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We present a Bayesian framework to establish a power-spectrum space decomposition of frequency
tomographic (PSDFT) data for future intensity mapping (IM) experiments. Different from most
traditional component-separation methods which work in the map domain, this new technique treats
multifrequency power spectra as raw data and can reconstruct component power spectra by taking
advantage of distinct components’ correlation patterns in the frequency domain. We have validated
this new technique for both interferometric and single-dish-like IM experiments, respectively, using
synthesized mock data that contain bright foreground contaminants, IM signals, and instrumental
effects at different frequencies. The PSDFT approach can effectively remove the bright foreground
contamination and extract the targeted IM signals using a Bayesian approach in a power-spectrum
subspace. This new approach can be directly applied to a broad range of IM analyses and will be
well suited to future high-quality IM datasets, providing a powerful tool for future IM surveys.

Introduction.— Spin-flip transitions of neutral hydro-
gen (HI) atoms, which are the simplest and most abun-
dant form of baryons, can emit photons at 21-cm wave-
lengths. These neutral hydrogen atoms are spatially dis-
tributed and have peculiar motions, thereby the 21-cm
emissions are not only redshifted but also provide us
with a unique tracing of the underlying dark matter fluc-
tuations which are crucial for questions in fundamental
physics including primordial non-Gaussianity [1, 2], mod-
ified gravity theories [3, 4], and exotic dark matter models
including warm dark matter [5, 6], fuzzy dark matter [7]
and axion-like particles [8]. More specifically, the 21-
cm signature contains tomographic information for a few
unique stages in the evolution of our Universe such as
the dark ages [9, 10], the epoch of reionization [11], and
the post-reionization eras [12]. Moreover, photon-baryon
oscillations in the pre-recombination plasma induce rip-
ples on the neutral hydrogen distributions in the post-
recombination era, and these ripples are referred to as
baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO). The BAO signature
is a standard ruler in both modern cosmology and astro-
physics and is a sensitive probe to dark energy [13, 14]
which leaves unique imprints in the 21-cm fluctuations.

Intensity mapping (IM) with atomic lines, particularly
neutral hydrogen, can efficiently survey large volumes
of the sky at multifrequency radio wavelengths [15, 16].
However, radio signals originating from our galaxy are a
few orders of magnitude stronger than the faint 21-cm
fluctuations, making measurements of the 21-cm signals
extremely difficult.

So far, evidence for the 21-cm signatures has been
found by cross-correlating the neutral hydrogen obser-

vations with galaxy surveys [17–19], but the 21-cm sig-
nals have not been directly detected from the neutral
hydrogen IM data and only upper bounds have been ob-
tained [20–23]. The BAO signals have been detected from
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [24], galaxy
surveys [25] and Lyman-α forest [26, 27], but there is
still no evidence of BAO at radio wavelengths.

Different approaches have been developed to elimi-
nate radio foreground emissions from the raw multifre-
quency data in map space, such as principal compo-
nent analysis (PCA) [28] and the internal linear com-
bination (ILC) methods which make use of smooth fre-
quency characteristics of foreground contaminants [29–
31]; the independent component analysis (ICA) and Fast
ICA methods which make use of non-Gaussianity of raw
data [32, 33]; the generalized morphological component
analysis (GMCA) which makes use of generalized mor-
phological components of raw data [33]; and the general-
ized needlet ILC and singular vector projection (SVP)
methods which adopt a priori information of covari-
ance [34, 35] on the desired signals. However, detec-
tion of the 21-cm and BAO signatures with the map-
space approaches can not be directly carried out until
the strong foreground contamination is largely removed.
Future IM surveys will produce multifrequency datasets
with large sky coverage, high resolution, and high sen-
sitivity, requiring an arguably prohibitive and definitely
undesirable amount of map manipulations if map-based
approaches are adopted.

In this work, we introduce a power-spectrum space de-
composition of frequency tomographic data (PSDFT) to
simultaneously extract radio foreground emissions, neu-
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tral hydrogen fluctuations, and the BAO signals from
the raw multifrequency data as a proof-of-concept study.
This new technique can be directly applied to a broad
range of IM analyses and will be well suited to future
high-quality IM datasets, opening up a new window on
the component separation theories.

Intensity mapping signal model.—The spatial distribu-
tion of neutral hydrogen is a tracer of the underlying dark
matter distribution [36] so neutral hydrogen density δHI

can be approximated by dark matter density δc on linear
scales thus neutral hydrogen power spectrum PHI(k) is
proportional to dark matter power spectrum P (k), i.e.,
PHI(k) ∼ P (k). Here k denotes the spatial and tem-
poral coordinates in the Fourier domain. We note here
that this approximation does not include redshift space
distortions, however, these terms should not change the
power spectrum or the maps significantly, thus we ne-
glect these terms in this work to simplify the modeling of
the HI fluctuations and will validate that this approach
works well without requiring a particular model.

Radio telescopes measure these fluctuations with nar-
row bands that integrate neutral hydrogen density in
finite redshift ranges. Therefore, the correlation func-
tion (or the power spectrum) of fluctuations measured
at two neighboring narrow bands νA and νB contains
neutral hydrogen signatures in the overlapping redshift
window which is a product of redshift windows WνA

and
WνB

determined by νA and νB , respectively. Specif-
ically, we can express the angular power spectrum as
CνAνB

ℓ =
∫
dχ/χ2WνA

(z)WνB
(z)PHI(k), where χ is the

comoving distance and ℓ is the multipole.
To explore the detectability of the angular power spec-

tra, certain parametrization schemes are required. For
example, the angular power spectra CνAνB

ℓ can be writ-

ten as geometric products
√

AνA
AνB

CνAνA

ℓ CνBνB

ℓ . How-
ever, only global amplitudes AνA

and AνB
can be inferred

from such a parametrization, and the amplitudes have to
be positive. Also, the number of free parameters will in-
crease as the number of frequencies increases. To avoid
these issues, we adopt a k-space wavelet decomposition
which applies a k-space wavelet window ηi(k) to the HI
power spectrum

C
(i),νA×νB

ℓ ∼
∫

dχ

χ2
WνA

(z)WνB
(z)ηi(k)P (k), (1)

so the HI power spectrum can be decomposed into Nk

k modes, i.e.,
∑Nk

i=1 A
(i)
k C

(i),νA×νB

ℓ . The k-space wavelet

windows are normalized and
∑Nk

i=1 ηi(k) = 1 where ηi(k)
is a top-hat window at the i-th k-mode.
This parametrization scheme is advantageous in two

aspects. The HI power spectra contain Nk free parame-

ters {A(i)
k } which do not increase as the number of fre-

quency channels increases, so each k mode can be con-
strained with high signal-to-noise ratios. The amplitude
of each k wavelet can vary in both positive and negative
regimes so a uniform amplitude prior can be applied.

We generate matter power spectra with (Pw(k)) and
without (P nw(k)) BAO wiggles using the fitting for-
mula in [37]. The matter power spectrum with BAO
is related to the one without BAO by a ratio rw(k) =
Pw(k)/P nw(k) = 1 + f(k) where the function f(k) can
encode any new physics. In this work, we adopt the fol-
lowing phenomenological model

f(k) = Aoscke
−( k

k0
)nd

sin (2π
k

kA
) (2)

to exclusively account for the BAO signatures [12, 38–
40]. Here the pivot scale is k0, the sound horizon scale is
kA, the spectral index is nd and the overall amplitude is
Aosc. A shift parameter α can be incorporated into the
f(k) function as f(k′) = f(k/α) and is assumed to be
a small deviation from unity. We Taylor expand f(k′)
around α0, i.e.,

f(k;α) = f(k;α0) +

Nα∑

n=1

1

n!

d(n)f

dα(n)

∣∣∣
α=α0

(α− α0)
n. (3)

Then the BAO-induced power spectra at each multipole
band b can be decomposed into different perturbation

terms ∆
νA×νB ,BAO,(n)
b as C

νA×νB ,BAO,(0)
b +

∑Nα

n=1(α −
α0)

n/n!∆
νA×νB ,BAO,(n)
b [41]. Here the superscript “(n)”

refers to the n-th order term [see Eq. (S7) in Supplemen-
tal Material ] and the default shift parameter α0 = 1.
The model in Eq. (2) can be applied to any study

of new physics that has an effect measurable by the
power spectrum, such as signatures of primordial fea-
tures [42, 43], cold dark matter isocurvature mode [44],
light thermal relics [45], warm dark matter [46], and
ultra-light axion-like particles [47, 48]. The phenomeno-
logical BAO model used in Eq. (2) is only one of the
examples.
Mock power spectra.—We apply the Cholesky decom-

position to the HI covariance matrix in order to generate
correlated HI Gaussian realizations. We have verified
that the HI realizations have the same power spectra
as the input and are correlated as predicted. For radio
foreground simulations, we generate synchrotron emis-
sion, free-free emission, anomalous microwave emission
(AME), and the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
using the Python Sky Model [49].
We select an observing region in the southern hemi-

sphere with the Galactic plane excluded and smooth the
edges with a 5◦ taper to mitigate sky signal mixing at the
Fourier space. The masked sky region has a 35% sky frac-
tion which is at a similar coverage level to many ongoing
ground-based IM experiments. We simulate foreground
contaminants, HI, and BAO components from 925 to
1075 MHz with 30 narrow bands. We calculate the power
spectra of the masked mock data and bin all the angular
power spectra at 50 < ℓ < 500 with Nb broad bands.
We note that the “broad band” denotes the binned an-
gular power spectrum and the “narrow band” denotes a
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FIG. 1. Band powers of mock data at all frequencies arranged
in a square for each broadband b labeled by “(i)”. The three
rows at the top are the raw band powers of the mock data,
the foreground models generated from the principal compo-
nent analysis, and the difference between the first two rows,
respectively. The three rows at the bottom are the recon-
structed HI signals, input HI signals, and the difference be-
tween these two rows in the auto-power spectrum subspace,
respectively. From the third row, it is seen that the HI signals
become dominant after the foreground subtraction. The axis
is arranged by the indices of all the frequencies {ν}, and the
colorbars generated from the last broadband refer to different
band-power values at specific broadbands.

frequency band with a finite bandwidth ∆ν in this work.
The foreground contaminants are a few orders of mag-
nitude brighter than the HI signals, meanwhile, the HI
signals are about two orders of magnitude stronger than
the BAO.

We assume a constant thermal noise level Nℓ among all
frequencies and a frequency dependent Gaussian beam
profile bℓ(ν) = exp [−ℓ(ℓ+ 1)θ2/(16 ln 2)] with a full-
width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) θ(ν) = θref(νref/ν)
where θref is the FWHM at a reference frequency νref .
These beam profiles are incorporated into the mock data
and are eliminated when the mock power spectra are ob-
tained. In addition, we also consider broadband (bb)

contributions with polynomials C
νA×νB ,bb,(i)
ℓ = ϵiℓ

i for
possible systematic effects [50]. The default parameters
{ϵi} for the systematic effects are set to be zero. We note
that other possible contaminants may not have smooth
frequency spectra, such as polarization leakages. We de-
fer the investigations that differ from the above prescrip-
tion, including polarization leakage modeling to future
work.

Bayesian analysis framework.—The simulated sky sig-

nal can be expressed as Cobs = Cfg +CHI +CBAO +N,
in which the foreground is strongly correlated among
different frequency bands whereas the HI is only corre-
lated at neighboring bands. Here C denotes a power
spectrum vector. The power-spectrum space thus can
be split into a cross-power (×) spectrum subspace and
the auto-power (◦) spectrum subspace by imposing a
frequency-correlation length ∆ν < ∆ν∗ [MHz]. The fre-
quency coherence length considered in this work is ∆ν∗
= 20 [MHz]. We adopt a principal component analysis
(PCA) scheme to remove the strongly correlated compo-
nents that largely correspond to foreground contamina-
tion. The noise-debiased band powers are decomposed as
Cobs−N = VΛVT whereV andΛ are the corresponding
eigenvectors and eigenvalues. By forming a rank-m sub-
space which contains the largestm eigenvaluesΛ′ and the
eigenvectors V′, we can directly remove the radio fore-
ground Cfg,∗ = V′Λ′V′,T in the power-spectrum space
asCclean,∗ = Cobs−Cfg,∗ = Cobs−V′Λ′V′,T , achieving a
O(10−6) level removal of the overall foreground contam-
ination. We have tested this procedure with different m
values and find that a minimum value m = 2 can achieve
a satisfying foreground residual level as demonstrated in
Fig. 1.
The HI power is almost concentrated in the auto-power

subspace as shown in Fig. 1, thereby we can perform the
Bayesian analysis as

−2 lnL[P|C(obs)] = [d◦]T [∆C(fg,◦) + C(HI,◦) +N (◦)]−1[d◦]

+ ln|∆C(fg,◦) + C(HI,◦) +N (◦)|,
(4)

where we define the differenced data vector in the auto-
power subspace d◦ = C(obs,◦) − C(fg,∗,◦) − C(HI,◦) −
C(sys,◦)−N and |...| denotes the determinant. The covari-
ance matrix is defined as Cbδbb′ = ⟨(Cb−C̄b)(Cb′−C̄b′)

T ⟩
which can be calculated by the Knox formula [see Eq.
(S10) in Supplemental Material ]. The foreground resid-
ual is quantified by a parameter η which is set to 10−6

as a result of the power-spectrum PCA removal of the
foreground contaminants, thus the corresponding covari-
ance is ∆C(fg,◦) = η2C(fg,∗,◦). C(HI) and N are covariance
matrices for the HI and instrumental noise. The param-
eter set of the radio sky model is P = {Ak, Aosc, α, ϵ}.
There are Nk parameters for modeling the neutral hydro-
gen power spectra, two parameters for the BAO power
spectra, and three parameters for the systematic effects.
So the total parameter number is Nk + 5. In this work,
we use the latest Planck cosmological parameters [51].
This PSDFT method differs from the maximum like-

lihood spectral matching developed for the CMB data
analyses [52] in that foreground contaminants that are a
few orders of magnitude stronger at radio bands have to
be first subtracted before the Bayesian analysis can be
applied to the HI signal reconstruction. Moreover, this
PSDFT method can analyze orders of magnitude more
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FIG. 2. Reconstructed band powers of HI (without BAO) and BAO signals at ν = 980 MHz. Band powers of HI and BAO
signals can be correctly reconstructed from the Bayesian analysis in Eq. (4) for both the interferometric (left) and single-dish-
like IM experiments (right), respectively. Despite orders of magnitude differences in signal strengths, all the reconstructed band
powers are consistent with theoretical expectations.
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FIG. 3. Reconstruction validations of different HI signals. HI signals with shapes and amplitudes modulated in different
ways can be correctly reconstructed from the Bayesian analysis in Eq. (4) for interferometric IM experiments (left) and for

single-dish-like IM experiments (right), respectively. The fiducial value of A
(i)
k = 1 without modulation.

frequency bands than the CMB by taking advantage of
the distinct frequency-correlation patterns of the HI sig-
nals.

The derivative of ln |C| with respect to the parameters
is proportional to Tr(C−1∂C/∂P) = ⟨uC−1∂C/∂PC−1u⟩
with u drawn from the covariance C. This term contains
information about the mean of the ensemble so is insen-
sitive to the component reconstructions and is neglected.
The instrumental noise covariance is considered as a di-
agonal matrix N for a constant noise power spectrum
Nℓ. We note that systematic issues such as cross-talk of
detectors and 1/f noise can generate non-negligible off-
diagonal elements in the noise covariance and defer the
discussions of these realistic effects to future work.

Results and validations.—In this work we simulate
mock data within 925 < ν < 1075 MHz with Nν = 30

frequency bands and bin the power spectra within 50 <
ℓ < 500 with Nb = 6 band powers for an IM survey with
fsky = 0.35. To model the HI power spectra, we select
Nk = 6 k-modes among 0.001 < k < 0.6 Mpc−1 which
correspond to the multipole ℓ range 50 < ℓ < 500 [see Fig.
S1 in Supplemental Material ]. For the BAO model in Eq.
(2), the pivot scale is k0 = 0.1Mpc−1, the sound horizon
scale kA = 0.1Mpc−1, the spectral index nd = 1.5 and
the overall amplitude Aosc = 1. Also, we assume a refer-
ence frequency νref = 1000 MHz and foreground removal
efficiency η = 10−6. We consider an interferometric IM
experiment with a low noise level Nℓ = 10−10µK-arcmin
and a high resolution θref = 5′ and a single-dish-like IM
experiment with a noise level Nℓ = 10−8µK-arcmin and
low resolution θref = 30′.

We sample the parameter space P = {Ak, Aosc, α, ϵ}



5

using the Bayesian probability in Eq. (4). All the param-
eters of the neutral hydrogen and BAO models are cor-
rectly reconstructed with high significance, implying that
the faint HI signals can be precisely extracted from the
raw data that are highly contaminated by foregrounds
(Figs. S7 and S8 in Supplemental Material). The much
fainter BAO signals at different angular scales can also
be recovered simultaneously with high signal-to-noise ra-
tios. The PSDFT approach enables us to simultaneously
decompose the raw data into individual components as
shown in Fig. 2. Especially, the HI signals without BAO
wiggles can be obtained from the raw data. This can
be regarded as the first “de-BAO” analysis which would
benefit future analyses requiring no BAO contributions.

We have tested different HI signals as shown in Fig. 3
for both interferometric (left) and single-dish-like (right)
IM experiments, respectively. It is seen that all com-
ponents are correctly reconstructed, indicating that the
PSDFT approach is independent of the HI models which
can vary with different shapes and amplitudes. The resid-
uals of the foreground contamination and reconstructed
HI angular power spectra are found to be negligible in
Fig. 1.

With rapid developments of interferometric detection
techniques, future intensity mapping surveys with neu-
tral hydrogen, carbon monoxide, and the 158µm fine
structure line of single ionized carbon [53], will perform
multifrequency or tomographic observations. This proof-
of-concept study demonstrates that the PSDFT approach
can be applied to future multifrequency experiments and
opens up a window for processing large volumes of inten-
sity mapping data in the power spectrum domain. There
are certain realistic complexities such as the spatial non-
Gaussian structures, non-Gaussian beam profiles [54] and
foreground polarization leakage [55–57]. All of these in
principle can be directly extended within this PSDFT
framework.
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Brightness temperature fluctuations of neutral hydrogen are δTb = T0δb = T0bHIδc, where bHI is the bias and the
averaged brightness temperature [12] is T0 = 0.566h/E(z)(ΩHI/0.003)(1 + z)2mK where E(z) = H(z)/H0 is the
normalized Hubble constant, and the Hubble constant today H0 is defined as H0 = 100h km s−1 Mpc−1. δb and δc
are density contrast of baryon and dark matter, respectively. In this work, we ignore the redshift distortions and
assume the galaxy bias and HI fraction are constant, i.e., bHI = 1 and ΩHI = 6.2 × 10−4 [60] which is consistent
with the latest measurement 8.6× 10−4 from the HI and galaxy cross-power spectrum [61]. Therefore, the HI power
spectrum is PHI(k) = T 2

0 (z)b
2
HIP (k) where P (k) is a three-dimensional matter power spectrum. In this work, we

generate the matter power spectra P (k) with and without BAO wiggles by computing transfer functions Fw(k) and
F nw(k), respectively [37]. Specifically, the matter power spectrum without BAO wiggles is

P nw(k) ∼ knsF 2,(nw)(k)G2(z) (S1)

which is normalized by σ8 today [37, 62]. Here ns is the spectral index of the curvature perturbation and G(z) is
the cosmological structure growth factor calculated assuming a fiducial cosmological model determined by the latest
Planck cosmological parameters [51].

An IM experiment measures the radio signals at a finite frequency bandwidth ∆χν =
(∆ν/0.1MHz)

√
(1 + zν)/10(Ωmh2/0.15)−1/2 Mpc [63] which corresponds to a narrow redshift coverage

Wν(z) =
1√

2π∆χ2
ν

e
− 1

2

(
χ−χν
∆χν

)2

, (S2)

where zν = ν21cm/ν − 1 and ν21cm = 1420Hz.
A narrow-band observation is an integral of the brightness temperature fluctuations within a finite redshift range.

In this work, we adopt a k-wavelet decomposition of the angular power spectrum at frequencies νA and νB , i.e.,

∫
dχ

χ2
WνA

(z)WνB
(z)[T0(z)bHI]

2P nw(k) =

Nk∑

i=1

A
(i)
k C

(i),νA×νB

ℓ ,

(S3)

where the k mode is

C
(i),νA×νB

ℓ =

∫
dχ

χ2
WνA

(z)WνB
(z)[T0(z)bHI]

2ηi(k)P
nw(k). (S4)

and ηi(k) is a top-hat window at the i-th k-mode satisfying the unity relation
∑Nk

i=1 ηi(k) = 1. We show a representative
plot for different k modes of the HI power spectrum at ν = 980 MHz in Fig. S1 (left). For an IM experiment with
Nb angular broad bands within ℓmin < ℓ < ℓmax, we use the Limber approximation k = ℓ/χ to map the detailed ℓ-k
space such as Fig. S1 (right) so specific k wavelets can be determined.
A shift parameter α can be incorporated into the f(k) function in Eq. (2) as f(k′) = f(k/α) and is assumed to be

a small deviation from unity. Therefore, we expand f(k′) around α0 to the Nα-th order as [41]

f(k;α) = f(k;α0) +

Nα∑

n=1

1

n!

d(n)f

dα(n)

∣∣∣
α=α0

(α− α0)
n. (S5)

In this work, we choose α0 = 1 and find that Nα = 12 can yield good convergence. Following the neutral hydrogen
model in the main text, the matter power spectrum with BAO is Pw(k) = [1 + f(k)]P nw(k) where the second term
is the BAO-induced contribution. We only apply the shift parameter to the BAO-induced features f(k) and keep the
smooth power spectrum P nw(k) unchanged [40]. Thereby, the full parametrization of the HI power spectrum at two
frequencies νA and νB is

CνA×νB

b =

Nk∑

i=1

A
(i)
k C

(i),νA×νB

b +Aosc

[
C

νA×νB ,BAO,(0)
b +

Nα∑

n=1

1

n!
(α− α0)

n∆
νA×νB ,BAO,(n)
b

]
,

(S6)
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FIG. S1. (left) Representative k-mode HI power spectra at ν = 980 MHz. We only use the power spectra at 50 < ℓ < 500
which correspond to k-wavelets 1-6 as indicated by the ℓ-k relation. (right) The ℓ-k space mapping for the power spectra at
50 < ℓ < 500 for all frequencies. The red vertical lines indicate the k-wavelets that are taken into account in this work.

where the n-th BAO perturbation term is

∆
νA×νB ,BAO,(n)
b =

∫
dχ

χ2
WνA

(z)WνB
(z)[T0(z)bHI]

2 d
(n)f

dαn

∣∣∣
α=α0

P nw(k), (S7)

and the overall amplitude is Aosc. As seen from Figs. S2, the BAO-induced power spectrum is about two orders of
magnitude smaller than the HI.

With all the components mentioned above, the angular band powers of the radio sky can be described as

CνA×νB

b (Ak, Aosc, α, ϵ)

= Cfg +CHI +CBAO +Csys +N

=

Nf∑

i

C
fg(i),νA×νB

b +

Nk∑

i=0

A
(i)
k C

(i),νA×νB

b +Aosc

[
C

νA×νB ,BAO,(0)
b +

Nα∑

n=1

1

n!
(α− α0)

n∆
νA×νB ,BAO,(n)
b

]

+

1∑

i=−1

C
νA×νB ,bb,(i)
b +NνA×νB

b . (S8)

The power spectra of the summed foreground contaminants from Nf components and HI fluctuations are shown in
Fig. S2 (left). The corresponding map realizations generated by the Python Sky Model [49] are shown in Fig. S3.

Band-power correlations of mock data at different frequencies can be quantified by a covariance matrix

Cbδbb′ = ⟨(Cb − C̄b)(Cb′ − C̄b′)
T ⟩ (S9)

which can be analytically expressed by the Knox formula

C(CXY
b , CWV

b′ ) =
1

(2b+ 1)fsky∆b
(CXW

b CY V
b + CXV

b CYW
b )δbb′ .

(S10)

Here a power spectrum vector is C = [CνA×νB

b , CνA×νB

b , CνA×νB

b , ...]T , {X,Y,W, V } denotes a specific frequency, the
fsky is the sky fraction, b is the averaged band center at ℓ < b < ℓ′ and ∆b is the bandwidth of the angular power
spectrum. C̄b is the averaged power-spectrum vector at the broadband b, ⟨...⟩ denotes ensemble average and the
superscript “T” refers to the transpose of the vector.

From the map realization of different components in Fig. S3, we can calculate the power spectra CνAνB

ℓ at different
frequency pairs {νAνB}. We arrange these power spectra in a two-dimensional space ℓ-{νAνB} for both foreground
components and the HI in Fig. S4 and bin all the angular power spectra at 50 < ℓ < 500 with 6 broad bands. A

representative plot for one-broadband band powers C
{νAνB}
b at all frequencies is shown in Fig. S5 and the derived
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FIG. S2. (left) Component power spectra at ν = 980 MHz. The foreground contaminants including synchrotron emission, free-
free emission, anomalous microwave emission, and the cosmic microwave background are a few orders of magnitude brighter
than the HI signals, and the HI signals are about two orders of magnitude stronger than the BAO. The absolute values of the
BAO component are shown in the dashed line. (right) All HI power spectra at frequencies between 925 and 1075 MHz. The
BAO components are included in the HI signals. In this work, we ignore the redshift distortions and assume the galaxy bias
and HI fraction are constant, i.e., bHI = 1 and ΩHI = 6.2 × 10−4 [60]. For BAO modeling, we adopt the phenomenological
model in Eq. (2).

correlation matrices for the foreground contaminants and the HI signals show different correlation patterns in the
frequency domain as seen from Fig. S6.

From a theoretical perspective, we can split the full power-spectrum space into the cross-power (×) spectrum space
and the auto-power (◦) spectrum space by applying a frequency-correlation length ∆ν < ∆ν∗ MHz as discussed
in the main text. This implies that the HI signal is completely null at the cross-power spectrum subspace and
the foreground signatures can be exactly determined without compromising any signals. We demonstrate this power-
spectrum decomposition in Fig. S5. However, the map-domain methods, such as the principal component analysis [64]
and generalized needlet internal linear combination [34], have to deal with intensity mapping signals and foreground
contaminants simultaneously, resulting in an inevitable signal loss.

We sample the parameter space using the Bayesian probability in Eq. (4). The posterior distribution functions of
the radio sky model are shown in Figs. S7 and S8 for both the interferometric and single-dish-like IM experiments,
respectively. It is seen that all the parameters of the neutral hydrogen and BAO can be correctly reconstructed with
high signal-to-noise ratios. The reconstructed band powers of foreground, HI, and BAO signals at two frequencies
(980, 1000 MHz) are shown in Fig. S9 for both the interferometric (top) and single-dish-like IM experiments (bottom),
respectively. All the reconstructed band powers are consistent with theoretical predictions.



S5

Synchrotron

0 3000
mK

Free-free

0 500
mK

AME

0 2
mK

CMB

-0.5 0.5
mK

HI

-0.5 0.5
mK

noise

-0.01 0.01
mK

FIG. S3. Simulated foreground contaminants, HI signals, and noise components at frequency ν = 1000 MHz in equatorial
coordinates. Foreground contaminants are generated by the Python Sky Model with a HEALPix pixelization at a resolution
Nside = 512. The mock data assumes a southern hemisphere observation with the Galactic plane excluded, covering 35% of
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correlated among different frequency bands whereas the HI is only correlated at neighboring bands.
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FIG. S7. Posterior distribution functions for the parameter set of radio sky model in Eq. (4) for an interferometric IM
experiment. All the parameters peak around the input values labeled by the vertical and horizontal lines, indicating that all
the components are correctly reconstructed from the Bayesian analysis in Eq. (4).
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FIG. S8. Posterior distribution functions for the parameter set of radio sky model in Eq. (4) for a single-dish-like IM experiment.
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FIG. S9. Reconstructed band powers of foreground, HI (without BAO), and BAO at two representative frequencies (980,
1000 MHz) for both the interferometric (top) and single-dish-like IM experiments (bottom), respectively. Despite orders of
magnitude differences in signal strengths, all the reconstructed band powers are consistent with theoretical expectations.
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