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Abstract. Perturbative solutions for unpolarized QED parton distribution and
fragmentation functions are presented explicitly in the next-to-leading logarithmic
approximation. The scheme of iterative solution of QED evolution equations is
described in detail. Terms up to O(a®L?) are calculated analytically, where L =
In(u% /m?2) is the large logarithm which depends on the factorization energy scale
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1. Introduction

The studies of high-energy physics processes at future high-luminosity electron-positron
colliders such as the FCC-ee [I] and CEPC [2] require very precise calculations of QED
radiative corrections for construction of sufficiently accurate theoretical predictions of
these processes [3]. In spite of the existence of powerful methods for calculations in
perturbative QED, it is still very difficult to compute complete radiative corrections in
O(a?). On the other hand, we know that higher-order radiative corrections enhanced
by the so-called large logarithms typically provide the bulk of the effect. For sufficiently
inclusive observables, all terms enhanced by the large logs can be calculated with the help
of QED parton distribution function (PDF) approach which is based on the factorization
theorem.

The parton distribution function approach in QED was developed analogously to
the QCD one by E.A. Kuraev and V.S. Fadin [4] in 1980-s as a step in preparation
for high-precision measurements at LEP. Actually even earlier, it has been already
applied to quasi-elastic neutrino scattering in Ref. [5]. The approach is widely used
for calculation of QED radiative corrections in high energy physics. QED evolution
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equation are just a reduction of the QCD DGLAP (Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-
Parisi) evolution equations [6, [7, [§] to the abelian case of QED. The equations are
based on the renormalization group and scale invariance. They allow to effectively
account the logarithmic dependence on the factorization scale. In QED calculations the
corresponding method is usually called as the structure function approach, but here we
will adopt the QCD-like notation in order to preserve the direct correspondence.

The possibility to exponentiate a part of the QED parton distribution functions
was already considered in [4], see more details in [9]. The exponentiation is natural
because of the Yennie-Frautschi-Suura theorem [10]. And it can be done based on the
known exact solution of the evolution equations in the limit of soft radiation [6]. But
in the present paper we will consider only perturbative order-by-order representations
of QED PDFs, while exponentiation of our results will be presented elsewhere.

Perturbative solutions of QED evolution equations in the leading logarithmic
approximation are known up to the fifth order for non-singlet electron distribution
functions [11], [12]. Singlet higher-order leading log contributions to this function were
computed in [I3]. One can see that the existing results for electron PDF's in the collinear
leading logarithmic approximation are well cross-checked and used for estimates of
radiative corrections to a wide class of processes.

As concerns QED PDFs in the next-to-leading logarithmic approximation, it is
much less elaborated and exploited. In the O (a?L) spacelike electron PDFs were
first considered in Ref. [I4]. Later also timelike electron PDFs in the same order were
used to describe radiative corrections to muon decay spectrum [15] and deep inelastic
scattering [16]. The resummation in the leading order in the unpolarized case was
considered in the work [I7]. Relatively recently in the series of papers [I8, [19, 20],
the results for the leading and next-to-leading radiative corrections to electron-positron
annihilation into a virtual photon or Z boson up to the O (aL5) order were presented.
Those results were obtained with the help of spacelike QED PDFs, but explicit
expressions for the functions were not given. Moreover, those results are somewhat
incomplete since the transitions from electrons into positrons were missed.

In some recent works the evolution was considered with alternative factorization
(Delta, which is DIS-like) and renormalization (a(myz) and G,,) schemes [21], 22] 23, 24].
Electrons, and then all ”QED flavors”, i.e., other charged leptons and quarks were
considered.

Leading order QED contributions to the nucleon PDFs have been considered in
ref. [25] and then applied to nucleon PDFs in refs. [26, 27, 28, 29]. The QED effects
were incorporated into the system of evolution equations for parton distributions of
quarks, antiquarks, gluons and photons in a nucleon. Here we will consider only the
pure QED case, i.e., QED parton distributions inside electrons, positrons, and photons
without inclusion of QCD effects.

In this article, we describe in detail the iterative solution of evolution equations of
parton distribution functions in QED. The results up to the third iteration are shown
explicitly. We consider process-independent PDF's which describe the probability density
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of finding massless partons (electron, positron or photon) inside electrons and photons.
Both spacelike and timelike QED PDFs are evaluated.

2. Master Formula

The cross-section of a high-energy ab — cd process with charged particles in the initial
and final states in the next-to-leading order (NLO) approximation in pure QED can be
represented in the following form [30]
1 1 2 2
dony Sy = > /le/dZQDStr<Zl, F)DS“( =)
igkl5 % G TR

X (dam_ﬂd(zl, )+ dot) (2, 20) + O(azLO))

dy, dy2 pfts Y1 MF frg , Y2 MF <M%{>
cr Drg +O 9 | 1
/ H DG ) 0L (1)

Zfz
where z; and y; are some minimal energy fractions defined by experimental conditions;
z; are the energy fractions of the incoming partons; Y; are the energy fractions of the
outgoing particles; daZJ —>kl(21’ 29) and dal(j 2 w1(21, 22) are the Born massless parton cross-

section and the O(«) contribution to it. The bar in dow sz(zla 2y) denotes application
of a subtraction scheme to exclude mass singularities. Here we will use the standard MS
scheme. The spacelike structure function D;; (marked ”str”) and timelike fragmentation
ones (marked "frg”) depend on energy fractions and the ratio u%/u%, which is the
argument of the large logarithm. Note that in QED, the renormalization scale up is
typically chosen to be equal to the electron mass. The factorization scale up is usually
chosen to be of the order of the energy scale of the hard sub-process. For example, for
the process of electron positron annihilation into a Z boson, we have up = Mz and
pr = me, and the large logarithm is really large numerically, L = In(M2/m?) ~ 24.

As the result, the cross-section in the NLO approximation takes into account the
QED radiative corrections enhanced by the large logarithms and reads

k
da'(lz\gfcd = (EL?)LCd {1 + Z < ) Z CkvlLl + O(OékLkQ)} ) (2)
I=k—1

where ¢ are the coefficients to be computed. The terms of the type o L* provide the
leading order (LO) logarithmic approximation, and the ones of the type a*LF~1 yield
the NLO contribution.

3. QED Evolution Equations

The main goal of the article is to describe how to compute the QED parton distribution
functions. Let us consider QED evolution equations for PDFs in the spacelike region.
The equations are induced by the renormalization group and have the following form,
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see, e.g., Ref. [31]:

dta
Do (x u>—5(1_mba+ 2 / 2t x/ y e (y’uR>Pb’<y’ ) @)

= 88,’7 2

where index a corresponds to the initial particle, e.g., an electron; and indices b and ¢
mark QED partons which can be photons () or massless electrons (e) and positrons
(€). The parton distribution function Dy, (z,t/u%) describes the probability density to
find the massless parton b in the initial (massive) particle a with the of energy fraction
x of the initial particle energy at the given energy scale v/t. Note that in the QED PDF
formalism the initial particle a is a physical on-mass-shell electron, positron or photon,
while partons b and i are treated as massless particles of the same types. Confusion
between, e.g., massive and massless electrons should not appear since their roles are
well defined. This situation is analogous to the standard QCD PDF formalism, where
all partons including even bottom quarks are massless.

Pji(x,t) are called splitting functions or kernels of the evolution equation and
describe a perturbative transformation of parton 7 into parton j which takes the energy
fraction . They can be expanded in a series in the coupling constant «

Pylart) = PY(@) + 2P0 () 1 0(a?), (1
where the running QED coupling constant a(t) is used, see for details.

The splitting function P (x) includes contributions of different sub-processes.
Expression for this function can be derived from the analogous expression for quark-
quark function in QCD PJ(x) [32] with singlet and non-singlet parts:

Priap (@, 1) = 03Py (2,) + Py (@, ), (5)

where indices ¢ and k denote quark flavors. In reduction to QED we have only one
flavorffl The singlet part of splitting functions corresponds to Feynman diagrams with
discontinuous fermion lines between the initial and final electrons. The non-singlet part
corresponds to the Feynman diagrams with a continuous electron line.

The splitting function of electron in positron type Pe(él)(x) also have singlet and
non-singlet parts, so the functions P{!)(z) and Pe(él)(x) are

p) = pNs . pS Py = pPNS 4 ps. (6)

ee’

There are obvious equalities [32] connecting splitting functions which involve
electrons and positrons because of the C' parity conservation in QED:

Pee = Pee, (7)
P = Pe, (8)
P., = Py, (9)
Pye = Pie, (10)

I The possibility to include in QED, e.g., muons and then have Ny = 2 is straightforward.
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and at the two loop level there is a relation between singlet contributions [32]:
P =P, (11)

We consider spacelike and timelike parton distribution functions (or, in another
notation, structure and fragmentation functions). Spacelike functions are denoted
[PD]g, and timelike [P?],. The spacelike functions correspond to transitions from
massive particles into massless ones, and the timelike ones correspond to transition
from massless particles into massive ones. The difference between timelike and spacelike
functions appear in QED only in NLO [3I] and only in the © parts. In the leading
order spacelike and timelike functions are equal. The A parts of timelike and spacelike
functions are also equal. The © part of a splitting function or a parton sub-process cross
section corresponds to the situation of real radiation which leads to an energy loss so
that the remaining energy fraction x < 1 — A. The A part incorporates effects due to
virtual (loop) corrections and soft radiation so that the remaining energy fraction z is
exactly one or very close to this value: 1 — A < x < 1. Note that the limit A — 1 has
to be taken. Here we will do that analytically. There is the so-called Gribov-Lipatov
relation [33] between spacelike and timelike functions:

ol P () = [E)5(e) + A), (12)

where the A(x) term can be calculated using analytical continuation of the timelike
function to the nonphysical region x > 1 [34]. For electron-electron function, the
correction to the Gribov-Lipatov relation reads

2 1 2
Ace(x) = (;) {4 1ti; Inzn(l — )

1 2
—1—(16 —5—5x>1nx+(1+x—21+x>1n2a7]. (13)
-z

— X

3.1. Initial conditions

We are going to solve evolution equations by iterations. So we need some initial
conditions. In the NLO approximation in the MS scheme, they are [35, [18]

O (&, w/m?) = (1 — 2) + 5-d (x, uh/m?), (14)
DS‘Z (v, i/ m2) = 5=dD (i m2), (15)
DY)(a, i /m?) = —dﬂ (z, i/ m?). (16)

Dz, i/ m?) = fdgi (v, i/ m?) = 0, (17)
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note that here and in what follows we apply the natural choice of the QED
renormalization constant pr = m. [18],

40 (z) = —H(lx_x)Q(ana:—Irl), (19)
d(z) = 0. (20)

They are fixed with the help of the known results of perturbative calculations. Using
the complete result in the first order O(a) we can fix functions d\-)(z) in a chosen
subtraction scheme. In any case, the following equality should be held

m2
agﬂaw=di¢uma;[%%wL+ﬂ%M®é%m+oQ;)xm>
F

) is the complete one-loop contribution to the electron-positron annihilation

where ot

process into a virtual photon € + e — ~* in the standard QED with massive electrons.
Here z is the energy fraction of the produced virtual photon with respect to the total
c.m.s. energy of the initial particles. To restore the mass dependence in the results of
calculations within a massless theory (up to O(m?/u3.) terms) one can use the so-called
massification procedure. The above equation is an example of this procedure.

We can fix the next-to-leading contributions to the splitting functions and the
second-order d,()i) functions with the help of a complete O(a?) result, e.g., for the same
process of electron-positron annihilation with initial state radiation corrections [14, [I8].
Note that separation of terms on the right-hand side of Eq. depends on the chosen
scheme and factorization scale.

3.2. Iterative solution

Evolution equations can be solved using the iterative method with the initial
conditions . On the first step, we substitute the initial conditions for Dy,(e, s’)
in the evolution equations under the integral on the right-hand side. The result of
the first iteration reads

0%
DYz, 13 /p3) = DD + = (Poe @ D + Poy ® DY + P © DY)

27
« [0 [0 (6]
(1) 4 g & ( po) L > pu)) <5 1_ d<1>>
( x)+2ﬂ_ ee +27T ee +27T ee ® ( I>+2ﬂ_ ee
po & pu)) A — 501 — Q0 L Y po 929
+< ey +27T ey ® ye ( JZ)+27T ee +27T ee ( )

@

27

_ ;dgg L2 (pm) " @pu)) 0 X g
m

DY (z, u3/p%) = DO + ~(P,, @ DY + P,, @ DY + P, @ DY)

e

or " T gty 2 ¢
a Q @

+ 5 (P + 5o P) @ (00 =)+ 5dd)
o «

e [ Iy o =1(0) 23
2 ¢ N 2m e .

§ We dropped arguments of functions on the right hand side.
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(0
DD (e, i) = DY + (P9 @ DY + PV 0 DY + PO 5 DY)

@ 5(0)
= —P> =0. 24
o0 0 ( )

On the second iteration step, we put the result of the first step under the integral .
The results of the second and the third iterations are presented in [Appendix D}

We also show the results of iterations as functions of z. The difference between
spacelike and timelike functions is only in Pi(jl), so the parton distributions DS ) are equal
for spacelike and timelike cases. As we are interested only in LO an NLO contributions
(in other words, LL and NLL approximation), we can omit terms proportional to

2r

massless Wilson coefficients [18], 36, [32] [14] which are given in [Appendix C|

k+2
(a ) LF. The results are presented in |[Appendix E| We used splitting functions and

3.3. Numerical results

We can illustrate the convergence of the constructed iterative solution for the electron
in electron spacelike PDF by looking at the differences of three iterations: which are
shown in Fig. |I|for L = 24 (up &~ My) and a = 1/137. Note that by looking at this plot

)

L'ee

Figure 1. Difference between the results of three iterations for the function
[Dee(z,p)]s for 0.1 < z < 0.9.

one can only roughly estimate the size of the corresponding radiative corrections, since
convolution with a kernel cross section should follow. The grows of the magnitude of
corrections at z — 1 comes from the infrared singularity which is removed after adding
the contributions of soft and virtual emission, which are given by the terms proportional
to 6(1 — 2).
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4. Conclusions

In this way, we described the iterative method of solving QED evolution equations.
Extension of the presented calculations to higher orders is straightforward. Note that
our results are scheme and factorization scale dependent. Application of other schemes
and variation of renormalization and factorization scales are possible within the same
line of calculations. Here, we presented only the electron parton distribution functions,
photon PDFs will be presented elsewhere.

The calculated QED parton distribution functions can be applied to various high-
energy processes with participation of electrons and/or positrons. Note that the PDFs
here are treated in the collinear approximation which should match the experimental
conditions of particle registration of the process under study. In other words, the
physical observable should not be sensitive to transverse momenta of initial and/or final
state radiation. In any case, the results obtained within the collinear approximation will
serve as benchmarks for Monte Carlo simulations which describe the complete kinematics
of events.

As we mentioned in the introduction, our results partially intersect with the ones
given in Refs. [I8] 19 20]. Results a detailed comparison will be presented later.
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Appendix A. Running coupling constant

The expression for the QED running coupling constant at a certain energy scale p in
the MS scheme can be found, e.g., in [37, 38],

o) = a(lﬁ%)
) = T T, s ) (A1)

1 i) = 080 (5 2 4 (200) (%8 1y

(Y () 2

where L = In(u?/u%) is again a large logarithm. After expansion, we get

ali?) = a(O){1+ O‘g) (—190 + gL) + (“;?)2 (—1305; e

- ;iL + 3L2) +0 (a?’(O))}, (A.3)

where ¢, = ((n) is the Riemann zeta function. Here we put pur = m. and assume

with

a(m?) =~ a(0) = a. To avoid double counting and following the QCD formalism, we
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will omit the —10/9 non-logarithmic term in the running of « since the corresponding

effect is already taken into account in splitting functions P( ),

Appendix B. Convolution and plus prescription

The evolution equations involve the convolution operation
rd
z x
(f @ 9) / dz / ayf (9o —y2) = [ Tl

T

). (B.1)

Many of relevant functions have a regularization at x — 1 and can be represented as a
sum of the so-called © and A parts:

£(o) = m (folx)O( 2 = &)+ fad(1 - ). (B2

where O(x) is the standard Heaviside step function. In many cases, such functions can
be regularized with the help of the plus prescription which acts in an integral with a
regular function as follows

Jasllasto) = [ ass)fatwretc - - o] (B.3)

If function f(z) is regularized by the plus prescription, it satisfies the sum rule

A= — ] fo(2)dz. (B.4)

For the convolution of two functions with A parts we get

1-A

. dz z

(12 9)o=) =lm{ [ fol@ge (Z)+ fage(z) + fol2)gs}. (B5)
z/(1-A)

Note that in this way we get only the © part of the convolution. If the result satisfies

sum rule (B.4)), its A part is easily restored. If the sum rule is not applicable, the A

part of a convolution can be calculated as
1-A

. 1-a
(f @)y = faga— [ duf(y) [ gle)de, (B.6)

1°A 1°a

as follows from the definitions (B.1]) and (B.2).

Appendix C. Splitting functions

Process-independent parton splitting functions in the lowest order are

1 2
@=L e ra-on -0
+
14+ (1—2)2 B
PR (x) = (x> PO (z) = 3"5(1 — ). (C.1)
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Spacelike functions read

2

ee 2 1—2 2 2
1 2 101 +2% 4
1 2
+6(1 — ) <q% <3 -2+ 6C3> _ oy (6 + ;)) , (C.2)

20 56 8
[P(LS)( )]S_Cfo<9—2+6x—9x + (1 +5x+ Sx )lnx

€e

— (1 + ) In? x) : (C.3)
LN o 1+a?
PEN () = s <2M52(x) +2(1+2)Inz +4(1 — x)) :
[P ()]s = [P 5(2) + [P s(2), (C.4)
[P (@) = P (@) + [P (),

€ee

[P(l)]s(x) = CTy [4 — 9z — (1 —4x)lnz — (1 —22)In’2

8

4 4ln(l—a) + ( (In(1 - 2) — n)? — 4(n(1 — ) — Inz)
—4C(2) + 10)P<0> (@), (C.6)
[P,ﬁ)]s(x) =C? <—2 - ;x + (2 + ;x> Inx — (1 - ;gg) In 22

“2ln(l—2) — BIn(1 — 2) + (1 — x))P<0>(x))

4z 20 4In(l —=x
+C <—3 - <9 + (3 >> P’E(e))<x)>' (C.7)
The timelike functions read
3 1+ 22 7 3
[Pe(el’NS)(x)]T = C’ch ((21nxln(1 —z)+ ilnx — 21n? :L’) T (2 + Zx) Inzx
1 2 1 1 2 4
—5(1 + ) In®x — 5+ 395) + CfTy ((—Blna: — 90> 1t9; — §<1 — x))
3 1 2
+8(1—a) (C; (8 - 6C3> o1y (6 4 ;)) , (C.8)
(1,5) _ 8 4 20
[Pee ™ (@)l = CpTy(Inz =5 -9z — oo +In?z(14z)—8— o
+ 4z + 26952>, (C.9)

[P @)y = P Np () + [P (2),

FO@L =T[5~ (3 + et S (1 - 0))] + Oy -2+ 3

3 (973 3

+ (=7+82)Inz —4In(1 —z) + (1 — 22) Iz + (—41nxln(1 —1z)—2In’z
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—2In(1 — 2) + 2Inz — 2In*(1 — ) + 165, (x) + 12¢ — 10) PO, (C.10)
1 9 1 1N,
P ()] = C2 {—2 + oo (—8 4 29;) Inz+2zln(l — ) + (1 - 2) In? 2
+ <ln2(1 _2)+4lnzin(l - z) — 85 (z) — ;177) P§g>} , (C.11)
1J%Ialz 1—2z In?x
So(z) = / —1In = -3 — +2Inzin(l +z)+ 2Liy(1 + 2); (C.12)
J oz z 2
1tz
Si(x) = 1/_Cvdzln(l —2) (C.13)
1 - J e ) :

where PY%(z) and P2 (z) are non-singlet and singlet contributions, which are different

for spacelike and timelike functions. Pe(él NS) (x) is the same in the spacelike and timelike

cases. Note the in QED the QCD constants are reduced to Cy = 1 and Ty = 1; By = —%.

Appendix D. PDF's in terms of convolutions

Here we present results for electron PDFs in terms of convolutions.

a 2
DI(w, it /1) = DD + (5= ) L(dP (@) @ PO + P

- G PV + PO 0 d(a))
a2l o p) Lo o o Lo oo o po
+(§) L (iPée @ P+ 5P @ P+ PO+ PO @ P ). (D1

Q2 1 0 o 10 S0 1 0
%) L(PY +dY) ® PO — =P +d)(x) @ P

DO (& i/ k) = DY + ( 5

NV r2(Lpo L Lpo o po | Lpo o po L 1pO o pOY  po
+§ gﬁye—i_i'ye@’y’y—i_iee@ye—i_iée@wé7 ()
2 10
D i /1) = DR + (5= ) L(PY = SPL +dP & PO +dP & PY)
m

a \2 1 1 1 1
+ (27T> L? (313(3) + §Pe<3) o P + 5pe(g) ® PO 4 5pé(é» ® P§§)> . (D.3)

3 1 1 1
DU (e i 1) = DX + (5= ) LGP0 @ PY + 5P @ P+ 2l o PO

o 2" e 2 3
+ ;dglg ® P @ PY + ;p@ ® Py — 1{?13@ ® P + §P§;>
+ ;Pe(j) %P — 190136(? o PO+ ;ds;g © P o P + ;dgg ® P @ P
+ ;dg? ® PV @ P — éi PO 4 ;Pe@) ®d) ®PY + PP ® Py

3RO edl - TPV 9 PO+ 3PV 9 PY )
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(67

12

5 /1 1 4 1
+ (> % (Pe(f) PP +-PQoPP o PY + —PO 1+ PO g PP o PV

2m 3 6 ¢

27 “ 6 7°

1 1 1 1
PO & pO o pl) PO (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
g ee & Ige” @ Lez 6 e ®P§e ®Pe,y gp,ye ®Pe'y 6P’ye ®P’Y’Y (X)P)e,y

+1porg P

366 ol

V& PY + 3PV @ PO+ (PO 9 PY 9 PY).

a\3 2 1 1
DI (i) = DU + (52 ) 12 (S P + 5P @ PO+ P
10

© o pO Lo o 50, gy o o L (0))2

— g Pe ® P + 5Py © Pe + §d72 ® P+ 2dl ® (P

1 13 1 10

Lo p® o p® 550 oo o pa) 1Y 50) o poo)

+ 2d’Ye ®P75 ®PE’Y 54P'Ye + 2P“/e ®P’Y’Y 9 P’Ve ®P’Y’Y
1

1 1
+ 5PV ed)® P + P @ PV + 2dY © PR © PY)

1 1
(1) & p(O) 1) & pO) & pO) 0) & p(D)
+gdi) @ PR+ Sd) @ PR @ P+ S P @ Py

1
- 7P3(8) ® P'(E) +7P(€) ® dgi) ® P'(Z))

(D.4)

® P

a\? 1 1 1
+ () L? (P(? ® PO + PR o PP @ PP + -PY @ P @ PY

37 6 6 ¢

4

27

1 1

6 27 ¢ 30 6

- p0) (0) 0 4 = p0) ; =~ p0) © . L po (0) (0)
+ P @ P’ @ P)+ P+ PP+ P ®PY®P;

L 50 (0) © , L0 0 0 J— (0) (0)
+-PO PP, +-PQxPYePY+-P0gP,® P,

6’76 6"/6 686 Y

1 1 1
0) & plO) 0) & PO & pO) 0) & pO) g pO)
+ 3PP @ PO+ PD @ PR @ PY) + PP @ PO @ P > 7

3 2 1
Doy = D+ (212 (200 + L0 o 0

(D.5)

ey

)@ P

2 3 27
_19013,52) @ PO + ;Pﬁ) @ PO + ;dglg @ PO — ;Pe@ )
+ ; 2o PP + ; D o PY - 190 9 @ PO + ;dgﬁ) ® P @ PO
+ ;dgg ® PP © PO + ;PQ ® PO 4+ ;dglg ? PY o P + ;dﬁi
+30 9 PP PP~ SPY 0 PP + 3P0 0 d o P
+ ;Péf’ ® Py +;Pé£) ®di) ® Péﬁ’)
(XY (4P PP PP e PO 4 L o PO + LPY 5 PO & PY
+ épﬁ? ® PO o PO + ;P§2) ® PO + éRﬁ? ® P9 @ PO
+ éP§2) ® PO @ PO 4 PO PO g PO 4 LpO g PO

675 366
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L o0 o p® o p© L p0) o pO o po) 4 L po 0) o PO
+-POePYePY + PO g PYg PO 4+ —pO g PO g P ) (D.6)

6 ee 2 6 ee ¥ 6 ee ee €

Because of the charge conjugation parity, these functions obey the equalities (7|[89[L0).

Appendix E. Explicit results for PDFs
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The third iteration yields
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