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ABSTRACT

We study the physical origins of outflowing cold clouds in a sample of 14 low-redshift dwarf
(M∗ ≲ 1010 M⊙) galaxies from the COS Legacy Archive Spectroscopic SurveY (CLASSY) using
Keck/ESI data. Outflows are traced by broad (FWHM ∼ 260 km s−1) and very-broad (VB; FWHM
∼ 1200 km s−1) velocity components in strong emission lines like [O III] λ5007 and Hα. The maximum
velocities (vmax) of broad components correlate positively with SFR, unlike the anti-correlation ob-
served for VB components, and are consistent with superbubble models. In contrast, supernova-driven
galactic wind models better reproduce the vmax of VB components. Direct radiative cooling from a hot
wind significantly underestimates the luminosities of both broad and VB components. A multi-phase
wind model with turbulent radiative mixing reduces this discrepancy to at least one dex for most VB
components. Stellar photoionization likely provides additional energy since broad components lie in
the starburst locus of excitation diagnostic diagrams. We propose a novel interpretation of outflow
origins in star-forming dwarf galaxies−broad components trace expanding superbubble shells, while
VB components originate from galactic winds. One-zone photoionization models fail to explain the
low-ionization lines ([S II] and [O I]) of broad components near the maximal starburst regime, which
two-zone photoionization models with density-bounded channels instead reproduce. These two-zone
models indicate anisotropic leakage of Lyman continuum photons through low-density channels formed
by expanding superbubbles. Our study highlights extreme outflows (vmax ≳ 1000 km s−1) in 9 out of
14 star-forming dwarf galaxies, comparable to AGN-driven winds.

Keywords: Emission line galaxies (459) — Dwarf galaxies (416) — Galaxy winds (626)
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1. INTRODUCTION

Cosmological simulations require galactic winds to
produce the observed stellar mass, star formation rate
(SFR), and metallicity of galaxies, as well as to match
the global scaling relations, such as the mass-metallicity
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relation (Davé et al. 2011a,b; Torrey et al. 2014;
Somerville & Davé 2015). Galactic winds have been
ubiquitously detected in starburst galaxies across cosmic
time through both absorption and emission lines (Mar-
tin 2006; Steidel et al. 2010; Martin et al. 2012). These
winds manifest in the extremely hot ionized gas (∼ 107

K), traced by X-ray emission (e.g., Lopez et al. 2020),
and in the cold and denser phase (∼ 104 K) as indicated
by Hα emission (e.g., Martin 1999). In edge-on galaxies,
emission lines with asymmetric line profiles are easily
identified along their minor axis due to the often bipo-
lar morphology of the outflowing gas (Heckman et al.
1990). As a complementary approach, blueshifted UV
and optical absorption lines such as Na I, Mg II, and Si II
(Martin 2006; Prochaska et al. 2011), which are observed
in face-on systems with absorbing material in front of the
continuum source, have been frequently employed to de-
tect galactic winds. The different dependencies on gas
densities (n) for emission (∝ n2) and absorption (∝ n)
lines complicate the interpretation of outflow proper-
ties (e.g., scaling relations with global galaxy proper-
ties; Heckman et al. 2015) derived from these profiles,
as they may probe distinct regions of the same outflow
(Xu et al. 2024).
From the extremely hot and diffuse phase to the cold

and dense phase, emission and absorption lines reveal
the multiphase nature of galactic winds. This mul-
tiphase nature significantly challenges observers when
validating existing galactic wind models. Early single-
phase models (e.g., Chevalier & Clegg 1985, hereafter
CC85) predominantly focus on the hot wind, but many
observations primarily trace the cold gas. Observers of-
ten record an outflow mass rate that is orders of mag-
nitude smaller than theoretical models predict since a
large fraction of the undetected outflow might reside in
other gaseous phases (Concas et al. 2022; Tan & Fielding
2023).
Comparing theoretical models with observations re-

quires a detailed understanding of the radial struc-
tures of density, velocity, pressure, and temperature,
as these structures determine the shapes of observed
spectral line profiles and their corresponding luminosi-
ties. These radial structures are also intrinsically tied
to the long-standing question regarding the physical na-
ture of the observed cold gas, which can be accelerated
to ∼ 1000 km s−1 or even larger (Martin et al. 2015).
There are two main theoretical perspectives on the

physical origins of the outflowing cold clouds: (1) one
emphasizes the entrainment of cold clouds in hot winds,
where the acceleration might arise from radiation pres-
sure (Murray et al. 2005, 2011), ram pressure (Heckman
et al. 2011), or the turbulent radiative mixing between
the hot and cold phases (Binette et al. 2009; Gronke &
Oh 2018, 2020; Schneider et al. 2020; Fielding & Bryan
2022, hereafter FB22); (2) the other attributes the cold
clouds to direct radiative cooling from the hot winds
(Thompson et al. 2016; Lochhaas et al. 2018; Gray et al.

2019; Danehkar et al. 2021, 2022), which can naturally
explain the high velocity of these clouds. In both per-
spectives, radiative cooling plays a pivotal role in de-
termining the ultimate fate of the observed cold clouds.
Within the entrainment context, the survival and po-
tential growth of cold clouds in the hot winds depend
on whether the cooling timescale of the mixed gas be-
tween the two phases is shorter than the cloud-crushing
timescale (Gronke & Oh 2018, 2020). From the direct
cooling perspective, the radiative cooling time should be
shorter than the advection timescale for the hot gas to
enter the catastrophic cooling regime and then produce
the observed emission and absorption lines in the cold
phase (Thompson et al. 2016, hereafter T16).
These outflowing cold clouds might also trace ex-

panding superbubble shells before these shells become
Rayleigh-Taylor unstable as they blow out to gener-
ate galactic winds (Mac Low & McCray 1988; Baum-
gartner & Breitschwerdt 2013). Recent work on
J1044+0353 (Martin, Peng, & Li 2024), a local analog
of Reionization-era galaxies (one of our targets, see Sec-
tion 2), finds the measured outflow velocities of broad
components (∼ 200 km s−1 FWHM) in strong optical
emission and UV absorption lines are consistent with
the predicted expansion velocities of superbubble shells
(Weaver et al. 1977). This finding aligns with Tenorio-
Tagle et al. (1997), who argue that the faint and broad
wings (broad/narrow intensity ratio ≲ 30%) in opti-
cal emission lines can result from expanding supershells
in the low-metallicity interstellar medium (ISM) where
massive OB clusters deposit significant amounts of en-
ergy (E ≥ 1039 erg s−1), which delays the fragmentation
due to Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities.
With the launch of JWST, these studies further ques-

tion the physical origins of outflowing cold clouds in
high-redshift galaxies (e.g., whether they are expand-
ing superbubble shells or galactic winds), where recent
works find ubiquitous broad velocity components in rest-
frame optical emission lines (Carniani et al. 2024; Zhang
et al. 2023; Xu et al. 2023b).
This work aims to alleviate the physical-origin puz-

zle of outflowing cold clouds in star-forming galaxies.
For this purpose, CLASSY (Berg et al. 2022), includ-
ing 45 compact, low-redshift (0.002 < z < 0.182) star-
burst galaxies, is ideal for an in-depth investigation of
the origins of outflowing gas for two reasons. First,
previous studies by Xu et al. (2022) (hereafter X22)
and Xu et al. (2023a) have already obtained many cru-
cial outflow properties, such as outflow velocities and
mass outflow rates, by analyzing UV absorption lines
across a wide range of ionization states (e.g., C II, Si II,
Si III, Si IV), with ionization potential energies ranging
from ∼ 10 to 45 eV. The physical properties derived
from UV absorption lines can be juxtaposed with those
inferred from strong optical lines, allowing for a di-
rect comparison to discern whether they share simi-
lar physical origins. Second, CLASSY spans a sub-
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stantial range in key galaxy observable properties such
as stellar mass (6.22 < log(M∗/M⊙) < 10.06), gas-
phase metallicity (6.98 < 12 + log(O/H) < 8.77), and
SFR (−2 ≲ log SFR/M⊙ yr−1 ≲ 2), which is advan-
tageous for determining potential scaling relationships
with these global properties and inferring the underly-
ing physical mechanisms.
The structure of this paper is summarized as follows:

In Section 2, we present our observations using the
Keck Echellette Spectrograph and Imager (ESI; Shei-
nis et al. 2002), outline the data reduction procedures
we adopted, describe the line-fitting models, define each
detected velocity component, and summarize the spec-
troscopically derived physical properties. In Section 3,
we utilize strong line ratios to infer the underlying exci-
tation mechanisms. The excitation diagnostic diagrams
can help determine whether each velocity component
of our targets is dominated by stellar photoionization,
shock, or AGN. In Section 4, using galactic wind models
from T16 and FB22, we rigorously evaluate the theoreti-
cal perspective that attributes these outflowing clouds to
direct condensation from hot winds or turbulent radia-
tive mixing layers (TRMLs) between hot winds and cold
clouds. The implications of our findings are discussed
within the Sections and also in Section 5. We summarize
our key results in Section 6. Throughout this paper, we
use Z⊙ = 0.0134 for solar metallicity, corresponding to
12 + log(O/H) = 8.69 (Asplund et al. 2021), and adopt
a Flat ΛCDM cosmology with Ωm = 0.3, ΩΛ = 0.7, and
H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1.

2. OBSERVATION AND DATA PROCESSING

2.1. Keck ESI Observation

We used the echelle mode of Keck/ESI, with a wave-
length coverage of 390 to 1090 nm, to observe 14 of the
45 CLASSY galaxies (10 targets on January 14, 2023,
and 4 more on April 19, 2023; see Table 1). Based on
their outflow velocities measured from UV absorption
lines (X22), this sample includes 8 fast outflow galaxies
(vout (AL) ≳ 150 km s−1) and 6 slow outflow galaxies
(vout (AL) ≲ 60 km s−1; see Table 2).
For our ESI observations, we chose a 1.′′25 × 20.′′0 slit

to match the seeing, obtaining a FWHM resolution of
93 km s−1, and a 1 (spatial) × 2 (spectral) binning to
avoid oversampling in the dispersion direction. Each slit
was centered upon the most luminous stellar complex of
each observed galaxy, consistent with the SDSS’s (Sloan
Digital Sky Survey) PLUG position. For targets ob-
served at airmasses of ≲ 1.25, the slit was oriented at a
position angle (PA) aligned with the photometric minor
axis if the difference between the PA and the parallactic
angle (Filippenko 1982), η, at half the total integration
time is |η − PA| ≲ 45◦. Otherwise, the slit was aligned
with η to minimize relative light losses due to atmo-
spheric differential refraction. Each slit is shown as the

solid pink rectangular aperture in the color-composite
image constructed from the g, r, and z band DECalS
images (Blum et al. 2016; Dey et al. 2019) in Figure
1. For J1044+0353 and J1525+0757, both of which
exhibit merger-like morphologies with multiple stellar
complexes, we also positioned or oriented the slit to
cover one of the off-center stellar complexes, as indi-
cated by the dashed pink rectangular aperture in Figure
1. A detailed analysis of these off-center slits will be
addressed in future work. Each galaxy was observed
with an integration time of approximately 45 minutes,
plus an additional 10 minutes on the off-field sky. Stan-
dard star observations of Feige 67 and BD+284211 are
taken at the end of the January and April observations,
respectively, for absolute flux calibrations.

2.2. ESI Data Reduction

We use the Python package PypeIt (Prochaska et al.
2020) for basic data processing, including bias subtrac-
tion, flat fielding, wavelength calibration, order tracing,
and flux sensitivity function generation. The residuals
between the flux-calibrated ESI spectra of the standard
stars and the PypeIt reference spectra are within ±5%
across all ESI orders. To efficiently remove cosmic rays
from each galaxy’s 2D spectra, we utilize the package
astroscrappy (McCully et al. 2018).
We employ modified PypeIt functions in conjunction

with customized Python routines for the remaining re-
duction steps. Each 2D spectrum is rectified to correct
for spatial distortions within the prisms and ensure that
every dispersion axis follows the same wavelength solu-
tion. We adopt the standard extraction method pro-
posed by the VLT/X-Shooter pipeline (Modigliani et al.
2010) to avoid “gaps” resulting from 2D rectification,
which manifest as “ripples” in the 1D extracted spec-
tra. Finally, we extract 1D spectra from each ESI order,
stitch all orders to form a continuous spectrum over the
entire wavelength range, and coadd all 1D spectra using
the ech combspec method in PypeIt.
After obtaining the merged 1D spectra for the ob-

ject and the sky, we employed the ESO SkyCorr (Noll
et al. 2014) package for 1D sky subtraction. This pro-
cess involves iteratively determining the scaling factors
between the 1D sky and object spectra, taken at dif-
ferent times and sky positions, across various groups of
sky lines. Here we favor the 1D sky subtraction method
over the conventional 2D subtraction due to our targets
being spatially extended (see the left panels in Figure
1), filling the entire ESI slit. Additionally, the infre-
quent sky chopping does not permit reliable direct 2D
sky subtraction.
We scaled the error spectra to account for the cor-

related noises introduced by the standard extraction
method. The variance rescaling factor is determined
by comparing the median variance with the square of
the root-mean-square noise of the continuum near strong
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Table 1. Physical Properties of Galaxies from the Literature and SED fittings

Object z LD r50 log M∗ 12 + log(O/H) E(B − V )MW vcir log Σ̇∗ tcos

(Mpc) (kpc) (M⊙) (km s−1) (M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2) Myr

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

J0127–0619 0.0054 23 0.02 8.74+0.18
−0.15 7.68± 0.02 0.0372± 0.0008 57.0+6.0

−6.3 2.00+0.16
−0.17 369+867

−260

J0144+0453 0.0052 23 0.37 7.65+0.24
−0.29 7.76± 0.02 0.0302± 0.0015 27.5+5.8

−4.1 -0.75+0.51
−0.41 32+47

−18

J0337–0502 0.01352 58 0.45 7.06+0.24
−0.21 7.46± 0.04 0.0402± 0.0015 18.5+2.7

−2.8 -0.42+0.43
−0.84 31+47

−21

J0808+3948 0.09123 417 0.13 9.12+0.30
−0.17 8.77± 0.12 0.0399± 0.0006 73.1+8.8

−13.2 2.25+0.27
−0.20 104+224

−62

J0926+4427 0.18067 875 0.66 8.76+0.30
−0.26 8.08± 0.02 0.0156± 0.0008 57.8+10.9

−10.5 0.59+0.16
−0.14 69+108

−39

J0938+5428 0.10210 470 0.51 9.15+0.18
−0.29 8.25± 0.02 0.0152± 0.0012 75.0+15.8

−8.3 0.84+0.20
−0.21 86+95

−48

J1025+3622 0.12650 592 0.79 8.87+0.25
−0.27 8.13± 0.01 0.0097± 0.0006 62.1+12.2

−9.5 0.44+0.20
−0.17 123+176

−71

J1044+0353 0.01287 55 0.10 6.80+0.41
−0.26 7.45± 0.03 0.0367± 0.0006 15.6+3.0

−3.7 0.62+0.17
−0.14 3+15

−1

J1129+2034 0.0047 21 0.04 8.09+0.37
−0.27 8.28± 0.04 0.0173± 0.0013 36.8+7.4

−8.1 1.70+0.56
−0.39 32+61

−20

J1200+1343 0.06675 300 0.23 8.12+0.47
−0.42 8.26± 0.02 0.0240± 0.0007 37.6+12.0

−10.1 1.25+0.18
−0.21 8+29

−4

J1359+5726 0.03383 148 0.74 8.41+0.31
−0.26 7.98± 0.01 0.0099± 0.0007 45.5+8.6

−8.4 -0.12+0.14
−0.20 97+199

−64

J1429+0643 0.17350 836 0.44 8.80+0.35
−0.21 8.10± 0.03 0.0216± 0.0008 59.0+9.0

−12.3 1.33+0.19
−0.14 15+25

−7

J1444+4237 0.0023 11 7.42 6.48+0.17
−0.17 7.64± 0.02 0.0110± 0.0004 12.6+1.5

−1.3 -4.48+0.08
−0.11 21+40

−10

J1525+0757 0.07579 343 0.36 10.06+0.28
−0.42 8.33± 0.04 0.0355± 0.0011 137.3+44.6

−23.5 1.09+0.26
−0.70 243+734

−171

Note—Description for each column: (2) Redshift, z, (3) luminosity distance, LD, (5) total stellar mass, logM∗, and (6) gas-phase

metallicity, 12 + log(O/H), of each galaxy are extracted from Tables 5 and 6 in Berg et al. (2022). (7) The Galactic foreground

extinction, E(B − V )MW, of each galaxy is obtained from the Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011) dust maps. (4) Half-light radius, r50, (8)

circular velocity, vcir, and (9) SFR surface density, log Σ̇∗, for each galaxy are taken from Table A2 of X22. (10) Stellar population age

of each galaxy within the HST/COS aperture, tcos, is derived from BEAGLE SED fitting (see Appendix B for details).

emission lines. The typical scaling factor is ∼ 1.5 for the
extracted 1D spectra.
To correct for the instrumental broadening σint, we

determine σint from the master arc spectrum as 38 ±
4 km s−1, representing the median and one-sigma scat-
ter across all orders, consistent with Figure 3 in Sheinis
et al. (2002). All reported velocity measurements are
corrected for σint in this work.

2.3. Emission-line Modeling

We utilize VerEmisFitting (Peng 2024), a user-
friendly Python package, to constrain the gas kine-
matics of each galaxy based on emission-line fittings.
This package allows users to fit emission lines using up
to three Gaussian functions per line in velocity space.
Users can also interactively define the line-fitting win-
dow, set local-continuum regions, and mask spectral re-
gions. We outline the essential fitting steps below and

direct the reader to the VerEmisFitting documenta-
tion1 for a detailed explanation of each step.

1. Fitting Algorithms: The fitting algorithm employs
the Levenberg-Marquardt (leastsq) and Nelder-
Mead (nelder) methods from the package LMFIT
(Newville et al. 2021). To reduce the likelihood
that the best-fitting result gets trapped in a lo-
cal minimum within the multi-dimensional χ2 space,
VerEmisFitting adjusts the initial guesses for each
iteration based on the specified range of variation for
each parameter (defined by users). The typical num-
ber of iterations for finding the best-fitting result is
≥ 1000 for each galaxy. The fitting results from the
leastsq and nelder methods usually converge at
this large number of iterations.

1 https://github.com/jasonpeng17/VerEmisFitting
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Table 2. Derived vmax and FWHM from Optical Emission and UV Absorption Lines (AL)

Object vout (AL) vmax (Broad) vmax (VB) FWHMout (AL) FWHMout (Broad) FWHMout (VB)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

J0127–0619 no outflow 377± 4 2263± 149 no outflow 374± 4 2176± 147

J0144+0453 48± 16 · · · 815± 231 182± 61 · · · 789± 229

J0337–0502a no outflow 86± 11 1516± 159 no outflow 86± 11 1516± 159

J0808+3948 646± 65 586± 7 · · · 382± 127 543± 6 · · ·
J0926+4427 353± 52 370± 5 1141± 88 402± 130 367± 5 1132± 88

J0938+5428 215± 72 311± 9 1051± 248 272± 91 296± 9 1053± 243

J1025+3622 155± 24 204± 6 693± 67 409± 76 203± 6 669± 66

J1044+0353a 52± 12 135± 11 2146± 347 123± 24 136± 11 2146± 347

J1129+2034 51± 17 235± 16 1822± 317 144± 15 221± 15 1775± 312

J1200+1343 192± 13 320± 6 1224± 171 306± 62 313± 6 1180± 169

J1359+5726 161± 23 217± 6 1468± 225 359± 70 210± 6 1462± 223

J1429+0643 230± 51 311± 11 614± 30 461± 152 276± 11 604± 30

J1444+4237a 54± 18 · · · 1805± 317 112± 37 · · · 1765± 316

J1525+0757 408± 28 274± 5 693± 22 495± 59 243± 5 669± 22

aWe apply the dGL model to fit [O III] λ5007 and Hα for J0337-0502, J1044+0353, and J1444+4237, as these galaxies

exhibit non-Gaussian broad wings for their VB components. Their FWHMout (VB) are reported as IPV24 (VB) instead

(see Section 2.3.2 for details).

Note—Columns (3) and (4) show vmax (see Equation 1) for the broad and VB components. Columns (6) and (7) display

the measured FWHMs for the broad and VB components. Columns (1) and (5) show the UV absorption-based outflow

velocity, vout (AL), and FWHMout (AL) extracted from Table A1 in X22. X22 derive vout (AL) (FWHMout (AL)) from

the median central velocity (FWHM) of the blueshifted second Gaussian from UV absorption troughs that pass the

F-test (i.e., double-Gaussian performs statistically better than the single Gaussian model). The first Gaussian has a

fixed velocity centroid at 0 km s−1 (see Section 4.2 in X22). X22 define vmax (AL) = vout (AL) + 0.5 FWHMout (AL)

∼ 2 vout (AL). This vmax (AL) definition is used to compare the maximum outflow velocities derived from UV absorption

and optical emission lines in Section 5. J0127-0619 and J0337-0502 are labeled as “no outflow” in X22.

2. Fitted Emission Lines: Our line-fitting procedure
involves fitting multiple emission lines in the velocity
space. These lines ([O II] λλ3726, 3729, [O III] λ4363,
Hβ, [O III] λ5007, [O I] λ6300, [N II] λλ6548, 6583, Hα,
[S II] λλ6717, 6731, and [O II] λλ7319+, 7330+2) are
pivotal for determining nebular conditions like dust
attenuation and gas-phase metallicity (Section 2.3.3),
the excitation mechanism of each velocity component

2 The notation [O II] λλ7319+, 7330+ includes two auroral dou-
blets, [O II] 2s22p3 2Do

3/2
− 2s22p3 2P o

1/2,3/2
λλ7319, 7320 and

[O II] 2s22p3 2Do
5/2

− 2s22p3 2P o
1/2,3/2

λλ7330, 7331 (Sharpee

et al. 2004). Since both doublets are not spectrally resolved, we
measure the combined flux of each doublet, where the flux of
each doublet represents the sum of two individual lines. These
doublets are utilized to determine the O+ ionic abundance and
are therefore only fitted when the galaxies do not have detectable
[O II] λλ3726, 3729 lines.

(Section 3), and the physical origins of fast-outflowing
cold clouds (Section 4).

3. Line Fitting Models: We apply either a single-
component (single-Gaussian) or a multi-component
model to the local-continuum-subtracted line pro-
file. The multi-component model can be a two-
component (double-Gaussian) or a three-component
model (triple-Gaussian or double-Gaussian plus
Lorentzian, dGL). The Lorentzian profile is utilized
when residuals in the broad line wings, especially for
[O III] λ5007 and Hα, from triple-Gaussian fits indi-
cate a non-Gaussian nature. In the scenario that the
dGL model is preferred, the triple-Gaussian model
will underestimate the line flux of broad wings by as
much as a factor of 2.

4. Validation of Multi-component Models: The
need for a multi-component model is validated us-
ing an F-test (X22) at the 3-sigma significance level.
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Figure 1. Rectified 2D spectra and color-composite plot of each galaxy. For each column, the left panel shows the rectified

2D spectra centered on the strongest emission line (Hα or [O III] λ5007) of each galaxy. The redshift and the strongest line are

labeled in each left panel. The right panel shows the color-composite plot derived from DECalS images. Colors blue, green, and

red correspond to the g, r, and z bands, respectively. The flux values are stretched using the Lupton et al. (2004) method (please

refer to their footnote 7). The red circle shows the SDSS circular aperture with a radius of 1.′′5, while the pink rectangular

aperture (both solid and dashed) represents the ESI 1.′′25×20.′′0 slit used in observations. The pink dashed aperture is not used

for analysis in this study.
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If a line achieves only 1-sigma or 2-sigma significance
in the F-test, yet other lines within the same ion-
ization zone (Berg et al. 2021) do meet the 3-sigma
significance level F-test, we still apply the same num-
ber of velocity components for its fitting. For in-
stance, the double-Gaussian fit for [O II] λλ3726, 3729
in J0808+3948 only passes a 2-sigma significance level
F-test, whereas [N II] λλ6548, 6583 passes at the 3-
sigma level. Since O+ and N+ species belong to
the low-ionization zone, we fit both the [O II] and
[N II] doublets using the double-Gaussian model for
J0808+3948.

5. Balmer Absorption Troughs: For Balmer lines
with observable underlying stellar absorption lines,
it is essential to account for their impacts on Balmer
decrement measurements and strong line ratios sensi-
tive to excitation-diagnostic analysis. Following Peng
et al. (2023), we use the Lorentzian profile to fit the
Balmer absorption trough. We adopt a constraint
on the amplitudes of the absorption troughs, with
the Hα stellar absorption equivalent width being two-
thirds that of Hβ. This equivalent width constraint
is derived from STARBURST99 models (Leitherer et al.
1999, 2014) in Henry et al. (2021) and is consistent
with BEAGLE models (Chevallard & Charlot 2016).

2.3.1. Constraints on Line Fittings

Since one of the primary objectives of emission line
fittings is to consistently identify the same velocity com-
ponents across different lines, we first constrain the gas
kinematics by assuming that each component’s veloc-
ity centroid and width are identical for all fitted emis-
sion lines (“Fitting Strategy I”). Although emission lines
from distinct ionization zones might have slightly dif-
ferent gas kinematics, this fitting approach, which is
weighted towards the gas kinematics of the strongest
line (i.e., [O III] λ5007 or Hα), generally performs well
when galaxies have relatively weak low-ionization lines
(e.g., integrated signal-to-noise ratio, SNR, ≲ 20 for
[O I] λ6300 and SNR ≲ 50 for [O II] λλ3726, 3729 or
[S II] λλ6717, 6731). These galaxies include J0144+0453,
J0808+3948, J0926+4427, and J1444+4237.
Nevertheless, Fitting Strategy I generally fails to re-

produce the velocity centroids of other emission lines
than [O III] λ5007 and Hα in two cases. (1) When
galaxies exhibit these low-ionization lines with relatively
high SNR, Fitting Strategy I can lead to “P Cygni” or
“inverted P Cygni” profile-like residuals around their
central peaks due to slight velocity offsets compared to
[O III] or Hα. (2) Similarly, such residuals may also ap-
pear in Hβ when a triple-component model is necessary
for Hα, but an F-test justifies only a single or double-
component model for Hβ.
Consequently, we set the velocity centroids of Hβ, [S II]

λλ6717, 6731, [O II] λλ3726, 3729 and/or [O I] λ6300
as free parameters, while tying their velocity widths

to match those of the other intended lines (“Fitting
Strategy II”) for the following galaxies: J0127-0619
(Hβ and [S II]), J0337-0502 (Hβ and [S II]), J0938+5428
(Hβ, [S II], [O II], and [O I]), J1025+3622 (Hβ and
[S II]), J1044+0353 (Hβ, [S II], and [O I]), J1129+2034
(Hβ, [S II], and [O I]), J1200+1343 (Hβ and [O I]),
J1359+5726 (Hβ, [S II], and [O I]), J1429+0643 ([O II]
and [O I]), and J1525+0757 (Hβ). The velocity centroids
derived from different emission lines generally differ by
less than 20 km−1; however, Fitting Strategy II is essen-
tial to accurately measure each component’s line flux for
these galaxies.
The fitting strategies described above are preferred

over “fitting by elements” (e.g., Hydrogen, Oxygen, and
Sulfur) or “fitting by ionization zones” (e.g., low and
high ionization zones; Berg et al. 2021), as the best-
fitting gas kinematics for each element or zone is highly
sensitive to SNR, which can vary significantly across
these elements or zones. Therefore, we argue that our
chosen fitting strategies are crucial for achieving consis-
tent and physical gas kinematics for each galaxy. We
hereafter refer to the outflow properties of each velocity
component (e.g., the maximum velocity vmax) as con-
strained by the strongest lines, [O III] λ5007 and Hα.
In addition to the constraints on gas kinematics, we fix

the line ratio for the [N II] λλ6548, 6583 doublet to 3.05
(Dojčinović et al. 2023) to ensure physical fitting results.
The fitting result of each galaxy is shown in Appendix A.
Utilizing the best-fitting parameter values, we compute
the flux of each component in every line profile. The
uncertainty of each fitting parameter is obtained from
the LMFIT covariance matrix and then is propagated to
the flux error of each velocity component.

2.3.2. Velocity Component Definitions

We hereafter attribute the detected first, second, and
third emission velocity components as the “narrow”
(bottom-filled markers), “broad” (open markers), and
“very-broad (VB)” (filled markers) components (Figure
2). These components can be roughly categorized using
the median and one-sigma scatter of the FWHM and the
component/total flux ratio of [O III] λ5007, Fcomp/Ftotal,
as summarized below.

• “narrow”: FWHM ≲ 150 km s−1 and Fcomp/Ftotal ≳
0.40

• “broad”: 150 km s−1 ≲ FWHM ≲ 500 km s−1 and
0.10 ≲ Fcomp/Ftotal ≲ 0.40

• “VB”: FWHM ≳ 500 km s−1 and Fcomp/Ftotal ≲ 0.10

The median Fcomp/Ftotal (FWHM) values are around
0.65 (110 km s−1), 0.30 (260 km s−1), and 0.05 (1200
km s−1) for the narrow, broad, and VB components,
respectively.
This categorization above excludes galaxies ex-

hibiting a double-narrow component (DNC) feature
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Figure 2. Summary of velocity components in the FWHM–[O III] λ5007 flux ratio space. The regimes of narrow, broad, and

VB velocity components in this space are represented by the green, pink, and blue-shaded polygon regions, respectively. The

black (grey) dashed lines roughly demarcate the narrow and broad (broad and VB) components. The marker style for each

galaxy and velocity component, as specified in the left-hand legend, will be used consistently throughout the rest of the paper.

The velocity widths of several galaxies’ narrow components are unresolved, including J0144+0453 and J1444+4237 which show

double narrow components (see Section 2.3.2), so we assign a lower limit of FWHM = 20 km s−1 for including them in the

plot. Galaxies that exhibit Lorentzian-like broad wings in their VB components are reported with their IPV24 values instead

(see Table 2 and Section 2.3.2 for details). The histograms and the median values (shown as dashed lines) of each velocity

component’s FWHM and Fcomp/Ftotal values are plotted on the right and top panel, respectively.

(J0144+0453 and J1444+4237). We employ the double-
Gaussian model to fit their asymmetric line cores, re-
vealing evidence of multiple nuclei, as suggested by their
merger-like morphologies discussed in Section 5.2. For
the two DNC galaxies, in addition to the two unresolved
narrow components, we classify the other component as
the VB component, as it has FWHM ≳ 800 km s−1 with
a component/total flux ratio ≲ 10%, consistent with the
VB component characteristics described above. Besides
DNC galaxies, outliers of these demarcation lines are
mostly AGN candidates (see Section 3) or galaxies with
merger-like morphology.
We consider the narrow component as gas tracing

virial motions (Terlevich & Melnick 1981) within the
examined region and the broad or VB component as
outflowing gas (or equivalently, the “outflowing” com-
ponents). To estimate vmax of each outflowing compo-
nent, we adopt a definition similar to the form proposed
in Zhang et al. (2023):

vmax =
|∆v|
2

+ IPV24,out, (1)

where |∆v|3 represents the absolute velocity centroid dif-
ference between the narrow and the broad or VB compo-
nent. IPV24,out represents the inter-percentile velocity
(Martin et al. 2015) that corresponds to 76% of the line
profile area for the broad or VB component.
We prefer using IPV over FWHM in the original

definition of vmax in Zhang et al. (2023) because our
line profile modeling of outflowing components also uses
Lorentzian profiles (see Table 2). Measuring velocity
widths using FWHM may underestimate the true veloc-
ity spread when profiles, like Lorentzian, have “heavier”
tails that fall off more slowly than Gaussian profiles.
Specifically, we use IPV24 since it equals the FWHM for
a Gaussian profile. IPV24 is also used to compare the
velocity widths of simulated line profiles from galactic
wind models, which can exhibit non-Gaussian shapes,
to observations as presented in Section 4.

2.3.3. Derived Physical Properties

3 The VB component’s |∆v| for the DNC galaxies is calculated
relative to the stronger narrow component. Since the velocity
centroid differences between the two narrow components are ≲
50 km s−1, which is negligible compared to their IPV24,out (VB),
this choice does not impact our subsequent arguments.
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To correct for Galactic foreground extinction, we ob-
tain the E(B−V )MW value (see Table 1) of each galaxy
from the dust maps of Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011) and
apply the correction using the Galactic extinction curve
interpolated from Table 3 of Fitzpatrick (1999). The
intrinsic extinction AV for each velocity component is
determined from the Balmer decrement, utilizing each
component’s Hα/Hβ ratio and applying the SMC ex-
tinction curve from Table 4 (SMC Bar) of Gordon et al.
(2003). For galaxies without detections of broad or VB
components in Hα or Hβ, we use the AV derived from
the narrow components. The intrinsic Case B Hα/Hβ
line ratios at different electron temperature Te and den-
sity ne are extracted from Storey & Hummer (1995).
The extinction-corrected line fluxes are used to deter-
mine ne, Te, and oxygen abundance (in terms of 12 +
log(O/H)) of each velocity component.
Using the getCrossTemDen method from PyNeb

(Luridiana et al. 2013, 2015), ne and Te can be simul-
taneously measured from the density-sensitive doublet
[O II] λλ3726, 29 or [S II] λλ6716, 31 and temperature-
sensitive line ratio between [O III] λ4363 and [O III]
λ5007. 7 out of 14 galaxies exhibit both [O II] and [S II]
doublet detections, yielding consistent ne values within
uncertainties. As [S II] doublets are detected in all galax-
ies, [S II]-derived densities are used for consistency in
subsequent analysis. [O III] λ4363 is typically detectable
in low-metallicity galaxies with an oxygen abundance
of 12 + log(O/H) ≲ 8.0. 10 out of 14 galaxies have
valid [O III] λ4363 measurements. For galaxies without
Te measurements, we determine ne assuming a fiducial
Te of 10, 000 K and estimate its systematic uncertainty
by also calculating ne at Te values of 5, 000 and 15, 000
K.
Given the ne and Te measurements, we can use the

direct Te method to determine the oxygen abundance
(e.g., Pérez-Montero 2017). In the absence of detected
temperature-sensitive [O II] lines, we infer Te([O II]) from
Te([O III]) via the relation from Arellano-Córdova &
Rodŕıguez (2020), and apply the getIonAbundance
method from PyNeb to derive O+ and O2+ ionic abun-
dances based on the line ratios [O II] λλ3726, 3729/Hβ
and [O III] λ5007/Hβ, respectively. If the doublet
[O II] λλ3726, 3729 is not detectable, the multiplet
[O II] λλ7319+, 7330+ is utilized instead. Given that
J0144+0453 and J1444+4237 exhibit two narrow ve-
locity components that are not spectrally resolved in
the multiplet [O II] λλ7319+, 7330+, their oxygen abun-
dances are not determined in this work.
Adopting this approach, metallicity measurements are

available for 8 out of the 14 galaxies (consistent with
the reported metallicity values from Berg et al. 2022,
shown in Table 1). Two galaxies have oxygen abun-
dance measurements for both narrow and broad compo-
nents. Their broad-component metallicities are similar
to those of the narrow components within two standard

deviations. Table 7 summarizes these spectroscopically
derived physical properties.

3. EXCITATION MECHANISMS OF DIFFERENT
VELOCITY COMPONENTS

Recently, Mingozzi et al. (2024) analyze optical
and UV excitation diagnostic diagrams of the whole
CLASSY sample to identify the excitation mechanism,
including stellar photoionization, shock, or AGN, of
each velocity component found in excitation-sensitive
lines. They employ up to two Gaussian functions for
fitting these lines in 24 out of 45 galaxies when sin-
gle Gaussian fits proved inadequate. The FWHMs
of their narrow (FWHM ∼ 150 km s−1) and broad
(FWHM ∼ 450 km s−1) components are roughly consis-
tent with our categorization illustrated in Section 2.3.2.
Their optical diagnostics include the classic BPT di-
agrams (i.e., [O III]/Hβ vs. [N II]/Hα, [S II]/Hα, and
[O I]/Hα; Kewley et al. 2001; Kauffmann et al. 2003;
Kewley et al. 2006), in addition to the [O I]–[O II]–[O III]
and [He II]/Hβ vs. [N II]/Hα diagrams. Hereafter, the
[O III]/Hβ vs. [N II]/Hα, [S II]/Hα, and [O I]/Hα dia-
grams will be abbreviated as the [N II], [S II], and [O I]
BPT diagrams, respectively. While some galaxies, such
as J0808+3948 and J1429+0643, displayed inconsistent
results across diagrams, Mingozzi et al. (2024) primarily
identify the components as stellar photoionized domi-
nated. Nevertheless, our line fitting results suggest that
strong lines like [O III] λ5007 and Hα require a triple-
Gaussian or a dGL model for most of our targets. Since
Mingozzi et al. (2024) do not consider these faint VB
components, we should re-evaluate the diagnostic dia-
grams to ascertain potential impacts on the strong line
ratios and the implied excitation mechanisms.
While we utilize the three-component model for fit-

ting VB components in some galaxies, classical demarca-
tions between starburst galaxies and AGN (Kewley et al.
2001; Kauffmann et al. 2003; Kewley et al. 2006) indi-
cate that most galaxies fall within the starburst locus
in the BPT diagrams (Figure 3), aligning with Mingozzi
et al. (2024). However, several exceptions can be classi-
fied as either composite starburst-AGN (underlined) or
AGN objects. These exceptions are summarized in the
following lists, which detail their velocity components
and corresponding excitation diagnostic diagrams.

• [N II] BPT: J0808+3948 (narrow and broad),
J1200+1343 (broad), J1429+0643 (narrow and
VB)

• [S II] BPT: J0938+5428 (narrow), J1025+3622
(narrow), J1200+1343 (narrow), J1429+0643
(broad)

• [O I] BPT: J0926+4427 (narrow), J0938+5428
(narrow), J1025+3622 (narrow), J1200+1343
(narrow), J1429+0643 (narrow and broad),
J1525+0757 (broad)

• [O I]-[O II]-[O III]: None
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Figure 3. [N II] (top-left), [S II] (top-right), and [O I] (bottom-left) BPT diagrams as well as the [O I]-[O II]-[O III] diagram

(bottom-right) for each velocity component. The black solid and dashed curves indicate the starburst-AGN demarcations by

Kewley et al. (2006) and Kauffmann et al. (2003) in the top-left, top-right, and bottom-left panels. In the bottom-right panel,

black solid lines show the demarcation between starburst, shock, and AGN models (Mingozzi et al. 2024). The division line

between Seyferts and LINERs is shown as the black solid line following Kewley et al. (2006) for the upper right and lower

left panels and the black dotted line following Schawinski et al. (2007) for the upper left panel. The green dash-dotted lines

represent the maximal starburst prediction at metallicity 5% Z⊙ and 100% Z⊙ including massive star binaries through the

BPASS models (Xiao et al. 2018). The pure-shock models (Alarie & Morisset 2019), featuring varying magnetic field strengths

(10−4 ≤ B/µG ≤ 10) and shock velocity values (100 ≤ vsh/(km s−1) ≤ 1000) at a preshock density of 1 cm−3, are shown

for metallicities of Z = 0.26 Z⊙ and Z⊙. J1429+0643 is the only galaxy with detectable VB components in Hβ and [N II],

highlighted by a blue circle on the [N II]-BPT panel. The histograms and the median values (shown as dashed lines) of the

narrow (green) and the broad (pink) component’s line ratio values are plotted on the top and right sub-panels.



Origins of Outflowing Cold Clouds 11

J1429+0643 is the only galaxy with potential AGN con-
tributions across all three velocity components.
The classical approach, assuming single stellar pop-

ulations, does not account for the influences of metal-
licity and the presence of binary stellar populations in
determining maximal starburst demarcation lines. Xiao
et al. (2018) address this by calculating binary maxi-
mal starburst lines as a function of metallicity using the
BPASS (Binary Population and Spectral Synthesis) code
(Eldridge et al. 2017). We present the binary maximal
starburst lines at Z = Z⊙ and Z = 0.05 Z⊙, which ap-
proximately cover the metallicity range in our sample, as
green dash-dotted lines in each BPT diagram in Figure
3. The binary models typically yield higher [O III]/Hβ
and low-ionization line ratios relative to Hα, except at
the high-end of [S II]/Hα, where the low-metallicity bi-
nary line may surpass both the high-metallicity line and
the classical model. Given the metallicity effects on
maximal starburst lines, we argue that stellar photoion-
ization predominantly drives most of our sample.
Figure 3 also reveals that the broad components

exhibit marginally higher [N II]/Hα, [S II]/Hα, and
[O I]/Hα ratios, along with lower [O III]/Hβ ratios com-
pared to the narrow components. This observation
aligns with findings from Mingozzi et al. (2024). The
elevated low-ionization ratios in the broad components
could indicate the presence of shocked gas. For exam-
ple, broad line profiles in ultraluminous infrared galax-
ies (ULIRGs) are often associated with shocked gas
from galactic winds (e.g., Soto et al. 2012). To test
this hypothesis, we plot pure-shock models (Alarie &
Morisset 2019), incorporating a range of magnetic field
strengths (10−4 ≤ B/µG ≤ 10) and shock velocities
(100 ≤ vsh/(km s−1) ≤ 1000) for two distinct metal-
licity values: Z = Z⊙ (orange solid polygons) and
Z = 0.26 Z⊙ (orange dashed polygons). The preshock
density, npre, is set at a fiducial value of 1 cm−3 since
line ratios are not as sensitive to npre as other shock
parameters. We find that most galaxies’ narrow and
broad-line ratios generally do not align with the pure-
shock model grids. This conclusion remains consistent
when we consider “shock plus precursor” models in the
BPT diagrams. Therefore, the contribution of shocked
gas should be subdominant in most galaxies. The broad
component of J1525+0757 stands out as the only ex-
ception potentially dominated by shock-related mech-
anisms, as its line ratios roughly align with the shock
models in all excitation-diagnostic diagrams.
If most broad components are photoionized, then the

observed trend of higher low-ionization ratio and lower
[O III]/Hβ ratios might indicate their smaller ionization
parameter values, logU , compared to the narrow com-
ponents (Xiao et al. 2018; Ramambason et al. 2020).
The logU values that best match the median line ratios
of the broad components range between −3.0 ≲ logU ≲
−2.5 for the one-zone photoionization models (single U ;
Ramambason et al. 2020). This logU range for broad

components is consistent with the median logU values
measured from the low (−2.71± 0.07) and intermediate
(−2.64 ± 0.02) ionization regions using [S III]/[S II] and
[O III]/[O II] ratios, respectively (Mingozzi et al. 2022).
However, one-zone photoionization models from Ra-

mambason et al. (2020) struggle to accurately repro-
duce the observed [S II]/Hα and [O I]/Hα ratios near
the maximal starburst line of Kewley et al. (2006).
Hence, we apply the two-zone (two U) photoioniza-
tion models from Ramambason et al. (2020) to mimic
the contribution from diffuse ionized gas or low col-
umn density channels with lower logU to boost [S II]
and [O I] emissions. The high and low-ionization zones
are defined with logU = −1.0 and logU = −3.5, re-
spectively, to approximate the range of logU values
observed across the entire CLASSY sample (Mingozzi
et al. 2024). The line luminosities of the high and low-
ionization zones are weighted by factors ω (similar to
covering fraction) and 1 − ω, respectively. Compared
to the two-zone “density-bounded galaxy” (DBG; leak-
age through high-U regions) models, we find that the
median line ratios of the broad components (pink cir-
cular markers in Figure 4) can be better reproduced by
the two-zone “density-bounded channels” (DBC; leak-
age through low U density-bounded channels) models
with the ionizing photon escape fraction fesc ≲ 0.1 and
0.4 ≲ ω ≲ 0.6. Such observations reveal the presence
of density-bounded channels (from which outflows orig-
inate) within an inhomogeneous ISM and highlight the
anisotropic leakage of Lyman continuum (LyC) photons.
This interpretation is supported by Hu et al. (2023),

who report a significant fraction of CLASSY sample (9
out of 14 for our sample) have Lyα emission in the bot-
tom of the damped Lyα absorber (DLA) profile. With
the covering fraction of the DLA absorber, fc,DLA, as
measured in Hu et al. (2023), we estimate a median up-
per limit for fesc ∼ 1 − fc,DLA ≤ 8% for our sample
exhibiting fc,DLA, aligning with predictions from the
two-zone photoionization model. Therefore, assuming
both narrow and broad components are photoionized
by the same stellar population (i.e., the same number of
ionizing photons Q), a lower-density and more clumpy
medium (smaller filling factor ϵ) could account for broad
components’ reduced logU and enhanced [S II] and [O I]
emissions (see Equation (4) in Ramambason et al. 2020).
In summary, by integrating classical excitation diag-

nostic diagrams with both single and binary stellar pop-
ulation models, as well as the shock model across vary-
ing metallicities, vsh, and B values, we have investi-
gated the potential excitation mechanism of each veloc-
ity component. Our findings indicate that our sample
is mainly dominated by stellar photoionization, but we
cannot dismiss the possibility of an AGN in J1429+0643
and shock-related mechanisms in J1525+0757. Com-
pared to the narrow components, the observed trend of
broad component–higher low-ionization line ratios and
lower [O III]/Hβ–suggest the existence of an inhomoge-
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Figure 4. The same four-panel excitation-diagnostics diagram as Figure 3 overlays with the two-zone “density-bounded

channels” (DBC) photoionization models from Ramambason et al. (2020). These photoionization models are based on the

BOND (Bayesian Oxygen and Nitrogen abundance Determinations; Vale Asari et al. 2016) model grids, which are available

on the Mexican Million Models dataBase (3MdB; Morisset et al. 2015). Model points are color-coded by their escape fraction

values. The high and low-ionization zones are set with logU = −1.0 and -3.5, respectively. The weighting factor ω of the high-

ionization zone varies from 0.01 to 0.99, labeled alongside the grid point. The assumed metallicity of these model grids is 12 +

log(O/H) = 8.0, which is roughly consistent with the median metallicity of our sample. The median and the standard deviation

of the narrow and broad components are shown as the bottom-filled and open circular markers in each panel, respectively.

neous ISM with low column density channels. Besides
J1429+0643, the VB component eludes similar analy-
sis due to its absence in most low-ionization lines. To
elucidate the physical origin of this fast-outflowing cold
gas, it is necessary to utilize the luminosities and veloc-
ity widths of these components to constrain the feasible
mechanisms capable of producing such a faint yet high-
velocity component (Section 4).

4. ORIGINS OF THE OUTFLOWING
COMPONENTS

In this section, we intend to explore the physical ori-
gins of the outflowing components by examining two dis-
tinct galactic wind models under spherical symmetry:
(1) a single-phase galactic wind model incorporating ra-
diative cooling and gravity (T16), and (2) a multiphase
galactic wind model that accounts for mass, momentum,

energy, and metallicity transfer between hot winds and
cold clouds (FB22). To target the outflowing cold gas
observable through UV absorption or optical emission
lines, these analytical models are built upon the pio-
neering work of CC85, which describes the steady-state
radial structure of hot winds traced by X-ray emissions.
Following CC85, both models posit that supernova ex-
plosions deposit sources of mass and energy within a
starburst region characterized by a radius RSF. This ra-
dius also corresponds to the sonic point (i.e., where the
Mach number M = 1) in the radial velocity structure of

the hot wind. Here, the total mass, Ṁhot, and energy,
Ėhot, input rates are defined as

Ėhot = 3× 1041 erg s−1 ηE
SFR

M⊙ yr−1
(2)
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and

Ṁhot = ηM SFR, (3)

respectively. ηE and ηM are the dimensionless thermal-
ization efficiency and mass loading factors. The constant
factor of the energy input rate Ėhot is based on the as-
sumption that one supernova (SN) occurs for every 100
M⊙ formed and that each SN deposits ESN = 1051 erg
into the ISM. The validation of this SN rate is illustrated
in Appendix B. We refer readers to T16 and FB22 for
detailed descriptions of each model, and to Appendix C
for the initial conditions and cooling curves (Ploeckinger
& Schaye 2020, hereafter PS20) adopted in this work.

4.1. Direct Radiative Cooling from Hot Winds

Previous studies (e.g., T16) have proposed a model
suggesting that high-velocity cold clouds, traced by low-
ionization UV absorption and optical emission lines, di-
rectly originate from the radiative cooling of hot winds.
If these cold clouds, as identified by the outflowing com-
ponents in strong emission lines, do indeed stem from
hot winds, then the amount of energy released from
radiative cooling would set the theoretical upper limit
for the luminosities of these emission lines, as detailed
in Appendix D.1. In this work, our analysis primarily
focuses on [O III] λ5007, which, deblended with other
strong lines, ensures accurate measurements of the out-
flowing components’ luminosities.
One can also measure the velocity width of the out-

flowing components detected in strong lines to constrain
the mass and energy input rates of the hot winds (i.e.,

v ∝ (ηE/ηM)
1/2

; CC85). We can gain insights into the
velocity widths of these emission lines by simulating the
galactic wind emission line profiles for a specified set
of model parameters. Since the emissivities of both re-
combination and collisionally-excited lines are directly
proportional to n(r)2, the luminosity of the line radi-
ated from a differential volume, given a specific geome-
try (spherical in this case), can be derived by integrating
n(r)2 over this volume. For a comprehensive breakdown
of simulating galactic wind emission line profiles, please
refer to Appendix E.
Combining the theoretical estimations of the cool-

ing luminosity, Lcool (and the [O III] λ5007 luminosity,
L5007) with the velocity widths (i.e., IPV24) derived
from simulated emission line profiles, we can ascertain
whether the detected outflowing components in our sam-
ple are a direct consequence of hot wind cooling.

4.1.1. Aperture Effects

Before comparing the observed L5007 to model estima-
tions, it is important to note that most galaxies exhibit
extended spatial profiles, indicating the ESI aperture
cannot capture the entire [O III] nebulae. Therefore, in
this study, we consider the measured luminosity of [O III]
λ5007 for each galaxy as a lower limit.

Another important caveat in comparing these models
to observations is the assumption that all model cooling
luminosities are covered within the ESI aperture. This
hypothesis holds only if the hot-phase mass-loading fac-
tor ηM is sufficiently high, causing the cooling radius
(where radiative cooling becomes effective and the cool-
ing time is less than the advection time) to collapse to
the size of the ESI aperture. The expression of this crit-
ical value of ηM (Equation 10 in T16) can be parameter-

ized in terms of the median Σ̇⋆ and the effective circular
ESI aperture size (Raper =

√
1.′′25× 20.′′0/π) as follows:

ηM,crit(Raper) ≃ 1.78 η0.73E

(
Ω4π

ξM Σ̇⋆,5.37 Raper,2.75

)0.27

,

(4)
where Raper,2.75 = Raper / 2.75 kpc, using the median
pixel scale for our sample. Assuming solar metallicity
(ξM = 1) and a spherical outflow geometry (Ω4π = 1),
our estimates for ηM,crit range approximately from 0.5
to 2.5, corresponding to ηE values varying between 0.2
and 1.6, considering the median Σ̇⋆ and Raper. For the
galaxies exhibiting the highest (J0808+3948) and lowest

(J1444+4237) Σ̇⋆ values, the ηM,crit values are approxi-
mately 0.6 and 102, respectively, assuming ηE = 1. This
substantial variation in ηM,crit suggests overestimations
in the model Lcool for certain targets, particularly those
with small Σ̇⋆ and Raper values. Consequently, the es-
timated Lcool from T16 models should be regarded as
upper limits. We carefully consider this aperture effect
in Section 4.2.

4.1.2. Fiducial T16 Models

Assuming T16 models with a median Σ̇⋆ of our tar-
gets (5.37 M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2), calculated using PS20 cool-
ing curves at zero redshift and solar metallicity, Figure 5
shows how the estimated Lcool (circles) and L5007 (four-
pointed stars) depend on ηE, ηM, and gravitational de-

celeration. Since v ∝ (ηE/ηM)
1/2

and n(r) ∝ η
3/2
M η

−1/2
E

(see Equation C2), increasing ηM reduces the wind ve-
locity but enhances radiative cooling, and vice versa for
ηE, given that Lcool ∝ n2 (see the trends indicated by
the black arrows in Figure 5).
The impact of an isothermal gravitational poten-

tial is illustrated by comparing models without grav-
ity (the escape velocity ve = 0, shown as points con-
nected by dashed lines) to models that include gravity
(ve = 400 km s−1, shown as points connected by solid
lines). The models with ve = 400 km s−1 characterize
the galaxy J1525+0757, which has the largest circular
velocity vcir = 137.3+44.6

−23.5, and its corresponding esti-

mated ve = 2v2cir [1 + log(rmax/r)] ≃ 3vcir ≃ 400 km s−1

assuming a truncated singular isothermal potential (for
rmax/r = 10−100; Veilleux et al. 2020). The differences
in luminosities between models incorporating gravita-
tional terms and those without them, typically remain-
ing within one dex, are primarily attributable to the
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Figure 5. Evaluating the role of direct condensation from hot winds in the physical origins of outflowing components. L5007 for

each galaxy is plotted against the measured IPV24 of detected outflowing components. Based on T16 galactic wind models with

ηM = 1.0 (left panel) or ηE = 1.0 (right panel), the filled circles and four-pointed stars represent Lcool and L5007, respectively,

radiated within the temperature range from 104 to 105.5 K. Each model point is color-coded based on the ηE (left panel) or ηM
(right panel) values ranging from 0.2 to 1.6, with the corresponding trend indicated by the direction of the black arrow (and

will be used consistently in other figures of Section 4). Model points connected by dashed (solid) lines represent models with

ve = 0 (ve = 400 km s−1). Other key parameter values are summarized in Table 3.

gravitational deceleration of hot winds. This decelera-
tion increases the density of hot winds, which augments
the cooling luminosity.
The observed L5007 of most outflowing components

are too luminous to be reproduced by the T16 models,
given they are even orders of magnitudes larger than
Lcool (i.e., the luminosity-deficit issue). Compared to
broad components, the T16 models can better reproduce
the measured velocity widths of the VB components. To
assess whether the interpretations regarding the physical
origins of the outflowing components are influenced by
variations in the model configurations, we modify the
model parameters including metallicity Z, and Σ̇⋆, in
the following analyses, respectively. Since the redshift
evolution of PS20 cooling curves is negligible within the
redshift range z ∼ 0−0.2 for our ESI sample (the model
[O III] λ5007 at z = 0.2 are indistinguishable from those
at z = 0), we disregard this minimal redshift evolution in
subsequent analyses and assume that the cooling curves
are set at z = 0. We summarize the parameter values
used in T16 models in Table 3.

4.1.3. Varying Z for T16 Models

Both the forbidden and permitted heavy-element lines
are primary coolants in the temperature ranges T ∼
103 − 106, as discussed above. Therefore, models with
higher metallicity are expected to exhibit increased cool-
ing luminosities. Figure 6 presents models from T16
with the PS20 cooling curves at varying metallicity val-
ues, logZ/Z⊙ = −1.5, -1.0, -0.5, and 0.0. Each model
is depicted as a polygon-shaded region, illustrating the
parameter space that the model can reproduce. Figure
6 shows that the solar-metallicity models can produce
higher L5007 compared to those with low metallicities.

The lower-metallicity models typically show lower ve-
locity widths than higher-metallicity ones at the same
L5007. This behavior occurs because the radiative cool-
ing rates for lower-metallicity, higher ηM models are sim-
ilar to those for higher-metallicity, lower ηM ones (i.e., v
is inversely proportional to ηM; T16). Although dwarf
galaxies might exhibit metal-enriched outflows with out-
flow metallicities around Z⊙ (Chisholm et al. 2018),
Figure 6 demonstrates that even the solar-metallicity
models can hardly explain the least luminous outflow-
ing components. Additionally, these T16 models cannot
account for the low IPV24 values of most broad compo-
nents, which is consistent with Figure 5.

4.1.4. Varying Σ̇⋆ for T16 Models

The luminosities of collisionally excited lines (also
total cooling luminosities) are proportional to n(r)2.

Given that n(r) ∝ Ṁ
3/2
hot Ė

−1/2
hot R−2 ∝ SFR R−2 ∝ Σ̇⋆,

a greater value of Σ̇⋆ suggests elevated Lcool and L5007.
Lower-Σ̇⋆ models generally show smaller IPV24 values
than higher-Σ̇⋆ ones because the former require higher
ηM to achieve comparable L5007, resulting in smaller ve-
locity widths (similar to the effect of varying Z). These
effects are elucidated in Figure 7, where each galaxy
marker or model (polygon-shaded region) is color-coded

by its Σ̇⋆ value. Similar to our argument in Section 4.1.3,
even the T16 models with the highest Σ̇⋆ values struggle
to reproduce the luminosities of most outflowing com-
ponents, and the predicted line widths of these models
are generally larger than those of broad components but
agree with VB components.
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Figure 6. Similar to Figure 5 but with varying Z and only showing L5007. Each polygon-shaded region represents the parameter

space that the T16 model can reproduce. These polygon regions correspond to the ranges of ve from 0 to 400 km s−1 and ηE
from 0.2 to 1.6 in the left panel (ηM = 1.0), or ηM from 0.2 to 1.6 in the right panel (ηE = 1.0), like Figure 5. Each observation

point or model polygon region (at logZ/Z⊙ = -1.5, -1.0, -0.5, and 0) is color-coded based on its Z value. Since [O III] λ4363

of the outflowing components is usually not detected in our sample, we color-coded each galaxy by its gas-phase metallicity,

derived from the narrow component, in Figure 6 (galaxies without metallicity measurements are based on values extracted from

Berg et al. 2022).
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Figure 7. Similar to Figures 5 and 6 but with varying Σ̇⋆ and only showing L5007. Each observation point or model polygon

region (at the 16th, 50th, and 85th percentile of Σ̇⋆ of our sample) is color-coded based on its Σ̇⋆.

4.2. Turbulent Radiative Mixing Between Hot and
Cold Phases

Recent studies on the turbulent radiative mixing be-
tween the hot and cold phases (e.g., Fielding et al. 2020;
Fielding & Bryan 2022; Chen et al. 2023) suggest that
mixing primarily drives the acceleration of cold clouds.
The temperature and shear velocity differences between
these two phases drive the advection of enthalpy and
kinetic energy flux into the intermediate temperature
regime (Tmix ∼ √

TTcl ∼ 105 K) where the radiative
cooling function peaks (see Figure 16), thereby form-
ing TRMLs. Notably, the fraction of cooling lumi-
nosities contributing to a specific line within the hot
winds and the TRMLs are not identical. Applying the
1.5-dimensional TRML model proposed in Chen et al.

(2023), we generate a grid of pressure, P , and the rela-
tive Mach number, Mrel = vrel/cs, to determine the flux
fraction grid of [O III] λ5007 within the mixing layers
(i.e., the ratio between the line flux and the total cool-
ing flux; see Appendix D.2 for details). We investigate
whether the TRML model could solve the luminosity-
deficit issue of most outflowing components discussed in
Section 4.1.
As FB22 consider the metallicity transfer between hot

and cold phases as a function of radius, we need to in-
terpolate the cooling curves as a function of metallicity
(besides temperature and density) to solve for the ra-
dial evolution of each physical quantity (i.e., metallicity
is not a constant value as in T16). Therefore, we fo-

cus on examining how variations in the Σ̇⋆ models im-
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Table 3. T16 Galactic Wind Model Parameters

Figure Panel ηE ηM log Σ̇∗ ve logZ/Z⊙

(M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2) (km s−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

Figure 5 or 19 Left or Top 0.2 – 1.6 1.0 0.73 0, 400 0.0

Right or Bottom 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 0.73 0, 400 0.0

Figure 6 Left 0.2 – 1.6 1.0 0.73 0, 400 -1.5, -1.0, -0.5, 0.0

Right 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 0.73 0, 400 -1.5, -1.0, -0.5, 0.0

Figure 7 Left 0.2 – 1.6 1.0 -0.40, 0.73, 1.7 0, 400 0.0

Right 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 -0.40, 0.73, 1.7 0, 400 0.0

Figure 12 Lower Right 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 -2.1, -0.40, 0.73, 1.7, 2.1 150 0.0

Note—Columns (3), ηE, and (4), ηM, represent the thermalization and mass-loading efficiency factors of hot winds.

Column (5), log Σ̇∗, is the input SFR surface density of the star-forming region. The selected size of the star-

forming region, RSF, matches the median half-light radii r50 = 0.41 kpc of our sample. Column (6), ve, is the es-

cape velocity assuming a singular isothermal potential. Column (7), logZ/Z⊙, is the gas-phase metallicity of the PS20

‘UVB dust1 CR1 G1 shield1’ cooling tables. All cooling tables are assumed at redshift z = 0.

1.8

1.8

2.0

2.0

2.2

2.2

2.4

2.4

2.6

2.6

2.8

2.8

3.0

3.0

3.2

3.2

3.4

3.4

log10[IPV24 (km s−1)]

34 34

36 36

38 38

40 40

42 42

44 44

lo
g 1

0
[L

50
07
,c

o
ol

(e
rg

s
s−

1
)]

ηE
0.2− 1.6

Lcool

L5007

Lcool

L5007

−2

−1

0

1

2

lo
g

Σ̇
?

2.0

2.0

2.2

2.2

2.4

2.4

2.6

2.6

2.8

2.8

3.0

3.0

3.2

3.2

3.4

3.4

log10[IPV24 (km s−1)]

34 34

36 36

38 38

40 40

42 42

44 44

lo
g 1

0
[L

50
07
,c

o
ol

(e
rg

s
s−

1
)]

Mcl,i

10− 105
M�

ηM

0.2−
1.6

−2

−1

0

1

2

lo
g

Σ̇
?

Figure 8. Evaluating the role of TRMLs in the physical origins of outflowing components. L5007 for each galaxy is plotted

against the measured IPV24 of outflowing velocity components. Based on FB22 galactic wind models with ηM = 1.0 (left panel)

or ηE = 1.0 (right panel), polygon-shaded regions show the model predictions of L5007 (within the effective ESI aperture radius

Raper = 2.75 kpc). Each shaded region, color-coded by its Σ̇⋆ (at the 5th, 16th, 50th, 84th, and 95th percentile of our sample’s

Σ̇⋆), represents the ranges of Mcl,i from 10 M⊙ to 105.0 M⊙ (ηM,cl,i fixed at 0.1) and ηE from 0.2 to 1.6 in the left panel, or ηM
from 0.2 to 1.6 in the right panel. The corresponding Lcool, including the radiative cooling from the hot wind and the TRMLs,

are shown as open-polygon shapes marked by dashed lines. The model Mcl,i value increases in the direction of the black arrow

for each polygon region. Other key parameter values are summarized in Table 4.

pact our arguments. We are also interested in exploring
how the velocity widths and cooling luminosities change
with the initial cloud mass, Mcl,i, considering that the
measured Mcl from Xu et al. (2023a) display a wide
range for our sample (with a median of 102.85 M⊙ and
a maximum of 104.81 M⊙, although only 7 out of 14
galaxies have Mcl measurements). Besides Mcl,i, the
initial mass-loading factor of cold clouds, ηM,cl,i, also

effectively influences the velocity width of FB22 mod-
els, e.g., the ηM,cl,i = 1.0 (or 0.1) model could yield a
vmax ∼ 500 km s−1(or 1000 km s−1). To quantify the
impact of each parameter, we traverse in the Mcl,i and
ηM,cl,i parameter spaces relevant to our sample in Fig-
ures 8 and 9, respectively.

4.2.1. Varying Mcl,i and ηM,cl,i for FB22 Models
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Figure 9. Similar to Figure 8 but with varying ηM,cl,i (from 0.01 to 10) instead of Mcl,i values (Mcl,i fixed at 102.5 M⊙). For

each polygon region, the model ηM,cl,i value increases in the direction of the black arrow.

Figure 8 illustrates the estimated L5007 from both
the hot winds and the TRMLs in the FB22 models,
represented as polygon-shaded regions color-coded by
their Σ̇∗. The upper and lower bounds of each poly-
gon correspond to models with initial cloud masses of
Mcl,i = 105.0 M⊙ and 10 M⊙, respectively. This dis-
tinction is due to the fact that more massive clouds are
harder to accelerate. Consequently, the relative veloc-
ity, vrel = v − vcl, and the kinetic energy thermaliza-
tion term (∝ vrel; see Equation (26) in FB22) between
these phases will increase. As a result, models with more
massive clouds exhibit higher cooling luminosities within
the TRMLs but have smaller cloud velocities, reflected
in smaller IPV24 values (the trend of increasing model
Mcl,i values is shown as a black arrow in the right panel).
Each shaded polygon region in Figure 9 represents the

range of ηM,cl,i values from 0.01 to 10.0. Models with
higher ηM,cl,i exhibit a higher number flux of clouds or

TRMLs at each radius (i.e., Ṅcl ∝ ηM,cl,i). Hence, these
models demonstrate increased cooling luminosity and a
reduced velocity width, illustrated with a black arrow
in the right panel (similar to the effects of Mcl,i). Since
the total cooling luminosity of FB22 models is the sum
of the luminosity radiated from both the hot winds and
the TRMLs, models with higher ηM,cl,i not only present
increased luminosity radiated from the TRMLs but also
a decrease from the hot winds. This compensation im-
plies that the overall increase in total cooling luminosity
with rising ηM,cl,i is not substantial (i.e., ≲ 1.0 dex for
a tenfold increase in ηM,cl,i).
For Figures 8 and 9, we incorporate the aperture ef-

fect, as detailed in Section 4.1, by integrating cooling
emissivities only within the median effective ESI aper-
ture radius of our sample, Raper = 2.75 kpc. Although
Raper can reach up to approximately 6 kpc for the most
redshift target (J0926+4427; extending only about half
of the ESI slit), the majority of cooling luminosities are
radiated within ∼ 3 kpc. Hence, our arguments are not
qualitatively sensitive to our choice of Raper.

Compared to the T16 models, which fail to reproduce
the velocity widths of broad components, the FB22 mod-
els can cover the range of IPV24 values for both broad (at
highMcl,i or ηM,cl,i) and VB components (at lowMcl,i or
ηM,cl,i). Assuming both broad and VB components orig-
inate from the TRMLs, they should represent different
cloud populations with distinct Mcl,i and ηM,cl,i values.
Nevertheless, we argue that multiple cloud populations
cannot explain the difference in IPV24 for broad and VB
components (ranging from a factor of ∼ 2 − 10 with a

median of ∼ 4). At the Σ̇∗ values shown in Figures 8
and 9, IPV24 would increase by a factor of ∼ 1.2 − 2.4
for Mcl,i varying from 105 to 10 M⊙ (fixed ηM,cl,i), and
by a factor of ∼ 1.8 − 4.1 for ηM,cl,i varying from 10 to
0.01 (fixed Mcl,i), which are insufficient to explain the
velocity difference between broad and VB components
for most targets.
Moreover, since ηM,cl,i is inversely proportional to

Mcl,i if multiple cloud populations exist (i.e., popula-
tions with more massive clouds have lower ηM,cl,i than
those with less massive clouds; Nikolis & Gronke 2024),
multiphase models incorporating distinct cloud popula-
tions should show relatively small inter-population ve-
locity dispersions compared to the observed velocity dif-
ference between broad and VB components (see Figure
12 in Nikolis & Gronke 2024). Consequently, if the VB
component originates from the TRMLs of hot winds,
the broad component cannot be generated within the
same hot winds; therefore, the broad and VB compo-
nents should have distinct physical origins. This con-
clusion is qualitatively consistent with the T16 models,
which can only explain the velocity widths of the VB
components.
FB22 models’ estimated L5007 are smaller than those

of most outflowing components by at least one dex.
Most outflowing components’ observed L5007 is similar
to, or even exceeds, Lcool (open-polygon regions marked
by dashed lines), which defines the total radiative cool-



18 PENG et al.

0

0

1

1

2

2

3

3

log10[r / RSF]

−4 −4

−3 −3

−2 −2

−1 −1

0 0

1 1

d
lo

gK
/

d
lo

gr

ηE = 1.0
ηM = 0.2

0.0

0.0

0.5

0.5

1.0

1.0

1.5

1.5

log10[r / RSF]

−4 −4

−3 −3

−2 −2

−1 −1

0 0

1 1ηE = 1.0
ηM = 1.0

0.00

0.00

0.25

0.25

0.50

0.50

0.75

0.75

1.00

1.00

log10[r / RSF]

−4 −4

−3 −3

−2 −2

−1 −1

0 0

1 1ηE = 1.0
ηM = 1.6

dlogK / dlogr

kinetic thermalization

thermal mixing

−tadv/tcool

dlogK / dlogr

kinetic thermalization

thermal mixing

−tadv/tcool

0

0

1

1

2

2

3

3

log10[r / RSF]

10 10

12 12

14 14

16 16

18 18

20 20

22 22

lo
g 1

0
[d

Ė
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Figure 10. Top: Evolutions of entropy K with radius for the FB22 models at different ηM. The expression of d logK/d log r

in the FB22 model is shown in Equation G30, which includes four terms: (1) radiative cooling (i.e., −tadv/tcool; blue), (2)

kinetic energy thermalization (pink), (3) thermal energy mixing (orange), and (4) drag work (not shown in the figure). For each

top panel, solid lines indicate positive values and dashed lines indicate negative values. Bottom: Evolutions of the radiative

cooling (blue), kinetic energy thermalization (pink), thermal energy mixing (orange), and adiabatic loss (red) terms of advection

enthalpy with radius for the FB22 models at different ηM. The summation of kinetic energy thermalization and thermal energy

mixing terms (Equation (26) in FB22) is shown as the solid black line. Each term of advection enthalpy is shown in Section F.

ing from the hot winds and TRMLs within the temper-
ature range from 104 to 105.5 K, emitted within Raper.

4.2.2. Why Does the Multiphase Model Fail to Generate

Significantly More L5007 than the Single-phase

Model?

Intuitively, we might think that turbulent radiative
mixing between hot winds and cold clouds is a more
plausible physical origin for these outflowing compo-
nents than the single-phase theory. This is because
TRMLs can emit more cooling luminosities in the inter-
mediate temperature regime, where cooling curves peak,
than in the hot-wind phase. However, this statement
does not hold (1) in scenarios where the mass-loading
factor of the hot phase is high (i.e., ηM ≳ 1.0), and
(2) considering that the flux fraction of [O III] λ5007 in
TRMLs (∼ 0.1%) is nearly an order of magnitude lower
than in hot winds (∼ 1%).
To illustrate the first point, we show the evolutions of

the radiative cooling (blue), kinetic energy thermaliza-

tion (pink), and thermal energy mixing (orange) terms
of entropy, K = P/ργ , and advection enthalpy in ra-
dial space in Figure 10 (see Appendix F or G for the
derivation of each enthalpy or entropy term). The
top panels of Figure 10 illustrate that the contribu-
tion of radiative cooling to the entropy gradient, de-
noted as d logK/d log r, is represented by the ratio of
the wind advection time, tadv = r/v, to the wind cool-
ing time, tcool = P/(γ − 1)ϵ̇, for both T16 and FB22
models. When ηM is small (ηM = 0.2), tadv is consid-
erably shorter than tcool, indicating that most of the
supernovae-injected energy is lost to adiabatic losses
rather than radiative cooling (i.e., by 2−4 orders of mag-
nitude; see the leftmost bottom panel in Figure 10). In
this scenario, the entropy gradient is predominantly in-
fluenced by the interplay between kinetic energy ther-
malization and thermal energy mixing (∝ c2s − c2s,cl)
across all radii. Conversely, for ηM ≥ 1.0, the radia-
tive cooling term becomes comparable to or even ex-
ceeds the other two terms, indicating efficient radiative
cooling where tadv/tcool ≳ 1.0—reaching as high as 6.0
at log[r/RSF] ≈ 0.6 for ηM = 1.6.
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Table 4. FB22 Galactic Wind Model Parameters

Figure Panel ηE ηM ηM,cl,i log Σ̇∗ Mcl,i

(M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2) (M⊙)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

Figure 8 Left 0.2 – 1.6 1.0 0.1 -2.1, -0.40, 0.73, 1.7, 2.1 10, 102.5, 105.0

Right 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 0.1 -2.1, -0.40, 0.73, 1.7, 2.1 10, 102.5, 105.0

Figure 9 Left 0.2 – 1.6 1.0 0.01, 0.1, 1.0, 10.0 -2.1, -0.40, 0.73, 1.7, 2.1 102.5

Right 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 0.01, 0.1, 1.0, 10.0 -2.1, -0.40, 0.73, 1.7, 2.1 102.5

Figure 10 All 1.0 0.2, 1.0, 1.6 0.1 0.73 102.5

Figure 12 Lower Right 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 0.1 -2.1, -0.40, 0.73, 1.7, 2.1 102.5

Figure 20 Top 0.2 – 1.6 1.0 0.1 0.73 102.5

Bottom 1.0 0.2 – 1.6 0.1 0.73 102.5

Note—Columns (3), ηE, and (4), ηM, represent the thermalization-efficiency and mass-loading factors of hot winds.

Column (5), ηM,cl,i, indicate the initial mass-loading factor of cold clouds. Column (6), log Σ̇∗, is the input SFR surface

density. The selected size of the star-forming region, RSF, matches the median half-light radii r50 = 0.41 kpc of our

sample. Columns (7), Mcl,i, is the initial cloud mass. Other FB22 parameters are set as constants: vcir = 50 km s−1,

the circular velocity assuming a singular isothermal potential, Zcl,i = 0.25 Z⊙, the initial cloud metallicity, Zi = 2.0 Z⊙,

the initial wind metallicity, and vcl,i = 30 km s−1, the initial cloud velocity. All PS20 ‘UVB dust1 CR1 G1 shield1’

cooling tables are assumed at redshift z = 0.

The second point is evident from Figure 18, especially
when log

[
P/kB / (K cm−3)

]
≳ 1.5. The disparity be-

tween the [O III] λ5007 flux fraction in TRMLs and hot
winds can be attributed to a relatively steep tempera-
ture gradient, dT/dz, within TRMLs at the tempera-
ture where the [O III] λ5007 emissivity peaks (T ∼ 105

K, see Figure 17). In general, the temperature gradi-
ent in a TRML is controlled by a complex interplay
between physical processes like radiative cooling, con-
duction, and viscous heating. Chen et al. (2023) find
that near the cold phase (T ∼ 104 K), viscous heat-
ing balances radiative cooling to produce a very shallow
temperature gradient, resulting in a region of viscous
heat dissipation that takes up a tiny fraction of the tem-
perature space but a significant portion of the thickness
of the mixing layer (see Figure 7 of Chen et al. 2023).
However, since the emissivity of [O III] λ5007 is negligi-
ble at ∼ 104 K, this region of viscous dissipation, which
typically takes up more than half of the thickness of a
TRML, contributes little to the observed flux of [O III]
λ5007. In the remainder of a TRML, where the bulk
of the temperature transition happens, conductive and
radiative cooling dominate to drive a steep temperature
gradient. This steep temperature gradient means that
the temperature range where the [O III] λ5007 emissiv-
ity peaks (T ∼ 105 K) correspond to a very thin slice in
TRMLs that contains few ions available for the observed
[O III] λ5007 flux.

5. DISCUSSION

We investigate the excitation mechanisms (from
strong emission line ratios) and the physical origins
(from L5007 and velocity widths) of each velocity com-
ponent in Sections 3 and 4. From the optical excita-
tion diagnostics, we argue that most targets’ narrow
and broad components are dominated by stellar pho-
toionization with little contribution from shocks or AGN
activities. Since the VB component is only detected in
[O III] λ5007 and Hα for most targets, we are not able to
employ similar excitation diagnostics on this faint veloc-
ity component. Hence, we compare the observed L5007

of outflowing components to model predictions based on
T16 and FB22. These comparative analyses suggest that
broad and VB components should have distinct physi-
cal origins, and both single-phase and multiphase galac-
tic wind models better reproduce the velocity widths of
VB components. Nonetheless, both wind models under-
estimate L5007 of outflowing components by orders of
magnitude (at least one dex for FB22 models). There-
fore, other physical mechanisms (e.g., stellar photoion-
ization) should be dominant in explaining the luminosi-
ties of outflowing components. To further illuminate
the physical origins of these outflowing components, we
compare the outflows traced by UV absorption lines and
optical emission lines in Section 5.1. Moreover, we in-
vestigate whether merger-induced shocks can provide an
additional energy budget for the outflowing components
in Section 5.2. Last, we discuss the implications of the
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physical origins of broad and VB components for studies
on high-redshift galaxies and AGNs in Section 5.3.

5.1. Emission-line Based Versus Absorption-line Based
Outflows

Our arguments above are solely based on optical emis-
sion lines, which scale differently with gas density com-
pared to UV absorption lines (i.e., the column density
N(v) ≡

∫
n(v) dl and the emission measure EM(v) ≡∫

n(v)2 dl). Consequently, it is crucial to explore if op-
tical emission and UV absorption lines trace the same
outflowing gas.
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Figure 11. vmax derived from the outflowing components

of absorption lines versus those from emission lines. The

black dashed line denotes the line of equality. Galaxies la-

beled “no outflows” in X22 are assigned an upper limit of

vmax (AL) = 20 km s−1 to include them in the plot. Using

orthogonal distance regression, the best-fit linear relation for

the broad (or VB) components is shown as the pink (or blue)

dashed line (best-fit slopes and intercepts in log-log space is

summarized in Table 5). The pink or blue shaded areas

represent these linear relations’ 68% (dark) and 99% (light)

confidence bands.

First, we test whether the absorption and emission
lines share a similar vmax. Figure 11 shows that the “no
outflows” galaxies categorized in X22, such as J0127-
0619 and J0337-0502, exhibit the existence of high-
velocity cold gas (vmax (VB) ≳ 1000 km s−1). We argue
that the substantial velocity discrepancy derived from
emission and absorption lines in these “no outflows”
galaxies might suggest the presence of spatially extended
outflows, which are captured by the ESI slit but not by
the HST/COS aperture. For example, a ∼ 15 kpc out-
flow cone has been found around the starburst region of
J0337-0502 (Herenz et al. 2023).
Excluding these “no outflows” galaxies, vmax of broad

components roughly align with vmax (AL) (see the cap-
tion of Table 2) from UV absorption lines for most galax-
ies. Using the orthogonal distance regression that con-
siders the errors on both independent and dependent

Table 5. Fitted Slopes and Intercepts for Scaling Relations

Correlations Slope Intercept

(1) (2) (3)

vmax (AL) vs. vmax (Broad) 0.81± 0.27 0.32± 0.71

vmax (AL) vs. vmax (VB) −0.67± 0.15 4.71± 0.39

SFR vs. vmax (Broad) 0.53± 0.26 2.15± 0.16

SFR vs. vmax (VB) −0.20± 0.03 3.14± 0.03

Note—Fitted slopes and intercepts of linear relations are in

log–log scale.

variables, the best-fit linear relation is shown as a pink
dashed line (slope = 0.81±0.27). Consistent with our re-
sults, Xu et al. (2024) compare their vmax (the 95th per-
centile velocity of the blueshifted, broad component) of
Hα and UV absorption lines in a larger sample and find
vmax (Hα) = (0.56±0.10) vmax (AL)−(40±30) km s−1.
Xu et al. (2024) attribute the lower outflow velocities
observed in optical emission lines compared to UV ab-
sorption lines to the different density dependencies of
emission and absorption lines. They also argue that the
same radial outflow density and velocity fields can si-
multaneously account for the observed outflow features
in both emission and absorption lines.
In contrast, vmax of VB components show a rela-

tively negative correlation with vmax (AL) (slope =
−0.67 ± 0.15), but primarily due to the fact that our
sample does not include galaxies that have valid vmax

(AL) measurements of ≲ 100 km s−1. If we include the
“no outflows” galaxies in deriving the best-fit linear re-
gression, the slope would appear flatter, indicating weak
dependence on vmax (AL). Nevertheless, these markedly
different correlations indicate distinct physical origins
for the broad and VB components, consistent with the
conclusion based on galactic wind models in Section 4.
It is important to note that we do not directly com-

pare FWHMout (AL) and FWHMout (EL) because ab-
sorption lines are generated only in the material situ-
ated between the source and the observer, whereas emis-
sion lines result from photons emitted in all directions,
producing both positive and negative velocity compo-
nents along the observer’s line of sight. Consequently,
FWHMout (AL) and FWHMout (EL) do not exhibit a
one-to-one correspondence.

5.1.1. Broad Velocity Components: vmax vs. SFR

Drawing from recent absorption line studies on the
CLASSY sample (X22), we can examine whether the
gas traced by emissions and absorptions has different
scaling relations with the galaxy’s global physical prop-
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Figure 12. vmax–SFR correlation derived from the outflowing components of absorption lines versus those from emission

lines. Left : Best-fitting linear relations for the broad and VB components compared to UV absorption lines from X22, with the

same plotting style as Figure 11. The orange dashed line represents the best-fit linear relation determined by X22 using UV

absorption lines. Top Right: The violet solid and dashed lines represent the predictions of energy-driven and momentum-driven

superbubble models, respectively, for bubble expansion times of 1 Myr (t7 = 0.1) and 10 Myr (t7 = 1.0), and ISM ambient

densities n0 of 0.1 and 1 cm−3. Equations 6 and 8 show the expressions of shell velocity for both models. The scatter of broad

components in the vmax–SFR space can be attributed to variations in bubble expansion times and ISM ambient densities across

galaxies. Bottom Right: The dashed and dotted lines (color-coded by ηM) illustrate the T16 and FB22 galactic wind models,

respectively. Both wind models align with the VB components of ∼ 1000 km s−1 reasonably well.

erties like SFR. X22 discuss how the momentum-driven
clouds model proposed by Heckman et al. (2015) offers
a comprehensive understanding of the potential origins
of outflowing gas as traced by absorption lines. Heck-
man et al. (2015) derive a critical momentum flux, de-
noted as ṗcrit, at which the outward force from both
core-collapsed supernovae (CCSN) and radiation pres-
sure supplied by the starburst balances the inward grav-
itational force. Furthermore, X22 observe that the ma-
jority of the CLASSY galaxies fit within the strong-
outflow regime, characterized by ṗout/ṗcrit > 10. Within
this regime, Equation (5) in Heckman et al. (2015) antic-
ipates that the maximum outflow velocity, vmax, scales
as (ṗout/ṗcrit)

0.5 ∝ SFR0.5. This scaling relation is
roughly consistent with our best-fit linear relation for

the broad components (slope = 0.53 ± 0.26). If these
broad components trace the momentum-driven clouds,
their scatter can be due to the extensive ranges of the
half-light radii r50, the hydrogen column density NH,
and vcir (ṗcrit ∝ r50NHv

2
cir) of our sample.

X22 also claim that the momentum-driven bubble
model (Dyson 1989), which suggests v ∝ SFR0.25 can
qualitatively explain the scaling relation between vmax

and SFR from UV absorption lines (represented by the
orange dashed line in Figure 12). This shallower slope is
within one standard deviation of our best-fit slope. Here
we quantitatively compare the energy and momentum-
driven bubble models and determine if they can re-
produce the broad components’ positions in vmax-SFR
space.
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The well-known energy-driven bubble model proposed
by Weaver et al. (1977) for stellar winds can be extended
to supernova-driven superbubbles (e.g., Mac Low & Mc-
Cray 1988; El-Badry et al. 2019) if the mechanical en-
ergy released remains roughly constant over time and
successive supernovae fully deposit their mechanical en-
ergy within the hot bubble interior (i.e., remain sub-
sonic), rather than in the cold shell. To be consistent
with our analysis in Section 4, we substitute the super-
nova rate with Ėhot, as given in Equation 2. Following
El-Badry et al. (2019), we can then rewrite the shell ra-
dius from the energy-driven superbubble model (when
the shocked interstellar gas has collapsed into a thin,
dense shell) as

RED =

(
125

154π

)1/5 (
Ėhot (1− θc)

)1/5
ρ
−1/5
0 t3/5.

(5)

Compared to the original Weaver et al. (1977) model,
El-Badry et al. (2019) introduce a cooling term (1− θc)
(shown in Equation 5) to account for the fraction of
energy not lost to radiative cooling at the shell-bubble
interface (θc ∼ 0.6 − 0.8 if the ISM ambient density
n0 = 1 cm−3; Figure 7 in El-Badry et al. 2019). The
corresponding shell velocity is defined as dRED/dt,

vED =
3

5

(
125

154π

)1/5 (
Ėhot (1− θc)

)1/5
ρ
−1/5
0 t−2/5

= 82 km s−1 n
−1/5
0 t

−2/5
7 SFR1

1/5 η
1/5
E (1− θc)

1/5.
(6)

Here t7 is the bubble expansion time in units of 107 years
and SFR1 is in units of 1 M⊙ yr−1. It is important to

mention that vED ∝ SFR1/5, which is similar to the
scaling relation of the momentum-driven model (shown
below).
If cooling within the bubble is so intense that the ma-

jority of the input supernova energy is radiated away,
the superbubble becomes momentum-driven rather than
energy-driven. The shell radius in the momentum-
driven model (e.g., Koo & McKee 1992a,b; Lancaster
et al. 2021) is given by

RMD =

(
3

2π

)1/4

ṗ
1/4
hot ρ

−1/4
0 t1/2, (7)

where ṗhot = v∗(ĖhotṀhot)
1/2 is the momentum input

rate of supernova and v∗ is the dimensionless hot-wind
velocity shown in Equation C1. The corresponding shell
velocity is

vMD =
1

2

(
3

2π

)1/4

ṗ
1/4
hot ρ

−1/4
0 t−1/2

= 48 km s−1 n
−1/4
0 t

−1/2
7 SFR1

1/4 (ηEηM)1/8 v
1/4
∗,1 .

(8)

Here we normalize vMD based on v∗ at the starburst
radius (the sonic point) where r∗ = 1. At this ra-
dius, v∗(r∗ = 1) = 0.707. As v∗ approaches the
asymptotic value, i.e., v∗(r∗ ≫ 1) = 1.414, we have

ṗhot = (2ĖhotṀhot)
1/2 (Lancaster et al. 2021).

Shell velocities of energy-driven (Equation 6) and
momentum-driven models (Equation 8) are shown as
violet solid and dashed lines in the upper right panel
of Figure 12, respectively. These models are normal-
ized based on the fiducial parameter values ηE = 0.65,
ηM = 1, v∗,1 = 0.707, and θc = 0.7. ηE = 0.65 ac-
counts for approximately 65% of the total energy input
left in the expanding bubbles (El-Badry et al. 2019).
t7 and n0 (in units of cm−3) are set to 0.1 and 1.0
to reflect the scatters of stellar population ages (the
median stellar population age at 51 Myr; see Table
1) and ISM ambient densities for our sample. If the
broad components indeed trace the expanding super-
bubble shells, their scatter should result from variations
in bubble expansion times and ambient densities of dif-
ferent galaxies. Consistent with this argument, Martin,
Peng, & Li (2024) demonstrate that the broad com-
ponent in J1044+0353 (with a bubble expansion time
of approximately 2 Myr) traces expanding superbub-
ble shells from its starburst region. This interpreta-
tion of broad components is also supported by the suc-
cess of two-zone photoionization models with density-
bounded channels in reproducing broad components’
[S II]/Hα and [O I]/Hα ratios near the maximal star-
burst line. These density-bounded channels may result
from anisotropic superbubble blowouts driven by stellar
populations with ≳ 10 Myr in an inhomogeneous ISM
and are subsequently ionized by young massive stars
(≲ 5 Myr), enabling anisotropic LyC photon leakage
through these low-density channels (the two-stage burst
scenario for LyC escape; Hogarth et al. 2020; Martin
et al. 2024; Flury et al. 2024).
In summary, while parameters like ηE, ηM, v∗, and θc

might not significantly influence our arguments within
the parameter ranges of interest, the ambient ISM den-
sity n0 and the bubble expansion time t can vary sub-
stantially across different cases. Accurate measurements
of these variables are crucial for more in-depth analysis.
For instance, to determine n0, a proper estimate of the
filling factor ϵ may be required, as n0 ≈ ϵne. The expan-
sion of superbubbles within the starburst region can be
resolved using HST Hα imaging, providing insights into
the bubble expansion time (Martin, Peng, & Li 2024).
Spatially resolved studies using HST images can explore
whether relatively young stellar populations (i.e., ≲ 10
Myr) exist in most of our sample. These young stel-
lar populations can be formed through the hierarchi-
cal triggering of star formation by expanding superbub-
bles (Oey et al. 2005). This spatial information will
also help determine whether the aperture effect, charac-
terized by substantial variation in physical scale (from
∼ 0.05 kpc arcsec−1 to 3.0 kpc arcsec−1) of our sam-
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ple, influences our interpretation of the physical origin
of broad components. Such variation in physical scale
results in vastly different fractional coverage within the
same ESI aperture, ranging from single stellar clumps
to nearly the entire galaxy.

5.1.2. VB Velocity Components: vmax vs. SFR

Analysis of galactic wind models suggests VB com-
ponents should originate from galactic winds. If this
argument holds, one would expect no correlation (i.e.,
slope ∼ 0) between the vmax of these VB components
and SFR since the hot and cold phase outflow velocity
are mainly proportional to the ratio of ηE and ηM (see
Figures 19 and 20). Contrarily, we find a shallow neg-
ative slope (−0.20 ± 0.03) between vmax and SFR for
VB components (left panel of Figure 12). Nevertheless,
this negative slope could result from different ηM val-
ues of our targets. Both the hot wind velocities from
the single-phase T16 model (dashed lines) and the cold
cloud velocities from the multiphase FB22 model (dot-
ted lines), which are insensitive to SFR, can reproduce
the vmax of VB components with ηM ranging from 0.2
to 1.6 (with a fiducal ηE value at 1.0). Further inves-
tigations incorporating more targets at the lower SFR
end could further prove this argument. Despite their
luminosity-deficit issue (Section 4), both T16 and FB22
models can explain the vmax and velocity widths (i.e.,
IPV24,out) of these VB components; therefore, other dy-
namic processes should dominantly contribute to the lu-
minosity budget of these components.

5.2. Merger-induced Shocks

Given that a significant fraction of our galaxy sample
exhibits irregular morphologies, such as multiple nuclei
(see Figure 1), it is plausible that merger-induced shocks
could contribute to the luminosities of outflowing com-
ponents through the thermalization of merger progeni-
tors’ orbital energy (Cox et al. 2004; Martin 2006).
To determine which galaxies’ outflowing components

are significantly influenced by merger-induced shocks,
we must identify which galaxies are mergers and whether
their outflowing components are predominantly gov-
erned by shock-related mechanisms (as indicated by the
excitation diagnostic diagrams in Section 3). By mea-
suring the merger morphology indicators (G, M20, C,
and A; Conselice 2003; Lotz et al. 2004, 2008) in the DE-
CalS g-band images, we classify our targets into two cat-
egories: (1) seven merger-like and (2) seven non-merger
candidates (see Appendix H for details). Among the
seven merger-like candidates, only two, J0808+3948 and
J1525+0757, display shock-like strong line ratios in their
broad components.
To estimate the thermal energy from the merger-

induced shocks, we follow Cox et al. (2004) to assume
the gas in the two merger progenitors will experience
strong shocks when they follow nearly radial orbits (i.e.,
pass through rather than revolve around each other)

during the final coalesced stage. The Rankine-Hugoniot
jump conditions for a strong shock indicate a nearly 50%
transfer efficiency from the kinetic energy prior to the
final merger into thermal energy (Equations (2) and (3)
in Cox et al. 2004):

kTsh ∼ 3

16
mpv

2
r ∼ 3

16
mp

e2

1 + e

GMvir

Rperi
, (9)

where Tsh is the gas temperature after the shock, vr is
the radial velocity of the merger progenitor, and Mvir is
the virial mass. Based on Table 2 in Cox et al. (2004),
the initial pericentric distance and the orbit eccentricity
are assumed to be Rperi ∼ 1− 10 kpc and e ∼ 1 (i.e., a
parabolic trajectory), respectively.
According to Equation 9, the total gas thermal energy

via the merger-induced strong shocks can be approxi-
mated as 3

16Mgv
2
r ∼ 3

16GMgMvir/Rperi, where Mg is the
gas mass of the system. To determine the gas mass, we
can first convert Σ̇∗ to the gas surface densities, Σg, by
inverting the Kennicutt-Schmidt law (Kennicutt 1998).

The gas fraction can be calculated as µ = Σg/(Σg+Σ̇∗),
and thenMg = µM∗/(1−µ). Utilizing the reported stel-
lar mass from Berg et al. (2022) and the stellar-to-halo
mass relation from Girelli et al. (2020), we approximate
the total gas thermal energy to be 1056 − 1057 ergs for
J0808+3948 and J1525+0757, when Rperi ranges from
1− 10 kpc.
We then estimate the duration of the starburst pe-

riod for CCSN energy deposition based on the stellar
population ages derived from BEAGLE SED fitting (see
Table 1). Assuming a starburst period of 10− 100 Myr
for J0808+3948 or J1525+0757, the CCSN provide a
mechanical energy of roughly 1055 − 1057 ergs for a SN
energy injection rate of a constant star formation history
(CSFH) based on Figure 15. Since the merger-induced
thermal energy from strong shocks is roughly compa-
rable to the mechanical energy supplied by CCSN, we
argue that the contribution of merger-induced shocks
to the observed luminosity of broad components is not
negligible in these two merger-like galaxies. Neverthe-
less, this merger process cannot explain the orders of
magnitude luminosity-deficit issue discussed in Section
4 for most targets. Because excitation diagnostic di-
agrams (Section 3) suggest that stellar photoionization
contributes to most of the luminosity of outflowing com-
ponents, future investigations into multiphase galactic
wind models should incorporate ionizing flux from the
galaxy to validate this argument.
In conclusion, our previous assumption that a single

physical mechanism is responsible for both the velocity
widths and the luminosities of the outflowing compo-
nents is not technically accurate. Quantitatively dis-
entangling these dynamic processes is nearly impossi-
ble because no self-consistent physical model in the lit-
erature accounts for all these processes simultaneously.
From the observers’ perspective, it is imperative to ex-
tract more spatial information, including determining
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the spatial variation of spectral line surface brightness
and shape on a large galactic scale, along the ESI slit or
by leveraging IFU (integral field unit) data, such as from
KCWI/KCRM, to gain more insights into the physical
origins of the outflowing components.

5.3. Implications for High-redshift Galaxies and AGNs

High-velocity galactic winds (i.e., FWHMout ≳
1000 km s−1) in star-forming galaxies are extremely rare
in both the local and high-redshift universe (Heckman
et al. 2015; Carniani et al. 2024). The threshold of
≳ 1000 km s−1 is often used to define broad lines orig-
inating from an AGN (e.g., Harikane et al. 2023), as
most star-forming galaxies report FWHMout values be-
low 500 km s−1. Nevertheless, our study systematically
reports extreme outflows in local star-forming dwarf
(M∗ ≲ 1010 M⊙) galaxies, with 9 out of 14 exhibit-
ing VB components with FWHMout ≳ 1000 km s−1.
We argue that some “winds” identified in the literature
(FWHMout ≲ 500 km s−1) may actually be expanding
superbubble shells, as indicated by the broad compo-
nents (150 km s−1 ≲ FWHMout ≲ 500 km s−1), rather
than galactic winds escaping from the gravitational po-
tential well, which are instead traced by the VB compo-
nents (≳ 500 km s−1).
In addition to this work, a few relatively massive

(M∗ ≳ 1010 M⊙) local galaxies exhibiting extreme out-
flows (vmax ≳ 1000 km s−1) have been reported in
the literature (Diamond-Stanic et al. 2012; Heckman
& Borthakur 2016; Perrotta et al. 2023). Their high-
redshift counterparts are predicted by the Feedback-Free
Starbursts model proposed in Li et al. (2024) when the
star formation efficiency is high (i.e., ≳ 0.35; see their
Equation 22). As shown in Figure 12, since vmax is not
sensitive to global galaxy properties like M∗ and SFR,
we anticipate that future spectroscopic observations
with SNR of [O III] λ5007 or Hα ≳ 200 to reveal more
dwarf star-forming galaxies exhibiting extreme outflows.
Consequently, future studies should consider the possi-
bility of extreme outflows in star-forming galaxies with
wind velocities comparable to AGN-driven winds, which
could blur the boundary between star-forming galaxies
and AGNs solely based on the FWHM of outflowing
components in optical emission and UV absorption lines.
Our work also suggests the inappropriate assumption

of a consistent O3Hα ratio across all velocity compo-
nents has been used in the literature to justify the ab-
sence of the high-velocity component in the forbidden
line [O III] λ5007 in potential high-redshift Type-1 AGNs
(e.g., Figure 4 in Xu et al. 2023b). Figure 13 shows the
distribution of observed [O III] λ5007 / Hα (O3Hα) flux
ratio of each velocity component. In general, narrow
components have a median O3Hα ratio (1.79 ± 0.63)
similar to that of VB components (1.80 ± 0.70) and
consistent with that of broad components (1.36± 0.64)
within one standard deviation. However, since individ-
ual galaxies typically do not necessarily exhibit similar

O3Hα across different components, it is not valid to fix
the same flux ratio between each velocity component of
[O III] λ5007 and Hα when determining the best-fitting
three-component model. For example, we find that the
outflowing components of J0127-0619 (also known as
Mrk 996) have significantly lower O3Hα ratios than its
narrow component. This could be due to the extremely
high number of dense clouds (ne of ∼ 107 cm−3) in its
core region (James et al. 2009) for the broad component,
where the ne is high enough to collisionally de-excite
[O III] λ5007, with a critical density of ∼ 106 cm−3.

6. CONCLUSION

We have studied the physical origins of outflowing cold
gas, traced by broad (FWHM ∼ 260 km s−1) and VB
(FWHM ∼ 1200 km s−1) velocity components of strong
optical emission lines, in a sample of 14 low-redshift star-
forming dwarf galaxies drawn from CLASSY (Berg et al.
2022) using Keck/ESI data. We summarize our main
results from this study as follows:

1. We have detected up to three velocity components
in strong emission lines like Hα and [O III] λ5007.
The detected first, second, and third velocity com-
ponents are defined as the narrow, broad, and VB
components for galaxies without the double-narrow
component feature. The approximate boundaries be-
tween these velocity components are based on the me-
dian and one-sigma scatter of the FWHM and the
component/total flux ratio of [O III] λ5007: (1) “nar-
row”: FWHM ≲ 150 km s−1 and Fcomp/Ftotal ≳ 0.40
(2)“broad”: 150 km s−1 ≲ FWHM ≲ 500 km s−1 and
0.10 ≲ Fcomp/Ftotal ≲ 0.40 (3) “very-broad (VB)”:
FWHM ≳ 500 km s−1 and Fcomp/Ftotal ≲ 0.10.

2. We have quantitatively modeled the cooling luminosi-
ties and velocity widths of [O III] λ5007 using both
single-phase (i.e., direct condensation of hot winds;
T16) and multiphase (i.e., the TRML model; FB22)
supernova-driven galactic wind models to explore
whether they align with those of the broad and VB
components. Our results indicate that single-phase
models can explain the velocity widths of VB compo-
nents but not those of broad components. Although
multiphase models can cover the range of velocity
widths for both broad (at high Mcl,i or ηM,cl,i) and
VB (at lowMcl,i or ηM,cl,i) components, we argue that
multiphase models incorporating multiple cloud pop-
ulations (with distinct Mcl,i and ηM,cl,i) should show
relatively small inter-population velocity dispersions
compared to the observed velocity differences between
these two components. Therefore, both models sug-
gest that the VB components, but not the broad com-
ponents, should originate from galactic winds. This
argument is further supported by the fact that the
scatter of VB components in the vmax–SFR space can
be explained by single-phase and multiphase galactic
wind models with different ηM.
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Figure 13. [O III] λ5007 / Hα flux ratio for the narrow

(Top), broad (Middle), and VB (Bottom) components. Each

velocity component’s observed flux ratio is color-coded by

its corresponding FWHM. The median flux ratio for each

component and its scatter are indicated by the black dashed

line and the grey shaded area, respectively, with their values

reported in the upper-left corner of each panel.

3. Single-phase galactic wind models significantly under-
estimate the luminosities of both broad and VB com-
ponents by orders of magnitude. Multiphase wind
models reduce this shortfall to at least one dex for
most VB components (i.e., the luminosity-deficit is-
sue). The observed L5007 of a few galaxies even ex-
ceed Lcool that includes all radiative cooling from the

hot winds and TRMLs radiated within the temper-
ature range from 104 to 105.5 K. We find that the
multiphase model can generate more radiative cool-
ing within the TRMLs than within the hot winds
only when the cold-phase mass-loading factor is small
(i.e., ηM ≲ 1.0), and only a considerably small frac-
tion (∼ 0.1%) of the TRML luminosities directly con-
tribute to [O III] λ5007. Consequently, most [O III]
λ5007 luminosity should stem from physical mecha-
nisms other than mechanical energy from CCSN.

4. We estimate the merger-induced thermal energy from
strong shocks to be roughly 1056 − 1057 ergs for
J0808+3948 and J1525+0757 (the only two merger-
like galaxies with shock-like strong line ratios in their
broad components), which are comparable to their
mechanical energy supplied by CCSN. Therefore, the
contribution of merger-induced shocks to the ob-
served luminosity of these two merger-like galaxies’
broad components should not be neglected. Nonethe-
less, we argue that merger-induced shocks cannot re-
solve the orders of magnitude luminosity-deficit issue
observed for most targets.

5. We propose that either classical energy-driven or
momentum-driven superbubble models can account
for the scatter of broad components in the vmax–SFR
space with different bubble expansion times (1 − 10
Myr) and ISM ambient densities (0.1−1 cm−3). This
result indicates that broad components trace expand-
ing superbubble shells rather than galactic winds that
can escape from the gravitational potential well. Con-
sistent with Xu et al. (2024), we find that broad com-
ponents exhibit lower vmax compared to UV absorp-
tions, likely due to the different density dependencies
of emission and absorption lines.

6. We explore the excitation mechanism of each velocity
component using excitation diagnostics diagrams and
find that most of our targets are dominated by stel-
lar photoionization, unlike in ULIRGs where broad
emissions often trace shocked gas from galactic winds
(Soto et al. 2012). This result aligns with the find-
ings of Mingozzi et al. (2024) and suggests that stellar
photoionization contributes to most of the luminos-
ity of the broad and VB components. Nevertheless,
the potential presence of an AGN in J1429+0643 and
shocked gas in J1525+0757 cannot be ruled out.

7. We also find broad components generally have
higher low-ionization line ratios, including [N II]/Hα,
[S II]/Hα, and [O I]/Hα, and lower [O III]/Hβ ratio
than those of narrow components. One-zone (single
logU) photoionization models fail to explain broad
components’ [S II] and [O I] emissions near the max-
imal starburst line, which two-zone photoionization
models (two logU with differing covering fractions)
with density-bounded channels instead reproduce.
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The success of two-zone photoionization models sup-
ports the anisotropic leakage of LyC photons through
low-density channels formed by expanding superbub-
bles, which are traced by broad components.

8. Our study highlights that low-mass (M∗ ≲ 1010 M⊙)
star-forming galaxies can power high-velocity galac-
tic winds (vmax ≳ 1000 km s−1) that are compara-
ble to winds driven by Type-1 AGN. While extreme
outflows have primarily been identified in relatively
massive star-forming galaxies (M∗ ≳ 1010 M⊙), we
expect that future spectroscopic observations with
SNR of [O III] λ5007 or Hα ≳ 200 to uncover more
dwarf star-forming galaxies exhibiting these extreme
outflows, as the vmax of galactic winds appears in-
sensitive to global galaxy properties such as M∗ and
SFR. Furthermore, we find that the [O III] λ5007/Hα
flux ratios for different velocity components are not
necessarily identical for individual galaxies. This
result suggests the misclassification of high-redshift
Type-1 AGNs in studies that assume a consistent
[O III] λ5007/Hα ratio across all velocity components
to rule out the high-velocity component (vmax ≳
1000 km s−1) in the forbidden line [O III] λ5007 (e.g.,
Xu et al. 2023b).

Our study quantitatively demonstrates the diverse phys-
ical origins of outflowing cold clouds in local star-
forming galaxies and highlights that multiple physical
mechanisms are responsible for explaining the velocity
widths and luminosities of the broad and VB compo-
nents.
Future work can leverage spatial resolution along the

ESI slit and new IFU observations with KCWI/KCRM
to test our expectation that VB components (originat-
ing from galactic winds) are more spatially extended
than broad components (tracing expanding superbub-
ble shells) by examining their spatial variations of sur-
face brightness. IFU observations will also clarify the
impact of aperture effects on our interpretations of the
physical origins of outflowing components−for instance,
whether superbubble models would still explain broad
components when the aperture size is limited to the

scale of these shells. Additionally, HST Hα imaging can
resolve expanding ionized gas shells, offering valuable
insights into the bubble expansion time. Furthermore,
since VB components in most targets are not observable
in low-ionization lines and thus not available for exci-
tation diagnostic analysis, we emphasize the necessity
of incorporating ionizing flux from central continuum
sources, such as massive stars, in a multiphase galactic
wind model. This approach will help determine whether
stellar photoionization is the primary source of the VB
components’ luminosity.
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APPENDIX

A. LINE-FITTING RESULTS

The best line-fitting result of each galaxy is shown in
Figure 14. The line fluxes and derived physical proper-

ties of each velocity component are summarized in Ta-
bles 6 and 7, respectively.
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Figure 14. Line-fitting results of each galaxy. The best-fitting model (red dashed line) is plotted alongside the observed line

profile (black solid line) in the first row, with flux units labeled as “FLAM17” (10−17 erg s−1 cm−2 (km s−1)−1) in velocity space.

The narrow, broad, and VB emission velocity components are shown as cyan, blue, and green-dashed lines for multi-component

fittings. For DNC galaxies (J0144+0453 and J1444+4237), the weaker and stronger narrow components are represented by

blue and cyan dashed lines, respectively. The orange dashed lines represent the Lorentzian profiles that fit the Balmer stellar

absorption lines. The grey areas represent the 1-σ uncertainties of raw data. The residual plot (data - model / error) is displayed

in the second row, with certain strong lines (e.g., [O III] λ5007 and Hα) zoomed in to emphasize residuals in the broad wings.

Strong emission lines (or bad sky-subtraction features) next to the intended lines are masked during line fittings and are shaded

in pink (or yellow). Please see Section 2.3 for details.
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Figure 14. (continued).
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Figure 14. (continued).
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Table 7. Spectroscopically Derived Physical Properties

Object ne ([O II]) ne ([S II]) Te ([O III]) 12 + log(O/H) AV

(cm−3) (cm−3) (K)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

J0127–0619 · · · 280+50
−50 · · · · · · 0.48+0.01

−0.01, 0.25
+0.02
−0.02

J0144+0453 · · · 40+40
−40, 430

+390
−390 12000+2300

−2300, 20000
+3700
−3700 · · · 0.59+0.02

−0.02, 0

J0337–0502 · · · 250+110
−110 21000+1100

−1100 7.36+0.06
−0.06 0.94+0.04

−0.04, 2.39
+0.18
−0.20

J0808+3948 790+790
−790, 680

+680
−680 4200+3200

−3200, 640
+540
−550 · · · · · · 1.03+0.07

−0.06, 1.85
+0.13
−0.13

J0926+4427 160+60
−60, 550

+290
−290 230+160

−160, 740
+550
−550 12000+1000

−1000, 16000
+2000
−2000 8.13+0.10

−0.10, 7.91
+0.16
−0.16 0.23+0.03

−0.03, 0.82
+0.07
−0.07

J0938+5428 140+90
−90, 230

+210
−220 70+60

−60, 560
+370
−380 · · · · · · 0.28+0.03

−0.03, 0.57
+0.11
−0.12

J1025+3622 370+210
−210, 140

+130
−130 130+80

−80, 680
+390
−390 13000+1200

−1200 8.05+0.21
−0.21 0, 1.07+0.08

−0.09

J1044+0353 · · · 260+90
−90 21000+900

−900 7.44+0.06
−0.06 0.47+0.03

−0.03, 0

J1129+2034 · · · 90+40
−40 11000+660

−660 8.28+0.10
−0.10 0.25+0.02

−0.02

J1200+1343 710+420
−420 750+600

−600, 850
+850
−850 17000+1200

−1200 7.93+0.12
−0.12 0.67+0.05

−0.05, 0.16
+0.08
−0.09

J1359+5726 · · · 140+50
−50, 200

+80
−80 13000+2200

−2200, 13000
+3200
−3200 8.16+0.23

−0.23 0.44+0.04
−0.04, 0

J1429+0643 430+170
−170, 300

+200
−200, 150

+130
−130 850+850

−850, 1000
+1000
−1000 14000+2200

−2200, 13000
+3800
−3800 8.08+0.24

−0.24, 8.09
+0.33
−0.33 0, 1.30+0.13

−0.13

J1444+4237 · · · 390+290
−290, 730

+560
−560 16000+540

−540, 19000
+2100
−2100 · · · 0.03+0.03

−0.03, 0.36
+0.03
−0.03

J1525+0757 570+420
−430, 90

+90
−90 550+220

−250, 80
+60
−70 · · · · · · 0.64+0.03

−0.03, 0.68
+0.07
−0.08

Note—Columns: (1) Object name; (2) Electron density ne from [O II] λλ3726, 3729; (3) Electron density ne from [S II]

λλ6716, 6731; (4) Electron temperature Te based on the direct method using [O III] λ4363 and [O III] λ5007; (5) Oxygen

abundance 12 + log(O/H); (6) Internal extinction AV from the Balmer decrement. Values for each physical property’s narrow,

broad, and VB components are listed as the first, second, and third entries, respectively. If only one or two entries are shown,

it indicates that only the narrow and broad components could be determined for that galaxy. Please check Section 2.3.3 for

details in deriving each physical property.

B. SUPERNOVA RATE

The following rationale validates the SN rate used in
this study. A series of STARBURST99 simulations are
conducted, following a Kroupa (2001) initial mass func-
tion (IMF) spanning 0.1 to 100 M⊙: (1) assume an SSP
(simple stellar population) with a total stellar mass of
106 M⊙ or 107 M⊙ (2) CSFH with SFR = 1 M⊙ yr−1

(Figure 15). We then measured the stellar population
age of each galaxy within the HST/COS aperture using
a CSFH BEAGLE model with a Chabrier (2003) IMF be-
tween 0.1 and 100 M⊙ (consistent with the SED model
setups in Berg et al. 2022). The systematic difference
between these two IMFs is negligible (∼ 0.03 dex; Mous-
takas et al. 2013). At the median age of our targets (51
Myr), shown as a red dash line in Figure 15, the SN rate
of the CSFH model is around 10−2 yr−1, corresponding
to the SN energy input rate given in Equation 2.

C. GALACTIC WIND MODEL SOLUTIONS

Here we summarize the adopted initial conditions and
cooling curves for the T16 and FB22 models, and we
refer readers to both papers for detailed descriptions of
these models.

C.1. Initial Conditions

With the CC85 model determining the radial struc-
ture of hot winds inside the starburst region (i.e., M ≤
1), both T16 and FB22 models integrate from the sonic
point (serving as initial conditions) to derive the radial
velocity, density, pressure, and temperature solutions of
hot winds: v(r∗), ρ(r∗), P (r∗), and T (r∗) at larger radii
r∗ = r/RSF. The dimensionless form (with a subscript
*) of each physical quantity, as described by CC85, is
given by:

v(r∗) = v∗(r∗) Ṁ
−1/2
hot Ė

1/2
hot (C1)

ρ(r∗) = ρ∗(r∗) Ṁ
3/2
hot Ė

−1/2
hot R−2

SF (C2)

P (r∗) = P∗(r∗) Ṁ
1/2
hot Ė

1/2
hot R−2

SF (C3)
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Figure 15. SN rate predicted by STARBURST99 models. The

black solid (cyan) line represents the SSP model with the

total stellar mass of 106M⊙ (107M⊙). The orange solid line

shows the CSFH model with SFR = 1 M⊙ yr−1. For the

CSFH model, the SN rate is around 10−2 yr−1 at the median

age of our sample (51 Myr).

and

T (r∗) =
µmp

kB

P (r∗)
ρ(r∗)

=
µmp

kB

Ėhot

Ṁhot

T∗(r∗). (C4)

The initial conditions at the sonic point are defined as
v∗(r∗ = 1) = 0.707, ρ∗(r∗ = 1) = 0.113, P∗(r∗ = 1) =
0.0338, and T∗(r∗ = 1) = 0.0338/0.113.
Besides the initial conditions for hot winds shared by

both the T16 and FB22 models, there are additional
initial conditions for cold clouds introduced in FB22.
These new parameters include the initial mass-loading
factor of the cold cloud ηM,cl,i, the initial cloud mass
Mcl,i, the initial cloud metallicity Zcl,i, the initial wind
metallicity Zi, and the initial cloud velocity vcl,i. These
model parameter values are summarized in Table 4, and
their radial evolutions are plotted in Figure 20.

C.2. Cooling Curves

We utilize state-of-the-art cooling functions from PS20
(colored curves in Figure 16) instead of the Wiersma
et al. (2009) and Oppenheimer & Schaye (2013) cooling
curves used in FB22 and T16, respectively, because the
former enables us to explore the cooling curves at the
redshift and metallicity ranges relevant to our sample.
PS20 cooling functions tabulate gas cooling and heat-
ing rates, considering influences from dust, cosmic rays,
and a redshift-dependent UV/X-ray background, as well
as an interstellar radiation field over an extensive range
in redshift (z = 0 – 9), temperature (log T (K) = 1 –
9.5), metallicity (log Z/Z⊙ = -4 – 0.5), and density (log
nH(cm

−3) = -8 – 6). The Wiersma et al. (2009), Op-
penheimer & Schaye (2013) and PS20 cooling tables are
indistinguishable at solar metallicity within the temper-
ature range of T ∼ 104 − 107 K.
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Figure 16. Examples of the normalized net cooling func-

tions ϵ̇/n2 of Wiersma et al. (2009), Oppenheimer & Schaye

(2013), and PS20. Wiersma et al. (2009) solar-metallicity

cooling curve (the grey curve) includes heating from the

z = 0 UV background (Haardt & Madau 2001). The net

cooling function of Oppenheimer & Schaye (2013), depicted

as a black curve, is in photoionization equilibrium with a

metagalactic UV background, set at a redshift z = 0 and

with solar metallicity. Cooling functions from the PS20 mod-

els at distinct redshifts and metallicities are shown in differ-

ent colors. The hydrogen densities of all cooling functions

are set at n = 10−3 cm−3. The ‘spike’ at ∼ 104 K occurs

when the heating rate exceeds the cooling rate (i.e., solid

lines indicate positive values and dashed lines indicate neg-

ative values). At the same redshift and metallicity, all three

cooling tables have negligible differences in the temperature

range from 104 to 107 K.

Figures 19 and 20 present the illustrative examples of
radial profiles of physical properties for T16 and FB22
models4, respectively. These radial profiles are crucial
for estimating the cooling luminosities radiated within
a temperature range and simulating the corresponding
outflowing line profiles, as described in Appendices D
and E.

D. COOLING AND [O III] λ5007 LUMINOSITIES
FROM GALACTIC WIND MODELS

D.1. Hot winds

Since the radiative cooling luminosity, Lcool, from hot
winds is sensitive to the radial profiles of physical prop-
erties (i.e., T (r), n(r), and v(r)), we first integrate PS20
cooling functions within the T16 or FB22 galactic wind
model and solve for these radial profiles. The Lcool of
hot winds within a specific temperature range can be

4 The publicly available code provided by FB22 can be accessed at
https://github.com/dfielding14/MultiphaseGalacticWind.

https://github.com/dfielding14/MultiphaseGalacticWind
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Figure 17. Normalized emergent emissivities of the [O III]

λ5007 line, shown as dotted lines as functions of tempera-

ture, are juxtaposed with the normalized net cooling func-

tions from the PS20 model at redshift z = 0 and solar metal-

licity, consistent with the style in Figure 16. [O III] λ5007

emissivities peak in the temperate range T ∼ 104 − 105.5 K.

determined as follows:

Lcool =

∫ Tmax

Tmin

dL

dr

dr

dT
dT

=

∫ Tmax

Tmin

γ −M−2

1−M−2

(
ϵ̇ 4πr2

)(dT

dr

)−1

dT, (D5)

In Equation D5, ϵ̇ is the net cooling rate shown in
Figures 16 and 17, γ = 5/3 is the adiabatic index5,
M = v/cs is the Mach number of hot winds, and Tmin

and Tmax denote the lower and upper bounds for tem-
perature integration. To calculate the corresponding lu-
minosity of a specific line within the same temperature
range, we can substitute the line emissivity, ė, for ϵ̇ in
Equation D5. We refer the reader to Appendix F for
details on deriving Equation D5.
It is crucial to recognize that the emissivities of various

optical emission lines and UV absorption lines, which
trace the cold clouds, peak at different temperatures.
For [O III] λ5007, we set Tmin = 104 K and Tmax =
105.5 K in Equation D5, where [O III] λ5007 exhibits
significant emissivity (see Figure 17). Our subsequent
arguments are not sensitive to the choice of Tmax, for
instance, if we set Tmax to be higher at 106 K.

D.2. TRMLs

Unlike the radiative cooling within the hot wind itself,
where the line emissivity and total cooling curves can
be integrated over the temperature space (as shown in

5 At the isothermal limit, γ would approach 1, and Equation D5

would become Lcool =
∫ Tmax
Tmin

(
ϵ̇ 4πr2

) (
dT
dr

)−1
dT .
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Figure 18. Flux fraction grid of [O III] λ5007 as a func-

tion of P and Mrel within the 1.5-dimensional TRML model

of Chen et al. (2023). Each model point is color-coded by

its Mrel. We adopt a fiducial value for the dimensionless

cooling time factor, τ = 10−1, as defined in Equation (22)

of Chen et al. (2023). Should τ be reduced to 10−2, the

flux fraction would decrease approximately by an order of

magnitude. Hence, such a reduction would not qualitatively

impact the arguments presented in Section 4. The hot and

cold phases are set at Thot = 105.5 K and Tcold = 104 K,

respectively. The best-fitting dimensionless prefactor, fν , of

the effective turbulent conductivity and the effective turbu-

lent Prandtl number, Pr, of each parameter set is determined

from Equations (44) and (45) in Chen et al. (2023).

Figure 17) to determine the flux fraction of a specific
line (∼ 1% for [O III] λ5007), the flux fraction of a line
within TRMLs is influenced by factors such as pressure
P and the relative Mach number, Mrel, between the
hot wind and the cold clouds. To determine the flux
fraction of [O III] λ5007 at each radius in FB22 model,
we utilize the 1.5-dimensional model proposed by Chen
et al. (2023). This approach enables the generation of
a flux fraction grid that varies as a function of P , and
Mrel.
Based on Equation 25 and Figure 21 from Chen et al.

(2023), the total cooling flux, Fcool, within a tempera-
ture range from Tcold to Thot in the TRMLs is∫ Thot

Tcold

dFcool

d log T
dT =

∫ Thot

Tcold

Ėcool/L
2
0

dz

(
dT

dz

)−1

TdT

=

∫ Thot

Tcold

(
ϵ̇L2

0dz
)
/L2

0

dz

(
dT

dz

)−1

TdT =

∫ Thot

Tcold

ϵ̇

dT/dz
TdT.

(D6)

In this context, the two phases are presumed to be
in pressure equilibrium. Hence, ϵ̇ represents the PS20
cooling rate interpolated at constant pressure, ensuring
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Figure 19. Illustrative example of radial profiles of physical properties: v(r), n(r), and T (r), derived from the T16 model. The

top (ηM = 1) and the bottom (ηE = 1) panels display solutions with ηE ranging from 0.2 to 1.6 and ηM ranging from 0.2 to 1.6.

Calculations are represented both without gravity (dash lines) and incorporating an assumed isothermal gravitational potential

where ve = 400 km s−1 (solid lines). Other key parameter values are summarized in Table 3.

that P/kB = nT = constant. dT/dz denotes the tem-
perature gradient in the direction of the mass flux (ẑ-
direction), which is perpendicular to the shear motions
occurring between the phases. L0 is the characteristic
length of the system defined in Equation (24) from Chen
et al. (2023).
Similarly, the integrated line flux, Fline, within the

TRMLs can be calculated as∫ Thot

Tcold

dFline

d log T
dT =

∫ Thot

Tcold

ė

dT/dz
TdT. (D7)

Hence, the flux fraction of a specific line is the ratio
between Equations D6 and D7

Flux Fraction =

∫ Thot

Tcold

ė
dT/dzTdT∫ Thot

Tcold

ϵ̇
dT/dzTdT

. (D8)

The flux fraction grid of [O III] λ5007 as a function of P
and Mrel is depicted in Figure 18. Here, we set the tem-
peratures of the hot and cold phases at Thot = 105.5 K
and Tcold = 104 K, respectively, to closely align with the
mixing temperature Tmix in the models of FB22. The
parameter ranges for P and Mrel are roughly consistent
with the values derived from the FB22 models within the
ESI effective circular aperture, Raper (see Figure 20).
Compared to Mrel, the flux fraction of [O III] λ5007

is more sensitive to P , displaying a higher flux fraction

at the low-P end. Intuitively, one might expect that an
increase in P correlates with higher n or augmented ra-
diative cooling across all temperature ranges. However,
due to the complex interplay between radiative cooling,
conduction, and viscous heating, Fcool tends to show a
more uneven distribution in the temperature space at
higher P , with a strong peak at ∼ 104 K, where the
emissivity of [O III] λ5007 is negligible. This feature sug-
gests that although the total cooling flux increases with
P , the fraction of cooling flux at temperatures relevant
for [O III] λ5007 (∼ 105 K) actually decreases.

E. SIMULATED GALACTIC WIND EMISSION
LINE PROFILE

The emissivities of recombination lines or collisionally-
excited lines are proportional to n(r)2. Thus, to sim-
ulate emission line profiles based on a galactic wind
model, the key steps are to determine the radial den-
sity profile n(r) and to account for projection effects
along the line of sight. Additionally, since the emissivi-
ties are given in units of luminosity per unit volume (e.g.,
ergs s−1 cm−3 in cgs units), a volume integral is required
to evaluate the luminosity of both recombination and
collisionally-excited lines emitted from each infinitesi-
mal volume of specific geometries, such as a sphere (con-
sidered in this study) or a bicone (addressed in future
work). We do not account for any photoabsorption or
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Figure 20. Illustrative example of radial profiles of physical properties: v(r), n(r), T (r), Mcl(r), Z(r), ξ(r), Ṁ(r), Ė(r),

Mrel(r), and P (r) derived from the FB22 model. The top (ηM = 1) and the bottom (ηE = 1) panels display solutions with ηE
ranging from 0.2 to 1.6 and ηM ranging from 0.2 to 1.6. Calculations are incorporating an assumed isothermal gravitational

potential where vcir = 50 km s−1. Other key parameter values are summarized in Table 4. In each panel, the solid lines represent

the hot wind, while the dashed lines denote the cold clouds. For the T (r) panel, dashed lines indicate the mixing temperature

Tmix =
√
TTcl with Tcl fixed at 104 K instead. The pressure of the hot wind and the cold clouds (i.e., in pressure equilibrium)

is expressed as P3 = nT/(103 cm−3 K). For the Mcl, Ṁ , and Ė panels, the median measurements of these properties for our

sample from UV absorption lines based on X22 and Xu et al. (2023a) are shown as dotted grey lines.

radiative line transfer in the simulated emission line pro-
files for simplification.
Assuming spherical symmetry, the luminosity of a thin

spherical ring (a portion of the spherical shell; see the
left panel of Figure 21), with radial width ranging from
r to r+dr, polar angle θ ranging from θ to θ+dθ, and
azimuthal angle ϕ ranging from 0 to 2π is

∆Lring(r, θ) = ė(T (r), Z(r), n(r)) ∆V

= ė(T (r), Z(r), n(r)) (2π r2 sin θ ∆r ∆θ),
(E9)

where ė(T (r), Z(r), n(r)) is the interpolated emissivity
grid, in units of erg s−1 cm−3, as a function of radial
temperature, gas-phase metallicity, and number density,
generated from PS20.
If we choose a coordinate system with the sightlines

along the z-axis, we can relate the line-of-sight velocity
to the polar angle θ as vlos = v(r) cos (θ). This trans-
formation between vlos and θ can help us simulate the
line profile in the vlos space. Before integration, one im-

portant point to mention is that the luminosity of this
spherical ring is independent of vlos, which can be proved
as follows:

dLring(r, θ) ∝ n(r)2 r2 sin θ dθ dr

dLring(r, θ)

dvlos
∝ n(r)2 r2

v(r)
dr, (E10)

indicating the luminosity distribution in the vlos space
is a top-hat function at a specific radius.
To account for the variation of the density profile along

the radial direction, n(r), and the velocity projection
effect along the sightline, we need to integrate Equation
E9 in the radial (from r1 to r2) and the polar (from θ1
to θ2) directions as:

Lring =

∫
dLring(r, θ) dr dθ = 2πR3

SF

∫ r∗2

r∗1

∫ θ2=cos−1 ( vlos2
v )

θ1=cos−1 ( vlos1
v )

ė(T (r∗), Z(r∗), n(r∗)) ρ
2
∗ r2∗ sin (θ) dθ dϕ dr∗. (E11)
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Figure 21. Left: Volume calculation for a thin spherical ring under spherical symmetry. Sightlines are oriented along the z-axis,

and the cross-section of the spherical shell is depicted in the y−z plane. The ring’s radius is r sin θ, and thus its circumference is

2πr sin θ. The arc length in the θ direction is r∆θ, and the shell’s thickness in the radial direction is ∆r. Therefore, the volume,

∆V , is given by 2πr2 sin θ∆r∆θ. Middle: Contribution of the luminosity from each spherical shell to a simulated emission

line profile based on the FB22 model that has the same parameter setup as Figure 20 but with ηE = 1.0 and ηM = 1.0. The

contribution from each shell is color-coded according to its dimensionless radius r∗ = r/RSF (1 ≤ r∗ ≤ 50). The black solid line

represents the luminosity of all spherical shells. The luminosity is depicted on a logarithmic scale for a clearer representation of

the contribution from each spherical shell. The luminosity from each spherical shell follows a top-hat function in the vlos space

(refer to Equation E10 for proof). Right: Cumulative luminosity contributions from spherical shells in the simulated emission

line profile. Each cumulative luminosity contribution is color-coded by its corresponding dimensionless radius r∗ = r/RSF.

Here we express the polar angle θ in terms of vlos as
θ = cos−1

(
vlos
v

)
in the integration bounds of θ. Thus,

vlos1 and vlos2 denote two grid points in the line-of-sight
velocity space.
The middle and right panels of Figure 21 depict the lu-

minosities of individual and cumulative spherical shells,
respectively. Besides the observation that each shell’s lu-
minosity remains constant in the vlos space, it is evident
that the inner shells exhibit narrower velocity spreads
but contribute more significantly to the overall luminos-
ity compared to the outer shells. This behavior stems
from the radial solution of the FB22 fluid equations,
which describes an increasing radial velocity field and a
decreasing radial density field of cold clouds.
The assumption of a spherical outflow geometry

breaks down for galaxies with a biconical outflow
morphology, such as the post-starburst region of
J1044+0353 (Peng et al. 2023). Nevertheless, Equa-
tion E11 can still be applied in simulating the line
profile of a biconical galactic wind, provided that the
half-opening angle and orientation of the bicone can
be constrained using integral field spectrographs like
KCWI/KCRM. We leave the exploration of the biconi-
cal outflow model to future work.

F. ENTHALPY OF GALACTIC WIND MODELS

F.1. Enthalpy of T16

The advection enthalpy can be written as

γ

γ − 1

d(DṀ)

dr
=

γ

γ − 1
Ṁ

dD

dr
, (F12)

where Ṁ = 4πr2ρv = constant and D = kBT/µmP .
Based on Equation (29) from T16, we can rewrite dT/dr

dT

dr
=

2D

rCV

(
v2 − v2e/4

c2s − v2

)
+

q̇

vCV

(
c2T − v2

c2s − v2

)
(F13)

as

dT

dr
=

γ − 1

1−M−2

[
−2 +

v2e
2v2

+
ε̇

ρv3/r
− γε̇

ρc2sv/r

]
T

r
.

(F14)

Here CV = 3kB

2µmP
, c2s = ∂P

∂ρ |s = γ kBT
µmp

= γD, c2T =
∂P
∂ρ |T = kBT

µmp
= D, and q̇ = −ε̇/ρ (−ϵ̇ is the net heating

rate). Therefore, the advection enthalpy is the following

γ

γ − 1
Ṁ

dD

dr
=

γ − 1

1−M−2

[
−2 +

v2e
2v2

+
ε̇

ρv/r

(−γ

c2s
+

1

v2

)]
DṀ

r

γ

γ − 1
. (F15)

The advection enthalpy can be classified into three terms
with different physical interpretations:

1. Radiative Cooling:

γ − 1

1−M−2

ε̇

ρv/r

(−γ

c2s
+

1

v2

)
DṀ

r

γ

γ − 1

= ε̇4πr2
1

1−M−2

(−γ

c2s
+

1

v2

)
c2s = −γ −M−2

1−M−2
ε̇4πr2

(F16)



Origins of Outflowing Cold Clouds 37

2. Adiabatic Loss:

−2

[
γ − 1

1−M−2

]
DṀ

r

γ

γ − 1
=

c2s
1−M−2

−2Ṁ

r
(F17)

3. Gravitational Heating:

γ − 1

1−M−2

[
v2e
2v2

]
DṀ

r

γ

γ − 1
=

c2s
1−M−2

(
v2e
2v2

)
Ṁ

r
(F18)

The radiative cooling and adiabatic terms are high-
lighted in their corresponding colors in Figure 10. We
can integrate a specific term in the advection enthalpy
over the radial distance, dr, to obtain the total luminos-
ity of that term within a certain radius.

F.2. Enthalpy of FB22

Following a similar procedure as shown in Section F.1,
we would obtain similar expressions for the radiative
cooling, adiabatic loss, and gravitational heating terms
for FB22. The kinetic energy thermalization (pink) and
thermal energy mixing (orange) terms are highlighted
in their corresponding colors in Figure 10, and their ex-
pressions are shown in Equation (26) of FB22. There
are several additional terms due to the mass, momen-
tum, and energy transfer between the hot wind and the
cold clouds:

1. Drag Work:

γ −M−2

1−M−2
ṗdrag (v − vcl) 4πr

2 (F19)

2. Mass Transfer:

c2s
1−M−2

Ṁ

r

[
ρ̇+ − ρ̇−
ρv/r

]
(F20)

3. Momentum Transfer:

c2s
1−M−2

Ṁ

r

ρ̇+
ρv/r

v − vcl
v

(F21)

4. Drag force:

c2s
1−M−2

Ṁ

r

ṗdrag
ρv2/r

(F22)

We refer readers to FB22 for the detailed definition of
each parameter shown from Equations F19 to F22.

G. ENTROPY OF GALACTIC WIND MODELS

G.1. Entropy of T16

Following the entropy K = P/ργ defined in FB22, we
have the following logarithmic entropy derivative with
respect to radial distance

d logK

d log r
=

d logP

d log r
− γ

d log ρ

d log r
. (G23)

Given that d log T
d log r = d logP

d log r − d log ρ
d log r , Equation G23 can

be written as

d logK

d log r
=

d log T

d log r
− (γ − 1)

d log ρ

d log r
, (G24)

where d log T
d log r = dT

dr
r
T and d log ρ

d log r = dρ
dr

r
ρ . Substituting

dρ/dr and dT/dr with Equations 28 and 29 in Thomp-
son et al. (2016), we would obtain

d logK

d log r
=

γ − 1

1−M−2

[
−2 +

v2e
2v2

+
ε̇

ρv3/r
− γε̇

ρc2sv/r

]
− (γ − 1)

r

ρ

[
2ρ

r
(
v2 − v2e/4

c2s − v2
) +

ρ

v

D

CV T

(
ϵ̇/ρ

c2s − v2

)]
.

(G25)

Since we know that γD
v2 − 1 = M−2 − 1, Equation G25

can be simplified as

d logK

d log r
=

γ − 1

1−M−2

[
−2 +

v2e
2v2

− ε̇

ρv/r

1

c2s

(
γ −M−2

)]
+

(γ − 1)

1−M−2

[
2

(
1− v2e

4v2

)
+

r

v

D

CV T

ε̇

ρv2

]
. (G26)

Combining terms in Equation G26, we would get

d logK

d log r
=

γ − 1

1−M−2

[ −ε̇

ρc2sv/r

(
γ −M−2

)
+ (γ − 1)

ε̇

ρv3/r

]
= −(γ − 1)γ

ε̇

ρc2sv/r
=

−(γ − 1)ε̇

P v/r
. (G27)

Inspired by Equation 16 in FB22, we could rewrite Equa-
tion G27 as

d logK

d log r
=

−(γ − 1)ε̇

P

r

v
= − tadv

tcool
, (G28)

where tadv = r/v and tcool = P/(γ − 1)ε̇. Therefore,
d logK/d log r is the ratio between the wind advection
time tadv and the wind cooling time tcool. Here ε̇ is
defined the same as the parameter L in FB22.
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G.2. Entropy of FB22

Given the equations given in Figure 3 from FB22,

∂ logK

∂ log r
=

γ

1−M−2

[
ρ̇+
ρv/r

(
γ − 1

2

(
(v − vcl)

2

c2s

− (v − vcl)
2

v2

)
+
(
c2s − c2s,cl

)( 1

v2
− 1

c2s

))
+ (γ − 1)

ϵ̇

ρv/r

(
1

v2
− 1

c2s

)
+

(γ − 1)ṗdrag(v − vcl)

ρv/r

(
1

c2s
− 1

v2

)]
. (G29)

Equation G29 can be simplified as follows:

∂ logK

∂ log r
= γ

ρ̇+
ρv/r

[
γ − 1

2

(
(v − vcl)

2

cs2

)
−
(
cs

2 − cs,cl
2
)

cs2

]

− (γ − 1)
ε̇

ρv/r

ρ

P
+

(γ − 1)ṗdrag(v − vcl)

Pv/r

= − tadv
tcool

+ γ
ρ̇+
ρv/r

[
γ − 1

2

(
(v − vcl)

2

cs2

)

−
(
cs

2 − cs,cl
2
)

cs2

]
+

(γ − 1)ṗdrag(v − vcl)

Pv/r
. (G30)

Compared to Equation G28, the ratio between tadv and
tcool appears in both entropy equations; however, the
FB22 model includes three additional terms, kinetic en-
ergy thermalization (pink), thermal energy mixing (or-
ange), and drag work, due to the turbulent radiative
mixing between hot winds and cold clouds (see Figure
10).

H. MERGER-MORPHOLOGY INDICATORS

We leverage the Python package statmorph
(Rodriguez-Gomez et al. 2019) to calculate the merger-
sensitive statistics, including the Concentration, Asym-
metry, and Smoothness (CAS) (Conselice 2003) and the
Gini-M20 (Lotz et al. 2004) statistics, on the DECalS g

band image of each galaxy to help us classify our sample
into the (1) merger-like and (2) non-merger categories.
We summarize the essential steps involved in mor-

phological analysis using statmorph and refer readers
to Rodriguez-Gomez et al. (2019) for detailed informa-
tion. We initially define the region of interest around the
center of each galaxy (see Figure 1) with a size of ap-
proximately 24.′′0× 24.′′0 in the DECaLS g-band image.
Subsequently, we generate a segmentation map by es-
tablishing the detection threshold for identifying galaxy
signals at 3σ using Photutils (Bradley et al. 2022).
Upon obtaining the Point Spread Function (PSF) and
the corresponding error image for each galaxy from the
DESI Sky Viewer, statmorph is utilized to quantify the
morphology of the sources from the segmentation map.
We consider galaxies as potential mergers if they sat-

isfy at least one of the demarcation relations (G−M20,
G−A, and C −A) for local galaxies as outlined in Lotz
et al. (2004) and Lotz et al. (2008). As shown in Figure
22, this criterion results in exactly half of our sample (7
out of 14) being categorized as potential mergers. We
confirm that this classification remains consistent when
using the DECaLS r-band images instead.
To be cautious, J0337+0502 (alternatively known as

SBS 0335–052E in the literature), which is identified
as forming a galaxy pair with SBS 0335–052W with
a projected separation of ∼ 22 kpc (Ekta et al. 2009;
Herenz et al. 2023), is classified as a “non-merger”
galaxy in our study. This inconsistency could be due
to (1) our morphological analysis, detailed in Appendix
H, focuses solely on a zoom-in 24.′′0 × 24.′′0 region
around J0337+0502 of the strongly-interacting system
and (2) morphology disturbances will not be clearly
visible if the galaxy pair is not in the first-pericenter
pass or the final coalescence stage of interaction (Lotz
et al. 2008). Since Ekta et al. (2009) suggest this
interacting system has surpassed its initial close en-
counter—evidenced by merger features such as short
“tails” and a faint “bridge”, and supported by compar-
isons with collisionless N-body merger simulations—we
argue that J0337+0502 may currently be transitioning
from the first pericenter to the maximal separation (the
positions of its morphology indicators also support this
point; see Figure 22 and Figure 5 of Lotz et al. 2008).
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Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 497, 672,

doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa1759

Asplund, M., Amarsi, A. M., & Grevesse, N. 2021, A&A,

653, A141, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202140445

Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A. M., Lim, P. L.,

et al. 2022, ApJ, 935, 167, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74

Baumgartner, V., & Breitschwerdt, D. 2013, A&A, 557,

A140, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201321261

Berg, D. A., Chisholm, J., Erb, D. K., et al. 2021, The

Astrophysical Journal, 922, 170,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac141b

Berg, D. A., James, B. L., King, T., et al. 2022, The

Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 261, 31,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4365/ac6c03

http://doi.org/10.22201/ia.01851101p.2019.55.02.21
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1759
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140445
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac7c74
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321261
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac141b
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/ac6c03


Origins of Outflowing Cold Clouds 39

Figure 22. Merger classification using the G − M20, G − A, and C − A relations for local galaxies (Lotz et al. 2004, 2008).

Galaxies are considered mergers if they lie above the black dashed lines in the G − M20 panel and to the right of the black

dashed lines in the G−A and C −A panels, respectively.

Binette, L., Drissen, L., Ubeda, L., et al. 2009, A&A, 500,

817, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/200811132

Blum, R. D., Burleigh, K., Dey, A., et al. 2016, in

American Astronomical Society Meeting Abstracts, Vol.

228, American Astronomical Society Meeting Abstracts

#228, 317.01
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