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ABSTRACT

The spectra of singly ionised Strontium and Yttrium (Sr ir and Y 1) have been proposed as identifications of certain spectral
features in the AT2017gfo spectrum. With the growing demand for NLTE simulations of Kilonovae, there is a increasing need
for atomic data for these and other r-process elements. Our goal is to expand upon the current set of atomic data for r-process
elements, by presenting transition probabilities and Maxwellian-averaged effective collision strengths for Sr 1 and Y 1. The
Breit-Pauli and DARC R-matrix codes are employed to calculate the appropriate collision strengths, which are thermally averaged
according to a Maxwellian distribution to calculate excitation and de-excitation rates. The Tarpis and CoLRADPY packages are
subsequently used to perform LTE and NLTE modelling respectively. A complete set of transition probabilities and effective
collision strengths involving levels for Sr 11 and Y 11 have been calculated for temperature ranges compatible with kilonova plasma
conditions. Forbidden transitions were found to disagree heavily with the Axelrod approximation, an approximation which is
currently employed by other models within the literature. Theoretically important spectral lines are identified with both LTE
and NLTE modelling codes. LTE simulations in TARDIS reveal no new significant changes to the full synthetic spectra. NLTE
simulations in CoLRADPY provide indications of which features are expected to be strong for a range of regimes, and we include
luminosity estimates. Synthetic emission spectra over KNe densities and temperatures reveal potentially interesting spectral lines
in the NIR.
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1 INTRODUCTION energy levels and Einstein A-coefficients are required for basic LTE
analysis with the more computationally demanding collisional data
for excitation, ionization and recombination required for NLTE radia-
tive transfer modelling. It is now well known that as the NSM ejecta
expands with increasing time and decreasing density and tempera-
ture, the KNe transitions from Saha equilibrium LTE to NLTE and
in order to investigate its spectral evolution a full NLTE treatment is
required. Pognan et al. (2023) showed that even as little as a few days
post merger the disparities between LTE and NLTE opacities could
be as large as several orders of magnitude for specific r-process ion
stages. In addition, NLTE modelling of Au1by McCann et al. (2022)
identified that the metastable level populations can deviate quite sub-
stantially from their LTE proportions at conditions relevant to NSM
events. Indeed excitation from these metastable levels can dominate
direct excitation from the ground state. These changes coincide with
the transition from an absorption to an emission spectrum marking
the changeover to the nebular phase (Hotokezaka et al. (2021)) where
the conditions are also insufficient to maintain LTE level populations.

The merger of neutron stars is speculated to be a major source of rapid
neutron-capture (r-process) elements. This has been proposed theo-
retically in publications such as Lattimer et al. (1977) and confirmed
observationally by a series of X-Shooter spectra for the AT2017gfo
kilonova (KNe) taken daily from about 1.5 days post merger (Smartt
et al. (2017); Pian et al. (2017)). These series of spectra cover wave-
lengths from the ultraviolet to the near-infrared and track the evolu-
tion of absorption and emission features in the transient. Confirma-
tion of a well identified P Cygni spectral line of Sr 11 at approximately
1um was found by Watson et al. (2019) and a further discovery of a
760nm Y 11 P Cygni line in AT2017gfo was identified by Sneppen &
Watson (2023). These findings are important as P Cygni lines pro-
vide vital information on the composition of the merger ejecta, the
velocity of the explosion and also act as a probe to investigate the
geometry and abundance stratification of the KNe ejecta. These two
recent publications provide further motivation for the work presented
here.

To accurately model the neutron star merger (NSM) in either Local A major hindrance to the KNe modelling is the lack of complete

Thermodynamic Equilibrium (LTE) or non-LTE (NLTE), a signif-
icant amount of atomic data pertaining to the ion stages of interest
are necessary inputs for the radiative transfer codes. Inputs such as
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and spectroscopic datasets for the r-process ions of interest, particu-
larly in the availability of electron-impact excitation rates, photoion-
ization cross sections and radiative recombination rates. For many of
the high-Z species of interest there is either a significant paucity of
data available or no data at all. There has, however, been a flurry of
activity in the community since the recent AT2017gfo KNe event in
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an attempt to rectify this. A good example is the systematic opacity
calculations of Tanaka et al. (2020) who computed atomic structure
calculations for the first three ionization stages of the r-process ele-
ments from Fe (Z=26) to Ra (Z=88). In this work the HULLAC code
was utilised to calculate the energy levels and transition rates used
to compute the bound-bound opacities of r-process elements to ul-
timately understand the elemental variation in neutron star merger
events. The authors, however, do not claim to provide spectroscopic
accuracy for the atomic structure data, their goal was to provide a
complete set of data for opacity calculations. The detailed spectral
features in the X-Shooter spectra of AT2017gfo can only be iden-
tified correctly with accurate, spectroscopic atomic datasets. This
point was emphasised by Shingles et al. (2023) who presented self-
consistent 3D radiative transfer simulations of NSM spectra. They
found that major differences appeared in the resulting KNe synthetic
spectra when spectroscopic energies were adopted in the models for
ions in the first r-process peak, Sr, Y and Zr.

For the two ions of interest in this paper, Sr r and Y 11, a full liter-
ature search reveals the following available data. In the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology (NIST) ASD database (Kramida
et al. (2023)) there are 71 energy levels and 33 transition probabili-
ties for lines between 178.4 - 1091.5nm for Sr 1. The energy levels
and A-values were compiled from the works of Sansonetti (2012),
Moore (1952) and Wiese & Martin (1980). A re-evaluation of some
transition probabilities was subsequently performed by Kramida (un-
published 2016) for ASD v5.4. Collisional data for Sr 11 is much more
scarce. An early LS calculation by Burgess et al. (1989) produced
Maxwellian averaged rate coeflicients from distorted-wave collision
strengths for transitions among the lowest three LS terms only. Duan
et al. (2013) reported electron-impact broadening parameters and
shifts for some spectral lines in Be 11, Sr 1 and Ba 11 required for
elemental abundance analysis in solar and stellar atmospheres. The
most useful atomic dataset currently available in the literature was
produced by Bautista et al. (2002) to investigate St 11 emission in the
ejecta of Eta Carinae. Excitation rates and radiative transition prob-
abilities were computed for transitions among the lowest 12 levels of
Sr 1. Unfortunately the datasets for both the collision strengths and
effective collision strengths were not published and the temperature
range for the excitation rates was 5000 - 20 000K, higher than those
required for the current KNe modelling.

For Y 11 considerably more radiative data is available in NIST, 236
energy levels experimentally measured by Nilsson et al. (1991) and
A-values for 66 lines with wavelengths between 311.2 and 788.2nm.
The transition probabilities were measured by Hannaford et al. (1982)
by combining laboratory measurements of radiative lifetimes and
branching ratios. Interestingly, the most prominent Y 11 line identi-
fied by Sneppen & Watson (2023) is located at 788.19nm just on
the edge of the available NIST data. In addition, Biémont et al.
(2011) used the Hartree-Fock method including core-polarization
effects (HFR+CPOL) to compute oscillator strengths and A-values
for 84 transitions in Y 11 in the wavelength range between 224.3 and
1060.5nm. These calculations were extended using the same method
by Palmeri et al. (2017) to include configuration interaction terms up
to n=10 to compute radiative data in the extended wavelength range
194 to 3995nm. It should be noted that experimental lifetimes of the
upper levels were used in this work to rescale the A-values and it is
these rescaled values that are recommended by the authors. Colli-
sional data for excitation and ionization is scarce for Y II. Smirnov
(2001) measured excitation cross sections for 32 spectral lines of
Y II at energies up to 200eV. The spectral range considered in this
work was 224-540nm. Pognan et al. (2023) performed NLTE KNe
modelling using excitation rates computed using the Axelrod (1980)
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and van Regemorter (1962) approximations. The use of such approx-
imations has been subsequently shown by Bromley et al. (2023), for
all three ionization stages of Pt, to systematically underestimate the
effective collision strengths for both forbidden and allowed lines. The
paper concludes that such approximations are not well suited for use
in KNe-like modelling conditions, at least for Pt 1, 1 and m1. In addi-
tion, collisional radiative models that incorporated these Axelrod and
van Regemorter rates systematically underpopulated the metastable
levels and overpopulated the excited states when compared to data
that was produced by a full close-coupling R-matrix treatment. These
findings again provide compelling evidence and a strong motivation
for the current work.

It should also be emphasised that the atomic data presented in
this work has applications outside of the NSM modelling and will
be useful in several diverse research areas. For example, a recent
publication by Storm & Bergemann (2023) performed a NLTE anal-
ysis of strong diagnostic lines of Y 11 in the spectra of cool stars
and discuss the implications of Y as a galactic chemical clock. A
further paper by Storm et al. (2024) measured solar abundances of
Y and Eu and found that including 3D NLTE effects in the Y II lines
increased the solar Y abundance by ~ 0.2 dex compared to 1D LTE.
In addition, Alexeeva et al. (2023) determined NLTE Y abundances
in a large sample of 65 well studied F-G-K dwarfs and subgiants to
use in chemical evolution studies and heavy element enrichment of
the interstellar medium. Finally, Naslim et al. (2011) detected lines
from the low ionization stages of the r-process elements Sr, Y, Zr and
Ge in the spectrum of the hot subdwarf LSIV-14°116 which yielded
measured abundances between 3 and 4.6 dex above the solar value.
These overabundances have since been confirmed for other hot sub-
dwarfs Feige46 and PHL417 by Dorsch et al. (2020) which raises the
question of the contribution from these elements to the opacity and
structure of the stellar atmosphere. There has been additional effort
to spectroscopically study metal-poor stars with r-process signatures
in dwarf galaxies. Notable examples include the faint dwarf galaxy
Reticulum II (Frebel 2019) and with strong Sr absorption observed
in J0246-1518 (Hansen et al. 2018; Frebel & Ji 2023).

The present publication is structured as follows. In Section 2 the
atomic models used in the Sr i1 and Y 11 computations are dis-
cussed. Radiative data such as target energy levels and A-values for
transitions among these levels are compared with all known values
currently available in the literature. In Section 3 collisional cross
sections from the electron-impact excitation scattering calculations
are presented for a selection of transitions as well as Maxwellian
averaged effective collision strengths for temperatures of relevance
to KNe modelling. A comprehensive dataset of every Maxwellian
averaged transition shall be made availiable at OPEN-ADAS (2024).
In Section 4 new 1D TarDIs LTE radiative transfer spectra computed
using this new atomic data, are presented and discussed in detail. In
Section 5 the atomic data for both systems are included in a full NLTE
collisional radiative model to investigate the population dynamics of
the levels, potential temperature and density diagnostic lines as well
as the photon emmissivity co-efficients for a wide range of wave-
lengths. Finally in Section 6 a summary and some conclusions are
drawn.

2 ATOMIC STRUCTURE - SR II AND Y I MODELS

The target models used to generate the Sr 11 and Y 11 energy levels
and Einstein A-values for transitions among these levels were com-
puted in this work using either the fully relativistic crasp? or the
semi-relativistic AUTOSTRUCTURE packages. Several models were in-
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vestigated for both systems using both codes and the best model for
each was retained for the collision computations.

The Grase? package was developed initially by Grant et al. (1980)
and later published by Dyall et al. (1989). This fully relativistic code
solves the multi-configurational Hartree-Fock equations to determine
an optimised set of atomic orbitals using the variational principle to
compute the minimum energy of the Hamiltonian. By implementing
the Multi-Configuration Dirac Hartree Fock Method (MCDHF) we
can solve the Time Independent Dirac Equation (TIDE),

Hp¢ = E¢, €y

to obtain the Dirac wavefunctions and the energy eigenvalues E of
the Hamiltonian, Hp given by (in atomic units)

N 7 N 1
HD:Z(ca-p,-+(ﬂ—14)c2——_)+ Z —. ©)
i1 il iSge T
where a and § are related to the set of Pauli spin matrices, 14 is the 4 X
4 identity matrix, Z is the atomic number, c is the speed of light, p is
the momentum operator defined as p = —iV, r; denotes the position
of electron i and r;; = | r; — rj | is the inter-electronic distance. In
this work, the Extended-Average-Level method is employed which
weights the diagonal elements according to the statistical weight
2J+1. A variational procedure optimises the trace of the Hamiltonian.
The semi-relativistic AUTOSTRUCTURE package was initially devel-
oped by Eissner (1991) but was significantly modified by Badnell
(1986) and Badnell (1997). This code incorporates an N-electron
Breit-Pauli Hamiltonian given by

Hpp =HNR +HRc (3)
where Hp g contains the non-relativistic operators
N N 1
lv2 _ Z
HNR:Z(_EVI' _r_i)+ -, (4)
. i
i=1 i>j=1

and Hgc contains the one-body relativistic correction operators
(mass correction, Darwin and spin-orbit) given by

2, N 2 N 2, N
_CYZ li'sl' (07 Z 4 a“Z 2(1
i=

=1 T A=
where /; and s; are the single-electron orbital and spin angular mo-
mentum operators respectively. Adopting a Thomas-Fermi-Dirac-
Amaldi model potential with scaling parameters A,,; for each nl or-
bital the AUTOSTRUCTURE code generates a set of orbital parameters
for use in the structure calculations.

Table 1 lists the valence orbitals and configurations included in
the wavefunction representations of the analagous Hydrogen-like Sr
i1 and Helium-like Y 11 targets respectively. The Sr i1 model is built
up from twenty-two orbitals up to and including n=8s (1s, 2s, 2p, 3s,
3p, 3d, 4s, 4p, 4d, 4f, 5s, 5p, 5d, 5f, Sg, 6s, 6p, 6d, 7s, 7p, 7d and
8s). A total of 22 configurations were included in the wavefunction
expansion giving rise to 298 individual fine-structure levels. Con-
figurations including single promotions from the 4p orbital into the
higher n=5 and 6 shells were included to provide additional config-
uration interaction (CI) to improve the energy levels. For Y 1 the
target model comprised twelve orbitals up to and including n=5d (1s,
2s, 2p, 3s, 3p, 3d, 4s, 4p, 4d, 5s, 5p, 5d) and 13 configurations which
gave rise to 2642 fine-structure levels. Single promotions from the
3d shell added some additional CI to improve the energy separations.
The model for Sr i1 was generated using AUTOSTRUCTURE Whereas the
Y 11 model was generated in crasp as these optimally represented
the systems under investigation. It should be noted that these target

Structure Models
Sr it Model 4pt4d 4pbaf
- 22 configs 4p°5s 4p®5p
AUTOSTRUCTURE 4pb5d 4p®6s
4pb6p 4pb6d
4p©7s 4p®7p
4p®7d 4pO5sf
4p©5g 4p©8s
4p>5s4d 4p>5s4f
4p35s2 4p35s5p
4p35s5d 4p>4d6p
4pS4fep 4p35p6p
Y 1 Model 3d104524p05s2 3d104s24p04d5s
- 13 configs 3d104524p04d? 3d104524p05s5p

Grasp? 3d'04s24p%4d5p
3d104524p05s5d
3d104524p05d?
3d104s24p*4dsd3
3d104524p05p5d

3d!94524p0sp?
3d%4s24p05s5d2
3d04524p35d3
3d104s24p04d5d

Table 1. The configurations included in the wavefunction expansions for the
aurosTrRUCTURE model for Sr IT and the Grasp® model for Y II.

models were kept to a computationally manageable size in anticipa-
tion of the electron-impact excitation calculations to follow, as the
dense matrix manipulation associated with the increased number of
coupled channels scales to a cubed power in the collisional work.

The target state energies for the first 24 levels of Sr 11 and the
lowest 30 levels of Y 11 are presented in Tables 2 and 3 respectively.
Comparisons are made with the data available in NIST (Kramida
et al. 2023) and the differences in Rydbergs (1 Ry = 109,737.316
em™!) listed. In Table 2 the majority of the Sr 11 energy separations
are within approximately 0.01 Ry or less with the greatest difference
of 0.02 Ry occurring for the 4p66p ng 2 and 2P‘5’ 1’ levels indexed at
levels 9 and 10. A similar picture emerges for the Y 11 target energies
listed in Table 3 where the greatest disparities of approximately 0.03
Ry and 0.04 Ry are found for the 4d> 'S state (index 17) and the
higher lying 5s5p 1po Jevel (index 30) which was found to mix
heavily with the lower lying 4d5p 'P° state. The close conformity
between predicted and observed energy levels for both systems is
graphically displayed in Figure 1 for Sr i and Figure 2 for Y m.
It should be noted that the thresholds included in both these target
models including levels up to = 0.5 - 0.6 Ry (= 6.5 - 9 €V) cover the
temperature range of interest in KNe modelling.

A further test to gauge the accuracy of the target state wavefunction
representations presented above for Srirand Y 11is to compare known
values of the Einstein A-values for transitions among the target levels.
The evaluation of these transition rates are dependent on accurate
energy separations as any disparities in the transition energy AE are
scaled by (AE)> for the dipole allowed E1 and M1 transitions and
(AE)? for quadrupole lines. To alleviate this, the current A-values are
recalculated using the spectroscopically accurate NIST values listed
in Tables 2 and 3 according to,

AENIST
AECalculated
with the quadrupoles similarly multiplied by the ratio to the power
5. This ensures that the A-values are computed using energies which
have been shifted to their spectroscopically accurate energy values.

3
Aj_i(Shifted) = ( ) Aj_i(Unshifted), )

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2024)
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Index Config Term J NIST Present Diff
Ry 22-config Ry

1 4pb5s 28 0.5 0.00000  0.00000 —
2 4p4d 2D 1.5 0.13264  0.14294 0.0103
3 4p4d  ’D 2.5 013520  0.14581 0.0106
4 4pb5p  2p° 0.5 021611 022215 0.0060
5 4pb5p  2p° 1.5 022341 022957  0.0062
6 4pb6s %S 0.5 043501  0.45144 0.0164
7 4p5d 2D 1.5 0.48558 050065  0.0151
8 4p%5d D 25 048637  0.50126 0.0149
9 4pb6p  2P° 0.5 050821  0.48645  -0.0218
10 4pb6p  2P° 1.5 051084  0.48897  -0.0219
11 4pbaf  ZF° 35  0.55578  0.56287  0.0071
12 4pbaf  ZF° 25 055579  0.56287 0.0071
13 4p7s %S 0.5 0.59200  0.60746 0.0155
14 4p6d 2D 1.5 0.61531  0.63008 0.0148
15 4p6d 2D 25 061568  0.63031 0.0146
16 4p7p  2p° 0.5 062585  0.64034  0.0145
17 4p7p  ?P° 1.5 062711  0.64134  0.0142
18 4pS5f  2F° 25 0.64760  0.66277 0.0152
19 4p05f  2F° 35 0.64760  0.66277 0.0152
20 4p®5g  2G 3.5 0.65026  0.66396  0.0137
21 4pb5g %G 45  0.65026  0.66396 0.0137
22 4p%8s %S 0.5 0.66739  0.68195 0.0146
23 4p®7d 2D 1.5 0.68000  0.69434 0.0143
24 4p°7d 2D 2.5  0.68020  0.69445 0.0142

Table 2. The 24 lowest energy levels in Rydbergs for the present 22 config-
uration AUTOSTRUCTURE model compared to the values available in the NIST
Database (Sansonetti 2012; Moore 1952). The differences are presented in
Rydbergs.
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Figure 1. The lowest 24 energy levels in Ry computed using the present 22
configuration model for Sr 11 compared to the values available in the NIST
database (Sansonetti 2012; Moore 1952).

In Figures 3 and 4 we present a comparison of all known literature
A-values for the E1 and M1 allowed lines among the lowest 24 levels
of Sr 11 and the lowest 30 levels of Y 11. Evidently there is a paucity
of available data for the Sr i ion with only five lines published
by Bautista et al. (2002) and the only other available data comes
from the Kurucz (1995) database from their gfemq3801.all and
gfemq3901.all repositories. For the strongest lines, however, there
is reasonable agreement between the theoretical predictions with
the main outliers coming from the weaker lines. It should also be
noted that the accuracy of the A-values given in the NIST database
range from AA - D (2-50%) for many of these lines. The situation
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Index Config Term J NIST Present Diff
Ry 13-config Ry

1 552 Is 0 0.0000  0.0000 —

2 4d5s 3D 100077  0.0071 0.0006
3 4dss 3D 2 00095  0.0087 0.0008
4 4d5s 3D 3 00132  0.0118 0.0014
5 4d5s D 2 0.0300  0.0293 0.0007
6 442 3F 2 00729  0.0757 -0.0028
7 442 3F 300759  0.0780  -0.0021
8 442 3F 4 00797  0.0809  -0.0013
9 442 3p 0 0.1265  0.1388 -0.0123
10 442 3p 1 0.1277 0.1397 -0.0120
11 442 3p 2 0.1285 0.1411 -0.0126
12 442 p 2 0.1352 01589  -0.0238
13 442 e, 4 01429  0.1634  -0.0205
14 5s5p  3P° 0 02136  0.1908 0.0229
15 5s5p  3P° 1 02167  0.1939 0.0227
16 5s5p  3P° 2 02246  0.2017 0.0229
17 442 Is 0 02285 0259  -0.0312
18 4dsp  'D° 2 02383  0.2180 0.0203
19 4dsp  3F° 2 02481  0.2292 0.0189
20 4dsp  'p° 1 02508  0.2383 0.0125
21 4dsp  3F° 302509  0.2326 0.0183
22 4dsp  3F° 4 02587 0239 0.0191
23 4dsp  3D° 1 02606  0.2448 0.0158
24 4d5p  3D° 2 02618  0.2449 0.0169
25 4d5p  3D° 3 02662  0.2488 0.0174
26 4dsp  3p° 0 02921 0.2855 0.0065
27 4dsp  3p° 102927  0.2860 0.0067
28 4dsp  3p° 2 02942 0.2869 0.0072
29 4dsp P 3 03038 03123 0.0085
30 5s5p  lp° 1 04061 04509  -0.0448

Table 3. The 30 lowest energy levels in Rydbergs for the present 13 configu-
ration GRAsPO model compared to the values available in the NIST Database
(Nilsson et al. 1991). The differences are presented in Rydbergs.
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Figure 2. The lowest 30 energy levels in Ry computed using the present 13
configuration model for Y 11 compared to the values available in the NIST
database (Hannaford et al. 1982).

for Y i is much better with A-value computations from Biémont
et al. (2011), Palmeri et al. (2017) and Kurucz (1995) available
for comparison. Figure 4 depicts a better linear representation for
the E1/M1 comparison with NIST showing reasonable conformity
among all the theoretical predictions. The accuracy of these A-values
is very important in any modelling, whether LTE or NLTE.
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Sr 11 lines
a Index E; Lower Ej Upper Aji s h

(nm) Gi-J) (em™) Level i (em™) Level j NIST Present Kur95 Baut02
407.89 1-5 0.000  4p°5s2Sy;,  24516.65  4pS5p 2P, , LAIE+08  158E+08  1.41E+08  1.50E+08
416.30 4-6 2371519 4p®5p 2PS 4773653 4p56s2S;,  6.50E+07  7.49E+07  6.52E+07 -
421.67 1-4 0.000  4p%5s2S;, 2371519  4p®5p2P° , 1.28E+08  1.44E+08  1.26E+08  1.35E+08
430.67 5-6  24516.65 4p°5p 2P5 n 4773653 4pS6s2S;,  1.40E+08  1.45E+08  1.40E+08 -
474.37 6-17 4773653  4pP6s?Sy,  68817.12  4p®7p?P§ P - 2.12E+06  8.93E+05 -
477.49 6-16  47736.53  4p%6s?S;;,;  68679.34  4pS7p2PS n - 1.65E+06  8.77E+05 -
964.53 1120  60990.04  4pS4f2FS 7135780 4p55g %Gy - 2770E+06  2.64E+06 -
96453 11-21  60991.34  4pS4f °F; 7135780 4p55g %G/ - 7.58E+07  7.40E+07 -
964.65 1220  60991.34  4pb4f2Fg 7135780 4pS5g %Gy - 730E+07  7.13E+07 -
1003.94 2-5 1455590 4p%4d’Ds;,  24516.65  4pSsp2P; , LOOE+06  LIOE+06  9.97E+05  9.93E+05
1033.01 3-5 1483624 4pS4d’Ds;,  24516.65  4pSsp2P; ,  870E+06  922E+06  8.79E+06  7.88E+06
1087.62 9-13  55769.70  4pS6p 2P} 5 64964.10 4p57s 282 - 1.87E+07  1.99E+07 -
1091.79 2-4 1455590 4pS4d2Ds;, 2371519 4pS5p2PS ,  TAGE+06  8.61E+06  7.46E+06  6.94E+06
112281 10-13  56057.90  4pS6p 2P; 5 64964.10 4p57s 28 - 3.56E+07  3.61E+07 -

Table 4. Representative sample of Sr II spectral lines. The transition probabilities A j—,; calculated here are compared with those available on the NIST database
(Kramida et al. 2023; Reader et al. 1980; Brage et al. 1998) and the calculations of Kurucz (1995); Bautista et al. (2002).

Y 1 lines
a Index E; Lower Ej Upper Aji s™hH
(nm) (i-§) (cm™) Level i (cm™h) Level j NIST Present Kur95 Biell Pall7
540.43  12-29 14832.86 4d®'D,  33336.72  4d5p 'F3 - 1.91E+07 142E+07 1.54E+07  1.50E+07
547.49  10-28 1401827  4d?3P; 3228342 4d5p3P, 4.30E+06  7.22E+06 4.25E+06  7.34E+06  5.28E+06
548.23 9-27 13883.38  4d?3Py  32124.05 4d5p3P;  7.60E+06 1.01E+07 7.57E+06 1.05E+07 7.10E+06
549.89 11-28 14098.07  4d23P, 3228342 4d5p3P,  1.15E+07 231E+07 1.16E+07 2.12E+07  1.62E+07
551.14 6-18  8003.13  4d?3F, 2614725 4d5p'D, 4.24E+06 242E+06 4.29E+06 2.12E+06  4.60E+06
554.62  10-26 1401827  4d%3P;  32048.79 4d5p3Py  1.76E+07 3.11E+07 1.76E+07 3.20E+07  2.22E+07
55475  11-27 14098.07 4d%3P,  32124.05 4d5p3P;  5.80E+06 127E+07 5.74E+06 1.08E+07  8.30E+06
566.45  13-29 1568290 4d2'G,  33336.72  4d5p 'F3 - 7.27E+07  7.19E+07  6.57E+07  6.31E+07
661.56  11-25 14098.07 4d23P, 2921396 4d5p3Ds;  1.70E+06  3.72E+06  1.69E+06  3.22E+06 2.21E+06
679.72 9-23 13883.38  4d?3P, 2859528  4d5p 3D - 1.15E+06  1.74E+06  1.41E+06  1.20E+06
679.73  10-24 1401827  4d*3P;  28730.00 4d5p>D, - 273E+06 251E+06  2.70E+06  1.73E+06
683.44  11-24 14098.07 4d?3P,  28730.00 4d5p3D, 3.30E+05 7.19E+05 3.28E+05 3.89E+05  3.16E+05
686.01 10-23 1401827  4d23P; 2859528  4d5p°>D; - 7.97E+05 9.02E+05 9.70E+05  6.67E+05
689.79  11-23  14098.07 4d23P, 2859528  4d5p3D; - 320E+05  1.52E+05 9.84E+05  2.01E+05
72662  12-23 1483286  4d2!'D, 2859528 4d5p3D;  1.30E+06 8.01E+06 1.33E+06 3.16E+06  8.93E+05
733.50 9-20 1388338  4d?3P,  27516.69 4ds5p'P; - 6.66E+05  5.52E+04  4.33E+05  3.90E+04
74523 11-20 14098.07  4d%3P,  27516.69  4d5p 'P, - 3.59E+04  3.63E+05 1.45E+06  6.80E+05
788.41 12-20 14832.86  4d®'D, 2751669 4d5p'P;  1.00E+07 8.66E+06 9.63E+06  8.74E+06  1.04E+07
3033.82 1-5 0.00 55215, 3296.18  5s4d D, - 8.44E-04  9.49E-04 - -
4071.69 2-5 84020 5s4d3D;  3296.18  5s4d 'D, - 420E-03  5.72E-03 - -
444227 3-5 104508 5s4d3D,  3296.18  5s4d 'D, - 5.94E-04  8.05E-04 - -

Table 5. Representative sample of Y II spectral lines. The transition probabilities A j,; calculated here are compared with those available on the NIST database
(Kramida et al. 2023; Hannaford et al. 1982) and the calculations of Kurucz (1995); Biémont et al. (2011); Palmeri et al. (2017) .

To investigate this further we present in Table 4 a selection of
strong dipole important lines which have been identified as useful
in astrophysical modelling. For Sr 1 we concentrate on the observed
lines in Eta Carinae discussed by Bautista et al. (2002), which origi-
nate from resonant emission produced by transitions among the first
five levels, 4p65s, 4p64d and 4p®5p. In addition, to identify absorp-

tion features in the X-Shooter spectra of the KNe AT2017gfo Watson
et al. (2019), sought weak lines, blueshifted by 0.1 - 0.3c, in the two
wavelength windows 390 - 500 nm and 900 - 1160 nm in the rest
frame. Sr 1 features were found at restframe wavelengths between
1000 - 1100 nm, the most prominent of which was centred close to
1050 nm. All (allowed) transitions that lie within these wavelength
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Figure 3. Einstein A-values for all E1 and M1 dipole transitions among the
lowest 24 levels of Sr 11 computed by the present 22-configuration AUTOSTRUC-
TURE model (red), those available in the Kurucz (1995) database (blue) and
those computed by Bautista et al. (2002) (yellow), compared to the values
available in the NIST database (Wiese & Martin 1980).

1.00E-+10 g——rrrmy—r—rrrmm—r—rrmr——rrmm——r e
£ Biemont (2011) ]
E |+ Palmeri (2017)
£ Kurucz (1995) s 1
—.: 1.00E+08¢ | » Y II Present 13 config . o
é é . ("?'.' .
| r 4
< LOOE+06 ¢ 4 :
: P
z
1.00E+04 &
L P! T TR A YT R A W U TR S A U R TT] [ SRV TR
1.00E+04 1.00E+06 1.00E+08 1.00E+10

Literature A-Values (s_])

Figure 4. Einstein A-values for all E1 and M1 dipole transitions among the
lowest 30 levels of Y 11 computed by, the present 13-configuration GraspO
model (red), Biémont et al. (2011) (green), Palmeri et al. (2017) (blue),
Kurucz (1995) (yellow), compared to the values available in the NIST database
(Hannaford et al. 1982).

windows are tabulated in Table 4 and excellent agreement is found
between all datasets. For the case of Y 11 the lines chosen are the
strongest E1 lines that fall in the mid to near ultraviolet (200 - 400
nm) as well as those listed in the AT2017gfo P Cygni line analysis
work of Sneppen & Watson (2023) These strong dipole transitions are
among the 4d? and 4d5p levels in the visible with a mean wavelength
in the range 760 - 770 nm (LTE-weighted) with the most prominent
feature located at 788.19 nm. There is also the possibility of Y 11
line identifications occurring at longer wavelengths, possibly in the
near to intermediate infrared, but this has yet to be confirmed by any
modelling. The lines of interest are for transitons between 4d? levels
and the higher lying 4d5s and 4d5p states. The strongest of these
lines lie in the wavelength range 800 nm to 4 um and are included in
the A-value tabulations for Y 11 in Table 5. The agreement between
all five datasets is excellent for the majority of the transitions listed, a
few outliers exhibit a more satisfactory agreement but it is not always
consistent as to which theoretical model produces the anomaly.

As a final test to confirm the accuracy of these target models, we
consider the radiative lifetimes of the target states of both Sr 1 and Y
11. In Table 6 we present the radiative lifetimes for a selection of Sr 11
and Y 1 states and compare with a comprehensive set of recent exper-
imental measurements from the literature. This list is not exhaustive
and only those states with reasonably long lived lifetimes which have

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2024)

Index Config T Present (ns) 7 Expt (ns)
Sru
2 4p%4d ?Ds 5 3.828 (4.3520.04)%¢
(4.35£0.04)3%
3 4p54d *Ds 3.448 (3.72+0.25)%¢
(4.08+£0.22)3P
4 4p®5p 2P} n 6.55 7.39 + 0.07¢
5 4pS5p 2P; P 5.94 6.63 + 0.07¢
11 4pbaf 2F; 12 3.05 2.97 +0.05¢
12 4pf4f?Fg ), 3.07 3.09 = 0.064
Ynu
26 4dsp *P; 2.19 2.8+0.2¢
27 4dsp 3PS 2.20 2.8+0.2¢
28 4dsp *P; 223 2.6+0.2¢
29 4dsp 'F; 432 4.7+0.3¢
30 5s5p PS 0.96 1.2+0.2¢
31 4d5d 'F; 2.41 2.4320.10F
32 4d5d 3D, 2.60 2.60£0.15F
33 5p% 'Fy 1.25 1.77+0.09F
34 4d5d 3D, 2.64 2.53+0.10S
35 5p2 3p, 1.24 1.92+0.10F
36 4d5d 3G; 2.15 2.53+0.15
37 4d5d 3Ds 2.62 2.64+0.15F
38 4d5d 3Gy 2.15 2.45+0.15F
39 5p2 3P, 1.54 2.29+0.10F
40 4dsd 'p, 2.75 2.64+0.105
41 5p% 3Gs 2.20 2.59+0.105
42 4d5d 'D, 2.59 4.36+0.205
50 4d5d 3p; 1.93 1.30+0.071
51 4d5d 3P, 1.91 1.23+0.05

Table 6. The radiative lifetimes 7 (ns) for some selected states of Sr 11 and
Y 1. The superscripts denote the attributed sources of experimental values a
- Mannervik et al. (1999), b - Biémont et al. (2000), ¢ - Madej & Sankey
(1990),d - Pinnington et al. (1995), e - Biémont et al. (2011), f - Palmeri
etal. (2017). ()8 denotes the value to be in standard notation of x103

been measured experimentally are considered. The agreement be-
tween theory and experiment for all states presented gives additional
confidence in the theoretical models adopted in this work.

3 ELECTRON-IMPACT EXCITATION COLLISION
CALCULATIONS

The electron-impact excitation calculations presented in this paper
were computed within the framework of the close-coupling R-matrix
method, a detailed description of which can be found in Burke (2011)
and will not be repeated here. In summary R-matrix theory divides
configuration space into two distinct regions, the inner and outer
regions. These regions are separated by an R-matrix boundary at r =
a, which is chosen to completely enclose the most diffuse orbital and
hence the charge distribution of the N-electron target. This boundary
thus acts as an interface between the two regions. The R-matrix is
defined as,

N+1

Z wir(a)wji(a)
ENY - E

1

RijZ%

; @)

where £ ]I(V *+1 are the eigenenergies of the (N +1) Hamiltonian, E is the
energy of the incident electron, and w; are the surface amplitudes.
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In the internal region, electron exchange and short range correlation
effects between the incident electron and the target are strong and
cannot be neglected. In the external region the free electron moves
only in the long range potential of the target and hence electron
exchange and correlation effects can be ignored. The suite of R-
matrix packages allows for the computation of the electron-impact
collision strengths, €, j, for excitation from some initial level i to
some final level j. These collision strengths are related to the cross
section o, j by the relation,

2

giks
Q= —leTi—q‘, ®)

nag

where g; is the statistical weight of the initial state, k? is the energy
of the incident electron in Rydbergs, and a is the Bohr radius. Ef-
fective collision strengths (Y; ;) can then be evaluated by Maxwellian
averaging over a Boltzmann distribution of electron temperatures so
that,

Yi(Te) =/0 sziﬁje—ff/”ed(i), ©)
where the scattered electron has residual energy €;. The terms k
and T, are Boltzmann’s constant and the electron temperature (in
Kelvin), respectively. It is these Maxwellian averaged effective colli-
sion strengths that are commonly used by astrophysical and plasma
modellers in their diagnostic applications.

There are several variants of the R-matrix computer codes cur-
rently available for use in collision investigations, two of which are
used in the current calculations. The Sr 1 work was performed by
incorporating the 22-configuration model from AUTOSTRUCTURE into
the semi-relativistic Breit-Pauli suite of codes (Badnell 1986, 1997)
where the expansion of the target wavefunction is constructed in in-
termediate coupling and the spin—orbit operator is included in the
(N + 1)-electron Hamiltonian. For Y 1 the fully relativistic PDARC
(Parallel Dirac Atomic R-matrix Code) was adopted which permits
a fully relativistic jj coupled scattering calculation to be performed
by solving the Dirac equation with the Dirac Hamiltonian Norring-
ton (2004) and Norrington & Grant (1987). All of these computer
packages are freely available at Ballance (2020).

3.1 Sru

The 22 configuration model for Sr 11 gave rise to 298 individual fine
structure levels of which the lowest 24 were shifted to their spec-
troscopic positions compiled by NIST to ensure that the thresholds
were at their correct positions aiding the identification of lines for
spectral analysis. A total of 30 continuum orbitals were included for
each channel angular momentum and the R-matrix boundary radius
was set at 61.9 a.u. The R-matrix calculations were carried out for all
partial waves with total angular momentum 2J < 62 and the (N+1)-
Hamiltonian matrices had a maximum size of 51258 x 51258. For
the forbidden transitions these parameters are sufficient to ensure
convergence of the corresponding collision strengths. For the dipole
allowed transitions, however, it is necessary to include higher partial
waves 2J > 62. To estimate the contribution to the collision strength
from these higher partial waves a Bethe sum-rule (Burgess & Sheorey
(1974)) is adopted for the dipole transtions and for quadrupole and
higher it is assumed that the partial collision strengths form a geomet-
ric series as a function of partial wave. Finally the high energy Bethe
and Born limits were computed to check the validity of the collision
strengths at higher energies. A fine mesh of 12800 points with an
energy spacing of 7.81E-05 Ry was used for all partial waves 2J < 14

to fully resolve the resonance structure in the collision cross sections
for energies E < 1.0 Ry. For incident electron energies above this, 1.0
< E < 2.0 Ry, a coarser mesh of 1280 points and an energy spacing
of 7.81E-04 Ry was adopted. Finally, the infinite energy points for
dipole lines were calculated from the Einstein A-coefficients as de-
scribed by Burgess & Tully (1992) and for the non-dipoles the Born
approximation discussed by (Eissner 1991) was applied.

We present in Figure 5 the Maxwellian-averaged effective colli-
sion strengths as a function of electron temperature (K), for four
strong E1 dipole transitions previously highlighted in Table 4. The

lines chosen are the 407.89 nm (5s 28 /5 - 5p *P§ 15 1-5), the 430.67

nm (5p 2P§ /- 68 2835 5-6), the 1033.01 nm (4d ?Ds 5 - 5p 2P§

3-5) and the 1091.79 nm (4d *D35 - 5p *P} n
are representative strong lines in the visible or the near-infrared, re-
flecting the most interesting regions of the KNe spectrum. The NIR
lines in the bottom frames of the figure have been previously high-
lighted by Watson et al. (2019) as a Sr 11 identification in the KNe
spectrum. The atomic data associated with these lines will therefore
prove vital in any subsequent NLTE modelling of KNe and the con-
clusive identification of spectral features. There is currently no other
data available in the literature with which to compare these effective
collision strengths so as an accuracy crosscheck we have computed
the corresponding data from a smaller 16 configuration Breit-Pauli
model. For all four dipole transitions presented excellent agreement
between the two calculations is evident at all temperatures consid-
ered. This provides confidence in the data presented and indicates
convergence has been reached for the effective collision strengths
presented.

Approximate excitation rates can also be computed using the van
Regemorter (1962) formula which expresses the effective collision
strength as,

Y;j = (2.39E+06)P(») > A igi (10)

2

2-4). These transitions

where A is the wavelength in cm, y = E;;/kT with E;; the tran-
sition energy and P(y) is a tabulated function for singly-ionised
species shown in van Regemorter (1962) which is interpolated for
the requested temperature range. This approximation has been used
for allowed (electric dipole, E1) transitions in calculations made by
large scale modelling codes such as sumo (Pognan et al. 2022) and
ARTIS (Shingles et al. 2019). For additional comparison, we also show
in Figure 5 the effective collision strengths computed using this ap-
proximation for all four transitions considered and a mixed bag of
results is evident. In general, the van Regemorter formula gives re-
sults of the correct order of magnitude and temperature dependence
but appears to either under or overestimate the effective collision
strength on a transition by transition basis.

For the forbidden transitions such codes employ a further approx-
imation developed by Axelrod (1980), so that

Y;j =0.004g;g;, 1)

where g; and g; are the statistical weights of the lower and upper
levels respectively and the formula is notably independent of tem-
perature. In Figure 6 we present the comparison for four forbidden
lines among the lowest lying levels of Sr 11, namely the 687.00 nm
(58 2813 - 4d 2D )5, 1-2) , 674.04 nm (5s %Sy - 4d ?Ds 5, 1-3),
209.49 nm (5s 2S5 - 4d 2S5, 1-6) and 187.36 nm (5s %Sy - 5d
2D5/2, 1-8) spectral lines.

Clearly the Axelrod approximation systematically underestimates
the effective collision strengths by more than two orders of magnitude
for all temperatures considered. These approximations are commonly
used procedures in large scale modelling codes for the mass produc-
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Figure 5. Effective collision strengths for four Sr II EI transitions selected from Table 4. The transitions shown are 5s 2 2 = 5p 2P§‘ 2 (1 —5,2=407.89

nm), 5p Zpg/z — 65285 (5 — 6,1 =430.67 nm), 4d >Ds, — 5p 213‘;/2 (3 —>5,4=1033.01 nm) and 4d D3, — 5p 2P, (2 — 4, A = 1091.79 nm). Two
RMBP calculations are shown with 22 and 16 NRCSFs respectively. Additionally, the approximation techniques of van Regemorter (1962) is shown.
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Figure 6. Effective collison strengths for four Sr II forbidden transitions selected from Table 4. The transitions shown are 5s 2S, 2—4d 2D, ;2 (1 —2,1=0687.00
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RMBP calculations are shown with 22 and 16 NRCSFs respectively. Additionally, the approximation techniques of Axelrod1980 is shown.
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Temperature (K)

1.00E+03  2.00E+03  5.00E+03  1.00E+04 2.00E+04 4.00E+04  5.00E+04  7.00E+04  8.00E+04  1.00E+05
Index Effective Collision Strengths

1-2 3.03E+00  3.22E+00 3.56E+00 3.40E+00 2.98E+00 2.60E+00 2.52E+00 247E+00 2.47E+00 2.48E+00
1-3 375E+00  4.33E+00 5.00E+00 4.79E+00 4.23E+00 3.74E+00 3.64E+00 3.59E+00 3.59E+00 3.62E+00
1-4 4.57E+00 4.73E+00 5.26E+00 6.08E+00 7.44E+00 9.57E+00 1.05E+01  1.19E+01 1.25E+01  1.34E+01
1-5 8.35E+00  8.84E+00 1.00E+01 1.17E+01  1.43E+01 1.83E+01  2.00E+01 2.28E+01  2.39E+01  2.56E+01
2-3 1.36E+01  1.42E+01 1.49E+01 1.38E+01 1.17E+01  9.36E+00 8.63E+00  7.60E+00  7.22E+00  6.64E+00
2-4 2.05E+01  2.09E+01 220E+01 236E+01 2.62E+01 3.00E+01 3.14E+01 3.34E+01 3.41E+01 3.50E+01
2-5 6.61E+00  6.75E+00  7.08E+00 7.48E+00 7.85E+00 8.16E+00 8.28E+00 8.46E+00 8.51E+00  8.54E+00
3-4 4.57E+00  3.80E+00 3.11E+00 2.85E+00 2.59E+00 2.19E+00 2.05SE+00 1.85E+00 1.78E+00  1.66E+00
3-5 3.66E+01  3.77E+01 4.00E+01 4.30E+01 4.76E+01 5.39E+01 5.63E+01 5.98E+01 6.11E+01  6.26E+01
4-5 5.30E+00 5.34E+00 5.51E+00 5.84E+00 6.09E+00 6.11E+00 6.11E+00  6.15E+00  6.18E+00  6.21E+00

Table 7. Effective collision strengths as a function of electron temperature for transitions between
be made available at OPEN-ADAS (2024).

the first five fine structure levels of Sr II. A full dataset will

Temperature (K)

1.00E+03  2.00E+03  5.00E+03  1.00E+04 2.00E+04 4.00E+04 5.00E+04  7.00E+04  8.00E+04  1.00E+05

Index Effective Collision Strengths
1-2 1.18E+00  9.66E-01 7.64E-01 6.69E-01 5.96E-01 5.15E-01 4.87E-01  443E-01  4.26E-01 3.96E-01
1-3 1.69E+00  1.45E+00 1.21E+00 1.09E+00 9.72E-01  8.39E-01  7.94E-01  7.27E-01  6.99E-01  6.53E-01
1-4 1.88E+00  1.75E+00  1.57E+00  1.45E+00 1.31E+00 1.14E+00 1.08E+00  9.89E-01 9.51E-01 8.88E-01
1-5 1.64E+00  1.70E+00  1.72E+00 1.76E+00  1.72E+00 1.61E+00 1.59E+00 1.58E+00 1.59E+00  1.63E+00
2-3 7.38E+00  6.88E+00  6.11E+00 5.41E+00 4.58E+00 3.74E+00 3.50E+00 3.18E+00 3.07E+00  2.89E+00
2-4 4.22E+00 4.18E+00 4.03E+00 3.77E+00 3.32E+00 2.74E+00 2.56E+00 2.28E+00 2.17E+00  1.99E+00
2-5 3.14E+00  2.98E+00 2.84E+00 2.79E+00 2.62E+00 2.24E+00 2.10E+00 1.88E+00  1.80E+00  1.66E+00
3-4 1.04E+01  1.02E+01  9.60E+00  8.83E+00 7.71E+00 6.41E+00 6.00E+00 5.42E+00 5.20E+00  4.86E+00
3-5 5.14E+00 4.91E+00 4.62E+00 4.38E+00 3.93E+00 3.33E+00 3.14E+00 2.85E+00 2.73E+00  2.55E+00
4-5 6.95SE+00  6.55E+00 6.03E+00 5.61E+00 4.98E+00 4.25E+00 4.03E+00 3.69E+00  3.55E+00  3.33E+00

Table 8. Effective collision strengths as a function of electron temperature for transitions between the first five fine structure levels of Y II. A full dataset will be

made available at OPEN-ADAS (2024).

tion of such excitation data and given the comparisons discussed
above caution on their use is advised, particularly for forbidden lines.

32YII

For the case of Y 11 the 13 configuration model consisted of a total
of 2642 individual fine structure levels but only the lowest 30 were
retained in the close-coupling expansion of the scattering wavefunc-
tion. The retention of these low lying levels was sufficient for the
KNe modelling of interest. Similar to the Sr 11 case, all 30 levels were
shifted to their spectroscopic positions observed by NIST to enable
accurate line identification. The R-matrix boundary was set at 18.08
a.u, 25 continuum orbitals were included for each channel angular
momentum, the R-matrix calculations were carried out for all partial
waves with total angular momentum 2J < 79 and contributions to the
collision strength from higher partial waves 2J > 79 were included
as described for Sr 11. A fine mesh of 25000 points with an energy
spacing of 1.0E-04 Ry was used to fully resolve the resonance struc-
ture in the collision cross sections across the energy range of interest
0-2.5 Ry.

We present in Figure 7 the Maxwellian-averaged effective collision
strengths as a function of electron temperature (K), for four strong
El dipole transitions previously highlighted in Table 5. The lines
chosen are the 661.56 nm (4d® 3P, - 4d5p D3 11-25), the 788.41
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nm (4d? 'D; - 4d5p 'P{ 12-20), the 554.62 nm (4d* P - 4d5p
387 10-26) and the 549.89 nm (4d* 3P, - 4d5p 3P 11-28). The top
panel lines (661.56 and 788.41 nm) were chosen as they were listed
in the AT2017gfo P Cygni line analysis work of Sneppen & Wat-
son (2023) and represent strong dipole transitions prominent in the
visible wavelength region. The lower panel transitions (554.62 and
549.89 nm) were chosen as they were found to be two strong E1 lines
responsible for the most transitions, as a fraction of all transitions,
between 400-800 nm when we perform LTE Tarpis modelling of
the kilonova as 100% Y in Section 4 of this paper. As was the case
for Sr 11 there is currently no other data available in the literature
with which to compare these effective collision strengths so we again
compare with the corresponding data from a smaller 8 configuration
fully relativistic DARC model. Good agreement between the two cal-
culations is evident at all temperatures considered with the exception
of the 788.41 nm line where differences of on average 20% are found
across the temperatures of interest. On investigation it was found that
the upper level for this transition , conventionally labeled as 4d5p
IPT (level 20), shows a significant contribution in the corresponding
eigenvector from the 5s5p 1P‘lJ configuration. In the smaller 8 con-
figuration DARC model the jj-mixing purity was 57% whereas for
the 13 configuration model the purity of the upper state increased to
80% . This different percentage mixing of the levels along with the
differences in the corresponding A-values for this transition leads to
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the 20% disparty between the two models. The effective collision
strengths produced by the van Regemorter approximation are plotted
for comparison, underestimating for the 661.56 nm line, overestimat-
ing for the 554.62 nm line and producing satisfactory values for the
other two lines. Finally in Figure 8 we present the comparison for
four forbidden lines among the lowest lying levels of Y 11, namely the
11902.00 nm (552 'S - 4d5s 3Dy, 1-2) , 9568.69 nm (552 'S - 4d5s
3Dy, 1-3),6897.73 nm (552 'Sy - 4d5s 3 D3, 1-4) and 3033.82 nm (552
ISy - 4d5s 'D,, 1-5) spectral lines. Again we find that the Axelrod
approximation systematically underestimates the effective collision
strengths by more than two orders of magnitude for all temperatures
considered.

In Tables 3 and 8 we present the effective collision strengths for all
transitions among the lowest 5 levels of both Sr11and Y 11 computed at
electron temperatures in the range 1.0E+03 < T(K) < 1.0E+05. The
corresponding data for all other transitions considered are available
as supplementary data for each ion. In addition, for those modellers
who prefer non-Mawellian averaged collision strengths, the source
collision cross section data are also available from the authors on
request.

4 TARDIS 1D LTE RADIATIVE TRANSFER MODELLING

In this section, we present a differential comparison of synthetic
spectra to quantify the impact of our new atomic data calculations on
KNe spectra. We use the Monte Carlo radiative transfer code TARDIS
Kerzendorf & Sim (2014); Kerzendorf et al. (2023) and compare to
the work of Gillanders et al. (2022), hereafter abbreviated to G22.
This approach allows us to quantify the impact of the atomic data
in models that contain a realistic treatment of the radiation transport
and that provide a good match to the X-Shooter observations of
AT2017gfo by Pian et al. (2017) and Smartt et al. (2017). We focus
on two epochs: 1.4 and 4.4 days post-merger. These were selected
as the photospheric approximation of a blackbody (as adopted by
TARDIS) remains well motivated at these phases (Gillanders et al.
2024) while also allowing investigation of how the impact of the
atomic data changes in time.

The models are constructed based on composition profiles adapted
by G22 from theoretical r-process nucleosynthesis calculations for
binary neutron star mergers (Goriely et al. 2011; Bauswein et al.
2013). We adopt the same set of model parameters found by G22
to provide the best match to X-Shooter observations of AT2017gfo
at our chosen epochs - 1.4 and 4.4 days post merger - to provide a
true comparison. Full details are contained within that work, how-
ever, for completeness we include a summary here. Simulations are
performed using Tarp1s v2024.01.08, using the full relativistic treat-
ment developed by Vogl et al. (2019) due to the high ejecta speeds
associated with kilonovae. In keeping with our aim to compare to
the work of G22, we use the same TarDIs settings: the dilute-LTE
approximation for excitation, LTE for ionisation, and MACROATOM
for line interactions. We adopt a power law density profile for our
models, of the form

1o 3 v -r
P(VJexp):,Do( ) ( ) (12)

Texp Vo

for ejecta velocities vy < v < vmax With constant values for pg, #q,
vg, I and vmax. For all models, the values of ¢y = 2 days, vy = 140000
km s_l, vmax = 0.35 cand I = 3 are used in keeping with the fitting
performed by G22 previously. Other parameters - fexp, continuum
temperature, vVpin, and the normalisation value for the density pro-
file pg - are used as shown in Table 9. Throughout our analysis we

change only the atomic data input into the simulations and the el-
emental composition of the ejecta. We construct a baseline atomic
dataset from the same sources detailed by G22 and an additional
atomic dataset where we exchange the data for Sr m and Y 11 - previ-
ously taken from the extended Kurucz data Kurucz (1995) - for the
data presented in this paper. We compare these two datasets across
different compositions. Initially, for illustrative purposes, we present
a composition comprised purely of the elements of interest, followed
by an exploration of the composition favoured by G22.

We initially construct two kilonova models rich in the elements of
interest: in one a pure Sr composition and pure Y in the other. Whilst
this is not a physically realistic composition, it allows for a clean
differential comparison on the effects of changing the atomic data for
these species and illustrates where the spectra are most sensitive to
changes in the atomic dataset. We hold all other parameters consistent
for simulations of both epochs as outlined above.

Figure 9 shows the sensitivity of the spectra to the changes in the
atomic data for our pure Sr and Y models. The figure illustrates the
relative insensitivity of the synthetic spectra to changes to the Sr data,
as calculations with the different atomic datasets for pure Sr models
are extremely similar, for both epochs. In contrast, the new Y data
result in clear changes to the spectra for the pure-Y model at both
epochs. The effect is most evident in the grey shaded region of around
550 nm in the 1.4 day epoch (top right panel), likely due to changes
in the strengths of the 4d” 3P, — 4d5p *P§ (11 — 28,1 = 549.89
nm), 4d*> 3F, — 4d5p 'DJ (6 — 18,4 = 551.14 nm), and 4d’
1G4 — 4d5p ng (13 — 29,1 = 566.45 nm) transitions, causing
them to blend and saturate the absorption in this spectral region.
Considering the bottom right panel of Figure 9, and the 4.4 day
epoch, a similar conclusion can be drawn for the difference in the
spectra in the shaded 670 nm region: likely caused by the 4d2 3P,
— 4d5p *DS (11 — 25,1 = 661.56 nm) and 4d” >P; — 4d5p *D§
(10 — 24,2 = 679.73 nm) transitions.

To understand the changes in the synthetic spectra comprised of
pure Y we compare both the A-values and the rates specific transi-
tions occur in this wavelength region for both datasets. For transi-
tions included in both this calculation, and the original Kurucz data,
we compare the A-values and find an average percentage change
of 85.8%. However, the transitions highlighted above show a much
smaller than average change in A-value: for example, the 566.45 nm
transition occurs with a high rate at the 1.4 epochs in our model,
but shows a percentage increase in A-value of approximately 1%
(Table 5). We additionally compare the total number of interactions
this line is responsible for in our models. Here we see an increase of
2.6% from the Kurucz dataset to our calculation. A similar pattern is
seen for all the lines highlighted above. We therefore conclude that
although these transitions are responsible for the most interactions in
our models, the consistency of their A-values across datasets means
they are unlikely to be responsible for a visible change to our syn-
thetic spectra. We instead look to other transitions in the surrounding
wavelength range with a more dramatic change in number of transi-
tions to explain the changes in spectral shape. In the region around
500 nm, we find two transitions with a large increase in the number
of interactions: the 4d% 'Sy — 5s5p 'P; (17 — 30,1 = 512.86 nm)
and 4d2 3Dy — 4d5p 3Ds (8 — 21, 4 = 532.23 nm) transitions, with
a 77.3 and 167.0% increase respectively. This is echoed by a change
in A-value for these lines, with an increase in this calculation against
Kurucz of 92.7 and 263.6%. From this we conclude that, although
there is little change to the A-values and therefore number of inter-
actions occurring for the strongest lines in our models, a substantial
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Model Parameters

Epoch (days)  Continuum Temperature (K)  vjuin (¢)  po (E-15gcm -3)
1.4 4500 0.28 12.0
4.4 3200 0.12 4.0

Table 9. Parameters used for all TARDIS models, selected to match the best fit models as explored by G22.

—— This work + Offset

SN
o

—— (22 dataset

Sr

FFA
&~
&

Flux (107" erg s~ cm =2 nm 1)

- N >
n o S S

- —

N

o,

o

<

7]

Sr

[a—
S

..h
S
[@N
1)
<
7]

o
W

Flux (107" ergs=! cm =2 nm~1)

5
=

1000 1500 2000

Wavelength (nm)

0 500

2500 0

7>A
S
& =<
S

1000 1500 2000 2500

Wavelength (nm)

500

Figure 9. Two TarDpIs models depicting the effects of changing the atomic data assuming a merger composed of pure Sr and pure Y. All other model parameters

are selected to match the work of G22. The spectra have been arbitrarily offset for visual clarity, by 1.5E+-11 erg s

-1 -2

ecm™2 nm~! for the 1.4 day epoch and

4.0E-12 erg s~! cm™2 nm~! for the 4.4 day time frame. Grey shaded bars indicate wavelength ranges of particular interest.

increase in interactions with multiple surrounding weaker lines is
likely responsible for the changes visible in our synthetic spectra.

We construct a model using a dataset built from the same sources
as outlined by G22, based on solar r-process abundances to serve
as a baseline for our comparisons. To show the effect of our new
calculations on the spectra, we create one further dataset using the
same sources for all other elements but replacing the previously used
Sr and Y data with that calculated in this work. Our atomic calcu-
lations and model are consistent with the findings of G22, however

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2024)

we note that our modelled flux is higher than that of the observations
of AT2017gfo and that of the synthetic spectra shown by G22. This
is due to recent improvements in the special relativistic treatment in
TARDIS (Vogl et al. 2019). Although the normalisation differs, the
spectral features remain consistent and our parameters are identical
to those used by G22. For consistency, we run both calculations with
the latest code version - including the updated relativistic treatment -
enabling us to present a true differential comparison. Comparing the
spectra presented in the top left panel of Figure 10, to observations
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Figure 10. Tarpis models of the full spectrum of AT2017gfo at 1.4 (top row) and 4.4 (bottom row) days post-merger. The left column displays the shape of the
spectra in comparison to observations of AT2017gfo published by Pian et al. (2017) and Smartt et al. (2017), with inset plots of the difference between using the
G22 dataset and the new calculation presented here. The observed spectra and that from the G22 dataset have been arbitrarily offset from the new calculation for

visual clarity, by ¥ 1.5E-16 erg s™! cm™2 nm~! at 1.4 days and ¥ 2.0E-17 erg s™! cm™2 nm™~! at 4.4 days. The right column shows the elemental composition
of the spectra.
from the 1.4 day epoch we see only a subtle effect - most notable in those obtained with the G22 atomic dataset, with only very small
the region surrounding the 810 nm Sr 11 feature identified by Watson changes visible in the difference plot. This can be understood since
et al. (2019) and in the region of peak flux - caused by the changed the contribution of Y in this model at this phase is minor (see G22
atomic data. This is most clearly visible in the inset difference plot. and Figure 10) and, as noted above, the differences in the atomic data
The peak of the blackbody becomes marginally rounder and broader, do not dramatically alter the Sr 11 feature. This is potentially due to
while the 810 nm feature becomes deeper. The sensitivity of this the evolving conditions in the expanding ejecta which changes the
feature to the change in atomic data presented here is in agreement strength of features. In particular, as shown by G22 for this particular
with the corresponding identification of the 4d — Sp transition array model, changes in density and ionisation mean that the contribution
of Sr 1 from Watson et al. (2019). of Y decreases significantly while other elements start to have a larger
impact: such as the dominance of line blanketing from lanthanide
For the G22 model at 4.4 days, spectra obtained with our new species (for discussion see G22).

atomic data are almost identical (within the Monte Carlo noise) to
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Although Figure 10 shows only small changes to the full spectrum
with the refinement of the atomic data set used in TArRDIS modelling
when compared to the work of G22, the pure Sr and pure Y com-
positions in Figure 9 highlight the potential sensitivity to individual
transitions. As such, refinements of the atomic data available will
become of even higher importance as models develop further, par-
ticularly with the aim of working in NLTE. Although generating full
synthetic spectra under NLTE conditions is beyond the scope of this
work, we find there will be non-negligible differences if switching to
a collisionally dominated domain, as investigated below.

5 COLRADPY NLTE COLLISIONAL RADIATIVE
MODELLING

Previous works have shown that, as the NSM ejecta expands with
increasing time and decreasing density and temperature, the KNe
transitions from LTE to NLTE. For example Pognan et al. (2023)
predicted that even a few days post merger the differences between
LTE and NLTE opacities could be as large as several orders of mag-
nitude for some r-process ion stages. In order to investigate the spec-
tral evolution of the KNe AT2017gfo, we present in this section a
NLTE analysis utilising the Generalized Collisional Radiative theory
(GCR) of Summers et al. (2006) which was based on the Collisional
Radiative theory of Bates et al. (1962). This theoretical modelling
approach has been scripted into a Python package, CoLRADPY, by
Johnson et al. (2019). This modelling package allows the energy lev-
els, A-values, effective collision strengths and most significantly the
excitation rate coefficients produced in the Sr 11 and Y 11 calculations
outlined above, to be employed in the modelling of a wide range of
plasma parameters to include electron temperature and electron den-
sity. In this paper, we will limit our modelling to conditions similar to
those of the electromagnetic counterpart of GW170817, AT2017gfo.
The modelling code CoLRADPY embodies the solution of the full
collisional-radiative equations,

dN;
d—[j = ZCijNi, 13)
i

where Cj; is the collisional-radiative matrix accounting for radiative
and collisional excitations/de-excitations which are employed in this
work. It can additionally include ionisation and recombination rates
we do not consider here. For astrophysical plasmas it is adequate to
quote the steady state, or quasi-static, solution.

To investigate the level populations we present in Figures 11 and
12 the fractional Sr 1 and Y 11 populations for the lowest 25 states
of each ion at electron temperatures of 7, = 0.25 eV and a range
of electron densities 100 < ne < 10! ¢cm™3. This temperature was
chosen based on the analysis of Gillanders et al. (2024) for Sr 1 and
Sneppen & Watson (2023) for Y 11. Also shown in these figures are
the corresponding LTE populations for the same temperature values.
Here, LTE is reached in the limit of large densities. LTE can also be
attained in the radiation-dominated phase in the early times of the
KNe, which is not accounted for in this model. The analysis here is
primarily concerned with the later collisionally dominated epochs.
Clearly, the departure from LTE populations occurs at a relatively
low index in the case of Sr i1 due to the fact that the first dipole
E1 transition occurs at index number 4. For Y 11, on the other hand,
LTE populations largely hold for the lowest 14 target levels after
which deviations from LTE appear significant when the first dipole
line appears at level index 14. However, it is noteworthy that these
deviations from LTE occur at around the same excitation energy
of ~ 0.2 Ry. At these level indices, it is clear that the density and
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Figure 12. Y 11 level populations at 7, = 0.25 eV = 2900 K and a range of
electron densities. The LTE populations are also shown.

collision rates are unable to outweigh the Einstein A-coefficients, and
LTE is unattainable for these levels.

To investigate further the deviation from LTE conditions, we
present in Figures 13 and 14 the ratio of the steady state (NLTE)
and the LTE populations as a function of electron density in em™3
for the low lying levels of Sr r and Y 1. Here we investigate a similar
parameter space to that of Gillanders et al. (2024), who calculated n,
in the regime of 106 — 108 cm~3 with 7, in the range of 0.25 - 0.4 &V
(2500 - 4500 K. In this work we consider a slightly larger temperature
range with 7, = 0.10, 0.25 and 0.55 eV (1100, 2900 and 6400 K).
For the case of Sr 11, both the 4p®4d 2D3 /2 and 4p4d 2D5 /2 states
exhibit significant departure from LTE populations, by up to a factor
of 10 for the lowest densities considered (106 cm_3) and across all
temperatures. For the 12 states considered for Y 11 it is clear from
Figure 14 that those with configurations 4d5s show no deviation
from LTE across the temperature and density ranges considered. In
contrast the higher lying levels with configuration 4d2 show devia-
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tions from LTE by nearly a factor of 5. We can therefore conclude,
and support the NLTE modelling of Au 1 by McCann et al. (2022),
that the metastable level populations can deviate substantially from
their LTE proportions at conditions relevant to NSM events. In addi-
tion, excitation from these radiatively metastable levels can dominate
direct excitation from the ground state.

In the remainder of this section we investigate the excitation photon
emissivity coefficient (PEC), often useful for predicting individual
spectral line emission. A PEC is a derived coefficient that is asso-
ciated with a single spectral line and its excitation component (the
full PEC is a combination of excitation, recombination and change
exchange components) is given by

e'XCltAj—)i

PECexcit - _J (14)

j—1

where N;’“ﬁt is the weighted population of the upper level j defined
so that

excit N J
N7 = N s)
where N is the population of the upper level and N is the population
of the ground state. As defined previously A;_,; is the Einstein A-
coeflicient for the transition from j to i and n, is the electron density
incm™3.

In Figure 15 we plot these PEC coefficients (in units cm® s~1)
as a function of wavelength (nm) from 0 to 5000 nm spanning the
spectrum from the UV to the IR. Three electron temperatures are
considered in the computations, 7, = 0.1, 0.25 and 0.55 eV, and
electron densities n, = 106, 107 and 108 cm™3 of relevance to KNe
modelling. Clearly there is significant line emission across the spec-
trum for both elements at the temperatures and densities of interest.
Particularly clear are three Sr 11 emission lines between 1000 and
1100nm, the 1003.94nm line corresponding to transition 2-5 , the
1033.01nm line for transition 3-5 and the 1091.79nm line for transi-
tion 2-4. This region of the spectrum corresponds to the wavelength
region where the well identified P Cygni spectral line of Sr 1 was
predicted by Watson et al. (2019) at approximately 1xm. Figure 16
focuses on the wavelength band 350 - 1200 nm at 0.25 eV where it
is seen that while these three Sr 11 are reasonably strong, in confor-
mity with Gillanders et al. (2024), we also predict strong emission at
~ 400 and 650 nm. These are due to the 1-5, 1-4, 1-3 and 1-2 lines
at 407.89, 421.67, 674.03 and 687.01nm respectively. As discussed
in the cited article, the prominence of the resonance lines at ~ 650
nm contrasts with the lack of strong features in observations and
potentially places constraints on the mass of Sr 11 in the kilonova, as
well as the geometry of the ejecta (Gillanders et al. 2024; Collins
et al. 2024).

Attempts were also made to probe the emission of the 788nm
line to which Sneppen & Watson (2023) attributed the 760nm Y
1 P Cygni feature in AT2017gfo. This wavelength region exhibits
dense line emission in Figure 15 so in an attempt to magnify this
region we plot in Figure 17 the PEC plot from 750 - 810 nm and
again the temperature used in the simulations was 7T, = 0.25 eV to
follow the modelling of Sneppen & Watson (2023). It is evident
that the strongest emission in NLTE modelling is not the 788.41nm
line (transition index 12-20) as there are several stronger lines in
this wavelength window, the strongest of which are the 790.62nm
(transition index 4-11) and the 807.32nm (transition 5-13). It is only
at a density of ~ 101 em™3 that the fractional population is high
enough for the transition indexed 12-20 to be the strongest line in
this wavelength window, a density which is unlikely in a KNe event
such as AT2017gfo. In high density LTE modelling, however, the
fractional population in comparison to ground is several orders of
magnitude stronger, and emission would then be consistent with the
findings of Sneppen & Watson (2023).

A recent publication by Gillanders et al. (2024) when modelling the
spectra of AT2017gfo, searched for potential candidate ions promi-
nent in the spectra. Emission features in the late phase spectra were
identified at ~ 0.79, 1.08, 1.23, 1.40, 1.58, 2.059 and 2.135um. The
intensities were computed with 7 = 0.4 eV and the computations
were based on data from Kurucz (1995). In Table 10 we list all the Sr
i and Y 1 transitions which emerged from their line analysis to in-
clude the wavelengths, transition index, lower and upper level terms
and energies. A comparison was made between the present Grasp?
A-values and Kurucz (1995) and excellent agreement was found for
all lines considered. The PEC plot covering the wavelength region
750-810nm has already been presented in Figure 17 and the lines

MNRAS 000, 1-20 (2024)



16  L.P. Mulholland et al.

T, =0.10 eV, n, =10% em 3

T,=0.25 eV, n, =10% em =3

T, =0.55 eV, n, =10% em 3

1076+ Y
— srll
10—8 4
10—10 4

10—12 4

10714 4 T T T T T T Jl

Yl 1 Yl
— Srli — Srll

i III il ||]| || |

T,=0.10 eV, n, =107 cm ™3

T

T,=0.25 eV, n, =107 em™>

T T T T

T,=0.55 eV, n, =107 cm ™3

1076 4 Yl
— Srll
10—8 4

10-10

PEC (cm® s71)

1012 ] |

10714 L

Yl 1 Yl
— Srli — Srll

T,=0.10 eV, n, =10% cm ™3

T,=0.25 eV, n, = 10% em >

T,=0.55 eV, n, =10% ecm ™3

1076 4 Yl
— Srll
10-8 4
10-10

10-12

10714 L

Yl 1 Yl
— Srll — Srll

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 O

2000

3000 4000 5000 O 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

Wavelength (nm)

Figure 15. The Photon Emmisivity Coefficients (PECs) are shown for transitions with wavelength between 0 and 5000nm for single element plasmas of both Sr
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Figure 16. The excitation Photon Emissivity Coefficients (PEC) for the 300-
1200 nm wavelegth window in both temperature and density space for Sr 1.

clearly match the predictions made by Gillanders et al. (2024) for
all three densities considered. To investigate the wavelength region
for the remaining lines we plot in Figure 18 the PEC coefficients
for wavelengths between 1290 and 1460nm, computed at the same
temperature 7 = 0.25 eV, and clearly evident is the presence of the
remaining 7 lines of interest, again at all three densities considered.
We extend this analysis by combining the calculated PECs with the
respective population calculations to obtain an estimate of the pho-
ton luminosity one might expect based on the NLTE data calculated
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PEC spectrum T.=0.25 eV
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Figure 17. The excitation Photon Emissivity Coefficients (PEC) for the 750-
810 nm wavelength window of Y 11 transitions in both temperature and density
space.

here. The photon luminosity is expressed as
PECi—; Mion

e s 1)
i N;excn Mjon

=n (16)
in units of photons per time. Here M;, is the total mass in the ejecta of
the particular ion, and mjq, is the mass of a single ion, and their ratio
in (16) simply gives the number of ions of this species in the ejecta.
This quantity was calculated at a temperature of 0.25 eV and electron
density of 10° cm~3and presented the final column of Table 10. A
mass of Mg, = My = 1073 Mg was employed. These parameters
were chosen to reflect the calculation of Gillanders et al. (2024).
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A Index E; Lower Ej Upper Aji ) L
(nm) (i-j) (cm™h i (em™h) J Present Kur95 (10501(?11%1’\:’1 ph s
O
Sr 11 lines
Allowed
407.89 1-5 000 5s2Sy;, 2451665  S5p?P§ , 1.58E+08  1.41E+08 5.93E-04
421.67 1-4 000 5528y, 2371519  5p?PY ,  144E+08  1.26E+08 4.81E-04
1003.94 2-5 1455590  4d2Ds;; 2451665  5p2PS ,  LIOE+06  9.97E+05 4.13E-06
1033.01 3-5 1483624 4d’Ds, 2451665  5p2P§ 5, 922E+06  8.79E+06 3.46E-05
1091.79 2-4 1455590 4d’Ds, 2371519 5p2P9 o S6IE+06  7.4GE+06 2.88E-05
Forbidden
674.03 1-3 000 5528y, 1483624  4d’Dy 5, 291E+00  2.56E+00 3.15E-02
687.01 1-2 000 5528y, 1455590  4d’D, 5, 262E+00  2.30E+00 2.48E-02
Y u lines
Allowed
661.56 11-25  14098.07  4d23P, 2921396 4d5p°D§  3.72E+06  1.69E+06 5.69E-07
67972 9-23 1388338  4d®°Py 2859528 4dSp>DS  LISE+06  1.74E+06 L.11E-07
679.73 10-24 1401827  4d*3P;  28730.00 4dS5p>D§  2.73E+06  2.51E+06 4.03E-07
683.44 11-24 1409807  4d?3P, 2873000 4d5p3D§  7.19E+05  3.28E+05 1.06E-07
686.01 10-23 1401827  4d*3P; 2859528 4dSp°D§  7.97E+05  9.02E+05 7.66E-08
689.79 11-23 1409807  4d*3P, 2859528 4dSp3DP  3.20E+05  1.52E+05 3.08E-08
726.62 12-23 1483286 4d2'D, 2859528 4dSp3D¢  8.01E+06  1.33E+06 7.70E-07
733.50 9-20 1388338  4d’*3P;  27516.69  4dSp P  6.66E+05  5.52E+04 1.34E-07
745.23 11-20 1409807  4d*3P,  27516.69  4d5p 'P0  3.59E+04  3.63E+05 7.22E-09
788.41 12-20 1483286 4d’!D, 2751669  4d5p !P  B.66E+06  9.63E+06 1.74E-06
Forbidden
754.27 2-11 84020 5s4d3D;  14098.07 4d23P, 1.82E-01  1.83E-01 2.87E-03
758.84 2-10 84020 5s4d3D; 1401827 4d23P;  8.72E-01  8.95E-01 8.74E-03
766.11 3-11 1045.08 5s4d3D,  14098.07 4d23P,  6.50E-01  6.71E-01 1.02E-02
770.82 3-10 1045.08 5s4d 3D,  14018.27 4d%23p, 145E-01  1.51E-01 1.45E-03
778.92 3-19 1045.08 5s4d3D,  13883.38 4d23pP;  1.66E+00  1.72E+00 6.11E-03
790.62 4-11 144975  5s4d3Ds;  14098.07 4d23p, 8.54E-01  8.77E-01 1.35E-02
795.64 4-10 1449.75 5s4d3D;  14018.27 4d23pP;,  6.94E-01  7.30E-01 6.96E-03
807.32 5-13 3296.18 5s4d'D, 1568290  4d? !G4  6.73E-01  7.41E-01 1.27E-02
1299.00 3-8 1045.08  5s4d 3D, 8743.32 4d23F,  2.13B-02  2.23E-02 2.33E-02
1335.50 2-7 84020  5s4d 3Dy 8328.04 4d23F;  2.23E-02  2.35E-02 2.40E-02
1371.07 4-8 144975  5s4d 3Ds 8743.32 4d23F,  8.09E-02  8.59E-02 8.84E-02
1373.07 3-7 1045.08 5s4d3D,  8328.04 4d23F;  4.78E-02  5.04E-02 5.15E-02
1396.08 2-6 84020 5s4d 3D, 8003.13 4d23F, 496E-02  5.28E-02 4.60E-02
1437.18 3-6 104508 5s4d3D,  8003.13 4d23F, 3.00E-02  3.22E-02 2.78E-02
1453.85 4-7 144975 5s4d3D;  8328.04 4d23F;  2.13E-02  2.31E-02 2.30E-02
3033.82 1-5 0.00  5s21s, 3296.18 5s4d 'D,  8.44E-04  9.49E-04 1.02E-02
4071.69 2-5 84020 5s4d 3D, 3296.18 5s4d'D,  4.20E-03  5.72E-03 5.09E-02
444227 3-5 1045.08 5s4d3D,  3296.18 5s4d'D,  5.94E-04  8.05E-04 7.19E-03

Table 10. The set of spectral lines highlighted for Sr 11 and Y 1. The transition probabilities A j_,; calculated here are compared with those available on the
NIST database and the calculations of (Kurucz 1995). Additionally presented is the predicted photon luminosity for a mass of 1073 Mg of Srrand 1073 Mg Y

11 at a temperature of 0.25 eV and electron density 10® cm™3 .

Clearly, the strongest emission flux emerges from the forbidden Y 1t
lines highlighted in the cited article. Furthermore, we note that the
photon flux estimated is comparable to the parametric fitting of the
observed spectra featured in Gillanders et al. (2024). In particular,
they report a flux for the 1.4um feature at +9.4 days of 8.46E+38
ergs s7h, corresponding to a photon flux of ~ 6.00E+50 s~!, which
is comparable to the presented photon fluxes around this wavelength
in Table 10. The contribution of lines from this table in the vicinity
of this wavelength corresponds to around 2.87E+49 ph s~!, making
it plausible that Y 11 provides an appreciable contribution to this
spectral feature. It is possible with further modelling with realistic
ejecta compositions may provide a more conclusive explanation of
this particular feature. In further congruence with Gillanders et al.

(2024), we also find that the the Sr 1 NIR triplet is significantly
weaker that the forbidden Sr 11 lines at ~ 650 nm for the conditions
considered (see Gillanders et al. 2024 for discussion of implications,
and possible role of clumpy ejecta in affecting these line ratios).

Finally, the existence or non-existence of useful temperature and
density diagnostic lines across the full wavelength range from the UV
to the IR is of particular interest to modellers and observers alike.
In this particular context, the expectation of line blending reduces
the practicality when compared with other astrophysical processes.
The usefulness can be further assessed based on the above flux cal-
culations. Nonetheless for completeness, in this section we probe
potential candidates for lines of Sr im and Y 11 which exhibit either
strong temperature or density dependence or both. We begin with
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PEC spectrum T.=0.25 eV
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Figure 18. The excitation Photon Emissivity Coefficients (PEC) for the 1290-
1460 nm wavelength window of Y 1 transitions in both temperature and
density space.

Y 1 as the fourth excited state 4d5s 1D2 proved interesting. Decay
to the states below this level, particularly transitions 1-5, 2-5 and
3-5, are visible at 3033.82nm, 4071.69nm, 4442.27nm respectively
in Figure 15. All three of these lines are visible at all temperatures
and densities considered and appear unblended with any nearby Sr 11
lines. In addition the 4-5 transition at 5415.82nm is also of interest as
its PEC is independent of temperature above 0.4 eV and is strongly
correlated with density. The PEC computed for all four of these lines
are presented in Figure 19 for a range of densities from 100 < ne <
108 cm™3 and a large temperature range of 7, = 0.1 and 1.0 eV.
Clearly these four lines would present excellent density diagnostics
for the Y 1 in the plasma but are not deemed useful for temperature
diagnostic work. Given these transitions all originate from the Sth
level (4th excited state), and because we know their branching ratios
and common upper population, we can determine whether opacities
play akey role in altering the calculated Y 11 densities and abundances
from observations. However, the discussed flux calculation at 0.25

&V finds 6.10E+50 (]OMTL) ph's~! for the 4071.69 nm, making its
[0}

observability questionable. Nonetheless, this line exhibits primarily
denisity dependent behaviour at a range of temperatures, and could
potentially be detected at earlier epochs.

The existence of useful lines for Sr 11 diagnostics were found to be
lacking in comparison. Whilst the 1-2 and 1-3 lines show a density
dependence at high temperatures the variation is quite weak. For
both Y 11 and Sr 11 the majority of lines show a positive temperature
dependence, however in most cases the growth over temperature is
not a useful metric and most PECs significantly drop off below 0.2 eV,
limiting their practicality in diagnosing the highly mixed composition
of the KNe spectrum.

6 CONCLUSION

New atomic data-sets have been computed for Sr i1 and Y 1. The
calculated energy levels and Einstein A-coefficients were found to be
in generally good agreement with other theoretical and experimental
results in the literature Biémont et al. (2011); Palmeri et al. (2017);
Kurucz (1995); Hannaford et al. (1982); Bautista et al. (2002). This
gives confidence in the optimised-one-electron orbtials and calcu-
lated eigenvectors carried forward to the collision calculations.

The R-matrix method was adopted in both the semi and
fully relativistic implementations for the pertinent electron-impact-
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excitation calculations. The corresponding Maxwellian-averaged-
collision strengths were calculated at a large range of temperatures,
and will be made publically available in the standard Apr04 format
at OPEN-ADAS (2024). Good convergence in the effective colli-
sion strengths was found when tested against smaller models, and
in general reasonable agreement was found in electric-dipoles when
additionally compared with the approximations of van Regemorter
(1962). By contrast, forbidden lines saw significant disagreement
between the set of R-matrix calculations and the approximate for-
mulae optimised for Iron species by Axelrod (1980). This highlights
a potential shortcoming in published NLTE simulations which have
employed these approximations. It has been highlighted previously
by Bromley et al. (2023) how populations may be misrepresented by
such underestimated collision strengths. With the demand for NLTE
KNe simulations growing, so too does the need for more robustly
calculated collision strengths via the R-matrix method.

The newly calculated atomic data-sets were employed ina 1D LTE
radiative transfer code TArRDIS, where general consistency was found
with the previous calculations of G22. In general, it was found that
100% composition models show sensitivity to individual transitions
for Y 1, with the Sr i1 data giving generally consistent results. Ad-
ditionally, the 4d — 5p transition array once again shows striking
contribution to the spectra in these simulations, supporting the iden-
tification from Watson et al. (2019). The emergence of these ~ 550
nm features from the 4d? — 4d5p transition array of Y 11 in the 100%
mass composition models is interesting - and reflects the difference
in atomic data, where the corresponding spectral lines have oscillator
strengths similar to that used by G22, whereas the surrounding lines
showed more significant change.

Basic NLTE simulations were carried out via a Collisional-
Radiative-Model (Bates et al. 1962) using the CoLRADPY (Johnson
etal. 2019) package. In general, it was found that already highlighted
El transitions, such as 4d — Sp transition array of Sr m (Watson
et al. 2019) and the 4d> — 4d5p transition array of Y 1 (Sneppen
& Watson 2023) contribute meaningful to the calculated optically
thin emission spectra, however forbidden Y 1 lines were dominant
in Kilonova conditions. With these forbidden spectral lines lying in
the NIR, they are in principle observable by JWST. Line sensitivities
and steady-state populations were calculated and used to predict line
luminosities, where we reinforce that Y 1 is a plausible contributor
to the 1.4um feature, but is unlikely to be the dominant factor. This
presents a potentially interesting and conclusive observation of Y
in the KNe should these lines be discernible in future observations.
This combined with the above effect on the prevalence of allowed
lines suggests a potential need for accurate treatment of forbidden
lines in the future. Additionally, the dependence on low-lying for-
bidden transitions highlights the importance of the replacement of
the Axelrod formulae in favour of close-coupling R-matrix data as it
becomes available.

The data presented here is intended to provide important and ac-
curate representation of these two important r-process elements in
the modelling of KNe in Binary-Neutron-Star-Mergers.
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