arXiv:0808.0601v1 [astro-ph] 5 Aug 2008

Astronomy & Astrophysicenanuscript no. 10239pap © ESO 2021
August 30, 2021

A 3D radiative transfer framework: Ill. periodic boundary conditions
Peter H. Hauschildtand E. Baroh?3

1 Hamburger Sternwarte, Gojenbergsweg 112, 21029 Hambergn&y; yeti@hs.uni-hamburg.de

2 Dept. of Physics and Astronomy, University of Oklahoma, ¥4@rooks, Rm 100, Norman, OK 73019 USA; baron@ou.edu

3 Computational Research Division, Lawrence Berkeley Nwttid.aboratory, MS 50F-1650, 1 Cyclotron Rd, Berkeley, CA2a-
8139 USA

Received date Accepted date

ABSTRACT

Aims. We present a general method to solve radiative transfelgrrabincluding scattering in the continuum as well as indiive

3D configurations with periodic boundary conditions.

Methods. The scattering problem for line transfer is solved via mezran operator splitting (OS) technique. The formal solui®
based on a full characteristics method. The approximate@erator is constructed considering nearest neighbocitlgx@he code is
parallelized over both wavelength and solid angle usindgviRé library.

Results. We present the results of several test cases wiflerdint values of the thermalization parameter and two chdimethe
temperature structure. The results are directly comparé®tplane parallel tests. The 3D results agree very well thighwell-tested

1D calculations.

Conclusions. Advances in modern computers will make realistic 3D rad@transfer calculations possible in the near future. Our
current code scales to very large numbers of processorsgdpires larger memory per processor at high spatial résolu

Key words. Radiative transfer — Scattering

1. Introduction 2. Method

Interest in 3-D radiative transfer in stellar atmospheras hIn the following discussion we use notation of Papers | and Il
b The basic framework and the methods used for the formal so-

grown with the calculations of Asplund and collaborators . d th luti £ th . bl .

(Asplund et all. 1999, 2000; Asplund 2000; Asplund et al. 200 t'.on and t © so utlon.o t e.sgatterlng probiem via OF“T"“

Grevesse et 4l 2007). This work has indicated that the emiar splitting are discussed in detail in Papers | and I and vaills
= ; not be repeated here.

gen abundance needs to be revised downward. However, the
revised abundances ardfitiult to reconcile with helioseismo-  In the following we assume (without restriction) that we
logical results (see Basu & Antia 2008, and references itere have periodic boundary conditions in theandy coordinates,
The work of Asplund et al. is based on comparisons of syand for thez coordinate that the ‘bottom’ (large optical depth)
thetic spectra produced by formal solutions of hydrodyrwati is atz = z,, and the ‘top’ (interface to empty space) is at
models of solar convection. We present a framework for soly-= z,.,. The implementation of the periodic boundary condi-
ing the full scattering problem that is applicable to hydrod tions within our framework is simple: We use a “full charaete
namical calculations of stellar atmospheres. HauschilBegon istics” approach that completely tracks a set of charasttesiof
(2006, hereafter: Paper 1) and Baron & Hauschildt (2007ehetthe radiative transfer equation from the outer boundamytgh
after: Paper Il) described a framework for the solution @& ththe computational domain to their exit voxel and takes daaé t
radiative transfer equation for scattering continua andsdiin each voxel is hit by at least one characteristic per solideang
3D (when we say 3D we mean three spatial dimensions, plOsie characteristic is started on each boundary voxel @rctise
three momentum dimensions) for the time independentcstatiese are the planes= z,, andz = znay) and then tracked un-
case. In the 3rd paper of this series we apply these methatlg leaves the other boundary. The direction of a bundIéudif
to problems with period boundary conditions which typigall characteristics is determined by a set of solid anglgg) Wwhich
arise in radiation-hydrodynamical simulations of coneht- correspond to a normalized momentum space vegto(, p,).
mospheres. In such calculations the radiation transpatitia The periodic boundary conditions are simply implemented as
be simplified compared to the full problem in order to keep the wrap-around (e.g., passingax for px > 0 wraps around to
calculations tractable. However, a full solution of theti&rng x.,;,) and continuing of the characteristic until it leaves atzhe
line problem is needed for comparison and post-procesdingodundary. Characteristics with very smgd}| would require a
the structures. large number of wrap-arounds (and eventually would lead-o i
finitely long characteristics), therefore, we limit the noen of
We describe our method, its rate of convergence, and presemdp-arounds per voxel to a prescribed value, typicallyacb
comparisons to our well-tested 1-D calculations. 16 (tests have shown that larger values do ffigtch the results,
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values as small as 4 are usable in plane-parallel tests)cddee eters. The 1D solver uses 64 depth points, distributed iibgar

is parallelized as described in Paper II. mically in optical depth. Figurds [}-4 show the mean intéesit

J at g = 0 and thez component of the emergent flux as
function of wavelength for both the 1B-(symbols) and the 3D
solver. The agreement is excellent for all valueg dfom unity

3.1. Testing environment to 1078, indicating that the 3D code produces an accurate solu-

We use the framework discussed in Paper | and Il as the basel{q" evef? for extreme cases of line scattering. In the cag‘me w
for the line transfer problems discussed in this paper. Qsid € = 107° the continuum processes lead to earler thermalization

o : : L than the classical approximatidne« €2 as the line strength is
setup is similar to that discussed in Paper II. Periodic ldam

conditions (PBCs) are realized in a plane parallel slab. e uI|m|ted compared to the continuum. This behavior is the same

PBCs on thex andy axes zmay is at the outside boundargs in the 1D plane-parallel comparison case. The convergextee r

the inside boundary. The slab has a finite optical depth irzth(?f the_ line source fungnon (her_e used toge_therwnh Ng zmasel
axis. The grey continuum opacity is parameterized by a pow'orn) is the same as dlsc.usse.d n P"%per Il,in the caaepl(T
: . the 3D code needed 29 iterations with the nearest-neigkbior

law in the continuum optical de in the z axis. The basic . . . .
P Pt reach a relative accuracy of Tusing the simple starting guess
model parameters are . . . X
S = B. The nearest-neighbay* does allow stopping the it-

3. Plane-parallel tests

1. thickness of the slalzmay — Zmin = 10’ cm erations earlier than a diagonal (localj due to the improved

2. Minimum optical depth in the continuumgg(ij” = 108 and convergence rate (see paper I). This can easily cut the numbe
maximum optical depth in the continuunf}a = 10. of iterations by factors of two or more, even greater savangs

3. Constant temperatures (in all axeg): 10 K possible if the accuracy limit is relaxed.

4. Outer boundary conditiofy,, = 0 and ditusion inner bound- In addition to the mean intensities, we checked that the flux
ary condition for all wavelengths. vectorsF have vanishing components in tRendy directions,

5. Parameterized coherent & isotropic continuum scatydsin typically max(F.l, |[Fyl)/|F, < 10713in all voxels. We stress that
defining this result is the result of the calculations and is not fdrbg

the numerical scheme.
Xc = €ckc + (1 - Ec)o—c

with 0 < € < 1.«; ando are the continuum absorption and ]
scattering coicients. 4. Tests with 3D structures

The line of the simple 2-level model atom is parameterizét?" & test with a computed 3D structure, we obtained an exam-
by the ratio of the profile averaged line opacityto the con- ple snapshot structure from H-G. Ludwig (@au et al. 2007;
tinuum opacityy. and the line thermalization parameterFor Wedemeyer et al. 2004) of a radiation-hydrodynamical simul
the test cases presented below, we have esed1 and a con- tion of convection in the solar atmosphere. The radiatiangs
stant temperature and thus a constant thermal part of tireesoupOrt calculations were performed with a total of 24141x 151
function for simplicity (and to save computing time) and sedrid points inxy, andz, respectively, for a total of 3002031
Xi/xe = 10° to simulate a strong line, with varying (see be- voxels, the periodic boundary conditions were set in thai{ho
low). With this setup, the optical depths as seen in the timge zontal)x,y plane. The transport equation is solved fipr= 16
from 102 to 10%. We use 32 wavelength points to model the fuftndn, = 32 solid angle points, so that a total of abotf & 10°
line profile, including wavelengths outside the line for than- intensities are calculated for each iteration and wavelepgint.
tinuum. We did not require the line to thermalize at the ceote FOr the tests described here, we are only using the temperatu
the test configurations, this is a typical situation one enters density structure of the hydro model and ignore the veldizty
in a full 3D configurations as the location (or even existyrde for the simple tests presented here. We set the continuuo opa
the thermalization depths becomes more ambiguous tharin iy Proportional to the density by choosing a rough tempera-
1D case. ture independent estimate for the Rosseland mean opaaity pe

The slab is mapped onto a Cartesian grid. For the test cfit mass of L cnf/g and parameterizing the line in the same
culations we use voxel grids with the same number of spatfefm as discussed above and in Paper Il with a line total (wave
points in each direction (see below). The solid angle spae wength integrated) opacity of 100 times the local continiand
discretized in §, ¢) with ny = n, if not stated otherwise. In the 32 wavelength points distributed over the full line profile.
following we discuss the results of various tests. In alisege
use the full characteristic method for the 3D RT solution@s dg 1. Results
scribed above. Unless otherwise stated, the tests wererrun o
parallel computers using 128 CPUs. For the 3D solver we uéé ran a number of line transfer tests with= 1, 102 and 10“.
Ny = ny = N, = 2% 32+ 1 = 65 points along each axis. The solidThe convergence rates for the two scattering cases are shown
angle space discretization usgs= n, = 64 points. Fig.[H together with the convergence rates for a small plamne p
allel test model and the results of theiteration for continuum
transfer (for computer time reasons) for a continugre 1072,
The convergence rate for the plane-parallel tests and tbeohy
We test the accuracy of the 3D PBC solution by comparingntodel are remarkably similar, th€" operator delivers very rea-
to the results of the 1D code for several line scatteringrparasonable and practically usable convergence rates.

3.2. Reslults
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4.1.1. Images SFB 676. Some of the calculations presented here were pwtbrat the
) ) o ) Hochstleistungs Rechenzentrum Nord (HLRN); at the NASAdvanced
Figure$ 6 anfl]7 show visualizations of the results for 3Dioent Supercomputing Division's Project Columbia, at the HargleurSternwarte

Apple G5 and Delta Opteron clusters financially supportethbyDFG and the
uum transfer. The RT problem was solved éor 1 (Ieft panels) State of Hamburg; and at the National Energy Research Superder Center

b . .
and 10 (ngh_t panels) and a formal SOI_UUOH W'th_ the convergegiersc), which is supported by thefi@e of Science of the U.S. Department
source functions was computed for given viewing angles. Th&Energy under Contract No. DE-AC03-76SF00098. We thahthese institu-
graphs are actual images of the intensities as they woulddye stions for a generous allocation of computer time.
by an external observerftirent angles. The visible surface is to
the left, the 'sides’ of the computational box could not berse References
by an observer and are shown for information only. THec
y . . L . y . ... Asplund, M. 2000, A&A, 359, 755
of scattering on the images is similar to terrestrial foghattit  Agpiund’ M., Grevesse, N., & Sauval, A. J. 2005, in ASP Coaf. $36: Cosmic
reduces the contrast of visible features; even moderatiesog Abundances as Records of Stellar Evolution and Nucleosgighed. T. G.
of ¢, = 1072 significantly reduces visibility. The limb darkening Bamnes, lll &F. N. Bash, 25 .
. .. . . Asplund, M., Nordlund, A., Trampedach, R., & Stein, R. F. 998&A, 346,
is also clearly visible in the figures. L17
Figured ® t¢_IR show images generated for the results of thaplund, M., Nordlund, A., Trampedach, R., & Stein, R. F. @0B&A, 359,
i i ot 743
line transfer solut_lon. Thr_ee pa_mels shqw results for iiidisl Baron, E. & Hauschildt, P. H. 2007, AGA, 468, 255
wavelength (continuum, line wing and line center) and a ComBasy,'s. & Antia, H. M. 2008, Phys. Rep., 457, 217
posite image. The images are significantlyfetient for these Cafau, E., Stden, M., Shordone, L., Ludwig, H.-G., & Bonifacio, P. 2007,
. . T ' A&A, 473, L9
Wavelengths. .The. line scatte_rlng prOduces a similar fﬂigcm Grevesse, N., Asplund, M., & Sauval, A. J. 2007, Space Sei&eviews, 130,
as the scattering in the continuum transfer model, howéver, ~ 15
images appear not thatfiérent. While one might expect that theHauschildt, P. H. & Baron, E. 2006, A&A, 451, 273
line images would look vastly fferent from the continuum vi- Wegggeﬁz iiz'zlreytag' B., 8, M., Ludwig, H.-G., & Holweger, H. 2004,
sualization, part of the similarity is due to the fact thatythwere B
scaled individually in order to highlight theférences in struc-
ture between the wavelengths rather than comparing them on a
absolute scale. The composite image (best viewed in colik av
able in the online version of this paper) shows th#edénces in

the visible structures between theéfdrent wavelengths.

4.1.2. Limb darkening and contrast

In Fig.[8 we show the limb darkening and contrast for a contin-
uum test case with fferent values ot. To compute the limb
darkening, we calculate the intensity averagle> over the vis-

ible surface for dierent values of cog] whered is the angle
between the observer and the normal to the surface. We sim-
ilarly calculate the contrast ag< (I- <1 >)2>)/ < | > over

the visible surface for dierenty. The absolute values of the limb
darkening and the contrast depend strongly oscattering dra-
matically reduces the contrast and 'flattens’ the limb daitkg

law. Overall, the limb darkening is nearly linear in cs(as
would be expected from a plane parallel atmosphere with grey
temperature structure.

5. Conclusions

Using rather dficult plane parallel test problems, we have
shown that our 3D full-characteristics method gives vergdjo
results when compared to our well-tested 1D code. The pieriod
boundary conditions method discussed here is particulasli
suited to 3-D hydrodynamical simulations of convectiontil-s
lar atmospheres and in future work we will compare our rasult
to observations as well as to previous calculations. Theltes
for the computed 3D structure show thet leads also to good
convergence for a true 3D structure, with convergence thtds
are comparable to the simple test cases (see also Paperg)l and
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and US DOE Grant DE-FG02-07ER41517, as well as DFG GrK 135l an
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Fig.1. The mean intensity and thez component of the radia- Fig.3. The mean intensity and thez component of the radia-
tion flux F atrgy = 0 as function of wavelength. Thesymbols tion flux F atrsg = O as function of wavelength. Thesymbols
are the comparison results with the 1D solver, the full littes are the comparison results with the 1D solver, the full litres
results from the 3D PBC solution. The results are€os 1 and results from the 3D PBC solution. The results aredoe 104
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Fig.2. The mean intensity and thez component of the radia- Fig.4. The mean intensity and thez component of the radia-
tion flux F atrgy = 0 as function of wavelength. Thesymbols tion flux F atrsg = O as function of wavelength. Thesymbols
are the comparison results with the 1D solver, the full littess are the comparison results with the 1D solver, the full litres
results from the 3D PBC solution. The results aredoe 102  results from the 3D PBC solution. The results aredoe 108
and constant temperatures. and constant temperatures.
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for 3D continuum transfer with the hydro structure.

Fig. 9. Visualization of the results for the line 3D radiation trans
fer with ¢ = 1. The images are intensities in the directions
¢ = 25deg and? = 0deg. The top left panel is the image in
the continuum, the top right panel the image at the line eente
the bottom left panel the image in the line wing, the bottogiti
panel is a composite image.

Fig.10. Visualization of the results for the line 3D radiation
transfer withg = 107, The images are intensities in the direc-
tions¢ = 25deg and) = 0deg. The top left panel is the image
in the continuum, the top right panel the image at the lingaren
the bottom left panel the image in the line wing, the bottogiti
panel is a composite image.

Fig.11. Visualization of the results for the line 3D radiation
transfer withg = 1. The images are intensities in the directions

Fig.5. Convergence rates of the 3D transfer for line transfgr = 25 deg and? = 50 deg. The top left panel is the image in

with plane-parallel test structures (label 'PP’) and thel8@ro
structure (label 'hydro’). For comparison, the convergeofthe
A iteration for plane-parallel continuum transfer is alsowsh.

the continuum, the top right panel the image at the line eente
the bottom left panel the image in the line wing, the bottogiti
panel is a composite image.

Fig.6. Visualization of the results for continuum 3D radiatiorFig. 12. Visualization of the results for the line 3D radiation

transfer fore, = 1 (left panel) and 1 (right panel). The images
are intensities in the directions = 25deg and) = 0deg (top

transfer withg = 107, The images are intensities in the direc-
tions¢ = 25 deg and = 50 deg. The top left panel is the image

row) and¢ = 40 deg (bottom row). An observer would only seén the continuum, the top right panel the image at the lingaren

the left face of the cube (inside the indicated area), therctidles
of the cube are shown for clarity and are actually invisihle tb
the periodic boundary conditions. The scaling of the intes
is the same within each column bufférent for the left and right
columns.

Fig.7. Same as Fid.16, but fat = 60deg (top row) and =
80 deg (bottom row). The scaling of the intensities is as qi[Ei
The dfect of limb darkening is clearly visible in this figure.

the bottom left panel the image in the line wing, the bottogiti
panel is a composite image.
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