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FIG. 2 (color online). The low-momentum region of the
oscillatory susceptibilities as measured on the 243 x 32 configu-
rations at # = 3.45. The curves correspond to polynomial- and
Padé-type extrapolations of 2y, to p = 0. The direct determi-
nation y is shifted horizontally to the left for better visibility.
Also included are results obtained using random wall sources,
displaced horizontally to the right.
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FIG. 6 (color online). Statistical error of the total (connected
plus disconnected) TI(p? = 0.03 GeV?) as a function of the
number of inversions. Compared are the results obtained from
oscillatory susceptibilities, using point sources and random wall
sources. In addition, the error of the connected oscillatory
susceptibility alone is shown. Note the logarithmic scale.
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FIG. 7 (color online). Disconnected contribution to IT(p?) as a
function of p? for our five lattice spacings.
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FIG. 8 (color online). The statistical error of the vacuum
polarization at low momenta around p? = 0.03 GeV? for several
lattice studies in the literature and for the present work (shaded
area). Open points denote the error of the unsubtracted I1(p?),
while full symbols indicate that of the renormalized Ilg(p?).
Studies involving only the connected contribution are indicated
in yellow, while those also taking into account the discon-
nected terms are indicated in blue. The determination using
the experimental R ratio is also included for comparison (solid
green point).
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