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The first evidence of spin alignment of vector mesons (K�0 and ϕ) in heavy-ion collisions at the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) is reported. The spin density matrix element ρ00 is measured at midrapidity
(jyj < 0.5) in Pb-Pb collisions at a center-of-mass energy (

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p

) of 2.76 TeV with the ALICE detector. ρ00
values are found to be less than 1=3 (1=3 implies no spin alignment) at low transverse momentum
(pT < 2 GeV=c) for K�0 and ϕ at a level of 3σ and 2σ, respectively. No significant spin alignment is
observed for the K0

S meson (spin ¼ 0) in Pb-Pb collisions and for the vector mesons in pp collisions. The
measured spin alignment is unexpectedly large but qualitatively consistent with the expectation from
models which attribute it to a polarization of quarks in the presence of angular momentum in heavy-ion
collisions and a subsequent hadronization by the process of recombination.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301

Ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions create a system of
deconfined quarks and gluons, called the quark-gluon
plasma (QGP) [1–3] and provide the opportunity to study
its properties. In collisions with nonzero impact parameter,
a large angular momentum of Oð107Þℏ [4] and magnetic
field of Oð1014Þ T [5] are also expected. While the
magnetic field is short lived (a few fm=c), the angular
momentum is conserved and could affect the system
throughout its evolution. Experimental observables like
correlations in azimuthal angle [6,7] could be used to study
the influence of these initial conditions on the properties
and the dynamical evolution of the QGP and its subsequent
hadronization.
Spin-orbit interactions have wide observable conse-

quences in several branches of physics [8–10]. In the
presence of a large angular momentum, the spin-orbit
coupling of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) could lead
to a polarization of quarks followed by a net-polarization of
vector mesons (K�0 and ϕ) [11–15] along the direction of
the angular momentum.
The spin state of a vector meson is described by a 3 × 3

Hermitian spin-density matrix [15]. Its trace is 1 and ρ11
and ρ−1−1 cannot be measured separately in two-body
decays to pseudoscalar mesons. Consequently, there is only
one independent diagonal element, ρ00. The elements of the
spin-density matrix can be studied by measuring the

angular distributions of the decay products of vector
mesons with respect to a quantization axis. Here two
different quantization axes are used: (i) a vector
perpendicular to the production plane (PP) of the vector
meson and (ii) the normal to the reaction plane (RP) of the
system. The PP is defined by the flight direction of the
vector meson and the beam direction.
The spin-density matrix element ρ00 is determined from

the distribution of the angle θ� between the kaon decay
daughter and the quantization axis in the decay rest frame
[16,17],

dN
d cos θ�

∝ ½1 − ρ00 þ cos2θ�ð3ρ00 − 1Þ�: ð1Þ

ρ00 is 1=3 in the absence of spin alignment and the angular
distribution in Eq. (1) is uniform. The experimental
signature of spin alignment is a nonuniform angular
distribution (ρ00 ≠ 1=3).
The direction of the angular momentum in noncentral

heavy-ion collisions is perpendicular to the reaction plane
(subtended by the beam axis and impact parameter) [12].
The spin-orbit interaction is expected to lead to spin
alignment with respect to the RP. The reaction plane
orientation cannot be measured directly, but is estimated
from the final state distributions of particles. This exper-
imentally measured plane is called the event plane (EP)
[18]. The deviation of the EP with respect to the RP is
corrected using the EP resolution (R) and observed
ρobs00 [19],

ρ00 ¼
1

3
þ
�

ρobs00 −
1

3

�

4

1þ 3R
: ð2Þ
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There are specific qualitative predictions for the spin
alignment effect [13]: (a) ρ00 > 1=3 if the hadronization
of a polarized parton proceeds via fragmentation and less
than 1=3 for hadronization via recombination, (b) ρ00 is
expected to have a smaller deviation from 1=3 for both
central (impact parameter ≲3 fm) and peripheral (impact
parameter ≳11 fm) heavy-ion collisions, and a maximum
deviation for mid-central collisions, where the angular
momentum is also maximal, (c) the ρ00 value is expected
to have maximum deviation from 1=3 at low pT and reach
the value of 1=3 at high pT in the recombination scenario,
and (d) the effect is expected to be larger for K�0 compared
to ϕ due to their constituent quark composition. The initial
large magnetic field might also affect the ρ00 values [15].
This leads to ρ00 > 1=3 for neutral and ρ00 < 1=3 for
charged vector mesons. Hence magnetic field and angular
momentum could have opposite effects on electrically
neutral K�0, ϕ. All of these features are probed for K�0
and ϕ mesons in Pb-Pb collisions presented in this Letter.
As a cross check, a control measurement is carried out
using pp collisions, which do not possess large initial
angular momentum, and the same analysis is done in Pb-Pb
collisions for K0

S meson, which has zero spin. In addition,
the measurements are carried out by randomizing the
directions of the event (RNDEP) and production planes.
The analyses are carried out using 43 million minimum

bias pp collisions at
ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 13 TeV, taken in 2015 and

14 million minimum bias Pb-Pb collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV, collected in 2010. The minimum bias
event selection in Pb-Pb collisions require at least one hit in
any of V0A, V0C, and silicon pixel detectors while in pp
collisions at least one hit in both V0A and V0C is required.
The events are further required to have a primary vertex
position within �10 cm of the detector center along the
beam axis. The events were classified by collision central-
ity classes based on the amplitude measured in the V0
counters [20]. The measurements are performed at mid-
rapidity (jyj < 0.5) as a function of pT and are reported for
pp collisions as well as for different centrality classes in
Pb-Pb collisions. The K0

S analysis is performed only for Pb-
Pb collisions in the 20–40% centrality class which corre-
sponds to the top 20–40% of V0 amplitude distribution.
The details of the ALICE detector, trigger conditions,
centrality selection, and second order event plane estima-
tion using the V0 detectors at forward rapidity, can be
found in [20–23]. The K�0 and ϕ candidates are recon-
structed via their decays into charged Kπ and KK pairs,
respectively, while theK0

S is reconstructed via its decay into
two charged pions. The time projection chamber (TPC)
[24] and time-of-flight (TOF) detector [25] are used to
identify the decay products of these mesons via specific
ionization energy loss and time-of-flight measurements,
respectively. The K�0 and ϕ yields are determined via the
invariant mass technique [26–28]. The background coming
from combinatorial pairs and misidentified particles is

removed by constructing the invariant mass distribution
from so-called mixed events for the K�0 and ϕ [26,27]. The
combinatorial background for the K0

S candidates is signifi-
cantly reduced by selecting the distinctive V-shaped decay
topology [28].
The invariant mass distributions are fitted with a Breit-

Wigner and Voigtian (convolution of Breit-Wigner and
Gaussian distributions) function for the K�0 and ϕ signals,
respectively, along with a second-order polynomial that
describes the residual background [26,27]. Extracted
yields are then corrected for the reconstruction efficiency
and acceptance in each cos θ� and pT bin [26,27]. The
reconstruction efficiency is determined from Monte Carlo
simulations of the ALICE detector response based on
GEANT3 simulation [26,27]. The signal extraction proce-
dures for the vector mesons and K0

S are identical to those
used in earlier publications reporting the pT distribution of
the mesons [26–28]. The mass peak positions and widths of
the resonances across all the cos θ� bins for various pT
intervals in pp collisions and in different centrality classes
of Pb-Pb collisions are consistent with those obtained from
earlier analyses [26–28] and no significant dependence on
cos θ� is seen. The resulting efficiency and acceptance
corrected dN=d cos θ� distributions for selected pT inter-
vals in minimum bias pp collisions and in 10–50% central
Pb-Pb collisions are shown in Fig. 1. These distributions
are fitted with the functional form given in Eq. (1) to
determine ρ00 for each pT bin in pp and Pb-Pb collisions.
For the EP results, the resolution values R are 0.71, 0.53,
0.72, 0.66, and 0.40 for 10–50%, 0–10%, 10–30%,
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FIG. 1. Angular distribution of the decay daughter in the rest
frame of the meson with respect to the quantization axis at jyj <
0.5 for pp collisions at

ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 13 TeV and Pb-Pb collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV. Panels (a) and (b) show results for K�0 and ϕ
with respect to EP and PP. Panel (c) is the results for vector
mesons in pp collisions with respect to PP.
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30–50%, and 50–80% collision centralities, respec-
tively [29].
There are three main sources of systematic uncertainties

in the measurements of the angular distribution of vector
meson decays. (i) Meson yield extraction: this contribution
is estimated by varying the fit ranges for the yield
extraction, the normalization range for the signalþ
background and background invariant mass distributions,
the procedure to integrate the signal function to get the
yields, and by leaving the width of the resonance peak free
or keeping it fixed to the PDG value as discussed in
Refs. [26,27]. The uncertainties for ρ00 is at a level of
12(8)% at the lowest pT and decrease with pT to 4(3)% at
the highest pT studied for the K�0ðϕÞ. (ii) Track selection:
this contribution includes variations of the selection on the
distance of closest approach to the collision vertex, the
number of crossed pad rows in the TPC [24], the ratio of
found clusters to the expected clusters, and the quality of
the track fit. The systematic uncertainties for ρ00 are
14(6)% at the lowest pT and about 11(5)% at the highest
pT for K�0ðϕÞ. (iii) Particle identification: this is evaluated
by varying the particle identification criteria related to the
TPC and TOF detectors. The corresponding uncertainty is
5(3)% at the lowest pT and about 4(4.5)% at the highest pT

studied for K�0ðϕÞ. Systematic uncertainties due to differ-
ent variations are considered as uncorrelated and the total
systematic uncertainty on ρ00 is obtained by adding all the
contributions in quadrature. Several consistency checks are
carried out and details can be found in the Supplemental
Material [17]. The final measurement is reported for the
average yield of particles (K�0) and antiparticles (K̄�0) as
results for K�0 and K̄�0 were consistent.
Figure 2 shows the measured ρ00 as a function of pT for

K�0 and ϕ mesons in pp collisions and Pb-Pb collisions,
along with the measurements for K0

S in Pb-Pb collisions. In
mid-central (10–50%) Pb-Pb collisions, ρ00 is below 1=3 at
the lowest measured pT and increases to 1=3 within
uncertainties for pT > 2 GeV=c. At low pT, the central
value of ρ00 is smaller for K�0 than for ϕ, although the
results are compatible within uncertainties. In pp colli-
sions, ρ00 is independent of pT and equal to 1=3 within
uncertainties. For the spin zero hadron K0

S, ρ00 is consistent
with 1=3 within uncertainties in Pb-Pb collisions. The
results with random event plane directions are also com-
patible with no spin alignment for the studied pT range,
except for the smallest pT bin, where ρ00 less than 1=3 but
still larger than for EP and PP measurements. The results
for the random production plane (the momentum vector
direction of each vector meson is randomized) are similar to
RNDEP measurements. These results indicate that a spin
alignment is present at lower pT, which is a qualitatively
consistent with predictions [13].
Figure 3 shows ρ00 forK�0 and ϕmesons as a function of

average number of participating nucleons (hNparti) [20,22]
for Pb-Pb collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV. Large hNparti

correspond to central collisions and small hNparti corre-
spond to peripheral collisions (see Table I of the
Supplemental Material [17]). In the lowest pT range, ρ00
shows maximum deviation from 1=3 for intermediate
centrality and approaches 1=3 for both central and periph-
eral collisions. This centrality dependence is qualitatively
consistent with the dependence of the initial angular
momentum on impact parameter in heavy-ion collisions
[4]. At higher pT, ρ00 is consistent with 1=3 for all
centrality classes. For the low-pT measurements in 10–
30% (20–40% for ϕ meson with respect to PP) mid-central
Pb-Pb collisions, the maximum deviations of ρ00 from 1=3
with respect to the PP (EP) are 3.2 (2.6) σ and 2.1 (1.9) σ for
K�0 and ϕ mesons, respectively. The errors (σ) are
calculated by adding statistical and systematic uncertainties
in quadrature.
The relation between the ρ00 values with respect to

different quantization axes can be expressed using Eq. (2)
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FIG. 2. Transverse momentum dependence of ρ00 for K�0, ϕ,
and K0

S mesons at jyj < 0.5 in Pb-Pb collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼

2.76 TeV and minimum bias pp collisions at
ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 13 TeV.

Results are shown for spin alignment with respect to the event
plane [panels (a),(b)], production plane [(c),(d)], and random
event plane [(e),(f)] for K�0 (left column) and ϕ (right column).
The statistical and systematic uncertainties are shown as bars and
boxes, respectively.
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and calculating the corresponding factor R. This gives
Δρ00ðRNDEPÞ ¼ Δρ00ðEPÞ × 1

4
(R ¼ 0 for random plane)

andΔρ00ðPPÞ ¼ Δρ00ðEPÞ × ð1þ 3v2Þ=4 (R ¼ v2 for pro-
duction plane, where v2 is the second Fourier coefficient of
the azimuthal distribution of produced particles relative to
the event plane angle). Here Δρ00 ¼ ρ00-1=3. This is
further confirmed using a toy model simulation with the
PYTHIA 8.2 event generator [30] by incorporating v2 and
spin alignment (see the Supplemental Material [17] for
further details).
In the past, spin alignment measurements in eþe−

[31–33], hadron-proton [34] and nucleon-nucleus colli-
sions [35] were carried out to understand the role of spin in
the dynamics of particle production, finding ρ00 > 1=3 and
off-diagonal elements close to zero with respect to the PP.
For pp collisions at

ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 13 TeV, we find ρ00 ∼ 1=3

within the studied pT range (see Fig. 2). New preliminary
results from RHIC have found deviations of ρ00 from 1=3
indicating spin alignment for vector mesons at lower

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p

[36,37]. The ρ00 for ϕ mesons in mid-central Pb-Pb
collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV is less than 1=3 while

the preliminary finding for mid-central Au-Au collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 200 GeV is ρ00 greater than 1=3. The ρ00 > 1=3
for ϕ mesons has been interpreted as evidence for a
coherent ϕ meson field [38]. Similar conclusions cannot
be easily applied to K�0 as it consists of valence quarks of
unequal mass (s and d̄), which makes it impossible to
separate the effects of vorticity and due to electromangetic
and mesonic fields. Significant polarization of Λ baryons
(spin ¼ 1=2) was reported at low RHIC energies. The
polarization is found to decrease with increasing

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p

[39,40]. At the LHC, the global polarization for Λ baryon is
compatible with zero within uncertainties [PΛð%Þ ¼
0.01� 0.06� 0.03] [41]. The spin alignment for vector
mesons in heavy ion collisions could have contributions
from angular momentum [12,13], electromagnetic fields
[15] and mesonic fields [38]. While no quantitative
theoretical calculation for vector meson polarization at
LHC energies exists, the expected order of magnitude can
be estimated and the measurements for vector mesons and
hyperons can be related in a model dependent way.
Considering only the angular momentum contribution
and recombination as the process of hadronization [13],
the ρ00 of vector mesons are related to quark polarization as
ρ00 ¼ ð1 − PqPq̄Þ=ð3þ PqPq̄Þ where Pq and Pq̄ are quark
and antiquark polarization, respectively. Assuming Pu ¼
Pū ¼ Pd ¼ Pd̄ and Ps ¼ Ps̄, the measured pT integrated
ρ00 values for K�0 and ϕ mesons in 10–50% Pb-Pb colli-
sions could translate to light quark polarization of ∼0.8 and
strange quark polarization of ∼0.2. Using a thermal and
nonrelativistic approach as discussed in [42], vorticity (ω)
and temperature (T) are related to ρ00 and vector
meson polarization (PV) as ρ00 ≃ 1

3
f1 − ½ðω=TÞ2=3�g and

PV ≃ ð2ω=3TÞ, respectively. Also in this approach, the
measured ρ00 for K�0 would correspond to K�0 polarization
of ∼0.6 and the ρ00 for ϕ mesons would give ϕ meson
polarization of ∼0.3.
In the recombination model, Λ polarization depends

linearly on quark polarization whereas vector meson
polarization depends quadratically on it. One would there-
fore expect the polarization for K�0 to be of the same order
or smaller than the one measured for theΛ at LHC [41], i.e.,
vanishing small [Oð0.01%Þ] rather than order 1. The large
effect observed for the ρ00 in mid-central Pb-Pb collisions
at low pT is therefore puzzling. This result should stimulate
further theoretical work in order to study which effects
could make such a huge difference between Λ and K�0
polarization. Possible reasons may include the transfer of
the quark polarization to the hadrons (baryon vs meson),
details of the hadronization mechanism (recombination vs
fragmentation), rescattering, regeneration, and possibly the
lifetime and mass of the relevant hadron. Moreover, the
vector mesons are predominantly directly produced
whereas the hyperons have large contributions from res-
onance decays.
In conclusion, for the first time, evidence has been found

for a significant spin alignment of vector mesons in heavy-
ion collisions. The effect is strongest at low pT with respect
to a vector perpendicular to the reaction plane and for mid-
central (10–50%) collisions. These observations are quali-
tatively consistent with expectations from the effect of large
initial angular momentum in noncentral heavy-ion colli-
sions, which leads to quark polarization via spin-orbit
coupling, subsequently transferred to hadronic degrees of
freedom by hadronization via recombination. However, the
measured spin alignment is surprisingly large compared to
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the polarization measured for Λ hyperons where, in
addition, a strong decrease in polarization with

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p

is
observed. In future measurements, the difference in the
polarization of K�� and K�o, due to their difference in
magnetic moment, would be directly sensitive to the effect
of the large initial magnetic field produced in heavy-ion
collisions.
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des Particules (IN2P3) and Centre National de la Recherche
Scientifique (CNRS) and Région des Pays de la Loire,
France; Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung
(BMBF) and GSI Helmholtzzentrum für
Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Germany; General
Secretariat for Research and Technology, Ministry of
Education, Research and Religions, Greece; National
Research, Development and Innovation Office, Hungary;
Department of Atomic Energy Government of India
(DAE), Department of Science and Technology,
Government of India (DST), University Grants
Commission, Government of India (UGC) and Council
of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR), India;

Indonesian Institute of Science, Indonesia; Centro Fermi
—Museo Storico della Fisica e Centro Studi e Ricerche
Enrico Fermi and Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare
(INFN), Italy; Institute for Innovative Science and
Technology, Nagasaki Institute of Applied Science
(IIST), Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports,
Science and Technology (MEXT) and Japan Society for the
Promotion of Science (JSPS) KAKENHI, Japan; Consejo
Nacional de Ciencia (CONACYT) y Tecnología, through
Fondo de Cooperación Internacional en Ciencia y
Tecnología (FONCICYT) and Dirección General de
Asuntos del Personal Academico (DGAPA), Mexico;
Nederlandse Organisatie voor Wetenschappelijk
Onderzoek (NWO), Netherlands; The Research Council
of Norway, Norway; Commission on Science and
Technology for Sustainable Development in the South
(COMSATS), Pakistan; Pontificia Universidad Católica
del Perú, Peru; Ministry of Science and Higher
Education and National Science Centre, Poland; Korea
Institute of Science and Technology Information and
National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF), Republic
of Korea; Ministry of Education and Scientific Research,
Institute of Atomic Physics and Ministry of Research and
Innovation and Institute of Atomic Physics, Romania; Joint
Institute for Nuclear Research (JINR), Ministry of
Education and Science of the Russian Federation,
National Research Centre Kurchatov Institute, Russian
Science Foundation and Russian Foundation for Basic
Research, Russia; Ministry of Education, Science,
Research and Sport of the Slovak Republic, Slovakia;
National Research Foundation of South Africa, South
Africa; Swedish Research Council (VR) and Knut &
Alice Wallenberg Foundation (KAW), Sweden; European
Organization for Nuclear Research, Switzerland; Suranaree
University of Technology (SUT), National Science and
Technology Development Agency (NSDTA) and Office of
the Higher Education Commission under NRU project of
Thailand, Thailand; Turkish Atomic Energy Agency
(TAEK), Turkey; National Academy of Sciences of
Ukraine, Ukraine; Science and Technology Facilities
Council (STFC), United Kingdom; National Science
Foundation of the United States of America (NSF) and
United States Department of Energy, Office of Nuclear
Physics (DOE NP), United States of America.

[1] J. Adams et al. (STAR Collaboration), Experimental and
theoretical challenges in the search for the quark gluon
plasma: The STAR Collaboration’s critical assessment of
the evidence from RHIC collisions, Nucl. Phys. A757, 102
(2005).

[2] M. Gyulassy and L. McLerran, New forms of QCD matter
discovered at RHIC, Nucl. Phys. A750, 30 (2005).

[3] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger, K. Redlich, and J.
Stachel, Decoding the phase structure of QCD via particle

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 125, 012301 (2020)

012301-5

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.10.034


production at high energy, Nature (London) 561, 321
(2018).

[4] F. Becattini, F. Piccinini, and J. Rizzo, Angular momentum
conservation in heavy ion collisions at very high energy,
Phys. Rev. C 77, 024906 (2008).

[5] D. E. Kharzeev, L. D. McLerran, and H. J. Warringa, The
effects of topological charge change in heavy ion collisions:
’Event by event P and CP violation’, Nucl. Phys.A803, 227
(2008).

[6] R. J. Fries, G. Chen, and S. Somanathan, Initial Angular
Momentum and Flow in High Energy Nuclear Collisions,
Phys. Rev. C 97, 034903 (2018).

[7] V. Voronyuk, V. D. Toneev, W. Cassing, E. L. Bratkovskaya,
V. P. Konchakovski, and S. A. Voloshin, Electromagnetic
field evolution in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys.
Rev. C 83, 054911 (2011).

[8] J. D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics, 3rd ed. (Wiley,
New York, 1982), Secs. 11–8 and 11–11.

[9] V. B. Berestetskii, E. M. Lifshitz, and L. P. Pitaevskii,
Quantum Electrodynamics, Volume 4 of Course of Theo-
retical Physics, 2nd ed. (Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford,
1982).

[10] M. G. Mayer, On closed shells in nuclei. II, Phys. Rev. 75,
1969 (1949).

[11] S. A. Voloshin, Polarized secondary particles in unpolarized
high energy hadron-hadron collisions?, arXiv:nucl-th/
0410089.

[12] Z.-T. Liang and X.-N. Wang, Globally Polarized Quark-
Gluon Plasma in Non-Central Aþ A Collisions, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 94, 102301 (2005); Erratum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96,
039901 (2006).

[13] Z.-T. Liang and X.-N. Wang, Spin alignment of vector
mesons in non-central Aþ A collisions, Phys. Lett. B 629,
20 (2005).

[14] Z.-T. Liang, Global polarization of QGP in non-central
heavy ion collisions at high energies, J. Phys. G 34, S323
(2007).

[15] Y.-G. Yang, R.-H. Fang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Quark
coalescence model for polarized vector mesons and bary-
ons, Phys. Rev. C 97, 034917 (2018).

[16] K. Schilling, P. Seyboth, and G. E. Wolf, On the analysis of
vector meson production by polarized photons, Nucl. Phys.
B15, 397 (1970); Erratum, Nucl. Phys. B18, 332
(1970).

[17] See the Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/
supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301 for com-
plete angular distribution, consistency checks, analytical
relation between EP and PP, toy model simulation to show
the relation between EP, PP and RNDEP, and centrality
classes.

[18] A. M. Poskanzer and S. A. Voloshin, Methods for analyzing
anisotropic flow in relativistic nuclear collisions, Phys. Rev.
C 58, 1671 (1998).

[19] A. H. Tang, B. Tu, and C. S. Zhou, Practical considerations
for measuring global spin alignment of vector mesons in
relativistic heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 98, 044907
(2018).

[20] B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Centrality deter-
mination of Pb–Pb collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV with

ALICE, Phys. Rev. C 88, 044909 (2013).

[21] K. Aamodt et al., The ALICE experiment at the CERN
LHC, J. Instrum. 3, S08002 (2008).

[22] K. Aamodt et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Centrality
Dependence of the Charged-Particle Multiplicity Density
at Mid-Rapidity in Pb–Pb Collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 032301 (2011).
[23] B. B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Elliptic flow of

identified hadrons in Pb–Pb collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼

2.76 TeV, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2015) 190.
[24] J. Alme et al., The ALICE TPC, a large 3-dimensional

tracking device with fast readout for ultra-high multiplicity
events, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 622, 316
(2010).

[25] G. Dellacasa et al. (ALICE Collaboration), ALICE technical
design report of the time-of-flight system (TOF), Report
No. CERN-LHCC-2000-012 (2000).

[26] J. Adam et al. (ALICE Collaboration), K�ð892Þ0 and
ϕð1020Þ meson production at high transverse momentum
in pp and Pb–Pb collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV, Phys.

Rev. C 95, 064606 (2017).
[27] B. B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), K�ð892Þ0 and

ϕð1020Þ production in Pb–Pb collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼

2.76 TeV, Phys. Rev. C 91, 024609 (2015).
[28] B. B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), K0

S and Λ
Production in Pb–Pb Collisions at ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76 TeV, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 111, 222301 (2013).
[29] B. B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Performance of

the ALICE Experiment at the CERN LHC, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 29, 1430044 (2014).

[30] T. Sjöstrand, S. Ask, J. R. Christiansen, R. Corke, N. Desai,
P. Ilten, S. Mrenna, S. Prestel, C. O. Rasmussen, and P. Z.
Skands, An Introduction to PYTHIA 8.2, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 191, 159 (2015).

[31] K. Ackerstaff et al. (OPAL Collaboration), Spin alignment
of leading K�0ð892Þ mesons in hadronic Z0 decays, Phys.
Lett. B 412, 210 (1997).

[32] K. Ackerstaff et al. (OPAL Collaboration), Study of
ϕð1020Þ, D�� and B� spin alignment in hadronic Z0 decays,
Z. Phys. C 74, 437 (1997).

[33] P. Abreu et al. (DELPHI Collaboration), Measurement of
the spin density matrix for the ρ0, K�0ð892Þ and ϕ produced
in Z0 decays, Phys. Lett. B 406, 271 (1997).

[34] M. Barth et al. (Brussels-Genoa-Mons-Nijmegen-
Serpukhov-CERN Collaborations), Inclusive resonance
production in Kþ p interactions at 70-GeV=c, Nucl. Phys.
B223, 296 (1983); Erratum, Nucl. Phys. B232, 547
(1984).

[35] A. N. Aleev et al. (EXCHARM Collaboration), Spin align-
ment of K��ð892Þ mesons produced in neutron carbon
interactions, Phys. Lett. B 485, 334 (2000).

[36] C. Zhou, ϕ meson and K�0 global spin alignment at STAR,
Nucl. Phys. A982, 559 (2019).

[37] B. I. Abelev et al. (STAR Collaboration), Spin alignment
measurements of the K�0ð892Þ and ϕð1020Þ vector mesons
in heavy ion collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 200 GeV, Phys. Rev. C

77, 061902 (2008).
[38] X.-L. Sheng, L. Oliva, and Q. Wang, What can

we learn from global spin alignment of ϕ meson in
heavy-ion collisions?, Phys. Rev. D 101, 096005
(2020).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 125, 012301 (2020)

012301-6

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0491-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0491-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.024906
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.034903
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.054911
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.054911
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1969
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1969
https://arXiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0410089
https://arXiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0410089
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.102301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.102301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.039901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.039901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/34/8/S18
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/34/8/S18
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.034917
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90070-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90070-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90295-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(70)90295-6
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.012301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.58.1671
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.58.1671
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.044907
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.044907
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.88.044909
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.032301
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2015)190
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2010.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2010.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.064606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.064606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.91.024609
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.222301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.222301
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300440
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300440
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)01077-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)01077-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002880050406
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90058-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90058-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90043-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90043-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00704-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2018.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.061902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.061902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096005


[39] L. Adamczyk et al. (STAR Collaboration), Global Λ
hyperon polarization in nuclear collisions: Evidence for
the most vortical fluid, Nature (London) 548, 62 (2017).

[40] J. Adam et al. (STAR Collaboration), Global polarization of
Λ hyperons in Au þAu collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 200 GeV,

Phys. Rev. C 98, 014910 (2018).

[41] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Global polariza-
tion of Λ Λ̄ hyperons in Pb-Pb collisions at

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

sNN
p ¼ 2.76

and 5.02 TeV, Phys. Rev. C 101, 044611 (2020).
[42] F. Becattini, I. Karpenko, M. Lisa, I. Upsal, and S. Voloshin,

Global hyperon polarization at local thermodynamic equi-
librium with vorticity, magnetic field and feed-down, Phys.
Rev. C 95, 054902 (2017).

S. Acharya,141 D. Adamová,94 A. Adler,74 J. Adolfsson,80 M. M. Aggarwal,99 G. Aglieri Rinella,33 M. Agnello,30

N. Agrawal,10,53 Z. Ahammed,141 S. Ahmad,16 S. U. Ahn,76 A. Akindinov,91 M. Al-Turany,106 S. N. Alam,141

D. S. D. Albuquerque,122 D. Aleksandrov,87 B. Alessandro,58 H. M. Alfanda,6 R. Alfaro Molina,71 B. Ali,16 Y. Ali,14

A. Alici,10,26,53 A. Alkin,2 J. Alme,21 T. Alt,68 L. Altenkamper,21 I. Altsybeev,112 M. N. Anaam,6 C. Andrei,47 D. Andreou,33

H. A. Andrews,110 A. Andronic,144 M. Angeletti,33 V. Anguelov,103 C. Anson,15 T. Antičić,107 F. Antinori,56 P. Antonioli,53

R. Anwar,125 N. Apadula,79 L. Aphecetche,114 H. Appelshäuser,68 S. Arcelli,26 R. Arnaldi,58 M. Arratia,79 I. C. Arsene,20

M. Arslandok,103 A. Augustinus,33 R. Averbeck,106 S. Aziz,61 M. D. Azmi,16 A. Badalà,55 Y.W. Baek,40 S. Bagnasco,58
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Alessandria, Italy

32Dipartimento Interateneo di Fisica “M. Merlin” and Sezione INFN, Bari, Italy
33European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN), Geneva, Switzerland

34Faculty of Electrical Engineering, Mechanical Engineering and Naval Architecture, University of Split, Split, Croatia
35Faculty of Engineering and Science, Western Norway University of Applied Sciences, Bergen, Norway

36Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague, Prague, Czech Republic
37Faculty of Science, P.J. Šafárik University, Košice, Slovakia

38Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt, Germany
39Fudan University, Shanghai, China

40Gangneung-Wonju National University, Gangneung, Republic of Korea
41Gauhati University, Department of Physics, Guwahati, India

42Helmholtz-Institut für Strahlen- und Kernphysik, Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universität Bonn, Bonn, Germany
43Helsinki Institute of Physics (HIP), Helsinki, Finland

44High Energy Physics Group, Universidad Autónoma de Puebla, Puebla, Mexico
45Hiroshima University, Hiroshima, Japan

46Hochschule Worms, Zentrum für Technologietransfer und Telekommunikation (ZTT), Worms, Germany
47Horia Hulubei National Institute of Physics and Nuclear Engineering, Bucharest, Romania

48Indian Institute of Technology Bombay (IIT), Mumbai, India
49Indian Institute of Technology Indore, Indore, India
50Indonesian Institute of Sciences, Jakarta, Indonesia

51INFN, Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Frascati, Italy
52INFN, Sezione di Bari, Bari, Italy

53INFN, Sezione di Bologna, Bologna, Italy
54INFN, Sezione di Cagliari, Cagliari, Italy
55INFN, Sezione di Catania, Catania, Italy
56INFN, Sezione di Padova, Padova, Italy

57INFN, Sezione di Roma, Rome, Italy
58INFN, Sezione di Torino, Turin, Italy
59INFN, Sezione di Trieste, Trieste, Italy

60Inha University, Incheon, Republic of Korea
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62Institute for Nuclear Research, Academy of Sciences, Moscow, Russia

63Institute for Subatomic Physics, Utrecht University/Nikhef, Utrecht, Netherlands
64Institute of Experimental Physics, Slovak Academy of Sciences, Košice, Slovakia

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 125, 012301 (2020)

012301-10



65Institute of Physics, Homi Bhabha National Institute, Bhubaneswar, India
66Institute of Physics of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Prague, Czech Republic

67Institute of Space Science (ISS), Bucharest, Romania
68Institut für Kernphysik, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt, Germany

69Instituto de Ciencias Nucleares, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Mexico City, Mexico
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