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ABSTRACT

Luminous Red Novae (LRNe) are enigmatic transient events distinguished by a rapid rise in luminosity, a
plateau in luminosity, and spectra which become redder with time. The best-observed system before, during,
and after the outburst is V1309 Sco. We model a candidate V1309 Sco progenitor binary configuration
(1.52 + 0.16 M) using the Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics (SPH) code StarSmasher with a modified
energy equation that implements flux-limited emission-diffusion radiative transport in a Lagrangian case. We
developed an imaging technique allowing us to capture the flux an observer would measure. In this novel
method, the outgoing radiative flux of each SPH particle in the observer’s direction is attenuated by other
particles along the path to the observer. We investigated how the light curve is affected in various models: with
and without dust formation; constant, Planck, or Rosseland mean opacities; different donor star sizes; different
companion star masses and types; radiative heating included in our modified energy equation; and different SPH
simulation resolutions. The resulting evolution in bolometric luminosity and spectrum peak temperature is in
good agreement with V1309 Sco observations. Our simulations rule out V1309 Sco models that do not assume

dust formation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Luminous Red Novae (LRNe) are transient events discov-
ered at the end of 20th century, with numerous events identi-
fied to date (e.g. Mould et al. 1990; Martini et al. 1999; Bond
et al. 2003; Kulkarni et al. 2007; Pastorello et al. 2007; Bond
et al. 2009; Bond 2011; Kasliwal et al. 2011; Tylenda et al.
2011; Kurtenkov et al. 2015; Blagorodnova et al. 2017; Cai
et al. 2019; Pastorello et al. 2019; Blagorodnova et al. 2021;
Pastorello et al. 2021a,b; Cai et al. 2022a,b, and more). LRNe
outbursts have no strict definition but can be described as hav-
ing peak luminosities somewhere between a nova and a super-
nova (Kasliwal 2012), a plateau in luminosities after the main
peak, and spectra which evolve from visual or near-infrared
to redder colors over time. In some LRNe, the apparent pho-
tospheric expansion velocity, as determined by the evolution
of luminosity and temperature, is a factor of a few less than
that derived from spectral lines. LRNe exhibit unique spec-
tral features, with prominent emission lines of hydrogen and
other elements, providing insights into the physical processes
at play during these stellar events (Kaminski et al. 2015).
LRNe are potentially produced by common envelope (CE)
events (Ivanova et al. 2013). The pivotal observation that
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allowed a link to be made between CE events and LRNe was
the outburst of V1309 Sco, for which a binary orbital period
decay was observed prior to its outburst (Tylenda et al. 2011).

CE evolution is a theoretically proposed rapid phase of bi-
nary evolution required to explain the transformation of orig-
inally wide binaries into the observed close binaries (Paczyn-
ski 1976). While initially conceived to explain cataclysmic
variables, it is now used to explain the formation of various
astrophysically significant binaries, including X-ray binaries
(van den Heuvel 1976), binary pulsars (Smarr & Blandford
1976), close double white dwarf binaries, Type Ia supernovae
progenitors (Iben & Livio 1993), hot subdwarfs (Han et al.
2002), and progenitors of gravitational wave sources (Tutukov
& Yungelson 1979).

During a CE event, a companion star plunges into the enve-
lope of the original donor star, thereby enveloping the system
in a CE. Drag forces within the CE dissipate the binary’s
orbital energy, rapidly reducing the separation between the
companion star and the donor’s core. The outcome of a CE
event can result in the formation of a more compact binary
or the merger of the two stars. In the case of the V1309 Sco
progenitor, a merger is anticipated because no post-outburst
binary has been detected yet. However, the progenitors of
other observed LRNe remain uncertain. Whether a CE event
leads to binary formation or merger is a subject of ongoing
research. Regardless of the progenitor’s fate, the binary is
expected to eject some of the donor’s material, potentially
forming post-CE planetary nebulae. During the rapid expan-
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sion and cooling of the ejecta, the LRNe outburst occurs.
The outburst carries information about the ejected material’s
quantity, entropy, and velocity. Understanding the physics of
LRNe is crucial for unravelling the mysteries of CE events.

A primary challenge in bridging theory with observations
of LRNe lies in generating synthetic light curves from nu-
merical simulations. Currently, two approaches are prevalent
to model a CE event itself: three-dimensional (3D) hydrody-
namical simulations and simplified pseudo-1D simulations.
While 3D simulations offer detailed, comprehensive mod-
els, pseudo-1D simulations rely on assumptions about the
stratified gas temperature. However, both methods encounter
complexities in accurately replicating LRNe behavior. For
pseudo-1D codes, a key challenge is establishing initial and
boundary conditions for the ejected material, as those are not
explicitly modeled in situ. For example, Chen & Ivanova
(2024) employed proper radiative transfer in a 1D framework
for a spherically symmetric geometry, but they had to intro-
duce the ejecta in a highly simplified manner. Furthermore,
no self-consistent 3D simulation of a CE event has produced
a light curve during the event itself to date.

In this work, we introduce a flux-limited emission-diffusion
(FLED) technique to StarSmasher, which is a 3D Smoothed
Particle Hydrodynamics (SPH) code specifically suited for
stellar and planetary mergers (Gaburov et al. 2010, 2018).
SPH is a Lagrangian method in which a continuum is dis-
cretized into mass elements (Gingold & Monaghan 1977),
and for which, notably, radiative heat diffusion was an early
consideration (Lucy 1977; Brookshaw 1985).

Flux-limited diffusion (FLD) radiative transfer, first intro-
duced to astrophysics by Levermore & Pomraning (1981),
is commonly implemented using the approach outlined in
Krumholz et al. (2007). There are implementations of FLD
in SPH codes, often incorporating SPH summation techniques
(e.g., see Whitehouse & Bate 2004; Whitehouse et al. 2005).
The FLD method is well suited for simulating optically thick
fluids such as those found in supernova explosions (e.g. Herant
et al. 1994; Fryer et al. 2006), collapsing protostars (e.g. Viau
et al. 2006), protoplanetary disks (e.g. Mayer et al. 2007), and
more. However, SPH summation cannot provide the outgoing
radiative flux from the surface, and alternative models have
been proposed in which particles are matched to profiles of
objects for which the surface properties are known ahead of
time, such as polytropic pseudo-clouds (Forgan et al. 2009;
Lombardi et al. 2015) or MESA stars (Hatfull et al. 2021).
Escaping radiation from an SPH particle could deposit its
energy into other particles long distances away and must be
processed using other methods, such as ray tracing (Kessel-
Deynet & Burkert 2000) or Monte Carlo (Oxley & Woolfson
2003), though these tend to be computationally expensive and
difficult to implement.

Our FLED technique, which we implement in
StarSmasher, operates on similar length scales as SPH sum-
mation, and models the outgoing flux from each individ-
ual SPH particle based on the particle’s local neighborhood,
which is angle-dependent. This method acts as an interme-
diary between the approach used in Matsumoto & Metzger
(2022), which focuses on diffusion processes between neigh-
boring pseudo-1D shells, and FLD technique, as outlined
in (e.g., see Krumholz et al. 2007). We advance the ap-
proach in Matsumoto & Metzger (2022) by implementing
radiative energy transport directly between neighboring SPH
particles, rather than pseudo-1D shells, and by incorporat-
ing radiation transport in optically thin regions, similar to
FLD codes. Compared to more general FLD methods, our
approach assumes a static regime (where gas velocities are
much smaller than the speed of light), and neglects radiation
feedback on the momentum equation. A detailed comparison
of our FLED method and FLD method is provided in §4.4.
We describe a novel post processing imaging technique to
capture the propagation of radiative flux over long distances
toward an observer, which we use to derive synthetic light
curves and other observables such as the time evolution of
velocity and spectra.

It has been argued that the light curves of LRNe are in-
fluenced by recombination processes (Ivanova et al. 2013).
In our SPH code, we use a tabulated equation of state de-
rived from MESA (Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019;
Jermyn et al. 2023), facilitating the accurate representation
of matter capable of undergoing recombination of helium
and hydrogen. Applying our radiative transfer method, we
investigate the merger of a binary system that is often pro-
posed as the progenitor of V1309 Sco. Our analysis probes
the influence of varying physics within our implementation
on the resulting outcomes, particularly focusing on the light
curve. Finally, we compare our findings with the observed
V1309 Sco outburst to validate our model.

Specifically, in §2, we present our model of radiative cool-
ing, encompassing both optically thick and thin cases. Then,
in §3, we delve into the specifics of implementing this model
within an SPH code, and how we obtain observables, such as
synthetic light curves. §4 is dedicated to assessing the per-
formance of our method, evaluating its ability to resolve the
photosphere, its behavior in scenarios involving both station-
ary stars and dynamically ejected particles, and comparison
to FLD. Our SPH simulations are introduced in §5, followed
by a description of the main stages of our analysis in §6. We
explore the impact of adopted opacities in §7 and other model
adjustments in §8. In §9 we present a comparative analysis
with V1309 Sco and in §10 we summarize our work.

2. RADIATIVE COOLING
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We start with the assumption that each SPH particle can
be seen as an individual isothermal gas cloud (the SPH real-
ization of this assumption will be discussed in §3.1). More
specifically, it is not the uniform temperature that is important
in the considerations of radiative cooling in this section but
rather the uniformity of the radiation energy density through-
out the particle. While each particle is itself isothermal, dif-
ferent particles have different temperatures, forming a spatial
temperature gradient. We note that assigning a single temper-
ature to an individual particle is similar to assigning a single
temperature value to a mesh in mesh-based computational
methods.

2.1. Emerging radiation.

The formal solution for the radiative transfer equation, as-
suming wavelength-independent opacities, is:

(7, ) = Iz, pe™Te D
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Here 7 is the optical depth for which we find the intensity of
radiation (7, i) in the direction 4 = cos 8, where @ is the
colatitude angle, 7. is the total optical depth of the cloud, and
I(7¢, ) is the intensity of the radiation that illuminates the
cloud. The emerging intensity is that which is emitted from
the surface of the gas cloud at 7 = 0:

Iemerg(ﬂ) =I(z, ,U)E_TC/M
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From the approximation of being isothermal, the cloud is in
a local thermal equilibrium described by some single tem-
perature value, and hence the source function S(t, u) is the
Planck blackbody function B(T) = oT*/x:

omerg (1) = 1T, e/ 4 B(T) (1= e7%00) . (3)

By definition, the intensity is related to the rate with which
radiative energy Ey,q at the optical depth T passes through an
area dA into a solid angle dQ:

dEa(t) 1 1

1 = —
(T 1) di pdAdQ’
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where dQ = —dud¢, and ¢ is the polar angle. Using Equa-
tion (4), we integrate over outgoing directions (u > 0) and
over the entire surface of the gas cloud to obtain the rate at
which energy is radiated away from the surface of the cloud

dE emerg

1
d = 27TA/ Icmcrg(/vl),u du , (5)
t 0

where A is the surface area of the cloud and 0 < y < 1 is the
outward direction. Combining Equations (5) and (3) yields

dE emerg
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Here we introduced a new quantity:
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where Ei is the exponential integral function. In optically
thick and optically thin regimes, Q(7.) approaches asymp-
totic values:

lim QO(7.)=1., )
<1

, 1
Tlclgll O(re) = R

In our implementations discussed in future sections, we use
pre-calculated values of Q(7.) if 0.01 < 7. < 5, and the
limiting values as above otherwise.

In the case of no incoming radiation, radiative energy losses
are simply

dE emerg

1
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where Upg = aT* is the radiative energy density. In the
optically thick regime, the emergent radiation becomes the
standard blackbody radiation

dE emerg

Te>1

= AoT*, (10)

Albeit equation 10 can be deemed accurate mathematically,
from a physical perspective, the limit implied by this equation
is not applicable, as the derivation assumes an optically thin
environment. The optically thick scenario, where photons
are trapped and must scatter before escaping, is discussed
in detail in §2.2. In the optically thin regime, the radiative
cooling becomes

dE emerg

Te<xl

=2A0T*7, . (11)

2.2. Diffusion limited cooling

In a group of optically thick objects, radiative energy trans-
fer can only proceed in the presence of a nonzero temperature
gradient. Without the temperature gradient, the radiative flux
is zero. An individual object surrounded by other objects
of the same temperature cannot cool by radiation and will
remain in equilibrium.
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The time it takes for a photon to diffuse out of an object
with the size » by a random walk is

V2 Kp}"2 Tr

[dlﬁ_B_T_?’ (12)
where D = clpn = c/kp is the diffusion coefficient, [y is
the photon’s mean free path, ¢ is the speed of light, p is the
density, and « is the opacity.

The rate at which the object can radiate away energy is
limited by

dEmax,di[f _ @ _ ﬂ , (13)

dt ldiff  Ldiff
where Ejy is the total internal energy of the object, m is its
mass, and u is its specific internal energy. In our case, the
object is an SPH particle.

The actual energy loss rate will be smaller. The luminosity
is the flux through a given area A due to photon diffusion in
the presence of an existing gradient of radiative energy:

mm=—A§g%%Q=—A§g%§Q, (14)
where u,qg is specific radiative energy and 1/3 is the geo-
metrical factor common for diffusion theory. This diffusion
approximation equation can be recognized if rewritten in its
more widely used form, known as the equation of radiative
transport that operates in a spherically symmetric optically
thick environment inside a star:

, ¢ daT*

Lo = —4mr? ——
dift o 3kp dr

15)

We hence introduce diffusion-limited radiative cooling as
the rate at which the radiative energy departs due to the local
gradient of radiative energy density:

fﬁ“:-%Al)VQﬂ”):-%Al)vam. (16)
The radiative energy loss from an SPH particle cannot exceed
the value above. Only a negative temperature gradient results
in the radiative energy leaving the particle. As long as the
particle is optically thick with a photon mean free path much
less than its size, then dEgig/dt < dEemerg/dt.

We introduce 3 as the ratio of radiative specific energy and
total specific internal energy:

5= Urad _ aT* ’

u pu

0<p<l. (17)

Note that this S is not the same S, often used to show the role
of the gas pressure in the total pressure. Equation (16) can be
rewritten as:

= - __ADV . 1
o 3 (Bup) (18)

The ability of the SPH particle to lose radiative energy into
its surrounding depends on the local radiative energy density
VUra = VaT*. We anticipate that this gradient depends on
the direction in a 3D asymmetric gas cloud.

To obtain a quantification of cooling properties, we take
samples of VU;,q in several directions. We term each direction
as a “ray”. We build N,y rays, each positioned at the center
of the particle, and evenly spread in their directions. To
achieve an even distribution of ray directions, we sample
the vertices of a regular icosahedron, subdivided d times for
Nrays(d) = 10(29)? +2. We use d = 0 for Nyays = 12 in our
simulations.

We define I?l-,s as the position at the distance ryy from
particle 7 in the direction of a ray with index s = 1, ..., Npays.
At that position 13,-,5, we find the radiation energy density
Urad (ﬁi,s) produced by other particles (see more detail in §3.1
on the choice of ry, and how Urad(ﬁi,s) is reconstructed). In
Figure | we show in red a sketch of an SPH particle with a
ray 13,-,3 as a black arrow.

If there is matter in the direction of the ray, and Umd(ﬁi,s) >
0, then the radiative energy density gradient in that direction
is found as

VsUrad,i _ Urad(Rt,S) - Urad,l - (19)

Fout

Only rays with negative temperature gradient contribute to
the total radiative cooling of the particle i. The total rate is
then found as the sum of the contribution from each ray:

dE qi 1 A
=—= D VsUrad,i » 20
dt 3 Nrays Z sYrad,i ( )

where A/Npys is the total surface area through which each
ray radiates.
2.3. The final cooling rate
The total radiative energy loss is

dEaq _ min dEemery dEgif  dEmax,diff
dt dt > dt ’ dt

1)

The radiative cooling term, or the rate at which the specific
internal energy of an SPH particle changes with time, is

. du d 1 dE d
Urad,cool = drta = _Z drta . (22)

As we are finding cooling rates tiad cool (¢) for all particles at
each moment of time ¢ separated by time step intervals At,
we adopt that only the SPH particles with At/tgig () > 10712
can cool radiatively during our simulations. If Az/t4i5(t) <
10712, we adopt that tigq cool (£) = 0.

It is important to note that the radiative energy loss cal-
culated above represents the radiative energy emitted from
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Figure 1. A 2D sketch of an SPH particle i (red) and another
nearby particle j (black) separated by distance |7; — 7;|. We show

aray (black arrow) emerging from partigle i along direction Rs. In
the “fluffy” case (solid lines), position Ry s is encapsulated by the
kernel of particle j, which has size 2h;. However, in the “dense”
case (dotted lines), the position ﬁs,d is not encapsulated, as the
particle sizes are rioc; = (3m; Janp)'/3. Tn the fluffy case, the
temperature is nonzero at I_és, f- In the dense case, the temperature
is zero at I?S,d.

the particle. As this energy leaves the particle, it can be ab-
sorbed by other particles along its path, facilitating radiative
energy transport. In §3.2, we will explain how we account for
the absorption of incoming radiative energy from surround-
ing particles, which contributes to the local heating of each
particle.

3. RADIATIVE COOLING AND AN SPH
CONSIDERATION

3.1. Finding quantities for SPH particles

The SPH method operates with so-termed primary vari-
ables and derivable quantities. Specifically, the masses of the
particles and their energies are the primary variables engaged
in the conservation equations. On the other hand, density, for
example, is a derivable quantity: it is reconstructed using the
masses of the particles in the neighborhood, their smoothing
lengths, and the adopted kernel function. An SPH particle ¢
located at 7; has a number of neighbors Ny, ;, each of which
satisfy |F; — ;| < 2h;, where h; is the smoothing length and
the kernel function W has compact support 2. Any derivable

quantity A; can be found at location 7;:
Nb, i A
Ai= ) m—LW(F; =7l hi) . (23)
2 oy J

For example, the density at the position of particle i is written
as

Nnh,i
pi= Y mW(F - Fil i) . (24)
J

However, the SPH summation method cannot guarantee a
proper value of p at any arbitrary location. Unfortunately,
this introduces unavoidable ambiguity in how the radiative
cooling terms can be obtained, and below we outline two
approaches.

In both approaches, we use SPH quantities p; and u; to find
T; at the location of the particle 7, using our tabulated equation
of state, and then we find ;. Our primary concern is that an
SPH particle should not lose more radiative energy than it
possesses or more than it can lose given by the background
conditions. Hence, the difference in the two methods we will
consider is in what is adopted as the average radiation field
through particle i and what is the gradient of radiation density
in a given direction.

We will consider two limiting cases. In one, the radiation
field is uniform within a particle’s kernel, which in our case
has radius 24; (due to our kernel function having compact
support 2h). We will call this approach “fluffy”. In the
other method, which we call “dense”, the size of the uniform
radiative field is determined by the central radiative energy
density and the total energy that the particle has. We will then
compare the outcomes. In the illustration shown in Figure 1,
the fluffy approach is drawn with solid lines, and the dense
approach with dotted lines.

In what follows, we will use subscripts i and j to indicate
quantities obtained using the SPH summations method for i
or j SPH particles, those are not dependent on the adopted
approach. Subscripts f or d are used to indicate quantities
dependent on the adopted approach, fluffy or dense, accord-

ingly.
3.1.1. Fluffy

The particle size roy = 2h; in this case. The total internal
energy per particle is m;u;. The volume-averaged radiative
energy density that influences the cooling rate in this approach

is then
3Biuim;

471'(2/1,')3 '
This is the quantity we use for Uy,q i in Equations (9) and (19).
It can be seen that Up,g ¢ = Biuip;, where p; = 3m; /4x(2h;)>.

We consider here a sphere that is uniformly lit with ra-
diation. A photon trying to escape the sphere undergoes a

Uraa,t = (aT) = (25)
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random walk process under the conditions imposed by the lo-
cal density p;, temperature 7;, and opacity «;. All the related
quantities, including the emerging radiation, can be found:

Ap=4r(2h;)? .
Ds= ‘
f Kipi i
a Kipi(Zhi)2
ldifff=———— >
c
Tf :pikizhi )
dEemergs 1, —
oty i)
dEmax,diff f _ Ui,
dt Ldift, ’

The diffusion limited cooling rate is more complicated here
as the radiation energy density that is associated with the
particle i does not represent the true (summed from many
particles) radiation energy density at this location, and hence
cannot be used directly to find VUpyg.

The radiation energy density is a steep function of temper-
ature: when the temperature drops by only half, the radiation
energy density drops by 16 times. A typical ratio between
particle size and distance to the binary d in our simulation is
about 0.1 —0.2. One cannot expect a monotonically dropping
temperature profile in the ejecta, as some particles could be
shocked more than others. Nonetheless, a change by a fac-
tor of two or more in temperature between the particles at a
distance of ~ 0.1d — 0.2d can be expected.

The steps for obtaining the cooling rate are as follows:

(f.i). For each ray at particle 7, we find particle j # i closest
to location R; ; and whose kernel encapsulates R; s.

(f.ii). If temperature 7; < T;, or there is no such particle j,
then .
U rad,f

VsUrald,f = - Ty

(27)

(f.iii). If T; > T;, no diffusion-limited cooling takes place in
that direction, VUrag,i = 0.

(f.iv). The diffusion limited cooling rate is found as

Nrays
G, (28

s=1

dEgig £ AE max, diff, f 1
=Bi X
dt dt Nrays

where Cy = 1 if diffusion-limited cooling takes place
in the direction of ray s and O otherwise.

Physically, the fluffy approximation implies that each SPH
particle will cool at a rate corresponding to the uniform ra-
diation energy it has inside its radius 24;, so the number of
photons that can start leaving the particle depends on the par-
ticle’s own radiation energy density. On the other hand, the

photon departure rate is influenced by the density provided
by all the particles and overall opacity that photon experi-
ences — leaving photons will scatter and diffuse through the
media that is determined not just by particles’ own matter.
Since the particles overlap, the resulting cooling rate at each
point of space is the combination of several particles cooling
simultaneously.

3.1.2. Dense

At the location of a particle, the radiation energy density is
exactly
Uraai = aT}' . (29)

While in our fluffy approximation the volume-averaged radi-
ation energy density is less than this value for an individual
particle, the overlapping of particles in space brings the com-
bined value up to the expected. We can, however, investigate
the case when each particle is an individual non-overlapping
particle that has the same energy density throughout as in its
center for the purpose of radiative losses. To conserve the
total energy per particle, its volume has to be adjusted. The
effective size of each particle is smaller than 24;:

1/3

m;

Tloc = (4_) . (30)
37Pi

With this effective size, the volume-averaged radiative energy
density that influences the cooling rate of particle i is

Urad,d = Uraq,i = aT[4 . (31)

The sampled locations I?l-,s, are in this case located at dis-
tance roue = ioc. The value of Ur(R; s) at these locations is
found in the following manner:

(d.i). For each ray at particle i, we find particle j # i closest
to Ri,s with |7] - Ri,s| < Tloc,j-

(d.ii). If temperature 7; < T; then

Urad Jj — Yrad,i
VsUradd = —=—=— (32)
i —ril

or, if there is no such particle j, then

Urad,i

Toc,i

Vs Urad,d ==

(33)

(d.iii). If T; > T;, no diffusion-limited cooling takes place in
that direction, VUrag,; = 0.

(d.iv). The diffusion limited cooling rate is found as

Nr'd S

dEdifra 1 Agq y
= —— D V.U, . 34
7 3 Vo d ;:1 sUrad,d (34)
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The other necessary quantities are found:

Ag=4nri ., (35)
C
Dd =,
Kipi
Kipirs,
14iff,d = )
C
Td = PiKilloc »
dEemer d 1
g,
——=—A4cU, T4) ,
r 5Ad 1ad,dQ (T4)
dEmax,dil‘f,d _ uimy
dt taiff,d

Suppose one splits a large object into several smaller-sized
objects with the same total volume, density, and opacity.
In that case, the summative diffusion time from the several
smaller objects will be shorter than the diffusion time from
the single large object. Hence, this approach will likely yield
a cooling rate larger than both the fluffy method and reality.
The ratio between the dense diffusion-limited cooling rate
and the fluffy diffusion-limited cooling rate for a particle that
emits in empty space is on the order of 2h;/rioc > 1, which
is about from 5 to 10 for most particles. However, in the
optically thin regime the emerging radiation from a particle
is the same between the two approaches:

dEemerg,d _ dEemerg,f

3
o - g - pCRmimipiki . (36)

Additionally, we expect the total surface area exposed to
empty space in the dense case to be larger on average than in
the fluffy case, thereby increasing the flux. We will therefore
consider the cooling rate from the dense approach as the max-
imum possible and from the fluffy approach as the minimum
possible.

3.2. Heating

Previously, we considered the loss of energy by SPH par-
ticles from radiation. Here we consider the absorption and
reprocessing of the emitted radiation in the SPH particles.
For each SPH particle i we split the total specific energy rate
of change due to radiation into two components:

Ifirad,i = urad,cool,i + urad,heat,i s (37)

where tirad cool,; 18 as described in Equation (22).
We adopt the following assumptions on radiative heating:

(1). Only diffusion-limited radiation flux is used to heat the
nearby particles. The emerging radiative flux is con-
sidered to leave the simulation domain without being
re-captured.

(ii). Each ray in our diffusion-limited cooling deposits its
energy into the nearest particle j with 7; < T;, deter-
mined by its proximity to R; .

(iii). Particle j can only absorb 1 — e~/ of the radiative flux
that passes through it.

(iv). For particle j, the total radiative heating rate tiyad heat, j
is the sum of all the radiation energy sent to it by other

particles.

In the fluffy case

1-e™7 dEmax diff,i
Urad heat,f,j = i s (38)
ijrays dt
and in the dense case
. 1—e™% Urad,j = Urad,i
Uradheatd,j = — 57— ) AdiDa,i—=——— . (39)
3ijrays |rj_ri|

3.3. Opacities

We create opacity lookup tables using a combination of
three tables, which we call our “source opacity tables”,
and each of which have solar abundances X = 0.7 and
Z = 0.02: Grevesse & Sauval (1998) (“GS98” hereafter),
as implemented in MESA version r10398 with file name
“gs98_z0.02_x0.7.data”); and Semenov et al. (2003)
(““S03” hereafter). The source opacity tables cover the fol-
lowing domains:

3.75 <logT < 8.7 0.7 <logT < 4
GS98 S03

-8 <logR < 1 ~17.7 <logp < 6.7~

where log R = log p —31log T + 18. We note that SO3 consists
of two distinct source opacity tables: Planck mean opacities
(““SO3p” hereafter) and Rosseland mean opacities (“SO03r”
hereafter).

Each of our simulations uses a single opacity table. The
opacities of individual SPH particles are obtained using their
densities and temperatures to perform a linear interpolation
on the table in log space. We describe our final three lookup
tables that are used in our simulations and are shown in Fig-
ure 2. We hereafter refer to the process of combining source
opacity tables by linear interpolation in log space as “blend-

2

ing.

(1) MAIN: Where logT < 3.48 (T < 3000K), we set
opacities to a constant low value of 10™*cm? g~!. We
use SO3R exclusively where 3.48 < log T < 3.75, GS98
exclusively where logT > 4, and a blend of SO3r and
GS98 where 3.75 < logT < 4.

(2) PO: We use S03p exclusively where log7 < 3.75,
GS98 exclusively where logT > 4, and a blend of
S03p and GS98 where 3.75 < logT < 4.

(3) RO: We use SO3r exclusively where log7 < 3.75,
GS98 exclusively where log7 > 4, and a blend of
S03g and GS98 where 3.75 < logT < 4.
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Figure 2. The three opacity tables (top panels) used in our dynamical simulations are shown in log 7', log R space. We show how each of our

2 51

opacity tables are constructed following §3.3 (bottom panel): “10™*” is the manually set 10~ cm? g~! region (blue); SO3p are Plank opacities
from SO3 for 7 < 3000K (orange); SO3r are Rosseland opacities from S03 for 7 < 3000K (green); and GS98 (red). We also show the
3.75 < logT < 4 blending regions between GS98 and S03p (purple) and between GS98 and S03r (brown).

If radiation energy density is represented by the Planck
function, then for radiative energy transfer, Rosseland mean
opacities should be used across all temperatures (Mihalas
1998); this is our RO case. However, it is not yet fully
established whether or not dust formed rapidly during the
merger. To explore this uncertainty, we created additional
opacity tables with modified opacities for temperatures T <
3000K. Our table MAIN represents the scenario where
dust did not form. Our table PO represents the scenario
where dust did form, but remained optically thin (e.g., see
Siess et al. 2022, where Plank opacities were used for dust
nucleation during dynamic dust formation). We use Planck
mean opacities where 7 < 3000K in our table PO. In this
study, we do not separate the transport and emission regimes,
and so we apply our opacity tables to both.

3.4. Imaging the flux

We generate post-processed images of the flux emitted from
our simulations for comparison to the V1309 Sco outburst.
We instantiate an observer in the simulation, positioned in-
finitely far away and looking along a specified viewing angle.
We build a collection of parallel rays on a 2D grid (one ray
per cell) at the observer’s position, pointing along the viewing
angle (analogous to an orthographic projection). Hereafter
we use the reference frame of the observer when referring
to physical positions, defining the so-called “screen space”,
in which the viewing angle is normal to the xy plane and
the —Z direction points away from the observer, along their

view (“into the screen”). Each of the rays on the 2D grid are
parallel to the z axis and point in the —Z direction.

For a given cell on the 2D grid, we label SPH particles
as “interacting” if the cell ray passes through their kernel.
For each cell ray we obtain the flux emitted along that ray
toward the observer as the sum of the contributions from all
interacting particles i:

Feenn = Z Fi,rade_Ti’CeH, (40)
i

where 7; ¢ 1S the optical depth which the radiative flux F; rag
must pass through to reach the observer. To obtain 7; ce;j We
let k;p; be constant throughout each particle along the cell
ray:

Tl = ) T) - @1

J

We selectively ignore F; r,q contributions from particles for
which T, icell = 20.

In the fluffy cooling regime, many particles whose ker-
nels overlap in space create a cumulative cooling rate which
approaches that in the dense regime. However, as particles
never share the same positions and sizes, a cell ray will first
encounter a contribution of only one of the fluffy particles
in the group before it encounters the rest. When that first
particle is optically thick, the cell ray will not provide the
correct cumulative cooling rate at the “surface”. We there-
fore adopt that during image construction each particle has a
size rioc (Equation 30) and a uniform radiation field defined
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by its location, regardless of whether the simulation was per-
formed in the fluffy or dense regime. We note that in most
cases during the pre-plunge stage, the first particle along a
cell ray is optically thick and thus determines the surface. In
such cases, that optically thick particle is the final particle
that contributes to the cell ray.
The contribution to the total flux along the cell ray from a
particle i is
dEdiff,d dEemerg,d

F; ag = — min s
frad = dt dr

(42)

We further take into account the angular distribution of the
rays: not all directions result in successful cooling, such that
the visible surface of a particle may produce only a fraction
of the flux compared to F; r4q.

There could be optically thin particles along the cell ray
between the observer and an optically thick particle. The
essence of the adopted approximation implies that we atten-
vate the illumination of the optically thick particle by the
optically thin particles along the cell ray, as the radiation
field of the optically thin particles does not affect the gradient
inside the optically thick particle.

The 2D grid is constructed with resolution (N, N, ) on the
xy plane in screen space and usually fits the visible boundary
of all particle kernels, though with special considerations
detailed below. For each grid cell we cast a ray in the —Z
direction and obtain the cell flux F,.. The total observed
luminosity for comparisons to real observations is:

Lgbs = 4AxAy Z Feen , (43)

cell

where Ax and Ay are the width and height of each grid cell,
and the leading factor of 4 is from the observer’s assumption
that the flux seen from one viewing angle is the same as what
would be seen from any other viewing angle.

Capturing all the particles in our grid requires the grid
domain to expand as time evolves. The evolved outermost
ejecta produces the least flux. For the light curve calculations,
we limit the grid domain to 2000 Ry in the xy plane, and
we dynamically adjust the grid resolution with the evolution
of the ejecta: we use (2000, 2000) for the first 18.5 days,
(1200, 1200) for another 18.5days after, and (800, 800)
until the end of the evolution.

To obtain a characteristic value of some quantity H over the
entire image, we use a flux-weighted average across all cell
rays:

1
<Hrad> = F ;:‘ HeenFeen , (44)

where the total flux F = Y . Feen and Hce is the value of
H;,q for any given cell in the image. Here (H;,q) is the value

of Hy,g which the infinitely far away observer would measure.
When H.¢ describes a quantity related to the SPH particles,

1 .
Heen = @ Zi:HiFi,rade Ticell | (45)

For example, the expansion velocity

<vexp> = l Z Z |Vz,i|Fi,radei‘ri'Cﬂll s (46)
F :
cell i
where v ; is the velocity of particle i in the direction toward
the observer.

To obtain the characteristic temperature of an extended ob-
ject, we integrate the Planck function. Specifically, a particle
that is not obscured by any other particles on the line of sight
to the observer has an effective temperature

Fi,rad)l/4

Tt = ( (47)

For each particle separately, we adopt that its radiation is that
of a blackbody and hence

o_ (o]
T = /0 By(Tren)da (48)
We introduce the Planck weighting function f(7; ef) as
bl
f/l(Ti,eIT) = —48/1(Ti,eﬂ) . (49)
Ti,eff

For this weighting function, fooo Ja(Tier)dA = 1.

The spectral distribution of the apparent flux along a ray is
the sum of the spectral contributions from each particle along
that ray,

Fi= " falTiem) Frpage ™" (50)

cell i

We term the spectrum peak temperature 7, as the temperature
of a blackbody, where the spectral distribution of that black-
body peaks at the same wavelength as our resulting spectral
distribution. In this work, the spectrum peak temperatures
are determined based on the peak of the spectral distribution
Fa max. The range of these peak temperatures is defined by the
region where the spectral intensity remains within 95 per cent
of the peak value, specifically where F; > 0.95F  max. Note
that the resulting spectral distribution is not that of a black-
body (more about this in §6).

To reconstruct the spectral distribution we consider only
10nm < 4 < 3000nm in steps of 10nm, which includes
the V-band, R-band, and /-band. Our method can identify
the peak and recover spectrum peak temperatures from about
1 000K to about 100000K. We can also integrate the lu-
minosity produced in specific bands using the spectral flux
distribution. We define the visual luminosity:

600nm

Lobs,V = 4AxAy/ F,ld/l . (51)
500nm
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Figure 3. The minimum number of SPH particles Ny, in a close-
packed hexagonal lattice required to resolve the photosphere of a
star with some radius, given the photospheric depth (equation 34 of
Hatfull et al. 2021). All our simulations have 10 < Ny, < 100 and
~ 107 particles (dashed black line), and thus we expect to be able
to resolve the photosphere once the depth is larger than ~ 0.1 times
the radius.

R-band luminosity is found similarly in the ranges of 590 —
730nm, and /-band luminosity is in the ranges of 720 —
880 nm!.

4. METHOD’S VERIFICATION AND COMPARISON
4.1. A photosphere and its resolution

The term “photosphere” is somewhat vague and generally
refers to the region from which the observed radiation is
emitted. In our simulations and image processing, we do
not employ a specific definition or predetermined location
for the photosphere. However, we can analyze how the final
resolution affects what is typically considered the photosphere
for a star. We will also discuss why spatial resolution is less
critical for particles where energy is carried by radiation, not
convection.

For stars in hydrostatic equilibrium, the observed radiation
is the same as if it had radiated from the optical depth of
T = 2/3. For the case when particles occupy equal volume,
one can find the minimum number of SPH particles required
in order to represent a star with a resolved photosphere, in the
sense that the outermost particles would be located at 7 = 2/3
(see Hatfull et al. 2021). We show the relation between the
minimum number of particles and the relative depth of the
photosphere in Figure 3. The 1D MESA model that we use
for our standard runs, Rip = 3.715Rs, has a photospheric
depth of ~ 1073 Ry. This implies that Ny, = 5 x 10'9 SPH
particles are required to resolve the photosphere in the initial
3D stellar model.

However, the spatial resolution of the hypothetical pho-
tosphere, defined as some location where 7 < 1, is cru-

I There is no single, uniformly used, wavelength ranges for V, R and [ filters.
‘We used values that are closely representing V' and [ filters used by OGLE,
accordingly to svo2.cab.inta-csic.es/theory/fps/

cial only if the photosphere’s boundary conditions directly
influence the outgoing flux. Analysis of energy transport
equations shows that the role of photospheric boundary con-
ditions varies between convection-dominated and radiation-
dominated flux regimes. In radiation-dominated cases, the
“effective” temperature is primarily determined by the radia-
tive flux deep within the envelope and other properties of the
deep envelope, such as the total stellar mass, rather than by the
exact location of the optically thin “photosphere” (see §11.3.1
in Kippenhahn et al. 2013). The numerical consequence is
that for stars with radiation-diffusion-dominated envelopes,
an integration method which obtains the outgoing luminos-
ity (and from it the “effective” temperature) need not resolve
the photosphere along its steps. We will assess whether our
code can, as anticipated, produce radiative luminosity com-
parable to those of a 1D model, even without resolving the
photosphere spatially, see in §4.2.

At a later time, after the merger, the average distance over
which the observed radiation forms is substantial. As will be
discussed in §6.3, during that epoch, the radiation detected
by an observer is typically formed by multiple particles along
each ray, creating a widely spread “effective photosphere”
with an average optical depth between 1 and 10, depending
on the specific snapshot.

To summarize, our method does not depend on a hypothet-
ical photosphere being resolved using a small step in optical
depth. Instead, it relies on our ability to accurately capture the
radiation produced by both optically thin and thick particles.
We will evaluate our method in two scenarios: for optically
thick particles representing a stationary radiating mass, and
for particles that transition from optically thick to optically
thin during dynamical expansion. In the latter, we will assess
potential errors in energy output during the transition.

4.2. Stationary case: a radiative star

In the binary system that we consider, the donor is convec-
tive, and most of the energy transport is provided by convec-
tion. Due to the dominance of the convective energy transport
contribution in the total energy transport, neither our radiative
energy transport nor radiation flux image processing methods
can adequately reproduce the full luminosity of a convective
star — it can only reproduce the part of luminosity carried
by the radiation. Energy losses from the initial convective
envelope of a low-mass subgiant during the simulation are in-
significant and cannot affect the outcome. Convective energy
transport halts quickly when the ejected material expands, and
radiative energy losses become dominant. The only drawback
is that using only the radiative flux imaging technique, the
obtained imaged luminosity of a binary before the merger is
smaller than expected. Hence, in all that follows, we will only
show the luminosity curve when the radiative energy exceeds
the initial luminosity of the donor. Imaging a convective star
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can be done separately, using the method described in Hatfull
et al. (2021).

Here, we test how our method works when radiative trans-
port dominates. We create a 15 M, zero-age main sequence
star in MESA version 10398. Our 1D model has photospheric
radius Rip =~ 4.95 Ry, luminosity L ~ 1.98 x 10* Ly, and
effective temperature T.x = 30 818 K.

‘We map this 1D model into 3D using StarSmasher, which
creates a spherical grouping of particles that are in a close-
packed hexagonal configuration. The goal of this test is to
reproduce the surface brightness of a 1D model from a 3D
model that has the same thermodynamic properties. To ensure
that the 3D model’s size and thermodynamic properties are as
close as possible to that of the original 1D model, we choose
to test our 3D star immediately following the particle mapping
without allowing it to relax towards hydrostatic equilibrium.
The 3D model has N ~ 103 particles and nnopt = 27. We
adjust the size of the 3D model such that the particle kernels
extend only up to Rspy = max(r; + 2h;) = 4.95 Ry and stop
the simulation after the first code iteration (after initializa-
tion).

Using our image processing method in §3.4 we find
L = 1.92 x 10* Ly with a spectrum peak temperature of
Tsp = 32222 K (with 95% of spectral maximum being in the
range from 29,000K to 36,250K). This is consistent with our
method, converging to Equation (15) in the case of a spheri-
cally symmetric star. It is also consistent with the properties
of the radiative layers (including the total luminosity) be-
ing independent of the exact boundary (photospheric) values.
This test demonstrates that unobstructed, optically thick par-
ticles create a net radiative flux approximately equal to that of
a more exact solution (1D code with photospheric boundary
condition).

4.3. Dynamical case: losses from ejecta

We consider how a particle radiates while it expands and
transitions from an optically thick to an optically thin particle.
We inspect a typical ejecta particle in simulation Polytrope
(see §5) and find that its cooling rate transitions from diffusive
dE gt/ dt in the optically thick regime to emerging dEemerg/dt
in the optically thin regime rapidly (~ 10 minutes). Specifi-
cally, a particle would spend ~ 20 minutes being marginally
at a photospheric regime, 7 ~ 1, and then 10 minutes later
on the next dE /dt update would be optically thin, 7 ~ 0.1,
as shown in Figure 4. The expected maximum cooling rate
would be where dEemerg/dt = dEqi/dt. The majority of the
observed radiation is expected to originate from particles with
their current optical depths ranging between 0.2 and 5.

We can evaluate the error due to the limited time resolution
of the cooling updates: the average cooling rate applied during
10 minutes is 10 per cent less than it would be at the maximum.
For the 20 minute interval when the particle transits from
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Figure 4. We show the luminosity of an ejecta particle from simu-
lation Polytrope during its transition from the optically thick regime
(t > 1) to the optically thin (7 <« 1). Each data point represents
a time iteration in the code at which cooling quantities are updated,
which happens in ~ 10 minute intervals.

7 ~ 1to1 ~ 0.1, the energy it loses by radiation is about 1.1 X
10%? erg. In comparison, a better time resolution would result
in an energy loss of about 1.2 x 10*” erg during a 20 minutes
transition, which is a fraction of about 0.14 the total internal
energy.

While this specific particle was not caught for the cooling
rate calculations at that exact moment, other particles would
be. The closest any of the particles in Polytrope get to the
maximum cooling rate is dEemere/dt = 1.871 x 103 ergs™!
and dEgg/dt = 1.870 x 103 ergs™'. We estimate that the
accuracy of our light curve calculations for a dynamically
expanding object due to the limited time updates for cooling
rates is within 10 per cent of the fully resolved case.

4.4. Comparison of methods

Here, we review the main assumptions of FLD radiation
hydrodynamics as a foundation for comparing our problem-
tuned approach with the more versatile method presented in
Krumbholz et al. (2007) (hereafter KO7).

The FLD method is well-suited for radiative transfer in
systems where the diffusion approximation is valid, primarily
in optically thick media. However, it has inherent limitations
in optically thin regions and in cases where line transport plays
a significant role. To address transitions between regimes,
K07 employs flux limiters to ensure smooth interpolation
between the diffusion and streaming limits.

The key differences between our FLED approach and
the FLD approach of K07 are the choice of hydrodynamic
framework and the focus of the simulations. We employ a
Lagrangian framework, whereas KO7 uses an Eulerian ap-
proach. Additionally, our simulations concentrate on slow-
ejecta cases (v/c < 1), as opposed to scenarios like super-
novae. The main update we do is only for the radiation energy
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density, and this update is derived from the formal radiative
transfer equation that is treated as time-independent. This
simplification is justified by the significantly slower evolution
of matter in the system compared to the radiation energy den-
sity. Consequently, we compute the radiation energy density
change in an optically thin regime using a quasi-stationary
solution at each time step.

().

(ii).

(iii).

Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium (LTE): In both
our approach and K07, the radiation field is assumed to
behave as a blackbody, simplifying the spectral treat-
ment. This implies that both methods assume LTE,
which is valid in optically thick regions but introduces
limitations in optically thin regions where non-thermal
effects may dominate.

Momentum Equation: K07 incorporates the feedback
of radiation on the momentum equation. This feed-
back is important in the dynamic diffusion regime,
where terms proportional to v/c contribute signifi-
cantly. However, their momentum equation is in-
herently non-conserving, as FLD does not explicitly
track momentum transfer between the gas and radia-
tion fields. In our case, due to the small velocities
of the ejecta, we chose not to include radiative feed-
back. Post-run evaluations show that radiative accel-
eration is small compared to local gravitational accel-
eration in our simulations. However, future extensions
of our method could incorporate radiative acceleration
for completeness.

Opacities: K07 introduces four types of opacities:

* Planck opacity (xp): Used to characterize the
material’s ability to emit radiation in the form of
blackbody radiation.

* Rosseland opacity (kg): Used to compute the
mean opacity for radiative diffusion in optically
thick regions.

» Energy opacity («g): Used to determine the en-
ergy absorption from the radiation field.

* Flux opacity (kr): Used to calculate the rate of
radiative emission of the fluid.

In KO7, these opacities are defined as linear absorption
coefficients, while in our approach, they are expressed
as mass absorption coefficients. The two are related by
k%07 = pHI where p is the density of the medium.

K07 assumes kp = kg under the assumption of black-
body radiation. To optimize the accuracy for optically
thick flows, they set kg = kg. In our simulations, the
values of Planck and Rosseland opacities are nearly
identical in the optically thick regime.

@{v).

).

Currently, we use the same opacity for both radiation
absorption and emission. However, it is possible to re-
fine this approach by using different opacities for these
processes, depending on the local optical depth. This
flexibility allows us to better account for radiative pro-
cesses in both optically thick and thin regimes. For
optically thin regions, switching to Planck opacities in
the future can improve the accuracy of radiative emis-
sion calculations.

Optically Thick Regime: In both approaches, the ra-
diative flux in optically thick regions is modeled us-
ing Fick’s law under the diffusion approximation. For
7 > 1, KO7 describes the flux as:

Cc

T2 K07
3/<R

F — VU, (52)

which is equivalent to our formulation for diffusive flux
in an optically thick regime:

¢
Fyif = _Wvurad- (53)

R

Empty Space Regime: When there is no matter, the
radiative flux is not altered along its path. This is
known as the free-streaming regime. In K07, the free-
streaming regime is assumed for 7 <« 1, where photons
move freely at the speed of light (¢) without significant
interactions with the medium. In this regime, the ra-
diative flux is approximated as:

F — cUant, 54)
where Up,gq is the radiation energy density, and 7 is the
direction of the flux.

In the absence of interactions with matter (e.g., outside
SPH particles), our Lagrangian framework naturally
ensures that the flux is conserved. However, we cannot
fully recover the same free-streaming behavior as in
K07 in the following meaning: we do not evolve radia-
tion (not we recover flux value) between matter during
the simulations. Radiation leaving the domain with
matter into empty space and passing through regions
with no opacity at all does so immediately. The conse-
quence of this limitation arises not during simulations
but during light-curve image processing. Specifically,
radiation emitted from particles located at 10Ry and
300Rs will be registered by our imaginary observer
immediately, leading to a slightly shorter duration of
the event’s expansion phase. The maximum error in
the light curve in our case is estimated to be about 10
minutes. Accounting for the time it takes light to travel
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to the same location can be incorporated into the image
processing in the future.

Please note that the actual escaping flux during the
simulation in both methods depends on the treatment
of the intermediate regime, as discussed below in the
context of the method comparison. Nonetheless, our
image processing accurately recovers the correct flux.

(vi). Transition between Optically Thin and Thick
Regimes: For v < 1, the KO7 approach naturally tran-
sitions to the free-streaming regime. K07 employs a
flux limiter, A (Levermore & Pomraning 1981), which
provides a smooth numerical transition between the
diffusion limit and the free-streaming limit. This tech-
nique ensures that the approach recovers the optically
thick regime in one limit and the free-streaming regime
in the other.

In contrast, our approach uses a T-dependent solution
to the radiative energy transport equation, specifically
tailored for the regime of small but finite optical depth.
Our setup ensures that radiation emitted from opti-
cally thin particles is additional to the radiation pass-
ing through the medium. For small 7, this approach
naturally sums the radiation contributions from every
particle with small optical depth along the ray path.

On the other hand, in our implementation, radiation
produced in the diffusion regime can be absorbed only
by the first, usually most optically thick, particle along
the ray during the dynamical simulation. Subsequent
particles along the ray contribute their emission to the
flux but do not absorb energy from the main flux during
the simulation.

An analytical comparison of the methods is not feasible,
so we perform a numerical experiment for a spherically sym-
metric case, using a 1D grid. This experiment uses the same
assumptions and limitations applied in both methods, com-
paring their results to the exact numerical solution.

For any given temperature, density, and opacity profile, the
exact solution to the time-independent (static) radiative trans-
fer equation can be computed for both inward and outward
intensities. These intensities allow the calculation of the ra-
diative flux, as illustrated in Figure 5. This is referred to as
the exact solution. Additionally, the intensities in the exact
solution establish a static radiative energy distribution. It
is important to note that this distribution differs significantly
from the radiative energy distribution arising solely from mat-
ter in optically thin regions, where the passing radiative flux
plays a dominant role.

The FLD method can be applied to static diffusion cases,
where the static FLD flux is determined using the static
radiation energy distribution. As shown in Figure 5, the

free-streaming radiative flux in the FLD method is, as ex-
pected, smaller than that predicted by the exact solution. Nu-
merical experiments indicate that this escaping flux in the
FLD method is approximately equivalent to the flux obtained
through direct integration of the radiative transfer equation
when no emission occurs in regions with 7 < 3.

Empirically, our simulations reveal that the last particle
to absorb outgoing radiation is typically located at an opti-
cal depth of 7 = 0.3. We computed the FLED flux on the
same 1D mesh grid as described above — distinct from the
SPH realization where we do not trace the flux in any case
— but using the same criteria outlined in § 2. This involved
comparing local optically thin emission with diffusion-driven
emission, selecting the appropriate regime for each point, and
assuming no absorption (no passing flux attenuation) occurs
in the region T < 0.3. The resulting FLED flux is depicted in
Figure 5. In this scenario, less radiative energy is absorbed
by optically thin particles during the simulation. However,
the flux derived from image processing incorporates all con-
tributions.

Qualitatively, the standard FLD method retains more ra-
diation in the optically intermediate layers and allows less
radiation to escape. In contrast, our FLED method permits
more flux to escape, retaining less energy in the optically thin
particles. For the example shown, the escaping FLD flux is
approximately 62% of the flux in the exact solution, while
the escaping flux in our method is 133% of the exact solu-
tion. The difference between the FLD method and the exact
solution is not constant: when an opacity drop is introduced,
linearly transitioning from 1 cm?/g to 0.01 cm?/g in the re-
gion from 6000 K to 4000 K, the FLD flux decreases further
to 48% of the exact flux at infinity.

In our method, the amount of escaping flux remains consis-
tent, but can be further refined in the future by enabling more
particles along the ray to absorb radiation. This improve-
ment would increase physical accuracy at the cost of higher
computational complexity.

5. SIMULATIONS

Our base model binary system is a 1.52 M donor star
with a 0.16 My companion. The pairing of 1.52 M and
0.16 M, stars at the orbital period of P ~ 1.4 days is one of
the preferred suggested V1309 Sco progenitor configurations
(Stepienn 2011). This period suggests the donor star has a
radius of about 3.7R.

We do not vary the mass of the donor star, but we do explore
the effect of the donor’s radius. Specifically, we explore the
donors with 3.7 and 4 Ro. The exact parameters of the initial
1D MESA stellar models from which the donor and companion
stars are created are provided in Table 1.

For each donor star that originates from a MESA profile, we
find the 3D StarSmasher relaxation which best matches the
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Figure 5. The comparison of radiative fluxes obtained using the ex-
act numerical solution of the radiative transfer equation near 7 = 1,
the FLD method with a A-limiter, and the FLED method described in
this paper. The radiative fluxes are computed for the following sim-
plified adiabatic’ profile: p = po(r/ro) =2, T(r) = To(p/po)? ',
with pg = 1078 g/em3, Ty = 10° K, ry = 2Ro, rfina = 10070,
k=1cm?/g andy = 5/3.

Table 1. Our relaxed 3D StarSmasher stellar models. They are
denoted as “Donor” or “Companion” depending on its use in our
dynamical simulations shown in Table 2. Mass M isin M. For stars
built from an initial 1D MESA model, we show the MESA photospheric
radius R|p in Rg. The SPH radius Rgpy = max(r; + 2k;) and the
maximum particle radial position R§PH = max(r;) are shown in Rg.
For point mass companions we show Rgpy as the gravity softening
radius of the point mass. Each simulation consists of N particles.

Model Star Type M Rip Rspu Ripy N

MI15R37 Donor
MI15R37G  Donor
M15R40 Donor

MESA 1.52 3.715 4.062 3.565 99955
MESA 1.52 3.715 3.986 3.574 299929
MESA 1.52 3.990 4.299 3.904 99955

MO2R02poly Companion SPH 0.16
MO1RO1 Companion MESA 0.10 0.122 0.149 0.101 1038
MO2R02 Companion MESA 0.16 0.182 0.222 0.150 1038
MO2R02pm Companion SPH 0.16 - 0.182 - 1

- 0.209 0.141 1038

total energy profile of the MESA model in the top 0.1 Mg by
varying the nnopt input parameter in StarSmasher (Hatfull
etal. 2021). We find a match of > 99.9 per cent with nnopt =
16 in both the 3.401 R and 3.990 R donor, and our 3.715 R
donor is the same as in Hatfull et al. (2021).

To explore the effect of the companion mass we use 0.1 Mg
and 0.16 Mg companions. Our companion stars are either a
relaxed 3D model built from a 1D MESA star, a relaxed 3D
polytrope with polytropic index n = 3/2, or a point mass
represented by a single SPH particle. In the case of a point
mass, the softening length is 0.182 R.

‘We continued the simulations until at least the moment of
dust formation (see more details in §6), with several evolving
longer. We provide the parameters for our StarSmasher
dynamical simulations in Table 2.

5.1. Comparison groups
We make the following comparisons, as shown in Table 3:

Cooling type. To understand how our fluffy and dense cooling
regimes differ across a wide parameter space, we include
tests in each of the donor size, companion mass, and heating
comparisons.

Donor size. We create donors of two different sizes:
M15R37, and M15R40, as shown in Table 1. Each donor
is placed in a binary with the same companion, MO2R02. We
create one set of simulations with fluffy cooling and heating
turned on and a second, identical set but with dense cooling
instead of fluffy.

Companion type. The accretor is one of M02R02pm,
MO2R02, or MO2R02poly, each with of mass 0.16 Mg and in
the fluffy cooling regime with heating turned on.

Companion mass. The companion is either MO1ROI
(0.1 Mg) or MO2RO2 (0.16 M) and both fluffy and dense
cooling regimes are tested with heating turned on.

Heating. We investigate the effect of the radiative heating
using simulations with a 0.16 Mg point mass companion, in
both fluffy and dense cooling regimes.

Opacities. We check the effect of opacities by using three
different opacity tables, as shown in Figure 2: MainFP, with
Rosseland opacities excluded (PO); MainFR, with Planck
opacities excluded (RO); and MainF, with Planck opacities
excluded (MAIN), as the opacities for T < 3000 K (which
includes the Planck opacities temperature regime) are man-
ually set to 107*cm? g=!. Only fluffy cooling is used with
heating enabled.

5.2. Key quantities

When we describe a simulation, we use the following quan-
tities and their definitions:

Plunge-in time. The time of the plunge-in event fpjypge is the
first time step at which more than 0.05 M, of the companion’s
mass is within a distance of Rspy from the donor’s center of
mass.

Ejected mass. A particle is identified as a member of the
ejecta when its total energy Ei; > 0. We measure the total
mass of the ejected particles Me;j at t — fpjunge = 10 days.

Expansion velocity The flux-weighted average of the expan-
sion velocity (veyp) from Equation (46) represents a synthetic
signal which can be compared to the observed real expansion
velocity.
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Table 2. We show our StarSmasher dynamical simulations with their corresponding original donor and companion stars from Table 1. The
initial orbital period P is shown in days, the donor radius Rip 4 and companion radius R|p . are in Ry and are taken from the initial 1D
MESA models (the same as R in Table 1), and the SPH zero-density radii of our companion stars Rspy, = max(r; + 2h;) is in Re, where in
the case of a point mass Rspy, . is the gravity softening radius. We calculate the fraction of the Roche lobes that are filled at the start of each
simulation for the donor fry oF,q and companion fgry oF,.. The opacities k correspond to our three opacity lookup tables defined in §3.3. The
final simulation times 7¢ and plunge times fpjynge are given in days. The ejected mass M, is given in Mo and corresponds with the value

measured at f — fpypge = 10 days.

Model Donor  Companion Py Cooling Heating? Rip 4 Rip,c RspH,c fRLOF,d JfRLOF,c K tf tplunge Mej
LargeD M15R40 MO2R02 1.66 Dense Yes 3.990 0.182 0.222 0977 0.101 MAIN 54.34 20.81 0.067
LargeF M15R40 MO2R02 1.66 Fluffy Yes 3.990 0.182 0.222 0977 0.101 MAIN 7048 27.21 0.070
MainDtiny M15R37 MO1RO1 1.47 Dense Yes 3.715 0.122 0.149 0974 0.088 MAIN 48.40 12.95 0.042
MainD M15R37 MO2R02 1.55 Dense Yes 3.715 0.182 0.222 0980 0.108 MAIN 73.04 13.70 0.061
MainFP M15R37 MO2R02 1.55 Flufty Yes 3.715 0.182 0.222 0980 0.108 PO 399.87 13.67 0.081
MainFR M15R37 MO2R02 1.55 Flufty Yes 3.715 0.182 0.222 0980  0.108 RO 399.87 13.74 0.071
MainF Grand MI15R37G MO2R02 1.57 Flufty Yes 3.715 0.182 0.222 0978 0.106 MAIN 44.80 19.33 0.058
MainFtiny M15R37 MO1RO1 1.47  Flufty Yes 3.715 0.122 0.149 0974 0.088 MAIN 74.53 12.98 0.057
MainF M15R37 MO2R02 1.55 Flufty Yes 3.715 0.182 0.222 0980 0.108 MAIN 109.01 13.74 0.062
PMD No Heat MI15R37 MO2R02pm 1.55 Dense No 3.715 - - 0979 - MAIN 2545 14.00 0.079
PMD M15R37 MO2R02pm 1.55 Dense Yes 3.715 - - 0979 — MAIN 34.80 20.97 0.081
PM No Heat MI15R37 MO2R02pm 1.55 Fluffy No 3.715 - - 0979 — MAIN 65.40 17.02 0.089
PM M15R37 MO2RO02pm 1.55 Flufty Yes 3.715 - - 0979 — MAIN 184.42 18.61 0.079
Polytrope M15R37 MO2R02poly 1.55  Fluffy Yes 3.715 - 0209 0979 0.102 MAIN 71.80 13.65 0.065

Cooling luminosity. We define the cooling luminosity as

N N
Leool = Z |urad,cool,i|mi - Z |urad,heat,i|mi (55)
i i

where simulations without heating have traq peat,i = 0.

Observed luminosity. The method with which the “observed”
luminosity Loy is obtained is described in §3.4. The assump-
tions about dust opacity present an additional uncertainty in
the generation of the observed light curve. The overall dura-
tion of the event is very rapid, several dozens of days. It is not
clear yet if dust would be able to form. By default we assume
that dust cannot be formed during the simulations and apply
opacity table MAIN. Only simulations MainFP and MainFR
have full dust-containing opacity tables, PO and RO respec-
tively. To understand the effect that dust has on the observed
light curve, we also consider during the image processing of
all other simulations that particles with I00K < 7" < 1 000K
have opacities no smaller than xgyg = 1 cm? g_l.

To compare a single quantity between simulations we de-
fine a “baseline” simulation for each of our comparisons and
obtain the absolute relative difference of any quantity A to the
baseline value Apgge:

— A - Abase

AA = (56)

Abase

6. RESULTS: THE MAIN STAGES

We analyze simulation MainF and then compare the results

from all our other simulations to that of MainF. We identify
the following 4 stages of evolution in our merger simulations:

(1) The pre-plunge stage (t — fplunge < 0) is marked by a
gradual increase in Ly over tens of days.

(2) The “hot peak” stage (0 < t — fplunge < 5 days), during
which both Lgps and Lo rise to a local maximum and
the weighted average spectrum peak temperature (T,)
is the highest among all other local L, maxima.

(3) The plateau stage (5 < t — fpunge S 20days), during
which the value of Ly stays within about an order of

magnitude.

(4) The dimming stage (f — punge 2 20 days) features a
decline in Lops and either a global or local maximum
in L¢oo tens of days after the plateau stage.

Figure 6 shows a visualization of the observed flux during

these four stages and at the moment of the plunge-in, from
three different observation angles. We show the entire sim-
ulation domain in Figure 6. The corresponding light curves
can be seen in Figure 7, in which each snapshot uses the adap-
tive resolution technique described in §3.4. The flux spectral
distribution can be seen in Figure 8. The observed luminos-
ity evolution in the V-band, R-band, and /-band is shown in
Figure 9.
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Figure 6. We show for MainF the observed flux Feey from our imaging method in §3.4 at various times ¢ after the plunge-in at fpjupge from
an inclination angle i = 90° (left; “top down” view on the orbital plane), i = 45° (middle), and i = 0° (right; “edge on” view). Each image in
this figure shows the full simulation domain, has a resolution of 2288 x 1688, the quoted values of observed luminosity 1gL g are the values
obtained using our adaptive resolution, as in Figure 7. Each panel spans the xy “screen space” plane in R (see §3.4). From the top to bottom,
the panel rows show samples from the evolutionary stages described in §6: pre-plunge, plunge, hot peak, plateau, and dimming stages. Here we
use constant dust opacities gyt = 1 cm? g_1 for particles with 100 < 7; < 1 000K and only particles with 7; > 1073 are shown.
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Table 3. We show the results of our simulations in Table 2 where
the plunge-in time fpjynge is in days. We show the ejected mass
M_,j measured at time 7 — fplunge = 10days. For select quantities
we calculate the absolute relative fractional difference to a baseline
simulation (denoted by 1) as defined in Equation (56).

Model folunge  Afplunge Mej AM,;
Donor size

MainF’ 13.74 0.062

MainF Grand 19.33 40.7%  0.058  -7.1%
MainD 1370 -0.3%  0.061 —-2.2%
LargeF 27.21 98.0%  0.070 11.5%
LargeD 20.81 51.4%  0.067 7.7%

Companion type

MainF’ 13.74 0.062
Polytrope 13.65 -0.7%  0.065 4.5%
PM 18.61 35.4%  0.079 27.3%

Companion mass

MainF? 13.74 0.062

MainD 1370 -0.3%  0.061 -2.2%
MainFtiny 1299  -55% 0.057  —9.2%
MainDtiny 1295  -5.8% 0.042 -32.6%
Heating

pmt 18.61 0.079

PMD 20.97 12.7%  0.081 1.9%
PM No Heat 17.02  -8.5%  0.089 12.0%
PMD No Heat 1400 -24.8% 0.079 0.0%
Opacities

MainF" 13.74 0.062

MainFP 13.67  -0.5%  0.081 29.9%
MainFR 13.76 0.1% 0.071 13.9%

TThe baseline simulation used for absolute relative fractional differ-
ences A as defined in Equation (56).

6.1. The pre-plunge stage

During this stage, the donor star gradually loses matter
at an increasing rate, which then expands and increases the
overall luminosity. At the start of the simulation, the ~ 40 000
particles that comprise the top 0.1 M, of the donor’s envelope
each individually have masses about 107® — 1073 M, (about
2.5 x 107 M on average). At the end of the pre-plunge
stage, 4 938 particles have been ejected. About > 86 per cent
of these ejected particles radiate by dEgig/dt and the other
~ 14 per cent radiate by dEecmerg/dt, as shown in Figure 10.

The total ejected mass during this stage is about 1072 M.
The particles being ejected can radiate as much as ~ 300 Lg

logyo((Tetr) / [K])
4.0 4.2 4.4

-— ¢ = 45°
~~~~~~ i=0°
V1309 Sco

logyo(Lobs / Lo)

t — tplunge [days]

Figure 7. The luminosity Lgyps as measured by an infinitely far

away observer for simulation MainF using the method described

in §3.4. In the top panel, dust opacities kg = 1cm?g~! are

used for particles with 100 < 7; < 1000K. Our standard «gug; =
10~%cm? g ! qust opacities are used in the bottom panel for particles
with 100 < 7; < 1000K. The i = 90° (“top-down” view on the
orbital plane) light curves are coloured using the spectrum peak
temperatures. The i = 45° (dotted black lines) and i = 0° (dashed
black lines; “edge on” view) are not colored using the spectrum peak
temperatures. We show the V1309 Sco (cyan crosses) luminosities
L from table 1 of Tylenda et al. (2011), shifted in time so that the
maximum value of L in that table corresponds with the maximum
Lps during the hot peak in MainF. The colors of the V1309 Sco data
are only aesthetic and do not represent 7. The MainF evolutionary
stages are shown as light blue for pre-plunge, light green for hot
peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for dimming.

each at the peak of their cooling during this stage. Accord-
ingly, the limited mass resolution leads to an artificial noise
in the Loy light curve at the start of the rise in Lops.

Figure 8 shows the spectral distributions during the evo-
lutionary stages. As expected, a single BB corresponding
to spectrum peak temperature cannot fit the integrated spec-
trum. For every stage, the integrated spectral distribution
at red wavelengths significantly exceeds that of a blackbody
with the same peak temperature. The most striking difference
between the blackbody spectrum and the integrated spectrum
is during the pre-plunge stage: if the observer is looking at the
system from above (i = 90°), there is an additional blue peak
in the spectrum at 4 = 160 nm, though it has a lower intensity
than the main peak at A = 850 nm. The blue peak is formed
by the transfer of the donor’s material into the companion’s
proximity, i.e. by an interim accretion disk. This additional
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Figure 8. We show the spectral distribution in observed flux from our imaging method in §3.4 at various times f — fyjunge in simulation MainF
from an inclination angle i = 90° compared to the blackbody (left panel) and for three inclination angles (right panel). In the left panel:pre-plunge
(violet), plunge (blue), hot peak (green), plateau (red), and dimming (black). The solid line shows the integrated spectral distribution, and the
dotted lines show the blackbody distribution. In the right panel, we only select the stages where angular dependence is observed: pre-plunge
(violet), plunge (blue), and dimming (black). There, solid lines are for cases of i = 90° (“top down” view on the orbital plane), dashed lines are

for cases of 45°, and dotted lines show cases of 0° (“edge on” view). The spectrum peak temperatures for the left panel are: 1) 32200 K£31 %88%

(with the secondary peak at 3410 K+870K), 2) 4460K 310K, 3) 13810K+3 ggg K, 4) 5470 K+ /0%, and 5) 4080 Kiggg K. Each spectral
distribution is scaled to its maximum value. A corresponding blackbody spectrum is shown in the left panel peaks at the identified peak in the
spectral distribution (dotted lines of the same color). The spectral distributions are obtained assuming that there are dust opacities and ensuring

spatial resolution convergence of the object.

L I. 'L'b" V'—: blue peak becomes less blue and has a lower intensity than
35 E_ ézbsR _E the red peak when viewed from i = 45°. During system rota-
o T Rebsd g tion, the derived (by peak value) spectrum peak temperature
sop = can oscillate between red and blue peaks. As more mass
2.5 = becomes ejected, the two peaks gradually join each other, as
20 = E shown by the red and cyan curves in Figure 8, correspond-
S E 3 ing to ¢ — tplunge = 0 days and 3 days respectively. While the
i L5 e existence of the blue peak affects values of the bolometric
é Lo __ e {_f luminosity Ly, the specific luminosities Lobs,v, Lobs,x, and
< T E No dust E Lobs,s are almost angle independent, as shown in Figure 9.
&35 =
3.0 =
. = E 6.2. The hot peak stage
205_ _§ The companion enters the envelope during this stage.
= 3 Shocks are expected to be produced inside the donor’s enve-
15 E lope during the spiral-in and propagate to the surface. How-
1oL = ever, most of the flux the observer can detect during this
—20 100 stage comes from the material in the accretion disk nearby
b tptunge [days] the companion and from the asymmetric, so-called “initial
ejecta”’, which rapidly leaves the donor and takes away most
Figure 9. We show observed luminosities Lops,i (blue), Lobs R of the angular momentum (Ivanova & Nandez 2016). The hot
(orange), and Lgbs, 7 (green) in the V-band, R-band, and /-band re- maximum in Lops can undergo a dip as either all the initial

spectively for simulation MainF, as described in §3.4 (Equation 51).
In the top panel we use dust opacities kqyst = 1 cm? ¢~! and in the
bottom panel we do not use dust opacities. The MainF evolutionary

stages are shown as light blue for pre-plunge, light green for hot . . . .
peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for dimming. When the rate at which particles are ejected increases to

about 12 000 per day, an exponential rise occurs in Lyps from
about 300 to 1.3 x 10* Le, during 0 < ¢ — fpunge < 3 days,
as shown in Figure 7. The rise of the light curve ends with

ejecta has become transparent after passing its maximum in
luminosity or the cooling asymmetric ejecta starts to obscure
the earlier ejecta.



OBTAINING A LIGHT CURVE 19

t — tplunge =~ —12 days

t — tplunge =~ —8.3 days

t — tplunge =~ —4.1 days t — tplunge =~ 0 days

— 1‘||||||||||||||||||"‘I||||||||||||||I||1'||||||||||||||||||1'||||||||||||||||||
.qG C T T T s ]
= r T T et T P 5
= of + —+ : —+ oLy . -
- - 4 T . T ]
£ T_4 T T -
3 —5p Tz . . -
4:‘3 C . T ] T ]
= C T ] T ® dEqig/dt
g~ - 0 0 ® dEemerg/dt
= Lo b b b by b v b e bvv v b v b lbv v bvvr s by L
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300

distance from companion [Rg]

Figure 10. We show the radiative energy losses of ejected SPH particles during the pre-plunge stage in simulation MainF with distance from
the companion’s center of mass. The center of mass is obtained using only the SPH particles which are bound to the system and which were
bound to the companion star prior to Roche lobe overflow. Particles which radiate by dEgjg/dt are shown in blue, and those which radiate by

dEemerg/dt in orange.
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Figure 11. The “effective” photospheric radius Rpp, =

(Lobs /4710'(Tsp)4) /2" in MainF using dust opacities kqust =
1em? g_1 as described in §5.2 (top panel) and dustless opacities
Kgust = 1074 cm? g’l (bottom panel). We show the V1309 Sco
(cyan crosses) photospheric radius Rpp, from table 1 of Tylenda et al.
(2011), shifted in time so that the maximum value of L in that table
corresponds with the maximum L during the hot peak in MainF.
The colors of the V1309 Sco data are only aesthetic and do not rep-
resent Teg. The MainF evolutionary stages are shown as light blue
for pre-plunge, light green for hot peak, light orange for plateau, and
light red for dimming.

a hot peak, which is characterized by a larger spectrum peak
temperature than in subsequent Lps peaks.

The spectrum peak temperatures during this stage can ex-
ceed 9000K. The secondary peak in spectral distribution
that can be seen during the pre-plunge stage (Figure 8) in-
creases in relative intensity. For a brief period of time near
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Figure 12. We show the flux-averaged expansion velocity (vexp) as
defined in Equation (46) for simulation MainF, where the +Z direc-
tion is pointing toward the observer, who is located at inclination
angles i = 90° (blue), i = 45° (orange), and i = 0° (green). We use
dust opacities kgyst = 1 cm? g_l (top panel) and dustless opacities
Kdust = 1074 cm? g_1 (bottom panel). We exclude from the plot any
data which corresponds to Lypg < 1 Lp. The MainF evolutionary
stages are shown as light blue for pre-plunge, light green for hot
peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for dimming.

the start of this stage, the spectrum peak temperatures can be
identified sporadically at about 30 000 K. As the two blue and
red peaks join, the spectrum peak temperature gradually in-
creases to about 15 800 + 800 K and then gradually decreases
to about 9 000 K, as shown in Figure 15. The angular depen-
dence of the light curve and spectrum peak temperature is the
smallest during this stage when compared to the other stages.
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The flux-weighted average expansion velocity (vexp) lin-
early increases as well, from about 50km s™! to about
200kms~! for i = 90° at r — fplunge ~ S days, as shown in
Figure 12. When the flux starts to become dominated by low-
temperature, dust-forming ejecta during the dimming stage,
the velocities (veyp) seen by the observer from i = 0° (edge
on to the orbital plane) are revealed to be about twice those
seen from i = 90° (top down).

The approximately 8 200 particles that simultaneously con-
tribute to Lops at i = 0° during the hot peak stage are mainly
located within 340 Ry — 470 R, and their kernels extend no
further than 420 Ry — 560 Rg. The vast majority of these par-
ticles radiate diffusely, via dEgg/dt, for about 97 per cent of
the total radiation from these particles. We note that the con-
cept of “effective” photospheric radius Ry during this stage
is misleading, as it suggests that the photosphere is located
at a smaller distance than the location of emitting particles
during the hot peak stage.

6.3. The plateau stage

This evolutionary stage occurs when the material ejected
during the plunge-in has adiabatically cooled to the regime
where it can radiate its energy away effectively. After an
SPH particle radiates away (the cooling is faster than adia-
batic), it becomes transparent, allowing the observer to see
the next SPH particle behind it (if there is one). The ejected
material initially expands almost adiabatically until its tem-
perature is low enough for radiative cooling to become the
most influential determinant of temperature change. The time
it takes to expand adiabatically explains a slight delay be-
tween the hot peak and plateau stages. Specifically, at about
t — tplunge 2 10days in MainF, the early asymmetric ejecta
has passed its maximum luminosity production, leading to a
slight dip after the hot peak. The production of luminosity
then switches to being supported by the plunge-in ejecta.

In general, the entropy of the ejecta from a merger is about
uniform for each considered merger setup, while it can differ
between the simulations. The value of that entropy dictates
how far the ejecta must travel in order for radiative cooling
to become more efficient than adiabatic cooling. Hence, the
radiating surface appears at about the same distance from the
initial binary. As aresult, after the ejecta has first reached that
distance, the luminosity remains about constant for as long as
the ejecta is gradually becoming transparent (but see below
on the dimming). We observe the same behavior in MainF.

The “effective” photosphere, Rpn = (Lobs /47ra'(Tsp)4)l/ 2,
increases exponentially at the start of this stage, as shown in
Figure 11, with no noticeable angular dependence. The linear
(in log) increase completes with a radius of about 160 R,.

We reiterate here that Ry, value is irrelevant to the location
where the observed radiation is produced. The shift from
optically thick to thin regime is very gradual. On average,

the observed flux here is formed by 15 particles along each
ray, counted until the optical depth along the ray is about 40.
Most of the radiation during the plateau phase comes from
particles of 0.05 < 7; < 20. On average, six particles form a
o1 = 0.1 (from 0.01 to 0.15) layer along each ray between the
most radiating particles and the observer, simultaneously con-
tributing to the overall flux while attenuating the brightness
of the particles along the ray.

In more detail, after going through the hot peak, from
t — tplunge = 7 days, simulation MainF gradually increases in
Lops to about the same as that during the hot peak, but at much
cooler spectrum peak temperatures, about 4 800+ 800 K. The
derived “effective” photospheric radius Ry, slowly increases
to about 250 Rg. In this stage, the flux-weighted expansion
velocities (Vexp) reach a maximum and then enter a grad-
ual decline. Particles ejected during the early stage of the
plunge-in typically have expansion velocities about twice that
of particles ejected earlier, although some are slower than the
particles ejected earlier. The initiated plunge-in ejecta over-
takes the early ejecta within about 10 days after the plunge-in,
such that (ve,) increases due to the flux becoming domi-
nated by the faster ejecta. For example, for an inclination
angle i = 0°, (vexp) = 200km s~ at 20 days after the plunge,
and proportionally smaller (vey,) are observed from other
inclination angles, about 150 km s~!, as shown in Figure 12.

After t — fplunge 2 10days, the observer sees an expand-
ing gas cloud that expands radially outward with time. The
remnant’s shape stays approximately constant as it expands.

6.4. The dimming stage

During this evolutionary stage, the observed bolometric lu-
minosity Lgps starts to noticeably decrease compared to the
plateau luminosity. Depending on the adopted physical as-
sumptions, there are two types of dimming: “dusty” dimming
and “transparency” dimming. Dusty dimming is observed if
it is assumed that dust can form; the newly formed dust starts
to obscure the merged star and the remaining, still expanding
ejecta. Transparency dimming is when no dust formation is
assumed; once all the ejected material radiates away, it cools
down, becomes transparent, and reveals the merged star.

When the dimming is dusty, Lops decreases strongly and
quickly. We observe dusty dimming for MainF only if we
assume that dust forms immediately, such that opacities in
matter with 100 < T < 1000 K is non-negligible. The devia-
tion in Loy between the cases with and without dust starts at
about 25 days after the plunge, or about 15 days after the start
of the plateau stage. In §7 we consider the case in which cold
temperature opacities are either Planck or Rosseland mean
values.

A result of dusty dimming is a contraction of the “effective”
photosphere from ~ 220 R to a few solar radii, as shown in
Figure 11. The fastest “effective” photospheric contraction
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occurs with i = 45°. The spectral distribution of the flux at
this viewing angle has the most significant red excess.

With transparency dimming, the spectrum peak tempera-
ture drops below ~ 4 000K at about the same time as dusty
dimming. After further cooling, the temperature remains
about the same as that at which the material becomes trans-
parent. Specifically, at the end of the shown evolution in the
“no dust” case, the spectrum peak temperature is ~ 3 400 K.

In more detail, transparency dimming results in most of
the ejecta becoming transparent at about 60 days after the
plunge. The brightness begins to decrease because the ef-
fective “photosphere” — the surface of the still opaque gas
— contracts. However, the luminosity does not fall below
about 1 000 L, for some time because the donor star is signif-
icantly out of thermal equilibrium. As expected for a merged
star, the material that was not ejected extends to about 100 R,
with only about 1072 M, remaining bound outside of 100 Ro.
This bound material cools slowly compared to the simulation
timescale. As a result, we only achieve complete dimming
when dust formation is assumed. The spectrum peak temper-
ature of this long-term glow stays near 3400 K (flux intensity
is at 95 per cent of the maximum intensity between 2 850 K
and 3 970 K), and the corresponding luminosity stays at about
1200 L.

The expansion velocities (veyp) at about 60 days after the
plunge are below 100 kms~! in the “no dust” case.

The evolution of luminosity in the specific bands were al-
most indistinguishable in the previous stages. In this stage,
we find that the V-band luminosity decreases slightly faster;
see Figure 9.

7. RESULTS: ROLE OF OPACITIES

As we showed before, the boolean-type assumption of ei-
ther including or not including dust opacities strongly alters
the resulting Lops light curves. During the dynamical evo-
lution, our simulations MainF, MainFP, and MainFR use
opacity tables MAIN, PO, and RO respectively, as described
in §3.3. Hereafter, we call the set made of MainF, MainFP,
and MainFR as our “opacity simulations”. The opacities in
our opacity tables are significantly different for temperatures
logT < 3.46. The light curves for MainFP and MainFR can
be seen in Figure 13.

The ejecta remnant seen by the observer produces non-
uniform radiative flux. The cells in the images have lower
characteristic temperatures T¢e) (see Equation 45) around the
remnant in its “dark halo”: near the edge of the remnant,
the image rays first pass through particles which are cooler
and more transparent than those farther away along the line
of sight (Figure 14). The size of the halo and its brightness
depend on the adopted opacities.

Specifically, in simulation MainF, the opacity of the par-
ticles during the dynamical simulation — not the image post
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Figure 13. We show the light curves of observed luminosity Lgpg
(top panel) and total radiative losses into empty space Lqo1 (bottom
panel) for our simulations MainF, MainFP and MainFR. We separate
timescales with a vertical axis, where 7 — f,junge < 50 days is on the
leftand 7 —fpjunge > 50 days is on the right. In the top panel MainF is
shown in gray. In the bottom panel we show MainF in blue, MainFP
in orange, and MainFR in green. We show the V1309 Sco (cyan
crosses) luminosity L from table 1 of Tylenda et al. (2011), shifted
in time so that the maximum value of L in that table corresponds
with the maximum L during the hot peak in MainF. The colors of
the V1309 Sco data are only aesthetic and do not represent Tsp. The
MainF evolutionary stages are shown as light blue for pre-plunge,
light green for hot peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for
dimming.

processing — becomes negligible (k; = 107 cm? g~!) as the
temperature decreases below 3000 K. As a result, when the
particles near the edge of the expanding remnant cool down
to the transition temperature (almost adiabatically, despite
ongoing radiative losses), they become optically thin. The
transition from optically thick to optically thin is when most
of the radiative losses take place, and the particles temporarily
cool down noticeably faster than through adiabatic cooling.
Consequently, until the outermost ejecta cools to 3 000K,
the remnant appears to have an approximately uniform tem-
perature distribution to within about an order of magnitude
and the halo is insignificant. The halo forms at the transition
temperature. Although the halo is observed at the outer edge,
it is present in all directions, and it does not contribute much
to the image rays that eventually encounter hot and optically
thick particles. Once the outermost particles cool to temper-
atures below 1000 K, their opacities increase to the adopted
constant dust opacity, kqust = 1 cm? g~!. The entire remnant
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Figure 14. We show the image cell flux Fj; as described in Equation (40) for simulations MainF (left), MainFP (middle), and MainFR (right)
at t — fplunge ~ 22days in “screen space” coordinates xy, with the observer located at viewing angle i = 90° (“top down” view on the orbital
plane). The images shown here are the same as those used to obtain Ly in Figure 16. In MainF some of the outermost particles have cooled to
T; < 1000K, which is where we use our post processing dust opacities kgu = 1 cm? g~ !. Dust opacities are not used in MainFP and MainFR.

MainF and MainFR show a dark halo forming at this time.
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Figure 15. We show the spectrum peak temperatures Tgp for simu-
lations MainF, MainFP and MainFR after the plunge-in. Post pro-
cessing dust opacities kguq = 1 cm2g~! are used for MainF only.
We exclude from the plot data for which Lyps < 1 Lo. We show the
V1309 Sco (cyan crosses) T from table 1 of Tylenda et al. (2011),
shifted in time so that the maximum value of L in that table corre-
sponds with the maximum L, during the hot peak in MainF. The
MainF evolutionary stages are shown as light blue for pre-plunge,
light green for hot peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for
dimming.

quickly becomes obscured by dust and Lps drops. This drop
in luminosity is purely driven by the dust opacity and can
only be present when dust is formed immediately once the
temperature falls below the 1000 K threshold. For each sim-
ulation, we apply kqust only when creating the post processed
Lops images; kqyg 18 not used during the dynamical evolution.

A similar transition is observed in simulation MainFR.
Here, opacities within 1200K < 7; < 3000K are even
smaller than those in MainF, but are non-negligible for
T < 1200K during the simulations. As a result, Ly drops
sooner in MainFR than in MainF due to a more rapid decline
in the spectrum peak temperature; see Figure 15).

The non-negligible opacities for 7 < 1200K in MainFR
gradually slows the cooling back down to the adiabatic
regime, and the L.ps decline becomes gradually less steep.
The temperature of the object during this time appears to be
the same as at the low end of the transparency window, see
Figure 15.

In contrast, in MainFP, opacities in the transparency win-
dow drop with decreasing temperature less significantly
than in MainFR. The spectrum peak temperature decreases
smoothly, without a sharp transition, and dust-permitting tem-
peratures are not achieved within the considered 60 days. The
Lps light curve declines very gradually, with a similar gradual
decline in spectrum peak temperature.

In MainF, Ly drops below 1Lg about 40 days after the
plunge-in when dust opacities are considered, but MainFR
and MainFP remain bright for hundreds of days after until
their spectrum peak temperature is very low. MainFR and
MainFP can be observed as “warm dust”.

8. RESULTS: ROLE OF VARIED PHYSICS.

In this section, we will analyze how different physics can
impact the resulting light curves, without varying the opac-
ities. The various sets of light curves generated from our
simulations are depicted in Figure 16 and the evolution of the
ejected mass in Figure 17.
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Figure 16. For each of our simulation comparisons in Table 3 we show the total radiative losses into empty space L. (left), the observed
luminosity Lgpg using our post-processing dust opacity kqust = 1 cm? g_1 (middle), and no post-processing dust opacity (right). We do not
show the opacity comparison in this figure (see Figure 13). We show a time-average (opaque lines) with a window of 1 day at each snapshot
(semitransparent lines). That is, for each snapshot we let Lo be the average of the L o from each snapshot within a 1 day window. The time
average is taken simultaneously for each snapshot. We also show the time average for L o). The MainF evolutionary stages are shown as light
blue for pre-plunge, light green for hot peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for dimming.
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8.1. Role of type of SPH realization

Hereafter, we name the following simulations as “fluffy
simulations”: MainF, LargeF, MainFtiny, PM, and PM No
Heat. Each fluffy simulation has a corresponding “dense
simulation”: MainD, LargeD, MainDtiny, PMD, and PMD
No Heat, respectively.

Most simulation pairs considered here have no noticeable
difference in the amount of ejected mass in the fluffy simu-
lation compared to their dense simulation counterparts, apart
from the case of MainFtiny and MainDtiny. The change in
plunge-in times can be up to about 6 days, as in LargeF and
LargeD.

Prior to the dimming stage, we observe that L.y is larger
in our dense simulations than in our fluffy simulations. The
difference is especially noticeable during the hot peak stage,
see Figure 16. The reason is that, for each cooling ray in an
SPH particle, the maximum possible cooling rate corresponds
with the maximum possible temperature gradient, which is
achieved when no other particles are along a ray’s path. This
maximum cooling rate is usually obtained by cooling rays
that originate from particles near the surface of the gas cloud
and point in the outward direction. Particles in the dense
cooling regime are “smaller” than those in the fluffy regime,
which has two effects: first, rays that emerge from smaller
particles have a lower probability of finding other obstructing
particles, and second, an unobscured ray has a temperature
gradient that is inversely proportional to the particle size.

Our dense simulations decline in L, earlier than in the
corresponding fluffy simulations when Ly is created with
the assumption about immediate dust formation in our flux
processing. This decline is triggered when the outer particles
cool below 1000K, where the dust opacity is adopted (see
§7). The enhanced radiative cooling efficiency of the surface
particles in the dense regime allows dust opacities in the flux
processing to be used earlier, leading to a faster decline in
Lops.

When the immediate dust formation assumption is not used,
the decline in L in the dense simulations occurs earlier than
in fluffy simulations. For example, the decline from the main
plateau takes place at about 30 days after the plunge-in in the
case of MainD, while at about 60 days in MainF. With dense
cooling, the ejecta particles “see”” vacuum and start effectively
losing their energy with radiation at slightly shorter distances
from the merged binary, leading to an earlier decline.

8.2. Role of companion mass

The 0.06 M, decrease in the companion mass between sim-
ulations MainF and MainD and MainFtiny and MainDtiny
results in a sooner plunge-in by about 18 hours. MainFtiny
ejects about 10 per cent less mass than MainF, and MainDtiny
ejects about 30 per cent less mass than MainD.
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Figure 17. We show the time evolution of the ejected mass M, in
M. Each panel corresponds to one of the comparisons in §5. The
MainF evolutionary stages are shown as light blue for pre-plunge,
light green for hot peak, light orange for plateau, and light red for
dimming.

The Lcoor light curves evolve very similarly in the case of
a smaller mass companion. A slight discrepancy can be seen
in the early plateau stage in MainF and MainFtiny, 5 < ¢ —
fplunge < 10days. Here, the smaller companion surprisingly
produces both more cooling and more observed luminosity.

The ejecta velocities are about the same between the two
cases, with slightly smaller velocities overall in the simula-
tions that have have the less massive companion. However, if
we apply a weighting to the velocities of the ejecta particles
where the weights are their cooling rates, we find MainFtiny
and MainDtiny have larger weighted velocities than their more
massive companion counterparts. This reverse velocity be-
havior seems to be counterintuitive. We note that the veloci-
ties weighted by the cooling rate are formed by particles that
were adiabatically cooled to the temperatures where radiative
cooling becomes efficient. The ejected particles in the simu-
lations with a less massive companion have less shock heating
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and smaller entropies. Hence, the particles in MainFtiny start
to radiate away earlier, and at smaller distances to the binary,
at the location where their velocities are still larger than in
MainF.

8.3. Role of companion type

We find negligible differences in #punge, Mej, Lcool, and Lops
between the simulation with the polytrope companion, Poly-
trope, and the simulation with the MESA companion, MainF,
as shown in Table 3 and Figure 16.

However, our point mass companion simulation PM
presents notable differences compared to MainF and Poly-
trope. In PM, #pjunge is prolonged by several days, and approx-
imately 30 per cent more mass is ejected. The prolonging of
the plunge-in occurs because tidal forces with a point mass are
less efficient. The increase in ejected mass occurs because
particles experiencing close interactions with a point mass
attain higher velocities than they would with a non-compact
cloud of equivalent total mass, and hence more particles can
become unbound.

We find that at 10 days after the plunge the average ejecta
velocity is slightly higher and average ejecta entropy is slightly
lower in PM than in MainF and Polytrope. At the same time,
the average specific internal energy of the ejecta is higher in
MainF and Polytrope than in PM, indicating that there was
less shock heating in PM. With higher velocities and smaller
entropies, the dust is formed sooner in PM than in MainF and
Polytrope, and the dimming starts earlier (see Figure 16).

In the “no dust” case, Lqps is the same in PM and MainF
during the dimming stage until ¢ — fpunee = 60days. At
this time, about 0.06 My becomes ejected in PM. The par-
ticles that comprise this new ejecta are located deep within
the remnant’s envelope, have high temperatures, and quickly
reach the surface where they can more effectively radiate, di-
rectly affecting both Lons and L¢oo. We conjecture that this
new, dredged-up ejecta is a result of close interactions with
the donor and companion core particles, which at this time
have a separation of about 0.06 Ry. We find that total energy
remains conserved in PM to within about 99 per cent during
this event.

8.4. Role of heating

Our radiative heating prescription as defined in §3.2 is
evaluated using a point mass companion in simulations PM,
PMD, PM No Heat, and PMD No Heat, which we hereafter
refer to as our “heating simulations”.

If we compare the simulations with and without heating,
then Lcoo; and Lops are about the same during the plateau
and dimming stages, see Figure 16. The differences in the
light curve and cooling luminosity evolution can be noticed
during the plunge-in stage, where simulations with no heat
show noticeably stronger cooling, indicating that re-heating
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Figure 18. We show the L light curve (top) and spectrum peak

temperature Typ evolution (bottom) for our simulations MainF (blue)

and MainF Grand (orange) with dust opacities kgqyst = 1 cm? g’l

used in the post processed images. We omit data from both panels
where Lops < 1 Le. The time-average (opaque lines) is done in the
same way as in Figure 16, with each snapshot shown (semitranspar-
ent lines). We show the V1309 Sco (cyan crosses) L and Teg from
table 1 of Tylenda et al. (2011), shifted in time so that the maximum
value of L in that table corresponds with the maximum L ¢ during
the hot peak in MainF. The MainF evolutionary stages are shown as
light blue for pre-plunge, light green for hot peak, light orange for
plateau, and light red for dimming.

is most intense during this stage. The pre-plunge behavior
is less systematic and can be the subject of resolution. Dur-
ing the plateau stage, simulations with and without heating
have about the same properties, indicating that re-heating is
not very important. The cooling luminosity remains about
the same. However, the particles which were ejected right
after the plunge become re-heated in our heating simulations,
which postpones dust formation and leads to a slightly de-
layed Loy decline. This is not observed if dust formation is
not adopted.

8.5. Role of resolution

We compare light curves generated for MainF and for
MainF Grand, see Figure 18. Both their light curves ex-
hibit fluctuations of similar amplitude and frequency during
the pre-plunge stage.

A significant fraction of the flux in MainF at the L,,s max-
imum during the hot peak stage originates from a small col-
lection of particles in the accretion disk, as shown in Fig-
ure 6. These particles become hidden behind the ejecta dur-
ing 3 <t —tplunge S 8days. However, in MainF Grand there
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is a similar collection of hot particles in the accretion disk,
but this hot cluster does not become obscured as it does in
MainF. The result is an approximately constant Ly after the
initial peak.

At the onset of the dimming stage, MainF Grand drops in
Lgps sooner than MainF. At 7 — tpunge = 20 days the surface
particles begin to form dust in both simulations. Although
these dust-forming particles have larger sizes than those in
MainF Grand, there are more of such particles in MainF Grand
than in MainF. The result is that the surface particles in MainF
Grand are able to more effectively obscure the underlying flux
from the observer’s view during the dimming stage.

9. COMPARISON WITH V1309 SCO

The observations of V1309 Sco show a luminosity plateau
after initial rise at about 10** L, for about 20 days observed
by AAVSO. Another few observations by OGLE/SAAO about
770 days thereafter showed that the luminosity of declined to
several Lo (Tylenda et al. 2011). We find nearly identical
plateau features in our observed luminosity Loy light curves
for simulations MainF, MainFR, LargeF, MainFtiny, Poly-
trope, and MainF Grand. During the plateau and dimming
stages in MainF, the evolution of spectrum peak tempera-
ture and photospheric radius is in good agreement with the
V1309 Sco observations; see Figures 11 and 15.

When the companion is a compact object, we are unable to
produce a synthetic light curve that matches the V1309 Sco
luminosity peak. Each of our point-mass companion sim-
ulations PM, PMD, PM No Heat, and PMD No Heat have
light curves which contain a gradual rise to maximum rather
than the rapid rise to maximum seen in our other simulations.
Likewise, each have Loys < 10* Lo, which is dimmer than
the V1309 Sco observations by about 2 x 10* L.

It was argued that dust in the V1309 Sco progenitor was
destroyed during the merger, and that new dust was formed at
the beginning of the fast optical decline (Tylenda & Kaminski
2016). In MainF both before and during the merger, the flux
peaks in the ultraviolet, as shown in Figure 8, which could
encourage dust destruction, though we do not include pre-
formed dust in our progenitor models. When we implement
our aggressive dust formation regime in our post processed
images (see §7), we observe that dust begins to form at the
onset of the dimming stage.

Without our rapid dust formation regime, our light curves
show significantly extended plateaus and never decrease as
strongly as that observed in V1309 Sco. In MainF, the lumi-
nosity that remains after the decline of the plateau is about
1000 L. This luminosity is produced by the merged star,
which is out of thermal equilibrium and will remain lumi-
nous for a long time.

V1309 Sco formed an estimated 5.2 x 10™* M, of dust
(Zhu et al. 2013) with a temperature of about 800 K (Nicholls

et al. 2013). We measure the dust mass in our simulations as
>.i m;Z;, where each particle i that contributes to the sum has
100 < T; < 1000K and Z; = 0.02. At the end of time inte-
gration in each of our simulations we find that the dust mass
is within about a factor of two that of V1309 Sco. In MainFP
and MainFR the dust cools over the span of about a year and
thereafter remains approximately constant in temperature at
about 650K and 540K respectively. Our other simulations
did not evolve long enough for the dust temperatures to be-
come constant, though each cooled to temperatures less than
800 K about 20 days after the plunge-in.

10. CONCLUSIONS

We present the numerical implementation of FLED radia-
tive transport within an SPH method, which is accomplished
by modifying the energy equation. In the considered binary
merger, the impact of radiation on the momentum equation
is negligible, with the radiation-induced acceleration being,
on average, only 10~* of the local gravitational acceleration.
Although insignificant in this case, this term could become
relevant for other stellar mergers or common envelope events,
and can be considered in future applications.

Our investigation involved two distinct approaches for han-
dling particle radiation: the “fluffy”” method, where particles
can overlap in space, generating a shared radiation field, and
the “dense” method, treating particles as isolated spheres with
sizes set by the fluid density. We observed that the choice of
method for calculating the radiative cooling rate had signifi-
cant impact on the cooling luminosity during the plunge-in,
and less impact thereafter. The particles near the surface of the
simulated fluid are disproportionately affected, as the dense
method allows these particles to cool more rapidly than they
would in the fluffy approach. The dense cooling approach
might yield higher cooling rates than in reality, see §3.1.2
for details. Surprisingly, in most cases, the total amount of
ejected mass was only negligibly affected.

We introduced the fluffy approach as the most realistic
model, while the dense approach was implemented as a lim-
iting case to evaluate the effect of the maximum plausible
cooling rate. Surprisingly, the plateau values of luminosity
remain relatively stable regardless of the chosen approach.
However, the duration of the plateau is influenced by the rate
of dust formation, with shorter durations observed under the
dense approach due to faster cooling. Since the dense ap-
proach serves as a limiting case, we plan to use only the fluffy
approach in future work.

We introduce a method for extracting the luminosity which
a real observer would measure. This involves determining
the flux from the object in a specific direction by integrat-
ing inward until the contribution of SPH particles in the flux
becomes negligible. By aggregating the spectral contribu-
tion of each SPH particle in the image, we can derive the
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spectral distribution produced by the object. This obtained
spectral distribution enables us to derive not only bolomet-
ric luminosities but also luminosities in the V-band, R-band,
and /-band, ascertain the spectrum peak temperature of the
object, and obtain an “effective” photospheric radius for the
object.

We applied our method to generate light curves of stellar
mergers for progenitor binary systems that were proposed to
resemble V1309 Sco. Across all cases, our simulations con-
sistently traverse the same key stages of evolution, as reflected
in the resulting light curves: the plunge-in stage, characterized
by an exponential rise in bolometric luminosity; the hot peak
stage, where the derived spectrum peak temperature ranges
between 9 000 and 16 000 K; the plateau stage, during which
the bolometric luminosity remains relatively stable while the
spectrum peak temperature is approximately 5 000K gradu-
ally decreasing to 4 000 K; and the dimming stage, marked by
a sudden decline in bolometric luminosity which is contin-
gent upon dust opacities and choice of fluffy or dense cooling.
Our findings suggest that some degree of dust formation is
likely necessary to account for the rapid luminosity decline
observed in LRNe.

In our analysis of the spectral distribution at various evo-
lutionary stages, we compare the integrated spectrum to that
of a blackbody with the same temperature as the peak in
the integrated spectral distribution. We observe a consistent
red excess in the integrated spectrum. This red excess phe-
nomenon may potentially result in an overestimation of the
bolometric luminosity in observed LRNe. Prior to the hot
peak in the light curve, we also identify the presence of two
distinct peaks in the spectral distribution, with one appear-
ing in the red portion and the other in the blue portion. The
presence of ultraviolet radiation prior to the plunge-in may
contribute to the destruction of circumstellar dust.

‘We observe that the expansion velocities can range from ap-
proximately 300 kms~! at a viewing angle of i = 0° to about
100kms~! at i = 90°, depending on the phase of the out-
burst. These velocities are expected to gradually decrease if
dust opacities do not begin to influence the system. However,
if dust forms rapidly, the far-red spectrum may indicate that
the expansion velocities remain consistent with the onset of
the plateau stage, as they retain the information about the early
ejecta. We note that the flux which carries that information
is very small and might not be detectable. The temporal evo-
lution in expansion velocities observed in LRNe thus serves
as a potential indicator of dust formation timescales.

Through our analysis of our simulations employing various
low-temperature opacity models, we ascertain that the de-
cline in our observed light curves during the dimming stage
is markedly influenced by opacity. The opacity effectively
dictates the cooling rate of the gas, thereby impacting the
luminosity drop observed during this stage. Additionally,

the temperature threshold at which dust formation initiates
defines the onset of a second, low-temperature semi-plateau
stage. We find that the temporal evolution of V1309 Sco out-
burst is best reproduced using the Rosseland opacity table,
suggesting the presence of formed dust.

Notably, simulations without dust formation do not exhibit
a sharp drop in bolometric luminosity. The duration of the
plateau is prolonged significantly and continues until all un-
bound particles have radiated away and become transparent.
The merged star is then revealed in our simulations and pro-
duces significant flux, which is in contrast to the predicted
sharp luminosity drop due to ejecta becoming transparent
(Ivanova et al. 2013). As many stellar evolutionary simula-
tions predicted, the merged star is out of thermal equilibrium
and will be luminous for a long time. The presence of a lu-
minous merger product effectively requires almost immediate
dust formation, at least in the case of V1309 Sco.

This result — the necessity that dust formation be used to
explain the observed rapid and significant drop in luminosity —
is in stark contrast to studies which found that dynamical dust
formation can take a long time in common envelope ejection
(Bermudez-Bustamante et al. 2024). On the other hand, in
simulations that used initially significantly hotter donors, as
in Chen & Ivanova (2024), dust does not have an effect on the
light curve, likely as a result of delayed dust development due
to hotter ejecta. We note that in their simulations, the light
curve was continued only down to L = 103 ergs™!. This
threshold is above the luminosity of the merged products,
which were not modelled but were likely thermally disturbed.
If no dust is formed in the case of massive progenitors, we
may expect that the light curve would behave as in our “no
dust” transparency case, with a prolonged plateau, gradual
decline, and secondary plateau corresponding to the merged
star’s luminosity.

If dust formation in the merger ejecta is the most impor-
tant determining factor to the length of the light curve plateau,
then capturing the physics of dust formation may prove crucial
for obtaining light curves which match LRNe observations.
Particularly, the formation of ice and molecules may signifi-
cantly impact the local opacities. We are hopeful that recent
advancements in dust simulation can better capture the fast
optical decline observed in LRNe (Elsender & Bate 2024).

Locating the initial parameters which can reproduce LRNe
light curves, such as V1309 Sco in our case, requires both
significant computational resources and data management ef-
forts. For example, the current work required about 300 CPU
years and 50 GPU years, and produced about 20 terabytes of
data cumulatively, the processing of which required a new,
specialized package named starsmashertools?. We are

2 Available at github.com/hatfullr/starsmashertools.
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hopeful that this suite and others like it will expedite future
research.

As more LRNe progenitors are identified (Addison et al.
2022), more case-specific simulations can be performed, pro-
viding further insights into the physics of stellar mergers.
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