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The hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP) contributions to the muon g—2 are the crucial quantity
to resolve whether new physics is present or not in the comparison between the Standard Model
(SM) prediction and experimental measurements at Fermilab. They are commonly and historically
determined via dispersion relations using a vast catalogue of experimentally measured, low-energy

et

e~ — hadrons cross section data as input. These dispersive estimates result in a SM prediction

that exhibits a muon g—2 discrepancy of more than 50 when compared to experiment. However,
recent lattice QCD evaluations of the HVP and a new hadronic cross section measurement from
the CMD-3 experiment favor a no-new-physics scenario and, therefore, exhibit a common tension

with the previous e™

e~ — hadrons data. This study explores the current and future implications

of these two scenarios on other observables that are also sensitive to the HVP contributions in the
hope that they may provide independent tests of the current tensions observed in the muon g—2.

Introduction.— The anomalous magnetic moment of
the muon, a, = (g, — 2)/2, stands amongst the best
probes of the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics
and its possible extensions. Recently, the Muon g—2
Experiment at Fermilab announced a new experimental
(exp) measurement of a, [1, 2] which, when combined
with the previous and consistent results from the same
experiment [3-6] (and from the earlier Muon g—2 Experi-
ment at Brookhaven [7-9]), results in a new world average
of a%® = 116592059(22) x 10! with an unprecedented
precision of 190 parts-per-billion (ppb).

The most recent, community-approved SM prediction
of a, from the Muon g—2 Theory Initiative [10-30] re-
lies on the hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP) contri-
bution, ay,"", being entirely evaluated using the data-
driven, dispersive approach [15-25, 31-45]. This method
uses measured eTe™ — hadrons cross section data (opaq)
as input and the leading-order (LO) HVP contribution
was found by the Theory Initiative to be [10, 15-20]

(a;"")tt .- = (693.1£4.0) x 10717, (1)

This, when combined with the updated values for the
other SM contributions, resulted in a SM prediction of
az = 116591810(43) x 1071t [10-30]. Comparing apy”
with the current experimental world average leads to

Aa, = a® —a) = (24.9£48) x 1070, (2)

yielding a discrepancy of 5.1 ¢ and implying the presence
of physics beyond the SM (BSM).

a™F can now be calculated from first-principles lat-
tice QCD methods [10] (see also [46-57]). In particular,
the BMW lattice QCD collaboration (BMWc) first com-

puted a;¥" with sub per-cent precision [56] and found
(afvP)pMy, = (707.5 + 5.5) x 10719, which is evidently

larger than the Theory Initiative value [10]. They have
since updated their result to [57]

(¥ ), = (7141 +3.3) x 10717, (3)

w Lattice

which reduces Aay, to 0.90 (fully consistent with a® at
the current level of precision) at the expense of generat-
ing a 4.00 tension with Eq. (1). These results have been
partially confirmed by other lattice QCD studies of the
so-called window quantities [47, 58—62], which further in-
creases the tension between lattice QCD evaluations and
(ap"")%,- in the intermediate window [63] where the
lattice QCD computations are most proficient.
Increasing the hadronic cross section to accommodate
Aay, in (a,,V") - requires shifts below ~ 1 GeV to avoid
inconsistency with the electroweak precision fits [64—68].
Indeed, a large portion of the differences observed be-
tween (a,“")}, - and lattice QCD evaluations domi-
nantly originate from the light-quark-connected contri-
butions (which in-turn are dominated by 7#+7~) [69, 70].
The potential for light new physics affecting the interpre-
tation of ete™ data was also investigated in [71-75].
Recently, the CMD-3 experiment released a new mea-
surement of the ete™ — 77w~ cross section [76, 77]. It
covers the energy range from 0.32 to 1.2 GeV, therefore
capturing the dominant p-resonance region, and is ~ 20-
40 higher than all previous ete™ — w77~ cross sec-
tion measurements in the same region [78-89]. Although
(a7T)c>? covers a limited energy range, it goes in the
same direction as the BMWec result of Eq. (3), thereby
also suggesting consistency between a;;? and a}.
Several updates and improvements on all fronts are
expected soon which may help shed light on the current
puzzling picture. New results of the et e™ — 77~ cross
section are expected from the BaBar [90], Belle IT [91],
BESIII [92], CMD-3 [93], KLOE [94] and SND [95] ex-
periments in the next 2-4 years, with theoretical improve-
ments also expected for the higher-order QED correc-
tions which are paramount for these measurements (see
g. [96]). New full HVP determinations from other lat-
tice QCD collaborations are also expected soon, as well
as new dispersive determinations of the HVP incorpo-
rating new eTe~ — hadrons cross section data. In ad-
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Representative Feynman diagrams for observables that are sensitive to the leading HVP contribution: leptonic g—2

(diagram (a)), running of a and sin® Oy (diagram (b)), and Muonium HFS (diagrams (c) and (d)).

dition, a direct experimental measurement of a'VF, has

been proposed and is in preparation by the MUonE ex-
periment [97-101].

This letter adds to this catalogue of probes other ob-
servables that are sensitive to HVP effects and, therefore,
be used as additional indirect tools to scrutinize the dif-
ferences in a2VF. The new data from CMD-3 are used
to perform numerical analyses and provide analytical ex-
pressions relating the HVP contributions of other observ-
ables to a,"". The current and future implications of
the CMD-3 data (and, by data-based proxy, the increase
of (a;"" )pa. compared to dispersive estimates) are as-
sessed and quantified for the electron, muon and tau
g—2, the running of the QED coupling constant («), the
low-energy weak mixing angle (sin? 6y (0)) and the Muo-
nium hyperfine splitting (HFS). The conclusions drawn
focus upon how new, precise experimental measurements
of these observables could be sensitive to the differences
observed due to the CMD-3 data in a),"" and, therefore,
provide additional robust tests of the current tensions.

Impact of the CMD-3 data.— The CMD-3 measure-
ment of the 77~ final state [76] is larger than all previ-
ous 7T~ measurements by 20-40, resulting in it being
comparatively larger than the compilation by the KNT
collaboration in 2019 (referred to as KNT19) [20]. Given
it is not expected that the differences between these mea-
surements will be reconciled, and that no new compila-
tion of ™7~ measurements including the CMD-3 data
has yet been performed, two scenarios can be compared
and analysed: (1) opag = KNT19. The previous data are
correct and the new CMD-3 data are not used. (2) opaq =
KNT19/CMD-3. The CMD-3 data are correct therefore
are substituted into and replace the KNT19 data only in
their available energy range.

The electron, muon and tau g—2, the running of the
QED coupling constant, the low-energy weak mixing an-
gle and the Muonium HFS are all sensitive to HVP ef-
fects (see e.g. Fig. 1). To understand the impact of the
CMD-3 data on the HVP contributions to these observ-
able, OIYF_, the difference between the scenario (1) and
scenario (2) is calculated as

6OCMDS = (

HVP
ete—

HVP

e )CI\/IDS _ (

)KNT19 . (4)

All results are given in Table I. Other than the region of
the replaced 77~ data, the two scenarios are correlated

for all common KNT19 data by a factor given by pis.
The statistical significance of each §O°™P* in Table I and
depicted in Fig. 2 includes this correlation coefficient.
The results for each O]YY_ are discussed in the following,
starting with the muon g—2 as the original source of the
tensions that motivates this study.

Muon g—2.— The LO HVP contribution to the muon

g—2 is calculated via

1 oo
(@, )ete = 473 ) o ds K.(s) onaal(s) - (5)
m2,

The positive-definite kernel function K, (s) is given by

1 22(1 -2
K= [ dm$2+(1(_x)s)/mi7 (6)

with K,,(s) = m?/3s in the high-energy limit /s > m,,.
The KNT19 evaluation (scenario (1)) was one of sev-

eral inputs to the estimate found in Eq. (1) and found
the LO HVP contribution to be [20]

(aVP)ENTIO — (692.8 +2.4) x 10717 (7)

w ete—
Using scenario (2) (substituting in the CMD-3 data) [76]

increases this estimate to

(alVP)OMD3 = (714.5 4+ 3.4) x 10710, (8)

" ete—

which is in better agreement with the BMWec value of
Eq. (3). This results in a shift in V" of

17
6GCMD3 = (aEVP)Si/I:E _ ( EVP)EE:EQ
= (21.7£3.6) x 10719, (9)

exhibiting a tension of 6.1¢. In the following, the phe-
nomenological implications of the above shift on OIY7_
(see Table I) are analyzed, followed by a discussion re-
garding the required experimental and theoretical im-
provements needed to probe the disagreement in Eq. (9).

Electron g—2.— The anomalous magnetic moment of
the electron, a., is commonly used to determine the value
of the fine-structure constant, o (and vice versa). Recent,
more-refined atomic-physics experiments using Cesium



g (1) KNT19 |(2) KNT19/CMD3|Correlation, pi2|Difference, §O°™"?*|Significance (o)
ap¥’ x 10" 692.8 + 2.4 714.5 4+ 3.4 0.280 21.7 + 3.6 6.1
aiVP x 10 186.1 + 0.7 192.0 + 0.0 0.257 6.0 + 1.0 6.2
aVP x 108 332.8 + 1.4 340.2 + 2.1 0.546 74+ 1.8 4.2
Aal® (M2) x 10*| 276.1 + 1.1 277.5 + 1.2 0.908 144 0.5 2.8
sin? Oy (0) x 10* |2386.0 + 1.4 | 23864 &+ 1.5 0.996 0.4 £ 0.1 2.9
vy (Hz) 540.5 + 1.9 557.0 + 2.7 0.297 16.5 + 2.8 5.9

TABLE I. HVP contributions to the studied observables [first column] using scenario (1) KNT19 data [second column]|, or
scenario (2) KNT19/CMD3 data [third column]. The fourth column gives the degree of correlation between scenario (1) and
scenario (2) from the common KNT19 data (and other factors). The fifth column lists the difference or shift induced by the

CMD-3 data as §OMP? = (OHYF_yoMP3

— (OZYP_)KNTE " where the error accounts for the correlation p12. The sixth column

then quantifies the statistical significance of this shift in standard deviations.
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FIG. 2. The tension observed in standard deviations (o) between dispersive evaluations of HVP contributions to observables
sensitive to such effects when the ete™ — hadrons data used as input as those given in scenario (1) (KNT19) [20] or scenario
(2) KNT19/CMD3 [76]. The black points correspond to scenario (1) and the red points show the difference in o due to scenario

(2). The results leading to these tensions are given in Table I.

(Cs) and Rubidium (Rb) interferometry have led to the
following results for direct measurements of a:

a(Cs) = 1/137.035999046(27)
a(Rb) = 1/137.035999206(11)

[102],
[103],

in disagreement with each other by 5.5 o. Yet, a. can
be extracted and used as another precision test of the
SM and its possible extensions [104, 105]. Comparing
the resulting SM predictions, a>™, with the latest exper-
imental measurement of a&P = (115965218059 + 13) x
10714 [106], yields

(Aae)cs = (—102.0 £26.4) x 107 = —3.90, (12)

(Aa)rp, = (33.84+16.1) x 107 = 210, (13)

where Aa, = aS® — a5M.

The impact of the CMD-3 data on the HVP contri-
bution to a5 can first be estimated by reconsidering
the high-energy approximation of Eq. (6) and relating
a,¥" and agV" by a quadratic-scaling between the lep-
ton masses. In doing so, and by employing the value of
da;MP* quoted in Eq. (9), results in

2
: (m> ~ (5.1£0.8) x 107, (14)
My

This is in good agreement with the numerical result in
Table I, which shows a 6.20 shift from the CMD-3 data



compared to the previous data. It follows that the elec-
tron g—2 will only be sensitive to the increase observed
on a,"" if the current discrepancy in the measurements
of a is resolved and a precision at the level of O(10714)
is achieved for Aa,.

Consider the sources of error in the determinations of
(Aae)cs and (Aae)rp: It follows that should the ex-

Aae error source Value % of Aa. error

Five-loop QED, 6a8¥P° 6 x 107 5% (Cs)/13% (Rb)
Hadronic, dalAP 1x1071 <1%
a(Cs), 6a2(¥ 22 x 1071 70%
a(Rb), sad ™) 9x 1071 28%

Experiment, dag*P 13 x 107 24% (Cs)/59% (Rb)

perimental resolutions on « and ag*® improve by roughly
one order of magnitude, the total uncertainties of Aa,
should reach the O(1071%) level and the study of elec-
tron g—2 will become sensitive to the increase observed
in a;;" due to CMD-3 (and BMWec). Fortunately, an
improvement on JaS*P by a factor of ~ 5 is expected in
the next few years.! On the same timescale, new mea-
surements of a(Rb) and «(Cs) by the Paris and Berke-
ley collaborations, respectively, will significantly reduce
the systematic effects that were dominant in their previ-
ous measurements.? Such improvements should be suffi-
cient to probe the shift induced by CMD-3 (and BMWe)
through the electron g—2.

Additionally, 6a@FP? reflects the current 50 discrep-
ancy between the two independent calculations of the
gauge-invariant set of 5-loop QED diagrams with no lep-
ton loops by Kinoshita et al. [107] and Volkov [108, 109].
As a non-negligible source of uncertainty on Aa., and
with expected improvements in the experimental inputs,
resolving this difference may soon become crucial in this
context.?

Tauw g—2.— The shift in 3™ due to the CMD-3 data
is estimated by assuming dominant effects at the p-peak:

daMP® 2 0.63 (mi/mi) 5aEMD3

~(7.24+1.4) x 1078, (15)

which is in very good agreement with the numerical esti-
mate in Table I. Compared to the electron and muon
g—2, the larger mass of the tau lepton increases the
weight of the hadronic contributions to higher energies.
As such, the influence of the 77~ and p-resonance con-
tribution is reduced in (afV*).+.-, resulting in a much
larger degree of correlation between the two scenarios

for the tau (~ 55%) compared to the muon (~ 28%).

1 G. Gabrielse, private communication.
2 S. Guellati-Khélifa and H. Mueller, private communications.
3 8. Laporta, work in progress.

This means the significance of JaSMP® is 4.20 compared

<
to more than 60 for (ag"")c+.- and (a;"")ctc- -

As §ag™P® is roughly one order of magnitude below
the expected future experimental sensitivity of O(107°)
at Belle-IT [110], an experiment-theory comparison is un-
likely to shed light on the current discrepancies in the
SM predictions of the muon g—2 without significant im-
provement in measurements of aZ*P.

The running of a.— Hadronic effects to the running
QED coupling at the Z-boson mass, Aozg)d(]\/[%), are a
principal component of the electroweak precision fit. The
shift in Aozl(lz)d (M%) due to the CMD-3 data is estimated
as

2

3T m
SA (5) M2) ~ 28 P 5,0MDs
ahad( Z) a mz a’,u
~ (1.54+0.3) x 1074, (16)

in full agreement with Table I. The relevant kernel func-

tion in the dispersive evaluation of Aa}(i)d (M%) exhibits
an s-dependent weighting that is much higher in energy
than any of the dispersion relations used to evaluate
(a]"VF)e+e-. As a result, the CMD-3 increase has less of
an impact than in any of the g—2 cases, exhibiting a 2.8¢
deviation. The magnitude of the shift is comparable with

the current uncertainty of Aaflsa)d(M 2), making it diffi-

cult for Aafi)d(Mg) to probe day;M". However, looking
ahead, a future ete™ collider, e.g. FCC-ee [111, 112], is
expected to reach an unprecedented precision on «(M3%)
of O(107?), which would provide sensitivity to the shift
in Eq. (16).

The running of sin® Oy, .— The low-energy weak mix-
ing angle, defined as sin” Oy (0) at zero momentum trans-
fer (¢ = 0), has been measured at parity-violating elec-
tron scattering and atomic physics asymmetry exper-
iments [113, 114]. Following the prescription in [66],
sin? 0w (0) can be connected with the high-energy LEP
measurement of the same quantity, sin® Oy (Mz), by in-
cluding quantum effects from the v — Z mixing [115].

The shift from the CMD-3 data is estimated via

3 m? ,
§sin?6u (0) & ' sin®u (M) 7 2 gggoes
W

~ (0.44+0.1) x 107*, (17)

where sin? Oy (Mz) = 0.23119(14) [113, 114] and k' =
1.14 [115]. This is again in full agreement with the nu-
merical estimate in Table I. The comparison exhibits a
similar significance (2.9¢0) as for 5Aa£5a)d (M32).
Unfortunately, current experimental errors prevent
sin6y (0) to probe the HVP contributions, which would
require a precision on both sin? @y, (0) and sin’ Oy (M)
at the ~ 10~° level. While future e*e~ high-energy col-
liders aim at a resolution on sin? @y (M) much better
than O(10~°) [112], experimental progress on sin” Oy (0)
planned at both MESA (P2) in Mainz [116] and JLab
(Mgller) [117] is projected to reach only ~ O(107%).



The Muonium HFS.— An alternative method to ex-
tract a,*" is via Muonium, a bound state of an antimuon
and an electron (M = pute™). The Muonium HFS of the

1S ground state is described by the expression [118-121]

VHFS

L = Lt AT+ AR+ AR (19)

where vp is given by

16 me Roohco?
= 19
Vg 3 mu (1 +me/mu)3 ) ( )
and R is the Rydberg constant. The quantities Ag?g

and AJak in Eq. (18) refer to corrections stemming from

QED and weak contributions, respectively. AHYE ac-

counts for HVP effects [120] which are given by [120]

1 oo
ARV = 55 / | ds Kntu(s) onaa(s),  (20)

where, for s > m?, the kernel function Ky, (s) reads

m2 (9 15\ me
Ki(s) = T“ ( log — + ) Te (21)

2 mi 4 ) m,

Again, as the dominant effects to oy,,q arise at the p-peak,
s~ m2 > m’. Using Egs. (5) and (20) results in

2
m
Ag‘l\?‘/g ~ 6 mngMu(mi) (azwp)e*e*
m

2 0.63 (A7) o - (22)

Therefore, using also Eq. (18), the entire HVP contribu-
tion to vppg can expressed as

vivs = (a¥" + Apps ) ve ~ 1.63vpall’™,  (23)

where the two terms are depicted in the third and fourth
diagrams of Fig. 1. Therefore, the impact of the CMD-3

data on vILVF is estimated to be

SUENR® ~ (15.8 +2.6) Hz, (24)

in excellent agreement with the numerical evaluation in
Table I and exhibits a 5.9¢ discrepancy in the compar-
ison. This makes the Muonium HFS among the most
sensitive probes of (5(12““33.4 To be sensitive to this shift
would require a measurement at a precision of O(1) Hz.
Fortunately, the MuSEUM experiment at J-PARC aims
to reduce the uncertainty of the current measurement
Vips = (4 463 302 776 + 51) Hz [123, 124] by one order
of magnitude [125], well below the shift of Eq. (24).

4 In Ref. [122], it has been also proposed to determine apVP from
the measurement of vgpg. However, eTe™ — hadrons data have
been used to estimate AE\F/g, making the procedure inconsistent.

Other sources of uncertainty are also set to improve.
The uncertainty on vp is fully dominated by the m./m,,
ratio (the uncertainties of R, and « are negligible) [118].
Here, m./m,, is obtained from the measurement of the
1S-2S transition frequency in Muonium given by

3 Ry he
V1§—28 = ~

1T+ mefmy) [1+d15-2s] , (25)

where the muon mass enters as a recoil contribution. As
the hadronic corrections to d15_2g [126] do not spoil the
extraction of m./m,, at the required precision, the dom-
inant uncertainty on m./m, arises from the experimen-
tal error in 15_og [127]. This induces an error on vg of
4 x 103 Hz. Experimental progress is ongoing at the Mu-
MASS experiment to improve this precision by three or-
ders of magnitude [128]. Additionally, the dominant the-
ory uncertainty in vgpg arises from unknown three-loop
QED contributions [119] to 5355 (d15—2s) and amounts
to about 70Hz (7 Hz) [119]. A complete three-loop QED
calculation would bring the related uncertainty to a neg-
ligible level [129].

Conclusions and outlook.— Recent lattice QCD cal-
culations and new measurements by the CMD-3 collab-
oration show a significant tension with the low-energy
ete™ — hadrons data in the determination of the lead-
ing HVP contribution to the muon g—2. Several model-
independent tests of the HVP contribution are possi-
ble through the electron and tau g—2, the running of
« and of the weak mixing angle, and the Muonium
HFS. Both numerical analyses based on state-of-the-art
ete~™ — hadrons data and approximate analytical ex-
pressions relating the HVP contributions of the consid-
ered observables have revealed the electron g—2 and the
Muonium HFS to be the most promising prospects (see
Fig. 2), offering unique opportunities to shed light on the
current g—2 puzzle.

To achieve this ambitious goal, both experimental and
theoretical improvements are needed. For the g—2 of the
electron, the required precision level of O(1071%) is the
expected future resolution for a*® and « from atomic
physics. In the case of the Muonium HFS, the MuSEUM
experiment is expected to improve the HFS ground-state
measurement by one order of magnitude, while the Mu-
MASS experiment is expected to determine the m./m,,
ratio with a precision three orders of magnitude better
than the present situation. Finally, a better theoretical
control of QED effects (five loop contributions in the case
of the electron g—2 and three loops in the case of Muo-
nium HFS) is necessary. Although challenging, the above
program seems to be feasible and it should be pursued
with high priority to resolve significant tensions in one of
the most stringent probes of the SM.
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