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ABSTRACT

Contamination of interloper galaxies due to misidentified emission lines can be a big issue in the
spectroscopic galaxy clustering surveys, especially in the future high-precision observations. We pro-
pose a statistical method based on the cross correlations of the observational data itself between two
redshift bins to efficiently reduce this effect, and it also can derive the interloper fraction fi in a
redshift bin with a high level of accuracy. The ratio of cross and auto angular correlation functions or
power spectra between redshift bins are suggested to estimate fi, and the key equations are derived for
theoretical discussion. In order to explore and prove the feasibility and effectiveness of this method,
we also run simulations, generate mock data, and perform cosmological constraints considering sys-
tematics based on the observation of China Space Station Telescope (CSST). We find that this method
can effectively reduce the interloper effect, and accurately constrain the cosmological parameters for
fi < 1% ∼ 10%, which is suitable for most future surveys. This method also can be applied to other
kinds of galaxy clustering surveys like line intensity mapping.
Subject headings: cosmology:large scale structure of universe

1. INTRODUCTION

Spectroscopic galaxy clustering surveys can illustrate
the 3-dimensional (3-d) cosmic large-scale structure
(LSS) of matter distribution. It is a powerful tool to
explore the formation and evolution of the LSS and
galaxies, and study the properties of the contents of
the Universe, e.g. dark energy and dark matter. Sev-
eral next-generation spectroscopic surveys are planned
and will perform observations in the near future, such
as the ground-based high-quality surveys Prime Focus
Spectrograph (PFS; Tamura et al. 2016), Multi-Object
Optical and Near-infrared Spectrograph (MOONS; Cira-
suolo et al. 2020; Maiolino et al. 2020), Dark En-
ergy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI; Levi et al. 2013)
and MegaMapper (Schlegel & Kollmeier 2019), and the
space-based slitless spectroscopic surveys Euclid (Lau-
reijs et al. 2011), Wide-Field Infrared Survey Telescope
(WFIRST) or Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope
(RST; Spergel et al. 2013) and China Space Station Tele-
scope (CSST; Zhan 2011, 2018; Cao et al. 2018; Gong et
al. 2019).

Given that these spectroscopic surveys are dedicated
to map the LSS and investigate the nature of dark en-
ergy and dark matter in unprecedented precision, the
systematics need to be carefully handled and effectively
reduced. One of important systematical effect is the
contamination of interloper galaxies due to misidentified
emission lines. One emission line at redshift z1 can be
recognized as another line at a different redshift z2, if
λ1(1 + z1) = λ2(1 + z2), where λ1 and λ2 are the wave-
lengths of the two emission lines. Previous studies have
found that, although this effect can be effectively sup-
pressed in the surveys with high spectral resolution by
using spectral energy distribution (SED) template fit-

ting methods and considering secondary emission lines,
it should be significant and needs to be seriously consid-
ered in the slitless spectroscopic surveys, such as RST,
Euclid, and CSST (e.g. see Pullen et al. 2016). This
effect can lead to considerable bias on the power spec-
trum, growth rate, and other important quantities, when
extracting the cosmological information from these spec-
troscopic galaxy clustering measurements.

Since it is difficult and time-consuming to eliminate
this contamination in the data processing stage, we can
try to deal with it statistically when analyzing the data.
We propose a statistical method to extract the interloper
fractions in redshift bins, that can effectively reduce
its effect in the cosmological analysis. An equation
set composed of the cross and auto angular galaxy
correlation functions or power spectra of redshift bins
is derived, which can be solved theoretically to obtain
the interloper fraction. To check the feasibility of this
method in practice, we also take the CSST spectroscopic
survey as an example, and run numerical simulations to
generate mock galaxy catalogs. The interloper fractions
and uncertainties can be derived in different redshift bins
from the simulations. We then apply these results to the
cosmological constraints with systematics considered,
and explore its effect when fitting the mock data of the
CSST redshift-space distortion (RSD) measurements.
Several interloper fraction cases are investigated, and
the constraints on the cosmological parameters and
interloper fractions are obtained. We can see that this
method can effectively reduce the interloper bias in the
cosmological constraints, and provide accurate results in
a large interloper fraction range.
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2. THEORY

We propose a statistical and self-calibration method
which uses the cross and auto angular galaxy correlation
functions or power spectra of the observational data itself
to derive the interloper fraction in a redshift bin. First,
we derive the equations of angular correlation functions
or power spectra including interloper galaxies. The total
angular galaxy overdensity in redshift bin i is given by

δit(θ) =
nit(θ)− n̄it

n̄it
, (1)

where nt(θ) and n̄t are the total galaxy surface number
density in θ±1/2 δθ and total mean density of the whole
redshift bin, respectively. Considering interloper galax-
ies, we have nt = nr +ni, where nr and ni are the surface
number densities of real galaxies in bin i and interloper
galaxies from other bins, respectively. In redshift bin i,
assuming we only have one main interloper line from bin
j, the fraction of interlopers is fj→i = N j→i

i /N i
t , where

N j→i
i and N i

t are the number of interloper galaxies from
bin j and total galaxies in bin i, respectively. Then we
can notice that nit = nii/fj→i = nir/(1 − fj→i). Since
galaxies in bin i and j can contaminate each other, and
then for these two redshift bins we have{

δit(θ) = (1− fj→i) δir(θ) + fj→i δ
j→i
i (θ),

δjt (θ) = (1− fi→j) δjr (θ) + fi→j δ
i→j
i (θ).

(2)

Here δr(θ) = [nr(θ) − n̄r]/n̄r and δi(θ) = [ni(θ) − n̄i]/n̄i
are the surface overdensities of real and interloper galax-
ies in a redshift bin, respectively. Since we realize that
δj→ii (θ) = δjr (θ) and δi→ji (θ) = δir(θ), the auto and cross
angular correlation functions w(θ) or power spectra C`
for bin i and j can be calculated by

Bit = (1− fj→i)2Bir + f2j→iB
j
r ,

Bjt = (1− fi→j)2Bjr + f2i→jB
i
r,

Bijt = fi→j(1− fj→i)Bir + fj→i(1− fi→j)Bjr .
(3)

Here B = w(θ) or C` is the angular correlation func-
tion or power spectrum, and Bi and Bij denote the auto
and cross correlation function or power spectrum, respec-
tively. Since Bt(θ or `) can be measured in the obser-
vation, we have four unknown quantities in Eqs. (3), i.e.
Bir, B

j
r , fj→i, and fi→j . If we have N bins in θ or `,

there will be 3N measurable and 2N+2 unknown quanti-
ties. This means that Eqs. (3) can be solved theoretically
when N > 2. Take the spectroscopic survey observing
Hα6563Å and [OIII]5007Å lines as an example. The Hα
galaxies in redshift bin 0 < z . 0.3 and 0.3 . z . 0.7
can contaminate the [OIII] galaxies in 0.3 . z . 0.7
and 0.7 . z . 1.2, respectively, and vice versa. By us-
ing Eqs. (3), in principle, we can derive the interloper
fractions for these three large redshift bins.

In the spectroscopic galaxy surveys, the 3-d galaxy
power spectra Pg(k, z) at different redshifts with small
redshift interval ∆z can be measured for analyzing cos-
mological information. Then we can make use of the
derived fraction of interlopers as an average value in a
redshift bin to estimate a set of total Pg(k, z) with red-
shift interval ∆z in this bin. Similar to the 2-d angular
case, we can also derive the total 3-d power spectrum
including interlopers (see details in Pullen et al. 2016).

Note that the ‘projection’ effect must be considered here,
which can change the amplitude and scale of the 3-d in-
terloper power spectrum (Visbal & Loeb 2010; Gong et
al. 2014, 2017, 2020; Lidz & Taylor 2016; Pullen et al.
2016). Unlike the 2-d angular correlation case, for in-
terloper galaxies from a redshift zj that contaminating
galaxies at redshift zi in a 3-d volume, both the scales
and the volume elements will be changed when Fourier
transforming the interloper correlation function to the
power spectrum from zj to zi. Consequently, additional
factors need to be added to correct the scales and ampli-
tude of the interloper power spectrum at zi. As indicated
in Pullen et al. (2016), the total 3-d galaxy power spec-
trum can be expressed as

Pt(k, z) = (1− fi)2Pr(k, z) + f2i A
2
⊥A‖Pi(ki, zi). (4)

Here fi(z) = Ni(z)/Nt(z) is the fraction of interloper
galaxies at z, and it can be approximately replaced by
f̄bini , where f̄bini is the average fraction of interloper
galaxies in the redshift bin, which can be derived from the
angular correlation function or power spectrum. zi is the

redshift of the interloper galaxies, ki =
√
A2
⊥k

2
⊥ +A2

‖k
2
‖

is the wavenumber at zi, and A⊥ = r(z)/ri(zi) and
A‖ = y(z)/y(zi), which represent the projection effect for
interlopers on scales and amplitude of the power spec-
trum. Here r is the comoving distance, and y(z) =
dr/dν = λ(1+z)2/H(z), where λ is the rest-frame wave-
length of the emission line, and H(z) is the Hubble pa-
rameter.

In Eq. (4), we can find that the contribution of the
interloper term will be insignificant when zi � z, espe-
cially for fi � 1 which should be the case in the future
spectroscopic galaxy surveys. Hence, we can probably
neglect the interloper galaxies from higher redshifts, that
will not significantly affect the extraction of cosmological
information, e.g. constraint on cosmological parameters.
Bearing this in mind, we can further reduce Eqs. (3) to
a simpler form as

f̄bini = fj→i =
Bijt

Bjt
, (5)

assuming zi > zj . This form could be more practical
than Eqs. (3) in real data analysis, considering that we
actually cannot measure Bt precisely in all scales, which
can lead to problems when solving Eqs. (3) numerically.
We also notice that, since Bt(θ or `) is scale-dependent,
it is useful to find a suitable scale range, and derive an
average interloper fraction over this range to represent
fj→i or f̄bini . We run simulations to check the feasibil-
ity of our method and try to find this scale range as a
reference in the following discussion.

3. SIMULATION

We select the CSST spectroscopic galaxy survey as an
example to run simulations (Zhan 2011, 2018; Cao et al.
2018; Gong et al. 2019). The CSST is a 2m aperture
space telescope, which will be launched in 2024. It can
simultaneously perform photometric imaging and slit-
less grating spectroscopic surveys covering 17,500 deg2

in about 10 years. It has three spectroscopic bands, i.e.
GU , GV , and GI, with wavelength coverage from ∼250
to ∼1100 nm and magnitude limit ∼ 23 AB mag for
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Fig. 1.— The simulated lightcone for the CSST Hα and [OIII]
ELG mock catalog with Hα interloper galaxies from lower red-
shifts. Only a small patch of sky and ∼10% of the whole sample
are shown here. We divide the light cone into three redshift bins,
i.e. 0 ≤ z ≤ 0.28 (bin1 with blue dots), 0.3 < z ≤ 0.68 (bin2
with green dots), and 0.7 < z ≤ 1.2 (bin3 with red dots), to esti-
mate the auto and cross angular correlation functions of these bins.
The contamination of [OIII] galaxies from higher redshift bins are
neglected here.

5σ point sources. The galaxies emitting Hα and [OIII]
lines are the main targets in the CSST spectroscopic sur-
vey, and the redshift distribution can extend to z & 1.5
with a peak around z ' 0.3. As estimated in previous
works, the surface number density of emission line galaxy
(ELG) can reach 2 ∼ 3 arcmin−2, and totally more than
one hundred million ELGs can be measured in the CSST
spectroscopic survey (Gong et al. 2019).

We follow the CSST ELG redshift distribution and
number density to simulate the mock catalogs in a light-
cone covering 14,400 deg2 and ranging from z = 0 to 1.2.
This area is actually large enough to represent the CSST
survey, since it is expected that only ∼15,000 deg2 can be
left in the CSST survey, after masking badly measured
area with image defects, reflections, ghosts, etc.(Gong
et al. 2019). We divide the lightcone into three red-
shift bins, i.e. 0 ≤ z ≤ 0.28, 0.3 < z ≤ 0.68, and
0.7 < z ≤ 1.2, to explore the case for the Hα and [OIII]
emission line galaxies, which form the main sample in
the CSST spectroscopic survey. The code L-PICOLA is
used here to generate the lightcone (Howlett et al. 2015),
which is an efficient and accurate parallel implementa-
tion of the COLA (Tassev et al. 2013). The lightcone is
generated by a simulation with a box size 1024h−1 Mpc
and 10243 number of particles, and we start the simula-
tion at redshift z = 9. The L-PICOLA can directly per-
form lightcone simulations, and could replicate the box
to reach the required redshift during runtime. We set 30
snapshots in each redshift bin, and totally 90 snapshots
are used to construct the lightcone.

The ROCKSTAR is then used as a halo finder to
build up the mock galaxy catalog with halo mass Mh >
1010 M�/h (Behroozi et al. 2013). Since our main pur-
pose here is attempting to find a suitable scale range as a
reference for deriving f̄bini from the ratio of galaxy angu-
lar correlation functions, for simplicity and considering
the halo occupation distribution (HOD) model, we as-
sume that only the halos with mass Mh > 1010 M�/h
can host galaxies, and the satellite galaxies in a halo are
ignored in our analysis. This assumption can be polished
in the future works for further studies.

In Figure 1, we show a small patch of the simulated
lightcone of the CSST mock galaxy catalog for the spec-

troscopic survey. As discussed in the last section, we
only consider the Hα galaxies from lower redshift bins
as interlopers (blue and green dots in bin2 and bin3, re-
spectively, in Figure 1), which are misidentified as [OIII]
galaxies at higher redshift. The contamination of the
bin1 is negligible, since the signal to noise ratios (SNRs)
of the measured emission lines are high for the CSST
spectroscopic survey with SNR>3 at z < 0.3 (Zhou et
al. 2021), and the misidentification rate should be low
enough to can be ignored.

We estimate the angular correlation function using the
estimator (Landy & Szalay 1993)

w(θ) =
〈DD〉 − 2〈DR〉+ 〈RR〉

〈RR〉
, (6)

where DD, DR, and RR are the pair counts of the data-
data, data-random, and random-random points, respec-
tively, in angular bins of θ. The number of random ob-
jects we use is 80 times larger than that of the mock
galaxies shown in the lightcone. The code CUTE is
used in the estimate to obtain the correlation functions
(Alonso 2012), and the jackknife method is adopted to
derive the covariance matrices of the correlation func-
tions.

In Figure 2, we show the ratios of cross and auto cor-
relation functions wijt (θ)/wjt (θ) for bin1 and bin2 (left
panel), and bin2 and bin3 (right panel). Here we take
f̄bini = 1%, 5%, and 10% as examples, considering the
evaluation of the interloper fraction after secondary line
identification for the future surveys (e.g. see Pullen et
al. 2016). As expected, the interloper fraction can be as
large as ∼ 1%− 10% after data processing in the future
slitless spectroscopic galaxy surveys. We can find that
wijt (θ)/wjt (θ) (green dots with error bars) is in a good
agreement with the assumed f̄bini (gray dashed lines),
and they are basically consistent with each other in 1σ.
The scale range between θ = 10−2 to 1 deg can be a suit-
able range to derive an average value of wijt (θ)/wjt (θ) as
an estimator of f̄bini . If considering the weight of errors
at different scales, the average ratio can be estimated by
a simple form

r̄t =

∑
N anw

ij
t (θn)∑

N anw
j
t (θn)

. (7)

Here N is the number of correlation function data in a
scale range, an = 1/[σ2

ij(θn) + σ2
j (θn)], where σij and σj

are the errors of the cross and auto correlation functions,
respectively. In Figure 2, we can see that r̄t (blue, green,
and red thick lines and boxes) can correctly represent the
value of f̄bini within the error ∆r̄t . 0.02. ∆r̄t can be de-

rived by the average values of the errors of wijt (θ)/wjt (θ)
between θ = 10−2 to 1 deg. It seems that the accuracy
is not sensitive to the assumed value of f̄bini = 1%, 5%,
and 10% (gray dashed lines). Besides, the angular power
spectrum C` also can be used to derive r̄t, and it will be
more convenient especially in the theoretical estimation.

4. COSMOLOGICAL CONSTRAINT

After obtaining the derived f̄bini given by r̄t and un-
certainty ∆r̄t from the angular correlation functions or
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Fig. 2.— The ratios between the cross and auto correlation functions. The left panel shows the result for bin1 and bin2, and right panel
for the bin2 and bin3. As an example, the green data points with error bars are the ratios of the cross and auto correlation functions

wij
t (θ)/wj

t (θ) assuming f̄bin
i = 5%. The blue, green, and red lines and boxes are the estimator r̄t we propose and errors ∆r̄t over θ = 10−2

to 1 deg by assuming f̄bin
i = 1%, 5%, and 10% (the gray dashed lines), respectively.

power spectra for a redshift bin, we can explore its ef-
fect on the cosmological constraints in 3-d spectroscopic
galaxy clustering surveys. Since the simulation above is
too simple to obtain reliable 3-d galaxy power spectra, we
adopt theoretical predications in the following analysis.
This also will provide more flexibility and is suitable for
exploring different cases in the current work. First, we
generate the mock data of the galaxy power spectrum.
Here we consider the RSD effect, and the total galaxy
power spectrum is given by (Pullen et al. 2016)

Pt(k, µ, z) = (1− fi)2Pr(k, µ, z) (8)

+ f2i A
2
⊥A‖Pi(ki, µi, zi),

where µ = k‖/k, and µi = k‖,i/ki. Here we assume a
redshift-dependent fi(z) = fn(1 + z), since fi should be
larger at higher redshifts due to poorer measurements.
fn is the interloper fraction at z = 0, and we will check
the results for fn = 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 in this work. The
fiducial average interloper fraction in a redshift bin f̄bini
then can be calculated by fi(z). Assuming there is no
peculiar velocity bias, we have

P (k, µ, z) = Pg(k, z)(1 +βµ2)2D(k, µ, z) +Pshot(z). (9)

Here Pg(k, z) = b2g(z)Pm(k, z), where bg is the galaxy
bias, and Pm is the matter power spectrum. We assume
bg = b0(1 + z)b1, and set b0=1 and b1=1 in the fidu-
cial model. β = f/bg, where f = d lnD(a)/d lna is the
growth rate, and D(a) is the growth factor. D(k, µ, z)
is the damping factor at small scales, which can be ex-
pressed as

D(k, µ, z) = exp [−(kµσD)2]. (10)

Here σD =
√
σ2
ν + σ2

R, where σν = σν0/(1 + z) de-
notes the velocity dispersion effect (Scoccimarro 2004;
Taruya et al. 2010), and σR = c σz/H(z) is the smearing

factor at the scales below the spectral resolution R in
spectroscopic surveys. We assume σν0 = 7 Mpc/h and
σz = (1+z)σ0

z with σ0
z = 0.002 in the CSST survey (Gong

et al. 2019). Note that D(k, µ, z) cannot affect the power
spectrum at large scales significantly, especially for the
linear scales that we are interested in. Pshot = 1/ng(z) is
the shot-noise power spectrum, and ng(z) is the galaxy
number density at z. We estimate ng(z) based on the
mock data of the CSST spectroscopic survey, which is de-
rived from the zCOSMOS catalog (Lily et al. 2007, 2009),
and more details can be found in Gong et al. (2019).

The RSD galaxy power spectrum can be expanded in
Legendre polynomials (Ballinger et al. 1996; Taylor &
Hamilton 1996)

P (k, µ, z) =
∑
`

P`(k, z)L`(µ), (11)

where L`(µ) is the Legendre polynomials, and only the
nonvanishing terms `=(0, 2, 4) are considered, and
P`(k, z) is the multipole power spectrum. After including
the Alcock-Paczynski effect (Alcock & Paczynski 1979),
the galaxy multipole power spectrum is given by

P`(k, z) =
2`+ 1

2α2
⊥α‖

∫ 1

−1
dµP (k′, µ′, z)L`(µ), (12)

where α⊥(z) = DA(z)/Df
A(z) and α‖ = H f(z)/H(z) are

the scaling factors in the transverse and radial direc-
tions, respectively. DA(z) is the angular diameter dis-
tance, and the superscript ‘f’ means the quantities in

the fiducial cosmology. k′ =
√
k′2‖ + k′2⊥ and µ′ = k′‖/k

′

are the apparent wavenumber and cosine of the angle
along the line of sight, respectively, and k′⊥ = k⊥/α⊥
and k′‖ = k‖/α‖. The covariance matrix of the galaxy

multipole power spectrum can be calculated by (see e.g.
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Fig. 3.— Left panel: the constraint results of the cosmological
parameters in different interloper fraction cases. The best-fits and
1σ C.L. derived from the MCMC are shown as data points with
error bars. We assume fi(z) = fn(1 + z), and fn = f1, f2, and
f3 denote the cases of the fiducial values ffid

1 =0.01, ffid
2 =0.05,

and ffid
3 =0.1. The first column shows the fitting result that fi(z)

in the five contaminated redshift intervals are known exactly (i.e.
using fiducial or true fi(z) in the constraint). The second column
denotes the result that using the correctly derived or true f̄bin

i to
replace the true fi(z) in the five contaminated redshift intervals.
The third column shows the result for setting the five f̄bin

i as free

parameters in the MCMC with parameter range (f̄bin
i −0.03, f̄bin

i +
0.03). This range is determined based on ∆r̄t . 0.02 derived from
the simulations. As comparison, the fourth column is the result
without fi considered in the fitting process. Right panel: the 1-d

PDFs of ∆f̄bin
i,n = f̄bin

i,n − f̄bin,fid
i,n in the five contaminated redshift

intervals (from the top to bottom rows) for the free f̄bin
i case, where

n = 1, 2, and 3 denote fn=0.01, 0.05, and 0.1 cases, respectively.

Taruya et al. 2010)

Cov [P`,t(k, z), P`′,t(k, z)] =
(2`+ 1)(2`′ + 1)

Nm(k, z)

×
∫ 1

0

dµL`(µ)L`′(µ)P 2
t (k, µ, z), (13)

where Nm is the number of modes in a wavenumber
interval ∆k, which can be estimated as Nm(k, z) =
2πk2∆k Vs(z)/(2π)3. Here Vs(z) is the survey volume
at z. When generating the mock data of the CSST
3-d spectroscopic galaxy clustering survey, we divide
the redshift range from z = 0 to 1.2 into six inter-
vals with ∆z = 0.2. Then we calculate P`,t(k, z) and
Cov[P`,t(k, z), P`′,t(k, z)] for ` = 0, 2, and 4 at redshift
around 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9, and 1.1, respectively. We
also add a random Gaussian distribution derived from
the covariance matrix on each mock data point.

After generating the mock data, we explore the con-
straints on the cosmological and other parameters. The
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method is adopted
to perform the constraint. We consider seven cosmologi-
cal parameters (i.e. Ωb, ΩM, w0, wa, h, σ8, and ns), the
parameters of real galaxies in the six redshift intervals
(i.e. six bg, σν0, and Pshot), and the parameters of inter-
loper galaxies in five lower redshift intervals (i.e. five big
and σi

ν0). Flat priors of these parameters are assumed
in the MCMC fitting process, and we have Ωb ∈ (0, 0.1),
ΩM ∈ (0, 1), w0 ∈ (−10, 10), wa ∈ (−20, 20), h ∈ (0, 1),
σ8 ∈ (0.4, 1), ns ∈ (0.9, 1.1), bg or big ∈ (0, 4), σν0
or σi

ν0 ∈ (0, 10), log10Pshot ∈ (0, 4). The Metropolis-
Hastings algorithm is used to determine the accepted
probability of a new chain point in the MCMC (Metropo-
lis et al. 1953; Hastings 1970). We run 16 chains and ob-
tain about 100,000 points for each chain. After burn-in
and thinning process, totally about 10,000 chain points
are used to derive the probability distribution functions
(PDFs) for all of the free parameters.

In the Left panel of Figure 3, we show the constraint
results of the seven cosmological parameters in different
interloper fraction cases. The four columns show the fit-
ting results of using the true values of fi(z) and f̄bini ,
free f̄bini , and without fi considered in the five contam-
inated redshift intervals, respectively. We can find that,
although it seems a bit worse, the results from the true
and free f̄bini are comparable to that from the true fi(z).
We can obtain similar result as the true fi(z) case for
fn . 0.01, and mildly worse (with larger error) but ac-
ceptable result for fn . 0.1. This proves the feasibility
and validation of our method. In practice, we can adopt
the method of setting the free f̄bini in the MCMC with
its parameter range derived from the angular correlation
functions or power spectra. In the right panel, we show
the 1-d PDFs of ∆f̄bini derived from the MCMC in the
free f̄bini case with different fn assumed. We can find
that the correct f̄bini in each redshift interval can be cor-
rectly derived at z . 1, and the result will be better for
smaller interloper fraction.

5. DISCUSSION

We notice that only Hα and [OIII] lines are considered
in above discussion, which are the two main emission
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lines that can be measured in the CSST spectroscopic
survey. The [OII]3727Å line is not the major concern
here, since the number density of the [OII] galaxies ob-
served by the CSST is relatively small. Most [OII] galax-
ies will be observed in the CSST GU and the first half
of GV bands with low filter transmissions and detec-
tor quantum efficiencies, and they are mainly contam-
inated at high redshifts with z & 0.7 (Zhou et al. 2021).
But [OII] line can be more important in other spectro-
scopic surveys focusing on the near-infrared bands, such
as Euclid and RST.

Besides, this method also can be applied to the inten-
sity mapping surveys by changing the definition of the
interloper fraction to be fi(z) = Īi(z)/Īt(z), where Īi
and Īt are the mean intensities of interloper and total
galaxies, respectively. The contamination of interloper
galaxies is a serious issue in the intensity mapping, es-
pecially for the surveys observing atomic and molecular
emission lines (see e.g. Visbal & Loeb 2010; Gong et al.
2014; Silva et al. 2015). Since the intensity mapping does

not resolve individual galaxies but measures the cumu-
lative flux of all sources in a voxel with low spatial and
spectral resolutions, the statistical method of eliminating
the interloper contamination is an ideal choice. We will
study it using this method in details in a future work.
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