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ABSTRACT

Aims. We present the Bccer-grid, a comprehensive grid of time-dependent, three-dsiomal (3D), hydrodynamic model atmo-
spheres for late-type stars with realistic treatment ofatae transfer, covering a wide range in stellar paranset&his grid of 3D
models is intended for various applications besides stuafistellar convection and atmosphepes se, including stellar parameter
determination, stellar spectroscopy and abundance asgdpteroseismology, calibration of stellar evolutiondsg, interferometry,
and extrasolar planet search. In this introductory paperdescribe the methods we applied for the computation of ticeagd
discuss the general properties of the 3D models as well deoftemporal and spatial averages (here den88) models).

Methods. All our models were generated with theaScer-code, using realistic input physics for the equation ofes(gOS) and for
continuous and line opacities. Our220 grid models range inffiective temperaturel e, from 4000 to 7000K in steps of 500K, in
surface gravity, log, from 15 to 50 in steps of 0.5 dex, and metallicity, [A¢], from —4.0 to +0.5 in steps of 6 and 10dex.

Results. We find a tight scaling relation between the vertical velpeihd the surface entropy jump, which itself correlates with
constant entropy value of the adiabatic convection zone.r&hge in intensity contrast is enhanced at lower metsllithe granule
size correlates closely with the pressure scale height lsahap the depth of maximum velocity. We compare ¢BB) models with
currently widely applied one-dimensional (1D) atmospherelels, as well as with theoretical 1D hydrostatic modetegated with
the same EOS and opacity tables as the 3D models, in order&teishe &ects of using self-consistent and hydrodynamic modeling
of convection, rather than the classical mixing length th€MLT) approach. For the first time, we are able to quantijfstematically
over a broad range of stellar parameters the uncertairftield smodels arising from the simplified treatment of physiogarticular
convective energy transport. In agreement with previowdirfgs, we find that the flierences can be rather significant, especially for
metal-poor stars.

Key words. convection — hydrodynamics — radiative transfer — stars: abundances — stars: atmospheres — stars: fundamental
parameters — stars: general— stars: late-type — stars: solar-type

1. Introduction for the interaction between radiative and convective energ

: . . . . transport at the optical surface .
The primary source of information for stellar objects is liigat P P

they emit, which carries information about the physicaldien
tions at its origin. However, in order to interpret the infe- The first realistic grids of line-blanketed atmosphere
tion correctly, one first needs either theoretical or sempigical models for late-type stars appeared with the publication of
models of the atmospheric layers at the surface of stars frdfARCS (Gustafsson etal. 1975, 2008) and ATLAS models
where the stellar radiation escapes. Therefore, modetekdrs (Kurucz!1979;] Castelli & Kurucz 2004). Subsequently, other
atmospheres are essential for much of contemporary astipnoone-dimensional (1D) atmosphere codes, e.g. PHOENIX
In the case of late-type stars, the theoretical modeling @fauschildt et all 1999) and MAFAGS_(Grupp 2004), were
stellar atmospheres is complicated by the presence of ctinee developed to model the atmospheres of stars. In general,
motions and turbulent flows as well as of magnetic fields iirthéhese theoretical 1D atmosphere models assume hydrostatic
envelopes (see review by Nordlund et/al. 2009, and refesen€@uilibrium, flux constancy, and local thermodynamic euil
therein). In particular, convection can significantljieat both rium (LTE). For the modeling of convective energy transport
the atmospheric stratification and emergent spectral gnefgey commonly employ the mixing-length theory (MLT, see
distribution in these stars. Hence, in order to correctpyesent [Bohm-Vitense 1958), which is characterized by several free
the temperature stratifications in the outer layers of sfapsn  parameters, the most commonly known being the mixing-fengt

where the stellar light escapes, it is vital to accuratelyoaat Im, or equivalently, the parametefur = Im/Hp. Alternatively,
some relatives thereof are available, such as the full tarime

Send offprint requests to: magic@mpa-garching.mpg.de spectrum (FTS) theory by Canuto & Mazzitelli (1991), which
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itself also has a free parameter. The values of these freengar |Allende Prieto et &l. 2000).
ters are not known from first principles and need to be caklora
based on observations or simulations. The mixing-lengibrth Constructing more realistic models requires one to go be-
has in total four free parameters (see Bohm-Vitense |195@ind the 1D framework and model convection without relying
Henyey et al. 1965; Mihalas 1970). These free parametersMLT. Stellar convection is an inherently 3D, time-depenid
can be calibrated based on theifeet on synthetic spectra,non-local, and turbulent phenomenon. Therefore, one ¢anno
but usually onlyaw. is calibrated based on the reproductioexpect 1D models to reproduce all observed properties ac-
of selected lines,(Fuhrmann ef al. 1993; Barklem et al. 20@)rately, even with access to free parameters to tweak. The
Smalley et al.l 2002). Moreover, the free mixing length isext natural step is to abandon some of these crude simpli-
calibrated in stellar evolutionary calculations by matchthe fications by constructing realistic 3D atmosphere models of
observed luminosity and radius of the Sun at its current agelar convection. Early hydrodynamic simulations (Nondlu
(e.g.lMagic et all 2010). To construct simple yet realistiz 11982;| Nordlund & Dravins 1990; Sfien et al. 1989) revealed
models of convection is ratherfficult, in particular convective that stellar surface convection operates in a distinctifecént
overshooting beyond the classical Schwarzschild instaloili-  fashion from the MLT picture. Instead of the homogeneous
terion is normally not considered in 1D atmospheric modglinconvective elements, they displayed highly asymmetrical
Attempts have been made at including iffeets in 1D model motions with slow broad steady upflows interspersed with
atmospheres albeit with only limited success (Castellllet fast narrow turbulent downdrafts, sometimes even sup@&rson
1997). (e.g. LStein & Nordlund 1998, hereafter SN98; Asplund et al.
2000; Nordlund et al. 2009; Carlsson etlal. 2004; Ludwig 2t al
The first numerical 1D model stellar atmosphere codd999). The advent of 3D simulations, which are constructed

usually assumed a plane-parallel geometry for the atmaigphd/©M first principles, has enabled astronomers to predicoua
stratification. This was later improved upon by changing fPServables such as solar granulation properties andrapleut

a spherical symmetry, leading to lower temperatures in tREofiles astonishingly well. More recent solar 3D S|mylaﬂo
upper layers, in particular for giant stars, due to the it '€ remarkably good at reproducing the observed centimn-

of the radiation field with increasing radial distance, whicvariation (e.g. Pereira etial. 2009a; Asplund et al. 200@ivig

can cover a significant fraction of the stellar radius at 104006).

logg (see Gustafsson et/al. 2008). Initially line blanketing was .

included by means of opacity distribution functions (ODFs, 3D atmosphere models are by design free from the ad-
Gustafsson et al. 1975) with a few hundred ODFs covering thiStable parameters of MLT and other parameters such asmicr
entire spectrum, eventually replaced by opacity sampl®§)( and macro-turbulence that have_ hampe_red st_eIIar speopysc
including thousands of wavelength points (Johnson & Krugpr many decades. Instead, in 3D simulations, convection
1976). Nowadays, thousands of ODFs or hundreds of thousafifiterges naturally, by solving the time-dependent hydradya

of OS wavelengths are used. Despite such high resolutionéfiuations for mass-, momentum- and energy-conservaban, c
wavelength, the computational costs for 1D atmosphere sod@/ed with the 3D radiative transfer equation in order to artto
are currently quite small, at least for LTE models. Large, hgorrectly for the interaction between the radiation fieldd an
mogeneous grids of atmospheres with up-th0® models exist the plasma. Also, the non-thermal macroscopic velocityl$iel
(Gustafsson et 4l_2008;_Cassisi etal._2004; Hauschildi et@ssociated with convective motions are rendered reaiiigtic

1999), covering a wide range of stellar atmosphere paramef@"d various natural kinetic consequences such as ovefsgoot
(T, logg, and [FeH]). and excitation of waves emerge from the simulations, withou

the need for further ad hoc modeling or additional free param

eters. The inhomogeneities in the convective motions arise

Even though the 1D atmosphere models are based on 8gntaneously and self-organize naturally to form a distin
merous simplifications, they have demonstrated high pt€eic {1,y pattern that exhibits the characteristic granulatiorihe

capabilities owing to major improvements in the atomic angrface. Furthermore, additional spectral observablek ss
m.olecular data (e.g. line lists hy Kuruicz (1993) or VALD inmb-darkening and detailed spectral line shapes, inoiydi
Piskunov et al.[(1995)). Also, the continuum opacity SOSrcgsy mmetries and shifts, are also modeled unprecedentedly

and the EOS have undergone similar developments. Thag) urately with 3D models for the Sun_(Nordlund €t al. 2009;
to these, 1D atmosphere models are in many respects VBEfeira ef 4l 2009b) )

successful in comparisons with observations and are widely

applied in astronomy today. For metal-poor late-type stars it has been shown

(Asplund et al.| 1999b; Collet etial. 2006, 2007) that the as-

Another approach, almost exclusively used for solar aumption of pure radiative equilibrium in the convectivsigble
mosphere modeling, is the use of semi-empirical models. photospheric layers of classical hydrostatic models isgaly
these models, the temperature stratification is inferrednfr insufficient. In particular in the upper photosphere, the thermal
observations (e.g. from lines forming afférent heights or con- balance is instead primarily regulated by radiative hegdime to
tinuum center-to-limb variations). Often-used semi-amspl spectral line re-absorption of the continuum-radiatiandrbe-
1D solar atmosphere models are the Holweger & Muelloaw and adiabatic cooling due to the expansion of upflowirg ga
(1974), VAL3C (Vernazza et &l. 1976), Maltby et al. (10863 anin metal-poor stars, the balance between heating by radiati
MISS (Allende Prieto et al. 2001) models. A similar approadind cooling by mechanical expansion of the gas occurs atlowe
can be used to integrate spatially resolved observatiods @amperatures because of the weakness and scarcity ofapectr
thus infer the three-dimensional (3D) atmosphere strestutines at low metallicities. By contrast, 1D MLT models hawve n
using inversion techniques| (Ruiz Cobo & del Toro Iniesteelocity fields outside their convection zones, and arectioee
1992; |Socas-Navairo _2011). Semi-empirical modeling iis pure radiative equilibrium. The temperature stratifimat
rarely attempted for other stars, although exceptiong ¢xig. there is therefore regulated solely by radiative heatind an
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cooling, thus neglecting altogether the adiabatic cootio- atmosphere codes {&cer, CO°BOLD and MUR:M), and
ponent. This results in an overestimation of the tempeeathy showed that the models are overall very similar, despite the
up to~ 1000K in 1D models at very low metallicities, whichdistinct numerical approaches. Most of the available 3Daste
can potentially lead to severe systematic errors in aburelaconvection codes are now highly parallelized, which when
determinations based on 1D models (see Asplund et al. 199&txipled with the computational power available today matkes
Asplund & Garcia Pérez 2001; Ludwig el al. 20010; Collet et deasible to construct grids of 3D convection simulationthwi a
2009;| Gonzalez Hernandez et al. 2010). These shortcomingasonable time-scale. Grids of 2D and 3D atmosphere models
of 1D models are manifested as inconsistencies in the dsalydready exist|(Ludwig et al. 1999, 2009a; Trampedach 2007;
of observed spectra, such as abundance trends with eanitafirampedach et al. 2013; Tanner et al. 2013). Clearly, theo&ge
potential of the lines (e.g. analysis of NH lines in the vemstat 3D atmosphere modeling has arrived, partly driven by thiegis
poor star HE1327-2326, hy Frebel et al. (2008) and disctepaemand created by improved high-resolution spectrosapdc
abundances between atomic and molecular lines involviag tsteroseismic observations.
same elements (e.g. Nissen et al. 2002). For further digeyss
we refer to a review of possible impacts of 3D models on stella In this paper, we present a new large grid of 3D model atmo-
abundance analysis by Asplund et al. (Z005). spheres for late-type stars, covering an extensive rangéeuf
tive temperatures, surface gravities, and metallicifieSection

Additionally, there are discrepancies between obsematid® we describe the methods that we followed in order to com-
and predictions from 1D models of the solar structure in thrute the 3D model atmospheres, with emphasis on the convec-
context of helioseismology, which point to mistakes in th&éon code we used (Secf._2.1) and on the tools we developed
outer layers of theoretical 1D stellar-structure modelsd afor scaling the grid models and post-process the resulthef t
which are usually referred to aarface effects (Rosenthal et al. numerical calculations (Sedfi_2.3). In Sectidn 3, we preaan
1999). With classical 1D stellar structures, higher fratpye overview of general properties (Sed¢i_13.1) of our simutaio
p-modes of the Sun are systematically shifted due to d@ad discuss the temporally and spatially averaged atmosphe
crepancies at the upper turning points of the modes, whitBect.[3.2) from the 3D model atmospheres. We also compare
occur in the superadiabatic peak at the top of the convectiour results with theoretical 1D models in S€ct.] 3.3 correspo
envelope. [ Rosenthaletlal._(1999) found better agreeménrg to the same stellar paramefer¥hese have been computed
of stellar structures with helioseismic observations, mvhevith a specifically newly developed 1D code that employs ex-
including the mean stratification of solar 3D models at thg toactly the same EOS and opacities as the 3D simulations. Also,
since the turbulent pressure, usually neglected in 1D nspdele compare our 3D model atmospheres with 1D models from
extends the resonant cavity. Also, it was found that with 3@rids widely adopted by the astronomical community (MARCS
solar models the predicted p-mode excitation rates are muaid ATLAS). Finally, in Sectiofil4, we summarize our findings
closer to helioseismic observatidns(Nordlund & Stein_200and outline a roadmap for our future ambitions on the many pos
Stein & Nordlund 2001).. Ludwig et al. (2009b) compared thgible applications of the1sccer-grid.
power spectra of the photometric micro-variability indddsy
granulation and found good agreement between the theoreti-
cal predictions of 3D solar models and observations with &OH2. Methods
With the aid of 3D simulations, stellar radii have beer21'l' The Staaeer-code
derived for a number of red giants from interferometric obFhe 3D model atmospheres presented here were constructed
servations_Chiavassa ef al. (2010, 2012). The determingith a custom version of thetSscer-code, a state-of-the-art,
stellar radii are slightly larger than estimated with thee usnultipurpose, radiative-magnetohydrodynamics (R-MHBJe
of 1D models, which has an impact on the zero point of thgiginally developed by Nordlund & Galsgaard (1995), and-co
effective temperature scale derived by interferometry. Furthtinuously improved over the years by its user community. In
more, | Chiavassa etial. (2012) showed that for interferametpure radiation-hydrodynamics mode, thex&er-code solves
techniques a detailed knowledge of the granulation patérnthe time-dependent hydrodynamic equations for the comserv
planet-hosting stars is crucial for the detection and dtar&a- tion of mass (EqlJ1), momentum (Eg. 2), and energy [Eq. 3) in

tion of exoplanets. a compressible flow

Several 3D magnetohydrodynamics codes with realistiéie = -V-(ov), (1)
treatment of radiative transfer have been developed aniiedppg,pov = -V (pwv +7) - Vp+pgQ, (2)
to the modeling of stellar surface convection. Here, we make =
use of the Sacer-code, which is developed specifically to %€ = =V (&)= pV-V+0rad+ Quisc 3)

run dficiently on the massively parallel machines available T : . .
today (Nord)llund & Galsgaardy 1%915 Kritsuk et al. [2011). coupled to the radiation field via the heating and cooling (pe
The Brrost-code is an Oslo derivative of ther@aer-code UMt VOlUMe) term

(Gudiksen et all _2011), tailored for simulations of the sola

photosphere and chromosphere, and therefore includirey tflbd = 477pr4 (Ja—Sa) da, (4)
scattering [((Hayek et al. 2010). Other widely used codes are A

CO°BOLD (Freytag et al. 2012), MURM (Végler et al 2005) which is computed from the solution of the radiative transfe
and ANTARES |(Muthsam et al. 2010), which have been 'ndéguation

pendently developed in the last decades. Beeck et al. |(2012)
compared solar models from three of the above 3D stel@rvi, = oki(S)—1,) (5)
1 http://www.astro.ku.dk/~kg/Papers/MHD_code.ps.gz 2 \We refer always to stellatmospheric parameters.
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to account properly for the energy exchange between matter a At the bottom, the inflowing material has a constant value of
radiation (herg denotes the density, the velocity field,p the specific entropy per unit mass, which ultimately determihes
thermodynamic pressurethe internal energy per unit volufiie emerging &ective temperature. While the domains of our sim-
gthe gravityr the viscous stress tensgyisc = 3 7ijovi/drj the ulations cover only a small fraction of the convective zahe,
viscous dissipation rate;, the monochromatic opacity, the Pox-in-a-star setup is still valid because the bulk up-flatthe
monochromatic intensityl, = 1/47ng | ,dQ the monochromatic bottom boundary.of the simulations carry essentially theesa
mean intensity averaged over the entire solid angle,Qinthe €Ntropy value as in deeper layers and are mostlyfaoed by

source function). We have ignored magnetic fields in thegures €ntrainment with cooler downflows. At the beginning of each
grid of 3D convection simulations, however, we will studgith Simulation, the entropy of the inflowing gas at the bottomds a
effects in a future work. justed in order to yield the desirellg and, after that, is kept

unchanged during the entire run (see Séct] 2.3). Furthemor

pressure is assumed to be constant over the whole bottom laye
2.1.1. Details on the numerics The physical dimensions in the horizontal directions are
chosen to be large enough to cover an area corresponding to

Th - ixth-order explicit fini iren . ! .
€ Sngeer-code uses a sixth-order explicit finitefitrence ﬁ_about ten granular cells. The vertical dimensions are eleén

scheme for numerical derivatives and the correspondinig fi h for the simulati " t least th
order interpolation scheme. The solution of the hydrodyinanf:"0Ugh for the simulations to cover at least the range5dd <
equations is advanced in time using an explicit third-ord&}d7Ress< +6.0 in terms of Rosseland optical depth (in fact they
Runge-Kutta integration method (Williamson 1980). Thee:odarlllge on averao?etfrom7.3 < lo?TlROS$< +§'5)' V¥h'Ch tytrjj;;j
operates on a staggered, Eulerian, rectangular mesh:diredh ©2Y COMf€SpoNds 1o approximately Six orders ot magniwmae

dynamic variables, density and internal energy per voliane, Pressure (about 14 pressure scale heights). All of the aimul
cell-centered. while momentum components are defined it dgns have a mesh resolution of 248ince a resolution of about

faces, Also, in the MHD mode, the components of the magnefi 0% - 250° was found to be adequate ($ee Asplund 2t al.[2000).

field B (electric fieldE) are defined at the cell faces (edges ve layers at th? bottom and the top are reserved for the so-
This configuration allows for a flux-conservative formubetiof alledghost-zones: these extra layers serve to enforce boundary

'r_mditions for the high-order derivatives in the verticaédtion.

the magnetohydrodynamic equations, at the same time en . : . S .
ing that the magnetic field remains divergence-free. ThB-SOﬁ%e spacing between cells in the horizontal directir, fy) is

tion of the discretized equations is stabilized by hypacwosity constant, ranging from about 6 kr_n In dwarfs to about_ 25Mmiin
which aims at minimizing the impact of numericaffdision on giants, while it varies smoothly with depth in the verticalkd-

the simulated flow, while providing the necessargfuiion for tion, in order to resolve the steep temperature gradieratsthe

large-eddy simulations with finite-flerence schemes (see als8p(;'.caf| surface. TI.1ehse are thhe Iayers_ frodnE)WheLe th? camnu
Nordlund & Galsgaard 1995 for further details). The values @a lation ?ISC?‘peS.-t eyéare N alracten_ze yan z;rpt oartse-
the numerical viscosity paramefBese empirically tuned for the LWEEN Stellar interior and outer layers in terms of thermmyic
solar surface-convection simulation: they are set largeigh to quantities such as temperature, internal energy, andmnthat

stabilize the numerical solution of the hydrodynamic equet Ma'Ks the beginning of the photosphere. Also, the steepst t
and, at the same time, kept small enough to reduce their moi}erature gradients are found in the superadiabatic regsirog-

ing of the flow’s structures. The same optimized values of tv%mrl t?ni Ooelfclz;:r?tl tshuz;ﬁﬁz Eﬂ; It?gg;?fg: é‘og'r ;rgiféotrhee,i It ":f
parameters are then applied to all other simulations in tiie g y imp y azp

The version o the Baae-code we used for this work is & 878 C X0 R e 0 e e
fully MPI-parallel. The parallelization scales well withe num- P

ber of cores. For this project, the simulations were typjoaln from insufficient spatial resolution.
on 64 cores.
2.1.3. Equation of state

2.1.2. Geometrical properties We use the realistic equation of state (EOS) by Mihalas!et al.
(1988), which explicitly treats excitation to all bound tets of
il ionization stages, of all included elements. We have cus
om computed tables for a mix of the 17 most abundant el-
ements (HHe, C,N,O,Ne,Na, Mg, Al, Si, S, Ar,K,Ca Cr,Fe and

o - - C i). The only molecules that are included in the EOS ape H
boundary conditions of the simulation box are periodic ia tHa\llnd H;. and they are treated on equal footing with the atoms and

horizontal directions and open vertically. Gravity is asgd to For th | bund loved the latest oh
be constant over the whole extent of the box, neglectingraphe!0S- 0T (N€ solar abundances we employed the fatest chem-

ity effects. However, since the size of the simulation domaif%"II composition by Asplund et al. (2009), which is based on

correspond to only a fraction of the total radii of the st&xd ¢o ahsol_ar S|mulat|ont pctla[]formeg W'IE t_he fsaThe %Ogg "?‘”d atom;c
and~ 10% of the stellar radius for the solar simulation and fd1YS/¢S &S presentec here. Jur choice for ine ; IS stepor

. ; - ; ; Di Mauro et al. (2002) who showed that solar models based
a typical logg = 1.5 red giant simulation, respectively) such ety o ;
fec%g can be regarded a% small for the purpoges of thye) cagrient on the EOS by Mihalas et al. (1988) show better agreement with

T - helioseismology in the outer 20Mn% (0.97Ry), compared to
of models. Also, for simplicity, theféects of stellar rotation and X .
associated Coriolis forces are neglected in the presentaion models based on the OPAL-EOS. We inverted_the Mihalas et al.

setup, as it would add two more dimensions to the grid. (198.8) EOS tables, hence the temperatures and th_e the”‘.“’dy'
' namic pressures are tabulated as a function of density &d in

3 In the following, we will indicate the internal energy periumass Nal energy. This inversion exploits the analytical derixe pro-

The setup of the simulations is of the so-calleuk-in-a-star
type: the domain of the simulations is limited to a small re
resentative volume located around the stellar photospdrede
including the top portion of the stellar convective envelophe

withe=e/p . vided in the EOS tables to minimize losses in accuracy. These
4 The actual values we used arg= 0.005 andn, = 0.8 (see Eq. 9 in analytical derivatives are also used in the bi-cubic spiiter-
Kritsuk et all 20101). polation in the inverted tables.
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2.1.4. Opacity zone, respectively. The mean bin-opadityis calculated as a

. . . . Rosseland-like average
We use the continuum absorption and scatteringfficients

listed in detail and with references by Hayek etlal. (2010G)e3Se dB, 1 dB;
include the sophisticated calculations|by Nahar (d0d) the KRoss = f d—Tdﬂ/f_ Ed—-rd’l 7
first three ions of all metals we include, except for K and Cr. Al) A0

These calculations are improvements over those formingdhe in the optical thick regime, and as a mean-intensity-weaight
sis for the OP opacitifis(Badnell et all 2005). The line opac-mean opacity

ity is supplied by the opacity sampling (OS) data that was

also used for the newest MARCS grid of stellar atmospherlgs_ _ e J.da 3,01 8)
Gustafsson et &l (2008), which are in turn based on the VARLD=* ~ | o 77 J ()™

databasdé(Stempels et al. 2001) of atomic and molecular lines. ) ] _ o
in the optical thin regime, wherg(i) is the set of wavelength

o points assigned to bin For bini, the transition from one regime
2.1.5. Radiative transfer to the other around that bins optical surface is achievedésns

The radiative heating and cooling rate (Ed. 4) is evaluated Bf an exponential bridging of the two averages:

solving the radiative transfer equation ki = € 2o 4 (1_ e_ZTR"SS‘)KRossa. @)
dla =1,-S,, (6) All simulations presented here have been run with the ra-
dr, diative transfer in the strict LTE approximation, i.e. unde

the assumption that he monochromatic source funclgrin
wherer, = [pk,ds denotes the monochromatic optical depthg. [3) is the Planck function at the local gas temperatuee, i.
along a given directiors, with a method similar to that by s, (T) = B, (T). For each bin, we compute an integrated source
Feautrier(1964). The equation is solved at each time step afinction by summing up the contributions from all waveldngt
grid point on long characteristics, along the verticaldii@ and points in the bin;
along eight additional inclined angles (twe= cosd and foure-
angles) by tilting the (domain-decomposed) 3D cube. Gihen t
opacityx, and the source functio§,, the monochromatic in- g, — g; =f B,d1 (10)
tensityl, can be obtained by solving Ed.] (6) and the radiative A(0)
heating and cooling rate computed by integrafimrg(l, — S,) . . o
over solid angle and wavelength. We use the Radau quadraturecOIIet e ‘?‘" (2011) shovyed _that, W't.h this opacny.bmnlng
to determine the optimal ray directions to approximate tgria |mplementat|qr), th_e approximation of strict LTE resultamgm-
lar integral in the calculation of the radiative heating andling perature stratification very similar to the case, wheretsdag

rate as a weighted sum. For the radiative transfer calomsiti is propfarly. treated, as long as the contribution of scat@td_)_
we employ opacities as described above (SECE12.1.4). the extinction isexcluded when averaging the mean opacities

Computing the full monochromatic solution to the radiativé (EG:[8) in the optically thin layers ("streaming-regimedjt
transfer equation in 3D at each time step is extremely expdfi¢iudelt as true absorption when averaging the mean opacities
sive. The cost of the radiative transfer calculations hawean *Ross (Eq. .[]) 'r,? the optically thick Iayers.( E”S.'On approxi-
be reduced enormously by opting instead for an approximaf@gtion regime.”). They also showed that including scattpais
solution based on thepacity binning or multi-group method U€ absorption leads to erroneous atmosphere structuestod
(Nordlund| 1982] Skartlien 2000). Following this method, ngerestlmat(_ad (ad|at|ve heating m_the op'.ug:ally thin kayéiow-
sort all sampled wavelength points intdférent bins based on éver, these findings have so far being verified only a smalpgam

; , f stellar parameters, therefore we cannot rule out thatesazg
the spectral range they belong to and on their assocopizaity 0 ' ; .
strength or, better, theiformation depth, i.e. the Rosseland opti- "€€dS t0 be accounted for properly in certain cases. Noeste

cal depthrross(s = 1), where the monochromatic optical deptt§Y2/uating thel kr)ad(ljatwe transfe(rj n SPE”CI LTE grr]eatlyﬁeafe .
cauls umy. In i way, wavclengthpots crreciertd 01 M SR O e e
similar formation heights and belonging to the same spkictra 2010) g SR -
terval are grouped together (see Fig. 3). For each simulatie ;

: e ; The radiative transfer equation is solved for the individua
use the 1D temporal and spatial mean stratification to esima__" . ~ ¢
the formation heights of the various wavelengths and sart {fpacity bins (EqLI5) for all layers that have Mapos9 < 300,

: T : . While in the deeper layers, we use instead thHRudion approxi-
wavelengths into the derent opacity bins. The bin selection ation, which is fulfilled to a high degree at such depths.hWwit

and wavelength sorting process is performed twice durieg t . L S . ;
simulation’s relaxation phase after updating the indiaiduean he opacity binning approximation, the radiative heatiager
term (Eq[4) takes then the form

stratifications, but is kept unchanged during the produaatims
that make up the time-series presented in this work.
: i L = 4 i (J - B 11
To each bin, we assign a mean opagitywhich accounts Crad ”pZK'( ) (11)
for the contribution from both continuum and line opacitiée
compute the mean opacities, wdfdientiate between fiiusion whereJ; is the mean intensity computed from the solution of the
and free-streaming limits, i.e. between the optical thicll ap- radiative transfer equation for bin

tical thin regimes, below and above the photospheric ttiamnsi For the relaxation phase of the simulation runs we consitlere
six bins, while for the final models we used twelve opacitysbin

5 http://www.astronomy.ohio-state.edu/~nahar/! We have developed an algorithm for the bin selection, which

6 http://cdsweb.u-strasbg. fr/topbase/| will be explained further below (see Sect. 213.2). Towacsieelr

7 http://www.astro.uu.se/~vald/php/vald/! surface gravities (log < 2.0) and higher ffective temperatures,
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In Figure[1, we present an overview of our simulations in
stellar parameter space. Therein, we also show evolutionar
tracks (Weiss & Schlattl 2008) for stars with masses fromt®
1.5Mg, and solar metallicity, in order to justify our choice of tar-
geted stellar parameters. Hence, the grid covers the éwoduy
phases from the main-sequence (MS) over the tiffi®) up
to the red-giant branch (RGB) for low-mass stars. In addijtio
the RGB part of the diagram in practice also covers stars with
higher masses, since these are characterized by similkar ste
atmospheric parameters.

2.3. Scaling and relaxing 3D models

log g [em s7°]

Generating large numbers of 1D atmosphere models is relativ
cheap in terms of computational costs, but the same is net tru
for 3D models. Based on our experiences from previous simu-
lations of individual stars, we designed a standard wonk-fif
procedures for generating our grid. More specifically, weetie
oped a large set of IDL-tools incorporating the various sece
sary steps for generating new 3D models, which we then applie
equally to all simulations. The steps are:

7000 6500 6000 5500 5000 4500 4000

Terr [K]
! — Scale the starting model from an existing, relaxed 3D sim-

ulation, and perform an initial run with six opacity bins, so
that the model can adjust to the new stellar parameters.
Check the temporal variation dts and estimate the number
of convective cells. If necessary, adjust the horizontadsi

in order to ensure that the simulation box is large enough to
enclose at least ten granules.

If the optical surface has shifted upwards during the re-
laxation, add new layers at the top of it to ensure that
(l0g7Ros910p < —6.0.

Determine the periodrg of the radial p-mode with the
largest amplitude, then damp these modes with an artificial

Fig. 1. Kiel diagram (T —logg diagram) showing the targeted
SrtacGer-grid parameters for the 217 models, comprising sevéierdi
ent metallicities (colored circles). Four additional stard stars (see
text) are also indicated (squares). In the background, hkigonary
tracks for stellar masses fromi7do 15Mg and for solar metallicity are
shown (thin grey lines).

numerical artifacts in the radiative transfer can occadigrde-
velop and manifest as a Moiré pattern in the integrated dniggo
intensities due to very steep temperature gradients intib&op
sphere. For those situations, we solve the radiative teaesfua-

tion on an adaptive mesh with finer vertical resolution, hic
is dynamically optimized to resolve regions where tempeeat
gradients are steeper. The radiative heating and cooliteg ra —
computed on the adaptive mesh are then interpolated babk to t
coarser hydrodynamic depth scale under the considerdtam o
ergy conservation.

2.2. The StacGeR-grid models

The Sccer-grid covers a broad range in stellar parameters
with 217 models in total. The range irffective temperature

is from T = 4000K to 7000K in steps of 500K, while the
gravity ranges from log = 1.5 to 50 in steps of (. The
grid also covers a broad range in metallicity starting fro
[Fe/H] = -4.0 to +0.5 in steps of 10 below-1.0, and steps
of 0.5 above th&t We decided to apply the same paramete
Ter and logg for all metallicities, in order to facilitate the in-
terpolation of (averaged) models within a regular grid ellat
parameters. In addition, the grid also includes the Sun w ?\
its non-solar metallicity analogs, and four additionalnstard
stars, namely HD 84937, HD 140283, HD 122563 and G 64-
that are presented in_Bergemann etlal. (2012). For metal-pg
chemical compositions with [Fél] < —-1.0 we applied an
a-enhancement ofd/Fe] = +0.4dex, in order to account for
the enrichment by core-collapse supernovae (Ruchtile0abp

8 We use the bracket notatioX [H] = log(Nx/Ny), — l0g(Nx/Nn)e
as a measure of the relative stellar to solar abundancerogealkX with
respect to hydrogen.
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exponential-friction term with periodg in the momentum
equation (Eq2).

Let the natural oscillation mode of the simulation emerge
again by decreasing the damping stepwise before switching
it off completely.

Re-compute the opacity tables with 12 bins for the relaxed
simulation.

Evolve the simulations for at least7 periods of the fun-
damental p-mode, roughly corresponding~d convec-
tive turnover times, typically, a few thousand time-stegfs,
which 100 — 150 snapshots equally spaced were stored and
used for analysis.

During these steps the main quantities of interest are the fi
'Qolution of efective temperature, p-mode oscillations, and
drifts in the values of the mean energy per unit mass and of the
ean density at the bottom boundary, which indicate the leve
of relaxation. When the drifts in these above propertieg,ste
gard the simulation as relaxed. If these conditions wete n
filled, we continued running the model, to give the sintigia
0

re time to properly adjust towards its new quasi-statipna

uilibrium state. Also, when the resultinfjective temperature
an otherwise relaxed simulation deviated more than 100
K from the targetedles, we re-scaled the simulation to the
targeted value of ¢ and started over from the top of our list of
relaxation steps.

The interplay between EOS, opacities, radiative transfdr a

convection can shift the new location of the photospheresrwh
the initial guess made by our scaling procedure slightlysesst.
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(quasi-)hydrostatic-equilibrium condition as in the Stay
0.04 ‘ ‘ simulation, but with the newly scaled pressure and density.
oo max <dinag,,/dz>/20 T The resulting newz-scale is usually not smooth, therefore
—] we generate a newscale, which is optimized to resolve the
- region with the steepest (temperature) gradients, as shown
in Fig. [@. The density-, energy-, and velocity cubes are
then interpolated to this new geometrical depth scale. The
new z-scale is constructed using the variation with depth of
] the (smoothed) maximum of the derivative of the Rosseland
b . absorption coféicient, maxdInaress/dz), as a guide. The basic
0.09 ‘ | ‘ | ‘ | ‘ idea behind this approach is to vertically distribute thesme
- points as evenly as possible on the optical-depth scaleh Wit
-] such an optimized-scale we can féciently resolve the same
features with fewer grid-points, compared to an equidistan

— — — — Limiting aspect ratio (1:4)

x 08" i vertical mesh. Furthermore, a limiting vertical-to-hanizal

o6 — aspect ratio £z/Ax and Az/Ay) of 1 : 4 over the whole ver-

S N - tical extent is enforced. We find that this value represents
0.41— ] in practice an optimal lower limit to the aspect ratio, with

fffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff respect to numerical stability and accuracy of the solutibitme

0.2 — P~ 3 O ; -
- i radiative transfer equation along inclined rays. Finadhg posi-
0.0 ‘ ‘ ‘ tion of the zero-point in the depth scale is adjusted to ddimc
-1 0 5 HJ Mim] 2 3 with the position of the mean optical surface, i&ros9(z-0) = 1.
ep m

Fig. 2. In the top panel, we display the non-equidistant verticacsp At fixed surface gravity and metallicity, the mean diameter
ing Az of the depth scale as a function of geometrical depth in olar soOf the granules, which is used for determining the horiziexa
model (solid line). Thez-scale is optimized to resolve the flows andent of the simulation, increases with highdfeetive tempera-
thermal structure, which naturally results in the highgsttial resolu- ture (see Figs[—11 and Sedf._3]1.5). The number of granules
tion around the photosphere. Furthermore, we also show #xé&mm  present in the simulation box is retrieved with the aid ofdive-
of the vertical gradient of the absorption éb&ient maxdInarosyd2)  rour routine in IDL. Based on the map of the temperature be-
as a function of depth (dotted line). In the bottom panel, @sthe |4 the surface (the vertical velocity would serve equalisilyy
aspect ratid\z/Ax (solid line) and we also indicated its lower aIIowe(Ja contour chart of the significantly hotter granules is eted
limit with 1 : 4 (dashed line). The actual vertical-to-han#al aspect f hich th b i les i ted. C L th
ratio ranges from @6 at the photosphere to1B at the bottom of the rom whic € number of granu’es IS counted. L.oncerning the
simulation domain. temporal resolution of the S|mulat|orj sequences of the I)rgal
duction runs, the frequency, at which snapshots are stised,
based on the sound-crossing time of one pressure scaletheigh

This is the case for a few red giant models leading to upwardde in the photosphere, i.e.

shifts of the optical surface and of the entire upper atmesph Atsnap = (Hp/Cs)(r2/3) (12)
during the adjustment phase after the scaling, with theaaeer i . i
Rosseland optical depth ending up to be larger than requieed (€€ Cols. 14 and 15 in Talile C.1). With the help of functional
(logTRosop > —6.0. In order to rectify this, we extended thosdits of the dependence of granule sizes and sound-croseneg ti
simulations at the top by adding extra layers on the top| tirei scales on stellar parameters, the horizontal sizes of tha-si

top lavers fulfilled our requirements T <_6.0. lation boxes and the snapshot sampling times can be estimate
p lay q DY TRosI10p rather accurately in advance (see App. B).

2.3.1. Scaling the initial models 2.3.2. Selection of the opacity bins
To start a new simulation, we scale an existing one with params we mentioned earlier, in Sec{_211.5, the purpose of the
eters close to the targeted ones, preferably proceeding algpacity-binning approximation is to reproduce the radeti
lines of constant entropy of the inflowing gas at the bottom Heating and cooling rates as accurately as possible witha#l sm
stellar parameter space (see Fig. 6). In this way, we findtigat number of opacity-bins, in order to reduce the computationa
relaxation process is much faster. In order to generateiial in hyrden. For the assignment of wavelength points to bins,rate fi
model for a set of targeted parameters, we scale temperatdifnpute the opacity strengths for all of thel(® wavelength
density, and pressure with depth-dependent scaling ratigfintsin the opacity-sampling (OS) data from the MARCS pack
derived from two 1D models, with parameters correspondiige (Gustafsson etlal. 2008). The histogram of their distith
to the current and intended 3D model (LUdWIg etal. 2()09@3 a function of Wa\/e|ength (See F{Iﬂ 3) exhibits a charstier
For this, we used specifically computed 1D envelope mode|s.-shape. Shorter wavelengths (UV) require more bins to re
(MARCS or our own 1D models, see Sect. 313.1), which extesgive the wide range in opacity strength, while the lowet pér
to logrross> 4.0. The reference depth-scale for all models ithe L-shaped distribution at longer wavelengths (optical k)
the scaling process is the Rosseland optical depth above ¢h@s for a better resolution in terms of wavelength. Theref
photosphere and gas pressure normalized to the gas pressufg initially make a division in wavelength ax, between the UV
the optical surface below it (lagross> 0.0). and the opticdlR (see boundaries of bin 1, 11 and 12 in Fijy. 3)
and comprising approximately an equal number of wavelength
After the initial scaling, we construct the geometricgboints. These two regions are then in turn subdivided evenly
depth scalez for the new simulation by enforcing the sameénto opacity bins according to the number.tpoints. By trial
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Fig. 3. We show the twelve opacity bins selected for the solar sim-— = . 4
ulation by plotting the opacity strength (or, more pregiséie forma- 5§ -8— —
tion height) against wavelength for all sampled wavelempgtimts. The c = e -
individual bin elements are indicated by colored symbolsr &lar- 10— -* —]
ity, we plotted only a subset of the wavelength points car&d for e | | | | | | -
the opacity binning procedure. In the background, we inetlithe —12l— ‘
smoothed histogram of the opacity strength distributidoefzontour). B 2
This shows how the majority of-points are mostly concentrated close a [10% erg/g/s]
to f.he continuum-forming layers and only a smaller fractontributes Fig. 4. Comparison of the radiative heating and cooling resultiognf
to lines.

monochromatic computatiortg (filled dots) and the opacity binning
methodgpyin (solid line) for the solar model mean stratification. In the
and error, we found that a binning scheme with three binsén t}pP Panel we show bothyag vs. optical depth, while in the bottom
1 < Ax region and eight bins for > Ax, one of which being a Panel. we compare the two against each other.

large one and comprising the stronger lines in the opticdl an

IR (bin numbe_r 10 i_n Fig[]3) g_ives a good_represe_ntation_of Hm the opacity binning solution for the mean stratificatiaf
monochromatic radiative heating and cooling. We iteragebiin _our solar model. The radiative heating and cooling rates tiee

. T ; Timplified opacity binning appear rather similar to thosendr
opacity strength for the 8 bins in the lower part of the optical the Fr)nonochpromz)i/tic solu'gonp,)rt)hereby supporting our apghoa

IR) and by small adjustments, and choose the bin selectitn W 16 solar model, our algorithm finds a bin selection that i
the smallest relative flierence between the total heating rat%st slightly less accurate (m&dpin] = 2.78%) than an opti-
computed with opacity binningyin and the full monochromatic ize 4 manual bin selection @6 %). Incidentally, with six bins,

solutiona, for the average stratification of the 3D simulation, get max6qyin] = 3.54%. We obtain an average n{ayin]

I-€- for all the grid models omax[6qpin] = 2.38%, while with six
max(6qpin] = w' (13) binswe gemaxsgpin = 3.0%. We find that maj6pin] increases
max|gal slightly with Ter and [FeH]. We note that the opacity binning

method with its small number of bins states an approximation

e founq that the _|nd|V|duaI selection of some of the b"‘r%r the radiative transfer, therefore, despite the smailesafor
displays a highly r]on.-lln(.ear response to small changgs.dst r.nmax[éqb- | further improvement is necessary
cases an even distribution was favored by the minimization. n '

Naturally, our method will typically find only a local mininmo
due to the small sample of iterations instead of a true globgl
minimum. However, our method is a fast, repeatable, and
automatic selection of the opacity bins, which minimizes thThe spatially and temporally averaged mean 3D stratifinatio
human é&ort significantly, while at the same time yielding(hereaftek3D)) from all of our 3D models will be available on-
very satisfactory results. Moreover, the possible dewmtiline. The methods we applied to average our models are ex-
from the global minimum due to our automated bin selectigaiicitly described in a separate paper. We provide the nsodel
and its resulting uncertainties are anyways smaller than th our own format, but also in various commonly used formats
overall uncertainties associated with the opacity binnieghod. suited for standard 1D spectrum synthesis codes such as MOOG
(Sneden_1973), SYNTHE _(Kuruc¢z 1993) andrBospEcTRUM

In Fig. [4, we compare the resulting radiative heating ar{flez 2008; de Laverny etlal. 2012), together with routinegs+

cooling rates from the monochromatic calculation againssé terpolate th&3D) models to arbitrary stellar parameters. In this

Results
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paper the discussion will be confined to global propertied an
mean stratifications only. More extensive discussions aged p \ \ \ \ ]
sentations of the wealth of details present in the data oB@ur B 050
RHD models will be performed systematically in subsequent p 2.4
pers.

3.1. Global properties 22
In Table[C.1, we have listed the stellar parameters togettiler §
the thermodynamic values fixed for the inflows at the bottoen, i 35 2.0
the internal energyyot, densityppor and entropygyot, as well as 5
important global properties for our 3D simulations. Before °
consider thg3D) stratifications in Secf_3.2, we briefly discuss — 1.8
some (temporally averaged) global properties. @

3.1.1. Stellar parameters

Surface gravity and metallicity are input parameters fanaus

lation, while the &ective temperature is a property ensuing from "4

5.00 = logg

the fixed entropy of the inflowing material at the bottegg. We S

calculate the Eeptive temperature from the spatially averaged 7000 6500 6000 5500 5000 4500 4000

emergent radiative energy fluxag and the Stefan-Boltzmann T [K]

law Teg = [Frad/o]¥4, with o being the Stefan-Boltzmann con-

stant. In Column 1 of TableZd.1 we have listed the resultirfigd- 5. Overview of the constant entropy value of the adiabatic eoav

temporally average@ley of our final, relaxed simulations. These!on zone, which is given by the fixed entropy of the inflowiriggma

differ somewhat from the targetddys, since we do not know &t the botto(m,sbot, (‘;'][C'es) as We:: as thi[at”]‘“phe”c ‘3””0%3; mini-
s . ’ _ mum, Smin, (squares) for two metallicities ([Fel] = 0.5 and 00, blue

a ptrlor:c, the relgtlt)n ;);g/wede&,?t tanld Teffth Ho%/\(/)i/er, Ejh'?h Ma” and black respectively) again$tg. The jump in entropyAs, is in-

jort yo our models ( 0_) _(ﬂe ess than » and € MEegRated with vertical dotted lines. Simulations with thensagravity

deviation for the whole grid iaTeg ~ 32K. are connected with functional fits f@ge: and Smin (solid and dashed

lines respectively; see Apll B), while similar simulatiovith different

. . . Fe/H] are connected with short solid black lines.
3.1.2. Constant entropy of the adiabatic convection zone [Fe/H]

The main input parameter that has to be adjustegqs which
has the same value as the entropy in the deep convection
due to the adiabaticity of convection, i.esot = Sag (Steffen

Zcorrespondingly (see Sedi. _3J2.4). Therefore, to mairttzen
e energy flux, either the transported heat contents) or

3 L the mass fluxd or v;) needs to be enhanced. When the ener
1993). This is also the reason, why the results from our ratf}ﬁjx is carrieddby aZ)Iarger mass flux, then we speak of an gg

shallow boxes are valid. We s8j,: by specifying a fixed value h ; : .
. . ; . ancement irconvective efficiency™] (see Sect$, 3.2.4, 3.2.2 and
for the density and energy per unit mass for the inflowing maﬁza)_ When one considess, with( stellar parameters, then it

rial at the bottomppet andepor. The actual values ofipot, Phot ; o L
andsyo applied in our simulations are given in Table C.1. I:urqlearly depicts qualitatively the same characteristicngfes as

thermore, we provide functional fits fay: (see App.[B). We Shor. By inserting the perfect gas I&hin Eq.[I3 one obtains

compute the entropy by integratihthe first law of thermody- q de k dp (15)
: . S = -,

namics in the form T i p

ds= 1 (dg_ pthd_p)’ (14) from which one can immediately see that the entropy inceease
T p? with internal energys« &, and also increases with lower density

oc —Inp.

On the other hand, an increase in metallicity leads to a highe
ropy of the adiabat and also a larger atmospheric entropy
jump (see Fig.[}5). Furthermore, we find increased velocities
(and As) and decreased densities at higher/[fe(see Sects.
[B.2.2 and’3.2]4), which in turrffects the convectiveféciency.
The dependence on metallicity can be unveiled with the follo

In order to increase theffective temperature solely, i.e. theIng approximation. The opacity (and absorptionfieeent) in-

. creases with higher [F7él], since the opacity depends directl
felmergent :ja_ldlaFve ﬂuh“’ad atthe top boun?}ary, th_e total engrg n the metallicit%/ ThEeEthrostatic equﬁibriuym cgn be tenit in y
ux ascending from the convection zone has to increase lby t C o a
same amount due to conservation of energy (see $ect] 3.2.8) > of optical depth aspi/drross= 9/kross From the EOS
On the other hand, when we ke@py fixed and decrease thewo | 1p MLT modeling the term convectivefiiciency is commonly
surface gravity, this in turn will cause the density to dese referred to the mixing-length. The latter is in 3D RHD sintidas re-

9 . . ferred to the mass mixing-length, which is the inverse gnadof the
The values forp (0,£) and T (p,£) are given in the EOS tables 555 flux (see Trampedach & Stein 2011).

in the covered range of Idg/ [g/cm"’]) € [-141] in 57 steps and 11 p = KTp/umy,, with k being the Boltzmann constant, the mean
log(e/[erg/g]) € [11,14] in 300 steps. molecular weight, anth, the atomic mass constant.

adding an arbitrary integration constant in order to sHi £
zero-point of the entropy to a similar value as in Ludwig et aJent
(1999). In Fig[®, we show,e; againstTs for [Fe/H] = 0.0 and
—-0.5, as an example. The value fgjy; increases exponentially
with higherTet and with lower logy, and linearly with metallic-
ity with a moderate slope.
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Shot [10° erg/g/K] almost diagonally. Moreover, towards lower metallicity find
\ \ \ \ two significant diferences for the lines of constamgty, the first

— — — = +0.00 = [Fe/H]

one being that the slopes of the lines steepen, and the sbeend
ing that the distances in thies — logg plane between the lines
decrease. The latter implies metal-poor stars feature adero
range ins,ot compared to metal-rich ones. As we will see in
Sect[3.P, this has important consequences for the steitfics.

3.1.3. Entropy jump

The upflows enter the simulation box at the bottom with the con
stant entropy value of the adiabatic convection zegg, and as-
<tend until they reach the superadiabatic region (SAR) jekivib
the visible surface, where the convective energy is coader
radiative energy. In the photosphere, the mean free pattnéor
continuum radiation grows large enough for the gas to become
transparent, and the overturning upflow at the surface litsses
internal energy as photons escape and carry away entropy. Fu
ther above in the nearly isothermal atmosphere (with consta
see Fig[Ib) with an exponentially decreasing density thr®pn
7000 6500 6000 5500 5000 4500 4000 increases again due to the EOS (sedEl. 15). This leads tea min
To [K] imum, Smin = Min[(s)], just above the surface (lagoss< 0.0) in
the temporal and horizontal averaged entropy (se€e[Fig.\2d).
Fig. 6. Showing lines of constant entropy of the adialat from 1.3 determined the entropy jump from theffdrence of the entropy
to 40x 10%erg/g/K in steps of 08 x 10'%erg/g/K and for [F&¢H] = minimum and the fixed entropy at the bottom, i.e.
—3.0 and 00 (blue solid and black dashed lines respectively) in thé Kie
diagram. Additionally, we show evolutionary tracks fo6@0 15Mg  AS= Shot— Smin- (16)
with solar metallicity (thin grey lines).

log g [em s7°]

In order to calculatesyn, we used averages of the entropy on
constant Rosseland optical ddfthsince it is the radiation
losses that cause the sharp changes in the thermodynateic sta
around the optical surface and, therefore, the opticalrdegsle
offers a better reference frame for comparisons. The averages
on constant geometrical heigkiBD), smear out and thereby
|£verestimatesmm increasingly towards higheFss due to the
increasing level of corrugation of isesurfaces on the geomet-
rical scale (see Fi§._24). The constant entropy at the bostgm
on the other hand, is a fixed input value for each simulation.
with stellar parameters is quite non-trivial, since notyoisl it It ig vyorthwhile to ment.ion that the main contrit_)ution to the

' Ivanauon inAs as a function of stellar parameters is duesig,

coupled to the changes in the total energy fluxes, but it i a _ . ; ;
affected by the dferences in the transition from convectiveF:)nf(eSSénéne/igEglUStS“Qhﬂy with stellar parameter compared to
0 .

to radiative transport of energy with stellar parameters
particular, the non-local radiative transfer depends liveearly
on the conditions present in stellar atmospheres, esnecizﬁhe
changes in the opacity and the EOS will strongly influen
the radiative transfer. Additionallyg,ot will be influenced by
changes in theficiency of the convective energy transport, th
is in the convective fluxes arising from the hydrodynamie(s
Sect[3.2.8 for more details).

(also ideal gas law), one can see that the pressure scaletheit
density, piy « p. Therefore, when one would fikes and logg,
but increase metallicity (and opacity), then the hydrostaal-
ance will be realized at a lower density stratification (setdm
and middle panel [n18), which is also given by 1D MLT mode
The lower density stratification will result in highgge; andAs
(Eq.[15 and top panellinlL8).

We emphasize that the dependence of bgih and As

In Fig. [ we showsy,, (dashed lines) as well ass (dotted
s), and it is obvious that the minimum in entropy ince=sas
?ﬁst slightly with increasing@ ¢, while the jump increases with
the constant entropy value of the adiabatic convection zone
uasi-exponentially at high€Feg and lower log. This can
be concluded more easily from Fig. 118 (top panel), where we
displaysyot vs. Teg (See also Col. 8 of Table Q.1 and fés and
_ o ) Smin in App. [B). We note that the location of the entropy jump
An analytical derivation oot as a function of stellar pa- gssentially represents the boundary of stars and the jun is
rameters is rather flicult, as explained above. Nonetheless, W, regarded as physically realistic, which is a result of 3IDR
can fit oo With stellar parameter in a functional form based ogimyjations. The entropy minimum coincides with the positi
the results from our simulations (see Apip] B). This has begfithe upper end of the SAR. A similar sharp drop occurs for
done previously, based on 2D RHD models with solar metalligyost of the thermodynamic quantities of interest T and
ity by lLudwig et al. (1999). In FigL16, we show howo varies ) "whereas and pio; display a marked change of gradient.
across the Kiel diagramey —logg diagram) for [F¢H] = 0.0 vgreover, the jump in entropy is an important value, sinds it
and-3.0. In the case oy, our results with solar metallicity 5 gjrect measure of theffieiency of convective energy transport
are qualitatively in good agreement with those of Ludwiglet §sed Trampedach etlal. 2013). The latter is in 1D modeling set
(1999), despite the inherentiirences between 2D and 3D conpy the four MLT parameters, especialiyy. 1, in the framework
vection simulations, the adopted EOS, opacities, and tiwelia of \| T (see B6hm-Vitense 1958; Henyey etlal. 1965). Towards

transfer treatment. We find thago: (which depictssyg) lies on - ¢q0 dwarfsas becomes smaller, indicating a higher convective
lines of constant entropy in the Kiel diagram, in fact for sugar

metallicity these lines with the same entropy of the adiabat 12 Averages on constant column mass density yield a very sisifa.
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scale, therefore the influence ©f; is much stronger. On the
other hand, when one performs a similar hyperbolic tangent
functional fit for a fixed value of [F&H], then As is dispersed
around the functional fit with such a large scatter that a fit is
rather meaningless. Therefore, in contrast{p and logg we

find no systematic trends with metallicity.

[10° erg/g/K]

Based on the strong correlation between the entropy jump
Asandsyey, it is of interest to investigate what othsaaling re-
lations may be manifested for other stellar properties. With
as an inverse measure of convectivgcgency, we expect that
in light of such scaling relations, important quantitiepelied-
ing on the entropy jump will also similarly scale systemailtic
— with syot, in particular density and velocity (see Se€fs. 3.2.2 and
[B.Z.4), and therefore also the calibrated mixing-length pfr-

] ticular MLT implementation. We note briefly that qualitaly
similar relations can be achieved with 1D MLT models with a
fixed mixing length.

As

1.50 = logg
2.00
2.50
0.6 e 3.00
® 3.50
® 4.00

0.4 | ® 450

® 5.00

As [10° erg/g/K]

0.2—

0.0
1.2 1.4 1.6

‘ ‘ | 3.1.4. Emergent intensity
2.0 2.2 2.4 2.6

*erg/g/K] While classic 1D models are inherently horizontally synmicet

Fig. 7. We compare the entropy jumis against the constant entropy.th,[eref(.)tre :caé:l:l;mg :ji IV'Sf'ble granukllatlon pattern, thﬁ. gr_e?]tg
value of the adiabatic convection zogg; for all grid models (filled cir- Intensity o models features inhomogeneities exhipitic

cles; color-coding explained in the legend). Furthermareshow also details, which arise due to the presence of turbulent cdiveec
hyperbolic tangent functional fits (see E[gtB4 and Aw Bveen motions. We give an overview the emergent |ntenS|ty of our
Ter = 4000 and 6000K (red lines; top panel) and betweeryled.5 Simulations in Fig. [B. Therein we display a main-sequence
and 45 (grey lines; bottom panel). (MS) simulation (the Sun), a turifito(TO) simulation, a K-giant,
and a K-dwarf model, each with fourftgrent metallicities. To
facilitate direct comparisons among the four metallisitieve
efficiency, while towards hotter stars the large entropy jumpept the horizontal sizes and the color scales for the couatin
reflect a low convectiveficiency. We will present a calibrationintensities fixed from [FgH] = 0.0 for the individual stellar
of eyt based on the entropy jump in a subsequent study, Gaegories (we extended the metal-poor simulations byoéxpl
previously done by using multidimensional convection damu ing the periodic horizontal boundary conditions). The dark
tions (see_Ludwig et al. 1999; Trampedach et al. 1999). Whilegions depict the cold intergranular lanes, while the Higg
we founds,ot to be qualitatively similar to those bf Ludwig etlal.areas are the hot granules. The radiation above the granules
(1999), in the case ofs our findings are also similar, but theoriginate at higher geometrical heights, while for dowriiré
differences are here distinctively larger. comes from much lower heights. This is because the opacity
is highly nonlinear due to the strong temperature sentitiv

Itis quite remarkable how closely the variationkgresem- the H -opacity (- ~ T'%, see SN98), which is the by far the
bles the change af,o; with stellar parameters (see Fig. 5). Modominant continuum opacity source in the visible for latpet
tivated by this, we compare directlys againsts,o; in Fig. [1. Stellar photospheres. Since the temperatufierdince between
We find a nice correlation betweeXs vs. Sy At lower s, the granules and the intergranular lanes is very lasgefK),
values,As seems to converge towardDQa negative jump is layers of constant optical depth will be increasingly more
not expected, since the atmospheréoing energy in form of corrugated and become largest around the peak of the SAR.
radiation from the photosphere), while fajy; > 1.7, As grows 1herefore, the radiation above granules is emerging frajhehi
linearly with syt and only a modest level of scatter. In F[g. 7?90”‘9”'03' depthsz,p, while above downdrafts it originates
we color-coded th@ ;- and logg-values respectively, to showfrom deeper geometrical heightgy, (for the Sun the largest
how the residuals depend systematically on atmospherimpar difference between the averaged geometrical heights can amount
eters. Models with higheF; (bright orange dots) and higherUP t0(2up— (2ygn = ~140km at logross= 2.0).
logg (dark grey dots) settle along high&s and vice versa. In
order to illustrate this better, we have fitted a set of hypkeb An immediate, interesting aspect that leaps to the eye
tangent functions (see Eq._B.4), which we show also in Fiffom the overview presented in Fig.[] 8 is the qualitative
[4. We included functional fits betwedig = 4000 and 6000K self-similarity of the granulation patterns despite thegéa
(redorange lines in top panel) and betweendegl.5 and 45 variations in size-scales. The emergent intensity in@®as
(grey lines in bottom panel). Hence, we find hotter dwarfaglo towards highefTe and decreases for lower surface gravities,
lines at largens, while cooler giants settle along lines at smalleas expected. From Fi] 8, it is also clear that the granuéssiz
entropy jumps. decrease with metallicity (due to smallelp, see Sect[ 3.1].5;

Interestingly, in the linear parsfo; > 1.7) AS(Syop) displays Se€€ _also Collet et al. 2007). Also apparent is the c_:hangeof in
a rather universal slope ofs/spot ~ 0.85, while the actual tensity contrastwith stellar parameters, as we will discedow.
offset in the ordinate depends mainly Bg and logy. Another
interesting aspect is th@ty shows a similar strong influence as  In order to discuss the changes in the intensity, we show
logg. The latter, however, is obviously expressed in logarithmin Fig. [@ the temporally averaged histograms of the intgnsit
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T,y = 5777K logg = 4.44 T,; = 6500K logg = 4.00 T,; = 4500K logg = 1.50 T,y = 4500K logg = 5.00

= +0.0

[Fe/H] = —2.0 [Fe/H] = —1.0 [Fe/H]

3.0

[Fe/H] = —

9000.0 [Mm] 1.5 [Mm]

Fig. 8. We show an overview of the emergent (bolometric) intensityef selection of stars, namely main-sequence (MS), fli(f@), K-giant
K-dwarf (from left to right, respectively) at a given timestant. For each star, we show four metallicities/lfFe= 0.0,—-1.0,-2.0 and-3.0
(from top to bottom, respectively). To facilitate companis between the flerent metallicity of each star, the intensity scale and trézhntal
geometrical size of the metal-poor simulations are idahtw[Fe/H] = 0.0, and the individual intensity contrasts [%] are indicatedach box.

| normalized to their individual mean intensity thereby en- amplitudes and widths, thereby changing the overall sh@pe.
abling a direct comparison betweerifdient stellar parameters.two components can be clearly extracted from histograms at
The histograms of the intensity show two components: a peaigherTs, where the intensity contrast is increasingly enhanced
at lower (darker] /I < 1.0) intensities, resulting from the cooland eventually produces a distinctly bimodal distributiehich
downdrafts, and an often broader component at higher (tnighis @ manifestation of théidden or naked granulation (see
I/T > 1.0) intensities, arising from the upflowing hot granuled;id- [10 and Nordlund & Dravins 1930). In order to better
We note that these findings are qualitatively to be expesteel (illustrate this, we also included the full width at half mae
SN98{ Trampedach et! 13). (FWHM) of the individual intensity histogramigwnm in Fig.
[Id. On the other hand, at lowélls the intensity contrast

As clearly depicted in Fig. [19, the shapes of the tw@ecreases in general, so that the two components overlap,

components change with stellar parameters, in partichiar {€ading to a single narrower higher peak in the histogram,
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Fig. 9. We show the temporally averaged histograms of the (bol&ig. 10. Overview of the (bolometric) intensity contrastms against
metric) intensity (solid lines) for various stellar parasers (the bin- Teg for [Fe/H] = —2.0 and 00 (blue and black respectively). Models
size is 100). To ease comparisons between tfierént stellar parame- with the same gravity, but fierentTeg are connected. Thenhanced
ters, we normalized the individual intensity scales wighnitean value. naked or hidden granulation at lower metallicity can beaeted in the
Furthermore, we have indicated the respective FWHM of theniity larger range of intensity contrasts (see text for details).
histograms)rwum, (dotted lines), a measure of the intensity contrast.
Note the diferent ordinate scale in the top panel. The bimodal distri-
butions are given due to the asymmetry and the large comtrése up \yith T being the (spatial) mean intensity ahdthe number of
and downflows. data points (see_Roudier & Muller 1986). We remark that the
shownAl s are is temporal averages. It is essentially defined as
L . the relative standard deviation, hence it reflects the wadthe
thereby becoming indistinguishable from each other in thgensity distribution (see Fig] 9). This often measurelieas
histogram. Ludwig & Kiginskas|(2012) found also an unimodajery syitable for quantifying the range of brightness flations
intensity distribution in the context of a 3D giant model it 4,e to granulation. The intensity contrast increases wigher
solar metallicity. ~Furthermore, we find that the individuat . and lower logy. For our solar simulation we get an intensity

contribution to the intensity from upflows and downflows igqontrast of 15%, which is close to the one found by SN98 with
often asymmetric, meaning that the amplitudes of the twépea g o, (see Col. 10 in Table C.1).

in the bimodal distribution are unequal (see Eiy. 9). In gehe
for dwarfs, we find that the relative importance of downflows .. higheiT e, we find thatsye, As, and the vertical

with respect to upflows in terms of the peak contribution ® tr{/elocity increase. as shown in Sects—3.1.2 22 For

e e ars {98l Noer s, e (0p of e convecte Zauge
behavior atTe; = 4500K is actually the opposite. Also, th;llfenetrates higher and higher above the optical surface due

balance between upflows and downflows varies with surfaf? larger vertical velocities (see FiglJ17). Additionalkg

gravity. The intensity histograms for giants are in gener
broader (higher contrast) compared to dwarfs of the s@gie
(seelpwhm), hence exhibiting a larger intensity contrast. F
dwarfs at lower metallicity (right bottom panel) the bimtitla

is more pronounced and thgyywm (contrast) is broader (higher)

%herTeﬁ (higher syt and As), the overall temperatures and
eir fluctuations also increase, implying that one observe
increasingly higher layers, since the dominant-épacity,
Yence the optical depth, depends sensitively on the tertypera
Therefore, the granulation pattern is enhanced at hidher

; . while on the contrary for loweflet the granulation becomes
towards highefTey, while at lowerTeq the Irwim (contrast) oo visible, sincexopc, recedes below the optical surface in

becomes narrower (lower) compared to solar metallicityt (Iethe latter case (see overview in Fig. 8). This phenomenon has

bottom panel). The latter hints at anhancement of the éfect oo aready described by Nordiund & Dravins (1990)aiked
of hidden or naked granulation. granulation 7 =

To illustrate the latter in more detail, we show in Fig.] 10 nterestingly, in our simulations, we find that at lower
the rms of the bolometric disk center intensity fluctuatiéors yet5jicity the dfect of naked and hidden granulation is more
[Fe/H] = 0.0 and-2.0, which is commonly referred as the Npronounced, in the sense that the range of contrast from cool

tensity contrast low-contrast dwarfs, to hotter, high-contrast dwarfs, k%
larger (from 109 to 176) for our [F&H] = —2.0 simulations
2 _o1l/2 than for solar metallicity (see Fig_110). At lower metalfici

Alims = [Z('i") /NI ] (17) the major electron donors (metals) are depleted, therefore
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Fig. 11.  Overview of the granule diametekan derived from the Fig. 12. In the top panel, we compare the granule size approximated
maximum of the mean 2D spatial power spectrum of the boldmetwith the pressure scale heigliic (see EqIB) against the mean gran-
intensity againsTeg for [Fe/H] = —2.0 and 00 (blue and black respec- ule diametedgran (same as Fid.11) for all models. The individual stel-
tively). Models with the same gravity are connected by thespective lar parameters are indicate@ef, logg and [FgH] with red, gray, and
functional fits (solid lines; see Appl B). blue respectively). We indicated the positiondpjic = dgran the solid
diagonal line. In the bottom panel, we show also the relatgiduals.
We indicated also the mean residual (dotted line), whichwart®to

. . . ~ 30%. Here, models with the same gravity are connected Y
the formation of the dominant opacity source Hepends Iines).o gravity (gt

primarily on the ionization of hydrogen, which is the reason
for the steep increase of intensity contrast with for highgr _
(Nordlund & Draving 1990). the metal-rich ones.

The variations in the intensity and in the intensity corttras We find a remarkable validation for the approximation

with stellar parameters have important ramifications fasewb of the maX|ma! horlzon.tal extent of a granule based on
vations. At the one hand, the enhanced naked or hidden grema_ss-conservatlon considerations made by SN98 (see also

lation at lower metallicity &ects the formation of spectral line Nordlund et al! 2009). Hereafter, we denote the following re

and the limb darkening. On the other hand, it should also Ie?ﬁion ats tlheNorQIuncé scalin% rglgtic:n (NST)' Tthhe a(s*]pepding
to distinct signatures in the granulation background oérast uoyant plasma Inside a cylinarical granuie with raciugves

. . T _ 2 .
seismological observations and spectro-interferomistraging. L'SG EO 3 \ﬁartltcal r&wass ftlux with, = [z ]Ip\;z- Th(|js rtr;]asts ﬂUXD
Here, we limit ourselves to the discussion of the global prep as to detiect and overturn increasingly towards né top. Due

ties of the emergent intensity patterns, and a detailedysisal to conservation of mass, the upflow has to drafihsideways

will be performed in subsequent papers. through the eqlge of the granule Wlthl_n appr0_><|mately onapre
sure scale heightlp, hence resulting in a horizontal mass flux

jh = [2nrHp]pvh. The pressure is a quantity that preserves its
3.1.5. Granule size characteristic shape with stellar parameters, i.e. thespre of

two different simulations look rather similar on a uniform depth
The physical dimensions of the simulations boxesg, and scale, therefore the pressure scale height is preferredtioge
s, in Cols. 11 and 12 of Tabled.1) are selected based on @nsity scale height. Equating and j, we can solve for the
mean diameter of granules (see Se€f._2.3.1 and Table dmpximal) granular diameted,= 2r:
and a target of about 10 granules in the box. Additionally, _ -
measured the granule sizes by calculating the 2D spatiadapt;l\@ sk = A4lvn/vz]Hp ~4Hp (18)
spectrum of the bolometric intensity for the time seriesg atWe show in Fig. (IR a comparison of the granular diameters
determining its maximum from the smoothed time average (segtimated withdy,c and from the maximum of 2D spatial power
Fig. 9 inlTrampedach et al. 2013). This method is quite robusgectradgan, Which is shown in Fig[ll1. The astonishing tight
despite the large variations in gravity. In Fig.] 11, we preésecorrelation can solely be interpreted as clear evidencehier
the measured granule sizeéigan (given in Col. 13 in Table_C]1; validity of the NSR. We find that the mean pressure scale leigh
see also App_B), showing that they become larger with smaltaken at the height of the maximum vertical rms-velocityobel
surface gravity. Also, the granules of the simulations iited the optical surface (lotkoss~ 2.0, see Fig.[17) gives the best
logg, the lowestT; are typically~ 50% smaller compared to match betweedy,c and the granule sizes. Furthermore, we also
the simulations with the hotte3tg, while for the models with confirm that the relevant scale-height is that oftibtel pressure
the lowest metallicity they are typically 30% smaller than for scale heightHp = pwt/pg, since we find a better agreement
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with the latter. The granular diameters found from the pefak o

2D spatial power spectra are about 30% larger than the dstima 12 T 4000 1o 5000k |
from Eq.[I8, i.e.dgran ~ 1.3dnic (see lower panel of Fig._12). 3 .00 T I8y =20 ]

-2.0

The variation of the velocity ratien/v; in the convection zone 10
is rather small\(,/vz~ 1.0) as both are of the order of the sound
speed, therefore the variation in EQ.] 18 stems predominantl
from Hp. In hydrostatic equilibrium the pressure scale height is
inversely proportional to the surface gravityg o< 1/g), which
explains the strong correlation between the granular sinels
logg. On the other hand, with increasidgg and [F&H], the
pressure scale height increases slightly because of theaise

in the ratio of pressure and densitfig « piot/p). The ratio
actually increases even though both values decrease, thiace
density drops with height slightly more rapidly than thegmére.

T [10° K]

K]

"

Finally, we want to mention our finding on the filling factor
for upflows and downflowsfy,, and f4n respectively. We derived
the filling factor from the sign of the velocity field in the una
tered simulations on layers of constant geometrical heitiien
we computed the mean filling factor in the convection zone,
which yields on average for all simulatiorfg, ~ 0.65 with a
minute deviation ofr = 0.014. Therefore, we find that the mean
filling factor is rather universal, and close to previous ifivys 109 Tross 109 Tross
by SN98 with fy, ~ 2/3 and fqn ~ 1/3. In deeper solar simula- Fig. 13, (3D) stratifications of the temperature vs. optical depth for
tions, which reach down to 20 Mm _(Stein etlal. 2011), we finghrious stellar parameters (solid lines) and 1D models wijhr = 1.5
very similar values for the filling factor. (dashed lines). Furthermore, we have marked the positibastoopy

minimum (plus), vertical peak velocity (diamond), and nmaxm in
Vsad= V — Va4 (triangle).

T [10

3.2. The mean atmosphere

In the following, we want to discuss the properties of th . L
mean stratifications and the temporal and spatial averafgeﬁt‘? largest fluctuations are found. This is the reason why hy-

various important quantities. Unless specified otherwike, drostatic 1D modeling has the greatest challenges in tifiera
(3D) stratifications presented here are averages on surfac@@ll region.

of constant Rosseland optical depth, i.63D) = (3D)ross

Whenever we employ alternative averages in the text, erg., 2 1. Temperature stratification

constant geometrical heigk8D),, we indicate that explicitly.

We remark briefly that only the averages on constant geoméfe first consider the temperature stratifications in optical
rical height(3D), strictly fulfill the equations of conservationdepth, which we show in Fig[_13. We also show the corre-
(Egs. [1,[2 and]3), therefore also the hydrostatic equilibriu sponding stratifications of 1D theoretical model atmospher
while all other averages exhibit slight deviations. Thisldine with amr = 1.5 based on our 1D code (dotted lines) with
actual methods we used to compute the mean stratificatiensidentical EOS and opacity tables as the 3D models. In
discussed in a separate paper (see Magic et al. in prepgratithe continuum forming layers around the optical surface
For the sake of clarity, we display here only a subsample @f1.0 < logrress< 0.5), the diferences betwee(8D) models
our grid models including MS and RGB stars (lpg 4.5 and with differentTess, but same log and [Fe'H], are rather small
2.0, which we refer to as dwarfs and giants, respectively) withesides the shift in the temperature stratification cooedng
solar and sub-solar metallicity ([Fd] = 0.0 and-2.0, solar and to the diference in fective temperaturaTes, which is to be
metal-poor, respectively). Whenever possible, we compitre expected sinc8er ~ T (r = 2/3). Well above and below the
corresponding 1D models that are obtained with our 1D codptical surface, on the other hand, we find significaffedences
(see App[A). between thé3D) models depending on the stellar parameters.

Before continuing our discussion, we would like to point out In the upper layers (lotkess< —2.0) of atmospheres with
the importance of the superadiabatic region (SAR), as it wdolar metallicity, we find that the behavior in mean tempemat
be referred repeatedly in the following. It is the region,en is similar between 3D and 1D models. On the other hand, the
the transport of energy changes character, from convetdivemetal-poor3D) models exhibit significantly cooler temperature
radiative. The top of the SAR, whef,;q= 0, marks the top stratifications compared t8D) models with solar metallicity
the convection zone, since it is the uppermost point, whege {(AT/T (logTross= —0.5) ~ —1% and~ —14% for [F&H] = -1.0
Schwarzschild criterion is fulfilled. At the location of tipeak and —3.0 respectively), in particular for dwarfs (lgg= 4.5).
of the superadiabatic gradient, one also finds the largegtiflu The temperature stratification in the upper photospheres of
ations and inhomogeneities in the thermodynamic variates solar-metallicity models is largely controlled by radiatiequi-
to the non-adiabatic transition to the photosphere. Furibee, librium, while for low-metallicity models this is not geradly
it is here in the SAR, where the entropy jump and the peak tine case: for metal-poor models, the absorption featuresbe
the vertical velocity occur. In fact, the SARfectively repre- considerably weaker, therefore, the radiative heatingolegtsal
sents the physical outer boundary of the convective eneelldp line re-absorptiond;,g) is dominated by the adiabatic cooling
is the most dynamic part in the interior of late-type stafsere due to expansion of the ascending gapiV - v) in the energy
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Prot (I0g7TRoss= 2.0) in Fig. representatively for thg. The

12 o 4500 ‘_ - 5/‘*0 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ] net dfect on the convective flows are lower mass fluxes for
10 —eso0 o higherTegs, since the decrease in density is predominating the
_ e increase in velocity, therefore resulting in a morefiiwéent
X 8« es convection. This is compensated with higher entropy jumps
° 7000 (see Fig. [IB withAs as an inverse measure for convective
— 6 — ] efficiency), hence higher temperatures and steeper temperatur
e — gradients. On the other hand, the temperatures in the upper,
4 B radiative layers increase less with increasing than in the
| | | | | | deeper, convective ones. We find with decreasing surface
12 ] ! ! ! gravity (middle panel in Figl_14) the same correlations &t wi
IS vt | increasingTers before, the temperature stratifications become
o3 hotter below the photosphere, and due to lower densities we
X gl find a more infficient convection, while the upper atmosphere
© - is less #fected. For lower metallicities (bottom panel), the
— 6 temperature stratifications are significantly cooler, babove
and below the optical surfacAT/T (logTress= 2.0) ~ —5% and
4= —15% for [F&’H] = —1.0 and-3.0 respectively). At the top the
2 | | | | | | stratifications are cooler at lower [Ad] due to the dominance
! ! ‘ ! ! ! ! of adiabatic cooling over radiative heating. Below the cgiti
10 le o T [Ferm (oee/ea) _ surface, we find higher densities with lower velocities and
o oS entropy jumps (while the mass flux is increasing), therefore
T gl i leading to an fficient convection with shallow temperature
5 T gradients at lower metallicities. We find cooler models fialit
= 6= below the opacity edge, which we describe below (compare
Ter = 5000K in Fig. [16), follow an adiabatic temperature
4 —= stratification even in the atmosphere, which coincides with
P | | | | | | the rather sudden change between/HHe= -1.0 and -2.0
-5 —4 -3 ) 1 0 1 9 in Fig. [14 (bottom panel). Besides our standard averages on

109 Tgoss constant Rosseland optical depth, we show also the averages
. o . o on constant geometrical depth scaBb), (here isz fixed and
Fig. 14.  (3D) temperature stratifications with the variation of ong. . — (rr.s9,), which are systematically fierent, in particular

stellar parameter at a time, while the two others are fi%g,(Iogg, pelow the optical surface, but behave qualitatively in ailsim
and [FeH], from top to bottom, respectively). We show our standara/ay with stellar parameters

averages on constant optical deg8D) (solid line) and on constant

geometrical deptki3D), (dotted line). . .
In the sub-photospheric region (logyss > 0.5),

where convection dominates, the temperature gradients
balance (Eq.[13), leading to an equilibrium structure at eoolV = dInT/dIn p{d become increasingly steeper with higher
temperatures|_(Asplund etlal. 1999b). For cool, metal-pobgs, reflecting the hotter interior stratifications. This can
giants (e.g.Tex = 4000K, logg = 2.0), we recognize theffects be illustrated with the maximum in temperature gradient,
of molecule formation on the structure of the high atmospheVpeak = maxv, which we show in Fig. [I5 (functional fits
At sufficiently low temperatures, molecules start to forn@re also given in App.[1B). The increase Bpeax With Teg
which contribute with a large line opacity, shifting the #rate is close to linear, but it seems to saturate at highar (see
from adiabatic to radiative heating and cooling, resulting Ter > 6500K). We find that the maximum in temperature
a stratification closer to the radiative equilibrium onee(segradientVyeakreproduces qualitatively a similar behavior as the
Gustafsson et &l. 2008). On the other hand, for giants witir saintensity contrastAlms with stellar parameter (compare Figs.
metallicity the radiative equilibrium is even more domingt [10 and[Ib), which is consistent with the strong temperature
since these exhibit hotter stratifications than 1D modelth&n sensitivity of the H opacity. Furthermore, our metal-poor
upper layers._Ludwig & Kainskas|(2012) find the same but orsimulations exhibit a larger range &fpeaxvalues than their
a much milder level. Thesdfects are rather non-linear, and weolar metallicity counterparts, aritheax is similarly enhanced
find no simple systematic trends within our grid models. at lower metallicity (compare alsb(logrross= 2.0) for dwarfs

in Fig. [13), as the intensity contrast (see Seci._8.1.4). Our

We would now like to examine the influence of individuatool metal-poor simulations have flatter and hot metal-poor

stellar parameters on the temperature stratification. &fber, simulations have steeper temperature stratifications than
we show in Fig.[I4 the temperature stratifications of modefetal-rich part of our grid (see Fig.114). CuriousWpeak is
where we separately vary one at the timkg{ logg, and close to constant with metallicity for the solbg and logg.
[Fe/H]), while keeping the other two parameters constant.
Figure[14 (top panel) shows, as expected, that with inangasi We identify three main reasons for the given variations in
Tex, the temperature stratification becomes overall hottemperature gradients with stellar parameters in the SARGw
above, but also below the optical surface, in order to pmvidre rooted in the hydrodynamics and the radiative transier:
the required total energy flux (higher enthalpy, Hg.l 22). Wecity field, convective ficiency, and radiative back-warming.
find in our simulations (both 1D and 3D) that the increased
Ters with hotter stratifications are accompanied by low&t vincreases, if only the thermodynamic pressure is includeglect-
densities and higher vertical velocities below the surf@gee ing the turbulent component.

Article number, page 16 681



Magic et al.: The Stagger-grid — . Methods and general ptase

to additional heating of the sub-surface layers, also known

N ‘150 \_I T T [FEJH] . 10_001 - asback-warming (see_Mihala$s 1970; Nordlund et al. 2009).
a5l a0 -2%e | In 1D models it is straightforward to quantify thefect
' 250 of back-warming, as done for example by Gustafssonlet al.

3.00
3.50

2.0 — 4.00
4.50

(2008), who found it to contribute a slight increase in tem-
peratures below the surfachT/T (tross= 10) ~ 5% for so-

lar metallicity stars withTe; ~ 5000K and log = 3.0).

In our 3D RHD atmosphere models, line-blanketing and
back-warming #ects are also naturally included through
our opacity-binning method. Isolating the radiative back-
warming dfect in our 3D simulations is, however, a little

more involved than in 1D and we defer the analysis of this
mechanism to a future paper in this series.

Vpeuk

L The three mentioned fiects are nonlinearly coupled and
*NL[ T ‘[FEJH]JO_OOI* compete with each other, making itfiiicult to disentangle
2.0— 2000 the individual contributions. A quantitative analysis hle
i presented in a later paper.

1.5 — — _ _
N \ i We would like now to examine more closely a sample of

(3D) models in thes — p-plane, as shown in Fig. 16, in order to
better illustrate the variations with stellar parametédsie can
clearly distinguish three derent regimes: the adiabatic convec-

|Og (KRnss)

1.50

0.5 2.00 tion zone, the photospheric transition, and the almoshéotal
B o upper atmosphere.
0.0 — 350 At the bottom boundary, sliciently deep in the convection
L 450 zone where entropy fluctuations become smg@lk) = 0.3%,
~0.5 | ‘5-°° ° '°99‘ L] the models follow closely the associated adiabats withsot

(green lines). They deviate increasingly from their adiapas

7000 6500 6000 T55°2 5000 4500 4000 the top of the convection zone is approached. This is dueeto th

o [K] entropy deficient downdrafts (cooled in the photosphereptre

Fig. 15. Overview of the maximum temperature gradi&itax (top  INg less diluted by the entropic upflows, as the optical erfa
panel) and Rosseland opaciysstaken at the heightress~ 3.0 (bot- approached. For the 1D models (blue dashed lines), the value
tom panel) againstet for [Fe/H] = —2.0 and 00 (blue and black re- of the entropy at the bottom of the stratifications is evitlent
spectively). Models with the same surface gravity are coteieby overestimated, particularly at high€gs, but this is because we
their respective functional fits in the top panel (solid insee ApplB). haven't calibrated they 1 parameter here, and we have used a
value of 15 for all models. The transition of energy transport

from fully convective to fully radiative is clearly visiblesince,

1. As we discussgﬁ above (see Séct._8.1.3), (tjhe entropy julighe gptical surface, one finds a sharp isochasic« 0.0) drop
Asincreases withfective temperature according to a POWe, internal energy (this is basically the enthalpy-jurspin Eq.

law (see Fig[[I8). This behavior arises due to the variati ). Thes-jump coincides with the sub-photospheric region

in the radiative losses (see Se¢f._3.2.8), which is acCOd . |ogrgess< 2.0), where the atmosphere starts to become
panied by changes in internal energy and density (see

I ) o nsparent. The transition zone ends eventually at thieabpt
16). The veIOC|t|%§aL|se rapidly, as exhibited by the growly ;e (logross= 0.0, marked with big squares). Above the

of V¥ims and alsop? 2 with Teq (see Figs 17 arld 21 respecoptical surface (I0gross< 0.0) the atmosphere is almost isother-
tively). Similar to Vpea both ngr?]'; and ptpuiik occur in the mal (compare Wlt_h the orange isotherms in [Eigl 1_6), with expo
SAR, and both increase towards higfigg and lower logy.  nentially decreasing density and almost constant intemetgy

2. Themass mixing length oy, changes with stellar parameter§A3 ~0.0). ) o
(Trampedach & Stein 2011). The latter is evaluated as the in- 1€ €Ntropysuot at the bottom grows exponentially with in-
verse gradient of the vertical mass flux, separately in the (jf€@singTer and decreasing lay We showed above that the
or downflows, hence;;! = din j,up/dInp, with j,up being entropy jump increases in a similar way (see fij. 7). Here we
the vertical mass flux in the upflows. Therefore, the ma#8d a similar behavior for the jump ininternal energy:(hence
mixing length is composed of the gradients of the densi) in the pEotosphtire. Moreover, we show in Figl 16 the posi-
and the vertical velocity, i.eam o 1/dInp +1/dInv,. We tions of VE-q “andvbrng located in thes-jump, and, again, we find

find thater increases for lowets, Vi andVpeai We will - both V22K and VP20 scale exponentially Witfer. FOr v
publish our findings on the mass mixing length in a separate have indicateg the amplitudes as well, which also ine®as
paper. exponentially withT¢g. All of the aforementioned positions are
3. In the lower photospheric layers, where the continuudistributed rather regularly in the- p-plane, while they are less

forms, radiation is absorbetlfcked) by spectral lines; this so on the logrossscale (see Figl_13). The position sfin is
implies that less radiative flux can be transported at theewaxlose to the optical surface and shows little variation itiazb
lengths corresponding to spectral lines and, converdey, tdepth.

more flux has to be pushed through continuum windows, At lower energies and densities in Fig.]16 (kg 0.3 and
an dfect commonly referred to dgne-blanketing. This in logp ~ 3.0 to 00) we notice the #ect of Hr and Ha opacity
turn leads to a steepening of the temperature gradient andorm of an edge in the opacity contours (kgss~ —5.0 to
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Fig. 16. We show the mean internal energy against mean density forf sda@dels (logy = 4.5) with [Fe/H] = 0.0 and-2.0 (left and right
respectively). The specific isocontours for the entrggy (green solid) andmi, (green dotted), Rosseland opacity per volupigoss (blue)
and temperatur@ (orange) are underlayed. Moreover, the positions of egtromimum syin (plus), optical surface (large square), vertical
peak velocity/222 (diamonds) and maximum iFisq (triangle) are marked respectively. The amplitude§f is indicated with horizontal
bars with markings in 1 kys. We also included the 1D models wity, 1 = 1.5 (blue dashed lines). The range in optical depth is showm fro
logTross= —5.0 to +5.0 for each dex (small squares). However, we note that ourlatioos boxes are much deep@o@trese = +7.5).

—1.0), since the bound-free absorption increases (more excitomponent;,ms, being the flux carrying component of the con-
states) towards higher energy below the ionization enengg, vective flows, and being the broadening component of sdectra
they fade away again above it. Models that fall below thiseedgines at disk center.

exhibit a rather dferent stratification. In particular, towards e buoyant uprising plasma will experience increasingly
cool metal-poor dwarfs, i.e. lowdlfer, higher logy, and lower 5 gecrease in density towards the photosphere, hence @ stron
[Fe/H], the models more closely follow ad|ab§ts than 'SOthem‘&ensity gradient, and due to mass conservation, the caveect
in the atmosphere. Thisfect of the competition between rayyqiions will eventually overturn. Thereforesms peaks in the
diative and _dynamlc heating (see _beglnnlng_of this Secoyab gaR around l0gRoss~ 1.5 for dwarfs and- 2.3 for giants. Fur-

the convection zone becomes particularly evident at loveBf hermore, since in the SAR, the transition region from ceave
licity (for [Fe/H] < —2.0). However, for the 1D models (bluejye 1 radiative transport of energy takes place due toetess
dasheq lines), this is obviously not the case, since _th@wa! _in opacity and the subsequent radiative losses, here wehfind t
fpllow isotherms due to the enforcement of radiative eb.kjlll strongest turbulent motions concomitant with the gredtest
rium. Furthermore, the cool metal-po@D) models also dis- ations in all thermodynamical quantities (in particatropy,
play higher densities at the optical surfacc_a,_ tht_areby SP@NNtemperature and density, see Figs] [22, 13[@nd 18). Further to
a largerp-range for diferentTers. The stratifications of sim- 4145 the interiory,ms drops as the density increases. From
ulations of hotter dwarfs, on the other hand, depend litte @, slightly sub-photospheric maximum, velocities fall @ a
metallicity. For the simulations, we have only plotted th@ge minimum above the optical surface, then increases agatmein t
quTRosse [—.5_.0,5.0], and the top of this is reached at mUCIPligheratmosphere (see Figl 17). Towards upper layggss in-
higher densities for the metal-poor dwarfs than for the 50lgrg 4565 again due to p-modes, excited in the SAR but leaking o
metallicity dwarfs. Therefore, the density ranges covelgave ot ihe acoustic cavity as they have frequencies above thestico
the optical surface by the individual atmospheres is sm@ll fo . o The metal poor simulations show a slightly smaller in-
metal-poor models (mifogp] ~ ~1.0 and-2.0, respectively; crease iv,ms, since their density gradients are shallower due to
see FigLIb). steepefT-gradients. The declining velocity above the surface is
due to the fact that the convective motions overshoot wellab
the top of the convection zone. We find the velocity minimum to
occur between logross~ —2.3 for dwarfs and-1.5 for giants.

Next, we consider the velocity field in our simulations, whic  As expected, the magnitude of the velocity field is enhanced
arise self-consistently from the solution of the hydrodyia towards highefgs, lower logg, and higher [FgH], similar as
equations. In Fig[Z17 we show the rms-velocity of the velticas. The symmetry of the velocity profile changes with ¢pg

3.2.2. Velocity field
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Fig. 17.  Vertical rms-velocity,vzrms, from the(3D) stratifications g
(solid lines) and convective velocity,  from the corresponding 1D >
MLT models (dotted lines) as function of optical depth t@gssfor &

various stellar parameters. ~0.5

-1.0 —‘

and metallicity, while it is little &ected byTeg. For lower
logg, the peak in the velocity field is increasingly shifted to 0.8 =
optically deeper layers (e.g. at solar metallicity the ager L
peak position for dwarfs iglogrrosy ~ 1.5, while for giants
it is ~ 2.0). The coolest metal-poor simulations display a flat-
ter profile, and the position of the minimum is increasingly
shifted towards higher layers, especially for extreme tradar

dwarfs ([F@H] < —3.0), and the profile is therefore stretched and
skewed. 150

For comparison, we also show in Fig. 117 the convective Z g 2 — 200 ‘ —
velocity vyt of our 1D models determined by MLT. It is & 3.00 . |

= 0.6
~
£
X

o
~
\

z,rms,peak [

apparent that the general trends of increasing velocitiéls w st

increasingTe; and [FEH] and decreasing logy are common 0.0 — 450 voooe ]
between the simulations and the 1D MLT models, although o 500 ‘: 099 [re/H] = =20
much less pronounced in 1D. Furthermovg. drops rather : : : : : :
sharply at the top of the convection zone (as given by the 7000 6500 6000 5500 5000 4500 4000
Schwarzschild criterion), as no overshooting is allowed fo

in our implementation of MLT. Several non-local variants Oif:ig, 18. Overview of the entropy jump (top panel), maximal vertical
MLT exists, and they allow for overshooting, but none of thefins.velocity below the surfacas (middle panel) and the density at
produce velocity profiles close to that of our simulationse Whe same heightpeak (bottom panel) vs.Teg for [Fe/H] = 2.0 and
also want to mention the large asymmetry in velocities of th0 (blue and black respectively). Models with the same gyaaie
up- and downflows (SN98): in 3D simulations, the latter ammnnected with their respective functional fits (solid insee Appl_B).
much faster than the formeup to ~ 2 faster, in particular Note the inverse correlation between density and velocity.

for cool dwarfg, contrary to what is normally assumed in 1D

descriptions of convection.

pect is the increase oS3 andAs with T, which are close

The peak vertical rms-velocitwﬁﬁﬁ (see bottom panel of to exponential, indicating a correlation between the twde T

Fig. [I8), is a good measure of the global magnitude of velo§haracteristic variations oﬁfﬁé correspond to the inverse vari-
ties in the simulations. It also serves as a measure of thermditions of the density taken at the same heights as the peaks in
of turbulence present in the simulations. The actual vadwes Vzrms (S€€ middle panel in Fig. 18). This behavior arises due to
also given in Col. 9 in TablEC.1, together with a functional feonservation of mass (Egl 1), which can be expressed as

in App.[B. The variation_oﬁgfr%'é with stellar parameters resem-,In p) = — (3, Inv,) (19)

bles that of the entropy jumfss (compare top and bottom panel

in Fig. [18), namely it also increases exponentially withhieig for a stationary flowdie = 0). Of course, under this assumption,
Ter @and lower logy and linearly with [F€H]. An interesting as- this equation is strictly speaking valid only locally, wilve
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which we show in Fig[[19. The values are plotted on a double

B 150 = oag ] logarithmic scale, to more clearly iIIustra_te the_ poyvew-la

—o5 2,00 7 character of 'ghe relatlo.ns..From the above dlsqussmnlldvﬁe

250 i that the vertical velocity is also correlated with the canst

-1.0— 3.50 — entropy values,, of the adiabatic convection zone and the
density. We also show linear fits of the dengifgakand entropy

: p jump As as a function of2%2% in log-log scale (red lines in
Fig. [19), exhibiting the slopes of lags/logvsak ~ 0.46 and

(roh) = 598 logppeak/ I0gVES2X ~ —1.20, hence a scaling with the respective
| I | I | I | I % J | slopes.
‘ [

log (As [10° erg/g/K])

BEE In 3D RHD simulations, the non-thermal, macroscopic
velocity fields arising from convective instabilities antputed
— self-consistently from first principles and therefore have
immediate physical meaning. They represent the buoyant
motions associated with convection and its turbulent festu
and their statistical properties carry equally importamygcal
520 = 10gg S information as the mean temperature or density stratifioati
R T ) | By contrast, in 1D atmosphere modeling, a free-parameter-
1.2 1.0 0.8 —0.6 0.4 —0.2 dependent velocity fielshy 1 is derived for the convective flux
109 (Vamspeac [10 km/s]) in MLT. Also, for radiative transfer and spectral line fortioa
) ) ) calculations, two ad-hoc Gaussian velocity distributienthe
Fig. 19. ~ Comparison of the entropy jumps (top panel) and the gq_cajled micro- and macroturbulenc&, and ywrm, respec-
density at the optical depth of the maximal vertical velptielow the tively) — are usually introduced to model Doppler broadgnin
optical surfacepeak (bottom panel) vs. maximal vertical rms-velocnyof spectral lines associated with non-thermal (e.g., cotve
vgfr?,l; for all models. A linear fit is also indicated in both paneledr tyrpulent, oscillatory, etc.) gas motions in stellar atpteres.
lines). The values of the micro- and macroturbulence parameters
are determined by comparing synthetic and observed spectra

compare here averaged values. Despite that, we find that {fI§ Profiles and line strengths.  Usually, a depth-indepetd
relation is, in general, qualitatively fulfilled across tiole value of the mlcroturbulenceturb_anq one global value of
depth of our simulations. Towards the optical surface, te-d the macroturbulencgtu,b are applied in theoreUcaI spectrum
sity decreases, which has to be compensated by fastertiegociSyntheses with 1D model atmospheres. Full-3D line fornmatio
in order to fulfill conservation of mass as well as sustain trﬁ@lculatlons using 3D mO(_jeIs similar to those descnbed&,her
energy flux. The velocity field profile results ultimately rfino ave demonstratgd that in '?‘te'.WF?e stars t_he rgquwed non-
the interplay between the vertical and horizontal accétera tNermal Doppler line broadening is indeed primarily theufes
due to buoyancy and overturning respectively. The latter af Doppler shifts from the convective motions and to a lesser

; ot : e tent oscillations in the atmosphere (Asplund et al. 20@3)
turn is set by the radiative losses that arises from the pieya ex , A S
opacity conditions according to the thermodynamic statthef SUch this non-thermal velocity field is clearly depth-deget,

plasma (see Sect_3.2.8). Furthermore, one can also rea\g’gﬂe micro- and macroturbulence are almost always assumed
o ! e non-varying with depth. Furthermorey 1 is solely

that at a higher féective temperature, hence hotter temperatu'i% X ; .
stratification, the density will be lower (ideal gas gives: 1/p; a5Signed to satisfy the necessary amount of convective flux b
see also middle panel in Fig.]118), however, at the same tirffe€ individual prescription of MLT. While, interestinglymr
more energy (enthalpy) has to be carried to the surface hwh[pimics to a certain extent the run @fms in the interior for

necessitates a faster flow (as is given in Egl 23). The entr tler: d\_/vazlfs. We ierr}?rk tht‘f"t tth'j |,:1/Iterpretat|(€rr]1 is howeve
jump, density, and velocity are coupled intimately with kea physically consistently motivated. Moreover, the cartwe

; e locity varies depending on its actual implementatiory.(e.
other (the vertical mass flux i = pv,). Therefore, changes Y€ : Pe >
in one quantity imply corresponding variations in the valpé BonMm-Vitense 1958, Henyey etial. 1965) and, as sughr
the other quantities, and vice versa. The radiative energgels should be interpreted and used with caution. We point out

at the photospheric transition generate the entropy fltions 13t Oné important motivation for conducting 3D RHD atmo-
according to the prevailing opacity and the irradiatiomadion, sphere models is the fact that the before mentioned spurious

hence it sets the amplitude of the entropy jum@ On the inconsistent velocities become redundant. The hydrodjcem
other hand, the entropy deficient plasma with its densitessc ?lr?dulatmns account consistently for only one unique vigjoc
determines the buoyancy forcdg ~ Ap, and therefore the 1eld.

vertical velocitiesv, of the downdrafts. The downdrafts in turn

2.00

2.50

3.00
3.50

0

4.00

|Og (ppeck [10_7 g/cml])

will settle the upflows in order to deliver the required coctiee Another good measure for the turbulence of a velocity field
energy _qux. The subtle details in the chain of causaliti&s gk the absolute value of the vorticiky| = [V x v|, which is shown
non-trivial and beyond the scope of the present paper. in Fig. [20. The vorticity arises below the surface in SAR due

. o ) ~ the overturning of the upflows and the turbulent downdrafts e
Similar to our finding in Sect[3.1.3 of a scaling relatiomeriencing the density gradient. The peakdinis associated
between the entropy jump and the constant entropy valueeof {fjith pronounced shear flows, which arise due deflection of the
adiabatic convection zongs(syoy), we find here again anotherhorizontal flows into downdrafts of the overturning plasreeg
interesting, tight scaling relations betweggak vgf,fl,ﬁ andAs, SN98). The vorticity is concentrated in tube-like struetiin
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Fig. 21. The fraction of turbulent pressure to total presspigy/ Prot
vs. optical depth logressis displayed for various stellar parameters.
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to total pressurepurn/Pot, Shown in Fig. (21, follows quali-
tatively very closely the run ot ;ms (compare with Fig.[[17),
namely, it peaks in the SAR (lagoess~ 1.5), reaches a mini-
mum around logress~ —2.0, and increases in the upper layers
(a functional fit for[purb/ Protlpea IS given in App.[B). In the
SAR, the shape of thpym/ prot profile with optical depth looks
similar to a Gaussian function, however, towards lowgr and
metallicity, it becomes increasingly skewed. Averages om-c
stant geometrical dep#3D), are similar, only the peak and the
upper layers are slightly lower at high&gs.

For hotter stars, in particular metal-rich giants, the tleht
pressure becomes comparable to the gas prespurs/ Prot ~
0.4) in the SAR, and the atmosphere is increasingly supported
by pwrp- This means that neglecting the turbulent pressure, as is
usually done in 1D models, would significantly overestinthte
gas pressure. The consequence of this is a faulty, incensist
stratification, since the overestimation in gas pressuneesoat
the cost of altering other physical quantities like the dgneven
when the temperature stratification looks similar compaoeal
(3D) model.

We find thatv,ms is very close toviuh = [{Prwrb) / {0)]
since the latter is basically the density-weighted analothe
former. In 1D stellar structure models that include turbtile
pressure, the convective velocity from MLT is considered, i
Prurb.1D =ﬁpv§/|LT. However, as shown in Fid._1L7, the convec-
tive velocities vy T, are underestimating,, systematically to-
wards highefTes and lower logy. Therefore, the 1D models
can be improved by usingms resulting from 3D simulations,
or one can fit the scaling factgrto matchv,ms, which would
clearly reduce the error.

As shown by Wende et al. (2009), we also exp&ghs to
correlate with themicroturbulencd™ &y, SiNCeVyms is a hori-
zontal average of the velocity field. In 1D line formationaal
lations, a depth-independefairy is introduced in order to com-
pensate for missing Doppler broadening in the line extimcti
profile. The actual correlation of the velocity field wigh is
nontrivial due to the non-locality of the radiation field, ieh
is additionally impeded by non-linear atomic physics. HEier
fore, this correlation has to be determined empirically byne
paring the results of 3D line-formation calculations witteir
(3D) counterparts (see also 8tn et al. 2009). We intend to
perform such calculations in an upcoming work.

Finally, (Chiavassa et al. (2011) showed that using a realis-
tic turbulent pressure contribution to the hydrostaticilopium
in 1D red supergiant atmospheres, greatly improves theeteri
surface gravity in these stars. This extra pressure conmpone
also leads to an expansion of the atmosphere compared to a 1D
model stratification without turbulent pressure. This ifened
to asatmospheric levitation (see_Trampedach 2001). This will
affect p-modes byféording them a larger cavity, and hence low-
ering their frequencies. This is part of the seismic neafase
effect which has plagued helio- and asteroseismology.

1/2

the intergranular lanes around the edges of granules. Thefru3.2 4. Total pressure and density
the vorticity follows closely that 0¥, ms (see Fig[1l7).

3.2.3. Turbulent pressure

The turbulent pressur@ym, = pV2, is an additional (dynamical)
pressure that arises from the (macroscopic) vertical bolkdl

The total pressure is defined as the sum of thermodynamic and
turbulent pressureot = pPih + Prurb, and the former consists of
gas and radiation pressug®, = Pgas+ Prad- I Fig.[22, we show

the total pressure for various stellar parameters. In ashto

the previous quantitiesp: decreases with highefes, lower

due to the convective motions. It appears when considefi@g ¥ This is not necessarily the case for the macroturbulgqgs, which
horizontal averages of the momentum equation (Eq. 2), maigmpensates for the missing large-scale motions thatthkeshape of

specifically of the advection term therein. The ratio of tuemt

the emergent spectral line profile, but not its strengthi(edent width).
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Fig. 22. We display the(3D) total pressurguor against the optical Fig. 23. We present thg3D) stratifications of the local electron num-
depth logrressfor various stellar parameters (solid lines). For compaber densityng| against optical depth lagyossfor various stellar param-
ison we also plot the 1D models with dashed lines. Note tfferdint eters (solid lines). For comparison, we also show the cpording
ordinate scale in the top panel. stratifications from 1D models (dashed lines).

logg, and higher metallicity. From the three stellar parameters

the influence of the metallicity is the strongest. We find thfact that the density itself decreases here, and due to toenre
highest pressures (and densities) in the coolest metal-pbimation of hydrogen at the photospheric transition. Thevegc-
dwarfs and the lowest pressures in the hottest metal-rihitg}i tive flux consists to- 1/3 of Fign, (see Secl_3.2.8), therefore, as
In the upper layers of hot metal-poor dwarfs, we find pressurae hot ionized plasma reaches the surface, it radiates anay
systematically increased with respect to their 1D courtesp ergy, recombines, and overturns into downdrafts, theretye-
which is accompanied by similar behaviorgn pgas and pwrb.  ing the number of free electrons. The electron density esze
As we showed above, a significant fraction of the total pressswvith higherTeg, lower logg, and higher [FéH]. The electron
is contributed by turbulent pressure in the SAR and in thressurgy = ngksgT follows similar trends as the electron den-
upper layers (see Fig. 21), in particular towards highgrand sity in terms of variations with stellar parameters and dept
lower logg. Moreover, we note that the temporal and horizontal

(3D),-averages from our relaxed simulations are very close to

hydrostatic equilibrium, and the turbulent pressure dbutes 32 6. Entropy

significantly to this equilibrium.

) _ o . Local, box-in-a-star, 3D RHD atmosphere models have well de
_ Since the mean density stratifications look qualitatively-s fined boundary conditions at the bottom boundary because of
ilar to the total pressure ones, we refrain from showing thefe adiabaticity of the convection zone, even though theyeir
Instead we prefer to show, in Fif 118, the peak defSidpea  atively shallow and comprise only a small fraction of the <on
which is the density at the height of the maximum rms-vertic@eciion zone. Indeed, the specific entropy per unit masseof th
velocity (see Fig[17). The densippeaxincreases with lower plasma stays constant across most of the convective zopa:-in
Terr, higher logg, and lower [F¢H]. These variations with stellar gicyjar for the upflows. In Fig-24, we show the average entrop
parameters arise due to the radiative transfer, since ttbllen_go Below the optical surface, the entropy converges asynyatoyi
and heating rates (see Eg. 4) depend on depsityd opacity againsts,, into deeper layers, especially the averages on con-
«. We showed in Sectl_3.1.2 that with higher metallicity angiant geometrical heigk8D), (dashed lines). As the hot plasma
opacity, the hydrostatic stratification is set at lower in the granules reaches the optical surface, it becomesytaan
ent, thereby a large fraction of the energy is radiated aWwhis
results in a decrease in entropy, until it reaches a minimum a
the top of the convection zone (logoss~ 0.0). Further up, the
Next, we discuss the properties of the electron number tiengntropy then increases again due to the decoupling of the ra-
nel (Fig. [23), which is the temporal and spatial average of tligation and matter above the photosphere, which resultsiin a
local electron density on layers of constant Rosselanctalptialmost isothermal atmosphere. The 1D models (dotted lines)
depth. The electron number density drops by abd2itlex at the exhibit larger entropy stratifications in the deeper cotieec
transition from the interior to the photosphere. This is thuhe zone, in particular for high€Fes, thereby overestimating the en-
tropy jump increasingly due to the fixed mixing-length paeam
15 The total pressure would lead to a very similar plot. teramt with 1.5 for all stellar parameters.

3.2.5. Electron number density
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Fig. 24. (3D) and(3D), mean stratifications (solid and dashed respe
tively) of the entropys vs. the total pressure normalized to the pressu
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respectively). In Fig.[25, we shoWgs,q averaged over con-
stant geometrical height or Rosseland optical depth. Thk jpe
Vsag Which looks like a skewed Gaussian function, arises solely
from the temperature gradieRt The superadiabatic gradient
peaks around lotkess~ 1.0—-2.0, and becomes sub-adiabatic,
i.e. Vgag< 0.0, above the optical surface at laghss< 0.0-0.5.
The entropy jump correlates directly with the superadiabat
gradient, sinC&saq= 1/Cp[ds/d1n pot] and one can show that
0s/dz=cp/Hp(V—-V4). Hence, it is no surprise that they ex-
hibit similarity in the peak amplitude and position. In peutar,
the peak amplitude increases with increasiigg and logy (see

Asin Fig.[I8; a functional fit forVFs’zgkis given in App[B). The

position ofvggakon the optical depth scal@D)ress(triangles),
hence the position of the steepest temperature gradiearigels
slightly with stellar parameters. However, similar to thesjion

of V223K in the £ — p-plane, the distribution o¥"*%is regular
(see Fig.[IB), namely it shifts systematically towards bigh
and lowerp with increasinglgg.

As it is clear in Fig.[2b, one finds substantiaffdiences
in Vsag When comparing the tw¢3D) stratifications with their
1D counterparts, namely, the 1D gradients exhibit distiety
larger amplitudes. TheseftiBrences arise partly due the miss-
gjg turbulent pressure in the 1D case, but do not resolve the
F{%]screpancies. Furthermore, we find an asymmetrically skew

at the optical surface lagiot/ psurf fOr various stellar parameters. WeShape towards the optical surface in the 1D gradients, wiich
show also thes-stratifications of the 1D models (dotted lines). Note thghared by the geometrical averag@b),, but is not the case for
different ordinate scale in the top panel.

Fig. 25. We show thg3D)rss(s0lid lines) and3D), (dashed lines)
superadiabatic gradieRtaqVvs. optical depth logressfor various stel-
lar parameters. Furthermore, for comparison, we also shewncor-
responding values from 1D models (dotted lines). Note tifkemint

T T T
4000 to S000K
2.00
-2.0

Smin *

2.peak © |

v,
Vsod,peak &

-1 0 1 2
|°g TRoss

ordinate scale in the top panels.
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3.2.7. Superadiabatic temperature gradient

the averages on constant Rosseland optical d&ihross A
main reason for the shownftiérences betweg3D)rossand 1D
comes from the averaging over layers of constagts The un-
derlyingVygs are rather insensitive to the deviations between the
(3D)ross @nd 1D stratifications, so theftirences arise mainly
due toV. Between(3D), and 1D the adiabatic gradientgféi in

the sub-photospheric gradient.

3.2.8. Transport of energy

The individual energy fluxes are quantities worthy of furthe
consideration. The energy flux is conserved only on averages
of constant geometrical heigk8D),, therefore, we show and
discuss the latter here. The total energy fug = Frag+ Feonv+

Fvisc emerges from the photosphere solely in the form of radia-
tive energy flux. The total energy flux is supplied from the-con
vection zone by the convective energy flux, which is the sum of
the enthalpy flux

Fenth=

g+ 2
P

(6jz being the horizontal fluctuations of the vertical mass flux;
the average vertical mass flux vanishes) carried in the upflow
and the kinetic energy flux
1 .

Fiin = [EPV2]5JZ (21)
arising from the downdrafts (see SN98 and Nordlund et al.
2009). Since the mean kinetic energy fl&g, is negative,
the positive enthalpy flu¥en, is the major component of the
convective energy flu¥con. The enthalpy flux in turn con-

sists of the energy fluxes due to ionizatin, = |- 32 |6j;,
thermal heafF, = %%Mz and acoustic (sound) wav&Scous=

We limit ourselves to show only the superadiabatic gradiefginvz) — (pm) (V). In Fig.[28, we show the energy flux&g,g,
Vsad= V — Vag, Since it combines the important properties ofenih, Fkin, Fion, @andFg normalized to the total emergent en-
both the total and the adiabatic temperature gradmtndVayy ergy flux o-Tgff (for clarity, we refrain from showindrisc and
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while thermal heat is the second most important component
with Fy, ~ 0.29. The acoustic energy constitutes only a small
fraction with Facous= 0.04. SN98 found similar fractions with
Fyin ~ —0.10t0-0.15, Fjon ~ 2/3 andF, ~ 1/3 for the Sun. The
Fion and Fy, fractions, which are the major constituents of the
enthalpy flux, undergo a significant change below the surtce
we show in Fig[Zb for models with fierent stellar parameters.
In particular, the fraction of thermal he&t, becomes more
significant at the cost ofj,, towards cool metal-poor dwarfs.
The thermal fluxF, reaches a maximum (Up ®nmax = 0.5)
just below the surface, but eventually converges close ¢o th
above mentioned fractions in deeper layers (long dashed)lin

1.5 I
04500 = Ty (4.5/+0.0)
5500

In 1D MLT models, the convective flux is assumed to consist
of the enthalpy flux onlyFconip (see Appendix’All). This
is a result of the MLT assumption of symmetric flows which
means that the kinetic energy fluxes in the up- and downflows
cancel exactly. As remarked by Henyey €t al. (1965), thelldeta
on Fiin, Fion, Fih and Facous are not at hand due to the lack
of a self-consistent velocity field. The energy fluxes from 3D
RHD simulations, on the other hand, arise self-consistentl
from solving the coupled equations of radiative hydrodyitam
without further assumptions.

F/ F\‘m‘

F/Fioi

As mentioned above, the emergent total energy Ruxis
carried in the convection zone mainly by the positive emtpal
flux Fenth (EQ.[20). Therefore, one can approximate the convec-
e tive energy flux with the mean jump in enthdlfiyAh times the
—05 0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 mean vertical mass flux of the upflows below the optical sesfac

|og.Pioi/Psurf hence
Fig. 26.  Behavior of the normalized energy flux€$Fiot against Fcony = (Ah){ovz). (22)

the total pressure normalized to the pressure at the optiodhce

log prot/ Psur @s a function of variations in the individual stellar paramAt the transition region, the enthalpy jumfph is primarily
eters Tef, l0gg, and [FgH], from top to bottom, respectively ). In caused by the strong drop in internal enesghence entropsg,
each panel, the various curves are shown varying one of taenegers and the thermodynamic pressure work is rather small (n@te th
while keeping the other two fixed. The individual normalizeimpo-  change ofpo; below the surface logkoss> 0.0 in Fig. [22), i.e.
nents ofFot areFentn (dashed)Fyin (dotted) Fion (dash-triple-dotted), spy T As whereT is the temperature at the surface. By approx-
Fin (long dashed) anéfaq (solid). Averages are evaluated at constar? atingT ~ T, ONe can expect the total energy flEig; = O'TQE

geometrical height. i ) .
to depend to first order on the mean entropy jEingensity, and
vertical velocity:
Facous Since their contribution td- is very small). We vary
one stellar parameter at a time, while the other two are fixedr
(Tesr, logg, and [FeH], from top to bottom in Fig[26, respec-©
gvil]yl):' _JUSt ?gl?wthe op()jt;cal Slérfaﬁe‘golf 10g Prot/ Psurt < tl.O), dThis approximation can already be retrieved on dimensional
cgol mktlentéls-cr))(l)orlg\?v?r?sni g”ig\(,v;_r; e[Fe'/nl_e']S;r']r(‘jCL?gﬁgr I?)Vg\;;ar ﬁrounds, however, we derivedkthe latter in order to explaé t
y I ’ 1 . . . eal .
due to higher densities and velocities. The increased tieauc SYStematic variations ofs, Vorms @ndppeak With stellar param-
of the total flux byFyin (< 0.0) is compensated by a simulta€t€rs, which we have observed above (see Fig§. 15, 18and 18,
neously higheFent (> 1.0). On the other hand, in deeper |ay[gspect|vely). The emergent raqllanve energy flux is qate@I
ers (10Qpwt/ Psurf > 1.5), both converge to similar fractions forW'th, As, p andvy, an_d th_e respective composition resulting from
all stellar parameters-0.17 and 114 for Fyin andFent respec- the |nd|V|_duaI contributions varies Wl_th _stellar paranmete _
tively). This convergence to very similar values is ratfeenark- The interplay between the radiative heating and cooling
able. The convective motions seem to follow an exact guieeli "at€rad (Eq.[4) and hydrostatic equilibrium, require dfdrent
which might be correlated to the universal filling factoryho density stratification for dierent stellar parameters due to the
ever, we will study this more carefully in a future work. Wel€pendence of opacity on thermodynamic variables, as we
remark that in deeper solar simulatiBh&é20 Mm) thatFenand showed in Sect[3.1.2. The resulting density variation$ wil

Fiin increase with depth, while their sum remains constant (Slgguce adjustments in the vertical velocity and entropy gum
Stein et al. 2009). urthermore, we find with increasing lggnd [Fe'H] at a fixed

The majority of the total energy fluky; in the convection Tefr, the density increases, which is compensated by higlser
zone is carried in form of ionized hydrogdrwith Fig, ~ 0.67,

o1 &< (A9 (0) (V). (23)

18 For example,Ah can be determined at the top and bottom of the
photospheric transition region (see Hig] 16).

16 our shallow solar simulation is@Vm deep. 19 Here, we prefer to usAs instead of directlyAh or Ae due to the

17 The given fractions are averages of all grid models. adiabaticity of convection.
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Fig. 27.  We show the normalized cooling and heating rafg¥™ Fig. 28. Comparison of the temperature stratification for ¢8B) and
vs. optical depth logressfor various stellar parameters. The showithe 1D models by showing the fiBrence(1D) — (3D) (colored bars)
averages are retrieved on constant geometrical hé&it,. Note the between logress= —5.0 and 20 in the Kiel-diagram. We present four
different ordinate scale in the top panel. different metallicity ([F¢H] = —3.0,-2.0,—1.0 and 00).

3.3. Comparison with 1D models
3.3.1. 1D models

andv; (As« Ap~1, see EqLT5). We would like also to emphasizA differential comparison between 1D and 3D in terms of ap-
the remarkably important (non-local) influence of the rathen  proaches in the modeling of stellar atmospheres is of olsviou
photospheric transition region on basically the whole eation relevance here. Therefore, we developed a plane-parayiel,
zone, since the entropy deficiency of the turbulent downsirafirostatic, 1D atmosphere code (hereafter simply refeweast
are generated mainly here. The latter sets the entropy juntip $he 1D code) that is based on a similar physical treatment as the
the convective driving (see Nordlund etlal. 2009). MARCS code with a few simplifications (see Appenfik A and
Gustafsson et al. 2008 for more details). We employ exaletly t
same EOS and opacities as in the individual 3D models, tigereb
excluding diferences due to dissimilar input physics. Also, we
The radiative heating and cooling ratgsq (Eq. [4) due to applied the3D) models as initial stratifications for the 1D mod-
radiative losses enter the hydrodynamic equations as @eowls. These mea(BD) stratifications are defined on an equidis-
and sink term in the energy equation (Eg. 3). It is the divefant optical depth scale from lagoess= —5.0 to +5.0 in steps
gence of the radiative fluRrag = -V - Frag, and a large, nega- of 0.1. The well-resolved optical depth scale reduces diseretiz
tive Orag, thecooling peak, marks the transition of energy transtion errors in the 1D atmosphere calculations, thereby ngaki
port from fully convective below the optical surface to fute- the 1D<3D) comparison more reliable.
diative close to the photosphere. To better illustrate tyeth In Fig. [Z8, we show a comparison of the 1D a3®) tem-
dependence ofiaq and the comparison amongfigirent mod- perature stratifications. One can immediately extractttieatip-
els, in Fig. [2Y, we show the normalized cooling and heatifgr |ayers of the atmospheres are systematically overattin
ratesqiai™ = —dFrag/dInTross One can see that the amplituden the 1D models by up te 1000K, in particular for metal-poor
of g7y Increases with higheFer, accompanied by an increasestars [F¢H] < —2.0 (for solar models the maximal fierence
in the width of the cooling peak. The position of the maximung ~ 500 K). In the optically thin layers of 1D models, stable
absolute amplitude coincides with the position agk since against convection, radiative equilibrium is enforcedwdaer,
the cooling rate (radiative loss) is setting the entropytflae in the upper layers of the metal-po@D) models, the fiect
tions, hence the superadiabatic gradient (see $ect] 3RLr) of the non-vanishing adiabatic cooling rate is to shift takahce
thermore, this location moves into upper layers for highgr with radiative heating to lower temperatures due to a sgeacid
(from logrross= 1.0 up to Q2 for Tt = 4000 to 7000K respec- weakness of spectral lines at lower metallicities (Asplandl.
tively). On the other hand, the width of the photospherinsia 11999a| Collet et al. 2007). Interesting are also the hottaipier-
tion regionAph = AlogTress(Orad < 0) clearly widens for hotter ature stratifications for a few giants/logg = 4500K/1.5 and
Tefr, but also, in particular, for metal-poor giants (see toftrig 5000 K/2.0) towards higher metallicity ([Féd] > —2.0), which
panel in Fig.L[27). While for cool dwarfs the width is typigall results from the radiative equilibrium at higher temperasu
Apn = 3.0dex, for hot metal-poor giants, it reachigs, ~ 5.0dex On the other hand, with the 1D models, we find systemati-
(see, e.g., model with 5000K in right top panel of Figl 27).  cally cooler temperatures below the photospherefgg;~ 2.0
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MARCS vs <3D> ~1300K at [F¢H] = —3.0, while for solar metallicity the tem-
peratures are underestimated in 1D-b$00K at mosts. Below

\

15l p HKZ]QO — = the surface, the efierences amount te 1000K. The ATLAS
: +800 — — models are up te- 850K hotter at the top and 1000K cooler

a0 —_— e m below the surface. In both cases, the deviations at the top in
2.0 B0 - — = T crease towards lower [[Fel].
2.5 Mo o L3 =S =

o -t TsTTr 4. Conclusions
3.0 *75_0;9%@5 e = = == ] We presented here a comprehensive grid of realistic, state-

of-the-art, three-dimensional (3D), time-dependent,jatick-
] hydrodynamic (RHD) stellar atmosphere models for lateetyp
. i stars, covering a substantial portion of stellar paramstece,
4.0 — === oI =L : —] and provided a detailed description of the approach weveatb
for the construction of models. With the aid of our realig[
— RHD simulations, we are able to access and render details of
stellar atmospheres and subsurface convection, that aref ou
— reach for 1D models and also inaccessible by observatioes. W
presented and discussed a number of important global @ysic
| properties of the simulations as well as the mean straiificat
7000 6500 6000 5500 5000 4500 4000 resulting from the relatively large amount of data.
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The constant entropy value of the adiabatic convection zone
Fig. 29. Similar as Fig[2B, however here we compare{®®) with has a profound influence on several aspects and properties of
the MARCS models for [F&H] = —3.0,—2.0,-1.0 and 00. For a better the 3D RHD simulations. In particular, we find systematic
comparison, we applied the same temperature range as gyéB3~  correlations among the constant entropy value of the ati@ba
convection zone, the entropy jump, and the vertical vejpcit
) . ) . which we interpreted ascaling relations. In addition, we find
with up to ~ 1000K (here there is no fierence with dfer- ot the variation in intensity contrast is enhanced at fowe
ent metallicities). Therefore, one has to keep in mind thahetallicity. Also, we determined that the granule size esal
with 1D atmosphere models, and for metal-poor stars in pgfsically with the pressure scale height close to the seyfac

ticular, these severeffects on the stratifications can lead tQhich can be explained in the picture of what we refer to as
large systematic errors in spectroscopic abundance de@rmyordiund scaling relation (NSR).

tions, up to 0.5 dex or more in logarithmic abundance, dejpgnd

on the forr_nation height of the individual spectral Iinesd,Jim _ We discussed in great detail the depth-dependent temporal
the analysis (e.9. Asplund et al. 1999a; Asplund & Garci@Pernq spatial averages of various important physical questit
2002; |Colletet al.| 2006, 2007, €au etal. | 2008,l 2011; |5 particular, we determined and examined various sysiemat
Gonzalez Hernandez et al. 2010; doskas et &ll 2013). We yends in the variations of the entropy jump, the density an
will return to this issue using our new grid of 3D stellar modge yertical velocity with stellar parameters. The lattanc
els in subsequent investigations. o be discussed by regarding the changes in the transition of
In the 1D model calculations the mixing-length parameter i ergy transport from convective to radiative at the phatese.
kept constant withyv 1 = 1.5, which is the commonly applied Namely, for diferent stellar parameters, the coupling between
value (see Gustafsson etal. 2008). However, it is well-kmoWadijation and matter through the radiative transfer nétges
thatayt varies with stellar parameters (see }_udW|g etal. :L99g|beciﬁc physical conditions due to changes in the opachijchv
Bonaca et &l. 2012, Magic et al. in preparation). Theref@ee, iy tyrn alters the density. These variations in the density o
caution thqt a smgl_e f|>§ed value will lead to seyerﬁen‘ences iN the other hand require adjustments in the entropy jump aad th
atmospheric stratification. The systematic deviationgbémthe yertical velocity. This can be illustrated under considieraof
optical surface in the temperature stratification betwdemid the total energy flux and conservation of energy. The named
(3D) towards cool dwarfs can be interpreted as the manifestatiﬁqbortam values are coupled with each other, and thesesatso
of the wrongawt (see Figl2B). Furthermorpy, is neglected pasically the general physical framework of the stellar atm
in the 1D code, which féects the stratification by reducing thesphere.” The actual particular connections of these ctioeta

gas pressure (see Sdct. 3.2.3). have to be studied carefully in more detail, thus possitagieg

to an improved understanding of the physical mechanisms
3.3.2. MARCS and ATLAS models operating in subsurface convection, hence stellar atmaysgh
Last, we would also like to briefly compare o(BD) stratifi- We compared our 3D models and their mean stratifications

cations with the currently widely applied MARCS and ATLAS0 1D models employing the same input physics, thereby
models (see Fid. 29, we show only the comparison with MARG8vealing important systematic fiirences between the two
modes, since the ATLAS models look qualitatively ratherisimkinds of models due to the incomplete treatment of convactio
lar). We find qualitatively similar deviations as with the iidd- by the 1D mixing-length theory (MLT) and the assumption of
els above. At the same time, here we also have additioffaldi radiative equilibrium. The latter leads to an overestioraibf
ences due to theflierent input physics (EOS and opacities). Théne temperature stratification in metal-poor stars. Whédlw
largest diterences between t{8D) and 1D MARCS stratifica- the optical surface, we find that the temperatures are tijpica
tions of metal-poor stellar atmospheres are slightly higlhvéh underestimated due to a fixed mixing lengthu(t = 1.5), in
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particular for highefTeg and lower logy. Also, we find that the easiest rectification will be enhancement of the nurakric

MLT fails to render a realistic vertical velocity field. Théten resolution, in particular for giant. Furthermore, we wibre

neglected turbulent pressure has towards giants a noigitgl duct improvements in the radiative transfer by employingeno

contribution on the total pressure, thereby, indicatingt the bins and possibly more more angles in the future. By insgrtin

thermal gas pressure is also overestimated significantly W agnetic fields with dferent field strength, we will explore the

also quantified the flierences with widely used 1D atmospherafluence of the latter on convection forfidirent type stars. Ac-

models, in particular ATLAS and MARCS. For a numbecounting for non-LTE &ects is extremely expensive for 3D sim-

of important values we provide functional fits with stellaulations, therefore, these are usually neglected, howeven

parameters, so that these can be accessed immediatelgb¥hethese will be included eventually in the future.
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as the characterization of transiting exoplanéts_(Hayek et Bohm-Vitense, E. 1958, ZAp, 46, 108
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H H H : astelll, F. urucz, R. L. , ArXIv Astropnysics e-
parameters in 1D mode_ls by employing our 3D S|mulat|or_1 hiavassa, A., Bigot. L., Kervella, P.. et al, 2012, AGA, 546
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Appendix A.1: Basic equations

Assuming 1D plane-parallel geometry with horizontal homo-
geneity and dominance of hydrostatic equilibrium over altiv

cal flow simplifies the equation of motion (Elgl 2) to the hydro-
static equilibrium equation

07
drstq

(pgas+ pturb) - 5_9 = (A1)

std

wherexsyg andrgg are a standard opacity and corresponding op-
tical depth (e.g. the Rosseland megughs and py, denote gas
pressure and turbulent pressyrés the gas density, arglis the
surface gravity. Radiation pressure is neglected, as ir8he
simulations. Turbulent pressure is estimated using theesxp
sion

Prurb = BOViyry (A.2)
with the scaling parametg@rthat corrects for asymmetries in the
velocity distribution and the mean turbulent velooity, that is
used as a free, independent parameter.

The depth-integral of the energy equation (Elg. 3) reduces to
the flux conservation equation,
Frad+ Fconv— O—Tgﬂ»‘ =0, (A.3)

whereF 54 is the radiative energy fluxgcony is the convective
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stellar dfective temperature. Contrary to the 3D cadtedive
temperature now appears as a boundary value and is thus a free
parameter. Owing to numerical instabilities of the forntiola,
Eq.[A3 is replaced in the higher atmosphetig,§s< 1072) with
the radiative equilibrium condition

Orad = 47T,0fl</1(~]/1 —-S,)d1=0, (A.4)
1

whereJ, andS, are the mean intensity and the source function,
similar to Eq. [6). In the 3D casey,q is explicitly calculated
and is nonzero in general. Enforcing the condition of ragkat
equilibriumqag= 0 in 1D leads to an atmospheric stratification
where an exact balance of radiative heating and coolingéh ea
layer is achieved, ignoring thedfects of gas motion.

The mean intensity and the radiative energy flux at each
depth are obtained by solving the radiative transfer eqoati

dl,

——=1,-S,,
#dm Pl 1

(A.5)
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whereu = cos9 with the polar angle off the vertical, 1, is Once convergence has been achieved for the 1D stratifica-
the specific intensity at wavelength andr, is the vertical tion, the mixing length parametes, 1 can be calibrated to ob-
monochromatic optical depth (witly, = 0 above the top of the tain a better approximation to t8D) stratification in the con-
atmosphere). A Planck source functi®p= B, is assumed. The vection zone beneath the stellar surface.

monochromatic mean intensity and radiative flux are theiwv-del

ered by the integrals Appendix B: Functional fits

1
3y = }f [ du (A.6) The resulting amount of data from our numerical simulatisns
2J enormous. A convenient way to provide important key valges i
1 in form of functional fits, which can be easily utilized eldesve
Fradi = Zﬂf | audp. (A7) (e.g. for analytical considerations). In the present paper
-1 o _ have frequently discussed various important global prigrer
~In the absence of an explicit convection treatment, convegat are reduced to scalars. Some of them are global scalar
tive energy transfer is estimated using a variant of the mgixi yalues and some are determined at a specific height from the
length recipe described in Henyey et al. (1965). The conxect 3Dy stratifications, i.e. temporal and spatial averages orrsaye

flux is given by the expression of constant Rosseland optical depth. We fitted these scalars
1 with stellar parameters for individual suitable functiptieereby
Feonv= EQMLTMCpTPVMLT, (A.8) enforcing a smooth rendering. However, we would like to warn

against extrapolating these fits outside their range ofitg/i
wherep is the gas densityg, is the specific heat capacity, i.e. outside the confines of our grid. Also, one should ccersid
is the temperature, andy.t is the convective velocity. The that possible small irregularities between the grid stejighn
well-known free mixing length parametefit = Im/Hp Sets the e neglected, which arise due to non-linear response of @& E
distancelm in units of the local pressure scale heidly over and the opacity. On the other hand, we provide also most of the
which energy is transported convectively. See Gustafssah e actual shown values in Tadle €.1.
(2008) for details of the expressions used to obtain the con-
vective velocityvyir and the factosA =T’/ (1+T) Vsag Which We use three dierent functional bases for our fits and
scales super-adiabaticiBgag= V — Vaq Of the atmospheric strat- we perform the least-squares minimization with an autothate
ification (see also Sedf_3.2.7), by a convectifiiceency fac- |evenberg-Marquardt method. Instead of the actual stphar
tor I' = CppvmLT Te(Y + 752)/(80°T3) with the optical thickness rameters, we employ the following transformed coordinates
Te = krosdm- We adopt the same parametges0.076 andv =8  x = (Tey — 5777Y1000,y = logg — 4.44 andz = [Fe/H]. Fur-
as|Gustafsson etlal. (2008) for the radiative heat loss t&h ahermore, we find that in order to accomplish an optimal fit

turbulent viscosity that enter the above quantities. with three independent variablef(x,y,2), simultaneously, the
metallicity should be best included implicitly as nesteddtions
Appendix A.2: Numerical methods in the form of second degree polynomialz) = Y2 ,aZ, each

resulting in three independent dbeientsa;. The linear function
The system of equations is solved using a modified Newton-
Raphson method with an initial stratification of temperaftir f1(X.Y.2) = {a(2) + X(b(2) +¥{c(2) (B.1)
and gas pressumgyas on a fixed Rosseland optical depth grid; ; ; - (R
Discretized andrlri}%earized versions of the hydrostaticagiqn S _applled for tgfk foII_owmg quantltless?m (Fig. B). logopea
and the energy flux equation (or radiative equilibrium ctiodi  (Fi9- [18), log/rms (Fig. [18), logran (Fig. [10), logAtgran and
respectively) provide the inhomogeneous term and the eiemeffeak. The resulting coficients are given in Table B.1. On the
of the Jacobian matrix for the system di 2inear equations, other hand, we considered the exponential function
whereN is the number of depth layers. The radiation field is

computed for each Newton-Raphson iteration using the fiategf2 (6 ¥,2) = f1(xY,2) +Zu (2) exp[ e (2) + ¥¢1 (2)] (B.2)
method, based on a second-order discretization of the fnada . .
tal solution of the radiative transfer equation (EG.JA.5). for svor, As (Figs. [3 and 18) anfiprb/ Protlpeak (Fig- [21). For

The correctionsAT and Apgas derived from the system of Vpeakandvgzgm we applied the following function
linear equations are multiplied by a variable factol that is 5
automatically regulated by the code to aid convergencev@en f3(x,y,2) = f1(X,y,2) + x4 ()., (B.3)

gence is assumed when the (relative) residuals of the@ua- tYVith cosfficients forf, and 5 listed in TablB2. Finally, we

tions decrease beneath a preset threshold. Note thataopn P . . !
to the 3D simulations, theffective temperature is now an ad>n°Wed in Figll7 the entropy jurips as a function ofsr, which

justable parameter; the requirement of minimal residuate-a we fitted with
matically leads to an atmospheric stratification with corfles  f4(x) = ag+aix+ aztanh s + asx] . (B.4)
through the energy flux equation. _ _ _ _

In order to obtain a 1D model, a givéBD) stratification pro- The resulting cogicients are listed in Table B.3.
vides the initial input for the Newton-Raphson iteratioakng
with the targeted fective temperature and surface gravity. Th .
same EOS tables that were used for the 3D simulation prov%gpendlx C: Tables
gas density, specific heat capacity, and adiabatic gradiemat In Table[C.1 we have listed important global properties with
function of T and pgas Likewise, the tables containing groupthe stellar parameters. Due to the lack of space, we show only
mean opacities and the Rosseland mean opacity provide-theare excerpt with solar metallicity ([FF&l] = 0.0). The complete
quired microphysics for solving the radiative transfer &ipn, table is available at CDBttp://cds.u-strasbg. fr.
ensuring maximal consistency with the 3D simulations.
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Table C.1.The stellar parametersffective temperature, surface gravity (Cols. 1 and 2 in [K] pdek]). The main input variables: the density
Poots iNternal energy per unit masgg; (Cols. 3 and 4 ir[10‘7g/cm3] , [1O5erg/g]). We also added the temperatiiigy, thermodynamic pressure

pi°t and entropy valuesy at the bottom (Cols. 5, 6 and 7 in [[L0°dyne/cn?|,[10°%erg/g/K]). Furthermore, the jump in entropys, the

eak

maximal vertical rms-velocitwgrmS and intensity contrashl;ms values are given (Cols. 8, 9, 10 [rlogerg/g/K],[km/s],[%]). Finally, we
display the horizontasyy and vertical box size; (Cols. 11 and 12 in [Mm][Mm]), the mean granule diametégran (Col. 13 in [Mm]), the time
stepAt and total timet (Cols. 14 and 15 if1%s| [ 10Ps]).

Tesr logg  19pbot  19&not 19 Thot g ptbhot Soot As VQ?%Z Alms lgsxy lgs; Igdgran g At Igt

4023 150 0.717 1124 4272 1.061 2300 0.602 5.145 18.4 03.82490 3.121 2.176 4.352
4052 2.00 1.125 1.004 4.233 1.368 2.018 0.361 4.167 17.1 23.22971 2.623 1.695 3.871
3938 250 1.691 0908 4.239 1889 1.775 0.174 3.210 144 02.74446 2.041 1.188 3.364
4569 2.00 0.679 1.187 4.342 1.120 2.411 0.723 5.845 18.4 03.3B069 2.778 1.740 4.041
4532 250 1.357 1.060 4.279 1.669 2.039 0.395 4.391 17.2 52.8517 2.243 1.241 3.282
4492 3.00 1.785 0.955 4.266 2.029 1.808 0.210 3.486 14.5 22.34966 1.643 0.692 2.692
4530 3.50 2.103 0.900 4.269 2.322 1.682 0.126 2.903 12.2 81.77442 1.079 0.188 2.364
4513 4.00 2.419 0.858 4.277 2.625 1578 0.069 2367 9.4 1.101895 0.544 -0.319 1.681
4516 450 2.721 0.835 4.292 2927 1500 0.037 1937 7.7 0.6D299 -0.000 -0.824 1.276
4512 5.00 3.013 0.819 4.308 3.226 1434 0.021 1541 6.3 0.:06102 -0.553 -1.301 0.875
4932 2.00 0.042 1291 4535 0.700 2.757 1.047 8.331 50.4 4331127 3.544 1.876 4.052
5013 2.50 0.883 1.202 4.374 1358 2376 0.706 5.880 18.0 32.90586 2.204 1.287 3.463
4998 3.00 1534 1.082 4308 1.882 2.024 0.399 4.407 169 2236055 1.663 0.765 2.765
5001 3.50 1.960 0.987 4.295 2243 1.805 0.223 3.608 14.8 31.81496 1.114 0.220 2.317
4978 4.00 2.292 0.919 4293 2538 1.661 0.125 2.896 11.7 91.2¥952 0.580 -0.292 1.749
4953 450 2.604 0.877 4301 2837 1560 0.068 2.363 8.8 0.6w955 0.000 -0.824 1.217
4963 5.00 2.885 0.854 4.314 3.118 1.485 0.038 1.868 6.8 0.108048 -0.301 -1.301 0.796
5465 3.00 1.084 1.215 4.403 1589 2.337 0.685 5.815 17.7 7244125 1.748 0.819 2.995
5560 3.50 1.663 1.119 4.345 2.062 2.040 0.428 4.598 17.4 31.90572 1.204 0.318 2.415
5497 4.00 2.139 1.010 4.322 2456 1.791 0.226 3.597 15.3 21.36023 0.663 -0.284 1.892
5510 4.50 2.486 0.947 4.322 2769 1.649 0.128 2959 121 50.84503 0.146 -0.770 1.230
5480 5.00 2.791 0.905 4.330 3.060 1.547 0.072 2.323 9.0 0.30001 -0.398 -1.301 0.699
5768 4.44 2367 0.997 4336 2.688 1.725 0.186 3.293 14.6 30.9D601 0.204 -0.678 1.419
6023 350 1.130 1.266 4.493 1.737 2.395 0.751 6.183 179 31.9a0703 1.301 0.467 2.564
5993 4.00 1.865 1.122 4364 2.281 1.991 0.397 4.514 179 51.410095 0.716 -0.155 1.942
5998 4.50 2.301 1.026 4.344 2644 1.771 0.222 3572 16.1 50.81552 0.146 -0.721 1.279
6437 4.00 1.384 1.263 4.495 1989 2315 0.686 5.818 18.3 71.44221 0.748 -0.081 2.016
6483 450 2.008 1.134 4.386 2.448 1969 0.386 4.516 18.7 30.90624 0.204 -0.638 1.403
6918 450 1545 1.283 4,543 2201 2292 0.673 5737 186 11.0M781 0.342 -0.638 1.362

Table B.1.The codficientsa; of the linear functiorf; (Eq.[B-1) forsmin
[10Merg/g/K], logppeak [10~"g/cn?], log

eak

rms [10Km/s], logdgran

[Mm] and logAtgran [10%S]. In the last two rows, we listed the root-

mean-square and maximal deviation of the fits.

3 Smin Igppeak  19V5ms 19 dgran g Atgran
ao 1.5440 0.3968 -0.4626 0.2146 -0.7325
a1 0.0387 -0.2549 0.0568 0.0666 -0.0054
a 0.0046 -0.0344 0.0068 0.0108 -0.0016
bo 0.0621 -0.4232 0.1988 0.1174 0.0410
b1 -0.0189 0.1260 -0.0255 0.0187 0.0046
by 0.0013 -0.0007 0.0050 0.0033 0.0000
Co -0.0898 0.6814 -0.1845 -1.0922 -0.9970
(o 0.0038 -0.0282 0.0116 -0.0462 -0.0038
C2 -0.0004 -0.0021 -0.0006 -0.0075 -0.0006
rmsA 0.0711 20.3286 1.0018 483.4921 47.6416
maxA 0.1843 138.7171 1.3365 2697.2449 144.2399
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Table B.2. The codficients g of the functional based, and f3
(Egs. [B2 and[BI3) forsyor [10Merg/g/K], As [10Mlerg/g/K],

peal

[ Purb/ Ptot]peakVpeaka”stid(:- In the last two rows, we listed the root-

mean-square and maximal

eviation of the fits.

& S As b Ve Ve

ag 1.5789 -0.0006 0.0321 1.0941 0.8713

a1 0.0455 0.0043 0.0459 -0.0089 0.0338

ap 0.0111 0.0064 0.0111 0.0000 0.0076

bo 0.0784 0.0017 0.0138 0.2498 0.3401

by -0.0183 0.0049 0.0007 -0.0532 -0.0717

b, 0.0071 0.0060 0.0019 -0.0050 -0.0091

Co -0.1076 0.0028 -0.0260 -0.4004 -0.4847

C1 -0.0028 -0.0029 -0.0087 0.1052 0.0990

) -0.0042 -0.0032 -0.0016 0.0142 0.0155

do 0.1602 0.1979 0.1335 -0.0600 -0.0622

ds 0.0618 0.0675 -0.0257 0.0016 -0.0006

dz 0.0062 0.0059 -0.0081 -0.0133 -0.0128

€ 1.2867 1.1479 0.5894 - -

e -0.0824 -0.0866 0.1141 - -

e 0.0970 0.0788 0.0337 - -

fo -1.2136 -1.0996 -0.5330 - -

f1 -0.0338 -0.0316 -0.0864 - -

f2 -0.0764 -0.0614 -0.0249 - -
rmsA  0.2555 0.2047 0.0758 0.4533 0.5016
maxA 0.7268 0.6602 0.1841 1.1245 1.2550

Table B.3.The codficientsg; of the hyperbolic tangent functiofy (Eq.

[B.9) for fitting As as function ofsyqt.

Tet ao a1 a ag ay
4000.0 1.2910 -0.3559 1.0367 -2.6408 1.2059
4500.0 5.1768 -2.1859 4.5280 -1.4475 0.6756
5000.0 7.0730 -3.0946 6.8382 -1.2330 0.5799
5500.0 7.6382 -3.4144 7.5981 -1.1812 0.5636
6000.0 6.8963 -2.9796 6.9907 -1.1769 0.5504

logg ag a1 a as as

15 53693 -2.0610 5.3770 -1.2576 0.5461

2.0 1.1012 -0.2599 0.9218 -2.8316 1.2958

2.5 1.5805 -0.5023 1.2081 -2.5467 1.1888

3.0 52106 -2.1433 4.6691 -1.4254 0.6548

3.5 49821 -2.0989 4.2522 -1.5136 0.7111

4.0 8.0957 -3.5548 7.9721 -1.1979 0.5625

45 141757 -6.3782 17.4802 -0.8936 0.4180
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