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We present preliminary results from a lattice-QCD study of the hadronic contributions to the run-
ning of the electromagnetic coupling, Δ𝛼(𝑄2), and the electroweak mixing angle, Δ sin2 𝜃W (𝑄2).
Using 𝑁 𝑓 = 2+ 1+ 1 HISQ ensembles at physical quark masses, we discuss the challenges posed
by strong statistical correlations in the time-momentum representation and propose a spectral-
reconstruction strategy to obtain controlled continuum-extrapolated results across the full energy
range.

The 42nd International Symposium on Lattice Field Theory (LATTICE 2025)
27 July - 1 August 2025
Mumbai, India

∗Speaker

© Copyright owned by the author(s) under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives
4.0 International License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0) All rights for text and data mining, AI training, and similar technologies for
commercial purposes, are reserved. ISSN 1824-8039 . Published by SISSA Medialab. https://pos.sissa.it/

ar
X

iv
:2

60
4.

22
34

9v
1 

 [
he

p-
la

t]
  2

4 
A

pr
 2

02
6

https://pos.sissa.it/
https://arxiv.org/abs/2604.22349v1


Hadronic contributions to 𝛼(𝑄2) and sin2 𝜃W (𝑄2) Adrián del Pino

1. Introduction and motivation

The precision of Standard Model electroweak tests relies heavily on the accurate determination
of the running of fundamental couplings, specifically the electromagnetic coupling 𝛼(𝑄2) and the
electroweak mixing angle sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2) [1, 2]. The running of these parameters is driven by the
vacuum polarization function, where the hadronic contribution represents a dominant source of
uncertainty [3–6].

Traditionally, these contributions are estimated through a phenomenological approach using
experimental input from 𝑒+𝑒− → hadrons and dispersion relations [7, 8]. However, the lattice QCD
approach offers a first-principles alternative that allows access to individual flavor contributions and
provides a completely independent alternative [9].

In this contribution, we report on a lattice-QCD calculation using the HISQ ensembles at
physical quark masses to determine Δ𝛼(𝑄2) and Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2). While the time-momentum rep-
resentation (TMR) [10] is a convenient framework, it presents challenges regarding statistical
correlations across different 𝑄2 values, which complicate a simultaneous continuum extrapolation
of the entire running curve. To overcome these limitations and obtain controlled, continuous results
across the full energy range, we introduce an alternative strategy based on the reconstruction of
smeared spectral densities [11]. Beyond resolving these numerical instabilities, this continuous
determination provides a vital strategic benchmark for the upcoming MUonE experiment [12, 13],
which aims to measure Δ𝛼 at space-like momenta across a broad range of energy scales. This dual-
method approach allows for a comprehensive validation against future experimental data, offering
a key input for testing the consistency of the Standard Model at the high-precision frontier.

2. Theoretical framework

The scale dependence of the fundamental couplings in the Standard Model is a direct conse-
quence of vacuum polarization effects. In the case of the electromagnetic coupling, the relationship
between the fine-structure constant at zero momentum, 𝛼, and its effective value at a energy scale
𝑄2 is typically expressed as:

𝛼(𝑄2) = 𝛼(0)
1 − Δ𝛼(𝑄2)

, (1)

where the shift Δ𝛼(𝑄2) encapsulates the contributions from leptonic and hadronic loops. While
leptonic contributions are known to high precision via perturbation theory, the hadronic part,
Δ𝛼had(𝑄2), involves low-energy QCD dynamics that require non-perturbative methods like lattice
QCD.

A similar logic applies to the electroweak mixing angle, sin2 𝜃W, which parametrizes the mixing
between the 𝑆𝑈 (2)𝐿 and𝑈 (1)𝑌 gauge sectors. Its running is defined as [14]

sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2) = sin2 𝜃W
[
1 + Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2)

]
. (2)

2.1 Vacuum polarization and hadronic contributions

The leading hadronic contributions to these running observables are proportional to the sub-
tracted vacuum polarization functions Π̂𝑋𝑋 (𝑄2), where the index 𝑋𝑋 denotes the specific current-
current channel, namely 𝛾𝛾 for the electromagnetic coupling and 𝑍𝛾 for the electroweak mixing
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angle. The relations are:

Δ𝛼had(𝑄2) = 4𝜋𝛼Π̂𝛾𝛾 (𝑄2), (3)

[Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2)]had = − 4𝜋𝛼
sin2 𝜃W

Π̂𝑍𝛾 (𝑄2), (4)

where Π̂𝑋𝑋 (𝑄2) = Π𝑋𝑋 (𝑄2) − Π𝑋𝑋 (0) ensures that the contribution vanishes at 𝑄2 = 0.1

In the lattice regularization, these functions are computed using the TMR [10]. This framework
allows us to relate the polarization function to the zero-momentum vector-vector correlator 𝐺𝑋𝑋 (𝑡)
through a weighted integral:

Π̂𝑋𝑋 (𝑄2) =
∫ ∞

0
𝑑𝑡 𝐺𝑋𝑋 (𝑡)𝐾 (𝑡, 𝑄2), (5)

where the TMR kernel is given by 𝐾 (𝑡, 𝑄2) = 𝑡2 − (4/𝑄2) sin2(𝑄𝑡/2). The correlator 𝐺𝑋𝑋 (𝑡) is
obtained from the spatial components of the corresponding currents 𝑗𝑋

𝑘
[15, 16]:

𝐺𝑋𝑋 (𝑡) = −1
3

∫
𝑑3𝑥

3∑︁
𝑘=1

⟨ 𝑗𝑋𝑘 (®𝑥, 𝑡) 𝑗
𝑋
𝑘 (0)⟩. (6)

2.2 Flavor decomposition and currents

To achieve high precision, we decompose the correlators into their individual flavor compo-
nents. For the electromagnetic (photon) channel, the total correlator is a sum of light (𝑙), strange
(𝑠), and charm (𝑐) contributions, weighted by their respective electric charges:

𝐺𝛾𝛾 (𝑡) = 5
9
𝐶𝑙𝑙 (𝑡) + 1

9
𝐶𝑠𝑠 (𝑡) + 4

9
𝐶𝑐𝑐 (𝑡) − 1

9
𝐷𝑙𝑠 (𝑡), (7)

where 𝐶 𝑓 𝑓 denotes the connected contributions and 𝐷𝑙𝑠 represents the flavor-singlet disconnected
terms.

The 𝑍𝛾 channel, which is relevant for the running of the electroweak mixing angle, presents
a different weighting scheme due to the coupling of the 𝑍 boson to the axial and vector hadronic
currents. The resulting correlator 𝐺𝑍𝛾 (𝑡) is expressed as:

𝐺𝑍𝛾 (𝑡) =
(

3
12

− 5
9

sin2 𝜃W

)
𝐶𝑙𝑙 (𝑡) +

(
1
12

− 1
9

sin2 𝜃W

)
𝐶𝑠𝑠 (𝑡) +

(
2
12

− 4
9

sin2 𝜃W

)
𝐶𝑐𝑐 (𝑡)

+ 1
9

sin2 𝜃W𝐷
𝑙𝑠 (𝑡).

(8)

These detailed decompositions allow us to isolate the systematic effects associated with each
flavor, such as the different signal-to-noise ratios and the impact of the disconnected contributions,
which, although suppressed, are crucial for a complete first-principles determination.

It should be noted that these decompositions assume isospin symmetry. Isospin-breaking
effects are reserved for future work. Following similar muon 𝑔 − 2 HVP analyses [5, 6], we expect
these corrections to be at the ∼ 0.01% level.

1We work in the Euclidean space, where 𝑄2 > 0 represents the squared momentum transfer.
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Table 1: Ensembles used in this work. The first column denotes the approximate lattice spacing (𝑎) in fm,
while the second and third columns specify the physical spatial extent (𝐿) and the lattice size, respectively.
The simulation sea-quark massesin lattice units are presented in the fourth through seventh columns. Finally,
the eighth column provides the gradient-flow scale 𝑤0/𝑎, as defined in Ref. [17]. To map our numerical
results onto physical units, we use 𝑤0 = 0.1715(9) fm [18].

≈ 𝑎/fm 𝐿/fm 𝑁3
𝑠 × 𝑁𝑡 𝑎𝑚sea

𝑢 𝑎𝑚sea
𝑑

𝑎𝑚sea
𝑠 𝑎𝑚sea

𝑐 𝑤0/𝑎

0.15 4.85 323 × 48 0.002426 0.002426 0.0673 0.8447 1.13227(18)
0.12 5.81 483 × 64 0.001907 0.001907 0.05252 0.6382 1.41060(28)
0.09 5.61 643 × 96 0.001326 0.001326 0.03636 0.4313 1.95021(57)
0.06 5.45 963 × 128 0.0008 0.0008 0.022 0.260 3.01838(92)

3. Ensemble setup

The numerical simulations are performed using gauge configurations generated by the MILC
Collaboration. Our setup employs the highly improved staggered quarks (HISQ) action for both sea
and valence quarks, with 𝑁 𝑓 = 2 + 1 + 1 dynamical flavors.

A critical advantage of this setup is that all ensembles are tuned to physical quark masses,
which significantly reduces the systematic uncertainties associated with chiral extrapolation. To
ensure a robust continuum limit, we use four different lattice spacings ranging from 𝑎 ≈ 0.06 fm
to 0.15 fm. The hadronic currents are implemented as local vector currents, renormalized by the
factor 𝑍𝑉 to match the continuum scaling.

4. Analysis and preliminary results

In this section, we present the preliminary analysis of the hadronic contributions to the vacuum
polarization functions. The results shown here are preliminary and blinded. While the statistical
precision is high, a full assessment of systematic uncertainties—including finite-volume effects,
mass mistuning, and taste-breaking corrections—is still ongoing.

4.1 Continuum extrapolations

Using the four lattice spacings described in the ensemble setup (𝑎 ≈ 0.06 to 0.15 fm), we
perform the continuum extrapolation for the individual flavor components of Π(𝑄2). To ensure a
direct and robust comparison with experimental 𝑅-ratio determinations and other lattice results, we
carry out a point-by-point continuum extrapolation for each energy scale 𝑄2 independently

To account for discretization effects and potential mistuning of the sea-quark masses, we
employ a Bayesian model based on the following expansion:

Π̂(𝑎, 𝑄2) = Π̂cont(𝑄2)
[
1 + 𝑐1

(
𝑎Λ

ℏ𝑐

)2
+ 𝑐2

(
𝑎Λ

ℏ𝑐

)4
+ 𝑑1

(
𝑎𝑀𝐷𝑠

ℏ𝑐

)2
+ 𝐶𝑠𝛿𝑠 + . . .

]
, (9)

where 𝑎 is the lattice spacing and the scale Λ is chosen to maximize the Gaussian Bayes
factor [19]. The terms 𝛿𝑠 represent the corrections for the mistuning of the sea-quark masses
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Figure 1: Continuum extrapolation of the light-quark contribution Π̂𝑙𝑙 at 𝑄2 = 5.0 GeV2 (left) and the
strange-quark contribution Π̂𝑠𝑠 at 𝑄2 = 9.0 GeV2 (right). Data points are compared against different fit
forms including 𝑎2 and 𝑎4 terms. The error bars represent statistical uncertainties only. All results are
preliminary and blinded.

relative to their physical values.To ensure the robustness of the extrapolation, we systematically
test the stability of the fit against higher-order artifacts. Specifically, we compare models with
and without the quartic term 𝑎4 (𝑐2 coefficient) and evaluate the model preference using the Bayes
factor (𝐵𝐹 = 𝑒Δ log𝐺𝐵𝐹). The fit coefficients are constrained using Gaussian priors of 0(1), with
the exception of the continuum-limit parameter. For the latter, the prior is informed by the central
value and the 1-sigma uncertainty obtained from our finest ensemble. This Bayesian framework,
implemented via the lsqfit package, allows us to quantify the sensitivity of the continuum limit to
the inclusion of higher-order discretization terms and mass mistuning corrections.

In Figure 1, we illustrate the extrapolation for the light-quark (Π𝑙𝑙) and strange-quark (Π𝑠𝑠)
contributions at specific 𝑄2 values. We test different fit forms, specifically including 𝑎2 and 𝑎4

terms to ensure stability against lattice artifacts.

4.2 Running of 𝜶(𝑸2) and sin2 𝜽W(𝑸2)

The flavor-decomposed vacuum polarization functions Π̂𝑋𝑋 (𝑄2), obtained from the point-
by-point continuum extrapolation described in the previous section, form the basis for our final
determinations. By applying the specific weighting schemes for the electromagnetic and electroweak
mixing channels, we compute the running of the electromagnetic coupling, Δ𝛼(𝑄2), and the
electroweak mixing angle, Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2), as presented in Figure 2.

Our blinded analysis achieves high statistical precision for 0 < 𝑄2 < 7 GeV2. This continuum-
extrapolated data aims to provide a definitive, first-principles contribution to global evaluations of
these couplings. Presently, errors are purely statistical; systematic uncertainties are being evaluated
for the final error budget.

5. Spectral-density reconstruction

Although point-by-point extrapolations reliably yield Δ𝛼(𝑄2) and Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2) at discrete
scales, we seek continuous curves. Technically, the TMR strongly correlates different 𝑄2 points
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Figure 2: Running of the electromagnetic coupling Δ𝛼(𝑄2) (left) and the electroweak mixing angle
Δ sin2 𝜃W (𝑄2) (right) as a function of the energy scale 𝑄2. The colored lines represent the results from
our lattice ensembles at various spacings, while the black circles correspond to the point-by-point continuum
extrapolated values. All error bars represent statistical uncertainties only. All results are preliminary and
currently blinded.

due to shared low-energy contributions from the vector correlator 𝐺 (𝑡). This produces a nearly
singular correlation matrix (Fig. 3), rendering simultaneous continuum extrapolations of the full
curve unstable.

Beyond mitigating numerical instabilities, a continuous Δ𝛼(𝑄2) directly benchmarks the up-
coming MUonE experiment [13, 20], which measures space-like Δ𝛼 over broad energy scales.
Unlike discrete evaluations, our approach enables comprehensive validation against MUonE data,
providing crucial input for high-precision Standard Model tests.

To bridge these requirements and overcome the TMR induced correlations, we adopt an
alternative strategy: the reconstruction of smeared spectral densities 𝜌𝜖 (𝐸). The relationship
between the zero-momentum correlator 𝐺 (𝑡) and the spectral density is given by the Laplace
transform:

𝐺 (𝑡) =
∫ ∞

0
𝑑𝐸𝜌(𝐸)𝑒−𝐸𝑡 , (10)

allowing the polarization function to be expressed as:

Π̂(𝑄2) =
∫ ∞

0
𝑑𝐸𝜌(𝐸)𝑊 (𝐸,𝑄2), 𝑊 (𝐸,𝑄2) = 2𝑄2

𝐸3(𝐸2 +𝑄2)
. (11)

We use the Hansen-Lupo-Tantalo (HLT) method [11] to extract smeared spectral densities,
𝜌𝜖 (𝐸). This reconstructs the spectral density by balancing the approximation of the energy kernel
𝑊 (𝐸,𝑄2) (the Laplace transform of the TMR kernel 𝐾 (𝑡, 𝑄2)) against lattice statistical noise.

The HLT method operates by constructing a smeared spectral density, 𝜌𝜖 (𝐸), which is defined
as a convolution of the true spectral function with a resolution function (or kernel) of width 𝜖 :

𝜌𝜖 (𝐸) =
∫ ∞

0
𝑑𝐸 ′𝜌(𝐸 ′)Δ𝜖 (𝐸, 𝐸 ′), (12)

where Δ𝜖 is typically chosen to be a Gaussian or similar peaking function. The core of the
HLT approach is to approximate the target weight function𝑊 (𝐸,𝑄2), which is required to compute
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Figure 3: (Left) Correlation matrix of Π̂(𝑄2) on the 𝑎 ≈ 0.06 fm ensemble, highlighting the strong
off-diagonal correlations that indicate a nearly singular matrix. (Right) Preliminary reconstruction of the
smeared spectral density 𝜌𝜖 (𝐸) using the HLT method with a smearing width of 𝜖 = 0.1927 GeV on the
same ensemble. Error bars represent statistical uncertainties only.

Π̂(𝑄2), using a linear combination of basis functions 𝛿𝑡 (𝐸) = 𝑒−𝐸𝑡 that correspond to the correlator
data 𝐺 (𝑡):

𝑊Δ(𝐸) =
∑︁
𝑡

𝑔𝑡 (𝑄2)𝑒−𝐸𝑡 ≈ 𝑊 (𝐸,𝑄2). (13)

The coefficients {𝑔𝑡 } are determined by minimizing a functional that incorporates both the approx-
imation error (the difference between 𝑊Δ and 𝑊) and a regularization term proportional to the
statistical covariance of the correlator.

Adjusting the width 𝜖 controls the bias-variance tradeoff: a smaller 𝜖 improves the target
kernel approximation but amplifies statistical noise. We first extrapolate the smeared densities to
the continuum at fixed 𝜖 , and then take the unsmeared limit (𝜖 → 0) to recover the physical spectral
function. This two-step approach keeps systematic reconstruction uncertainties strictly controlled.

A preliminary reconstruction is shown in Fig. 3; future work will involve a controlled extrapo-
lation in the smearing width 𝜖 to reach the unsmeared limit.

6. Summary and outlook

In this contribution, we have presented preliminary and blinded results from a lattice QCD
study of the hadronic contributions to the running of the electromagnetic coupling, Δ𝛼(𝑄2), and
the electroweak mixing angle, Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑄2). Using 𝑁 𝑓 = 2 + 1 + 1 HISQ ensembles at physical
quark masses, we have demonstrated that the data provide high statistical precision across multiple
lattice spacings.

An analysis based solely on TMR has a significant challenge in the standard time-momentum
representation approach: the strong statistical correlations between different 𝑄2 points. These
correlations, driven by the low-energy tail of the vector correlators, make a simultaneous continuum
extrapolation for the entire running curve difficult. To address this, we are developing a robust

7
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strategy based on spectral reconstruction using the Hansen-Lupo-Tantalo (HLT) method. This dual-
method approach not only allows for a continuous determination of Π̂(𝑄2) with better-controlled
systematic uncertainties but also provides a vital strategic benchmark for the upcoming MUonE
experiment, facilitating a direct comparison with experimental data at space-like momenta.

Moving forward, our immediate goals include:

• The inclusion of disconnected contributions (𝐷𝑙𝑠) to complete the flavor decomposition

• A comprehensive assessment of systematic corrections, including finite-volume effects, mass
mistuning, and taste-breaking artifacts.

• A detailed investigation of the low-energy region (𝑄2 < 1 GeV2), where the sensitivity of the
kernels is most pronounced.

• The final determination of Δ𝛼(𝑀2
𝑍
) and Δ sin2 𝜃W(𝑀2

𝑍
) to provide a first-principles cross-

check against experimental and phenomenological results.

Ultimately, we aim to deliver a precise and competitive comparison between the TMR and spectral
reconstruction methods, contributing to the global effort of testing the Standard Model.
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