arXiv:2403.18262v1 [astro-ph.CO] 27 Mar 2024

Developing a Theoretical Model for the Resummation of Infrared Effects in the Pre- and Post-Reconstruction Galaxy Bispectra

Naonori Sugiyama^{1, ∗} 1National Astronomical Observatory of Japan, Mitaka, Tokyo 181-8588, Japan (Dated: March 28, 2024)

While substantial progress has been made in studying the pre-reconstruction galaxy bispectrum, investigations of the post-reconstruction bispectrum are still in nascent stages. In this paper, we present a bispectrum model that incorporates one-loop corrections in the Standard Perturbation Theory (SPT), while simultaneously addressing infrared (IR) effects in the post-reconstruction density fluctuations in a non-perturbative approach. This model accurately captures the nonlinear behavior of the Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) signal within the postreconstruction bispectrum framework. Furthermore, the incorporation of the one-loop correction extends its applicability to smaller scales. Given that the approach to addressing IR effects remains invariant before and after the reconstruction process, the resulting IR-resummed bispectrum model exhibits uniformity across both scenarios. Throughout this analysis, we achieve a comprehensive and unified description of the bispectrum that seamlessly spans the pre- and post-reconstruction phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

The three-point correlation function (3PCF) of galaxies, or its corresponding bispectrum in Fourier space, provides additional cosmological information compared to the case only considering the galaxy two-point correlation function (2PCF) and power spectrum. In particular, the isotropic component of the three-point statistics, specifically the monopole component of the galaxy 3PCF or bispectrum, has been the primary focus for constraining standard cosmological parameters [1–5] and examining primordial non-Gaussianity [6–8]. Recently, by using the anisotropic components of the three-point statistics, namely the quadrupole and hexadecapole components, more improved constraints on standard cosmological parameters have been achieved [9–11]. Furthermore, using the quadrupole 3PCF, tests on modified gravity theories and the consistency relation of the Large-Scale Structures (LSS) have been conducted [12, 13]. These data analysis techniques are expected to further evolve in upcoming spectroscopic galaxy surveys such as the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument [DESI; 14]1, the Subaru Prime Focus Spectrograph [PFS; 15]2, and, Euclid [16]3.

One of the key factors affecting the constraining power of the galaxy bispectrum is the non-Gaussian errors embedded within its covariance matrix. Sugiyama et al. [17] pointed out that non-Gaussian errors dominate over Gaussian errors in the galaxy bispectrum. This dominance of non-Gaussian errors is a unique statistical characteristic of the bispectrum, significantly different from the power spectrum case, where Gaussian errors are more prevalent. Specifically, the signalto-noise ratio (S/N) of the bispectrum decreases by a factor of 3 to 4 when non-Gaussian errors are considered, as opposed to considering only Gaussian errors. This finding implies that the presence of non-Gaussian errors significantly limits the

∗ nao.s.sugiyama@gmail.com 1 http://desi.lbl.gov/ 2 https://pfs.ipmu.jp/index.html 3 www.euclid-ec.org

constraining power of cosmological parameters derived from the galaxy bispectrum.

The reconstruction of galaxy distributions [18] was originally developed to enhance signals from baryon acoustic oscillations [BAO; 19, 20]. Recently, it has also been recognized for its ability to minimize non-Gaussian errors in the covariance matrix. Power spectrum analysis has confirmed that this reduction of non-Gaussian errors significantly increases the constraining power for standard cosmological parameters [21, 22]. This method of error reduction through reconstruction is particularly effective in bispectrum analysis, where Shirasaki et al. [23] has shown that post-reconstruction bispectrum analysis can improve constraints on primordial non-Gaussianity by a factor of 3 to 4 compared to pre-reconstruction analysis. Given these advancements, a joint analysis of the post-reconstruction power spectrum and bispectrum is anticipated to become the norm in future research.

In the field of cosmology, when analyzing spectroscopic galaxy datasets, such as data from the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey [BOSS; 24–27], we measure both power spectra and bispectra. Subsequently, these measurements are compared with their respective theoretical models. For these analyses, improved perturbation theories, which build upon Standard Perturbation Theory (SPT) [e.g., 28], are frequently employed. The following briefly reviews these improved perturbation theories across four scenarios: prereconstruction power spectra, post-reconstruction power spectra, pre-reconstruction bispectra, and post-reconstruction bispectra.

1. For pre-reconstruction power spectra, various advanced theoretical models have been proposed and applied in data analysis. These include Convolution Lagrangian Perturbation Theory (CLPT) [29, 30], Renormalized Perturbation Theory (RPT) [31], the TNS model [32], and the Effective Field Theory of Large-scale Structure (EFT of LSS) [33, 34].

2. Although there are fewer theoretical studies on prereconstruction bispectra compared to those on the power spectrum, models based on EFT [4, 5, 10, 11] and the resummation of infrared (IR) effects [9, 12, 13, 35, 36] have been applied to actual galaxy data.

3. Regarding post-reconstruction power spectra, theoretical calculations using SPT [37–39] and the Zel’dovich approximation [40–43] have been conducted. However, models employed in actual data analyses have predominantly been empirical, characterized by the nonlinear damping of BAO with a single Gaussian damping function. More recently, Sugiyama [44] and Chen et al. [45] have demonstrated that, by appropriately resumming IR effects on post-reconstruction density fluctuations, the nonlinearity of the BAO signal in the postreconstruction power spectrum can indeed be described with a single Gaussian damping function. This finding provides theoretical support for the validity of previous post-reconstruction BAO analyses.

4. Theoretical studies on post-reconstruction bispectra remain inadequate. While some studies are based on SPT [23, 37], no theoretical calculations employing improved perturbation theories beyond SPT have been conducted to date. Furthermore, cosmological analyses using post-reconstruction bispectra have yet to be carried out.

The aim of this paper is to develop a theoretical model for post-reconstruction galaxy bispectra, with the intention of applying it to future cosmological analyses. To this end, we introduce a model that incorporates nonlinear IR effects, marking an initial step towards the development of theoretical models for post-reconstruction bispectra that extend beyond SPT. The emphasis on IR effects is motivated by their unique characteristic of being amenable to non-perturbative treatment. Moreover, it is well-established that these non-perturbative IR effects can accurately describe the nonlinear damping of the BAO signal [46–49]. Therefore, it is essential to properly consider IR effects in reconstruction processes that are sensitive to the BAO signal.

Sugiyama [44] has shown that IR effects can be represented as a coordinate transformation of density fluctuations via a displacement vector, both before and after reconstruction process. This finding suggests that IR effects can be uniformly addressed, regardless of whether reconstruction has occurred. Consequently, it is feasible to apply the IR-resummed model of the pre-reconstruction bispectrum at the leading order (tree level), initially proposed by Sugiyama et al. [9], to the postreconstruction bispectrum as well. However, this application necessitates the substitution of certain components, such as nonlinear kernel functions, to suit the post-reconstruction scenario. Moreover, this paper presents the calculation of the IR-resummed model including next-leading order terms, i.e., 1-loop correction terms, which are relevant for scales smaller than those addressed by the tree-level solution.

The calculation of the bispectrum is inherently complex, involving a variety of kernel functions. This complexity is particularly prominent in the resummation of IR effects, as this process entails dealing with infinite mode-coupling integrals. In this paper, we develop a method to simplify the calculation of IR effects on the pre-reconstruction bispectrum as performed by Sugiyama et al. [9], and apply this method to compute the 1-loop correction terms.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section II, we review the methods for handling the IR effects before and after reconstruction; Section III reviews the general properties of the bispectrum. Section IV presents the IR-resummed model at the tree-level. Section V then derives the main result of this paper, an IR-resummed post-reconstruction bispectrum model incorporating 1-loop corrections. Section VI serves as the conclusion of this paper. In Appendix A, we present the kernel functions representing the nonlinear effects for the density fluctuations up to the fourth order, both before and after reconstruction. Appendix B provides an explanation on the general decomposition methods for the bispectrum using the Γ-expansion [50]. In Appendix C, we give the expression for the smoothing factors characterizing the exponential damping function that appears when resumming the IR effects, specifically for the post-reconstruction case. Appendix D gives the solution of the IR (high-k) limit of the 1-loop bispectrum for dark matter in real space.

II. IR EFFECTS ON PRE- AND POST-RECONSTRUCTION DENSITY FLUCTUATIONS

In this section, we briefly review the behavior of density fluctuations in the infrared (IR) limit, before and after reconstruction. Our treatment of the IR limit is based on Sugiyama [44], as well as foundational works [9, 51, 52]. For alternative approaches to handling the IR limit, see also [35, 36, 53–57].

A. Pre-reconstruction

In the Lagrangian description, the displacement vector connecting Eulerian coordinates 𝒙 to Lagrangian coordinates 𝒒 is given by

𝒙 = 𝒒 + 𝚿(𝒒) . (1)

When considering the redshift-space distortion (RSD) effect [58], it can be expressed as

𝚿_{red} (𝒒) = 𝚿(𝒒) + 𝑎 �𝚿(𝒒) · 𝑛̂ 𝑎𝐻 𝑛̂ , (2)

where �𝚿(𝒒) is the time-derivative of 𝚿(𝒒), 𝑛̂ is the unit vector in the line-of-sight direction, and 𝑎 and 𝐻 are the scale factor and the Hubble parameter, respectively. The galaxy density fluctuation is then represented as [59]

1 + 𝛿_g (𝒙, 𝑛̂) = ∫ 𝑑^3𝑞 [1 + 𝛿_b (𝒒)] 𝛿_D (𝒙 − 𝒒 − 𝚿_{red} (𝒒, 𝑛̂)) ,(3)

where 𝛿_b represents the biased density fluctuation in the Lagrangian description, and 𝛿_D denotes the three-dimensional delta function.

When considering the IR effects, we decompose the displacement vector into its value evaluated at the origin 𝒒 = 0 and the other values:

𝚿_{red} (𝒒, 𝑛̂) = 𝚿_{red} (𝑛̂) + 𝚿_{(S)red} (𝒒, 𝑛̂) , (4)

where 𝚿_{red} (𝑛̂) = 𝚿_{red} (𝒒 = 0, 𝑛̂). Then, 𝛿_g can be formally rewritten as [9, 52]

𝛿_g (𝒙, 𝑛̂) = 𝛿_{(S)g} (𝒙 − 𝚿_{red} (𝑛̂), 𝑛̂) , (5)

where the short-wavelength density fluctuation 𝛿_{(S)g} is obtained by replacing 𝚿_{red} in Eq. (3) with 𝚿_{(S)red}. In Fourier space, Eq. (5) becomes

~𝛿_g (𝒌, 𝑛̂) = 𝑒^{−𝑖𝒌·𝚿}red^{(𝑛̂)} ~𝛿_{(S)g} (𝒌, 𝑛̂) . (6)

Throughout this paper, the tilde denotes a Fourier-transformed quantity 4.

In this paper, three assumptions are made when taking the IR limit [44]:

1. The dominant term in the IR limit arises from the contribution of 𝚿_{red}.

2. 𝛿_{(S)g} and 𝚿_{red} are uncorrelated.

3. 𝛿_{(S)g} is truncated at a finite perturbative order, and higher-order perturbative effects than 𝛿_{(S)g} arise from 𝚿_{red}.

B. Post-reconstruction

Using the galaxy density fluctuation, 𝛿_g (𝒙), we construct the displacement vector for reconstruction as [18]

𝒔(𝒙, 𝑛̂) = ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3 𝑒^{𝑖𝒑·𝒙} � 𝑖 𝒑 𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � ~𝛿_g ( 𝒑, 𝑛̂) , (7)

where 𝑏_{1,fid} is an input fiducial linear bias parameter for reconstruction, 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) = exp � −𝑝^2 𝑅^2_s /2 � is a Gaussian filter function, and 𝑅_s is an input smoothing scale. In the Eulerian description, the density fluctuation after reconstruction is then given by [9, 23]

𝛿_{rec}(𝒙, 𝑛̂) = ∫ 𝑑^3𝑥^′𝛿_g (𝒙^′, 𝑛̂)𝛿_D(𝒙 − 𝒙^′ − 𝒔(𝒙^′, 𝑛̂)) . (8)

When taking the IR limit in the post-reconstruction density fluctuation, it is important to consider the IR effects in the pre-reconstruction density fluctuation that constitute 𝒔(𝒙). By substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (7), we derive

𝒔(𝒙, 𝑛̂) = 𝒔_{(S)} (𝒙 − 𝚿_{red} (𝑛̂), 𝑛̂) , (9)

4 Our convention for the Fourier transform is

~𝑓 (𝒌 ) = ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑥𝑒^{−𝑖𝒌·𝒙} 𝑓 ( 𝒙) .

where 𝒔_{(S)} is obtained by replacing ~𝛿_g in Eq. (7) with ~𝛿_{(S)g}. Furthermore, in accordance with Eq. (4), we decompose 𝒔_{(S)} into its value at the origin and the other values:

𝒔_{(S)} (𝒙, 𝑛̂) = 𝒔(𝑛̂) + 𝒔_{(SS)} (𝒙, 𝑛̂) , (10)

where 𝒔(𝑛̂) = 𝒔_{(S)} (𝒙 = 0, 𝑛̂). Eventually, this leads to

𝛿_{rec}(𝒙, 𝑛̂) = 𝛿_{(S)rec}(𝒙 − 𝚿_{rec} (𝑛̂), 𝑛̂) , (11)

where

𝛿_{(S)rec}(𝒙, 𝑛̂) = ∫ 𝑑^3𝑥^′𝛿_{(S)g}(𝒙^′, 𝑛̂)

× 𝛿_D(𝒙 − 𝒙^′ − 𝒔_{(SS)} (𝒙^′, 𝑛̂)) . (12) and 𝚿_{rec} (𝑛̂) = 𝚿_{red} (𝑛̂) + 𝒔(𝑛̂) . (13)

In Fourier space, Eq. (11) becomes

~𝛿_{rec} (𝒌, 𝑛̂) = 𝑒^{−𝑖𝒌·𝚿}rec^{(𝑛̂)} ~𝛿_{(S)rec}(𝒌, 𝑛̂) . (14)

Based on Eqs. (11) and (14) above, the IR effect still manifests as a coordinate transformation within the short-wavelength density fluctuation 𝛿_{(S)rec}, even after reconstruction, similar to its behavior before reconstruction. Thus, the treatment of the IR effect remains unchanged before and after reconstruction. Although this paper primarily addresses the postreconstruction IR effect, it is important to note that out analysis also includes pre-reconstruction scenarios as 𝑅_s → ∞ approaches infinity.

C. Perturbation expansion

In cosmological perturbation theory, linear dark matter density fluctuations, denoted as 𝛿_{lin}, serve as the foundation for defining perturbation expansions. Within this framework, the 𝑛th-order term of a quantity 𝑋 is expressed as 𝑋^{[𝑛]}, where 𝑋^{[𝑛]} = O([𝛿_{lin}]^𝑛). In this paper, we use the superscript [𝑛] to denote the 𝑛th-order term in the perturbation expansion and any associated quantities.

The linear dark matter density fluctuations 𝛿_{lin} can be decomposed into their time and space dependences and expressed as 𝛿_{lin} = 𝐷𝛿_{lin,0}. Here, 𝐷 represents the linear growth factor that characterizes the time dependence, and 𝛿_{lin,0} is the linear dark matter density fluctuation at 𝑧 = 0. The linear growth rate function that characterizes the first-order time derivative of the linear dark matter fluctuations is then defined as 𝑓 = 𝑑 ln 𝐷/𝑑 ln 𝑎.

The 𝑛th-order post-reconstruction density fluctuation is given by

~𝛿^{[𝑛]}_{rec} (𝒌, 𝑛̂) = ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_1 (2𝜋)^3

· · · ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑛 (2𝜋)^3

(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑛]} � × 𝑍^{[𝑛]}_{rec} ( 𝒑_1, · · · , 𝒑_𝑛, 𝑛̂)~𝛿_{lin}( 𝒑_1) · · · ~𝛿_{lin}( 𝒑_𝑛) , (15)

where 𝒑_{[1,𝑛]} = 𝒑_1 + · · · + 𝒑_𝑛, and 𝑍^{[𝑛]}_{rec} is the kernel function, including the galaxy bias, RSD, and reconstruction effects. At the first order, the kernel function remains the same before and after reconstruction and is given by [58]

𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} ( 𝒑_1, 𝑛̂) = 𝑏_1 + 𝑓 (𝑝̂_1 · 𝑛̂)^2 , (16)

where 𝑏_1 is the linear bias parameter, and 𝑝̂ = 𝒑/| 𝒑|. The specific forms of the kernel functions up to the forth order, 𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} , 𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} , and 𝑍^{[4]}_{rec} , are summarized in Appendix A.

The 𝑛th-order displacement vector is expressed as

~𝚿^{[𝑛]} (𝒌) = 𝑖 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_1 (2𝜋)^3

· · · ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑛 (2𝜋)^3

(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑛]} � × 𝑳^{[𝑛]} ( 𝒑_1, · · · , 𝒑_𝑛) ~𝛿_{lin} ( 𝒑_1) · · · ~𝛿_{lin} ( 𝒑_𝑛) , (17)

where 𝑳^{[𝑛]} is the 𝑛th-order kernel function. In redshift space, ~𝚿_{red} is represented by replacing 𝑳^{[𝑛]} with 𝑳^{[𝑛]}_{red} given by [49]

𝑳^{[𝑛]}_{red} ( 𝒑_1, · · · , 𝒑_𝑛, 𝑛̂) = 𝑹^{[𝑛]} (𝑛̂) · 𝑳^{[𝑛]} ( 𝒑_1, · · · , 𝒑_𝑛) . (18)

Here, the three-dimensional transformation matrix 𝑹^{[𝑛]} is

[𝑹^{[𝑛]} (𝑛̂)]_{𝑖 𝑗} = 𝑰_{𝑖 𝑗} + 𝑛 𝑓 𝑛̂_𝑖𝑛̂_𝑗 , (19)

where 𝑖, 𝑗 = 1, 2, 3, and 𝑰 is the identity matrix.

As detailed in the subsequent section, we conduct 1-loop bispectrum calculations. The perturbative orders of density fluctuations required for these calculations are up to the fourth order. Therefore, we truncate the short-wavelength density fluctuation at the fourth order. Below, we summarize the relation between ~𝛿_{rec} and ~𝛿_{(S)rec} up to the fourth order:

~𝛿^{[1]}_{rec} = ~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec} ,

~𝛿^{[2]}_{rec} = ~𝛿^{[2]}_{(S)rec} + (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec} ,

~𝛿^{[3]}_{rec} = ~𝛿^{[3]}_{(S)rec} + (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[2]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec}

+ (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[2]}_{(S)rec} + 1 2 (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )^2~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec} ,

~𝛿^{[4]}_{rec} = ~𝛿^{[4]}_{(S)rec} + (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[3]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec}

+ (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[2]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[2]}_{(S)rec} + (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[3]}_{(S)rec}

+ (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )(−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[2]}_{rec} )~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec} + 1 2 (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )^2~𝛿^{[2]}_{(S)rec} + 1 3! (−𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} )^3~𝛿^{[1]}_{(S)rec} . (20)

Furthermore, in the coordinate transformation that describes the IR effect, we consider only the first-order 𝚿_{rec}. This approach is justified since terms in 𝛿_{(S)rec} with 𝚿^{[𝑛≥2]}_{rec} do not contribute to the 1-loop bispectrum, as demonstrated in the following section. Therefore, the post-reconstruction density fluctuation discussed in this paper can be approximated as follows:

𝛿_{rec} (𝒌, 𝑛̂) ≈ 𝑒^{−𝑖𝒌·𝚿 [1]rec (𝑛̂)} 4� 𝑛=1 ~𝛿^{[𝑛]}_{(S)rec}(𝒌, 𝑛̂) . (21)

III. GENERAL PROPERTIES IN THE BISPECTRUM

A. Notational conventions

To simplify notation, the subscript “rec” used to represent reconstructed quantities for density fluctuations and displacement vectors will be omitted throughout the remainder of this paper. Furthermore, we do not explicitly write the dependency on the line-of-sight direction, 𝑛̂, due to the RSD effect. Thus, we denote 𝛿_{rec}(𝒙, 𝑛̂) and 𝚿_{rec} (𝒒, 𝑛̂) as 𝛿(𝒙) and 𝚿(𝒒), respectively.

The 3PCF is defined as the ensemble average of the product of density fluctuations evaluated at three distinct points, 𝒙_1, 𝒙_2, and 𝒙_3. It is characterized by two relative distances, 𝒓_1 = 𝒙_1 − 𝒙_3 and 𝒓_2 = 𝒙_2 − 𝒙_3, due to statistical translational symmetry:

𝜁 (𝒓_1, 𝒓_2) = ⟨𝛿(𝒙_1)𝛿(𝒙_2)𝛿(𝒙_3)⟩

= ⟨𝛿(𝒙_1 − 𝒙_3)𝛿(𝒙_2 − 𝒙_3)𝛿(0)⟩ . (22)

In Fourier space, the bispectrum is expressed as

⟨~𝛿(𝒌_1)~𝛿(𝒌_2)~𝛿(𝒌_3)⟩ = (2𝜋)^3𝛿_D (𝒌_{123})𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒌_3) , (23)

where 𝒌_{123} = 𝒌_1 +𝒌_2 +𝒌_3. The condition 𝒌_{123} = 0, through the delta function, reflects the statistical translational symmetry.

In the analytical expressions derived from perturbation theory, when primordial non-Gaussianity is absent, the bispectrum is decomposed into three permutations:

𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒌_3) = 𝐵_{12} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{13} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_3) + 𝐵_{23} (𝒌_2, 𝒌_3) . (24)

It is important to note that the exclusion of primordial non- Gaussianity constitutes a fundamental assumption in this study. Throughout this paper, our analysis will be confined to 𝐵_{12} exclusively. For simplicity, the subscript “12” will be omitted hereafter. Consequently, any term denoted as 𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) henceforth should be interpreted as referring the first term on the right-hand side in Eq. (24).

In the framework of perturbation theory, we denote the bispectrum as 𝐵^{[𝑛𝑚𝑙]} , calculated as the product of three density fluctuations of order 𝑛, 𝑚, and 𝑙. For example, a bispectrum composed of two linear fluctuations and one second-order fluctuation is denoted as 𝐵^{[112]} .

B. Γ-expansion

The Γ-expansion (e.g., [50]) is a decomposition method that relies on mode-coupling integrals. Using the Γ-expansion allows for the decomposition of the bispectrum into five components [9], expressed as follows:

𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵_{GM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) + 𝐵_{MG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) + 𝐵_{MM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) , (25)

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram representing the bispectrum components decomposed by the 𝐺-expansion method as given in Eq. (25). Among the lines connecting the vertices corresponding to 𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, and 𝒌_3, closed loops indicate the presence of mode coupling integrals. Note that although only one loop is illustrated, it implicitly shows an infinite number of mode coupling integrals. In the IR limit, each vertex and the lines connecting these vertices are associated with the functions D and E as defined in Eq. (35). This association enables a straightforward derivation of the non-perturbative solution of each term in the IR limit as given by Eq. (39).

where 𝑃_{lin} denotes the linear dark matter power spectrum, calculated as

⟨~𝛿_{lin} (𝒌)~𝛿_{lin} (𝒌^′)⟩ = (2𝜋)^3𝛿_D (𝒌 + 𝒌^′)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘) . (26)

In Eq. (25), 𝐵_{GG} does not incorporate mode coupling integrals, whereas both 𝐵_{GM} and 𝐵_{MG} partially include mode coupling integrals. Conversely, 𝐵_{MM} and 𝐵_{MMM} are composed only of mode-coupling integrals. For detailed expressions of 𝐵_{GG}, 𝐵_{GM}, 𝐵_{MG}, 𝐵_{MM}, and 𝐵_{MMM}, see Appendix B.

Figure 1 shows a schematic diagram representing the bispectrum components decomposed by the Γ-expansion method. The bispectrum is represented by three vertices corresponding to 𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, and 𝒌_3, and it can be decomposed into components based on how these wave vectors are connected. Regarding 𝐵_{GG}, 𝒌_1 and 𝒌_3, as well as 𝒌_2 and 𝒌_3, are connected without the mode coupling integral. As shown in Section IV, the treelevel bispectrum is classified under this term. The 𝐵_{GM}, 𝐵_{MG}, and 𝐵_{MM} terms respectively involve 𝒌_1 and 𝒌_3, 𝒌_2 and 𝒌_3, or both being connected through the mode coupling integral. The mode coupling integral is here represented as a closed loop. For simplicity, only one loop is illustrated in the figure, but it is implied that an infinite number of mode coupling integrals are considered. The 𝐵_{MMM} term connects 𝒌_1 and 𝒌_2 to form a closed triangle diagram. It is noted that the lines represented as straight lines in the 𝐵_{MMM} diagram include an infinite number of mode coupling integrals implicitly. For the non-perturbative behavior in the IR limit of each term, see Sections IV B and V B.

C. IR cancellation

If 𝚿 and 𝛿_{(S)} are completely uncorrelated, all IR effects induced by 𝚿 are canceled out due to statistical translational symmetry in the 3PCF calculation, yielding contributions only from short-wavelength density fluctuations:

⟨𝛿(𝒙_1)𝛿(𝒙_2)𝛿(𝒙_3)⟩ = ⟨𝛿_{(S)} (𝒙_1 − 𝚿)𝛿_{(S)} (𝒙_2 − 𝚿)𝛿_{(S)} (𝒙_3 − 𝚿)⟩ = ⟨𝛿_{(S)} (𝒙_1)𝛿_{(S)} (𝒙_2)𝛿_{(S)} (𝒙_3)⟩ . (27)

In Fourier space, this relation can be expressed as �~ 𝛿(𝒌_1)~𝛿(𝒌_2)~𝛿(𝒌_3) � = � 𝑒^{−𝑖(𝒌1+𝒌2+𝒌3 )·𝚿} � ~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_1)~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_2)~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_3) � = � ~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_1)~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_2)~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_3) � . (28)

The bispectrum resulting from short-wavelength density fluctuations is represented as

⟨~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_1)~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_2)~𝛿_{(S)} (𝒌_3)⟩

= (2𝜋)^3𝛿_D(𝒌_{123}) [𝐵_{(S)} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 2 perms.] , (29)

and is denoted using the subscript (S).

IV. TREE LEVEL BISPECTRA

A. SPT

The leading-order term, known as the tree-level, is represented by

𝐵_{tree} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) , (30)

where

𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 2 𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_1)𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_2) . (31)

Consequently, the bispectrum at the tree level consists only of the 𝐵_{GG} term.

Assuming the lack of correlation between 𝛿_{(S)} and 𝚿 in Eq. (20), we can show that the tree-level bispectrum is the same as the short-wavelength one:

𝐵^{[112]}_{(S)GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (32)

This is an expected result from the general discussion in Eq. (28).

B. IR cancellation

In Fourier space, the IR effect manifests as the exponential function in Eq. (28). Assuming 𝚿 ≃ 𝚿^{[1]} , it can be represented as � 𝑒^{−𝑖(𝒌1 +𝒌2+𝒌3 )·𝚿 [1]} � = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) × E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)E(𝒌_2, 𝒌_3)E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_3) . (33)

Here, D(𝒌) and E(𝒌, 𝒌^′) are defined as follows 5:

D(𝒌) = exp � 1 2 � −𝑖𝒌 · 𝚿^{[1]}

�_2� c � , E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = exp � −𝑖𝒌_1 · 𝚿^{[1]} � � −𝑖𝒌_2 · 𝚿^{[1]} � c � . (35)

The function D(𝒌) is presented as a two-dimensional exponential damping function, specifically calculated as

D(𝒌) = exp � − 𝑘^2 (1 − 𝜇^2)𝜎^2_⊥ + 𝑘^2 𝜇^2𝜎^2_‖ 2 � , (36)

where 𝜇 = 𝑛̂ · 𝑘̂. The radial and transverse components of the smoothing factors, 𝜎^2_⊥ and 𝜎^2_‖ , are given by Eqs. (C2) and (C3). Furthermore, the function E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) satisfies the following relation:

E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D^{−1} (𝒌_1)D^{−1} (𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) (37)

under the condition 𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2 + 𝒌_3 = 0.

The function E(𝒌, 𝒌^′) connects two different wave vectors, 𝒌 and 𝒌^′. In other words, this operation produces mode coupling integrals. On the other hand, the function D(𝒌) is only associated only with the corresponding wave vector 𝒌. Figure 1 shows how the functions D and E appear in each term of the bispectrum decomposed by the Γ-expansion in the IR limit. Taking this into account and substituting Eq. (32) and Eq. (33) into Eq. (28), we derive

𝐵_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) , 𝐵_{GM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) (E(𝒌_2, 𝒌_3) − 1)

× 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) , 𝐵_{MG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) (E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_3) − 1)

× 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) , 𝐵_{MM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) × (E(𝒌_2, 𝒌_3) − 1) (E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_3) − 1) × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) , 𝐵_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) (E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) − 1) × E(𝒌_2, 𝒌_3)E(𝒌_1, 𝒌_3) × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) , (38)

5 The cumulants of a statistical quantity 𝑋, denoted ⟨𝑋^𝑛 ⟩_c, are obtained from a power series expansion of the cumulant-generating function ln⟨𝑒^𝑋 ⟩: ln � ⟨𝑒^𝑋 ⟩ � = � 𝑛=1 1 𝑛! ⟨𝑋^𝑛 ⟩_c . (34)

where the subscript “IR” indicates a quantity in the IR limit. Furthermore, using Eq. (37), we obtain

𝐵_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ,

𝐵_{GM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � D^2 (𝒌_1) − D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin}(𝑘_2) ,

𝐵_{MG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � D^2 (𝒌_2) − D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin}(𝑘_1) ,

𝐵_{MM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) − D^2 (𝒌_1)

−D^2 (𝒌_2) + D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin}(𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) ,

𝐵_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � 1 − D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin}(𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) . (39)

Consequently, for all the terms in Eq. (39), the infinite perturbative orders that emerge due to infrared (IR) effects, i.e., non-perturbative effects, can be computed using the Gaussian damping function D. Nonetheless, the substitution of all these terms into Eq. (25) results in the cancellation of all contributions from the IR effects, thereby isolating the standard tree-level bispectrum.

𝐵_{IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) + 𝐵_{GM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) + 𝐵_{MG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) + 𝐵_{MM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵_{tree} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (40)

This result serves as a specific example of tree-level perturbative calculations for IR cancellation discussed in the general case in Section III C.

Eq. (39) exhibits the same form as that derived for the prereconstruction bispectrum, as detailed in Eqs. (52)-(56) in Sugiyama et al. [9]. This similarity arises because the IR effect for the post-reconstruction case can be addressed in a manner analogous to the pre-reconstruction case, as discussed in Section II B.

From Eq. (39), it becomes clear that the two terms consisting only of mode-coupling integrals, 𝐵_{MM} and 𝐵_{MMM}, tend to diverge in the high-𝑘 limit due to the presence of the D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) term. Nevertheless, by considering the combination of 𝐵_{MM} and 𝐵_{MMM}, i.e., 𝐵_{MM} +𝐵_{MMM}, the D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) term cancels out, resulting in a finite value at small scales, as demonstrated in Figure 3 in Sugiyama et al. [9].

C. IR-resummed model

It is noteworthy that among terms related to mode-coupling integrals, such as 𝐵_{GM}, 𝐵_{MG}, 𝐵_{MM}, and 𝐵_{MMM}, in Eq. (39), the linear power spectrum 𝑃_{lin} containing the BAO signal emerges. However, the mode-coupling integral is expected to smooth out the BAO signal in 𝑃_{lin}. This expectation indicates that the assumption that 𝛿_{(S)} and 𝚿 being uncorrelated does not fully hold, leading to incomplete IR cancellation due to the mode coupling effect.

To account for smoothing effect of the BAO signal, we decompose the linear matter power spectrum into two components: the “wiggle” component with only the BAO signal, and the “no-wiggle” component lacking the BAO signal. This decomposition is expressed as 𝑃_{lin} = 𝑃_w + 𝑃_{nw} [60–62], where the subscripts “w” and “nw” denote “wiggle” and “no-wiggle”, respectively. Subsequently, we replace all 𝑃_{lin} in Eqs. (39) with 𝑃_{nw}.

Substituting Eq. (39) into Eq. (25) after the above replacement between 𝑃_{lin} and 𝑃_{nw}, we derive the post-reconstruction tree-level bispectrum with IR resummation as

𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)

= 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)D^2 (𝒌_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)D^2 (𝒌_2)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1)𝑃_w(𝑘_2) + 𝐵_{tree, nw} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) , (41)

where the no-wiggle version of the tree-level bispectrum is represented by

𝐵_{tree, nw} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2) . (42)

This is the first main result of this paper. In our model, the nonlinearity of the BAO signal can be divided into three distinct components: D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2), D^2 (𝒌_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2), and D^2 (𝒌_2)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1)𝑃_w(𝑘_2), which serve to dampen the BAO signal. The shape of the bispectrum is represented through the no-wiggle version of the tree-level solution in Eq. (42).

Eq. (41) is consistent with the pre-reconstruction bispectrum model with IR resummation, as detailed in Eq. (1) of Sugiyama et al. [9]. Note that the post-reconstruction case requires the use of the post-reconstruction kernel functions in Eq. (A4) and the post-reconstruction Gaussian smoothing parameters in Eq. (C2).

It is noteworthy that the derivation of Eq. (41) benefits from the definition of the function E in Eq. (35) during the process. This approach allows us to avoid the complex calculations associated with kernel functions, a methodology previously employed by Sugiyama et al. [9]. Consequently, this simplification significantly streamlines the computational process, facilitating the straightforward inclusion of additional 1-loop correction terms in the subsequent section.

V. 1-LOOP LEVEL BISPECTRA

A. SPT

The next-leading order term in SPT, the 1-loop correction, can be decomposed into the following five components:

𝐵_{1-loop} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) + 𝐵^{[123−III]}_{MG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) , (43)

where

𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 12 𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_1)𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_2) ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3

𝑍^{[4]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒑, − 𝒑)𝑃_{lin}(𝑝) ,

𝐵^{[123−I]}

GG (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 6 𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3 � 𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_1)𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} (𝒌_2, 𝒑, − 𝒑) + 𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_2)𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒑, − 𝒑) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑝) ,

𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 6 𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_1) ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3

𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} ( 𝒑, 𝒌_2 − 𝒑)𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒑, 𝒌_2 − 𝒑)𝑃_{lin} (𝑝)𝑃_{lin} (|𝒌_2 − 𝒑|) ,

𝐵^{[123−III]}

MG (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 6 𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} (𝒌_2) ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3

𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} ( 𝒑, 𝒌_1 − 𝒑)𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} (𝒌_2, 𝒑, 𝒌_1 − 𝒑)𝑃_{lin} (𝑝)𝑃_{lin} (|𝒌_1 − 𝒑|) ,

𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 8 3 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3

𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} ( 𝒑, 𝒌_1 − 𝒑)𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (− 𝒑, 𝒌_2 + 𝒑)𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (𝒌_2 + 𝒑, 𝒌_1 − 𝒑)𝑃_{lin}(𝑝)𝑃_{lin} (|𝒌_2 + 𝒑|)𝑃_{lin}(|𝒌_1 − 𝒑|) .

(44)

Here, it should be noted that the 𝐵_{MM} term arises from 2-loop and higher-order corrections, and therefore, does not appear in the 1-loop corrections.

The IR (high-𝑘) limit solutions for the 1-loop bispectrum corrections are obtained by substituting the post-reconstruction kernel functions in the IR limit, as provided by Eq. (A5), into

Eq. (44). It is important to note that the conditions for the IR limit in the bispectrum vary with each term of the bispectrum: for 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} and 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG} , it is 𝑝 → 0; for 𝐵^{[123−II]}_{GM} , it is 𝑝 → 0 and |𝒌_2 − 𝒑| → 0; 𝐵^{[123−III]}_{MG} , it is 𝑝 → 0 and |𝒌_1 − 𝒑| → 0; for 𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM}, it is 𝑝 → 0, |𝒌_1 − 𝒑| → 0, and |𝒌_2 + 𝒑| → 0. Then, we obtain

𝐵^{[114]}_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = [ln D(𝒌_3)] 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ,

𝐵^{[123−I]}

GG, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2) = [ln (D(𝒌1)D(𝒌2))] 𝐵

[112]

GG (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ,

𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2) = � ln � D(𝒌_1)D^{−1} (𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) ,

𝐵^{[123−III]}

MG, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2) = � ln � D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_1)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) ,

𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � ln � D(𝒌_3)D^{−1} (𝒌_1)D^{−1} (𝒌_2) � × 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) . (45)

The expressions presented here are identical to those of Eq. (39) when expanded to the 1-loop level. Moreover, the five components of the 1-loop bispectrum cancel each other out in the IR limit:

𝐵_{1-loop, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘1) + 𝐵

[123−III] MG, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘2)

+ 𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 0 , (46)

This result indicates the IR cancellation of the bispectrum at the 1-loop level.

Assuming the absence of correlation between 𝛿_{(S)} and 𝚿 in Eq. (20), each component of the short-wavelength bispectrum at the 1-loop level is given by

𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG} = 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} − 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG, IR} ,

𝐵^{[123−I]}

(S)GG = 𝐵

[123−I]

GG − 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG, IR} ,

𝐵^{[123−II]}

(S)GM = 𝐵

[123−II]

GM − 𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM, IR ,

𝐵^{[123−III]}

(S)MG = 𝐵

[123−III]

MG − 𝐵^{[123−III]}

MG, IR ,

𝐵^{[222]}_{(S)MMM} = 𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM} − 𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM, IR} . (47)

In the 1-loop level, the components of the short-wavelength bispectrum are defined as the normal components subtracted by the values at the IR limit. However, it can be shown that the short-wavelength 1-loop bispectrum converges to the normal bispectrum using Eq. (46):

𝐵_{(S)1-loop} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[123−II]}

(S)GM (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘1) + 𝐵

[123−III] (S)MG (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘2)

+ 𝐵^{[222]}_{(S)MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)

= 𝐵_{1-loop} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (48)

This result is what expected from Eq. (28), like the tree-level case in Eq. (32).

Eq. (45) is a general expression that includes the effects of reconstruction, RSD, and bias. However, it may be perceived as complex. To facilitate an intuitive understanding for the reader, we summarize the solutions for the high-𝑘 limit of the 1-loop bispectrum in the simplest case, i.e., in the context of dark matter in real space before reconstruction, in Appendix D.

B. IR cancellation

Consider that the bispectrum includes contributions up to the 1-loop correction in SPT, and that terms higher than the 1- loop level arise from IR effects. In this case, each component of the bispectrum, when decomposed by the Γ-expansion method, can be calculated non-perturbatively by applying Eqs. (33), (32), and (47) to Eq. (28):

𝐵_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � , 𝐵_{GM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � D^2 (𝒌_1) − D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ D^2 (𝒌_1)𝐵^{[123−II]}_{(S)GM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ,

𝐵_{MG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � D^2 (𝒌_2) − D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)

+ D^2 (𝒌_2)𝐵^{[123−III]}

(S)MG (𝒌1, 𝒌2) ,

𝐵_{MM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) − D^2 (𝒌_1) − D^2 (𝒌_2) + D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3) � × � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) + � D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) − D^2 (𝒌_1) � 𝐵^{[123−II]}

(S)GM (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘1) + � D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) − D^2 (𝒌_2) � 𝐵^{[123−III]}

(S)MG (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘2) ,

𝐵_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � 1 − D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D^{−1} (𝒌_3) �

9 × � � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[123−II]}

(S)GM (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘1) + 𝐵

[123−III] (S)MG (𝒌1, 𝒌2)𝑃lin (𝑘2) � + 𝐵^{[222]}_{(S)MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (49)

Once again, substituting Eq. (49) into Eq. (25) leads to the 1-loop bispectrum in SPT due to the IR cancellation:

𝐵_{IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) + 𝐵_{GM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) + 𝐵_{MG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) + 𝐵_{MM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵_{tree} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{1-loop} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (50)

C. IR-resummed model

We now proceed to derive the IR-resummed bispectrum model at the 1-loop level. To this end, analogous to the approach in Section IV C, we replace the linear matter power spectra, 𝑃_{lin}, appearing in 𝐵_{GM}, 𝐵_{MG}, 𝐵_{MM}, and 𝐵_{MMM} in Eq. (49), with the no-wiggle power spectra, 𝑃_{nw}. Note that the components of the short-wavelength bispectrum at the 1-loop level, i.e., 𝐵^{[114]}_{(S)GG}, 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{(S)GG} , 𝐵^{[123−II]}_{(S)GM} , 𝐵^{[123−III]}_{(S)MG} , and 𝐵^{[222]}_{(S)MMM}, are defined as the original components minus their corresponding IR limit values. Consequently, 𝑃_{lin} appearing in 𝐵^{[123−II]}_{GM, IR} ,

𝐵^{[123−III]}

MG, IR , and 𝐵

[222] MMM, IR in Eq. (47) should also be replaced

with 𝑃_{nw}.

Finally, after replacing 𝑃_{lin} and 𝑃_{nw}, substituting Eq. (49) into Eq. (25) leads to the post-reconstruction 1-loop bispectrum model with IR resummation:

𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � [1 − ln (D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3))] 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝑃_w(𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2) + � � 1 − ln D^2 (𝒌_1) � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + � 𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)/𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2) � D^2 (𝒌_1)𝑃_w(𝑘_1)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2) + � � 1 − ln D^2 (𝒌_2) � 𝐵^{[112]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + � 𝐵^{[123−III]}

MG (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)/𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1) � D^2 (𝒌_2)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵_{tree,nw} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{1-loop,nw} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) , (51)

where the no-wiggle versions of the 1-loop bispectrum correction is given by

𝐵_{1-loop,nw} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � 𝐵^{[114]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵^{[123−I]}_{GG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) � 𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_1) + 𝐵^{[123−III]}_{MG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{nw} (𝑘_2)

+ 𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (52)

This is the second main result of this paper. Compared to the IR-resummed model at the tree-level, as given in Eq. (41), we can see that the SPT 1-loop correction terms appear in the three terms that include 𝑃_w and describe the nonlinear damping of the BAO signal. In addition, the overall shape is represented by the no-wiggle version of the SPT 1-loop bispectrum. Consequently, our model describes the non-perturbative behavior of the BAO exponential damping while incorporating 1-loop correction terms in SPT, enabling theoretical predictions of the bispectrum up to small scales.

When perturbatively expanded, Eq. (51) can be schematically expressed as the SPT 1-loop solutions with higher-order terms arising from the IR effects:

𝐵(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 𝐵_{tree} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + 𝐵_{1-loop} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) + [higher order corrections] . (53)

This result illustrates the essence of the IR-resummed model, which accurately incorporates the SPT solution at a finite order and focuses only on IR effects for the higher-order correction terms. It is particularly noteworthy that the result in Eq. (51), where the no-wiggle version of the 1-loop solution shapes the overall form of the bispectrum, is achieved by summing IR effects to an infinite order. This has a fundamentally different implication than merely truncating the SPT solution at the 1-loop level, despite the apparent similarity in form.

D. Comparison with previous works

Eq. (51) represents an improvement in two aspects compared to the IR-resummed model for the pre-reconstruction bispectrum presented in Sugiyama et al. [9]. First, it includes the 1-loop correction terms in SPT, which means that it can make more accurate theoretical predictions for smaller scales. Second, it uses the post-reconstruction nonlinear kernel functions (A4) and the post-reconstruction Gaussian smoothing factors (C2), making it a model for the post-reconstruction bispectrum with IR resummation. To reiterate, the functional form of the IR-resummed model remains unchanged before and after reconstruction. Therefore, if one wants to compute the pre-reconstruction bispectrum, it is sufficient to simply replace the nonlinear kernel functions and smoothing parameters with those from before reconstruction.

Finally, it is noteworthy to mention that Ivanov and Sibiryakov [36] has already presented an IR-resummed model for the pre-reconstruction bispectrum, including the SPT 1- loop correction terms, RSD effects, and bias effects, through a different approach from ours, the time-sliced perturbation theory [35]. The form of the bispectrum in the Ivanov and Sibiryakov [36]’s model is schematically given as follows (for details, see Eq. (7.19) and Appendix D in [36]):

𝐵 = 𝐵_{tree} � 𝑃_{nw} + � 1 − ln D^2 � D^2𝑃_w � + 𝐵_{1-loop} � 𝑃_{nw} + D^2𝑃_w � . (54)

This expression indicates that the linear power spectrum appearing within the bispectrum is replaced with 𝑃_{nw} + D^2𝑃_w. In the tree-level bispectrum, a factor of (1 − ln D^2) appears to avoid double counting of nonlinear contributions. While our result in Eq. (51) align closely with their model, a slight difference arises in the exponential damping functions form at the order of (𝑃_w)^2. Specifically, the Ivanov and Sibiryakov [36]’s model includes D^2 (𝒌_1)D^2 (𝒌_2)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2), whereas our result is D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2). For a more intuitive comparison, when considered in real space as in Appendix D, the Ivanov and Sibiryakov [36]’s model includes

D^2 (𝒌_1)D^2 (𝒌_2)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w(𝑘_2)

= 𝑒^{−𝑘21 𝜎2⊥} 𝑒^{−𝑘2 𝜎2⊥} 𝑃_w(𝑘_1)𝑃_w(𝑘_2), (55)

while our model is

D(𝒌_1)D(𝒌_2)D(𝒌_3)𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2)

= 𝑒^{−𝑘21 𝜎2⊥} 𝑒^{−𝑘2 𝜎2⊥} 𝑒^{−(𝒌1 ·𝒌2 ) 𝜎2⊥} 𝑃_w (𝑘_1)𝑃_w (𝑘_2) , (56)

differing by a factor of 𝑒^{−(𝒌1 ·𝒌2 ) 𝜎2⊥} . We conjecture that this discrepancy arises due to the approximation employed by Ivanov and Sibiryakov [36], who ignored terms of O(𝑃^2_w) during their derivations. However, a detailed mathematical comparison or a discussion on numerical impacts exceeds the scope of this paper and is left for future work.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have developed a bispectrum model that incorporates infrared (IR) effects into post-reconstruction density fluctuations, including 1-loop corrections within SPT. The main results are presented in Eqs. (41) and (51). This model effectively captures the nonlinear dynamics of the BAO signal within the post-reconstruction bispectrum. Moreover, it facilitates analysis on smaller scales via the no-wiggle version of the 1-loop solution. Note that the no-wiggle version of the SPT solution, which shapes the overall bispectrum form, can only be derived by properly summing up the IR effects to an infinite order. This approach fundamentally differs from merely truncating the SPT solution at the 1-loop level. By setting the smoothing parameter 𝑅_s, required for reconstruction in Eq. (7), to approach infinity (𝑅_s) → ∞, our model encompasses the pre-reconstruction case.

Sugiyama [44] demonstrated that the IR effect can be treated consistently before and after reconstruction. Specifically, the IR effect can be characterized as a coordinate transformation through the displacement vector in short-wavelength density fluctuations in both cases. This fact suggests that the resummation method for addressing the IR effect in the pre-reconstruction tree-level bispectrum, as developed by Sugiyama et al. [9], can be directly applied to the postreconstruction bispectrum. In this paper, we build upon the framework established by Sugiyama et al. [9] by incorporating the 1-loop correction terms. Consequently, our work extends previous research in two aspects: firstly, by incorporating the SPT 1-loop correction terms, and secondly, by considering the post-reconstruction scenario.

The characteristics of the IR-resummed bispectrum model handle terms that include infinite-order mode-coupling integrals. Through these mode-coupling terms, the bispectrum is decomposed into five components,as demonstrated in Eq. (25). We calculate the non-perturbative effects arising from the IR effects for each component. To streamline the overall computation and minimize complex calculations involving kernel functions, we introduce the functions D and E in Eq. (35). In the IR limit, statistical translational symmetry requires the cancellation of all IR effects. Nonetheless, by considering an incompleteness in the IR cancellation, namely the smoothing effect of the BAO signal in the mode-coupling integrals, we are enable to formulate a model that describes the nonlinear damping of the BAO signal while incorporating the 1-loop bispectrum correction terms.

The bispectrum model proposed in this paper encompasses 1-loop correction terms, bias effects, and RSD effects, making it a suitable candidate for cosmological analysis of the postreconstruction bispectrum.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

NS acknowledges financial support from JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 19K14703. NS thanks Shi-Fan Stephen Chen for useful comments and discussion.

Appendix A: Post-reconstruction kernel functions

The 𝑛th-order pre-reconstruction galaxy density fluctuation in Fourier space is expressed as

~𝛿^{[𝑛]}_g (𝒌) = ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_1 (2𝜋)^3

· · · ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑛 (2𝜋)^3

(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑛]} � × 𝑍^{[𝑛]} ( 𝒑_1, · · · , 𝒑_𝑛)~𝛿_{lin}( 𝒑_1) · · · ~𝛿_{lin} ( 𝒑_𝑛) , (A1)

where the functions 𝑍^{[𝑛≥2]} characterize the nonlinear effects on the galaxy density fluctuation, including the RSD and bias effects. As in the main text, for simplicity of notation, the line-of-sight dependence 𝑛̂ due to the RSD effect is omitted.

This appendix shows the relation between 𝑍^{[𝑛]} in Eq. (A1) and 𝑍^{[𝑛]}_{rec} in Eq. (15) up to the forth order.

The 𝑛th-order displacement vector for reconstruction in Fourier space is given by

~𝒔^{[𝑛]} (𝒌) = � 𝑖𝒌 𝑘^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � ~𝛿^{[𝑛]}_g (𝒌) . (A2)

Furthermore, the Fourier transform of the post-reconstruction density fluctuation in Eq. (8) is given by

~𝛿_{rec} (𝒌, 𝑛̂) = ∫ 𝑑^3𝑥^′𝑒^{−𝑖𝒌·𝒙′} 𝑒^{−𝑖𝒌·𝒔(𝒙′ ,𝑛̂)} 𝛿_g (𝒙^′, 𝑛̂) . (A3)

By substituting Eqs. (A1) and (A2) into Eq. (A3), we obtain

𝑍^{[1]}_{rec} ( 𝒑_1) = 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1) ,

𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2) = 𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2) + 1 2 � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_1 𝑝^2_1 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_1 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � + � 𝒌 · 𝒑_2

𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_2 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_2) ,

𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3) = 𝑍^{[3]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3) + 1 3 � � 𝒌 · ( 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2) | 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2|^2 � � − 𝑊_G(| 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2|𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_3) + 2 perms. �

+ 1 3 � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_1

𝑝^2_1 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_1 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1)𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3) + 2 perms. �

+ 1 3! � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_1

𝑝^2_1 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_1 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_2

𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_2 𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � + 2 perms. � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_2)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_3) ,

𝑍^{[4]}_{rec} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3, 𝒑_4) = 𝑍^{[4]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3, 𝒑_4) + 1 4 � � 𝒌 · ( 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2 + 𝒑_3) | 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2 + 𝒑_3|^2 � � − 𝑊_G (| 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2 + 𝒑_3|𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[3]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_4) + 4 perms. �

+ 1 4 � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_1

𝑝^2_1 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_1 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1)𝑍^{[3]} ( 𝒑_2, 𝒑_3, 𝒑_4) + 4 perms. �

+ 1 6 � � 𝒌 · ( 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2) | 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2|^2 � � − 𝑊_G(| 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2|𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2)𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_3, 𝒑_4) + 5 perms. �

+ 1 12 � � 𝒌 · ( 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2) | 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2|^2 � � − 𝑊_G (| 𝒑_1 + 𝒑_2|𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_3

𝑝^2_3 � � − 𝑊_G(𝑝_3 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} �

×𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_3)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_4) + 11 perms. �

+ 1 12 � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_1

𝑝^2_1 � � − 𝑊_G(𝑝_1 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_2

𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_2 𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_2)𝑍^{[2]} ( 𝒑_3, 𝒑_4) + 5 perms. �

+ 1 4! � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_1

𝑝^2_1 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_1 𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_2

𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝_2 𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � � 𝒌 · 𝒑_3

𝑝^2_3 � � − 𝑊_G(𝑝_3 𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � + 3 perms. �

×𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_1)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_2)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_3)𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑_4) , (A4)

where 𝒌 = 𝒑_1 + · · · + 𝒑_𝑛 for 𝑍^{[𝑛]} . In the IR limit, these kernel functions become

𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (𝒌, 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} 1 2 � 𝒌 · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑

𝑝^2 � + � 𝒌 · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G(𝑝𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑) � 𝑍^{[1]} (𝒌) ,

𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒑, − 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} − 1 3! � 𝒌 · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑

𝑝^2 � + � 𝒌 · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑)

�_2

𝑍^{[1]} (𝒌) ,

𝑍^{[3]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} 1 3 � (𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2) · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � + � (𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2) · 𝒑

𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑) � 𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ,

𝑍^{[4]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒑, − 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} − 1 12 � (𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2) · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � + � (𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2) · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G(𝑝𝑅_s)

𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑)

�_2

𝑍^{[2]}_{rec} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) , (A5)

where 𝑅^{[1]}_{𝑖 𝑗} = 𝛿_{𝑖 𝑗} + 𝑓 𝑛̂_𝑖𝑛̂_𝑗 given in Eq. (19). In the derivation of the above relations, we used

𝑍^{[2]} (𝒌, 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} 1 2 � 𝒌 · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � 𝑍^{[1]} (𝒌) ,

𝑍^{[3]} (𝒌_1, 𝒑, − 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} − 1 3! � 𝒌 · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑

𝑝^2

�_2 𝑍^{[1]} (𝒌) ,

𝑍^{[3]} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} 1 3 � (𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2) · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑 𝑝^2 � 𝑍^{[2]} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) ,

𝑍^{[4]} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2, 𝒑, − 𝒑) −−−−→_{𝑝→0} − 1 12 � (𝒌_1 + 𝒌_2) · 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑 𝑝^2

�_2

𝑍^{[2]} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) . (A6)

Appendix B: Γ-expansion

Using the Γ-expansion scheme, we show specific forms of 𝐵_{GG}, 𝐵_{GM}, 𝐵_{MG}, 𝐵_{MM}, and 𝐵_{MMM} in Eq. (25) using the nonlinear kernel functions 𝑍^{[𝑛]} . The results obtained here are also valid using the post-reconstruction nonlinear kernel functions 𝑍^{[𝑛]}_{rec} .

The 𝑟th order coefficient of the Γ-expansion is expressed as [51, 63]

Γ^{(𝑟 )} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 ) = 1 𝑟! ∞� 𝑠=0 (𝑟 + 2𝑠)!

2^𝑠 𝑠! 𝑠� 𝑖=1 ∫ 𝑑^3𝑞_𝑖 (2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑞_𝑖)

× 𝑍^{[𝑟+2𝑠]} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 , 𝒒_1, −𝒒_1, . . . , 𝒒_𝑠, −𝒒_𝑠) , (B1)

where the superscript (𝑟) means the 𝑟th order of the Γexpansion. Then, we obtain [9]

𝐵_{GG}(𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 2 Γ^{(2)} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) Γ^{(1)} (𝒌_1) Γ^{(1)} (𝒌_2) ,

𝐵_{GM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = Γ^{(1)} (𝒌_1) ∞� 𝑟=2 (𝑟 + 1)! 𝑟� 𝑖=1 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑖 (2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝_𝑖)(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌_2 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑟 ]} � Γ^{(𝑟 )} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 )Γ^{(𝑟+1)} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 , 𝒌_1) ,

𝐵_{MG} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = Γ^{(1)} (𝒌_2) ∞� 𝑟=2 (𝑟 + 1)! 𝑟� 𝑖=1 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑖 (2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝_𝑖)(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌_1 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑟 ]} � Γ^{(𝑟 )} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 )Γ^{(𝑟+1)} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 , 𝒌_2) ,

𝐵_{MM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = ∞� 𝑟=2 ∞� 𝑠=2 (𝑟 + 𝑠)! 𝑟� 𝑖=1 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑖 (2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝_𝑖) 𝑠� 𝑗=1 ∫ 𝑑3 𝑝′_𝑗

(2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝^′_𝑗 )(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌_1 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑟 ]} � (2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌_2 − 𝒑^′_{[1,𝑠]} �

× Γ^{(𝑟 )} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 )Γ^{(𝑠)} ( 𝒑^′_1, . . . , 𝒑^′_𝑠)Γ^{(𝑟+𝑠)} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 , 𝒑^′_1, . . . , 𝒑^′_𝑠) ,

𝐵_{MMM} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 1 3 ∞� 𝑟=1 ∞� 𝑠=1 ∞� 𝑡=1 (𝑟 + 𝑡)!(𝑟 + 𝑠)!(𝑠 + 𝑡)!

𝑟!𝑠!𝑡! 𝑟� 𝑖=1 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_𝑖 (2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝_𝑖) 𝑠� 𝑗=1 ∫ 𝑑3 𝑝′_𝑗

(2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝^′_𝑗 ) 𝑡� 𝑘=1 ∫ 𝑑_3 𝑝_{′′𝑘}

(2𝜋)^3

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝^{′′}_𝑘 )

× (2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌_1 − 𝒑_{[1,𝑟 ]} − 𝒑^{′′}_{[1,𝑡 ]} � (2𝜋)^3𝛿_D � 𝒌_2 + 𝒑_{[1,𝑟 ]} + 𝒑^′_{[1,𝑠]} � × Γ^{(𝑟+𝑡 )} ( 𝒑_1, . . . , 𝒑_𝑟 , 𝒑^{′′}_1 , . . . , 𝒑^{′′}_𝑡 )Γ^{(𝑟+𝑠)} (− 𝒑_1, . . . , − 𝒑_𝑟 , − 𝒑^′_1, . . . , − 𝒑^′_𝑠)

× Γ^{(𝑠+𝑡 )} (− 𝒑^′_1, . . . , − 𝒑^′_𝑠, 𝒑^{′′}_1 , . . . , 𝒑^{′′}_𝑡 ) , (B2)

where 𝒑_{[1,𝑛]} = 𝒑_1 + · · · + 𝒑_𝑛 for any integer 𝑛 with 𝑛 ≥ 1.

Appendix C: Smoothing factors

This appendix gives the specific forms of the smoothing factors 𝜎^2_⊥ and 𝜎^2_‖ that characterize the Gaussian damping function D(𝒌) defined in Eq. (36).

The first-order of the post-reconstruction displacement vector is given by

𝚿^{[1]}_{rec} = 𝑖 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝 (2𝜋)^3 � � 𝑹^{[1]} · 𝒑

𝑝^2 �

+ � 𝒑 𝑝^2 � � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � 𝑍^{[1]} ( 𝒑) � 𝛿_{lin}( 𝒑) . (C1)

By substituting Eq. (C1) into Eq. (35), the radial and transverse components of the smoothing factors are calculated as [44]

𝜎^2_⊥ = 𝜎^2_{pp ,⊥} + 𝜎^2_{ps ,⊥} + 𝜎^2_{ss ,⊥} 𝜎^2_‖ = 𝜎^2_{pp ,‖} + 𝜎^2_{ps ,‖} + 𝜎^2_{ss ,‖} , (C2) and

𝜎^2_{pp,⊥} = 1 3 ∫ 𝑑𝑝 2𝜋^2

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝),

𝜎^2_{pp,‖} = (1 + 𝑓 )^2 𝜎^2_{pp,⊥},

𝜎^2_{ps,⊥} = 1 3 ∫_{𝑘max}

𝑘_{min} 𝑑𝑝 2𝜋^2 � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 2 � 𝑏_1 + 𝑓 5 � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑝) ,

𝜎^2_{ps,‖} = 1 3 ∫_{𝑘max}

𝑘_{min} 𝑑𝑝 2𝜋^2 � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid} � � 2 (1 + 𝑓 ) � 𝑏_1 + 3 5 𝑓 � � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑝) ,

𝜎^2_{ss,⊥} = 1 3 ∫_{𝑘max}

𝑘_{min} 𝑑𝑝 2𝜋^2 � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid}

�_2 � 𝑏^2_1 + 2 5 𝑏_1 𝑓 + 3 35 𝑓^2 � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑝) + 1 𝑛̄ � , 𝜎^2_{ss,‖} = 1 3 ∫_{𝑘max}

𝑘_{min} 𝑑𝑝 2𝜋^2 � − 𝑊_G (𝑝𝑅_s) 𝑏_{1,fid}

�_2 � � 𝑏^2_1 + 42 35 𝑏_1 𝑓 + 3 7 𝑓^2 � 𝑃_{lin} (𝑝) + 1 𝑛̄ � . (C3)

Here, the shot-noise term 1/𝑛̄ with 𝑛̄ being the mean number density appears in 𝜎^2_{ss,⊥} and 𝜎^2_{ss,‖} due to the discreteness effect in the displacement vector for reconstruction [64].

Appendix D: The high-𝑘 limit solutions of the matter bispectrum in real space

The second-order density fluctuation for dark matter in real space is expressed as

~𝛿^{[2]} (𝒌) = ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_1 (2𝜋)^3 ∫ 𝑑^3 𝑝_2 (2𝜋)^3

(2𝜋)^3𝛿_D (𝒌 − 𝒑_1 − 𝒑_2)

× 𝐹^{[2]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2)~𝛿_{lin}( 𝒑_1)~𝛿_{lin}( 𝒑_2) , (D1)

where

𝐹^{[2]} ( 𝒑_1, 𝒑_2) = 17 21 + 1 2 (𝑝̂_1 · 𝑝̂_2) � 𝑝_1 𝑝_2 + 𝑝_2 𝑝_1 � + 2 7 � (𝑝̂_1 · 𝑝̂_2)^2 − 1 3 � . (D2)

The tree-level bispectrum is then given by

𝐵_{tree} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = 2 𝐹^{[2]} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) . (D3) From Eq. (C3), the smoothing factor is calculated as

𝜎^2_⊥ = 1 3 ∫ 𝑑𝑝 2𝜋^2

𝑃_{lin} (𝑝) . (D4)

Consequently, Eq. (45) can be rewritten as

𝐵^{[114]}_{GG, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � − 1 2 𝑘^2_1𝜎^2_⊥ − 1 2 𝑘^2_1 𝜎^2_⊥ − (𝒌_1 · 𝒌_2)𝜎^2_⊥ � � 2𝐹_2 (𝒌_, 𝒌_2) � , 𝐵^{[123−I]}

GG, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2) = � − 1 2 𝑘^2_1𝜎^2_⊥ − 1 2 𝑘^2_1 𝜎^2_⊥ � � 2𝐹_2 (𝒌_, 𝒌_2) � ,

𝐵^{[123−II]}

GM, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2) = � 𝑘^2 𝜎^2_⊥ + (𝒌_1 · 𝒌_2)𝜎^2_⊥ � [2𝐹_2 (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)] 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) ,

𝐵^{[123−III]}

MG, IR (𝒌1, 𝒌2) = � 𝑘^2_1 𝜎^2_⊥ + (𝒌_1 · 𝒌_2)𝜎^2_⊥ � [2𝐹_2 (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)] 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1) ,

𝐵^{[222]}_{MMM, IR} (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2) = � − (𝒌_1 · 𝒌_2) 𝜎^2_⊥ � [2𝐹_2 (𝒌_1, 𝒌_2)] 𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_1)𝑃_{lin} (𝑘_2) . (D5)

From these equations, we can see that the high-𝑘 solution of the 1-loop bispectrum includes not only the squares of 𝑘_1 and 𝑘_2 but also the product of 𝒌_1 and 𝒌_2.

[1] H. Gil-Marín, W. J. Percival, L. Verde, J. R. Brownstein, C.-H.

Chuang, F.-S. Kitaura, S. A. Rodríguez-Torres, and M. D. Olmstead, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 465, 1757 (2017), arXiv:1606.00439 [astro-ph.CO].

[2] Z. Slepian et al., Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 469, 1738 (2017), arXiv:1607.06097 [astro-ph.CO].

[3] D. W. Pearson and L. Samushia, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 478, 4500 (2018), arXiv:1712.04970 [astro-ph.CO].

[4] G. D’Amico, J. Gleyzes, N. Kokron, K. Markovic, L. Senatore, P. Zhang, F. Beutler, and H. Gil-Marín, JCAP 05, 005 (2020), arXiv:1909.05271 [astro-ph.CO].

[5] O. H. E. Philcox and M. M.

Ivanov, Phys. Rev. D 105, 043517 (2022), arXiv:2112.04515 [astro-ph.CO].

[6] G. Cabass, M. M. Ivanov, O. H. E. Philcox, M. Simonović, and M. Zaldarriaga, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 021301 (2022), arXiv:2201.07238 [astro-ph.CO].

[7] G. D’Amico, M. Lewandowski, L. Senatore, and P. Zhang, (2022), arXiv:2201.11518 [astro-ph.CO].

[8] G. Cabass, M. M. Ivanov, O. H. E. Philcox, M. Simonović, and M. Zaldarriaga, Phys. Rev. D 106, 043506 (2022), arXiv:2204.01781 [astro-ph.CO].

[9] N. S. Sugiyama, S. Saito, F. Beutler, and H.- J. Seo, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 501, 2862 (2021), arXiv:2010.06179 [astro-ph.CO].

[10] G. D’Amico, Y. Donath, M. Lewandowski, L. Senatore, and P. Zhang, (2022), arXiv:2206.08327 [astro-ph.CO].

[11] M. M. Ivanov, O. H. E. Philcox, G. Cabass, T. Nishimichi, M. Simonović, and M. Zaldarriaga, Phys. Rev. D 107, 083515 (2023), arXiv:2302.04414 [astro-ph.CO].

[12] N. S. Sugiyama, D. Yamauchi, T. Kobayashi, T. Fujita, S. Arai, S. Hirano, S. Saito, F. Beutler, and H.-J. Seo, (2023), 10.1093/mnras/stad1505, arXiv:2302.06808 [astro-ph.CO].

[13] N. S. Sugiyama, D. Yamauchi, T. Kobayashi, T. Fujita, S. Arai, S. Hirano, S. Saito, F. Beutler, and H.-J. Seo, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 524, 1651 (2023), arXiv:2305.01142 [astro-ph.CO].

[14] A. Aghamousa et al. (DESI), (2016), arXiv:1611.00036 [astro-ph.IM].

[15] R. Ellis et al. (PFS Team), Publ. Astron. Soc. Jap. 66, R1 (2014), arXiv:1206.0737 [astro-ph.CO].

[16] R. Laureijs et al. (EUCLID), (2011), arXiv:1110.3193 [astro-ph.CO].

[17] N. S. Sugiyama, S. Saito, F. Beutler, and H.- J. Seo, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 497, 1684 (2020), arXiv:1908.06234 [astro-ph.CO].

[18] D. J. Eisenstein, H.-j. Seo, E. Sirko, and D. Spergel, Astrophys. J. 664, 675 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0604362.

[19] R. A. Sunyaev and Y. B. Zeldovich, Astrophys. Space Sci. 7, 3 (1970).

[20] P. J. E. Peebles and J. T. Yu, Astrophys. J. 162, 815 (1970). [21] C. Hikage, R. Takahashi, and K. Koyama, Phys. Rev. D 102, 083514 (2020), arXiv:2007.13998 [astro-ph.CO].

[22] Y. Wang et al., (2022), arXiv:2202.05248 [astro-ph.CO]. [23] M. Shirasaki, N. S. Sugiyama, R. Takahashi, and F.-S. Kitaura, Phys. Rev. D 103, 023506 (2021), arXiv:2010.04567 [astro-ph.CO].

[24] D. J. Eisenstein et al. (SDSS), Astron. J. 142, 72 (2011), arXiv:1101.1529 [astro-ph.IM].

[25] A. S. Bolton et al. (Cutler Group, LP), Astron. J. 144, 144 (2012), arXiv:1207.7326 [astro-ph.CO].

[26] K. S. Dawson et al. (BOSS), Astron. J. 145, 10 (2013), arXiv:1208.0022 [astro-ph.CO].

[27] S. Alam et al. (SDSS-III), Astrophys. J. Suppl. 219, 12 (2015), arXiv:1501.00963 [astro-ph.IM].

[28] F. Bernardeau, S. Colombi, E. Gaztanaga, and R. Scoccimarro, Phys. Rept. 367, 1 (2002), arXiv:astro-ph/0112551.

[29] J. Carlson, B. Reid, and M. White, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 429, 1674 (2013), arXiv:1209.0780 [astro-ph.CO].

[30] L. Wang, B. Reid, and M. White, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 437, 588 (2014), arXiv:1306.1804 [astro-ph.CO].

[31] M. Crocce and R. Scoccimarro, Phys. Rev. D73, 063519 (2006), arXiv:astro-ph/0509418 [astro-ph].

[32] A. Taruya, T. Nishimichi, and S. Saito, Phys. Rev. D 82, 063522 (2010), arXiv:1006.0699 [astro-ph.CO].

[33] D. Baumann, A. Nicolis, L. Senatore, and M. Zaldarriaga, JCAP 07, 051 (2012), arXiv:1004.2488 [astro-ph.CO].

[34] J. J. M. Carrasco, M. P. Hertzberg, and L. Senatore, JHEP 09, 082 (2012), arXiv:1206.2926 [astro-ph.CO].

[35] D. Blas, M. Garny, M. M. Ivanov, and S. Sibiryakov, JCAP 07, 028 (2016), arXiv:1605.02149 [astro-ph.CO].

[36] M. M. Ivanov and S. Sibiryakov, JCAP 07, 053 (2018), arXiv:1804.05080 [astro-ph.CO].

[37] M. Schmittfull, Y. Feng, F. Beutler, B. Sherwin, and M. Y. Chu, Phys. Rev. D 92, 123522 (2015), arXiv:1508.06972 [astro-ph.CO].

[38] C. Hikage, K. Koyama, and A. Heavens, Phys. Rev. D 96, 043513 (2017), arXiv:1703.07878 [astro-ph.CO].

[39] C. Hikage, K. Koyama, and R. Takahashi, Phys. Rev. D 101, 043510 (2020), arXiv:1911.06461 [astro-ph.CO].

[40] N. Padmanabhan, M. White, and J. D. Cohn, Phys. Rev. D 79, 063523 (2009), arXiv:0812.2905 [astro-ph].

[41] H.-J. Seo, F. Beutler, A. J. Ross, and S. Saito, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 460, 2453 (2016), arXiv:1511.00663 [astro-ph.CO].

[42] M. White, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 450, 3822 (2015), arXiv:1504.03677 [astro-ph.CO].

[43] S.-F. Chen, Z. Vlah, and M. White, JCAP 09, 017 (2019), arXiv:1907.00043 [astro-ph.CO].

[44] N. Sugiyama, (2024), arXiv:2402.06142 [astro-ph.CO]. [45] S.-F. Chen et al., (2024), arXiv:2402.14070 [astro-ph.CO]. [46] Y. B. Zeldovich, Astron. Astrophys. 5, 84 (1970). [47] D. J. Eisenstein, H.-j. Seo, and M. J. White, Astrophys. J. 664, 660 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0604361.

[48] M. Crocce and R. Scoccimarro, Phys. Rev. D 77, 023533 (2008), arXiv:0704.2783 [astro-ph].

[49] T. Matsubara, Phys. Rev. D77, 063530 (2008), arXiv:0711.2521 [astro-ph].

[50] F. Bernardeau, M. Crocce, and R. Scoccimarro, Phys. Rev. D 78, 103521 (2008), arXiv:0806.2334 [astro-ph].

[51] N. S. Sugiyama and T. Futamase, Astrophys. J. 769, 106 (2013), arXiv:1303.2748 [astro-ph.CO].

[52] N. S. Sugiyama and D. N. Spergel, JCAP 02, 042 (2014), arXiv:1306.6660 [astro-ph.CO].

[53] T. Baldauf, M. Mirbabayi, M. Simonović, and M. Zaldarriaga, Phys. Rev. D 92, 043514 (2015), arXiv:1504.04366 [astro-ph.CO].

[54] Z. Vlah, U. Seljak, M. Y. Chu, and Y. Feng, JCAP 03, 057 (2016), arXiv:1509.02120 [astro-ph.CO].

[55] L. Senatore and M. Zaldarriaga, JCAP 02, 013 (2015), arXiv:1404.5954 [astro-ph.CO].

[56] L. Senatore and G. Trevisan, JCAP 05, 019 (2018), arXiv:1710.02178 [astro-ph.CO].

[57] M. Lewandowski and L. Senatore, JCAP 03, 018 (2020), arXiv:1810.11855 [astro-ph.CO].

[58] N. Kaiser, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 227, 1 (1987). [59] T. Matsubara, Phys. Rev. D78, 083519 (2008), [Erratum: Phys.

Rev.D78,109901(2008)], arXiv:0807.1733 [astro-ph]. [60] D. J. Eisenstein and W. Hu, Astrophys. J. 496, 605 (1998), arXiv:astro-ph/9709112 [astro-ph].

[61] J. Hamann, S. Hannestad, J. Lesgourgues, C. Rampf, and Y. Y. Y. Wong, JCAP 07, 022 (2010), arXiv:1003.3999 [astro-ph.CO].

[62] A. Chudaykin, M. M. Ivanov, O. H. E. Philcox, and M. Simonović, Phys. Rev. D 102, 063533 (2020), arXiv:2004.10607 [astro-ph.CO].

[63] N. S. Sugiyama and T. Futamase, Astrophys. J. 760, 114 (2012), arXiv:1210.1663 [astro-ph.CO].

[64] M. White, (2010), arXiv:1004.0250 [astro-ph.CO].