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The China Space Station Telescope (CSST, also known as Xuntian) is a serviceable two-meter-aperture wide-field telescope
operating in the same orbit as the China Space Station. The CSST plans to survey a sky area of 17,500 deg2 of the medium-to-
high Galactic latitude to a depth of 25–26 AB mag in at least 6 photometric bands over 255–1000 nm. Within such a large sky
area, slitless spectra will also be taken over the same wavelength range as the imaging survey. Even though the CSST survey
is not dedicated to time-domain studies, it would still detect a large number of transients, such as supernovae (SNe). In this
paper, we simulate photometric SN observations based on a strawman survey plan using the Sncosmo package. During its 10-year
survey, the CSST is expected to observe about 5 million SNe of various types. With quality cuts, we obtain a “gold” sample that
comprises roughly 7,400 SNe Ia, 2,200 SNe Ibc, and 6,500 SNe II candidates with correctly classified percentages reaching 91%,
63%, and 93% (formally defined as classification precision), respectively. The same survey can also trigger alerts for the detection
of about 15,500 SNe Ia (precision 61%) and 2,100 SNe II (precision 49%) candidates at least two days before the light maxima.
Moreover, the near-ultraviolet observations of the CSST will be able to catch hundreds of shock-cooling events serendipitously
every year. These results demonstrate that the CSST can make a potentially significant contribution to SN studies.
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1 Introduction

Observations of SNe play a crucial role in measuring the ac-
celerated expansion of the Universe and studying the SNe
themselves. Over the past two decades, projects such as the

*Corresponding author (email: zhanhu@nao.cas.cn)

ESSENCE supernova Survey [1], the Catalina Real-Time
Transient Survey [2], the Dark Energy Survey [3], the
Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Response System
[4], the All-Sky Automated Survey for Supernovae [5], and
the Zwicky Transient Facility [6] acquired a large number of
high-quality SNe light curves (LCs) and spectra. They have
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shed light on many questions in SN science and cosmology
[7-12], but there is always more to explore. For instance,
the progenitor stars and the mechanisms of SN explosions re-
main unresolved issues. The need for more extensive samples
of SNe to tackle these issues has been a key driver for several
new survey projects such as the Wide Field Survey Telescope
(WFST) in Lenghu, China [13] and the Vera C. Rubin Obser-
vatory (Rubin) on Cerro Pachón in Chile [14-16].

The upcoming 2-meter China Space Station Telescope
[17, 18] plans to start a large-scale multiband imaging and
slitless spectroscopy survey around 2026. The survey, taking
approximately 70% time of the 10-year mission, will cover
an area of about 17,500 deg2 in 7 photometric bands and 3
spectroscopic bands. While the CSST places an emphasis on
cosmology and extragalactic science, the survey can be quite
useful for time-domain studies as well because of its depth,
image quality, and near-ultraviolet (NUV) capability.

The single-exposure depth of the CSST wide survey will
be about 25-26 mag on average, enabling discoveries of SNe
at early stages or high redshifts. The size of the CSST point
spread function, quantified by the radius encircling 80% en-
ergy, is specified to be no more than 0.15′′. The combina-
tion of high-quality data from space-based observations with
those from ground-based telescopes will enable detailed stud-
ies on SN progenitors, characteristics of host galaxies, and
statistics of SN locations within the host galaxies [19-21].
The NUV band of the CSST allows it to catch shock-cooling
events, which can further deepen our understanding of the SN
explosion mechanism [22-24].

The CSST is expected to detect a large number of SNe
and make potentially important contributions to SN research.
Previous studies [25, 26] have explored SN Ia detection and
cosmological constraints with a proposed 9 deg2 CSST ultra-
deep field. In this paper, we aim to make a realistic assess-
ment of the CSST’s capability to detect SNe in its wide sur-
vey and deep fields using pointings generated by simulated
operations.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 describes
the simulation of the CSST SN observations and the classi-
fication methods for the mock data. Section 3 presents the
resulting SN samples. Discussions and conclusions are given
in Section 4. Throughout this paper, we adopt a flat ΛCDM
model with parameters H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.3,
and ΩΛ = 0.7. Unless otherwise specified, the default mag-
nitude system utilized is the AB magnitude system.

2 Mock observations of supernova

2.1 Survey specifications
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Figure 1 The arrangement of the survey camera’s main focal plane. The
FoV of the photo-sensitive area is about 1.07 deg2 total. There are seven
filter bands (NUV, u, g, r, i, z, and y) and three grating bands (GU, GV, and
GI). Each band covers two or four detectors. The dispersion direction of the
gratings on the top and that of the gratings on the bottom are at a small angle
of 2◦.
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Figure 2 System throughputs of the CSST photometric bands.

The CSST adopts a Cook-type off-axis three-mirror anastig-
mat system, which achieves high image quality within a large
field of view (FoV). Fig. 1 illustrates the arrangement of fil-
ters and gratings of the CSST survey camera. The focal plane
consists of 30 detectors, each with a filter or two gratings
mounted atop. In this paper, we only consider the case of pho-
tometric observations. Fig. 2 shows the system throughputs
of the CSST photometric bands from 255 nm to 1000 nm.
The survey comprises both a wide component and a deep
component, with stacked depths of g ∼ 26.3 and 27.5, re-
spectively [18]. An ultra-deep field of 9 deg2 reaching g ∼ 28
is also under consideration. The single-exposure depths of
the CSST imaging survey are given in Table 1. Details of
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Table 1 Single-exposure imaging depth of the CSST survey

Component Survey area (deg2) Exposure time (s) Limiting magnitude (point source, 5 σ)

NUV u g r i z y

Wide 17,500 150 24.53 24.90 25.76 25.48 25.32 24.77 23.56

Deep 400 250 25.05 25.41 26.17 25.88 25.72 25.20 24.05

the wide field survey and the deep field survey are outlined
below.

Wide Field Survey: The wide field survey primarily covers
Galactic latitudes |b| ≥ 15◦ and ecliptic latitudes |β| ≥ 15◦,
spanning an area of about 17,500 deg2. Each detector cov-
ers the entire area once with a nominal exposure time of 150
seconds. As a result, each patch of the sky receives 2 obser-
vations in the u, g, r, i, and z bands and 4 observations in the
NUV and y bands. This leads to a total number of 18 photo-
metric observations in each sky patch of the wide survey.

Deep Field Survey: The deep field survey covers a sky area
of 400 deg2, whose selection has not been finalized yet. In
the current simulation of the CSST operations, 8 fields are
selected for demonstration purposes. Each detector covers
all the deep fields 4 times with a nominal exposure time of
250 seconds per visit, resulting in a total of 72 visits summed
over all photometric bands.

Over the 10-year survey operations, the CSST is expected
to take about 650,000 exposures, including about 60,000 ex-
posures in the deep fields. Using Healpix [27], we evenly di-
vide the entire 17,500 deg2 survey area into about 1,500,000
small sky patches, with each patch covering an area of about
0.013 deg2. Subsequently, we extract the observation time se-
ries for each sky patch from the pointing sequence generated
by the simulation of operations. The median interval between
two consecutive visits, regardless of which two bands are ob-
served, is around six weeks in the wide survey and two weeks
in the deep survey. About 28% consecutive visits of the same
band are made within one day, in which case only one visit is
counted in our analyses.

2.2 Supernova simulations

We use the Python package Sncosmo to simulate SN observa-
tions based on the CSST survey specifications. To generate
realistic SN LCs, we need to take into consideration the fol-
lowing factors: the SN volumetric rate, SN models, extinc-
tion correction, and signal-to-noise ratio calculation.

2.2.1 Supernova volumetric rate

The volumetric rate of SNe is the number of SNe within a
given timespan and a fixed co-moving volume, which can be
described as a function of redshift z. In our simulations, the

maximum redshift of the SNe is set to 1.4 based on the single-
exposure detection limit of the CSST. We adopt a power-law
model to describe the event rate of SN Ia [28, 29]

RIa(z) =

 2.5 × (1 + z)1.5 z ≤ 1,

9.7 × (1 + z)−0.5 1 < z < 3,
(1)

and that of Core-collapse supernova (CCSN) [14, 30]

RCC(z) = 6.8 × (1 + z)3.6. (2)

The unit of the rates is 10−5 h3
70 Mpc−3 yr−1.

2.2.2 Supernova models

SALT2 [31, 32] is an empirical model depicting the spectro-
photometric evolution of SNe Ia over time. It utilizes an ex-
tensive dataset comprising templates derived from LCs and
spectra of both nearby and distant SNe Ia. SALT2 provides
the average spectral sequence of SNe Ia and identifies their
principal variability components, including a color variation
law.

We adopt the SALT2-extended model [33] which provides
a wider rest-frame wavelength coverage than the SALT2
model. The SALT2-extended model allows us to measure the
distance moduli in the spectral wavelength range of 30 nm
to 1800 nm, which is essential for generating LCs in all the
CSST photometric bands. The model flux density of a SN Ia
at a rest-frame wavelength λ can be expressed as

F(p, λ) =

x0 × [M0(p, λ) + x1M1(p, λ)] × exp(c′CL(λ)), (3)

where p represents the rest-frame time since the date of max-
imum luminosity in the B band (referred to as the phase),
M0(p, λ) denotes the average spectral sequence, M1(p, λ) rep-
resents the first-order variation, and CL(λ) represents the av-
erage color correction law. The parameters x0, x1, and c′ are
the amplitude, stretch, and color of the LC, respectively.

CCSNe exhibit a more heterogeneous nature compared to
SNe Ia. Unlike SNe Ia, there is currently no parameterized
model available to describe the diversity observed in the LCs
of CCSNe. Therefore, we use time series template models to
simulate CCSN observations. The spectral flux density of the
time series template model is given by

F(p, λ) = A × M(p, λ), (4)
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where M(p, λ) is the relative flux at a phase p and a wave-
length λ. A (amplitude) is the single free parameter of the
model.

Two sets of CCSN template models can effectively depict
the spectral evolution sequence of CCSN over time. The first
set comprises 40 templates from the Supernova Photometric
Classification Challenge [34]. The second set contains com-
posite spectral templates compiled from the literature, which
are known as the Nugent templates [35]. The wavelength
range of Nugent templates spans from 100 nm to 1500 nm,
providing sufficient coverage. We adopt the Nugent templates
as the default templates to simulate CCSNe due to their com-
patibility with the CSST filters and their simplicity.

2.2.3 Extinction law

Dust in the MW and host galaxy will affect the shape of an
observed SN spectrum, which in turn affects the LCs. We
adopt the F99 dust extinction law with RV = 3.1 [36] for both
the MW and the host galaxy, with the dust extinction parame-
ters (color excesses) being mwebv and hostebv, respectively.
We query the SFD dust map [37] for mwebv and hostebv
based on the SN location with the Python package sfdmap.
In our simulation, the mwebv and hostebv parameters have a
mean value of 0.04 mag.

2.2.4 Signal-to-noise ratio calculation

The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is given by

S
N
=

Nob j√
Nob j + npix(Nsky + ND + N2

R + N2
other)

, (5)

where npix is the number of pixels involved in the SNR cal-
culation, Nob j represents the number of photo-electrons col-
lected from the SN, Nsky and ND are the contribution per pixel
from the sky background and dark current, respectively, NR

denotes the readout noise, and Nother is manually set to take
into account other noises that leave a margin of 0.3 mag in
the limiting magnitude.

The number of photo-electrons collected from a target can
be described by

Nob j =

∫
fλ(mAB)
hc/λ

· τ(λ) · dλ · Area · t · 80%, (6)

where f (λ) is the spectral flux of the target, h is Planck’s
constant, c is the speed of light, Area is the area of the pri-
mary mirror of the telescope, τ(λ) is the system throughput
in Fig. 2, and t is the exposure time. We assume 80% of the
photons from the SN is incident on the central npix pixels in
the calculation.

With the angular size of a single pixel being 0.074′′, npix

is then π(0.15/0.074)2 ≈ 13. The average dark current is

0.02 e−/s/pix, the readout noise is 5 e−/pix, and the read-
out time is about 40 seconds. The sky background levels
scaled from the Hubble Space Telescope observations [38]
are 0.0026, 0.018, 0.16, 0.21, 0.21, 0.13, and 0.038 e−/s/pix
for the seven photometric bands of the CSST, respectively.

Table 2 The B-band peak absolute AB magnitude, dispersion, and fraction
of different Core-collapse supernovae adopted from [39]

Type Peak MB Dispersion Fraction

Ibc -17.10 0.99 25%

IIP -16.80 0.97 55%

IIL -17.98 0.90 20%

2.2.5 Supernova mock observations

We use the built-in models of Sncosmo to generate the SN
LCs. The SALT2-extended model includes five free parame-
ters: the time of the B-band peak magnitude (t0), the redshift
(z), the amplitude parameter (x0), the stretch parameter (x1),
and the color parameter (c′). The peak time t0 is randomly
assigned within the 10-year survey duration, while the red-
shift distributions follow those outlined in Section 2.2.1. The
B-band peak absolute magnitudes of SNe Ia follow a normal
distribution of MB ∼ N(-19.3, 0.3) according to [40], which
determines the parameter x0. The other parameters are set as
follows: x1 ∼ N(0, 1) and c′ ∼ N(0, 0.1) [41-43].

The LCs of SNe Ibc, SNe IIP, and SNe IIL are generated
using Nugent-snIbc [44], Nugent-sn2p, and Nugent-sn2l [45]
templates, respectively. The Nugent templates are described
by three free parameters: t0, z, and amplitude. The param-
eters t0 and z are set in the same way as that of SNe Ia.
According to [39], the average B-band peak absolute mag-
nitudes, dispersions, and relative fractions of different CC-
SNe are listed in Table 2. The B-band peak absolute magni-
tudes, which determine the amplitude for SNe Ibc, SNe IIP,
and SNe IIL, follow normal distributions of MB ∼ N(-17.1,
0.99), MB ∼ N(-16.8, 0.97), and MB ∼ N(-17.98, 0.90),
respectively.

For each SN in each exposure, we generate its flux with
scatter incorporated in the observed band based on its LC
phase and the CSST survey specifications. Host galaxy con-
tamination to the SN photometry is assumed to be sufficiently
low and is therefore not included in our current simulations.
A separate study will be needed to address such contamina-
tion for the CSST, likely in combination with external data.

In total, about 5 million SNe of various types would be ob-
served at least once with SNR ≥ 5 and hence be cataloged as
real objects. This includes about 1,700,000 SNe Ia, 590,000
SNe Ibc, and 2,000,000 SNe II in the wide field, and about
73,000 SNe Ia, 32,000 SNe Ibc, and 110,000 SNe II in the
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Figure 3 Redshift distributions of SN samples in the wide field survey (upper panels) and the deep field survey (lower panels). The blue, orange, and green
represent the gold sample, pre-maximum sample, and alert sample, respectively. The SN types are given by the input catalog, not by classification.

deep fields. Unfortunately, most of these SNe cannot be cor-
rectly identified as SNe with CSST data alone.

2.3 Supernova classification

There are mainly two types of SN photometric classification
methods: machine learning (ML) and empirical approaches.
ML typically requires a large number of well-observed train-
ing samples and a sufficient number of observation points to
identify candidate SNe [46-51]. This requirement poses a
challenge given the CSST survey characteristics. Empirical
approaches can be further categorized into model-dependent
[52, 53] and model-independent [54, 55] methods. Model-
independent methods primarily rely on analytical approaches
that utilize multi-band colors. However, most CSST SNe do
not have simultaneous color information.

We choose the model-dependent method of spectral en-
ergy distribution (SED) template fitting for CSST SNe clas-
sification, which is a physically motivated approach [56].
This method determines the SN subtype by minimizing the
χ2 when comparing the observed magnitudes with the syn-
thetic magnitudes computed from filter throughput curves
and library templates. The library templates used for
the SED template-fitting method include type Ia (Nugent-

snIa, Nugent-sn91t, Nugent-sn91bg), type Ibc (Nugent-
snIbc, Nugent-hyper), and type II (Nugent-sn2p, Nugent-
sn2l) from [35].

We utilize the built-in function mcmc lc in Sncosmo, em-
ploying the Markov Chain Monte Carlo method, to perform
SED template fitting for the selected CSST SN samples. Ob-
servations with SNR < 5 are considered too weak and are
excluded from the fitting process. Each Nugent template in-
cludes five parameters to be fitted: z, t0, amplitude,mwebv,
and hostebv.

The CSST will capture images of the host galaxies associ-
ated with the SNe. According to [57], below redshift 1.4, the
average photo-z uncertainty of the host galaxy observed by
the CSST is within 0.05. For galaxies with lower redshifts,
the uncertainty is even smaller. Additionally, the redshift of
the host galaxy can also be obtained from existing catalogs.
Therefore, during the fitting process, we apply a Gaussian
prior distributionN(ztrue, 0.05× (1+ztrue)) to the z parameter.

We assume that the parameter mwebv is perfectly known
from the dust map, and the hostebv is fitted as a variable
parameter ranging from 0 to 0.5 mag. The fitting function
makes initial guesses for t0 and amplitude based on the data,
then runs a minimizer. We fit the simulated SN LCs with
each of the seven templates in the library one by one. For
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each template, we obtain a χ2 value by fitting the data. Af-
ter fitting all seven templates, we compare the χ2 values and
select the template with the minimum χ2 as the one that best
fits the data.

Table 3 Confusion matrix for binary classification

Predicted label
True label Positive (P) Negative (N)

Positive (P) TP FN

Negative (N) FP TN

To evaluate the template fitting method performance, we
use the confusion matrix to visualize the good and bad classi-
fication. Table 3 shows the confusion matrix for binary clas-
sification. True positive (TP) is the number of sources pre-
dicted to be true and actual is true. False positive (FP) is the
number of sources predicted to be true and actual is false.
True negative (TN) is the number of sources predicted to be
false and actual is false. False negative (FN) is the number of
sources predicted to be false and actual is true. For ease of
reading, the confusion matrix is usually normalized by divid-
ing each entry by the true number of each SN subtype.

Through the confusion matrix, the precision (also known
as purity) and the recall (also known as completeness) are
defined as

precision =
TP

TP + FP
, (7)

recall =
TP

TP + FN
. (8)

The precision means the number of correct predictions in
each class compared to the total number of predictions in that
class, and the recall means the number of correct predictions
in each class compared to the total number of that class.

3 CSST supernova mock samples

In this section, we make selection cuts to obtain a well-
classified “gold” sample and an alert sample from the mock
SNe data generated in the previous section. The results are
summarized in Fig. 3 and Table 4.

3.1 Gold sample

Following the selection criteria outlined in [25, 29, 58], we
implement a set of quality cuts, referred to as the Q1 cut, on
the observed SNe before the fitting process:

1. At least two observations in the same band, with one
being a non-detection (SNR < 1) and the other having
SNR > 5.

2. At least two different bands with SNR > 5.

3. At least one observation with SNR > 5 before the B-
band peak magnitude, and at least one observation with
SNR > 5 after the B-band peak magnitude.

4. At least six observations with SNR > 5.

As seen in Table 4, 27,210 SNe in the wide field and 4,546
SNe in the deep fields pass the Q1 cut. Fig. 4 provides several
examples of the SN LCs and SEDs along with mock obser-
vations in the observer’s frame. Classification results of these
SNe are shown in Fig. 5. For those relatively rare cases with
a “large” number of observations, there is a good chance that
several observations are made within a few days, providing
little help on classification. Therefore, the precision and re-
call do not increase monotonically with the number of obser-
vations.

We further refine the sample with a Q2 cut that removes
SNe with inadequate fits. The resulting sample is referred to
as the gold sample, which may be used as a candidate catalog
for constraining cosmology in future work. The fitting pro-
gram returns the corresponding minimum χ2 values for each
subtype (Ia, Ibc, and II), and we examine the relative χ2 value
of the best-matching and second-matching subtypes based on
[56]. We denote the χ2 value of the best-matching subtype as
χ2

min, the second-matching subtype as χ2
sec. The Q2 cut is then

described as follows:

1. The fit is convergent.

2. χ2
min < χ

2
sec− χ

2
min.

3. The reduced chi-square χ2
min/n do f < 10.

The resulting gold sample, with the wide field and deep
fields combined, contains about 7,400 SNe Ia, 2,200 SNe
Ibc, and 6,500 SNe II candidates with overall classification
precision of 91%, 63%, and 93%, respectively. The redshift
distributions of the subtypes are shown in Fig. 3. The recall
rates for the sample’s classification are provided in the nor-
malized confusion matrices in Fig. 6. In the wide field, the
recall rates for SN Ia, Ibc, and II are 87%, 80%, and 90% re-
spectively, while in the deep fields, they are 88%, 94%, and
94% respectively.

Fig. 7 presents the photo-z estimation of the gold sam-
ple. We define outliers to be |δz|/(1 + ztrue) > 0.15, where
δz = z f it − ztrue. The standard deviation of |δz|/(1 + ztrue) as
σz is also calculated to measure the uncertainty of the photo-
metric redshift estimation, considering the redshift evolution.
In the case of SNe Ia, the photo-z uncertainty is roughly the
same as the somewhat conservative prior 0.05(1 + ztrue) from
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Table 4 Number of SNe candidates after each selection cut

Sample Cut
Wide Field Survey Deep Field Survey

Ia Ibc II Ia Ibc II

Gold sample
Q1 27,210 (Ia+Ibc+II) 4,546 (Ia+Ibc+II)

Q2 6,766 (91%) 1,943 (62%) 5,680 (92%) 675 (93%) 249 (66%) 773 (98%)

Alert sample Q3 18,344 (61%) 2,671 (49%) 1,365 (60%) 207 (47%)

The numbers include contamination from other types of SNe, and the percentages in the parentheses are the classification precision, i.e., the percentage of
correctly classified SNe.
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Figure 4 Examples of type Ia (left column), type Ibc (middle column), and type II (right column) SN mock observations along with the best-fit model LCs
and SEDs. The top two rows are for the three selected SNe at z = 0.2. The SEDs in each panel of the second row are plotted at the epochs (T1, T2, etc.) labeled
in their corresponding first-row panel. From left to right, the thick line segments in each panel of the second row mark the wavelength ranges of NUV, u, g, r,
i, z, and y bands. The bottom two rows are the same as the top two rows but for the three selected SNe at z = 0.8.

the host galaxies. This means that improving the photo-zs of the host galaxies would directly improve those of the SNe
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Figure 5 The classification precision and recall versus the number of observations after the Q1 cut from the wide field survey (upper panels) and the deep
field survey (lower panels). SNe in the shaded region are discarded from further analyses.
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Ia. The errors of SNe Ibc themselves are relatively small, but they are affected by contamination from other types, leading
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Figure 7 The photo-z estimation of the gold sample from the wide field survey (upper panels) and the deep field survey (lower panels). The σz and η
represent the estimation uncertainty and the outlier fraction, respectively. The gray points represent the misclassified SNe.

to a degradation of the sample’s photo-zs. Since the Ibc sub-
sample has a relatively low classification precision, it would
not be very useful before further refinement. The SNe II sub-
sample exhibits the best photo-z performance despite the con-
tamination.

3.2 Alert sample

Early detection of pre-maximum SNe is crucial for sub-
sequent observations and studies. These include classify-
ing candidates based on their spectra near the peak bright-
ness, understanding how the spectra evolve from early to
late phases, and accurately estimating SN model parameters
through well-observed LCs. The CSST’s image quality and
single-exposure depths help catch SNe during their early as-
cents. Alerts could be issued at the earliest opportunity, facil-
itating prompt follow-up observations.

By requiring the SN to be observed in the same band
at least twice before the B-band peak luminosity, one with
SNR < 1 and the other with SNR ≥ 5, we obtain a pre-
maximum sample of approximately 680,000 SNe: about
340,000 SNe Ia, 110,000 SNe Ibc, and 190,000 SNe II in
the wide field, and about 22,000 SNe Ia, 9,100 SNe Ibc, and
17,000 SNe II in the deep fields. Fig. 3 shows the redshift
distributions of this sample. Most of these SNe would not re-

ceive enough CSST observations before the maximum to be
correctly identified.

One might want to set a minimum classification precision
requirement to filter out an alert sample for further observa-
tions. However, in reality, the classification precision of the
sample will not be known until proper follow-up observations
have been conducted. Therefore, an indirect criterion is nec-
essary. As demonstrated in Fig. 5, the classification accuracy
improves as the number of observations increases. One can
therefore use the the number of observations before the max-
imum as a proxy for precision. We consider ∼ 50% to be
an acceptable precision for a meaningful alert sample. Fig. 8
translates it into ≥ 4 and ≥ 6 observations before the maxi-
mum for SNe Ia and SNe II, respectively. These requirements
and those for the pre-maximum sample are referred to as the
Q3 cut collectively. The resulting alert sample, with the wide
field and deep fields combined, contains about 20,000 SNe
Ia (precision 61%) and 2,900 SNe II (precision 49%) candi-
dates. SNe Ibc reach 50% precision only in the deep fields
with merely 47 candidates, so we do not include them in the
alert sample.

Fig. 9 shows the number of alerts that can be issued as a
function of days before maximum light. The lead time of
follow-up observations can vary significantly from one fa-
cility to another. For a well-coordinated full-sky follow-up
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Figure 8 The classification precision and recall versus the number of observations before the maximum for the pre-maximum sample. The red dash line
marks the criterion of precision ≳ 50%.

program that has a lead time of just two days, roughly 15,500
SNe Ia and 2,100 SNe II candidates are within its reach. The
numbers drop by 54% and 62% for SNe Ia and SNe II, re-
spectively, if the lead time increases to seven days.
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Figure 9 Numbers of SN alerts that can be announced as a function of
days before maximum light.

4 Discussions and Conclusions

Our simulations show that the CSST wide field and deep
fields can provide more than 16,000 well-classified SNe can-
didates of various types at z ≲ 1 with classification preci-
sion above 90% for type Ia and type II. The proposed 9 deg2

CSST ultra-deep field can contribute another ∼ 2000 well-
observed SN Ia at z ≲ 1.3 for cosmology [25,26]. Meanwhile,
the CSST survey can trigger alerts for the detection of about
15,500 SNe Ia (precision 61%) and 2,100 SNe II (precision
49%) candidates at least two days before maximum. These
samples will be of great value for SN science and cosmology.

It is worth emphasizing the CSST’s unique capability in
the NUV. An example of important applications is search-
ing and observing shock-cooling events. Early-time UV ob-
servations of CCSNe and the measurements of their opti-
cal LCs are crucial for comprehending the physics behind
SN explosions and understanding the progenitor properties
[59, 60]. Only a handful of such events were detected in the
past [61-66]. [67] proposed a method for identifying shock-
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cooling events: an optical survey dataset to locate the SN and
a UV dataset to search for the associated shock-cooling event.

UV observations can capture CCSNe explosions in the
very early phase [68, 69]. We adopt the method in Ref [70]
to predict the number of shock-cooling events of SNe II to be
seen by the CSST, assuming that all the events are from red
supergiant (RSG) progenitors with a single set of fiducial pa-
rameters. The peak absolute magnitude of the shock-cooling
model [60] in the NUV band is determined by the RSG pa-
rameters [70]:

MNUV
peak ≈ −11.2 − 2.3 log10

(
R∗
R⊙

)
− 2.3 log10

(
E

1051 erg

)
, (9)

where the radius R∗ takes the fiducial value of 500 R⊙, and
the energy E = 1051 erg normalized to ejecta mass of 10
M⊙. Using Eq. (9), we obtain the peak absolute magnitude
MNUV

peak ≈ −17 mag. Given that the CSST wide-field sur-
vey reaches 24.5 mag in the NUV band with a single expo-
sure (Table 1), we expect it to be capable of detecting shock-
cooling events up to z ∼ 0.3.

The CSST survey camera has four detectors for NUV
imaging, totaling a FoV of 0.14 deg2. With the volumetric
rate of CCSNe from Eq. (2), we estimate that there are about
three z ≤ 0.3 SNe II exploding within an area of the CSST
NUV FoV every year. We adopt one day as the early detec-
tion window for shock-cooling events [70].

The probability of catching a shock-cooling event is then
3/365, or 0.0082, per CSST pointing, regardless of whether
the pointing is fixed in the sky with a cadence ≥ 1 day or tiles
the sky without overlapping.

The CSST survey will complete about 65,000 pointings
every year. We ignore those repetitive observations within
one day (∼ 28%), which are helpful in general but do not sig-
nificantly increase the probability of detecting shock-cooling
events, and estimate the events observed every year to be
0.0082 × 65, 000 × 0.72, or 380. Therefore, the CSST can
catch hundreds of shock-cooling events serendipitously ev-
ery year in the NUV. This is comparable in numbers to the
projection of the dedicated wide-field UV explorer ULTRA-
SAT [70, 71] but with a wider redshift span.

Another unique aspect of the CSST is its slitless spec-
troscopy observations in the wavelength range 255-1000 nm.
The slitless spectra will provide an additional dimension for
in-depth studies on SNe. We will explore CSST spectro-
scopic SN samples in a future paper.

Finally, the CSST will not be operating alone. Close col-
laboration with its contemporary projects such as the WFST,
the Euclid mission, the Rubin Observatory, and the Roman
Space Telescope will greatly enhance the science for all par-
ties.
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48 A. Möller, V. Ruhlmann-Kleider, C. Leloup, J. Neveu, N. Palanque-
Delabrouille, J. Rich, R. Carlberg, C. Lidman, and C. Pritchet, J. Cos-
mol. Astropart. Phys. 2016, 008 (2016), arXiv: 1608.05423.

49 D. E. Wright, C. J. Lintott, S. J. Smartt, K. W. Smith, L. Fortson,
L. Trouille, C. R. Allen, M. Beck, M. C. Bouslog, A. Boyer, et al.,
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 472, 1315 (2017), arXiv: 1707.05223.

50 D. Muthukrishna, G. Narayan, K. S. Mandel, R. Biswas, and R. Hložek,
Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 131, 118002 (2019), arXiv: 1904.00014.

51 D. A. Duev and S. J. van der Walt, arXiv e-prints arXiv:2111.12142
(2021), arXiv: 2111.12142.

52 R. Kessler, D. Cinabro, B. Bassett, B. Dilday, J. A. Frieman, P. M. Gar-
navich, S. Jha, J. Marriner, R. C. Nichol, M. Sako, et al., Astrophys. J.
717, 40 (2010), arXiv: 1001.0738.

53 N. Palanque-Delabrouille, V. Ruhlmann-Kleider, S. Pascal, J. Rich,
J. Guy, G. Bazin, P. Astier, C. Balland, S. Basa, R. G. Carlberg, et al.,
Astron. Astrophys. 514, A63 (2010), arXiv: 0911.1629.

54 Y. Wang, G. Narayan, and M. Wood-Vasey, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
382, 377 (2007), arXiv: 0708.0033.

55 Y. Wang, E. Gjergo, and S. Kuhlmann, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 451,
1955 (2015), arXiv: 1501.06839.

56 M. Sako, B. Bassett, A. Becker, D. Cinabro, F. DeJongh, D. L. Depoy,
B. Dilday, M. Doi, J. A. Frieman, P. M. Garnavich, et al., Astron. J.
135, 348 (2008), arXiv: 0708.2750.

57 X. Zhou, Y. Gong, X.-M. Meng, X. Chen, Z. Chen, W. Du, L. Fu, and
Z. Luo, Research in Astronomy and Astrophysics 22, 115017 (2022),
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/ac9578.

58 J. P. Bernstein, R. Kessler, S. Kuhlmann, R. Biswas, E. Kovacs,
G. Aldering, I. Crane, C. B. D’Andrea, D. A. Finley, J. A. Frieman,
et al., Astrophys. J. 753, 152 (2012), arXiv: 1111.1969.

59 R. I. Klein and R. A. Chevalier, Astrophys. J. Lett. 223, L109 (1978).
60 I. Rabinak and E. Waxman, Astrophys. J. 728, 63 (2011), arXiv:

1002.3414.
61 W. D. Arnett, J. N. Bahcall, R. P. Kirshner, and S. E. Woosley,

Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 27, 629 (1989).
62 S. Campana, V. Mangano, A. J. Blustin, P. Brown, D. N. Bur-

rows, G. Chincarini, J. R. Cummings, G. Cusumano, M. Della Valle,
D. Malesani, et al., Nature 442, 1008 (2006), arXiv: astro-ph/0603279.

63 S. Gezari, L. Dessart, S. Basa, D. C. Martin, J. D. Neill, S. E. Woosley,
D. J. Hillier, G. Bazin, K. Forster, P. G. Friedman, et al., Astro-
phys. J. Lett. 683, L131 (2008), arXiv: 0804.1123.

64 S. Gezari, A. Rest, M. E. Huber, G. Narayan, K. Forster, J. D. Neill,
D. C. Martin, S. Valenti, S. J. Smartt, R. Chornock, et al., Astro-
phys. J. Lett. 720, L77 (2010), arXiv: 1007.4551.

65 A. Gal-Yam, I. Arcavi, E. O. Ofek, S. Ben-Ami, S. B. Cenko, M. M.
Kasliwal, Y. Cao, O. Yaron, D. Tal, J. M. Silverman, et al., Nature 509,
471 (2014), arXiv: 1406.7640.

66 A. Gagliano, L. Izzo, C. D. Kilpatrick, B. Mockler, W. V. Jacobson-
Galán, G. Terreran, G. Dimitriadis, Y. Zenati, K. Auchettl, M. R. Drout,
et al., Astrophys. J. 924, 55 (2022), arXiv: 2105.09963.

67 K. Schawinski, S. Justham, C. Wolf, P. Podsiadlowski, M. Sullivan,
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