global

i.e., the spin potential is equal to the thermal vorticity up to terms of order (Q(Lhy

equilibrium. This is then consistent with Egs. (21b) and (21c¢).
As an antisymmetric rank-2 tensor, the spin potential contains six independent parameters. It is convenient to

decompose Q¥ as
QY = 6“”“5uaw05 + u[”mg] , (41)
with
Kb = ="y, (42)
and
B — 1 prvap
wo = 5€ Uy Qagp - (43)
Since kg - u = 0 (because Q" = —Q"F) and wy - u = 0, both k{ and w{ contain three independent parameters.

Multiplying Eq. (40) with u,, from Eq. (42) we see that

m
R _
7(0) ~ (Lhyldro) ’ (44)
where we have used Eq. (26) and the fact that a* ~ O(Lgyldro). Multiplying Eq. (41) with A)‘M and antisymmetrizing
the resulting equation in the indices (X, v), we then derive

Bow™” = e Puqwog + O(Ljro) - (45)
With Eq. (30) it follows that
p I3
“o -1 Ko
>~ O évor > . 46
/80 ( t) ,80 ( )

V. EXPANSION AROUND EQUILIBRIUM

In this section we discuss the expansion of the distribution function around local equilibrium, using the method of
moments. We will generalize the approach of Ref. [73] to also include spin degrees of freedom. Our starting point is
the decomposition

fps Efqur(sfps ) (47)
with feq from Eq. (37) and
6.fps = fop (Pp +5-Cp) - (48)
The spin-independent part ¢, has the same form as in Ref. [73], i.e.,
bp = Z )‘z<>mmm>p(m P o (49)
1=0
where
N
)\](Dm---uﬁ = ZH&PZY”M ] (50)
n=0

Here, p(u, -+ py,) are the irreducible tensors in momentum space and

pzl...m = <Egp<m .. ,puz>>5 (51)



are the spin-independent irreducible moments of the deviation of the single-particle distribution function from local
equilibrium, with

(=)= Deq s (52)

where
(dea = [0l (58)
The function 7—[1(72 in Eq. (49) is defined as
W _ w? S W) p)
Hpn = N Z @y Py » (54)
where
Py =Y allE; (55)
r=0
are orthogonal polynomials in energy, the coefficients a,(fﬁ of which are determined such that
w® ap ! W) p)
2 dP m (A papﬁ) fopppmppn = (Smn 5 (56)
where we defined dP = d®p/(2po). The normalization in Eq. (54) is determined as w®) = (—1)!/I3;, where
_ 1 n—2q af q
Ing(ao, Bo) = g+ (Ey21(=Apapg) >eq (57)

are standard thermodynamic integrals.
Extending the approach of Ref. [73] to spin degrees of freedom requires us to introduce the four-vector ¢ in Eq.
(48), which has an expansion in terms of the irreducible tensors in momentum space,

C]g = Zn#(l“m”l)p(#l P - (58)
=0

Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢}’ is orthogonal to p#, p- ¢, = 0, since any part parallel to p would
vanish in Eq. (48) anyway because of the constraint s - p = 0. Using p - ¢} = 0 we obtain

1
u-Cp = _E7p<u><1§#>' (59)
P
Therefore, the expansion (58) takes the form
= (gt — Pw) n Zn<u>,<m-~m>p cp (60)
p v R, i p (p wi)
The coefficients né.“ J{mm) are further expanded in terms of polynomials in energy
n;m,wlmm — Z dﬁl’wl'”“l)PZﬁQ , (61)
nes;
with
Hopen o) w!! (1) (1Y oy
i) = S (PR pl - p) (62
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In Eq. (61), S; C Ny is the set of indices of the spin moments which will be considered as dynamical degrees of
freedom. We will specify S; for any given [ further below. In order to prove Eq. (62), insert ¢ f,s from Eq. (48) with
Egs. (58) and (61) on the right-hand side, and use

/ dS(p)sh =0 , / dS(p) s's” = —2 (W _ p;fu) , 63)

the fact that p- (, = 0, as well as the orthogonality relations (56) and (AS).
Defining the spin moments

= () (69
we obtain
77:5)/‘)1“‘1"'#1) [ Z Hélrz,Tf(Lu%Hl.“Ml . (65)
nes;

Thus, the distribution function (47) can be written as

h v NS [y Pl y
o= 1 G 32 [ (= B ) s [} o
1=0 P

Making use of the local-equilibrium distribution function (37), we can split the components (19) of the spin tensor
into equilibrium and nonequilibrium parts,

v 14 1 v
N = ng — %u“n s (67&)
1
P = v - g (B ) (67b)
1
— A
M = pot — %W, (67c)
1
Apv = ___ Apv d
Q 50 (67d)
with the equilibrium quantities
W = (2 ) (68a)
0 2m p= jeas
L 1 g
py = _67m<Ap PpPo 5" )eq » (68b)
1
béu = _%<Epp<)\>5'u>eq ) (68c)
and the terms
n” = T;a p,u = T(I)Ja hAu = Tlu»\7 qA#V = 7.8\4“/ ) (69)

pertaining to nonequilibrium.
It should be noted that not all spin moments are independent, since (/' has only three independent components
because of p - (, = 0. Using Eq. (16) and s - p = 0, we compute

Wy T /drE;(u.ﬁ)pwl -~~p”n>6fp5 — 7/dI‘E;*15yp<V>p<#l ~~~p“">6fp5 ) (70)

Rearranging the projection operators, the right-hand side can now be expressed in terms of a linear combination of
the spin moments. For specific n, this will be shown explicitly below. For this reason, in the following we will derive
equations of motion only for the components of 7/#1#» orthogonal to u*, from which also the ones parallel to u*
can be obtained.
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VI. MATCHING CONDITIONS AND EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR HYDRODYNAMIC VARIABLES

The dynamical degrees of freedom of the local-equilibrium distribution function (37) are the Lagrange multipliers
g, Bo, u*, and Q*¥. A priori, these fields are not specified and constitute additional degrees of freedom. By imposing
a choice for the hydrodynamic frame, see, e.g., Eq. (15), and so-called matching conditions for the moments of the
distribution function, they can be related to physical quantities, e.g., the particle number density, the energy density,
and the angular-momentum density of the system, and at the same time one can eliminate some of the irreducible
moments of the nonequilibrium part of the distribution function.

In order to define o and [y, we impose the matching conditions

n=ny= <Ep>cq , €=¢€ = <E§>Cq ) (71)
i.e., the particle number and energy densities of the fictitious local-equilibrium state match those of the actual system.
Furthermore, in order to define the spin potential Q¥ we require that the total angular momentum of the system
matches that of the local-equilibrium state,

un M = un JEH (72)
where
J)\,m/ = qu/\u _ wl/T}\u + hs)\,ul/ (73)

is the total angular-momentum tensor. This matching condition is chosen in analogy to the Landau matching condition
for the energy-momentum tensor, such that the total angular-momentum density in the fluid rest frame equals its
equilibrium value. We note that some works [6, 10] use the spin tensor S**¥ for the matching condition Eq. (72).
We prefer not to do so, since only the total angular momentum is conserved in the presence of nonlocal collisions.
Only for conserved quantities the corresponding global charge transforms as a tensor under Lorentz transformations
[9]. The latter is not the case for the generally nonconserved spin tensor S V.

The matching condition (72) allows to express some of the components of the spin tensor in terms of the interacting
part of the energy-momentum tensor. Inserting the angular momentum tensor (73) with the spin tensor (17c) into
Eq. (72) and using the Landau condition (15) we find

u)\Ti)\[l/xu] + sjtl“’ + S%AMVA _ ﬁgy + 26())\#1/)\ ) (74)

Here, we dropped the terms proportional to the derivatives of IT and 7#” in Eq. (17c), since these terms would lead
to second-order derivatives of dissipative quantities in the equations of motion, which are generally not considered
in second-order hydrodynamic theories. Contracting this equation with €., and then either with u® or A/‘jAf ,
respectively, results in the following relations for the dissipative spin moments,

nl — oy per = 2muae”a‘”’u>‘xpTi>\,, , (75a)

1
SOV = mAL AL TN, T, (75b)
where AlFW] = A[HQA"]”‘, which lead to
Lo 1 i u A, p
5{) = iu Ty 4+ me u’xTipg - (76)

In the following, we choose t* = u* in Eq. (9), i.e., we describe collisions in the fluid rest frame. In this case,
u\T? = 0 and the right-hand sides of Eqs. (75) as well as the last term in Eq. (76) vanish.

From the conservation equations (13a), (13b) we obtain the following comoving derivatives [remember that T is
neglected in the equation of motion (13b)],

1
o = 75— {~Is0(no0 + 0 - 1) + Io[(eo + o + )0 — 0 ]} (77)
20
. 1
fo = Doy {—1I20(n00 + 0 - n) + Lo[(eo + Po + 11)0 — 70, ]} (78)
= (VHPy — IIa* 4 VAL — AF9gm®d) | (79)

€0 + Py
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where we defined

Dng = Itnt1)ql(n-1)q = I72Lq : (80)

Equations (77) — (79) are identical to the ones in standard second-order hydrodynamics without spin degrees of
freedom.

Analogously, using the decomposition (17¢), after multiplying the equation of motion Eq. (13c) by €,uapu” and u,,
respectively, we obtain

ho 2 h : . hoooo .. 1 h .
WWSM —— 130 — 131 { |:2m2 (20_[30 — .[4060 + Igoa()) -+ TW(I4150 — Iglozo) — 6777,2I319:| wo

+U>\V”‘% (m275‘ — 7'2>\> —Uy— (m27'6\ — 7'2/\) a4 %9 (szé ) _ 72< >>

3m
1 h {(a)Apv . 1 h {(a)Apv
—573¢ kow (—Ia1u, VaBo + Is1u, Vaag + 3I31u,1)) — a2t Is1u,Vakoy

h ad al 1 « (A 1 ),V . 1 le' B,pIA
— I (0™ +w )wm_%%vmﬂ A§)+%7—1< ) uy—l-EuﬁApV)\T([) ol

1
_7uﬁ7_05,04>\u>\ + QEO‘B“VhTiuVuﬁ} , (81)
m

and
h

h . ro . h v
Wﬁém =— 131{27”2[306” Piigwopty + 2t mBy,, [—I31Vawos + (111 VaBo — I31Vaag)wos)

1 1 h
- %eo““’ﬁuuva (szoﬁ — 7'25) + %ea”yﬂuyda (m270ﬁ - 7’2[3) o2 I3 (6" + w')koy

1 h (4 : .
4 %6“mﬁua7'1(,8,>\) (U)\V + wAV) + — (3[310 — 14180 + I310to> Kk

1
— Ee‘“"’ﬁuy (VATOQQ,\ — UJ)‘Tog,aA) + 2hTiWul,} , (82)

where we used the matching conditions in Eq. (76). Using Egs. (9) and (14), the last term in Eq. (81) is given by

2ePHqy / dl A,p, € f] :% / dr {(Ep—m)5<o‘> _ 5 (u-s)p(”‘>] ¢[f]

E,+m
7 1 & 2\ J
—o [, —m |5 -3 () e el (53)
j=0

where we used the geometric series to express 1/(1 —m?/E?). Similarly, we have for the last term in Eq. (82)

u h qvap 1 > rm2\?
LB, A" = — e ug [ dD (B, —m) > 5z ) Pwiss - (84)
D

=0 2

Equations (81) and (82) thus contain an infinite sum of moments with negative r, however, we as will show in Sec.
IX, such moments can be expressed in terms of those with positive r.

VII. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR SPIN MOMENTS

In this section, we derive the equations of motion for the spin moments 735# JHHn Thour truncation scheme, we

only need these moments up to tensor-rank two in momentum. From the definition (64) we find
P (L) AL d dT E" pi1 Vn) gt § 85
Tr — Svyv, E p P pts fpﬁ ’ ( )
Using Eq. (47) with Eq. (37), up to order O(h) the Boltzmann equation (1) can be written in the form

. . h hoo. _ h o _ _
0 fps = —fop <1 + 4Qaﬁ2?ﬂ> - ZfOanBE?ﬂ -E'p-V l:fO;D (1 + 4Qa525ﬂ>:| — E,'p-Vifps + E, ' €[f] . (86)



13

In the following, we define I* = V*qq, the thermodynamic function

Gnm = nOImO - I(nfl)OI(mqtl)O ) (87)
as well as the collision integrals
Q:ffy(m---un) = /dF E;pwl .. .pun>5u¢[f] ) (88)
We also make use of the relation
P
VP = Lyig, — L0 gug, (89)
Bo Bo

which is unaffected by spin effects up to O(h). After a straightforward calculation using the properties of irreducible
tensors in Appendix A, we obtain the equation of motion for the spin moment of tensor-rank zero in momentum as

h Gare) Gort) Gy h v
B [550)“ Do 07 Dy T T T Dy 4 g e ARV

h

— — Qb [I(r+1)11 *I(r+2)1

™ (—1la, + V, I — Amapwkﬂ)]

o

o+ Po
1

1, (= Doagrs = ARV, = 2 |4 2 - (r = Dmr ] 6

7‘7

I3 )

- %I(r—&-l)oeul’aﬁuugaﬁ ) (90)
where we defined

1
€9 = ~Iipiryo = Iy — Do [Go(rt1) (€0 + Po) — Garsnyno] - (91)
Furthermore, for the spin moment of tensor-rank one in momentum we find the equation of motion

= () (v () _ N vAex | Ga(ry2) _ Gaprya) h VAN
Fiuh ) _ gt = ALA%0 [55 )0 + TQO& Do (110 — 7P 50s) | + yTAVEAV (U (IR

h ﬁ .V v v A v h O K A
+ %w{f |:6 —|—P I(r+3)1 ( 114 +V H*A)\ap’ﬂ' P) 7I(T+2)II :| - %ﬂoI(r_;'_g)QQ(l)\)O’

h - 1 ) . .
— Lo A (VVQP*) wn + 6, 4 2 [(r — Dm0 — (r + 3)r - } NN AR
v 1 v 1 -V
ri T 4 20— DmP N — (2r 4 A ot 4+ i [mPrr — (4 3y
1 v
— ANV (M =) + (r - 1)‘7/\137'(”)’ M (92)

3
with

£ = Ga(ry2) o — G2<r+2)(
" Dag Dog

and finally for the spin moment of tensor-rank two in momentum the equation of motion reads

5
€+ FPo) — §BOI(T+3)2 ; (93)

) o) _ @ 0N _ o quepy D PATaq h g A
TT<;L>< ) _ ¢l —%é )Qm v A %I(rJrs)zAﬁAagv QP8 _ %Q“pﬁou,ﬂ Lriay2

b B

+ i, T< >1V/\p+ - [m27<u>,< —(r+5) T<+>1< }u»
A“AV?BVP 7()‘ﬂp*'A”5 Vﬁ( 7+1 szp 1)
1

+ 3 [(r — 1)m? ﬁ”é"»‘ (r+4)7} () ”)‘} 0+ (r— 1)0'p7—7'< >2V>"JT

2 v
+ = [2(7“ - 1)m27',§ﬁ>2’p< —(2r+ 5)7’5”’“"] U)‘p> + 27',<.“>"'°<”w)‘p>
2

+15

{(r — 1)m47'7§ﬁ>2 —(2r+ 3)m27'7§ m 4 +(r+4) ;_‘?2} o, (94)
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with
no
I, . 95
o, (95)

We note that the equations of motion for the spin-independent irreducible moments p,, p¥, and p#" take the same
form as in Ref. [73]. The reason is that the terms proportional to 5" and proportional to ¢* in df,s in Eq. (86)
vanish when integrating over spin space. This, however, does not mean that these moments do not couple to the spin
moments 7, 74 and 7/¥*, since such a coupling may arise from the collision term in Eq. (86). We will discuss this
further in the next section.

Apart from the A expansion, which is truncated at first order, the above equations of motion are exact. In order
to close the system of equations, we need to employ a truncation procedure. The Navier-Stokes limit is obtained by
taking into account only terms linear in gradients of order O(Lgyldm), see Sec. IV. However, in this approximation,
the spin moments are not dynamical. Going beyond the Navier-Stokes limit and keeping terms which are linear in the
product of gradients of order (’)(L}?yldro) and a dissipative quantity, one arrives at the second-order equations of motion,

59) = I(r+3)2 -

where the spin moments are determined dynamically. In principle, one could now follow the DNMR approach [73]
by considering only the slowest microscopic time scales as dynamical, approximating the faster time scales by their
Navier-Stokes limit, and systematically resumming higher-order moments in energy. This will be discussed in a
forthcoming work. In this paper, we will apply a procedure similar to Israel-Stewart theory [80], which employs an
explicit truncation of the moment expansion at tensor-rank two in momentum and in the lowest order in moments of
energy [72]. In conventional hydrodynamics, this is known as the “l14-moment approximation”. Since the spin tensor
has 24 dynamical degrees of freedom, the analogue of this approximation in the case of spin hydrodynamics will be
referred to as “14+24-moment approximation”.

VIII. COLLISION TERMS

In order to close the system of equations of motion (90), (92), and (94), we have to express the collision integrals
(88) in terms of spin-independent irreducible moments and spin moments. We will neglect terms of second order in
dissipative quantities, which means that we keep only linear terms in ¢ and ¢ in the collision term (2). [This means
that terms of second order in inverse Reynolds number are neglected, cf. the discussion in Ref. [81], where such terms
were computed.] Furthermore, we keep terms of linear order in A, in gradients of order (’)(Ll?yldm)7 as well as in the
product of the two. Using Eq. (47) with Egs. (37) and (48) we obtain

C[f] = C[f] + €[f] + O(h?, AJSf) (96)

where

C[f] = [ dU1dTodl’ Whopfop (91 + o —dp— ¢ +51- G+ 852G —5-C—8 - (), (97a)

¢lf] = / dl'ydladI” Wfopfopf{ — (0uBouy) [AYPY (1 + ¢2) + Abps (1 4 ¢1) — AFpY (1 + ¢') + A™Mp" (1 + ¢)]

4

where we have abbreviated ¢ = ¢, & = ¢y, 61 = Gy, b2 = By O = (ffy (" = (b, (= Cfh, and G = (B,
respectively. Note that €[f] is the local part of the collision term and, up to the terms proportional to the spin

G (99 (1 4 60) + 289 (1 4 1) — SH(1 + ¢') — T (1 + ) } , (97h)

vectors, formally identical with the collision term in the standard Boltzmann equation. On the other hand, /C\[ f]
corresponds to the nonlocal part of the collision term and is responsible for the mutual conversion of orbital angular
momentum and spin. As we shall see below, it is the local part €[f] which determines the spin relaxation times,
while the nonlocal part /E‘:‘[ f] enters the equations of motion for the spin-dependent moments in a similar way as the
Navier-Stokes terms in the equations of motion for the usual dissipative quantities.

Using Eq. (96), the spin-dependent collision integrals (88) are split into two parts,

Qﬁfﬁtl"'ﬂn,) — Q_:lrllajllillin> + /égL(,illtl"'.“'n) , (98)
where
é::f;(lfl"'ﬂn) z/dF E;*lp@‘l ...pun>5ﬂ@m ’ (99a)

@Tzf;luwun) E/dI‘ E;—lpwl ...pun)ﬁu@m ) (99b)
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Inserting the expansion of the distribution function (66) we find

oo
i) _ g Z /[dp] Er=tpt o ppn) fo fop [ —Wo P+ Byl
1=0

0 (Prgon P N o P A = b g M =, AR )

Fwh T Dy wlh Py - oy — Wil ~Pll>} ) (100)

where we defined [dP] = dPdP'dP1dP; and used p - ¢ = 0, cf. the discussion after Eq. (58). We also defined

1

Wo =0 / S| (101a)
1

wt =51 [dS]s* W, (101b)
1

w” =51 [dS]s*si W | (101c)

with [dS] = dS(p)dS' (p')dS1 (p1)dSa(ps)-

In this work, we focus on parity-conserving interactions, and in particular on scalar and vector interactions. It is
shown in Appendix B that in the case of a scalar interaction Eqgs. (101b) and (101c) vanish, respectively. For a vector
interaction, Eq. (101b) also vanishes, while Eq. (101c) is nonzero. However, in the limit of small momentum transfer,
Eq. (101c¢) is zero also for the vector interaction, while the only nonzero contribution comes from Eq. (101a). For this
reason, in the following we will consider the situation of either a scalar interaction or a vector interaction in the limit
of small momentum transfer and drop the terms in Eqgs. (101b) and (101c). One can then immediately conclude that
the collision integrals for the spin-independent irreducible moments pht =+,

Qi’ili”“” _ /dF E;*1p<#1 ---p”"> {@[f] + E[f]} , (102)

only contain terms proportional to Wy and do not involve the spin moments 7/#1'#. Therefore, the equations of
motion for the pk1"# are not affected by contributions from spin, at least up to order O(%), and decouple from the
equations of motion for the spin moments. Hence, the standard dissipative currents, i.e., the bulk viscous pressure,
the particle diffusion current, and the shear-stress tensor follow the same equations of motion as derived in Ref. [73].

We remark at this point that Eq. (101b) is nonzero only for parity-violating interactions and, in this case, leads
to a coupling between the equations of motion for the spin-independent irreducible moments p#!"*# and the spin
moments 7/#1# In this case, the time evolution of I, n*, and 7 will be influenced by spin effects. More detailed
studies of this are left for future work.

Keeping only terms proportional to Wy in Eq. (100), we obtain with Eq. (65)

GRS ol o (ng)wl”'“” ) | (103)
m=0neS,, (v1--vm)
with
o)
(B§Q)< =" 16/[dP]Wofopfop/E;‘1p<”1 e p" O HI P,y (104)
Vit Um

This tensor can only be nonzero for [ = m and it must be traceless and orthogonal to u*. Therefore, cf. Appendix D
and Ref. [73], we arrive at

@Ttﬁn...m) _ Z BﬁQTfLL’(“l”‘“” 7 (105)
nes;
with
1 (o)
Bl =~ _Amm (B(l)) . 106
rn 2041 H1H ") () ( )
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Finally, we consider the collision integral (99b) with Eq. (97b). Since we neglect terms proportional to w!”, cf.
Eq. (101c), all terms involving &, s1, and s5 vanish. Using the conservation of total angular momentum in binary
collisions, we are left with

h 1
Z(Qaﬁ — @Wap) B2’ + ia(aﬁoug)AO‘pﬁ . (107)

ijff’f“'mﬁ = /[dr] WE[T)*lp(m ...p#n>5uf0pf0p, {
These terms give corrections to the spin moments which come from the difference between thermal vorticity and spin
potential and from thermal shear 0(,foug)/2. Remembering that t* was chosen to be equal to u*, we thus obtain for
the full collision integrals up to tensor-rank two in momentum

e == 3 BOrh 4 g (4 - fﬂ””) w (1084)
neSoy

@) = = 37 BRI 4 g0 (@) = ) 4 D Byt + TaBo) e P (108b)
neS;

N — S B 4y g v mory, (108c)
neESy

where we used the orthogonality relation (A8) (see also Appendix D) and defined

4h
g = - [dP)WoES fop fopr (109a)
4h
gV = 3m [dPIWoE,™ ! fop fop (A*Ppapg) (109b)
- 4n [dP) 1 ———WoE5 ™ fop for (AP paps) (109c¢)
r 3m E +m pJOp’ alB
16h 1
W =—— [1dP] B B ! fop o (A% paps)® . (109d)

IX. SECOND-ORDER EQUATIONS OF MOTION IN THE 14+424-MOMENT APPROXIMATION

In this section we close the set of equations of motion by a direct truncation of the moment expansion. Analogously to
the 14-moment approximation, we assume that only the moments which appear in the conservation laws contribute to
the moment expansion. In this case there are 24 independent variables for the spin degrees of freedom, which constitute
the minimal number of additional degrees of freedom in the dissipative case. Together with the 14 moments from the
lowest-order approximation in the spin-independent case we call this truncation “144-24-moment approximation”.

One may wonder what would have happened if we had chosen a different pseudo-gauge. If we had used, for example,
the canonical currents [9], we would have had fewer degrees of freedom due to the fact that the canonical spin tensor
is completely antisymmetric. However, the canonical spin tensor is not conserved even in global equilibrium [9], so its
equations of motion do not correspond to conservation laws. On the other hand, the HW spin tensor is conserved in
global equilibrium, which is physically more intuitive, since the mutual conversion of orbital angular momentum into
spin should balance to zero in this case. As a consequence, (at least some of the) spin dynamics must occur on large,
i.e., hydrodynamic scales. Hence, it is natural to favor the HW pseudo-gauge over the canonical one.

In order to express the moments which do not appear in the conservation laws in terms of those which do appear,
we first note that inserting Eq. (66) into Eq. (64) and using the orthogonality relation (A8) we derive the identity,

ot Z Tf;:,ulmmggl% 7 (110)
nes;
with
- _ 20 P BT HY (A pops)’ 111
‘Srn - (2l ¥ 1)” ( papﬁ) fOP ) ( )

cf. Ref. [72]. This relation is exact for r € S; and approximately valid for all other values of r. Keeping only the
moments which appear in Egs. (19) we obtain Sg = {0,2}, S; = {1}, S2 = {0}, while S, is an empty set for [ > 3. We
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thus arrive at the following approximate relations,

m e g0l 4 5 Ont (112a)
1
RON g<_l>h<u>v - igf}gaw 7 (112b)
Y, A ~ 'Sr(] q (112C)
T#,U}\p ~0 ; (112d)

where we defined 3 = h("¥) and used Eq. (75b). The components of the spin moments parallel to the fluid velocity
are then obtained from Eq. (70) as

uTl = -1,
= ’38) 1918 (113a)
u, T = — Tflum - % (m277§ >1 - 7754?1)
= Sgill)oqui‘ < 23(T 1)0 32211)0) P — ( 23(r 1)2 Séglm) nt (113b)
w, TN = — Tfiuf\ﬂ + % (mQTﬁ—Lu =T, u) A — é (sz((ﬂ, ) - Tr(<+y1>’/\)>
’:%5 (mzsﬁ),l)l - $Ei)+1>1) A - ( 25 = ) AL (113¢)

From Egs. (75a) and the first line of Eq. (113b) for r = 1 we conclude with the definitions (69) that

2 v v 1 2. (v

Hence, n'*) can be expressed through the other dynamical moments and we do not need to consider an additional
equation of motion for this quantity.

We note that the matrices whose components BY appear in Eq. (105) are invertible. For | # 1, we can thus
straightforwardly obtain

Fhab = Zgl) gl {pasp) (115)
res;

where we defined the matrix
-1
) = ( (l)) , (116)

Since T2<V) is fixed by the matching conditions, cf. Eq. (114), » = 2 has to be excluded from the set Sg when performing
the sum in Eq. (115) for I = 0. The reason for this is that an equation analogous to Eq. (70) relates the components
of uN@"Wl'”“") to the components of € {#11m) implying that more than six components of the collision integrals
can be related to collisional invariants. On the other hand, for [ = 1 Eq. (105) reads with the approximation (112)

& = = S Bl = =5 3 BOFY (0w (117)
neS nESl

where we have used Eqs. (69) and (75a). This implies for the symmetric part orthogonal to the fluid velocity

A _ NS g 118
1 1r ~r—1
reS;

We now multiply the equations of motion for the spin moments (90), (92), and (94) with Tng,)-, sum over r in each
equation, and use Eq. (112). We then obtain with Sy = {0}, S; = {1}, and S = {0} up to linear order in the product
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of gradients with dissipative quantities (which includes gradients of dissipative quantities) the following equation of
motion for p{#,

oA L p0) | ) ) (S0 = & ), + (850 + K160 + KO, w0, + /D0 - n) wf

d ToOW
[ﬁ“”f 8 (T, + VI = A,00,m) | 2097 1 80, ALV, + &Y (af) - v, )
+ 975 F, + 03 00sq M8 — gl AR, 4 g Dopt) — glD0gn + o751,
(97 po+ 080 ) (0" + W) + g 5", " . (119)

Here we defined F* = V#F,. We also converted derivatives of the thermodynamic integrals I,,, by the chain rule into
derivatives of ag and By. In principle, also @/ could be replaced by Eq. (79), keeping only terms up to linear order
in the product of gradients with dissipative quantities. The transport coefficients appearing in front of the various
terms are listed in Appendix C.

The equation of motion for 3#* is obtained from the symmetric part of Eq. (92) following similar steps as in
Eq. (119),

T AEAY dd VRN Tzwp(yau)p _ {ﬁf}r)l (—Hu(” Ly - A(}\Vapﬂ_kp) _ ﬁilz)l(y} wg) 4 RggQA«mau)A
ﬁ“ Ay (V”W) ux + 01750 + 0 AV ALY (A7)
D (7,300 1 gDy 4 gD L gD prg) 4 g ge pn)
+ gé ALV + gy ALV, + gl (VOu)g (120)

with the transport coefficients again given in Appendix C.
Finally, the equation of motion for q¢“** is given by

AMAW\ q (praB | qwm _ Qqu(u%p(Vw/\

b p> - _ 0(2)500 (veXnpapy, o ﬁg}()(u)(vp\) + ﬁgéAgAzganpﬁ

wo

~ /@A R(Q Ol (v (_Hu/\> + VNI — AM@gﬂaﬁ)

n 9(2)5“<ny> i 9(2)3“<VI>‘> + 9(2)AMAVA VA 4 g(2) (1)svAg

+ g gl e 4 gl g — 6gtP qrr oA 4 g pry N

+ géQ)p<”V)‘>u“ + g%)qp<p”v>‘>u“ 7 (121)

with the transport coefficients listed in Appendix C.

In Eq. (119), wé“ ) should in principle be replaced by Eq. (81). However, we refrain from doing so at this point
in order to keep Eq. (119) more compact. The equation of motion for wf contains the antisymmetric part of the
energy-momentum tensor, which has to be expressed in terms of the dynamical spin moments. In the 14+24-moment
approximation, we restrict the sums in Eqgs. (83) and (84), respectively, to S; and obtain

afBuv h e e j A A
2621y 6T, = el — el - Z m¥uy (@7’53—71 — m@f’g‘jfz) , (122a)
JES1
h )
T, = — oo e Pug Y~ m* (€ ajp. —me(_o;-1)50) (122b)

Jj€S1

where the collision terms can be expressed in terms of the dynamical spin moments using Eqs. (103), (108), (112),
and (113).

We note that the spin relaxation times! Tp, T3, and 74 arise from the inversion of the matrices BW | cf. Eq. (116),
see also Appendix C. Thus, as claimed above, they originate from the local part of the collision term. On the other

1 In the literature, the term “spin relaxation time” has sometimes a different meaning than the one used here. In this work, it is the time
scale on which a dissipative spin moment approaches its Navier-Stokes limit, see Sec. XI.
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FIG. 1: Relaxation times for the dissipative components of the spin tensor p*, 3*, q**¥ (full lines), in comparison to those for
the standard dissipative quantities II, n*, 7*” (dashed lines) in the 14424-moment approximation. Note that the values for 7,
and 7, in the limit mfBy — 0 agree with those obtained in Ref. [73].

hand, the first terms on the right-hand sides of Egs. (119) and (121) arise from the nonlocal part of the collision term,
cf. Egs. (107) and (108), and as mentioned above, appear in a similar way as the Navier-Stokes terms in ordinary
dissipative hydrodynamics. Note that there is no such term in Eq. (120), as 3*” is a symmetric rank-2 tensor, while
the corresponding terms in Eq. (108b) are antisymmetric.

The calculation of the relaxation times requires the evaluation of certain collision integrals, which is delegated to
Appendix D. In Fig. 1 we show the spin relaxation times 7y, 73, and 7, (solid lines) in comparison to the relaxation
times 711, T, and 7, (dashed lines) of the usual dissipative quantities as a function of mfBy. We choose a range for
mfy from 0 (for very high temperature) to mpBy = 10 (corresponding to a typical hadronic particle of mass m ~ 1
GeV at a temperature T ~ 100 MeV). It should be noted that the particle mass cannot be zero due to conditions
(34) and (35), therefore, the limit mBy — 0 corresponds to the limit 7' — co. One observes that the spin relaxation
times are smaller than the usual relaxation times by a factor of at least 1.6 for all values of mfBy. This means that
spin dissipates on a slightly faster time scale than particle number or energy-momentum. Nevertheless, the order of
magnitude of spin relaxation is the same as for the usual dissipative quantities, such that it makes sense to treat spin
as a dynamical degree of freedom in second-order dissipative hydrodynamics. By the same argument it would also
be justified to consider higher-order moments for the usual dissipative quantities as dynamical degrees of freedom, cf.
Ref. [82], as the corresponding relaxation times are of a similar order as the spin relaxation times, but here we refrain
from doing so in order to keep the discussion as simple as possible. We observe that all spin relaxation times converge
to the same value of Ay, when the high-temperature limit is approached. This feature is most likely an artifact of
assuming a constant cross section.

We note that spin relaxation time has been studied using perturbative QCD techniques [83-86], the Nambu—Jona-
Lasinio model [87], and an effective vertex for the interaction with the thermal vorticity [88, 89]. In Ref. [84], the spin
relaxation time was estimated based on the probability to change helicity in a collision, with a result which is orders
of magnitude larger than our results. The reason for this is that, in our case, the spin relaxation times include also
other processes where spin is dissipated, not only particular helicity-changing processes.
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X. PAULI-LUBANSKI VECTOR

Comparing the polarization of hadrons measured in heavy-ion collisions with theoretical calculations requires knowl-
edge of the so-called Pauli-Lubanski vector [9, 40, 90, 91]. The latter quantity can be expressed in terms of the
axial-vector component of the Wigner function

A (z,p) = / dS(p) 5" f (. p,5) (123)

as [9, 90, 91]

1% (p) = % / dSAp* A" (x,p) , (124)

where d¥, denotes the integration over the freeze-out hypersurface and we defined

N = /dZAp)‘/dS(p)f(m,p,s) . (125)

Inserting the distribution function (66) and using the 144-24-moment approximation, we obtain
G _ 1 ) by h Q,u,p E w p(u) M (v) 6 ov v
Q TN A" fop | = 2m (Eptp +pip)) + | 98 = fp“ XpP = 6xn0", + X337 Py

+ xqq<”>a5p<apﬁ>)] (126)

where we defined

1
Xo =2 H) ( 2m237(102)> ;

neSy
1 0
=2 T HOFY
neSy
X3 = Z Hz()}n)gnl ’
neSy
o= -2 S U2 (127)
neES,

In the theory of second-order dissipative spin hydrodynamics, the spin moments are treated dynamically and follow
the equations of motion derived in Sec. IX. On long time scales, they approach their Navier-Stokes values, namely
the first-order terms on the right-hand sides of Egs. (119), (120), and (121), respectively, cf. Sec. XI.

The global polarization is given as

1
B A o
o [ [ st e wps) (128)
with N = [ dPN. We obtain
h
=5 /dZ [ u —wo F o + —AAQ“”Igl +u (npp<“> +9qg”" — nzu*‘;,f’p) + 19,5 (mpp<A> + mqqf“p)} ,

(129)
with

0 0 _ 3.0 _1_a
Yp 3’5 ) — 5§2) ) 0g = —5352) ) n; = 53(()1) )

my = — (m23310 S) 47 (m250% - 5Y) g = 5%+ (5% - 5) (130)
We remark that, although the form of the Pauli-Lubanski vector given by Eq. (124) is independent of the choice
of pseudo-gauge, the truncation scheme used in a hydrodynamic framework can implicitly induce a pseudo-gauge
dependence on the polarization, see also Refs. [9, 67, 68, 90] for related discussions. In our case, the pseudo-gauge
dependence enters through the choice of dynamical spin moments in the expansion of the distribution function in
Eq. (126).
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XI. NAVIER-STOKES LIMIT

The Navier-Stokes limit is obtained by considering only terms up to first order in gradients in the equations of motion
in Sec. IX. In this context it is important to note that, in our power-counting scheme, the vorticity is considered to
be different than standard gradients, cf. Sec. IV, which allows to account for a global-equilibrium state with arbitrary
rotation. Thus, we neglect terms of linear order in the product of gradients and dissipative quantities, e.g., terms
like VA72#1Hn - However, this does not pertain to terms of linear order in the product of vorticity and dissipative
quantities as, for instance, appear in expressions ~ V*AA7%#H1Hn  where the space-like gradient also acts on the
three-space projector. Therefore we have in the Navier-Stokes limit

g = b, (131a)
5 = 5 + w5 (131b)
aa = gl — 27 qld W (131c)
with
pl) = e (v = &)y + R0 + RIGLAWY + ROLALT, O + Rl (132a)
st = —RUHAL (VIO uy — 8O T0WE) + 8500 (132b)
g = 2@y eNrary, 1 gG)QWE N 4 g8) ARAATOP — gBo Al | (132¢)

being the Navier-Stokes values for relaxation to a nonrotating equilibrium state. The first terms on the right-hand
sides of Egs. (132a) and (132c) arise from the nonlocal collision term (107). This is also apparent from the fact that
the coefficient ¢(©) is of order ~ A /Bo times the dimension of p#, while ®?) is of order ~ A /Bo times the dimension of
g*vA. This follows from the definition of these quantities in Eqs. (C1b) and (C3b) and the fact that 7, and 7, are of

order ~ Amfp, while g(()o) and hé2), cf. Egs. (109a) and (109d), are ~ A/Ang, times appropriate powers of temperature
to give the correct dimensions. Thus, the first terms on the right-hand sides of Eqgs. (132a) and (132c) are of order
~ A/Lnydro times the dimensions of p* and g, respectively. On the other hand, the other terms ~ ﬁgl) in Egs.
(132a) — (132c) are of order ~ (A/Luydro)(Amfp/vort) times the dimensions of p# and g#**, respectively. While this is
formally of order Kn?, cf. Eq. (36), we cannot simply neglect this term, as one would usually do for the Navier-Stokes

limit. The reason is that in our power-counting scheme we were not forced to specify the ratio Amgp/fvort, such that
0

in principle it can be of order unity. Then, the terms ~ K,/ are of the same order as the first terms ~ ¢(© 22, Only
if Amp/lvort < 1, we may drop these terms.

We note that, when inserting Eq. (132c) into Eq. (126), we obtain a term

I*(p) > / dXAp* fopx @ Boe"7Puqa P pias) - (133)

This term has a similar structure as the coupling term between spin and thermal shear obtained in Refs. [57-60]. As
we have just argued, this term arises from the nonlocal collision term and thus is of order ~ A/Lnyaro (Xq is just a
combination of thermodynamic integrals). However, due to the fact that it arises from collisions we are hesitant to
call such a term nondissipative. Therefore, it may have a different origin in the approach of Refs. [57-60]. We remark
that the contribution (133) to the local polarization vanishes after integration over four-momentum, therefore it does
not affect the global polarization (128).

The solution of Egs. (131) is obtained analogously to the calculation outlined in Ref. [92] as

3G = |2M0AM P 4+ (AW - 25W) (Aaﬁ — 3E“ﬁ> — 2B — 2N EXHGMIB 4 2N, MM P

1
+3A’“’A“B] nraf (134a)

T 3_ 3. s o ) -
q1<\IHS> A _ 2770A1/)\aﬂ + m (AUA _ 2‘:1/)\) (Aa,ﬁ _ 2:a6) _ QT]Q\ZQ(VM)\)WB _ 2n3:a(VwA)ﬁ + 2n4wo¢(uw)\)w6

x i s (134b)

where we defined w = \/whw,,, /2 and O = —w"” /w. Furthermore, we defined the unit vector along the vorticity
direction w" = w* /w and the projector orthogonal to both the fluid velocity and vorticity vector,

S = gyl 4 RO (135)
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The coefficients in Eqgs. (134) are given in Appendix C.

XII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we derived the second-order dissipative equations of motion for relativistic spin hydrodynamics using
the method of moments. The starting point was the quantum kinetic theory for massive spin-1/2 particles developed
in Refs. [5, 7, 74], which takes into account nonlocal collisions. We constructed relativistic spin hydrodynamics using
the HW pseudo-gauge for the energy-momentum and spin tensors. In our framework, we treated the components of
the HW spin tensor as the dynamical variables of the theory. Furthermore, we argued that the choice of the pseudo-
gauge affects the evolution of the system, since in different pseudo-gauges different moments are treated dynamically.
The equations of motion of the HW spin tensor correspond to conservation laws in global equilibrium, unlike in the
case of the canonical pseudo-gauge [9]. As a consequence, (at least some) spin dynamics must occur on large, i.e.,
hydrodynamic scales.

In order to define our expansion, we proposed a novel power-counting scheme, which generalizes the concept of
local equilibrium in the presence of spin dynamics with nonlocal collisions. We then extended the method of moments
presented in Ref. [73] to include spin dynamics. In particular, we expanded the distribution function around a local-
equilibrium state in terms of the usual irreducible moments in momentum space [73] and, in addition, of so-called spin
moments containing the phase-space variable s*. For the truncation we chose the “14+24-moment approximation”,
where “14” corresponds to the usual components of the charge current and the energy-momentum tensor and “24” to
the components of the spin tensor. Our result is a closed set of equations of motion for the dynamical spin moments,
where the latter approach their Navier-Stokes limits on time scales corresponding to characteristic relaxation times.
Remarkably, the spin relaxation times are determined by the local part of the collision term in the Boltzmann equation.
On the other hand, the nonlocal part, which is responsible for the mutual conversion of orbital angular momentum
and spin, gives rise to terms which appear in the same way as the conventional Navier-Stokes terms, albeit their power
counting is different: they are of order A/Lyydyo, not of order Kn. Moreover, we find that the spin relaxation times are
comparable in magnitude to the relaxation times of the conventional dissipative quantities such as bulk, shear stress,
and particle diffusion. This implies that it is reasonable to treat spin as dynamical variable in relativistic second-order
spin hydrodynamics. Finally, we gave an expression for the Pauli-Lubanski vector which takes into account dissipative
spin effects. In the Navier-Stokes limit, we obtained a coupling term between spin and the shear-stress tensor, similar
as in Refs. [57-60], although the origin of this term in our approach may be different.

Our work establishes a theory of relativistic second-order dissipative spin hydrodynamics for applications in heavy-
ion collisions as well as astrophysics. In particular, it can be used to solve and understand the puzzle related to the
longitudinal polarization of Lambda particles. The equations of motion derived in this work provide the starting
point for a numerical implementation of relativistic spin hydrodynamics. In this respect, a crucial future task is
to analyze the conditions under which our theory of spin hydrodynamics is causal and stable. This is challenging
because of the larger number of variables and equations of motion of relativistic spin hydrodynamics compared to the
conventional case, and due to the presence of vorticity fields [93]. It will also be interesting to investigate how the
choice of different hydrodynamic frames (i.e., different matching conditions) [93-99] affect the theory presented here
as far as its causality and stability is concerned. For a study regarding conventional relativistic hydrodynamics using
the method of moments with general matching conditions see Ref. [100].
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Appendix A: Properties of irreducible tensors

In the calculations in Sec. VII we make use of the following relations [101]:

P = Byt 1 p (A1)

A*paps =m* — Ep (A2)

P W) = i) 4 é(mz ~E)Am (A3)

P ) ) = pleprpN) 4 %(m2 ~ E?) (p<u> AV 4 ) AN Aw) ’ (A4)
p(mp(l/)p()\)p(p) — pwpupxpm + = = (pw p<V AP +p ANAPP 4 p (P AN p V)Aup _|_p<p>p<v AN

—|—p<’\>p<”> AMV> (m2 _ E2)

> (AMVAAp + AM)\AVp + AupAV)\) (m2 _ E§)2

35
1
= pwpvpxpm + = - (p(upu AP —|—p<”p AVP —|—p p>A>\V + p k VI ARP 4 p V)A)\H

—i—p()‘p/’)AW) ( E2) 15 (AuyAz\p + A/MAV/J + AupAuA) (m2 _ Eg)z , (A5)
1
PPN =l 4 < (m? — B2) (pp N A7 4 perm. )
1
— @(m - E2) ( (W AVAAPT 4 perm)
1
= plip’prpPp?) + §(m2 - E2) <p<“p”17A> A7+ perm-)
1
35 —(m? — E2) ( W APAAPT 4 perm.) ) (A6)
(A7)
where "perm.” denotes all distinct permutations of indices. We also utilize the orthogonality relation
/deW ",y F(E,) = 77"!5’”" Ak /dP (Apaps)™ F(E,) (A8)
v P (2m + 1! P

for an arbitrary function F(E,).

Appendix B: Scattering matrix elements

In this appendix we show some details of the calculation of the scattering matrix elements in the collision term.
The vacuum scattering matrix elements are defined as [77, 102]

(p, p'sr, 7 |t|p1, p2i 51, s2) = (p, 0’5, 7|+ Hr(0) : [p1,p2; s1,82) , (B1)

where H7 is the effective interaction Hamiltonian, which is here taken to be of an NJL-type form [103, 104]

Hi(z) = G (@) (@) P(z)Tath () | (B2)

where G is a coupling constant and I', is in general a linear combination of elements of the Clifford algebra in a
given representation of the Lorentz group, e. g for scalar interactions I'* = 1, for vector interactions I'* = *, and
for parity-violating interactions I'* = (1 — ~5)7*. Inserting the free-field expansion of the spinors,

Y %h Z/dPe e (D) (p) (B3)

and making use of the anticommutation relation of the creation and annihilation operators

{a,(p),al (')} = p°6® (p — p)ors , (B4)
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we find

(p,p's 7, 7' |t|p1, pas T, r2) =G [ty (P)T U, (p2) U (P )T attr, (P1) — Ur (p) T wp, (P1) Uy (P )Tty (p2)] (B5)

with G = 8/(27h)5G. For Eq. (101a) we then obtain using Eq. (5)

+Tr[(p+m)f‘a( ,tm Fb} Tr [(p’+m)Fa< Q—I-m)Fb}}. (B6)

Furthermore we have for Eq. (101Db)

/ [dS]s"W = — |G*6W (p+ p' — p1 — p2) [t (p)T "ty (p2)thr (0 )Tathr, (p1) = T (P)T i, (p1) s (') Tty (p2)]

X [as (p)Fburz (o)t (P )Ty, (p1) — s (p)Fburl (p1)y (p/)Fbum (pZ)] f %ﬂs (p)'YS'Yaur ()

- _ @7'25(4)(

om p+p —m —pz){Tr {(]ﬁ+m) Yy (p + m) T <p2+m) Fb}

x Tr :(p’ +m) T, (17’1 + m) Fb}

= Tr [(p+m) 79" (p+m) T (p, + m) Ty (f +m) T (p, +m) T
(p+m) ¥y (p+m) T (17)1 + m) Iy (p +m) T, (7)2 + m) I‘b}
( )T (py +

m) T] Te [ (¢ + m) T (p, +m) Ty } : (BT)

—Tr

+Tr

: p-l-m)’y%“ (p+m)I® (p
and for Eq. (101c)

/[dS] s = (|2(jn|§2 S p+p —p1—p2) {Tr {(p +m)y°y* (p+m) T (p2 + m) Fb}

< Tr | (pf +m) 7" (p + m) T (pl + m) I‘b}
(p+m) "7 (p+m) T (ﬁQ + m) Ty (¢ +m)y°+° (p +m) T, (1,7)1 + m) Fb}
=T [(p+m) 3y (ptm) T (py ) T m) 777 () T () 7]
(

+ Tr p+m)y°y* (p+m) I (pl + m) Fb} Tr [(p’ +m) "y (p +m) T, (}ﬁz + m) Fb] } . (B8)

T r
r

In the case of a scalar intercation, I'* = 1, evaluating the traces of Dirac matrices yields that Egs. (B7) and (B8)
vanish, respectively. For a vector interaction, I'* = v*, Eq. (B7) also vanishes, while Eq. (B8) is nonzero. However,
in the limit of small momentum transfer (s = 4m?, t = u = 0) Eq. (B8) is zero also for the vector interaction, while
the only nonzero contribution comes from Eq. (B6).



Appendix C: Transport coefficients

The relaxation times and transport coefficients in Eq. (119) are given by
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Furthermore, the relaxation time and transport coefficients of Eq. (120) read
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Finally, the relaxation time and transport coefficients in Eq. (121) are
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Furthermore, the coefficients of the Navier-Stokes values in Sec. XI read
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Appendix D: Collision integrals
1. Reducing tensor structures through orthogonality relations

Here we explain how to obtain Eqgs. (105) and (108). Consider an integral of the form (104)
/[dP]WfOpfOp'E£_1p<‘“ P HGI D, Py (D1)

where W is a function of p, p/, p1, and py and 7—[1(721) can be expressed as a polynomial of E,. After integration over
p’, p1, and po the result must assume the form

/de““ cpPmp, e puy F(Bp) (D2)

and one can apply Eq. (A8). An analogous argument can be used to simplify Eq. (107).

2. Collision integrals for constant cross section

Here we show the calculation of the collision integrals used to compute the relaxation times in Sec. IX. The procedure
is similar to the one presented in Ref. [73], however, we do not consider the ultrarelativistic limit, since we intend to
describe massive particles. The matrix B in Eq. (106) is given as

w_ 16

M= T / [dPIWo fop fop By~ 91 - PV H Dy Dy - (D3)

The transition amplitude W, is taken to be of the from
WO = 5(4)(p+p/ —P1 _pQ)SU(Sa @) ) (D4)

where s = (p + p')? is a Mandelstam variable and cos © = (p — p') - (p1 — p2)/(p — p’)?. Furthermore, we introduced
the differential cross section o (s, ©). We also define the total cross section

or = 27T/d@ sin®o(s,0), (D5)

which is here assumed to be constant. First performing the p; and ps integrations in Eq. (D3) in the center-of-
momentum frame yields

1
/dP1 dP2 WO = g\/g\/ S — 4m2 or . (DG)

We then insert Egs. (54) and (55) to obtain

B =207w® " al)) > ald) / dPAP’ fop fopr EL119/5\/s — dm? (D7a)
q=0

(1
B = QJTWT > al) > el / dPAP’ fop fopr EL T 9p 0 pv/s5\/'s — dm? (D7D)
q=0

meSy,m>n

(2) m
B2 = UTw? Z a?) Z afﬁzl / dPdP" fop fo B}~ T upyp!'p”V/sV's — 4m? . (D7c)
q=0

meSa,m>n

The remaining integrals are then solved numerically.
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