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Abstract

General relativistic radiative transfer calculations are essential for comparing theoretical models
of black hole accretion flows and jets with observational data. In this work, we introduce Coport, a
novel public code specifically designed for covariant polarized ray-tracing radiative transfer compu-
tations in any spacetime. Written in Julia, Coport includes an interface for visualizing numerical
results obtained from HARM, a publicly available implementation of the general relativistic mag-
netohydrodynamics code. We validate the precision of our code by comparing its outputs with the
results from a variety of established methodologies. This includes the verification against analytical
solutions, the validation through thin-disk assessments, and the evaluation via thick-disk analyses.
Notably, our code employs a methodology that eliminates the need for separating the computations
of spacetime propagation and plasma propagation. Instead, it directly solves the coupled, covari-
ant, polarized radiative transfer equation in curved spacetime, seamlessly integrating the effects of
gravity with plasma influences. This approach sets our code apart from the existing alternatives
and enhances its accuracy and efficiency.

∗ Corresponding author: minyongguo@bnu.edu.cn;

♠ The public version of Coport is available at the following URL: https://github.com/JieweiHuang/Coport.
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1 Introduction

The captured images of black holes using the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT) not only reveals the

intensity distribution but also provides crucial details about the polarization of light rays [1–5]. To

understand the polarized images of black holes theoretically, it is essential to use general relativistic

radiative transfer (GRRT) techniques for imaging their accreting plasma. This makes GRRT an

indispensable cornerstone technology in the study of black hole images.

When calculating the total intensity of a light source, the process within GRRT is relatively

straightforward. It involves solving the geodesic equations for light rays and an additional radiative

transfer equation to determine the intensity. Relevant techniques can be found in [6] and in our

previous work [7–9]. However, the complexity in crafting the polarization images of a black hole

increases to another level. Even though the trajectories of light rays still follow the geodesics and the

polarization vectors undergo parallel transport along null geodesics in curved spacetime, the radiative

transfer equation extends beyond the simple intensity formulation, and involves linear and circular

polarization parameters along with the intensity. This significantly escalates the complexity of the

computations.

In the field of ray-tracing code for covariant, polarized radiative transport, there are several frame-

works currently in use [10], including grtrans [11, 12], ipole [13, 14], RAPTOR [15, 16], Odyssey

[17, 18], and BHOSS [19, 20], among others [21]. A common feature among these computational

methods is the separation of equations governing the gravitational influence on light rays from those

describing the interaction of light rays with the plasma. Initially, the parallel transport of the polar-

ization vector along null geodesics in curved spacetime are solved, disregarding plasma effects. The

updated polarization vector is then used as input for the next stage. This process continues by ap-

plying the evolution equations for the Stokes parameters in flat spacetime within the fluid regime,

ultimately leading to the final outcomes. Nevertheless, there are distinctions in the specific handling

of details. For instance, in the case of grtrans, the parallel transport of the polarization vector re-

lies on the Penrose-Walker constant, which exists in Type D spacetimes, making it unsuitable for

arbitrary spacetimes. In contrast, BHOSS initially represents the observer’s polarization basis using

parallel and perpendicular 4-vectors before proceeding with the computations. RAPTOR, on the other

hand, has devised a concise, Lorentz-invariant representation of a polarized ray. Similar to BHOSS,

Odyssey operates as a GPU-based code. A distinctive approach is seen in ipole, which originates

from a covariant equation that couples both gravitational and plasma influences [22]. However, in

its implementation, ipole separates the coupled equations into gravitational and plasma components,

thus adopting a two-step process within sufficiently small steps.

In light of the covariant equation that intertwines gravitational and plasma influences [22], we
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aim to pioneer a novel approach and develop a code that achieves a unified evolution of the coupled

equations. Different from ipole, we do not try to decouple the covariant equation into two components.

Our endeavor leads to the codeCoport. We will demonstrate how it accomplishes a one-step evolution

of both spacetime and plasma propagation, and we make a thorough examination of the precision and

accuracy of Coport. Although our computations use the Kerr black hole as an example, it is important

to note that Coport can be applied to any spacetime.

The remaining parts of the paper are organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we elucidate the polarized

radiation transfer equations and their specific treatment methodologies. In Sec. 3 we discuss various

accretion disk models, detailing both the numerical schemes and code verification processes. In Sec.

4 we provide a summary and discuss our research findings. In this work, we will use the units where

G = c = 1, unless otherwise specified.

2 Polarized radiative transfer in curved spacetime

In the Boyer-Lindquist (BL) coordinates, the metric for Kerr spacetime is given by

ds2 = −∆

Σ

(
dt− a sin2 θdϕ

)2
+Σ

(
dr2

∆
+ dθ2

)
+

sin2 θ

Σ

[
adt− (r2 + a2)dϕ

]2
, (2.1)

where

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2 , Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ , (2.2)

with M and a being the mass parameter and the spin parameter, respectively. The existence of inner

and outer horizons in a Kerr black hole can be determined by solving the equation ∆(r±) = 0. The

outer horizon, also known as the event horizon, satisfies

r+ = 1 +
√

1− a2 . (2.3)

For convenience, we set M = 1 from this point forward.

To image the luminous matter surrounding a black hole, it is essential to understand both the

trajectory of light rays and the radiative transfer of light. We numerically solve the Hamiltonian

canonical form of the geodesic equation using a backward ray-tracing method to determine the paths

of light rays. Imaging is achieved through fisheye camera projection. For specific technical details,

please refer to Appendix B in [7]. To describe the interaction between light rays and matter in radiative

transfer, this study employs the tensor form of the radiative transfer equation as presented in [22]:

kµ∇µSαβ = J αβ +HαβµνSµν . (2.4)
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Here, kµ is the wave vector for photons, J αβ characterizes the emission from the source, and Hαβµν

represents absorption and Faraday rotation effects. The quantity Sαβ, referred to as the polarization

tensor, describes polarization as a Hermitian tensor, satisfying Sαβ = S̄βα, where the bar denotes

complex conjugation. The details on the derivation of Eq. (2.4), as well as the definitions of Hαβµν

and the properties of Sαβ, can be found in Appendix A. This allows us to avoid further elaboration

in the main text.

In practical computations, particularly when analyzing accretion disk material near black holes, it

is crucial to establish a specific frame of reference to accurately depict the emission, the absorption,

and the rotation of local polarized light. A suitable fluid coordinate system, as delineated in [23], is

adopted in this work. Given a fluid four-velocity uµ, a light ray wavenumber kµ, and any spacelike

vector dµ, the four basis vectors of this coordinate system are respectively

eµ(0) = uµ , eµ(3) =
kµ

ω
− uµ , eµ(2) =

1

N

(
dµ + βuµ − Ceµ(3)

)
, eµ(1) =

ϵµνσρuνkσdρ
ωN

, (2.5)

where, ϵµνσρ is the Levi-Civita tensor, with

d2 = dµd
µ , β = uµd

µ , ω = −kµu
µ , C =

kµd
µ

ω
− β , N =

√
d2 + β2 − C2 . (2.6)

We typically set dµ as the local magnetic field bµ. This choice leads to the vanishing of all emission,

absorption, and rotation coefficients associated with the Stokes parameter U in the context of po-

larization. Below, we will explore the representations of various tensors within the fluid coordinate

system.

Taking into account the gauge symmetry inherent in the polarization tensor Sαβ, we can restrict

our discussion of the tensors to the orthogonal subspace {eµ(1), e
µ
(2)}. The projection of Sαβ within the

orthogonal subspace {eµ(1), e
µ
(2)} is given by

Ŝ(a)(b) =

(
I +Q U + iV
U − iV I −Q

)
. (2.7)

Here, {I,Q,U ,V} =
{
I/ν3, Q/ν3, U/ν3, V/ν3

}
represent the invariant Stokes parameters as shown in

Eq. (A.32). The hat notation indicates the projection in the orthogonal subspace {eµ(1), e
µ
(2)}. In the

local frame, the local Stokes parameters follow the evolution equation given below

d

dλ


I
Q
U
V

 =
1

ω2


jI
jQ
jU
jV

− ω


aI aQ aU aV
aQ aI rV −rU
aU −rV aI rQ
aV rU −rQ aI



I
Q
U
V

 , (2.8)

where, λ denotes the affine parameter of photons, and ω = −kµu
µ represents the frequency of photons

as observed by a co-moving observer within the fluid. By comparing the projection of Eq. (2.4) in
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the rest frame of the fluid with Eq. (2.8), we can derive the projection of the emission tensor J (a)(b)

in the orthogonal subspace of the fluid frame, denoted by {eµ(1), e
µ
(2)}, as follows[24]:

Ĵ (a)(b) =
1

ω2

(
jI + jQ jU + ijV
jU − ijV jI − jQ

)
. (2.9)

Furthermore, considering Eq. (A.9), the term Hαβµν can be decomposed into two components: one

representing the absorption, denoted as Aαβµν , and the other representing the Faraday rotation,

denoted as Rαβµν . By comparing this with Eq. (2.8), we can similarly derive the absorption and

rotation coefficients within a local orthogonal subspace as follows

Â(a)(b) = −ω

(
aI + aQ aU + iaV
aU − iaV aI − aQ

)
, R̂(a)(b) = iω

(
rQ rU + irV

rU − irV −rQ

)
. (2.10)

It is worth noting that, due to the presence of gauge symmetries, we can set all coefficients outside the

orthogonal subspace in J (a)(b),A(a)(b) and R(a)(b) to zero. At this point, all tensors in Eq. (2.4)—Sαβ,

J αβ, and Hαβµν—have been determined.

Next, we proceed to solve Eq. (2.4). First, we reformulate Equation (2.4) into a first-order

differential equation

Ṡαβ = −Γα
µνk

µSνβ − Γβ
µνk

µSαν + J αβ +HαβµνSµν , (2.11)

where, the dot denotes the differentiation with respect to the photon’s affine parameter,
d

dλ
, while

Γα
µν represents the Christoffel symbols in the corresponding coordinate system. By definition, Sαβ,

J αβ, and Hαβµν are all complex tensors. To facilitate numerical computations, our approach involves

first transforming Equation (2.4) into a real-valued form.

Considering the fact that Sαβ = S̄βα is Hermitian, the tensor Sαβ possesses only 16 degrees of

freedom. It can be decomposed into two components as follows:

Sαβ = Dαβ + iXαβ , (2.12)

Here, Dαβ = Dβα describes the total intensity and linearly polarized light, with 10 degrees of freedom.

On the other hand, Xαβ = −X βα characterizes circularly polarized light, containing 6 degrees of

freedom. By taking the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (2.11), we can split it into two sets of

equations:

Ḋαβ = −Γα
µνk

µDνβ − Γβ
µνk

µDαν + Eαβ +
1

2

(
PαµD β

µ +DαµPβ
µ −QαµX β

µ + XαµQβ
µ

)
, (2.13)

Ẋαβ = −Γα
µνk

µX νβ − Γβ
µνk

µXαν + Yαβ +
1

2

(
PαµX β

µ + XαµPβ
µ +QαµD β

µ −DαµQβ
µ

)
. (2.14)
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Here, for notational convenience, we have introduced four real tensors Eαβ, Yαβ, Pαβ, and Qαβ, which

satisfy the following conditions

Eαβ =
1

2

(
J αβ + J̄ αβ

)
, Yαβ =

1

2i

(
J αβ − J̄ αβ

)
, (2.15)

and

Pαβ =
1

2

(
Aαβ + Āαβ +Rαβ + R̄αβ

)
, Qαβ =

1

2i

(
Aαβ − Āαβ +Rαβ − R̄αβ

)
. (2.16)

Clearly, we observe that Eαβ and Yαβ represent the real and imaginary parts, respectively, of J αβ.

Similarly, Pαβ and Qαβ are the sums of the real and imaginary parts, respectively, of Aαβ and Rαβ.

Figure 1: Illustration of the screen and Stokes parameters. Here, we adhere to the ‘looking outward’
gauge as per the IAU standards, where eZ ∝ ∂r points outward, while eX and eY form the basis of
the screen.

With the aid of Eqs. (2.7), (2.9), (2.10), (2.12), (2.15), and (2.16), all quantities in Eqs. (2.13)

and (2.14) have now been explicitly and concretely expressed. Consequently, we are now prepared to

proceed with the resolution. Solving Eqs. (2.13) and (2.14) requires the use of a coordinate system. For

non-local equations evolving in spacetime, the BL coordinate system is particularly suitable. However,

since the emission coefficient J αβ, the absorption coefficient Aαβ, and the rotation coefficients Rαβ

are initially provided in a local fluid system, it is essential to transform these coefficients into the ones

in the BL coordinate system first. The specific procedure for this transformation is as follows. Eq.

(2.5) allows us to express the transformation relations between the basis vectors of the fluid system

and those of the BL coordinate system as follows

eµ(a) = Λ
(b)

(a)∂
µ
(b) . (2.17)
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Subsequently, for any (2,0) type tensor T µν mentioned earlier, the corresponding coordinate transfor-

mation is given by

T µν = Λµ
ρT̃ ρσΛν

σ , (2.18)

where, T̃ µν denotes the components of the tensor T ab in the local fluid system, while T µν represents

its components in the BL coordinates. It is noteworthy that we can validate the results by examining

the transformation of gµν :

gµν = Λµ
ρη̃

ρσΛν
σ . (2.19)

After solving the equation, it is crucial to link the obtained result, Sαβ, with the Stokes parameters

read by the observer. To achieve this, we must establish a local frame of reference at the observer’s

location. In line with our previous work [7], we choose a zero angular momentum observer (ZAMO).

However, our approach differs in that we adopt the ‘looking outward’ gauge to facilitate the study of

polarization as shown in Fig. 1. Consequently, the frame is established as follows:

eT =
gϕϕ∂t − gtϕ∂ϕ√
gϕϕ

(
g2tϕ − gϕϕgtt

) , eX =
∂ϕ√
gϕϕ

, eY = − ∂θ√
gθθ

, eZ =
∂r√
grr

. (2.20)

In our camera model, for an observer situated far from the black hole, the field of view angle is typically

quite small. Consequently, we can project the polarization tensor of each pixel onto a common set of

axes to derive the corresponding Stokes parameters. By employing this projection coordinate system,

we can map the values of the Stokes parameters onto the screen. These Stokes parameters are defined

in accordance with IAU standards. At this stage, on the imaging plane (eX , eY ), the EVPA angle is

given by

χ =
1

2
arctan

(
U

Q

)
, (2.21)

and the linear polarization vector can be expressed by the following equation:

P⃗ =

√
Q2 + U2

I
(cosχ , sinχ) . (2.22)

At this point, let us summarize the entire procedure for obtaining the polarized image and Stokes

Parameters using Coport:

1. Backward Ray-Tracing: Initially, we employ the backward ray-tracing technique to trace null

geodesics from the observer’s standpoint backward in time. This allows us to determine the endpoints

of the light rays and identify whether they are captured by the black hole or continue towards infinity.

(In practice, an outer boundary, such as r = 500, is set far from the black hole.)
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2. Forward Progression and Radiation Transfer: Starting from the endpoints identified

in the previous step, we then trace the light rays forward in time while simultaneously solving the

radiation transfer equations (2.13) and (2.14).

3. Projection and Stokes Parameters: We continue this process until the light rays return

to the observer. At this point, we project the polarization tensor onto the observer’s screen, thereby

derive the Stokes parameters as read by the observer.

3 Numerical scheme and code verification

In this section, we aim to validate the accuracy of our publicly available covariant polarized radia-

tive transfer code, Coport, by comparing its output with the results from various established schemes.

Our validation process is divided into four segments: the validation against analytical solutions, the

thin-disk validation, the analytical thick-disk validation, and the validation of thick-disk models gen-

erated by GRMHD simulations. In our computations, we use a Kerr black hole with a spin parameter

a = 0.94. It is important to note that our code is versatile and can be applied to any spacetime. In

the thin and thick disk validations, we use radiative coefficients derived from the thermal distribution

of electrons, as detailed in Appendix B. For the observing frequency, we choose νo = 230GHz, which

corresponds to the actual observation frequency of the EHT.

3.1 Validation of analytical results

Our first test problem involves validating the results of the constant-coefficient non-relativistic

polarized transport equation, with its analytical solution outlined in Appendix C of [12]. This exami-

nation aims to assess the precision of our chosen numerical integrator. It is important to note that the

two tests conducted in this paper have been independently verified in previous studies [10, 12, 14, 16].

Our settings are consistent with these references, where the initial conditions for both tests are set as

I = Q = U = V = 0 and the integration interval is selected as λ ∈ (0, 3).

Test jI jQ jU jV aI aQ aU aV rQ rU rV
Emission/Absorption 2 1 0 0 1 1.2 0 0 0 0 0

Rotation 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0 0 0 0 10 0 −4

Table 1: The selection of parameters in the validation of analytical results.

To simplify the representation of the analytical solution, we analyze the effects of emission, ab-

sorption, and Faraday rotation separately. The coefficients used in the tests are presented in Table

1. In the first test, we consider only the impacts of emission and absorption, setting all the Faraday
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Figure 2: The first row corresponds to the outcomes derived from the emission/absorption examina-
tion, while the second row delineates the findings from the rotation test. The left column illustrates
the evolution of Stokes parameters with respect to the affine parameter λ, where the quantities not
shown in the plot remain consistently at zero. The right column depicts the absolute discrepancy
between the analytical solution and the numerical solution obtained using Coport.

rotation coefficients to zero. In the second test, we account solely for the effects of emission and

Faraday rotation, with all the absorption coefficients set to zero.

In Coport, we employ the 4th-order Runge-Kutta (RK4) method to tackle this issue, setting

the absolute error tolerance at ϵ̄ = 1 × 10−12. Fig. 2 illustrates the numerical outcomes alongside

the analytical solutions for two distinct assessments, as well as the absolute discrepancies between

the numerical and analytical results. From the comparison between the numerical results and the

analytical outcomes, it is evident that the numerical results provided by Coport are reliable. The

examination of the absolute error reveals that the solver’s results align well with our designated error

tolerance.

3.2 Validation of thin disc

In the second segment, we aim to test the accuracy of Coport in computing the parallel transport

of polarization vectors. For this evaluation, we consider the imaging of a luminous, opaque thin disc
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positioned at the equatorial plane, with the rest of the space assumed to be a vacuum. Given that

the disc is opaque, our focus is solely on its primary image. We will conduct calculations using two

distinct methods: one employing our Coport program and the other utilizing the Penrose-Walker

(PW) constant for computation1. For this assessment, we assume that the results obtained through

the PW constant are entirely precise. By comparing the disparities between the outcomes calculated

in these two methods, we can validate the precision of Coport in determining the parallel transport

of polarization vectors.

3.2.1 Parameter configuration

In the thin-disc test model under consideration, the light rays propagate solely through a vacuum.

Consequently, throughout the evolution equations, the coefficients related to emission, absorption,

and Faraday rotation—denoted by jS , aS , rS for {I,Q, U, V }—all vanish. In this scenario, the initial

Stokes parameters are determined by the emission of photons at the first intersection point on the

equatorial plane, traced back along the light ray from the camera. For simplicity, we set the initial

Stokes parameters to be proportional to the instantaneous emission coefficient, i.e., Ss ∝ jS/ν
2.

To compute the emission coefficient on the equatorial plane, we need to specify the physical

parameters of the accretion disk at this plane: the electron number density ne, the electron temperature

Te, and the magnetic field Bµ. Based on the power-law relationships derived from GRMHD simulations

and fitted in [25, 26], we adopt the following distributions for the physical parameters of the thin disk:

ne = n0

(r+
r

)1.1
,

Te = T0

(r+
r

)0.84
,

B2 = B2
0

(r+
r

)
, (3.1)

where n0, T0, and B0 represent the values of the accretion disk at the event horizon. Drawing insights

from the observations of M87* and the results from GRMHD simulations, we choose n0 = 106 cm−3,

T0 = 1012K, and B0 = 10Gauss as the reference values.

In modeling the motion of the accretion disk fluid, we consider a simplified flow pattern. We

assume that outside the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO), the fluid follows Keplerian motion.

The angular velocity of the fluid at radius r is given by

uϕ

ut
=

1

r3/2 + a
,

where a is the spin parameter. Within the ISCO, the fluid transitions to a plunging motion. In this

region, the fluid’s energy E and angular momentum L are equal to those of the fluid in Keplerian

1The computational details for imaging the thin disc using the PW constant are provided in App. C.
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Figure 3: The results of the thin disk test are presented in two rows. The first row shows images of
Stokes I, Q, and U generated using Coport. The second row features a plot of the NMSE, calculated
by comparing the results from Coport with PW-constant computations across different regions.

motion at the ISCO. The choice of magnetic field configuration is somewhat arbitrary. In this study,

we adopt a straightforward approach by selecting a purely azimuthal magnetic field distribution, that

is,

Bµ(r) ∝

√
1

rgϕϕ
δµϕ . (3.2)

3.2.2 Results

We adopt the evaluation metric utilized in the article [10], specifically employing the normalized

mean squared error (NMSE) to assess outcomes. The NMSE allows us to gauge the similarity between

two images:

NMSE(A,B) =

∑
i,j |A(i, j)−B(i, j)|2∑

i,j |A(i, j)|2
. (3.3)

In this equation, A(i, j) and B(i, j) represent the values of a particular Stokes parameter at pixel (i, j)

in the two images, respectively.
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Here, we select an observer positioned at ro = 600, θo = 17◦, with a field of view of π/96. The

imaging pixel density is 2048×2048, and the generated results for Stokes I, Q, and U can be observed

in the first row of Figure 3. Since the circular polarization emission is not considered in the thin-disk

test, only the results for I, Q, and U are provided here.

We divide the images generated by both methods into 16 subregions, each consisting of 512× 512

pixels. Subsequently, we calculate the NMSE for each subregion individually. The results are depicted

in the second row of Figure 3. It is evident that for Stokes I, Q, and U , Coport demonstrates

low NMSE values compared to the exact results, with maximum values on the order of 10−5. This

suggests a high level of consistency between the results obtained using Coport and the accurate

results. This sufficiently indicates that our program can maintain a high level of accuracy in terms of

parallel transport.

3.3 Validation of the Thick Disk Model

Next, we focus on thoroughly validating the thick disk by considering both the parallel transport

of polarization and the interaction of light with the plasma. For the validation of the thick disk, we

require a plasma model, and here we employ the analytical magnetofluid model proposed in [9, 27].

3.3.1 Parameter Configuration

In this model, the accretion flow is considered as a ballistic approximation of axisymmetric spher-

ically symmetric accretion, with the fluid moving along geodesics and satisfying constancy of θ. The

four-velocity of this fluid can then be represented as

ur = ±r

√
R

Σ
, ut = E

[
1 +

2r
(
r2 + a2

)
∆Σ

]
− 2arL

∆Σ
,

uθ = 0 , uϕ = E
2ar

∆Σ
+ L

csc2 θ
(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

)
∆Σ

.

(3.4)

The angular momentum L = ±La
√
E2 − 1 sin2 θ and the Carter constant Q = −a2(E2 − 1) cos4 θ

appearing in the above equation are functions of the energy E and the polar angle θ. The radial

potential can be expressed as:

R(r, θ) = (E2 − 1)r4 + 2r3 + 2a2(E2 − 1) cos2 θ r2 + 2((aE − L)2 +Q)r − aQ2,

where we use ±r and ±L to denote the direction of fluid flow. Specifically, ±r = −1 represents

inward accretion flow, and ±L = 1 denotes counterclockwise rotating accretion flow. For simplicity in

subsequent program validation, we will set E = 1.

12



Stokes I

207as 0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3
#10-3 Stokes Q

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

#10-3

Stokes U

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

#10-3 Stokes V

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

#10-4

Figure 4: The resulting Stokes parameters I,Q, U, V are generated by the Coport . The pixel density
is 1024 × 1024.

The electron number-density distribution and electron temperature distribution of the accretion

flow can be uniquely determined by the distribution of the accretion flow at the black hole event

horizon, given by:

ne(r, θ) = ne(r+, θ)

√
R(r+, θ)

R(r, θ)
, Te(r, θ) = Te(r+, θ)

(
R(r+, θ)

R(r, θ)

) 1+z
3(2+z)

. (3.5)

Here, we set the density distribution ne(r+, θ) at the horizon as a Gaussian distribution and the

electron temperature distribution Te(r+, θ) as a constant:

ne(r+, θ) = n0 exp

[
−
(
sin θ − sin θJ

σ

)2
]
, Te(r+, θ) = T0 , (3.6)

where the distribution parameters are chosen as θJ = π/2 − 10−3, σ = 0.2, and z = 20. Similar to

the thin disk test, we refer to the observational values of M87* and the simulation results of GRMHD

to set n0 = 106 cm−3 and T0 = 1012 K. Regarding the magnetic field configuration, we opt for the

simplest split monopole configuration, given by

Bµ(r, θ) = −sign(cos θ)
Ψ0

Σur
(utu

µ + δµt ),
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Figure 5: Comparison of the normalized mean squared error (NMSE) of the results generated using
different numerical methods in Coport.To facilitate a more intuitive understanding, we will apply
shading to the cells in the table.

where Ψ0 > 0 is a constant, uniquely determined by the magnetic field strength at the event horizon,

|B(r+, θJ)| = B0 = 10 Gauss.

3.3.2 Results

In the thick disk tests, we employ two distinct validation approaches. The first approach involves

cross-validating results by using different numerical methods with varying convergence accuracies

in Coport. The second approach, referred to as the RAPTOR-like code2, involves the independent

calculations of parallel transport of polarized vectors and the interaction with the plasma, similar to the

RAPTOR code [16]. In contrast, Coport integrates both effects simultaneously in its computations.

The results are then compared against those generated by Coport. In both validation sets, we

maintain consistency with the thin-disk tests by selecting an observer positioned at ro = 600, θo = 17◦,

and a field of view angle of fov = π/96. Due to computational time constraints, we opt for a pixel

density of 128× 128 in subsequent tests.

NMSE I NMSE Q NMSE U NMSE V

3.4× 10−4 1.4× 10−2 5.7× 10−3 1.2× 10−2

Table 2: Coport vs. RAPTOR-like.

The initial segment involves the validation within the Coport program, where two distinct numer-

ical solution approaches are employed: explicit Runge-Kutta methods and Adams-Bashforth explicit

methods. For the Runge-Kutta (RK) methods, we utilize three tiers of algorithms: the second-order

2Here, we are not directly using the RAPTOR code. Instead, we have independently developed a program for
validation based on the theoretical framework of the RAPTOR code as outlined in [16]. This custom program, referred
to as the RAPTOR-like code, serves as our means of verification.
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midpoint method (Midpoint), the canonical fourth-order Runge-Kutta method (RK4), and Verner’s

high-order “Most Efficient” 9/8 Runge-Kutta method (Vern9). For the Adams-Bashforth (AB) meth-

ods, we implement the fourth-order Adams method (VCAB4). To ensure minimal disparities in

computational time, we set the absolute tolerance values as follows: 10−5 for Midpoint,10−7 for RK4,

10−9 for Vern9, and 10−8 for VCAB4.

As the differences between the results obtained using various numerical methods in Coport are

imperceptible to the naked eye, we exclusively present the high-definition results generated by the

RK4 method. These visual representations can be found in Fig. 4. Additionally, Fig. 5 highlights the

disparities between the results produced by different numerical methods within Coport. It is evident

that these methods yield the results with minimal deviations across different numerical precisions,

indicating both the convergence of results in Coport and the limited impact of numerical-method

selection on the outcomes.
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Figure 6: The resulting Stokes parameters I,Q, U, V of the GRMHD snapshot are generated by the
Coport . The pixel density is 128 × 128.

The second segment involves a comparative validation between Coport and the RAPTOR-like

method, which utilize distinct computational principles. In this analysis, we maintain a fixed step size

of ∆λ = 0.02 for the RAPTOR-like code. We also compute the NMSE results between Coport and
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NMSE I NMSE Q NMSE U NMSE V

3.8× 10−3 2.4× 10−2 1.8× 10−2 4.9× 10−2

Table 3: Coport vs. RAPTOR-like.

RAPTOR-like, as presented in Table 2. From the table, it can be observed that the highest order of

NMSE is on the scale of only 10−2, indicating consistency with the NMSE magnitudes reported in

the GRMHD snapshot test outputs as described in [10]. The alignment of NMSE magnitudes across

different code outputs reaffirms the accuracy of the results obtained by Coport, despite differing in

computational principles, converges in results. This convergence thereby validates the integrity of

Coport’s outcomes.

3.4 GRMHD Snapshot

Furthermore, Coport has developed an interface to visualize the numerical results obtained from

GRMHD simulations. We utilize HARM [28], an open-source GRMHD tool, to simulate the accretion

process near a supermassive black hole. Subsequently, Coport generates the corresponding polariza-

tion images. Following this, Coport generates the corresponding polarization images. Since the data

obtained through HARM is used solely for validating our code, we will refrain from discussing the

physical interpretation of the HARM results in this context3. Additionally, we use our self-developed

RAPTOR-like code to image the data obtained from the same HARM simulations, thereby cross-

validating the accuracy of our approach.

The GRMHD test configuration mirrors that of Sec. 3.3, where we maintain a fixed step size of

λ = 0.02 for the RAPTOR-like program. For the Coport algorithm, we employ the RK4 method

with an absolute tolerance of 10−7. Concerning the camera settings, we opt for an observer situated

at ro = 600, θo = 17◦, and a field of view angle of π/96.

The outcomes generated by Coport are presented in Fig. 6. Additionally, the disparities between

the results produced by the Coport algorithm and the RAPTOR-like code are outlined in Table 3.

Table 3 shows that the NMSE values are on the order of 10−2. This again indicates consistency with the

NMSE magnitudes reported in the GRMHD snapshot test outputs, as described in [10]. Particularly

noteworthy is the significant variance in Stokes V , which we attribute to the RAPTOR-like code’s

inadequately short step length, resulting in pronounced deviations4.

3The HARM data, as exemplified in the Coport tool, is also publicly accessible.
4We developed the RAPTOR-like code specifically to validate Coport, and therefore, we did not optimize it for better

performance. As a result, its computational speed is relatively slower. Consequently, we chose not to further reduce the
step size for a stronger validation.
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4 Summary

To improve our understanding of polarized observations in the environments with strong gravi-

tational fields, we have developed a highly efficient algorithm named Coport for polarized radiative

transfer across various spacetime frameworks. In contrast to the existing schemes such as ipole [14]

and RAPTOR [16], our implementation simplifies the calculation process by eliminating the need to

separate the ray’s polarization state into two distinct components: the propagation through space-

time and the interaction with a plasma. Instead, we address both gravitational effects and plasma

interactions concurrently by solving the covariant polarized radiative transfer equation directly. Our

formalism not only adeptly encapsulates the covariance inherent in the gravitational theory but also

ensures high efficiency in numerical computations.

We have validated the accuracy and the precision of our new algorithms through multiple methods:

comparing them with analytical solutions and validating them using both thin-disk and thick-disk

models. For the most intricate thick-disk models, our validation process involves two steps. First,

we cross-validated outcomes using diverse numerical methodologies with varying levels of convergence

accuracy within our code. Additionally, we compared these results with those obtained using the

RAPTOR-like algorithms. This approach not only confirms the convergence of outcomes within our

code but also demonstrates that the choice of numerical methods has a negligible impact on the final

results. Consequently, this affirms the robustness of our algorithm’s outputs.

The polarization outcomes of the plasma surrounding black holes are highly significant, not only for

astronomical observations but also for theoretical studies of the plasma and the validation of various

gravitational theories. Coport is a novel instrument designed to analyze the radiative properties

of diverse plasma models in arbitrary spacetimes. These simulations aim to align with current and

future observations of polarized radiation from relativistic plasma around black holes, neutron stars,

and potentially other intriguing celestial objects.
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A Covariant polarized radiative transfer equation

In the section, our objective is to reassess the formalism for covariant polarized radiative transport

as delineated in [22]. This overview closely aligns with the content of [22], with the primary goal being

the rectification of notation. Additionally, we aim to include nontrivial calculation steps that were

overlooked in the original work [22].

A.1 A single optical ray with a specific polarization state

Within the framework of general relativity, the Maxwell equations are formulated as:

∇ν∇νA
µ +Rµ

νA
ν = 4πJµ . (A.1)

Here, we have utilized the Lorentz gauge ∇µA
µ = 0, Aµ represents the potential, Rµν denotes the

Ricci tensor, and Jµ signifies the current generated by charged particles. For a light ray with a specific

polarization state, the WKB approximation can be employed by expanding the potential Aµ in terms

of a small parameter ϵ,

Aµ = (aµ + ϵbµ + · · · ) exp
(
i
θ

ϵ

)
, (A.2)

We propose that the current Jµ follows a linear response law, expressed as Jµ =
1

ϵ
ΠµνAν , where Πµν

represents the linear response tensor. By substituting the expression for Jµ along with Equation (A.2)

into Equation (A.1) and considering the first two orders of the equation, we obtain

O
(

1

ϵ2

)
: kµk

µ = 0 , (A.3)

O
(
1

ϵ

)
: kρ∇ρa

µ +
1

2
aµ∇ρk

ρ = 2πiΠµρaρ , (A.4)

where kµ = ∂µθ. In reality, Eq. (A.3) can be expressed as kν∇νk
µ = 0, representing the geodesic

equation governing the paths of light rays within the framework of geometric optics approximation.

By multiplying both sides of Eq. (A.4) by āν and subsequently summing after conjugating the entire

equation, we derive

∇ρ(k
ρaµāν) = Hµνρσaρāσ , (A.5)

where, we have introduced a new tensor following [22],

Hµνρσ = 2πi
(
gνσΠµρ − gµρΠ̄νσ

)
. (A.6)

Based on Πµρ,we can define the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian tensors as follows:

Rαβ/i = 2π
(
Παβ + Π̄βα

)
, Aαβ/i = 2π

(
Παβ − Π̄βα

)
, (A.7)
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where Rαβ/i is the Hermitian tensor that conserves total energy, and Aαβ/i is the anti-Hermitian

tensor that induces dissipation. One can then define the following tensors

Rµνρσ =
1

2
(gνσRµρ − gµρRσν) , Aµνρσ =

1

2
(gνσAµρ + gµρAσν) , (A.8)

and thus we have

Hµνρσ = Rµνρσ +Aµνρσ , (A.9)

where Rµνρσ contains the non-dissipative terms describing the generalized Faraday rotation part, and

Aµνρσ contains the dissipative terms, representing the absorption part. Clearly, in vacuum, we have

Hµνρσ = 0, hence the equation in vacuum reduces to ∇ρ(k
ρaµāν) = 0.

At this point, we consider the average energy-momentum tensor of a monochromatic electromag-

netic wave, given by

Tµν =
1

4π
⟨Re{Fµ

ρ}Re{F νρ} − 1

4
gµν Re{Fρσ}Re{F ρσ}⟩ = 1

8π
⟨aρāρ⟩kµkν . (A.10)

Herein, we use ‘⟨·⟩’ to represent the time-average over one period for ‘·’. Monochromatic electromag-

netic waves can exist in various polarization states. In the case of a photon with a definite polarization

vector, we can choose an arbitrary direction’s polarization basis vector, denoted as ϵα, to characterize

its polarization properties. We then extend the average energy-momentum tensor of monochromatic

electromagnetic waves to the average energy-momentum tensor of polarized monochromatic electro-

magnetic waves, denoted as:

(Tµν)αβ =
1

8π
⟨aαāβ⟩kµkν . (A.11)

Therefore, (Tµν)αβϵαϵ̄β yields the average energy-momentum tensor Tµν of monochromatic electro-

magnetic waves in the specified polarization state.

A.2 Photon tube and polarization tensor

Next, we extend the trajectory of an individual photon to that of a group of photons, at which

point rays are generalized to a ‘photon tube’. For a group of photons, we can statistically analyze

the energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic waves. By choosing a local rest observer uµ at

the spacetime point xµ, we can establish three spatial frames. subsequently, for the average energy-

momentum tensor of all electromagnetic waves with a particular polarization state, we can represent

it using a distribution function as follows:

Tµν(x) =

ˆ
f(x, p)pµpνdVp . (A.12)
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Here, f(x, p) is the photon distribution function, which specifies the total count of photons in the

quantum state corresponding to the phase space element dVxdVp = d3xd3p, as follows

dN(x, p) = f(x, p)d3xd3p . (A.13)

It is important to note that since the spatial volume element dVx =
√
−gp0d3x =

√
−gp0dx1dx2dx3

and momentum space volume element dVp =
d3p√
−gp0

=
dp1dp2dp3√

−gp0
, as well as the particle number N

are invariant, the scalar distribution function f(x, p) is also invariant.

For a monochromatic wave with momentum kµ = (k0, k⃗), its distribution function should only

contribute at the point p⃗ = k⃗ in momentum space. Therefore, the corresponding distribution function

should be expressed as:

f(x, p) =
dN(x)

d3x
δ(3)

(
p⃗− k⃗

)
. (A.14)

Substituting this into Eq. (A.12), we have

Tµν =
dN(x)√
−gk0d3x

kµkν . (A.15)

If we extend the average energy-momentum tensor of monochromatic electromagnetic waves to the

average energy-momentum tensor of polarized monochromatic electromagnetic waves, we can similarly

define

(Tµν)αβ =

ˆ
dNαβ(x, p)

d3xd3p
pµpν

d3p√
−gp0

, (A.16)

and the distribution function polarization tensor [29]

fαβ(x, p) =
dNαβ(x, p)

d3xd3p
. (A.17)

Clearly, fαβ satisfies the condition that fαβϵαϵ̄βd
3p d3x is proportional to the number of photons in

the phase space element passing through a polarizer, which is oriented to select polarization ϵα, per

unit time. In a similar manner, for polarized monochromatic waves, the average energy-momentum

tensor can be expressed as

(Tµν)αβ =
dNαβ(x)√
−gk0d3x

kµkν . (A.18)

By comparing Eqs. (A.11) and (A.18), we can derive

dNαβ(x)√
−gk0d3x

=
1

8π
⟨aαi ā

β
i ⟩ . (A.19)
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Now, let’s consider how the distribution function polarization tensor fαβ evolves with the photons.

Consider the distribution pattern of fαβ in the invariant phase volume ∆Vp at the point (x, p). We

have

fαβ =
dNαβ(x, p)

d3xd3p
≈ 1

∆Vp

∑
i

1√
−gk0

dNαβ
i

d3x
, (A.20)

where,
∑
i

represents the sum over all possible modes of vibration, which are strictly equal in the case

of ∆Vp → 0. By substituting Eq. (A.19) into the above formula, the distribution function becomes

equivalent to

fαβ =
1

8π∆Vp

∑
i

⟨aαi ā
β
i ⟩ . (A.21)

Considering the motion of the distribution function polarization tensor fαβ for a group of photons,

we use the affine parameter λ for the photons and obtain

kµ∇µf
αβ =

1

8π∆Vp

∑
i

[
−⟨aαi ā

β
i ⟩

d

dλ
ln(∆Vp) + kµ∇µ

(
⟨aαi ā

β
i ⟩
)]

. (A.22)

By applying the Eq. (A.5) derived under the WKB approximation and substituting the second term

on the right side of the above formula, we obtain

kµ∇µf
αβ =

1

8π∆Vp

∑
i

[
Hαβ

µν ⟨a
µ
i ā

ν
i ⟩ − ⟨aαi ā

β
i ⟩
(
∇µk

µ +
d

dλ
ln(∆Vp)

)]
. (A.23)

Furthermore, using the continuity condition of the photon tube, ∇µk
µ =

1

∆V

d∆V

dλ
, we obtain

kµ∇µf
αβ = Hαβµνfµν − fαβ d

dλ
[ln(∆V∆Vp)] . (A.24)

Finally, we use Liouville’s theorem, which states that the phase space volume element ∆Vx∆Vp remains

unchanged during evolution, and ultimately obtain

kµ∇µf
αβ = Hαβµνfµν . (A.25)

Note that when deriving the above equation, we did not consider the light source. We now add a

source term to the right side of Eq. A.25 to obtain the complete equation

kµ∇µf
αβ = Jαβ +Hαβµνfµν . (A.26)

In practice, the physical quantity we observe is the specific intensity of polarized light. Therefore,

we aim to relate the distribution function polarization tensor fαβ to the observed specific intensity

of polarized light. To begin, let’s consider the case without polarization. Consider an area dA that
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is perpendicular to the direction of a given ray. Now, take into account all rays passing through dA

whose directions fall within a solid angle dΩ around the given ray. The energy dEν crossing dA in a

time interval dt and within a frequency range dν is then defined by the following relation

dEν = IνdAdΩdtdν , (A.27)

where Iν is the specific intensity. Noting that cdAdt = dVx and ν2dΩdν = dVν in spherical coordinates,

and that Eν = Ncp = Nhν, we can rewrite Iν as

Iν =
dEν

dAdΩdtdν
=

h4ν3

c2
dN

d3xd3p
=

h4ν3

c2
f . (A.28)

Therefore, we establish the relationship between the scalar distribution function and the specific

intensity. It is worth noting that, since the scalar distribution function f is invariant, it follows that

Iν/ν
3 is also invariant.

Similarly, we can generalize the preceding equation by introducing the concept of the polarization

tensor as

Sαβ =
2h4

c2
fαβ . (A.29)

It is noteworthy that, compared to the polarization tensor defined in [22], an additional factor of two

is present here. This adjustment will facilitate subsequent calculations. Similarly, when selecting any

polarization state basis vector ϵα, the expression Sαβϵαϵ̄β yields twice the invariant specific intensity

of polarized light Iν/ν
3.

Given that the polarization tensor and the distribution function polarization tensor differ only by

a coefficient, it follows from Eq. (A.26) that the equation of motion for the polarization tensor should

be as follows

kµ∇µSαβ = J αβ +HαβµνSµν . (A.30)

In practical calculations, it is often necessary to consider the projection of the polarization tensor onto

the orthogonal subspaces defined by the observer uµ and the light ray kµ. To facilitate this, we can

define a projection operator

Pµν = gµν + uµuν − eµ(k)e
ν
(k) = gµν − kµkν

ω2
+

uµkν

ω
+

kµuν

ω
, (A.31)

where eµ(k) =
kµ

ω
− uµ represents a unit spacelike vector and ω = −uµk

µ. Under the action of the

projection operator, the components of the polarization tensor within the subspace S̃ can be expressed

as follows

S̃ij =
1

ν3

(
Iν +Qν Uν + iVν

Uν − iVν Iν −Qν

)
=

(
I +Q U + iV
U − iV I −Q ,

)
(A.32)

where we have introduced the quantity I =
Iν
ν3

, along with similar quantities Q, U , and V.
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B Emission, absorption, and Faraday rotation coefficient

The coefficients used in our study are derived from the thermal distribution of electrons, with the

fitting formula obtained from [12]. The specific results we utilize are consistent with those in [16], and

all expressions are presented in CGS units.

The emission coefficients are given as follows:

jI =
nee

2ν

2
√
3cθ2e

II(x) , (B.1)

jQ =
nee

2ν

2
√
3cθ2e

IQ(x) , (B.2)

jV =
2nee

2ν

3
√
3cθ3e tan θB

IV (x) , (B.3)

where ne denotes the number density of electrons, e stands for the elementary charge, c represents

the speed of light, θB symbolizes the angle between the wave vector and the magnetic field, and

θe =
kBTe

mec2
characterizes the dimensionless electron temperature. Here, kB signifies the Boltzmann

constant, and Te denotes the thermodynamic temperature. The parameter x denotes the ratio of the

photon frequency to the characteristic plasma frequency:

x =
ν

νc
, νc =

3eB sin θBθ
2
e

4πmec
. (B.4)

Here, B represents the magnitude of the magnetic field within the fluid system. The expressions for

II , IQ, and IV are provided by the fitting functions as follows:

II(x) = 2.5651
(
1 + 1.92x−1/3 + 0.9977x−2/3

)
e−1.8899x1/3

, (B.5)

IQ(x) = 2.5651
(
1 + 0.93193x−1/3 + 0.499873x−2/3

)
e−1.8899x1/3

, (B.6)

IV (x) =
(
1.81348x−1 + 3.42319x−2/3 + 0.0292545x−1/2 + 2.03773x−1/3

)
e−1.8899x1/3

. (B.7)

In the context of hot electron distribution, the absorption process adheres to Kirchhoff’s law. This

law asserts that all absorption coefficients must satisfy the following relationship:

aν =
jν
Bν

, (B.8)

where Bν represents the Planck blackbody radiation function.

Finally, the Faraday rotation coefficients are given by the following expressions:

rQ =
nee

4B2 sin2 θB
4π2m3

ec
3ν3

fm(X) +

(
K1(θ

−1
e )

K2(θ
−1
e )

+ 6θe

)
, (B.9)

rV =
nee

3B cos θB
πm2

ec
2ν2

K0(θ
−1
e )−∆J5(X)

K2(θ
−1
e )

, (B.10)
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where Kn(x) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order n, and

X =

(
3

2
√
2
× 10−3 ν

νc

)−1/2

. (B.11)

The remaining functions fm and ∆J5 are fitting functions, given by:

fm(X) = 2.011 exp

(
−X1.035

4.7

)
− cos

(
X

2

)
exp

(
−X1.2

2.73

)
− 0.011 exp

(
− X

47.2

)
+

1

2

[
0.011 exp

(
− X

47.2

)
− 2−1/33−23/6π × 104X−8/3

(
1 + tanh

(
10 ln

X

120

))]
, (B.12)

and

∆J5(X) = 0.4379 ln
(
1 + 0.001858X1.503

)
. (B.13)

C Polarization using the PW constant

In a Type D spacetime, the PW constant can be utilized for the computation of linear polarization.

Within Kerr spacetime, there exists a conserved quantity along photon geodesics, represented by the

equation [30]:

κ = κ1 + iκ2 = 2kµfν
(
l̂[µn̂ν] − m̂[µ ˆ̄mν]

)
(r − ia cos θ) , (C.1)

where, kµ indicates the 4-wave vector of the light ray, fµ denotes the unit vector along the polarization

direction, and {l̂, n̂, m̂, ˆ̄m} are the Newman-Penrose tetrads given by:

l̂µ =
1√
∆Σ

(
(r2 + a2)∂t +∆∂r + a∂ϕ

)
n̂µ =

1√
∆Σ

(
(r2 + a2)∂t −∆∂r + a∂ϕ

)
m̂µ =

1√
2(r + ia cos θ)

(
ia sin θ∂t + ∂θ +

i

sin θ
∂ϕ

)
. (C.2)

The polarization vector in the coordinate system of the fluid is given by:

fµ = f (a)eµ(a) , f (1) = 1 , f (0) = f (2) = f (3) = 0 . (C.3)

At the observer’s location, by utilizing Equation C.1 and the two gauge conditions uµf
µ = kµf

µ =

0, one can determine the polarization direction fµ at the observer. Additionally, by utilizing the

conserved quantity S = Sν/ν
3, one can compute the linearly polarized intensity Ipol on the observer’s

screen along with the total intensity I:

Q = Ipol
[
(f (1))2 − (f (2))2

]
, U = 2Ipolf (1)f (2) . (C.4)
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