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We determine the hadronic light-by-light scattering cimttion to the anomalous magnetic moment of the
muon using the framework of Dyson-Schwinger and Bethe€atgequations of QCD. Our result for the pseu-
doscalar £°, 7, ') meson exchange diagram is commensurate with previouslatitms. In our calculation of
the quark loop contribution we improve upon previous apghea by explicitly implementing constraints due
to gauge invariance. The impact of transverse contribatipresumably dominated by vector meson poles, are
only estimated at this stage. As a consequence, our wgfi8"*°® = (136 + 59) x 10~ ! is significantly
larger. Taken at face value, this then leads to a reviseshattiof the totak,, = 116 591 891.0(105.0) x 10~ **.

PACS numbers: 12.38.Lg, 13.40.Em, 13.40.Gp, 14.60.Ef

I. INTRODUCTION X

One of the mostimpressive successes of the standard model
of particle physics is the determination of the anomaloug-ma
netic moment of the electron. This quantity is determined < <
both experimentally and theoretically to such a degree ef pr
cision that the underlying physical description is vindéch
However, when it comes to the question of new physics, the
anomalous magnetic moment of the muon is an even more in-
teresting quantity, see e.d.| [1-3] for reviews. This is due t
the large mass of the muon as compared to the electron, Whi(mG 1: The two classifications of corrections to the phatomen
leads to an enhanced S.enSitiVity to physics in and beyond th\ﬁ:"ert.ex ;‘unction: (a) hadronic vacuum polarisation comm%n toa,.
stan_dard model. Experimental efforts at quokhaven and theThe vertex is dressed by the vacuum polarisation tefigor, (b) the
oretical efforts of the past ten years have pinagddlown to  pagronic light-by-light scattering contribution i
the10~!! level, leading to significant deviations between the-
ory [1] and experiment [4]:

(@) (b)

Experiment: 116 592 089.0(63.0) x 10~ % | (1)  Although currently these uncertainties dominate the ewfor
) ~11 the theoretical result in Ed2) it is foreseeable that future ex-
Theory: 116591 790.0(64.6) x 10 ’ @) periments reduce this error below that of another, more-prob
Whilst the theoretical and experimental values are deteschi  lematic source. This is the hadronic light-by-light (L Blckd-
to comparable errors, the central values give rise to aefiscr tering diagram, shown in Fif(b) This contribution cannot
ancy at the3.3 o confidence level. This difference has beenbe directly related to experimentand must hence be caémlilat
present for a number of years and can be interpreted as a sigreitirely through theory.  The central object in such a calcu-
for the existence of physics beyond the standard model. Howation is the photon four-point function. It receives imfzort
ever, to clearly distinguish between New Physics and ptessib contributions from the small momentum region be@eV,
shortcomings in the SM calculations the uncertaintiesgares Where perturbative QCD breaks down and non-perturbative
in both experimental and theoretical valuesigfneed to be  methods are imperative. Recent determinations,of are
further reduced. provided in Tabldl Although the magnitude of the LBL con-
The greatest uncertainties in the theoretical deternginati tribution is much smaller than the one from vacuum polar-
of a,, are encountered in the hadronic contributions, i.e. thoséation it is significant because its error is of a comparable
terms which involve QCD beyond perturbation theory. Thesize. Taken together, with the errors added in quadratoee, t
most prominent of these is given by the vacuum polarisation
tensor dressing of the QED vertex, see Fortunately

it can be related to experimental dataedfe-annihilation Ref. a;"

andr-decay via dispersion relations and the optical theorem, [5] 116(40) x 10!
thus resulting in a precise determination with systembyica [6] 105(26) x 10~
improvable errors [1]. Considered individually, its (l&agl [7] 110(40) x 10~
and subleading order) contribution to the anomalous magnet [8-10] 89(15) x 107!

moment of the muon i$[2]
TABLE I: Recent calculations of the hadronic light-by-ligbcatter-

[6903.0(52.6) — 100.3(1.1)] x 1071 . (3)  ing contribution to the anomalous magnetic moment of thermuo
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hadronic contributions constitute the largest unceryamthe  and more elaborate results for the quark-loop diagram.

standard model determination of the anomalous magnetic mo- The paper is organized thus: in sectl@hwe recall the

ment of the muon. definition of the light-by-light scattering amplitude and- f
The theoretical approaches to determine the LBL contribucus upon the pseudoscalar pole contributions; in seffflon

tion are centered around two main ideas. One is chiral symwe introduce our Dyson-Schwinger approach and discuss the

metry, its breaking pattern and the associated low energy eflecessary truncation schemes; in sedfiiwe present and

fective descriptions of QCD_[11]; the other is the larye- ~ discuss our results. We conclude in secl@n

expansion of the four-photon function and the associated or

dering of diagrams. These ideas have been put together in

[12] and led to various refined calculations of LBL within the II. THE LBL SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

frameworks of largeV, and vector meson dominancel[5l 13-

[15], the extended Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model (ENJL) [7, 16], In the hadronic light-by-light scattering contribution,

the (very similar) hidden local symmetry model [8-10], or aFig.[I{B) the muon is coupled to an external photon source

non-local chiral quark moddL_Lng:Iw], see alsb [6] for a sum-via the hadronic photon four-point functidi,,,.s, defined

mary. Although in terms of diagrams individual contributio through

are of varying size in these approaches, their sum leadsito co

sistent results as can be inferred from Tdblm all these cal- vap(q,q2,q3) =

culations the (pseudoscalar) meson exchange contriduges t _ _ _ ) _ _ )

most and the meson loop has been found to be small. A pos- / ettty = (5 (0)5,(2)ja(v)is(2)) ,  (4)
sible explanation of the latter is given in_[14]. As a result, Tyz

we quote the recent value for LBLBL = 105(26) x 10711

proposed in Ref[[6], which also agrees with the onélin [5]. where [ = = Jd'z [d'y [d*~ represents integration over
One of the most important goals for these and future calfour-dimensional spacey, » 3 are the photon momenta that

culations is the reduction of the model dependence and sulgre connected to the muon line, ajdis the electromagnetic

sequently of the systematic error involved in these calculaquark current

tions. Since LBL is non-perturbative in nature, all estiesat

in Tablell are plagued by systematic model dependencies. It = gfmu _ L{%d _ 15%5 + 257#6 ) (5)

is therefore desirable to also explore other calculatitmals 3 3 3 3

which have the potential to go beyond these limitations- Cerp getajled discussion of this object can be found in the-liter

tainly, lattice gauge theory is one such method. Howevery e see e.g[ [14,116]. Instead of working directly with th

dye to the multi-scale nature of the problem no reliable e,sﬁght-by-light scattering diagram given in F{B), it is more

timates for LBL have been extracted on the lattice so farsThi .o venient to follow the strategy employed in REfI[24, 25].

multi-scale nature also makes EFT methods less desiraltle agg e gauge symmetry is exploited to construct quantities

proves more difficult to impose suitable matching condsion ot are finite. Through use of the Ward-Takahashi-identity
Another non-perturbative method, well suited to accommo+, 11,5 = 0 it follows via differentiation that

date for largely different scales is the framework of Dyson-

Schwinger and Bethe-Salpeter equation$[10-22]. In the pas d

years this approach has been used to study fundamental prop- Wovap ==k a—kpnl“’o‘ﬁ

erties of QCD such as confinement and dynamical chiral sym- ~

metry breaking. On the other hand the approach served as a == kullp)uvap, (6)

tool for hadron physics. In this work we expand upon this o ] . -

and apply the formalism to a calculation of the LBL contri- Which serves as definition of the five-point-functidp,) ... s.-
bution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment. To this enfl€rek = g1 + g2 + ¢ is the momentum of the external pho-
we separate different contributions to the light-by-liggar-  ton. The virtue of the derivative is that it lowers the dimen-
point function according to their topology of gluon exchang Sionality of the integral thus ensuring that integrals esyislg
and their status with respect to the laryje-expansion. Dia- I, ..« are manifestly convergent. We define the quantity
grammatically this translates to considering resummat@n

planar diagrams involving gluon exchange. In this scheme L=

we then determine the dressed quark-loop diagram and an welon = //Dgy(ql)DM(q?)DW(%)
approximation in terms of pseudoscalar mesoh §, ') ex- a g2

change contributions. In principle, the off-shell mesorpéim x (iey)S(p1)(ievs)S(p2) (ieve)

tudes involved in these diagrams could be calculated frem in 4

homogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equations. Here, due to numer- X [(’e) Wip)uvap(qis 42, 43)| (")

ical complexity, in this work we resort to a commonly used . .

ansatz that extrapolates on-shell wave functions. Ouiteesu Which is now related to the dressed muon verigx of
are then compared with the ones of previous approaches. Firsid-L(B)via

results of our analysis have been published in Ref. [23]eHer ) o

we discuss our method in much more detail and present new iely = iek,Lpp. C)



FIG. 2: The hadronic light-by-light (LBL) scattering coiftntion toa,, and its expansion, using EFT approaches, as a quark looglefxt
leading pseudoscalar meson exchange part (middle) anddedemeson loop part (right). Note that the quarks here maintegpreted
differently to those in Fid.]3.

FIG. 3: The hadronic light-by-light (LBL) scattering coiftntion toa,, and its expansion, using functional methods, as a quarkgedy(left),
a ladder exchange part (middle) and a ladder ring part {rigtit propagators and vertices are fully-dressed, withehigsis marks indicating
that an infinite number of gluons are resummed.

Here D, (¢q) are perturbative photon propagators (we useof an infinite number of resonances. Instead, only the low-
Feynman gauge) with momenga The perturbative muon est lying meson exchange contributions in the pseudoscalar

propagators are given b(p). scalar and axialvector channel have been subsummed. Here,
The anomalous magnetic moment can now be obtained bthe pseudoscalai®-exchange has been identified as the lead-
applying the appropriate projection operator to E&y. ( ing contribution, followed by, andr’-exchange.

Concerning the pseudoscalar (PS) exchange contribution a
) few remarks are in place. The photons in the exchange di-
k=0 9 agrams are coupled to the PS mesons via theP&rm-
9) factor, Fps,. Itis evident that there are two limiting features

that we write here in Euclidean convention for later conve-Cf the pseudoscalar-pole approximation. The first is theaict
nience. Using Eqs/B0) we are able to evaluate the light- Provision of the form-factors themselves, which are in gahe
by-light scattering contributions for an arbitrary phofonr- ~ SUbject to systematic errors depending on how they are mod-

point function. What remains now is the specification of this€/€d or calculated. The second is the procedure under which
four-point function within our approach. the form-factor is taken off-shell. Previous approachemiya

used vector meson dominance ideas to determine this form
factor and there has been an extensive debate as to whether
A. Expansion using EFT approaches and how short distance constraints have to b_e implemented
[5,16,/13/ 14| 18]. Rather than employ the principles of vecto
As already mentioned in the introduction, chiral and Iarge_meson dominance and construct an ansatz for the on-shell/of

N. arguments have been established to expand the full LB Sh‘?" form-faptor, we ‘.NiSh to calculate it from first printép.
scattering amplitude into the diagrammatic parts shown in his is possible within the_ frameyvork of Dyson-Schwinger
Fig. 3 []. These diagrams belong to different orders with and Bethe-SaIpeter equations using a well explored and suc-
respect to chiral and larg®-. counting. Whereas the meson cessful truncation scherrle [20].
exchange diagrams and the quark-loop diagram are leading in As for the quark-loop diagram, different interpretations
large4V,, it is the meson-loop diagram that is leading in thehave been given in the literature. Whereas in [12] it has been
chiral counting. Thus priori, one does not know which ex- argued that the quark loop is a separate contribution that ha
pansion is to be preferred. Therefore it is certainly irdéngy  to be added to the other two, in many other approaches it has
that all explicit calculations of these contributions séerfa-  been treated as a complementary one, which is only added
vor the N_-counting scheme; meson-loop contributions haven the large spacelike momentum region, say above a typi-
been found to be suppressed. Arguments as to why this is thaal cutoff for an effective model. In our functional apprbac
case have been presented in [14]. described below, it is clearly the first point of view that &g-c
Strictly speaking, however, one does not actually perfornrect. Moreover, as we will see, the quark loop is subject to
a larged,. expansion as this would necessitate the inclusioarge dressing effects not only for the quark propagatottsen

a tr [P+ )i, 3] 124+ ) o)
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loop but also for the quark-photon vertices. This will be the
main result of our work.

B. Expansion using functional methods

From a functional integral approach to QCD, featuring
qguarks and gluons as the fundamental degrees of freedom, the ) o
analogous picture to what is normally considered in the lit-F'G: 4: Expansion of quark-loop contribution to the photourt
erature is shown in Figd where we give an expansion in point function in terms of planar quark and gluon diagrantipfap-

> . . agators are fully dressed).

terms of non-perturbatively dressed one-particle irrdalac
Green’s functions. The basic idea of this expansionds ? %
a separation of long distance and short distance scales, but
rather a separation of different classes of diagrams based o
their topology. Clearly, the expansion is such that no dou-
ble counting of diagrams is involved. By considering a re-
stricted subset of contributions in which only diagramshwit
a planar topology are resummed, we effectively adhere to the
N.-counting scheme as favored in the EFT approaches mefrG. 5: The hadronic light-by-light scattering contritars toa,,
tioned above. Though there are similarities between the tw@om the quark loop. There are an additional three diagramos (
pictures, since we work with a truncated formulation of éxac shown) in which the quark spin-line is reversed. Principatese
QCD rather than an effective field theory there are some difdiagrams involve dressed quark propagators and quarlophar-
ferences that we will comment on here to avoid confusiontices.
First of all, our quarks are to be interpreted in the same way
as those extracted via Lattice QCD; they are characteriged b
momentum dependent dressing functions that interpolate bglanar-like diagrams such as the ones shown in Eigall
tween the current and constituent quark limifs,the discus-  propagators are fully dressed), where in fact infinite lagde
sion below Figlld Secondly, the quark-photon coupling is a of gluons are taken into account. Should we consider cor-
non-perturbative form-factor and not merely a tree-lewkb rections beyond rainbow-ladder, such as those considered i
vertex; it can be calculated self-consistently for a giveimt  Ref. [28,[29], one would also include diagrams in which the
cation scheme. Finally, the planar resummation of gluons igluons have self-interactions as well as crossed-ladd®r co
related to thel-matrix of quark-antiquark scattering and con- ponents. Taking into account such corrections is, however,
tains meson poles that can be associated with pseudoscaldpsyond the scope of the present work.
vectors, scalars etc. This will be exploited below, where we Considering this contribution to the muon-photon vertex,
return to the conventional meson exchange picture to approxve obtain the diagrams as shown in Hij.where we have
imate these contributions. shown permutation of the external photon legs but have omit-

We wish to emphasize that the expansion displayed ifig. ted the topologies that merely involve reversal of the quark
has been used successfully in a different context already ispin line (these give identical contributions and hence- con
Ref. [26]. Therer — 7 scattering has been considered usingstitute a factor of two). As is well-known, these diagrams
similar quark-box and ladder exchange parts as displayed iare individually logarithmically divergent with only thesum
Fig.@ In this setup, the authors of Ref. [26] could reproducefinite and convergent; thus one employs the aforementioned
the isospin 0 and 2 scattering lengths in exact agreemet witrrick, Eq. [6), of taking the derivative of the photon four-point
Weinberg's low energy results. Moreover, in Ref./[27] it hasfunction [24 25
been checked, that the corresponding resonant expansiensi - since this is now to be applied to loop integrals over

ilar to the one displayed in Fi@is a good gpproximation to non-perturbative quantities, namely the quark-propagitto
the ladder exchange part of Fi§. Note that in both these cal- s ng longer possible to reduce the integration to be five-
culations the quark-box diagram had to be added to the laddefimensional as in the case of perturbative studies. More
exchange or the resonant ‘'meson-exchange’ part respgctive generally, on considering the planar nature of the diagrams
We believe that these results add further support to our agspne must deal with 8-dimensional integrals which necessi-
proach. tate Monte-Carlo methods [30]. However, for reasons of cal-
culational simplicity we actually integrate in nine. We did
check, however, that we were able to reproduce the well-
1. Quark-loop contribution known perturbative results for the electron loop contiimuit
to the anomalous magnetic of the electron and the mudn [31—
Within our proposed truncation, the quark-loop is com-33] . Additionally, due to the somewhat involved Dirac alge-
posed of dressed quark propagators and dressed quarkaphotura [34, 35] we will content ourselves with taking the quark-
vertices. On expanding these one-particle irreducible®se  photon vertices inside the quark-loop contribution to keg): (
functions, within the rainbow-ladder approximation, wedfin bare; (b) 1BC; (c) full BC. The precise meaning of these ab-
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FIG. 8: Pole representation of the ladder-exchange catiwit to
the photon four-point function.
11)
\
\
FIG. 6: Ladder-exchange contribution (upper equation) ang-
ladder contribution (lower equation) to the photon fourrp@ampli-
tude. < <

FIG. 9: The pion-pole part of the LBL contribution tq,. The three
possible permutations of the photon legs are not shown.

different topologies of diagrams.

As it stands, the full’-matrix is a very complicated object
+ to solve in its entirety though its structure admits sevaal
proximations and simplifications [36]. The one which we em-

ploy here is similar to the viewpoint taken by Effective Eiel
Theory approaches; that is, we consider pole contributions
- be dominant. Now, since it is well-known that suchiafinize
gluon-ladder resummation dynamically generates bouatg-st
poles, one can expand tlematrix in terms of meson pole
contributions as shown in Fif(c). On mass shell we then

FIG. 7: TheT-matrix in Rainbow-Ladder approximation. (a) shows have a unique definition of the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude, de
the series expansion in terms of dressed quarks and gludtstwh Scribed below in Fid12 that gives the form-factor describing
(b) represents Dyson’s equation. (c) Shows the pole-arfisathe  coupling of a meson to two quarks. From this point the (on-
T-matrix on-mass shell. shell) pseudoscalar-photon-photon form-factor can bedefi
and calculated, giving rise to the ‘leading’ pseudoscalar m
son exchange part, as shown in Bgnd FiglQ
breviations and the relation to the full quark-photon \e&si In a similar fashion, the ring-ladder diagram contains con-
will become clear in sectioffiBlandIVBl The extensionto tributions akin to the pion loop on meson mass-shell. How-
employ the numerically calculated non-perturbative forin o ever, since these are generally considered to be sub-tpadin
the vertex will be explored in a later publication. The résul we will not consider them further here and instead concen-
of our calculation are presented in sec{l¥h trate on the quark-loop and ladder-exchange diagramsr Afte
we present our approach and formalism in the next section,
results will be discussed in sectifvi

SISlc

2. Ladder-exchange and ladder-ring contribution

Two contributions that are leading and sub-leading in large III.  FRAMEWORK
N, respectively are the so-called ladder-exchange and ladder
ring diagrams of Figd These infinite ladder resummations The dressed quark propagator is one of the most impor-
are in fact related to th&-matrix of bound-state theory in tant quantities in the covariant description of mesons.nit e
a certain approximation scheme (that produces planar diazodes non-perturbative properties of QCD such as dynamical
grams). Thus, another way to portray these contributions isnass generation and the realization of a non-zero condensat
given in Fig[d TheT-matrix in rainbow-ladder approxima- Its equation of motion, the quark Dyson-Schwinger equation
tionis given in Fig[Zl At this point, we make it clear that there (DSE) displayed in FigIQ also contains the dressed gluon
is no conflict nor double counting between the quark-loop angbropagator and a dressed quark-gluon vertex. Whereas the
ladder-exchange diagrams, as they clearly consider anthres dressed gluon propagator in Landau gauge is a well-known
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FIG. 10: Dyson—-Schwinger equation for the quark propag&pec-
ification of the fully-dressed gluon propagator (wigglemd) and
quark-gluon vertex (coloured blob) defines the truncatrese.

M(p") [GeV]

quantity by now, seel [87-40] and references théreihe
study of the details of the dressed quark-gluon vertexllosti

an exploratory level, although some progress has been made
in the past years [29, 42, 143]. Pending deeper insights into
the nonperturbative structure of the quark-gluon intéoaat

is therefore reasonable to work with approximations thies ta 0.9
into account important features of the full theory. Thisstr £
egy, of course, introduces model dependencies into ouu-calc N~ 0.8
lation that have to be carefully addressed later on.

>From a phenomenological perspective a successful ap- 07
proximation in this respect is the rainbow-ladder trurmatf L .
the quark-DSE. The philosophy here is to combine the dress- 0.6 0w [ i [ [
ing of the gluon propagator with the vector part of the quark- 10* 102 10° 10° 10*
gluon vertex into a single function depending on the gluon 2
momentum only. While this is certainly a severe approxima- P [GEVZ]

tion in principle, in practice it turned out to be very sucees

ful as concerns the calculation of masses and electromagne¥|G. 11: Mass function and wave-function dressing functioarre-
properties of mesonic observables!|[20]. While the paramesponding to quark propagators solved with the Maris-Tantigrac-
ters of the model are tuned such that it reproduces the expetion [44].

mental values for the masses and decay constants of the pion,

it also reproduces the pion charge radius and transition ) ]

form factors on the percent level. In the vector channel thed(r®) andB(p?) can be recombined into the quark mass and
agreement with experimental masses and decay constantsygve-function byM (p*) = B(p®)/A(p*) and Z;(p*) =

on the five and ten percent level. Thus, while one has to keeb/A(PQ)- ) _ _

in mind possible systematic caveats, we neverthelessvgelie These propagators may be obtained by solving their re-
that such a modelis an excellent starting point for a systiema SPective Dyson-Schwinger equations. The DSE for the quark

evaluation of hadronic LBL. propagator, shown diagrammatically in Hid, is written
In Euclidean momentum space, the renormalized dressed 1, | 1
gluon and quark propagators in the Landau gauge are givenS () = 228" (p) + 2(p) , (14)
by d4
2(0) = °CrZr [ - iTa0) D (W) Sr (@)
2.2 (2m)
D,.(p)=1{9¢ _ Pubv M (12)
m w2 p2 whereX(p) is the quark self-energy, = p—q and the Casimir
o Cr = 4/3 stems from the colour trace. We introduced the
Sp(p) = Zs(p*; p7) _ 1 reduced quark-gluon vertaX, (¢, p) defined byl'*(q,p) =
i+ M©p?) iy A p?) + B(p*u?)’ ig%-T', (g, p). The bare inverse quark propagato$s' (p) =

) iy + m. The renormalisation factors afg p = 22/23 for
the quark-gluon vertex?, for the quark propagator and;
for the ghost dressing function.
The scalar dressing functions of the quark DSE are solved
r by appropriate projections of EqI4). This is a coupled
non-linear integral equation that is solvable provided wewk
the gluon dressing function and the structure of the quark-
gluon vertex. In the rainbow approximation both are spec-
iﬁ?ﬁ by Ansatze, with in particulg\c{ the choidg, (¢,p) =
A ; . X
1 There is an intense debate on the behaviour of the gluon gabmain the r (k )7.1” with s_calar functior representing the non-
deep infrared, i.e. for momena < 50 MeV. It seems, however, that perturbatlve dressmg of the quark-gluon ve_rtex andq—p
this momentum region is irrelevant when it comes to the dafion of ~ th€ gluon momenta. Here, the gluon dressing funcéoh’)
observabled [28, 25, 141]. from Eq. [[2) and the Yang-Mills parf Y™ (k?) of the quark-

where Z(p?; u?) is the gluon dressing functior s (p?; u?)
is the quark wave-function antl/ (p?) is the renormalisation
point independent quark mass function. The dependence %
such functions on the renormalisation pojrit will be im-
plicitly assumed from here on. The quark dressing function
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gluon vertex are combined to form a phenomenological effec- For the convenience of the reader, in Bidwe again show
tive interaction. For the Maris-Tandy (MT) model [44] this the two dressing functiong(p?) and M (p?) that character-
function is given by ize the non-perturbative quark propagator, obtained by-sol
ing Eq. [[@ using the Maris-Tandy interaction [44]. Clearly,
Z(ETYM(R?) = 4_7; (%Dk‘* exp(—k? Jw?) in the mass function there are three distinguished momen-
w tum regions. In the infrared, the quark propagator is essen-
2T Ym tially constant displaying the behavior of a constituersardu
2 Then for1 GeV® < p? < 10 GeV? there is a region of
log (T + (1 + kQ/AQQCD) ) rapid change, where the quark mass function follows the well
known1/p? behavior expected from the operator product ex-
% [1 —exp (—k2/ [4’”?]” ) .(15) pansion. For even larger momenta and non-vanishir)g current
guark mass the quark mass function behaves logarithmically
as expected for a current quark. The fully dressed quark-prop

with agator thus naturally interpolates between the constitaenh
me = 0.5 GeV = e2_1 current quark picture. We consider this feature of the Dyson
Ao = 1'2/(33 —2Ny) ' Aqep = 0.234GeV . Schwinger approach to QCD as an advantage compared with

effective models such as the ENJL model.

This interaction corresponds to a Gaussian distributicthén
infrared that provides for sufficient interaction strenigtigen-
erate DCSB, together with the one-loop behavior of the run-
ning coupling at large, perturbative, momenta. The lager i
mandatory to provide for the correct short distance belavio
of the quark propagator. The remaining parameterand

D essentially constitute a single one-parameter family eof so The chiral symmetry preserving truncation for the Bethe-
lutions for which pion observables remain comparable, viaSalpeter equation, consistent with the rainbow-approtiona

A. Bethe-Salpeter equation

wD = (0.72GeV)3. above, is given by the ladder approximation
qq d'k qq
Ftu(pv P) = WKtu;rs(pa kv P) [SF(k+)F (kv P)SF(k*)} sr (16)
with the kernelKy,.,s given by
2Z(5HT™M(K2) Z kuky\ [ A® A®
Ktu;sr(Q7p§ P) = g ( ) ) ( ) = 5”1/ — L B} - Tu - Tv s (17)
k k 2 s L 2 .

see Fig[12 for a graphical representation. Heré?(p; P) is  doscalar meson is completely specified by the following form
the Bethe-Salpeter vertex function corresponding to a-pseu ) B B

doscalar quark anti-quark bound-state, specified belove Th TI'%(p; P) = 5 {qu (p; P) — iPFJ*(p; P)
momenta = k + P/2andk_ = k — P/2 are such that the ) _ _

total momentumP of the meson is given by = k, — k_ —ip (p- P) F(p; P) = [Py F{*(p; P)
and the relative momentui = (k; + k_)/2. The Latin

indices (, u, , s) of the kernels refer to colour, flavour and 'S amplituge is obgai_ned through solution of Eifon-
Dirac structure. mass shellP? = —m?, in Euclidean space. Whil&§) rep-

(18)

The form of the kernel EqI) is uniquely determined from

the axial-vector Ward-Takahashi identity and ensures ttiea

pion is a Goldstone-boson in the chiral limit without any fine

tuning of parameters. It also ensures thatimportant caimssr _— = -
from chiral symmetry such as the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner

relation are satisfied.

In general, the covariant structure of the Bethe-Salpeter v .
tex function,I'?(p; P), determines the quantum numbers of FIG. 12: The homogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equation for teeme

the bound-state under consideration. In particular, a-pse@mplitude.
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Fy

describes the coupling of a fully dressed quark to a photon
and is dominated by QCD corrections. As a function of one

100 Lorentz gnd two spinor indices, it can be decomposed into
9 _ - F2 twelve Dirac structures
S -10 12
102 T (P k)= Z; Xi(P,k)Vi(P, k) (20)
10°

whereV! (P, k) represents the basis components, i, k)

10’4 > e 1 e o e T 3 the non-perturbative dressing functions. A common basis is
10° 10° 10 10 ]_02 10 that of Ball and Chiu[47], in whiclv; (P, k) is splitinto terms
2 that are transverse and non-transverse with respect tdthe p
P [Gevz] ton momentum. The Ward-Takahashi identity and regularity

assumptions constrain the form of the non-transverse part i
FIG. 13: Normalised Bethe-Salpeter amplitudésand F» of the  terms of quark propagator functions
pion solved with the Maris-Tandy interaction (leading Cysiev

component)[44]. A(RZ) + A(k2)
Fﬁc(k’P) — ['Y,u%

2\ 2
resents a quark-anti-quark bound-state, physical mesens a +(K + + K ) (ks + k,)“lw
defined as matrices in flavour space built out of ¢igeam- 2 kR k2
plitudes. This then leads to the same decomposition as in . B(k?) — B(k%)

Eq. (I8 but with flavour matrix valued quantitiésandF;. In Filks +k-)u W} : (21)

the following, however, we will keep the flavour index imgitic

and use Eq[I8) for ¢z amplitudes and mesons alike. Anyway, |eaving only the strictly transverse pieces undetermined.

in the isospin-limit considered herein the pion amplitudle d  gq. {ZI) can therefore be seen as an approximation of the full

fers from theuu/dd amplitudes only by flavour-matrix struc- vertex and has been used in situations, where the full vertex

ture. The pole masses and the scalar amplitudes that contad@nnot be determined numerically.

the dynamical information are identical (up to normaliaa) A more sophisticated approach, however, is to solve the

This is different for the) andsy’. _ _ _ inhomogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equation of the quark-photo
Inthe chiral limit the leading behavior of the pion amplieud  yertex, shown diagrammatically in F@4 It is given by

'™ is given by

Fr (s P) = M B qsy  ThlbP)= 20t [ K [Se05 000 P)Se )],

whereB(p?) is the scalar dressing function of the quafk, (22)

is the chiral limit value of the leptonic decay constant, and _ o ) _

)3 is a Gell-Mann matrix that represents the flavour structureWhere 2 is the renormalisation factor associated with the
The hat in Eq.[T9) indicates that the object is matrix valued in duark-photon vertex. By using the same interaction kersel a
flavour space. The expressions for the calculatiori,oand  in the BSE for mesons, EqLT), not only do we achieve self-
the normalization condition of the Bethe-Salpeter amghtu Consistency within the truncation scheme, but also by giatu
together with details on the numerical procedure for dealin itS Symmetry preserving nature we satisfy the Ward-Takaihas
with the BSE are given ir_[45]. For the convenience of theidentity. Consequently, the non-transverse part of theexer
reader we display the resulting Bethe-Salpeter amplitémtes  9ivenin Eq. D), is nicely reproduced numerically, with trans-
p? — —m2 andp.P — 0 in Fig.[@ Qualitatively, the am- Vverse terms additionally generated|[48, [52-54].

plitudes have a similar form as the quark mass function in the We note here that such a determination of the quark-photon
chiral limit. For large momenta and up to logarithmic correc vertex automatically contains poles in the time-like regio
tions they fall off like 1/p2, which is a necessary condition corresponding to vector meson exchange. Thus, presuppos-
to correctly describe the anomalous decay of the pion and tthg that vector-meson dominance is an important feature in
reproduce the asymptotics of the pion form factof [46].

B. Quark-photon Vertex — +

An important quantity for the determination of the LBL
contribution to the muom — 2 is the dressed quark-photon
vertex. This quantity is genuinely non-perturbative inunat ~ FIG. 14: Inhomogeneous BS equation for the quark-phototexer
and necessary for the calculation of theyRSorm-factor. 1t N rainbow-ladder approximation.



the structure of the pion electromagnetic form-factors iak-
ready included here as a result of the approach we employ.
This has been discussed in detail also in Refs$.[[48, 52]. _—
The numerical details involved in the calculation of the
qguark-photon vertex have been described in several waks, s
e.g. the appendix of Ref. [54]. Below we will use the fully dy-
namical, selfconsistent solution of E@Zj for our calculation
of the PS— ~~ form-factor and the resulting meson exchange
contribution to LBL. Unfortunately, because of the numatic
complexity we have to restrict ourselves to the exact langit
dinal part given by Eq[ZJ) in the quark-loop diagram. It will
be a subject of future work to overcome this limitation.

FIG. 15: Ther®~~ form-factor in impulse approximation. All inter-
nal quantities are fully-dressed.

DSE/BSA

ocooo

C. ThePS — ~~ form-factor

The coupling of the exchanged pseudoscalar mesons to
photons is the quantity that is central to the resonant expan
sion of Fig[2 In impulse approximation, consistent with the
rainbow-ladder truncation scheme introduced in sec{l@iis
the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude is connected viaa quarkglia. (G, 16: Ther — ~+ form-factor plotted as a function of the two
to the fully-dressed quark-photon vertex, as shown in[&.  photon momenta? andk2. We compare our numerical results in the
For a pseudoscal@sS we have Dyson-Schwinger/Bethe-Salpeter approach with an ansatzred

by vector meson dominance discussed in Réf. [5].

AEEWW* (k1,k2) = 262Nc/ tr [iQeFu(/fQ,plQ)SF (p2)
k

R . whereae,, is the fine structure constant ayfg the pion de-
XI5 (pa3, P)Sp(ps)iQeclyu(ki,ps1)Sr(ps)] , (23)  cay constant. The definition of the prefactors is such that
F™7(0,0) = 1. Then- andrn’-mesons have the same ten-
sor structure.

- Note that the form factors determined here do not accu-
(pi +p;) /2. Thg factorf)f tWO. stems from exchangg of the rately reflect all effects due to the topological mass of the
two photon vertices an@ = diag [2/3, —1/3, ~1/3] gives  ,'simply because th4 (1)-anomaly is not represented cor-
the quark’s charge. The PS verteX® is explicitly matrix  rectly in the Maris-Tandy mode! In the form factors this

wherek; andk, are the outgoing photon momenia, = g,
p2 = q—k andpz = q+Fk; are the quark momenta apg =

valued in flavour space. It is defined as may be a minor problem. The effect is larger, however, in
. 1 ) _ the meson propagators attached to the form factors. We-there
70 I' = —diag [F““, e O} fore prefer to use the experimental masses in these propaga-
V2 tors thereby taking care of the majority of thig (1)-anomaly
e = Ldiag [ree réd —ores| - (24)  effects. , ,
V6 The 7° electromagnetic form-factor has been explored in
0. it _ L {Fuﬂ rad Fsg} detail in Ref. [58], wherein it has been confirmed that the cor
e V3 & o ’ rect normalization is satisfied. In addition it has been ghow

analytically (and numerically) that the correct asymyutdte-

for the pseudoscalar mesons. THé? are solutions of haviour, modulo potential logarithms is obtainkd [53, 57],
Eq. I8. In addition we work in the isospin-limitl{** =

4. Since the quantities in Eq@4) are defined in the singlet- . 70y oy L
- . . ! lim F (0,Q%) x
octet basis we have to rotate in order to obtainthg ampli- Q?—o0 Q2
tudes . O o o 1
A N lim P Q%) oy (27)
I'" = cosOT'"" —sindI" (25) Qo0
I = sin0T" + cosd f”o, In Fig[8we plot the form factor as a function of the two pho-

ton momenta:? andk3 and compare with the VMD inspired
where we haven takefi = —15.4° [55]. The pseudoscalar
electromagnetic form-factor can be described by a single

scalar function, /™ 7 . For the pion this function can be

given a natural normalization via the Abelian anom@ [56] 2 Perspectives to improve this issue in the framework of DySohwinger

. a . equations have been reported in Réfsl [40-51]. In Ref. [&bbalogical
AT (k2 k3) = iﬂswaﬁkf‘ngm V(K kD), (26) mass of theyy has been obtained which goes well with lattice results of the
T fr topological susceptibility via the Witten-Veneziano tiga.
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model used in Ref[[13]. One clearly sees that both form facHere k. = k + P/2. Note that in the chiral on-shell limit
tors agree nicely on a qualitative and even quantitativellev (P? = 0) the above equation reduces to HEJ( We gen-
Whereas the low-momentum behaviour is governed by theralize the pseudoscalar amplitude EB) by using Eq.29
anomaly, at large momenta both form factors fall off accord-as a guideline for all four structures also away from theathir
ing to Eqgs.[27). There are small quantitative differences in limit. The final off-shell meson amplitude reads:
the mid-momentum regime, which will lead to a small differ-

ence in the meson exchange contributions to LBL, discussed . ¢ - pS ) . aPS
below. In general, however, the results of our calculati@ym I =7 [Fl (p: P) + f(P ){ —WPEy " (p; P)
be viewed as a confirmation of the previously used model ap-
proaches almost from first principles.

: : (30)
— i (p- P)FYS (0 P) = [P FPS (i P) .

where the hat over the functiod’s indicates that the flavour
structure of the corresponding meson is included in the same
manner as in EqsP@, 25). The scalar off-shell amplitudes

It is evident from the kinematics of the diagram shown in F%%(k, P) are defined in terms of the on-shell amplitudes
Fig.@that the form-factors, thus far defined as on-shell quaanqq(k’ k- P) through

tities, must be evaluated for momenta of the exchanged pseu-”
doscalar meson that would be far from the pole mass. In
the approach considered here, the pseudoscalar amplgude i

D. Off-shell prescription

F;qq(k+7k+ : P) + F;qq(kka* : P)

aq —
obtained from its homogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equation and F(k, P) = 2 » (3D)
hence is by definition an on-shell quantity. Thus, to proceed
we must introduce a prescription for the continuation o$thi for whichi = 1, ..., 4. The on-shell amplitudes are obtained
quantity to the off-shell momentum region. via Eq. [[§). In order to account for the mass dimensions of

Since the off-shell behaviour should be dominated by thgp,o form-factora‘7“2p§4 we attach to each the function
pseudoscalar pole contribution, the introduction of ang-pr >
scription that provides for a suppression at off-shell mopme
tum should be suitable starting point. Here, we will employ m2
a prescription that is inspired from the axial-vector Ward- f(P?) = PQJF# : (32)
Takahashi identity in the chiral limit Ps

2P, 02 (k, P) =iS~'(ky)ys +iv:5 '(k—) . (28)  This prevents an unnatural enhancement at high meson virtu-

_ ) _ ) ality whilst at the same time leaving the on-shell behaviour

Here the axial vector vertex is defined as the correlationfun ynchanged. The off-shell form factor
tion T%3 = (j53¢q) that includes the axial vector current in
the pion channej5? = gv,7°2¢. Itis clear that Eq. g

p s ej# ayuY 59 : . q EB) AEE Yy (P’ k17k2) :euua,@k?kgﬂfli’s*'y*'y* (PQ, k%, k%) :
relatesl’;” to the quark propagator. Taking explicit param- (33)
eterisations for vertex and propagator (See [45]) thatihe!
the pion pole in the axial vector vertex, the following forin o

the dominant amplitude for the” can be deduced: is then obtained via the generalisation of EZg3)(by taking
the Bethe-Salpeter amplitud®? to be defined via EqE0).
ET(k,P) =\ B(ks) + B(k-) ) (29) The contribution to the derivative of the four-point-fuioct
2fx can now be written as [13]:

~ Frs oy (qia: 47, $3) Frs - (afa, 412, 0)

H(P);tuAa(QlaQ% q2) = CI%Q _’_m%S

Frsey:y+ (47,43, 0) Fpsy++ (a7, 45, Gia)
qi +mpg

Fes vy (43, 47, 43a) Frs (43, 45, 0)
g5 +mpg

a B T
CuvapBdl 42 €xoprdi2

+ E,ua’quIel/)\aﬁq?qg

_|_

E,u)\aﬁQ?QQﬂel/ap‘rqg ) (34)

whereqio = ¢1 + ¢g2. The functionﬁ(p)#,,M is now only  external photon momentum has been carried out.
dependent upon two momenta since the lilnit> 0 for the
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IV. RESULTS compatible with previous one$![5] 6,117], which for the
pion pole contribution are displayed in Talile This is not

With the approach to hadronic LBL scattering within the SUrprising, since the form-factors themselves are corbigati
functional approach outlined, and our truncation scheme deat @ qualitative levelef. Fig.[I8 and all approaches make
fined we proceed to combine our propagators, vertices, amplfhe assumption that pseudoscalar pole-dominance is \alid f
tudes and form-factors together and calculate the respecti from the meson mass-shell.
contributions to hadronic LBL scattering in the mupp- 2.

A. Pion-pole contribution to LBL B. Quark loop contribution to LBL

To demonstrate parity between our approach and others in Having convinced ourselves that the method works we now
the determination of hadronic LBL, we calculate the ladderfocus on the quark loop contribution to LBL. Here we follow
exchange diagram of Figd assuming pseudoscalar pole- the strategy described around H@). (here the Ward identity
dominance. Once more, we re-iterate that on mass-shell th@Peyed by the four-point function with respect to the exaern
is identical to the pseudoscalar exchange diagram portrayefield is exploited to construct quantities that are exglidit
in Fig.[2 whereas off-shell we make the common assumptiorflite. As for our numerical error we verified that we reproduce
that the meson-exchange picture provides a good approxim#1e well known perturbative result for the correspondiregel
tion. tron loop with an accuracy of better than one per mille. In the

In order to determine the pseudoscalar exchange contrib@uark loop we use the fully dressed quark propagators for the
tion we must numerically determine the dressed quark propaiP, down, strange and charm quarks, extracted from the DSE,
gator, the quark-photon vertex, and the homogeneous Beth&ig-[L0 As already mentioned above, due to numerical com-
Salpeter amplitude for the pseudoscalar meson. Combininglexity we are unfoytunately notyetin a position where we ca
these together allows us to calculate from first principes t Use the full, numerically determined quark-photon vertsadi
7~ form-factor. We wish to emphasize again that the resultfor the meson exchange contributions in the previous sectio
ing quark-photon vertex also contains time-like poles gorr Instead, we use three different approximations to the e v
sponding to vector meson exchangé [52]. Thus the main ided§* and compare the results. As explained in seffid@idue
of VMD are naturally included here in the form-factor due 0 the Ward-identity we are in possession of exact exprassio
to the non-perturbative approach that we employ. We havéor the non-transversal, Ball-Chiu part of the vertex, £)(
checked that the total numerical error of our calculatioofis \We exploit this knowledge to compare results with (a) a bare
the order of one percent. In a similar fashion we also evaluvertex, (b) the first term of Eq2{) (1BC)
ate the corresponding form factors for theandn’ mesons. A(2) 1 Al
We then use our results for the form factors to evaluate the T.(p,q) = Ap?) + Alg) "
pseudoscalar meson exchange contribution to LBL. For this, 2

we use the off-shell prescription for the pseudoscalar &eth wherep, ¢ are the quark and antiquark momenta, and (c) the
Salpeter amplitude proposed in ERQ) for the exchanged | gall-Chiu (BC) expression EqEZI). A comparison be-
mesons. This prescription gives a reduction of the contribuyyeen these three approximations may serve as a guide for the
tion that is similar to that found in other approaches. systematic error due to the relevance of vertex effects. e e

The systematic error of our calculation of the pseudoscalaﬁhasize, however, that only our most elaborate approximati
exchange diagrams can be attributed entirely to the valedit (¢ satisfies the constraints of gauge invariance. Prevage
the rainbow-ladder approximation, by the Maris-Tandy (MT) yroximations based on purely transverse parts of the vertex
model, Eq.[{9), and the off-shell prescription for the mesons, 78] 4o not satisfy this constraint. We believe that the &nsa
Eq. 9. No other approximations have been used. Whilecy provides an excellent basis for the calculation of therfg

in the_GoIdstpne-Boson sector_the MT model_works WeII,|OOIO diagram, which can and should be expanded in future
there is certainly a larger error in the flavour singlet secto ok to also include transverse parts of the vertex.
We therefore guesstimate a total systematic error: ten per- aq 3 result of our calculation we find

cent for the pion contribution, and twenty percent for the

(36)

andn’ contributions. With a numerical error of two percent ayBHavarkioop (bare vertex) _ - g1 4 9 x 1011

we then obtaina ™ = (57.5 £ 6.9) x 1071, akBt = giBrauarkoop 1BC) - _ (107 4+ 2) x 10~ 11 (37)
(13.6 = 3.0) x 107 andaB-"" = (9.6 £ 2.1) x 10711 aBHavarkioop (BC) = (176 £4) x 10~

leading to

for the quark loop contribution. Clearly these are sizalble-c
5P = (80.7 £ 12.0) x 107! (35) tributions. Whereas the bare vertex result roughly agréts w
o the numbe0 x 10! given in [14], the dressing effects of
for the pseudoscalar meson exchange contribution to LBLthe vertex lead to a drastic increase. As compared to oult resu
As compared to our previous wotk [23], the valuesdf?*  for the first part of the Ball-Chiu vertek [23] we again find a
and a';B'-W' are slightly reduced due to a more consistentdrastic increase from07 x 10~!! to 176 x 10~'* when the
off-shell prescription in these channels. Our res@BH)(is  other two terms of the full Ball-Chiu vertex are included. In



12

Group | Model Pt (n°-pole) ay;P" (quark-loop)
Bijnens, Prades, Pallante [16] ENJL 59(11) 21(3)
Hayakawa, Kinoshita [10], HK and Sanda [8, 9] HLS 57(4) 9.7(11.1)
Knecht and Nyffeler [13] LMD+V 58(10) -
Melnikov and Vainshtein [14] LMD+V 77(5) T
Dorokhov and Broniowski [18] NLxQM 65(2) i

Nyffeler [5] LMD+V 72(12) il

Our Result DSE 58(10) 136(59)

TABLE II: Results for ther®-pole and quark-loop contribution (where appropriate)adronic light-by-light scattering, in different models.
For f the quark-loop correction is incorporated as a boundarglition on the pion-pole contribution, whilst fgrthe quark-loop corrections
are currently under investigation [58].

this calculation we included effects from four quark flawur  As for the quark-loop contribution, analytic constraints
in the quark-loop. Their individual contributions are gMey ~ have been used which arise from the requirement of gauge
invariance: the quark-photon vertex appearing in this loap

; ki ;u/d — . . .
a';B"_q”ar oop (BC)_” = (158 +3) x 101! to satisfy the vector Ward-Takahashy identity. In conttast
aLBHavarkioop (BO)s (16 4 1) x 10~ 1 (38)  previous approaches, we have implemented this identity by
abBL?q“ark'OOP B — (12+1)x 1071 using the Ball-Chiu ansatz for this vertex. We believe this i

o _ a systematic improvement. The consequences are drastic: we
It is interesting to note that due to charge effects the heavgbserve a dramatic increase for the quark-loop contributio
charm quark contributes more than the much lighter strangeBL. Our result of(176+4) x 10~'* is more than three times
quark. larger than the constituent quark result of [14].

We have checked the model dependence of the above re-\when combining our two results, E@H) and Eq.[87), we
sult by comparing with a similar calculation using a diffetre gyrive at a hadronic LBL contribution of
model for the quark-gluon interaction [38]. The results are
similar to the one in Eq[d within an error margin of five aLBLPSrauakdoop - 957 4 31y » 1011 . (39)
to ten percent. Details will be given elsewhere. Due to these

results we estimate an additional systematic error for & B This value, however, does not yet account for transverss par
result of 15 x 10~"*, which has to be added to tHe< 10" f the quark-photon vertex in the quark-loop contribution
given in Eq.[B7). and for effects from the right hand diagrams of Hgjor

In general, these large dressing effects also make it vergig. @ In general, it is difficult to gauge the effects of ad-
hard if not impossible to guess the effect of the total vertexjitional transverse vertex contributions in the quarkpla-
dressing without an explicit calculation. Certainly, ho®e  agram. In Ref.[[16] part of these effects have been taken
given these findings, all previous estimates for the systiema into account by using an ansatz motivated by vector-meson
error in the quark loop contributions seem to be an order ofjominance (VMD) ideas. They found a reduction due to
magnitude too small. these effects of roughly0 x 10-''. Since we agree with
Ref. [16] on the size of the pion exchange contribution, \eher
VMD works very well, it may be justified to use their re-
sult as a rough estimate for the size and also for the poten-
tial error in these effects. We therefore add a contribdtion
In this paper we have presented a new approach towards abBL?q“afk'o""'tfaf‘s"efse: (—40 + 40) x 107! to arrive at

the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. We have us%BL;quarkloop (BC+transverse). (136 1 59) x 10~ 1.

a combination of Dyson-Schwinger and Bethe-Salpeter equa- ¢ aqgitional contributions due to the right hand diagrams
tions to evaluate the pseudoscalar meson exchange contriby Fig. 2 or Fig.[ are also difficult to judge. It may help

tion and the quark loop contribution to LBL. Our only input y4,,gh to observe that these involve an additional quaok

is the Maris-Tandy model, a phenomenologically successfuyy icaily such contributions are negative and of the order o
ansatz for the combined strength of the gluon propagator anfgn to twenty percent of the leading: contributions|[28, 29].

the quark-gluon vertex. Our treatment of the meson exchanggjnce on the other hand one also expects positive contifiti
contribution to LBL is different from earlier approaches in ¢ 4 similar size from non-pseudoscalar exchange diagrams

that we do not rely on an ansaiz for the-ASorm factor, 7y \ve choose to subsume all these contributions to another
but calculate this quantity starting from the basic equegio

of motion of QCD. Nevertheless, our result basically agrees
with those from previous approaches. This result once more
emphasizes that the meson exchange contributions to LBL AT®Note that cross-terms between transverse and non-trasventributions

largely controlled by analytic constraints from QCD at Brg  from the four vertices in the quark-box diagram could previiditional
and smallQ?. suppression. This is expressed in our error estimate.

V. CONCLUSIONS
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abBL?mher = (0 £20) x 10—, where the error is clearly sub- as an estimate, we definitely need to explicitly calculaéséh
jective. This gives us the following total hadronic LBL con- contributions in our approach. Second, there is the questio
tribution whether the pseudoscalar meson exchange diagram provides
for a good approximation of the gluon exchange contribution
discussed around Fif@8 Also this assumption needs to be

. ] guestioned by an explicit calculation. In this sense, oswlts

in our approach. Note that the increase of the central valugertainly do not provide final answers but still have to bensee

as compared to our previous result in Ref. [23] is due to & a further step towards a fundamental determination of
combination of taking the full BC-vertex instead of 1BC and Finally, we point out that the current approach will also be

in addition accounting for the transverse corrections & th - : o
: checked by a calculation of the hadronic vacuum polariratio
quark-loop using the results of Ref. [16]. Taken at face @alu Y P

alBs = (2174£91) x 10711, (40)

these numbers together with the other contributions quiated
[1] clearly reduce the discrepancy between theory and éxper

ment. Combining our light-by-light scattering resultsinihe
other SM contributions gives:

al®*" = 116 591 891.0(105.0) x 10~ . (41)

To putthis resultin perspective we wish to recall the caveat

that to our mind are tied to it. First, there is the contribuati

contribution toa,. Preliminary results in this direction are
encouraging.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the Helmholtz-University

Young Investigator Grant No. VH-NG-332 and by the

of transverse parts of the quark-photon vertex to the quarkHelmholtz International Center for FAIR within the LOEWE
loop diagram. Although the results of Ref. [16] may serveprogram of the State of Hesse.

[1] F. Jegerlehner and A. Nyffeler, Phys. Reg?7, 1 (2009)
[arXiv:0902.336(hep-ph]].

[2] F. JegerlehneBerlin, Germany: Springer (2008) 426 p

[3] D.  Stockinger, J. Phys. G 34 (2007)
[arXiv:hep-ph/06091€]8

[4] G. W. Bennetter al. [Muon G-2 Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D
73 (2006) 0720034rXiv:hep-ex/060203p

[5] A. Nyffeler, Phys. Rev. 19, 073012 (2009)drXiv:0901.1172
[hep-ph]].

[6] J. Prades, E. de Rafael and A. VainshteanXiv:0901.0306
[hep-ph].

[7] J. Bijnens and J. Prades, Mod. Phys. Lett22 767 (2007)
[arXiv:hep-ph/070217)0

R45

[8] M. Hayakawa, T. Kinoshita and A. I. Sanda, Phys. Rev. Lett.[25] J. Aldins, T. Kinoshita, S. J. Brodsky and A. J. Dufner, Phys.

75, 790 (1995) &rXiv:hep-ph/9503463
[9] M. Hayakawa, T. Kinoshita and A. |. Sanda, Phys. Red4D
3137 (1996) /@rXiv:hep-ph/960131p
[10] M. Hayakawa and T. Kinoshita, Phys. Rev.3 (1998) 465
[Erratum-ibid. D66 (2002) 019902]arXiv:hep-ph/9708227

[11] G. Ecker, J. Gasser, H. Leutwyler, A. Pich and E. de Rafael,

(2008) farXiv:0805.076(0hep-ph]].

[19] R. Alkofer and L. von Smekal, Phys. Re@53, 281 (2001)
[arXiv:hep-ph/000735ph

[20] P. Maris and C. D. Roberts, Int. J. Mod. PhyslE 297 (2003)
[arXiv:nucl-th/030104p

[21] C. S. Fischer, J.
[arXiv:hep-ph/0605173

[22] C. D. Roberts, Prog. Part. Nucl. Physl (2008) 50
[arXiv:0712.0633nucl-th]].

[23] C. S. Fischer, T. Goecke, R. William&rKiv:1009.5297hep-

ph]].

Phys. G32, R253 (2006)

[24] J. Aldins, T. Kinoshita, S. J. Brodsky and A. J. Dufner, Phys.

Rev. Lett.23 (1969) 441.

Rev. D1 (1970) 2378.

[26] P. Bicudo, S. Cotanch, F. J. Llanes-Estrada, P. Maris,

E. Ribeiro, A. Szczepaniak, Phys. R®65 (2002) 076008.
[hep-ph/011201p

[27] S. R. Cotanch, P. Maris, Phys. R&b66
[hep-ph/021015}L

(2002) 116010.

Phys. Lett. B223 (1989) 425; G. Ecker, J. Gasser, A. Pich and [28] C. S. Fischer, D. Nickel and J. Wambach, Phys. Revi6D

E. de Rafael, Nucl. Phys. B1 (1989) 311.

[12] E. de Rafael, Phys. Lett. B 322
[arXiv:hep-ph/9311316

[13] M. Knecht and A. Nyffeler, Phys. Rev. B5, 073034 (2002)
[arXiv:hep-ph/0111058

[14] K. Melnikov and A. Vainshtein, Phys. Rev. T (2004) 113006
[arXiv:hep-ph/031222)6

[15] A. Nyffeler,larXiv:1001.3970hep-ph].

(1994) 239

(2007) 0940094drXiv:0705.4407hep-ph]].

[29] C. S. Fischer and R. Williams, Phys. Rev. T8 (2008)
074006 |arXiv:0808.3372[hep-ph]]; Phys. Rev. Lett103
(2009) 122001 [&rXiv:0905.2291 [hep-ph]]; R. Williams,
[arXiv:0912.3494hep-ph]].

[30] T. Hahn, Comput. Phys.
[arXiv:hep-ph/0404043

[31] T. Kinoshita, Phys. Rev. Let6l, 2898 (1988).

Communl68 (2005) 78

[16] J. Bijnens, E. Pallante and J. Prades, Phys. Rev. Lettf32] M. A. Samuel, Phys. Rev. B5, 2168 (1992).

75, 1447 (1995) [Erratum-ibid. 75, 3781 (1995)]
[arXiv:hep-ph/9505251 Nucl. Phys. B 474 (1996) 379
[arXiv:hep-ph/9511388
[17] A. E. Dorokhov, Phys.
[arXiv:hep-ph/0405153
[18] A. E. Dorokhov and W. Broniowski, Phys. Rev. T8, 073011

Rev. D70 (2004) 094011

[33] S. Laporta and E. Remiddi, Phys. Lett3B1 (1993) 440.

[34] J. A. M. Vermaseren,math-ph/001002p

[35] T. Reiter, Comput. Phys. Commuh81 (2010) 1301-1331.
[arXiv:0907.3714hep-ph]].

[36] P. Watson, W. Cassing, Few Body Sy35 (2004) 99-115.
[hep-ph/0405287


http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3360
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0609168
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0602035
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.1172
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.0306
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0702170
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503463
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601310
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9708227
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9311316
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0111058
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312226
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.3970
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9505251
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511388
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405153
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.0760
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0007355
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0301049
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605173
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.0633
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.5297
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210151
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.4407
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.3372
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.2291
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.3494
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404043
http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0010025
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.3714
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405287

14

[37] F. D. R. Bonnet, P. O. Bowman, D. B. Leinweber, [arXiv:nucl-th/991003R
A. G. Williams and J. M. Zanotti, Phys. Rev. B4 (2001) [49] L. von Smekal, A. Mecke, R. Alkofer, In *Big Sky 1997,
034501 |arXiv:hep-1at/010101B Intersections between particle and nuclear physics* #48&%-7
[38] C. S. Fischer and R. Alkofer, Phys. Rev.6D, 094020 (2003) [hep-ph/970721p
[arXiv:hep-ph/03010S4 [50] M. S. Bhagwat, L. Chang, Y. -X. Liu, C. D. Roberts,
[39] W. Kamleh, P. O. Bowman, D. B. Leinweber, A. G. Williams P. C. Tandy, Phys. Re€76 (2007) 045203/drXiv:0708.1113
and J. Zhang, Phys. Rev. 76 (2007) 0945014rXiv:0705.4129 [nucl-th]].
[hep-lat]]. [51] R. Alkofer, C. S. Fischer, R. Williams, Eur. PhysABS8 (2008)
[40] C. S. Fischer, A. Maas and J. M. Pawlowski, Annals PB24d, 53-60. larXiv:0804.3473hep-ph]].
2408 (2009)/&rXiv:0810.1987hep-ph]]. [52] P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Nucl. Phys. 663, 401 (2000)
[41] C. S.Fischerand J. A. Mueller, Phys. Rev8@ 074029 (2009) [arXiv:nucl-th/990804h
[arXiv:0908.0007hep-ph]]. [53] P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Phys. Rev.65, 045211 (2002)
[42] J. I. Skullerud, P. O. Bowman, A. Kizilersu, D. B. Lein- [arXiv:nucl-th/020101F.
weber and A. G. Williams, JHEP0304, 047 (2003) [54] M. S. Bhagwat and P. Maris, Phys. Rev.7C (2008) 025203
[arXiv:hep-ph/0303176 [arXiv:nucl-th/061206p
[43] R. Alkofer, C. S. Fischer, F. J. Llanes-Estrada and K. Schwen[55] T. Feldmann, P. Kroll and B. Stech, Phys. Rev. D
zer, Annals Phys324, 106 (2009)/arXiv:0804.304hep-ph]]; 58 (1998) 114006 arXiv:hep-ph/9802409 T. Feldmann,
R. Alkofer, C. S. Fischer and F. J. Llanes-Estrada, Mod. Phys P. Kroll and B. Stech, Phys. Lett. Bi49 (1999) 339
Lett. A 23, 1105 (2008)/arXiv:hep-ph/0607293 [arXiv:hep-ph/981226P
[44] P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Phys. Rev.60 (1999) 055214 [56] S. Adler, Phys. Red77, 2426 (1969); J. S. Bell and R. Jackiw,
[arXiv:nucl-th/990505k Nuovo Cimento A60, 47 (1969); J. Wess and B. Zumino, Phys.
[45] P. Maris, C. D. Roberts and P. C. Tandy, Phys. Led#2B, 267 Lett.37B, 95 (1971); E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B3, 422, (1983).
(1998) farXiv:nucl-th/970700p [57] C. D. Roberts, Fiz. B, 285 (1999)/&rXiv:nucl-th/990109].
[46] P. Maris and C. D. Roberts, Phys. Rev.58, 3659 (1998) [58] A. E. Dorokhov, A. E. Radzhabov, A. S. Zhevlakax,prepa-
[arXiv:nucl-th/980406p ration

[47] J. S. Ball and T. W. Chiu, Phys. Rev.12, 2542 (1980).
[48] P. Maris and P. C. Tandy, Phys. Rev.6T, 045202 (2000)


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0101013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0301094
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.4129
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.1987
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303176
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.3042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607293
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9905056
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9707003
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9804062
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9910033
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9707210
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.1118
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.3478
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9908045
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0201017
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0612069
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9802409
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812269
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9901091

