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The Standard Model prediction of the muon g−2 increasingly depends on lattice QCD com-

putations of the hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP), where the isospin-breaking (IB) effects

remain a significant source of uncertainty. To complement the lattice QCD evaluations, the

data-driven approach to HVP has been used to assess some of the electromagnetic IB effects,

in particular from the channels with a photon in the final state, e.g., e+e− → π0γ. Here

we argue that such contributions are largely canceled by virtual electromagnetic corrections

to the purely hadronic channels: π+π−, π+π−π0, etc. We identify these leading corrections

by performing a field-theoretical calculation in a vector-meson dominance model, thereby

reconciling the timelike and spacelike approaches to electromagnetic effects. Although these

virtual corrections are more difficult to extract in a systematic manner, addressing them is

essential for the data-driven method to consistently complement the lattice QCD program.

I. INTRODUCTION

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon [aµ = 1
2(g − 2)µ] is an important precision

test of the Standard Model (SM) [1, 2]. The new aµ measurements by the Fermilab Muon g − 2

Collaboration have achieved a combined precision of 127 parts-per-billion (ppb) [3], significantly

improving upon the previous experiment at Brookhaven [4]. This exceeds the precision of the

current theoretical value, provided by the “Muon g− 2 Theory Initiative” in the recent update [5],

by a factor of four. Improvements on the theory side are therefore in high demand.

The precision of the SM value is predominantly limited by non-perturbative strong-interaction

effects, with the largest uncertainty (around 80%) arising from the hadronic vacuum polarization

(HVP) contribution [2]. The HVP is evaluated using two complementary approaches: the data-

driven dispersive method using e+e− → γ∗ → hadrons(+γ) cross-section data [1] and lattice QCD,

which in the past few years has been rapidly developing [6–17]. There are, however, tensions

among the data-driven evaluations (e.g., π+π− spectra from CMD-3 [18] vs. KLOE/BaBar [19–

21]), as well as discrepancies with precise lattice results [22], underscoring unresolved systematic

uncertainties.

In order to resolve these discrepancies and become competitive with the current experimental

measurement of aµ, lattice QCD calculations require further refinements. Specifically, to reach a

few-permille level of precision, one needs an accurate treatment of isospin-breaking (IB) effects
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FIG. 1. The leading HVP (left) and HVPγ (right) contribution to aµ.

in HVP.

Commonly divided into the IB effects from quark-mass (strong) and quark-charge (QED) dif-

ferences, the leading QED correction (hereafter denoted as HVPγ) shown in Fig. 1 is more subtle

for several reasons. First, it requires putting the internal photon on a lattice, which, depend-

ing on the scheme, may cause significant power-law effects in the lattice volume and, possibly, a

zero-mode problem. Second, in terms of hadronic degrees of freedom, this correction is expected

to be dominated by pseudoscalar-meson exchanges and light-meson loops, hence receiving a size-

able contribution from long distances where the lattice signal becomes noisy. Third, as found in

Refs. [8, 23], the QED correction has a steep chiral dependence close to the physical pion mass,

which requires a careful extrapolation to the physical point.

To address the subtleties in evaluating the HVPγ on a lattice, one often resorts to phenomeno-

logical estimates using field-theoretical models. They complement the lattice QCD evaluation to

properly account for the long-distance behavior and the extrapolation to the physical point. Such

a model has recently been used by us in Refs. [23, 24], within an approach involving the hadronic

light-by-light scattering amplitude via a Cottingham-like formula. This model accurately captures

the chiral dependence of lattice results [8, 23], while its prediction of a negative net contribution

aligns with the results obtained by the RBC & UKQCD Collaboration (−1(6) × 10−10) [11] and

the BMW Collaboration (−1.5(0.6) × 10−10) [6].

To reduce the model dependence of the phenomenological estimate, it is tempting to evaluate

the leading contributions to HVPγ using the data-driven approach. Developments in this direction

have been performed in Refs. [1, 25], and the recent analysis in Ref. [26] yields 0.71(1.75) × 10−10

for the net HVPγ estimate. However, as we show explicitly in this paper, the respective treatment

of certain dominant channels (such as π0γ) within the data-driven approach does not align with

the way the HVPγ correction is defined in the lattice QCD approach.

In order to match the two approaches we use a simple field-theoretical vector-meson dominance

(VMD) model [27, 28] that explicitly satisfies the dispersion relation for the vacuum polarization.

While deliberately schematic, our model captures the essential physics of radiative pion processes

and establishes the mechanism leading to the contradiction between the two approaches.

In particular, we clarify the apparent disagreement between the data-driven (timelike) and field-

theoretic (spacelike) evaluations of the π0γ contribution. On one hand, when extracted from an

empirical e+e− → π0γ cross section, this channel yields a contribution of [29]:

aµ[π
0γ] = 4.38(6) × 10−10 . (1)



3

On the other hand, when evaluated via the spacelike integral of the π0γ loop, it is about an order

of magnitude smaller. For example, the well-known calculations by Blokland et al. [30] yield:1

aµ(π
0γ) = 0.37 × 10−10. (2)

A comparably small prediction for this channel was obtained in other spacelike model calculations,

e.g., within the constituent quark model [31].

Here we argue that this order-of-magnitude difference stems from the π0γ contributions residing

in the purely hadronic channels, such as π+π−. This type of radiative corrections largely cancel the

explicit π0γ production mechanism. An analogous cancellation occurs for the π+π−γ contribution.

We illustrate this point on a VMD-model calculation of the π0γ and π+π−γ contributions to HVP

and HVPγ, identifying the aforementioned destructive interference O(αem) terms.

Generally, contributions from the channels containing the photon explicitly (e.g., π0γ, π+π−γ)

are to be substantially reduced by the destructive interference of radiative corrections to the purely

hadronic channels (π+π−, π+π−π0, etc.) Therefore, for the data-driven method to consistently

complement the lattice QCD program, one needs to extract the radiative corrections from experi-

mental data in a systematic manner, whereas a direct field-theoretical calculation allows for a more

natural correspondence with the lattice QCD evaluation scheme.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we recall the dispersion relation framework and

contrast timelike and spacelike formulations of HVP. In Sec. III we construct the VMD model

including photon–ρ mixing and pion couplings. Section IV presents illustrative numerical results,

with emphasis on the cancellation patterns of radiative channels. We conclude in Sec. V with a

discussion of the implications for future high-precision determinations of HVP and g − 2.

II. SPACELIKE VERSUS TIMELIKE APPROACH TO aµ

To set the stage, we briefly recapitulate the spacelike and timelike approaches to the HVP

contribution. The central object of the underlying formalism is the vacuum polarization tensor,

which, due to the electromagnetic gauge invariance, is given by a single scalar function

Πµν(q2) = (gµνq2 − qµqν)Π(q2), (3)

The correspondingly dressed photon propagator takes the form (in Feynman gauge):

−
igµν

q2
(
1−Π(q2)

) (4)

The on-shell renormalization requires the dressed photon propagator to have a pole at q2 = 0

with unit residue, which amounts to the condition Π(0) = 0. This is usually achieved by a

subtraction:2

Π(q2) = Π(q2)−Π(0). (5)

1 Throughout, the round brackets following aµ indicate the specific HVP contribution, whereas the square brackets
indicate the data-driven contribution from a given channel.

2 As seen in the next section, this procedure is not always as simple when the form factors are introduced by hand.
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In terms of this renormalized quantity, the HVP contribution to aµ, depicted in Fig. 1, is given by

the following integral over Euclidean (spacelike) photon momentum:

aHVP, spacelike
µ =

αem

π

ˆ ∞

0
dQ2K(Q2)Π(Q2), (6)

where αem ≈ 1/137 is the fine-structure constant and K(Q2) is a known analytic kernel,

K(Q2) =
1

2m2
µ

(v − 1)3

2v(v + 1)
, (7)

with mµ denoting the muon mass and v =
√

1 + 4m2
µ/Q

2. This formulation of the HVP contribu-

tion to aµ is suitable for lattice QCD.3

Alternatively, under the general assumptions of micro-causality (analyticity in the complex

plane of q2), the vacuum polarization satisfies the once-subtracted dispersion relation:

Π(q2) =
q2

π

ˆ ∞

0
ds

ImΠ(s)

s(s− q2 − i0+)
. (8)

Substituting this expression into the spacelike formulae above leads to the timelike formulation,

aHVP, timelike
µ =

α2
em

3π2

ˆ ∞

sthr

ds

s
K(s)R(s), (9)

where R(s) corresponds to the imaginary part of the HVP, R(s) = −3/αem ImΠ(s), and can be

defined via the e+e− → γ∗ → hadrons cross section,

R(s) ≡
3s

4πα2
em

σ
(
e+e− → γ∗ → hadrons

)
,

with the kernel K(s) concisely given by a Feynman-parameter integral,

K(s) =
1

π

ˆ 1

0
dx

x2(1− x)

x2 + (1− x)s/m2
µ

. (10)

While the data-driven (timelike) approach to HVP is unambiguously defined through measur-

able quantities, the phenomenological modeling via specific Feynman diagrams, typically regular-

ized by form factors, often leads to contradictions with the former. A clear example is the leading

contribution to HVP from π+π− intermediate states. Modeling this contribution with a scalar QED

(sQED) one-loop Feynman diagram supplemented by pion electromagnetic form factors yields a

result that underestimates the data-driven value by an order of magnitude (see, e.g., Ref. [1] for

discussion). Phenomenologically, this discrepancy was resolved long ago [34, 35] within the VMD

model by including explicit ρ-meson exchange, thus allowing for ρ–γ mixing (we briefly discuss this

mechanism in Sec. IIIA).

In general, although the equivalence of the two approaches, Eqs. (9) and (6), is exact, significant

discrepancies may arise when comparing selected contributions. In the following, we consider two

3 While Eq. (6) can be used for a calculation in lattice QCD, in practice the time-momentum representation [32]
and the covariant coordinate-space method [33] are preferred, as they do not require an extrapolation to Q2 = 0.
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π0

FIG. 2. The π0γγ coupling in this VMD model. Gray blobs represent the VMD form factors of the proton.

interesting examples within a field-theoretic model which obeys the dispersion relation Eq. (8), so

that the apparent discrepancies can be explained.

III. VMD MODEL FOR HVP CONTRIBUTIONS

For an effective description of the low-energy interactions of a photon with hadronic matter, we

opt to consider the VMD model. This model remains a reliable phenomenological framework for

modeling pion electromagnetic interactions, accurately capturing the pion form factor’s resonant

behavior near the ρ-meson mass mρ ≃ 775.26 MeV [21, 36] as well as in the spacelike region [37].

Its robustness has also been validated by field-theoretic approaches, such as the Kroll-Lee-Zumino

model [28, 38, 39], which align with modern experimental data across a wide momentum range. At

present, the VMD-based model for HVP is employed as a simple and reasonably accurate tool to

correct for taste-breaking effects [40] or to estimate finite-size effects [6, 41] in lattice calculations.

We consider the VMD Lagrangian similar to the one used in Ref. [41], which contains the

gauge-invariant γ-ρ mixing term (as detailed in Refs. [42–44]):

LVMD = D∗
µπ

+Dµπ− −m2
ππ

+π− − 1
4FµνF

µν − 1
4VµνV

µν − 1
2m

2
ρρµρ

µ

−
e

2γρ
VµνF

µν +Aµjℓµ , (11)

with Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, Vµν = ∂µρν − ∂νρµ, Dµ = ∂µ − ieAµ − igρρµ . (12)

Here, π± stands for the charged-pion field, Aµ the electromagnetic field and ρµ the neutral ρ-meson

field. The last term indicates the coupling of the leptons, via the conserved current, jℓµ = eψℓγµψ
ℓ.

We choose not to eliminate the mixing term by shifting the electromagnetic field (as was done in,

e.g., Ref. [41]) in order to avoid a direct coupling of the ρ-meson to leptons. The corresponding

Feynman rules are shown in Appendix A.

To study the neutral-pion, π0, contribution to HVPγ we shall amend the above VMD Lagrangian

(11) with the following terms involving the pion and proton fields:

LVMD+ = 1
2 (∂µπ

0)2 − 1
2m

2
π0(π

0)2 + iψ̄p /D ψp −Mp ψ̄
p ψp −

1

2fπ
ψ̄pγµγ5ψ

p ∂µπ
0 , (13)

where for simplicity the pion-nucleon coupling is given by only the pion decay constant fπ ≃ 92.4

MeV (i.e., gA = 1). In this arrangement, π0 couples to two photons via the chiral anomaly — the

triangle graph, with the proton in the loop shown by Fig. 2.
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FIG. 3. Dyson series for HVP in the bubble-chain approximation within the VMD model, with double lines
representing the ρ propagator.

In this model, the HVP consists of the following bubble graphs,

B(q2) = =

︸ ︷︷ ︸

B(ππ)

+

O(αem)
︷ ︸︸ ︷

︸ ︷︷ ︸

B(ππγ)

+

π0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

B(πγ)

(14)

which are summed as shown in Fig. 3. The bottom line of that figure casts the full contribution

into two terms: the bubble and the dressed ρ-meson contribution. The latter consists of the dressed

ρ-meson propagator,

µ ν

q

= −igµνD(q2) =
−igµν

q2 −m2
ρ − g2ρq

2Bρ(q2)
, (15)

and the dressed γρ coupling shown in Fig. 4, such that the resulting contribution to HVP reads:

1

e2
Π(q2) = Bγ(q

2) + q2
[

gρBγρ(q
2)−

1

γρ

]2

D(q2). (16)

The quantities Bγ , Bρ and Bγρ differ only by renormalization conditions, as detailed in Appendix B.

Using the dispersion relation for vacuum polarization, they all can be expressed through the same

imaginary part:

Bγ(q
2) =

q2

π

ˆ

ds
ImB(s)

(s− q2 − i0+)s
, (17a)

Bγρ(q
2) =

q2 −m2
ρ

π

 

ds
ImB(s)

(s− q2 − i0+)(s −m2
ρ)
, (17b)

Bρ(q
2) =

(q2 −m2
ρ)

2

π

 

ds
ImB(s)

(s− q2 − i0+)(s −m2
ρ)

2
, (17c)
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where
ffl

denotes the principal-value integration around the singularity at s = m2
ρ.

FIG. 4. One-bubble corrected γρ coupling.

A. π
+
π

− contribution

Let us focus first on the leading contribution to the HVP by keeping only the π+π− bubble in

Eq. (14). Its imaginary part is well-known from scalar QED (sQED):

ImB(ππ)(s) = −
1

48π

(

1−
4m2

π

s

) 3
2

θ(s− 4m2
π), (18)

with θ(x) the Heaviside step function. On the other hand, the imaginary part of entire HVP, given

by Eq. (16), acquires a form factor (cf. Appendix B for details):

ImΠ(π+π−)(s) = e2 |Fπ(s)|
2 ImB(ππ)(s). (19)

This factorization of the pion form factor is exactly what is used in the data-driven approach.

Hence, in this case at least, our simple field-theoretical model agrees with the naive data-driven

approach. We note, however, that here it happens because the form factor contains the same ππ

unitarity cut as the bubble. This factorization does not happen in general, as further examples

will show.

Let us examine the numerical prediction of π+π− contribution to aµ in this model. Using

couplings gρ ≃ 5.98 and γρ ≃ 4.95, determined from experimentally measured decay widths Γ(ρ→

π+π−) and Γ(ρ→ e+e−) in Appendix C, we arrive at the following estimate:

aµ(π
+π−) = aµ[π

+π−] ≃ 509× 10−10. (20)

This value is slightly larger than the state-of-the-art data-driven evaluation of the π+π− channel

contribution provided in the White Paper 2020 [2]:

aHVP, LO
µ [ππ]|≤1GeV = 495.0(2.36) × 10−10, (21)

which includes all major hadronic states below 1 GeV.4

Note that the model of Ref. [41] can easily be obtained from the present model by omitting the

diagrams with more than one bubble in Fig. 3. Although such a model is problematic in the timelike

region (due to the singularity at the ρ-meson mass), it yields the value aµ(π
+π−) ≈ 505 × 10−10

via the spacelike approach – only 1% less than (20). It therefore appears that the contribution of

higher-order terms in gρ is relatively tiny.

4 In the 2025 update of the white paper [5] it has been shown that the uncertainty of the dispersive evaluation of
aHVP, LO
µ [ππ]|≤1GeV is underestimated due to tensions in the underlying e+e−-scattering datasets. However, for

the present illustration, this discrepancy is not important.
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In either case, it is important to realize that the inclusion of the bare ρ-meson-exchange, the first

graph in Fig. 3, is crucial. This effect may be understood as a large quark-antiquark component

of the ρ-meson resonance.

The importance of the ρ-meson pole contribution becomes more clear in a simplified version of

the model, obtained by setting γρ = gρ and choosing the π+π− bubble to be subtracted at the

same point q2 = 0 (i.e., B
(ππ)
γρ = B

(ππ)
ρ := B

(ππ)
γ in Eq. (16)):

1

e2
Π(π+π−)(q2) =

q2

g2ρ
D̊(q2)− m̊2

ρB
(ππ)
γ (q2)D(q2)F̊π(q

2) (22)

spacelike
≈

q2

g2ρ
D̊(q2) +B(ππ)

γ (q2)F̊ 2
π (q

2), (23)

where D̊(q2) = (q2 − m̊2
ρ + i0+)−1 is the bare ρ-meson propagator, and F̊π(q

2) = −m̊2
ρD̊(q2) is the

bare pion electromagnetic form factor (cf. Eqs. (A1c) and (B1) for more details). The simplified

form in Eq. (22) still satisfies the dispersion relation (8), whereas the expression (23) is only

applicable in the spacelike region.

In this simplified picture, we clearly see that the pion-loop contribution factorizes into the form

factor squared and the QED loop, see the second term in (23). That is what one expects from

VMD. However, equally important is the first term, representing the ρ-exchange. Without it, the

spacelike calculation would yield a very small ππ contribution.

B. π
+
π

−

γ contribution

2

FIG. 5. Electromagnetic correction to the photon vacuum polarization. The ellipsis indicate other possible
topologies of the loop with internal photon.

Now we turn to the electromagnetic correction HVPγ. In the model, it comes from the two

bubbles containing a photon in Eq. (14). Because these are small, we expand the master formula

(16) to first order in αem. Symbolically this can be written as

Π(q2) = Π(π+π−)(q2) +
δΠ(q2)

δB(q2)

∣
∣
∣
∣
B=B(ππ)

(

B(ππγ) +B(π0γ)
)

+O(α2
em), (24)

where the first term is considered in the previous subsection.

In the second term, we focus on the π+π−γ contribution, which more explicitly is given as

1

e2
Π(π+π−γ)(q2) = B(ππγ)

γ (q2) + 2q2
(

g2ρ B
(ππ)
γρ (q2)− gρ/γρ

)

D(q2)B(ππγ)
γρ (q2)

+ q4
(

g2ρ B
(ππ)
γρ (q2)− gρ/γρ

)2
D2(q2)B(ππγ)

ρ , (25)
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FSR non-FSR

FIG. 6. Examples of FSR and non-FSR contributions to the γ∗ → π+π−(γ) channel.

This result is illustrated in Fig. 5. The diagrams where the internal photon connects two distinct

pion loops vanish, due to the vanishing of the coupling of three vector fields to a single loop,

corresponding to the identity FαβF
βγFα

γ ≡ 0, viz., the Furry theorem. The UV divergences

associated with the internal photon entering B(ππγ) are renormalized by the counterterm provided

in Appendix D.

Our result (25) satisfies the dispersion relation (8) on its own. To cast it in a factorized form,

we again set γρ := gρ, and renormalize all instances of B(ππγ) at the photon pole, thus obtaining

1

e2
Π(π+π−γ)(q2) = F 2

π (q
2)B(ππγ)

γ (q2), (26)

with

Fπ(q
2) = 1 + q2

(

g2ρ B
(ππ)
γρ (q2)− 1

)

D(q2). (27)

However, the corresponding imaginary part is

Im
[

F 2
πB

(ππγ)
γ

]

= Fπ Im
[

FπB
(ππγ)
γ

]

+B(ππγ)∗
γ F ∗

π ImFπ

= |Fπ|
2 ImB(ππγ)

γ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡“timelike” appr.

+2Re
[

FπB
(ππγ)
γ

]

ImFπ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

cut through Fπ

, (28)

and hence the form factor does not factorize. Only the first term — associated with pion final-

state radiation (FSR) — does. The second term arises from a cut through the pion form factor,

attributed to an O(αem) non-FSR contribution. Schematic representations of FSR and non-FSR

contributions in VMD model are shown in Fig. 6. While the Eq. (28) was obtained in a particular

model, the decomposition into the data-driven (“timelike”) part and the model-dependent part

associated with the cuts through the form factors can generally be done.

To recapitulate, the HVPγ arising from the lowest-lying hadronic states, namely the charged

pions, can be modeled consistently in both spacelike and timelike representations, with the dis-

persion relation ensuring their equivalence. In the timelike approach, however, one must carefully

account for all relevant production channels, which include not only the contribution from pion

final-state radiation but also an additional, non-FSR term originating from O(αem) interference in

purely hadronic channels.
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FPγγ

P = π0, η, η′

q

k

FPγγ

FIG. 7. Pseudoscalar-exchange contributions to the HVPγ.

C. π
0
γ contribution

We finally turn to the π0γ contribution; the other pseudo-scalar meson contributions, seen in

Fig. 7, can be treated similarly. Because the neutral pion couples only via the proton in the

Lagrangian (13), the pion transition form factor (TFF) arises from the proton loop, as shown in

Fig. 2, i.e.:

Fπ0γγ(q
2, k2) = −

1

4π2fπ
F1p(q

2)F1p(k
2) 2M2

p C0(m
2
π0 , k

2, q2;Mp,Mp,Mp). (29)

where C0 is the scalar one-loop integral defined in the Package-X conventions [45, 46]. After the one-

pion-loop Dyson series resummation, the proton Dirac form factor F1p takes the same VMD form

which we have for the charged pion, see Eq. (B7). We further require the asymptotic q2-behavior of

F1p(q
2) to be consistent with the Brodsky-Lepage perturbative QCD (pQCD) prediction (at least

at the leading order in gρ) by setting γρ = gρ and arriving at

F1p(q
2) =

[

1−
q2

m2
ρ

1− g2ρ B
(ππ)
γρ (q2)

1− (q2 −m2
ρ) g

2
ρ B

(ππ)′(q2 = m2
ρ)

]−1

. (30)

With this TFF, one can proceed to compute the sought contribution in Fig. 7. However, we make

the following simplifications.

First, the proton, to a very good approximation, is assumed to be heavy. Since,

C0(m
2
π, 0, 0;Mp,Mp,Mp) = −

2

m2
π

arcsin2
mπ

2Mp
≈ −

1

2M2
p

. (31)

we obtain:

Fπ0γγ(q
2, k2)

Mp→∞
→

1

4π2fπ
F1p(q

2)F1p(k
2) . (32)

Second, to limit ourselves to one-loop contribution, we adopt a simplified form of the VMD

form factor containing the loop momentum k,

F1p(k
2) =

1

1− k2/m2
ρ − i0+

, (33)

which exhibits the high-k2 behavior consistent with the Brodsky-Lepage prediction, thereby en-

suring the convergence of the π0γ-loop. This choice also implies assuming γρ = gρ in the VMD
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Lagrangian (11) and retaining only the leading-order contribution in gρ, i.e., O(g0ρ), in the Dyson

series for F1p, corresponding to the following sum of diagrams for the π0γ bubble:

B(πγ) = 2

π0

(34)

Third, given that the general VMD model result for π0γ contribution is given by Eq. (25) with

the substitution B(ππγ) → B(πγ), we further simplify the model renormalizing all π0γ bubbles at

the photon pole. As in the case of π+π−γ contribution, i.e., Eq. (26), this simplification leads to

the factorization of the bubble and external form factors.

Now, the resulting contribution to HVPγ (Fig. 7) can be written as

Π
(π0γ)

(q2) = e2F 2
1p(q

2)B(πγ)
γ (q2), (35)

where B
(πγ)
γ can be expressed as

B(πγ)
γ (q2) = −

αem

64π5f2π
m4

ρ

[
I(q2)− I(0)

]
, (36)

in terms of the one-loop integral given by (cf. Appendix D in [47])

I(q2) =

ˆ 1

0
dx

ˆ 1−x

0
dy

y

xm2
π0 + ym2

ρ − q2x(1− x)
. (37)

Given the similarity of the obtained model (35) with Eq. (26), the same arguments apply here.

Specifically, although the model exactly satisfies the dispersion relation (8), its imaginary part also

receives contributions from the O(αem) interference terms, in addition to the familiar data-driven

part from the π0γ production channel. We discuss the numerical predictions of the obtained model

in detail in the next section.

IV. ELECTROMAGNETIC CORRECTIONS: NUMERICAL RESULTS, LARGE

CANCELLATIONS

A. Conversion from isospin-symmetric to physical world with pions

The data-driven approach to HVP, based on Eq. (9), suggests summing contributions of all

the possible hadronic channels accompanied with FSR photons. Importantly, there is no need to

distinguish isospin-breaking effects from the rest. Moreover, this would be a rather artificial and

model-dependent step, being unnecessary in the context of the full HVP evaluation. In contrast,

the common lattice QCD approach to HVP consists in expanding around the isospin-symmetric

point in strong (δm = mu − md – the up and down quark mass difference) and electromagnetic
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(αem) isospin-breaking parameters:

aHVP
µ (lattice) = aHVP

µ

∣
∣
iso-sym

+ δm
∂aHVP

µ

∂δm
+ αem

∂aHVP
µ

∂αem
≈ aHVP

µ

∣
∣
phys

. (38)

Hence, the splitting into the isospin-symmetric part and contributions from isospin-breaking effects

appears naturally in lattice QCD evaluations.

The choice of the isospin-symmetric point is a matter of convention. Recently, the lattice

QCD community has started to adopt the Edinburgh Consensus. The details of this prescription,

including the hadronic input parameters and the associated splitting scheme, are provided in the

recent Flavour Lattice Averaging Group (FLAG) review [48]. In particular, the pion mass at the

isospin-symmetric point is defined to be that of the neutral pion, i.e. mπ± = mπ0 = 135.0 MeV.

QED corrections are then understood to shift the mass of the charged pions to the physical value

for mπ± .

In what follows, we comply with the FLAG scheme in evaluating the HVPγ corrections. This

necessitates the conversion between the results obtained at the reference isospin-symmetric point

and at the physical point. For pions, this conversion is implemented through adding the correction

∆aµ(π
+π−) to the results obtained at the isospin-symmetric point, thereby accounting for the

corresponding pion mass shift effect on HVP [49]:

aµ(π
+π−)

∣
∣
phys

= aµ(π
+π−)

∣
∣
iso-sym

+∆aµ(π
+π−). (39)

Assuming that the leading chiral dependence of aHVP
µ comes from the two-pion intermediate states,

we can estimate the correction as the difference between the HVP contributions evaluated at

different pion masses:

∆aµ(π
+π−) ≈ aµ(π

+π−)
∣
∣
mπ=m

π±
− aµ(π

+π−)
∣
∣
mπ=m

π0
. (40)

This assumption seems reasonable, since the leading contribution to aHVP
µ indeed comes from the

π+π− channel, and the chiral dependences of the ρ-meson mass and its coupling to pions are

negligible (cf. lattice QCD studies in Refs. [50–61]).

Since the shift from mπ0 to mπ± is predominantly generated by an O(αem) QED effect,

∆aµ(π
+π−) constitutes a contribution to the αem∂aHVP

µ /∂αem term of Eq. (38) isospin-breaking cor-

rection, and should therefore be included together with the other contributions to this correction

at the same order in αem. Within the VMD model for HVP, given by Eq. (16), we obtain

∆aµ(π
+π−) ≃ −7.95 × 10−10, (41)

which is in good agreement with the corresponding result −7.67(94)× 10−10 reported in Refs. [26,

49], where chiral extrapolation within unitarized ChPT up to NNLO order was employed. This

consistency provides further support for the qualitative applicability of the VMD model in this

context.
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B. Pion loop with a photon

The model given by Eq. (35) effectively describes one of the leading contributions to HVPγ,

governed by charged pions. For illustrative purposes, we consider here a simplified version of this

model by removing the VMD form factors from the internal photon. This modification appears

reasonable within around 20% of the model uncertainty5, as the π+π−γ production threshold is

notably lower than that of π+π−ρ. Importantly, the simplified pointlike pion-photon coupling does

not violate the dispersion relation (8), which the model continues to satisfy.

Given that the π+π−γ bubble is now described purely within sQED, B(ππγ) = B
(ππγ)
sQED, we

can define it via the dispersion relation (8), using the imaginary part provided in Appendix B of

Ref. [23]. In order to align with the FLAG scheme, we need to maintain the correct counting in

αem taking the charged pions in the loop at the isospin-symmetric point. With the parameters

specified in Appendix C and the equal pion masses corresponding to the neutral pion at the isospin-

symmetric point, we obtain:6

aµ(π
+π−γ)

iso-sym.
≃ 0.74 × 10−10. (42)

The HVPγ term corresponding solely to the π+π−γ-production channel, i.e. the FSR part, has

the imaginary part |Fπ|
2 ImB

(ππγ)
sQED with Fπ(q

2) given by Eq. (B7). When inserted into the timelike

formula (9), it yields 7

aµ[π
+π−γ]

iso-sym.
≃ 4.45 × 10−10. (43)

Thus, to obtain the full result (42), one should add to the FSR part given by Eq. (43) the following

term:

aµ[π
+π−γ ∈ π+π−]

iso-sym.
≃ −3.71× 10−10. (44)

It corresponds to the O(αem) interference of electromagnetic non-FSR components depicted in

Fig. 6 with purely hadronic ones in the two-pion channel.

Thus, from the results above, we conclude that the actual value of the electromagnetic isospin-

breaking correction arising from the one-photon-corrected pion loop, Eq. (42), is about an order

of magnitude smaller than its “timelike” part, given by Eq. (43). The strong destructive interfer-

ence occurring in channels with purely hadronic final states, which enters with a negative sign, is

responsible for the observed cancellation.

5 This rather conservative estimate was assessed by comparing results for aµ(π
+π−γ) with and without form factors

associated with the internal photon, evaluated in the spacelike approach using the Cottingham-like formula.
6 This result differs from that in Ref. [23] primarily due to a different subtraction procedure at q2 = 0.
7 It is remarkable that the central value of this “timelike” (or, in this case, FSR) part calculated in the VMD model
at the physical point,

aµ[π
+
π
−
γ]

phys
≃ 4.41× 10−10

,

is in very good agreement with the corresponding FSR contribution 4.42(4) × 10−10 obtained within the more
sophisticated phenomenological dispersive approach of Ref. [26]. This agreement provides additional confirmation
of the reliability of the VMD model employed here.
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(a)(b) (b)(c) (c)

π0

k

q

FIG. 8. The (a) π0γ, (b) π0ρ, (c) π+π− (and π+π−π0 if ω-meson is included) discontinuities of the model
for the π0γ contribution to HVPγ. Bold black lines in the π0γγ vertex indicate the VMD form factors.

C. Neutral pion with a photon

Within the model introduced in Sec. IIIC, the π0γ-dominated HVPγ contribution to the muon

g − 2 amounts to:8

aµ(π
0γ) ≃ 0.10 × 10−10. (45)

We have also studied the robustness of this value with respect to other parametrizations of the

pion TFF, using spacelike formalism, see Appendix E. The results are fairly independent of the

specific parametrization, as long as the TFF has good low-energy behavior.

Now let us examine this contribution from the timelike point of view. The contribution of the

π0γ production channel, which corresponds to the unitarity cut (a) depicted in Fig. 8, can be

calculated through the imaginary part

ImΠ(π0γ)(q2) = −
πα2

em

6

(

1−
m2

π0

q2

)3
∣
∣Fπ0γγ(q

2, 0)
∣
∣
2
θ(q2 −m2

π0), (46)

which gives:

aµ[π
0γ] ≃ 0.82 × 10−10. (47)

This fairly small value is due to the missing ω-meson contribution, which in fact dominates the

π0γ-production channel. We will return to this question further below.

As in the π+π−γ channel, the full O(αem) π
0γ correction to the HVP in the timelike approach

includes the π0γ contributions from strong-interaction channels, i.e., the two-pion production in this

case (see left diagram in Fig. 9). In our calculation, these contributions arise from the discontinuity

of the form factor F1p(q
2) and from the π0ρ cut, denoted in Fig. 8 as cuts (c) and (b), respectively.

They yield the following:

aµ[π
0γ ∈ π+π−] ≃ −0.63 × 10−10, (48)

aµ[π
0ρ] ≃ −0.09 × 10−10. (49)

8 This value slightly differs from Refs. [23, 24, 30] due to the subtraction procedure at q2 = 0. Here, the VMD
form factor is taken out of brackets when subtracting the value at q2 = 0, see Eq. (25). Whereas, in the previous
works one has Π(q2) ∼ F 2(q2) I(q2), and Π(q2) = Π(q2)−Π(0). The difference comes from the respectively chosen
renormalization conditions.
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Adding these to Eq. (47), we reproduce (45) satisfying the dispersion relation (8) within the

numerical precision.

In order to improve the empirical accuracy of the model in reproducing the π0γ-production

channel, let us include the ω-meson contribution to the form factor that depends on the external

photon momentum q, as follows (similar to the way it is done in Ref. [47]):

F1p(q
2) =

1

2







[

1−
q2

m2
ρ

1− g2ρ B
(ππ)
γρ (q2)

1− (q2 −m2
ρ) g

2
ρ B

(ππ)′(q2 = m2
ρ)

]−1

+
m2

ω

m2
ω − q2 − imωΓω θ

(
q2 − 9m2

π

)






,

(50)

where mω = 782.66 MeV and Γω = 8.68 MeV. This step slightly compromises theoretical consis-

tency, as the ω is included in the constant-width approximation, which violates analyticity. How-

ever, we verified that this violation is not numerically significant, amounting to ∆a
(π0γ)
µ . 10−12.

Within the improved form factor parametrization (50), we obtain that the total value (45) for

π0γ-dominated HVPγ is not changed up to the stated accuracy. Indeed, in the spacelike region,

the nearly equal masses of the ρ and ω resonances cause their contributions to effectively merge

into a single ρ resonance.

The contribution of the π0γ production channel, however, changes significantly after inclusion

of the ω resonance and is given by:

aµ[π
0γ] ≃ 4.15 × 10−10. (51)

The obtained value matches quite closely the result 4.38(6) × 10−10 of the state-of-the-art disper-

sive analysis of Ref. [26]. Within the data-driven approach, this is the principal part of the π0γ

contribution. To reconcile it with the order-of-magnitude smaller value in Eq. (45), we need to

account for the remaining O(αem) contributions from strong-interaction channels, which, besides

the two-pion production, now includes the three-pion production (see Fig. 9). These contributions

again arise from the discontinuity of the form factor F1p(q
2) and from the π0ρ cut, denoted in

Fig. 8 as cuts (c) and (b), respectively. Within the improved form factor (50), we obtain:

aµ[π
0γ ∈ π+π−, π+π−π0] ≃ −4.02× 10−10, (52)

aµ[π
0ρ] ≃ −0.03× 10−10, (53)

which, when added to Eq. (51), yield (45) within the stated accuracy.

This exercise shows, on the one hand, that the dispersion relation (8) works, and on the other

hand, that there are large cancellations among the channels. It is the missing interference contri-

butions from the strong channels, such as (48), that underlie the apparent contradiction between

the field-theoretic and data-driven approaches, rather than a violation of dispersion relations, as

suggested in [47].

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have studied the apparent discrepancies between the spacelike and the data-driven, timelike

treatment of the electromagnetic isospin breaking contribution HVPγ to the muon g − 2; some of
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π0 π0

π+

π−

π+

π−

π0

FIG. 9. The O(αem) components of the pion electromagnetic form factors that contribute to the π0γ-
dominated part of HVP.

these were addressed recently in Refs. [26, 47]. The present calculations in a simple field-theoretic

model reveal that these discrepancies stem from the electromagnetic contribution (radiative cor-

rections) to the purely hadronic channels in the data-driven approach. Once they are properly

accounted for, often bringing in a large cancellation with the channels containing a final-state pho-

ton, the equivalence of the two approaches is restored. For example, the π0γ channel, by itself,

being enhanced by the ω-resonance contribution, gives a relatively large contribution of approx-

imately 4 × 10−10, whereas the π0γ contribution in the π+π−, π+π−π0 channels, by interfering

destructively with the purely hadronic channel, reduces the net effect by an order of magnitude.

This issue is relevant to the analysis based on τ decays. Since the isospin-breaking effects

associated with the π+π−(γ) channel are typically added to the “bare” (isospin-symmetric) two-

pion spectrum [62], they should be treated consistently as part of the full HVPγ contribution,

rather than only as the FSR part. Consequently, the FSR effect quoted in Tab. 2 of the White

Paper 2025 [5] should be significantly reduced upon inclusion of the aforementioned interference

contributions.

These effects (viz., large cancellations) are also important in the empirical assessment of the IB

corrections to the isospin-symmetric lattice QCD calculations. To reconcile current phenomeno-

logical predictions of HVPγ with the lattice QCD evaluation scheme, the relevant interference con-

tributions could in principle be constructed from the series terms of γ → π+π− and γ → π+π−π0

form factors expanded in powers of αem. Comprehensive studies of these form factors, including

electromagnetic effects, have been performed in Refs. [63–65].

Alternatively, a prospective direction to reduce the model dependence in the phenomenological

estimate of HVPγ could rely on the spacelike formalism based on the Cottingham-like formula [23],

where the hadronic light-by-light scattering amplitude is calculated in the dispersive approach out-

lined in Ref. [66]. In this framework, one can accurately account for all the relevant rescattering

effects and other subleading contributions at the level of the hadronic light-by-light scattering am-

plitude. This approach, however, requires careful renormalization of UV divergences in a consistent

way, which may be nontrivial to perform within the phenomenological approach. Nevertheless, by

mostly relying on experimentally accessible two-photon fusion cross sections, this approach remains

promising for future studies.
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Appendix A: Feynman rules for VMD Lagrangian

Here we provide Feynman rules deduced from the VMD Lagrangian (11) and some other con-

ventions applied in this work. The propagators and vertices are defined as follows:

q

=
i

q2 −m2
π + i0+

= iSπ(q
2) (A1a)

µ ν

q

=
−igµν
q2 + i0+

= −igµνD̊(q2) (A1b)

µ ν

q

=
−igµν

q2 − m̊2
ρ + i0+

= −igµνD̊(q2) (A1c)

µ ν

q

= −i
e

γρ

(
gµνq

2 − qµqν
)

(A1d)

q

µ

k2

k1

= −ie(k1 + k2)µ (A1e)

q

µ

k2

k1

= −igρ(k1 + k2)µ (A1f)

µ

ν

= 2ig2ρgµν (A1g)

µ

ν

= 2iegρgµν (A1h)

µ

ν

= 2ie2gµν (A1i)

where mπ is the charged pion mass, D̊(q2) is the pole term of the bare ρ-meson propagator. We

consider only the gµν part of the ρ-meson propagator because the qµqν part drops out in the bubble
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resummation performed in this work.

Appendix B: Renormalization conditions and dressed quantities

This appendix provides the on-shell renormalization conditions for the hadronic bubbles B and

the expression for the dressed pion form factor. Since, in this work, the latter involves only π+π−

bubbles, we restrict the discussion to this case.

The bare pion VMD form factor F̊ (q2) is given by a sum of two tree-level diagrams,

F̊π(q
2) =

q

=
q2

(

1−
gρ
γρ

)

− m̊2
ρ

q2 − m̊2
ρ + i0+

. (B1)

Before considering the dressed form factor, let us define the sQED one-pion-loop vacuum polariza-

tion with unit vector couplings as

q
µ ν

µ ν
= (gµνq2 − qµqν)B(ππ)(q2). (B2)

In the on-shell renormalization scheme employed in this work, B(ππ) must obey different renor-

malization conditions depending on the particles attached. Specifically, for the γ-γ, ρ-ρ and γ-ρ

vacuum polarizations, the respective conditions read [44]:

B(ππ)
γ (q2) = B(ππ)(q2)−B(ππ)(0), (B3a)

B(ππ)
ρ (q2) = B(ππ)

γ (q2)− ReB(ππ)
γ (m2

ρ)− (q2 −m2
ρ)
m2

ρ

q2

[
d

dk2
ReB(ππ)

γ (k2)

]

k2=m2
ρ

, (B3b)

B(ππ)
γρ (q2) = B(ππ)

γ (q2)− ReB(ππ)
γ (m2

ρ). (B3c)

These conditions are also applicable to B in general.

In sQED, the one-loop vacuum polarization subtracted at zero reads

B(ππ)
γ (q2) =

1

72π2

[

4

(
3m2

π

q2
− 1

)

− 3

(
4m2

π

q2
− 1

) 3
2

arccot

√

4m2
π

q2
− 1

]

, (B4)

and the renormalized quantities (B3) have the following behavior with the photon momentum in

the vicinities of zeros:

B(ππ)
γ (q2 → 0) = −q2/(480π2m2

π) +O(q4), (B5a)

B(ππ)
ρ (q2 → m2

ρ) =

1 + 2m2
π

m2
ρ

[

1− 12m2
π

m2
ρ

(

1−

√

4m2
π

m2
ρ

− 1 arccot

√

4m2
π

m2
ρ

− 1

)]

96π2m4
ρ

(

1− 4m2
π

m2
ρ

) (q2 −m2
ρ)

2

+O
(
(q2 −m2

ρ)
3
)
, (B5b)
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B(ππ)
γρ (q2 → m2

ρ) =

1− 12m2
π

m2
ρ

[

1−

√

4m2
π

m2
ρ

− 1 arccot

√

4m2
π

m2
ρ

− 1

]

48π2m2
ρ

(q2 −m2
ρ) +O

(
(q2 −m2

ρ)
2
)
,

(B5c)

B(ππ)
γρ (q2 → 0) =

4− 12m2
π

m2
ρ

+ 3
(
4m2

π

m2
ρ

− 1
) 3

2
arccot

√

4m2
π

m2
ρ

− 1

72π2
+O(q2). (B5d)

Obviously, all of these vacuum polarizations have the same imaginary part given by

ImB(ππ)
γ (q2) = ImB(ππ)

ρ (q2) = ImB(ππ)
γρ (q2) = ImB(ππ)(q2), (B6)

which is also true for general B, so they can readily be cast into the form of dispersion relations (17).

The dressed pion form factor, Fπ(q
2), includes the π+π− bubble resummation yielding

Fπ(q
2) =

q

=

=
q2

(

1−
gρ
γρ

)

−m2
ρ − g2ρq

2
[

B
(ππ)
ρ (q2)−B

(ππ)
γρ (q2)

]

q2 −m2
ρ − g2ρq

2B
(ππ)
ρ (q2)

. (B7)

The distinct couplings γρ and gρ are often considered in the literature (e.g., [43, 44]), providing

an additional degree of freedom for improved low-energy fits. For further refinement, the model is

typically extended by including the ω-meson contribution.

Appendix C: Determination of coupling constants

The coupling constants gρ and γρ which enter the Lagrangian (11) can be determined from

the experimentally measured decays of ρ-meson to pions and electrons. At the leading order, the

corresponding decay widths are given by [41, 43]

Γ(ρ→ π+π−) =
g2ρ
48π

mρ

(

1−
4m2

π

m2
ρ

) 3
2

, (C1)

Γ(ρ→ e+e−) =
4π

3

(
αem

γρ

)2(

1 +
2m2

e

m2
ρ

)√

m2
ρ − 4m2

e ≈
4π

3

(
αem

γρ

)2

mρ. (C2)

Taking the values for these decay rates from PDG [68],

Γ(ρ→ π+π−) ≃ 149.5MeV, (C3)

Γ(ρ→ e+e−) ≃ 7.04 keV, (C4)
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and the ρ-meson mass as mρ ≃ 775.26 MeV, we obtain the following values for the coupling

constants:

gρ ≃ 5.98, γρ ≃ 4.95. (C5)

Appendix D: Counterterm for charged pion loop with a photon

A complete on-shell renormalization of the charged pion loop with a photon requires a countert-

erm connected to the internal loop UV divergences. This counterterm can be found from Eq. (16)

by differentiation with respect to the pion mass (cf. Eq. (B.3) in Ref. [23]), which yields

counterterm = −Σ(m2
π)

∂

∂m2
π

Π
(π+π−)

(q2)

= −Σ(m2
π)×

[
∂

∂m2
π

B(ππ)
γ (q2)

+ 2q2
(

g2ρB
(ππ)
γρ (q2)− gρ/γρ

) ∂

∂m2
π

B(ππ)
γρ (q2)

+ q4
(

g2ρB
(ππ)
γρ (q2)− gρ/γρ

)2 ∂

∂m2
π

B(ππ)
ρ (q2)

]

. (D1)

Here Σ(m2
π) denotes the charged pion self energy taken on the pion mass shell. Hence the renor-

malization of internal loop divergences π+π−γ bubble is achieved by the following replacement

B(ππγ) → B(ππγ) − Σ(m2
π)×

∂

∂m2
π

B(ππ), (D2)

for each γ, ρ, and γρ term in Eq. (25).

Appendix E: Spacelike model for π
0
γ with different TFFs

In this appendix, we demonstrate the robustness of the spacelike model for π0γ, described in

Sec. IVC, with respect to various commonly used models for the pion TFF existing in the literature.

The simplest model for the pion TFF is the VMD dipole parametrization:

VMD : Fπ0γγ(q
2, k2) =

1

4π2fπ

1
(
1− q2/m2

ρ

) (
1− k2/m2

ρ

) . (E1)

As is well known, this parametrization captures the low-energy behavior of the TFF and reproduces

the Brodsky–Lepage asymptotic behavior in the single-virtual limit. However, it fails to reproduce

the correct asymptotic behavior in the double-virtual regime, i.e., when q2 → −∞ and k2 → −∞.

Another widely used model is the LMD+V parametrization, which improves upon VMD by

satisfying the pQCD constraint in the limit q2 = k2 → −∞. For our analysis, we used the version

given in Eq. (48c) of Ref. [69].

We also consider the parametrization based on the conformal variable expansion (i.e., the z-

expansion), which has been directly fitted to lattice QCD data for the pion TFF. Its explicit form
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is provided in Eq. (43) of Ref. [69].

An interesting model that incorporates both low-energy constraints and correct high-energy

behavior (even in the non-diagonal limit, i.e., q2 → −∞, k2 → −∞, with q2 6= k2) was proposed

in Ref. [70], see Eq. (83) therein:

pQCD-inspired : Fπ0γγ(q
2, k2) =

1

4π2fπ

f(ωΛ)

1− q2+k2

Λ2

, (E2)

with

f(ωΛ) ≡
1

ω2
Λ

(

1−
1− ω2

Λ

2ωΛ
log

1 + ωΛ

1− ωΛ

)

, ωΛ =

√

(q2 − k2)2 + Λ4

(q2 + k2)2 + Λ4
. (E3)

It contains only one free parameter, Λ2 ≃ 0.611 GeV, fitted to the experimental data for the

single-virtual case.

These results can be compared with the outcome of a state-of-the-art dispersive model for the

pion TFF [71], which provides the results in a tabulated form, see Supplemental material therein.

Since contributions from photon virtualities above ≈ 1 GeV are suppressed by the integral kernel,

the resulting value for aµ(π
0γ) can be obtained with sufficiently high numerical precision.

TFF model Ref. aµ(π
0γ)× 10−10

VMD Eq. (E1) 0.104

LMD+V [69] 0.098

z-expansion [69] 0.098

pQCD-inspired [70] 0.096

dispersive [71] 0.105

TABLE I. The π0γ contribution obtained with different pion TFFs.

The corresponding results for aµ(π
0γ) are given in Table I, and appear to be quite indifferent

to the choice of TFF.
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