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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 post-
reconstruction 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 ad-
ditional 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 [m—é] and
examining primordial non-Gaussianity l6-18). 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 con-
ducted [12, [13]. These data analysis techniques are expected
to further evolve in upcoming spectroscopic galaxy surveys
such as the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument [DESI;
ﬂ, the Subaru Prime Focus Spectrograph [PFS; ﬂ 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. (171 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 signal-
to-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
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constraining power of cosmological parameters derived from
the galaxy bispectrum.

The reconstruction of galaxy distributions (18] was origi-
nally developed to enhance signals from baryon acoustic oscil-
lations [BAO;, @]. 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 re-
duction of non-Gaussian errors significantly increases the con-
straining power for standard cosmological parameters 121,221
This method of error reduction through reconstruction is par-
ticularly 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., 4], are
frequently employed. The following briefly reviews these
improved perturbation theories across four scenarios: pre-
reconstruction power spectra, post-reconstruction power spec-
tra, pre-reconstruction bispectra, and post-reconstruction bis-
pectra.

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) [@, @], 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 pre-
reconstruction bispectra compared to those on the power
spectrum, models based on EFT 14,3, [1d, [11] and the
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resummation of infrared (IR) effects [IQ , , , @]

have been applied to actual galaxy data.

3. Regarding post-reconstruction power spectra, theoreti-
cal calculations using SPT [@—@] and the Zel’dovich
approximation [40-43] have been conducted. However,
models employed in actual data analyses have predom-
inantly been empirical, characterized by the nonlinear
damping of BAO with a single Gaussian damping func-
tion. More recently, Sugiyama [@] and Chen et al.
[43] have demonstrated that, by appropriately resum-
ming IR effects on post-reconstruction density fluctua-
tions, the nonlinearity of the BAO signal in the post-
reconstruction 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 re-
main inadequate. While some studies are based on
SPT [23,37), no theoretical calculations employing im-
proved perturbation theories beyond SPT have been con-
ducted to date. Furthermore, cosmological analyses us-
ing 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 con-
sider 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 pro-
cess. 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. 191, to the post-
reconstruction bispectrum as well. However, this application
necessitates the substitution of certain components, such as
nonlinear kernel functions, to suit the post-reconstruction sce-
nario. 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 in-
tegrals. 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 [} we
review the methods for handling the IR effects before and after
reconstruction; Section [l reviews the general properties of
the bispectrum. Section [Vl 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 [Vl serves as
the conclusion of this paper. In Appendix [Al we present the
kernel functions representing the nonlinear effects for the den-
sity 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
I"-expansion [@]. In Appendix [C] we give the expression for
the smoothing factors characterizing the exponential damping
function that appears when resumming the IR effects, specif-
ically for the post-reconstruction case. Appendix [Dl 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 recon-
struction. Our treatment of the IR limit is based on Sugiyama
[@], as well as foundational works [IQ |§1|, @]. For alternative
approaches to handling the IR limit, see also [@, @, @—Iﬁ].

A. Pre-reconstruction

In the Lagrangian description, the displacement vector con-
necting Eulerian coordinates x to Lagrangian coordinates ¢ is
given by

x=q+¥(q) . (1)

When considering the redshift-space distortion (RSD) ef-
fect [@], it can be expressed as

\I’red(q) = ‘P(Q) + P (2)

a¥(q) A

aH "
where ¥ (q) is the time-derivative of W(q), /i 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 [@]

1+6,(x,7) = [dq [1+6b(q)] 6p (x — g — Yrea(q. 1)) (3)

where d}, represents the biased density fluctuation in the La-
grangian description, and 6p denotes the three-dimensional
delta function.

When considering the IR effects, we decompose the dis-
placement vector into its value evaluated at the origin ¢ = 0



and the other values:
Wiea(q. n) = Wred(ﬁ) + \P(S)red(qv i), “4)

where W,eq(A) = Wrea(qg = 0,7). Then, 0y can be formally
rewritten as [9, 52]

Sa(x,7) = §(5)(x — Wrea(R), 7) , S

where the short-wavelength density fluctuation 6(s), is ob-
tained by replacing W,eq in Eq. @) with ¥ (s)red- In Fourier
space, Eq. (3) becomes

Selke, ) = e * VW5 g (k) . (©)

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

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

1. The dominant term in the IR limit arises from the con-
tribution of Wyeq.

2. 6(s)g and Wred are uncorrelated.

3. d(s)g is truncated at a finite perturbative order, and
higher-order perturbative effects than 6 s), arise from

‘I’red-

B. Post-reconstruction

Using the galaxy density fluctuation, d4(x), we construct
the displacement vector for reconstruction as [[18§]

a3 . j W Ry)\ =

s(x,n) = -

P2
where b1 fq is an input fiducial linear bias parameter for re-
construction, Wg(pRs) = exp (-p*R2/2) is a Gaussian filter
function, and Rj is an input smoothing scale. In the Eulerian
description, the density fluctuation after reconstruction is then

given by 19,23]
6rec(x,ﬁ)=/d3x’6g(x’,ﬁ)6D(x—x’—s(x’,ﬁ)). ®)

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. (@) into Eq. (@), we derive

s(x,7) = 5(5)(x = Vrea(R), A) , )

4 Our convention for the Fourier transform is

flk) = / dPxe ™% f(x) .

3

where s s) is obtained by replacing gg in Eq. (@) with g(s)g.
Furthermore, in accordance with Eq. (), we decompose s s
into its value at the origin and the other values:

s(s)(x, ) =5(71) +5(s8) (%, 1) , (10)

where §(71) = 5(s)(x = 0, 7). Eventually, this leads to

Orec(X, ) = 6()rec (¥ = Wree (), A) (11)
where
8 (Syrec(X, A1) = / d3x' 8 (5)a(x', 1)
X Op(x —x" —5(s5)(x", 7)) . (12)
and
Wree () = Wrea(h) +5(A) . (13)

In Fourier space, Eq. (IT) becomes
Srec (k) = e " ¥V ) o (k. i) . (14)

Based on Eqgs. (1)) and (I4) above, the IR effect still manifests
as a coordinate transformation within the short-wavelength
density fluctuation ¢ sy, €ven after reconstruction, similar
to its behavior before reconstruction. Thus, the treatment
of the IR effect remains unchanged before and after recon-
struction. Although this paper primarily addresses the post-
reconstruction IR effect, it is important to note that out anal-
ysis also includes pre-reconstruction scenarios as Ry — oo
approaches infinity.

C. Perturbation expansion

In cosmological perturbation theory, linear dark matter den-
sity fluctuations, denoted as djin, serve as the foundation for
defining perturbation expansions. Within this framework, the
nth-order term of a quantity X is expressed as X"l where
X"l = O([61n]™). 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 oy, can be de-
composed into their time and space dependences and expressed
as O1in = Donin,o. Here, D represents the linear growth factor
that characterizes the time dependence, and 6y, ¢ 1S the linear
dark matter density fluctuation at z = 0. The linear growth
rate function that characterizes the first-order time deriva-
tive of the linear dark matter fluctuations is then defined as
f=dnD/dIna.

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

~[nl,y » d’p) d*p
Gt eai) = [ 55 | s @0 (k= piin)
X Zr[eré] (Ply s Pns ﬁ)g]in(Pl) ce glin(Pn) ,(15)

where p(y,) = p1+---+ pu, and Zr[enc] 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 [@]

ZW(pra) = by + f(p1- 1), (16)

where b is the linear bias parameter, and p = p/|p|. The
specific forms of the kernel functions up to the forth order,
Zr[ezc] , Zr[e3c] , and Zr[:c] , are summarized in Appendix [Al

The nth-order displacement vector is expressed as

n & &
¥! ](k)zi/ b / Pr 2760 (k = pr1a)

(2m)3 (27)3
x L (p1,--, pn) 6tin(p1) - Oin(pn) , (17

where L[]
Woed is represented by replacing L!"

is the nth-order kernel function. In redshift space,
! with Lr[:d] given by [49]

Lr[:d](pl,m ,pn, i) =R @) - L' (py,---  py) . (18)

Here, the three-dimensional transformation matrix R[" is
[RU(A)]ij = Lij +n f At (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 Orec and ¢ (g)rec up to the fourth order:

<[] _ (1
Orec = 6(S)re<, ’
=121 _ =[2] [] =[1]
6rec - (S)rec +( ik - Te‘f )6(S)rec ’
~13] =l
Orec = 5(S)rec + (~ik - ‘I’rec )6(S)rec

+ (—ik - ‘I’rec)é + = ( —ik - ‘I’rec) 5l

(S)rec (S)rec ’

5141 _ 5141 5L
Orec = 5(S)rec + (~ik - ‘I’rec )6(S)rec
. = L N k]
+ (—ik - ‘Prec )5(S)rec + (k- Wi )5([8)]rec
5!l o owl2l T
Wiee ) (—ik - Wy, )6([5)]rec

+ = ( —ik - \vret)z(s

+ (—ik :

(S)rec

+ z(—ik : \vm)3 (20)

(S)rec :
Furthermore, in the coordinate transformation that describes
the IR effect, we consider only the first-order Wyec. This ap-

proach is justified since terms in 0 (s)rec With ‘I’r[ec 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:

~

re(,(k I’l) ~e —ik- ‘I’m (A1) ~["

(S)rec(k ) . 21

n=1

III. GENERAL PROPERTIES IN THE BISPECTRUM
A. Notational conventions

To simplify notation, the subscript “rec” used to represent
reconstructed quantities for density fluctuations and displace-
ment vectors will be omitted throughout the remainder of this
paper. Furthermore, we do not explicitly write the depen-
dency on the line-of-sight direction, 71, due to the RSD effect.
Thus, we denote Srec(x, /) and Wi (g, 7) as §(x) and ¥(q),
respectively.

The 3PCF is defined as the ensemble average of the product
of density fluctuations evaluated at three distinct points, x, X2,
and x3. It is characterized by two relative distances, r| = x| —
x3 and rp = x» — x3, due to statistical translational symmetry:

{(r1,r2) =(6(x1)0(x2)d(x3))
= (0(x1 —x3)d(x2 —x3)5(0)) . (22)

In Fourier space, the bispectrum is expressed as
(0(k1)6(k2)6(k3)) = (2)°6p (k123) B(k1. k2. k3) . (23)

where k23 = k1+ko+k3. The condition k123 = 0, through the
delta function, reflects the statistical translational symmetry.

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

B(ki, k2, k3)
= Bia(k1, ko) + Biz(ki, k3) + Bos(ko, k3) . (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 Bj»
exclusively. For simplicity, the subscript “12” will be omit-
ted hereafter. Consequently, any term denoted as B(k, k7)
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 bis-
pectrum as B! calculated as the product of three density
fluctuations of order n, m, and [. For example, a bispectrum
composed of two linear fluctuations and one second-order fluc-
tuation is denoted as BI'1?1,

B. TI'-expansion

The I'-expansion (e.g., [@]) is a decomposition method
that relies on mode-coupling integrals. Using the I'-expansion
allows for the decomposition of the bispectrum into five com-
ponents 19, expressed as follows:

B(ki,ky) = Bgg(k1, k2)Piin(k1)Piin(k2)
+ Bom(k1, ko) Pin(k1)
+ Bumg (k1, k2) Pin(k2)
+ Bum (k1. k2)
+ Bumm (k1. k2) (25)
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram representing the bispectrum components decomposed by the G-expansion method as given in Eq. (23). Among
the lines connecting the vertices corresponding to k|, ko, and k3, 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 9 and & as defined in Eq. (33). This association enables a straightforward
derivation of the non-perturbative solution of each term in the IR limit as given by Eq. (39).

where Pji, denotes the linear dark matter power spectrum,
calculated as

(B1in(K)S1in (k")) = (2m) 6p (k + k') Pin (k) . (26)

In Eq. 23)), Bgg does not incorporate mode coupling integrals,
whereas both Bgy and Byg partially include mode coupling
integrals. Conversely, Bym and Byvwv are composed only
of mode-coupling integrals. For detailed expressions of Bgg,
BoM, Bumc, By, and By, see Appendix [Bl

Figure [1] shows a schematic diagram representing the bis-
pectrum components decomposed by the I"-expansion method.
The bispectrum is represented by three vertices corresponding
to ki, k2, and k3, and it can be decomposed into components
based on how these wave vectors are connected. Regarding
Bgg, k1 and k3, as well as k, and k3, are connected without
the mode coupling integral. As shown in Section[[V] the tree-
level bispectrum is classified under this term. The Bgm, Bwmc,
and Bym terms respectively involve k; and k3, ko and k3,
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 in-
tegrals are considered. The Bypv term connects k| and kj
to form a closed triangle diagram. It is noted that the lines
represented as straight lines in the Byvm diagram include an
infinite number of mode coupling integrals implicitly. For the
non-perturbative behavior in the IR limit of each term, see
Sections and

C. IR cancellation

If ¥ and 6 (s) are completely uncorrelated, all IR effects

induced by W are canceled out due to statistical translational
symmetry in the 3PCF calculation, yielding contributions only
from short-wavelength density fluctuations:

(0(x1)6(x2)0(x3)) B B
= (0(s)(x1 = W) (s)(x2 = ¥)5(5)(x3 = ¥))
= (0(s)(x1)d(5)(x2)5(5)(x3)) . (27)

In Fourier space, this relation can be expressed as
(6(k1)6(k2)5(k3))
= (e iUk ¥y (5o (k)3 (s) (K2)d(s) (k3))
= (8(s)(k1)3s) (k2)ds) (k3)) . (28)

The bispectrum resulting from short-wavelength density fluc-
tuations is represented as

(8(s) (k1) (s)(k2)d ) (K3))
= (27) 6p(k123) [Bs) (k1, ko) +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 repre-
sented by

[112

b (K, k2) Prin(k1) Prin(k2) . (30)

Btree(kl 5 k2) =B
where
BU (ke ko) = 2202 (k1 ko) 2L (k) 21 () - 31)

Consequently, the bispectrum at the tree level consists only of
the Bgg term. _

Assuming the lack of correlation between 6(sy and ¥ in
Eq. 20), we can show that the tree-level bispectrum is the
same as the short-wavelength one:

Bl o (ki k) = B (k1. ko) . (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. @8). Assuming ¥ =~ ?[]], it can be repre-



sented as

<e—i(k1+k2+k3)'?“|> =D(k1)D(k2)D(k3)
x &k, k2)E(ka, k3)E(ky, k3) . (33)

Here, D (k) and E(k, k') are defined as follows B:

D(k) = exp(% <(—ik -W“])2> ) :
Eky, ko) = exp(<(—ik1 -W“]) (—ikz -W“])U _(35)

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

k2(1 - p?)o? + kzpzoﬁ
2

D(k) = exp (— ) , (36)

where y = 7 - k. The radial and transverse components of
the smoothing factors, o and o-ﬁ, are given by Egs. (C2)

and (C3). Furthermore, the function & (k1, k;) satisfies the
following relation:

Eki,k2) = D7 (k) D ™ (k2)D(k3) (37)

under the condition k| + k> + k3 = 0.

The function E(k, k") connects two different wave vectors,
k and k’. In other words, this operation produces mode cou-
pling integrals. On the other hand, the function D (k) is only
associated only with the corresponding wave vector k. Fig-
ure [I] shows how the functions 9 and & appear in each term
of the bispectrum decomposed by the I'-expansion in the IR
limit. Taking this into account and substituting Eq. (32) and
Eq. (33) into Eq. @28), we derive

Boa, r(k1, k) = D(k1)D (ko) D (k) By (k1 k2)
Bom, IR(k1,k2) = D(k1)D(k2)D(k3) (E(ka, k3) — 1)
x BU (et ko) Prin(K2)
By, r(k1,k2) = D(k1)D(k2) D (k3) (E(ki, k3) — 1)
X Bgéz](kl»kz)Plin(kl) ,
Byvm, r(k1, k2) = D(k1) D (k) D(k3)
X (E(ka, k3) — 1) (E(k1, k3) — 1)
x BUI (k1 k) Piin (k1) Prin(k2)
Byvm, R (K1, k2) = D (k1) D(k2) D (k3) (E(k1, ko) — 1)
X E(ka, k3)E(ky, k3)
x B (k1 k) Prin (k1) Prin(k2) . (38)

5 The cumulants of a statistical quantity X, denoted (X" )., are obtained from
a power series expansion of the cumulant-generating function In{eX):

In ((eX)) =3 %(xm ) (34)

n=1

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

Bac. (k1. k2) = D (k1) D (ko) D (k3)BL (k1. ko)
Bowm, r(k1,k2) = [D* (k1) — D(k1)D(k2)D(k3)]

x BLI (ki ka) Prn(K2)
Bumo, R (k1,k2) = [D*(k2) — D (k1) D (k2)D(k3)]

x BLI (et ko) Prn (K1)
Bum, v (k1. k2) = [D (k1) D(k2) D™ (k3) — D*(k))

~D?(k2) + D (k1) D (k2) D (k3)]
x BLG (k1 k) Prin (k1) Pin(k2)
By, iR (K1, k2) = [1 = D(k1)D (k) D' (k3)]
x BLAH (k1. k2) Prin(k1) Prin(k2) . (39)

Consequently, for all the terms in Eq. (39), the infinite per-
turbative orders that emerge due to infrared (IR) effects, i.e.,
non-perturbative effects, can be computed using the Gaus-
sian damping function ©. Nonetheless, the substitution of all
these terms into Eq. (23)) results in the cancellation of all con-
tributions from the IR effects, thereby isolating the standard
tree-level bispectrum.

Bir(k1,k2) = Bga, R (k1, k2) Piin(k1) Prin (k2)
+ Bom, R (k1, k2) Piin (k1)
+ Bmo, R (K1, k2) Piin(k2)
+ Bum, r (k1, k2)
+ Bvvm, IR (K1, k2)
= Buee(k1,k2) . (40)

This result serves as a specific example of tree-level perturba-
tive calculations for IR cancellation discussed in the general
case in Section [IlTC

Eq. (39) exhibits the same form as that derived for the pre-
reconstruction bispectrum, as detailed in Eqgs. (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 [[TBl

From Eq. (39), it becomes clear that the two terms con-
sisting only of mode-coupling integrals, By and Byvmw,
tend to diverge in the high-k limit due to the presence of
the D(k{)D(k2)D~'(k3) term. Nevertheless, by consider-
ing the combination of Bypv and Byvw, 1-€., Bvv+Byvivim, the
D(k1)D(k2)D~ " (k3) term cancels out, resulting in a finite
value at small scales, as demonstrated in Figure 3 in Sugiyama
et al. [@].

C. IR-resummed model

It is noteworthy that among terms related to mode-coupling
integrals, such as Bgm, Bma, BvM, and By, in Eq. (39), the
linear power spectrum Pj;, containing the BAO signal emerges.
However, the mode-coupling integral is expected to smooth



out the BAO signal in Pjip. This expectation indicates that the
assumption that ds) and ¥ 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 com-
ponents: the “wiggle” component with only the BAO signal,
and the “no-wiggle” component lacking the BAO signal. This
decomposition is expressed as Pjin = Py + Py |, where
the subscripts “w” and “nw” denote “wiggle” and “no-wiggle”,
respectively. Subsequently, we replace all Py, in Eqs. (39) with
Phy-

Substituting Eq. (39) into Eq. (23) after the above replace-
ment between Py, and Py, we derive the post-reconstruction
tree-level bispectrum with IR resummation as

B(ky,k»)
= ngz] (k1. k2)D (k1) D (k2) D (k3) Py (k1) Py (k2)
B (k1 ko) D2 (k1) Py (k1) P (k2)
”2 V1, k2) D2 (k2) P (k1) Py (k2)
+ Btree,nw(kl,kz) , (41)

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

Btree,nw(kla k2) = BgC];Z](kla kZ)in(kl)in(kZ) . (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 (k1)D (k) D (k3)Py(ki)Py(k2),
D? (k1) Py (k1) P (k2), and D?(k2) Prw (k1) Py (k2), which

B[114 (ky, k) = IZZreC (kl)Zrec (kz)/ (2n)3 rec

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. (@2).

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. (Ad)
and the post-reconstruction Gaussian smoothing parameters
in Eq. (C2).

It is noteworthy that the derivation of Eq. () benefits from
the definition of the function & in Eq. (33) during the process.
This approach allows us to avoid the complex calculations
associated with kernel functions, a methodology previously
employed by Sugiyama et al. [91. Consequently, this simpli-
fication 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:

Bl loog(kl, k2) e
= [B . (k1,k2)+B L2310 (kl,kz)] Piin (k1) Prin (k2)

+B 123 1] (kl,kz)Phn(kl)+B[]23 ] (kl,kz)Plin(kZ)
s Bl\ﬁ/fM(kl,kz) )

where

(k]9k29p9 p)le(p)

BLE N (k1 ko) = 6 Z2 (ki k2) / o )3 |28 e ZE o, p,—p) + 2K ) 22 1 o =) | Prn()

BEZ M (k1 k) = 6 2L (k1) / (2 )3zli<p,k2 P)Zi (k1. p.k> = p)Pin(p) Pin(1k2 — pI) .

BB () = 6210 (k) /

[222] 8 d? P,
BMMM(k17k2) = (2 )3 rec

(27)?

(P,kl

Here, it should be noted that the Byy 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. (A3), into

) Z2 (~p.ky+ p)Z2 (ky + p. Ky

P 7212 (p. ki - p) 2B (kr. p. Ky = p)Prin(p) Pin(JK1 = pI)

— P)Piin(p)Piin(lk2 + p) Piin(lk1 = pl) .
(44)

Eq. @3). 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 an dB[123 I ,itis p — 0; for B[123 & ,itisp — 0
123 111}

andlkz—p|—>OB ,itisp — Oand |k — p| — 0; for
Bl[\if/lzl\]d itisp — 0, |k1 p| — 0, and |k, + p| — 0. Then,



we obtain
BUI (k1. ko) = [In D(k3)] BU (k1 ko) |
BLZ L (k. k2) = [In (D (k) D (k2)] BU (k. ko)

B (ki.k2) = [In (D) D™ (k) D™ (k) )

x BU (1, k) P (K2)

Bl (k1. k2) = [1n (D(k2) D™ (k) D™ (k) )]

x B[Glglz](kl,kz)Plin(kl) ,
Bl (k1. k2) = |In (D(k3) D™ (k1) D™ (ko) |
X Bg(];Z](klakZ)Plin(kl)Plin(kZ) . (495

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:

Bi1oop, 1R (K1, k2)

= Bél(l;ﬂR(kl, k>) + B[GIé?I_RI](kl, kz)] Piin (k1) Piin(k2)

123-11 123-111
+ Bhg ) (r ko) Prin (ky) + Bl ' (e, ko) Prin (K2)

[222]
+ Bypam, iR (K15 52)

=0, (46)

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

Assuming the absence of correlation between 6 (s and ¥ in
Eq. 20), each component of the short-wavelength bispectrum
at the 1-loop level is given by

B[ll4] _ B[ll4] _B[]]4]

(S)GG ~ PGG GG, IR ’
[123-1] _ ,,[123-1] [123-1]
B(S)GG - BGG _BGG,IR >

[123-T1] _ p[123-11] [123-11]
B =BL> "M B

(S)GM GM,IR °
[123-11] _ ,,[123-110] [123-111]

B(S)MG - BMG - BMG,IR >
[222] _ pl222] [222]

B(S)MMM - BMMM - BMMM, 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)1-100p (K1, k2)

= | Blg k1) + Bl (K, ko) | Pin(Kk1) Pin (ko)

+ B%a},ﬂ (k1 k2)Piin (k1) + BES;GIH] (k1. k2)Piin(k2)

[222]
+ B(S)MMM(kl’ k2)

= Bl—loop(kl, k2) . (43)

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

Eq. @3)) 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[Dl

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 I'-expansion method,
can be calculated non-perturbatively by applying Egs. (33),
B2), and (@7) to Eq. 28):

(S)GG (S)GG

Bog. (k1. k2) = D(kn) D) D(k3) [BUE (k1. ko) + Bk (ki deo) + Bl ko) |

Bow, (k1 k2) = [D*(k1) = DUk D(k2) D (k3)] | B

+ DX (k) Blg o (ki ko)

W21y ko) + B (ky k) + B[‘”“](k],kz)] Piin(k2)

(S)GG (S)GG

Buc. (K1, k2) = [D2(k2) = DU D) D (k)| [ BLE (ks ko) + Bl gl (1. ea) + BLE A (et ko) | Prnh)

+ D (k2)Blg g (ki ko)

(S)GG

Bum, R (K1, k2) = [D (k1) D (k2) D™ (k) = D* (k1) = D* (k) + D (k1) D (k2) D (k3)

X (S)GG
+

+ [D(k)D (ko) D™ (k3) — D*(k2)|B

[D(k)D (k) D™ (k3) — D (k)]
|
|

Bynm, R(k1,k2) = [1 = D(k1)D(k2) D™ (k3)]

BLH (ki ko) + B (ki ko) + B

Lo (K1, k) | Pin(er) Prin (ko)

BE;?G;\:II] (k1. k2)Prin(k1)

Eéii,l_@m](kl,kz)l’nn(kz) ;



X { | L (1, o) + Byl (1, o) + Blgress (K1 k2) | Prn(k) Pin (ko)

[123-11]

+B(S)GM (k],

(S)MG

Once again, substituting Eq. (49) into Eq. 23) leads to the
1-loop bispectrum in SPT due to the IR cancellation:

Bir(k1,k2) = Bga, R (k1, k2) Piin(k1) Piin (k2)
+ Bom, R (K1, k2) Prin (k1)
+ Bmg, R (K1, k2) Prin(k2)
+ Bum, R (k1, ko)
+ Bvvm, R (K1, k2)
= Btree(kl, k2) +Bl—100p(kl7k2) . (50)
|

B(ky, k2)

k2) Piin(ky) + BL2S 1T

(kl,kz)Plin(kz)} +B giAMM(kl,kz) (49)

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 ap-
proach in Section [IV.Cl we replace the linear matter power
spectra, Piiy, appearing in Bgm, Bmc, Bvmwm, and Byvwm in
Eq. (@9), with the no-wiggle power spectra, Pyy. Note that the
components of the short-wavelength bispectrum at the 1-loop

. [114]  pl123-1] p[123-11] p[123-11] [222]
level,i.e., B ¢)66- Bs)aa » B(s)om ’B(S)MG »and B e
are defined as the original components minus their correspond-

ing IR limit values. Consequently, Pji, appearing in B[GII\Z/E;IE] s

Bl[\/}?nin and Bl\ﬁfM & in Eq. @) should also be replaced
with Py .

Finally, after replacing Py, and Ppy, substituting Eq. (49)
into Eq. (23) leads to the post-reconstruction 1-loop bispec-
trum model with IR resummation:

[[1 ~In (D (k1) D (k2) D (k3))] BE (ki ko) + BEAY (ki ko) + BLZ T (ke kz)] D(k1)D (k) D (k3) Py (k1) Py (k)

[[1 ~In D> (k)| BLE (ki1 ko) +B[”4 (ki ko) + B (ky ko) + (B[G]I\?_H](k],kz)/PnW(kz))] D? (k1) Py (k1) Pow (k2)

[ [1 =10 D2 e2) | BE Uer, k) + BLE (hy, o) + B ! ke, o) + (B ™) s ko) /P (k) ) | D (ko) P (K1) Pus(K2)

+ Btree,nw(kl, k2) + Bl—loop,nw(kla k2) 5

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

By. -loop, nw(kl» k2)
= | BEa k1 de2) + BUG et ko) | P (k1) P (k)

BEZ T (et ko) P (k1) + BUZ T (e ko) P (K2)
+ Bl\ﬁjM(kl,k ). (52)

This is the second main result of this paper. Compared to the
IR-resummed model at the tree-level, as given in Eq. (&1, we
can see that the SPT 1-loop correction terms appear in the three
terms that include Py, 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. Con-
sequently, 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. (3I) can be schemati-

(51

cally expressed as the SPT 1-loop solutions with higher-order
terms arising from the IR effects:

B(ky, k2) = Btree(kla k2) + Bl—loop(kh k2)
+ [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. (31 represents an improvement in two aspects com-
pared 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 func-
tions (Ad) 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 re-
place 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 [33]. 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 [@]):

B = Biree [in + (1 —1In Dz) szw]
+ Biioop | Paw + D*Py | . (54)

This expression indicates that the linear power spectrum ap-
pearing within the bispectrum is replaced with Py + D?Py,.
In the tree-level bispectrum, a factor of (1 — In D?) appears to
avoid double counting of nonlinear contributions. While our
resultin Eq. (31)) align closely with their model, a slight differ-
ence arises in the exponential damping functions form at the
order of (Pw)z. Specifically, the Ivanov and Sibiryakov [@]’s
model includes D*(k)D?(k2)Py (k1)Py(k2), whereas our
result is D (k1) D (k1) D (k3) Py (k1)Py(ky). For a more in-
tuitive comparison, when considered in real space as in Ap-
pendix[D] the Ivanov and Sibiryakov [@]’s model includes

D* (k1) D?(k2) Py (k1) Py (k2)
= ¢ 7L RIIP (k) Py (ko). (55)

while our model is

D (k1)D(k2)D(k3)Py (ki) Py(k2)
= e Mookl em k)T p (k) Py (k) (56)

differing by a factor of e~ (k1'k2) ol We conjecture that this dis-
crepancy arises due to the approximation employed by Ivanov
and Sibiryakov [36], who ignored terms of O(P2) 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 den-
sity fluctuations, including 1-loop corrections within SPT. The
main results are presented in Eqs. () and (3I). This model
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effectively captures the nonlinear dynamics of the BAO signal
within the post-reconstruction bispectrum. Moreover, it facil-
itates 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 in-
finite order. This approach fundamentally differs from merely
truncating the SPT solution at the 1-loop level. By setting the
smoothing parameter Ry, required for reconstruction in Eq. (7)),
to approach infinity (Rs) — oo, our model encompasses the
pre-reconstruction case.

Sugiyama [@] demonstrated that the IR effect can be treated
consistently before and after reconstruction. Specifically,
the IR effect can be characterized as a coordinate transfor-
mation 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 post-
reconstruction 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 inte-
grals. Through these mode-coupling terms, the bispectrum is
decomposed into five components, as demonstrated in Eq. (23).
We calculate the non-perturbative effects arising from the IR
effects for each component. To streamline the overall com-
putation and minimize complex calculations involving kernel
functions, we introduce the functions O and & in Eq. (33).
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 post-
reconstruction bispectrum.
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Appendix A: Post-reconstruction kernel functions

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

n d? d*pn
5 (k) = (2_:)‘3 (21’)3(”) p (k= piin)
x ZM(p1, - p)din(p1) - Sun(pa) . (A

where the functions Z">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 7 due to the RSD effect is omitted.

zlpy =2y,

* D1

We(p1Rs)
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This appendix shows the relation between Z!"! in Eq. (A1)

and Z!"! in Eq. (T3) up to the forth order.
The nth-order displacement vector for reconstruction in
Fourier space is given by

- )

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

WG (pRs)

A2
b1.fid (A2)

) 53" (k) .

grec(kaﬁ):/dS 1 —ik-x’ —ik‘s(x”ﬁ)(sg(x/’ﬁ (A3)

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

k-p> We(paRy)

2
Zr[ec](P]»PZ)zz b1

{152

Wa(lp1 + p2IRs

b1 fid

Nl

) zW(pn)zM"(p,),
P

)

2l(p1, p2) + =
1
3
z3(p1, pa. p3) = 2PV (p1. pa. p3)

2
1 (k (p1+p2)
3
Wa(piRs)

Ip1+ pal?
L
3 b1.fid

)

b1 fid

k-p
P

)z“](pl)z[z]

)Z[z](m,pz)z“](m) +2 perms.}

(p2, p3) +2 PermS-}

1 k - W R, k - W R,

s 571 (_ G(p1 s)) 2172 (_ G(p2 5))+2perms. Z0(p)ZM (p) 2 (p3)
3! P b1 fid P; b1 fid

Zi (p1, p2, p3, pa) = Z¥(py, pa, p3, pa)
1 k- +p2+ W + po + p3|R;
1 (p1+p2 p;)) (_ G(lp1+ p2+ psl 5))2[3](P1,P2,P3)Z[]](P4) +4 perms,
T3 |P1 +po+ ps3l b1 fid
1 k- W R
1 P1 G(p1 s)) 2 (p)Z3 (pa, ps, pa) + 4 perms.
T b1.fid
1 k - + Wi + R,
1 ( (Pl Pzz)) (_ G(lp1 +pol 5))Z[z](p1,p2)Z[2](p3,p4) +5 perms.
i [p1+ pol b1 fid
1 (k (pi+ Pz)) (_WG(|P1 +P2|Rs)) k- ps3 (_WG(P3R5))
12 lp1+ pal? b1 fid p3 b1 fid
><Z[Z](Pl,pz)Z[]](p3)Z[l](p4) +11 perms.}

1 k- W, R k- W, R

il (— Gl S)) > (— 6P S))Z“](poz“](pz)zm(pg,p4> +5 perms.
12 P b1 fid P b1 fid
1 . R, : R, : R,

RSL 571 (_WG(P] s)) k 2172 (_WG(pz 5)) k 5)3 (_W(;(p3 5)) + 3 perms.
4! P b1,fid P3 b1 fid P3 b1 fid

xzM(p)ZM (p2) 2" (p3)2M (pa) (A4)

where k = pi +- - -+ p,, for ZI"]. In the IR limit, these kernel

functions become
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1 ((k-RM.p k - .
(k. p) p_)oi{( = )+( f)( W?,fif))z[”(p)}z[wk),

2
zr[;](k],p,—p>——>—l{(k R )+( pz )(_WG(pRS))Z“](P)} 2k,

p—0 3! bl,ﬁd

ZE) (k1. ko p) 1{(““ Hhl R )+ ((k] - ,,) (—WG(”RS)) Z“](p)}zr[ikkl,kz) ,
p—0 3 D p b1 fid
ki+k ki+kj) - Ws(pRs
2 (ky k2, p—p) — {(( 1 +ko) R )+(( L+ ko) ”)(— alp ))Z“ (p)} 712 (k1 k2) . (AS)
p—0 12 p p b1 fiq

where Rl.[;] = 6;j + fh;Aj given in Eq. (I9). In the derivation  of the above relations, we used
J

1(k-RU'.p
712] k, _ 7 (K ,
k)~ 3 (= )
k- R[
(k1. p, P)-:(;’—a{( p)} zM(k)
(ki + kz) R
ZB) (k1. ks, p) {( e IEAIN S
p—0 3 )4
2
ki + k2
k1, ks, p,—p) —> {(( 1 )2 ”)} ZP (k. k) . (A6)
p—0 12 P
[
Appendix B: I'-expansion as [51,163]
r'(pi,....p,)
Using the I'-expansion scheme, we show specific forms (r +2s)! d3q;
of Bgg, Bom, Bma, Bvm, and By in Eq. (23) using the =3 Z 2551 1_[/ (2n)? Piin(qi)
nonlinear kernel functions Z!"l. The results obtained here 5=0
are also valid using the post-reconstruction nonlinear kernel x ZUSNpy o pr gl —qi. ... qs.—qs),  (B1)

functions ZL"]
where the superscript () means the rth order of the T'-

The rth order coefficient of the I'-expansion is expressed expansion. Then, we obtain (9]
J

Beg(ki,k2) =273 (ky, ko) T (k) T (kz) ,

BGM(kl,kz)=F(l)(k1)Z(r+1)!l_[/ ) le(l’z)(zﬂ) Sop(ka = pr, )T (s )T D (pry o prsk)
r=2 i=

BMG<k1,k2)=r“><k2)Z<r+1)!]_[/(2 3 Piin(pi) 27)*6p (k1 = pr1, )T (pr o p)T D (prs e prka)

BMM<k1,kz>-ZZ(r+s>']_[ / (‘;")gph,,m)]_[ / o )3P1m<p,><2n>36[>(k1 pii) CxYsnlka = p, )

r=2 s=

X F(’)(pl,...,pr)F(S)(pl,...,pS)F(’”)(p],...,p,,p],...,p ),

o o0 00 r 3 //
BMMM(kl,kZ)z %ZZ (”+t)!(:!:!2!(5+t)! l:l/ (Cizj)gphn(pl)l_[/ (2 )3 lm(Pj)l_[/ (2 )3 hn(

r=1 s=1 t=1

x (27)*6p (k1 = pi1.s - Pl )27)*6p (k2 + ppir +Pl1g)
XF(HZ)(Pl,n-7Pr,P/1’a~-~,Pz)F(r+s)( pl?""_pr7_p’]7""_p;)



X D6 (—pt . =plpl. ... pl),

where p(i,] = p1 +---+ p, for any integer n withn > 1.

Appendix C: Smoothing factors

This appendix gives the specific forms of the smoothing
factors o> and o that characterize the Gaussian damping
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(B2)

WG (pRs)

ya
2 b1 fid

p

arls

By substituting Eq. (CT)) into Eq. (33)), the radial and transverse
components of the smoothing factors are calculated as 44)

)ﬂWm%mm.mn

function D (k) defined in Eq. (36). o ot = Oﬁp,i + O-ps L+ 0_828’l
The first-order of the post-reconstruction displacement vec- 5 5 5
tor is given by O} = T+ Tt * Tl €2
—[1] B d3p R[l] -p d
rec — (271_)3 P2 an
dp
O—gp,L = 5‘/ 2 Piin(p),
o-sp,H =(1+f) opp. 1
L [l dp ( Wo(pRy)
ey MJ Holrk) Pin(p) .
1 Kmax dp WG(PR)
psllzg 22 ( 2(1+f)| b1+ f Piin(p) ,
1 fRecdp ( Wo(pRy)\ 3 1
=z —b + —f7| Py +—-,
ss i 3 i 271_ ( b fid lf f lm(p) 7
L [ dp ( Wa(pRy)\? 1
0'525 H = — / p G(p b) b2 + _b]f+ f P]in(p) + - (C3)
’ 3 Kmin 271’ bl fid n
[
Here, the shot-noise term 1/n with 77 being the mean number FP(p1, p2)Siin(p1)d1in(p2) (D1)
density appearsin o2 | and 0' due to the discreteness effect
Tss. L S| where
in the displacement vector for reconstructlon [@]
FRl(py, py)
17 1 P2 1
=—+= = -=|. (D2
51 5 (P pz)( P p])+ ((m p2)? 3) (D2)
Appendix D: The high-k limit solutions of the matter ) . .
bispectrum in real space The tree-level bispectrum is then given by
Biee (k1. k2) = 2 P21 (ky, ko) Piin (k1) Pin(k2) . (D3)
The second-order density fluctuation for dark matter in real From Eq. (C3), the smoothing factor is calculated as
space is expressed as | dp
ot=3 [ 5P (D4)
<12] d’pi d*pa 3 .
oK) = 07 o (2n)°6p (k — p1 — p2) Consequently, Eq. (3) can be rewritten as
Vg Vg
|
[114] loo 1,5, 2
BGG IR(kl’kZ) 2klO'J_ - EklO'J_ — (k1 -ky)o] [2F2(k,k2)] s
1 1
pl123-1]
Bk ko) = |3 k302 - S| [ k)]
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BLZ W (k) k) = [K30? + (ki - ka)o? ] [2F2 (K1, k2)] Prin(ka)

GM, IR

BUB M (k) ky) = K302 + (k) - ka)o? ] [2Fa (K1, k2)] Piin(k1)

MG, IR

[222]
Byim

From these equations, we can see that the high-k solution of

w R (K1, k2) = [ (ki - ko) o7 | [2Fa (K1, k2)] Piin(k1) Prin(k2) -

(D5)

the 1-loop bispectrum includes not only the squares of k| and
ko but also the product of k| and k».
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