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Abstract

We derive the Effective Field Theory of Large-Scale Structure kernels and counterterms for
the one-loop bispectrum of dark matter and of biased tracers in real and redshift space. This
requires the expansion of biased tracers up to fourth order in fluctuations. In the process, we
encounter several subtleties related to renormalization. One is the fact that, in renormalizing
the momentum, a local counterterm contributes non-locally. A second subtlety is related to
the renormalization of local products of the velocity fields, which need to be expressed in
terms of the renormalized velocity in order to preserve Galilean symmetry. We check that the
counterterms we identify are necessary and sufficient to renormalize the one-loop bispectrum
at leading and subleading order in the derivative expansion. The kernels that we originally
present here have already been used for the first analyses of the one-loop bispectrum in BOSS
data [1, 2].
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1 Introduction and Conclusion

The Effective Field Theory of Cosmological Large-Scale Structure (EFTofLSS) [3, 4] describes the
long distance dynamics of matter and galaxies in the universe. It is quite a complex endeavor.
The dark matter [3, 4] and baryons [5, 6] are described through their density and momenta, and
satisfy some equations of motion that resemble those of fluids. Galaxies are described as composite
operators in terms of the dark-matter long-wavelength fields (see e.g. [7-13], and also [14]). The
effect on short fluctuations of long wavelength modes that represent displacements needs to be
resummed [15-19]. Predictions for observables, such as correlation functions of galaxies in redshift
space, typically involve all of these ingredients. It took quite a large and long endeavor to develop
all of this formalism (see [1] for a recent, more complete, list of references on the various steps of
development of the theory).

Starting from [20-22], the EF TofLSS has been successfully applied to large-scale structure data,
specifically to BOSS data [23], where the analysis of the full shape of the power spectrum has led to
the measurement of all the ACDM parameters using just a prior from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis.
Since then, many applications to data have followed (see again [1] for a recent, more complete, list
of references on the various applications of the EFTofLLSS to data).

Recently, in [1, 2], the analysis of the BOSS data using the one-loop prediction of the bispectrum
of galaxies in redshift space was performed. Doing such an analysis required the development of
the kernels for biased tracers in redshift space up to fourth order, and the real and redshift space
counterterms up to second order in the fluctuations and at subleading order in the derivatives
(i.e. at order k?/k%; with k being the typical wavenumber of interest, and kxr, the wavenumber
associated to the non-linear scale). As referred to in the same papers [1, 2|, those kernels are
originally derived here.

While naively it might appear that there is only a computational challenge facing us, i.e. the
need to write all possible operators for biased tracers in redshift space up to fourth order, in reality
there are also two conceptual subtleties we will need to face, and that we now explain. The first
such subtlety stems from the non-local Green’s function associated to the momentum operator,

while the second is associated to the renormalization of composite operators involving the velocity.

The local counterterm that contributes non-locally: Let us start from the first subtlety,
focussing initially on the case of dark matter. So far, the counterterms in the EFTofLLSS have been
explored at high order only for dark matter in real space. This fact has prevented the emergence



of a subtlety that, on hindsight, is rather straightforward. The equations in the Newtonian limit
contain the Poisson equation, whose solution is famously not local in space. This is mapped for
example in the non-locality of the perturbative kernels. In fact, even though the absence of a tree-
level speed of sounds makes the kernels just space dependent (rather than spacetime dependent),
the dependence on the spatial wavenumber is not analytic, so that, once written in real space, they
are non-local. For example, the solution of the locally-observable tidal tensor of the gravitational
field, ®, due to a density perturbation, ¢, is, schematically,

8;0,®(%,t) ~ H> aéff&(f, t) ~ H> / d*x’ |f_1 7| ai,i ai,jé(f’, t), (1.1)
with H being the Hubble constant. This is non-local unless ¢ = j and we sum over 4.

As we discuss in more detail later, counterterms are local, i.e. the response of the stress tensor
to the long wavelength fields is local. But the way the counterterms contribute to the fields is
through a convolution with the Green’s functions of the fields themselves, which, as we mentioned,
are not local. This subtlety does not show up for linear counterterms, though. At that order,
for the dark matter overdensity, only the divergence of the momentum matters, which in turn is
affected, at linear level, by ® only through 9?® ~ §. So, the linear equation and the resulting
Green’s function are accidentally local. In this way, once one uses the counterterms at linear order
(i.e. not multiplied by other fields), one obtains a local contribution.

But this local result is an artifact of the density field and of low order in the perturbative series,
which limits the available tensorial structures. Already once one looks at the momentum, 7*, one
finds that the traceless part of 9;7/, which is observable, is affected at linear order by the traceless
part of 0;0;®, which, as argued above, is non-local. So the associated Green’s function will be non-
local. Therefore, unless accidental cancellations happen, one should expect the local counterterms
to contribute non locally. This is the situation we will encounter in this paper, as the momentum
is important for redshift space distortions where, additionally, the anisotropy induced by the line
of sight provides a richer tensorial structure where accidental cancellations are more rare.

Explicitly, we find that for the momentum, 7¢, we need a counterterm that contributes in a
way schematically given by
. flla’ggakfg2’§ : (1.2)

where 77 is the stress tensor, and the subscript (n) OT superscript (") indicates n-th order in
perturbations. Now, among the second-order response terms for the stress tensor, we have terms
such as
7ol 0,0,00,0,0 !
2) k'2 2 1Vk kUj¥ ( 3)
NL
with p being the background density. This is indeed local. This term affects non-locally the
gradient of the momentum as
5 p 8]618;{8,,1
k¥, H> HO?

o (k0,200 ®) . (1.4)



In turn, in redshift space, the dark matter overdensity, J,, at second order is affected as

S L iiin i i 0i0;0k0m (OkO . . O10m
5 (Z) D H—ﬁz 2 0ym? (Z) ~ 2'27 kéL(‘)Z ( 7 () 2 @(m)) . (1.5)

The 1/9? does not simplify in the final expression: this is a counterterm that contributes non-locally
to the observable § in redshift space. There are several such terms in the perturbative expansion,
and similar terms appear also when considering the stochastic counterterms. As discussed in
more detail later, these terms are linked to the generation of vorticity in the cosmological fluid.
As a validation of the above, we explicitly find that these terms are needed to renormalize the
redshift-space matter overdensity bispectrum at one-loop order.!

When passing to biased tracers, a further subtlety arises. In the EFTofLLSS, the biased-tracer
density in redshift space, which is constructed as combinations of the biased-tracer density and
momentum, is written as a spatially local linear combination of composite operators of the matter
field [7]. We do not have the equations of motion and the associated Green’s function for them.
This was the way that we identified the non-locally-contributing counterterm in dark matter: by
simply solving the equations of motion in the presence of a local stress tensor. But because of the
local relation to dark matter, it is expected that the non-locally-contributing counterterms should
be completely determined by the one of dark matter. This is so even for the momentum of biased
tracers, which, for dark matter, was the operator being affected by the non-locally-contributing
counterterm. Indeed, by the equivalence principle, biased tracers should have the same velocity as
the underlying dark matter field at leading order in derivatives. In fact, there is a symmetry argu-
ment based on this idea connecting the two: the non-locally-contributing counterterm for biased
tracers has the same functional form and coefficient as for dark matter. We confirm and discuss
this argument in detail later, and we check again that this result is sufficient for renormalizing the
one-loop bispectrum of tracers in redshift space.

Renormalization of local products of the velocity field: Let us now pass to the second main
subtlety that we encounter in this paper. In redshift space, there appear several contact operators
involving the long-wavelength velocity. Contact operators are operators made of products of long-
wavelength fields at the same location. Performing a product of long wavelength fields at the
same location is a process sensitive to arbitrary short-distance fluctuations, and so needs to be
renormalized [15, 24]. For operators involving the velocity v*, care must be taken in preserving
the non-trivial transformations under the Galilean group (which is nothing but the non-relativistic
limit of the group of diffeomorphisms), and this is complicated by the fact that the velocity is
itself a contact operator and so needs to be renormalized [25, 26]. In order to have the correct
transformation properties under the Galilean transformation v* — v* 4+ !, we wish to have, for

LAt this point, one might wonder why counterterms are local to start with. The terms that we have identified
have the property that the region that can non-locally affect a mode is at most of order of the wavelength of the
mode itself. For counterterms, for example in 7%, we are integrating out short modes, and so this can affect at most
regions within 1/knr,, which is equivalent to a normal local response.



example,

[v']r = 'R+ X",

- - o (1.6)
W' ]r = [v'0!]r + [v']RX + [ ]RX + XX

where [v']g and [viv/]R are respectively the renormalized velocity and the renormalized velocity-
squared. While satisfying this constraint is quite straightforward for the velocity, we see that the
velocity-squared needs to have a transformation involving the renormalized velocity itself. One
way to write renormalized quantities satisfying the above in terms of the non-renormalized fields
is therefore to write the renormalized velocity-squared in terms of the renormalized velocity and
additional counterterms,

[Ui]R:Ui-l-ij ,

[vi!]g = [v]r[]R + O | (1.7)

where all of the O terms are Galilean scalars. In our calculation of the one-loop bispectrum, we
will have to implement this procedure for products up to four powers of the velocity or four powers
of the velocity and one power of the overdensity.

On top of addressing these two conceptual challenges, the rest of the paper is devoted to
developing the full calculation of the kernels of the one-loop bispectrum in redshift space both for
dark matter and for tracers, including the relevant counterterms, and finally to checking that indeed
all the ultraviolet (UV) dependence of the loop diagrams can be cancelled by a suitable choice
of the resulting effective field theory (EFT) parameters. Indeed, we find that both including the
non-locally-contributing counterterms and implementing the correct redshift space renormalization
procedure are crucial for matching the UV limits of the loops. We will perform first the study for
dark matter, and then repeat it for biased tracers. As mentioned, the resulting kernels have been
instrumental in performing the first one-loop analysis of the bispectrum of galaxies in large-scale
structure [1, 2], and the relevant counterterm kernels were already presented in those works.

One final observation that is worthwhile to make is the following. The generic expression of
biased tracers is non-local in time [7]. If §, is the tracer overdensity, we have

t
5h(a?,t)—/ dt'> " Ker;(t,t') O;(&a(Z,t,1),1) (1.8)

where O;(Z,t') are all the scalar operators that can be built from the long wavelength fields,
Zg(Z,t,t") represents the position at time ¢’ of the fluid element that at time ¢ is at location Z, and
Ker;(t,t') are generic kernels, assumed to have a time scale of order Hubble. Up to fourth order
in the operators, we checked that this expression is accidentally degenerate with an analogous
expression where one assumes that Ker;(¢,t') o< dp(t —t'), i.e. as if the biases where local in time.
Finally, accompanying this paper, we also provide a Mathematica file with all of the expressions
for the biased tracer kernels in redshift space up to fourth order, UV limits of the loops, EFT
counterterms, and values of EFT parameters that match the UV limits of the loops.



2 Dark-matter equations and notation

Here we collect the relevant background equations and notation for the cold dark-matter field. We
assume a background ACDM expansion, with metric ds? = —dt? + a(t)?dz?, where a(t) is the scale
factor, which will often be used as the time variable. The dark-matter field is described in terms
of the mass density p(¥,a) and the velocity field v*(#,a). The background expansion is driven by
a non-relativistic, time-dependent, background mass density p(a) which is given by

pla) = po <a> B , (2.1)

ao

where subscripts o refer to current-day values, and the Hubble rate is H = a/a (we use the dot to
denote time derivatives, i.e. ¢ = dg/0t for generic functions g).
We describe scalar perturbations in the metric with the metric potentials ® and ¥,? by writing

ds? = —(1+2®)dt* + a(t)*(1 — 20)dz* . (2.2)
In terms of the momentum density 7, defined by
(%, a) = p(Z,a)v'(Z, a) , (2.3)
the equations of motion for dark matter are (see e.g. [3, 4, 27])
p+3Hp+a ot =0,

igd y (2.4)
T > +a'p0® = —at9;TY

7+ 4HT" + a0, <

along with the Poisson equation
3

a 20 = 5leeﬂa : (2.5)
which is in terms of the overdensity ¢, given by
6(Z,a) = (p(7,a) — p(a))/p(a) , (2.6)

and the time-dependent matter fraction Q,(a).®> The quantity 7% appearing in Eq. (2.4) is the
EFTofLSS stress tensor [4], which we will describe in much more detail later. Using the Poisson
equation Eq. (2.5), we can write

p00;® = 2M§1a’28j (81(1)8J(I) — ;%(8@)2) , (2.7)

2 Anisotropic stress is small and can be neglected for our purposes, in which case the Einstein equations imply

® = ¥, which we assume throughout this work.
3This is defined by Qm(a) = p(a)/(3ME H(a)?), where Mp is the Planck mass, related to Newton’s constant Gy
by Mg, = 1/(87Gx). In ACDM, the Hubble rate can be parameterized by H(a)?/Hg = Qm,0(a/ao)™> + (1 — Qm,0).



and consequently the equations of motion Eq. (2.4) become

po+atom =0,

. ) 1 i y (2.8)
mt+4H7' + a‘lﬁ@-(b = —a‘laj <2M}2>1a_2 <8i<1>8j<1> — 26ij(8<1>)2> + Wpﬂ— + 7'”) .

Next, we can decompose the momentum density into a scalar and a vector part

s =i, and mi, = Roh (2.9)
which gives
Y .y
T = a—gws - e”ka—gﬂ‘lf/ , (2.10)

where €% is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol (with €23 = 1). With

this decomposition, we can write the equations of motion in terms of the scalar and vector parts

iﬂj + Tij> ,
P

il + 4Hnl, = —a~ €%, (QMgla_Zakq)@lq) + I 4 r’“l> . (2.11)
p

ﬁ5+a_17r5:0,
1

fg+4Hmg + gaﬁ QnH?*5 = —a 10,0, (2M§1a—2 <a,-<1>aj<1> — 25ij(a<1>)2) +

™

We see that the scalar part mg is determined entirely by &, and the vector part 7T%/ is only sourced
non-linearly. For reference, the full differential equation for ¢ is

’ 9. tord .
a?d" + (2 - a;-[-l ) ad’ — ngé = ?{Z?jp <2M§1a2 (a@aj@ — ;aij(acﬁ)Q) + % + r”) , (2.12)

where H = aH, and the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the scale factor, i.e. ¢’ = dg/da
for generic functions g. For dark matter in real space, all renormalization and counterterms enter
through the stress tensor 7%/, which is a Galilean scalar, a tensor under spatial rotations, and a
local-in-space and non-local-in-time function of second derivatives of the metric and gradients of
the velocity (because of the equivalence principle), in the equations of motion above. We will
return to the stress tensor in much more detail below. We also note that while the equation of
motion for 7 is non-local (because of the appearance of 9;® on the left-hand side of Eq. (2.8)),
the equations of motion for mg and i, Eq. (2.11) are local.
In this work, we use the following notation

Bky Pk, /k / g o
= —= =, = (2m)°0p(k — ki), (2.13)
/klk / @2m)3  @2m) " SRk SRR ;
where dp is the Dirac delta function, and our Fourier conventions are
f@.0) = [ FED e (2.14)
k



For a three-dimensional vector k, we write k = |k| for the magnitude, and k = k/k for the unit
vector parallel to k. We use Latin letters like 1,7, k,l to denote spatial indices, in general we do not
distinguish between upper and lower spatial indices, and repeated indices imply summation. We
also use the prime on correlation functions, (-)’ to denote the correlation function with the factor

of (27r)3 and Dirac delta function of translation invariance stripped off.

2.1 Perturbative solutions and observables in SPT

In this work, we use the so-called Einstein-de Sitter (EAS) approximation to solve the above equa-
tions which allows us to separate the time dependence from the spatial (momentum) dependence
and is known to be accurate to percent level [28, 13, 29] (we give details about the EAS Green’s
function in App. A.1). Let us start with the standard perturbation theory (SPT) contribution,
which is the solution ignoring EFTofLSS counterterms, i.e. with 7% = 0. First, the solution to
the linear equation for ¢ is called the growth factor D(a), which solves

/
20+ (2+ ) ap — 30D =0 (2.15)
H 2
For the perturbations, we write
d(k,a) = 6™(k,a), and v'(ka) = v, (ka) (2.16)
where, assuming that the velocity field is irrotational,*
> g -~ 2\ %1 (1
5“U(k,a)::1)(aylj/ O T 1
T 7 1 n
o TRk ; (2.17)
i k' 7 > 51z
vl (R @) = i3 H(@)f (@) D(a)" /k Gl R

51(;1) is the time-independent initial field,” F;, and G,, are the standard symmetric kernels for dark
matter (see [30, 31], for example), and the growth rate f is defined by

aD'(a)
= . 2.1
In general, we use the tilde to denote time-independent fields, in particular
- (n)
() = () (2.19)

“In the absence of counterterms, it can be shown that an initially irrotational velocity remains so. In our
universe, the initial vorticity is negligible. EFT counterterms induce a vorticity, though, matching what is observed
in simulations [27], and we discuss this in more detail in Sec. 3.3.

5We normalize D(ain) = 1 for some initial time ain in matter domination where initial conditions are given, so
that Pi1 is the linear power spectrum at aiy.

Ne)



and we will often drop spatial or momentum arguments when the understanding is clear. The

above expressions for § and v’ solve the equations of motion under the approximation

Om(a) ~ <a5£$) > 2 : (2.20)

which is approximately true in our universe [28, 13, 29]. For the one-loop bispectrum, we need to

consider up to n = 4. The SPT expression for 7 can be derived from § and v* using Eq. (2.3).

In this work, we are eventually interested in computing the one-loop power spectrum and the
one-loop bispectrum of galaxies in redshift space, but we start in this section with dark matter in
real space. In Fourier space, the power spectrum P and bispectrum B are defined by

=

(6(k,a)3(K', ) = (2m)*dp(k + K')P(k,a) | (2.21)
(301, )6 (2, )3 (R, 0)) = (2)?3p(Fy + Fa + Fa)Blkr, K, ko) |

The total one-loop power spectrum is
Pl—loop tot.(k7 a) = D(a)Zpll(k) + D((I)4(P22(k’) + PlB(k)) ) (222)

where <5](21)5]§)> = (21)30p(k + k') P11 (k) defines the linear power spectrum Pp; at the initial time
ain, and the one-loop terms are

Poa(k) = 2/F (@ F — @?Pu(@)Pu(k - ) ,

) (2.23)
Pi3(k) = 6P11(k /q q,—q, k) Pi1(q) .
The total one-loop bispectrum is

Bliioop tot. = D(a)*Ba11 + D(a)° <B222 + Béé)l + Béé{) + B411) , (2.24)

where the tree-level bispectrum is
Bor1(k1, ko, ks) = 2Fy(ky, ko) Py (k1) Py (k2) + 2 perms. (2.25)

and the one-loop contributions are

Boga(k1, ko, k3) = 8/§P11(Q)P11(|152 — @) Pu(lky + @)
x Fy(—q, k1 + QFa(ky + @ ks — O Fa(ky — 4, Q) |
B\ (k1 b, ks) = 6Py (k) [P11(Q)P11(|E2 —q)

! (2.26)

x Fy(—q, —ky + @, —k1)Fa(q, k2 — @) + 5 perms.

Béé?(kl, ko, k3) = 6Py1 (k1) Pr1 (ko) Fa(k1, k2) [Pll(Q)F3(E1,@ —q) + 5 perms. ,
q

Byi1(k1, k2, k3) = 12Py (k1) P11 (k2) [Pll(Q)F4(@ —{,—k1,—k3) + 2 perms. .
q

10



2.2 Dark-matter counterterm contributions

As is well known [4], the loop contributions Eq. (2.23) and Eq. (2.26) are UV sensitive because
they depend on momenta ¢ much larger than the non-linear scale of structure formation where
the theory is out of perturbative control. The role of the EFT counterterms in 7% is to cure this
UV sensitivity and allow the theory to match reality. Concretely, we write (suppressing spatial

dependence for convenience)

m(a) =71 (a)+ Tii.(a) . (2.27)
Here, the piece TI?UV (a) must give the same time dependence as in Eq. (2.23) and Eq. (2.26) in order
to cancel the dependence of the loop integrals on the UV cutoff Ayy. The other piece, Téjnit o(a),
does not have a fixed time dependence in general, and its role is to give the correct amount of
Ayv-independent contribution that matches observations.

For simplicity in this paper, we focus on the contribution Tj{w (a) which has a fixed time
dependence. All of our main points will be evident in this case, and we will be able to do explicit
calculations with explicit numerical factors. Additionally, we want to check that the general form
of 79 that we write is able to capture all of the UV behavior present in the loops Eq. (2.23) and
Eq. (2.26), and this requires assuming the same time dependence as the loops. Inclusion of a
general Té{lite(a) is straightforward, as it is based on the same k-dependent kernels.

In general, the EFTofLSS is local in space, but non-local in time [27]. To obtain the EFT
expansion one expands the stress tensor as a local function of second spatial derivatives of the
gravitational potential ® and gradients of the velocity (because of the equivalence principle), along
with stochastic fields, organized, as in any EFT, in an expansion in powers of the fields and spatial
derivatives, integrated along the past trajectory of the fluid element [27, 7]. More specifically, we

have “ ot
(7, q) = / o Za:ﬁa(a,a/)Ty(xﬁ(ﬂs,a,a/),a/), (2.28)

where the fluid element is defined by

/

Ta(%,a,a) = &+ /a Lﬁ(fﬂ(f, a,a’),a") , (2.29)
a (a//)QH(a//)

the 707 (Z,a) are all local-in-time Galilean scalars (and tensors under rotations on the i and j
indices), and the kq(a,a’) are unknown EFT kernels describing the non-locality in time. The
T¢ (%,a) are then organized in a local spatial-derivative expansion of the long-wavelength fields
(0;0;9(F, a), 0;v7 (£, a), etc.) and of stochastic fields € (7, a). Since we do perturbation theory in
this work, we can write each scalar as a sum over perturbative orders

Tolz] (f7 G) - Z T;],(n) (fa a) ’ (230)

n

and because the linear solutions are scale independent, we have a simple scaling time dependence

for the n-th order perturbative pieces

ii . D a/ Pa,n ii .
Ta{(n)(x,a’) = <D((a))> Ta{(n)(:r,a) , (2.31)

11



for some power pq . This means that Eq. (2.28) becomes

- Z Z K& ()T (Z,a)
OnB(m) (Z,a) 3 (2.32)

+ZZ (Kpa” ™ )-KQ"L*?W”(CL)) STy (Ea)

K?(a) = / aciz,ﬁa(a,a/) (gi‘g)p , (2.33)

used the definition of the velocity field in Eq. (2.17) along with § = —9;v'/(faH), and the ...
in Eq. (2.32) are terms coming from Taylor expanding T/ (Z4(Z, a,a’),a’) around 7 in Eq. (2.28),

where we have defined

i.e. higher powers of ¥, all of which should be included up to the desired order. The point is
that the integral over da’ coming from expanding 7y can be formally done as in Eq. (2.33) and
leaves distinct functions of a, K4(a). The same happens with the higher order terms in the Taylor
expansion of Zq(7, a, a’), since 7, also has a simple scaling time dependence, see Eq. (2.17). This
means that, in perturbation theory, the expansion of the stress tensor can be manipulated so that
the time integrals disappear, in the way indicated by Eq. (2.32). In this paper, we only need
counterterms from the stress tensor up to second order, so Eq. (2.32) is sufficient for our purposes.
This is the same approach taken for the bias expansion in Sec. 5.2.

Given this, we write the contribution to § from 7% relevant to the one-loop bispectrum, which

we call 6, generally as
5:(k,a) = 6D (%, a) + 62 (k,a) + 6V (k,a) + 6@ (K, a) | (2.34)

where the subscript ¢t denotes the response counterterms, and e denotes the stochastic (and semi-
stochastic) counterterms. Assuming the time dependence needed to cancel UV loop contributions,

we have
1
o5

)= D)8 (k) , 3 (F,a) = D(a)*3 (F)
5 ( k

) = D@2V (), and 6@ (K, a) = D(a)*6@ (k) , (2.35)

k,a
k,a
where we use the tilde to denote the appropriate time-independent factor. Similarly, we have the

solution for m* which we write as

.o

i (k,a) = 7y 1) (K, @) + 7y o) (k@) + 7L 4y (K, 0) + 7L ) (R, a) (2.36)
with

Wit’(l)(lz, a) =—aHpfD(a ) ’ (2.37)
. (k.a) = —aHpfD(a)* ( v |

E) 7Tit,(2)(l;;v a) = —aHﬁfD(a)‘lfrit (2)(E) )
), and 7727(2)(1::, a) = —aHﬁfD(a)Sfri’(z)(lg) .

()
/2

5Note that for the growing mode solutions that we consider in this work, we have K4*?(a) = Ko Pt (a), which
shows that Eq. (2.32) is of the correct form for Galilean scalars discussed in Sec. 4.3.
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To remove clutter, we will sometimes use the notation A, to mean both A, and A.. We note
that in SPT, the time dependence of 7%, mg, and 7, are all the same for each field above linear
perturbations.” However, as can be seen in Eq. (2.11), if 9°077% and eijkf)j(‘)ﬂkl have different
time dependence, then mg and 7r%/ will as well. For simplicity, in this work, we assume that the
counterterms have the same time dependence as needed to cancel UV divergences in the SPT
loops, in which case mg and W{} have the same time dependence as in Eq. (2.37) for 7.

3 Dark-matter renormalization in real space

3.1 Counterterm solutions up to second order

We now present the solutions for § and 7 that are sourced by the stress tensor 79 in Eq. (2.11)

up to second order, leaving the derivation to App. A. We start by writing
o QuH?p .
ij __ S"m 4~1] 215 31

™ = k12\1L + D Tet(2) + D*T el ) + D 5(2)> , (3.1)

(P52,
where the quantities with subscript ¢t source the pure response solutions of § and 7, the quantities
with subscript e source the stochastic and semi-stochastic solutions of § and 7*, and the number in
parentheses indicates the order in fields. Again, quantities with tildes are time independent, and
the time dependence given above is chosen to lead to Eq. (2.35) (the factor of Q,(a) can be seen
from App. A.1). As described in more detail in App. A, the second-order solutions here come from
two sources. The first is directly from the second-order stress tensors in Eq. (3.1), and the second
is from plugging the first-order counterterm solutions back into the equations of motion Eq. (2.11).
Then, the first-order response solutions are

y 1 0,0,0h
ct (1) , and Tet,(1) = 3k2 82 cJt (1) 7 (32)

“(1) _
50 = %2 00,7

and the second-order response solutions are

O

2 20:0; [J 9;6)

et - 33k%, Tet )+ gz W e 1) ~ 5% gz W a1

and
Tet,(2) = 9k12\IL laj ci( 2) + 11 8j2 (Tc]t,(Q) + Jaz 8[70157(1) — ﬁai ](92 8]67'(;’(1) (3.4)

1, (960 . 9o
+26l< 2 8m7ct,(1)+‘82 9; ci(l) '

At linear level, we have ﬂ'v(l) = pe'i*o; U(1) = 0 because velocity Vortlclty is zero. Then, at higher orders, 7TV

becomes non-zero because of the growing mode in § in the definition of 7*. So, above hnear perturbations, s, ™,
and 7* all have the same time dependence, which one can deduce from the definition of 7* in terms of § and v°.
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To find the above, we used Eq. (2.11), solved for 7g and 7, separately (which are given in App. A),
and then combined them to form 7% using Eq. (2.10). Above, as we will justify in the next section,
we have assumed that 8i8j8k7~'gt’f(1) = 828]‘7:257(1).

Similarly, for the first-order stochastic solutions, we have

1 [40;0;0k _jk 2 (0;0;0k _jk iy
B kTNL [7 92 e 5 92 e() T ajTe,(l) , (3.5)

- 2 . .
1 ~% ~3
o) = 771612“ 61'8]'767](1) ; and 7 (4

and for the second-order stochastic solutions, we have

. 0;0: | _is 9,0V 9.0,.0, 3 00 8,.9,0
(2) _ Y%iY5 |~ i VRVl Lkl 9 k kVlUm ~im
0" = 9k12\IL [Te?@) 2 92 92 Te,(1) 7 U( o2 o2 Te,(1)
N (3.6)
4 (915(1) 8ak8[ ~kl ~1l
and
2 i 1 90,0k ( ik 960 00O _y
R ) = 2070 + 51 52 (Te],(zﬁ g e (3.7)

1, (0,60 8,000, 2 [ 0:6M 80,0, _,.. 0N 300
79\ T T2 e 790\ T2 92 T+ o2 92 e()

4 80,0k [ 9;60 [ 8:010m N
e <] ( Tl(n—aﬂek,l(l))

S 105 92 02 2 e
4 818(1) alarnan ~mn ~lm alg(l) alaman ~mn ~im
- %al < o2 < 92 Te,(l) - 87717—5,(1)) + o2 ( 02 Teg(l) o 8m7—€:(1)) ’

In the above stochastic expressions, as we will discuss further in the next section, we have not

assumed that aiajak%i'zl) = 828J'%:,j(l)'

As a final note, we point out that all of the various numerical coefficients above come from the

linear equations of motion and the assumed time dependence D(a)" for the various contributions;
they represent different combinations of Green’s functions integrated over different kernels in the
EdS approximation. We give the EdS Green’s function in App. A.1.

3.2 Explicit expression for the stress tensor

We can now write down the most general stress tensor local in second spatial derivatives of ® and
gradients of the velocity, following the discussion in Sec. 2.2, up to second order, that obeys the
symmetries of the problem, which are rotation and Galilean invariance. We focus on the leading
order in derivatives, which, because of mass and momentum conservation, is O(k*Py;) for Pi3,
O(k2P2) for Byy and BUY | O(kY) for Py, O(KS) for Bag, and O(k*Pyy) for BY). For the

response terms, we have

0;0;01)
Tci,(l) =a 52

+ 03(51'3'5(1) R (3.8)
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and

9,500 9,51 1 98
000,50 03D - o 509k

~17

Tet,(2) =€ 92 92 o2
9;0;6%  9,0;0;6() 95" - <1 o)
+ ¢ 8]2 — 82] k82 + 4056 — C45ijak5(1)]€872 (3.9)

9;0;6) - 9;0,0M 8,0,60) 1) =
#50@% = 2 + 7660560

where all of the ¢; are time independent. To determine the above list of operators, we follow the

+C5

procedure laid out in Sec. 2.2 (which is the same approach as [7] for biased tracers, which we
detail in Sec. 5.2 and App. C); we first write all contractions of 0;0;® and 0;v7 with the same
tensor structure as 7% up to second order in fields and zeroth order in derivatives, and then we
expand the fluid element and do the remaining time integrals which define the ¢;. We then check
for degeneracies in the resulting operators, and only use the minimal basis, which is given above.

For the stochastic terms, we have
~ij ]

’ 950 9,950
o =€, and %Z,J(z)zake”a’“(S T g2t (3.10)

P T T

where, in momentum space, we define the correlation of the stochastic fields € as an expansion
in powers of k of all of the terms allowed by rotation invariance [24], for example

(el (R)ef! (K)) =c{)a7gM + c&)(a™67" + 5757k

a,

5 o - . (3.11)
+ kﬁi (c((l?)g(sljkkkl + c((f[))éklk_zk] + ca5l))(5zkkykl + 5zlkjkk:)> 4o
We also do a similar expansion for three-point functions of stochastic fields, for example
- - - . 1 -
(e8] (Fr) el (R)e (y))' =l 076M 6™ 4 el o (gt 4 oimghn )

+ 70((132 c5mn (67,k5]l + 5ll5jk> + 70((1413 C5kl (5zn5]m + (5zm6]n)

2 2o (3.12)
+ gcffl)),c <5im(6jl5kn + 5jk5ln) + 51’1 (5]n5km + 5]m5kn)

+5ik(5jn5lm +5jm5ln) +5in(5jl5km +5jk51m)> ’

where we only need the terms up to k° for the stochastic three-point functions for dark-matter
renormalization in this paper.® We note that the free coefficients appearing in two-point and
three-point functions of stochastic fields can in general be independent, although they can be
related under the assumption that the stochastic fields are purely Poissonian, for example. Since

(%)
a,b,c
on the left-hand side of Eq. (3.12), i.e. they are not necessarily symmetric in {a,b,c}. However, we can derive

8The coefficients ¢ in the contraction Eq. (3.12) are defined with respect to the specific ordering of the fields
relations among the coefficients with different orderings of {a,b,c} by permuting the {Ez} For example, since at
the order that we work, the right-hand side is independent of the {k;}, by permuting the {k;} on the left-hand side,
we obtain relations like c((lllb = Cfll,i,m Cfi,b = c((fl)m, and cl(fi’c = Cf,z),,m so that all permutations of {a,b,c} can be
related back to the canonical ordering (a, b, ¢). This ensures that all of the correlations obey the relevant symmetries.
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we expand the stochastic fields in all possible tensor structures, it is clear that Eq. (3.10) is the
most general expression satisfying the equivalence principle.

Terms containing 9;0* ) /0% are sometimes referred to as leading infrared (IR) terms. This is
because they can lead to contributions O(k/q) as the momentum ¢ of some field goes to zero.
These terms are completely fixed by Galilean invariance. The correct terms are generated by
expanding in the fluid line element, as in Sec. 2.2, Sec. 5.2, and App. C.2, leading to the so-called
flow terms [7]. We explicitly derive the expressions in Eq. (3.10) and point out a clarification of
[7, 9] regarding the stochastic fields in App. A.5.

As expected, the counterterms above, when plugged into the relevant expressions for §, allow
us to absorb all UV divergences in the one-loop power spectrum and bispectrum, and we give
explicit values for the free coefficients that absorb the UV divergences of the loops in App. A.6.
In the rest of the paper, we will often refer to the choice of counterterms that cancels UV parts
of SPT loops as ‘UV matching,” and in particular, we always choose signs so that the UV part
cancels in the sum of the loop and the counterterms. Our results become much more interesting
when performing renormalization in redshift space, where non-locally-contributing counterterms
in 7' are necessary, and we discuss this in much more detail in Sec. 3.3, Sec 4.4, and Sec. 4.5.

As mentioned in Sec. 3.1, we assumed that 8'8'8k~jk( ) = = 0%0;7 Tt(l), but 8-8-8k%jlz) #*

828]-7:23.( 1) and now we can see why. For the first-order response stress tensor, 7' £(1) the only two

terms that we can write are d;; 6™ and 818]5 / 02, which both separately satisfy 0; 0; 8k7 ot(1) =
828]-7'5 (1) For the stochastic terms, however, this is not the case. This is essentially because we

allow all tensor structures when contracting stochastic fields. For example, if we have
(€ (k)b (ko)) D a169 6% + ag(6™ 67 4 5767F) (3.13)
then the combination in question gives
KRR (R (k) €8t (Ra)) — kIR (€9 (k1) edb (ko)) = ag (2K KSKD — K36UKY — K36™KS) . (3.14)

which is not zero. While we find that this makes no difference in real space, we find that the terms
proportional to 8i8j8k%gl(€1)/82 —8]-%2](1) in stochastic expressions Eq. (3.5), Eq. (3.6), and Eq. (3.7)

lead to contributions in the redshift space quantities Bgé(1 )€ and B3y, (see App. A.7 for definitions

and Sec. 4.5 for a discussion) that have a unique functional form and are not captured by any
other terms that we have discussed, and indeed they are necessary to match the UV structures of

(I
B§2(1) and Bjy,.

3.3 Appearance of non-locally-contributing counterterms

As a main result of this work, we would like to draw particular attention to the way that the
second-order stress tensors %:](2
5(2)

unique derivative structure in 6, ’, i.e. &Oﬁ:]@), the second-order stress tensors appear in both

) enter the counterterm solutions. Although they enter with a

of the structures
0;0;0k =ik

~ T (3.15)

0;T ’7' (2) , and
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in the second-order solutions ﬁi@) in Eq. (3.4) and Eq. (3.7). The second term above is a spatially
non-local contribution to 7*, although it originates from local contributions to 7g and =y,, as can
be seen in Eq. (2.11), and we will often refer to it as the new ‘non-locally-contributing countert-
erm.” The non-locality comes simply from the Green’s function for the 7’ equation, as evident in
Eq. (2.10), and we discuss this in more detail in Sec. 5.3 for biased tracers.

First, we point out that the appearance of these two structures relies on g and 7r’{, having two
different Green’s functions. To see this, notice that the equations of motion Eq. (2.11) imply that

Ts ~ ag;0;S9 | and 7wl ~ ayei*9;0 S8 (3.16)

for some constants ag and ay coming from the EdS Green’s functions (which are simply numerical
constants in the EAS approximation, see App. A.1), where we have defined
ij — 2 -2 1 2 i/ ij
ST] = 2Mpla 87,(p8‘7@ - 5(51/](8@) + - + T J 9 (317)
P lr
and used the notation [], to mean that the term inside of the brackets is sourced by at least one
insertion of the stress tensor 7% in perturbation theory. Using the definition of 7’ in Eq. (2.10),
these expressions lead to
- y 0i0;0k ik
't~ aVBjS? + (Oés — av)%b’ﬁ s (318)
so we see that the last term would vanish if g = ay, i.e. if the Green’s functions for wg and 7r%/
are the same. Second, we note that the new term is also absent if 818101.35’1 k@) = 828]-5? (2) which

is true for any terms in Sij @) proportional to d;;, for example. Thus, terms in Eq. (3.9) that lead
to the new non-locally-contributing counterterm structure are the ones proportional to c; and cg

7l ;000 /92)/9% in Eq. (3.4)

and the flow terms proportional to ¢; and cz. The term 0;0;0k (9,75 )

also allows c3 to contribute to the non-local structure.

The two structures in Eq. (3.15) have distinct dependence on the momenta of the fields in
7::'{(2)’ and so can give distinct momentum dependence for EFT counterterms. Notice, however,
that for correlators that only involve 9§, like the power spectrum and bispectrum of § in real space in
Sec. 2.1, this difference does not show up (as can be seen from Eq. (2.12) where 7%/ only contributes
locally). The situation is different, though, in redshift space where the structures in Eq. (3.15)
contribute in different ways so that one must include both possibilities in the counterterms to
correctly describe the UV physics. Indeed, both terms are necessary to match the UV structures
of the loop integrals in redshift space, and we describe this in more detail in Sec. 4.4 and Sec. 4.5.
The bottom line conclusion from renormalization of dark matter in real space is that as long as one
correctly solves the equations of motion, all renormalization comes through a stress tensor that is
a local-in-space function of 0;0;® and 0;v7, as expected. The bottom line conclusion that we will
find in Sec. 4 for dark matter in redshift space is that, as long as one correctly solves the equations
of motion (especially for 7*), renormalization happens through a local-in-space stress tensor and
local-in-space redshift space counterterms.

We would like to point out, as a side note, that renormalization of the dark-matter one-loop
bispectrum requires the generation of vorticity in the velocity field. Although absent in SPT,
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velocity vorticity w’ is sourced from the symmetric stress tensor through [27]
w' ~ TRy, (ekm”vmw” - p_lalle) . (3.19)

For simplicity, we focus on the response terms. In this case, since wfl) =0, ' starts being sourced
at second order from the stress-tensor term p~ 19,7/, which in turn means that the term e*™oy™w™
starts at third order. We can thus ignore the latter term for this discussion. One can then check
that the parameters in the stress tensor Eq. (3.8) and Eq. (3.9) that source vorticity at second
order are c1, c2, c5, and cg, and we have explicitly verified that it is impossible to renormalize the
one-loop bispectrum (specifically By4p1) if all of these parameters are zero.

Finally, let us briefly comment on some potentially confusing aspects of the renormalization
and UV matching of B (2)1 with the stochastic terms, explicitly shown in Eq. (A.11) and Eq. (A.12).
Although we defined Béz)l by summing over all permutations in Eq. (A.12), we could have done
the UV matching in terms of our Galilean invariant stress tensor by considering all terms with an

external Pyq(kyp), i.e. just symmetrizing over EQ and Eg and considering

B (v, ko, ks) = (3D (k)30 (k)82 () + (3D (k1)8D (K3)8 () (3.20)

A curious point about absorbing the UV divergences of B:(,é)l with B%)I’E is that it is still possible

to do even if the leading IR part of the counterterm solution Eq. (3.6) (i.e. those ensuring the
correct Galilean properties) were wrong. However, this is only true because the IR part of Eq. (3.6)
actually does not contribute to Bi(,é)l’e after symmetrization over ks and 53.9 However, as we will
see in Sec. 4.5, this is no longer the case in redshift space, and the precise form of the IR terms in
Eq. (3.6) is crucial to obtaining the correct renormalization and UV matching. This clarifies some

statements made in [32] about this renormalization.

4 Dark-matter renormalization in redshift space

4.1 General redshift-space equations

The distribution of matter is roughly homogeneous and isotropic in the comoving coordinate &,
but since we use redshift to assign distances, the coordinate that we actually measure for each
galaxy is (see for example [33])

z2-U

where 2 is the line of sight direction. Mass conservation implies that p(%,)d3x, = p(Z)d®z, which
gives

5,(F,2) = / Py ik (exp [—i<i ;) (z-a(:z))] - 1) (1+6(@)) , (4.2)

9This is for a reason very similar to why the LSS consistency relations are trivial for the tree-level bispectrum,

because the leading term when ¢ — 0 has to be zero because of permutation symmetry in (¢, 132, Eg)
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in Fourier space. Since we will compute up to the one-loop bispectrum, we expand to fourth order,

which gives

g5 . 3isizksl
6 =0 — ———0im) + ————0;0; ("0
r 7™t a0 ) )
Hﬁfl 3ia o H871 3ia o (4.3)
= 3150 OO (M) 50 OO O (VOB

in position space. We now see the appearance of 7’ contracted in a non-isotropy-preserving way,
since isotropy is broken in redshift space by the preferred direction 2.

The n-th order expression for §, in SPT, i.e. with 7% = 0 and redshift space EFT counterterms
(related to contact operators in Eq. (4.3) that we will discuss in the subsequent sections) set to
zero, can be written

O\V(E, 2,0) = D(a)F] (k; )54,

q ) o (4.4)
0\ (k. 2, a) = D(a)n/ Ey(F ks )50
R ' !

17~~7kn

for n > 2, where the redshift space kernels F)) up to n = 3 can be found in [33], for example.
The observables that we are interested in are defined analogously to those in Sec. 2.1. In the
plane-parallel approximation that is common in redshift space and that we use in this paper, the
power spectrum and bispectrum are defined by

(6,(K1,2,a)0, (K2, 2,a)) = (21)36p (k1 + ko) P (k1, k1 - 2,a) ,
(6, (k1, 2,0)0,( a)d,(ks, 2, a)) = (2m)30p (k1 + ko + k3) B (k1 ko, ks, k1 - 2,k - 2,a)

Notice that since translation invariance is preserved, the correlation functions still have the Dirac

Ehéa
- (4.5)
k2727

delta functions for total wavenumber conservation. However, since isotropy is broken, the spectra
can depend on angles with respect to 2.
The total one-loop power spectrum is

~

Plioop tor. (ks k- 2,0) = D(a)* Py (k, k- 2) + D(a)* (Poy(k, k - 2) + Pls(k, k- 2)) ,  (4.6)

where

Pry(kk-2) =1+ f(k-2))2Pu(k) (4.7)

is the famous Kaiser result, and

Pl (k- 2) = 2[F5(7E— 22 Pu(a) Pt (I — )
q

(4.8)
Piy(k, k- 2) = 6Pu(k)FY (K, 2) | F3(q, =4, k; 2)Pri(q)
q
The total one-loop bispectrum is
T (1 J(IT
Fioop tor. = D(0)* By + D(a)® (B + By + By + Bl ) (4.9)
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where here and below we suppress the argument (ki ks, ks, ky - Z, ko - Z) of the bispectra terms to
remove clutter. The tree-level bispectrum is

BYyy = 2F] (k1; 2) Fy (k2; 2) Fy (K1, ka; 2) Pi1 (k1) Pyi (ko) + 2 perms. (4.10)
and the one-loop contributions are
Bz =8 [ Pu(Pu(fe ~ d)Pu((F + )
q

—G, k4 @2 Fy (k1 + G Ky — 3 ) Fy (ko — 4,4 2)

F3(
B32(1I) = 6Py (k1) Fy (1; 2) /Pn )VPi1 (k2 — )
! (4.11)
Fy(~q, ks + @, —k1; 2)F3 (q. k2 — @ 2) + 5 perms. ,
BSQ(II) = 6Py (k1) Poy (ko) FY (ky; 2)F5 (R, k3 2) / Q)F3(k1, @, —@: 2) + 5 perms. ,
q

Biyy = 12P11 (k1) Puy (ko) Fy (K1; 2) Fy (2; 2) / Pii(q)F(q, —@, k1, —k2; 2) + 2 perms. .
q

As a final point, we note that we have explicitly displayed and factored out the major source of
time dependence, which is through the factors of D(a)" in Eq. (4.4), in the above equations. The
kernels F in Eq. (4.4) are in fact time dependent as well, coming from factors of f(a) that enter
Eq. (4.3) through the factors of ¥. While we fully take into account this time dependence, we
do not explicitly write the time argument in the F] kernels, to remove clutter; all kernels and
observables with the redshift space marking ‘r’ are understood to contain this time dependence
through f(a). For details on how to evaluate the above integrals, see App. B.

4.2 Renormalization of dark matter in redshift space

Ultimately, we want a renormalized expression for the redshift space overdensity ¢, in Eq. (4.3).
The first two terms, containing only 6 and 7/, have already been renormalized in Sec. 3, and
this is entirely determined by the local stress-tensor counterterms in 7. The non-linear terms in
Eq. (4.3), however, are contact operators (i.e. UV sensitive) and must be separately renormalized
[15], which essentially amounts to adding new counterterms directly to Eq. (4.3). Here we present
a systematic renormalization that preserves Galilean transformation properties, extending [24],
and address some subtleties that appear since we are going to quadratic order in the counterterms.

k... Inorder

k;vl]R

As can be seen in Eq. (4.3), we ultimately want to renormalize products like 7év/v
to build up to that, let us start with the renormalization of velocity products, up to [viv/v
where [|gr denotes a renormalized quantity. In order to have the correct transformation properties
under the Galilean transformation v* — v® + x* (here and elsewhere Y is a constant vector), we
wish for the renormalized quantities to transform in the same way as the bare operators, so we
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have

[ = [W]R+ X'
[UW}R = W' R+ [WrX + [V ]RX + XX,
[WiioF] g = [P R + (V07 RXE 4 2 perms.) + ([0 rX X" + 2 perms.) + xxIx®,  (4.12)
[wivivFul| g — viviv*ol] g + (v'vio*] ! + 3 perms.) + ([v'v? ] px*x! + 5 perms.)
+ ([0 rx! X X' + 3 perms.) + xx/ XX .

One way to write renormalized quantities satisfying the above in terms of the non-renormalized
fields is

[v']g =o' + O

[v'v]r = W]R[v]R + OF |
[vivjvk]R = ([vivj]R[v |r + 2 perms.) — 2[vi]R[vj]R[vk]R + (’);Jg,k ,
[

vivlvFull g = ([l oF|g[0Y) R + 3 perms.) — ([v'v?]g[vFv!] g 4+ 2 perms) + Oiﬂkl ,

(4.13)

where all of the O terms are Galilean scalars. The last expression is not unique in the sense
that other operators could have been used that are not independent from the ones shown, like
[v']r[v/]r[v*]r[v']R and [v'v!]R[v"]
in their scalar parts ©. Note that v’ is renormalized here because it is the composite operator
7 /p [27].

We can similarly renormalize products involving . Demanding again that renormalized quan-

r[V!]R, for example. Definitions using different bases can differ

tities transform in the same way as bare ones under Galilean transformations means that we want

[6v']Rr = [6v']r + [O]rX (4.14)
[6vivi] g — [0v07] R + [0 XY + [0v7]RXE + [O]RX'X

[6vivI vk g — [Sv'v? oM R + (00" RXY + 2 perms.) + ([0v']rx?x* + 2 perms.) + [0] rx’ X"
[dvivivEul] g — [BvivivFol] g + ([&}ivjvk]RXl + 3 perms.) + ([6v'v/]px*x! 4 5 perms.)

+ ([6v* ]RX Yoxt 43 perms.) + [5}inxjxkxl )

One way to write renormalized quantities satisfying the above in terms of the non-renormalized
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fields is

Or=0+0s,
[0v'|r = [6]r[v']R + Ols |
[50'07] g = [80] Rlv/] k + [607] R[v'] R — (8] R[0)] R[] R + O

[6vvi0*] g = ([6v07 | R[vF]R + 2 perms.) — g([m r[v]r[v"] R + 2 perms.) (4.15)

1 . 1. y
+ g([(S]R[UZUJ]R[vk]R + 2 perms.) — g([5vl]3[vjvk]g + 2 perms.) + (’)v]s]f; ,

[dvivivkul g = ([dvivIv¥]g[v!] g + 3 perms.) — %([Svi]R[vjvkvl]R + 3 perms.)

— ([0v*9] g[v*]r[v!] R + b perms.) + %([5vi]3[vjvk]3[vl]3 + 11 perms.)

1 .o .o i
+ 5([5]R[Uzvjvk]R[vl]R +3 perms.) — ([0]g[v'v?] g[v*v'] g + 2 perms.) + O .

The above expressions were determined by imposing the correct transformation law Eq. (4.14)
and having the correct limit to Eq. (4.13) when § — 1. The expression for [§v'v/v¥]g is not
uniquely determined by these constraints, but the difference is immaterial; any other definitions
for [0viviv*]p differ by Galilean invariant terms, in terms of free EFT coefficients, which vanish
when § — 1.

Now, we can combine the above expressions to get the terms in Eq. (4.3) relevant for redshift

space distortions. Specifically, we write
[T . vt g = [po o2 - vt g = B[00 - vt g + [0 - vt R) (4.16)

to define the renormalized quantities involving 7’. After doing that, we find it more convenient
to expand the above expressions Eq. (4.13) and Eq. (4.15) in terms of the non-renormalized fields
and write

[

[m'r =7 +v'0,+ O ,

(7' g = 70! + 0" O, + 'O + ! OL + OF
[

[

™ )

ST o . ()
" g = T + 0" 0 0, + (v'? OF + 2 perms.) 4 (v'OFy + 2 perms.) + O

rilvful| g = Tl vl + olvioRu! O, + (v OL + 3 perms.)
ijkl

. o
+ (v'? OF,, + 5 perms.) + (v'O7; + 3 perms.) + 075,

T2

One can show that all of the Or,n tensors above (which are all Galilean scalars) can be written in
terms of &, Og, the Oyn, and the O,ng. Explicitly, we have

0,=p0s, OL=p((1+3+050,+0L) , (4.18)
OY, = p[(1+ 5+ 0,)0,0] + 0,0} + O10k; + Ol + Ol ] (4.19)
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O, = p[(1+ 8+ 05) 0,050k + O + O
+O! ((9{;’; + Oié“(;) + 0! (O’“; + Ov25) + 05 (0 + Om) (4.20)
+ 0,008 + 0]05 0} + 050,00 — 70” O — *0 vs ™ (953(9&] )
and

O = p| (145 + 05) (0,0I0L0L — 030N — 007, — 0% O%)

+ Ozgkl + Ozgkl 701Jk015 _ 70”10166 _ 701k‘l0i5 _ 7(’)31‘3[ (4.21)
og,o%

+ <O (Oﬂ“ + O~ 703’“015 - foﬂ Ok — 70 %) +

5 (O’“ + OM )

+ O’Oj(’)k(’)15+23 perms. of {3, j, k, l})]

We note that the counterterms above associated with contact operators are in general local-
in-space [27]. This can be seen by considering two operators o;(Z) and o2(%). In the EFT, the
ambiguity in the product o(Z) = 01(Z)o2(Z) comes from the fact that 6(%) = o1(Z + 0Z)o2(Z)
is just as good of a definition as o(Z) as long as |6Z| is below the EFT length cutoff. The two
definitions differ by higher derivatives of the original o7 and oo fields. Thus, the origin of the
non-locally-contributing counterterms in [7%]g is not from the fact that it is a contact operator,
but rather from the equations of motion Eq. (2.11) and the definition Eq. (2.10).

An important point about Eq. (4.17) is keeping track of how lower-order counterterms must
enter higher-order renormalized products in order to preserve Galilean invariance. To renormalize
the contact operators in Eq. (4.3), we simply replace all of them with the corresponding renor-
malized operators in Eq. (4.17). This leads us to the renormalized redshift space overdensity [d,|r
which for renormalization up to the one-loop bispectrum we can write as

6,1 R(K, 2,a) = 6,(F, 2,a) + 6 4(E, 2,a) + 8 (K, 2, a) + 60 (K, 2,0) + 6@ (K, 2,a) ,  (4.22)

r,ct r,ct

where the subscript ¢t denotes the response counterterms, and e denotes the stochastic (and semi-
stochastic) counterterms. Assuming the time dependence needed to cancel UV loop contributions,
we have

oL, (K, 2,a) = D(a)*32,(F, 2)

(K, 2,a) = D(a)*3\ (K, %), &2 :
5(E, 2,a) = D(a)?6)(¥,2) , and 6@)(K,2,a) = D(a)*8P(K, 2) ,

r,ct r,ct

(4.23)

where we use the tilde to denote the appropriate time-independent factor.
Given the results of Sec. 3.1 for dark-matter renormalization the linear terms in Eq. (4.3),
§ and 7', are automatically renormalized by the stress tensor 7%/. As can be seen in Eq. (4.17),
though, we still need the explicit expression for O, and O! in terms of 79 to use in higher product
renormalizations. Explicitly, we have
O,=por, (4.24)



where 4, is the solution sourced by 79, Eq. (2.34). Then, given this, we can solve for
OL =7t —'0,, (4.25)

T =

i
g

where 7& is the solution sourced by 7%, Eq. (2.36). The counterterms Oy,» entering the higher
products are free functions of Galilean scalars and introduce new counterterms in addition to those
coming from 7. We give explicit expressions for the redshift space counterterms relevant to this

work in Sec. 4.4 and Sec. 4.5.

4.3 IR-limit checks

Let us briefly pause to make some comments about the counterterm solutions that we found in
Sec. 3.1. A useful consistency check is to confirm that the expressions have the correct IR behavior
for their Galilean transformation types. In perturbation theory, a Galilean scalar ¥ (like & or 7)
satisfies

) 0,0
0%

where we use the notation |jg to mean the leading term when the momentum of one of the fields

2O =85 (4.26)

goes to zero, which is a straightforward generalization of [34-36], for example. We can also find the
IR behavior of the momentum counterterms directly from Eq. (4.25), since we have 2. = OL+0v'O,,.
Then since O, and O% are Galilean scalars, we must have

7 i (9](5(1) _ (1)
ﬂ77(2)|IR:8j07r,(1) o2 + pvydr (4.27)

where we have used Eq. (4.24).
First, we point out that the stress tensor that we wrote down in Eq. (3.8), Eq. (3.9), and
Eq. (3.10) is indeed a Galilean scalar, since

i akg(l)
8’?7—*?(1) 92

~1j _
Ta(2) ‘IR -

(4.28)

for both the response and stochastic contributions, respectively * = ct,e. This is of course by
construction, since we introduced the flow terms as in [7] (with the clarification in App. A.5 for
the stochastic terms) specifically to make 7% a Galilean scalar.

Now we move on to the counterterm solutions for § and 7 sourced by 7%/. By inspection, one
can indeed see that

(1) 9,6

5(1) 51
— ;6! = 9;0 +<9z5 5

0? 0z 7t

(2 i ~1
5£ s and 77*7(2) ‘IR = 8J7T*,(1)

)’IR (4.29)

which are the correct equations in terms of all of the tilde fields. These are much more nontrivial
checks. In particular, going through the algebra to check these, one can see how both the second-
order stress tensors and the first-order stress tensors plugged back into the equations of motion

combine to give the correct answer.
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One can also see this in another way. Following [36], we can start with the linear equation of
motion and introduce all of the non-linear leading IR terms directly into the equation of motion.
For example, focusing on the counterterm solutions, we have the linear equation

3(1) (1) 3 2:(1) _ 1

Then, the equation of motion for the leading IR piece of the second-order field is

L(510;60 +20°9,60 + Ho'9;61) . (4.31)

5(2) 52 _ 30 2s@) ] L
(5* + 205 — S0 ! )( 0,07 |

R a2p
This way, one can see the contribution coming from the IR part of T:j(2), and the part coming from

plugging the linear solution 59) back into the equation of motion. Indeed, one can show that the
solution to Eq. (4.31) for 6% is given by Eq. (4.29).

4.4 Redshift space counterterms: response terms

We now write down the explicit response counterterms (up to second order and number of deriva-
tives discussed above Eq. (3.8), which is the same in real space and redshift space) needed to
renormalize the product operators in Eq. (4.3). We start with [r'v7]g. Since O, and OL are
already known from Eq. (4.24) and Eq. (4.25), we only need 0%, which we can expand as

i‘ = D2 TV
O 0) = (aHf)QPT;Q 0i5CDM,0 » (4.32)
NL
] 2—D3 T 8'63'5( (1)
07]'/1)7(1) = (a'Hf) ka CDM 17 99 82 + CDM 357,]5 9 (433)
NL
and
i D* O0;0;6(1) 901 0.5 8:0:5)
? 2~ T ki k 1) Y% T
071']“7(2) - (aHf) pklz\IL ( DMl 82] 82 CDM 35ZJ6k5( ) 82 +c DM 2 52

v 9x0;0;01) 9,61 >
‘DM ,2 52 92

v 888(1) N T aaké(l) aka(;(l) g NOK
+ BArs g — oW + g 2 o + B 7005 )

o)

We have arrived at this list of counterterms using the same procedure as in Sec. 3.2. The only
difference is that we now allow a constant term, which did not contribute through the stress tensor
because there are derivatives acting on it. Next we move to [r'v/v¥]g. Since we are only going up
to second order, and because it is not possible to make a Galilean scalar of the form Oﬂg at the
order of fields and derivatives that we need, no new counterterms are needed, although the term
kvl]

vi(’)ﬁ;’; still contributes. The situation is similar for [Wivj v¥v'|g. For the same reasons, only the

term v'v7 OFL contributes, and so again, no new counterterms are needed.
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We can now build the response counterterm kernels F| ! and Fy ! which are defined explicitly
in App. A.7. We have found that the parameters ci, co, cg, and 071511)\/1,0 are degenerate in these
expressions, so we have set them to zero in the following. For the first-order kernel, we have

2

Flnd(k;é) = T18k2
NL

(205 + 3 (203 + 3FBha ) (- 2)2 + 9 cRea (k- 2)*) (4.35)

while for the second-order kernel we have

11
By (ks 2) = 3 o™ e (b s 2) (4.36)
i=1
with
O‘?M - {037 C4,C5, C7, ngl)\/l,h 6311)\/[,2? 07]511)\/[,37 C311)\/1747 Cg{\/[,S? 07]511)\/1,67 Cgl)\/lj} ’ (4'37)
where the basis functions ef 2 are defined, and the explicit UV matching to SPT loops is given, in
App. A.7.

This brings us to one of the main results of this paper. The UV limit of Bj;; contains a term

2(65 — 63) f(k% — k‘%)z(k% + k%)(kjlul + kzuz)Q
BY uv D) Pi1(k1)Pi1(k
411‘ 99 k2\]Lk%k%k§ 11( 1) 11( 2) (4.38)

+ 2 perms. ,

where we choose to write the bispectrum using the variables (ki, ko, k3, i1, p2), the coefficients c3
and c¢5 are given in Eq. (A.36), and here and elsewhere, p; = 2 - k;. This should be compared
to Pi1(k1)Pi1(ko)/(k?k3) + 2 perms. in Eq. (A.34) for dark matter in real space. The fact that
Eq. (4.38) contains an explicit factor of 1/ kg is a new development, novel to redshift space.!® A
term like this can only appear as a counterterm in the bispectrum, through BZ’flt (expressions for
the counterterm solutions and which loops they renormalize are given in App. A.7), because of the
appearance of the differential operator 9;0;0;/0* acting on two fields in ﬁit,@) in Eq. (3.4), and
thus proves the necessity of the new non-locally-contributing counterterm. Indeed, the expression
for F)* in Eq. (4.36) and the values of ¢3 and ¢ given in Eq. (A.36) explicitly cancels the UV
contribution in Eq. (4.38).

To see how this kind of term can be generated from the counterterms, let us consider some
example counterterms and try to reproduce the form of Eq. (4.38). Given that there is a factor
P11 (k1) Pr11(k2) upstairs, this term should come from a contraction like

(80 1)80) (2202 (T3)) | (4.39)

r,ct
and, since there is a single factor of f, it must come from

5@

r,ct

(T3) ~ fi’iéjaﬁit’(g) (73) , (4.40)

10The reader may notice that if one were to use u3 as one of the angle variables in Eq. (4.38), the factor (kip1 +
kopo)? = k3p3 in the numerator would cancel the factor of k3 in the denominator. In this case, the novel feature of
the expression would be that there is a factor of 2 upstairs without an accompanying k3.
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so let us consider the various contributions to 71' 4(2) from Eq. (3.4). First of all, only (%ig @) and
the term with 9;0;0)/0% have a chance of giving a factor of 1/k% because they contain a 1/9?
acting on two fields whose sum of momenta is —Eg. However, it cannot come from 8j7~'2§ @) because

in the only term that had a chance, Tg @~ 628i8j5(2)/ 02, the 1/0? is canceled after being hit by

0;. So we must have

iin 05060 [ oy OOWD(F)
Sron(@3) ~ [£'500), a’”(fim SERLI=LOVE lt(l)(x3)>- (4.41)

82

Even still, some terms in the expression for 7% (2) in Eq. (3.9), like 9;,9;6(%) /82 and those propor-
tional to dx;, will not give what we want when plugged into Eq. (4.41), since again, the 1/9? gets
canceled. However, many will. Consider the term proportional to ¢g in Eq. (3.9). This gives

0,00, (akam5<1>(fg) amals<1>(g:~'3)>

02 (T5) ~ [2'570), (4.42)

9?2 02 02
which in Fourier space, contains the form Eq. (4.38) that we desired. This and similar terms,
like c3 and c5 that appear in Eq. (4.38), are the origin of the 1/k3 in Eq. (4.38), and we have
pinpointed that it is due to the differential operator 9;0;0/0* appearing in the solution for 7* and
being contracted in an isotropy-breaking way (i.e. with 2). In terms of the basis ef 2 that we use,
the new non-locally-contributing counterterm enters in ef 2 and 63F2 in Eq. (A.50) and originates
from the bias basis function e K2 in Eq. (D.8).

As a final point, although we have freedom in defining the various operators in the second-order
stress tensor Eq. (3.9), notice that the new term 0;0; 8k7 / 0? appears with a fixed coefficient

relative to 8j7~—§,(2) in Eq. (3.4). This is important to preserve Galilean invariance, and in fact it
is not possible to match the UV structure of the loops if the relative coefficient is made different,
because Galilean invariance would be broken. Overall, we find that for the renormalizations of P[5
and Bj;; at one loop, the expressions given above give a total of 15 free coefficients, 11 of which
are independent, and all 11 of those are needed to match the UV parts of the loops.

4.5 Redshift space counterterms: stochastic terms

The stochastic terms are the final step in fully renormalizing the one-loop power spectrum and
bispectrum of dark matter in redshift space, and we follow the same logic as the previous sections.
As in Sec. 4.4, we start with [7%v/]z. Similar to the case in Sec. 3.2, the only explicit counterterms
that we have to add, for our purposes, are

O — (aH N2 P
wv,(1) ((L f) k‘2 €4
L 4.43)
0 H D’ Ohe 30V i 0,00 “
o2y = (@Hf)*p Pz |9 =5 ta —5m |-

The contractions of the stochastic fields should be expanded as in Eq. (3.11) and Eq. (3.12). For

dark-matter renormalization, expansion up to k? suffices because there are two derivatives acting
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on 0%, in Eq. (4.3) already. Because we include all possible tensor structures in contractions of

the stochastic fields, Eq. (4.43) is clearly the most general expression we can have up to second

order that obeys the equivalence principle. Again, we find that the UV matching is no longer

possible if the coefficients in Eq. (3.7) are modified, showing the importance of correctly including

the terms from the dark-matter stress tensor. Additionally, as a followup to the discussion under

Eq. (?7) for real space, it is I(l(;W the case in redshift space that UV matching is not possible if
2

the numerical coefficients of 6.~ in Eq. (3.6) are modified (i.e. Galilean invariance is broken). As

)

UV matching was due to the fact that the IR terms simply did not contribute because of invariance
of Béé)l’e(krl, k2, k3) under permutations of (El, ko, Eg)
Additionally, new functional forms appear in the UV limits of Bg’g(ll ) and Bj55 which can only

mentioned in Sec. 3.3, the reason that changing the coefficients in (5£2 in real space did not ruin

be captured by the new terms 8i8j8k%g ’(§2) /0% (for reasons similar to those in the discussion near
Eq. (4.38)) and aiajak%g’gl) /0% — aﬁjj(l) (which is zero for the response terms) coming from the
momentum-density renormalization. In particular, the UV limits of Bg’Q(ll ) and B3, contain terms,

for example, of the form

B2k pn k3 p3 (ki + kapo)?

By’ lov 2 (klﬂlkg(k% — k3 + k3)

k{k3ks (4.44)
+ kopo (k3 — K3) (kY — k3 — k§)>P11(7€1) + 2 perms. ,
and
5k2 2k2 2 k k 2 k k 2 k’2 2 2
Byl O Bafo ki ik py(kip + kapo) ;Eg 141+ kopo)® + k3 (1F + pi3)) ’ (4.45)

3

for some cutoff-dependent (but momentum independent) parameters $; and (3. Again, these
differ from the real-space expressions in Eq. (A.38) and Eq. (A.39) because they are proportional
to an overall 1/k§ For Bgé(ll), the reason is exactly the same as the one given in Sec. 4.4 for B},
specifically the differential operator 9;0;0;/ 0? in Eq. (3.7) applied to two fields whose momenta add
up to —Eg. For Bj,,, the explanation is slightly different, since the counterterm By, (expressions
for the counterterm solutions and which loops they renormalize are given in App. A.7) is made
from the contraction of first-order stochastic fields. In this case, the 1/k3 comes from the fact that
8i8j8k7~'€j’ ) /0% — aﬁjf(l) is non-zero for the stochastic terms, as explained below Eq. (3.13). In
both cases, the difference comes because isotropy is broken in redshift space and indices can be
contracted with the line-of-sight direction 2.

Because dark-matter renormalization of the stochastic terms starts at O(k?*), there are more
independent counterterms than we will find for biased tracers later. For the sake of space, we
do not write their explicit expressions in this paper. However, the expressions, along with the
values of the EFT coefficients that match the UV limits of stochastic loops, can be found in the
accompanying Mathematica file. We write the general formulas, which match the notation of the
Mathematica file, here for reference. For the power spectrum and bispectrum counterterms, we
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write

€ (22 N
PZTQ (k> DM’I‘Z D]\/[)rz(kak'z) ’
nDM
1+ f(k 2)2 o
1° »opP

By (K1, ko, By 2) = kal) S et (ki ko, Ksi2) , (4.46)

i=1

10
J[222) (222)
222(k:1,k2,k:3, = Mrz DMrz(kl’k2’k3’ 2),

where Bg’Q(lI )€ is defined analogously to Eq. (5.47) and nipy ~ k%L is the number density of regions

of linear size kyj with § ~ 1. Overall, for Py and Bg’Q(lI )€ we find 19 free parameters, all of which

are needed to match the UV limits of the loops, and for Bgy,, we find 10 free parameters, all of
which are needed to match the UV limit of the loop.

5 Biased tracers in redshift space

5.1 General formulas

We start with the general equations needed for the one-loop bispectrum of biased tracers in redshift
space (ignoring EFT counterterms for now, which we will return to in Sec. 5.3), which are up to
fourth order in perturbations. The overdensity of biased tracers in redshift space, d,j is given by

Sun (R, 2) = 0n(F) + / A3y e~ kT (exp [—z’(i;)(é : 5(5))] - 1> 1+6(@), (5.1

where Jj, is the tracer overdensity in real space defined by 65 (%) — (0,(Z)) = (pn(Z) — pn)/pn, where
pn(Z) is the tracer density, and pp, = (pp(Z)) is the background tracer density. In Sec. 5.2 we give
our explicit bias expansion for d;,, which will not satisfy (9;,(Z)) = 0. This means that in Eq. (5.1)
we should replace 6, — 0, — (dp), which we choose to do explicitly in the renormalized [0y]r in
Sec. 5.3. Also, there is no velocity bias at leading order in derivatives, i.e. U}, = U where ¥ is the
dark matter velocity. In configuration space this becomes

P . Fiaizksl
Srp = Op — ———— i) iaia- Fol
=0 o H O T Samyzg, 0T
H6 A’La H8 21(1 (52)
- ?)!((‘;T)(?“&Q@S (w;“v“v )+ W@l@m@s@u (77251/‘%2711 |
where the tracer momentum density ﬂfl is defined by
= pp(1+ 00t . (5.3)
As always, we expand in perturbations
Sk, 2,a) = 60) (K, 2,0) + 80 (K, 2,a) + 60) (K, 2,a) + 61) (K, 2,a) + (5.4)



and define the redshift space kernels Kol by

. F B (5.5)
6\ (K. 2,a) =D(a)"/ KMy, - Eon )5<1> I
7 klv 7k n

for n > 2. The power spectrum P™" and bispectrum B™" are defined by

(81 (K1, 2,0)0, 1 (Ko, 2,a)) = (2m)38p (k1 + ko) P (ky, k1 - 2,a) (5.6)
<5r,h(E17 ,‘/‘:’, a)(th(% 2?, a)ér,h(kg, 2, a)> = (27T)3(5D(El + EQ + Eg)BT’h(kl, kg, ]{33, iﬁ . 2, /2?2 . 7:’, a) .

We write the total one-loop power spectrum as

~

prh (k k- 2,a) = D(a)? P (k, k- 2) + D(a)*(Py (k, k - 2) + Pl (k, k - 2)) (5.7)

1-loop tot.

where

and

(5.9)
P (k, k- 2) = 6P (k)K" (K, 2) | K5™(4,—q,k; 2)Pu(q) -
q
The total one-loop bispectrum is
r,h r,h rh, (I rh,(IT r,h
Biloop tot. = D(a )! 3211 + D(a)° <3222 + B321( '+ B321( = B411) ) (5.10)

where here and below we suppress the argument (k1, ko, ks, ky - Z, ko - Z) of the bispectra terms to
remove clutter. The tree-level bispectrum is

Byl = oK TN (ky; 2) K7 (Ky; 2) K™ (Ky, ks 2) Pri (k1) Pra (ko) + 2 perms. (5.11)
and the one-loop contributions are
B3 = [ Pu@Pu(k - 0)Pu (i + )
q
X Ky"(=q, k1 + @ 2Ky (k1 + @ ks — 3 2) Ky (ks — 3 2)

By = 6Py (k) KT (R /P q)Pi1(|k2 — 1) (5.12)
q

By = 6 Pry (k) Pua (ko) K7 (Kvs 2) K3 (K, s 2) #Pn(q)Kg’h(l?:'z,(j, —G: %) + 5 perms. ,

X th(—q, —kg + q, —El; 2)K;’h(cj’, Eg —q;2) + 5 perms. ,
q
Bl = 12Py (k1) Py (ko) K7 (Ky; 2) KT (o3 2) / Pui(q) K™ (q, =7, —k1, —ka; 2) + 2 perms. .
q

For details on how to evaluate the above integrals, see App. B.
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5.2 Bias expansion to fourth order

With the general expressions for tracers in redshift space in hand, we turn next to the bias expan-
sion, which is the missing piece from Eq. (5.2). For notational convenience, we define all of the
perturbations, kernels, power spectra, and bispectra for tracers in real space using the notation in
Sec. 5.1, but with subscripts or superscripts ‘r, h’ replaced by ‘h.” From Eq. (5.2), we see that the
tracer quantities in real space can be obtained from the respective quantities in redshift space by
setting f = 0.

As has been previously laid out in [7], by the equivalence principle the tracer overdensity d;, can
only depend on second derivatives of the gravitational potential and first derivatives of the velocity
field, as well as higher derivative and stochastic terms. Additionally, since the tracer overdensity
depends on these fields in a non-local-in-time way, we integrate over time along the fluid element
Zg. In summary we can schematically write the tracer overdensity as

t ) ai
On(T,t) = / dt'H(t') fy, <aiaj<1>(fﬁ,t’), 0 (%q, 1), k—“ﬂ e(a‘:’ﬂ,t’),t’> , (5.13)
M fﬂ:fﬂ(fvtvtl)
where fp, is some complicated function describing tracer clustering, Zg is given by
Ta(Z,t,t) *+/t/ a o(Za(Z,t, "), ¢") (5.14)
T (Z =2 U(Zq (& .
ﬂ Y . a(tll) ﬂ Y ) )

and kjs is the scale controlling the clustering of the tracer.'!

As has been subsequently shown in [9, 10], using the approach of [14] (i.e. defining linear
combinations of the dark-matter fields) still results in functional degeneracies, and so we will
build our bias expansion straight from the contractions of the underlying fields and systematically
remove degeneracies in a second step. For the remainder of this subsection we will only focus
on the lowest-derivative, non-stochastic, real-space, bias terms and we include higher-derivative
real-space and redshift-space EFT counterterms and stochastic terms in Sec. 5.3 and Sec. 5.4.

To make sure we include all possible operators, we consider all possible scalar contractions of
0;0;® and 0;v7. With O representing any scalar of Galilean transformations and rotations, such
as 0, O;v', 0;0;90;0;®, etc., we have the general expansion

(@) =3 / L H () eo(t YO (F 4.1 | (5.15)
O

and we give the full list of the operators O needed to go to fourth order in fields in Eq. (C.3). The
co(t,t') are incalculable (within the EFT) time kernels describing the non-locality in time. We
then Taylor expand the operators evaluated at g around Z. Going up to order N (for this work
we are interested in N = 4), and assuming growing mode solutions, an operator O, starting at
m-th order has Taylor expansion [1]

N nNa / N
HCTCAROROINEDS (%) <Z cg@lya_(m_l)(f,tg , (5.16)

1This is to distinguish it from knr, which is the scale controlling dark-matter clustering. However, for simplicity
in this paper, we let kyr = kxi. The difference is easily restored if desired.
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where the notation |y means expansion up to and including N-th order in fields, the (C(n) are

all n-th order in fields, and the index ¢ labels different descendants of O, at order n. The Taylor
expansion in the fluid element up to fourth order for general operators O is derived in App. C.2.
Furthermore, given that in the above equation, the full ¥ dependence is isolated in powers of the
growth factor, we can symbolically do the time integrals in Eq. (5.15), allowing us to define

COma—(m—1)(t) = / dt' H(t )co,, (t,t') <l;(é/)) > , (5.17)

and therefore the sum Eq. (5.15) becomes

N N
5h(£a t)‘N = Z Z COpm,a—(m—1) (t) (Z (ng“a,(m,l) (3?7 t)) ; (518)

O a=m n=o

up to order N.
Doing this for all operators allowed by the equivalence principle (Eq. (C.3)), we obtain Eq. (C.9).
(n)

However this expansion is overcomplete, as the C,; are not linearly independent. A full list of

degeneracies is given in Eq. (C.11). We then obtain the final bias expansion up to fourth order
on(#,t) =i (C51(@ 0 +CE@ 0 +CH @1 + Tl @)
+ by (cg( t) + CE)(, 1) + C(&, t)) + by (@3) (&,t) + C(&, t))

+ by C(@, 1) + bs (c§2>1( )+ R, (@0 + €, (7.1))

(5.19)
b (C2, (7, 1) + T2, (@,0)) + b1 (7, 6) + bs (C,(7, 1) + €7, 1))
+bg C2 (@, 1) + bo (cg?;g(f B +CY, (@, t))+b11<c§;2( )

+bia C5y (7, £) + b1s CLay (7,8) + bua C5 (7,1) + bis Ci1h | (1)

which through the procedure defined above, is the minimal set of linearly independent functions
for the bias expansion up to fourth order. This parameterization is the same as the one used in
the data analysis of [1]. The operators up to third order are the same as in the basis of [9, 10],

® _c® 4 1c®

except that we use (CT2 2 2 5290 88 it was easier to generalize. The new fourth order

Cg?i are explicitly given in App. C.4, and expressions for (Cgl)Z for n < 3 can be found in [9, 10].
In this way, our expression Eq. (5.19) extends the so-called basis of descendants to fourth order.
The dark-matter kernels are obtained by setting by = by = bg = by = 1, with all of the other bias
parameters equal to zero. A bias expansion to fourth order in real space was also given in [37, 38],
and has the same number of bias parameters as Eq. (5.19).

The procedure described above ensures that we include all possible operators, including those
related to non-locality in time. However, it is interesting to compare the basis of functions in
Eq. (5.19) to what one would get assuming a strictly local-in-time expansion, which in Eq. (5.15)
corresponds to setting co(t,t') = co(t)dp(t—t')/H(t) and not including any convective derivatives
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in the set of operators O included. As we show explicitly in App. C.3, up to fourth order, the two

expansions are mathematically equivalent.'?

In terms of the bias parameters in Eq. (5.19), we have the following dependencies of perturbative

contributions
Pib1), Plbi,bs,bs] . Py'lbi,bobs], Biyy"[br, ba, bs, bs, b, bs, bio) )
By by, bo,bs] Bt (by, by, bs, bs, bs) , Bit[by,... bua] . Byb[b,ba,bs) '
where
P~ 2) = (b + flk - 2)2)2Pu (k) (5.22)

is the famous Kaiser result from linear theory, for example. In general, we have the following
dependancies of the kernels on the bias parameters

K7Mby), Ky"[by,ba,bs),  K5"[b1,ba, b3, bs, b, bs, bio] ,  and  Kj"[bi,... bis] . (5.23)

Notice that the diagrams P{Bh, 3321( D , and BZ’lhl depend on less bias parameters than the kernels
in Eq. (5.23) would suggest. This happens because, in the particular momentum configuration of
the kernels that enter the loops in Eq. (5.9) and Eq. (5.12), some bias parameters can be removed
with bias redefinitions. Let us explain this in detail.

To the order that we work in this paper, we have

@) =~ 0P @) = [ K@ -ora@ =520 [ddra@ . 629

which as mentioned below in Sec. 5.3, we will explicitly subtract when renormalizing ;. We also
note that since number and momentum are not conserved for tracers, the loops P{éh, BZﬁ, and
Bg’ﬁ’(n) start at kO (as opposed to k? for dark matter) as k — 0. As described in [39, 14], this
is best understood as the renormalization of lower-order bias parameters. We explicitly find that

the redefinitions

13b1 + 34by — 47b3 + 42bs — 110bg — 82bg — 63b
by — by + — 2 3 4252 6 8 10 /dq ¢Pui(q) , (5.25)
T
1
by — by — ———( — 469b; — 96by — 1099b3 + 1664bs — 1260b5 + 3554b7 — 2520bg
126072 (5.26)

+ 51509 + 6489511 + 1890b15 + 5691b13 + 2205b15) / dq®Pui(q) |

12We disagree with some references, including [8, 37], which have claimed that the local-in-time expansion in terms
of 8;0;® and 9;07 is not sufficient as a fourth-order basis. For example, they mention a term that they write as
tr(H[l]H[S]) which they claim cannot be written in the local-in-time basis. However, we explicitly find that, in terms
of the basis of descendants that we use in this work,

1925 441 <c<4) L5l 15015 1729 12681 )

]3]y _ (4) (4)
tr(rtmtly = — C (C r262 T 769017 Tag Corat g Ces2 T Tyag et

r23" g Cragt Cfsﬂ (5.20)

Because we find the basis of descendants equivalent to the local-in-time basis, this means that tr(ITINTTP) can be
written in the local-in-time basis (which by definition is also local in space).
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and

1
a0 (— 10016y + 3876by + 17203 — 4604b; + 5460D; + 14280bg
T

— 34214b7 — 7140bg — 7250bg + 13230b10 + 17451b11 — 56070012 (5.27)

bs — bs +

—1911b13 — 26460b14 + 6615b15) / dq¢*Pyi(q) ,

absorb the k% UV limits of these loops. After these redefinitions, b2, bia, and b5 are eliminated
from our observables. Additionally, once the k” pieces are removed from the terms proportional
to by and b3 in particular, these two operators become degenerate, and so b1z can also be set to

zZero.

5.3 Renormalization of biased tracers in redshift space

In some ways, renormalization of biased tracers is more straightforward than dark matter because
there are no equations of motion to solve, one simply writes all of the terms relevant for the final
expressions. On top of this, we express the contact operators of redshift-space distortions in terms
of the long-wavelength fields. We start directly with the renormalized operators that enter redshift
space (the same as Eq. (4.17) but with p — pj, and 6 — d)

Onlr = 0n + O, ,
TR = pv’ +0'0,, + OL (5.28)
flvj]R = ppv'v? + vivj(’)ph + vi(’)ﬁ'rh + vj(’)ﬁrh + (’),ifhv ,
k

Tl oM g = ppotvio? + oIk, + (vivj(’)ﬁh + 2 perms.) + (U"(’)ﬂzv + 2 perms.) + (’)jrjhv2 ,

—_— o o o

mhvioPul g = ppotviotul +vtiuel O, + (vivjkairh + 3 perms.)
+ (v OM

ThV

+ 5 perms.) + (UiOille)Q + 3 perms.) + O:fhkjg ,

where again, all of the O terms are Galilean scalars, and we specifically have O,, = p,Os, , which
is the higher-derivative halo bias or counterterms. Although 772 may seem to not be a composite
operator, in terms of v, it is given by the composite expression Eq. (5.3), and so must also be
renormalized. Note that we choose to include the non-zero mean of &y in the renormalized [d;|r, so
that Os5, D —(0p). The non-trivial step now is to understand how non-locally-contributing terms
containing the differential operator 0;0;0/ 9? in the renormalization of 7 enter the renormalization
for biased tracers. In the dark-matter case, the form is dictated entirely by having a local stress
tensor 7%/ and solving the equations of motion. However, biased tracers do not have an explicit
equation of motion from which to derive the form of all of the counterterms.

To proceed, we write the renormalization of the tracer momentum density in terms of the
dark-matter momentum density, which we know from Sec. 3 and contains the new non-locally-
contributing counterterm. The term Ofrh in Eq. (5.28) gives the counterterms that we explicitly
add to the renormalized tracer density [} |g, so we would like to write that in terms of dark-matter
quantities. By the equivalence principle, we know that [7, 8, 11]

v, = v']r = O (5.29)
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where OiAU is a higher-derivative Galilean scalar built of spatially-local products of 9;0;® and o7,
that vanishes when the wavenumber of [v} —v'] g goes to zero. Now, we recall that the renormalized
velocity is given by [27]

vl =+ 0Ly (5:0)

where 057 gp are the standard higher-derivative Galilean scalar counterterms used when defining
the renormalized velocity of dark matter, which arise because v’ is a contact operator in terms of
7t and p (for the same reason as described in Sec. 4.2). Using an analogous expression to Eq. (5.30)
for [v}]R, and plugging [v']g and [v}]g into Eq. (5.29) gives

[pr] R

[mhr = Plr (7’1 + [on] R (OiAv - Of)h,HD + Oi,HD) ) (5.31)

which using Eq. (4.17) and Eq. (5.28) to plug in the expressions for [r'|g and [r}]g implies

(pn+ Op V' + OL, = &’Zf: ((p+ Op)v" + OL) + [pnlr (Ohy — O yip+ Ohp) - (5.32)

Finally, using p + O, = [p|r and pp, + O,, = [pr|r, we have
i

OL =pp(1+8,+0 - T
e, = Pr(1+0p + 6h)<ﬁ(1+5+05)

+ Oy — Oqi;h,HD + Oi,HD) . (5.33)
On the right-hand side of the above expression, O is already the solution for the dark-matter
momentum in terms of the local stress tensor (see Eq. (4.25) and Eq. (3.4)), and so contains the
non-locally-contributing Green’s function. The other terms OiAv, Of}’“ s and (’)f)? gD are local
functions of the dark-matter fields, so O is the only term with non-locally-contributing terms
already at field level. Thus, we have

Orlnre _ 1400+ 05, Orlnic

Dh 146+ Os p ( )

where O|nLc stands for the non-locally-contributing terms in O. Thus, we see that, because of
the equivalence principle and locality of the renormalization of contact operators, the non-locally-
contributing counterterms in [} ]z are determined by those in [7']g (and the ratio of renormalized
densities [d]g and [0x]R)-

We now specialize to the order relevant to this paper. The non-locally-contributing countert-
erms start at second order in fields in O, so we have

O: O
7rm(?)‘NLC _ 7r,(22|NLC o, (5.35)
Ph P
where the ... above stand for higher order terms (note that we have also left off the constant

contribution (6y,) from O, since (dy,) counts as two powers of (1), as can be seen from Eq. (5.24)).
Then, since it is actually the ratios O /p for dark matter and (’)frh /pr, for tracers that enters the
renormalization of the redshift-space overdensity (as can be seen from Eq. (4.3) and Eq. (5.2)),
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this means that the relevant EFT coefficients for dark matter and tracers are actually equal at
this order. This fact has some intriguing consequences. First, measurement of this quantity in
galaxy clustering data is a direct measurement of the underlying dark-matter properties. In fact,
one can also imagine using dark-matter simulations directly to set expectations for the size of this
parameter, since it is unaffected by the bias. Any mismatch between the measured value and the
value expected from dark matter would point to a violation of the equivalence principle or locality.
Second, since this EFT coefficient is the same for all tracers, the common value should enter any
analysis of multiple tracers or sky patches at the same redshift, thus reducing the number of overall
parameters of the theory. Finally, the same parameter will enter any lensing analysis (which only
depends on the overall mass distribution, dominated by dark matter), thus again reducing the
number of parameters of the theory and providing interesting physical consistency checks. We
leave exploration of these exciting topics to future work.

5.4 Biased tracers in redshift space counterterms

We can now write down the most general local-in-space counterterms in a derivative expansion of
0;0;® and 9;v7, up to second order, that obey the symmetries of the problem, which are rotation
and Galilean invariance. We focus on the first few orders in derivatives, which, because number

and momentum of galaxies is not conserved, is O(k?Py1) for Pi3, O(k?P%) for BZ’ﬁ and Bg’ﬁ’(n),

O(k°) and O(k?) for Py, O(k%) and O(k?) for Bl and O(k°Py;) and O(k*Pyy) for ByeD.
The O(k°Py1) in Pl and O(K°P2) in Bj}: and Bg’th’(H) are taken care of by shifts in the bias
parameters in Sec. 5.2.

For the response terms, we include the counterterms

k2, O . o 98 . o 85D
Nll.%h Pr D30?626(1) + D4 <C§L8182(5(1) 2 + 63825(2) - 0381825(1) 2
N } (5.36)
F 9.6 5.8.5ML) - -
+ o2 (5WEM)) 4 cho? (8166{;5 8285;5 ) + c?@ié(l)@-é(l)) :
k%, Ot ~ - 51 - - FYeY)
ﬁizHT? = D*¢i9,6) + D! <C71raj8i5(1) 8J§2 -+ 50,0 — Cgaj5i5(1)a]gz (5.37)
(1) o {00100 90,61 L 0:0;0), [ 0;0,0() 8,0,6)
+c30;(0M8W) + o, ( j 92 ; o2 ¢ ajz } o2 o2 :
and
kI%ILO;'] v 2 T 3 TV 37«85(1) s 51 4 mv alag(l) 8195(1)
7ﬁh(aH;)2 =D (51']'60 + D | 52 + c3 (5”5( ) + D*| c]Y0k 8]2 2
~ iy O o) 0;0;02) 0;0;0(1) 9,6(1) .
+ 560,00 ka? T — ’“8—2 + 76,6 (5.38)

< o) <1y 0;0;0D) 0;0,0) 9,96 Lo~
— 008 T ) T b Ty - 665 )
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ijkl
7'l'h’l)3
the order that we work. In addition to the terms explicitly written above, we also need to include

We cannot write down any terms in Ojrjhkvg or O that are Galilean scalars and contribute at
the terms in Eq. (5.28) that are inherited from the Galilean transformation properties. The ones
that contribute to the order that we work are UiOph, viO%h + ijfTh, (vi(’)#fbv + 2 perms.), and
CR% (’)fﬁflv + 5 perms.). Also, notice that the last two terms just mentioned here are only present
because we allow a constant piece in O?hv.

We also point out the presence of the new non-locally-contributing counterterm proportional
to cf, which is included with a free coefficient following the argument in Sec. 5.3 and is indeed
needed to match the UV limit of BZ’ﬁ, for example.!® A nice check of Eq. (5.35) is to consider
the UV matching with SPT loops, and compare the matching of coefficients for the non-locally-
contributing terms in OZ, /py, for biased tracers and O /p for dark matter. For biased tracers this
comes from cz, and for dark matter this comes from ¢, c2, ¢3, c5, and cg, as mentioned under
Eq. (3.18). Specifically, decomposing the dark-matter terms in Eq. (3.9) into the biased tracer basis
in Eq. (5.37), we find that 027(2)‘NLC/ﬁ = O;h7(2)‘NLC/ﬁh implies ¢Z = (2/99)(2¢1 —ca+c3—c5—cp),
which is indeed true for the UV matching that we found in Eq. (D.9) and Eq. (A.36).

For the stochastic terms, we include the counterterms

k2 O ) 5 oM 3,0;00) 30,0, 1 8;0,0,0,00)

o Ph— D?%e; + D?| 05 5 + € 52 + €] 7]82 e = 52 ,  (5.39)
FRLOx 2 i sf 5 000 ik d00W i 0;000060) | 0i0;0 [ i 010k
ﬁhaH; = D?es + D” | Ojeg j82 +ed" L —— 5 +eg" 5 + 8]2 €ls 72 ,

(5.40)
and
K, 0%, ij i 0 ik 0k 00
W = D2€1JO + D3 <ak€1]082 61j2 82 . (541)

In addition to the terms explicitly written above, we also need to include the terms in Eq. (5.28)
that are inherited from the Galilean transformation properties. The ones that contribute to the
order that we work are v'O,, , viOL i (@ (viO%]ZU+2 perms.). The correlations of the stochastic
fields €4 are computed analogously to those in Sec. 3.2, but expanded to the appropriate order
in k to match the terms that we are renormalizing. Again, we point out the presence of the new
non-locally-contributing counterterm containing 67113 which has the form discussed in Sec. 5.3 and
is indeed needed to match the UV of Bgéhl’(]). Note also that above we have included the flow
terms so that we have the correct IR limit Eq. (4.26) for Galilean scalars. These were obtained
in the same way as in Sec. 3.2, which is a generalization of [7] (with the clarification in App. A.5
for the stochastic terms) to different tensor structures. The above list of counterterms is the full

set of independent terms with given tensor structures (at the order in fields and derivatives that

13Even though ¢f is determined by the dark-matter value, this is still an unknown number for the sake of galaxy-
clustering data analysis, which justifies the choice in [1] to treat it as a free parameter.
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we consider) that are Galilean scalars so that the theory satisfies the equivalence principle, and
therefore it is the minimal complete set one can consider.

Putting this all together, we reach the form of the counterterms used in [1]. Quantities and
contributions to observables are defined in App. D.1. Explicitly, the above leads to the following
forms of the kernels and contractions. Starting with the response terms, we have

rh,ct (77, 2 k'2 h T 1 v PN 7”) 2 A
KM = o (o (-3 ) 12— et . G

We expand Kg’h’d in the following way
K5 (ky, Ka; 2) Zal 2(ky, k2; 2) (5.43)

with

o = {cl ch ch el B T AT B B Y el el BV Y (5.44)
and the basis elements eZ-K2 and UV matching are given in App. D.2, where one can see that the new
non-locally-contributing counterterm enters through the term c’5r6§<2 in K. ;’h’d. We have found that
the EFT parameters {c5,c§,c],c{"} are degenerate with other EFT parameters included above

mhet and K;’h’d; this of course may not be true when including higher

for the expressions for K’
order kernels.

For the stochastic terms, we have (where 7 is the tracer number density)

r,h,e PN 1 k? k? PN
Py (h k- 2) = — <c§t+c§tk2 +egt k2 ) (5.45)
NL NL
and
nghl( b ng}i’(l)’e(lzh/;z,gg, )+3321( e (K3, k1, ka; )+B§2}i’(l)’6(E2,E37E1;5) , (5.46)

where we have defined

By (ky By, ks 2) = (8 (k1,208 (R, 2)08) (Rs, 2))' + (31 (v, 2)80)) (K3, 2)60) (K2, 2))" .
(5.47)

Then, we have

rho(I),e b1+f( - 2)?

By (R, kg, s 2) = =——————"P11 (k1) ZCSt Sk, ko, s ) (5.48)

with egt = 0; the basis elements eiSt and UV matching is given in App. D.3. In particular, the new
non-locally-contributing counterterm enters through elg 14 Recall that the renormalization of B222

1Note that Eq. (5.35) also in principle implies a relationship between the non-locally-contributing stochastic
terms of dark matter (in Eq. (3.7)) and tracers (i in Eq. (5.40)). However, since the dark-matter non-linear
term is contracted with other dark-matter stochastic terms and the tracer non-linear term is contracted with other
tracer stochastic terms, the resulting EFT coeflicients after contractions will in general be different. Non-trivial
relationships may result at higher orders in perturbation theory, for example when the non-locally-contributing
terms contract with themselves.
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involves three-point functions of the stochastic fields, which can in general be independent from
the two-point functions (but they can be related after assuming a Poisson distribution, which is a
reasonable assumption). We find

1 1
B = = < 2 o (0 4 1+ k) + P2 (ki) + ki) + k2k7>>> L (5.49)
n NL
which indeed is the most general function up to O(k?), symmetric in {El, ko, /23}, that can be made
out of contractions of these vectors, when momentum conservation El + Eg + Eg = 0 is considered.
For convenience, we quote here the dependencies of the counterterm quantities on biases and
EFT parameters

h h,
Pl oy, o eT, 7 51, Poyelet o5t Y
Jhy (I),ct
B§21( he [blvb%b5ac}lla671r>c71w7cgv] ) B321() [bl,c§t,c2 a{CSt}l 4,...,1 ] ) (5'50)
hict Jhoer (222)  (222) (222
By oy A Y imtmr o B AT Y jmt) o B[P e )] :

Thus, overall, to the order that we work in this paper, we have 11 independent bias parameters, 14
independent response counterterms, and 16 independent stochastic counterterms. For a conversion
from the parameters used in this paper to those used in PyBird, see App. D.4.

Note Added: While this paper was being prepared, [40] appeared which also computed the
one-loop bispectrum for tracers in redshift space. It seems to us that there are a few crucial
differences in the theory model, though. First, it does not appear that [40] takes into account
the non-locally-contributing counterterms. For the response terms, for us, this shows up through

r,h,ct

K2 a5 a contribution to Ky™

e that has a dependence on k3 going like k92, whereas [40] seems

to only have k3uj in their ZS™ (Whlch we also have from e 2). For the stochastic terms, for us,

rh,(I),e

this shows up in 3321 through 6’13 as a dependence gomg like %9 u3, whereas [40] does not

k2Pa—

soch - Second, it does not seem to us that

seem to have a term with this dependence in their B
the renormalization of contact operators for redshift space in [40] preserves the relevant Galilean
transformation properties. For example, assuming that the O operators in [40] do not contain
explicit factors of the velocity (which is what is said to be assumed there), this should imply that
their Oqﬁlz,)’i = O!. However, it seems to us that their Eq. C.4 implies a non-zero 0!, but Eq.
C.5 has OSQM = 0. Upon comparison to simulations in [40], the model of [40] seems to require a
significant theoretical error at kmax = 0.2 Mpc™! for the BOSS survey, while [1] (which uses the
model presented in this paper) has a negligible theoretical error up to kmax = 0.23 h Mpc~!. This

difference could point to the importance and advantage of using the fully correct physical model.
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A Details for dark matter

A.1 EdS Green’s function

In this section we give some details about the growing-mode EdS Green’s function for the over-

density. The equation of motion for § can be written as

aH’

H

a?6" (k,a) + (2 + ) ad'(k,a) — ggm(a)a(fé, a) = Ss(k, a) , (A1)
where S(;(E, a) is the non-linear source term. For the n-th order perturbation, we take 5(")(15, a) =
D(a)"6™(k), where D(a) is the linear growth factor, which solves Eq. (2.15). Plugging this
8 (k,a) into Eq. (A.1) and using Eq. (2.15) to replace D"(a), we obtain

1 a’D’(a)?

S (= 1)D(a)" <3Qm(a) +am s

Now we use that in SPT we have two different time dependences for the source terms, which we

—,

write as g(gﬂi)(l;) and S’(g?)(k), giving

> 3 (k) = 8\ (K, a) . (A.2)

"(a 2 .
S (F,a) = Dla)" (nmw) 50+ (‘o) Sé,”;(k)) , (A3)

which can be seen from Eq. (2.12). We see that all terms in Eq. (A.2) and Eq. (A.3) have the same
time dependence, proportional to D", if we assume the standard EdS condition Eq. (2.20),

after which we obtain
2

(n—1)(3+2n)

The numerical factor 2/(n—1)(3+2n) comes from the EAS approximation of the Green’s function.

5 (k) = (sgj?(z%’) +s§j‘;)(1%’)) . (A.4)

We can see how this relates to the actual Green’s function of the linear equations in the EdS

universe, where Qy, = 1 and aH'/H = —1/2. In that case, the linear equation of motion is
3 3
GQ(SH + 5@5/ — 5(5 = 0 y (A5)

which has two solutions, §(a) = a and 6(a) = a=3/2. These can be combined to form the Green’s

function G(a, a;) satisfying the boundary conditions G(a1,a1) = 0 and 9,G(a, a1)|e=a; = a7 >

2 a a=3/?
G(a,a1) = — ( — 3/2> Op(a—ay), (A.6)

b aq aq a,

where 0 is the Heaviside step function. The connection with Eq. (A.4) is that applying the above
to a source term o< a”, we have
a 2 an
da1G(a,aq)a} = , A7
/0 16l m) ot = T 3 ) (A7)

which gives exactly the same factor that we found.
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A.2 Counterterm expressions in real space

The response terms are proportional only to powers of the linear field, and specifically we can write

k
SO = Fe®)6Y | and §PF) = / FEl(q, )5 V5D (A.8)
q

k Lo QG
1,92

where definitions of the tilde fields are given in Eq. (2.35). We group all of the terms that are only
proportional to the stochastic fields in 521)(/2, a) and terms that contain one stochastic field and
one long-wavelength field (semi-stochastic) in 59(15, a).
The response counterterms enter in
Pi(k) = 2Ff" (k) Pu (k)
Bty (k1 ko, ks) = 2Py (k1) Pu (ko) F5'(—kr, —k2) + 2 perms. (A.9)
B§21) Ct(/ﬁ, k‘Q, /{3) = 2P11(]€1)P11(/€2) (k‘l)Fg(—El, —EQ) + 5 perms. ,
so that the combinations
Prs(k) + Pi5(k)
Bu1(k1, k2, k) + Bty (k1, k2, k3) (A.10)

Zgé?(kla ko, kS) + B§21) Ct(kl, ka, k’3) >

are renormalized. Furthermore, for the stochastic fields, we define

(W (RSN (k') = (2m)38p(k + k') Psy (k)
(69 (k1)0™M (k2)dV) (ks)) = (27m)25p (k1 + ko + k3) Bsgs (K1, ka2, k3) | (A.11)
(5D (k1)60) (k)P (Ks)) + 5 perms. = (2)35p (k1 + ko + k) BS (kr, ko, ks)

so that the combinations
Pra(k) + Psy(k)
Boaoo(k1, ko, k3) + Bsgo(k1, ko, k3) (A.12)
Big) (kv ko, ks) + BSgy“(ka, ko, ks)

are renormalized.

A.3 Response terms

Here we show some details for the results given in Sec. 3.1 for the response terms. First we write

the response stress tensor 7.7 as a sum of first- and second-order terms

i) = Qm(a) (77 (@) + 77 5 (@) (A.13)
where, in order to cancel the UV terms coming from the SPT loop expansion, the time dependence
must be

a’H(a)’p(a)D(a)* i

#1 (a) = _ a®H (a)*p(a)D(a)*
Tet,(1) k2, Tet,(1) » B

- 7 (A.14)
kNL

ct,(2)




where %va(l) and ?Cii(z) are time independent (the factor of 2y,(a) can be seen from App. A.1). We
suppress spatial dependence of all fields in this section to remove clutter.

Being careful to keep track of the time dependence D(a)" and the EAS Green’s functions (which
are simply numerical factors coming from the linear equations and the time dependence D(a)",

see App. A.1), we have

1 i f i
58)(“) - 9a2H2‘a i0j ci(l)( a) Wfqlit(a) (’98] ci(l)( a) A
15
[ 0;0;0 ik ( )

i —2f ; R i
MVt (1) (@) = =€ ek 0,017k 1)(a) ,  and Wct,u)(a):

3ol 02 Tet (1) (a)

where, as in Sec. 3.1, we assume that 81.8].8]{,‘7’:515(1) = 628j7~'g,(1). Note that in the above, and in all
instances, we solve for mg and 7y, directly through the equations of motion Eq. (2.11), and then
we form 7 using the definition Eq. (2.10).1

The second-order expressions are

@y _ __ 2 i
5ct (CL) - 33&2H2_8a ci(Q)( )

2 _ 1
+ a0 [4M1%1a ’ (ai<1><l><a>aj<1>£?<a> — 5% (amb“)(a)ak@&i)(a)))

2 .
"’157721)(‘1)7%57(1)(@)] )

(A.17)
min(a) = —dapH f35 (a) |
T0)(@) = o 00| 2Mpa? (92 (@012 (0) + 042 ()09 (a)
4= (nby (@) 1y (@) + 7 ) (@) @) + 7 ) (@)
5 () Tet,()\A) T Teg (1) @) T () lA Tet,2)\A) | >
and some extra terms that we need to plug in to the above are
3 0; ; 0 Qm 0;0;0) .

8,0 (a) = 5 Oma”H? 325( Na), miy(a) = —apr§5(1)(a), 9:0 (a) = T 9 0)(a).
(A.18)

We then factorize the time dependence by defining ﬁ(slit, 7}53*22157 7?%/ et (1) and 7?%/ ot,(2) in the same

way as 7"

ot,(1) and i (2) in Eq. (2.37), which leads to the linear solutions

~(1) _ 86 ~zg

7rS ct — 3k12\IL ct,(1) ° and ﬁi/,ct,(l) =0 ) (Alg)

15 A useful manipulation to remember is that for any vector V* satisfying V* = EijkajalAk;h we have

B 0j 0;050
Jk8J2V_ 82k e —

9; Aij . (A.16)
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5(1)

along with d,,” and 7, (1) given in Eq. (3.2). The second order expressions are ﬁgzt = 45((:? ) and

i L ik 8k5(1) 010m O, —mn 8l5( )aka O, <
MWet,(2) = 9k12\IL6] 9;01 [8282T0t’(1) + 2 2 Tet,(1 )+27' h2) | o (A.20)

with SE?) and ﬁit @) given in Eq. (3.3) and Eq. (3.4) respectively.

A.4 Stochastic terms

Here we show some details for the results given in Sec. 3.1 for the stochastic terms. First we write

the stochastic stress tensor 77 as a sum of first- and second-order terms

() = Qma) (77 (@) + 795 (@) . (A.21)
where, in order to cancel the UV terms coming from the SPT loop expansion the time dependence

must be
_ @?H(a)*3(a)D(a)’

2
kNL

i i a’H(a)?p(a)D(a)? _;;
EJ(I) , and T67(2)(a) = ( )kl%I(L) (a) 767(2) ’ (A.22)

where %ei,j(l) and %:7]'(2) are time independent. We suppress spatial dependence of all fields in this
section to remove clutter.

Being careful to keep track of the time dependence D(a)™ and the EAS Green’s functions (which
are simply numerical factors coming from the linear equations and the time dependence D(a)",

see App. A.1), we have

2 f

0(a) = 73500 (@) » mg(a) = 0057 (a)
=2 o o
mi (@) = ek (@) (429)
. f [40:0;0, i 0:0;0h ik
7Te,(l)(a) T T WH |7 o2 5](1)( a) — 5 92 j(l)( a) — 8]'76,](1)(“) :

The second-order expressions are
1

() = G007 o) (@)
1 — 1
+ a2z 0% [4M§1a ’ (&fb‘”(a)aj@?)(a) - 5 (ak<p<1><a)ak¢g>(a))>
2, i
+ 571'(1) ((1)7T67(1) (CL) s
(A.24)

Wé%z(a) = —3aﬁHf5£2) (a),

%

-2
77‘/,6,(2) (a’) = 7(1Hf

€1%9,0; | 2MB a2 (ﬁkq)(l)(a)al@gl)(a) n 8k¢£1)(a)81©(1)(a))

1
+3 (Wﬁ)(a)ﬂi,u)(a) + W§(1)(G)W€1)(a)> + 78 (a)] :
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Some extra terms that we need to plug in to the above are given in Eq. (A.18) and

30 900k

1
aiq)g )(a) 7p 92 Te.(1)

(a) . (A.25)

We then factorize the time dependence by defining ﬁgz, ﬁé?g, 7?%/6 (1)’ and frﬁ'/e @) in the same

way as 7’ (1) and il (2) 0 Eq. (2.37), which leads to the linear solutions

2
5k

) =~ p,0,7#

z ik
: 71{12% i) - 0507 » (A.26)

~1 o
and Ty ) =

(1)

along with é¢’ and fri’(l) given in Eq. (3.5). The second order are frgzz = 356(2) and

2 ik oM 000 . W OO . i
Ve, (2) = 7k12\IL J 8 0] [ o2 92 2 Te(1) W 92 Te, (1) +Te,(2)

(A.27)

)

EUka 0, [aké(l) <alaman ~mn
J

9,0V 1 9.0,,0
~lm 1 k
92 o2 Te,(1) — amT (1)> + 92 (

~mn ~km
52 Ta() ~ O, (1))

with 59) and 7 6(2) given in Eq. (3.6) and Eq. (3.7) respectively.

A.5 Stochastic flow terms

Here we derive the expression given in Eq. (3.10) for the stochastic counterterms. The only subtlety
is in the way that the flow term enters, and here we sharpen and clarify the expressions in [7, 9].

ki
7 (@

Let us start with two stochastic fields eij (Z,a) and e (Z,a) and write the general non-local in

time expression

T (Z, a) :/ daa <I€1(a d')el (Za (%, a,d’), a’)
(A.28)

+ r3(a, d)ey™ (T (%, a, o), a'>3kal5<wﬂ<; a,a'),a >> |

for some non-local kernels k1 and k3. Next, we expand this expression up to second order to get
iiso da’ : N ak(S( ) D(d o .
TY(Z, a) %/ " (m(a a’) [ 11(1)(:1: d) + 8()6k Y )( d) (11— D((a)) —l—elj’(z)(x,a')

i 00 (2,
+ o, a ) (7, 0 >’”3()> - (A.29)

zyk:l(

This expression for 7/ (Z, a) is a Galilean scalar as long as both 61 1(Z,a) and e (Z, a) are Galilean

scalars, which at the order that we work, means

I i 00 W(E ; 90,0V (2, o/
61],(2)(95761/) = 3k€1],(1)(x,a’)a(2) + ;?f)( a )82(> , (A.30)
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ijkl
2,(1)
scalar, while the second term is the most general second-order term that can be included. We

for some new field e The first term above is fixed by the assumption that eij is a Galilean

assume that eij ) contains all of the purely stochastic terms, so we do not include any of those in
the second-order expression. Plugging Eq. (A.30) into Eq. (A.29), we get

o @ da’
Tew (.’E, CL) ~ / 7 (Kl (aa a/)
ijkl

+ [r1(a, @)edf) (7)) + ms(a, el (7, a)]

1% — ak}(s(l) fva 1% —
¢ (@ a) + 35) Oke 1) (&, )

(A.31)

k010 (7, a’)
02 ’

where there is now crucially only one flow term, with 8;6(!) /0% evaluated at the external time a.'°

We finally get the form Eq. (3.10) by setting

ij (= k3 @ da’ i
o (@) = Qm(a)7-l(CL;\;Lﬁ(a)D(a)2 / (@)l (@07 (A.32)
.. k2 ada/ B B D(a’)
igkl =\ _ NL N gkl f= 1 N gkl 1o 1
() = Qm(a)H(a)?p(a)D(a)? / a [/ﬂ(a,a Jes 1y (T ') + w3(a; a')eg (T a )} D(a) ’

where above, to match Eq. (3.10), we have assumed EdS time dependence. So we see how the
final ey M is made up of contributions from the originally included e M and the second order piece
ijikl

2,(1)° -
we combine them into the single field € Mo As always, these integrals can be formally done to

e both integrated over past times. Since they are both unknown non-linear stochastic fields,

define the final coefficients used in Sec. 3.2.

A.6 UV matching in real space

The UV limits of the loops that are renormalized by response terms are

61
Pi3(k) — — k*Pyi(k) | dqP A.
(k) > oo K Pa(k) [ daPuta) (4.3
Pry (k1) Pri(k2) 6 4072 | 12
Bui1(ky, ko, ks) — — 124098 + 20085k4 (k? + k
a1 (K1, k2, k3) — 1358280 72k 2 k2 3+ 3(k1 + k3)
+ k3(—44518k] + 76684k% k3 — 44518Kk3) (A.34)

+ 12024(k2 — E3)2(K? + k2)

/ dq P11(q) + 2 perms. ,

16 As a piece of intuition, one could take the quadratic bias 62 and inspect the resulting flow terms. One sees that
there is only one free coefficient for the flow terms. The second flow term that would naively come from integration
over time has a fixed coefficient that cancels the IR limit of the third order expression of §2. This matches what we
find here because one can think of a stochastic term as arising from the limit of §(Z)? where each §(&) is taken to
be as short wavelength as possible.
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and

—61k? P11 (k1)

Béé{)(kl7 /6‘2, k‘3) — Pll(kQ)FQ(El, Ez) ( 63072

/qu11 > + 5 perms. . (A.35)

An explicit solution for the EFT coefficients that absorbs the UV contributions above is

61k2 124092
c3 = —— DL /qun(q) , Cy= —NL/ dg Pi1(q) ,

2 2
égg;k2 22?1322 (4.36)
NL NL
=" "L J qqP =————+ [ dqP
= 7686072 / 4Pula) o1 = goi / aPu(a)
with all of the other coefficients zero (they are degenerate for these observables).
The UV limits of the loops that are renormalized by stochastic terms are
9 Pu(q)?
Pa(k k[ d A.
(k) = 19672 / 1 @ (A-37)
(I Pr1(k1) 6 4072 2y 2 1.2\2/1.2 2
352802 k7
) (A.38)
P
42k€(747k§4512k§k§4747k§1 /[dq 11&” + 2 cyclic perms. .
and
15
B k) > i 18 K0 448+ 03 K0 44
- (A.39)
ksks P
—ﬁ(@—+@> “
If we write the final forms of the stochastic counterterms as
4
Pty = Dt K (A40)

DM kNL

Béé)l’e(kl, ko, k3) =

Pu (k1) | s —TKS — 14(k2 — k2)%(k3 + k2) + k2(21k5 — 2k3k2 + 21k3)
DM,1 72k2

oM kg,
+ cpna (k1 — ko — kg) (k1 — ko + k) (ky + ko — ks) (k1 + k2 + k3) + B sk3k3
st —2ki(k3 —k3)2 4 (ki + (k3 — k3)) (k3 + k3)

+ DM 2 + DMs(k?2 ks — k3)?
1
k2 + k2 4+ k2) (k2 — k2 + k2) (k2 + k2 — k2
_C]S)tMﬁ( i+ ky + k3) (k3 k227L 3) (ki + k3 — k3) + 2 cyclic perms. |
(A1)
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and

1
B5oo (K1, ko, k3) = ‘2kﬁ< 1(321342)1k2k2/€3 + 1(321342)2(’?? + kS + k§ — (kik3 + kiky + 2 permS-))) ,
M "YNL

(A.42)
then an explicit solution to the UV matching is
St _ 97pm kf&fL/qull(fl)2 St 683 ipm ki, /d Pi1(q)?
DM.1 = =" 1962 2 "DMd 7056072 PEE (A.43)
St 389mDM Ny / g @ s 293nom kyy, / g, P1(@)?
DM.5 = = 1764072 ¢ = DM 2352072 2
and s
o222 _ nDMkNL/ Pui(q)° 222 _ 15 by NL/ Pll (A.44)
DM,1 480272 gt 0 DM2T Tohg1.2 '

with other coefficients zero (they are degenerate for these observables).

A.7 Counterterm expressions in redshift space

The response terms are proportional only to powers of the linear field, and specifically we can write

—

k ~ ~
Sk, 2) = FP' (k)0 | and 67 (K, 2) = / CF(@ g 2)35 58 (A.45)
q1,92

where definitions of the tilde fields are given in Eq. (4.23). We group all of the terms that are only
proportional to the stochastic fields in 57(,712(12;'7 Z,a) and terms that contain one stochastic field and

(2)

one long-wavelength field (semi-stochastic) in 6y (k, 2, a).

The response counterterms enter in

Pk, k- 2) = 2F] (k; 2) F) (< k; 2) P (k)
Byt = 2Pi1 (k) Pua (ko) Fy (K13 2) FY (ks 2) Fy (— k1, —k2; 2) + 2 perms. | (A.46)
B = 2Py (k1) Pua (k) F ”f( )Y (Ka; 2)Fy (— K1, —F2; 2) + 5 perms.
(we have suppressed the argument (k1, k2, ks, Ky - 2, ko - %) of the bispectra terms to remove clutter)
so that the combinations
Ply(k k- 2) + Pyt (k, k- 2)
By (K, ko, ks, by - 2, ko - 2) + By (k1 ko, ks, by - 2, ko - 2) (A.47)
By (K, koo, sy By - 2, ks - 2) + By (ke kg, e, B - 2,k - 2)

are renormalized. Furthermore, for the stochastic fields, we define

(6D (k, 2)8 ) (K, 2)) = (2m)*0p (k + k') Pyy (k. - 2) (A.48)
<S7(‘,1€)(E1, 2)8'E,1e) (EQ, 2)5,,(,716) (Eg, )) = (27‘(‘)351)(]{21 + k‘g + Eg)Bgéez(kl, ko, k3, ];‘1 - 2, ];'2 . 2) ,
(8 (K1, 2)6L0 (s, 2)6@) (K3, 2)) + 5 perms. = (2m)36p (K1 + ka + k3) Byt (ku, ko, kay bt - 2, k2 - 2)
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so that the combinations
Pyy(k, k- 2) + Py (k, k - 2)
3522(16‘1, k‘Q, k‘g, ];‘1 . 2 ]ACQ . ) + Bgé;(k‘l, k‘Q, ]{73, ];‘1 . 2, ];'2 . 2) , (A49)
32(1)(k17 k27 k37 kl Z k? ) + Bg’g(ll)’ﬁ(kh k?a k37 ]%1 . 27 1%2 . 2) )

>

are renormalized.
The basis elements ef 2 used to define F) ! in Eq. (4.36) are related to the functions that we
use for biased tracers in App. D.2 by

Fg ]. K2 + 8 K2 19 K2 16 K2 1 Kg 2 + 2 K2 + 7 Kg i 2 Kg + 8 K2
TT 9 T 992 T 503 T 693 T 33% T g9 er 3fC10 T g9 T 3612 T ggrCd
o 10 g 4 .y 16 16 i,

231 T 231 i 33710
F2 _ 1 K2 + 2 K2 2 K2 1 + 2 KQ 2 K2 4 K2 _ 7 K2 _ 4 KQ + 29 K2
“7 T 33% Tz T o31™ 33 e 9% T 99T T gpflo T ggpfil T g1z T g9 4
o _ 2 Joy 16 16k,
‘T 33% Tz
efz = efffrg for n=25,...,11. (A.50)

As discussed in more detail in Sec. 4.4, we note that the new non-locally-contributing counterterm

comes from the function 652, and so enters the expression for ef 2

and 85 2 above. This means that
in the basis that we have chosen, c3 and c5 contribute the non-locally-contributing counterterm.
Next, we give the UV matching. The values for the dark-matter parameters cs, ¢4, ¢5, and cr

are given in Eq. (A.36), and the rest are

e (46 4 35f)k? - (11 + 15f)k2
CDM,1 = TQNL dgPi1(q) , cHuz = TQNL dq P11(q) ,

83k2 172k2
7r1) NL TV NL
P = — P
‘DM,3 = T 5702 / dgPi1(q) , cDua T35 /dq 11(q) ,

2683k2 (4626 + 1715/)k3 (A.51)
Bhas = gy [ daPul@) . Bus= e [ dgPa(a)
o 26903

B Bispectrum loop integrals in redshift space

In this appendix, we give some information on how to evaluate the one-loop bispectrum integrals
in redshift space in Eq. (5.12). The most straightforward way to evaluate the one-loop bispectrum
integrals is by choosing a coordinate system and integrating numerically. Because of rotation
invariance, a generic bispectrum one-loop term B is given by

B(klak2ak37ﬂlau2) = /_‘K(k‘lhk%k&ulvu%q? ];1 . (jaifQ : (jaq 2) ) (Bl)
q
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where we have used momentum conservation ks = —k; — ko, and as always p; = k; - 2. One choice

of coordinate system is

-

k1 =k1(0,0,1) ,
E2:k2 (Oa 1*y2)y) )

qg=q (cos(ﬁ)m, sin(ﬁ)m, ac) 7 (B.2)

2= (COS((b)m, sin(qﬁ)m,/ﬂ) )

where y = (k3 — k? — k3)/(2k1k2), x € [-1,1], 1 € [-1,1], ¢ € [0,27), and B € [0,27). In this
coordinate system the measure is simply

/a: / éq%z /_11 o /02” a5 (B.3)

Next we move to a tensor reduction method that is better suited for analytic integration. For

this, we write a generic bispectrum one-loop term B as
Bk, ko, k3, i, o) = Y fa(kn, ko, kg, pa, o) /ﬁ’%(% By + 4, [k2 — 154 - 2) (B.4)
a q

where the functions f, do not depend on the loop momentum ¢ and the kernels X, depend on the
scalar combinations g, \El +4l, |E2 — q] because of momentum conservation, and on the projection
along Z of the integrated momentum, § - 2. For reasons that we will comment on later, we choose
to parameterize k1 - ¢ and ko - § by \El + ¢ and \Eg — ¢ respectively. The specific form in Eq. (B.4)
is possible because the dependence on p; and o is polynomial, and we choose to include any k;
dependence that does not come through |1 +q] or |k2 — ] in the functions f, to reduce the number
of terms in the sum. Note that both f, and K, can depend on the linear power spectrum Pj;. If
there were no dependence on ¢ - 2, the integrals over K, could be done using analytic techniques,
see for example [41, 42]. Luckily, the dependence on § - Z is very simple: the I, are polynomials
in G- 2 (which simply comes from the redshift space expression Eq. (5.2)), of order up to six for
Bsgo, up to four for B§21, and up to two for B:,gl and Byy1. Thus, each K, can be written as

Kag.|kr+ ), k2 — @G- 2) =Y Tauy(a: k1 + 1, [k — @)(q - )", (B.5)

where the sum over n is over a finite number of terms as stated above.

We would now like to write Eq. (B.5) in such a way that allows us to express the integral over
7 as a sum over integrals of functions of (g, |k1 + ql, |k2 — q]), which is a form conducive to analytic
integration. To do that, we first define

I (k) = / To ) (@ Ry + 1, k2 = @) 67 -4 (B.6)
q
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and from Eq. (B.5), we are interested in computing 2% . 2Z”I;f(n3”(E1,E2) Now, because of

rotation invariance, the function Iél('ﬁ;" (/;1, EQ) can be generally written as

Np,
Loy (ks ka) = Z Cay(n),a (K1, k2, by - ko) T, o5 (K k2, 645) (B.7)

a=1

where the functions ¢, (), depend on scalar products of k1 and Eg, and the functions T;l('ﬁ';'”a are
all of the N,, symmetric tensors with indices ¢ ... 4, made up of products of 1%1, ]%2, and 0;;. To see

how this has helped us, we go back to the expression that we are interested in, which now becomes

PRI AZ”I” " (1, k2) ZC ok, ko, ky - ko)t, (n),a (11, p2) (B.8)

where we have defined ¢, () o (pi1, p2) = 2 ... éi”Té}(‘g;'fa(icl, ko, dij). This is now exactly the form
that we wanted: all of the loop integrals are contained in the ¢, () functions, which is over
functions of (g, [k1 + ¢l, |k2 — ¢]), and all of the Z dependence has been transferred to the external
momenta in the ¢, ) o functions.

Let us now determine the ¢, (,) o functions explicitly. To do that, we contract Eq. (B.7) with
the N,, symmetric tensors T;l(ngn , giving

/j:z,(n)(q, k1 + ., k2 — 1) Té}(;;§75(l%1, ko, 0i3)G™ -+ g™
q
(B.9)

Nn
= Ca(myalk, ko, by - ko) T, (R kg, 0g) T s (R, ko, 6ig)
a=1

which is a system of N, equations that can be used to solve for the N, functions ¢, (,) o; on the
left-hand side, using

~

G-k = <\k1+(j]2 q2) . and §-kp= —k(k2+q —|k2—cﬂ) (B.10)

2qk1
we have our desired form of loop integrals over § of functions of (g, |k1 + g, |k2 — q]), while on the
right-hand side, we have the ¢, (,,) o functions multiplied by scalar products between ky and ko. In
particular, defining the matrix

¢ (”)(kl k2) = T;»l(n;" (ky, ko, 5ij)T;,1('%£§7ﬁ(/%1, ko, 0is) (B.11)
we have
th(n),a(kl, kQ, ];’1 . ];‘2) =
Nnp, -1 0113 7 7 — = ; ; ) (B12)
Z[Ma’(n)] (kl ' kQ) [E’(n)(q’ ’kl + ﬂ’ |k2 ‘)D Tal(n)n (kh k27 (51]) SRR A
/8:1 q

Thus, this solution for the ¢, () functions, plugged into Eq. (B.8), gives our final result.
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The above manipulations can also be presented in a slightly different way. Again, we are
interested in computing the right-hand side of Eq. (B.6) contracted with 2%t ... 2% which, using
Eq. (B.6) and Eq. (B.7), is given by

[ Ty (@ [B1 + @, K2 — @) (6 2)" = camyalbn ko, by - ko)t (a1, p2) - (B.13)
q

«

Now, given the solution Eq. (B.12) for the ¢, () functions, we can rewrite this as

[ Too (@, B+ @1, Fa — @) (@ 5)" = (B.14)
q

i M?

Ny,
[ Tesola i+ a1 e — ) >
q

gén 8 ey - o) Tk (et oo, 637)0™ -+ 47 ) 0 (101, 12)
which implies that, under the integrals that we are interested in, we can simply replace

"= Z Z 1 k2) TZ;I( ;n (kl’ ]%27 51])qZ1 T qinta,(n),oz (:ula MQ) ) (B15)
a=1 =1

which again, using Eq. (B.10), is in the form that we want.

At this point, a number of comments are in order. First, the above form of the loop integrals
is well suited for situations where integrals over functions of (g, |k1 + ql,|k2 — q]) can be done
analytically, see for example [41, 42]. If this is not the case, one can simply use an explicit
coordinate system to perform the integrals, as described above. Second, it turns out that for the
bispectrum, it can be quite slow to invert the matrix M;‘?n) for values of n greater than four (which
is relevant in particular for the Bagy diagram).

Thus, in practice, it is sometimes easier to use the following more straightforward way to arrive
at the above result, again with an eye towards analytic integration. We start with the form of the
loop in Eq. (B.4), and using the above definitions, we recall that we need to evaluate terms of the

form

ﬂ Toim (@ F1+ @R —a) @ 2" (B.16)

so we would like to find a replacement for (- 2)"™ in terms of ¢, |k1 + ], and |ks — q]. For this, we
can simply use the coordinate system Eq. (B.2). Without loss of generality we can take the first
component of Z to be positive, and use po = ko - 2 to get

2 2249 1 _
- \/M1 My — Y=+ 2u1py + 1 po — 1y (B.17)

1_y2 7\/@’,[‘1

To see why the sign of the first component of Z does not matter, consider Eq. (B.16) and send
21 — —Z1, where the subscript ; denotes the first component. This can be compensated by sending
g1 — —q1, and since none of ¢, |E1 +4], or |E2 —q] depend on ¢ for the parameterization Eq. (B.2),
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the integral is invariant. Dotting this with ¢ from Eq. (B.2), we get

2 — 242 1 i 1 — 12 _
q.gzcos(ﬁ)m\/ i =i =y 2mpay 1 sin(B)VIL — 2 (uy my)erx' (B.18)

1—192 1— 2

Now, we raise this to the n-th power, and plug it into Eq. (B.16). The resulting expression can be
simplified by noting the following. First, \El + ¢] does not depend on g, and |E2 — ¢ only depends
on sin(f). Thus, in terms of S dependence, the integral in Eq. (B.16) is equal to a sum over terms
of the form

27
/0 4B (sin(8)) cos(8)™ (B.19)

for some functions f and integer powers m. This integral is clearly zero when m is odd, since

in that case cos(8)™

is an odd function around g = 7/2 and sin(f) is an even function around
B = /2, and both are periodic with periods 2w. Thus, we see that when we expand out (¢ - 2)",
we can immediately set to zero any terms with an odd power of cos(/3), and any time that we

encounter an even power of cos(3) we can replace it with cos(3)? = 1 — sin(3)?

, so our result only
depends on sin(f).
It now remains to express z and sin(8) in terms of the desired (q,|k1 + 1, |k2 — q]). This is
straightforward using Eq. (B.2), and we find
e L  (at

= B.2
: et 1 (5.20)

and .
—ngqu-i-k%— ‘kQ —(j]2+q2

2koqv1 — 22y/1 — 92

Taking into account that only even powers of cos(f) contribute, and defining
v=1+1-—22sin(p) , (B.22)

this means that we can replace (G- 2)" in Eq. (B.16) with (using the multinomial theorem)

sin() =

(B.21)

R nl (uiz)? , _l(jtok
@ 3 S el (=)
ivitzk=n " : (B.23)

k
x [(1 =2 = %) (—pf — p3 — y° + 2u1p2y + 1)]
which, using Eq. (B.20) and Eq. (B.21), again puts the loop integral in Eq. (B.16) in the desired
form (notice that since Eq. (B.23) depends on sin(3) only through v, the possible non-analytic

dependence v/1 — 22 cancels and does not appear in the final answer). One can check that the
right-hand sides of the expressions in Eq. (B.15) and Eq. (B.23) are equal.
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C Details for biased tracers to fourth order

In this appendix, we give the explicit calculation to obtain Eq. (5.19). We do this in three steps.
First, we expand the bias expansion in terms of all operators allowed by the equivalence principle.
This gives the list of operators that we schematically wrote in Eq. (5.15). Next we do the explicit
Taylor expansion of the operators evaluated at Zy around Z, and define the explicit (C( ) that are
in Eq. (5.16). In a last step we put them together, and remove degeneracies, to obtain Eq. (5.19).
In this whole appendix, we focus on the fourth order calculation and refer to [7, 9, 10] for the
calculation up to third order. The dark-matter kernels, in real space and redshift space, can be
obtained from the expressions in this appendix by setting b; = by = b3 =by =1 and bs,...,b15 =
0.

C.1 Bias expansion

As mentioned in Sec. 5.2, the tracer overdensity can only depend on second derivatives of the
gravitational potential, and first derivatives of the velocity field (and higher spatial derivatives of
these). To look at all possible operators, we define the building blocks

2

i = 739m%26i8j<1>, and p;; = —f Hav , (C.1)
so that §%r;; = § and 6“p;; = 0, with 0 = —9;v'/(faH).'" For notational convenience, we further
define

2 _ _ 2 3 _
=TTy TP = TiiPij » P = DijPij » T =TyTHTG (C.2)
7’219 = TijT51Dli » 7"2?2 = TijPjlPil p3 = DijPjipPil , rt = TigTIT Ik ki -

We can now write down the full expansion for the tracer overdensity up to fourth order, which we
only schematically gave in Eq. (5.15). To determine the operators, we write down all contractions

of r;; and p;; up to fourth order, and obtain

Sn(T,t) = /t dt' H(t) [cs(t,t')6(Za, t") + co(t, t')0(Zq, 1)

+ cs2(t, )02 (Zq, ') + cso(t, t')00(Zq, t') + coa (t, 1)0%(Zq, 1))

+ 2 (8, )% (Za, ') + erp(t, t)rp(Za, t') + cp2 (¢, £)p* (Ta, t)

+ e (t, )0 (2, ') + cs2p(t, t')5%0(Zq, t') + cop2(t,t))60 (Za, ') + cga(t, )0 (£g, t)

ey ()3 (@, ) + o (t, E)r2p(Fa, ) + e (8, )rp2 (T, ¢) + e (t, ) (T, ) (C3)
+ cp25(t, )r26(Za, ') + crps(t,t)rpd(Ta, ') + cpes(t,t)p*6 (T, 1)

+ Cr2g(t, 1) r?0(Za, ') + crpp(t, ') rpb( T, 1) + cp2q(t,t)p°0(Za, t')

+ cga (b, )N Za, ') + 5,3 (8, )03 (Zq, ') + cs2,2(t, 1) 6% (Zg, )

+cqap(tt) (%) (@, ) + ca(t, )t (Fa, )] |

Ta==Tq (f,t,t/) !

"Notice that pi; is symmetric for a velocity with vanishing vorticity. For the biases that we discuss in this section,
this is true.
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Since we only go up to fourth order in perturbations, terms that explicitly start at fourth order
above are evaluated on the linear fields, and for those terms we have used 8 = §(1).

C.2 Expansion in fluid element

The operators in Eq. (C.3) are all evaluated at Zg, where Zg is given implicitly in Eq. (5.14). In
this section, we Taylor expand all the fields evaluated at Zg around Z. Going up to products of

four fields, for a generic operator O we have (following [7])

O(zZa(Z,t, 1), 1) =~ O(Z,t') + 0;0(&,t) /tt/ acgii) v (1) (C.4)
+%8¢8j(9(9?,t’) /tt/ ad(ii) vi(f,tl)/tt/ ad(Z) o (3, £2)
+0,0(7,t') /t t/a‘(lz) 0,0 (7, 11) /t ! Q‘Z; VI (7, 1)
+%aiajak(9(f, #) /tt, ad(Z) V(7 tl)/tt/ ad(i‘;) vl (Z, tg)/:l ac(li; oF(F, 1)
+%a,0(f, t) /t ’ ad(Z) ;050" (, 1) /t ! a‘f’;z) VI (Z, 1) /t ! a‘zi) oM (&, t3)
+0,0(F.1) /t ’ ;(12) 0,0 (&, 1) /t ! aCéZ) D! (7, £2) /t N a‘(lz) ok (@, t3)
+0,0;0(z,1) /t ' aﬁi) V(T ) /t ’ G‘Z; Opv? (7, 2) /t : aﬁ; oF(Z,t3)

We now perturbatively expand and rewrite the velocity in terms of the divergence only

i a(t)D(t") D) 0; n), -
”En)“v” - (tD)(trgt) D((tt))n @‘9( (&) . (C.5)

With the EdS approximation as done above (and potentially also without it [13]), it is always
possible to solve the time integrals in Eq. (C.4) analytically, since all integrals can be reduced to

Y D)D)t 1 [D@E)"
i (o
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This then gives the expression for a Taylor expanded operator at fourth order in perturbations

1y 0i0® [ID(t’) 1 D(t')T

D(t/)4
+ 0,00 =,

D(t)*
2@0% [1D)*  1D()*
22 |2 D(t)2 2 D)4

OW(z4(z,t,1),¢) = OW

+ 0,0

200 (D)  D(t')*
OB
]+azo 4 [D }
3

+ 8.0.00 201 9,02 [1 D) 1D{)*> 1D(t) N
/ 02 02 |2D(t) 2Dt)? 2D@#)3  2D@)4
(200% 9;6) T1D()* D) 1D(t’)4]

(
5. 1D( 1
+ 00,07 "5~ g2 2 D(t)2  D(t)3 3 D(t)4
L a.0W ;0,01 9;6® 11 D) 1D(')*  1D()*
92 92 |3D(t) 2D()? ' 6 D(t)
+ 5,00 20:09 0,60 T1D() 1D 1DE)! €1
' 92 92 |6D(t) 2D()3 ' 3D(@)*
L0 0;0;6 9;6%) 11 D()? D)3 1 D(t")*
92 92 |2D()?2 D)3 ' 2D(t)
1) 5.9(1) (1) / 12 AY:] N4
+aiajako<1>81€ 9;,6M 9,6) T1D(¢) 1D(t) N 1D(t)* 1D
92 92 92 |6D(t) 2Dt)?2  2D()3 6 D(t)*
L a0W 9:0;0,0") 9,6 9,0 11 D)  1D()* 1DE)* 1D()*
G2 22 92 |6D() 2D@)?  2D({t)3 6 D(t)*
L 800 9:0;0) ;000 0,0 [1 D)  1D(')* 1DE)* 1 D(t’)4]
! 02 02 02 |6 D) 2D(@)?2  2D(t)3 6 D(t)

L 98.0m %0 9;0:61 9,60 [1
1Y) a

D
2 92 92 |2D(t) 2D(?

where all fields O™ and (™ are evaluated at (Z,t), and we refer the reader to [9, 10] for expressions
up to third order.

From the above expansion, we can now define the Cp; operators that appear in Eq. (5.16)
and later in Eq. (5.19). Note that for an operator O,, that starts at order m, such as a product
operator of m fields, (’)fﬁ) = 0 for n < m. Finally, for an operator O,, starting at order m, we
collect the terms that multiply the same power of D(t')/D(t), which gives the n-th order terms in

the expansion

n—m+1 a+m—1
Lo Dt n) o
O (F(@ t,t),!) = 3 (D((t;) el (@1), (C.8)
a=1

which allows us to read off the Cp; from Eq. (C.7). Summing up all the orders gives Eq. (5.16).
After also performing the time integrals and defining coefficients following Eq. (5.17), we obtain
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the Taylor expanded and time integrated version of Eq. (C.3) at fourth order,

5](14) (l_", t) =c5 1((:((541) +cs5 2@((542) + 6573((:(({1?2 + 0574(:((;2 + C@J(Cg}% + 6972((352 + 6973((:;1?))
+ cg 4Céi + ¢s2, 1(1( ) + 05272((3((;;)’2 + 65273(3((;;)73 + 050,1(0((;;)1 + ¢so 2@%?2
+ cs50 3C( )3 + cp2 1((322)1 + cp2 Q(Cgé)z + cp2 3(Cg§)3 + c,2 1(C( ) + ¢,2 2<C( )2

+€23C% + CrpaClpy + Crp2Clpy + CrpaClns + 2 1<c(2)1 +¢22C),

+ 2 3(3( ) + 053,1(3((;3?1 + 053,2((3((;3),2 + 093,1((3((93)’1 + 093,2(323)72 + 0529,1((3((;2)971
@ () () () & 0 (C.9)
+ 062972(:529,2 + 6592716592’1 + 0592’2((:592,2 + Cr3 1(C 31 + Cp3 QC + Cp3’1(cp3’1

4 4 4 4 4
+ Cp3,2(c§)3),2 + Cﬁp,l(ci%;@ + Cr2p,2(ci2i;,2 + Crp2, 1((:( ) 1+ Crp2, 2((:( ) 2 T CT25,1(C£225,1
(4)

4) (4) 4) (4 ) (4 )
+ CT2572(Cr25,2 + CTPCSvlcrpé,l + C”p572(crp6,2 + Cp25vlcp25,1 + CP2572Cp25,2 + 07"29:1((:7'20,1

4 4 4 4 4
+ CT2972C7(42)972 + CTPGJCE"p)G,l + CrpG,QCfnp)g,g + Cp2971€;2)0 1 +c 20 26(2)0 2

+ 054,1(:((;21 + C5T3,1C((§i?3>,1 + 652r2’1cg312’1 + C(TQ)Q’l(CE )) + Cpa 161(*4)1 ,

)

where all of the co; functions are evaluated at ¢, and all of the (CE% functions are evaluated at
(Z,t). As mentioned in the main text, the expansion above is not yet irreducible, for instance
(Cfé)’l = %CE{? 2(C<($2)1 Therefore by a redefinition of coefficients, we can reduce the number of
coefficients needed. A full list of degeneracies is given in Eq. (C.11) in the next section.

C.3 Degeneracies and local basis

We find that at fourth order, the number of independent operators is fifteen, and we choose the
basis

€@ ¢ e c® @ W, ¢ c® ¢ o cW e oW c®

52,10 Co2.90 2130 €l Cra 55 Cis 1, Ciis'y, €19y Crag o, Ci15 a1 } - (C110)

We give these fifteen functions explicitly in App. C.4. The other operators are given in terms of
these by the following relationships

=3l - 3c, . ©, - Bl el - qel, e ¥l (o)
ngs,l - %C(é)g - %(C((é),l ’ Cq(é)ﬂ - %Cg)a - %C((Si),l )

)y, = el - el - B0, + el - el

Cii)l 735@((52)3 343@((53)2 C(g)52+ 2189227((:554)1 24@5217

=l el —oel ot clf—acl) g, vl

clf =40l - 00, + 40, -l . o=,
R O

cih =208, 2l Clf = eif, - 5el, ol + Wed, - jed,
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C(4) Zc(‘l) (Cfé)l ’ Cg;l,)z — %ng (C( ) l(c(é) 7@( )

rp, 1 T 2 62 2 63,1

4) _ (4) 4) 4) (4 ) 4) 4627 ~(4) 4 4)
Crp,S - %66,4 - 387@62 3 + 643@63 2 Cr3 2 49(C 252 240 C54 1 30C6r3 17
C(4) — (Cc(S42) 5@( ) C(i)g L= 7@55)2 (C<(53)1 ,

p2,1 _% ) 2521 0
¢, —ocl) - B, + 30, C, = el - ocd, + 6, — 3
)

53,2 5410
4 _ ~ 4) 4~(4) (4) 4) _ ~@
(C520,1 = 653,1 ) C529 2= (C53 2 (C54 10 Cae?  =C

53,1
Cf;;é 2 5C<(5§)2 - 2(C<(54)1 ) C(Oé)l (C<(53)1 ) C(eé)z - 26553)2 o Sct(;t)l )
(C](;i)a1 _ @@4) 105@((52)2 Cq(é)2 n 35@((53)1 :
i), = ;- 0, + HOS, - o, + el - Hoid,
Cv(;)? ) 45(:(4) 105(@((52)2 C,(é)2+ 35(0((53)1 ’
i), = i, - o, + Hol, - o, + e - Hoid,
(Cg;l;) _ 475«:(@ 11065((:((;2)2 Cy(é)z z)hf)(c((w)1 7
i, = 448, - el + 30, - e, + B, - e,
i = Je 30, €%, = Jeld, - 56k,
clh =10, - 30, clh, =16, - 3,
18 = Hod, - 400, + Jelf, + eld, + e,
CS)M - 21@553)3 - %C§3)2 1Cf£2§2 ‘212@((54)1 I(Cz(sg 1
(Cfé?” - 105@552)3 76553)2 1(:7{22;2 365@5;11)1 Ct(sr% 10
Cq(;)ez 63((:(4) o 7(cc(§3)2 (Cfé)éz 69@554)1 (cz(ir%’ 1
(C;(é)e,z = %Cg) (C((SS)Q CSZW 463@5;}1)1 Cgfr?” 1°

The local-in-time limit is obtained by setting co,, (t,t') = co,, (t)dp(t —t')/H(t) in Eq. (5.17).
Using that, along with Eq. (5.16) with ¢t = ¢/, in Eq. (5.18), we have the local-in-time expansion

h IOC Zcom t) b (012)

where O%L ) (Z,t) is the normal expression for the operator O,, at n-th order in perturbations. For
n = 4, we find that a basis for all of the (’)7(,%)(56', t) is Bloe = {(’)7(,3)} where O,, is given by

{p2’ 7/.27 7127427 r2p7 7”3, r47 rp? 57 T257 ng? Tp57 527 r2627 637 0} * (C.13)
Then, calling B the basis given in Eq. (C.10), we find that

Bioe =M - B, (C.14)
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where the change of basis matrix M is given by

7 33 5 21 7 9
02 9 2 -3 2.9 o0 0 I 6 0 0 -2 0
of o 0 -2 o0 o 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
735 105 49 2315 49
Do B o o _m B 3o om _show B S P
00 %3 0 0 =% % -1 0 % ~%% 1 ~“s 0 o
00 % o0 o0 - 0o 2033 0 1 0 0 0
735 343 49 2827 17
o0 o0 o0 o0 o ™ o o0 0o -3 o -3 2 _II
0 I 9 5 _5 _20 387 1 o 7 63 _2 49 _d6w 17
2 2 2 2 8 16 2 4 30 5 40 240 30
M=|[111 1 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0
00 0 0 0 % o 0 0 -2 0 0 1 0 0
000 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 1
7 21 5 4 5 49 1
oooo0o o I 2 9 o0o-5 -2 o 2 2 1
000 0 1 1 1 00 0 0 0 0 0 0
00 0 0 0 0 o o o0 o0 £ 0o o0 -3 o0
000 0 0 0 o 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
12 3 4 -1 -2 -2 00 1 4 0 0 -1 0

(C.15)
Since det M # 0, this means that M is invertible and thus the local-in-time basis is equivalent to
the non-local-in-time basis.

C.4 Explicit expressions for fourth order kernels

We here give the final Cp; used in Eq. (5.19) that are linearly independent, as Fourier space
kernels. We use the notation

k
COUED=DO" [ KOsl -5 (C.16)

al:-~~7§n

Dropping the (¢, ¢, ¢3, 1) dependence on the left-hand sides to avoid clutter, we explicitly have

(1 (B+a) @ (B+d)+q @GR +2¢0) - (3 +d1) G2 (43, 44)
643 (q5 + 1) 2
G - (@ + @+ q1) G3 (32, G3, G4) + Q- @ (@ @3 (@2 + @)+ q - 3a (G +333))
3(2+ Gz + @) 2 6q59343
K02 :(51 + @) (B +q0) (BF (@, R) — ¢ - ¢) G (35, 44) . G- (+@) G- (O + @+ a6) Fa (41, 42)

51
Ky, =

(C.17)

+

)

2¢3 (33 + G4) ? 20343
(R @3ds - (2 + §3) + G- @3d - (G1 4 3G3))
2434343 ’
IRE (e B)F(L,B) | @ (@B (@4 a3) a3 (G +333))

4= 2 + 2020202

q; 42934;

@ (G + R+ G (G +E) (FQ (¢, 2) | G2(q1,¢) )

i a3 2(q1 + ) 2
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3
54 - : oL
Ky" =Fy (41, ZK4 (@1, @, 43, )
=1

K52 R (Bt @) G2 (3, @) n T - @B qa+ Q2 CJ3Q4 (2 + @3)
(QS +Q4) Q3Q4 ’
Kf,z 21 (L + @ +2(T3)F2 (@, @)  2(q1- B3 du+ 62722 @B (@2 + G3)) ’
qy 4394
K =23 (@1, @, @) + Fo (G1. @) Fa (@3, @) Z 1,32, 3, 4a)
Kf’Q _2(@- (0 + @) 20 (L + @+ §@3) Fo (ql,(n) 20 @) Bl Lt R BL (@t B))
(@1 + @) 2d3q3 41939343
Kf’?’ :((fh + @) - (:3 +€4)) 21?2 (ﬂlj @) > (a5, q1) 255 (41, @2) (G5 - (jﬁ +ﬁCI2>) qi-(q1+ ¢+ 33)
(@ + @)% (3 + @) 2 (@1 + @) *d3q3
L2 (@ (@ +@+3)°F @, ¢.6¢) 6 (@ + ) (S-d) G (¢, ¢)
(L + ¢+ 33) %43 (@1 + ¢2) 2a343
(1 BE-G+E B (@-qi+3-q) (a1 )
0459343 ’
Kf’l :3% £ Kf’g =3 (41, ¢2) — 3@;2 ®
K72 3B (W +R) B Gds - (G + @) F2 (@1, @) 30 - R0 B BB -G
(@1 + @) %4343 4145030 ’
KZQM 2 (@5 (@1 + 32) 2 Fa (41, 32) N (@5 @) °Fa (qh, o) B (2(q> - 33)%q} + (@1 - ) *43)
(@1 + @) %43 343 R}BBG ’
Kf’l -1 Kgr3,1 _ T ﬁ2q;2 '2%2@ @ ’
4149393

The above, combined with Eq. (5.19), defines the final biased tracer kernels K,’} up to n = 4. The
conversion to redshift space to get KZ’h(q_'l, G, @3, Gs; 2) is then given by

Y e o T N+ R+ q) -2
lﬁﬁ:Khmﬂm%ﬂ4+fﬁG4mﬂm%ﬂ4+kM#%* =
4 i ) ( ) (Q1+Q2+Q3)2

+ 5 R
BB 20 G o)K@ @) + kn f(h K§<q2,q3,q4> (C.18)
(¢h + 32)? 1

Q+@+q@) 2q-2 R,
+ K f? ((q1 - qi) 2 G3(q1, &, G3) + K21 f2
4

1 L
4o 22f2(Q1+(I2) (iJF)

G3(q1, G, G3) K (q)

+kuf

(@1 + @

C11 + (72)2 q3
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where u =k - Z and k= @1 + ¢ + @3 + i, and see [11] for the analogous redshift space expression
up to third order.

D Details for biased tracers in redshift space renormalization

D.1 Counterterm expressions for biased tracers in redshift space

hict hict
For the response counterterms, we define the kernels K" and K5, from

k
50 (F.2) = KPR 2)50(R) . 6% (K5 = [ KEqa: 9)6D(@)8 V(@) , (D)

Rig) J,
q1,92

>

where the tilde fields are defined analogously to Eq. (4.23), just with » — r h. The response

counterterms enter in

Pl (ke k- 2) = 2K (k; 2)K{ etk 2P (k) |
VK Ky

By = 2Py (ky) Py (ko) K" (s 2) K7 (Kas 2) K™ (<K, — ka3 2) + 2 perms. (D.2)
Byt = 2P11(k:l)PH(kg)KI’h’Ct(kl; VKT (ks 2) K5 (—ky, —ko; 2) + 5 perms. |

(we have suppressed the argument (k1, ko, k3, k1 -2, ko - %) of the bispectra terms to remove clutter)
so that the combinations

Pk, k- 2) + P (ke k- 2)
By (k1 ko, ks, oy - 2,k - 2) + BYly (o, ko, ks, By - 2,2 - 2) (D.3)
BRI (k) ko ks ey - 2,y - 2) + Bt U (ke kg ks ey - 2, F - 2)
are renormalized.

For the stochastic terms, we write the first order solution as (57(}}2 E(E a) = D(a )2(5&3 E(E 2)

and the second order as

S0ED = [ w5 @a i) (D.4)
7.3
The term that renormalizes Pgéh 18
Pk, k- 2) = () (K. 2)80) (K, 2)) (D.5)
the term that renormalizes B;’Q}; is
By (ky, ko, ks b - 2, ke - 2) = (31 (F1, 2)81)) (k2,250 (3. 2))" | (D.6)

and the term that renormalizes B321( ) is defined in Eq. (5.46) and Eq. (5.47). In this way,
Pk, k- 2) + Py (k, k- 2)
By (kv ko, ks, k1 - 2,k - 2) + Bugs®(ky, ko, ks, ey - 2, ko - 2) (D.7)
B (ke kg, kg ey - 2,k - 2) + Bt D (ke kg, kg oy - 2,00 - 2)

>

are renormalized.
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D.2 Response terms

The functions that enter K5 in Eq. (5.43) are given by

o 1.2 Lo 50 . 512 2 L. oI 2 2
G{QZ*]{:I /6'2]62 fk?g Zkl Zk‘z (1<_)2)’ 6§QZ*EF2(/{71,]{22)+]€1 k‘Q (k‘l k‘g)

2k 1kt 2k kT ki 2k%, \K3 K
e§2:_lﬁ fzz_w é@z_kl'kz
k12\IL kle\ILk%k% k12\]L
fky - 2ky-2k1 ko f2(Ks - 2)2ko - Bk - 2
652:_ 2 2 ( )2 2 +(1H2>,
2k3 k3 2k k3
i . > 2_‘ . LT . - . 7
o L R B B B o3
kNLklekS
2(ks - 2)2ky - ko(ky - 2)2 f3(ks - 2)3Ky - 2(ks - 2)2
6?2:—1?(3 2)21222(1 Z) +f(3 2)212252 Z) +(1<_>2)
Ak2 k2K Ak2 k2K
201 . 3)2 . 2\2 L. L (. 2)\2 . 3\2
el — f (k32 )2 [ (ks 2z) Fo(fu ) ko (k1 22) 2—|—(k2 )2
2N k3 2k1k;
oo PR 2%k | fs e 2
v Ak k3 43K

Ko _ _P(Fs %) (FQ(kl’kQ)_l 2<+ )) o P2 <<1z> +(2k22)>
2

o 203, 2\ 1 Ry

Ko __ f2(E3 : 2)2;”:1 . 2];:2 : 21;1 : ]22 Ky _f2(]23 . 5’)2

e 2y WK LT Ry
where we have defined Eg = —k; — k2. The new non-locally-contributing counterterm enters K g’h’d
through the term 652.
The UV matching for the response terms is given by
21.2
h o kNL (3b1 — 64 (bg + 15b8))
- D.
“ 126072 ’ (D-9)
b= %(S( 792by — 2926b3 + 1522b4 + 462 (6b7 — 95bs)
2 7 67914072 2 3 4 7 8
— 6215bg + 6930b11) — 27335b1) ,
21.2
h Ny (
= NL__(194348b; + 95205by 4+ 160160b3 — 431040b, — 6529248b,
7 475398072 L 2+ 5 4 0
477 (147bs — 5248b7 + 31200bs) — 22176001)11) ,
h= %(2055% — 2(17677by — 13552b3 + 5664bs + 7392b
“ T 158466072 ! 2 3 4 !
— 203280bs + 55088bg + 18480b11))
202k2
h NL
= ——NL_(6083b; + 792by + 1078b3 — 6450b4 — 77000
€ = ~Tgorgpnz (008301 + 7926y + 1078by 1 7

+ 161700 — 35673bg — 62370()11) ,
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0%k, (4725b; 4 32 (36b2 + 35 (b3 + 15bg)))

3087072 ’

. 6680%k%;
% = T56505m2

— _oQkI%IL(?)E)f +46) — _a%ﬁm(wf +11)
9 = 21072 2 = 15072 ’
e 0Pk, (147 (35b1 + 48) f + 9156b1 + 2304bs + 224003 4 33600bs + 9261)

3 3087072 f ’
v 02k%; (—6bo(245f + 514) + 273by + 448b3 + 6720bg — 594 f — 1785)

T 882072 f ’
v 02k%;, (2394b1 + 2304by + 224003 + 336006 — 75)

> 3087072 ’
v Pk, (1715 + 4626)

2572572 ’

TV 0-2]{;12\IL

=~ Grota0nZ] (92401 (168 f 4 97) + 3234b5(35f — 2) — 2059200,

+ 1971203 + 295680bg + 111078 f + 70809) ,

with all other coefficients set to zero (i.e. they are degenerate for the observables that we consider).
Above, 0% = [dq P11(q). Notice that, as expected, the ¢}, from Eq. (A.51) are related to the

cr

7Y above when the biases are evaluated on the dark-matter values by = by = b3 = by = 1 and
bs, ..., b5 = 0. Using the expression for F]"* in Eq. (4.35), the expression for KI’h’Ct in Eq. (5.42),
the expression for Fy*" in Eq. (4.36), the expression for K5™ in Eq. (5.43), and the basis relation

Eq. (A.50), we find %]\ o= ¢Byy; for j =1,2,6, and

2 4
C§U|DM bias = Cg{\/[,?) + §03 + QCB )
C7T”U| =c —I—LC _f_ﬁc —LC
4 [DM bias = CDM.4 T 568+ 53504 — a5Ch s (D.10)
v T 2 4 |
Cs |DM bias CDM’5 n 503 B §05 ’
8 29 16
077rv DM bias = Cgf\/[,? + @03 + @05 + @07 )

where ¢|pu bias means to evaluate ¢ on the dark-matter values for the bias parameters, which one
can indeed confirm is true for the UV matching that we found in Eq. (A.36), Eq. (A.51), and
Eq. (D.9).

D.3 Stochastic terms
The functions that enter the stochastic counterterm Bgéhl’(l)’e in Eq. (5.48) are

St = ful -1, (D.11)

st K (k3 (1 —2fud) + k3) +2f (K3 — K3) kipnkopio + (K3 — k3)
: 2, |
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63 =0,
St — f k1pa (k;%ﬂl (2fﬂ1 - 1) + 4fk:1u1k:2,u2 + k1 (kz (4fﬂ2 - 1) + k3) +2 (k?g k%) k2M2)

4 4k2k‘2 ’
NL

St Pl (AfkTpdkapo + kipy (K3 (4fp3 — 1) + k3) + kfp1 + 2 (K3 — k3) kapuo)

5 )

ARy,
=2, ?t:_k%"i_k% gt:_k%+(k§—k§)2
ki, 2kThy,

ol B o (i k) (05 — K+ ) by + 2

9 — T 59 10 — — )

ki, AkTky,
oSt Flup ((BF + k3 — k3) ki + 2 (k3 — &3) kopo) st 2fkopa (kip + kapz)
€11 = 579 y €12 = — 3 )
2kTkyy, kxr
oSt f

€13 = 172721212 ( (k2 ks + k3) *kipiks + 2 (k2 k3 + k%) k1 1 k3 o
dkykykskyy

(6 + k3) hf — 2 (k5 — K3) 2K + (K3 — k) 2 (k3 + k3)) K33 ) -

All of the above eist are symmetric when swapping ]22 and Eg, as expected from Eq. (5.47). To see
it, one must swap ko <> k3 and uo <> ug, and then replace ug = —k:g_l(k:lul + kapz).

Since, for the stochastic terms, we match terms of order k° and k2, there are non-zero contribu-
tions coming from expanding factors of Pll(\E — q]) for small k/q inside of the loops in Eq. (5.12).
Thus, UV matching includes terms proportional to Pj;(¢) and P/} (q). We give the full expressions
for all terms below, apart from c?t and cgt, which are too long to display here; all full values are
given in the accompanying Mathematica notebook. For the UV matching, we find

St _w2ﬁ (—b1 +bg+b5>2

1 = 71_2 s (D12)
gt 1kZy (by — by — bs) [(14by — 16ba) v — 7(by — by — b5)(29F + 73)]
2= 4272 ’
St _’}/QT_L]CIQ\IL (bl — by — b5) (—7b1 + 7f + 9)
s = 2172 ’
St 2k (b1(35f + 54) — 35 (ba + bs) f — 2 (19by + 8b3 + 23b5 + 8bg + 22bs))
4 10572 f ’
cgt =0,
St w?n (bl — by — b5) (13b1 + 34by — 47b3 + 42b5 — 110bg — 82bg — 63[)10)
% = 2172 ’
S Yk, 2
= -1t (3o1b1 4 (656by — 7 (183bs — 124bs5 + 282bg + 638bs + 105b10)) by
— 982b2 + 14bs (47b3 — 35bs + 44bg + 236bs)
+ 2by (653b3 — 784bs + 1052bg + 2228bg + 420b1¢) )+O(P{1(q), Pl (q)),
st _ IR ( 2107 + (1689by — 7 (122b3 — 51bs + 168bg + 192bg)) by — 1188b3
68_44107r2 - 1+ 2 — 3 — 2105 6 8)) 01 — 2

+ 2 ((187bg — 546bs + 348bg -+ 12bg) by + Ths (13bs + 36bg — 36bs)) >—|—(9(P{1(q), Pl (q)),
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St _72ﬁk12\1L (Tby — 6by — 14bs) (b1 — by — bs)
’ 4271'2 )
St v nkNL
10 = “73572

<7b2(35 F+22) + by (— Thy(35f + T9) — Ths(35f + 103) + 399bs
+ 1134bg + 546bs + 735b10 + 224 + 256)
4 by(287f + 417) — 7 (73bs — 57bs + 178bg + 122bs + 105b10) f
— 673bs + 553bs — 1618bg — 1142bg — 945510) :

st nkNL 20
it = 1o (7b (6 — 35f)
+ b1 (Tha(35f + 123) + 49b5(5f + 13) — 623bs — 1358bg — 1162bg — 735b19 — 469 f — 634)
+ 511b3f — 154bs f — by (280bs + 42f + 151) + 1246bg f
+ 854bg f 4 105b1o(7f + 9) — 280b3 + 785b3 — 231b5 + 1730bg + 145058) :

St YAk, (703 + (—109bg + 32b3 — 93bs + 32bg + 88bg) by + 70 (bg + bs) 2)

‘2= 21072 ’
St Y2k (—97by + by + 96bs + 49b5 + 96bg + 264bs)
‘3= 147072 ’

wherev? = [ dq P11(q)?, 7% = [ dqqPu(q)P{1(q), 7% = [ dq¢*Pii(q)P}i(q), and w® = [ dgq® P11(q)*.
UV matching for Eq. (5.49) is

4 - _ 352
(222) _ (b1 — by — bs)°n /dqq2P11(CJ)3,

7T2
2(by — by — bs)?a2k2
i (b 2637T25) TN (3(7hy — 8bp)0® — T(by — by — bs) (493 + 03 + 203)) |,  (D.13)
222 _ 4(by — bg — b5)2(=9 + by — Tf) fn2kZy, 193
. 2172

where 9* = [dq P11(q)*, 93 = [ dqqP1i(q)*P}1(q), 93 = [dqq®Pri(q)P{;(¢)% and 93 = [ dqq*Pi1(q)*P{(q)-

D.4 Parameter matching with PyBird

For reference, we give the conversion between the parameters used here and those used in PyBird
(which we write in the typewriter font). For the counterterm parameters, we have

Bcl=cl', Bec2=c¢f, Bc3=c[", Bcda=c}", Bcb=ch, Bcb=cl, Bc7=c]

Bc8 =cl, Bc9=cf, Bclo=c}", Bcll=c}", Bcl2=cl", Bc1l3=c}",

Bcld =", ce2 = (2/3)fc , Be1—cSt , Be2—c , Be3—c , Be4:c§t ,

Beb = 2c , Be6= 2c , Be7= c?t — cgt , Be8= —08 2(: , Be9 = 20% (D-14)
Bel0 = ¢}t , Belt=cf}, Bel2=c},

Bdl = 03222) , Bd2= 05222) - cé222)/6 , and Bd3 = —cé222) .
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For the bias parameters, we have Bbi = b; for i = 1,...,6,8,...,11, and Bb7 = by + 15b13/2.
Other parameters in the PyBird code are derived from the ones above, and were used in the
power-spectrum-only analysis. These are given by

bl =Bbl, b2=Bb2, b3 =Bb3-+15Bb8, b4 =Bb5, cct=—Bcl,
crl = fBc2 — f?Bc4/2, cr2= —f?Bc3/2, ced=Bel, cel =Be2+ ce2/2, (D.15)
c2=(b2+b4)/v2, and c4=(b2—bd)/V2.
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