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Abstract. The galaxy bispectrum provides access to correlations among different scales that
cannot be captured by the power spectrum alone, and with the Stage-IV galaxy surveys
it enables the possibility of detecting both primordial non-Gaussianity (PNG) and general
relativistic effects. Accounting for wide-separation corrections, which arise from the loss of
symmetry in the correlation of widely separated points on the past light cone, is essential for
their accurate modelling and detection. These corrections can be included perturbatively to
the standard bispectrum and we compute them analytically for a generalised line of sight.
We include the radial contribution to the wide-separations corrections for the first time. We
show that the first-order corrections entering the odd multipoles with respect to the line
of sight are large, up to 10% of the bispectrum monopole, and need to be included when
considering the leading-order relativistic effects that could be detectable with surveys like
DESI and Euclid. The second-order wide-separation and relativistic contributions, including
their mixing terms, have implications for analysis of PNG and we show, for the local type,
they can mimic fNL of order 10 in the squeezed limit. We present full analytic expressions
for all these contributions to the local bispectrum and its multipoles with a publicly available
code for their computation.
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1 Introduction

Much effort has been employed in the use of summary statistics of galaxy clustering in redshift
space to test the theoretical assumptions entering our cosmological models, from the initial
conditions that gave origin to the large-scale structure (LSS) of the universe, up to the theory
of gravity responsible for structure formation.

If the initial conditions were perfectly Gaussian and gravitational collapse was a linear
process, the mean of the density field and its power spectrum would provide a full statistical
description of the field. However, the nonlinear dynamics correlates different scales and
higher-order moments are thus required to better characterise the statistical distribution of
the observed fields. The bispectrum – the lowest higher-order statistics beyond the power
spectrum – has been used to quantify departures from the Gaussian assumption in both
matter [see 1, 2] and temperature fields [e.g., 3, 4]. The latter gives the tightest constraints
to date on the level of non-Gaussianities in the initial conditions due to the small level of
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nonlinear structure formation at the redshifts of the cosmic microwave background (CMB).
However, as CMB experiments push the limits of angular resolution to detect temperature
fluctuations at smaller scales, the number of available modes are inevitably being exhausted.
On the other hand, galaxy redshift surveys probe the 3D distribution of matter, resulting in
many more modes to constrain cosmological parameters.

Over the past decades, these surveys have grown in the number density of detected
objects and also in area and redshift range coverage [see, for example, Figure 1 of 5]. In par-
ticular, we are witnessing now the emergence of the so-called Stage-IV spectroscopic galaxy
surveys, with Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) [6] and Euclid [7] already in oper-
ation, and others such as SPHEREx [8] and Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope (WFIRST)
[9] to start in the upcoming years. They will enable the study of primordial physics [10] and
tests of general relativity [11] with high accuracy due to the large sky fraction mapped by
these surveys (fsky ≳ 0.3 [10]). In addition to these surveys, the Square Kilometre Array
Observatory (SKAO) will conduct a low-redshift neutral hydrogen (HI) galaxy survey, during
Phase-1 (SKAO1) [12], with spectroscopic precision by mapping the 21-cm radio emission of
galaxies. Finally, the conceptual Phase-2 (SKAO2) would expand the observations to higher
redshifts, and over a larger area (e.g., [13]).

In order to draw robust conclusions about the cosmological hypotheses one aims at
testing, the observables obtained from these surveys need to be corrected for projection effects
that emerge from the fact that observations are made on our past light cone [14]. The most
prominent and well-studied effect are the standard redshift-space distortions (RSD) [15],
which are manifested as anisotropies due to the projection of the peculiar velocity of galaxies
projected along the line-of-sight (LOS) direction. However, other effects that appear in the
observed redshift, such as gravitational redshift, Doppler corrections and other relativistic
effects [16] are also relevant when we constrain cosmology with the galaxy number counts
(e.g., see [17]).

Analyses involving redshift-space quantities decompose the induced LOS dependence
of the statistics into multipoles with respect to its orientation to the LOS. In this so-called
redshift space, the bispectrum has been shown to break degeneracies between the linear bias
of the tracers b1, the growth rate of structures f , the amplitude of linear perturbations σ8
[18, 19], and neutrino masses [20], for example. Finally, further interest is directed towards
the relativistic projection effects, whose leading-order contribution generate odd multipole
moments in the galaxy bispectrum [21–23] and which can act as a direct probe of gravity on
cosmological scales.

The convention for these multipoles is that they are calculated from the n-point function
at local regions (defined by a singular LOS) where statistical homogeneity is assumed [24].
This approximation breaks down at large scales since the statistics of the density field at
each point in the local correlation function is different. Corrections to this singular LOS
approximation can be done through a series expansion, where it becomes dependent on the
actual choice of the LOS in the triplet.

Although the angular part of these corrections, induced as we leave the local plane-
parallel limit, has been extensively studied for the case of the two-point statistics [25–35],
giving rise to the so-called wide-angle corrections, their impact on the galaxy bispectrum [for
example, see 36] and corrections that appear by breaking statistical homogeneity radially
[31, 34, 35, 37] are much less common. It was only recently that wide-angle corrections were
computed for the bispectrum in a Cartesian-Fourier basis in [38]. The consistency of [38] was
then verified with a different basis expansion in [39]. In these works, it is shown that wide-
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Figure 1: Real space two-point function, where deviations from the plane-parallel and
constant redshift limit are respectively expressed in terms of θ1, θ2 and δz1, δz2 for a given
LOS d.

angle effects in the bispectrum can bias the detection of PNG of the local type, a specific
signal which emerges from a quadratic correction to the primordial gravitational potential
[40, 41].

Indeed, with Stage-IV surveys, these corrections become relevant not only due to the
increased precision, but also as these surveys map increased volume the scales that are cor-
related increase. In this work, we attempt to provide a consistent picture of the relative
contribution of relativistic, wide angle and radial redshift terms to the bispectrum multipoles
over a range of bispectrum shapes and scales and how this depends on the LOS used to
describe the local triplet.

Wide-separation terms are suppressed by a factor (1/k d)m for a given order in the
perturbative expansion, while the relativistic terms have suppression factors of (H/k)n. In
this work, we calculate terms up to second-order (m+ n ≤ 2), including cross-terms, and we
highlight how wide-separation corrections have the potential to impact both the analysis of
both the imaginary relativistic contribution and also PNG.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the local bispectrum along
with the relevant perturbation theory, as well detail on the relativistic corrections. In Section
3, we present the perturbative framework to include wide-separation effects in the bispectrum.
The results are presented and discussed in Section 4, and we conclude in Section 5.

2 The Local Bispectrum

In the case of a statistically homogeneous field our statistics are more straightforward with
fewer degrees of freedom, e.g. in the case of the power spectrum it is diagonal and the bispec-
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trum is zero for open triangles. Indeed, without statistical homogeneity the standard approach
to expand the Fourier space correlators into multipoles with respect to the orientation to the
LOS becomes ill-defined [32, 42, 43] and different statistics are needed.

While we assume the density field to be statistically homogeneous in real-space for a
constant time slice, in reality, when we observe on a light cone, this symmetry is broken by a
couple of effects. Firstly, redshift-space distortions cause our field in redshift space to depend
on the LOS; for a survey outside the plane-parallel limit, different regions within the survey
will be statistically different due to the differing LOS. Secondly, on the past light cone, the
statistics change radially as the density field evolves with redshift.

Therefore, it is useful and conventional to define local regions which are approximated
to be statistically homogeneous [24], and as such they can be described by a singular LOS.
In this case, therefore, the statistics are diagonal.

The local 3-point function is thus described by a triplet of points defined at a certain
point in space, which define our local bispectrum after a Fourier transformation,

Bloc(k1,k2,d) ≡
∫

d3x13d
3x23 e

−i(k1·x13+k2·x23) ⟨δ(x1)δ(x2)δ(x3)⟩, (2.1)

where x13 = x1 − x3 and the dependence on d is implicit in the 3-point correlation function
given by ⟨δ(x1)δ(x2)δ(x3)⟩ ≡ ζ(x1,x2,x3) ≡ ζ(x13,x23,d).

The full local bispectrum in redshift space can parameterised with six degrees of freedom:
Bloc(q1, q2, q3, µ1, ϕ12; d), three of which, k1, k2, k3, describe the triangle shape and two more,
θ1, ϕ12, describe the orientation of the triangle with respect to the LOS, and d is the separation
of the observer to the triplet. We define θ as the angle between k1 and the LOS, d, such that
cos(θ1) = µ1 = k ·d and ϕ are the azimuthal angles between k2 and d̂ in the plane normal to
k̂1. Therefore, they satisfy

µ2 = µ1 cos θ +
√

1− µ2 sin θ cosϕ12, (2.2)

where cos θ = k̂1 · k̂2.

2.1 Multipoles estimator

If we construct the standard ‘Scoccimarro’ estimator for the bispectrum multipoles [24]

B̂ℓm(k1, k2, k3) =
1

NT
123

∫
S1

d3q1
(2π)3

∫
S2

d3q2
(2π)3

∫
S3

d3q3
(2π)3

δD(q123)

∫
d3x1 d

3x2 d
3x3

× e−i(k1·x13+k2·x23) δW (x1) δW (x2) δW (x3)Y
∗
ℓ,m(q̂1 · d̂, ϕ),

(2.3)

where the orientation of the triangle relative to the LOS d̂ is decomposed into spherical
harmonics about d̂. Note, however, the m ̸= 0 parts are not computable with separable Fast
Fourier Transforms (FFT), and so it is common to just focus on the m = 0 part, which can
be written in terms of a Legendre basis. Further, since this is measured in a survey, we define
the windowed density field δW (x) = W (x)δ(x), where W (x) is the survey window function.
The Fourier space integrals are discrete sums

∫
Si
d3qiF (qi) ≡

∑
Si
F (qi) over thin k-space

shells Si of width ∆k, centred at ki, such that Si ≡ S(ki|∆k) is the region of k-magnitudes
contained by a given ki-bin, ki −∆k/2 ≤ k ≤ ki +∆k/2. Here, NT

123 represents the number
of closed triangles formed from the triplet of bins,

NT
123 = k−3

f

∫
S1

d3q1

∫
S2

d3q2

∫
S3

d3q3 δD(q123), (2.4)
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where kf is the fundamental frequency in Fourier space. We can then construct the equivalent
unwindowed1 theoretical expectation that corresponds to the ‘Scoccimarro’ estimator for each
multipole Bℓm [24]. In the continuous limit, using the change in coordinates∫

d3x1d
3x2d

3x3 →
∫

d3d

∫
d3x13d

3x23, (2.5)

and splitting the integration in each shell

∫
Si

d3qi =

∫ ki+∆k/2

ki−∆k/2
dqiq

2
i

∫
dΩqi , (2.6)

where
∫
dΩq represents an integral over solid angle, the corresponding theoretical multipoles

can be expressed in the familiar form:

Bℓm(k1, k2, k3) =

∫
d3d

Vs

[∫
dΩ

4π
Bloc(q1, q2, q3, µ1, ϕ12; d)Y

∗
ℓm(µ1, ϕ12)

]
. (2.7)

It is convenient to define the term in the square bracket above as the local bispectrum mul-
tipole, such that the multipoles measured with a given survey corresponds to an average of
this local quantity over the entire survey volume.

Equivalently, we could consider alternative decompositions for the anisotropic local bis-
pectrum, such as the tri-polar spherical harmonic (TripoSH) [44] or other modal approaches
(e.g., see [45]), where wide-separation corrections are still computed from the local bispec-
trum, but they will enter a different set of multipoles and modes.

2.2 Perturbation theory

In this section we give a brief overview of the perturbation theory that forms the basis of our
later calculations; the aim is to write the theoretical local bispectrum with explicit dependence
on the ‘end-point’ positions, x1,x2,x3, including where we have redshift dependent functions.
See [46] for a more detailed review of these topics.

The local bispectrum correlates density fields at different radial comoving distances, xi,
which corresponds to different redshifts, zi. Therefore, we express this redshift dependence
in terms of the radial comoving distances. We also adopt the following notation for real and
Fourier integrals; ∫

x
≡

∫
d3x ,

∫
q
≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
. (2.8)

In standard perturbation theory we can express both the matter overdensity δ(x) and
velocity divergence θ(x) = ∇·v(x) fields neatly in Fourier space as a perturbative sum where
each nth order field can be expressed in terms of n products of first order density field with
some coupling kernel. For example, we can write

1We discuss the impact of the survey window on the bispectrum in the context of wide-separation effects
in Appendix A
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δ(k, x) =
∞∑
n=1

∫
k1,...,kn−1,kn

δD(k − k1 − ...− kn)Fn(k1, ...,kn, x)δ
(1)(k1, x)...δ

(1)(kn, x),

(2.9a)

θ(k, x) = −fH
∞∑
n=1

∫
k1,...,kn−1,kn

δD(k − k1 − ...− kn)Gn(k1, ...,kn, x)δ
(1)(k1, x)...δ

(1)(kn, x),

(2.9b)

where Fn(k1, ...,kn, x1) and Gn(k1, ...,kn, x1) are the perturbation theory kernels responsible
for the coupling of scales, f is the linear growth rate of matter perturbations, and H is the
conformal Hubble parameter.

At first order, the density field can be separated into its temporal and spatial parts:

δ(1)(k1, x1) = D(x1)δ
(1)(k1), (2.10)

where the time evolution is parameterised by the linear growth function, D(x1), satisfying
the equation

H2(x1)(1 + z(x1))
2Dzz(x1) + [Hz(x1)H(x1)(1 + z(x1))

2]Dz =
3H2

0Ωm,0

2a(x1)
D(x1), (2.11)

where derivatives of a function F with respect to redshift are denoted by Fz.
For the case of a field at second order, this can be expressed in terms of a convolution of

two first-order fields with the relevant coupling kernel (e.g., Equation 2.9). At second order,
this split is not so trivial; however, it can be solved to provide a solution for the Fourier-space
Newtonian coupling kernels (see, for example, [47, 48]):

F2(q1, q2, x1) =
1

2
[1 +K(x1)] +

1

2
q̂1 · q̂2

(
q2
q1

+
q2
q2

)
+

[1−K(x1)]

2
(q̂1 · q̂2)2, (2.12a)

G2(q1, q2, x1) = C(x1) +
1

2
q̂1 · q̂2

(
q2
q1

+
q2
q2

)
+ [1− C(x1)](q̂1 · q̂2)2, (2.12b)

where, following the same notation as [47], the redshift-dependent coefficients are defined by
the relationship of the first and second-order growth functions, D and F respectively, such
that

K(x1) ≡
F (x1)

D2(x1)
, C(x1) ≡

F ′(x1)

2D(x1)D′(x1)
. (2.13)

The second-order growth rate satisfies a differential equation similar to the one at first-
order, but with an additional source term

H2(x1)[1+z(x1)]
2Fzz(x1)+

(
Hz(x1)H(x1) [1 + z(x1)]

2
)
Fz(x1) =

3H2
0Ωm,0

2a(x1)
[F (x1)+D2(x1)].

(2.14)
In the Einstein-de-Sitter limit, we recover the standard approximation for the second order
kernels, where K(x1) = C(x1) = 3/7.

The standard first- and second-order redshift space Newtonian kernels with explicit
x1,x2 and x3 are given by [18, 49]

Z
(1)
N (q,x1) = D(x1)[b1 + f(q̂ · x̂1)

2], (2.15)
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and

Z
(2)
N =D2(x1)

(
b1(x1) (F2(q1, q2, x1)) +

b2(x1)

2

+ f(x1)
(q12 · x̂1)

2

q212
(G2(q1, q2, x1)) + bΓ2(x1)S(q1, q2)

+
f(x1)

2
(q12 · x̂1)

[
b1(x1)

(
(q1 · x̂1)

q21
+

(q2 · x̂1)

q22

)
+ f(x1)

(q1 · x̂1)(q2 · x̂1)

q21q
2
2

(q12 · x̂1)

])
(2.16)

where q12 = q1 + q2, b1 and b2 are the Eulerian linear and second order clustering biases
respectively, and bΓ2 is the tidal bias with the kernel,

S2(q1, q2) = (q̂1 · q̂2)2 − 1 (2.17)

As wide-separation and relativistic effects are generally relevant only on large scales,
we ignore higher-order loop contributions and the phenomenological Fingers-of-God (FoG)
damping that affects the bispectrum on smaller, nonlinear scales. Though we note that mixing
between these contributions will still be non-negligible for the bispectrum, particularly in the
squeezed limit as it correlates both large and small scales, we leave this modelling to future
work.

2.3 Relativistic effects

Relativistic distortions occur as we observe on our past light cone. These distortions include
projection type effects arising from the Doppler-type effects and gravitational redshift as well
as integrated effects like the Integrated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) and lensing contributions.

Relativistic projection effects been well studied in linear perturbation theory [14, 50, 51].
At second order the picture is more complicated [52–57], with extra couplings between the
projection effects and additional dynamical contributions arising from relativistic treatment
of the second order gravitational and velocity potentials.

Here we will make use of the calculations presented in [22, 58–61], which includes all
local corrections arising from projection effects along the LOS, as well as contributions from
the dynamical evolution. We neglect integrated terms in common with these works, though
these will be interesting to include in a more complete analysis.

Keeping terms up to (H/k)2, the relativistic part of the redshift-space kernels are given
by

Z
(1)
GR = i (q1 · x̂1)

γ1
q21

+
γ2
q21

, (2.18a)

Z
(2)
GR =

1

q21q
2
2

(
q21q

2
2

q23
[F2(q1, q2)β6 +G2(q1, q2)β7] + (q1 · x̂1)(q2 · x̂1)β8

+ (q3 · x̂1)
2 (β9 + E2(q1, q2)β10) + (q1 · q2)β11 + (q21 + q22)β12

+ ((q1 · x̂1)
2 + (q2 · x̂1)

2)β13

+ i
{
[(q1 · x̂1)q

2
1 + (q2 · x̂1)q

2
2]β14 + [(q1 · x̂1) + (q2 · x̂1)] (q1 · q2)β15

+ q1q2[(q1 · x̂1) + (q2 · x̂1)]β16 + [(q1 · x̂1)
3 + (q2 · x̂1)

3)]β17

+ (q1 · x̂1)(q2 · x̂1)[(q1 + q2) · x̂1]β18 + (q3 · x̂1)
q21q

2
2

q23
G2(q1, q2)β19

})
,

(2.18b)
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where

E2(q1, q2) =
q21q

2
2

q43

[
3 + 2q̂1 · q̂2

(
q2
q1

+
q2
q2

)
+ (q̂1 · q̂2)2

]
. (2.19)

The time dependence (e.g., dependence on radial comoving distance) is contained within
the γ’s and β’s, for the first and second orders respectively, which are bias dependent coef-
ficients evaluated at xi. For example, γ1 the leading order relativistic correction and γ2 the
second order part can be written as,

γ1(x1)

H(x1)
= f(x1)

[
be(x1)− 2Q(x1)−

2(1−Q(x1))

x1H(x1)
− −(1 + z(x1))H(x1)Hz(x1)

H2(x1)

]
, (2.20a)

γ2(x1)

H2(x1)
= f(x1)(3− be(x1)) +

3

2
Ωm(x1)

[
2 + be(x1)− f(x1)− 4Q(x1)

− 2(1−Q(x1))

x1H(x1)
− −(1 + z(x1))H(x1)Hz(x1)

H(x1)2

]
.

(2.20b)

Here, Q and be are respectively the magnification and evolution biases and Ωm is the matter
density parameter.

The leading-order relativistic terms are projection effects arising from the redshift-space
projection, with the Doppler and gravitational redshift contributions. These terms, repre-
sented by γ1 and β14 − β19, are imaginary and scale as H/k; they are also of odd parity and,
as such, they contribute to the odd multipole moments [22, 61]. While the second-order terms
that scale as (H/k)2 are real and contribute to the even multipoles. Full expressions for the
β’s are given in Appendix A of [22].

2.4 Local tree-level bispectrum

The redshift-space kernels, including the relativistic parts, are given by

Z(1) = Z
(1)
N + Z

(1)
GR, (2.21a)

Z(2) = Z
(2)
N + Z

(2)
GR. (2.21b)

By considering the definition of the local bispectrum (Equation (2.1)), the configuration
space density fields, δs(x), can be expressed in terms of the inverse Fourier transform of
the standard redshift-space fields, δs(k), such that the leading-order local bispectrum can be
expressed as

Bloc(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ) =

∫
x13,x23,q1,q2

e−i[(k1−q1)·x13+(k2−q2)·x23]

× 2Z(1)(q1,x1)Z
(1)(q2,x2)Z

(2)(q1, q2,x3)P (q1)P (q2).
(2.22)

3 Wide-Separation Corrections

The local bispectrum correlates the density field in three separate locations in the sky (see
Equation 2.1), which under the assumption of local homogeneity is modelled by a single
LOS. As in the global case, this assumption is also broken locally due to redshift space
distortions outside the plane parallel limit and due to the redshift evolution. Thus, describing
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the triplet by a singular LOS, d, results in a loss of signal; in observations, the density fields
at these positions are statistically different. To include the full non-linear wide-separation
corrections, one would therefore need to compute a statistic dependent on all 3 end-point
positions. However, just as in the power spectrum, these corrections can be approximated by
introducing a series expansion to account for the deviations of the triplet positions from the
chosen LOS, d.

These corrections for the position of each point in the triplet can naturally be split into
angular and radial parts. The angular components are termed ‘wide-angle’ (WA) corrections
and arises as we leave the local plane-parallel limit, such that x̂1 ̸= x̂2 ̸= x̂3; the magnitude
of these corrections are therefore dependent on the size of the opening angle between the
triplet and the observer, which can be defined in terms of (x13/d) and (x23/d). Corrections
to the radial part arise as these statistics are measured on a light cone, and the points in the
triplet are at differing comoving distances, such that x1 ̸= x2 ̸= x3, corresponding to different
redshifts. Hence, these terms depend on the size of the radial separation and on how the
cosmology changes with redshift. We introduce the term ‘radial redshift’ (RR) to label these
corrections.

Perturbative expansions to include wide-separation corrections are performed on the
triangle in configuration space, and thus it is relatively straightforward to include them in the
correlation functions; however, for Fourier-space statistics, the calculation is slightly more
involved. The standard approach for the power spectrum is to perform the expansion in
configuration space, computing the multipoles of the two-point correlation function first, and
then Hankel transforming this to get the multipoles of the power spectrum [31, 32]. This type
of approach was extended to the bispectrum in [39], where the angular dependencies of the
three-point correlation function (3PCF) were expanded into Legendre multipoles and as such,
after computing the angular integrals, the 3PCF can be related to the bispectrum multipoles
by a double Hankel transform.

In [38], a formalism using a Cartesian space expansion is introduced. This allows for the
computation of wide-separation corrections directly in Fourier space. This approach has the
advantage that it connects neatly with standard perturbation theory (SPT) in Fourier space
and, therefore, is easily extendable to higher-order statistics. When comes to the bispectrum,
this method also has the advantage of being fully analytic and only reliant on finite sums.
Here, we use this formalism to compute wide-separation corrections, including radial-redshift
corrections, for a generalised LOS. Below we describe our calculations.

3.1 Geometry in configuration space

The choice of LOS here then represents both the point from which we perform our expansions
but also the unit vector which we use to define our spherical harmonics multipoles. This choice
can be generalized to any point in the real-space triangle defined by x1,x2,x3 using two free
parameters such that

d = rx1 + sx2 + (1− r − s)x3, (3.1)

where 0 < r + s < 1 and are defined with respect to x3.
From this parameterisation, the three end-point LOS x1,x2 and x3 can be re-expressed

in terms of the parameters of our local bispectrum, Equation (2.1): d, at which we define our
local bispectrum, and x13 and x23, which are integrated over. By inspecting Figure 2), we
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Figure 2: Bispectrum geometry in real space, where the LOS d and the positions of the
real space end-points LOS defined from the observer. The parameters r and s are the weights
relating d to x3.

see that we can write, for example,

x1 = d+ (1− r)x13 − sx23,

x2 = d− rx13 + (1− s)x23,

x3 = d− rx13 − sx23.

(3.2)

Common LOS choices, such as the end-point or centre-of-mass (COM), are then defined as:

x1 : r = 1, s = 0,

x2 : r = 0, s = 1,

x3 : r = 0, s = 0,

COM : r = s = 1/3.

(3.3)

For convenience in the series expansion below, we also define the notation

Ai =


A1 = (1− r), for x1

A2 = −r, for x2

A3 = −r, for x3

(3.4)

and

Bi =


B1 = −s, for x1

B2 = (1− s), for x2

B3 = −s, for x3

(3.5)
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where Ai then represents the separation between the chosen LOS and a given end-point, xi,
along the vector x13 and Bi is the equivalent for the vector x23. The series expansion for an
end-point dependence then can be written generally in terms of Ai, Bi.

From these definitions, the magnitudes of each vector x1, x2, x3 can then be found in
terms of Ai, Bi

xi = d
√
1 + 2µ13Aiϵ1 + 2µ23Biϵ2 +A2

i ϵ
2
1 +A2

i ϵ
2
2 + 2AiBi(x̂13 · x̂23)ϵ1ϵ2, (3.6)

where µ13 = x̂13 · d̂ and µ23 = x̂23 · d̂ and we have defined the parameters ϵ1 = x13/d & ϵ2 =
x23/d.

The approach is then to Taylor expand any x1,x2,x3 dependence in terms of ϵ1, ϵ2
about the point ϵ1 = ϵ2 = 0, to incorporate these corrections from the breaking of statistical
homogeneity in our local bispectrum, (2.1). The validity of this expansion for a given survey
is dependent on its range of both redshifts and scales. If we consider a full sky survey
for a given redshift bin then although ϵ1, ϵ2 will be larger than one for some local triplets
with the largest separations, the contributions of them to most k-scales we are interested in
should be small. For example, if we focus on a scale of k ≈ 0.01 [h/Mpc] corresponding to
wavelengths of ∼ 600 [Mpc/h] (λ = 2π/k) then this corresponds to the comoving distance to
a triplet at z ≈ 0.2. Therefore, if we were considering a triangle configuration with a k-mode
k ≈ 0.01 [h/Mpc] then we would expect the expansion to break down if the bin included
redshifts as low as z ≈ 0.2. So therefore to be robust, for a given redshift bin with a zmin the
minimum k (largest scale) that the expansion is valid for is kmin = 2π/x(zmin) [62].

3.1.1 Wide-angle expansion

The angular LOS dependence in the bispectrum is included in terms of x̂1, x̂2, and x̂3, which
can be rewritten in terms of a dual series expansion in ϵ1 and ϵ2 about the LOS d̂. Using
Equations (3.2) and (3.6), the unit vectors can be expanded, up to second order in ϵ1 and ϵ2,
as:

x̂i =
d+Aix13 +Bix23

|d+Aix13 +Bix23|
,

=
(
d̂+Ai x̂13 ϵ1 +Bi x̂23 ϵ2

)[
1−Ai µ13 ϵ1 −Bi µ23 ϵ2 −

1

2

(
A2

1 ϵ
2
1 +A2

2 ϵ
2
2

)
AiBi (x̂13 · x̂23) ϵ1 ϵ2 +

3

8

(
4A2

1 µ
2
13 ϵ

2
1 + 4A2

2 µ
2
23 ϵ

2
2 + 8AiBi µ13 µ23 ϵ1 ϵ2

) ]
+O(ϵ3),

= d̂+Ai x̂13 ϵ1 +Bi x̂23 ϵ2 − d̂(Ai µ13 ϵ1 +Bi µ23 ϵ2)− d̂

[
1

2

(
A2

1 ϵ
2
1 +A2

2 ϵ
2
2

)
+AiBi(x̂13 · x̂23) ϵ1 ϵ2 −

3

8

(
4A2

1 µ
2
13 ϵ

2
1 + 4A2

2 µ
2
23 ϵ

2
2 + 8AiBi µ13 µ23 ϵ1 ϵ2

) ]
− (Ai x̂13 ϵ1 +Bi x̂23 ϵ2)(Ai µ13 ϵ1 +Bi µ23 ϵ2) +O(ϵ3).

(3.7)

This can then be trivially extended to any order.

3.1.2 Radial-redshift expansion

Radial dependence in the local bispectrum is included in the form of several redshift-dependent
parameters, which are evaluated at the comoving distances x1, x2, x3. Outside the constant
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Figure 3: Ratios of redshift-dependent parameters with its first- (solid lines) and second-
order (dashed) derivatives with respect to ln d, as a function of redshift. In this figure, we
take b1 =

√
1 + z as a proxy for the linear bias, with b2 and bΓ2 given by Equations (4.9).

The fiducial flat ΛCDM cosmology used to compute f and D is described in Section 4.

redshift approximation, where xi ̸= d, it follows that f(xi) ̸= f(d), where f(xi) is any term
we might consider as a function of redshift, i.e., D, f,K,C, b1, b2, bγ , βi etc. If we consider
Equation (3.6), the corrections to the radial part can naturally be included in the dual Taylor
expansion in ϵ1 and ϵ2 about the point ϵ1 = ϵ2 = 0, such that, for any function f(xi),
additional terms are generated depending on its derivative with respect to radial comoving
distance:

f(xi) =f(d) +Ai f
′(d)µ13 ϵ1 +Bi f

′(d)µ23 ϵ2 +
1

2
f ′(d)

[
A2

i ϵ
2
1 + 2AiBi (x̂13 · x̂23) ϵ1 ϵ2 +B2

i ϵ
2
2

]
+

1

2

[
−2f ′(d) + f ′′(d)

] (
A2

i µ
2
13 ϵ

2
1 + 2AiBi µ13 µ23 ϵ1 ϵ2 +B2

i µ
2
23 ϵ

2
2

)
+O(ϵ3).

(3.8)
We use derivatives with respect to the log-comoving distance, ′ = d/d ln d, such that each
order in the series expansion has the same suppression as the wide-angle terms, 1/(kd)n.
However, alternatively we could consider f ′(d) = (Hd)fz(d), in which case the first-order
terms will have a (H/k) suppression. Still considering derivatives with respect to redshift
rather than comoving distance, at higher orders the pure radial-redshift terms also can have
a 1/(kd) suppression and, as such, the nth-order as (1/(kd))a(H/k)b, for a+ b = n.

The relative size of the radial-redshift contributions to the wide-angle terms scale as
BRR ∝ g′(d)BWA, and thus are related to g′(d)/g(d) for each parameter in the bispectrum
that depends on redshift. The size of the derivative of each parameter, compared to the
wide-angle terms, is shown in Figure 3. Note that the radial-redshift contribution from bΓ2

and b2 is still small as these are subdominant contributions to the bispectrum at zeroth order
in the wide-separation expansion.

3.2 Derivation Overview

Starting from the local bispectrum in redshift space, Equation (2.22), we can use the series
expansions shown in Equations (3.7) and (3.8) to reparameterise the x1,x2 and x3 dependence
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in terms of d, and x13 and x23.
Since there is no x13,x23 dependence in the real-space integrals for the zeroth-order term

in the expansion, which corresponds to the locally homogeneous limit x1 = x2 = x3 = d̂,
these become delta functions δD(q1 − k1) and δD(q2 − k2); therefore, the plane-parallel,
constant redshift local bispectrum reduces to the standard expression

Bloc,0(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ) = 2Z1(k1, µ1)Z1(k1, µ2)Z2(k1, k2, µ3)PL(k1)PL(k2) + perms. (3.9)

However, beyond the zeroth order and after expanding x13 and x23 into their Cartesian
vector components x13,x, . . . , x23,z, we can collect powers of ϵ1 and ϵ2, which leads to

Bloc(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ, d) =

∫
q1,q2,x13,x23

e−i(k1−q1)·x13e−i(k2−q2)·x23

×
∑

ix,iy ,iz

ϵ
(ix+iy+iz)
1

[(
x13,x
x13

)ix (x13,y
x13

)iy (x13,z
x13

)iz
]

×
∑

jx,jy ,jz

ϵ
(ix+iy+iz)
2

[(
x23,x
x23

)ix (x23,y
x23

)iy (x23,z
x23

)iz
]

× Cix,iy ,iz ,jx,jy ,jz(q1, q2, q3,d),

(3.10)

where Cix,iy ,iz ,jx,jy ,jz(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ) are the bispectrum coefficients for each term in the ex-
pansion. Here, ix, iy, iz, jx, jy, jz correspond to the power of each respective Cartesian com-
ponent of x13&x23, and n = ix + iy + iz + jx + jy + jz is the order of the expansion. In the
n = 0 case, C0,0,0,0,0,0 is just the standard zeroth-order bispectrum as in Equation (3.9):

C0,0,0,0,0,0 (k1,k2,k3,d) = 2Z1(k1,d)Z1(k2,d)Z2(k1,k2,d)PL(k1)PL(k2) + perms. (3.11)

For n > 0, one can remove the x13,x23 dependence in the real-space integrals by con-
sidering the Fourier relation

∂

∂kj
F (k) = −i

∫
d3x e−ik·xxjf(x), (3.12)

such that the Cartesian components of x13 , x23 can be replaced with their derivatives, i.e.
x13,j → −i∂k1,j and x23,j → −i∂k2,j , acting on the whole expression. Therefore, the x13

and x23 integrals, as in the locally homogeneous limit, become Dirac-deltas δD(q1 − k1) and
δD(q2 − k2).

Therefore, Equation (3.10) can be rewritten in the form

Bloc(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ; d) =
∑
n

(
i

d

)n ix+iy+iz+jx+jy+jz=n∑
ix,iy ,iz ,jx,jy ,jz

(
∂ix
k1,x

∂
iy
k1,y

∂iz
k1,z

)(
∂jx
k2,x

∂
jy
k2,y

∂jz
k2,z

)
× Cix,iy ,iz ,jx,jy ,jz (k1,k2,k3,d)

(3.13)

such that there are n partial derivatives acting on each coefficient for each term in the series.
Using Equation (3.13), we can collect terms at each expansion order, which are sup-

pressed by a factor of i/(k d). Therefore, if we separate wide-angle and radial-redshift terms
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as well as the Newtonian and relativistic contributions, we can express the bispectrum as a
series of terms some suppression factors,

Bloc =

(
i

k d

)
(BWA1 +BRR1) +

iH
k

BGR1 +

(
i

k d

)2

(BWA2 +BRR2 +BWA1RR1)

+
iH
k

(
i

k d

)
(BWA1GR1 +BRR1GR1) +

(
iH
k

)2

BGR2

(3.14)

where we have truncated terms that are suppressed by O(1/k3) and higher. The theoretical
multipoles induced by wide separations, for a given survey, can then be retrieved from the
full local expression, as in Equation (2.7). Here, the imaginary first-order terms have odd
powers of µ and therefore enter into the odd multipoles, while the real second-order terms
are of even parity.

4 Results and Discussion

Our main results are the complete expressions for the local tree-level bispectrum, Equa-
tion (3.14), including wide-angle, radial-redshift and relativistic projection effects up to sec-
ond order for a generalised LOS d (Section 3). For a typical analysis, this is decomposed
into LOS multipoles and averaged over survey area (see Section 2). Because the full analytic
expressions are extremely long and cumbersome, we do not show them here. Instead, we plot
multipoles of the bispectrum for some given shapes and scales, and provide a publicly code
containing the expressions, along with a Mathematica notebook used to compute them �.2

At first order, our numerical results for the pure wide-angle bispectrum is in agreement
with both [38] and [39]; however, at second order, we only find agreement with [39] when the
comparison was possible3.

To examine these effects, we consider a few different types of future galaxy surveys of
different tracers and redshift ranges, a Hα Euclid-like survey (0.9 < z < 1.8), a DESI-like
BGS (0.05 < z < 0.6) and SKAO1 HI galaxy survey (0 < z < 0.5) [64] as well as a futuristic
Phase-2 survey, SKAO2, galaxy survey over (0.1 < z < 2). We show the results for a flat
ΛCDM cosmology with parameters taken from [65]: h = 0.6766, Ωbh

2 = 0.02242, Ωch
2 =

0.11933, As = 2.105× 10−9, ns = 0.9665.
We use these surveys as [66] provides readily available models of magnification, Q,

and evolution, be, bias which are important for the relativistic contributions. These are
astrophysical parameters that are defined with respect to the luminosity cut for a flux limited
survey,

be = − ∂ lnng

∂ ln(1 + z)
, Q = −∂ lnng

∂ lnL

∣∣∣∣
c

, (4.1)

where L is the luminosity function, ng is the comoving number density and |c refers to an
evaluation at the flux cut. Fitting functions of evolution and magnification bias (as well as
the number density) are derived from an assumed luminosity function for a given tracer and
survey (see [66] for full details).

2Similar materials for the wide-separation power spectrum multipoles are also included for completeness.
3At second order our results for the wide angle contribution is of the same order of magnitude and has

similar shape dependence to the plots in Figure 10 of [38] but we do find exact agreement as we do with the
results of [63]
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We assume the linear clustering bias is independent of luminosity [67]

∂b1
∂ lnL

∣∣∣
c
= 0. (4.2)

For an Hα Euclid-like survey, we assume a 15,000 deg2 footprint with a linear bias [67],

b1(z) = 0.9 + 0.4z, (4.3)

and for magnification Q and evolution be biases we adopt Model 3 from [66], such that,

Q(z) = 0.583 + 2.02z − 0.568z2 + 0.0411z3, (4.4a)

be(z) = −7.29 + 0.470z + 1.17z2 − 0.0290z3, (4.4b)

which is valid over the redshift range (0.9 < z < 1.8).
For the 15,000 deg2 Bright Galaxy Sample (BGS) with DESI like specifications, we

assume a linear bias [6]
b1(z) = 1.34/D(z), (4.5)

with magnification Q and evolution be biases [66],

Q(z) = 0.282 + 2.36z + 2.27z2 + 11.1z3, (4.6a)

be(z) = −2.25− 4.02z + 0.318z2 − 14.6z3, (4.6b)

valid over the redshift range (0.05 < z < 0.6).
For the 5,000 deg2 SKAO1 HI galaxy survey, we use a linear bias model from [13, 68]

b1(z) = 0.616 e1.0117 z, (4.7)

and similarly for the 30,000 deg2 SKAO2:

b1(z) = 0.554 e0.783 z. (4.8)

Expressions for evolution and magnification biases as well as the number densities are inter-
polated from Table 1 and Table 2 in [66].

Then for simplicity in our modelling we assume the local Lagrangian expression for bγ2
and the quadratic fit for b2 [69]:

bΓ2 = −2

7
(b1(z)− 1), (4.9a)

b2 = 0.412− 2.143b1(z) + 0.929b21(z) + 0.008b31(z) + 4/3 bΓ2(z). (4.9b)

We plot the bispectrum for differing choices of LOS. For the results of the monopole
we use a COM LOS (r = s = 1/3) as this allows for a more accurate representation of
wide-separation effects (see discussion in Section 4.1) while for the other multipoles, where
unspecified, we use d = x3 (r = s = 0) as a default choice as an end-point LOS has a more
simple connection to the standard FFT estimators used to measure the multipoles of the
bispectrum. The x2 and x3 end-points are equivalent if the respective k-vectors also switch,
i.e. Bℓ(k1, k2, k3;x2) ≡ Bℓ(k1, k3, k2;x3); but this symmetry is broken for the x1 case for
ℓ > 0 due to the fact that the multipole expansion is about k1.

For plots over fixed triangle shapes and scales, we choose three different triangle config-
urations:

– 15 –



Figure 4: Fractional contribution to the monopole from second-order wide-angle effects,
BWA2

(0,0) , for a Hα Euclid-like survey at redshift z = 1. This is plotted over different LOS direc-
tions in the configuration space triangle (see Figure 2), for three fixed triangles: equilateral
(left), folded (middle) and squeezed (right). The corners of the triangles represent the end-
point lines-of-sight: x1 (bottom right), x2 (top left), and x3 (bottom left). The COM LOS is
denoted by ×.

• Equilateral: k1 = k2 = k3 = 0.01 [h/Mpc]

• Folded: k1 = 2 k2 = 2 k3 = 0.02 [h/Mpc]

• Squeezed: k1 = k2 = 10 k3 = 0.05 [h/Mpc]

which are used in the plots below.

4.1 Line-of-sight dependence

Monopole The monopole of the bispectrum corresponds to the case where we have averaged
over the LOS dependence, µ1, ϕ. Therefore, it is not decomposed with respect to any LOS
and as such there is no LOS dependence in our estimator; in our theory however, we still
have to define a point from which to Taylor expand about to describe our configuration space
triangle and therefore our LOS dependent describe the choices of points about which to do
the expansion.

For the monopole only the even order wide-separation and relativistic terms enter and so
in this case we are referring purely to the second order terms. Figure 4 shows the r, s (which
parameterise our choice of LOS) dependence of the monopole for different bispectrum shapes.
For the equilateral shape, k1 = k2 = k3, all three end-points are equivalent however for a
non-endpoint LOS, for example the centre-of-mass (COM) where r = s = 1/3, will generally
induce a smaller contribution. This can be explained if we consider the configuration space
triangle, Figure 2; the separations between d and the end-points are less extreme for a point in
the centre of the triangle. Thus, the wide-separation series expansions in terms of Aiϵ1, Biϵ2
should converge quicker, and therefore a COM LOS should be more accurate to the true
non-linear wide-separation corrections that we observe. Therefore, for all discussion of the
monopole, we use a COM LOS.

Outside the equilateral configuration, wide-separation effects are often weighted more
if the LOS choice is weighted more towards an end-point which corresponds to a smaller
k-vector; wide-separation effects are larger when the scales that are correlated are larger.
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(a) Wide-angle (WA) contribution.

(b) Radial-redshift (RR) contribution.

Figure 5: Contribution to the dipole as a fraction of the monopole from first-order wide-
separation effects for a Euclid-like Hα survey at z = 1. This is plotted over LOS choices
(parameterised by r and s, as in Equation 3.2) in configuration space, for three fixed triangles:
equilateral (left), folded (middle) and squeezed (right). The corners of the triangles represent
the end-point LOS: x1 (bottom right), x2 (top left), and x1 (bottom left). The COM LOS is
denoted by ×.

Other multipoles For any ℓ ̸= 0 multipole, the choice of LOS is more complex as is it not
only the point about which we expand from to describe the configuration space triangle, but
also it is the vector with which we use to define our spherical harmonic basis. Figure 5 shows
the odd wide-separation contributions (both radial redshift and wide angle) to the bispectrum
dipole as a function of r, s. First order wide-separation terms are linear in the expansions
parameters and so there is no r, s dependence from the convergence in the equilateral limit,
but as before different k generate r, s dependence due to the loss of symmetry (for this folded
configuration k2 = k3 and therefore there is no change with respect to s). But outside the
monopole there is a dependence on r as our spherical harmonics are defined with respect
to k̂1. For the case of non-zero m multipoles these also contain information about k2 and
therefore these have additional s dependence.
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Figure 6: Dipole moment ℓ = 1 (m = 0) of the bispectrum for k2 = 2k1 (top) and the
isosceles configuration, k1 = k2 (bottom), as a function of the angle between k1 and k2. The
results assume a DESI-like Bright Galaxy Survey (BGS) at redshift z = 0.4. Each panel
displays the general relativistic (GR, blue), wide-angle (WA, green), and radial-redshift (RR,
orange) contributions to the bispectrum, and the total signal (black). The total bispectrum
is computed from the sum of each of these contributions.

4.2 Parity odd

The imaginary contributions coming from odd moments is composed of the first-order con-
tributions from the three different effects: wide-angle, radial-redshift and relativistic terms:

B
(1)
loc = BWA1 +BRR1 +BGR1 . (4.10)

These will enter the odd multipole moments of the bispectrum, namely B10. We show each of
these contributions, and the total bispectrum, in Figure 6, after integrating over all possible
LOS.

At first order in the wide-separation series expansion, the contributions are linear in the
expansion parameters and, therefore, any choice of LOS in the configuration-space triangle
can be expressed as the linear combination of the three end-point lines-of-sight:

B(1)(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ, d;d) = rB(1)(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ, d;x1) + sB(1)(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ, d;x2)

+ (1− r − s)B(1)(k1, k2, k3, µ1, ϕ, d;x3).
(4.11)

As expected due to their 1/k suppression, Figure 7 and Figure 8 shows the signal for all
three effects increases at large scales with peaks in the squeezed limit, corresponding to a small
k3 in this case. A notable result here is that relativistic effects are in general larger than their
wide-separation counterparts (note for a single tracer in the equilateral case the relativistic
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Figure 7: Contribution to the dipole as a fraction of the monopole from first order wide
angle, radial redshift and relativistic effects for a Hα Euclid-like survey at z = 1. This is
plotted over bispectrum shapes, for a fixed scale with k1 = 0.05 [h/Mpc]. Top left corner:
Squeezed, Top right corner: Equilateral, Bottom: Folded.

Figure 8: Odd parity first order contributions to the dipole as a fraction of the monopole
plotted over all triangles, where k1 > k2 > k3, for a Euclid-like Hα survey at z = 1. The
plot represents all triangles in a nested structure where we use a bin width of 0.005 [h/Mpc].
The thicker dashed lines represent a step in k1 (k2 (and k3) reset to their minimum value for
that k1 considering the triangle condition), such that it is constant in that region between
dashed lines. Folded triangles occur on these dashed lines, with equilateral triangles directly
before it. The fainter dashed lines denote the corresponding steps in k2. The shaded regions
represent ‘squeezed’ regions where 3 k3 < k2 ≤ k1.

effects are zero due to the symmetry), unlike in the power spectrum, though we stress the
relativistic terms are heavily dependent on the models of evolution and magnification bias.
Wide-separation effects can also lead to higher powers of µ and as such it has the effect of
moving signal into the higher multipoles and therefore for higher ℓ, wide-separation effects
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Figure 9: Odd parity first-order contributions to the dipole as a fraction of the monopole
for three different triangle configurations (equilateral, squeezed and folded) for both a DESI
BGS and an Hα Euclid-like survey. The dashed vertical represent the redshift at which the
wide-separation expansion is expected to break down for the given scales.

will generally have a greater fractional contribution to the overall signal. We include plots of
the contributions for other odd multipoles in Appendix C.

The wide angle contribution has a 1/(kd) suppression and therefore it is less important
at high redshifts, as shown in Figure 9. However for the BGS, at low redshifts, they can
dominate the dipole signal, though at a certain redshift and scale, given by k = 2π/χ(z), the
wide-separation perturbative expansion will break down (represented by the vertical dashed
vertical lines in Figure 9).

First-order radial-redshift contributions however, if we use derivatives with respect to
redshift, scale as H/k. Therefore, for surveys covering a higher redshift range, such as the
Roman Space Telescope [9], or the proposed Stage-V MegaMapper survey [70], we would
expect the wide-angle contribution to be negligible, while the radial-redshift corrections would
still need to be considered for precision analyses.

4.2.1 Signal-to-noise ratio

To consider the detectability of these effects in future surveys we compute the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) for the dipole of the bispectrum:

SNR2 =
∑
△

Bℓm(k1, k2, k3)B
∗
ℓm(k1, k2, k3)

Cℓm(k1, k2, k3)
(4.12)
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DESI BGS Euclid Hα SKAO1 SKAO2
SNRWA 1.9 1.9 1.2 5.5
SNRRR 0.3 2.4 0.1 2.5
SNRWS 1.6 1.1 1.2 5.9
SNRGR 1.8 11.7 0.4 8.8
SNRAll 2.8 10.9 1.3 13.1

Table 1: SNR for the dipole, ℓ = 1,m = 0, of the galaxy bispectrum for different contribu-
tions for each survey we consider.

where we discretely sum over all triangles △ where k1 > k2 > k3
4. We assume a Gaussian

bispectrum covariance for simplicity with the expressions given in Appendix B.
We compute the SNR in redshift bins of width ∆z = 0.1 and then the cumulative SNR

for a given survey is given by summing the SNR from each bin in quadrature SNR(< z) =∑
z

√
SNR(z)2. In k-space we impose bin widths of ∆k = 2kf where kf is the fundamental

frequency of the survey (kf ≈ (2π)/V 1/3) and a cut-off scale at kmax = 0.1 [h/Mpc]. We also
exclude Fourier modes where k > 2π/x(zmin) for the minimum redshift of the bin as the wide
angle expansion breaks down. Results are plotted in Figure 10 and SNR values are given in
Table 1.

We note that this analysis ignores several key factors and just constitutes a crude cal-
culation. Firstly, these results will be heavily impacted by the convolution with the survey
window function which will dampen the signal on the large scales as well as mix the odd
and even parity signals. On smaller, mildly non-linear scales the tree level theory assumed
here will be inadequate both in the signal and the covariance. In general much more atten-
tion needs to paid to the covariance; the Gaussian covariance limit has shown to be a poor
approximation to the true covariance, particularly in the squeezed limit [71–73], and also
we neglected the relativistic and wide-separation contributions. Lastly, proper consideration
of small scales should allow for higher kmax allowing a greater range of mode to be accessed
rather than the harsh cut-off of kmax = 0.1[h/Mpc] considered here. These results do however
appear broadly consistent with those of previous analyses [38, 67].

The SNR is strongly dependent on survey volume for all three contributions as larger
volumes leads to a smaller kf and, therefore, more k-modes. The predominant part of the
signal arises from squeezed, or moderately squeezed triangles, where k3 is small and k1 and
k2 are comparatively large. The low redshift samples of DESI BGS and SKAO1-like samples
do not cover a large enough volume for a strong detection of the relativistic signal while for
the larger redshift coverage of SKAO2 and Euclid, we obtain SNR ∼ O(10). Therefore, one
would expect the relativistic terms to be detectable in other similar spectroscopic surveys,
like the higher redshift ELG and LRG samples of DESI. For a cosmic variance limited survey,
with fsky = 1 and assuming be = Q = 0, as shown in Figure 11, also has an SNR ∼ O(10) for
the relativistic signal. The dominant non evolution and magnification bias terms generally
are inversely proportional to redshift, however for a realistic survey, non-zero evolution and
magnification biases will drive the relativistic signal at higher redshifts.

Therefore, for a realistic analysis as well as accessing more modes by pushing to higher
redshifts, greater constraining power on relativistic corrections should be achievable with

4This is imposed to only count unique triangles, though wide-separation effects partially break the sym-
metry; for example, the results would be identical if we imposed k1 > k3 > k2 and used an x2 as our LOS
choice.
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Figure 10: Cumulative SNR of the dipole, (ℓ = 1,m = 0) plotted over redshift bins, for the
three different surveys we consider, without wide-separation effects (green) – that is, purely
relativistic contribution – and with wide-separation for different LOS choices.

Figure 11: Cumulative SNR for different contributions to the dipole of the bispectrum for
a cosmic variance limited survey with be = Q = 0. Also b1 =

√
1 + z and b2 and bΓ2 are set

by Equation (4.9).

multi-tracer approaches (e.g. see [74] for example os constraints from a multi-tracer analysis);
indeed in the (H/k) relativistic corrections enter the odd multipoles of the power spectrum
for the multi-tracer case.

Further, while we just just considered the dipole, ℓ = 1,m = 0, for the discussion
here, additional information from the imaginary bispectrum is contained in the other odd
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multipoles.
Confident detection of the wide-separation corrections requires large volumes, but as

expected the wide angle signal peaks at lower redshifts while the radial redshift signal is
fairly redshift independent. Their effect on the overall SNR of the dipole, as shown in figure
10, is survey dependent and is also dependent on the LOS choice.

If we consider the linear-order expansions in Equations (3.7) and (3.8), then the wide-
angle terms contain either the dot products d · x̂1i, or k · x̂1i, and the radial-redshift terms
have a factor of d · x̂1i. In general, these d · x̂1i terms appear more suppressed for a less
extreme LOS choice; often, as in the Euclid-like case, the d · x̂1i and k · x̂1i contributions are
of opposite sign and, therefore, the wide-angle contributions are larger for a COM LOS as
there is less cancellation between the two contributions.

Fisher forecast If we introduce amplitude parameters for each effect (αGR, αWA, αRR),
such that the odd part of the bispectrum is given by

B
(1)
loc = αWABWA1 + αRRBRR1 + αGRBGR1 , (4.13)

we can examine the degeneracy between the contributions by performing a Fisher matrix
analysis on these parameters. Assuming a Gaussian likelihood, the Fisher matrix depends on
the derivative of the multipoles with respect to the parameters:

Fij,ℓm =
∑
△

∂Bℓm

∂θi
C−1
ℓm

∂B∗
ℓm

∂θj
. (4.14)

Figure 12 shows the 1- and 2-σ forecasted constraints on the amplitude parameters for the
DESI-, Euclid-, and SKAO2-like surveys. For the Euclid case, the wide-separation and rel-
ativistic contributions are positively correlated, unlike in the SKAO2-like galaxy survey like
case. We can see the shift in the correlations due to different ranges of redshift for each
survey.

4.3 Parity even

The parity even part of the wide-separation, and relativistic corrections, which comes in at
second order, includes a relativistic and wide-separation mixing contribution, such that we
can write

B(2),loc =

(
i

ki d

)2

(BWS2) +
iH
ki

(
i

ki d

)
(BWS1GR1) +

(
iH
ki

)2

BGR2 , (4.15)

where WS includes both wide-angle and radial-redshift contributions, as well as their mixing
at second order.

As in the case of the odd parity terms, the even parity relativistic contribution, (GR2),
is generally larger than the wide-separation contributions (as in Figures 13 and Figure 13),
(WA2 +RR2 +WA/RR) though at second order we also have the mixing contribution which
is greater than the pure wide-separation contribution.

These second-order contributions are smaller than their first-order imaginary counter-
parts. The percentage correction of wide-separation effects (including the mixed terms) to
the standard Newtonian term is < 1% for most triangles, but it peaks on small scales and in
the squeezed limit, where it can be of order 10%.
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Figure 12: 1- and 2-σ forecast for the amplitude parameters measured with the dipole of the
bispectrum for a DESI BGS (thick blue), Euclid Hα (green) and a SKAO2 HI (thin orange)
galaxy surveys.

4.3.1 Effective primordial non-Gaussianity

While the percentage contributions of wide-separation corrections to the monopole are of
order < 1% for scales k ≈ 0.01 [h/Mpc], with a larger contribution coming from the mixing
with the relativistic corrections, it is important to consider for an accurate analysis of PNG;
if wide-separation and relativistic corrections are ignored in the theory modelling then this
unaccounted for signal can mimic a PNG signal. Previous studies have shown that relativistic
corrections can significantly bias measurements for PNG of the local type in the monopole of
the galaxy bispectrum [75, 76], and here we consider a similar analysis with the inclusion of
wide-separation corrections.

Focusing on local type PNG and as such we consider the squeezed limit of the bispectrum
monopole at large scales. We consider a local PNG contribution including scale dependent
bias following [77], with full details of our modelling given in Appendix D. The left panel of
Figure 16 shows the effective local fNL induced by each type of wide-separation correction,
for the Euclid-like bias parameters at z = 1. We can see that while the pure wide angle
contribution mimics fNL of O(0.1), which is consistent with the findings in [39], the contri-
butions from the other terms are more significant. The relativistic/wide-separation mixing in
particular can lead to the individual contributions with fNL ≈ 10. The right panel shows the
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Figure 13: Fractional contribution to the monopole (top) and quadrupole (bottom) from
wide-separation (WS) and relativistic effects (GR) and their mixing (WS/GR) for a Hα
Euclid-like survey at z = 1, plotted over all triangles.

total wide-separation corrections, including all mixing terms, as well as the dominant pure
relativistic term.

In comparison to previous results, the effective local non-Gaussianity induced by GR
effects, f eff GR

NL , is larger than that in [75, 76]. This can attribute this largely to the signal
from the evolution and magnification bias terms. For be = Q = 0, we find f eff GR

NL ≈ 5 roughly
in line with the results of [75], who considered the impact of local relativistic projection effects
on the full bispectrum. Detailed comparison with the results of [76] is not straightforward as
they consider the bispectrum in a spherical basis. For a higher redshift sample, the wide-angle
contribution will decrease (see Figure 15), but the radial-redshift contribution, in particular,
will still be relevant for precision constraints.

Wide-separation corrections directly on PNG contribution (wide-separation/PNG mixed
term) are negligible for most analyses; however, a full relativistic treatment of PNG is more
subtle and requires further attention [78].

The effective fNL induced by the wide-separation corrections in the galaxy bispectrum
falls with current fNL constraints5, but in order to reach for example the goal of ∆fNL ≈ 1,
both wide-separation and relativistic corrections cannot be ignored.

5For example, see [79] for constraints from a joint power spectrum and bispectrum analysis.
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Figure 14: Fractional contribution to the monopole from wide-separation and GR effects
for a Hα Euclid-like survey at z = 1. This is plotted over bispectrum shapes, for a fixed scale
with k1 = 0.05 [h/Mpc].

5 Conclusions

In this work, we computed wide-separation effects to the three-dimensional galaxy bispectrum,
with a generalised line-of-sight orientation in the triplet of galaxies including, for the first
time, the contribution from local redshift evolution, which becomes relevant when galaxies are
widely separated in terms of radial distance. The expressions and routines used to compute
these effects for given kernels of the galaxy bispectrum are publicly available �. For low
redshifts and large angular footprints, the perturbative approach to wide-angle effects breaks
down at the largest scales. However, this perturbative approach should be robust enough
to make precision constraints for the most relevant scales in ongoing (DESI and Euclid) and
future (SKAO2) surveys that map large redshifts.

We show that the imaginary part of these effects, which enter the odd multipole moments
of the bispectrum, can be up to 10% of the Newtonian monopole for ongoing Stage-IV galaxy
surveys, like Euclid (see Figure 8). At lower redshifts, the wide-angle (WA) contribution is
larger for a DESI-like Bright Galaxy Survey (BGS), compared to the radial redshift (RR)
contributions, but for z > 1 they have a similar magnitude for the Euclid-like case considered
here (Figure 9). We stress, nonetheless, the dependence of our results on the range of scales,
shapes, redshifts and bias parameters considered.

We have compared these contributions to the signal from general relativistic corrections,
including both dynamical and projection effects. These contributions are, in general, larger
than the wide-separation terms for the cases considered here, and the leading-order imaginary
part that enters the odd multipoles should be detectable with a single tracer in surveys with
large enough volume: for a Euclid-like Hα galaxy survey, over 0.9 < z < 1.8, our forecast
showed a signal-to-noise ratio of order 10. Since the odd multipoles of the galaxy bispectrum
are an interesting method to constrain gravity on cosmological scales, in this work we have
shown how important it is to accurately model and account for the wide-separation effects
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Figure 15: Even parity second-order contributions to the monopole as a fraction of the
Newtonian part for three different triangle configurations (equilateral, squeezed and folded)
for both a DESI BGS and an Hα Euclid-like survey.

– including the radial redshift contribution – due to their degeneracy with the relativistic
terms.

The second-order wide-separation effects are real and affect the even-parity multipoles.
Here, we showed that these can mix with the relativistic signal, and the mixing terms be-
tween wide-separation and relativistic effects can be of similar order to the pure second-order
relativistic signal. These effects, while percentage or sub-percentage level corrections to the
Newtonian contribution, will still need to be considered for precision analysis on large scales
(k ≲ 10−2 h/Mpc), which are particularly relevant to constrain primordial non-Gaussianities
(PNG). For PNG of the local-type, we showed that wide-separation effects in the squeezed
limit, if unaccounted for, can ‘mimic’ fNL up to O(1) (Figure 16) mainly through the mixing
with the relativistic terms. The effective fNL we find generated by the pure relativistic term
alone, fNL ≈ O(30), is larger than in previous analysis, but this can be attributed to the
models of evolution and magnification bias we use.

In this work, we omitted the effect of the convolution of the survey window function
which significantly impact the large scales analysed, and therefore it is important to model
how these contributions will be affected. The modelling of this is non-trivial, and we leave
this aspect as an avenue of future work. Further, the impact of nonlinear linear effects should
be considered, and the inclusion of mode-coupling, off-diagonal and beyond-Gaussian terms
should be included in a realistic modelling of the covariance matrix.
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Figure 16: Left Panel: Effective local fNL induced in the monopole by each wide-separation
contribution (including mixing with relativistic terms) for a squeezed limit configuration with
k3 = 0.01, for a Euclid-like survey at z = 1. A COM LOS is used for the monopole. Right
Panel: Combined effective fNL for all wide-separation effects alongside the pure relativistic
contribution.

Acknowledgments

CA is supported by a studentship from the UK Science and Technology Facilities Council
(STFC). CG and CC acknowledge financial support from the UK STFC consolidated grant
ST/T000341/1. This work made extensive use of the public code class [80, 81], and the
following python packages and libraries: numpy [82], scipy [83] and matplotlib [84].

Code Availability Statement

Routines used in this work are publicly available at https://github.com/craddis1/ws_bk_
theory.

A Impact of the survey window convolution

The window function convolution will dampen the signal for k-modes that approach the size
of the survey. Additionally, it introduces additional terms from the convolution, such that
for a given term with µm dependence it introduces additional terms dependent on µm−n/kn.
The effect of this is to mix the parity odd and even terms such that different signals enter
each multipole, though this is suppressed on scales much smaller than the window.

For completeness, we briefly examine the effect of the survey window on the bispec-
trum, but implementation is beyond the scope of this work (see [44, 63] for more detailed
discussions).
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We can define our local windowed bispectrum

BW
loc(k1,k2,d) =

∫
x13,x23

e−i(k1·x13+k2·x23)W (x1)W (x2)W (x3) ζloc(x13,x23,d) (A.1)

from our theoretical unwindowed expression with wide-separation corrections already included
in ζloc(x13,x23,d). Note that here wide-separation corrections are computed directly on the
unwindowed theory and not on the full windowed expression.

If we assume d = x3 (ζloc(x13,x23,d) is computed for the same LOS) then one can
write:

BW
loc(k1,k2,d) ≡ W (d)

∫
x13,x23

e−i(k1·x13+k2·x23)W (d+ x13)W (d+ x23)ζloc(x13,x23,d).

(A.2)
By defining the Fourier transform of the window

W (x) =

∫
d3qW (q)eiq·x, (A.3)

and writing the local correlation as the inverse Fourier transform of the local Fourier bispec-
trum then the windowed bispectrum is given by

BW
loc(k1,k2,d) ≡ W (d)

∫
x13,x23,k′

1,k
′
2,q1,q2

e−i(k1−k′
1+q1)·x13e−i(k2−k′

2+q2)·x23

×W (q1)W (q2)Bloc(k1,k2,d),

(A.4)

The configuration space integrals then become Dirac deltas which contract the integrals over
k′
1,k

′
2 such that the convolution of the local bispectrum with window becomes

BW
loc(k1,k2,d) ≡ W (d)

∫
q1,q2

W (q1)W (q2)Bloc(k1 + q1,k2 + q2,d). (A.5)

B Gaussian covariance for the bispectrum multipoles

The estimator defined in Equation (2.3), assuming the plane-parallel limit and ignoring the
convolution of the survey window on the multipoles, simplifies to

B̂ℓ,m(k1, k2, k3) =

√
4π

NT

∫
S1

d3q1

∫
S2

d3q2

∫
S3

d3q3δ
D(q123)δ(q1)δ(q2)δ(q3)Y

∗
ℓ,m(q̂1 · d̂, ϕ).

(B.1)
The covariance of each multipole is given by

CB
ℓm(k1, k2, k3, k

′
1, k

′
2, k

′
3) ≡ ⟨B̂ℓm(k1, k2, k3)B̂

∗
ℓm(k′1, k

′
2, k

′
3)⟩−⟨B̂ℓm(k1, k2, k3)⟩⟨B̂∗

ℓm(k′1, k
′
2, k

′
3)⟩.

(B.2)
To model the covariance for the bispectrum multipoles we make the simplifying assump-

tions of assuming Gaussian cosmic variance and only considering the leading order Newtonian
terms. For Gaussianity ⟨B̂ℓm(k1, k2, k3)⟩ is zero and as such following [85] we can write:

CB
ℓm =

4π sB

NT
123

∫
dµ1

∫
dϕ |Y m

ℓ (µ1, ϕ)|2PPP(k1, µ1)PPP(k2, µ2)PPP(k3, µ3) (B.3)
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where we assume the thin bin limit ∆k << k such that NT
123 = 8π2k1k2k3(∆k/kf )

3 and the
fundamental frequency of the survey is given by kf ≈ 2π/(V )(1/3). PN(k1, µ1) is the kaiser
plane-parallel redshift space power spectrum with a shot noise contribution to the noise given
by

PN,PP+N(k, µ) = Z
(1)
N (k, µ)2Plin(k) +

1

n̄g
. (B.4)

C Other multipoles

Figure 17 shows the contribution from the imaginary bispectrum, generated by wide-separation
and relativistic corrections, for a selection of odd multipoles. Without wide-separations cor-
rections, multipoles up ℓ = 6 are induced. However, for the nth order in the wide-separation
expansion, non-zero multipoles are generated up to ℓ = 6 + n.

In comparison to Figure 8 we can see different shape dependence for the m ̸= 0 mul-
tipoles; in particular the relativistic contributions appears to have a distinct peak in the
squeezed isosceles triangles. Note, though the amplitude of the multipoles is smaller for higher
m, evaluation of the additional information from each multipole requires further analysis.

D Newtonian Local type Non-Gaussianity

We consider the local non-Gaussianity contribution, including scale-dependent biases, follow-
ing [77], the non-Gaussian contributions to the first-order and second-order perturbations
theory kernels are given by

Z
(1)
N,NG = D(x1)b01(x1) (D.1)

and

Z
(2)
N,NG = D2(x1)

[
b1(x1)

(
fNL

α(q3)

α(q1)α(q2)

)
+ f(x1)

(q12 · x̂1)
2

q212

(
fNL

α(q3)

α(q1)α(q2)

)
b11(x1)

2

(
1

α(q1)
+

1

α(q2)

)
+ b01(x1)

(
(q1 · q2)
q21α(q2)

+
(q1 · q2)
q22α(q1)

)
+

b02(x1)

α(q1)α(q2)
+

b01(x1)

2
f(x1)(q1 · x̂1)

(
(q1 · x̂1)

q21α(q2)
+

(q2 · x̂1)

q22α(q1)

)]
.

(D.2)

For models of the scale dependent biases, we follow the expressions in [77] and write the
Eulerian expressions (we drop the explicit dependence on comoving distance)

b01 = bL01, (D.3a)

b11 = bL01 + bL11, (D.3b)

b02 = bL02, (D.3c)

in terms of Lagrangian biases which, if one assumes a universal mass function, are given by

b01 = 2 δc fNL b
L
10, (D.4a)

b11 = 2 fNL(δc b
L
20 − bL10), (D.4b)

b02 = 4 f2
NL(δc b

L
20 − 2 bL10). (D.4c)
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Figure 17: Relativistic (green) and wide-separation (blue) corrections to a selection of odd
multipoles.
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Above, δc = 1.686 is the critical density for spherical collapse in an Einstein-de Sitter universe.
The Lagrangian bias parameters in Equation (D.4) can then be expressed in terms of the
Eulerian bias as

bL10 = b10 − 1, (D.5a)

bL20 = b20 − (8/21) bL10. (D.5b)

The full redshift space kernels, at each order in perturbation theory, are>

Z(1) = Z
(1)
G + Z

(1)
N,NG, (D.6)

and
Z(2) = Z

(2)
G + Z

(2)
N,NG, (D.7)

and so the total primordial non-Gaussian contribution to the bispectrum can be calculated
through Equation (2.22).
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