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“Ollaporat®®

We present a lattice determination of the leading-order hadronic vacuum polarization

(HVP) contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment, aEVP

, in the so-called short



and intermediate time-distance windows, aiD and axv, defined by the RBC/UKQCD Col-
laboration [I]. We employ gauge ensembles produced by the Extended Twisted Mass Col-
laboration (ETMC) with Ny =2+ 1 + 1 flavors of Wilson-clover twisted-mass quarks with
masses of all the dynamical quark flavors tuned close to their physical values. The sim-
ulations are carried out at three values of the lattice spacing equal to ~ 0.057,0.068 and
0.080 fm with spatial lattice sizes up to L =~ 7.6 fm. For the short distance window
we obtain aED(ETMC) = 69.27(34) - 10719 which is consistent with the recent disper-
sive value of a;P(ete™) = 68.4(5) - 107'°[2]. In the case of the intermediate window
we get the value a) (ETMC) = 236.3(1.3) - 10 '°, which is consistent with the result
ay (BMW) = 236.7 (1.4) - 107*°[3] by the BMW collaboration as well as with the recent
determination by the CLS/Mainz group of a)) (CLS) = 237.30 (1.46) - 10~'° [4]. However,
it is larger than the dispersive result of a)) (e*e™) = 229.4(1.4) - 107'° [2] by approximately
3.6 standard deviations. The tension increases to approximately 4.5 standard deviations if
we average our ETMC result with those by BMW and CLS/Mainz. Our accurate lattice
results in the short and intermediate windows point to a possible deviation of the eTe™ cross
section data with respect to Standard Model predictions in the low and intermediate energy

regions, but not in the high energy region.



I. INTRODUCTION

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon a, = (g — 2)/2, is one of the most precisely
determined quantities in physics, both experimentally and theoretically. It is a crucial quantity
for which a long-standing tension between the experimental value and the Standard Model (SM)
prediction might provide important evidence for New Physics (NP) beyond the SM. The Fermilab
Muon g — 2 experiment (E989), has recently published the results of the analysis of the Run-1 data
collected in 2018 [5Hg], finding a remarkable good agreement with the previous E821 measurement

at BNL [9]. The current experimental world average [5]
af? = 116592061(41) - 107" (1)

has a relative uncertainty of 0.35 ppm. The ongoing data analysis of the second and third runs
at Fermilab, will allow to further reduce the uncertainty on the experimental value by a factor of
four, and a forthcoming experiment at J-PARC (E34) [10] is expected to reach a similar precision.

From the theoretical side, the dominant source of uncertainty in the determination of a, comes
from the leading-order Hadronic Vacuum Polarization (HVP) term aEVP of order O(a?,,), and to
a less extent, from the Hadronic Light-by-Light (HLbL) scattering contributions of order O(a2,,).
The most precise prediction for the HVP contribution has been obtained till now using a data-driven
approach, in which the HVP contribution is reconstructed from the experimental cross section data
for electron-positron annihilation into hadrons, using dispersion relations and assuming only SM

physics at high energy [ITHI6]. Such dispersive analyses find [I7] a value of
a;VF (disp.) = 6931(40) - 107" (2)

which corresponds to an overall uncertainty on a, of 0.37 parts per million (ppm). The difference
between the experimental result of Eq. and the value aij , obtained by using Eq. for the
HVP contribution, is

Aay = a? — ap™ = 251(41)(43) - 1071 = 251(59) - 1071 (3)

where the first error is from the experiment and the second one from the theory [I7]. The difference
given in Eq. corresponds to a discrepancy of 4.3 standard deviations (4.30). To match the
accuracy of the upcoming experimental results, it is very important to check the result of the
dispersive analysis using different methods, and to reduce the theoretical uncertainty. To this end

a complementary and powerful approach to compute the HVP term is provided by lattice QCD



(LQCD) [17]. In the LQCD formulation, aEVP can be extracted from the zero three-momentum
Euclidean correlation function of two electromagnetic (em) currents, V (t), employing the so-called
Euclidean time-momentum representation, as described in Section[[]

In recent years, impressive progress has been made by the LQCD community enabling the

HVP

u with increasing precision, reaching the goal of a few permille accuracy. A

evaluation of a
breakthrough concerning the precision achieved came from the recent lattice calculation performed
by the BMW Collaboration, that found a values of aEVP(BMW) = 7075(55) - 1071 [3], corre-
sponding to a relative uncertainty of 0.8%. The result of the BMW Collaboration differs from the
dispersive one of Eq. at the level of 2.10 and reduces the difference given by Eq. to 1.50.
Independent LQCD determinations of the HVP term with a few permille accuracy are needed in
order to confirm the BMW result. This requires a joint effort from the lattice QCD community
because of the large degree of complexity inherent to such calculations and of the delicate task of
controlling all sources of systematic errors in order to achieve the targeted precision.

In this respect, the so-called short and intermediate time-distance windows, introduced by the
RBC-UKQCD Collaboration [I], are very important benchmark quantities. They allow for com-
parisons not only among determinations from lattice methods, which are ab initio SM predictions,
but also with the results obtained by the dispersive approach using the experimental data from
ete™ — hadrons. By modifying the integration kernel using suitably defined smooth step-functions
that are tailored to exponentially suppress contributions from given time regions, it is possible to

decompose the full HVP as the sum of three terms

aEVP = aED + axv + abD , (4)
which probe separately short- (aED), intermediate- (aXV) and long-distance physics (a};D), respec-

tively. In the long-distance window, since the tail of the correlator V' (¢) is dominated by light
two-pion states, one typically observes large statistical noise and large finite size effects (FSEs),
the treatment of which requires refined techniques. On the contrary, in the short- and intermediate-
distance windows, FSEs are moderate and, moreover, the lattice data are more precise, allowing
a cleaner comparison across independent lattice calculations. The short-distance contribution aED
suffers from large discretization artifacts, associated to the behaviour of the correlator V' (¢) at small
time distances. Even though this may present a significant challenge, the comparison among the re-
sults obtained with different lattice regularizations provides the opportunity to test the robustness

of the continuum limit extrapolation.

In this work, we present the results of the Extended Twisted Mass Collaboration (ETMC)



on the short-distance and intermediate window contributions related to the isospin-symmetric up
and down (¢), strange (s) and charm (¢) quark connected contributions, as well as the quark
disconnected contributions (disc.). The analysis is performed using gauge configurations generated
by ETMC with Ny = 2 + 1 + 1 flavors of Wilson Clover twisted-mass sea quarks with masses
tuned very close E| to their physical values [I821]. We will refer to these ensembles as physical
point ensembles. These ensembles correspond to three values of the lattice spacing, namely a ~
0.057,0.068,0.080 fm, determined in the meson sector (see Appendix, and spatial lattice sizes
ranging from L ~ 5.1 fm to L ~ 7.6 fm.

Using such physical point gauge ensembles better controls the systematic error arising from
the chiral extrapolation that would be required had one used ensembles simulated with heavier
than 140 MeV pions. After the continuum and infinite volume extrapolations, we obtain for the

short-distance window

a,P(0) = 48.24(20) - 10717
a;P(s) = 9.074(64) - 10717, (5)

aSP(¢) = 11.61(27) - 10710,

aP (disc.) = —0.006(5) - 10717,

where the first three results refer to the quark connected contributions to aED from light, strange and
charm quarks and the latter is the sum of all quark disconnected (flavour diagonal and off-diagonal)
contributions ﬂ Adding to Eq. also the contribution (LED (b) = 0.32 - 10719 coming from the
bottom quark (see also the lattice results of Ref. [22]) and the QED correction aED(QED) =3-10712,

both estimated in perturbative QCD and QED using the “rhad” software package [23], we get

a° (ETMC) = 69.27(34) - 1017 . (6)

! The sea s and ¢ quark mass values are fixed by imposing at a few percent accuracy level the physical conditions
detailed in Ref. [I8], while the sea light-quark mass values lie for all lattice spacings within 5-10% from the “phys-
ical” value defined by the M:°?°P =135 MeV, and a check and/or correction for the effect of the corresponding

mismatch on the observables of interest is carefully carried out in our analyses. For more details see Appendix E}

2 The separation of quark connected and disconnected contributions to a given correlator can be expressed in terms
of local correlators by formally introducing, when needed, a suitable number of extra valence flavours (having
the same masses as the physical quarks) and the corresponding ghosts. In this work, the different contributions

aiD,W

to can be separately extracted from local current-current correlators computed within the renormalizable

mixed action lattice setup described in detail in Appendix@



In the case of the intermediate-distance window we obtain

a) (£) =206.5(1.3) - 10710

)=

a) (s) = 27.28(20) - 107", (7)

ay (c) =2.90(12) - 1077,
)=

ay (disc.) = —0.78(21) - 10717 .

We note that in this work we do not compute the isospin-breaking (IB) contribution aXV(I B).
Taking for the latter the BMW value of Ref. [3], namely axv(l B) = 0.43(4) - 107!, and summing
up with the contributions of Eq. @, we get

a)’ (ETMC) = 236.3(1.3) - 10710, (8)

which is consistent both with the BMW result aXV(BMW) = 236.7(1.4) - 10719 [3] and the recent
CLS/Mainz one aXV(CLS) =237.30 (1.46) - 10719 [4] to better than 1o level. The nice consistency
observed among three accurate determinations of aXV represents a remarkable success for LQCD
computations.

We can compare our lattice results with those obtained with dispersive methods using the

experimental ete™ — hadrons data. The dispersive results obtained in Refs. [15] [24] are

aP(ete) = 68.44(48) - 10717, (9)
a) (ete”) =229.51(87)- 10", (10)

while the analyses of Refs. [I2HI5] and the merging procedure of Ref. [I7], which takes into account

tensions in the ete™ database in a more conservative way, yield [2]

a;P(ete”) =68.4(5)- 10717, (11)
a) (ete”) =229.4(1.4) - 10710 . (12)

Our result given in Eq.@ agrees with the dispersive one of Eq. within ~ 1.4¢ in the short-
distance window, while there is a ~ 3.6 tension between our result of Eq. and the corresponding
dispersive one of Eq. in the intermediate window. The tension increases to ~ 4.20 if we
average our result of Eq. with the BMW one, obtaining %VLV = 236.49(95) - 10710, Taking into
account also the recent CLS/Mainz result we get an average of three lattice computations equal to
aXV = 236.73(80) - 1071°, which turns out to be in tension with the dispersive result of Eq. by
~ 6.10 and the more conservative result of Eq. by ~ 4.50.



The impact of this work is twofold: Firstly, concerning the intermediate-distance window, we
confirm the two recent and most accurate LQCD results by BMW and CLS/Mainz, the conse-
quence of which is to increase the discrepancy with the corresponding prediction based on ete™
cross section data to the remarkable significance level of ~ 4.5 standard deviations. Secondly, we
accurately compute, for the first time, the contribution from the short-distance window, showing
that there is no significant tension with the corresponding dispersive result. This clearly indicates
that any deviation between the QCD+QED theory predictions, as used in the low-energy SM
framework used in lattice calculations, and the e*e™ cross section experiments is unlikely to occur
at high values of the center-of-mass energy, which corresponds to small values of the Euclidean
time distance. Instead, a significant deviation of QCD+QED predictions from eTe™ cross section
data may occur in the low and/or intermediate energy regions. Such a possibility has been also
discussed in recent works [25H29] exploiting the constraints from SM electroweak precision tests
and low energy observables.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section [[I, we provide the relevant notations and the
definitions of the time windows. In Section [[II] we present our determinations of the light-, strange-
and charm-quark connected contributions to the vector correlator and we describe some basic steps
of our strategy to reach the physical point for all the time windows. The subsections [[ITA] and
[T B contain, respectively, the results of our detailed analysis of the continuum limit for the short-
and intermediate-distance windows for all the quark flavors. In Section [[V] we evaluate the sum
of all quark disconnected flavour diagonal and off-diagonal contributions. Section [V]is devoted
to comparing with other available LQCD calculations as well as with the most recent dispersive
results available for the HVP time-window observables according to Refs. [2, 24]. The outcome
of the comparison with dispersive predictions and its phenomenological implications are briefly
discussed. Our conclusions are summarized in Section[VIl

Further in depth technical information is given in the Appendices as follows: In Appendix[A]
we briefly describe our mixed-action setup and give details about the lattice simulations, including
an improved determination of the lattice spacing with respect to the one carried out in Ref. [20].
In Appendix we evaluate the scale-invariant renormalization constants (RCs) of the vector and
axial-vector local quark currents, Zy and Z,4, employing a hadronic method based on Ward Iden-
tities (WIs). Combined with a high statistics determination of the relevant correlators, we achieve
a high precision determination of Zy and Z4, as needed to guarantee a final accuracy of ~ 0.5%
for the short and intermediate time-distance windows. In Appendix[C] we briefly describe our

strategy to reach the physical values of the strange- and charm-quark masses, m2™* and m2"™*,



using various hadronic inputs. In Appendix|[D] we show that for our lattice setup the flavor-singlet
local vector current renormalizes with the same renormalization constants (RCs) as the non-singlet
vector current at all orders in the strong coupling. In Appendix[E] we collect the relevant analytic
formulae for the evaluation of the leading lattice spacing artifacts at short time-distances in the
free theory, i.e. at order O(a?). In Appendix we provide some details of our parameterization of

finite size effects (FSEs) in the time windows.

II. TIME-MOMENTUM REPRESENTATION

Following our previous works [30H32], we adopt the time momentum representation [33] and

evaluate the HVP contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic moment aEVP as
o
a, "’ =202, / dtt* K(mut) V(t) , (13)
0

where ¢ is the Euclidean time and the kernel function K (mt) is defined asﬂ

k=2 [ an-n - (3] = (14

The Euclidean vector correlator V() is defined as

vin=3 ¥ [ t@oso) (15)

with J,(z) being the electromagnetic (em) current operator
Ju(«r) = Z dem, f &f(m)yuwf(x) (16)
f=u,d,s,c,...
and gem, ¢ the electric charge for the quark flavor f (in units of the absolute value of the electron
charge). The vector correlator V (¢) can be evaluated on a lattice with spatial volume V = L3 and

time extent T" at discretized values of the time distance t/a, ranging from 0 to 7'/a.

A. The RBC/UKQCD windows in the time-momentum representation

Following the analysis of the RBC/UKQCD Collaboration [I], each of the three terms appearing
in Eq. can be obtained from Eq. with integration kernel K(m,t) multiplied by suitably

smoothed Heaviside step-functions, namely

=202

a em

v /Oo dt t* K (m,t) ©“(t) V(1) w = {SD,W,LD} , (17)
0

3 The leptonic kernel K (z) is proportional to 2? at small values of z and it goes to 1 for z — oco.



where the time-modulating function ©¥(¢) is given by

Pty =1- He_;(t_tom , (18)
@W(t) = 1+ 6—21(t—t0)/A 1 + 6—21(t—t1)/A ’ (19)
OP() = s (20)
with the parameters tg,t1, A chosen [I] to be equal to
to=04fm, ty=1fm,  A=0.15fm. (21)

The resulting time-modulating functions ©SPW-LP (%) are shown in Fig.
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FIG. 1. The time-modulating function ©%(t) for w = {SD, W,LD}, defined in Egs. @—(@), versus the
time distance t for the values of the parameters tg,t1 and A given in Eq. .

In this work, we focus on the determination of the first two terms, i.e. w = {SD, W} corre-
sponding to the short- and intermediate-distance window contributions, postponing the analysis of
the more demanding long-distance (LD) term to a future work.

The fermionic Wick contractions appearing in the right hand side (r.h.s.) of Eq. give
rise to two distinct topologies of Feynman diagrams, namely to the quark-connected and quark-

disconnected contributions. Connected contributions are flavor diagonal, while the disconnected

w

ones have both diagonal and off-diagonal flavor components. In what follows we decompose ay,

into the following contributions

ay = a,/(0) + ay/(s) + a, (c) + @/ (disc.) + ..., (22)
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where the first three terms correspond to the quark-connected contributions of mass degenerate up
and down (¢) quarks, and a strange (s) and a charm (¢) quark, respectively, while the fourth term
represents all quark-disconnected contributions. In Eq. the ellipses corresponds to subleading
terms that we do not address directly in this work, namely the isospin breaking (IB) effects of
order O(a2,,) and O(a2,,(mg—m.,)), as well as the contribution of quarks heavier than the charm.
Moreover, for the disconnected term a;(disc.) we evaluate both the flavor-diagonal and the off-

diagonal light, strange and charm-quark contributions.

B. The RBC/UKQCD windows in energy

Let us here make contact with the dispersive approach used in Refs. [I5] 24]. Using the once-

subtracted dispersion relations, the vector correlator V'(¢) can be written as (see, e.g., Ref. [30]),

1 o
V(t) = — / dEE?RM4(E)e Et (23)
127 Eihr

where R"4(E) is related to the one photon e*e™ annihilation cross section into hadrons, ¢"24(E),
by

A
had _ em phad
o"E) = SR R"(E) (24)

with E being the ete™ center-of-mass energy and Ey;,,. = Mo in QCD+QED. In terms of R"*(E)

the HVP term aEVP is given by

202, m? [ 1 ~/( FE
a ¥t = dE— K (— ) R"™Y(E), (25)

# 971'2 Etnr E3 mu

where the leptonic kernel K (z) is defined a
I 35 7 2 2 ! y?
Kx:x/ dz z e_”Kz:S:U/dyl—y. 26
@=7" @) =3 [ dy(l—y) g (26)
Consequently, the time-window contribution can be written as

202 m? oo 1 ~/ E\ ~
v b dE— K ( — ) @¥(E) R"E 27
o = St [ apgs B () 87 Rw). (27)

where the energy-modulating function ov (E) is given by

ST dt % e B K (myt) ©(t)
S dt 2 e B K (myt)
and shown in Fig.[2 for w = {SD, W, LD} (cf. also Ref. [2]).

0"(E) (28)

4 The leptonic kernel IN((I) is proportional to =2 at small values of = and it goes to 1 for £ — co. At the two-pion

threshold one has K (2My/m,.) ~ 0.63.
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FIG. 2. The energy-modulating function ©*(E) for w = {SD, W, LD}, defined in Eq. (@, versus the energy
E. The vertical lines represent the location of the two-pion threshold (short-dashed) and of the p-meson

resonance (dot-dashed).

IIT. THE CONNECTED CONTRIBUTIONS TO aiD AND a,\jv

In this work, we analyse four gauge ensembles recently produced by ETMC in isospin-symmetric
QCD (isoQCD) with Ny = 2 + 1 + 1 flavors of Wilson-clover twisted-mass quarks as described in
Refs. [I821]. The parameters of the ensembles are given in Table[V] of Appendix[A] where our
lattice setup and technical details are thoroughly discussed.

In this Section, we present the evaluation of the light-, strange- and charm-quark connected

vector correlators (see Eq. (A11))

i = 50 Y Y L @) (29)

Vi) = 322 S (@ ) (30)

Y S S @) (31)

x 1=1,3

Vea(t)

where reg € {tm, OS } specifies the two types of ultra-violet (UV) regularization employed for the
renormalized local vector currents J, ¢, and J, og defined in Eq. for each quark flavor. The
suffices £¢', ss’ and c¢c on the currents denote that the quark and antiquark fields in each current
correspond to different valence replica, thereby giving rise to connected (C) Wick contractions

only.
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Our high precision determination of the two scale-invariant RCs Zy and Z4, needed to renor-
malize the local vector currents in the tm and OS regularizations, is described in Appendix[B]

Results for the correlators V]Pm(t) and VfoS (t) for f = {¢, s, c} evaluated on the ETMC ensembles
¢B211.072.64 and ¢D211.054.96 are shown in Fig.[3] For all ensembles, regularizations and quark
flavors, the connected vector correlator are precise at the level of percent or better up to time
distances of ~ 1.5 fm. Such a range covers the whole time region relevant for the determination
of the short- and intermediate-distance window contributions (see Fig.. We note that for each
quark flavor the correlators Vi™(t) and VfOS(t) should differ only by discretization effects of order
O(a?). From Fig. it can clearly be seen that at very small time distances, ¢ < 0.2 — 0.3 fm the
discretization artifacts are large, while they are small for ¢ 2 0.3 fm.

For each of the four ensembles of Table |V|in Appendix the light-quark correlators V;m(t)
and Vgos(t) are computed using Neource = 10% stochastic spatial sources per gauge configuration.
The sources are randomly distributed in the time-slice, diagonal in spin and diluted in the color
variable. The statistical errors are found to scale as 1/v/Nsource Up to time distances of ~ 1.5 fm.

The strange-quark connected vector correlators V™ (t) and VO5(t) are also computed using the
four ensembles of Table [V]of Appendix[A] Depending on the ensemble considered, up to 64 spatial
stochastic sources are used for the inversions of the Dirac operator. As described in the Appendix[C]
for each ensemble we perform simulations at two values of the valence bare strange-quark mass,
ais, in order to interpolate the results for aED(s) and axv(s) to the physical strange-quark mass
mbs,

Unlike the light and strange sectors, the charm-quark connected vector correlators V™ (t) and
VO3(t) are computed using the six ETMC ensembles listed in Table of Appendix Namely,
beyond the three physical point ensembles ¢B211.072.64, ¢C211.060.80 and ¢D211.054.96, we in-
clude in this analysis three ensembles at a coarser lattice spacing, namely cA211.53.24, cA211.40.24
and cA211.30.32 |20} B34], aiming at a better control of discretization effects in the charm sectorﬂ
The improved value of the lattice spacing a for the A ensembles is given in Table[VII|of Appendix[A]
Depending on the ensemble considered, up to 24 spatial stochastic sources are used for the inver-
sions of the Dirac operator. For each ensemble, we perform simulations at three values of the
valence bare charm-quark mass, afi, in order to interpolate the results for aED (c) and axv(c) to

the physical charm-quark mass m?™* as determined in Appendix

W

We interpolate/extrapolate our data for ay,

(s) and a}(c) to the physical strange- and charm-

5 The pion mass and the value of ML for the cA211.53.24, cA211.40.24 and cA211.30.32 ensembles are equal to
M, ~ 365,302,261 MeV and M.L ~ 4.0,3.5,4.0, respectively. FSEs are expected to be negligible for the vector

correlator V.(t) and thus, we do not include the ¢B211.072.96 ensemble in the charm analysis.
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FIG. 3. The connected vector correlators t3Vy(t) (top), t3Vi(t) (middle) and t3V.(t) (bottom) evaluated for
the ETMC ensembles ¢B211.072.64 (left) and ¢D211.054.96 (right) using the two UV regularizations denoted
by “tm” for twisted mass quarks (red circles) and “OS” for Osterwalder-Seiler valence quarks (blue squares)

versus the time distance t. For both ensembles, the bare strange- and charm-quark masses are respectively

equal to s = pX and p. = pk (see Table and of Appendi:z:@.)

hys hys . .
quark masses m5Y° and m%2"Y® using a linear Ansatz

a¥(fymy) = @ (f,mh™e) - [1 + AY (mf - mx;hys)] , (32)

phys

where f = {s,c}, and a}/(f,m ¥ ) and AY are fitting parameters. In what follows, we consider

phys

two different branches of analysis, in which aﬁ(s,m’s’hys) (af (c,me"?)) is determined using the

values of mE™* (mE"™*) obtained using either the 7, (1.) or the ¢ (J/¥) meson masses. Then,
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we perform a separate continuum limit extrapolation for both determinations. Any discrepancy
between the continuum extrapolated values obtained using the two hadronic inputs will be added
as a systematic error in the final error budget.

In order to avoid the use of fitting procedures to take into account the slight mistuning of the
pion mass in the simulations as compared to its physical value (ME™® = MI°CYD = 135.0(2)
MeV [20]), as well as the possible impact of FSEs, we implement in our analysis of all the windows

the following three steps:

e Interpolation to the physical value of the pion mass for each gauge ensemble through explicit
simulations at a slightly different value of the light-quark valence bare mass apy. By using the
same gauge configurations and stochastic sources we get a statistically good determination
of the mistuning of the light-quark valence mass, which turns out to be at the level of
approximately one to two standard deviations. A further smaller correction due to the
slight mistuning of the light-quark sea mass is evaluated adopting the RM123 expansion
method [32] 35], 36].

e Usage of a common reference lattice size L.y = 5.46 fm through a smooth interpolation
of the results for the ensembles ¢B211.072.64 and cB211.072.96 using a linear fit in the
variable e"M=L For the other two ensembles ¢C211.060.80 and ¢D211.054.96, when using
the improved determination of the lattice spacing (see Table of Appendix, the lattice
size L is at the correct reference value (see Table of Appendix. By comparing the window
results for the ensembles ¢cB211.072.64 and ¢B211.072.96, we observe as a general trend that,
at the lattice spacing of a ~ 0.08 fm, FSEs are small in the “tm” case and practically absent
in the “OS” case. Moreover, once the data are interpolated at the reference spatial lattice size
L,cy = 5.46 fm, the infinite volume limit is obtained within a fraction of the uncertainties, for

all windows except for the case of the light-quark contribution to the intermediate window,

aEV(E).

\W%
I

obtain the infinite volume result (see Eq. of SectionlII Bf). The correction is evaluated

e For a)) (¢), after taking the continuum limit, we apply a final correction Aaxv(& Lycs) to
assuming dominance of the FSEs related to intermediate two-pion states in the correlator
Vi(t), as already observed in Ref. [31]. Its explicit expression is given by Eq. (F14]) with
w = W in Appendix[F] It contains no free parameters and we will refer to it as the Meyer-

Lellouch-Liischer-Gounaris-Sakurai (MLLGS) model [37-44] for FSEs.
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In what follows, we analyze our lattice data of a);(f) for w = {SD, W} and f = {{, s, c} already
interpolated at the physical pion mass Mé‘r’hys = Mf‘rsoQCD = 135.0(2) MeV and at the reference

lattice size L.y = 5.46 fm.

A. The short-distance window contributions a3 (¢), a5"(s) and aED (c)

SD

The connected contribution a,

(f) to the short-distance window is given by
aP(f) = 202, /0 dtt? K (myt) ©°P(t) Vy(t) (33)

where f = {f,s,¢c} and ©5P(t) is given by Eq. . In what follows, window quantities, like
aﬁD( f), are obtained on each gauge ensemble by replacing the time integral with a discrete sum
over time-slices from ¢t = a up to t = T/2.

Even if the lattice data for the vector correlators are O(a)-improved thanks to our maximally
twisted lattice setup (see Appendix, care should be taken when considering the continuum limit
of the short-distance window contributions aﬁD ), aED(s) and aED(c). We illustrate this point in

the case of the light-quark contribution aED (£), but similar conclusions hold as well also in the case
of aED(s) and aED(c).
As discussed in Refs. [45], [46], power counting suggests that for short time distances, i.e. t <

Aélc p» the lattice spacing artifacts in V;(t) can be described by an expansion of the type

Va(t) = Ve (t) -

a? 0 a2n
L+by g +nz2b2nt2n : (34)

where by, (n =1,2,...) are constants up to logarithmic corrections [47] and V" (t) is the renor-
malized light-quark correlator in the continuum limit. The lattice spacing artifacts appearing in

Vi(t) induce discretization effects on the short-distance light-quark contribution aED (¢), as follows

aSP(0) = 202, / dtt* K (my,t) ©5P (t) VEort(t) -

a2 o a2n
1+b2t7+zb2nﬁ7 . (35)

n=2
Taking into account that, at small values of ¢, the leptonic kernel K (mt) is proportional only to
mit2 and V™ (t) is dominated by its perturbative value, which at order O(a?) reads as (see, e.g.,

Ref. [30])

5

Vcont t
®) t<hoty 1823 7

(36)

the discretization effects on CLED (¢) are of order O(a?) for n > 2 and of order a?log(a) for n = 1.

Beyond the leading order O(a!), perturbative corrections can induce further discretization effects
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of order a®log?(a) with p < 0[47]. The crucial point here is that discretization effects of the
type a®log(a), containing a positive power of the logarithm, are dangerous. They slow down
the convergence with respect to a pure a’-scaling and may not be visible unless simulations at

very small lattice spacing are performed. This behaviour is illustrated in Fig.[d] where the lattice

artifacts AaED’pert(ﬁ), given by
SD,pert 2 > 2 SD 5 a2 . a2n
A(lu ? (Z) = QOZem/a dtt K(mut) 9 (t) 187r2t3 . b2t72 + T; b2nt27 y (37)

are shown for both the “tm” and “OS” regularizations. These are evaluated numerically in the free

theory and in the massless limit. It can be clearly seen that a naive fit to an a?-scaling of the results

3.5
; . vV
3t : ; ' aAAMANN
- OS regularization v ' '
—
S 25¢ o 1
— tm regularization O ;
X :
< % : ]
N~— '
+= :
S 15 '
= 7 1
QA :
N D : C . B
3 1 ' ' ' 1
< :
05 : : ——"""""-‘-'-'-LLCEEUEDD
X : ' OO
0 I I I ' I : I I ' I I
0 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.008
a? [f1112]

FIG. 4. The discretization effects on aﬁD(E) evaluated numerically in the free theory and in the massless
limit, i.e. the quantity AalSLD’pert (£) given by Eq. . The vertical dotted lines indicate the simulated values
of the squared lattice spacing. The red squares and the blue triangles correspond respectively to the “tm”
and “OS” regularizations. The solid lines represent a naive a®-scaling performed using only the results

corresponding to the range of simulated values of the lattice spacing.

within the range of the available values of the lattice spacing, indicated by the vertical dotted lines
in Fig. would lead to an incorrect, non-vanishing continuum limit equal to ~ 1 - 10710,

The curvature visible in Fig. which yields the correct vanishing continuum limit for A5 (¢),
is generated by the term proportional to by in Eq. . We calculate analytically the relative

O(a?/t?) artifacts affecting V;(t) at order O(a?) in lattice perturbation theory with Ny = 2 mass-



17

less twisted-mass fermions. The outcome of such an analysis is that bs = 1 for both the “tm” and
“OS” local vector currents, see Appendix[E] for details.

In Fig. |5, we show our determinations of aED(E) for the “tm” and “OS” currents for all the
four ETMC ensembles of Table[V] both before (green markers) and after (blue markers) applying

the analytic perturbative subtraction of the a?/t® discretization effects in V;(t). We show also the

]
521 v 1
v
\4
50 - g
v
= v
o 48F 1
— =
X ]
46t ¥ & 4
S A4
N~—
Q ;
N3 H4r ]
3 ' -
: wo perturbative subtraction \\\
21 B 1
i O(a?/t?) perturbative subtraction — T~
40F on 142 ) . .
+ O(a®"/t") perturbative subtraction
0 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007
a® [fm?]

FIG. 5. The light-quark connected contribution to the short-distance window aED(é), given in Fq. ,
versus the squared lattice spacing a® in physical units using both the “tm” (squares) and “OS” (triangles)
local currents . The green markers correspond to the lattice data for the four ETMC ensembles of
Tablem. The blue markers include the subtraction of the analytic perturbative a?/t° discretization effects
in Vy(t). The red markers represent the lattice data after the subtraction of the lattice artifacts in Vy(t)

evaluated numerically in the free theory and in the massless limit at all orders in a®>. The solid lines are the

results of the simple combined fits given in Eq. @ with D95 (¢) = 0.

results of a combined polynomial fit in powers of a? of the general type

a,” (f) = ap” " (f) - [+ D (f)a® + Dy (f)a'] (38)

where reg = {tm,0S} and a3"“"(f) is the same value at a> = 0 for the two regularizations.

Since the variation of the logarithmic term log(a) is too mild in the range of the available values
of the lattice spacing, we still observe an approximate (a?) scaling in both the unsubtracted

and subtracted lattice data. However, as already discussed in connection to Fig.[d] the continuum
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extrapolation for the unsubtracted data misses the correct value by approximately 2%, which is

well above our statistical uncertainty and larger than any other source of systematic error.

The dangerous a?/t° discretization effects in V;(t) turn out to be equal for both the “tm” and
“OS” regularizations, which, however, exhibit quite different lattice artifacts at short time distances
at all orders in ag, as can be seen in Fig.[3] Thus, the question is whether the subtraction of the
discretization effects in Vp(t) evaluated numerically in the free theory and in the massless limit at
all orders in a? is beneficial. To answer this question, we show in Fig. by the red markers the
lattice data after the subtraction of all the lattice artifacts at order O(a?). The subtracted data
exhibit indeed much smaller discretization effects in both regularizations and this fact makes more
robust the extrapolation to the continuum limit.

The strange- and charm-quark contributions to the short-distance window, aED(s) and aED(c),

SD

5 (£), due to the dangerous massless

display the same cutoff dependence as the light-quark one, a
a®log a artifacts, which are “dynamically” generated in the time integral by the region of small time
distances of the order ¢t ~ O(a). In complete analogy with the case of the light-quark contribution,
we remove the leading a?log(a) cut-off effects from our lattice data, by subtracting from the
renormalized strange- and charm-quark vector correlators Vs(t) and V,(t) the lattice artifacts of
the perturbative one, evaluated numerically at order O(a?) and at finite values of the bare quark
masses. The impact of the above subtraction on the vector correlators Vftm(t) and Vfos(t) is

illustrated in the plots of Fig.[f], which can be compared with analogous plots of Fig.[3] for the

unsubtracted data.

The lattice data for aED(K) shown in F ig. exhibit a very high statistical precision of the order
of 0.05%. Instead, the accuracy we reached for the lattice spacing is only of the order of 0.2%
(see Table. The reason is that the short-distance window is largely insensitive to the scale
setting and therefore to its uncertainty. Indeed, we notice that in the continuum limit and at short
time distances the correlator Vy(t) is dominated by its perturbative massless term . Thus, after
replacing the modulating function ©5P(¢) with a Heaviside step function 6(to — t), the physical
value of aED (¢) is almost saturated by the perturbative term (5a2,,/97%) fol dx K(mytox)/x, which

does not depend upon the scale setting. For a more quantitative discussion see Appendix[A2]

The values of aED 0), aﬁD(s) and GED(C) obtained after subtraction of the perturbative lattice
artifacts at order O(a?) are shown in Fig. for both the “tm” and “OS” regularizations. In the
case of aED(s) (aﬁD(c)) our data correspond to the two branches of the analysis in which we set

the physical strange (charm) quark mass using either the mass of the 7, (7.) pseudoscalar meson
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FIG. 6. The same as in Fig.[3, but after subtracting the perturbative lattice artifacts evaluated numerically

in the free-theory, i.e. at order O(a?), at finite values of the bare quark masses and of the lattice spacing.

or that of the ¢ (J/¥) vector meson.

Discretization effects on aED(ﬁ) (see top panel of Fig.[7) are consistent with a?-scaling within
tiny errors in the “OS” regularization, while higher order corrections are clearly present in the
“tm” case. The result of the combined fit based on the Ansatz of Eq. , in a representative case
where the fit parameter D2O S(#) is set to zero, is shown by the solid lines. The extrapolated value

of aED(K) in the continuum limit has a remarkable statistical error of less than 0.1%.

The statistical errors of our lattice data for aED(s) (see middle panel of Fig. ) are typically

of order O(0.1%), with the data obtained using M, as hadronic input displaying an accuracy of
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FIG. 7. The light-quark (top), strange-quark (middle) and charm-quark (bottom) connected contributions to
the short-distance window alSLD versus the squared lattice spacing a® in physical units using both the “tm”
(triangles) and “OS” (squares) regularizations after subtraction of the perturbative lattice artifacts at order
O(a?). In the middle (bottom) panel the blue and red points correspond to the lattice data obtained using
the masses of the ns () and ¢ (J/V) mesons to obtain the physical strange (charm) quark mass. The solid
lines correspond to the results of the combined fitting procedure given in Eq. (@ with D98 (¢) = D93(s) =0

and D93(c) # 0. The extrapolated values in the continuum limit are shown at a®> = 0 together with our final

results given by Egs. @—.
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~ 0.05%. The solid lines correspond to the results of the combined fit in Eq. for f =s,in a

representative case where the fit parameter DS (s) is set to zero.

As for aﬁD(c) (see bottom panel of Fig.@, the statistical errors of our data are typically of
order O(0.1%) for both choices of the reference hadron mass. Discretization effects appear to be
at the level of O(5%) with opposite signs between the “tm” and “OS” regularizations. The size
of discretization effects is limited thanks to the subtraction of the perturbative cutoff effects at
order O(a?) evaluated at the charm-quark mass. The solid lines correspond to the results of the
combined fit in Eq. for f = ¢, in a representative case where the quartic a* terms are included

for both regularizations.

In order to estimate the systematic uncertainty related to the continuum limit we consider

combined fits adopting for all the windows the following generic Ansatz

2

(f) = @l (f) - |1+ Di(f) a® + DS ( f) . + Dy (f)at| , (39)

‘ [log(a?A3)]" D)

T =

where w = {SD,W} and f = {{,s,c}, while D|7; ,(f) and aj " (f) are free parameters to be
fitted to the data. Because of the limited number of data points the case in which all the free
parameters are simultaneously non-zero is not considered. We remind that in our combined fits

the parameter a;,*™(f) does not depend upon the regularization reg = {tm, OS}.

In Eq. we have included possible logarithmic terms of the form a?/log(a?A3)]"""” (), where
the power n"I( f) represents an effective anomalous dimension for perturbative corrections beyond
the leading order O(a?) [47]. In what follows we will consider the representative cases n"®9(f) =
1,2,3 when D{?(f) # 0. The energy scale Ag is taken to assume two different values, namely
Ap = 1/wy ~ 1.14 GeV and Ay = 1/(3wp) ~ 380 MeV, where wy is the gradient-flow scale found
to be equal to wy = 0.17383 (63) fm in Ref. [20]. In addition to the aforementioned fits, we also
performed extrapolations to the continuum limit by leaving out data at the coarsest lattice spacing,
as well as separate linear extrapolations for the two regularizations.

In order to reach the continuum limit we have considered also an alternative strategy, based on

considering the difference and the ratio of a}/(f) in the two regularizations, namely

D(f) = ay (Hlim — ay (Hlos (40)
RY(f) = ay(Hlem / ai(f)los - (41)

Since the continnum limit of the difference D" (f) should exactly vanish, while the one of the ratio
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R™(f) should be equal to unity, we consider the following fitting functions
2

a
D¥(f) = D1a® + Dip——— 57
[log(a?Ag)]"(/)

+ Doa’ | (42)

a2
[log(a2AZ)]"(P)
where we have assumed that nt(f) = n?%(f) = n(f). The continuum value aj; **"*(f) is given by
D1

RY(f) =1+ Ria® + Ryy, + Roa* , (43)

alv;/,cont(f) L if Dy 75 0 and Ry 7& 0 (44)
Ry
D
— Zi otherwise . (45)
Ry,

As for Eq. , the fitting procedure in which all the free parameters appearing in Egs. —
are varied is not considered.

Using Eq. and Egs. — we have carried out hundreds of combined fits of our lattice
data for the two regularizations “tm” and “OS”. In the fitting procedure we have minimized the x2-
variable constructed taking into account the correlations between the “tm” and “OS” correlators
corresponding to the same gauge ensemble. We have evaluated the correlation matrix using a
jackknife sampling procedure and found that its entries are smaller than 0.5 for the light-quark
contribution, and typically larger (reaching up to ~ 0.99) for the heavier flavours.

In order to average the different analyses of the same lattice data, we make use of the procedure

developed in Ref. [48]: starting from N computations with mean values z; and uncertainties oy,

(k=1,---,N), based on the same set of input data, their average = and uncertainty o, are given
by
N N N
r=) wp Tk, o7 =Y Wk op+ Y wi (zh— ), (46)
k=1 k=1 k=1

where wy, represents the weight associated with the k-th determination.
We have excluded from the average all fits having d.o.f. = 1 in order to avoid overfitting. Then,
we have considered two different choices for the remaining weights wy. The first one is based on

the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) [49], namely
LL)k‘ X 6_(Xi+2Npa7‘mS_Ndata)/2 , (47)

where Xi is the value of the y?-variable for the k-th computation, Nparms is the number of free

parameters and Ny, the number of data pointsﬂ Since in our fits the number of d.o.f. is limited,

6 We have verified that the use of the slightly different definition proposed in Ref. [50], namely wy oc exp[—(x* +

2Nparms — 2Ndam)/2] leads to very similar averages and errors as compared with those corresponding to the use

of Eq. .
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we adopt also a second choice for wy given by a step function

2 X7
g 0 © [1 T2 dog d.o{cf.] ’ (48)

where 1 is the mean value and /2/d.o.f. is the standard deviation of the x2/d.o.f. distribution.

The results obtained with the above two choices of wy are reassuringly very similar and their small

difference is added as a systematic error in the final error budget. At the physical point we get

P (0) = 48.24 (3)star (20)syst - 10710 = 48.24 (20) - 10717, (49)
a;P(s) = 9.074 (14)star (62)syst - 10710 = 9.074 (64) - 10710 . (50)
aP(c) = 11.61 (9)star (25)syst - 10710 = 11.61 (27) - 10717 . (51)

where

¢ ()stat includes the statistical uncertainty of the Monte Carlo samplings and the one due to

the fitting procedure;

o ()syst represents the systematic error coming from discretization effects, evaluated according

to Eq. from the results of the fits based on the Ansatz in Eq. and Eqgs. —.

The final error corresponds to the statistical and systematic errors added in quadrature.

In Fig.[§ we show the histograms of the results at the physical point obtained by our fitting
procedures based on Eq. and Eqgs. — applied to our lattice data of aiD(ﬂ), aED(s) and
alS;D (¢) for the two choices and for the weights wy appearing in Eq. . The distributions
exhibit multiple peaks. This feature is related to the fact that the statistical uncertainties are
significantly smaller than the systematic ones. We stress that such a situation is ideal for the
application of the averaging procedure given by Eq. .

Before closing the subsection, we show the results of a crosscheck we performed to exclude
that possible residual cut-off effects of the type a?/[log(a?A3)]™™ with n™9 < 0 may spoil our
continuum limit extrapolation of aED. To this end we have carried out a slightly different analysis
of aED (£), in which we consider a truncated version of Eq. , where the lower bound of integration
is fixed to a non-zero t,,,, i.e.

oo
AP (€, i) = 202, /t dt ¢ I (mt) OP (1) V(1) | (52)
where t,,;, is kept fixed in physical units for all ensembles. Clearly, one has aiD(f, tmin — 0) =

aED(ﬁ). The idea is to perform first the continuum extrapolation at fixed t,,;, and then to look
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FIG. 8. Histograms of the results at the physical point obtained by our fitting procedures based on Eq. @
and Egs. - applied to our lattice data of afLD(é) (top panels), aiD(s) (middle panels) and aED(c)
(bottom panels) adopting for the weights wy either the AIC (left panels) or the step function (right panels),
described respectively by FEqs. and (@ The red bands correspond to our final results (@—. In
each panel we show the number of fits, the average (x) and the error (o,) evaluated according to Eq. (@)
and the cumulative probability corresponding to the interval [x — 04,2 + 04]. The vertical short-dashed lines

correspond to the 16-th and 84-th percentiles of the p.d.f. Pr(Y).

SD

" (¢, timin), the logarithmic

at the behaviour of aED (€, timin) as tmin is decreased towards zero. In a

a?/[log ((12 /wg)]”mg cut-off effects generated in aED (¢) by the integration at short times, become
2

simple a?-like lattice artifacts with potentially large 1/[log(t2,;,/wg)]™" coefficients, which can
be then safely extrapolated to zero. We use values of t,,;, in the range [0.08,0.15] fm, which

correspond to t,in > a for all the ensembles of Table [V]
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It is useful to consider the following quantity

5ED (67 tmin) = aiD (67 tmin) + AaiD,pert (Ea tmin) ) (53)
where
tmin
AP P tin) = 202, / dt t* K (my,t) ©5P (t) VEort(t) (54)
0

and V™ (t) is the light-quark correlator in the continuum limit, obtained using the “rhad” software
package [23] at order O(a?). The difference aiD(E) - &'ED(E, tmin) is thus expected to be of order
O (1/tmin) t2

sin)- In Fig. |§| we show our determinations of EED(E,tmin) after extrapolation

of aED(ﬁ,tmm) to the continuum limit using the combined fit procedures based on Eq. and
Eqgs. —. The data exhibit a nice flat behavior in ¢2 . with a very small residual slope due

min

to effects at order O(a2(1/tmin) ). It is reassuring that the data for 5ED (€, tmin) are consistent

2
tmin

for tmin S 0.1 fm with our final short-distance result of Eq. within one standard deviation.
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FIG. 9. Results for the modified short-distance window 5ISLD(€7 tmin) (see Eq. ), obtained for various

values of tmin after extrapolation to the continuum limit using the combined fitting procedures based on

Eq. (@) and Eqgs. (@)—. The red band corresponds to our final result given by Eq. (@
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B. The intermediate windows a) ((), a," (s) and a) (c)

A%

The connected contribution a,

(f) to the intermediate window is given by
oV (f) = 202, / dt 2 K (m, 1) O (1) Vi (1) (55)
0

where f = {¢,s,c} and ©W(t) is given by Eq. . Our results corresponding to the “tm” and
“OS” regularizations, at the physical pion mass MEMWS — M;SOQCD = 135.0(2) MeV and at the
reference lattice size L.y = 5.46 fm, are shown in Fig. together with a representative example of
continuum extrapolation. We note that, in contrast with the short-distance window, there are no
discretization effects of the type a?log(a), thanks to the exponential suppression of the modulating
function OW (¢) at small values of t =~ a (see Fig.. Therefore, we do not carry out any subtraction
of the tree-level perturbative lattice artifacts.

The statistical precision of the lattice data for a) (¢, Lycg) is of the order 0(0.2%). Also the

w

results for a,

(s) obtained using M, have a very good precision of order O(0.2%), while the ones
obtained using M, have typically larger errors by a factor of ~ 3. This originates from the fact

that the plateaux of the ¢-meson effective mass are substantially noisier than the ones of the

w
"

order 0(0.5%) when we use M, and of order O(0.2%) when we use M /g.
Using Eq. and Egs. — we have carried out hundreds of combined fits of our lattice

pseudoscalar 75 meson (see Fig. . Finally, the results for a;; (¢) exhibit a very good precision of

data for the two regularizations “tm” and “OS” by minimizing a correlated x?-variable. In this
case, the entries of the correlation matrix are in the range 0.5—0.7 for the light-quark contribution,
and typically larger (reaching up to 0.99) for the heavier flavours. Also here we have excluded from
the averaging procedure given by Eq. all fits having d.o.f. = 1 in order to avoid overfitting. In
Fig. we show the histograms of the results obtained at the physical point for the two choices
and of the weights wy appearing in Eq. . As in the case of the short-distance windows, the
distributions of Fig.[IT] exhibit multiple peaks, which implies that the statistical uncertainties are
significantly smaller than the systematic ones due to lattice artifacts.

At the physical point we get

a) (£, Lyes) = 205.5 (0.7)star (1.1)sys - 10719 = 2055 (1.3) - 10710 (56)
a) () = 27.28 (13)star (15)syst - 10710 = 27.28 (20) - 10710 . (57)
a%(¢) = 2.90 (3)stat (12)syst - 10710 =2.90 (12) - 10717 . (58)

To the result of Eq. we must add the FSE correction —Aaxv (¢, Lycs) evaluated within the
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FIG. 10. The light-quark (top), strange-quark (middle) and charm-quark (bottom) connected contributions
to the intermediate window aXV versus the squared lattice spacing a® in physical units using both the “tm”
(triangles) and “OS” (squares) reqularizations. In the middle (bottom) panel the blue and red points corre-
spond to the lattice data obtained using the masses of the ns (m.) and ¢ (J/V) mesons to obtain the physical
strange (charm) quark mass. The solid lines correspond to representative examples of continuum extrapola-

tion obtained using the Ansatz in Eq. (@) with DY (f) = DOS(f) = 0 (polynomial fits). The evtrapolated
values in the continuum limit are shown at a®> = 0 together with our final results given by Egs. (@)-(@

MLLGS model according to Eq. (F14) of Appendix with w = W and L,y = 5.46 fm in the



28

Nigs = 154, ) (£) =205.78 £ 1.19 x 10710 Nigs = 154, @) (£) =205.20 £ 1.32 x 10710

e Pr(Y) dY =0.69 waze o e~ (2 Npwme—Naaa) /2 £4ge Pr(Y) dY =063 Xfdof. < 1+2[Z;

200.55 201.26 20197 20269 20340 204.12 204.83 205.54 206.26 206.97 207.69 20840 209.12 209.83 210.54 20055 201.34 20213 202.93 203.72 204.52 205.31 206.11 206.90 207.70 208.49 209.28 210.08 21087
w 10 w 10
a, (€) x 10 a, (€) x 10
_ Wig) — -10 _ Wig) — -10
N = 268, ay, (s) =27.28 £0.20 x 10 N = 268, a, (s) =27.29£0.20 x 10

Iitee Pr(Y) dY =0.74 ware o e~ (C+2Noarms=Niata) 2 [itge Pr(Y) dY = 0.73 X*/d.o.f. <1+ 2\/%_/_

e

2639 2651 2663 26.75 26.87 27.00 27.12 27.24 2736 2748 27.60 2773 2785 27.97 28.00 2639 26.51 26.63 2675 2687 26.99 27.11 2723 2735 2747 27.59 2771 2783 27.95 28.07
w 10 w 10
a,’ (s) x 10 a, (s) x 10
_ W(n) — ~10 _ Wiy — 10
Npgg = 767, a, (c) =2.88+0.11 x 10 N = 767, @) (c) =2.92+0.13 x 10
5t Pr(Y) dY =061 ware: oc e~ (2 Noarms—Nawa) /2 e Pr(Y) dY =0.69 Xfdo.f. <1422

239 2.16 2,52 2,59 2.66 272 279 2.86 292 2.99 3.06 312 3.19 3.26 3.32 2.39 2.46 254 2.62 2.69 277 2.85 292 3.00 3.07 3.15 323 3.30
w 10 w 10
a, (¢) x 10 a, (c) x 10

FIG. 11. Histograms of the results at the physical point obtained by our fitting procedures based on FEq. (@)
and Egs. - applied to our lattice data of a)) (£, Lyes) (top panels), a)) (s) (middle panels) and a), (c)
(bottom panels) adopting for the weights wy either the AIC (left panels) or the step function (right panels),
described respectively by Eqs. and @ The red bands correspond to our final results @)-@ In
each panel we show the number of fits, the average (x) and the error (o,) evaluated according to Eq. (@)
and the cumulative probability corresponding to the interval [x — 04,2 + 0,]. The vertical short-dashed lines

correspond to the 16-th and 84-th percentiles of the p.d.f. Pr(Y).

continuum limit and at the physical pion mass point. We get

A (0, Lyey) = —1.00 (20) - 10710, (59)
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which leads to

a) () =206.5 (1.3) - 1077 . (60)

We expect to get a substantial reduction of the error in Eq. using the results from a new ETMC
ensemble at the physical pion mass point with a finer lattice spacing currently under production.

We point out that our result given in Eq. is consistent at the level of 1.5 o with the previous
ETMC estimate aXV(E) = 202.2(2.6)-1071% [51], but it improves the precision by a factor ~ 2. This
result is mainly related to the improvement of the statistical precision and to the reduction by a

factor of &~ 10 of the discretization systematics as compared to Ref. [51].

IV. DISCONNECTED CONTRIBUTIONS

In this Section we address the calculation of the quark disconnected contributions to the vector
correlator V' (t)|{7; (see Eq. ), which are the sum of the six relevant quark disconnected
(label (D)) correlators displayed in Eq. weigthed by the appropriate charge factors, and may
globally denoted as Vs (t) J\O/ISA, The currents involved in the individual correlators are defined
in Eq. within the “OS” regularization. From the vector correlator Vy;sc. (t) ?/fil the values of
aED (disc.) and axv(disc.) are straightforwardly evaluated according to Eq. .

The disconnected contributions are computed for the light, strange and charm quark mass us-
ing three ensembles close to the physical quark masses, namely ¢B211.072.64, ¢C211.060.80 and
cD211.054.96. Due to the high cost of the calculation, we do not compute disconnected contri-
butions using the larger volume ¢B211.072.96 ensemble, since FSEs are expected to be negligible
within statistical errors.

The strange and charm quark loops are computed at a quark mass obtained by tuning the 2
and A, baryons, respectively, to their physical value. The values of the bare masses for the strange,
aps, and for the charm, ap,., quarks are given in Appendix[C 3]

Various noise-reduction techniques are employed to improve the signal-to-noise ratio of discon-
nected loops. These are the one-end-trick [52], the exact deflation of low-modes [53] and hierarchical
probing [54]. The one-end-trick is used for all loops; hierarchical probing with distance 8 is used
for all loops, except the charm-quark loops for the ¢cB211.072.64 ensemble, where instead distance
4 is used; and deflation of the low-modes is used for the light quark loops for the ¢B211.072.64
and cC211.060.80 ensembles. The latter method is not employed for the ¢D211.054.96 ensemble

because of the prohibitively large memory requirements. Instead multiple stochastic sources are
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used.

Ensemble o s ce ls le sc total
¢B211.072.64|—3.37 (13)|—2.090 (59)|—1.18 (14)|+5.29 (15)|—1.52 (24) |+1.67 (13)|—1.20 (23)
cC211.060.80|—3.36 (16)|—2.090 (73)|—0.78 (11)|+5.53 (17)|—1.48 (20)|+1.37 (15)|—0.80 (18)
¢D211.054.96| —3.54 (16)|—2.084 (75)|—0.71 (14)|+5.60 (18)|—1.51 (21)|+1.27 (18)|—0.96 (20)

TABLE 1. Summary of the various flavour contributions to aED(disc,) in units of 1072 for the cB211.072.64,
cC211.060.80 and cD211.054.96 ensembles. The symbols £¢, ss and cc denote respectively the flavour-
diagonal light, strange and charm contributions, while ¢s, £c and sc denote the off-diagonal light-strange,

light-charm and strange-charm contributions, respectively.

Ensemble o ss cc ls Lle sc total
¢B211.072.64 | —1.087 (49)|—0.149 (22)|—0.030 (53)|+40.635 (58)|+0.00 (8)|—0.02 (6)|—0.651 (93)
¢C211.060.80 | —1.300 (69)|—0.159 (27)|—0.033 (49)|40.726 (81)|—0.03 (7)|+0.04 (7)|—0.762 (75)
¢D211.054.96 | —1.201 (73)|—0.149 (29)|+0.018 (54)|40.627 (81)|40.02 (8)|—0.02 (7)|—0.701 (80)

TABLE II. The same as in Table@ but for the various flavour contributions to aXV(disc.) in units of 10710,

The results for the diagonal and off-diagonal disconnected contributions are summarized in
Table [I| for aED and in Table [[I| for aXV. In Fig. we show the continuum limit extrapolation

for the disconnected contributions to aED and aXV. Qualitatively, for aXV the light-light contribute

+150% of the total disconnected contribution, the strange-light -80% and the strange-strange

+30%. All other combinations are consistent with zero within the errors. We do not observe sizable

SD

- is very small, being

cutoff effects at this level of precision. The disconnected contribution to a

approximately forty times smaller as compared to our error on the light-connected contribution to

SD

ay

. Given the available data, we perform only a single continuum extrapolation, using a linear

fit Ansatz in a2.

SD( g; W
Our results for a},”(disc.) and a)' (disc.) are

a;P (disc.) = —0.006 (5) - 10710 | (61)

ay (disc.) = —0.78 (21) - 1077 . (62)
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Ansatz in a?.
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V. COMPARISON WITH DISPERSIVE e¢te~ RESULTS AND OTHER LATTICE QCD
CALCULATIONS

Our results obtained in the isospin-symmetric limit for the quark connected contributions from
the light, strange and charm quarks, as well as, the sum of all quark disconnected flavour diagonal
and off-diagonal contributions to the short and intermediate time-distance windows are listed in
Egs. and 1' In the case of the intermediate window axv, our findings can be compared with
the corresponding ones obtained by the BMW collaboration in Ref. [3], by the CLS/Mainz group
in Ref. [4], by Lehner and Meyer in Ref. [55] and by Aubin et al. in Ref. [56] (which updates their
previous result [57]). We consider also the results obtained by xQCD collaboration in Ref. [58], by
ETMC in Ref. [5I] and by RBC/UKQCD in Ref. [I], which come from lattice setups that have less
than three values of the lattice spacing or do not include ensembles close to the physical pion mass
point. All the above results are collected in Table[[TI} We observe a remarkable agreement among all
lattice QCD results establishing a clear and important success for the computation of this quantity
within the framework of lattice QCD. Moreover, very recently the Fermilab lattice, HPQCD,
and MILC collaborations published [59] accurate results for one-sided window contributions to
aEVP, quoting in particular a value of aXV + aED = 304.0(9)(6), where the second error accounts
for corrections from QED and IB. The above finding is in good agreement with our results (see
Egs. and below).

As shown in Sec. the time-window contributions aED and aXV can be evaluated using
Eq. , which involves the energy-modulating functions ©5P(E) and OV (E), related to the time-
modulating functions ©5P(¢) and OV (¢) of Eq. , and the experimental data available for the
ete™ ratio R"(E), given in Eq. (24).

Using the database of Ref. [I5] one gets the quite precise results [24]

a;P(ete”) = 68.44(48) - 10710, (63)
a) (ete™) =229.51(87)- 1071 . (64)

More recently, starting from the analyses of Refs. [I2HI5] and adopting the merging procedure of
Ref. [17], which takes into account tensions in the eTe™ database in a more conservative way, the
authors of Ref. [2] quote the values

a;P(ete”) =68.4(5)- 10717 (65)

ay (ete”) =229.4(1.4)- 10710 . (66)
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Ref. ay (€) ay (s) ay (c) ay (disc.)

this work 206.5 (1.3) | 27.28 (0.20) 2.90 (0.12) | —0.78 (0.21)

BMW [3] 207.3 (1.4) | 27.18 (0.03) 2.7 (0.1) —0.85 (0.06)

CLS/Mainz [4] 207.0 (1.5) | 27.68 (0.28) 2.89 (0.14) | — 0.81 (0.09)
Lehner and Meyer [55] || 206.0 (1.2) | 27.06 (0.22) - -
Aubin et al. [56] 206.8 (2.2) - - -
xQCD 53] 206.7 (1.5) | 26.7 (0.3) - -
ETMC [51] 202.2 (2.6) | 26.9 (1.0) | 2.81 (0.11) -
RBC/UKQCD [1] || 202.9 (1.5) | 27.0 (0.2) | 3.0 (0.1) -

average 206.0 (0.6) | 27.18 (0.03) | 2.86 (0.06) | — 0.83 (0.05)

TABLE III. Contributions to the intermediate time-distance window a}iv obtained in this work and in Refs. [1,
3, [4, [51), (53, [56, (58], namely the quark connected light (£), strange (s) and charm (c) diagrams and the sum
of the quark disconnected flavour diagonal and off-diagonal diagrams. The last row lists the averages of all
the lattice results for each contribution made following the PDG approach. All quantities are in units of

10~10,

To compare with the dispersive results, we need to sum up all the quark connected and dis-
connected contributions evaluated in the previous Sections. The individual contributions are not
fully uncorrelated, since they are determined starting from basically the same gauge configurations.
However, since the statistical uncertainty of the vector correlator is not dominated by the gauge
error (see, e.g., Section and the spatial stochastic sources employed are different for different
flavors, we do not expect to have significant correlations among the various contributions to the
time windows. We have checked explicitly this point in the case of the light and strange connected
contributions and found a negligible correlation. Thus, the uncertainties of the individual quark
connected and disconnected contributions are summed in quadrature.

Following the above strategy, the sum of aED(E), aED(s), aﬁD(c) and aED(disc.), i.e. the sum
of Egs. , , and , yields the result 68.91(31) - 1071°. Adding also the contribution
aED(b) = 0.32-107!° coming from the bottom quark (see also the lattice results of Ref. [22]) and a
QED correction aED(QED) =0.03-1071% both estimated using the “rhad” software package [23],

we get,
a,? (ETMC) = 69.27(34) - 10717, (67)

which agrees with the dispersive results and within ~ 1.40.

In the case of the intermediate window, we have to sum the results obtained for aZV (0), azv(s),



34

aXV (c) and axv (disc.), namely the values given in Egs. , , and , obtaining 235.9(1.3)-
10~1°, Adding the IB contribution aXV(IB) = 0.43(4) - 10719, estimated using the corresponding
BMW results of Ref. [3], we obtain

a,’ (ETMC) = 236.3(1.3) - 1077 . (68)

We now compare the above result with other lattice calculations available for the total window
contribution satisfying the simple criterion of being based on lattice setups with more than two
values of the lattice spacing and at least one ensemble close to the physical pion mass point.
Our value is nicely consistent with the result aXV(BMW) = 236.7(1.4) - 1071° by the BMW
collaboration [3] and with the recent one aXV(CLS) = 237.30(1.46) - 10719 by the CLS/Mainz
group [4] at better than 1o level. However, it is in tension with the dispersive result by 3.60.
Averaging our result with the one by the BMW collaboration, we obtain axv = 236.49(95) -
10710, which disagrees with the dispersive result by 4.20. Taking into account also the very recent
result by the CLS/Mainz group [4], we get axv = 236.73(80) - 107!, which increases the tension
with the dispersive result at the level of ~ 4.50. Comparing with the more precise dispersive
result , obtained in Refs. [I5] [24], the tension increases further reaching the level of ~ 6.10.
The above lattice and dispersive results for the short and intermediate time-distance windows as

well as those for the full HVP term are also collected in Fig.[T3|

The accurate lattice results suggest the possible presence of deviations in the e*e™ cross section
data with respect to the QCD+QED theory predictions somewhere in the low and/or intermediate
energy regions, but not in the high energy region as defined in Fig.[2|

In Table[IV] we collect our lattice results for the short and intermediate time-distance windows
and the lattice value of the full HVP term taken from Ref. [3]. These lattice results are compared
with the corresponding dispersive determination of Ref. [2], based on experimental e™e™ — hadron
data. The differences between them denoted by Aay for w = {SD, W,HVP} are shown in the
fourth column. The contribution of the 27 channels (below a center-of-mass energy of 1 GeV) to
the various windows, aj(27), as determined in Ref. [2], are compared with the differences Aay;.
We find that the ratio of Aaj/a};(2m) is at the level of >~ 3 — 5% for the three windows albeit
with large uncertainties. This suggests, qualitatively, that the accurate lattice results for the time
windows and for the full HVP term could be compatible with an overall few-percent enhancement

of the eTe™ cross section data in the 27 channels at center-of-mass energies below 1 GeV.
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FIG. 13. We show lattice QCD results of the short-distance window aED (left panel), intermediate window
aXV (central panel), obtained in this work and in Refs. [3,[{)], and the full HVP term aEVP (right panel) from
Ref. [3], compared with the corresponding dispersive determinations from Ref. [2], based on experimental
+
e

given in Eq. @) with those from Refs. [3, [4], namely axv = 236.73(80) - 1017,

e~ — hadrons data (see text). In the central panel, the green diamond denotes the average of our result

window (w) || a?(LQCD) | a¥(ete”) [2]] Aa? a¥(2r) B Aa¥/a¥(2n)
SD 69.3 (0.3) [*]| 68.4 (0.5) | 0.9(0.6) || 13.7(0.1) | 0.066 (43)
W 236.3 (13) [¥] | 229.4 (1.4) | 6.9 (1.9) || 138.3 (1.2) | 0.050 (14)
HVP 707.5 (5.5) [3]| 693.0 (3.9) | 14.5 (6.7) || 494.3 (3.6) | 0.029 (14)

[*] = this work

TABLE 1V. Values of a;] obtained in this work for the short and intermediate time-distance windows,
w = {SD, W}, and from Ref. [3] for the full HVP term, w = HVP, compared with the corresponding dispersive
determinations of Ref. [2], based on experimental ete™ — hadrons data (third column). The difference
between the second and third columns, Aay,

2m channels ay; (2m) (below a center-of-mass energy of 1 GeV), obtained in Ref. [2], are shown in the fifth

is given in the fourth column, while the contributions of the

column. All quantities are in units of 10710 except for the last column, where we list the values of the ratio

between Aa); and the 2w contribution a(2m).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a lattice determination of the leading-order HVP contribution to the muon

HVP
o

and aZV, defined by the RBC/UKQCD collaboration [IJ.

anomalous magnetic moment, a , in the so-called short- and intermediate-distance windows,

SD
ay
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For this determination we have employed a set of gauge ensembles produced by ETMC with
Ny =2+ 1+ 1 flavours of Wilson-clover twisted-mass sea quarks with masses tuned very close to
their physical values [I8H2T]. The gauge ensembles used are simulated at three different values of the
lattice spacing, namely a ~ 0.057,0.068,0.080 fm, and with spatial lattice sizes up to L ~ 7.6 fm.

We worked in the isospin-symmetric limit. The quark connected contributions from the light
(u/d), strange and charm quarks, as well as the sum of all quark disconnected flavour diagonal
and off-diagonal contributions are computed. These are then used to evaluate the contribution to

the short and intermediate time-distance windows, obtaining the results listed in Eqs. and .

\W%

1 » our findings are in nice agreement with several results

In the case of the intermediate window a
obtained by other lattice QCD collaborations, as shown in Table [[TI} Such a remarkable agreement
within small uncertainties represents the robustness of the evaluation of this quantity within the
framework of lattice QCD.

Adding the bottom-quark and the QED contribution to the short-distance window, aED(b) +
aED(QED) = 0.35- 1071, evaluated in perturbative QCD using the “rhad” software package [23],
and the IB contribution to the intermediate window, aXV (IB) = 0.43(4) - 10719 taken from Ref. [3],

we get,
a;P(ETMC) = 69.27(34) - 10717, (69)
a) (ETMC) = 236.3(1.3) - 10717 . (70)

Our result for the short-distance contribution given in Eq. is consistent with the recent
dispersive value QED(eJre*) = 68.4(5) - 1071°[2] within ~ 1.40. In the case of the intermediate
window, our value given in Eq. is larger than the dispersive result aXV(eJre_) = 229.4(1.4) -
1071 2] by ~ 3.60. Our value is nicely consistent with the BMW result ) (BMW) = 236.7(1.4) -
10719 [3] and with the recent CLS/Mainz one CLXV(CLS) = 237.30(1.46) - 10710 [4] at better than
1o level. The tension between our value and the dispersive result increases from ~ 3.60 to ~
4.20 if we average our result with the one obtained by the BMW collaboration, leading to
aXV = 236.49(95) - 1019, Including in the average also the recent CLS/Mainz result we get aXV =
236.73(80) - 10~1°, which is in disagreement with the dispersive result by ~ 4.50.

In conclusion, the impact of our lattice computations is twofold. Concerning the intermediate-
distance window we confirm the two currently most accurate lattice QCD results, namely those
from the BMW collaboration and the CLS/Mainz group, increasing the discrepancy with the
corresponding prediction based on eTe™ cross section data to the significant level of ~ 4.5 standard

deviations. Moreover, we have computed accurately for the first time the short-distance window,
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finding that there is no significant tension with the corresponding dispersive result. This is a clear
indication that any deviation between QCD+QED theory predictions, the framework employed in
SM-based lattice calculations, and the eTe™ cross section experiments is unlikely to occur at high

energy. Instead, it may occur somewhere in the low and/or intermediate energy regions.
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Appendix A: Lattice setup and simulation details

In this work, we analyze the gauge ensembles produced recently by ETMC in isospin-symmetric
QCD (isoQCD) with Ny = 2+ 1+ 1 flavors of Wilson-clover twisted-mass quarks and described in

Refs. [I8-21]. Our renormalizable lattice theory is specified by the following action

S = Sym[U] + Sq, seal¥e, Un, Ul + Sq, vatl{ay, 7}, Ul + Sgnost[{0f, ¢4}, UT, (A1)

which corresponds to a mixed action lattice setup employing twisted mass [65), [66] and Osterwalder-
Seiler fermions [67]. This setup allows to avoid any undesired strange-charm quark mixing through
cutoff effects and to preserve the automatic O(a)-improvement of all physical observables [68].
Moreover, it offers the possibility of considering two different regularizations of the current-current
correlators relevant for the present study.

The gluon action Sy [U] is the (mean-field) improved Iwasaki one [69]. It contains the bare
gauge coupling 3 = 6/g3 that controls the lattice spacing a, as QCD asymptotic freedom implies
algep ~ exp(—1/(2bog3)) with by > 0.

Concerning the fermionic sector of the action, it can be written as the sum of the sea and
valence quark actions. The sea quark action is written in terms of a light ¥y = (ugsea, dsea) and a

heavy Uj, = (Csea, Ssea) quark doublet, namely
Sasea = 6" 3 {Tel@)ly - V + e — s WeH W)
T
+ Tn@)y -V o + T — i W)} (A2)

For the valence quark action, it is convenient to allow for several replica, labelled by n =1,2,3, ...,

of each quark flavour f with different values of the Wilson parameter ry,, which in practice we
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restrict to be 7y, = (—1)7"!. Thus, we have
Sa val = 0 Zqu, [v- Y+ my = sign(ry)insWerlr=1 ] 470 (2). (A3)

where gy, is a single flavour field and f runs over the four lightest quark flavours u,d, s,c. By
@u we denote the symmetric gauge covariant lattice derivative, while V,, and V}, stand for the
analogous forward and backward lattice derivatives, and (H(4) covariant) “spacetime” indices are
omitted when contracted with each other. In the expressions above, the critical Wilson-clover
operator is defined as

csw ()
32

WCl‘r = agv*v + mcr(r) +a Y@ [Q,u,u QV,LL] ) (A4)

i.e. it includes the critical mass me; term and a clover term o ’yuy,,a_l[QW — Quul (i-e. a lattice
discretization of the Pauli term o< i0,, F},,)) [70] with a coefficient, csw, that is identical for all sea
and valence flavours and is fixed to the value obtained in one-loop tadpole boosted perturbation
theory [71]. In writing the valence quark action Sy va1, we have also exploited the known prop-
erty [68] WS |_, = —W¢|,. In Eq. (A2) for Sy, sea the operators W are implicitly defined for r = 1
and their two-flavour structure is displayed by the Pauli matrices 72 and 7! acting in flavour space.

In the sea and valence quark action sectors the critical Wilson-clover term, which includes the
critical mass counterterm o me, ~ 1/a, is taken at maximal twist with respect to the soft quark
mass terms in order to guarantee automatic O(a)-improvement of the physical observables [66, [72]
and me; is set to a unique value for all flavours [68]. The inclusion of the clover term turns out
to be very beneficial for further reduction of the residual cutoff effects, in particular those on the
neutral pion mass, thereby making the Monte Carlo simulations close to the physical pion point
numerically stable [I8] (see also Ref. [73]).

The valence ghost action term reflects the form and follows the notation of the valence quark

action, viz.
Sehost = @ Z Z ¢ (@) [V 4+ my —sign(rr)ivsWellr=1] é1.n(2) (A5)

with each ¢, being a complex boson field of spin 1/2 (i.e. a ghost), and is included in order to
obtain formally vanishing contributions from all the valence fields to the effective gluonic action.
Of course no ghost fields ever occur in our actual computations.

For the light quark doublet the sea and valence bare mass, py, is unique and takes values such

as to obtain M, close to MEP"™* = ME°CYD — 1350 (2) MeV [20]. Larger values of M, are used to
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compute observables relevant for scale setting, where the analysis includes a chiral extrapolation
to MEMS,

The masses of the strange and charm sea quarks are set within ~ 5% accuracy to their physical
values for each ensemble by carefully tuning the parameters i, and ps in Sy sea (in the preliminary
stage of our simulations) in order to reproduce the renormalization group invariant (RGI) values
Mp./fp, = 7.9(0.1) and m./ms = 11.8(0.2) adopted in Refs. [I8H20]. The above values are
consistent with the more precise, recent determinations Mp,/fp, = 7.88(0.02) and m./ms; =
11.77(0.03) from Ref. [74] and they are sufficiently accurate for the purposes of the present Workﬂ

The masses of the strange and charm wvalence quarks are very accurately fixed by two physical
inputs, which can conveniently be chosen as the kaon and D-meson masses. In this way, using
the ETMC ensembles of Refs. [I8-21], the values of the charm and strange as well as light u/d
renormalized quark masses were determined in Ref. [34]. Here, we redetermine the strange and
charm valence quark masses by the physically equivalent requirements of reproducing the energy
of the ¢ resonance (or the mass of the fictitious pseudoscalar meson 7, determined accurately in
isoQCD at the physical point in Ref. [3]) and the energy of the J/1) resonance (or the mass of
the pseudoscalar meson 7.). As discussed in Appendix we find results in nice agreement, up to
lattice artifacts in the charm sector, with those obtained from the My and Mp inputs in Ref. [34].

Following this procedure, we are able to determine the valence quark mass parameters ms and
m. using high statistics observables that are computed on the same gauge configurations and using
the same stochastic sources as the vector current-current correlator V(t) of Eq. . This method

is very convenient for minimizing the statistical error on the time windows a". In practice, to

w
i
interpolate our results to the physical strange and charm valence quark masses, we evaluate the

contributions to V' (t) from vector correlators in the s and ¢ valence sector for a few values of the

val

bare valence quark masses au?® and ap’®, which will be specified later in Tables and [XITIL

c

Essential information on the ETMC ensembles relevant for this work are collected in Ta-
ble With respect to Refs. [19, 20, B4] two other dedicated gauge ensembles, ¢B211.072.96
and ¢D211.054.96, have been produced for the investigation of FSEs and cutoff effects [21]. The
c¢B211.074.96 ensemble, which has a spatial lattice size L ~ 7.6 fm, is used to estimate FSEs by

comparing to the smaller cB211.074.64 ensemble, while the ¢D211.054.96 ensemble corresponds to

" From our study of the light-quark sea mass corrections (see below Table we observe that a change of ~ 5% in
the light-quark sea mass affects axv(é) by less than ~ 0.05%. Sea quark effects are in general suppressed as the
quark mass is increased and, in the limit where the sea quark mass, Mmscq, of a given flavour is large as compared
to Agep, the relative change of an observable is expected to scale as the relative sea quark mass change times
O[(ASep/miea)(a?(Mmsea)/m?)]. Thus, a ~ 5% relative mistuning of strange- and charm-quark sea masses cannot

have a significant impact on window observables that are evaluated with a few permille relative uncertainty.
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our finest lattice spacing a ~ 0.057 fm. Note that for all ensembles used in this work the pion mass
is simulated quite close to the isoQCD reference value MEMWS — ppisoRCD 135.0(2) MeV, which
was also adopted in Refs. [20] [34]. For the evaluation of the light-quark connected contribution, the
inversions of the Dirac operator have been performed using Np;s = 10® spatial stochastic sources
per gauge configuration. The techniques adopted for the calculation of the disconnected diagrams

are briefly outlined in Section [[V]

ensemble B V/a? a (fm) ap M, MeV) || L (fm) |M,L
cB211.072.64 1.778 | 642128 [0.07957 (13)| 0.00072 | 140.2 (0.2) 5.09 3.62
¢B211.072.96 1.778 | 96%-192 [0.07957 (13)| 0.00072 | 140.1 (0.2) 7.64 5.43
cC211.060.80 || 1.836 | 80%-160 |0.06821 (13)| 0.00060 | 136.7 (0.2) 5.46 3.78
cD211.054.96 || 1.900 | 962 -192 [0.05692 (12)| 0.00054 | 140.8 (0.2) 5.46 3.90

TABLE V. Parameters of the ETMC ensembles used in this work. We give the light-quark bare mass,
aply = ap, = afig, the pion mass My, of the lattice size L and the product M,L. The values of the lattice
spacing are determined as explained in Appendix using the 2016 PDG value fPhvs = fis0QCD — 130.4(2)

MeV [7] of the pion decay constant for setting the scale.

Pion-mass mistuning effects, which are at most of order 5 — 6 MeV for the ensembles listed
in Table are relevant for the light-quark contribution to the intermediate window (axv(ﬁ)),
and completely negligible within the accuracy for all the other contributions considered in this
work. Indeed, a/\jv(é) is dominated by 7w and w7m contributions, and hence particularly sensitive
to variations of the light-quark mass. In order to minimize the systematic errors related to the
(small) difference M, — M;SOQCD, we performed additional simulations enabling to correct our
lattice data for the mistuning of M. In practice we evaluated the corrections to axv(ﬂ) due to the
appropriate small change of u, in the valence and in the sea sector of the lattice action.

The former correction has been determined by performing additional inversions of the light-
quark Dirac operator employing a slightly smaller value of the light bare quark mass ap) < auy,
keeping the sea quark mass fixed to apy. The values of the valence light quark mass ap, have been
chosen, for each ensemble, according to the following relation

. 2
MzsoQCD
apy = apy | ——-— | A6
127 M( M, (A6)

where M is the measured value of the pion mass on any given ensemble. Since such corrections are

expected to be of the order of few permille, only a limited number of stochastic sources (O(100))
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have been used for this calculation. The valence correction 5V€ml(t) to the vector correlator has

been then determined for both tm and OS regularizations as
(n/eval(t) = W(tv a%a GM) - W(ta Qple, aluﬁ) 3 (A7)

where Vi(t, aje, ap) is the unitary vector correlator, while Vi (t, apiy, ap) is the one obtained from
simulations at the valence quark mass af, and sea quark mass aje. In order to reduce the statistical
noise, Eq. (A7) has been evaluated using a common set of stochastic sources for both valence masses,

apy and apy.

\W%

As for the evaluation of the corrections to a,

(¢) coming from the sea sector, we rely on the
so-called expansion method. At leading order in d(ajue) = ap) — ape the correction 6V;7°%(t) to the
vector correlator, can be determined as

SV (4) — f[dq)]e—S[Cb,a,ug]—(;(aug)flifg\Ile(x)O( ) f[d(l)] Se, aﬂe}(’)(t)
¢ ( ) - j‘[dq)]efs[@,audfé(aug)f\flg‘l/g(a:) f[d(I)] —S[®,au,]

—0(api) Z (W0, (z) O(t)) — (O0))(WeWy(z))] + O (6% (ap))

xT

—*Z Y Tireg(@)Te] (0) (A8)

7 j=1,23

where, to keep the notation simple, we collectively denote with ® all fermionic and gluonic fields,
while S[®, ajy] corresponds to the Wilson-clover twisted mass action in Eq. with bare light-
quark mass auy. The composite field O(t) is a product of two light valence quark currents (see
Eqgs. — for the notation) but no sea quark fields ¥,, ¥,. The expansion method has the
clear advantage that no new gauge configurations have to be generated, and allows to compute
dVe4(t) from the insertion of the (light-quark) scalar density inside the current-current correlator.
All VEVs in Eq. are evaluated in the gauge background generated by S[®, apu|. Finally, the

total correction 5aXV (¢) to the light-quark contribution to the intermediate window is given by
o0
50V (0) = 202, /0 dt 2K (m, )™ (1) [Vl (1) + sveee(r)] (A9)

In Table |VI| we show the values of the correction 5aXV (¢) (for both “tm” and “OS” regulariza-
tions) on the four ensembles of Table along with the original values of azv(f), the simulated
values of d(apy), and the values of the pion masses obtained after performing such corrections.
It turns out that: i) the correction 5azv(€) shifts upwards the intermediate window by approx-
imately 20 (or less) for the ¢B211.072.64, ¢B211.072.96 and ¢D211.054.96 ensembles, while it is
completely negligible within the uncertainty for the ensemble ¢C211.06.80, and ii) the sea quark

mass correction is found to be significantly smaller than the one from the valence quark mass.
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ensemble d(ape) M, (MeV) ay (€,tm) | bay (€, tm) ay (£,08) | éday (£,08)
cB211.072.64 ~5.25 135.2 (2) || 204.61 (36) | 0.13 (10) || 203.36 (33) | 0.38 (7)
¢B211.072.96 —5.25 135.2 (2) || 205.98 (21) | 0.26 (11) || 203.18 (20) | 0.51 (8)
cC211.060.80 —1.50 134.9 (3) 204.88 (44) 0.05 (5) 203.02 (37) 0.02 (5)
cD211.054.96 ||  —4.36 135.1 (3) || 205.67 (42) | 0.36 (9) || 203.96 (39) | 0.31 (10)

TABLE VI. The values of the light-quark bare mass difference 6(ape) adopted for each ETMC gauge ensemble,
given in units of 1072, The third column contains the values of M, in physical units obtained after the mass

correction, while the other columns show the original values for axv(é) and the resulting 5al\iv(€), given in

units of 10710, in the two regularizations “tm” and “OS”.

1. The correlator V(t) in the mixed action setup

In our formulation, we find it convenient to evaluate the vector correlator V' (t) (see Eq. .
by employing two different regularizations for the quark connected contributions to the correlator.
Moreover, as discussed in the following, using a mixed action (MA) setup, we can define renor-
malized correlators for each individual quark flavour (¢, s, ¢) connected term and for the various
quark flavour diagonal and off-diagonal disconnected contributions to a;; (here w = SD, W). This
flexibility turns out to be advantageous for extrapolating independently contributions to a;; that
can have a different magnitude and relative accuracy to the continuum limit. After taking the
continuum limit they are combined to yield the desired results of the unitary isoQCD theory.

The vector correlator V (t) for Ny = 2+1+1 QCD can be reconstructed, in the continuum limit,
by combining a number of renormalized correlators in our MA setup, with coefficients dictated by
the em-charge of the various quark flavours. Namely

V(t) ?&gA:*a?’ZZVu Wb s x = (x,t), (A10)
x =1,3

with

4

Vale) ity = St @, 1 0) (@, o)
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where reg € {tm,OS} labels the two regularizations of the single-flavour renormalized vector
currents, up to variants that are equivalent in the large statistics limit. Adopting the lighter
notation ¢s,(x) = fy(x) for the single-flavour valence quark fields, the relevant renormalized vector

currents read

J;%m = Zaliyuls Jf%/ s = Zyvliyls Jﬁljos = Zvlivly Jﬁl,go/s = Zyvlzyuls

55’ = ss’ = 55 = s's’ =
Jim = Zas1vus2, Jlos = Zvsivuss s Jios = Zvsivust s Ju0s = ZvSsvuss

CCI = CCI = cc — C/C/ =
Jiim = Zaciyuce . Jios = Zvavues,  Jios = Zvaver s J,0s = ZvEsyucs (A12)

where Z4 or Zy are the appropriate ultraviolet (UV) finite RCs for the bare local vector currents
in Eq. . We recall that £ = u = d, as in our lattice QCD setup w and d quarks are mass
degenerate. For all valence quark flavours f = /,s,c, we have rp; = —ryo = ry3 = ... = 1. The
suffixes on the currents (e.g. ss’, ss or s's’) just remind whether the quark and antiquark field
entering in each current belong to different (e.g. ss’) or equal (e.g. ss or §'s’) valence fermion
replica, independently of the Wilson’s r-values which are specified by the index n = 1,2,3. The
suffix (C) or (D) attached to the correlators contributing to Vi;(z)[}/%4 in Eq. indicates
whether these correlators give rise to quark connected or disconnected Wick contractions.

As customary when working with twisted mass lattice fermions, we say that a vector current,
e.g. Jlﬁl@g, is written in the tm or OS regularization if the two valence quarks, f and f’, entering
the current appear in the valence quark action Syva of Eq. with rp = —ry or rp = 1y,
respectively. As one can see from the examples in Eq. , this implies that the OS regularization
is the unique possible choice for the currents entering in the fermion disconnected correlators.
Numerically, they give much smaller contributions to a;; than the quark connected correlators, for

which instead the two lattice discretizations are available.

We outline here the main steps of the proof showing that one can extract physical information
on the correlator V(¢) in QCD from the correlators V (t) %AOS, following the logic that was adopted
in Ref. [68] for correlators relevant to other physical observables. Let us start from the UV finite
RCs of the currents appearing in Eq. .

For the currents involving two different valence-replica quark fields (i.e. Jﬁf;eg, ij;eg, Jﬁf;eg),
which enter in the quark connected correlators, one easily checks that the appropriate RC is Z4
or Zy for reg = tm or reg = OS, respectively. Indeed, since the RC are named following the
standard notation for untwisted Wilson lattice fermions, this result is easily obtained by rewriting

for the two considered regularizations (reg) the current operator in the valence quark basis where
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the Wilson term appears untwisted, v.i.z.

S, val = a* Z Z Xfn(@)[v- v+ sign(ry,,)ivsmys + W, -] X (). (A13)
T fn

Comparing with the form of Sy va1 in Eq. (A3]), one sees that the relation between the two valence

quark field bases reads

fn=apn = eiﬂ‘r’Sign(Tf’")Xfm ) fn =dqfn = Xfmeiﬂmgn(”’") . (A14)

s !

Taking as an example the currents J;%,, and J, ;s(’) g, it follows that since

S1YuS2 = Xs,1V5VuXs,2 S17VuS3 = Xs,1YuXs,3 s (A15)

the first and second bare currents in Eq. are renormalized with Z 4 and Zy, respectively. The
same argument holds for all the other currents having two different valence-replica quark fields in
Eq. , with the relative sign of the Wilson r-parameters of the valence quark and antiquark
determining whether the proper RC is Zy or Z Aﬂ As for the vector currents involving two equal

o gsls gl

: : 144 74
valence-replica quark fields, i.e. J0s: Jros Jios Juoss n0s I,

/ . .
. . L Og> Which enter in the quark

disconnected correlators, it is easy to check that their form is unchanged upon rewriting them
in the quark basis where the valence fermion action takes the form given in Eq. . Thus,
the problem is reduced to determining the renormalization pattern for a single flavour vector
current in untwisted Wilson lattice QCD. Taking, for instance, the case of the charm quark flavour
(the argument is unchanged for s, d and u), what we are after is the relation between the chiral
covariantly renormalized current, say [gcV.qc]r, and the bare current gevy,gc. In Appendix@ we
show that for standard Wilson fermions the flavour singlet and non-singlet vector current RCs
actually coincide, i.e. Zy0 = Zy, from which it follows that the current g.7,q. is only multiplicatively
renormalized and [GcYuqc]r = Zv@cyude- As a consequence, all the vector currents that involve two
equal valence-replica quark fields in our mixed action setup are also multiplicatively renormalized
through Zy .

An important result is obtained exploiting renormalizability of our mixed action setup and

universality, provided [68]

i) a suitable renormalization condition (e.g. the value of f; in isoQCD) is imposed as g3 — 0,

8 For completeness we recall that such scale independent RCs are needed in lattice regularization that break chiral
symmetries in order to have the valence quark currents normalized consistently with the chiral Ward identities

(WI) of QCD [76, [77].
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ii) the bare soft mass parameters are matched so as to work with equal sea and wvalence renor-

malized quark masses for each flavour (see below for more details), and

iii) all the current-current correlators appearing in Eq. are normalized consistently with
the chiral WI of Ny =2+ 1+ 1 QCD.

Namely, the correlator V() ﬁ\%los in Eq. admits a continuum limit that coincides with the
one of the formally identical correlator, V (t) %’E{, evaluated at equal renormalized quark masses
in a chiral-symmetric lattice regularization, e.g. defined using Ginsparg-Wilson sea and valence
quarks, whence the label GW, of the same mixed Ny = 24 1+ 1 QCD action. Moreover, at the
given renormalized quark masses, the continuum limit of V(¢)|$}% in the chiral-symmetric lattice
regularization is identical to the continuum limit of V'(¢)|“%, i.e. the correlator of Eq. in the
unitary Ny =2+1+41 QCD Setupﬂ The latter is precisely the quantity of interest for extracting
aED’W, as discussed in Section [lIl This concludes our proof.

A few remarks are in order about the way of tuning the bare soft mass parameters in order to
work with equal sea and valence renormalized quark masses for each physical flavour in the mixed

action setup (A1l). Based on the results of Ref. [68] a simple way of doing so consists in matching

the sea and valence bare mass parameters according to

Zs Zs
my = My = K4, ms = W — 5—Hs mczﬂa+7
P P

where Zp (Zg) is the RC of the pseudoscalar (scalar) flavour non-singlet quark bilinear density,

ns (A16)

and fixing the values of u, = pg, ps and p. in order to reproduce the “physical” values of three
observables (sensitive to the light, strange and charm quark masses) in isoQCD. Of course the
definition of such “physical” values in isoQCD is conventional, since in the physical world SU(2)
isospin symmetry is only approximate, but any arbitrariness induced by the conventional defini-
tion of an isoQCD world can be removed by evaluating the corresponding QED and strong IB
correctionﬂ (for a review see, e.g., Ref. [74]).

In practice we tune u, and ps by matching them to their valence counterparts ms and m.
as discussed in Ref. [I§]. The values of the valence quark masses ms and m, are in turn fixed in
order to reproduce the phenomenologically well known values of Mp,/fp, and m./ms, as discussed

above in introducing the mixed action lattice setup (Al)). Such a tuning step could be performed

% This identity is easily checked by noting that the correlators V (¢)|$¥4 and V(¢)|", being defined in the same
UV-regularization for all types of quark fields and evaluated at equal renormalized masses, give rise to identical

Wick contractions at finite lattice spacing.

10 As mentioned in Sections [I| and the IB correction to aiD is negligible, while the one to axv is estimated using
the BMW results of Ref. [3].
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with an accuracy of few percents for all lattice resolutions in the early stages of the simulation
effort without affecting significantly the uncertainty of the final results owing to the very mild
dependence of CLED and axv on the strange and charm sea quark masses.

Aiming at a few permille determination of the window contributions, it is crucial to have a high
precision determination of the RCs Z4 and Zy as well as of the values of the lattice spacing. While
the accurate evaluation of Z4 and Zy will be discussed in Sec.[Bl we address now a significant
improvement of the determination of the lattice spacing (the result of which is given in Table
with respect to the results obtained in Ref. [20].

2. Improved determination of the lattice spacing

In order to reduce the uncertainties on the lattice spacing as compared to the results obtained
in Ref. [20], we take advantage of the following improvements: i) pseudoscalar observables are
now available with substantial higher accuracy thanks to a huge number of stochastic sources
(Nsource =~ 103) per gauge configuration; ii) two new ensembles at the physical point, namely
cB211.072.96 and ¢D211.054.96 are included in the analysis; iii) a significant increase in the
number of independent gauge configurations analyzed for the two physical mass point ensembles
the ¢B211.072.64 and ¢C211.060.80 as compared to what we used in Ref. [20]; iv) the inclusion
of four ensembles at a coarser lattice spacing of a ~ 0.091 fm, namely cA211.53.24, cA211.40.24,
cA211.30.32 and cA211.12.48, taken from Ref. [20]; they will be referred to as A-type ensembles.
The simulated pion masses are in the range 170 — 350 MeV [20] and, therefore, they are not
close to the physical pion point. Consequently, in the analyses of the light- and strange-quark
contributions to the window observables they would require a significant extrapolation in the pion
mass. Nevertheless, they can be useful for the analysis of the charm contribution to the window
observables, since the latter ones have a very slight dependence upon the pion mass; v) the
inclusion of four B-type ensembles at a >~ 0.080 fm, namely cB211.25.24, ¢cB211.25.32, ¢cB211.25.48

and ¢B211.14.64 from Ref. [20], for getting control over FSEs and pion-mass dependence.

Following Ref. [20] the analysis is performed using as input the dimensionless variable

_ My
1672 f2

&r (A17)

corrected for finite size effects (FSEs) using the resummed formulae from Ref. [78]. Then, we fit the

pion decay constant in lattice units, afr, determined on the A- and B-type (second largest lattice
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spacing) ensembles, using the following Ansatz inspired by chiral perturbation theory (ChPT)

afi{En L) = aff(€8*,00) - {1 = 26:l0g(6x/E2") + [P+ Puise(af2)?] - (& — €2 }
oML

. {1 + PFSEgWW} ) (A18)

where j = A, B and af;?, afP, P, Pyis., Prsp are free fitting parameters. We use a total of 10
ensembled ]

Using the values obtained for P, Py;s. and Prggp we can correct the lattice data of af; for the

mistuning in &, and for FSEs on all the ETMC ensembles, i.e. also on the C and D ensembles.

After applying such corrections, which are small on the physical point B, C' and D ensembles, the

lattice spacing is determined from
a™ = afX (€8s, 00) ) fohvs X=A,B,C,D, (A19)

where fPs = fisoQ@CD _ 1304 (2) MeV [75] (as in Ref. [20]). As no use is made here of the
gradient flow quantity wg/a, the above scale setting procedure is equivalent to that of Ref. [20]
only up to relative O(a?) effects on the lattice spacing.

The reduced x? of the fit based on the Ansatz is x?/d.o.f. ~ 1.6, with 10 measurements
and 5 parameters. Fit stability is checked by including or excluding the cA211.12.48 ensemble,
and by including or excluding all the A-type ensembles. In the latter case we set Py = 0. The
quality of the fitting procedure is illustrated in Fig.[14 The values of the lattice spacing for the
various ETMC ensembles are collected in Table[VII] and compared with the ones from Ref. [20].

Ensembles a (fm) [this work] | a (fm) [from Ref. [20]]
A 0.09076 (54) 0.09471 (39)
B 0.07957 (13) 0.08161 (30)
C 0.06821 (13) 0.06942 (26)
D 0.05692 (12) 0.05770 (20)

TABLE VII. In the first column we give the ensemble type according to its lattice spacing, in the second
column we give the updated values of the lattice spacing a and the third column our previous determination

using a smaller set of ensembles and statistics [20)].

It can be seen that, except for the A-type ensembles, the updated values of the lattice spacing

are more precise than those obtained in Ref. [20] by a factor of ~ 2. We reach a precision better

1 For the ensemble cA211.12.48 we correct the value of afr accounting for violation from maximal twist condition

following Ref. [20].
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FIG. 14. The pion decay constant in lattice units, af., as determined on the A and B ensembles, versus
the dimensionless variable &, given in FEq. . The smaller markers represent the results obtained using
the combined ﬁt. Both data points and fit curves are shown after removing FSE using the result for

Prsg. The vertical dotted line corresponds to the physical value &, = £PMs = ¢150QCD ~ (.0068.

than ~ 0.2% for the ensembles B, C and D, while for the A ensembles the relative uncertainty of
a is equal to ~ 0.6%. The reason why the accuracy of the lattice determination for the A-type
ensembles is not at the same level is that, unlike for the rest of the ensembles, we do not have
simulations very close to the physical pion point. This means that we have to extrapolate from
larger values of &, to reach the physical value increasing the error, as demonstrated in Fig. In
Fig.[15] we plot the relative difference between the two determinations of the lattice spacing that
exhibits a nice a?-scaling behaviour.

In this work we use the values of the lattice spacing given in the central column of Table|VI]]
(see also Table[V]).

Finally, a relevant question which we want to address, is the sensitivity of the short and inter-
mediate windows to the uncertainty of the lattice spacing, focusing on the (most relevant) case of
the light-quark contribution. While the windows are dimensionless quantities, the lattice spacing
enters their calculation explicitly through the fact that the two dimensionful quantities entering
the leptonic kernel, the muon mass m,, and the window parameter A, must be converted in lattice

units. The impact that the relative uncertainty Aa/a on the lattice spacing produces in aj; (£)
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FIG. 15. a?-scaling behaviour of the relative difference between the two determinations of the lattice spacing
given in Table The violet and green bands correspond to a linear fit in a® applied respectively to all the

four data points and to the three finest ones only. The width of the bands represents one standard deviation.

(w=SD, W), is given by

Aay(0) _ alog(afj(ﬁ)) '%: w‘%
() “ 9o (a) ‘ =9 (A20)

The coefficient C" can be computed numerically from the knowledge of the lattice vector correlator,
and from the derivative of the integration kernel w.r.t. the lattice spacing a. In the case of the full
HVP this coefficient turns out to be around 1.8, as already pointed out in Ref. [79]. For the short
and intermediate windows, we find instead CSP ~ 0.1 and CW ~ 0.4. The short-distance window
is therefore largely insensitive to the uncertainty on the scale setting, while for the intermediate

window the impact is a factor of four smaller than that for the full HVP.

Appendix B: Hadronic determination of Zy and Z4

In order to reach a high precision determination of the two scale-invariant RCs Zy and Z4 we
employ a hadronic method based on the WI combined with a high statistics determination of the
relevant suitable correlators. This allows us to obtain an accuracy of ~ 0.03 — 0.10% for Z4 and
of ~ 0.001% for Zy, thus reaching the desired accuracy. We collect the values of Z4 and Zy used
in this work for each of the ETMC ensembles of Table[V] in Table[VITIl
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ensemble A% Za
cB211.072.64 0.706379 (24) 0.74294 (24)
cB211.072.96 0.706405 (17) 0.74267 (17)
¢(C211.060.80 0.725404 (19) 0.75830 (16)
¢D211.054.96 0.744108 (12) 0.77395 (12)

TABLE VIII. The values of Zy and Za used in this work for each of the ETMC ensembles of Table[V]

determined by employing the WI-based hadronic method described in the next subsections.

We proceed to illustrate in detail the method, based on WI and universality, that enables
us to obtain the two RCs Zy and Z4 with very high precision. The derivation relies on two
main ingredients, namely an exact conserved current relation holding in the Wilson twisted-mass

regularization and the fact that the critical Wilson term is a truly dimension five irrelevant operator.

1. Case of 7y,

In order to discuss the evaluation of the RC of the flavour non-singlet vector and axial currents,
in the context of the mixed action setup for Ny = 2 + 1+ 1 LQCD described in Sect. III it is
convenient (and enough) to focus on the Lagrangian for just two different valence quark flavours,
which can be taken with a common soft mass parameter, say g, and are denoted by F and F”.

Let us start by considering the case where the two distinct valence quark flavors are taken at
maximal twist with opposite r-Wilson parameters, i.e. 7 = —rp = 1. In order to lighten notation
and ease a number of algebraic steps in the following let us collect the two valence quark field in

a two-flavour valence field, ¥4, —, i.e.
Yval,— = (qr, qF7) , Yoat,— = (Gr, qrr) (B1)
with the suffix “—” reminding of rprg < 0. The F'F’ sector of the valence quark action (A3]) reads

Sq,val D) 5va1 =a Zwval 7 v + HE — 2757—3WC ‘7” 1 ] wval ( ) 5 (B2)

with the 73 matrix acting in the FF’ flavor space. Since RC are named after the quark basis where

the Wilson term is untwisted, it is useful to write also in this basis,
val,— = eiiﬂ’Y5T3/4 val,—» Xval,— = 7val —672’7w57_3/4 B3
X 3 } X ) )

the F'F’ sector of the valence quark action (see Eq. (B2])), namely

Shty=a wal [y -V + 571 + W1 ] Xoar,— (), - (B4)
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The expression of axial and vector currents, as well as scalar and pseudoscalar densities, is different
in the two different bases, while the physical meaning of these operators is manifest in the 1-basis
where the quark mass term (o< pup) takes its canonical form. In that basis, also referred to as the

“physical” one, we use here for the operators symbols in calligraphic style and write

3aby/b _ _3ab.c b _
s VM = e Xval,f’Yu%Xval,f (CL = 172)a

— Ta
-AZ = wval,—’y,u’yE)?lﬁval,— = (B5)
3 _ ¢ 73 —
A,u = Xval,— VY575 Xval,— (CL - 3)7
3ab Ab 3ab b
_ Te € AM = €7 Xval,— VY55 Xval,— (a =1, 2)7
VZ = dJUal,—/yﬂ?wval,— = 5 (BG)
V;? = Xval,—’Yu%Xval,— (a = 3)7
_ Ta Pt = Xval,—VS%Xval,— (CL = 17 2)7
Pt = wval,—’%?wval,— = (B7)
Z%SO = Z%Xval,vaal,f (a = 3)7
3
0_ 7 D3 - T
S’ = wval,fwval,f =2iP° = QZXval,f’%?Xval,f, (BS)

Owing to the exact flavour symmetry of Wilson fermions for massless quarks (ur = 0), the WI
05V (2)0(0)) = —2upe®®(PP(2)0(0)) (B9)

where 0}, is the lattice backward derivative, holds true exactly at finite lattice spacing. In Eq.
‘7# is the exactly conserved point-split lattice current,

a

V(@) = 3{ ot @)= D GV o~ (@ + 0f)
+ Xvat,— (T + aﬂ)(mnt1)§U;1(x)xwl,_($)} : (B10)

The lattice WI of Eq. can be used to determine the finite RC Zy of the point-like current
Vi, a=1,2,ie. of the axial current Aj}, a = 1,2 in the “physical” -basis. Making use of Eq.
and of the transformation law of Eqgs. —, it is easy to show that Zy can be extracted using

X, (P ()P (0) B1)

)

Zv = lim 2 2
U e M 8, (AL (2)PL(0))

where 5# is the lattice symmetric derivative and operators are written in the physical basis, see
Eqgs. (B5) and . Moreover, the limit urp — 0, it is strictly speaking unnecessary, since the
difference Zy (up) — Zv(0) amounts only to lattice artifacts of order O(au%) or O(a*urAgep) -
Any choice of pp, which of course must be set to the same value in physical units for all ensembles,

is legitimate, and we can use this freedom to evaluate Zy at a convenient value of ug. According
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to the discussion above, for each ensemble we extract Zy from the large time behavior, t/a > 1,

of the following estimaton?]

Cpp(t
Ry(t) =2 F%() , (B12)
9 Cyp(t)
where (correlators are named here after the unphysical y-basis)
CPp(t L3Z 0[P (x (2)[0) 6,1, —t.) (B13)
VP L3Z 0|-’40 PlT( )10) Ot (ta—ts) - (B14)

We recall that Pl(z) = @val,,(x)75%7'lwval7,(x) and A}(z) = @wl,,(x)'yo’yg)%lewl,,(x) are the
pseudoscalar and axial point-like bare (non-singlet) currents in the “physical” basis, while in
Eq. (B12)) the suffix tm reminds that all the quark bilinear operators appearing in the correla-
tors C%, and C’ V% involve a quark of flavour F' and an antiquark of flavour F”, or viceversa, with

rp = —rpr. Because of the WI in Eq. (B9) one must have
Ry (t) — Zy + O(CLZ,M%,GQ/LFAQCD) . (B15)

In Fig.[16] we show the time behavior of the estimator Ry () for the ¢B211.072.64 and ¢C211.060.80
ensembles, and for two values of aup. It can be seen that the WI method allows to determine
the RC Zy from the plateau of Ry (t) with remarkably high precision. Regarding the value of
pr, we fix it by the requirement that the ground state mass of the correlator C'%(¢) matches the
mass of the fictitious 1, meson (made out of a strange quark and a strange antiquark), i.e. M, =

689.89 (50) MeV [3]. The values of Zy corresponding to this choice are collected in Table[VIII

2. Case of Z4

Let us consider now the case where the two distinct valence quark flavors are taken at maximal
twist with equal r-Wilson parameters, i.e. rr = rp» = 1. In order to lighten notation and ease

some algebra we collect the two valence quark field in a two-flavour valence field, 4 4, i.e.

wval,—‘r = (QFa QF“) ’ 77E1Jal,—i- = (QF7CYF/’> ) (B16)

12 The value of the estimator at small times are affected by relatively larger lattice artifacts, while at large times no

significant deterioration of the signal-to-noise ratio is expected as the one-pion state dominates the correlators.
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FIG. 16. Time behavior of the estimator Ry (t), given by Eq. , for the ¢B211.072.64 (left panel) and
cC211.060.80 (right panel) ensembles. The red circles and the blue squares correspond to two simulated

values of up shown in the inset.

with the suffix “+” reminding of rprps > 0. The FF” sector of the valence quark action (A3)

reads
SQ:Val - ng;ll =a Z"Evalﬂr(x) [7 ’ @ +ur — i75]chCrl‘T:1 ] T/sz,+($) ’ (B17)
xr

with the 2 x 2 identity matrix 1 acting in the F'F” flavor space. As RCs are named after the quark

basis where the Wilson term is untwisted, we introduce in this basis the notations

. _—1 4 — — 7 —1 4
Xval,+ = € inys/ wval,—l-v Xval,+ = ¢val,+€ s/ (B18)

for the F'F” sector of the valence quark action (see Eq. (B17)), namely
SEE =0 Xear+ (@) [V + islpr + W1 ] Xvar 1 () (B19)
xX

It follows that in the FF” valence sector the non-singlet axial currents and the pseudoscalar
densities in the “physical” 1-basis (for which we use calligraphic style symbols) are given by
7 T 0s T
AZ = ¢val,+7u’75 ?¢U&l,+ = AZ’ = )Zval,—l-/y,ur%?)(val,—&— ) (a =1,2, 3) (BQO)
and

a T(l

- T . . _
PZ = wval,+’75?¢val7+ = Zsz,OS = ZXU@IHF?XUGZHF ) (a’ =12 3> ) (le)
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where the suffix “OS” on the x-basis expression of the operators reminds that they are made out of
a valence quark and antiquark having equal r parameters in the action, see Eqs. (B17)) and (B19).

In order to determine the RC Z 4, let us start by defining the following ratio

CB(t
Ra(t) =2 q% : (B22)
9 CR5(1)
where (correlators are named here after the unphysical y-basis)
S5 ( L3Z 0/ (= (2)10) O (1, —t.) (B23)
AS L3Z O|A0 (2)|0) o, (te—tz) > (B24)

with A} and P! given by Egs. and . The suffix “OS” in the correlators reminds that
ng and ng involve a quark of flavour F' and an antiquark of flavour F’, or viceversa, with
rE=Tp.

At large time distances t/a > 1 one has the following asymptotic behavior

Sst + e_MﬂOS(T_t)

-
B oS — MO9St —MOS(T—t)
ad,C (1) — ng MO8 sinh (aMOS)(GOS)*E ;j\;os : (B26)

where MO9S is the mass of the valence OS pion 7, i.e. the ground state mass extracted from C’gg (t)

at the given quark mass pp, while f95 is related to the pion decay constant, f, through:
7% = f=+ 0. (B27)

The previous equations imply the following asymptotic large time behavior for R 4(t)

Z4 GOS
05 MOS sinh (aMPS) -

RA(t) — 2aprp (B28)

In order to determine Z4 from the estimator R4(t), it is necessary to have an independent
way to extract fO°, since both G2 and M9% can be determined from C$§(¢) alone. This can be
achieved exploiting the fact that, as a consequence of the WI given in Eq. , the meson decay
constant fr can be extracted in the “tm” regularization without the knowledge of any RCs, from
the large time behaviour of C#¥%(t), namely using:
—MMt o= M (T 1)

2Mtm ’

tm
G7r

tm tm 2 €
CPP(t) - |G7r | Mtmginh (ath) )
T T

= 2app

(B29)
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where again fi™ = f, + O(a?). By imposing fO5 = fi which is true up to lattice artifacts, we

can determine Z4 using

_ MO8 sinh (aMO®) Zg

t) = t — s 7 B
Ra(t) = Ra( )M;;msinh (aMi™) Zp A (B30)
where
Zp  GOS
_Gx B31
Zg Gim’ (B31)

is the ratio between the flavor non-singlet pseudoscalar (Zp) and scalar (Zg) RCs.

As in the case of Zy, there is freedom in choosing the valence quark mass pupr at which the
correlators are evaluated, provided this value is kept fixed in physical units for all ensembles.
Indeed, the difference Za(ur) — Z4(0) represents a mere O(a?p%, a’urAgep) cut-off effect. In
Fig. we show our determination of the estimator R4(t) for the cB211.072.64 and ¢C211.06.80
ensembles, and for two values of aur. We adopt for Z, the same choice made for Zy -, and fix
pr to the strange mass by the requirement that the ground state mass of the C¥%(t) correlator,
matches the one of the 1, meson, i.e. M, = 689.89 (50) MeV. The values of Z4 corresponding to
this choice, and obtained from the plateaux of the estimator R(t), are collected in Table
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FIG. 17. The same as in Fig, but for the estimator R4(t) given by Eq. ,

For sake of completeness we collect in Table the values of the ratios of RCs Z4/Zy corre-
sponding to the results of Table|[VIII and Zp/Zg obtained from Eq. (B31]).
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ensemble Za|Zy Zpl/Zs
cB211.072.64 | 1.05176 (35) | 0.79018 (35)
cB211.072.96 || 1.05134 (24) | 0.79066 (23)
cC211.060.80 1.04535 (22) | 0.82308 (23)
cD211.054.96 || 1.04011 (16) | 0.85095 (18)

TABLE IX. The values of Zs/Zyv and Zp/Zs obtained from the hadronic method discussed in the text for
each of the ETMC ensembles of Table[V]

Appendix C: The physical strange- and charm-quark masses

In this Appendix we describe our strategy to reach the physical values of the valence strange-
and charm-quark masses, m2™® and m2™*, using various hadronic inputs. Our results are well
consistent with those obtained in Ref. [34] using the the kaon mass to determine mE"™* and the
D,-meson mass to determine m2"¥*.

In Sections[C1] and [C2] we list respectively the values of the valence bare strange- and charm-
quark masses, aps and ap., used for each gauge ensemble to interpolate the simulations of Sec-
tion[[T]] to the physical strange- and charm-quark masses. In Section[C 3| we list the values of ajus

and afi. used to evaluate the strange and charm quark loops of Section[[V]

1. The physical strange-quark mass

In order to reach the physical strange-quark mass mghys, we made use of two different hadronic

inputs, namely the mass of a fictitious 7, meson, made of two mass-degenerate strange-like quarks
of different flavors, and the mass of the ¢ vector meson. The physical value of the fictitious 7,-
meson mass, M, , was determined with sub-permille precision in Ref. [3], so that throughout this

work we make use of the value
hys __
MER® = 689.89 (49) MeV (C1)
while for the mass of the ¢ meson we rely on the PDG [80] value
hys
M2 =1019.461 (16) MeV . (C2)

Within the lattice QCD formulation, we extract alM,, and aMyg from the connected part of the
strange pseudoscalar and vector correlators, respectively, evaluated in the “tm” regularization,

which guarantees that discretization effects are of order O(a?us). Thus, in the case of the ¢ meson
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we neglect the contribution from quark disconnected diagrams, which are expected to yield a tiny
correction of order O(a?). In Fig. we show the quality of our determination of al, and alM
on our finest ensemble ¢D211.054.96.
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FIG. 18. Effective masses aM,_ (top) and aMy (bottom) obtained, respectively, from the strange pseudoscalar
and vector correlators evaluated in the “tm” regularization in the case of the ¢cD211.054.96 ensemble. The
horizontal bands indicate the results of a constant fit in the plateaux regions, where the ground-state domi-

nates.
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In order to determine the physical strange-quark mass am’s’h’ys in lattice units, we interpo-

late/extrapolate our lattice data for aM,, and aMy using the following linear Ansatz

aMp = aM]@hys + K- <(1ZM3 - am@’hys> s P = {7787 ¢} ) (03)
P

with % and am?™?® being fitting parameters for each ensemble. aM Ili,hys is obtained from Egs. —
using the improved determination of the lattice spacings the values of which are listed Ta-
ble The results obtained for am?™* in the MS(2GeV) scheme are collected in Table and
shown in Fig. [I9 versus the squared lattice spacing. No significant FSEs are visible and the data

phys

exhibit a nice a?-scaling behavior. The continuum limit extrapolations for m%"™¥® corresponding

to the use of the n,- and ¢-meson masses as hadronic inputs agree very well within one standard
deviation and, moreover, they are consistent with the result obtained in Ref. [34] using the kaon

. h
mass to determine mbY*.

Ensemble am®hvs (n,) am?hvs ()
cB211.072.64 || 0.03846(41) | 0.03608(58)
cB211.072.96 | 0.03845(41) | 0.03533(51)
¢C211.060.80 0.03320(40) 0.03139(58)
¢D211.054.96 || 0.02788(25) | 0.02709(32)

TABLE X. Values of am2"¥* in the M S(2 GeV) scheme [3]),[81)] in lattice units determined using in Eq.
either the ns-meson mass or the ¢-meson mass as the physical hadronic input.

For each gauge ensemble we perform simulations at two values of the valence bare strange-quark
mass, aps, in order to interpolate the results for aED(s) and al\iv(s) to the physical strange-quark
mass m2™. The simulated values of aps are collected in Table together with the values of
the RC Zp of the pseudoscalar density obtained in the RI-MOM scheme and converted in the
MS(2GeV) one in Refs. [34] B1].

2. The physical charm-quark mass

In order to reach the physical charm-quark mass mghys, we use two different hadronic inputs,

namely the masses of the pseudoscalar 7. and vector J/¥ mesons. In this work, we adopt the PDG

values [80)]
MEPMWS = 2.984 (4) GeV (C4)
MY = 3.097 (1) GeV (C5)
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FIG. 19. Continuum limit extrapolation of mP"™* in the MS(2GeV) scheme, determined using the ns meson
(blue squares) and the ¢-meson (red squares) masses as hadronic input. The two determinations agree in
the continuum limit within one standard deviation. The black square at a> = 0 corresponds to the result

obtained in Ref. [7|] using the kaon mass to determine mbhvs.

Ensemble apk apt Zp[MS(2GeV)]
cB211.072.64 || 0.019 0.021 0.4788 (54)
c¢B211.072.96 || 0.019 0.021 0.4788 (54)
cC211.060.80 || 0.016 0.018 0.4871 (49)
cD211.054.96 || 0.014 0.015 0.4894 (44)

TABLE XI. Values of the bare strange-quark mass aps and of the RC Zp (evaluated in the RI-MOM scheme
and converted in the MS(2GeV) one [3), [81]) for each of the four ensembles of Tablem, We indicate with

apl (apf) the lightest (heaviest) bare strange-quark mass used for each ensemble.

where the errors include the estimate of the quark disconnected contributions made in Refs. [82]
83]. We extract aM,;,, and aM;/y from the connected part of the charm pseudoscalar and vector
correlators, respectively. In Fig. we show the quality of our determination of aM,,. and aM ;g
using our finest ensemble ¢D211.054.96.

phys

In order to determine the physical charm-quark mass amg in lattice units, we interpo-

late/extrapolate our lattice data for aM,, and aM ;g using the following linear Ansatz

aMp = aM]’;hys + K- <C;Lc — amghys> s P = {Uc, J/\II} ) (06)
P
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FIG. 20. Effective masses aM,_ (top) and aM; g (bottom) obtained, respectively, from the charm pseu-
doscalar and vector correlators evaluated in the “tm” regularization in the case of the ¢D211.054.96 ensem-
ble. The horizontal bands indicate the results of a constant fit in the plateaux regions, where the ground-state

dominates.

with % and am?™? being fitting parameters for each ensemble. aM I’;h’ys is obtained from Egs. 1'

(C5) using the improved determination of the lattice spacing. The results obtained for am®"*

in the MS(3GeV) scheme are collected in Table[XIl| and shown in Fig. versus the squared
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lattice spacing. No significant FSEs are visible and the data exhibit a nice a?-scaling behavior.

The continuum limit extrapolations for mBhs corresponding to the use of the 7.- and J/¥-meson

masses as hadronic inputs agrees very well within one standard deviation and, moreover, they are

consistent with the result obtained in Ref. [34] using the Ds-meson mass to determine mEe,
Ensemble  ||am2"¥*(n.)|am? s (J/¥)
cA211.53.24 || 0.5210(81) | 0.5128(83)
cA211.40.24 || 0.5213(82) | 0.5133(83)
cA211.30.32 || 0.5218(81) | 0.5145(83)
¢B211.072.64 0.4489(45) | 0.4457(46)
cC211.060.80 || 0.3746(43) | 0.3735(42)
¢D211.054.96|| 0.3076(29) | 0.3068(27)

TABLE XII. Values of amP"¥® in the MS(3GeV) scheme [3], [81] in lattice units determined using in
Eq. @) either the n.-meson mass from Eq. or the J/U-meson mass from Eq. as the physical

hadronic input.
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FIG. 21. Continuum limit extrapolation of mE"¥* in the MS(3 GeV) scheme, determined using either the
Ne-meson (blue squares) or the J/¥-meson (red squares) masses as hadronic input. The two determinations
agree in the continuum limit. The black square at a®> = 0 corresponds to the result obtained in Ref. [3]|]

using the mass of the Dy meson to determine m2hvs.

For each ensemble, we perform simulations at three values of the valence bare charm-quark

mass, ajic, in order to interpolate the results for aED(c) and axv(c) to the physical charm-quark
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mass m2™*. The values of apie used are collected in Table 1| together with the values of the RC
Zp of the pseudoscalar density obtained in the RI-MOM scheme and converted in the M.S(3 GeV)
one in Refs. [34] [81].

Ensemble apk apM ap || Zp[MS(3GeV)]
cA211.53.24 0.265 0.290 | 0.300 0.5267 (54)
cA211.40.24 0.265 0.290 | 0.300 0.5267 (54)
cA211.30.32 0.265 0.290 | 0.300 0.5267 (54)
cB211.072.64 || 0.210 0.230 | 0.250 0.5314 (59)
cC211.060.80 || 0.175 0.195 | 0.215 0.5406 (54)
c¢D211.054.96 || 0.165 0.175 - 0.5431 (48)

TABLE XIII. Values of the bare charm-quark mass apu. in lattice units and of the RC Zp (evaluated in the
RI-MOM scheme and converted in the M S(3 GeV) one [3], [81]) for each of the ETMC ensembles employed

in the charm sector. We indicate with apk, ap? and apt?, respectively, the lightest, the intermediate, and

(&

the heaviest bare charm-quark masses used for each ensemble.

3. The strange- and charm-quark masses in disconnected contributions

In Section[[V] the strange and charm quark loops are computed at a quark mass obtained by
tuning the Q and A, baryons, respectively, to their physical value. The values of the bare masses

for the strange, aus, and for the charm, au., quarks are listed in Table In Fig. we show

Ensemble apls | aple
¢B211.072.64/0.01860|0.249
¢C211.060.801/0.01615|0.206
¢D211.054.96(/0.01360|0.166

TABLE XIV. Values of the bare quark masses aus and ap. used for the calculation of strange and charm

disconnected contributions.

the continuum limit of the renormalized strange and charm quark masses in the (MS(2GeV)
and M S(3 GeV) scheme [34] [R1], respectively. We compare them against the results computed in
the continuum limit in Ref. [34]. Note that the values of the renormalized strange-quark mass
mE"* = 751 (MS, 2 GeV) s do not show sizable cut-off effects, while m2"™* = Z51(MS, 3 GeV) .

does.
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FIG. 22. Renormalized strange (left) and charm (right) quark mass, given respectively in the MS(2 GeV)
and MS(3GeV) scheme [3], 81, obtained in this work using the RCs Zp from Tables and and
tuning the Q and A. baryon masses, versus the squared lattice spacing. The red stars are the results of the

continuum limit extrapolation carried out in Ref. [3]]].

Appendix D: Flavor-singlet renormalization constants

In this Appendix we show that in LQCD with Wilson quarks the (UV finite) RCs of the singlet
(Zy0) and non-singlet (Zy) point-like vector currents coincide. This property follows from the
exact invariance of the massless theory under flavor singlet and non-singlet vector transformations
and it holds generally with any number N; of Wilson fermions of arbitrary mass, for all possible
values of the twist angle and of the clover improvement coefficient.

For definiteness let us consider LQCD with N; = 4 flavours of Wilson quarks, say u, d, s and c,
with renormalized masses My = Z,ms = Zyn(mo — mer), f = u,d, s, ¢, with or without a flavour
singlet clover term. Defining DY (U) =~ -V — (a/2)V*V 4 me; + (i/4)cswo - F the critical Dirac—
Wilson operator, with V,, (V},) the forward (backward) gauge covariant lattice derivative, which
implicitly depends on the gauge-links field U, and @,J = %[Vu + V3], the lattice action reads

Sreep = Sym[Ul+a* Y Y 4p(@)[Dy (U) +mylas() , (D1)
T f=ud,s.c
where Sy /[U] denotes the pure gauge action term E In the limit of degenerate quark masses

(my = mg = ms = m,) the lattice action is manifestly invariant under both flavour singlet U(1)

13 Both here and in Appendix the fields gy and gy refer to the quark of flavour f in the “physical” basis where its
soft mass term takes the canonical form mygrqs. However the lattice regularizations are different, though related
in the chiral limit by an axial rotation, since the critical Wilson term here is taken aligned to the soft mass term in
the chiral internal space, while it is maximally twisted in the lattice setup of Appendix[A] implying that the RCs
of an operator with a given physical meaning in the two lattice regularizations are in general related through an

axial rotation (depending of course on the details of 7, ' for the valence fields).
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and flavor non-singlet SU(4) global vector transformations of the quark fields qr, f = u,d,s,c,
with exactly conserved one-point split Noether currents given by

1

f/()() 5

> g+ ap) (1 + )TN (2)gp () — G(2) (1 — y)Un(@)gs(x +ap)]  (D2)
f=u,d,s,c

VO (x) = ! > lan(x + ap) X1+ 1)Ul (@) s () = Gn(@) M (1 — ) Unl@)qp(z + ap)] ,  (D3)
fh

with b (b = 1,2, ...,15) being the generators of SU(4). The corresponding conserved charges are
QY =Y V@) =3Qbar . QY =a*Y V(@) ,b=1,2,..,15, (D4)

implying that the one-point split lattice currents (D2 and (D3)) are not renormalized. The baryon
number charge is Qpa = %QEE). Note also that single flavor one-point split conserved vector

)

currents VM(f exist, for f = wu,d, s, c, that are obtained by the appropriate combinations of the
identity and the diagonal SU(4) generator matrices. From these currents the corresponding single
flavor conserved charges, Q{,, can be defined, in analogy with Eq. . For instance, taking
A15) = diag(—1, —1,—1,+3), one has Q5 = 1[QY + Q).

For non-degenerate quark masses, e.g. in Ny = 241+ 1 LQCD, the U(1) vector symmetry
remains exact while the SU(4) flavor symmetry is only softly broken and the charges Qg) (b =
1,2,...,15), though being in general time-dependent, satisfy the same SU(4) charge algebra as in
the mass-degenerate case. This implies that all the one-point split lattice currents (D2 and (D3| -
still admit unit RC.

Here our focus is on the renormalization properties of the point-like bare vector currents
Vi Zw ) s (@ qu Nouap(z), (b=1.2,..,15).  (D5)

Owing to the presence of the Wilson term in the lattice action the point-like currents (D5|) are not
conserved, while, based on the exact vector U(1) and SU(4) symmetries, one expects that their

properly renormalized flavor singlet and non-singlet counterparts read

VOlr(z) = Zyo VO () | VONr(z) = 2y VP (), (b=1,2,..,15), (D6)

with Zy0 and Zy non-trivial dimensionless, UV finite functions of the bare gauge coupling g3.
As far as the renormalization of vector singlet and non-singlet currents is concerned, the values

of the individual quark masses play no role, because they can at most affect Zy and Zyo through
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immaterial O(am) lattice artifacts E The latter will actually be O(a?m?) and O(a?*mAgcp) if
the correlators from which the RCs are determined are O(a) improved. Hence with no loss of

generality in the following we can assume fully degenerate quark masses and set
My dse =M . (D7)
The proof that in LQCD with Wilson quarks Zy0 = Zy will proceed in two steps.

1) We observe that Zj0 = Zy if and only if the insertion of the point-like bare vector charge
a® > = qn(z)v0qn(x) of a certain fixed flavour h in the correlation functions of multilocal op-

erators with no h-flavour valence quarks (or zero total h-flavour quantum number) vanishes.

2) We prove that the aforementioned operator insertion, which of course gives rise only to quark

disconnected diagrams, is actually vanishing.

For the second step we find it convenient to employ, as a proof-technical tool, a mized action
LQCD (MALQCD) setup, which has no direct relation to the twisted mass mixed action framework
adopted in the paper and in no way restricts the validity of the result. As far as we know, the
result Zy 0 = Zy for LQCD with Wilson quarks is currently established in perturbation theory

only up to the two-loop level (included) [85].

Step 1)
For definiteness let us identify the flavour h with the charm, i.e. h = ¢. To lighten notation we write

qr = f. Assuming no special relation between Zyo and Zy in LQCD we have (see e.g. Ref. [77])

ecla(z) = 3V lal) + V9] p() =
= (@ + 32y )end(®) + 3G — 2+ dpd + 575)(2) (D3)

Inserting the corresponding charm vector charge in correlation functions of local fields, ®,, inter-
polating states with zero charm number and non-zero baryon number, say e.g. proton states, i.e.

P4 (y) = [(a°v5d)u)a(y), the conservation of the charm number charge Q. evidently implies

0= (@5(:)a° Y [0l ()L (1) = §(Zyo +320) @Bs(2)a* 3 lerocl(n)@h(v) +

— —

T T

4200 = 2)(5(:)a* Yo+ drod + 51050 () 2} 1) (DY)

xz

1 1t is well known that by adding soft mass terms, i.e. m 7qrqy, to the action density of massless QCD no new UV
divergencies, apart from those that are reabsorbed in the usual quark mass renormalization (fhy = Z,,my), appear

in the theory [84].
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Since the correlator with coefficient (Zy0 — Zy ) is non-vanishing (already at the classical level), we
see that the insertion of the bare charm charge a® Y ~[¢yoc](x) between operators containing no ¢
(valence) quark vanishes if and only if Zj,0 — Zy = 0. As there is no loss of generality in taking

h = ¢ the statement of Step 1) is hence proved within LQCD.

Step 2)

We now want to prove that in LQCD with N; = 4 mass degenerate quarks one has
2)a® Y [evd(2)@L(y)) reop =0 (D10)

with (...)rgcp reminding that the lattice path integral is evaluated with the action (D1I]).
A key point is that the plain LQCD correlator in the Lh.s. of Eq. (D10) satisfies the identity

(@5(2)a® Y _[er0d (@)@L(v)) acp = (Ph(z)a’ Y [Evod](2) @4 (y)) marqep (D11)

= —

T x

where the correlator on the r.h.s. is instead evaluated in a mixed action LQCD setup, as reminded

by the notation (...)margcp, with lattice action (recall Eq. (D7)

Smacqep = Sym[Ul+a* > Y fla (U) +m]f(z) +
T f=u,d,s,c
+atd N {f U) +m]f'(x) + xp(x)[D (U) +m]xp(x)} (D12)
z fl=u'd,.
where o/, d’, ... are mere valence quark fields and Yy, , Xu, ... are the corresponding valence

ghost spin-1/2 fields (obeying Bose statistics so as to cancel all virtual sea contributions from
the “primed” fields), while the proton interpolating valence operator is @/, (y) = [(@' “y5d )u/]a(y).
It is known [68] that the critical mass parameter mg, for Wilson lattice valence quark and ghost
fields coincides with the one for plain LQCD Wilson quarks, so that DV (U) in Eq. is the
same lattice Dirac operator as in Eq. .

The identity follows from the fact the plain LQCD and the mixed action LQCD corre-
lators, in view of the specific flavour content of the fields involved, give rise to identical Wick
contractions. Indeed by construction the plain LQCD and the mixed action LQCD formula-
tions lead to identical vertices and identical fermion propagators, evaluated on identical gauge
configurations, because in both lattice setups the gauge effective action is given by Szf / U] =
SymlU] = X2 p—y a0 log det [(DE (U) +m].

Moreover the identity evidently implies an analogous identity where the charge insertion

a® Y- z[eyoc)(x) is replaced by a® 3z § 20 p 4 c[fvof] ():

320700 W) roep = Z Y Fofl@)e (W)rareep . (D13)

T f u,d,s,c
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On the other hand, in the MALQCD setup, owing to the exact invariance of the action under
U(1) vector transformations acting only on the fields u, d, s, ¢, u, d, 5, ¢, there exists a conserved
baryon charge, given by either the one-point split current 170(0) (see Eq. (D ) or the local (multi-
plicatively renormalized through Zy0) vector current VO =2 fmudse [f(z)v0f(z)]{?

b = @YWy =a3 3 il Zyo. (D14)

T f=u,d,sc
The identity lj can hence be cast in a form where the occurrence of conserved charge Q. /4.,

is explicit, i.e.

-

T

(®s(2)a® > [evoc) (2)®L (1) gep = LLZ?)V(J<¢/5(Z) QU &1 () yargep = 0, (DI5)

and the last (key) equality follows from the fact that the operators @l and @fg involving only
valence quark fields v’ and d’ commute with Q) od,s,c
MALQCD correlator of Eq. 1’ it is clear that all the states created by the action of <I>/J are

inert under the action of Q" @5:¢_charge ['6] The statement of Step 2), i.e. Eq. 1 , is thus proven.

. Indeed, inserting intermediate states in the

Combining Step 2) with Step 1) one concludes that Zy0 = Zy in LQCD with Wilson quarks.

An alternative proof of Zy0 = Zy might be given by relying on large N, arguments in Wilson
lattice SU(N.)-QCD. Working at arbitrary values of N, and at fixed values of the renormalized
coupling u = g% N, one can infer from the existence of exactly conserved U(1) and SU(4) vector
charges the vanishing of the quark disconnected Wick contractions that would otherwise lead to
Zyo # Zy. We omit here the details of such a proof, which, although being technically different,
appears conceptually equivalent to the one given above.

A comment is in order about why similar relations, of the form Zro = Zp, are not expected
to hold in general for I' = A, S, P, T, i.e. for bilinear operator other than vector ones, at least
in LQCD with Wilson quarks or in other lattice formulations breaking chiral symmetries. This
situation is at variance with respect to what happens in UV regularizations respecting all the
non-anomalous chiral symmetries (such as lattice QCD with overlap quarks), where it is known
that Z4 = Zyv = Zyo = 1, while Zp = Zgo, Zg = Zpo and, owing to identical multiplicative
renormalization of all quark masses, Zg = Zgqo.

For the case of I' = V/, that we discussed above, our proof of the relations and relies

on the fact that even in a lattice formulation breaking chiral symmetries the flavour singlet and

5 On the contrary in LQCD one cannot say that the point-like current éyoc is only multiplicatively renormalized,
unless Zyo = Zy holds (see Eq. )

16 This property holds due to exact conservation of Q1% in the MALQCD renormalizable (but non-unitary) theory

bar

even if the underlying Hilbert-Fock space globally has (owing to states with x ¢ ghosts) an indefinite metric.
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non-singlet vector transformations are exact invariances of the lattice action, enabling to define
single-flavour conserved charges for each flavour f = u, d,s,c. The existence of such conserved
charges was in fact exploited to prove the vanishing of the quantities in Egs. and .

But similar symmetry properties hold true neither for the axial currents (case I' = A), owing to
the Ua(1) anomaly in the flavour singlet sector, nor for the scalar (I' = S), pseudoscalar (I' = P)

and tensor (I' = T") densities, which are not related to any conserved currents, too.

Appendix E: Free-theory calculation of the leading lattice artifacts at short distance

In this appendix we will show some of the details of the calculation of the a?/t? lattice artifacts
appearing in the vector correlator at short distance. The calculation is performed in lattice per-
turbation theory at order af with NV ¢ = 2 massless fermions. The approach which we use is similar
to the one adopted in Ref. [46], where the free-theory isovector correlator was computed using
one local and one conserved current. Here we analyze the case in which V,,4(¢) is computed using
both the twisted-mass and the Osterwalder-Seiler local currents of Eq. . For non-interacting
massless twisted-mass fermions, the up/down quark propagator is given by:

_iVMﬁu - iT"y5% Z# ﬁi

(We(p)Ye(—p)) = - ; 7 (E1)
St 4 (Z,0)
where r =1iff=wand r=—-1if £ =d, and
- 1 . . 2 ap
Bu=ssin(ap), = osin (%) (E2)

The coordinate-space quark propagator is then given by

.. . ")

(o / dpo / Zpoteip(sc—y) Py 53 20 P (E3)
s T ~ 2 ~ 27
2 S+ 4 (2, 57)

where t = xg — yo. The integral over py can be computed exactly using the bf residue theorem.

9

The denominator in Eq. (E1) can be written as:

a2 2
> |h+ T (Z pﬁ) = —%A(p) (cosh (iapo) — cosh (aEp)) (E4)

p 1
where A(p) and Ej, are defined as

15,
A(p) =1+ §a2p2

cosh (akp) = \/ “QB(”)(‘ijﬁ’ij cB@) g, (E5)

2

_p2,. 9 ~2 52

B(p)=p +5 §< Dipj -
i<j
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The momentum-space lattice quark propagator has two poles in the complex plane at ipg = £E,,

and the corresponding residue can be computed using

_ ipo — Ep) 1
D! = lim a° (ZPO p = . E6
(p) ipo—Ep  2A(p) (cosh (tapo) — cosh (aEp))  /B(p) - (4A(p) + a2B(p)) (E6)
Using the previous results, Eq. can be written as
_ B “ d*p " e (x—Yy)
et = [ e o
: 204 Cim e —ire (2 BP)
[sgn(t) . sinh (aEp) — iy - P 55 <p A(p))] , (E7)

which is valid for ¢ # 0. The light-connected vector correlator V,4(t) can be readily computed

using Eq. (E7). The result is

203

Vu (t) = 4N6(qgm,u + qzm,d) /

dp e 2Pl 11 1, da (., Bp))
(27)3 D2(p) a—281nh (aEp)+§P iZ <p - ) )

ISEE]

(E8)
where the plus sign corresponds to the result obtained using the current J l?s, while the minus sign
to the one obtained using Jﬁm. The dangerous O(a?log(a)) artifacts in aED (see the discussion
in Sec. , which are generated upon integration in the short-distance window, stem from the
O(a?/t?) artifacts of the vector correlator. Expanding the integrand of Eq. in powers of the
lattice spacing up to order O(a?), we get

Vaalt) = Vel + ) | e 0| L Lol + PG ) + O | L (B9)
’ ) s (2m) 3 3
where G(p) is a dimensionless function given by

e
G(p):g (1_%%) . (E10)

The result of Eq. (E9) does not depend upon the chosen values of r, and therefore the current
JES and Jﬁm produce the same a?log (a) discretization effects in aED. The integrals appearing in
Eq. (E9) can be computed analytically. We obtain:

4N, 1 a?

e <1 +o5t O(a4)) : (E11)

Vud(t) = (qgm,u + qgm,d) )

Appendix F: Parameterization of FSEs in the windows

Following Ref. [31] the isovector part of the correlator V,4(t) can be analytically represented

as the sum of two terms, Viyua(t) + Vir(t), where Vi, (t) represents the two-pion contribution in
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a finite box, while Vg, (t) is the “dual” representation of the tower of the contributions coming
from the excited states above the two-pion ones. Therefore, V. (t) is expected to dominate at
large and intermediate time distances, let’s say t 2 1 fm, while the contribution of Vi, (t) is
important at short time distances, as firstly observed in Ref. [30]. The FSEs on the correlator
Vua(t) were analyzed in Ref. [31] using the above representation and it was found that the main
contribution comes from the two-pion states. Thus, we make use of these findings to construct our
parameterization of FSEs for the windows.

As it is well known after Refs. [37H40], the energy levels w;, of two pions in a finite box of volume

L3 are given by
wn =2/ MEHRE (F1)

where the discretized values k,, should satisfy the Liischer condition, which for the case at hand

(two pions in a P-wave with total isospin 1) reads as

knL
611 (k )—i—d)( >:n7r, (F2)
with 17 being the (infinite volume) scattering phase shift and ¢(z) a known kinematical function
given by
2 2
tang(z) = — U — (F3)

Ymezs (IM]? — 22)

The two-pion contribution V., (¢) can be written as [41H43]

t) = Z Un|Ap|?e™ent | (F4)

where v, is the number of vectors 7 € Z3 with norm |z]> = n and the squared amplitudes | A, |?

are related to the timelike pion form factor Fy(wy,) = |Fpr(wy)|e?1 ) by

2 o [t + S (B)] (¥5)

n

Vn]An|2 =

Following Ref. [31] we adopt the Gounaris-Sakurai (GS) parameterization [44] of the timelike pion
form factor Fy(wp) = |Fy(wy,)|e®1¥n) | where the form factor phase coincides with the scattering
phase shift according to the Watson theorem. The GS Ansatz is based on the dominance of the p
resonance in the amplitude of the pion-pion P-wave elastic scattering (with total isospin 1), namely

_ M? — Azr(0)
Mg —w? — Apr(w)

(F6)
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where the (twice-subtracted [44]) pion-pion amplitude A, (w) is given by

h(M
Anr(w) = h(M,) + (w* — M?) 2(M”) — h(w) + iwl prr (w) (F7)
o
with
2 3
Yorr K
Lprr(w) = 25— F8
2 3
gp7r71- k 2 w + Qk
= —-1 F
) = Mog( Sy (F9)
2 2 2
9prr K 2MzZ\ w w+ 2k
W(w)="LF—31+ (1 ™) -l F1
@) 67T7Tw{+<+w2>k‘0g<2M,r>}’ (F10)
A (0) = W) — Megrar ) + Jomn Mz (F11)
B P 2 P 6mr
and k = \/w?/4 — M2. By analytic continuation the GS form factor at w = 0 is normalized to

unity, i.e. FéGS) (w = 0) = 1. The scattering phase shift d;1(k), i.e. the phase of the pion form

factor according to the Watson theorem, is given by

cotsy (k) = M = = (M) = (P = MP(OM)/(2M,) + hw)

T () (F12)

The GS form factor contains two parameters: the resonance mass M, and its strong
coupling with two pions g,r». Since the ETM ensembles of TableM are quite close to the physical
pion point, we fix the p mass and the strong coupling g,» at their physical values, namely M, =
0.775 GeV and gy = \/48Mgrp/(Mg — 4M2)3/2 = 5.95 [80.

As well known, the infinite volume limit of Eq. is given by

Voo(t) = T /2M dw w? [1 - } | Fp(w)]2evt (F13)

and, therefore, the FSEs on the window contribution a/(¢) for w = {SD, W, LD} can be written
as

, 10 [

Aay(L) = ap(D) —ap(0)] =202, [ At Km,t) 0" () [Ven(t) = V(M) . (F14)

w 0
where the charge factor 10/9 takes into account the proportionality between the light-quark con-
nected and the isovector correlators in isosymmetric QCD, while the correlators V- (t) and V.22 (¢)
are given by Egs. and , respectively.

As a check of our parameterization we consider the estimate of the (continuum) FSEs in

the isovector channel made by the BMW Collaboration in the intermediate window [3], viz.

W;I=1
[,BMW 7a# (E)
ref

Aay T=HINY) = a)V =1 (0) = —0.49(2)(4) - 10710 (F15)

L=
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with L?el\]/clw = 6.272 fm. Using 50 two-pion states in Eq. 1} at L = LE\}[W we obtain

AaWI=L(LBMW) _ (WiI=1(p) L?gfm—ay#l(@\m: —0.37-10710 (F16)
which roughly corresponds to 75 (7)% of the BMW result of Eq. (F15). We devise to extrapolate
to the infinite volume limit, employing the GS parameterization. However to take into account the
deviation from the BMW result, we enhance the GS correlator by a factor 1.25 and associate to
this correction a relative error of 20%.

For completeness we report our determination of AaXV(LTe ) evaluated using Eq. for the

intermediate window at the physical pion mass point and at the reference lattice size L.y = 5.46

fm, namely
Aay (Lypes) = —1.00 (20) - 10710, (F17)

which is used in Section[lII Bl to correct FSEs on our data for aZV (4, Lyey).
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