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Non-Gaussian halo bias beyond the squeezed limit
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Primordial non-Gaussianity, in particular the coupling of modes with widely different wavelengths, can
have a strong impact on the large-scale clustering of tracers through a scale-dependent bias with respect to
matter. We demonstrate that the standard derivation of this non-Gaussian scale-dependent bias is in
general valid only in the extreme squeezed limit of the primordial bispectrum, i.e. for clustering over very
large scales. We further show how the treatment can be generalized to describe the scale-dependent bias
on smaller scales, without making any assumptions on the nature of tracers apart from a dependence on
the small-scale fluctuations within a finite region. If the leading scale-dependent bias Ab o k%, then the
first subleading term will scale as k**2. This correction typically becomes relevant as one considers

clustering over scales k = 10721 Mpc™!.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Primordial non-Gaussianity is one of the most promising
probes of the physics and nature of inflation in the early
Universe [1]. Currently the best constraints on non-
Gaussianity come from the cosmic microwave background
as observed by the Planck satellite [2]. However, it has
become clear recently that observations of the clustering of
large-scale structure (LSS) tracers will offer competitive
constraining power on non-Gaussianity [3-9].

The key ingredient in describing the impact of non-
Gaussianity on LSS statistics is the description of the
biasing of tracers, that is, the relation to the matter density
field. Dalal et al. [10] showed that in the presence of non-
Gaussianity of the local type, where the non-Gaussian
potential perturbation ¢ is given in terms of a Gaussian
field ¢ via

(x) = d(x) + fr(*(x) — (D)), (1

where fy, is a dimensionless parameter, leads to a strongly
scale-dependent bias which increases towards large scales
as k~2 in Fourier space. That is, on large scales, tracers
follow the potential, rather than matter, as in the case of
Gaussian initial conditions. This effect can be understood
as follows. Given a potential described by Eq. (1), one can
easily show [10,11] that the power spectrum of small-scale
matter fluctuations in a patch of size R; around x is
rescaled as

P(k,) = [1 + 4\, (x)]P(k,), )

where ¢ (x) is the potential averaged over the patch, and
P(k;) is the matter power spectrum derived from the
Gaussian field ¢. Tracers in this patch then effectively
form in a Universe with higher primordial power spectrum
amplitude, which will clearly change their abundance rela-
tive to other patches resulting in a modulation of the tracer
density by long wavelength potential perturbations.
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The rescaling Eq. (2) is only valid in the large-scale limit
R; — oo, that is when gradients of ¢ can be neglected. As
we will see, this is formally equivalent to only considering
the leading contribution to the bispectrum By in the
squeezed limit, lim ;B (k, k;, [k, + k|). This is clearly
not a good assumption for most current large-scale
structure surveys, which probe Fourier modes k =
10721 Mpc~!. Several treatments have gone beyond the
approximation Eq. (2) [12—14]; however, they all assumed
specific models for the tracers (thresholding or excursion
set). It is likely that more refined models for tracers will be
necessary in order to adequately describe the large samples
of galaxies, quasars, and other tracers delivered by ongoing
and upcoming surveys. The goal of this paper is to go
beyond the limit described by Eq. (2) while keeping the
treatment fully independent of detailed assumptions about
the tracers.

Our treatment will be based on the approach devel-
oped in Schmidt et al. [15] (see also [16,17]). The
underlying idea is that, when coarse-grained on a suffi-
ciently large scale R;, the abundance of tracers only
depends locally on various coarse-grained properties of
the density field. The properties considered in [15] were
the coarse-grained matter density p; = p(1 + &;), the
curvature of the matter density V2p,, and the amplitude
of small-scale fluctuations y.. The assumption of locality
is valid as long as R; is much larger than the scale of
nonlocality of the tracer considered. By defining renor-
malized bias parameters, it is then possible to absorb the
dependence on the arbitrary scale R; in the expression
for tracer correlations, which then only involves large-
scale matter correlators. The renormalized bias parame-
ters which, following conventional usage, we refer to as
“peak-background split” (PBS) bias parameters, are
given in terms of derivatives of the mean abundance of
tracers with respect to the properties of the background
Universe and initial conditions.
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Let us briefly recap the renormalization procedure pre-
sented in [15] for tracer clustering in the presence of
primordial non-Gaussianity. In this paper we will assume
that the leading non-Gaussian contribution is given by the
bispectrum; the generalization to higher N-point functions
is straightforward. If we assume that, on large scales, tracer
correlations are completely described by the dependence of
the tracer density on the coarse-grained fractional matter
density perturbation &,

mu>=]ﬁwwgm—ﬂmwx 3)

where W; is an arbitrary spherically symmetric filter func-
tion on the scale R;, then the tracer correlation function &,
is to leading order given by

En(r) = bEL(r) + b1by(6,(1)872) + -+, (4

where &; (r) = (6,(1)6,(2)), and by are the renormalized
PBS bias parameters defined as derivatives of the mean
tracer abundance with respect to a change in the back-
ground density p of the Universe.

The leading non-Gaussian modification is the second
term o bb,. In terms of the matter bispectrum
B,,(ky, k, k3), this three-point correlator is given by

Pk pikryy d3k1
ErCACY P AT
X Wi (Ik + k|)B,(k ky, [k + ki]).  (5)

(8.(1)87(2)) =

In the approach described in [15], Eq. (4) is only a valid
description of tracer correlations as long as it is indepen-
dent of the value of the coarse-graining scale R; . In order
for this to be satisfied, we need to write Eq. (5) in a form
that is separable in r and R; . For realistic bispectra B, this
can in general only be done approximately. Fortunately, in
the case of primordial non-Gaussianity where the contri-
bution in Eq. (5) typically becomes significant for large
separations r, we can make use of a separation of scales:
while the Fourier integral over k roughly picks out scales of
k ~ 1/r, the integral over k; peaks for k; ~ 1/R,. We thus
perform an expansion of Eq. (5) in powers of k/k; ~ kR; .

Let us restrict to local primordial non-Gaussianity for
the time being. As shown in [15], to leading order in
powers of k/kj,

(6,(1)87(2)) = 4fnLo1é4s(r), (6)

where £, is the potential-matter cross-correlation func-
tion. Clearly, this contribution is strongly R; dependent
through the factor a’%. The solution introduced in [15] is to
explicitly account for the dependence of the tracer density
on the local amplitude of small-scale matter fluctuations,
y. = (82/a% — 1)/2, by generalizing the renormalized
local bias parameters by to a bivariate bias expansion
byy [18,19], where by, are equal to the local biases
by. The lowest- order new bias parameter by, which
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corresponds to the response of the mean tracer abundance
to a change in the matter power spectrum normalization,
then absorbs the term Eq. (6), leading to an R -independent
final expression for the two-point correlation,

En(r) = blo&L(r) + 2b1obor 2f i€ ps(r) + 0+ (7)

The second term here corresponds to the scale-dependent
bias identified in [10], where by, quantifies the amplitude
and is given by the derivative of the tracer abundance
with respect to a change in the amplitude of primordial
fluctuations.

Unfortunately, Eq. (6) is only an accurate approximation
to the full expression Eq. (5) on very large scales. Taking
the expansion in k/k; to order (k/k;)?, we will show
below that

(6,087 (2)) = 2f\ilo7égs(r) + 0% L E0s(D] (8)

where ¢(x) = —V?¢(x), and the spectral moment oy ; is
defined below [Eq. (12) with Eq. (29)]. The crucial point is
that the second term in Eq. (8) scales differently with r and
R; than the first term. Hence, there is no hope that it will be
absorbed by the single bias parameter by, introduced in
[15]. In fact, the physical interpretation of the two terms in
Eq. (8) is quite different: while the first term quantifies the
uniform rescaling of the local small-scale fluctuations by ¢
[Eq. (2)], the second term corresponds to a scale-dependent
rescaling of small-scale fluctuations by the field ¢(x),

The first effect is naturally captured by allowing for a
dependence of the tracer density on the amplitude of
small-scale fluctuations. On the other hand, to capture
the effect of the second term in Eq. (8), we need to
allow for a dependence of the tracer density on the shape
of the power spectrum of small-scale fluctuations. As we
will see, such a dependence along with the associated
renormalized bias parameter is exactly what is needed to
absorb the R; dependence introduced by the second term
in Eq. (8).

The purpose of the following sections is to make
these statements rigorous. Further, we will present all
derivations for a general bispectrum of primordial non-
Gaussianity, as the treatment is easily phrased to encom-
pass the general case.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce notation and conventions used throughout the
paper. Section III describes the squeezed-limit expansion
of three-point correlators for general (separable) bispectra.
The scale-dependent bias beyond the squeezed limit is
derived in Sec. 1V, while examples and numerical results
are presented in Sec. V. We make the connection to pre-
vious results in Sec. VI and discuss other sources that
become relevant in this regime in Sec. VII. We conclude
in Sec. VIIL
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II. NOTATION

We assume that the primordial N-point functions are
given in terms of the Bardeen potential during matter
domination, ¢. Throughout, we will only deal with the
statistics of ¢ and the initial (linear) density field, scaled to
some redshift z. Note in particular that the density bias
parameters correspondingly denote Lagrangian biases
throughout. The relation between ¢ and the linear density
field at redshift z is written in Fourier space as

8(k, z) = M(k, 2) (k)

Mk, )_g K*T(k)g(z)

30,H(1+72) (10)

where T(k) is the matter transfer function normalized to
unity as k — 0, and g(z) is the linear growth rate of the
gravitational potential normalized to unity during the
matter-dominated epoch. In the following, we will drop
the argument z in § and M since it is not of relevance in
the derivation. Further, we define My (k) = M(k)Wy(k),
where Y stands for different filters such as L, s, * which we
will encounter below. We let P, (k) denote the power
spectrum of ¢, and P, (k) = Mz(k)P¢(k) the matter
power spectrum (again dropping the argument 7).

We will need various spectral moments of the density
field. We define

, [ &k
) @mpt

for any filter Wy. Further, given a weighting function f(k),
we define

g Pu()W3(k) Y

3
7y = [ w0 we. a2

It will also be useful to define nonlocal transformations of
the density field. Again, given a function f(k), we let

Bk . X -
os5x) = | Gy S OW 030 (13
In particular, this yields
<5f,Y5Y> = 0'/2{)/- (14)

III. BEYOND THE SQUEEZED LIMIT

We begin with deriving the correlator Eq. (5) and ex-
panding it in the squeezed limit. More details are provided
in the Appendix. Throughout, we will work to leading
order in the dimensionless amplitude of non-Gaussianity
fni- At this order and for the models we consider, the only
relevant N-point functions are the power spectrum and
bispectrum.

Expressed in terms of the bispectrum of primordial
perturbations By, defined through
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(P by, dx,) = Q) op(k + k| + ky)By(k, ki, ky),
(15)
the term we are interested in becomes
Pk K g\ &k,
e M, (k

G M [E My k)
XM (Ik +Kk)By(k ky, |k +Kkq]).  (16)

(8,(1)87(2)) =

Our goal is to obtain an expression that is separable in r and
R;. Neglecting the R; dependence introduced through
M, (k), which is irrelevant if r > R, (see Sec. VII), sepa-
rability in r and R; is equivalent to having an integrand
separable in k and k;. As a necessary prerequisite, we
assume that the bispectrum B is given in separable form,

Byki ko k3) = D AJLFY (k) FS (ky) FS (k) + 5 perm],

7)

where A, are constants and the six permutations guarantee
the symmetry of B in its arguments. The sum « runs over
however many terms are necessary to adequately approxi-
mate the bispectrum in separable form. We further define

FO(k) = M, (FD (k). (18)

Equation (16) then becomes

<5L(1)62(2)>—ZA {f j I;%F(l)( Yokt é k)l3 FO(ky)
X FO(k, +Kk|)+5 perm}. (19)

We now expand the k; integrand in powers of k/k; up to
second order. As shown in the Appendix,

(6,(1)83(2))
_ZA { (2 )3F(1)( Je ,kr'[é k)lg[ZF(Z)( 1)F(3)(k)
+ %%F@(/ﬁ)[a — )k F (k) + 2R (k)]
n %%F%l)m — uk F2 (k) + Mk%F’J”(kl)]]

+{(123)—»(231)}+{(123)—»(312)}},

where primes denote derivatives with respect to k. This
expression is now in the desired separable form. It is valid
up to terms of order k*/k{ as the cubic terms drop out just
like the linear terms did. We can make this result more
obvious and compact by introducing the notation

&’k

(i) ik-r
ML e 20)

£0,(r) =
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&k ; .
(t) = () ik
Egr, (1) = Zé;;jgzhiL(k)kzﬁ;,(k)e“r (1)
g 1 [ o
o2 = [T AR MR G 22
W= [ ARG FY () + RF )]
+ (i) <« ()} (23)

Note that for all spectral moments, o2 = 201 and that

the derivatives in Eq. (23) act on both F a)(k ) and M, (k).
With this, we obtain

(6,(1)82(2)) = ZA REN N + £5) (Noray

+{(123) — (231)} + {(123) — (312)}},
24)

where the second line denotes the two remaining cyclic
permutations. Apart from the residual R; dependence in
éar> Ev241, this expression is fully separable in r and R; as
desired. The expansion in k/k; can of course also be taken
to higher order if necessary. We will discuss the necessity
of this below.

Given the appearance of ¢?; and o%,, in Eq. (27), the
non-Gaussian correction to &, is strongly R; dependent. In
the next section, we will address this issue through renor-
malized bias parameters.

A. Primordial non-Gaussianity of the local type

Equation (24) is general, but somewhat abstract. In order
to clarify its physical significance, we now specialize to the
case of local primordial non-Gaussianity, for which the
bispectrum is given by

By(ky, ko, k3) = 2f\ [Py (k| )Py (k) + 2 perm].  (25)

Since By is already separable, we only have one term in the
sum Eq. (17), with A, = A = f\, and

FU(k) = FO(k) = P, (k); FOU)) =1 (26)

3) 2(12) -

The permutation & (r)o,,;” in Eq. (24) is suppressed
(for scale-invariant P¢) by (k/ky)? relative to the other
two identical permutations. In keeping with our treatment
up to (k/k;)*, we will retain the leading contribution from
this term. We then obtain

(6,(1)67(2)) = 4fNL0T s, (1) + 2f\00% L €5, (P)
+ 2o €S (1), (27)

where we have defined

£g5,(r) = ML(k)P¢(k)e’k F=(p(1)5.(2)) (28)

(2 )3
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€05, (r) = (2 )3 £ MLRP (R = (0(1)5,2)
X(6) = 5 (M7 (DKM (R + KM W]

+ (P M) [2k(Pg M)p + (P ML){T
(29)

and o7, 0%, are defined through Egs. (11) and (12). Here
we have introduced ¢(x) = —V2¢(x). The contribution
from the third permutation is given by

&’k 4
GRS ’[W M, (ke
(30
1 o0 -
o = s [T AP )P )W ).

The first (leading) term in Eq. (27) is well known and
agrees with that derived in [15]. This term can effectively
be described as a rescaling of the local density field,

8(x) = [1 + 2f\ ¢ (x)]6(x), (3D

which leads to Eq. (2). On the other hand, the second
(subleading) term in Eq. (27) can be seen as coupling the
Laplacian of ¢ to the density field. However, this coupling
is scale dependent, i.e., when performing a Fourier trans-
form in a local patch where ¢ can be considered constant,
we have

8(k) = [1 + fyr X(k)o(x)]6(K). (32)

This effect is of course suppressed with respect to ¢ in the
large-scale limit. In Fourier space on large scales
M(k)P 4 (k) > k2P, (k), so that &,5(r) grows with re-
spect to &,(r) on large scales, while &,5,(r) ~ &.(r)
(the nontrivial transfer function leads to departures on
scales smaller than about 1004~ Mpc).

IV. SCALE-DEPENDENT BIAS

As shown in [15], one can absorb the leading term a',%

in Eq. (27) by introducing a dependence of the tracer
density on the local variance of the small-scale density
field. We define the small-scale density field as the local
fluctuations around the coarse-grained field 6,

8,(x) = 8.(x) — .(x)

zfmﬂm@—w—mﬂ—WEw

Pk o
) W (k)S(k)e™ ™, (33)
W (k) = W.(k) = W, (k), (34)

where we have introduced a fixed small smoothing scale
R... Thus, we write
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n[6,(x)] = ny[8,(x), y.(x)] (35)
2
yi(x) = %(50(2" ) 1), (36)

where the subscript * refers to the smoothing scale R.,
(y,) = 0, and the factor of 1/2 is included to obtain ex-
pressions which conform to standard convention. A very
similar derivation to that of Eq. (24) yields (Appendix)

1 U'%zs 2
(300,00 = 4, {f< N
L. ffm)
+ EfvzaL( r)—5%+2 perm} 37

where a subscript s indicates that the filter function W
should be replaced with W, in Egs. (22) and (23). In the
case of local primordial non-Gaussianity, this again re-
duces to

0.2
(3002 = 25, () + 3 €05, (0 22

N

0_2(12)
+ = g“) s } (38)

S

While the renormalization of the R; dependence in
Eq. (24) works for the leading term as we will see now,
we already notice two issues with Eq. (38) in comparison
with Eq. (27). First, the second and third term in Eq. (38)
depend on R, since W, is defined with respect to W,
[Eq. (34)]. Thus, the final expression cannot simply involve
(8, (1)y«(2)). Second, there is no reason why the relative
magnitude of the three terms in Eq. (38) should be the same
as for the three terms in Eq. (27), so that we cannot expect
all terms in Eq. (27) to be absorbed by (5, (1)y.(2)). These
issues will be resolved below.

A. Bivariate bias expansion

We begin by reexamining the bivariate bias expansion
of [15] (which in the local case at lowest order is equiva-
lent to what was presented in previous papers [18,19]).
Throughout this section and the next, we will restrict to a
single separable contribution « and a single permutation
(123) of Eq. (24) [note that this corresponds to two
permutations in Eq. (17)]. The complete prescription for
tracer clustering, presented in Sec. IV C below, will then
involve a sum over the contributions from different « and
permutations.

In terms of the ‘““bare” bias parameters c,,, that is,
the coefficients of the Taylor series of nj, in §;, y., the
tree-level expression for the tracer correlation function in
the bivariate PBS expansion is [see Eq. (109) in [15]]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 123518 (2013)

1
fzare(r) :W{c%ofL(r) + C10020<5L(1)512‘(2)>
+2010001<5L(1)y*(2)>}
1
:W{c%ofL(’”) + croca0Aa[260 (o
£ (N1
" 1 0 J§(23)
+2CIOCOIAa|: al EfvzaL( r) o-as ]}
(39)
where
(40)

an

Let us focus on the leading terms in the squeezed limit first.
We need to generalize the definition of the renormalized
bias parameters by, to the case of the general separable
bispectrum Eq. (17).

Consider a rescaling of the Fourier-space density field
given by

8(ky) — 8(k)[1 + eF(k;)]

FQk)FS (k) @D
Py (k)

Further, we include a shift in the density perturbation 6 —
6 + D, corresponding to adding a uniform matter density
of Dp. We then define the bivariate bias parameters by,, as
the response of the mean tracer density to this uniform
matter density and the rescaling of the initial density field
under Eq. (41) (both to be evaluated at fixed proper time),

1 N Mny)p e

dDNgeM

F(kl) =

byu (42)

<nh>D=0,s=0 D=0,e=0

Note that by,, should really be denoted b;‘,ﬁ') here, since
the definition refers to the specific rescaling in Eq. (41).
However, since we are only dealing with a single « and
permutation here and in Sec. IVB, we will drop this
designation for notational clarity. Note further that the
dimension of by, is such that the contribution to the corre-
lation function is dimensionless. In particular,

Mpc?
dim (F (1))
where we have assumed that the A, are dimensionless so

that dim (FYFPFY) = Mpc® [Eq. (17)]. Under the re-
scaling Eq. (41), we have [using the definition Eq. (13)]

8.(x) = 6,(x) + 85F,L(X)

dim (by;) = dim [F(k;)] = (43)

- (44)

500036, + 5

Ya(%) = yu(%) + — 8F,5(X).

Note that
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(8y(X)8py(X)) = 0%y = o2F (45)

forY =1L,s,.... Using Eq. (35), we obtain

= ()Y, ([0 + 27,05, + DY

2
& & 2 m
X [y,, + ;gs‘YBF’S + U_%BF,S .

To the order we are interested in, we only need by, which
is given by

o = 7 3 e (W0r 819+ 5(010,5,077)
L o
vl %
Following the same reasoning as in [15], our guess for the

tree-level tracer correlation function written in terms of
renormalized bias parameters is

(np)(D, &)

+ 2002 + O(83, fgL)). (46)

2
O-S

grenom () = p2 &) (r) + 2byobg, m<3L(1)Y*(2)>
0' s

B2EL() + 2bioborAs {f“ )

(1) 0'5((23)
as
VzaL() 2(23)} 47)
aS

where the prefactor in front of (&;(1)y.(2)) takes into
account that the tree-level relation between b, and cy; is
bg = co1 0 (23)/0'§. In the second line we have used
Eq. (37). The fact that renormalization is not successful
at subleading order can already be seen from the last term
in this equation. This depends on R; through the spectral
moments, since the kernel W, depends on R;. Thus, we
assume that a proper renormalization will absorb this term
as well and write our updated guess as

égzenorm(r) = b%o‘fL(r) + 2b10b01Aa§(a12(r)- (48)

Inserting the expression for by, [Eq. (46)] yields
203)
Ak (r)

grenom () — {cmmr) + 2¢1900 T2~

+ 2C10C200’2(23) f(l) (r)} (49)

If the renormalized bias b, defined with respect to the
transformation Eq. (41) properly removes all R; depen-
dence of the tracer two-point function, Eq. (48) should
match the bare bias expansion Eq. (39). Let us thus take
the difference:

ggare ( r) S<’rren0rm (I”)
1) 2(23 TRy
= Aaf(vzaL(r)C10|:0200)((aL) + co1 %il (50)
N
All terms here are subleading in the squeezed limit, that is,

at leading order in the squeezed limit the renormalization
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works in the same way as shown in [15]. However, when
going beyond the squeezed limit for general primordial
non-Gaussianity, the description of the tracer density as a
bivariate function n,[5;, y.] is not sufficient.

B. Trivariate bias expansion

We are seeking a third local parameter (besides §; and y..)
which the tracer density in general depends on, and which
will allow us to absorb the R; -dependent terms in Eq. (50).
In the local model, the residual R; dependence that we
encounter when going beyond the squeezed limit is induced
by the fact that in this case, the effect of long-wavelength
modes on small-scale modes is not simply to rescale them
uniformly, but to also change the shape of the small-scale
power spectrum [Eq. (29)]. More generally, small-scale
modes are rescaled differently as function of the correlation
scale r, as the relative importance of the terms given by

§(l) (r) and §(]) , (r) changes. Thus, we have to allow for a

dependence of the tracer density not only on the local
variance of small-scale fluctuations, but also on their shape.
As a proxy for the power spectrum shape, we will use

_d
M*(X)=d1 R ya(X). (51)

This choice is useful because transformations of the density
field of the form
8, — 8, + D; 5(x) — [1 + ]6(x) (52)

leave u.(x) invariant. Using Egs. (51) and (37) we obtain,
again for one of the three cyclic permutation of the contri-

bution «,
)
dInR,

0_2(2’%)
Xas
mr ()l o

For local non-Gaussianity, o, = o2, so that the first term
drops out, and we obtain (restoring the number of permuta-

(1 (1)a(2)) = {g(”

(1)
V7aL( )

tions)
2
local 1) Oxg
6 () w.(2 4
(3" a5 0107 ()
_ 1)+ T%s dlna-xs_dlno%>
=2 lr) <dlnR dInR,

Let us now adopt u.(x) as third local parameter:
np[81(x), y.(x)] = n[6.(x), y.(x), w(x)]. (54)

We again consider the scale-dependent transformation
Eq. (41), and in addition a further, independent scale-
dependent transformation of the density field

8(k) = [1 + of(k)]o (k). (55)

Here we leave the function f(k) free for the moment. This
leads to
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8.(x) = 8.(x) + LBf,L(X)

V(%) = yu(x) + — 5 s(x)8,5(x) + %_‘,(x)

/.L*(X) (X)‘Sf Y(X) + 2 fs(x)]

(56)

d
,u*(X)er1 R [

In keeping with the leading order treatment in fy;, we
will only consider the first derivative of the mean tracer
density with respect to ¢. Thus, we can drop the ¢*> terms
in Eq. (56). We define

1 oNtMtL(n,(D, &, 1))
(n,(0)) aDNgM - 0

where the mean tracer number density is given by

<nh>(DJ g, L)

bymur = (57

= ()Y (1 + oF @) + o1 W)3, + DY
6S6FS 6s8fs m d 5S6Fs
X |y, + gL 4 ’ ot ’
[y T TR ] [“ SdlnR*< P )

d (0:675\7
+ : .
LdlnR$( o? ):I) (58)
We thus obtain
bnoo=bno
1 9{(n,)(D,v,e)
boio=
(ny)0) o 0
1 0% d (0%,
=N|:C2000'FL+0010 ) +c OOIdlnR ( - )] (59)
and
1 o(n,)D, 1, €)
boo; =
(n;)(0) ae 0
o d o2 s
_W[CZOOO-]”LJ’_COIO f2 + Coon g R( L )] (60)
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where we have expanded to order 8. Note the nontrivial
coefficient multiplying cgy; in Eq. (60). We thus have
to divide by, by this coefficient when writing down
the contributions to &, that correlate w. with other
perturbations.

We now update our ansatz for the renormalized tracer
correlation [Eq. (48)] to the trivariate case. Since we found
in the previous section that the bivariate case (neglecting
the dependence of n; on w.) successfully produced an
R; -independent expression for the leading squeezed-limit
contribution, we expect that only the subleading contribu-
tion of (8, (1) x«(2)) [Eq. (53)] will contribute. That is, we
expect the leading contribution in Eq. (53) to be absorbed
by bg;o. Thus, our expectation is

EN(r) = bigéL(r) + 2b100b010Aa§$2(7)
d(oy2) /o?)/dInR.

+ 2b100boo1 Ag = £9)
1002001 fvzaL( r) d(a‘%.’s/ag)/dlnR*
(61)
The last term is in general only guaranteed to be
R; -independent if 0'2(23) = O'f , that is, if

k3P (k) f (k) = —F<2><k 2k P ) + B EGE (ky)]

+(2) < (3). (62)

Thus, we will fix this as our choice of f(k), and in the

following derivation set o-f((fy) = O'f y» Where Y =, L.
Note that the dimension of b, is equal to the dimension

of f and is given by

F& (k)FS (ki)\ _  Mpc®
dim (byy,) = dlm( ) = (63)
ool k3P, (k) dim (FY)’

that is, the dimension of by, times Mpc?. The bare expan-
sion then becomes [using 02(23) = 0%y from Eq. (45)]

£vre(r) = %{Ci)oﬁ(r) + €100€200¢82. (1087 (2)) + 2¢100¢010(8 . (1)y+(2)) + 2¢100¢001(0 1 (1) s+ (2))}

1
NZ

+ 201000001Aa[§

{C1()0§L(r) + ClooczooAa[zf(l)(V)UFL + fgz)aL

(“12”) SED ()

2
af’s]
o3

0- s
(V)(szf,L] + 2010()00101%[%r ( ) F fgiaL r

2

)

dl R. dlnR
0'2 d U%S
Nz{cloofL(r)+2A £ L(’”)Cloo[czoo‘TFL"'Cmo p “+e Coot 7 R ( )]
+A f (r)c; [c oi, +c a’% + ¢ d (UJ%S)]} (64)
viar (M)€100| 200771 F Cot0™ 5 001 IR,
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On the other hand, inserting Egs. (59) and (60) into
Eq. (61) yields

1
N?

+C001d1dR (UFS)] A€ (1)

a.2

2 fos
+ 2Clool:czoofff,L + o102

N

+ 001d1:R ( )] f(v]z)aL(r)}- (65)

We thus find that the trivariate renormalized expression,
EN(r) = blpéL(r) + 2b100b010Aa§(alz(r)

+ 2b100b001A fvzaL( r) (66)

2
OF.s

2 2
{Clo()‘fL(r) + 2010()[02000'F,L + col0—

N

£4i(r) =

has successfully absorbed all R; dependence from the bare
expansion including subleading terms in the squeezed limit
(that 1s apart from the residual dependence through &,
§aL, §V2 ;» Which is negligible on large scales).

C. Total contribution

We are now ready to derive the full expression for the
two-point tracer correlation including subleading correc-
tions in the squeezed limit for the general separable bis-
pectrum Eq. (17). For each «, and each of the three cyclic
permutations, we define general trivariate bias parameters
through

b(a . 1 8N+M+L<I’Lh>(D, 8(a,ij), L(a,ij))

NML = (n,)0) 9DV (el @iy y(y(wid)l . (67)

0

where (@) (@i} are scale-dependent rescalings of the
density field given by

(i) ()
5(k1)—>6(k1)[1 N 8<a,ij>%1]:{)(kl)]

. 1
N (aijy____ —
5(k,) 5(k1){1+b ) P
><[F@(zcl)[zklﬁzsf')(kl)+k%ﬁz<f><k1>]+<i>~<j>]}.
(68)

Note that bE\?A}’L) = b;&,}’L) Then, the renormalized tracer
two-point correlation at tree level is given by

() = Bhoo€r(r) + 2w T A b0 0)

+ = b(a 23) f(l)

001 Egag, (r) +{(123) — (231)}

+{(123) — (312)}]. (69)
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Note that when going beyond tree level, one in general also
has to include mixed contributions simultaneously involv-
ing rescalings Eq. (68) for different & and/or permutations.
Equation (69) is accurate up to terms of order (k/k;)* in the
squeezed limit. We will make this statement more precise
in the following sections. We will discuss the expected
relative amplitude of by;o and by, below in Sec. VB.
Note again that both byq and by, are in general dimen-
sionful [Egs. (43) and (63)].

D. Tracer correlations in Fourier space
In Fourier space, the tree-level result Eq. (69) can be
phrased in terms of a generalized scale-dependent bias:
P, (k)
P, (k)

= by + 2b100Ab(k) (70)

«, 1 a
Ab(k) = Y A, [bélozg)S(”(k) n Ebgo,lzz)kzsg)(k)

+{(123) = (231)} + {(123) — (312)}]

FO(k)

(i) _
Sa 0 = 31, 0P, 0"

(71)

Thus for each contribution « in the separable bispectrum
Eq. (17), and for each of the three cyclic permutations, we
have in general two independent contributions to the scale-
dependent bias. The leading term in the large-scale limit
(k — 0) scales as S(k), while the subleading term scales as
K2 S(k).

Equation (70) now allows us to estimate the relative
magnitude of the subleading term. For each & and permu-
tation,

Absubleading(k) kzb&y)lﬂ)

= 72
Ableading(k) b(a 23) ( )

010

On the other hand, the contributions from different « and
permutations (ijk), (Imn) scale as

ABBD (k) bgfg’”)s@ (k)
: - (73)
A (k) pgIRSD (k)

and similarly for the subleading term. Since Eqgs. (69) and
(70) are derived neglecting terms that, for each contribu-
tion  and permutation, are suppressed by k* relative to the
leading contribution, only contributions which are sup-
pressed by less than k* in Eq. (73) relative to the overall
leading contribution (i, &) should be included in Eq. (70).

Note further that we have not included the stochasticity
in Eq. (70) which in some models of primordial non-
Gaussianity can become important on large scales as well
[20,21].
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V. EXAMPLES AND NUMERICAL ESTIMATES

A. Local non-Gaussianity

As before, for local non-Gaussianity we consider the
two leading cylic permutations as well as the leading
contribution from the third permutation. Thus,

EN(r) = bigér(r) + 2b1002fNL|:b601C0§¢6L(r)
- %bb%i £, (1) + %b&%“‘”ffi(r)]- (74)
Here, the bias parameters are derived with respect to the
rescalings
bl 8(k;) — [1 + &]8(k;)
bs: 8(ky) — [1 + eX(k)]6(k,) (75)
boi s 8(ky) — [1+ 8Py (kp)]8(k,),

where X(k;) is defined in Eq. (29). Note that the leading
term agrees with [15]. In Fourier space, this becomes

Py (k)

m - b%OO + 2b100Ab(k)

1
Ab(l) = 2f| B M () + 5 BERR M 6

1 oc — —
+ Ebg'f(}‘ M; (k)P ¢1(k)]. (76)

Following Sec. IV D, we can estimate the relative magni-
tude of the subleading correction and the contribution from
the third permutation relative to the leading term as

Abls‘ljlfi)leading(k) _ b})oocl )
Abigaaing (k) 265
Ap(2oe(r) — piRlee

A bloc

leading

(77)

—3.(12)1
kO 3b()lO * k3

(k) Dby 2Py(k)  2AB,

where in the last line we have assumed a scale-invariant
spectrum of ¢ with amplitude ‘A defined at the pivot
scale kg,

k\-3

Po = A1) 78)
ko

Thus, the subleading term is suppressed by a factor of k>

with respect to the leading term, while the contribution

from the third permutation is suppressed by k.

B. Universal mass function

In order to quantitatively assess the importance of the
subleading term in Egs. (69) and (70), we need to estimate
the magnitude of b(y,. For dark matter halos this can be
done accurately through N-body simulations with modified
initial conditions following Eq. (68) [or Eq. (75) for local
non-Gaussianity]. However, a detailed comparison with

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 123518 (2013)

N-body simulations is beyond the scope of this paper.
Instead, we make use of a generalization of the universal
mass function prescription as discussed in Sec. IVE of
[15]. We write the mean abundance of tracers as

iy = iy(p, 04, Js) (79)
dln o,

* = ’ 80

dInR, (80)

where o, is the variance of the linear matter density
field on scale R., and R, is related to the mass M., through
M, = 47/3pR3. The Jacobian J, is present in order to
convert from an interval in o, to a mass interval. In this
approximation, 7, is given as a function of the mean
density of the Universe and the variance of the density
field smoothed on a single scale R., as well as its derivative
with respect to scale.

Let us again consider an individual contribution «
and permutation (123). Under the rescaling Eq. (68), 0.
transforms to lowest order as
o—iﬁ?’]

o?

2

L o-f*
cr*—>a'*|:1 + > ] 81
oz

ES

0'*—8>cr*|:1 + &

where f(k) is defined through Eq. (62). As shown in [15]
(see also [13]), the scale-dependent biases are then
given by

T o (AN N7
bOlO_ - +2 dlng’% _1 5

I’_lh d1n [0 (O
dIn 2% o2®
— loc a* a,*
= I:bmo + 2( din o2 1)] . (82)
and
loc dln Uj%»* 0-]2(9"
bOOl - [bOIO + 2( dln 0_% - 1)] 0% . (83)

Here, b})"fo is the leading scale-dependent bias parameter
for local primordial non-Gaussianity, for a tracer following
Eq. (79). We have assumed that the tracer density scales
linearly with the Jacobian as expected physically. For such
tracers, the leading and subleading bias parameters quan-
tifying the response to general nonlocal non-Gaussianity
are thus directly related to the leading bias parameter for
local non-Gaussianity. If we further specialize to a univer-
sal mass function, i1, = 7i,(p, v = 8./ 0., J.), then bls) =
b10o6,. (recall that by is the Lagrangian bias).

The precise magnitude of the bias coefficients bg;g, bgg;
depends on the exact rescaling Eq. (68). Generally, if
the main contribution to o-i(gf )
k ~ k.., then

comes from Fourier modes

o, ~kony). (84)

Note that depending on the shape of the rescaling k. does
not necessarily have to be of order 1/R,.. Thus, for tracers
following Egs. (79) and (72) simplifies to
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Absubleading(k) - ( k )2

— 85
Ableading(k) k. ( )

More generally, Eq. (79) implies that for scale-free bispec-

tra for which S g)(k) o k”(u'), k. is the only scale involved, so
that other contributions as in Eq. (73) will all be suppressed
by powers of k/k.. Conversely, k ~ k, indicates the break-
down of the perturbative expansion in the squeezed limit.

C. Numerical results

Fig. 1 shows the leading and subleading scale-dependent
bias contributions for local non-Gaussianity assuming trac-
ers following a universal mass function. Specifically, we
assume a halo mass M = 2 X 10347 'M,, so that b =
b1po6. = 0.44. We have multiplied the scale-dependent
bias by (k/Hy)* in order to obtain a weakly scale-
dependent result. Note that even the leading term has a
residual scale dependence due to the transfer function
contained in M(k). We also show the contribution
Ab121¢(k) from the third permutation of the local bispec-
trum [Eq. (77)]. The higher order contributions become
important as k = 0.054 Mpc~!. Note in particular that the
term Ab121°¢ grows rapidly towards smaller scales. We
will discuss this issue in the context of the relation to
previous approaches in Sec. VI.

10 T T T T T T T
F --- Leading K
r — Leading+subleading S
/
R Lead.+subl. +subsubl. S
 —- Thresholding // )
. 5
-
S
<
I
-
o .
L \ -
\.
\.
|- \ B
\
|- \ B
|- \\ B
\
B | L L I Loy |
0.01 0.1

k [hMpc!]

FIG. 1 (color online). Contributions to the scale-dependent
bias from local non-Gaussianity (fy;, = 1) for halos with M =
2 X 10817 IMy at z = 0 (b = 0.44) and assuming a universal
mass function from the Sheth-Tormen prescription [25], scaled
by (k/H,)? to yield a scale-independent value on large scales.
The dashed line shows the leading term, the solid the leading
plus subleading (order (k/k.)?) term, while the dash-dotted line
includes the order (k/k.)? term. The red long-dashed line shows
the prediction from the conditional PS mass function (Sec. VI).
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T T T T T T

--- Leading

50 —— Leading+subleading

(k/Hy)? Ab(k)

k [h Mpc1]

FIG. 2 (color online). Leading and sub-leading contributions
to the scale-dependent bias from local non-Gaussianity, as in
Fig. 1, but for different masses at z = 0. The curves shown
correspond to, from top to bottom, M =2 X 10, 104,
51013, 2 X 10'3, 1013, 5 X 10'2, 2 X 102, and 1024~ M,,
respectively.

Fig. 2 shows the leading and leading + subleading
contributions to the scale-dependent bias for a range of
masses from 10'% to 2 X 10"h~ M. Clearly, the typical
scale at which the subleading correction becomes impor-
tant does not depend sensitively on the mass. Generally,
the correction is more important at lower masses, specifi-
cally around M, where the Lagrangian bias by, vanishes.
For vanishing by, the leading term vanishes, whereas the
subleading term does not disappear entirely due to the
nonvanishing derivative of Ino% with respect to In o2
Since 0%, scales more weakly with R, than oF, this
derivative is less than one leading to a suppression of
the scale-dependent bias when including the subleading
correction.

In principle, a general tracer could lead to very different
numerical results, i.e. much larger or smaller subleading
corrections. However, given the accuracy of universal mass
functions of 10%-20% at least for dark matter halos, we
expect the magnitude of the corrections as shown in Fig. 2
to be typical.

VI. RELATION TO PREVIOUS RESULTS

We now make the connection to previous results on the
scale-dependent bias for general non-Gaussianity beyond
the squeezed limit. In Desjacques et al. [13], the scale-
dependent bias was derived by applying a conditional mass
function approach to the Press-Schechter (PS) mass func-
tion [22]. The non-Gaussianity was taken into account by
applying an Edgeworth expansion to the Gaussian PDF of
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the density field. As shown in [13], the scale-dependent
bias defined through Eq. (70) is in this case given by

oln FP (k)

Abps(k) = I:blﬁc +2—
dlno2

prowm w. o
Here, a subscript * denotes filtering with a tophat of radius
R.., the Lagrangian radius corresponding to the mass scale
of the tracer as in Sec. V B (this was denoted as R, in [13]).
Note the derivative with respect to In o2 rather than In o,
as written in [13]. Here, the function ‘F i3)(k) is given by an
integral over the bispectrum,

(3) . 1 d3k1
w (k) = M (k)M (k + k
X B¢(k! kl! _k - kl))

where M., (k) = M(k)W.k). The function F ® can then
be directly related to the squeezed three-point function

3
(0,(082(2) = 4o? [ (j ’;

_ ZA 26D (1) 22

+ f(l) (r)ai(ii) + 2 perm},

M (k)P 4 (k) F (k)e'kr

again up to order (k/k.,)*, see for example the derivation
leading up to Eq. (A7). In Fourier space, this relation
becomes

1 2(23)

2770 = (k)ZA {F“)(k) 1 kzF“)(k)”X““

+{(123) — (231)} + {(123) — (312)}}. (87)

Equation (86) then becomes

1

Ast(k) = WZAQ

{F(al)(k)[bléc +2

a |

2(23
aa(* )

X Za 4 k2F(”(k)[b B +2-
0'

522
x Kar 49 perm}
0’*

9 o2
dln 03] o?

+ 2 k25<“(k)[b 8. +2 2]
dIno;

= ZA {S(”(k)[b 8. +2

522
P X“* +2 perm} (88)
o?
using the definitions after Eq. (70). Comparing with
Eq. (70), we can now read off the bias parameters
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(w23) P 0_2(23)
b = b S, +2—— ]“—
010 dlnozl o2

2(23) 2(23)

N

. _ 91n 02(21) 02(21)
bl = b150+2< o Xa —1)] ;“ . (90)

[ (8]110’
d1n o2

2

&

We see that both the leading and subleading bias parame-
ters derived from the conditional PS mass function agree
with those expected from a general universal mass function
[Egs. (82) and (83), with bl = by5.]. Fundamentally,
this is a consequence of the fact that in the Press-Schechter
approach, as in general for universal mass functions, there
is only one scale R, that enters the description of tracer
statistics. We thus expect this result to hold at higher order
in k/k, as well.

Since Eq. (86) does not involve a perturbative expansion
in the ratio of wave numbers k/k., it can serve as a useful
guide as to where this expansion breaks down. Fig. 3 shows
the residuals when including the leading and subleading
terms from Eq. (76). We see a residual which scales as k°
for small k. When including the term from the last line of

01 E T T T T T 11T T T TE

0.01 -

£ 103 //, =5

Q E - 3

a E E

> - i

£ 104 /-" =

Q E / 3

T E s 3

& C ]

ﬂ 1075 E k4 =

” P — Leading+subleading

-6 |_ A —

107 A Lead.+subl.+subsubl. 3

A O(k/k,)* estimate ]

10—7 ~/ 1 1 11111 ll 1 1 1 I I
0.001 0.01 0.1

k [h Mpc1]

FIG. 3 (color online). Fractional difference between the con-
tributions in Eq. (76), evaluated for a universal mass function,
and the result for the conditional PS mass function Eq. 86 from
[13] for local primordial non-Gaussianity. The black line solid
line shows the residuals when including the leading and sub-
leading (order (k/k.)?) contributions, while the green dash-
dotted line also includes the order (k/k.)* contribution from
the last line of Eq. (76). The dotted line shows a rough estimate
of the order (k/k.)* correction (see text). We have again assumed
M =2 X 103h"'M, and z = 0, although the results are essen-
tially independent of the mass.
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Eq. (76), we see that the residuals become even smaller and
scale as k* as expected. Some numerical artifacts are
visible when the residuals become of order 10~° or smaller.
These are due to the numerical derivative performed when
evaluating Eq. (86). We can in fact perform a rough
estimate of the expected correction order (k/k.)* in
Eq. (76), via

2
O 4 —

AbnNLO est = fNLb1oo5cU—g’k4-’ML l(k)

* On

1 00 -
ol = 37 /k K2dkk=*P,,(k)W? (k).
Note that due to the logarithmic divergence we need to
introduce a low-k cutoff in o 4+ This is likely to be an
artefact of the universal mass function prescription, where
the leading effect of a change in the small-scale power
spectrum shape on the tracer density is given by this
formally divergent spectral moment. In reality, tracers
will have a finite response to such a change. Here we
choose kpyi, = 0.01h Mpc™!, corresponding to the turn-
over in P,,(k). Equation (91) is in any case only to be seen
as a very rough estimate. This contribution is shown as
dotted line in Fig. 3, making clear that the residual, after
taking into account all terms in Eq. (76), indeed scales as k*
on large scales.

Figure 3 shows that for the local model, the order (k/k. )3
correction becomes comparable to the lower order correc-
tions at k ~ 0.02h Mpc ™!, signaling a breakdown of the
perturbative expansion there, even though the fractional
deviation from the full result Eq. (86) when including
terms up to order (k/k,)? remain at 10% or less all the
way to k ~ 0.1h Mpc ™.

In summary, the conditional PS mass function results
derived in [13] are consistent for tracers following a uni-
versal mass function, in the sense that they match the
results from the general renormalization approach when
restricted to universal mass functions. Note that this holds
once the polynomials in 8,./c, are replaced with bias
parameters, as described in [13]. In this context, the key
advantage of the PS approach is that it sums over all
powers of k/k., without relying on a perturbative expan-
sion in this parameter.

On the other hand, realistic tracers will not simply
depend on the variance of the density field on a single
scale, thus breaking the relation between the bias parame-
ters byg, bg19, and by, . Furthermore, there are other scale-
dependent biases which contribute at the same order as the
subleading correction bgyy,. We will turn to this issue next.

VII. SCALE-DEPENDENT BIAS BEYOND THE
LARGE-SCALE LIMIT

We have seen that beyond the squeezed limit, there is a
subleading correction to the scale-dependent bias from
primordial non-Gaussianity that scales as k> relative to
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the leading term. In addition to this correction however,
we expect two additional contributions that are leading
order in fy, (i.e., in the primordial bispectrum), and have
the same scaling with k.

First, as shown in [15,23], nonlocality in the formation
of tracers generically induces a dependence on the curva-
ture of the density field, leading to a contribution of

£(r) D by2sbo1o{ V26, (1)y.(2)). 92)

This contribution will also serve to absorb the residual R,
dependence present in & g)L(r), fg)za ,(r) in a similar way as
discussed in [15]. In Fourier space, Eq. (92) corresponds to
a contribution to the scale-dependent bias of the form

Pk

#((k)) D 2byg2 k> Abyegq(K), (93)
where Ab,q is the leading contribution to the non-
Gaussian scale-dependent bias from Eq. (71). If Ly is the
scale of nonlocality of the tracer (in terms of its depen-
dence on the matter density), then by25 ~ L3, so that this
additional contribution scales as (kL) relative to the
leading term.

Throughout the discussion of the non-Gaussian case in
[15] and here, we have assumed that the tracer density is a
purely local function of y,, the parameter which quantifies
the amplitude of small-scale fluctuations (in this paper,
we have also introduced a local dependence on u, =
dy./dInR,). In general, however, one also expects that
tracers depend on the amplitude of small-scale fluctuations
in some finite region of size L. Then, in straightforward
analogy with the density case, we also need to allow for a
bias by2, with respect to V2y.,, where by2, ~ L3. That is,
strictly speaking we need to generalize each of the rescal-
ings in Eq. (68) to be spatially dependent, & — £x>.
Schematically, this leads to a contribution to the tracer
correlation of

érh(r) D) blOObvzy<6L(1)v2y*(2)>x (94)
which, in Fourier space, becomes

Ph—(k) D 2b100bv2yk2

Ablead (k)
P, (k) '

95)
bo1o

This contribution thus scales as (kLy)2 relative to the
leading term.

Typically, one might expect Ls ~ L, ~ R., where R, is
the Lagrangian radius of the region that collapses to form
the tracer. On the other hand, the length scale we found for
the subleading terms in the squeezed limit is 1/k, ~
50h~! Mpc, suggesting that this correction is somewhat
more important than the other contributions described in
this section for typical tracers for which R, =1 —
10h~" Mpc. However, the value of k. depends on the
specific type of non-Gaussianity considered, and in general
all three subleading contributions to the scale-dependent
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halo bias can be comparable in magnitude. Thus, if one of
them is included (even implicitly as for example in the
conditional PS mass function result), then all of them
should be included for consistency, unless one can show
that the subleading contribution dominates over the other
contributions described in this section.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have derived the subleading contributions to the
scale-dependent bias Ab(k) of large-scale structure trac-
ers for a general separable primordial bispectrum. The
leading contribution is given by the scaling of the bis-
pectrum in the squeezed limit, lim,_By(k, k,, |k, +
k|), and the scale-dependence of the subleading contri-
bution is suppressed by a factor of k* relative to this
term. This subleading contribution is important to quan-
tify, since it tells us at which k the usual squeezed-limit
result ceases to be accurate. For local non-Gaussianity
and tracers following a universal mass function, we
found that this happens at k ~ 0.022 Mpc~!, although
the first two leading terms provide an excellent approxi-
mation to the result from the conditional PS mass func-
tion up to k = 0.1h Mpc ™. Our approach is independent
of any assumptions on the tracers apart from a finite
scale of nonlocality.

Throughout, our results have been phrased in terms of
the three-point function of the primordial perturbations,
which is the standard result of computations performed
for particular inflationary models, thus allowing for a direct
application of the results of this paper to models of infla-
tion. In contrast, several previous papers [11,14,19] have
employed a fictitious Gaussian field mapped to the physical
field via a quadratic kernel. In this latter approach, the
effect on large-scale structure tracers is mediated by modu-
lated spectral moments of the density field, e.g. U%lqg. This
approach is complicated by the fact that the kernel is not
uniquely determined by the bispectrum, so that additional
constraints need to be imposed [14]. However, the deriva-
tion in this paper can also be applied to the kernel approach
in a straightforward way. Note that while the bispectrum
specifies the kernel uniquely in the squeezed limit [11] (for
nondivergent kernels), this is no longer the case when
including subleading terms. Thus, different kernels which
yield the same bispectrum are expected to make different
predictions for the subleading contribution to the scale-
dependent bias. We leave this issue for future work.

In addition to the subleading contribution in the
squeezed limit, we have pointed out two other contribu-
tions that will contribute at linear order in fy;, and with the
same tree-level k dependence (Sec. VII). These contribu-
tions should be included (or at least carefully considered)
when putting constraints on non-Gaussianity using large-
scale structure statistics on intermediate and small scales,
i.e. for k = 0.05h Mpc ™.
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It is straightforward to extend the squeezed limit
expansion presented here to higher order in k. In that
case, one needs to add a dependence of the tracer density
on another property of the density field further quantifying
the sensitivity to the amplitude of small-scale fluctuations
as a function of scale. One possible choice would be
d*y./d(InR.)>.

Another straightforward extension is the inclusion of
higher primordial N-point functions. For example, in the
presence of a primordial four-point function both the linear
and quadratic bias become scale-dependent [13,24], and
one needs to take into account the dependence of the tracer
density on the skewness of the density field. No concep-
tually new issue arises, and the calculation will closely
follow the one presented here.

Finally, we have shown how the coefficient of both
leading and subleading terms in the scale-dependent bias
for a general bispectrum can be derived for tracers
identified in N-body simulations, by running simulations
with modified initial conditions [Eq. (68)]. This will
allow for a precise test of the accuracy of the universal
mass function prediction for dark matter halos in the
context of non-Gaussian halo bias. We leave this for
future work.
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APPENDIX: DERIVATION OF EQS. (24) AND (37)

In this Appendix we derive the next-to-leading order
squeezed-limit expressions Eqs. (24) and (37). As de-
scribed in Sec. III, we assume that the bispectrum By is
given in separable form,

B(f)(li kZ: k’i)
= Z[F(al)(kl)Fg)(kz)FS)(kﬂ + FQ (k) FS (k3) FS (k)

+ Fg)(kﬂFg)(kz)Fg)(kﬁ + Fg)(k1)Fg)(k3)F£3)(k2)
+ FS)(kOF(a])(kz)Fg)(kﬂ + F(c?)(k1)Fg)(k3)Fg)(k2)]y
(A1)

where the six permutations guarantee the symmetry of
By in its arguments. This leads to Eq. (19). We now
expand the k; integrand in powers of k/k; up to second
order. For notational simplicity, we only consider the
contribution from a single term « and two permutations
(2) < (3), and drop the subscript « for the moment. This
yields
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(021 k)l [FOk)FI(—k; — k) +(2) = (3)]

><F<3><—k1>+<2>~»(3>]

[ &K
@2m)

1 - Lo ~
+ PO (k)RR 3;0;,FO (k) +(2)

[ PP (k) = Ok K0, 72 k)
-] @

where all derivatives are with respect to k;. We now
perform an integration by parts for the second and last
terms. The former term (linear in K) cancels with its
permutation (2) < (3), yielding

Pk,
@2m)?

. o
+ S POk kK90, FO (k)

1. o
+ EF<2>(1<1)klkfaiajF@)(—k1):I. (A3)

Note that we have not used that F@(k,) = F®(k,) so
far. We now use this fact however to obtain, defining
m=Kk- Kk,

2
k'kid;0,F(k;) = 2[(1 — uAk F'(ky) + p2k3F" (ky)],
ki
(A4)

where we have denoted derivatives with respect to k;
with primes. We thus obtain, up to terms of order k*/k}
(cubic terms drop out just like the linear terms did)

<5L(1)52(2)>
FOekr [R50 00 F0
—Z{ 2 )3 FQ (ke [(2 )3[2F (k) FD (k)

1 k2 3 N
*ts PF(Z)(kl)[(l )k F2 (ky) + p22F (k)]
1R 3 2, ) 2,2 F12)
3 @ ORI = 2 FP k) + R E k)]

+{(123) — (231} + {(123) — (312)}}. (AS5)

This expression is now in the desired separable form,
and the wu integral becomes trivial. We now introduce
some notation
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€001 = [ 55 M WED W

(2 )3
£ &’k
VZaL() (2 )

o2 = [ kR M) ) )

ML(k)kZF(l)( ) ikr

25y _ |

= s [ R [FeFw)

+ gk%Fiﬁﬂ(kl)] ) = ()]

- [ dl {FD (k)[2k, FY (k)
+ BE (k)] + () = () (A6)

Note that for all spectral moments, o2/} = ¢2U)_ This
allows us to write Eq. (24) in the compact form

(8,(1)83(2)) = Z&

f(l) (r)o-i(ji) + 2 perm},

(r) 0_2(2'3)

(AT)

where the two permutations stand for the cyclic permu-
tations 123 — 231, 312.
We now turn to Eq. (37). This correlator is given by

1
61y =5 2<5L(1)5?(2)>
o?
— 1 ek d3k1
X Ms(lkl +k[)By(Ikl, [k, [k; +K]),
(A3)
where M, (k) = W, (k) M (k). This expression is very simi-

lar to Eq. (19), the only difference being that the filter
functions under the k; integral involve W, rather than W;.
Equation (A7) then straightforwardly translates to

1 0_2(23)
(3103, = FA, {é )
o223
(vlz)aL(r) X‘” +2 perm} (A9)
where
oA = [ B ) P k)
2 = 1 [ die {M. (k) F9 e[ 2k, (ML F D),
Xas 1277_2 0 s N k]

+ I MFD ]+ () = () (A10)
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