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Abstract

The recently proposed MUonE experiment at CERN aims at providing a novel determina-
tion of the leading order hadronic contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment
through the study of elastic muon-electron scattering at relatively small momentum trans-
fer. The anticipated accuracy of the order of 10ppm demands for high-precision predictions,
including all the relevant radiative corrections. To aid the effort, the theoretical formula-
tion for the fixed order NNLO QED corrections are described and the virtual NNLO leptonic
corrections are calculated with complete mass effects. 1
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1 Introduction

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, aµ = (g − 2)µ/2, is a fundamental quantity in
particle physics. This quantity has been recently measured by the Fermilab Muon g−2 Experiment
(E989) with relative precision of 0.46ppm [1] for positive muons, which is an improvement with
respect to the 0.54ppm precision obtained by the E821 experiment at the Brookhaven National
Laboratory [2].

The muon anomaly is due to loop corrections coming from the QED, weak and strong sector
of the Standard Model (SM) [3,4]. There is a long-standing puzzle that the discrepancy between
the measured value and theoretical value of g − 2 currently exceeds 3σ level. Morover it grows
up to 4.2σ when combined with previous measurements using both µ+ and µ− beams [1]. The
present status of the SM theoretical prediction has been recently reviewed in ref. [5].

The E34 experiment, which is under development at J-PARC [6, 7] and future runs of the
E989 experiment at Fermilab [8,9], are expected to bring the relative precision below the level of
0.2ppm. Naturally a major effort from the theory side is called for to reduce the uncertainty in the
SM prediction, most of which comes from the non-perturbative strong interaction effects as given
by the leading order hadronic correction, aHLO

µ , and the hadronic light-by-light contribution. There
is at present general consensus that the latter has a small impact on the theoretical uncertainty on
aµ [5].

The traditional computation of aHLO
µ is performed via dispersion integral of the hadron pro-

duction cross section in electron-positron annihilation at low energies [5, 10–12]. An alternative
evaluation of the aHLO

µ can be carried out using Lattice QCD calculation [13–26]. Recently the
calculation carried out by the BMW collaboration shows a more precise determination of aHLO

µ

[27] with a central value larger than the dispersive approach and in closer agreement with BNL
and FNAL [1, 2] experiment outcome. To resolve the tension, alternative approaches for the
evaluation of aHLO

µ are more than welcome.
A novel approach to derive aHLO

µ from a measurement of the effective electromagnetic cou-
pling constant in the space-like region via scattering data, has been proposed in ref. [28]. The
elastic scattering of high-energy muons on atomic electrons has been identified as an ideal pro-
cess [29] and as a result a new experiment, MUonE, has been proposed at CERN [30–33]. This
new determination of aHLO

µ can be competitive with the dispersive approach, if the uncertainty in
the measurement of the µe differential cross section is of the order of 10ppm. This challenge of
MUonE requires very high-precision predictions for µe scattering, which includes all the relevant
radiative corrections, implemented in fully-fledged Monte Carlo (MC) tools. The necessary per-
turbative accuracy is at next-to-next-to leading order in QED (NNLO QED), combined with the
leading logarithmic contributions due to multiple photon radiation. A comprehensive review of
the recent developments along this line, as of the beginning of 2020, can be found in ref. [34].
The complete calculation at NLO accuracy and the evaluation of its phenomenological impact
on MUonE observables can be found in ref. [35]. At NNLO accuracy there has been significant
progress recently [36–46]. 2

In the following we summarize our effort along NNLO photonic corrections and NNLO leptonic
corrections to muon-electron scattering, which are the subject matter of ref. [40] and ref. [46]
respectively.

2It is worth reminding the studies of refs. [47,48] which investigate the robustness of the MUonE measurements to
possible New Physics effects
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2 NNLO photonic corrections to muon-electron scattering

We define NNLO photonic corrections by removing the contribution due to the fermionic loop
(for example, in Figure 1, diagram 1d is removed), which forms a gauge invariant subset. Further
justification is shown in favour of a stand-alone analysis for this type of contribution in ref. [40]. All
the calculations are exact except the double-box like diagrams, where YFS inspired approximation
[49] is used to capture the correct IR structure. In other words, the approximation misses only the
non-IR remnant of the two-loop diagrams where at least two photons connect the electron and
muon lines.
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Figure 1: Virtual QED corrections to the electron line in µe → µe scattering. One-
loop correction (diagram 1a); sample topologies for the two-loop corrections (diagrams
1b-1d). The blob in diagram 1d denotes an electron loop insertion. On-shell scheme
counterterms are understood.
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Figure 2: Sample diagrams for the one-loop QED corrections to single photon emission
(diagrams 2a-2b); sample diagrams for the double bremsstrahlung process (diagrams
2c-2d).

We studied the numerical impact of QED NNLO photonic corrections to observables assuming
the following event selections (Setup 2 and Setup 4 of Ref. [35]):

1. θe,θµ < 100 mrad and Ee > 1 GeV (i.e. tee ® −1.02 · 10−3 GeV2). The angular cuts model
the typical acceptance conditions of the experiment and the electron energy threshold is
imposed to guarantee the presence of two charged tracks in the detector (Setup 1);

3



SciPost Physics Submission

2. the same criteria as above, with the additional acoplanarity cut |π− |φe −φµ|| ≤ 3.5 mrad.
This event selection is considered in order to mimic an experimental cut which allows to
stay close to the elasticity curve given by the tree-level relation between the electron and
muon scattering angles (Setup 2).

The input parameters for the simulations are set to

α= 1/137.03599907430637 me = 0.510998928 MeV mµ = 105.6583715 MeV

and the considered differential observables are the following ones:

dσ
d tee

,
dσ

d tµµ
,

dσ
dθe

,
dσ
dθµ

,
dσ
dEe

,
dσ
dEµ

, (1)

where tee = (p2 − p4)2, tµµ = (p1 − p3)2, (θe, Ee) and (θµ, Eµ) are the scattering angle and the
energy, in the laboratory frame, of the outgoing electron and muon, respectively.

At this point it is useful to define two quantities as follows:

∆i
NNLO = 100×

dσi
NNLO − dσi

NLO

dσLO
, (2)

where i = e,µ, f implies electron-line only, muon-line only and the full set of NNLO corrections.
Similarly we define:

∆i
NLO = 100×

dσi
NLO − dσLO

dσLO
. (3)

Fig. 3 shows relative contribution, differential in the squared momentum transfer measured
along the electron line, of the exact NNLO corrections from one leptonic line. Whereas Fig. 4
shows the relative contribution of the full(approximate) NNLO corrections. Similar analysis are
performed with respect to the other listed observables [40].

3 Vertex and box-like irreducible double virtual NNLO leptonic cor-
rections to muon-electron scattering

The calculation of the complete fixed-order NNLO QED corrections which include at least one
leptonic pair, with all the relevant virtual and real contributions, summing over all contributing
lepton flavours, is carried out in ref. [46]. We name this class of contribution as the NNLO lep-
tonic corrections. Here we only report the vertex and box-like irreducible double virtual case,
represented by Fig. 5 and 6 respectively.

We use dispersion relation (DR) technique to calculate the above mentioned contributions. An
amplitude involving a photon in a loop with a vaccuum polarisation (VP) insertion, due to lepton
`, can be extracted by replacing the photon propagator [50–55] as follows

−i gµν
q2 + iε

→
−i gµδ
q2 + iε

i
�

q2 gδλ − qδqλ
�

Π`(q
2)
−i gλν
q2 + iε

, (4)

where the renormalised Π(q2) is obtained from its imaginary part using the subtracted DR

Π`(q
2) = −

q2

π

∫ ∞

4m2
`

dz
z

Im Π`(z)
q2 − z + iε

(5)
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Figure 3: Red histograms: NNLO corrections, according to Eq. (2), along the electron
line, for the µ±e− → µ±e− process, as a function of the squared momentum transfer
measured along the electron line, tee; blue histogram: 10×NNLO corrections along the
muon line. Left panel: differential distribution in the presence of acceptance cuts only
(Setup 1); right panel: the same as in the left panel with the additional acoplanarity cut
of Setup 2. The insets report the NLO corrections, according to Eq. (3); the blue line
represents directly Eq. (3) without any multiplicative factor.

where

ImΠ`(z) = −
α

3
R`(z) , (6)

R`(z) =

�

1+
4m2

`

2z

�

√

√

√

1−
4m2

`

z
, (7)

m` representing the mass of the lepton blob. The qδqλ term in eq. (4) does not contribute because
of gauge invariance. Hence the two-loop calculation can be performed starting from the one-loop
amplitude with the replacement

−i gµν
q2 + iε

→−i gµν
� α

3π

�

∫ ∞

4m2
`

dz
z

1
q2 − z + iε

�

1+
4m2

`

2z

�

√

√

√

1−
4m2

`

z
. (8)

Furthermore, we have analyticaly evaluated the vertex form factors (Fig. 5) by evaluating
master integrals (MI) and found agreement with the DR method.

Seven master integrals, depicted in figure 7, are evaluated. We used differential equation
methods [56–58] and chose a suitable basis such that the dimensional regularisation parameter
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Figure 4: Approximation (based on YFS) to the full NNLO corrections as a function of
the squared momentum transfer measured along the electron line, tee. Green histogram
refers to the process µ−e− → µ−e− while the violet histogram refers to µ+e− → µ+e−.
Left panel: differential distribution in the presence of acceptance cuts only (Setup 1);
right panel: the same as in the left panel with the additional acoplanarity cut of Setup 2.
The insets report the NLO corrections, according to Eq. (3).

ε factorises from the kinematics. These integrals were then encoded in a dlog-form, also called
canonical form [59], which we obtained using the Magnus algorithm [60,61]. Finally the master
integrals are written in terms of the generalised polylogarithms [62–64]. The explicit results are
available in the ancillary files of the arXiv version of ref. [46].

4 Conclusion

We have analyzed the NNLO photonic corrections to µ±e− → µ±e− scattering. The phenomeno-
logical results are obtained with a related MC code, named MESMER. The motivation of the study
is due to the recent proposal of measuring the effective electromagnetic coupling constant in the
space-like region by using this particular process (MUonE experiment). From the measurement of
the hadronic contribution to the running of αQED, the leading hadronic contribution to the muon
anomaly can be derived as an alternative approach to the standard time-like evaluation of aHLO

µ .
The NNLO leptonic virtual contribution have been calculated with dispersion relation tech-

niques including all finite mass effects. For the class of vertex corrections, the numerical results
have been cross-checked with exact analytical result, valid for arbitrary internal and external
masses, finding excellent agreement.
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: NNLO irreducible vertex diagrams. Vertex correction along the electron line
(left) and along the muon line (right).

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 6: NNLO Box diagrams. Direct diagrams (a)-(b) and crossed diagrams (c)-(d).

Figure 7: The master integral topologies T1...7 for fermionic loop induced NNLO vertex
correction. The solid single line represents a propagator with mass m1 and the double
line represents a propagator with mass m2, while the dashed line represents a massless
propagator with momentum squared equal to t. The dots represent additional powers
of the propagator.
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