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Abstract

Thehadroniclight-by-lightscatteringcontribution tom uon g� 2isexam ined

based on the low energy e�ective theoriesofQ CD,the Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio

m odeland hidden localsym m etry approach,supplem ented by ageneralinfor-

m ation concerningtheasym ptoticbehaviorofQ CD.O urresultis� 52� 10� 11

with an uncertainty of � 18 � 10� 11, which includes our best estim ate of

m odeldependence. This is within the expected m easurem ent uncertainty

of40� 10� 11 in the forthcom ing experim entatBrookhaven NationalLabo-

ratory. O urresultrem ovesone ofthe m ain theoreticalobstaclesin verifying

theexistence oftheweak contribution to them uon g� 2.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A substantialim provem entinthem easurem entofthem uonanom alousm agneticm om ent

a� � 1

2
(g� � 2) is planned atthe Brookhaven NationalLaboratory. The precision ofthe

m easurem entisexpected to reach thelevelof[1]

40� 10� 11: (1.1)

Thisisabout20 tim esm oreaccuratethan thebestvalueavailableatpresent[2]

a�(exp)= 1 165 923 (8:5)� 10� 9; (1.2)

where the num eralsin the parentheses represent the uncertaintiesin the lastdigitsofthe

m easured value.

Com pared with the electron anom aly,forwhich allcontributions otherthan QED are

negligible,the m uon anom aly is m ore sensitive to shorter scales where the hadronic and

weak interaction e�ectsareim portant.Also,provided thatthestandard m odelprediction is

known precisely,them uon anom aly willbeasensitiveprobeofphysicsbeyond thestandard

m odel.A typicalstandard m odelprediction is[3]

a�(th)= 116 591 877(176)� 10� 11: (1.3)

W e note that the uncertainty in (1.3) is com parable with the one-loop weak interaction

correction [4]

a�(weak-1)= 195 (1)� 10� 11: (1.4)

Thusfurtherim provem entofthe theoreticalprediction isnecessary in orderto be able to

con�rm theexistence oftheweak correction term in a�.

The uncertainty in (1.3)isdom inated by the errorassociated with the estim ate ofthe

strong interaction correction to a�. The bulk ofthise�ectisdue to the hadronic vacuum

polarization contribution,which startsatO (�2). (See Fig. 1 ofRef.[5]forthe Feynm an

graphs which give this type ofcontribution.) Fortunately,this contribution is calculable

2



withoutrelying on ourtheoreticalknowledgeofstrong interaction.TheO (�2)contribution

to thea�(had:v:p:)can beexpressed in theform [6]

a�(had:v:p:)
�
�
�O (�2) =

�
�m �

3�

�2 Z 1

4m 2
�

ds
R(s)K (s)

s2
(1.5)

by applying the dispersion relation and the opticaltheorem . Here R(s)isthe hadron pro-

duction crosssection in e+ e� collisionsnorm alized to thelowestorderform ula forthe�+ ��

production cross section �(e+ e� ! �+ �� ) = 4�� 2=3s. The form ula (1.5) enables us to

reducetheissueofourignoranceofstrong interaction dynam icsto theexperim entaldeter-

m ination ofR(s)[7]. The integral(1.5)hasbeen evaluated by severalgroups[5,8,9]. For

instancetheestim ategiven in Ref.[3]is

a�(had:v:p:)= 7 068 (59)(164)� 10� 11; (1.6)

where the �rstand second errorsare statisticaland system atic,respectively. W orks[9,10]

which include m ore recent data are not too far o� from (1.6), although the evaluation

ofuncertainties in the experim entaldata stillvaries considerably am ong authors. Future

m easurem entsatVEPP-2M ,DA�NE,and BEPS areexpected to reducetheseuncertainties

to theleveloftheupcom ing experim ent(1.1)[10,11].

On the other hand,the contribution ofthe hadronic light-by-light scattering diagram

shown in Fig. 1 is potentially a source ofm ore serious di�culty because it cannot be

expressed in term s ofexperim entally accessible observables and hence m ust be evaluated

by purely theoreticalconsideration.The purpose ofthispaperisto reporton ourattem pt

to estim ate this hadronic light-by-light scattering contribution to the m uon anom aly. A

sum m ary ofour prelim inary results has been given in Ref.[12]. W e present the detailed

analysishere.

The paperisorganized asfollows. Sec. IIstartswith a survey ofpreviously reported

resultson the hadronic light-by-lightscattering contribution to the m uon g� 2. W ith the

help ofchiralperturbation theory and Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL)m odel,we �nd thatthe

relevant diagram s associated with this contribution are the ones shown in Fig. 2 ofRef.
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[13].W ealso give an outlineofstrategiesto solve theproblem swe have encountered.The

nextthreesectionsaredevoted to thetreatm entofthethreetypesofdiagram s;Sec.IIIto

thecharged pseudoscalarloop contribution ofFig.2(a),Sec.IV totheneutralpseudoscalar

polecontribution ofFig.2(b),and Sec.V to thequark loop contribution ofFig.2(c).Sec.

VIsum m arizesthepresentstudy and com paresitwith therecentresultofRef.[14,15]based

on theextended Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio (ENJL)m odeland discussitsim plications.

II.SU RV EY A N D IM P R O V EM EN T S

Thissection beginswith an overview ofthepreviousstudiesonthehadroniclight-by-light

scattering contribution to them uon anom aly.W ethen pointouta few problem sassociated

with itsevaluation,and describetheprocedurewhich wehaveadopted to solvethem .

A .P revious Studies

Them uon anom alousm agneticm om entreceivesim portantcontributionsfrom hadronic

physics. Naive dim ensionalconsideration suggests that the e�ect of the physics of the

typicalscale� higherthan them uon m assm � issuppressed by (m �=�)
2.Thisim pliesthat

contributionsto a� from QCD willbedom inated by nonperturbativeaspectsofQCD.Thus

we are confronted with a calculationaldi�culty;the relevanthadronic contribution to the

light-by-lightscattering am plitudem ay notbecalculablefrom �rstprinciplesin thecurrent

stageofdevelopm entofQCD.

As the next best procedure,we m ay appealto the chiralperturbation theory which

attem pts to describe the low energy dynam ics ofQCD in term s ofhadrons. Its leading

behaviorisgiven unam biguously by thelow energy theorem son thedynam icsofpions(and

kaons) which are the Nam bu-Goldstone bosons resulting from spontaneous breakdown of

chiralsym m etry. The scalar QED calculation in Ref.[5]corresponds to the lowest-order

evaluation in this context. Corrections to the lowest order results m ay be obtained by

adding higherorderterm sofa powerseriesexpansion in m om entum variables.
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Forthe calculation ofthe m uon g� 2,however,such a system atic chiralperturbation

technique runs into som e problem s. Insertion ofa vertex with high power ofm om entum

into Feynm an diagram s for the m uon anom aly,as a correction to the hadronic light-by-

lightscattering am plitude,yieldsa divergentresult.Thuswe m ustresortto an alternative

approach which unfortunately ism ore m odel-dependent. Forinstance,Ref.[5]introduced

the vectorm eson resonances. Itshould be noted thatthe explicit incorporation ofvector

m esons allows one to com pute higher order counterterm s [16]in the chiralLagrangian.

The resulting O (p4)counterterm sagreereasonably wellwith experim entaldeterm ination.

A well-known exam ple ofthe success in this direction can be seen in the description of

pion’s electrom agnetic form factor F(q2),where q is the photon m om entum . There,the

vectorm eson dom inance (VM D)m odelworkseven forq aslarge asthe m assof� m eson,

M � ’ 760 M eV .

Now we shallreturn to ourtopic.From thepointofview ofchiralperturbation theory,

pionswillcontributeto a� m ostsigni�cantly in theform ofthediagram sshown in Fig.2(a)

and (b).A prioriwedo notknow them agnitudesofphoton m om enta which areim portant

forthese contributions.Forexam ple onem ay attem ptto estim ate thecontribution ofFig.

2(a)in the lowest-order ofchiralexpansion which we willdenote asa�(a;sQED). On the

otherhand werecognizethattheVM D m odeldescribesthe�+ �� couplingwellforon-shell

pions.Thuswearem otivated to includetheVM D m odelexplicitly in the�� coupling.A

naive approach,which leadsto a�(a;nVM D),introducesvectorm eson to replace a photon

propagatoras[5];

i

q2
!

i

q2

M 2
�

M 2
� � q2

=
i

q2
�

i

M 2
� � q2

: (2.1)

Thenum ericalresultsobtained by following theseprocedureswere[17]

a�(a;sQED)= � 0:043 7 (36)�

�
�

�

�3

= � 54:76 (46)� 10� 11; (2.2)

and
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a�(a;nVM D)= � 0:012 5 (19)�

�
�

�

� 3

= � 15:67 (2:38)� 10� 11; (2.3)

respectively. W e see a large m odi�cation when vector m esons are introduced. A natural

question arising from thisobservation is:

(Q 1)Isthem odi�cation caused by theintroduction ofVM D m odelreal? Ifitis,why it

seem sto conictwith ourexpectation based on chiralperturbation theory thatthe vector

m eson e�ectisvery sm allatlow energies?

Nextletusturn ourattention to thediagram shown in Fig.2(b).Itincludesthe�0

vertex induced by thechiralanom aly.Itiswell-known thatthee�ectiveinteraction

L = �
�

8�f�
�
0
�
����

F��F��; (2.4)

where f� ’ 93M eV is the pion decay constant and F�� is the �eld strength ofphoton,

describes the behavior of�0 vertex in the lim it ofzero pion m om entum and on-shell

photons.However,naive useofEq.(2.4)forthe�0 verticesin the diagram ofFig.2(b)

leads to an ultra-violet divergent result. This is a signalthat the interaction (2.4)is not

applicableto photonsand pionsfaro� m ass-shelland m ustbereplaced thereby som eform

factor. In Ref.[5]such a form factorwas introduced by an ad hoc adoption ofthe VM D

picture.Correcting a sign errorin thepreviouscalculation [5],thiscontribution wasfound

to be

a�(b)= � 0:044 36 (2)�

�
�

�

�3

= � 55:60 (3)� 10� 11: (2.5)

In the previous analysis the quark loop diagram in Fig. 2(c) has been treated as not

independentofthe�rsttwo diagram s.Ratheritwasused asan alternative approxim ation

ofthe hadronic light-by-lightscattering contribution to a�. Ifthisassertion iscorrect,the

resultforquark loop [5]

a�(c)= 0:048 (3)�

�
�

�

�3

;

= 62 (3)� 10� 11; (2.6)

6



in which constituentquark m assesareused,should benearly equalto thesum of(2.3)and

(2.5).However,even theirsignsdo notagreewith each other.

Thereforetherearisesthesecond question:

(Q 2)Arethreediagram sshown in Fig.2 independentafterall?

W e willexam ine these questions and explore the prescriptions for rem edy in the next

subsection.

B .Im provem ents

Firstconsiderthe question Q 1. Ithasbeen pointed outthatthe naive VM D m odelof

[5]doesnotrespecttheW ard identitiesrequired from electrom agneticgaugesym m etry [18].

W efound furtherthatitisnotcom patible with chiralsym m etry.To solve these problem s,

itisusefultointroduceVM D in away thatpreserveschiralsym m etry.Thiscan beachieved

byappealingtothehidden localsym m etry (HLS)approach [19].Thisform ulation m aintains

gaugeinvarianceand chiralsym m etry explicitly and reproducesallthelow energy theorem s

assured by chiralsym m etry,such as the KSFR relation. The question Q 1 m ay thus be

raised within theHLS fram ework.Keep in m ind,however,thatthisapproach issom ewhat

oversim pli�ed. In particularitignoreshigherresonances beyond the usualvectorm esons.

W e m ustanalyze and reevaluate the errorin our�nalresulttaking accountofthe m odel-

dependence.

W e shallnow turn to the second question Q 2. The previous work assum ed that the

quark loop calculation and thepion calculation aretwo distinctapproxim ationstothesam e

hadronic light-by-light scattering e�ect on a�. They should,therefore,yield the sim ilar

resultsand m ustnotbeadded together.Aswasnoted in Ref.[13],however,in theextended

Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio (ENJL)m odel,thequark loop diagram contribution isindependentof

theothertwo so thatallthreecontributionsshould beadded altogether.

This point can be m ade clearer by considering the 1=N c expansion together with the

chiralexpansion. Table Ilists the ordersofeach diagram shown in Fig. 2. According to

7



theQCD-diagram m aticconsideration,thepion loop needsatleasttwo quark loops,and the

pion pole diagram starts from a diagram in which atleast one gluon propagatesbetween

a quark and an antiquark form ing the pion. Thus a single quark loop contribution isnot

included in thesetwo graphs.

W em ay alsoexam inethisproblem from theviewpointofduality.In adispersion relation

forthe light-by-lightscattering am plitude,the integraloverthe quark loop diagram ,from

threshold to very high energies,isequalto the integraloverthe absorptive partdue to all

the hadronic interm ediate states. Extension ofthis relation to localduality im plies that

thequark loop contribution approxim atesthehadroniccontribution when certain averaging

overa �nite energy region istaken. Thusone m ay wonderifthe quark loop diagram Fig.

2(c),when em bedded in theg� 2 graph,representstheentirehadroniccontribution.

W e do notthink so forthe following reason. Considera sim ilarproblem in the photon

vacuum polarization diagram ,and look atthecrosssection forlow energy reaction e+ e� !

hadrons.Duality between thequark diagram and theresonancesim pliesthat

Z

�(e+ e� ! hadrons;Q 2)dQ 2
�

Z

�(e+ e� ! q�q;Q 2)dQ 2 (2.7)

wheretheintegration rangeissu�ciently largesothattheresonanceisaveraged out.In this

sense,itiswellknown thatthe absorptive partofone quark loop diagram forthe photon

vacuum polarization isdualtothecrosssection from the��threshold toabout1GeV.This

region isdom inated by the �m eson interm ediate state,and the quark loop representsthis

contribution.Then thereisasm allcontinuum ��statecontribution atlowerenergies.Near

threshold,they can becalculated by chiralsym m etry argum ent.Isthisa partofthequark

loop diagram oris it a non-resonating continuum ? Ifitis a partof�,we suspect that a

chiralinvariant��interaction should beabletogeneratethe�m eson bound state.Asiswell

known [20],however,the force between two � m esonsisnotattractive enough to generate

a bound � state. Thissupportsthe view thatthe �� interm ediate state atlow energiesis

independentof�resonanceand henceindependentofone-quark-loop contribution.Forthe

photon vacuum polarization graph,pion loop graph and quark loop graph areindependent

8



and m ustbeadded together.

The above argum ent suggests that the pion loop is independent ofthe quark loop in

light-by-lightscattering,too.Thequark loop diagram correspondstothesum ofcontinuum

hadronic channels as wellas axialvector m eson states. Ofcourse,this is by no m eans a

proof.Sinceitisim possibletoprovethistypeofstatem entswithoutsolving QCD,wem ust

keep thisam biguity in m ind in oursubsequentanalysis.

Letussum m arize theaboveconsiderationsand add a few corollaries:

(1)TheHLS approach avoidstheinconsistency thathasbeen observed in thenaiveVM D

approach used in thepreviousanalysis,i.e.,violation ofchiralsym m etryand electrom agnetic

W ard identities(Thiswillbedem onstrated in Sec.IIIB).

(2)Threediagram sshown in Fig.2should beadded.Especially thequark loop diagram

which representstheaveraged hadroniccontinuum e�ectin acertain energy region hasbeen

discussed asindependentoftheothertwo.

(3) Contributions involving m ore loops of hadrons will be suppressed by a factor

m �=(4�f�)com pared to the contributionsofFig. 2(a)and Fig. 2(b). On the otherhand,

the� polecontribution from a diagram ssim ilarto thatofFig.2(b)m ay notbenegligible.

The m agnitude ofthiscontribution and the kaon loop contribution from diagram ssim ilar

to Fig.2(a)deservesan explicitanalysis.

(4)Aswasm entioned already,naive use ofEq. (2.4)forthe �0 verticesofFig.2(b)

leads to ultra-violet divergence,indicating that (2.4) m ust be m odi�ed by a form factor

faro� m ass-shell. Possible m odi�cation dictated by the asym ptotic behaviorofQCD will

be discussed in Sec. VI.Here we sim ply note thatthe prescription adopted in Ref.[5],in

which the VM D wasintroduced m erely asa convenientUV cut-o�,can be justi�ed within

the HLS approach [21]. Note that the HLS Lagrangian can be obtained as an e�ective

theory ofthe ENJL m odel[22]. Thus, a sim ilar conclusion can also be reached in the

ENJL m odel-thepion polediagram containstwo triangleloopsofconstituentquarksand

� m esons isallowed to propagate before the quarks couple to photons. Fig. 3 shows this

contribution diagram m atically. However,itsevaluation needssom e care,especially due to
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therequirem entofanom alousW ard identities[14],asisdescribed in Sec.IV B.

(5)In thequark loop diagram ,thevectorm eson willa�ectthecoupling ofthequark to

the photon. Using the ENJL m odelasa guide we determ ine the quark coupling to vector

m esons.Itsgraphicalexpression isfound in Fig.4 ofRef.[13].

III.C H A R G ED P SEU D O SC A LA R LO O P

A .H idden LocalSym m etry A pproach

For a com plete description ofHLS,the reader is referred to Ref.[19]. M ainly for the

purpose ofgiving the Feynm an rule relevant to our problem ,we shallbriey discuss the

form alism . The HLS incorporates vector m esons,such as �,as gauge particles ofHLS,

[SU(2)V ]local in ourcase. The explicit form ofthe Lagrangian,assum ing chiralsym m etry

[SU(2)L � SU(2)R ]globaland hidden localsym m etry [SU(2)V ]localis

L = �
1

2g2V
Tr(FV ��F

��

V )�
1

4
F��F

�� + LA + aLV

+
1

2
f
2
�B 0

n

Tr(�LM �
y

R)+ Tr(�RM
y
�
y

L)
o

(3.1)

where

LA = f
2
�Tr

�

(̂�
�

k
(x))2

�

;

LV = f
2
�Tr

�

(̂�
�

? (x))
2
�

: (3.2)

In Eq.(3.1)FV �� and F�� arethe�eld strengthsofthevectorm eson V� = gV
�a

2
V a
� (�a;a =

1;2;3;arePaulim atrices)and thephoton A �,respectively,and gV representsthecoupling

constantassociated with HLS.f� isthepion decay constant(� 93M eV),and thecoe�cient

a ofLV is an arbitrary constant to be �xed by experim ent. �̂fk;? g� consists ofcovariant

derivativesofthebasicobjects�L(x)and �R (x)in theHLS approach:

�̂k� =
D ��L � �

y

L + D ��R � �
y

R

2i
;

�̂? � =
D ��L � �

y

L � D��R � �
y

R

2i
; (3.3)
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wherethecovariantderivativesD ��L;R(x)aregiven by

D ��L;R(x)= @��L;R(x)� iV�(x)�L;R(x)+ ie�L;R (x)
�3

2
A �(x): (3.4)

�L and �R contain thepion �eld �a(x)aswellasthescalartriplet�a(x):

�R(x)= e
i�(x)=f� e

i�(x)=f�;

�L(x)= e
i�(x)=f� e

� i�(x)=f�; (3.5)

where �(x)= � a(x)�
a

2
and �(x)= � a(x)�

a

2
. The latter,on breaking the sym m etry,willbe

absorbed into vectorm esonsV� to give them m asses. In the lastterm ofEq.(3.1)B 0 isa

dim ension-oneconstantassociated with thequark condensate[23]

B 0 = �
1

f2�
h0j�uuj0i: (3.6)

It com bines with the current quark m ass m u in the m ass m atrix M = diag(m u;m d) (we

neglectthe isospin violation due to the quark m assesso thatwe setm d = m u henceforth)

to givethepion m asses

m
2
�� = m

2
�0 = 2B 0m u: (3.7)

In the unitary gauge � = 0 for HLS,the relevant interaction term s for the present

com putation can befound asfollows:

Lint = � eg�A
�
�
0
� � ig����

0
��

+
@
$
�
�
�
� ig��A ��

+
@
$
�
�
�

+(1� a)e2A �
A ��

+
�
� + 2eg���A

�
�
0
��

+
�
�
: (3.8)

In thisexpression variousm assesand coupling constantsarerelated to each otherby [19]

M
2
� = ag

2
V f

2
�; (3.9)

g� = agV f
2
�; (3.10)

g��� =
1

2
agV ; (3.11)

g�� =

�

1�
a

2

�

e; (3.12)
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and A � representsthephoton �eld to theordere
2.Asisseen from Eq.(3.12)thecom plete

vectorm eson dom inance(nam ely g�� = 0)isrealized when a = 2.Thisisalso closeto the

observed data.NotethatEq.(3.8)doesnotcontain the�0�0�+ �� term .Thisisthecrucial

di�erencebetween thechiralLagrangian (3.1)and theVM D m odelofRef.[5].Theabsence

of�+ �� �0�0 coupling with no derivatives willbe a com m on feature ofchiralsym m etric

e�ective m odel,asim plied by otherm odels,too [16,24].

B .W ard Identity

Einhorn argued [18]thatthecalculation ofRef.[5]doesnotsatisfy theW ard identities

am ong thecouplingsof� and  required from theelectrom agneticsym m etry.Thepurpose

ofthissubsection isto dem onstrateitsrecovery in thepresentapproach.Forsim plicity let

usconsidera�scattering am plitudeand show explicitly thattherelevantW ard identity is

satis�ed in the presentapproach. Ifwe de�ne the am putated Green functionsG �� and ��

in m om entum spaceby

(2�)4�4(q� k+ p1 � p2)G
��(q;k;p1;p2)=

Z

d
4
ze

iq� z

Z

d
4
xe

� ik� x

Z

d
4
y1e

ip1� y1

Z

d
4
y2e

� ip2� y2
D

0
�
�
�T

h

j
�
em (z)A

�(x)�+ (y1)�
� (y2)

i�
�
� 0
E

am p:
;

(2�)4�4(k� p1 + p2)i�
�(k;p1;p2)

=

Z

d
4
xe

� ik� x

Z

d
4
y1e

ip1� y1

Z

d
4
y2e

� ip2� y2
D

0
�
�
�T

h

A
�(x)�+ (y1)�

� (y2)
i�
�
� 0
E

am p:
; (3.13)

and denotethe(full)pion propagatorasiD (p),theW ard identity can bewritten as

� q
�
G ��(q;k;p1;p2)=

iD (p1 + q)

iD (p1)
��(k;p1 + q;p2)�

iD (p2 � q)

iD (p2)
��(k;p1;p2 � q): (3.14)

In thenaiveVM D m odelofRef.[5]thephoton propagator[25]

� i

p2
; (3.15)

isreplaced everywhere by

� i

p2
�

� i

p2 � M 2
�

= i
M 2

�

p2(p2 � M 2
�)
: (3.16)
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Thus,in thisVM D m odel,theGreen function �� (orG ��)de�ned aboveissim ply obtained

by them ultiplication ofone(ortwo)�propagator(s)tothecorrespondingquantity in scalar

QED

G ��(q;k;p1;p2)= � e
M 2

�

q2 � M 2
�

M 2
�

k2 � M 2
�

"

2g�� �
1

(k+ p2)
2 � m2�

(2p2 + k)�(2p1 + q)�

�
1

(p1 � k)2 � m2�
(2p1 � k)�(2p2 � q)�

#

;

��(k;p1;p2)= e
M 2

�

M 2
� � k2

(p1 + p2)�: (3.17)

Evidently the identity (3.14)cannothold due to the di�erence in the num bersof� propa-

gatorsbetween �� and G ��. On the otherhand,in the HLS approach,they are given,to

theorderofourinterest,by

G ��(q;k;p1;p2)= � e

�

2

�

g�� �
a

2
H ��(k)�

a

2
H ��(q)

�

�
1

(k+ p2)
2 � m2�

�

g�� �
a

2
H ��(k)

�

(2p2 + k)�
�

g�� �
a

2
H ��(q)

�

(2p1 + q)�

�
1

(p1 � k)2 � m2�

�

g�� �
a

2
H ��(k)

�

(2p1 � k)�
�

g�� �
a

2
H ��(q)

�

(2p2 � q)�
#

;

��(k;p1;p2)= e

�

g�� �
a

2
H ��(k)

�

(p1 + p2)
�
: (3.18)

whereH ��(k)isde�ned by

H ��(k)=
1

k2 � M 2
�

(g��k
2
� k�k�): (3.19)

Itisan easyalgebraictasktocon�rm thattheidentity (3.14)holdsnow.In ordertoconsider

therecovery ofW ard identity in m oredetail,wem ayadd thek�k�=M
2
�-term toeach �-m eson

propagatorin Eq.(3.17)by treating itasm assive vectorm eson

g��
M 2

�

M 2
� � k2

!
M 2

�

M 2
� � k2

 

g�� �
k�k�

M 2
�

!

= g�� � H��(k): (3.20)

Then theexpression (3.17)becom es

G ��(q;k;p1;p2)= � e
h

2
n

g�� � H��(k)� H��(q)+ H ��(k)H
�
�(q)

o

�
1

(k+ p2)
2 � m2�

fg�� � H��(k)g(2p2 + k)� fg�� � H��(q)g(2p1 + q)�
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�
1

(p1 � k)2 � m2�
fg�� � H��(k)g(2p1 � k)� fg�� � H��(q)g(2p2 � q)�

#

;

��(k;p1;p2)= e(g�� � H��(k))(p1 + p2)
�
: (3.21)

The com parison of Eqs. (3.21) and (3.18) with a = 2 shows that the absence of the

H ��(k)H
�
�(q) term in (3.18) is responsible for the recovery ofthe identity (3.14). This

isa consequence ofthe nonexistence ofthe direct�0�0�+ �� -term ,ashasbeen stressed in

Sec. IIIA. This argum ent applies equally wellto the light-by-light scattering am plitude

caused by a charged pion loop.

C .M uon A nom aly

W ecan now evaluatecontributionsofdiagram sofFig.2 to them uon anom aly a�.Let

the vertex correction from a diagram S be denoted as ��
S(p;q) for the incom ing photon

m om entum q,apartfrom thefactor"ie".Then thecontribution to a� from thediagram S

isgiven by

a�(S)= lim
p:q;q2! 0

Tr(P�(p;q)�
�
S(p;q)); (3.22)

whereP�(p;q)isthem agneticm om entprojection operator

P�(p;q)=
1

16

 

p=�
q=

2
+ 1

!

(�q=� q=� � 3p�q:q)

 

p=+
q=

2
+ 1

!

; (3.23)

with the m uon m assm � setequalto 1.Thediagram sconstructed from theinteractionsin

Eq.(3.8)can beclassi�ed in thesim ilarm annerasin Fig.5ofRef.[5].However,letusrecall

thatthereplacem ent(2.1)perform ed in theVM D m odelof[5]worksonly ifthe�0�0�+ ��

coupling term is present. In a theory with HLS ( restricted for sim plicity to the case of

com plete vectorm eson dom inance (a = 2 )),however,thereisno such term .Thism eans

that,whilethereplacem entofthephoton propagator(3.15)by (3.16)isperform ed asbefore

ifthe photon line is connected to the pion through the �+ �� coupling,the replacem ent

m ustbecarried outforeitheroneofthelinesbutnotforboth,ifthephoton linescom esfrom

a � + �� coupling. Asa consequence,the contribution a�(HLS;A 2)from the diagram in

14



Fig.4(which istopologically thesam easthediagram A 2 in Fig.5 ofRef.[5]),forinstance,

takestheform

a�(HLS;A 2)= a�(sQED;A 2)� a�(sQED;(A 2;2))� a�(sQED;(A 2;3))� a�(sQED;(A 2;4))

+a�(sQED;(A 2;f2;3g))+ a�(sQED;(A 2;f3;4g)); (3.24)

where a�(sQED;(A 2;f2;3;� � � g)) denotes the quantity obtained by replacing the photon

propagators ofthe lines 2;3;� � � with the propagators ofm ass M�. This di�ers from the

calculation ofRef.[5]by theabsenceoftheterm s

+ a�(sQED;(A 2;f2;4g))� a�(sQED;(A 2;f3;2;4g)): (3.25)

Sincethe�+ �� vertex receivesno m odi�cation,thecontributionsofthediagram sC 1� C4

in Ref.[5]rem ain unaltered.

Theprescription fornum ericalevaluation ofFeynm an integralsfollowsthatdescribed in

Ref.[26].Asin scalarQED,theB 0
ij which appearson theright-hand-sideofEq.(37)ofRef.

[26]m ustbechanged to B ij.Thecorrectnessofthischange can beshown explicitly in the

sam em annerasin theAppendix B ofRef.[5].Therenorm alization [27]isrequired forcal-

culating individualdiagram since each diagram ,notbeing gauge-invariant,haslogarithm ic

divergence residing in thehadroniclight-by-lightscattering subdiagram .Theevaluation of

integralsisperform ed with thehelp oftheM onteCarlo integration routineVEGAS [28].

Letusnow sum m arize ourresults. To begin with we checked the scalarQED resultin

(2.2) by writing new FORTRAN program s from the scratch. The result (obtained using

VEGAS with 40 m illion sam pling pointsperiteration and 60 iterations)is

a�(a;sQED)= � 0:035 57 (18)

�
�

�

�3

= � 44:58 (23)� 10� 11; (3.26)

con�rm ing thepreviousresultin (2.2)but,ofcourse,with m uch higherprecision.Thenew

evaluation ofthe�-m eson contribution in theHLS approach yields(for40 m illion sam pling

pointsperiteration and 60 iterations)
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a�(a;HLS)= � 0:003 55 (12)

�
�

�

�3

= � 4:45 (15)� 10� 11: (3.27)

Thisresultisabout3.5 tim essm allerthan theVM D m odelresultgiven in (2.3).

To see whether this reduction is real,we have evaluated the di�erence a�(a;HLS)�

a�(a;nVM D) directly. The result is (for 40 m illion sam pling points per iteration and 50

iterations)

a�(a;HLS)� a�(a;nVM D)= 0:009 76 (4)

�
�

�

�3

= 12:23 (5)� 10� 11: (3.28)

From (3.27)and (3.28)weobtain

a�(a;nVM D)= � 0:013 36 (14)

�
�

�

�3

= � 16:74 (18)� 10� 11; (3.29)

which isconsistentwith (2.3).Thusthenum ericalworkscheck outand thedi�erence(3.28)

isreal. Ofcourse,the errorsquoted above are those ofnum ericalintegration only and do

notincludeestim atesofm odeldependence.

D .D iscussion ofLarge M om entum C ontribution

As we have seen in the previous subsection,the � dom inance structure hassigni�cant

e�ectson thehadroniclight-by-lightscattering contribution toa�.In ordertogain som ein-

sightin thedependenceofa�(a;HLS)onM � and m �,letusintroduceafunction a�(a;m ;M ),

wherea�(a;HLS)= a�(a;m ;M )form = m � and M = M �,and exam ineitasa function of

m and M num erically. Table IIcontainsthe resultform � (M � )dependence obtained by

15 (30 )iterationsofM onte Carlo integration with one m illion sam ple points. From that

tablethefollowing approxim ateasym ptoticbehaviorscan beinferred:
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a�(a;xm �;M )� � 4:75� 10� 2 � x
� 2

�
�

�

�3

for x � 3;M = 1 ; (3.30)

a�(a;xm �;M )� +2:81� 10� 2 � x
� 2

�
�

�

�3

for x � 3;M = M�; (3.31)

a�(a;m �;M )� a�(a;m �;1 )+ 0:23

�
m �

M

� �
�

�

�3

for M > M �; (3.32)

wherea�(a;m �;1 )= a�(a;sQED).

Theresults(3.30)and (3.31)show thata�(a;m ;M )dependson theloop m assm asym p-

totically as m � 2 fora wide range of\� m ass" M . To appreciate the signi�cance ofthese

results,note that,form >> m �,m in a�(a;m �;M )� a�(a;m ;M )m ay be regarded asa

cut-o� m assofthe pion-loop m om entum �a la Pauli-Villars: The contribution ofpion-loop

m om enta above m is suppressed in a�(a;m �;M ) � a�(a;m ;M ). Thus the above depen-

denceson m � resultfrom the factthatthe contribution ofpion loop m om enta largerthan

m dropso� asm � 2 asm increases.Forinstance,thecontribution ofpion-loop m om entum

higherthan 800 M eV occupiesonly 7 percentofthetotalcontribution (3.26)or(3.27).

From these results,we speculate thatthe pion-loop light-by-lightscattering am plitude

(even with o� shellphotons) isgoverned by the region ofsm allloop m om enta carried by

lighthadrons.

Theresult(3.32)isinferred from thenearconstancy ofM (a�(a;m �;M )� a�(a;m �;1 ))

for M � � M � 10M�. This function decreases very slowly for larger M . Such an M � 1

(instead ofM � 2)behaviorseem s to castsom e doubton the e�ectiveness ofchiralpertur-

bation theory since itim pliesthatthere isan appreciable contribution to a�(a;HLS)from

the region ofphoton m om enta largerthan M �. To analyze thisproblem ,letusrecallthat

thecustom ary argum entin favoroftheM � 2 behaviorisinferred from thefactthat� M � 2
�

isthedom inantterm in the�-m eson propagator:

1

p2 � M 2
�

= �
1

M 2
�

+
p2

(p2 � M 2
�)M

2
�

(3.33)

for jp2j� M 2
�. As is readily seen by power counting,however,naive evaluation ofthe

contribution ofeach term on the right-hand side ofEq. (3.33)to a�(a;HLS)leadsto UV

cut-o� dependent results. In other words,the M � 2 term has a divergent coe�cient and
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naive powercounting argum entfails. Thisisdue to the factthatthe M � ! 1 lim itand

sub-integrationsin theFeynm an diagram do notcom m ute.

It is im portant to note,however,that the fact that photons ofm om enta larger than

M � contribute signi�cantly to a�(a;HLS) does not necessarily m ean the failure ofchiral

perturbation theory. The requirem ent on the photon m om entum ,which is a vector sum

ofpion m om enta,can be considerably lessstrictinsofarasthe contribution to a�(a;HLS)

com esm ostly from sm allpion loop m om enta.In factthisiswhatcan beinferred from (3.30)

and (3.31).ForthesereasonstheM � 1 behaviorof(3.32)isnotinconsistentwith thechiral

perturbation theory.

ForM = M �,(3.32)can bewritten as

a�(a;HLS)’

 

� 0:035 57 (18)+ 0:23
m �

M �

! �
�

�

�3

; (3.34)

wherethe�rstterm isfrom (3.26).a�(a;HLS)deviatesfrom (3.34)forM � sm allerthan the

physicalvalue.Itisseen from (3.34)thatthe leading term happensto be nearly cancelled

by thenon-leadingterm forphysical�m ass.Thesm allnessofthevalue(3.27)resultsfrom a

(som ewhataccidental)cancelation ofa�(a;sQED)and theO (m �=M �)term forthephysical

valueofthe�m eson m ass.

Beforewritingdown ourbestestim ateofthecharged pion loop contribution tothem uon

g� 2,itm ustbe recalled thatthe result(3.27)isbased on the speci�c hadron m odel. In

principle,any m odelswhich preserve chiralsym m etry and the relevantW ard identitiesare

thecandidatesforthiscom putation.Any ofthesem odelsisexpected tolead tom oreorless

thesam ehadroniclight-by-lightscattering am plitudeprovided thatthechiralsym m etry is

intact.Eq.(3.34)indicates,however,thatthelargephoton m om enta giveriseto signi�cant

contribution to a�. Thus the hadronic structure in photon beyond the � m ass m ay be

non-negligible.Them odeldependence m ay enterhere.

In thiscom putation,we have used the HLS approach. Even within thisfram ework we

assum efurtheracom plete�dom inance.Also wecould havechosen theversion ofHLS with

higherresonances,such asA 1.Allthesewould increasetheuncertainty ofourresult.
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Thepreviousworkbased on theENJL m odel[13]assertsthattheQED resultofpion loop

should be included from the standpointofsystem atic chiralexpansion. Aswasm entioned

previously,theENJL m odelLagrangian isalwayswritten in theform consistentwith HLS.

Then the pion loop contribution in thatm odelreducesto the one obtained here when we

approxim atem orecom plicated form factorof�+ ��  and � + ��  [29].

In spite ofthese m odeldependences,we expect the totalerror to be within 20 % of

the di�erence a�(a;HLS)� a�(a;sQED).Thisisbecause integrationsoverthe photon and

m uon m om entaareconvergentin thesediagram sand hencethecontribution oflargephoton

m om enta doesnotdistortourpictureoflow energy pion loop too severely.

The kaon loop contribution isfound to be about4 % ofthe pion contribution. Taking

these error estim ates ofthe pion-loop and kaon-loop contributions into consideration,we

present

a�(a)= � 0:003 6 (64)

�
�

�

�3

= � 4:5 (8:1)� 10� 11; (3.35)

asourbestestim ate,including m odeldependence,forthecontribution to a� ofthecharged

pion loop partofthehadroniclight-by-lightscattering am plitude.Eq.(3.35)replaces(2.3)

obtained in Ref.[5]based on a naive vectorm eson dom inance m odelwhich isinconsistent

with thechiralsym m etry.

IV .N EU T R A L P SEU D O SC A LA R P O LE

The �rst subsection here describes the detailofour prescription adopted in Ref.[12].

The second subsection describes extension ofour m ethod to include the pole-type axial

contribution,and discussesthetotalcontribution ofthistype.
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A .Incorporation ofTriangle Q uark Loop

Forthepurposeoflatercom parison,werecord again theresult(2.5)fortheneutralpion

pole contribution a�(b) obtained in the HLS approach (for 5 m illion sam pling points per

iteration and 20 iterations):

a�(b;HLS)= � 0:044 36 (2)

�
�

�

�3

= � 55:60 (3)� 10� 11: (4.1)

Herewe used thenewly written FORTRAN program sforevaluating thisresult.Notethat

a sign errorin som epartoftheintegrand in [5]iscorrected in (4.1).

Itisfarfrom certain thatthe o�-shellbehavior,in particular,with respectto the pion

m om entum ,is well-approxim ated by the use ofthe e�ective interaction (2.4)m odi�ed by

theHLS m ethod.Theexam ination ofdi�erento�-shellextrapolation schem ewillgivesom e

insightin thedependence ofm uon anom aly a�(b)on theo�-shellbehavior.Herewechoose

thediagram shown in Fig.3,which isagain suggested by theENJL m odel,asa m odelfor

such an extrapolation schem e,and evaluateitexplicitly.

Letusbegin by noting that,in Fig.3,theone-quark-loop subdiagram corresponding to

�0(q)! (p1)(p2)can bewritten as[30]

A �� (p1;p2)= �����p
�
1p

�

2

�

�f�

Z

[dz]
2m 2

q

m 2
q � z2z3p

2
1 � z3z1p

2
2 � z1z2q

2
; (4.2)

where[dz]= dz1dz2dz3�(1� (z1 + z2 + z3)).Thisam plitudeisreduced to theoneobtained

from (2.4)in thelim itp21 = p22 = q2 = 0,showing thatitisnorm alized correctly.Notethat

the insertion of(4.2) into the Feynm an diagram ofa� yields a convergent result without

recourse to the VM D m odel. Ifwe use the notation a�(b;m �;M �;m q) in analogy with

a�(a;m �;M �) in the case ofa�(a),such a contribution corresponds to a�(b;m �;1 ;m q).

The num ericalevaluation can be carried outin a straightforward m annerifwe re-express

(4.2)in the form ofm om entum integralrepresentation and use the generalform alism [26]

forthe evaluation ofFeynm an integral. The result isfound to be (for5 m illion sam pling

pointsperiteration and 20 iterations)
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a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)= � 0:069 34 (5)

�
�

�

�3

= � 86:90 (7)� 10� 11; (4.3)

where we have chosen the quark m ass to be 300 M eV.The operator product expansion

analysison theshortdistancebehavioroftheam plitudeA �� supportstheuseofconstituent

quark m assasm q in Eq.(4.2)[31].

The diagram in Fig. 2(b),with the VM D assum ption added,can be calculated in a

sim ilarm anner. Ashasbeen noted in Sec. IIB,the coupling ofquark to vectorm eson is

obtained with the help ofthe ENJL m odel. Asa resultwe obtain (for5 m illion sam pling

pointsperiteration and 20 iterations)

a�(b)= � 0:026 94(5)

�
�

�

�3

= � 33:76 (7)� 10� 11: (4.4)

Hereagain,in orderto exam inewhatrangeofm om entum governsa�(b),weperform the

sam e analysis on a�(b;m �;M �;m q),where m q is constituent quark m ass ofthe triangular

loop,ashasbeen donefora�(a;m �;M �).TableIIIliststheresultsforthequoted quantity

forvariousvaluesofm � (orM � )obtained by 20 (or10 )iterationsofintegration with 5

m illion sam ple points.Forquark m asslargerthan 300 M eV,a�(b;m �;M �;m q)approaches

a�(b;HLS)asm
� 2
q ,asisreadily seen from theanalyticexpression forthetrianglegraph.For

sm allm q,itapproacheszero. Forinstance,form q = 5 M eV,we have a�(b;m �;M �;m q)=

� 0:666� 10� 5(�=�)3.Theresultsin TableIIIaresum m arized by thefollowing asym ptotic

form :

a�(b;xm �;M �;m q)= � 9:57� 10� 2 � x
� 2

�
�

�

�3

for x � 3; (4.5)

a�(b;m �;M ;m q)= a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)+ 0:31

�
m �

M

� �
�

�

�3

for M � 3M�: (4.6)

Theseresultsshow thatthesam econsideration asin Sec.IIID also applieshere.

Note that the � pole contribution,when the m ixing am ong �,� and � 0 is taken into

account,am ountsto 25 % of(4.4):
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a�(� pole)= � 0:005 29 (2)�

�
�

�

�3

= � 7:305 (3)� 10� 11; (4.7)

which is obtained using 5 m illion sam pling points per iteration and 20 iterations. The �

m assdependence ofthe � contribution islisted in Table IV (for5 m illion sam pling points

per iteration and 10 iterations). From this Table we obtain an approxim ate asym ptotic

form ula

a�(b;m �;M ;m q)= a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)+ 0:11

�
m �

M

�

�

�
�

�

�3

for M � 3M�; (4.8)

where

a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)= � 0:020 08 (1)�

�
�

�

� 3

;

= � 25:17 (2)� 10� 11: (4.9)

Thiswasobtained for5 m illion sam pling pointsperiteration and 20 iterations.

Adding (4.4)and (4.7)and again estim ating the m odeldependence to be within about

20 % oftheM �-dependentterm ,weobtain

a�(b)= � 0:032 2 (66)

�
�

�

�3

= � 40:4 (8:3)� 10� 11: (4.10)

Thisistheresultforthepseudoscalarpolecontribution given in Ref.[12].

Furtherdiscussion oftheo�-m ass-shellbehaviorofthe�0�� vertex isgiven in Sec.VI.

B .Further Exam ination ofthe Pole C ontribution

Afteroursum m arizing paper,Ref.[12],wassubm itted forpublication,we learned that

thehadroniclight-by-lightscattering contribution to them uon g� 2 hasalso been studied

by anothergroup [14]in thelargeN C lim itwithin thefram ework oftheENJL m odel.Their

initialresult for the contribution corresponding to Fig. 2(b) disagreed strongly with our
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result.Sincethen,however,itwasfound thatthiswasdueto a sim plenum ericaloversight

[15].Correction ofthiserrorbringstheirresultclosertooura�(b).Nevertheless,theirreport

[14]stim ulated ourinterestto study theaxialvectorpolecontribution in som edetail.

In orderto facilitatecom parison with theresultsof[14],wefollow theirm ethod closely.

In particularweusethenotation which enablesusto keep track ofthenorm alization factor

directly. For the operator j5 � �qT3i5q,j
Q
� � �qQ�q,where the isospin generator T3 is

norm alized as2tr(T3T3)= 1,thePVV (pseudoscalar-vector-vector)three-pointfunction is

de�ned as

� PV V
�� (p1;p2)� i

2

Z

d
4
x1e

ip1� x1

Z

d
4
x2e

ip2� x2 h0jTj5(0)j
Q
� (x1)j

Q
� (x2)j0i: (4.11)

Thepartof� PV V
�� (p1;p2)corresponding to the1-loop contribution,��

PV V
�� (p1;p2),isgiven by

thewell-known triangleloop graph

�� PV V
�� (p1;p2)= �

2

m q

1

16�2
�����p

�
1p

�

2F(p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2);

F(p21;p
2
2;q

2)= 1+ I3(p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2)� I3(0;0;0);

I3(p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2)= 2m 2
q

Z

dz1dz2dz3�(z1 + z2 + z3 � 1)
�(1; ~M 2(z�)=�

2
�)

~M 2(z�)
;

~M 2(z�)= m
2
q � p

2
1z2z3 � p

2
2z3z1 � q

2
z1z2; (4.12)

where �� isthe m om entum -cuto� which rendersthe quark loop contribution �nite,m q is

theconstituentquark m ass,and �(n;x)istheincom pletegam m a function

�(n;x)=

Z 1

x

dte
� t
t
n� 1

: (4.13)

Theleading 1=N C term of� PV V
�� (p1;p2)can bewritten as[32]

� PV V
�� (p1;p2)= �

1

16�2
�����p

�
1p

�

2

4m q

gSf
2
�(� q2)(m 2

�(� q2)� q2)

�
h

1� gA(� q
2)
n

1� F(p21;p
2
2;q

2)L(p21;p
2
2)
oi

; (4.14)

where

L(p21;p
2
2)=

M 2
V (� p21)M

2
V (� p22)

fM 2
V (� p21)� p21gfM

2
V (� p22)� p22g

: (4.15)
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and gS = 8�2G S=N C �
2
� isthescalarcoupling constantin theENJL Lagrangian

L
(int:)

EN JL =
8�2G S

N C �
2
�

X

i;j

(�qiR qL j)(�q
j

LqR i)

�
8�2G V

N C �
2
�

X

i;j

n

(�qiL
�
qL j)(�q

j

L�qL i)+ (�qiR 
�
qR j)(�q

j

R�qR i)
o

: (4.16)

Hereiand jrepresenttheavorindices,N C isthenum berofcolorsand theparenthesesas-

sum etheim plicitsum overcolors.Thede�nition ofvariousfunctionsappearingin Eq.(4.14)

can befound in Ref.[32].

Nextweturn ourattention to theAVV (axialvector-vector-vector)three-pointfunction

de�ned by

� AV V
��� (p1;p2)= i

2

Z

d
4
x1e

ip1� x1

Z

d
4
x2e

ip2� x2 h0jTj5�(0)j
Q
� (x1)j

Q
� (x2)j0i: (4.17)

wherej5� � �q�5T
3q.A directevaluation gives

� AV V
��� (p1;p2)= L(p21;p

2
2)

"

gA(� q
2)

M 2
A(� q2)

M 2
A(� q2)� q2

�� AV V
��� (p1;p2)

� 2mqgA(� q
2)

1

M 2
A(� q2)� q2

iq� ��
PV V
�� (p1;p2)

+2m qgA(� q
2)

1

m 2
�(� q2)� q2

iq� ��
PV V
�� (p1;p2)

#

+2m qgA(� q
2)

1

M 2
A(� q2)� q2

iq� �� PV V
�� (p1;p2)

�
�
�
p2
1
= 0= p2

2
= q2

+2m q(1� gA(� q
2))

1

m 2
�(� q2)� q2

iq� �� PV V
�� (p1;p2)

�
�
�
p2
1
= 0= p2

2
= q2

; (4.18)

where �� PV V
�� (p1;p2) is the 1-loop contribution of� PV V

�� (p1;p2). �� AV V
��� (p1;p2) is a linearly

divergentintegral

�� AV V
��� (p1;p2)=

1

2
i
22

Z
d4r

(2�)4
(� 1)tr

"

�5
i

r=+ p=
1
� mq

�
i

r=� mq
�

i

r=� p=
2
� mq

#

; (4.19)

where Pauli-Villars regularization is understood. The lasttwo term s of(4.19)com e from

the presence of anom aly contribution when � iq� �� AV V
��� (p1;p2) is rewritten in term s of

�� PV V
�� (p1;p2):

� iq
� �� AV V

��� (p1;p2)L(p
2
1;p

2
2)= 2m q

�

�� PV V
�� (p1;p2)L(p1;p2)� �� PV V

�� (p1;p2)
�
�
�
p2
1
= p2

2
= q2= 0

�

;

(4.20)
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a relation which wasalso used to deriveEq.(4.14).

Now the contributionsofpseudoscalarand axialvectorinterm ediate statesto the four-

photon vertex graph can bewritten,forinstance,as

(ie)4
h

(2igS)�
PV V
�� (p1;p2)��

PV V
�� (p3;p4)L(p

2
3;p

2
4)

+

 

� 2i
8�2G V

N C �
2
�

!

� AV V
��� (p1;p2)

�� AV V �
��(p3;p4)L(p

2
3;p

2
4)

#

:

(4.21)

Thepseudoscalarpolecontribution can beextracted from (4.21):

iÂ ��(p1;p2)
i

q2 � m2�(� q2)
iÂ ��(p3;p4); (4.22)

where

Â ��(p1;p2)� �
8��m q

2f�(� q2)
�� P V V
�� (p1;p2)

=
�

�f�(� q2)

h

1� gA(� q
2)
n

1� F(p21;p
2
2;q

2)L(p21;p
2
2)
oi

: (4.23)

Forthefollowing analysis,m om entum dependencesofvariousfunctionswillbeignored:

f2�(� q2) ’ f2�,M
2
V (� q2) ’ M 2

�,gA(� q2) ’ gA,q
2 � m2�(� q2) ’ A 2(q2 � m2�) with A

accounting forthewave function renorm alization constantofpion

A
2 = 1�

@m 2
�(� p2)

@p2

�
�
�
�
�
p2= m 2

�

; (4.24)

which isclose(andthereforesetequal)tounity,and�� istakenas1 .Inthisapproxim ation

Eq.(4.22)reducesto

iA ��(p1;p2)
i

q2 � m2�
iA ��(p3;p4); (4.25)

wheretheam plitudeshown in (4.2),m ultiplied byafunction L(p21;p
2
2)associated with vector

m eson dom inance,ism odi�ed to

A ��(p1;p2)=
�

�f�
�����p

�

1p
�

2FPV V (p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2); (4.26)

FPV V(p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2)=
1

A

n

1� gA

�

1� F(p21;p
2
2;q

2)L(p21;p
2
2)
�o

: (4.27)
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The form allim itgA ! 1 while keeping M 2
V (� q2)ata �xed �nite value M 2

� reduces(4.26)

to (4.2)m ultiplied by L(p21;p
2
2). Butsuch a lim iting procedure isnotself-consistentin the

fram eworkoftheENJL m odel.Theterm (1� gA )in (4.27)correspondstotheterm necessary

in orderto recovertheanom alousW ard identity m issing in (4.2)asclaim ed in Ref.[14].

The contribution to the m uon anom aly from the type ofthe graphs in Fig. 3 can be

written asthem agneticm om entprojection (seeSec.IIIC )of

2

ie
�

Z
2

�
s= 1

d4rs

(2�)4
(ie�)

i

p=
6
� m�

(ie�)
i

p=
5
� m�

(ie�)

�
� i

p21

� i

p22

� i

p23

i

p24 � m2�
iA ��(p1;p2)iA ��(p3;q); (4.28)

which includesthesym m etry factor2 and an approxim ation A 2 ’ 1.Theinternallinesare

labeled according to Fig.3.Theterm sofFPV V (p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2)in (4.27)consistsofthepoint-like

part,(1� gA ),and therest,gAF(p
2
1;p

2
2;q

2)L(p21;p
2
2).Thustheterm proportionalto(1� gA)

2

in the product oftwo A ��’s in (4.28) corresponds to the contribution which includes two

point-like vertices which causes logarithm ic divergence from the photon loop integration.

Thisishandled by introducing theFeynm an cuto� forthephoton propagators

� i

q2
!

� i

q2
�

� i

q2 � M 2
c

=
� iM 2

c

q2(M 2
c � q2)

: (4.29)

Thisprocedure isform ally the sam e asthatused forincorporating the vectorm eson dom -

inance property in (4.1)but with a new m ass scale M c instead ofM �. This allows us to

check theprogram written forthepresentpurpose.W hen M c issetequalto M �,theresult

(4.1)should be identicalwith the resultofgA = 0,and the result(4.4)should correspond

to that ofgA = 1. This is explicitly con�rm ed by ourprogram . W e have also con�rm ed

that the results corresponding to various values ofgA ( 0 � gA � 1 ) always falls in the

range between (4.4) and (4.1) forM c = M �. In this way it is quite easy to observe that

forany gA and M c,thecancelation am ong variousterm scannotoccurforthepseudoscalar

polecontribution becauseallterm scontributewith thesam e(negative)sign.Typicalvalues

ofthe �0-pole contribution obtained forvariousvaluesofgA and M c are listed in Table V

(10 m illion sam pling pointsperiteration and 20 iterationsforgA = 0:5,2 m illion sam pling
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pointsperiteration and 20iterationsfortheother).Although ourcalculation isnotexactly

identicalwith that ofRef.[14]since we have disregarded the m om entum dependence of

gA(� q2),etc.,our result should be approxim ately equalto theirs. It turned out that we

werenotableto reproducetheresultin Ref.[14].

The axial-vectorm eson contribution to four-photon vertex graph can also be extracted

from (4.21)
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: (4.30)

From Eq.(3.44)ofRef.[32],gA=fA isfound tobeindependentofG V .Thus,allcontributions

in Eq. (4.30)vanishesin the lim itM A ! 1 (G V ! 0 ),which,ofcourse,should be the

case.Howeverthe�rstterm in Eq.(4.30)m aybecom enum erically signi�cantsinceitsoverall

coe�cient

 

gA

fA

! 2

= gA(1� gA)

 

M A

f�

! 2

; (4.31)

where theequality isim posed by the ENJL m odel,isnum erically large� 46 (forgA � 0:5

[32]).Thusthererem ainsa possibility thatsuch a term contributesto them uon g� 2 with

thesam em agnitudeaspseudoscalardoes,butwith theoppositesign.

An explicitcalculation showsthat(forgA = 0:5)the�rstterm in (4.30),denoted as(1),

and thesecond,denoted as(2),contributerespectively as

a�(a1 pole)[(1)]= � 0:001 192 (1)�

�
�

�

�3

;

a�(a1 pole)[(2)]= � 0:000 194 (2)�

�
�

�

�3

forM c = 1:0 GeV; (4.32)

The �rst one was calculated by 8 m illion sam pling points periteration and 15 iterations,

thesecond by 3 m illion sam pling pointsperiteration and 15 iterations.

W e�nd thattheaxial-vectorcontribution hasthesam em inussign asthepseudoscalar

one and isone orderofm agnitude sm allerthan the latter. Thussuch a reduction oforder
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aswasseen in Ref.[14]cannottake place according to ourcalculation. In thisrespectwe

arein agreem entwith thecorrected resultin Ref.[15].

The axial-vectorpolecontribution (4.32)isnegligible asa pole-typecontribution,com -

pared to the pion pole. Adding the new evaluation ofthe �-pole contribution (5 m illion

sam pling pointsperiteration and 20 iterations)

a�(� pole)= � 0:011 69 (1)�

�
�

�

�3

= � 14:651 (5)� 10� 11 forgA = 0:5;M c = 1:0 GeV; (4.33)

to the�0 polecontribution given in TableV forgA = 0:5 and M c = 1.0 GeV,we obtain as

thetotalpolecontribution

a�(b)= � 0:045 9 (91)�

�
�

�

�3

= � 57:5 (11:4)� 10� 11; (4.34)

where the m odeldependence is again estim ated to be within 20 % ofthe M �-dependent

term .Thisreplacesthevaluein (4.10)asthetotalpolecontribution.

V .Q U A R K LO O P

Inferred from theENJL m odel,thequark loop diagram incorporating vectorm eson can

becalculated by m aking thesubstitution (2.1)to photon propagators.Thisleadsto

a�(c)= 0:007 72 (31)

�
�

�

�3

= 9:68 (39)� 10� 11: (5.1)

To exam ine the quark m ass dependence, we de�ne a�(c;xm q;M ) with a�(c;m q;M �) �

a�(c),where m q denotes the collection ofsuch m asses asm u = m d = 300M eV and m s =

500M eV and x the com m on scale factor. (Here we do not include c-quark contributions

which havebeen included in thepreviouscalculation [5]withoutVM D.Notethatthec-quark

contribution in thiscaseisnegligibly sm allsincethecontribution ofeach quarkofm assm q is
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then proportionaltom � 2
q [5].Thecontribution ofc-quark in thepresentm odelwillbefound

asfurthersuppressed asisinferred from them assdependencepresented below.) Num erical

studies sim ilarto the previousonesare perform ed to exam ine quark m ass dependence by

iterating integration with one billion sam pling pointsperiteration and 60 iterations. The

pion m assdependence isalso exam ined by iterating integration with one m illion sam pling

pointsperiteration and 50 iterations.

Theresultissum m arized in TableVIand in thefollowing asym ptoticform :

a�(c;xm q;M �)� 1:94� 10� 2 � x
� 4:0

�
�

�

�3

for x � 3; (5.2)

a�(c;m q;M )�

�

+0:044 0� 0:43

�
m �

M

�� �
�

�

�3

for M � 3M�: (5.3)

Notethatthesuppression e�ectofvectorm eson isso largeherethatthevalue(5.1)isone

order ofm agnitude sm aller com pared to (2.6). However the strong dam ping property on

thequark m assisconsistentwith theobservation thatonly thephysicaldegree offreedom

isim portantatlow energies[33].Algebraically such a rapid decreaseoccurswhen allquark

m assesbecom ecom parableto M � sincetherelevantm assscaleofthesystem turnsthen to

thequark m assesso thatthecancelation ofthetwo term sin (2.1)begins.

Again,we considerthe errorsarising from m odel-dependence to be within 20 % ofthe

M � dependentterm . Thisisbecause integrationsoverthe photon and m uon m om enta are

convergentin thesediagram sand hencethecontribution oflargephoton m om enta doesnot

distortourpictureoflow energy quark loop too severely.W earethusled to

a�(c)= 0:007 7 (88)

�
�

�

�3

= 9:7 (11:1)� 10� 11: (5.4)

V I.SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

W e have obtained the results(3.35),(4.10)and (5.4)asthe contributionsofFig. 2(a),

(b) and (c),respectively. These diagram s have been discussed in Sec. II to contribute
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m ostsigni�cantly and independently tothehadroniclight-by-lightscatteringe�ecton m uon

anom aly a�,asguided by theuseofchiraland 1=N c expansion.TheM � dependenceofthe

contributions(3.34),(4.6)and (5.3)indicatesthattheintegration overthephoton m om enta

receivesconsiderablecontribution from theregion wherephotonsarefaro� shell.W ehave

estim ated thatthesehigh m asscontributionsshould bewellwithin 20% ofthevectorm eson

contribution,which leads to the large uncertainties assigned to (3.35),(4.34) and (5.4).

Com bining theseresultsweobtain

a�(light-by-light)= � 52 (18)� 10� 11: (6.1)

This is alm ost within the error (1.1) in the upcom ing experim ent. Therefore, with the

progressofm easurem entofR [10],theaccurate determ ination ofm uon anom aly by future

experim ent willactually show the presence ofthe weak interaction correction [4,34]and

servesasa new constrainton physicsbeyond thestandard m odel.

Letusnow discusspossiblecausesofdi�erencebetween ourresultand therecentresult

ofBijnensetal.[15],which isbased on theENJL m odel.Forcom parison’ssake,letuslist

theirresultscorresponding to Figs.2(a),2(b),and 2(c):

a�(a)B P P = (� 14:5� � 22:8)� 10� 11 (6.2)

forthecut-o� �ranging from 0.6 GeV to 4.0 GeV,and

a�(b)B P P = (� 72� � 186)� 10� 11 (6.3)

and

a�(c)B P P = (11:4� 20:0)� 10� 11 (6.4)

forthecut-o� �ranging from 0.7 GeV to 8.0 GeV.

On thesurface,theresultsof[15]seem sto bem orereliablethan ours,being lessdepen-

denton assum ptionsoutsideoftheENJL m odel.On theotherhand,theirresultisnotfree

from am biguities either m ainly because theirtheory does nottellwhich cut-o� should be
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favored. In particular,itseem sto be di�cultto justify theirresultsforlarge � which lies

wellbeyond theregion ofapplicability oftheENJL m odel.

Theresult(6.2)isabout4tim eslargerthan ourresult(3.35).Thism ay partly bedueto

oursim plifying assum ptions,such asthecom pletevectorm eson dom inance(a = 2)and the

neglectofm om entum dependenceofvariousm assesand e�ectivecoupling constants.Note,

however,thatthe Lagrangian of[15]seem sto have the �+ �� �0�0 vertex. The presence of

such a coupling (withoutderivatives)willbeinconsistentwith thelow energy phenom enol-

ogy.Italso m eansthattheirLagrangian doesnotsatisfy theW ard identity (3.14)contrary

to theirassertion. In particular,theirLagrangian doesnotseem to incorporate the vector

m eson consistently,as is described in detailin Appendix A.Ifthis is the case,it could

explain thebulk ofthedi�erence.Itshould also berecalled thatthesm allnessofourresult

(3.35)is a consequence ofan accidentalcancelation oftwo m ain term s forthe physical�

m assvalue.Such a delicatecancelation isnotvisiblein thecalculation of[15].

The contribution (6.3)is2 to 5 tim eslargerthan ourestim ate (4.10).Since thisisthe

largestterm ,itisthe m ain source ofdisagreem entbetween thetwo calculations.Actually,

the low end value (� 72� 10� 11) of(6.3) is ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude as our value

for a�(b;m �;1 ;m q) given in (4.3). Recallthat in the latter calculation the anom alous

�0�� vertex isapproxim ated by a triangularloop ofconstituentquarksand photonsare

attached tothe\bare00quarkdirectly.Ifoneassum esthatanyQCD m odi�cation softensthis

coupling,ourresult(4.3)m ay beregarded assom esortofupperlim itofthecontribution of

Fig.2(b).On theotherhand,theresult(6.3)increaseswith increasingcut-o��beyond this

\bound",suggesting thattheresult(6.3)divergeslogarithm ically as�! 1 .Thisbehavior

isa consequence ofthe presence ofa hard PVV vertex in theirLagrangian. Itsprediction

on the m uon g � 2 m ust be viewed with severe reservation,however,since it is obtained

by applying the ENJL m odelbeyond itsdom ain ofvalidity determ ined by the cut-o� � �.

In fact,such an unwarranted application ofthem odel(with a hard anom aly term )violates

unitarity as� goesfaro�shell[35],and hencem ustbetem pered with som eform factor.In

otherwords,any realistic theory m ustbe consistentwith unitarity,be itthe ENJL m odel
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ortheHLS m odel.

An exam ination ofFig. 3,in the lim it where both ferm ion triangles shrink to points,

shows that the UV divergence arises from the integration dom ain in which the m om enta

carried bythephoton 3and pion 4aresm allwhilethem om entacarried bythephotons1and

2arelarge.Thefar-o�-shellstructureofthe�0�� vertex in such aregion hasbeen studied

using the Bjorken-Johnson-Low theorem [36],which shows 1=q2 behavior asym ptotically,

whereq� q1 � q2 [37].Thecasewhereonly oneofthephotons(q2)isfaro�-shellhasalso

been studied by an operatorproductexpansion technique[38].Based on thelatteranalysis

a form ula oftheform interpolating between p21 = 0 and p21 = 1

F(p21 ! 1 ;p
2
2 = 0;q2)=

1

1� (p21=(8�
2f2�))

;

�
1

1� (p21=M
2)
; (6.5)

hasbeen suggested forthe form factorF(p21;p
2
2;q

2)norm alized sim ilarly asthatof(4.12).

The experim entaldata �t Eq. (6.5) very wellwith M 2 � (0:77GeV=c)2 over the range

2:0(GeV=c)2 to 20:0(GeV=c)2 [39]. In Ref.[21]it is argued that the o�-shellbehavior of

the�0�� am plitudeisrepresented reasonably wellby thequark triangleam plitude(4.2)if

one takesaccountofthe asym ptotic freedom ofQCD and a nonperturbative generation of

constituentquark m ass.The resultoftheiranalysisisconsistentwith those quoted above.

Theseconsiderationssuggestthatourm odelbased on Eq.(4.2)m ay in factbeareasonably

good representation ofthecontribution ofFig.2(b)[40].

There isrelatively sm alldi�erence between (6.4)and (5.4).Therem aining di�erence is

within the range ofuncertainty caused by our sim plifying assum ptions. In fact the good

agreem entbetween (5.4)and (6.4)m ay even be an indication thatwe have overestim ated

the m odeldependence in (5.4). Aswasm entioned already,thisisconsistentwith the fact

thatintegrationsoverthephoton and m uon m om enta areconvergentand donotdistortlow

energy quark-loop picturetoo severely.

Itappearstobedi�culttoresolvethedi�erencebetween ourcalculation and thatofRef.

[15]com pletely becauseofdi�erentapproachesand becauseofthenecessity toapply thelow
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energy e�ectivetheory ofstrong interaction beyond itssafely tested dom ain.Thecom plete

resolution m ay havetowaitforthelatticeQCD calculation ofthefour-pointfunction.W ith

therapid im provem entofthecom puting power,such a day m ay notbetoo faro�.
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A P P EN D IX A :V EC T O R M ESO N IN T H E B P P C H IR A L LA G R A N G IA N

In this Appendix we show that the vector m eson is not properly incorporated as a

dynam ical�eld in thechiralLagrangian (5.6)ofRef.[15]

L =
f2�

4
tr
h

D �UD
�
U
y + M U

y + UM
y
i

+
M 2

V

2

" 

�� �
1

g
v�

!  

�
�
�
1

g
v
�

! #

+
1

8g2
tr[L��L

�� + R ��R
��]: (A1)

Here �� denotes vector m eson �eld and M represents the quark m ass m atrix, M =

diag(m u;m d;m s),in the three-avor case. v� and a� are the externalvector and axial-

vector�eldsrespectively,and L�� and R �� aregiven by

L�� = @�(g�� � a�)� @�(g�� � a�)+ [(g�� � a�);(g�� � a�)]

R �� = @�(g�� + a�)� @�(g�� + a�)+ [(g�� + a�);(g�� + a�)]: (A2)
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Thetransform ation propertiesofv�,a�,��,and theunitary m atrix (U)consisting ofthe

pseudoscalarm eson aregiven by

U ! U
0= VR UV

y

L ; (A3)

(v� + a�)! (v0� + a
0
�)= VR(v� + a�)V

y

R + iVR @�V
y

R; (A4)

(v� � a�)! (v0� � a
0
�)= VL(v� � a�)V

y

L + iVL@�V
y

L; (A5)

(g�� + a�)! (g�0� + a
0
�)= VR(g�� + a�)V

y

R + iVR @�V
y

R ; (A6)

(g�� � a�)! (a�0� � a
0
�)= VL(g�� � a�)V

y

L + iVL@�V
y

L (A7)

forthechiraltransform ation (VL;VR).Then thecovariantderivativeD �U:

D �U � @�U � i(g�� + a�)U + iU(g�� � a�); (A8)

in which vector m eson �� appears instead ofv� to realize the vector m eson dom inance,

transform s covariantly. The vector m eson m ass term in (A1) is also chiral-invariant as

shown below.(Asa m atteroffactitvanishes.)

Thetransform ation property ofthecom bination (g�� � v�)isfound to be

(g�0� � v
0
�)= (g�0� + a

0
�)� (v0� + a

0
�)

= VR (g�� � a�)V
y

R (A9)

from (A4)and (A6).On theotherhand,from (A5)and (A7),we�nd

(g�0� � v
0
�)= (g�0� � a

0
�)� (v0� � a

0
�)

= VL(g�� � a�)V
y

L: (A10)

Since VL and VR are independent, we m ay consider the case where VL = 1 and VR is

nontrivial.Then,from Eqs.(A9)and (A10)weobtain

(g�� � v�)= VR (g�� � v�)V
y

R : (A11)

Forsim plicity,letusconsiderthetwo-avorcase,and setVR = ei
�

2
�2 (isospin rotation about

thesecond axis).Then theRHS ofeq.(A11)becom es
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� (g�� � v�))
a
�a

2

�

; (A12)

where\�" denotescom plex conjugation.

Picking up thethird com ponentofboth sidesof(A11),forinstance,weget

(g�� � v�)
3 = � (g�� � v�)

3
; (A13)

thatis,(g�� � v�)
3 = 0.

In a sim ilarway wecan provethatg�� � v� vanishesforothercom ponents.Thism eans

that�� isnothingbutanexternalvector�eldandthevectorm esonhasnotbeenincorporated

in thetheory asa dynam icalobject.
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TABLES

TABLE I. O rderswith respectto 1=N c and chiralexpansionsofthe diagram sshown in Fig.2.

Diagram 1=N c expansion Chiralexpansion

Fig.2(a) 1 p4

Fig.2(b) N c p6

Fig.2(c) N c p8

TABLE II. m � and M � dependence of �� loop contribution. Table lists (xm �=m �)
2

� a�(a;xm �;M )forM = M � and M = 1 ,and (xM �=m �)� [a�(a;m �;xM �)� a�(a;m �;1 )].

x
(�=�)3 � (xm �=m �)

2

� a�(a;xm �;M �)

(�=�)3 � (xm �=m �)
2

� a�(a;xm �;1 )

(�=�)3 � (xM �=m �)

� [a�(a;m �;xM �)� a�(a;m �;1 )]

5 0.064 9 (44) � 0.082 (8) 0.234 (7)

10 0.094 5 (45) � 0.093 (9) 0.190 (7)

15 0.105 (4) � 0.099 (14) 0.155 (6)

20 0.106 (5) � 0.094 (17) 0.141 (6)

25 0.107 (5) � 0.094 (18) 0.124 (6)

30 0.110 (5) � 0.094 (25) 0.120 (6)
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TABLE III. m � and M � dependence of �0 pole contribution. Table lists (xm �=m �)
2

� a�(b;xm �;M �;m q)and (xM �=m �)� [a�(b;m �;xM �;m q)� a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)].

x
(�=�)

3
� (xm�=m �)

2�

a�(b;xm �;M �;m q)

(�=�)
3
� (xM�=m �)�

[a�(b;m �;xM �;m q)� a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)]

5 � 0.168 4 (1) 0.336 7 (2)

10 � 0.203 4 (1) 0.276 5 (2)

15 � 0.213 8 (1) 0.235 9 (2)

20 � 0.218 2 (2) 0.207 3 (2)

25 � 0.220 2 (2) 0.186 7 (2)

30 � 0.221 5 (2) 0.170 1 (2)

TABLE IV. M � dependence of � pole contribution. Table lists (xM �=m �)

� [a�(b;m �;xM �;m q)� a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)].

x (�=�)
3
� (xM�=m �)� [a�(b;m �;xM �;m q)� a�(b;m �;1 ;m q)]

5 0.135 7 (8)

10 0.114 5 (8)

15 0.108 6 (7)

20 0.087 3 (5)

25 0.078 9 (5)

30 0.072 0 (5)
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TABLE V. �0-polecontribution forvariousvaluesofgA and M c.Allthevaluesarelisted with

the factor(�=�)3 rem oved.

gA M c = 1 G eV M c = 2 G eV M c = 4 G eV

0.3 � 0.053 85 (2) � 0.089 58 (3) � 0.137 35 (4)

0.5 � 0.034 18 (1) � 0.057 06 (2) � 0.086 20 (2)

0.8 � 0.036 43 (3) � 0.044 03 (3) � 0.052 67 (3)

TABLE VI. Q uark m ass and M � dependence of quark loop contribution. Table lists x4

� a�(c;xm q;M �)and (xM �=m �)� [a�(c;m q;xM �)� a�(c;m q;1 )].

x
(�=�)3 � x4a�(c;xm q;M �)

� 10

(�=�)3 � (xM �=m �)

� [a�(c;m q;xM �)� a�(c;m q;1 )]

5 0.177 (6) � 0.489 (5)

10 0.198 (23) � 0.486 (5)

15 0.191 (51) � 0.460 (5)

20 0.193 (91) � 0.423 (4)

25 0.195 (142) � 0.402 (4)

30 0.194 (205) � 0.385 (4)
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Hadronic light-by-light scattering (shown by the shaded blob) contribution to the

m uon anom aly.Solid line and dashed line representm uon and photon,respectively.

FIG .2. Representative diagram s which dom inate the hadronic light-by-light e�ect on a�

at low energies. O ther diagram s are obtained by perm utation ofthe photon legs. (a) Charged

pseudoscalar diagram in which the dotted line corresponds to �� ,etc. (b) O ne ofthe �0 pole

graphs,in which the dotted line corresponds to �0 and the blob represents the � vertex. (c)

Q uark loop contribution,wherequark isdenoted by bold line.

FIG .3. Diagram ofneutralpseudoscalarpole contribution with VM D and quark triangular

loop.Thebold dashed line representsthe vectorm eson.Thearrow attached to each internalline

labelindicates the direction ofthe corresponding m om entum . O ther diagram s are obtained by

perm utation ofthe photon legs.

FIG .4. A typicaldiagram contributing to a�(a).To facilitate correspondence with the text,

a num ber is attached to each internalline. O ther diagram s are obtained by perm utation ofthe

photon legs.
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M .H.[Thereisno m eaning in theaboveletters.Itisinserted forprinting outallpages

in thetwo-sides.(Thetotalnum berofthe�leshaveto beodd,then.Sorry.]
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