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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we study how absorption-line systems affect the spectra and redshifts of quasars

(QSOs), using catalogs of Mg II absorbers from the early data release (EDR) and first data release

(DR1) of the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI). We determine the reddening effect of an

absorption system by fitting an un-reddened template spectrum to a sample of 50,674 QSO spectra that

contain Mg II absorbers. We find that reddening caused by intervening absorbers (voff > 3500 km s−1)

has an average color excess of E(B-V) = 0.04 magnitudes. We find that the E(B-V) tends to be greater

for absorbers at low redshifts, or those having Mg II absorption lines with higher equivalent widths, but

shows no clear trend with voff for intervening systems. However, the E(B-V) of associated absorbers,

those at voff < 3500 km s−1, shows a strong trend with voff , increasing rapidly with decreasing voff and
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peaking (∼0.15 magnitudes) around voff = 0 km s−1. We demonstrate that Mg II absorbers impact

redshift estimation for QSOs by investigating the distributions of voff for associated absorbers. We

find that at z > 1.5 these distributions broaden and bifurcate in a nonphysical manner. In an effort

to mitigate this effect, we mask pixels associated with the Mg II absorption lines and recalculate the

QSO redshifts. We find that we can recover voff populations in better agreement with those for z < 1.5

absorbers and in doing so typically shift background QSO redshifts by ∆z ≈ ± 0.005.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since their discovery in the early 1960s (e.g. Matthews

& Sandage 1963; Schmidt 1963) quasars, also known as

quasi-stellar objects (QSOs), have been a cornerstone of

cosmological research, and their spectra have been col-

lected in large number (e.g. Schneider et al. 2010; Pâris

et al. 2017; Lyke et al. 2020). However, insight into

the host galaxy environments of QSOs has been chal-

lenging to acquire. This challenge arises partly because

QSOs have luminosities that can be vastly higher than

those of their host galaxies, (e.g. Dunlop et al. 2003)

and also because the distance to these systems makes

the galaxy and quasar appear as a single point source.

The use of absorption line systems (ALS) (e.g. Bah-

call & Salpeter 1965, 1966; Bahcall et al. 1966), specifi-

cally associated absorption systems (AAS), circumvents

this challenge by measuring an absorption signal, and

is therefore able to provide information on the physical

conditions of QSO host galaxies (e.g Vanden Berk et al.

2001; Bordoloi et al. 2011; Werk et al. 2014).

Results from simulations (e.g. Nelson et al. 2019), the-

ory (e.g. Hall et al. 2013) and observation (e.g. Vanden

Berk et al. 2008a; Zhu & Ménard 2013; Perrotta et al.

2019), are all roughly in agreement that AAS are found

within a velocity offset of ±3500 km s−1 relative to the

QSO host galaxy, where velocity offset is parameterized

in terms of the absorption line system and QSO redshifts

as:

voff = c
zQSO − zALS

1 + zQSO
(1)

Multiple explanations have been proposed for the origin

of AAS, including, as outlined in Zhu & Ménard (2013):

(1) absorption by material in the immediate (≲ 200 pc)

vicinity of the QSO (e.g Hamann et al. 1995; Barlow &

Sargent 1997), (2) absorption by material accelerated by

starburst shocks (e.g Heckman et al. 1990; Fu & Stock-

ton 2007), (3) absorption by halo clouds in the QSO

host galaxy (e.g Heckman et al. 1991; Chelouche et al.

2008) or (4) absorption by clouds in external galaxies

clustered around the QSO (e.g Weymann et al. 1979;

Wild et al. 2008). It is probable that the population of

AAS is composed of systems created by a combination

of these scenarios.

Absorbers with voff > 3500 km s−1 are considered to

be intervening absorption systems (IAS). The absorp-

tion in these cases results from dust and gas in a galaxy

that is not believed to be physically associated with the

QSO, but instead one that lies along the same line of

sight (e.g. Vanden Berk et al. 2008a; Zhu & Ménard

2013; Khare et al. 2014; Chen et al. 2020; Anand et al.

2021). QSO redshifts are typically determined using

broad emission lines, and as such, are subject to large

inherent uncertainties (e.g. Pâris et al. 2017). These

uncertainties impact the robustness of a velocity off-

set value and as such different values for the separation

of associated and intervening absorption systems have

been quoted throughout the literature (Zhu & Ménard

2013). By investigating the variance of an absorber’s

reddening effect with its velocity offset we aim to sup-

port and/or refine the canonical delineating value of

3500 km s−1.

Previous studies have shown, by fitting templates to

composite spectra, that QSOs with AAS have signif-

icantly more dust extinction than IAS QSOs, and in

both classes of absorbers the extinction curve has been

shown to be similar to that of the Small Magellanic

Cloud (SMC) (e.g. Vanden Berk et al. 2008b; Zhu &

Ménard 2013; Khare et al. 2014; Chen et al. 2020). In

this paper we will study the extinction of both IAS and

AAS observed by the Dark Energy Spectroscopic In-

strument, (DESI; e.g. Levi et al. 2013; DESI Collabora-

tion et al. 2016a, 2022, 2023; Silber et al. 2023; Miller

et al. 2024; DESI Collaboration et al. 2024g) which is

currently releasing the results of it’s first year of analy-

sis (e.g DESI Collaboration et al. 2024a,b,c,d,e,f, 2025)

Rather than using composite spectra of absorbed QSOs,

we will instead fit an extinction curve to each individual

absorbed spectrum, using a blue QSO composite derived

in Fawcett et al. (2022) as a comparison.

This approach will allow us to use the large number

of IAS and AAS available from the Survey Validation

phase and Year 1 data release of DESI (e.g. DESI Col-

laboration et al. 2022, 2024g, 2023) in order to investi-

gate the extinction characteristics of these systems and

their dependence on the voff , redshift and equivalent

width (Wλ2796
0 ) of the absorbers. We will further use

the extinction results to investigate the separation in

voff of IAS and AAS. Finally, we will consider the effect

of AAS on the redshifts of DESI QSOs, as we anticipate
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that absorption systems may affect the ability of DESI

to accurately determine background QSO redshifts.

This paper will be organized in the following way: In

§2 we will discuss our input absorber catalog, as well

as the methods by which we fit extinction curves to our

data. In §3 we will present our results, focusing on the

variation of fit color excess values with redshift and voff .

In §4 we will discuss the physical implications of these

results, as well as their possible effects on QSO redshifts.

We present our conclusions in §5.

2. DATA AND METHODS

In this section we will discuss the characteristics of

our input catalog of absorption systems. We will then

detail the process by which we fit the extinction of QSO

spectra with Mg II absorbers.

2.1. Mg II Absorber Catalog

The methods by which we have constructed the cata-

log of Mg II absorbers we use in this study are detailed

in Napolitano et al. (2023). To summarize, absorbers

are detected using a line-fitting process and then line

properties are fit using a Markov Chain Monte Carlo

(MCMC) sampler. The catalog presented in (Napoli-

tano et al. 2023) utilized only DESI EDR spectra. This

work will additionally use the results of a newly released

DR1 Mg II absorber catalog created using the same

methods as its EDR counterpart (DESI Collaboration

et al. 2025).

Both the EDR and DR1 catalogs of absorbers are

constructed from input QSO catalogs, whose specifica-

tions and methodologies are detailed in Chaussidon et al.

(2023). In determining QSO redshifts initial values are

calculated as part of the main spectroscopic pipeline by

Redrock (RR; Guy et al. 2023; Anand et al. 2024; Bailey

et al. 2024)1 which uses chi2 minimization of PCA tem-

plates to determine the redshift of a given spectrum.

Two afterburner programs, QuasarNet (Busca & Bal-

land 2018)2, a neural network based QSO redshift fitter

(see also Farr et al. 2020); and a Mg II-emission-based

code designed to identify low-z QSOs are then run. The

results of these afterburners can inform the need for a

change in object type, or an additional Redrock run with

adjusted redshift priors, however the final redshift value

is always determined by Redrock. A description of the

cuts used in determining DESI’s QSO sample, as well as

the methodology used in determining these cuts can be

found in Alexander et al. (2023).

1 https://github.com/desihub/redrock
2 https://github.com/ngbusca/QuasarNET

Briefly detailing the statistics of the absorber catalogs,

from the EDR sample we detect 23,921 absorbers from

a parent sample of 83,207 QSOs. From the DR1 sample

we detect an additional 270,529 absorbers in 1.47 million

QSO spectra. We note that the ratio of absorbers de-

tected relative to the QSO sample has decreased, which

we attribute to lower exposure times and fewer QSOs

with multiple observations in DR1 compared to EDR

(Schlafly et al. 2023; DESI Collaboration et al. 2024g).

In particular, we find a dearth of QSOs with detected

absorbers at redshifts 1.6 < z < 2.15 when comparing

the EDR and DR1 samples. We attribute this difference

to a change in targeting philosophy: during EDR all

QSOs at z > 1.6 received 4 high-priority observations,

whereas only Lyman-α QSOs at z > 2.15 are intended

to receive 4 observations at high priority during DESI’s

main survey DESI Collaboration et al. (2023). With fu-

ture DESI releases we anticipate the ratio of absorbers

detected relative to the QSO sample to increase as ad-

ditional observations of QSOs are taken and their data

coadded.

In order to reduce the sample of detected absorbers

to one suitable for extinction fitting we make some con-

siderations. There exist a number of QSO spectra in

our sample in which we detect multiple Mg II absorbers;

each of these absorbers will redden the background QSO

spectra and do so with differing intensity across all wave-

lengths. The individual effect of these absorbers will be

highly degenerate with each other. With this in mind we

choose to fit only those systems with a single detected

absorber.

We further consider the possibility that for absorbers

at large physical separations from their background

QSO, the spectrum could be reddened by interactions

with the intergalactic medium or absorption systems we

are unable to detect, such as those at redshifts z > 2.5

or those with weak Mg II absorption lines (see §2.4.2
of Napolitano et al. 2023). With this in mind we con-

sider only those absorbers with voff < 20,000 km s−1.

This will enable us to consider the separation between

IAS and AAS in detail, as well as determine the average

values of color excess for these classes of absorbers.

Following these cuts, our sample is reduced to 3,676

absorbers from the EDR and 47,720 from DR1. Of

these 722 appear in both samples as the observations

from these releases were not coadded. In all such cases

we choose to fit the EDR spectrum due to the higher

data quality. This leaves our sample of QSO spectra

with a single Mg II absorber at voff < 20,000 km s−1

as having 50,674 entries. Figure 1 shows the distribu-

tion of absorber redshifts in this sample. We note that

the number of absorbers rapidly increases from z = 0.3

https://github.com/desihub/redrock
https://github.com/ngbusca/QuasarNET
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Figure 1. Histogram of absorber redshift values for the
50,674 absorption line systems in our sample. Bins are 0.1
redshift wide.

to z = 1.5 which reflects the QSO redshift distribu-

tion in DESI (e.g. Chaussidon et al. 2023). At redshifts

1.5 < z < 2.3 the distribution somewhat flattens, and

beyond z = 2.3 the number of detected absorbers sig-

nificantly decreases. This is a result of the noise level

of DESI spectra increasing at wavelengths greater than

8400Å making the detection of Mg II absorbers more

challenging (DESI Collaboration et al. 2016b; Napoli-

tano et al. 2023).

2.2. Extinction Fitting

In order to quantify the extinction resulting from our

sample of absorption systems, we adopt methods simi-

lar to those used in Fawcett et al. (2022, 2023). We first

correct for Galactic extinction using the Schlegel et al.

(1998) dust map and the Fitzpatrick (1999) Milky Way

extinction law. We then resample each spectrum and its

associated error spectrum into the rest frame of the ab-

sorption system using its redshift. To do this we use the

resample function as implemented in the Scipy.stats

package3, we note that this function uses Fourier meth-

ods, and so can be inaccurate at the edges of the resam-

pled signal, as such we will mask these regions out of our

fitting process (Virtanen et al. 2020). The wavelength

grid we use in resampling has a spacing of 0.4Å, roughly

equal to the spacing of the DESI resolution element 0.8Å

shifted into the rest frame of an average absorber from

our sample.

Fitting the amount of extinction present in each QSO

requires we select both a blue QSO composite as well as

3 https://github.com/scipy/scipy

an expected extinction curve. For our composite spec-

trum we employ the VLT/X-shooter control QSO com-

posite from Fawcett et al. (2022). This composite spec-

trum was constructed from 28 blue QSOs at redshifts

1.45 < z < 1.65 which are unlikely to be significantly

reddened based on their selection criteria, see Fawcett

et al. (2022). We choose to use this composite rather

than construct our own from DESI spectra due to its

wavelength coverage, in order to achieve similar cover-

age using DESI spectra we would need to use QSOs from

a significantly wider redshift range, potentially resulting

in a non-physical continuum shape. As this composite

is constructed in the rest frame, before fitting we resam-

ple it such that it appears at the same wavelengths and

with the same wavelength spacing as the absorbed QSO

spectrum, as can be seen in Figure 2. Following the re-

sults of prior studies (e.g. Vanden Berk et al. 2008a; Zhu

& Ménard 2013; Khare et al. 2014; Chen et al. 2020) we

adopt a Small Magellanic Cloud Bar extinction curve,

with relative visibility Rv = 2.74. Specifically we adopt

the results of Gordon et al. (2003) as implemented in the

Astropy affiliated package dust extinction 4 (Astropy

Collaboration et al. 2022; Gordon 2024).

Before fitting we first mask a selection of pixels in

each spectrum: the first and last 50 pixels at the edges

of the wavelength space, which are often noisy due to

resampling, pixels that fall within emission lines, as de-

termined by eye using the blue-QSO composite, pixels

that are within 10 Å of the center of a significant ab-

sorption line5, and pixels with errors values 5 standard

deviations above the mean. Approximately 20% of pix-

els in a given spectrum are affected by this masking. We

then fit the blue QSO composite to the absorbed QSO

spectra using a two parameter model, a normalization

term and the color excess of the extinction curve. The

color excess is given bounds E(B−V ) = [−1.0, 2.5] and

the normalization term is unbounded.

We note that the lower bound of E(B-V) = −1.0

would suggest a degree of reddening that is likely physi-

cally impossible for an absorption line system. Negative

E(B-V) values require careful scrutiny and in general

suggest that the DESI QSO being fit possesses a higher

power-law slope than the utilized composite spectrum,

which is possible given the natural spread in this value

(e.g. Richards et al. 2003; Fawcett et al. 2023), but sur-

prising given the presence of an absorption system. By

considering the E(B-V) of a sample of absorbers, as we

will in §3, we should be able to effectively average over

4 https://github.com/karllark/dust extinction/
5 Specifically the Si IV, C IV, Fe II and Mg II absorption lines
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Figure 2. Visualization of our extinction-fitting process. Top: An example QSO spectrum with an absorber plotted alongside
the blue QSO template, both shifted into the rest frame of the absorption system. Masked regions, including the edges of the
spectrum as well as the emission and absorption lines, are shown in gray. Note that the template spectrum has been scaled
arbitrarily. Bottom: The result of the fitting process, showing that the reddened template with E(B-V) = 0.114 is a good fit to
the unmasked data from the top panel.

the range of possible power-law slopes and determine

physically meaningful results.

Our fitting procedure is visualized in Figure 2. We

perform this fitting for all 50,674 absorbed spectra in our

sample and record the fit parameters and uncertainties.

We will now consider the results of this process.

3. RESULTS

The distribution of E(B-V) values we find is shown in

Figure 3. We observe that the most populated bins are

those adjacent to E(B-V) = 0, and that the number of

systems decreases in a consistent fashion towards more

positive or negative values, although the positive tail is

significantly more populated. The peak of the distribu-

tion falling around E(B-V) = 0 suggests that the major-

ity of absorbers have little to no reddening effect on the

spectra of their background QSO. However, the average

absorber in our sample does have a reddening effect as

the average color excess, E(B-V) = 0.0803 magnitudes

when considering our full sample.

In order to gain a deeper understanding of the ex-

pected reddening effect of an individual absorber, we

can consider its relationship with the other parameters

of the absorber, as we will do in the following subsection.

We will then consider the evolution of voff values for as-

sociated absorbers with redshift and investigate their

implications for QSO redshift values. Finally, we will

outline a procedure for recalculating QSO redshifts that

utilizes information about the absorption systems in an

Figure 3. Histogram of fit color excess values for all 50,674
spectra in the final sample. Bins are 0.01 magnitudes wide.

effort to understand and possibly reduce their redshift

confusing effects.

3.1. E(B-V) Trends

In order to investigate the delineation between associ-

ated and intervening absorbers we have plotted E(B-V)

as a function of voff . This is shown in Figure 4. We ob-

serve that E(B-V) is relatively constant at voff > 5500

km s−1. This behavior is relatively unsurprising as ab-

sorbers at these velocity offset values have large physical

separation from the background QSO host galaxy. Con-

sidering absorbers between 3500 < voff < 5500 km s−1,
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we find that E(B-V) values are slightly increased com-

pared to those at greater voff . However, this increasing

trend is irregular and when considered alongside the un-

certainties on these data make it challenging to cleanly

separate these as a separate class of absorber. We make

this observation because absorbers at these voff values

would have been considered associated systems by some

older studies.

Figure 4. E(B-V) values in bins of voff . Error bars are the
standard error of the mean in each bin. Note that at voff
< 5000 km s−1 we have drawn samples every 200 km s−1,
whereas at voff > 5000 km s−1 they are drawn every 500
km s−1. Black lines are overlaid at voff = 0 km s−1 and voff
= 3500 km s−1.

Below voff = 3500 km s−1 E(B-V) increases rapidly

and peaks at voff = 0km s−1. This behavior is in sharp

contrast to the behavior at voff > 3500 km s−1 and based

upon these trends we will adopt the now commonly used

value of 3500 km s−1 for the separation of associated and

intervening absorption systems for the remainder of our

analysis (Vanden Berk et al. 2008b; Zhu & Ménard 2013;

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

Regarding the rapid rise at voff < 3500 km s−1 we can

consider that these regions may be host to absorbers of

different natures, as outlined in §1, and as such have

differing cloud sizes and amounts of absorbing material.

Using 3500 km s−1 as our delineating value, we

can note that the associated absorber sample contains

28,178 systems with E(B-V) = 0.1092 magnitudes and

the intervening absorber sample contains 22,496 systems

with E(B-V) = 0.0441 magnitudes.

The behavior at negative values of voff is intriguing;

we observe that the E(B-V) decreases initially, and then

increases again for the most negative voff values. To

better characterize the E(B-V) trends for AAS we will

need to consider its variation with redshift, as we do in

Figure 7 and its discussion in section §3.2.
Having now separated our samples of IAS and AAS

we can investigate the trends these samples show for
E(B-V) with respect to other parameters of the ab-

sorbers. Figure 5 shows the relationship between ab-

sorber redshift and E(B-V) values. We clearly observe

that the color excess decreases for absorbers at higher

redshifts, and that this trend is more pronounced for as-

sociated systems when compared to intervening systems.

This is in line with the understanding that galaxies be-

come dustier over time as stellar populations evolve (e.g.

Dwek 1998; Schaye et al. 2015). This trend being more

pronounced in associated systems could also be reason-

ably predicted as QSOs are only found in relatively

massive halos, which should primarily contain relatively

massive galaxies (e.g. Hickox et al. 2009; Rudie et al.

2012; Farina et al. 2022). Additionally, we note a small

peak in E(B-V) around zALS = 0.9, in both the IAS

and AAS, with the increase in E(B-V) values slowing

for lower redshifts. We suspect this may be related to a

saturating of the reddening effect resulting from the in-

creasingly dusty environments we would anticipate find-

ing at low redshift.

Figure 5. E(B-V) calculated for bins of absorber redshift.
Bins are 0.04 units wide and the results are plotted for both
associated (voff < 3500 km s−1) and intervening (voff > 3500
km s−1) systems.

Figure 6 shows the relationship between rest frame

equivalent width Wλ2796
0 and E(B-V) values. We clearly

observe that as Wλ2796
0 increases the E(B-V) increases,

at first rapidly, and then begins to level off at high values

of Wλ2796
0 . E(B-V) is greater at all Wλ2796

0 values for the

associated systems compared to the intervening sample,
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and the rate at which E(B-V) increases is greater as

well. This clearly shows that Mg II line strength and

the degree of reddening an absorption system causes are

connected. Relating the results of this plot to those seen

in Figure 5, a self-consistent picture emerges wherein

the absorbers with the greatest Wλ2796
0 values are those

found at low redshift and both of these factors tend to

result in a higher degree of reddening.

Figure 6. E(B-V) calculated for bins of Wλ2796
0 . Bins are

0.2 Å wide and the results are plotted for both associated
(voff < 3500 km s−1) and intervening (voff > 3500 km s−1)
systems.

3.2. Redshift evolution of voff distributions

We can now consider the evolution of E(B-V) for asso-

ciated systems as a function of redshift. As noted in §1,
QSO redshifts can be imprecise due to their broad-line

emission, and become more challenging to determine at

high redshift (e.g. Pâris et al. 2017). This redshift im-

precision translates into an uncertainty on the voff of

an associated absorber. In order to investigate how this

may impact E(B-V) we compare the distributions of voff
values and their E(B-V) in bins of absorber redshift. We

have chosen bins such that they span redshift regions of

interest, however as a result they do not necessarily con-

tain similar numbers of AAS. The result can be seen in

Figure 7 which compares E(B-V) to voff.

We observe that at redshifts z < 1.5 the majority of

absorbers are found within voff = ±500 km s−1 and the

E(B-V) is highest in this bin. This is in line with the

behavior we saw for the full sample in Figure 4 and our

physical understanding that absorbers at the smallest

voff values are likely to be larger and dustier and there-

fore result in the highest degree of reddening.

However, at redshifts z > 1.5 we observe that the voff
distributions are significantly more broad and their peak

has shifted away from voff = 0 km s−1. At redshifts z

< 1.5 the 50th percentile value of the voff distribution

is between 140-240 km s−1 whereas at z > 1.5 this value

is between 700-1000 km s−1. Looking specifically at the

two highest redshift bins, 1.8 < z < 2.1 and 2.1 < z

< 2.5, we observe that the distribution has bifurcated

and now has two distinct peaks located at ∼ ±1500

km s−1.

This drastic evolution in voff values with redshift lacks

any clear physical motivation, and to further illustrate

this we can consider the behavior of E(B-V) in these red-

shift bins. At redshifts z < 1.5 we observe that E(B-V)

has its highest value in the bin centered on voff = 0

km s−1 and decreases at both lower and higher values.

However, at z > 1.5 the highest E(B-V) is found at ex-

treme negative values of voff , and the bin centered on

voff = 0 km s−1 has among the lowest E(B-V) in these

samples.

Based upon these results, we strongly suspect that

the presence of an associated Mg II absorber is compli-

cating the determination of QSO redshifts, particularly

at z > 1.5. As DESI QSO redshifts are determined by

fitting templates to their spectra, we can consider that

associated absorbers with the strongest absorption lines,

which as we have seen from Figure 6 result in the highest

degree of reddening, will also have the greatest effect on

the shape of Mg II emission lines. The strong absorp-

tion lines may result in the Mg II emission line splitting

into two distinct peaks, which is a potential explanation

for the bimodal behavior of the voff distributions in the

highest redshift bins in Figure 7.

As we believe these lines are confusing redshift estima-

tion, a possible remedy is to remove these lines from the

QSO spectra and rerun Redrock such that any possible

bias from the presence of the Mg II lines can be un-

derstood and potentially removed. In the next section

we detail our methodology in attempting this procedure

and describe the results we find.

3.3. Recalculating zQSO

In order to mask out associated Mg II absorption lines

we first collect the absorber redshift and line width in-

formation from our input Mg II catalog for all 28,178

associated absorbers in our sample. Using these val-

ues we calculate which pixels are within a 5σ Gaussian

width of the line centers of either line of the Mg II dou-

blet. We then flag these pixels such that they will not be

considered by Redrock when performing redshift fitting.

A crucial consideration is the version of the Redrock

software used in calculating quasar redshifts. DESI’s
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Figure 7. Histogram distributions of voff values, drawn every 100 km s−1 and shown in light orange, overlaid with E(B-V)
values, drawn every 1000 km s−1 and shown in dark purple, as calculated using redshift subsamples of associated absorbers. The
redshift range of each panel is indicated in the upper right and the 50th percentile value of the voff distribution, as well as the
difference to the 16th and 84th percentile, is given in the upper left and these percentiles are displayed as light orange vertical
lines. Note that the E(B-V) values are calculated in seven 1000 km s−1 bins from -3500 km s−1 to +3500 km s−1 as indicated
by the light gray boxes and are only shown if the corresponding voff bin has at least 30 entries, error bars on these points are
the standard error of the mean. The top axis of each panel has been converted from voff to a difference in redshift using the
mean redshift of each panel’s redshift range.

EDR was run with version 0.15.3, whereas DR1 used

version 0.17.0. Since the publication of these releases

a new version of Redrock, 0.20.0, has been made avail-

able that uses improved quasar templates derived from

a sample ∼ 400 times larger than those used previously

(Brodzeller et al. 2023).

All future DESI releases are intended to use a version

of Redrock implementing these new QSO templates.

With these considerations in mind we have chosen to

use version 0.20.0 of Redrock with the updated QSO

templates. In order to ensure we can separate the ef-

fect of our masking strategy from that of the new QSO

templates, we have calculated redshifts for our sample of

associated absorbers both with and without the masking

of Mg II absorption line pixels.

In interpreting the results of these two sets of new

redshift values we follow the decision matrix outlined in

Chaussidon et al. (2023). We find that in the results

for both the masked and non-masked re-runs, a small

fraction of our sample returns a redshift value such that

it would no longer be considered associated with the

background QSO it was previously.

Intriguingly, we find that this is true for 784 absorbers

when considering the re-run with Mg II lines masked and

true for 1052 absorbers when the lines were not masked.

In some cases then, the masking of absorption lines has

resulted in a QSO redshift value more in agreement with

the original catalog value, despite the use of the updated

QSO templates. As we are concerned with the effect of

line masking, and not that of the new Redrock tem-

plates, in this paper we choose to exclude such systems

from our sample at present, although we may revisit

them in future work.

We then adopt the redshift found from the masked re-

run for all absorbers and using these new redshifts we

determine new voff values and plot the results in Figure

8. Comparing to Figure 7, we can see that the results be-

low redshift z < 1.5 have not been significantly changed.

The distributions of voff still have the same shape as

when using the catalog redshifts and the E(B-V) values

follow the behavior as before. We do note however, that
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Figure 8. A recreation of Figure 7 using voff values as calculated from the zQSO values found when masking Mg II absorption

lines. The voff histogram and vertical lines indicating the 16th, 50th and 84th percentile of each panel are now shown in light
purple. Note that the E(B-V) values, shown in dark purple, are calculated in seven 1000 km s−1 bins from -3500 km s−1 to
+3500 km s−1 as indicated by the light gray boxes and are only shown if the corresponding voff bin has at least 30 entries, error
bars on these points are the standard error of the mean. The top axis of each panel has been converted from voff to zQSO -

zAAS using the mean redshift of each panel’s redshift range.

in the 1.1 < z < 1.5 bin the number of systems with voff
> ±750 km s−1 has noticeably shrunk.

We do however see a drastic change in results at red-

shifts z > 1.5 as the voff distributions have narrowed

and become more concentrated around voff = 0 km s−1,

particularly in the 1.5 < z < 1.8 and 1.8 < z < 2.1

bins. The change in the width of the distributions can be

clearly seen by the change in the 50th percentile value,

which has decreased for all bins z > 1.5 in comparison

to the results of Figure 7. We can also note that the

number of systems at voff < 0 km s−1 has clearly shrunk

as the 16th percentile values of these distributions have

become less negative. However, these distributions are

still clearly more broad than than those found at lower

redshifts, and contain a significantly higher fraction of

negative voff absorbers.

Considering the E(B-V) values, we observe a more

subtle change than is apparent in the voff values. The

values are in better agreement with our physical expec-

tations as well as the behavior at lower redshifts, i.e.

the E(B-V) in the bin containing voff = 0 km s−1 has

increased and the E(B-V) values do not rise as steeply

when considering systems with negative voff . That the

E(B-V) values are not more in line with the expected

behavior suggests that the QSO redshifts of these sys-

tems may be inaccurate and require further refinement.

Fawcett et al. (2023) found that dusty QSOs observed

by DESI were more likely to have incorrect redshifts.

Notably, this approach seems to have been least effec-

tive for those systems in the highest redshift bin, 2.1 <z

< 2.5, as although we see that the bins around voff = 0

km s−1 are more populated than they were when consid-

ering the catalog redshifts, the distribution still has clear

additional peaks at ∼ ±1500 km s−1. We attempted an

additional Redrock re-run where we additionally masked

the approximate locations of the C IV and Si IV absorp-

tion lines and saw no significant improvement over the

results of Figure 8 in this or any other redshift bin.

We have additionally plotted the average change in

redshifts between the results shown in Figures 7 and 8

as a function of the initial catalog redshift, as seen in

Figure 9. We have divided the sample into those sys-

tems initially redshifted or blueshifted relative to the

background QSO, and in doing so it becomes clear that
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when the masking resulted in a change in the QSO red-

shift, the typical effect was to reduce the difference be-

tween the quasar and absorber redshift. This is in line

with our observations that the distributions of voff values

narrowed when using the post-masking redshift values.

Figure 9. The difference in redshift between the catalog val-
ues and the values found when the Mg II lines are masked.
∆z is calculated in redshift bins 0.1 units wide and the 50th
percentile value is plotted with the surrounding colored en-
velope showing the 16th and 84th percentiles of the distri-
bution. Results for systems initially at voff > 0 km s−1 are
shown in blue and systems initially at voff < 0 km s−1 in red.

We note that there was essentially no change in red-

shift for systems at redshifts z < 1.0. This could po-

tentially be explained by the narrow QSO emission line

O [III], which is visible in DESI spectra for redshifts z

< 0.85, and which provides a particularly precise red-

shift estimate (e.g. Shen et al. 2016). At redshifts z

> 1.0 we find that the average change in redshift begins

to increase and reaches its peak around redshift z = 1.8.

At this peak the average ∆z for QSOs with associated

absorbers initially at negative voff values is ∼0.005 and

the top 16% of ∆z values are ≳ 0.015. At redshifts z

> 2.0, the average ∆z begins to decrease and at z = 2.5

is approaching 0. This finding is surprising, but is in line

with the results of Figure 8 where our masking strategy

seemed to be least effective in the highest redshift bin.

We will discuss possible explanations for our masking

strategy being less effective at these redshifts in §4.
These results show clearly that the presence of an as-

sociated absorption system can significantly affect the

redshift of a DESI QSO. This effect is most pronounced

at redshifts 1.5 < z < 2.1 where the average ∆z ≈ 0.005.

Our results further suggest that these redshifts may re-

quire further refinement as even post-masking, the dis-

tributions of voff values at z > 1.5 are clearly distinct

from those at lower redshifts, being more broad and hav-

ing a significantly higher fraction of negative voff values.

4. DISCUSSION

The number of absorption systems found at voff <

−1500 km s−1 in our analysis is intriguing in regards to

the physical conditions necessary to observe these sys-

tems. Such systems have been catalogued in small num-

ber in previous works and so are not novel (e.g. Zhu &

Ménard 2013; Chen et al. 2020). However, the results

of Figures 7 and 8 show that these systems are exceed-

ingly rare at redshifts z < 1.5, and a number of those

systems that were initially at voff < −1500 km s−1 had

less negative values after their redshift was re-calculated

with the Mg II absorption lines masked.

One consideration regarding these very negative voff
values, as discussed throughout this paper, is the uncer-

tainty in redshifts determined using QSO broad lines.

By studying the velocity shifts of various narrow and

broad QSO emission lines from the SDSS Shen et al.

(2016) found that it is infeasible to measure QSO red-

shifts to better than an intrinsic uncertainty of ∼ 200

km s−1 using only broad lines. This uncertainty would

naturally broaden the expected distribution of voff val-

ues, particularly at redshifts z ⪆ 1.6 where narrow lines

such as [O II] λ 3727 Å and [Ne v] λ 3426 Å become in-

accessible in DESI spectra, and the broad lines with the

greatest intrinsic uncertainties, C IV and Si IV, become

accessible.

Another possible factor is the observed broadening of

voff distributions even at low redshift, where we believe

the redshifts to be more accurately determined. This

can be seen clearly in the first three plots of Figure 8.

Even when combining these factors, we struggle to pro-

pose a formation mechanism for these very negative voff
absorbers within their own galaxy environments. How-

ever, at redshifts z > 1.5 we would anticipate galaxies to

be more actively accreting material from their surround-

ings. Perhaps then, these absorbers are associated with

cold gas flows into these galaxy environments, like those

expected to cease QSO activity (e.g. Di Matteo et al.

2005; Somerville et al. 2008; Somerville & Davé 2015;

Veilleux et al. 2020). Although in such a scenario it

is unclear how the gas could have undergone sufficient

enrichment to produce metal line absorption.

Relatedly, we can consider the effectiveness of our

masking strategy at high redshift, as better performance

in this regime could aid in determining if absorbers with

very negative voff values are real or a consequence of

poorly determined redshifts. Recalling Figure 9 where

we see the average change in redshift decrease for ab-

sorbers at redshifts z > 2.0, we can acknowledge the

nature of DESI QSO spectra in this redshift regime. As

noted above, a number of additional QSO broad emis-

sion lines, such as C IV, C III, and Lyman-α have be-

come observable and are typically brighter than Mg II.
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Additionally, at these redshifts Mg II would be observed

at λ > 8000Å where the DESI spectrum tends to be-

come noisier, and potentially obscured by skylines. Both

of these factors would result in these other lines hav-

ing greater signal-to-noise values and potentially being

more influential in Redrock’s template fitting. In fu-

ture work, we intend to explore possibilities to improve

this performance by more careful masking of additional

lines, as well as the possible use of other redshift fitting

tools such as QuasarNet (Busca & Balland 2018).

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have detailed the results of a study on

the nature and effect of Mg II absorption line systems on

the spectra and redshifts of quasars observed by DESI.

Using a sample of 50,674 spectra with a single absorp-

tion system at a velocity offset voff < 20000 km s−1, we

have found that the average color excess E(B-V) in-

creases rapidly at voff < 3500 km s−1 and tends to be

greater for absorption systems at low redshift, as well

as those with stronger Mg II absorption lines, as pa-

rameterized by their equivalent width. These findings

are largely in agreement with the idea that galaxies be-

come dustier and more enriched with metals over time.

Our finding that E(B-V) tends to be greater for galaxies

hosting associated absorbers at all redshifts would fur-

ther suggest that these quasar hosting galaxies tend to

be dustier when compared to galaxies hosting interven-

ing absorbers.

Considering intervening systems, we find E(B-V) to

be consistently around 0.04 magnitudes at velocity offset

values voff > 3500 km s−1, affirming that these systems

are independent of their background quasar. Consider-

ing Figures 5 and 6, we note that while these systems

share the behavior of associated absorbers, increasing

with decreasing redshift and/or increasing Wλ2796
0 , they

do so at a decreased rate, suggesting that the galaxies

hosting these absorbers are less able to produce and/or

retain dust and enriched elements.

In an effort to better understand the effect of asso-

ciated Mg II absorbers on the determined redshift of

their QSO, we have investigated the evolution with red-

shift of voff values found for these systems. Our re-

sults show that above redshift z > 1.5, voff distribu-

tions evolve in such a way that strongly suggests Mg II

absorbers are affecting redshift determination. Specifi-

cally, we find that the distribution drastically broadens

and bifurcates, with absorbers becoming less common

around voff = 0 km s−1 and the absorbers with the high-

est E(B-V) values being found at extremely negative voff
values. This behavior is in sharp contrast with that of

absorbers at redshifts z < 1.5 where the majority of ab-

sorbers, and particularly the absorbers with the great-

est reddening effect, are found clustered around voff =

0 km s−1.

In order to demonstrate that this effect is caused by

the presence of the Mg II absorption lines we have re-run

DESI’s primary redshift determining tool, Redrock, and

masked those pixels that fall within the Mg II lines as

determined, using the line fitting information from our

input catalog of absorbers. Our results show that post-

masking the voff distributions for absorbers at redshift z

> 1.5 are noticeably less bifurcated and absorbers have

typically shifted back towards voff = 0 km s−1. This

procedure is most effective for absorbers at redshifts be-

tween 1.6 < z < 2.0 where the typical change in QSO

redshift is ∆z = 0.004 with some redshifts being shifted

by ∆z > 0.015.

We find that the resulting voff distributions for ab-

sorbers at redshifts z > 1.5 are still not in full agreement

with those at lower redshifts. This is most pronounced

for absorbers at z > 2.0, where this procedure seems to

have been less effective. This is likely due to the general

difficulty in estimating redshifts for quasars at z > 2

where fits are dominated by broad lines.

Our results as presented here give additional insight

into the host galaxy environments of both associated

and intervening metal line absorbers and their evolution

with redshift. Further we find that DESI QSO redshifts

are significantly affected by metal line absorbers at z >

1.5 and can be potentially improved by masking absorp-

tion lines in redshift fitting. We hope to improve upon

the results of this paper in the future by employing a

more sophisticated masking/redshift correcting strategy,

utilizing more information regarding the absorption sys-

tems, incorporating additional redshift calculating tools,

and by using a larger sample of absorbers. This will be

possible using the upcoming DESI Year 3 sample or po-

tentially the full five-year DESI sample of QSOs, which

we expect to contain more than twice as many absorp-

tion line systems as the currently available DR1 sample

(e.g. Napolitano et al. 2023).



12

LN and ADM were supported by the U.S. Department of

Energy, Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics,

under Award Number DE-SC0019022.

This material is based upon work supported by the

U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), Office of Science,

Office of High-Energy Physics, under Contract No.

DE–AC02–05CH11231, and by the National Energy Re-

search Scientific Computing Center, a DOE Office of

Science User Facility under the same contract. Ad-

ditional support for DESI was provided by the U.S.

National Science Foundation (NSF), Division of As-

tronomical Sciences under Contract No. AST-0950945

to the NSF’s National Optical-Infrared Astronomy Re-

search Laboratory; the Science and Technology Facili-

ties Council of the United Kingdom; the Gordon and

Betty Moore Foundation; the Heising-Simons Founda-

tion; the French Alternative Energies and Atomic En-

ergy Commission (CEA); the National Council of Hu-

manities, Science and Technology of Mexico (CONAH-

CYT); the Ministry of Science, Innovation and Univer-

sities of Spain (MICIU/AEI/10.13039/501100011033),

and by the DESI Member Institutions: https://www.

desi.lbl.gov/collaborating-institutions. Any opinions,

findings, and conclusions or recommendations expressed

in this material are those of the author(s) and do not

necessarily reflect the views of the U. S. National Sci-

ence Foundation, the U. S. Department of Energy, or

any of the listed funding agencies.

The authors are honored to be permitted to conduct

scientific research on Iolkam Du’ag (Kitt Peak), a moun-

tain with particular significance to the Tohono O’odham

Nation.

The data used to construct the Figures in this pa-

per are available on Zenodo at DOI: 10.5281/zen-

odo.14166427

REFERENCES

Alexander, D. M., Davis, T. M., Chaussidon, E., et al.

2023, AJ, 165, 124

Anand, A., Nelson, D., & Kauffmann, G. 2021, MNRAS,

504, 65

Anand, A., Guy, J., Bailey, S., et al. 2024, AJ, 168, 124

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

et al. 2022, ApJ, 935, 167

Bahcall, J. N., Peterson, B. A., & Schmidt, M. 1966, ApJ,

145, 369

Bahcall, J. N., & Salpeter, E. E. 1965, ApJ, 142, 1677

—. 1966, ApJ, 144, 847

Bailey et al. 2024, in preparation

Barlow, T. A., & Sargent, W. L. W. 1997, AJ, 113, 136

Bordoloi, R., Lilly, S. J., Knobel, C., et al. 2011, ApJ, 743,

10

Brodzeller, A., Dawson, K., Bailey, S., et al. 2023, AJ, 166,

66

Busca, N., & Balland, C. 2018, arXiv e-prints,

arXiv:1808.09955
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