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Emergent canonical spin tensor in the chiral symmetric hot QCD
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The spin tensor is fundamental to relativistic spin hydrodynamics, but its definition is ambiguous
due to the pseudogauge symmetry. We show that this ambiguity can be solved in interacting field
theories. We prove that the mean field limit of the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model with spin-spin
interactions is equivalent to non-dissipative spin hydrodynamics with a canonical spin tensor.

Introduction - There is currently an intense debate con-
cerning the proper definition of the Spin Tensor (ST),
which is of fundamental importance in spin hydrodynam-
ics [1–31]. Spin hydrodynamics builds upon the inde-
pendent inclusion of spin degrees of freedom in a hydro-
dynamic description by adding an additional equation
for the ST to those of the energy-momentum tensor and
currents. In the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) produced
in heavy-ion collisions spin hydrodynamics could be rele-
vant to several measurements related to spin, see also the
reviews [32, 33]. The description of spin dynamics is also
crucial for magnetic materials and for spin electronics,
see for instance the review [34].

However, the ST of a relativistic field theory is not
uniquely defined. Changing the ST can be seen as a
different way of defining the angular momentum density
in a material endowed with a finite angular momentum-
boost charge Jµν . Different definitions of the spin ten-
sor can be given by means of Noether theorems [35–38],
setting the theory in a curved background (minimal or
non-minimal couplings to gravity) [39–42], employing ef-
fective lagrangians [43], or simply constructed by hand
[44]. More generally, the ST can be changed by means
of pseudogauge transformations (defined later, see Eq.
(2)), which can be used to map any of the mentioned
prescriptions into any other one. However, there is no
criterion as for the choice of the ST, so its definition is
ambiguous. The same ambiguity is also found in the def-
initions of the gravitational form factors for relativistic
hadrons [45–47] and in how to split the total angular mo-
mentum of a composite particle, such as the proton, into
separate quark and gluon contributions, and into spin
and orbital components [46, 48, 49].

In this work we consider a plasma of quarks described
by the NJL model. We prove that the effects of spin-
spin interactions in the presence of rotation and/or mag-
netic field are, in the mean field approximation, equiva-
lent to those of the canonical spin tensor in a theory of
ideal spin hydrodynamics. This suggests that a canonical
spin tensor is dynamically generated in the QGP through
the chiral separation effect and the axial vortical effect
[50], identifying a mechanism that could favor a theory

of spin hydrodynamics with the canonical spin tensor.
We conclude clarifying the distinction between a funda-
mental definition of the spin tensor relevant for gravita-
tional physics and a phenomenological definition in ef-
fective theories such as hydrodynamics. We also discuss
analogies between the inclusion of a spin tensor in hydro-
dynamics and the Landau theory for magnetization, and
conjecturing a possible way to observe the effects of spin
hydrodynamics unambiguously.
We use natural units where c = ~ = kB = 1.

Spin tensor and spin potential- In special relativity, the
conserved currents associated to translation and Lorentz
invariance are the energy-momentum tensor T̂ µν and the
total angular momentum-boost operator density

Ĵ λ,µν = xµT̂ λν − xν T̂ λµ + Ŝλ,µν , (1)

where Ŝ is the spin tensor (ST), which is anti-symmetric
in the last two indices. A pseudo-gauge (PG) transfor-
mation is defined as [51]

T̂ ′µν =T̂ µν +
1

2
∇λ

(
Φ̂λ,µν − Φ̂µ,λν − Φ̂ν,λµ

)
, (2a)

Ŝ ′λ,µν =Ŝλ,µν − Φ̂λ,µν +∇ρẐ
µν,λρ, (2b)

where Φ̂ and Ẑ are arbitrary tensors obeying Φ̂λ,µν =
−Φ̂λ,νµ and Ẑµν,λρ = −Ẑνµ,λρ = −Ẑµν,ρλ. In what fol-
lows, we will confine ourselves to the case where Ẑ = 0.
PG transformations represent an ambiguity in the defi-
nition of T̂ µν and Ŝλ,µν because the transformed tensors

obey ∇µT̂
′µν = ∇µT̂

µν = 0 and ∇λĴ ′
λ,µν

= ∇λĴ
λ,µν =

0, so the total momentum and angular momentum-boost
operators are not affected by the transformation.
Different PGs describe different energy-momentum

densities and angular momentum density, but the differ-
ence appears only as a quantum correction [3]. Yet, such
a difference becomes extremely relevant to describe spin,
which is a purely quantum observable. Indeed, in the
context of heavy ion collisions, the measurement of the Λ
spin polarization spurred the development of spin hydro-
dynamics, which describes the macroscopic effects of spin
by including a ST and a spin potential in the equations
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of relativistic hydrodynamics. In this framework, dif-
ferent STs lead to different spin-hydrodynamic theories
and conclusions [1–3]. In fact, the relation of polarization
with thermal vorticity, thermal shear and spin potential
is PG-dependent [4]. This observation leads to question-
ing which ST is physical or how to choose it [2, 4–7, 35].
Indeed, different versions of spin hydrodynamics have
been proposed based on different STs: the Belinfante [6],
the canonical [8, 30, 36], the de Groot-van Leeuwen-van
Weert [9, 44], and the Hilgevoord-Wouthuysen [31, 52].
In our opinion, no decisive argument favoring any PG
over the others has yet been shown. We will try to fill
this gap.

A relativistic theory of spin hydrodynamics based
on an underlying microscopic quantum field theory can
be obtained with the Zubarev formalism for the non-
equilibrium statistical operator [53–55]. The covariant
form of the statistical operator ρ̂ is obtained by maxi-
mizing the total entropy for fixed energy-momentum and
boost-angular momentum densities [56–60]. These con-
straints boil down to the two equations (neglecting con-
served charges)

nλtr
[
ρ̂ T̂ λν

]
= nλT

λν , nλtr
[
ρ̂ Ŝλ,µν

]
= nλS

λ,µν ,

(3)

where n is the normal vector to the space-like hypersur-
face Σ where local equilibrium is achieved. The resulting
statistical operator is [2, 5]

ρ̂ =
1

Z
exp

[
−

∫

Σ

dΣ nλT̂
λνβν +

∫

Σ

dΣ nλ

Sµν

2
Ŝλ,µν

]

(4)

where β is the four-temperature βµ = uµ/T and S is the
spin potential, which is an anti-symmetric tensor used
as Lagrange multiplier to impose the constraint associ-
ated to the average ST in Eq. (3). Since the ST and
the energy-momentum tensor operators on the LHS of
Eq. (3) are PG dependent, the statistical operator, and
the quantities derived thereof, are generally PG depen-
dent too [2].

At global equilibrium, the spin potential must be equal
to the constant thermal vorticity ̟µν = −(1/2)(∇µβν −
∇νβµ) [2, 5]. When the spin potential deviates from vor-
ticity, the statistical operator describes an hydrodynamic
theory where spin degrees of freedom are independent of
standard hydrodynamic quantities [30], and one would
be able to describe phenomena like the spin polarization
of (anti)particles even in a non-vorticous fluid [3].

Partition function with spin potential- We now derive
the partition function of the statistical operator (4) for a
Dirac field in the canonical pseudogauge, meaning that
the energy-momentum tensor and the spin tensor in (4)
are the canonical ones. The canonical spin tensor, which

is the one obtained directly from the Noether’s theorem,
is completely antisymmetric, and reads:

Ŝλ,µνC =
1

2
ψ̄
{
γλ, Σµν

}
ψ = ǫλµνρψ̄γργ

5ψ (5)

with Σµν = (i/4)[γµ, γν ]. The second equality describes
the duality between the spin tensor and the axial current
ĵ5. It is convenient to rewrite the (canonical) statistical
operator in terms of the Belinfante energy-momentum
tensor T̂ µν

B ; one obtains [2, 4]:

ρ̂ =
1

Z
exp

{
−

∫

Σ

dΣnµ

[
T̂ µν
B βν +

1

2
(̟ −S)ρσŜ

µ,ρσ
C

]}
.

(6)
The partition function of this operator can be written as
an Euclidean path integral in a emergent thermal space-
time constructed from the thermodynamic fields as de-
scribed in [61, 62]. For instance, in the case of a rotating
fluid, the thermal spacetime is described by rotating co-
ordinates, as used in several studies [63–66].
The geometry of the space-like hypersurface Σ embed-

ded in the (flat) background space-time and parametrized
by a constant “time” coordinate t̄(x) and space coordi-
nates x̄(x), can be described with the Arnowitt-Deser-
Misner (ADM) metric constructed with the ADM de-
composition tµ = Nnµ + Nµ, where tµ = ∂t̄x

µ(t̄, x̄) is
the local direction of time. The transformation to new
thermal coordinates x̃, such that tµ(x) = βµ(x)/B, with
B a scale for the inverse temperature, defines the induced
thermal metric gµ̃ν̃ and the vielbein e a

µ̃ used to describe
the Dirac field in a curved background, as

gµ̃ν̃ = ηρσ
∂xρ

∂x̃µ̃
∂xσ

∂x̃ν̃
= e a

µ̃ e b
ν̃ ηab . (7)

Integrals over the constant time hypersurface are then
written as

∫

Σ

dΣ nλ =

∫
d3x̃

√
g̃Ñ−1 n

λ̃
. (8)

Consequently, the partition function is obtained as the
path integral involving the euclidean action of the field
theory [61, 62]:

Z =

∫
D[ψ, ψ†]e−SE−SΘ , (9)

where SE is the eudlidean action with imaginary time τ
and euclidean emergent thermal space-time g̃E, and SΘ

is a “spin action”:

SE =

∫ B

0

dτd3x̃
√
g̃E

[
ψ̄

(←→
/D

2
+m

)
ψ + V (ψ̄, ψ)

]
,

(10a)

SΘ =
1

2

∫ B

0

dτd3x̃
√
g̃E nµ̃Θρ̃σ̃Ŝ

µ̃,ρ̃σ̃
C , (10b)



3

where we defined Θ = (̟−S) and we are using euclidean
gamma matrices. The external covariant derivative is
−→
D 0̃ = ∂0̃ + (1/2)̟ ab

0̃
Σab,

←−
D 0̃ = ∂0̃ − (1/2)̟ ab

0̃
Σab and

−→
D ĩ =

←−
D ĩ = ∂̃i and we defined

←→
/D = eµ̃aγ

a−→D µ̃ −
←−
D µ̃e

µ̃
aγ

a.
The spin connection ̟ of the thermal space-time is re-
lated to the thermal vorticity (in the new coordinates)
as [62]:

̟0̃̃ij̃ = −
1

2B

(
∂̃iβj̃ − ∂j̃βĩ

)
. (11)

For the spin action, due to antisymmetry, we can
rewrite:

1

2
Sλ̃,µ̃ν̃
C n

λ̃
Θµ̃ν̃ =

1

6
Sλ̃,µ̃ν̃
C (n

λ̃
Θµ̃ν̃−nµ̃Θλ̃ν̃

−nν̃Θµ̃λ̃
), (12)

where we have made the tensor contracting Sλ̃,µ̃ν̃
C com-

pletely antisymmetric. Therefore one can introduce a
pseudo-vector field f σ̃ such that

1

6
(n

λ̃
Θµ̃ν̃ − nµ̃Θλ̃ν̃

− nν̃Θµ̃λ̃
) =

1

6
ǫ
λ̃µ̃ν̃σ̃

f σ̃ (13)

which is solved for

f σ̃ =
1

2
ǫσ̃µ̃ν̃ρ̃Θµ̃ν̃nρ̃ =

1

2
ǫσ̃µ̃ν̃ρ̃(̟µ̃ν̃ −Sµ̃ν̃)nρ̃, (14)

where ǫ is the Levi-Civita tensor. Furthermore, using the
above equation and the duality (5), the Eq. (10b) reads:

SΘ = −

∫ B

0

dτd3x̃
√
g̃E jµ̃5 fµ̃. (15)

This observation will be useful later on.
A geometrical interpretation of the spin potential is

obtained by rewriting the spin action as follows

SΘ =

∫ B

0

dτd3x̃
√
g̃E Ŝ

λ̃,µ̃ν̃
C

1

2
n
λ̃
Θµ̃ν̃

=
1

4

∫ B

0

dτd3x̃
√
g̃E e

λ̃
aψ̄ {γ

a, Σbc}ψ ω
bc

λ̃

=
1

2

∫ B

0

dτd3x̃
√
g̃E ψ̄

[
eµ̃aγ

a →
sµ̃ −

←
sµ̃e

µ̃
aγ

a
]
ψ ,

(16)

where we defined

ω bc

λ̃
=

1

2
ebµ̃e

c
ν̃nλ̃

Θµ̃ν̃ ,
→
sµ̃ = 1

2ωµ̃abΣ
ab, (17)

and
←
sµ̃ = −

→
sµ̃. Note that in the thermal coordinates

the only non-vanishing components of ω bc

λ̃
have λ̃ = 0.

Comparing with Eq. (10a), the integrand of SΘ can be
reabsorbed in the Lagrangian by changing the covariant
derivative Dµ̃ → Dµ̃ + sµ̃, meaning that the total spin
connection becomes ω′ = ̟ + Θ = 2̟ − S, acquiring
a part which is independent of the metric. This is in
agreement with the proper definition of the canonical ST

in general relativity being obtained in space-times with
torsion [5, 30, 42] (Einstein-Cartan theory [67–70]). For
Θ = 0 the connection equals the thermal vorticity, so
the global equilibrium with the canonical pseudogauge
coincides with the Belinfante pseudogauge, as it should
be.

Spin potential generation- We now show that the same
partition function as in Eq. (9) is obtained from the
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model at finite temperature
and rotation. We consider the well known NJL La-
grangian [71, 72]

LNJL =q̄

(
i

2

←→
/∂ − m̂

)
q +GA

(
q̄γµγ

5q
) (
q̄γµγ5q

)
+ · · · ,

(18)

where the flavors of the quarks are contained in q, and
m̂ is the mass matrix of the quarks in flavor space. Ad-
ditional interaction terms are not relevant for our dis-
cussion. The quartic interaction through the iso-singlet
axial current jµ5 = q̄γµγ5q can also be seen as (canoni-
cal) spin-spin interactions thanks to Eq. (5). Therefore
this model is relevant when one is interested in describing
spin in finite-temperature QCD.
The partition function of the rotating plasma is writ-

ten as the Euclidean path integral in the thermal metric
background, that is

ZNJL =

∫
D[q, q†] e−SNJL[q, q̄; e

µ̃
a ], (19)

where the action is written as in Eq. (10a) with the NJL
Lagrangian (18).
We follow the standard approach [72] and we make

an Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to introduce
a pseudo-vector field fµ, corresponding to the quark-
antiquark singlet axial current:

ZNJL =

∫
D[q, q†]Df e−Sf [q, q̄, fµ̃; e

µ̃
a ] (20)

with

Sf =

∫ B

0

dτ

∫
d3x̃

√
g̃E

[
L0 +

1

4GA

fµ̃f
µ̃ + Lf

]
(21)

where L0 is the free Dirac Lagrangian and Lf reads:

Lf = −j5σ̃f
σ̃ = −

1

6
eλ̃aS

a,bc
C eµ̃b e

ν̃
c ǫσ̃λ̃µ̃ν̃f

σ̃, (22)

where we have used the duality between the axial current
and the canonical spin tensor.
Comparing Eq. (22) with Eq. (15), we realize that

the field f generates the same action as the canonical
spin potential in spin hydrodynamics. The equivalence
between the models is realized at its full in the mean
field approximation, where the mass term of the f field
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is integrated out. In this case the partition function of
the NJL model is precisely the same as the one of local
equilibrium with a canonical spin potential according to
the correspondence (14). Hence, the field f describes the
difference between thermal vorticity and spin potential.
This proves that the interacting theory given by Eq. (18)
in the mean field approximation is equivalent to a free
theory at local-equilibrium with the canonical spin ten-
sor.
Physically, a mean fµ is expected if the state explic-

itly breaks parity and Lorentz symmetry, such that the
singlet axial current 〈q̄γµγ

5q〉 is non-vanishing. This is
the case if magnetic field and/or rotation are present: an
axial current is induced by magnetic field and rotation
by the chiral separation effect (CSE) and the axial vorti-
cal effect (AVE) [50]. We expect that both the CSE and
the AVE will lead to a spin potential generation. We
stress that these effects do not require a chiral imbalance
and local CP violations. The CSE has been observed
in first principle lattice QCD calculations [73], where it
was shown that the CSE conductivity is non-vanishing
in the hot chiral symmetric phase of QCD. In the low
energy limit, the field fµ emerging in this way from the
NJL model represents the isospin-singlet axial mesons.
Due to charge conjugation properties, fµ is interpreted
as the f1 meson if the field is induced by rotation or the
h1 meson if induced by magnetic fields.
We point out that the derivation presented here is valid

even if the magnetic field or the rotation are vanishing.
However, in that case one would need to assume a dif-
ferent mechanism to justify a non-vanishing mean axial
vector field fµ.

Discussion- The dynamical generation of ST in the
NJL model described above is reminiscent to the emer-
gence of magnetization in ferromagnetism. Consider-
ing an Ising model with infinite range interactions given
by an Hamiltonian of N spins with interactions Ĥ =
−(J/2N)

∑
i,j Si Sj [74], the Hubbard-Stratonovich iden-

tity yields the statistical operator

ρ̂ =

√
NβJ

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dµ exp

[
−
NβJ

2
µ2 + βJµM̂

]
, (23)

where the magnetization M̂ =
∑

i Si, coupled to the po-
larization µ, is generated just like the spin tensor coupled
to the spin potential (14) in the NJL model.

Furthermore, spin hydrodynamics can be interpreted
as analogue to the phenomenological Landau theory for
magnetization. Indeed, the partition function with ST
can be seen as the Landau function L. Given a coarse
graining scale Λ and the observation of an inhomoge-
neous magnetization MΛ(x), the Landau function is ob-

tained from the statistical operator exp(−βĤ) by fixing
the magnetization, i.e. by tracing out the configurations
of spins {Si} resulting in a different magnetization as

follows [74]

e−βL{MΛ(x)} =tr

{
e−βĤ{Si}δ

[∑

i∈x

Si −MΛ(x)

]}
.

(24)

Similarly, in the relativistic spin hydrodynamics we ob-
tained the statistical operator by imposing the constraint
in Eq. (3). This suggests that we can use spin hydrody-
namics as a phenomenological theory and choose the spin
tensor that best describes the spin properties of the sys-
tem at the desired scale. In fact, the magnetization itself
is subject to pseudogauge ambiguity. In a relativistic
context, the conserved electric current can be redefined
as

ĵ′µ = ĵµ +∇λM̂
λµ, M̂λµ = −M̂µλ, (25)

where ∇λM̂
λµ is interpreted as a bound current and the

arbitrary magnetization M̂ is chosen to best describe the
material. This analogy indicates that for a macroscopic
spin hydrodynamics theory, one can give up a fundamen-
tal interpretation of the ST, and instead use the ST and
the spin potential as an effective description of emerging
spin properties of the system. In this connotation the PG
dependence is not a problem to be solved. However, in
the absence of non-vanishing boundary terms these cur-
rents are impossible to detect. What we showed above
is that the form of the phenomenological spin tensor can
be derived from the microscopic interactions.
The fact that observable quantities, such as the spin

polarization measured in heavy-ion collisions [75], depend
on the choice of the ST [4] is a consequence of the PG de-
pendence of the statistical operator ρ̂ (4), see ref. [3]. The
PG dependence is also present in Wigner function, Kubo
formula and quantum kinetic methods because they are
all equivalent. Such a PG dependence can not always
be reabsorbed into a redefinition of the thermodynamic
fields. Indeed, evaluating the average spin polarization
vector of particles with momentum p in linear response
theory and with the statistical operator in different PGs,
the results are linearly-independent functions of the mo-
mentum. This fact makes it impossible to reconcile the
different results for every value of p with a redefinition of
the thermodynamic fields [4].
One may wonder if it is currently possible to detect

a spin potential and the onset of spin hydrodynamics in
heavy ion collisions. Indeed, an attempt to detect a spin
potential from the available polarization data of heavy
ion collisions seems difficult. The reason is that the the
Belinfante pseudogauge, where the spin tensor is vanish-
ing, gives a good description of the polarization data,
especially since the theoretical predictions depend rather
strongly on the details of initial conditions, transport co-
efficients and equation of state [76–79].
A clear-cut evidence of a spin hydrodynamics regime

would be the observation of spin polarization in the ab-
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sence of vorticity, as explained in Ref. [3]. An ideal real-
ization of this example would be implemented in heavy
ion collisions by creating an initial state where most of
the angular momentum is carried by spin degrees of free-
dom, e.g. by polarizing heavy ions before performing very
central collisions. In this case, a possible signal of polar-
ization could be only explained by invoking an hydrody-
namic transport of spin in the QGP through spin hydro-
dynamics. However, the realization of polarized beams
of heavy ions seems difficult, and the angular momen-
tum present in the initial state would be small in any
case. Nonetheless, the study of polarization in very cen-
tral collisions, where the effect of vorticity are minimized,
could still give indications on the necessity of including
spin in relativistic hydrodynamics, regardless the polar-
ization state of the colliding beams.

Conclusions- Pseudogauge symmetry curses relativis-
tic spin hydrodynamics. In this paper we have proposed a
new interpretation where a microscopic mechanism based
on quantum field theory selects the form of the spin ten-
sor.

We have analysed the spin-spin interactions in the NJL
model, explicitly proving that the partition function of
this theory, in the mean field approximation, is equiva-
lent to the one of a free theory at local equilibrium with
a canonical spin tensor. In this framework, the mean ax-
ial field induces a difference between spin potential and
vorticity. An equivalence of this kind may exist also in
QCD, and more studies in this sense are desirable. Going
beyond the tree-level and the mean field approximation,
as well as performing a similar study as in Ref. [80] to
investigate the relevance of the spin-spin coupling em-
ployed in this work at different values of rotation, will be
objects of future studies.

In heavy ion collisions, the mean axial field required for
the spin potential generation is induced by the explicit
parity and Lorentz symmetry breaking due to rotation or
magnetic field, namely the axial vortical effect and the
chiral separation effect. Spontaneous symmetry breaking
of the Lorentz and CPT symmetry, introduced in exten-
sions of the standard model [81–85], might also induce a
mean field as described here.

In conclusion, our analysis favors the use of the canon-
ical spin tensor in relativistic spin-hydrodynamics theory
for heavy ion collisions.
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