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The strongly interacting system created in ultrarelativistic nuclear collisions behaves
almost as an ideal fluid with rich patterns of the velocity field exhibiting strong vortical
structure. Vorticity of the fluid, via spin-orbit coupling, leads to particle spin polariza-
tion. Due to the finite orbital momentum of the system, the polarization on average is
not zero; it depends on the particle momenta reflecting the spatial variation of the local
vorticity.

In the last few years, this field experienced a rapid growth due to experimental
discoveries of the global and local polarizations. Recent measurements triggered further
development of the theoretical description of the spin dynamics and suggestions of sev-
eral new mechanisms for particle polarization. In this review, we focus mostly on the
experimental results. We compare the measurements with the existing theoretical cal-
culations but try to keep the discussion of possible underlying physics at the qualitative
level. Future measurements and how they can help to answer open theoretical questions
are also discussed. We pay a special attention to the employed experimental methods,
as well as to the detector effects and associated corrections to the measurements.
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1. Introduction: Polarization as a collective phenomenon

The discovery of the global polarization in heavy-ion collisions, the hyperon po-
larization along the system orbital momentum/22 followed by the measurements
of the polarization along the beam direction® opened totally new opportunities
for study of the nuclear collision dynamics and the properties of the quark-gluon
plasma (QGP), as well as for deeper understanding of the spin and its transport
in QGP medium. These polarization measurements are among the most signifi-
cant discoveries made in heavy-ion collision program along with observations of the
strong elliptic flow and jet quenching®™ and have generated intense theoretical
discussions as well as experimental activities.

The phenomenon of the global polarization in heavy-ion collisions arises from
the partial conversion of the orbital angular momentum of the colliding nuclei into
the spin angular momentum of produced particles 810 Ag a result, the particles on
average become polarized along the direction of the initial orbital momentum of the
two colliding nuclei. The term “global” in the name of the phenomenon indicates
that the component of the particle polarization along the system orbital momentum
is not zero when averaged over all produced particles. The origin of the polarization
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in heavy ion collisions is in the collective motion of the strongly interacting fluid,
and it is unlikely to be related to the hyperon polarization (with respect to the
production plane) observed in pp and pA collisions 1

In a non-central nuclear collision, the most prominent pattern in the initial col-
lective velocity distribution is a shear of the velocity field, dv, /dz # 0, where the z
direction is chosen along the beam, and the z direction is along the impact param-
eter vector defined as a vector connecting the centers of the two nuclei (pointing
from the “target” to the “projectile” nucleus, the latter defined as the one mov-
ing in the positive z direction, see Fig. [l Such a shear in the velocity field leads
to nonzero vorticity characterizing the local orbital angular momentum density.
Particle binary interactions in the system would have on average non-zero orbital
angular momentum, which will be partially converted into spin of the final-state
particles. For example, in a system with non-zero vorticity consisting of pions, the
colliding pions have a preferential direction for their orbital angular momentum,
and the spin of p mesons produced in such collisions (7F7~ — p%) would point in
that very direction?

PROJECTILE
SPECTATORS

TARGET .‘ ).

SPECTATOR

Fig. 1. Schematic view of a nuclear collision with z and z being the impact parameter and beam
directions, respectively. The system orbital angular momentum as well as the magnetic field points
into the page, opposite to the direction of the y axis. Solid yellow arrows indicate collective velocity
field at z = 0. Open arrow indicates vorticity of the system.

The idea of the global polarization is almost 20 years old with the initial pre-
dictions for the quark and final particles polarization as high as “in the order of
tens of a percent” ® As pointed in Ref.® the global polarization phenomenon, if
that strong, could affect the interpretation of different measurements. In partic-
ular, the polarization of the vector mesons would have a significant contribution
to the elliptic flow measurements®2 The decay products of the vector resonances
with spin pointing perpendicular to the reaction plane have the angular distribution
enhancing the in-plane particle production and thus contributing to the elliptic flow
measurements. The first measurements™® of the global polarization of A hyperons
in Au+4Au collisions at 200 GeV by the STAR Collaboration put an upper limit on
hyperon polarization of |Pa| < 0.02. Subsequently, the theoretical predictions have
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been improved to be consistent with these experimental results.

Particle polarization is determined by the vorticity of the fluid element where the
particle has been produced. Due to the strong space-momentum correlation present
in the system, the polarization of the particles in a certain momentum range would
reflect the vorticity in the regions where those particles are predominantly emitted
from. Thus, while averaged over the entire system only the “global” polarization
component survives, the polarization in general depends on the particle momentum.
Such polarization is often referred to as “local”. The non-trivial local vorticity can
originate, for example, due to propagation of highly energetic jets produced by
the partons hard scattering 2218 or due to collective expansion of the system 220
An important example of that is the polarization along the beam direction due
to (transverse) anisotropic flow, discussed first in Ref™¥ on a basis of a simple
Blast-Wave model, as well as observed in full hydrodynamical calculations 1

A short review format does not allow to describe and discuss in detail all the
results and the questions under discussion. Our goal is to provide a more general
picture of the field, to emphasize the major developments in our understanding of
the phenomena and formulate outstanding questions, and to outline the relation of
the current and future measurements to the underlying physics. In the first section of
the review, we focus the discussion on the nature of the phenomenon. We use a very
simple picture based on Glauber and Blast-Wave models for illustrations and rough
estimates. Then we discuss the experimental side of the measurements, emphasizing
the details important for the interpretation of the results and their uncertainties,
as well as what is needed to accomplish this or other measurements. We proceed
with an overview of available results and their current theoretical interpretations.
The overview of the experimental results is followed by a summary of what we have
learned so far, open questions, and future perspectives.

In the following discussion we refer to z, y, and z components of the polarization
according to the coordinate system depicted in Figs. [I|and [2| In such a coordinate
system, the global polarization would be given by the average of —P, = P_, and
the polarization along the beam direction is given by P,. The global averages (over
all particles and momenta) of P, and Py components (more exactly, the components
of the total spin angular momentum) are expected to be zero.

2. Global and local polarizations
2.1. Nonrelativistic vorticity and the global polarization, (P_y)

A very significant development leading to a fast progress in this field was an ap-
plication of the statistical methods to vortical fluid with non-zero spin particles4!
and development of the hydrodynamical calculations based on the assumption of
the local angular momentum equilibrium/22' A rough estimate of the polarization
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can be obtained with the help of a simple nonrelativistic [f] formula describing the
particle distribution in a fluid with nonzero vorticity:23

wocexp{—(E—&-w(s—i—l)—%sB)/T], (1)

where w = 1 Vxv is the local vorticity of the fluid velocity (v) field, B is an external

magnetic field, p is the particle magnetic moment, and T is the temperature of the

system at equilibrium. Then the polarization of particles with spin s is given by:
P—@ (s+1) (w+uB/s)

~ . 2
S 3 T ( )

For spin 1/2 particles, the vorticity contribution to the polarization is P = w/ QTE
Averaged over the entire system volume, the vorticity direction coincides with the
direction of the system orbital angular momentum. Note that the magnetic field
created by fast positively charged nuclei is also pointing in the same direction.

Figure [I] shows a cartoon of a non-central nuclear collision with solid arrows
indicating the velocity field of the matter at the plane z = 0. One can estimate the
vorticity as wy ~ —%81}2 /Ox where v, is the net-velocity along the beam direction
that depends on the number of participants coming from the target vs. projectile
nuclei. The magnitude of v, is reflected in the length of the solid arrows in Fig. [I]
For a rough estimate of the vorticity, we present the velocity (v,) distribution in
the transverse plane in Fig. a). In these calculations, the velocity was estimated
as v, = (np — nr)/(np + nt) where np and nr are the densities of the projectile
and target nucleon participants (nucleons that experienced inelastic collisions) ob-
tained by a simple Glauber model. The middle and right plots in Fig. [2] show the
derivatives dv?/dx and dv}/dy (with the asterisks denoting the quantities in the
rest frame of the fluid) weighted with the density of participating nucleons (roughly
proportional to the produced particle density). From these estimates, one concludes
that the vorticity might be as large as a few percent of fm~!. Then the nonrela-
tivistic formula (1| yields for the spin 1/2 particle polarization, P ~ w/(2T), in the
range of a few percent (assuming 7' ~ 100 MeV). Note that this simple estimate
ignores the effect of nuclear transparency at high energies where the vorticity values
could be significantly lower.

The vorticity of the system, especially its component along the system’s orbital
momentum, is directly related to the asymmetries in the initial velocity fields and
thus it is intimately related to the directed flow vy 2428 The v, is defined by the
first Fourier moment v; = (cos(¢ — Prp)) of the produced particles’ azimuthal

2Note that for hyperons used in polarization measurements mg > T, where T is the temperature
and mpy is a hyperon mass.

bThe nonrelativistic estimate can be also obtained by noting that the entropy o(E) of the rotating
gas can be approximated as o(E — L?/(2I)), where L is the orbital momentum, and I is the
system inertia. Under condition of angular momentum conservation, S 4+ L = const, this leads to
00/0S =L/(IT) =w/T.
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Fig. 2. (a) A transverse plane distribution of the z-component of the velocity of participant
nucleons in the center-of-mass frame, (b) dv./dz distribution weighted with participant nucleon
density, (c) the same for dv/dy, based on the Glauber model.

distribution relative to the collision reaction plane angle Yrp. Hydrodynamic sim-
ulations show that the orbital angular momentum stored in the system and the
directed flow of charged particles are almost directly proportional to each other 28
This allows for an empirical estimate of the collision energy dependence of the
global polarization ™ The STAR results for the directed flow2%28 and the hyperon
global polarization™2 from the RHIC Beam Energy Scan program show that the
slopes of vy at midrapidity (dv;/dn) for charged hadrons and the hyperon polar-
ization are indeed strongly correlated. The charged-particle directed flow in Pb—Pb
collisions at /syn = 2.76 TeV2? is about three times smaller than at the top RHIC
energy of 200 GeV 5% This suggest that the global polarization at the LHC ener-
gies should be also about three times smaller than at RHIC and decreasing from
VSNN = 2.76 TeV to 5.02 TeV by about ~ 20% 30 Even smaller polarization values
at the LHC are expected when the directed flow is considered as a combination of
the two effects — the tilt of the source in the longitudinal direction and the dipole
flow originating from the asymmetry in the initial energy density distributions32
Taking into account that only the contribution to the directed flow from the tilted
source is related to the vorticity and that its contribution relative to the dipole
flow decreases with the collision energy 32 one arrives to an estimate for the global
polarization at the LHC energies of the order of 0.15-0.2 of that at the top RHIC
energy.

2.2. Role of the magnetic field

In addition to possessing of the large orbital angular momentum, the system also
experiences a strong magnetic field, of the order of B ~ e/m2 ~ 101* T, generated
in the initial state of the collision®35 by the fast moving electrically charged nuclei
and by the spectator protons after the collision. The direction of the magnetic field
coincides with that of the orbital angular momentum. Therefore, the measured
global polarization would include a contribution from the magnetic field, see Eq. ,
especially if the magnetic field is sustained for longer time by the presence of the
QGPB8 Unlike to the case for vorticity contribution, the contribution from the
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magnetic field is opposite for particles and antiparticles because of the difference in
signs of the magnetic moments p in Eq. . The lifetime of the initial magnetic field
depends on the electric conductivity of the QGP, which is poorly known. Precise
measurements of the polarization difference between particles and antiparticles can
provide an important constraint on the magnitude of the magnetic field at the

23137 a5 well as on medium conductivity. Such information is of

t.38

hadronization time,
particular importance for study of the chiral magnetic effec

At lower collision energies, the passing time of two nuclei becomes larger and
therefore the lifetime of the magnetic field is extended. Also, the medium created
in the collision has positive net-charge due to baryon stopping. If the system with
non-zero charge rotates, a magnetic field might be created at relatively later stage.
Such late-stage magnetic fields may also contribute to the observed polarization3?

In the global polarization picture based on the vorticity, one expects different
particles to be polarized depending only on the particle spin in accordance with
Eq. . A deviation could arise from effects of the initial magnetic field mentioned
above, and from the fact that different particles are produced at different times or
regions as the system freezes out/*? or through meson-baryon interactions** There-
fore, to understand the nature of the global polarization, it is crucial to measure
the polarization of different particles, and if possible, particles with different spins.
The polarization measurement with particles of different magnetic moments would
provide additional information on the magnitude of the magnetic field. For exam-
ple, the magnetic moment of 2 hyperon is three times larger than that of A hyperon
(to- = —2.02un and pp = —0.613un where py is the nuclear magneton). Thus
hyperons are more sensitive to the magnetic field contribution to the polarization.

Comparing the polarization between particles and antiparticles, it might be im-

1142 especially

portant to account for the effects of non-zero baryon chemical potentia
at lower collisions energies. Besides directly affecting the quark distributions, the
non-zero chemical potential could lead to different freeze-out conditions, and thus
to different effective vorticities responsible for the particle polarization. But overall

such effects are expected to be relatively small.

2.3. Anisotropic flow and polarization along the beam direction

Anisotropic flow leads to non-trivial collective velocity fields in the transverse di-
rection, which in its turn would manifest itself via particle polarization along the
beam direction ¥ The polarization P, component dependence on the azimuthal an-
gle would in general follow the anisotropic flow pattern of the same harmonic. We
use a simple Blast Wave model to illustrate this phenomenon below.

In a simplest version of the Blast-Wave model including anisotropic flow 182344
the particle production source at freeze-out is parameterized with 5 parameters:
temperature 7', maximum transverse radial flow velocity (rapidity) p¢mas and am-
plitude of the azimuthal modulation in expansion velocity denoted as b,,, parameter

R characterizing the size, and the spatial anisotropy parameter a,,. The source, see
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Fig. left), is then described by the following equations:

Tmaz = R[l — Qn cos(n¢s)], Pt = pt,mam |: :| [1 + bn COS(R¢5)]. (3>

r
Tmax ((bs)
It is assumed that the source element located at azimuthal angle ¢ is boosted with
velocity p; perpendicular to the surface of the source (¢). Note that the parameters
an and b, are usually small, a,, b, < 0.1, as follows from comparison of the model
to the anisotropic flow and azimuthally sensitive femtoscopic measurements 5 In
the limit of a,, < 1, b, < 1, the longitudinal component of the vorticity can be

written as:
_ 1 ~ Pt,nmax .
w. = 5(V x V). ~ ( R )sm(nc,bs)[bn ). (4)
It results in the following estimate for the hyperon polarization:
w .
P, ~ ﬁ ~ 0.1sin(ngs) by, — anl, (5)

where it is assumed that p;maz ~ 1, R ~ 10 fm, and 7" ~ 100 MeV. In practice,
the coefficients b, and a, are both of the order of a few percent ¥ often close to
each other. That results in the magnitudes of z-polarization not greater than a few
per-mill, almost an order of magnitude lower than what was obtained in original
hydrodynamics calculations™ Note that the estimate above is valid for anisotropic
flow of any harmonics n.

OF:

<

v

Fig. 3. Transverse plane schematic view of the system leading to elliptic (left) and triangular flow
(right). Red solid arrows indicate the expansion velocity, the largest along the greatest density
gradients defining the flow angles, W3 (coincides with z-axis) and W3. In the left sketch, ¢s denotes
azimuthal angle of the source element which is boosted to ¢}, direction. Blue open arrows indicate
local vorticities induced by the anisotropic flow.
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2.4. Circular polarization, Py; polarization along x-direction, Py

Non-uniform stopping in the transverse plane, and dependence of the expansion
velocity on rapidity leads to toroidal structure of the velocity field 2248 Theoretical
calculations suggest that a vortex ring could be created at very forward/backward
regions, most prominent in the central collisions. Even a better pronounced vortex
ring could be created when smaller object passes through larger object such as
central asymmetric collisions of Cu+Au, d+Au, and p+Au as first proposed in
Ref. 8 see Fig. @ The calculations®” show that the polarization due to such vortex
rings could reach values as high as a few percent. The smaller object could be
replaced with a jet instead of nuclei™ According to the simulation of jet interacting
with medium/248 vortex rings can be created around the path which jet passes
through in the medium.

The axis of such a vortex ring is along the azimuthal direction relative to the
smaller-nucleus-going or jet-going direction. The expected polarization in case of
central A+B collisions can be expressed as Py oc pr X 2 where pr and 2 are the
unit vectors along the particle transverse momentum and the beam direction, re-
spectively (replace 2 with a unit vector pointing along the jet axis in case for the
jet-induced polarization). Such measurement would require a careful treatment of
the detector acceptance effects, excluding left-right asymmetry in particle recon-
struction.

Fig. 4. A schematic view of a central asymmetric collision, such as Cu+Au, before (left) and after
(right) the collision. The blue open arrows indicate the vorticity at the outer edges of the collision
zone.

Finally we note the importance of the polarization measurements along the
impact parameter direction, Py. Theoretical models?®#9 suggest that Py has an
azimuthal dependence following sin(2¢) curve where ¢ is the hyperon’s azimuthal
angle relative to the reaction plane. Such a dependence on the azimuthal angle is
also expected from simple calculations based on the Glauber model, see right panel
in Fig. where Wy X %(%Z /0y. This component could also have a contribution from
the so-called shear induced polarization, see the discussion in Sec. Similarly to
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the P4 measurements, these measurements could be technically difficult accounting
for the acceptance effect.

3. Spin and polarization in hydrodynamic description
3.1. Kinematic vorticity, thermal gradients, acceleration

The Blast Wave model described in Sec. is likely a gross oversimplification
of the reality. It accounts, though still approximately, only for the contribution
form so-called kinematic vorticity neglecting several other potentially important
contributions. At the same time, as we discuss below, it describes surprisingly well
the main features of the data. In relativistic hydrodynamics, the mean spin vector
of s = 1/2 particles with mass m and four-momentum p is given by the following

equation:22
1 TpPO
SH(z,p) = —%(1 —np)e P prwys, (6)
where ng is the Fermi-Dirac distribution and w is the thermal vorticity defined as:
1
@D = 5 [0y (U /T) = O (u /T)] 5 (7)

u, = (7,vV) is the fluid 4-velocity (v is the gamma factor), and T is the proper
temperature. Thermal vorticity can be subdivided into two parts - the part includ-
ing the temperature gradients 0,,(1/7") and the part proportional to the kinematic
vorticity wffy = % (Opuy, — Opuy). The latter in its turn can be separated into the
part proportional to the acceleration and the spatial (transverse) part:
K 1 1

W = 5 (Apuy — Ayuy) + 5 (Vo = Vi), (8)
where the acceleration vector A* = Du* (D = 4”0, is the co-moving time deriva-
tive) and the V,, = 0, — u, D is the so-called “orthogonal” (to u*) derivative. The
transverse part of the kinematic vorticity can be also expressed via the vorticity
(angular velocity) vector

1
wh = 56“”””u,,8pug, 9)
as
3 (Vouy — Vyuuy,) = €upow’u’. (10)
Using these notations and combining everything together, the spin vector can be
written as
1
Sh(z,p) = — (1 —
(2.9) = 5 (1= nr)
oo 1 wt(u¥py) — u* (Wpy 1 .0
x | =€ py — (0, T)u, + 2 ( )T ( ) _ ?e" P ps Ay, |, (11)
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with three terms describing contributions of the temperature gradient, the vorticity,
and the acceleration, respectively. Note that in an ideal uncharged fluid the temper-
ature gradient term and the acceleration contribution are related by the equation
of motion V, T =TA,.

It is instructive to rewrite the expression Eq. in the rest frame of the fluid,
where u* = (1,0,0,0), D = 9", V,, = (0, V), and w* = (0, w):

1 w-p

0 _ —

$(@,p) = 5 (1 —np) 222, (12)
_pxVT Fw pr)

1
“LMSm“””< IR

(13)

In the above expressions, E and p are the energy and momentum of the particle
in the fluid rest frame. In the nonrelativistic limit, the contribution related to the
angular velocity (coinciding with nonrelativistic vorticity) is the largest, with the
contribution from temperature gradients and acceleration being suppressed by v/c

powers.
For completeness we also present an equation for the average spin vector trans-
formation
p-S
S*=S 14
E(E+m) P (14)

which should be used for calculation of the spin vector in the particle rest frame.

3.2. Shear-induced polarization and the spin Hall effect

Very recently two groups2%2L

polarization - so called “shear induced polarization” (SIP) originated in symmetric
part of the velocity gradients £# = 1/2(0"u” + 9" ut). Note that the expression for
the polarization due to symmetric part of the velocity gradient tensor obtained by
two groups are similar but not exactly the same with one qualitative difference as

that the expressions obtained in Ref®! explicitly depends on the freeze-out hyper-
20

independently reported a new mechanism for the spin

surface shape, while the expression in Re allows “local” interpretation. For our
qualitative discussion of the effect below we will use the definition in Ref!2?

The origin of SIP is the motion of a particle in anisotropic fluid. It is zero if the
particle is moving with the fluid velocity, which is in contrast to the polarization
due to vorticity. It is clearly seen if the corresponding expressions are written in

the fluid rest frame v = (1,0,0,0):

vor 1
LIRS WE €ikj 5 (Orv; — O30k, (15)
shear 1 1
SZ-(S} ear) . €ikjDkDm 5(5‘ij + Omvy). (16)

One can see that the SIP contribution to the polarization is suppressed by the order
of (p/E)? compared to vorticity contribution and become zero for particles moving
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with the fluid velocity. It was also pointed out recently that the chemical potential
gradients could also contribute to the polarization. This contribution identified as
the “spin Hall effect” (SHE)*? In the fluid rest frame :

S~ s eingpi 05/ T). (17)
Similarly to SIP, the polarization due to the gradients in baryon chemical potential
(SHE - spin Hall effect) is also suppressed by a power of p/E. The SHE might
be important in particular for the interpretation of the difference in polarization of
particles and antiparticles. Note that the role of chemical potential was also studied
earlier in a different content with the conclusion that for nonrelativistic hyperons
the effect is almost negligible.#2 The new effects, both SIP and SHE, are related to
the motion of the particle in anisotropic fluid, and thus expected to be small for
nonrelativistic particles compared to the polarization due to vorticity. This is the
main reason why the calculations that involve quark degree of freedom result in
stronger effects compared to those where SIP and SHE contributions are calculated
directly for (nonrelativistic) hyperons. We discuss this in more detail in relation to
the experimental measurements of the polarization along the beam direction (P,).

3.3. Additional comments

While several model calculations do show a significant contribution to the hyperon
polarization from temperature gradients and acceleration, in our more qualitative
discussion we mostly argue on the basis of the contribution from kinematic vorticity.
The freeze-out temperature of the system is about ~ 100 MeV, and all the hyperons
are nonrelativistic in the local fluid frame. For that reason we also often estimate
the polarization in the fluid frame, although all the experimental measurements
are performed in the particle rest frame. We do treat the hyperons as relativistic
in the laboratory frame though, as the fluid collective motion is relativistic. The
nonrelativistic treatment might fail if the final particle polarization is due to the
coalescence of initially (during the system evolution before the hadronization) po-
larized (constituent) quarks, with masses that are only factor of 2-3 higher than
the temperature.

All hydrodynamic calculations use the Cooper-Frye prescription®® for the fluid
freeze-out. This prescription has several known problems (see e.g., Refs 242%) which
might be not very important for calculations of the particle spectra, but it is not
known how good the Cooper-Frye prescription is for calculation of the polarization.
In particular, the contributions from the temperature gradients and acceleration
might be questionable, as the very concept of freeze-out assumes insignificance
of those effect. Then. their contributions would be related to the corresponding
relaxation times of the system. Note, that if found significant, the measurement of
those effects might provide unique information about the velocity and temperature
gradients at freeze-out, for which the particle spectra are mostly insensitive.
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Vortical effects may also strongly affect the baryon dynamics of the system, lead-
ing to a separation of baryon and antibaryons along the vorticity direction (perpen-
dicular to the reaction plane) — the so-called Chiral Vortical Effect (CVE)=8 The
CVE is similar in many respect to the more familiar Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME)
- the electric charge separation along the magnetic field. For reviews on those and
similar effects, as well as the status of the experimental search for those phenomena,
see Refs 38120 For a reliable theoretical calculation of both effects, one has to know
the vorticity of the created system as well as the evolution of (electro)magnetic
field.

In view of the recent polarization measurements in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion
collisions, note the discussion®” of a physical meaning of the spin angular momentum
in quantum field theory and relativistic hydrodynamics.

4. How is it measured
4.1. Self-analyzing weak decays of hyperons

The hyperon weak decays provide a most straightforward way to experimentally
measure polarization of particles produced in heavy-ion collisions. Because of its
parity-violating weak decay, the angular distribution of the decay products at the
hyperon rest frame obeys the following relation:

9N L (s auPip3), (18)
where ay is the hyperon decay parameter, Py is the hyperon polarization vector,
and pp is the unit vector in the direction of the daughter baryon momentum, and
the Q is its solid angle. The asterisk is used to denote quantities in the hyperon
rest frame. The decay parameter oy reflects analyzing power in the measurement,
it is different for different hyperons. In case of A hyperon decay of A — p + 7,
the decay parameter is ay = 0.73240.014.°% The decay parameter for A — p+ 7+
is usually treated same as A, i.e., ap = —aj, assuming that charge conjugation
parity (CP) symmetry is conserved, although the world average data shows slightly
higher value oy = —0.758 £0.014.5% In this paper, we follow this convention unless
it is specified in the figure. We also note that the recent studies °%°Y indicate that
ap could be be larger by a few percent compared to the aforementioned value (and
be closer to ap &~ aj), leading to a few % reduction of the measured polarization.

4.1.1. Multistrange hyperons and two-step decays

Multistrange hyperons such as = and {2 decay in two steps. For example, in case
of =7 hyperon (spin-1/2), 2= — A + 7~ with subsequent decay A — p + 7. If
=~ is polarized, its polarization is partially transferred to the daughter A. Both
steps in such a cascade decay are parity-violating and thus can be used for an
independent measurement of the parent hyperon polarization. The decay parameter
for 2= — A+7 is ag- = —0.40140.01028 This value of az was constrained by the
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measurement of the product of az apy with the oy measured separately, therefore
the change of aiy would affect the value of az as well. We also note that the recent

direct measurement of a="" suggests a slightly different value (az = —0.3764-0.007).
The polarization of the daughter baryon in the weak decay of a spin-1/2 hyperon
611163

is described by the Lee-Yang formula with three decay parameters; «, 5, and
v, where « is a parity-violating part reflecting decay asymmetry as mentioned
above, 8 accounts for the violation of the time reversal symmetry, and ~ satisfies
a? + B2 + 42 = 1. For a particular case of = — A + 7 decay, the daughter A
polarization in its rest frame can be written as:
pr _ (02 H P pRL + P2 B} ozph x (PExB)
1+ asP% - py ’

where p} is the unit vector of the A momentum, and = polarization P% is given in
the = rest frame. Averaging over the angular distribution of the daughter A in the
rest frame of the = given by Eq. leads to

P} = Cz-zPz = 5 (1 +272) PL. (20)

Using the measured value for the v= parameter,2®53 the polarization transfer coef-
ficient for =~ to A decay leads to:

Cz-p =3 (142 x0.916) = +0.944. (21)

This shows that the polarization of =~ is transferred to daughter A almost at its
full value. We also would like to point out that the value of the + parameter is
constrained by the measured o and ¢ as v = (1 — a?) cos? ¢ where ¢ = tan=! 3/,
therefore the change in o parameter as well as ¢ value would also lead to a change
in the v parameter.

The polarization of the daughter baryon in a two-particle decay of spin-3/2
hyperon, i.e., @ — A 4+ K, can be also described by three parameters aq, Sq, and
7084 The decay parameter aq determines the angular distribution of A in the Q
rest frame and is measured to be small®® o = 0.015740.0021; this means that the
measurement of €2 polarization via analysis of the daughter A angular distribution
is practically impossible. The polarization transfer in this decay is determined by

the vq parameter as:0400

P = Co-AP§ = 1 (1 +47) P§,. (22)

The parameter vq is unknown but considering the time-reversal violation parame-
ter Bq to be small, one can expect that the unmeasured parameter vq is vq =~ +1,
based on the constraint a? 4 32 + 2 = 1. This results in a polarization transfer to
be Cq-p = 1 or Cqp-p = —0.6. As discussed later, the measurement of € global po-
larization can help to resolve the ambiguity of 7o under assumption of the vorticity
picture in heavy-ion collisions.
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4.2. Global polarization measurement

Polarization component along the initial orbital angular momentum L for hyperons,
referred to as global polarization when averaged over all produced particles, can
be obtained by integrating Eq. over the polar angle of daughter baryon 0f
and the reaction plane angle Wip, considering the projection of the polarization
onto the direction L. In Eq. (L8)), Pj; - pp can be substituted with Py cos6* =
Py sin 6f; sin(Urp — ¢f;) where 8* is the angle between the polarization vector and
momentum of daughter baryon in the hyperon rest frame, and 05 and ¢} are
azimuthal and polar angles of daughter baryon in the hyperon rest frame. Then the
average of sin(¥rp — ¢f) is calculated as

(sin(Vrp — ¢p))

dUgp 1
- / aQ* / 271:1: 1 [+ anPasin 0 sin(Vrp — 0)]sin(rp — ) (23)

- aHQP 1 / dQ* sin 05, (24)

Hence, this leads to

8 1

P = (/) [ der sin 0y, (sin(Yre = )
8 1
= mfo@in(‘l’m - 9B))s (25)

where Ay = (4/7) [ dQ* sin 6} is an acceptance correction factor and usually esti-
mated in a data-driven way. If the detector can measure all produced hyperons of
interest, the factor Ay becomes unity. In practice, Ag slightly deviates from unity
and depends on the event multiplicity and the hyperon transverse momentum prp.
Equation does not account for the polarization dependence on azimuthal angle,
but such a dependence as well as the presence of elliptic flow might affect the mea-
surements. For a more detailed discussion of the acceptance and tracking efficiency
corrections including Py azimuthal dependence, see Sec.

Experimentally the first-order event plane angle ¥, is used as a proxy of Ugrp.
Then Eq. can be rewritten to take into account for the event plane resolution
as follows*

8 1 (sin(¥; - ¢3))

P = moam Ay Res(¥y) (26)

where Res(¥;) is the event plane resolution defined as (cos(¥; — Wgrp)). The az-
imuthal angle ¥; can be determined by measuring spectator fragments and provides
the direction of the initial orbital angular momentum 7

Equation 26| provides a possibility to measure global polarization of hyperons by
measuring only azimuthal distributions of the daughter baryon. While this approach
based on well established anisotropic flow techniques, a slightly better statistical

accuracy could be achieved by measuring the full angular distribution, including
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polar angle. In this case,

3 3
Py = — (cos0") = — (sin 05 sin(Urp — ¢p)) - (27)
18531 1853
For a discussion of the acceptance and tracking efficiency corrections including the
azimuthal dependence, see Sec.

4.2.1. Global polarization in which frame?

As defined in Eq. , the polarization is measured in the hyperon rest frame
and the global polarization is the polarization component along the orbital angular
momentum L direction in the center-of-mass frame of heavy-ion collisions as shown
in Eq. . Strictly speaking, the L direction in A rest frame is different from
the L direction in the center-of-mass frame of heavy-ion collisions, and therefore
the proper treatment of the reference frame and measured polarization is needed.
Reference®® studies the effect of the frame difference in the measurement of global
polarization and found that the effect is small and reaches about 10% for high
transverse momentum (py ~ 4-5 GeV/c). Note that the mean pr for A is ~ 1
GeV /% depending on the centrality and collision energy, and could be slightly
higher (pr ~ 1.5 GeV/c) with the kinematic cut for A used in the polarization
measurement.

4.3. Measuring polarization induced by anisotropic flow

As already mentioned in Sec. 2:3] one can expect that azimuthal anisotropic flow
would lead to a vorticity pointing along the beam direction. The orientation, along
or opposite to the beam, in this case depends on the azimuthal angle of the particle.
Similarly to the case of the global polarization, the longitudinal component of the
polarization P, can be obtained by integrating Eq. as [ dN/dY* cos 0*dY* in
which Py - pj; is replaced by P, cos#f, where 05 is the polar angle of daughter
baryon in the parent hyperon rest frame. This leads to

1 3{cosb)

Pz: )
Az ay

(28)
where A, is the acceptance correction factor (see Sec.[4.6.2). For the case of perfect
detector acceptance, A, = 1. The factor A, can be calculated using the data and is
known to weekly depend on the transverse momentum and collision centrality. For
more details on the correction factors, see Sec.

As follows from considerations in Sec. see Eq.[d] the polarization induced by
n-th harmonic anisotropic flow, if any, is expected to depend on the azimuthal angle
of hyperons as P,(¢) o sin[n(¢ — ¥,,)]. Then such a polarization can be quantified
by the corresponding Fourier coefficient

Pz,sn - <Pz SlIl[TL(Qf)H - \I]n)]> ) (29)
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where W,, is n-th harmonic event plane. Then, similarly to the case for global
polarization as in Eq. , Eq. can be rewritten accounting for the event
plane resolution

(P sin[n(¢n — Wn)])

Pz sn = ;
’ Res(n¥y,)

(30)

where Res(n?,,) is the resolution of n-th harmonic event plane defined as
{cos[n(WPs — W,,)]) (“obs” denotes an observed angle).

4.4. Feed-down effect

It is known that a significant amount of A and = hyperons comes from decays of
heavier particles, such as X%, £* and = baryons for A, and =(1530) baryons for
=. While the secondary particles from weak decays can be reduced, though not
completely, using information on the decay topology, particles decayed via strong
interaction cannot be separated from primary particles experimentally due to their
short lifetimes. If the parent particles are polarized, the polarization is transferred
to the daughter hyperons with certain polarization transfer factor, as discussed
with Egs. 20] and 22] The transfer factor C' depends on the type of decays and
could be negative, for instance, Csoy = —1/3 for the electromagnetic decay of
Y9 — A + 723 Based on model studies, 2239702 gych feed-down contribution is
found to suppress the polarization of inclusively measured A compared to primary
A by 10-20% depending on the model used. In case for Z hyperons, Z(1530) has spin
3/2 and the polarization transfer factor in the decay of Z(1530) — =~ + 7 is equal
to unity. Therefore the feed-down contribution for = leads to the enhancement of
the polarization of inclusive Z by ~25% 72

Although the effect of feed-down is not so significant, it is important to assess
the effect, especially when extracting physical quantities such as the vorticity and
magnetic field at the freeze-out. Note that the feed-down correction relies on the
assumption of local thermodynamic equilibrium for spin degree of freedom as for-
mulated in Ref? But it is not clear if the relaxation time is similar for the vorticity
and magnetic field. Furthermore, actual situation may be more complicated since
some of the particles have a shorter lifetime than the system lifetime (10-15 fm/c).

4.5. Vector mesons spin alignment

Vector mesons, s=1 particles, can be also utilized to study the particle polarization
in heavy-ion collisions. Unlike in the case of hyperons’ weak decay, vector mesons
predominantly decay via parity conserved (strong or electromagnetic) interaction.
Therefore, one cannot determine the direction of the polarization of vector mesons,
and their polarization state is usually reported via so-called spin-alignment mea-
surements. The spin state of a vector meson is described by the spin density matrix
Pmn- The diagonal elements of this matrix have a meaning of the probabilities for
spin projections onto a quantization axis to have values 0, =+ 1; pgg represents the
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probability for the spin projection to be zero. As s, = 41 projections can not be
distinguished, and the sum of the probabilities has to be unity, only one indepen-
dent diagonal element, usually pgg, can be measured. In the case of vector meson
decay into two (pseudo)-scalar mesons, pgy can be determined directly from the
angular distributions of the vector mesons decay products (given by the squares of
the corresponding spherical harmonics):

Ccllé\i = 8%[1 — poo + (3po0 — 1) cos? 67, (31)
where 6* is the angle of one of the daughter particles with respect to the polariza-
tion direction in the rest frame of the vector meson.For the global spin alignment
measurement, the polarization direction is given by the orbital angular momentum
direction of the system, perpendicular to the reaction plane. In the case of unpo-
larized particles, pog equals 1/3. The deviation of pgg from 1/3 would indicate spin
alignment of vector mesons.

The spin alignment, Ap = pgo — 1/3, can be measured by directly analyzing
cos 6* distribution given in Eq. or considering (cos? §*) as follows

3 1 2
(cos? 0*) = /dQ*Sjr [1 — poo + (3poo — 1) cos? 9*] cos? 0" = 3 + 5Ap. (32)

It results in

5 1
Ap = - s20%) — — ). 33
p=3 (o) - 3) (33
Taking also into account the event plane resolution™ one arrives to the equation:
_ 1 + 4 obs 1 (34)
o0 = g T T 3Res(20) \P T3 )0

where pgb® is the measured (“observed”) signal and Res(2¥) is the event plane

resolution defined as (cos[2(¥ — Ugrp)]) where ¥ can be either the first-order or
second-order event plane. One could also analyze the daughter product distribu-
tion relative to the reaction planel®3 similarly to that performed in the global
polarization measurement:

1 4 {cos[2(¢* —T)])

PoO=373 Res(2¥) ~’

where ¢* is the azimuthal angle of the daughter product in the parent rest frame.

In the case of vector meson decaying into two fermions, e.g. J/1) — eTe™, the
interpretation of the final angular distribution in terms of the vector meson polar-
ization is less straightforward, as it involves the spin wave functions of the daughter
fermions. In this case the angular distribution of the daughter particles is often pa-
rameterized with a set of lambda parameters. For the distribution integrated over
azimuthal angle, it reduces to

dN ~ 1
dcosf* 34+ Ny

(35)

[1+ A cos? 67]. (36)
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The )y parameter can be then determined from

1+3Xg/5
3+

If the masses of the fermions are small, the helicity conservation tells that they

(cos® %) = (37)

should be in the spin state with projection on their momentum =+1. In this case, Ay
parameter is related to the probability for a vector meson to have spin projection

zero via equation™

1-3
Ao = 27 9pP00 (38)
1+ poo

4.6. Detector acceptance effects
4.6.1. Polarization along the initial angular momentum

We start with deriving the correction for polarization measurements based on
Eq. For the case of an imperfect detector, one has to take into account that
in the calculation of the average (sin (Urp — ¢*)), the integral over solid angle
dQ* = d¢* sin 0*d0* of the hyperon decay baryon’s 3-momentum p* in the hyperon
rest frame, is affected by detector acceptance:

2

(sin(Trp — ¢¥)) = / di}: d;%A(pH, p") / d\;ljp {1+ 2vg, 7 cos[2(dx — Urp)]}
0

X sin(\IJRp — ¢*) [1 + o PH(PH, ¢H — \IJRP) sin 6* - sin (\I/Rp — ¢*)] . (39)

Here py is the hyperon 3-momentum, and A (pH,p;) is a function to account
for detector acceptance. The integral of this function over (d$2;/4m)(dép /27) is
normalized to unity. The polarization component along the system orbital angular

momentum could depend on the relative azimuthal angle (¢ — Urp). Taking into
account the symmetry of the system, one can expand the polarization as a function
of (¢ — Wrp) in a sum over even harmonics. Keeping below only the first two
terms:
Py (ou — Yrp, i n™) = Py (pff,n™) + 2P (p',n™) cos [2(¢n — Urp)] . (40)
Substituting it into Eq. [39 and integrating over Ugp one gets
) . ! dQY* d e s
fsin(rp — 7)) = 20 [ TEL (o p) sing
2 47 2w

X [(Po + 2Pyv3) — (Py + Pyve) cos [2((]5}[ — (b*)]]
agm
= % [Ag (Po + 2Pyv2) — Ag(Py + Pyva)], (41)
where the “acceptance” functions Ag(pf,n™) and As(pH,nt) are defined by:

oty = 4 [ 40 don

Ao(pi,n pll B A(pu,p*)sinf*. (42)

dQy* d
Aol ) = = [ G5 A b, p)sind cos[200m — ). (43
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For the perfect acceptance Ay = 1 and Ay = 0. Similarly one obtains:

(sin(Urp — ¢") cos2(pg — ¢¥)])

1
= % {AO (s + Pyva) — 5 As(Po + 3P21)2)} . (44)

Another set of equations can be derived for the method based on calculation of
the (cos0*), Eq. In this case

(sin(Urp — ¢*)sin*) = Q?H [[10 (Py + 2Pyvy) — Ay(Py + P0U2)} ; (45)

(sin(Wrp — ¢*) sin 0 cos[2(py — ¢*)])
- Q?H {[lo (P + Pyvg) — %1212(130 + 3P2Uz)} , (46)

where
- HH_§/dQ*d¢>H
AO(pt » N )_ 2 Ar om A(pva )Sll’l 0 ) (47)
~ 3 [dQ" doy .
H _HY _ © * 2 p* o
At ™) =5 [ A p)sin? 0 cos 2o — ). (49)

4.6.2. Polarization along the beam direction

For P, measurement, we consider the average of (cos6%) using Eq. where 0% is
the polar angle of the daughter baryon in its parent hyperon rest frame, relative to
the beam direction.

(cosby) = / d4f72: A(pu,p") (1 + anP,cosbp) cos Oy (49)
= oxHPZ/dZS:A(pH,p*)cos2 05. (50)
Thus:
P = 2o, G1)
where A, is acceptance correction factor defined as
Au(py" ™) :3/ dg:A(pH,lo*)COS2 0. (52)

The factor A, can be determined in a data driven way, similar to the acceptance
correction factors in the global polarization measurement, and is typically close to
unity 3
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4.6.3. Acceptance effects in spin alignment measurements

Spin alignment measurements are significantly more difficult compared to the mea-
surements of the hyperon polarization. The difficulty comes from the fact that while
the acceptance effects in the polarization measurements can only change the magni-
tude of the effect, in the spin alignment measurement the acceptance effects could
lead to false spurious signal. We demonstrate this below providing equations for
the acceptance correction to the signal for the case of vector mesons experiencing
elliptic flow.

One of the main tracking efficiency effects is due to different probabilities if
vector meson reconstruction when the daughter particles are emitted along the
momentum of the parent particles or perpendicular to that. A toy model study on
decay daughters can show that such efficiency effect can be well parameterized by
parameter as in the equation

A(¢") = Ao(1 + 2az(pr) cos[2(¢" — )], (53)

where ¢ denotes the vector meson azimuthal angle in the laboratory frame.
Then following Eq. [34] and accounting for elliptic flow and efficiency effects, one
finds:

= 3= o 2m 27T(—4/3) cos[2(¢" — Wrp)]
x (14 2v2(pr) cos[2(¢ — Yrp)])(1 + 2a2(pT) cos[2(¢" — ¢)])
< (1= 2 8plpr) cosl26 — ne)]) = Ap— 2o, (54)

obs obs 1 dUgp do* do
s =g Lo [ o

where the superscript “obs” (observed) denotes the value obtained by the direct
application of Eq. to the data. One can see that even in the case of “real” Ap
being zero, the observed signal is not zero due to interplay of the elliptic flow and
tracking efficiency effects.

Similarly this effect biases the flow measurement as:

obs

3
V9% = vy — lagAm (55)
and the determination of parameter as from data can be done with:

aS™ = ay — %ngp. (56)
The actual values of the spin alignment and elliptic flow can be obtained by solving
the above equations Eqs. [54H506] with respect to v, a2, and Ap.

The equations above demonstrate only one example of the tracking efficiency
effects leading to a spurious spin alignment signal. Another example was discussed
in Ref.,™ where the authors investigated (and found to be significant) the effect of
the finite rapidity acceptance on Ap measurements.
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5. Overview of experimental results
5.1. Global polarization of A hyperons
5.1.1. Energy dependence

Global polarization of A and A hyperons has been measured in a wide range of
collision energies. The first observation of non-zero global polarization was reported
in Au+Au collisions at /syy = 7.7-39 GeV in the first phase of the beam energy
scan program (BES-I) at RHIC by the STAR Collaboration;* later it was also
confirmed with a better significance at /syn = 200 GeV!2 At the LHC energies
the measurements were performed by the ALICE Collaboration ™ Figure 5| presents
a compilation of the results of the global polarization measurements for A and A
hyperons at mid-rapidity for mid-central collisions as a function of collision energy.
The polarization increases as the collision energy decreases. One would naively
expect that the initial orbital angular momentum becomes larger at higher energy 4
therefore the polarization would have the same trend, but this argument does not
take into account that the initial angular momentum has to be spread over much
larger rapidity region and more produced particles, and that the particle production
at the midrapidity is almost boost invariant. Another reason for the observed energy
dependence might be a dilution effect of the vorticity due to longer lifetime of the
system at higher collision energies.

Most of the theoretical calculations rely on the assumptions that (a) the system
is in a local thermal equilibrium and (b) that the spin polarization is not modified
at later non-equilibrium stages, e.g., by hadronic rescattering ™’ Neither of these
assumptions is obvious. Nevertheless, most of the calculations, based on different
approaches, such as hydrodynamic models 2%l chiral kinetic approach 2 and a
transport model ™ surprisingly well reproduce the observed energy dependence of
the global polarization at the quantitative level, as seen in Fig. |l Note that there
still exists a disagreement between the data and models in differential measure-
ments, which we discuss in the following sections. Based on Eq. , the vorticity
can be estimated as w ~ kT (Pp + P5)/h with T being the system temperature at
the time of particle emission. The polarization averaged over \/sxn in the BES-I
results in w ~ (9 £ 1) x 102! s71, leading to the finding of the most vortical fluid
ever observed .t

From empirical estimates'® based on the directed flow measurements, see
Sec. the global polarization signal at the LHC energies is expected to be an or-
der of a few per mill. The results from the ALICE Collaboration are consistent with
zero with statistical uncertainties of the order of the expected signal. At lower ener-
gies, it is expected that the kinematic vorticity becomes maximum around ,/snn =
3 GeV and vanishes at \/snn = 2my (m is the nucleon mass) near the threshold of
nucleon pair production because the total angular momentum of the system at such
energies becomes close to zero2287 In such high baryon density region, the system
would no longer experience a partonic phase but be in a hadronic phase during the
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Fig. 5. Collision energy dependence of A and A global polarization for mid-central heavy-ion

collisions®3 compared to various model calculations 22 7OTRELISA The experimental data from the

original publications are rescaled accounting for the recent update of the A decay parameters®®
indicated in the figure.

entire system evolution. Therefore, it would be interesting to check whether the
polarization changes smoothly with the beam energy. Recently the STAR Collabo-
ration has reported A global polarization in Au+Au collisions at /syy = 3 GeV B3
followed by results on A global polarization in Au+Au collisions at /syny = 2.4 GeV
and Ag+Ag collisions at \/syy = 2.55 GeV by the HADES Collaboration.®® The
results indicate that the global polarization still increase at these energies, although
the current uncertainties may be too large to see the expected trend.

Calculation from the three-fluid dynamics (3FD)®¥ incorporating the equation
of state (EoS) for the first-order phase transition (1PT) captures the trend of the
experimental data. The 3FD model also shows sensitivity of the global polariza-
tion to EoS as seen in some difference in the calculations for the first-order phase
transition and hadronic (HG) EoS.

5.1.2. Particle-antiparticle difference

As discussed in Sec. the initial and/or later-stage magnetic field created in
heavy-ion collisions could lead to a difference in the global polarizations of particles
and antiparticles. The experimental results, presented in Fig [f] do not show any
significant difference in polarizations of A and A, already indicating that the ther-
mal vorticity, rather than the magnetic field contribution, is the dominant source
of the observed global polarization. Figure [6] presents directly the differences in the
global polarizations of A and A as a function of /5NN 89 The new RHIC BES-II
results from Au+Au collisions at 19.6 GeV and 27 GeV greatly improve the statis-



April 18,2024 0:23 WSPC Polarization-in-HIC

24 T. Niida and S. Voloshin

tical uncertainty in the measurements, and show no significant difference between
particle-antiparticle polarizations. Following Eq. |2} one could put an upper limit
on the magnetic field effect assuming the local thermodynamic equilibrium for the
spin degrees of freedom:

2|ua|B
APy = P5 — Py = L‘;' , (57)
where pup = —pz = —0.613uny with gy being the nuclear magneton. Thus, one

arrives at the upper limit on the magnitude of the magnetic field B < 103 T
assuming the temperature 7' = 150 MeV and ignoring the feed-down contributions
(see Sec. . The estimated magnitude of the magnetic field is still considerably
large and presents an important input for the dynamical modeling e.g., magneto-
hydrodynamics, constraining the electric conductivity of the plasma.
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Fig. 6. Collision energy dependence of the difference in global polarizations of A and A hyperons,
P3 — Pj. The figure is taken from Ref82

It should be noted that several other sources could contribute to the polarization
difference. Ref4” suggests that the different space-time distributions and emission
times of A and A hyperons lead to the polarization difference. A hyperons, emitted
earlier in time, are less affected by the dilution of the vorticity with the system
expansion, leading to larger polarization of A. On the other hand, Ref? argues that
the formation time of A is smaller than that of A, leading to larger polarization
of A. The actual situation might be even more complicated since the spin-orbit
coupling may take place at quark level. Ref*! reported that the strong interaction
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with meson field could make A polarization larger. The effect of chemical potential
becomes important at lower energies as it appears in the Fermi-Dirac distribution
(see Eq. @) Non-zero baryon chemical potential is expected to lead to larger
polarization of A*2 though the effect may be rather small. The feed-down effects
with non-zero baryon chemical potential might lead to the opposite relation?? but
it would depend on the relative abundance at different phase space. Having these
complications in mind, non-significant difference in the observed global polarization
of A and A, Py — Py, does not exclude a limited contribution from the magnetic
field.

5.1.3. Differential measurements

Recently available high statistics data permit to study global polarization differ-
entially, as a function of centrality, transverse momentum, and rapidity. Model
calculations show that the initial angular momentum of the system increases from
central to mid-central collisions and then decreases in peripheral collisions since
the energy density decreases/ ™ but the vorticity, hence the global polarization, are
expected to increase in more peripheral collisions?! Figure left) shows centrality
dependence of A (A) global polarization in Au+Au collisions at V/snn = 200 and
3 GeV 283 where the increasing trend towards peripheral collisions can be clearly
seen. Viscous hydrodynamics models™®2 qualitatively describe the centrality de-
pendence of global polarization as shown in the figure.

As already mentioned, the “global” polarization refers to the polarization com-
ponent along the system orbital angular momentum averaged over all particles and
all momenta. The same component (denoted as P_y), but measured for a particu-
lar kinematics, can deviate from the global average; in this case the term “local”
polarization is more appropriate. For example, the initial velocity shear resulting
in the global vorticity would change with rapidity, i.e., the shear might be larger
in forward/backward rapidity, also depending on the collision energy 2*23 Theo-
retical models such as hydrodynamics and transport models predict the rapidity
dependence differently ;8794197
in forward (backward) rapidity while the others predict decreasing trend in larger
rapidities. The hydrodynamic models using different initial conditions and frame-
works also predict different trends (see Fig.[7right)). The first study was performed
at /SNy = 200 GeV# as shown in Fig. right) and no significant rapidity depen-
dence was observed, which may be expected at high collision energy as the shear
should be weaker at midrapidity because of longitudinally boost invariance. Recent
measurement at /sxy = 3 GeV from STAR® also found no strong rapidity de-
pendence within —0.2 < y < 1, even at the rapidity close to the beam rapidity
(Ybeam = 1.02 at \/syN = 3 GeV). Similarly, no dependence on rapidity is observed
at \/snn = 2.55 GeV by the HADES experiment.® The uncertainties of the data
are still large and this question should be further studied in future analyses with
better statistics and upgraded/new detectors.

some models predict that the polarization goes up
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Fig. 7. (Left) Centrality dependence of A (A) of P_y polarization component in Au+Au collisions at
V5NN = 3, and 200 GeV compared to viscous hydrodynamic model calculation 22 (Right) Rapidity
dependence of A(A) P_, compared to Particle-in-Cell Relativistic (PICR) hydrodynamics model?¢
and viscous hydrodynamic model CLVisc'??/ Note that the data for 3 GeV in the left (right) plot
are scaled by 0.1 (0.2), and the average pseudorapidity for 200 GeV is converted to the rapidity
in the right panel.

It should be noted that the polarization P_, component seems to have little
21831881189 which qualitatively
agrees with theoretical models that predict a mild pr dependence. Figure left)
shows hyperons’ transverse momentum dependence of the polarization along the
system angular momentum in Au+4Au collisions at \/sxy = 200 GeV, compared
to hydrodynamic model calculations with two different initial conditions:#3 Monte
Carlo Glauber with the initial source tilt and UrQMD initial state. The UrQMD
initial condition includes the initial flow from a preequilibrium phase that would
affect the initial velocity field. Similar trend was also seen at lower collision ener-
gies EESIEY

The STAR Collaboration also studied charge asymmetry (Ac,) dependence of
the global polarization for a possible relation to anomalous chiral effects 38 Accord-
ing to Ref.?8 the global polarization could be explained by axial charge separation
due to the chiral vortical effect. In addition, the axial current J5 can be generated
in the system with nonzero vector chemical potential u, under a strong magnetic
field B (J5 x QeuyB), aka chiral separation effect, where Qe represents net elec-
tric charge of particles. For massless quarks, their momentum direction is aligned
(anti-aligned) with spin direction for right-handed (left-handed) quarks. Thus the
J5, if generated, might contribute to the hyperon global polarization. The event
charge asymmetry defined as Aq, = (Ny — N_)/(N4 + N_) where Ny (N_) is the
number of positively (negatively) charged particles was used to study the possible
relation with the polarization assuming A., o . Figure (right) shows A and A

dependence on the hyperon transverse momentum pr,
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/3NN = 200 GeV. The figures are adapted from Ref?2

global polarization as a function of A, for mid-central Au+Au collisions at /sy
= 200 GeV. There seems a slight dependence on A, and the slopes look different
for A and A, although the effect is only at ~ 20 level. The effect of the chemical po-
tential may be an alternative explanation of the difference if the charge asymmetry
is correlated with the baryon number asymmetry 2229

Azimuthal angle dependence of the polarization is also of great interest and
has been the subject of debate. The experimental preliminary result from STARL0Y
shows larger polarization for hyperons emitted in the in-plane direction than those
in out-of-plane direction as shown in Fig.[9] while hydrodynamic and transport mod-
els predict it oppositely, i.e., larger polarization in out-of-plane direction 26204101
Based on Glauber simulation shown in Fig. 2b), one expects w;(ox dv,/dz) to be
larger in in-plane direction (z-direction in the plot), which is consistent with exper-
imental results. As shown in Fig. [9] the calculation including only the contribution
from the kinematic vorticity leads to the opposite sign, while the inclusion of the
shear term leads to the correct sign. We discuss this question further in Sec.
together with the results on polarization along the beam direction in relation to
the so-called “spin sign crisis”.

5.2. Global polarization of multi-strange hyperons

Based on the picture of the rotating system, any non-zero spin particles should
be polarized in a similar way, along the direction of the initial orbital angular
momentum. According to Eq. , the magnitude of the polarization depends on
the spin of particles. Thus, it is of great interest to study the polarization of different
particles with different spin. The STAR, Collaboration reported global polarization
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Fig. 9. Polarization of A and A hyperons along the initial angular momentum Pj; = P_y as a func-
tion of hyperons’ azimuthal angle relative to the second-order event plane Ws in 20-50% Au+Au
collisions at /syn = 200 GeV (preliminary result from STARLOY) " comparing to the hydrody-
namic model (VHLLE for 20-60% Au+Au collisions)*4 where Ty.. is a decoupling temperature
assuming the isothermal freeze-out. This figure is taken from Ref1V2

of 27 (£%) and Q~ (Q1) hyperons in 200 GeV Au+Au collisions, see Fig. [10l Two
independent methods (see Sec. were used to measure =~ (=) polarization
and the results combining =~ and =T, and averaging over the two methods is
found to be positive at the 20 level ({(Pz) = 0.47 £ 0.10(stat) & 0.23(syst)% for 20-
80% centrality), supporting the global vorticity picture. The cascade polarization
is measured to be slightly larger than that of inclusive A, but the significance of
that is below 1o. The results on 2~ global polarization hint even larger polarization
indicating a possible hierarchy of Py > Pz > P, but with large uncertainties. Based
on Eq. , the following relation: Py = P=- = ngf is expected. Recent model
study shows that this relation is valid only for primary particles, while it leads to
Py < Pz— < Pqy- after taking into account the feed-down contribution,? which
seems to be consistent with the data. More precise measurements are needed to
clarify the particle/spin dependence of the global polarization.

It is worth mentioning that 2~ hyperon has larger magnetic moment (ug- =
—2.02uN) compared to those for A (uan = —0.613un) and 2= (u=- = —0.65un).
Therefore, the polarization difference between Q= and QF, if any, should be more
sensitive to the magnetic field created in the collisions. Another thing to be men-
tioned is that one of the decay parameter vq is unknown, but expected to be close
to either +1 or —1 (see Sec. . Assuming the vorticity picture, one can deter-
mine the sign of vq. Currently the experimental result on 2 global polarization has
large uncertainty but future high statistics data will allow to resolve the ambiguity.



April 18,2024 0:23 WSPC Polarization-in-HIC

Polarization in heavy ion collisions 29

S [ bl 7107 3005.02 10 STAR Au+Au 20%-50%
= PR(7.7)=7.34%3.02 [%] ~ Nature548.62 (2017)
Q_I 3 oA OR

[ PRC76.024915 (2007)

[ AN AR

PRC98.014910 (2018)

2} H aA oA

ALICE Pb+Pb 15-50%

r PRC101.044611 (2020)
— A\ + A & A
r A

11— é STAR Au+Au 20%-80%

= ; *x =+ E: (via daughter A P,
[ ¢ = +=
r I:FG + Q +Q (via daughter A P

Of— o I - SIS P
- Y a, = 0.732 £ 0.014 *
L gAXIKPRCQQ’ %4295 (2019) ol =-0.758 + 0.012

Q - = a- =-0_ =-0.401+ 0.010
L O . y_ =1°
_1 L1l ‘ Il L1111 ‘ Il Q\ L1l ‘ Il L1
10 10° 10° s [GeV]
NN

Fig. 10. Global polarization of = and Q hyperons compared to that of A (A) as well as transport
model calculations. The figure is taken from Ref193

5.3. Global spin alignment of vector mesons

The vorticity should also lead to the global polarization of the vector mesons, such
as K*0 and ¢, revealing itself via global spin alignment ?12 The first measurement
of the spin alignment was made by the STAR Collaboration at RHIC using 200 GeV
Au+Au collisions in 20081% but there was no clear signal taking into account the
uncertainties of the measurement. More recently, the ALICE and STAR Collabora-
tions reported finite signals, 2919 i e deviation of pgg from 1/3. Figure [11| shows
poo of K*° and ¢ mesons as a function of collision centrality in a form of the number
of participants from MC Glauber simulation, in Pb+Pb collisions at /syy = 2.76
TeV. At lower pr, the results for both K** and ¢ mesons indicate pgg < 1/3. The
STAR results on ¢-meson pgg show large positive deviation from 1/3 (poo > 1/3)
for pt > 1.2 GeV/c at lower collision energies, while results on K*° are consistent
with zero as shown in Fig. The dependence of ¢-meson spin alignment signal on
transverse momentum and centrality is not systematic; the signal seems to change
sign and become negative at higher transverse momenta as well as in more central
collisions, At present the dependence on transverse momentum and centrality can
not be explained in any scenario.

Note that in the vorticity scenario, the spin alignments signal is expected to
be very small Ap ~ (w/T)?/3 ~ 4P% /3. Taking into account the hyperon global
polarization measurements presented in Fig. |5, the spin alignment signal should be
of the order of 107° at the top RHIC energy and of the order of 102 at lowest
BES energy, which is too small to explain the reported large deviation. If the vector
mesons are produced via quark coalescence, pgg of vector mesons can be expressed
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Fig. 11. Global spin alignment of K*? and ¢ mesons shown as the spin density matrix element poo
with quantization axis chosen along the system orbital angular momentum measured in Pb+Pb
collisions at y/snn =2.76 TeV by the ALICE Collaboration. The figure is taken from Ref102

via the quark (antiquark) polarization Py(Pz) as poo = (1 — PyP;)/(3 + PyP;) =
(1—4P,P;/3) /32 1f P, = P; = w/(2T), poo ~ [1 — (w/T)?/3]/3 which is consistent
with the thermal approach!?d If the particle production for the pr of interest is
dominated by fragmentation process, the pgy approximates pgy =~ (1 + 4qu /3)/3
leading to pgo > 1/3, but the deviation is again expected to be very small*? The
only possibility to have large signal in the vorticity based scenario could arise if the
vorticity fluctuations are much larger than its average. Note that spin alignment
signal is proportional to the (mean root) square of vorticity, while the hyperon
polarization is proportional to its average.

Referencest V3109 suggest that the mean field of ¢-mesons could play a role in ¢
poo but not in K*0 pyy because of mixing of different flavors. The model involving
the strong force seems to explain the energy dependence of ¢ pgy as shown with
the solid line in Fig. Note that in the given pr range the ¢ pog at the LHC is
consistent with zero.

Charm quarks are produced via hard scattering of partons at the collision, with
a time scale of 7 ~ 1/(2mpuq) ~ 0.1 fm/c. Therefore, one may expect larger effect
of the initial magnetic field as well as vorticity on the polarization of J/¢ which
consists of charm and anti-charm quarks. The ALICE Collaboration reported in-
clusive J/v polarization relative to the event plane in Pb+Pb collisions at /snn
= 5.02 TeV at forward rapidity (2.5 < y < 4)™M9 Figure [13] shows J/¢ polar-
ization parameter Ay (see Eq. as a function of centrality. Non-zero Ay means
finite polarization of J/1. The observed signal of 0.1 < Ay < 0.2 corresponds to
0.29 > pgo > 0.25, a large negative deviation from 1/3 and opposite to that of
¢-mesons. This measurement was performed at forward rapidity (2.5 < y < 4)
and the measurements at mid-rapidity both at the LHC and RHICH energies are
needed for a better understanding of the phenomena. The regeneration mechanism
of the J/v production that becomes significant at the LHC energies, especially at
low pr, might also complicate the interpretation of the data.
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Fig. 12. K*9 and ¢ mesons spin density matrix element with quantization axis along the system
orbital angular momentum in Au+Au collisions by the STAR experiment. The results are shown
as a function of collision energy /sNn, transverse momentum, and centrality. The figures are
taken from RefT07

Obviously the spin alignment measurements still need further investigations,
both theoretically and experimentally. These are difficult measurements, and as
discussed in Sec. [£.5] and [£.6.3] strongly dependent on complete understanding of
the tracking and acceptance effects. Future analyses, in particular based on new
high statistics data will allow us to study the spin alignment in much more detail
including other particles such as charged D213 5pnq v 114

5.4. Polarization along the beam direction

As discussed in Sec. [2.3] anisotropic transverse flow leads to nonzero vorticity com-
ponent along the beam direction, with the direction of vorticity changing with the
azimuthal angle ™19 as depicted by open arrows in Fig. left). The polarization
along the beam direction P, was first measured with A hyperons by the STAR
Collaboration at RHICS Later, it was also observed by the ALICE Collaboration
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Fig. 13. Spin alignment of inclusive J/v along the system orbital angular momentum in Pb+Pb
collisions at /syN = 5.02 TeV from ALICE Collaboration 1% The measurement was performed
within 2.5 < y < 4 and 2 < pr < 6 GeV/c.

at the LHC energy ™ As expected from the elliptic flow picture, P, exhibits a
quadrupole or sin(2¢) pattern as shown in Fig. left). The polarization is quanti-
fied by a second-order Fourier sine coeflficient and studied as a function of centrality,
see Fig. The results show a clear centrality dependence similar to that of elliptic
flow except in most peripheral collisions. The polarization magnitudes at RHIC and
the LHC are rather similar, indicating weak collision energy dependence unlike in
the global polarization case.

It was found that hydrodynamic and transport models that successfully repro-
duce the energy dependence of the global polarization fail badly in predictions
of the magnitude and the sign (phase) of the azimuthal angle modulation differ-
ently BLHR2OPLPGIOLIIAIIS This was true for several hydrodynamics models using
different approaches and initial conditions. The chiral kinetic approach accounting
for the nonequilibrium effects of the spin degrees of freedom gives the correct sign
of the P, modulation 1 Interestingly, the Blast-Wave model which is a simplified
model of hydrodynamics with a few freeze-out parameters*” (taken from STAR
publication in 2005!) describes the data very well

More recently, two independent groups pointed out that accounting for contri-
bution from the fluid velocity shear (see Sec. might help to explain the dis-
agreement between the data and theoretical calculations. As shown in Fig. [14]left),
the contribution from the kinematic shear, as that in the hydrodynamic model 202
exhibits an opposite sign in P, modulation to that of the kinematic vorticity, and
as a consequence, combining the two effects leads to a trend similar to the data
if additionally the model assumes the isothermal freeze-out. Hydrodynamic model
(MUSIC with AMPT initial conditions) including the shear contribution - and
assuming that A inherits the polarization from the strange quark, can also quali-
tatively describe the measurements including the centrality dependence as shown
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Fig. 14. (Left) Raw signal of polarization along the beam direction, (cos0y), of A and A hyperons
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Fig. 15. The second-order sine modulation of A polarization along the beam direction as a func-
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experimental data are rescaled with A decay parameter oy = 0.73234
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in Fig. But the predictions change to the opposite sign if the polarization is
calculated using A mass. It should be noted that the thermal vorticity and shear
contributions are largely canceled outl2U123 and the final result depends strongly
on the detailed implementation of those contributions. Thus the spin sign puzzle
still needs more investigations.
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Fig. 16. The second and third-order sine modulation of A polarization along the beam direction as
a function of centrality (left) and hyperons’ transverse momentum (right) in Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr
collisions at /syn = 200 GeV 116 Solid and dashed lines are the calculations from hydrodynamic
model with particular implementation of the shear induced polarization (SIP)123 See texts for
the detail.

As predicted in Ref. 18 higher harmonic anisotropic flow should also lead to a
similar vorticity structure and polarization along the beam direction. Recently, the
STAR Collaboration has reported A polarization along the beam direction relative
to the third harmonic event plane in isobar Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions /SN
= 200 GeV;1Y these results are shown in Fig. right). The sine modulation of
P, relative to the third-order event plane was observed similarly to the second-
order case, indicating a sextupole pattern of vorticity induced by triangular flow as
depicted in Fig. Bfright).

Figure [L6{(left) shows P, sine coefficients relative to the second and third order
harmonic event planes as a function of centrality in the isobar collisions. The third-
order result seems to increase towards peripheral collisions as the second-order does.
Calculations from hydrodynamic model with two different implementations of the
shear induced polarization (SIP), based on Ref®! by Becattini-Buzzegoli-Palermo
(BBP) and on Ref”" by Liu-Yin (LY), are also compared. The calculations with
“SIPgpp” reasonably well describe the data for both the second and third-orders
except peripheral collisions. The calculation with “SIPry” leads to the opposite
sign to the data but note that it provides the correct sign if the mass of strange
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quark is used instead of A mass as shown in Fig. It is also worth to men-
tion that the calculation with a nearly zero specific shear viscosity (denoted as
“ideal hydro”) leads to almost zero P, sine coefficient, which indicates that the P,
measurement, could provide an additional constraint on the shear viscosity of the
medium. Figure right) shows pt dependence of the second and third-order P,
sine coefficients. The third-order result is found to be comparable in magnitude
to the second-order result, slightly smaller at low pr and showing a hint of over-
passing the second-order at high pr. This trend is similar to what was observed

124l which further supports the

in pr dependence of the elliptic and triangular flow,
picture of anisotropic-flow-driven polarization. The model incorporating the shear
induced polarization of SIPggp is comparable to the data at low pt but not the pr

dependence in detail.

6. Open questions and future perspective

Summarizing the discussion in Sec. [5] one tend to conclude that while the theoreti-
cal description of the global polarization, including its energy dependence, is rather
good, our understanding of the local polarization measurements, in particular the
azimuthal angle dependence of the polarization along the beam direction is far
from satisfactory. Surprisingly, the data is much better described by “naive” Blast-
Wave model including only nonrelativistic vorticity, than by more sophisticated
hydrodynamical calculations (including contribution from temperature gradients
and acceleration), which very often differ from the data at the qualitative level.
Recent calculations including the shear induced polarization make the compari-
son somewhat better, but still unsatisfactory. The disagreements with theoretical
models definitely need further investigation in future, including the role of different
freeze-out scenarios, validity of Cooper-Frye prescription, relative contributions of
kinematic vorticity, acceleration, SIP, SHE, and temperature gradients. Compari-
son of more advanced calculations with new measurements should be also able to
provide information of vorticity evolution and spin equilibration relaxation times.

From experimental point of view, in the next few years several new precise
measurements will be performed to shed more light on the topics of interest, such
as particle-antiparticle polarization splitting, rapidity and azimuthal angle depen-
dencies, and particle species dependence. Below we list possible near-future mea-
surements intended to provide more information on the vorticity and polarization
phenomena in heavy-ion collisions.

e Polarization splitting between particles and antiparticles, including parti-
cles with larger magnitude of the magnetic moment such as Q. It will further
constrain the magnetic field time evolution and its strength at freeze-out,
and the electric conductivity of quark-gluon plasma.

e Precise measurements of multistrange hyperon polarization to study par-
ticle species dependence and confirm the vorticity-based picture of polar-
ization. Measurement with 2 will also constrain unknown decay parameter
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Q-

e Precise differential measurements of the azimuthal angle and rapidity de-
pendence of P; (P_y).

e Detailed measurement of P, induced by elliptic and higher harmonic flow.
In particular this study could help to identify the contribution from SIP,
which is expected to be different for different harmonics.

o Application of the event-shape-engineering technique!?? testing the rela-
tionship between anisotropic flow and polarization.

e Measuring Py to complete all the components of polarization and compare
the data to the Glauber estimates and full hydrodynamical calculations.

o Circular polarization P to search for toroidal vortex structures

e The particle-antiparticle difference in the polarization dependence on az-
imuthal angle at lower collision energies testing the Spin-Hall Effect.

e Understanding of the vector meson spin alignment measurements including
new results with corrections of different detector effects.

e Measurement of the hyperon polarization correlations to access the scale
of vorticity fluctuations.

e Measurement of the hyperon polarization in pp collisions to estab-
lish/disprove possible relation to the single spin asymmetry effect.

7. Summary

The polarization phenomena in heavy-ion collisions appeared to be an extremely
interesting and important subject overarching such questions as the nature of the
spin and spin structure of the hadrons, evolution of the QGP and its hadronization,
and finally the freeze-out of the system. While many, or better to say, most of the
details of the entire picture is far from being even well formulated, it is clear that
following this direction we might expect many important discoveries.

The observed global polarization of hyperons in heavy-ion collisions is found to
be well described by hydrodynamic and microscopic transport models based on the
local vorticity of the fluid averaged over the freeze-out hypersurface under assump-
tion of the local thermal equilibrium of the spin degrees of freedom. Furthermore,
the measurement of hyperon polarization along the beam direction confirmed the
local vorticity induced by anisotropic collective flow, adding to the evidences of
ideal fluid dynamics of the quark-gluon plasma. These measurements opened new
direction to study the dynamics of quark-gluon plasma and spin transport in the
hot and dense medium, triggering a lot of theoretical interest on spin dynamics in
general. Despite the successful description of the average global polarization, when
looking into the detailed comparison between the data and models in differential
measurements, there are still many open questions to be solved. The spin alignment
measurements of vector mesons are very intriguing, but far from satisfactory un-
derstanding. More precise measurements with different particle species and a wider
detector acceptance that will be available in near future at RHIC and the LHC
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and future experiments at new facilities will be extremely helpful to shed light on
existing issues.
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