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Results’2 (intermediate distance)

4aμ,04−10 = 235.94(29)(62)[70] × 10−10
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Overall 40% error reduction since BMW’2020 5
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BMW: 2020→2024



 What is improved

• Continuum extrapolation: a = 0.064fm → 0.048fm

• Increased statistics
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• Continuum extrapolation: a = 0.064fm → 0.048fm

• Increased statistics

• Scale: high precision  data MΩ → w0

• Analysis

• Tail from data-driven approach
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 What is improved

• Continuum extrapolation: a = 0.064fm → 0.048fm

• Increased statistics

• Scale: high precision  data MΩ → w0

• Analysis

• Tail from data-driven approach

• Finite size effects
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Analysis
More on windows
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• Data-driven approach
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Intermediate distance 04-10 window
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Strategy for light and disconnected part
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Input from data-driven analysis

a28−∞
μ = 27.59(17)(9)[26]
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Concluding remarks

• HVP contribution to muon g-2:


• 4.6 ‰ precision


•  difference w/experiment


•  higher then WP’20


• ID window:


• Agrees within all collaborations


• Strong tension with data-driven results
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