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The chiral magnetic effect (CME) in heavy-ion collisions reflects the local violation of P and CP
symmetries in strong interactions and manifests as electric charge separation along the direction of
the magnetic field created by the wounded nuclei. The experimental observables for the CME, such
as the γ112 correlator, the RΨ2(∆S) correlator, and the signed balance functions, however, are also
subject to non-CME backgrounds, including those from resonance decays. A previous study showed
that the CME observables are affected by the diagonal component of the spin density matrix, the
ρ00 for vector mesons. In this work, we study the contributions from the other elements of the
spin density matrix using a toy model and a multiphase transport model. We find that the real
part of the ρ1−1 component, Re ρ1−1, affects the CME observables in a manner opposite to that
of the ρ00. All three aforementioned CME observables show a linear dependence on Re ρ1−1 in
the model calculations, supporting our analytical derivations. The rest elements of the spin density
matrix do not contribute to the CME observables. The off-diagonal terms in the spin density matrix
indicate spin coherence and may be nonzero in heavy-ion collisions due to local spin polarization or
spin-spin correlations. Thus, Re ρ1−1, along with ρ00, could play a significant role in interpreting
measurements in search of the CME.

I. INTRODUCTION

Experiments in heavy-ion collisions at Relativistic
Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and the Large Hadron Col-
lider (LHC) can create a deconfined nuclear matter
known as quark-gluon plasma (QGP) [1–7], provid-
ing a unique test ground for quantum chromodynamics
(QCD). Particularly, the chiral magnetic effect (CME)
probes the topological vacuum transition in QCD [8, 9],
whereby P and CP symmetries may be locally violated
in strong interactions. The CME predicts electric charge
separation along the magnetic field generated in heavy-
ion collisions [10–12]. Several experimental observables
have been proposed to detect the CME-induced charge
separation, such as the γ112 correlator [13], the RΨ2

(∆S)
correlator [14], and signed balance functions [15], with
their core components found to be equivalent [16]. The
search for the CME using these observables has been
extensively conducted at RHIC and the LHC over the
past two decades [17–28]. However, a firm conclusion on
the existence of the CME in such experiments remains
elusive, as data interpretation is impeded by the incom-
plete understanding of non-CME backgrounds, especially
those related to the collective motion or elliptic flow (v2)
of the collision system [29–34].

Besides the flow-related backgrounds, our prior study
showed that the 00-component of the spin density matrix
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for vector mesons, the ρ00, could also affect the CME ob-
servables because of the anisotropic decay pattern of two
oppositely charged daughters [35]. In such studies, the
spin density matrix is defined along the direction perpen-
dicular to the reaction plane (spanned by impact param-
eter and beam momenta),

ρV =

 ρ11 ρ10 ρ1−1

ρ01 ρ00 ρ0−1

ρ−11 ρ−10 ρ−1−1

 , (1)

where the indices 1, 0, and −1 label the vector me-
son’s spin components along the spin-quantization axis.
The deviation of ρ00 from 1/3 with respect to the re-
action plane is known as the global spin alignment ef-
fect [36, 37], which has been measured in experiment
for several vector mesons, such as ϕ, K∗0 [38–40], and
J/Ψ [41]. The observed global spin alignment effects
for those mesons are unexpectedly large compared to
predictions based on the global polarization of Λ hy-
perons [42–45], suggesting rich physics mechanisms be-
yond spin-orbital coupling, e.g., the strong electromag-
netic fields [12, 46, 47], local spin alignment [48, 49], as
well as novel phenomena such as fluctuation of strong vec-
tor meson fields [47, 50–54] and/or local axial charge cur-
rents [55]. All those mechanisms will cause ρ00 to devi-
ate from 1/3, resembling an apparent charge-separation.
Therefore, the background contribution from ρ00 to the
CME observables cannot be ignored.
The off-diagonal elements in the spin density matrix

reflect the spin coherence between the states 1, 0, and
−1, and could be finite due to various physics effects.
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For example, local spin alignment [48] can result in a
nonzero real part of the ρ1−1 component, the Re ρ1−1, in
central collisions. Spin-spin correlations [56] could also
lead to nonzero off-diagonal elements, depending on the
difference in the correlation strength between different
directions. Finite Re ρ1−1 values have been observed in
lepton-induced reactions and hadron-hadron collisions,
such as those for K∗0 in e+e− collisions at the Large
Electron–Positron Collider (LEP) [57]. In this article, we
adopt the framework from Ref. [35] and study the impact
of all components of the spin density matrix on the CME
observables through the decay of ρ → π+π−. For each
of the aforementioned CME observables, we first perform
an analytical derivation and then use a toy model and a
multiphase transport model (AMPT) [58] to confirm the
findings.

II. THE γ112 CORRELATOR

The CME-induced electric dipole breaks the up-down
symmetry across the reaction plane, resulting in nonzero
sine terms in the azimuthal angle distribution of final-
state particles [13],

dN±

dφ
∝ 1 + 2a±1 sin∆φ+

∞∑
n=1

2v±n cos(n∆φ), (2)

where ∆φ = φ−ΨRP is the azimuthal angle of a particle
relative to the reaction plane (ΨRP). a

±
1 characterizes the

strength of charge separation with opposite signs for op-
positely charged particles. v±n denotes the nth-harmonic
flow coefficient of final-state particles, with v2 conven-
tionally denoting the elliptic flow.

Since P is only locally violated but globally conserved,
the event average of a±1 is zero. The CME has to be
detected through fluctuations of charged particles. The
γ112 correlator serves this purpose [13],

γ112 ≡ ⟨cos(φα + φβ − 2ΨRP)⟩ , (3)

where φα and φβ are the azimuthal angles of charged
particles α and β, respectively. The bracket denotes av-
eraging over all particle pairs and all events. The CME
signal is contained in the difference between the opposite-
sign (OS) and same-sign (SS) pairs,

∆γ112 ≡ γOS
112 − γSS

112 ≈ 2|a±1 |2. (4)

However, ∆γ112 is contaminated with charge-dependent
backgrounds, while charge-independent ones are canceled
out. We express the contribution from the decay of ρ →
π+ + π− as described in Ref. [35],

∆γρ
112 =

Nρ

N+N−

[
Cov(cos∆φ+, cos∆φ−)

−Cov(sin∆φ+, sin∆φ−)
]
, (5)

where Cov(a, b) denotes the covariance of variables a and
b. Nρ is the yield of ρ meson, and N+ and N− are the
numbers of π+ and π−, respectively.

FIG. 1. Sketch of pion emission (solid arrow) in the rest
frame of the parent ρ meson. The impact parameter and the
beam direction are aligned along the x and z axes, respec-
tively. The dashed arrow represents the projection in the x-y
plane.

Figure 1 illustrates pion emission in the rest frame of
the parent ρ meson, where θ is the angle between the
pion momentum (p⃗) and the system total angular mo-

mentum L̂, ϕ∗ is the azimuthal angle, and β is the angle
between the z axis and the projection of p⃗ onto the x-z
plane. Incorporating all elements of the spin density ma-
trix, we write the distribution of the π± emission angle
as outlined in Ref. [48],

d2N

d(cos θ)dβ
=

3

8π

[
(1− ρ00) + (3ρ00 − 1) cos2 θ

−
√
2Re(ρ10 − ρ0−1) sin(2θ) cosβ

+
√
2Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1) sin(2θ) sinβ

−2Re ρ1−1 sin
2 θ cos(2β)

+2Im ρ1−1 sin
2 θ sin(2β)

]
. (6)

The projection of Eq. (6) to the transverse plane (x-y)
becomes

dN

dϕ∗ =
1

2π

[
1− 1

2
(3ρ00 − 1) cos 2ϕ∗

+
√
2Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1) sin 2ϕ

∗ +Re ρ1−1 cos 2ϕ
∗].(7)

Then, the covariance terms in Eq. (5) can be calculated
in the rest frame of the ρ meson as

Cov(cosϕ∗
+, cosϕ

∗
−) = −

〈
cos2 ϕ∗

+

〉
+

〈
cosϕ∗

+

〉2
= −1

2
+

3ρ00 − 1

8
− Re ρ1−1

4
,(8)

Cov(sinϕ∗
+, sinϕ

∗
−) = −

〈
sin2 ϕ∗

+

〉
+

〈
sinϕ∗

+

〉2
= −1

2
− 3ρ00 − 1

8
+

Re ρ1−1

4
.(9)

Here we take ϕ∗
− = ϕ∗

+ + π. Therefore, the decay contri-
bution ∆γρ

112 in Eq. (5) becomes

∆γρ∗
112 =

Nρ

N+N−

[
3

4
(ρ00 −

1

3
)− 1

2
Re ρ1−1

]
, (10)
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in the ρ rest frame. Apparently, both ρ00 and Re ρ1−1

could contribute to the ∆γ112 correlator, whereas all
other elements of the spin density matrix can be safely
ignored.

Back in the laboratory frame, Eqs. (8) and (9) need
to be scaled by factors of fc and fs, respectively, due to
the Lorentz boost of the ρ meson [35]. In general, fc
and fs are different because of the anisotropic collective
motion (vρ2) of ρ mesons. Since the elliptic flow effect has
been discussed previously [35], we assume vρ2 is zero for
simplicity. Hence, the background contribution of decay
pions to ∆γ112 in the laboratory frame can be expressed
as

∆γρ
112 = f0

Nρ

N+N−

[
3

4
(ρ00 −

1

3
)− 1

2
Re ρ1−1

]
, (11)

where the coefficient f0 absorbs the Lorentz boost effects
and should depend on the spectrum of the ρ meson [35].
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FIG. 2. Toy model simulations of the π-π ∆γ112 correlation vs
various elements of the ρ-meson spin density matrix: ρ00−1/3,
Re(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Re ρ1−1, and Im ρ1−1. v

ρ
2 is

set to zero. The solid line represents the linear fit to the case
x = Re ρ1−1.

We first test the analytical derivation using toy model
simulations without the CME. We follow the same imple-
mentations as in the previous study [35], updating the
momentum distribution of ρ-meson decay products ac-
cording to Eq. (6). We set vρ2 to be zero. Figure 2 shows
the simulation results of the π-π ∆γ112 correlation as a
function of ρ00 − 1/3, Re(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1),
Re ρ1−1, and Im ρ1−1, respectively. ∆γ112 is linearly cor-
related with ρ00 but anti-correlated with Re ρ1−1, sup-
porting Eq. (11), where ρ00 and Re ρ1−1 have comparable
but opposite impacts on ∆γ112. Other components have
no contributions to ∆γ112.
We also study this effect using AMPT simulations of

Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV with an impact

parameter of 8 fm. The details of this model can be found
in Ref. [58]. The string-melting version of the AMPT
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FIG. 3. AMPT calculations of the π-π ∆γ112 correlation vs
various elements of the ρ-meson spin density matrix: ρ00 −
1/3, Re(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Re ρ1−1, and Im ρ1−1

in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV with an impact

parameter of 8 fm. The solid line denotes the linear fit for the
case x = Re ρ1−1, while the dashed line represents a constant
to guide the eye for cases involving non-contributing elements.

model is used without the CME, and the selected de-
cay channel is ρ → π++π−. Pions are analyzed without
any kinematic cut to increase statistics. The spin density
matrix is implemented by redistributing the momenta of
decay products according to Eq. (6), similar to the pro-
cedures in Refs. [59, 60]. The ρ00 − 1/3 and Re ρ1−1

values are each set to be −0.2, 0, and 0.2 to test the
linear dependence. The other elements are set to −0.2
solely to demonstrate their contribution or lack thereof.
For each case, we have generated 2 million events. Fig-
ure 3 shows the linear correlation (anti-correlation) be-
tween ∆γ112 and ρ00 (Re ρ1−1), akin to the toy model
simulations. For other spin density matrix components,
the ∆γ112 values at x = −0.2 are consistent with that
at x = 0 within uncertainties, as demonstrated by a con-
stant dashed line. The nonzero ∆γ112 value at x = 0
comes from the positive vρ2 and local charge conserva-
tion [30, 31]. Quantitatively, the slopes d∆γ112/dρ00 and
d∆γ112/dRe ρ1−1 depend on the ρ-meson spectrum.

III. THE RΨ2(∆S) CORRELATOR

Another CME observable, the RΨ2(∆S) correlator, fo-
cuses on the event-by-event fluctuations of a1 and is de-
fined as a double ratio of four distributions,

RΨ2(∆S) ≡ N(∆Sreal)

N(∆Sshuffled)
/

N(∆S⊥
real)

N(∆S⊥
shuffled)

, (12)

where

∆S =
〈
sin(ϕ+ −Ψ2)

〉
−
〈
sin(ϕ− −Ψ2)

〉
, (13)

∆S⊥ =
〈
cos(ϕ+ −Ψ2)

〉
−
〈
cos(ϕ− −Ψ2)

〉
, (14)
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where ϕ+ and ϕ− are the azimuthal angles of positively
and negatively charged particles, respectively. Ψ2 repre-
sents the 2nd-order event plane, which serves as a proxy
of the reaction plane and is estimated from the final-state
hadron emission. The bracket denotes averaging over all
particles in an event. The subscript “real” refers to using
the actual charge information, while “shuffled” indicates
reshuffling charges within the same event. Ideally, the
CME-driven charge separation should cause a concave
shape in RΨ2(∆S). By construction, the resulting con-
cave or convex shape relies on the relative widths of the
four individualN(∆S) distributions. Therefore, as in our
previous work [35], we introduce a straightforward vari-
able to quantify the signal or background strength based
on the four variances,

∆σ2
R = σ2(∆Sreal)− σ2(∆Sshuffled)

−σ2(∆S⊥
real) + σ2(∆S⊥

shuffled). (15)

The CME signal corresponds to a positive ∆σ2
R.

Again, we set vρ2 to zero so that the Lorentz boost
factor f0 only depends on the ρ spectrum. Then, each
term of Eq. (15) in the laboratory frame can be expressed
as

σ2(∆Sreal) = f0

[
σ2
s −

2Nρ

N+N−
Cov(sin∆ϕ+, sin∆ϕ−)

]
,

(16)

σ2(∆S⊥
real) = f0

[
σ2
c −

2Nρ

N+N−
Cov(cos∆ϕ+, cos∆ϕ−)

]
,

(17)

σ2(∆Sshuffled) = f0σ
2
s , (18)

σ2(∆S⊥
shuffled) = f0σ

2
c , (19)

where

σ2
s =

σ2(sinϕ∗
+)

N+
+

σ2(sinϕ∗
−)

N−
, (20)

σ2
c =

σ2(cosϕ∗
+)

N+
+

σ2(cosϕ∗
−)

N−
. (21)

The shared terms will be canceled out, leaving only the
covariance terms in ∆σ2

R. According to Eqs. (8) and
(9), the contribution of ρ-decay pions to ∆σ2

R can be
calculated as

∆σ2
R = f0

Nρ

N+N−

[
3

2
(ρ00 −

1

3
)− Re ρ1−1

]
. (22)

Eq. (22) has a function form similar to that of Eq. (11),
with ∆σ2

R also exhibiting a linear dependence on ρ00 and
Re ρ1−1.
Alternatively, the CME signal can also be reflected in

the difference between the inverse Gaussian widths,

Sconcavity

σ2
R

=
1

σ2(∆Sreal)
− 1

σ2(∆Sshuffled)

− 1

σ2(∆S⊥
real)

+
1

σ2(∆S⊥
shuffled)

. (23)

Sconcavity is 1 (−1) when the RΨ2
(∆S) distribution is

convex (concave). After applying Eqs. (16, 17, 18, 19),
we have

Sconcavity = Sign

[
Re ρ1−1 −

3

2
(ρ00 −

1

3
)

]
. (24)

At ρ00 = 1/3, a negative (positive) Re ρ1−1 value cor-
responds to Sconcavity = −1 (1) and a concave (convex)
RΨ2

(∆S) distribution.
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FIG. 4. Toy model simulations of ∆σ2
R vs various elements of

the ρ-meson spin density matrix: ρ00 − 1/3, Re(ρ10 − ρ0−1),
Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Re ρ1−1, and Im ρ1−1. v

ρ
2 is set to zero. The

solid line represents the linear fit to the case x = Re ρ1−1.

Figure 4 shows the toy-model simulations results of
∆σ2

R as a function of each element of the ρ-meson spin
density matrix, with the same settings as those for the
∆γ112 calculations. As expected, ∆σ2

R exhibits a linear
dependence on ρ00 and Reρ1−1, similar to the behav-
ior of ∆γ112 in Fig. 2. This indicates that, in addition
to global spin alignment, the off-diagonal elements re-
sulting from spin coherence also influence the RΨ2

(∆S)
correlator. The other elements do not contribute to the
∆σ2

R.
To check the shape of the RΨ2(∆S) distribution, we

adopt the same procedure as described in Ref. [14] to cor-
rect for the effect of multiplicity fluctuations, by defin-
ing ∆S′′ = ∆S/σsh. Here, σsh represents the width of
N(∆Sshuffuled). Figure 5 (left) shows the RΨ2(∆S′′) dis-
tributions with several Re ρ1−1 values from the toy model
simulations, where vρ2 and ρ00 are set to 0 and 1/3, respec-
tively. Re ρ1−1 varies from −0.2 to 0.2. When Re ρ1−1 is
positive (negative), the RΨ2

(∆S′′) distribution exhibits
a convex (concave) shape. Moreover, a larger magnitude
of Re ρ1−1 corresponds to a narrower RΨ2

(∆S′′) distri-
bution. Figure 5 (right) shows the Sconcavity/σ

2
R values

extracted using Eq. (23) for different Re ρ1−1 inputs, with
a clear rising trend. Sconcavity appears to bear the same
sign as Re ρ1−1, which supports the analytical derivation.
Figure 6 shows the AMPT calculations of the

RΨ2
(∆S′′) distribution with Re ρ1−1 = −0.2, 0, and
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FIG. 5. (Left) toy model simulations of the RΨ2(∆S
′′) distribution with several Re ρ1−1 inputs. vρ2 and ρ00 are set to 0 and 1/3,

respectively. The distributions are symmetrized around ∆S′′ =0. (Right) The Sconcavity/σ
2
R values extracted using Gaussian

fits to the RΨ2(∆S
′′) distributions at different Re ρ1−1.
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1-1
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FIG. 6. (Left) AMPT calculations of the RΨ2(∆S
′′) distribution with Re ρ1−1 = 0.2, 0, and −0.2 in Au+Au collisions at√

sNN = 200 GeV with an impact parameter of 8 fm. ρ00 is set to 1/3. The distributions are symmetrized around ∆S′′ =0.
(Right) Sconcavity/σ

2
R extracted using Gaussian fits vs Re ρ1−1.

0.2 in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV with an

impact parameter of 8 fm. ρ00 is set to 1/3. In con-
trast to the toy-model results, the RΨ2

(∆S′′) distribu-
tion manifests a concave shape at zero Re ρ1−1, which
suggests a non-CME background due to the positive vρ2
value and the local charge conservation effect. Figure 6
(right) presents the Sconcavity/σ

2
R values retrieved using

Gaussian fits, showing a linear dependence on Re ρ1−1,
similar to the toy-model outcomes. Thus, the AMPT cal-
culations further confirm the background contribution of
ρ-meson spin coherence to the RΨ2

(∆S) correlator. Note
that a quantitative estimation depends on model details,
as evidenced by the difference between the toy model and

the AMPT.

IV. SIGNED BALANCE FUNCTIONS

Signed balance functions probe the CME by examining
the momentum ordering between two charged particles,
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based on the following quantity [15, 16]

∆By ≡
Ny(+−) −Ny(++)

N+
−

Ny(−+) −Ny(−−)

N−

−
Ny(−+) −Ny(++)

N+
+

Ny(+−) −Ny(−−)

N−

=
N+ +N−

N+N−
[Ny(+−) −Ny(−+)], (25)

where Ny(αβ) is the number of pairs in which particle α

is ahead of particle β along the y axis (pαy > pβy ) in an
event. Similarly, ∆Bx can be constructed as a reference
along the x axis,

∆Bx =
N+ +N−

N+N−
[Nx(+−) −Nx(−+)]. (26)

The CME-induced charge separation along the y axis
enhances the width of the ∆By distribution, but not that
of the ∆Bx distribution. Therefore, the final observable
is the ratio

r ≡ σ(∆By)/σ(∆Bx). (27)

r can be calculated in either the laboratory frame (rlab)
or the pair’s rest frame (rrest). Since the extra sensitiv-
ity in rrest is a higher-order effect requiring substantially
more statistics and computing resources, we only focus
on rlab in this work. As suggested in Refs. [16, 35], we use
a more straightforward definition based on the difference
instead of the ratio to simplify the analytical derivation,

∆σ2(∆B) ≡ σ2(∆By)− σ2(∆Bx), (28)

where (see the appendix of Ref. [35] for details)

σ2(∆By) ≈ 64M2

π4

(
4

9M
+ 1

)
σ2(∆Sreal), (29)

σ2(∆Bx) ≈ 64M2

π4

(
4

9M
+ 1

)
σ2(∆S⊥

real). (30)

Here, M is the total multiplicity of all charged particles.
According to Eqs. (16) and (17), we can relate σ(∆By)
and σ(∆Bx) to the key components of the RΨ2

(∆S) cor-
relator, and thus rewrite ∆σ2(∆B) as

∆σ2(∆B) ≈ c1 + c2

[
3

2
(ρ00 −

1

3
)− Re ρ1−1

]
, (31)

where c1 and c2 are constant coefficients that depend on
the ρ-meson spectrum, vρ2 , and vπ2 .
Figure 7 shows the toy model simulations of ∆σ2(∆B)

as a function of each element of the ρ-meson spin density
matrix, with the same settings as those for the ∆γ112 cal-
culations. Among the off-diagonal elements, only Re ρ1−1

has nonzero contributions to ∆σ2(∆B), exerting an effect
opposite to that of ρ00. The function forms of Eqs. (11),
(22), and (31) are very similar to each other, as mani-
fested in Figs. 2, 4, and 7. Therefore, this further consol-
idates that these observables have the same sensitivity to
backgrounds.
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elements of the ρ-meson spin density matrix: ρ00 − 1/3,
Re(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Re ρ1−1, and Im ρ1−1. vρ2
is set to zero. The solid line represents the linear fit to the
case x = Re ρ1−1.

Figure 8 shows the AMPT calculations of ∆σ2(∆B)
in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV with an im-

pact parameter of 8 fm, adopting the same input values
of the spin density matrix elements as in Fig. 3. The lin-
ear dependence of ∆σ2(∆B) on ρ00 and Re ρ1−1 is akin
to the toy model simulations. The positive ∆σ2(∆B) at
x = 0 may originate from the positive vρ2 and the lo-
cal charge conservation effect. Quantitatively, the slopes
d∆σ2(∆B)/dρ00 and d∆σ2(∆B)/dRe ρ1−1 rely on the
specific ρ-meson spectrum.
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Im(ρ10 − ρ0−1), Re ρ1−1, and Im ρ1−1 in Au+Au collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV with an impact parameter of 8 fm. The

solid line denotes the linear fit for the case x = Re ρ1−1.
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V. SUMMARY

The chiral magnetic effect in high-energy heavy-ion
collisions addresses a fundamental question in modern
physics: whether parity can be violated in strong inter-
actions. However, the experimental search for the CME
has not reached a definitive conclusion because of the
complications stemming from the non-CME backgrounds
in the observables. In this work, we extend our previous
study [35] and demonstrate that not only the global spin
alignment (ρ00) of vector mesons but also the real part
of the off-diagonal element, the Re ρ1−1, can have a non-
negligible contribution to the major CME observables.

For each of the ∆γ112 correlator, the RΨ2
(∆S) corre-

lator, and the signed balance functions, we analytically
derive its qualitative dependence on the elements of the
vector meson spin density matrix and find that only ρ00
and Re ρ1−1 could yield finite contributions. The effect
of Re ρ1−1 is comparable in magnitude to that of ρ00 but
acts in the opposite direction. We use the ρ-meson decays
from a toy model and the AMPT model to verify the lin-
ear dependence of each CME observable on Re ρ1−1. This
further confirms the equivalent sensitivity of these three
observables to both the CME signal and backgrounds.

The nonzero off-diagonal components in the spin den-
sity matrix, known as spin coherence, could have non-
CME origins, such as local spin alignment [48] and short-

range spin-spin correlations [56]. Hence, the Re ρ1−1 of
vector mesons represents a physics background to CME
observables involving the decay products. On the other
hand, Eqs. (11), (22), and (31) are not necessarily uni-
directional. As noted in Ref. [61], global spin alignment
may also arise from the CME. For instance, the CME
induces charge separation of π+ and π−, some of which
later coalesce into ρmesons with ρ00 ̸= 1/3. Similarly, we
cannot rule out the possibility that a finite Re ρ1−1 stems
from the CME. The interaction between the CME and
the elements of the spin density matrix warrants further
theoretical investigation.
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