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Recent studies have increasingly recognized the value of analyzing the post-reconstruction galaxy power

spectrum for investigations into redshift space distortion (RSD) effects.

In this paper, we present a novel

theoretical model for the post-reconstruction galaxy power spectrum, designed for RSD analyses. In particular,
we emphasize the importance of accounting for discrete effects arising from the reconstruction displacement
vector, which have been overlooked. We specifically calculate these discrete effects, i.e., shot noise terms, within
the framework of standard perturbation theory at the 1-loop level. In addition, we adopt a formulation that
accounts for infrared (IR) effects to accurately model the non-linear damping of the Baryon Acoustic Oscillation
(BAO) signal. Our model comprehensively integrates key physical phenomena relevant to the post-reconstruction
galaxy power spectrum, such as gravitational non-linearities, RSD effects, bias effects, reconstruction effects,
reconstruction-specific shot-noise effects, and the non-linear damping of the reconstructed BAO signal, thereby

making it applicable to post-reconstruction RSD analyses.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of new physics beyond the Standard Cosmo-
logical Model is now the ultimate goal of cosmology. To this
end, reducing errors in measured cosmological statistics is one
of the most crucial endeavors in cosmological data analysis.
In the analysis of data using spectroscopic galaxies, statisti-
cal errors decrease as the survey volume and galaxy number
density increase. For this reason, galaxy survey projects are
becoming increasingly large-scale, such as the Dark Energy
Spectroscopic Instrument [DEST; IIIEI, the Subaru Prime Focus
Spectrograph [PFS;E, and Euclid [Bﬂ

In theoretical aspects, it is well known that using information
down to smaller scales reduces statistical errors. Therefore,
various improved perturbation theories have been proposed
and applied to the analysis of actual observed galaxy data [4-
91, beyond standard perturbation theory [SPT; [10]. In recent
years, theoretical calculations using emulators, which have
been trained with results from N-body simulations, are also
being conducted (11-13].

At small scales, however, since non-Gaussian errors become
dominant within the power spectrum covariance matrix, the
cumulative signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the power spectrum
tends to be flat [e.g., ], meaning that there is no dramatic
increase in cosmological information even at small scales. This
is thought to be due to the cosmological information of the
power spectrum leaking into higher-order statistics, such as
the bispectrum, as a result of non-linear gravitational growth.
Therefore, the joint analysis of power spectra and bispectra has
been actively pursued in recent years to obtain more complete
information ].

An alternative method for extracting information from
higher-order statistics is the reconstruction of galaxy distri-
butions [28]. This reconstruction technique was originally
proposed to enhance the Baryon Acoustic Oscillation [BAO;
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29, 3 signal. In principle, the post-reconstruction power
spectrum can be represented in a form that includes higher-
order statistics, such as the bispectrum, thus partially including
the effects of higher-order statistics.

An important feature of the galaxy distribution reconstruc-
tion is its ability to dramatically reduce non-Gaussian errors
and improve statistical accuracy in cosmological statistics by
partially removing non-linear effects. Furthermore, when cal-
culating the cumulative SNR of the power spectrum by taking
into account the effects of non-Gaussian terms that give rise
to off-diagonal elements in the covariance matrix, the post-
reconstruction SNR can increase beyond what is expected from
Gaussian errors alone, depending on the scale of interest and
the degree of reconstruction [Iﬂ]. In the bispectrum, when we
focus on the primordial non-Gaussian signal, which remains
unchanged before and after reconstruction, the SNR in the
primordial non-Gaussianity after reconstruction can be larger
than when only the Gaussian error is considered [Iﬁ], as in
the case of the power spectrum. These previous works may
imply that the reconstruction of galaxy distributions not only
reduces non-Gaussian errors but also propagates information
from smaller to larger scales.

Wang et al. [33] also showed that a joint analysis of the pre-
and post-reconstruction power spectra can extract more cos-
mological information than examining each separately. This
enhancement in information extraction is likely attributable
to the reduced cross-covariance between the pre- and post-
reconstruction power spectra at small scales, leading to a ten-
dency for the information within them to be independent. This
independence was empirically validated through simulation-
based measurements. Additionally, Sugiyama [34] found that
the correlation between pre- and post-reconstruction fields
invariably shows exponential decay due to infrared effects,
thereby providing a mathematical foundation for their inde-
pendence.

Such unique features of the reconstruction have been sug-
gested to contribute not only to the data analysis related to
BAO but also to the improvement of various cosmological in-
formation, including Redshift Space Distortions [RSD;@,@]
and primordial non-Gaussianities [32]. However, cosmolog-
ical analyses using the post-reconstruction power spectrum
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beyond the BAO analysis have never been performed on actual
galaxy data.

The purpose of this paper is to present a theoretical model
corresponding to the post-reconstruction power spectrum mea-
sured from observed galaxy data, in preparation for future post-
reconstruction RSD analyses. To date, theoretical calculations
of the post-reconstruction power spectrum that go beyond lin-
ear theory have been carried out using one-loop corrections in
SPT ] and using the Zel’dovich approximation [38-411).
For example, Chen et al. ] and Sugiyama [@] include both
the RSD effect [@] and the bias effect ], for the purpose of
explaining the observed spectroscopic galaxy distribution.

However, to adequately describe the measured post-
reconstruction power spectrum, one more crucial effect re-
mains to be accounted for: the discrete effects unique to
reconstruction, namely, the shot noise effects. While the dis-
crete effect in the post-reconstruction power spectrum was first
pointed out by White [44], this study was limited to the effects
appearing in the Gaussian function that damps the BAO signal.
In principle, however, the discretization effects due to recon-
struction should manifest themselves across the entire range
of non-linear effects. In this paper, we formulate the spe-
cific form of the shot noise effects in the post-reconstruction
one-loop corrections. Consequently, we assemble the remain-
ing piece necessary for comparison with the observed post-
reconstruction galaxy power spectrum.

Considering only the 1-loop correction term in SPT is
still insufficient to adequately explain the post-reconstruction
power spectrum as actually observed. This insufficiency arises
from the well-known limitation that the SPT 1-loop correction
term does not fully account for the non-linear damping effects
of the BAO signal (e.g., see Figure 1 in [43]). To address this
issue, it is necessary to implement a resummation of infrared
(IR) effects [23, 43-55]; Sugiyama [34], in particular, pro-
poses a IR-resummed model of the post-reconstruction galaxy
power spectrum, including the 1-loop correction term in SPT.

In this paper, we extend Sugiyama (34]’s model to include
reconstruction-specific discrete effects. This approach allows
us to construct a model that is applicable to smaller scales
while accounting for the non-linear damping of the BAO. Fur-
thermore, our calculations also show that the shot noise term
appearing in the non-linear damping of the post-reconstruction
BAO signal reproduces the results obtained by White l44).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [[Il we re-
view the discrete effects arising from the density fluctuations
before reconstruction. In particular, we give the discrete rep-
resentation in higher-order statistics, i.e., the representation
with shot noise terms, which is required for the calculation
of the post-reconstruction power spectrum. In Section [T
we give a discrete representation of the post-reconstruction
power spectrum, and in Section [Vl we specifically calculate
shot noise terms in the 1-loop corrections in the framework of
perturbation theory. Section [V] presents a model of the post-
reconstruction power spectrum with resummation of the IR
effects. Discussion and conclusions are given in Section [Vl

II. PRE-RECONSTRUCTION CASE

In preparation for the post-reconstruction case, we summa-
rize the discrete effects in terms up to the fourth-order of the
density fluctuations, including the power spectrum, bispec-
trum, and trispectrum.

A. Galaxy density fluctuations

Following (56], we divide the space into the infinitesimal
grid cells of volume ¢V. Each cell is allowed to contain at
most one galaxy, which can be described by the occupation
number n; such that n; = 1 if the ith cell contains a galaxy,
and n; = 0 otherwise. Therefore, for any natural number n,
the occupation number satisfies

niznfz---znl'.’. (1)

The galaxy number density can be represented as
Ngal(X) = Z n; op(x — x;) , 2

where x; denotes the position of the ith galaxy, and dp rep-
resents the three-dimensional delta function. The occupation
number 7; is defined using the galaxy number density as

n; = ngal(x,-)éV 5 (3)
because the delta function is discretized as

6D(xi_xj) _—_—_)6]((17])/6‘/7 (4)

discretized

where 0k (i, j) represents the Kronecker delta, which equals 1
when i = j and O otherwise. The total number of galaxies is
then calculated by summing over the occupation numbers,

Noa = [ () = Y i )
The galaxy mean number density is given by

N, gal
V b

(6)

ii =
where V is the survey volume.

In a manner analogous to the case with galaxies, the random
number density is described by

R (x) = ) mi6p(x = x7) @

where the m; = ngn(x;)dV represents the occupation num-
ber corresponding to random particles. The total number of
random particles is then given by

Npan = / d3xnran(x) = Z mj . (8)



We define the ratio between Ngy and Npay as

Ngal
oy = —

Nran ’ (9)

To ensure that the discretization effects arising from random
particles are sufficiently small compared to those originating
from galaxies, the value of « is conventionally chosen to be of
the order of 10~2. Furthermore, we assume that galaxies and
random particles are never in the same position, leading to

nim; = 0. (10)

Using the galaxy and random number densities, the galaxy
density fluctuation is represented as

(1/m) [ngal(x) - a'nran(x)]
(1/A) ) (i =am) Sp(x —x), (1)

o6(x)

In Fourier space, this becomes

/d3xe_ik'x6(x)
(/i) " (i —am) e (12)

5(k)

where the tilde denotes a Fourier-transformed quantity.
Throughout the remainder of this paper, for the convenience
of subsequent calculations, we introduce

6i(k) = (1/) (n; — amy) e” ™ (13)

and rewrite the Fourier-transformed density fluctuations as
5(k) =" 6ik) . (14)
i

This notation allows for the explicit description of the discrete
effects in density fluctuations.

B. Power spectrum

Using the notation presented in Eq. (I3), the power spectrum
in the discrete representation is represented as

<Z Ei(k)&-(k’)> = (2n)’6p(k +k)P(k) ., (15)

i#j

where (- --) denotes the ensemble average. In the left-hand
side of the above equation, note that the summation is per-
formed under the condition i # j. This is because the power
spectrum is a measure for computing the correlation between
two different galaxies, so it is necessary to avoid counting the
same galaxy.

The effect of counting the same galaxy where i = j is called
the shot-noise effect. In the case of i = j, we obtain

D0 k)6i(=k) = (1/)*(1+@) Nea»  (16)

where we used n;m; = 0. Since a in Eq. @) is usually chosen
to be sufficiently smaller than 1, e.g., on the order of 1072,
neglecting it, this equation can be approximated as

D 0:k)5i(=k) ~ (1/A)* Nea - (17)

Consequently, we derive the power spectrum with the shot-
noise term as

— 35n(k + k’ _ _
(3Us) = M«E}Z) 6i(k)5j(—k)>
i#j i=j
= (2n)%6p(k + k")Pn(K) , (18)
where
Pn(k) = P(k) + % ) (19)

From Eq. (I8), when density fluctuations are calculated from
discrete particles, it is understood that the power spectrum
computed from the product of two density fluctuations invari-
ably contains the shot noise term.

C. Bispectrum

Although the main focus of this paper is on the power spec-
trum, the bispectrum is used to express the post-reconstruction
power spectrum in Section [ITBl

The bispectrum in the discrete representation is represented
as

< Z &(k1)gj(k2)gk(k3)> = (27)*6p(k123)B(k1, k2, k3) |
i£]2k
(20)

where k]23 = k] + k2 + k3.

As in the case of the power spectrum, when calculating
the bispectrum from the product of three density fluctuations,
shot-noise terms for the bispectrum appear.

(3015 (k)5 (k)

<Z 6: (k)6 (k)1 (k3)

i,j.k

(27)*6p (k123) B, (K1, k2, k3)21)

To calculate By

all?

we decompose 3, ;  into the following five

components:
DEDILDIRDIRDIEDIE
ij,k i#jrk i#ji=k i#j.j=k izk,i=j i=j=k

The first term on the right-hand side of the above equation
leads to the bispectrum, according to the definition in Eq. 20).
To calculate the second term, using Eq. (13), we derive the
following relation for two different wave vectors k and k”:

D 0il)Gi (k') = (1//)6(k +k')

+ (/i) a(1+ @) Tan(k + k) . (23)



Ignoring the term proportional to «, this relation can be ap-
proximated as

2,05k ~ (1m)sk+k). (24

Using Eq. 24)), the second term is calculated as

< > &(kl)&(kz)5k<k3>> = (21)%6p (k123) %P(kz) (25)

i#].i=k

The third and fourth terms can be similarly calculated. Finally,
the fifth term can be calculated as

<Z &<k1>2§,~<k2><’s’,~<k3)>

2r)36p (k123) (1/7)2 (1 - az)

Q

(2m)*6p(ki23) (1/R)° . (26)

where o? is ignored in the final line. Consequantly, we obtain
Bn, (ki k2,k3) = B(ki, ko, k3)
1 1
+ = [P(ky)+ P(ky) + P(k3)] + ﬁ(27)

In the computation of the post-reconstruction power spec-
trum in Section [IIBl the bispectrum with shot noise terms
appears in a form different from By, in Eq. (Z7). In this pa-
per, we define the bispectrum with shot noise for the following
special case as

D 0ik1)3;(k2)dk(k3) ) = (27)%6p (K 123) By, (k1. Ko, K3)

i#].k

where
1
By, (k1. ko, k3) = B(ky, ko, k3) + = [P(k1)+ P(k2)] (29)

In this By,,, it is important to note that the exchange symmetry
among ki, k,, and k3 is no longer preserved. Only k| and k>
are exchangeable.

D. Product of four density fluctuations, and trispectrum

In this subsection, we calculate the discrete effects that arise
from the product of four density fluctuations. In doing so,
Wick’s theorem allows for the decomposition into terms con-
sisting of products of power spectra and terms originating from
the trispectrum.

In our notation, the trispectrum is represented as follows:

D Silkn)d;(k2)5r(k3)5 (ka)

i% 7kl
= (2n)’op(ki123a)T(k1, ko, k3, kg)
(30)

where (- - - )¢ signifies that only the connected part is extracted
when calculating the ensemble average.

Similar to the case of the bispectrum in Eq. (Z8)), this paper
considers the following special case.

< D7 6k (k)Sk(Je3)d1 (ka)

i#j.kl

(27)*6p (ki +k2) (27)6p (k3 + ka) P(k1) Py (k3)
(27m)%6p (k1 + k3) (271)°6p (k2 + k4) Px(k1)Px(k2)
(27m)%6p (ki + k4) (27)°6p (k2 + k3) Px(k1)Px(k2)
(27)*6p (k1234) T, (K1, Ko, ke, ) 31)

+ o+ +

The first term on the right-hand side represents the product
of the power spectra with and without the shot noise effect
(P X PN). The second and third terms are the products of
two Py terms (Pn X Pn). The last term corresponds to the
trispectrum with shot noise terms. By performing calculations
similar to those for the bispectrum in Section [[LC] we obtain
T, (ki ko, k3, kyg)

= T(ki,ky k3, k4)
+ (1) | Bl + ks, Ko, k) + Bkt + Ky K2, K3)

+B(ky,ky + kg, k3) + B(ki,ky + k3, ky)

+B(ky, ko, k3 + k4)]
+ (1)) [P(kl) + P(ky) + P(ky +k3) + P(ky +ky)| .(32)

Here, note that only the exchange of k| and k>, as well as the
exchange of k3 and k4, are symmetric.

(28)

III. POST-RECONSTRUCTION CASE

In this section, we calculate discrete effects in the post-
reconstruction power spectrum.

A. Galaxy density fluctuations

To reconstruct the distribution of galaxies, the displacement
vector used for reconstruction is derived from the observed
galaxy density fluctuations as follows [@]:

dp . ~
s(x) =i / (271’;3&’”1?(1:)6(17) (33)
with
R(p) = (%) (—M) : (34)
)4 1,fid

where by gq 1s the fiducial linear bias parameter input for re-
construction, Wg(pRs) = exp (-p*R2/2) is a Gaussian filter
function, and Ry is the input smoothing scale.

The reconstruction of the galaxy distribution is the operation
of moving the positions of galaxies and random particles by



using s(x). The post-reconstruction density fluctuation is then

given by [23,32]
Orec(x) = / d*x 5(x") Sp(x —x' —s(x")) . (35)
Substituting Eq. (IT)) into Eqs. (33) and (33) results in

Sree(x) = (1/71) 3" (n; = am;) Sp(x = xi =57) . (36)
where
, p i, ~
$i =1 /Wep R(P); 0;(p) - (37)

In Fourier space, Eq. (36) becomes

Srec(k) = D Gi(k)e™i . (38)

In Section [Vl we will calculate the discretization effect
included in the 1-loop correction of the power spectrum. For
this purpose, we expand e ¥ in Eq. (38) to the second order
of s;:

Suelk) = Y 5i(k) |1+ ik sy + 3 ik s (39

where each term is given by
D 8ilk) (=ik - s,)
_ 1 d3p] d3p2 3
= E/W/W(ZH) op(k — p1 - p2)
x 3| k- Rp2)15i(p)3;(p2)
i.J
+[k - R(p1)16:(p2)6;(p1) | - (40)

and

3D ik s

_ L[ &n d’py [ d°p; 3
" 6J @n3J) @) (2n)3 (2m)’op(k — p1— p2 — p3)
x 3 [l R(p2)1 [k R(p3)13:(p1)5; (p2)5e(p3)

i,j,k

+[k-R(p1)] [k - R(p2)]5:(p3)8;(p1)ox(p2)

+[k-R(p)] [k -R(p3)16:(p2)d;(p1)ox(p3)|. (41)

We can see from Eqs. @Q) and () that discrete effects in-
variably emerge from s; when calculating post-reconstruction
density fluctuations.

B. Power spectrum

Using Eq. (@8), the post-reconstruction power spectrum in
the discrete representation is expressed as

3 G (K e st
i#]

= (27)*6p(k + k') Prec (k) . (42)

We expand e~ *Si ¢=#"*sj in Eq. @2) up to the second order
of [(—ik - s;) + (—ik’ - 5;)]:

Prec (k) = P(k) + Pg(k) + P2 (k) (43)
where
l o~ o~ n
- Zai(k)aj(k') [(=ik - 5;) + (=ik’ - 5})]
i#j
= (27)%6p(k + k') Py (k) (44)
forn > 1.

1. Py

Using Eq. 29), P (k) can be calculated as

d3p
P = [ SE5[ 1 ROk = p)) Bk p k= p)
+[k - R(p)] BN, (k. k — p,p)| . (45)

In this equation, we can show

[
Gy (I RE= )1+ [k-R(p)) =0, 46)

and
d3
(2—,53 [k - R(p)] P(k - p)
3
- [ Sk rG-pir). @)

Therefore, we obtain

Py (k)

_ [ &

- J @)
2 d*p

t = W[k'R(k—P)] P(p) . (48)

[k-R(p)+k-R(k—-p)|B(k-p,-k,p)



2. Pp

Using Eq. (31), the terms in P consisting of the product
of two power spectra can be calculated as

P (k)
-p) [ AL kR P (p)

d3
(2m)3 | 2

[k~ R(p)I’ Pk~ p)Px(p)

{1[k R(k - p)> P(p)Px(k - p)

+

+

[k-R(k—p)][k-R(p)] Pn(p)Pn(k - p)} .(49)

Furthermore, the terms arising from the trispectrum are given
by

Psz,T(k)
d’pi d’ps
20 ) Gnp [k -R(p1)] [k -R(p2)]

X {Tle(k - p1—p2.—k,p1,p2)

—In,(k—p1,—k - Pz,Pl,Pz)} . (50)

Since the trispectrum is of the 2-loop order in the power spec-
trum calculations, we ignore this term in this paper.

IV. PERTURBATION THEORY APPROACH

The results presented in Section [IIBlhold in general when
the post-reconstruction power spectrum is expanded to the
second-order of s. In this subsection, we calculate the power
spectrum and the bispectrum that appear in Section[[ITBJusing
perturbation theory.

A. Density fluctuations

The nth-order of the pre-reconstruction galaxy density fluc-
tuation is represented as

~ d’p) d’p
on(k) = o ) @ )'13( )6 (k = prin))
X Zy(P1s- s Pn) Oin(P1) -+ Stin(Pn) » (€29)
where p[{ ) = p1+- -+ pp, 61in means the linear dark matter

density fluctuation. The kernel function Z,, includes the RSD
and bias effects, and it depends on the unit vector 71 in the
line-of-sight direction since it includes the RSD effect, but we

omit it here for notational simplicity. The first-order kernel
function is given by

 Zitk)y=bi+ fu, (52)
where u = k - 71, by is the linear bias parameter, and f is the
linear growth rate function. For the specific forms of Z,2,
see, for example, Appendix C of Sugiyama 134].

B. 1-loop corrections

In the context of cosmological perturbation theory, the
leading-order solution is referred to as the tree-level, and the
next-leading order solution as the 1-loop level. The tree-level
power spectrum is expressed using the first-order kernel func-
tion Z;. Furthermore, in linear theory, the power spectrum
does not change before and after reconstruction, hence we
obtain

Prec,tree(k) = Ptree(k) = Z]z(k)P]in(k) s (53)

where Py, is the linear dark matter power spectrum, given by
(B1in(k)S1in (k) = (27)*6p (k + k') Pin (k) . (54)

The non-linear correction term for the pre-reconstruction
power spectrum at the 1-loop level is represented using Z and
Z3 as follows:

Pioop (k) = Pa(k) + Pi3(k) , (55)
where
P (k)
(”21 L 1220k = p. )P Puallk = P Pun(p) . 56)
and
Pis(k)

d3
(2,:))3 Z3(k, p,—p)Pin(p) - (57)

In addition, the pre-reconstruction bispectrum at the tree-level
is given by

= 62y(k)Pin(k) /

Biree(k1, ko, k3)
= 2Z(k1,k2)Zi(k1)Zi(k2)Piin (k1) Prin (k2)
+2 perms. (58)

By substituting the tree-level power spectrum and bispec-

trum given in Eqs. (33) and (38) into Egs. @S) and @9), we
obtain the post-reconstruction 1-loop correction for the power
spectrum:

Prec,]-loop(k) = Prec,22(k) + Prec13(k) (59)

where



Prec22(k) = Pa(k)
d3p
2 / 2m R(p) +k - R(k - p)] Z(k = p, p)Zi(k = p)Zi(p)Piin(Ik — p|)Piin(p)
)
2 43
’ %./ 2 I))3 [k - R(k — p)] Z{(p)Piin(p)
+ 1 (‘21 1;3 [k-R(k - p)]zzlz(p)P]in(p) [le(k — p)Pin(lk — p|) + %
+ % % [k - R(p)]*> Z2(k — p)Pin(lk — p) [Zf(p)Pnn(p) +%
+ (621 1)73 [k-R(p)] [k -R(k - p)] [zZ(p)le(p) +=||Z2(k - p)Pun(|k - pl) +% 7
Prc13(k) = Pi3(k)

+ 4Z0(6)Pin(k) f (2 |

[k - R(p))?

— Z(k)Pun(b) / L

This is the first main result of this paper. When we take the 1 —
oo limit and ignore the bias effects, Eq. (60) is consistent with
the expression for the post-reconstruction 1-loop corrections
c[l% thlédark matter power spectrum, given by Hikage er al.
1

If the input smoothing scale for reconstruction, Ry, is zero,
Eq. (60) implies that the shape of the post-reconstruction power
spectrum is dominated by the shot noise term on small scales.
Therefore, we should always choose a finite, appropriate R;.
For example, R = 10, 15, or 20 2~! Mpc.

C. IR Limit

The infrared (IR) effect refers to the non-linear effects that
arise from scales significantly larger than the scale of interest
k, namely, from smaller wave numbers p. At the 1-loop level,
it is possible to extract only the IR effect by taking the limit
of p/k — 0 in Eq. (60), which is known as the solution in
the IR limit or high-k limit. In the pre-reconstruction power
spectrum, the 1-loop correction terms, given by P, and Pj3,
cancel out in the IR limit [Iﬂ, @]. This IR cancellation is
known to hold at any order in perturbation theory (50,159-J64].

Furthermore, this non-perturbative IR cancellation has been
shown to remain effective even after reconstruction [@]. How-
ever, this previous study on reconstruction did not take into ac-
count the discrete effects specific to reconstruction. In this sec-
tion, as a preparation for the construction of the IR-resummed
model in Section [Vl we compute the 1-loop correction term
in the IR limit when discrete effects are included after recon-
struction and show the occurrence of IR cancellation.

In Egs. (36), (X2, and (&0), we assume
Zi(k - Zi(k),
1(k—p) o 1(k)

Pin(lk = pl) ——— Pun(k) . (61)
p/k—0

1
Z2(p)Piin(p) + =

[k-R(p)+k-R(k—-p)lZ(~k,p)Zi(p)Pin(p)

(60)

In addition, the non-linear kernel functions are related to lower-
order functions in the IR limit as follows:

k-M-p
plk—0 2 p?

k-M-p
Zo(- — - |—5]Z
(kp) s 2( = )1<k>

Zs(k - p. p) )zmk),

k-M-p

Z k» s
3(k,p.—p) T 3,( 2

) 2. (6)
where M is the transformation matrix from real-space to
redshift-space in linear Lagrangian perturbation theory, given
by [49]

M,'j=6,'j+fﬁ,‘flj . (63)

Note that since the dependence between p and k — p is sym-
metric, the variable transformation k — p = p’ and the limit
of p’/k — 0 should be computed in the same way.

Leaving only terms of the order of (k/p)? in the IR limit
calculation, the post-reconstruction 1-loop correction terms
are calculated as

Prec o iR (k) = X (k) Z7 (k) Piin(K) |
Prec,13,r (k) = =X (k) Z{ (k) Pyin (k) (64)

where the subscript “IR” means the value estimated in the IR
limit. The function X (k) is given by

a3 k-M-p 2
X(k) = (2;53 [( 2 )+[k'R(P)]ZI(P) Piin(p)
k-R(p))* . (65)

(27)? [

Eq. (64) shows that the post-reconstruction 1-loop correction
terms cancel each other out in the IR limit even after accounting



for the discrete effect, resulting in

Prec,l-]oop,IR(k) = Prec,22,IR(k) + Prec,l3,IR(k) =0. (66)

The function X (k) can be further expressed as

X(k) = ot (1= ) + Koju’ . (67)

dp.
O-Sp,J_ = 3/ 2 Piin(p),

ng,u = (1+f)20]_,
SR / dp | Wo(pRy)
ps, L 3 27T2 bl’ﬁd
> _ L[ dp | Wo(pR)
Tps.ll = 3 272 big

2 1/ d Wa(pRs)
o - _ =

ss, L 3 T b],ﬁd
> 1/ dp | Wag(pRy)
o - _ et iy S

ss. | 3 21 b],ﬁd

V. IR-RESUMMED MODEL

In this section, we examine the discrete effects within the
IR-resummed model for the post-reconstruction power spec-
trum, as proposed by Sugiyama [34] (see also Chen e al.

]). This model incorporates the resummation of IR ef-
fects and accounts for the 1-loop correction terms in the post-
reconstruction power spectrum.

To construct the IR-resummed power spectrum model, the
following steps are required.

1. The non-linear power spectrum is generally decomposed
into a term proportional to the linear dark matter power
spectrum and a term consisting of mode coupling inte-

grals [@, @]:
P(k) = G*(k) Py (k) + Puc (k) (70)

where G is referred to as the propagator, and Pyjc is
known as the mode-coupling term.

2. Using the X (k) function resulting from the IR limit of
the 1-loop correction term given in Eq. (64), we con-
struct an exponential damping function:

exp (-X(k)/2)
k20?2 (1 - u?) + kzoﬁ,u2
2

D(k)

(71)

exp |-

b+§)

2(1+f) (b1+ f)

2
2 3 1
i [(b% + gblf + gfz) Piin(p) + P

42 3 1
2 Zr2 . il
(b1+35b1f+7f)le(p)+ﬁ

Here, o2 and o-ﬁ are decomposed into three components,

2 2 2

O = Opp 1t sz_+O'ssJ_
2 2 2
T = T T + T - (68)

where the subscript “pp” denotes the auto-correlation of the
dark matter displacement vector ¥, “ps” denotes the cross-
correlation between ¥ and the displacement vector s for re-
construction, and “‘ss” denotes the auto-correlation of s. Each
of these components has the following specific forms [34):

Phn (P)

Piin(p) ,

El

(69)

The specific expressions of o and o-ﬁ are given in

Eq. (69).

3. When calculating the propagator and the mode-coupling
term, each including SPT 1-loop corrections, while non-
perturbatively handling IR effects in the IR limit, the

results yield 23,34,

= D*(k) [1 - In D (k)| Z} (k) Pyin (k)
+ D?(k)Prec13(k) , (72)

G* (k) Pyin (k)

and

Puctk) = (1-D(0)) [1 - 1n D2(0)] 23 (k) Prn(K)
(1= D)) Prec.i3 ()

[Prec.22(k) +In D (k) Z3 (k) Pin (k)] . (73)

+

+

4. The linear matter power spectrum is decomposed into a
“wiggle” part (Py,), which contains only BAO signals,
and a “no- w1gg1e” part (Pnw), which does not contain

BAO: Pjiy (k) = Py (k) + Poy (k) [68-70].

5. Substituting Eqs. (Z2) and [Z3) into Eq. (ZQ) cancels
out the IR effect, resulting in convergence to the 1-loop
power spectrum in SPT. Therefore, to construct a model
that describes the non-linear damping of the BAO signal,
itis necessary to include the flattening of the BAO signal



in the mode coupling integral. To do this, we replace
the linear matter power spectrum (Pji,) that appears in
the mode-coupling term in Eq. (Z3) by the no-wiggle
matter power spectrum (Ppy ).

Consequently, we obtain
Prc(k) = D2(K)([1 - n D2 (k)] Z (k)

+ [Prec,l3(k)/Plin(k)] )Pw(k)
+ Z; (k) Py (k)
+ Prec22(k) + [Prec,13(k)/ Piin (k)| Pow (k) (74)

This is the IR-resummed model in the post-
reconstruction power spectrum and is the second main
result of this paper.

A. Comparisons with previous works

Eq. (Z4) possesses the same functional form as that pre-
sented in Sugiyama [@]; however, as an improvement in this
paper, the shot-noise terms are included in the functions D (k),
Prec.13(k), and Prec22(k), as demonstrated in Egs. (60) and

In the D (k) function, which represents the non-linear damp-
ing of BAO, the shot-noise terms included in the smooth-
ing parameters o-szs’ , and 0'828’H are the same as those derived
by White [@]. Note, however, that while White [@] employs
the Zel’dovich approximation (ZA), deriving two exponential
damping functions to characterize the non-linear BAO effect,
we adopt a different approach. Our model describes the non-
linearity of BAO using a single Gaussian function, taking into
account non-linear IR effects in the displacement vector for
reconstruction, s, given in Eq. (33). For more details on the
relation between ZA and our approach, see Sugiyama 134].

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper constructs a theoretical model of the post-
reconstruction galaxy power spectrum in anticipation of future
data analyses of the RSD effect using the galaxy distribution
after reconstruction. To explain the observed galaxy power
spectrum, it is necessary to consider various effects such as
the non-linear gravitational effect, the RSD effect, and the bias
effect. In particular, we point out the need to add shot noise
terms due to discrete effects in the case of post-reconstruction
analysis. Specifically, we present the shot noise terms that
appear in the 1-loop corrections of the power spectrum in
Standard Perturbation Theory (see Eq.[60). Furthermore, by
applying this calculation to the resummation model of infrared
(IR) effects, we show a power spectrum model applicable to
small scales due to the 1-loop corrections, while describing the
non-linear damping effects before and after the reconstruction
of the BAO signal (see Eq.[74).

We have provided a discrete representation of the density
fluctuations in the post-reconstruction galaxy distribution and

calculated the associated power spectrum. Furthermore, we
have demonstrated that the differences in the power spectrum
before and after reconstruction can be described using higher-
order statistics such as the bispectrum and trispectrum, in
addition to the combination of the pre-reconstruction power
spectra. These correction terms include shot-noise terms aris-
ing from discrete effects specific to the reconstruction. At
the 1-loop level, contributions from the trispectrum can be ig-
nored, yielding two types of terms in the post-reconstruction
1-loop power spectrum: one derived from the product of the
pre-reconstruction power spectrum and another based on the
bispectrum.

The shot noise term appears with the Gaussian filtering func-
tion, Ws(pRs) = exp (—~p*R2/2), introduced for reconstruc-
tion. This implies that if the smoothing scale R; is zero, the
shape of the post-reconstruction power spectrum is predom-
inantly influenced by the reconstruction-specific shot noise
term. In other words, selecting a finite, appropriate Ry is cru-
cial for the analysis of the post-reconstruction power spectrum.

Furthermore, we have derived the solution in the IR (high-
k) limit of the post-reconstruction 1-loop power spectrum.
The calculations in the IR limit are used to construct the IR-
resummed model, and our calculations can reproduce the result
shown by White [@], i.e., the shot noise term that appears in
the smoothing parameters that characterize the exponential
damping function of the BAO signal.

The post-reconstruction power spectrum model presented
in this paper includes almost all the effects that should be
applied to actual observational data, such as gravitational non-
linear effects, RSD effects, bias effects, exponential damping
effects of BAO, and discrete effects unique to the reconstruc-
tion. Thus, it is immediately applicable to actual cosmological
data analysis. Nonetheless, for more precise analyses, several
improvements could be considered, summarized as follows:

1. While our model incorporates both resummed IR effects
and SPT I-loop non-linear effects, considering higher
order perturbation theory terms could extend its appli-
cability to smaller scales.

2. Given our findings, building emulators for the post-
reconstruction power spectrum (e.g., see Wang et al.
]) should be designed to account for changes in
galaxy number densities due to the reconstruction-
specific discrete effect. In other words, the galaxy num-
ber density input to the emulator should be set to exactly
match the observed galaxy number density.

3. The calculation of the displacement vector for recon-
struction should include the window function effects of
the observed region, necessitating a post-reconstruction
power spectrum model that includes such window ef-
fects.
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