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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 EFTofLSS 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 ΛCDM 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 EFTofLSS 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 k2/k2NL with k being the typical wavenumber of interest, and kNL 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 EFTofLSS have been

explored at high order only for dark matter in real space. This fact has prevented the emergence
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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, Φ, due to a density perturbation, δ, is, schematically,

∂i∂jΦ(x⃗, t) ∼ H2∂i∂j
∂2

δ(x⃗, t) ∼ H2

∫
d3x′

1

|x⃗− x⃗′|
∂

∂x′i
∂

∂x′j
δ(x⃗′, t) , (1.1)

with H being the Hubble constant. This is non-local unless i = j and we sum over i.

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 Φ only through ∂2Φ ∼ δ. 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, πi, one

finds that the traceless part of ∂iπ
j , which is observable, is affected at linear order by the traceless

part of ∂i∂jΦ, 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, πi, we need a counterterm that contributes in a

way schematically given by

πi ⊃ 1

H

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ jk(2) , (1.2)

where τ jk is the stress tensor, and the subscript (n) or superscript (n) indicates n-th order in

perturbations. Now, among the second-order response terms for the stress tensor, we have terms

such as

τ ij(2) ⊃
ρ̄

k2NLH
2
∂i∂kΦ∂k∂jΦ , (1.3)

with ρ̄ being the background density. This is indeed local. This term affects non-locally the

gradient of the momentum as

∂jπ
i ⊃ ρ̄

k2NLH
2

∂j∂i∂k∂m
H∂2

(∂k∂lΦ∂l∂mΦ) . (1.4)
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In turn, in redshift space, the dark matter overdensity, δr, at second order is affected as

δr(x⃗) ⊃
1

Hρ̄
ẑiẑj∂iπ

j(x⃗) ∼ ẑiẑj
∂i∂j∂k∂m
k2NL∂

2

(
∂k∂l
H2

Φ(x⃗)
∂l∂m
H2

Φ(x⃗)

)
. (1.5)

The 1/∂2 does not simplify in the final expression: this is a counterterm that contributes non-locally

to the observable δ 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.1

When passing to biased tracers, a further subtlety arises. In the EFTofLSS, 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 vi, 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 vi → vi + χi, we wish to have, for

1At 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 τ ij , we are integrating out short modes, and so this can affect at most

regions within 1/kNL, which is equivalent to a normal local response.
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example,

[vi]R → [vi]R + χi ,

[vivj ]R → [vivj ]R + [vi]Rχ
j + [vj ]Rχ

i + χiχj ,
(1.6)

where [vi]R and [vivj ]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,

[vi]R = vi +Oi
v ,

[vivj ]R = [vi]R[v
j ]R +Oij

v2
,

(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 δh is the tracer overdensity, we have

δh(x⃗, t) =

∫ t

dt′
∑
i

Keri(t, t
′) Oi(x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t

′), t′) (1.8)

where Oi(x⃗, t
′) are all the scalar operators that can be built from the long wavelength fields,

x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t
′) represents the position at time t′ of the fluid element that at time t is at location x⃗, and

Keri(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 Keri(t, t
′) ∝ δD(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.
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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 ΛCDM expansion, with metric ds2 = −dt2+a(t)2dx⃗2, 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 ρ(x⃗, a) and the velocity field vi(x⃗, a). The background expansion is driven by

a non-relativistic, time-dependent, background mass density ρ̄(a) which is given by

ρ̄(a) = ρ̄0

(
a

a0

)−3

, (2.1)

where subscripts 0 refer to current-day values, and the Hubble rate is H = ȧ/a (we use the dot to

denote time derivatives, i.e. ġ = ∂g/∂t for generic functions g).

We describe scalar perturbations in the metric with the metric potentials Φ and Ψ,2 by writing

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + a(t)2(1− 2Ψ)dx⃗2 . (2.2)

In terms of the momentum density πi, defined by

πi(x⃗, a) ≡ ρ(x⃗, a)vi(x⃗, a) , (2.3)

the equations of motion for dark matter are (see e.g. [3, 4, 27])

ρ̇+ 3Hρ+ a−1∂iπ
i = 0 ,

π̇i + 4Hπi + a−1∂j

(
πiπj

ρ

)
+ a−1ρ ∂iΦ = −a−1∂jτ

ij ,
(2.4)

along with the Poisson equation

a−2∂2Φ =
3

2
ΩmH

2δ , (2.5)

which is in terms of the overdensity δ, given by

δ(x⃗, a) ≡ (ρ(x⃗, a)− ρ̄(a))/ρ̄(a) , (2.6)

and the time-dependent matter fraction Ωm(a).
3 The quantity τ ij 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

ρ̄ δ ∂iΦ = 2M2
Pla

−2∂j

(
∂iΦ∂jΦ− 1

2
δij(∂Φ)

2

)
, (2.7)

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

Φ = Ψ, which we assume throughout this work.
3This is defined by Ωm(a) ≡ ρ̄(a)/(3M2

PlH(a)2), where MPl is the Planck mass, related to Newton’s constant GN

by M2
Pl = 1/(8πGN ). In ΛCDM, the Hubble rate can be parameterized by H(a)2/H2

0 = Ωm,0(a/a0)
−3 + (1−Ωm,0).
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and consequently the equations of motion Eq. (2.4) become

ρ̄ δ̇ + a−1∂iπ
i = 0 ,

π̇i + 4Hπi + a−1ρ̄ ∂iΦ = −a−1∂j

(
2M2

Pla
−2

(
∂iΦ∂jΦ− 1

2
δij(∂Φ)

2

)
+

πiπj

ρ
+ τ ij

)
.

(2.8)

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

πS ≡ ∂iπ
i , and πi

V ≡ ϵijk∂jπ
k , (2.9)

which gives

πi =
∂i
∂2

πS − ϵijk
∂j
∂2

πk
V , (2.10)

where ϵijk is the three-dimensional totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol (with ϵ123 = 1). With

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

ρ̄ δ̇ + a−1πS = 0 ,

π̇S + 4HπS +
3

2
aρ̄ΩmH

2δ = −a−1∂i∂j

(
2M2

Pla
−2

(
∂iΦ∂jΦ− 1

2
δij(∂Φ)

2

)
+

πiπj

ρ
+ τ ij

)
,

π̇i
V + 4Hπi

V = −a−1ϵijk∂j∂l

(
2M2

Pla
−2∂kΦ∂lΦ+

πkπl

ρ
+ τkl

)
. (2.11)

We see that the scalar part πS is determined entirely by δ, and the vector part πi
V is only sourced

non-linearly. For reference, the full differential equation for δ is

a2δ′′ +

(
2 +

aH′

H

)
aδ′ − 3

2
Ωmδ =

∂i∂j
H2ρ̄

(
2M2

Pla
−2

(
∂iΦ∂jΦ− 1

2
δij(∂Φ)

2

)
+

πiπj

ρ
+ τ ij

)
, (2.12)

where H = aH, and the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the scale factor, i.e. g′ = ∂g/∂a

for generic functions g. For dark matter in real space, all renormalization and counterterms enter

through the stress tensor τ ij , 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 πi is non-local (because of the appearance of ∂iΦ on the left-hand side of Eq. (2.8)),

the equations of motion for πS and πi
V Eq. (2.11) are local.

In this work, we use the following notation∫
k⃗1,...,⃗kn

≡
∫

d3k1
(2π)3

· · · d
3kn

(2π)3
,

∫ k⃗

k⃗1,...,⃗kn

≡
∫
k⃗1,...,⃗kn

(2π)3δD(k⃗ −
n∑

i=1

k⃗i) , (2.13)

where δD is the Dirac delta function, and our Fourier conventions are

f(x⃗, t) =

∫
k⃗
f(k⃗, t) eik⃗·x⃗ . (2.14)
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For a three-dimensional vector k⃗, we write k ≡ |⃗k| for the magnitude, and k̂ ≡ k⃗/k for the unit

vector parallel to k⃗. We use Latin letters like i, j, 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 (2π)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 (EdS) 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 EdS 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 τ ij = 0. First, the solution to

the linear equation for δ is called the growth factor D(a), which solves

a2D′′ +

(
2 +

aH′

H

)
aD′ − 3

2
ΩmD = 0 . (2.15)

For the perturbations, we write

δ(k⃗, a) =
∑
n

δ(n)(k⃗, a) , and vi(k⃗, a) =
∑
n

vi(n)(k⃗, a) (2.16)

where, assuming that the velocity field is irrotational,4

δ(n)(k⃗, a) = D(a)n
∫ k⃗

k⃗1,...,⃗kn

Fn(k⃗1, . . . , k⃗n)δ̃
(1)

k⃗1
· · · δ̃(1)

k⃗n
,

vi(n)(k⃗, a) = i
ki

k2
H(a)f(a)D(a)n

∫ k⃗

k⃗1,...,⃗k2

Gn(k⃗1, . . . , k⃗n)δ̃
(1)

k⃗1
· · · δ̃(1)

k⃗n
,

(2.17)

δ̃
(1)

k⃗
is the time-independent initial field,5 Fn and Gn are the standard symmetric kernels for dark

matter (see [30, 31], for example), and the growth rate f is defined by

f(a) ≡ aD′(a)

D(a)
. (2.18)

In general, we use the tilde to denote time-independent fields, in particular

δ̃(n) ≡ δ(n)(a)

D(a)n
, (2.19)

4In 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 P11 is the linear power spectrum at ain.
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and we will often drop spatial or momentum arguments when the understanding is clear. The

above expressions for δ and vi solve the equations of motion under the approximation

Ωm(a) ≈
(
aD′(a)

D(a)

)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 πi can be derived from δ and vi 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

⟨δ(k⃗, a)δ(k⃗′, a)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗ + k⃗′)P (k, a) ,

⟨δ(k⃗1, a)δ(k⃗2, a)δ(k⃗3, a)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B(k1, k2, k3, a) .
(2.21)

The total one-loop power spectrum is

P1-loop tot.(k, a) = D(a)2P11(k) +D(a)4(P22(k) + P13(k)) , (2.22)

where ⟨δ̃(1)
k⃗

δ̃
(1)

k⃗′
⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗ + k⃗′)P11(k) defines the linear power spectrum P11 at the initial time

ain, and the one-loop terms are

P22(k) = 2

∫
q⃗
F2(q⃗, k⃗ − q⃗)2P11(q)P11(|⃗k − q⃗|) ,

P13(k) = 6P11(k)

∫
q⃗
F3(q⃗,−q⃗, k⃗)P11(q) .

(2.23)

The total one-loop bispectrum is

B1-loop tot. = D(a)4B211 +D(a)6
(
B222 +B

(I)
321 +B

(II)
321 +B411

)
, (2.24)

where the tree-level bispectrum is

B211(k1, k2, k3) = 2F2(k⃗1, k⃗2)P11(k1)P11(k2) + 2 perms. , (2.25)

and the one-loop contributions are

B222(k1, k2, k3) = 8

∫
q⃗
P11(q)P11(|⃗k2 − q⃗|)P11(|⃗k1 + q⃗|)

× F2(−q⃗, k⃗1 + q⃗)F2(k⃗1 + q⃗, k⃗2 − q⃗)F2(k⃗2 − q⃗, q⃗) ,

B
(I)
321(k1, k2, k3) = 6P11(k1)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)P11(|⃗k2 − q⃗|)

× F3(−q⃗,−k⃗2 + q⃗,−k⃗1)F2(q⃗, k⃗2 − q⃗) + 5 perms. ,

B
(II)
321 (k1, k2, k3) = 6P11(k1)P11(k2)F2(k⃗1, k⃗2)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)F3(k⃗1, q⃗,−q⃗) + 5 perms. ,

B411(k1, k2, k3) = 12P11(k1)P11(k2)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)F4(q⃗,−q⃗,−k⃗1,−k⃗2) + 2 perms. .

(2.26)
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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 q 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 τ ij is to cure this

UV sensitivity and allow the theory to match reality. Concretely, we write (suppressing spatial

dependence for convenience)

τ ij(a) = τ ijΛUV
(a) + τ ijfinite(a) . (2.27)

Here, the piece τ ijΛUV
(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 ΛUV. The other piece, τ ijfinite(a),

does not have a fixed time dependence in general, and its role is to give the correct amount of

ΛUV-independent contribution that matches observations.

For simplicity in this paper, we focus on the contribution τ ijΛUV
(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 τ ij 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 τ ijfinite(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 Φ 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

τ ij(x⃗, a) =

∫ a da′

a′

∑
α

κα(a, a
′)T ij

α (x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a
′), a′) , (2.28)

where the fluid element is defined by

x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a
′) = x⃗+

∫ a′

a

da′′

(a′′)2H(a′′)
v⃗(x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a

′′), a′′) , (2.29)

the T ij
α (x⃗, a) are all local-in-time Galilean scalars (and tensors under rotations on the i and j

indices), and the κα(a, a
′) are unknown EFT kernels describing the non-locality in time. The

T ij
α (x⃗, a) are then organized in a local spatial-derivative expansion of the long-wavelength fields

(∂i∂jΦ(x⃗, a), ∂iv
j(x⃗, a), etc.) and of stochastic fields ϵij(x⃗, a). Since we do perturbation theory in

this work, we can write each scalar as a sum over perturbative orders

T ij
α (x⃗, a) =

∑
n

T ij
α,(n)(x⃗, a) , (2.30)

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

for the n-th order perturbative pieces

T ij
α,(n)(x⃗, a

′) =

(
D(a′)

D(a)

)pα,n

T ij
α,(n)(x⃗, a) , (2.31)

11



for some power pα,n. This means that Eq. (2.28) becomes

τ ij(x⃗, a) =
∑
α

∑
n

K
pα,n
α (a)T ij

α,(n)(x⃗, a)

+
∑
α

∑
n,m

1

m

(
K

pα,n−m
α (a)−K

m+pα,n−m
α (a)

) ∂kθ(m)(x⃗, a)

∂2
∂kT

ij
α,(n−m)(x⃗, a) + . . . ,

(2.32)

where we have defined

Kp
α(a) ≡

∫ a da′

a′
κα(a, a

′)

(
D(a′)

D(a)

)p

, (2.33)

used the definition of the velocity field in Eq. (2.17) along with θ = −∂iv
i/(faH), and the . . .

in Eq. (2.32) are terms coming from Taylor expanding T ij
α (x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a

′), a′) around x⃗ in Eq. (2.28),

i.e. higher powers of v⃗, all of which should be included up to the desired order. The point is

that the integral over da′ coming from expanding x⃗fl can be formally done as in Eq. (2.33) and

leaves distinct functions of a, Kp
α(a). The same happens with the higher order terms in the Taylor

expansion of x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a
′), since v⃗(n) 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. 5.2.6

Given this, we write the contribution to δ from τ ij relevant to the one-loop bispectrum, which

we call δτ , generally as

δτ (k⃗, a) = δ
(1)
ct (k⃗, a) + δ

(2)
ct (k⃗, a) + δ(1)ϵ (k⃗, a) + δ(2)ϵ (k⃗, a) , (2.34)

where the subscript ct denotes the response counterterms, and ϵ denotes the stochastic (and semi-

stochastic) counterterms. Assuming the time dependence needed to cancel UV loop contributions,

we have

δ
(1)
ct (k⃗, a) = D(a)3δ̃

(1)
ct (k⃗) , δ

(2)
ct (k⃗, a) = D(a)4δ̃

(2)
ct (k⃗) ,

δ(1)ϵ (k⃗, a) = D(a)2δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗) , and δ(2)ϵ (k⃗, a) = D(a)3δ̃(2)ϵ (k⃗) ,
(2.35)

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

solution for πi which we write as

πi
τ (k⃗, a) = πi

ct,(1)(k⃗, a) + πi
ct,(2)(k⃗, a) + πi

ϵ,(1)(k⃗, a) + πi
ϵ,(2)(k⃗, a) , (2.36)

with

πi
ct,(1)(k⃗, a) = −aHρ̄fD(a)3π̃i

ct,(1)(k⃗) , πi
ct,(2)(k⃗, a) = −aHρ̄fD(a)4π̃i

ct,(2)(k⃗) ,

πi
ϵ,(1)(k⃗, a) = −aHρ̄fD(a)2π̃i

ϵ,(1)(k⃗) , and πi
ϵ,(2)(k⃗, a) = −aHρ̄fD(a)3π̃i

ϵ,(2)(k⃗) .
(2.37)

6Note that for the growing mode solutions that we consider in this work, we have K
pα,2
α (a) = K

1+pα,1
α (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 Act and Aϵ. We note

that in SPT, the time dependence of πi, πS , and πi
V are all the same for each field above linear

perturbations.7 However, as can be seen in Eq. (2.11), if ∂i∂jτ ij and ϵijk∂j∂lτ
kl have different

time dependence, then πS and πi
V 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 πS and πi
V have the same time dependence as in Eq. (2.37) for πi.

3 Dark-matter renormalization in real space

3.1 Counterterm solutions up to second order

We now present the solutions for δ and πi that are sourced by the stress tensor τ ij in Eq. (2.11)

up to second order, leaving the derivation to App. A. We start by writing

τ ij =
ΩmH2ρ̄

k2NL

(
D3τ̃ ijct,(1) +D4τ̃ ijct,(2) +D2τ̃ ijϵ,(1) +D3τ̃ ijϵ,(2)

)
, (3.1)

where the quantities with subscript ct source the pure response solutions of δ and πi, the quantities

with subscript ϵ source the stochastic and semi-stochastic solutions of δ and πi, 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 Ωm(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

δ̃
(1)
ct =

1

9k2NL

∂i∂j τ̃
ij
ct,(1) , and π̃i

ct,(1) =
1

3k2NL

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̃ jkct,(1) , (3.2)

and the second-order response solutions are

δ̃
(2)
ct =

2 ∂i∂j
33k2NL

[
τ̃ ijct,(2) +

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2
∂kτ̃

jk
ct,(1) −

1

6
δij

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
∂lτ̃

kl
ct,(1)

]
, (3.3)

and

π̃i
ct,(2) =

2

9k2NL

[
∂j τ̃

ij
ct,(2) +

1

11

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

(
τ̃ jkct,(2) +

∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
∂lτ̃

kl
ct,(1)

)
− 2

11
∂i

(
∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2
∂kτ̃

jk
ct,(1)

)
(3.4)

+
1

2
∂l

(
∂iδ̃

(1)

∂2
∂mτ̃ lmct,(1) +

∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2
∂j τ̃

ij
ct,(1)

)]
.

7At linear level, we have πi
V,(1) = ρ̄ϵijk∂jv

k
(1) = 0 because velocity vorticity is zero. Then, at higher orders, πi

V

becomes non-zero because of the growing mode in δ in the definition of πi. So, above linear perturbations, πS , π
i
V ,

and πi all have the same time dependence, which one can deduce from the definition of πi in terms of δ and vi.
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To find the above, we used Eq. (2.11), solved for πS and πi
V separately (which are given in App. A),

and then combined them to form πi using Eq. (2.10). Above, as we will justify in the next section,

we have assumed that ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ct,(1) = ∂2∂j τ̃

ij
ct,(1).

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

δ̃(1)ϵ =
2

7k2NL

∂i∂j τ̃
ij
ϵ,(1) , and π̃i

ϵ,(1) =
1

k2NL

[
4

7

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̃ jkϵ,(1) −
2

5

(
∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̃ jkϵ,(1) − ∂j τ̃
ij
ϵ,(1)

)]
, (3.5)

and for the second-order stochastic solutions, we have

δ̃(2)ϵ =
∂i∂j
9k2NL

[
τ̃ ijϵ,(2) + 2

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂j∂k∂l
∂2

τ̃klϵ,(1) −
3

7
δij

(
∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

∂k∂l∂m
∂2

τ̃ lmϵ,(1)

)

− 4

5

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2

(
∂j∂k∂l
∂2

τ̃klϵ,(1) − ∂lτ̃
jl
ϵ,(1)

)]
,

(3.6)

and

k2NLπ̃
i
ϵ,(2) =

2

7
∂j τ̃

ij
ϵ,(2) +

1

21

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

(
τ̃ jkϵ,(2) + 2

∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

∂k∂l∂m
∂2

τ̃ lmϵ,(1)

)
(3.7)

− 1

7
∂i

(
∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2

∂j∂k∂l
∂2

τ̃klϵ,(1)

)
+

2

7
∂l

(
∂iδ̃

(1)

∂2

∂l∂m∂n
∂2

τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) +

∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂i∂m∂n
∂2

τ̃mn
ϵ,(1)

)

− 4

105

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

(
∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2

(
∂k∂l∂m

∂2
τ̃ lmϵ,(1) − ∂lτ̃

kl
ϵ,(1)

))

− 4

35
∂l

(
∂iδ̃

(1)

∂2

(
∂l∂m∂n

∂2
τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) − ∂mτ̃ lmϵ,(1)

)
+

∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

(
∂i∂m∂n

∂2
τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) − ∂mτ̃ imϵ,(1)

))
.

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

assumed that ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ϵ,(1) = ∂2∂j τ̃

ij
ϵ,(1).

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)n 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 Φ 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(k2P11) for P13,

O(k2P 2
11) for B411 and B

(II)
321 , O(k4) for P22, O(k6) for B222, and O(k4P11) for B

(I)
321. For the

response terms, we have

τ̃ ijct,(1) = c1
∂i∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2
+ c3δij δ̃

(1) , (3.8)
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and

τ̃ ijct,(2) =c1
∂k∂i∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ c3δij∂kδ̃

(1)∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

+ c2
∂i∂j δ̃

(2)

∂2
− c2

∂k∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ c4δij δ̃

(2) − c4δij∂kδ̃
(1)∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

+ c5
∂i∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2
δ̃(1) + c6

∂i∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂k∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ c7δij δ̃

(1)δ̃(1) ,

(3.9)

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

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 ∂i∂jΦ and ∂iv
j with the same

tensor structure as τ ij 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 ci. 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

τ̃ ijϵ,(1) = ϵij1 , and τ̃ ijϵ,(2) = ∂kϵ
ij
1

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijkl3

∂k∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2
, (3.10)

where, in momentum space, we define the correlation of the stochastic fields ϵij...n as an expansion

in powers of k⃗ of all of the terms allowed by rotation invariance [24], for example

⟨ϵija (k⃗)ϵklb (k⃗′)⟩′ =c
(1)
a,bδ

ijδkl + c
(2)
a,b(δ

ikδjl + δilδjk)

+ k−2
NL

(
c
(3)
a,bδ

ijkkkl + c
(4)
a,bδ

klkikj + c
(5)
a,b(δ

ikkjkl + δilkjkk)
)
+ . . . .

(3.11)

We also do a similar expansion for three-point functions of stochastic fields, for example

⟨ϵija (k⃗1)ϵklb (k⃗2)ϵmn
c (k⃗3)⟩′ =c

(1)
a,b,cδ

ijδklδmn +
1

2
c
(2)
a,b,cδ

ij
(
δlnδkm + δlmδkn

)
+

1

2
c
(3)
a,b,cδ

mn
(
δikδjl + δilδjk

)
+

1

2
c
(4)
a,b,cδ

kl
(
δinδjm + δimδjn

)
+

1

8
c
(5)
a,b,c

(
δim(δjlδkn + δjkδln) + δil(δjnδkm + δjmδkn)

+ δik(δjnδlm + δjmδln) + δin(δjlδkm + δjkδlm)
)
,

(3.12)

where we only need the terms up to k0 for the stochastic three-point functions for dark-matter

renormalization in this paper.8 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

8The coefficients c
(i)
a,b,c in the contraction Eq. (3.12) are defined with respect to the specific ordering of the fields

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

relations among the coefficients with different orderings of {a, b, c} by permuting the {k⃗i}. For example, since at

the order that we work, the right-hand side is independent of the {k⃗i}, by permuting the {k⃗i} on the left-hand side,

we obtain relations like c
(1)
a,c,b = c

(1)
a,b,c, c

(3)
a,c,b = c

(4)
a,b,c, and c

(4)
b,a,c = c

(2)
a,b,c, so that all permutations of {a, b, c} can be

related back to the canonical ordering (a, b, c). This ensures that all of the correlations obey the relevant symmetries.

15



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 ∂iδ̃
(1)/∂2 are sometimes referred to as leading infrared (IR) terms. This is

because they can lead to contributions O(k/q) as the momentum q⃗ 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 δ, 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 πi 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 ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ct,(1) = ∂2∂j τ̃

ij
ct,(1), but ∂i∂j∂kτ̃

jk
ϵ,(1) ̸=

∂2∂j τ̃
ij
ϵ,(1), and now we can see why. For the first-order response stress tensor, τ̃ ijct,(1), the only two

terms that we can write are δij δ̃
(1) and ∂i∂j δ̃

(1)/∂2, which both separately satisfy ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ct,(1) =

∂2∂j τ̃
ij
ct,(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

⟨ϵij1 (k⃗1)ϵ
kl
2 (k⃗2)⟩′ ⊃ a1δ

ijδkl + a2(δ
ikδjl + δilδjk) , (3.13)

then the combination in question gives

ki1k
j
1k

k
1⟨ϵ

jk
1 (k⃗1)ϵ

ab
2 (k⃗2)⟩′ − k21k

j
1⟨ϵ

ij
1 (k⃗1)ϵ

ab
2 (k⃗2)⟩′ = a2(2k

i
1k

a
1k

b
1 − k21δ

iakb1 − k21δ
ibka1) , (3.14)

which is not zero. While we find that this makes no difference in real space, we find that the terms

proportional to ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ϵ,(1)/∂

2−∂j τ̃
ij
ϵ,(1) in stochastic expressions Eq. (3.5), Eq. (3.6), and Eq. (3.7)

lead to contributions in the redshift space quantities B
r,(I),ϵ
321 and Br,ϵ

222 (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

B
r,(I)
321 and Br

222.

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 τ̃ ij∗,(2) enter the counterterm solutions. Although they enter with a

unique derivative structure in δ̃
(2)
∗ , i.e. ∂i∂j τ̃

ij
∗,(2), the second-order stress tensors appear in both

of the structures

∂j τ̃
ij
∗,(2) , and

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̃ jk∗,(2) , (3.15)
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in the second-order solutions π̃i
∗,(2) in Eq. (3.4) and Eq. (3.7). The second term above is a spatially

non-local contribution to πi, although it originates from local contributions to πS and πi
V , 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 πi 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 πS and πi
V having two

different Green’s functions. To see this, notice that the equations of motion Eq. (2.11) imply that

πS ∼ αS∂i∂jS
ij
τ , and πi

V ∼ αV ϵ
ijk∂j∂lS

kl
τ , (3.16)

for some constants αS and αV coming from the EdS Green’s functions (which are simply numerical

constants in the EdS approximation, see App. A.1), where we have defined

Sij
τ ≡

[
2M2

Pla
−2

(
∂iΦ∂jΦ− 1

2
δij(∂Φ)

2

)
+

πiπj

ρ

]
τ

+ τ ij , (3.17)

and used the notation [·]τ to mean that the term inside of the brackets is sourced by at least one

insertion of the stress tensor τ ij in perturbation theory. Using the definition of πi in Eq. (2.10),

these expressions lead to

πi ∼ αV ∂jS
ij
τ + (αS − αV )

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

Sjk
τ , (3.18)

so we see that the last term would vanish if αS = αV , i.e. if the Green’s functions for πS and πi
V

are the same. Second, we note that the new term is also absent if ∂i∂j∂kS
jk
τ,(2) = ∂2∂jS

ij
τ,(2), which

is true for any terms in Sij
τ,(2) proportional to δij , for example. Thus, terms in Eq. (3.9) that lead

to the new non-locally-contributing counterterm structure are the ones proportional to c5 and c6

and the flow terms proportional to c1 and c2. The term ∂i∂j∂k(∂lτ̃
kl
ct,(1)∂j δ̃

(1)/∂2)/∂2 in Eq. (3.4)

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

τ̃ ij∗,(2), and so can give distinct momentum dependence for EFT counterterms. Notice, however,

that for correlators that only involve δ, like the power spectrum and bispectrum of δ in real space in

Sec. 2.1, this difference does not show up (as can be seen from Eq. (2.12) where τ ij 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 ∂i∂jΦ and ∂iv
j , 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 πi), 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 ωi is sourced from the symmetric stress tensor through [27]

ωi ∼ ϵijk∂j

(
ϵkmnvmωn − ρ−1∂lτ

lk
)

. (3.19)

For simplicity, we focus on the response terms. In this case, since ωi
(1) = 0, ωi starts being sourced

at second order from the stress-tensor term ρ−1∂lτ
lk, which in turn means that the term ϵkmnvmωn

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 c6, and we have explicitly verified that it is impossible to renormalize the

one-loop bispectrum (specifically B411) 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
(I)
321 with the stochastic terms, explicitly shown in Eq. (A.11) and Eq. (A.12).

Although we defined B
(I),ϵ
321 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 P11(k1), i.e. just symmetrizing over k⃗2 and k⃗3 and considering

B̄
(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3) ≡ ⟨δ̃(1)(k⃗1)δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗2)δ̃

(2)
ϵ (k⃗3)⟩′ + ⟨δ̃(1)(k⃗1)δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗3)δ̃

(2)
ϵ (k⃗2)⟩′ . (3.20)

A curious point about absorbing the UV divergences of B
(1)
321 with B̄

(1),ϵ
321 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 B̄
(I),ϵ
321 after symmetrization over k⃗2 and k⃗3.

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 x⃗,

but since we use redshift to assign distances, the coordinate that we actually measure for each

galaxy is (see for example [33])

x⃗r = x⃗+
ẑ · v⃗
aH

ẑ , (4.1)

where ẑ is the line of sight direction. Mass conservation implies that ρ(x⃗r)d
3xr = ρ(x⃗)d3x, which

gives

δr(k⃗, ẑ) = δ(k⃗) +

∫
d3x e−ik⃗·x⃗

(
exp

[
−i

(ẑ · k⃗)
aH

(ẑ · v⃗(x⃗))

]
− 1

)
(1 + δ(x⃗)) , (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 q⃗ → 0 has to be zero because of permutation symmetry in (q⃗, k⃗2, k⃗3).
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in Fourier space. Since we will compute up to the one-loop bispectrum, we expand to fourth order,

which gives

δr = δ − ẑiẑj

aHρ̄
∂iπ

j +
ẑiẑj ẑkẑl

2(aH)2ρ̄
∂i∂j(π

kvl)

−
∏6

a=1 ẑ
ia

3!(aH)3ρ̄
∂i1∂i2∂i3(π

i4vi5vi6) +

∏8
a=1 ẑ

ia

4!(aH)4ρ̄
∂i1∂i2∂i3∂i4(π

i5vi6vi7vi8) + . . . ,

(4.3)

in position space. We now see the appearance of πi contracted in a non-isotropy-preserving way,

since isotropy is broken in redshift space by the preferred direction ẑ.

The n-th order expression for δr in SPT, i.e. with τ ij = 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

δ(1)r (k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)F r
1 (k⃗; ẑ)δ̃

(1)

k⃗
,

δ(n)r (k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)n
∫ k⃗

k⃗1,...,⃗kn

F r
n(k⃗1, . . . , k⃗n; ẑ)δ̃

(1)

k⃗1
· · · δ̃(1)

k⃗n
,

(4.4)

for n ≥ 2, where the redshift space kernels F r
n 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

⟨δr(k⃗1, ẑ, a)δr(k⃗2, ẑ, a)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2)P
r(k1, k̂1 · ẑ, a) ,

⟨δr(k⃗1, ẑ, a)δr(k⃗2, ẑ, a)δr(k⃗3, ẑ, a)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B
r(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ, a) .

(4.5)

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

delta functions for total wavenumber conservation. However, since isotropy is broken, the spectra

can depend on angles with respect to ẑ.

The total one-loop power spectrum is

P r
1-loop tot.(k, k̂ · ẑ, a) = D(a)2P r

11(k, k̂ · ẑ) +D(a)4(P r
22(k, k̂ · ẑ) + P r

13(k, k̂ · ẑ)) , (4.6)

where

P r
11(k, k̂ · ẑ) = (1 + f(k̂ · ẑ)2)2P11(k) , (4.7)

is the famous Kaiser result, and

P r
22(k, k̂ · ẑ) = 2

∫
q⃗
F r
2 (q⃗, k⃗ − q⃗; ẑ)2P11(q)P11(|⃗k − q⃗|) ,

P r
13(k, k̂ · ẑ) = 6P11(k)F

r
1 (k⃗, ẑ)

∫
q⃗
F r
3 (q⃗,−q⃗, k⃗; ẑ)P11(q) .

(4.8)

The total one-loop bispectrum is

Br
1-loop tot. = D(a)4Br

211 +D(a)6
(
Br

222 +B
r,(I)
321 +B

r,(II)
321 +Br

411

)
, (4.9)
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where here and below we suppress the argument (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) of the bispectra terms to

remove clutter. The tree-level bispectrum is

Br
211 = 2F r

1 (k⃗1; ẑ)F
r
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)F

r
2 (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ)P11(k1)P11(k2) + 2 perms. , (4.10)

and the one-loop contributions are

Br
222 = 8

∫
q⃗
P11(q)P11(|⃗k2 − q⃗|)P11(|⃗k1 + q⃗|)

× F r
2 (−q⃗, k⃗1 + q⃗; ẑ)F r

2 (k⃗1 + q⃗, k⃗2 − q⃗; ẑ)F r
2 (k⃗2 − q⃗, q⃗; ẑ) ,

B
r,(I)
321 = 6P11(k1)F

r
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)P11(|⃗k2 − q⃗|)

× F r
3 (−q⃗,−k⃗2 + q⃗,−k⃗1; ẑ)F

r
2 (q⃗, k⃗2 − q⃗; ẑ) + 5 perms. ,

B
r,(II)
321 = 6P11(k1)P11(k2)F

r
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)F

r
2 (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)F

r
3 (k⃗1, q⃗,−q⃗; ẑ) + 5 perms. ,

Br
411 = 12P11(k1)P11(k2)F

r
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)F

r
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)F

r
4 (q⃗,−q⃗,−k⃗1,−k⃗2; ẑ) + 2 perms. .

(4.11)

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)n in Eq. (4.4), in the above equations. The

kernels F r
n 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 v⃗. While we fully take into account this time dependence, we

do not explicitly write the time argument in the F r
n 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 δr in Eq. (4.3).

The first two terms, containing only δ and πj , have already been renormalized in Sec. 3, and

this is entirely determined by the local stress-tensor counterterms in τ ij . 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.

As can be seen in Eq. (4.3), we ultimately want to renormalize products like πivjvk · · · . In order

to build up to that, let us start with the renormalization of velocity products, up to [vivjvkvl]R,

where [·]R denotes a renormalized quantity. In order to have the correct transformation properties

under the Galilean transformation vi → vi + χi (here and elsewhere χi 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

[vi]R → [vi]R + χi ,

[vivj ]R → [vivj ]R + [vi]Rχ
j + [vj ]Rχ

i + χiχj ,

[vivjvk]R → [vivjvk]R + ([vivj ]Rχ
k + 2 perms.) + ([vi]Rχ

jχk + 2 perms.) + χiχjχk ,

[vivjvkvl]R → [vivjvkvl]R + ([vivjvk]Rχ
l + 3 perms.) + ([vivj ]Rχ

kχl + 5 perms.)

+ ([vi]Rχ
jχkχl + 3 perms.) + χiχjχkχl .

(4.12)

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

fields is

[vi]R = vi +Oi
v ,

[vivj ]R = [vi]R[v
j ]R +Oij

v2
,

[vivjvk]R = ([vivj ]R[v
k]R + 2 perms.)− 2[vi]R[v

j ]R[v
k]R +Oijk

v3
,

[vivjvkvl]R = ([vivjvk]R[v
l]R + 3 perms.)− ([vivj ]R[v

kvl]R + 2 perms) +Oijkl
v4

,

(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

[vi]R[v
j ]R[v

k]R[v
l]R and [vivj ]R[v

k]R[v
l]R, for example. Definitions using different bases can differ

in their scalar parts O. Note that vi is renormalized here because it is the composite operator

πi/ρ [27].

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

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

[δvi]R → [δvi]R + [δ]Rχ
i , (4.14)

[δvivj ]R → [δvivj ]R + [δvi]Rχ
j + [δvj ]Rχ

i + [δ]Rχ
iχj ,

[δvivjvk]R → [δvivjvk]R + ([δvivj ]Rχ
k + 2 perms.) + ([δvi]Rχ

jχk + 2 perms.) + [δ]Rχ
iχjχk ,

[δvivjvkvl]R → [δvivjvkvl]R + ([δvivjvk]Rχ
l + 3 perms.) + ([δvivj ]Rχ

kχl + 5 perms.)

+ ([δvi]Rχ
jχkχl + 3 perms.) + [δ]Rχ

iχjχkχl .

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

[δ]R = δ +Oδ ,

[δvi]R = [δ]R[v
i]R +Oi

vδ ,

[δvivj ]R = [δvi]R[v
j ]R + [δvj ]R[v

i]R − [δ]R[v
i]R[v

j ]R +Oij
v2δ

,

[δvivjvk]R = ([δvivj ]R[v
k]R + 2 perms.)− 2

3
([δvi]R[v

j ]R[v
k]R + 2 perms.) (4.15)

+
1

3
([δ]R[v

ivj ]R[v
k]R + 2 perms.)− 1

3
([δvi]R[v

jvk]R + 2 perms.) +Oijk
v3δ

,

[δvivjvkvl]R = ([δvivjvk]R[v
l]R + 3 perms.)− 1

2
([δvi]R[v

jvkvl]R + 3 perms.)

− ([δvivj ]R[v
k]R[v

l]R + 5 perms.) +
1

2
([δvi]R[v

jvk]R[v
l]R + 11 perms.)

+
1

2
([δ]R[v

ivjvk]R[v
l]R + 3 perms.)− ([δ]R[v

ivj ]R[v
kvl]R + 2 perms.) +Oijkl

v4δ
.

The above expressions were determined by imposing the correct transformation law Eq. (4.14)

and having the correct limit to Eq. (4.13) when δ → 1. The expression for [δvivjvk]R is not

uniquely determined by these constraints, but the difference is immaterial; any other definitions

for [δvivjvk]R differ by Galilean invariant terms, in terms of free EFT coefficients, which vanish

when δ → 1.

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

space distortions. Specifically, we write

[πi1vi2 · · · vin ]R ≡ [ρvi1vi2 · · · vin ]R = ρ̄([vi1vi2 · · · vin ]R + [δvi1vi2 · · · vin ]R) (4.16)

to define the renormalized quantities involving πi. 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

[δ]R = δ +Oδ ,

[πi]R = πi + viOρ +Oi
π ,

[πivj ]R = πivj + vivjOρ + viOj
π + vjOi

π +Oij
πv ,

[πivjvk]R = πivjvk + vivjvkOρ + (vivjOk
π + 2 perms.) + (viOjk

πv + 2 perms.) +Oijk
πv2

,

[πivjvkvl]R = πivjvkvl + vivjvkvlOρ + (vivjvkOl
π + 3 perms.)

+ (vivjOkl
πv + 5 perms.) + (viOjkl

πv2
+ 3 perms.) +Oijkl

πv3
,

(4.17)

One can show that all of the Oπvn tensors above (which are all Galilean scalars) can be written in

terms of δ, Oδ, the Ovn , and the Ovnδ. Explicitly, we have

Oρ = ρ̄Oδ , Oi
π = ρ̄

(
(1 + δ +Oδ)Oi

v +Oi
vδ

)
, (4.18)

Oij
πv = ρ̄

[
(1 + δ +Oδ)Oi

vOj
v +Oi

vO
j
vδ +Oj

vOi
vδ +Oij

v2
+Oij

v2δ

]
, (4.19)
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Oijk
πv2

= ρ̄
[
(1 + δ +Oδ)Oi

vOj
vOk

v +Oijk
v3

+Oijk
v3δ

+Oi
v

(
Ojk

v2
+Ojk

v2δ

)
+Oj

v

(
Oki

v2 +Oki
v2δ

)
+Ok

v

(
Oij

v2
+Oij

v2δ

)
+Oi

vOj
vOk

vδ +Oj
vOk

vOi
vδ +Ok

vOi
vO

j
vδ −

1

3
Oij

v2
Ok

vδ −
1

3
Ojk

v2
Oi

vδ −
1

3
Oki

v2O
j
vδ

]
,

(4.20)

and

Oijkl
πv3

= ρ̄

[
(1 + δ +Oδ)

(
Oi

vOj
vOk

vOl
v −Oij

v2
Okl

v2 −Oik
v2O

jl
v2

−Oil
v2O

jk
v2

)
+Oijkl

v4
+Oijkl

v4δ
− 1

2
Oijk

v3
Ol

vδ −
1

2
Oijl

v3
Ok

vδ −
1

2
Oikl

v3 O
j
vδ −

1

2
Ojkl

v3
Oi

vδ (4.21)

+

(
Oi

v

6

(
Ojkl

v3
+Ojkl

v3δ
− 1

3
Ojk

v2
Ol

vδ −
1

3
Ojl

v2
Ok

vδ −
1

3
Okl

v2O
j
vδ

)
+

Oi
vO

j
v

4

(
Okl

v2 +Okl
v2δ

)
+

1

6
Oi

vOj
vOk

vOl
vδ + 23 perms. of {i, 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 σ1(x⃗) and σ2(x⃗). In the EFT, the

ambiguity in the product σ(x⃗) ≡ σ1(x⃗)σ2(x⃗) comes from the fact that σ̃(x⃗) ≡ σ1(x⃗ + δx⃗)σ2(x⃗)

is just as good of a definition as σ(x⃗) as long as |δx⃗| is below the EFT length cutoff. The two

definitions differ by higher derivatives of the original σ1 and σ2 fields. Thus, the origin of the

non-locally-contributing counterterms in [πi]R 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 [δr]R

which for renormalization up to the one-loop bispectrum we can write as

[δr]R(k⃗, ẑ, a) = δr(k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ
(1)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ

(2)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ(1)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ(2)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ, a) , (4.22)

where the subscript ct denotes the response counterterms, and ϵ denotes the stochastic (and semi-

stochastic) counterterms. Assuming the time dependence needed to cancel UV loop contributions,

we have

δ
(1)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)3δ̃

(1)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ) , δ

(2)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)4δ̃

(2)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ) ,

δ(1)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)2δ̃(1)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ) , and δ(2)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)3δ̃(2)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ) ,
(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),

δ and πi, are automatically renormalized by the stress tensor τ ij . As can be seen in Eq. (4.17),

though, we still need the explicit expression for Oρ and Oi
π in terms of τ ij to use in higher product

renormalizations. Explicitly, we have

Oρ = ρ̄ δτ , (4.24)
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where δτ is the solution sourced by τ ij , Eq. (2.34). Then, given this, we can solve for

Oi
π = πi

τ − viOρ , (4.25)

where πi
τ is the solution sourced by τ ij , Eq. (2.36). The counterterms Oπvn entering the higher

products are free functions of Galilean scalars and introduce new counterterms in addition to those

coming from τ ij . 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 Σ (like δ or τ ij)

satisfies

Σ(2)
∣∣
IR

= ∂iΣ
(1)∂iδ

(1)

∂2
, (4.26)

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

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 πi
τ = Oi

π+viOρ.

Then since Oρ and Oi
π are Galilean scalars, we must have

πi
τ,(2)

∣∣
IR

= ∂jOi
π,(1)

∂jδ
(1)

∂2
+ ρ̄ vi(1)δ

(1)
τ , (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

τ̃ ij∗,(2)
∣∣
IR

= ∂kτ̃
ij
∗,(1)

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
, (4.28)

for both the response and stochastic contributions, respectively ∗ = ct, ϵ. 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 τ ij a Galilean scalar.

Now we move on to the counterterm solutions for δ and πi sourced by τ ij . By inspection, one

can indeed see that

δ̃
(2)
∗
∣∣
IR

= ∂iδ̃
(1)
∗

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2
, and π̃i

∗,(2)
∣∣
IR

= ∂j π̃
i
∗,(1)

∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2
δ̃
(1)
∗ , (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

δ̈
(1)
∗ + 2Hδ̇

(1)
∗ − 3

2
ΩmH

2δ
(1)
∗ =

1

a2ρ̄
∂i∂jτ

ij
∗,(1) . (4.30)

Then, the equation of motion for the leading IR piece of the second-order field is(
δ̈
(2)
∗ + 2Hδ̇

(2)
∗ − 3

2
ΩmH

2δ
(2)
∗

) ∣∣∣
IR

=
1

a2ρ̄
∂i∂jτ

ij
∗,(2)

∣∣
IR
−a−1(v̇i∂iδ

(1)
∗ +2vi∂iδ̇

(1)
∗ +Hvi∂iδ

(1)
∗ ) . (4.31)

This way, one can see the contribution coming from the IR part of τ ij∗,(2), and the part coming from

plugging the linear solution δ
(1)
∗ back into the equation of motion. Indeed, one can show that the

solution to Eq. (4.31) for δ
(2)
∗ 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 [πivj ]R. Since Oρ and Oi
π are

already known from Eq. (4.24) and Eq. (4.25), we only need Oij
πv, which we can expand as

Oij
πv,(0) = (aHf)2ρ̄

D2

k2NL

δijc
πv
DM,0 , (4.32)

Oij
πv,(1) = (aHf)2ρ̄

D3

k2NL

(
cπvDM,1

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπvDM,3δij δ̃

(1)

)
, (4.33)

and

Oij
πv,(2) = (aHf)2ρ̄

D4

k2NL

(
cπvDM,1

∂k∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπvDM,3δij∂kδ̃

(1)∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπvDM,2

∂i∂j δ̃
(2)

∂2

− cπvDM,2

∂k∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπvDM,4δij δ̃

(2) − cπvDM,4δij∂kδ̃
(1)∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

+ cπvDM,5

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
δ̃(1) + cπvDM,6

∂i∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂k∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπvDM,7δij δ̃

(1)δ̃(1)

)
.

(4.34)

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 [πivjvk]R. Since we are only going up

to second order, and because it is not possible to make a Galilean scalar of the form Oijk
πv2

at the

order of fields and derivatives that we need, no new counterterms are needed, although the term

viOjk
πv still contributes. The situation is similar for [πivjvkvl]R. For the same reasons, only the

term vivjOkl
πv contributes, and so again, no new counterterms are needed.
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We can now build the response counterterm kernels F r,ct
1 and F r,ct

2 , which are defined explicitly

in App. A.7. We have found that the parameters c1, c2, c6, and cπvDM,0 are degenerate in these

expressions, so we have set them to zero in the following. For the first-order kernel, we have

F r,ct
1 (k⃗; ẑ) = − k2

18k2NL

(
2c3 + 3f(2c3 + 3fcπvDM,3)(k̂ · ẑ)2 + 9f2cπvDM,1(k̂ · ẑ)4

)
, (4.35)

while for the second-order kernel we have

F r,ct
2 (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ) =

11∑
i=1

αDM
i eF2

i (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ) , (4.36)

with

αDM
i = {c3, c4, c5, c7, cπvDM,1, c

πv
DM,2, c

πv
DM,3, c

πv
DM,4, c

πv
DM,5, c

πv
DM,6, c

πv
DM,7} , (4.37)

where the basis functions eF2
i 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 Br
411 contains a term

Br
411

∣∣
UV

⊃ 2(c5 − c3)

99

f(k21 − k22)
2(k21 + k22)(k1µ1 + k2µ2)

2

k2NLk
2
1k

2
2k

2
3

P11(k1)P11(k2)

+ 2 perms. ,

(4.38)

where we choose to write the bispectrum using the variables (k1, k2, k3, µ1, µ2), the coefficients c3

and c5 are given in Eq. (A.36), and here and elsewhere, µi ≡ ẑ · k̂i. This should be compared

to P11(k1)P11(k2)/(k
2
1k

2
2) + 2 perms. in Eq. (A.34) for dark matter in real space. The fact that

Eq. (4.38) contains an explicit factor of 1/k23 is a new development, novel to redshift space.10 A

term like this can only appear as a counterterm in the bispectrum, through Br,ct
411 (expressions for

the counterterm solutions and which loops they renormalize are given in App. A.7), because of the

appearance of the differential operator ∂i∂j∂k/∂
2 acting on two fields in π̃i

ct,(2) in Eq. (3.4), and

thus proves the necessity of the new non-locally-contributing counterterm. Indeed, the expression

for F r,ct
2 in Eq. (4.36) and the values of c3 and c5 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)P11(k2) upstairs, this term should come from a contraction like

⟨δ(1)(x⃗1)δ(1)(x⃗2)δ(2)r,ct(x⃗3)⟩ , (4.39)

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

δ
(2)
r,ct(x⃗3) ∼ fẑiẑj∂iπ̃

j
ct,(2)(x⃗3) , (4.40)

10The reader may notice that if one were to use µ3 as one of the angle variables in Eq. (4.38), the factor (k1µ1 +

k2µ2)
2 = k2

3µ
2
3 in the numerator would cancel the factor of k2

3 in the denominator. In this case, the novel feature of

the expression would be that there is a factor of µ2
3 upstairs without an accompanying k2

3.
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so let us consider the various contributions to π̃i
ct,(2) from Eq. (3.4). First of all, only ∂j τ̃

ij
ct,(2) and

the term with ∂i∂j∂k/∂
2 have a chance of giving a factor of 1/k23 because they contain a 1/∂2

acting on two fields whose sum of momenta is −k⃗3. However, it cannot come from ∂j τ̃
ij
ct,(2) because

in the only term that had a chance, τ ijct,(2) ∼ c2∂i∂j δ̃
(2)/∂2, the 1/∂2 is canceled after being hit by

∂j . So we must have

δ
(2)
r,ct(x⃗3) ∼ fẑiẑj∂i

∂j∂k∂l
∂2

(
τ̃klct,(2)(x⃗3) +

∂kδ̃
(1)(x⃗3)

∂2
∂mτ̃ lmct,(1)(x⃗3)

)
. (4.41)

Even still, some terms in the expression for τ̃klct,(2) in Eq. (3.9), like ∂k∂lδ̃
(2)/∂2 and those propor-

tional to δkl, will not give what we want when plugged into Eq. (4.41), since again, the 1/∂2 gets

canceled. However, many will. Consider the term proportional to c6 in Eq. (3.9). This gives

δ
(2)
r,ct(x⃗3) ∼ fẑiẑj∂i

∂j∂k∂l
∂2

(
∂k∂mδ̃(1)(x⃗3)

∂2

∂m∂lδ̃
(1)(x⃗3)

∂2

)
, (4.42)

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/k23 in Eq. (4.38), and we have

pinpointed that it is due to the differential operator ∂i∂j∂k/∂
2 appearing in the solution for πi and

being contracted in an isotropy-breaking way (i.e. with ẑ). In terms of the basis eF2
i that we use,

the new non-locally-contributing counterterm enters in eF2
1 and eF2

3 in Eq. (A.50) and originates

from the bias basis function eK2
7 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 ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ct,(2)/∂

2 appears with a fixed coefficient

relative to ∂j τ̃
ij
ct,(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 r
13

and Br
411 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 [πivj ]R. Similar to the case in Sec. 3.2, the only explicit counterterms

that we have to add, for our purposes, are

Oij
πv,(1) = (aHf)2ρ̄

D2

k2NL

ϵij4 ,

Oij
πv,(2) = (aHf)2ρ̄

D3

k2NL

(
∂kϵ

ij
4

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijkl5

∂k∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

)
.

(4.43)

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 k0 suffices because there are two derivatives acting
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on Oij
πv 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. (??) for real space, it is now the case in redshift space that UV matching is not possible if

the numerical coefficients of δ
(2)
ϵ in Eq. (3.6) are modified (i.e. Galilean invariance is broken). As

mentioned in Sec. 3.3, the reason that changing the coefficients in δ
(2)
ϵ in real space did not ruin

UV matching was due to the fact that the IR terms simply did not contribute because of invariance

of B
(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3) under permutations of (k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3).

Additionally, new functional forms appear in the UV limits of B
r,(I)
321 and Br

222 which can only

be captured by the new terms ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ϵ,(2)/∂

2 (for reasons similar to those in the discussion near

Eq. (4.38)) and ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ϵ,(1)/∂

2 − ∂j τ̃
ij
ϵ,(1) (which is zero for the response terms) coming from the

momentum-density renormalization. In particular, the UV limits of B
r,(I)
321 and Br

222 contain terms,

for example, of the form

B
r,(I)
321

∣∣
UV

⊃ β1f
3k1µ1k

2
2µ

2
2(k1µ1 + k2µ2)

2

k21k
2
2k

2
3

(
k1µ1k

2
2(k

2
1 − k22 + k23)

+ k2µ2(k
2
2 − k23)(k

2
1 − k22 − k23)

)
P11(k1) + 2 perms. ,

(4.44)

and

Br
222

∣∣
UV

⊃
β2f

5k21µ
2
1k

2
2µ

2
2(k1µ1 + k2µ2)

2
(
(k1µ1 + k2µ2)

2 + k23(µ
2
1 + µ2

2)
)

k23
, (4.45)

for some cutoff-dependent (but momentum independent) parameters β1 and β2. Again, these

differ from the real-space expressions in Eq. (A.38) and Eq. (A.39) because they are proportional

to an overall 1/k23. For B
r,(I)
321 , the reason is exactly the same as the one given in Sec. 4.4 for Br

411,

specifically the differential operator ∂i∂j∂k/∂
2 in Eq. (3.7) applied to two fields whose momenta add

up to −k⃗3. For B
r
222, the explanation is slightly different, since the counterterm Br,ϵ

222 (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/k23 comes from the fact that

∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ϵ,(1)/∂

2 − ∂j τ̃
ij
ϵ,(1) 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 ẑ.

Because dark-matter renormalization of the stochastic terms starts at O(k4), 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

P r,ϵ
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) = 1

n̄DM

5∑
i=1

cStDM,r,ie
(22)
DM,r,i(k, k̂ · ẑ) ,

B̄
r,(I),ϵ
321 (k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) =

1 + f(k̂1 · ẑ)2

n̄DM
P11(k1)

19∑
i=1

cStDM,r,ie
St
DM,r,i(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) ,

Br,ϵ
222(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) =

1

n̄2
DM

10∑
i=1

c
(222)
DM,r,ie

(222)
DM,r,i(k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) ,

(4.46)

where B̄
r,(I),ϵ
321 is defined analogously to Eq. (5.47) and n̄DM ∼ k3NL is the number density of regions

of linear size k−1
NL with δ ∼ 1. Overall, for P r,ϵ

22 and B
r,(I),ϵ
321 , we find 19 free parameters, all of which

are needed to match the UV limits of the loops, and for Br,ϵ
222, 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, δr,h is given by

δr,h(k⃗, ẑ) = δh(k⃗) +

∫
d3x e−ik⃗·x⃗

(
exp

[
−i

(ẑ · k⃗)
aH

(ẑ · v⃗(x⃗))

]
− 1

)
(1 + δh(x⃗)) , (5.1)

where δh is the tracer overdensity in real space defined by δh(x⃗)−⟨δh(x⃗)⟩ = (ρh(x⃗)− ρ̄h)/ρ̄h, where

ρh(x⃗) is the tracer density, and ρ̄h ≡ ⟨ρh(x⃗)⟩ is the background tracer density. In Sec. 5.2 we give

our explicit bias expansion for δh, which will not satisfy ⟨δh(x⃗)⟩ = 0. This means that in Eq. (5.1)

we should replace δh → δh − ⟨δh⟩, which we choose to do explicitly in the renormalized [δh]R in

Sec. 5.3. Also, there is no velocity bias at leading order in derivatives, i.e. v⃗h = v⃗ where v⃗ is the

dark matter velocity. In configuration space this becomes

δr,h = δh −
ẑiẑj

aHρ̄h
∂iπ

j
h +

ẑiẑj ẑkẑl

2(aH)2ρ̄h
∂i∂j(π

k
hv

l)

−
∏6

a=1 ẑ
ia

3!(aH)3ρ̄h
∂i1∂i2∂i3(π

i4
h vi5vi6) +

∏8
a=1 ẑ

ia

4!(aH)4ρ̄h
∂i1∂i2∂i3∂i4(π

i5
h vi6vi7vi8) + . . . ,

(5.2)

where the tracer momentum density πi
h is defined by

πi
h ≡ ρ̄h(1 + δh)v

i . (5.3)

As always, we expand in perturbations

δr,h(k⃗, ẑ, a) = δ
(1)
r,h(k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ

(2)
r,h(k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ

(3)
r,h(k⃗, ẑ, a) + δ

(4)
r,h(k⃗, ẑ, a) + . . . (5.4)
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and define the redshift space kernels Kr,h
n by

δ
(1)
r,h(k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)Kr,h

1 (k⃗; ẑ)δ̃
(1)

k⃗
,

δ
(n)
r,h (k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)n

∫ k⃗

k⃗1,...,⃗kn

Kr,h
n (k⃗1, . . . , k⃗n; ẑ)δ̃

(1)

k⃗1
· · · δ̃(1)

k⃗n
,

(5.5)

for n ≥ 2. The power spectrum P r,h and bispectrum Br,h are defined by

⟨δr,h(k⃗1, ẑ, a)δr,h(k⃗2, ẑ, a)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2)P
r,h(k1, k̂1 · ẑ, a) , (5.6)

⟨δr,h(k⃗1, ẑ, a)δr,h(k⃗2, ẑ, a)δr,h(k⃗3, ẑ, a)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B
r,h(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ, a) .

We write the total one-loop power spectrum as

P r,h
1-loop tot.(k, k̂ · ẑ, a) = D(a)2P r,h

11 (k, k̂ · ẑ) +D(a)4(P r,h
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) + P r,h

13 (k, k̂ · ẑ)) , (5.7)

where

P r,h
11 (k, k̂ · ẑ) = Kr,h

1 (k⃗; ẑ)Kr,h
1 (−k⃗; ẑ)P11(k) , (5.8)

and

P r,h
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) = 2

∫
q⃗
Kr,h

2 (q⃗, k⃗ − q⃗; ẑ)2P11(q)P11(|⃗k − q⃗|) ,

P r,h
13 (k, k̂ · ẑ) = 6P11(k)K

r,h
1 (k⃗, ẑ)

∫
q⃗
Kr,h

3 (q⃗,−q⃗, k⃗; ẑ)P11(q) .

(5.9)

The total one-loop bispectrum is

Br,h
1-loop tot. = D(a)4Br,h

211 +D(a)6
(
Br,h

222 +B
r,h,(I)
321 +B

r,h,(II)
321 +Br,h

411

)
, (5.10)

where here and below we suppress the argument (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) of the bispectra terms to

remove clutter. The tree-level bispectrum is

Br,h
211 = 2Kr,h

1 (k⃗1; ẑ)K
r,h
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)K

r,h
2 (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ)P11(k1)P11(k2) + 2 perms. , (5.11)

and the one-loop contributions are

Br,h
222 = 8

∫
q⃗
P11(q)P11(|⃗k2 − q⃗|)P11(|⃗k1 + q⃗|)

×Kr,h
2 (−q⃗, k⃗1 + q⃗; ẑ)Kr,h

2 (k⃗1 + q⃗, k⃗2 − q⃗; ẑ)Kr,h
2 (k⃗2 − q⃗, q⃗; ẑ) ,

B
r,h,(I)
321 = 6P11(k1)K

r,h
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)P11(|⃗k2 − q⃗|) (5.12)

×Kr,h
3 (−q⃗,−k⃗2 + q⃗,−k⃗1; ẑ)K

r,h
2 (q⃗, k⃗2 − q⃗; ẑ) + 5 perms. ,

B
r,h,(II)
321 = 6P11(k1)P11(k2)K

r,h
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)K

r,h
2 (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)K

r,h
3 (k⃗2, q⃗,−q⃗; ẑ) + 5 perms. ,

Br,h
411 = 12P11(k1)P11(k2)K

r,h
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)K

r,h
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)

∫
q⃗
P11(q)K

r,h
4 (q⃗,−q⃗,−k⃗1,−k⃗2; ẑ) + 2 perms. .

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 δh 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

x⃗fl. In summary we can schematically write the tracer overdensity as

δh(x⃗, t) =

∫ t

dt′H(t′)fh

(
∂i∂jΦ(x⃗fl, t

′), ∂iv
j(x⃗fl, t

′),
∂i
xfl

kM
, ϵ(x⃗fl, t

′), t′

)∣∣∣∣∣
x⃗fl=x⃗fl(x⃗,t,t′)

, (5.13)

where fh is some complicated function describing tracer clustering, x⃗fl is given by

x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t
′) = x⃗+

∫ t′

t

dt′′

a(t′′)
v⃗(x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t

′′), t′′) , (5.14)

and kM is the scale controlling the clustering of the tracer.11

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

∂i∂jΦ and ∂iv
j . With O representing any scalar of Galilean transformations and rotations, such

as δ, ∂iv
i, ∂i∂jΦ∂i∂jΦ, etc., we have the general expansion

δh(x⃗, t) =
∑
O

∫ t

dt′H(t′)cO(t, t
′)O(x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t

′), t′) , (5.15)

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 x⃗fl around x⃗. Going up to order N (for this work

we are interested in N = 4), and assuming growing mode solutions, an operator Om starting at

m-th order has Taylor expansion [1]

Om(x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t
′), t′)

∣∣∣
N

=

N∑
α=m

(
D(t′)

D(t)

)α
(

N∑
n=α

C(n)
Om,α−(m−1)(x⃗, t)

)
, (5.16)

11This is to distinguish it from kNL, which is the scale controlling dark-matter clustering. However, for simplicity

in this paper, we let kM = kNL. The difference is easily restored if desired.
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where the notation |N means expansion up to and including N -th order in fields, the C(n)
Om,i are

all n-th order in fields, and the index i labels different descendants of Om 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 t′ dependence is isolated in powers of the

growth factor, we can symbolically do the time integrals in Eq. (5.15), allowing us to define

cOm,α−(m−1)(t) ≡
∫ t

dt′H(t′)cOm(t, t
′)

(
D(t′)

D(t)

)α

, (5.17)

and therefore the sum Eq. (5.15) becomes

δh(x⃗, t)
∣∣∣
N

=
∑
Om

N∑
α=m

cOm,α−(m−1)(t)

(
N∑

n=α

C(n)
Om,α−(m−1)(x⃗, t)

)
, (5.18)

up to order N .

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

However this expansion is overcomplete, as the C(n)
O,i 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

δh(x⃗, t) =b1

(
C(1)
δ,1(x⃗, t) + C(2)

δ,1(x⃗, t) + C(3)
δ,1(x⃗, t) + C(4)

δ,1(x⃗, t)
)

+ b2

(
C(2)
δ,2(x⃗, t) + C(3)

δ,2(x⃗, t) + C(4)
δ,2(x⃗, t)

)
+ b3

(
C(3)
δ,3(x⃗, t) + C(4)

δ,3(x⃗, t)
)

+ b4 C
(4)
δ,4(x⃗, t) + b5

(
C(2)
δ2,1

(x⃗, t) + C(3)
δ2,1

(x⃗, t) + C(4)
δ2,1

(x⃗, t)
)

+ b6

(
C(3)
δ2,2

(x⃗, t) + C(4)
δ2,2

(x⃗, t)
)
+ b7C

(4)
δ2,3

(x⃗, t) + b8

(
C(3)
r2,2

(x⃗, t) + C(4)
r2,2

(x⃗, t)
)

+ b9C
(4)
r2,3

(x⃗, t) + b10

(
C(3)
δ3,1

(x⃗, t) + C(4)
δ3,1

(x⃗, t)
)
+ b11C

(4)
r3,2

(x⃗, t)

+ b12C
(4)
δ3,2

(x⃗, t) + b13C
(4)
r2δ,2

(x⃗, t) + b14C
(4)
δ4,1

(x⃗, t) + b15C
(4)
δr3,1

(x⃗, t) ,

(5.19)

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],

except that we use C(3)
r2,2

= C(3)
s2,2

+ 1
3C

(3)
δ2,2

, as it was easier to generalize. The new fourth order

C(4)
O,i are explicitly given in App. C.4, and expressions for C(n)

O,i 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 b1 = b2 = b3 = b4 = 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)δD(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.12

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

contributions

P r,h
11 [b1] , P r,h

13 [b1, b3, b8] , P r,h
22 [b1, b2, b5] , B

r,h,(I)
321 [b1, b2, b3, b5, b6, b8, b10] ,

Br,h
211[b1, b2, b5] , B

r,h,(II)
321 [b1, b2, b3, b5, b8] , Br,h

411[b1, . . . , b11] , Br,h
222[b1, b2, b5] ,

(5.21)

where

P r,h
11 (k, k̂ · ẑ) = (b1 + f(k̂ · ẑ)2)2P11(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

Kr,h
1 [b1] , Kr,h

2 [b1, b2, b5] , Kr,h
3 [b1, b2, b3, b5, b6, b8, b10] , and Kr,h

4 [b1, . . . , b15] . (5.23)

Notice that the diagrams P r,h
13 , B

r,h,(II)
321 , and Br,h

411 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

⟨δh(x⃗)⟩ ≈ ⟨δ(2)h (x⃗)⟩ =
∫
q⃗
Kh

2 (q⃗,−q⃗)P11(q) =
−b1 + b2 + b5

2π2

∫
dq q2P11(q) , (5.24)

which as mentioned below in Sec. 5.3, we will explicitly subtract when renormalizing δh. We also

note that since number and momentum are not conserved for tracers, the loops P r,h
13 , Br,h

411, and

B
r,h,(II)
321 start at k0 (as opposed to k2 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

b1 → b1 +
13b1 + 34b2 − 47b3 + 42b5 − 110b6 − 82b8 − 63b10

42π2

∫
dq q2P11(q) , (5.25)

b2 → b2 −
1

1260π2

(
− 469b1 − 96b2 − 1099b3 + 1664b4 − 1260b6 + 3554b7 − 2520b8

+ 5150b9 + 6489b11 + 1890b12 + 5691b13 + 2205b15
) ∫

dq q2P11(q) ,
(5.26)

12We disagree with some references, including [8, 37], which have claimed that the local-in-time expansion in terms

of ∂i∂jΦ and ∂iv
j is not sufficient as a fourth-order basis. For example, they mention a term that they write as

tr(Π[1]Π[3]) 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,

tr(Π[1]Π[3]) = −21

8
C(4)

r2,3
− 17

6
C(4)

r3,2
+
1925

16
C(4)

δ,4+
441

64
C(4)

r2δ,2
+
51

16
C(4)

r3δ,1
− 15015

128
C(4)

δ2,3
+
1729

16
C(4)

δ3,2
− 12681

128
C(4)

δ4,1
. (5.20)

Because we find the basis of descendants equivalent to the local-in-time basis, this means that tr(Π[1]Π[3]) can be

written in the local-in-time basis (which by definition is also local in space).
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and

b5 → b5 +
1

8820π2

(
− 1001b1 + 3876b2 + 1729b3 − 4604b4 + 5460b5 + 14280b6

− 34214b7 − 7140b8 − 7250b9 + 13230b10 + 17451b11 − 56070b12

− 1911b13 − 26460b14 + 6615b15
) ∫

dq q2P11(q) ,

(5.27)

absorb the k0 UV limits of these loops. After these redefinitions, b12, b14, and b15 are eliminated

from our observables. Additionally, once the k0 pieces are removed from the terms proportional

to b7 and b13 in particular, these two operators become degenerate, and so b13 can also be set to

zero.

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 ρ̄ → ρ̄h and δ → δh)

[δh]R = δh +Oδh ,

[πi
h]R = ρhv

i + viOρh +Oi
πh

, (5.28)

[πi
hv

j ]R = ρhv
ivj + vivjOρh + viOj

πh
+ vjOi

πh
+Oij

πhv
,

[πi
hv

jvk]R = ρhv
ivjvk + vivjvkOρh + (vivjOk

πh
+ 2 perms.) + (viOjk

πhv
+ 2 perms.) +Oijk

πhv2
,

[πi
hv

jvkvl]R = ρhv
ivjvkvl + vivjvkvlOρh + (vivjvkOl

πh
+ 3 perms.)

+ (vivjOkl
πhv

+ 5 perms.) + (viOjkl
πhv2

+ 3 perms.) +Oijkl
πhv3

,

where again, all of the O terms are Galilean scalars, and we specifically have Oρh ≡ ρ̄hOδh , which

is the higher-derivative halo bias or counterterms. Although πi
h may seem to not be a composite

operator, in terms of vi, 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 δh in the renormalized [δh]R, so

that Oδh ⊃ −⟨δh⟩. The non-trivial step now is to understand how non-locally-contributing terms

containing the differential operator ∂i∂j∂k/∂
2 in the renormalization of πi enter the renormalization

for biased tracers. In the dark-matter case, the form is dictated entirely by having a local stress

tensor τ ij 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 Oi
πh

in Eq. (5.28) gives the counterterms that we explicitly

add to the renormalized tracer density [πi
h]R, so we would like to write that in terms of dark-matter

quantities. By the equivalence principle, we know that [7, 8, 11]

[vih − vi]R = Oi
∆v , (5.29)
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where Oi
∆v is a higher-derivative Galilean scalar built of spatially-local products of ∂i∂jΦ and ∂iv

j ,

that vanishes when the wavenumber of [vih−vi]R goes to zero. Now, we recall that the renormalized

velocity is given by [27]

[vi]R =
[πi]R
[ρ]R

+Oi
v,HD , (5.30)

where Oi
v,HD are the standard higher-derivative Galilean scalar counterterms used when defining

the renormalized velocity of dark matter, which arise because vi is a contact operator in terms of

πi and ρ (for the same reason as described in Sec. 4.2). Using an analogous expression to Eq. (5.30)

for [vih]R, and plugging [vi]R and [vih]R into Eq. (5.29) gives

[πi
h]R =

[ρh]R
[ρ]R

[πi]R + [ρh]R
(
Oi

∆v −Oi
vh,HD +Oi

v,HD

)
, (5.31)

which using Eq. (4.17) and Eq. (5.28) to plug in the expressions for [πi]R and [πi
h]R implies

(ρh +Oρh)v
i +Oi

πh
=

[ρh]R
[ρ]R

(
(ρ+Oρ)v

i +Oi
π

)
+ [ρh]R

(
Oi

∆v −Oi
vh,HD +Oi

v,HD

)
. (5.32)

Finally, using ρ+Oρ = [ρ]R and ρh +Oρh = [ρh]R, we have

Oi
πh

= ρ̄h(1 + δh +Oδh)

(
Oi

π

ρ̄(1 + δ +Oδ)
+Oi

∆v −Oi
vh,HD +Oi

v,HD

)
. (5.33)

On the right-hand side of the above expression, Oi
π 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 Oi
∆v, Oi

vh,HD, and Oi
v,HD, are local

functions of the dark-matter fields, so Oi
π is the only term with non-locally-contributing terms

already at field level. Thus, we have

Oi
πh

∣∣
NLC

ρ̄h
=

1 + δh +Oδh

1 + δ +Oδ

Oi
π

∣∣
NLC

ρ̄
, (5.34)

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 [πi
h]R are determined by those in [πi]R (and the ratio of renormalized

densities [δ]R and [δh]R).

We now specialize to the order relevant to this paper. The non-locally-contributing countert-

erms start at second order in fields in Oi
π, so we have

Oi
πh,(2)

∣∣
NLC

ρ̄h
=

Oi
π,(2)

∣∣
NLC

ρ̄
+ . . . , (5.35)

where the . . . above stand for higher order terms (note that we have also left off the constant

contribution ⟨δh⟩ from Oδh since ⟨δh⟩ counts as two powers of δ(1), as can be seen from Eq. (5.24)).

Then, since it is actually the ratios Oi
π/ρ̄ for dark matter and Oi

πh
/ρ̄h 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

∂i∂jΦ and ∂iv
j , 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(k2P11) for P13, O(k2P 2
11) for B

r,h
411 and B

r,h,(II)
321 ,

O(k0) and O(k2) for P r,h
22 , O(k0) and O(k2) for Br,h

222, and O(k0P11) and O(k2P11) for B
r,h,(I)
321 .

The O(k0P11) in P r,h
13 and O(k0P 2

11) in Br,h
411 and B

r,h,(II)
321 are taken care of by shifts in the bias

parameters in Sec. 5.2.

For the response terms, we include the counterterms

k2NLOρh

ρ̄h
= D3ch1∂

2δ̃(1) +D4

(
ch1∂i∂

2δ̃(1)
∂iδ̃

(1)

∂2
+ ch2∂

2δ̃(2) − ch2∂i∂
2δ̃(1)

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2

+ ch3∂
2(δ̃(1)δ̃(1)) + ch4∂

2

(
∂i∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

)
+ ch5∂iδ̃

(1)∂iδ̃
(1)

)
,

(5.36)

k2NLOi
πh

ρ̄haHf
= D3cπ1∂iδ̃

(1) +D4

(
cπ1∂j∂iδ̃

(1)∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπ2∂iδ̃

(2) − cπ2∂j∂iδ̃
(1)∂j δ̃

(1)

∂2
(5.37)

+ cπ3∂i(δ̃
(1)δ̃(1)) + cπ4∂i

(
∂j∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

∂j∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

)
+ cπ5

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

(
∂j∂lδ̃

(1)

∂2

∂l∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

))
,

and

k2NLO
ij
πhv

ρ̄h(aHf)2
= D2δijc

πv
0 +D3

(
cπv1

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπv3 δij δ̃

(1)

)
+D4

(
cπv1 ∂k

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

+ cπv3 δij∂kδ̃
(1)∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2
+ cπv2

∂i∂j δ̃
(2)

∂2
− cπv2 ∂k

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπv4 δij δ̃

(2)

− cπv4 δij∂kδ̃
(1)∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2
+ cπv5 δ̃(1)

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπv6

∂i∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂k∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ cπv7 δij δ̃

(1)δ̃(1)

)
.

(5.38)
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We cannot write down any terms in Oijk
πhv2

or Oijkl
πhv3

that are Galilean scalars and contribute at

the order that we work. 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 viOρh , v
iOj

πh + vjOi
πh
, (viOjk

πhv + 2 perms.), and

(vivjOkl
πhv

+ 5 perms.). Also, notice that the last two terms just mentioned here are only present

because we allow a constant piece in Oij
πhv.

We also point out the presence of the new non-locally-contributing counterterm proportional

to cπ5 , which is included with a free coefficient following the argument in Sec. 5.3 and is indeed

needed to match the UV limit of Br,h
411, for example.13 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 Oi
πh
/ρ̄h for biased tracers and Oi

π/ρ̄ for dark matter. For biased tracers this

comes from cπ5 , and for dark matter this comes from c1, c2, c3, c5, and c6, 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 Oi
π,(2)|NLC/ρ̄ = Oi

πh,(2)
|NLC/ρ̄h implies cπ5 = (2/99)(2c1−c2+c3−c5−c6),

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

k2NLOρh

ρ̄h
= D2ϵ1 +D3

(
∂iϵ1

∂iδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵij3

∂i∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijk4

∂i∂j∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijkl5

∂i∂j∂k∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

)
, (5.39)

k2NLOi
πh

ρ̄haHf
= D2ϵi6 +D3

(
∂jϵ

i
6

∂j δ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijk8

∂j∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijkl9

∂j∂k∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2
+

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

(
ϵjl13

∂l∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2

))
,

(5.40)

and

k2NLO
ij
πhv

ρ̄h(aHf)2
= D2ϵij10 +D3

(
∂kϵ

ij
10

∂kδ̃
(1)

∂2
+ ϵijkl12

∂k∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

)
. (5.41)

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 viOρh , v
iOj

πh+vjOi
πh
, (viOjk

πhv+2 perms.). The correlations of the stochastic

fields ϵij...n 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 ϵjl13 which has the form discussed in Sec. 5.3 and

is indeed needed to match the UV of B
r,h,(I)
321 . 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 cπ5 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

Kr,h,ct
1 (k⃗; ẑ) =

k2

k2NL

(
−ch1 +

(
cπ1 − 1

2
cπv3 f

)
f(k̂ · ẑ)2 − 1

2
cπv1 f2(k̂ · ẑ)4

)
. (5.42)

We expand Kr,h,ct
2 in the following way

Kr,h,ct
2 (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ) =

14∑
i=1

αi e
K2
i (k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ) , (5.43)

with

αi = {ch1 , ch2 , ch3 , ch4 , ch5 , cπ1 , cπ5 , cπv1 , cπv2 , cπv3 , cπv4 , cπv5 , cπv6 , cπv7 } , (5.44)

and the basis elements eK2
i and UV matching are given in App. D.2, where one can see that the new

non-locally-contributing counterterm enters through the term cπ5e
K2
7 in Kr,h,ct

2 . We have found that

the EFT parameters {cπ2 , cπ3 , cπ4 , cπv0 } are degenerate with other EFT parameters included above

for the expressions for Kr,h,ct
1 and Kr,h,ct

2 ; this of course may not be true when including higher

order kernels.

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

P r,h,ϵ
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) = 1

n̄

(
cSt1 + cSt2

k2

k2NL

+ cSt3
k2

k2NL

f(k̂ · ẑ)2
)

, (5.45)

and

B
r,h,(I),ϵ
321 = B̄

r,h,(I),ϵ
321 (k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) + B̄

r,h,(I),ϵ
321 (k⃗3, k⃗1, k⃗2; ẑ) + B̄

r,h,(I),ϵ
321 (k⃗2, k⃗3, k⃗1; ẑ) , (5.46)

where we have defined

B̄
r,h,(I),ϵ
321 (k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) = ⟨δ̃(1)r,h(k⃗1, ẑ)δ̃

(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗2, ẑ)δ̃

(2)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗3, ẑ)⟩

′ + ⟨δ̃(1)r,h(k⃗1, ẑ)δ̃
(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗3, ẑ)δ̃

(2)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗2, ẑ)⟩

′ .

(5.47)

Then, we have

B̄
r,h,(I),ϵ
321 (k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) =

b1 + f(k̂1 · ẑ)2

n̄
P11(k1)

13∑
i=1

cSti eSti (k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3; ẑ) , (5.48)

with eSt3 = 0; the basis elements eSti and UV matching is given in App. D.3. In particular, the new

non-locally-contributing counterterm enters through eSt13.
14 Recall that the renormalization of Br,h

222

14Note 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 (ϵij13 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 coefficients 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

Br,h,ϵ
222 =

1

n̄2

(
c
(222)
1 +

1

k2NL

(
c
(222)
2 (k21 + k22 + k23) + c

(222)
5 ẑiẑj

(
ki1k

j
2 + ki1k

j
3 + ki2k

j
3

)))
, (5.49)

which indeed is the most general function up to O(k2), symmetric in {k⃗1, k⃗2, k⃗3}, that can be made

out of contractions of these vectors, when momentum conservation k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3 = 0 is considered.

For convenience, we quote here the dependencies of the counterterm quantities on biases and

EFT parameters

P r,h,ct
13 [b1, c

h
1 , c

π
1 , c

πv
1 , cπv3 ] , P r,h,ϵ

22 [cSt1 , cSt2 , cSt3 ] ,

B
r,h,(II),ct
321 [b1, b2, b5, c

h
1 , c

π
1 , c

πv
1 , cπv3 ] , B

r,h,(I),ϵ
321 [b1, c

St
1 , cSt2 , {cSti }i=4,...,13] ,

Br,h,ct
411 [b1, {chi }i=1,...,5, c

π
1 , c

π
5 , {cπvj }j=1,...,7] , Br,h,ϵ

222 [c
(222)
1 , c

(222)
2 , c

(222)
5 ] .

(5.50)

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

eK2
7 as a contribution to Kr,h,ct

2 that has a dependence on k⃗3 going like k03µ
2
3, whereas [40] seems

to only have k23µ
4
3 in their Zctr

2 (which we also have from eK2
9 ). For the stochastic terms, for us,

this shows up in B̄
r,h,(I),ϵ
321 through eSt13 as a dependence going like k03µ

2
3, whereas [40] does not

seem to have a term with this dependence in their Bk2Pn̄−1

stoch . Second, it does not seem to us that

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 O(1),i
u2 = Oi

u. However, it seems to us that their Eq. C.4 implies a non-zero Oi
u, but Eq.

C.5 has O(1),i
u2 = 0. Upon comparison to simulations in [40], the model of [40] seems to require a

significant theoretical error at kmax = 0.2hMpc−1 for the BOSS survey, while [1] (which uses the

model presented in this paper) has a negligible theoretical error up to kmax = 0.23hMpc−1. 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 δ can be written as

a2δ′′(k⃗, a) +

(
2 +

aH′

H

)
aδ′(k⃗, a)− 3

2
Ωm(a)δ(k⃗, a) = Sδ(k⃗, a) , (A.1)

where Sδ(k⃗, a) is the non-linear source term. For the n-th order perturbation, we take δ(n)(k⃗, a) =

D(a)nδ̃(n)(k⃗), where D(a) is the linear growth factor, which solves Eq. (2.15). Plugging this

δ(n)(k⃗, a) into Eq. (A.1) and using Eq. (2.15) to replace D′′(a), we obtain

1

2
(n− 1)D(a)n

(
3Ωm(a) + 2n

a2D′(a)2

D(a)2

)
δ̃(n)(k⃗) = S

(n)
δ (k⃗, a) . (A.2)

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

write as S̃
(n)
δ,1 (k⃗) and S̃

(n)
δ,2 (k⃗), giving

S
(n)
δ (k⃗, a) = D(a)n

(
Ωm(a)S̃

(n)
δ,1 (k⃗) +

(
aD′(a)

D(a)

)2

S̃
(n)
δ,2 (k⃗)

)
, (A.3)

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 DnΩm, if we assume the standard EdS condition Eq. (2.20),

after which we obtain

δ̃(n)(k⃗) =
2

(n− 1)(3 + 2n)

(
S
(n)
δ,1 (k⃗) + S

(n)
δ,2 (k⃗)

)
. (A.4)

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

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

universe, where Ωm = 1 and aH′/H = −1/2. In that case, the linear equation of motion is

a2δ′′ +
3

2
aδ′ − 3

2
δ = 0 , (A.5)

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

function G(a, a1) satisfying the boundary conditions G(a1, a1) = 0 and ∂aG(a, a1)|a=a1 = a−2
1

G(a, a1) =
2

5 a1

(
a

a1
− a−3/2

a
−3/2
1

)
θH(a− a1) , (A.6)

where θH is the Heaviside step function. The connection with Eq. (A.4) is that applying the above

to a source term ∝ an, we have∫ a

0
da1G(a, a1) a

n
1 =

2 an

(n− 1)(3 + 2n)
, (A.7)

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

δ̃
(1)
ct (k⃗) = F ct

1 (k⃗)δ̃
(1)

k⃗
, and δ̃

(2)
ct (k⃗) =

∫ k⃗

q⃗1,q⃗2

F ct
2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)δ̃

(1)
q⃗1

δ̃
(1)
q⃗2

, (A.8)

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 δ
(1)
ϵ (k⃗, a) and terms that contain one stochastic field and

one long-wavelength field (semi-stochastic) in δ
(2)
ϵ (k⃗, a).

The response counterterms enter in

P ct
13(k) ≡ 2F ct

1 (k⃗)P11(k) ,

Bct
411(k1, k2, k3) ≡ 2P11(k1)P11(k2)F

ct
2 (−k⃗1,−k⃗2) + 2 perms. ,

B
(II),ct
321 (k1, k2, k3) ≡ 2P11(k1)P11(k2)F

ct
1 (k⃗1)F2(−k⃗1,−k⃗2) + 5 perms. ,

(A.9)

so that the combinations

P13(k) + P ct
13(k) ,

B411(k1, k2, k3) +Bct
411(k1, k2, k3) ,

B
(II)
321 (k1, k2, k3) +B

(II),ct
321 (k1, k2, k3) ,

(A.10)

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

⟨δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗)δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗′)⟩ ≡ (2π)3δD(k⃗ + k⃗′)P ϵ
22(k) ,

⟨δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗1)δ̃
(1)
ϵ (k⃗2)δ̃

(1)
ϵ (k⃗3)⟩ ≡ (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B

ϵ
222(k1, k2, k3) ,

⟨δ̃(1)(k⃗1)δ̃(1)ϵ (k⃗2)δ̃
(2)
ϵ (k⃗3)⟩+ 5 perms. ≡ (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B

(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3) ,

(A.11)

so that the combinations

P22(k) + P ϵ
22(k) ,

B222(k1, k2, k3) +Bϵ
222(k1, k2, k3) ,

B
(I)
321(k1, k2, k3) +B

(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3) ,

(A.12)

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 τ ijct as a sum of first- and second-order terms

τ ijct (a) = Ωm(a)
(
τ̂ ijct,(1)(a) + τ̂ ijct,(2)(a)

)
, (A.13)

where, in order to cancel the UV terms coming from the SPT loop expansion, the time dependence

must be

τ̂ ijct,(1)(a) =
a2H(a)2ρ̄(a)D(a)3

k2NL

τ̃ ijct,(1) , and τ̂ ijct,(2)(a) =
a2H(a)2ρ̄(a)D(a)4

k2NL

τ̃ ijct,(2) , (A.14)
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where τ̃ ijct,(1) and τ̃ ijct,(2) are time independent (the factor of Ωm(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)n and the EdS Green’s functions (which

are simply numerical factors coming from the linear equations and the time dependence D(a)n,

see App. A.1), we have

δ
(1)
ct (a) =

1

9a2H2ρ̄
∂i∂j τ̂

ij
ct,(1)(a) , π

(1)
S,ct(a) =

−f

3aH
∂i∂j τ̂

ij
ct,(1)(a) ,

πi
V,ct,(1)(a) =

−2f

7aH
ϵijk∂j∂lτ̂

kl
ct,(1)(a) , and πi

ct,(1)(a) = − f

3aH

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̂ jkct,(1)(a)

(A.15)

where, as in Sec. 3.1, we assume that ∂i∂j∂kτ̃
jk
ct,(1) = ∂2∂j τ̃

ij
ct,(1). Note that in the above, and in all

instances, we solve for πS and πi
V directly through the equations of motion Eq. (2.11), and then

we form πi using the definition Eq. (2.10).15

The second-order expressions are

δ
(2)
ct (a) =

2

33a2H2ρ̄
∂i∂j τ̂

ij
ct,(2)(a)

+
2

33a2H2ρ̄f
∂i∂j

[
4M2

Pla
−2

(
∂iΦ

(1)(a)∂jΦ
(1)
ct (a)−

1

2
δij

(
∂kΦ

(1)(a)∂kΦ
(1)
ct (a)

))

+
2

ρ̄
πi
(1)(a)π

j
ct,(1)(a)

]
,

π
(2)
S,ct(a) = −4aρ̄Hfδ

(2)
ct (a) ,

πi
V,ct,(2)(a) =

−2

9aHf
ϵijk∂j∂l

[
2M2

Pla
−2
(
∂kΦ

(1)(a)∂lΦ
(1)
ct (a) + ∂kΦ

(1)
ct (a)∂lΦ

(1)(a)
)

+
1

ρ̄

(
πk
(1)(a)π

l
ct,(1)(a) + πk

ct,(1)(a)π
l
(1)(a)

)
+ τklct,(2)(a)

]
,

(A.17)

and some extra terms that we need to plug in to the above are

∂iΦ
(1)(a) =

3

2
Ωma

2H2 ∂i
∂2

δ(1)(a) , πi
(1)(a) = −aHρ̄f

∂i
∂2

δ(1)(a) , ∂iΦ
(1)
ct (a) =

Ωm

6ρ̄

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̂ jkct,(1)(a) .

(A.18)

We then factorize the time dependence by defining π̃
(1)
S,ct, π̃

(2)
S,ct, π̃

i
V,ct,(1), and π̃i

V,ct,(2) in the same

way as π̃i
ct,(1) and π̃i

ct,(2) in Eq. (2.37), which leads to the linear solutions

π̃
(1)
S,ct =

1

3k2NL

∂i∂j τ̃
ij
ct,(1) , and π̃i

V,ct,(1) = 0 , (A.19)

15A useful manipulation to remember is that for any vector V i satisfying V i = ϵijk∂j∂lAkl, we have

ϵijk
∂j

∂2
V k =

∂i∂j∂k

∂2
Ajk − ∂jAij . (A.16)
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along with δ̃
(1)
ct and π̃i

ct,(1) given in Eq. (3.2). The second order expressions are π̃
(2)
S,ct = 4δ̃

(2)
ct and

π̃i
V,ct,(2) =

1

9k2NL

ϵijk∂j∂l

[
∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

∂l∂m∂n
∂2

τ̃mn
ct,(1) +

∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂k∂m∂n
∂2

τ̃mn
ct,(1) + 2τ̃klct,(2)

]
, (A.20)

with δ̃
(2)
ct and π̃i

ct,(2) 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 τ ijϵ as a sum of first- and second-order terms

τ ijϵ (a) = Ωm(a)
(
τ̂ ijϵ,(1)(a) + τ̂ ijϵ,(2)(a)

)
, (A.21)

where, in order to cancel the UV terms coming from the SPT loop expansion the time dependence

must be

τ̂ ijϵ,(1)(a) =
a2H(a)2ρ̄(a)D(a)2

k2NL

τ̃ ijϵ,(1) , and τ̂ ijϵ,(2)(a) =
a2H(a)2ρ̄(a)D(a)3

k2NL

τ̃ ijϵ,(2) , (A.22)

where τ̃ ijϵ,(1) and τ̃ ijϵ,(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)n and the EdS Green’s functions (which

are simply numerical factors coming from the linear equations and the time dependence D(a)n,

see App. A.1), we have

δ(1)ϵ (a) =
2

7a2H2ρ̄
∂i∂j τ̂

ij
ϵ,(1)(a) , π

(1)
S,ϵ(a) =

−4f

7aH
∂i∂j τ̂

ij
ϵ,(1)(a) ,

π
i(1)
V,ϵ (a) =

−2f

5aH
ϵijk∂j∂lτ̂

kl
ϵ,(1)(a) ,

πi
ϵ,(1)(a) = − f

aH

[
4

7

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̂ jkϵ,(1)(a)−
2

5

(
∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̂ jkϵ,(1)(a)− ∂j τ̂
ij
ϵ,(1)(a)

)]
.

(A.23)

The second-order expressions are

δ(2)ϵ (a) =
1

9a2H2ρ̄
∂i∂j τ̂

ij
ϵ,(2)(a)

+
1

9a2H2ρ̄f
∂i∂j

[
4M2

Pla
−2

(
∂iΦ

(1)(a)∂jΦ
(1)
ϵ (a)− 1

2
δij

(
∂kΦ

(1)(a)∂kΦ
(1)
ϵ (a)

))

+
2

ρ̄
πi
(1)(a)π

j
ϵ,(1)(a)

]
,

π
(2)
S,ϵ(a) = −3aρ̄Hfδ(2)ϵ (a) ,

πi
V,ϵ,(2)(a) =

−2

7aHf
ϵijk∂j∂l

[
2M2

Pla
−2
(
∂kΦ

(1)(a)∂lΦ
(1)
ϵ (a) + ∂kΦ

(1)
ϵ (a)∂lΦ

(1)(a)
)

+
1

ρ̄

(
πk
(1)(a)π

l
ϵ,(1)(a) + πk

ϵ,(1)(a)π
l
(1)(a)

)
+ τklϵ,(2)(a)

]
.

(A.24)
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Some extra terms that we need to plug in to the above are given in Eq. (A.18) and

∂iΦ
(1)
ϵ (a) =

3Ωm

7ρ̄

∂i∂j∂k
∂2

τ̂ jkϵ,(1)(a) . (A.25)

We then factorize the time dependence by defining π̃
(1)
S,ϵ, π̃

(2)
S,ϵ, π̃

i
V,ϵ,(1), and π̃i

V,ϵ,(2) in the same

way as π̃i
ϵ,(1) and π̃i

ϵ,(2) in Eq. (2.37), which leads to the linear solutions

π̃
(1)
S,ϵ =

4

7k2NL

∂i∂j τ̃
ij
(1) , and π̃i

V,ϵ,(1) =
2

5k2NL

ϵijk∂j∂lτ̃
kl
ϵ,(1) , (A.26)

along with δ̃
(1)
ϵ and π̃i

ϵ,(1) given in Eq. (3.5). The second order are π̃
(2)
S,ϵ = 3δ̃

(2)
ϵ and

π̃i
V,ϵ,(2) =

2

7k2NL

ϵijk∂j∂l

[
∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

∂l∂m∂n
∂2

τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) +

∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

∂k∂m∂n
∂2

τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) + τ̃klϵ,(2)

]
(A.27)

− 4

35k2NL

ϵijk∂j∂l

[
∂kδ̃

(1)

∂2

(
∂l∂m∂n

∂2
τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) − ∂mτ̃ lmϵ,(1)

)
+

∂lδ̃
(1)

∂2

(
∂k∂m∂n

∂2
τ̃mn
ϵ,(1) − ∂mτ̃kmϵ,(1)

)]
,

with δ̃
(2)
ϵ and π̃i

ϵ,(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].

Let us start with two stochastic fields eij1 (x⃗, a) and eijkl3 (x⃗, a) and write the general non-local in

time expression

τ ijϵ (x⃗, a) =

∫ a da′

a′

(
κ1(a, a

′)eij1 (x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a
′), a′)

+ κ3(a, a
′)eijkl3 (x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a

′), a′)
∂k∂lδ(x⃗fl(x⃗, a, a

′), a′)

∂2

)
,

(A.28)

for some non-local kernels κ1 and κ3. Next, we expand this expression up to second order to get

τ ijϵ (x⃗, a) ≈
∫ a da′

a′

(
κ1(a, a

′)

[
eij1,(1)(x⃗, a

′) +
∂kδ

(1)(x⃗, a)

∂2
∂ke

ij
1,(1)(x⃗, a

′)

(
1− D(a′)

D(a)

)
+ eij1,(2)(x⃗, a

′)

]

+ κ3(a, a
′)eijkl3,(1)(x⃗, a

′)
∂k∂lδ

(1)(x⃗, a′)

∂2

)
. (A.29)

This expression for τ ijϵ (x⃗, a) is a Galilean scalar as long as both eij1 (x⃗, a) and eijkl3 (x⃗, a) are Galilean

scalars, which at the order that we work, means

eij1,(2)(x⃗, a
′) = ∂ke

ij
1,(1)(x⃗, a

′)
∂kδ

(1)(x⃗, a′)

∂2
+ eijkl2,(1)(x⃗, a

′)
∂k∂lδ

(1)(x⃗, a′)

∂2
, (A.30)
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for some new field eijkl2,(1). The first term above is fixed by the assumption that eij1 is a Galilean

scalar, while the second term is the most general second-order term that can be included. We

assume that eij1,(1) 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

τ ijϵ (x⃗, a) ≈
∫ a da′

a′

(
κ1(a, a

′)

[
eij1,(1)(x⃗, a

′) +
∂kδ

(1)(x⃗, a)

∂2
∂ke

ij
1,(1)(x⃗, a

′)

]

+
[
κ1(a, a

′)eijkl2,(1)(x⃗, a
′) + κ3(a, a

′)eijkl3,(1)(x⃗, a
′)
] ∂k∂lδ(1)(x⃗, a′)

∂2

)
,

(A.31)

where there is now crucially only one flow term, with ∂kδ
(1)/∂2 evaluated at the external time a.16

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

ϵij1 (x⃗) =
k2NL

Ωm(a)H(a)2ρ̄(a)D(a)2

∫ a da′

a′
κ1(a, a

′)eij1,(1)(x⃗, a
′) , (A.32)

ϵijkl3 (x⃗) =
k2NL

Ωm(a)H(a)2ρ̄(a)D(a)2

∫ a da′

a′

[
κ1(a, a

′)eijkl2,(1)(x⃗, a
′) + κ3(a, a

′)eijkl3,(1)(x⃗, a
′)
] D(a′)

D(a)
,

where above, to match Eq. (3.10), we have assumed EdS time dependence. So we see how the

final ϵijkl3 is made up of contributions from the originally included eijkl3 and the second order piece

eijkl2,(1), both integrated over past times. Since they are both unknown non-linear stochastic fields,

we combine them into the single field ϵijkl3 . As always, these integrals can be formally done to

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

P13(k) → − 61

630π2
k2P11(k)

∫
dq P11(q) , (A.33)

B411(k1, k2, k3) → − P11(k1)P11(k2)

1358280π2k21k
2
2

[
12409k63 + 20085k43(k

2
1 + k22)

+ k23(−44518k41 + 76684k21k
2
2 − 44518k42)

+ 12024(k21 − k22)
2(k21 + k22)

]∫
dq P11(q) + 2 perms. ,

(A.34)

16As a piece of intuition, one could take the quadratic bias δ2 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 δ2. This matches what we

find here because one can think of a stochastic term as arising from the limit of δ(x⃗)2 where each δ(x⃗) is taken to

be as short wavelength as possible.
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and

B
(II)
321 (k1, k2, k3) → P11(k2)F2(k⃗1, k⃗2)

(
−61k21P11(k1)

630π2

∫
dq P11(q)

)
+ 5 perms. . (A.35)

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

c3 = −
61k2NL

140π2

∫
dqP11(q) , c4 = −

12409k2NL

11760π2

∫
dq P11(q) ,

c5 = −
6997k2NL

6860π2

∫
dq P11(q) , c7 =

63149k2NL

82320π2

∫
dq P11(q) ,

(A.36)

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

P22(k) →
9

196π2
k4
∫

dq
P11(q)

2

q2
, (A.37)

B
(I)
321(k1, k2, k3) →

P11(k1)

35280π2k21

[
1060k61 − 2337k41(k

2
2 + k23)− 217(k22 − k23)

2(k22 + k23)

+ 2k21(747k
4
2 + 512k22k

2
3 + 747k43)

]∫
dq

P11(q)
2

q2
+ 2 cyclic perms. .

(A.38)

and

B222(k1, k2, k3) → − 15

2401π2

[
k61 − k41(k

2
2 + k23) + (k22 − k23)

2(k22 + k23)

− k21

(
k42 −

k22k
2
3

30
+ k43

)]∫
dq

P11(q)
3

q4
.

(A.39)

If we write the final forms of the stochastic counterterms as

P ϵ
22(k) =

cStDM,1

n̄DM

k4

k4NL

, (A.40)

B
(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3) =

P11(k1)

n̄DM k4NL

[
cStDM,1

−7k61 − 14(k22 − k23)
2(k22 + k23) + k21(21k

4
2 − 2k22k

2
3 + 21k43)

72k21

+ cStDM,2(k1 − k2 − k3)(k1 − k2 + k3)(k1 + k2 − k3)(k1 + k2 + k3) + cStDM,3k
2
2k

2
3

+ cStDM,4

−2k21(k
2
2 − k23)

2 + (k41 + (k22 − k23)
2)(k22 + k23)

k21
+ cStDM,5(k

2
1 − k22 − k23)

2

− cStDM,6

(−k21 + k22 + k23)(k
2
1 − k22 + k23)(k

2
1 + k22 − k23)

k21

]
+ 2 cyclic perms. ,

(A.41)
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and

Bϵ
222(k1, k2, k3) =

1

n̄2
DM k6NL

(
c
(222)
DM,1k

2
1k

2
2k

2
3 + c

(222)
DM,2(k

6
1 + k62 + k63 − (k41k

2
2 + k21k

4
2 + 2 perms.))

)
,

(A.42)

then an explicit solution to the UV matching is

cStDM,1 = −
9 n̄DM k4NL

196π2

∫
dq

P11(q)
2

q2
, cStDM,4 =

683 n̄DM k4NL

70560π2

∫
dq

P11(q)
2

q2
,

cStDM,5 = −
389 n̄DM k4NL

17640π2

∫
dq

P11(q)
2

q2
, cStDM,6 = −

293 n̄DM k4NL

23520π2

∫
dq

P11(q)
2

q2
,

(A.43)

and

c
(222)
DM,1 =

n̄2
DMk6NL

4802π2

∫
dq

P11(q)
3

q4
, c

(222)
DM,2 =

15 n̄2
DMk6NL

2401π2

∫
dq

P11(q)
3

q4
, (A.44)

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

δ̃
(1)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ) = F r,ct

1 (k⃗; ẑ)δ̃
(1)

k⃗
, and δ̃

(2)
r,ct(k⃗, ẑ) =

∫ k⃗

q⃗1,q⃗2

F r,ct
2 (q⃗1, q⃗2; ẑ)δ̃

(1)
q⃗1

δ̃
(1)
q⃗2

. (A.45)

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 δ
(1)
r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ, a) and terms that contain one stochastic field and

one long-wavelength field (semi-stochastic) in δ
(2)
r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ, a).

The response counterterms enter in

P r,ct
13 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ≡ 2F r

1 (k⃗; ẑ)F
r,ct
1 (−k⃗; ẑ)P11(k) ,

Br,ct
411 ≡ 2P11(k1)P11(k2)F

r
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)F

r
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)F

r,ct
2 (−k⃗1,−k⃗2; ẑ) + 2 perms. ,

B
r,(II),ct
321 ≡ 2P11(k1)P11(k2)F

r,ct
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)F

r
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)F

r
2 (−k⃗1,−k⃗2; ẑ) + 5 perms. ,

(A.46)

(we have suppressed the argument (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) of the bispectra terms to remove clutter)

so that the combinations

P r
13(k, k̂ · ẑ) + P r,ct

13 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ,
Br

411(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +Br,ct
411(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

B
r,(II)
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +B

r,(II),ct
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

(A.47)

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

⟨δ̃(1)r,ϵ (k⃗, ẑ)δ̃
(1)
r,ϵ (k⃗

′, ẑ)⟩ ≡ (2π)3δD(k⃗ + k⃗′)P r,ϵ
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) , (A.48)

⟨δ̃(1)r,ϵ (k⃗1, ẑ)δ̃
(1)
r,ϵ (k⃗2, ẑ)δ̃

(1)
r,ϵ (k⃗3, ẑ)⟩ ≡ (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B

r,ϵ
222(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

⟨δ̃(1)r (k⃗1, ẑ)δ̃
(1)
r,ϵ (k⃗2, ẑ)δ̃

(2)
r,ϵ (k⃗3, ẑ)⟩+ 5 perms. ≡ (2π)3δD(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3)B

r,(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,
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so that the combinations

P r
22(k, k̂ · ẑ) + P r,ϵ

22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ,
Br

222(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +Br,ϵ
222(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

B
r,(I)
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +B

r,(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

(A.49)

are renormalized.

The basis elements eF2
i used to define F r,ct

2 in Eq. (4.36) are related to the functions that we

use for biased tracers in App. D.2 by

eF2
1 =

1

9
eK2
1 +

8

99
eK2
2 − 19

693
eK2
3 − 16

693
eK2
4 − 1

33
eK2
5 +

2

99
eK2
7 +

2

3f
eK2
10 +

7

99f
eK2
11 − 2

3
eK2
12 +

8

99f
eK2
14 ,

eF2
2 =

10

231
eK2
3 +

4

231
eK2
4 +

16

33f
eK2
11 ,

eF2
3 =

1

33
eK2
2 +

2

231
eK2
3 − 2

231
eK2
4 +

1

33
eK2
5 +

2

9
eK2
6 − 2

99
eK2
7 +

4

9f
eK2
10 − 7

99f
eK2
11 − 4

9
eK2
12 +

29

99f
eK2
14 ,

eF2
4 =

2

33
eK2
3 +

16

33f
eK2
14 ,

eF2
n = eK2

n+3 for n = 5, . . . , 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 eK2
7 , and so enters the expression for eF2

1 and eF2
3 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 c3, c4, c5, and c7

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

cπvDM,1 = −
(46 + 35f)k2NL

210π2

∫
dqP11(q) , cπvDM,2 = −

(11 + 15f)k2NL

150π2

∫
dq P11(q) ,

cπvDM,3 = −
83k2NL

210π2

∫
dq P11(q) , cπvDM,4 = −

172k2NL

735π2

∫
dq P11(q) ,

cπvDM,5 = −
2683k2NL

5145π2

∫
dq P11(q) , cπvDM,6 = −

(4626 + 1715f)k2NL

25725π2

∫
dq P11(q) ,

cπvDM,7 = −
269k2NL

686π2

∫
dq P11(q) .

(A.51)

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(k1, k2, k3, µ1, µ2) =

∫
q⃗
K(k1, k2, k3, µ1, µ2, q, k̂1 · q̂, k̂2 · q̂, q̂ · ẑ) , (B.1)
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where we have used momentum conservation k⃗3 = −k⃗1 − k⃗2, and as always µi ≡ k̂i · ẑ. One choice

of coordinate system is

k⃗1 = k1 (0, 0, 1) ,

k⃗2 = k2

(
0,
√

1− y2, y
)

,

q⃗ = q
(
cos(β)

√
1− x2, sin(β)

√
1− x2, x

)
,

ẑ =

(
cos(ϕ)

√
1− µ2

1, sin(ϕ)
√

1− µ2
1, µ1

)
,

(B.2)

where y ≡ (k23 − k21 − k22)/(2k1k2), x ∈ [−1, 1], µ1 ∈ [−1, 1], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π), and β ∈ [0, 2π). In this

coordinate system the measure is simply∫
q⃗
=

∫
dq q2

(2π)3

∫ 1

−1
dx

∫ 2π

0
dβ . (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

B(k1, k2, k3, µ1, µ2) =
∑
a

fa(k1, k2, k3, µ1, µ2)

∫
q⃗
Ka(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|; q̂ · ẑ) , (B.4)

where the functions fa do not depend on the loop momentum q⃗ and the kernels Ka depend on the

scalar combinations q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗| because of momentum conservation, and on the projection

along ẑ of the integrated momentum, q̂ · ẑ. For reasons that we will comment on later, we choose

to parameterize k̂1 · q̂ and k̂2 · q̂ by |⃗k1+ q⃗| and |⃗k2− q⃗| respectively. The specific form in Eq. (B.4)

is possible because the dependence on µ1 and µ2 is polynomial, and we choose to include any ki

dependence that does not come through |⃗k1+ q⃗| or |⃗k2− q⃗| in the functions fa to reduce the number

of terms in the sum. Note that both fa and Ka can depend on the linear power spectrum P11. If

there were no dependence on q̂ · ẑ, the integrals over Ka could be done using analytic techniques,

see for example [41, 42]. Luckily, the dependence on q̂ · ẑ is very simple: the Ka are polynomials

in q̂ · ẑ (which simply comes from the redshift space expression Eq. (5.2)), of order up to six for

B222, up to four for BI
321, and up to two for BII

321 and B411. Thus, each Ka can be written as

Ka(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|; q̂ · ẑ) =
∑
n

Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|)(q̂ · ẑ)n , (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

q⃗ as a sum over integrals of functions of (q, |⃗k1+ q⃗|, |⃗k2− q⃗|), which is a form conducive to analytic

integration. To do that, we first define

Ii1...ina,(n) (k⃗1, k⃗2) =

∫
q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|) q̂i1 · · · q̂in , (B.6)
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and from Eq. (B.5), we are interested in computing ẑi1 . . . ẑinIi1...ina,(n) (k⃗1, k⃗2). Now, because of

rotation invariance, the function Ii1...ina,(n) (k⃗1, k⃗2) can be generally written as

Ii1...ina,(n) (k⃗1, k⃗2) =

Nn∑
α=1

ca,(n),α(k1, k2, k̂1 · k̂2)T i1...in
a,(n),α(k̂1, k̂2, δij) , (B.7)

where the functions ca,(n),α depend on scalar products of k⃗1 and k⃗2, and the functions T i1...in
a,(n),α are

all of the Nn symmetric tensors with indices i1 . . . in made up of products of k̂1, k̂2, and δij . To see

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

ẑi1 . . . ẑinIi1...ina,(n) (k⃗1, k⃗2) =
∑
α

ca,(n),α(k1, k2, k̂1 · k̂2)ta,(n),α(µ1, µ2) , (B.8)

where we have defined ta,(n),α(µ1, µ2) ≡ ẑi1 . . . ẑinT i1...in
a,(n),α(k̂1, k̂2, δij). This is now exactly the form

that we wanted: all of the loop integrals are contained in the ca,(n),α functions, which is over

functions of (q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|), and all of the ẑ dependence has been transferred to the external

momenta in the ta,(n),α functions.

Let us now determine the ca,(n),α functions explicitly. To do that, we contract Eq. (B.7) with

the Nn symmetric tensors T i1...in
a,(n),β, giving∫

q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|)T i1...in

a,(n),β(k̂1, k̂2, δij)q̂
i1 · · · q̂in

=

Nn∑
α=1

ca,(n),α(k1, k2, k̂1 · k̂2)T i1...in
a,(n),α(k̂1, k̂2, δij)T

i1...in
a,(n),β(k̂1, k̂2, δij) ,

(B.9)

which is a system of Nn equations that can be used to solve for the Nn functions ca,(n),α; on the

left-hand side, using

q̂ · k̂1 =
1

2qk1

(
|⃗k1 + q⃗|2 − k21 − q2

)
, and q̂ · k̂2 =

1

2qk2

(
k22 + q2 − |⃗k2 − q⃗|2

)
, (B.10)

we have our desired form of loop integrals over q⃗ of functions of (q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|), while on the

right-hand side, we have the ca,(n),α functions multiplied by scalar products between k̂1 and k̂2. In

particular, defining the matrix

Mαβ
a,(n)(k̂1 · k̂2) ≡ T i1...in

a,(n),α(k̂1, k̂2, δij)T
i1...in
a,(n),β(k̂1, k̂2, δij) , (B.11)

we have

ca,(n),α(k1, k2, k̂1 · k̂2) =
Nn∑
β=1

[M−1
a,(n)]

αβ(k̂1 · k̂2)
∫
q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|)T i1...in

a,(n),β(k̂1, k̂2, δij)q̂
i1 · · · q̂in .

(B.12)

Thus, this solution for the ca,(n),α 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 ẑi1 · · · ẑin , which, using
Eq. (B.6) and Eq. (B.7), is given by∫

q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|) (q̂ · ẑ)n =

∑
α

ca,(n),α(k1, k2, k̂1 · k̂2)ta,(n),α(µ1, µ2) . (B.13)

Now, given the solution Eq. (B.12) for the ca,(n),α functions, we can rewrite this as∫
q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|) (q̂ · ẑ)n = (B.14)

∫
q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|)

Nn∑
α=1

Nn∑
β=1

[M−1
a,(n)]

αβ(k̂1 · k̂2)T i1...in
a,(n),β(k̂1, k̂2, δij)q̂

i1 · · · q̂inta,(n),α(µ1, µ2) ,

which implies that, under the integrals that we are interested in, we can simply replace

(q̂ · ẑ)n →
Nn∑
α=1

Nn∑
β=1

[M−1
a,(n)]

αβ(k̂1 · k̂2)T i1...in
a,(n),β(k̂1, k̂2, δij)q̂

i1 · · · q̂inta,(n),α(µ1, µ2) , (B.15)

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 (q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|) 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 Mαβ
a,(n) for values of n greater than four (which

is relevant in particular for the B222 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 ∫
q⃗
Ta,(n)(q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|) (q̂ · ẑ)n , (B.16)

so we would like to find a replacement for (q̂ · ẑ)n in terms of q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, and |⃗k2 − q⃗|. For this, we
can simply use the coordinate system Eq. (B.2). Without loss of generality we can take the first

component of ẑ to be positive, and use µ2 = k̂2 · ẑ to get

ẑ =

√−µ2
1 − µ2

2 − y2 + 2µ1µ2y + 1

1− y2
,
µ2 − µ1y√

1− y2
, µ1

 . (B.17)

To see why the sign of the first component of ẑ does not matter, consider Eq. (B.16) and send

ẑ1 → −ẑ1, where the subscript 1 denotes the first component. This can be compensated by sending

q̂1 → −q̂1, and since none of q, |⃗k1+ q⃗|, or |⃗k2− q⃗| depend on q̂1 for the parameterization Eq. (B.2),
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the integral is invariant. Dotting this with q̂ from Eq. (B.2), we get

q̂ · ẑ = cos(β)
√

1− x2

√
−µ2

1 − µ2
2 − y2 + 2µ1µ2y + 1

1− y2
+

sin(β)
√
1− x2 (µ2 − µ1y)√

1− y2
+ µ1x . (B.18)

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, |⃗k1 + q⃗| does not depend on β, and |⃗k2 − q⃗| only depends

on sin(β). Thus, in terms of β dependence, the integral in Eq. (B.16) is equal to a sum over terms

of the form ∫ 2π

0
dβf(sin(β)) cos(β)m (B.19)

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

in that case cos(β)m is an odd function around β = π/2 and sin(β) is an even function around

β = π/2, and both are periodic with periods 2π. Thus, we see that when we expand out (q̂ · ẑ)n,
we can immediately set to zero any terms with an odd power of cos(β), and any time that we

encounter an even power of cos(β) we can replace it with cos(β)2 = 1− sin(β)2, so our result only

depends on sin(β).

It now remains to express x and sin(β) in terms of the desired (q, |⃗k1 + q⃗|, |⃗k2 − q⃗|). This is

straightforward using Eq. (B.2), and we find

x =
−k21 + |⃗k1 + q⃗|2 − q2

2k1q
, (B.20)

and

sin(β) =
−2k2 q x y + k22 − |⃗k2 − q⃗|2 + q2

2k2q
√
1− x2

√
1− y2

. (B.21)

Taking into account that only even powers of cos(β) contribute, and defining

ν ≡
√

1− x2 sin(β) , (B.22)

this means that we can replace (q̂ · ẑ)n in Eq. (B.16) with (using the multinomial theorem)

(q̂ · ẑ)n →
∑

i+j+2k=n

n! (µ1x)
i

i!j!(2k)!
[ν (µ2 − µ1y)]

j (1− y2
)− 1

2
(j+2k)

×
[(
1− x2 − ν2

) (
−µ2

1 − µ2
2 − y2 + 2µ1µ2y + 1

)]k (B.23)

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(β) only through ν, the possible non-analytic

dependence
√
1− x2 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 x⃗fl around x⃗, and define the explicit C(n)
O,i 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 b1 = b2 = b3 = b4 = 1 and b5, . . . , 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

rij =
2

3ΩmH2
∂i∂jΦ , and pij = − 1

faH
∂iv

j , (C.1)

so that δijrij = δ and δijpij = θ, with θ ≡ −∂iv
i/(faH).17 For notational convenience, we further

define

r2 = rijrij , rp = rijpij , p2 = pijpij , r3 = rijrjlrli ,

r2p = rijrjlpli , rp2 = rijpjlpil , p3 = pijpjlpil , r4 = rijrjlrlkrki .
(C.2)

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 rij and pij up to fourth order, and obtain

δh(x⃗, t) =

∫ t

dt′H(t′)
[
cδ(t, t

′)δ(x⃗fl, t
′) + cθ(t, t

′)θ(x⃗fl, t
′)

+ cδ2(t, t
′)δ2(x⃗fl, t

′) + cδθ(t, t
′)δθ(x⃗fl, t

′) + cθ2(t, t
′)θ2(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ cr2(t, t
′)r2(x⃗fl, t

′) + crp(t, t
′)rp(x⃗fl, t

′) + cp2(t, t
′)p2(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ cδ3(t, t
′)δ3(x⃗fl, t

′) + cδ2θ(t, t
′)δ2θ(x⃗fl, t

′) + cδθ2(t, t
′)δθ2(x⃗fl, t

′) + cθ3(t, t
′)θ3(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ cr3(t, t
′)r3(x⃗fl, t

′) + cr2p(t, t
′)r2p(x⃗fl, t

′) + crp2(t, t
′)rp2(x⃗fl, t

′) + cp3(t, t
′)p3(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ cr2δ(t, t
′)r2δ(x⃗fl, t

′) + crpδ(t, t
′)rpδ(x⃗fl, t

′) + cp2δ(t, t
′)p2δ(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ cr2θ(t, t
′)r2θ(x⃗fl, t

′) + crpθ(t, t
′)rpθ(x⃗fl, t

′) + cp2θ(t, t
′)p2θ(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ cδ4(t, t
′)δ4(x⃗fl, t

′) + cδr3(t, t
′)δr3(x⃗fl, t

′) + cδ2r2(t, t
′)δ2r2(x⃗fl, t

′)

+ c(r2)2(t, t
′)
(
r2
)2

(x⃗fl, t
′) + cr4(t, t

′)r4(x⃗fl, t
′)
]∣∣

x⃗fl=x⃗fl(x⃗,t,t′)
.

(C.3)

17Notice that pij 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 θ(1) = δ(1).

C.2 Expansion in fluid element

The operators in Eq. (C.3) are all evaluated at x⃗fl, where x⃗fl is given implicitly in Eq. (5.14). In

this section, we Taylor expand all the fields evaluated at x⃗fl around x⃗. Going up to products of

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

O(x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t
′), t′) ≈ O(x⃗, t′) + ∂iO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

vi(x⃗, t1) (C.4)

+
1

2
∂i∂jO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

vi(x⃗, t1)

∫ t′

t

dt2
a(t2)

vj(x⃗, t2)

+∂iO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

∂jv
i(x⃗, t1)

∫ t1

t

dt2
a(t2)

vj(x⃗, t2)

+
1

6
∂i∂j∂kO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

vi(x⃗, t1)

∫ t′

t

dt2
a(t2)

vj(x⃗, t2)

∫ t′

t

dt3
a(t3)

vk(x⃗, t3)

+
1

2
∂iO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

∂j∂kv
i(x⃗, t1)

∫ t1

t

dt2
a(t2)

vj(x⃗, t2)

∫ t1

t

dt3
a(t3)

vk(x⃗, t3)

+∂iO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

∂jv
i(x⃗, t1)

∫ t1

t

dt2
a(t2)

∂kv
j(x⃗, t2)

∫ t2

t

dt3
a(t3)

vk(x⃗, t3)

+∂i∂jO(x⃗, t′)

∫ t′

t

dt1
a(t1)

vi(x⃗, t1)

∫ t′

t

dt2
a(t2)

∂kv
j(x⃗, t2)

∫ t2

t

dt3
a(t3)

vk(x⃗, t3) .

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

vi(n)(x⃗, t
′) = −a(t′)Ḋ(t′)

D(t′)

D(t′)n

D(t)n
∂i
∂2

θ(n)(x⃗, t) . (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∫ t′

t
dt1

Ḋ(t1)D(t1)
n−1

D(t)n
=

1

n

[
D(t′)n

D(t)n
− 1

]
. (C.6)
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This then gives the expression for a Taylor expanded operator at fourth order in perturbations

O(4)(x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t
′), t′) = O(4)D(t′)4

D(t)4
+ ∂iO(1)∂iθ

(3)

∂2

[
1

3

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

3

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(2)∂iθ

(2)

∂2

[
1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
− 1

2

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(3)∂iθ

(1)

∂2

[
D(t′)3

D(t)3
− D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂i∂jO(1)∂iθ

(1)

∂2

∂jθ
(2)

∂2

[
1

2

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
− 1

2

D(t′)3

D(t)3
+

1

2

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂i∂jO(2)∂iθ

(1)

∂2

∂jθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
− D(t′)3

D(t)3
+

1

2

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(1)∂j∂iθ

(1)

∂2

∂jθ
(2)

∂2

[
1

3

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
+

1

6

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(1)∂i∂jθ

(2)

∂2

∂jθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

6

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

2

D(t′)3

D(t)3
+

1

3

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(2)∂i∂jθ

(1)

∂2

∂jθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
− D(t′)3

D(t)3
+

1

2

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂i∂j∂kO(1)∂iθ

(1)

∂2

∂jθ
(1)

∂2

∂kθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

6

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
+

1

2

D(t′)3

D(t)3
− 1

6

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(1)∂i∂j∂kθ

(1)

∂2

∂jθ
(1)

∂2

∂kθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

6

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
+

1

2

D(t′)3

D(t)3
− 1

6

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
+ ∂iO(1)∂i∂jθ

(1)

∂2

∂j∂kθ
(1)

∂2

∂kθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

6

D(t′)

D(t)
− 1

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
+

1

2

D(t′)3

D(t)3
− 1

6

D(t′)4

D(t)4
]

]
+ ∂i∂jO(1)∂iθ

(1)

∂2

∂j∂kθ
(1)

∂2

∂kθ
(1)

∂2

[
1

2

D(t′)

D(t)
− 3

2

D(t′)2

D(t)2
+

3

2

D(t′)3

D(t)3
− 1

2

D(t′)4

D(t)4

]
,

(C.7)

where all fields O(n) and θ(n) are evaluated at (x⃗, t), and we refer the reader to [9, 10] for expressions

up to third order.

From the above expansion, we can now define the CO,i operators that appear in Eq. (5.16)

and later in Eq. (5.19). Note that for an operator Om that starts at order m, such as a product

operator of m fields, O(n)
m = 0 for n < m. Finally, for an operator Om 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

O(n)
m (x⃗fl(x⃗, t, t

′), t′) =

n−m+1∑
α=1

(
D(t′)

D(t)

)α+m−1

C(n)
Om,α(x⃗, t) , (C.8)

which allows us to read off the CO,i 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,

δ
(4)
h (x⃗, t) = cδ,1C

(4)
δ,1 + cδ,2C

(4)
δ,2 + cδ,3C

(4)
δ,3 + cδ,4C

(4)
δ,4 + cθ,1C

(4)
θ,1 + cθ,2C

(4)
θ,2 + cθ,3C

(4)
θ,3

+ cθ,4C
(4)
θ,4 + cδ2,1C

(4)
δ2,1

+ cδ2,2C
(4)
δ2,2

+ cδ2,3C
(4)
δ2,3

+ cδθ,1C
(4)
δθ,1 + cδθ,2C

(4)
δθ,2

+ cδθ,3C
(4)
δθ,3 + cθ2,1C

(4)
θ2,1

+ cθ2,2C
(4)
θ2,2

+ cθ2,3C
(4)
θ2,3

+ cr2,1C
(4)
r2,1

+ cr2,2C
(4)
r2,2

+ cr2,3C
(4)
r2,3

+ crp,1C
(4)
rp,1 + crp,2C

(4)
rp,2 + crp,3C

(4)
rp,3 + cp2,1C

(4)
p2,1

+ cp2,2C
(4)
p2,2

+ cp2,3C
(4)
p2,3

+ cδ3,1C
(4)
δ3,1

+ cδ3,2C
(4)
δ3,2

+ cθ3,1C
(4)
θ3,1

+ cθ3,2C
(4)
θ3,2

+ cδ2θ,1C
(4)
δ2θ,1

+ cδ2θ,2C
(4)
δ2θ,2

+ cδθ2,1C
(4)
δθ2,1

+ cδθ2,2C
(4)
δθ2,2

+ cr3,1C
(4)
r3,1

+ cr3,2C
(4)
r3,2

+ cp3,1C
(4)
p3,1

+ cp3,2C
(4)
p3,2

+ cr2p,1C
(4)
r2p,1

+ cr2p,2C
(4)
r2p,2

+ crp2,1C
(4)
rp2,1

+ crp2,2C
(4)
rp2,2

+ cr2δ,1C
(4)
r2δ,1

+ cr2δ,2C
(4)
r2δ,2

+ crpδ,1C
(4)
rpδ,1 + crpδ,2C

(4)
rpδ,2 + cp2δ,1C

(4)
p2δ,1

+ cp2δ,2C
(4)
p2δ,2

+ cr2θ,1C
(4)
r2θ,1

+ cr2θ,2C
(4)
r2θ,2

+ crpθ,1C
(4)
rpθ,1 + crpθ,2C

(4)
rpθ,2 + cp2θ,1C

(4)
p2θ,1

+ cp2θ,2C
(4)
p2θ,2

+ cδ4,1C
(4)
δ4,1

+ cδr3,1C
(4)
δr3,1

+ cδ2r2,1C
(4)
δ2r2,1

+ c(r2)2,1C
(4)

(r2)2,1
+ cr4,1C

(4)
r4,1

,

(C.9)

where all of the cO,i functions are evaluated at t, and all of the C(4)
O,i functions are evaluated at

(x⃗, t). As mentioned in the main text, the expansion above is not yet irreducible, for instance

C(4)
r2,1

= 7
2C

(4)
δ,2 − 5

2C
(4)
δ2,1

. 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

{C(4)
δ,1 ,C

(4)
δ,2 ,C

(4)
δ,3 ,C

(4)
δ,4 ,C

(4)
δ2,1

,C(4)
δ2,2

,C(4)
δ2,3

,C(4)
r2,2

,C(4)
r2,3

,C(4)
δ3,1

,C(4)
δ3,2

,C(4)
r3,2

,C(4)
r2δ,2

,C(4)
δ4,1

,C(4)
δr3,1

} . (C.10)

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

these by the following relationships

C(4)
r2,1

= 7
2C

(4)
δ,2 − 5

2C
(4)
δ2,1

, C(4)
r3,1

= 45
4 C

(4)
δ,3 − 105

16 C
(4)
δ2,2

− 3
4C

(4)
r2,2

+ 35
8 C

(4)
δ3,1

, (C.11)

C(4)
r2δ,1

= 7
4C

(4)
δ2,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
r2δ2

= 7
6C

(4)
δ3,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ4,1

,

C(4)

(r2)2,1
= 735

32 C
(4)
δ2,3

− 105
4 C(4)

δ3,2
− 49

16C
(4)
r2δ,2

+ 2315
96 C(4)

δ4,1
− 49

12C
(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
r4,1

= 735
64 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 343
24 C

(4)
δ3,2

− 49
32C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 2827
192 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 17
24C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
θ,1 = C(4)

δ,1 , C(4)
θ,2 = 2C(4)

δ,2 − C(4)
δ2,1

, C(4)
θ,3 = 3C(4)

δ,3 − 3
2C

(4)
δ2,2

+ C(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
θ,4 = 4C(4)

δ,4 − 2C(4)
δ2,3

+ 4
3C

(4)
δ3,2

− C(4)
δ4,1

, C(4)
δθ,1 = C(4)

δ2,1
,

C(4)
δθ,2 =

3
2C

(4)
δ2,2

− C(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
δθ,3 = 2C(4)

δ2,3
− 4

3C
(4)
δ3,2

+ C(4)
δ4,1

, C(4)
θ2,1

= C(4)
δ2,1

,

C(4)
θ2,2

= 2C(4)
δ2,2

− 2C(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
θ2,3

= 39
8 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 5C(4)
δ3,2

− 1
4C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 107
24 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 1
3C

(4)
δr3,1

,
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C(4)
rp,1 =

7
2C

(4)
δ,2 − 5

2C
(4)
δ2,1

, C(4)
rp,2 =

9
2C

(4)
δ,3 − 21

8 C
(4)
δ2,2

+ 1
2C

(4)
r2,2

+ 7
4C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
rp,3 =

55
2 C

(4)
δ,4 − 387

16 C
(4)
δ2,3

+ 643
30 C

(4)
δ3,2

− 2
5C

(4)
r3,2

+ 49
40C

(4)
r2δ,2

− 4627
240 C

(4)
δ4,1

+ 17
30C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
p2,1

= 7
2C

(4)
δ,2 − 5

2C
(4)
δ2,1

, C(4)
p2θ,1

= 7
4C

(4)
δ2,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
p2,2

= 9C(4)
δ,3 − 21

4 C
(4)
δ2,2

+ 7
2C

(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
p2,3

= 33
2 C

(4)
δ,4 − 9C(4)

δ2,3
+ 6C(4)

δ3,2
− 9

2C
(4)
δ4,1

,

C(4)
δ2θ,1

= C(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
δ2θ,2

= 4
3C

(4)
δ3,2

− C(4)
δ4,1

, C(4)
δθ2,1

= C(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
δθ2,2

= 5
3C

(4)
δ3,2

− 2C(4)
δ4,1

, C(4)
θ3,1

= C(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
θ3,2

= 2C(4)
δ3,2

− 3C(4)
δ4,1

,

C(4)
pr2,1

= 45
4 C

(4)
δ,3 − 105

16 C
(4)
δ2,2

− 3
4C

(4)
r2,2

+ 35
8 C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
pr2,2

= 147
32 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 343
60 C

(4)
δ3,2

+ 13
15C

(4)
r3,2

− 49
80C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 2827
480 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 17
60C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
rp2,1

= 45
4 C

(4)
δ,3 − 105

16 C
(4)
δ2,2

− 3
4C

(4)
r2,2

+ 35
8 C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
rp2,2

= 147
16 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 343
30 C

(4)
δ3,2

+ 11
15C

(4)
r3,2

− 49
40C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 2827
240 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 17
30C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
p3,1

= 45
4 C

(4)
δ,3 − 105

16 C
(4)
δ2,2

− 3
4C

(4)
r2,2

+ 35
8 C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
p3,2

= 441
32 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 343
20 C

(4)
δ3,2

+ 3
5C

(4)
r3,2

− 147
80 C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 2827
160 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 17
20C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
p2δ,1

= 7
4C

(4)
δ2,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
rpδ,1 =

7
4C

(4)
δ2,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
r2θ,1

= 7
4C

(4)
δ2,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ3,1

, C(4)
rpθ,1 =

7
4C

(4)
δ2,2

− 5
2C

(4)
δ3,1

,

C(4)
rpδ,2 =

21
16C

(4)
δ2,3

− 4
3C

(4)
δ3,2

+ 5
8C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 49
48C

(4)
δ4,1

+ 1
6C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
p2δ,2

= 21
8 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 8
3C

(4)
δ3,2

+ 1
4C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 49
24C

(4)
δ4,1

+ 1
3C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
r2θ,2

= 105
16 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 47
6 C

(4)
δ3,2

+ 1
8C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 365
48 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 7
6C

(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
rpθ,2 =

63
8 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 55
6 C

(4)
δ3,2

− 1
4C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 69
8 C

(4)
δ4,1

− C(4)
δr3,1

,

C(4)
p2θ,2

= 147
16 C

(4)
δ2,3

− 21
2 C

(4)
δ3,2

− 5
8C

(4)
r2δ,2

+ 463
48 C

(4)
δ4,1

− 5
6C

(4)
δr3,1

.

The local-in-time limit is obtained by setting cOm(t, t
′) = cOm(t)δD(t− t′)/H(t) in Eq. (5.17).

Using that, along with Eq. (5.16) with t = t′, in Eq. (5.18), we have the local-in-time expansion

δ
(n)
h, loc(x⃗, t) =

∑
Om

cOm(t)O(n)
m (x⃗, t) , (C.12)

where O(n)
m (x⃗, t) is the normal expression for the operator Om at n-th order in perturbations. For

n = 4, we find that a basis for all of the O(4)
m (x⃗, t) is B⃗loc = {O(4)

m } where Om is given by

{p2, r2, r2r2, r2p, r3, r4, rp, δ, r2δ, r3δ, rpδ, δ2, r2δ2, δ3, θ} . (C.13)

Then, calling B⃗ the basis given in Eq. (C.10), we find that

B⃗loc = M · B⃗ , (C.14)
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where the change of basis matrix M is given by

M =



0 7
2 9 33

2 −5
2 −21

4 −9 0 0 7
2 6 0 0 −9

2 0

0 7
2 0 0 −5

2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 735
32 0 0 0 −105

4 0 −49
16

2315
96 −49

12

0 0 45
4 0 0 −105

16
147
32 −3

4 0 35
8 −343

60
13
15 −49

80
2827
480 −17

60

0 0 45
4 0 0 −105

16 0 −3
4 0 35

8 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 735
64 0 0 0 −343

24 0 −49
32

2827
192 −17

24

0 7
2

9
2

55
2 −5

2 −21
8 −387

16
1
2 0 7

4
643
30 −2

5
49
40 −4627

240
17
30

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 7
4 0 0 0 −5

2 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 7
4

21
16 0 0 −5

2 −4
3 0 5

8
49
48

1
6

0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
6 0 0 −5

2 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

1 2 3 4 −1 −3
2 −2 0 0 1 4

3 0 0 −1 0



.

(C.15)

Since detM ̸= 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 CO,i used in Eq. (5.19) that are linearly independent, as Fourier space

kernels. We use the notation

C(n)
O,i(k⃗, t) = D(t)n

∫ k⃗

q⃗1,...,q⃗n

KO,i
n (q⃗1, ..., q⃗n)δ̃

(1)
q⃗1

· · · δ̃(1)q⃗n
. (C.16)

Dropping the (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4) dependence on the left-hand sides to avoid clutter, we explicitly have

Kδ,1
4 =

(q⃗1 · (q⃗3 + q⃗4) q⃗2 · (q⃗3 + q⃗4) + q⃗1 · q⃗2 (3q⃗1 + 2q⃗2) · (q⃗3 + q⃗4))G2 (q⃗3, q⃗4)

6q22 (q⃗3 + q⃗4) 2
(C.17)

+
q⃗1 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3 + q⃗4)G3 (q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4)

3 (q⃗2 + q⃗3 + q⃗4) 2
+

q⃗1 · q⃗2 (q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3) + q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + 3q⃗3))

6q22q
2
3q

2
4

,

Kδ,2
4 =

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) · (q⃗3 + q⃗4)
(
q22F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)− q⃗1 · q⃗2

)
G2 (q⃗3, q⃗4)

2q22 (q⃗3 + q⃗4) 2
+

q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2) q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

2q23q
2
4

− q⃗1 · q⃗2 (q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3) + q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + 3q⃗3))

2q22q
2
3q

2
4

,

Kδ,3
4 =

q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)F3 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3)

q24
+

q⃗1 · q⃗2 (q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3) + q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + 3q⃗3))

2q22q
2
3q

2
4

− q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3) q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2)

q24

(
F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

q23
+

G2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

2 (q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2

)
,
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Kδ,4
4 =F4 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4)−

3∑
i=1

Kδ,i
4 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4) ,

Kδ2,1
4 =

q⃗2 · (q⃗3 + q⃗4)G2 (q⃗3, q⃗4)

(q⃗3 + q⃗4) 2
+

q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗2 · q⃗4 + q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3)

q23q
2
4

,

Kδ2,2
4 =

2q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

q24
− 2 (q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗2 · q⃗4 + q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3))

q23q
2
4

,

Kδ2,3
4 =2F3 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3) + F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)F2 (q⃗3, q⃗4)−

2∑
i=1

Kδ2,i
4 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4) ,

Kr2,2
4 =

2 (q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2))
2q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2q23q
2
4

− 2 (q⃗1 · q⃗2) 2 (q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗2 · q⃗4 + q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗4 · (q⃗2 + q⃗3))

q21q
2
2q

2
3q

2
4

,

Kr2,3
4 =

((q⃗1 + q⃗2) · (q⃗3 + q⃗4))
2F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)F2 (q⃗3, q⃗4)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2 (q⃗3 + q⃗4) 2
− 2F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2) (q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2))

2q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2q23q
2
4

+
2 (q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3))

2F3 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3) 2q24
− q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2) (q⃗3 · q⃗4) 2G2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2q23q
2
4

+
(q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗2 · q⃗4 + q⃗2 · q⃗3 (q⃗2 · q⃗4 + q⃗3 · q⃗4)) (q⃗1 · q⃗2) 2

q21q
2
2q

2
3q

2
4

,

Kδ3,1
4 =

3q⃗4 · q⃗3
q24

, Kδ3,2
4 = 3F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)−

3q⃗4 · q⃗3
q24

,

Kr3,2
4 =

3q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2) q⃗3 · q⃗4q⃗4 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2)F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2q23q
2
4

− 3q⃗1 · q⃗2q⃗1 · q⃗3q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗3 · q⃗4
q21q

2
2q

2
3q

2
4

,

Kr2δ,2
4 =

2 (q⃗3 · (q⃗1 + q⃗2))
2F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

(q⃗1 + q⃗2) 2q23
+

(q⃗3 · q⃗4) 2F2 (q⃗1, q⃗2)

q23q
2
4

−
q⃗3 · q⃗4

(
2 (q⃗2 · q⃗3) 2q21 + (q⃗1 · q⃗2) 2q23

)
q21q

2
2q

2
3q

2
4

,

Kδ4,1
4 =1 , Kδr3,1

4 =
q⃗1 · q⃗2q⃗2 · q⃗3q⃗3 · q⃗1

q21q
2
2q

2
3

,

The above, combined with Eq. (5.19), defines the final biased tracer kernels Kh
n up to n = 4. The

conversion to redshift space to get Kr,h
4 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4; ẑ) is then given by

Kr,h
4 =Kh

4 (q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4) + fµ2G4(q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4) + kµf
(q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3) · ẑ
(q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)2

G3(q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3)K
h
1 (q⃗4)

+ kµf
(q⃗1 + q⃗2) · ẑ
(q⃗1 + q⃗2)2

G2(q⃗1, q⃗2)K
h
2 (q⃗3, q⃗4) + kµf

q⃗1 · ẑ
q21

Kh
3 (q⃗2, q⃗3, q⃗4) (C.18)

+ k2µ2f2 (q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3) · ẑ
(q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3)2

q⃗4 · ẑ
q24

G3(q⃗1, q⃗2, q⃗3) + k2µ2f2 (q⃗1 + q⃗2) · ẑ
(q⃗1 + q⃗2)2

q⃗3 · ẑ
q23

G2(q⃗1, q⃗2)K
h
1 (q⃗4)

+
1

2
k2µ2f2 (q⃗1 + q⃗2) · ẑ

(q⃗1 + q⃗2)2
(q⃗3 + q⃗4) · ẑ
(q⃗3 + q⃗4)2

G2(q⃗1, q⃗2)G2(q⃗3, q⃗4) +
1

2
k2µ2f2 q⃗1 · ẑ

q21

q⃗2 · ẑ
q22

Kh
2 (q⃗3, q⃗4)

+
1

2
k3µ3f3 (q⃗1 + q⃗2) · ẑ

(q⃗1 + q⃗2)2
q⃗3 · ẑ
q23

q⃗4 · ẑ
q24

G2(q⃗1, q⃗2) +
1

6
k3µ3f3 q⃗1 · ẑ

q21

q⃗2 · ẑ
q22

q⃗3 · ẑ
q23

Kh
1 (q⃗4)

+
1

24
k4µ4f4 q⃗1 · ẑ

q21

q⃗2 · ẑ
q22

q⃗3 · ẑ
q23

q⃗4 · ẑ
q24

,
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where µ = k̂ · ẑ and k⃗ ≡ q⃗1 + q⃗2 + q⃗3 + q⃗4, 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

For the response counterterms, we define the kernels Kr,h,ct
1 and Kr,h,ct

2 from

δ̃
(1)
r,h,ct(k⃗, ẑ) = Kr,h,ct

1 (k⃗; ẑ)δ̃(1)(k⃗) , δ̃
(2)
r,h,ct(k⃗, ẑ) =

∫ k⃗

q⃗1,q⃗2

Kr,h,ct
2 (q⃗1, q⃗2; ẑ)δ̃

(1)(q⃗1)δ̃
(1)(q⃗2) , (D.1)

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

counterterms enter in

P r,h,ct
13 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ≡ 2Kr,h

1 (k⃗; ẑ)Kr,h,ct
1 (−k⃗; ẑ)P11(k) ,

Br,h,ct
411 ≡ 2P11(k1)P11(k2)K

r,h
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)K

r,h
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)K

r,h,ct
2 (−k⃗1,−k⃗2; ẑ) + 2 perms. ,

B
r,h,(II),ct
321 ≡ 2P11(k1)P11(k2)K

r,h,ct
1 (k⃗1; ẑ)K

r,h
1 (k⃗2; ẑ)K

r,h
2 (−k⃗1,−k⃗2; ẑ) + 5 perms. ,

(D.2)

(we have suppressed the argument (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) of the bispectra terms to remove clutter)

so that the combinations

P r,h
13 (k, k̂ · ẑ) + P r,h,ct

13 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ,
Br,h

411(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +Br,h,ct
411 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

B
r,h,(II)
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +B

r,h,(II),ct
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

(D.3)

are renormalized.

For the stochastic terms, we write the first order solution as δ
(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗, ẑ, a) = D(a)2δ̃

(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗, ẑ)

and the second order as

δ̃
(2)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗, ẑ) =

∫ k⃗

q⃗1,q⃗2

δr,h,ϵ2 (q⃗1, q⃗2; ẑ)δ̃
(1)
q⃗2

, (D.4)

The term that renormalizes P r,h
22 is

P r,h,ϵ
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ≡ ⟨δ̃(1)r,h,ϵ(k⃗, ẑ)δ̃

(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗

′, ẑ)⟩′ , (D.5)

the term that renormalizes Br,h
222 is

Br,h,ϵ
222 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) = ⟨δ̃(1)r,h,ϵ(k⃗1, ẑ)δ̃

(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗2, ẑ)δ̃

(1)
r,h,ϵ(k⃗3, ẑ)⟩

′ , (D.6)

and the term that renormalizes B
r,h,(I)
321 is defined in Eq. (5.46) and Eq. (5.47). In this way,

P r,h
22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) + P r,h,ϵ

22 (k, k̂ · ẑ) ,
Br,h

222(k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +Br,h,ϵ
222 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

B
r,h,(I)
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) +B

r,h,(I),ϵ
321 (k1, k2, k3, k̂1 · ẑ, k̂2 · ẑ) ,

(D.7)

are renormalized.
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D.2 Response terms

The functions that enter Kr,h,ct
2 in Eq. (5.43) are given by

eK2
1 = − k⃗1 · k⃗2k22

2k2NLk
2
1

+
fk⃗3 · ẑk⃗1 · ẑk22

2k2NLk
2
1

+ (1 ↔ 2) , eK2
2 = − k23

k2NL

F2(k⃗1, k⃗2) +
k⃗1 · k⃗2
2k2NL

(
k21
k22

+
k22
k21

)
eK2
3 = − k23

k2NL

, eK2
4 = −(k⃗1 · k⃗2)2k23

k2NLk
2
1k

2
2

, eK2
5 = − k⃗1 · k⃗2

k2NL

eK2
6 = −fk⃗3 · ẑk⃗1 · ẑk⃗1 · k⃗2

2k2NLk
2
2

+
f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2k⃗2 · ẑk⃗1 · ẑ

2k2NLk
2
2

+ (1 ↔ 2) ,

eK2
7 =

f(k⃗3 · ẑ)2k⃗1 · k⃗2k⃗2 · k⃗3k⃗3 · k⃗1
k2NLk

2
1k

2
2k

2
3

(D.8)

eK2
8 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2k⃗1 · k⃗2(k⃗1 · ẑ)2

4k2NLk
2
1k

2
2

+
f3(k⃗3 · ẑ)3k⃗1 · ẑ(k⃗2 · ẑ)2

4k2NLk
2
1k

2
2

+ (1 ↔ 2)

eK2
9 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2

2k2NL

(
(k⃗3 · ẑ)2

k23
F2(k⃗1, k⃗2)−

k⃗1 · k⃗2[(k⃗1 · ẑ)2 + (k⃗2 · ẑ)2]
2k21k

2
2

)

eK2
10 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2k⃗1 · k⃗2

4k2NLk
2
2

+
f3(k⃗3 · ẑ)3k⃗2 · ẑ

4k2NLk
2
2

+ (1 ↔ 2)

eK2
11 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2

2k2NL

(
F2(k⃗1, k⃗2)−

k⃗1 · k⃗2
2

(
1

k21
+

1

k22

))
, eK2

12 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2

4k2NL

(
(k⃗1 · ẑ)2

k21
+

(k⃗2 · ẑ)2

k22

)

eK2
13 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2k⃗1 · ẑk⃗2 · ẑk⃗1 · k⃗2

2k2NLk
2
1k

2
2

, eK2
14 = −f2(k⃗3 · ẑ)2

2k2NL

,

where we have defined k⃗3 ≡ −k⃗1− k⃗2. The new non-locally-contributing counterterm enters Kr,h,ct
2

through the term eK2
7 .

The UV matching for the response terms is given by

ch1 =
σ2k2NL (3b1 − 64 (b3 + 15b8))

1260π2
, (D.9)

ch2 =
σ2k2NL

679140π2

(
8
(
− 792b2 − 2926b3 + 1522b4 + 462 (6b7 − 95b8)

− 6215b9 + 6930b11
)
− 27335b1

)
,

ch3 =
σ2k2NL

4753980π2

(
194348b1 + 95205b2 + 160160b3 − 431040b4 − 6529248b9

+ 77 (147b5 − 5248b7 + 31200b8)− 2217600b11

)
,

ch4 =
σ2k2NL

1584660π2

(
20559b1 − 2

(
17677b2 − 13552b3 + 5664b4 + 7392b7

− 203280b8 + 55088b9 + 18480b11
))

,

ch5 = −
2σ2k2NL

169785π2

(
6083b1 + 792b2 + 1078b3 − 6450b4 − 7700b7

+ 16170b8 − 35673b9 − 62370b11
)
,
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cπ1 = −
σ2k2NL (4725b1 + 32 (36b2 + 35 (b3 + 15b8)))

30870π2
,

cπ5 =
668σ2k2NL

56595π2
,

cπv1 = −
σ2k2NL(35f + 46)

210π2
, cπv2 = −

σ2k2NL(15f + 11)

150π2
,

cπv3 = −
σ2k2NL (147 (35b1 + 48) f + 9156b1 + 2304b2 + 2240b3 + 33600b8 + 9261)

30870π2f
,

cπv4 =
σ2k2NL (−6b2(245f + 514) + 273b1 + 448b3 + 6720b8 − 594f − 1785)

8820π2f
,

cπv5 =
σ2k2NL (2394b1 + 2304b2 + 2240b3 + 33600b8 − 75)

30870π2
,

cπv6 = −
σ2k2NL(1715f + 4626)

25725π2
,

cπv7 = −
σ2k2NL

679140π2f

(
924b1(168f + 97) + 3234b5(35f − 2)− 205920b2

+ 19712b3 + 295680b8 + 111078f + 70809
)
,

with all other coefficients set to zero (i.e. they are degenerate for the observables that we consider).

Above, σ2 =
∫
dq P11(q). Notice that, as expected, the cπvDM,i from Eq. (A.51) are related to the

cπvi above when the biases are evaluated on the dark-matter values b1 = b2 = b3 = b4 = 1 and

b5, . . . , b15 = 0. Using the expression for F r,ct
1 in Eq. (4.35), the expression for Kr,h,ct

1 in Eq. (5.42),

the expression for F r,ct
2 in Eq. (4.36), the expression for Kr,h,ct

2 in Eq. (5.43), and the basis relation

Eq. (A.50), we find cπvj
∣∣
DM bias

= cπvDM,j for j = 1, 2, 6, and

cπv3
∣∣
DM bias

= cπvDM,3 +
2

3f
c3 +

4

9f
c5 ,

cπv4
∣∣
DM bias

= cDM,4 +
7

99f
c3 +

16

33f
c4 −

7

99f
c5 ,

cπv5
∣∣
DM bias

= cπvDM,5 −
2

3
c3 −

4

9
c5 ,

cπv7
∣∣
DM bias

= cπvDM,7 +
8

99f
c3 +

29

99f
c5 +

16

33f
c7 ,

(D.10)

where c|DM bias means to evaluate c 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 B̄
r,h,(I),ϵ
321 in Eq. (5.48) are

eSt1 = fµ2
1 − 1 , (D.11)

eSt2 = −
k21
(
k22
(
1− 2fµ2

1

)
+ k23

)
+ 2f

(
k23 − k22

)
k1µ1k2µ2 +

(
k22 − k23

)
2

2k21k
2
NL

,
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eSt3 = 0 ,

eSt4 = −
f2k1µ1

(
k31µ1

(
2fµ2

1 − 1
)
+ 4fk21µ

2
1k2µ2 + k1µ1

(
k22
(
4fµ2

2 − 1
)
+ k23

)
+ 2

(
k23 − k22

)
k2µ2

)
4k21k

2
NL

,

eSt5 =
f2k1µ1

(
4fk21µ

2
1k2µ2 + k1µ1

(
k22
(
4fµ2

2 − 1
)
+ k23

)
+ k31µ1 + 2

(
k23 − k22

)
k2µ2

)
4k21k

2
NL

,

eSt6 = 2 , eSt7 = −k22 + k23
k2NL

, eSt8 = −
k41 +

(
k22 − k23

)
2

2k21k
2
NL

,

eSt9 = − k21
k2NL

, eSt10 = −
f (k1µ1 + 2k2µ2)

((
k21 − k22 + k23

)
k1µ1 + 2k21k2µ2

)
4k21k

2
NL

,

eSt11 =
fk1µ1

((
k21 + k22 − k23

)
k1µ1 + 2

(
k22 − k23

)
k2µ2

)
2k21k

2
NL

, eSt12 = −2fk2µ2 (k1µ1 + k2µ2)

k2NL

,

eSt13 =
f

4k21k
2
2k

2
3k

2
NL

( (
k21 − k22 + k23

)
2k21µ

2
1k

2
2 + 2

(
k21 − k22 + k23

)
2k1µ1k

3
2µ2

+
((
k22 + k23

)
k41 − 2

(
k22 − k23

)
2k21 +

(
k22 − k23

)
2
(
k22 + k23

))
k22µ

2
2

)
.

All of the above eSti are symmetric when swapping k⃗2 and k⃗3, as expected from Eq. (5.47). To see

it, one must swap k2 ↔ k3 and µ2 ↔ µ3, and then replace µ3 = −k−1
3 (k1µ1 + k2µ2).

Since, for the stochastic terms, we match terms of order k0 and k2, there are non-zero contribu-

tions coming from expanding factors of P11(|⃗k− q⃗|) for small k/q inside of the loops in Eq. (5.12).

Thus, UV matching includes terms proportional to P ′
11(q) and P ′′

11(q). We give the full expressions

for all terms below, apart from cSt7 and cSt8 , which are too long to display here; all full values are

given in the accompanying Mathematica notebook. For the UV matching, we find

cSt1 = −ω2n̄ (−b1 + b2 + b5)
2

π2
, (D.12)

cSt2 =
n̄k2NL (b1 − b2 − b5)

[
(14b1 − 16b2) γ

2 − 7(b1 − b2 − b5)(2γ
2
1 + γ22)

]
42π2

,

cSt3 = −
γ2n̄k2NL (b1 − b2 − b5) (−7b1 + 7f + 9)

21π2
,

cSt4 =
γ2n̄k2NL (b1(35f + 54)− 35 (b2 + b5) f − 2 (19b2 + 8b3 + 23b5 + 8b6 + 22b8))

105π2f
,

cSt5 = 0 ,

cSt6 = −ω2n̄ (b1 − b2 − b5) (13b1 + 34b2 − 47b3 + 42b5 − 110b6 − 82b8 − 63b10)

21π2
,

cSt7 = −
γ2n̄k2NL

1470π2

(
301b21 + (656b2 − 7 (183b3 − 124b5 + 282b6 + 638b8 + 105b10)) b1

− 982b22 + 14b5 (47b3 − 35b5 + 44b6 + 236b8)

+ 2b2 (653b3 − 784b5 + 1052b6 + 2228b8 + 420b10)
)
+O(P ′

11(q), P
′′
11(q)) ,

cSt8 =
γ2n̄k2NL

4410π2

(
− 21b21 + (1689b2 − 7 (122b3 − 51b5 + 168b6 + 192b8)) b1 − 1188b22

+ 2 ((187b3 − 546b5 + 348b6 + 12b8) b2 + 7b5 (13b3 + 36b6 − 36b8))
)
+O(P ′

11(q), P
′′
11(q)) ,
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cSt9 = −
γ2n̄k2NL (7b1 − 6b2 − 14b5) (b1 − b2 − b5)

42π2
,

cSt10 =
γ2n̄k2NL

735π2

(
7b21(35f + 22) + b1

(
− 7b2(35f + 79)− 7b5(35f + 103) + 399b3

+ 1134b6 + 546b8 + 735b10 + 224f + 256
)

+ b2(287f + 417)− 7 (73b3 − 57b5 + 178b6 + 122b8 + 105b10) f

− 673b3 + 553b5 − 1618b6 − 1142b8 − 945b10

)
,

cSt11 =
γ2n̄k2NL

1470π2

(
7b21(6− 35f)

+ b1 (7b2(35f + 123) + 49b5(5f + 13)− 623b3 − 1358b6 − 1162b8 − 735b10 − 469f − 634)

+ 511b3f − 154b5f − b2 (280b5 + 42f + 151) + 1246b6f

+ 854b8f + 105b10(7f + 9)− 280b22 + 785b3 − 231b5 + 1730b6 + 1450b8

)
,

cSt12 =
γ2n̄k2NL

(
7b21 + (−109b2 + 32b3 − 93b5 + 32b6 + 88b8) b1 + 70 (b2 + b5)

2
)

210π2
,

cSt13 =
γ2n̄k2NL (−97b1 + b2 + 96b3 + 49b5 + 96b6 + 264b8)

1470π2
,

where γ2 =
∫
dq P11(q)

2, γ21 =
∫
dq qP11(q)P

′
11(q), γ

2
2 =

∫
dq q2P11(q)P

′′
11(q), and ω2 =

∫
dq q2 P11(q)

2.

UV matching for Eq. (5.49) is

c
(222)
1 =

4(b1 − b2 − b5)
3n̄2

π2

∫
dq q2P11(q)

3 ,

c
(222)
2 = −

2(b1 − b2 − b5)
2n̄2k2NL

63π2

(
3(7b1 − 8b2)ϑ

3 − 7(b1 − b2 − b5)(4ϑ
3
1 + ϑ3

2 + 2ϑ3
3)
)
,

c
(222)
5 =

4(b1 − b2 − b5)
2(−9 + 7b1 − 7f)fn̄2k2NLϑ

3

21π2
.

(D.13)

where ϑ3 =
∫
dq P11(q)

3, ϑ3
1 =

∫
dq qP11(q)

2P ′
11(q), ϑ

3
2 =

∫
dq q2P11(q)P

′
11(q)

2, and ϑ3
3 =

∫
dq q2P11(q)

2P ′′
11(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

Bc1 = ch1 , Bc2 = cπ1 , Bc3 = cπv1 , Bc4 = cπv3 , Bc5 = ch2 , Bc6 = ch3 , Bc7 = ch4

Bc8 = ch5 , Bc9 = cπ5 , Bc10 = cπv2 , Bc11 = cπv4 , Bc12 = cπv5 , Bc13 = cπv6 ,

Bc14 = cπv7 , ce2 = (2/3)fcSt3 , Be1 = cSt1 , Be2 = cSt2 , Be3 = cSt4 , Be4 = cSt5 ,

Be5 = 2cSt6 , Be6 = 2cSt9 , Be7 = −cSt7 − cSt9 , Be8 = −cSt8 − 2cSt9 , Be9 = 2cSt12

Be10 = cSt11 , Be11 = cSt10 , Be12 = cSt13 ,

Bd1 = c
(222)
1 , Bd2 = c

(222)
2 − c

(222)
5 /6 , and Bd3 = −c

(222)
5 .

(D.14)
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For the bias parameters, we have Bbi = bi for i = 1, . . . , 6, 8, . . . , 11, and Bb7 = b7 + 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

b1 = Bb1 , b2 = Bb2 , b3 = Bb3+ 15 Bb8 , b4 = Bb5 , cct = −Bc1 ,

cr1 = fBc2− f2Bc4/2 , cr2 = −f2Bc3/2 , ce0 = Be1 , ce1 = Be2+ ce2/2 ,

c2 = (b2+ b4)/
√
2 , and c4 = (b2− b4)/

√
2 .

(D.15)
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