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ABSTRACT

Motivated by the work of Guillot (2010), we present a semagtical formalism for calcu-
lating the temperature-pressure profiles in hot Jovian spimeres which includes the effects
of clouds/hazes and collision-induced absorption. Udiegdual-band approximation, we as-
sume that stellar irradiation and thermal emission fromhihieJupiter occur at distinct wave-
lengths (“shortwave” versus “longwave”). For a purely atbéog cloud/haze, we demonstrate
its dual effect of cooling and warming the upper and loweragphere, respectively, which
moadifies, in a non-trivial manner, the condition for whethéemperature inversion is present
in the upper atmosphere. The warming effect becomes moroprzed as the cloud/haze
deck resides at greater depths. If it sits below the shoevpdotosphere, the warming ef-
fect becomes either more subdued or ceases altogetheortisive scattering is present, its
dual effect is to warm and cool the upper and lower atmosphespectively, thus counter-
acting the effects of enhanced longwave absorption by thadéhaze. We make a tentative
comparison of a 4-parameter model to the temperatureymesdata points inferred from the
observations of HD 189733b and estimate that its Bond altsegjgproximately 10%. Besides
their utility in developing physical intuition, our semialytical models are a guide for the
parameter space exploration of hot Jovian atmospherebnga-tlimensional simulations of
atmospheric circulation.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The study of extrasolar planets has swiftly transitionexifrdiscovery to characterization. Following the pionegriletection of the
atmosphere of a hot Jupiter by Charbonneaulet al. (2002argsers have used the transit method to infer the preséndeunls and
hazes in these atmospheres (&.9.. Pont/et all 2008; Sing2étldl). (Sek Fortney etlal. 2010 and references thereindetadled comparison
of the observed atmospheric properties of hot Jupiters ¢éotsgd models.) Such discoveries motivate the improvensértmospheric
models to include the effects of clouds and hazes. In paaticthe simplicity of one- or two-dimensional models alkbane to develop
physical intuition prior to including new physical effeéts(expensive) three-dimensional simulations of atmosplegrculation. The main
purpose of the present study is to generalize the formaligsemted in Hubeny. Burrows & Sudarsky (2003), Hansen (2868 Guillot
(2010) to include several new effects: scattering, callishduced absorption and additional sources of longwdsarption. The joint
consideration of some of these improvements allows us temstahd the effects of clouds/hazes on the temperatussyme profiles of
hot Jovian atmospheres. The simplicity and versatility wf semi-analytical models allow for an easy comparison &s@nt and future
observations aiming to characterize the atmospheres diupiters.

Absorption and scattering introduce competing effecthafeed longwave absorption by the cloud/haze haduhéeffect of cooling
and warming the upper and lower atmosphere, respectivglgoBtrast, if the cloud/haze scatters in the shortwaveastthe counteracting,
dual effect of respectively warming and cooling the uppet lawer atmosphere. All of these effects combine to make émelization of
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Figure 1. Dependence of the Bond albedband the coefficient iffi,, (or Teq), (1 — A)1/4, on the scattering parametér

the condition for the presence or absence of a temperategesion difficult, as opposed to its crisp one-parametetrigon in a cloud-free
scenariol(Hubeny, Burrows & Sudarsky 2003; Harisen |2008idb2010). As a demonstration of the utility of our models tentatively
compare our semi-analytical, global-mean temperatuesgure profiles to the data points inferred from the obsens&bf HD 189733b
and estimate that its Bond albedo is about 0.1 (Figlire 8).

In g2, we describe the derivation of a general equation for thipézature-pressure profile in a hot Jupiter atmospherehvetiows for
an arbitrary functional form for the longwave opacity. In §3, we derive more specific forms of the equation assuminguarunctional
forms forxr. Examples of temperature-pressure profiles are calctilat@li We discuss the implications of our resultgh Tabld1 contains
a list of the commonly used symbols in this study. Our maihnézal results are stated in equations] (45) (50). Appedd [B,[C and
[Dlarchive technical information relevant to the formalisragented irf2l.

2 GENERAL FORMALISM FOR TEMPERATURE-PRESSURE PROFILE

In this section, we aim to analytically derive a general espion for the global-mean temperature-pressure profite hajt Jupiter
atmosphere by generalizing the formalism presented ini@e8t2 of Guillot (2010). We assume that stellar irradiatidshortwave”;
denoted by “S”) and thermal emission (“longwave”; denotgdld’) from the hot Jupiter peak at distinct wavelengths, ithe dual-band
approximation. The zeroth, first and second moments of tkeifip intensity are represented by, H, and K,,, respectively, where
denotes the photon frequency. The frequency-dependentpdion opacity is denoted by, . In general, the functional dependence of a
given quantity is suppressed unless it is necessary tadisth between functions with different arguments (e guation [11]).

We consider both the effects of absorption and scatteruigréat them in an approximate manner in order to ensurdwgetractabil-
ity. For simplicity, we include scattering only in the sheave via the parameter, which is the ratio of the absorption to the total opacity,
while being aware that longwave scattering is a non-ndgbgeffect (de Kok et al. 20:Lﬂ.Thus, we havé = 0 and 1 in purely scattering
and absorbing situations, respectively. For example |I@2010) assume$ = 1. It is important to note that decreasiédnas the effect of
increasing the number of shortwave scatterers preseng Wdeping the number of shortwave absorbers constant. ©hd BlbedaA and
¢ are not independent parameters. Rather, as a generic stdfeme expect: whe = 0, A = 1; conversely, wheg = 1, A = 0. These
properties serve as boundary conditions to the functiarah £ = £(.A), which we will elucidate later, in the context of the collited beam
approximation (AppendikJA), in equatiof (17) and Figure (1)

The shortwave optical depth is

™ ks , Ksm
TS = — dm = —, Q)
o ¢ 13
wherem is the column mass per unit area arg is the (constant) shortwave absorption opacity which wé dekcribe shortly. In a

hydrostatically balanced atmosphere, the shortwave phbte resides at

Py = 2%, e
Ks
with g being the surface gravity of the hot Jupiter. The precedigession follows from demanding tha = . In the solution to the
classical Milne’s problem for a self-radiating (stellatirosphere (see Section 3.3 of Mihalas 1978), one obtains 2/3 ~ 0.67. For

irradiated atmospheres, the valuewfneeds to be estimated numerically (see Appehdix B); slingtis its value is not very different:

1 The formalism remains algebraically tractable even if tegivave analogue @fis included as an additional parameter.
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Clouds and hazes in hot Jovian atmosphere8

w = 0.63. The photon deposition depth- the location where the energy of the stellar photons aresisggl — resides slightly deeper
than the shortwave photospherex&rs = w instead ofrs = w (see equatiorL [15]). Thus, the pressure level at which slawe photon
deposition occurs is

_wgvE _ P _ = T
e " ® mbar\/g(o.63 10m§2) (0-01 cm? 9*1) ' o

As the effect of scattering becomes stronger (decreg$irie altitude at which the stellar photons are absorbedrbes higher if shortwave
absorption stays constant. In the extreme limittof= 0, no starlight gets absorbed and the atmosphere has an abeohity — its
temperature-pressure profile is described only by itsiatdreat flux. Sincé < 1, we havePp > Ps. When shortwave scattering is absent,
we obtainPs = Pp.

For the rest of the paper, we refer onlyabsorption(and not scattering) opacities when we use the term “ogagityless otherwise
specified) and assign symbols to them. The shortwave opacity

fs Ky dy dv

Rg = “S——,
fs Ju dv

is assumed to be constant with the integration being takentbe range of shortwave frequencies. Equafidn (4) defirestisorption mean

opacity (se¢3.2 oflMihalas 1978), which is defined to guarantee the cototal amount of (shortwave) energy absorption. By conttas
longwave opacity,

4)

_ fL Ky, dv ~ fL kv By dv
fL J, dv fL B, dv '’

is closer to being #lanck mearopacity defined to guarantee radiative equilibrium in théoatly thin portions of the atmospheré3;2
of Mihalas| 1978). The Planck/blackbody function is dendtgdB, . The longwave opacity is in general a functiorrof the cosine of the
latitude x = cos 0 and the longitude, i.e., k.. = k1(m, u, ¢). For simplicity, we considekr, = x1.(m) only, while acknowledging the
possibility that the strong temperature gradients inhteirehot Jupiter atmospheres may result in latitudinally somitudinally varying
longwave opacities.

Denoting the specific intensity by, (with units of erg cm? s7! Hz~
1978)

©)

KL

L 'sr™1), the radiative transfer equation is (e.g., pg. 35 of Mihala

oI, kol kv (1—&)Jy
= — kB, — ———=2—, 6
Hom £ " 3 (6)
Equation [[6) implicitly assumes either isotropic scattgror the collimated beam approximation (see Appehqdix A)retibe forward and
backward scattering probabilities are the same. The manwéithe radiative transfer equation are described by a paigquations|(Mihalas

1978; Hubeny, Burrows & Sudarsky 2003; Guillot 2010),

aanT: = Ry (Jz/ - BV)7
0K, k,H, (7
om €&

Since there are three unknowns, ( H,, K,)) and only two equations, closure relations known as therigfddn approximations are required
in order to obtain the solutions. In the longwave, the first sacond Eddington coefficients are respectively defined as

Ki, 1 Hi, 1
81:J—L:§,€2:J—L:§, (8)
and are assumed to be constant — with their values chosendoriséstent with Guillot| (2010) — to facilitate algebraic emability. We
note that if the two-stream approximation is made — whiclypsdally the simplifying assumption adopted in three-dirsienal simulations
with radiative transfer (e.¢.. Showman el al. 2009; Heni@rBon & Phillipps 2011) — then we instead have, efg.= 1/v/3 ~ 0.58 (see

AppendiX). In the shortwave, the first Eddington coeffitisnequated to the square of the cosine of the latitude (@H#D10),
2 Ks
W= T2 ©)
We note that equatiofl}(9) is a consequence of the collimaathapproximation which we make only in the shortwave (sgeeAgiXA).
Let the heat transported by atmospheric circulation, asasied in three-dimensional simulations (e.9., Showmahi2009; Heng, Menou & Phillipps
2011), beQ = Q(m, p, $), which has units of ergs g~* and is thus technically a specific luminosity of heat. It carrédated to the mo-
ments of the specific intensity by integrating the right-dhaite of the first expression in equatiéh (7) over all freqigs)

kL (JL — B) + ksJs = Q, (10)

where we haveB = [, B, dv = osgT"*/m, oss denotes the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and we have asshatetté¢ star and the hot
Jupiter radiate negligibly in the longwave and shortwaespectively. Equatiori (10) is equivalent to the energy ggoiaised in general
circulation models if one specializes to a static or timgejpendent situation. By further integrating over columrssniét follows that

H=H,—Q(m,0), (11)

© 2021 RAS, MNRASDOO, [THI8
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Figure 2. Examples of the first moment of the shortwave intensityfer 1 and7},, = 2025 K.

whereH . is the value offf evaluated whem — oo and

m2

Q (m1,ma2) = / Q (m',u,d)) dm’. (12)

mi
Note that equatiori {11) is completely general: it requireassumptions on the functional forms of eithegror «1.. For convenience, the-
and¢-dependences @) have been suppressed.

2.1 Shortwave

In the shortwave, equatiof](7) reduces to

aKs o HsHs (13)
om €
By usingu? = Ks/Js, one may rewrite the preceding pair of equations,
& Js ks \? 1 9(rs/&) (™ '
— - d H
om? (H\/E) Js + u?  om /0 rsds dm+ Hso ) (14)

(92Hs KS 2 1 Oks m ksHs ’ 2
Upon inspection of equatioh (IL4), it is evident that obtagnanalytical solutions fo¥s and Hs is a challenging task unless the assumptions
of constantg and¢ are made. With such assumptions and the boundary conditiahds = Hs = 0 asm — oo, we obtain

(15)
Ksm VETs
Hs = Hs, exp (——> = Hs, exp <_ >7
’ Ve ’ 1
whereJs, and Hs, are the values ofs and Hs, respectively, evaluated at = 0 and whence
Hs = —p\/EJs = Hs, = —py/EJs,. (16)

One may regaréds as a shortwave opacity which collectively describes thewddsg effects of the “gas” and the “haze” or “cloud”, sintesi
assumed to be constant. Thus, the effects of absorptiorcattgsng in the shortwave are described by the parameteainds, respectively.

Combining equatior[ (16) with the collimated beam approtiomalready employed in the formalism (see Apperidix A), Bund
albedo may now be related to the scattering parameter @mjir

A=1= ‘/E, 17)
1+¢€
which in turn allows us to make a physical connection betwienstrength of shortwave scattering and the temperatweep th the
atmosphereT(-.; equation[[44]). Note that we only consider forward and beakl scattering in the collimated beam approximation (see
AppendiXA).
As an illustration, we show examples éfs in Figure[2. Two effects are apparent: the stellar photoesatsorbed higher in the
atmosphere as scattering becomes more important; andjstrecattering dilutes the incident stellar irradiatioa thie enhancement of the

© 2021 RAS, MNRASD00,[THI8
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Bond albedo. Both the shortwave photosphere (equdfloraf@])photon deposition depth (equatibh [3]) shift to highttuales as scattering
becomes a stronger effect (decreagiiidout the relative separation between them grows a5 /€.

2.2 Longwave

In the longwave, equatiofi](7) reduces to

OH,
3 L =kL (JL — B) = Q — ksJs,
e (18)
OKL
= K/LHT.M
om

where the second equality in the first expression followsnftioe assumption of energy conservation as described inieq&Qd). Integrating
over the column mass (per unit area) for the first expressi@qiiation[(18), we obtain

Hy, = Hy, + Hs, [1 — exp (—@)] +Q(0,m). (19)
v
In deriving the preceding expression, we have made use @aftiequ{16) which assumes a constant shortwave opacity. tHawequation
(I9) makes no assumption on the functional formxpf The quantityHr,, is the value ofH1, evaluated atn = 0. Using equation{11), it

follows that

KrSM ~
H;, = Hy, — Hg exp(——)—Q m,o0). (20)
L 0 M\/E ( )
Combining equatior[{8), the second equatioriid (18) andtequi2Qd) yields
1 m rksm' ~ ’
Ju=Jiy + & He — H: - —Q (m,00)| dm/, 21
= g [ [ e (55) =@ .00 e
where.Ji,, is the value ofJ;, evaluated atn = 0 and may be eliminated in favour of other quantities usingaéiqus [8) and{20),
1 ~
Juo = 7 [Hm — Hs, —Q (0, oo)] . 22)
2

Our goal is to obtain an expression in terms of oBlyH., and Hs,,. To this end, equatio (21) may be rewritten using equal@}),

_ 1 m AR 1 1M _ ks’ "o _hs
o (o [Pwan) o [ [ ()] () 0

where we have collected all of the terms involvi@gnto the following quantity,

:_2_i m o / ,_Q(0,00)
Q= /0 kL Q (m',00) dm — (24)

We have defined < 0 because it is the heat flux — as a function of depth, latitudelangitude, i.e.Q = Q(m, u, ) — transported by
horizontal winds from the day to the night side of a hot Joatmosphere (Showman & Guillot 2002). In the limit of a constangwave
opacity (i.e.,dxr,/dm = 0) and no shortwave scattering & 1), equation[(2B) reduces to equation (41) of Guillot (201@kew two
typographical errors in the latter are corrected: one shobtain—Q/xy. instead of-Q and the terms involving)(m/, o) are missing the
&' coefficient.

2.3 Global-mean temperature-pressure profile

As realized by Guillot/(2010), the pair of first moments in atjon [23) have clear physical interpretations:

_ USBjjiit _ /U‘O—SB,anr
Hoo = =%, Hs, = o (25)
The quantityTi,, is the blackbody-equivalent temperature associated Witlrternal heat flux, while the irradiation temperature is
1/4
R, 1/a T, R./a\'?| 2vZ
T = T 1— ~ 1900 K , 26
( a ) (=4 900 <6000 K) < 0.1 (1+ V%) (26)

whereT is the stellar effective temperatur®, is the stellar radius and is the spatial separation between the hot Jupiter and theTsia
albedo integrated over all shortwave frequencies is denoye4d and may be regarded as the Bond albedo {Se# of Seager 2010 for a
discussion of albedos). Note that the equilibrium tempeeain the absence of day-night heat redistributiofiLis= Ti,./+/2. The quantity
Hs, is negative because the incoming stellar irradiation teatewnwards into the atmosphere. For most values of théesitay parameter
(€ = 0.1), the coefficien(1 — A)'/* = [2/€/(1 + &)]*/* is typically close to being unity (FiguFé 1), which impli¢sat the temperature
at depthl'» is insensitive to changes in the Bond albedo (cf. throlighin equation[[4#]) unlesst > 0.5.

Substituting equationh (25) into equatién]23), we obtain

T4t 1 /m /) T4 |: ks ( :‘{sm) U U /m ( l{sml) :| 7TQ
T =2 — dm' ) + == t5 Tt - dm'| + —. 27
4 (((:2 &1 0 AL dm 4 \/EHL xp /j,\/_ &1 AL exp M\/Z 0SB ( )

© 2021 RAS, MNRASDOO, [THI8
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In the limit of a constant longwave opacity, the precedingregsion reduces to equation (43) of Guillot (2010) wherpagdyaphical in the
latter is corrected for: instead @f) /oss, one should have-7Q /ospx1.. The reduction to equation (43)of Guillot (2010) also regsithe
use of the identity (see Appendix C),
S Q (' 00) = ~Q (', 1. (29)
towards evaluating the second term in equatfiamn (24) vigiatéeon by parts.
For an arbitrary functior’, its global-mean counterpart is

_ 1 2 1
= / / X du do, (29)
2 Jo o

with the assumption that there is latitudinal symmetry atibe equatord = 0°). For the terms involving the internal heat fluxsg Tih,),

we assume azimuthal symmetry, i.e., the day and night sidetha same. For the terms involving the irradiation temjpeea(,.), we
are strictly speaking performing only a hemispherical agérg — the integration ovef is only non-zero forr radians over the day side,
consistent with the theoretical expectation that hot éupiare tidally locked (at least in the case of circular s)bif one wishes to compute
the temperature-pressure profile only on the day-side oftddwan atmosphere, then the integration avereeds only to be performed
from O t07rﬁ Following/Guillot (2010), we assert that

1 27 1
— / Qdudp =0. (30)
2w Jo 0

The three-dimensional simulations of atmospheric cittataof Heng, Frierson & Phillipps (2011) demonstrate thet approximation in
equation[(3D) breaks down & < 10 bar, where the simulated temperature-pressure profileytiardical-radiative equilibrium) is cooler
by ~ 50 K, at least for their models of HD 209458b, due to the coneersif heat into mechanical energy via the creation~ofi km
s~! horizontal winds. Since our goal is to derive temperatugsgure profiles in radiative equilibrium andt full dynamical-radiative
equilibrium, we retain this approximation. One may regaud approach as being analogous to the “no redistributiondef®presented in
Hansen|(2008). Thus, we get

_ T4 1 1 [m T 1 ~y Kksm' 1 [m Kksm'
Y . ST £ S N ) P I
s\ata), ) s et ) e ) ) 5D
where we have explicitly stated the arguments of the expg@aléntegrals and defined
= @, 7 =1(m) = kLm. (32)
KL

We call the quantity” the “global-mean temperature”, but strictly speaking ithis 1/4-root of the global-mean flux since the averaging is
taken overT™ and notT". The exponential integral of theth order is described by the following expressians (ArfReweber 1995):

Ej(z) = /oo y 7 exp (—zy) dy,
! 1 (33)
Ejy1 (z) = ; [exp (—z) — zEj (x)] .

If we setx;, to be constant, us¢ = 1 and adopt the numerical values of the Eddington coefficiaststated in equatiohl(8), then equation
(32) reduces to equation (49).of Guillot (2010). Note thatanof the typographical errors previously described affectation (49) of Guillot
(2010), because of the assertion in equafiah (30).

In summary, equatiofi (31) is the general expression for ltiizatymean temperature, as a function of depth, in a hoadmimosphere,
assuming constant shortwave opacity but allowing for aitrary functional form for the longwave opacity. In the f@ling section, we will
examine various forms of this equation with = 1. (m) specified.

3 APPLICATIONS OF THE FORMALISM

To proceed further, we first need to relate the column magsupié area)m to the pressure’. If we specify z to be the vertical
coordinate as measured from the top of the atmosphere=(al) downwards, then hydrostatic balance demands

dP

= 34
o = P9 (34)

wherep is the mass density of the atmospheric fluid gné 10* cm s™'. By assuming thay remains constant over the extent of the (thin)
atmosphere and definingin = pdz, we obtain

P =mg. (35)

2 In other words, the term in equatidn {31) invoIviﬂ'ﬁn has a coefficient of 1/8 and not 1/4.

© 2021 RAS, MNRASD00,[THI8
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Figure 3. Temperature-pressure profiles with= 1 and various values af, which parametrizes the effect of collision-induced apsion in the longwave.

For the purpose of comparison to three-dimensional sinamst which require the specification of a bottom (with a pues Py) for the
computational domain, we define the column mass per unitarés bottom to be

mo = Po/g. (36)

Therefore, we havé’/ Py = m/mo. We adoptP, = 100 bar throughout this study.
Upon specifying a functional form foxr, = x.(m), the simplification of equatiod_(81) only involves the ewtlon of the double

integral,
1 [ 53 [™ / ksm'x /
T= —/ T / kL (m') exp (— ) dm’ dz. (37)
&1y 0 v () Ve
For example, wher, is constant, we have
e[ ()]
T = 1-3FEs| — |- 38
3v&r \VE (38)

3.1 Collision-induced absorption

As previously noted in_Guillot (2010) and Heng. Frierson &illdps (2011), the assumption of a constant longwave dpdwieaks
down at high pressures because of the effect of collisiddrd absorptiorl (Herzberg 1952; Pierrehumbert Zlam then havesr, «
P o m. Following Frierson, Held & Zurita-Gotor (2006) and Hengidfson & Phillippsl(2011), we adopt the following functarform for

the longwave optical depth,
P P\?
—_ — 1 [ =
Po Fle=1 (Po>

such thatrr, ~ 70P/P, andt, = e7o at the top and bottom of the model atmosphere, respectiValy.dimensionless quantityis the
correction factor to the longwave optical depth due to thecefof collision-induced absorption, which becomes intaor whenP >
Py /(e — 1). The functional form for the longwave opacity is

KL (M) = Ko {1+2(e— 1) <ﬁ)} ~ {”0’ s mo, (40)

mo ko (2 — 1), m = my,

L (P) =10 , (39)

which guarantees that equati¢nl(39) is recovered when weatea

TL(m):/mHL (m’) dm’ (41)

0

3 Note that collision-induced absorption and pressure @oag are different effects: the former produces continabsorption, while the latter is associated
with the broadening of absorption lines.

© 2021 RAS, MNRASDOO, [1HI8
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Figure 4. Hypothetical cloud/haze decks parametrized using equfdi§). Shown are three examples with different values ofithek thickness parameter.

and usen/mo = P/Py. The normalization for the longwave optical depth in theeao® of collision-induced absorptionsg = komeo. It
follows that equatior (31) reduces to

o o) SR o () )20 -5 ()

3Teé (e—1 T 3y NT (42)
() e () - = (R)]
where the functional dependences of the exponential iategny7/+/¢ have been explicitly stated and
Yo = :—j 43)

In the absence of clouds/hazes, atmospheres with and wigroperature inversions are characterized/py- 1 andvo < 1, respectively.
Whene = 1 and¢ = 1, we obtaint, = 7, v = ~ and equation {42) reduces to equation (49) of Guillot (20T@¥ temperature at depth
(Tint = 0K, 7> 1)is
_ 1V 3(e—1)]V*

Too M Tea |5+ 00+ 0 : (44)
The quantityrs, is the value of the shortwave optical depth,= xsm, evaluated ain = mo. Figure[3 shows examples of temperature-
pressure profiles, with = 1, adopting the numbers usec.in Heng, Frierson & Phillippd12@or their models of HD 209458, = 0 K,
Toq = 1432 K, ks = 0.006 cn?® g™, ko = 0.01 cm? g~* (70 = 0.6) andrs, = 1401. It is apparent that larger values efcorrespond to
higher temperatures at depthn effect which is similar to line blanketing in stellar atspberes. Far = 1000, the temperatures & ~ 0.01
bar appear cooler than the other cases because the enhaaoity oontribution from collision-induced absorptioncbenes noticeable at
these pressures, similar to the cooling effect due to thespiee of a cloud/haze layer ($gE1.1). Elucidating the chemistry/physics which
determines the exact value ofs beyond the scope of the present study k4.8 of Pierrehumbert 2010 for a review of collision-inddc
absorption). Rather, we demonstrate that the effect asamtl-induced absorption can be approximately descrilsétja a single parameter.
Note that the value of', obtained, for an assumed valueepfdepends on the value é% adopted — in other words, one needs to know
the enhancement of the longwave optical depth, due to oilimduced absorption, at a reference pressure level (&) Another way of
interpreting the results in Figuté 3 is thakif< 100 at P, ~ 100 bar, then collision-induced absorption is a minor effe@. (itemperature
differences< 100 K). As further examples, we re-compute the valueg.Qf for £ = 1, used in the simulations of Heng. Frierson & Phillipps
(2011): for Py = 220 bar and setting = 10, 100, 1000 and 2000, we havé,, ~ 1541, 1564, 1749 and 1903 K, respectively.

Finally, we note that the (simpler) generalization of Satt2 of Guillot (2010) to consider equatioris 39) ahd] (40) wasviously
presented ir§4.3 of[Heng, Frierson & Phillipps (2011). Also, the approaiions of constanks andxi, o« P were previously adopted by
Liu & Schneider|(2010) for simulating the atmospheres ofghggiants in our Solar System. Furthermore, Heng, FriegsBhillipps (2011)
used the functional form in equatidn {39) to study the atrhesps of hot Jupiters and were able to produce zonal-meamfiantities (e.g.,
wind, temperature) which are similar to those published bgvBnan et &l.| (2009), who used full opacity tables in theittimwavelength
calculations.

© 2021 RAS, MNRASD00,[THI8



Clouds and hazes in hot Jovian atmosphere9

3.2 Uniform cloud/haze layer with absorption and scatterirgy

In the simple case of a uniform cloud/haze layer, one camdtecthe effects of both shortwave scatterifigq( 1) and an extra, longwave
opacity contributions.,. Equation[(3lL) then becomes

o £ 32 (228 o (20) (2] () % (2))
VB (oo () 8] B o ()]

where we have. = ks/kc,. Equation[(4b) is essentially an analytical expressiomtsifdhaving to evaluate the exponential integrals.

In the longwave, we have made a distinction between the eldral/haze opacity.., and the opacity:;, describing the rest of the
atmosphere (the “gas”) because we assert the former to tstacdwhile the latter is subjected to collision-inducedaption. One may
also choose to set., = 0 cm? g~ * and simply assimilate the longwave absorption propertigkeohaze/cloud inte:r,. In the shortwave,
the opacity contribution due to the cloud/haze can likevdieeadded to that of the gas because the shortwave opactiessumed to be
constant.

(45)

3.3 Purely absorbing cloud or haze deck

The formation and dispersal of clouds or hazes is a fundaahemsolved problem in the study of terrestrial climatesce|(Pierrehumbert
2010), brown dwarfs (e.d., Burrows, Heng & Nampaisarn 2@t exoplanetary atmospheres. To keep our formalism seahytical, we
allow for the presence of a non-uniform cloud deck via theh@ag) function,

P 2
s8]

Thus, our cloud deck is described by three free parametersigacity normalizatior., , the deck thickness paramet&r. and the location
of the deckP.. Figure[4 shows three examples of hypothetical cloud demtatéd at”. = 0.1 bar and with different deck thicknesses —
it is apparent that the larger the valueAf, the thinner the cloud/haze deck. In the limiting case\of = 0, equation[(4b) describes an
extra opacity contribution which is constant throughowt éhmosphere. In the interest of algebraic amenability, emsider the cloud/haze
deck to contribute an extra source of opacity only in the Veange; we se€ = 1 since a constant scattering opacity is inconsistent with
an extra, non-uniform absorption opacity. While being agérstarting point for non-uniform decks, real clouds ordsprobably do not
exhibit this type of simple behaviour. (See Pierrehunib@tiPfor a review of the physics of clouds and their effectsrenatmosphere.) For
example, clouds in brown dwarfs have been observationafiéyried to be patchy (Artigau etlal. 2009). Neverthelessagqgn [46) provides
us with a lucid vocabulary for describing cloud/haze dedense (highek.,) versus tenuous (lowet.,), thick (higherA.) versus thin
(lower A.), high (lower P.) versus low (highe”.). The main motivation in this sub-section is to isolate tfiea of an extra, non-uniform,
infrared/longwave source of opacity.

The additional longwave optical depth due to the cloud/fubeaek is

_ " 1 KegMe [ T | & 1/2) 7 1/2 o m
Te = /O ke dm’ = =3 A {E (Ac ) E <Ac <1 mc)ﬂ ; (47)
where we have defined.. = P./g and the error function is (Arfken & Weber 1995),

- 2 @ 5
E(z)= —/ exp (—y~) dy. (48)
by o)
Generalizing equatio (89), the longwave optical deptobress
P P\?
It follows that the global-mean temperature-pressure lerbcomes

—1 3T (2 3Te (2 2 yT 2y 2 [y
T == <—+TL)+ 1 —+—[1+exp(—77—)(7—1)]—|—?E2(’y7) 1—— b +2J

(46)

Ke = Key €XP

L = To —+ Te. (49)

3 3 3 2

374 1 (50)
eq [ €— _ . _
+ 1 ( P ) [1 —exp(—y7) — 3yTEs (y7)],
with the integral7 being described by
J (m) E/ 22T (z,m) dz,
' (51)

_ KegMe [ (ksme)® 5 = (172 KsMcT = \1/2 m KSMcT
Jo (z,m) = OT A exp {TAC:C — nsmcm} {E <AC — NG —E A 1— pal NG ,

where the arguments of the exponential integrals and arratibns have again been explicitly written out. The in&gF does not have a
general analytical solution, needs to be evaluated nualriand accounts for the warming effect of the clouds in tivedr atmosphere.
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Figure 5. Global-mean temperature-pressure profiles in the limitiage of constant cloud opacityd = c,) and¢ = 1. Left panel:xg = 0.006 cm? g~1
(Yo = 0.6). Right panelxg = 0.2 cm? g~! (yo = 20). The equilibrium temperature of the hot Jupiter considérere isTeq = 1432 K.

3.4 Longwave opacity with power-law term

For completeness, we note that if the longwave optical dapthopacity have functional forms consisting of linear and/gr-law

terms,
P P\t
il 1 =
e >(PO) }

k1. (m) = ko {1+(n+1)(e—1) (mﬂﬂ

0

. (P) =10

(52)

wheren > 0 is dimensionless, then the simplification of equat[od (8tuires the numerical evaluation of the integral,
VE { (’YT):| ko(n+1)(e—1) /m<m’>" </{sm'> ,
7= 1-3B4y|—= )|+ ——F+7~———~ — | E dm'. 53
3v0&1 \VE & 0o \Mo \VE " 3)

4 SPECIFIC EXAMPLES OF TEMPERATURE-PRESSURE PROFILES

All of the results in this section assurfig,; = 0 K.

4.1 Absorption only

All of the results in this sub-section assufe- 1.

4.1.1 Profiles with constant cloud/haze opacity

Using equation[{45), Figufd 5 shows examples of tempergassure profiles fot. = ., and adopting parameters similar to those
for the hot Jupiter HD 2094581, = 1432 K, g = 9.42 m s72, ko = 0.01 cm?® g~'. For illustration, we have sed = 0 ande = 100
— the former follows immediately fron§ = 1 and equation (17), while the latter implies that collisiodticed absorption is the dominant
source of the longwave optical depth7/at> 2 bar. Higher values of simply translate into higher values of the temperatureepthdl o,
(Figure[3).

The left and right panels of Figuté 5 show the casesyof 0.6 and 20, respectivelyThe effect of the cloud/haze, present throughout
the atmosphere, is to cool and warm the upper and lower atheysp, respectivelys the cloud opacityA,) is increased, the longwave
photosphere located &, ~ g/(ro + kqo,) Shifts to higher altitudes. Foy, = 0.6 (left panel), the lower atmospher® (= 0.1 bar) has a
temperature which is generally higher than the equilibrtemperature of., = 1432 K — the analogue of the greenhouse effect for hot
Jupiters. Foryy = 20, the effect of the cloud/haze is still to cool and warm thearpgnd lower atmospheres, respectively, but the lower
atmosphere now has a temperature which is gendmdlgr than the equilibrium temperature — the analogue of the gmenhouse effect
for hot Jupiters. (Se&4.3.5 of Pierrehumbeélrt 2010 for a discussion of the greesdnand anti-greenhouse effects.)

Previously, it was pointed out by Hubeny. Burrows & Sudar@03), Hansen (2008) and Guillot (2010) that temperatwersions
occur in an atmosphere wheg > 1. When a uniform cloud layer is present, the condition fomagerature inversion being present becomes

No > max{o, (1- %*1)*1}. (54)

In other words, ify. > 1, then whethety, > 1 becomes irrelevant. When clouds are absent, we have= 0.
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107* T T T T T T T
103 blue (thick): x,=0.01 cm? g™’ 3
C red (thick): x,=0.1 cm? g~' ]
1072 £ yellow (thin): cloud—free E
2 107F 3
a L ]
1E E
10'E 3
102 E ! ! ! E
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400
Global-mean T (K)
1074 T T T T T
103 blue (thick): x,=0.01 cm? g™’ 3
red (thick): x,=0.1 cm? g~' ]
102E yellow (thin): cloud—free E
é 10" E Yo=2 E
a P.=0.1 bar ]
1E E
: b= 3
10'E B=3 e E
E i : E
102 E | 15, L 1 1 L 3
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400
Global-mean T (K)
10-‘ [ T A:
10 3
102E 3
. L blue (thick): x,=0.01 cm? g™’ ]
3 10-'5_ red (thick): x,=0.1 cm? g™' E
a L yellow (thin): cloud—free ]
1E 3
: A= 3
10'F B=3 E
N A=10 ====== ]
102 E ! ! ! ! ! ! ! E
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400

Global-mean T (K)

Clouds and hazes in hot Jovian atmosphered1

1074 T T T T T T
10-3E blue (thick): £,=0.01 cm? g™ E
E red (thick): £,=0.1 ¢cm? g~ }
1026 g yellow (thin): cloud—free E
2 10 . 7,=0.6 3
o E P.=0.01 bar 1
E @ E
1 E E 3
- I B
£ : E
10'F : 5
L ; J
E : : E
10%E L L E H L L .3
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400
Global-mean T (K)
107 T T T T T
103E blue (thick): £,=0.01 cm? g7' 3
E red (thick): &.,=0.1 cm? g™’ }
102 yellow (thin): cloud—iree E
é 107" E 70=2 3
a r P.=0.01 bar 1
1 £ 3
£ A= 3
10'F D=3 e 3
r A=10 ======" ]
102 ; 1 1 1 1 1 ;
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400
Global-meon T (K)
107 T T
1op 20720 3
| P.=0.01 J
1072 £ wr 3
C ( blue (thick): £,=0.01 cm? g™ ]
i~ E 1 E
3 10'E ' red (thick): x,=0.1 cm? g~ 3
o ; X yellow (thin): cloud—free g
= \: 4
+ 1 i
: : 8= 3
10'F | A =3 e E
r X A=10 ======" ]
10? E 1 : : 1 1 1 1 1 1 E
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400

Global-mean T (K)

Figure 6. Global-mean temperature-pressure profiles with purelprdliisy Gaussian cloud/haze decks (assurgirg 1), which illustrate their dual effects of
cooling and warming the upper and lower atmosphere, ragplctShown are decks with three different thickness ana different opacity normalizations.
The left and right columns are fdf. = 0.1 bar and 0.01 bar, respectively. The top, middle and bottams are foryp = 0.6, 2 and 20, respectively. In all of
the panels, the cloud-free case is shown for comparison.

4.1.2 Profiles with Gaussian cloud/haze decks

In Figure[®, we evaluate equatign{50) numerically to obtiantemperature-pressure profiles for models with varieaiaations of the
idealized Gaussian cloud deck. We retain the valués.gfg, o, ks, A ande previously described i#4.1.1. Unlike in the case of a uniform
cloud layer, the cooling/heating effect of the cloud decgatels on its location with respect to the shortwave photrgphs described in
equation[(R). Foks = 0.006,0.02 and 0.2 cri g~ !, we havePs ~ 0.1 bar, 30 mbar and 3 mbar, respectively.

In the top row of Figuréle, we adopis = 0.006 cm? g~* such thatyy = 0.6. In the top left panel, the cloud deck is essentially
coincident with the shortwave photosphere. Similar to thgecof a uniform cloud layer, the cloud deck cools and warrasugiper and
lower atmosphere, respectively. When the cloud deck is thapevards taP. = 0.01 bar (top right panel of Figullg 6), above the shortwave
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Figure 7. Global-mean temperature-pressure profiles with unifogattering cloud/haze layers, which illustrate their ditdas of cooling and warming the
lower and upper atmosphere, respectively. The left and fighels are fok., = 0 and 0.01 cri g, respectively. In both panels, the no scattering case
(& = 1) is shown for comparison.

photosphere, the magnitude of the cooling effect remainsesdat the same but the warming effect becomes less proadulrcaddition,
the thinner cloud decks (e.g\. = 10) imprint their Gaussian shapes onto the temperatureymegsofiles, causing a small temperature
inversion.

When the cloud deck is located faelowthe shortwave photosphere, as shown in the bottom left peHrféilgure[6 where we adopt
ks = 0.2 cm? g~! such thaty, = 20, it still cools the upper atmosphere but has no effect on ¢heet atmosphereR > 0.02 bar).
Furthermore, only when the cloud deck is both thick (low&) and dense (highet.,) are the temperatures noticeably cooler compared to
the cloud-free case. When the cloud deck is shifted highaltitude toP. = 0.01 bar, the warming of the lower atmosphere now becomes
noticeable, but is still more subdued than in the case whef Ps.

The middle row of FigurEl6 possesses the most physical rishoempared to the other two rows. The shortwave photosjihemv
located atPs ~ 30 mbar, which corresponds t@ = 2. In the absence of a cloud deck, one would expect the temperptessure profiles
to always possess temperature inversions. For a Gaussiahaick, even the generalized condition in equafioh (Sa5idficient to predict
if a temperature inversion will occur. When the cloud decteisuous ., = 0.01 cm? g~'), thin (A. = 3,10) and low-lying P. = 0.1
bar), temperature inversions occur, consistent with éougg4). However, if the cloud deck is made to be densgg (= 0.1 cm? g™ 1)
it introduces a component to the profile where the temperadacreases with increasing altitude. If it now sits higimethie atmosphere
(P. = 0.01 bar), then there arewo inverted components in the profile along with a non-invertethponent. By contrast, a low-lying
(P. = 0.1 bar), thick A. = 1) and densex., = 0.1 cn? g~') cloud deck “reverses” thg, > 1 condition and produces a “normal”
temperature-pressure profile which behaves ag ik 1. All of these features illustrate the complexity introdddsy a simple, Gaussian
cloud deck and demonstrate that there is no straightforwasdto generalize the condition in equatiénl(54).

4.2 Inclusion of shortwave scattering

We now allow for¢ # 1 and a non-zero Bond albedo (via equatiod [17]) and investitie effects of shortwave scattering by a uniform
cloud/haze layer. Setting., = 0 cm? g™ *, the left panel of Figure]7 demonstrates thiadrtwave scattering has the opposite effect from that
of an extra longwave opacity: it heats and cools the upperlaner atmosphere, respectivelphis is further illustrated by comparing the
left and right panels of Figuig 7, where one sees that “tgroin’ the cloud opacity:., partially negates the effects of scattering. In general,
scattering either produces or strengthens a temperatteesian as the shortwave photosphere is shifted to highiarasgs.

So far, we have used the terms “cloud” and “haze” synonynyoblgé now attempt to better define the two terms. By “cloud”,refer
to a layer of enhanced optical depth caused by certain claéspecies condensing out of their gaseous forms. In peadtiese cloud decks
will be situated roughly at the pressure level where theirdemsation curves intersect the temperature-pressufieerbthe atmosphere.
Thus, clouds may be regarded as having a thermodynamico8gich an approach of “painting on” a cloud deck has beentosazhstruct
spectral-evolutionary models of brown dwarfs (€.g., BisoHeng & Nampaisarn 2011). By contrast, a “haze” layer nedgrrto an extra
source of (absorption and scattering) opacity which isegitmiform throughout the atmosphere or is located at a presevel which does
not depend on a particular condensation curve. Thus, haagdmregarded as having a non-thermodynamic (e.g., ptestachl) origin.
The simplicity of our models allows us to explore the effest<louds and hazes on the temperature-pressure profil@wtitraving to
perform a complicated coupling to a thermo-chemical motthe;latter is required not only for self-consistency bubafredictions for
chemical species and particle sizes are desired.
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5 DISCUSSION
5.1 Application of models to observations: HD 189733b

We now make a tentative attempt to compare our models of tgayimean temperature-pressure profile to data pointer@férom
the published observations of the hot Jupiter HD 189733bfdfMes on HD 189733b as a case study because of the detecti@z®fn its
atmosphere (Pont etlal. 2008; Sing et al. 2009, 12011). We osxkef the transit spectroscopy, secondary eclipse andiplettic phase curve
observations of HD 189733b from tlhéubbleandSpitzer Space Telescopés comparing one- to three-dimensional models, Fortney et
(2010) demonstrated that the temperature-pressure grofilehe exoplanetary limb are good approximations to theeglobal-mean profile,
making it natural to apply our formalism to temperaturesweéel from transit data.

We extract the hemispherically-averaged brightness testyres from the phase curves measured uSipitzerat both 8 and 24/m
(Knutson et al. 2007, 2009). For the temperatures at thedianing transit, we use the average val(iBnax + Tmin)/2, @s given in Table 3
of Knutson et al.|(2009) for both the 8 and 2é temperatures, finding temperatures of 1432 K and 110267 K, respectively. We also
use the 3.6, 4.5, 5.8 and 16n secondary eclipse measurements of Charbonneau let &) (@06 Deming et all (2006) with the brightness
temperatures given in Cowan & Agol (2011). As there is no pltasve information at these wavelengths, we applied a ctioreof one-half
of the average day-night temperature contrast as measu8eaha 24um (1214-35 K) to estimate limb temperatures, finding temperatures
of 1518 £49 K, 1197 £ 57 K, 1247 + 77 Kand 1217 + 62 K at 3.6, 4.5, 5.8 and 16m, respectively. The assumed pressures for these data
points are model dependent and based upon the normaliz&ibation functions from Knutson et al. (2009). As such, #ixsolute pressure
scale is uncertain and ultimately tied to the assumed (spladel abundances and composition, withCHtypically being the dominant
opacity source in the near infrared. Water has been idehtifiabsorption in th&pitzeremission spectra of Grillmair et lal. (2008).

We augment thé&Spitzerdata with the temperatures associated with Rayleighestadgt haze as detected and confirmedHybble
Space Telescope (HSTansmission spectra (Pont etlal. 2008; Sing 2t al.|20091)2@¥e use the temperature derived from H®T ACS
and NICMOSdata in_Sing et al.| (2009) of 128110 K. We tie the pressure of the optical haze to that ofSpézeremission spectra
measurements using the differences in altitude betweeoytieal and near-infrared transit spectra as well as tHerdifice from the transit
geometry. Denoting the radius of the hot Jupiterfy; the 0.75um optical transit radius i x 10~* R, /R, above the §:m transit radius
of |Agol et al. (2010), which is approximately 1.7 scale hésgat 1300 K or a difference in pressure of a factor of 5.5. Iditaah, the
slant-to-normal difference of the transit geometry desesahe pressure of the transit measurements by a factgefR,/H ~ 50 at a
given wavelength, with7 being the pressure scale height (Burrows &t al. 2001 ; Fo@&06%; Hansenh 2008). Thus, the haze in the optical
at 0.75um is a factor of about 275 lower in pressure than then8 point from the emission spectrum, placing the haze at ath&u0.7
mbar pressure level. This estimated pressure value is eawnt with that of Lecavelier des Etangs etlal. (2008), wasurmed a haze
composition of MgSiQ.

While P < 0.1 mbar data points do exist (Huitson, Sing et al., in prepang{iit is important to note that our formalismis invalid tse
low pressures because it does not include the physics di¢ghebsphere, including hydrodynamic escape (e.g., Mu@lay, Chiang & Murray
2009). It is likely that our assumptions of hydrostatic Ingkaand radiative equilibrium break down significantly &t altitudes. Therefore,
we terminate the model comparisons fér< 0.1 mbar.

The initial task is to cut down on the number of parameterd irseur models. We estimate tHBt, ~ 1697 K (1—.4)'/* (Bouchy et al.
2005) andg ~ 21.88 m s2 (Torres, Winn & Holmar) 2008). Since the data points are For< 1 bar, they set no constraint on the
temperatures at depth and thus are unaffected by the vallig.chdopted — for simplicity, we sefi,. = 0 K. Again for simplicity, we
setre, = 0 cm? g~', namely that any extra longwave absorption by the cloud/mesent may be assimilated into the longwave opacity
function xr,. Therefore, we are left with a 4-parameter model to be coethbtw 7 data points. The assumption of a uniform scattering
opacity is not unreasonable given the fact that Singlet @ll {Pdetect a transmission spectrum of HD 189733b consisféima haze layer,
producing Rayleigh scattering, &t 1 mbar, spanning about 8 pressure scale heights (albeit aveloah higher altitudes than where we are
making our model comparisons).

We begin with ayo = 1.5 model with some scattering preseét= 0.7, .4 ~ 0.1) and without including the effect of collision-induced
absorption{ = 1), using equatiori{45), as shown in the left panel of Figlitei8 clear that while such a model is roughly consistent wfith
increase in temperature from 0.1 bar to~ 1 mbar, it fails to produce the increase in temperature wiélsgure aP > 0.1 bar. By contrast,

a model with no scattering (= 1,.A = 0) and which includes collision-induced absorptien= 3500) is roughly consistent with both of
these trends, but does not quite pass through the data pa@wee retaine = 3500 and allow scattering to be presegt£ 0.7, A ~ 0.1),
the lower atmosphere becomes cooler, thus allowing the hhotie consistent with the data points. Too much scattegng (.5, A ~ 0.2)
results in a temperature-pressure profile which is cookan thdicated by the data points.

It is reasonable to ask if our model comparisons are seeditithe assumed values of the opacities. In the right parfélgoie[8, we
retainyo, = 1.5 but calculate two more models where we reduce and incredbeobthe shortwave and longwave opacities by a constant
factor of 2. It is clear that even with, kept constant, the “turn” in the temperature-pressure lprefi i.e., first decreasing, then increasing,
temperature with increasing altitude — is sensitive to thkies of the opacities. Lower opacities result in the “turesiding at higher
pressures. The temperatures at degthX 1 bar) vary sensitively when the opacities are varied due eéactranging depths at which the
stellar photon energy is being deposited (see equdilon [3])

For comparison, we include in Figuré 8 the temperaturespiresprofile for HD 189733b from Madhusudhan & Seager (2088jch
was obtained via an abundance and temperature retrievabthapplied to infrared transit observations from bothH&T and theSpitzer
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Figure 8. Comparison of global-mean temperature-pressure profdiléata points inferred from observations of HD 189733b (ee&for details and caveats).
The observed system parameters allow us tdlggt = 1697 K, while we setTi,; = 0 K and ke, = 0 cm? g~! for simplicity. The left panel fixes the
shortwave opacity and longwave opacity normalization #uostrates the effects due to the variation of the other tarameters. The right panel fixesnd&
and varies the opacities. In the left panel, the horizomi@sh-triple-dot line shows the approximate position ofitimgwave photosphere, while the hatched,
yellow region indicates the approximate location of thershave photon deposition depth (corresponding to the darvalues adopted). We terminate all
of the models af” = 0.1 mbar as our formalism does not treat the physics of the thgphere. For comparison, we include the temperature-meegsafile
from Madhusudhan & Seager (2009), labelled “MS09”, whicts whtained via an abundance and temperature retrieval thetho

Space Telescop6&iven the uncertainties associated with both theory asémfation, the profile is broadly consistent with our modets
P 2 0.1 bar but does not include the temperature inversion froet1 bar to~ 1 mbar. This is unsurprising because the data point at about
1 mbar was not included in the original analysis of Madhusud® Seager (2009).

One may find the status of HD 189733b as the prototypical el@wipan inversion-less hot Jupiter to be at odds with thecase
in temperature fromv- 0.1 bar to~ 1 mbar and our interpretation of it usingha > 1 model. This dilemma is resolved if one realizes
that there are two types of temperature inversions: deagusaneso-atmospheric inversions. The former refers tpeesture inversions
probed by near infrared water lines, typically~at0.1-1 bar: at these pressure levels, there is general constrausD 189733b and HD
209458b are the prototypes of hot Jupiters without and eithpierature inversions in their atmospheres, respect({@eigrows et all 2007;
Charbonneau et &l. 2008; Fortney €t al. 2008; Madhusudhaea®es 2009). The latter refers to temperature inversiam f 0.1 bar to
~ 1 mbar, as probed by tHéST transmission spectra of Pont et al. (2008) and Singlet ad9(22011).

Collectively, our models make a crude prediction for the @atbedo of HD 189733h4 ~ 0.1. The Bond albedo is not an observable
guantity; rather, it is the geometric albedo which is meaduas has been done for HD 209458h by Rowe et al. (2008). (Seevis et al.
2008 for the implications of albedo measurements on magg)liThe conversion from the geometric to the Bond albeduoires integrating
over both frequency and phase angle. For example, Buenziiln®1 (2009) estimate that thepherical albeda A, and the geometric
albedoA, are related byd, ~ 0.8.4, in their models of exoplanetary atmospheres with Rayleagiitering. The reader is again referred to
§3.4 of Seager (2010) for a detailed discussion of exoplayeiaedos.

5.2 Semi-analytical models as a guide for three-dimensiohaimulations

The ability of our models to predict the temperature at déffith) for a given set of parameters provides a useful guide taethre
dimensional simulations of atmospheric circulation whititize dual-band, two-stream radiative transfer (HengeriSon & Phillipps 201/1).
Such simulations require the specification of the initiedperature and velocity fields. The simplest assumptioniistiate them from a state
of windless isothermality, which then requires the speaifan of a constant, initial temperatufg,;;. Computational efficiency is optimized
when the initial temperature field is as close to radiativéildaium as possible. Physically, we expect the tempeeato approach radiative
equilibrium at depth ® > 10 bar). Therefore, selectingi.i; = T iS @ good choice. As the simulation proceeds, the upper gineos
(P < 10 bar) adjusts itself to temperatures consistent with dynahriadiative equilibrium, while the lower atmospher@ ¢ 10 bar)
remains in radiative equilibrium. A state of quasi-equililn is reached when there is dynamical-radiative equilibrwithin the upper
atmosphere, while the lower atmosphere ceases to traighdficant amounts of energy upwards. Semi-analytical rneslech as the ones
presented in this study alleviate the need to perform a tsdpmrameter search for the appropriate valu&igf to adopt and therefore
increase the efficiency of utilizing general circulationdets to study the atmospheres of hot Jupiters.

4 The Bond albedo is obtained by integrating the sphericaldaitover frequency.
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5.3 Future work

A useful extension of our models will be to consider the deleeice of the radius, at a given wavelength, of a hot Jupiteradous
guantities,

R =R (Too, Tint, 9) - (55)

The temperature at depfh, is a reasonable proxy for the atmospheric effects due tcethation of absorption and scattering. Our formalism
can then be used to estimate a valuefar, which will provide a lower boundary condition for modelstaft Jovian interiors. While the
elucidation of equatio (35) is beyond the scope of the pitesteidy, such an exercise will be useful for interpretirgitiflated radii of some
hot Jupiters (e.g., Laughlin, Crismani & Adems 2011). Seally, combining our atmospheric models with those of hmtidn interiors
will allow a connection to the observed (transit) radiugréby allowing us to rule out models which over-inflate a gitiet Jupiter.

5.4 Summary
The salient points of our study may be summarized as follows:

e We have presented a semi-analytical model for the globartemperature-pressure profile of a hot Jovian atmospheothequires
the specification of 7 parameters: the intrinsic heat flua {i.), the flux of stellar irradiation (vidi,. or T.q), the surface gravity of the
exoplanet §), the strength of shortwave scatteriggf via.A), the shortwave opacity:¢) and the longwave opacity (viay ande). Allowing
for an extra source of longwave absortion due to the presehaeuniform cloud/haze layer adds another parameigy)( while a purely
absorbing Gaussian cloud/haze deck adds another 2 parantetee system«(.,, A and P.; but setsf = 1).

e If a cloud/haze layer contributes an extra source of longwapacity, then the main effect is to cool and heat the upperi@amer
atmosphere, respectively, analogous to the greenhouest eff Earth.

e If a cloud/haze layer causes scattering in the shortwaws the main effect is to heat and cool the upper and lower atheos,
respectively, thus counteracting its absorbing effecthim longwave — the anti-greenhouse effect. Scatteringsshifth the shortwave
photosphere and the photon deposition depth to highenddist

e Besides their utility in developing physical intuition, rosemi-analytical models provide a guide to three-dimer@isimulations of
atmospheric circulation. In particular, they pin down teenperature at depth for a given set of parameters, whiclesexs the initial
condition for the temperature field.

e \We have made a tentative comparison of 4-parameter modéefee tiemperature-pressure data points inferred frontHihieble and
Spitzerobservations of HD 189733b and estimate that its Bond allie@pproximately 0.1. Future observations of HD 1897331 wil
corroborate or refute some of our models.

e The simplicity and versatility of our semi-analytical mdslallow for an easy comparison to observations. Observistsing to use our
models should refer to equatidn {45) andBgt = 0 K and~. ! = 0 as a starting point, thereby distilling the model down toihgwnly 4
parameters.

K.H. acknowledges support from the Zwicky Prize Fellowsinig the Star and Planet Formation Group at ETH Zirich, andddied from
stimulating interactions with the Astrophysics Group aetex University. W.H. acknowledges support by the Eurofgeesearch Council
under the European Community’s 7th Framework Programmeé7(EB07—2013 Grant Agreement no. 247060). F.P. acknowtedgpport
by a STFC Advanced Fellowship. We thank Isabelle Baraffetafr Guillot, Esther Buenzli, Adam Burrows, Hans Martilh®dd, Sascha
Quanz, Giovanna Tinetti and Nikku Madhusudhan for usefaVemsations.

APPENDIX A: NOTES ON COLLIMATED BEAM AND TWO-STREAM APPROXI  MATIONS

In the collimated beam approximation, the shortwave iritgmsay be written as

Is(W)=1:6 (' —p) +I1-6 (' + ), (A1)
such that its moments are

Js —1/1 I d’—l(l +1_)
S = 2 . s ap = 2 + — )
1 1
fs=5 [ Wi =5 -1, (A2)
-1
1 1 2
Ks = ‘/ pPIsdp =5 (1, + 1),
2/, 2
wherel; = I.(m) andI_- = I_(m) denote the outgoing and incoming shortwave intensitiespeaetively. The cosine of the angle

between the beam and the vertical axis is represented, yhile the Dirac delta function(al)j(x’ + 1), describes the sharply peaked
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Table 1. Table of commonly used symbols

Symbol Meaning Units
u = cosf cosine of latitude —
m column mass per unit area of atmosphere gém
mo column mass per unit area at bottom of model atmosphere wcm
P vertical pressure bar or dyne crm2
Py pressure at bottom of model atmosphere bar or dynexm
Pe pressure level where cloud/haze deck is located bar or dynéc
£ shortwave scattering parameter (ratio of absorption #d tigacity) —
€ factor for enhancement of longwave optical depthHat Py) due to collision-induced absorption —
ks shortwave opacity cm? g1
KL, longwave opacity cm? gt
Ko longwave opacity normalization cm? g1
Ke additional longwave opacity due to cloud/haze deck 2gm?
Ko longwave opacity normalization of cloud/haze deck 2qy!
v = kg/KL ratio of shortwave to longwave opacities —
Yo = Ks/kKo ratio of shortwave opacity to longwave opacity normalizati —
Ve = Ks/Keg ratio of shortwave opacity to longwave opacity normalizatdue to cloud/haze —
L = [ kL dm longwave optical depth —
78 = kgm/§ shortwave optical depth —
T0 = KMo longwave optical depth normalization in absence of callishduced absorption —
T =KLM — —
Te additional longwave optical depth due to cloud/haze deck —
Ac thickness parameter of cloud/haze deck —
Tint blackbody-equivalent temperature associated with iatdraat flux K
Tipr irradiation temperature K
Teq = Tirr /V2 equilibrium temperature of hot Jupiter K
T global-mean temperature of atmosphere K
Too temperature at depth K

Note: the term “opacity” refers only to absorption opasitie

angular distributions. A direct consequence of equafioB) (& thatKs/Js = u? as stated in equatiof](9). Using equatidng (16) (A2),
one may then derive the expression relating the Bond albedg,as stated in equatioph {117), by recognizing that

A=—. (A3)
For completeness, we examine the longwave intensity intbestream approximation by assuming

I (1) = a+ By (A%)

Equation[[A4) describes a nearly isotropic radiation fiblat,in this approximation it is sufficient to describe it byatways. Taking moments
of equation[(A#), we get
Ki, 1 H, 8

E1=—=-, & —_— = .
! Ji, 3’ 2 JL 3o

We next derive the-values of the two rays in a heuristic fashion; more genegeizdtions exist (e.g.. Toon, McKay & Ackerman 1989), but
we are merely seeking to gain physical intuition for the eadfithe second Eddington coefficient. At the top of the atrhesp, the incoming

intensity is zero since we are assuming that the star radiegligibly at long wavelengths. We sample the radiatidd fiequation[[A4])
with two rays, similar to equatioh (A1), and denote the oirtgdongwave intensity byo:

(AS)

I plo 1o
=20 g = O g _E0 A6
JL 2 5 L 2 3 L 2 ) ( )
whence
&= E=p. (A7)
By requiring thatt; = 1/3 be satisfied, we obtain
2_1 _ 1
we=g = & = 7 ~ 0.58. (A8)

The term “two-stream” follows from the fact that only two eagt;. = +1/+/3 are needed in this approximation.
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APPENDIX B: NOTES ON THE PHOTON DEPOSITION DEPTH

Using equationd(15) and (25), the first moment of the sharvilatensity may be rewritten as

Hs = Ho pexp (—%) (B1)
whereH = —JSBTﬁr/zhr. Taking the latitudinal average, we get
(Hs) = 2Ho E3 (\/ETS) . (B2)

When/érs = 0, we have(Hs(0)) = Hy. We define the photon deposition depth as the layer at whizinttident stellar flux diminishes
toe™! ~ 0.368 of its initial value, which is described by

(Hs) ~
<Hs7(80)> Yo (\/er) ~ 0.368. (B3)

If we write the photon deposition optical depth as occurahg/€rs = w, then solving equatiof (B3) numerically yields ~ 0.63.

APPENDIX C: AN IDENTITY INVOLVING THE DERIVATIVE OF Q

For an arbitrary functiod = X'(z, y), we have

PR v QX (x,y) dys (z) dy (x)
— X dy = 222 d X - =X . C1l
o) G dy= [ IRy L )~ T ) (1)
We now apply the preceding equation to
aQ (m7 Hy (yb) _ a ma{m) / /
B = o ), @ 0me) (C2)
SinceQ = Q(m’, i, ¢) only, we haved)Q(m’, u, ) /Om = 0. For a constantns — oo, we have
lim 22 (g, 1, 6) = 0. (©3)
mo—+00 dm
The only non-zero term which remains is
d
- %Q(m17u7¢) = _Q (m7/1'7¢)7 (C4)

where we have useai; = m. We thus prove the identity in equatidn{28).

APPENDIX D: NOTES ON MATHEMATICAL OPERATORS

As there is some ambiguity in the astrophysical/astronahdommunity regarding the use of mathematical operatois,tseful to
clarify the meaning of the operators used in this study. &heigenerally no confusion over the “=" sign, but when it iediso equate an
algebraic expression to a numerical answer, it meansnthapproximations (including rounding-off) are made, i.ee answer iexact If
either an approximation is taken or rounding-off is perfednthen the £” sign is employed. The much-abused™ sign means “on the
order of”; it doesnot mean “is proportional to” (&”). The “—" sign means “tends to”, i.e., the asymptotic value of a giparfinally, the
“="sigh means “is defined as”.
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