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ABSTRACT

The spectral line polarization of the radiation emergirgnfra magnetized astrophysical plasma depends on the sttdite afoms
within the medium, whose determination requires considgttie interactions between the atoms and the magneticliietdeen the
atoms and photons (radiative transitions), and betweeattilas and other material particles (collisional transijo In applications
within the framework of the multiterm model atom (which agots for quantum interference between magnetic subleestaiping
either to the samé-level or to diferentJ-levels within the same term) collisional processes areggly neglected when solving the
master equation for the atomic density matrix. This is patitle to the lack of experimental data #mdof approximate theoretical
expressions for calculating the collisional transfer aeldxation rates (in particular the rates for interfereneenreen sublevels
pertaining to diferentJ-levels, and the depolarizing rates due to elastic colisjoIn this paper we formally define and investigate
the transfer and relaxation rates due to isotropic in@lastd superelastic collisions that enter the statisticallibgum equations for
the atomic density matrix of a multiterm atom. Under the hipsis that the interaction between the collider and thmatan be
described by a dipolar operator, we provide expressiongdhate the collisional rates for interference betwedfedentJ-levels to
the usual collisional rates fal-level populations, for which experimental data or appmade theoretical expressions are generally
available. We show that the rates for populations and ietenice within the samé-level reduce to those previously obtained for
the multilevel model atom (where quantum interference $siaged to be present only between magnetic sublevels pagamany
given J-level). Finally, we apply the general equations to the ads®two-term atom with unpolarized lower term, illustrafithe
impact of inelastic and superelastic collisions on thetedat line polarization through radiative transfer cétions in a slab of
stellar atmospheric plasma anisotropically illuminatgdhe photospheric radiation field.
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The intensity and polarization of the spectral line radiattmerging from an astrophysical plasma depends on thdgimpuand
atomic polarization (i.e., population imbalances and dquaninterference betweenftirent magnetic sublevels) of the lower and
upper line levels at each spatial point along the line of ts{g®S). Determining the population and atomic polarizataf such
levels requires considering the interactions betweenthmsand photons (radiative transitions) and between trasand other
material particles, such as electrons, atoms, and ionksfookl transitions). This problem can be very complexezsally when
it comes to modeling the spectral line polarization prodiizg the joint action of anisotropic radiation pumping and thanle and
Zeeman #ects in multilevel systems.

Within the framework of the density-matrix theory of spattine polarization described in the monograph by LandilDegocenti
& Landolfi (2004; hereafter LLO4), it is possible to developansistent set of equations for multilevel systems, eiblyareglecting
(multilevel model atom) or considering (multiterm modeda) quantum interference between pairs of magnetic sulslpestain-
ing to differentJ-levels (withJ the level’s total angular momentum value). The relevantéiqus are the radiative transfer equation
for the Stokes parameters (where thefioents of the emission vector and of the propagation magpetd on the values of the
atomic density matrix) and the master equation for the at@ensity matrix (which includes both radiative and cadlisl rates).

While for the multilevel model atom LLO4 derived the expiiess for both radiative and collisional rates (assumingrcguc
collisions), for the multiterm model atom they only provittee expressions for the radiative rates. The aim of this papt®
formally define the collisional rates for a multiterm atonmdao find their relevant properties, focusing our attentary on
isotropic inelastic and superelastic collisions. Thettremt of elastic collisions in a multiterm atom is actuallpma complicated,
and will not be treated here. Such collisions (e.g., withtredinydrogen atoms) tend to equalize the populations obtldevels
pertaining to any gived-level and to destroy any quantum interference betwees pathem. A similar depolarizing role may be
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caused by inelastic and superelastic collisions betwesd-thvels pertaining to any given term, especially when siiévels are
very close in energy (see Bommier 2009, for the hydrogen)c&se the sake of simplicity, the latter type of collisionlhélso be
neglected, the investigation being limited to inelastid anperelastic collisions betweerffdrent terms.

In the main body of this paper, we provide suitable expressior the transfer and relaxation rates caused by isotiapic
elastic and superelastic collisions, taking the possjbdf atomic polarization in all the terms of the model atortoimaccount.
Particular attention is given to the collisional transfed aelaxation rates for interference between magnetieseld pertaining to
differentJ-levels, the physical ingredient that cannot be accourdedith a multilevel model atom. Since there are basically no
experimental data for such rates, we provide approximateessions here that relate such rates to the usual colisiates that
describe transitions betweerfférentJ-levels (for which experimental data or theoretical expi@ss are generally available). As
a consistency proof of our derivation, we show that the fiexrend relaxation rates for populations and interfererete/ben pairs
of magnetic sublevels pertaining to the sadrlevel reduce to those derived by LLO4 for the multilevelratoase.

In the last section we present an illustrative applicatibthe theoretical scheme developed here. We consider agmo-t
atom with unpolarized lower term, and we show the sensijtigtthe collisional rates of the linear polarization of tlealiation
emerging from a slab of given optical depth, located at argh@ight above the “surface" of a solar-like star, and illnatéd by its
photospheric radiation field.

2. Transfer rate due to inelastic collisions

We consider a multiterm atom (see Sect. 7.5 and 7.6 of LLO#)énabsence of magnetic fields, and we describe it by means of
the density matrix elemenis; s(JM, J’M’), with J the total angular momentund its projection along the quantization axis,

the orbital angular momentur8,the spin, ang@ the electronic configuration. This atomic model accountgmntum interference

(or coherence) between pairs of magnetic sublevels partpeither to the samé-level or to diferentJ-levels of the same term
(J-state interference). We also work using the multipole matsief the density matrix (or spherical statistical tengatsfined by

the equation

, - J J K "N
,BLSpg(J’J)z %/(_1)] M\/2K+1( M -M -0 ppLs(IM, I M) . 1)

Although collisional processes can be veflgaient in couplingJ-levels pertaining to the same term, in this investigati@aomly
consider collisional processes coupling populations ateence pertaining tofiérent terms.

In a given, although arbitrary, reference system, transfecesses due to inelastic collisions contribute to the #wolution of
a particular density matrix element according to the eguati

d ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
ap‘gLs(JM, JM ) = E C| (ﬂLSJMJ M ,ﬂgLfSJgMngMf)pﬁ[Lls(Jfo, J€M€) N (2)
BeleIeMe I M

whereC, is the inelastic collision transfer rate and where the quamumbersg,L,S) denote any term having energy lower than
the term BLS)[ In a new reference system, obtained from the old one by traiootR, recalling the transformation law (see
Eq. (3.95) of LLO4)

s (IM, J’M')]new - Z DR Do (R) [ppLs(IN. J,N,)]old ’ ®)
NN’

with D7, (R) the rotation matrices, and its inverse

|lpaLs(IM, J’M')]om - ZDﬂ,,N(R) D (R [aLs(IN. J/N/)]new ’ ®
NN’

we have

d INA’ * 4 p A * NI NI
g lpasOMIM)] = > DR Dy R DYy, (R) Dy, (R CHBLSINI N B L SININ;)
BeledeMeI;M; { NN'N.N;

X [pgs(IMe, IMp)| ®)

new
The assumption of isotropic collisions implies that all thentization directions are equivalent, so that Eds. (8)@&nhhave to be
identical. It follows that the collisional rates must shtithe relation

’ ’ ’ ’ * 4 J; * INIY NI
Ci(BLSIMI' M, B,L,SIM,J;M)) = Z DR Z)ﬁ,,M,(R)Z)JN‘[M((R) Dy, (R CIBLSINI'N' S L SININy) - (6)
NN'N(N; )

1 We assume that there is no overlapping in energy among theugaerms of the model atom under consideration.
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After coupling through Eq[{A10) the rotation matricég,,,(R)* and Dy, (R), as well as the rotation matric@JN‘(M[(R)* and
N;M;(R), and using the complex conjugate of Hq. (A.11) on the emsekpression, EqL16) takes the form

Ci(BLSIMI M, BLSIMIM) = > CI(BLSINI'N', B L SIN:IN))
NN'N,N;

Z (~1)NMN=M oK 4 1) (2K + 1)(2K” + 1)
KK’K”

J J K J’ J K J J, K J; J K
“In N PIlM -Mm Q)IN N P IlM -M @
K K K’ \[K K K\ x
X( =) =% P )( Q Q/ Q// )Z)p//Q//(R) . (7)

As the righthand side of Ed.](7) must be independent of thetiootR, the indexK” can only take the valuk” = 0. This implies
K=K’ P=-P,andQ = -Q’. Using Eq.[[A.%), we obtain

Ci(BLSIMI' M, B,LSI M, I)M)) = Z Ci(BLSINI'N’, B,L,SI N, I)N;) Z(2K+1) (- 1)N-M+N-M;-P-Q
NN'N(N; K

W2 3 KN KN % KNy K @®
N -N P){M -M QJIN -N, -P){ M, -M, —Q

2.1. Multipole components of the inelastic collision transfer rate

Introducing the multipole components of the inelasticis@h transfer rate, defined by the equdfion

(K) L , L " _ J+J +1
cOBLSIT. B/L,SI ) ‘/—Jf+Jg+1

NN [ Y J K J J K NI NI
% Z (_1)J+J[ N N,( N -N P )( N[, _lflf = )C|(ﬂLSJNJ N ,ﬂgL[SJgNgJ[N[), (9)
NNNN/ 4

and making use of Eq$.(A.1) arld (A.2), Eg. (8) can be writtethé form
J+J+1 Lo
Ci(BLSIMI M, 8L SI M IMY) =4/ ﬁ (—1)3+3M-M;
J K J J K , ’
X Z(ZK + 1)( ' M o )( MZ _|\5|€ o )CI(K)([;’LSJJ BiLiS3 ) . (10)

Substituting Eq.[(TI0) into Eq.X2), and recalling the deiamitof the multipole moments of the density matrix (see E}), {dith the
help of Eq.[[A.3), we find the following equation for the spisal statistical tensors

J+J+1
3 MDA = >\ Ty ClBLSIT BLSII) (3 3) (11)

BeLeded;

Taking the complex conjugate of E§l (2) and recalling fhat(IM, I’'M’)* = pps(I’M’, IM), we have
Ci(BLSIMI' M, B,LSI M I;M))* = C,(BLSI M’ IM, B,L,SI,M; I, M,) , (12)
and therefore, using Eq§.(A.1) and (A.2),

cBLSIT, BL,SI )" = (1) I cBLSY 3 B,L, ST ) - (13)

SettingK = 0 in Eq. [9), and using EcﬂEA) we obtain

CIBLSIY BrLiSIY)) = 633 833, 57— Z Ci(BLSININ, BrLSI NI N,) (14)

[2J

where the transfer rat€, (BLSINJN, 3,L,SJ/N;J,N,) is the usual (inelastic) collisional rate for the trarmitifrom the lower
magnetic sublevedl3,L,SJ,N;) to the upper magnetic suble@LSJIN), generally indicated in the literature with the notation
C1(B,L,SI N, — BLSJIN). Since this rate is non-negative, the 0-rank multipole gonent is also non-negative.

2 Thefactorvd+J +1/ yJc + J; + Lisintroduced in order to get simpler relations betweesdhates and the usual collisional rates connecting
atomic populations. This factor reduces to the one intreduo the multilevel atom case (see Eq. (7.87) of LLO4) whearference between
differentJ-levels is neglected)(= J’ andJ, = J)).
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2.2. Relations with the collisional rates for J-level populations

In most cases, the only collisional rates for which expentakdata, or approximate analytical expressions, ardadblaiare the
collisional rates connecting the populations dfelientJ-levels (following the notation generally used in the literre, these rates
will be indicated through the symbot§ (8,L,SJ; — BuLuSJy) andCs(BuLuSIy — B/L,SJ,), the indices andS standing for
“inelastic” and “superelastic”, respectively). Itis impant therefore to find suitable relations between sucls e the collisional
rates introduced in this paper for a multiterm atom.

Observing that

1

Ci(BcLeSIe — BuLuSd) = 23+ 1

D7 CHBLSIN: = BuluSIN,) | (15)
NuN¢

from Eq. [14) we immediately have
COBLSIILBLSI ) = C1(BrLSI — BLSI) . (16)

In Eq. (8), if we couple through EJ_{A.1L0) the rotation megsDy),, (R)* andZ)ﬂ{(M[(R), as well as the rotation matrice),,, (R)
andZ)if,M,(R)*, by requiring that the ensuing expression is independetiteofotationR, we find the relation
ot

Ci(BLSIMI' M, B,L,SI M, ;M) = Z Ci(BLSINI'N', 8L SIN;IIN)) Z(2K+1) (~1)N-M+N=M;=P-Q
NN’"N¢N; K

« J J K J, JK,K J J K J/J[/K ‘ 17)
-M M, Q -M" M; Q -N N, P -N" N, P
Defining a diferent set of multipole components of the inelastic coltigi@nsfer rate through the equation
(K) ’ N _ (2K+1) _1\\)-N J J€ K J ‘]2 K NG AN
I (,BLSJJ,,BngSJgJ[)——J€+Jé+1m\%w( NN N e | e N, P Ci(BLSINI'N', B,L,SIN,IN))
e
(18)
Eq. (I7) can be written in the form
AV AV — ’ J J K J, \]/ K , ’
CI(BLSIMI M, BLSIMIM;) =(-1)¥ M‘(Jf+Je+1)ZK:(—M M, Q)(—M’ M; Q)FfK)(ﬂLSJJ BLSY) .
(19)

As pointed out in LL04 for the multilevel atom case, this deqmsition of the collisional rate has an interesting phaiditterpreta-
tion, because it shows that the interaction between theiatystem and the collider can be described by a sum of tepsoators
of rankK acting on the state vectors of the atom. Starting from[Ecar(@)using Eq[{Al8), after some algebra the following relati

between the multipole componemgq andl"l(K) can be found:

CROBLSIV BLSIT) = JA+ 3+ D@+ 3 + 1) Y (-1 KK { i 3w }F,‘K/)(,BLSJJ’, BiLiS3) . (20)
g ¢

For theK = 0 multipole component, using Eq.(A.7), we have (cf. Appe# of LL04)

CO(BLSILBLSII) = ) TIO(BLSIIBLSII) @
K

When the interaction can be described through just one tpafrankK, then

cl(BLSIY, BL,SI ) = \/(J + I+ 1)+ I+ 1) (-1)7IReK { 3]5 3] E }Ffﬁ)(,BLSJJ’,,BngSJng) . (22)
4

The multipole component of rarik of the diagonal rates)(= J’ andJ, = J)) is thus related to the multipole component of rank 0
by the equation (cf. Appendix A4 of LLO4)

J J

J

{J J

J, J

COBLSILPILSIA) = (-1 55—y CPBLSILBLSIA) = (-1 15—
IS

Ao | At X
Ao | At X

}
ERNY
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A similar relation for the nondiagonal rates (describing transfer ofJ-state interference due to inelastic collisions) cannot
be obtained through symmetry arguments alone. Such aamrledin, however, be derived if some simplifying hypothesethe
interaction between the atoms and perturbers are intradlicis well known that in the case of electrons with much leignergy
than the threshold energy (i.e. under the so-called Bornaxrpation), the Hamiltonian describing the electronratiateraction
depends on the dynamical variables of the atom only throgldipole operator (a tensor of rakk= 1). A collisional process in
an optically allowed transition can thus be treated, in & fipproximation, as a radiative transition, and the calfisil rate can be
expressed through the oscillator strength of the sameiti@née.g. Seaton 1962; Van Regemarter 1962).

For more insight on the nondiagonal ra(q‘é)(ﬂLSJJ’,ﬂgLfSJfJé’,), we assume that the electron-atom interaction is destribe
by a dipolar operator, and we proceed by analogy with theitettt atom radiative transfer rate due to absorption preEe§a).
SettingK; = 0 (i.e. assuming an isotropic radiation field) in Eq. (7.4&d)L04, we have

TA(BLSKQJIY, 8L SKQJ,J;) =(2L, + 1)(-1)+I Ik \/(ZJ +1)(2F + 1)(2J, + 1)(23; + 1)
J J[ 1 L Lg 1 L Lg 1 0
X { 3 ¥ K }{ % IS }{ y ¥ s }B(ﬂ‘L‘S_’ﬂ'—S)JO’ (24)
wherng is the angle-averaged incident radiation field, &fd,L,S — BLS) is the Einstein coéicient for absorption from the

lower term 3,L,S) to the upper termaLS). We recall that this quantity is connected to the Einsteigficients for the individual
transitions between fine structuldevels of the multiplet by the relation (see Eq. (7.57a) bo4)

2
B(3/L,SJ; — ALSJ) = (2L, + 1)(2] + 1){ JL[» Vol } B(3/L,S — BLS) , (25)

which implies (using Eq{Al5j)

B(B,L,S — ALS) = Z B(B,L,SJ; — ALSJ). (26)
J

By analogy with Eq.[(Z6), we define an inelastic collisioratkrfor the transition from the lower to the upper tetpi3,L,S —
BLS) through the equation

Ci(BLeS — BLS) = > Ci(BrLeSI — BLSY) (27)
J

where the sum is extended to all thdevels of the upper term to which a givdrdevel of the lower term can be connected through
an electric dipole transition. By analogy with EQ.X24), @aking the multiplying factor introduced in Ed.](9) into acmt (see
footnote 2), we can write

G+ + 1)1+ )Y +1)(2), +1)(23; + 1)
Jp + J2 +1

J J 1 L L 1 L L 1
X{Jé J K }{ J J S }{ ‘]é J s }C|(,BngS — BLS) . (28)

This equation can be used to calculate the multipole comptsé the inelastic collision transfer rates fbstate interference from
the values of the usual inelastic collisional ratesfdevel populations. As a proof of the consistency of [Eq] (28) observe that
the 0-rank multipole component is given by

CfK)(ﬂLSJJ’,BgLfSJfJé) =(2L, + 1)(_1)1+J/+J;+K\/

2
C,(O)(ﬂLSJJ,,BngSJfJf) =C1(B,L¢SI, — BLST) = (2L, + 1)(2] + 1){ ~I]_€ I:f é } Ci(B:L;S — BLS), (29)
which is the analogous to Ed.(25), while using EQs. 1A.7) &8), the diagonal terms are given by
J J K
J J 1
J J O
J I 1

which corresponds to Eq_(23) fér = 1.

cM(BLSIIBLSII) = (-1)F Ci(B:LeSI, — BLSY) , (30)

3 The sum appearing on the righthand side of Eql (26) does peindicon the particulai-level of the lower term that is considered.
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3. Transfer rate due to superelastic collisions

A similar reasoning can be followed for the transfer rates tusuperelastic collisions. These transfer processedsimate to the

time evolution of a particular density matrix element addog to the equation

d 7 ’ 7 ’ 7 ’ ’ 7’

apﬁLs(JM,J M’) = Z Cs(BLSIMI' M, BuLySIuMyI M) pg,L.s(JuMuy, M) , (31)
BuluduMuJiM;

whereCs is the superelastic collision transfer rate and where tlatuum numbersL,S) denote any term having energy higher
than the term4LS). Following the same steps as in Séct. 2, it can be shown tidErithe assumption of isotropic collisions, the
transfer rate€Cs can be written in the form

Ju+J,+1 YT
Cs(BLSIMI'M’, BuLySI My M!) = w/ﬁ (1) MM,

Yy J K\ X W K , ,
XZ(2K+1)( R Q)( M M, Q)C(SK)(ﬂLSJJ BuluSI) (32)
K

where the multipole components of the superelastic coflisiansfer ratd;(SK), are defined by the equation

J+J+1
(K) L ’ L ’y —
COBLSIT BulySIuL) ‘/—JU+JG+1

N J I K J, J K NI NT
XNNZN:N,(_]_)JNU N Nu( N -N P )( Nla _’{JIU p )Cs(ﬂLSJNJ N, BuLuSIuNuI N, . (33)

By substituting Eq.[(32) into E¢_(B1), and recalling Ed. (&% find the following equation for the spherical statidtiemsors

d
BLS K n _ §
Bulududi

J+J,+1
ﬁ CYIBLSIV, BuLuS ;) PreSpl(Ju, ) - (34)

The 0-rank multipole component is given by

1
S Z Cs(BLSININ, BuLuSINGIuNL) = 655 83,5, Cs(BuluSIy — BLSI) (35)
L2011 L G

COBLSIY, BuluSIud) = 633 63,9
whereCs(BuLySJy — BLSJ) is the usual superelastic collisional rate for the tramsifrom the upper levdlg,L,SJ,) to the lower
level | BLSJ). When the interaction between the atomic system and thilemdlcan be described by means of a single operator
of rank K, it can be shown that the multipole components of r&n@f the diagonal rates)(= J' andJ, = J;) are related to the
multipole components of rank 0 by the equation

J J

Ju \]u

J J

Ju Ju
J J
NTEEN Y

J J

i d
As discussed in the previous section for the case of inelastlisions, a similar relation for the nondiagonal ratésdcribing the
transfer ofJ-state interference due to superelastic collisions) cateliged under the assumption that the electron-atom ictiera
is described by a dipolar operator. By analogy with the esgiom of the multiterm atom radiative transfer rate due itodated
emission processe¥{, see Eq. (7.45c) of LLO4) in the presence of an isotropidewt field, we find the following relation

VSN

ClI(BLSII, BulySIudy) = (1) COBLSIIBuLuSIud) = (-1)F Cs(BuLuSJdy — BLSJI) . (36)

Ao | At X

~N O

@+ +1)(23+1)(2r +1)(23, + 1)(23, + 1)
J+J,+1

J0J 1)L L 1)L L 1

where we have introduced the superelastic collisionalfatéhe transition from the upper to the lower te@s(8,L S — BLS),
defined by

Cs(BuLuS = BLS) = Y Cs(BuluSIy — BLSY) (38)
J

CIOBLSIY fuluSIuT)) =(2Ly + 1)(-1)H+ K \/

the sum being extended to all tdevels of the lower term to which a givehlevel of the upper term can be connected through an
electric dipole transitiof.

4 The sum appearing on the righthand side of Eqgl (38) does petndieon the particulai-level of the upper term that is considered.
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4. Relaxation rates due to inelastic and superelastic collisions

In a given reference system, relaxation processes due lastiteand superelastic collisions contribute to the timelion of a
particular density-matrix element via an equation of thefo

d

apﬁLs(JM, JM) = - Z [f(ﬂLSJMJ’M’J”M”)pﬁLS(JM, J’M”) + 9(BLSIMI' M'I"M") pprs(I”M”, J’M’)] . (39)
VI

The conjugation property of the density-matrix elemepgsd(IM, I'M’)* = pgs(I’'M’, IM)) requires that

g(BLSIMJI'M’J"M”) = f(BLSI M'IMJI"M")" , (40)

so that Eq.[(39) can be written in the form

d 1 1

apﬁLs(JM, IM) = - Z [—S(,BLSJMJ’M’J”M”)pﬁLS(JM, J’'M”) + ES(,BLSJ’M’JMJ”M”)*pﬁLS(J”M”, JIM)| . (41)
A

In a new reference system, obtained from the old one by tla¢iootR, recalling Eqs.[(8) and14), we have
1

> D DR DRy (R SBLSINI'N'I"N”)

d
ppLs(IM, J'M’) {
dt [ ]new i 2\

X D (R DY (R) [pﬁLs(JM”’,J”M”)]new

1 * 4 NG IANUAY
+5 > DR DR (R S(BLSI'N'INI'N")

NN’N
X Do (R) DYy (R [pos(37M”, J’M”»]new}. (42)
Due to the isotropy of collisions, Eq§._(41) andl(42) mustdentical, which implies
S(BLSIMI' M’ J"M”) Spmr = Z Dy (R D (R) S(BLSINI'N'I'N”) Dy (R) Do (R (43)
NN’N”

regardless of the rotatidR. This requires the rat8(BLSINJ'N’J”N") to be independent of the quantum numbk(if not, the
righthand side of Eq[{43) would not be zero fdr+ M’”, no matter the rotatioR). We can thus carry out the summation oter
via Eq. [A9) to get (with the help of EJ.(A.10))

SELSITMI'M) = 3 S(BLSIIN'I'N") (-DV' W Z(2K+1)( e )( VA g )Z)EQ(R)*. (44)
N’N”

Since the righthand side of E§.{44) must be independenteofdtationR, indexK can only take the valug = 0, which implies
Q=P=0,N =N"’,M =M”,andJ = J” from Eq. [A.4). We thus obtain

S(BLSIYMI'M") = SwmSr3 55— ZS(ﬂLSJJ N'I'N'). (45)

Substitution into Eq[{41) gives

d

T ppLs(IM, I M) = —So(BLSIT') pprs(IM, I M), (46)

or, in the spherical statistical tensor representation,

;ﬁLS 63 ) = =So(BLSIV) PP (3, ) (47)

where we have introduced the collisional relaxation rate

So(BLSJIY) = 2J' ZS(/;LSJJ M IM) + oo 1ZS(ﬂLSJ IMIM)* ] (48)

The diagonal element

So(BLSJJ) = ; [S(BLSIIMIM) + S(BLSIIMIM)*| = 23 1Re[z S(ﬂLSJJMJM))} (49)
M M
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coincides with the one defined in LLO4 for the case of a muiglatom.

As shown in LLO4, the diagonal elemeBy(BLSJJ), which represents the relaxation rate of populations amerfierence
between magnetic sublevels pertaining to the sasiewel (see Eqs[{46) and{47)), is connected to the O-raritipnle components
of the inelastic and superelastic collision transfer ratethe equation

So(BLSJJ) = Z COByLyS Iy, BLSI) + Z CcOBLS33,BLSIT) . (50)
ﬁuLuJu ﬁ(L(J(

To obtain a similar relation for the nondiagonal eleme®&g£4LSJJ") with J # J’), which represent the relaxation rate Bf
state interference due to inelastic and superelasticani, we make the assumption, also in this case, that th&aiton between
the atoms and colliders is described by a dipolar operatdrge proceed by analogy with the multiterm atom radiativaxation
rates due to absorptioi®f) and stimulated emissioiR§) processes (see Egs. (7.46a) and (7.46c) of LL04). Assuaririgotropic
incident radiation field (i.e. settini§, = 0), such radiative rates assume the simple form

RA(BLSKQJIIKQJIJ) = Z B(BLS — BuLuS)J0. (51)
Bulu

Rs(BLSKQJI'KQJIJ) = Z B(BLS — B,L/S)J . (52)
BelLe

Introducing the inelastic and superelastic collision&sdor transitions betweenftirent terms (see Eq&.(27) ahdl(38)), we have

So(BLSJIY) = Z Ci(BLS — BuLuS) + Z Cs(BLS — B;L,S)

Bulu Bele
= > CI(BLSI > BulySI) + . Cs(BLSI — BrLiSJ)) = So(BLSIJ) = So(ALS) . (53)
,Bul—uJu ﬁ(L[J(

The relaxation rate of-state interference due to inelastic and superelasticsimlk thus coincides with the relaxation rateJof
level populations and of interference between magnetitesals pertaining to the samklevel. This rate, on the other hand, does
not depend on the quantum numBeand is thus identical for all thé-levels of a given term.

When collected together transfer and relaxation ratesstitéstical equilibrium equations for the spherical statal tensors
can be written in the form

d J+J,+1
S = D \/% CMBLSIY BrLeSIe ;) Pph(3e. 3))

Beleded;

Ju+J+1 ,
Y w/ﬁ cPBLSIY, BuluSIudy) Pl (du, 35)

Bulududi
— So(BLSIT) P52 ) . (54)

5. Application to the case of a two-term atom with unpolarized lower term

We consider a two-term atom and denote the quantum numbaraathrizing the lower and upper term tgl(,S) and B,L,S),
respectively. The time evolution of the spherical statdttensors of the upper term, when taking both radiative Esp (10.115)
of LLO4) and collisional (inelastic and superelastic @tins only) processes into account is described by the iequat

d a1 14 4
g PEQu ) == 2nt > Nas(KQIL K'Q I3[ 97 P9 (37, )
K'Q Iy
+ ) TaBuLuSKQII, AL SK'Q 3:3) P05 (3¢ )
K'QJJ,

_ [RE(ﬂuLUSKQJuJ;K’Q'JgJ;”)
K QI I

+ RS(ﬂuL“SKQJuJGK/Q/JJJG") ,BuLuS K’ (JII J'")
J+J,+1
c f 7y Bel. s K
+;: Ju+ J/ +1 | (IBULUSJUJU,,BfoSJgJ[) =t (Jf, [)
¢
— So(BuLuSIuTp) A (30, ) (55)

whereN is the magnetic kernel (see Eq. (7.41) of LLO#&), the radiative transfer rate due to absorption, wRiteandRg are the
radiative relaxation rates due to spontaneous and stigdui&nission, respectively.
We now make the following simplifying assumptions:

Article number, page 8 ¢f13



Belluzzi, Landi Degl’lnnocenti, & Trujillo Bueno: Inelaistand superelastic collisional rates in a multiterm atom

— There is no magnetic field. Under this assumption the keé¥rtekes the simpler form
Ng,L,s(KQJuJ). K'Q I ") = Ok 6QQ 03,3 63,37 VBuLuSduBuluST, » (56)

With vg,1,53,. 8.3 = [E(BuLuSd) — E(BuLuS )] /h, whereE(BLSJ) is the energy of a given fine-structuldevel, anch is the
Planck constant.

— The radiation field is weak so that stimulated emission candogectedRs = 0).

— The lower term is unpolarized (i.e., the magnetic sublesElke lower term are evenly populated and no interferenpedsent
between them). Under this assumption the spherical stafisénsors of the lower term are given by

V2J€ +1 &
c2S+1)@L+1) N’

whereAN is total number density of atoms, aiid the number density of atoms in the lower term.
— The electron-atom interaction is described by a dipolaragee Under this assumption, defining through Eql (38) &selpstic
collisional rate for the transition from the upper to the éavierm Cs(8uLuS — B¢L,S)), the collisional relaxation rate is given

by (see Eq[(33))
SO(ﬂULUSJUJ(j) = CS(,BuLuS _’BKLKS) . (58)

Taking the above-mentioned assumptions into account,eadling that (see Eq. (7.46b) of LLORE (B,L,.SKQJ,J K Q' I/ J)") =
OKK’ 0QQ 03,3/ 6J6\]&”A(BULUS - B.L,S), we obtain

PLpS(3e. I)) = 6kodqo 3., (57)

d L S K i S
aﬁu u (Ju, u) = 27T|VﬁuLUSJU,ﬁULUSJU Aulu (Ju, u)

V23,71 N,

L,SK / L _—
+%]TA(ﬂu uSKQJ,J,, 8L S003,J;) ST DEL DN

= ABuLuS - BrLeS) P (du. I)

2Jg +1 ) VZ‘][ +1 N[
A/ C L,SJuJ L,SJpd
+ 5K06QOZ 20, +1 BuluSIdu, BeLeSI ) o (2S+ 1)L, + 1) ‘N

- cs(ﬂuLus — BeLeS) S5 (du, ) - (59)

As expected, under the hypotheses of isotropic collisiansumpolarized lower term, transfer processes due to itheladlisions
only contribute to the time evolution of the 0-rank sphdritatistical tensors of the upper term. Assuming that thiedoog particles
are characterized by a Maxwellian velocity distributidre tollisional rateé:‘so) andCl(O) can be related through the Milne-Einstein
relation

2~]€ +1 E(BuLuSdy) — E(BcL,SJy)

COBLSI I BulySIudy) = T ,

C(O)(,BUL SJdudu, BeLeSIp ) exp

(60)

whereT is the electron temperature. Using Eq.l(38), the fourth tenrthe righthand side of Eq.(59) can be written in the form

c? V2 +1 N

L L B _
0k00Qo Cs(BuluS — BrLeS) —— 2 7(v0) ST DAL DN

(61)

where Bt (vo) is the Planck function in the Wien limit (consistently withe assumption of neglecting stimulated emission) at
temperaturd, and where is the Bohr frequency corresponding to the energiiedence between the centers of gravity of the two
terms. (We neglect the frequencyffdgrences among the various components of the multiplet iexpenential appearing in the
Milne-Einstein relation.)

Taking the expression afa(BuLuSKQJuJ,, B:L:S00J,J;) (see Eq. (10.124) of LLO4) into account and performing tha sver
J; using Eq.[[A.6), the second term on the righthand side of[E&4).i6 given by

1 1 K\ fL L K|k (V)\/3(2Ju+l)(2Ja+1)@
Lo Lu L b J S —Q\"0 2S+1 N

BELS - AuLuS) (-1 50 ©2)
We recall that the quantum theory of polarization describdd 04 is valid under the so-called flat spectrum approxiorafthat
is, the incident radiation field that produces optical pumggh the atomic system must be flat over a frequency intexvadarger
than the natural width of the atomic levels, and, when calmrdetween nondegenerate levels is involvednust then be larger
than the corresponding Bohr frequency). For this reasas siffficient to evaluate the radiation field tenslgr(see Eqg. (5.157) of
LLO4 for its definition) at a single frequency within the miplet.

In stationary situations, recalling the relations amorgHEimnstein cofficients

2L, +1 2Lu+1 c?

B(BcL¢S — BuLuS) = 2L, + B(,Bul—uS — BeLS) = +12hy on 3
0

A(BuL,S — BL;S), (63)
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the spherical statistical tensors of the upper term arendiye

BuluS K(J J/) — VZ‘]U +1 N B(ﬂ[L[S _)BULUS)
P W) = RS )2y + 1) N ABuLuS — BcL,S)

iy 1 1 K\|[L L K ,
Lo+ yEREF D sl B KB b gk 00) € Brlndvodoo y
X 1+ € + 2mivg,L,s3,Bules/ABuLLS — BL(S) - (64

where, in analogy with the two-level atom case, we have ihtced the quantity

’_ Cs(BuLuS — BcL,S)
A(BuLuS — BeLcS) .

(65)

It can be easily proven that® = 0, so that the upper and lower terms are composed by a singistfincturel-level, the expression
of a two-level atom is recovered (see Eq. (10.50) of LLO4hwdt, = 6 = 0).
Substituting Eq[{64) into Eq. (10.127) of LL0O4, and intrathg the frequency-integrated absorptionfti@éent of the multiplet

h
K = %;Nfs(ﬁfus > BuluS) (66)
and the absorption profile of the multiplet (in the absencaafinetic fields, and for the case of a two-term atom with usmizcdd
lower term)

2, + )L+ (L, L 1)2
o)=Y & 28)(+ 2 ) { S } s s —7) - (67)
Jud

whereg(vo — v) are Lorentzian profiles centered at the frequencies ofdhews components of the multiplet, we find the following
expression of the emission d&ieient in the four Stokes parameters:

2Ly +1
’ —A u
&l ) =ku 5517

Z Z (—1)S Lt i KaQ 323, 4 1)(23), + 1)(2); + 1)
KQ JuJ;Je

><LuLfl Ly, L, 1 1 1 K 1 1 K L, Ly K
J o Sl ¥ ¥ Sl dh ¥ I\ Le Le[ld & S
1 ©(vg,L,S3,.6:L,83 — V) + (g, L,83.8L,53 — V)

733 2) Iq(v0) 5 i
x T, @) (o) 5 77 € + 27,1 53, putusi/ABuLuS = BrLeS)

Ky Br(vo) ¢(v) Sio , (68)

El
1+¢

withi =0, 1, 2, and 3, standing for StokgsQ, U andV, respectively. Here; andQ are the frequency and propagation direction
of the emitted radiation, respectivewg(i, Q) is the geometrical tensor introduced by Landi Degl'Inn@¢1983), andd(vy — v)
is the complex emission profile

D(vo—v) = p(vo—Vv) +ig(vo-v), (69)

with ¢(vo—v) a Lorentzian profile angi(vo—v) the associated dispersion profil@he last term on the righthand side of Eq.l(68) rep-
resents the contribution to the emission ffi@gent coming from collisionally excited atoms. Since itins are assumed isotropic,
this term only contributes to Stokés-

As an example suitable to illustrating the sensitivity af tfimergent scattering line polarization to the studiedsiotial rates,
we consider a constant-property slab of stellar atmosplpdsisma located at a given height above the surface of algadastar
and characterized by a given optical depth Neglecting limb-darkeningfeects, the radiation illuminating the slab from below is

characterized by an anisotropy factoe= \/EJS/ Jg given by

+

_ cosa (1 +cosa)
= 5 ,
whereq is half the angle subtended by the stellar disk, as seen fhenslab. We solve the equations of the non-LTE problem
described in this section for the case df&a— 2P transition, using the level energies and transition priitias of the Mgu h and
k lines, and we calculate the fractional linear polarizatbthe radiation emerging at = cosd = 0.1, with 6 the angle formed by
the local vertical (perpendicular to the slab) and the eimisgirection. The non-LTE radiative transfer problem is/sd following
the numerical methods described in Trujillo Bueno & Mansm&§1999).

(70)

5 The equations derived here are valid in the atom rest franeweftheless, under the assumption of complete redistibon velocities (see
Chapter 13 of LL0O4), the same equations can also be appliiieimbserver’s frame, with(vo — v) andy(vo — v) the Voigt profile and the
Faraday-Voigt profile, respectively (provided that thenaschave a Maxwellian distribution of velocities).
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Fig. 1. Left panel: Q/I profile of the radiation emitted acros€@ — 2P transition (the level energies and transition probabdiare those of
the Mgu h andk lines) as obtained for ffierent values of the parameté€r(indicated in the plot). The arrows point to the wavelengtkifions
of the two lines. Right panel: zoom of the line-core regiorthef 1/2 — 3/2 transition. We consider the radiation emittegiat 0.1 by a slab
located 0.03 stellar radii above the surface, and with aicalpdepth (at the line-center frequency of th & 1/2 transition)Ar = 0.5. We solve
the full non-LTE radiative transfer problem within the sldbe boundary condition being the stellar radiation illaating the slab from below
(limb-darkening €ects are neglected). We consider a Doppler width of 26 mAesponding to a temperature of*1R and a microturbulent
velocity of 1 kmys. We include the féect of an unpolarized continuum characterized by an opdcftimes less than the line opacity at the
line-center frequency of the/2 — 1/2 transition. The reference direction for positi@és the parallel to the closest limb.

Figure 1 shows the fractional linear polarizatiQpl pattern calculated for fferent values of’, considering a slab located 0.03
stellar radii above the surface (corresponding to aboutl®* km in the solar case), and characterized by an optical deptiné
line-center frequency of the/2 — 1/2 transition)At = 0.5. We assume a Doppler width of 26 mA, corresponding to a teatype
of 10* K, and a microturbulent velocity of 1 kfs. The damping constant is consistently calculated as

r Yu
a=—= s 71
Avp  4nAvp (71)

with v, = A(BuLuS — B/L,S)+Cs(BuLuS — B.L,S) the inverse lifetime of the upper term (elastic collisiomsnce their broadening
effect, are neglected). We include the contribution of an uamiéd continuum characterized by an opagfty= 108 5{(v1/2-1/2),
with 7 (v1/2-1/2) = K§, ¢(v1/2-1,2) the line opacity at the line-center frequency of th@ & 1/2 transition. We first note that in the
slab model that we have considered (in which radiative feareffects are significant), th@/1 profiles show the typical signatures
of J-state interference, such as the sign-reversal betwedwthiaes, and the high polarization values in the far wirgge(Stenflo
1980, LL04, and Belluzzi & Trujillo Bueno 2011). As can be ebged, the modification of the scattering line polarizajattern
dueto igelastic and superelastic collisiogadnching effect) becomes appreciable only for rather high values of thésiofial rates
(€21079).

6. Conclusions

In this paper we have formally defined and investigated thesfier and relaxation rates due to isotropic inelastic apérelastic
collisions that enter the statistical equilibrium equasidor the atomic density matrix of a multiterm atom (i.e., adal atom
accounting for quantum interference between magneticesald pertaining either to the sanddevel, or to diferentJ-levels
within the same term).

While the numerical values of the collisional rates ftevel populations are generally available (either fronpragimate
theoretical expressions or form experimental data), theegaof the collisional rates describing the transfer aridxedion of
guantum coherence are in most cases unknown. In this workeuséd our attention on the collisional ratesJestate interference
(the physical aspect that cannot be accounted for with aleudt model atom). Under the assumption that the intepadbietween
the atom and the perturber is described by a dipolar opera®merived suitable relations between such rates and & us
collisional rates fod-level populations. In particular, we showed that the salal relaxation rate fai-state interference coincide
with the relaxation rate fod-level populations and for interference between magnetitesels pertaining to the sanjeevel. We
also observed that this rate does not depend on the partiz:igael under consideration, so that it igigcient to introduce a single
collisional relaxation rate for the whole term. As a coresigty proof of our derivations, we showed that the transfdrrataxation
rates forJ-level populations and for interference between pairs ajmetic sublevels pertaining to the sathevel reduce to those
derived in Sect. 7.13 of LLO4 for the multilevel atom case.

As an illustrative application, we considered a constanpprty slab of given optical depth, located at a given hiesgiove
the surface of a solar-like star, and anisotropically ilinated by its photospheric radiation field. The numericdlitson of the
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full non-LTE problem for the case of a two-term atom with utgsized lower term shows that the polarization of the radrat
emerging from the slab at= 0.1 is sensitive to the presence of isotropic inelastic an@miastic collisions only for values of the
parametet’ = Cs(BuLuS — BcL,S)/A(BuLLS — BL,S) on the order of 16 or larger. Such values are actually needed to produce
an appreciable variation in th@/1 profiles of the emergent radiation.
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Appendix A: Properties of 3-j and 6-j symbols and of rotation matrices

In this appendix we recall some useful properties and matof 3§ and 6§ symbols, as well as of rotation matrices that are used
in the derivation of the expressions presented in the p@pgroof of these properties can be found in Chapter 2 of LL04.

— Symmetry properties of 3-symbols:
The 34 symbols are invariant under cyclic permutations of thelugms and are multiplied by-(1)#°*¢ under noncyclic ones

a b c b c a c b a
— — _1 a+b+c t Al
(aﬁv)(ﬂya)() (vﬁa)’ec (A1)
The 34 symbols are multiplied by<(1)2**+¢ under sign inversion of the second row
a b c a b c
= (=1 a+b+c ) A2
(aﬁy)() (—a B —7) (A-2)
— Orthogonality relation of 3-symbols
a b c a b ¢
zﬁ:(zcu)( « B o )( « B )z(sw(sw. (A.3)
— Analytical expression of 3-symbols for particular values of the arguments:
ab o - 1
= (=1)* " 6ap O p — . A4
( a g0 ) (1 0a op V2a+1 (A4)

— Symmetry properties of §symbols:
The 6- symbols are invariant under interchange of any two colunmalstender interchange of the upper and lower arguments
in any two columns.

— Sum rules of 6} symbols:

a b c a b c
Z(Zc+1)(2f+1){ 4 e f}{ d e g }=5fg, (A.5)
[
i+ a b c a b c h ¢ foij foi
zcl(_l)a+b+c+d+e+f+g+h+|+1(20+1){ 4 e f }{ g h i }{g d | }:{ g d tj)}{ h e zji} (A.6)
— Analytical expression of §-symbols for particular values of the arguments
a b 0 1
= Oap Oeq (1) : A7
{d e f} ab 0t (~1) Ca+ D)2 + 1) (A1)
— Contraction of 3 symbols:
a+brcid—et f—a—s a b e c a f bd f\) (ab e d c e
e UL R PR AR C R R
— Orthogonality relations of rotation matrices
> DR DE(R) = oun - (A.9)
P
— Product of two rotation matrices:
, . N J ¥ K\J Y K .
Dyn(R) Dy (R = (1M N Z(2K+1)( M -M Q )( N -N O )DgQ,(R) , (A.10)
K
, J J K J J K «
DR D ® =20 3w SN N & )R (a11)
K
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