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A key physical mechanism for under standing the enigmatic
linear polarization of the solar Bau and Na1 D; lines
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ABSTRACT

The linearly polarized spectrum of the solar limb radiatmoduced by scatter-
ing processes is of great diagnostic potential for exptpthre magnetism of the so-
lar atmosphere. This spectrum shows an impressive rictofegsectral details and
enigmaticQ/1 signals, whose physical origin must be clearly understaidrie they
can be exploited for diagnostic purposes. The most endimngma is represented
by the polarization signals observed in the isonance lines of Na(5896 A) and
Ban (4934 A), which were expected to be intrinsically unpolakite. The totality of
sodium and 18% of barium have hyperfine structure (HFS), tthds been argued
that the only way to produce a scattering polarization dignauch lines is through
the presence of a substantial amount of atomic polarizatitimeir lower HFS levels.
The strong sensitivity of these long-lived levels to depalag mechanisms led to the
paradoxical conclusion that the observedlibe polarization is incompatible with the
presence in the lower solar chromosphere of inclined magfields sensibly stronger
than 0.01 G. Here we show that by properly taking into acctiumfact that the solar
D;-line radiation has a non-negligible spectral structurerdtae short frequency in-
terval spanned by the HFS transitions, it is possible to ypcedscattering polarization
signals in the B lines of Nar and Bam without the need of ground-level polarization.
The resulting linear polarization is not so easily destcolgg elastic collisions andr
magnetic fields.
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1. Introduction

When observed with high-sensitivity spectropolarimettrs linearly polarized spectrum of
the solar radiation coming from quiet regions close to th#l{the so-called “second solar spec-
trum”) reveals a complex structure and an impressive risbio¢ spectral details (Stenflo & Keller
1997). We know that the second solar spectrum is the obsemahsignature of atomic polariza-
tion (i.e., population imbalances and quantum interfezdmetween dierent magnetic sublevels),
produced by the absorption and scattering of anisotropi@tian. However, the physics of scat-
tering polarization in an optically thick plasma, such as éxtended solar atmosphere, is very
complicated and a general theory for multilevel systemsligacking. It is thus natural that many
of theQ/I signals of the second solar spectrum were considered amatioy their discoverers,
as well as a true challenge for the theorists (see the reweWdgillo Bueno 200‘Qﬂ At present,
the most challengin@/| signals are those observed in the Ies of Nar and Bau at 5896 A
and 4934 A, respectively (see Figures 2 and 5 of Stenflo & K&B®7). The aim of this Letter is
to point out a physical mechanism that might be of key impargafor explaining such enigmatic
linear polarization profiles.

The polarization signals observed|by Stenflo & Keller (1987 Stenflo et al. (2000) in the
D, lines of Nar and Ban were considered enigmatic because these lines were egpecte
intrinsically unpolarizable. This is because they resudtrf transitions between an upper and a
lower level withd = 1/2 (J being the total angular momentum). Such levels cannot edomic
alignment, so that no linear polarization can in principiegroduced in these lines in weakly
magnetized regions of the solar atmosp@elm)wever, 100% of sodium and about 18% of barium
have hyperfine structure (HFS). Both sodiuf®N@) and the barium isotopes with HFEBa
and**’Ba) have nuclear spih = 3/2. In such isotopes, the upper and lowklevels of the
line transition thus split into two HF&-levels F = 1 andF = 2, with F the total, electronic
plus nuclear, angular momentum), which can carry atomgnatient. In fact, taking the HFS of
sodium into account, Landi Degl’lnnocenti (1998) conclddieat if there is a substantial amount
of atomic alignment in the ground level (i.e., in the lovker= 1 andF = 2 levels of the sodium
D; and D, lines), then a significan®/| signal is produced in the fine. In his investigation of
the sodium doublet, Landi Degl'lnnocenti (1998) consideitee unmagnetized case and assumed
frequency-coherent scattering and a constant pumpingtradifield within each D-line.

1The second solar spectrum is generally expressed throegtatio between the Stokes paramet@randl, with
the reference direction for positiv@ parallel to the nearest solar limb.

2An atomic level is said to be aligned when sublevels witledent values ofM| (M being the magnetic quantum
number) are unevenly populated. When the upperanower level of a line transition is aligned, then the engary
radiationis in general linearly polarized, even in the alogeof a magnetic field (e.g., Landi Degl'Innocenti & Landolfi
2004).



—-3-

In Landi Degl’'Innocenti’s (1998) modeling of the sodium Dne, the ensuind)/| profile
vanishes if the alignment of the groufdlevels is destroyed. Such lowErlevels are long-lived
and therefore their atomic alignment is very sensitive foodErizing mechanisms, such as elastic
collisions with neutral hydrogen atoms godthe Hanle &ect of very weak (mG) non-vertical
magnetic fields. Accordingly, Landi Degl’'Innocenti (199®)ncluded that th€/I signal detected
by |Stenflo & Keller (1997) in the sodium 0ine implies that depolarization does not occur in
the lower solar chromosphere (where the line-core of thauso®-lines originates), which would
seem to rule out the existence of tangled magnetic fields tindlmed, canopy-like fields stronger
than 0.01 G. He also pointed out that this iffidult to understand because there is substantial
evidence from other types of observations for both typesagmetic field. This paradox was later
reinforced by detailed theoretical investigations on tregnetic sensitivity of the D-lines of Na
(Trujillo Bueno et al. 2002; Casini et al. 2002) and of BéBelluzzi et al. 2007), as well as on the
depolarizing role of elastic collisions with neutral hydem atoms (Kerkeni & Bommier 2002). It
is also noteworthy that the scattering polarization prafiléained by Landi Degl'lnnocenti (1998)
is antisymmetric, in contrast with the symmetric peak obseby Stenflo & Kellerl(1997), but in
agreement with the observations of other researchers (sgkolBueno 2009, for a review).

The physical mechanism discussed in this Letter does nalireethe presence of atomic
polarization in the lower level. Indeed, we will show thatgmpperly taking into account HFS and
partial frequency redistribution (PRDJfects, even without any atomic polarization in the (long-
lived) lower F-levels, the scattering of anisotropig{ine radiation in the solar atmosphere can
produce significant linear polarization in the [Ihes of Bar and Nat.

2. Thephysical problem

We model the intensity and linear polarization profiles af t lines of Ban and Nair by
solving the full non-LTE radiative transfer problem for poked radiation in one-dimensional
semi-empirical models of the solar atmosphere, taking PRE s into account. To this aim, we
apply the redistribution matrix approach outlined in Bedu& Trujillo Bueno (2012), which can
be applied also to the case of a two-level atom with HFS, utideassumptions that the lower
levels are unpolarized and infinitely sharp. As previouségdssed, these approximations appear
to be suitable since the lower level of the hes of Ban and Na is the (long-lived) ground level.
We recall that our redistribution matrix is given by the Bmeombination of two terms, which
describe purely coherent scatterii®y Y and completely redistributed scatteririg,() in the atom
rest frame, respectively.

We investigate the Dline of barium accounting for the contribution of all its sevstable
isotopes. The two odd isotopes¥a and**'Ba, both with nuclear spih = 3/2) are described
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through a two-level model atom with HFS, the five even isosqjadout 82.18% in abundance) are
described through a two-level model atom without HFS. Théri2 of sodium is modeled through
a two-level model atom with HFS (sodium has a single stalo®fse 2Na, with| = 3/2).

As clear from the Grotrian diagram shown in the left paneliguFe 1, in the isotopes with
HFS, each uppéf-level can be excited from the two lowErlevels through two transitions that
are very close in frequency (about 70 mA apart in the bariwtofges with HFS, and about 20 mA
apart in sodium). Due to such small frequency separatianasumption that the pumping ra-
diation field is the same in the two HFS transitions appeatsetan excellent approximation for
modeling these lines. However, under this hypothesis, asdming that the lower level is unpolar-
ized, no atomic polarization can be produced in the upptavels, and therefore no polarization
can be obtained in the emergent radiation. This can be seeex&mple, from the statistical
equilibrium equations for a two-level atom with HFS derived.andi Degl’'Innocenti & Landolfi
(2004, hereafter LLO4). Under the hypothesis of unpolaripsver level, such equations can be
analytically solved, and the multipole components of thesity matrix of the upper levels result
to be given by

N, B DD B~ )

K F ) F’ = i 1 L+Fp+Fy+Q
po(Fu. FL) N 2+ 1 Ay = Jp) + 2xive, g, ;( )
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whereA(J, — J;) andB(J, — J,) are the Einstein cdBcients for spontaneous emission and
for absorption, respectivelyy is the total number density of atoni¥, is the number density of
atoms in the lowed-level, andvg, g, is the frequency separation between the HFS lelgland
F/. Since the incident field (described in Equation (1) throtlgh radiation field tenso@é(vo),
see Equation (5.157) of LLO4) is assumed to be constantatimes/arious HFS transitions (this is
one of the hypotheses the theory described in LLO4 is basgdtampossible to perform the sum
overF,, thus obtaining

N, V3(@2F, + 1)(2F; + 1) B(J, — Ju)
N 21 +1 A(Ju - Jg) + 27'l'iV;:u’|:(J
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Observing that the first §symbol in the second line of Equation (2) vanishes)fpe 1/2 andK =

2, we immediately see that under the above-mentioned hgpe#) no atomic polarization (either
alignment orF-state interference, both being described by the multipofeponents withk = 2)
can be induced in the uppErlevels of the 0 line transition. Indeed, in the previous investigations
on this line, in which the pumping radiation field was assuneeble identical in the various HFS

_1)1—J[+I+F(J+K+Q

P(Kg(Fw Fl) =
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transitions, either because the investigation was caoigdy applying the complete frequency
redistribution (CRD) theory presented in LLO4 (5ee Trajllueno et al. 2002), or because this was
assumed by definition, though considering coherent saagt¢see Landi Degl'Innocenti 1998),
the authors concluded that the only way to obtain a scatigraarization signal in the core of the
D, line is by assuming that a given amount of atomic polarizeiggpresent in the lower level.

In this investigation, on the contrary, we neglect lowerelepolarization but we take into
account, through thB, term of the redistribution matrix, that the pumping radiatfield can, in
principle, be diferent in the various HFS transitions (see the right paneigiré 1 for the case
of barium). Although such élierence is in many cases very small, we find that this allowsiato
polarization to be induced in the uppefevels, giving rise to an appreciable polarization signal
the core of the Dline (see the next section). According to this physical na@edm, the amplitude
of the linear polarization signal produced in the line is expected to be higher when the HFS
splitting of the lower level is larger.

The two-level atom models (either with or without HFS) calesed in this investigation do
not allow us to take quantum interference between the uppevels of the [ and D, lines into
account. This physical ingredient can actually be safegjlewted for the investigation of the Ba
D, line, since it is about 380 A away from,Dbut it is known to play an important role in the
modeling of the Na D-lines, which are only 6 A apart. On the other hand, an ateuradeling
of the scattering polarization in the B&D; and D lines would require to account for the radiative
and collisional coupling of the upper levels of such linemiie metastabkDs,, and?Ds), levels.
This coupling, which is not present in neutral sodium sinnckes not have such metastable levels,
cannot be accounted for within our two-level atom modeliAg.we shall see below, in spite of
such limitations, our approach is suitable to show that tiygsggal mechanism identified in this
investigation might be of key relevance for understandimggenigmatic B line polarization.

3. Reaults

Figure 2 shows the emergent Stokesnd Q/I profiles of the Bar D, line calculated in the
semi-empirical model C of Fontenla et al. (1993; hereaFat,-C model).

The profiles in the left panel of Figure 2 have been calculatele limit of CRD, following
the theoretical approach of LLO4. As discussed in Sectianthjn the framework of such theory,
the absorption of radiation from an unpolarized lower l@aginot induce any atomic polarization
in the upper-levels and therefore the;0ine must behave as intrinsically unpolarizable. Indeed,
as shown in the lower left panel of Figure 2, the lihe only produces a depolarization of the
continuum polarization level (our calculations accoumttf@ contribution of a coherent polarized



continuum).

The right panels of Figure 2 show the results of PRD caloati In this case, through tifg
term of the redistribution matrix, we account for the exaetjiency dependence of the pumping
radiation field within the R line. As expected, no signal is obtained if oA¥Ba (which is devoid
of HFS) is considered (see the dotted line). However, if thetribution of the small fraction
(~ 18%) of the barium isotopes with HFS is taken into accoungrespicuous polarization signal
is obtained for a line-of-sight (LOS) with = 0.1 (u being the cosine of the heliocentric angle).
The Q/I signal shows a large positive peak (about 0.45%) slightheghifted with respect to
the line center, and a smaller negative peak (ab@ut5%) slightly redshifted. Suc®/l peaks
decrease, though remaining significant, for largealues.

As can be noted by comparing the top panels of Figure 2, thieeStoprofile is not very
sensitive to PRD féects, except at the very line center where the PRD calculafines slightly
smaller intensity values. Particularly interesting, oa tther hand, is the significant broadening
of the Stoked profile produced by the small fraction of barium isotopeshwit-S (compare the
solid and dotted lines).

The results of Figure 3 are also noteworthy. The bottom psimelvs theQ/I profiles calcu-
lated in three dterent semi-empirical models of the solar atmosphere (thpéeature structure of
such models is plotted in the upper panel). As can be obsgihve@/| signals are not very tfer-
ent. This small sensitivity to the thermal model is good ndvexause th€/I signal of the Bar
D, line produced by the physical mechanism discussed in $e2tis sensitive to the upper-level
Hanle dfect and therefore to magnetic fields in the gauss range.

In Figure 4, we show the results that we have obtained for thienB of Nar. The sensitivity
of the Q/1 signal of this stronger line to the thermal model is morece#ble, with the (relatively
cool) FAL-X model producing the largest peaks. S@gH peaks are much weaker than those
observed by Stenflo & Keller (1997) and than those obtaingtierBan D, line. The calculated
Q/I1 signals are much weaker in sodium than in barium because FE$dglitting of the ground
level is about four times smaller in Na

4. Concluding comments

Two physical mechanisms able to produce a scattering gatésn signal in the Naand Bau
D, lines have been identified up to now. HFS is a fundamentakuntignt in both of them. Such
physical mechanisms are not mutually exclusive, and aregily at work simultaneously in the
solar atmosphere, especially in the case of the Dialine.
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One mechanism is that pointed out by Landi Degl’'lnnoceribfl), which requires the pres-
ence of a substantial amount of ground-level polarizatiés. clarified by Trujillo Bueno et al.
(2002), this mechanism, which operates even when the pywptiation is constant within the
D lines (see also Casini etlal. 2002), requires taking intmant the absorption of anisotropic
radiation in the B line (whose upper level has= 3/2) and to assume that depolarizing mecha-
nisms do not completely destroy the atomic alignment tadpul ation pumping produces in the
long-lived lowerF-levels. Under such circumstances, the atomic alignmetheoower and upper
F-levels of the O line (and therefore its scattering polarization signad sensitive to the same
(mG) magnetic field strengths.

In this Letter, we have shown that the absorption and soagterf anisotropic R-line radia-
tion within the solar atmosphere can directly produce lipedarization in the R line, without any
need for ground-level polarization. This is possible if dalees into account that the solag-Iine
radiation has a non-negligible spectral structure ovesstiwt frequency interval spanned by the
HFS transitions. The fact that small variations of the purgpiadiation field between very close
HFS transitions is able to create a significant amount of et@wlarization in the uppéef-levels
of the D lines is certainly an unexpected and important result. BseltingQ/I signals are not
so easily destroyed by elastic collisions grdnagnetic fields.

The amplitude and shape of the calculat@d profile of the Ban D; line are similar to
the observed ongisee Figure 5 of Stenflo & Keller 1997). The main discreparmycerns the
slightly redshifted peak, which reaches a negative valubertheoretical profile, while it remains
positive in the observation. In our opinion, such discreyatoes not invalidate our conclusion that
the physical mechanism we have discussed in this Letter raayKey ingredient for explaining
the enigmatic linear polarization of the BaD; line. This is because our Bamodel atom does
not include the metastabf®;, and?Ds, levels, which may have a significant impact on the D
line polarization (see Manso Sainz & Trujillo Bueno 2003ncerning the Ca IR triplet).

The amplitudes of th&/I profiles observed in the Dines of Nar and Bau are of the same
order of magnitude, but the calculat€! signal of the Na D, line is one order of magnitude
smaller. This is due to fact that the HFS splitting of the grdlevel of sodium is about four times
smaller than that of barium. We believe that this discrepamith the observation does not rule
out the possibility that the physical mechanism describetis Letter may play a key role also for
explaining the enigmatic linear polarization of the N line. We plan to include in our modeling
the quantum interference between thevels pertaining to the two uppérlevels of the sodium

3Although the calculated amplitude is in reality larger ththe observed one, they can be easily brought into
reasonable agreement by taking into account the spectesramg produced by the limited spectral resolution of the
observation an@r depolarizing mechanisms.
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doublet. This additional physical ingredient will probglrfluence the shape of th@/1 profile,
even in the neighborhood of the sodium Iihe core. In addition to this, we believe that if there
is a non-negligible amount of ground-level polarizatidren the physical mechanism discussed in
this Letter should induce a larg€)/1 signal.

Financial support by the Spanish Ministry of Economy and @etitiveness and the Euro-
pean FEDER Fund through project AYA2010-18029 (Solar Mégneand Astrophysical Spec-
tropolarimetry) is gratefully acknowledged.
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Fig. 1.— Left panel: Grotrian diagram showing the fine stuuet(FS) and HFS levels considered
in our atomic models of sodium and of the barium isotopes WH$ (splittings are not drawn to
scale). The FS and HFS components of theliDe transition are drawn on the diagram. Right
panel: anisotropy (expressed through the ratio betweeditnd JJ components of the radia-
tion field tensor) of the solar radiation across theBB; line at 800 Km in the FAL-C model
atmosphere (the height where the line center optical deptinity for a LOS withy = 0.1). The
vertical lines indicate the wavelength positions of therfBifS components of’Ba, and of the
FS component of*®Ba.
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Fig. 2.— Left: intensity (upper panel) an@/l (lower panel) profiles of the Ba D; line, as
calculated by applying the CRD theory presented in LLO4,satering the FAL-C atmospheric
model, and a LOS witlp = 0.1. The solid line represents the solution obtained by camnsid the
contribution of all the seven isotopes of barium. The dotieel represents the solution obtained
by assuming that 100% of bariumi¥Ba (which is devoid of HFS). Right: same as left panels,
but for PRD calculations.
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Fig. 3.— Upper panel: variation of the temperature with heig the semi-empirical models C and
F oflFontenla et al (1993), and in the semi-empirical modegd kalso known as FAL-X) of Avrett
(1995). Lower panel: PR/I profiles of the Bar D, line calculated in the same atmospheric
models, for a LOS withu = 0.1.
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Fig. 4.— PRDQ)/I profiles of the Na D, line calculated in the semi-empirical models C and F
of Fontenla et al. (1993), and in the semi-empirical modgbNalso known as FAL-X) of Avrett
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