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adjustable parameters

 


lattice spacing: 

 


finite volume, time: 

  


quark masses (mf): 
  tune using hadron masses 
  extrapolations/interpolations

Lattice QCD Introduction

L 

a 

x 

discrete Euclidean space-time (spacing a) 
derivatives ➙ difference operators, etc… 
 


finite spatial volume (L)

 


finite time extent (T) 

LQCD =
X

f

 ̄f (D/+mf ) f +
1

4
trFµ⌫F

µ⌫

a ➙ 0

L ➙ ∞, T > L

MH,lat = MH,exp

mf ➙ mf,phys mud ms mc mb

Integrals are evaluated 
numerically using monte 
carlo methods. 
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Calculate  in Lattice QCD:  

 


• Separate into connected for each quark flavor + disconnected contributions 
 (gluon and sea-quark background not shown in diagrams) 
 Note: almost always     
 
 
     


• need to add QED and strong isospin breaking (  ) corrections: 
 
 
 
- either perturbatively on isospin symmetric QCD background 
- or by using QCD + QED ensembles with  

aHVP
μ

mu = md

∼ mu − md

mu ≠ md

3

+ …

X

f
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+ f f’ f= ud, s, c, b

aHLO
µ ⌘ aHVP,LO

µ =
X

f

aHVP,LO
µ,f + aHVP,LO

µ,disc
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light-quark connected contribution: 
~90% of total


s,c,b-quark contributions  
~8%, 2%, 0.05% of total


disconnected contribution:  
~2% of total


Isospinbreaking (QED + mu ≠ md ) corrections:  
~1% of total

Lattice HVP: Introduction

4
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Lattice HVP: Introduction

5

⇧̂(q2) = ⇧(q2)�⇧(0)

Leading order HVP correction: aHVP,LO
µ =

⇣↵
⇡

⌘2
Z

dq2!(q2) ⇧̂(q2)

• Calculate   in Lattice QCD


  Compute correlation function: 


  Obtain  from an integral over Euclidean time:  
 


aHVP,LO
μ

aHVP,LO
μ

C(t) =
1

3

X

i,x

hji(x, t)ji(0, 0)i

aHVP,LO
µ =

⇣↵
⇡

⌘2
Z 1

0
dt w̃(t)C(t)

<latexit sha1_base64="bwdIsym4glyVPgnTM0fRxWwPX2s="></latexit>
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Target: < 0.5% total error 

Challenges:   
✓needs ensembles with (light sea) quark masses at their physical values 
✓ finite volume corrections


• continuum extrapolation


• include QED and strong isospin breaking corrections (mu ≠ md)


• growth of statistical errors at large Euclidean times 

Lattice HVP: Introduction

6
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FIG. 1: Integrand of Eq. (1) in the time-momentum representation for the connected light, strange
and charm contributions. Left: ensemble D200 with a pion mass of 200 MeV. Right: ensemble
E250 at the physical pion mass. For better visibility, the strange and charm contributions have
been scaled by a factor six. The displayed discretization is the local-local one for the light and
strange contributions, and the local-conserved one for the charm. The muon mass is the f⇡ rescaled
one for the light integrand and the physical one for the strange and charm integrands.

A. The quark-connected contributions

The integrand of Eq. (1) for the connected light, strange and charm contributions is
displayed in Fig. 1 for our two ensembles with quark masses closest to their physical values.
The left (right) panel corresponds to a pion mass of about 200MeV (131MeV). The light
contribution is clearly very dominant; note that the charm and strange contributions have
been scaled by a factor of six for better visibility. On a given ensemble, the integrand
peaks at increasingly longer distances as one goes from the charm to the strange to the light
quarks, and the tail becomes more extended. At the same time, the statistical precision
deteriorates. Comparing the left to the right panel, it is clear that the light contribution
becomes harder to determine with the desired precision as the physical quark masses are
approached. Nevertheless, these plots by themselves do not fully reflect all the known
constraints on the TMR correlator, which is well known to be given by a sum of decaying
exponentials with positive coe�cients, as discussed in section II E.

Having described the state-of-the-art methods to handle the tail of the correlation func-
tion in section II E, we now describe how we applied these methods to our data. For the
strange and charm quark contributions, the TMR correlator is determined so accurately that
practically no particular treatment of the tail is needed. We apply the bounding method,
Eq. 14 with N = 0, and obtain the results given in Table IV.

As for the connected contribution of the light quarks, our choice for the final analysis is
again the bounding method on all ensembles; the only exception is the physical-pion-mass
ensemble E250, to which we return below. In applying Eq. (14), we employ the expression
containing the e↵ective mass as a lower bound, and use as an estimate for the lowest-lying
energy level in the channel the energy obtained by a one-exponential fit to the tail of the
TMR correlator. On ensemble D200, on which the ground state lies clearly below the ⇢ mass
and has a relatively weak coupling to the vector current, we use the auxiliary spectroscopy
calculation to determine its energy. We find it to be close to, but slightly below the value

[A. Gerardin et al, PRD 2019]

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.014510


A. El-Khadra Precision21, 09 April 2021

HVP: Comparison
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aHVP

µ +
⇥
aQED

µ + aWeak

µ + aHLbL

µ

⇤
� aexpµ
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aSMµ
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A hybrid method: windows in Euclidean time
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Hybrid method: combine LQCD with R-ratio data 


• Convert R-ratio data to Euclidean correlation function (via the dispersive 
integral) and compare with lattice results for windows in Euclidean time 


• intermediate window:  
expect reduced FV effects  and discretization errors

How does this translate to the time-like region?

Supplementary Information – S1

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

In this section we expand on a selection of technical de-
tails and add results to facilitate cross-checks of di�erent
calculations of aHVP LO

µ .

Continuum limit: The continuum limit of a selec-
tion of light-quark window contributions aW

µ is shown in
Fig. 8. We note that the results on the coarse lattice di�er
from the continuum limit only at the level of a few per-
cent. We attribute this mild continuum limit to the fa-
vorable properties of the domain-wall discretization used
in this work. This is in contrast to a rather steep contin-
uum extrapolation that occurs using staggered quarks as
seen, e.g., in Ref. [42].

The mild continuum limit for light quark contribu-
tions is consistent with a naive power-counting estimate
of (a�)2 = 0.05 with � = 400 MeV and suggests that
remaining discretization errors may be small. Since we
find such a mild behavior not just for a single quantity
but for all studied values of aW

µ with t0 ranging from 0.3
fm to 0.5 fm and t1 ranging from 0.3 fm to 2.6 fm, we
suggest that it is rather unlikely that the mild behav-
ior is result of an accidental cancellation of higher-order
terms in an expansion in a2. This lends support to our
quoted discretization error based on an O(a4) estimate.
In future work, this will be subject to further scrutiny by
adding a data-point at an additional lattice spacing.

Energy re-weighting: The top panel of Fig. 9 shows
the weighted correlator wtC(t) for the full aµ as well as
short-distance and long-distance projections aSD

µ and aLD
µ

for t0 = 0.4 fm and t1 = 1.5 fm. The bottom panel of
Fig. 9 shows the corresponding contributions to aµ sep-
arated by energy scale

p
s. We notice that, as expected,

aSD
µ has reduced contributions from low-energy scales and

aLD
µ has reduced contributions from high-energy scales.

In the limit of projection to su�ciently long distances, we
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FIG. 8. Continuum limit of light-quark aW
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FIG. 9. Window of R-ratio data in Euclidean position space
(top) and the e�ect of the window in terms of re-weighting
energy regions (bottom).

may attempt to contrast the R-ratio data directly with
an exclusive study of the low-lying ⇡⇡ states in the lattice
calculation. This is left to future work.

Statistics of light-quark contribution: We use an
improved statistical estimator including a full low-mode
average for the light-quark connected contribution in the
isospin symmetric limit as discussed in the main text.
For this estimator, we find that we are able to saturate
the statistical fluctuations to the gauge noise for 50 point
sources per configuration. For the 48I ensemble we mea-
sure on 127 gauge configurations and for the 64I ensem-
ble we measure on 160 gauge configurations. Our result
is therefore obtained from a total of approximately 14k
domain-wall fermion propagator calculations.

Results for other values of t0 and t1: In Tabs. S I-
S VII we provide results for di�erent choices of window
parameters t0 and t1. We believe that this additional
data may facilitate cross-checks between di�erent lattice
collaborations in particular also with regard to the up
and down quark connected contribution in the isospin
limit.
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tion of light-quark window contributions aW

µ is shown in
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p
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aSD
µ has reduced contributions from low-energy scales and

aLD
µ has reduced contributions from high-energy scales.
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Statistics of light-quark contribution: We use an
improved statistical estimator including a full low-mode
average for the light-quark connected contribution in the
isospin symmetric limit as discussed in the main text.
For this estimator, we find that we are able to saturate
the statistical fluctuations to the gauge noise for 50 point
sources per configuration. For the 48I ensemble we mea-
sure on 127 gauge configurations and for the 64I ensem-
ble we measure on 160 gauge configurations. Our result
is therefore obtained from a total of approximately 14k
domain-wall fermion propagator calculations.

Results for other values of t0 and t1: In Tabs. S I-
S VII we provide results for di�erent choices of window
parameters t0 and t1. We believe that this additional
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collaborations in particular also with regard to the up
and down quark connected contribution in the isospin
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• Use windows in Euclidean time to consider the different time 
regions separately.  
 
Short Distance (SD)       
Intermediate (W)           
Long Distance (LD)        
  
                           


• Compute each window separately (in continuum, infinite volume 
limits,…) and combine


t : 0 → t0
t : t0 → t1
t : t1 → ∞

aHVP,LO
µ =

⇣↵
⇡

⌘2
Z 1

0
dt w̃(t)C(t)

<latexit sha1_base64="bwdIsym4glyVPgnTM0fRxWwPX2s="></latexit>

aµ = aSDµ + aWµ + aLDµ

<latexit sha1_base64="0A4VaTTb7VMk7HAGUT6BXMvS530=">AAACIXicbVBNS8MwGE79nPOr6tFLcAiCMFqZuIsw1IMHDxPdB6y1pFm6hSVtSVJhlP0VL/4VLx4U2U38M2ZdD3PzgZAnz/u8vHkfP2ZUKsv6NpaWV1bX1gsbxc2t7Z1dc2+/KaNEYNLAEYtE20eSMBqShqKKkXYsCOI+Iy1/cD2pt56JkDQKH9UwJi5HvZAGFCOlJc+sIs/hCbyE2f2UOoLDh5sRPJ0VWnPvO23wzJJVtjLARWLnpARy1D1z7HQjnHASKsyQlB3bipWbIqEoZmRUdBJJYoQHqEc6moaIE+mm2YYjeKyVLgwioU+oYKbOdqSISznkvnZypPpyvjYR/6t1EhVU3ZSGcaJIiKeDgoRBFcFJXLBLBcGKDTVBWFD9V4j7SCCsdKhFHYI9v/IiaZ6V7Ur5/L5Sql3lcRTAITgCJ8AGF6AGbkEdNAAGL+ANfIBP49V4N76M8dS6ZOQ9B+APjJ9ffhCh3w==</latexit>
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Meyer–Lellouch–Lüscher–Gounaris–Sakurai technique described in 
Supplementary Information; and (iii). the ρ–π–γ model of Jegerlehner 
and Szafron30, already used in a lattice context in ref. 31. Moreover, to 
reduce discretization errors in the light-quark contributions to aµ, 
before extrapolating those contributions to the continuum, we apply 
a taste-improvement procedure that reduces lattice artefacts due to 
taste-symmetry breaking. The procedure is built upon the three models 
of π–ρ physics mentioned above. We provide evidence that validates 
this procedure in Supplementary Information.

Combining all of these ingredients, we obtain as a final result 
aµ = 707.5(2.3)stat(5.0)syst(5.5)tot. The statistical error comes mainly 
from the noisy, large-distance region of the current–current correla-
tor. The systematic error is dominated by the continuum extrapola-
tion and the finite-size effect computation. The total error is obtained 
by adding the first two in quadrature. In total, we reach a relative 
accuracy of 0.8%. In Fig. 2 we show the continuum extrapolation of 
the light, connected component of aµ, which gives the dominant 
contribution to aµ.

Figure 3 compares our result with previous lattice computations and 
also with results from the R-ratio method, which have recently been 
reviewed in ref. 7. In principle, one can reduce the uncertainty of our 
result by combining our lattice correlator, G(t), with the one obtained 
from the R-ratio method, in regions of Euclidean time in which the lat-
ter is more precise19. We do not do so here because there is a tension 
between our result and those obtained by the R-ratio method, as can be 
seen in Fig. 3. For the total LO-HVP contribution to aµ, our result is 2.0σ, 
2.5σ, 2.4σ and 2.2σ larger than the R-ratio results of aµ = 694.0(4.0) (ref. 3),  
aµ = 692.78(2.42) (ref. 4), aµ = 692.3(3.3) (refs. 5,6) and the combined 
result aµ = 693.1(4.0) of ref. 7, respectively. It is worth noting that the 
R-ratio determinations are based on the same experimental datasets 
and are therefore strongly correlated, although these datasets were 
obtained in several different and independent experiments that we have 

no reason to believe are collectively biased. Clearly, these comparisons 
need further investigation, although it should also be kept in mind 
that the tensions observed here are smaller, for instance, than what 
is usually considered experimental evidence for a new phenomenon 
(3σ) and much smaller than what is needed to claim an experimental 
discovery (5σ).

As a first step in that direction, it is instructive to consider a mod-
ified observable, where the correlator G(t) is restricted to a finite 
interval by a smooth window function19. This observable, which we 
denote as aµ,win, is obtained much more readily than aµ on the lattice. 
Its shorter-distance nature makes it far less susceptible to statistical 
noise and to finite-volume effects. Moreover, in the case of staggered 
fermions, it has reduced discretization artefacts. This is shown in 
Fig. 4, where the light, connected component of aµ,win is plotted as 
a function of a2. Because the determination of this quantity does 
not require overcoming many of the challenges described above, 
other lattice groups have obtained it with errors comparable to 
ours19,20. This allows a sharper benchmarking of our calculation of 
this challenging, light-quark contribution that dominates aµ.  
Our aµ,win

light  differs by 0.2σ and 2.2σ from the lattice results of ref. 20 
and ref. 19, respectively. Moreover, aµ,win can be computed using the 
R-ratio approach, and we do so using the dataset provided by the 
authors of ref. 4. However, here we find a 3.7σ tension with our lattice 
result.

To conclude, when combined with the other standard-model con-
tributions (see, for example, refs. 3,4), our result for the leading-order 
hadronic contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of the 
muon, a = 707.5(5.5) × 10µ

LO HVP
tot

−10‐ , weakens the long-standing dis-
crepancy between experiment and theory. However, as discussed above 
and can be seen in Fig. 2, our lattice result shows some tension with the 
R-ratio determinations of refs. 3–6. Obviously, our findings should be 
confirmed—or refuted—by other studies using different discretizations 
of QCD. Those investigations are underway.

Online content
Any methods, additional references, Nature Research reporting sum-
maries, source data, extended data, supplementary information, 
acknowledgements, peer review information; details of author con-
tributions and competing interests; and statements of data and code 
availability are available at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03418-1.
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and the BMW results for the various energy/distance scales
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μ
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