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Gaston Gutierrez,21 Julien Guy,2 Dick Joyce,11 Anthony Kremin,2 Martin Landriau,2 Laurent Le Guillou,22

Marc Manera,23 Aaron Meisner,11 Ramon Miquel,24, 14 John Moustakas,25 Seshadri Nadathur,18

Nathalie Palanque-Delabrouille,4, 2 Will Percival,26, 27, 28 Francisco Prada,29 Ignasi Pérez-Ràfols,30
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We present details regarding the construction of a composite spectrum of quasar (QSO) absorption

line systems. In this composite spectrum we identify more than 70 absorption lines, and observe

oxygen and hydrogen emission features at a higher signal-to-noise ratio than in any previous study.

As the light from a distant quasar travels towards an observer, it may interact with the circumgalactic

medium environment of an intervening galaxy, forming absorption lines. In order to maximize the

signal of these absorption lines, we have selected a sample of 238,838 quasar spectra from the second

data release of the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI), each identified to have absorption

lines resulting from such an interaction. By stacking these spectra in the restframe of the absorption,

and calculating a median composite spectrum, we are able to isolate and enhance these absorption

lines. We provide a full atlas of all detected absorption and emission lines as well as their fit centroids

and equivalent width values. This atlas should aid in future studies investigating the compositions and

physical conditions of these absorbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Shortly following the discovery of quasars (or “QSOs”)

in the early 1960s (e.g Matthews & Sandage 1963;

Schmidt 1963), absorption lines were identified in their

spectra at redshifts distinct from that of their emission.

Wagoner et al. (1967) and Bahcall & Spitzer (1969)

were among the first to propose that these lines were

caused by interactions with gas in the extended halos,

i.e. the circumgalactic environments (CGM), of inter-

vening galaxies that were within the line of sight to the

more distant quasar. Studies of the CGM are summa-

rized in Tumlinson et al. (2017).

Absorption lines in QSO spectra are commonly di-

vided into two groups, parameterized by the velocity

offset between the background QSO and foreground ab-

sorption environment, as determined using their respec-

tive redshifts:

voff = c
zQSO − zABS

1 + zQSO
(1)

Although the exact transition in velocity space between

different types of absorbers is a complex matter, ab-

sorbers at voff > 3,500 km s−1 are generally considered

to be intervening absorbers, whereas those systems at

velocity offsets less then 3500 km s−1 are considered to

be “associated” with the QSO host galaxy (e.g. York

et al. 2006; Zhu & Ménard 2013; Khare et al. 2014; Chen

et al. 2020; Lan 2020; Anand et al. 2021; Wu et al. 2025).

The host galaxies of the circumgalactic environments

that result in intervening absorption line systems are

commonly too dim to be observed, particularly those at

redshifts beyond z = 1 (e.g. Frank et al. 2012; Corlies &

Schiminovich 2016; Corlies et al. 2020; Wijers & Schaye

2022). As such, the produced absorption lines are one of

very few methods by which we can gain insight into the

gas content and other physical characteristics of these

galactic environments.

The construction of median composite spectra is a

technique frequently used in astronomy. By combining

a large sample of similar objects and determining the

median value at each wavelength value, one can reveal

common features, and significantly increase signal-to-

noise (e.g. Francis et al. 1991; Zheng et al. 1997). In

the world of large sky surveys, composite quasar spec-

tra are frequently calculated in order to study emission

or absorption line characteristics (e.g. Brotherton et al.

2001; Vanden Berk et al. 2001, 2008; Alam et al. 2021),

to characterize spectral energy distributions (e.g. Sam-

bruna et al. 1996; Richards et al. 2006; Mullaney et al.

2011), and to determine the nature of different classes

of quasars such as red quasars (e.g. Selsing et al. 2016;

Fawcett et al. 2023) or BAL quasars (e.g. Sprayberry &

Foltz 1992; Gallagher et al. 2007).

In this paper we calculate the composite spectrum of

a large set of intervening absorption line systems. By

shifting the QSO spectra that host these intervening

absorbers into the restframe of their absorption, we are

able to remove both the obscuring effect of the broad

emission lines of the QSO, as well as reduce the innate

noise in the individual data. Similar studies have been

performed in order to search for high ionization state

absorption lines (Lu & Savage 1993), or to characterize

the physical conditions and metal enrichment of the in-

tergalactic medium (York et al. 2006; Pieri et al. 2010),

or to explore the physical properties of intervening Mg II

gas clouds (e.g Zhu & Ménard 2013; Khare et al. 2014;

Lan & Fukugita 2017; Chen et al. 2020; Anand et al.

2021).

A number of studies that utilize absorber composite

spectra further investigate the relationship between Mg

II absorbers, and star formation, in both the case of

associated, and intervening absorption systems. Wild

et al. (2007) utilized composites constructed with both

Ca II and Mg II absorbers to detect the [O II] 3727,

3730Å emission lines. This result was expanded upon

in Ménard et al. (2011) which demonstrated a relation-

ship between the rest-frame equivalent width of Mg II

absorbers and the star formation rate, as measured us-
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ing the [O II] lines (see also López & Chen (2012)).

This relationship is further investigated in the papers

Shen & Ménard (2012); Khare et al. (2014); Joshi et al.

(2018) generally using samples of associated absorption

systems.

A similar analysis of galaxies in the foreground of QSO

spectra was carried out in the Sloan Digital Sky Survey

(e.g. York et al. 2012; Straka et al. 2013, 2015). By

detecting sets of QSO-galaxy pairs observed in the same

fiber these studies were able to measure the emission

features directly in individual spectra without the need

for composite spectra.

Absorber composite studies commonly utilize a cata-

log of absorbers formed based on the detection of a single

high-signal absorption species. The choice of this high-

signal species is significant as it, along with the wave-

length coverage of the spectra utilized, determine the

wavelength coverage of the computed composite spec-

tra. In this study we choose to utilize an input catalog

of Mg II absorbers (Napolitano et al. 2023) detected in

spectra collected by the Dark Energy Spectroscopic In-

strument (DESI) (DESI Collaboration et al. 2016, 2022;

Guy et al. 2023a; Miller et al. 2024; Poppett et al. 2024).

Details regarding the daily operations of the DESI sur-

vey are presented in Schlafly et al. (2023).

DESI has recently completed the processing of its sec-

ond data release, containing spectra from the first three

years of the survey (DESI Collaboration et al. 2025a,b).

The QSO catalog produced using this data release has a

total of 2,456,178 entries, and the details of their selec-

tion and cataloging are given in Chaussidon et al. (2023)

and Alexander et al. (2023). Note that we restrict our

parent QSO sample to only those spectra that were orig-

inally targeted as QSOs in the interest of sample purity.

The Mg II absorption system catalog constructed from

this parent QSO sample has a total of 545,905 entries,

detected in 394,561 total spectra, and its construction

is detailed in Napolitano et al. (2023) and Napolitano

et al. (2025).

In this paper we will utilize this sample in order to con-

struct an extremely high signal-to-noise QSO absorption

line system composite. From this composite, we will cre-

ate an atlas of detected emission and absorption species

and measure their centroids relative to catalog values,

as well as their equivalent width values. In doing so,

we will provide a more complete understanding of these

systems than has previously been possible.

This paper will be organized in the following fashion:

In §2 we will detail the construction of the absorber com-

posite including our sample selection and the composite

construction methodology. In §3 we will consider the

composite, measuring all detected lines with a particu-

lar focus on the emission features we find. In §4 we will

discuss applications of this composite, as well as verify-

ing the nature of the emission features and considering

their significance. In §5 we present our conclusions.

2. DATA METHODS

In this section we will outline the selection of our sam-

ple of intervening absorption systems, as well as that of

our control sample of QSOs with no absorption systems.

We will then detail the methods by which we construct

our median composite spectrum, and the methods by

which we identify and fit the absorption lines present in

the composite spectrum.

2.1. Sample Selection

First we must note that late in the preparation of this

manuscript a bug was discovered in the Mg II detection

pipeline that produced the catalog used in this analysis.

This bug resulted in a number of possible doublet candi-

dates, with line separations too narrow to be Mg II, be-

ing incorrectly passed to the MCMC fitting stage of our

detection procedure. The majority of these erroneously

considered absorber candidates were later rejected on

the basis of the quality cuts described in Napolitano

et al. (2023), however a small number can still be found

in the currently existing catalogs.

When reconstructing the DESI DR2 catalog following

the resolution of this bug, the total sample size decreases

from 545,905 entries to 539,151, a percentage decrease

slightly greater than 1%. As the analyses carried out in

this paper are based on composite spectra, which should

be highly insensitive to such a small change in sample

size, we did not feel it necessary to re-preform these anal-

yses and they are presented using the initially detected

sample. This issue will not be present in the DESI DR2

Mg II absorber catalog when it is made publicly avail-

able.

In order to construct our composite spectrum, we

must first select a suitable sample of absorbers from the

full population of 545,905 absorbers initially detected in

the DESI DR2 data. Firstly, we remove all associated

absorption systems, that is absorbers with velocity off-

set values greater than 3500 km s−1, as the restframe of

these absorbers is similar to the restframe of their back-

ground QSOs, and the QSO emission lines present could

influence the resulting composite spectrum.

Next, we make the choice to incorporate only QSO

spectra in which a single Mg II absorber was detected.

This ensures a smoother continuum in the resulting com-

posite, as the effect of absorption lines from absorption

systems at other redshifts, as well as the effect of the

emission lines of each background QSO, should be mini-

mized or mitigated entirely. Both of these features could
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be amplified if we were to use QSO spectra in which mul-

tiple absorbers were detected, particularly at the edges

of our redshift coverage where fewer spectra are avail-

able. These choices reduce our sample to 238,838 single

intervening absorber QSO spectra.

Notably, we do not expect this latter choice, to use

only QSO spectra in which a single Mg II absorber was

detected, to affect the science results of this study, as the

natures of all intervening absorption systems are simi-

lar, and the presence of multiple absorption systems in

a single QSO spectrum is solely the result of the line of

sight to the QSO. As such, this choice is made primar-

ily to simplify the reduction of the composite spectrum,

which we will detail in §2.3.
As the absorption systems present in these spectra

have been identified using the Mg II absorption doublet

at 2796Å 2803Å, and DESI spectra have an observed

wavelength coverage of [3600Å, 9824Å], the range of

possible absorption systems redshifts is zABS ≈ [0.3, 2.5].

Figure 1 presents the redshift distribution for these ab-

sorbers. Fewer absorbers are detected at the low and

high ends of this distribution due in large part to the

underlying QSO redshift distribution in DESI, as well

as increased noise at the edges of the DESI spectrum

(e.g. Chaussidon et al. 2023). Additionally, there are

slight dips in the distribution around z ≈ 1.1 and z ≈
1.8, which we interpret to be due to the DESI spectro-

graph crossover regions (DESI Collaboration et al. 2016;

Napolitano et al. 2023).

One relevant consideration in construction our sam-

ple is the distribution of Mg II rest-frame equivalent

width values with respect to redshift. Generally, absorp-

tion line systems at low redshifts have smaller equiva-

lent width values than those at higher redshifts (Lan

& Fukugita 2017). As a result the absorbers than con-

tribute to the reddest region of our composite will gener-

ally have lower equivalent width values than those that

contribute to the bluest region. We choose not to make

any selection on the rest-frame equivalent width in the

interest of maximizing sample size.

Next, we construct a control sample of DESI QSOs

without any detected Mg II absorbers. The total popu-

lation of such objects in DESI DR2 is 2,061,617 spectra.

From this sample we first remove the 25 percent of QSOs

that have lowest g-band flux. This is done as the com-

pleteness of our Mg II detection approach is reduced

for these fainter spectra (Napolitano et al. 2023), and

as such we can be less confident that these spectra do

not have undetected Mg II absorbers. Additionally, this

cut results in the distributions of g-band flux values be-

tween QSO spectra with, and without, Mg II absorbers

being in greater agreement as the population of spectra

Figure 1. Histogram of absorber redshift values for the
238,838 absorption line systems in our sample. Bins are 0.1
wide in redshift space.

with detected absorbers tends to be brighter than that

of spectra with no detected absorbers.

For each single-absorber QSO spectrum in our sam-

ple, we then select a matching control QSO spectrum.

This selection is performed for each absorbed QSO spec-

trum by determining which DESI QSO with no detected

Mg II absorbers minimizes the total difference in redshift

and TSNR2 QSO value. TSNR2 QSO is a measurement of

the signal-to-noise ratio of the spectrum, where certain

regions are more heavily weighted according to the ex-

pected spectral characteristics of the target class (Guy

et al. 2023b). Each control QSO spectrum is matched

exclusively to a single-absorber QSO spectrum, i.e. each

member of the control sample is unique. Comparison

of this control sample will enable confirmation of the

source of any features in the single-absorber composite

spectrum, as well as aiding in the fitting of these fea-

tures.

Figure 2 displays the distributions of multiple param-

eters of our absorber and control samples. Comparing

them we can note that the absorber sample tends to have

slightly higher values of QSO redshift and TSNR2 QSO.

This is due to a bias in detecting Mg II absorbers, as

QSOs above redshift z = 2.1 are targeted to receive addi-

tional observations in DESI (Myers et al. 2023). Multi-

ple observations of the same object then increase signal-

to-noise ratio, and make it easier to detect an absorption

line system (Napolitano et al. 2023). Noting this, we

consider our two samples to be in strong enough agree-

ment to enable the analyses we perform in this paper.

2.2. Composite Construction

Having determined our sample of absorbed QSO spec-

tra, as well as our control sample, we can now consider

the methods by which we calculate the composite spec-

trum for each. As previously mentioned, the wavelength
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Figure 2. Histograms displaying the distributions of the
redshift (top), TSNR2 QSO (middle) and W2 band flux val-
ues for both our absorber (light green) and control (blue)
sample. Each histogram is drawn with 500 equally sized
bins.

coverage of DESI spectra is [3600Å, 9824Å] and the ap-

proximate redshift range of our absorption line systems

is zABS ≈ [0.3, 2.5]. As the rest-frame wavelength cover-

age of a zABS = 0.3 absorber is ≈ [2770, 7557], and that

of a zABS = 2.5 absorber is ≈ [1028Å,2806Å], this in-

forms a natural wavelength range of [1030Å, 7500Å] for

our absorber restframe composite. Relatedly, we choose

a pixel spacing of of 0.4Å, corresponding to the native

DESI wavelength spacing of 0.8Å, shifted into the rest-

frame of a zABS = 1.0 absorption system, a value close to

the center of our redshift distribution. Figure 3 shows

the number of spectra that when shifted into the absorp-

tion restframe contribute to each pixel of the composite

spectrum.

Next, we shift each spectrum in our sample into the

restframe of its detected absorption system by dividing

its wavelength coverage by (1+ zABS). We then resam-

ple the flux values of the spectrum onto the common

rest-frame wavelength grid using the Python package

scipy.signal, which utilizes FFT transformations to

perform the resampling (Virtanen et al. 2020). In or-

der to normalize our individual spectra, we divide by

Figure 3. The number of spectra, that when resampled into
the absorber restframe, cover each pixel of the composite’s
wavelength grid. The distribution peaks in the range [2795Å,
2804Å], which is the location of the Mg II doublet, and is
available in the restframe of all 238,838 absorption systems.

the median flux in two regions immediately adjacent

to the Mg II absorption doublet, [2760Å, 2780Å] and

[2820Å, 2840Å]. Both of these regions are available in

the restframe for the majority of our sample, however at

the edges of our redshift distribution only one may be

present.

We perform this process of shifting into the restframe,

resampling flux values, and normalizing via the regions

adjacent to the Mg II absorption doublet for all 238,838

entries in our sample of QSO spectra that host one de-

tected absorption line system. We then repeat this pro-

cess for our control sample, using the absorption sys-

tem redshift of the absorbed spectrum to which each

control group member was matched. Finally, we calcu-

late the median value in each pixel of our common rest-

frame wavelength grid, producing our composite spec-

trum. We determine the error in our composite spec-

trum by taking the difference between the 16th and 84th

percentile value in each pixel and dividing by the square

root of the number of spectra which, when shifted into

the restframe of the absorption system, cover that pixel,

as shown in Figure 3.

In Figure 4, we present the results of this procedure

for both our sample of spectra with a single detected

absorption system, and our control sample. We can im-

mediately note that the control sample composite is sig-

nificantly brighter than the absorber sample composite

at wavelengths less than 2000Å, and slightly brighter at

wavelengths greater than 5000Å. A number of absorp-

tion lines are immediately evident in the absorber sam-

ple composite, including the Mg II doublet at ∼ 2800Å,

C IV doublet at ∼ 1550Å and a broad Lyman-α ab-
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Figure 4. Median composite spectra calculated for both our sample of QSO spectra with a single detected Mg II absorber, and
our matched control sample of QSO spectra with no detected absorbers. Also presented is the error spectrum associated with
the absorber sample composite. Note that we do not show the error spectrum associated with the control sample, as the two
error spectra would appear nearly identical.

sorption line at ∼ 1215Å. In the following subsection,

we will detail the methods by which we identify and

fit these lines, and the many additional lines that are

present.

2.3. Composite Reduction & Line Fitting

Having calculated our composite spectrum, we can

now consider the process of line identification. Rather

than automating this step, we choose to perform a pre-

cise visual inspection, wherein the absorber sample com-

posite was carefully scanned by eye in order to identify

possible lines. Observed lines were then identified, and

confirmed, using resources such as atomic spectra at-

lases, like those provided by Morton (1991, 2003) and

Kramida et al. (2024), as well as lists of absorption lines

from similar projects and references therein (e.g. Lu &

Savage 1993; Vanden Berk et al. 2001; Pieri et al. 2010).

Note that hereafter we will refer to Morton (2003) as

M03 and Kramida et al. (2024) simply as NIST.

In total we observe 72 unique absorption lines, arising

from 26 unique absorption species. Additionally, we ob-

serve 7 emission lines corresponding to the transitions:

[O II], Hγ, Hβ, [O III] and Hα.

In order to cleanly fit these atomic lines, we will need

to normalize our composite spectrum, for which we can

utilize the control sample composite detailed in §2.2. As

previously noted, the overall shape, ignoring absorption

species, of the control and “absorber” composite spectra

are quite similar, however the control sample composite

is significantly brighter at wavelengths less than 2000Å.

This difference in brightness is due to reddening

from the dust associated with the absorbing gas,

details regarding the magnitude of this absorp-

tion can be found in Napolitano et al. (2025).

To better fit the control sample composite to the ab-

sorber composite, we first divide the absorber sample

composite by the control sample composite, resulting in

the spectrum seen in the top panel of Figure 5. We then

mask all pixels within 10Å of all detected emission and

absorption lines, increasing this to 40Å for the broader

Lyman-α line.

Next, we fit a cubic B-spline, as implemented in the

Python package SciPy, to the masked composite spec-

trum. The resulting fit can be seen in the middle panel of

Figure 5 (Virtanen et al. 2020). In order to avoid over-

fitting or underfitting the masked composite, we must

carefully choose a smoothness value for our spline. We

do so by testing a range of possible values, and calcu-

lating the sum of squared differences from a y = 1 line

in the previously masked regions around our detected

emission and absorption lines. We find that this quan-

tity steadily decreases with increased smoothing, up to a

value of 1.1, at which point further smoothing has little

effect in the line regions, and instead begins to under-

fit the broad features of the composite continuum. For

this reason, we select a smoothing value for our spline

of s = 1.1.

By then dividing the absorber sample composite by

the product of our spline fit and the control sample

composite, we successfully reduce our absorber sample

composite, such that it is suitable for line fitting. This
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Figure 5. Visualization of the absorber sample continuum reduction method. Top: The result of dividing the absorber sample
composite by the control sample composite, as seen in Figure 4. Middle: The result of masking the regions around the detected
absorption and emission lines as described in the text. The purple line then shows the result of fitting a cubic B-spline with
smoothness = 1.1 to the masked data. Bottom: The continuum-reduced absorber composite, calculated by dividing the product
of the spline fit from the middle panel and the initial control sample composite.

reduced composite spectrum can be seen in the bottom

panel of Figure 5 and a zoomed in and labeled version

of this spectrum is shown in Figure 6.

Having now reduced our absorber composite spec-

trum, we can consider the matter of line fitting. We

have designed our own line-fitting procedure, in which

the majority of lines are fit using a single Gaussian1D

model, as implemented in Astropy, which is initialized

at the catalog wavelength of the atomic line (Astropy

Collaboration et al. 2022). For lines whose catalog wave-

length values are within 4.0Å of a second line, such as

the C IV and [O II] doublets, or O I 1302Å and Si II

1304Å, we instead use a compound model composed of

two Gaussian1D models. The lines in the region around

Lyman-α require a special case solution: first, due to its

width, we fit the Lyman-α line itself using a Voight1D

profile, and then form a compound model that includes

all other lines in the region from 1200 to 1255Å. A vi-

sualization of the output of our line fit procedure for all

detected lines is shown in Figure 7.

After fitting each line, we record the parameters of the

fit, as well as calculating the equivalent width of the line.

In order to determine the uncertainties in these values,

we draw 10,000 resampled composite spectra according

to the error spectrum associated with our reduced ab-

sorber composite and perform our fit procedure, again

recording the line parameters and equivalent width. In

the next section we will detail the results of this process
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and discuss our full atlas of observed absorption and

emission lines.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1. Line Fitting Results

The fit line centroid values andW0 values for all fit line

species are shown alongside their catalog vacuum wave-

length and oscillator strength values in Tables 1 and

2. All vacuum wavelengths and oscillator strength val-

ues are sourced from NIST when available. Section §3.2
details which lines are instead sourced from M03 due

to data availability. We can immediately note that the

uncertainties in W0 are highest at the edges of the wave-

length coverage of the composite, and steadily decrease

approaching the Mg II lines, which have extremely pre-

cise measurements. Examining the W0 values, we note

that the Lyman-α line is by far the strongest, and other

strong lines include the Mg II doublet (2796Å, 2803Å),

Si III 1206Å, the C IV doublet (1548Å, 1550Å), and

O VI 1032Å, although this line has large uncertainties.

The centroids of all fit lines are within 1Å of the refer-

ence value, and many are within 0.1Å or less, suggesting

that our fits are reliable and species identifications ac-

curate.

We note that our list contains a number of blended line

systems, these include both multiplet blends such as N

I 1134Å, N I 1200Å and Ti II 1910Å as well as inter-

species blends such as lines we observe at 2026Å and

2062Å, which are composed of Zn II, Cr II, Mg I and Cr

II and Zn II respectively. For each of these blends, the

table wavelength we provide is an un-weighted average

of the components. However we do provide the oscillator

strength values for each component line as well as the

individual vacuum wavelength values in a table footnote.

Examining the complete list of fit lines, we can observe

that all detected absorption species are transitions from

the ground state, suggesting that there is not a signif-

icant ionizing radiation background present in the ab-

sorbing gas. At least, there is not one capable of produc-

ing excited states that would result in additional absorp-

tion lines visible in the optical. Previous studies have

detected O VIII and Ne IX absorption in CGM-like gas

Nicastro et al. (e.g. 2002, 2005). It is worth considering

then, that the gas that produces the absorption lines we

observe may not be co-spatial with the absorbing gas.

Certainly they are at similar redshifts, and are likely to

be associated with the same galactic environment, but

the regions in which they arise are likely to be distinct.

3.2. Challenging Line Identifications

While examining our full sample of absorption lines,

we encountered a number of challenges in identification.

Here we will document the natures of these challenges,

as well as explain our reasoning for assigning a given

identification.

Firstly, we considered two possible identifications from

G03 for the line we observe at 1039Å, either O I

1039.2304Å or Fe II 1039.3128Å. Both are transitions

from the ground state, however the Fe II line does not

appear on NIST. Additionally, the centroid of our Gaus-

sian line fit is 1039.208Å, which is in better agreement

with the O I line; for these reasons we adopt this iden-

tification.

Concerning the line we observe at 1122Å, we con-

sidered three possible identifications from G03, C I

1122.2597Å, C I 1122.437Å and Fe III 1122.5183Å. Of

these, the latter two are transitions from the ground

state, however the excited state line C I 1122.2597Å is

in best agreement with our fit centroid value. Finding it

very unlikely that this line could result from an excited

state, since as previously noted all other detected lines

are associated with transitions from the ground state,

we have decided on an identification of C I 1122.437Å,

as it is in closer agreement with the fit line centroid

compared to Fe III 1122.5183Å.

Finally, we can consider the lines we detect at 1454Å

and 1709Å. In both cases we considered two possible

identifications, a Ni II line listed in G03, but not found

on NIST (1454.842Å and 1709.6042Å respectively), and

an Fe II line (1454.838Å and 1709.5543Å respectively).

Despite reservations due to the inability to find the Ni

II lines on NIST, we ultimately choose to adopt these

identifications, as both Fe II lines are transitions from an

excited state, and therefore we find them very unlikely.

Notably the Ni II 1454Å line is not present in the finding

list for interstellar lines in QSO spectra from York et al.

(2006, their Table A2), however the Ni II 1709Å line is

present.

3.3. Examining Emission Line Detection

As the emission features we detect in our compos-

ite have not been observed to the same signal-to-noise

ratio in previously constructed composite spectra, we

consider their observation worthy of additional inves-

tigation. Firstly, to demonstrate definitively that these

emission lines are a feature of the intervening absorption

systems, we will analyze composites constructed using

only high voff systems. Then we will consider how the

detectability of these emission features scales with the

number of Mg II absorbers used in the construction of

the composite.

When selecting our sample, we choose to use any ab-

sorber with voff > 3,500 km s−1, a fairly canonical value

for the separation of intervening and associated absorp-
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Figure 6. Labeled and horizontally stretched version of the reduced absorber sample median composite spectrum, as plotted
in Figure 5. Detected absorption and emission lines are labeled, and lines that are blends of multiple species have each species
listed. Note that the scale on both axes varies.

tion systems (e.g. York et al. 2006; Zhu & Ménard 2013;

Khare et al. 2014; Chen et al. 2020; Anand et al. 2021).

However, this value was commonly thought to be larger

in past studies (see discussion in Shen & Ménard 2012),

and even considering the present value there are envi-

ronments, such as large galaxy groups, in which emission

not arising from the absorbing gas could be co-spatial

with it.

To verify that the emission lines we detect are truly

associated with the absorption line systems, and not the

QSO host galaxy, or any nearby group member, we con-

struct two sub-samples, one composed of systems with

voff > 50,000 km s−1, and a second composed of systems

with voff > 100,000 km s−1.

These specific thresholds are chosen arbitrarily, and

the resulting sub-samples contain 56.4% (N = 134,610)

and 22.2% (N = 53,060) of the full sample respectively.

Considering the voff > 50,000 km s−1 sub-sample, we

can note that the median background QSO redshift in

this sample is zQSO = 2.324, and the median absorption

system redshift is zABS = 1.244. In a ΛCDM cosmology

with H0 = 69.6 km s−1Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.286 and ΩΛ =

0.714, these redshift values correspond to a difference in

comoving radial distance of ∼ 1800 Mpc, a distance far

too great for any causal effect between the background

QSO and foreground absorber (Wright 2006; Bennett

et al. 2014). This difference in comoving radial distance

determined by the median QSO and absorber system
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Figure 7. Grid view of the output of our line fitting procedure. A subplot is drawn for each noted absorption or emission line.
The absorber composite is shown in light green, and the model fit shown in blue. Each line is plotted in a 10σ range around its
centroid value. Subplots are titled by the line’s vacuum wavelength, as given in Tables 1 & 2.
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redshift values increases to ∼ 2666 Mpc for the voff >

100,000 km s−1 sub-sample.

Using these sub-samples we then construct composite

spectra and plot the emission line regions in Figure 8.

We can immediately note that the emission features are

nearly identical in all three composites, clearly confirm-

ing that these features are indeed associated with the

absorption systems.

Figure 8. The regions of the composite spectrum featuring
emission features. Composites are plotted for the full sample
as well as two high voff sub-samples as indicated in the legend
in the bottom right. Note that the y-axis has been arbitrarily
rescaled so as to enable comparison between the different
composites.

Next, we consider the detectability of these emission

features. Specifically we will consider the [O II] doublet

at 3727Å, 3730Å, as it is both the strongest emission

feature by equivalent width in the reduced composite,

and it is covered by the largest fraction of the sample,

as can be seen in Figure 3. All absorbers at redshifts

0.3 < zABS < 1.6 when shifted into their restframe

will cover the [O II] doublet; the total number of such

systems is 154,138, ∼ 64.5% of our total sample. From

this we draw random samples of smaller numbers of ab-

sorption systems and compute composite spectra. These

composites are collectively shown in Figure 9. We ob-

serve that the [O II] emission doublet is indistinguish-

able from the noise in composites having less than N

= 5,000 spectra, and that the doublet only begins to

be well-resolved with N ∼ 10,000 spectra. Here we can

clearly see the increase in signal-to-noise ratio gained by

constructing an absorber composite spectrum with such

a large sample.

Having demonstrated both that the emission features

we detect are related to the absorption systems, and

that their extremely low signal likely made them unde-

Figure 9. The [O II] doublet, 3727Å, 3729Å], as resolved
in composite spectra constructed with a varying number of
absorption systems. The number of systems contributing to
each composite is shown in the upper left hand of each sub-
plot. The central green line is the median composite spec-
trum, and the gray bands show the error in the composite
measurement. Note that the y-scale changes significantly be-
tween panels.

tectable in many previously constructed composites, we

consider our detection to be extremely robust.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have described the construction and

analysis of a composite spectrum of QSO absorption line

systems using a catalog of Mg II absorbers identified in

spectra from the second data release (DR2) of DESI.

We have outlined the methods by which we constructed

our sample of 238,838 absorbers, considering only those

QSO spectra with a single identified Mg II absorber at

voff > 3,500 km s−1. We further construct a control sam-

ple of QSO spectra with no detected Mg II absorbers, by

matching to our absorbed sample on the basis of QSO

redshift and signal-to-noise ratio

For both our absorbed QSO and control QSO sam-

ple, we have calculated median spectra in the restframe

of the detected absorption systems. We have outlined

the necessary procedures including the resampling of

flux values on a common wavelength grid from [1030Å,

7500Å] with a 0.4Å spacing and the normalization of

individual spectra using the average flux in regions ad-

jacent to the Mg II absorption doublet. The resulting

composite spectra are presented in Figure 4.

We have then detailed the methods by which we

searched for absorption features in the absorber sam-

ple composite spectrum, finding a total of 72 absorption

lines from 26 atomic species. We also identify 7 emis-

sion lines, associated with the [O II], Hγ, Hβ, [O III]

and Hα transitions. Some of these features, particularly

[O II], have been observed and utilized in previous stud-



12

ies of absorber composite spectra (e.g. Wild et al. 2007;

Ménard et al. 2011; Zhu & Ménard 2013; Khare et al.

2014; Joshi et al. 2018), whereas others (Hβ, Hγ) have

only been previously observed in QSO-galaxy pairs (e.g.

York et al. 2012; Straka et al. 2013, 2015). Here we pro-

duce the highest signal-to-noise ratio measurement of

these lines in an absorber composite spectrum presently

available. In order to fit the lines we observe, we first es-

timate a continuum for our absorbed sample composite

spectrum using the control sample composite spectrum

and a cubic b-spline fit.

We have detailed the methods by which we fit the

resulting reduced absorber composite, and the results

of this line-fitting procedure are presented in our full

line atlas (Tables 1 and 2). We further describe the

process by which we derive line identifications, relying

primarily on Morton (2003) and Kramida et al. (2024).

We have noted how we made identifications for some

challenging lines. Finally, we carefully verified that the

emission lines we observed in our absorber composite

are genuinely at the same redshift as the gas associated

with the absorbers, by constructing composites only at

very high voff . We then also examined the increase

in signal-to-noise of the [O II] doublet with increasing

sample size, demonstrating that the emission features

present in this composite would not have been readily

detectable in many previous absorber composite stud-

ies. The details presented in the paper provide the most

complete study of the composite spectrum of QSO ab-

sorption line systems in the wavelength range [1030Å,

7500Å] to date, and should aid in further studies of the

physical natures of these absorbers. Furthermore, our

analysis here provides an opportunity to better model

absorption line systems, and understand their impact on

studies of the Lyman-α forest, and other studies of the

spectra of QSOs. In future work we intend to examine

the composites formed when binning absorbers based on

their W0 values, and to construct similar composites for

the DESI DR3 sample, when made available.
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López, G., & Chen, H.-W. 2012, MNRAS, 419, 3553

Lu, L., & Savage, B. D. 1993, ApJ, 403, 127

Matthews, T. A., & Sandage, A. R. 1963, ApJ, 138, 30

Ménard, B., Wild, V., Nestor, D., et al. 2011, MNRAS, 417,

801

Miller, T. N., Doel, P., Gutierrez, G., et al. 2024, AJ, 168,

95

Morton, D. C. 1991, ApJS, 77, 119

—. 2003, ApJS, 149, 205

Mullaney, J. R., Alexander, D. M., Goulding, A. D., &

Hickox, R. C. 2011, MNRAS, 414, 1082

Myers, A. D., Moustakas, J., Bailey, S., et al. 2023, AJ,

165, 50

Napolitano, L., Pandey, A., Myers, A. D., et al. 2023, AJ,

166, 99

Napolitano, L., Myers, A. D., Fawcett, V. A., et al. 2025,

AJ, 170, 16

Nicastro, F., Zezas, A., Drake, J., et al. 2002, ApJ, 573, 157

Nicastro, F., Mathur, S., Elvis, M., et al. 2005, Nature, 433,

495

Pieri, M. M., Frank, S., Weinberg, D. H., Mathur, S., &

York, D. G. 2010, ApJL, 724, L69

Poppett, C., Tyas, L., Aguilar, J., et al. 2024, AJ, 168, 245

Richards, G. T., Lacy, M., Storrie-Lombardi, L. J., et al.

2006, ApJS, 166, 470

Sambruna, R. M., Maraschi, L., & Urry, C. M. 1996, ApJ,

463, 444

Schlafly, E. F., Kirkby, D., Schlegel, D. J., et al. 2023, AJ,

166, 259

Schmidt, M. 1963, Nature, 197, 1040

Selsing, J., Fynbo, J. P. U., Christensen, L., & Krogager,

J. K. 2016, A&A, 585, A87

Shen, Y., & Ménard, B. 2012, ApJ, 748, 131

Sprayberry, D., & Foltz, C. B. 1992, ApJ, 390, 39

Straka, L. A., Whichard, Z. L., Kulkarni, V. P., et al. 2013,

MNRAS, 436, 3200

Straka, L. A., Noterdaeme, P., Srianand, R., et al. 2015,

MNRAS, 447, 3856

Tumlinson, J., Peeples, M. S., & Werk, J. K. 2017,

ARA&A, 55, 389

Vanden Berk, D., Khare, P., York, D. G., et al. 2008, ApJ,

679, 239

Vanden Berk, D. E., Richards, G. T., Bauer, A., et al. 2001,

AJ, 122, 549

Virtanen, P., Gommers, R., Oliphant, T. E., et al. 2020,

Nature Methods, 17, 261

Wagoner, R. V., Fowler, W. A., & Hoyle, F. 1967, ApJ,

148, 3

Wijers, N. A., & Schaye, J. 2022, MNRAS, 514, 5214

Wild, V., Hewett, P. C., & Pettini, M. 2007, MNRAS, 374,

292

Wright, E. L. 2006, PASP, 118, 1711

Wu, X., Cai, Z., Lan, T. W., et al. 2025, ApJ, 983, 186

York, D. G., Khare, P., Vanden Berk, D., et al. 2006,

MNRAS, 367, 945

York, D. G., Straka, L. A., Bishof, M., et al. 2012, MNRAS,

423, 3692

Zheng, W., Kriss, G. A., Telfer, R. C., Grimes, J. P., &

Davidsen, A. F. 1997, ApJ, 475, 469

Zhu, G., & Ménard, B. 2013, ApJ, 770, 130

http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/827/2/148
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac882b
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2503.14738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad2603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/170066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/170066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.20172.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.20172.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/519438
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acb212
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acb212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/794/1/66
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab989a
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa93eb
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19998.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/147615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad45fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad45fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/191601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/377639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18448.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aca5f9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aca5f9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ace62c
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ace62c
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/adc389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/340489
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/724/1/L69
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad76a4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/506525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/177260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/177260
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad0832
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad0832
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/1971040a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/748/2/131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/171257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1798
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2739
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-091916-055240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/587122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/587122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/149126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/149126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.11146.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.11146.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/510102
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/adb28a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.10018.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21166.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21166.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/303560
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/770/2/130


14

Table 1. Absorption Lines Observed in Absorber Composite

Vacuum Oscillator Observed

Wavelength (Å) Species Strength (fik) Wavelength (Å) W0 (Å)

1031.9268 O VI 1.33E-1 1031.950 1.413+0.416
−0.212

1036.335 C II 1.19E-1 1036.384 1.310+0.154
−0.294

1037.6154 O VI 6.60E-2 1037.754 0.858+0.534
−0.181

1039.230 O I 9.16E-3 1039.208 0.756+0.144
−0.256

1063.020 Fe II 1.4E-2 1062.980 0.807+0.111
−0.138

1081.872 Fe II 1.3E-2 1081.805 0.543+0.108
−0.088

1083.990 N II 1.11E-1 1083.962 0.951+0.038
−0.054

1096.871 Fe II 3.3E-2 1096.796 0.541+0.052
−0.043

1122.443 C I 1.27E-3 1122.264 0.699+0.039
−0.038

1125.442 Fe II 1.6E-2 1125.694 0.603+0.103
−0.150

1134.520 N Ia 1.46E-2/2.87E-2/4.16E-2 1134.553 0.838+0.032
−0.029

1143.220 Fe II 1.9E-2 1143.203 0.495+0.044
−0.038

1144.926 Fe II 8.3E-2 1144.962 0.704+0.021
−0.024

1190.42 Si II 2.77E-1 1190.400 1.208+0.010
−0.010

1193.28 Si II 5.75E-1 1193.294 1.281+0.009
−0.009

1200.161 N Ib 1.32E-1/8.69E-2/4.32E-2 1200.089 1.021+0.015
−0.014

1206.51 Si III 1.67E0 1206.510 1.463+0.008
−0.007

1215.673 Lyα 4.164E-1 1215.659 9.416+0.033
−0.034

1238.804 N V 1.56E-1 1238.864 0.502+0.031
−0.034

1242.795 N V 7.80E-2 1242.755 0.336+0.035
−0.030

1250.5834 S II 6.02E-3 1250.553 0.301+0.035
−0.024

1253.813 S II 1.21E-2 1253.764 0.418+0.021
−0.020

1260.42 Si II 1.22E0 1260.397 1.430+0.007
−0.007

1302.168 O I 5.20E-2 1302.171 1.127+0.007
−0.006

1304.37 Si II 9.28E-2 1304.366 0.999+0.008
−0.007

1317.22 Ni IIc - 1317.255 0.290+0.028
−0.023

1334.5323 C II 1.29E-1 1334.546 1.469+0.005
−0.005

1370.14 Ni II - 1370.124 0.289+0.026
−0.019

1393.76 Si IV 5.13E-1 1393.763 1.176+0.005
−0.004

1402.77 Si IV 2.55E-1 1402.770 0.970+0.005
−0.005

1454.842 Ni II 1.9E-3 1454.829 0.160+0.021
−0.020

1526.72 Si II 1.33E-1 1526.707 1.149+0.003
−0.003

1548.2043 C IV 1.90E-1 1548.210 1.500+0.003
−0.003

1550.784 C IV 9.52E-2 1550.770 1.311+0.003
−0.003

1560.3083 C I 7.16E-2 1560.227 0.365+0.012
−0.057

1608.4508 Fe II 5.91E-2 1608.452 0.772+0.004
−0.005

1611.197 Fe II 1.4E-3 1611.223 0.202+0.025
−0.021

1656.9282 C I 1.43E-1 1656.997 0.306+0.014
−0.013

1670.7867 Al II 1.77E0 1670.788 1.189+0.003
−0.003

1709.6042 Ni II 2.6E-3 1709.569 0.278+0.011
−0.011

1741.55 Ni II - 1741.561 0.239+0.011
−0.011

1751.9157 Ni II - 1751.955 0.239+0.011
−0.011

Table 1 continued
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Table 1 (continued)

Vacuum Oscillator Observed

Wavelength (Å) Species Strength (fik) Wavelength (Å) W0 (Å)

1808.00 Si II 2.49E-3 1808.003 0.393+0.006
−0.006

1854.7164 Al III 5.61E-1 1854.719 0.732+0.003
−0.003

1862.7895 Al III 2.79E-1 1862.799 0.558+0.004
−0.004

1910.7831 Ti IId 1.04E-1 1910.719 0.143+0.015
−0.017

2026.295 Zn II/Cr II/Mg Ie 5.01E-1/1.30E-3/1.13E-1 2026.202 0.328+0.006
−0.006

2056.2568 Cr II 1.03E-1 2056.244 0.253+0.007
−0.007

2062.4483 Cr II/Zn IIf 7.59E-2/2.46E-1 2062.383 0.294+0.007
−0.006

2066.1639 Cr II 5.12E-2 2066.155 0.179+0.009
−0.010

2249.8752 Fe II 1.82E-3 2249.877 0.263+0.006
−0.006

2260.7791 Fe II 2.44E-3 2260.771 0.318+0.005
−0.005

2344.2127 Fe II 1.14E-1 2344.213 1.083+0.002
−0.002

2374.4601 Fe II 3.59E-2 2374.463 0.793+0.002
−0.002

2382.7639 Fe II 3.20E-1 2382.766 1.324+0.002
−0.002

2576.8752 Mn II 3.58E-1 2576.880 0.351+0.004
−0.004

2586.6494 Fe II 7.17E-2 2586.649 1.028+0.002
−0.002

2594.4966 Mn II 2.79E-1 2594.499 0.326+0.004
−0.004

2600.1721 Fe II 2.39E-1 2600.174 1.334+0.001
−0.002

2606.4587 Mn II 1.96E-1 2606.462 0.280+0.005
−0.005

2796.352 Mg II 6.08E-1 2796.354 1.875+0.001
−0.001

2803.530 Mg II 3.03E-1 2803.533 1.726+0.001
−0.001

2852.965 Mg I 1.80E0 2852.962 0.745+0.002
−0.002

3067.2375 Ti II 4.89E-2 3067.066 0.122+0.015
−0.018

3073.8629 Ti II 1.21E-1 3073.807 0.180+0.009
−0.009

3230.1217 Ti II 6.87E-2 3230.106 0.120+0.013
−0.015

3242.9180 Ti II 2.32E-1 3242.921 0.204+0.007
−0.007

3384.7300 Ti II 3.58E-1 3384.722 0.279+0.006
−0.007

3934.77 Ca II 6.82E-1 3934.760 0.559+0.005
−0.005

3969.59 Ca II 3.3E-1 3969.551 0.427+0.006
−0.006

5891.5853 Na I 6.41E-1 5891.529 0.466+0.029
−0.112

5897.5582 Na I 3.20E-1 5897.410 0.338+0.039
−0.086

a Blend of N I lines: 1134.165 Å, 1134.415 Å, 1134.980 Å.
b Blend of N I lines: 1199.550 Å, 1200.223 Å, 1200.710 Å.
c Note that oscillator strength values are not available on NIST for many of the Ni II lines we observe.
d Blend of Ti II lines: 1910.6123 Å, 1910.9538 Å.
e Blend of Zn II 2026.1371 Å, Cr II 2026.271 Å, Mg I 2026.477 Å.
f Blend of Cr II 2062.2360 Å, Zn II 2062.6604 Å.
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Table 2. Emission Lines Observed in Absorber Composite

Vacuum Oscillator Observed

Wavelength (Å) Species Strength (fik) Wavelength (Å) W0 (Å)

3727.092 [O II] 3.31E-13 3727.091 0.250+0.021
−0.018

3729.875 [O II] 8.95E-14 3729.886 0.304+0.014
−0.016

4341.692 Hγ 4.469E-2 4341.403 0.147+0.023
−0.031

4862.71 Hβ 1.194E-1 4862.638 0.265+0.018
−0.019

4960.295 [O III] 2.81E-14 4960.277 0.270+0.026
−0.025

5008.240 [O III] 1.32E-13 5008.346 0.422+0.015
−0.015

6564.60 Hα 6.411E-1 6564.633 0.479+0.043
−0.046
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