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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 7%-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 7°-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 7°-pole contribution to the hadronic light-by-light scattering in the

muon’s anomalous magnetic moment, auo’p"le =61.2(1.7)x107'", and the 7° decay width, "0

7.60(27) eV.

INTRODUCTION

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, a,, is
one of the most precisely measured quantities in physics.
The Muon g-2 collaboration at Fermilab has recently re-
leased their final result, a$® = 116592071(15) x 107" [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 aﬁM
116592033(62) x 10711, 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 o 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 a,, drawing on results
from a broad set of collaborations [7H25]. 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 o [5]. One involves direct lat-
tice QCD computations of the HLbL contribution us-

vy T

ing vector-current four-point correlation functions [26-
34]. The other is a data-driven analysis based on a dis-
persive framework [35H47], where the leading hadronic
contribution arises from pseudoscalar poles, particularly
the ¥ pole (see Fig. . Several studies have calculated
the pseudoscalar-pole contribution to HLbL using lattice
QCD [4853]. So far, both approaches yield comparable
uncertainties. Since the 7%-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.
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Figure 1. Pion-pole contribution to the HLbL.

The 7°-pole contribution to HLbL, aZO_p"le, is defined
by the dispersive formula [54]
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where wi,wy are known weight functions, and @3 is
2 2 2

defined in terms of 7 with 7 = % The key

component here is the 7° transition form factor (TFF),
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fwo,y*,y*(—Qz,—Q’z), which is essential for calculating
ay, “pole " 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 7% — e*e™ [57] and 1. —» vy [58].
Applying this method to calculate azo‘p‘)le, 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 1-2 0 tension between lattice
calculations and experimental measurements of the 7°
decay width.

METHODOLOGY

We begin by calculating the 70 - 4*~* TFF in infi-
nite volume. The relevant hadronic matrix element in
Fuclidean spacetime is given as

= (o () ().

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

FulQQ) = [ dee @D, @), 3

with @' = P-Q and Q = (iE,§) taking arbitrary real
values for £ and ¢. The hadronic function H,, (x) in co-
ordinate space and F,, (Q, Q") in momentum space share
the same Lorentz structure and can be decomposed as
Huw ()

F;w(Qa Q,)

= —sumgmanH(mZ,P-m),
. 2
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The relation between the scalar functions H(z?, P - x)
and Froqe (-Q2, ~Q") is given in
Frompos (-Q2,-Q") = f Az w(K, P,o)H (2%, P z),

K2P2_(K.p)2 ’

w(K,P,x)=ie

where K = @Q - P/2.

In the pion rest frame, where P = (im,0), H(2?, P-x)
remains invariant under spatial rotations. By performing
the spatial SO(3) average of w(K, P, x), we get

(w5 P.)soe) = P30 S e, (6)
where j1 (x) represents a spherical Bessel function. While
the factor e(E-zm=)t grows exponentially, the rapid oscil-
lation of j;(|g||Z|) causes exponential suppression in the
spatial integral, ensuring convergence of the spacetime in-
tegral in Eq. for accurate TFF. However, in practical
lattice calculations, numerical evaluation of H(z?, 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 F
is large [59].

The challenge lies in the fact that both the hadronic
function H(z? P -2) 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 ¢ (22, u) and express H(z?, P-z) as

HE,Pea)= [ dueC D26 (02 ) H 2, 0), (1)

where ¢, (2%, u) satisfies the normalization condition
fol du¢r(z%,u) = 1, Va2, Expressions like Eq. typ-
ically arise in perturbative analyses. At small spacelike
separations, i.e., 2% « AéQCD, éx (22, 1) corresponds to
the pion distribution amplitude, up to O(ay) corrections
and higher-twist effects [60H62]. In the Supplemental Ma-~
terial [59], we demonstrate that Eq. (7)) also holds in the
non-perturbative regime, implying that ¢, (22, u) repre-
sents more than just a pion distribution amplitude. The
symmetry ¢ (22, u) = ¢ (22, 1-u) follows from the prop-
erty Huw () = Hop(-2).
Substituting Eq. into Eq. , we obtain

Froyers (-Q%,-Q"%) = foldufd4xw(l_(,P,x)
X¢ﬂ(x2,u)H($2,0)7 (8)

with K = Q —uP. Since ¢, (22, u)H(x?,0) is symmet-
ric under SO(4) spacetime rotations, we can perform an
SO(4) average for the weight function w(K, P,x)

AL
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with Jo(z) 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 Jo(|K||z|) does
not exhibit exponential growth at large |K||z|, there is no
signal-to-noise problem in computing the TFF. To fully
utilize the lattice data, we replace H(x2,0) in Eq.
with H(z?, P -z) from Eq. , resulting in the master
formula

fo'\/*y*(_QQ _QIQ)
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(10)
where ﬁ = B = 1= (;z)zz, and n(P) =
2W2 [ dQ, & Tk dS2, is the solid angle associated with the
four-dimensional vector x

Ty _ ‘
E \x\

1nput H(z?, P-x) is noisier at small z,, so multiplying by
le emphasizes more accurate data in the integral. Com-
pared to Eq. ( ., using the full data set for H(2?%, P - x)
reduces the error by 30%, and including the |%| factor
cuts it by an additional 10%.

The determination of TFF using Eq. depends on
the input of ¢, (2%,u), which is extracted from H(x?, P-
z) via Eq. (7)), presenting an inverse problem. For-

In the pion rest frame, we

have and n(P) = 2. For a given 22, the hadronic

tunately, our primary goal is to calculate a”O‘P(’]e, 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 ¢ (22, u). To investigate this further, we per-
form a Gegenbauer expansion for ¢, (2%, u) [63-65]
(2u - 1)7

b (2% u) = 6u(1 - u) i pon(r) O (11)

where r = |z and C’ (u) are the Gegenbauer polyno-

w0 —pole

mials. Under this expansion, aj can be expressed
as
0
7~ —pole
a, PO = fdﬁfdrz > Canom (71, 72) P20 (1) ©2m (12)
n2m
_ 7r O_pole m%—pole m%—pole T —pole
= Qg tag tago tay0 - (12)

Here the coefficients cgy, 2 (71,72) can be computed us-
ing the lattice hadronic function as input. Given the
normalization condition of ¢, (22, u), we have po(r) = 1,

¥ r. The structural dependence is captured by s, (1) for

0
n > 0. Therefore, the first term, ag , ~pole
of the specific details of ¢, (22, u).

tal Material [59

, is independent
In the Supplemen-

7r0—pole

| we demonstrate that ag provides

the dominant contribution, and that the terms a3, 23316

with n or m > 0 become rapidly suppressed as n and m
increase, assuming |pa, ()| 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[[] [66]. The primary anal-
ysis focuses on the two finer ensembles at near-physical
pion masses, 481 and 641, which use the Iwasaki action.
Additionally, we include six other ensembles—24D, 32D,
32Df and 24DH (Iwasaki + DSDR action), and 24TH and
32IcH (Iwasaki action)—to control systematic errors.

Ensembles a’l[GeV] L[fm] mx[MeV] Ncont X Nmeas
24D 1.023(2) 4.6 142.6(3) 253 x 1024
32D 1.023(2) 6.2 142.5(4) 63 x 2048
32Df  1.378(5) 4.6 142.9(7) 69 x 1024
481 1.731(3) 55 139.7(3) 112x 2048
641 2.355(5) 5.4 139.0(3) 119 x 2048
24DH 1.023(2) 4.6 343.5(8) 37 x 1024
241H 1.785(5) 2.7 341. 1(1 3) 77 x 512

32IcH  1.785(5) 3.5 340.1(1.2) 38512

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

We compute the three-point correlation function
(. () (y)Or (t;)) with t; = min(¢,,t,) — At. The time
separation At between the wall-source operator O, and
the nearest electromagnetic current is chosen to be suf-
ficiently large to suppress excited-state contamination.
More details on the choice of At 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 Npeas in Table m The two-point correlation
function (O, (t)0,(0)) is also computed to provide the
normalization factor and pion mass necessary for extract-
ing the matrix element #,, (z). 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 o,
we introduce five commonly used parameterizations of



b (2%, u) from the literature [60-62, 64, 65, 6S-71]
o P (%, u) = 1,

GAIIACD (02 1) = B\ fu(T ),
Y

¢ (2%, u) = Gu(l - u),

d)?rOint_like(IQ, u) _ (5(u _ %)’
¢S4 (22, u) = 30u(1 - u)(1 - 2u)> (13)

Here, the parameter 22 serves as a scale indicator. As

the structure function ¢, (2%, u) introduced in Eq. is
valid in both perturbative and non-perturbative regimes,
we adopt a range of representative forms for ¢, (2%, u)
to estimate its impact. For instance, ¢¥MP (22 u) mod-
els the behavior of ¢,(2%,u) at long distances, while
2™ (22 u) reflects its asymptotic behavior at short dis-
tances. Using the parameterizations of ¢ (22, u) and lat-
tice QCD inputs for H (2%, P-r), we compute the TFF via
Eq. . Results for a single virtual photon are shown
in Fig. 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]

S CatiD)

u@? + (1-u)Q*’

(14)
where F is the pion decay constant. As Q% — co, we have
Q*Froyen(-Q?,0) = 2F,. This LO pQCD prediction,
known as Brodsky-Lepage limit, is shown as the black
line in Fig. 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 ¢, (22, u),
we obtain @o(7) = 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 ¢y = 1. As demonstrated
in Supplemental Material [59], when these terms con-

2 1
‘Fﬂo'y*'y*(_Qza —Ql2) = gFﬂ— A du

tribute to azo_pde, their effects are suppressed by more
than an order of magnitude. Higher-order terms, like ¢,
are further suppressed by an additional order of magni-
tude and can therefore be neglected. In Fig. [3] we illus-
trate using the 641 ensemble that azo_p(’le depends almost
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Figure 2. Comparison between experimental measurements
of TFF with a single virtual photon and lattice QCD calcula-
tions using different parameterizations of ¢,r(x2, u) as inputs.

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

ar’ ~Pele x 101 64l

6254 § CZmodel
62.0 VMD model
' ¥ Ads/QCD
6154 ¥ Asymptotic

I Point-like
61.0
60.5
60.0
59.5

-06 -04 -02 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
P2

Figure 3. azofpole as a function of ¢2(r). The results align

closely with a linear form, indicating that higher-order effects
are negligible.

In Eq. , the parameterizations of ¢ (z2, u) are

all independent of the scale x2. Consequently, @o(r)

is also independent of r = |z|. When considering
0
7 —pole .
the r-dependence of @a(r), one can express as in

Eq. as agf)o_pde = [ drdso(r)ps2(r), where dao(r) =
[ dr” co,0(r,7"). We have calculated ds (r) in the Supple-
mental Material [59] and find it to be consistently pos-
itive. As long as ¢o(r) falls within the range spanned
by the five parameterizations for any r > 0, these z2-
independent parameterizations for ¢ (22, u) will provide
a safe bound for the final result.

Table [II| lists azo_p"le results for ensembles with near-



Ensembles azofpc’lc x 10*!
24D 65.65(40)stat (100)
32D 66.05(48)star (106),
32Df 61.33(48)stat(93) 4
48T 60.61(37)stac (99)4

641 60.88(48)stat (97) ¢

Table II. Results for azofpc’lc 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 ¢ 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 10, 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 a”o_P‘)le,
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. A linear a? fit to 481 and
641 data points gives aZ P = 61.2(1.1)sac(1.0). To
estimate residual O(a?) lattice artifacts, we use a com-
bined quadratic fit incorporating the 32D and 32Df data,
yielding a7} ' = 61.9(1.7)stat (1.0)4. 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

aﬁ”‘POle = 61.2(1.1)stat (1.0)4(0.7) 0 (0.4)py x 107 (15)

0
The model-independent component ag pole is oiven by
0
ag 0_p01e = 61.2(1.1)gat x 1071, showing strong consis-

tency as averaging the CZ and point-like parameteriza-
tions suppresses the contribution from the ¢o(r) term.

We also calculate the 7° decay width as Froyy =
7.60(27) eV, which is ~ 0.7 ¢ below the experimental re-
sult of I'zo_,, = 7.80(12) eV [77].

CONCLUSION

We have developed a method to calculate azo'l")le, the
7%-pole contribution to the HLbL in the muon g—2. Our
approach includes an SO(4) average to compute the TFF
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Figure 4. Lattice results for aj, as a function of the lat-
tice spacing squared, a?. For each data point from this work,
the uncertainty reflects both statistical error and system-
atic variations from different parameterizations of ¢ (mz,u).
These results are compared with previous findings from the
BMWe [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, ¢.(x?,u), to mitigate the signal-
to-noise problem. As demonstrated in the Supplemental
Material, ¢ (22, 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 ¢ (22, 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[49H51], disper-
sive analyses [7§8], and phenomenological studies [T9H82].
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[[I} 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 (22, P-x) at more values of P -z by boosting the
pion.

Expanding on methods used for decay amplitudes in
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Figure 5. Comparison of various results for azo'p‘)le, 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
(RT 24) [82).

processes like 7° - e*e™ and 7. — 77y, our approach
holds promise for future calculations of the 7- and 7'-
pole contributions to the HLbL in the muon g — 2, where
heavier meson masses allow for a wider range of P-x in
H(z% P-x).

Acknowledgments — X.F., T.L., C.L. and Q.Y.L.
were supported in part by NSFC of China under Grant
No. 12125501, No. 12293060, No. 12293063, and No.
12141501, and National Key Research and Development
Program of China under No. 2020YFA0406400. L.C.J.
acknowledges support by DOE Office of Science Early
Career Award No. DE-SC0021147 and DOE Award No.
DE-SC0010339. M.B. is (partially) supported by ICSC -
Centro Nazionale di Ricerca in High Performance Com-
puting, Big Data and Quantum Computing, funded by
European Union — NextGenerationEU. The research re-
ported in this work was carried out using the computing
facilities at Chinese National Supercomputer Center in
Tianjin. It also made use of computing and long-term
storage facilities of the USQCD Collaboration, which are
funded by the Office of Science of the U.S. Department
of Energy. An award of computer time was provided
by the ASCR Leadership Computing Challenge (ALCC)
and Innovative and Novel Computational Impact on The-
ory and Experiment (INCITE) programs. Data used in
this work was generated in part using CPS [83], GPT [84],
Grid [85] [86], and QLattice [87].

[1] D. P. Aguillard et al. (Muon g-2), Measurement of the
Positive Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment to 127 ppb,
(2025), larXiv:2506.03069 [hep-ex|.

[2] D. P. Aguillard et al. (Muon g-2), Measurement

of the Positive Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment

to 0.20 ppm, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 161802 (2023),

arXiv:2308.06230 [hep-ex].

B. Abi et al. (Muon g-2), Measurement of the Positive

Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment to 0.46 ppm, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 126, 141801 (2021), larXiv:2104.03281 [hep-

ex].

[4] G. W. Bennett et al. (Muon g-2), Final Report of the
Muon E821 Anomalous Magnetic Moment Measurement
at BNL, Phys. Rev. D 73, 072003 (2006), jarXiv:hep-
ex/0602035.

[5] R. Aliberti et al., The anomalous magnetic moment of
the muon in the Standard Model: an update, (2025),
arXiv:2505.21476 [hep-ph].

[6] T. Aoyama et al., The anomalous magnetic moment of
the muon in the Standard Model, Phys. Rept. 887, 1
(2020)} [arXiv:2006.04822 [hep-ph].

[7] A. Bazavov et al., Hadronic vacuum polarization for the
muon g-2 from lattice QCD: Long-distance and full light-
quark connected contribution, (2024), larXiv:2412.18491
[hep-lat].

[8] A. Bazavov et al. (MILC, Fermilab Lattice, HPQCD),
Hadronic vacuum polarization for the muon g-2 from
lattice QCD: Complete short and intermediate windows,
Phys. Rev. D 111, 094508 (2025), |arXiv:2411.09656 [hep-
lat].

[9] C. Alexandrou et al. (Extended Twisted Mass), Strange
and charm quark contributions to the muon anoma-
lous magnetic moment in lattice QCD with twisted-
mass fermions, Phys. Rev. D 111, 054502 (2025),
arXiv:2411.08852 [hep-lat].

[10] D. Djukanovic, G. von Hippel, S. Kuberski, H. B. Meyer,
N. Miller, K. Ottnad, J. Parrino, A. Risch, and H. Wit-
tig, The hadronic vacuum polarization contribution to
the muon g - 2 at long distances, JHEP 04, 098,
arXiv:2411.07969 [hep-lat].

[11] T. Blum et al. (RBC, UKQCD), The long-distance win-
dow of the hadronic vacuum polarization for the muon
g-2, (2024), arXiv:2410.20590 [hep-lat].

[12] S. Spiegel and C. Lehner, A high-precision continuum
limit study of the HVP short-distance window, (2024),
arXiv:2410.17053 [hep-lat].

[13] A. Boccaletti et al., High precision calculation of the
hadronic vacuum polarisation contribution to the muon
anomaly, (2024), |arXiv:2407.10913 [hep-lat].

[14] S. Kuberski, M. Ce, G. von Hippel, H. B. Meyer, K. Ot-
tnad, A. Risch, and H. Wittig, Hadronic vacuum polar-
ization in the muon g — 2: the short-distance contribu-
tion from lattice QCD, JHEP 03, 172, |arXiv:2401.11895
[hep-lat].

[15] T. Blum et al. (RBC, UKQCD), Update of Euclidean
windows of the hadronic vacuum polarization, |[Phys. Rev.
D 108, 054507 (2023), larXiv:2301.08696 [hep-lat].

[16] A. Bazavov et al. (Fermilab Lattice, HPQCD,, MILC),
Light-quark connected intermediate-window contribu-
tions to the muon g-2 hadronic vacuum polarization
from lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. D 107, 114514 (2023)),

3


https://arxiv.org/abs/2506.03069
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.161802
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.06230
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03281
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03281
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.072003
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0602035
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0602035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2505.21476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.07.006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.04822
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.18491
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.18491
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.094508
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.09656
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.09656
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.054502
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.08852
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)098
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.07969
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.20590
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.17053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.10913
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2024)172
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.11895
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.11895
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054507
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.08696
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.114514

(18]

(21]

(22]

23]

(24]

(25]

[26]

27]

(28]

29]

(30]

arXiv:2301.08274 [hep-lat].

C. T. H. Davies et al. (Fermilab Lattice, MILC,
HPQCD), Windows on the hadronic vacuum polarization
contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment,
Phys. Rev. D 106, 074509 (2022), |arXiv:2207.04765 [hep-
lat].

C. Alexandrou et al. (Extended Twisted Mass), Lattice
calculation of the short and intermediate time-distance
hadronic vacuum polarization contributions to the muon
magnetic moment using twisted-mass fermions, Phys.
Rev. D 107, 074506 (2023), arXiv:2206.15084 [hep-lat].
M. Ce et al., Window observable for the hadronic
vacuum polarization contribution to the muon g-2
from lattice QCD, [Phys. Rev. D 106, 114502 (2022),
arXiv:2206.06582 [hep-lat].

C. Aubin, T. Blum, M. Golterman, and S. Peris, Muon
anomalous magnetic moment with staggered fermions:
Is the lattice spacing small enough?, Phys. Rev. D 106,
054503 (2022), arXiv:2204.12256 [hep-lat].

G. Wang, T. Draper, K.-F. Liu, and Y.-B. Yang
(chiQCD), Muon g-2 with overlap valence fermions, Phys.
Rev. D 107, 034513 (2023), arXiv:2204.01280 [hep-lat].
C. Lehner and A. S. Meyer, Consistency of hadronic vac-
uum polarization between lattice QCD and the R-ratio,
Phys. Rev. D 101, 074515 (2020), |arXiv:2003.04177 [hep-
lat].

S. Borsanyi et al., Leading hadronic contribution to the
muon magnetic moment from lattice QCD, Nature 593,
51 (2021), [arXiv:2002.12347 [hep-lat].

C. Aubin, T. Blum, C. Tu, M. Golterman, C. Jung, and
S. Peris, Light quark vacuum polarization at the physical
point and contribution to the muon g - 2, Phys. Rev. D
101, 014503 (2020), [arXiv:1905.09307 [hep-lat].

T. Blum, P. A. Boyle, V. Giilpers, T. Izubuchi, L. Jin,
C. Jung, A. Jittner, C. Lehner, A. Portelli, and J. T.
Tsang (RBC, UKQCD), Calculation of the hadronic vac-
uum polarization contribution to the muon anomalous
magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 022003 (2018),
arXiv:1801.07224 [hep-lat].

T. Blum, S. Chowdhury, M. Hayakawa, and T. Izubuchi,
Hadronic light-by-light scattering contribution to the
muon anomalous magnetic moment from lattice QCD,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 012001 (2015), [arXiv:1407.2923
[hep-lat].

T. Blum, N. Christ, M. Hayakawa, T. Izubuchi,
L. Jin, and C. Lehner, Lattice Calculation of Hadronic
Light-by-Light Contribution to the Muon Anomalous
Magnetic Moment, Phys. Rev. D 93, 014503 (2016),
arXiv:1510.07100 [hep-lat].

T. Blum, N. Christ, M. Hayakawa, T. Izubuchi, L. Jin,
C. Jung, and C. Lehner, Connected and Leading Dis-
connected Hadronic Light-by-Light Contribution to the
Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment with a Physi-
cal Pion Mass, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 022005 (2017),
arXiv:1610.04603 [hep-lat].

T. Blum, N. Christ, M. Hayakawa, T. Izubuchi, L. Jin,
C. Jung, and C. Lehner, Using infinite volume, contin-
uum QED and lattice QCD for the hadronic light-by-light
contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment,
Phys. Rev. D 96, 034515 (2017)} jarXiv:1705.01067 [hep-
lat].

E.-H. Chao, R. J. Hudspith, A. Gérardin, J. R. Green,
H. B. Meyer, and K. Ottnad, Hadronic light-by-light con-
tribution to (¢g—2), from lattice QCD: a complete calcu-

(31]

32]

(33]

34]

35]

(36]

37]

(38]

(39]

(40]

41]

42]

(43]

(44]

(45]

(46]

lation, [Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 651 (2021), arXiv:2104.02632
[hep-lat].

E.-H. Chao, R. J. Hudspith, A. Gérardin, J. R. Green,
and H. B. Meyer, The charm-quark contribution to light-
by-light scattering in the muon (g-2) from lattice QCD,
Eur. Phys. J. C 82, 664 (2022), arXiv:2204.08844 [hep-
lat].

N. Asmussen, E.-H. Chao, A. Gérardin, J. R. Green, R. J.
Hudspith, H. B. Meyer, and A. Nyffeler, Hadronic light-
by-light scattering contribution to the muon g — 2 from
lattice QCD: semi-analytical calculation of the QED ker-
nel, JHEP 04, 040, jarXiv:2210.12263 [hep-lat].

T. Blum, N. Christ, M. Hayakawa, T. Izubuchi, L. Jin,
C. Jung, C. Lehner, and C. Tu, Hadronic light-by-light
contribution to the muon anomaly from lattice QCD
with infinite volume QED at physical pion mass, (2023),
arXiv:2304.04423 [hep-lat].

Z. Fodor, A. Gerardin, L. Lellouch, K. K. Szabo, B. C.
Toth, and C. Zimmermann, Hadronic light-by-light scat-
tering contribution to the anomalous magnetic mo-
ment of the muon at the physical pion mass, (2024),
arXiv:2411.11719 [hep-lat].

G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, M. Procura, and P. Stoffer,
Dispersive approach to hadronic light-by-light scattering,
JHEP 09, 091, arXiv:1402.7081 [hep-ph].

G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, B. Kubis, M. Procura, and
P. Stoffer, Towards a data-driven analysis of hadronic
light-by-light scattering, Phys. Lett. B 738, 6 (2014),
arXiv:1408.2517 [hep-ph].

V. Pauk and M. Vanderhaeghen, Anomalous magnetic
moment of the muon in a dispersive approach, Phys. Rev.
D 90, 113012 (2014), arXiv:1409.0819 [hep-ph].

G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, M. Procura, and P. Stoffer,
Dispersion relation for hadronic light-by-light scattering;:
theoretical foundations, JHEP 09, 074, |arXiv:1506.01386
[hep-ph].

M. Hoferichter, P. Stoffer, and M. Zillinger, Complete
Dispersive Evaluation of the Hadronic Light-by-Light
Contribution to Muon g-2, |[Phys. Rev. Lett. 134, 061902
(2025), larXiv:2412.00190 [hep-ph].

M. Hoferichter, P. Stoffer, and M. Zillinger, Dispersion
relation for hadronic light-by-light scattering: subleading
contributions, JHEP 02, 121} arXiv:2412.00178 [hep-ph].
S. Holz, M. Hoferichter, B.-L. Hoid, and B. Kubis, Dis-
persion relation for hadronic light-by-light scattering: n
and ' poles, JHEP 04, 147, arXiv:2412.16281 [hep-ph].
S. Holz, M. Hoferichter, B.-L. Hoid, and B. Kubis, Preci-
sion Evaluation of the n- and n’-Pole Contributions to
Hadronic Light-by-Light Scattering in the Anomalous
Magnetic Moment of the Muon, [Phys. Rev. Lett. 134,
171902 (2025), [arXiv:2411.08098 [hep-ph].

J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, and A. Rodriguez-
Sanchez, Constraints on the hadronic light-by-light ten-
sor in corner kinematics for the muon g — 2, |JHEP 03,
094} ‘arXiv:2411.09578 [hep-ph].

J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, and A. Rodriguez-
Sanchez, Constraints on the hadronic light-by-light
in the Melnikov-Vainshtein regime, JHEP 02, 167,
arXiv:2211.17183 [hep-ph].

J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, L. Laub, and
A. Rodriguez-Sanchez, The two-loop perturbative cor-
rection to the (g —2), HLbL at short distances, |JHEP
04, 240, arXiv:2101.09169 [hep-ph].

J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, L. Laub, and


https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.08274
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.074509
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.04765
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.04765
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074506
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.15084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.114502
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.06582
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054503
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.12256
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.034513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.034513
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.01280
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074515
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04177
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04177
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03418-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03418-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12347
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09307
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.022003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.07224
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.012001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.2923
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.2923
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.014503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07100
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.022005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.04603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.034515
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.01067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.01067
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09455-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.02632
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.02632
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10589-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.08844
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.08844
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)040
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.12263
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.04423
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.11719
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)091
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.7081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.09.021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.2517
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.113012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.113012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.0819
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)074
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01386
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01386
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.061902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.061902
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.00190
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2025)121
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.00178
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2025)147
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.16281
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.171902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.171902
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.08098
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)094
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.09578
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)167
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.17183
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)240
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)240
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.09169

A. Rodriguez-Sanchez, Short-distance HLbL contribu-
tions to the muon anomalous magnetic moment beyond
perturbation theory, JHEP 10, 203, arXiv:2008.13487
(hep-ph].

[47] J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, and A. Rodriguez-
Sanchez, Short-distance constraints for the HLbL contri-
bution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment, Phys.
Lett. B 798, 134994 (2019), farXiv:1908.03331 [hep-ph].

[48] A. Gérardin, H. B. Meyer, and A. Nyffeler, Lattice calcu-
lation of the pion transition form factor 7° — v*~*, Phys.
Rev. D 94, 074507 (2016), arXiv:1607.08174 [hep-lat].

[49] A. Gérardin, H. B. Meyer, and A. Nyfleler, Lattice cal-
culation of the pion transition form factor with Ny =
2 + 1 Wilson quarks, Phys. Rev. D 100, 034520 (2019),
arXiv:1903.09471 [hep-lat].

[50] A. Gérardin, W. E. A. Verplanke, G. Wang, Z. Fodor,
J. N. Guenther, L. Lellouch, K. K. Szabo, and L. Varn-
horst, Lattice calculation of the 7°, 1 and 7’ transition
form factors and the hadronic light-by-light contribution
to the muon g -2, (2023), arXiv:2305.04570 [hep-lat].

[51] C. Alexandrou et al. (Extended Twisted Mass), Pion
transition form factor from twisted-mass lattice QCD
and the hadronic light-by-light 70-pole contribution
to the muon g-2, Phys. Rev. D 108, 094514 (2023),
arXiv:2308.12458 [hep-lat].

[52] J. Koponen, A. Gérardin, H. B. Meyer, K. Ottnad, and
G. von Hippel, Status update: 7 — ~4*4* transition
form factor on CLS ensembles, PoS LATTICE2023, 254
(2024), [arXiv:2311.07330 [hep-lat].

[63] C. Alexandrou et al. (Extended Twisted Mass), n—~y*~*
transition form factor and the hadronic light-by-light n-
pole contribution to the muon g-2 from lattice QCD,
Phys. Rev. D 108, 054509 (2023)} arXiv:2212.06704 [hep-
lat].

[64] F. Jegerlehner and A. Nyffeler, The Muon g-2, Phys.
Rept. 477, 1 (2009), arXiv:0902.3360 [hep-ph].

[65] X. Feng, S. Aoki, H. Fukaya, S. Hashimoto, T. Kaneko,
J.-i. Noaki, and E. Shintani, Two-photon decay of the
neutral pion in lattice QCD, [Phys. Rev. Lett. 109,
182001 (2012), larXiv:1206.1375 [hep-lat].

[56] X.-d. Ji and C.-w. Jung, Studying hadronic structure of
the photon in lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 208
(2001), larXiv:hep-lat/0101014.

[67] N. Christ, X. Feng, L. Jin, C. Tu, and Y. Zhao, Lattice
QCD Calculation of m0—e+e- Decay, Phys. Rev. Lett.
130, 191901 (2023), [arXiv:2208.03834 [hep-lat].

[58] Y. Meng, X. Feng, C. Liu, T. Wang, and Z. Zou, First-
principle calculation of the nc—2~ decay width from lat-
tice QCD, [Sci. Bull. 68, 1880 (2023), arXiv:2109.09381
[hep-lat].

[69] See Supplemental Material, which includes Refs. |77, [88l-
97], for additional information about the formula deriva-
tion and a detailed discussion of the numerical analysis.

[60] V. Braun and D. Miiller, Exclusive processes in position
space and the pion distribution amplitude, [Kur. Phys. J.
C 55, 349 (2008), arXiv:0709.1348 [hep-ph].

[61] G. S. Bali et al., Pion distribution amplitude from Eu-
clidean correlation functions, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 217
(2018), larXiv:1709.04325 [hep-lat].

[62] G. S. Bali, V. M. Braun, B. Glalle, M. Gockeler,
M. Gruber, F. Hutzler, P. Korcyl, A. Schifer, P. Wein,
and J.-H. Zhang, Pion distribution amplitude from Eu-
clidean correlation functions: Exploring universality and
higher-twist effects, Phys. Rev. D 98, 094507 (2018),

arXiv:1807.06671 [hep-lat].

[63] A. V. Radyushkin, Deep Elastic Processes of Compos-
ite Particles in Field Theory and Asymptotic Freedom,
(1977), larXiv:hep-ph/0410276.

[64] G. P. Lepage and S. J. Brodsky, Exclusive Processes
in Quantum Chromodynamics: Evolution Equations
for Hadronic Wave Functions and the Form-Factors of
Mesons, Phys. Lett. B 87, 359 (1979).

[65] G. P. Lepage and S. J. Brodsky, Exclusive Processes in
Perturbative Quantum Chromodynamics, Phys. Rev. D
22, 2157 (1980)!

[66] T. Blum et al. (RBC, UKQCD), Domain wall QCD with
physical quark masses, Phys. Rev. D 93, 074505 (2016),
arXiv:1411.7017 [hep-lat].

[67] M. A. Clark, C. Jung, and C. Lehner, Multi-Grid Lanc-
zos, EPJ Web Conf. 175, 14023 (2018), |arXiv:1710.06884
[hep-lat].

[68] V. L. Chernyak and A. R. Zhitnitsky, Exclusive Decays of
Heavy Mesons, Nucl. Phys. B 201, 492 (1982), [Erratum:
Nucl.Phys.B 214, 547 (1983)].

[69] E. Ruiz Arriola and W. Broniowski, Pion light cone wave
function and pion distribution amplitude in the Nambu-
Jona-Lasinio model, Phys. Rev. D 66, 094016 (2002),
arXiv:hep-ph/0207266.

[70] J. Polchinski and M. J. Strassler, Deep inelastic scatter-
ing and gauge / string duality, JHEP 05, 012, arXiv:hep-
th/0209211.

[71] S.J. Brodsky and G. F. de Téramond, Light-front hadron
dynamics and AdS/CFT correspondence, Phys. Lett. B
582, 211 (2004), larXiv:hep-th/0310227.

[72] B. Aubert et al. (BaBar), Measurement of the gamma
gamma* —> pi0 transition form factor, Phys. Rev. D
80, 052002 (2009), arXiv:0905.4778 [hep-ex].

[73] H. J. Behrend et al. (CELLO), A Measurement of the
pi0, eta and eta-prime electromagnetic form-factors, |Z.
Phys. C 49, 401 (1991),

[74] J. Gronberg et al. (CLEO), Measurements of the me-
son - photon transition form-factors of light pseudoscalar
mesons at large momentum transfer, Phys. Rev. D 57,
33 (1998), larXiv:hep-ex/9707031.

[75] S. Uehara et al. (Belle), Measurement of yy* — 7° transi-
tion form factor at Belle, Phys. Rev. D 86, 092007 (2012),
arXiv:1205.3249 [hep-ex].

[76] C. F. Redmer (BESIII), Measurement of meson tran-
sition form factors at BESIII, in 18th Conference on
the Intersections of Particle and Nuclear Physics (2018)
arXiv:1810.00654 [hep-ex|.

[77] 1. Larin et al. (PrimEx-1I), Precision measurement of the
neutral pion lifetime, Science 368, 506 (2020).

[78] M. Hoferichter, B.-L. Hoid, B. Kubis, S. Leupold, and
S. P. Schneider, Pion-pole contribution to hadronic light-
by-light scattering in the anomalous magnetic moment
of the muon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 112002 (2018),
arXiv:1805.01471 [hep-ph].

[79] P. Masjuan and P. Sanchez-Puertas, Pseudoscalar-pole
contribution to the (g, — 2): a rational approach, Phys.
Rev. D 95, 054026 (2017)}, arXiv:1701.05829 [hep-phl].

[80] G. Eichmann, C. S. Fischer, E. Weil, and R. Williams,
Single pseudoscalar meson pole and pion box contribu-
tions to the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon,
Phys. Lett. B 797, 134855 (2019), [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B
799, 135029 (2019)], larXiv:1903.10844 [hep-ph].

[81] K. Raya, A. Bashir, and P. Roig, Contribution of neutral

HLbL i1 .
pseudoscalar mesons to a, within a Schwinger-Dyson


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)203
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13487
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13487
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134994
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134994
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.03331
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.074507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.074507
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.08174
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.034520
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.09471
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04570
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.094514
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12458
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.453.0254
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.453.0254
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.07330
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054509
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06704
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06704
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2009.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2009.04.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3360
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.182001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.182001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.1375
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.208
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.208
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0101014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.191901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.191901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03834
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2023.07.041
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09381
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.09381
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0608-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0608-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1348
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5700-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5700-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04325
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.094507
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06671
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0410276
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(79)90554-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2157
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.22.2157
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.7017
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201817514023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06884
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06884
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90251-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.094016
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207266
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/012
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0209211
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0209211
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.12.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.12.050
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0310227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.052002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.052002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.4778
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01549692
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01549692
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.33
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.33
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9707031
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.092007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3249
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.00654
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay6641
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.112002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.01471
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.054026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.054026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.05829
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134855
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10844

equations approach to QCD, Phys. Rev. D 101, 074021
(2020} /arXiv:1910.05960 [hep-ph].

[82] E. J. Estrada, S. Gonzalez-Solis, A. Guevara, and
P. Roig, Improved 7°,n,n" transition form factors in
resonance chiral theory and their aELbL contribution
10.1007/JHEP12(2024)203  (2024), arXiv:2409.10503
[hep-ph].

[83] C. Jung (RBC, UKQCD), Overview of Columbia Physics
System, PoS LATTICE2013, 417 (2014).

[84] C. Lehner, M. Bruno, D. Richtmann, M. Schlemmer,
R. Lehner, D. Kniittel, T. Wurm, L. Jin, S. Biirger,
A. Hackl, and A. Klein, Grid Python Toolkit (GPT),
2024-10 (2024).

[85] P. A. Boyle, G. Cossu, A. Yamaguchi, and A. Portelli,
Grid: A next generation data parallel C++ QCD library,
PoS LATTICE2015, 023 (2016).

[86] A. Yamaguchi, P. Boyle, G. Cossu, G. Filaci, C. Lehner,
and A. Portelli, Grid: OneCode and FourAPIs, PoS
LATTICE2021, 035 (2022)} arXiv:2203.06777 [hep-lat].

[87] L. Jin, G. Wang, J. Swaim, J. Tu, M. Tomii, and
C. Lehner, (Qlattice 2024-11] (2024).

[88] C. Michael and C. Urbach (ETM), Neutral mesons and
disconnected diagrams in Twisted Mass QCD, PoS LAT-
TICE2007, 122 (2007), arXiv:0709.4564 [hep-lat].

[89] M. Foster and C. Michael (UKQCD), Quark mass depen-
dence of hadron masses from lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. D
59, 074503 (1999), farXiv:hep-lat /9810021

[90] C. McNeile and C. Michael (UKQCD), Decay width of
light quark hybrid meson from the lattice, Phys. Rev. D
73, 074506 (2006), arXiv:hep-lat/0603007.

[91] L. Giusti, T. Harris, A. Nada, and S. Schae-
fer, Frequency-splitting estimators of single-propagator
traces, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 586 (2019), jarXiv:1903.10447
[hep-lat].

[92] T. A. DeGrand and S. Schaefer, Improving meson two
point functions in lattice QCD,|Comput. Phys. Commun.
159, 185 (2004), [arXiv:hep-lat/0401011

[93] T. Blum, T. Izubuchi, and E. Shintani, New class of
variance-reduction techniques using lattice symmetries,
Phys. Rev. D 88, 094503 (2013), arXiv:1208.4349 [hep-
lat].

[94] T. Blum, P. A. Boyle, T. Izubuchi, L. Jin, A. Juttner,
C. Lehner, K. Maltman, M. Marinkovic, A. Portelli, and
M. Spraggs, Calculation of the hadronic vacuum polar-
ization disconnected contribution to the muon anomalous
magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 232002 (2016),
arXiv:1512.09054 [hep-lat].

[95] J. Bijnens, A. Bramon, and F. Cornet, Pseudoscalar De-
cays Into Photon-photon in Chiral Perturbation Theory,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 1453 (1988).

[96] J. L. Goity, A. M. Bernstein, and B. R. Holstein, The
Decay pi0 —> gamma gamma to next to leading order
in chiral perturbation theory, Phys. Rev. D 66, 076014
(2002), larXiv:hep-ph/0206007.

[97] K. Kampf and B. Moussallam, Chiral expansions of
the pi0 lifetime, Phys. Rev. D 79, 076005 (2009),
arXiv:0901.4688 [hep-ph].


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.05960
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2024)203
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.10503
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.10503
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.187.0417
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14017415
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14017415
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.251.0023
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.396.0035
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.396.0035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06777
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14043110
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.042.0122
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.042.0122
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.4564
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.074503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.074503
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9810021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.074506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.074506
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0603007
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7049-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10447
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10447
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2004.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2004.02.006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0401011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.094503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4349
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4349
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.232002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.09054
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.61.1453
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.076014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.076014
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.076005
https://arxiv.org/abs/0901.4688

Supplemental Material

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. @ into Eq. , we
obtain

Farp Q4 =Q) = [ e 4m0 2 e
xH(z? P-x) (S1)
with
P:(imﬂ'aﬁ)a Q:(Zan)7 Q,:(i(mﬂ_E)7_q)'

To describe the virtuality of the photons, we introduce
two parameters, p and o

pm? = -Q*= E* - g, om?=-Q"” = (m - E)>-|G].

The quantities E and || can then be expressed in terms
of p and o as

_l+p-o

V(p-0)2-2p-20+1
9 My, =

M.
2

E 7]
When |p—-a| > 1, or equivalently |Q?-Q*| > m2, we find
that |E| > m,. In this scenario, we expect the TFF to be
highly Igloisy. A specific example of this is when Q% > m?2
and Q'° = 0. On the other hand, when p = o, or equiv-
alently Q2 = Q'Q, we have B/ = "= In this case, there
is no signal-to-noise problem. In Fig. we present the
lattice results of the TFF for three cases: Q'Q/Q2 =0,0.5
and 1. These results confirm our expectations.

On-shell transition form factor

In Table [ST, we present the lattice results for the on-
shell TFF Fro,,(0,0) across various ensembles. For cal-
culating Fro,~(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 [S1} For the
disconnected diagrams, we calculate contributions for the
24D and 641 ensembles, finding good consistency between
them; thus, we use the 641 results as corrections from
the disconnected diagrams. Regarding finite-volume ef-
fects, these can reach 4.3-4.8x1073 GeV~! for the two
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Figure S1. Numerical results of fﬁovw(fQQ, 0),

fﬂov*w*(—Qa—O.SQQ) and fﬁoww*(—Qa—QQ) as functions
of @*. These results are calculated using Eq. (S 1)), with en-
semble 641 serving as an example.

Fr04,(0,0) x 10° [GeV '] using SO(3) average

Ens |conn. diag. F'V 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)
481  ]268.2(1.9) 1.15(9) 0.37(3) - 273.1(1.9)
641 |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) - - -
24TH |209.3(0.9) 26.2(8) - - -
32IcH [233.5(1.2) 7.3(3) - - -

Fr0,,(0,0) x 10° [GeV '] using SO(4) average

Ens |conn. diag. F'V 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)
481  |268.6(1.9) 1.09(9) 0.36(3) - 273.5(1.9)
641  |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) - - -
24TH |210.2(0.9) 25.8(8) - - -
32IcH [234.0(1.2) 7.4(3) - - -

Table SI. Numerical results of F,0,,(0,0) across vari-
ous ensembles calculated using both the SO(3) averaging
method (S1)) and SO(4) averaging method (10). For the lat-
ter, we use ¢ (2% u) = 1 (VMD parameterization) as input.
Different parameterizations for ¢, (x?,u) have a negligible ef-
fect on the determination of Fo..(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 (481 and 641 ensembles), the finite-size correction re-
duces to 1.1-1.3x1073 GeV~L. For the 32D ensemble with
L ~ 6.2 fm, the finite-size effect is further suppressed to
0.4x1072 GeV~!. In contrast, the 24IH and 32IcH en-
sembles, which have heavier pion masses, exhibit rela-



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 24TH. 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.

Fr0,,(0,0) x 10° [GeV ]
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 SII. Continuum-extrapolated results for F.0.,. (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 Since the DSDR,
ensembles with near-physical pion masses have relatively
large lattice spacings, we use two Iwasaki ensembles, 481
and 641, to perform a linear fit in a2, obtaining the form
factor in the continuum limit. To estimate the residual
O(a*) lattice artifact, we carry out a combined fit across
results from the 32D, 32Df, 481, and 641 ensembles using
the following functional form

Fipoys (0, 0)‘ = Froyr(0,0)(1+ c1a? + caa),

Iwasaki

Fro(0,0)] = Frory(0,0)(1 + cha? + c2a*)S 2)

DSDR
Since the Iwasaki and DSDR ensembles have different
discretizations, we introduce separate parameters, ¢; and
¢y, for the linear term, while using a common parame-
ter ¢y for the a* term across both discretizations. We
interpret the difference between the linear and combined
quadratic fits as the residual O(a*) systematic uncer-
tainty. The fitting curves are displayed on the left side of
Fig.|S 2/and the fit results for Fro,-(0,0) are summarized
in Table We report the final results for Fo,,(0,0)
as follows

0.2714(47)stat (11)syst GeV™', SO(3)
0.2718(47)stat (7)syst GeV ™', SO(4)’

(S3)
which are 0.7-0.80 below the experimental value of
Fro4,(0,0) = 0.2754(21) GeV™', obtained using the
PrimEx-IT decay width of I';o_,,, = 7.80(12) eV as in-
put [77]. The corresponding TFF results imply a decay
width of I'zo_,,y = 7.58(26)stat(6)syst €V (SO(3)) and
[rooyy = 7.60(26)stat(4)syst €V (SO(4)), which are also
~ 0.80 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.

Fr04,(0,0) = {
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Figure S2. The combined quadratic fits for F0..(0,0) (left)

and azo “pele (right).

The combined quadratic fit for aZO_POIQ is performed in

the same manner as for Fro,,(0,0). The fitting curves
are shown on the right side of Fig.[S2] and the fit results
are presented in the main text.

Derivation of Eq.

To describe the P -z dependence in H(z2 P-x) , we
express it through a Fourier transformation

H(z*,P-x)= f duei(“_%)P'Iﬁ(xQ,u). (S4)
By defining the pion structure function ¢, as
H(z?,u)
2 )
(T7,U) = ——F—, S5
6o 0) = T (55)

we immediately obtain
H(z?, P-x) = f due PTG (22 ) H (22,0). (S6)

Setting P -z = 0 leads to a normalization condition for
Or

f dugr(z®,u) =1, Va2 (ST

Next, we will prove ¢, (22 u) = 0 when u ¢ [0,1]. If

it holds, we recover Eq. from the main paper. To do

this, we define an operator O, that creates only the pion

state from vacuum and is normalized as

((P)[Ox(y)[0) = . (S8)

Using O, we construct the three-point correlation func-

tion as

O A R X



We choose the temporal component of y to satisfy yy <
—%|xo| and insert the pion state into the three-point func-
tion

d3p i
r )35Wa5zaP5H(:c ,P- :c) E Py

d*p . (Z 9 )
@y \ay,

: 1
f due'(v=2) Pei(2? u)——e
—oo 2E,

e (ia)
prafBla 3y5

[: duﬁ(mQ,u)G((u— %)x—y)(s 10)

C;w(xa y) =

—iPy

In the last line, we introduce the pion propagator

G(z) = f(277)4P2 m2’ (S11)

which becomes singular as = — 0.

Next, we draw a straight line through —-% and %, plac-
ing y on this line. For any u ¢ [0,1], it is always possible
to choose y such that it approaches (u— %)x, causing
the pion propagator to become singular. On the other
hand, there is no singularity associated with the correla-
tion function Cy, (z,y) when yo < —%|a:0|. This leads to
a contradiction, implying that H (22, u) = 0, Yu ¢ [0,1],
and therefore, the same holds for ¢, (z2,u).

Influence from the structure function ¢, (%, u)

In this section, we discuss the influence of the structure
function ¢, (2%, u) on the final determination of af ~pole,
We begin by examining the application of Eq. (§ . Under

Gegenbauer expansion 7 the TFF can be expressed as

Frogeys (-Q%-Q) =12 [ d'w H(a?,0)

x 2wzn(r)fzn(Q2,Q’2,r), (S12)
with
! J K %
fan(Q%,Q7,7) = f du 2|1|(|2|) (1-u)C52 (2u-1).

(S13)
Given a specific value of r, we calculate fa, (Q?, Q7 r)
at the following points

{Q%,Q7) ={Q3,0}, {Q3,Q3}, {Q3,0}, {Q3.Q3} (S14)

using the one-dimensional integral in Eq. (S13). With
fon(Q%,Q 277“) as inputs, we substitute l| into Eq.
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and numerically compute the integral [ dQ; [ dQ2 [ dr.
This yields

azo’pde = fd4x1/d4x2H(ac%,0)H(x§,O)
x Y pon(11)02m(r2) p2n,2m (11,72 S 15)

nm

where the weight function pay 2m (r1,72) is determined
numerically.

Due to the lattice discretization, the spacetime inte-
grals [ d*x; [ d*zo are replaced by summations

[da [da > ¥ T Gl (816)

71,72 1,22

This implies that we need to compute pay, 2m (71,72) at
numerous points of {ry,rs}, totaling L? x L? points. To
reduce computational cost, we use interpolation. For ex-
ample, along the ry direction, if r; < 0.5 fm, we calcu-
late pan 2m(r1,72) at every point of ri. For r1 > 0.5 fm,
we calculate it with a spacing of 0.05 fm and then per-
form numerical interpolation to obtain pa, om(71,72) at
all points of 1. The same treatment is applied to r.
Using the spacetime summation, we obtain

azo_pme = > Z: Con,2m (11, 72) 20 (1) @2m (72)
1,7 nEm
_ g,oo—pole + go pole 721'702—p01e +azlr.00—pole ‘o
(S17)
with
Con2m(11,72) = Y Ous)irs Ofwal,ra P2n,2m (71, 72)
w1 wa
H(z%,0)H(22,0). (S18)
We define
agn_ﬁzlc ngn,gm(’l")(pgn(T) (S19)
and
don2m(r) = Z:chgm(r, rYoam (r'). (S20)

For day, 0, it can be calculated in a model-independent
manner. However, for ds 2, we need to use ¢o(r) from
various parameterizations as input. The results of
do,0, d2,0, da,o and ds 2 as functions of r are displayed in
Fig. In comparison to dg,o(r), de,o(r) reaches a few
percent, while dy o(r) and ds 2(r) are further suppressed
by an additional factor of 10.

Next, we explore the application of Eq. . We can
express H(22,0) as

H(z? P-x)
[ du ei(u—%)PmQSﬂ(zz’ )
H(z? P-x)
Ynzo P2n(r)gan(P-2)’

H(z%,0)

(S21)
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Figure S3.  The coefficients dan,2m(r) as functions of 7.

There coefficients are calculated using the 641 ensemble. The
determination of do,o(7), d2,0(7), and da4,0(r) does not require
the input from the structure function. For d2,2(r), we have
used the CZ parameterization, which provides the largest |p2|
among the five parameterizations considered in this study.
The other curves are model independent.

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

H(z? P-x) (1_ <p2n(r)92n(P-x))
go(P-x) a0 Go(P-1)
(S22)

By substituting Eq. (S22) into Eq. (S15|) and isolating
the terms that depend linearly on o, (r1)@om(r2), we

0
. 7 —pole _
obtain Ao 2 = >, d

H(z%,0) =

an(T)sﬁzm(T) We use the su-

perscript “full” to indicate that dg‘;%m(r) is computed
using the full dataset of H(x?, P-x), rather than just
H(z2,0). The coefficients 5, () as functions of r are

2n,2m
shown in Fig.[S4

full
x10~10 dz‘% om(T)
£ danm
° o 10 x d&fl(r)
T 107 xdiff(r)
— = -
T3 -
é -
2 . -
>
.“..
11 o
- >4 og
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T T T T |f
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r/fm

Figure S4. The coefficients di'tl (1), d3'8l () and d'§ (r) as
functions of r.
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Finite-volume effects

At long distances, the hadronic function M, (z) is
assumed to be dominated by contributions from a vec-
tor meson V' and 7V 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

HLD() Zf(

d3q

e(EV m,r)t+zqa:
[<0|Ju|v<czon,x>> oV Qo M)
—(BEv+3mq)t+iGa
(OLTul(PYV (Qon, \)) 5 o {V (Qons D10} |

(S23)

where Qon = (iEv, G) and Ey is the energy of the vector
meson. The index A denotes the polarization direction of
the vector meson. The matrix elements are decomposed
as

(O1Ju[V(Q, A)) = mv freu(Q, ),

(V(Q,M)|[0) = my fve (@, A),

(V(QMIm(P)) = ivpape™ (Q,\)Q PP Fry (P, Q),

{0 Tulm(P)V(Q,N)) = =i epvase” (Q. A QPP Fry (P, -Q),
(S24)

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

fTrV

Fﬂ-V(PaQ) = m (S 25)

A similar procedure applies for t < O Usmg the polariza-
tion sum Yy €,(Q, N)es (Q,\) = — g, we derive

ds(j waVguvozBanPB %
(23 2Bym,

e—(EV+%m,,)|t|+izj-i

%LD(J?)
m,,)|t\+iqz

e (EV
2EV — Mg

5 26)

2EV + My

with frvyv = my fv frv. In infinite volume, We Will later
demonstrate that HLD (z), as defined in Eq. , pro-
duces a structure functlon dLP (22, u) ~ 1. In a finite
volume, the hadronic function ’HI:E(LJC) is obtained by

The scalar

replacing [ (&% with 75 ¥, in Eq. (S26).
function HYP(L,22%, P-z) is then defined as

5,uvaﬂxaPBH;I;1]?(La CL’)
2(2P% — (P-1)?)

H"P(L,2? P-x) = - (S27)



Ensemble|[my [GeV]|frvyv [GeVZ]] avmp |x?/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
481 0.716(9) | 0.062(4) [0.02207(43)| 0.2
641 | 0.716(12) | 0.063(5) |0.02214(51)| 0.6
24DH | 0.843(7) | 0.119(5) ]0.02597(35)| 0.3
24TH | 0.853(7) | 0.113(3) |0.02478(18)| 0.6
32IcH | 0.839(6) | 0.118(4) [0.02395(19)| 0.5

Table SIII. The fitting parameters myv, frvv, and the ratio
F”T{L =VV for all ensembles.
\%4

QvMD =

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

|$|f duef=2)Prg (72 u)

H(22,0) = (P) f
(S28)

Here, we use a structure function ¢,(z% u) = 1 and
treat HP (L, 22, P-x) from Eq. similarly, following
Eq. to obtain H*P(L,22%,0). We fit H*P (L, 22,0)
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 m, ~ 340 MeV to
determine the parameters my and fryy. These param-
eters, along with the fit quality, represented by x?/d.o.f.,
are listed in Table for all ensembles. The reason-
able values of x2/d.o.f. suggest that H'P(L,z2 P - x)
from Eq. provides a good description of the lat-
tice data. Due to the possible mixing between the vector
meson and 77 state, the resulting my is expected to be
lower than the PDG value. In Fig. 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 H'P(L,z?%,0), indicating the importance of in-
cluding finite-volume corrections.

In the infinite volume, the corresponding hadronic
function HYP (22, P-x) can be derived analytically. The
Fourier transform leads to

FPQQ) = [dae@s “Hﬁ?(m,
ZEuVaBQaPB 70 'y y* ( an_le(ﬁ 29)

P-@Q, and

H(z? P-x)

where Q' =

fTrVV

(Q*+m2)(Q™* +m?)

The parameter & = FrFr0,,(0,0) can be approximated
F le'VV

F o (-Q% Q) = (S30)

in the VMD model as ayup = This ratio is

expected to exhibit only mild dependence on the quark

mass. This expectation is supported by the results in
Table [T} where ayyp for the 481 and 641 ensembles
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Figure S5. Fit of H*P(L,2?,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 fryy varies by as much as 80%.
Applying Feynman parameterization, we obtain

fﬂ"VV

FR (%Y = [ du
P o M (A W@ ruQ Ty

fﬂ'VV

1
with K = Q —uP and M? = u(1 - u)P? +m3,.
Next, we express W as
fﬂ'VV _ 4 o\ —iK-x
W—fd Z'G(I',M)e s (832)
with
d* q fﬂ'VVe f7rVV
Glom) = [ @n)t (@ rm2)2 a2 o)
(S33)

Here, K, (z) represents the modified Bessel function of
the second kind. Substituting Eq. (S 32)) into Eq. (S 29)),

we arrive at

P (Q,Q")
= zf dufd4xG(:c M)E,“,aﬁ( 36 )Pﬁe
= zf dufd l‘fpm,@( aGéﬁa]W))Pﬂe‘iK.x

fﬂwf s 2K (e

= - du | d*zepyasraPs— K (M ik

87-‘-2 0 u TEpuvapT 6|.’£‘ 1( |Jf|)€
(S34)

On the other hand, using Eq. and , we derive

fd xewagxanf du e KT x

AP (22 u)H™P (22,0).  (S35)

Fi(Q,Q")



By comparing these two equations, we obtain

frvv M _
52 o (Ml = 620 W H(@%,0). (S36)
This leads to the result
1 /] —
HLD(;C27O): fgvzvf dU%Kl(ML’l?D? (837)
w2 Jo
and
MK (M|x
PEP (2% u) = — 1(Mla) (S38)
Jo du MK (M|z|)

Given that m2 <« m?, and M? » m¥,, ¢&P (22, ) is nearly
independent of u and |z|. Therefore, we approximate
P (22, u) ~ 1, which is consistent with ¢YMP as defined
in Eq. . The general hadronic function in infinite
volume is given by

1 .
H"W (2%, P-z) = fo due’(“_%)P“¢>£D(x2,u)HLD(xQ,O).

(S39)

By comparing the results obtained using either the

finite-volume hadronic function HYP(L,2% P - x) or the

infinite-volume function HP (22, P - ), we can derive

the TFF and azo_p"le, 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. [60] 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(z) = Te[I'D;*(z,2) -TD;*(x,x)]
= (ms-my) Y, Tr[ID; ' (2,y)D; ' (y,2)]
yel3
= (ms-my) Y, Te[TD; (2,y)v5 D5 (2, )75]
yeL3

(S 40)
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where T' represents the gamma matrix, Dl_/ls(x,y) is the
light/strange quark propagator, and m/, is the bare
light /strange quark mass. Using U(1) stochastic sources
€M (y) with r = 1,2,--, N,., the propagators gbl(/:)(x) can
be written as

632 (@) = % Dy )T ().

yel3

(S41)
The one-end trick allows us to construct the loop contri-
bution as

s — My

N
L(a) = P Y OO ()50 ()], (842

Q*Froers (—Q%, —Q?), Disc. Diag. for 24D

0.0008 - point source prop.
Ul stochatis prop.
0.0006 A
=
[}
O 0.0004 1
0.0002 A
0.0000 A
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
Q*[GeV?]
Figure S6. Disconnected contributions to

Q2f7.r0,y*,y* (-Q?,-Q%). 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
Or (1:2,u) =1 as an example. Different parameterizations of
éx (2%, u) yield highly consistent results.

For the 24D ensemble, we used N, = 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(z). A comparison
is shown in Fig. [S6] for the computation of TFF, reveal-
ing comparable uncertainties. For azg‘p"le, the results
for 24D are

U (1)-stochastic

point-source

(S 43)

adisc x 1 11‘ _ 170(23)7

" 24D | 1.92(27),
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



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

adlSC % 1011

=1.59(10
® |64I (10),

(S44)
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.

. . . . 0_
r-slice contribution of a:: pole o 111

60 T
: ¥ Con. 641
.. ! 10% Dis. 641
40 1 - i ¥ 10x Dis. 24D
- - : =TT Teut = 18f777
1
Ll i 3 - 1
I 20 h * I I - |
5 i I
_ -
0 drmtmmm e -iI-*—i-’--T—T 4-1-£-I--II
[ ¥
1 1 l
_ 1
—20 '
1

r/fm

Figure S7. Comparison of the 641 disconnected contribution
(orange) with the 24D disconnected (green) and 641 connected
contributions (blue).

In Fig.[S7 we compare the 641 disconnected contribu-
tion with the 24D disconnected and 641 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 aZO‘p"le. From the
figure, we confirm that the 641 and 24D disconnected
contributions are consistent with each other and are both
more than 10 times smaller than the 641 connected con-
tribution. At large r, the results vanish but become very
noisy, so we introduce a truncation for the disconnected
contribution at r¢y; = 1.8 fm. The residual truncation
effects are neglected, as the disconnected contributions
are significantly smaller than the connected ones.
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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 S8. Pion mass dependence of Fo,,(0,0) (upper

rofpole

panel) and the connected contribution to aj (lower
panel), shown for the two ensembles 481 and 32IcH.
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Figure S9. Pion mass dependence of FirF,0,,(0,0), shown
for the two ensembles 481 and 32IcH.

In Fig. we present the pion mass dependence of
Fr04~(0,0) (upper panel) and the connected contribu-
tion to a™ ~Pele (lower panel). The two ensembles used

here, 481 and 32IcH, have similar lattice spacings, and



Ens [m~ [MeV] Fro,, [GeV '] Fr [GeV] FrFro.,,
48T | 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 SIV. Lattice results used to compile Figs. and [S9
F 0. stands for Fro.,.(0,0).

finite-volume corrections have been applied to these re-
sults. In Fig.[S9 we also present the pion dependence of
the normalized TFF F F0,.(0,0), again using only con-
nected contributions. The corresponding results are sum-
marized in Table Our current dataset includes one
near-physical point and another at m, ~ 340 MeV. We
perform a simple linear fit to the two available data points
and obtain the mass corrections to both Fo,.(0,0) and

azo'pde. These corrections, listed in Table 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
FrFr0,,(0,0) can determine the chiral low-energy con-
stant (LEC) CIV" in the chiral perturbation theory [49]

via

(S 45)

s

64
FrFroyy(0,0) =& = = Y rm2.

From the slope, we extract the connected contribution to
the LEC, CYV™°™ = —0.61(11) x 10~ GeV~2. As shown
in Table [STV] much of the pion-mass dependence in Fj
and Fro,,(0,0) cancels out in the product, rendering
CW™ particularly sensitive to subleading effects. Not-
ing that the disconnected contribution to FrF0,.(0,0)
vanishes in the chiral limit, we therefore can calculate
the slope using the data from the 641 ensemble alone,
obtaining C;}VT’d‘SC = —0.77(7) x 107 GeV 2. Combining
both contributions, we arrive at the total result CIV" =
~1.38(13)x 1073 GeV 2. Our result differs from the value
reported in Ref. [49], CY¥'" = 0.16(18) x 107> 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
CW™ 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 C’;/V 7O above is purely statistical and does not ac-
count for the following sources of systematics: (1) The
data point at m, ~ 340 MeV may lie outside the regime
where a linear dependence of FrF 0,,(0,0) on mn? is
valid; (2) The finite-volume correction estimated using
the VMD model is much larger for the 32IcH ensemble
(3.2%, see Table than for the 481 ensemble (0.4%);
(3) The time separation between the pion interpolating
operator and the two vector currents is shorter for 32IcH
(At = 0.66 fm) compared to 481 (At = 1.37 fm), which
may enhance excited-state contamination. These issues
can be addressed in future studies by including more ac-
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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 C;’V ", 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 C¥V" itself and could potentially impact
the chiral prediction for the 7% — v decay width.

azo—pole x 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)
481 | 58.83(36) 0.16(1) 0.034(6) - 60.61(37)
641 | 59.08(47) 0.19(2) 0.028(6) 1.59(10) |60.88(48)
24DH| 57.18(63) 0.26(1) - - -
24TH | 47.21(30) 7.67(24) - - -
32IcH| 53.94(34) 2.13(8) - - -

0
Table SV. Summary of connected contribution to aj, ~pole

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

Excited-state contamination

1.03

24D

32D
¥ 32pf
1 481

641

1.014

0.99 4

Figure S10. Upper panel: R(t)/R(At) as a function of ¢
for all the ensembles with near-physical pion masses. lower
panel: Two-state fit for R(t)/R(At), with 481 and 641 used
as examples.

To estimate the contamination from excited states, we



define the ratio

R - 00000

cosh(m, (2t - T/2))
where the wall-source pion interpolating operator O is
used to create a pion from the vacuum at the source,
while O, 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. we plot
R(t)/R(At) as a function of ¢. Since the wall-source op-
erator O, and O have a good overlap with the 7 ground
state, we achieve ground-state saturation for ¢ ~ 0.5 fm.
As the pion correlator with zero momentum is not af-
fected by the signal-to-noise problem, we conservatively
choose At to be around 1.5 fm, as indicated by the ver-
tical dashed lines in Fig[S10]

To estimate the magnitude of excited-state contamina-
tion, we perform a two-state fit and present the results
for the 481 and 641 ensembles as examples in the lower
panel of Fig. From the two-state fit, we determine

for 481
for 641

(S 47)

[ R(AY) . %_ 0.7(0.5) x 1074,
- ( R(c0) ) 1.3(1.7) x 1074,

It is important to note that when determining €, both
R(At) and R(oo) are obtained from the fit. However,
when compiling the ratio R(¢)/R(At) and the fitting
curve in Fig. the denominator R(At) uses only the
central value of the raw data, without error propagation.
The final values of € are on the order of 107, indicating
that at At, the excited-state contamination is negligible.

Summary of systematic effects

azofpole x 1011

70
I CZ model
68 1 VMD model I
o4 & A /Qcp . 1 T
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644 1 Point-like L]
62 { i ) 3 1 1
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continumm 641 481 32Df 24D 32D

0
—pol . 2
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Figure S11. Lattice results of aj,
using different parameterizations of ¢ (m2,u), After a con-
tinuum extrapolation with a linear form of a?, the uncertainty
increases significantly, leaving the variance from the parame-

terizations secondary important.
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Table [SV] provides detailed information on the dom-
inant connected contribution to azo‘p"le, along with
finite-volume corrections, unphysical pion mass correc-
tions, and disconnected contributions. The disconnected
contributions from ensembles 24D and 641 show good
agreement, and we apply the 641 result as the discon-
nected correction for the other ensembles. Fig.
illustrates that the five different parameterizations of

°-pole, Following

¢x(2?,u) yield varying results for ay,

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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