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Linear response theory for spin alignment of vector mesons in thermal media
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We present a calculation of the spin alignment for unflavored vector mesons in thermalized quark-
gluon plasma based on the Kubo formula in linear response theory. This is achieved by expanding
the system to the first order of the coupling constant and the spatial gradient. The effect strongly
relies on the vector meson’s spectral functions which are determined by the interaction and medium
properties. The spectral functions are calculated for the one-quark-loop self-energy with meson-
quark interaction. The numerical results show that the correction to the spin alignment from the
thermal shear tensor is of the order 1074 ~ 107° for the chosen values of quark-meson coupling
constant, if the magnitude of thermal shear tensor is 1072.



I. INTRODUCTION

Rotation and spin polarization are inherently connected and can be converted to each other as demonstrated in the
Barnett effect [1] and Einstein-de Haas effect [2] in materials. The same phenomenon known as global polarization can
also exist in peripheral heavy-ion collisions at high energies in which the huge orbital angular momentum is partially
distributed into the strong interaction matter in the form of particles’ spin polarization [3-7]. The global polarization
of hyperons has been observed in experiments [3, 9] and been extensively studied in recent years [10—

Unlike the spin polarization of hyperons that can be measured through their weak decay, vector mesons can only
decay by strong interaction which respects parity symmetry, which makes their spin polarization inaccessible in
experiments. For spin-1 vector mesons, the only spin observables that can be measured are some elements of the spin
density matrix px,a, with A; and Ay denoting spin states along the spin quantization direction. One of them is pgo
that can be measured through the decay daughter’s polar angle distribution in the rest frame of the vector meson. If
poo is not 1/3, it means that the spin-0 state is not equally occupied among three spin states, which is called the spin
alignment. The global spin alignment in heavy-ion collisions was first suggested by Liang and Wang [16]. The global
spin alignments of ¢ and K** mesons were first measured by STAR collaboration in Au+Au collisions \/syn = 200
GeV in 2008 [17], but no signals were found. With the accumulation of experimental data, STAR Collaboration finally
found a large spin alignment for ¢ mesons in Au+Au collision at lower energies but not for K*° [15].

Such a large spin alignment for ¢ mesons cannot be fully accounted by conventional mechanism [19-23]. Some of us
proposed that local fluctuations of vector fields in strong interaction may give a large deviation of pgg from 1/3 for ¢
mesons [24]. Such a prediction was made in a nonrelativistic quark coalescence model [19, 25] that works for static or
nearly static mesons in principle. Such a nonrelativistic quark coalescence model has been promoted to a relativistic
version [26, 27] based on quantum transport theory [28-31] with the help of covariant Wigner functions for massive
particles [32-39] and matrix valued spin-dependent distributions [40, 41]. With fluctuation parameters of strong
interaction fields extracted from transverse momentum-integrated data for pgo as a function of the collision energy,
the calculated transverse momentum dependence of pgy agrees with STAR’s data for ¢ mesons [18]. The rapidity
dependence of pgy has also been predicted with same parameters before preliminary data of STAR was released: the
main feature of the data can be described by the theoretical result [42]. For recent reviews on the spin alignment of
vector mesons, see, e.g., Refs. [13—15].

Recently, the contribution from the thermal shear tensor to the spin alignment of the vector meson has been
calculated using the linear response theory [16] and kinetic theory [17]. The authors of Ref. [10] argued that this
contribution is quite large based on an estimate of the energy shift and width of the vector meson in medium without
really calculating them. This work was inspired by Refs. [18-52] pointing out that there is a coupling between the
spin polarization and the thermal shear tensor which can partially resolve the local polarization puzzle of A hyperons.

In this paper, we will calculate the spin alignment of vector mesons from the Kubo formula in linear response
theory [53-50] in thermalized quark-gluon plasma (QGP). Vector mesons are assumed to be thermalized, and quarks
and antiquarks are assumed to be unpolarized. The interaction is described by the vertex between vector meson and
quark-antiquark [57-60]. In Sec. II, we present two-point Green’s functions of different kinds for vector mesons in the
closed-time-path (CTP) formalism [28-31, 61, 62]. In Sec. III, we give an introduce on spin density matrices for vector
mesons from Wigner functions. In Sec. IV, we present the Dyson-Schwinger equation for retarded Green’s functions.
We give the expression for retarded self-energies of vector mesons including the contribution from one-quark-loop. In
Sec. V, we give the general form of spectral functions in medium for vector mesons from retarded Green’s functions.
In Sec. VI, we use the Kubo formula in the linear response theory [53-56] to calculate the correction to the two-point
Green’s function proportional to the thermal shear tensor. From it we are able to calculate the correction to pgg in Sec.
VII. We adopt the hard-thermal-loop (HTL) [29, 63—(7] and quasi-particle approximations [68] to calculate spectral
functions. The HTL approximation provides a toy model to illustrate the physics inside this problem since we have
analytical formula for spectra functions. Then we consider a more realistic quasi-particle approximation for spectral
functions. Under a few approximations or assumptions, we obtain an analytical expression for the correction to pgg,
which depends on the width and energy shift from the self-energy. The numerical results for the tensor coefficients in
the correction to pgg are presented. The conclusion and discussion are given in Sec. VIII.

In this paper, we adopt following notational conventions: g = diag(l,—1,—1,—1) where p,v = 0,1,2,3, z* =
(2%,x) = (z0,x%), -y = "y, 2u¥) = (1/2)(@uyy + 20yu), B = kp = 1. Greek letters denote components of
four-vectors while lowercase Latin letters as subscripts denote components three-vectors. The four-momentum p*
is not necessarily on-shell unless we add an index ’on’. The summation of repeated indices is implied if not stated
explicitly. The definition of two-point Green’s functions G and ¥ in this paper differs by a factor i = v/—1 from the
usual one in quantum field theory, which are related by G = iG and X = iX.
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Figure 1. Illustration of the closed-time-path upon which the non-equilibrium quantum field theory is built.

II. TWO-POINT GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

In this section we will give an introduction to two-point Green’s functions for vector mesons on the CTP as shown
in Fig. 1. The CTP formalism is a field-theory based method for many-body systems in off-equilibrium as well in
equilibrium [28-31, 61, 62]. When it is used for systems in equilibrium, it is actually the real time formalism of
the thermal (finite temperature and density) field theory [56, 69]. Wigner functions can be obtained from two-point
Green’s functions and are related to spin density matrices, which will be addressed in the next section. We refer the
readers to Section 2.2 of Ref. [70] for a very brief introduction to two-point Green’s functions on the CTP.

The Lagrangian density for unflavored vector mesons with spin-1 and mass my reads

1 1224 m%/ © y

where A*(z) is the real vector field for the meson, F,, = 0,4, — 0, A, is the field strength tensor, and j* is the
source coupled to A*(x).
The two-point Green’s function on the CTP is defined as

Gipp(w1,m2) = (ToAM (1) A (2)), (2)

where (---) denotes the ensemble average and T¢ denotes time order operator on the CTP contour. Depending on
whether the field A* lives on the positive or negative time branch, we have four components Ggipp,

G (w1,m2) = G (21, 2)

= 0(t1 — t2) (A" (21) A" (22)) + O(t2 — t1) (A7 (22) A (1)),
G (x1,22) = GV (x1,22) = (A”(22)A¥ (1)) ,
GE (1,22) = G (w1,20) = (AF(21) A" (22)),
G%”

(z1,22) = G" (21,22)
= 0ty — t1) (A" (21) A" (22)) + 0(t1 — t2) (A7 (22) A" (21)) - (3)
From the constraint G4 + G%” = GY + GY, only three of them are independent. In the so-called physical represen-
tation [28, 71, 72|, three independent two-point Green’s functions are

GR (x1,72) = (G — G ) (w1, 22) m 0t — 12)(GL — G7) (a1, 72),

G (z1,22) = (G — GY)(21,22) = 0(t2 — 11)(GL" — GEY) (21, 22),

G (x1,22) = G (w1, 20) + G (21, 22), (4)
where the subscripts ”A” and ” R” denote the advanced and retarded Green’s function respectively. The two-point
Green’s functions in Eqgs. (3-4) can be used to express any two-point functions defined on the CTP contour such as

the self energy X#”(xq,z2). When dealing with the vacuum contributions to G54, the last equalities in the first and
second line of Eq. (4) do not exactly hold since a singular term ~ &(¢; — t2) is missing.

IIT. WIGNER FUNCTIONS AND SPIN DENSITY MATRICES

In this section, we will introduce how one can obtain spin density matrices for vector mesons from Wigner functions.
We refer the readers to some recent reviews [15, 73] for details of the topic.
The second quantization of the vector field is in the form

dp 1
A (z) = Z /(271’1))32E[‘)/

A=0,+1
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x [e*(A, p)a(A, p)e” P + e (X, p)al (A, p)e 7] (5)

where p#, = (E)/,p) is the on-shell momentum of the vector meson, E}" = /|p|? + m}, is the vector meson’s energy,

A denotes the spin state, a(\, p) and a'(\,p) are annihilation and creation operators respectively, and €*(\,p) =
€, (A, pon) represents the polarization vector obeying the following relations

pgne,u()‘apon) = 07
6()‘7pon) : E*(>\/apon) = *5)\)\’3
2)\6#()‘7 pon)ey,* (>\a pon) = —A" (pon)7 (6)

where AM (p) = ghv — ptp¥ /p? is the projector perpendicular to p*. One can check that the quantum field A* defined
in Eq. (5) is Hermitian, A* = A#T.

The Wigner function can be defined from G, (71, 72) [or equivalently G7,(z1,22)] by taking a Fourier transform
with respect to the relative position y = x1 — x2,

/d4y eip'ijy(:rl, T2)

/d4y ey <AJL($2)AH({)31)> . (7)

Gy (x,p)

Inserting the quantized field (5) into the definition of the Wigner function (7), we obtain

GO (ap) = 27 3 0 (0" = md) {06")eu A, P) € (2. P) £, (. P)
A1,A2

+0(—p)es, (A, —P) e (A2, =P) [nar, + A, (2 —p)] } (8)

where the superscript “(0)” denotes the leading order contribution in £ or gradient expansion, and the MVSD [40, 41]
at the leading order for the vector meson is defined as

fi?)AQ (z,p) = / 2(62;335(17 cu)e” T <a;r/ (Az,p - g) ay ()\1;]3 + g>> . (9)

Note that f>(\?)/\2 (z,p) is actually the (unnormalized) spin density matrix py,»,, which can be decomposed into the
scalar, polarization (P;) and tensor polarization (T;;) parts as [45, 73]

0 1 1
f/£1)/\2 = Tr(f(o)) <3 + ipizi + Tijzij>>\ N (10)
112

where 4,7 = 1,2,3, Tr(f() = > fﬁg\), and 3; and ¥;; are 3 x 3 traceless matrices defined as

1 010 1 0 —i 0 10 0
S1==—=[101]}, %%=—1[¢ 0 —i |, 33=]100 0 ,
vV2\o 10 V2 o i o0 00 —1
1 2
Xij 25(21'23‘ +X;5) - §5ij~ (11)
Let us define an integrated or on-shell Wigner function
E > v V*
Wﬂy(mapon) - 71) / deGi (xap) = Z et (/\1>p) € (>‘27 p) f)\l)\2 ($, p) (12)
0 A1,A2

It is easy to check that the second equality holds for the leading order Wigner function GELO,,) <(9:,p) given by Eq.
(8). But we assume that it hold at any order. One can check that W"” (x, poy) is always transverse to the on-shell
momentum, pan“”(:E, Pon) = 0. The on-shell Wigner function can be decomposed into the scalar (S), polorization

(W1) and tensor polarization (7#¥) parts as [45, 73]

WH (2, pon) = W 4w w) — —%A‘“’(pon)s + Wl ey (13)



where each part is defined as

Wl = (WH — WmY,

»—tl\D\»—l

W) = (W“” + WPH),
T SO 4 ZA (py)S. (14)

With Eq. (13) one can show that both W and 7+ are traceless, g, W = g, T# = 0. Inserting Eq. (10) into
Eq. (12), we have

S =Tr(f) = _A/w(pon)W#V?
1

W[MV] :§Tr(f) Z e ()‘17 P) e (>\27 P) Pizg\l)\zu
A1,A2
T =Tr(f) > e (A, p) " (M2, p) T, 5% - (15)
A1,A2

We see that W] is related to P; while T is related to Ti;.
We can extract fog o< pgo by projecting

v * v 1 v
L (pon) = €7 (0, p) €” (0, P) + 3 A" (pon), (16)
onto W#* in Eq. (12) as

L;u/ pon W'LW Z L,ut/ pon /\17 ) . ()\27p) f)\l)\z (a:,p)

A1,A2
=foo(.p) + 3 37 e ()€ (Ao, ) fauna (2. D)
A1,A2
— fool. p) — £ Tr(f). (a7)

3

In (16), €#(0,p) is the polarization vector along the spin quantization direction. With the first line of Eq. (15) and
Eq. (17), we obtain

Lul/(pon)Wl“/ _ foo(ﬂf,p) 1 1

—A“"(pon)WW - Tr[f(:v,p)] - g = Poo — § (18)

The above formula relates the Wigner function to pgg, which we will use to calculate the correction to pgo in Sect.
VIIL.

IV. DYSON-SCHWINGER EQUATION ON CTP

In this section we will give an introduction to the Dyson-Schwinger equation (DSE) on the CTP which incorporates
retarded and advanced self-energies to be used for spectral functions in the next section.

We start from the integral form of the Dyson-Schwinger equation (DSE) on the CTP for the vector meson [27, 74]
G (a1,2) = GIY (@1,2) + / Al dayGly, (w1, 20)50, (2, 24)G™ (2, w2), (19)

where dz) , = d*z] 5, [, denotes the integral on the CTP contour, G?OD) and G*¥ are the bare and full propagator
respectively, and 3*? is the self-energy. In Eq. (19) we have suppressed the index 'CTP’ in two-point functions G?OV),

G* and ¥?. Contracting (G‘(LO”))_1 on both sides of Eq. (19) and writing the DSE in the matrix form, we obtain

. N L QT GPV GI)V
— [le(ail +mi) — afplapl} ( GPV GPV ) (w1, 2)



Figure 2. The vector meson’s self-energy ., (x1,x2) from the quark loop (one-loop) contribution.

= ( (1) _01 > 9" 6 (21 — a2)
EM SH GPV GPV
+ /dﬂ?l ( U S ) (21, 2") (GPV G/w > (2', 22), (20)

F.p

where the integral over z/, is an normal one (not on the CTP). Under a unitary transformation, Eq.(20) can be put
into the physical representation

. z 0 G¥%
— [g”p(ail —l—m%/) 8518’)1] (G%V Ggl/ ) (1'17.%'2)

01 y
= (1 O>gu 5(4)@1 — )

0 24, *GY
/ A,p
+/d”” (2;;,,)*09;” ST G””+E Gé”)ml’x?)’ 2y

where we used the shorthand notation Oy x Oz(x1,z2) = O1(x1, 2" )02 (2, z2). We can assume the system is isotropic,
ie. GM(x1,x2) = GM(x1 — x2), and the spatial inhomogeneity of the system, as required by the Kubo formula,
is induced by a perturbation. One can obtain the Dyson-Schwinger equation for retarded and advanced Green’s
functions in momentum space (propagators)

i[9 (P* —mi) —p'p,] G p(0) = 9" + 54 5, (0)GY) R (D). (22)

The free retarded and advanced propagators are given by

pv : 1 v D'P”
Coaml) = e (gu S md ) ' (23)
One can check that Gfg A/R(p) satisfies Eq. (22) neglecting the last term in the right-hand-side.

The coupling between the vector meson and quark-antiquark in QGP or the gqV vertex is assumed to be
gv By H1pg A, [57-00]. Here B denotes the Bethe-Salpeter wave function and can be parameterized as [75, 70]

1—exp [—(p - 2p’)2/02]
(p—2p)%/0? ’

where p—p’ and p’ are momenta of the quark and anti-quark respectively. We see that the wave function only depends
on the relative momentum.

We can assume that only when the distance between the quark and anti-quark is zero can they form a meson, thus
we have 1/0 — 0 and B = 1. Then the vector meson’s self-energy to the lowest order of the coupling constant gy
from the quark one-loop is shown in Fig. (2). Applying Eq. (4), we can construct retarded and advanced self-energies
as

B(p—yp,p) = (24)

Y (@1, 02) = Xh (@1, 22) — X (21, 22)

gy Tr (Y Sp (1, 22)v" Sp(22, 21)] — gv Tr (v S< (21, 22)7" S5 (22, 21)]
E;V(Zl,.’xg) E“V(xl,xg)
)

gy Tr (Y Sp (1, 22)7" Sp(x2, 21)] — gp Tr (v s (21, 22)7" S< (w2, 21)] (25)

Effxy(xbe)



where S(z1,22) = (T (z1)Y(x2)) is the two-point Green’s function of quarks on the CTP. We have included a
negative sign for the quark loop in Eq. (25). Under the assumption that the system is homogeneous in position space,
we obtain self-energies in momentum space

W (p) = gv / % {Tr [y Sp(k)y” Sr(k — p)] = Tr [y S<(k)v" S~ (k — p)]} .

g 2 d4k v v
() = gv/W{Tr (V' Sp(k)Y" Sk(k — p)] + Tr [y S (k)y” S<(k — p)l}, (26)

The retarded self-energy is our starting point for derivation of spectral functions for vector mesons.

V. SPECTRAL FUNCTIONS FOR VECTOR MESONS

In this section, we will derive spectral functions for vector mesons from the retarded self-energy. We use the CTP
formalism in grand-canonical equilibrium which is also called the real time formalism of the thermal field theory. The
vacuum and thermal equilbrium contributions are incorporated in the same framework. We assume that quarks and
antiquarks are unpolarized and their distributions are the Fermi-Dirac distribution (A2).

Evaluating the retarded self-energy in Eq. (26) using the quark propagators in Appendix A, we obtain

v . 1 v v . v
) = —igh 5 QI+ 1) — igh I, (27)

where I}" and I5" are medium parts while I/ is the vacuum part. The derivation of I}", I} and I'" are presented
in Appendix B. From Eq. (B10) we have

i i N4
% (p) =XR(p) = pilile%?(p),

2
SR (0) =Dibs bR (B) + (67— BB ), (28)
where ¥ (p) denotes the transverse part of Z% (p). Using above relations, we can greatly simplify the result of full
propagators.

From Eq. (A1), one can see the only difference between the retarded and advanced propagators is the sign of the
small positive number €, so the retarded and advanced propagators or self-energies are complex conjugate to each
other, ¥/} = —X"" (note that there is an ¢ factor in the definition of the self-energy). It can be checked that 34’
is transverse to p* as required by the current conservation. We note that the vacuum contribution and its real part
is divergent and can be renormalized [68]. The imaginary part of the vacuum contribution corresponds to the pair
production or annihilation processes.

Inserting Eq.(27) into Eq. (22) and introducing

—N . v 1 v v v
S () = —i0 () = 0% g QI+ 18) — gL I (29)

we obtain
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[GR ()]"

From the definition of I{f 5, we find that they are written in terms of projectors related to three momentum p.
Therefore, we assume G has the same structure with X" and can be written as

=i {g"” (p* —my,) — php” — i%”(p)} : (30)

G¥ = iA,
GY% = GR =ip:B,
GY = i[(6;5 — Pib;)C + Pib; D], (31)

where A, B, C, D are functions of p and are not independent since Gg’ are transverse to p#. By solving (Gl_%l)‘;)G%” =
g, we find

1 pg —m® + 3/IpI*)SE

A= 2 5200’
m=p? —m? 4 (p?/|p[*) X




1
c = ————, (32)
p?—m2+ X,
where ¥ L=—1¥]. Other two functions B and D can be expressed in terms of A and will be discussed later. We can
also define G’y (p) = —iGY; 4 (p) to remove the factor i in the definition of G';’4(p). The advanced full propagator

éffl" can be obtained by é’j‘” = é*g*. It should be emphasized that this relation holds only for an unpolarized case.
We can construct G2 from G’} and G as [54, 72]

G2 (p) = ing(po) |G (p) — G (p)]
= —2n5(po)ImG (p), (33)

where np(pg) = 1/(e#Po=PHv — 1) is the Bose-Einstein distribution with the inverse temperature 3 = 1/T and the
vecctor meson’s chemical potential py (uy = 0 for the unflavored meson). Note that there is an i factor in the
definition of the propagator without tilde. From Eq. (33), we find the real part of A, B,C, D have no contributions
to the spectral function, and the imaginary part of A, B, D have following constraints from p,G%" = 0,

polmA — |p|ImB = 0,

polmB — |p|ImD = 0. (34)

Inserting Eq. (31) into Eq. (33), one can obtain

G (p) = —2np(po) [AL pr(p) + AL pr(p)], (35)
or equivalently
ImGYY (p) = A4 pr(p) + A pr(p). (36)
In Egs. (35,36), we defined
N v v pMpV
A = —g"g"0 + g + e
v w v_ o PP v
A=A - g = g - P A, (37)

as the transverse and longitudinal projector respectively with p* = (0,p), and pr  are spectral functions in the
transverse and longitudinal directions given by

1
pr(p) = —ImC = —Im = . ,
p? —m? + X (p) + isgn(po)e
»? 1
pr(p) = —73ImA =—Im = : ; (38)
p[? p? —m? + %Zoo(p) + isgn(po)e
where ¥ | and Y are from 4 ¥ = 7(1/2)A5V§)‘;{” and S0 = 299, sgn(po) is the sign of py, and ¢ is an infinitesimal

positive number. One can check in Eq. (37) that p, A% = p, A" = 0. In Eq. (38), one can verify that the real parts
of 3| and X contribute to the mass correction while the imaginary parts of ¥, and ¥y determines the width or life-
time of the quasi-particle mode. For free vector mesons, the spectral functions are pg) ) = pg)) = 7sgn(po)d(p? — m?),

which give G2 (p) for the free vector meson following Eq. (35) and Imé%’ (p) for the free vector meson following Eq.
(36).

VI. KUBO FORMULA IN LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY

In this section we use the Kubo formula in linear response theory to calculate the non-equilibrium correction to
G"(p). The Kubo formula has been derived in Zubarev’s approach to non-equilibrium density operator [55, 77, 78].

According to the Kubo formula, the linear response of the expectation value of an operator O to the perturbation
OuB, has the form

(000) =(0),, + )i, 1



» T {iT(x) [ too d4x'<[o(x),TW(x’)}> eiK(f’@}, (39)

LE

where <O(w)> =Tr [ﬁé(x)} and <O(x)>LE =Tr [ﬁLEOA(x)} with p and prg being the non-equilibrium and local
equilibrium density operator respectively 78|, 8*(z) = u#(x)/T(x) with u#(z) and T'(z) being the local velocity and
temperature respectively, K* is the momentum roughly equals to m/L with L being the length of the system, and

A PN P 1.~ = 1 P

is the energy-momentum tensor for the vector field. Detailed derivation of Eq. (39) is given in Ref. [78].
Now we set O(x) to be the operator corresponding to G~

éi'j(m,p) = /d4yeip'yf1” (:5 — %) Ar (m + %) , (41)

which gives G = <C¥*<L"(x,p)> In Eqs. (40) and (41) we explicitly show the “hat” on the field operator A* which
we have suppressed in Sec. II and III just to emphasize their operator’s nature in the Kubo formula (39). When

inserting Eqgs. (40) and (41) into Eq. (39), the vector field A* can be approximated as the free field at the leading
order in space-time gradient, since 9,3, (x) is already of the next-to-leading order.

Substituting G*”(z, p) in (41) into Eq.(39), one obtains the next-to-leading order term of G as
6GY (v,p) = (G2 (w,p)) — (G (a, p)>LE
0 7,,0 0y _ 0
— AT lim -t / dpydpy np(py) —np(ps)

Kr—0 0K 2r p —pY + KO +ie
0 0
pi+p v
x§(p° — = 5 2)0,80(x) D> palpr)os(p2) Iy (91, p2) (42)
ab=L,T

where p1 = (p{,p — K/2),p2 = (p3,p + K/2), np(po) is the Bose-Einstein distribution defined after Eq. (33), and
pr.r are given in Eq. (38). Note that integral ranges for p{ , are different from Ref. [16]. The tensor Igl:”)‘(pl,pg)
can be expressed in terms of projectors A7 as

I (p1,p2) = (023 + PIp3)AY o (p1) AL (p2)
+(p1.0p8 = m) A () AT (p2) + A2 (01) A (p2)]
— [PIP8 AL (p) A (p2) + P3PS A (p) A, (p2)]
— [PLaps AL (p1) AL (p2) + PiP2.a A5 (p1) A} (p2)]
—9" (980 (P2, — M) = P1.pp2.a) ALY (p1) AL (p2). (43)

Then we integrate Eq. (42) over py from 0 to 400 to exclude the contribution from anti-particles. As we have
mentioned above, the limit K* — 0 should be taken in the last step, thus the integral of Eq. (42) can be simplified as

+o0 , o o 0
/ dpodGL’ (x,p) ~ 2T§7A/ dp? B(p7)
0 0

vyA
o0 > pal®l P)pe(), P) I (0, P, 1Y ), (44)
1

a,b=L,T

where §,\ = 0(yf)) denotes the thermal shear tensor.
The spin alignment coupled with the thermal shear tensor is given by
5 L™ (pon) [, dpo [G5, (2, p) + 0G5, (x,p)] (45)
00 — Foo )
7A'Lw(pon) 0 de [GEV(I,]?) + 5GED(I,p)}
where G, (z,p) is given in Eq. (35) while 6G;,, (x, p) is given in (44), and L*"(pon) is defined in Eq. (16). The above
formula is the starting point for us to evaluate the correction to pgg from the shear stress tensor in the next section.

We should note about the difference between the average taken in Gy, (v,p) given by Eq. (35) [as well as other

avarages in Sec. II] and the one taken in <éi”(x, p)> in Eq. (42). The local equilibrium average is implied for the

former, while the non-equilibrium average is implied for the latter. For notational simplicity, we do not put “LE”
index to local equilibrium averages in this paper except in the Kubo formula Eqs. (39) and (42).
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VII. SPIN ALIGNMENT CORRECTION FROM SHEAR TENSOR

In this section, we will calculate the spin alignment correction from the shear tensor. To this end, we adopt two
approximations to evaluate self-energies and spectral functions of unflavored vector mesons: the HTL and quasi-
particle approximation.

A. HTL approximation

Under the HTL approximation, the external momentum of the vector meson’s self-energy is of order gy T which is
called “soft” while the quark loop momentum is of order 7" which is called “hard” [29, 63-67]. This condition is not
satisfied for the real vector meson in the thermal environment at RHIC and LHC with py > my > T. The reason
that we still consider the HTL approximation is that the self-energies in this approximation is analytical and the
calculation of the spin density matrix is transparent. In other words, we treat the HTL approximation as a toy model
to show the underlying physics.

We can consider massless quarks for simplicity. Note that the vacuum term is not included since the imaginary part
of the vacuum term corresponds to the process that one particle decomposes into two on-shell quarks, i.e. p° > kO,
which is beyond the HTL approximation. The vacuum contribution is proportional to p? A as required by the Ward
identity, which is of order gi‘,T2 since p ~ gyT. The self-energy in the HTL approximation reads

= Po , Po+|p|+ie
b =3m2(1- 2 e F
00(p) mT( 2lp] “po—|p|+z'e>

= 3 2 2 _ Inl2 )
Sip) = om0 (1P p[* | Po+|p| e
277 |p? 2polp|  po — |p| +ie

(46)

where m% = g% T2 /9 denotes the thermal mass. The real and imaginary parts of 300 and ¥ 1 can be obtained as

S Do po + |p|
ReXoo(p) = 3m?2 (1—111)7
®) T 2lp| " |po — Ip|
RS, (p) = —m2 P2 (1 pg—Ipl* | |po+ [Pl )
1 = —= —5 - )
2 T p|? 2polp|  |po — |p|
~ 3 D
ImXgo(p) = Wim?rfoeﬂpﬁ—ﬂz)),
Ip|
< 3 5 poP — |pl?)
ImY, (p) = —Wzm%ij’plg 0(Ip|* — p3), (47)

where 0(x) is the Heaviside step function. We see that the imaginary parts are non-vanishing only in space-like region
of p.

Under the HTL approximation, one can get the inequality pg ~ mp ~ gyT < my, which provides a natural power
counting in o = mr/my. We also assume p3 < |p|?, so there is no pole contribution. Then the spectral function
pr/T in (38) can be approximated as

ImiL P
pr(p) = Z2LP) | o0
My
3m2Tp0p2 2 2 1 3
= —n PEPR (ol — pf) + - O(a?),
4mi |p|? 0 mi,
2 1 ioo
% m 4(p)+0(a5)
|P| my,
37”2TPOP2 2 2 1 3
= 71— —=0(|p|* — pg) + —5O(a’). 48
3ot o 0P =8+ Ola?) (48)

pL(p) =

for p° < my . Using Eq. (48) in Eq. (45), we can get the leading order term of §pgg

L JoP dpy 222 o, (p) pu(p) | 1257 (p) — L1 (p)

(940900 — Gyur) S dpon(po) (A% pr.(p) + AL pr(p)]

0
5Péo) ~ o=
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+f0°° dp®np(po) [(AF — AR pr(p) + (AP — 2AY)pL(p)]
2
{fo‘p‘ dp®ng(po) [A5Fpr(p) + A pr(p)] }

el ong(po ij
xT&y / apo 25 20) > pa@Pe() I (i), (49)
0 dpo
a,b=T,L
where A%)VT are projectors defined in Eq. (37). In Eq. (49), the polarization vector can be approximated as
€*(0, pon) = (0,0,1,0) + O(«) with |p| < E, ~ my, where we choose y direction as the spin quantization direction.

So A" (peyn) can be approximated as g"” — g#%¢*?. The leading order I* l: (7())‘) is given by

)~ —m [AT (A 0) + AY ()AL ()]

iy A () A5 (), (50)
which is O(m#,). Finally we can estimate

2 -2 2 2
vaa va

—2 o
my, «

—2
my, «

5p) ~ x €~ a’, (51)

where £ = |£,,] is the magnitude of the thermal shear tensor. If we set the parameters’ values as gy = 1, T' =150
MeV, my =1020 MeV, the coupling between the spin alignment and the shear tensor is about a? ~ O(1072). If

we further use £ ~ 0.01, then we obtain 5p(()%) ~ O(10~*), which is much smaller than the contribution from the
coalescence model via strong force fields [26].

B. Vector mesons as resonances

Now we consider the realistic case that vector mesons are resonances so that the coalescence and dissociation
processes can happen. In this case, we have p° > Ej and (p — k)? > 0. The small imaginary numbers in the quark
loop integral become +i(E}) £ pg)e o ie in Ji(p;n1,ne) in Eq. (B4). Therefore, the vector meson’s self-energies read

- 1
on(s) = 0% gz { ~4(~1.2) + 22 1150 1) = 1 (3:0.1)
p2

+—[Jie(p;—1, 1)+ J_(p;—1,1
3o (711 4T s =1 1)
2
+H [J+(p7 17 1) +J- (pa 17 1)]} - g‘Q/I\(/)eSm
g {(85%lpl + 16lpf) Jo(1.2)
1672 [p|? e
—(p" +2p°[p*) [T (p; —1,1) + J_(p; —1, 1)]
—4pg [J4-(p; 1,1) + J-(p; 1, 1)] — 4pop® [+ (p; 0,1) — J—(p; 0, 1)]
4P| [T (p: =1,3) + J- (05~ 1,3)]} = 9§ Lo (52)
where It = (1/2)(6;; — PiD;)14.. Note that the vacuum contributions to real parts of self-energies are canceled by
renormalization. When evaluating imaginary parts, we note that Jy(n1, ng) is real and ImJ is non-zero in the region

p? + 2po By < 2|k||p|, which cannot be satisfied under the quasi-particle approximation with pg > |p| and Ej > [k|.
So the imaginary parts come from ImJ_ (p;nq,ng) within the range —2|k||p| < p? — 2po Ex, < 2|k||p| as

Si(p) = —gv

Emax
ImJ_(p;nl,nQ) :—71-/ dEk(Ejf —mg)(n271)/2E}:}1+1
Emin
1 1
< [awmmrrst ) 2

where i, is the chemical potential of quarks, m, is the quark mass, and Eyay/min 1S

2

P, po [, 4mg
Emax/min = :t§ + ? 1- p2 + mg (54)
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We see that imaginary parts exist only when p? > 4m§. Then the imaginary parts of self-energies read

- 1 p2
Im¥g(p) = —gi‘}mlm J—(p;Ll)—poJ—(p;O,l)JrZJ—(p;—Ll)
—gvImI0y
- 1
Im¥, (p) = —Q%Whn [—(p* +2[p|*p?)J_(p; —1,1) — 4p3J_(p; 1,1)

+4pop® J_(p; 0,1) + 4|p[>J_(p; —1,3)] — gy ImlIy;.. (55)

Note that vacuum contributions are included in imaginary parts of self-energies, which correspond to pair production
and annihilation (dissociation and combination) processes involving on-shell particles in the initial and final states
(the meson, quark and antiquark are all on-shell).

1. Quasi-particle approximation

We take the quasi-particle approximation (QPA) for the vector meson that gy is not very large and the self-energies
are assumed to be small compared with m2,. In this case, the spectral functions in Eq. (38) have narrow peaks around

EI‘,/ . In the region near py = E}Y , we can approximate the self-energies as their on-shell values, i.e., Yoo (p) = ioo (Pon)

and ¥ 1(p) = ) 1 (Pon). Then spectral functions for transverse/longitudinal modes can be approximated as
ole u
pr/L(p) =) () + P (P)
~msgn(po)d [pg — (EY + AE7,1)?] 0 (4m2 — p?)

r
My T/L 0 (p2 - 4m3) , (56)

+ 2
[P§ = (BY + AE70)?]" +miTs,,

where 'y, are widths and AEp,;, are energy shifts for transverse/longitudinal modes approximated as

1 ~
'y =—Im (pon) )
my

T, =L IS (o),

Ip?
AEr :\/ E%, —ReS| (pon) — B,
m? =~
AEL \/ EY - ﬁReEOO (Pon) — E} - (57)

We see in Eq. (56) that p?c;lz (p) denote pole contributions while p}; (p) denote cut contributions.

We plot widths and energy shifts in Fig. 3 as functions of |p| at gy = 1,2. We choose two sets of values for the
strange quark chemical potential and temperature corresponding to the freezeout conditions at /sy ~20 and 200
GeV in heavy-ion collisions [79, 80]: us =~ up/3 ~ 64.5 MeV and T =~ 155.7 MeV (black) and ps = pp/3 ~ 7.4 MeV
and T =~ 158.4 MeV (red). Other parameters are set to gy = 1, my = 1.02 GeV, and mg = 419 MeV. We can check

p%o/lz (p) = 0 for these values of parameters since 4m3 — p? < 0 at the corrected mass-shell p? = m$, — ReX 1 (pon) and

pr=mi — (m3/ Ip|2)ReXg0 (pon) for transverse and longitudinal modes respectively. One can see in Fig. 3 that the
width and energy shift are almost independent of freezeout conditions at the collision energy 20 and 200 GeV.

We find that the I'y/;, and AE7,;, are much smaller than my, which allows us to introduce the following power
counting scheme

AE7L, N Tr/r
By Ey

~e<l, (58)

where we have introduced € as a small power counting parameter. Since I'r and I'f, are positive definite, we expect
that their difference is a second-order contribution AT'/E) = (I'r —T')/E) ~ O(€®), while B} (1/Ty —1/T'1) =
EY (L —T7)/(T7TL) ~ O(1). On the other hand, such a cancellation may not happen for AEp and AEp, because
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Figure 3. The width I" (a,b) and energy shift AE (c,d) for transverse (solid lines) and longitudinal (dashed lines) modes as
functions of |p| at gv = 1 (a,c) and gv = 2 (b,d). Two sets of values are chosen for the s-quark chemical potential and
temperature corresponding to the freezeout conditions at \/syn ~ 20 GeV and 200 GeV: ps = 64.5 MeV, T = 155.7 MeV
(black) and ps = 7.4 MeV and T = 158.4 MeV (red).

they may have different signs. Therefore (AEr — AEL)/E) < O(e) could be a first-order contribution. According to
hydrodynamic simulation of the strong interaction matter in heavy-ion collisions, the thermal shear tensor £ = || is
a small quantity of O(1072), which can be treated as another power counting parameter. With Eq. (56) for spectral
functions, one can prove that the term with the py integral of G2 (z, p) in the denominator of the right-hand-side of
Eq. (45) is of the order fE;//FT/L ~ &/e, while the term with the py integral of G£”(x,p) is O(1). In order for the
linear response theory to work, one has to require £/e < 1.

It is clear that the integrands in Eq. (45) are suppressed by spectral functions in the region of p# far from the
mass-shell. Therefore we can make an approximation by expanding pg in the integrands around the on-shell energy
Ez‘n/ in powers of dpg = pg — Ez‘n/ except spectral functions. To the first order in dpy, the po integral of GL”(p) gives

+00 Foo
[z =2 [T ) (14 8 ) )AL ) (59)

while the pg integral of G2’ (p) from the linear response to the shear tensor gives

400 +oo
/ dpodGY (,p) = 2T&n Y / dpopg™ (p) 5" (p)
0 0

a,b=L,T
8 anB(pon) vy
X [ 14 dpg > |: 15 K (ponvpon) . (60)
< OEY oEYy b

Detailed calculations for the integrand in Eq. (60) are given in Appendix C. The integrals over py in Egs. (59) and
(60) can be completed and the results are listed in Appendix D. Then dpg(p) is calculated by substituting Eqgs. (59)
and (60) into Eq. (45). Up to linear order in € or &, the result reads

Spoo(p) = — 5 [1+ n5(EY )] 1Ly (pon) A% (pon)Co(p)
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Figure 4. The numerical results for 6/)(()%:0) in Eq. (63) for the transverse (left) and parallel (right) configurations in which

the momentum is transverse and parallel to the spin quantization direction z respectively. The results under the quasi-particle
approximation (QPA) using Eq. (61) are shown for comparison.

+£'~/)\Luu(pon)Aljt“u (pon)
g/\Opgn + g'yOpg\n - E]‘)/g—Y)\
2EY

Plapa,
onf on Cl( ) _"_
(E))?

6L (Pon) [ AT (Pon) A7 (Pon) + AT (pon) A7 (Pon) | Ca(P)

&L (Pon) [ AT (on) A (Pon) C1 (P) + AT (hon) A7 (pen) Cr (P) | } + O(e2) (61)

where the dimensionless coefficients are defined as
1+np(E))+T/E) AEr — AEL

X

(Cr(p) — CL(P))]

Co = 1+ np(EY) T ’
EV)? /1 1 EY)? AE, AE
o =Bl (L 1 +nB(EV)(”) L=,
my FT FL p mvT FL FT
o — 4mvEX(FLAET+FTAEL)
27 WBY)2(AEr — AEL)? + mi (T +Dp)?
2EV AE;
P /L
S R 2
Cr/r S (62)

Noting that pgp could deviate from 1/3 due to a nonzero Cy independent of the shear tensor. Such a deviation
arises from the possible difference between spectral functions for transverse and longitudinal modes [81]. In the power
counting scheme, we can check that Cy ~ O(e) and other coefficients C; with ¢ = 1,2, T, L are all O(1). The numerical
results show that Cy ~ O(1073) and other coefficients C; with i = 1,2, T, L are O(10~! ~ 1072) for gy = 1,2. The
dominant term that is proportional to the shear tensor is the C; term, which is controlled by 1/T'r — 1/T'f, for the
current values of gy .

2. Numerical results

In this subsection we will numerically calculate spectral functions and dpgp using Egs. (38) and (55). We will
compare numerical results with the QPA results using Eq. (61). The parameters are set to the same values as in
Subsection VIIB 1. We can express dpgo(p) as

3p00(P) = 0pS5 =" (P) + £, CH (P), (63)



15

0.04 e [ T T T T T
0.02 :
0. 00 :
-0.02 : J-0.02
T } } } } " 1o 02
0.012 ~ _(C33 .
L N
0.008 F = ;S N o.01
7 \
0.004 F - 3 N
, : N 0. 00
0. 000 ’ 3 \\
V4 ~
See——""""4_
-0.004 F ’ I 4-0.01
/7 ~ <
8 ettt bttt bttt 0 07
0.04F ; ' ' } ' .
Transverse
0.02f g,=1 Numerical ]
— gy~1 QPA
0.00F - = - g~=2 Numerical 1
- - - g~2 QPA
70' 02 [ 1 1 1 L 1 I 1 1 1 L 1 ]
0.0 0.5 10 15 20 25 00 05 L0 15 20 25 3.0
Ip| (GeV)

Figure 5. The numerical results for C*” in Eq. (63) for the transverse configuration in which the momentum is perpendicular
to the spin quantization direction z. The results under the quasi-particle approximation (QPA) using Eq. (61) are shown for
comparison.

where C* are dimensionless constants.

The numerical results for ¢ p(()%:o) (p) are shown in Fig. 4. The QPA results using Eq. (61) are shown for comparison.
We choose two configurations for the mometum direction with respect to the spin quantization one: transverse or
parallel configuration. The analytic results using Eq. (61) are also shown for comparison. The results of the

configuration with an arbitrary angle are between these two limits. We see that the magnitude of 6,0(()%:0) (p) is about
1073 for the values of parameters we choose.

The numerical results for the tensor coefficient C*”(p) are shown in Figs. 5 and 6 for transverse and parallel
configurations respectively. The QPA results using Eq. (61) are shown for comparison. We see that the magnitude of
CH(p) is about 1072 ~ 1073 for the values of parameters we choose, which is consistent with the result of Ref. [17]
in the order of magnitude.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We study thermal medium effects for the spin alignment of vector mesons from the meson-quark interaction in
the thermalized QGP, in which quarks, antiquarks and vector mesons are assumed to be thermalized. Quarks and
antiquarks are also assumed to be unpolarized. We calculate the retarded self-energy of the vector meson from
the quark loop. The spectral function can be obtained from the retarded two-point Green’s function including
the contribution of the retarded self-energy. Other types of two-point Green’s functions with interaction can all be
expressed in spectral functions. Then we calculate the linear response of the two-point Green’s function to the thermal
shear tensor using the Kubo formula, which provides a correction to the Green’s function. Such an effect is caused
by interaction.
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Figure 6. The numerical results for C*" in Eq. (63) for parallel directions of the spin quantization and momentum. The spin
quantization is chosen to be in the z direction. The results under the quasi-particle approximation (QPA) using Eq. (61) are
shown for comparison.

Finally the correction to pgy can be expressed in terms of spectral functions through one-loop self-energies. In order
to obtain an analytical formula for the correction to pgg, we take the quasi-particle approximation: (a) the energy
shifts and widths from real and imaginary parts of self-energies are much smaller than energies of vector mesons; (b)
the difference between widths for transverse and longitudinal modes is much smaller than widths themselves. This
approximation is supported by numerical results with the parameters we have chosen. Under this approximation we
derive an analytical formula for the correction to pyg to the linear order in the expansion parameter in terms of energy
shifts and widths. The numerical results show that dimensionless coefficients of the thermal shear tensor are presented
as functions of scalar momentum with the magnitude of O(10=2 ~ 10~2) for the chosen values of quark-meson coupling
constant. The magnitude of the contribution from the thermal shear tensor to pg is then O(107* ~ 107°) if the
thermal shear tensor is O(1072).

Our results are based the one-loop self-energy with meson-quark interaction in the QGP. One can also consider
other interactions, such as prm or K K couplings, in the nuclear matter [31-83].
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Appendix A: Quark propagators
The propagators for unpolarized quarks at the leading order are given by
SES@p) = ey +moas
x {80 — Ep) f55(Ey) +6(po + By) [1 = i0(B)|
S0 (x,p) = (p~v+mq)aﬁElp

< {00 = By) [1 = SED ()] — 600 + By) 0 (By) }

(0)F B i(p'7+mq)a5 T
Saﬁ (%p) - pg _m3+i€ Ep(p 7+mq)a5
X [5(130 - Ep)fz(«:;)) (Ep) +d(po + Ep)f}?_D) (Ep)} )
(0)A _ip-y tmg)as
Saﬂ (SE,p) - pg _mg —Z.poﬁ’
R ip-v+mg)a
SO (w,p) = HLAL Ma)as (A1)

. b
P2 —m2 + ipoe
where € is a small positive number, m, = mgz is the quark mass, and

1

= A2
exp (BEx — Bug/g) + 17 (A2)

firp(Br)

are Fermi-Dirac distributions for quarks/antiquarks as functions of the energy Ey, = ,/|k|? + m?I and chemical poten-
tials pq/q-

Appendix B: Retarded self-energy

We evaluate the retarded self-energy in Eq. (26) using quark propagators in (Al). The result reads

) - o [ (jfylm S (k) Sk — p)] — Te (175 (k)7 S (k — p)]}

4
= —g%/%ﬂ{v”(/ﬂ-wm)v” [(k=p)-v+m]}

]

X(k_p)Q —m? —i(ko — po)e
XElk {6(k0 - Ek)fl(:JB(Ek) + 0(ko + Ek)fl(v_D)(Ek)}

+(p <+ v,p— —p,e = —¢€)

d'k 3
%/Wﬂ{w Ay m (k= p) -y + my}
o 7 7 _ 2
k? —mZ +ie (k—p)* —m2+ie EpEp

S(k° + ER)S(K° — p° — Ey_,)
. 1 na na . v
= _ZQ\Q/R(ZIi + Ié ) - Zg\Z/I\lzlacv (Bl)

where I, IF” and 1M are defined as

v Ly 1L -
1 = [ g (A5 + 138
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1 1 )
- + y s
_(kon +P)2 - m2 + Z(Ek +p0)6 (kon - p)2 - m2 - Z(Ek - po)ﬁ_

v 1 v v v -
B = [ e kR — 0 (o Fon)) [ (B0 + 1 ()

1 1

— B2
X Ghon + ) =02+ i(Br + po)e  Uhon — )% — m? — i(Ex — po)e) (B2)
[ d% )
R = i [ G T ey gy (= )y )
O P ! LT S0 4 ES(E® — ° — By ) (B3)
| k2 —m2 +ie (k—p)? —m+ie EpFEp, 4§ p k=p) o

where k¥, = (Ej, k) is an on-shell momentum for the quark or anti-quark. The tensors I}" and I5" can be expressed
in special functions Jy (p;ni,ne) and Jo(ny,ng) defined as

Tetpmms) = [ dik] BRI (76 () + (8]
0

o p® £ 2po By + 2|k||p| + i(Ey £ po)e
p? £ 2poEx — 2|k||p| £ i(Ex £ po)e’

Bonna) = [ B 700 + £ 0] (B4)

We now evaluate each element of I}" separately. The result for I{° is

00
Il

1
2r [[AkiPEL [ + F2(ED)] [ deost
-1

1
X
[PQ + 2po By — 2|Kk||p| cos @ + i(Ex + po)e

1
+ -
p? — 2poEx + 2|K||p| cos 0 — i(Ex — po)e]

= w1 1)+ T (1. 1). (B5)

In evaluating 1%, we decompose the vector k into the component parallel and perpendicular to p as k = p(k-p) +kr
with kr - p = 0. The integral over the component perpendicular to p vanishes. The result for I?? is

[0 = 0 = 27rf>i/d|k|désin9<zos€|k|3 D) + £ (B

1
X
% + 2poE), — 2|Kk||p| cos 6 + i(Ey + po)e

1
+ -
p? — 2po Bk + 2|k||p| cos 8 — i(Fk po)e}

2
LY/ ZEN
= Wpi [J+<p§07 1) - J,(p;()7 1)]
™ ~
+ﬁpi 4 (03 1,1) + J-(p; 1, 1) (B6)

To evaluate I/, we notice that it is symmetric in ¢ and 5, so we can decomposes it into components proportional to
IA)iIA)j and 57J — IA)Zf)J using

A 1 R
kik; — pipj(k-p) + §k2T(5ij —DiPj)- (B7)

Then we obtain the result for I¥ as

L 1
7 = 27Tpipj/d|k| E—k|k|4
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/dHSmQCOS 0 [ (Ek) + fFD(Ek)}

1
x
L‘ﬁ +2poEy — 2k - p +i(Ek + po)e

1
+ -
p? —2poEy + 2k - p — Z(Ek — PO)J
(6 — Diby) / ] [k’

X /d@sin@sinQQ{ ;{B(Ek) +f1(73(Ek):|

1
X
[pz +2poEr — 2k - p 4+ i(Ex + po)e

1
+ -
p? —2poEx + 2k - p — i(Ey — po)J
A T
= pipjw{—8p2|p|Jo(—1,2)+p4 [Ji(p;—1,1) 4+ J_(p; —1,1)]

+4p3 [J4(p;1,1) + J_(p; 1, 1)] + 4pop® [J+ (p; 0,1) — J_(p; 0,1)] }
n A iy
+(dij — pipj)w {8p°|p|Jo(—1,2) — p* [J4(p; —1,1) + J_(p; —1,1)]

—A4pg [T+ (p; 1,1) + J_(p; 1,1)] — dpop” [J4(p; 0,1) — J_(p; 0,1)]

+4lp| [J4(p; —1,3) + J-(p; —1,3)]} . (BS)
In Egs. (B5), (B6) and (B8) we have express the result of I1"” in terms of special functions Ju (p; n1,n2) and Jo(n1, n2)
in Eq. (B4).
The derivation of 14" is similar and straightforward. Here we just list the result as follows
I = —4mJo(~1,2) + %% 4 (0:0,1) = T (90, 1)]
7Tp
2‘ ‘ [J+( 1)+J_(p7—171)]7
= 1= —4wf>ip—°Jo( 1)+ 5P (1, 1) 4 T (1, 1)

2
(1+‘ ‘2) l[‘]-‘r(pvoal)*‘]—(pvoal)]a

27 |p?

7Tp2

Iy = PiP; {—47TJ0(—1, 2) + 27p| [J(p;—1,1) + J-(p; —1,1)]

+27r% [J4+(p;0,1) — J_(p; 0, 1)]}

+(3ij — Diby) {47rJo<—1, 2) = 5 1oy e =1 1) + T i1, 1)]} . (B9)

Using the results for elements of 11" and IY”, we obtain the elements of 211" + I} in Eq. (B1),

21 + 10 = —4nJy(—1, 2)+27r|p| [J+(p;1,1) 4+ J_(p; 1,1)]
+2W% [J4(p;0,1) = J_(p; 0,1)]
;]p'm( L)+ (s —1,1)],
210 + 1Y = p |p°|(2190+1 )
P

2
.. .. N N p
217 + 1) = ijﬁ@ﬁ”*'fgo)
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A i
+(0i; — Pipj)m {80 + IpI*)Ip|Jo(—1,2)

—p?(p§ + [PI?) [ (p; —1,1) + J_(p; —1,1)]

—4pp [J+(p; 1,1) + J_(p; 1,1)]

—4pop® [J4(p;0,1) — J_(p; 0,1)]

+4|p|* [J4 (5 —1,3) + J-(p; —1,3)]} . (B10)

The vacuum contribution /%% for p° > 0 can be evaluated by dimensional regularization as

v - d4k v
=i [ T ey g (= p) -y )
y ) )
k% —m2 +ie (k—p)? —m2 +ie

1 1
—( PV 2 oV d 1—
(9" p° —p"p )2772/0 zx(l - z)

X % —log(—x(1 — x)p* + mZ — i0") — v + log(4m) + O(e)}

1 1
2 v
=p° AP — dxx(l —
D 27r2/0 xx( x)

[2
o b log |[-z(1 — z)p” + mgl — v+ log(4m) + (’)(e)}

1 1
+ Z'pQA’“’2—2/ dzz(1 — z)m0 [z(1 — z)p* — mi] , (B11)
™ Jo
where € = 4—d (d is an arbitrary space-time dimension in regularization) and v ~ 0.5772. Here the term proportional

to delta functions in ¥ is vanishing. The real part of I/Y. can be canceled by introducing a renormalization term

with the condition Rel” (p?> = m3,) = 0. The imaginary part I/ is nonzero when y/p? > 2m, and contributes to

vac vac

the spectral density. This corresponds to pair production or annihilation processes.

Appendix C: Expansion of part of integrand in Eq. (44) at mass-shell

In this appendix, we will expand py around E}‘,/ in powers of dpg for the integrand in the second term of Eq. (44)
except spectral functions. The integrand can be written as

on v
qu'yk — Mpa(p>pb(p)lgb ’Y)\(pvp)

dpo
0 anB(pon) vyA
= pa(p)ps(p) <1+5po ) { I (Pons Pon) (C1)
OEY OPon b

where a summation over a,b = L,T is implied.

First we expand I;‘g’ﬂ (p,p) in (43) at po = E;/. We can express pt = pt + 6pogh®, where dpy = po — EZ‘,/. We note
that A% (p) does not depend on py, but A%”(p) = A*(p) — A" (p) depends on py through A#”. Then to the first
order in dpg they can be expanded as

A7’ (p) =AT (Pon),

Qv uv 2EI‘7/ wo v 1 w0 v 0
A (p) ~A (pon) + m4 p011p0115p0 - m2 (pong +p0ng )6p07
1% 1%
124 pv 2E;/ wo v 1 w0 v 0
AL (p) zAL (pon) + m4 ponpon(spo - m2 (pong + Pond )6])0 (02)
14 14

Then Ié‘é”’)‘(p,p) can be expanded to the leading order in dpg as

1% (p, p) =2p T AY (D) AL (p)



+ (0 = md) [AT DAL B) + A ()AL ()]

— 9950 (0" — M) AL (D) AL (),
pompon) :2ponponAZ,a(pon)AZa(pOn)7
Ly (0. p) R200,03 A (D)
+2(Pong™ + Pg™’ — B} 97)0po A (p)
+ 2} dpo | A () 4 (p) + AY () A4 (p >] :

A
Loy

M (p, p) ~2E) dpo [A%” () A5 (Pon) + AY (9) AL (on ]
157 (b, p) ~2E 090 | A (pon) M (0) + A3 (pon) 47 (1)

A EY
I p,p) =2p0,p0n AL (on) + 4m%p§np3npﬁnp5n5po

1
—2— 2 ponpon (pongyo + pong )5p0

+ 2(pon970 + 009" — EY ) 0po ALY (pon)

+ 2B 090 | A7 (Do) A (pon) + Y (pon) A (on) | -

The function dnp(pg)/Opo is expanded to the first order in dpy as

Onp(po) NanB(EX) 9*np(Ey) 2

anB( V) [1+nB(EV)]
+ 52713(]17;/) [1+np(EY)] [1+ 2n5(E))] 6po,

To the first order in dpg, the integrand is expanded as

v ong(EY) .,
s = pa(p)pb(p)angb " (Dons Pon)
GnB( V v v
= 2 c>>\n gnW {A” Pon)PL( )+ A% (Pon) [PQT(P) - PZL(p)]}7
v
vy (E )
IﬁLz) = 2pc>>\npon 82EV 5100

X { A" (pon)p7.(p) + AL (pon) [p7(P) — p7.(P)] }

onp(Ey) 0 V. A\ A BV
anVp {(P2a9"° + p2g™° — EY gAY (p)

B (A7 0)aR 1) + 2 )ak ()]}

A
9EY 2m%vponp3np5np§n

+25p0 % (p)

+25p0p%.(p)

1
fmfgpénpzn (09" + D5ng"") + A (pon) (0on9™° + p1ag™ — EY g)
1%

FEY [ A7 (pon) A (pon) + A3 (pon) A" ()|}
8713 (EX)
oEY
+ A (P)A (pon) + A (P)AY (pen)|

+2E, dpopr(p)pr(p)

{A}V (p) AZA (Pon) + A%” () AIZ’Y (Pon)
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(C3)

(C5)

(C6)
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Appendix D: Integrals for spectral functions

The integrals in Eqgs. (59) and (60) are given as follows

> e AEL/T 2
dpoprr(p) ~ (1— )+O<e>
/0 L/T 2BV EY
o0

7TAEL T
/ dpodpopr/T(p) =~ 5 EV/ + O(é%)
0 P

%0 71' AE
/O dpopy jr(p) & oo (1— EL/T> +0(e)

4EpmVFL/T )

WAEL/T

dpodpop? ;1(p) ~ ——L— + O(e
| dvoimrt a) ~ 000

T mv(FLAET + PTAEL)
2Ep [4E§(AE[, — AET)2 + m%/(l"T + FL)g]

+ O(e) (D1)

Q

/o h dpodpoprL(p)pr(p)
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