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Abstract

We review the τ data-driven computation of Euclidean windows for the hadronic vacuum
polarization contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment (aµ), which agree
with the lattice results, making the difference of the e+e− data-driven methods with them
more intriguing. This conundrum needs to be solved by next year, when the final FNAL
aµ measurement will be published, in order to extract firm conclusions on possible new
physics effects.

1 Introduction

The first two publications from the FNAL Muon g-2 Collaboration [1,2], together with the BNL
final result [3] yield the current experimental world average

aexp
µ = 116592059(22)× 10−11 , (1)

with an impressive accuracy of 0.19ppm.

Although there is intense work, within the Muon g-2 Theory Initiative, to update the cor-
responding SM prediction, its recommended value is still the one in the White Paper [4]

aSM
µ = 116591810(43)× 10−11 , (2)

which is based on Refs. [5–39] (see also, e.g. [40–84]). The 5.1σ deviation between Eqs. (1)
and (2) needs to be taken cautiously, as sketched below.

The BMW collaboration [85] achieved a very precise lattice QCD evaluation of the hadronic
vacuum polarization contribution (HVP) which dominates the error of the SM prediction, and
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challenged the WP number four years ago. According to this result, the discrepancy with re-
spect to Eq. (1) would be reduced to 1.5σ. There is not yet another lattice QCD computation
of similar accuracy which can be compared with the BMW number. Since Ref. [67], it has
become standard to compare data-driven and lattice QCD evaluations of aHVP

µ in three differ-
ent windows in Euclidean time, which we pioneered using τ decay input in Ref. [60] (see
also [74]), on which this contribution is fundamentally based. Remarkably, in the so-called
intermediate window (to be introduced and discussed below), τ-based evaluations [60, 74]
and the Mainz CLS [65], ETMC [66] and RBC/UKQCD [61] collaborations agree closely with
BMW [85], with competing precision.

At the beginning of 2023, the CMD-3 Collaboration [86,87] released their measurement of
σ(e+e−→ π+π−), which disagreed substantially with previous data [88–93,95–100] though
was in line with the BMW result. aHVP

µ based on CMD-3 alone would yield agreement between
the SM prediction and Eq. (1) within one sigma.

In this puzzling situation we insist [41, 60] on the value of data-driven determinations
of aHVP

µ using τ input for the dominant di-pion channel, giving ∼ 73(85)% of the whole
value(uncertainty). An additional independent determination of aHVP

µ will come soon from
the space-like measurement in MUonE [101, 102] and will help to settle this question. After
the end of the FNAL muon g-2 experiment, the J-PARC one will start operating, with the added
value of being affected by completely different systematics [103]. The community hopes that
this effort will further strength aexp

µ and increase its precision, motivating to continue the im-
provement of aSM

µ beyond 2025.

2 aHVP
µ in the SM

The e+e− data-driven evaluation of the leading order HVP contribution to the muon g-2 is
computed from

aHVP, LO
µ =

1
4π3

∫ ∞

sthr

ds K(s)σ0
e+e−→hadrons(γ)(s) , (3)

which uses the measurement of the bare hadronic cross-section (specified by the upper-index
0). We note that both the 1/s behaviour of the cross-section (away from resonance peaks) and
the K(s) kernel enhance the low-energy contributions, making the precise evaluation of the
π+π− cut critical. Currently, the discrepancy between the BaBar [98] and KLOE [97] results
has been very much aggravated by the CMD-3 data [86], jeopardizing this data-driven evalu-
ation at the level of precision currently needed.

In this context, it is worth to resurrect the corresponding evaluation using τ data, that was
once very useful in combination with the e+e− measurements to improve the accuracy of the
SM prediction [104], and has been used fruitfully since then [105–118].

This requires isospin-breaking (IB) corrections to relate the measured di-pion τ decay spec-
trum to the needed bare cross-section

σ0
ππ(γ) =

�

Kσ(s)
KΓ (s)

dΓππ(γ)
ds

�

RIB(s)
SEW

, (4)

where the first factor includes kinematic dependencies and global constants and SEW corre-
sponds to the universal short-distance radiative correction (see its updated value in [60]).
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The most difficult corrections to evaluate are inside RIB(s) [106,112]

RIB(s) =
FSR(s)
GEM(s)

β3
π+π−

(s)

β3
π−π0(s)

�

�

�

�

FV (s)
f+(s)

�

�

�

�

2

, (5)

where the easy part (for the needed precision) corresponds to the phase-space correction com-
ing from the ratio of β functions and the final state radiative correction, FSR. It is much more
difficult to quantify the long-distance process-dependent electromagnetic corrections entering
the GEM(s) [106] and the difference between the neutral (FV ) and charged ( f+) di-pion form
factors.

The SEW contribution gives ∆aµ = −119.6×10−11, consistent with earlier determinations
and with a negligible error. The PS correction induces ∆aµ = −74.5× 10−11, as in previous
works. The FSR correction yields ∆aµ = +45.5(4.6)× 10−11, in accord with [112].

We evaluate [41] the structure-dependent IB corrections using Chiral Perturbation The-
ory [119–121] extended with Resonance fields and accounting for short-distance QCD con-
straints [122–126], using a large-NC expansion [127].

We find that IB in the form factors induces the shift+40.9(48.9)×10−11 or+77.6(24.0)×10−11,
depending on the input that we use. These results agree with earlier evaluations [106, 112],
all with sizable uncertainties. For the GEM effect, we obtain (−15.9+5.7

−16.0)×10−11, which agrees
with Refs. [106,112].

Fig. 1 shows theππ contribution to aHVP, LO
µ around theρ peak, found using eitherσ(e+e−→ hadrons)

(top, with average -without the CMD-3 point- in yellow) or the τ−→ π−π0ντ spectrum (bot-
tom, with mean in green that agrees with CMD-3). Tau data yields a∼ 10×10−10 larger value.
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Figure 1: The ππ(γ) contribution to aHVP, LO
µ around the ρ peak, obtained from the

e+e−→ π+π−(γ) cross section (top) and di-pion τ decays (bottom).

In our recent paper [60] we translate these results into the window quantities introduced
in Ref. [14], as used in [67]. The corresponding weights in Euclidean time or energy (the
latter reproduced here as Fig. 2) are shown in Fig. 1 of [67]. It is important to clarify that
the names can be misleading, as the intermediate window (of simply ’the window’) receives
significant contributions from both low and high energies. Similarly, the short-distance win-
dow is still mildly sensitive to hadronization, and the tail of the long-distance window enters

3



SciPost Physics Submission

the perturbative regime. This observation needs to be taken into account when interpreting
results in the different windows, with respect to the expected theory uncertainty. It is also
crucial that the contributions of these windows to aHVP

µ scale as ∼ 1 : 10 : 25, respectively, so
that the relative accuracy needed varies substantially between them.
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Θwin

ΘLD
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1.0
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Θ

Figure 2: Normalized weights of the short-distance (SD), intermediate (win, also
int) and long-distance (LD) windows in

p
s [67].

Our main results for the three different window contributions to aHVP
µ are plotted in Fig. 3,

where the consistency among the different τ measurements is evident. In the SD and int
windows, e+e− (from Ref. [67]) and τ data-based values are at odds.

Our τ-based ππ contribution to aHVP, LO
µ is supplemented with that from the remaining

modes in order to compare it directly with the full evaluations. For this we considered two
approaches, as explained in detail in Ref. [60], and took the difference between them as the
uncertainty associated to this procedure. In this way, we found the results shown in Fig. 4.
There is a clear trend of τ-based evaluations agreeing with the lattice results, while the e+e−

ones differ markedly with both.

3 Conclusion

We have reviewed our τ-based evaluation of the dominant di-pion contribution to aHVP, LO
µ

[41, 60]. Interestingly, it agrees nicely with the lattice QCD computations in the so-called
intermediate window (as well as in the other ones), with the e+e−-based results differing
clearly with both. In light of these findings and the CMD-3 data (which is compatible with
the lattice and τ-based results), the consistency of the different e+e− → π−π− data seem
puzzling, and further work appears needed to clarify this situation. This would be extremely
important for interpreting the final FNAL measurement of aµ, concluding on possible new
physics contributions through its comparison with the SM prediction, which is not clear enough
at the moment.
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Figure 3: Window quantities (SD top, int medium, and LD bottom) for the 2π con-
tribution below 1.0GeV to aHVP

µ according to our reference results. The blue band
displays the mean from τ data, with the e+e− result from [67].

Funding information The work of P. M. has been supported by the European Union’s Hori-
zon 2020 Research and Innovation Programme under grant 824093 (H2020-INFRAIA-2018-
1), the Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación under grant PID2020-112965GB-I00, and by the
Secretaria d’Universitats i Recerca del Departament d’Empresa i Coneixement de la Generalitat
de Catalunya under grant 2021 SGR 00649. IFAE is partially funded by the CERCA program of
the Generalitat de Catalunya. A. M. is also supported by MICINN with funding from European
Union NextGenerationEU (PRTR-C17.I1) and by Generalitat de Catalunya. P. R. thanks partial
funding from Conahcyt (México).

5



SciPost Physics Submission

RBC/UKQCD 2018

ETMC 2021

ETMC 2022

RBC/UKQCD 2023

BMW 2020

Mainz 2022

BMW 2020/KNT

Colangelo et al. 2022

Davier et al. 2023 [ee]

τ-data O(p^4) <1 GeV

τ-data O(p^6) <1 GeV

τ-data O(p^4)

τ-data O(p^6)

Davier et al. 2023 [τ]

220 225 230 235 240

aμ
int x 1010

Figure 4: Comparison of the total intermediate window contribution to aHVP, LO
µ

according to lattice QCD, e+e− and τ data-driven evaluations. The blue band
corresponds to the weighted average of the lattice results excluding RBC/UKQCD
2018 [14] and ETMC 2021 [52] (superseded by refs. [61] and [66], respectively).

References

[1] B. Abi et al. [Muon g-2], “Measurement of the Positive Muon Anomalous Mag-
netic Moment to 0.46 ppm,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) no.14, 141801,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141801.

[2] D. P. Aguillard et al. [Muon g-2], “Measurement of the Positive Muon Anoma-
lous Magnetic Moment to 0.20 ppm,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.16, 161802,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.161802.

[3] G. W. Bennett et al. [Muon g-2], “Final Report of the Muon E821 Anoma-
lous Magnetic Moment Measurement at BNL,” Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006), 072003,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.73.072003.

[4] T. Aoyama et al. “The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon in the Standard Model,”
Phys. Rept. 887 (2020), 1-166, doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2020.07.006.

[5] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, B. Malaescu and Z. Zhang, “Reevaluation of the hadronic vacuum
polarisation contributions to the Standard Model predictions of the muon g − 2 and
α(m2

Z) using newest hadronic cross-section data,” Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) no.12, 827,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5161-6.

[6] A. Keshavarzi, D. Nomura and T. Teubner, “Muon g − 2 and α(M2
Z): a new data-based

analysis,” Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) no.11, 114025, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.97.114025.

[7] G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter and P. Stoffer, “Two-pion contribution to hadronic vacuum
polarization,” JHEP 02 (2019), 006, doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2019)006.

[8] M. Hoferichter, B. L. Hoid and B. Kubis, “Three-pion contribution to hadronic vacuum
polarization,” JHEP 08 (2019), 137, doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2019)137.

[9] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, B. Malaescu and Z. Zhang, “A new evaluation of the hadronic
vacuum polarisation contributions to the muon anomalous magnetic moment and to
α(m2

Z),” Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.3, 241 [erratum: Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.5,
410], doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7792-2.

6

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.161802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.072003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5161-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.114025
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)006
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)137
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7792-2


SciPost Physics Submission

[10] A. Keshavarzi, D. Nomura and T. Teubner, “g − 2 of charged leptons, α(M2
Z) ,

and the hyperfine splitting of muonium,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.1, 014029,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014029.

[11] A. Kurz, T. Liu, P. Marquard and M. Steinhauser, “Hadronic contribution to the muon
anomalous magnetic moment to next-to-next-to-leading order,” Phys. Lett. B 734 (2014),
144-147, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2014.05.043.

[12] B. Chakraborty et al. [Fermilab Lattice, LATTICE-HPQCD and MILC], “Strong-
Isospin-Breaking Correction to the Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment from Lat-
tice QCD at the Physical Point,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) no.15, 152001,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.152001.

[13] S. Borsanyi et al. [Budapest-Marseille-Wuppertal], “Hadronic vacuum polarization con-
tribution to the anomalous magnetic moments of leptons from first principles,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 121 (2018) no.2, 022002, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.022002.

[14] T. Blum et al. [RBC and UKQCD], “Calculation of the hadronic vacuum polarization con-
tribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) no.2,
022003, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.022003.

[15] D. Giusti, V. Lubicz, G. Martinelli, F. Sanfilippo and S. Simula, “Electromagnetic and
strong isospin-breaking corrections to the muon g − 2 from Lattice QCD+QED,” Phys.
Rev. D 99 (2019) no.11, 114502, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.114502.

[16] E. Shintani et al. [PACS], “Hadronic vacuum polarization contribution to the muon g−2
with 2+1 flavor lattice QCD on a larger than (10 fm)4 lattice at the physical point,” Phys.
Rev. D 100 (2019) no.3, 034517, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.034517.

[17] C. T. H. Davies et al. [Fermilab Lattice, LATTICE-HPQCD and MILC], “Hadronic-
vacuum-polarization contribution to the muon’s anomalous magnetic mo-
ment from four-flavor lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.3, 034512,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034512.

[18] A. Gérardin, M. Cè, G. von Hippel, B. Hörz, H. B. Meyer, D. Mohler, K. Ottnad, J. Wilhelm
and H. Wittig, “The leading hadronic contribution to (g − 2)µ from lattice QCD with
Nf = 2 + 1 flavours of O(a) improved Wilson quarks,” Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) no.1,
014510, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.014510.

[19] C. Aubin, T. Blum, C. Tu, M. Golterman, C. Jung and S. Peris, “Light quark vacuum
polarization at the physical point and contribution to the muon g −2,” Phys. Rev. D 101
(2020) no.1, 014503, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014503.

[20] D. Giusti and S. Simula, “Lepton anomalous magnetic moments in Lattice QCD+QED,”
PoS LATTICE2019 (2019), 104, doi:10.22323/1.363.0104.

[21] K. Melnikov and A. Vainshtein, “Hadronic light-by-light scattering contribution to
the muon anomalous magnetic moment revisited,” Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004), 113006,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.70.113006.

[22] P. Masjuan and P. Sánchez-Puertas, “Pseudoscalar-pole contribution to the
(gµ − 2): a rational approach,” Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) no.5, 054026,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.054026.

7

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.05.043
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.152001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.022002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.022003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.114502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.034517
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.014510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.014503
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.363.0104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.113006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.054026


SciPost Physics Submission

[23] G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, M. Procura and P. Stoffer, “Dispersion relation for
hadronic light-by-light scattering: two-pion contributions,” JHEP 04 (2017), 161,
doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2017)161.

[24] M. Hoferichter, B. L. Hoid, B. Kubis, S. Leupold and S. P. Schneider, “Dispersion
relation for hadronic light-by-light scattering: pion pole,” JHEP 10 (2018), 141,
doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2018)141.

[25] A. Gérardin, H. B. Meyer and A. Nyffeler, “Lattice calculation of the pion transition
form factor with N f = 2 + 1 Wilson quarks,” Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) no.3, 034520,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.034520.

[26] J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson and A. Rodríguez-Sánchez, “Short-distance con-
straints for the HLbL contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment,” Phys.
Lett. B 798 (2019), 134994, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134994.

[27] G. Colangelo, F. Hagelstein, M. Hoferichter, L. Laub and P. Stoffer, “Longitudinal short-
distance constraints for the hadronic light-by-light contribution to (g−2)µ with large-Nc
Regge models,” JHEP 03 (2020), 101, doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2020)101.

[28] V. Pauk and M. Vanderhaeghen, “Single meson contributions to the muon‘s anomalous
magnetic moment,” Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) no.8, 3008, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-
014-3008-y.

[29] I. Danilkin and M. Vanderhaeghen, “Light-by-light scattering sum rules in light of new
data,” Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) no.1, 014019, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.014019.

[30] F. Jegerlehner, “The Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Muon,” Springer Tracts Mod.
Phys. 274 (2017), pp.1-693, Springer, 2017, doi:10.1007/978-3-319-63577-4.

[31] M. Knecht, S. Narison, A. Rabemananjara and D. Rabetiarivony, “Scalar meson contribu-
tions to aµ from hadronic light-by-light scattering,” Phys. Lett. B 787 (2018), 111-123,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.10.048.

[32] G. Eichmann, C. S. Fischer and R. Williams, “Kaon-box contribution to the anoma-
lous magnetic moment of the muon,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.5, 054015,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.054015.

[33] P. Roig and P. Sánchez-Puertas, “Axial-vector exchange contribution to the hadronic light-
by-light piece of the muon anomalous magnetic moment,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.7,
074019, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074019.

[34] G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, A. Nyffeler, M. Passera and P. Stoffer, “Remarks on
higher-order hadronic corrections to the muon g-2,” Phys. Lett. B 735 (2014), 90-91,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2014.06.012.

[35] T. Blum, N. Christ, M. Hayakawa, T. Izubuchi, L. Jin, C. Jung and C. Lehner,
“Hadronic Light-by-Light Scattering Contribution to the Muon Anomalous Mag-
netic Moment from Lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020) no.13, 132002,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.132002.

[36] T. Aoyama, M. Hayakawa, T. Kinoshita and M. Nio, “Complete Tenth-Order
QED Contribution to the Muon g-2,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012), 111808,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.111808.

8

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)161
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)141
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.034520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134994
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)101
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3008-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3008-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.014019
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-63577-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.10.048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.054015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.132002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.111808


SciPost Physics Submission

[37] T. Aoyama, T. Kinoshita and M. Nio, “Theory of the Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the
Electron,” Atoms 7 (2019) no.1, 28, doi:10.3390/atoms7010028.

[38] A. Czarnecki, W. J. Marciano and A. Vainshtein, “Refinements in electroweak contribu-
tions to the muon anomalous magnetic moment,” Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003), 073006 [er-
ratum: Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006), 119901], doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.67.073006.

[39] C. Gnendiger, D. Stöckinger and H. Stöckinger-Kim, “The electroweak contributions to
(g − 2)µ after the Higgs boson mass measurement,” Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013), 053005,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.053005.

[40] G. Colangelo et al. “Prospects for precise predictions of aµ in the Standard Model,”
[arXiv:2203.15810 [hep-ph]], contribution to Snowmass.

[41] J. A. Miranda and P. Roig, “New τ-based evaluation of the hadronic contribution to the
vacuum polarization piece of the muon anomalous magnetic moment,” Phys. Rev. D 102
(2020), 114017, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114017.

[42] P. Masjuan, P. Roig and P. Sánchez-Puertas, “The interplay of transverse degrees of free-
dom and axial-vector mesons with short-distance constraints in g-2,” J. Phys. G 49 (2022)
no.1, 015002, doi:10.1088/1361-6471/ac3892.

[43] J. Lüdtke and M. Procura, “Effects of longitudinal short-distance constraints on the
hadronic light-by-light contribution to the muon g− 2,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.12,
1108, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08611-6.

[44] J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, L. Laub and A. Rodríguez-Sánchez, “The two-loop
perturbative correction to the (g − 2)µ HLbL at short distances,” JHEP 04 (2021), 240,
doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)240.

[45] L. Cappiello, O. Catà and G. D’Ambrosio, “Scalar resonances in the hadronic light-
by-light contribution to the muon (g-2),” Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) no.5, 056020,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.056020.

[46] E. H. Chao, R. J. Hudspith, A. Gérardin, J. R. Green, H. B. Meyer and K. Ottnad, “Hadronic
light-by-light contribution to (g − 2)µ from lattice QCD: a complete calculation,” Eur.
Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.7, 651, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09455-4.

[47] G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, B. Kubis, M. Niehus and J. R. de Elvira, “Chiral ex-
trapolation of hadronic vacuum polarization,” Phys. Lett. B 825 (2022), 136852,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136852.

[48] G. Colangelo, F. Hagelstein, M. Hoferichter, L. Laub and P. Stoffer, “Short-distance con-
straints for the longitudinal component of the hadronic light-by-light amplitude: an up-
date,” Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.8, 702, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09513-x.

[49] I. Danilkin, M. Hoferichter and P. Stoffer, “A dispersive estimate of scalar contri-
butions to hadronic light-by-light scattering,” Phys. Lett. B 820 (2021), 136502,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136502.

[50] M. Hoferichter and T. Teubner, “Mixed Leptonic and Hadronic Corrections to the Anoma-
lous Magnetic Moment of the Muon,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (2022) no.11, 112002,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.112002.

9

https://doi.org/10.3390/atoms7010028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.073006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.053005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ac3892
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08611-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)240
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.056020
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09455-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136852
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09513-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.112002


SciPost Physics Submission

[51] J. Leutgeb and A. Rebhan, “Hadronic light-by-light contribution to the muon g-2
from holographic QCD with massive pions,” Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) no.9, 094017,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.094017.

[52] D. Giusti and S. Simula, “Window contributions to the muon hadronic vac-
uum polarization with twisted-mass fermions,” PoS LATTICE2021 (2022), 189,
doi:10.22323/1.396.0189.

[53] Á. Miramontes, A. Bashir, K. Raya and P. Roig, “Pion and Kaon box contribution to
aµHLbL,” Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) no.7, 074013, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.074013.

[54] V. Biloshytskyi, E. H. Chao, A. Gérardin, J. R. Green, F. Hagelstein, H. B. Meyer, J. Parrino
and V. Pascalutsa, “Forward light-by-light scattering and electromagnetic correction to
hadronic vacuum polarization,” JHEP 03 (2023), 194, doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2023)194.

[55] G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter, B. Kubis and P. Stoffer, “Isospin-breaking effects in
the two-pion contribution to hadronic vacuum polarization,” JHEP 10 (2022), 032,
doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2022)032.

[56] J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson and A. Rodríguez-Sánchez, “Constraints on the
hadronic light-by-light in the Melnikov-Vainshtein regime,” JHEP 02 (2023), 167,
doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2023)167.

[57] D. Boito, M. Golterman, K. Maltman and S. Peris, “Evaluation of the three-flavor quark-
disconnected contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment from experimental
data,” Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) no.9, 093003, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.093003.

[58] D. Boito, M. Golterman, K. Maltman and S. Peris, “Data-based determination of the
isospin-limit light-quark-connected contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of
the muon,” Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) no.7, 074001, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074001.

[59] D. Stamen, D. Hariharan, M. Hoferichter, B. Kubis and P. Stoffer, “Kaon electro-
magnetic form factors in dispersion theory,” Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.5, 432
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10348-3.

[60] P. Masjuan, A. Miranda and P. Roig, “τ data-driven evaluation of Euclidean win-
dows for the hadronic vacuum polarization,” Phys. Lett. B 850 (2024), 138492,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138492.

[61] T. Blum et al. [RBC and UKQCD], “Update of Euclidean windows of the
hadronic vacuum polarization,” Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) no.5, 054507,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054507.

[62] J. Lüdtke, M. Procura and P. Stoffer, “Dispersion relations for hadronic light-by-light scat-
tering in triangle kinematics,” JHEP 04 (2023), 125, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2023)125.

[63] M. Davier, D. Díaz-Calderón, B. Malaescu, A. Pich, A. Rodríguez-Sánchez and Z. Zhang,
“The Euclidean Adler function and its interplay with ∆αhad

QED and αs,” JHEP 04 (2023),
067, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2023)067.

[64] S. J. Wang, Z. Fang and L. Y. Dai, “Two body final states production in electron-
positron annihilation and their contributions to (g-2)µ,” JHEP 07 (2023), 037,
doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2023)037.

10

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.094017
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.396.0189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.074013
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)194
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)032
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)167
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.093003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074001
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10348-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138492
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054507
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)125
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)067
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)037


SciPost Physics Submission

[65] M. Cè et al. “Window observable for the hadronic vacuum polarization contribu-
tion to the muon g-2 from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) no.11, 114502,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.114502.

[66] C. Alexandrou et al. [Extended Twisted Mass], “Lattice calculation of the short and in-
termediate time-distance hadronic vacuum polarization contributions to the muon mag-
netic moment using twisted-mass fermions,” Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) no.7, 074506,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074506.

[67] G. Colangelo, A. X. El-Khadra, M. Hoferichter, A. Keshavarzi, C. Lehner, P. Stof-
fer and T. Teubner, “Data-driven evaluations of Euclidean windows to scru-
tinize hadronic vacuum polarization,” Phys. Lett. B 833 (2022), 137313,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137313.

[68] G. Benton, D. Boito, M. Golterman, A. Keshavarzi, K. Maltman and S. Peris, “Data-
Driven Determination of the Light-Quark Connected Component of the Intermediate-
Window Contribution to the Muon g-2,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.25, 251803,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.251803.

[69] C. Lehner and A. S. Meyer, “Consistency of hadronic vacuum polarization
between lattice QCD and the R-ratio,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020), 074515,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074515.

[70] G. Wang et al. [chiQCD], “Muon g-2 with overlap valence fermions,” Phys. Rev. D 107
(2023) no.3, 034513, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.034513.

[71] C. Aubin, T. Blum, M. Golterman and S. Peris, “Muon anomalous magnetic moment with
staggered fermions: Is the lattice spacing small enough?,” Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) no.5,
054503, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054503.

[72] A. Bazavov et al. [Fermilab Lattice, HPQCD, and MILC], “Light-quark con-
nected intermediate-window contributions to the muon g-2 hadronic vac-
uum polarization from lattice QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) no.11, 114514,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.107.114514.

[73] M. Davier, Z. Fodor, A. Gerardin, L. Lellouch, B. Malaescu, F. M. Stokes, K. K. Szabo,
B. C. Toth, L. Varnhorst and Z. Zhang, “Hadronic vacuum polarization: comparing lattice
QCD and data-driven results in systematically improvable ways,” Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024)
no.7, 076019, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.109.076019.

[74] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, A. M. Lutz, B. Malaescu and Z. Zhang, “Tensions in
e+e− → π+π−(γ) measurements: the new landscape of data-driven hadronic vacuum
polarization predictions for the muon g − 2,” [arXiv:2312.02053 [hep-ph]].

[75] M. Hoferichter, G. Colangelo, B. L. Hoid, B. Kubis, J. R. de Elvira, D. Schuh,
D. Stamen and P. Stoffer, “Phenomenological Estimate of Isospin Breaking in
Hadronic Vacuum Polarization,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023) no.16, 161905,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.161905.

[76] J. Bijnens, N. Hermansson-Truedsson, L. Laub and A. Rodríguez-Sánchez, “Short-distance
HLbL contributions to the muon anomalous magnetic moment beyond perturbation the-
ory,” JHEP 10 (2020), 203 doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2020)203.

[77] E. H. Chao, A. Gérardin, J. R. Green, R. J. Hudspith and H. B. Meyer, “Hadronic light-by-
light contribution to (g − 2)µ from lattice QCD with SU(3) flavor symmetry,” Eur. Phys.
J. C 80 (2020) no.9, 869 doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08444-3.

11

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.114502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.251803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.034513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.114514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.076019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.161905
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)203
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08444-3


SciPost Physics Submission

[78] G. Colangelo, M. Hoferichter and P. Stoffer, “Constraints on the two-pion con-
tribution to hadronic vacuum polarization,” Phys. Lett. B 814 (2021), 136073
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136073.

[79] B. L. Hoid, M. Hoferichter and B. Kubis, “Hadronic vacuum polarization and vector-
meson resonance parameters from e+e− → π0γ,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.10, 988,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08550-2.

[80] A. Miranda, P. Roig and P. Sánchez-Puertas, “Axial-vector exchange contri-
bution to the hyperfine splitting,” Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) no.1, 016017,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.016017.

[81] R. Escribano, J. A. Miranda and P. Roig, “Radiative corrections to the
τ− → (P1P2)−ντ(P1,2 = π, K) decays,” Phys. Rev. D 109 (2024) no.5, 053003,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.109.053003.

[82] P. Roig, A. Guevara and G. López Castro, “V V ′P form factors in resonance chiral theory
and the π−η−η′ light-by-light contribution to the muon g−2,” Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014)
no.7, 073016, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.073016.

[83] A. Guevara, P. Roig and J. J. Sanz-Cillero, “Pseudoscalar pole light-by-light contri-
butions to the muon (g − 2) in Resonance Chiral Theory,” JHEP 06 (2018), 160,
doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2018)160.

[84] K. Raya, A. Bashir and P. Roig, “Contribution of neutral pseudoscalar mesons to aH LbL
µ

within a Schwinger-Dyson equations approach to QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.7,
074021, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074021.

[85] S. Borsanyi et al. “Leading hadronic contribution to the muon magnetic moment from
lattice QCD,” Nature 593 (2021) no.7857, 51-55, doi:10.1038/s41586-021-03418-1.

[86] F. V. Ignatov et al. [CMD-3], “Measurement of the e+e− → π+π− cross section from
threshold to 1.2 GeV with the CMD-3 detector,” [arXiv:2302.08834 [hep-ex]].

[87] F. V. Ignatov et al. [CMD-3], “Measurement of the pion formfactor with CMD-3 detector
and its implication to the hadronic contribution to muon (g-2),” [arXiv:2309.12910 [hep-
ex]].

[88] R. R. Akhmetshin et al. [CMD-2], “Reanalysis of hadronic cross-section measurements at
CMD-2,” Phys. Lett. B 578 (2004), 285-289, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2003.10.108.

[89] V. M. Aul’chenko et al. [CMD-2], “Measurement of the pion form-factor in the range
1.04-GeV to 1.38-GeV with the CMD-2 detector,” JETP Lett. 82 (2005), 743-747,
doi:10.1134/1.2175241.

[90] T. K. Pedlar et al. [CLEO], “Precision measurements of the timelike electromag-
netic form-factors of pion, kaon, and proton,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005), 261803,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.261803.

[91] V. M. Aul’chenko et al. “Measurement of the e+ e- to pi+ pi- cross section with the CMD-
2 detector in the 370 - 520-MeV c.m. energy range,” JETP Lett. 84 (2006), 413-417,
doi:10.1134/S0021364006200021.

[92] R. R. Akhmetshin et al. [CMD-2], “High-statistics measurement of the pion form factor in
the rho-meson energy range with the CMD-2 detector,” Phys. Lett. B 648 (2007), 28-38,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2007.01.073.

12

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136073
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08550-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.016017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.053003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.073016
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)160
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074021
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03418-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.10.108
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.2175241
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.261803
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364006200021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.01.073


SciPost Physics Submission

[93] M. N. Achasov et al. “Update of the e+e− → π+π− cross-section measured by SND de-
tector in the energy region 400 MeV < E < 1000 MeV,” J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 103 (2006),
380-384, doi:10.1134/S106377610609007X.

[94] F. Ambrosino et al. [KLOE], “Measurement ofσ(e+e−→ π+π−γ(γ) and the dipion contri-
bution to the muon anomaly with the KLOE detector,” Phys. Lett. B 670 (2009), 285-291,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2008.10.060.

[95] F. Ambrosino et al. [KLOE], “Measurement of σ(e+e− → π+π−) from threshold to 0.85
GeV2 using Initial State Radiation with the KLOE detector,” Phys. Lett. B 700 (2011),
102-110, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.055.

[96] D. Babusci et al. [KLOE], “Precision measurement of
σ(e+e− → π+π−γ)/σ(e+e− → µ+µ−γ) and determination of the π+π− contribu-
tion to the muon anomaly with the KLOE detector,” Phys. Lett. B 720 (2013), 336-343,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2013.02.029.

[97] A. Anastasi et al. [KLOE-2], “Combination of KLOEσ
�

e+e−→ π+π−γ(γ)
�

measurements
and determination of aπ

+π−

µ in the energy range 0.10< s < 0.95 GeV2,” JHEP 03 (2018),
173, doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2018)173.

[98] J. P. Lees et al. [BaBar], “Precise Measurement of the e+e− → π+π−(γ) Cross Section
with the Initial-State Radiation Method at BABAR,” Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012), 032013,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.86.032013.

[99] M. Ablikim et al. [BESIII], “Measurement of the e+e−→ π+π− cross section between 600
and 900 MeV using initial state radiation,” Phys. Lett. B 753 (2016), 629-638 [erratum:
Phys. Lett. B 812 (2021), 135982], doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2015.11.043.

[100] M. N. Achasov et al. [SND], “Measurement of the e+e− → π+π− process cross section
with the SND detector at the VEPP-2000 collider in the energy region 0.525<

p
s < 0.883

GeV,” JHEP 01 (2021), 113, doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2021)113.

[101] P. Banerjee et al. “Theory for muon-electron scattering @ 10 ppm: A report of the
MUonE theory initiative,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) no.6, 591. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-
020-8138-9.

[102] G. Abbiendi, “Status of the MUonE experiment,” Phys. Scripta 97 (2022) no.5, 054007,
doi:10.1088/1402-4896/ac6297.

[103] H. Iinuma [J-PARC muon g-2/EDM], “New approach to the muon g-2 and EDM
experiment at J-PARC,” J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 295 (2011), 012032 doi:10.1088/1742-
6596/295/1/012032.

[104] R. Alemany, M. Davier and A. Höcker, “Improved determination of the hadronic contri-
bution to the muon (g-2) and to alpha (M(z)) using new data from hadronic tau decays,”
Eur. Phys. J. C 2 (1998), 123-135, doi:10.1007/s100520050127.

[105] S. Narison, “Muon and tau anomalies updated,” Phys. Lett. B 513 (2001), 53-70 [erra-
tum: Phys. Lett. B 526 (2002), 414-415], doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00743-2.

[106] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker and H. Neufeld, “Isospin violation and the magnetic moment of
the muon,” Phys. Lett. B 513 (2001), 361-370, doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00764-X.

[107] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker and H. Neufeld, “Radiative tau decay and the magnetic moment
of the muon,” JHEP 08 (2002), 002, doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2002/08/002.

13

https://doi.org/10.1134/S106377610609007X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.10.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.02.029
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)173
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.032013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.11.043
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)113
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8138-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8138-9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ac6297
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/295/1/012032
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/295/1/012032
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520050127
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00743-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00764-X
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/08/002


SciPost Physics Submission

[108] M. Davier, S. Eidelman, A. Höcker and Z. Zhang, “Confronting spectral functions from
e+ e- annihilation and tau decays: Consequences for the muon magnetic moment,” Eur.
Phys. J. C 27 (2003), 497-521, doi:10.1140/epjc/s2003-01136-2.

[109] M. Davier, S. Eidelman, A. Höcker and Z. Zhang, “Updated estimate of the muon mag-
netic moment using revised results from e+ e- annihilation,” Eur. Phys. J. C 31 (2003),
503-510, doi:10.1140/epjc/s2003-01362-6.

[110] K. Maltman, “Constraints on the I=1 hadronic tau decay and e+e- -> hadrons
data sets and implications for the muon (g-2),” Phys. Lett. B 633 (2006), 512-518,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2005.12.032.

[111] K. Maltman and C. E. Wolfe, “Isospin breaking in the relation between the tau- ->
nu(tau) pi- pi0 and e+ e- -> pi+ pi- versions of |F(pi)(s)|**2 and implications for (g-
2)(mu),” Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006), 013004, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.73.013004.

[112] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, G. López Castro, B. Malaescu, X. H. Mo, G. Toledo Sánchez,
P. Wang, C. Z. Yuan and Z. Zhang, “The Discrepancy Between tau and e+e- Spectral
Functions Revisited and the Consequences for the Muon Magnetic Anomaly,” Eur. Phys.
J. C 66 (2010), 127-136, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1219-4.

[113] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, B. Malaescu and Z. Zhang, “Reevaluation of the Hadronic Con-
tributions to the Muon g-2 and to alpha(MZ),” Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011), 1515 [erratum:
Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012), 1874], doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1874-8.

[114] M. Benayoun, P. David, L. DelBuono and F. Jegerlehner, “Upgraded Breaking Of The HLS
Model: A Full Solution to the τ−e+e− and φ Decay Issues And Its Consequences On g-2
VMD Estimates,” Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012), 1848, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1848-2.

[115] M. Davier, A. Höcker, B. Malaescu, C. Z. Yuan and Z. Zhang, “Update of the ALEPH
non-strange spectral functions from hadronic τ decays,” Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) no.3,
2803, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2803-9.

[116] M. Bruno, T. Izubuchi, C. Lehner and A. Meyer, “On isospin breaking in τ decays for
(g −2)µ from Lattice QCD,” PoS LATTICE2018 (2018), 135, doi:10.22323/1.334.0135.

[117] S. Narison, “QCD parameters and SM-high precisions from e+e -> Hadrons,” Nucl.
Phys. A 1039 (2023), 122744, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2023.122744

[118] L. Esparza-Arellano, A. Rojas and G. Toledo, “Sizing the double pole resonant enhance-
ment in e+e− → π0π0γ cross section and τ− → π−π0ντγ decay,” Phys. Rev. D 108
(2023) no.11, 116020, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116020.

[119] S. Weinberg, “Phenomenological Lagrangians,” Physica A 96 (1979) no.1-2, 327-340,
doi:10.1016/0378-4371(79)90223-1.

[120] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, “Chiral Perturbation Theory to One Loop,” Annals Phys.
158 (1984), 142, doi:10.1016/0003-4916(84)90242-2.

[121] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, “Chiral Perturbation Theory: Expansions in the Mass of the
Strange Quark,” Nucl. Phys. B 250 (1985), 465-516, doi:10.1016/0550-3213(85)90492-
4.

[122] G. Ecker, J. Gasser, A. Pich and E. de Rafael, “The Role of Resonances in Chiral Perturba-
tion Theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 321 (1989), 311-342, doi:10.1016/0550-3213(89)90346-5.

14

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01136-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01362-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.12.032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.013004
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1219-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1874-8
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1848-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2803-9
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.334.0135
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2023.122744
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116020
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(79)90223-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(84)90242-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90492-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90492-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90346-5


SciPost Physics Submission

[123] G. Ecker, J. Gasser, H. Leutwyler, A. Pich and E. de Rafael, “Chiral Lagrangians
for Massive Spin 1 Fields,” Phys. Lett. B 223 (1989), 425-432, doi:10.1016/0370-
2693(89)91627-4.

[124] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker, M. Eidemuller, R. Kaiser, A. Pich and J. Portolés, “Towards a
consistent estimate of the chiral low-energy constants,” Nucl. Phys. B 753 (2006), 139-
177, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.07.010.

[125] K. Kampf and J. Novotny, “Resonance saturation in the odd-intrinsic parity sector of
low-energy QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011), 014036, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.014036.

[126] P. Roig and J. J. Sanz Cillero, “Consistent high-energy constraints in the anomalous QCD
sector,” Phys. Lett. B 733 (2014), 158-163, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2014.04.034.

[127] G. ’t Hooft, “A Planar Diagram Theory for Strong Interactions,” Nucl. Phys. B 72 (1974),
461 doi:10.1016/0550-3213(74)90154-0.

15

https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91627-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)91627-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.014036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.04.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90154-0

	Introduction
	Lg in the SM
	Conclusion
	References

