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ABSTRACT

Aims. We present the implementation of a radiative transfer solith coherent scattering in the neBIFROST code for radiative
magneto-hydrodynamical (MHD) simulations of stellar sggf convection. The code is fully parallelized using MPI dondecom-
position, which allows for large grid sizes and improvedtason of hydrodynamical structures. We apply the codenmutate the
surface granulation in a solar-type star, ignoring magrfétids, and investigate the importance of coherent sa@adgtéor the atmo-
spheric structure.

Methods. A scattering term is added to the radiative transfer eqoatequiring an iterative computation of the radiation fidlde
use a short-characteristics-based Gauss-Seidel adtmieseheme to compute radiative flux divergences for theggreguation. The
effects of coherent scattering are tested by comparing theaiextype stratification of three 3D time-dependent hydradyical at-
mosphere models of a solar-type star: without scatteriiith, @ntinuum scattering only, and with both continuum and kcattering.
Results. We show that continuum scattering does not have a significgrgct on the photospheric temperature structure for diks¢ar
the Sun. Including scattering in line-blanketing, howeleads to a decrease of temperatures by about 350 K belqyrieg < —4.
The dfect is opposite to that of 1D hydrostatic models in radiatigigilibrium, where scattering reduces the cooliffig& of strong
LTE lines in the higher layers of the photosphere. Coherieet $cattering also changes the temperature distributicheé high
atmosphere, where we observe stronger fluctuations cothpmeetreatment of lines as true absorbers.

Key words. Radiative transfer — Stars: atmospheres — Sun: atmosphere

1. Introduction Assuming a plane-parallel or spherical-symmetric steattfon,

. they include only a rudimentary treatment of convective en-
The atmospheres of late-type stars form the transition #n ¢y transport in cool stellar atmospheres. Subsequergtepd
opague convective envelope to the interstellar mediumriset o hese models (e.q., Kurlicz 1996; Gustafsson et al) 2G88) b
ing plasma transports heat to the surface, becomes tr@&mpakyi; from the largely increased computational power, regrifre
and looses its entropy throu_gh radiative coolm_g. Gr_avct_gedi— treatment of the strongly wavelength-dependent line digaci
erates the cooled gas back into the star, carrying kineBeggn Newer codes, such 80ENTX (Hauschildt et dl. 1999) can also
inward and forcing the convective flow. By taking over hegh|,de departures from local thermodynamic equilibriw)
transport and removing entropy, the radiation field theefo- i, he radiative transfer computation and the absorber pepu
directly drives convection (Stein & Nordlund 1998), makag ions. The 1D models have not only provided growing insight
diative and hydrodynamical processes equally importath@t i the physical environment at the surface of cool stans, b
surface. Magnetic fields have strong impact on the higheoaty e a1s0 become a standard tool for chemical abundanoge anal
sphere and cause local phenomena in the surface granylaiQiy The wide variety of applications includes studies @

such as spots and pores. chemical evolution and of the origin of the elements.
The classical numerical models of cool stellar atmospheres

in 1D focused on a detailed description of radiative trans- The advent of fully dynamic 3D surface convection simu-
fer, with two prominent examples being tH®ARCS code lations has enabled a much more realistic treatment of the hy
(Gustafsson et al. 1975) and tA&LAS code (Kurucz 1979). drodynamical plasma flow, deepening our understandingrof co
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vection and eliminating the need for microturbulent and mac ent physical environments: in the extremely optically khitif-
turbulent broadening in line formation computations (seg,, fusion region at the bottom of the simulation box, all phaton
Nordlund et al. 2009). The 3D models are capable of accyratelre thermalized. At the top, the atmosphere is mostly dptica
reproducing the surface structure of the observed solar-grgéhin and mainly photons in the strongest lines interact i
ulation with their strongly inhomogeneous surface intéesi gas. For the bulk of the photons, the transition betweenethes
(Stein & Nordlund 1998). The velocity fields predicted by théwo domains is rapid; it is confined to a thin layer which appea
3D simulations lead to a close match with both the observedrrugated due to the fikrent geometrical depth variation of
spectral line bisectors and the broadening of their proifilése opacities in upflows and downflows (Stein & Nordltind 1998).
atmospheres of ffierent stars (e.d., Dravins & Nordlund 1990; Radiative transfer is, in general, a time-dependent pmces
Asplund et al.| 2000;_Allende Prieto et al. 2002; Ramire2.et avhich needs to be treated simultaneously with the hydroayna
2009). Recently, impressive agreement between a new gimthies. However, the timescale of photon propagation over anmea
3D model and solar observations has been found in a detaifege path lengtht; = (cy.)~, wherey, is the monochromatic
comparison of spectral line shifts, equivalent widths agter- opacity anct is the speed of light, is orders of magnitude shorter
to-limb variations for normalized line profiles (Pereiraaét than any hydrodynamical timescale. Radiative transfaefoee
20094,b). In essentially all cases, this 3D model reproditfte decouples from the hydrodynamics and is well approximayed b
observations with an accuracy that is comparable to the-semitime-independent problem, described by a radiative fieans
empirical model of Holweger & Mueller (19174), which is tradi equation for the monochromatic specific intensijtx, i) in di-

tionally used in spectroscopy of the solar photosphere. rectionfi:
The accuracy of the treatment of radiation in 3D, however, . . R
is still strongly limited by the available computationalvper. 11+ V9i(X, ) = —xa(91u(x, A) + ja(x, ), @)

Radiative tr?n?fer gaas:lyt_beco_mes me mosttpomputaiwbzfl;l ,where j, denotes the local emission at wavelengtfsee, e.g.,

e o ot oo o Ml 1975 R 2003 The fhand e of €. (129

hydrodynamics, and non-grey opacities must be accounredfned in the rest fra.me of the mpdel atmosphere. The.sour(.:e and
' thk terms of the right-hand side are naturally describethén

in realistic simulations. Most of the currently existing 3B : :
L cp-moving frame of the flowing gas. The consequent Doppler
diative (M)HD codes therefore assume LTE and capture the gﬁ’ifts are dfficult to treat in 3D time-dependent simulations due

mospheric height dependence of continuum and line opacit{?j restrictions in com - -
X AL — putational power, requiring us to porne
using the opacity binning method (eig.. Nordllind 1982, I‘lg]lwwaveIength-integrated quantities in the opacity binnipgrax-

. ) ; >
1-99")' the problem of computing the mon_ochromatlc radmt'qmation (see below). We therefore assume a static medium, ne
field for a larger number of wavelengths is reduced to the nal'ecting possible influences of the velocity field

merical solution of the radiative transfer equation foricgtly The extinction of photons is described, as customary

5 opacity b_ins‘ skartlien (2000) ext_ended the opacity hn'_gni through the absorption cficientx, and the scattering céie
method to include coherent scattering, and showed its |mp$[emo_ﬁ which combine to the gaé opacity

tance in the solar chromosphere using a 3D radiative transfe
solver for parallel shared-memory architectures. Xa(X) = k(%) + o (X), 2)
Modern large-scale computer clusters use distributed mem-
ory architectures to handle the growing complexity of sciemnd give rise to the definition of the photon destruction pizb
tific simulations, allowing, e.g., self-consistent MHD nedslof ity
the solar chromosphere, transition region and corona (ldans
2004; Hansteen et al. 2007) or detailed hydrodynamical tsodg, (x) = L ©)
of giant stars[(Collet et al. 2007). We present a new fully MPI ka(X) + o a(X)
parallelized radiative trangfer solver with coherentlmiltg fo_r Recasting the optical paths = A+ dx along a ray in direction
the newBIFROST code for time-dependent 3D MHD simulationsy 1 the optical deptir, = y.ds along that direction, gives
of cool stellar atmospheres (Gudiksen et al., in prepargatio Eq. () the form
In Sect[2 anfl3, we discuss the physics of the radiative-trans™
fer model and its implementation in the MHD code. Secfibn 4,
describes the mostimportant continuous and line opacityces d_m(”) = =la(ma) + Sa(7a), (4)
that we include in our simulations. Sectldn 5 describes fipdi-a
cation of theBIFROST code to model the atmosphere of a solawith the source functio®, = j,/x.. For the numerical compu-
type star using radiative transfer calculations with seatt, and tation, we employ the formal solution
discusses thefkects on the temperature structure.

I/l(T/l) = IA(TU,A)e_(T"—T“"‘) + f S,{(t)et_”dt, (5)

2. Radiative transfer with scattering and the

radiative flux divergence wherel (ry.,) is the incident intensity at the upwind end of the

ray at optical depth,; < 7.
2.1. The radiative transfer equation The source functio, at optical depthr, in directionf in-
cludes local thermal radiation from the gas and coheretiesea

Hydrodynamical simulations of cool stellar atmospheresite {'ng of photons:

cover several pressure scale heights above and below ticalop
surface to minimize theftect of the boundaries on the granu- o . , Ky

lation flow. The exponential density stratification causesdp- St = Iy, Jso ¢(R, )17 dQ" + i Bi=(1-€&)Ji+€B.(6)
tical depth of the plasma to span about 15 orders of magnitude 1S !

from the highest to the lowest layers of the simulation. Tére rwhere scattered radiation from directiagii contributes with
diative transfer problem must therefore be solved in vefiedi weight¢ in the integral over the unit sphe®2, B, denotes the
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Planck function, and, is the mean intensity. The second equal- [Nordlund (198R), Ludwigl (1992) and Skartlien (2000) have

ity holds for isotropic angular redistribution of radiati@p = 1). described opacity binning techniques, where wavelengt in

Fore, < 1, the source function depends dnand thus, through gration is performed over subsets of the spectral rangerdefo

the non-locality of radiative transfer, on radiation preges in the solution of the radiative transfer equation, and théatamh

the entire simulation domain. This turns EQl (4) from an -ordfield is computed for only a few mean opacities instead oftifie f

nary diferential equation into an integroffirential equation.  spectrum. We will give a brief description of the techniquéie
Current limitations of available computing resources ieju following; see Skartlien (2000) for a more detailed disoss

the assumption of isotropic coherent scattering. Contimuu Integrating the radiative transfer equation (Eg. (1)) over

processes in cool stellar atmospheres and very strong lineavelength leads to the definition of a mean opacity, mean sca

fulfill this restriction in very good or reasonable approgim tering codficient and mean absorption d¢heient:

tion, respectively, due to their weak wavelength depenelenc

Intermediate and weak lines are more accurately treateshmc | f xalada 9)
plete spectral redistribution. X = f 1,dA
3 fO',{ J/ld/l
2.2. The radiative flux divergence and the wavelength o= —d (10)
integral f Jadd
f Ka Bld/l

Absorption and thermal emission of radiation couples teé st,8 _ J ~
lar plasma with the radiation field through the transfer cdthe fBAdA
Photon energies in cool stars are too small to exert a signific

force on the fluid compared to the gas pressure and graviy; fhhe intensity-weighted mean opacityand the mean-intensity-
coupling is therefore dficiently described by adding a radiativeveighted mean scattering dieiento depend on the unknown

(11)

heating ternQ,,q to the energy equation. radiation fieldl, and its angular averagh, which must be es-
Evaluating the first moment of EqJ(1) and using the aboyénated: we use 1D radiative transfer calculations on tharme
definitions yields stratification of the atmosphere (see SEcil 5.2), whictdyaek
proximations for' ~ y*'P ando ~ o*1P.
—V-Fy=4ny,(J:-S)) = drea (31 — BY), (7) These three mean cfiieients represent absorption, scatter-

ing and thermal emission of photons with good accuracy where

whereV - F, is the local monochromatic radiative flux diverthe stellar atmosphere is optically thin across the spectru
gence. The second equality holds in the case of the coherdotvever,y*'° does not ensure a correct total radiative energy
scattering source function (EdJ (6)). The scattering tepasd flux at optical depths > 1 where radiative transfer isfflisive.
not contribute to heat exchange by definition, reducingatadé It needs to be replaced by the Rosseland mean opacity, defined
heating and cooling by a factor ef compared to the case whereas the weighted harmonic mean
S, =B,

Integrating the monochromatic flux divergence in Hd. (7)r _ f(dBﬁ/dS) da (12)
over the whole wavelength spectrum of the star yields thal lod f(l/XA) (dB,/ds)dA’
heating rateq:

We consequently use aweighted sum of the two quantities
* x>1P andyR. The geometrical depth of the transition between the
Qraa = _fo V- Fada. (8) two regimes near ~ 1 varies quickly with wavelength where
spectral lines are present, and it is noffisient to consider
In the optically thick regime, where radiative transfer i@t only a single pair of mean opacitigs'® andyR. The opacity
sive, this integral may be simplified with good accuracy by abinning method therefore defines several opacity grouperevh
suming the Rosseland mean opacity in the so-called gray @&ach member reaches unit optical depth € 1) at a similar
proximation. However, gray opacities are noffsuent for a re- geometrical depth. The integrals in EQl (9) - Hq.l(12) arethe
alistic treatment of the height-dependent line-blankgtibove evaluated only for a set of member wavelendthsin each bin
the surface, where the atmospheric structure is very sansiti, which does not have to be continuous.
to the radiation field. Atomic and molecular lines are impatt Depending on the height range of the stellar atmosphere
opacity sources in this region, changing the radiativeihgaind model and the wavelength selection method, it turns out that
cooling compared to the simplified case of a gray atmosphexreout 5 such opacity bins are enough to capture the essence of
(see, e.gl, Vogler et al. 2004, for a detailed discussibim.cur- the line-blanketing and continuum opacity and to obtainad-re
rent version of thélARCS 1D atmosphere code uses the opacitigtic temperature structure (Vogler etlal. 2004). Moreergaat-
sampling technique (Peytremann 1974), which approxinhtes mosphere models have been extended to 12 binfdCat al.
spectrum through statistical sampling~atL00 000 wavelength 2008). For the simulations presented in this work, we comput
points. This resolution is glicient to capture continuum absorp+adiative transfer with 12 bins, where wavelengths aressianbt
tion and line-blanketing without bias, at least in the lowarts only by the geometrical height of the monochromatic optcay
of the atmosphere where the spectral distribution of aleserils face, but also by wavelength, separating opacities in thevidV
suficiently widespread. Stellar atmosphere models in 3D do retal and infrared bands (Trampedach et al., in preparation)
allow for such a detailed treatment yet, since a single fbena It is difficult to assess the quality of the opacity binning
lution is many orders of magnitude more expensive to computaethod in realistic 3D simulations: deviations of the réagl
the radiative transfer equation in our radiation-hydraiyical radiative heating rate®;,q from an accurate monochromatic so-
model (Sec{ 5]1) is solved for 240240 columns and 24 trans-lution have a height-dependentimpact on the temperature-st
port directions, which is equivalent to 10° 1D calculations for ture (see Sect{5)), making the long-term behavior of theusi
each time step. lation hard to predict. The agreement of 3D model atmosphere
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with various observational tests indicates that opacitbnisig detailed shape of th& codficients). In the optically thin atmo-
still yields a reasonable estimate for the line-blanketing sphere where < 1073, a second-order expansion of the-@™)
terms in the? constants stabilizes the solver, which may there-
L ) fore be implemented with single precision floating point mu#m
3. The numerical implementation ics throughout the simulation domain. Optical depthsalong

The large variety of radiative transfer models for astragitg  the characteristics are similarly computed using the &@nter-

problems inspired the development of veryfelient analytical Polation technique.

and numerical methods to obtain the radiation field (see, eg The mean intensitie3and the components of the flux vector

Wehrse & Kalkofeh (2006) for an overview). For our given probF @re computed by approximating the zeroth and first moment

lem of computing radiative heating rates as the flux divecgenintégrals by a quadrature sum over selected ray anglesltdet

-V - F of atime-independent radiation field in 3D, the direct sf discrete ordinates”),

lution of Eq. [4) yields accurate results witfieient numerical 1

schemes. I~ D), Fya > wi () - fy), (16)
Characteristics methods, which solve the transfer problem 5 i

along a discrete set of light rays to capture the anisotrdpy 0 . . ST .
the radiation field in the optically thin atmosphere, are p-poWhereW' is the weight of direction.. The best choice of quadra-

ular choice in stellar atmosphere models. Nordlund (1982) alure depends on the expected anisotropy of the radiatioah fiel

Skartlien (2000) use Feautrier-typetdrential radiative transfer and on thetqu?r;';]lty ftlhat ne?(cji?s to bg tcork?puteld. Ilnt ogr caT_e, the
solvers (Feautrigr 1964) for solving Efl (4) on long chagest components of the Tiux vectar need to be calculaled explic-
tics. They span across the entire simulation domain, wisigni 'Y 'équiring the quadrature be invariant to rotation b to
obstacle for a domain-decomposed parallelization of theD\/II—PVO'd directional bias. Carlson’s A4 quadrature (Carls63)

code (see Secf._3.2 below). Bruls et al. (1999), Vogleret ?ﬂith 3 rays per octant is an appropriate choice and repretent

(200%) and_Muthsam etall (2010) employ the short chara%r—“SOtrOpyWith good accuracy.

teristics method[(Mihalas etlal. 1978; Olson & Kunasz 1987; . Short characteristics_ reqyirg knowl_edge of the upvx{inch'_nte
Kunasz & Auel 1988), where the radiative transfer equaton ltiesl (z) foreach ray directiol, on which the Sweep d'f‘?C“O”
solved on characteristics which only extend to the adjaapnt or a formal solution therefore depends. Interpolatioridgeall

wind and downwind grid layers. This method is required by od;il.’cg Fuantiti_?rs];_ (Stf]@:g)' S“haIIOW(;atysbthat Ia”éodl it 03-
choice of iteration technique for afffieient solution of the scat- Wwind fayer within the gricd cells, need to be extended and may
tering problem. cross several cells, possibly across subdomain bound&oes

the first formal solution of a simulation run, a Feautrigpeyong

characteristics solver delivers boundary intensity estés; in-

3.1. Short characteristics tensities from the previous iteration in the neighbor subdms

gre used for all subsequent computations. Olfeeis known

. X M ‘ fong two edges of the current layer, the remaining unknown

tion (Eq. [3)) of the monoch_ror_natu_: radiative transfer etpra intengsities ngy be computed awa?// from the boundgry through

(Eq. (4)) to compute the radiation field at the center of aghre, o tica| interpolation between the upwind layer and theentr

point ray for a known source functid,. Th(_a dlscreuz_atlon IS layer. It is worth noting that some long characteristicsesotirn

performed by !nterpolatlng the source functl_on for a giveaves transport directions around the vertical axis with evemgtistep

length A (or bin number) along the ray using a second-ordgy 5 giq numerical artefacts stemming from a fixed set of dis-

Bézier curve (see, e.g., the discussion in Auer 2003) crete ordinates. Such affect is not observed in our short char-

S(t) = (1 - t)2Sy + t2So + 2t(1 — t)Se, (13) acteristics implementation. Moreover, the anisotropyhef ta-
diation field slows down convergence of an iterative solutio

whereS, andSy are the upwind and local source functions andptically thin parts when transport directions are turnetiieen

t = (r — 7u)/(tr0 — 7u) is the curve parameteg. is a control time steps, since the stored boundary intensities come tinem

point, which shapes the interpolating curve by restriciin@ previous solution (see SeEf._B.2 for further details). Al di-

the convex hull laid out bys,, S and Sp. This characteristic rections are therefore kept fixed.

of Bézier curves may be exploited to detect and suppress ove The discretized formal solution (EQ.]14) in the simulation

shoots, which destabilize the numerical solution at placéise domain and averaging of the radiation field over solid angle w

atmosphere where strong opacity and temperature gradientsbe abbreviated in the following using thie operator, which is

cur. Inserting Eq.[{Z3) into the formal solution (EgQl (SWaki- commonly defined through

ating the integral and reordering the terms yields the diszd

expression J=AS. (17)

The short characteristics method employs the formal sol

(1) = 1 (r0)e "™ + ¥, S, + WoSo + Py S (14) A is a linear matrix operator on the source functi@which
] ) ) represents the numerical algorithm used to compute thatiadi
The shape of the three interpolation fit@ents¥,, Yo and¥y field in the code.

for the upwind, center and downwind source functions depend

on the control poing.. Choosin
P ¢ g 3.2. The Gauss-Seidel scheme and MPI parallelization

To Tu ’

Sc = So - Tso» (15)  Asnoted in SecE2)1, the coherent scattering term turrisahe-

) o ) fer equation into an integro-derential equation for the specific
whereS; is the centered derivative on the three-point stengiitensityl. Using theA operator defined in EG_{1L7), the problem
(Su. So. Sa), yields second-order interpolation. It is used whergay be rewritten into the matrix equation
no overshoots happen and correctly reproduces thesibn ap-
proximation at optical depths > 30 (see AppendikA for the [1 - (1-¢€)A] S = €B, (18)
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Fig. 1. Horizontal mean photon destruction probabiktyor three bins representing continuum and weak lines (1¢rimediate
lines (2) and strong lines (3) in the UV, plotted as a functibgeometrical depth (left) and optical depth in the respediin (right,
the average is taken over surfaces with the same verticelabptepth). The dotted line marks the stellar surface)(kfid unit
optical depth in each bin (right).

with the identity matrixi. The expression represents a very large The radiation solver is parallelized using spatial domain d
system of linear equations. Its direct solution in 3D thioig composition and communication with the MPI library, adogti
version of the operator on the left-hand side is far too corthe virtual topology given by the MHD solver of tHBEFROST
plex and numerically unstable in some cases, to be of praatéde. The grid is decomposed into cuboid subdomains, alpwi
cal use. Most solvers therefore apply an iteration schehee, &an arbitrary number of divisions on all three spatial axekilgVv
choice of which depends on the structure of theoperator this parallelization lends itself to a mixed initial and Inol4
matrix. Approximate Lambda Iteration (ALI, sometimes alsary value problem found in computational hydrodynamick it
called Accelerated Lambda Iteration, Cannon 1973) is a popharder to apply in anf@cient way to the pure boundary value
lar method to obtain a good approximation of the radiatiola fieproblem of time-independent radiative transfer. Conaurcem-
with fast convergencel is computed through a formal solutionputation of spectral subdomains (or opacity bins) wouldsjate
and used to correct the source function. Rather than justtins a higher degree of parallelism considering the non-locpede
ing J in S, which leads to very slow convergence (or no cordencies in a monochromatic formal solution of our given cehe
vergence at all), a largely simplified approximate operatois ent scattering problem, but such an approach would causessev
used to compute correction valua$ at low cost, speeding up load balancing issues andfier from node memory limitations
convergence tremendously. when applying the code to very large simulations. Spatial do
We employ the Gauss-Seidel schem@iain decomposition may still be combined with spectral doma
(Trujillo Bueno & Fabiani Bendicha_1995), an ALI methoddecomposition if radiative transfer needs to be solved farge
that combines the formal solution and correction steps. number of wavelengths.
mimics a tridiagona\* operator, but the scheme does not re-
quire the expensive construction of the matrix. Sourcetionc
corrections at the grid poimtare obtained during a solver swee
from the expression

Heinemann et al. | (2006) have presented a domain-
ecomposed method based on a variant of the formal solution
Eq. (8)) on long characteristics. The solver bypasses the
problem of missing incident intensities at subdomain beund
aries by splitting the local and boundary contributions.il/h
their approach ficiently solves the radiative transfer equation
without scattering, the long characteristics solver wddde to
be combined with a dierent ALl scheme than Gauss-Seidel.
HAN approximateA™ operator needs a certain bandwidth around
&s matrix diagonal to achieve good convergence (see, tag.,

(1-a) 39"+ 6B, — SO

AS;i = T oA, (19)

Jol9/meWis the radiation field that includes the corrections in t
upwind part of the simulation domain, which have alreadynbe€: S c )
cgmputgd during the current sweep. The dependennepgrtj discussion in_Hauschildt & Baron 2006). It is therefore more
Ji in each layer for immediate correction8f during the sweep &XPensive to construct and invert than the diagonal operato
requires employing the short characteristics method. Teve ¢S€d for the Gauss-Seidel scheme.

nominator contains the diagonal element of the A operator, Our code iterates the solution, starting with the source<fun
which may be computed using Eq.[14) and therefore reduggs, and subdomain boundary intensities from the previgus h
to a sum of¥ constants. Source function corrections may hgqqynamical time step, until the maximum relative sourmet
applied during both upsweeps and downsweeps for faster c§By correction in the domain after theh iteration is smaller
vergence. than a preset threshoftt

We tested our radiative transfer code by compar-
ing the numerical results with an analytical solution for
the case of an isothermal 1D atmosphere with constant
photon destruction probabilitye (see the discussion in 0 enid
Trujillo Bueno & Fabiani Bendichb 1995) and found very good, ... lsi -Si l <C (20)
agreement. st S
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When scattering is not included, the maximum relative cleangf stored boundary intensities and source functions betweb-
of mean intensities at the boundary is used instead to test siteps of the time integration. We therefore only analyzeotine

convergence of the radiation field: havior for the first extrapolation step of a 3rd order Runggt&
L time stepper.
max |‘]in -9 l <C 1) The poorer convergence speed caused by scattering at high
gt S optical depths in bin 3 is evident in all plots (thick dot-Hed

line), compared to the situation in bin 1, where the photon de

If too few iterations are performed, the subdomain bourdaristruction probability is larger. The small optical pathdéms of
produce artifacts in the upper parts of the atmosphere, avhéin 3 reduce the impact of domain decomposition, since ttiie ra
photon mean free paths are comparable to or larger thanithe sation field is essentially local in most parts of the simaatbox.
domain size. In practice, it turns out that a threshol@ef 102 Contrary to that, bin 1 sters most strongly from slower conver-
yields good results in either case. gence with increasing number of subdomain divisions, akasel

The convergence speed of an iterative method dependsfiam some flip-flopping oAS. The latter is caused by high-order
the spectral radiug of the operator with which correctionsinterpolation (see Se¢f.3.3) and disappears when therssiset
are computed, as the error of the solution aftéterations de- to linear interpolation. High order interpolation of upwimten-
creases witho". The spectral radius approaches~ 1 — ¢ sities widens the domain of dependence of the short characte
for optically thick scattering media (see, e.g., the disausin istics, and the fect is amplified where large path lengths in the
Trujillo Bueno & Fabiani Bendicho 1995). Strong scatterimig optically thin regime cross subdomain boundaries.
high optical depths therefore leads to very poor convergenc Domain decomposition mildly slows down convergence, and
rates of the Gauss-Seidel solver, requiring hundredsmaftiens the accuracy of the solution in bin 3 slightly deterioratesd
in extreme situations. However, thisfiiculty is mostly allevi- |arger number of subdomains. Longer time steps have the same
ated by using the source function solution from the previous  effect on that bin, causing slower convergence tow&tdshan
step and the slow evolution of the plasma flow between consggdicated by the relative corrections with respecsfo! (thick
utive time steps, so that the code ideally needs to fully eay® and thin dot-dashed lines in Figl 2). The method devised by

the solution only once at the beginning. Domain decompmsiti[Skartlien (2000) exhibits similar behavior for bins withiasig
additionally slows down convergence if the photon mean fregattering lines.

paths cross subdomain boundaries, which is the case aneonti The gfect of such inaccuracies in the numerical solution of

uum wavelengths in the thin atmosphere, since the subdomagigng j on the energy transfer between the radiation field and
boundary intensities are not initially known. Storing mééies he gas are nevertheiess small or even vanish in some regions
from the previous time step again largely circumvents thidp aqiative heating is reduced in the atmosphere where cohere
lem, and the actual number of iterations per time step thatééattering is important (see ER] (7) and Eig. 1). Cohereattese
required during a simulation run depends on how fast the atmgq aiso efectively damps the impact of any remaining disconti-
sphere evolves. _ nuities in the radiation field across subdomain boundarehe

We therefore test the convergence of the solution for arkjg,y divergence in the optically thin atmosphere, so thatise v

trary time steps of our solar-type simulation using 12 ofyaciip|e artifacts from the domain decomposition remain in tas g
bins with continuum and line scattering (see Séct. 5), Valig a temperatures.

similar discussion ih_Skartlien (2000). The tests were e Compared to the solver proposed by Heinemannlet al.

resolution on all axes to facilitate computation on a singies, (2006), it is clear that our method is not optimal for the case

which yields slightly faster convergence. Since the trdatgm without scattering, since several computationally exjverfor-

S of our radiative transfer problem is unknown, we compare thig, | <) tion and communication steps are required to ofatain
appraximate solution afteriterations,S", with an approximate radiation field that is consistent in the whole domain.ffecs

solutionS® which we obtained after additional iterations meood performance when scattering is included, which is opt ¢
a lower convergence threshold ©f~ 1074, assumings® ~ S sidered in their method '

with good accuracy.
We use three representative opacity bins, which cover weak,
intermediate and strong opacities in the UV, witfielient depth- 3.3, interpolation and grid refinement
dependence of the scattering strengths. The remainingbiniise
at longer wavelengths behave in a similar way. Figdre 1 shoevery time step, the hydrodynamical solver updates mess d
horizontal averages of the photon destruction probasiitifor ~ sities and internal energy densities. These quantitiessee to
each bin in an arbitrary snapshot of our photospheric sitiania 100k up tabulated opacities, bin-integrated Planck fungiand
averages over layers with the same geometrical depth ateghlophoton destruction probabilities at every grid point. Imeeal,
in the left panel, averages over surfaces with the samecaértithe characteristics grid needed to represent the anisoafape
optical depth are plotted in the right panel. radiation field does not coincide with the hydrodynamicasme
Figure[2 compares the convergence speed for the radiati¢guiring the interpolation of, S and the upwind intensitiels
transfer solution of the sample bins with and without domaiiuring the formal solution.
decomposition, and with fierent time step lengths. Thick lines  The accuracy of this interpolation strongly influences the
represent convergence relative to the true soluBtnfor each overall accuracy of the solver, and there is a large choigosf
bin, thin lines show the convergence relative to the sotutib- sible methods (see, e.g., the discussion_in Auer 2003).acine
tained in the previous iteration, which we use as the comrerg interpolation is fast and avoids instabilities producedrtgrpo-
criterion. In normal operation, the solver would stop asrsas lation overshoots, but yields poor estimates where theatiadi
the thin line of the currently computed opacity bin has cedssfield is not well-resolved, e.g. between granules and inserg
the dotted horizontal line. We caution that the number ohite ular lanes at the optical surface. It also amplifies the nigaker
tions needed for a solution also depends mildly on the tiree-st diffusion dfect of short characteristics, where laterafuBion
ping algorithm, since the choice of methotiezts the deviation artificially transports radiation away from the beam.
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Fig. 2. Convergence of the source function for bins 1-3 (see[Riguiind a simulation run without domain decomposition (left
column), with 2x 2 x 2 decomposition (center column) andx3 x 3 decomposition (right column), and with a time step of
At = 0.03 s (upper row)At = 0.04 s (center row) andt = 0.08 s (lower row). Line styles represent the same bins as ifighin
lines: relative source function correcti&v® after n iterations with respect t8"* from the previous iteration — 1. Thick lines:
relative source function correctiokS with respect to the “true” solutio8*. Dotted lines mark the threshold beneath which
convergence is assumed (see text).

To illustrate this behavior, we repeat the searchlight ¢ést shoots by using weighted harmonic mean derivatives, in con-
Kunasz & Auer [(1988), where a rectangular light beam is castcutive 1D-1D interpolation on horizontal planes, andaloc
through an empty 3D box with a 180nesh and zero opac-quadratic interpolation on vertical cell walls (see Appiiglfor
ity. Any diffusion of radiation away from the beam results ifurther details). The lower right panel in FIg. 3 shows theuie
a broadening of the beam profile at the surface and can oflgm the searchlight test, where the beam profile is consxve
stem from the interpolation of unattenuated upwind intiesi  a satisfactory degree. Numericaffdision is reduced and reaches
The light source illuminates the bottom of the 3D box, where a level which renders the computed flux divergences comfpearab
initially covers an area of 30mesh points; it is slanted with anto those obtained with long characteristics codes: althaysy
angle ofg = 28.1° off the vertical and an azimuth gf= 45.0°. wind intensities do not need interpolation along the beaifa, d
The upper left panel in Fi¢l 3 shows the beam profile at the tfysion dfects the local flux divergences when transfered from
of the 3D box expected from an exact solution of the unattentire slanted long characteristics grid back to the hydroohyoal
ated transfer problem through vacuum; note that the fingge-re grid.
lution of the surface in the plot leads to a slightly widened-p
file. The upper right panel shows the broadening of the beam The basic mesh on which radiative transfer is computed is
profile caused by 100 consecutive linear interpolationdiegpp imposed by the MHD solver. This is usually not critical in the
for the numerical transfer through the box. Although theaareoptically thin upper atmosphere and the optically thickeint
integrated intensity is conserved with good accuracy,téhi rior, where radiative transfer is simple and may even be-over
by the machine precision, the beam is visibly widened thhougiesolved. The opposite is the case in the transition regioureal
numerical difusion. The lower left panel in Fidl] 3 shows théhe optical surface, where opacities drop rapidly due tar the
result when using local cubic interpolation for the tramspostrong temperature dependence and cause a runaway cdeling e
problem. The broadening is reduced, but the overshooting dact (Stein & Nordlund 1998). For a solar simulation, 1D sest
bic polynomials produce ringing and negative intensitids performed by Nordlund & Stein (1991) indicate that a veltica
therefore use the local cubic monotonic interpolation sahe spacing ofs 10km s desirable at this atmospheric height. Using
of [Fritsch & Butland [(1984), whichfeectively suppresses over-a non-linear vertical grid with the finest resolution arouhd

surface, this is easily achievable in 3D for modern MPI-base
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Fig. 3. Numerical dffusion of a searchlight beam with rectangular cross-sectsimg linear (upper right), local cubic (lower left)
and local cubic monotonic (lower right) interpolation, qeamned to the exact solution (upper left).

domain decomposed radiative hydrodynamics codes. Howev@d. Numerical flux divergences

for large coronal simulations or in the case of giant statens

the spatial scales needed to resolve hydrodynamics araticadi Having established a method for numerically computingaadi
transport exhibit much larger disparity than in the Sun,ifigd tive transfer with coherent scattering in a decomposed Isimu
the optimal grid leads to a conflict. Besides the larger simultion domain, we now need to obtain flux divergen8esF, a
tion size, too small length intervalsx drastically increase the derivative of the radiation field.

stiffness of the hydrodynamical equations, where the stability- The right-hand side of EqCX7) involves only local quansitie
limited time steps of the transport andffdsion terms scale that are defined on the cell centers of the hydrodynamicahmes
with Ax andAx*, respectively, and quickly become exceedinglyhereQ,,q is eventually needed, and therefore seems a natural
small. In extreme cases, botlferts may increase computationshoice. The expressigr{J— S) is numerically stable in the opti-
times of a model beyond tractability. cally thin regime, where roundserrors of a possibly vanishing

A fully adaptive mesh for computing radiative transfer waul différence betweed andS are attenuated by the exponential
yield optimal results withoutfiecting the stiness of the equa- OUtward decrease of the opacityAt the same timey amplifies
tions, but is dificult to realize in a characteristics method. wgound-df errors of § — S) beneath the optical surface, where
achieve partial adaptivity by inserting horizontal layershe the radiation field thermalized & B, also in the scattering case
hydrodynamical mesh for the radiative transfer computatie- SINCE€ > 0): the flux divergence again vanishes, but the finite
ducing optical path lengths without reducing the time st@pe machine precision prevents complete cancellation of threge
refinement is based on the maximum vertical gradient of the It is possible to stabilize a short characteristics solaghe
Rosseland mean opacity in each layer and reassessed iareguhole simulation domain by subtracti®y from the discretized
intervals. While inserting additional layers slows dowmeer- formal solution (Eq.[(14)), which yields the modified intagr
gence of the Gauss-Seidel method (see $edt. 3.2), thisiis agimn constant¥y = ¥, — 1. Using this equation, one obtains
overcome by storing the source function from the previomgti a monochromatidaq.(x, i) along each ray. We note, how-
step. ever, that this leads to a deviation between the radiatieeggn
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] Qrada(x, A)dQdV that is emitted by the gas in the simulatiord. 1. Continuum opacity
volumeV per time unit, and the outgoing radiative flux com- h . . . .
puted from the specific intensities at the surface: the esgioas 1 '€ MOStimportant continuous opacity sources are varrans t

are not equivalent anymore in their discretized form, amdens  Sitions of hydrogen atoms, their ions and molecules. TheoH-
ical errors #fect the two values in a flerent way. ization opacity dominates the solar continuum around thieap

The discretized flux divergende- F on the left-hand side surface in the visual band; the large temperature sergitfi

of Eq. (7) using finite dference quotients is stable in the optit"€ Weakly bound second electron in the hydrogen atom causes

cally thick regime, but its accuracy deteriorates outwasdnd- runaway radiation cooling and the strong temperature gradi

off errors quickly become significant, as the internal energy pf,gund at the top of the granules in the Sun (Stein & Nordlund

gas volume decreases exponentially (see also the disoussior228)- Most solar continuum photons originate from thisyver
Bruls et al[ 1999). thin layer. Among many other processes, photoionizationetf

Adopting the approach presented in Bruls et/al. (1999) aﬁ‘&s contributes significantly to the continuous opacitytetrter

Vogler et al. ([2005), we combine both expressions through eWavelengths. TableDl.1 gives an overview of all sourcesidens

. L : : - ered in this work; our data is mostly identical to those used i
ponential bridging in each vertical column of the simulatao- ’ . 1 Y
main as a function of bin optical depth to benefit from their r he latestiARCS madels (see Table 1 in Gustatsson el al. 2008),

: : - _ butincludes additional bound-free data from the Opacibjdat
spective advantages. We slightly reduce the transitioge-doe d the Iron Project (see Trampedach et al., in prep., fandur

B/\rlsssr}otrf]].e regimes by a squared exponent, resulting in the ggtails). We also includ_e opacities of the second ionizmte_age
' for many metals, allowing 3D models to extend deeper into the
_(t/70)? (t/70)? convection zone than their 1D counterparts, which is a regqui
Qraa= € Qi+ (1-e ™) QF, (22) ment for correctly simulating surface grgnulation. “

The upper panel in Fig.] 4 shows the wavelength and depth
wherero = 0.1,Q;,, = 4nx(J-S) andQp, = -V - F, represent- depender?c?e o?the contir%]um photon destructiog probiaebilitIO
ing the two sides of EGLL7). The total radiative energy cotagu € for the mean stratification of our 3D model, including all
with this expression delivers a consistent surface fluxes®f,;  continuous absorption and scattering opacity sourcesiaons
contributes most of the radiative heating. o ered here. Continuum scattering has a significant coniibut

FollowinglVogler et al.|(2005), we compute radiative trANSmostly above the surface, photons thermalize beneath at al-
fer on cell corners to improve the accuracy@f,,, Radiative ot 7)) wavelengths. Note that the narrow features at the-sh
fluxesF are averaged over cell corners _Sugfound'ng each face a}é‘velength end are the scattering resonances of the Lyman se
fore computing dference quotients, whilQ,_ ,is averaged over yies- | yman lines are nevertheless treated as true absoifoer
all eight cell corners surrounding each grid point. Bothresp |ing scattering is not included in the simulations. The Righ
sions use exactly the same stencil and exhibit very gooeagrgcattering tail of H1 contributes mostly to the UV continuum
ment around the threshold optical depghn our solar-type sim- opacity in the upper solar photosphere due to its compatgtiv
ulation. _small cross-section and strong wavelength dependengce~(

_ Flux divergences are computed only on the hydrodynamicak) The importance of elastic scattering on neutral hydrogen
grid. Additional layers that are possibly inserted by thiiaéive s gutweighed by thermalizing processes closer to the serfa
transfer solver just serve to stabilize the computation@ag 5nq at short wavelengths. Electron scattering is waveengt
simply be omitted when computinQ.g, since conservation of jydependent in the spectral range considered here, andniasco
the radiative energy flux through the hydrodynamical ceft SUsignificant in the upper photosphere, where metals are trg mo
faces must hold. important electron donors. It is mostly notable red-wardhef

1.644um edge of H bound-free, before Hfree-free absorption

. . . . takes over. Rayleigh scattering on He | atoms only gives mino

4. Absorption and scattering opacity sources in the contributions to the UV continuum opacity in the upper pho-
Sun tosphere. The scattering opacity of Bholecules is negligible.

A complete description of radiative transfer in stellar atm _Raylelgh and electron scattering are treated as isotropdgiect-

spheres requires a detailed wavelength-resolved treaitofen' "9 their weak (1+ cos'0) anisotropy, wher@ is the scattering

numerous radiative absorption and emission processds, C&ngle away from the incident direction (see, &.g.. Miaiih).
sions with neutral atoms, electrons and ions in the plassia, a Between 5000 A and.644um, the strong H bound-free ab-
well as an evaluation of the feedback of the radiation fieRPrPtion opacity thermalizes the photons. Its dominarigaty
on the level populations of the interacting particles. Thene decreases in the cool outermost layers owing to the lackeef fr

plexity of the resulting problem vastly exceeds current corff/€Cctrons to form the ion.

putational resources. We therefore restrict all of the dgyee

ing thermoc_iyrjamical plasma states to LTE, r)eglecting the ef 5 |ine opacity

fects of radiation on the excitation and ionization of atcand

photo-dissociation of molecules. The cross-sections awmel | Spectral line absorption and scattering are importantgeses
populations needed for the absorption and scatterindgficoewhich dictate the near-radiative equilibrium found in tfodas
cients then depend only on the gas dengitgnd the temper- photosphere. The heatifogoling dfect of this line-blanketing
ature T. Microscopic plasma thermodynamics is treated witforces the flatness of the observed temperature gradieht, ba
the Mihalas-Hummer-Dappen equation of state (EOS) fdr st@ncing the adiabatic dynamical gradient; see the disaussio
lar envelopes| (Hummer & Mihalds 1988; Mihalas etlal. 19887 Sect.[5.}. Spectral lines are particularly significana@ty
Dappen et al. 1988; Mihalas et al. 1990) and used in talilatources at short wavelengths where many radiative boundebo
form. The solar chemical composition for the 15 elements itransitions of metals lie.

cluded in the EOS and for the opacities is taken from the abun- We obtain line opacities from extensive opacity sampling ta
dances of Asplund et al. (2005). bles provided by B. Plez (2008, priv. comm.) as part oMhrCS
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Fig. 4. Wavelength and depth dependence of the continuum photdrudtsn probabilities:; (upper panel), the van Regemarter

(1962) line photon destruction probabilitié;(center panel) and the total photon destruction probasks; (lower panel) for the
mean solar-type stratification. The zero point on the depthraarks the stellar surface.

collaboration. The data are based on VALD with some modificapproximation probably gives a reasonably realistic pectof

tions; see Gustafsson et al. (2008) for further details. drigi-  strong permitted lines, but departures from the LTE pojpurat

nal line data combine scattering and absorption contdstin  of the atomic levels are still neglected. The important Red®

a total opacity, which is sampled with 100 000 wavelengths ity deviates from the LTE estimate in higher layers (see Fig.

and tabulated for a range of temperatures and pressure$a-Thén Short & Hauschildt 2005), therebytfacting the overall mag-

bles assume Saha ionization equilibrium and Boltzmannl levetude of the line-blanketing in these regions. Moreoves, dc-

populations to obtain the absorber density fractions. Blapes curacy of the opacity sampling method itself deteriorates o

from LTE, e.g. through radiative ionization, are neglected wards, where fewer and fewer lines contribute to the opacity
Following[Skartlieh [(2000), we estimate the importance dfhe van Regemorter approximation assumes resonant lite sca

scattering in line transitions by computing a photon destrutering and consequently produces poorer estimates fooaH n

tion probability € for every line opacity sample, using theresonan'glines. In summary, we should expectto obtain asrord

van Regemortef (1952) formula (see Apperidix C). We assu@emagnitude estimate for thefects of scattering on the atmo-

all scattering atoms to be neutral, accounting for the lagre Spheric structure. A more detailed picture requires a feft

tribution of Fel to the line-blanketind (Anderson 1989),danment of the departures from LTE level populations and véjoci

all transitions to be permitted, in which case the assumptiofields, which is still out of reach for time-dependent 3D siaau

of thevan Regemorfer (1962) formula yield reasonable ed#ons.

mates. Only electrons are taken into account for collididea

excitation. The estimated photon destruction probabiﬁtys

then a function of wavelength, temperature and electros-pr&®. The effects of scattering on the photospheric

sure, and independent of the actual transition. It may thege  temperature structure of a solar-type star

also be applied in cases where the line opacity sample ieslud . _

several transitions (see the discussion in Appelntlix Cle trian- 5.1. The 3D hydrodynamical surface convection model

sitions are treated as independent two-level processé®utit 14, inyestigate the féects of scattering on the atmosphere of a
taking the coupling of the respective level populations iat- solar-type star, we conduct time-dependent radiative dujyir
count, which is a reasonable assumption for resonance lines 4 mical simulations of the quiet surface, neglecting theogs of
The center and lower panels in Fig. 4 show the wavelengihagnetic fields. We solve the fully compressible Navierksto
and depth dependence of the estimatedf spectral lines and equations, the mass conservation equation and the eneugy eq
the total photon destruction probabilities including all con-  tion, along with the time-independent radiative transtgragion
sidered continuous and line processes. It is clear thasmolbl (Eq. [2)); see, e.d., Stein & Nordlurd (1998) and Nordiunalet
de-excitation dominates beneath the surface and at th@svtng2009) for further details. Our 240 240x 226 model covers
wavelengths. Resonant line scattering becomes important § horizontal area of 6 Mnx 6 Mm at a constant resolution of
wards optical and shorter wavelengths at increasing depth. 25km, and extends approximately 700km above and 2.8 Mm
With the exception of very strong lines, line scatteringgsag below the surface. The vertical resolution reaches 7 kmratou
erally not coherent due to the Doppler shifts in the moving, gathe radiative cooling peak and decreases in the opticaitk th
which are not accounted for in our calculations. The twalevand thin parts of the simulation; radiative transfer is thets
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set the difusion approximatiom; . = Byot + dB/dr for all ingo-
ing intensities at the bottom.

The three simulations discussed in SEcil 5.3 have mean ef-
fective temperature$; between 5804 K and 5811 K with av-
erage temporal fluctuations of about 13 K; they are thustiigh
hotter than the Sun. For our purposes, there is no need to ex-
actly reproduce the soldiet. The simulations yield time-series
i ] of snapshots spanning 1 h of stellar time each, covering sev-
0.0 [Ty FEEEEEEER eral granule lifetimest(~ 10 min) and several periods of the

' ! ] dominant p-modet(~ 5min). Our simulation box covers about
10 granules with typical sizes of the order -of1 Mm, allow-
ing us to obtain a statistically meaningful sample of thdester
flow in terms of the ergodic hypothesis. The model without-sca
tering was computed with a coarser radiation time step 0$,0.2
keeping the radiation field constant during the intermexdigt-
drodynamical calculations. The slow evolution of the flovidfie

[
o

[
n

<Qe> in [10'0 erg g7's™"]

O Hydro grid ] and the locality of the Planck source function allow suchued
20 [ — Refined grid ] tion of the computation time in very good approximation.
o5t . . LB ! ! ] 5.2. Scattering in the 1D mean stratification

-300 -200 -100 O 100 200 300 400

Depth in [km] We first test the importance of scattering in the 1D mean-strat

ification of our 3D model (thés = B case, see Sedi._5.3) by
Fig. 5. Horizontal average heating rate per unit mass around t@mparing the wavelength-integratggh, using the full opacity-
stellar surface at an arbitrary time step of the simulatRoxes sampled spectrum. Radiative transfer was computed in Tigjusi
show (gragy When computed on the hydrodynamical grid; thé direct block matrix Feautrier-type solver with cohererats
vertical resolution reaches 7 km around the peak. The siokd | tering (for a detailed description see, e.g., Rutten 2008)4ih
shows the result after inserting two additional horizotagers order Radau quadrature for the integral over the polar afigle

in each hydrodynamical cell. The upper panel gives the geerdeft-hand side of Fid.]16 showgag Without scattering ang = B,
deviation between the two cases in the same units. with continuum scattering only, and with both continuum and
line scattering (lower panel), as well as the deviationsftbe
first case (upper panel).

solved well enough that only 3 % of the rays would beffected Continuum scattering seems to have very little impact on
by overshoots (see SeCf.13.1). We test the accuracy of thie velad for the given mean structure; the cooling is slightly streng
cal resolution using the adaptive refinement, insertingawtoa near the surface. This behavior is expected from the masthel
layers before each computation of radiative transfer. Ldfa photon destruction probabilitie§ shown in the upper panel of
ferences between the two calculations read10®erggts?, Fig.[4.

owing to the strong sensitivity of the heating rate per urass) The diferences are slightly larger when scattering is in-
Orad = Qrad/p, to the local temperature gradients in the highlgluded in the line-blanketing: the small heating bump, wher
inhomogeneous granulation flow. On the average, howewver, tool uprising gas is heated from beneath by hot granules (see
change in radiative flux divergence is negligible (see theeup the discussion in_Stein & Nordlund 1998), and the coolingpea
panel of Fig[}), and the radiation field is well resolved oe thbeneath the surface both slightly weaken, since the fractfo
hydrodynamical grid. Note the filerence between the magni-scattered photons in the line-blanketing does not coritribui
tude of the cooling peaks in Figl 5 and Hi§. 6: the 1D calcafati heat exchange (cf. the right-hand side of Ed. (7)). The upper

is based on the mean structure; in the 3D case, the average ewvesphere, however, now shows slight heating of the meao-stru
each depth layer in the 3D box is taken and thus includeslateture.

inhomogeneities produced by the granulation flow. We repeat the same test with the binned opacities, comput-
Horizontal boundaries are periodic to mimic an infinitely eXing 1D radiative transfer with and without scattering fori@an
tended atmosphere, vertical boundaries at the top andrbatto opacities, photon destruction probabilities and bingraged
the simulation box are open to minimize the interferencéwip|anck functions. The right panels of Fig. 6 compare agaén th
the granulation flow. Mass conservation is ensured at theiot three diferent cases. The binning has been optimized for match-
by keeping the gas pressure constant; the underlying ciosecing sampled and binneglaq in the S = B case (solid lines in
zone is mimicked by setting the entropy of the inflowing gashe lower panels of Fid.]6). The continuum scattering calcul
The upper atmosphere is stabilized by setting internalgge®r tion with opacity bins underestimates the cooling benehgh t
to a slowly evolving average at the top. surface. The disparity increases further when line sdatés
We approximate the wavelength integral (EQl (8)) witincluded; the relative deviations reach 7.5 % in the cogtiagk
12 opacity bins to account for the depth-dependence aftbt-dashed lines in Fifi] 6). However, the overall impactasit-
wavelength-dependence of the absorption and scatteriffj-co tering radiative transfer on the temperature structure@8D at-
cients. The simulation box extends far into the opticalip - mosphere abovesgo > 1072 is small (see Sedi. 5.3 and Hig. 7),
mosphere with7soo) ~ 10°°, where irradiatiori;,, from above the same binning setup was therefore adopted for all three si
is negligible. Rosseland optical depths at the bottom 8jpyic ulations. Higher up in the atmosphereradoo < 1073, opacity
reach(tros9 ~ 107, where radiative transfer is entirelyfilisive binned radiative transfer shows slightly stronger heatifhithe
and the radiation field is completely thermalized. We thanef gas.
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Fig. 6. Left: Heating ratesyag per unit mass as a function of monochromatic optical dep&080 A, computed on the 1D mean
structure with full opacity sampling for three cases: withscattering (solid line), with continuum scattering (oed line), and with
continuum and line scattering (dot-dashed line). The uppael shows the deviations of the latter two cases from thepodation
without scattering (same axis units as in the lower paigdt: Same computation, but using mean opacities and scattgbedos
in 12 bins for the radiative transfer computations.

5.3. Scattering in the mean 3D model stratification without scattering, resulting in a slighd{eeper

. . ) temperature gradient around the surfangg = 1). Since our
In order to assess thects of continuum and line scattering, W& dopted binning setup overestimates the deviations fof.Ehe
perfor_m thr_ee independ(_ant simulation runs: the first onatsre mean structure (right-hand side of Fig. 6), the impact oé lin
radiation Wl_thout sca_tttermg by add_lng all scattering opyam scattering is probably even smallerfggo > 10°2. The temper-
the absorption opacity and assuming a Planck source functigyre structure in the lower photosphere is thus harfisceed
S = B. The second one includes continuum scattering in thg scattering. The opposite is the case in the high photesphe
source function and only adds line scattering opacity tcale anqg abovesoos < 107%), where we observe temperatures that

sorption opacity, and the third one includes scatterindbot e apout 350K lower, resulting in a significantly steepeame
the continuum and in the line-blanketing. All three timeiser gradient.

start from the same initial snapshot and span the exact same

amount of simulation time. Snapshots are taken at regufar in

tervals ofAtsim = 10s. We consider time stepstat > 8min 5.4, Comparison of the 1D and 3D calculations and with

after the initial snapshot to allow the atmosphere to adfuahy other model atmospheres

changes in the radiative heating rates. Exploiting thet tigin-

relation between gas temperatureand vertical optical depth The dfects of line scattering on the temperature structure of the

7 (Stein & Nordlund 1998), we interpolate the 3D temperatu@D model seem to be opposite of 1D hydrostatic models in radia

cube at each time step of the series onto surfaces with the saive equilibrium, where heating of the highest layers rathan

optical depth, using a refereneescale at 5000 A. We then com-cooling is observed. Indeed, the 1D calculations on the r8&an

pute the average temperature of each surface in the 3D cudieosphere exhibit slight heating in this region when scisig

which yields a 1D mean temperature profile for every snapshist included (Fig[CB). The temperature gradient would thenef

These profiles are finally averaged over time, and we obtairbacome shallower if the 1D calculations were iterated uitoer

very robust characteristit-r relation. assumption of radiative equilibrium (see, e.g., the disitumsin
Figure[T compares the resulting horizontal and tempo/utten 2003).

mean temperature profiles. The simulations without séager  The total radiative flux divergence includes several com-

and with continuum scattering have practically identideits ponents: hot radiation from deeper layers at short wavéhsng

ifications, as expected from the continuum photon destractidominates the heating of the gas; the steep outwd@gdT

probabilitiese; (Fig.[4) and the 1D test presented in the previgradient causes a positive growingj£ S) split. The dfect de-

ous section; continuum scattering is therefore insignifidar clines in higher layers due to the rapidly decreasing opécit

the atmospheric stratification in solar-type stars. Eq. (7). Strong LTE lines may heat or cool the higher atmo-
The dfects of scattering on line-blanketing in and below thephere (sincel ~ B in deeper parts), depending on the spec-

photosphere are also rather weak (dot-dashed line inFighe) tral region and local temperature gradient, which deteenttie

gas temperatures abowgoo > 1072 deviate up to 40K from the sign of the § — S) split. Including coherent scattering in line-
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Fig. 8. Horizontal averages of the radiative heating rajgsgfor the continuum scattering case (circles) and the contimand line
scattering case (diamonds) as a function of simulation tinae optical depthssog = 107° (upper panel)rsogo = 107* (center
panel) andrsgeo = 1073 (lower panel). Dashed lines show the spatial and tempokrlaes for the continuum scattering case,
where line scattering is treated as true absorption; dsielh lines show the spatial and temporal averages for theséiattering
case. Dotted lines indicate zero heating.

blanketing &ectively reduces both radiative heating and coolinig the first law of thermodynamics. An upflowing (downflowing)
in high layers through the outwards decreasingee Figlll). As gas parcel cools (heats) through expansion (compressipre+

a conseguence, strong resonance lines become unimpatansénted by th®p/Dt term in Eq.[25), and is exposed to radiative
the temperature structure in high layers, and radiativéifggat heating through the;aq term. Equation[(25) is equivalent to the
shorter wavelengths decreases. expression

In the 1D mean atmosphere, scattering-weakened line coolp g

ing shifts the totabaq slightly towards positive values. The be-T — = Orad,
havior of the 3D case can be understood by considering thé)t . . )
dynamical nature of our 3D models. Following a derivation iWhereT is the gas temperature ants the entropy per unit mass,

Mihalas & Mihalas[(1984), we insert the continuity equation and it is immediately clear that gas motion is adiabatic when
Orad — O. In the photosphere of the 3D simulation, temperatures

(26)

Dp are not #fected by scattering. In the upper atmosphere, below
o TPV u=0 (23) 75000 1074, scattering strongly reduces the line-blanketing.

Small or vanishing heating ratgs,y cause the temperature strat-
ification to steepen towards an adiabatic gradient.

Figure[8 compares the time evolution of radiative heating
rates at three optical depths in the atmosphere, averageduary
faces of constant optical depth to approximately accountdo
tical gas motion. The plot shows a sequence of snapshots take
at regular simulation time intervals of 10s; the zero pomtlee
whereeis the internal energy per unit magkis the gas pressure, abscissa is arbitrary. Atsopo = 10°> and7soo0 = 10°* (lower
andgqyqq is the radiative heating rate per unit mass; we omit trand center panels), the continuum scattering case (Girates
viscous dissipation term for simplicity. The resulting eagsion, the continuum and line scattering case (diamonds) exhihit s
lar positive heating rates on the average (dashed and dbeda
lines) and thus similar average temperatures (Big. 7). koa-
tering radiative transfer produces slightly stronger mbeeaat-

wherep is the gas densityp/Dt is the material derivative and
is the gas velocity, into the energy equation,

De P
— + =V U= (ag,

ot (24)

De P Dp

— 25
Dt p? Dt (25)

= Orad>
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Wedemeyeretal. | (2004) presented 3D radiation-
hydrodynamical simulations of the solar atmosphere that
include a chromosphere, using radiative transfer withcat-s
tering and solving the equation only for the Rosseland mean
opacity to suppress radiative cooling by strong LTE lindseyl
found an increasing asymmetry of the gas temperaturelaistri
tion with increasing height above the surface, and a bitiona
in the chromosphere. Wedemeyer etlal. (2004) further obderv
that treating strong spectral lines as true absorption with
opacity binning method reduces the amplitude of tempegatur
fluctuations, which are caused by outward propagating dicous
waves, resulting in unrealistically low maximum temperagu
in high layers|_Skartlien (2000) investigated scatteridjative
transfer in the chromosphere, comparing radiative heating
with and without scattering, and came to the conclusion that
including line scattering reduces this dampineet of LTE
lines.

Our simulations do not include a chromosphere; the inter-
nal energy at the top boundary is set to a slowly evolving mean
instead. In the line scattering case, where radiative fieainas
only weak influence on the gas, the temperature gradienhis se
sitive to this boundary condition and thus not well-coristd.
However, this does not compromise our conclusions, sinee th
boundary is free to adapt to any upward or downward shiftén th
mean energies of the gas beneath.

Figure[® shows temperature distributions of the simulation
with continuum scattering and with continuum and line sratt

Fig. 7. Horizontal and temporal average of the mean tempeéfyg at three dferent heights above the surface. Our simulations
ature structure as a function of optical depth at 5000 A witlto not reach the same geometrical heights as thdse of ®kartli

out scattering (solid line), with continuum scattering gded),

(2000) and Wedemeyer et al. (2004), and we use a more real-

and with continuum and line scattering (dot-dashed). Thgeup istic radiative transfer treatment with 12 opacity bins. fivil
panel shows the deviation from the first case.

a similarly growing asymmetry in the temperature distritut

of the line scattering simulation in the outer layers (c§.H in
Wedemeyer et al. 2004). Treating strong lines as absorbiis s
the mean temperature upward and removes the high temperatur

ing at tspo0 = 1073, but fluctuates with lower amplitude. At tail of the distribution, in qualitative agreement with tiredings
75000 = 1075, Qrag practically vanishes on the time average in thef[Skartlien (2000) and Wedemeyer et al. (2004).

line scattering case, but there is still significant rag&ateat-

Figurd 10 shows horizontal and temporal averages of the rel-

inglwi.th line scattering as true absorption. Note the qurmnhi ative temperature fluctuations, which we define as
variation of the sequences: contrary to 1D hydrostatic rispde

where the radiation field is time-independent by definitithre,
evolution of the 3D simulations produces fluctuating radét ATms

heating.

V(T =(TH?
(M

(M 27)
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in every geometrical depth layer (cf. Eq. 2 and Fig. 9 itonic interpolation to reduce the numericaffdsion dfect of
Wedemeyer et al. 2004). The comparison between the cagdes sftort characteristics and represent the source functiegrial
continuum scattering and with continuum and line scatterirwith Bézier polynomials to suppress interpolation oversk. A
confirms the damping of temperature fluctuations througé lipartial grid refinement scheme is included to improve the+es
absorption. Note the decreasindms at the top of the simula- lution of the radiative transfer computation where stroegtiv
tion, which is induced by the hydrodynamical boundary cendtal opacity gradients occur. The wavelength integral stae in
tions. the opacity binning approximation, using 12 bins that dimide
opacity spectrum by formation height and wavelength.
The dfects of coherent scattering on the temperature struc-

0.251 . . . . . ture of a solar-type star are investigated with 3D time-dejeat
r — Cont. scat. ] hydrodynamical simulations of magnetically quiet surface-

0.20f - Cont. + Line scat. ] vection, including Rayleigh scattering and electron scatg

i ] in the continuum and estimated line scattering using the van
Regemorter formula. While continuum scattering proceases
not important for the mean temperature stratification, wd fin
lower temperatures in the upper atmosphere when scattisring
included in the line-blanketing. 3D radiative-hydrodyrieahat-
mospheres thus show the opposite behavior of 1D hydrostatic
atmospheres in radiative equilibrium, where scatteringtriong
lines dfectively heats the outer layers.

3D LTE models of solar surface convection have been very
successful at reproducing various observational tests,cam
results indicate that the solar photosphere is indeed eeH r
. . . resented when scattering is not included in radiative feank
Fig. 10. Horizontal and temporal averages of the relative teMiqrefore seems that a refined treatment of the line-blagket
perature fluctuationaTms/ (T) as a function of atmospheric,q,gh, e.g., opacity distribution functions or opaciayrgling
height, computed with continuum scattering (solid lineJ ath i pe the next significant step to improve the realism of 3D
continuum and line scattering (dot-dashed line). radiative-hydrodynamical model atmospheres. Scattedd-

tive transfer is nevertheless an important ingredient abient

MHD models of the solar chromosphere, transition region
corona.

While it is not unexpected to see only smalifdiences in
the photospheres of solar-type stars when scatteringes tako

AT, ./<T>
o
e

0.05}

0.00

-1000 -500 0 500
Height in [km]

We conclude that line scattering is an important ingredieﬁﬁd
for model atmospheres of solar-type stars that include @cbr
sphere; while gray radiative transfer reduces dampingutiro

strong LTE lines, it cannot produce a realistic temperadtmec- S
ture 9 P P account, this is likely to change for the much less dense -atmo

Andersoh (1989) presented simplified, an&pheres of giants, where the importgince _of Rayleigh sQagter
Short & Hauschildt (2005) presented full 1D non-LTENCr€ases. The case O.f metal-p_oor_ giants is particulartyést-
line-blanketing calculations, respectively, for hydeit ing in that respect, owing to their significance for underdiag

model atmospheres of solar-type stars. The departuresga'}a‘:tic chemical evolution and the origin of the elements.

line-blanketing from LTE through iron-group elements heat

up the atmosphere in the height rangea_l_@c' Tsoo0 < 1072, Acknowledgements. This research project has been supported by a Marie Curie
Our 3D model predicts a predominant temperature decrease#¥ Stage sesea”:h Tra'”éng Fellowship of éhe gl s%h

we discussed above. However, it is not clear how departu m_e'sv‘é,olrnter:;%r;?ygcﬁgoffrorccs’gtgcér?;sri';s?r ST-CT-200385: The
from LTE in the absorber populations through the ionization

balance etc. wouldftect the atmospheric structure in our 3D

simulations, making a direct comparison with the 1D models
difficult. References
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Appendix A: B ézier interpolation of source
functions and opacities

The discrete formal solution (Eq._{IL4)) of the radiativensfr equation (Eq14))
requires interpolating the source functi®gr) along the short characteristic.
While linear interpolation never overshoots, its accuriaayot suficient in opti-
cally thick media, since the discrete expression is notvadgrt to the diusion
approximation. Second-order interpolation significamthproves the accuracy,
but sufers from strong overshoots whet&/Ar gradients change rapidly be-
tween the upwind and downwind halves of the characteribtiextreme cases,
this can even destabilize the solver and produce spikeseitottal flux diver-
gences.

Bézier-type interpolation techniques allow for a direetetttion and sup-
pression of such overshoots by virtue of a control point enghlynomial which
shapes its curve (see Aler 2003). A second-order Bézigmpoiial may be
written in the parameterized form

S(t) = Su(1 - t)? + Sot? + 2Sct(1 - t), (A.1)

whereS,, andSy are the source functions at the upwind end and the centetr poin
of the characteristic, between which interpolation is eegt= (r—1,)/(t0—7u)

is the curve parameter, arg} is the control point. A Beziér curve is always
bounded by the convex hull of the three poiBig S; andSyp. Using the abbre-
viations

Aty =710 — Tu; Atg =14 — 70 (A.2)
for the optical depths along the characteristic and chgatsia control point
Aty

Sc = So - TS{)
_ s Aty Atqg  Sp—Su Aty Sg—So
-0 2 \Aty+Atq Aty Aty +Atq Aty

yields second-order interpolation 8f which now also depends on the source
function Sy at the downwind end. Introducing the three functions

Uot) = 1-¢
Us(t) = t-Uo(t)
Ua(t) = t2-2U4(0),

and evaluating the integral of the Bézier polynomial resuh the familiar
second-order integration constants for Eql (14),
Uz(Aty) — (Atg + 2A1y)U1(ATy)
Aty(Aty + Atg)
(Aty + Atg)Ua(Ay) — Up(ATy)
AtyAty

Uz(A7y) = AryU1(Ary)

Atg(Aty + Atq)

Yy Uo(Ary) +

W =

(cf. Eq. 8 and 9 in_Kunasz & Auer 1988). If the source functi®is Sp and
Sq have an extremum &p, choosingS; = Sp enforcesS; = 0, yielding the
constants

Uz(A1y) — 2A1yUs(Ay)
A‘rﬁ

2AtyUs(Aty) — Up(ATy)

ATﬁ

Yy = Uo(Ary) +

Yo =
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Overshoots are avoided by limiting: to the range of the data points: Appendix C: Line scattering with the van

min(Sy,Sp) < Sc¢ < max@Sy, So). If S lies outside these limits, choosing

Sc¢ = Sy results in the constants

Uz(Aty)
Yy = u 0 (ATU) - ATS
¥y = Uz(A7y)
ATE
Yy = 0.

Note that, contrary to the first two cases, suppressing suetslooots leads to
discontinuous left-hand and right-hand derivativeSat
Optical depths are computed in an analogue fashion to awmdtive re-

sults. A second-order Bézier polynomjidk) interpolates opacities over the path

lengthAsalong the ray; integration overyields the optical depth interval

As As
s = [ = 5 truxox0). (*3)

where the control poing is selected according to the same criteria as discussed

above forSe.

Appendix B: Local cubic monotonic interpolation

The radiative transfer solver uses local cubic interpofatfor interpolating
data from the hydrodynamical grid onto the characteriggied. This choice of
method improves the accuracy compared to linear interipalatvhile ensuring
local control of the interpolating polynomial to reduceifadts. In addition to
being a one-pass algorithm, the method also exhibits gootpatational per-
formance through its instruction-per-data ratio, whickvell-suited for modern
multi-core CPUs, where high computation speeds are cdetragth slow mem-
ory access.

2D interpolation is approximated by consecutive 1D int&pon using a
cubic polynomial
f(t) = at® + bt? + ct + d, (B.1)

with the curve parametdre [0, 1]. The codficientsa, b, c andd depend on the
adjacent data pointy and f, and their derivatived; and fJ. Inserting the data
and reordering the terms, the polynomial may be rewrittethénform

f() = a() s + BO 2 + () ] + (O], (B.2)
where the interpolation weights 3, y ands now depend on the parameter

aft) = 2°8-3%+1
Bt) = 32 —2°

y(©) = (£ -2%+1t)Ax
st) = (t-1%)Ax

Regemorter formula
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Fig. C.1. Dependence of the tabulated Gaunt factor integral
P(AE,, T) for collisions of electrons with neutral atoms in the
van Regemorter (1952) formula on the transition enekf
and the gas temperatufe The dashed lines mark the boundaries
for typical values ofAE, /KT found in solar surface convection
simulations (Seck. 5l1).

The photon destruction probabilities in line transitionaynbe estimated
using the semi-empirical van Regemarier (1962) formulaitaio electron col-
lision rates, following the discussionlin Skartlien (200Rgglecting other con-
tributions from, e.g., collisions with neutral hydrogemrmat, the de-excitation
rate for electron collisions according to this formula igegi by

Co1 ~ BBNeT Y251 P(AE,, T), (C.1)

where 1 is the transition wavelength\e is the electron densityT is the gas
temperature, and\y; is the Einstein cacient for the corresponding sponta-
neous radiative transition. The functi®AE,, T) abbreviates the velocity inte-
gral over the empirically calibrated Gaunt factor of thettrad electron, and
depends on the transition energ¥, and the gas temperatufe We adopt the
tabulated data for neutral atoms of van Regemarter {1962)Fg[C.1L.

The photon destruction probability for a two-level atomiigeg by

with the grid spacing\x between the two data points. The shape of the curve

is defined by the derivative§ and f;. A natural choice is the mean of the left-

handed and right-handedfid@irence quotientd/ and f; at both end points. An
unweighted arithmetic mean leads to wiggles and oversholotse strong gra-
dients appear. We therefore adopt a recipe_by Fritsch & Bdt(d984), which
uses a weighted harmonic mean

fl i

R f >0
p_ ) TR Lt'R” 8.3)
0 f i <0
with the weighting factor
1 AXR
a—§(1+ m), (B.4)

which depends on the grid spacing and Axg on the left and right sides of

the data point. The weighted harmonic mean biaSewards the smaller of ¢!

the two diference quotientd and f; where strong gradients occuffectively
suppressing overshoots.

Quadratic interpolation uses only one of the two derivatifeand f;, de-
pending on the interpolation parametefhe interpolation cd@cients are

t<i: t>13:

o) = 1-t2 a) = (1-1)?2

B = t? B = t(2-1) (8.5)
() = t(1-t)Ax Yyt =0

stt) = 0 8(t) = t(t—1)Ax

KA Co1

€ = = s
kKy+oy  Cor+ Ao+ BBy

(C.2)

whereBy; is the rate for induced de-excitation, aBg is the Planck function.
Neglecting the induced de-excitation term, Eq. {C.2) sifigsl to

1

AT A21/Co1”

(C3)
€1 is independent of the actual transition after insertingvidne Regemorter for-
mula Eq.[C1l), and thus only a function &fNe andT.

Line opacities in stellar spectra often combine contriimgi from many
transitions at a given wavelength. The total monochronatticton destruction
probability of an opacity sample at wavelengths given by the sum over all
transitions,

Nik,

e L (C.4)
Zi/\//l’i

Inserting Eq.[{CB), thus assuming the above mentionecbappations, yields
i €

e ! (C5)
Zi){/ll

where the equality holds sineg is independent of the actual transitianThe
absorption and scattering contributiorgsanda-'l to each opacity sampjgé/1 are
then isolated using/'{ and added to the cfiicients of the continuum processes
(see TablgDI1).
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Appendix D: Continuum opacity sources

Table D.1.Continuum opacity sources

Absorber and process  Reference

H- b-f Broad & Reinhardt (1976); Wishart (1979)
H- f-f Bell & Berrington (1987)

H I b-f, f-f Karzas & Latter (1961)

HI+HI Doyle (1968)

Hl+Hel Gustafsson & Frommbhold (2001)
Ho+H Gustafsson & Frommbhold (2003)
Ho+Hel Jagrgensen et al. (2000)

Ho+H>» Borysow et al. (2001)

H; f-f Bell (1980)

H, photo-dissociation Allison & Dalgarno (1969)

H b-f, f-f Stancil (1994)

He  f-f John (1995)

Hel b-f TOPbask

Hel f-f Peach (1970)

Hell b-f TOPbasé

C ff Bell et al. (1988)

Cl b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1991)

CIff Peach (1970)

Cll b-f Nahar (1995, 2002)

CIIf-f Peach (1970)

CIII b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1997)

N~ f-f Ramsbottom et al. (1992)

NI b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1997)

NI b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1991)

N 11 b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1997)

O f-f John (1975)

Ol, Oll b-f Nahar (1998)

Olll b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1994b)

Nel, Nell, Ne lll b-f TOPbask
Nal, Nall, Nalll b-f TOPbask
Mgl, Mgll, Mglll b-f  TOPbasé
All, Alll, ALl b-f TOPbase?

Sil b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1993)
Sill b-f Nahar (1995)

Silll b-f TOPbasé

S|b-f TOPbask

Sl b-f Nahar (1995)

Sl b-f Nahar (2000)

Arl, Arll, Arlll b-f TOPbase!
Cal, Call, Calll b-f TOPbase

Fel b-f Bautista (1997)

Fell b-f Nahar & Pradhan (1994a)
Felll b-f Nahar (1996)

Nill b-f Bautista (1999)

CO f-f John (1975)

H,O f-f John (1975)

OH b-f Kurucz et al. (1987)

CH b-f Kurucz et al. (1987)

H scattering Gauvrila (1967)

H, scattering Victor & Dalgarno (1969)
€ scattering Thomson

He | scattering Langh®et al. (1974)

1 Contains Opacity Project dala (Seaton ét al. 1994)
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