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ABSTRACT: We compute the isospin-violating part a,I}VP’?’S of the hadronic-vacuum-polari-
zation (HVP) contribution to the muon (g — 2) in lattice QCD at the SU(3)¢-symmetric
point where M, = Mg ~ 416 MeV. All diagrams involving internal photons are evaluated
in coordinate space, employing a Pauli-Villars-regulated photon propagator with a cutoff
scale A well below the lattice cutoff. The counterterm (m, — mg), whose A dependence is
consistent with the expected logarithmic behaviour, is calibrated using the experimental
kaon mass splitting as input. The bare electromagnetic contribution at fixed A is compared
to a phenomenological estimate based on the kaon-loop and pseudoscalar-pole contributions
to the forward light-by-light amplitude. An extension of these calculations to physical pion
and kaon masses appears promising.
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1 Introduction

All charged particles with spin carry an intrinsic magnetic moment, proportional to the
spin, with the ‘g-factor’ as the proportionality constant. The leading prediction for the
g-factor from a quantum relativistic description of an elementary charged particle with
any spin is ¢ = 2. However, further quantum effects modify this value, giving rise to the
‘anomalous magnetic moment’, which for leptons (¢ = e, y, 7) is denoted as ay = (g — 2)/2.
Precise experimental determinations of these quantities have, for a long time, been serving
as one of the most stringent tests of the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics.

The level of precision achieved by the direct measurements of a, is presently reaching
an absolute uncertainty of 22 x 107! or 0.19 ppm [1-3]. Achieving this precision on the
theory side involves very sophisticated calculations in the SM. Their compilation by a
broad consortium of experts has resulted in the ‘Muon g — 2 Theory Initiative’ White
Papers (WPs) [4, 5]. According to the 2025 WP, the SM prediction for the anomalous
magnetic moment of the muon currently has a precision of 62 x 107!!, and is in good
agreement with the experimental world average.

The strong-interaction (hadronic) contributions dominate the theory uncertainty. The
leading hadronic contribution, the hadronic vacuum polarisation aﬁvp illustrated in Fig. 1,
carries by itself an absolute uncertainty of 61 x 10~!!. Unlike the first edition of the WP
[4], the new edition [5] uses an average of lattice QCD evaluations of the HVP contribu-
tion, rather than a dispersive evaluation. The latter are currently being omitted due to
strong tensions in the experimental eTe~™ — 77~ cross-sections at center-of-mass ener-
gies below 1 GeV. Clearly, in order to fully profit from the current precision of the direct
measurement of a,, and its imminently expected update by the Fermilab collaboration [1],
a further factor-of-four reduction in the uncertainty of the HVP contribution is called for,

EVP at the two-permille level.

corresponding to a relative error on a
It is standard for lattice QCD simulations to be performed with equal up and down
quark masses (m,, = mg) and in the absence of photons. However, given the ambitious level

HVP
i

of the targeted precision for a , it is imperative to calculate the corrections to the HVP

contribution due to the isospin-breaking (IB) effects. The state-of-the-art is to expand
the latter in (m, — mg) and « to first order. The electromagnetic correction to aEVP is
illustrated in Fig. 1. We note that, while the perturbative treatment of isospin-breaking
effects has a long tradition [6-8], it was first introduced in lattice QCD in 2013 [9]. Several
lattice calculations of these corrections due to IB effects have already been performed
[10-16], including one [12] that encompasses all required quark-level diagrams, but the
corrections are not yet sufficiently well understood to reduce the theoretical uncertainty on
aEVP to the desired level.

The leading correction in o to HVP has a connection to the hadronic light-by-light

contribution (HLbL), which is the second-largest hadronic effect in the muon (g — 2),
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Figure 1: Left: hadronic vacuum polarization contribution to the muon (¢ — 2). Right:
electromagnetic correction to the latter. The blobs represents the non-perturbative contri-
bution of QCD degrees of freedom.

recently addressed in the lattice calculations [17-20]. Indeed the O(«) correction to a
is expressible in terms of the forward HLbL amplitude [21, 22]. However, while the HLbL
contribution is UV-finite, the internal photon leads to divergences in the HVP calculation.

HVP
I

To address this issue, we will work in the framework proposed in Ref. [22], where the
photon is implemented with a Pauli-Villars regulated propagator, in the continuum and
infinite volume. Doing so, one avoids power-law finite-volume effects that arise in the
widely used QEDy, scheme (see for instance [12, 23, 24]). We will furthermore use the
covariant coordinate-space (CCS) representation [25] for obtaining the HVP contribution
on the lattice.

Specifically, we calculate the contribution to aHVP

of the isospin-violating part ( ]3(33‘) 7%(0))
of the electromagnetic-current correlator at the SU(3)-flavour symmetric point for three
mass-degenerate quarks: up, down and strange. Clearly, this contribution vanishes in
isospin-symmetric QCD!. The task involves the calculation of the fully connected dia-
grams at the quark level, for which we also evaluate the (isovector) mass counterterm.
This counterterm is fixed by the mass splitting of the kaon, and the combined result is UV
finite. Additionally, one needs to include one quark-disconnected diagram, which is already
UV-finite. These calculations are performed on five different gauge ensembles generated
with Ny = 3 dynamical quark flavours by the Coordinated Lattice Simulations (CLS)
consortium [26] at a pion and kaon mass around 416 MeV.

We start by defining the basic formalism as well as the different correlation functions
to be computed in section 2, following which we present the lattice setup in section 3. The
calculation of all relevant contributions is then split in three different sections. At first,
we describe how we calculate the fully connected contributions (sec. 4). Here, we also
perform a crosscheck, by switching off the gluon interactions and comparing our result to
a corresponding continuum calculation for the vacuum polarization contribution in pure
QED. In section 5, we compute the quark disconnected contribution, where we also compare
our result to the prediction from the pseudoscalar meson exchange. Then in section 6 we
determine the counterterm (m,—mg) by computing the kaon electromagnetic mass splitting

The currents jfj and jﬁ correspond to the isovector, respectively isoscalar part of the electromagnetic
current.



on the lattice, using again the Pauli-Villars regulated photon propagator. At the end of that
section, we gather the three continuum-extrapolated quantities to build the renormalized
isospin-violating part of the HVP contribution in the muon (g — 2), still at a fixed value of
the photon Pauli-Villars cutoff parameters A. In a final step, we compare the lattice result
extrapolated to A = oo with a phenomenological estimate, and conclude in section 7. A
number of technical aspects of the lattice calculation and the phenomenological models are
provided in appendix.

2 Formalism

To calculate the hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP) contribution to the anomalous mag-
netic moment of the muon a,, we employ the covariant coordinate-space (CCS) method,
introduced in Ref. [25]. This method is a proven alternative [27] to the time-momentum
representation (TMR) [28], which is the most widely used to calculate this quantity on the
lattice. In the CCS method, the HVP contribution is obtained from an integral over the
space-time volume ([, = [ d*z)

Z\Zo
|22

QEVP:/ Hyo(2)Gro(2),  Hxg(2) = —6xoH1(|2]) + Ha(lz]), (2.1)

where H),(2) is the CCS kernel and G, (2) = (5" (2)75™(0))Qcp+qED is the vector-vector

g
correlator of the electromagnetic vector current

IS (2) = Falz)mu(z) — 3d(2)nd(z) = g5(z)ms(z). (2.2)

In this work, we only consider the contributions of the up, down and strange quarks at the
SU(3) flavour symmetric point, m, = mg = ms.

Making use of partial integration and exploiting the fact that the electromagnetic
current is conserved (9yjx(z) = 0), it is possible to add a total-derivative term 0y [z, 9(|2|)]
to the CCS kernel, without changing the result for GEVP in the continuum and infinite
volume. Besides the transverse (‘TV’) kernel given in Eq. (2.1), we also define the traceless
(“TL’) kernel and a variant which is proportional to z)z, (‘XX’) [27, 29]:

HiHE) = (~0r0 425 ) () (23)
XX Z\%e d
() = 258 (Halll) + 212D (2.4

The exact form of the two scalar weight functions #; and H3 can be found in [25]. One
may also use the rational approximations given in [22]. In case of the disconnected diagram
the ‘TL’ version of the kernel is preferred over the ‘XX’ one, due to its reduced finite size
effects [15]. For that reason all diagrams and values of the connected and disconnected
contribution shown in this paper were calculated using the ‘TL’ kernel if not stated oth-
erwise. But nevertheless in the connected case both versions of the kernel give the same
results within error.



In order to generalize the expressions above in terms of the flavour structure, we
introduce the isovector (3) and isoscalar (8) parts of the electromagnetic (em) charge

matrix,
1/2 0 0 1/6 0 0 2/3 0 0

QW =10 -120], Q9 =10 1/6 0 |, Q=[0 -1/3 0 |.(25)
0 0 0 0 0 —1/3 0 0 -1/3

With the quark-flavour triplet 1(z) = (u(x),d(z),s(z))T, we define the corresponding
currents

Ra) =T (@@ (2),  jl@) =T (@)mQ (), (2.6)

such that j$™(z) = j3(x) + j5(z). The correlator G2 (2) = (4$(2)75(0))qcp+qep then
leads to the sub-contributions

i = [ () GL() @.7)

in the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon.

Expanding the correlator to first order in o = % around the isospin-symmetric QCD,

one has
G55(2) = (I2)7800)) 2.8)
62
=5 i { [ l0t = G 0 @0 aco +Cr)}
+ O(a?).

The second term is the leading isospin-breaking correction, where we have introduced the
Pauli-Villars (PV) regulated photon propagator in Feynman gauge d,, [G(z)],, with [22]

G()], = M;W ~2G 4 () + Galo). (2.9)

Here, G, (z) = mK; (m|z|)/(472%|x|) stands for the massive scalar propagator, with K;(x)
being the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Fig. 2 compares the photon prop-
agator with its Pauli-Villars-regulated version for various values of the cutoff A, often
referred to as PV mass. The regulator ensures that the propagator is UV-finite. While
UV-finiteness can be achieved already with a single subtraction term, we find that the reg-
ularization scheme in Eq. (2.9) reduces cutoff effects more effectively and provides stronger
suppression of short-distance contributions.

To obtain a physical result in the limit A — oo, it is necessary to specify an additional
renormalization condition complementary to the scale setting procedure in isospin symmet-
ric QCD [30-32]. In this framework, one obtains a counterterm Cr(A), which is calculated
with the same PV regulator (2.9). In Eq. (2.8), the counterterm cancels the UV-divergence
that occurs when the vertices in the photon propagator [G(z — y)], approach each other,
T —y.
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Figure 2: Ratio of the Pauli-Villars-regulated and non-regulated photon propagator for
the values of A used in later sections.

In the following, we focus on the (3,8) component of the correlator, Gif(z), for which
the leading-order contribution a,I}VP’?’S vanishes trivially in isospin-symmetric QCD. We
therefore refer to it as the isospin-violating correlator. Inserting Gif(z) into Eq. (2.1), we

obtain to order O(a?)

afVPSS = gim gHVES (), alVPSS(A) = gHVES () + Cr(A), (2.10)
2
€ . . . .
aVES0) = =5 [ Hao(2)0, 0 — )l (BEUE @I @0) . (211)
2T,y

All possible Wick contractions contributing to the four-point function for the isospin-
violating correlator in Eq. (2.11) are shown in Fig. 3. In three-flavour theory, due to
the property that the sum of the charges of the three light quarks is zero, the diagrams
in the bottom row of Fig. 3 vanish at the SU(3)-flavour symmetric point. There, only
the diagrams labeled with (4)a, (4)b and (2 4 2)a contribute. The former are discussed in
section 4, while the latter is discussed in section 5.

As a renormalization condition that fully specifies the counterterm, we require the kaon
mass splitting AMx = M+ — Mo to assume its physical value AM f}hys = —3.934(20) MeV
[33]. A short derivation, presented in Appendix A, leads then to the following expression

for the counterterm,?

Cr(A) = (AMEM™S — AM§™(A)) Ras (2.12)
1 VP38
Rssk = =777 E (2.13)
<K0 ’uu o dd‘KO > a(mu N md) My +mg,ms,go;0c=0
o HVP
_ 1% (2.14)

T 2 OAMy |, Mk M s

By default, we use the non-covariant normalization of states, (Kp|Kp) = (21)26®) (p—p’). Covariantly
normalized states will be denoted as |Kp), such that (Kp|K,/) = (27)32E,6® (p — p').
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Figure 3: Feynman diagrams depicting all Wick contractions of the four-point function

in Eq. (2.11). At the SU(3)¢ symmetric point, the diagrams in the lower row vanish.

The quantity AM™(A) is the bare electromagnetic mass splitting, computed with a photon
propagator regularized at scale A. The factor Rsgg, as indicated by the second expression,?
expresses the response of the vacuum polarization contribution to the kaon-mass splitting
at fixed isospin-averaged* pion, kaon masses and the scale-setting quantity (typically a
baryon mass). It has no (leading) scheme dependence and is a renormalization-group-

invariant quantity that can be extrapolated to the continuum.

2.1 Defining a strong isospin-breaking contribution

In principle, a lattice computation of af}

VP38 qoes not require a separation of strong and
electromagnetic isospin-breaking effects. However, it can be useful for interpretations in
terms of phenomenological calculations based on the Cottingham formula, where AM™(A)
is expressed via the kaon forward Compton amplitude. The Compton process is natu-
rally split into the elastic and inelastic contributions and hence we replace AMZ"(A) in
Eq. (2.12) by (AM(A) + AMgest), with the limit A — oo taken ‘ahead of time’ in

AMglast, Defining

apsr = (AMEY — AME™") Rasre, (2.15)
CP(A) = =AM (A) Rssg, (2.16)

we may then write
CLEVP,?)B — ai\éﬁgﬁ + Ah_{réo {azl,\c{nlz,?)S(A) + C%nel(A)} : (217)

such that the first term is interpreted as the strong isospin-breaking contribution and
the second one as the electromagnetic contribution. While we do not make use of this
separation in our lattice calculation, we use it to organize our phenomenological estimates.

3The factor % here accounts for the fact that aﬂvp EVP’SS EVP’SS.

4The bar over the variables kept constant in Eq. (2.14) indicate that they are isospin-averaged.

contains a and a



One may further isolate an infrared-enhanced set of contributions to CLBXE’?’S (A) that
are UV-finite, so that we finally have

HVP,38 _ HVP,38 HVP,38,1 : HVP,38,high inel
ay = 4518 + Gpem M+ Alggo {au,em ® (A) + ClTn6 (A)} : (2‘18)
. HVP 38 low _ . . . . . . .
The quantity ayem will be estimated by using a hadronic model involving the light

pseudoscalar mesons of mass below 1 GeV. In doing so, the sum of the A-dependent terms
in this last equation will be neglected, anticipating that, after the UV-divergence cancels,
the remainder is small compared to the first two terms in Eq. (2.18), which are more long-
distance dominated. As is well-known, and reviewed below, the (logarithmic) divergence
stems from the self-energy of the light quarks, which in the continuum is proportional to
the light-quark mass, and therefore has a very small prefactor.

3 Lattice setup

We perform the calculations on a subset of the ensembles generated by the CLS initiative
26, 34], with O(a) improved Wilson-Clover quarks and tree-level O(a?) improved Liischer-
Weisz gauge action. All our ensembles have degenerate up, down and strange quark masses,
corresponding to a pion and kaon mass m, = mg ~ 416 MeV, more details are shown in
Table 1. To investigate the effect of the finite lattice volume, two of the ensembles have
identical simulation parameters, but different volume. One of the ensembles, B450, has
periodic boundary conditions in time while the other ones have open boundary conditions.

In order to improve our continuum extrapolations, we use two different discretizations
for the vector current, the local (1) and the point-split or conserved (c) discretizations

]zl/(z) =479z (31)
i 1r_ _
Bz =5 [qz+a(% + 1)UL, ¢+ @O0 — DUz g - (3.2)

U, is the gauge link in the direction v associated with site z. No further improvements
of the vector currents are implemented in this paper.
While the point-split vector currents do not need to be renormalized, a renormalization

Table 1: Parameters of the employed CLS ensembles. The lattice spacing in physical
units was extracted from [30]. The pion mass values were taken from [35]. The values

for the VMD masses (see Eq. (6.16)) are from [36], and the Zy values from Ref. [37]. All
ensembles but B450 have open boundary conditions in time.

Id B (£¥xL  alfm] m.[MeV] Mywmp [MeV] myL Lifm] Zy

a

H101 3.4 323x96 0.08636  416(4) 921(13) 58 2.8  0.71540
B450 3.46 323 x64 0.07634  415(4) 942(25) 51 24 0.72645
H200 3.55 323x96 0.06426  416(5) 979(26) 43 21 0.74030
N202 483 x 128 412(5) 952(15) 64 3.1

N300 3.7 483 x 128 0.04981  419(4) 1001(23) 51 24 0.75912




Table 2: The number of used configurations for every ensemble and each part of the

calculation.
Part H101 B450 H200 N202 N300
Connected 200 200 200 120 120
Disconnected 182 200 200 200 200

Kaon mass splitting 200 200 200 200 200
Kaon mass derivative 200 200 200 200 200
HVP derivative 2000 1600 2000 899 1540

factor Zy is required for the local currents. The renormalized local vector current is ob-
tained from j,ljren(z) = Zyjl(z). We absorb the combined renormalization factors for each
local vector current in a global multiplicative constant. This constant always corresponds
to ZV raised to the power of the number of local vector currents n;: Z = 2\7}’ We ex-
tracted Zy for each value of 3 from Ref. [37]; the values are collected in Table 1. Apart
from vector currents, pseudoscalar densities also appear in the course of our calculations,
but their renormalization factors cancel and are therefore not needed. Finally, we provide
the level of statistics collected on each gauge ensemble for the different key observables in

Table 2.

HVP,38(A)

4 Connected electromagnetic contribution @y, (1)

z 0 Z 0
(a) Diagram (4)a: the self-energy (b) Diagram (4)b: the genuine 2-loop
diagram, which contributes twice. diagram.

Figure 4: The fully connected diagrams which need to be calculated for aE\(II))’?’S.

In this section, we describe the calculation of the connected contribution. Using Wick’s
theorem for the four-point function in Eq. (2.11) results in three different fully connected
quark contractions, just as in the case of the calculation of the hadronic light-by-light
contribution [36]. Two of these diagrams result in the same contribution. They correspond
to the case depicted in Fig 4a, where the photon propagator can either be on the upper or



the lower quark propagator. We refer to this diagram as the self-energy (SE) part,
Cofo (@Y, 2) = —2Re(Tr[S(0,2)7,S (2, y)1 S (y: 2) 125 (2, 0170 ) ur - (4.1)
Additionally, one needs to calculate the genuine 2-loop (2L) part
C’gf,\a(a;,y, z) = —2Re(Tr[S(0,y)7S(y, 2)7aS (2, )75 (x, 0)vs ) v (4.2)

The trace needs to be taken with respect to the Dirac and color indices, while (...);y denotes
the expectation value over gauge configurations and S(z,y) is the quark propagator where
the sink is at = and the source is at y. In total the connected contribution yields

e2
ai\(fg’?’S(A) = —fS)Z 5 ny H)\a(z)(sup[g(x —y)la (4.3)
(2 Cff)io-(xa Y, Z) + Cgf)\o(xa Y, Z))

where the factor ‘2’ for the SE part is due to the two possible positions of the photon
propagator. The charge factor f(Q4 ) for the connected contribution is given by the trace

over the product of charge matrices f(Q4) = Tr{Q®) Qlem) Qlem) 9(8)1 — %, using Eq. (2.5).
For the implementation of Eq. (4.3) in our lattice calculation, we perform the sum-
mation over the z and z vertex on the fly for fixed values of y. Specifically, Eq. (4.3) is

rewritten as

a P (A) = - £ 2 n2e?a® /0 dlyl [y* >~ Hrg(2) 0, [G(x — )] (4.4)

(2 CEIJE)\a(xa Y, Z) + Cian(xa Y, Z))

The integrand of Eq. (4.4) is calculated on the lattice for different values of y along the
(1,1,1,1) direction. The integral over |y| is then computed using the trapezoidal rule. The
origin was assigned to the middle time slice of each lattice. For the calculation of C°F it
is sufficient to use two one-to-all propagators with their origins at the y and 0 vertices. For
C?!'| we additionally make use of a sequential propagator starting at the 0 vertex, going
over the z vertex and ending at the z vertex.

As mentioned in the previous section, we use both local and conserved discretizations
of the vector currents. This applies only to the vertices over which the sum is performed, i.e.
the x and z vertices. The discretization scheme is denoted as XdZd, where the character
‘d’ is replaced with ‘I’ for a local current or ‘c’ for a conserved current at the corresponding
vertex.

4.1 Bare QED two-loop vacuum polarization contribution at fixed A from the
lattice

In order to test whether the proposed methodology is viable, we first perform the cal-

culation of af\(g’gS(A) on ensembles without the strong interaction, i.e. where the gauge

field variables U € SU(3). are set to unity on all lattice links. Owing to the use of the

Pauli-Villars regulated photon propagator (as opposed to the regularization by the finite

~10 -
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Figure 5: The integrand of Eq. (4.4) for the self-energy (blue) and 2-loop (orange) part
separately as well as combined to the total (black), given by 2xSE+2L. It is shown on the

gluonless ensemble with . = 64 with the XcZc discretization and the ‘TL’ kernel. The
lepton in the loop has mass my = m, and the Pauli-Villars mass is set to A = 3m,,.

Table 3: Parameters of the gluonless ensembles. For each lattice the time extend is the

same as L, i.e. they have a volume of L*.

L 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80
am, [ 03 0.225 0.18 0.15 0.13 0.1125 0.1 0.09

lattice spacing), we can directly compare the lattice results to continuum calculations (see
Appendix B). This serves as a useful crosscheck for our methodology.

To this end, we employ eight L* lattices with different spacings, but with a constant
volume of m,L = 7.2, with parameters provided in Table 3. We set the lepton mass my
appearing in the loop to be equal to the muon mass, my = m,,, while the Pauli-Villars mass
of the photon is set to A = 3m,, for the purpose of this test. An example of the integrand
of Eq. (4.4) in the case of the lattice with L = 64 is shown in Fig. 5. In this example, the
currents at both the x and z vertices are conserved, and the ‘TL’ version of the CCS kernel
is used.

The results for each ensemble using the four different discretizations are shown in
Fig. 6. We perform a continuum extrapolation by fitting the data points with the function

frie(a) = co+ cra+caa® + cza’. (4.5)

Of special interest is the extrapolation of the total quantity in Fig. 6¢c. For both cases
where the current at the x vertex is conserved the extrapolation is flat without much
curvature. Based on this observation the XcZl and XcZc discretization schemes are the
ones used in the QCD calculation later on. This plot also shows the value resulting from
the previously mentioned continuum prediction (see Appendix B) as a black triangle. This
value was obtained completely independently from the calculations described here and lies
where all of the lines of the different discretizations meet. The results of the continuum
extrapolation of the individual diagrams for different discretizations are given in Table 4.

11 -
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Figure 6: Continuum extrapolation of the self-energy and 2-loop parts and the total
value for the ‘gluonless’ lattices and A = 3m,,. The different colors represent the different
discretizations used for the current at the x and z vertices. Additionally, fits of the form
given by Eq. (4.5) are shown. The dashed lines correspond to fits performed directly on the
data points, while the solid lines represent the volume-corrected fits. The volume correction
was calculated by doubling the volume of the coarsest lattices and adding the difference to
the fit function. The figure showing the total result also includes the continuum prediction
indicated by a black triangle, which was computed following the methodology outlined in
Appendix B.

Table 4: Results of the volume corrected continuum extrapolations in Fig. 6. The values

11

are given in units of 107"". The errors are from the fit. The expected value of the total

result is —7.499 x 107!, as obtained using the methodology outlined in appendix B.

X171 XcZl X1Zc XcZe
Total —6.90(15) —7.36(16) —7.44(18) —7.56(18)
2-Loop 28.62(11)  28.32(8)  28.42(9)  28.18(7)
Self-Energy —17.76(11) —17.84(11) —17.93(13) —17.87(12)

The discretization for which both the currents at the x and z vertices are conserved yields
a result especially close to the value from the continuum prediction.

4.2 The connected contribution ag?i)P’% at m; = mg ~ 416 MeV

The successful crosscheck on the ‘gluonless’ ensembles against the continuum calculation
confirmed the viability of the methodology. Now, the same principles shall be used for
the calculation on the ensembles introduced in section 3. The integrands of the different
parts on the N300 ensemble can be seen in Fig. 7. For these plots the XcZl discretization
and a Pauli-Villars mass of 5m,, is used. While the ’gluonless’ calculation seen in Fig. 5
already showed a cancellation between the self-energy and 2-loop part, the cancellation
is much more severe for the QCD calculation. The combined integrand in Fig. 7b is
much smaller than the individual contributions from the self-energy and 2-loop diagrams
depicted in Fig. 7a. This worsens the signal-to-noise ration of the total result compared
to the contributions of the individual diagrams with the former being consistent with 0
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Figure 7: The integrand of Eq. (4.4) for the self-energy and 2-loop part separately on the
left side as well as combined on the right side. It is shown on the N300 ensemble with the
XcZl discretization and the ‘TL’ kernel. The Pauli-Villars mass is set to A = 5m,,.

starting at around |y| = 1 fm. This behavior is seen for all ensembles, discretizations and
CCS kernels we investigated.

Based on this observation, the integrand in Eq. (4.4) is only evaluated up to a cut in
ly|, which was chosen for each ensemble individually. For N300 this value is |y| = 1.45 fm.
Another interesting observation is that the values of the integrands are more than an order
of magnitude smaller than in the QED case and also much more short ranged, even before
the cancellation between the self-energy and 2-loop part happens. This means one can also
expect a much smaller value for the continuum extrapolated result.

This continuum extrapolation of the different parts for a Pauli-Villars mass of 16 m,,
can be seen in Fig. 8. The fit function used in this case was modified compared to the
‘gluonless’ case, because there are now several lattice volumes involved and fewer data
points overall,

mqL

friela,maL) = co+c1a® +cpe” 2. (4.6)

The expectation set by the plots of Fig. 7 holds true: while we clearly observe a
signal for the self-energy part and the two-loop part, a vast cancellation leads to the total
contribution vanishing within its uncertainty. Another interesting observation from these
plots is the behavior of the finite volume correction. For the two parts separately the
volume correction is important, but when added together it is not statistically significant.

We finish this section by looking at the dependence on the PV-mass of the total con-
nected contribution. Table 5 lists the four calculated values together with their uncertainty
and Fig. 9 shows their dependence on A. The values grow more negative for larger A values,
but the errors increase approximately at the same rate. This results in all values being
consistent with zero within uncertainties, as previously noted.
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Figure 8: Continuum extrapolation of the self-energy and 2-loop parts on the left side as
well as the total value on the right side for the QCD ensembles. The Pauli-Villars mass is
set to A = 16 m,,. H200 is shown with a slight offset to higher a® to make it distinguishable
from N202. Eq. (4.6) is used as an ansatz for the fit function. The dots are the results from
each ensemble, while the triangles are the same results, but with the volume term of the fit
function subtracted without adjusting the error bars. The straight lines are the fits to these
volume-corrected points. The black dots are the results of the continuum extrapolation.
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Figure 9: Dependence on A for the connected contribution. The coordinates of the data
points are collected in Table 5.

Table 5: Continuum extrapolated values of aE\(ZS’?’S for the different PV-mass values.

A/my, 3 5 10 16
mz /A? 0.11 0.04 0.01 0.004

10" x @i (A) - —0.006(39)  0.002(74)  —0.068(193) —0.249(321)
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HVP,38 (A)

5 Disconnected electromagnetic contribution 4y (2450

In addition to the fully connected diagrams shown in Fig. 4, there is also one disconnected
diagram contributing to aEVP’?’B in Eq. (2.11) at the SU(3)¢ symmetric point, which in the
nomenclature of Ref. [14] is referred to as (2 + 2)a. This diagram is characterized by two

disconnected valence quark loops that are connected by the photon propagator,

anainad) = =52 | Ha(2)3, 6z = s (I (2010 (3,0)) . (5.1)

Z7x7y

The two-point correlation function using local vector currents is given by

o (.y) = —Re(Tr Sy, )38, )% | ). (5:2)

The vacuum expectation value needs to be subtracted in order to avoid double counting of
the contribution, where the two QCD ‘blobs’ are not interconnected,

~

Uy (z,y) = W (2, y) — T (2, 9))0- (5-3)

The charge factor for the ‘38’ contribution is obtained from

. 1
f(Q2+2) _ Tr{Q(S)Q(em)}Tr{Q(em)Q(S)} = E (5.4)

A recent lattice QCD calculation of this contribution [15] shows a significant contribution
to the HVP from this particular diagram at the physical point. Here, we use the results
from Ref. [15] for the ensembles at the SU(3)¢ symmetric point normalized to the correct
charge factor for the ‘38" contribution. Since the (2 + 2)a contribution is UV-finite [15],
the Pauli-Villars mass A is taken to be infinite in Eq. (5.1).

A phenomenological description of the (2 + 2)a contribution in terms of the exchange
of neutral pseudoscalar mesons 7°, 7, ' and the charged pion loop was also discussed in
Ref. [15]. An important difference between the calculation at the physical point and the
SU(3)¢ symmetric point is the relative size of the charged pion loop and the pseudoscalar
meson exchange (PME) contribution. While the former is dominant at the physical point,
the hierarchy is swapped at the SU(3); symmetric point. In Fig 10a, the integrand with
respect to |y| of the Eq. (5.1) is shown after performing the integration over z and =.
We observe good agreement between the prediction from the pseudoscalar mesons and the
lattice data. However, following the procedure from Ref. [15], we also fit the contribution
of the charged pion loop to the lattice data to approximate the tail of the integrand for
ly| > L/2 by the total prediction from the model. From Fig. 10a, one can see that the tail
is totally dominated by the PME contribution, a fact that does not hold anymore when
approaching the physical pion mass.

In order to remove the cut-off effects, we perform a simple continuum extrapolation
for the results of the (2 + 2)a contribution with a fit linear in a?. The fit is depicted in
Fig. 10b. The continuum result for this contribution to the isospin-violating part of the
HVP reads

@ ooy = —0-53(17) x 107, (5.5)
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Figure 10: (a) Integrand of Eq. (5.1) with respect to |y| following the procedure in
Ref. [15], together with the prediction from the pseudoscalar mesons. The solid light blue
curve is the sum of the contributions from 7°, 5 and 7’. For the black curve the charged
pion contribution is fitted to the lattice data. The vertical dashed line represents the cut in
|y| from which we use the model to approximate the tail of the integrand. (b) Continuum
extrapolation of the results computed on the ensembles from Table 1. H200 is shown with
a slight offset to higher a? to make it distinguishable from N202.

6 Computing the counterterm

In order to obtain the counterterm according to Eq. (2.12), we split the calculation into
three different parts. These are the electromagnetic kaon mass splitting, the light-quark
mass derivative of the kaon mass and the light-quark mass derivative of the leading-order
HVP. We discuss the calculation of the three quantities in that order.

6.1 The electromagnetic kaon mass splitting

(a) K1 diagram (b) K2 diagram

Figure 11: The Feynman diagrams of the leading order contributions to the e.m. mass
splitting of the kaon. The bottom quark line corresponds to the strange quark. At the
SU(3)¢ symmetric point, only these two diagrams contribute to the mass splitting.
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The first quantity that needs to be calculated for the counterterm is the leading elec-
tromagnetic contribution to the charged-neutral kaon mass splitting. From this point on,
it will be abbreviated as the e.m. kaon mass splitting. At the SU(3)¢ symmetric point, only
the two diagrams in Fig. 11 contribute to the e.m. mass splitting; see for instance Ref. [9].
These two diagrams can be interpreted as the self energy correction to the kaon mass.

For large separation times between the two photon vertices, only intermediate kaon
states contribute to this correction [38], in other words, the elastic contribution dominates;
the latter can be calculated analytically (see below). This naturally leads to the strategy of
using the lattice calculation up to a maximum time separation between the two currents,
while beyond that, we use the aforementioned analytic expression, directly in the continuum
and with infinite volume [22]. This procedure avoids power-law finite-size effects, which
would otherwise affect the four-point function at large separation times [38].

In this section, we first discuss the calculation of the elastic part. Then the lattice
calculation, which also includes the inelastic part, will be presented. Following that, we
apply the Operator Product Expansion to predict the behavior of the e.m. kaon mass
splitting at large PV masses. Finally, we compare this prediction to our results.

6.1.1 Equivalent expressions for the e.m. correction to a hadron mass

In the following, we review various equivalent expressions for the e.m. correction to a
hadron mass. We start by considering the leading-order electromagnetic corrections to the
two-point function of a general hadron

Ca(20) = (h(20)h(0) ) acp+qep = CF (20) + CF (20) + O(a?), (6.1)
¥ (20) =(h(z0)h(0) ) qep. (6.2)
P (z) = & / 5,010 — )] a{R(20) 7™ (2) 7™ (4)R(0) Y qep- (6.3)

In these equations h(zg) = d3z h(z) is the interpolator for a hadron at rest. The mass of
the hadron can be extracted from this using the usual approach

C i @ _ d (0) (2)
My, = — 231_1)1((1)0 o log Ca(z0) = — Z&l_r)réo o log (C (20) + Cy (z0)> (6.4)
d c®
= — lim — [log (C(O)( )) + % + o= MY 4+ 50,
Z0—00 dZO CQ (ZO)

We are interested in the correction to the hadron mass d My, for which we now have the
expression
e? d Jpy OvplG(x — y)]a(h(20)75™ ()75 (y)h(0)T)

SM), = — lim — =
S W e dzo (h(20)R(0)T)

(6.5)

This formula corresponds to the use of the ‘summation method’ [39] to extract the ground-
state matrix element. By using the fact that only the relative position of the two vector
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currents to one another as well as their relative position to the hadron interpolators is of
importance, we can rewrite the upper integrals in the following way:

0uplG (@ — y)la(h(z0)j5™ ()55 (y) A (0)")

x?y

= /_OO dyo < ZO </ SvplG(2)]a 7" (= + yoéo)jﬁm(yoéo)> h (_220)T> (6.6)

[e.e]

For very large zg only the ground state of the hadron contributes to the four-point function.
At that point there is translational invariance for an operator insertion between the At and
the h operator, which means the integral over yg simply yields a factor of zg, and we can
write

et [ 0ulG(@)]a(h(3) g ()5 (0)h(=F)T)

oMy = — lim —=
LS Ee=)

(6.7)

This expression corresponds to the ‘mid-point’ method used in hadron structure calcula-
tions for extracting the ground-state matrix element. We now introduce

e? [ @ 6,,[G(x)]a (h(20)55™ (2)35™ (0)h(—20)T)

Foleo) =5 e o
20—>00 62
T g =G [P blG@ o T @O o),

where we dropped the factor 1/2 of zy in the first definition since it does not matter in the
limit. This finally leaves us with

oM}, = /OO dzo f(xo), (6.9)

— 00

which is the form typically used in continuum field-theoretic treatments.

6.1.2 The elastic contribution

We now shift our attention from a general hadron to the kaon. Introducing the relativisti-
cally normalized kaon states, indicated by bold symbols,

(Kq|Kp) =2Eq L? §gp. (6.10)

we find an expression for the elastic contribution to the integrand f(z¢) by inserting a
complete set of one-particle states,

zo 2 1 1 -em -em
o) "2° 5 [ @ 0,100 g5 Y gy (Kl @) B O o)
p

(6.11)
Because of translational invariance, the matrix elements can be rewritten as
<K0|jzm(.1‘)|Kp> _ <K0|eon—iP-mj;m(O)e—Haro-I—ip.sc|Kp>
= (Koljg™ (0)| Kp) e Frluotipe, (6.12)
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In Euclidean space, the matrix element from the right-hand side of the last equation is
connected to the form factor F(—Q?) by

(Kplig™(0)|Ki) = —i(Py + K,)F (—(P — K)?) (6.13)

with the Euclidean on-shell four-momentum vectors P = (iEp, p) and K = (iEy, k).
Substituting Eqgs. (6.12) and (6.13) into (6.11) yields the following result for the elastic
integrand, now valid for all values of xg:

o2

fetast(zo) = 13 /dSm [G(2)]A Ze(Mk*Ep)lxolﬂp-w %FZ (_(p _ K)2) . (6.14)
» P

In the limit of infinite volume, the expression simplifies to

felast(fEO) — 62/ dp pZG(Mk*Ep)|$O| MFQ (—(P . K)2) « (615)
87T 0 Ep
e—lpllzol  o=/IPI2+A2/2]z0| . o—VIPP+A2|ao]
2lp| PP +A%2  2y/[pP + A2

It is important to note that the derivation above refers to the rest frame of the kaon,
ie. K = (iMg, 0) in these equations. We also remark that ffooo dzo felast(zo) yields an
expression for AMg5t similar but not identical to the one obtained in [40], where the
‘elastic contribution’ is defined via the forward Compton amplitude. The two expressions
do however agree in the limit where the argument of the form factor is small.

The vector meson dominance (VMD) form factor

1
1+ Q*/ My

will be used to evaluate Eq. (6.15). This turned out to be sufficient for describing the data,
and appendix C provides a more detailed discussion regarding the form factor. The VMD

Fymp(—Q?) (6.16)

mass values for the different ensembles are collected in Table 1.

6.1.3 Lattice QCD calculation of AMZ"

For the total contribution there are three parts which have to be evaluated on the lattice.
Writing them in terms of propagators yields:

C*!(z,y) = —Re(Tr[S" (y, 2)755% (z, y)s])vr, (6.17)
CEMNa,y, 2) = —2Re(Tr[S' (y, 2)7,5' (2, 2)75.5% (2, 0)7,9°(0, y)ys]) v, (6.18)
C,f;Q(x, y,z) = —2 Re(Tr[Sl(y,O)ypSl(O, z)%,Sl(z, x)55° (z, y)vs))u- (6.19)

S*(z,y) and Sl(m, y) are now specifically the strange and light-quark propagators, respec-
tively, with their source at y and sink at . The two four-point functions represent the
Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 11, while the two-point function represents the prop-
agation of a kaon. For these diagrams we use sequential as well as doubly sequential
propagators. This is because we cannot use the same trick as in the case of the connected
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contribution in section 4, were we used rotational invariance to reduce one of the integrals
over the vertices to an integral over just the absolute distance of this vertex to the origin.
For the K1 diagram, we start with a one-to-all propagator from the origin and calculate
two sequential propagators over the x and y vertices respectively. On the other hand, for
the K2 diagram a double sequential propagator, which starts at the 0 vertex and goes over
the x and y vertices, is needed.

As with the elastic contribution, we have to project the kaon to zero momentum, which
means both = and y are restricted to a single time slice with xyp = —t5/2 and yo = t5/2,
and t; is the separation time between the creation and annihilation operators of the kaon.
In terms of the diagrams defined above, making use of the property Tr Q€™ = 0, we can
write down the e.m. kaon mass splitting in the following way,

. . e2f§Mf< oz SuplG(2)]a (CE2(x,y, 2) — CEV (2, 2))
AME"(A) = lim a* Z = Z%yém(fﬂ,y) . )

(6.20)

@Mmzm{&gwm}:é

In practice, the integral over zj is restricted over the interval [—t,, t.], since the contributions
for the parts with larger times than the cutoff time ¢, are calculated using the elastic part
in infinite volume (Eq. (6.15)), as mentioned at the beginning of the section. Additionally,
AMZ" is calculated for multiple values of ¢5, and an exponential fit to the resulting data
is used to reconstruct the value for infinite separation times.

Another challenge that arises as part of this calculation is caused by the four-point
function of K2 corresponding to the diagram in Fig. 11b. When the two vector currents
of this contribution are on top of each other, i.e. if 25 = 0, a large value of the integrand
is generated. It can be shown that this corresponds to a logarithmic divergence in the zg-
integrand of Eq. (6.20) caused by short-distance artifacts that are absent in the continuum.
The value of the integral is still finite, but the continuum limit becomes more challenging.
As a countermeasure, we have used the neighboring points of the integrand to extrapolate
to zg = 0 via a linear fit. This method reduces the lattice artifacts of the observable
considerably and improves the continuum limit.

6.1.4 Lattice results for AMZ"

In the following, a value of 1 fm is chosen for the cutoff time ¢., since this choice ensures
that (a) the regime where only the elastic term contributes has been reached, (b) finite-size
effects are expected to be small and (c) the currents are far enough from the temporal
boundaries of the lattice so as not to be affected by them. All of the results presented here
are indeed stable under small variations of ¢..

The three points raised above can be addressed using the first plot of Fig. 12. It shows
the integrand of Eq. (6.20) for H101 at the largest separation time for large y; values as
well as the elastic part, calculated with the formulas derived in section 6.1.2 for both the
finite and infinite volume versions. The finite volume version is in good agreement with
the data from the lattice.
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Figure 12: (a) Comparison between the elastic part in finite and infinite volume derived in
sec. 6.1.2 and the integrand of Eq. (6.20) calculated on the H101 ensemble for the largest
separation time at a PV-mass of 5m,. (b) The same integrand of H101 for different
separation times with a ¢, value of 1 fm. (c) Extrapolation to infinite separation time of
the integral over the integrands in (b). (d) Continuum extrapolation of the AM"™ values
for the different PV-masses. The points from H200 are shown with a slight offset to higher
a® to make them distinguishable from the points of N202. The resulting values are reported
in Table 6.

We have computed f(zp) for nine values of A (see Table 6), since the incremental cost
of including an additional value is small. In particular, beyond the ones that were used in

computing aﬁ\eﬁ’gs([&), we have included values as large as 64m, ~ 6.8 GeV in order to

study the large-A behavior. Note that our final result for aEVP’?’S

only relies on A values
up to 16 my,.
Plots (b) and (c) of Fig. 12 show an example of the methodology described previously

on the H101 ensemble and with a PV-mass of A = 5m,,. The smallest two separation times
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are not shown in Fig. 12b in order to improve visibility. For the second-largest separation
time we observe slightly larger results than for the other separation times; we interpret
this as an upward statistical fluctuation. In Fig. 12d the continuum limit of the kaon
mass splitting value can be seen. For each value of the PV-mass, the ensembles show only
very small variations, except for H200. It has significant differences when compared to
the other ensembles. This can be explained by its comparatively small volume (see Table
1). Removing it from the extrapolation has no significant impact on the continuum result.
For consistency of the data set, we still include this ensemble in the final analysis. The
continuum extrapolated values from these fits are reported in Table 6. The integral of the
elastic part is already included for these values.

Table 6: Continuum extrapolated values of AMZ™. The continuum extrapolation can be
seen in Fig. 12d.

A/m,  AMF" [MeV] A/m,, AMZ" [MeV] A/m, AMZ" [MeV]
3 0.432(21) 10 1.153(83) 32 2.224(202)
5 0.678(41) 16 1.562(124) 50 2.778(257)
8 1.001(69) 20 1.726(144) 64 3.154(302)

The following section will discuss the behavior of the results for the kaon mass splitting
in dependence of the PV-mass A.

6.1.5 Large Pauli-Villars mass behavior of AM7"(A)

Starting from Eq. (6.5) the divergent terms for the hadron mass splitting can be obtained
by doing an Operator Product Expansion (OPE); see for instance section 4 of Ref. [22].
This yields:

SMy(A) Aog(: em(A) zf: chmf% —co(A) | M, — zf:mfgﬁi‘ , (6.21)

with
em(A) = ‘;: <log MZI\R + O(log log A)> (6.22)
co(A) = ;—: <487:2bo log /L/I\R + O(log log A)> . (6.23)

Calculating the mass splitting explicitly for the kaon results in the cancellation of many of

the terms, leading to
AMmem  OMg A

AMf{m(A) A,_\ZOO Cm(A)fQ K my 8ml = Clog 'LLTR (624)

In the last step, all of the constant factors were summarized in the constant C, which is

approximately 0.12 MeV. The continuum limit for ml% was obtained using calculations

from section 6.2. Using Eq. (6.24) the plausibility of the continuum extrapolated AM§™
values in Table 6 can be tested.
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Figure 13: Plot of the continuum extrapolated values of AMZ" in dependence of the
Pauli-Villars mass. A fit to the data, where the fit function is given by Eq. (6.25), with its
corresponding error bands is also shown. This fit function respects the expected behavior

of AMZ" as obtained by an Operator Product Expansion. The point with the largest
PV-mass is marked as gray as it shows cutoff effects and is excluded from the fit.

Fig. 13 shows the values from Table 6 together with a fit. The fit function inspired by
Eq. (6.24) is given by

A+ co
Cl
A+ +C log( c

frie(A) = co )- (6.25)
The point with the largest PV-mass, A = 64 m,,, was excluded from the fit, as we suspect it
could be affected by cutoff effects. It is marked in gray in Fig. 13. Since the different values
for AM§™ are obtained by using a different parameter for A in the calculation of the photon
propagator, the results given in Table 6 are highly correlated. Because of this we use a
correlation of 0.9 between all of the input parameters for the fit. This value comes from
calculating the correlation of the separation-time extrapolated results on each ensemble;
for all of them this correlation was consistently around 0.9. The resulting x?/DOF of the
fit is 0.92. The factor in front of the logarithmic term in the fit function is set to the value
which was predicted via the OPE. In addition to the logarithmic term, a second term,
which is linear for small values of A and constant for large values, has to be added. This
fit function vanishes for A = 0, which has to be the case since the photon propagator is
zero in that limit.

We note that one can also reproduce the mass splittings with simpler fits. If only the
first term of Eq. (6.25) is used, the resulting fit has a x2/DOF of 0.84. Alternatively, it is
also possible to use only the second term as a fit function. In that case C is determined by
the fit, instead of setting it to 0.12 MeV. This ansatz results in a xy?/DOF of 0.96. But
the extracted value of C is 1.29(19) MeV, which is about one order of magnitude higher
than the value predicted by the OPE.

~93 -



The latter fit ansatz assumes that the dominant A-dependence of AMZ" is given by
the divergent term of the inelastic part. But appendix D.3 shows that the elastic part
AMfé“St still has a sizable dependence on the PV-mass. AMf(l‘“t is defined as the part
resulting from the elastic contribution to the forward Compton amplitude on the kaon. It
goes from a value of 1.53 MeV for A = 16 m, to 2.4 MeV for infinite A. Comparing this
to the continuum extrapolated value of AM™ in Table 6, which is 1.562(124) MeV for
A = 16 my,, it becomes clear that our lattice results in this section are not precise enough to
resolve the A-dependence of the divergent term underneath the corresponding dependence
of the elastic contribution.

6.2 The response of the kaon mass to an up/down quark mass splitting

The electromagnetic kaon mass splitting from the previous section is part of the effort to
fix the bare mass splitting of the light quarks in order to calculate the counterterm. The
second part of this calculation is the mass insertion into the charged kaon propagator.
For the ensembles with open boundary conditions, this calculation is relatively straightfor-
ward. Again, the two-point function from Eq. (6.17) is needed. Additionally, a three-point
function has to be calculated,

Cspt (7,9, 2) = —Re(Tr[S'(y, 2)18' (2, 2)55% (=, y) 5] ) (6.26)

The source and sink of the kaon are set to specific time slices and projected to zero mo-
mentum, with a setup similar to our calculation of the kaon mass splitting: xg = —ts/2
and yo = ts/2. Ideally the matrix element would be calculated with

— lim a3 Zy,z C3pt(£(}, Y, 2,’)
te=oo 30y Cope(,y)

(K*|au — dd| K+ (6.27)

20=0

In practice there are two methods. For the first one, the expression of Eq. (6.27) is imple-
mented as closely as possible by calculating the n-point functions for as large separation
times as possible. Following this, the sum over the spatial components of z is carried out
and a constant fit to the central plateau in the coordinate zy is performed: the zy values
entering the fit are chosen between the source and sink, sufficiently far away from —t,/2
and ts/2.

The second method instead uses a different approach. First the sum over the lattice
data for different separation times is computed:

/Z >y Cipt (2,9, 2)

_ CL4
S(ts) = >, Com(1)

(6.28)
z0=—1ts/24a

It is important to note that the sum goes over all zy values between the source and sink.
This sum follows the relation [41]

S(ts) = b+t (KF|au — dd|K+) + O(e 2 t) (6.29)

with A the relevant mass gap, which means the matrix element can be obtained via a linear
fit to the calculated values of S(ts). In the steps following this section, we use the values
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obtained from fitting the plateau to a constant, while the results of the summation method
will serve as a cross-check for these values.

For lattices with periodic boundary conditions, which in the present calculations only
affects the ensemble B450, an additional treatment of the two-point function becomes
necessary due to wrap-around effects. In particular, at ¢; equal to half the time extent of the
lattice, these effects result in an additional factor of two. To correct for this, an exponential
fit that takes into account the periodicity is performed to the lattice data sufficiently far
away from the source position of the kaon. The ratio between this exponential fit function
and the equivalent function in infinite volume, where no wrap-around effects are present,
can be expressed via

Chi(2,9)  ti00

Cf’Lt,OO

14 ¢~ M(T=2) (6.30)
2pt (.’IJ, y)

The parameter M is taken from the aforementioned fit and T is the time extend of the
ensemble, which for B450 is 64a. The ratio is used to correct the normalizing factor for the
matrix element in Eq. (6.27). With the additional steps, B450 reaches the same precision
as the other ensembles which can be seen in Table 7.

10" — Lattice Data 4.5 .0¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢°‘++++++++
¢
Fit function (periodic) 400 ¢ ' i i $ E E E $ : ty 4
—1
10 —-= Not periodic Function . R ts 4 I : 'XX) : ¢ : it
3 tsep = 2.14 fm o0 ¢ ¢4 ¢
L1072 / U 1 =
= . \ £3.0t
I ~ DN
ST IRN -l
10 3L \\ ___,/ J 2.5 tscp
‘/'/ 2.0l ¢ 214fm ¢ 122fm ¢ 0.76 fm
1044 ./'/ f 1.83fm ¢ 1.07fm 0.61 fm
P 1.5¢ 153 fm ¢ 092 fm 0.46 fm
-3 -2 -1 0 1 —1.0 —05 0.0 0.5 1.0
tgep in fm tins 1N M

(a) Calculation of the non periodic two-point (b) Lattice data for different separation times for
function for B450. B450.

Figure 14: The data of B450 used for the fits seen in Fig. 15. The step on the left side is
only necessary for B450 since the other ensembles have open boundary conditions in time.

6.2.1 Lattice results for 0AMg /0(m, —m4) and comparison with chiral pertur-
bation theory

Fig. 14a shows the previously described way of calculating the two-point function for the
lattices with periodic boundary conditions. The difference between the periodic fit and
the non periodic function is clearly visible at separation times, which are relevant for our
calculation. On the right-hand side, Fig. 14b shows the result for the ratio between the
two- and three-point function for different values of t5 for the ensemble B450. One can
observe the trend that the data series approaches a plateau for larger and larger separation
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Figure 15: Fits performed to extract the kaon isovector scalar matrix element from the
lattice data of B450. (a) Constant fit for the largest calculated source-sink separation tg,
together with the error bands of the fit; see Eq. (6.27). (b) Fit of the summation method,
Eq. (6.29), the kaon matrix element corresponding to the slope. The resulting values for
both methodologies and all ensembles are collected in Table 7.

times. The fits for the two ways of extracting the matrix element can be seen in Fig. 15.
The values obtained for all ensemble are provided in Table 7. There is very good agreement
between the results obtained by the constant fit method and the summation method for
all ensembles except B450. It has a bit less than 20 discrepancy between the two values.
Because of the periodic boundary conditions of B450, the maximal separation times are
much more limited compared to the other ensembles. This is a challenge for both methods.
Based on the following two observations we continue using the result of the constant fit
method for B450 without further modifications. Firstly, if one performs an extrapolation
to infinite separation time with the data in Fig. 14b one recovers up to rounding errors the
result of the constant fit at the largest separation time. Secondly, the change in the results
quoted in Table 9 is one order of magnitude smaller than the errors, if one just changes to
the summation method for B450. If the method is changed for all ensembles the results
change even less.

One can use a leading-order chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) prediction in order to
check the plausibility of the values calculated in this section. If m; is the average up/down

Table 7: Values of the light-quark mass derivative of the kaon mass for the different
ensembles.

OAMy/0(my —mg) N300  N202  H200  B450  H101
Constant fit 4.90(6) 4.67(4) 4.69(7) 4.52(8) 4.11(5)
Summation Method 4.82(5) 4.65(4) 4.77(11) 4.72(7) 4.10(5)
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Figure 16: Comparison between the ChPT prediction from Eq. (6.31) and the calculated

values of the matrix element for each ensemble.

quark mass, the prediction can be expressed as

OAMyg M

d(my —mgq)  AMy’ (6:31)

my

This particular quantity can also be obtained from our lattice results. Until now, we have
only used the bare (subtracted) versions of the light-quark masses m; and the operator (au—
dd). But for this consistency check we need their improved and renormalized versions. From
[42] we get the following relation for the product of these two at the SU(3)-symmetric
point:

[ml(ﬂu — (jd)]l,R =Tm ml(fm - CZd)[l + (’)(aml)] (632)

We will not consider the O(am;) effects, which means we only need to multiply our results
with 7,,. The necessary values of 7, can be extracted from [43]. The comparison between
the calculated values and the ChPT prediction are shown in Fig. 16. The predictions and
their respective uncertainties are calculated from the masses found in Table 1. All ensembles
except for H101 show agreement between the calculated values and the prediction. H101 is
the ensembles with the largest lattice spacing, which means with the largest O(am;) effects.
From this we can conclude that our results of this part of the counterterm are plausible.

6.3 The light-quark mass derivative of the HVP

The last missing ingredient to obtain the counterterm is the light-quark mass derivative
of the HVP. In comparison to the CCS method from sections 4 and 5, here, the time
momentum representation (TMR) of the HVP is used [28]. Additionally, for the data in
this section stochastic wall sources were used in order to increase statistics [35]. The master

formula for this observable is

aalI:IVP,SS aaHVP

- S = (3 [ o5

A(my, —mg)
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(a) Linear fit to the ratio of the two- and three- (b) Comparison between the two methods of ex-
point function. tracting the three-point function

Figure 17: (a) Example of the linear fit to the ratio of Egs. (6.36) and (6.37) on N202.
(b) Integrand of equation (6.33) for N202. The yellow dots were obtained by calculating
the three-point function directly, while the blue dots were calculated form the two-point
function, by multiplying it with the linear term from the fit on the left hand side.

The kernel w(z) is taken from the appendix of [44] and Ggp¢ (o) is given by

Gape(z0) = = f&" 7ZZZRe (Tr[S(0, 2)v:S (2, 2)1S(2,0)v])v. (6.34)
i=1 x® =z
In this case the charge factor f3pt = (1/2) Tr{Q®Q(em2} —= 1/12. This three-point
function has large uncertainties for large values of xy. However, it is possible to derive a
relation between the three-point function and the two-point function®

Gopt(z0) = - f" 3ZZRe (Tr[S(0, )7 S (, 0)v])v, (6.35)

i=1 x

which can be calculated with higher accuracy (fg 2Pt — (1/2) Tr{Qlem) 2} = 1/3). For large
xg, and in our range of box sizes L < 4fm, the two-point function is approximated by

zo—)oo

Gapt(20) Ae Mao, (6.36)

Keeping in mind that both A and M depend on the light-quark mass difference, Eq. (6.36)
can be used to derive a similar approximation for the three-point function

8G2 t(ﬂ?o) xTo—>00 M
Gg t\(To) = TR A/ — B,.’L’O e Mo, 6.37
pu(0) = o P R ) (6.37)
Here, it is important to note that the exponents of the approximations are the same.
So the values of the three-point function can be obtained from the two-point function by

5 At the SU(3); symmetric point, the expression 2 (i)2 Jo* dxo w(wo)Gapi (o) yields the isoQCD contri-

bution of the up, down and strange quarks to aHVP
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Table 8: Values of the light-quark mass difference derivative of the HVP for the different
ensembles, as well as the ratio Rsgx obtained using the kaon matrix element values from
the constant fit.

N300 N202 H200 B450 H101

HVP,38
101 x % [1/MeV] —7.37(79) —9.32(85) —7.05(93) —6.89(37) —7.58(64)
10" x Rsg [1/MeV] —1.50(17)  —1.99(19) —1.50(20) —1.52(9) —1.84(16)

multiplying it with a first-order polynomial in xg. The coefficients of this term can be
obtained from a linear fit to the ratio of the three- and two-point functions.

This ratio together with a fit is shown in Fig. 17a for the N202 ensemble. The upper
limit of the fit range was set to 2 fm. Multiple models using different lower limits were
considered. The weights by which they contribute were determined using the Akaike In-
formation Criterion [45, 46]. The right-hand side of the same figure, Fig. 17b, depicts the
integrand of Eq. (6.33) on the same ensemble, both from the three-point function directly
and from the two-point function using the fit from the left hand side. For very small values
of xg, where higher mass states are still important, there is a sizable discrepancy between
the two methods. But already at 0.5 fm both methods have equal values within the er-
ror. At first the uncertainties of the values from the three-point function are smaller, but
around 1 fm this switches and stays this way until the upper limit. The other ensembles
have the same behavior.

Based on these observations we will use a hybrid method for the results presented in
this section and for the subsequent calculations. For the integrand below 1 fm, the three-
point function from Eq. (6.34) is used directly. For xg values larger than that, we use
the approximation from the two-point function of Eq. (6.35). The results are collected in
Table 8.

Similar to section 6.2 the periodic boundary conditions in the time direction of B450
need to be accounted for. In comparison to the other ensembles the integral is not saturated
when the maximal time extend is reached. We use the same methodology as before, where
a fit respecting the periodicity is performed to the two-point function. This is then used to
calculate the corresponding non-periodic version of the two-point function, which is fed into
the integral. Here, the correction is small compared to the error, the value of the integral
goes from —6.74(36) 1/MeV to —6.89(37) 1/MeV, but this change is still noticeable during
the continuum extrapolation of Rsgk, slightly reducing the x2.

6.3.1 The ratio Rsgx, and the strong IB contribution in the FLAG24 scheme

An important physical quantity is the ratio Rsgx introduced in Eq. (2.14). We recall that
it expresses the response of the vacuum polarization contribution to a kaon mass splitting,
at fixed isospin-averaged pion, kaon and scale setting quantity (typically a baryon mass).
The results from this section and section 6.2 can be used in order to calculate this ratio
for each gauge ensemble. It is the ratio between the light-quark mass derivative of the
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Figure 18: Extrapolation of Rsgx to infinite volume. The vertical line is located at the
reference volume of m,L = 8. Three different fits using the general ansatz of Eq. (6.38)
are shown. The labels give the volume term for each fit respectively. The x2/DOF of the
fits toghether with their values at the reference volume are written in Table 9.

HVP and the light-quark mass derivative of the kaon mass (see Eq. (2.14) and (A.5)). The
resulting values are given in Table 8.

At fixed physical volume, we do not observe any statistically significant dependence on
the lattice spacing (compare in particular the results on ensembles B450 and N300), while
the volume dependence is clearly significant: see Fig. 18. We therefore employ a fit ansatz
for extrapolating to infinite volume of the form

ffit(mTrL) =c+tca fUOl(mﬂ'L) . (638)

Asymptotically at large L, one would expect the volume term to be given by fyo(m;L) =
e~™=L but this expression does not describe our data well. Instead we use three different
ansitze given in the first column of Table 9. All of them have x2/DOF close to one. We
will use them to extrapolate Rsggx to a reference volume of m, L = 8. The last part of the
extrapolation to infinite volume is then given as a correction calculated in scalar QED. For
the value at the reference volume, we take the mean of the extrapolations, which gives us

Rasrc(mrL = 8) = —2.04(22)stat (10)gyst x 107 MeV ™!, (6.39)

The correction to get to infinite volume vanishes completely within the error and has a value
of —0.006(60) MeV~! x 10~!'. The error was chosen in order to have a very conservative
estimate. With this, the continuum extrapolated result of Rsgx is given by

Ragr = —2.05(22)stat(12)gyst X 107 MeV ™1, (6.40)

In the FLAG24 report [47], specific values for the reference hadron masses (M .+, M+, Mgo)
are given in a QCD world with m,, # my, electromagnetism being ‘switched off’. These
choices correspond to a scheme for separating electromagnetic from strong isospin-breaking
effects. Since AMyk = —6MeV per definition in that ‘world’, the strong IB contribution
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Table 9: x2/DOF and value at the reference volume of the different fit ansiitze in Fig 18.
The general form of the fit functions can be found in Eq. (6.38).

foor Ansatz  x2/DOF 10" x Rsgi(m, L = 8) [1/MeV]

mpgL
e 1.08 —2.02(19)
T 0.95 —2.11(22)
1
T 1.16 —2.00(19)
to alI;IVP’?’S is given by
a, G = —6MeV x Ragc = 12.30(1.32)tat (72)syst x 10711, (6.41)
6.4 The quantity aEVP’38(A), continuum extrapolated at fixed A
We can now combine the results of the previous sections in order to calculate the total
contribution aEVP’?’B based on Egs. (2.10-2.12). For that we use the continuum extrapo-
lated values of CLZIVP’SS(A), AM™(A) and Rsgk, which are summarized in Table 10. It

HVP,38
1y(2+2)a

the PV-mass. The last two rows show the counterterm and the total contribution a

and Rsgx in rows three and five are independent of
HVP,38
m

is important to note that a

in dependence of A, respectively. From this one can observe that the result and its error

are completely dominated by the counterterm. The bare electromagnetic contributions
HVP,38 d aHVP,38
s(4) #,(2+2)a

data provides a hint that the connected part a

are only small corrections which vanish within the error. Still, the

HVP,38
1y(4)
of the counterterm, bringing the total result of the smallest PV-mass and of the largest

a

cancels out the logarithmic divergence

PV-mass closer together. Fig. 19 shows a plot of the residual dependence on A of the total

. H
contribution ay

VP38 The extrapolation to infinite PV-mass is very flat, all of the points
being equal to one another within the errors.

We remark that in continuum field theory, typically the approach to the A = oo limit
occurs with leading O(1/A?) corrections. In the future, it could be interesting to evaluate

the elastic contribution to the kaon mass splitting directly at A = oo, maintaining the

Table 10: Continuum extrapolated values of the different contributions to aHVP’%. All

values except AME™ are multiplied by 101!

PV-mass A=3m, A=5m, A =10m, A=16m,
an i () —0.006(39)st. 0.002(74)s. —0.068(193). —0.249(321)g.
@) (3200 —0.53(17)st. —0.53(17)st. —0.53(17)st. —0.53(17)s.
AME™ MeV] 0.432(21)s. 0.678(41)s. 1.153(83)s. 1.562(124)4.
Rasie [1/MeV]  —2.05(22)s.(12)sy.  —2.05(22)st. (12)sy.  —2.05(22)5.(12)sy.  —2.05(22)st.(12)sy.
Cr(A) 8.95(97)st.(53)sy.  9.45(1.02)4t.(56)sy.  10.43(1.14) (61)sy.  11.27(1.24);. (66)sy.
ap TP (A) 8.41(98)st. (53)sy.  8.93(1.04)s.(56)sy.  9.83(1.16); (61)sy.  10.49(1.29)s (66)sy.
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Figure 19: PV-mass extrapolation of aEVP’?’S. The inner horizontal bars show the statis-

tical error, while the outer bar shows the additional systematic error. The black dot shows
the result of a extrapolation linear in 1/A? using the two points with the larges PV-masses.
A correlation coefficient of one was assumed between them.

regulator only for the inelastic part, the idea being to reduce any residual A dependence

in agvp’gg(A) even further.

6.5 Comparison of lattice results and model estimates

Appendix D provides estimates from a hadronic model for the various quantities computed
on the lattice. For convenience we have collected them in Table 11, where for the A-
dependent quantities we have set A = 16m, in the first line. In the second line the
PV-mass is infinite. The main observations are that the bare electromagnetic correction is
very small, below 1x 107!, and the model estimate for aEVP’?’S is consistent with the lattice
result. The most important quantity, Rssk, is somewhat underestimated in magnitude by
the model, but nevertheless consistent within the uncertainties. The elastic part, of size
1.53 MeV when evaluated at A = 16 m,,, appears to saturate the electromagnetic kaon mass

splitting computed on the lattice with the same value of A.

Table 11: Hadronic-model estimate for a PV-mass of A = 16 m,, in the first line, and for
infinite PV-mass in the second line. All values except AM[’}I““ are multiplied by 10!,

apem PO AMEast [MeV]  Rsgx [1/MeV] ap "

—0.25(0.4) 1.53 —1.53(38)  8.1(2.1) Rysrc (0.4)em(0.4)sq
38K

0.01(0.6) 2.4 —1.53(38)  9.7(2.4) Rygyc (0.6)em (0.6)s
38K
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7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have performed a lattice QCD calculation of the isospin-violating part of
the hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP), which corresponds to the cross-terms in the two-

point correlation function of the electromagnetic current j;™, when the latter is written
as the sum of an isovector (]2) and an isoscalar (jfj) current. It would vanish for equal
up and down quark masses in the absence of electromagnetic effects. Our result for the
isospin-violating HVP contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, at

the SU(3); symmetric point, reads:
2a;, "% = 21.8(2.8)stat(1.4)syst x 1071 (M = My ~ 416 MeV), (7.1)

where the factor of two on the left-hand side accounts for the equally sized (3,8) and (8,3)
contributions.

In order to deal with the long-range electromagnetic effects on the lattice, we have
used a Pauli-Villars (PV) regulated photon propagator with the cutoff scale A set above
the typical hadronic scale of 1 GeV. Our results, however, exhibit little dependence on
the cutoff, compared to the uncertainties. We account for the residual dependence on the
PV-mass by performing a linear fit in 1/A? on the results of the two largest PV-masses to
get our result for A — oo.

The PV regularization enables us to do crosschecks of our intermediate results. For the
connected diagrams, we were able to obtain consistent results between lattice calculations
on ‘gluonless’ ensembles and continuum QED calculations. For the charged/neutral kaon
mass splitting, which was part of the (mass) counterterm, our results are consistent with
the expected logarithmic dependence on A. This expectation resulted from an Operator
Product Expansion. In addition, we were able to compare the bare electromagnetic correc-
tion a}f,Zf,’;% (A) to continuum model predictions based on the kaon loop and pseudoscalar
meson exchanges.

In general, an advantage of decoupling the photon cutoff A from the lattice QCD cutoff
1/a is that intermediate results such as aﬁ\efi’gg (A) and AMF"™(A) no longer depend on the
lattice action employed and can be reused, or cross-checked, by other lattice collaborations.
By contrast, when A is identified with 1/a by using a lattice photon propagator, as has been
the case in most previous lattice calculations of QED effects, the quantities a};‘XE*‘S(l /a)
and AM{"(1/a) depend on the details of the lattice QCD action used.

We have also pointed out the importance of precisely determining the quantity Rsgx
defined in Eq. (2.14), a scheme-independent and renormalization group invariant quan-
tity. Based on the results presented here, an extension of our lattice calculations towards
physical pion and kaon masses seems promising. In this case, the additional disconnected
diagrams will become relevant — see Fig. 3. Still, we expect the elastic contribution to the
counterterm to remain the numerically dominant part.

We have complemented our lattice calculations by hadronic-model estimates of Rsgx
and of the low-energy part a;{\c{%:&s,low of the vacuum polarization — see section 6.5, and
Appendix D for details. We have found agreement within the uncertainty of 25% of the
model with our lattice QCD results. This emboldens us to attempt an estimate at physical
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pion and kaon masses. Our estimate of R3gx is consistent with previous phenomenological
results [48, 49], and we arrive at an estimate of

2V — 32(8) x 10711 ((M, M) physical; hadronic model) (7.2)

for the total isospin-violating part of the hadronic vacuum polarization in the muon (g—2).
Clearly it is a relevant effect worth bringing under control, given the current precision
(22 x 107) of the world average for the direct measurement of a,, [1-3].
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HVP,38

A Derivation of the expression for the counterterm to a,

The expression for the kaon mass splitting AMg = Mg+ — Mgo, expanded to leading
order in o and (m,, — my) around an isosymmetric point in the parameter space of QCD,

reads
0 AMp

(A1)

The partial derivative is taken at fixed (m,, + mgq) and mg, as well as at fixed bare (QCD)
coupling gop and at o« = 0: the right-hand side is an expansion in the bare parameters of
QCD+QED. Since the splitting is isospin breaking, only one counterterm, associated with
the quark-mass difference (m, — my), appears. We thus interpret Eq. (A.1) as a natural
renormalization condition that determines the bare parameter (m,, —mgq)(A).

In the past, the cutoff A on the photon propagator has been identified with the lattice
cutoff 1/a by computing this propagator on the lattice. In our approach, the scale A,
which appears in the Pauli-Villars regularization terms of the photon propagator (see Eq.
(2.9)), is decoupled from the lattice spacing. Thus, at fixed A each term in Eq. (A.1) has
a continuum limit.

The analogous expansion for aHVP"gB is
VP38
VP = VRIS 4 (m, — mg)(A) (A2)
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Eliminating the bare parameter (m, — mg)(A) using Eq. (A.1), we arrive at

hys em HVP,38
HVP,38(A)+ AM;}y — AMY (A) day,

HVP,38
a, " =a . (A.3)
w w.em 8(?71?5477%) A(my, —myq)
Finally, realizing that the Hamiltonian of QCD can be written
H = /dS:v (2 (mu — mg)(au — dd) + isosymmetric terms) , (A.4)

we can trade the partial derivative for a scalar matrix element,

(m =1 ((K*au — dd|K*) — (K°au — dd|K°)) = (K*|au — dd|K*), (A.5)
where in the last step we have exploited the isospin symmetry to simplify the expression.
The kaon states are at rest (p = 0) and their normalization is the non-covariant one,
(Kp|Kp) = (27)368) (p — p'). Inserting the simplified expression (A.5) into Eq. (A.3), one
arrives at Eq. (2.10) with the counterterm given by Eq. (2.12).

B QED continuum prediction for the connected contribution

A formalism for obtaining the two-loop vacuum polarization in QED via the Cottingham
formula has been explained in details in [22]. Here we sketch only the main steps of the
vacuum polarization calculation pertinent to a double Pauli-Villars photon regularization
and provide its contribution to the muon (g — 2).

Using the Cottingham formula, the four-point (two-loop) vacuum polarization can be
written in terms of the forward doubly-virtual LbL scattering amplitude M (v, K2, Q?) as

00 1
1
2 _ 2 7-2 / 2 12
H4pt(Q A) = 3(27T)3Q2 /dK K |:I(2:|A /dl‘ 1 - .%'QM(KQZL‘, K=, Q7), (B.1)
0 0
where K2 = —k? and Q? = —¢? are virtualities of the scattered photons with momenta k

and ¢, correspondingly, and v = k - ¢ = KQx. Substituting the dispersive representation
in the variable v of the forward LbL amplitude with one subtraction at v = v,

2 2 —2)/dV/V/ImM(V/7K27Q2)

2 2y = 2 A2
M, K*, Q%) = M(v,K*, Q )—1—;(1/ — v - AT (B.2)
Vthr.
and making use of the optical theorem
Im M (v, K*, Q%) = 2vXo (v, K*,Q7), (B.3)

where X =12 — Q?K? and ¢ = 4077 — 2011 — 2077, + o1 is an unpolarized ~v*~*-fusion
cross section, we arrive at the dispersive representation of the Cottingham formula:

H4pt(Q27A) :1/dK2K2 |:1:|A [ZM(V7K27 Q2)
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The double Pauli-Villars regularization of the photon propagator (2.9), which is employed
on the lattice, corresponds to the following regulator in continuum calculation:

1] C2A* 1
[W]A_K%KMA?)(KM@A?)’ TV

The contribution to the muon (g — 2) that stems from the Cottingham formula reads

(B.5)

0 = — S L (0, A) + 22 / QK (Q)MLipe(Q2, M), (B.6)
0

with the QED kernel K given by

o 1 (v—1)? ] Amg
K(Q)_mm, v = 1+Q—2“. (B.7)

A numerical evaluation of Eq. (B.6), with the regulator set to A = 3m,, and the mass of
the lepton inducing vacuum polarization set to m; = my,, yields

a’ ~ 7.499 x 10711, (B.8)

C Kaon electromagnetic form factor

The kaon electromagnetic form factor enters the calculation of the elastic contribution of the
electromagnetic kaon-mass splitting in section 6.1.2. While the form factor is calculable on
the lattice directly, we use the vector-meson-dominance (VMD) monopole parametrization
(6.16) throughout the paper. In this appendix we argue that the VMD approximation is
sufficient for our purposes by comparing the results of the elastic contribution on the H101
ensemble for both methods of obtaining the electromagnetic kaon form factor.

The functional form of the VMD form factor is given by Eq. (6.16). For the H101
ensemble, following [36], a VMD mass of 921 MeV was used; this value comes from a VMD
fit to the ¥ transition form factor on the same ensemble [50].

In order to obtain the form factor from the lattice, we follow the procedure from [41],
which is a very similar approach to the summation method in section 6.2, but instead
of a unit matrix 1 the gamma-matrices y; get inserted while calculating the three-point
function. Additionally the kaon has to be projected to non-zero momenta. At the SU(3)¢
symmetric point the propagator of the light quarks and the strange quark are the same,
which means the two- and three-point functions for this calculation are

Co(p, o) = —a® Y e P* Tr[S(0,2)755(x, 0)ys) (C.1)
CY (p, o, yo) = —a® Y =P TY[S(0,y) S (y, 2)755 (2, 0) 73] (C.2)
z,y

®One way to evaluate the expression in finite volume is to use the Gaussian representation G, (x) =
1 o dt e—t7n2—xz/(4t)
1672 Jo 2

components of x over the interval [—L/2, L/2] in terms of the error function.

of the scalar propagator, which allows one to obtain the integrals over the spatial
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Figure 20: Comparison of the kaon form factor as obtained on ensemble H101 to the VMD
form factor with Mg = 921 MeV. On the right hand side, feqs¢(20) is calculated in the
finite volume of ensemble H101 using the discrete momentum values p? = (27/L)?n?. For
the lattice and the “VMD Cut” curves, the momentum sum is truncated at p> = 2.4 GeV?,
while for “VMD Full” it extends to significantly higher values.

From these the lattice form factor Fi,;(—P?) can be obtained in the following way:

= Zp:lp‘:]j CQ(I’? xo)

Ca(p, xo) = S (C.3)
_ Cg(p7x07y0) C_12(|p|7l'0 - yO)CQ(Oa yO) _2(07$0)
B2 0:90) = 76,10, a0) \/ézm,a:o — ) Calph o) Callphee) Y

2\/@ Zp:|p|:ﬁ R(pvx(]ay()) (C 5)

Feﬁ(ﬁv Z0, yO) =

Mg + Ep 2 piipl=p 1
To—a
=a Yy F(p,a0,90) = b(p) + w0 Flar(—P?) + . .. (C.6)
Yyo=a

with P? = 2M(/p2 + MIQ( — M) in our choice of kinematics. Following the last step,
a linear fit in x( to the resulting data was performed in order to extract the lattice form
factor.

We will use the integrand of the elastic contribution in finite volume in order to compare
both calculations. The integrand feqs:(z0) is computed based on Eq. (6.14). Note that
the maximal value of p? amounts to about 2.4 GeV? in our lattice calculation. For a like-
by-like comparison, two versions of the VMD calculation were performed, one for these
restricted values of p? and one without this restriction.

The comparison between the VMD form factor and lattice data can be seen in Fig. 20a.
For the first three values, the lattice and the VMD form factor are in perfect agreement.
From the fourth point onward, the lattice calculation is decreasing more rapidly. However,
as one can see on the right-hand-side in Fig. 20b, this discrepancy results in a completely
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Table 12: Contributions to aﬁ\eﬁ’gs(/& = 16m,) at physical quark masses and at the

SU(3)s symmetric point M, = My ~ 416 MeV. All contributions in 10~ units.

Contribution: aEXE’gB(A = 16 M) |physpt GEXE’?’B(A = 16 m,)|su(s),
charged kaon loop (sQED) —0.16 —0.41
70 exchange 0.57 0.21
1 exchange —-0.10 —-0.21
n’ exchange 0.14 0.16
Total 0.45 —0.25

negligible difference for fejqst(zo) at the Euclidean times of interest. Moreover, there is
practically no difference between the limited and full VMD versions.

As the result, we have decided to forgo the systematic lattice calculation of the kaon
form factor and use instead the VMD approximation for the calculations in section 6.1.

D Phenomenological estimate of a; "
i i i ; ot HVP HVP,38,]
In this appendix, we derive various predictions for auv ’38( A), am\e’mﬁ& o and Rasx based

on phenomenological models. We refer the reader to Egs. (2.10-2.14) and sec. 2.1 for the
definition of these quantities. After comparing the predictions to our lattice results at the
SU(3)¢ point, we also provide estimates at physical quark masses.

D.1 The bare electromagnetic contribution at fixed photon cutoff A

We begin by estimating the bare e.m. contribution aEVP’gg(A) for a fixed value A = 16 m,, ~
1.69 GeV. We take into account the contributions of the pseudoscalar (PS) meson poles
(7°,m,1'), as well as of the charged kaon loop. We compute the PS-pole contributions using
the master formula given in Ref. [22], which involves the meson’s transition form factor for
spacelike photon virtualities. We use the vector-meson dominance (VMD) parametrization
of the form factor, with the parameters chosen as in Ref. [15]. As compared to the full
aEVP, we give the pion contribution a factor 1/4 in aEVP’BS. For the (n,7n’) contributions,
we proceed as follows”: at the SU(3); symmetric point, the flavour symmetry dictates
that the 1’ receive a factor 3/16 and the n a factor (—3/4), which leads to a complete
cancellation between the 7 and the 7% exchanges. At the physical point, we treat the n
and 71’ as linear superpositions of the octet and singlet states with a mixing angle as in
Ref. [15]. As for the kaon loop, we evaluate it in the scalar QED approximation using the

expressions given in appendices A and B of Ref. [15], applying to it a factor 1/4 relative

HVP
"

j§. The results are collected in Table 12.

to its contribution in a , due to the charge of K* with respect to the currents ji and

"For the pion, the factor applied follows from the approximation that the TFF with respect to one isovec-
tor and one isoscalar current is approximated by F,o35(qi,q3) ~ (1/2) Frosny (¢1,¢3). For the isoscalar PS
mesons, we have Fpy«y« = Fpas + Fpss; at the SU(3)¢ point, this implies Fpss = (1/3)Fpss for the 7',
and Fpgs = (—1/3)Fpss for the n.
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Table 13: Contributions to the (2+2)a diagrams aS}/Qizé;a(A) for A = 16m, and A = oo

at the SU(3); symmetric point M, = My ~ 416 MeV. All contributions in 10~ units.

Contribution at SU(3); point: a' vy (A =16 my,) aHVP’38a(A = 00)

1,(2+2)a 11,(2+2)
charged pion & kaon loop —0.27 (sQED) —0.37 (VMD)
79 and 7 exchange —0.42 —0.96
n’ exchange +0.16 +0.58
Total —0.53 —-0.75

At the SU(3); symmetric point, the charged kaon loop gives the single largest contri-
bution in absolute terms, imposing its negative sign on the total agvp’% (A). At physical
pion and kaon masses, we find that it is the 7° exchange that dominates, resulting in a
positive estimate for a,I}VP"gS (A). Still, this estimate is very small, with 2@5\@,38 (A) just
below the 1 x 107! level.

Since in our lattice QCD calculation of aE\(/QP f;?a,
to infinity, we cannot directly compare the model predictions of Table 12 to our lattice
results. We therefore also use our model to estimate a' o 0 (A = 16m,,): subtracting

1, (24+2)a ©
this contribution from our estimate of aEX%gS(A = 16 m,,), we obtain a prediction for the
HVP,38 (A =
1y(242)a " T

the photon cutoff A is directly set

connected contribution alone. In Table 13, we provide the predictions® for a
16my). For the connected contribution, we then obtain the estimate

aVDSS(A) = alVP38(A) - a%i‘zfa(/\) ~ 4+0.28(21) x 1071, A =16m,, (D.1)

to which we attach an uncertainty of the typical size of an individual contribution such
as the ¥ exchange. This value is to be compared to the continuum-extrapolated lattice
QCD result provided in Table 4, ai\{g’?’s(A) = —0.25(32) x 1071, While this represents
a difference at the level of 1.50, both the lattice result and the model estimate are very
small and essentially compatible with zero.

For a hint as to where the slight tension comes from, we give the model prediction

for a,, @ 42)G(A = 00) in the rightmost column of Table 13, which can be compared to the

corresponding lattice result, Eq. (5.5). As already visible in figure 10a, the sum of the

pseudoscalar exchanges already approximates the integrand quite well. This hints at the
HVP,38
1y(2+2)a
its evaluation using its matching factor of 1/6 and a VMD form factor, or else at relevant

magnitude of the pseudoscalar loop contribution to a (00) being overestimated by

positive contributions missing from our model. Similarly, the evaluation of the pseudoscalar
HVP,38

loop contribution to @ (242)a

(A =16 m,,) using scalar QED likely yields an overestimate
of its absolute value.

8I HVP,38

a, (2+2)G(A), the combined 7o and 1 exchange comes with factor —3/8 and the 1’ exchange with
factor 3/16, relative to the size of these contributions in the full aji vi(A). The combined pion and kaon

loop contribution comes with weight 1/12 of its size in agzg (A), to which the pion and the kaon loop make

equal contributions.
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o HVP,38,1
D.2 Low-energy contribution am;]m 38 low

The pseudoscalar meson exchanges, as evaluated in the previous subsection with a transi-
tion form factor, remain UV-finite when A — oo. Upon introducing a VMD form factor
in the evaluation of the kaon loop, the latter contribution also remains finite. Together,
the PS meson exchanges and the kaon loop form the basis of our estimate of the low-
energy contributions to aﬁ\eﬁ’%’k’w, which is evaluated without a UV-cutoff on the photon
propagator. The results at the SU(3)s and at the physical point are collected in Table 14.

At the SU(3)¢ symmetric point, the kaon loop tends to cancel very strongly against the
n' exchange, while the 7% and 7 exchanges cancel each other exactly. In total, aE,XnIZ’?’S’lOW
is practically zero. At the physical point, as noted in the previous subsection, the 7°
exchange dominates, but nevertheless remains a small contribution in comparison to the

strong isospin-breaking contribution analyzed in the two coming subsections.

D.3 Elastic part of the kaon mass splitting

First of all, we use AMﬁhyS = —3.9MeV in all cases. Secondly, we defined AMgst as
resulting from the elastic contribution to the forward Compton amplitude on the kaon.
At the physical point, we borrow the (finite) estimate AMI@(Z‘Z“ = 42.1 MeV based on the
elastic contribution from [40]. At the SU(3)¢ point, the same master formula with a VMD
form factor and a VMD mass of 860 MeV yields AMf{l‘wt = +2.4MeV.

For comparison with the lattice, we also compute AM[‘}l‘“t with a regulated photon
propagator (A = 16m,). The value of 1.563 MeV is reported in Table 11 and appears to
saturate the lattice result for AM™(A), suggesting that the inelastic contribution is still
very small for this value of A.

The most important quantity to complete the prediction for the renormalized aEVP’?’S
is then RggK.

D.4 Estimate of Rssx and a,IjVP’?’S at the SU(3); point

In order to estimate Rsgi at the SU(3); point, we note that the quark-mass derivative of
aEVP’?’S consists only of the three-point connected diagram, which can also be interpreted

as a similar derivative within isosymmetric QCD:

HVP HVP HVP HVP
8aHV ,38 3 aaNV ,88 aa#\/ ,88 laau\/ ,88

(D.2)

O(my —mq)  20(my —my) Sy oms |, 2 O |,

In the second equality, we have only made use of the chain rule to change variables. At
this point, we make the approximation that only the valence quarks of the relevant vector
meson matter for estimating the quark-mass derivatives. Thus we arrive at

aaEVP,Ss 3 8alI;IVP,s
S NN EEN (D.3)
I(my —mq) 4 Oms |,
Note that the strangeness contribution aEVP’s is defined to contain the charge factor of

(—1/3)2. We can now relate the expression to a mass derivative already modeled in [35],
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Appendix B.2,

3 oaivP

R ~ Mg ———— D4
ssi = 5 Mk AMZ (D.4)

Mz
In particular, we estimate the kaon mass dependence of the §s vector meson mass from

My — M,
M2 — M2

™

MY, = MP™® + {

| gz 0 - ). ©)
phys

This expression returns the physical ¢ meson mass for physical (Mg, M) values, and the
physical w mass for Mg = My = (Mz)phys. It delivers a successful prediction for the
vector meson mass at the SU(3); point as compared to a direct lattice calculation [36],
in which the mass splitting between the octet and the singlet states is found to be small.
Secondly, we neglect the dependence of the electronic width of vector mesons on the valence-
quark mass [35, 51]. As in [35], we do however take into account the dependence of
the perturbative threshold on the valence quark mass. Setting M, = 0.860 GeV and
(97/a2)Tee(¢) = 0.65 GeV at our SU(3)¢ point, we obtain

Rsgx = —1.53(38) x 1071 MeV 1. (D.6)

We have assigned a conservative uncertainty of 25% to the model (as compared to 15%
in [35]), since we are applying it a distance away from the physical point, on which its
parameter values are based. With this estimate of R3gx, we obtain

a; V" = 9.7(2.4) Ry (0.6)em (0.6)sq x 107 (D.7)
Our estimates of the bare e.m. contribution to aEVP’?’g cancel almost completely, so that the

final result arises solely from the counterterm. The uncertainties come, as indicated in the
equation, from the estimate of R3gx; from (15};%38, to which we assign the size of the kaon
loop as uncertainty to account for missing effects such as scalar, axial-vector and tensor
meson exchanges; and from the short-distance contributions in the bare e.m. contribution,
which must cancel against the short-distance contribution in the inelastic part of the e.m.
kaon mass splitting. We have assigned an uncertainty to these short-distance parts given

again by the size of the kaon loop, which has been computed with form factors.

D.5 Predicting R3sx and aEVP’?’s at the physical point

The quantity Rsgx is more subtle to estimate at the physical point, where one cannot
make use of the SU(3); symmetry. In that regime, the disconnected mass insertion plays
an important role, canceling the dominant part of the connected three-point function [52].
In the derivative aaHVP’% /O(my, —myg) at constant (m, + mg) and mg, due to the nar-
rowness of the w resonance, we expect a strong enhancement at s ~ M2. Since the mass
operator wu — dd carries no energy or momentum, of all the isovector final states the p
resonance contribution is enhanced, since it has practically the same invariant mass as the

w resonance. Now, on resonance we expect the large-N. behavior that the properties of
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the resonances depend dominantly on their valence quarks. In that regime, we neglect
the disconnected diagrams and write for the contributions from centre-of-mass energies
s 2 M3,

HVP,38
_Oay " .3 0| mvpss

~ a, , (D.8)
A(my, —myq) matmy 2 omy |,

where on the right-hand side the contribution of the strangeness current is neglected for
the same large- N, reasons. We then estimate by the same method as for the SU(3)¢ point
above

8a/IjVP,88

m ~ (=1.35—-0.19) x 10719 = —1.54 x 107 1°. (D.9)

8nu ms

In particular, the first term follows from the approximate relation

1| My— M,
Ml‘z/ZMﬁhstr{ -

2 | M2 — M?

T

} (M2 — (MPP)2) (D.10)
phys

for the pion-mass dependence of the w meson, while the second term corresponds to the
quark-mass dependence of the threshold to a quasi-perturbative gg continuum. In this way,
we arrive at

Rasi ~ —2.50(63) x 107 MeV L, (D.11)

The quoted uncertainty of 25% comes from combining quadratically a 15% uncertainty for
the estimate of the connected diagram and a 20% uncertainty for the non-accounted for
contribution of the w transition to the 77 continuum at energies below M,. This continuum,
whose relevance has already been pointed out in Ref. [48], also presents a certain challenge
for lattice QCD, since it leads to a long-range contribution and presumably sizeable finite-
volume effects in the calculation of R3gk.

The resulting counterterm Cr in the elastic approximation and the final model estimate
HVP,38

of a, are given in Table 12. Since the counterterm dominates, the uncertainty on
a,I;IVP’?’S is again 25%. The total isospin-violating part of aEVP is thus estimated at
HVP,38 _ ~11
2a, =31.6(7.9) x 107 . (D.12)

The strong isospin-breaking contribution to aEVP in the FLAG24 scheme [47] amounts
to

HVP,38 _
apsip =2a,g5 = —6MeV x 2 Ragre = 30.0(7.5) x 107 (D.13)

This estimate is consistent within the errors with the previous result 33.2(8.9) [48], based on
SU(3) chiral perturbation theory as well as with the phenomenological estimate GE\Q;B =
14.7(16.7) x 10~ [53].
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HVP,38

Table 14: UV-finite contributions to ay,em™ at physical quark masses, where Mx =
494.6 MeV, and at the SU(3)s symmetric point M, = Mg ~ 416 MeV. All contributions
in 10~ units.

Contribution:  phys. point SU(3)¢ point

alVhASow gt = (VMD)  —0.31 —0.56
70 exchange 0.93 0.48
7 exchange —0.24 —0.48

n’ exchange 0.44 0.58

Total 0.81 0.01

HVP,38 .

a,s1B - 15.0 9.7
R 15.8 9.7
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