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We develop a method to compute the pion transition form factor directly at arbitrary space-like
photon momenta and use it to determine the π0-pole contribution to the hadronic light-by-light
scattering in the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. The calculation is performed using
eight gauge ensembles generated with 2+1 flavor domain wall fermions, incorporating multiple pion
masses, lattice spacings, and volumes. By introducing a pion structure function and performing a
Gegenbauer expansion, we demonstrate that about 98% of the π0-pole contribution can be extracted
in a model-independent manner, thereby ensuring that systematic effects are well controlled. After
applying finite-volume corrections, as well as performing chiral and continuum extrapolations, we
obtain the final result for the π0-pole contribution to the hadronic light-by-light scattering in the

muon’s anomalous magnetic moment, aπ0
−pole

µ = 61.2(1.7)×10−11, and the π0 decay width, Γπ0→γγ =
7.60(27) eV.

INTRODUCTION

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, aµ, is
one of the most precisely measured quantities in physics.
The Muon g–2 collaboration at Fermilab has recently re-
leased their final result, aexpµ = 116592071(15)× 10−11 [1],
which is consistent with their earlier measurements [2, 3]
and the previous Brookhaven result [4]. Notably, this
experimental value agrees well with the Standard Model
prediction reported earlier in the 2025 white paper by
the Muon g–2 Theory Initiative [5], which gives aSMµ =

116592033(62) × 10−11. This agreement marks another
significant success of the Standard Model. It is important
to highlight that the 2025 white paper prediction differs
substantially from the one presented in the 2020 white
paper [6], which exhibited a 5.7 σ tension with the lat-
est experimental result. Thanks to considerable progress
in lattice QCD calculations and recent developments in
data driven analysis, the 2025 white paper [5] adopts a
lattice-only determination of the hadronic vacuum po-
larization (HVP) contribution to aµ, drawing on results
from a broad set of collaborations [7–25]. Compared to
the lattice-QCD average used in 2020, the uncertainty of
the new average has been reduced by a factor of about
3. Given these developments, it is prudent to also scruti-
nize the other major source of theoretical uncertainty in
the Standard Model prediction of muon g−2, namely the
hadronic light-by-light (HLbL) scattering contribution.

For HLbL, two complementary approaches yield pre-
dictions that are in small tension with each other, at
the level of about 1.5 σ [5]. One involves direct lat-
tice QCD computations of the HLbL contribution us-

ing vector-current four-point correlation functions [26–
34]. The other is a data-driven analysis based on a dis-
persive framework [35–47], where the leading hadronic
contribution arises from pseudoscalar poles, particularly
the π0 pole (see Fig. 1). Several studies have calculated
the pseudoscalar-pole contribution to HLbL using lattice
QCD [48–53]. So far, both approaches yield comparable
uncertainties. Since the π0-pole contribution amounts for
2/3 of the total HLbL, a careful examination of system-
atic effects and further reduction of the total uncertain-
ties will be crucial for refining the theoretical prediction
of HLbL.

Figure 1. Pion-pole contribution to the HLbL.

The π0-pole contribution to HLbL, aπ
0
−pole

µ , is defined
by the dispersive formula [54]
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π
)
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where w1,w2 are known weight functions, and Q3 is

defined in terms of τ with τ ≡
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. The key

component here is the π0 transition form factor (TFF),
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Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′

2
), which is essential for calculating

aπ
0
−pole

µ . Previous studies [48–53, 55] adopt the time-
momentum representation as proposed by Ref. [56],
where momenta for the pion and photons are limited to
discrete values, necessitating parametrization like the z-
expansion for momentum extrapolation. However, the
errors from the truncation of the z-expansion might be
hard to quantify. In practical lattice calculations, typi-
cally 4-6 parameters are used to fit the entire TFF. While
it can be demonstrated that the lattice data are consis-
tent with the fit, ensuring that the results are constrained
by the lattice data rather than by the fitting form is
challenging, especially in momentum regions where direct
lattice calculations are noisier than the fit. To mitigate
this, we adopt a different approach based on a theoret-
ical constraint derived in this work (Eq. (7)), allowing
us to calculate the majority of the TFF in a completely
model-independent manner. The remaining small model
dependent part is isolated, so we can study the depen-
dence explicitly.

Our calculation of TFF with arbitrary space-like pho-
ton momenta builds upon a technique previously em-
ployed in the studies of π0 → e+e− [57] and ηc → γγ [58].

Applying this method to calculate aπ
0
−pole

µ , however, in-
troduced new challenges, necessitating further method-
ological developments and key refinements. Notably,
we observed that the quark-disconnected diagrams con-
tribute with the same sign as the quark-connected ones,
contrary to previous results [48–52, 55, 57]. This finding
partly clarifies the earlier 1-2σ tension between lattice
calculations and experimental measurements of the π0

decay width.

METHODOLOGY

We begin by calculating the π0 → γ∗γ∗ TFF in infi-
nite volume. The relevant hadronic matrix element in
Euclidean spacetime is given as

Hµν(x) ≡ ⟨0 ∣T {Jµ (
x

2
)Jν (−

x

2
)}∣π(P )⟩ , (2)

where Jµ(x) represents the electromagnetic current, and
P = (iEπ, p⃗) denotes the 4-momentum of the on-shell
pion. The TFF can be extracted via the Fourier trans-
form

Fµν(Q,Q′) = ∫ d4xe−i(Q−
P
2
)⋅x
Hµν(x), (3)

with Q′ = P − Q and Q = (iE, q⃗) taking arbitrary real
values for E and q⃗. The hadronic function Hµν(x) in co-
ordinate space and Fµν(Q,Q′) in momentum space share
the same Lorentz structure and can be decomposed as

Hµν(x) = −εµναβxαPβH(x
2, P ⋅ x),

Fµν(Q,Q′) = iεµναβQαPβFπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′

2
). (4)

The relation between the scalar functions H(x2, P ⋅ x)

and Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′

2
) is given in

Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′2) = ∫ d4xω(K,P,x)H(x2, P ⋅ x),

ω(K,P,x) ≡ i e−iK⋅x
(K ⋅ x)P 2 − (K ⋅ P )(P ⋅ x)

K2P 2 − (K ⋅ P )2
, (5)

where K = Q − P /2.
In the pion rest frame, where P = (imπ,0), H(x

2, P ⋅x)
remains invariant under spatial rotations. By performing
the spatial SO(3) average of ω(K,P,x), we get

⟨ω(K,P,x)⟩SO(3) = e(E−
1
2mπ)t ∣x⃗∣

∣q⃗∣
j1(∣q⃗∣∣x⃗∣), (6)

where j1(x) represents a spherical Bessel function. While

the factor e(E−
1
2mπ)t grows exponentially, the rapid oscil-

lation of j1(∣q⃗∣∣x⃗∣) causes exponential suppression in the
spatial integral, ensuring convergence of the spacetime in-
tegral in Eq. (5) for accurate TFF. However, in practical
lattice calculations, numerical evaluation of H(x2, P ⋅ x)
introduces statistical noise. Although the signal cancels
out in the integral, the noise does not, leading to signifi-
cant uncertainty in the lattice data, particularly when E
is large [59].
The challenge lies in the fact that both the hadronic

function H(x2, P ⋅ x) and the weight function are only
SO(3)-symmetric. Achieving SO(4)-symmetry in the
hadronic function would greatly simplify the weight func-
tion. To address this issue, we introduce a pion structure
function ϕπ(x

2, u) and express H(x2, P ⋅ x) as

H(x2, P ⋅ x) = ∫
1

0
duei(u−

1
2
)P ⋅xϕπ(x

2, u)H(x2,0), (7)

where ϕπ(x
2, u) satisfies the normalization condition

∫
1
0 duϕπ(x

2, u) = 1, ∀x2. Expressions like Eq. (7) typ-
ically arise in perturbative analyses. At small spacelike
separations, i.e., x2 ≪ Λ−2QCD, ϕπ(x

2, u) corresponds to
the pion distribution amplitude, up to O(αs) corrections
and higher-twist effects [60–62]. In the Supplemental Ma-
terial [59], we demonstrate that Eq. (7) also holds in the
non-perturbative regime, implying that ϕπ(x

2, u) repre-
sents more than just a pion distribution amplitude. The
symmetry ϕπ(x

2, u) = ϕπ(x
2,1−u) follows from the prop-

erty Hµν(x) = Hνµ(−x).
Substituting Eq. (7) into Eq. (5), we obtain

Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′2) = ∫

1

0
du∫ d4xω(K̄,P, x)

×ϕπ(x
2, u)H(x2,0), (8)

with K̄ = Q − uP . Since ϕπ(x
2, u)H(x2,0) is symmet-

ric under SO(4) spacetime rotations, we can perform an
SO(4) average for the weight function ω(K̄,P, x)

⟨ω(K̄,P, x)⟩SO(4) = 2
J2(∣K̄ ∣∣x∣)

K̄2
, (9)
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with J2(x) the Bessel function. Notably, for the SO(4)
average, the pion need not be at rest, and the formulas
are valid for any momentum P . Since J2(∣K̄ ∣∣x∣) does
not exhibit exponential growth at large ∣K̄ ∣∣x∣, there is no
signal-to-noise problem in computing the TFF. To fully
utilize the lattice data, we replace H(x2,0) in Eq. (8)
with H(x2, P ⋅ x) from Eq. (7), resulting in the master
formula

Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′2)

=
2

η(P )
∫ d4x∫

1

0
du

J2(∣K̄ ∣∣x∣)

K̄2
ϕπ(x

2, u)
x⊥
∣x∣

H(x2,0)

=
2

η(P )
∫ d4x

∫
1
0 du J2(∣K̄∣∣x∣)

K̄2 ϕπ(x
2, u)x⊥

∣x∣
H(x2, P ⋅ x)

∫
1
0 duei(u−

1
2
)P ⋅xϕπ(x2, u)

,

(10)

where x⊥
∣x∣
≡

∣x−P ⋅x
P2 P ∣

∣x∣
=

√

1 − (P ⋅x)
2

P 2x2 , and η(P ) =
1

2π2 ∫ dΩx
x⊥
∣x∣
. dΩx is the solid angle associated with the

four-dimensional vector x. In the pion rest frame, we

have x⊥
∣x∣
=
∣x⃗∣
∣x∣

and η(P ) = 8
3π

. For a given x2, the hadronic

input H(x2, P ⋅x) is noisier at small x⊥, so multiplying by
x⊥
∣x∣

emphasizes more accurate data in the integral. Com-

pared to Eq. (8), using the full data set for H(x2, P ⋅ x)
reduces the error by 30%, and including the x⊥

∣x∣
factor

cuts it by an additional 10%.
The determination of TFF using Eq. (10) depends on

the input of ϕπ(x
2, u), which is extracted from H(x2, P ⋅

x) via Eq. (7), presenting an inverse problem. For-

tunately, our primary goal is to calculate aπ
0
−pole

µ , a
weighted integral of the TFF, rather than determining
them at specific momenta. This quantity is mainly in-
fluenced by low-energy contributions linked to the muon
or pion mass scale, making it relatively insensitive to the
specifics of ϕπ(x

2, u). To investigate this further, we per-
form a Gegenbauer expansion for ϕπ(x

2, u) [63–65]

ϕπ(x
2, u) = 6u(1 − u)

∞

∑
n=0

φ2n(r)C
(
3
2 )

2n (2u − 1), (11)

where r ≡ ∣x∣ and C
(
3
2 )

2n (u) are the Gegenbauer polyno-

mials. Under this expansion, aπ
0
−pole

µ can be expressed
as

aπ
0
−pole

µ = ∫ dr1 ∫ dr2 ∑
n≥m

c2n,2m(r1, r2)φ2n(r1)φ2m(r2)

= aπ
0
−pole

0,0 + aπ
0
−pole

2,0 + aπ
0
−pole

2,2 + aπ
0
−pole

4,0 ⋯. (12)

Here the coefficients c2n,2m(r1, r2) can be computed us-
ing the lattice hadronic function as input. Given the
normalization condition of ϕπ(x

2, u), we have φ0(r) = 1,
∀ r. The structural dependence is captured by φ2n(r) for

n > 0. Therefore, the first term, aπ
0
−pole

0,0 , is independent

of the specific details of ϕπ(x
2, u). In the Supplemen-

tal Material [59] we demonstrate that aπ
0
−pole

0,0 provides

the dominant contribution, and that the terms aπ
0
−pole

2n,2m

with n or m > 0 become rapidly suppressed as n and m
increase, assuming ∣φ2n(r)∣ do not significantly exceed 1.

NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

We utilize 2+1-flavor domain wall fermion gauge en-
sembles generated by the RBC-UKQCD Collaboration,
with parameters listed in Table I [66]. The primary anal-
ysis focuses on the two finer ensembles at near-physical
pion masses, 48I and 64I, which use the Iwasaki action.
Additionally, we include six other ensembles—24D, 32D,
32Df and 24DH (Iwasaki + DSDR action), and 24IH and
32IcH (Iwasaki action)—to control systematic errors.

Ensembles a−1[GeV] L[fm] mπ[MeV] Nconf ×Nmeas

24D 1.023(2) 4.6 142.6(3) 253 × 1024
32D 1.023(2) 6.2 142.5(4) 63 × 2048
32Df 1.378(5) 4.6 142.9(7) 69 × 1024
48I 1.731(3) 5.5 139.7(3) 112 × 2048
64I 2.355(5) 5.4 139.0(3) 119 × 2048

24DH 1.023(2) 4.6 343.5(8) 37 × 1024
24IH 1.785(5) 2.7 341.1(1.3) 77 × 512
32IcH 1.785(5) 3.5 340.1(1.2) 38 × 512

Table I. Parameters of the gauge ensembles used in this study.
For each ensemble, we provide the inverse of lattice spacing
a−1, the spatial extent L, the pion mass mπ, and the number
of configurations Nconf multiplied by the number of measure-
ments per configuration Nmeas.

We compute the three-point correlation function
⟨Jµ(x)Jν(y)Ōπ(ti)⟩ with ti =min(tx, ty) −∆t. The time
separation ∆t between the wall-source operator Ōπ and
the nearest electromagnetic current is chosen to be suf-
ficiently large to suppress excited-state contamination.
More details on the choice of ∆t and the study of excited-
state contamination are provided in the Supplemental
Material [59]. For the two vector currents, one is treated
as the source and the other as the sink, with the source
placed at 512, 1024 or 2048 random spacetime locations,
denoted by Nmeas in Table I. The two-point correlation
function ⟨Oπ(t)Ōπ(0)⟩ is also computed to provide the
normalization factor and pion mass necessary for extract-
ing the matrix element Hµν(x). The Dirac matrix inver-
sions are accelerated using the locally-coherent Lanczos
algorithm [67]. Both connected and disconnected dia-
grams are evaluated.

To study the dependence on the coefficients φ2n,
we introduce five commonly used parameterizations of



4

ϕπ(x
2, u) from the literature [60–62, 64, 65, 68–71]

ϕVMD
π (x2, u) = 1,

ϕAdS/QCD
π (x2, u) =

8

π

√
u(1 − u),

ϕasym
π (x2, u) = 6u(1 − u),

ϕpoint−like
π (x2, u) = δ(u −

1

2
),

ϕCZ
π (x

2, u) = 30u(1 − u)(1 − 2u)2. (13)

Here, the parameter x2 serves as a scale indicator. As
the structure function ϕπ(x

2, u) introduced in Eq. (7) is
valid in both perturbative and non-perturbative regimes,
we adopt a range of representative forms for ϕπ(x

2, u)
to estimate its impact. For instance, ϕVMD

π (x2, u) mod-
els the behavior of ϕπ(x

2, u) at long distances, while
ϕasym
π (x2, u) reflects its asymptotic behavior at short dis-

tances. Using the parameterizations of ϕπ(x
2, u) and lat-

tice QCD inputs forH(x2, P ⋅x), we compute the TFF via
Eq. (10). Results for a single virtual photon are shown
in Fig. 2. The curves from the five parameterizations
form a broad region that encompasses all experimental
data measured by BABAR [72], CELLO [73], CLEO [74],
Belle [75] and BESIII [76]. At large momentum transfer,
the TFF can be derived by expanding the product of the
two currents on the light-cone, yielding the leading-order
prediction in perturbative QCD (LO pQCD) and at lead-
ing twist [64, 65]

Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′

2
) =

2

3
Fπ ∫

1

0
du

ϕasym
π (x2, u)

uQ2 + (1 − u)Q′2
,

(14)
where Fπ is the pion decay constant. AsQ2 →∞, we have
Q2Fπ0γ∗γ(−Q

2,0) = 2Fπ. This LO pQCD prediction,
known as Brodsky-Lepage limit, is shown as the black
line in Fig. 2. This line reflects the large-momentum
behavior of the TFF, making it challenging to match us-
ing parameterizations based on low-momentum expan-
sions, such as the z-expansion, without constraints from
the high-momentum region. Nevertheless, it lies safely
within the region generated by the five parameteriza-
tions mentioned above. Overall, these results suggest
that combining the five parameterizations offers a conser-
vative estimate of the systematic uncertainty introduced
by the structure function.

By performing the Gegenbauer expansion of ϕπ(x
2, u),

we obtain φ2(r) = 0.667, 0.389, 0.146, 0 and −0.583 for
CZ, VMD, AdS/QCD, OPE asymptotic and point-like
parameterizations, respectively. The absolute values of
these terms are all smaller than φ0 = 1. As demonstrated
in Supplemental Material [59], when these terms con-

tribute to aπ
0
−pole

µ , their effects are suppressed by more
than an order of magnitude. Higher-order terms, like φ4,
are further suppressed by an additional order of magni-
tude and can therefore be neglected. In Fig. 3, we illus-

trate using the 64I ensemble that aπ
0
−pole

µ depends almost

100 101

Q2[GeV2]

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

[G
eV

]

Q2Fπ0γ∗γ(−Q2, 0) 64I

LO pQCD

CZ model

VMD model

AdS/QCD

Asymptotic

Point-like

CELLO

BABAR

CLEO

Belle

BESIII (prelim.)

Figure 2. Comparison between experimental measurements
of TFF with a single virtual photon and lattice QCD calcula-
tions using different parameterizations of ϕπ(x2, u) as inputs.

linearly on φ2(r), confirming that the contributions from
higher-order terms are minimal.

−0.6 −0.4 −0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

ϕ2

59.5

60.0

60.5

61.0

61.5

62.0

62.5

aπ
0−pole
µ × 1011 64I

CZ model

VMD model

AdS/QCD

Asymptotic

Point-like

Figure 3. aπ0
−pole

µ as a function of φ2(r). The results align
closely with a linear form, indicating that higher-order effects
are negligible.

In Eq. (13), the parameterizations of ϕπ(x
2, u) are

all independent of the scale x2. Consequently, φ2(r)
is also independent of r = ∣x∣. When considering

the r-dependence of φ2(r), one can express aπ
0
−pole

2,0 in

Eq. (12) as aπ
0
−pole

2,0 = ∫ dr d2,0(r)φ2(r), where d2,0(r) =

∫ dr
′ c2,0(r, r

′). We have calculated d2,0(r) in the Supple-
mental Material [59] and find it to be consistently pos-
itive. As long as φ2(r) falls within the range spanned
by the five parameterizations for any r > 0, these x2-
independent parameterizations for ϕπ(x

2, u) will provide
a safe bound for the final result.

Table II lists aπ
0
−pole

µ results for ensembles with near-
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Ensembles aπ0
−pole

µ × 1011
24D 65.65(40)stat(100)ϕ
32D 66.05(48)stat(106)ϕ
32Df 61.33(48)stat(93)ϕ
48I 60.61(37)stat(99)ϕ
64I 60.88(48)stat(97)ϕ

Table II. Results for aπ0
−pole

µ for the gauge ensembles with
near-physical pion masses. These results include finite-volume
corrections, unphysical pion mass corrections and discon-
nected contributions. The uncertainty labeled with the sub-
script ϕ indicates that it stems from the five different param-
eterizations.

physical pion masses, incorporating finite-volume cor-
rections, unphysical pion mass corrections, and discon-
nected contributions (see Supplemental Material [59] for
details). Before finite-volume corrections, the 24D and
32D ensembles—differing only by volume—exhibit clear
finite-volume effects. After correction, the results dif-
fer by less than 1σ, likely due to statistical fluctuations;
however, this difference is conservatively treated as a sys-
tematic uncertainty. Using additional 32IcH ensemble
with a heavier pion mass, we estimate and correct for
pion mass dependence. These corrections are small rela-
tive to other systematic effects. The primary uncertainty
stems from five different parameterizations. The CZ pa-

rameterization yields the maximum value for aπ
0
−pole

µ ,
while the point-like yields the minimum. The central re-
sult is quoted as the average, with half of their difference
as the systematic uncertainty. The continuum extrapo-
lations are shown in Fig. 4. A linear a2 fit to 48I and

64I data points gives aπ
0
−pole

µ = 61.2(1.1)stat(1.0)ϕ. To

estimate residual O(a4) lattice artifacts, we use a com-
bined quadratic fit incorporating the 32D and 32Df data,

yielding aπ
0
−pole

µ = 61.9(1.7)stat(1.0)ϕ. The difference be-
tween these fits serves as the residual artifact estimate.
Details of the quadratic fit are provided in the Supple-
mental Material [59]. The final result is

aπ
0
−pole

µ = 61.2(1.1)stat(1.0)ϕ(0.7)a(0.4)FV × 10
−11. (15)

The model-independent component aπ
0
−pole

0,0 is given by

aπ
0
−pole

0,0 = 61.2(1.1)stat × 10−11, showing strong consis-
tency as averaging the CZ and point-like parameteriza-
tions suppresses the contribution from the φ2(r) term.
We also calculate the π0 decay width as Γπ0→γγ =

7.60(27) eV, which is ∼ 0.7σ below the experimental re-
sult of Γπ0→γγ = 7.80(12) eV [77].

CONCLUSION

We have developed a method to calculate aπ
0-pole

µ , the

π0-pole contribution to the HLbL in the muon g−2. Our
approach includes an SO(4) average to compute the TFF

0.000 0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020

a2/fm2

55

60

65

70

75

80

aπ
0−pole
µ × 1011

BMWc

ETMC

This work

linear fit

combined fit

Figure 4. Lattice results for aπ0-pole
µ as a function of the lat-

tice spacing squared, a2. For each data point from this work,
the uncertainty reflects both statistical error and system-
atic variations from different parameterizations of ϕπ(x2, u).
These results are compared with previous findings from the
BMWc [50] and ETMC [51] Collaborations. In the continuum
limit, our results are slightly higher than those from other cal-
culations, primarily because our disconnected contributions
are positive, whereas in other studies, they contribute nega-
tively.

at arbitrary space-like photon momenta and introduces
a structure function, ϕπ(x

2, u), to mitigate the signal-
to-noise problem. As demonstrated in the Supplemental
Material, ϕπ(x

2, u) = 0 for u ∉ [0,1], providing an addi-
tional constraint that improves the lattice results com-
pared to other methods. To estimate the systematic
effects associated with ϕπ(x

2, u), we employ a Gegen-
bauer expansion and introduce five parameterizations of
the structure function, spanning a wide range of large-
momentum behaviors for the TFF.

In this calculation, we conduct a detailed analysis of
various systematic effects. In Fig. 5, we compare our final
result with other lattice QCD calculations[49–51], disper-
sive analyses [78], and phenomenological studies [79–82].
Despite methodological differences, our results align well
with other lattice calculations but yield a larger value
due to the opposite sign we obtain for disconnected con-
tributions, bringing our lattice results closer to dispersive
determinations. The uncertainties of our final result are
comparable to those of previous calculations. In our ap-
proach, the statistical uncertainties are significantly re-
duced due to the application of the new method. As
shown in Table II, for each ensemble, the dominant uncer-
tainties now stem from the five parameterizations of the
structure function. Future work can reduce systematic
uncertainties further by calculating the hadronic func-
tion H(x2, P ⋅ x) at more values of P ⋅ x by boosting the
pion.

Expanding on methods used for decay amplitudes in
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Mainz 19

BMWc 23

ETMC 23

This work

aπ
0−pole
µ × 1011

Figure 5. Comparison of various results for aπ0-pole
µ , including

lattice calculations, dispersive analyses, and phenomenologi-
cal studies. The results, listed from top to bottom, include:
lattice QCD calculations from ETMC 23 [51], BMWc 23 [50],
and Mainz 19 [49]; dispersive analysis (Disp 18) [78]; Canter-
bury approximants (CA 19) [79]; Dyson-Schwinger approach
(DS 19) [80] and (DS 20) [81]; and resonance chiral theory
(RχT 24) [82].

processes like π0 → e+e− and ηc → γγ, our approach
holds promise for future calculations of the η- and η′-
pole contributions to the HLbL in the muon g − 2, where
heavier meson masses allow for a wider range of P ⋅ x in
H(x2, P ⋅ x).
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Signal-to-noise problem

In this section, we address the signal-to-noise prob-
lem that arises in the integral with the SO(3)-averaged
weight function. By substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (5), we
obtain

Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′

2
) = ∫ d4xe(E−

1
2mπ)t ∣x⃗∣

∣q⃗∣
j1(∣q⃗∣∣x⃗∣)

×H(x2, P ⋅ x) (S 1)

with

P = (imπ, 0⃗), Q = (iE, q⃗), Q′ = (i(mπ −E),−q⃗).

To describe the virtuality of the photons, we introduce
two parameters, ρ and σ

ρm2
π = −Q

2
= E2

− ∣q⃗∣2, σm2
π = −Q

′2
= (mπ −E)

2
− ∣q⃗∣2.

The quantities E and ∣q⃗∣ can then be expressed in terms
of ρ and σ as

E =
1 + ρ − σ

2
mπ, ∣q⃗∣ =

√
(ρ − σ)2 − 2ρ − 2σ + 1

2
mπ.

When ∣ρ−σ∣ ≫ 1, or equivalently ∣Q2−Q′
2
∣ ≫m2

π, we find
that ∣E∣ ≫mπ. In this scenario, we expect the TFF to be
highly noisy. A specific example of this is when Q2 ≫m2

π

and Q′
2
= 0. On the other hand, when ρ = σ, or equiv-

alently Q2 = Q′
2
, we have E = mπ

2
. In this case, there

is no signal-to-noise problem. In Fig. S 1, we present the
lattice results of the TFF for three cases: Q′

2
/Q2 = 0, 0.5

and 1. These results confirm our expectations.

On-shell transition form factor

In Table S I, we present the lattice results for the on-
shell TFF Fπ0γγ(0,0) across various ensembles. For cal-
culating Fπ0γγ(0,0), there is no signal-to-noise problem,
allowing both the SO(3) and SO(4) averaging meth-
ods to yield results with comparable precision. However,
compared to the SO(3) results in the upper part of the
table, the SO(4) results in the lower part exhibit sys-
tematic upward shifts. These shifts are primarily due to
lattice artifacts, which tend to be larger at coarser lat-
tice spacings and diminish as the lattice spacing becomes
finer. We also compute the finite-volume effects, the un-
physical pion mass effects, and the contributions from
disconnected diagrams, as shown in Table S I. For the
disconnected diagrams, we calculate contributions for the
24D and 64I ensembles, finding good consistency between
them; thus, we use the 64I results as corrections from
the disconnected diagrams. Regarding finite-volume ef-
fects, these can reach 4.3-4.8×10−3 GeV−1 for the two
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Figure S 1. Numerical results of Fπ0γ∗γ(−Q2,0),
Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q2,−0.5Q2) and Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q2,−Q2) as functions

of Q2. These results are calculated using Eq. (S 1), with en-
semble 64I serving as an example.

Fπ0γγ(0,0) × 103 [GeV−1] using SO(3) average
Ens conn. diag. FV corr. mass corr. disc. diag. total
24D 283.0(1.6) 4.5(3) 0.60(5) 4.1(7) 291.5(1.7)
32D 288.8(2.2) 0.44(5) 0.60(5) - 293.3(2.2)
32Df 270.8(2.6) 4.8(7) 0.63(5) - 279.6(2.7)
48I 268.2(1.9) 1.15(9) 0.37(3) - 273.1(1.9)
64I 267.3(1.9) 1.3(1) 0.31(3) 3.4(3) 272.3(1.9)
24DH 249.1(0.9) 0.90(5) - - -
24IH 209.3(0.9) 26.2(8) - - -
32IcH 233.5(1.2) 7.3(3) - - -

Fπ0γγ(0,0) × 103 [GeV−1] using SO(4) average
Ens conn. diag. FV corr. mass corr. disc. diag. total
24D 284.6(1.7) 4.3(3) 0.60(5) 4.1(7) 292.9(1.7)
32D 289.7(2.2) 0.42(4) 0.60(5) - 294.1(2.3)
32Df 272.9(2.7) 4.6(7) 0.62(5) - 281.5(2.8)
48I 268.6(1.9) 1.09(9) 0.36(3) - 273.5(1.9)
64I 267.7(1.9) 1.3(1) 0.31(3) 3.4(3) 272.7(1.9)
24DH 250.0(0.8) 1.00(5) - - -
24IH 210.2(0.9) 25.8(8) - - -
32IcH 234.0(1.2) 7.4(3) - - -

Table S I. Numerical results of Fπ0γγ(0,0) across vari-
ous ensembles calculated using both the SO(3) averaging
method (S 1) and SO(4) averaging method (10). For the lat-
ter, we use ϕπ(x2, u) = 1 (VMD parameterization) as input.
Different parameterizations for ϕπ(x2, u) have a negligible ef-
fect on the determination of Fπ0γγ(0,0). Finite-volume ef-
fects, unphysical pion mass effects, and contributions from
disconnected diagrams are also listed.

ensembles with lattice sizes of L ≈ 4.6 fm, specifically
32Df and 24D. As the lattice size increases to L ≈ 5.5
fm (48I and 64I ensembles), the finite-size correction re-
duces to 1.1-1.3×10−3 GeV−1. For the 32D ensemble with
L ≈ 6.2 fm, the finite-size effect is further suppressed to
0.4×10−3 GeV−1. In contrast, the 24IH and 32IcH en-
sembles, which have heavier pion masses, exhibit rela-
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tively large finite-volume effects due to their smaller lat-
tice sizes (L = 2.7 and 3.5 fm, respectively). However,
after finite-volume corrections, results from these two en-
sembles align more closely, with small differences likely
from residual effects in 24IH. We thus use only 32IcH for
mass correction. The 24DH ensemble shows larger lat-
tice artifacts due to its coarse spacing and is therefore
excluded from mass correction. Overall, for ensembles
with near-physical pion mass, mass corrections remain
relatively small. Further discussion of these systematic
effects can be found in later sections.

Fπ0γγ(0,0) × 103 [GeV−1]
Method linear fit quadratic fit

SO(3) total 271.4(4.7) 272.5(5.4)
SO(4) total 271.8(4.7) 272.5(5.4)

Table S II. Continuum-extrapolated results for Fπ0γγ(0,0) ob-
tained from linear and combined quadratic fits.

Combining all contributions, we present the total re-
sults in the final column of Table S I. Since the DSDR
ensembles with near-physical pion masses have relatively
large lattice spacings, we use two Iwasaki ensembles, 48I
and 64I, to perform a linear fit in a2, obtaining the form
factor in the continuum limit. To estimate the residual
O(a4) lattice artifact, we carry out a combined fit across
results from the 32D, 32Df, 48I, and 64I ensembles using
the following functional form

Fπ0γγ(0,0)∣
Iwasaki

= Fπ0γγ(0,0)(1 + c1a
2
+ c2a

4
),

Fπ0γγ(0,0)∣
DSDR

= Fπ0γγ(0,0)(1 + c
′

1a
2
+ c2a

4
).(S 2)

Since the Iwasaki and DSDR ensembles have different
discretizations, we introduce separate parameters, c1 and
c′1, for the linear term, while using a common parame-
ter c2 for the a4 term across both discretizations. We
interpret the difference between the linear and combined
quadratic fits as the residual O(a4) systematic uncer-
tainty. The fitting curves are displayed on the left side of
Fig. S 2 and the fit results for Fπ0γγ(0,0) are summarized
in Table S II. We report the final results for Fπ0γγ(0,0)
as follows

Fπ0γγ(0,0) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

0.2714(47)stat(11)syst GeV−1, SO(3)

0.2718(47)stat(7)syst GeV−1, SO(4)
,

(S 3)
which are 0.7-0.8σ below the experimental value of
Fπ0γγ(0,0) = 0.2754(21) GeV−1, obtained using the
PrimEx-II decay width of Γπ0→γγ = 7.80(12) eV as in-
put [77]. The corresponding TFF results imply a decay
width of Γπ0→γγ = 7.58(26)stat(6)syst eV (SO(3)) and
Γπ0→γγ = 7.60(26)stat(4)syst eV (SO(4)), which are also
∼ 0.8σ below the experimental value. To maintain con-
sistency throughout the paper, we use the SO(4) result
as the final value for the decay width.
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Figure S 2. The combined quadratic fits for Fπ0γγ(0,0) (left)
and aπ0

−pole
µ (right).

The combined quadratic fit for aπ
0
−pole

µ is performed in
the same manner as for Fπ0γγ(0,0). The fitting curves
are shown on the right side of Fig. S 2, and the fit results
are presented in the main text.

Derivation of Eq. (7)

To describe the P ⋅ x dependence in H(x2, P ⋅ x) , we
express it through a Fourier transformation

H(x2, P ⋅ x) = ∫
∞

−∞

duei(u−
1
2
)P ⋅xH̃(x2, u). (S 4)

By defining the pion structure function ϕπ as

ϕπ(x
2, u) ≡

H̃(x2, u)

H(x2,0)
, (S 5)

we immediately obtain

H(x2, P ⋅x) = ∫
∞

−∞

duei(u−
1
2
)P ⋅xϕπ(x

2, u)H(x2,0). (S 6)

Setting P ⋅ x = 0 leads to a normalization condition for
ϕπ

∫

∞

−∞

duϕπ(x
2, u) = 1, ∀x2. (S 7)

Next, we will prove ϕπ(x
2, u) = 0 when u ∉ [0,1]. If

it holds, we recover Eq. (7) from the main paper. To do
this, we define an operator Ōπ that creates only the pion
state from vacuum and is normalized as

⟨π(P )∣Ōπ(y)∣0⟩ = e
−iP ⋅y. (S 8)

Using Ōπ, we construct the three-point correlation func-
tion as

Cµν(x, y) = ⟨0 ∣T [Jµ (
x

2
)Jν (−

x

2
) Ōπ(y)]∣0⟩ . (S 9)
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We choose the temporal component of y to satisfy y0 <
− 1

2
∣x0∣ and insert the pion state into the three-point func-

tion

Cµν(x, y) = ∫
d3p⃗

(2π)3
εµναβxαPβH(x

2, P ⋅ x)
1

2Eπ
e−iP ⋅y

= ∫
d3p⃗

(2π)3
εµναβxα (i

∂

∂yβ
)

∫

∞

−∞

duei(u−
1
2
)P ⋅xH̃(x2, u)

1

2Eπ
e−iP ⋅y

= εµναβxα (i
∂

∂yβ
)

∫

∞

−∞

du H̃(x2, u)G((u −
1

2
)x − y) .(S 10)

In the last line, we introduce the pion propagator

G(x) = ∫
d4P

(2π)4
eiP ⋅x

P 2 +m2
π

, (S 11)

which becomes singular as x→ 0.

Next, we draw a straight line through −x
2
and x

2
, plac-

ing y on this line. For any u ∉ [0,1], it is always possible
to choose y such that it approaches (u − 1

2
)x, causing

the pion propagator to become singular. On the other
hand, there is no singularity associated with the correla-
tion function Cµν(x, y) when y0 < −

1
2
∣x0∣. This leads to

a contradiction, implying that H̃(x2, u) = 0, ∀u ∉ [0,1],
and therefore, the same holds for ϕπ(x

2, u).

Influence from the structure function ϕπ(x2, u)

In this section, we discuss the influence of the structure

function ϕπ(x
2, u) on the final determination of aπ

0
−pole

µ .
We begin by examining the application of Eq. (8). Under
Gegenbauer expansion (11), the TFF can be expressed as

Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q
2,−Q′2) = 12∫ d4xH(x2,0)

×
∞

∑
n=0

φ2n(r)f2n(Q
2,Q′

2
, r), (S 12)

with

f2n(Q
2,Q′

2
, r) ≡ ∫

1

0
du

J2(∣K̄ ∣r)

∣K̄ ∣2
u(1 − u)C

(
3
2 )

2n (2u − 1).

(S 13)

Given a specific value of r, we calculate f2n(Q
2,Q′

2
, r)

at the following points

{Q2,Q′
2
} = {Q2

1,0}, {Q
2
2,Q

2
3}, {Q

2
3,0}, {Q

2
1,Q

2
2} (S 14)

using the one-dimensional integral in Eq. (S 13). With

f2n(Q
2,Q′

2
, r) as inputs, we substitute (S 12) into Eq. (1)

and numerically compute the integral ∫ dQ1 ∫ dQ2 ∫ dτ .
This yields

aπ
0
−pole

µ = ∫ d4x1 ∫ d4x2H(x
2
1,0)H(x

2
2,0)

× ∑
n≥m

φ2n(r1)φ2m(r2)ρ2n,2m(r1, r2),(S 15)

where the weight function ρ2n,2m(r1, r2) is determined
numerically.
Due to the lattice discretization, the spacetime inte-

grals ∫ d
4x1 ∫ d

4x2 are replaced by summations

∫ d4x1 ∫ d4x2 → ∑
r1,r2

∑
x1,x2

δ∣x1∣,r1δ∣x2∣,r2 . (S 16)

This implies that we need to compute ρ2n,2m(r1, r2) at
numerous points of {r1, r2}, totaling L2 × L2 points. To
reduce computational cost, we use interpolation. For ex-
ample, along the r1 direction, if r1 ≤ 0.5 fm, we calcu-
late ρ2n,2m(r1, r2) at every point of r1. For r1 > 0.5 fm,
we calculate it with a spacing of 0.05 fm and then per-
form numerical interpolation to obtain ρ2n,2m(r1, r2) at
all points of r1. The same treatment is applied to r2.
Using the spacetime summation, we obtain

aπ
0
−pole

µ = ∑
r1,r2

∑
n≥m

c2n,2m(r1, r2)φ2n(r1)φ2m(r2)

= aπ
0
−pole

0,0 + aπ
0
−pole

2,0 + aπ
0
−pole

2,2 + aπ
0
−pole

4,0 +⋯

(S 17)

with

c2n,2m(r1, r2) = ∑
x1,x2

δ∣x1∣,r1δ∣x2∣,r2ρ2n,2m(r1, r2)

×H(x2
1,0)H(x

2
2,0). (S 18)

We define

aπ
0
−pole

2n,2m = ∑
r

d2n,2m(r)φ2n(r) (S 19)

and

d2n,2m(r) = ∑
r′
c2n,2m(r, r

′
)φ2m(r

′
). (S 20)

For d2n,0, it can be calculated in a model-independent
manner. However, for d2,2, we need to use φ2(r) from
various parameterizations (13) as input. The results of
d0,0, d2,0, d4,0 and d2,2 as functions of r are displayed in
Fig. S 3. In comparison to d0,0(r), d2,0(r) reaches a few
percent, while d4,0(r) and d2,2(r) are further suppressed
by an additional factor of 10.

Next, we explore the application of Eq. (10). We can
express H(x2,0) as

H(x2,0) =
H(x2, P ⋅ x)

∫ due
i(u− 1

2
)P ⋅xϕπ(x2, u)

=
H(x2, P ⋅ x)

∑
∞

n=0 φ2n(r)g2n(P ⋅ x)
, (S 21)
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Figure S 3. The coefficients d2n,2m(r) as functions of r.
There coefficients are calculated using the 64I ensemble. The
determination of d0,0(r), d2,0(r), and d4,0(r) does not require
the input from the structure function. For d2,2(r), we have
used the CZ parameterization, which provides the largest ∣φ2∣
among the five parameterizations considered in this study.
The other curves are model independent.

with g2n(P ⋅x) representing a series of analytically known
functions. For n > 0, the φ2n(r) term can be treated as
a correction, leading to

H(x2,0) =
H(x2, P ⋅ x)

g0(P ⋅ x)
(1 − ∑

n>0

φ2n(r)g2n(P ⋅ x)

g0(P ⋅ x)
) +⋯

(S 22)
By substituting Eq. (S 22) into Eq. (S 15) and isolating
the terms that depend linearly on φ2n(r1)φ2m(r2), we

obtain aπ
0
−pole

2n,2m = ∑r d
full
2n,2m(r)φ2m(r). We use the su-

perscript “full” to indicate that dfull2n,2m(r) is computed

using the full dataset of H(x2, P ⋅ x), rather than just
H(x2,0). The coefficients dfull2n,2m(r) as functions of r are
shown in Fig. S 4.
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102 × dfull
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Figure S 4. The coefficients dfull0,0 (r), dfull2,0 (r) and dfull4,0 (r) as
functions of r.

Finite-volume effects

At long distances, the hadronic function Hµν(x) is
assumed to be dominated by contributions from a vec-
tor meson V and πV states. For simplicity, the vector
mesons in both the isovector and isoscalar channels are
taken to have the same mass. For t > 0, we have

H
LD
µν (x) = ∑

λ
∫

d3q⃗

(2π)3
×

[⟨0∣Jµ∣V (Qon, λ)⟩
e−(EV −

1
2mπ)t+iq⃗⋅x⃗

2EV
⟨V (Qon, λ)∣Jν ∣π(P )⟩+

⟨0∣Jµ∣π(P )V (Qon, λ)⟩
e−(EV +

1
2mπ)t+iq⃗⋅x⃗

2EV
⟨V (Qon, λ)∣Jν ∣0⟩] ,

(S 23)

where Qon = (iEV , q⃗) and EV is the energy of the vector
meson. The index λ denotes the polarization direction of
the vector meson. The matrix elements are decomposed
as

⟨0∣Jµ∣V (Q,λ)⟩ =mV fV ϵµ(Q,λ),

⟨V (Q,λ)∣Jν ∣0⟩ =mV fV ϵ
∗

ν(Q,λ),

⟨V (Q,λ)∣Jν ∣π(P )⟩ = i ενµαβϵ
∗µ
(Q,λ)QαP βFπV (P,Q),

⟨0∣Jµ∣π(P )V (Q,λ)⟩ = −i εµναβϵ
ν
(Q,λ)QαP βFπV (P,−Q),

(S 24)

assuming that the vector meson is treated as a stable
particle and that rescattering effects between π and V are
neglected. Here, fV represents the vector meson decay
constant, and FπV (P,Q) is a form factor dominated by
the vector meson pole

FπV (P,Q) =
fπV

(P −Q)2 +m2
V

. (S 25)

A similar procedure applies for t < 0. Using the polariza-
tion sum ∑λ ϵµ(Q,λ)ϵ∗ν(Q,λ) =

QµQν

−m2
V

− gµν , we derive

H
LD
µν (x) = i∫

d3q⃗

(2π)3
fπV V εµναβQ

α
onP

β

2EV mπ
×

[
e−(EV −

1
2mπ)∣t∣+iq⃗⋅x⃗

2EV −mπ
−
e−(EV +

1
2mπ)∣t∣+iq⃗⋅x⃗

2EV +mπ
] ,(S 26)

with fπV V ≡mV fV fπV . In infinite volume, we will later
demonstrate that HLD

µν (x), as defined in Eq. (S 26), pro-

duces a structure function ϕLD
π (x

2, u) ≈ 1. In a finite
volume, the hadronic function HLD

µν (L,x) is obtained by

replacing ∫
d3q⃗
(2π)3

with 1
L3 ∑q⃗ in Eq. (S 26). The scalar

function HLD(L,x2, P ⋅ x) is then defined as

HLD
(L,x2, P ⋅ x) = −

εµναβx
αP βHLD

µν (L,x)

2(x2P 2 − (P ⋅ x)2)
. (S 27)
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Ensemble mV [GeV] fπV V [GeV3] α̃VMD χ2/d.o.f
24D 0.719(10) 0.072(6) 0.02566(63) 0.7
32D 0.713(10) 0.069(5) 0.02533(58) 0.9
32Df 0.705(18) 0.059(8) 0.02198(65) 0.5
48I 0.716(9) 0.062(4) 0.02207(43) 0.2
64I 0.716(12) 0.063(5) 0.02214(51) 0.6

24DH 0.843(7) 0.119(5) 0.02597(35) 0.3
24IH 0.853(7) 0.113(3) 0.02478(18) 0.6
32IcH 0.839(6) 0.118(4) 0.02395(19) 0.5

Table S III. The fitting parameters mV , fπV V , and the ratio
α̃VMD = FπfπV V

m4
V

for all ensembles.

In the master formula (10), the lattice hadronic func-
tion H(x2,0) is computed by averaging all data points
of H(x2, P ⋅ x) as follows

H(x2,0) =
1

η(P )
∫ dΩx

x⊥
∣x∣

H(x2, P ⋅ x)

∫
1
0 duei(u−

1
2 )P ⋅xϕπ(x2, u)

.

(S 28)
Here, we use a structure function ϕπ(x

2, u) = 1 and
treatHLD(L,x2, P ⋅x) from Eq. (S 27) similarly, following
Eq. (S 28) to obtain HLD(L,x2,0). We fit HLD(L,x2,0)
to lattice data at large x, using a fitting range of ∣x∣ ∈
[1.5,3.0] fm for ensembles at near-physical pion masses
and ∣x∣ ∈ [1.0,2.5] fm for ensembles at mπ ≈ 340 MeV to
determine the parameters mV and fπV V . These param-
eters, along with the fit quality, represented by χ2/d.o.f.,
are listed in Table S III for all ensembles. The reason-
able values of χ2/d.o.f. suggest that HLD(L,x2, P ⋅ x)
from Eq. (S 27) provides a good description of the lat-
tice data. Due to the possible mixing between the vector
meson and ππ state, the resulting mV is expected to be
lower than the PDG value. In Fig. S 5, we illustrate the
fit results for the 24D and 32D ensembles with differ-
ent volumes. The plot shows that lattice results with
a larger volume systematically shift upwards, as do the
curves of HLD(L,x2,0), indicating the importance of in-
cluding finite-volume corrections.

In the infinite volume, the corresponding hadronic
function HLD(x2, P ⋅ x) can be derived analytically. The
Fourier transform leads to

F
LD
µν (Q,Q′) = ∫ d4xe−i(Q−

P
2
)⋅x
H

LD
µν (x),

= i εµναβQ
αP β
F

LD
π0γ∗γ∗(−Q

2,−Q′
2
),(S 29)

where Q′ = P −Q, and

F
LD
π0γ∗γ∗(−Q

2,−Q′
2
) =

fπV V

(Q2 +m2
V )(Q

′2 +m2
V )

. (S 30)

The parameter α̃ = FπFπ0γγ(0,0) can be approximated

in the VMD model as α̃VMD =
FπfπV V

m4
V

. This ratio is

expected to exhibit only mild dependence on the quark
mass. This expectation is supported by the results in
Table S III, where α̃VMD for the 48I and 64I ensembles
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Figure S 5. Fit of HLD(L,x2,0) to lattice data for the 24D
and 32D ensembles.

differs from that of 24IH and 32IcH by only 8%-12%,
despite the fact that fπV V varies by as much as 80%.
Applying Feynman parameterization, we obtain

F
LD
π0γ∗γ∗(−Q

2,−Q′
2
) = ∫

1

0
du

fπV V

((1 − u)Q2 + uQ′2 +m2
V )

2

= ∫

1

0
du

fπV V

(K̄2 + M̄2)2
(S 31)

with K̄ = Q − uP and M̄2 = u(1 − u)P 2 +m2
V .

Next, we express fπV V

(K̄2+M̄2)2
as

fπV V

(K̄2 + M̄2)2
= ∫ d4xG(x, M̄)e−iK̄⋅x, (S 32)

with

G(x,m) = ∫
d4q

(2π)4
fπV V eiq⋅x

(q2 +m2)2
=
fπV V

8π2
K0(m∣x∣).

(S 33)
Here, Kn(z) represents the modified Bessel function of
the second kind. Substituting Eq. (S 32) into Eq. (S 29),
we arrive at

F
LD
µν (Q,Q′)

= i∫
1

0
du∫ d4xG(x, M̄) εµναβ (i

∂

∂xα
)Pβe

−iK̄⋅x

= i∫
1

0
du∫ d4xεµναβ (−i

∂G(x, M̄)

∂xα
)Pβe

−iK̄⋅x

= −
fπV V

8π2 ∫

1

0
du∫ d4xεµναβxαPβ

M̄

∣x∣
K1(M̄ ∣x∣)e

−iK̄⋅x.

(S 34)

On the other hand, using Eq. (3) and (7), we derive

F
LD
µν (Q,Q′) = −∫ d4xεµναβxαPβ ∫

1

0
due−iK̄⋅x ×

ϕLD
π (x

2, u)HLD
(x2,0). (S 35)
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By comparing these two equations, we obtain

fπV V

8π2

M̄

∣x∣
K1(M̄ ∣x∣) = ϕ

LD
π (x

2, u)HLD
(x2,0). (S 36)

This leads to the result

HLD
(x2,0) =

fπV V

8π2 ∫

1

0
du

M̄

∣x∣
K1(M̄ ∣x∣), (S 37)

and

ϕLD
π (x

2, u) =
M̄K1(M̄ ∣x∣)

∫
1
0 duM̄K1(M̄ ∣x∣)

. (S 38)

Given that m2
π ≪m2

V and M̄2 ≈m2
V , ϕ

LD
π (x

2, u) is nearly
independent of u and ∣x∣. Therefore, we approximate
ϕLD
π (x

2, u) ≈ 1, which is consistent with ϕVMD
π as defined

in Eq. (13). The general hadronic function in infinite
volume is given by

HLD
(x2, P ⋅ x) = ∫

1

0
duei(u−

1
2 )P ⋅xϕLD

π (x
2, u)HLD

(x2,0).

(S 39)
By comparing the results obtained using either the

finite-volume hadronic function HLD(L,x2, P ⋅ x) or the
infinite-volume function HLD(x2, P ⋅ x), we can derive

the TFF and aπ
0
−pole

µ , and subsequently determine the
finite-volume effects.

Contributions from disconnected diagrams

For calculating the disconnected contribution from the
light quark loop minus the strange quark loop, an efficient
technique was developed by C. Michael et al. in 2007 [88],
utilizing the so-called one-end trick [89, 90]. This ap-
proach was later developed and extended as the split-even
method in Ref. [91]. By combining this technique with
low-mode averaging [92] and all-mode averaging [93], A.
Gérardin et al. [50] demonstrated that the vector loop
of the disconnected diagram can be efficiently computed.
It is worth noting that a different method was used in
an earlier work by RBC-UKQCD Collaboration [94] to
calculate the disconnected contribution in hadronic vac-
uum polarization. In that approach, the vector loop was
computed using sparse random sources combined with
full-volume low-mode averaging, which also proved to be
highly effective. In this work, we employ the split-even
method to make use of existing data efficiently. The es-
sential feature of both the one-end trick and the split-
even method is that they allow the light-minus-strange
loop contribution to be expressed as

L(x) = Tr[ΓD−1l (x,x) − ΓD
−1
s (x,x)]

= (ms −ml) ∑
y∈L3

Tr[ΓD−1l (x, y)D
−1
s (y, x)]

= (ms −ml) ∑
y∈L3

Tr[ΓD−1l (x, y)γ5D
−1†
s (x, y)γ5]

(S 40)

where Γ represents the gamma matrix, D−1l/s(x, y) is the

light/strange quark propagator, and ml/s is the bare
light/strange quark mass. Using U(1) stochastic sources

ξ(r)(y) with r = 1,2,⋯,Nr, the propagators ϕ
(r)

l/s
(x) can

be written as

ϕ
(r)

l/s
(x) = ∑

y∈L3

D−1l/s(x, y)ξ
(r)
(y). (S 41)

The one-end trick allows us to construct the loop contri-
bution as

L(x) =
ms −ml

Nr

Nr

∑
r=1

Tr[Γϕ
(r)
l (x)γ5ϕ

(r)†
s (x)γ5]. (S 42)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Q2[GeV2]

0.0000

0.0002

0.0004

0.0006

0.0008

[G
eV

]

Q2Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q2,−Q2), Disc. Diag. for 24D

point source prop.

U1 stochatis prop.

Figure S 6. Disconnected contributions to
Q2Fπ0γ∗γ∗(−Q2,−Q2). The results are computed using
one-end trick with both point-source propagators and U(1)
stochastic propagators for comparison. Results are presented
for the 24D ensemble with the VMD parameterization
ϕπ(x2, u) = 1 as an example. Different parameterizations of
ϕπ(x2, u) yield highly consistent results.

For the 24D ensemble, we used Nr = 64 stochastic-
source propagators to compute the loop function L(x).
Additionally, we have already computed 1024 point-
source propagators per configuration to construct the
connected diagrams. Since these propagators are avail-
able, we used them for free to build L(x). A comparison
is shown in Fig. S 6 for the computation of TFF, reveal-

ing comparable uncertainties. For aπ
0
−pole

µ , the results
for 24D are

adiscµ × 1011∣
24D
=

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1.70(23), U(1)-stochastic

1.92(27), point-source
. (S 43)

Given that the number of stochastic-source propagators
is much smaller than that of the point-source propaga-
tors, the combination of stochastic-source propagators
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and the one-end trick offers a more efficient approach.
However, in our calculation, since we already accumu-
lated thousands of point-source propagators per config-
uration, we utilized them for the calculation of the dis-
connected diagrams.

For the 64I ensemble, we computed 2048 point-source
propagators per configuration, allowing for a more ac-
curate determination of the disconnected diagram. We
find

adiscµ × 1011∣
64I
= 1.59(10), (S 44)

which is in good agreement with the 24D results. This
suggests that, for the domain wall fermion ensembles
used in this calculation, lattice artifacts in the discon-
nected diagram are not significant relative to statistical
uncertainties.
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r/fm

−20

0

20

40

60

[f
m
−

1
]

r-slice contribution of aπ
0−pole
µ × 1011

Con. 64I

10× Dis. 64I

10× Dis. 24D
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Figure S 7. Comparison of the 64I disconnected contribution
(orange) with the 24D disconnected (green) and 64I connected
contributions (blue).

In Fig. S 7, we compare the 64I disconnected contribu-
tion with the 24D disconnected and 64I connected con-
tributions. By ”disconnected contribution”, we refer to
the case where one form factor (labeled A) uses the con-
nected contribution while the other (labeled B) uses the
disconnected contribution. For the ”connected contri-
bution”, both form factors A and B use the connected
contribution. We introduce a parameter r in the space-
time integral for form factor B, while the form factor A
is fully integrated over the entire spacetime. The figure
shows the integrand as a function of r, and integrating

over r provides the contribution to aπ
0
−pole

µ . From the
figure, we confirm that the 64I and 24D disconnected
contributions are consistent with each other and are both
more than 10 times smaller than the 64I connected con-
tribution. At large r, the results vanish but become very
noisy, so we introduce a truncation for the disconnected
contribution at rcut = 1.8 fm. The residual truncation
effects are neglected, as the disconnected contributions
are significantly smaller than the connected ones.

It is worth noting that the disconnected contributions
computed here have an opposite sign relative to previ-
ous lattice calculations [48–52, 55, 57]. Although these
contributions are relatively small, they become statisti-
cally significant when combined with the connected part,
making it important to determine the correct sign for the
disconnected diagrams.

Unphysical pion mass effects
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Figure S 8. Pion mass dependence of Fπ0γγ(0,0) (upper

panel) and the connected contribution to aπ0
−pole

µ (lower
panel), shown for the two ensembles 48I and 32IcH.

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14

m2
π/GeV2

0.0245

0.0250

0.0255

0.0260

0.0265

FπFπ0γγ(0, 0)

Chiral limit

48I and 32IcH

Figure S 9. Pion mass dependence of FπFπ0γγ(0,0), shown
for the two ensembles 48I and 32IcH.

In Fig. S 8 we present the pion mass dependence of
Fπ0γγ(0,0) (upper panel) and the connected contribu-

tion to aπ
0
−pole

µ (lower panel). The two ensembles used
here, 48I and 32IcH, have similar lattice spacings, and
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Ens mπ [MeV] Fπ0γγ [GeV−1] Fπ [GeV] FπFπ0γγ

48I 139.7(3) 0.2697(19) 0.0929(1) 0.02506(18)
32IcH 340.1(1.2) 0.2414(12) 0.1087(2) 0.02624(14)

Table S IV. Lattice results used to compile Figs. S 8 and S 9.
Fπ0γγ stands for Fπ0γγ(0,0).

finite-volume corrections have been applied to these re-
sults. In Fig. S 9 we also present the pion dependence of
the normalized TFF FπFπ0γγ(0,0), again using only con-
nected contributions. The corresponding results are sum-
marized in Table S IV. Our current dataset includes one
near-physical point and another at mπ ≈ 340 MeV. We
perform a simple linear fit to the two available data points
and obtain the mass corrections to both Fπ0γγ(0,0) and

aπ
0-pole

µ . These corrections, listed in Table S I and Ta-
ble SV, are small compared to other systematic uncer-
tainties, as expected, since the relevant ensembles are
already very close to the physical pion mass.

Apart from the mass correction, the slope of
FπFπ0γγ(0,0) can determine the chiral low-energy con-
stant (LEC) CWr

7 in the chiral perturbation theory [49,
95–97] via

FπFπ0γγ(0,0) = α̃ −
64

3
CWr

7 m2
π. (S 45)

From the slope, we extract the connected contribution to
the LEC, CWr,conn

7 = −0.61(11) × 10−3 GeV−2. As shown
in Table S IV, much of the pion-mass dependence in Fπ

and Fπ0γγ(0,0) cancels out in the product, rendering
CWr

7 particularly sensitive to subleading effects. Not-
ing that the disconnected contribution to FπFπ0γγ(0,0)
vanishes in the chiral limit, we therefore can calculate
the slope using the data from the 64I ensemble alone,
obtaining CWr,disc

7 = −0.77(7) × 10−3 GeV−2. Combining
both contributions, we arrive at the total result CWr

7 =

−1.38(13)×10−3 GeV−2. Our result differs from the value
reported in Ref. [49], CWr

7 = 0.16(18)×10−3 GeV−2. This
discrepancy could be partly due to the sizable discon-
nected contribution entering with the opposite sign in
the earlier determination. Note that the extraction of
CWr

7 in this work should be interpreted with caution, as
it is subject to following potential systematic uncertain-
ties that are difficult to quantify. The quoted uncertainty
for CWr,conn

7 above is purely statistical and does not ac-
count for the following sources of systematics: (1) The
data point at mπ ≈ 340 MeV may lie outside the regime
where a linear dependence of FπFπ0γγ(0,0) on mπ2 is
valid; (2) The finite-volume correction estimated using
the VMD model is much larger for the 32IcH ensemble
(3.2%, see Table S I) than for the 48I ensemble (0.4%);
(3) The time separation between the pion interpolating
operator and the two vector currents is shorter for 32IcH
(∆t = 0.66 fm) compared to 48I (∆t = 1.37 fm), which
may enhance excited-state contamination. These issues
can be addressed in future studies by including more ac-

curate data at a range of pion masses or by directly com-
puting the mass derivative of the TFF. Finally, we stress
that these systematic uncertainties affect only the de-
termination of CWr

7 , but do not impact the accuracy of
our main results. The opposite sign of the disconnected
contribution, as observed in this work, is relevant for the
determination of CWr

7 itself and could potentially impact
the chiral prediction for the π0 → γγ decay width.

aπ0
−pole

µ × 1011
Ens conn. diag. FV corr. mass corr. disc. diag. total
24D 63.23(39) 0.77(6) 0.06(1) 1.92(27) 65.65(40)
32D 64.34(47) 0.057(6) 0.06(1) - 66.05(48)
32Df 58.88(63) 0.80(11) 0.06(1) - 61.33(48)
48I 58.83(36) 0.16(1) 0.034(6) - 60.61(37)
64I 59.08(47) 0.19(2) 0.028(6) 1.59(10) 60.88(48)

24DH 57.18(63) 0.26(1) - - -
24IH 47.21(30) 7.67(24) - - -
32IcH 53.94(34) 2.13(8) - - -

Table SV. Summary of connected contribution to aπ0
−pole

µ ,
along with finite-volume corrections, unphysical pion mass
corrections, and disconnected contributions across different
ensembles.

Excited-state contamination
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Figure S 10. Upper panel: R(t)/R(∆t) as a function of t
for all the ensembles with near-physical pion masses. lower
panel: Two-state fit for R(t)/R(∆t), with 48I and 64I used
as examples.

To estimate the contamination from excited states, we
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define the ratio

R(t) =
⟨Oπ(2t)Ōπ(0)⟩

cosh(mπ(2t − T /2))
, (S 46)

where the wall-source pion interpolating operator Ōπ is
used to create a pion from the vacuum at the source,
while Oπ is used to annihilate the pion at the sink. In the
absence of excited-state contamination, this ratio should
be constant. In the upper panel of Fig. S 10 we plot
R(t)/R(∆t) as a function of t. Since the wall-source op-
erator Ōπ and Oπ have a good overlap with the π ground
state, we achieve ground-state saturation for t ∼ 0.5 fm.
As the pion correlator with zero momentum is not af-
fected by the signal-to-noise problem, we conservatively
choose ∆t to be around 1.5 fm, as indicated by the ver-
tical dashed lines in Fig.S 10.

To estimate the magnitude of excited-state contamina-
tion, we perform a two-state fit and present the results
for the 48I and 64I ensembles as examples in the lower
panel of Fig. S 10. From the two-state fit, we determine

ϵ = (
R(∆t)

R(∞)
− 1)

1
2

=

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

0.7(0.5) × 10−4, for 48I

1.3(1.7) × 10−4, for 64I
. (S 47)

It is important to note that when determining ϵ, both
R(∆t) and R(∞) are obtained from the fit. However,
when compiling the ratio R(t)/R(∆t) and the fitting
curve in Fig. S 10, the denominator R(∆t) uses only the
central value of the raw data, without error propagation.
The final values of ϵ are on the order of 10−4, indicating
that at ∆t, the excited-state contamination is negligible.

Summary of systematic effects
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Figure S 11. Lattice results of aπ0
−pole

µ as a function of a2

using different parameterizations of ϕπ(x2, u). After a con-
tinuum extrapolation with a linear form of a2, the uncertainty
increases significantly, leaving the variance from the parame-
terizations secondary important.

Table SV provides detailed information on the dom-

inant connected contribution to aπ
0
−pole

µ , along with
finite-volume corrections, unphysical pion mass correc-
tions, and disconnected contributions. The disconnected
contributions from ensembles 24D and 64I show good
agreement, and we apply the 64I result as the discon-
nected correction for the other ensembles. Fig. S 11
illustrates that the five different parameterizations of

ϕπ(x
2, u) yield varying results for aπ

0
−pole

µ . Following

a continuum extrapolation using a linear form in a2,
the uncertainty increases substantially, making the dif-
ferences among parameterizations less significant. The
values listed in Table SV represent the average of the
maximum and minimum values across the five parame-
terizations.
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