arXiv:1204.3729v3 [hep-ph] 21 Nov 2012

The light-by-light contribution to the muon (g-2) from lightest pseudoscalar and scalar mesons within nonlocal chiral quark model.

A. E. Dorokhov^{a,1,2}, A. E. Radzhabov^{b,3}, A. S. Zhevlakov^{c,3}

1 Bogoliubov Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, JINR, 141980 Dubna, Russia 2N.N.Bogoliubov Institute of Theoretical Problems of Microworld, M.V.Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow 119991, Russia 3Institute for System Dynamics and Control Theory SB RAS, 664033 Irkutsk, Russia

Received: date / Accepted: date

Abstract The light-by-light contribution from the lightest neutral pseudoscalar and scalar mesons to the anomalous magnetic moment of muon is calculated in the framework of the nonlocal SU(3) × SU(3) quark model. The model is based on chirally symmetric four-quark interaction of the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio type and Kobayashi–Maskawa–t‘Hooft U_A(1) breaking six-quark interaction. Full kinematic dependence of vertices with off-shell mesons and photons in intermediate states in the light-by-light scattering amplitude is taken into account. The small positive contributions from the scalar mesons stabilize the total result with respect to change of model parameters and reduces to a^{LbL,PS+S}_μ = (6.25 ± 0.83) · 10^{−10}.

1 Introduction

The description of the muon anomalous magnetic moment (AMM) is one of the most challenging problem of the elementary particle physics. Recent precise results on the muon AMM obtained in the experiment E821 at BNL [1] open possibility for very fine investigation of the contributions from the electromagnetic, weak and strong sectors of the standard model. At present, the theoretical predictions, based on e^+e^− annihilation and τ decay inclusive cross sections, underestimate the experimental result by approximately 3σ (see, e.g. [2–4]).

The most problematic part of the theoretical estimates is the contribution of the light-by-light (LbL) scattering through the hadronic vacuum. The LbL scattering contribution (unlike to the hadronic vacuum polarization contribution) can not be extracted from phenomenological considerations or calculated from first principals. Different models were

ae-mail: dorokhov@theor.jinr.ru be-mail: aradzh@icc.ru ce-mail: zhevlakov1@gmail.com

used for calculation of the LbL contribution to the muon AMM (see, e.g., [5–20]).

In [16, 17] the contribution of the diagrams with pseudoscalar meson exchanges to the muon AMM was estimated in the framework of nonlocal chiral quark model (NχQM) (for details see, e.g., [21–25] and Appendices of the present work). In the present paper the contribution of scalar meson exchanges is considered.

Section 2 contains the description of the nonlocal chiral quark model, the meson dynamics in the pseudoscalar and scalar channels with mixing scheme and interaction with external gauge field (see also Appendices A and B). The calculation of the LbL contribution to the muon AMM from the pseudoscalar and scalar exchanges are detailed in Section 3 (see also Appendices C, D and E). Our conclusions are given in Section 4.

2 NχQM Lagrangian, T -matrix and η − η^′ mixing

The Lagrangian of the nonlocal SU(3) × SU(3) model is

L = q̄(x)(i ^∂ − m_c)q(x) + G 2 [ J^a_S (x)J^a_S (x) + J^a_P(x)J^a_P(x) ] − − H 4 T_{abc} [ J^a_S (x)J^b_S (x)J^c_S(x) − 3J^a_S (x)J^b_P(x)J^c_P(x) ] , (1)

where q(x) is the quark field, m_c is the diagonal matrix of the quark current masses^1, G and H are the four- and sixquark coupling constants. Last line in the Lagrangian represents the Kobayashi–Maskawa–t‘Hooft determinant vertex [26, 27] with the structural constant

T_{abc} = 1 6 ε_{i jk}ε_{mnl} (λ_a)_{im}(λ_b)_{jn}(λ_c)_{kl} , (2)

1We consider the isospin limit m_{c,u} = m_{c,d} ≠ m_{c,s}.

where λ_a are the Gell-Mann flavor matrices for a = 1,..,8 and λ_0 = √ 2/3I. The nonlocal quark currents are

J^a_{ch}(x) = ∫ d^4x_1d^4x_2 f (x_1) f (x_2)q̄(x − x_1)Γ^a_{ch}q(x + x_2), (3)

where ch = S,P and Γ^a_S = λ^a for the scalar channel, Γ^a_P = iγ^5λ^a for the pseudoscalar channel, and f (x) is a form factor reflecting the nonlocal properties of the QCD vacuum as it occurs in the instanton liquid model.

The model can be bosonized using the stationary phase approximation which leads to the system of gap equations for the dynamical quark masses m_{d,i} (i = u,d,s)^2

m_{d,u} + GS_u + H 2 S_uS_s = 0,

m_{d,s} + GS_s + H 2 S^2_u = 0,

S_i = −8N_c

∫ d4 EK (2π)^4 f^2(K^2)m_i(K^2) D_i(K^2)

, (4)

where m_i(K^2) = m_{c,i} + m_{d,i} f^2(K^2), D_i(K^2) = K^2 + m^2_i (K^2), f (K^2) is the nonlocal form factor in the momentum representation.

The vertex functions and the meson masses can be found from the Bethe-Salpeter equation. For the separable interaction, given by Eqs. (1), (3), the quark-antiquark scattering T -matrix in the pseudoscalar (scalar) channel becomes

T_{ch} = T̂_{ch}(P^2)δ^4 (P_1 + P_2 − P_3 − P_4) 4 ∏_{i=1}^{f (P2}i^{),}

T̂_{ch}(P^2) = Γ^k_{ch} ( 1 −G^{−1}_{ch} + Π_{ch}(P^2) ) kl Γ^l_{ch}, (5)

where P_i are the momenta of external quark lines, G_{ch} and Π_{ch}(P^2) are the corresponding matrices of the four-quark coupling constants and the polarization operators of mesons (P = P_1 + P_2 = P_3 + P_4). The meson masses M_M are determined from the zeros of determinant, det(G^{−1}_{ch} −Π_{ch}(−M^2_M)) = 0. The actual expressions for the matrices G_{ch} and Π_{ch} are given in Appendix A.

The T̂-matrix for the system of mesons^3 in each neutral channel can be expressed as

T̂_{ch}(P^2) = ∑ M V_M(P^2) ⊗V_M(P^2)

−(P^2 + M^2_M)

, (6)

2Through the paper the capital letters will be used for Euclidean momenta, while small letters for Minkowski momenta.

3Such description of the light scalar mesons as q̄q-states is probably simplified. It seems that it is necessary to include other structures, e.g., four-quark states (see, e.g., [28]). However, the present model is formulated in the leading order of the 1/N_c expansion and our calculations are consistent within given approximation. Moreover, the scalar mesons participate in the processes under consideration only as intermediate states, being far from mass-shell.

where M_M are the meson masses, V_M(P^2) are the vertex functions ( V_M(p^2) = γ^0V^†_M(P^2)γ^0 ) . The sum in (6) is over full set of light mesons: (M = π^0,η,η^′) in the pseudoscalar channel and (M = a_0(980),σ, f_0(980)) in the scalar one. In general case of three unequal quark masses it is necessary to solve the π^0 − η − η^′ and a_0 − σ − f_0 systems. However, in the isospin limit considered here they reduce to the π^0 and η − η^′ systems and to the a_0 and σ − f_0 systems. Then, it is convenient to diagonalize the scattering matrix by orthogonal transformations ( η η^′ ) = ( cosθ_P −sinθ_P sinθ_P cosθ_P ) ( η_8 η_0 ) , ( σ f_0(980) ) = ( cosθ_S −sinθ_S sinθ_S cosθ_S )( σ_8 σ_0 ) . (7)

As a result the mesonic vertex functions are

V_{a0} ( P^2 ) = ig_{a0} (P^2)λ_3, V_σ ( P^2 ) = ig_σ (P^2) ( λ_8 cosθ_S(P^2) − λ_0 sinθ_S(P^2) ) , (8) V_{f0} ( P^2 ) = ig_{f0} (P^2) ( λ_8 sinθ_S(p^2) + λ_0 cosθ_S(P^2) ) , where g_M(P^2) and θ (P^2) are the meson renormalization constants and mixing angles (A.5) depending on the meson virtuality. The renormalization constants are defined through the unrenormalized meson propagators D_M(P^2) as

g^2_M(P^2) = −(P^2 + M^2_M)D_M(P^2). (9)

The meson mixing angles depend strongly on the meson virtuality. Therefore θ_σ = θ_S(−M^2_σ ) and θ_{f0} = θ_S(−M^2_{f0} ) are different for the on-shell σ and f_0 mesons. The same situation takes place in the pseudoscalar sector, where θ_η = θ_P(−M^2_η ), θ_η′ = θ_P(−M^2_{η′} ).

External fields are introduced by delocalization of the quark fields q(x) by using the Schwinger phase factor E(x,y)

q(y) → Q(x,y) = E(x,y)q(y), (10)

where

E(x,y) = Pexp i y∫ x dz^μ [V^a_μ (z) + A^a_μ (z)γ_5]T^a

, (11)

and V^a_μ and A^a_μ are the external vector and axial-vector gauge fields, T^a ≡ λ^a/2. The Pexp is handled with help of prescription for the derivative of contour integral ∂ ∂ y^μ y∫ x dz^ν F_ν (z) = F_μ (y), δ^{(4)} (x − y) y∫ x dz^ν F_ν (z) = 0,

as described in [29]. As a result the kinetic part leads to usual local electroweak vertices. However, the terms with nonlocal quark currents J^a_{ch}(x) generate additional vertices, see Appendix B.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 1 LbL contribution from intermediate meson exchanges.

For numerical estimates we use the Gaussian nonlocal form factor for Euclidean momenta f (K^2) = exp(−K^2/2Λ^2) and the model parameters obtained in [30]. The model parameters (the current quark masses m_{c,i}, the coupling constants G and H, and the nonlocality scale Λ) are fixed in [30] by requirement that the model reproduces correctly the measured values [31] of the pion and kaon masses, the pion decay constant f_π , and the η^′ mass (parameter sets G_I , G_{IV} ) or the η^′ → γγ decay constant g_η′_{γγ} (sets G_{II} , G_{III} ). The sets G_I , G_{IV} vary by different input for the nonstrange current quark mass, while G_{II} , G_{III} are two solutions of the same fitting procedure.

3 LbL contribution from resonance exchanges

The basic element for calculations of the hadronic LbL contribution to the muon AMM is the fourth-rank light quark hadronic vacuum polarization tensor

Π_{μνλ ρ} (q_1,q_2,q_3) = ∫ d^4x_1 ∫ d^4x_2 ∫ d^4x_3e^{i(q1x1+q2x2+q3x3)}× × ⟨ 0|T ( j_μ (x_1) j_ν (x_2) j_λ (x_3) j_ρ (0))|0 ⟩ , (12)

where j_μ (x) are light quark electromagnetic currents and |0⟩ is the QCD vacuum state.

The muon AMM can be extracted by using the projection [32]

a^{LbL}_μ = 1 48m_μ Tr ( (p̂ + m_μ )[γ^ρ ,γ^σ ](p̂ + m_μ )Π_{ρσ} (p, p) ) , where

Π_{ρσ} (p^′, p) = −ie^6

∫ d4q 1 (2π)^4

∫ d4q 2 (2π)^4 1 q^2_1q^2(q_1 + q_2 − k)^2 × × γ^μ p̂^′ − q̂_1 + m_μ (p^′ − q_1)^2 − m^2_μ γ^ν p̂ − q̂_1 − q̂_2 + m_μ (p − q_1 − q_2)^2 − m^2_μ γ^λ × × ∂ ∂ k^ρ Π_{μνλ σ} (q_1,q_2,k − q_1 − q_2), (13)

m_μ is the muon mass, k_μ = (p^′ − p)_μ and it is necessary to consider the limit k_μ → 0.

In the case of the resonance exchanges of the light hadrons in the intermediate pseudoscalar and scalar channel the LbL contribution to the muon AMM is shown in Fig. 1. The vertices containing the virtual meson with momentum p and two photons with momenta q_{1,2} and the polarization vectors ε_{1,2} (see Appendix C and Fig. 6) can be written as [15] A ( γ^∗_{(q1,ε1)}γ^∗_{(q2,ε2)} → P^∗_{(p)} ) = e^2ε^μ_1 ε^ν_2 Δ^{μν}_P (p,q_1,q_2) (14)

with

Δ^{μν}_P (p,q_1,q_2) = −iε_{μνρσ} q^ρ_1 q^σ_2 F_P ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) , (15) and A ( γ^∗_{(q1,ε1)}γ^∗_{(q2,ε2)} → S^∗_{(p)} ) = e^2ε^μ_1 ε^ν_2 Δ^{μν}_S (p,q_1,q_2) (16)

with

Δ^{μν}_S (p,q_1,q_2) = A_S ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) P^{μν}_A (q_1,q_2)+ (17) + B_S(p^2;q^2_1,q^2)P^{μν}_B (q_1,q_2),

where

P^{μν}_A (q_1,q_2) = ( g^{μν} (q_1q_2) − q^ν_1 q^μ_2 ) , P^{μν}_B (q_1,q_2) = ( q^2_1q^μ_2 − (q_1q_2)q^μ_1 )( q^2q^ν_1 − (q_1q_2)q^ν_2 ) , and p = q_1 + q_2. Note, that the scalar form factor B_S is singular in the limit when one photon is real and the virtuality of the second photon equals to the virtuality of the scalar meson p^2 → q^2_1, q^2 → 0. For convenience we also define an additional function

B^′_S(p^2;q^2_1,q^2) = B_S(p^2;q^2_1,q^2) ( (q_1q_2)^2 − q^2_1q^2 ) , (18)

which is regular in this limit. In general case, these scalar functions are combinations of the nonstrange and strange components. Details for the mixing of mesons interacting with photons are given in Appendix C. In Appendix D the local limit of the amplitude γ^∗γ^∗ → S^∗ is presented.

The polarization tensor Π^{μνλ ρ} for the exchange of meson with mass M_M is

Π^{μνλ ρ} (q_1,q_2,q_3) = (19) i Δ^{μν} (q_1 + q_2,q_1,q_2)Δ^{λ ρ} (q_1 + q_2,q_3,q_4) (q_1 + q_2)^2 − M_M^2 + + i Δ^{μρ} (q_2 + q_3,q_1,q_4)Δ^{νλ} (q_2 + q_3,q_2,q_3) (q_2 + q_3)^2 − M_M^2 + + i Δ^{μλ} (q_1 + q_3,q_1,q_3)Δ^{νρ} (q_1 + q_3,q_2,q_4) (q_1 + q_3)^2 − M_M^2 , where q_i are momenta of outgoing photons, q_4 = −(q_1 + q_2 +q_3), and one should take Δ^{μν}_P for pseudoscalar and Δ^{μν}_S for scalar mesons, respectively. Details for the pseudoscalar exchange can be found in [10] (Eqs. (3.1) and (3.3)). The low-energy expansion of the derivative of the polarization tensor Π^{μνλ ρ} for the scalar meson is given by ∂ ∂ k^ρ Π^{μνλ σ} (q_1,q_2,k − q_1 − q_2) = i Δ^{μν}_S (q_1 + q_2,q_1,q_2) (q_1 + q_2)^2 − M_M^2 ∂ ∂ k^ρ Δ^{λ σ}_S (q_1 + q_2,−q_1 − q_2,−k) + i Δ^{νλ}_S (−q_1,q_2,−q_1 − q_2)

q^2_1 − M_M^2 ∂ ∂ k^ρ Δ^{μσ}_S (−q_1,q_1,−k) (20)

+ i Δ^{μλ}_S (−q_2,q_1,−q_1 − q_2)

q^2 − M_M^2 ∂ ∂ k^ρ Δ^{νσ}_S (−q_2,q_2,−k) + O(k).

and the low-energy expansion for the derivative of Δ^{μν}_S is ∂ ∂ k^ρ Δ^{μν}_S (−q,q,k) = A_S(q^2,q^2,0) ( g^{μν} q^ρ − q^ν g^{μρ} ) + + B^′_S(q^2,q^2,0)q^ν ( q^μ q^ρ q^2 − g^{μρ} ) + O(k). (21)

As a result the numerator of the two-loop integrand for the a^{LbL}_μ contains the combination of two form-factors and is a polynomial in momenta.

At next step, the expression for LbL can be averaged [2] over directions of the muon momentum p ⟨...⟩ = 1 2π^2 ∫ dΩ (^p)... (22) After averaging the expression for the LbL contribution to the muon AMM from the light scalar meson exchange can be written in the form of integral over Euclidean momenta

a^{LbL,S}_μ = −

2α^3 3π^2 ∞∫ 0 dQ^2_1 ∞∫ 0 dQ^2 1∫ −1 dt √ 1 − t^2 1 Q^2_3 × × ∑_{S=a0,σ, f0} [ 2 N^S_1 Q^2 + M^2_S + N^S_2 Q^2_3 + M^2_S ] , (23)

N^S_1 = ∑

X=A,B^′

∑_{Y=A,B}^XS^{(Q2}^{;Q2}^{,0)Y}S^{(Q2}^{;Q2}1^{,Q2}3^{)TsXY}1^,

N^S_2 = ∑

X=A,B^′

∑_{Y=A,B}^XS^{(Q2}3^{;Q2}3^{,0)Y}S^{(Q2}3^{;Q2}1^{,Q2}^{)TsXY}2^,

where X_S, Y_S are the functions A_S, B_S, B^′_S deined in Eqs. (17), (18), Q_3 = −(Q_1 + Q_2) and capital letters are introduced for Euclidean momenta, i.e. Q^2_l = −q^2_l . One should note that Ts^{B′A}_i =^1_2 Ts^{AA}_i , Ts^{B′B}_i =^1_2 Ts^{AB}_i . The functions Ts^{XY}_i are given in Appendix E.

4 The results of model calculation

It is instructive to study the π and σ mesons contribution to the muon AMM for the SU(2) × SU(2) version of the nonlocal model. The Lagrangian of the model is given by

L_{SU2} = q̄(x)(i ^∂ − m_c)q(x) + G 2 [ J^u_S (x)J^u_S (x) + J^b_P(x)J^b_P(x) ] ,

Fig. 2 LbL contribution to the muon AMM from the neutral pion and σ exchanges as a function of the dynamical quark mass. Bunch of three lower lines correspond to the σ contribution, the π^0 contribution is in the middle, and the upper lines are the combined contribution. The band along the thick line between dashed and dotted lines corresponds to the error interval for the pion two-photon width. Vertical thin dashed lines denote the interval of dynamical quark masses used for the estimate of the error band for a^{LbL}_μ .

where the corresponding flavor matrices are λ_u = ( √ 2λ_0 + λ_8)/ √ 3 = diag(1,1,0) and b = 1,2,3. In this case the model has three parameters: the current quark mass m_{c,u}, the dynamical quark mass m_{d,u} and the nonlocality parameter Λ. In order to understand the stability of the model predictions with respect to changes of the model parameters one may vary one parameter in rather wide physically acceptable interval, while fix other parameters by using as input the pion mass and the two-photon decay constant of the neutral pion. Thus, we take the values of the dynamical quark mass in the typical interval of model values 200–350 MeV and other parameters are fitted by the above physical observables within the error range given in [31].

The results are shown in Fig. 2. We see that the contribution of the σ meson is small, positive and has very small minimum value around the value of 300 MeV for the dynamical mass. It is interesting to note that the total result for the pion and σ meson contributions is rather stable to variation of the dynamical mass in the tested interval. Our estimates for the π^0 and the sum of π^0 and σ contributions (here and below in 10^{−10}) are

a^{LbL,π0} μ = 5.01 ± 0.37, a^{LbL,π0+σ}_μ = 5.40 ± 0.33. (24)

In the SU(3) model, for the central values of η and η^′ contributions we use the averages over different parameterizations [17]. The error bar for η^′ is taken as a maximal deviation from the central value. The deviation of the η contribution from the central value seems accidentally small, so we use the factor 60% of the error value for η^′ as an estimate of the error bar for the η contribution. Our estimate for the

set π^0 η η^′ η + η^′ PS a_0(980) σ f_0(980) S π^0 + σ PS+S G_I 5.05 0.55 0.27 0.82 5.87 0.0064 0.100 0.0035 0.110 5.15 5.98 G_{II} 5.05 0.59 0.48 1.08 6.13 0.0079 0.100 0.0038 0.110 5.15 6.24 G_{III} 5.05 0.53 0.18 0.71 5.76 0.0058 0.100 0.0034 0.109 5.15 5.87 G_{IV} 5.10 0.49 0.25 0.74 5.84 0.0060 0.115 0.0038 0.126 5.25 5.97

Table 1 The contribution of scalar and pseudoscalar mesons to the muon AMM a^{LbL}_μ for different sets of model parameters [30]. All numbers are given in 10^{−10}.

η and η^′ contributions is

a^{LbL,η}_μ = 0.54 ± 0.32, a^{LbL,η′}_μ = 0.30 ± 0.18. (25)

Finally, we estimate the combined contribution from the a_0(980) and f_0(980) mesons as

a^{LbL,a0+f0} μ ≈ 0.01, (26)

and add it to the total result.

5 Comparison with other models

It should be mentioned that there are estimates of the scalar meson exchange contributions to the muon AMM in different versions of the local NJL model. In [14] the combined scalar contribution was estimated as

a^{LbL,S}_μ = −(0.68 ± 0.2) · 10^{−10}, (27)

whereas [15] gives the estimates for σ and a_0 contributions as a^{LbL,σ}_μ = (1.167 ± 0.238) · 10^{−10},

a^{LbL,a0} μ = (0.062 ± 0.024) · 10^{−10}. (28)

One can see that our results (Table 1) are smaller in absolute values than other estimates.

Note, that in estimations (27) and (28) there is an ambiguity in the sign for the scalar meson exchange contributions. In [33] the analytical expressions for the pion and σmeson contributions^4 was obtained with the meson transition form factors taken from the simple vector meson dominance (VMD) model parameterized by the ρ-meson mass M_ρ . These expressions are given as an expansion in small parameters chosen in accordance with the mass scale hierarchy (M^2_M −m^2_μ ) ≪ m^2_μ ≪ M^2_ρ . We reproduce numerically the coefficients of these expansions for the pseudoscalar meson contribution (Eqs.(8) and (10) of [33])^5 by using our code

4For the pion exchange contribution, the coefficient of the leading, log^2(M_ρ /m_μ ), term in (m_μ /M_ρ )^2 expansion was found in [34]. 5Namely, varying the mass parameter values for the ρ-meson, muon and difference between the pion and muon masses squared, one can extract different terms of the expansions given in [33].

for numerical calculations of a_μ and substituting the VMD transition form factors instead of NχQM ones

A_S ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) = F^{V MD}_M ( q^2_1,q^2 ) , B_S ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) = 0.

However, for the σ-meson contribution by using the same VMD model as in [33], we reproduce numerically the coefficients of the expansion in Eq. (11) of [33] up to the overall sign. Thus we conclude (as in [15]) that the scalar meson contribution to the muon AMM for the VMD model has a positive sign in variance with the result of [33].

For additional check of computer code correctness, as suggested in [33], one can calculate the contribution to the muon AMM from the vacuum polarization processes, a^{HVP,Mγ}_μ , where the virtual photon splits to the meson M and the real photon γ. As argued in [33] these contributions have to be positive, since they are related by dispersion relations to the cross sections σ(e^+e^− → Mγ). Our numerical results for the VMD model and a set of parameters used in [33] (for M_σ = M_π ) are

a^{LbL,π0}

μ,VMD = +5.64 · 10

−10, (29)

a^{LbL,σ}_{μ,VMD} = +4.76 · 10^{−10}, (30)

a^{HVP,π0γ}

μ,VMD = +0.368 · 10

−10, (31) a^{HVP,σγ} μ,VMD = +0.265 · 10

−10. (32)

Our numerical results for the pion exchange contributions, (29) and (31), agree with the results given in Eqs. (2) and (10) of [33].

In order to study the transition from the nonlocal model to the local one, we consider^6 the nonlocal SU(2) × SU(2) model with Pauli–Villars regularization parameterized by

1. parameter of nonlocality Λ, 2. parameter of quark loop regularization Λ_q.

The local model corresponds to the limit

Λ → ∞ , Λ_q = Λ^{fit}_q , (33)

while the nonlocal model without regularization can be obtained by setting

Λ = Λ^{fit} , Λ_q → ∞ . (34)

6Similar consideration was used in [25] for the investigation of 1/N_c corrections.

Fig. 3 LbL contribution to the muon AMM from the neutral pion and σ exchanges in nonlocal model with additional regularization. Zero x corresponds to a local NJL model while x equal 1 is the nonlocal model without regularization.

For definiteness, let us compare^7 the local model^8 [35, 36] with the nonlocal one^9 [37]. The values of the quark condensate in the local and the nonlocal models coincide numerically within less than 0.5 % deviation.

The result is presented in Fig. 3, where we introduce the parameter of nonlocality x. Zero of x corresponds to the local NJL model, while the nonlocal model is reproduced for x equal to one. For each x point in between zero and one the regularization parameter behaves as Λ_q = Λ^{NJL}_q /(1 − x), the dynamical quark mass scales linearly and the current quark mass and Λ are refitted in order to reproduce the mass of the neutral pion and linearly scaled quark condensate.

One can see that the pion contribution to the muon AMM increases from 5.3·10^{−10} in the NχQM model to 8.5·10^{−10} in the local NJL model. More dramatic situation takes place for the σ-meson contribution. The contribution in the local limit is ten times larger than in the nonlocal model (2.2 · 10^{−10} instead of 0.22 · 10^{−10}). The values obtained in the local limit are of the same order as numbers quoted in [15].

6 Conclusions

We found that within the NχQM the pseudoscalar meson contributions to muon AMM are systematically lower then the results obtained in the other works (see discussion in [17]). The full kinematic dependence of the vertices on the pion virtuality diminishes the result by about 20-30% as compared to the case where this dependence is neglected. For η and η^′ mesons the results are reduced by factor about 3 in comparison with the results obtained in other models

7We rescale current quark masses in order to reproduce mass of neutral pion instead of charged one.

8m^{NJL}_{c,u} = 5.69 MeV, m^{NJL}_{d,u} = 253.9 MeV, Λ^{NJL}_q = 800 MeV. 9m^{NχQM} c,u = 5.45 MeV, m^{NχQM}_{d,u} = 255.8 MeV, Λ^{NχQM} = 902.4 MeV.

where the kinematic dependence was neglected (see details in [17]). The total contribution of pseudoscalar exchanges

a^{LbL,PS} μ = (5.85 ± 0.87) · 10^{−10} (35)

is approximately by factor 1.5 less than the most of previous estimates.

The scalar mesons contribution is positive and partially cancels model dependence of the pseudoscalar contribution. The combined value for the scalar–pseudoscalar contribution is estimated as

a^{LbL,PS+S} μ = (6.25 ± 0.83) · 10^{−10}. (36)

It is well known that the hadronic LbL contribution to the muon AMM calculated in the effective approaches have model dependent features. However, there are few constraints following from QCD and need to be satisfied in any acceptable model calculations. One result was obtained by Melnikov and Vainshtein [11] (see also for discussions [38]) for the high photon momentum behavior of the total LbL amplitude. The consistency of the NχQM with the Melnikov- Vainshtein constraints was carefully analyzed in our previous works [16, 17]. It is based on the fact that in the high photon momentum limit the dynamical nonperturbative dressing effects containing in the quark box diagram becomes vanishing and this diagram produces short range behavior characteristic for the perturbative QCD regime. At the same time the LbL contributions containing the meson exchanges are responsible for the long distance dynamics and are suppressed in the high photon momentum limit.

Another important constraint concerns the low photon momentum limit of the LbL contribution with intermediate pion exchange. In [34] (see also for discussions [38]) the coefficient of the leading logarithm of ultraviolet regulator, log^2 Λ, arising in this contribution was computed in the chiral limit in the leading in 1/N_c approximation. In [34] there was also discussed the correspondence between this result and the model calculations given in [10]. They found that for the case of the vector meson dominance form factor and in the limit M_V → ∞ the logarithmic coefficient numerically agrees with chiral perturbative theory result. We have checked this statement by performing the chiral expansion of the polarization operators as well as triangle diagram functions. Then, one can indeed reproduce the correct coefficients in front of log^2 Λ terms in the limit as the ultraviolet regulator Λ goes to infinity.

Finally, the important point for the model calculations is the total contribution from all leading diagrams. This is because the different models may redistribute partial contributions differently. In the present work we show that the contribution of the scalar mesons being relatively small leads to stabilization of the total pseudoscalar and scalar contribution with respect to variation of the model parameters. The next step is the calculation of the dynamical quark and pion loops contribution which is now in progress.

We thank M. Buballa, Yu. M. Bystritskiy, C. Fischer, N. I. Kochelev, E. A. Kuraev, V. P. Lomov, B.-J. Schaefer, and R. Williams for critical remarks and illuminating discussions. A.E.D. and A.E.R. are grateful for the hospitality during visits at the TU Darmstadt.

This work is supported in part by the Heisenberg-Landau program (JINR), the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (projects No. 10-02-00368 and No. 11-02-00112), the Federal Target Program Research and Training Specialists in Innovative Russia 2009-2013 (16. 740.11.0154, 14.B37.21.0910).

Appendix A: Four-quark coupling constants, polarization operators and mixing angles

The elements of G_{ch}-matrices take the form

G_{00} = G ± H 3 (2S_u + S_s), G_{88} = G ∓ H 6 (4S_u − S_s),

G_{08} = G_{80} = ∓ √ 2 6 H(S_u − S_s), G_{33} = G ∓ H 2 S_s, (A.1)

where the upper sign corresponds to the scalar channel, while the lower sign corresponds to the pseudoscalar channel. For the pion, G_π equals to G_{33} of the pseudoscalar interaction, and, for the a_0-meson, G_{a0} equals to G_{33} of the scalar interaction.

The elements of Π_{ch}(P^2)-matrix for the scalar and pseudoscalar mesons are diagonal in the quark-flavor basis, and in the singlet-triplet-octet basis they are given by

Π_{00}(P^2) = 1 3 (2Π_{uu}(P^2) + Π_{ss}(P^2)),

Π_{88}(P^2) = 1 3 (Π_{uu}(P^2) + 2Π_{ss}(P^2)), (A.2)

Π_{08}(P^2) = Π_{80}(P^2) = √ 2 3 (Π_{uu}(P^2) − Π_{ss}(P^2)),

Π_{33}(P^2) = Π_{uu}(P^2),

where the difference between the scalar and pseudoscalar channels is in the polarization operators

Π_{i j}(P^2) =8N_c

∫ d4 EK (2π)^4 f^2(K^2_+) f^2(K^2_−) D_i(K^2_+)D_j(K^2_−) × × [ (K_+ · K_−) ∓ m_i(K^2_+)m_j(K^2_−) ] , (A.3)

where K_± = K ± P/2. Similarly to Eq. (A.1), the upper sign corresponds to the scalar channel and the lower sign corresponds to the pseudoscalar channel, Π_{a0} equals to Π_{33} for the scalar channel and Π_π equals to Π_{33} the pseudoscalar channel. The unrenormalized mesonic propagators for the scalar mesons are

D^{−1}_{a0} (P^2) = −G^{−1}_{a0} + Π_{a0} (P^2),

D^{−1}_{σ, f0} (P^2) = 1 2 [ (A +C) ± √ (A −C)^2 + 4B^2 ] , A = −G_{88}/det(G_{ch}) + Π_{00}(P^2), (A.4) B = +G_{08}/det(G_{ch}) + Π_{08}(P^2), C = −G_{00}/det(G_{ch}) + Π_{88}(P^2), det(G_{ch}) = G_{00}G_{88} − G^2_{08}.

The mixing angle depends on the meson virtuality

θ_S(P^2) = 1 2 arctan [ 2B A −C ] − π 2 Θ (A −C). (A.5)

Expressions for the unrenormalized propagators for the pseudoscalar mesons are similar to the scalar meson propagators, Eqs. (A.4), (A.5), with replacements a_0 → π, σ → η, f_0 → η^′ and θ_S → θ_P.

Appendix B: Feynman rules for nonlocal vertices

(a) (b)

Fig. 4 Vertices Γ^μ_{p2,p1} , Eq. (B.6), Γ^{M;μ}_{p2,p1,q}, Eq. (B.8), with one photon.

The total vertex of photon interaction with quark-antiquark pair (Fig. 4a) contains local and nonlocal parts

Γ^μ_{p2,p1} = T^a(γ_μ − (p_1 + p_2)_μ m^{(1)}(p_1, p_2)), (B.6)

where T^a ≡ Q and m^{(1)}(p_1, p_2) is the first order finite-difference of the dynamical quark mass

m^{(1)}(p_1, p_2) = m_i(p^2_1) − m_i(p^2) p^2_1 − p^2

. (B.7)

The contact interaction vertex of meson, photon and quarkantiquark pair (Fig.4b) is purely nonlocal and takes the form

Γ^{M;μ}_{p2,p1,q} = − g_M(k) ( f^{(1)}(p_1, p_1 + q) f (p_2)(2p_1 + q)_μ T^aΓ^b_M+

+f^{(1)}(p_2, p_2 − q) f (p_1)(2p_2 − q)_μΓ^b_MT^a ) . (B.8)

(a) (b)

Fig. 5 Vertices Γ^{μ,ν}_{p2,p1,q1,q2} , Eq. (B.11), and Γ^{M;μ,ν}_{p2,p1,q1,q2} , Eq. (B.12), with two photons.

In order to express the vertices with two external photons we introduce the following functions

G^a_μ (k,q) = iT^a (2k + q)_μ f^{(1)}(k,k + q),

G^{ab}_{μν} ( k,q,q^′,k^′ ) = − f ( k^′ ){ T^aT^b [ g_{μν} f^{(1)}(k,k + q + q^′)+ + [ 2 ( k + q^′ ) + q ] μ ( 2k + q^′ ) ν f^{(2)} ( k,k + q^′,k + q + q^′ )] + + [ (q,a, μ) ←→ ( q^′,b,ν )]} , (B.9)

where f^{(2)} (k_1,k_2,k_3) is the second order finite-difference

f^{(2)} (k_1,k_2,k_3) = f^{(1)}(k_1,k_3) − f^{(1)}(k_1,k_2) k^2_3 − k^2

. (B.10)

With this notation, the vertex of two-photon interaction with quark-antiquark pair (Fig.5a) is

Γ^{μ,ν}_{p2,p1,q1,q2} = m_d { G^{ab}_{μν} (p_1,q_1,q_2, p_2)+

+ G^{ab}_{μν} (p_2 − q_1 − q_2,q_1,q_2, p_1)+ (B.11)

+G^a_μ (p_1,q_1) G^b_ν (p_2 − q_2,q_2) + G^a_μ (p_2 − q_1,q_1)G^b_ν (p_1,q_2) } , and the interaction vertex for two photons, meson and quarkantiquark pair (Fig.5b) becomes

Γ^{M;μ,ν}_{p2,p1,q1,q2} = − g_M(k) { G^{ab}_{μν} (p_1,q_1,q_2, p_2)Γ^c_M+

+ Γ^c_MG^{ab}_{μν} (p_2 − q_1 − q_2,q_1,q_2, p_1)

+G^a_μ (p_1,q_1)Γ^c_MG^b_ν (p_2 − q_2,q_2) (B.12)

+ G^a_μ (p_2 − q_1,q_1)Γ^c_MG^b_ν (p_1,q_2) } .

Appendix C: Amplitude with meson and two photons

The photon-meson transition amplitude is a sum of diagrams shown in Fig. 6, where all particles are virtual. For the scalar meson it takes the form

A(γ^∗_1 γ^∗_2 → M^∗) = e^2ε^μ_1 ε^ν_2 Δ^{μν} (p,q_1,q_2),

Δ^{μν} (p,q_1,q_2) = −iN_c

∫ d4k

(2π)^4

(C.13)

× Tr ( 2Γ^M_{k2,k1} S(k_1)Γ^μ_{k1,k3} S(k_3)Γ^ν_{k3,k2} S(k_2)

+ Γ^{M;μ}_{k2,k3,q1} S(k_3)Γ^ν_{k3,k2} S(k_2) + Γ^{M;ν}_{k3,k1,q2} S(k_1)Γ^μ_{k1,k3} S(k_3)

+ Γ^M_{k2,k1} S(k_1)Γ^{μ,ν}_{k1,k2,q1,q2} + Γ^{M;μ,ν}_{k3,k3,q1,q2} S(k_3) ) , where the symbols are the photon momenta q_{1,2}, the photon polarization vectors ε_{1,2}, the meson momentum p = q_1 +q_2, and the quark momenta k_{1,2,3} (k_1 = k + q_1, k_2 = k − q_2, k_3 = k). The first term in parentheses corresponds to the quark triangle diagrams^{10} (Fig. 6b and crossed term Fig. 6c) and next terms corresponds to the diagrams in Figs. 6d-g with effective nonlocal vertices defined in (B.8), (B.11), (B.12).

For different scalar meson states one has the following combinations of nonstrange and strange components

Δ^{μν}_{a0} (p,q_1,q_2) = g_{a0} (p^2)δ^{μν}_u ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) , Δ^{μν}_σ (p,q_1,q_2) = g_σ (p^2) 3 √ 3 × × [ ( 5δ^{μν}_u ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) − 2δ^{μν}_s ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 )) cosθ_S(p^2)− − √ 2 ( 5δ^{μν}_u ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) + δ^{μν}_s ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 )) sinθ_S(p^2) ] , Δ^{μν}_{f0} (p,q_1,q_2) = g_{f0} (p^2) 3 √ 3 × (C.14) × [ ( 5δ^{μν}_u ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) − 2δ^{μν}_s ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 )) sinθ_S(p^2)+ + √ 2 ( 5δ^{μν}_u ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) + δ^{μν}_s ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 )) cosθ_S(p^2) ] . One can easily see from Eqs. (17), (18) that the mixing for the form-factors A_S, B_S, B^′_S from the components A_u, B_u, B^′_u and A_s, B_s, B^′_s is similar. One should project A_i and B_i (i = u,s) from loops of nonstrange and strange quarks

A_i ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) = δ^{μν}_i ( p^2,q^2_1,q^2 ) 2(q_1 · q_2) [ g^{μν} − (q_1 · q_2) q^ν_1 q^μ_2 (q_1 · q_2)^2 − q^2_1q^2 ] , B_i ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) = − δ^{μν}_i ( p^2,q^2_1,q^2 ) 2(q_1 · q_2) ( (q_1 · q_2)^2 − q^2_1q^2 ) × × [ g^{μν} − 3

(q_1 · q_2) q^ν_1 q^μ_2 (q_1 · q_2)^2 − q^2_1q^2 ] , (C.15)

where δ^{μν}_i ( p^2,q^2_1,q^2 ) = − 2i

∫ d4k

(2π)^4 [ J^{μν}_{bc} + J^{μν}_{de} + J^{μν}_f + J^{μν}_g ] , 10In the case of pseudoscalar mesons, the diagrams in Fig. 6d-g give a zero contribution due to chirality considerations.

= + + + + +

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

Fig. 6 The diagrams for the photon-meson transition.

and different terms in brackets, J^{μν} , correspond to the diagrams shown in Figs. 6, with lower indices being the symbol of the figure.

Below for simplicity, a momentum is denoted as a lower index and a quark flavor index i is omitted

f_n ≡ f (k^2_n), m_n ≡ m_i(k^2_n), D_n ≡ D_i(k^2_n), f^{(1)}_{nm} ≡ f^{(1)}(k_n,k_m),

m^{(1)}_{ln} ≡ m^{(1)}(k_n,k_m), f^{(2)}_{nml} ≡ f^{(2)} (k_n,k_m,k_l ).

Then, one has

J^{μν}_{bc} = f_1 f_2 D_1D_2D_3 [ V^{μν}_1 + m^{(1)}_{23} m^{(1)}_{13} (k_2 + k_3)^ν (k_1 + k_3)^μV_4−

− m^{(1)}_{23} (k_2 + k_3)^νV^μ_2 − m^{(1)}_{13} (k_1 + k_3)^μV^ν_3 ] , (C.16)

where

V^{μν}_1 = m_1 [ k^ν_2 k^μ_3 + k^μ_2 k^ν_3 ] + m_3 [ k^ν_2 k^μ_1 − k^μ_2 k^ν_1 ] + + m_2 [ k^ν_3 k^μ_1 + k^μ_3 k^ν_1 ] + g^{μν} [m_1m_3m_2 − m_1(k_2k_3)+ + m_3(k_2k_1) − m_2(k_3k_1)], V^μ_2 = k^μ_1 [m_2m_3 + (k_2k_3)] + k^μ_2 [m_1m_3 − (k_1k_3)]+ + k^μ_3 [m_1m_2 + (k_1k_2)] , V^ν_3 = k^ν_1 [m_2m_3 − (k_2k_3)] + k^ν_2 [m_1m_3 + (k_1k_3)]+ + k^ν_3 [m_1m_2 + (k_1k_2)], V_4 = m_1m_2m_3 + m_1(k_2k_3) + m_3(k_1k_2) + m_2(k_1k_3), and J^{μν}_{de} = f_2 D_2D_3 f^{(1)}_{13} (k_1 + k_3)^μ × × ( m_2k^ν_3 + m_3k^ν_2 − m^{(1)}_{32} (k_2 + k_3)^ν ((k_3k_2) + m_3m_2) ) + + f_1 D_1D_3 f^{(1)}_{23} (k_2 + k_3)^ν × (C.17) × ( m_3k^μ_1 + m_1k^μ_3 − m^{(1)}_{13} (k_1 + k_3)^μ ((k_3k_1) + m_3m_1) ) ,

J^{μν}_f = f_1 f_2 D_1D_2

((k_1k_2) + m_1m_2)m_d [ ( f_1 + f_2)g^{μν} f^{(1)}_{12} +

+ (k_1 + k_3)^μ (k_2 + k_3)^ν ( ( f_1 + f_2)(f^{(2)}_{231} + f^{(2)}_{132}) − f^{(1)}_{13} f^{(1)}_{23} )] ,

J^{μν}_g = − f_2m_2 D_2

[g^{μν} f^{(1)}_{12} + (k_1 + k_3)^μ (k_2 + k_3)^ν f^{(2)}_{231}]− − f_1m_1 D_1

[g^{μν} f^{(1)}_{12} + (k_2 + k_3)^ν (k_1 + k_3)^μ f^{(2)}_{132}]+ + f_3m_3 D_3 f^{(1)}_{13} f^{(1)}_{23} (2k_1 + k_3)^μ (2k_2 + k_3)^ν .

Analytical expressions for the form factors A_i ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) and B^′_i ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) in the case of special kinematics^{11}, when one photon is real, q^2_1 = 0, and the virtuality of second photon is equal to the virtuality of meson p^2 = q^2, can be obtained by expanding the quark-loop expressions, Eqs. (C.15), (C.16), (C.17), in q^2_1. The resulting expressions contain derivatives of the nonlocal function f (k^2) up to third order. These expressions are rather cumbersome and not presented here. Alternatively, one can calculate the form factors for small but nonzero q^2_1 and then take the limit numerically.

Appendix D: Local limit of γ^∗γ^∗ → S^∗ amplitude

In the local model with constituent quark masses m_i ,the triangle quark-loop diagrams, depicted in Figs. 6b-c, reduce to the following expression

δ^{μν}_{loc;i} ( p^2,q^2_1,q^2 ) = m_ig^{μν} I_g(m^2_i ) + A_{loc;i} ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) × × P^{μν}_A (q_1,q_2) + B_{loc;i}(p^2;q^2_1,q^2)P^{μν}_B (q_1,q_2), (D.18)

where I_g(m^2_i ) is a gauge non-invariant term (constant)

I_g(m^2_i ) = 1 2π^2 1∫ 0 dx_1

1−x_1∫

0 dx_2 m^2_i − X m^2_i − X = 1 4π^2

, (D.19)

X = x_1(1 − x_1 − x_2)q^2 + x_2(1 − x_1 − x_2)q^2_1 + x_1x_2 p^2,

which should be eliminated by suitable regularization, e.g., the Pauli-Villars regularization I_g(m^2_i ) − I_g(Λ^2_{PV}) = 0, and

11B_i ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) is divergent in this kinematic.

the form factors read

A_{loc;i} ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) = m_i 4(q_1q_2)π^2 1∫ 0 dx_1

1−x_1∫

0 dx_2×

× 4X − p^2 + q^2(1 − 2x_1) + q^2_1(1 − 2x_2) m^2_i − X

, (D.20)

B_{loc;i} ( p^2;q^2_1,q^2 ) = m_i (q_1q_2)π^2 1∫ 0 dx_1

1−x_1∫

0 dx_2 x_2(1 − 2x_2) q^2(m^2_i − X) . Note that, if one takes the local limit of the nonlocal expression Eq. (C.15) by setting Λ → ∞, the contribution of nonlocal diagrams completely cancel a gauge noninvariant term.

For special kinematics considered above, the form-factors become (x̄ = 1 − x)

A_{loc;i} ( p^2; p^2,0 ) = − m_i 12π^2 1∫ 0 dx 2m^2_i − p^2x̄x(1 + 4xx̄) (m^2_i − xx̄p^2)^2 ,

B^′_{loc;i} ( p^2; p^2,0 ) = − m_i 6π^2 ∫ 1 0 dx 1 − 6xx̄ m^2_i − p^2xx̄

. (D.21)

Appendix E: Tensor structures for LbL amplitude

Functions averaged over muon momenta can be represented as Ts^{XY}_i = 6 ∑_{j=1}^{⟨A⟩} j^{ZXY}i, j^{, (E.22)}

where ⟨A⟩_j are the averages of scalar products with muon momentum in the numerator and muon propagators in the denominator (D_1 = (P + Q_1)^2 + m^2_μ , D_2 = (P − Q_2)^2 + m^2_μ )

⟨A⟩_1 = ⟨ 1 D_1 ⟩ = R_1 − 1 2m^2_μ

, ⟨A⟩_2 = ⟨ 1 D_2 ⟩ = R_2 − 1 2m^2_μ , ⟨A⟩_3 = ⟨ PQ_2 D_1 ⟩ = (Q_1Q_2)

(1 − R_1)^2 8m^2_μ , ⟨A⟩_4 = ⟨ PQ_1 D_2 ⟩ = −(Q_1Q_2)

(1 − R_2)^2 8m^2_μ

, (E.23)

⟨A⟩_5 = ⟨ 1 D_1D_2 ⟩ = 1 M^2_μ |Q_1| |Q_2| x arctan [ zx 1 − zt ] , ⟨A⟩_6 = ⟨1⟩ = 1,

m_μ is the muon mass ( P^2 = −m^2_μ ) and

t = (Q_1Q_2) |Q_1||Q_2|

, x = √ 1 − t^2 , R_i = √ 1 + 4m^2_μ Q^2_i , z = Q_1Q_2 4m^2_μ

(1 − R_1) (1 − R_2). (E.24)

Z^{XY}_{i, j} are polynomials in photon momenta

Z^{AA}_{1,1} = (Q_1Q_2)(Q^2_1 + (Q_1Q_2)), Z^{AA}_{1,2} = Q^2

3Q^2_1 + Q^2 + Q^2_3 4 , Z^{AA}_{1,3} = −Q^2_1, Z^{AA}_{1,4} = Q^2, Z^{AA}_{1,6} =

(Q_1Q_2) − Q^2 2 , Z^{AA}_{1,5} = Q^2(2m^2_μ − Q^2_1 − (Q_1Q_2))(Q^2_1 + (Q_1Q_2)), (E.25)

Z^{AA}_{2,1} =

Q^2_1(Q^2_1 − 2Q^2_3) 2 , Z^{AA}_{2,2} =

Q^2(Q^2 − 2Q^2_3) 2 , Z^{AA}_{2,3} = −Q^2_1, Z^{AA}_{2,4} = Q^2, Z^{AA}_{2,6} = Q^2_3 −

Q^2_1 + Q^2 2 , Z^{AA}_{2,5} = Q^2_3(Q^2_1Q^2 − 2m^2_μ (Q_1Q_2)),

Z^{AB}_{1,1} = −Q^2_1Q^2((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2_1)

Q^2_3 − Q^2_1 2 , Z^{AB}_{1,2} = −Q^2

(Q_1Q_2)^2(Q^2 + (Q_1Q_2)) + Q^2_1Q^2Q^2_3 2 , Z^{AB}_{1,3} = −Q^2_1(Q_1Q_2)((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2), Z^{AB}_{1,4} = Q^2(Q_1Q_2)((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2), (E.26)

Z^{AB}_{1,5} = Q^2_1Q^4_2Q^2_3

(Q_1Q_2) + Q^2_1 2 , Z^{AB}_{1,6} = ((Q_1Q_2)^2 + Q^2_1Q^2)

(Q_1Q_2) + Q^2 2 ,

Z^{AB}_{2,1} =

Q^2_1 2 ( Q^2(Q^4_1 + (Q_1Q_2)(Q^2_3 − Q^2_1))+

+ Q^2_1((Q_1Q_2)((Q_1Q_2) + 5Q^2) + 2Q^4_2) ) , Z^{AB}_{2,2} =

Q^2 2 ( Q^2_1(Q^4_2 + (Q_1Q_2)(Q^2_3 − Q^2))+

+ Q^2((Q_1Q_2)((Q_1Q_2) + 5Q^2_1) + 2Q^4_1) ) , Z^{AB}_{2,3} = Q^2_1((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2_1)((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2), (E.27) Z^{AB}_{2,4} = −Q^2((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2_1)((Q_1Q_2) + Q^2),

Z^{AB}_{2,5} = −Q^2_1Q^2Q^2_3

(Q_1Q_2)(Q^2 + Q^2_1) + 2Q^2_1Q^2 2 , Z^{AB}_{2,6} =

(Q^2_1Q^2 − (Q_1Q_2)^2)(Q^2 + Q^2_1) 2 − Q^2_1Q^2Q^2_3.

References

1. G.W. Bennett, et al., Phys. Rev. D73, 072003 (2006). 2. F. Jegerlehner, A. Nyffeler, Phys. Rept. 477, 1 (2009). 3. M. Davier, A. Hoecker, B. Malaescu, Z. Zhang, Eur.

Phys. J. C71, 1515 (2011).

4. F. Jegerlehner, R. Szafron, Eur. Phys. J. C71, 1632 (2011).

5. E. de Rafael, Phys.Lett. B322, 239 (1994). 6. M. Hayakawa, T. Kinoshita, A. Sanda, Phys. Rev. Lett.

75, 790 (1995).

7. J. Bijnens, E. Pallante, J. Prades, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1447 (1995).

8. M. Hayakawa, T. Kinoshita, Phys. Rev. D57, 465 (1998).

9. A. A. Pivovarov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 66, 902 (2003) [Yad. Fiz. 66, 934 (2003)].

10. M. Knecht, A. Nyffeler, Phys. Rev. D65, 073034 (2002).

11. K. Melnikov, A. Vainshtein, Phys. Rev. D70, 113006 (2004).

12. A. Nyffeler, Phys. Rev. D79, 073012 (2009). 13. L. Cappiello, O. Cata, G. D’Ambrosio, Phys. Rev. D83, 093006 (2011).

14. J. Bijnens, E. Pallante, J. Prades, Nucl. Phys. B474, 379 (1996).

15. E. Bartos, A.Z. Dubnickova, S. Dubnicka, E.A. Kuraev, E. Zemlyanaya, Nucl. Phys. B632, 330 (2002).

16. A.E. Dorokhov, W. Broniowski, Phys. Rev. D78, 073011 (2008).

17. A. Dorokhov, A. Radzhabov, A. Zhevlakov, Eur. Phys.

J. C71, 1702 (2011).

18. C.S. Fischer, T. Goecke, R. Williams, Eur. Phys. J. A47, 28 (2011).

19. T. Goecke, C.S. Fischer, R. Williams, Phys. Rev. D83, 094006 (2011).

20. D.K. Hong, D. Kim, Phys. Lett. B680, 480 (2009). 21. I. V. Anikin, A. E. Dorokhov and L. Tomio, Phys. Part.

Nucl. 31, 509 (2000) [Fiz. Elem. Chast. Atom. Yadra 31, 1023 (2000)].

22. A. E. Dorokhov and W. Broniowski, Eur. Phys. J. C 32, 79 (2003).

23. A. E. Radzhabov and M. K. Volkov, Eur. Phys. J. A 19, 139 (2004).

24. A. E. Radzhabov and M. K. Volkov, Phys. Part. Nucl.

Lett. 1, 1 (2004).

25. A. E. Radzhabov, D. Blaschke, M. Buballa and M. K. Volkov, Phys. Rev. D 83, 116004 (2011).

26. M. Kobayashi and T. Maskawa, Prog. Theor. Phys. 44 (1970) 1422.

27. G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rev. D 14 (1976) 3432 [Erratum-ibid.

D 18 (1978) 2199].

28. N.N. Achasov, A.V. Kiselev, Phys. Rev. D83, 054008 (2011).

29. J. Terning, Phys. Rev. D44, 887 (1991).

30. A. Scarpettini, D. Gomez Dumm, N.N. Scoccola, Phys.

Rev. D69, 114018 (2004).

31. K. Nakamura, et al., J. Phys. G37, 075021 (2010). 32. S. J. Brodsky and E. de Rafael, Phys. Rev. 168, 1620 (1968).

33. I. R. Blokland, A. Czarnecki and K. Melnikov, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 88, 071803 (2002).

34. M. Knecht, A. Nyffeler, M. Perrottet and E. de Rafael, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 071802 (2002).

35. M. Oertel, M. Buballa and J. Wambach, Phys. Lett. B 477, 77 (2000).

36. M. Oertel, M. Buballa and J. Wambach, Phys. Atom.

Nucl. 64, 698 (2001).

37. D. Blaschke, M. Buballa, A. E. Radzhabov and M. K. Volkov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 71, 1981 (2008).

38. J. Prades, E. de Rafael and A. Vainshtein, Lepton Dipole Moments (Advanced series on directions in high energy physics 20) 303 World Scientific (2009) [arXiv:0901.0306 [hep-ph]].