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Hu Zou5, Zhicheng He1,2, Huiyuan Wang1,2, Cheqiu Lyu1,2,

Cheng Jia1,2, Chengyu Ma1,2, Xu Kong1,2

1Department of Astronomy, University of Science and Technology of China,

Hefei 230026, People’s Republic of China

2School of Astronomy and Space Science, University of Science and Technology of China,

Hefei 230026, People’s Republic of China

3European Southern Observatory, Karl-Schwarzschild-Str. 2,

85748 Garching-bei-München, Germany
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Stellar feedback, as a key process regulating the baryon cycle, is thought to

greatly redistribute baryonic material inside and outside the dark matter ha-

los (DMHs), however the observational evidences are lacking. Through stacking
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analyses of ∼ 400, 000 galaxy spectra from Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instru-

ment (DESI), we find star formation driven cool outflows in Mg ii absorption line.

Assuming only gravity acts on the launched gas, our calculations reveal that out-

flows from low mass galaxies (𝑴∗ < 1010 𝑴⊙) are capable of escaping beyond the

DMHs, which aligns well with our finding in the circumgalactic medium (CGM)

absorption along the minor-axes of galaxies using background quasars. This re-

search offers indirect evidence that stellar feedback drives the low baryon retention

rate in low-mass haloes, implicating that baryonic processes within galaxies are

connected with the diffuse matter beyond the DMHs.

Introduction

Star-forming galaxies undergo intense baryon processes within their interiors, interacting with

the surrounding environments during their lifetimes. These processes include gas accretion from

the surrounding environments (1), gas cooling and collapse due to gravitational instability (2),

gas consumption during star formation, and stellar feedback in the form of stellar winds and

supernova explosions, driving outflows in galactic scale (3–5). In numerical simulations of galaxy

formation and evolution, gas ejection launched by stellar feedback is introduced to explain the

low baryon retention fraction in galaxies (6–9). However, hindered by the limited information

about the multi-phase baryon processes from observations, no clear evidence has justified the

connection between the baryon deficiency in galaxies and the feedback processes. In the meantime,

the physical mechanisms of feedback processes, which are interpreted quite differently in various

suits of simulations (10–14). The critical observational evidence is of urgent need, potentially

challenging the theory of galaxy evolution.

In this work, we meticulously study the cool outflows in star-forming galaxies through utilizing

tremendous amount of galaxy spectra from the early data release of Dark Energy Spectroscopic

Instrument (15) (DESI EDR). Through spectral stacking analysis, we derive statistically robust

composite galaxy spectra for galaxies of different stellar masses (𝑀∗) and star-formation rates (SFR).

We find cool outflows prevalent in star-forming galaxies in the form of blueshifted absorption line

of singly ionized magnesium (Mg ii). Through combined analysis of Mg ii absorption in the CGM
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surrounding those galaxies using background QSOs, we for the first time provide observational

evidence that stellar feedback drives strong enough outflows to cause the baryon deficiency in

low-mass galaxies.

Results

Analogous to the Hertzsprung–Russell diagram in stellar evolution, the Star-Forming Main Se-

quence (SFMS) (16–18) — a fundamental correlation between 𝑀∗ and SFR — serves as a critical

framework for investigating galaxy evolution. We stack galaxy spectra based on their positions

within the SFMS, as shown in the left panel of Figure 1. The samples are binned into hexagonal

regions with a width length of 0.05 dex, while the peripheral ones enclosing fewer than 500 galaxies

are excluded. The color of each hexagon corresponds to the amount of spectra within that bin and

its adjacent neighbors, which are combined to obtain the stacked spectra. With most bins containing

more than 10,000 spectra, the resulting stacked spectra achieve exceptionally high signal-to-noise

ratio (S/N ≳ 100), as demonstrated in the inset.

Using the Boxcar method (19), we extract the outflow equivalent width (EWout) and 𝑣out

of the Mg ii absorption features from the composite spectra, as shown in the top-right panels of

Figure 1. Assuming the geometry of the outflow to be an expanding spherical thin shell launching at

5 kpc (see Methods (20)) and adopting an empirical relation between the equivalent width of Mg ii

absorption and the column density of neutral hydrogen (21), we derive mass outflow rate ¤𝑀out and

mass loading factor 𝜂 ≡ ¤𝑀out/SFR, as shown in the bottom-right panels of Figure 1.

As shown, EWout increases significantly with increasing SFR, while shows relatively weak

dependence on 𝑀∗. We observe that the mean velocity of the outflowing gas is more correlated with

𝑀∗, whereas no significant dependence on SFR emerges at given stellar mass. Similar dependency of

𝑣out on 𝑀∗ for low-mass galaxies has also been found in the energy-driven wind in simulations (22),

suggesting that the cool-phase gas traced by Mg ii is basically in an energy-conserving regime.

On the other hand, ¤𝑀out and 𝜂 have strong dependence on SFR, confirming the stellar feedback-

driven outflow scenario (23). Our findings offer valuable observational insights into the effects of

stellar feedback, providing constraints on the small-scale feedback mechanisms implemented in

simulations.
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The sample covers a broad redshift range, allowing us to investigate the above results across

different redshift intervals. The results are shown in Figure 2. The correlation between 𝑣out and 𝑀∗

is nearly identical for the three redshift bins, which can be written as an empirical relation:

𝑣out

km s−1 = (85.3 ± 2.7) · log
(

𝑀∗
1010 M⊙

)
+ (269.8 ± 0.9). (1)

This shows that the 𝑣out increases ∼ 85 km s−1 when the stellar mass increases 1 dex, with the

typical mean outflow velocity to be ∼ 270 km s−1 for a galaxy with stellar mass of 1010 M⊙. The

Mg ii absorption-line-derived outflow velocities taken from literature (19, 24) are presented panel

A for comparison. The relation between 𝑣out and SFR is less tight across different redshift bins,

indicating that it could be the byproduct of the correlation between 𝑣out and 𝑀∗. Similarly, we find

the relation between ¤𝑀out and SFR almost independent of redshift, which is

¤𝑀out

M⊙ yr−1 = (34.5 ± 0.6) · log
(

SFR
10 M⊙ yr−1

)
+ (31.1 ± 0.3). (2)

The ¤𝑀out as a function of 𝑀∗ for different redshifts shows significant deviations, each exhibiting

a nearly constant value. This again confirms that the outflow mass reflect the level of overall star

formation, and the evolution of the outflow properties is primarily driven by the evolution of SFR

along the cosmic time.

Discussion

The driving mechanisms of stellar feedback launched outflows have been extensively debated

through observations of multi-phase outflows (25–28). Current theoretical frameworks fundamen-

tally bifurcate into two paradigms: (i) energy-driven flows where supernova (SNe) energy injection

dominates radiative losses, and (ii) momentum-driven regimes where radiation pressure governs

outflow dynamics (4). In energy-driven scenario, the injected energy scale with SFR (29), ¤𝐸 ∝ SFR,

predicting a mass-loading factor scaling 𝜂 ∝ 𝑣−2
out. Conversely, momentum-driven models yield

𝜂 ∝ 𝑣−1
out (30). We therefore show the relation between 𝜂 and 𝑣out in Figure 3, excluding massive sys-

tems with 𝑀∗ > 1010 M⊙ where contamination from active galactic nuclei (AGNs) could suppress

measurements of 𝜂 (see Methods (20) for evaluation of the contamination). We note that for high-

redshift (1.2 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 1.7) sample 𝜂 is lower than other bins especially for massive galaxies, which we

speculate to be relevant to the higher SFR at high-𝑧. We fit the data to models with slope of −1 and
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−2, and calculate the Bayesian evidence to compare the models. The nested sampling analysis (31)

yields a decisive Bayes factor of log𝐾 = 5.38, strongly supporting the energy-driven scenario. This

provides crucial evidence that radiative losses remain secondary to mechanical energy injection in

galaxies, resolving long-standing discrepancies in feedback prescriptions.

To determine whether the outflow can escape from the host galaxy, we calculate its velocity decay

during propagation, adopting a Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) DMH model (32) and an exponential

stellar disk (33). Assuming the outflow is launched at 5 kpc from the stellar disk with the observed

𝑣out, we examine how the velocity varies as its kinetic energy is converted into gravitational potential

energy, as shown in the top panel of Figure 4. We find that although the launch velocity of outflows

in massive galaxies is higher, the gas cannot travel further than 100 kpc before falling back into

the galaxy. In contrast, outflows in galaxies with 𝑀∗ ≲ 1010 M⊙ are more likely to escape from

the gravity potential and enrich the surrounding environment. This phenomenon is confirmed by

studies of CGM metal absorption along the minor-axes of galaxies using background quasars (34),

as shown in the bottom panel of Figure 4. As the stellar mass exceeds 1010 M⊙, the EW(Mg ii) in

the CGM between 20–150 kpc is significantly suppressed at the minor-axes, where the CGM is

thought to be enriched by the bi-conical galactic outflows (35). This is opposite to the trend at the

major-axes, where the CGM may be dominated by the inflowing gas (36). Our analysis highlights

that the cool outflows in low-mass galaxies can effectively escape from the gravity potential of

the host DMHs. This provides critical evidence that stellar feedback causes the baryon deficiency

at the low-mass end of the galaxy population, emphasizing that stellar feedback plays a role in

understanding the missing baryon problem in the low redshift universe (37).
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Figure 1: Outflow properties of samples with 0.6 < 𝑧 < 1.7 on the 𝑀∗-SFR diagram. (A)

The distribution of samples, where colors of the hexagons indicate the total galaxy count per bin

(including adjacent bins for stacking). Grey hexagons are excluded from color mapping due to

insufficient neighboring bins, but the sample within them are used in the stacking of adjacent inner

bins. Some of the stacked spectra are plotted over the hexagons with the two vertical dashed lines

indicating the rest-frame wavelengths of Mg ii𝜆2796 and Mg ii𝜆2803, highlighting the prevalence

of blueshifted outflow absorption features. The inset illustrates the stacked spectrum derived from

galaxies within the black contour. (B) The map of outflow equivalent width (EWout). (C) The

map of mean outflow velocity (𝑣out). (D) The map of mass outflow rate ( ¤𝑀out). (E) The map of

mass-loading factor (𝜂 ≡ ¤𝑀out/SFR), where the values are derived from the stacked spectra.
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Figure 2: Redshift evolution of outflow properties. (A) 𝑣out as a function of log𝑀∗. The samples

are divided into three bins by redshift. The blue, green and yellow points represent the samples

with 0.6 ≤ 𝑧 < 0.9, 0.9 ≤ 𝑧 < 1.2 and 1.2 ≤ 𝑧 < 1.7, respectively. The open symbols denote

Mg ii outflow velocity measurements (19,24) from the literature. The value of each point is derived

with a composite spectrum of 10,000 spectra, with the shaded area indicating 1𝜎 uncertainties

from bootstrapping analysis. The dashed line is the best-fit relation, see Equation 1. (B) 𝑣out as a

function of log SFR. (C) ¤𝑀out as a function of log𝑀∗. The shaded area indicates 1𝜎 uncertainties

propagated from the uncertainty in EWout derived from bootstrap sampling and the uncertainty in

estimating H i column density from EWout. (D) ¤𝑀out as a function of log SFR. The dashed line is

the best-fit relation, see Equation 2.
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Figure 3: The mass-loading factor as a function of outflow velocity, distinguishing energy-

driven and momentum-driven outflow regimes. The data points colored by redshift are taken

from the left panel of Figure 2. To mitigate potential contamination from AGN activity in massive

galaxies, we exclude data points with 𝑀∗ > 1010 M⊙. The solid and dash-dotted lines show best-fit

models assuming fixed power-law exponents of −2 (energy-driven scenario) and −1 (momentum-

driven scenario), respectively.
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Figure 4: The (A) The velocity decay of outflows. The diagonal crosses represent the observed

outflow velocities, which are obtained through Equation 1 according to the given 𝑀∗ of galaxies.

The four curves with increasing launching velocity represent velocity decay of outflows in galaxies

with stellar mass of 109.3 M⊙, 109.6 M⊙, 1010.0 M⊙ and 1010.4 M⊙. (B) The EW(Mg ii) in the 20-

150 kpc CGM surrounding galaxies derived using background quasars. The green (red) symbols

represents CGM at the minor (major)-axes of the galaxy (see (20)).
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Materials and Methods

Sample selection

Our sample is drawn from ELGs in DESI EDR (38). We implement a redshift cut of 𝑧 > 0.3 to

ensure spectral coverage of the Mg ii𝜆𝜆 2796,2803 doublet. Considering the low S/N in the blue-tail

of DESI spectra which is compromised by the low transmission in the blue spectrograph (39), we

further restrict the sample to 𝑧 > 0.6. The stellar mass of each galaxy is estimated through stellar

population synthesis fitting using Code Investigating GALaxy Emission (CIGALE) (40–42), which

utilizes the broad-band g, r, z, W1 and W2 photometry from the DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys,

and spectrophotometry of 10 artificial bands via convolution with the DESI optical spectra (43).

The star formation rates are estimated based on the flux of [O II]𝜆𝜆 3726,3729 emission line (44),

using the relation
SFR(O ii)
M⊙ yr−1 = 4.1 × 10−42 𝐿 (O ii)

erg s−1 , (S1)

where the luminosity has been corrected for both Milky Way extinction (45) and the intrinsic galaxy

extinction (46), assuming the Chabrier initial mass function (47) and Calzetti extinction law (48).

We apply the following selection criteria to the ELGs: (i) The uncertainty in 𝑀∗ is less than

0.3 dex, ensuring reliable mass measurements; (ii) 106 M⊙ < 𝑀∗ < 1014 M⊙ and 10−4 M⊙ yr−1 <

SFR < 104 M⊙ yr−1, excluding unphysical outliers. After applying the cuts, our final sample

comprises 394,909 ELGs spanning 0.6 < 𝑧 < 1.7, with median stellar mass of 109.8 M⊙ and

median SFR of 11.8 M⊙ yr−1. The distributions of 𝑀∗, SFR and 𝑧 are illustrated in Figure S1.

Spectral Stacking

We begin by shifting all individual spectra to rest-frame wavelengths and resampling them onto

a common grid with a 0.6 Å wavelength interval using SpectRes (49). Following this, a median

filter with a smoothing window of 60 Å is applied before a fifth-order polynomial is fitted to

the smoothed spectrum, deriving the continuum for the individual galaxy spectrum. Throughout

the aforementioned process, the prominent absorption and emission lines are masked: (i) ±20 Å

around Mg ii𝜆𝜆2796,2803; (ii) ±10Å around Mg i𝜆2851 and (iii) ±40 Å around Fe ii𝜆2600. We

then obtain the stacked spectra by calculating the median of the continuum-normalized spectra
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in different sample bins. Focusing on the outflow features in the Mg ii𝜆𝜆2796,2803 absorption

profile, we have examined that most stacked spectra show flat continuum outside the absorption

troughs. However, at high mass end, a few stacked spectra exhibit continuum elevations around

Mg ii absorptions up to ∼ 10% above unity, extending out to ∼ 2000 km s−1. This phenomenon

may arise from the inclusion of AGNs producing broad Mg ii emission lines, which could affect

the measurements of the outflow properties for the most massive galaxy bins. We therefore perform

another normalization to the stacked spectra to remove this large-scale residual, by dividing a triple-

order polynomial fitting of the continuum while masking out 2785-2810 Å (50). For consistency, all

stacked spectra are re-normalized. We quantify uncertainties in the stacked spectra using bootstrap

resampling: the stacking procedure is repeated 1,000 times with replacement, with the 16–84th

percentile range of the bootstrap realizations defining the 1𝜎 confidence interval for each spectral

bin. The stacked spectra corresponding to the bins in Figure 2 of the main part are shown in

Figure S2. All stacked spectra exhibit overall blue-shifted Mg ii absorption, which is a hallmark

of galactic-scale outflows. The level of scattered emission increases as the stellar mass decreases,

resulting in the P-Cygni profile (51–56). The outflow properties are extracted based on these stacked

spectra in this work.

Outflow Properties

Considering the insufficient spectral resolution of the stacked spectra to resolve absorption of

different optical depths, we determine the outflow properties from the composite spectra through

the Boxcar method (19, 51), as illustrated in Figure S3. In this method, we neglect the spectral

range between the Mg ii doublet and only consider −700 to 0 km s−1 relative to Mg ii𝜆2796

and 0 to 400 km s−1 relative to Mg ii𝜆2803. We then derive outflow EW through subtracting

the non-outflowing symetrical component (indicated by the orange band) from the total absorption

(indicated by the blue band). Although Boxcar method overlooks the complicated radiative transfer

processes in the outflows, it is nearly model-independent, which can directly extract the outflow

features from the observed absorption profile. This is favored in our statistical analysis of a large

sample, highlighting the different outflow properties of various galaxy populations.

We calculate the EW of the blue-shifted absorption relative to Mg ii𝜆2796 and the red-shifted
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profile relative to Mg ii𝜆2803 as EWblue and EWred, based on the two aforementioned wavelength

intervals. For simplicity, we decompose the absorption profile into two components: an outflowing

component (out), characterized by a blue-shifted line center, and an interstellar component (sym),

with a symmetric profile centered at the rest-frame wavelength. Ignoring the mixed absorption

and emission between 2796 Å and 2803 Å, the total equivalent width of the doublet defined as

EWtot ≡ EWout+EWsym and the equivalent width of the outflowing component EWout are estimated

as

EWtot = 2(EWblue + EWred), (S2)

EWout = 2(EWblue − EWred). (S3)

Figure S4 presents the measured EWout as functions of 𝑀∗ and SFR, together with results from

previous Mg ii absorption stacking studies (19, 24, 51) for comparison. We note that older studies

observed weak positive correlation between EWout and log𝑀∗, whereas our data reveals that EWout

remains almost constant in a given redshift bin. On the other hand we observe positive EWout-

log SFR correlation in each redshift bin, which is consistant with those studies. This implicates that

the EWout-log𝑀∗ relation is a biproduct of the strong 𝑀∗-𝑧 relation, strengthening that outflows

vary with star-formation rates within galaxies which evolves through the cosmic time.

The EW-weighted mean velocity of the total absorption can be calculated as 𝑣tot. Considering

that the velocity of the symmetric component is 0, the velocity of the outflowing component is

calculated as

𝑣out =
EWtot
EWout

· 𝑣tot. (S4)

We then adopt an empirical linear relation to convert EW(Mg ii) into the column density of neutral

Hydrogen (21), as

𝑁HI = 𝐴

(
EW𝜆2796

1 Å

)𝛼
(1 + 𝑧)𝛽 (S5)

where 𝛼 = 1.69 ± 0.13, 𝛽 = 1.88 ± 0.29 and 𝐴 = 1018.96±0.10 cm−2. The EW𝜆2796 is the equivalent

width of Mg ii𝜆2796 absorption, which we assume to be half of the total doublet EW. The mass

outflow rate is then calculated assuming the geometry of the outflow to be an expanding thin

spherical shell (24):

¤𝑀out = 22 M⊙ yr−1 · 𝐶f ·
𝑁HI

1 × 1020 cm−2 · 𝑟

𝑟launch
· 𝑣out

300 km s−1 , (S6)
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where 𝐶f is the cover fraction of the outflow which we assume to be 0.9. The launch radius 𝑟launch

must be at least of the order of the galaxy radius (24), which is poorly constrained for our 𝑧 > 0.6

sample because of the low spatial resolution of DESI legacy imaging surveys. Here we assume the

launch radius of the outflow is fixed at 𝑟launch = 5 kpc for simplicity. From this equation, ¤𝑀out is

proportional to the production of 𝑣out and a power of EWout.

The uncertainties in EWout and 𝑣out are quantified through an analysis of 1,000 stacked spectra

generated via bootstrap resamplings. We apply the Boxcar method on these resampled spectra

and determine the 1𝜎 confidence intervals for EWout and 𝑣out by calculating the 16-84th percentile

ranges of the bootstrap distributions. The uncertainties in the empirical relations (Equation S5) are

considered when calculating the uncertainty in ¤𝑀out. The uncertainty in 𝜂 is further derived using

error propagation, assuming that the uncertainties in the SFR measurements are negligible.

Gravity Potential Modelling

We determine the mass of dark matter halos (DMHs) corresponding to different stellar mass through

the 𝑀∗-𝑀halo relation from Moster et al. (57), and assume an NFW density profile (32) which is

expressed as
𝜌(𝑟)
𝜌crit

=
𝛿𝑐

(𝑟/𝑟𝑠) (1 + 𝑟/𝑟𝑠)2 , (S7)

where 𝑟𝑠 = 𝑟200/𝑐 is a characteristic radius and 𝜌crit = 3𝐻2/8𝜋𝐺. 𝛿𝑐 is a dimensionless parameter

defined as

𝛿𝑐 =
200
3

𝑐3

[ln(1 + 𝑐) − 𝑐/(1 + 𝑐)] , (S8)

where 𝑐 is the concentration parameter depending on 𝑀halo, which is taken from Equation 8 from

Maccio et al. 2007 (58). By integrating the density profile, we obtain the gravity potential of an

NFW halo as

ΦNFW(𝑟) = −4𝜋𝐺𝜌crit𝛿𝑐𝑟
3
𝑠

1
𝑟 + 𝑟𝑠

. (S9)

Additionally, we consider the potential of an exponential disk (33) in the form of

Φdisk(𝑅, 𝑧) =
𝐺𝑀

{𝑅2 + [𝑎 + (𝑧2 + 𝑏2)1/2]2}1/2 , (S10)

where we assume 𝑎 = 3 kpc, 𝑏 = 0.3 kpc and 𝑅 = 0, considering the physical size of our sample is

comparable to 3 kpc. The total gravity potential is obtained through summing ΦNFW and Φdisk.
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Mg ii Absorption in the CGM

As demonstrated in the main text, we find that outflow velocities decline rapidly as they propagate

in massive galaxies (𝑀∗ > 1010 M⊙). This behavior may leave a distinct imprint on the metal

distribution within the CGM, potentially differentiating low- and high-mass galaxies. To explore

this further, we analyze EW(Mg ii) in the CGM using stacked background quasar spectra. The

methodology for this CGM analysis differs somewhat from the approach adopted in our primary

study, as summarized below (see Chen et al. (34) for a comprehensive description).

Using the DESI EDR catalog, we identify quasar-galaxy pairs by cross-matching their coordi-

nates and selecting those with a projected impact parameter of< 150 kpc. To mitigate contamination

from quasar-associated absorption features, we require that the quasar redshifts exceed those of the

foreground galaxies by Δ𝑧 > 0.02. We first fit the intrinsic quasar spectra using PyQSOFit (59) for

each individual spectrum. The observed spectra are then normalized by dividing them by their best-

fit quasar model spectrum. To further suppress high-frequency noise, we apply a median filter to the

normalized spectra, excluding the wavelength regions containing Mg ii absorption to avoid biasing

the smoothing process. Finally, we stack the processed spectra in the rest-frame of the foreground

galaxies, generating a composite spectrum by taking the median flux at each wavelength.

The stacked Mg ii absorption spectra of the CGM are shown in Figure S5, which corresponds to

the data points in the bottom panel of Figure 4 in the main text. To quantify the absorption strength,

we model the Mg ii doublet using a double-Gaussian profile and calculate the equivalent width

by integrating the absorption flux over a 3𝜎 wavelength window centered on the best-fit model.

Uncertainties in the EW measurements are derived from 100 bootstrap iterations.

The Mass-Loading Factor

While the hot gas in the CGM occupies large fraction of volume, the cool, neutral phase gas (∼ 104 K)

traced by Mg ii could dominate the mass of outflows, which is physically important. We compare the

mass-loading factor derived in this work with results from multiple hydrodynamical simulations

in Figure S6. Additionally, we include results from recent observations, encompassing studies

based on CGM metal absorption (44), “down-the-barrel” metal absorption (60), and emission

measurements (61). Our derived mass-loading factor decreases as the stellar mass increases, which
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agrees with the predictions from those simulations. Compared with Illustris (14), IllustrisTNG (62)

and FIRE (63), our data show similar slope but is lower by 0.5-1.0 dex. 𝜂 from EAGLE (22) is

close to our estimates for 𝑀∗ ≲ 109.5 M⊙ galaxies, but deviates towards higher values for massive

systems, which could be an effect of the AGN feedback implemented in the simulation. However,

we note several caveats in calculating the outflow rate, including the assumed relation between

EW𝜆2796 and 𝑁HI, the simplified geometry and metallicity of the outflowing gas. These parameter

assumptions introduce systematic error in estimating the mass loading factor, making comparison

between different works difficult. Note that the physical conditions adopted by different simulations

varies to some extent. While in IllustrisTNG the mass loading is calculated at the self-prescribed

injection scale (62), in FIRE it is estimated by fitting particle-tracking based measurements (64),

and EAGLE considers mass loading on ISM scale. In down-the-barrel observations, the actual

launch radii of the outflows are difficult to constrain. We note that a persistent tension remains

between the state-of-the-art simulations and observations, highlighting the need for further efforts

to reconcile the two from both sides.

Active Galactic Nuclei Contamination

While this study does not a priori exclude AGN contributions in spectral stacking, we explicitly

evaluate their potential influence in this section. Given the lack of H𝛼 and [Nii]𝜆6583 emission

measurements for the majority of our sample, we employ the “Mass-Excitation” (MEx) diagnostic

diagram (65, 66) to identify AGNs. We focus on the subset of galaxies with 𝑧 < 1 where H𝛽

and [Oiii]𝜆5007 emission lines are accessible. By applying SNR thresholds of SNR(H𝛽) > 5 and

SNR( [Oiii]𝜆5007) > 10, we retain 40,079 galaxies, with 7,114 (17.7% of this subset) classified as

AGNs. As the decline in AGN prevalence with redshift for low-mass galaxies has been observed (67),

the AGN fraction in higher-redshift (𝑧 > 1) galaxies is likely no larger than this value.

Panel A of Figure S7 shows the classification of AGNs using the [Oiii]/H𝛽 flux ratio versus

stellar mass diagram. In the MEx diagram, the main empirical division is defined as follows:

𝑦 =


0.37/(𝑥 − 10.5) + 1 if 𝑥 ≤ 9.9,

594.753 − 167.074𝑥 + 15.6748𝑥2 − 0.491215𝑥3 otherwise.
(S11)

We then examine whether the outflow properties vary significantly with or without AGNs. The
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results are shown in the panel B and C of Figure S7. Following the spectral stacking methodology

applied in Figure 2, we sort the sample by stellar mass and generate stacked spectra for bins of

5,000 galaxies each. We find that including AGNs results in slight variation in 𝑣out and EWout of

less than 5%. However, at 𝑀∗ ∼ 1010 M⊙, excluding potential AGNs leads to an increase of EWout

of ∼ 10%, resulting in a weak positive correlation between EWout and log𝑀∗. This may be due to

the contribution of broad Mg ii emission lines from AGNs, which can dilute absorption features

in the median-stacking analysis. Consequently, the values of EWout, ¤𝑀out and 𝜂 at 𝑀∗ ≳ 1010 M⊙

could be underestimated to some extent , which should be treated with caution.
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Figure S1: Sample parameter distribution. (A) log𝑀∗-𝑧 distribution. The inner and outer black

contours enclose 68% and 95% of the sample, respectively. For visual clarity, only 10% of the

points falling outside the outer contour are plotted. (B) log𝑀∗-log SFR distribution. The blue,

green and yellow contours indicate the distribution of samples with 0.6 < 𝑧 < 0.9, 0.9 < 𝑧 < 1.2

and 1.2 < 𝑧 < 1.7, respectively. Similar to the black contours, these enclose 68% and 95% of the

corresponding redshift subsamples.
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Figure S2: The stacked galaxy spectra in bins of 𝑀∗ and SFR. Each spectrum is derived by

stacking 10,000 spectra, corresponding to the data points in Figure 2 in the main part. The left

group of panels show the spectra in bins of 𝑀∗, with increasing 𝑀∗ from top to bottom, while the

right group of panels show the spectra in bins of SFR. Blue, green and yellow represents samples

with 0.6 ≤ 𝑧 < 0.9, 0.9 ≤ 𝑧 < 1.2 and 1.2 ≤ 𝑧 < 1.7, respectively. The uncertainties of the spectra

are small thus are not presented.

S10



2000 1500 1000 500 0 500 1000
Velocity [km/s]

700 km/s
+400 km/s

2785 2790 2795 2800 2805 2810
Wavelength [Å]

Mg II 2796 Mg II 2803

9.2

9.5

9.8

10.1

10.4

lo
gM

*[
M

]

Figure S3: Illustration of the Boxcar method for measuring outflow properties on the stacked

spectra. The color of the curves corresponds to 𝑀∗ of the galaxies. The dashed and dotted lines

indicate the rest-frame wavelengths of Mg ii 𝜆2796 and Mg ii 𝜆2803, respectively. All composite

spectra presented here are obtained by stacking 20,000 individual galaxy spectra. The blue and

orange shaded regions correspond to velocity range of −700 to 0 km s−1 relative to Mg ii𝜆2796

and 0 to 400 km s−1 relative to Mg ii𝜆2803, respectively. These two wavelength intervals are used

to calculate outflow properties throughout this work. Labels at the top of the figure indicate the

rest-frame wavelengths, while those at the bottom show velocities relative to Mg ii𝜆2803.
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Figure S4: EWout measurements in comparison with previous studies. (A) The measured

outflow equivalent width (EWout) in log𝑀∗ bins. The data points colored by redshift represent

the same bins as those shown in Figure 2 in the main part. The outflow EW is estimated using

Equation S3. (B) The measured outflow equivalent width (EWout) in log SFR bins. The open

symbols represent outflow EW measurements obtained from the literature, as indicated in the

legend.
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Figure S5: The stacked spectra of 20-150 kpc CGM around galaxies. The left column marked

“Minor-Axes” indicates the CGM is within 45◦ of the minor-axes measured from the galactic center.

The right column marked “Major-Axes” indicates the CGM is within 45◦ of the major-axes. The

black line represents the median spectra and the grey shaded area indicates error derived from

bootstrapping. The blue line represents the fitted double Gaussian which is only for the purpose

of illustration. The EW of the absorption is calculated through integrating across the wavelengths

within 3𝜎 of the fitted Gaussian model.
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Figure S6: The derived mass-loading factor in comparison with simulations and other obser-

vations. The blue open stars and shaded area represent 𝜂 and the 1𝜎 uncertainties derived in this

work. The lines are taken from papers of corresponding simulations, the 𝑀∗ values of which are

converted from 𝑀halo through 𝑀∗-𝑀halo relation. The other open symbols represent results from

observations.
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Figure S7: Evaluation of AGN contamination. (A) the flux ratio [OIII]/H𝛽 as a function of stellar

mass, where the black curve separates AGNs (represented by pink symbols) from normal star

forming galaxies (represented by blue symbols). (B) 𝑣out as a function of stellar mass. The green

symbols represents the results before removing AGNs while the blue symbols represents the results

after discarding AGNs from the sample. (C) EWout as a function of stellar mass.
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