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Abstract. We examine the computation of wide-angle corrections to the galaxy power spec-
trum including redshift-space distortions and relativistic Doppler corrections, and also includ-
ing multiple tracers with differing clustering, magnification and evolution biases. We show
that the inclusion of the relativistic Doppler contribution, as well as radial derivative terms,
are crucial for a consistent wide-angle expansion for large-scale surveys, both in the single
and multi-tracer cases. We also give for the first time the wide-angle cross-power spectrum
associated with the Doppler magnification-galaxy cross correlation, which has been shown
to be a new way to test general relativity. In the full-sky power spectrum, the wide-angle
expansion allows integrals over products of spherical Bessel functions to be computed analyt-
ically as distributional functions, which are then relatively simple to integrate over. We give
for the first time a complete discussion and new derivation of the finite part of the divergent
integrals of the form [;° drr™j,(kr)je (gr), which are necessary to compute the wide-angle
corrections when a general window function is included. This facilitates a novel method for
integrating a general analytic function against a pair of spherical Bessel functions.
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1 Introduction

The two-point correlation function (2PCF) in observed (redshift) space is often expressed
in the plane-parallel or flat-sky approximation, in which the directions from the observer
to galaxy pairs are assumed to be nearly equal, 71 =~ 9. Galaxy surveys with wide sky
coverage, in particular next-generation surveys, require us to move beyond the flat-sky limit
and include wide-angle correlations, with #; # 73. This was shown in early work by [1, 2]
(using a tripolar spherical harmonic expansion) and then further investigated in, e.g., [3—
15]. Our aim is to expand and clarify a number of these results to the multi-tracer power
spectrum, including relativistic corrections. We give for the first time the power spectrum
and wide angle corrections to the cross-correlation between the galaxy number counts and
the Doppler magnification induced by peculiar velocities. We also include contributions from
the derivatives of the growth rate and clustering biases, which are neglected in other studies
yet, as we show, are needed for a consistent analysis on large scales.



1.1 Doppler contribution to the number counts

The galaxy number density contrast at the source is 6, = (ng — ng)/ng = bdm, where b
is the clustering bias and dy, is the matter density contrast. For brevity, we write 6, = §
and omit the z-dependence in our expressions. At first (linear) order in perturbations, the
number density contrast at the source is related to the contrast 0° that is observed in redshift
space by
where we use Newtonian gauge. Here v; = v(r;) is the peculiar velocity, r; = r(z;)7;, where
r is the comoving line-of-sight distance, and H; = H(z;) is the conformal Hubble rate. The
second term on the right of (1.1) is the standard Kaiser redshift-space distortion (RSD),
while the third term is a Doppler redshift effect. This Doppler term is suppressed relative to
the Kaiser RSD term by a factor H/k in Fourier space. It is therefore typically neglected in
most work on galaxy clustering in redshift space.

The Doppler coefficient in (1.1) is given on a spatially flat background by (e.g. [6, 16];
see [17] for the generalisation to spatially curved backgrounds):

6%(r;) = d(ri) —

2 dH,;
i=——Hibei —
“ Ti Hibe dIn(1 + z)

1
+2H, O, (1 rﬂii) . (1.2)
In the original RSD paper [18], the Doppler coefficient (1.2) includes only the first 2 terms on
the right. This is followed in the pioneer wide-angle papers [1, 2] and many subsequent papers.
However, the second 2 terms on the right of (1.2) are required for a correct analysis [6, 16].
In (1.2), the ‘evolution bias’ by = —0Inny/0In(1 + z) measures the deviation of the average
comoving number density from constancy (due e.g. to galaxy mergers) [19]. The third term on
the right takes account of cosmic evolution. The last term on the right arises from the Doppler
correction to lensing convergence [20, 21] in a flux-limited survey, where Q@ = —01Inny/01n L
is the magnification bias and L. is the luminosity cut [19]. (In the ideal case of no flux limit,
Q = 0, and for line intensity mapping, Q = 1.)
In (1.1) we have omitted two contributions to the number density contrast:

(1) the contribution from the standard lensing magnification term 2(Q — 1)k, where & is a
weighted integral of d,, along the line of sight;

(2) additional relativistic potential terms, including Sachs-Wolfe, integrated Sachs-Wolfe
and time delay effects, which collectively scale as the gravitational potential ®.

The standard lensing magnification contribution (1) is typically only important at
higher redshift — and it requires significant additional complexity to incorporate it into
the Fourier power spectrum. The additional relativistic terms in (2) are suppressed relative
to the Doppler term in (1.1), since the Poisson equation shows that ® ~ (H2/k%)6n. (See
e.g. [6, 10, 16] for details of all these terms.)

There is a subtle point about the Doppler contribution relative to the potential contri-
bution. In 6%, the Doppler term is clearly less suppressed than the potential contribution.
However, this does not translate directly to the 2PCF in the case of a single tracer with
correlations at equal redshifts. In this case, i.e. auto-correlations at equal z, the Doppler
contribution is a square of the Doppler term, i.e., scaling as (H2/k?)Py, like the leading
potential contribution. Strictly, this means that it is inconsistent to neglect the potential



Figure 1. Geometry of the galaxy pair and observer.

contributions while including the Doppler term, when considering auto-correlations at equal
redshifts. Including the potential terms is simple in principle, but we omit them in order to
avoid additional complexity in the equations. Effectively, this means that we adopt a ‘weak
field” approximation [22].

When considering correlations of two tracers (see e.g. [13, 22-31]), the leading Doppler
contribution to the 2PCF scales instead as (H/k)Py, — and in this case it is consistent to
neglect the potential contributions. Note that it is also consistent in the case of single-tracer
correlations at unequal redshifts.

Furthermore, we highlight the fact that the leading wide-angle contribution to §° scales
asr/d ~ d~'/k, where r is the comoving separation of the galaxy pair and d is the line-of-sight
comoving distance to the galaxy pair (see figure 1 and subsection 1.2). As a consequence,
the leading wide-angle and leading Doppler contributions are of the same order — so that
a consistent treatment requires the inclusion of both (e.g. [14, 15]). In addition to this, for
a consistent treatment we need to include radial derivatives of the growth rate, the biases,
and other variables which appear. In an expansion in r/d, derivative terms appear at order
~ rH when approaching z ~ 1 — i.e., distances of the Hubble scale to the galaxy pair —
and so are also needed for a consistent treatment. In both cases these have been neglected
in previous analyses.

We define the transforms [1, 2, 6]

n dgk 1N —1 7oA ik
Ap(r) = / (o (B el )7 5 (k), (1.3)
where £y is a Legendre polynomial, and then we can express (1.1) as
0 l()rl) = (1 + %)Ag(m) + gﬂi AY(r) + By oy AY(r;)  where ;= ? (1.4)



It follows that the 2PCF in redshift space, {4(r1,72) = (6°(71) 6°(r2)), is given by

5»‘7(;16’;2) <1+/B31>( /632>500(7’1,T2)+ ﬁ152522(7’1,r2)+§2( +ﬁ31>502(7"1,7"2)

+ Bl( + ﬁ;)Sgo(Tl,Tz) + (1 + 5;)52042561(7“1,7"2) + (1 + %)510415110(7“177“2)
+ 55152 {0415112(7'1, 79) + S5, (71, "“2)] + B1B2 1St (r1,72), (1.5)

where

d3k

e (ik)~(mAn2) £, (k- #1) Lo, (k - 7o) X (M72) p(K). (1.6)
T

S ) = (1 [ G5
Thus in general the 2PCF is a function of 71 and g, or equivalently of
r=r1—ry and d=(1—-t)r1+trs (0<t<1), (1.7)

where ¢t determines the choice of d — see figure 1.

We can also define the wide-angle 2-point cross-correlation of galaxy number density
contrast and Doppler magnification &.(r1,72) = (0°(r1) Ky(r2)), where the magnification
induced by peculiar velocities is given by [25]:

1
Ky =— UM where d:;—’H. (1.8)

Then the equivalent of (1.5) becomes

§r(r1,72)

) (14 ) Shrra) 4 5B Sh () 4 fron Sh(rry). (19)

As shown in [32], this 2-point correlation function has a significant dipole which can be used
as a test of general relativity [33, 34]. The power spectrum of this 2PCF has not been given
before.

1.2 Wide-angle multipole expansion — overview

Here we give a brief summary of the calculation of the wide-angle expansion. In general the
multipole decomposition of {4(d,r) and £.(d,r) or their equivalent power spectra P,(d, k)
and Py(d, k) (defined below) are analytically intractable. We aim to produce a series ex-
pansion first in the 2PCF about the plane-parallel limit (r < d), and then for each term
in that series expansion, we perform a multipole decomposition with respect to the angle
between r and d, with cosine p = d - 7. Once translated to the power spectrum this be-
comes an expansion about k! < d with coefficients expanded in Legendre multipoles in
b = d- k. Clearly a sensible expansion variable in the 2PCF is x = r/d, but we need to be
careful. The plane-parallel limit is not simply the limit as r — 0 with d fixed: in this limit,
&pp(1) ~ [dkj(kr)Pp(k), and therefore &, is a function of r. Nor is it the limit d — oo with
r fixed — since the coefficients a and 5 are functions of the two redshift shells 1, ry we are
looking at [see (2.33) below]. The plane-parallel limit is thus a mixture of both » — 0 and
d — 0.



On inspection each term in (1.5) contains parts which depend on |ri|, |rs| — i.e., the
a and [ coeflicients only depend on the distance to each source, and parts which depend
on 71,79, 7 and |r| but not on |r{|,|r2| — i.e., the terms which are integrals over the power
spectrum, Sy ,,, depend on the geometry of the triangle and the distance between the sources.
These different contributions require slightly different series expansions around the plane-
parallel limit:

e In 5?17@2, we may expand in a series in x = r/d around x = 0 with r fixed, because
the direction vectors 71, 72,7 only depend on the ratio z, not on r and d separately.
In addition, |r| in the exponential does not depend on p: hence it does not affect
the multipoles and does not need expanding (the p dependence factors into Legendre
polynomials on using a plane wave expansion below).

o Functions of |ry], |ra| which appear can sensibly be expanded in a series in x, but now
with d fixed, so that the series coefficients come out in terms of «(d) and ((d) and
their derivatives da(d)/dInd, d(d)/dInd evaluated at r = 0. We start with a general
11 # 19 and then expand functions of these quantities around a median distance given
by the shell d [see, e.g., (2.39)].

Putting this all together gives a multipole series of the form,

p N
Gdr) =Y =00d) (5) i) where p=d-7 = cosy, (1.10)
£,p

and the ¢-pole is given by

S =P, d) <2>p . (1.11)
P

We will denote analogous coefficients of the galaxy-magnification 2PCF with a tilde. The
plane-parallel approximation p = 0 leads to the well-known coefficients for the galaxy-galaxy
power spectrum for two tracers. The leading terms at order (H/k)" are the set of even
multipoles given first in [1, 2],

1
=0 = hibo (15 56+ 502 + 3&[3’2)580), (1.12)
2
SR LL (75*1 + 762+ 65162) 2, (1.13)
8
=) = 350102 8182 . (1.14)

At order (H/k)! we have the sub-leading odd multipoles arising from the Doppler contribution
given here for the first time,

1

EgO) = 5b1b2 5B1a1 — 5Baca + 35152 (al — 042) f%l), (1,15)
2

Eéo) = 55152 B1B2 (g — Oé1)€§l) . (1.16)

Note these vanish in the case of a single tracer. The coefficients Eép ) of the series in (1.11)

depend on d via the coefficients o, § and on the separation r via a sum over weighted integrals



of the power spectrum:

dk
) = [ 5oy B () Pu(R). (1.17)
2
Note that these terms are of order (1/k)™.
In the case of the galaxy-magnification power spectrum the plane-parallel limit has a
dipole and an octupole at order n = 1, corresponding to terms ~ (H/k)!:

- 1 .
= = —2bifao(5+ 388" (1.18)
~ 2

By = =01fhias el (1.19)

At order (H/k)? (n = 2), we have the sub-leading corrections to the monopole and quadrupole:

~ 1
20 = —fblfﬁlal&zaé”

(1.20)
"(0) b1f51041042§2

We will derive the other coefficients below. Only in the plane-parallel approximation is the
(-pole dependent solely on §én) (r) — in general, differing ¢'-poles, 5;2E(r), come into play,
and (1.11) leads to:

= (r.d) = Y =" (@) (r). (1.21)

e/

Here u%’n)(d) are functions of «(d), 5(d) and their derivatives.

Once we have the 2PCF in the form (1.10), we define the wide-angle power spectrum
at a displacement d from the observer by Fourier transforming the redshift-space 2PCF over
r (see figure 1):!

Py(d k) = / Bre ke (d,r). (1.22)

The power spectrum can be expanded in multipoles defined by the angle between the wavevec-
tor k and the line of sight d, as

A A

k) =Y Puk,d) Lo(px) where pp=d k. (1.23)
l

Then, using the plane-wave expansion

e T =N 20+ 1) (k) Lok - 7) (1.24)
=0
we find that »
— ami~t / 25(p) ; (T> . 1.2
Pk, d) i zp: drr*E,7(r,d) je(kr) pi (1.25)

Note that this is treated as a formal Fourier transform over r € [0,00), not as a discrete Fourier series
over a finite r. A window function can be added to account for such effects.



An important difference in the multipoles in redshift space versus Fourier space is that
in redshift space the multipoles are in u with r fixed, while in Fourier space the multipoles
are in py with & fixed. On using (1.17) and (1.21), we find that the multipoles become

Pulk.d) = 25 IR AU D) [ 4> Pula) Tho k. a). (1.26)
where ~
Th(k,a) = [~ A k) joar). (1.27

These integrals, although divergent, can be evaluated as distributions — delta functions, and
more complicated singular points — which then simply feed into the integral over the power
spectrum in (1.26). We can rewrite (1.26) as a series in k= /d = (kd)~! (which is a Fourier
counterpart to r/d):

Polk,d) =S PP (k,d) (kd) 7, (1.28)
p
with
PP (k,d) = = —fzw, d) P (k) (1.29)
where
Pl =1 [ dg " Pu() Tk a). (1.30)

2 Evaluating the 2PCF and power spectrum

n1+nz

In order to evaluate the 2PCF, we first evaluate S;'',;""**(r1, r2) in (1.6) finding,
(4m)3(2L + 1)

1/2
(51 ly L > (n)( )

> (61 oL )Yem (1) Yogms (72) Yirr (7) (2.1)

my1 mo M
my,ma,M L2

Sihe, =Y (-1 (2L + 1)
L

Here 553”) are given by (1.17). In order to explicitly evaluate the 2PCF (1.5) in terms of angles
at the observer, we use spherical coordinates (o, ¥, p) with d = (d,0,0) along the z-axis, and
the triangle in the y = 0 plane oriented such that r; points in the negative z-direction (see
figure 1). This gives

= (1,¢,7), 72=1(1,0,0), 7= (1,v,7). (2.2)
We also have the relations,

_sin(y+6) sin y _ sin(y—¢) sin 7y
N @ e) st -0 P sm@+g) G +6) (23)

Using the angles 6, ¢,y (= cos™! i) and the separation r, the 2PCF can be expanded as

Eo(dym) = E9(d, 0, b p1,7) = biba 3 cour(d, 0, 6, 1) €57 (r) (2.4)

n,



where the redshift dependence is implicit. This expansion follows [2], which corrects typos

in [1] and generalises [1] to include galaxy bias, unequal redshifts and redshift evolution.

In [2], the angular variables are 4+ ¢ and v; = cos™! #; - #, with a modified version of fén)

(A simplified and unified form of the expansions in [2] is given in [35].) The ¢, and &,
coefficients are discussed in appendix A. In the general case of 6 # ¢ and ¢ # 0, we find for
the galaxy-galaxy correlations,

oo =1+ 361+ Ba) + 1 Prfal2 + cos 26+ )], (2.5)
co0 = %5152041042 cos(0 + ¢), (2.6)

c11 = ;Ozl{g),@l cos(¢ — ) + P15z [2 cos(¢ — ) +cos(20 + ¢ + ’Y)] }

_ ;ag{wg cos(8 4 7) + B Ba[2cos(8 + ) + cos(26 + 8 — )] } 2.7)
cos = —%51 [3.co8(26 — 29) + 1] — éﬁg[B cos(2y +20) + 1]

_ %51/52 4+ 9cos(2y + 20) + 9cos(26 — 29) + 2 cos(20 + 26)], (2.8)
er = —%alagﬁlﬂg [cos(8 + &) + 3 cos(é — 2y — 0)], (2.9)

13 = 21051ﬂg{ —a1[cos(20 + ¢ +7) + 5cos(p — 3y — 20) + 2 cos(¢ — )]

+ az[cos(2¢ + 0 — v) + 5cos(2¢ — 3y — ) + 2cos(0 + 7)] }7 (2.10)
cos = 28061ﬁ2[6+35cos2(¢ 2y —0) 4+ 10cos 2(¢p — )
+10cos2(0 + ) + 3cos2(¢ + 0)]. (2.11)
For the coefficients of the galaxy-magnification 2PCF (1.9), we define
fﬁ(dv ’l‘) = gﬂ(d’ 97 Cb, 122 T) = b1f2&2 Z énf/(d> 97 d)a ,U) glg’n) (7") (212)
nl’
From this we find:
1
Cog = §a151 COS(¢ + 0) , (2.13)
1
é11 = —561 [2 cos(6 + ) + cos(2¢ + 6 — 7)} —cos(0 + ), (2.14)
1
Cog = —604151 [cos(& + ¢) + 3cos(¢p — 2y — 9)] , (2.15)
¢13 = 2—1051 [cos(2¢ +0 —7)+2cos(§ + ) + 5cos(2¢ — 6 — 37v)|. (2.16)

Using these, the power spectrum may be written as

P,(d, k) _bleZZ/d3re T (d, 0, 6, 1) €7 (r)

n=0/¢=
Cbiby Y 2041 /drr Jelkr) €0 /dQ oo (d,0, 6, 1) Lolle - ), (2.17)
nl.0

with a similar formula for the galaxy-magnification power spectrum.



At this stage we need the series expansion in r/d. Writing
P
bibocne (d, 0, ¢, 1 chg, (> , (2.18)

the coefficients cffz), can be expanded in Legendre polynomials. Then comparing with (1.21),

we see that

= / dpc®) () Lo(s) - (2.19)
Therefore »
—(p,n r
b1bo Cnf’(d707 ¢,,U,) = Z :é%ﬁ’)(d) ‘CZ”(/’L) (d> ’ (220)
p7e//
which leads to
p R .
Py(d, k)= > i‘(20+1) )i /drr jolkr) € ()(Z) /dQTﬁgn(d-f)Eg(k-ﬁ)
p,n, L0 0"
I P
= 47 Z i 5:;;,’ o(d-k /drr Je kr)ﬁg, ()(;) . (2.21)
p,n,l.L
It follows that
PPy d) = amk? Y 2R [ 130 o) €0, (2.22)
n, b’

which recovers (1.29) and (1.30):
P = =— Zug’éf’") (d)Pg(k),  Pui(k) =k /0 dgq®™" Pu(a) Zgy(kyq) . (2.23)

In order to compute the Legendre multipoles in ;. of the power spectrum,

kdz

Pép)

(2.24)

we need to compute:

1. the coefficients :gZ} ") which are the Legendre multipoles in p of the Taylor coefficients

of the coefficients of the 2PCF appearing in (1.29);
2. the integrals 7}, (k, q) as distributions in k, g;
3. the power spectrum multipole ‘weights’ P}, (k).

For the galaxy-magnification case, the formulas are the same but with
P
blfgagcng/ d 9 ¢, ché/ ( ) s (2.25)

and the rest of the derivation is the same but with tilde’s on relevant variables.
Before we implement this computation, we briefly discuss the effects of a window func-
tion.



2.1 Window function

A careful inspection of the terms in the functions ¢, indicate that the nonzero E%’n) always

have |[£ —¢'| + p as an even number, which as we will see below implies that the distributional
integrals IZ,(I{:, q) are combinations of delta functions, step functions and derivatives thereof.
This in turn implies that P;Z}(k) can be found relatively easily. This is no longer the case
when a window function is involved, which we now illustrate (see [11-13] for more details on
window functions).

We can incorporate a window function w(r;) into the power spectrum:

Pg(d,k:) = /d3r e RTW(d,r)Ey(d, ) where W(d,r) = w(r))w(rs). (2.26)
Note that the Yamamoto estimator [36] is then
(P3) = (2L + 1) / % /d3r1/ &y P, £1(k - d). (2.27)
For simplicity we assume azimuthal symmetry for W and expand it as

r

wid,r) =S w?)(d fplz : 2.28
@n=3 @ (5) et (225)

Then in (2.21) we use the identity

2
Loy(1) Ley(r) = Y20+ 1) (ﬁl : ﬁ) Lolw). (2.20)
y4

which leads to

2
Ui , N N
Pyd.k)=4n Y i—f(2£+1)<” L) =0 W) () £,k - d)

p,p' L0 L 000
. (n) r\ Pt
X /r dr je(kr) & (1) p . (2.30)
Therefore we have for the wide-angle multipoles of the windowed power spectrum:
o) 2 0O LY om0y s
P (k,d) = —7 > (20+1) (0 0 0) gy () WP (d) PP (k) . (2.31)
p' ' 0L

Note that we recover the previous results on using

00"o (—1)*
= —— by . 2.32

In (2.31), because there is no restriction on L, we see that there is no longer a restriction on
|¢ — ¢'| + p being even in the resulting integrals.

~10 -



2.2 Computation of E%’n) nd :%’n)

In order to compute E%}n) and égg,’ ") we need to compute a series expansion in z = r/d of

functions of 71,79 and 6, ¢. From the geometry in figure 1 we have

r1 :d\/t2:v2+2,u:pt—|—1, 9 :d\/(t—1)2x2—|—2u(t—1)z—|—1, ="

5 0<t<1.(233)

This implies

1—(1—t)ap (1—1t)2 ,

' ~1- 1-£ , 2.34

CcOs \/(1 — t)2x2 +1— 2(1 — t)SU/JJ 3 [ 2(#)]90 ( )
zut+1 +2 )

- Mlogli—L : 2.35

COS¢ \/1U2t2+2$,ut+1 3[ 2(/,5)]33 ( )

In the ‘bisector’ case, where 8 = ¢, we have

T +y
t = =222+ 11 2.36
2en Y x2p? + , (2.36)

ly(1—p2) 1
0= ~ /1 - 2.
sin v +y 5 (2.37)

12 (y +2)
2u +y

giving?

cosf = ~1— % [1— Lo(p)]2>. (2.38)

For the general case (any t), we have

£r) = F(@+ @)L t+ G { £+ £(d) - 2020/ (d) ~ (@) Lalp) £ 4+ (239
where " = d/dInd. For a function of ry, we replace ¢t — (¢t — 1). In the bisector case:

Fr) = £d) + 3 F (A La(a + o7 [37() + /() ~ 27"(d) L)) 2%+, (240)

and for ro we replace x — —x.

Inserting these into the coefficients ¢, (d, 0, ¢, ), we expand as a Taylor series. In
order to extract the multipoles from products of Legendre polynomials, it is convenient to
use (2.29).

2.2.1 Hierarchy of terms

We briefly give an overview of the relative size of the contributions as we include wide-angle
effects. We are expanding in a series in z = r/d, corresponding to 1/kd in the power spectrum,
but once wide-angle effects are included like this there are a number of extra contributions
which must be consistently included as we have discussed. Once we approach distances with

?Note that truncating the Legendre expansion in sin @ ~ 7 [64 —40L2(p) —9La(p) + - - - ]x/512 means that

sin? 0 + cos? @ # 1 at each order in x. However, in all the expressions for cne only cos(mé + nv), with m,n
integers, appears, which means that we only have factors of sin §sin~y = %(1 — p?)z, and no truncation of the
Legendre series is necessary.
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z~1,d~1/H,so 1/kd ~ H/k implying the need for the relativistic terms. Therefore, for a
fully consistent approach, we need an expansion in powers of p +n where we consider terms

() ()~ Ga) (B~ () ()
together.

Furthermore, we include derivatives of the growth rate, biases, and other variables since
these derivatives are typically not negligible. Consider the Ind derivative of the grwoth rate:

zf'(d) = r% = rHoh(z)% , (2.42)

where h(z) = H(z)/Hp and d = [dz/H. This can be compared to

r rHy

zf(d) = gf(z) = mf(?f% (2.43)

leading to

fd) [,y [7 2] 1) f'(2)
fd) {h( )/0 h(z)} i) " C ) (2.44)

The term in square brackets is found numerically to be =~ z. Therefore for variables whose
derivative with respect to redshift is of the order of the variable itself, the derivatives ap-
pearing in the wide-angle expansion can be important.

In the case of the growth rate,

af _  f
dz 142

[2+f— gﬂm(H}ﬂ (2.45)
where the right-hand side is a similar size to f — for a LCDM model we find the contribution
from the derivative of the growth peaks at ~25% at z ~ 0.5. Similarly, for a simple bias
model b ~ (1 + 2)%, we have b'(2) ~ o 2(1 + 2)° ! so b/(2)/b = 0 z/(1 + 2). For «a it is more
complicated, because the relative importance of o’ is strongly dependent on the evolution
and magnification biases. As an example, if b, = 1 = Q then the correction peaks at ~ 50%
above z ~ 1 and can be more significant than this even at low redshift.

We now discuss the contributions to the most important multipoles in the cases of the
line of sight being chosen either as the mid-point (¢ = 1/2) or the equal angle bisector (¢ = ).
We give general formulas for any ¢ in appendix B.

2.2.2 Contributions to galaxy-galaxy multipoles

Contributions to the monopole. At O(2°), i.e., the plane-parallel limit, we have

1 1

=00 — byby + 3/ (b1 +b) + 2 12 (2.46)
1

58%12) = gO&lanQ. (247)

Note that all terms are evaluated at position d, as is the case with all similar formulas below.
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At O(x!) there are only contributions from ¢ = 1. In the case of the bisector and
midpoint (¢ = 1/2) geometries:

1 1
=Y = 5 [plarba + as) = flar + av)] + 5o 7[al(37 +50a) + a3 + 5b)
1 1
— 6f<oz1b'2 + Oégb,1> + gf/(oqbz + Oégbl), (2.48)

These all have n = 1, so the overall order of these corrections in the 2PCF is (H/k)(r/d)
which is equivalent to (#/k)(1/kd) in the power spectrum, and they are present even for the
case of a single tracer. At O(z?) ~ O[1/(kd)?], the contributions arise with n = 0 so have
an overall order (H/k)%(r/d)? ~ (H/k)°(1/kd)?, and are consequently similar in size to the
O(x) terms on large scales. In the bisector case we have,

=0 =~ o FBB) — b+ o [5(0n + ) + 6] (7 + 3

+ % (f + 3b2) (b + 3b7) + % (f +3b1) (b + 3b3) — %(f@) : (2.49)
267 = o |20 49001 +b0)| + PO+ ) = by )+ P04 B

— %f(b’l’ + b)) — % [12]‘ + 7(b1 + b2)| + 1%(f’)z. (2.50)

The bisector and midpoint contributions are no longer equal however. For general ¢, all even
¢’ contribute, but in the bisector case only ¢/ = 4 is zero.
In all these cases there is only marginal simplification from specialising to a single tracer.

Contributions to the dipole. First we have the plane-parallel limit,

o1 _ 1

=110 & gf [3f(a1 —ag) + 5(a1bg — a2b1)] ) (2.51)
which vanishes for a single tracer.

At O(z') the principal corrections to the dipole are only from ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 2 (and
not from ¢ = 4):

=60 = £ [0+ 302) — 0507 +300) + /(b2 — b)) (2:52)
25 = %f(bl —ba) + 135 f(by = b1) + /(b1 = b2)| - (2.53)

These expressions are valid for the bisector and midpoint configurations and vanish in the case
of a single-tracer survey. This is not the case for any other configurations and a single-tracer
survey will have corrections from all even #'.

At higher order in x, they are further suppressed by a factor of H/k (i.e., for p = 2 the
non-zero contributions are from n = 1), and again the bisector and midpoint configurations
have different (complicated) contributions — which all vanish for a single tracer, but not in
the mutli-tracer case.
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Contributions to the quadrupole. The plane-parallel limit is

2
Eg") = oo £ [T(b1+b2) + 6], (2.54)

and the leading O(x) corrections are for both bisector and midpoint,

=07 = (20 [Far +a2) = Slarba + ash)] + 120t (35 + 5a) + b (37 +50)

=21 = 1
1 / / 1 !/
- gf(a1b2 + agby) + gf (a1b2 + azbr), (2.55)
— 4 3
5 = £f2(a1 +az) — £f2(o/1 + ). (2.56)

As in the case of the monopole, these corrections arise from the relativistic terms and are
non-zero for a single tracer survey also. However for consistency at this order we need the
O(x?) contributions, which all have n = 0. For the bisector case,

—=(2,0) _ iQ_i// / _1// i 1" i 1
Bap | = +45f 18f (b7 + by) 6blb2 + 150 [5(b1 + b2) + 6] f" + %6 (f + 3by) by
1 1
il 3b) b — —(f)? 2.57
2
Eg%z) = —§a1a2f2, (258)
=20 _ L 106 f + 189(by + by)| + Ly (22f' — 9f) + Ly (22f' — 9f)
2 882 2521 252 2
]' ! 1]‘ /! /! 1 "
— —f2f+11 . — —#"132
84f [12f + 11(b1 + ba)] 252f(b1 + 03) 1764f [132f + T7(by + bo)]
11 1\ 2
_ 4
=60 = == [ 372+ 211" - 2/”)]. (2.60)

with a similar formula for the mid-point case.
Contributions to the higher multipoles. The plane-parallel limit for the octupole is
_ 2
::(a%’l) = 5f2 (a2 —a1) (2.61)
which vanishes for a single tracer, while the hexadecapole is always present:
=00 _ 8 4o 2.62
The leading wide-angle corrections are
— 2 1 1
=57 =~ 20— )+ 7 (V= 8 ) + £ (b~ ), (2.63)

for the octupole and

—(1,1 4 4
51(13 )= _ng(al + az) — £f2(0/1 + ap), (2.64)
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for the hexadecapole. As with the other even multipoles, we also need the O(z?) terms for
consistency:

=30 = o [0+ 10+ )| o)+ U -2 + (-2 (269)
- g (o) - if” 127+ 7001+ 1)) + 5 (1)

=50 = %ﬂ b i 187 (7). (2.66)

=6 = 57 |17 - (7). (267)

As for the other cases, this is given for the bisector line of sight.

In summary, for the even multipoles in a symmetric configuration of d and r, the leading
wide-angle corrections are suppressed in the 2PCF by a factor of r/d (equivalently 1/kd in
the power spectrum) but also by a factor of H/k, as they arise from the relativistic part.
Given that H/k ~ r/d for large-scale surveys, this implies that the consistent wide-angle
correction needs to include the Newtonian O(x?) contributions. It also implies that the
leading wide-angle corrections require the relativistic corrections for a consistent treatment,
in addition to derivative terms, even in the single-tracer case, as the Newtonian part does
not capture the full range of effects.

However for the odd multipoles, the multi-tracer plane-parallel limit is already O(H /k)
from the relativistic corrections, while the leading wide-angle correction does not have this
suppression factor (arising purely from the Newtonian part) — which implies that the New-
tonian wide-angle corrections will be a similar size to the relativistic plane-parallel part when
H/k ~r/d.

2.2.3 Contributions to galaxy-magnification multipoles

Contributions to the monopole. At O(2°), i.e., the plane-parallel limit we have

~ 1
207 = Laiaf?. (2.68)

The leading wide-angle corrections at O(z?), for both bisector and mid-point lines of sight, are

= 1 1 1_
S = — g2 (f = 5b1) - 6a2b 5 LF(3F +5by) + gagblf'. (2.69)

O
Note that this wide-angle correction to the monopole occurs at order n = 1 compared with
the plane parallel limit which has n = 2. Therefore we can expect these to be a similar size
when (H/k)? ~ (H/k)!(r/d)!. The next contributions at O(x?) are all at order n = 2 and
are thus sub-dominant. As in the galaxy-galaxy case, the midpoint and bisector results are
different.

222 1 2 1 2 Lo
E22 - —9 =
00 9041042f + 5 Ve 105 f° + 72041f (3 — 2a) + 12041062ff
1 1
+ EfQ(O/fdz +andh) + goonda| £~ (2], (2.70)
= 1 - N -
5622’2) Ea1a2f + = 45 afdh f? — {Of ayf2 + afasf? + 2a1da ff” — 2a100(f)?| . (2.71)
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Contributions to the dipole. The plane-parallel limit is
=(0,1) _ 3. o
Ei = —p0eft —dohf, (2.72)

while the leading wide-angle O(z) correction is

= 1 - N

Eig” = o/ (01ds — a1d), (2.73)
= 2 - .

5512’2) = —EfQ (@G — a1d) . (2.74)

Note that these are further suppressed, beyond the factor r/d compared to the plane-parallel
limit, by an extra factor of H/k.

At O(2?) we have corrections from n = 1 terms which can be a similar size to the O(z)
corrections — again these are different for the mid-point and bisector cases. For the bisector
case we have

1 1
D — —af(11f + 5b1) — azb f+ ——ah(30fb) — 11f% — 45b f)

[1]:

100 200
+ Ef/ 2d9b| — 2ahb1 — an(2f + 3b1)] — %Oagf”(Gf + 5b1)
" GO + 5~ b+ sas(f), (275)
PR VAP P R
Contributions to the quadrupole. At O(z°) we have
502 _ 2, 4,12, (2.77)

3
The leading wide-angle corrections at O(x), for the bisector and the midpoint case are ,
= L
:g11,1) = Bazf(f - 551) - *O<2b f + 5f(3f +5by) + agblf , (2.78)
=) _ 4 o 2
S5y = — - — 2.
23 35 02/ 35 arf*. (2.79)

Again, note that this is a similar size to the plane-parallel contribution. The next order
O(x?) is suppressed, having only contributions from n = 2:

1 B 1
~§202) §Oé1042f - *0/ ahf?+ (m%f2 +afasf? + 20&1042ff”> - EOQOQ(JN)Q,
(2.80)
=(2,2 1 1 1 - - r .
5&2 ) — —gé aof? — T ahf? + — T o (22d4 f% — 21492 f?) — 6041042ff/
11 1 ~ 2 ~// > 11 N2
252 (alagf + o f + 2a1a2ff + 126041042(f ) . (2.81)
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Contributions to the higher multipoles. In the plane-parallel limit, the octupole has

By = 5azf2 : (2.82)

and there is no hexadecapole. The leading O(x) wide-angle corrections are

= 1 - _
By = *ng (@G — ardy) (2.83)

for the octupole. The O(x?) contributions are a similar size; for the bisector case,

=en _ 1 LY 1~/{ T
S0 = (G (UL + 5by) — 1o ialh f 4 osab 570 — [(f = 5b)
- N 5 1 _ 1 _
+ *f/(a2b/1 - 0/21?1 + aby) — ﬁazf”((sf +5b1) — ﬁag(iﬁﬂ +5b1 f)
1
- — 2b 'f +55 as(f")?, (2.84)
2

=50 = f2+%{a;fh@ff”—a?(f')ﬂ al?. (2.85)

Finally we have the wide-angle correction for the hexadecapole:

=(1,1 4
=22 2 0 1 2 — 20/, 2.87
Bio | = —35a1a2(f) 35 afaof? + andl f2 + 200a0 f [ — 200 (2.87)

3 Moments of the power spectrum

In this section we give a detailed discussion on evaluating the integrals involved in P}, (k).
Some of the results below cover well-known results which we generalise by giving new deriva-
tions valid for all values of p, £, (.

3.1 Evaluating the integrals I, (k, q)

In general the integral (1.27) is formally divergent for p > 0, but its relevance for us is as a
distribution, so we need to find its finite part. This is because it is integrated against P, (q),
which will result in a convergent result, provided that P, (q) is sufficiently compact. For
example, for £ = ¢/, we have the well known closure relation:

Ty(k,q) = 5~ 6(k —q), (3.1)

2k:
which has a singular point at k = q. However, for £ # ¢’ the distributions and singular points
become more complicated — and in some cases quite subtle. We give a detailed discussion
of some of the subtleties of the distributions in appendix C, including also a full derivation
of the results presented here. We first give formulas for p = 0, then demonstrate how to
calculate the integrals for p > 0. Note that the integral (1.27) satisfies a simple symmetry:
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p =0. Consider I}, (k, q), with ¢ # ¢, following [37] (derived in a new way in appendix C).
For ¢ — ¢’ even:

g (k,9)© (k= q) + —— (=)D (k—q)  £> 0,

2kq
Iy (k.q) = _ (3.3)
g (g, k) © (g — k) + %(—1)(”’@/25 (k—q) €<V,
where © is the unit step function (we do not need it at the origin as this does not affect the
distribution — but see appendix C for the case p = —2 where we do need it). We can rewrite
this as

Lo (k.q) = g (k,q)© (k= q) O — ') + gpe (¢, k) © (¢ — k) O(f' = 0)

m ’
DEO25 (6 — o). 4

The function g, for k < ¢, is given by

T (k\* T[+0+3)/2 (4043 -1 3 k2
o (q, k) =— (= F Lo+ 2
ek =5 (3) sresmre o (T )
(3.5)
and gy (k,q) = 0. For k > q we have
J4 / / / 2
T (q T[(¢+¢ +3)/2] C+0+3 0 —¢ 3¢
(kyq) =— (= F L0+ 22,
geer (K, 0) =15 <k> T (0 +3/2)T[((—¢) /2> 5 g ThET s
(3.6)
For £ — ¢’ odd we have instead,
T (k,q) = ger (k,q) © (k — q) + goe (¢, k) © (¢ — k) . (3.7)

These functions are not actually that complicated for the small values of £ that we need, and
in general can be written in terms of Legendre functions [37]. In the case of £ — ¢’ even, the
relevant functions are, for ¢ > k,

5k 5m (3¢% — Tk?) Trk?

0.4 g40(q7k) = 4q5 ) 942((17 k) =

g20(q, k) = %

37
— k p—
2q3 ) g31(q7 )

and so on. The cases for k > ¢ are given by swapping k <+ ¢q. Note that gz (k,q) are not
required for ¢ < ¢. From this we find

g

s

ISO (kv Q) = 2L3 (k - Q) 2kq 6(k - Q) ) (39)
Z9:(k.0) = 5 O = ) = 55 8(k = ). (3.10)

and so on. (Formulas are listed in appendix C.)
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For /—/{' odd, once converted to elementary functions, we can combine the step functions
to give the integrals as sums over polynomials and factors of In[|q — k|/(k +¢)] and 1/(q — k).
These give singular points to be integrated over later. The lowest ¢’ integrals are

1 1 k=4
0
2 2 k2+3q |k — q
70 —_ - 1 3.12
2,1( ,Q) 2k2q(k2 — qg) 4k3q2 n k+ q ’ ( )
13k% — 15¢%>  3(5¢> — k*) | |k —q]

79 (k,q) = 1 1
30 (k. ) 23(k2 — ¢2) ikt UV ktq (3.13)
2 _ k‘2 /{?2 2 ]{34 2]{;2 2 4 ke —

0, (hq) = BT —3F) (K +3¢7) S +2k7g +5q)  Jk—dl g,
8¢2k3(k? — ¢?) 16k4¢3 k+q

To find the corresponding formulas with ¢ and ¢’ reversed, switch ¢ and k. These are valid
for all ¢ # k. Further formulas are in appendix C.

p > 0. We can derive the distributions for 7}, (k, q) from 70, (k,q) by using

1 0 0
Th(h0) = — g (K0 [ A2 s ) iolan)| = =k [z )]
(3.15)
and
1 0 o0 ) ) 1 0
Iip(k.q) = pEEETR k‘2+€/0 dr 7‘1+pjz+1(k7“)1z'(q7“)] = 2ok {k’ﬂngﬂ w(k 7Q)} , (3.16)

to step up the powers of r in the integrand. These are found via the identities

+1 14

Jo(x) = je-1(x) — (@), Je(@) = —jes1 (z) + —je(). (3.17)

Then we can derive

9 9 0?2 2 0 0+ 1
152_2(]@, ) kﬁ 18k k- 2Zakk€+lzgg/<k >:| — [—W—k%+w‘| ZZ/(k’q)’

(3.18)

to step up two powers of r while keeping £/’ the same. The operator in square brackets in the
second equality is the spherical Bessel function differential operator. From these relations
we see that if [¢ — ¢'| 4+ p is even, then the resulting distributions will be a mixture of step
functions and é-functions; while if [¢ — ¢'| + p is odd, the resulting integrals will be rational
functions, which have poles of order p + 1 at kK = ¢, plus another rational function with a
singular point ~ In |k — g|.

First we calculate Z}, (k, ), starting with

19 ., 2
Then
10 3 |k — ¢ 5k? — 3¢°
) = —— KT} =— 1 2
20(k7Q) kL ok |:k' SO(kv q)} 2k3q n k + q k2(q+ k)g(k — Q)2 ) (3 0)
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with similar formulas for other values of £ — ¢/ even. Note that the singularities in these
functions at k = ¢ do not get worse than In |k — ¢| and 1/(k — ¢)?.

For ¢ — /' odd, these come from ¢ — ¢’ even with p = 0, and thus involve J-functions.
For example,

1 0 T

Iio(k,q) = Bk [k?’zgo(k’@} =2 o' (k—q), (3.21)
47 T 357mq

Ty, (k.q) = e 5(145—@‘1‘2725,(7‘7—@"’27]@@(]‘5—(1% (3.22)

We can also derive general formulas from the closure relation,?

m(l+1 gt

Ti 14k, q) = (2]{:3) 6(k —q) — 272 §'(k—q) = 5 30T §'(k—q), (3.26)
¥4 T k¢

Tir ok, q) = 23 d(k —q) + ? O (k—q) = BCYEE] &'(k—q). (3.27)

For n > 2 we just repeat the process. When ¢ = ¢/ we can use (3.18) and the closure
relation, giving

w(l+2)(¢—1)
Tip(kyq) = By~ — o(k —q) + ﬁ &'(k —q) — ﬁ 8" (k—q), (3.28)
Tl —1)(f = 3)(l+4)(0+2 A (2 +0-3
Ziy(k,q) = ( ) 22(2 i )5(k—Q)+(k5)5/(k—Q)
77(6 + 3) (E - 2) 1" 1" T <(4)
- i 0" (k—q) — k:35 (k—q)+ 2k:25 (k—1q). (3.29)
We can derive general formulas for nearby /¢, such as
9 ol —1) 4
Tiap(kiq) = —5 g 0k —q) + 15 0'(k—q) + W 8" (k —q), (3.30)
9 m(l+2)(L+1) T(l+1)
Tivauk,q) = ——— 47— 0k —a) = —3 &' (k—q)+ ﬁ §"(k—q), (3.31)

with similar formulas for Igﬂ?g(k:,q), I?ﬂ’g(k:,q), Izlﬂ’g(k, q), Iéliu(k:, q).
Tabulated integrals may be found in appendix C.

3.2 Integration of the power spectrum

To complete our expansion of the multipoles of the power spectrum, we need to compute

P = k7 [ daq*" Pula) Ty (i) (3:32)

3Expressions involving derivatives of delta functions can appear different depending on how they are
derived. From

g p _ — APS( — _ ﬁ P _
ok [¢"6(k —q)] = ¢"0'(k — q) = o [kPS(k —q)] , (3.23)
we can derive
@8 (k—q) = k*6'(k — q) + pk? " '6(k — q) , (3.24)
q"8" (k—q) = k6" (k — q) + 2pk? 6" (k — ¢) + (p — DK %8(k — q), (3.25)

and so on. This explains the difference in appearance between some of the expressions here and those in [8].
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Having evaluated Ifg,(k,q) in terms of relatively simple distributions means that these are
straightforward to compute numerically, rather than having to compute highly oscillatory
triple integrals. Given that they are distributions, there are some subtleties:

|€ — €| + p even: The integrals consist of delta functions and derivatives thereof, together
with step functions. The delta functions evaluate to sample the power spectrum and its
derivatives at k, and the step functions sample the long wavelength part of the power
spectrum for ¢ < ¢’ and the short wavelength part for £ > ¢'.

|€ — €| + p odd: The integrals consist of regular plus singular parts, all of the form

/OOO dg {f1(q,l<:)[1n|k:—q| —In(k +q)] +M} , (3.33)

which is singular at k = ¢ and formally diverges. However what we need is the finite
part — i.e. the Cauchy Principal Value in the case of the 1/(k — ¢q) singularities, and
Hadamard regularisation for p > 0. The stronger singularities for p > 0 can be evalu-
ated integrating by parts, assuming Py, (q) and its derivatives vanish sufficiently rapidly
at g =0and ¢ =

/000 dq {fl(q,k)[ln]k—q! —In(k+q)] + M} (3.34)

= dq{ f1(q, k) In(k + q)

_1)p+1 gpt+2
+(k—q)(1—Inlk—q|) [—8fléf]’k)+( 2! ’ aﬁg’k)]}.

In general we would use finite limits, which are most easily dealt with in this formula
by cutting off P(q) with step functions — these then evaluate to delta functions in the
integrand (and cannot be ignored). More details are given in subsection C.2.

An alternative approach which avoids the singular integrals is to use (3.18) and (3.16)
to reduce the order in (3.32) down to I[Z,Q(k, q). For example, for p even,

. 0122 [ .
P = [D0]" [ gt Pala) Ty k). (3.35)

where )

o_ 00 20 ({+]1)
D=ttt (3.36)
For p odd,
. o2 10 o

Py (k) = [Dl(g)] 724 ok kQM/O dq¢*™" Pu(q) g+w(k‘ Q| - (3.37)

Therefore, given P&?’"(k‘), we can compute the rest simply by taking suitable derivatives.

There is a subtlety involved in swapping the derivative and integral because the integrals
for p > 0 are distributions and not convergent — yet the integrals in (3.35) and (3.37) are
convergent and well defined. A full discussion of this is given in subsection C.2.
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3.2.1 Multipoles of the power spectra

For completeness, we explicitly give here the lowest multipoles of the power spectra up to
O(1/kd). For the galaxy-galaxy bisector case, we have

Po(k) = BP(/‘@’) [?)f2 +5f(b1 + b2) + 155152} 30k:2d {k k(k) + P(k)} {10]‘(0411)2 + braz)
—2f% (a1 + ) + & f(Bf + Bbo) + b f(3f + 5b1)
— 5f(b,1042 + b’2a1) + 5f/(041b2 + blag):| , (3.38)
Pi(k) = 51k (k)£ [3f (o2 — o1) + 5ayby — 5byas)]
+ m{km(k) [(47 + 3f")(ba — by) — 3F (b — 5) + 5(byby — byby)]
+4P(K) [(3 + f') (b2 — br) — f(b, — )] }, (3.:39)

Pa(k) = %P(k)f (6 + 7(br + bo)] + kP () { (1 + a) f2 — Tf(bras + cnba)

o
21k2d

+ 7f (Ozlbg + bl()@) + f(6f + 7b1)0[2 + f(6f + 7b2) 7f(agbl + ale)}
+ 14P(k) |: — 10f2(a1 + 052) + 14f(b1042 + Oélbz) — <3f2 + 14b2f) 05/1

— (3f2 + 14fb1> O/Q — ].4(()10[2 + Oélbg)f, + 14f(0£2b/1 + Oélb,Q)] } . (340)

In figure 2 we show a plot of the O(1/kd) wide-angle corrections to the dipole for the multi-
tracer bisector case, in order to illustrate the size of the corrections and the importance of the
derivative terms. Here we have chosen by = 1,b.1 = 0= 91, and by = 1+2, beg = —5, Qg = 2
for illustration purposes. In the bisector case of ¢ = 1/2, we see that for small k the wide-
angle corrections are small relative to the leading relativistic term, but become important
for larger k. This is the opposite to the endpoint case of t = 0, where the smaller k is, the
more important the wide-angle corrections are.

We also see that inclusion of derivative terms is vital for calculating the wide-angle
corrections, since neglecting them gives the wrong values, often by a significant margin. The
details of how important they are depend on the biases b;, be;, Q;, as well as the triangle
configuration that is chosen. For example, when ¢t = 1 the corrections are much smaller
because there are no b, factors. The features from the baryon acoustic oscillations are
enhanced from the kP, contribution which is larger than P(k) for large k.

For the case of the galaxy magniﬁcation power spectrum we have

- 1

Po(K) = — 3 P(R) oot ool [KPs(K) +-P(R))[273a(5b1 — ) + (3 +5b) f

+5042(f by — fbh)], (3.41)
Pu(k) = o P(k)f iz (b1 431) 15,52 [3kPa(k) = 2P(k)] f* (1)~ Gzo) (3.42)
752(16)::32]{:2P(k:)f2a1d2+21112(1{k137 (k ){ (P2 Tby TV, f—T7 by )Ga+ (6 f+Thy) £l

P(k)|2fdg (Thy—5f)— f (3f +14b1) dly+14da( f'by — fb’l)] } . (3.43)
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Figure 2. Leading-order wide-angle corrections to the dipole of the power spectrum for two tracers,
shown relative to the plane-parallel limit at various redshifts. Solid lines are the correct expressions,
and dashed correspond to neglecting derivative terms. Two configurations are shown: bisector (left)
and endpoint (right).

4 Conclusions

We have given for the first time the wide-angle corrections to the multi-tracer 2PCF and
associated power spectrum, including the relativistic Doppler corrections which go beyond
the normal redshift space distortion effect. We have also presented the wide-angle corrections
for the density-magnification cross-power spectrum. The full-sky power spectrum is expanded
as a series in powers of 1/kd, with each term expanded into Legendre multipoles in the angle
between the line-of-sight vector d and the mode vector k. The coefficients of this expansion
are just the coefficients of the equivalent expansion in r/d of the 2PCF, weighted by an
appropriate integral over the matter power spectrum. We have presented the coefficients for
the equal-angle bisector and mid-point cases, as well as for an arbitrary line of sight.

A key result of our analysis has been to show the importance of the relativistic Doppler
corrections as well as the derivative terms in the expansion — both typically neglected in
previous analysis. While the relativistic terms enter the observed galaxy number density
contrast at O(H/k), they only enter the 2PCF at O[(#H/k)?] — except in the multi-tracer
case, when the corrections appear at O(H /k), and is therefore a useful method for measuring
relativistic effects. Similarly the density-magnification 2PCF has also been shown to be
an important probe of relativistic effects. However, once we are interested in effects which
appear at O(H /k), wide-angle effects need to be considered — since in the 2PCF they arise at
O(r/d), and in the power spectrum at O([1/(kd)], which for large-scale surveys is potentially
a similar size to O(H /k). Therefore, for a fully consistent approach we need an expansion in
powers of p + n where we consider terms

n n +n
@) G ~G) G -G ()
d k kd k k
as similar size, and we need to keep derivative terms at each order for consistency. In doing
this we find, in the galaxy-galaxy case, that the even multipoles at O(r/d) receive relativistic
corrections of O(H /k), which implies Newtonian wide-angle corrections at O(z?) are required
for consistency. In addition, we find that for the odd multipoles in the multi-tracer case only,
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Newtonian wide-angle corrections are required for a consistent treatment of the plane-parallel
limit. This is clearly seen in figure 2 where the O(1/kd) terms are a significant correction for
large k. This also shows the importance of the derivative terms in the wide-angle expansion.
This analysis implies that the relativistic calculations also require n = 2 potential terms for
a fully consistent wide-angle expansion, which is a straightforward extension that we leave
for future work.

In the galaxy-magnification cross-power case, we show that as a potential observable of
relativistic effects, the dipole and octupole have wide-angle corrections which are suppressed
by a factor (H/k)(r/d) over the plane-parallel limit. For the even multipoles, the wide-angle
corrections are of a similar size to the plane-parallel case.

Finally, we have given a full discussion of the resulting integrals that appear in the wide-
angle expansion, i.e., Z), (k, q). Although these are well known for some values of p, ¢, ¢, the
full set of cases has not been discussed in this context and given in terms of elementary
functions. Furthermore, in appendix C we have given a new derivation of these integrals
as distributions, together with a discussion of understanding the integrals as the Hadamard
finite part, which allows us to give a general formula for an analytic function integrated
against a pair of spherical Bessel functions (C.37).
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A The coefficients ¢,

The ¢, for the density-density 2PCF are given by [2], correcting typos in [1]. First, we note
that a dimensionless alternative @5") to our g§”) is used in [2] [eq. (3.45)]:

—_

,5(”) (— )"” &= 2"{ where n=—-(n+1/). (A1)

\V)

Then [2] defines ééﬁ) so that our ¢,y glE corresponds to ¢, () ¢ §£ , taking into account the defi-
nition of &; in [2], which corresponds to our case via a;; = r~?"¢;. The triangle configuration
in [2] is defined by 3 interior angles: the opening angle © = cos™! #1 - 3 and the remaining
angles ~y1,7v2. This configuration corresponds naturally to an ‘end-point’ line of sight in our
set-up:

In2: d=7, ¢=0, ©=0, =7, a=7—(y+90). (A.2)

The égﬁ) given by [2] [egs. (3.34)—(3.42)] become in our notation:

1 1
coo = 1+ 5(51 + B2) + 1—5B162 (2 4 cos 26), (A.3)
1
c20 = §a1a25152 cos ), (A.4)

c11 = a1 cosy — azfl cos(y + 0)
- ;BlﬁQ{al [2cosy + cos(y + 20)] — ag[cos(y — ) + 2 cos(y + 0)] }, (A.5)
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co2 = —%51 [1+ 3cos(2v)] — éﬂg[l + 3 cos(2y + 26)]

— %,@1,@2 [4 4+ 9cos(2v + 26) + 9 cos(26) + 2 cos(26)],
Coo = —%alagﬁlﬂz[cose + 3cos(0 + 27)],
c1s = 55162 aal costy = 0) + 2cos( + ) + 5 cos(9 +37)]

— ai]cos(20 + ) + 5 cos(260 + 3v) + 2 cos(v)] }7

(A.8)

1
coa = —==[152[3 cos(20) + 10 cos(27y) + 10 cos(2y + 260) + 35 cos(4y + 20) + 6]. (A.9)

280

The bisector line of sight, i.e. ¢ = 6 in our notation, corresponds in [2] to © = 26,

(1)

1 =v—0and yo =7 — (y+0). The ¢, for the bisector case are given in [2] [egs. (3.47)-

(3.55)], with a different convention for the angle between d and #, i.e. § = 7 — ~. This
leads to
1 1
coo =1+ g(ﬁ1 + ﬁz) + BBL@QQ + COS49), (A.10)
1
Co0 = *&10&251,32 COS 29, (A.ll)

3
c11 = a1 f1 cos(y — 0) — ag By cos(y + 6)

+ 25152{041 [2cos(y — 0) + cos(y + 30)] — aa[2 cos(y + 0) + cos(y — 30)] },
Co2 = —é& [1+ 3cos(2y —26)] — %,32(1 + 3 cos(2y + 26)]
_ %ﬁlﬁg [4+ 2cos40 + 9 cos(2y — 20) + 9 cos(2y + 26)],

1
Cy9 = —galagﬂlﬁg[cos 20 + 3 cos 2],

crs = 5160 aa[cosly — 36) + 2cos(y + 6) + Scos(3 — 6)
— ay[cos(y + 30) + 2cos(y — ) + 5cos(0 + 37)] },

1
coq = %6152 [3cos 46 + 10 cos(2y + 20) + 10 cos(2y — 26) + 35 cos 4y + 6].

In the general case of 6 # ¢ and ¢ # 0, we find that

coo =1+ %(51 + B2) + %55152 [2+ cos2(¢ + 0)]
c20 = %5152041(%2 cos(0 + ¢)

e = ;al{wl cos(¢ =) + B1B2[2cos(d —7) + cos(20 + ¢ + )] }

— ;a2{5ﬁ2 cos(0 + ) + B182[2 cos(8 + ) + cos(2¢ + 0 — )] },
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(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)

(A.17)

(A.18)

(A.19)



co2 = —%51 [3cos(2¢ —2v) + 1] — %52[3 cos(2y +26) + 1]
- %61,82 [4 + 9 cos(2y + 260) + 9cos(2¢ — 27y) + 2 cos(26 + 2¢)], (A.20)
Co9 = —éalagﬁlﬁg[cos(ﬂ + ¢) + 3COS(¢ - 2’}/ - 9)], (A'21)

c13 = ;()ﬁlﬂg{ — o[ cos(20 + ¢+ v) + 5cos(¢p — 3y — 260) + 2 cos(¢p — )]

+ az[cos(2¢ + 0 — v) + 5 cos(2¢ — 3y — ) + 2 cos(0 + )] }» (A.22)
Coq = %Blﬁz [6 +35cos2(¢p — 2y —0) +10cos2(¢p — )
+10cos2(0 4 ) + 3cos2(¢p + 0)]. (A.23)

For the coefficients of the galaxy-magnification 2PCF (1.9), we obtain:

Gy = %alﬂl cos(¢ +0) (A.24)
. —%51 [2 cos(0 + ) + cos(26 + 0 — w} — cos(6+ ), (A.25)
Gy = —éalﬁl {cos(e + ) + cos( — 2y — 9)} , (A.26)
fys = 2%,31 {cos(2¢ 40— )+ 2c08(0 4+ ) + 5 cos(26 — 0 — 37) . (A.27)

B Wide-angle expansion coefficients
We collect these in terms of the hierarchy p + n, where

G (Y-

Here we used the fact that for large-scale surveys, the two terms are of a similar order of
magnitude.

B.1 Coefficients Eg}n) in the galaxy-galaxy wide angle expansion for all ¢

O [(H/k)°]:

E(()%’O) =b1by + %(51 +b2) f + %J‘ﬁ, (B.2)
25" = —%f(bl +by) — §f2, (B.3)
=(00) _ % 2 (B.4)

O [(r/d)"] ~ O [(H/k)']:
211 = (onby — agby)f + g(m —a2)f?, (B.5)
=5 = S - ), (B.6)
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=5 = [ {732t~ F 45 — b1+ 5tba] + 56— (7 + 30005 + 547 + 30 .

(B.7)
=0 = —%f[?t(bl +by) + 6ft — 3f — Thy] — %f[b’lt +bh(t — 1)]
+ %f’ [Tb1(1 —t) + 6 f(1 — 2t) — That], (B.8)
=50 = %f[?t(bl +by) + 6t —3f —Thy] — %f[b’lt + (- 1)]
+ %f’ 6f(1 —2t) + 7by(1 —t) — Thot|, (B.9)
=0 = S 1) 4 o (2 1), (B.10)
=0 — —gﬁ(zt —1)+ %ff’(% —1), (B.11)
O[(r/d)* (H/k)]:
=i = 125f{5a1b2t5a2b1(t1)+f[a1(3t2)+a2(13t)] }
+;f[alb’2(t—1)—a2b’1t]+115f’{3f(a1—a2)(2t—1)—5[agbl(t—1)—a1b2t]}
—I—%f[a’lt(Sf—l-E)bg)—0/2(75—1)(3f+5b1)], (B.12)
=i = —éf{f[al(?)t—Q)—i—ag(l—?)t)] +5 01 bot — by (t—1)] }
+§f[alb’2(t—1)—a2b'1t]+135f’[3f(a1—az)(zt—1)—5agbl(t—1)+5albgt]
—l—%f[a’lt(Sf—l-Bbg)—0/2(75—1)(3f+5b1)], (B.13)
=Y = - 25 £ Btlar—an)~2artaa | + oL { £ ag(e-1) -t~ £ (e a2t 1) |
(B.14)

= = {2 |ar2-30+asat-1) |+ £ ab(e-1)-att] - 1 (@ —an)2t-1) |, (B15)

For completeness we also give O [(r / d)z] :

1
26" = gonaaf?, (B.16)
=<, 4 1 / / / 1 / /
=20 - —Ef2 + b {Gt(t — 1), 42t — 1) f + 2(f + 3b2)} + 18b2{2t(t —1)f
1 1
+ [(t=1)*(f + 3b1)]} +ptt-1) 2+ %f’ [3f (26 — 2t + 1) +5b (t — 1)? + 5@1

(B.17)
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=) _ 4o 2 e 2 e o2 gy 12— 5bo2
By = g5l gt = D+ 2 f3F(2t = 267 — 1) = 5ba (£ — 1)” — Bbot

+ gb; {37:(7: — )y 4 frt(t —1) —t3(f + 3b2)} + gb; [f’t(t — 1) = (f +3by)(t — 1)2}

1 1
+3 [0 (f + 3b2) + (t — 1)%b5(f + 3b1)] + 4—5f” [5b2t2 +5by(t —1)% + 3(2t2 — 2t + 1)] ,

=20 _ 4 2 _ Y 2 8 2
Eos = 630f{f(18t 18t — 1) + 21b1 (¢ — 1)% + 21bat } + 105(f) t(1-1t)
2 4
+ Ef’ [f(48t — 48t% — 6) — 28y (t — 1) — 28b2t2} + Eb’1 [f’t(l —t) — ft(2t — 3)]
4 2
+ 3t o0 - s - - v = Fre g - 12]
2
+ ﬁf” [6f(2t —2t2 4+ 1) = Thy(t — 1)% — 7b2t2} ,
-0 _ 44 2 12 2 ﬂ N24(1
oy = 9702f{f(198t 198¢ + 85) + 231b1(t — 1)° + 231bat } + 147(f) t(1—1t)
+ %b’l {22f’t(1 —t) — ft(11t — 12)} + %bg [22f’t(1 —t)— fALE+1)(t — 1)}
11 1
— @f [b’l’t2 + by (t — 1)2} + mf’ [f(132t — 132t% — 66) — 77by (t — 1) — 77b2t2]
1
+ mf" [f(132t — 132t% —30) — 77y (t — 1)* — 77b2t2] ,
=(2,0) 192 2 2 2 8 |
Ew = 10! 3f(2t2 — 2t + 1) + Thy(t — 1)% + Thot*| + Rl t(1—t)+ ft(3t—2)
8 / ! 24 / 2 2 2
+ 3| f tl—t) + f(3t—1)(t —1)| + st Thy(t — 1) + Thot® + 4f(3t* — 3t + 1)
i /142 /7 2 i " 2 2 2
35f[b1t + byt —1)2| + 555! 6f(2t —2t* — 1) — by (t — 1)* — Thyt
48
+ %(f/)%(l —1),
_ 8 16 32
=20 = ﬁf?(got? =30+ 1) + = /(4 = 1)(4 +3) + ﬁ(f/)%(t —1)
+ %ff”(%2 —2t+1),
=(2,0) 8 120090042 4 a2 312 "
Ear ) = === f(390t* — 390t + 97) + —— f /(78> — T8t +19) + ——t(t — 1
44 2695f ( +97) + 2695ff( +19) + 2695 ( )(f)
+ %ff”(%? —2t+1),
=20 _ 64 500 A6 02 - 16,012
Eer = 231f (3t — 3t +1) 231ff (10t* — 10t 4+ 3) + 231t(t 1)(f)
+ %ff”(QtQ —2t+1),
2
55%2) = —§a1a2f2.
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(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)

(B.21)

(B.22)

(B.23)

(B.24)

(B.25)



B.2 Coefficients ég,’") for the galaxy-magnification wide angle expansion

O [(H/k)']:

~ 1
=Y = —f&zf(3f +5b1), (B.26)
=g =< 2f2 (B.27)

O [(r/d)' (H/k)'] ~ O [(H/k)?]:

B = %mé@f?, (B.28)
202 _ —galdg 12, (B.29)
ELD _ 2 51201 - 3 — gagblf(t 1) - ;agb ft— 5/2f(3f +5by)(t— 1)

+1 f [3a2f(1 — 2t) — banbi(t — 1) } (B.30)
S = 15d2f2(1 —3t) + gdgblf(t —1)— ; b ft— 2 S F(3f 4 5b)(t — 1)

+ if’ [Gdgf(l — 2t) — 10a9by (t — 1)}, (B.31)
2t = % o f?(3t —1) + % {31‘2(1& — 1) +aoff'(2t - 1)] (B.32)
=Y = —£a2f2(3t 1)+ % [~2f2(t — 1)+ aof (2t — 1)} (B.33)

O [(r/d)* (H/k)'] ~ O [(r/d)! (H/k)?] ~ O [(H/k)]:

=(1,2)
=10

=(1,2)
=12

=(1,2) _
=32

=(2,1) _
=11

=(2,1) _

—31

= %aldgff’(% ~1)+ %fQ [} @ot + ard@h(t — 1)], (B.34)
= —%aldng(Zt —1)— % [aldeg(t —1) + ohaoft + andaff(2t — 1)], (B.35)
%oz Gaf2(2t —1) — % {al%f (t = 1) + anf?t + ardnf (2t — 1)] (B.36)
%agf [f(9t2 — 6t +5) + 15b; (t — 1)2} - iégb'lft(:at —4) — %5/2 [3Ob’1ft(t —1)
— f2(9t = 1)(t — 1) + 3b1 f(t — 1) } — 450f’{5/2 {2701)1@ —1)% 4+ 162f(t — 1)(2t — 1)}

+ 27066 t(t — 1) 4+ 9 | £ (1812 — 14t + 1) 4 15b1(t — 1)? —iazf” 3f(2t2 — 2t +1
! 150

+ 5by (t — 1)2} — %d’z’f(?)f + 5by)(t — 1)% — %dgb’l'ftQ - %@(f’)%(t - 1), (B.37)

2 1
ﬁagf {f(9t2 — 6t +5) + 15by (t — 1)2} + g0221)’1ft(2t -1+ 2—55/2 [ — 100, ft(t — 1)

+4f2(3t — 2)(t — 1) + 200y f(t — 1)2] + 215f’{ — al {10b1(t — 124+ 6f(t—1)(2t — 1)}
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1
— 10ab t(t — 1) + 2as {f(12t2 — 11t +4) + 100, (t — 1)2] } - %@Qf” [3f(2t2 —2t+1)

2 Lo - Sa e -, (B.38)

+5b1(t—1)2} _ L arrsr s -1 - d

% 2

- 2 4 _ 4 N
S20 = ﬁd2f2(24t2 — 16t — 5) + 1—75a2f2(9t —1)(t—-1)+ 1—75f’ [30/2]‘(215 —1)(t-1)
+ G f (1812 — 14t + 1)] + 1%5 [dgff”(?)fz =2t 4+ 1) + @y f2(t — 1)* + 2aa ()t — 1)} ,
(B.39)
2@ _ 2 o 2qa2 L 209 v 1y A6E £ — 1) (f —
gy = — 5o Gaf (13817 — 02t + 15) + o=as f2(238 = T)(t — 1) + oo f {46a2f(2t D(t—1)
+ G f(46t* — 38t + 7)] + %35 [&2ff”(2t2 — 2t + 1)+ &y f2(t — 1)% 4+ 2a(f)*t(t — 1)} :
(B.40)
220 = 4G 252 — 1064 3) — Dan20t - 1)t — 1)+ — f @l 2t — 1)(E—1)
53 63 63 2 637 |2

— Gof (8% — Tt + 2)} + % {def”(2t2 —2t+ 1)+ ay fA(t — 1)? + 2aa(f)%t(t — 1), (B.41)
For completeness we give the other O(z?) contributions which are
O[(r/d)?(#H/k)?*] ~ O [(H/k)*]:
229 = Lojart Lanal 12 4 Lol 2a) et 1) +an 202
—00 g 1T gt 187172 ?
+%f’ [2o/1a2ft(2t—1)+2a16/2f(2t—1)(t—1)+a1dzf(2t2—2t+1)]
+1i8 [aldgff”(2t2—2t+1)+a’1’642f2t2+a15/2’ 2(75—1)2} +$a1d2(f’)2t(t—1), (B.42)
9 9

- 1 2 2
ngﬁ) = —oanf?— - dl 2(t—1)2+§o/1 {déth(t—l)—dgf%Q}

+§f’[a’1d2ft(2t—1)+a1d’2 (t—l)(2t—1)—a1d2f(2t2—2t+1)}

+% |:0415£2f(f//)(2t22t+1)+04/1/5é2f2t2+041(5/2/f2(t1)2:| +§O&1&2(f/)2t(t71), (B43)
_ 2 2
3822’2):—435@1&2]‘2(3752—315—2)—4—5@1&’2 2(4t—1)(t—1)—go/1 [264’2f2t(t—1)+6z2f2t(4t—3)]

- 4—15f’ [4a’1d2ft(2t— D) +daydh f(t—1)(2t—1) 4201 o f (882 — 8t + 1)]

- % [2a1d2ff"(2t2 —2t+1)+2a'1’d2f2t2+2a1d'2’f2(t—1)2] - %aldz(f’)%(t— 1)] , (B.44)

=(2,2 22 1 1 -
:(22 )= @a1a2f2(33t2733t+8)—@ala;f2(11t75)(t71)f&a’1 {220/2f2t(tl)

+6¢2f2t(11t—6)} —6,1—3f’ [220/1&2ft(2t—1)+22a16/2f(2t—1)(t—1)+a1&2f(22t2—22t+5)]

22
- % [aldgff”(2t2—2t+ D +af @ f2t% +aral f2(t— 1)2} - @aldg(f’)z(t— 1), (B.45)
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=, 4 8 8 .
522 —£a1a2f2(8t2—8t+3)+£a1a’2f2(3t—2)(t—1)+£o/1 [a2f2t(3t—1)
—@szt(t—l)} +%f’ [2a1d2f(3t2—3t+1)—041642f(2t—1)(t—1)—a'1d2ft(2t—1)

- % |:Ol1d2ff//(2t2 —2t+1)+a’1'072f2t2+a16/2’f2(t— 1)2:| - %alag(f’)%(t— ].) (B46)

C Analysis of the integrals I, (k, q)

C.1 New derivation of I}, (k, q)

Here we give a new derivation of the formulas for I&,(k‘, q), which starts from purely conver-
gent integrals. We begin with

TiAk,a) = [ drjothr) juar). 1)

Now, for large r,

lim jo(kr) = cos(kr —m(£+1)/2)

r—00 kr

, (C2)

which implies that these integrals will converge absolutely, in contrast to the case with p = 0,
where the integral does not converge.
First, we define

™ (q\" L[+ +1)/2] .
()r(f/+3/2)r[1(ze/)/2]2F1< 3 2 T

k

Geor(k,q) =—

C4+0+1 0 —¢ 3 ¢
4k ’

(C.3)

which is the result MAPLE gives. However, this misses the full answer for all values of £¢', k, q.
For ¢ — ¢ an odd number or zero, we have

L, (k,q) = O(k — q) goe (k, q) + ©(q — k) Gewr (4, k) (C.4)
while for ¢ — ¢ even, we have
Lyt (kv q) = O = )O(k — q)gere (K, q) + O = 0)O(q — k)ger (4, F) - (C.5)
These formulas work for k = g provided that we use the definition of the step function:
1 for k>gq,
O(k—q)=41/2 for k=gq, (C.6)
0 for k<gq.

The formulas can be converted to elementary functions; for example

_ ™ ™

Tog (k) = 5,00 — k) + 326k = 0), (c.7)
- k—q)g+k), q+k 1

T2k q) = ¢ 1 |
1,0(k’q) 4qk2 n|k—q‘ +2k7 (C 8)
_ km qm

Lii(ka) = 52000 — k) + 5500k —a). (C.9)
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m(k —q)(q+ k)

T4k, q) = T Ok —q), (C.10)
9 _(k=qg+k) (¥ +3¢*)  q+k K -3¢
IQ’]_ (kaq) - 16k3q2 In ‘k‘—q’ 8qk‘2 s (Cll)
k2w s
T3 (k,q) = ——50(q — k) + ~—=O(k — q). 12
2.2k, q) 104 O(q — k) + 1073 O(k —q) (C.12)

These are similar in form to Zy, (k, ¢), but without the 1/(k — ¢) singular points. The points
where In [k — g| causes problems in Z3), (k, q) always appear as (k — ¢) In |k — g| here, which is
well behaved as kK — ¢. So these integrals always converge to finite values.

From these well-behaved non-singular formulas we can derive all Z), (k, q) for p > —1,
using the differentiation formulas given in the text. In terms of hypergeometric functions,
these are not particularly helpful, although they are easy to derive (but painful to simplify!).
However, for low values of £,/ that we are interested in, it is straightforward in terms of
elementary functions:

p = —1 A single derivative of the Z,,7(k, ¢) formulas leaves weak singular points ~ In |k — /.
However, no delta functions appear because in I[Z,Q(k:, q) the step functions are either
symmetric in k and ¢ (so that they cancel), or where they appear alone, they are
accompanied by a factor k— g, so that any delta function appears as (k—q)d(k—q) = 0.
Step functions appear without being multiplied by k£ — ¢q. We find for the first few:

Tod(k,q) = 21@111 |ng|, (C.13)
T 5(k,q) = 2%2@(% —q); (C.14)
Titng = - Dn oL .15
szé(k,Q)z% n(’:;gg qullgln‘zfg +2%2, (C.16)
Ty (k,q) = %@(lﬂ —q), (C.17)
Iy 5(k,q) = — (3k* + 2k2¢° + 3¢%) L (k* + %) ‘ (C.18)

16k3¢3 k+q 8¢2k2

p = 0 Another derivative implies that In |k —¢| — 1/(k — ¢) and the lone step functions now
lead to the delta functions given in (3.3).

There are a variety of ways to check that these formulas make sense. For p = —2,—1
we can just evaluate them numerically and check the results against these formulas. Al-
ternatively, for low values of ¢,¢', we can write [;° = limy_,qo fg , and perform the integral
analytically.

For p = 0 these integrals are divergent, but we can check numerically that the formulas
make sense for g # k. We give examples of simple cases, starting with (¢, ¢, k,q) =1,1,2,3,
which is just an example of the closure relation — and thus should give zero. However, this
is in fact not straightforward:

o0 t
/ J1(2r)j1 (3r) rdr = lim / 71(2r)j1 (3r) r2dr (C.19)
0 % Jo
— lim 30tsint + 6t sin(5t) — 5cost + 5cos(5t) lim 30t sint 4 6t sin(5¢) + 5 cos(5t)
s 360t oo 360t ’
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which does not converge. However, the mean of this is zero, which is the result of the
closure relation. Trying other values of (¢, ¢ k,q) the general result works in the same way.
For example, (2,3,2,3) gives numerically 0.07447888703 from the formulas above, so that
numerically the integral does not converge as the upper limit — co. Rewriting the spherical
Bessel functions in terms of sin and cos and integrating gives a limit which oscillates between
—% + 222;%5 and 168 + iné%5, with a mean value of 0.07447888703. From a distributional
point of view, the oscillations cancel out, leaving only the mean.

For p > 1 these results can be checked by integrating against a compact function in k, ¢
to ensure their distributional form is correct. We have checked for small values of [£ — ¢'| +p

even, where integrals such as

/0 d’“/o dq/o dr 2P jo(kr) jo (qr) k2qPe F =0 (C.20)

can be computed analytically by integrating over k and ¢ first and then computing the r in-
tegral. These can then be compared with the same integrals computed with the distributions
calculated here, which indeed agree.

C.2 Integrating the distributions — dealing with the singularities

As we saw by calculating everything from I[e,z(k‘, q), the integrals 7}, (k, ¢) should give mean-
ingful answers for p > 0 even though the integrals themselves are divergent. One way to see
this is to write

o0 . 02 28 £+1
/0 dg* " Pu() Ty (kyq) = | — 575 — ~ =

ok? k 8k

/ dq¢* ™" Pu(q)Z, " (k. q) -
(C.21)

While the Lh.s. appears to be divergent, by differentiating the integral on the right with
2m = p+2 or 2m = p+ 1 appropriately we must get a finite answer. Where the integrals give
distributions in the form of delta functions it’s clear what this means. For the other cases
it’s a bit more subtle as a brute force numerical or analytical evaluation will give infinite
answers (this is a key reason for treating the Fourier transforms as formal mathematical
transforms rather than introducing cutoffs in r to try to remain within physical constraints).
We know that all the singular points which are not delta functions come from derivatives of
(k — q)In|k — q|, which give the singular terms of the form

1 1 1
k—q (k—q? " (k—qPtt’
as we differentiate repeatedly. The first is termed weakly singular, the second singular, and
the higher powers, hyper-singular points. Consequently, what we need to understand is

In |k —ql, (C.22)

%

b
O [ austa - ampk—dl = [ daf@ k- amis—al], (©29)

where we just focus on a region around ¢ = k, s0 0 < a < k < b. On the left we have a regular
expression but on the right we have now apparently created an integral with singular points,
which diverges for 7 > 1 [38]. How do we make sense of this? For i = 1 we can simplify,

[ dar@mie—d = ["dalr@ s ik —al+ [ alfmik -l (20

= f(B)[(b=Fk)In(b— k) + (k — a) In(k — a) + a — V] +/a dg[f(q) = f(k)] In [k — 4],
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where the remaining integral converges assuming that f(q) is analytic in the neighbourhood
of k = q. On taking a derivative of this with respect to k we have

b b _ —a b
o [ ar@mie—d = [[agXO=IEO izt~ [ SO s

where § represents the Cauchy Principal Value:

b k—e b
]{ldqg(_(f)q—g% M + kJ dqg(_(l)q. (C.26)

That is, a symmetric region about the singular point is removed and the limit taken to zero.
Note all the integrals in (C.25) converge and terms involving f’(k) cancel. We conclude that
when we write an expression like

a b b
o [Caas@mp—a = [ dqlf(_”q, (c.27)

swapping the derivative and integral means that we are only taking the principal value of the
integral on the right; instead we should write

‘98"’/; daf@nlt=d :{ dqlﬁql' (C.28)
We can take another derivative [39]:
8k2/de )In|k —q| = ok l/d w+f(k)lnl;:2
:_/ ag 1@~ g:q)< S () dq(k—1(1)2+f/(k)]£bdqg(_q>q
= [P OIRE R [ ] e
_ f(a)
_76 Qo (C.29)

Here, the notation F is the Hadamard finite part of the integral, which generalises the Cauchy
Principal Value to hyper-singular points. For this we delete a small interval around k& = ¢ (it
does not have to be symmetric), and take the limit as ¢ — 0, and we ignore any diverging
terms. Alternatively, following [38],

8kg/dqf ) Inlk —q| = [/ ag 10— I®) £)+f() ’Z:,ﬂ

— f(k 1 b — f(k 1 1
A= +f(k)7§ e e A = e Ll (=
_ 75’ 4q 19 (C.30)
a (k*Q)Z' '

These expressions differ only by divergent terms which we can miraculously ignore (see [38]).
In a similar manner we can find the finite part of

B (_1)17 oP b 1
% dq p+1 = p' %]ﬁ qu <C31)
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Numerically we find it straightforward to calculate these integrals using integration by
parts, which naturally returns the finite part. For example,

Sl
Faal D = 2 [aastamis—al = [ das(a) g ik~

—/ dq f'(¢)In|k — q| + boundary terms. (C.32)

In general, our integrals consist of regular parts plus singular parts and are of the form

[ da [l = <k g+ SO0

(C.33)
The singularities at k& = ¢ can be evaluated by parts, assuming that Py, (q) and its derivatives
vanish sufficiently rapidly at ¢ = 0 and ¢ = co. Integrating the last term by parts implies
that the non-regular parts of this integral can be written as

> fa(q, (=1)P+! 9P+ fo(g, k)
/0 dq{fl(q,k:)ln]k—q| (k2 p+1} / dgln |k — q| [fl(% k) + ol 8q§+1
o 0fi(a.k) | (=1)P" P2 f3(q, k)
= [T gk =) - mlk gl [— TR | (©31)

where we integrated by parts to remove the logarithmic singularity. Note that the part of
the integrand containing (k — ¢)(1 —In|k — ¢|) is now regular [39]. Therefore we have

[Taa{niam) ik -l = s+ )] + 220 (C.35)

00 —1)pt+1 gp+2
-/ dq{—ﬁ(q,k)ln(mq)—<kz—q><1—1n|k—q|> [aﬁg‘;’k)—( PR aﬁi@”k}]}-

p!

In reality we are dealing with an integral over the power spectrum with finite limits so the
boundary terms need to be taken into account. In general,

/abdq [fl(q,k?)[ln‘k —q|—In(k+q)] + m

b _ +1 +2
= [aa{ Rt )+ - -k - gy |20 CETRG]
p—1 ; i b 1 b
(p— (i +1)!0"falg, k) (=1)PF TR U,
+ Z(:) p|(q _ k.)p—i 8qz —a + p' 1 |kf Q| aqp —a

b
(C.36)

+(h= o)1=l =) [-filg. ) + L ELED)]

q=a
C.3 A general formula for [ dr f(r)je(kr) je(qr)

Given an analytic function f(r) on [0,00) we can derive the general formula:

o o0+ 1
/ dT’f )]f kT’ ]Z’ qr Z l_w _ %%4_ ( k2 )

n=0
2n) f(2n+1)(0)
[ ! Ty (k. q) + @) e (K, Q)]

(C.37)
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D Integral formulas for p > 0

Here we tabulate the lowest order integrals in terms of elementary functions required for
calculating multipoles up to ¢ = 4, to order O(z?).

170 (k,q) =
I3o(k,q) =
131(k,q) =
I3o(k,q) =

Ig,l(kv Q) -

12,3(k:7 Q) =

I&,O(k7 Q) =
Ill,O(ka Q) =
1 _
11,1(k7 q) =
1 _
Lok, q) =
I%,l(k7 Q) =
1 _
I3,0(]‘37 q) =

I%,l(kv Q) =

I?},Q(k7 Q) =
1 _
I3,3(]‘37 q) =
Ii(](k7 Q) =
1 _
I4,1(k7> q) =
1 _
I4,2(k7 Q) =

Ii,3(k7 Q) =

1 In k+q n 1

2qk* |k —q|  k(k—q)(k+q)’

375 O =) = 5 3k ),

24362 kg k2 — 3¢2

WP Tk—q 2%k —q)(k+q)

3 (k% — 5¢?) I k+q N 13k2% — 15¢°
4kAq k—ql  2k3(k—q)(k+q)’

5mq
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(D.5)
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T
—qu 5/(k - Q) ,

1L ktaq K+ ¢°
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3 k+q 5k — 3¢>
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K N s
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5k +¢%) (TK* +2k2¢> +7¢") . k+q
1 _
14,4(k7 Q) - 32]€5q5 In |k‘ — q|
_ 105k® — 40k5¢® — 34k"¢" — 40k¢® + 105¢° (D.20)
48¢*k*(k — q)%(k + ¢)? ’ '
T T ™
I5o(k,q) = T §"(k—q) — pe §'(k—q)— i §(k —q), (D.21)
8k
2 _
Il,O(kv q) - _(k_q)g(k+q)37 (D22)
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It (k.q) = T2 8" (k —q) — e &' (k —q), (D.23)
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75 (k. q) = 22 0" (k—q) — 20 8'(k—q) — 2 o(k —q), (D.24)
3 k+q  (3k* —¢?) (k* + 3¢%)
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21(k,0) 232 " k—q a2k —qP(k+q)? (D-25)

T T 2
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References

[1] A.S. Szalay, T. Matsubara and S.D. Landy, Redshift space distortions of the correlation function
in wide angle galaxy surveys, Astrophys. J. Lett. 498 (1998) L1 [astro-ph/9712007] [INSPIRE].

[2] T. Matsubara, The Correlation function in redshift space: General formula with wide angle
effects and cosmological distortions, Astrophys. J. 535 (2000) 1 [astro-ph/9908056] [INSPIRE].

[3] 1. Szapudi, Wide angle redshift distortions revisited, Astrophys. J. 614 (2004) 51
[astro-ph/0404477] [INSPIRE].

— 37 —


https://doi.org/10.1086/311293
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9712007
https://inspirehep.net/literature/462818
https://doi.org/10.1086/308827
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9908056
https://inspirehep.net/literature/514120
https://doi.org/10.1086/423168
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0404477
https://inspirehep.net/literature/649002

[4]

[5]

P. Papai and 1. Szapudi, Non-Perturbative Effects of Geometry in Wide-Angle Redshift
Distortions, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 389 (2008) 292 [arXiv:0802.2940] InSPIRE].

A. Raccanelli, L. Samushia and W.J. Percival, Simulating Redshift-Space Distortions for
Galazy Pairs with Wide Angular Separation, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 409 (2010) 1525
[arXiv:1006.1652] [INSPIRE].

D. Bertacca, R. Maartens, A. Raccanelli and C. Clarkson, Beyond the plane-parallel and
Newtonian approach: Wide-angle redshift distortions and convergence in general relativity,
JCAP 10 (2012) 025 [arXiv:1205.5221] [INSPIRE].

J. Yoo and U. Seljak, Wide Angle Effects in Future Galaxy Surveys, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron.
Soc. 447 (2015) 1789 [arXiv:1308.1093] INSPIRE].

P.H.F. Reimberg, F. Bernardeau and C. Pitrou, Redshift-space distortions with wide angular
separations, JCAP 01 (2016) 048 [arXiv:1506.06596] [INSPIRE].

A. Raccanelli et al., Doppler term in the galazy two-point correlation function: wide-angle,
velocity, Doppler lensing and cosmic acceleration effects, Phys. Dark Univ. 19 (2018) 109
[arXiv:1602.03186] [INSPIRE].

V. Tansella et al., The full-sky relativistic correlation function and power spectrum of galazy
number counts. Part I: theoretical aspects, JCAP 03 (2018) 019 [arXiv:1708.00492] [INSPIRE].

E. Castorina and M. White, Beyond the plane-parallel approzimation for redshift surveys, Mon.
Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 476 (2018) 4403 [arXiv:1709.09730] [INSPIRE].

F. Beutler, E. Castorina and P. Zhang, Interpreting measurements of the anisotropic galaxy
power spectrum, JCAP 03 (2019) 040 [arXiv:1810.05051] [INSPIRE].

F. Beutler and P. McDonald, Unified galaxy power spectrum measurements from 6dFGS,
BOSS, and eBOSS, JCAP 11 (2021) 031 [arXiv:2106.06324] [INSPIRE].

E. Castorina and E. di Dio, The observed galaxy power spectrum in General Relativity, JCAP
01 (2022) 061 [arXiv:2106.08857] [INSPIRE].

M. Noorikuhani and R. Scoccimarro, Wide-angle and Relativistic effects in Fourier-Space
Clustering statistics, arXiv:2207.12383 [INSPIRE].

A. Challinor and A. Lewis, The linear power spectrum of observed source number counts, Phys.
Rev. D 84 (2011) 043516 [arXiv:1105.5292] [INSPIRE].

E. Di Dio et al., Curvature constraints from Large Scale Structure, JCAP 06 (2016) 013
[arXiv:1603.09073] [iNSPIRE].

N. Kaiser, Clustering in real space and in redshift space, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 227
(1987) 1 [INSPIRE].

R. Maartens et al., Magnification and evolution biases in large-scale structure surveys, JCAP
12 (2021) 009 [arXiv:2107.13401] [INSPIRE].

C. Bonvin, R. Durrer and M.A. Gasparini, Fluctuations of the luminosity distance, Phys. Reuv.
D 73 (2006) 023523 [Erratum ibid. 85 (2012) 029901] [astro-ph/0511183] [INSPIRE].

C. Bonvin, Effect of Peculiar Motion in Weak Lensing, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 123530
[arXiv:0810.0180] [INSPIRE].

E. Di Dio and U. Seljak, The relativistic dipole and gravitational redshift on LSS, JCAP 04
(2019) 050 [arXiv:1811.03054] INSPIRE].

P. McDonald, Gravitational redshift and other redshift-space distortions of the imaginary part
of the power spectrum, JCAP 11 (2009) 026 [arXiv:0907.5220] INSPIRE].

C. Bonvin, L. Hui and E. Gaztanaga, Asymmetric galaxy correlation functions, Phys. Rev. D
89 (2014) 083535 [arXiv:1309.1321] [INSPIRE].

— 38 —


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13572.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.2940
https://inspirehep.net/literature/779813
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17388.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1652
https://inspirehep.net/literature/857525
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5221
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1115704
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2491
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2491
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.1093
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1246725
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/01/048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.06596
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1377333
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.12.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03186
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1420669
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/03/019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00492
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1614112
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty410
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty410
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.09730
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1627579
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/03/040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05051
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1698067
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/11/031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.06324
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1868157
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/01/061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/01/061
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.08857
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1868874
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.12383
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2122679
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.043516
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.043516
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.5292
https://inspirehep.net/literature/901382
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/06/013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.09073
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1436471
https://inspirehep.net/literature/259339
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/12/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/12/009
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.13401
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1894607
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.029901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.029901
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511183
https://inspirehep.net/literature/697042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.123530
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0180
https://inspirehep.net/literature/798187
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03054
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1702457
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/11/026
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.5220
https://inspirehep.net/literature/827323
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.083535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.083535
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.1321
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1252819

[25] D.J. Bacon et al., Cosmology with Doppler Lensing, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 443 (2014)
1900 [arXiV: 1401 .3694] [INSPIRE].

[26] E. Gaztanaga, C. Bonvin and L. Hui, Measurement of the dipole in the cross-correlation
function of galaxies, JCAP 01 (2017) 032 [arXiv:1512.03918] [INSPIRE].

[27] A. Hall and C. Bonvin, Measuring cosmic velocities with 21 cm intensity mapping and galazy
redshift survey cross-correlation dipoles, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 043530 [arXiv:1609.09252]
[NSPIRE].

[28] F. Lepori, E. Di Dio, E. Villa and M. Viel, Optimal galazy survey for detecting the dipole in the
cross-correlation with 21 ¢m Intensity Mapping, JCAP 05 (2018) 043 [arXiv:1709.03523]
[INSPIRE].

[29] M.-A. Breton et al., Imprints of relativistic effects on the asymmetry of the halo
cross-correlation function: from linear to non-linear scales, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 483
(2019) 2671 [arXiv:1803.04294] INSPIRE].

[30] E. Di Dio and F. Beutler, The relativistic galaxy number counts in the weak field
approzimation, JCAP 09 (2020) 058 [arXiv:2004.07916] [INSPIRE].

[31] F. Beutler and E. Di Dio, Modeling relativistic contributions to the halo power spectrum dipole,
JCAP 07 (2020) 048 [arXiv:2004.08014] [INSPIRE].

[32] C. Bonvin et al., Dipolar modulation in the size of galazies: The effect of Doppler
magnification, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 472 (2017) 3936 [arXiv:1610.05946] [INSPIRE].

[33] S. Andrianomena et al., Testing General Relativity with the Doppler magnification effect, Mon.
Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 488 (2019) 3759 [arXiv:1810.12793] [INSPIRE].

[34] F.O. Franco, C. Bonvin and C. Clarkson, A null test to probe the scale-dependence of the
growth of structure as a test of General Relativity, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 492 (2020) L34
[arXiv:1906.02217] [INSPIRE].

[35] J. Bel et al., Constraining spatial curvature with large-scale structure, JCAP 09 (2022) 076
[arXiv:2206.03059] [INSPIRE].

[36] K. Yamamoto et al., A Measurement of the quadrupole power spectrum in the clustering of the
2dF QSO Survey, Publ. Astron. Soc. Jap. 58 (2006) 93 [astro-ph/0505115] [INSPIRE].

[37] L.C. Maximon, On the evaluation of the integral over the product of two spherical Bessel
functions, J. Math. Phys. 32 (1991) 642.

[38] G. Monegato, Definitions, properties and applications of finite-part integrals, J. Comput. Appl.
Math. 229 (2009) 425, Special Issue: Analysis and Numerical Approximation of Singular
Problems.

[39] V.V. Zozulya, Regularization of divergent integrals: A comparison of the classical and
generalized-functions approaches, Adv. Comput. Math. 41 (2015) 727.

-39 —


https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1270
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1270
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3694
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1277218
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/01/032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03918
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1409433
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043530
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.09252
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1488551
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.03523
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1622979
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3206
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3206
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04294
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1662136
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/09/058
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.07916
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1791639
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/07/048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.08014
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1791660
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2049
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05946
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1492706
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1905
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1905
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12793
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1701062
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slz175
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.02217
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1738674
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/09/076
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.03059
https://inspirehep.net/literature/2092637
https://doi.org/10.1093/pasj/58.1.93
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0505115
https://inspirehep.net/literature/682062
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.529405
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10444-014-9399-3

	Introduction
	Doppler contribution to the number counts
	Wide-angle multipole expansion — overview

	Evaluating the 2PCF and power spectrum
	Window function
	Computation of Xi(ell ell')**(p,n) and tilde(Xi)(ell ell')**(p,n)
	Hierarchy of terms
	Contributions to galaxy-galaxy multipoles
	Contributions to galaxy-magnification multipoles


	Moments of the power spectrum
	Evaluating the integrals I**p(ell ell') (k,q)
	Integration of the power spectrum
	Multipoles of the power spectra


	Conclusions
	The coefficients c(n ell)
	Wide-angle expansion coefficients
	Coefficients Xi**(p,n)(ell ell') in the galaxy-galaxy wide angle expansion for all t
	Coefficients tilde(Xi)**(p,n)(ell ell') for the galaxy-magnification wide angle expansion

	Analysis of the integrals I**p(ell ell')(k, q)
	New derivation of I**0(ell ell')(k, q)
	Integrating the distributions — dealing with the singularities
	A general formula for int(0)**infty dr f(r) j(ell)(kr) j(ell')(qr)

	Integral formulas for p greater or equal to 0

