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We calculate the tensor polarization and the resulted spin alignment of a generic vector meson
in local equilibrium up to the first order in hydrodynamic gradients using thermal field theory with
dissipative effects incorporated. Several new contributions, including a novel shear-induced tensor
polarization (SITP), are discovered and turn out sensitive to the in-medium spectral properties of the
vector mesons. The phenomenological study reveals that these contributions, especially SITP, could
generate substantial spin alignment in heavy-ion collisions, and potentially helps us to understand
the large spin alignment observed in experiments.

Introduction.—Tensor polarization of spin-1 bosons
plays vital roles in many branches of physics [1].
For example, tensor polarization related observables in
electron-deuteron scattering experiments are utilized to
probe the features of nuclear interaction [2–5]. In the
context of the high energy e+e− and pp collisions, the
measurement of vector meson’s tensor polarization is em-
ployed for investigating the spin-dependent fragmenta-
tion functions and hence the hadronization mechanism
in QCD [6, 7]. In heavy-ion collisions (HICs), the spin-
related physics is mostly studied in the context of hyper-
ons’ vector polarization, from both experimental [8–12]
and theoretical [13–25] perspectives. However, recently,
motivated by pioneering works [13, 26–28], tensor polar-
izations of vector mesons produced in HICs, including
K∗, ϕ and J/Ψ have been explored at both RHIC and
LHC via analyzing spin alignment observables δρ00 [29–
33], where intriguing phenomena are discovered.
While substantial spin alignment has been observed for

vector mesons mentioned above, the theoretical descrip-
tions are much smaller than the data and are difficult
to accommodate the sign changes of δρ00 [28, 34–36],
since the predicted spin alignment is proportional to the
square of the vorticity. Efforts have been made from the
other perspectives [37–40] to reveal the mechanism of the
spin alignment of the vector mesons as well. But the ori-
gin of the spin alignment is still considered as an open
question [36]. Besides the theoretical descriptions men-
tioned above, a systematic calculation under the frame-
work of thermal field theory, which has achieved notable
progresses [20–23] in solving the “spin sign puzzles”of Λ-
hyperon [11, 41], seems to be missing in studying the spin
alignment at this moment. In this work, we have devel-
oped the first thermal field framework for calculating the
tensor polarization and the spin alignment, in which a

novel shear-induced-tensor polarization (SITP) is discov-
ered as a significant contribution to the spin alignment
and found sensitive to the spectral properties of the vec-
tor bosons.

Theoretical framework.—We begin by introducing the
Wigner functions of a massive vector meson with mass
m and field operator V µ:

Wµν(x,p) ≡ εp

∫
dp0

∫
d4yeip·y⟨V µ(x−)V

ν(x+)⟩

=Wµν
+ (x,p) +Wµν

− (x,p) (1)

where x± = x ± y/2, εp =
√

p2 +m2, ⟨. . .⟩ denotes
the thermal ensemble average, and W± denote the in-
tegration over the positive and negative p0 respectively,
corresponding to the differential spin density matrix
ϱ(x,±p) [14], where the ϱ(x,p) is embedded in Wigner
function as

2Wµν
+ (x,p) =

∑
s,s′

ϵµ∗s (p)ϵνs′(p)ϱs′s(x,p) + δWµν

≡ Wµν(x,p) + δWµν(x,p) . (2)

The factor “2” is for matching the conventional normal-
ization of the density matrix. The ϵs(p) represents the
polarization vector of the vector meson moving with mo-
mentum p and occupying the spin state s, and satis-
fies p̃ · ϵs(p) = 0 with p̃ = (εp,p) being the on-shell
4-momentum. So, the projected Wigner function

Wµν(x,p) ≡
∑
s,s′

ϵµ∗s (p)ϵνs′(p)ϱs′s(x,p) (3)

is perpendicular to the on-shell 4-momentum p̃ as well,
and can therefore be expressed as

Wµν(x,p) ≡ 2∆̃µ
α∆̃

ν
βW

αβ
+ (x,p) (4)
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where ∆̃ is the shorthand of ∆(p̃) with ∆µν(p) ≡
−ηµν + pµpν/p2 being the projector with respect to a
4-momentum p (note ∆2 = −∆). The δW can always
be chosen vanishing after projections. Conversely, the
differential spin-density matrix can be evaluated via the
projected Wigner function as [42]

ϱss′(x,p) = ϵµs′(p)ϵ
ν∗
s (p)Wµν(x,p). (5)

The projected Wigner function can be further decom-
posed, according to the representation of the rotational
symmetry, into three parts as

Wµν =
1

3
∆̃µνS +W [µν] + T µν (6)

where S ≡ Wµν∆̃µν is the 3D trace of Wµν and re-
lated to spin-summed phase space density, W [µν] ≡
(Wµν −W νµ)/2 corresponds to the vector polarization
of the vector meson, and T µν defined as

T µν ≡ W⟨µν⟩ ≡ W(µν) − 1

3
∆̃µνS = 2∆̃

⟨µ
λ ∆̃

ν⟩
γW

(λγ)
+ (7)

corresponds to the tensor polarization of the vector field,
which is of the major interest in this work. Here, the
round bracket “(··· )”stands for symmetrizing the included
space-time indices, i.e., W (µν) = (Wµν +W νµ)/2, while
the angle bracket “⟨...⟩”stands for further making the ten-
sor traceless about the included indices.

T µν can be further expanded in terms of the hydrody-
namic gradients as

T µν ≈ T µν
(0) + T µν

(1) = 2∆̃
⟨µ
λ ∆̃

ν⟩
γ

(
W

(λγ)
+(0) +W

(λγ)
+(1)

)
(8)

where the subscripts (0) and (1) stand for the zeroth and
first order of the hydrodynamic gradients (or ∂). After
listing all the symmetry-allowed tensor structures non-

vanishing under the projection ∆̃
⟨µ
λ ∆̃

ν⟩
γ up to the order

of ∂, we further express T µν schematically as

T µν =∆̃
⟨µ
λ ∆̃

ν⟩
γ

[
κu0u

λuγ + κu1u
λuγ + κshσ

λγ + κTu
(λ∂

γ)
⊥ β

+κsuu
(λσγ)αp̃α + κouu

(λΩγ)αp̃α + · · ·
]
, (9)

where uµ is the flow velocity and β = 1/T is the inverse
temperature. ∂µ⊥ ≡ ∆̄µν∂ν is the transverse derivative
with the flow projector ∆̄µν ≡ ηµν − uµuν . The shear

stress tensor is defined as σµν ≡ ∂
(µ
⊥ u

ν)
⊥ −(1/3)∆̄µνθ with

bulk stress θ ≡ ∂ ·u. Ωµν ≡ ∂
[µ
⊥ u

ν]
⊥ is vorticity. The SITP

contribution κshσ
λγ appears naturally in this symmetry

analysis with a T-odd coefficient κsh that should be origi-
nated from the dissipative processes. In the following, the
κ-coefficients will be evaluated near thermal equilibrium
under the framework of thermal field theory and linear
response theory, with inclusion of dissipative physics.

The zeroth-order term T µν
(0) in Eq.(8) can be evaluated

under exact/global thermal equilibrium and is related to
the in-medium spectral function “A”via

T µν
(0) = 2∆̃⟨µ

α ∆̃
ν⟩
β

∫ ∞

0

dp0
∫
d4yeip·y⟨V α(x−)V

β(x+)⟩

= 2∆̃⟨µ
α ∆̃

ν⟩
β

∫ ∞

0

dp0n(p0)Aαβ(p), (10)

where n(ω) = 1/(eβω − 1) is the Bose-Einstein distri-
bution. In the thermal medium, the longitudinal and
transverse modes of the vector meson are different, so
that the spectral function can be decomposed as [43, 44]

Aµν =
∑

a=L,T

∆µν
a Aa, Aa =

1

π
Im

−1

p2 −m2 −Πa
. (11)

The longitudinal and transverse projector ∆T,L are
∆µν

L = vµvν/(−v2), ∆µν
T = ∆µν − ∆µν

L , where vµ =
∆µνuν is the projected flow velocity with respect to p.
The on-shell version of these projectors are denoted by
∆̃µν

L = ṽµṽν/(−ṽ2) with ṽµ = ∆̃µνuν and ∆̃µν
T = ∆µν

T .

Given that ∆̃µ
λ∆̃

ν
γ∆

λγ
L (p) = ∆̃µν

L (1 − ∆ω2ṽ2/p2) with
∆ω = p0 − εp, we therefore obtain that

T µν
(0) = α0n(εp)∆̃

⟨µν⟩
L =

α0

−ṽ2
n(εp)∆̃

⟨µ
λ ∆̃ν⟩

γ u
λuγ ,

α0 = 2εp

∫ ∞

0

dω
n(ω)

n(εp)

[
(AL −AT )−

∆ω2ṽ2

p2
AL

]
. (12)

AL usually has a factor proportional to p2 cancelling
with 1/p2 to make the integration convergent. In prin-
ciple, the α0 in Eq. (12) should be evaluated numeri-
cally using a realistic in-medium spectral function. How-
ever, if we assume a non-analytic real energy shift at

zero width limit, α0 ≈ (ωT
p − ωL

p )/T where ω
L/T
p sat-

isfying (ω
L/T
p )2 − ε2p − ReΠL/T (ω

L/T
p ,p) = 0 represents

the shifted dispersion relation of the longitudinal and the
transverse modes, respectively.

In the medium rest frame, nonzero momentum p
breaks the rotational symmetry, which results in the dif-
ference between AL and AT and therefore leads to the
tensor polarization even in the absence of hydrodynamic
gradient as expressed by the first term in α0 in Eq. (12).
Such splitting induced polarizations have also been dis-
cussed for virtual photons [45, 46]. In addition, the
projection of an off-shell in-medium particle mismatches
with the on-shell final states particle, which leads to the
second term in α0 in Eq. (12).

We then turn to the first-order term T (1), which is pro-
portional to the hydrodynamic gradients and accounts
for the off-equilibrium contribution induced by the sys-
tem inhomogeneity.

Using the Zubarev’s formalism [47, 48], we obtain a
Kubo formula at vanishing chemical potential that

Wµν
+(1) = εp lim

ω,q→0

∂

∂ω
[−ImGµνλγ

R+ (ω, q,p)]ξλγ (13)
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where the GR+ is embedded in retarded Green function

Gµνλγ
R (t− t′,x, z,y) ≡

∫
dω

2π

d3q

(2π)3
d3p

(2π)3
e−iω·(t−t′)

×eiq·(x−z)eip·yGµνλγ
R (ω, q,p)

= (−i)Θ(t− t′)⟨[V µ(t,x−)V ν(t,x+), Tλγ(t′, z)]⟩, (14)

and ξλγ ≡ β−1∂(λ(βu)γ). Combined with the ideal hy-
drodynamic equations, ξλγ can be written as a linear
combination of σλγ and θ at the leading gradient order
as

ξλγ ≈ σλγ +

[
1

3
∆̄λγ + c2suλuγ

]
θ, (15)

where c2s is the square of the sound speed, whose value
at chemical freeze out, taken from lattice QCD data [49],
is around 0.16. The shear part of the Kubo formula can
also been obtained using metric variation in Ref [50, 51].
In Eq. (14), Tµν ≡ −Fµ

αF
να + m2V µV ν −

ηµν
(
−F 2/4 +m2V 2/2

)
stands for the Belinfante energy-

momentum tensor of the sourceless Proca field, where
Fµν ≡ ∂µV ν − ∂νV µ. After keeping only the leading
order of the skeleton expansion[52–54], we express the

Gµνλγ
R (ω, q,p) in the medium rest frame as:

Gµνλγ
R+ (ω, q,p) =−

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

0

dk′0
n(k′0)− n(k0)

ω + k′0 − k0 + i0+

×
∑

a,b=L,T

Aa(k)Ab(k
′)Iµνλγab (k, k′) . (16)

The integral limits excluding the negative energy region
allow us to conveniently select out the modes that are
related to the physical modes in the Wigner functions.
The neglected contribution is of high orders of δqp de-
fined later in the quasi-particle approximation schemes.
With the projectors, the Iµνλγab (k, k′) in Eq. (16) can be
explicitly written as

Iµνλγab (k, k′) = [kλk′γ + kγk′λ]∆να
a (k)∆µ

b,α(k
′)

− [kαk
′γ∆νλ

a (k)∆µα
b (k′) + kγk′α∆

να
a (k)∆µλ

b (k′)]

− [kλk′α∆
να
a (k)∆µγ

b (k′) + kαk
′λ∆νγ

a (k)∆µα
b (k′)]

+ (kαk
′α −m2)[∆νλ

a (k)∆µγ
b (k′) + ∆νγ

a (k)∆µλ
b (k′)]

− ηγλ[(kζk′ζ −m2)ηαβ − kβk
′
α]∆

να
a (k)∆µβ

b (k′)] (17)

where the k = (k0,p+ q/2), k′ = (k′0,p− q/2).
To proceed further, we carry out the integration in the

quasi-particle limit, i.e., ΠT,L/ε
2
p ∼ δqp ≪ 1, so that all

the integral over k0 and k′0 can be done in the vicinity of
the pole of the propagator. Also, we assume the splitting
is small, i.e., (ΠL − ΠT )/(ΠL + ΠT ) ∼ δsp ≪ 1. Up to
the (overall) zeroth order of δΓ and δsp, the off-shell con-
tribution in the projectors in Eq.(16) can be neglected,
and T µν

(1) can be simplified as

T µν
(1) = βn(εp)∆̃

⟨µ
λ ∆̃ν⟩

γ

[
αshξ

γλ + αspξp
uλuγ

−ṽ2
]

(18)

where ξp = (p̃ρp̃σ)ξρσ/ε
2
p and

αsh =
4εpπ

βn(εp)

∫ ∞

0

∂n(ω)

∂ω
dω(ω2 − ε2p)A

2
T/L(ω,p) (19)

αsp =
4εpπ

βn(εp)

∫ ∞

0

∂n(ω)

∂ω
dωε2p(A

2
T (ω,p)−A2

L(ω,p)) .

Furthermore, in quasi-particle limits, the spectral func-
tion nearby the positive frequency pole can be approxi-
mately expressed as

Aa(ω,p) ≈
1

2εp

1

π
Im

−1

ω − ωa
p + iΓa

p/2
(20)

where Γa
p = ImΠa(ω

a
p,p)/εp is the width. With an

expansion of ∂n(ω)/∂ω to the first order of ∆ω/T as
∝ n(εp)(1−∆ω/T ) [55], αsh and αsp can be further sim-
plified as [56]

αsh ≈ −2∆εp
Γp

+ 2
∆εp
Γp

∆εp
T

+
Γp

2T
∼ O(1) (21)

αsp ≈ − εp
Γp

(
Γ∆
p

Γp
− ∆εp

T

Γ∆
p

Γp
+

Γp

T

ω∆
p

Γp

)
∼ O(δ−1

qp δsp).

with Γ∆
p ≡ ΓL

p − ΓT
p and ω∆

p ≡ ωL
p − ωT

p being the
difference between the width and dispersion relations
of the L and T modes. ∆εp and Γp are defined as

∆εp = ω
L/T
p − εp and Γp = Γ

L/T
p , where the differences

caused by choosing L/T are O(δsp). Also, the Bose en-
hancement factors in Eq. (21) are neglected since n(εp) is
small for vector boson with large mass. Finally, to make
the obtained αsh and αsp covariant, we need to replace p
with pµ⊥ ≡ ∆̄µνpν and εp with ε0 ≡ p̃ · u.
After comparing Eq. (12) and Eq. (18) with Eq.(9), we

obtain the κ-parameters at current order as

κu0 =
α0

−ṽ2
n0, κ

u
1 =

[
αsh

(
c2s −

1

3

)
θ +

αspξp
−ṽ2

]
βn0

κsh = αshβn0, κT = 0, κsu = 0, κou = 0 (22)

with n0 = n(ε0). The α0 is at least of first order in
δsp/qp but of zeroth order in ∂. Thus, T in this multi-
parameter expansion is at the first order of ∂, δsp or δqp.
For higher orders, there are non-vanishing contributions
from κsu ∝ δsp/qp and κT ∝ “high order gradients”, while
κou could be nonzero with asymmetric Tµν .

Some relevant and interesting physics other than ten-
sor polarization can be studied under the similar formal-
ism. For example, the vector polarization for vector bo-
son can be proven equal to 4/3 of the one for spin-1/2
particle as expected. However, due to the limited space,
we would leave such discussions together with more de-
tails of the present work to our long paper [57].

Implications for phenomenologies.—We then discuss
the phenomenological implication of the theoretical find-
ings, in which we take the commonly used freezeout as-
sumption for spin physics [21, 23, 58]. Within this as-
sumption, vector meson’s spin alignment stops to evolve
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FIG. 1. The effects of the first three contributions (“0 order”,
“bulk”, “shear”) in Eq. (9) with ŷ (left) and x̂ (right) as
quantization axis and α0 = αsh = 1. The final results should
be scaled by the physical value of α0 and αsh.

at certain freezeout temperature (or other freezeout con-
ditions), where a Cooper-Fry like formula for the spin
alignment δρ00 can be written with the tensor polariza-
tion T µν as

δρ00(n̂pr,p) =

∫
dΣλpλ T µν(x,p)n̂µ(p)n̂ν(p)

dΣλpλS(x,p)
. (23)

The Σλ is the hyper-surface satisfying the freeze-out
condition, and n̂µ is a shorthand of ϵµs=0, which is re-
lated to a 3d unit vector n̂pr by a Lorentz boost, i.e.,
n̂µ = [Λ(p).n̂pr]

µ, with n̂pr being the polarization vector
ϵµs=0,pr in the particle rest frame. In a realistic measure-
ment, n̂pr is usually taken either in the in-plane (x̂) or
out-plane (ŷ) direction. The scalar contribution S(x,p)
on the denominator is approximately equal to three times
of the particle number density.

The hydrodynamic profile is taken from the previous
work [21] using CLVisc [18] with a freeze-out temperature
at 157 MeV and the AMPT initial condition [21] for Au-
Au collisions at mid-centrality, where the impact param-
eter is around 9 fm. For the illustrative purpose, we take
α0 = 1, which could be significantly over estimated since
α0 ∼ O(δsp/qp), αsh = 1, m = 1 GeV, and αsp = 0 [59].
The first three contributions from Eq. (9) to the spin
alignment δρ00 obtained with n̂pr chosen as both x̂ and
ŷ are plotted with respect to pT in Fig. (1). As shown
in Fig. 1, with an αsh approximately ranging from 0.1
to 1 (estimated using the light or heavy meson’s spectral
properties in Ref [60–64]), the SITP alone would con-
tribute to the spin alignment with the magnitude around
1%, which is not that far from those observed in exper-
iments. Given a positive αsh, and the fact that usually
∂zu

z > ∂xu
x > ∂yu

y in a high energy non-central HICs,
we get σyy > 0, σyy > σxx, and hence ρSITP

00 (ŷ) > 0,
ρSITP
00 (ŷ) > ρSITP

00 (x̂), which is consistent with the trends
shown in Fig. 1. Similar analysis can be applied to the
uµuν term to understand its dependence on pT and n̂pr.

Besides the dependence on the hydrodynamic gradi-
ents, the behaviors of spin alignment highly are affected
by the behaviors of coefficients in Eq. (9) as well. These

coefficients can have nontrivial momentum dependencies
and are further determined by the vector meson’s spec-
tral properties or say microscopic interactions in medium,
which could be significantly different at different tem-
peratures, phases, and etc. Thus, the coefficients are
sensitive to the freeze-out moment in various freeze-out
scenarios. For J/ψ, it can form and freeze-out in quark-
gluon plasma (QGP). For ϕ meson, it can emerge in
QGP [63–65]. Since its width and relaxation time is un-
certain [60–62, 66–69], it can freeze-out at the late stage
of QGP, early hadronic phase, or even around the ki-
netic freeze-out if the hadronic phase is long enough. For
K∗ meson, the situation can again be different from ϕ
meson [37]. On the other hand, one should note that
as the kinetic freeze-out time [70] and temperature [71]
are different in different collision beam energies and cen-
tralities, they could also make “freeze-out” scenario dif-
ferent. These rich physics are probably helpful to ex-
plain the diverse behaviors observed in various experi-
ments [30, 32, 33]. Meanwhile, taking the advantage of
the experimental progresses, we can also utilize the mea-
sured data to reversely probe the rich physics of medium,
such as in-medium spectral properties and microscopic
interactions.

As described above, the spin alignment discovered in
HICs could be influenced by the rich physics in a multi-
phase evolution, which are beyond the scope of this pa-
per. Thus, in the following, we just focus on the spin
alignment in QGP phase, where some qualitative conclu-
sions can be obtained based on the spectral properties
discussed in Ref [63, 64]. At the T ∼ 200 MeV, the in-
medium width of the regenerated J/ψ can be at an order
of 100 MeV [64, 72], while those of the light meson reso-
nances could be even broader [64]. Therefore, at least, in
the QGP stage, vector meson can have a αsh more than
Γp/(2T ) ∼ 0.3 leading to a spin alignment at 1% order
with a positive sign [73], which is qualitatively similar
to those observed at RHIC experiment [33] and is of the
opposite sign of J/ψ’s spin alignment at ALICE [74].

Summary.—In summary, we have conducted the first
thermal field theory calculation on the tensor polariza-
tion and spin alignment of vector meson up to first or-
der in gradient, which leads to three theoretical findings.
First, the tensor polarization, and hence the spin align-
ment, of a massive vector boson are found to be nonzero
at the zeroth-order in gradient expansion mainly due to
the degeneracy breaking between the longitudinal and
transverse modes. Second, at the first order of the hydro-
dynamics gradient, we discover several new mechanisms
generating the tensor polarization and spin alignment in-
cluding SITP. Third, the tensor polarization and spin
alignment are found to be closely related to the spectral
properties and hence the microscopic interactions among
the vector bosons.

For the phenomenology, we find that SITP could lead
to the spin alignment of order 1% , if the in-medium in-
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teraction generate relatively large width/collisions rates
or/and large mass-shift. Meanwhile, various pT de-
pendencies from several different contributions and rich
physics of the medium interactions encoded in coefficients
can potentially provide an explanation to the rich and
intriguing experimental data. On the other hand, the
studies also suggest that the spin alignment phenomena
can potentially be reversely used as a probe to spectral
properties of vector bosons in-medium.
In future, we will further improve the theoretical

derivation with a more sophisticated microscopic calcula-
tions of the in-medium spectral properties of the vector
mesons. Meanwhile, we shall employ a better quanti-
tative phenomenology model that can accommodate the
non-equilibrium effects and other novel effects proposed
in Ref [38, 75]. Additionally, the presence of the newly
discovered SITP effect is robust against the variation of
the details of the interactions and universal in both rel-
ativistic and non-relativistic cases. Therefore, it should
be interesting to seek it experimentally in low energy
physics, such as plasma physics or cold atom physics[76].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this supplemental material, we will show the po-
tential capability of our theory to generate nontrivial pT
and centrality dependence of the spin alignment under
certain assumptions.
We first evaluate the coefficients α0, αsh and αsp nu-

merically according to Eq. (12) and (19) for ϕmeson with
in-medium spectral functions obtained via a 1-loop quark
meson model calculation as discussed in Ref. [78]. These
coefficients are plotted in Fig. 2 for the cases with the ef-
fective strange quark masses ms = {0.3, 0.42, 0.5} GeV.
The purpose for choosing various masses will be discussed
later. As shown in Fig. 2, αsh decreases from positive to
negative as pT increases for the cases with ms = 0.3
and 0.42 GeV. This can be understood, according to Eq.
(21), as a result of the competition between a positive
Γp/(2T ) and a negative −2∆εp/Γp. Since both ∆εp
and Γp are suppressed by a factor mϕ/εp, −2∆εp/Γp,
with this factor canceled, should take over Γp/(2T ) at
large momenta and reduces αsh from positive to nega-
tive. For ms = 0.5 GeV, ϕ meson mass is so close to
2ms threshold that Γp becomes much smaller, making
Γp/(2T ) < 2∆εp/Γp and αsh negative for all momenta.

ms=0.3 GeV

ms=0.42 GeV

ms=0.5 GeV
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αsh for different s quark masses

ms=0.3 GeV

ms=0.42 GeV

ms=0.5 GeV

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

p GeV

Solid: (mϕ
2 /εp
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FIG. 2. Momentum dependence of the αsh, (m2
ϕ/ε

2
p) × αsp

and 20× α0 with different s quark masses.
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FIG. 3. δρ00(ŷ) as a function of ms (left), and of pT for
ms = 0.42 GeV (right). The ms dependence might be related
to the centrality dependence under certain assumptions.

With these coefficients, we further calculate δρ00 with

the hydrodynamic profiles used before, whose general
trend is found mainly controlled by the SITP effect. As
shown in Fig. 3, the δρ00 decreases with pT from pos-
itive to negative, which is similar to the experimental
measurements in Ref. [33], and can be understood from
the shear contribution, approximately proportional to
αsh(∂zuz + ∂xux − 2∂yuy). The shear tensor should be
positive since ∂zuz > ∂xux ≥ ∂yuy > 0 in high energy
HICs. The pT dependence of the shear contribution, and
hence of δρ00, could be originated naturally from the mo-
mentum dependence of αsh, which, as illustrated by the
green curve in the left panel of Fig. 2, decreases with
momentum from positive to negative. Similarly, the neg-
ative ms dependence of δρ00 shown in the left panel in
Fig. 3 can be understood from the shear contribution as
well, since αsh also decreases with ms from positive to
negative at low and middle momenta as shown in Fig. 2.

The obtained ms dependence of δρ00 could resemble
the observed centrality dependence shown in Ref. [33], if
we assume the mapping between ms and centrality as:
“0.5 GeV↔ 0–20%”, “0.42 GeV ↔ 20–40%”, and “0.3
GeV↔ 40–60%”. Such a mapping is possible, if the spin-
alignments freeze-out at higher temperatures for larger
centralities (more peripheral), similar to the trend ob-
served at kinetic freeze-out in Ref. [71]. This positive de-
pendence of the freeze-out temperature on the centrality
might be understandable given the centrality dependence
of the fireball lifetime shown in Ref. [70]. Colliding sys-
tems with larger centralities might be so short-lived that
there is not enough time for the late-stage collisions to
occur so that the freeze-out happens earlier with higher
temperatures. Meanwhile, the effective s quark mass,
or the mass of alternative constituents(such as kaons in
hadronic phases) of ϕ meson, might drop with temper-
ature within a narrow window close to the QCD phase
boundary, either due to chiral symmetry restoration as
demonstrated in Ref. [79, 80], or due to the exhibition of
the low lying collective modes in QGP originated from
non-condensate interactions as shown in Ref. [64]. Simi-
lar physics could also be relevant to the understandings of
the different spin alignments at different beam energies.

In summary, under certain assumptions, the nontriv-
ial sign flipping behavior observed in the pT and cen-
trality dependencies of spin alignment emerge naturally
with the SITP effect, exhibiting its promising capability
to describe the rich behaviors of spin alignment observed
in experiments. This toy-model like exploration defi-
nitely oversimplifies the rich in-medium physics of vec-
tor mesons and many phenomenological setups. More
sophisticated and systematic studies are in progress and
will be reported in a series of upcoming papers.
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