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Most of the baryonic matter of the Universe resides in a highly-ionized gaseous intergalactic
medium1. This gas flows along dark-matter filaments toward galaxy superclusters, clusters,
and groups until it pools around the galaxies into a circumgalactic medium2. Eventually,
the gas settles into the interstellar medium of the galaxies, where it fuels the successive
generations of star formation that ultimately produce the stars and heavy elements that make
up galaxies today. The gas has been studied for decades using absorption lines produced
by Hydrogen and various ions of heavy elements in the spectra of background quasi-stellar
objects (QSOs). But directly imaging the extremely faint glow of this “cosmic web” of
intergalactic and circumgalactic gas has remained an elusive goal of observational cosmology.
Some recent progress has been made by using imaging spectrographs to record high-redshift
Lyα emission, although over only very narrow fields of view3–6. Here we report direct
images of intergalactic and circumgalactic gas in the distant Universe obtained using the
Condor Array Telescope that we purposely built to reach extremely low-surface-brightness
sensitivities over very wide fields of view7. We show that these images directly detect and
characterize the imprint of Lyα emission from the cosmic web at an overwhelming statistical
significance. By stacking portions of the images centered on tens of thousands of galaxies of
known redshift, we show that they also reveal extremely faint emission from H0, C3+, and
Mg+ and absorption from cosmic dust in the tenuous outskirts of the galaxies. Our results
demonstrate that sensitive imaging observations can now detect and characterize emission
(and absorption) from the cosmic web of intergalactic and circumgalactic gas (and dust).
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Almost everything that is known about extremely tenuous gas in the distant Universe has been
learned by studying absorption lines produced by foreground objects in the spectra of background
QSOs. It became apparent soon after the discovery of the first QSO 3C 273 in 19638,9 that narrow
absorption lines are ubiquitous in QSO spectra and that the lines are produced by cosmologically
distributed gas intervening along the lines of sight10. The origin of the gas has been surmised
to include objects ranging from the extended “halos” of normal galaxies11 through intergalactic
clouds12 through more recently the cosmic web that is predicted by hydrodynamical simulations
of large-scale structure formation13,14. Neutral Hydrogen column densities of the gas range from
≈ 1012 to ≈ 1017 cm−2 for the “Lyα-forest” absorbers through ≈ 1017 to ≈ 1020 cm−2 for the
“Lyman-limit” absorbers through ≈ 1020 to ≈ 1022 cm−2 for the “damped-Lyα” absorbers.

The prospect of detecting Lyα emission from the gas responsible for QSO absorption lines was
first contemplated in the 1980s15. The difficulty is that the emission is predicted to be extremely
faint, with the brightness of gas fluorescing due to the cosmic ultraviolet radiation field at redshift
z ≈ 3 expected to be only≈ 10−20 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 in Lyα16. This is fainter than the brightness
of the night sky by a factor ≈ 1000 over even a very narrow bandpass. Recent efforts to detect this
emission have used the Multi Unit Spectral Explorer (MUSE) on the Very Large Telescope (VLT)5

at redshifts z ≈ 3.8 and the Cosmic Web Imager (CWI) on the Keck telescope6 at redshifts z ≈ 2.35.
These instruments are imaging spectrographs that provide substantial wavelength coverage (e.g.
48.5 nm for CWI) over very narrow fields of view (e.g. 30 × 20 arcsec2 for CWI). Accordingly,
these instruments obtain “core samples” that extend much farther in the radial direction than in
the transverse direction. For example, each CWI exposure extends (for Lyα) ≈ 900 comoving Mpc
in the radial direction but only ≈ 0.86 × 0.58 = 0.50 Mpc2 in the transverse direction, for a total
volume of ≈ 900× 0.86× 0.58 ≈ 450 Mpc3, with similar values applying for MUSE exposures. (We
adopt a ΛCDM cosmological model of matter density parameter Ωm = 0.3, vacuum energy density
parameter ΩΛ = 0.7, and Hubble constant 70 km s−1 Mpc−1 throughout.)

We used the Condor Array Telescope7 to obtain very deep direct images of Condor field
416, which encompasses and extends most of the Cosmic Evolution Survey (COSMOS) field17,
through luminance broad-band and custom narrow-band filters. The luminance filters are sensitive
to wavelengths ≈ 400 to 700 nm. The narrow-band filters are tuned to a central wavelength (in
the Condor f/5 beam) of 422.5 nm with a bandpass of only 1 nm (see Extended Data Fig. 1).
The central wavelength corresponds to a redshift z = 2.4754 for Lyα, which was chosen based on
results of ref. 6 (see below) and is proximate to the Hyperion protocluster at redshift z ≈ 2.4518.
The bandpass corresponds to a velocity interval of ∆v ≈ 710 km s−1 and a redshift interval of
∆z ≈ 0.0059 for Lyα. The exposure time through the luminance filters totals 26.3 h and through
the narrow-band filters totals 171.8 h, where both values are equivalent exposure times for the
full array. The images were processed using the Condor data pipeline7,19 (see Methods). The final
processed narrow-band image reaches a 1σ uncertainty of 3 × 10−19 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 per
0.85×0.85 arcsec−2 pixel, which corresponds to a 3σ uncertainty of 8×10−20 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2

per 10 × 10 arcsec2 region. This is essentially identical to the sensitivity of the CWI image of the
COSMOS field by ref. 6, which reaches a 3σ depth for a 0.8-nm-wide line (i.e. comparable to
the Condor 1 nm bandpass) of 8 × 10−20 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 per 10 × 10 arcsec2 region. The
corresponding values for the final processed luminance image are a 1σ uncertainty of 4.8 × 10−32

erg s−1 cm−2 Hz−1 arcsec−2 (or 29.7 mag arcsec−2) per pixel and a 3σ uncertainty of 1.4 × 10−32

erg s−1 cm−2 Hz−1 arcsec−2 (or 31.0 mag arcsec−2) per 10× 10 arcsec−2 region.
The Condor field of view is ≈ 2.3 × 1.5 deg2, and each Condor narrow-band exposure extends

(for Lyα) ≈ 18 comoving Mpc in the radial direction and ≈ 240 × 160 ≈ 38, 000 Mpc2 in the
transverse direction, which exceeds the CWI value by a factor ≈ 76, 000. The total volume probed
by each Condor exposure is ≈ 18× 240× 160 ≈ 690, 000 Mpc3, which exceeds the CWI value by a
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Fig. 1: Examples of detected features of (1) high statistical significance and (2) large rest-frame equivalent width (for Lyα). Each panel shows small portions of (left to right)
difference image, masked difference image, detection map, and luminance image. Images extend 2.8× 2.8 armin2, which at redshift z = 2.4754 corresponds to 1.4 proper Mpc
or 4.9 Mpc comoving Mpc on a side. Brightest single pixels in portions of masked difference image are of surface brightness ≈ 10−18 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2.
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factor ≈ 1500. The ability of Condor to probe enormous transverse areas and volumes one redshift
slice at a time gives it capabilities that are complementary to those of MUSE and CWI.

The luminance image shows evidence of modest Galactic cirrus toward the SE edge of the image,
around J2000 coordinates 10:07, +02:15, which does not appear to overlap the COSMOS field
proper. To at least a first approximation, any line emission at 422.5 nm is insignificant in comparison
to continuum over the very large bandpass of the luminance filter, so the luminance image
roughly traces continuum, whereas the narrow-band image traces line emission plus continuum.
We subtracted the luminance image from the narrow-band image to form a “difference” image
that in most regions traces more or less only line emission, thus accounting for any extremely faint
cirrus that may be present across the field. (The difference image does not necessarily trace only
line emission in regions near bright stars and galaxies, for which continuum color effects can be
significant.) The narrow-band, luminance, and difference images are shown in Extended Data Fig.
2, 3, and 4, respectively.

Low-surface-brightness Lyα emission of redshift z ≈ 2.4754 from the cosmic web could in
principle be seen only in regions between continuum sources and would be characterized by large
rest-frame equivalent width limits (say ≳ 5 nm), i.e. would appear much brighter in the narrow-
band image than in the luminance image. Such emission is seen throughout the entire field of view.
Detection of this faint emission may be optimized by processing the images with a matched filter20,
which requires knowledge of the sizes and shapes of the emitting features. Lacking such knowledge,
we searched for faint emission by binning the images on scales ranging up to 50× 50 pix2, seeking
to identify features of (1) high statistical significance and (2) large rest-frame equivalent width (see
Methods). This analysis, which is most sensitive to compact and concentrated (rather than irregular
or filamentary) sources, identified 112 features of statistically-significant, strong line emission that
can be reasonably interpreted only as Lyα of redshift z ≈ 2.4754. The resulting catalog of features
is presented in Extended Data Table 1, and images of the features are presented in Extended Data
Figure 5. The narrow-band image is also sensitive to [O II] 372.7 nm emission of redshift z ≈ 0.1336,
and indeed such emission is seen, but of much lower rest-frame equivalent width.

Examples of several of the detected features are illustrated in Fig. 1, which shows small portions
of the difference image, the “masked” difference image (which was formed by masking pixels of the
difference image corresponding to pixels detected in the luminance image above a 1σ threshold),
the detection map, and the luminance image. Features shown in Fig. 1 include a compact source
(35); compact sources that appear to be embedded in filamentary structures that stretch up to and
beyond 1 Mpc in extent (2, 25, 60, 87, and 96); diffuse, extended sources (42, 45, 46, and 85); and
emission in the vicinity of a known active galactic nucleus (AGN) ACS–GC 2011870521 (61 through
64, and see below). The brightest single pixels in the portions of the masked difference image (i.e.
that are free of continuum) shown in Fig. 1 are of surface brightness ≈ 10−18 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2.

The distribution of pixel intensities of the difference image in regions between continuum
sources is sensitive to the surface-brightness intensity distribution22 of Lyα emission at redshift
z ≈ 2.4754 from the cosmic web, irrespective of whether emission is or is not “detected” in any
given pixel. This is illustrated in Fig. 2, which shows distributions of pixel intensities of the masked
difference image (see Methods). The top panel of Fig. 2 shows the observed distribution together
with a χ2 fit to a normal distribution. The observed distribution appears to be very well described
by a normal distribution except for an apparent systematic excess of pixels of positive intensity
≳ 7 × 10−19 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2. That the pixel-to-pixel measurement uncertainties would be
characterized by a normal distribution is not unexpected given that the narrow-band image is
formed by combining 6185 dithered individual exposures. The fit yields χ2 = 562.9 for 129 degrees
of freedom, which indicates a statistically unacceptable fit, with a p value of essentially zero. We
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interpret the departures of the observed distribution from a normal distribution as due to Lyα
emission from the cosmic web.

Motivated by the intensity distribution of the rest-frame ultraviolet continuum of high-redshift
galaxies22 and the H0 column density distribution of QSO absorption lines23, we choose to describe
the Lyα surface brightness distribution h(x) as a function of Lyα surface-brightness intensity x by
a truncated power law with exponential cutoff

h(x) = Aδ(x) +
B

x0

H(x− xmin)

(
x

x0

)−α

exp

(
− x

x0

)
, (1)

where δ(x) is the Dirac delta function and H(x) is the Heaviside step function. Here the delta
function term and the faint-end truncation at intensity xmin serve to regularize the distribution (see
Methods), x0 is a characteristic intensity, α is a power-law index, and the ratio B/A is related to
the fraction of the sky covered by emission. The observed distribution g(x) is the convolution of
h(x) with the pixel-to-pixel measurement uncertainty distribution, which we take to be a normal
distribution N(x;σ, x̄) of standard deviation σ and mean x̄, i.e.

g(x;α, x0, B/A, σ, x̄) =

∫ ∞

0

h(x′;α, x0, B/A)N(x− x′;σ, x̄) dx′

= AN(x;σ, x̄) +
B

x0

∫ ∞

xmin

(
x′

x0

)−α

exp

(
− x′

x0

)
N(x− x′;σ, x̄) dx′.

(2)

(A non-zero value of x̄ can account for small errors in background determination.) The bottom
panel of Fig. 2 shows the observed distribution together with a χ2 fit to the model of equation (2).
The fit yields χ2 = 139.2 for 126 degrees of freedom, which indicates a statistically acceptable fit,
with a p value of 0.20. Thus the fit to the model of equation (2) is statistically superior to the fit to
a normal distribution, reducing χ2 by ∆χ2 = 423.7 with the introduction of only three additional
parameters; this is extremely unlikely by chance, with a p value of essentially zero. We take the
difference between the top and bottom panels of Fig. 2 and in particular the difference between the
goodness of fit of the respective fits as demonstrating that the difference image in regions between
continuum sources detects the imprint of Lyα emission from the cosmic web at redshift z ≈ 2.4754
at an overwhelming statistical significance.

The Lyα surface brightness intensity distribution h(x) is a fundamental statistical description
of the cosmic web that must be matched by any successful cosmological simulation of large-scale
structure formation. Further, the first moment of the distribution is the Lyα luminosity density.
Adopting the best-fit parameter values of the model of equation (2) given in the caption to Fig. 2,
the comoving Lyα luminosity density of the cosmic web at redshift z ≈ 2.4754 is 2.9±2 ×1040 erg
s−1 Mpc−3. We emphasize that this value includes contributions from all sources of Lyα emission
in the difference image in regions between continuum sources, including Lyα-emitting galaxies, the
circumgalactic medium, and the intergalactic medium.

The central wavelength of the narrow-band filter was chosen to correspond to the redshift
z = 2.4754 of a 1 × 1 arcmin2 region of apparent particularly high density of Lyα emission in
the CWI image presented in the middle, right-most panel of Fig. 4b of ref. 6. Portions of the
smoothed difference, difference, and luminance images containing this region are presented in Fig.
3, with the boundary of the CWI image indicated. Both the Condor and CWI images show obvious
Lyα emission of redshift z ≈ 2.4754 from the AGN ACS–GC 2011870521 (near the SW corner of
the bounded region), but otherwise there is little correspondence between the images. The Condor
image shows features not seen in the CWI image, and vice versa. In particular, the Condor image
shows two apparent filaments or tails in the vicinity of ACS–GC 20118705 that are not seen in the
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Fig. 2: Distributions of pixel intensities of masked difference image, i.e. of pixels of difference image between continuum sources.
Top panel shows observed distribution fitted by normal distribution of best-fit parameter values σ = 3.3878 ± 0.0021 × 10−19

erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 and x̄ = 1.166 ± 0.014 × 10−20 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2. Bottom panel shows observed distribution
fitted by model of equation (2) adopting xmin = 10−21 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 (although fit is insensitive to choice of xmin) of
best-fit parameter values σ = 3.3727± 0.0021× 10−19 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2, x̄ = 5.65± 0.14× 10−21 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2,
α = 0.66 ± 0.50, x0 = 1.286 ± 0.035 × 10−19 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2, and B/A = 0.32 ± 0.20. In each case, top plot shows
observed and fitted distributions, middle plots show fractional residuals, and bottom plot show normalized residuals (in units of
standard deviation σ), and inset shows zoom of portion of middle plot. Grey regions show 1-, 2-, and 3-σ confidence intervals.
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Fig. 3: Portions of (left to right) smoothed difference, difference, and luminance images containing 1×1 arcmin2 region (shown
by green box) of apparent particularly high density of Lyα emission in CWI observations. Region within green box may be
directly compared with middle, right-most panel of Fig. 4b of ref. 6. Images extend 4×4 arcmin2 centered at J2000 coordinates
10:00:22, +02:24:18, which at redshift z = 2.4754 corresponds to 2.0 proper Mpc or 7.0 comoving Mpc on a side. Smoothed
difference image is smoothed by Gaussian of standard deviation 1.5 pix. North is up, and east is to left.

CWI image, one at roughly 2 o’clock and one at roughly 10 o’clock; the Condor image also shows
various spatially-unresolved sources not seen in the CWI image, and vice versa. (Indeed, sources
61 through 64 of Extended Data Table 1 and Extended Data Fig. 5 are detected in the vicinity of
the AGN.) We cannot explain this difference, although we note that the Condor difference image is
a difference between two direct images whereas the CWI image is a highly-processed product that
involves iterative adaptive smoothing of spectroscopic observations.

Nearly two million galaxy redshifts have been measured in the COSMOS field (by spectroscopic
or photometric techniques), which provides an opportunity to “stack” cutouts of images of many
galaxies of similar redshift in order to form a “composite” image of the galaxies that is far more
sensitive than any single image alone. We formed stacked median cutouts of the luminance image
of galaxies over a range of redshift and brightness (see Methods). An example of the result for
galaxies of redshift near the primary target redshift z = 2.4754 is presented in Fig. 4, for galaxies
in four brightness ranges. For each brightness range, Fig. 4 shows the composite image and the
radial profile measured from the center of the image. In each case, the composite image exhibits
(1) a bright core, which is produced by starlight emitted by the galaxies, and (2) a dark “halo”
surrounding the core that extends ≈ 250 proper kpc in radius. The composite images of all but
the brightest galaxies further exhibit (3) an extended dark halo that extends at least ≈ 1.7 proper
Mpc or ≈ 6.0 comoving Mpc. The composite images are approximately azimuthally symmetric, as
is expected if the galaxies are randomly distributed with no preferred orientation.

The dark halos and extended dark halos appear to be universal and are present in composite
images of galaxies of redshift spanning z = 0 through beyond 3 and a range of brightnesses, although
there is a tendency for the halos of the brightest galaxies at a given redshift to be less pronounced.
We found that the effect persists across different stacking algorithms (including median and sigma
clipping), is apparent in stacks that we formed from the luminance and narrow-band images, and
is even apparent in stacks that we formed from Subaru broad-band images of the COSMOS field24.
We conclude that the effect is not the result of an instrumental or processing artifact.

We interpret the dark halos surrounding the bright cores as due to obscuration of background
galaxies by the dusty circumgalactic medium of the galaxies. This sets a characteristic scale of
≈ 250 proper kpc radius for the circumgalactic medium in dust at redshift z ≈ 2.48, which is in
line with other measures of extended dust around galaxies25,26. We consider the composite images
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B = 22 – 24 B = 24 – 25 B = 25 – 26 B = 26 – 28

Fig. 4: Stacked median cutouts of luminance image (top panels) and radial profiles (bottom panels) of galaxies of redshift
within ∆z = 0.5 of z = 2.5 and of (left to right) B-band magnitude 22 to 24 (554 galaxies), 24 to 25 (4355 galaxies), 25 to
26 (8828 galaxies), and 26 to 28 (4877 galaxies). Radial profiles are normalized to unity at right-hand edges. Images extend
5.7×5.7 arcmin2, which corresponds to 2.8 proper Mpc or 9.7 comoving Mpc on a side. Images are reversed, with emission dark.

of Fig. 4 (and similar images formed at other redshifts and brightnesses) to be vivid and graphic
direct images of the circumgalactic medium of galaxies in dust. We speculate that perhaps the effect
is less apparent in brighter galaxies because brighter galaxies are preferentially early-type galaxies
whereas fainter galaxies are preferentially late-type galaxies, and a dusty circumgalactic medium
may be less prevalent around early-type galaxies.

The extended dark halos surrounding the bright cores are far too large to be associated with
individual galaxies and indeed extend to scales comparable to the galaxy correlation length of
≈ 7 comoving Mpc27. We interpret the extended dark halos as due to obscuration of background
galaxies by dusty material spread on intergalactic scales, i.e. overlapping dusty halos of correlated
galaxies or dust distributed in intergalactic space or both. Future analyses will more completely
characterize properties of cosmic dust in the circumgalactic and perhaps intergalactic medium.

A similar stacking technique can be applied to the narrow-band image to search for faint
fluorescence emission from ions distributed in the extended gaseous envelopes of galaxies that are
inferred on the basis of statistical comparison of QSO absorption lines and galaxies along the lines of
sight in H0 (ref. 28), C3+ (ref. 29), and Mg+ (ref. 30). Here the stacked median cutouts of the narrow-
band image involve a complex blend of emission (including continuum emission from foreground
and background galaxies and continuum and line emission from the target galaxies) and absorption
(including line absorption by gas and continuum absorption by dust of the target galaxies). To
address this complexity, we formed “on-band” and “off-band” stacked median cutouts of the narrow-
band image of galaxies of various redshifts (see Methods). Redshifts of the galaxies included into the
on-band images shift a resonance transition into the filter bandpass, and redshifts of the galaxies
included into the off-band images do not shift any resonance transition into the filter bandpass.
Subtracting the off-band image from the on-band image then removes continuum emission and
absorption, leaving only the line emission and absorption of the resonance transition. In practice,
we bracketed each on-band image with a pair of off-band images, one formed from slightly lower
redshifts and one formed from slightly higher redshifts, and we subtracted the mean off-band image
(thereby accounting for the possibility of gradients in the continuum emission and absorption with
wavelength). We used a weighted median stacking method to allow for galaxy redshift uncertainties,
with weights determined by taking the uncertainties to be normally distributed with a standard
deviation of 0.1.
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Ly⍺ C IV Mg II bogus

Fig. 5: Composite on-band minus off-band images (top panels) and radial profiles (bottom panels) for resonance transitions of
(left to right) Lyα from galaxies of redshift z ≈ 2.48 (6935 on-band galaxies), C IV 154.9 nm from galaxies of redshift z = 1.73
(24, 100 on-band galaxies), and Mg II 279.6 nm from galaxies of redshift z ≈ 0.51 (55, 270 on-band galaxies) and for a “bogus”
redshift z = 3.08 that does not correspond to any resonance transition (3499 on-band galaxies). Analysis incoporates roughly
one to three times as many off-band galaxies, depending on transition. Images extend 5.7× 5.7 arcmin2, which corresponds to
2.1 to 2.9 proper Mpc or 3.2 to 10.8 comoving Mpc on a side, depending on redshift. Images are reversed, with emission dark.

Results for the resonance transitions of Lyα from galaxies of redshift z ≈ 2.48, C IV 154.9 nm
from galaxies of redshift z = 1.73, and Mg II 279.6 nm from galaxies of redshift z ≈ 0.51 and for a
“bogus” redshift z = 3.08 that does not correspond to any resonance transition are presented in Fig.
5. For each transition at each redshift, Fig. 5 shows the composite on-band minus off-band image
and the radial profile measured from the center of the image. In each real case, the composite image
shows extremely faint but significant emission. The composite image of Lyα emission indicates a
peak median intensity of ≈ 4 × 10−21 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 and an extent of ≈ 250 proper kpc,
the composite image of C IV emission indicates a peak median intensity of ≈ 4 × 10−21 erg s−1

cm−2 arcsec−2 and an extent of ≈ 400 kpc, and the composite image of Mg II emission indicates
a peak median intensity of ≈ 1 × 10−21 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2 and an extent of ≈ 250 kpc. In
the bogus case, the composite image does not show significant emission. The extent of the Lyα
emission of redshift z ≈ 2.48 indicated by the composite image of the first panel of Fig. 5 is in
remarkable agreement with the extent ≈ 230 kpc of the Lyα absorption at redshifts z ≲ 1 inferred
by comparing QSO absorption lines and galaxies28. And, strikingly, the radial profile of the C IV
image of Fig. 5 exhibits a clear ring-like structure, which is consistent with the long-held notion that
the extended envelopes of C IV-absorbing gas surround the extended envelopes of Lyα-absorbing
gas29. We consider the composite images of Fig. 5 to be vivid and graphic direct images of the
circumgalactic medium of galaxies in gas.

Our results clearly demonstrate that Condor, equipped with broad- and narrow-band filters and
dedicated to obtaining very long exposures, can detect and characterize the cosmic web in Lyα
and can detect and study the circumgalactic medium in gas and dust. Some, but not all, of our
results rely on the huge number of galaxy redshifts that have been measured in the COSMOS field,
and these results will be difficult to replicate or build upon in other fields. But the COSMOS field
itself remains ripe for exploration, and future observations and analyses of this and other fields will
probe deeper into the cosmic web and will establish properties of intergalactic and circumgalactic
gas and dust as functions of galaxy environment and cosmic epoch.
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Methods

Observations and Data Processing

Condor is an “array telescope” that consists of six apochromatic refracting telescopes of objective
diameter 180 mm, each equipped with a large-format (9576 × 6388 pix2), very-low-read-noise (≈
1.2 e−), very-rapid-read-time (< 1 s) CMOS camera7. Over the period stretching from January
through June 2024, we used Condor to obtain very deep direct images of Condor field 416 through
luminance broad-band and custom narrow-band filters. The total exposure time of 26.3 h through
the luminance filters and 171.8 h through the narrow-band filters corresponds to a reach31 of the
luminance observations of 1.4×104 m2 s and of the narrow-band observations of 9.5×104 m2 s. All
individual exposures were obtained with an exposure time of 600 s, and the telescope was dithered
by a random offset of ≈ 15 arcmin between each individual exposure.

We worked together with Chroma Technology Corp. to design and fabricate the custom narrow-
band filters tuned to a central wavelength in the Condor f/5 beam of 422.5 nm with a bandpass of
only 1 nm and a peak throughput of ≈ 85%. The filter response function (measured by Chroma)
together with an indication of the predicted central wavelength in the Condor f/5 beam (calculated
by Chroma) is shown in Extended Data Fig. 1.

We processed the observations using the Condor data pipeline7,19. The data pipeline performs
bias subtraction; field flattening and background subtraction; astrometric calibration; identification
and masking of cosmic ray events, satellite trails, and pixels that exhibit significant random
telegraph noise; photometric calibration; drizzling onto a common coordinate grid; and coaddition
of the individual exposures. The narrow-band, luminance, and difference images are shown in
Extended Data Fig. 2, 3, and 4 respectively.

Detection of Faint Emission

To detect low-surface-brightness Lyα emission of redshift z ≈ 2.4754 in regions between continuum
sources, we binned the narrow-band and luminance images on scales ranging from 1×1 pix2 through
50 × 50 pix2, in steps of 1 pix. At each step, we identified binned pixels of (1) high statistical
significance (> 5σ) in the narrow-band image and (2) large rest-frame equivalent width (Wrest > 5
nm for Lyα) in the combination of narrow-band and luminance images, cumulating the identified
pixels at every step. The sensitivities of the narrow-band, luminance, and difference images are
roughly constant over the central portions of the images but decrease toward the edges, due to
vignetting and dithering. For simplicity, we applied the analysis only over the central portions of
the image, specifically over pixel indices ranging in the horizontal direction from 2300 to 9400 and
in the vertical direction from 1700 to 7000, where the indices are zero indexed at the lower-left
corner of the image. The result is a “detection map” of 112 features of statistically-significant,
strong line emission that can be reasonably interpreted only as Lyα of redshift z ≈ 2.4754. The
resulting catalog of features is presented in Extended Data Table 1, which for each feature lists
ID number, J2000 Right Ascension and Declination, energy flux f , uncertainty in energy flux σf ,
radius r (estimated simply from the number of pixels occupied by the feature in the detection
map), and average surface brightness ⟨x⟩. (Note that the energy flux of each feature includes only
whatever portion of the feature is contained within the detection map.)

Lyα Surface Brightness Distribution

Motivated by the intensity distribution of the rest-frame ultraviolet continuum of high-redshift
galaxies22 and the H0 column density distribution of QSO absorption lines23, we seek to describe
the Lyα surface brightness distribution h(x) as a function of surface brightness intensity x by a
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simple functional form based on a power law h(x) ∝ x−α. But a power law alone cannot suffice,
because for such a distribution, the zeroth moment diverges for α > 1 at the lower limit and the first
moment diverges for α < 2 at the upper limit. The divergence of the first moment can be handled by
truncating h(x) at sufficiently large x, say by introducing an exponential cutoff exp(−x/x0), where
x0 is a characteristic intensity. The divergence of the zeroth moment can in principle be handled
by in some way truncating h(x) at sufficiently small x. The difficulty is that the normalization of
the zeroth moment is very sensitive to the details of this truncation, which are hard to measure
because small values of x are buried in the noise.

To address this difficulty, we truncate h(x) below some value xmin, which is chosen in such a way
that it is of order or smaller than the pixel-to-pixel measurement uncertainty. We then conceptually
consider the intensities of points on the sky with x < xmin to be equivalent to x = 0. As long as the
power-law functional form approximately holds to values of x as small as (or smaller than) xmin,
then the results are insensitive to the value of xmin. Note that this procedure does not presume that
the distribution is actually truncated at xmin, but rather only that any value x < xmin is roughly
equivalent to x = 0, given the measurement uncertainty.

Accordingly, we adopt the functional form of the Lyα surface brightness distribution h(x) as
a function of Lyα surface brightness intensity x of equation (1). Here the first term accounts for
all x < xmin and the second term accounts for all x > xmin and the ratio A/B is related to the
fraction of the sky covered by emission of x > xmin. This procedure serves to “regularize” a simple
functional form that is otherwise practically difficult to work with.

We experimented with fitting the observed distribution using a maximum-likelihood method
applied to individual pixels and a χ2 method applied to bins of pixels. We found that both methods
yielded essentially identical results. For the final analysis, we adopted the χ2 method, both because
it is computationally far less burdensome than the maximum-likelihood method and because it
provides a simple goodness-of-fit test.

Due to the drizzling process used to coadd the individual exposures, pixels of the narrow-band,
luminance, and difference images are correlated with their neighbors. For the masked difference
image, we measured that, as a result of this correlation, the pixel-to-pixel standard deviation is
reduced by a factor ≈ 0.88 with respect to the value determined from the propagated uncertainty
image. This means that the pixels that fall within some χ2 bin are not statistically independent,
which increases the statistical variance of the bin. We accounted for this effect using the measured
value of the factor. As above, we applied the analysis only over the central portions of the image,
i.e. over pixel indices ranging in the horizontal direction from 2300 to 9400 and in the vertical
direction from 1700 to 7000.

We estimated parameter uncertainties using a bootstrap resampling technique. Examples of
the results are illustrated in Extended Data Fig. 5, which shows the distributions of parameter
values obtained in 1000 resamplings for the parameters x̄, α, and x0 of the model of equation (2).
(Similar distributions were obtained for the other parameters.) The distributions of these parameter
values are clearly bimodal, with the values given in the caption of Fig. 2 drawn from the right-
most peak in all cases. We took the parameter uncertainties to be the approximate widths of
the right-most peaks, although we cannot exclude an alternate solution in the other peaks. We
estimated the uncertainty of the luminosity density using a similar bootstrap resampling technique.
Higher-sensitivity observations will be needed to unambiguously measure parameter values.

Image Stacking

Interpreting a “stack” of cutouts of images of many galaxies of similar redshift involves accounting
for a complex blend of the effects of continuum and line intensity and gas and dust optical depth
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radial profiles of the target galaxies and of intensities of background and foreground galaxies. Here
we explore the interpretation of stacks of broad- and narrow-band galaxy images.

First, consider stacking of broad-band images. We write the mean intensity I(R, z) of an
ensemble of stacked broad-band galaxy images as a function of radius R and redshift z as

I(R, z) = GC(R) + IB(z) exp [−τD(R)] + IF (z), (3)

where GC(R) is the target galaxy continuum intensity radial profile (contributed by starlight,
including the possibility of a faint, extended stellar halo), IB(z) and IF (z) are, respectively, the
mean background and foreground intensities (contributed by randomly distributed background
and foreground galaxies), and τD(R) is the target galaxy dust optical depth radial profile. In the
optically-thin regime appropriate for the outskirts of galaxies,

I(R, z) ≈ GC(R) + IB(z) [1− τD(R)] + IF (z) = GC(R) + I0(z)− IB(z)τD(R), (4)

where
I0(z) = IB(z) + IF (z). (5)

In the limit R → 0, G(R) ≫ I0(z), and

I(R, z) ≈ G(R). (6)

In the limit R → ∞, G(R) → 0 and τD(R) → 0, and

I(R, z) ≈ IB(z). (7)

Equation (4) may be rewritten as

I(R, z)

I0(z)
≈ 1− IB(z)

I0(z)
τD(R) +

GC(R)

I0(z)
. (8)

The radial profiles of Fig. 4 show I(R, z)/I0(z) and so may be interpreted directly in the context
of equation (8). The radial profiles of Fig. 4 indicate that I(R, z)/I0(z) < 1 at R ≳ 30 kpc, from
which we conclude that

IB(z)τD(R) > GC(R) (9)

at z ≈ 2.48 and R ≳ 30 kpc. If it is assumed that IB(z)τD(R) ≫ G(R), then equation (8) provides
a way to determine τD(R), if IB(z) and IF (z) are known (through measurement or modeling). But
in general, even if IB(z) and IF (z) are known, then equation (8) indicates that it will be difficult
to untangle GC(R) (of faint, extended stellar halos) from τD(R).

Next, consider stacking of narrow-band images. We write the mean intensity I(R, z) of an
ensemble of stacked narrow-band galaxy images as a function of radius R and redshift z as

I(R, z) = GC(R) + Θ(z)GL(R) + IB(z) exp {− [τD(R) + Θ(z)τG(R)]}+ IF (z), (10)

where GL(R) is the target galaxy line intensity radial profile (contributed by fluorescence emission),
τG(R) is the target galaxy gas optical depth radial profile, and Θ(z) is a function that takes on
the value Θ(z) = 1 if the target redshift is an “on-band” redshift that shifts a resonance transition
into the filter bandpass and Θ(z) = 0 if the target redshift is an “off-band”redshift that does not.
In the optically-thin regime appropriate for the outskirts of galaxies,

I(R, z) ≈ GC(R) + Θ(z)GL(R) + IB(z) [1− τD(R)−Θ(z)τG(R)] + IF (z), (11)
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Subtracting an adjacent off-band image from an on-band image and assuming that G(R), IB(z),
and IF (z) vary slowly with wavelength leaves

I(R, zon)− I(R, zoff) ≈ GL(R)− IB(z)τG(R), (12)

The images and radial profiles of Fig. 5 show I(R, zon)−I(R, zoff) and so may be interpreted directly
in the context of equation (12). The radial profiles of Fig. 5 indicate that I(R, zon)− I(R, zoff) > 0
at R ≲ 300 kpc, from which we conclude

GL(R) > IB(z)τG(R) (13)

at z = 2.48, 1.73, and 0.51 for Lyα, C IV, and Mg II, respectively, and R ≲ 300 kpc. If it is assumed
that GL(R) ≫ IB(z)τG(R), then equation (12) provides a direct measure of GL(R). But in general,
the values of the radial profiles shown in Fig. 5 represent lower limits to GL(R).

We formed the stacked cutouts of broad- and narrow-band images using a list of redshifts of
galaxies in and surrounding the COSMOS field derived from the SIMBAD4 v1.8 catalog32.
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G., Bardelli, S., Cassata, P., Garilli, B., Le Brun, V., Maccagni, D., Pentericci, L., Thomas,
R., Vanzella, E., Zucca, E., Lubin, L.M., Amorin, R., Cassarà, L.P., Cimatti, A., Talia, M.,
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Additional information
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Extended Data Fig. 1: Narrow-band filter throughput versus wavelength. Blue curve shows measured throughput (in a parallel
beam), and orange line segment shows central wavelength in Condor f/5 beam. Central wavelength is 422.5 nm, bandpass is 1
nm, and peak throughput is ≈ 85%.
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Extended Data Fig. 2: Image of Condor field 416 through narrow-band filter of central wavelength 422.5 nm and bandpass 1 nm. Image spans ≈ 2.8 × 1.3 deg2 at a pixel
scale of 0.85 arcsec pix−1. The COSMOS field occupies the lower-right corner of the image.
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Extended Data Fig. 3: Image of Condor field 416 through luminance filter. Image spans ≈ 2.8× 1.3 deg2 at a pixel scale of 0.85 arcsec pix−1. The COSMOS field occupies
the lower-right corner of the image.
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Extended Data Fig. 4: Narrow-band minus luminance difference image of Condor field 416. Image spans ≈ 2.8× 1.3 deg2 at a pixel scale of 0.85 arcsec pix−1. The COSMOS
field occupies the lower-right corner of the image.
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Extended Data Table 1: Catalog of Features

J2000 f σf r ⟨x⟩

ID R.A. Dec. (10−18 erg s−1 cm−2) (kpc) (10−18 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2)
1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:20.9 +01:56:55.0 7.1 1.7 14.9 0.39
2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:21.7 +01:56:54.3 8.5 1.7 14.6 0.49
3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:19.5 +01:57:00.2 3.4 0.7 6.0 1.16
4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:12.7 +01:57:04.6 15.2 3.1 26.8 0.26
5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:37.8 +01:57:02.1 6.4 1.0 8.9 0.98
6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:06.6 +01:57:11.4 8.1 1.7 14.9 0.45
7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:56.0 +01:57:10.6 3.4 0.7 6.0 1.19
8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:35.4 +01:57:14.7 11.7 2.4 20.8 0.33
9 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:26.6 +01:57:15.9 1.7 0.3 3.0 2.34
10 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:09.9 +01:57:17.3 5.0 1.0 8.9 0.77
11 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:25.2 +01:57:35.6 17.8 3.1 26.8 0.30
12 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:35.9 +01:57:36.2 3.6 0.7 6.0 1.26
13 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:38.9 +01:57:37.6 8.0 1.7 14.9 0.44
14 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:42.6 +01:57:37.4 8.1 1.7 14.9 0.45
15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:34.9 +01:57:37.0 9.4 1.7 14.9 0.52
16 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:46.4 +01:57:38.3 7.2 1.4 11.9 0.62
17 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:08.4 +01:57:50.1 22.8 5.4 47.6 0.12
18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:12.7 +01:57:47.9 5.7 1.0 8.9 0.87
19 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:29.6 +01:58:05.3 12.0 2.0 17.8 0.46
20 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:32.3 +01:58:09.5 6.4 1.4 11.9 0.56
21 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:17.0 +01:58:11.6 9.2 1.7 14.9 0.51
22 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:13.3 +01:58:30.7 12.2 2.0 17.8 0.47
23 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:31.2 +01:58:38.8 15.6 2.8 24.4 0.32
24 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:58.8 +01:58:41.1 14.9 2.4 21.2 0.40
25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:13.6 +01:58:45.0 23.7 5.4 47.6 0.13
26 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:02.4 +01:58:41.4 10.3 1.7 14.9 0.57
27 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:28.7 +01:58:45.9 10.0 2.0 17.8 0.38
28 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:19.4 +01:59:12.8 5.3 1.0 8.9 0.82
29 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:13.0 +01:59:15.0 8.2 1.7 14.9 0.45
30 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:25.0 +01:59:43.2 10.1 2.4 20.8 0.29
31 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:57.5 +01:59:57.4 10.6 2.0 17.8 0.41
32 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:16.6 +01:59:57.9 6.9 1.4 11.9 0.60
33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:54.3 +01:59:58.1 5.1 1.0 8.9 0.79
34 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:53.8 +02:00:09.1 16.3 3.3 29.1 0.24
35 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:29.8 +02:00:08.9 21.9 3.2 28.1 0.34
36 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:12.4 +02:00:17.0 10.9 2.0 17.8 0.42
37 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:50.8 +02:00:24.6 3.2 0.7 6.0 1.10
38 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:45.5 +02:00:31.9 16.6 3.1 26.8 0.28
39 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:47.8 +02:01:19.9 7.3 1.4 11.9 0.63
40 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:43.3 +02:03:49.2 19.6 4.1 35.7 0.19
41 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:38.5 +02:03:50.4 16.7 3.1 26.8 0.29
42 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:51.0 +02:04:46.6 37.8 7.1 62.5 0.12
43 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:09.1 +02:05:13.6 10.2 2.0 17.8 0.39
44 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:33.7 +02:05:20.8 8.7 1.7 14.9 0.48
45 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:38.7 +02:05:39.2 34.5 6.2 54.2 0.14
46 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:37.4 +02:06:01.7 38.8 6.7 58.9 0.14
47 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:36.1 +02:06:00.2 5.1 1.0 8.9 0.78
48 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:58.7 +02:06:51.0 5.1 1.0 8.9 0.78
49 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:34.7 +02:09:03.1 12.0 2.0 17.8 0.46
50 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:29.8 +02:10:46.1 5.3 1.0 8.9 0.82
51 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:20.6 +02:13:09.1 5.4 1.0 8.9 0.84
52 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:19.9 +02:13:37.1 19.4 2.7 24.0 0.41
53 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:20.4 +02:14:05.2 4.9 1.0 8.9 0.76
54 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:26.3 +02:15:10.0 3.4 0.7 6.0 1.17
55 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:20.5 +02:16:23.7 8.4 1.7 14.9 0.47
56 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:10.0 +02:16:35.7 15.8 3.1 26.8 0.27
57 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:07.0 +02:20:32.3 7.3 1.4 11.9 0.63
58 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:54.3 +02:21:01.0 14.6 2.7 23.8 0.31
59 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:31.0 +02:22:35.1 5.4 1.0 8.9 0.84
60 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:16.6 +02:23:18.9 7.5 1.4 11.9 0.64
61 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:21.7 +02:23:55.0 3.7 0.7 6.0 1.29
62 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:21.9 +02:23:56.3 2.7 0.3 3.0 3.74
63 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:21.8 +02:23:56.7 5.3 0.7 6.0 1.84
64 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:21.9 +02:23:58.7 7.9 1.1 9.4 1.09
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Extended Data Table 1: Catalog of Features

J2000 f σf r ⟨x⟩

ID R.A. Dec. (10−18 erg s−1 cm−2) (kpc) (10−18 erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2)
65 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:48.9 +02:26:46.0 7.8 1.4 11.9 0.67
66 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:09.1 +02:27:01.6 17.6 2.7 23.8 0.38
67 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:13.7 +02:28:44.9 8.0 1.4 11.9 0.69
68 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:05.5 +02:32:22.0 15.8 3.4 29.8 0.22
69 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:16.5 +02:32:29.1 5.8 1.0 8.9 0.89
70 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:01.1 +02:36:17.5 7.8 1.4 11.9 0.67
71 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:51.6 +02:36:17.1 1.8 0.3 3.0 2.47
72 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:20.9 +02:36:18.2 4.7 0.7 6.0 1.62
73 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:50.2 +02:39:15.7 15.7 2.7 23.8 0.34
74 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:45.2 +02:40:24.4 8.1 1.7 14.9 0.45
75 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:01.0 +02:40:59.0 5.6 1.0 8.9 0.86
76 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:04.8 +02:41:09.9 7.0 1.4 11.9 0.61
77 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:37.6 +02:41:42.7 3.6 0.7 6.0 1.26
78 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:01.9 +02:43:25.5 22.1 4.1 35.7 0.21
79 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:54.0 +02:44:48.0 5.7 1.0 8.9 0.87
80 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:35.1 +02:45:26.9 5.3 1.0 8.9 0.81
81 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:56.8 +02:46:36.7 15.8 2.4 20.8 0.45
82 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:16.6 +02:48:54.5 8.5 1.7 14.9 0.47
83 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:57.9 +02:49:24.5 12.6 2.0 17.8 0.49
84 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:06.1 +02:49:41.0 15.2 2.7 23.8 0.33
85 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:41.5 +02:51:57.1 49.5 8.5 74.4 0.11
86 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:50.5 +02:53:57.8 13.4 2.4 20.8 0.38
87 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:01.3 +02:56:50.2 12.4 2.4 20.8 0.35
88 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:25.7 +02:58:09.8 7.1 1.4 11.9 0.61
89 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:34.4 +02:59:11.8 11.6 2.0 17.8 0.45
90 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:04.1 +03:00:59.0 17.8 3.4 29.8 0.25
91 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:45.5 +03:02:13.9 5.1 1.0 8.9 0.79
92 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:03:37.4 +03:02:57.6 5.8 1.0 8.9 0.89
93 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:00:41.3 +03:03:19.3 34.5 5.2 45.4 0.20
94 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:45.3 +03:05:07.6 5.2 1.0 8.9 0.79
95 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:49.2 +03:05:32.3 5.7 1.0 8.9 0.88
96 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:09.8 +03:06:11.4 17.3 3.1 26.8 0.30
97 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:11.7 +03:06:25.5 5.4 1.0 8.9 0.83
98 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:01.4 +03:07:12.8 7.5 1.4 11.9 0.65
99 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:39.7 +03:08:12.8 1.8 0.3 3.0 2.47
100 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:44.2 +03:08:17.7 3.5 0.7 6.0 1.23
101 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:05:59.7 +03:09:17.8 12.2 2.0 17.8 0.47
102 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:11.8 +03:09:39.2 3.4 0.7 6.0 1.18
103 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:00.2 +03:09:53.9 1.7 0.3 3.0 2.38
104 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 09:59:42.8 +03:09:56.1 7.9 1.4 11.9 0.69
105 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:15.9 +03:10:35.3 5.8 1.0 8.9 0.89
106 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:00.6 +03:10:56.8 1.7 0.3 3.0 2.38
107 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:46.6 +03:11:01.2 11.7 2.4 20.8 0.33
108 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:06:15.3 +03:11:11.0 5.8 1.0 8.9 0.89
109 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:02:36.2 +03:11:25.1 5.7 1.0 8.9 0.88
110 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:47.3 +03:11:32.3 5.5 1.0 8.9 0.84
111 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:04:47.0 +03:11:42.2 9.8 1.5 13.0 0.72
112 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10:01:06.1 +03:11:41.4 3.6 0.7 6.0 1.24
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Extended Data Fig. 5: Detected features of (1) high statistical significance and (2) large rest-frame equivalent width (for Lyα). Each panel shows small portions of (left to
right) difference image, masked difference image, detection map, and luminance image. Images extend 2.8× 2.8 armin2, which at redshift z = 2.4754 corresponds to 1.4 proper
Mpc or 4.9 Mpc comoving Mpc on a side. North is up and east is to the left.
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)

27



51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 5 (continued)
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Extended Data Fig. 6: Distributions of parameter values obtained in 1000 resamplings for parameters x̄, α, and x0 of model
of equation (2). Distributions of parameter values are bimodal, with values given in caption of Fig. 2 occurring in right-most
peak in all cases.
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