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ABSTRACT

Quasar samples remain severely incomplete at low Galactic latitudes because of strong extinction

and source confusion. We conduct a systematic search for quasars behind the Galactic plane using

X-ray sources from the Chandra Source Catalog (CSC 2.1), combined with optical data from Gaia DR3

and mid-infrared data from CatWISE2020. Using spectroscopically confirmed quasars and stars from

data sets including DESI, SDSS, and LAMOST, we apply a Random Forest classifier to identify quasar

candidates, with stellar contaminants suppressed using Gaia proper-motion constraints. Photometric

redshifts are estimated for the candidates using a Random Forest regression model. Applying this

framework to previously unclassified CSC sources, we identify 6286 quasar candidates, including 863

Galactic Plane Quasar (GPQ) candidates at |b| < 20◦, of which 514 are high-confidence candidates.

Relative to the previously known GPQ sample, our selected GPQs reach fainter optical and X-ray

fluxes, improving sensitivity to low-flux GPQs. In addition, both the GPQ candidates and known

GPQs display harder X-ray spectra than the all-sky quasar sample, consistent with increased absorp-

tion through the Galactic plane. Pilot spectroscopy confirms two high-confidence GPQ candidates as

quasars at spectroscopic redshifts of z = 1.2582 and z = 1.1313, and further spectroscopic follow-up

of the GPQ sample is underway. This work substantially improves the census of GPQs and provides

a valuable target sample for future spectroscopic follow-up, enabling the use of GPQs to refine the

reference frames for astrometry and probe the Milky Way interstellar and circumgalactic media with

the absorption features of GPQs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quasars are among the most luminous active galac-

tic nuclei (AGNs), powered by accretion onto supermas-

sive black holes, and are detectable out to cosmological

distances. Their high luminosities, compactness, and

long-lived activity phases make quasars uniquely valu-

able probes for a wide range of astrophysical and cos-

mological questions, including the growth of supermas-

sive black holes and their coevolution with host galaxies

(e.g., T. Di Matteo et al. 2005; J. Kormendy & L. C. Ho

2013; X.-B. Wu et al. 2015; E. Bañados et al. 2018; K.

Inayoshi et al. 2020; X. Fan et al. 2023), and the large-

scale structure of the Universe through quasar clustering

and baryon acoustic oscillations (e.g., D. J. Eisenstein
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et al. 2005; K. S. Dawson et al. 2013; M. R. Blanton

et al. 2017). In addition, quasars have negligible paral-

laxes and proper motions, making them ideal reference

objects for defining and maintaining celestial reference

frames (CRFs; e.g., C. Ma et al. 2009; Gaia Collab-

oration et al. 2022, 2023a). Despite major progress in

wide-area surveys, however, the completeness of quasar

samples remains poor close to the Galactic plane.

Over the past decades, major spectroscopic surveys

have dramatically expanded the known quasar popula-

tion. The Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; A. Almeida

et al. 2023; D. G. York et al. 2000) and its extensions es-

tablished the first homogeneous, large-area quasar sam-

ples (R. Soria & A. K. H. Kong 2002; D. P. Schneider

et al. 2010; I. Pâris et al. 2017; B. W. Lyke et al. 2020),

while complementary efforts such as the 2dF QSO Red-

shift Survey and the LAMOST quasar survey extended

quasar identification to different depths and sky regions
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(S. M. Croom et al. 2004, 2009; Y. L. Ai et al. 2016; J.-J.

Jin et al. 2023; B. Lyu et al. 2025). More recently, the

Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI; DESI

Collaboration et al. 2025) has delivered the largest spec-

troscopic quasar samples to date, with more than one

million confirmed quasars now available for statistical

studies. Despite this rapid progress, the sky distribu-

tion of known quasars remains highly non-uniform.

In particular, the census of quasars at low Galactic

latitudes remains severely incomplete. Most optical and

near-infrared surveys avoid regions close to the Galactic

plane, where strong interstellar extinction, high stellar

densities, and severe source confusion substantially de-

grade the effectiveness of traditional color-based selec-

tion techniques (D. J. Schlegel et al. 1998; N. P. Ross

et al. 2012; G. T. Richards et al. 2002). As a con-

sequence, the surface density of spectroscopically con-

firmed quasars decreases sharply toward the Galactic

plane, producing a persistent gap in all-sky quasar sam-

ples (Y. Fu et al. 2021; Z.-Y. Huo et al. 2025). This

incompleteness limits the use of quasars as uniform trac-

ers of large-scale structure and as astrometric reference

objects, and motivates dedicated searches for quasars in

the low-latitude sky.

Quasars behind the Galactic plane (GPQs; |b| ≲ 20◦),

are nevertheless of considerable scientific importance.

As distant extragalactic point sources with negligible

parallaxes and proper motions, GPQs provide stable ref-

erence objects that are essential for constructing and val-

idating celestial reference frames in the Galactic disk,

where background sources are currently sparse ( Gaia

Collaboration et al. 2018a,b, 2023b). GPQs also serve

as bright background beacons for absorption-line studies

of the Milky Way interstellar and circumgalactic media,

enabling measurements of gas kinematics, dust extinc-

tion, and chemical abundances along heavily obscured

sightlines that are under-sampled at high Galactic lat-

itudes (e.g., B. D. Savage & K. R. Sembach 1996; P.

Richter 2006; Y. Fu et al. 2021, 2024).

Identifying GPQs is observationally challenging. The

Galactic plane hosts a dense and diverse population of

stars, binaries, and other Galactic sources, including

many X-ray emitters, and these contaminants can over-

lap quasars in color–color and color–magnitude spaces.

As a result, GPQs have been explored in relatively few

dedicated studies. Early efforts by M. Im et al. (2007)

uncovered dozens of bright QSOs/AGNs at |b| < 20◦

using radio and near-infrared criteria. A major ad-

vance was achieved by Y. Fu et al. (2021), who ap-

plied transfer learning to optical and infrared data from

Pan-STARRS1 (PS1; K. C. Chambers et al. 2016) DR1

and AllWISE (E. L. Wright et al. 2010; R. M. Cutri

et al. 2013), producing a catalog of roughly 160,000

GPQ candidates within |b| < 20◦. Subsequent follow-up

spectroscopy confirmed approximately 200 GPQs with

high success rates (Y. Fu et al. 2022). J. Werk et al.

(2024) later confirmed 72 UV-bright AGNs at |b| < 30◦,

with 25 newly recognized objects, and the LAMOST

GPQ program has recently reported ∼ 1300 additional

GPQs based on LAMOST DR10 (Z.-Y. Huo et al. 2025).

These studies demonstrate that combining multiwave-

length data with modern classification approaches is es-

sential for making progress in the Galactic plane.

Machine-learning methods applied to multi-band pho-

tometry and astrometry can exploit high-dimensional in-

formation to improve quasar selection in crowded fields

(G. T. Richards et al. 2002; D. Carrasco et al. 2015;

Gaia Collaboration et al. 2023a; Y. Fu et al. 2025). X-

ray observations provide a powerful and complementary

avenue for identifying quasars with extreme properties

(H. Wang et al. 2025) or X-ray sources in the Galactic

disk (T. Bao et al. 2025). Among current X-ray facili-

ties, the Chandra X-ray Observatory is uniquely advan-

tageous for low-latitude work: its sub-arcsecond angu-

lar resolution substantially mitigates source confusion in

dense stellar regions, enabling more reliable associations

between X-ray sources and their optical/infrared coun-

terparts. The Chandra Source Catalog (CSC; here we

use CSC 2.1) therefore offers an excellent basis for con-

structing GPQ candidates, provided that Galactic X-ray

source contamination can be effectively controlled.

In this work, we present the fourth paper in the “Find-

ing Quasars behind the Galactic Plane” series, focusing

on GPQ candidate selection using CSC 2.1 and a Ran-

dom Forest (RF) classifier. We cross-match CSC sources

with Gaia DR3 and CatWISE2020 to assemble opti-

cal, mid-infrared, and X-ray features for classification.

To reduce contamination from extended sources and

problematic photometry in crowded regions, we apply

quality screening based on the Gaia corrected BP/RP

flux excess factor (C∗). We build a spectroscopically

confirmed training set by cross-matching with DESI,

SDSS, and LAMOST catalogs, train an RF classifier to

identify quasar candidates, and then incorporate Gaia

proper motions to further suppress stellar contaminants.

We also estimate photometric redshifts for the quasar

candidates using an RF regressor. The resulting cata-

log contains 6286 quasar candidates in total, including

863 GPQ candidates, with a substantial high-confidence

subset. Finally, we report initial spectroscopic confir-

mation of two GPQ candidates, as part of an ongoing

follow-up program.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we de-

scribe the CSC 2.1 data and the multi-wavelength pho-
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tometric and astrometric information used in this work,

as well as the construction of the training sample. Sec-

tion 3 introduces the RF classification framework, the

adopted features, and the performance of the classifier.

In Section 4, we present the RF-based photometric red-

shift estimation for the quasar candidates. The classi-

fication results and the properties of the selected GPQ

candidates are discussed in Section 5. Finally, we sum-

marize our main results and conclusions in Section 6.

We adopt a flat universe with ΩM = 0.3 and ΩΛ = 0.7,

and a cosmological parameter H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1.

2. DATA

2.1. CSC2.1 and Multi-Wavelength Data

We used Chandra Source Catalog version 2.1

(CSC 2.1; I. N. Evans et al. 2024) Master Sources Ta-

ble to select GPQ candidates. It includes measured

properties for 407,806 unique compact and extended X-

ray sources and more than 1.3 million individual de-

tections observed with either ACIS or HRC-I observa-

tions released publicly before the end of 2021. Most

of these sources remain unidentified. Chandra has two

focal plane instruments: Advanced CCD Imaging Spec-

trometer (ACIS) and High Resolution Camera (HRC).

The ACIS instrument observes in broad (b): 0.5–7.0

keV, ultrasoft (u): 0.2–0.5 keV, soft (s): 0.5–1.2 keV,

medium (m): 1.2–2.0 keV, and hard(h): 2.0–7.0 keV

bands. The HRC instrument observes in 0.1–10 keV en-

ergy band and is designated as ‘W’ band. The energy

flux in each band is determined using aperture photome-

try. The source count is derived from an elliptical source

region and subtracted by the background count in the

surrounding region. To convert the count rate to energy

flux, the total count rate is summed up and then scaled

by the local ancillary response function.

In this work, we use aperture-corrected average net-

flux in b, u, s, m, and h bands, which are named as

b-csc, u-csc, s-csc, m-csc, h-csc, respectively. We ap-

plied several constraints to the CSC 2.1 data to ensure

quality. First, we selected only point sources with the

extent flag set to 0 in the catalog. We then applied ad-

ditional filters based on the following CSC 2.1 quality

flags: pileup flag, sat src flag, conf flag, streak src flag

(Table 1). Through this process, a total of 364,555

unique high-quality X-ray point sources were selected

from CSC 2.1.

We then cross-match these 364,555 unique CSC 2.1

sources with the CatWISE2020 (P. R. M. Eisenhardt

et al. 2020) and Gaia DR3 catalogues to obtain their

multi-wavelength properties. A matching radius of 3′′ is

adopted for CatWISE2020 and 1.′′5 for Gaia DR3, us-

ing the TOPCAT7 software (M. B. Taylor 2005) for the

cross-matching. For the CatWISE2020 counterparts, we

apply filters to retain sources with magnitudes in the

ranges 8 < W1 < 17.7 and 7 < W2 < 17.5, and cor-

responding magnitude errors σ ≤ 0.2, ensuring that the

magnitudes are below the nominal limiting magnitudes

in each band. For the Gaia DR3 counterparts, we re-

quire G < 21 mag and a photometric error less than

0.2. All Gaia magnitudes are then corrected for ex-

tinction using the two-dimensional dust reddening map

from Planck Collaboration et al. (2016). To mitigate

the potential impact of bright sources on classification

performance, we further exclude objects with extinction-

corrected G-band magnitudes brighter than 10.

To improve the purity of the GPQ candidate sample,

we then remove potential optically extended sources us-

ing the following procedure. We refine the point-source

selection by applying the corrected BP/RP photomet-

ric excess factor, C∗, derived from Gaia DR3 (M. Riello

et al. 2021), which provides an additional constraint on

source morphology. The original BP/RP excess factor,

C, is defined as the ratio of the summed BP and RP

integrated fluxes to the G-band flux:

C =
IBP + IRP

IG
. (1)

Because the BP and RP photometric windows are

broader than that of the G band, extended sources tend

to exhibit systematically larger excess factors than point

sources (e.g., C. Liu et al. 2020). The corrected excess

factor C∗ mitigates the color dependence inherent in

C, providing a more reliable diagnostic of source exten-

sion (M. Riello et al. 2021). To compress the dynamic

range and suppress the influence of extreme outliers, we

impose the criterion log(1 + C∗) ≤ 0.5, which yields a

cleaner point-source sample (e.g., Y. Fu et al. 2025). Fi-

nally 36,152 sources are selected with high-quality mea-

surements from CSC 2.1, CatWISE2020, and Gaia DR3.

Table 1. Quality Flags Used to Filter Sources in CSC 2.1
and Their Description

Flag code Description

extent flag Extended or non-point-like at 90% CL.

pileup flag ACIS pile-up fraction exceeds ∼10%

sat src flag Saturated source in all observations

conf flag Source confused (source and/or background

regions in different stacks may overlap)

streak src flag Source on ACIS CCD readout streak

7 https://www.star.bris.ac.uk/ mbt/topcat/
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Hereafter, we refer to this sample as the CSC–WISE–

GAIA sample.

2.2. The Training Set

A well-defined and representative training set is criti-

cal for the supervised classification of quasars and stars,

particularly in the crowded and heterogeneous environ-

ments near the Galactic plane. Following the construc-

tion of the CSC–WISE–GAIA sample described in Sec-

tion 2.1, we compile spectroscopically confirmed quasar

and stellar samples from multiple surveys and catalogs

to serve as labeled data for training the RF classifier.

We first identify quasars by cross-matching the CSC–

WISE–GAIA sample with spectroscopically confirmed

quasars from DESI DR1 ( DESI Collaboration et al.

2025) and SDSS DR18 (A. Almeida et al. 2023), adopt-

ing a matching radius of 1′′. To improve complete-

ness, this initial quasar sample is further supplemented

with confirmed quasars from the Million Quasars Cat-

alog (E. W. Flesch 2023), the LAMOST spectroscopic

surveys (X.-Q. Cui et al. 2012; A.-L. Luo et al. 2015),

and the Galactic Plane quasar sample identified from

LAMOST DR10 by Z.-Y. Huo et al. (2025). All sup-

plementary quasar catalogs are cross-matched with the

CSC–WISE–GAIA sample using a 3′′ radius to ensure

consistent source associations.

For the stellar class, we similarly cross-match the

CSC–WISE–GAIA sample with DESI DR1 and SDSS

DR18 to identify spectroscopically classified stars. To

better represent the diverse Galactic X-ray source pop-

ulation that may contaminate quasar selection, we fur-

ther include several specialized stellar catalogs. These

include Galactic Wolf–Rayet stars (K. A. van der Hucht

2001, 2006) and APOGEE-2 stars from SDSS DR16

(H. Jönsson et al. 2020); young stellar objects (YSOs)

in open clusters and molecular clouds (e.g., H. Ozawa

et al. 2005; G. Giardino et al. 2007; A. J. Delgado et al.

2011; M. S. Povich et al. 2011; L. M. Rebull et al. 2011;

S. T. Megeath et al. 2012); high-mass X-ray binaries

(HMXBs) and related Galactic and nearby extragalac-

tic sources (Q. Z. Liu et al. 2006; R. Walter et al. 2015;

S. Mineo et al. 2012; S. Sazonov & I. Khabibullin 2017);

low-mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs) compiled from the

Ritter–Kolb catalog and subsequent updates (H. Ritter

& U. Kolb 2015; Q. Z. Liu et al. 2007; S. Sazonov et al.

2020; A. Kundu et al. 2007; P. J. Humphrey & D. A.

Buote 2008; Z. Zhang et al. 2011); and cataclysmic vari-

ables (CVs) (R. A. Downes et al. 2001; H. Ritter & U.

Kolb 2015). These catalogs are cross-matched with the

CSC–WISE–GAIA sample using a matching radius of

3′′.

Table 2. The Number of Sources in the Training Set

Class % of training set No.

QSO 61.88 8489

STAR 38.12 5229

Total training set 13,718

Unidentified Sources 22,434

Total 36,152

Sources that are not matched to any of the above

quasar or stellar catalogs are subsequently queried

against the SIMBAD database (M. Wenger et al. 2000)

within a 3′′ radius. Entries flagged as “NOT GOOD”

are excluded. After applying these procedures, the final

training set consists of 8489 quasars and 5229 stars, as

summarized in Table 2. The remaining 22,434 sources

in the CSC–WISE–GAIA sample lack reliable spectro-

scopic classifications and are treated as unlabeled ob-

jects for subsequent prediction.

Although the training set is not strictly balanced,

it provides broad coverage of photometric, astrometric,

and X-ray parameter space for both quasars and stars.

This construction is designed to reduce overfitting and

to enable the RF classifier described in Section 3 to ro-

bustly distinguish quasars from stellar contaminants in

the low-latitude sky.

3. METHOD

3.1. Random Forest Classification

We employ a RF classifier to distinguish quasars from

stars in the CSC–WISE–GAIA sample. RF is an en-

semble learning algorithm based on decision trees and

bootstrap aggregation, originally introduced by T. K.

Ho (1995) and later formalized by L. Breiman (2001).

By combining multiple weak learners trained on boot-

strapped subsets of the data and randomly selecting

input features at each split, the RF algorithm effec-

tively mitigates overfitting and performs robustly in

high-dimensional parameter space.

The RF classifier is implemented using the

scikit-learn8 machine-learning library (F. Pedregosa

et al. 2011). Each decision tree is trained independently,

and the final classification is determined by a majority

vote across all trees. For each source, the fraction of

trees voting for the quasar class is interpreted as the

quasar membership probability, providing a quantitative

measure of classification confidence.

To separate quasars from stars, we adopt a total of 31

input features that incorporate multi-wavelength pho-

8 https://scikit-learn.org/stable/index.html
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tometric, astrometric, and X-ray information. These

features include X-ray fluxes and hardness ratios from

CSC 2.1, optical and mid-infrared magnitudes and col-

ors from Gaia DR3 and WISE, extinction-related quan-

tities, and astrometric parameters such as proper motion

and parallax significance. A complete list and descrip-

tion of the adopted features are provided in Table 3.

Missing values may arise from limited survey depth,

nondetections, or incomplete coverage in specific bands.

To allow uniform processing of incomplete data, all miss-

ing entries are assigned a sentinel value of −9999, en-

abling the RF algorithm to handle such cases consis-

tently during training and prediction.

The RF model includes several tunable hyperparam-

eters, whose optimization is critical for achieving op-

timal classification performance. We focus on three

key parameters: the number of trees in the ensemble

(nestimators), the number of features considered at each

split (maxfeatures), and the maximum depth of individ-

ual trees (maxdepth). These hyperparameters are opti-

mized using a grid search with five-fold cross-validation.

The optimal configuration yields maxfeatures = log2 31

and nestimators = 41, while no explicit upper limit on

maxdepth is required based on the validation results.

After hyperparameter optimization, the labeled

dataset is randomly divided into a training subset and

an independent validation subset with a ratio of 4:1.

The RF classifier is trained on the training subset and

evaluated on the validation subset. Classification per-

formance is assessed using standard metrics for binary

classification, including accuracy, precision, recall, and

the F1−score, defined as

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP+ TN+ FP + FN
, (2)

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
, (3)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
, (4)

F1 = 2× Precision× Recall

Precision + Recall
, (5)

where TP, TN, FP, and FN denote true positives, true

negatives, false positives, and false negatives, respec-

tively.

The normalized confusion matrix for the binary classi-

fication task, evaluated on the validation set and shown

in Figure 1, demonstrates the strong performance of

the trained RF classifier. The model correctly classifies

99.44% of quasars and 98.5% of stars, with minimal con-

tamination between the two classes. This performance

QSO
STAR

Predicted Label
F1-score = 0.9868

QSO

STAR

Tr
ue

 L
ab

el

0.9944 0.0056

0.0150 0.9850

Confusion Matrix

101

102

103

Figure 1. Normalized confusion matrix of the RF classifier
computed on the validation set. The matrix is color-coded
by the number of sources in each cell. Diagonal entries show
the fraction of correctly classified objects (i.e., recall or com-
pleteness) for each class, while off-diagonal entries indicate
the misclassification rates.

is further supported by an overall F1−score of 0.9868,

indicating consistently high precision and recall.

4. REDSHIFT ESTIMATION FOR QUASAR

CANDIDATES

We estimate photometric redshifts for the quasar can-

didates identified by the RF classifier using an RF-based

regression model. Reliable redshift estimation is essen-

tial for characterizing the statistical properties of the

candidate sample and for enabling subsequent popula-

tion studies, particularly in regions where spectroscopic

follow-up is incomplete.

The RF regression model is trained using spectroscop-

ically confirmed quasars from the training set described

in Section 2.2. To evaluate the performance of the re-

gression, we adopt two commonly used metrics: the root

mean square error (RMSE) and the coefficient of deter-

mination (R2), defined as

RMSE =

√√√√ 1

n

n∑
i=1

(zi − ẑi)2, (6)

R2 = 1−
∑n

i=1(zi − ẑi)
2∑n

i=1(zi − z̄)2
, (7)

where zi and ẑi are the spectroscopic and predicted red-

shifts of the ith source, respectively, z̄ is the mean spec-

troscopic redshift of the sample, and n is the total num-

ber of sources. The RMSE quantifies the typical de-

viation between predicted and true redshifts, while R2
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Table 3. Features in This Work

Feature Feature description

gal l Galactic Longitude

gal b Galactic Latitude

b-csc Flux in ACIS broad (b) band (0.5–7.0 keV)

s-csc Flux in ACIS soft (s) band (0.5–1.2 keV)

m-csc Flux in ACIS medium (m) band (1.2–2.0 keV)

h-csc Flux in ACIS hard (h) band (2.0–7.0 keV)

HRhm ACIS hard (2.0-7.0 keV) - medium (1.2-2.0 keV) energy band hardness ratio

HRhs ACIS hard (2.0-7.0 keV) - soft (0.5-1.2 keV) energy band hardness ratio

HRms ACIS medium (1.2-2.0 keV) - soft (0.5-1.2 keV) energy band hardness ratio

nh gal Galactic NH column density in direction of source

log(fx) logarithm of X-ray flux in 0.5-7keV (b band)

log(fx/fg) logarithm of X-ray-to-optical flux ratio

G Gaia DR3 G-band magnitude

BP Gaia DR3 BP -band magnitude

RP Gaia DR3 RP -band magnitude

W1 WISE W1 band magnitude

W2 WISE W2 band magnitude

A V Interstellar Extinction

log(fg) logarithm of G band flux

log(fBP) logarithm of BP band flux

log(fRP) logarithm of RP band flux

PM Total proper motion

PLXSIG parallax significance defined as
∣∣ PARALLAX
PARALLAX ERROR

∣∣
PMSIG proper motion significance defined as

√(
PMRA

PMRA ERROR

)2
+

(
PMDEC

PMDEC ERROR

)2
BP −RP BP −RP color

BP −G BP −G color

G−RP G−RP color

RP −W1 RP −W1 color

G−W1 G−W1 color

G−W2 G−W2 color

W1−W2 W1−W2 color

measures the fraction of variance in the spectroscopic

redshifts explained by the regression model.

Photometric redshift estimation based solely on Gaia

photometry is limited by the broad optical passbands

and the lack of detailed spectral information. To im-

prove regression performance, we incorporate additional

optical photometry from the Pan-STARRS1 (PS1; K. C.

Chambers et al. 2016) survey, which provides five broad-

band filters (g, r, i, z, and y). For sources not covered

by PS1, photometry from the NOIRLab Source Catalog

DR2 (NSC DR2; D. L. Nidever et al. 2021) is adopted

as a substitute. These data enable the construction of

more informative color indices that better trace redshift-

dependent spectral features.

In total, we adopt 18 input features for the RF re-

gression model. These include the optical, infrared,

and astrometric color indices g − r, r − i, i − z,

z − y, z-W1, y-W1, W1-W2, GBP − GRP, GBP − G,

G − GRP, GRP-W1, G-W1, and G-W2, as well as

log(fx), log(fx/fg), log(1 + C∗), log(1 + zlow), and

log(1 + zup). Here, zlow (redshift qsoc lower) and

zup (redshift qsoc upper) correspond to the 0.15866

and 0.84134 quantiles of the Gaia-based redshift esti-

mate zGaia, representing the lower and upper confidence

bounds, respectively.

The trained RF regression model is applied to all

quasar candidates to derive photometric redshift esti-

mates. Figure 2 shows the resulting redshift distribu-

tions for the all-sky quasar candidate sample and for

the subset of GPQ candidates. The redshift distribu-

tion of the GPQs is broadly consistent with that of

the all-sky sample, indicating that the RF regression
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Photometric Redshifts

100
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QSO Candidates (All Sky)
QSO Candidates (|b| < 20°)
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shows source counts (logarithmic scale).

model does not introduce significant redshift-dependent

biases in the low-latitude regime. These photometric

redshifts provide a useful statistical characterization of

the quasar candidate population and serve as a basis for

future spectroscopic follow-up observations.

5. RESULTS

5.1. Classification Results

We apply the trained RF classifier to the 22,434 previ-

ously unclassified sources in the CSC–WISE–GAIA sam-

ple, i.e., sources without reliable spectroscopic classifi-

cations. Of these, 7723 sources are classified as quasar

candidates and 14,711 as stars. Figure 3 presents the

distribution of the resulting quasar and stellar candi-

dates in the G versus W1 − W2 color–magnitude dia-

gram.

Among the previously unclassified sources, 11,751 are

located within the Galactic plane (|b| < 20◦). Of these,

1110 sources (9.45%) are classified as quasar candidates,

while the remaining 10,641 sources are classified as stars,

reflecting the strong dominance of Galactic stellar pop-

ulations at low Galactic latitudes.

To further suppress stellar contamination, we apply

an additional selection based on Gaia proper motions.

We adopt the probabilistic zero–proper-motion criterion

introduced by Y. Fu et al. (2021, 2024, 2025), which ex-

plicitly accounts for measurement uncertainties. The

probability density of zero proper motion, fPM0, is de-

fined as

10.012.515.017.520.0
G

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

W
1-

W
2

Quasar Candidates
Star Candidates

500
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Figure 3. Distribution of the all-sky candidates in the G
versus W1-W2 diagram as classified by the RF model. Red
and blue points denote quasar and stellar candidates, re-
spectively; the top and right panels show the corresponding
marginal distributions in G and W1-W2. The G magnitudes
shown on the horizontal axis are corrected for Galactic ex-
tinction. We apply a uniform magnitude filter to all candi-
dates, excluding sources with observed G > 21 mag (prior to
extinction correction) and removing very bright objects with
G < 10 mag.

fPM0 =
1

2πσxσy

√
1− ρ2

×

exp

[
− 1

2(1− ρ2)

(
x2

σ2
x

− 2ρxy

σxσy
+

y2

σ2
y

)]
,

(8)

where x is the proper motion in R.A. (pmra), y is the

proper motion in Decl. (pmdec), σx and σy are the cor-

responding uncertainties, and ρ is the correlation coeffi-

cient between x and y (pmra pmdec corr). For a given

uncertainty level, sources with smaller proper motions

yield higher values of fPM0 by construction.

Figure 4 shows the distributions of log(fPM0) for spec-

troscopically confirmed quasars, spectroscopically con-

firmed stars, and the quasar candidates. We adopt a

conservative threshold of log(fPM0) ≥ −4, which effi-

ciently removes stellar contaminants while retaining the

majority of quasars. Applying this criterion excludes

1437 sources initially classified as quasar candidates.

After the proper-motion filtering, the final quasar can-

didate sample contains 6286 sources across the entire

sky. Among these, 863 sources are located behind the

Galactic plane (|b| < 20◦) and are identified as GPQ

candidates. Of the GPQs, 514 sources have quasar mem-
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(see Eq. 8), for spectroscopically confirmed quasars (green),
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threshold log(fPM0) = −4 used to suppress stellar contami-
nants; note that fPM0 is a probability density (not a proba-
bility) and therefore can exceed unity.

bership probabilities greater than 0.8 and are therefore

considered high-confidence GPQ candidates. The spa-

tial distribution of the GPQ candidates in Galactic co-

ordinates is shown in Figure 5. A subset of these high-

confidence GPQ candidates is presented in Table 4. The

whole selected GPQs and all-sky quasar candidates are

available at https://github.com/jeepsmoker288/GPQs-

and-all-sky-quasar-candidates.

5.2. Properties of GPQ Candidates

The GPQ candidates identified in this work exhibit

distinct X-ray and multi-wavelength properties com-

pared with the all-sky quasar candidate sample. In par-

ticular, GPQs show systematically harder X-ray spec-

tra. Figure 6 compares the distributions of the hard–

soft energy band hardness ratio (HRhs) for quasars in

the spectroscopic training set and for the quasar candi-

dates, separated into all-sky and low Galactic latitude

(|b| < 20◦) subsamples. In both the training set and the

candidate sample, sources located at |b| < 20◦ display

higher hardness ratios than all-sky sources.

This systematic hardening is not indicative of intrinsic

differences in quasar accretion properties, but instead

reflects the effects of strong Galactic absorption along

low-latitude sightlines. Soft X-ray photons are pref-

erentially absorbed by interstellar gas and dust in the

Galactic plane, whereas higher-energy photons are less

affected. The close agreement between the hardness-

ratio distributions of the GPQ candidates and those of

spectroscopically confirmed GPQs in the training set in-

dicates that the RF classifier effectively captures this

absorption-driven spectral signature.

Figure 7 compares the distributions of optical (G),

mid-infrared (W1), and X-ray fluxes, as well as red-

shift (spectroscopic or RF-based photometric redshift),

between the training-set quasars and the GPQ candi-

dates. In all wavelength regimes, the GPQ candidates

are systematically fainter than the quasars in the train-

ing set. The G and W1 magnitude distributions are

shifted toward fainter values, and the X-ray flux distri-

bution peaks at lower fluxes.

These trends indicate that the present selection

method is sensitive to quasars that lie beyond the ef-

fective depth of existing spectroscopic samples. The

fainter optical and infrared magnitudes of the GPQ can-

didates are consistent with significant dust extinction in

the Galactic plane, while their lower X-ray fluxes sug-

gest that this work probes a previously underexplored

population of faint or heavily obscured quasars behind

the Galactic disk.

We further compare the GPQ candidates identified in

this work with the unified all-sky quasar candidate cat-

alog CatGlobe (Y. Fu et al. 2025). Of the 863 GPQ

candidates, 617 have counterparts in CatGlobe, while

246 do not. The unmatched candidates show no signifi-

cant differences from the matched subset in their color–

magnitude distributions, X-ray fluxes, or redshift distri-

butions, indicating that they likely belong to the same

underlying quasar population. The presence of these

additional candidates highlights the importance of in-

corporating X-ray information in quasar selection, par-

ticularly for uncovering quasars missed by purely optical

and infrared approaches in the heavily obscured regions

of the Galactic plane.

5.3. Spectroscopic Follow-up of GPQ Candidates

The most critical next step is spectroscopic con-

firmation of the candidate GPQs. This will defini-

tively validate the RF method’s accuracy, measure pre-

cise redshifts, and allow for detailed studies of the

physical properties (e.g., black hole masses, accretion

rates) of these previously hidden quasars. To provide

an initial validation of our GPQ candidate selection,

we obtained pilot optical spectroscopy for two high-

confidence GPQ candidates, 2CXO J031404.4+403900

and 2CXO J031712.7+405301. The observations were

carried out on 2025 December 14 (UT) with the Palo-

mar 200-inch (P200) Hale telescope using the Next Gen-

eration Palomar Spectrograph (NGPS; H. Jiang et al.

2018). NGPS records simultaneous spectra in two chan-
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Table 4. Selected GPQ Candidates by the RF Classifier. An excerpt of the GPQ candidate catalog is shown for guidance. The
full machine-readable table is available at https://github.com/jeepsmoker288/GPQs-and-all-sky-quasar-candidates.

Name R.A. Decl. W1 W2 G log(fx) PQSO zphot

2CXO J011808.4+453857 19.5354 45.6492 15.244 14.510 20.2034 -13.5972 0.9756 1.1070

2CXO J022142.3+421947 35.4264 42.3297 16.116 15.646 20.0635 -14.1680 0.9756 3.4535

2CXO J031404.4+403900 48.5184 40.6500 15.697 14.590 19.3212 -13.1726 0.9024 1.1544

2CXO J031711.4+421654 49.2975 42.2819 16.092 15.515 20.5539 -13.7589 0.9512 1.1133

2CXO J031712.7+405301 49.3031 40.8838 14.768 13.349 19.2251 -12.7701 0.8537 0.7809

2CXO J040239.4+260839 60.6643 26.1442 16.309 15.383 20.3126 -13.6567 0.9512 1.2689

2CXO J061640.3-215410 94.1681 -21.9029 16.929 16.060 20.5411 -14.0410 0.9268 2.0291

2CXO J062659.7-352937 96.7488 -35.4936 15.620 14.678 20.3614 -13.8247 0.9024 1.6355

2CXO J075142.4-014522 117.9268 -1.7564 15.725 15.314 20.7567 -13.4226 0.9268 1.8400

2CXO J075255.9+122712 118.2330 12.4535 15.733 15.107 18.8968 -13.5895 1.0000 3.5815

2CXO J081813.4-073306 124.5558 -7.5520 16.557 16.032 20.0714 -13.7727 0.9268 1.7899

2CXO J082705.8-070859 126.7744 -7.1499 15.624 15.286 20.1933 -14.1581 0.9024 3.2615

2CXO J082732.9-070831 126.8873 -7.1420 16.023 14.801 19.9085 -14.0502 0.9756 2.0211

2CXO J084138.9-173123 130.4121 -17.5232 16.396 15.849 20.6588 -14.0028 0.9024 1.6542

2CXO J100023.3-302411 150.0970 -30.4030 15.895 14.910 20.3972 -13.7827 0.9756 1.0419

2CXO J102512.1-472309 156.3008 -47.3860 15.727 14.932 20.3067 -13.4771 0.9756 0.9385

2CXO J104151.1-704759 160.4631 -70.7999 15.621 14.776 20.1958 -13.2347 0.9756 1.2306

Note. All G band magnitudes have been corrected for Galactic dust extinction using Planck Collaboration et al. (2016) dust
map. log(fx) is the logarithm of X-ray flux in 0.5-7keV (b band). PQSO is the classification probability of QSOs. zphot is the
photometric redshift.

nels, covering approximately 580–780 nm (R channel)

and 760–1040 nm (I channel). We used a 1.′′5 slit for

both targets.

The NGPS data were reduced with the PypeIt9 spec-

troscopic reduction pipeline (J. Prochaska et al. 2020),

following standard long-slit procedures. Briefly, the

two-dimensional frames were bias/overscan corrected

and flat-fielded, after which the object trace was de-

termined in each channel. Sky/background was esti-

mated from source-free regions adjacent to the trace
and subtracted, and one-dimensional spectra were ex-

tracted with a fixed-width aperture centered on the

trace. Wavelength solutions were derived from arc-

lamp exposures obtained in the standard NGPS cali-

bration sequence. The R- and I-channel spectra were

then placed on a consistent relative scale and combined

by normalizing in their overlap region to produce a con-

tinuous spectrum for each target. Standard-star obser-

vations from the same run were used for relative flux

calibration and to mitigate telluric absorption features.

In Figure 8 we present the spectra of the two iden-

tified GPQs. Redshifts were measured from identified

broad emission lines, using multiple features where avail-

able. For 2CXO J031404.4+403900, we detect promi-

9 https://pypeit.readthedocs.io/en/release/index.html

nent Mg ii together with [O ii] and [Ne iii], as well as

Balmer emission (Hδ, Hγ, and Hβ), yielding z = 1.2582.

For 2CXO J031712.7+405301, Mg ii, [O ii], and [Ne iii]

are detected along with Balmer emission, giving z =

1.1313. These confirmations provide a proof of concept

that our X-ray plus multi-wavelength RF framework can

recover genuine quasars behind the Galactic plane and

motivate more extensive spectroscopic follow-up of the

full GPQ candidate sample.

6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present a systematic search for

quasars located behind the Galactic plane using X-

ray–selected sources from the Chandra Source Catalog

(CSC 2.1), combined with optical and mid-infrared data

from Gaia DR3 and CatWISE2020. By exploiting the

high angular resolution of Chandra and the complemen-

tary diagnostic power of multi-wavelength information,

we address the long-standing incompleteness of quasar

samples at low Galactic latitudes.

We construct a high-quality CSC–WISE–GAIA sam-

ple through a series of photometric, astrometric, and

morphological quality cuts designed to mitigate source

confusion and contamination in crowded fields. Using

spectroscopically confirmed quasars and stars compiled

from DESI, SDSS, LAMOST, and the literature, we

train a RF classifier to distinguish quasars from Galactic
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sources. To further suppress stellar contamination, we

apply a probabilistic zero–proper-motion criterion based

on Gaia astrometry. In addition, we estimate photomet-

ric redshifts for the quasar candidates using a RF–based

regression model incorporating optical, infrared, and X-

ray features.

Applying this framework to previously unclassified

CSC sources, we identify a total of 6286 quasar can-

didates across the sky. Among these, 863 sources

are located behind the Galactic plane (|b| < 20◦)

and are identified as GPQ candidates, with 514 clas-

sified as high-confidence candidates based on their

quasar membership probabilities. Pilot optical spec-

troscopy confirms two high-confidence GPQ candi-

dates, 2CXO J031404.4+403900 (z = 1.2582) and

2CXO J031712.7+405301 (z = 1.1313), providing di-

rect validation of our selection approach. Motivated by

these initial confirmations, we will carry out more exten-

sive spectroscopic follow-up of the full GPQ candidate

sample.

The GPQ candidates exhibit systematically harder

X-ray spectra than their high-latitude counterparts, a

trend that is consistently observed in both the training

sample and the newly identified candidates. This behav-

ior is naturally explained by strong Galactic absorption

along low-latitude sightlines, which preferentially atten-

uates soft X-ray photons. In addition, the GPQ candi-

dates are systematically fainter in the optical, infrared,

and X-ray bands compared with spectroscopically con-

firmed quasars, indicating that this work probes a popu-

lation of faint or heavily obscured quasars that is largely

inaccessible to purely optical or infrared selection meth-

ods.

Comparison with the unified all-sky quasar candidate

catalog CatGlobe shows that while the majority of our
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GPQ candidates have counterparts in existing catalogs,

a significant fraction does not. These additional can-

didates exhibit properties consistent with the broader

GPQ population, underscoring the importance of incor-

porating X-ray information to achieve a more complete

census of quasars in the Galactic plane.

Overall, this study demonstrates that X-ray–based se-

lection with Chandra, combined with multi-wavelength

data and modern classification techniques, provides an

effective pathway for identifying quasars in the most

heavily obscured regions of the sky. The resulting GPQ

candidate sample represents a valuable resource for fu-

ture spectroscopic follow-up, for improving the unifor-

mity of all-sky quasar catalogs, and for applications

ranging from Galactic absorption studies to the con-

struction of astrometric reference frames in the Galac-

tic disk. Future extensions of this work to larger X-ray

datasets and upcoming facilities will further enhance our

ability to uncover quasars hidden behind the Milky Way.

The significant increase of GPQ sample will help im-

prove the reference frame for astrometry by using GPQs

as background references and probe the Milky Way in-

terstellar and circumgalactic media with the absorption

features of GPQs.
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