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Abstract

We report our results for the tensor meson pole contributions to the Hadronic
Light-by-Light piece of aµ, using Resonance Chiral Theory in the purely hadronic
region. Given the differences between the dispersive and holographic results for
it and the resulting discussion of the corresponding uncertainty estimate for the
Hadronic Light-by-Light section of the g−2 theory initiative second White Paper,
we consider timely to present an alternative evaluation. In our approach, in ad-
dition to the lightest tensor meson nonet, two vector meson resonance nonets are
considered. We work in the chiral limit, where all parameters are determined by
imposing short-distance QCD constraints, and the radiative tensor decay widths.
Within this setting, only the form factor FT

1 is non-vanishing, in agreement with
the result put forward by the dispersive study. We obtain the following results for
the different contributions (in units of 10−11): aa2−pole

µ = −1.09(10)stat(
+0.0
−0.11)syst,

af2−pole
µ = −3.4(3)stat(

+0.4
−0.0)syst and a

f′2−pole
µ = −0.046(14)stat(

+0.008
−0.000)syst, which add

up to a
(a2+f2+f′2)−pole
µ = −4.5+0.5

−0.3.
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1 Introduction

The final measurement of the Muon g− 2 Collaboration will be announced soon and its
prediction in the Standard Model will be updated just before, marking a milestone in
the exploration of the high-intensity frontier of particle physics.

The current experimental average is based on the legacy BNL result [1] and in
the two measurements published so far by FNAL [2, 3], reaching an uncertainty of
22 × 10−11 [4]. The current SM prediction was published in the White Paper [5, 6],
based on refs. [7–41] 1, with an error of 43 × 10−11. A reduction of this uncertainty at
the level of ≤ 16× 10−11 would be desirable to maximize the new physics implications
of the final FNAL result [102].

Within this global effort, we will focus in this paper on a subleading contribution to
the hadronic light-by-light (HLbL) piece of the muon anomaly (aµ = (gµ − 2)/2) which
seems puzzling at present.

A tension has recently appeared, between the determinations of the tensor meson
contributions to the HLbL piece of aµ by the dispersive [103,104] and holographic [105,
106] groups (see also the earlier holographic computation of ref. [107] and refs. [30–32,
108], which were used to estimate it in the first White Paper [5]). While these results
basically agree on its magnitude, they differ in sign. This current puzzle motivated
us to compute the dispersively defined lightest tensor meson pole contributions within
Resonance Chiral Theory (RχT , see section 2) [109, 110], which bridges between the
chiral and asymptotic QCD regimes.

The study of tensor mesons in RχT is scarce, as it contributes negligibly to chiral
dynamics [111] (see also ref. [112]). We will benefit from the recent ref. [113], which
particularly focused on understanding tensor meson masses and their di-pion and ra-
diative decay widths. As first pointed out in ref. [103], the FT

1 form factor (FF) is the
leading effect at low energies, which is also true in the perturbative regime [114]. In
accordance with these results, we find that the remaining four FFs vanish, within our
approach. This is important, since one of such FFs, FT

3 , appears responsible for the
positive sign found in the holographic computation [105] of this contribution to aµ. Our
description of the Tγγ interactions fulfills the short-distance QCD constraint of the ten-
sor mesons transition form factors (TFFs) when both virtualities are asymptotic [115]
and in the Brodsky-Lepage limit [116]. This requires a ∼ 1/Q4 damping of the FT

1 FF
1See also, e. g. refs. [42–101].
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in the ultraviolet, which is achieved if at least two vector meson multiplets of resonances
are accounted for. We describe our effective approach in section 2, impose high-energy
constraints on the obtained FFs in section 3 and finally present our results –discussing
the uncertainty estimation– for the aHLbL:T−poles

µ in section 4. We conclude in section 5.

2 Resonance Chiral Theory Lagrangian

Our theoretical framework will be a Lagrangian theory, that is briefly introduced in the
following. In order to extend the applicability of Chiral Perturbation Theory [117–119]
to larger energies, Resonance Chiral Theory (RχT ) [109,110] includes the resonances as
dynamical fields. Independence on the formalism used to describe the spin-one mesons
is verified for the two-point functions and related observables, and the convenience of
using antisymmetric tensors for the spin-one fields is explained [109,110]. RχT is built
upon chiral symmetry for the pseudo-Goldstone bosons (pion, kaon and eta mesons)
and unitary symmetry for the resonances. Its expansion parameter is the inverse of
the number of colors of the QCD gauge group [120]. The number of relevant operators
is limited by two observations. On the one hand, in RχT the number of resonance
fields is typically restricted by the specific problem at hand. On the other, the inclusion
of tensors of high order in the chiral counting conflicts with the requirements from
short-distance QCD. Particularly, for order parameters of chiral symmetry breaking,
the matching of RχT results to the corresponding operator product expansion (OPE)
expressions has been pursued [109,110,121–127], rendering relations between Lagrangian
parameters, thus increasing the predictive power of this framework. RχT has been
employed successfully in the computation of a number of hadronic contributions to
aµ [35, 48,78,82,90,126,128–135].

We have considered the most general Lagrangian consistent with the symmetries of
RχT, at leading order in the 1/NC expansion and in the chiral limit. In the minimal
model, which includes pseudoscalar mesons, vector meson resonances, photons, tensor
mesons, and their interactions, only 6 operators contribute – in this approximation–
to the radiative tensor decays, which are collected in table 1. We have not included
operators with additional derivatives that yield a short-distance behaviour at odds with
short-distance QCD properties and the matching to OPE results. Their real coupling
constants are named according to the interaction vertices they describe and are not fixed
by symmetry requirements.
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Coupling constant Operator
CTγγ ⟨T µνfα

+µf+αν⟩
CTγV i⟨T µν{fα

+µ, Vαν}⟩
CTγV ′ i⟨T µν{fα

+µ, V
′
αν}⟩

CTV V ⟨T µν{V α
µ , Vαν}⟩

CTV ′V ′ ⟨T µν{V ′α
µ , V ′

αν}⟩
CTV V ′ ⟨T µν{V α

µ , V ′
αν}⟩

Table 1: Relevant RχT Operators at leading order in the 1/NC expansion and in the
chiral limit. We note that CTγV (′) are dimensionless, while (CTγγ) CTV (′)V (′) have (in-
verse) energy dimensions.

We recall the V → γ terms (with trivial generalization for V → V (′)), given in
the original RχT Lagrangian [109], that are also needed to describe the tensor meson
transition FFs,

LV→γ =
FV

2
√
2
⟨Vµνf

µν
+ ⟩. (2.1)

The tensor mesons, T µν , are in the symmetric, on-shell traceless representation [111]:

Tµν =


a02√
2
+

f8
2√
6
+

f0
2√
3

a+2 K∗+
2

a−2 − a02√
2
+

f8
2√
6
+

f0
2√
3

K∗0
2

K∗−
2 K̄∗0

2 −2f8
2√
6
+

f0
2√
3


µν

, (2.2)

where the f 8
2 and f 0

2 octet and singlet states in flavor space, respectively, are related to
the physical mass eigenstates via a single-angle mixing:

f 8
2 = sin θTf2 + cos θTf

′
2,

f 0
2 = cos θTf2 − sin θTf

′
2. (2.3)

The vector meson nonets are in the antisymmetric tensor representation [109]. Con-
sidering ideal mixing they read

Vµν =

(ρ0 + ω)/
√
2 ρ+ K∗+

ρ− (−ρ0 + ω)/
√
2 K∗0

K∗− K̄∗0 ϕ


µν

, (2.4)

and similarly for V → V ′. The photon field is encoded in the f+ chiral tensor [136]:

fµν
+ = uF µν

L u† + u†F µν
R u, F µν

L(R) = −eQF µν + ..., (2.5)
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where Q = diag(2/3,−1/3,−1/3), and u = exp
(
i Φ√

2F

)
holds the information of the

pseudo-Goldstone bosons (π, kaon and η mesons), which in this case do not play a role.
Given these building blocks, we can construct the amplitude of the T → γγ decays and
examine the associated transition FF (see Figure 1).

T µν

γ∗

γ∗

Figure 1: Tensor Meson transition FF, which gives the radiative decay with both photons
on-shell.

We recall the matrix element of a massive tensor meson decaying into two virtual
photons [103]

⟨γ∗(q1, λ1)γ
∗(q2, λ2)|T (p, λT )⟩ = i(2π)4δ(4)(q1+q2−p)e2ελ

∗
1(q1)ε

λ∗
2(q2)ε

λT
αβ(p)M

µναβ(q1, q2) .

(2.6)

For the tensor mesons, the reduced amplitude (which -among other properties [103]-
must be symmetric under q1 ↔ q2, µ ↔ ν) can be split into 5 structures contributing to
observables [115]:

Mµναβ =
5∑

i=5

T µναβ
i

1

mni
T

FT
i (q

2
1, q

2
2), (2.7)

where n1 = 1 and ni ̸=1 = 3, and the tensor structures are:

T µναβ
1 = gµαP νβ

21 + gναP µβ
12 + gµβP να

21 + gνβP µα
12 + gµν(qα1 q

β
2 + qβ1 q

α
2 )− q1 · q2(gµαgνβ + gναgµβ),

T µναβ
2 = (qα1 q

β
1 + qα2 q

β
2 )P

µν
12 ,

T µναβ
3 = P µα

11 P
νβ
22 + P µβ

11 P
να
22 , (2.8)

T µναβ
4 = P µα

12 P
νβ
22 + P µβ

12 P
να
22 ,

T µναβ
4 = P να

21 P
µβ
11 + P νβ

21 P
µα
11 ,

where the P µν
ij are defined as:

P µν
ij = gµνqi · qj − qνi q

µ
j . (2.9)

In the model used in this work, only two derivatives appear in the T → γ∗γ∗ am-
plitude, resulting in just a single non-vanishing contribution, given by the FT

1 FF, in
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agreement with ref. [103]. This will determine that we get a negative result for the
aT−pole
µ contribution, as in this reference, at variance with the holographic results, due

to the FT
3 contribution [105].

3 FT
1 and short-distance constraints

From the operators in table 1, we get the following transition FF for the 3 contributing
neutral tensor mesons:

Fa2
1 (q21, q

2
2) =− Ma2

2

[√
2

3
CTγγ + CTγV

4FV

3

(
D−1

MV
(q21) +D−1

MV
(q22)

)
+ CTV V

2
√
2F 2

V

3
D−1

MV
(q21)D

−1
MV

(q22) + CTV V ′
2
√
2FV FV ′

3
D−1

MV
(q21)D

−1
MV ′ (q

2
2) + V ↔ V ′

]
,

(3.1)

Ff2
1 (q21, q

2
2) =− Mf2

2

[ √
2

3
√
3
CTγγ

(
sin θT + 2

√
2 cos θT

)
+ CTγV

(
8 sin θT + 11

√
2 cos θT

) 2
√
3FV

27

(
D−1

MV
(q21) +D−1

MV
(q22)

)
+ CTV V

(
sin θT + 2

√
2 cos θT

) 2
√
2F 2

V

3
√
3

D−1
MV

(q21)D
−1
MV

(q22)

+ CTV V ′

(
sin θT + 2

√
2 cos θT

) 2
√
2FV FV ′

3
√
3

D−1
MV

(q21)D
−1
MV ′ (q

2
2) + V ↔ V ′

]
,

(3.2)

Ff ′
2

1 (q21, q
2
2) = Ff2

1 (q21, q
2
2)|sin θT→cos θT ,cos θT→− sin θT ,Mf2

→Mf ′2
, (3.3)

where DR(q
2
i ) = M2

R − q2i .

Ref. [115] derived the behavior of the FT
i form factors in the asymptotic region. Since

in a model with finite resonances only a discrete amount of short-distance constraints
(SDCs) can be imposed, we choose fixing the symmetric double virtual case and the
single virtual 1/Q4 behavior

lim
Q2→∞

FT
1 (−Q2,−Q2) = −3F eff

T M3
T

14Q4
, (3.4a)

lim
Q2→∞

FT
1 (−Q2, 0) ∼ 1

Q4
, (3.4b)
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where Q2
i = −q2i , and F eff

T = 4
∑

a CaF
a
T = 79(8) MeV [103]. We note that the

magnitude of FT
1 is overestimated in this way, since for one finite and another asymptotic

photon virtuality, FT
1 should vanish as ∼ 1/Q4. However, with two multiplets of vector

meson resonances (and also with three of them), we get FT
1 ∼ 1/Q2 in this mixed region,

which we consider as a systematic error when computing aHLbL:T−pole
µ . The resulting FFs,

after imposing the high-energy constraints mentioned above are:

FT
1 (q

2
1, q

2
2) = cT

9F eff
T M3

T (M
4
V − q21q

2
2)− 14

√
2CTV V F

2
VMT (M

2
V −M2

V ′)2

42DMV
(q21)DMV

(q22)DMV ′ (q
2
1)DMV ′ (q

2
2)

, (3.5)

where cT is a flavor space rotation given by: ca2 = 1, cf2 = sin θT+2
√
2 cos θT√

3
, cf ′

2
=

cos θT−2
√
2 sin θT√

3
. The only free parameters left are the combination CTV V F

2
V and the

mixing angle θT . These two parameters can be used to normalize the form factors to
reproduce the radiative decay widths as was done in ref. [113]. We will take their chiral
limit value for θT and fix CTV V F

2
V to the measured value of Γ(a2 → γγ). The corre-

sponding uncertainty is negligible with respect to those discussed in the next section.

4 Form Factors and aµ computation

For the rest of the parameters of eq. (3.5), we use the PDG input [4] for the tensor
meson masses and their radiative decay widths. The effective masses of the vector meson
multiplets are obtained from the study of aP−pole

µ , within RχT , in ref. [131] and F eff
T is

taken from ref. [137]. Thus, with all parameters fixed, we obtain a complete description
for the tensor mesons FT

1 , which are shown in Figure 2 for the single virtual and the
symmetric double virtual case of a2, f2 and f

′
2. There is scarce related experimental

information, Belle [138] measured the single virtual form factors for the f2(1270) tensor
meson in the helicity basis. The change of basis is [115]:

FT
λ=0 =

Q2

√
6M2

T

FT
1 (−Q2, 0)− (M2

T +Q2)2

2
√
6M4

T

FT
2 (−Q2, 0) +

Q2

√
6M2

T

FT
5 (−Q2, 0), (4.1a)

FT
λ=1 =

√
Q2

√
2MT

FT
1 (−Q2, 0) +

√
Q2(M2

T −Q2)

2
√
2M3

T

FT
5 (−Q2, 0), (4.1b)

FT
λ=2 = −FT

1 (−Q2, 0) +
Q2

M2
T

FT
5 (−Q2, 0). (4.1c)

For our case, this is reduced as FT
2,5(−Q2, 0) = 0. The comparison of these data with

the Quark Model used in [103], the Hard-Wall model used in [105], and our results is
shown in Figure 3. Our model exhibits good agreement with the experimental data.
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Figure 2: Comparison between the simple quark model [114] used in the dispersive
determination [103], the hQCD hard-wall model [105], the RχT model used in this work
and the C0

2 of eq. (4.4) for the single and symmetric double virtual form factor FT
1 ,

for all 3 tensor mesons: a2(1320), f2(1270) and f ′
2(1525). Our one σ uncertainties are

displayed by the green band.
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Figure 3: Comparison between the simple quark model [114] used in ref. [103], the
hard-wall model [105] and this work with the Belle data [138] in the helicity basis of
eq. (4.1) for the f2(1270) tensor meson, normalized by Ff2(0, 0) =

√
5ΓTγγ

πα2MT
. Our one σ

uncertainties are displayed by the green band.

It is important to remark that –by construction– these TFFs fulfill the doubly vir-
tual asymptotic behavior given in ref. [115]. However, for arbitrary asymmetries –
parametrized by w =

q21−q22
q21+q22

, so that FT
1 (q

2
1, q

2
2) = FT

1 (Q
2)fT

1 (ω)–, for Q2 =
q21+q22

2
→ ∞,

we get:

FT
1 (q

2
1, q

2
2) →

4
∑

aCaF
a
Tm

3
T

Q4

(
− 3

14
(1− w2)−1

)
, (4.2)

which is simpler than the ones obtained by refs. [115] and [105]. One reason for the lack
of structure of our result is the truncation of the infinite tower of interactions to two
vector and the lightest tensor meson multiplets. If the infinite tower of resonances were
not integrated out, a logarithmic term would be expected, as in the quoted refs. The
comparison between the asymmetry functions for the a2 –which is representative for all
tensor mesons–, is shown in Figure 4, where it is clear that none of the 3 models that have
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Figure 4: Comparison of the full asymmetry range of the asymptotic behavior of fT
1 (ω)

given by ref. [115] using the Light-Cone-Expansion, the Quark Model [114] used in
ref. [103], the hard-wall model of ref. [105] and this work.

been used for computing the aHLbL:T−poles
µ fulfills the asymmetric asymptotic behavior

predicted by ref. [115], being worse as the asymmetry approaches the single virtual
case. However, noticeably, in the purely hadronic region where these contributions
are computed, the high-energy behavior does not significantly influence the resulting
contributions to aµ in any of the three considered approaches. The matching at Q0 = 1.5

GeV is shown in the left plot of Figure 5 where it can be seen, again, that the single
virtual asymptotic behavior (λ = 0) is not reproduced by any of the 3 models mentioned
above. Near the symmetric (λ = 1) asymptotic behavior, a better transition is achieved
–as expected– for higher values of the matching scale Q0 = 7.5GeV, as it can be
appreciated in the right plot of Figure 5.

For the aµ computation, we use the master formula provided in ref. [139], using the
optimized basis in ref. [87], which allows an evaluation of the tensor meson poles without
kinematic singularities for specific cases, including the one where only FT

1 is non-zero.
In this way, we got the following results:

aa2−pole
µ = −1.09(10)stat(

+0.00
−0.11)syst × 10−11, (4.3a)
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Figure 5: Transition from the purely hadronic to the asymptotic region as a function
of the relative virtuality of both photons, λ, at the matching scale Q0 = 1.5GeV(left)
and 5Q0(right) for the 3 models considered and the Light-Cone-Expansion. Our one σ

uncertainties are displayed by the green band.

af2−pole
µ = −3.4(3)stat(

+0.4
−0.0)syst × 10−11, (4.3b)

af
′
2−pole
µ = −0.046(14)stat(

+0.008
−0.000)syst × 10−11, (4.3c)

aa2+f2+f ′
2−pole

µ =
(
−4.5+0.5

−0.3

)
× 10−11. (4.3d)

4.1 Error Computation

The statistical errors come from the propagation of the uncertainties on all parameters
used to compute the aµ contributions, whereas the systematic ones come from two main
sources: first concerning the specific value of M3

T in eq. (3.4a); second, fulfilling all
known SDCs being impossible in our setting.

4.1.1 Choice of MT

The short-distance limits of the FFs can be imposed only to one of the three particles
(either a2, f2 or f ′

2) which causes a factor of M2
Tchoice

multiplying the asymptotic term
of eq. (3.5). We used the respective mass for each tensor meson instead of choosing
a common one for all 3. To compute the systematic error induced by this choice, we
varied this parameter among 4 options: the 3 particle masses and their isospin average.
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4.1.2 High-energy behavior

Our RχT result for the T -TFF, eq. (3.5), does fulfill the two constraints from eq. (3.4);
however, the limiting case when only one of the Qi is asymptotic and the other one is
finite (but non-vanishing), should scale as 1/Q4, while it goes as 1/Q2. To estimate
how this mismatch induces an error in our computation of aHLbL:T−pole

µ , we construct
a Canterbury Approximant in the same fashion as in ref. [24]. For this purpose, the
minimal choice is a C0

2(Q
2
1, Q

2
2):

FT
1 (Q

2
1, Q

2
2) =

FT
1 (0, 0)

1 + βT
1 (Q

2
1 +Q2

2) + βT
1,1Q

2
1Q

2
2 + βT

2 (Q
4
1 +Q4

2)
, (4.4)

where we omit the terms with βT
1,2 and βT

2,2 coefficients, as they contribute to orders
1/Q6 and 1/Q8 in the asymptotic behavior. All single virtual, double virtual, and
mixed asymptotic behaviors can be reproduced by the condition:

βT
2 =

14FT
1 (0, 0)− 3β1,1F

eff
T M3

T

6F eff
T M3

T

. (4.5)

The 2 remaining constants, βT
1 and βT

1,1, will be fixed by matching the first two low-
energy-expansion constants from our model and the considered C0

2(Q
2
1, Q

2
2), eq. (4.4):

FT
1 (Q

2
1, Q

2
2)

FT
1 (0, 0)

≈ 1− aT1
M2

T

(Q2
1 +Q2

2) +
bT1,1
M4

T

Q2
1Q

2
2 + ..., (4.6)

leading to the following relations:

βT
1 =

1

M2
Λ

=
1

M2
V

+
1

M2
V ′
, (4.7a)

βT
1,1 =

1

M4
Λ′

=
14
√
2CTV V F

2
V (M

4
V −M4

V ′)2 − 9F eff
T M2

TM
4
V (M

4
V + 2M2

VM
2
V ′ + 2M4

V ′)

M4
VM

4
V ′

[
14
√
2CTV V F 2

V (M
2
V −M2

V ′)2 − 9F eff
T M2

TM
4
V

] ,

(4.7b)
where we introduced the two scales MΛ ∼ MΛ′ ∼ Mρ. We compute this error by
comparing the aT−pole

µ value of our model to the results obtained in the C0
2 model, where

both the asymptotic behavior and the normalization are correct. This indicates that
the magnitude of aa2−pole

µ is underestimated, while the contrary happens for the f2 and
f ′
2 pole contributions. This gives the dominant (asymmetric) error of our results.

Logically, our result agrees in sign with the dispersive computation, a
a2+f2+f′2
µ =

−2.5(3)×10−11 [103]. A comparison of our FT
1 in RχT with the one of the simple quark

model [114] used in the dispersive determination [103], Figure 2, shows us that in the
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purely hadronic region (Qi < 1.5GeV) 2 the TFF from RχT is larger than the quark
model one, which explains why we get a larger magnitude for aµ. Noteworthy, they are
in very nice agreement with the holographic ones, once the FT

3 contribution (responsible
for the sign change) has been discarded , aa2+f2+f′2

µ = −4.6(6) × 10−11 [105] –which is
clearly explained by the agreement of the FT

1 between these two models in Figure 2
at both single virtual and symmetrically double virtual cases–. This result should be
helpful for the update of the White Paper (to appear soon), which will include the
revised aT−pole

µ contribution.

5 Conclusions

The FNAL Muon g-2 Collaboration will soon release its final measurement of this preci-
sion observable, with potentially crucial beyond the Standard Model implications. This
has triggered and boosted the efforts of the Muon g − 2 Theory Initiative, towards re-
ducing the uncertainty of the Standard Model prediction, aiming to maximize the reach
on new physics of this measurement. Within this global effort, not only the leading
uncertainties, of hadronic origin, coming from the vacuum polarization piece, but also
the subleading ones, coming from the light-by-light part, have been improved recently.

In this work we have focused on the tensor-pole contribution, in which the most
recent evaluations, dispersive and holographic, differ in sign. We have studied it, within
Resonance Chiral Theory, and found that only one form factor (FT

1 ) is non-vanishing,
in agreement with the expectations coming from the chiral expansion and from the
quark model results. This makes this contribution negative (the FT

3 contribution is
responsible for its positiveness in holographic QCD). We have compared our FT

1 to both
computations and found closer agreement with the holographic form factor. Our results
(in units of 10−11): aa2−pole

µ = −1.09(10)stat(
+0.0
−0.11)syst, af2−pole

µ = −3.4(3)stat(
+0.4
−0.0)syst and

a
f′2−pole
µ = −0.046(14)stat(

+0.008
−0.000)syst, adding up to a

(a2+f2+f′2)−pole
µ =

(
−4.5+0.5

−0.3

)
, agree very

well with the holographic computation if FT
3 is set to zero, −4.6(6) × 10−11 [105], and

exceed in magnitude the outcome of the dispersive analysis, −2.5(3)× 10−11 [103].
2The contribution to aT−pole

µ is evaluated in this region, as it has become standard in the matching
to the OPE results [23,28,140–145].
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