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ABSTRACT

We report integral field spectroscopy observations with the Near-Infrared Spectrograph on board

JWST targeting the 60 kpc environment surrounding the most luminous quasar known at z = 4.6. We

detect ionized gas filaments on 40 kpc scales connecting a network of merging galaxies likely to form

a cluster. We find regions of low ionization consistent with large-scale shock excitation surrounding

the central dust-obscured quasar, out to distances nearly eight times the effective stellar radius of the

quasar host galaxy. In the nuclear region, we find an ionized outflow driven by the quasar with velocities

reaching 13,000 km s−1, one of the fastest discovered to date with an outflow rate of 2000 M⊙ yr−1

and a kinetic luminosity of 6×1046 erg s−1 resulting in coupling efficiency between the bolometric

luminosity of the quasar and the outflow of 5%. The kinetic luminosity of the outflow is sufficient to

power the turbulent motion of the gas on galactic and circumgalactic scales and is likely the primary

driver of the radiative shocks on interstellar medium and circumgalactic medium scales. This provides

compelling evidence supporting long-standing theoretical predictions that powerful quasar outflows are

a main driver in regulating the heating and accretion rate of gas onto massive central cluster galaxies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding how gas flows into galaxies and how it

is regulated by feedback from accreting black holes and
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star formation is critical to understanding the growth

of galaxies (Tumlinson et al. 2011; Kereš et al. 2005,

2009; van de Voort et al. 2011; Anglés-Alcázar et al.

2017, 2021; Hopkins et al. 2024). The gas surrounding

galaxies, or circumgalactic medium, encodes detailed in-

formation about these processes. It is extremely diffuse

and historically has been studied in absorption along
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single sight lines to bright background sources (Zhu &

Ménard 2013; Prochaska et al. 2014). Two-dimensional

studies have been typically restricted to rest-frame UV

emission lines, particularly hydrogen Lyα fluorescence,

around luminous accreting supermassive black holes,

i.e., quasars. Understanding the dynamics and ionizing

source using the Lyα line alone is challenging (Can-

talupo et al. 2005; Borisova et al. 2016; Cai et al. 2019;

Arrigoni Battaia et al. 2019; O’Sullivan et al. 2020;

Travascio et al. 2020; Vayner et al. 2023a).

The James Webb Space Telescope (JWST), in its

first two years of science operations, has revolutionized

our view of distant galaxies at near-infrared wavelengths

(Wylezalek et al. 2022; Ding et al. 2022; Finkelstein et al.

2023; Veilleux et al. 2023; Vayner et al. 2023b; Rupke

et al. 2023b; Vayner et al. 2024). Access to space-based

near-infrared integral field spectroscopy (IFS) from 1-

5 µm (Böker et al. 2022; Rigby et al. 2023) provides

the necessary surface brightness sensitivity, wavelength

coverage, and angular resolution to study in detail the

internal dynamics, chemistry, and photoionization pro-

cesses of galaxies, revealing the detailed physics of the

feedback that regulates their growth at much earlier

epochs than previously possible (Parlanti et al. 2024;

D’Eugenio et al. 2023; Perna et al. 2023; Marshall et al.

2023). With JWST, we can now detect emission from

optical recombination lines of hydrogen and collisionally

excited metal lines on circumgalactic medium scales in

the early Universe, when star-formation and quasar ac-

tivity were vastly more intense (Vayner et al. 2023b).

Coupled with its high angular resolution, JWST can

detect emissions originating from interactions between

powerful quasar-driven outflows and the surrounding

gas (Vayner et al. 2024). Here, we report on JWST

detection of rest-frame optical emission from hydrogen,

oxygen, sulfur, and nitrogen in the circumgalactic gas

around the most luminous infrared galaxy known, which

is seen 1.3 billion years after the Big Bang and hosts

a dusty quasar. We map the emission out to distances

beyond the stellar light extent of the quasar host galaxy

using a mosaic observing strategy that covers a signif-

icantly larger field of view than previous spectroscopic

studies with JWST, which were limited to galactic scales

(Vayner et al. 2023b).

We summarize target selection and observations in

Section 2 and data reduction in Section 3. We present

point-spread function subtraction, the construction of

emission line maps, line ratios, and the investigation

of the main source of gas ionization in Section 4. We

discuss the dynamics of the ionized gas and the driv-

ing source of the shocks in Section 5. We discuss our

target in the context of other highly obscured quasars

at high redshift in Section 6. We present our conclu-

sions in Section 7. Throughout the article, we use a

standard ΛCDM cosmology (Planck Collaboration et al.

2014) with ΩM=0.308, ΩΛ=0.692, and Ho=67.8 km s−1

Mpc−1. At z = 4.601, 1′′ corresponds to 6.690 kpc,

the age of the universe was 1.301 Gyr, and the look-

back time is 12.496 Gyr. All magnitudes are on the AB

scale unless otherwise stated. All wavelengths for emis-

sion lines quoted in the text are in vacuum wavelength,

while the labels in the figures are often given with air

wavelength.

2. TARGET SELECTION AND OBSERVATIONS

In cycle 1 with JWST we observed the most lu-

minous (Lbolometric = 3.5×1014L⊙) infrared galaxy

in the observable universe (Tsai et al. 2018), WISE

J224607.57-052635.0 (W2246-0526) at z = 4.601 (a look-

back time of 12.5 Gyr). W2246-0526 is a hot dust-

obscured galaxy (Hot DOG) selected by their red mid-

IR colors in the WISE mission (Wu et al. 2012; Eisen-

hardt et al. 2012). The primary source of emission

in W2246-0526 is from a dust-obscured quasar pow-

ered by accretion onto a supermassive black hole (Tsai

et al. 2018; Fernández Aranda et al. 2024). We map

the host galaxy and the surrounding environment us-

ing the NIRSpec IFS by targeting the rest-frame optical

emission lines of [O II]λλ 3727.092, 3729.875, Hβ, [OI]

λ6300.304, [O III]λλ4960.295, 5008.240, [N II]λλ6549.85,

6585.28, Hα, and [S II]λλ 6718.29, 6732.67.

NIRSpec observations using the integral field unit

were taken on Jul 16, 2023 02:20:53 - 18:51:54 UT (ID

1712) using a combination of the G235H grating and

F170LP filter and G395H grating and F290LP filter,

resulting in wavelength coverage of 1.66−3.15 µm and

2.87–5.14 µm, respectively, with a spectral resolution of

85-150 km s−1(Jakobsen et al. 2022). We employed a

2×3 mosaic observing strategy with a 4-point dither at

each point within the mosaic. The detector was set up

to readout in the NRSIRS2 mode with 15 groups per

integration for an effective exposure time of 1094.167

seconds per dither per pointing for the G235H grating

and 6 groups per integration for an effective exposure

time of 452.25 seconds per dither per pointing for the

G395H grating. We observed a leak-calibration expo-

sure where the IFS aperture is closed at each point in

the mosaic at the first dither position at each pointing

with the same readout pattern.

3. NIRSPEC DATA REDUCTION



Nuclear outflows and shocks in the CGM 3

Data reduction was made using the standard JWST

pipeline (version 1.13.4), and Calibration Reference

Data System (version 1193) with additional custom rou-

tines from Vayner et al. (2024) based on previous ex-

periences with NIRSpec IFS. We first run the “Detec-

tor1Pipeline”, which performs standard infrared array

reduction steps such as ramp fitting, flagging cosmic

rays, masking bad pixels, and dark and bias subtraction.

We then correct the rate frames for 1/f noise produced

by the detector readout. We measure the 1/f pattern

per detector column using a running mean algorithm on

rows where we do not expect any light from the multi-

shutter array, fixed slits, or the IFS. The pattern is then

subtracted on a column-by-column basis. We then run

the “Spec2pipeline” that assigns a world-coordinate sys-

tem (WCS) to each frame, applies flat-field correction,

wavelength calibration, and flux calibration, and pro-

duces 2D calibrated files. We then take a median of

all the calibrated stage 2 files to search for static bad

pixels that were not masked by the pipeline. These pix-

els are masked with not-a-number (nan) values and are

properly flagged in the mask extension of each fits file.

We run the “cube build” algorithm on the bad pixel-

masked frames and construct data cubes in IFS coor-

dinates on a 50 mas grid using the “drizzle” algorithm.

We mask all sources in each cube at each dither position

and smooth the cubes in the spectral direction using a

running mean routine, and measure the background for

each slice at each wavelength position using the “Back-

ground2D” routine from the Photutils package (Bradley

et al. 2023). We then perform background subtraction

on each dithered frame at each point in the mosaic to

obtain a uniform background across the different spatial

locations within the mosaic. We then align the cubes

and project them onto a large mosaic frame using the

flux-conserving reproject routine “reproject exact” (Ro-

bitaille et al. 2020). We use a sigma clip routine to de-

termine outliers at each unique dither position and mask

them prior to combining the data cubes. The final mo-

saic frame has an effective size of 9.5′′× 6.7′′. We com-

bine the observations from the two gratings by project-

ing the cubes onto a common WCS grid and interpolat-

ing the spectra onto a common spectral grid. We achieve

a final 2σ flux sensitivity of 8.9×10−19 erg s−1 cm−2

Å−1arcsec−2 and AB magnitude/arcsec2 of 22.45 at 2.1

µm, near redshifted [O II] 3729 Å; 8.6×10−19 erg s−1

cm−2 Å−1arcsec−2 and AB magnitude/arcsec2 of 22.45

at 2.79 µm, near redshifted [O III] 5007 Å; and 4.5×10−19

erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1arcsec−2 and AB magnitude/arcsec2

of 22.09 at 3.69 µm, near redshifted Hα in a 0.4′′×0.4′′

aperture.

4. q3dfit ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

To subtract the unresolved emission from the quasar

and to fit all extended emission lines and continuum in

the mosaic, we use the q3dfit software package (Rupke

et al. 2023a) 1 designed to work with JWST NIRSpec

and MIRI IFS. The software is based on the IFSFIT

package (Rupke & Veilleux 2015) originally designed

for ground-based IFS observations but was revamped to

work with JWST in a user-friendly Python environment

as part of an early release science JWST program (pro-

posal ID 1128). The software package first produces

a point-source dominated spectrum by integrating in

a 1.5 pixel (0.15′′) circular aperture centered on the

point-source object. Data channels where we expect

extended emission from specific lines are masked, and

this spectrum is then fit as a “QSO template” to the

neighboring spaxels that are dominated by unresolved

quasar emission. During the fitting, the template is

scaled by a combination of polynomial and exponential

functions to account for spectral and spatial variations

of the PSF with an additional additive polynomial that

accounts for spectral contribution of extended stellar

emission from the host galaxy. The best fit “QSO tem-

plate” is subtracted out, and all emission lines above

a specific threshold are fit with a Gaussian model.

We fit [O II] λ3727.092, 3729.875, Hβ, [OI] λ6300.304,

[O III]λ4960.295, 5008.240, [N II] λ6549.85, 6585.28, Hα,

and [S II] λ6718.29, 6732.67 simultaneously, the red-

shift and line dispersion are all held fixed to the Hα

line as it typically has the highest signal-to-noise ratio

among the lines of interest. The model spectrum at

each iteration in the least-squares fitting procedure is

convolved with the line-spread function of the NIRSpec

IFS at each wavelength. [O III]λ4960.30, 5008.24 lines

are held fixed to a 1:2.98 (Storey & Zeippen 2000) line
ratio, [N II]λ 6549.85, 6585.28 are held fixed to 1:2.96

(Galavis et al. 1997) and the [O II]λ 3727.092, 3729.875

are held fixed to a 1:1.2 line ratio because the two lines

are marginally spectrally resolved in some parts of the

data, and completely unresolved in other regions. [S II]

λ6718.29, 6732.67 emission line ratios are allowed to

vary between 0.5 and 1.5 based on the high and low-

density limit ranges that these line ratios trace in 104K

gas (Luridiana et al. 2015). We found that we required

a single kinematic Gaussian component per emission

line for most of the extended emission. The final output

of q3dfit are PSF-subtracted integrated intensity, ve-

locity offset, and dispersion maps for each successfully

fit emission line, a map of the extended continuum, and

1 https://q3dfit.readthedocs.io/stable/

https://q3dfit.readthedocs.io/stable/
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a PSF-subtracted data cube. We present the integrated

intensity, radial velocity, and dispersion maps for the

Hα line in Figure 1.

On a few kpc scales, we detect and resolve emission

from the galaxy hosting the luminous obscured quasar

and neighboring companion galaxies (Figure 2). On

larger scales (> 10 kpc), we detect the circumgalac-

tic medium, which consists of clumpy emission and

filaments that connect the central hot dust-obscured

galaxy to its neighboring systems. We detect extended

emission out to a maximum radial extent of 40 kpc from

the quasar in the [O II] and Hα emission lines, reach-

ing surface brightness sensitivity of 5-10 erg s−1 cm−2

Å−1arcsec−2, consistent with the median radius of a

typical Lyα halo around a luminous quasar at this red-

shift (Momose et al. 2019; Drake et al. 2019). The search

for extended [O II] and Hα emission on circumgalactic

medium scales at cosmic noon (z ∼ 2) and earlier epochs

has proved challenging from the ground (Langen et al.

2023). JWST observations suggest that when observed

with sufficient surface brightness sensitivity, extended

emission in these optical lines may be as common as

[O II] halos detected around lower redshift (z < 1.5)

quasars (Johnson et al. 2024). The size of the extended

emission is consistent with the scale of the [CII] and

dust continuum emission, indicating the presence of a

multi-phase circumgalactic medium consisting of both

cold and warm gas on tens of kpc scales (Dı́az-Santos

et al. 2018). Dense, cool, and metal-rich circumgalactic

medium gas might be common in quasar-host halos at

this early epoch.

4.1. Emission line ratios and ionization diagnostics

To investigate the source of ionization across the

W2246-0526 system, including its merging galaxies and

extended circumgalactic medium, we construct maps of

[NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα, and [OI]/Hα (top panel Figure 3).

We only include spaxels where both lines are detected

with a 3σ or higher significance. We plot [OIII]/Hβ

vs. [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα, and [OI]/Hα line ratios and

compare them to models of various sources of ionization

(Figure 4). We overplot dusty quasar photoionization

models for solar metallicity gas on all emission line ratio

diagrams (Groves et al. 2004). For a given metallicity,

the line ratios vary based on changes in the ionization

parameter (log(U): [-2,0]) and the slope of the ionizing

power-law spectrum (α: [-2,-1.2]). Extended narrow

line regions of z ∼ 2 quasars often require ionization

parameters and ionizing power-law spectrum slopes in

our selected range (Vayner et al. 2021). Our choice

Figure 1. Extended emission in the W2246-0526 system
from NIRSpec IFS observations. The top panel presents a
map of the integrated intensity in the Hα emission line after
PSF subtraction. The middle panel presents the Hα radial
velocity map relative to the systemic redshift of the W2246-
0526 system, and the bottom panel presents the Hα radial
velocity dispersion map. The PSF subtracted quasar is lo-
cated at position 0,0.
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Figure 2. Near-infrared spectra of the W2246-0526 system at z = 4.601. The black curve shows the observed 1.66-5.27µm
spectrum integrated over the entire nebula. The extended emission from the hot dust-obscured galaxy, the neighboring galaxies,
and the extended circumgalactic medium are shown in the two inserted maps that trace the warm ionized gas through [O II]
and Hα emission. The spatially unresolved emission from the obscured quasar has been subtracted from these maps, and we
construct the spectrum from a PSF subtracted data cube. Extended emission is detected out to 40 kpc from the central galaxy.
The obscured quasar is located at position 0,0, and the color maps are shown in logarithmic units of erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1arcsec−2.
We overlay the stellar continuum detected in the F160W filter with HST in orange contours on the Hα map. The orange curve
shows the spectrum of the spatially unresolved quasar emission (r < 1.2 kpc) with strong blueshifted emission lines due to a
quasar-driven outflow. The gray-shaded region shows the 2σ uncertainty on the nebula integrated spectrum.

for selecting solar metallicity models is motivated by

the fact that ALMA observations of W2246-0526 far-

infrared fine-structure lines are most consistent with

0.5-1 Z⊙ (Fernández Aranda et al. 2024). There is a

lack of points overlapping with the quasar photoioniza-

tion models, which indicates that the central powerful

quasar is not photoionizing a significant portion of the

extended emission. Quasar photoionization models at

lower metallicity shift to lower [NII]/Hα values, making

them less consistent with our observed line ratios on the

[OIII]/Hβ vs. [NII]/Hα diagram.

We see that the majority of the points lie above the

line separating star formation from quasar ionization

based on the local SDSS galaxy sample. Yet, the line ra-

tios are inconsistent with quasar photoionization due to

lower [OIII]/Hβ line ratios indicating a different source

of gas ionization than star formation or a typical lu-

minous quasar. There are two distinct populations of

emission line ratios, one with log([N II]/Hα) < −0.3 and

a second population with log([N II]/Hα) > −0.3 (Figure

5). The lower [NII]/Hα line ratios are associated with

companion galaxies and their surrounding nebula. They

are consistent with ionization by young massive stars,

showing a clear star formation-metallicity sequence on

the BPT diagram (Kewley et al. 2013). We overplot

the locus of the star formation-metallicity sequence (teal

line, Figure 3) from observations of star-forming galax-

ies in the stellar mass range 109−11.5 M⊙ at z = 2 − 3

with star formation rates ranging from 3-1000 M⊙ yr−1

(Strom et al. 2017). The higher [NII]/Hα ratios are

centered around the quasar in a 10 kpc scale nebula

and correlate with regions of the highest velocity dis-

persion (bottom panels in Figure 4 and Figure 6). The

regions of high [NII]/Hα ratios are also where we see

higher [SII]/Hα and [OI]/Hα ratios that also correlate

with high-velocity dispersion (Vσ > 250 km s−1) and of-

ten lie outside the maximum allowed line ratios by O

and B star ionization in the [OIII]/Hβ vs. [SII]/Hα

and [OI]/Hα diagrams. The [NII]/Hα line ratios are

also beyond what is observed in star-forming galaxies at

cosmic noon (Strom et al. 2017). Furthermore, we see

that points with the highest [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα, and

[OI]/Hα are consistent with the lowest [OIII]/Hβ ra-

tios, indicating the presence of low-ionization gas.

The emission line ratios for the high-velocity

dispersion gas are consistent with low ionization;

log([O III]/Hβ) < 0.5, log([N II]/Hα) > −0.3,

log([OI]/Hα) > −1, and log([SII]/Hα)> −0.3 (see Fig-

ure 7). The highest velocity dispersion gas shows the

highest observed [NII]/Hα, [OI]/Hα, and [SII]/Hα line

ratios across the inner 10 kpc nebula as well as com-

pared to the companion galaxies. In the nearby uni-

verse, the [N II], [O I] and [S II] lines have been used as

tracers of shock-ionized gas (Rich et al. 2010, 2011) and

within planetary nebulae in our own Milky Way galaxy
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Figure 3. The top panel shows maps of emission line ratios between [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα and [OI]/Hα. The line ratio maps
are constructed from PSF-subtracted data. The quasar is marked at position 0,0. The bottom panel shows the line ratios
of [OIII]/Hβ plotted against [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα, and [OI]/Hα. The points are color-coded to their respective values on the
x-axis, matched in color, and stretch to the top panel. The orange solid curve shows the maximum allowed theoretical line
ratios for z = 0 star-forming galaxies (Kewley et al. 2001), the dashed orange curve shows the empirical separation between star
formation and AGN as source of ionization in SDSS galaxies (Kauffmann et al. 2003), while the teal line shows the locus of the
star formation metallicity sequence at z = 2 − 3 (Strom et al. 2017). We present the quasar photoionization model tracks for
solar metallicity gas in black (Groves et al. 2004). The red circle point shows the median uncertainty on the line ratios, while
the red star shows the median line ratio.

Figure 4. Similar figure to 3, however, the points on the line ratio plots (bottom panel) are color-coded to the velocity dispersion
values (top panel, similar to Figure 1), with dark brown points representing gas with vσ > 250 km s−1 and lighter orange points
representing gas with vσ < 250 km s−1. On average, high-velocity dispersion regions are consistent with the lowest ionization
points. The high and low-velocity dispersion points clearly showcase different ranges of emission line ratios consistent with
different sources of ionization. The red circle point shows the median uncertainty on the line ratios, while the red star shows
the median line ratio.

(Phillips & Cuesta 1998). Radiative shocks in the in- terstellar medium are used to explain the enhancement
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Figure 5. Histograms showing line ratio distribution of
[NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα and [OI]/Hα. We see a broad distri-
bution in the [NII]/Hα and [SII]/Hα histograms, where the
higher line ratios correlate with higher velocity dispersion.
The thick black lines show the range of points that may
be contaminated by ionization from star formation from the
double distribution of emission line ratios and are used to
estimate an upper limit on the recent unobscured star for-
mation rate. We see a single distribution in the [OI]/Hα
line ratio because [O I] is only detected in a nebula centered
around the quasar where the line ratios are elevated.

of [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα and [OI]/Hα line ratios at higher

velocity dispersions (Phillips & Cuesta 1998; Rich et al.

2010, 2011; Vayner et al. 2024; Wang et al. 2024; Lam-

perti et al. 2024).

In Figure 7, we plot the [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα and

[OI]/Hα emission line ratios against velocity dispersion

and compare them to predicted line ratios based on ra-

diative shocks from MAPPINGS (Allen et al. 2008) at

a range of shock velocities. We specifically select mod-

els from the library of shock models from the 3MdB

database (Alarie & Morisset 2019). These models con-

sist of pure shock models, pure precursor, and shock and

precursor models. We use the models computed using

the chemical abundances from (Gutkin et al. 2016). We

explore all available models at a range of pre-shock den-

sity, magnetic field parameter (B/
√
n), shock velocities,

and the full range of available abundances. We see that

the elevated line ratios at the highest velocity disper-

sion can be explained by pure radiative shocks where

the ISM has a pre-shock electron density of 10 cm−3

and a magnetic field parameter (B/
√
n) of 0.0001-10 µG

cm3/2 using the Gutkin16 ISM0d030 C1d00 abundance

set. The most likely scenario is that shocks ionize the

gas in a 10 kpc radius around the quasar. The high-

velocity dispersion, low-ionization gas extends up to 10

kpc ∼ 8 times the effective radius of the stellar light

(Fan et al. 2018) (Figure 8), indicating the heating of

gas on circumgalactic medium scales through radiative

Figure 6. Line ratio of [OI]/Hα and [SII]/Hα plotted
against the projected separation from the quasar. The points
are color-coded to their velocity dispersion value. High-
velocity dispersion values are shown in dark brown, while
the low-velocity dispersion points are shown in orange. High
line ratios with high-velocity dispersion values are found in
a 10 kpc radius around the quasar, consistent with shock
heating as the source of the elevated line ratios. Lower line
ratios are predominantly located at distances > 15 kpc in
the companion galaxies and their extended interstellar and
circumgalactic medium. These line ratios are consistent with
photoionization by star formation. The [O I] line is only de-
tected in the 10 kpc radius nebula centered on the quasar.
We present maps of velocity dispersion where we detect [O I]
and [S II] in each line ratio vs. distance panel, on a hard
stretch to emphasize the regions of low and high velocity
dispersion.
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shocks, providing strong evidence for mechanical feed-

back on circumgalactic scales.

5. DYNAMICS OF THE IONIZED ISM/CGM

To understand the driving mechanism behind large-

scale shocks in W2246-0526, we need to estimate the

energetics of the shocked gas and compare it to the

available input energy from various feedback sources.

By assuming that the majority of the Hα emission over

the high-velocity dispersion and low ionization region

is dominated by radiative shocks, we can estimate the

total kinetic energy due to turbulence in the interstel-

lar and circumgalactic medium in the warm ionized gas

phase. First, we correct the integrated intensity Hαmap

for dust reddening using the Balmer decrement method

and the Calzetti et al. (2000) extinction law, assuming

any deviation from the case B recombination (Hα/Hβ=

2.86) line ratio is due to dust reddening. We measure

a total Hα luminosity of 1 × 1044 erg s−1 by summing

the flux in the spaxels that show vσ > 250 km s−1. As-

suming case B recombination, solar abundance for He,

and constant electron density across the nebula, where

each cloud has the same density, we can convert the Hα

luminosity into an ionized gas mass using the following

equation (Osterbrock & Ferland 2006):

Mionized = 1.4

(
mpLHα

jHαne

)
(1)

where LHα and ne are Hα luminosity and the av-

erage electron density over the shock region. For

the electron temperature we assume a range of (1-

2)×104 K constraining the Hα line emissivity to (1.8-

3.53)×10−25 erg cm3 s−1 for an electron density of

∼ 102−3 cm−3(Luridiana et al. 2015).

We estimate the kinetic energy due to turbulent mo-

tion to be 3× 1058 erg using the following equation:

Eturb =
3

2
Mionized × σ2

m (2)

for a warm ionized gas mass of 6×109M⊙(Equation 1)

and average velocity dispersion of 400 km s−1 by iso-

lating the regions of low ionization and high-velocity

dispersion (Vσ > 250 km s−1). Assuming a maximum

radial extent for the shocked gas of 10 kpc and a shock

propagation velocity similar to the velocity dispersion

implies a dynamical time scale of 25 Myr, and a kinetic

turbulence power of ∼ 3 × 1043erg s−1 . The driving

mechanism behind the large-scale shocks in the W2246-

0526 needs to inject at least this amount of kinetic power

into the surrounding warm ionized gas to drive the ob-

served shocks.

5.1. The nuclear outflow

In the nuclear (r < 1.2 kpc) region of the hot dust-

obscured galaxy, we detect a powerful fast moving ion-

ized outflow with velocities reaching 13, 000 km s−1.

This high velocity outflow is most likely driven by the

quasar and is one of the fastest measured outflows de-

tected in emission (Jun et al. 2017; Perrotta et al. 2019;

Jun et al. 2020; Finnerty et al. 2020).

To estimate the energetics, we need to measure the

mass of gas in the high-velocity component. We extract

a spectrum using a 2.5-pixel radius circle aperture cen-

tered on the hot dust-obscured galaxy. We apply an

aperture correction per channel to the spectrum based

on measurements from a bright flux calibration star that

was reduced in the exact same manner as the science

data (program ID 3399). We fit the Hβ, [O III], [O I],

Hα, [N II] and [S II] lines with a combination of narrow

(< 300 km s−1) and broad (> 300 km s−1) Gaussians

to account for gas in gravitational motion in the galaxy

and an outflow. The width and redshift of each kine-

matic component are tied to the [O III] line as it has the

highest signal-to-noise ratio in the nuclear spectrum, we

limit the range of allowed line ratios between Hα and

Hβ to satisfy case B recombination. The final best-fit

spectrum consists of three broad and highly blueshifted

Gaussians and two narrower components for the host

galaxy near systemic velocity. We do not associate any

meaning to the individual Gaussians. The number of

components is selected to explain as many emission line

profiles as possible with a common profile, but specifi-

cally focusing on explaining the [O III] and Hα line pro-

files while also satisfying case B recombination between

Hα and Hβ with the smallest χ2 value. We present the

best-fit model to the nuclear spectrum in Figure 9. We

attempted to fit the spectrum associating the broadest
Hα emission with a broad-line region model, where there

is no associated broad component in any of the forbidden

lines. However, that fit provided an unsatisfactory fit to

both the [O III] and Hβ lines, with the redshift of the

broad-line region having an offset of -5000-6000 km s−1

from the systemic redshift, and the line ratios between

Hα and Hβ significantly outside what is allowed by case

B recombination. We find that the broadest emission

seen in Hα has an accompanying component in [O III]

but also in several other forbidden lines, indicating that

this gas is beyond the broad-line region and most likely

associated with a fast outflow. To estimate the uncer-

tainties, we run an MCMC algorithm with 50000 steps

and discarding 10% of the chain.

We measure a total Hα flux of 2.7×10−16erg s−1 cm−2

and a luminosity of 6×1043 erg s−1 summing the inte-

grated line flux of the broad blueshifted velocity kine-
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Figure 7. Top: [NII]/Hα, [SII]/Hα and [OI]/Hα line ratios vs. velocity dispersion diagrams. The orange symbols show the
measured values at each spaxel while the shading of the rectangles indicates the number density of measured values with that
line ratio and velocity. The median uncertainties are shown with red crosses. The red-purple curves show MAPPINGS radiative
shock models for a range of magnetic field parameters for gas with pre-shock electron density of 10 cm−3 (thick line) and 100
cm−3 (dashed line). In all diagrams, the highest observed line ratios at the largest velocities are consistent with the expected
line ratios due to shocks. While [O I] is only detected at high-velocity dispersions (Vσ > 200 km s−1), [N II] and [S II] are observed
across a range of galactic and circumgalactic regions over a range of velocity dispersions, with the [NII]/Hα and [SII]/Hα line
ratios increasing with velocity dispersion and a hint for a subsequent decrease at the highest velocities, as predicted by radiative
shock models. Bottom: line ratios of [SII]/Hα, [NII]/Hα and [OI]/Hα plotted against each other. The points are color-coded
to the velocity dispersion, with purple to orange points representing the high-velocity dispersion (Vσ > 200 km s−1) and black
points with low-velocity dispersion (Vσ < 200km s−1). MAPPINGS shock models are overplotted and are able to explain the
line ratios across all ions and neutral oxygen.

matic components. Unfortunately, the electron density

is difficult to measure for the outflow region as the [S II]

doublet is blended because the lines are broad. We as-

sume a range of electron density of 500-1000 cm−3 for

the energetics calculation. The electron density is within

the range of measured values in other Hot DOGs (Jun

et al. 2020).

Using equation 1 we estimate a total ionized gas mass

of (0.2± 0.1)× 109 M⊙. We use the following equation

to estimate the outflow rate:

Ṁ ionized =
Mionizedvout

R
, (3)

where Mionized is the ionized gas mass, vout is the veloc-

ity of the outflow and R is the radius of the outflow. For

the outflow velocity, we use the blueshifted wing of the

emission line to measure the maximum velocity since,

due to projection effects, the wings of the emission lines

likely show the true velocity of the outflowing material

(Cano-Dı́az et al. 2012; Greene et al. 2012). We use

the velocity where 10% of the line is integrated as the

outflow velocity. When computing the velocity, we only

use the combined model of the broad Gaussian compo-

nents. The outflow velocity is computed by setting the

following equation to 0.1:
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Figure 8. Radial profiles of the ionized gas for the extended emission in the W2246-0526 system. The top left plot shows the
Hα surface brightness profile, computed in concentric rings of 0.05′′ width centered on the quasar in the PSF subtracted data.
The points are color-coded to the average velocity dispersion measured in the concentric ring. The orange dashed line shows
the uncertainty on the surface brightness profile. The top right plot shows a similar diagram for [O II] and the bottom left plot
shows the surface brightness profile for fainter lines of [N II], [S II], and [O I]. The bottom right plot shows the average velocity
dispersion measured in each concentric ring. We see a decline in the average velocity dispersion with a transitional radius from
higher (Vσ >250km s−1) to lower velocity dispersion around 10 kpc, which is highlighted in each diagram as a dotted vertical
line. Line ratios interior to this radius are most consistent with shock excitation. The dot-dash vertical line shows the stellar
effective radius of the hot dust-obscured galaxy of 1.3 kpc (Fan et al. 2018). High-velocity dispersion gas that is consistent
with low-ionization is detected out to a radius of at least 10 kpc, about 8 times the radius of the stellar extent, well into the
circumgalactic medium scale.

F (v) =

v∫
−∞

f(v′)/

∞∫
−∞

f(v′)dv′ (4)

For outflow radius, we use PSF FWHM/2, since it is

spatially unresolved. We measure an outflow rate of

2000±800M⊙ yr−1 and a kinetic luminosity of (6± 2)×
1046 erg s−1 using the following equation:

Lkinetic =
1

2
Ṁionized × v2out (5)

We present the measured properties for the nuclear out-

flow and their estimated uncertainties in Table 1.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. The source behind the galaxy scale shocks

We estimate a mass outflow rate of 2000 M⊙ yr−1

and an outflow kinetic power of 6× 1046 erg s−1 , which

is more than three orders of magnitude larger than the

turbulent kinetic power measured in the socked circum-

galactic medium. We estimate a coupling efficiency of ∼
5% between the bolometric luminosity of the quasar and

the kinetic luminosity of the outflow, which is above the

minimum coupling efficiency needed to provide negative

quasar feedback in simulations (Choi et al. 2015; Costa

et al. 2018; Mercedes-Feliz et al. 2023; Wellons et al.

2023). We measure a momentum flux ratio between the

ionized outflow (1.2 × 1038 g cm s−1) and the quasar

accretion disk (4.5 × 1037 g cm s−1) of ∼ 3, consistent

with either an outflow driven by radiation pressure on

dust grains (Thompson et al. 2015; Costa et al. 2018) or

through an energy-conserving shock (Faucher-Giguère

et al. 2012; Faucher-Giguère & Quataert 2012).
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Figure 9. Top panels show the nuclear spectrum. The
left panel shows the Hβ and [O III] complex, while the top
right panel shows the [O I], [N II], Hα, and [S II] complex.
The red curve shows the best-fit q3dfit model. The dashed
lines show the individual kinematic components for each line,
where each kinematic component has a unique color. Be-
low each complex, we show the residuals after subtracting
the emission line and continuum models. The bottom panel
shows the best fit [O III], Hβ and Hα line profiles of the broad
blueshifted kinematic components, with the rest of the mod-
els subtracted out. The gray-shaded region marks the veloc-
ity range containing 90% of the integrated flux for the broad
[O III] blueshifted kinematic components. The solid black
line shows the average velocity of the profile (V50), and the
dashed black line shows the maximum velocity (V02) where
2% of the flux is integrated on the blue wing.

The quasar-driven outflow in the center of the sys-

tem clearly has a sufficient kinetic luminosity to power

the observed galaxy-scale shocks, plus the circumgalac-

tic medium-scale shocks. To investigate whether other

sources of feedback, such as supernova explosions, can

Parameter value unit

Shock Region

logL(Hα) 44.05±0.04 erg s−1

< vσ > 404 ± 40 km s−1

Mionized (6± 2)× 109 ( 100cm
−3

ne
) M⊙

Eturb (3± 1)× 1058 erg

Lturb (3± 1)× 1043 erg s−1

tdynamical 25 Myr

Nuclear Outflow

logL(Hα) 43.65±0.04 erg s−1

W90 11011 km s−1

Vout 9961 km s−1

Mionized (2± 1)× 108 ( 1000cm
−3

ne
) M⊙

Ṁ 2000 ±800 ( 1000cm
−3

ne
) M⊙ yr−1

log10(Ṗoutflow) 38±0.2 g cm s−1

log10(Ėoutflow) 46.8±0.2 erg s−1

Ėoutflow

LAGN
4.5±2 ( 1000cm

−3

ne
) %

Ṗoutflow

ṖAGN
3±1 ( 1000cm

−3

ne
)

Table 1. Measured properties of the kinematics, dynamics,
and energetics of the shocked region and the nuclear outflow
in W2246-0526.

drive the shocks, we need to compare the amount of en-

ergy that supernova explosions can deposit into the in-

terstellar and circumgalactic medium. We assume each

supernova explodes with an energy of ESN = 1051 erg

with one explosion every 100 years for a star formation

rate of 1 M⊙ yr−1, leading to the following estimate of

the energy deposition into the interstellar and circum-

galactic medium:

ĖSNe = ξESNṀSFRfSN ∼ 3× 1040
ṀSFR

1M⊙yr−1
erg s−1

(6)

where ξ is the energy coupling between each super-

nova explosion and the interstellar and circumgalactic

medium, taken to be 10% (Thornton et al. 1998; Murray

et al. 2005). To drive the observed shocks in the inter-

stellar and circumgalactic medium requires an average

star formation rate of 1000 M⊙ yr−1 over the past 25

Myr. Currently, within 10 kpc from the quasar, there is

no strong evidence for photoionization consistent purely

with star formation. We see a broad distribution of

the [NII]/Hα and [SII]/Hα line ratios where the lower

ratios at the lowest velocity dispersion are more con-

sistent with star formation, and the highest line ratios

with the highest velocity dispersion are more consistent

with shock excitation. The overlapping region near the

minima of the distribution (Figure 5) may be attributed
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to a transitional region between photoionization by

massive stars and shocks. This range of line ratios is

consistent with a skewed velocity dispersion distribution

towards the lower (< 300 km s−1) velocity dispersion

values in the 10 kpc radius around the quasar, hence

overlapping with both lower velocity dispersion and line

ratios, indicating a true transitional region between star

formation and shock excitation. However, it should be

noted that the line ratios are still, on average, higher

than what is seen in pure star-forming galaxies; there

is still likely a significant contribution from radiative

shocks in these spaxels. We can place an upper limit on

the recent unobscured star formation rate by integrating

the Hα flux over the spaxels that are within ±0.1 dex

around the minima of the [NII]/Hα line ratio distribu-

tion (Figure 5) and convert it into a star formation rate

using the empirical Hα luminosity star formation rate

relation (Kennicutt 1998). The 0.1 dex range selected

extends to the highest [NII]/Hα line ratios observed in

pure star-forming galaxies at z ∼ 2 (Strom et al. 2017).

We place an upper limit on the dust-corrected (using

Balmer decrement) recent star formation rate of <100

M⊙ yr−1 integrated over 10 kpc radius surrounding the

quasar. Most of the spaxels in the transitional region be-

tween star formation and shock excitation overlap with

the rest-frame UV continuum emission from the quasar

host galaxy (Fan et al. 2018), with additional emission

extending towards the west. The rest of the spaxels

consistent with photoionization by massive stars are

located ∼15-25 kpc away from the quasar host galaxy

and are unlikely to contribute to driving the shocks in

the inner 10 kpc region. At most, 11% of the total

Hα flux is due to unobscured star formation activity

within 10 kpc from the quasar, from a comparison of

the total Hα flux integrated over the 10 kpc nebula to

the Hα flux from spaxels that may have contribution

from ionization by massive young stars.

There can potentially be ongoing obscured star for-

mation with a rate reaching 1000 M⊙ yr−1, since spa-

tially integrated spectral energy distribution fitting from

near to far infrared (at ∼50 kpc resolution) indicates the

presence of cold dust that can be consistent with such

a high star formation rate (Sun et al. 2024). However,

recent resolved ALMA observations of the far-infrared

dust emission reveal that the dust in the inner 7 kpc

region is at a temperature of 111+24
−17 K with a total in-

frared luminosity of 1047.39 erg s−1 . This luminosity

would imply an unreasonably high star formation rate

of ∼9,000 M⊙ yr−1 and, combined with the high dust

temperature, implies that the dust in the inner 7 kpc is

currently heated by the quasar. Beyond ∼ 10 kpc from

the quasar, however, the ALMA data suggest there is

significant ongoing obscured star formation, mostly hap-

pening in the nearby merging galaxies and tidal debris.

There, the dust temperature is significantly lower, 35-

40K, more similar to those seen in starburst regions in

nearby dusty galaxies (Fernández Aranda et al. 2024

in-prep.).

The quasar-driven outflow requires a coupling ef-

ficiency between the kinetic energy due to turbulent

motion and the kinetic power of the quasar-driven out-

flow of only 0.05%. In contrast, star formation sustained

at a rate of 1000 M⊙ yr−1 requires a coupling efficiency

of at least 10%, nearly two orders of magnitude higher.

Therefore, while star formation can contribute to the

energy injection into the interstellar and circumgalac-

tic medium, the quasar is far more likely to be the

primary driver of the shocks. Shocks in mergers are

commonly observed in luminous and ultra-luminous in-

frared galaxies in the nearby universe (Rich et al. 2011;

Mortazavi & Lotz 2019). However, often, the elevated

line ratios are seen at maximum velocity dispersions

of about 200 km s−1, whereas for W2246-0526, we ob-

serve velocity dispersions with elevated line ratios out

to 700 km s−1(Figure 7) with a distribution that is more

skewed to larger velocity values compared to local mas-

sive galaxy mergers (Rich et al. 2011; Mortazavi & Lotz

2019). Furthermore, the tidal features that connect the

nearby companion galaxies to the central galaxy do not

show evidence of emission due to fast shocks; rather,

this emission is concentrated in a 10 kpc nebula around

the quasar.

In summary, while merger activity and star forma-

tion can be a source of feedback, the outflow driven by

the central quasar has the most kinetic energy avail-

able to induce the observed shocks, making it the most

likely source. This provides strong evidence that quasars

prevent gas from efficiently cooling to form stars and

accrete gas from the inner circumgalactic medium to

galaxy scales.

6.2. Comparison to other obscured quasars studied

with JWST

Given the recent observations with JWST of other

obscured galaxy populations with luminous quasars, it

is interesting to compare the shock-driven feedback in

W2246-0526 with these other systems. Extremely red

quasars are a population of powerful obscured active

galactic nuclei (Ishikawa et al. 2021; Ma et al. 2024)

that often show some of the fastest moving outflows of

any quasar sample (Perrotta et al. 2019). They often

overlap in properties with Hot DOGs, such as rest-frame
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UV to infrared colors and high intrinsic infrared lumi-

nosities, and are likely part of a transitional phase in

the evolution of galaxies and their supermassive black

holes. Reddened quasars also often show evidence for

fast-moving outflows, however not as extreme as the

extremely red quasar and Hot DOG population (Tem-

ple et al. 2019). As part of an early-release science

program, JWST observed the extremely red quasar,

J1652 (z = 2.94) (Vayner et al. 2023b, 2024). Similar

to W2246-0526, the host galaxy of this quasar shows

shocks induced by powerful quasar-driven outflows near

the outskirts of the galaxy, perpendicular to the direc-

tion of the outflow. The W2246-0526 and J1652 have

similar numbers of merging satellite galaxies, similar

stellar mass, both show strong nuclear obscuration,

and both have powerful outflows, a common property

of both extremely red quasars and hot dust-obscured

galaxies (Perrotta et al. 2019; Jun et al. 2020). The

Hα luminosity due to shocks in the W2246-0526 system

of 1 × 1044 erg s−1 is about a factor of 50 higher than

the J1652 system. The bolometric luminosity of the

W2246-0526 quasar is only about a factor 2.5 higher,

while the outflow kinetic luminosity and momentum flux

are about a factor of 10 higher. Larger energetics in the

W2246-0526 may explain the higher Hα luminosity of

the shocked gas in the W2246-0526 system. Higher

nuclear obscuration can also increase the detected Hα

luminosity due to shocks. In fact, in the J1652 system,

shocks are only detected in regions outside the quasar

photoionization cone; likely, shocks are present in the re-

gion photoionized by the quasar but are heavily diluted

by the radiation from quasar ionization. In the W2246-

0526 system, we see nearly isotropic shock-dominated

emission out to 10 kpc from the central quasar, which

would suggest that the dust in the host galaxy is likely

distributed homogeneously with a large covering factor

around the quasar. This could explain why the gas

on galactic and circumgalactic scales does not show

signatures of being photoionized by the quasar itself

but instead displays low ionization emission line ratios

typical of radiative shocks. Indeed, multi-wavelength

observations of the W2246-0526 quasar indicate that

the covering factor of the dust-obscuring material in the

nuclear region is close to unity (Fan et al. 2016).

7. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present JWST NIRSpec mo-

saic IFU observations of W2246-0526, a dust-obscured

galaxy hosting a luminous quasar at z = 4.601.

W2246-0526 is the most luminous quasar known to

date. We mapped rest-frame optical emission lines

([O II],Hβ,[O III],[O I],Hα, [N II] and [S II]) at kpc-scale

resolution out to 60 kpc from the quasar, and we find:

• Filamentary structures in ionized emission that

connect the nearby companion galaxies to the host

galaxy of the central luminous quasar.

• In the central 10 kpc surrounding the quasar, an

extended nebula of low-ionization gas that we find

to be heated by radiative shocks. Shocks are de-

tected out to eight times the effective radius of the

stellar light of the quasar host galaxy, indicating

for the first time the presence of mechanical heat-

ing of gas on circumgalactic scales at this cosmic

epoch.

• A powerful quasar-driven outflow in the inner

1.6 kpc from the quasar with velocities reach-

ing 13,000 km s−1, the fastest outflow detected in

emission to date. We measure an outflow rate of

2000 M⊙ yr−1 and a kinetic luminosity of 6×1046

erg s−1 with a 5% coupling efficiency to the bolo-

metric luminosity of the quasar. The outflow is

powerful enough to explain the kinetic energy due

to the turbulent motion of the gas observed on

galactic and circumgalactic scales out to 10 kpc,

suggesting it the primary driver of the observed

shocks.

• While star formation activity can partially con-

tribute to driving the radiative shocks, the star

formation rate required to be the dominant heat-

ing mechanism is much larger than what is mea-
sured within the low-ionization nebula around 10

kpc from the quasar. Thus, the most likely sce-

nario is that the quasar provides most of the en-

ergy and momentum necessary to drive the shocks,

with likely only a minor contribution from star for-

mation.

In summary, the powerful quasar in W2246-0526 is

likely driving the turbulence and shocks observed on

large scales around its host, probably preventing gas

from cooling efficiently and being accreted to the cen-

tral kpc of the system. If W2246-0526 is representative

of the Hot DOG population, these results suggest that

luminous, obscured quasars can provide effective neg-

ative feedback not only on galactic but also on CGM

scales as early as 1.3 Gyr after the Big Bang.
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