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1 Introduction

In recent years our understanding of the evolution of the Universe has greatly benefited
from observations. With the forthcoming Stage IV experiments such as Euclid1 [1], the
Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI)2 [2] and the Vera C. Rubin Observatory’s
Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST)3 [3], we are expecting to obtain high-precision
measurements in order to improve our understanding of the large scale structure (LSS) of
the Universe. The progress achieved over the last few years demands a comprehensive de-
scription of observables from the full theory, a general relativistic description, in order to
take advantage of the detail and scales these surveys aim to map.

Most of the cosmological information is encoded in the 2-point correlation function or
its Fourier space equivalent, the power spectrum, which, among other contributions, includes
those of primordial non-Gaussianity (PNG). The possibility to constrain PNG through the
power spectrum has been reported e.g. in Refs. [4–16], showing that the late-time statistics
contain crucial information of the physics prevalent in the early universe. One of the main
strategies to estimate PNG effects in the current matter distribution is to analyse the cor-
responding galaxy power spectrum, which is related to the underlying matter distribution
through a set of bias parameters. In the past years galaxy bias has been included mostly
in Newtonian descriptions of the LSS [17–21]. An extensive review, presenting some of the
main studies of large scale galaxy bias can be found in Ref. [22].

The ever-increasing precision in the measurement of the power spectrum allows us to
consider that, in addition to PNG contributions, general relativistic effects may also be
observable at the large scales of the evolved matter distribution. This is due to the non-linear
nature of the theory. Such effects in the galaxy clustering have been studied for example in
Refs. [23–30].

In this paper we are interested in accounting for both relativistic and PNG effects in
the galaxy distribution using a suitable parametrization of the galaxy bias. Galaxy bias in
a relativistic context has been previously explored including primordial non-Gaussianities,

1http://euclid-ec.org
2https://www.desi.lbl.gov/
3https://www.lsst.org/
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e.g. in Refs. [31, 32], and the most suitable gauge to define the bias in, namely the comoving-
synchronous gauge, has been discussed in Ref. [33].

A derivation of the local bias at second order in cosmological perturbation theory, for
Gaussian and non-Gaussian initial conditions is studied in Refs. [34, 35], where it is argued
that general relativistic effects affect local clustering predominantly through the distortion of
the volume element of the local patch, and that modulations of the short-modes are possible
only through primordial non-Gaussianity. At one-loop order under the weak field approxima-
tion, relativistic corrections have been included for the power spectrum at intermediate scales
in Ref. [36], with results extended to obtain the galaxy power spectrum using a Lagrangian
bias expansion in General Relativity in Ref. [37].

More recently, in Refs. [38, 39] it has been shown that adding all of the relativistic effect
on the light propagation, avoids the infrared divergences in the galaxy power spectrum at
linear order.

In this paper we extend our previous work [40], by not only including relativistic cor-
rections to the power spectrum at one-loop and the input from primordial non-Gaussianity
but also introducing a bias prescription guided by the parametrization in Refs. [41, 42], and
adopt a set of two parameters, a linear bδ and a non-linear parameter bNL to compute the
galaxy power spectrum in the synchronous-comoving gauge4. We calculate the galaxy power
spectrum for a range of reasonable values of the PNG and bias parameters and compare re-
sults with the forecasted measurements from Stage-IV experiments, specifically from a 15, 000
deg2 and a 40, 000 deg2 (all-sky) galaxy survey.

In accordance to our goal, in this paper we refer to relativistic effects as those modifying
the actual density contrast. That is, we consider the pure-source contributions and not the
relativistic effects on the light propagation that influence the observed power spectrum; a
task that we leave for future work.

The paper is structured as follows: in section 2 we briefly review previous work and
present the expressions for the relativistic density contrast that we used in the computation
of the galaxy power spectrum. In section 3 we introduce the bias model and the mathematical
expression of the galaxy power spectrum. In section 4 we present our results in a series of
plots of the galaxy power spectrum with a range of values for the PNG parameters and for
the non-linear bias. The spectra include the observational uncertainties from Stage-IV galaxy
surveys. In this section we note that a specific combination of parameter values could cancel
the PNG and relativistic signatures at large scales. Finally in section 5 we discuss our results.

Throughout this paper we use the conformal time η, and denote derivatives with respect
to η with a prime. Greek indices µ, ν, range from 0 to 3, lower case Latin indices, i, j, and
k, range from 1 to 3.

2 Relativistic density contrast

In this section we present the basic definitions for our calculation, the expressions for the
relativistic density contrast. These definitions were presented in previous works and the
details of the calculation can be found in e.g. Refs. [40, 44–46]. We briefly summarise how
these are obtained to facilitate the reader’s comprehension of further sections.

4The synchronous-comoving gauge is an adequate gauge choice to express the Lagrangian frame and the
simplest to specify a galaxy bias at second order [43].
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The starting point of this work is the perturbed Friedmann-Robertson-Walker line ele-
ment in synchronous-comoving gauge [47, 48],

ds2 = a2(η)[−dη2 + γijdx
idxj ] , (2.1)

where a is the scale factor and γij the perturbed spatial metric. The matter content consid-
ered is a pressureless and irrotational fluid. The density field ρ is given by

ρ(x, η) = ρ̄(η) + δρ(x, η) = ρ̄(η)(1 + δ(x, η)) , (2.2)

where ρ̄(η) is the density in the background, δρ(x, η) is a small perturbation and δ(x, η) is
the density contrast.

The evolution of the density contrast δ(x, η) is given by the continuity equation

δ′ + (1 + δ)ϑ = 0 , (2.3)

where ϑ is the trace of the deformation tensor ϑµν , that is ϑ = ϑαα, and the deformation tensor
is defined by

ϑµν ≡ auµ;ν −Hδµν , (2.4)

where uµ is the fluid 4-velocity, H the Hubble parameter in conformal time. The evolution
for ϑ is given by the Raychaudhuri equation [45, 49]

ϑ′ +Hϑ+ ϑijϑ
j
i + 4πGa2ρ̄δ = 0. (2.5)

The energy constraint is given by

ϑ2 − ϑijϑji + 4Hϑ+ 3R = 16πGa2ρ̄δ , (2.6)

where 3R is the spatial Ricci scalar of the spatial metric γij .
Finding a solution for the density contrast δ can be achieved by using either perturbation

theory or a gradient expansion; for brevity we present the gradient approach only. In this
approach the spatial part of the metric is written in terms of a conformal factor as [50, 51]

gij = a2γij = a2e2ζ γ̌ij . (2.7)

Using this approximation, spatial gradients are small compared to time derivatives. In addi-
tion, we find that

δ ∼ ϑ ∼ 3R ∼ ∇2. (2.8)

This means that on large scales, the conformal metric can be approximated as γ̌ij ' δij .
The result of this simplified metric is having the Ricci scalar as a function of the curvature
perturbation ζ only [44, 46]

3R = −4∇2ζ +

∞∑
m=0

(−2)m+1

(m+ 1)!

[
(m+ 1)(∇ζ)2 − 4ζ∇2ζ

]
ζm , (2.9)

where ζ is expanded up to third order as

ζ = ζ(1) +
3

5
fNLζ

(1)2 +
9

25
gNLζ

(1)3 , (2.10)

with fNL and gNL being the usual local non-Gaussianity parameters [52].
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The general solution for the density contrast in Einstein de-Sitter is of the form

δ(η,x) = C(x)D+(η) , (2.11)

where C(x) is given by [45]

C(x) =
3R

10H2
IND+IN

, (2.12)

where D+ is a constant – the growth factor evaluated at some time early in the matter
dominated era, denoted by subscript “IN”.

Using Eq. (2.9), the relativistic density contrast in Eq. (2.11) up to third order is given
by

δ = δ(1) +
1

2
δ(2) +

1

6
δ(3), (2.13)

where [40]

δ(1) =
D+(η)

10H2
IND+IN

(
−4∇2ζ(1)

)
, (2.14)

δ(2) =
D+(η)

10H2
IND+IN

24

5

[
− (∇ζ(1))2

(
5

12
+ fNL

)
+ ζ(1)∇2ζ(1)

(
5

3
− fNL

)]
, (2.15)

δ(3) =
D+(η)

10H2
IND+IN

108

25

[
2ζ(1)(∇ζ(1))2

(
− gNL +

5

9
fNL +

25

54

)
(2.16)

+ζ(1)2∇2ζ(1)
(
− gNL +

10

3
fNL −

50

27

)]
,

and the growth factor in Einstein-de Sitter is

D+ =
D+INH2

IN

H2
, (2.17)

with D+IN = 1 and HIN = H0, where H0 is the conformal Hubble parameter at present
time.

3 Galaxy power spectrum

To compute the galaxy power spectrum we follow the renormalized perturbative bias model
of Refs. [41, 42]. This approach assumes the Taylor expansion of a general function of the
density contrast, given by

δg = cδδ +
1

2
cδ2(δ2 − σ2) +

1

3!
cδ3δ

3 + ε+O(δ4), (3.1)

where σ2 = 〈δ2〉 is the variance of δ, the coefficients of the Taylor expansion cδn constitute
the bias parameters, while ε is a random noise variable that allows for stochasticity. This
prescription was originally defined for matter density in the Eulerian frame, though we adopt
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it for the Lagrangian density expressed earlier. Our parameters should thus be interpreted
as Lagrangian variables5.

If we consider the density contrast in perturbative orders up to the leading non-linear
contribution to the power spectrum, then Eq. (3.1) is expanded as

δg = cδ

(
δ(1) +

δ(2)

2
+
δ(3)

6

)
+
cδ2

2

(
δ(1)2 + δ(1)δ(2)

)
+ ..., (3.2)

where δ(1), δ(2) and δ(3) are defined in Eqs. (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16) respectively.
The galaxy power spectrum is defined as

〈δg(k, η)δg(k
′, η)〉 = (2π)3Pgg(k, η)δD(k + k′), (3.3)

where k is the comoving wavenumber in Fourier space. The leading order non-linear correc-
tions to the galaxy power spectrum are of order δ(4) only. Using Eq. (3.2) and Eq. (3.3), the
galaxy power spectrum Pgg(k, η) is given by

Pgg(k, η) = (cδ)
2
[
PL(k, η) + 2P

(1,3)
R (k, η) + P

(2,2)
R (k, η)

]
+ (2cδcδ2) [PR1(k, η) + PR2(k, η)] ,

(3.4)

where PL(k, η) represents the linear power spectrum, P
(1,3)
R (k, η) and P

(2,2)
R (k, η) are the

relativistic contributions to the one-loop matter power spectrum (previously presented in
Ref. [40]), and are given by

P
(1,3)
R (k, η) =

k3

(2π)2
PL(k, η)

∫ ∞
0

drPL(kr, η)

{
81

(H4

k4

)[(
− gNL +

5

9
fNL +

25

54

)
(3.5)

+
1 + 2r2

6r2

(
gNL −

10

3
fNL +

50

27

)]}
,

P
(2,2)
R (k, η) =

k3

2π2

∫ ∞
0

drPL(kr, η)

∫ 1

−1
dxPL(k

√
1 + r2 − 2rx, η) (3.6)

×
{(H4

k4

)[
6fNL − 10− 25r2 + 25rx

4r(1− 2rx+ r2)

]2}
.

The contributions PR1(k, η) and PR2(k, η), which are not present in the one-loop matter
spectrum, are given by

PR1(k, η) =
k3

(2π)2
PL(k, η)

∫ ∞
0

drPL(kr, η)

×
∫ 1

−1
dx

(H2

k2

)[
3fNL(1 + r2 + 2rx) +

5

6
(3rx− 6 + 6r2)

]
, (3.7)

PR2(k, η) =
k3

(2π)2

∫ ∞
0

drPL(kr, η)

∫ 1

−1
dxPL(k

√
1 + r2 − 2rx, η)

×
(H2

k2

)[
6fNL − 10− 25r2 + 25rx

4(1− 2rx+ r2)

]
. (3.8)

5The Lagrangian bias parameters should coincide with the Eulerian set at large scales, because the coor-
dinate change to the Eulerian frame alters quantities at small scales only [43, 45].
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We now re-express the bias factors in terms of the linear and non-linear bias parameters
for Pgg(k, η) in terms of the cδ and cδ2 . At leading order the correspondence is straightforward
and is reduced to parameters

bδ =cδ , bNL = 2cδ2 , (3.9)

and we get

Pgg(k, η) = (bδ)
2
(
PL(k, η) + 2P

(1,3)
R (k, η) + P

(2,2)
R (k, η)

)
+ (bδbNL)

(
PR1(k, η) + PR2(k, η)

)
.

(3.10)
The bias parameter bNL corresponds to bφ introduced in Ref. [42], the latter accounts

for the dominant contributions from primordial non-Gaussianity. We use a different label
to emphasise that bNL includes PNG as well as relativistic terms. Note, that the terms
multiplied by bNL include those of the scale-dependent bias, which is the focus of previous
studies (see e.g. Refs. [17, 33]).

As can be seen from Eq. (3.10), with the parametrization chosen above, the one-loop
matter power spectrum is included in the terms multiplied by the square of the linear bias,
(bδ)

2. This is consistent with the fact that the relativistic solutions are part of the linear
correspondence between matter density and spatial curvature (the lowest order solution in
the gradient expansion). This characteristic feature of General Relativity and PNG plays a
crucial role in the bias parameter fitting as we will see below.

4 Results

In this section we present the (source) galaxy power spectrum for a set of values of interest of
the galaxy bias parameters. This is best appreciated in plots of the galaxy power spectrum.
All our calculations were performed numerically in Python, using as an input a linear power
spectrum generated with the CLASS Boltzmann solver [53, 54], for realisations of the ΛCDM
cosmology, taking parameter values from the Planck collaboration results [55].

In all our plots of the galaxy power spectrum, the value for the linear bias parameter
is fixed to bδ = 1.41 in a survey bin with mean redshift z = 1, following the parametrisation
[56]

bδ =
√

1 + z . (4.1)

First, we show that there is no divergence of the non-linear contributions at small scales.
We plot in Fig. 1 the galaxy power spectrum of Eq. (3.10) at z = 1. This includes the non-
Gaussianity contributions with the limiting values of parameters fNL and gNL reported by the
Planck collaboration [57] (the value of bNL for this figure is arbitrary within the perturbative
expansion hierarchy).

Let us stress at this point, a technical but important issue, relevant for all plots in
this paper. We show throughout the minimum value of fNL = −1, since smaller values
yield dominant (negative) contributions to the matter power spectrum on large scales. In
that sense, in the non-linear contributions to the matter power spectrum we discarded the
possibility of using values of gNL > 7 [40]. We note, however, that such a restriction is not
necessary in the galaxy power spectrum in general. This is because the two new contributions
PR1(k, η) and PR2(k, η) may balance the original one-loop terms as dictated by the values of
the bNL parameter as exemplified below.
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10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1 100 101 102

k[hMpc−1]

10−3

10−1

101

103

105
|P
g
g
(k

)|
[h
−

3
M

p
c3

]

PL
Pgg fNL = 0.0, gNL = 0.0

Pgg fNL = −1, gNL = −12.3× 104

Pgg fNL = 4.2, gNL = 0.7× 104

Figure 1. Galaxy power spectrum in a wide scale range, at redshift z = 1, bδ = 1.41 and bNL = 0.2,
for different limiting values of fNL and gNL reported by Planck [57]. No divergence is observed in
any of the cases at small scales (large k-modes). The divergences at the other end are discussed in
section 4.2.

In Fig. 2 we plot separately the contributions to the galaxy power spectrum by each term
in Eq. (3.10) (setting both bias parameters to unity). The dominant contribution at large
scales comes from PR1(k, η), an additional term to the one-loop matter spectrum, followed

by P
(1,3)
R (k, η), which is the only term with gNL dependence.

Using Eq. (4.1) for bδ, in the rest of this section we present the galaxy power spectrum
for values for bNL following two criteria: First we compute values for which the spectrum
deviates from the linear prescription beyond the uncertainty in current and future surveys,
and thus show observable relativistic or PNG contributions, and subsequently we compute
values which cancel the divergent part of the relativistic contribution at large scales, thus
showing observable features at large scales only in the presence of primordial non-Gaussianity.

4.1 Viable bias parameter values

In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 we present the galaxy spectrum at redshift z = 1 for combinations of
the limiting values of fNL and gNL. In each plot we display a shaded area, corresponding to
the predicted 1σ measurement errors for a survey of 15, 000 deg2 (Euclid-like, Fig. 3), and a
survey of 40, 000 deg2 in Fig. 4.

Our forecasts are suitable to fit the source galaxy power spectrum and assume idealised
cosmic variance limited surveys, i.e., with negligible shot noise [58]. Other specifications are
the redshift bin width ∆z = 1.0 at a central redshift z = 1, and the largest measured scale

kmin ' 2π/V
1/3
bin = 0.001hMpc−1 for a 40, 000 deg2 survey and kmin = 0.002hMpc−1 for a

15, 000 deg2 survey. We note that shot noise contributions and, most importantly, large scale
systematic effects (see e.g. [59]) are expected to increase the error budget. We fix the value of
bNL to show in solid lines the minimum value required to have a galaxy power spectrum that
could be distinguished in forthcoming surveys considering the forecasted 1σ measurement
errors.

Additionally, we show in dashed lines the smallest bNL values that result in a well
behaved galaxy power spectrum. As already stated, the fiducial value for bδ is chosen to be
bδ = 1.41 at a mean redshift z = 1.
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R fNL = 0.0, gNL = 0.0

PR1 fNL = 0.0

PR2 fNL = 0.0

10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1 100 101 102

k[hMpc−1]

10−9

10−6

10−3

100

103

106

|P
(k

)|
[h
−

3
M

p
c3

]

PL

P
(2,2)
R fNL = −1

2P
(1,3)
R fNL = −1, gNL = −12.3× 104

PR1 fNL = −1

PR2 fNL = −1

Figure 2. Contributions from each term to the galaxy power spectrum in Eq. (3.10) at redshift z = 1,
for Gaussian initial conditions (upper plot), and for the limiting values of fNL and gNL reported by
Planck [57] (lower plot).

4.2 Bias values suppressing large-scale divergences

As mentioned earlier, recent works have argued that a divergent behaviour on large scales of
the galaxy power spectrum due to the relativistic corrections is nonphysical at linear order
[38, 39].

Here we show through an explicit example that it is possible to suppress the divergences
with a specific choice of the new bNL parameter. This should not be regarded as a renormal-
ization method but we note that the specific value bNL = 2.44× 10−6 cancels the relativistic

effects of the dominant terms PR1(k, η) and P
(1,3)
R (k, η) at large scales, in the absence of

PNG 6. The result of this parameter value is presented in Fig. 5. Note that when adding
primordial non-Gaussianity contributions the only case that departs significantly from the
linear spectrum is when gNL takes the minimum value allowed by the Planck results.

6For this bias value, the maximum value of gNL that keeps the perturbation theory hierarchy is of the order
of gNL ∼ 7, since the use of higher values, even though are allowed by Planck, leads to negative contributions
to the power spectrum.
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Pgg fNL = 4.2, gNL = −12.3× 104, bNL = 0.006

Figure 3. Galaxy power spectrum at redshift z = 1, with bδ = 1.41 (a choice justified in the text), for
the limiting values of fNL (zero for the top plot, −1 for the middle plot, and 4.2 for the bottom) each
with limiting gNL values reported by Planck [57]. The blue shaded area corresponds to the forecasted
1σ uncertainties of a cosmic variance limited survey of 15, 000 deg2. See text for more details.
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Figure 4. Galaxy power spectrum at redshift z = 1, with bδ = 1.41 (a choice justified in the text), for
the limiting values of fNL (zero for the top plot, −1 for the middle plot, and 4.2 for the bottom) each
with limiting gNL values reported by Planck [57]. The blue shaded area corresponds to the forecasted
1σ uncertainties of a cosmic variance limited survey of 40, 000 deg2. See text for more details.
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Figure 5. Galaxy power spectrum, at redshift z = 1, with the specific choice of bδ = 1.41, and
bNL = 2.44 × 10−6. The lines show limiting values of fNL and gNL as reported by Planck [57]. The
shaded area is as described in Fig. 3. Note that only the largest gNL value yields a distinguishable
departure from the linear spectrum.

5 Discussion

In this paper we have computed the non-linear (source) galaxy power spectrum including
the leading order relativistic and primordial non-Gaussianity contributions to the density
contrast, modulated through a set of bias parameters that follow closely the standard pre-
scriptions.

Besides identifying the well known scale-dependent bias feature, we have non-linear
contributions from the relativistic treatment of the matter density. The main result is the
galaxy power spectrum including one-loop corrections, expressed in Eq. (3.10), with the
different elements plotted and discussed in detail in section 4. In order to assess the relevance
of such contributions, our plots include the predicted 1σ uncertainties of planned Stage-IV
galaxy surveys, thus showing which parameter values may be discriminated in future galaxy
catalogues. An important first result is that, even in the absence of PNG, some values
of the non-linear bias parameter could be discriminated by future surveys (bNL & 0.3),
which, conversely means that relativistic contributions could be detected in the galaxy power
spectrum. On the other hand, such signal is degenerate with that of a large fNL since the
scale-dependence is identical for relativistic and PNG terms at large scales (see e.g. Fig. 2).

The so-called universality relations between bias parameters would fix values of bφ al-
lowing to debias contributions of PNG parameters in the Newtonian formalism [14, 15, 60].
However, we find that the corresponding values for bNL from the universality relation are
larger than all the examples here of section 4.1. This calls for numerical simulations of
galaxy formation and complementary probes of non-Gaussianity in the galaxy or lensing
maps, in order to reanalyse the correspondence between bias parameters and also to disen-
tangle relativistic and PNG contributions.

We note that a specific value of the non-linear bias parameter bNL can be chosen in
order to cancel the divergences of the different contributions at the largest scales, as we show
in section 4.2. This does not represent an effective renormalization of the general relativistic
corrections to the galaxy power spectrum. Instead, it is only a warning over the parameter
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values that might hide the relativistic and some of the PNG effects. In this case, and as
shown in Fig. 5, the non-Gaussianity contributions gNL can be distinguished from relativistic
corrections. The divergent behaviour of relativistic contributions in the non-linear galaxy
density is also present in other bias parameter choices [34, 35]. As in our case, the factors of
more than one bias parameter show divergences of order PL/k

2. Then situations as the one
presented in section 4.2 would also arise there.

It is important to note that an extreme value of the gNL parameter, as allowed by Planck
constraints, yields the maximum contribution of the non-linear terms to Pgg(k, η), even when
bNL = 0. In such case, our plots show that values of order gNL ∼ −105 could be detected (or
ruled out) in the planned all-sky surveys. We thus conclude that gNL should not be ignored
in the search for primordial non-Gaussianities imprinted in the galaxy power spectrum.

Let us emphasise that we have not included relativistic contributions to the light prop-
agation like redshift space distortions or gravitational lensing (see e.g. Ref. [11]). Adding
these effects may alter, or even erase the imprints here presented, as happens with linear
order relativistic signatures [38, 39]. However, the existence of a signature beyond the pre-
dicted uncertainties of future surveys is a novel feature that deserves further attention. We
leave this task to future work. While our results do not account for the full relativistic effects
in the observed galaxy distribution, we are confident to have incorporated contributions from
PNG and relativistic non-linearities into the theoretical (source) galaxy power spectrum.
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