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ABSTRACT

Context. For most astronomical objects, radiation is the only probtheir physical properties. Therefore, it is important tva
the most elaborate theoretical tool to interpret obserpedtsa or images, thus providing invaluable informatiobudd theoretical
models of the physical nature, the structure, and the ewolaf the studied objects.

Aims. We present IRIS, a new generic three-dimensional (3D) splediative transfer code that generates synthetic speat
images. It can be used as a diagnostic tool for comparisdnastrophysical observations or laboratory astrophysipsriments.
Methods. We have developed a 3D short-characteristic solver thatsweith a 3D nonuniform Cartesian grid. We have implemented
a piecewise cubic, locally monotonic, interpolation tegie that dramatically reduces the numericdfudiion dfect. The code
takes into account the velocity gradietfiiszt resulting in gradual Doppler shifts of photon frequee@nd subsequent alterations of
spectral line profiles. It can also handle periodic boundaryditions. This first version of the code assumes Local Mbeynamic
Equilibrium (LTE) and no scattering. The opacities and sedtnctions are specified by the user. In the near futuresapabilities

of IRIS will be extended to allow for non-LTE and scatteringaeling.

Results. IRIS has been validated through a number of tests. We proveesults for the most relevant ones, in particular a séght
beam test, a comparison with a 1D plane-parallel model, dastaf the velocity gradientkect.

Conclusions. IRIS is a generic code to address a wide variety of astropalssues applied to fierent objects or structures, such
as accretion shocks, jets in young stellar objects, stattanspheres, exoplanet atmospheres, accretion disktingstellar winds,
cosmological structures. It can also be applied to mod@rktbry astrophysics experiments, such as radiative shmaduced with
high power lasers.

Key words. methods: numerical — radiative transfer

1. Introduction 2007), ATHENA [(Stone et al. 2008) and its radiation module
(Davis et all 2012), AstroBEAR (Cunningham et al. 2009).

Essentially all objects in the Universe have a complicated, However, since most of the information about an astronom-
three-d|men5|ona_l, dynamic structure. Understanddhlg!.lgh- ical object is conveyed to a distant observer by its radiatite-

out most of the history of astronomy the observed objects hggled 3D hydrodynamic models have to be accompanied by ade-
to be modeled using significant restrictions and approxonat  quate 3D radiation transfer solutions that provide a spectipic
Among them, a set of assumptions about the global geomegfiggnostic information. Compared to 3D hydrodynamic msdel

of an object always played a pivotal role. For instancelastel the 3D radiation transfer solvers are much more complicaeld
atmospheres were typically treated assuming a planel@arabifficult to treat numerically, because (i) there are many more
horizontally-homogeneous geometry, which simplified thebp  quantities that describe a radiation field, as comparedetdyh

lem to one spatial dimension. Similarly, stellar winds, @@V drodynamics, due to the directional and spectral depermdehc
planetary nebulae, and other extended sources, were ndagele radiation; (i) a long-range interaction between the rtidigfield

ing an assumption of spherical symmetry, which again resitler and the plasma arises because of a typically much larger mean
a one-dimensional problem. free path of a photon compared to a mean free path of massive

In the last two decades, there was much activity d@articles.
voted to extend the traditional modeling techniques tottrea Although providing exact time-dependent, non-LTE radi-
structures that are truly 3-dimensional (3D). In fact, deth ation (magneto)hydrodynamic models of astronomical dbjec
3D hydrodynamic simulations have now become essentialfy generally viewed as a mighty goal, such a goal has not
routine. A non-exhaustive list of 3D astrophysical (radibeen fully achieved yet. However, a large progress was accom
ation)(magneto)hydrodynamics (RHD, MHD or RMHD)plished inrecentyears, specifically by 3D RMHD codes fdF ste
codes includes ZEUS| (Stone & Norman 1992a,b), ENZf@r atmospheres, such as: the Copenhagen-Oslo Stagges Code
(Bryan & Norman 1997; Norman & Bryan 1999; O’Shea et alNordlund & Galsgaardl 1995 Galsgaard & Nordlund 1996;
2004; [Normanetal.| 2007), RAMSES| (Teyssier 2002Hansteen 2004; Hansteen ef al. 2007)?BOLD (Freytag et dl.
HERACLES (Gonzalez et al. 2007), PLUTQO_(Mignone et aR002), MURaM [(Vogler et al. 2005), Bifrost (Gudiksen et al.
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2011). All of these codes solve the 3D radiative transfer ihalas & Mihalas 1984)

approximating the monochromatic opacities with a small Aum

ber of mean opacities (the opacity binning scheme_of No@llun (} Z+n- V) 1(r, n, v,t)

1982). With typically four bins, they can model the frequgnc  \c at U

integrated radiative energy losses and gains quite well. =n(r,nv,t) — x(r,nv,t) I(r,n,v,t), (1)

There are also several recently developed computeI[1

" ; . - iherel(r, n, v, t) is the specific intensity of radiation at position
codes specifically designed to provide 3D radiative trang propagating in the direction specified by the unit veator

fer solvers, typically for a post-processing of 3D hy- i . X
drodynamic simulations. The most widely used amon frequency, and timet, (r, n.».1) is the absorption cdg-
ent,n(r, n, v,t) is the emission cd&cient, andc is the speed of

them are the following: MUGA [(Auer & Paletou 1994; " - :
Auer et al. 11994, Truiill% Bueno & Fabiani Bendicho 1995||ght. Although the above quantities depend on time, theegur

Fabiani Bendicho et al.._1997), MULTI3D [ (Botien 1997&/er5|on of IRIS solves the time-independent RTE, for a given

Leenaarts & Carlsson _2009; Leenaarts et al. 2009), which n%g:oﬁnygﬁhrg'rc\?vz%j;twg 22?33’;”&?&22 Ii.r?.\}vfr(\)ir(;ﬁr?r?gm%-oton
a generalization of the 1D code MULT| (Carlsson 1986 : ' 9 P

the RH code [(Uitenbroek 2001, 2006), a 3D version of tHece-Tight time is small compared to the fluid flow dynamical
atmospheric code PHOENIX ; (Hausé:hildt& Baron 200 mescales, so that 'ghe radiation field gets fully st.abdlbefore
Baron & Hauschild{ 2007, Hauschildt & Baron_2008), ASSeiny change occurs in the flow dynamical properties. We assume
(Koesterke et al. 2008; Koesterke 2009), SCATE (Hayeklet 41at the typical flow velocities of the hydrodynamic struetu
2011). They dier in their intended range of applications, and'® non relativistic. . .

in many details of the numerical techniques. They all useesom As is customary, we introduce the source function,

variant of the short-characteristics scheme (see Sec)iobus S(r.nv.t) = n(r,n,v,t) @)
differ in details of what is assumed about the behavior of state T x(r,n,v,t)

param?te_rs betwe(te)n_the gr]|‘d pmgts',: ang hql\/v tf;]e negssﬂ%implifythe notations, we drop the explicit dependerfaae
interpolations are being performed. For detalls, the reagle y;4iive quantities on the position, direction and time, dedote

referred to the above mentioned papers, and several excel ; :
review paperd (Carlsson 2008, 2009). eqeugsgﬁﬂj)eﬁgsoﬂe;requency with a subsaripthe transfer

In this paper, we describe our variant of the three-
dimensional radiative transfer solver, named IRIS. Analcgy % = (S, - 1)) ©)
to most of the above mentioned techniques, it uses the short- Js e
characteristics scheme. Our solvefelis from the previous oneswheresis the path length along the ray in the direction of prop-
in several respects: it is formulated only in the Cartesian cagation of the radiation.
ordinate system, but within this system it is formulatedhe t The choice of a numerical method depends on the purpose of
most universal way that allows for several variants of tha- spthe simulation. If one is interested only in computing enegitg
tial integration and interpolation to be tested and useceddp specific intensity from a 3D computational box, and if the@pa
ing on the actual application; it carefully treats subgrgiio ity and the source function are fully known within the boxgth
allow for line radiation transport in the presence of agrijr so-called “formal solution”), one can select a number ofsray
(non-relativistic) velocity fields. Although the currengéngion (photon paths) that emerge from the box and cross the whole
assumes Local Thermodynamic Equilibrium (LTE) and no scagxtent of the box, and then solve the radiative transfer gmua
tering, the code is prepared to be relatively straightfediyeex- along such rays. Obviously, a ray does not generally go girou
tended to treat scattering and departures from LTE, theeec the original grid points. One can choose any discretizatibn
non-LTE (or NLTE) situations. This will be reported in futr the ray, and then obtain needed values of the opacity andeour
papers. function at the discretized positions by a three-dimeradioner-

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfidn 2 we outli@lation. A more éicient way is to discretize the ray by taking
the main physical assumptions of the model solved by IRIS. iis intersections with the individual planes defined by thiel g
Section[B we summarize the short-characteristics methwdi, goints; in this case one deals with two-dimensional intkrpo
its application in a 3D Cartesian grid. In Sectldn 4 we désri tions.
the piecewise, cubic, locally monotonic, interpolatiochteique The problem is thus reduced to a set of 1D problems. Any
that we use. Then, in Sectigh 5 we describe our implementaethod capable of solving the transfer equation along a ray
tion in IRIS of the technigques presented in Sectibhs 3[@nd ean be used here; most popular in the astrophysical applica-
We also explain the procedure to handle general macroscolpics being the Feautrier method, its 2nd order variantiffres
velocity fields. The calculation of the moments of the radiat [1964) or the 4-th order variant (Ater 1976); the Discontinsio
field and the related angular integration methods are thiestsb Finite Element method_(Castor et al. 1992); or the “1D short-
of Section[6. We detail in Sectidd 7 the method that we emharacteristics” method (Olson & Kunasz 1987). All thesé¢ime
ploy to treat media with periodic boundary conditions. 8ed8 ods are called the “long-characteristics” scheme in soreeiip
presents the results of relevant tests. We conclude our frapesituations. However, the terminology is not used consibten
Sectior® with a summary of the features of IRIS, and with aome studies use this term in a more restricted meaning,lpame

outline of possible extensions to the code. for using a 1D short-characteristics scheme for solvingdréues-
port for a set of rays passing through the whole computationa
region.
2. Radiative Transfer: Basic Definitions and The situation is dterent when the source function is not
Assumptions known a priori within the computational box. The simplestisi

ation of this sort arises when the opacity is specified in tma
The general unpolarized radiative transfer equation (RRE) putational domain and one can even assume LTE, but the eontin
the observer’s frame reads (Chandrasekhar|1950; Mihal&s 19uum scattering is taken into account. Another case is a gener
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non-LTE situation where line scattering also is importdrte |1987; Kunasz & Auer 1988; Kunasz & Olson 1988), and subse-
most complex situation is when dealing with the true radiati quently in many studies — see references below.
hydrodynamics, where one has to pass the values of radiation
moments at all grid points to the hydrodynamics part of thaeco )

Even in the simplest case of LTE with electron (Thomson%'l' Overview of the Method

scattering, the total source function depends on the meen-in | et ys consider, at time the radiation propagating in direction

sity of radiation, and therefore has to be determined &t 1 The optical depth from positionto positionr + sn, wheres
The essential point is, however, that even if we are intetests the path length between these two positions, is:

only in the emergent radiation, we have to determine thd tota

source function, and therefore the specific intensitiea]ligrid s

points to be able to interpolate it into the discretized poss T(r,r+sn,v,t) = f x(r+sn,n,vt)ds (4)
along the rays. 0

Although the long-characteristics scheme is useful foresom i . . .
For a radiation propagating from an upwind positigrto a

purposes, such as allowing for alieient parallel scheme within rent positiorr¢, the integral form of the formal solution of
domain decomposition_(Heinemann etlal. 2006), we chose l[%lér ©

short-characteristics scheme. The classical setup ofahg- | hie time-independent RTE is:
characteristics method is to pass a ray through each griat poi -
through the whole computational box, in which case the numbe le = l,& ™ + f S(r)e e dr, (5)
of necessary operations is obtained as follows. Let us assum 0
that the computational box is discretized ushgoints in each
direction, so that there as® grid points (and alse: N3 el- wherelc=I (r¢, n, v, 1), Iy=1 (ry, n, », 1), nis the unit vector along
ementary cells). A long-characteristics scheme would idens the straight line (y, r¢), 7 is the optical depth from, to an in-
N2 rays. Solving the transfer equation along one ray, for one d¢rmediate positiom, + sn, with 0 < s < [Irc — ryll, andryc is
rection and one frequency, would requi®éN) operations, an the optical depth from, to rc.
exact value depending on how exactly are the necessarpmter We consider a three-dimensional Cartesian grid (see
lations performed, assuming that they requidd) operations. Figure[1) defined in theQ, x,y, z) coordinate system with the
For one direction and one frequency one thus n€¥8¥) oper- unit vectors €, e, ;). The grid cells are rectangular boxes with
ations. In contrast, the short-characteristics schemeesdhe irregular spacing in each direction. The sizes of the ceils i
transfer equation within one cell only, and therefore thilto each direction depend on the position in this directidxien(x),
number of operations is proportional to the number of céilat Aycen(y), andAzei(2). The state parameters, i.e., the mass den-
is O(N®) operations. sity, the temperature, and the velocity components in the ob
To avoid confusion, we mention that when using the longerver's frame, are defined at each grid point. They are pro-
characteristics scheme for obtaining an emergent inteasly, Vided by the (radiation)(magneto)hydrodynamics (RMHD)-si
it requires alsoO(N®) operations, because we haMé rays; ulations. A direction of propagation of the radiation, defirby
each going through one grid point on the boundary plane ttiae unit vectom, is specified by the polar anglebetweem and
faces an “observer”, and a transfer solution along eacheay e unit vectoe,, and by the azimuthal angie betweere, and
quiresO(N) operations. In this particular case, the scaling ¢he projection oh on thex -y plane. In order to span the whole
the computer time is the same as for the short-charactarisf#r sr angular domain, we imposes [0, 7] andy € [0, 2x[.
scheme. In some cases, the use of long-characteristicseche The task is to calculate the specific intensityin a cur-
may even be more computationally advantageous than the shtgnt pointM. in directionn. M. is defined by the intersection
characteristics, and therefore some codes (e.g., ASSEW[ISC of the cells marked with indiceis i+1 in x-direction,j, j+1 in
use the short-characteristics scheme when dealing itelati y-direction, andk, k+1 in z-direction (see Figl]11). This is ac-
with scattering, and use the long-characteristics schemseal- complished by using Equationl (5). Following the propagatib
uate the emergent intensity for the final converged model.  the ray that goes through. in directionn, we define a short-
We note that there are several possible numerical meth@di@racteristic by the line joining the intersection of thg with
that propagate an information form one edge of the cell to affte upwind cell My, to the current poinMc (the upwind cell is
other, whose numbers of operations also scale as the nurhbed&fined by the indices,(j, k) in Fig.[I). Ic can be determined if
cells,O(N3). In astrophysics, the vast majority of approaches %€ know the following quantities: the upwind specific intighs
based on the short-characteristics scheme, and this iswenatlu, the source functio8(r, n, v, t) and the absorption céicient
adopt in this paper as well. In this paper we assume LTE andxid, n, v, t) (in order to deduct the optical depthandr,) along
scattering. In this case, the absorptionftieienty, is a function the short-characteristic from, to Mc. However,S andy are
of the local mass densigyand the local temperatufig and the specified only in the vertices of the cells (grid points). fidfere,
source functiorS, is equal to the local Planck functid,(T). we are essentially free to define laws of variation of thesengu
With these two assumptions (LTE and no scattering), we codities along the short-characteristic, typically as lovaer poly-
have adopted the long-characteristics method as wellnhwigiv  nNomials; we choose third degree polynomials. To do so, wd nee
of our intended future development of the solver to treatteca 10 know (S, x) in the upwind end poinMy, (Sy, xu), and in the
ing and non-LTE situations, the short-characteristic seés downwind end poinMg, (Sd, xa)- Mg is the intersection of the
clearly the appropriate choice. short-characteristic with the downwind cell, which is defirby
the indicesi(+ 1, j + 1, k+ 1) in Fig.[1. We also choose third de-
gree polynomials to get the upwind quantitigg §,, y) and the
3. 3D Short-Characteristics downwind quantities K4, xq), through interpolations from the
values in the neighboring grid points. Further, in Secibmwé
In the context of astrophysical radiative transfer, thehndtwas describe and discuss in detail the discretization of Equdf),
first used by Mihalas et al. (1978), and later by (Olson & Kunasnd the mathematical form of the third degree polynomials.
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face f, : /

y=-Ay;

k+1

: ; y face f, :
A7 k x=—Ax,

i i+1 €

Fig. 1. Short-characteristics method illustrated with an example
of a 3D irregularly spaced Cartesian grid. We consider adimqu
tities in the observer’s frame. They are defined in the vestiaf | face f, 1 z=Az,,
the cells (grid points).@, x,y, 2) is an example of a coordinate
system with the unit vectorgy, e, e;). The specific intensity is M,
calculated in the current poilMl., for a radiation propagating face f. :
from the upwind end poinM, to the downwind end pointig. J
The directionn of the ray is defined by the polar angland the
azimuthal angle. The short-characteristic is defined by the line
joining My andMc.. The transfer equation is solved in its integral
form along this short-characteristic. The cells aroundpM.
are marked with the following indices; i+1 in x-direction,j,
j+1 iny-direction, andk, k+1 in z-direction.

y=Ay;,

k+1

i+1

face f, :
x=Ax,

3.2. Intersections of a Short-Characteristic with the
Neighboring Cell Faces Fig. 2. Upwind cell (top) and downwind cell (bottom), for the
short-characteristié/1, M. displayed in Fig[IL. In this example,

The coordinates of the intersections of a short-charatiewiith the direction of propagation of the radiation, is in the first

the neighboring cell faces, i.e., the coordinates of theiongw .
end pointM, and the downwind end poiMy, are easily deter- octant, which corresponds 1@.¢) ¢ [0, x/2[x[0, x/2[. The

k X X : local dinat tem is defined byl . Th -
E’nmegm t;le local coordinate system defined Mg, (e, ey, €,) v(\ii(?ij g(r)](ér plgi%teMiyE eelz)nn éss tg It?\i c e"‘%aeéézey’:ezz) _ _eAszkp_
see Fid.11).

_ Figurel2 displays the upwind cell (top panel) and the dowrlg(ozv\;eze_r,Aigpoerr;glp g srz,(f)A;? .tmsth%c;aérr]]tél\r/lgl gwaagg,t))(ief gg’to
wind cell (bottom panel), as they are defined for the shorA—Xi + Az A); + Azky though eJquaIities are possible. The djc;wn-
characteristic plotted in Figl 1. In this example, the uphaellis . 4 end’poi]nﬂ\/ld bélongs tof, : z= Aze1. However, depend-
determined by indices,(j, k), while the downwind cell is deter- j "0 " 5in'this octant My may belong tofy : X = Ax.y or

mined by indicesi+ 1, j+1, k+1). Let us refer td (respectively frv= Ay : 2'f il
fy, ;) as the generic name of a cell face that is perpendiculart?o v Y = AYj. See Sectiol 3.2 formore details.

x-axis (respectively-axis, z-axis), and that may be intersected
by a short-characteristic, i.e., to whid, or Mq may belong.
In our example fx in the upwind cell is specified by = —Ax;,
while f, in the downwind cell is specified by = Ax;,1, both in
the local coordinate system. In the same vdjris y = —Ay; in
the upwind cell, ang = Ay, in the downwind cell. Finallyf,
is z = —Az in the upwind cell, and = Azg,; in the downwind
cell.

In the example displayed in Figl 1 andM, belongs to the
facef, : z= —Az, andMy belongs to the facé, : z = Az,1. the generic names for the sizexrdirection of, respectively, the
However, depending on the values 6§{), My, may belong to upwind and the downwind cell, for a given current pditf and
fy 1y = —Ayj, orto fy : X = —AX, andMy may belong tof, : a given directiond, ¢). Similarly, let us introduce the analogous
y = Ayj.1, Or to fy © X = Ax;1. In addition, the upwind cell and notationsAy,,, Ayq andAz,, Azy for the corresponding sizes jn
the downwind cell are respectively {,k) and {+ 1, j + 1,k+ 1) andzdirections. Tabl€ll indicates, for each of the eight octants
only for (6, ¢) € [0,x/2[%[0, 7/2[, as exemplified in Fid.]1 and the corresponding range df, (o), the indices of the upwind cell,
[2. In fact, for each grid point, eight fierent upwind cells are along with the values ofx,, Ay, Az,, for any current grid point
possible, one dierent cell for §, ¢) in each of the eight octants M.. Tabld2 indicates the equivalent quantities for the dovnawi
in the 4r sr directional domain. Let us refer tiax, andAxq as  cell.
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The following generic inequalities identify the cell face t
which an upwind (respectively downwind) end point belongs:

AYu(d) AXy(d)
Mua) € fx © [tang| < ,|tanfcosy| > —— 6a _
u@) € Tx A< e Sp Ao (6a) W,
AYu(d) . AYu(d)
Mya € fy © [tang| > ——,|tandsing| > —— 6b
ud) € Ty 42 e LY (6b)
Mua € f, © |tand cosy| < AXu(a [tand sing| < BYug) (6¢)
ue =" Azyq)’ Azyq
The local coordinates of the upwind (respectively down- w;
wind) end pointMyg) depend on the face it belongs to, as fol-
lows:

Xu(d) = @xu(d)AXu(d)

My() © { Yu@) = a’xu(d)AZ(u(d) tang (7a)
fx — Xu . . . . . . . .
© Zyd) = axuwﬁ Fig. 3. Piecewise interpolationw(x) is the function to be in-
terpolated between the end points (or nodgesand x,;. We
Ayua assume that we know and its derivatives at the end points:
B Yao that we k d its derivat t the end point
Xu@ = Oy Tang. W= WOXG), Wit = W(Xie1), W = W (X), W,; = W(Xy1). The
Mu@) : 1 Yu) = @yue)AYu) (7b) " local interpolation functionH;(x), is a cubic Hermite polyno-
ely Zya) = "W(d)taﬁg% mial. It is a third degree polynomial defined betwegnand
Xi+1, from the four relationsH (%) = wj, H(Xi+1) = Wi,
H"(x) = w/, H" (x:1) = W,,. The arrows indicate the slopes
Xu(d) = @zu(d)AZyd) tand cosy of H(x) at the end points, or, equivalently, the derivativés
Mu) * {Yu) = @) AZuq) tand sing (7c) w,,. See Section 4.2 for detailed explanations.

2 = v Az,

where the factorsa(xy(), @yu(d), @), are equal tac1, depend- positions or nodesx()i—1n, With 0 < X3 < X2 < ... < Xy. In

ing on the octant to which the directiorbelongs, as detailed in other wordsw; = w(x) fori = 1,2, ..., n are given. Our objec-

Tabled1 and2. tive is to find an interpolation function that goes througttizé

data points X;,w;) and that preserves the monotonicity of the

. . . : data. A solution to this problem is provided by a piecewidgicu

4. PleceW|s§ Cubic, Locally Monotonic, Hermite polynomial coupled with a weighted harmonic mean
Interpolation defining the derivative at each nodg, = w'(x). We detalil this

4.1. The Advantages of a Piecewise, Locally Monotonic, solution hereafter. _

Interpolant Among the nodes above, let us choose two consecutive ones,
. . . . . X and X1 (see Figuré13d). Within the intervak| x,1], a cu-

As mentioned in Section 3.1, solving the integral form of theic Hermite polynomial is defined as (see equation (2) of Auer

radiative transfer equation with the short-charactesstethod [2003):

requires to define laws of variation of physical quantitiéthim

faces of_the griq and along the short-characteristics. T_r’ne | Hi(x) = (1_ 3¢ + zqiS) Wi

ear law is the simplest and fastest method. However, it leads

to large numerical diusion. This means that a sharp beam is +(3C|i2 - Zq?) Wit1

significantly dispersed as it propagates throughout a gifiith 3 oo (8)
was discussed in detail by several authors (Kunasz &|/Auef;198 + (qi - 207 + qi) (e = X)W

Hayek et al. 2010;_Davis etlal. 2012). Moreover, a second or +(q3 —q?) (Xip1 — X)W

higher order polynomial is mandatory, in order to recover th o L

diffusion approximation at large optical depth. A parabolic lahere

however, generates overshoots that may be negative andrthus X — X

physical. This point was discussed in detaillby Kunasz & Auer Gi(x) = Yo — X O0<a(x)<1 ©)
(1988) and Auer & Paletou (1994). Afffeient method to over-

come this dificulty is to use in each direction(y, z and the By definition, the Hermite polynomial matches the interpo-

short-characteristic’s direction) a piecewise contirsjdocally lated functionw(x) and its derivatives at both ends of the inter-
monotonic, interpolation function, as proposed by Alel0@0 Vval:

The monotonicity suppresses any spurious extrema. Hereaft Hi (%) = w (10a)

we describe the method that we have adopted. Hi (Xit1) = Wiyt

4.2. Cubic Hermite Polynomial and Weighted Harmonic {Hi’ (%) = w (10b)
Mean Node Derivative H (Xi1) = W,

Let us consider a physical quantity that depends on only one The derivative at an inner nodey{i-2-1, is defined by
variable w(x), and which is specified only in a setwfdiscrete the weighted harmonic mean suggested by Brodlie (1980) and
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Table 1. Correspondence between octant, directional angles),(upwind cell indices, sizes of the upwind cell faces in each
direction, and ¢y, ay, o) factors. (See Sectiofis 8.1 dnd|3.2 for the definitions cfelypiantities.)

Octant 0, ¢) (radians) Upwind cell Facg Facef, Facef, (aw,apw,aa)
indices AXy Ayy Az,
1 [0, 3[x[0, 5[ (i, ],k [-Ax] |1-Ayl -4zl (-1,-1,-1)
2 [0, 3[x[5. [ (i+1]K A -4yl 1-Azd (+1,-1,-1)
3 [0, Z[x[m, [ (i+1j+1k AXis1 Ay |-Azd  (+1,+1,-1)
4 [0, 5[x[%, 2n] (i,j+1K =A%l Ay -4zl (-1+1,-1)
5 [5.#[x[0, 5[ (i,j.k+1) =A% |=Ay]l  AZar  (-1-1,+1)
6 [, 7lx[5, 7l (i+1,j,k+1) AXip1 = Ayl AZga (+1,-1,+1)
7 Lalxim Z[ (i+1Lj+Lk+1)  AXu AYjr1 AZgr (+1,+1,+1)
8 (5, n[x[ 3£, 2n] (i,j+1,k+1) [—AX|  AYjs1 AZr  (-1,+1,+1)

Notes. We intentionally use the absolute value notations abowvardar to emphasize the coordinates, in the local coordsyatieem, of the upwind
cell faces that may be intersected by a short-characteriir example, for octant 1, thecoordinate offy is x = —AX.

Table 2. Same as Tablg 1, but for the downwind cell faces.

Octant 0, ¢) (radians) Downwind cell Fack Facef, Facef, (au,@xd, @)
indices AXg Ayy Azy
1 [0, 5[x[0, 5[ (i+Lj+1Lk+1) AXa AYi1 AZ1 (+1,+1,+1)
2 [0, 5[x[5. ] (,j+1Lk+1) | — AX] AYi1 AZiq (-1,+1,+1)
3 [0, 5[x[x. & (i, k+1) =A% =AYl AZer  (-1,-1,+1)
4 [0 2[x[Z,2r]  (i+1j.k+1) AXi1 =AYl Azgr (+1,-1,+1)
5 [5.x[x[0, 5[ (i+1,j+1Kk AXii1 AYi1 |- Az| (+1,+1,-1)
6 (5 alx[3. 7l (i,i+1k |-AX|  Ayja  |-Azl  (-1,+1,-1)
7 (5. #lx[n, S (i, ],k [-Ax] |-Ay)l -4zl (-1-1,-1)
8 (3. #lx[ %, 2n] (i+1]K A -4yl I-4zd (+1,-1,-1)

Fritsch & Butland|(1984), and brought to the attention ofdlse

trophysics community by Auer (2003):
fa

if f,f >0,
VVi, = (1 - a’i) fi/,]_ + @i fi/ =1 (113)
0 if f,f <O,
where Wt — W
fi, - 1+1 | (11b)
Xi+1 — X
@ = }(1+ M) (11c)
3 Xit1 — Xi—1

The derivatives at the outer nodeg,andw,, are defined by

the local slopes:
Wo — Wq

e X2 — X1
_ Wh —Wn
(= ————

Xn — Xn-1

(12a)

(12b)

for x €]x, xi41[, is equal to the sign of/. Therefore, spurious
extrema never occur, which guarantees the positivity ofithe
terpolated physical quantities. Let us ndi€x) the piecewise
interpolation function defined over the whole interval,[x,] =
Ui”:’ll[m, Xi+1], SO that its restriction to each intervad [x,1] is
equal the local functioid;(x). H(X) is continuous. Moreover, it
is easy to demonstrate that its derivatiV€x) is also continuous
throughout the whole intervak{, x,], specifically at each inner
node & )i-2n-1.

In addition to the Hermite interpolation, Aler (2003) sug-
gests a second possibility: using a Bézier polynomial as-a |
cal interpolant. The latter is quite close to a Hermite polyn
mial. Both functions match the local end point valweswi, ;.
However, while the Hermite polynomial matches the end point
derivativesw/, w, ,, the Bézier polynomial does not do it nec-
essarily. The reason is as follows. Let us nB{éx) the local
Bézier polynomial defined inq, xi11]. Bi(X), and, therefore, its
derivativeB!(x), depend on free parameters, called “control val-
ues” (Auer 2003). These values can be adjusted in order to con

Adopting this definition of the node derivatives, each locatol the variation ofB;(X) in the vicinity of the end points. In
cubic Hermite interpolantHi(x))i-1n-1 iS monotonic in the in- particular, they can be restrained within a minimum valud an
terpolation interval X;, xi;1]. More precisely, the sign dflj(x),

a maximum value (see equation (11)Lof Auer 2003), in order
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to guarantee the monotonicity & (x). In this case, the conti- [0, 7/2[x[0, 7/2[, and, therefore, to a propagation along increas-
nuity of the derivativeB’(x) of the piecewise interpola(x), ing X, increasingy, and increasing. Consequently, the bound-
which is defined overy, x,] similarly to H(x), is not neces- ary specific intensities must be known at the bottom froatidr
sarily verified at the nodes. In short, whatever the definivd the 3D Cartesian grid, defined by the following planes Xxo,
the node derivatives of(x), (W)i-1n, a piecewise Hermite in- y = yp, 2 = 7.
terpolation functionH(x), guarantees that’(x) matches these  As explained in Section_3.1, calculating the formal solutio
node derivatives and thhit' (x) is continuous at the nodes. On thef the monochromatic RTE in its integral form, at a given grid
other hand, a piecewise Bézier interpolation funcBgx), along point and for a given direction of propagation of the radiafi
with an adequate choice of the control values, guarantele torequires the determination of,(Sy, xu) at the intersection of
locally monotonic, buB’(x) does not necessarily match the nodthe short-characteristic with the upwind face, aBgl f4) at the
derivatives and is not necessarily continuous at the nddi®s, intersection of the short-characteristic with the dowrthfiace.
if we adopt very specific control values (see equation (9)wdA The opacitiesy are known at each point of the three-
2003 in the cubic case), we can force the Bezier polynomial #iimensional grid. And, by definition of a formal solutiongth
be identical to the Hermite polynomial. And, as we discussedsource functiorS is known at each grid point. They, yu,
the paragraph above, with an adequate choice of the defimtio (respectivelySy, yq) are determined by successive cubic mono-
the nodes derivativesy)i-1,» (Equation§ Il arid 12), a piecewisaonic interpolations in each of the two directions of a givgn
Hermite interpolation function can be made locally monaton wind (respectively downwind) horizontal of vertical facEhe
Finally, let us mention another possible definition of the@o top panel of Figur€l4 provides an illustration of a sequerfce o
derivativesw/, that ensures the monotonicity of a Hermite polyinterpolations in a horizontal upwind cell face. This exdenp
nomial. Stéfen {1990) suggests to calculate the slope at inngsrresponds to the case shown in the top panel of Fig. 2. The up
node ()i-2n-1 from the unique parabola passing through thgind face is identified by indicesandj and belongs to the plane
points (-1, Wi_1; Xi, Wi; Xi+1, Wi11), if this parabola is monotonic defined byf, : z = —Az in the local coordinate system (see
in [Xi-1, Xi41]. If not, the node derivative is defined as the comSectior3.2). The ray propagates in the first octant, i.engin-
mon slope shared by two parabolas, which are locally monotoreasingx, y, andz The black dots indicate the grid pointd,,
in [xi-1, %] and [x;, X.1]. Specific definitions are proposed foris the upwind end poinM_ is the projection of the current point
the outer nodes derivativeg andw;,. Although this possibility M. on f,, and coincides with a grid point. Quantities defined in
suggested by Sfen (1990) satisfies our requirements of monahe grid points are interpolated jadirection at they, position
tonicity, we did not implement it in IRIS, because the cadeul of M,. Then, the interpolated values, in positionsAA_1, A;,
tion of such a derivative, for a given node, uses a largericpe t A;, ;, are themselves interpolatedirdirection at thex, position
than the calculation with the weighted harmonic mean foemubf M,,, which provides the upwind quanti®y,, y.. The curved
(Equation[[IT) in this paper may be compared to equation (Ekrows indicate the grid points which contribute to theriptda-

of Steffen| 1990). tions. Four points are necessary to accomplish each irttipo
(see Section 412 along with Equatiofb (8) dnd (11)).

5. Implementation Unlike opacities and source functions, the upwind specific
intensity is not always known in all the grid points neighbor

5.1. Interpolations in Cell Faces, Ghost Nodes ing the upwind cell face. The sweeping procedure throughout

g : . 3D Cartesian grid is madeplane byzplane, as described

For each direction of propagation of the radiation, we app§e . : ) .
g : : : bove in the first paragraph of this section. Therefore, &mhe

the 3D short-characteristics method, which consists iw-so e S

ing the integral form of the RTE, Equatiofl (5), throughou thgg\évhzgrlgnp?oti(r)\tbc?f ?r:gcue;vsv‘ier?z’#;)T:n?a??ézgrlg;[r?glilt)t/hlz g?gcv(\g—] o

3D _Cartesmn_gng points. V\f_adrepelat t.quﬁs proccﬁdgr?}for altti pure described above f&andy works if M belong’s to a hori-

rections specified over a solid angle. The method that we@mp g u -

for propagating the radiation g.ives a privileg.ed roledaxis, in S(r)irc]jt%lgi%(t:se.o?gngae(:réé?r? gssgr?izgllgtlzﬂzt)(/' |an(:)t Ezzwné?t a

the sense that we are sweeping the 3D grid graduafiyane XL —m

by z-plane, in the direction of increasing (or decreasindh an fy - y = +Ay;, in the local coordinate system), except if it is

astrophysical context:axis should represent a global d?reCtiO'gn?&:ng?;ysp;zﬂzh Igifﬁggoﬁ’;?;']glﬁ?{e“sgg‘#geisn ;Tlgx'
of the energy transport in an object; that is the directiamir in a vertical upwind cell face. In this case= z is the current
the interior to the outer layers of a stellar ora planetamaat zplane,z = z 4 is the u Wind oneM bel(;_r1 < 1o the vertical
sphere, the vertical d!stance fron_1 an accretion disk p!anthe faF():e ide’ntﬁiedill)y indicegandk and l:L)Jyf ) X% _Ax. We still
direction of an accretion columnina young stellar ol:_)Ject. nsider a ray propagating in t’he first o)é;fant_(incrééxir}gz)
.Boundary cond|t|0n§ must be defined In appropriate plap«%&%e specific intensity is fully known in the preceding- z .
which deperr:d Or? thedd|regt|]9n %f &opaﬁqatmné)f the rad'\rlauoandz E Z1 planes zvhere \)//ve can perform interpolation;;yﬁn
Assuming that the grid is define cells in x-direction,Ny, 7. ~ % = = o . :
cells ipy—direction, and\l.Z ceI.Is in z-direction, the positions of gg:gtf'g nirﬁggg;yﬁﬁsg:)?r?tgfx;.aprys,bi)rfv'll'dheesé?gs\;aels?r? d?é;?:
Eg(? )%r i n}c/): ?S ;nngag] gllrecuzzr; m‘?r){ebesigztsedé?st)ﬁé“égh'g)’in the grid points in which the specific intensity is not knowimcg
eaE:h ;j'i‘r"ectiyo,n are the’n noteﬁb(l ' AXn), (Aya, ..., Ay, ), and the sweeping foIIc_)ws the_dlr(_actlon of propagation of the itag
(Azi, ..., Azy), and they are defined by: > TR performed along increasingin thez = z plane. Therefore, the
e TRl ' specific intensity is known in the three consecutive grichfmoi
AXi = X — Xi-1 ((Yj-2, 20, (¥j-1,2), (¥}, %)), but not in .1, 7). It is also not
AYj = Vi - Yj1 (13) !mown in thez = z.1 plane (exceptiry = yj— |_f this y-plan(.e. .
Az = 7 — is a boundary). Consequently, we can determine the spetific i
%= &~ Yt tensity in point A in z = z plane, with a cubic Hermite inter-
In agreement with our notations in Figl 1, a propagatigmolation iny-direction, using the values iny((2, ), (Yj-1. Z),
in the first octant corresponds to directional angléspX < (yj, z)). Finally, the interpolated values ingf, Ax-1, Ax are
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themselves interpolated indirection at thez, position of M,
which provides the upwind specific intenslty For the last two

interpolations, since we know the intensities in only thgeiel L W

points, the derivatives of the cubic Hermite polynomialghie

edge pointsMZ in y-direction and A in z-direction, are pro- ST Y P
J

vided by the local slopes as defined in Equation$ (12).

We have added at each boundary of each of the thrge
z dimensions, two layers of ghost nodes that embed the initial Az
3D Cartesian grid. These ghost nodes are necessary if waavant
apply the above interpolation procedure uniformly to ad grid
points, which spares us from testing whether the grid pargs
close to the boundaries or not. ¥direction, for example, and Y- 1@
for a propagation in increasing ghost nodes are required for y g
determining the upwind quantities:at, and for determining the yf‘zxi_z ,
downwind quantities aty, —1 andxy, . The ghost nodex(z, X_1)
and n,,,» Xn,.,) are added. Their positions per se do not matterg
as we define in these nodes positive linear extrapolatiotiseof
state parameters. Then, it is easy to show that we can till us
the cubic Hermite polynomial interpolants ¥a, Xn,-1 andXy,,
and that the derivatives in these nodes, even though ciedcula
with the weighted harmonic mean, are equal to the local slope
defined by Equation§{12).

5.2. The Discretized Integrated RTE along a
Short-Characteristic

In the preceding subsection, we have described our proe¢dur
determine the upwind quantitieg,(Sy, yu), and the downwind
quantities §4, ya). Once we know them, we are in a position to ,
calculate the integral form of the RTE, Equatibh (5).

To do so, we define laws of variation, along the short-
characteristics, of the source function and the opacity.ugée y
a monotonic cubic Hermite polynomial between the upwind

endpointM, and the current grid pointl. (see FigL1l). Since Fig 4. Examples of cubic monotonic interpolations in cell faces
we know the values o6 andy in three pointsMu, Mc, and  jntersected by a short-characteristic, for a ray propagati the
the downwind endpoinMg, the derivatives of these quantities;yst octant, i.e., along increasingy, andz. Two configurations
at My, g—ﬂu and %‘ , are provided by the slopes defined bwre possible. The first one is displayed in the top panel, svakr

. y L ds dy the quantities are known in the grid points neighboring ek c
Equation [I2e), while the derivatives b, $3|, and gt o &€ face. This situation always occurs for the upwind and dovmalwi
calculated with the weighted harmonic mean, Equation (1Xoeurce functions and opacitieS,{ yu), (S¢. xd). But, for the up-
Then, the RTE (Equatiofil(5)) can be integrated analyticly wind specific intensityl,, it occurs only when horizontal faces

obtain the following expression: f, . z= £Az or boundary faces are intersected. The second con-
figuration is displayed in the bottom panel. It impacts theede
le = l,&™ +aSy + fSe + @ d_S +8 d_S‘ (14a) mination ofl, when vgrtical non-bound.ary facely,: x = J_r.Axi
drly drle or fy 1 y = +Ayj, are intersected. In this case, the upwind spe-

cific intensity is not known in all the grid points neighbagithe

where cell face. See Sectidn.1 for detailed explanations.

a= %{6 (tue — 2) + [~ + 6 (14 + 2)]€ ™} (14b)

Tuc .
wheresy is the path length fronM, to Mc.
1 e Whenr, is small enough£ 5x 1072), we use Taylor expan-
B= T_gc{[TUC —6(ruc - 2] - 6(ruc + 2) €7} (14c) sions up to the third order of Equations14). The bottomiine
1 that the RTE can always be calculated, including the two gsym
' (2 —6 2 4 6) e T 144) totic limits: the optically thin or even transparent pathidnich
¢ Tﬁc{( Tue = 6) + (TUC et )e } (14d) 7. equals zero, and, therefollg,— 1, and the optically thick
1 or even opaque path for whiehy tends to infinity, and, there-
B = SA(~7h + 41uc — 6) + (27 + 6) €7} (14e) fore,lc — Se.
T

uc

The optical depth is calculated by integrating analytically 5 3 The Velocity Gradient Effect (Doppler shift)
Equation[(#) fromM, to M.. We obtain:

We consider a medium with a non-zero macroscopic velocity
with respect to the observer’s frame. In this case, the Vgloc

de| ) g Wi ver's .
" c gradient between two positions in the medium causes a Dopple

dsl, ds

1 1
Tuc = ESJC (ru + xe) + Eﬁc(
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shift of photon frequencies, and therefore a shift of the cowherekis the Boltzmann constantythe mass of the particle,
responding spectral lines. Thisfect must be properly takenis a control parameter defined such that the Doppler shitt®f t
into account in an implementation of the short-charadiess center of the line between positiband positiori + 1 is bounded
method. If the velocity dference between the current poMt  as follows:

and the upwind end poi¥, (see Figl[1) is large enough, then a Avp(l) + Avp(l + 1)
simple interpolation scheme may underestimate or ovenessi ver(l + 1) = ver(D)| < & 5 (20)
opacities.

To illustrate this point, let us consider a single emissina| The quantity%[AvD(I) + Avp(l + 1)] is an average of the local
and a given frequency at which we solve the RTE. The followirgoppler width between its value inposition and its value in
situation may happen. A¥l,, the frequency is located at a wingl + 1 position. It is easy to demonstrate that this inequality is
of the line, quite far from the center of the line, such tha thindependent of the transition frequency in the particlessrfe
absorption cofficient is very small compared to the line centerp, and that it is equivalent to the following condition on the
value. And, atM, the line is shifted, such that this same fregradients of the projected velocities:
quency is at the opposite side of the line, in the other wiag, f Vin(1) + Vin(l + 1)
from the center. The law of variation then infers a very weak (l+1)-9() < 6 h il .
opacity for this line throughout the path frolt, to Mc. In fact, 2
the line goes through its maximum value at this frequeneygso €, is a tunable parameter, whose value depends on the required
where betweerM, and M., and this is not taken into account.accuracy of the solution (ideally betweef3and 1). The smaller
This issue was pointed out by van Noort et al. (2002) who eritdis, the higher accuracy is achieved; however at the expefs
phasized the fact that the opacity along a short-charatiteri increased computer demands.
may be underestimated by several orders of magnitude. In ad-
dition to that example, we provide here a case of overestmat
Let us consider now two lines that are quite distant from ea
other. We may face the following situation. M, the calcu- In addition to computing specific intensity, one can caltaiien-
lation frequency can be located close to the center of ore liportant angle-averaged quantities related to radiatioments,
And, atM, due to the shift of the lines, this frequency can beuch as the mean intensitir, v, t), the radiation flux vector
close to the maximum of the second line. Consequently, a vaFi(r, v, t), and the radiation pressure ten&qr, v,t). These are
ation law defined betweed, andM. overestimates the opacitydefined as L
if the two line centers are distant enough, such that we rhiss t _
trough between them. Ar.v = 4r 95 I(r,n.» 1) dQ, (22)

A common solution of these problems is provided by a sub-
griding (e.g., van Noort et al. (2002)). Letbe the macroscopic F(r,vt) = 56 [(r,n,v,t) ndQ, (23)
velocity in the observer’s frame, and=vv - n its projection on
the direction of photon propagation The idea of subgriding is 1
to subdivide a sphort-chgra?:tegristic into a set of subgi]misr\go P(r.v.1) = c SE I(r,n,v.t) nndQ, (24)
that the diference in ¥ between two points of this subdivisio

n . . .
remains small compared to the thermal velocity. In IRIS, ale f WheredQ is the elementary solid angle, and the symfalesig-
low this procedure. Specifically, we introduce a dimensiesl nates an integration overr4r. The flux vector and the radiation

parameter factoe, that provides to the user a control over th@T€SSUre tensor can also be written in component form:

(21)

9,] Radiation Moments and Angular Integration

subdivision. Let us identify with indicelsandl + 1 two points

of the subdivision of a given short-characteristic. Let vos-c Fi= 9§|(r’ n,v,t)m dQ, (25)
sider a single line. We note the transition frequency (emission

or absorption of a photon) in the particle’s frame (or comgyi 1 -

frame).vg coincides with the center of the line in the fluid rest Pij = c |(r,n, .y nin; dQ, (26)

frarrl:e V\E)hera/ = O]; but thishfrequgncy ]i(s ”shifted tothe valug |5 cartesian coordinates, the three directions (1,2, 3)rerenit
In the observer's irame whetez 0, as follows, vectors €, ey, €;) introduced in Sectioi 3.1, and the components
G of the radiation propagation vectorare
ver = vo(1+2) (16) propag

Ny = Ny= N- €& = SiNG cosy
where we consider a Doppler shift of frequencies to first orde —n _ Qi ;
in ¥/c, since we assume the velocities to %e non relativistic (see Mo =My=n-€ =sinfsing 27
Sectior2) v is the center of the line in the observer’s frame.
The shift ofve between positiohand positior + 1 is given by  |RIS computes each of the three components of the radiatin fl
A+ -0() vector,Fy, Fy, Fs. Sin_ce the radiation pressure tensor is symmet-
Verr(l + 1) = veu(l) = vo=—5—> (A7) ric (Mihalas 1978 Mihalas & Mihalds 1984), it is defined by si

. . . o ) ... componentsPxy, Py, Pz, Py, Px, Py, all of them being com-
The Doppler width associated with this line, in a given gosit puteg wa'ng T T T T g

in the medium, is

N3 =nN;=n-¢e; = Ccosy

V) The angular integrations are numerically performed by us-

Av, = yo—th (18) ing quadratures. A quadrature is a seibtliscretized direction
c vectorsnm = (Nmx. Nmy, Niz) @nd the corresponding weights,,

with ¢ being the speed of light, and;, the thermal velocity. The which are the numerical representation of, respectivhly,di-
latter is defined as rection vectom and the elementary solid angi€. An appro-

2kT\Y? priate quadrature for an integration over the whotesd range
( ) (19)  should satisfy at least the first two of the three followingdi

tions:
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1. symmetry: the directions of the quadrature are invai@nt to three upwind boundary sides in which the specific intgnsit
ter rotation of 90 around the three coordinate directionss assumed to be known, down up to the three other faces of
‘ex,e ,€), . o the domain. For horizontally periodic media, while the icait

2. for af isotropic radiation field, the three moments shield boundary conditions are specified explicitly, the lateralifd-

numerically exact. " : DL .
3. foran isot%/opic radiation field, the half first moment skibu ary co_ndltlons are defined implicitly, S.UCh that_, for.any picyl
quantity f (v, X, y, Z), we have the following relations:

be numerically exact.

The second condition reads as follows: fO XN, ¥.2) = f(v. %0, y.2),  foranyy,z (30a)
M fr, X, Yn,,2) = T(v, X, V0,2, foranyx z 30b
SEdQ 4 - Zwm, (283) (. XN 2) = £(. X Y0, 2) y (30b)
m=1 Consequently, when the upwind end point of a short-
M characteristic intersects a lateral boundary, we prolbisgahar-
SEndQ =0 = Zwmnm, (28b) acteristic, which becomes a long-characteristic, unitiltérsects
m=1 a horizontal face, following the suggestions by Auer e1994)
. M and Fabiani Bendicho (2003). For a given direction of pr@pag
Sgnn dQ = —6= ZWmnmnm» (28c) tion, and for eacte-layer, this treatmentféects only the rows
3 1 that are adjacent to the boundary faces.

) _ ) o _ Figure[5 illustrates our point with an example showing a
yvhere6 is the unit tensor. The third condition is optional, a”%ropagation of the radiation in the first octant, i.e., aldmg
is related to the following issue. One may need to calculate guasingx, y, andz Two characteristics are plotted from the
rad|at|v_e flux over a surfac_:e or at awall. In this case, the BUX o rrent pointM. in the planex = xi, which is adjacent to
determined by an mtegra_tl_on over &r, instead of #Sr: Fyai = he boundary plan& = xo. The upwind end poinM, of the
), 1 nd€Q. The third condition reads then: short-characteristichy, Mc, Mg) belongs to a horizontal face.
Therefore, the specific intensity can be calculated by jruter
f ndQ = _f ndQ = ne = Z WimNim (29) tions from the values at the neighboring grid points in the up
ne>0 ne<0 o0 wind horizontal plane. If we consider the short-charastgri
) (M{, Mc, M), the upwind end poir1] belongs to the horizontal
wheree stands foey, e, or e;, and where we consider surfacegoundary plane = o, in which the specific intensity is not ex-
or walls perpendicular to one of these three directions. plicitly defined. The short-characteristic is then lengtbe, and
We have implemented in IRIS the quadratures of type A prgecomes a long-characteristic, down to its first intersec¥/,,
posed by Carlsorl (1963), and whose construction princile\jith a horizontal face. The long-characteristic can go tigyto
summarized by Bruls et al. (1999). They satisfy conditioasd = several cells (only one cell in the example, for the clarityhe
2, but not condition 3. We also have implemented the quadigyure) beyond the vertical boundary face, before hittinge-h
tures built by Lathrop & Carlson (1965). The latter provié®s zgontal face.
eral sets of quadratures that satisfy conditions 1 and 2ndut  \when the medium is not periodic, we start the sweeping of
condition 3, with 24 up to 288 directions. They also provide-s 3 givenzplane at the grid point that is the closest to the vertical
eral sets of another type of quadratures that satisfy teettwn- poundary planes. For example, if the ray propagates in thie fir
ditions above, with 24 up to 80 directions. . octant, these planes are= X, andy = Yo, therefore the first
We also have implemented the Gaussian quadratyigd pointin which we calculate the specific intensity s, ).
(Press etal. 1992). The latter is not appropriate for thewsal Then, the specific intensity is calculated progressivelglithe
lation of the radiation moments, because it does not sais§y grid points in thez-plane alonge-direction and/-direction. Now,
of the three conditions above and leads to serious non plysigs we consider in this section a medium with a double horaont
asymmetries, unless one chooses a large number of dirsctiggriodicity, we can start the sweeping at any grid point ezh
(typically, more than 100). However, it is suitable for tée- plane, provided that the grid points where the specific sitgn
gration of the incoming s_pecmc intensity over a viewingidol js calculated span oneperiod and ong-period. We mark this
angle, in order to determine the radiative power per unfeser starting point asX,, Yj,)- The indicesg andjo are defined so as
that receives a detector looking at a given object. to minimize the number of cells that are intersected by thgdo
characteristics, thus saving computing time. This vigig cho-
sen such that the corresponding upwind cell has the largest s
in x-direction,Ax;, = AXmax. Similarly, we choosg such that
We consider a three-dimensional medium with an infiniterexteAyj, = Ajmax. Then, starting fromx;,, y;,), we calculate the spe-
sion in the horizontal planéx,y), and a finite extension alongcific intensity with the long-characteristics method gt for the
the verticalz-axis between its lower boundary and its upper grid points alongc-direction that span oneperiod. In the same
boundaryzy,. We assume that this medium has a double periein, we use the long-characteristics methoa;gtfor the grid
odicity, one inx-direction, and one iy-direction. The bound- points alongy-direction that span ongperiod. Once these two
ary conditions are known & andz,. For example, we may first rows have been treated, we resume the short-chasiidsri
consider a non-irradiated stellar atmosphere with no irlagm method for all the next rows of the currentayer. Note that
radiation at the outer surfaag, and a black body radiation athere we do not introduce ghost nodes (see Selctidn 5.1), tsiace
its inner surfacez. The computational grid ranges from to  medium has an infinite extensionxndirection andy-direction.
z, in vertical direction, fromxg to xy,, and fromyp to yy, in The schematic diagram of Figurk 6 clarifies our point, for a
the horizontal plane, so thaty, — %) defines one-period and radiation propagating in the first octant, therefore alorayéas-
(Yn, — Yo) defines ong-period. Now, the 3D short-characteristicsng X, y, andz. It shows two computational domains in a given
method consists in solving the integral form of the RTE byppro z-plane. Both span one-period and ong-period. The original
agating the rays throughout a computational domain, from dpmain is depicted by the rectangle with solid thick lineseT

7. Periodic Boundary Conditions
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positions of the grid nodes in the horizontgblane were intro-
duced in Section Bl 1xg, X1, ..., Xn,) and /o, y1, ..., yn,)- The ver-
tical boundary planes ase= xp andy = Y. The indicesp andjg

are defined above in the preceding paragraph. The RTE isdsolve
in the computational domain depicted by the rectangle ittkt
dotted lines. The positions of the grid nodes of this domain a
(Xig» Xig+1, - Xio+Ny) ?nhd §io, é/jo.!.]_, ...,3(;,»0+Ny),dv¥ith th?\ fo(l}:owgrri\g .
correspondence of the grid sizes, derived from the doubie pe ™ [ 2> 2 7
odicity of the medium: ' L =l

k+1

|
1
A% i ol = AXir e . -
{ |, i€[[Nx+1,Ny+ig] Xi J7e[[Lio]l (31) | //
AYj, jetN+ LN +jol = AYr, jrel,jol ] [
i s o St R
We also have the following correspondence for the physical, -~ o pwind) <M, | -
quantitiesf (v, X, y, 2): i=—-1 X, i=0 X

boundary plane

oz (X Vi ) ieNes trion = fuz (X Vi) vetwion (32)
]E[Ny"'lsNy"'JO]] j’€lL jol . . . .
Fig.5. Extract of a 3D Cartesian grid. Unlike the general case

We employ the long-characteristics method aloadirection presented in Figil1, we consider here the particular case of a
from (Xig, Yjo) 10 (Xis+n, Yjo), @nd alongy-direction from &, yj,)  medium with a double horizontal periodicity, iadirection and

to (X, Yjo+n,)- Then, we resume our usual short-characteristigs y-direction. Inx-direction, one period is defined from to
method for the next rows of the currerdayer. Once calcu- xy . The planex = X, is a boundary plane. The cell defined by
lated, the specific intensity is defined in the original cotapu indices 1, j, k), drawn with thick lines, is identical to the cell
tional domain, with a simple rearrangement of indices as p@\,, j, k) (not drawn). The upwind specific intensity is known at
Equation [(3R). Note that some long-characteristics may com, for the short-characteristidM(,, Mc, Mg), sinceM, belongs
sist merely of short-characteristics. This is the case fgivan to a horizontal face. On the other hand, the upwind specifénin
grid point (4 iegio.n,1- Yjo): if the correspondinghx and Aymax — sity is not known at, for the short-characteristio/, Mc, M7),

are large enough, so that the related upwind end point intgecauseM; belongs to a vertical boundary face. Therefore, the
sects the horizontal upwind face. Similarly, this is theeck® characteristic is prolonged up to the first intersectiomwitior-

(%o, Y, jetioNy1): If Ayj @andAxmax are large enough. izontal face M;,. See Sectioll7 for more explanations.
We mention here that it is also possible to handle peri-

odic conditions by iterative methods, as done for instance b
van Noort et al.[(2002) and Davis et al. (2012). However, such. For comparison, the numerical test was performed with the

an approach can lead to a slow convergence in the case of 0plime parameters as the ones usel by Hayek &t al.| (2010). We

cally thin media, as noted by van Noort et al. (2002). consider a hard-edged beam that propagates throughowtea thr
dimensional zero opacity box along a slanted direction édfin

8. Tests of IRIS by & = 281° andy = 45.0°, as shown in the sketch (top left
panel) of Figurdl7. The box is made with £ogrid points. It

The code underwent a number of various tests to validate@ackxtends in each of the three directionsy( ) from 0 to 10 in ar-

its functionalities that we describe in this paper. We fobeee bitrary units. The beam is made with3@rid points at the base

on the three most important ones: the searchlight beamaesbf the box. It enters the box at the base and emerges fronhi¢at t

comparison with a well-tested one-dimensional schemetrend top. The bottom panels of Figl. 7 show the normalized spedific i

test of the velocity gradientfiect applied on one given spectratensity of the beam as a function efandy, at the base of the

line. box (left panel), and at the top of the box (right panel). We ve
ify that the beam profile is very well conserved. There is no ab
8.1. The Searchlight Beam Test sorption: the maximum value of the normalized specific iaiign

remains equal to one. The dispersion is very limited: thelhar
In the context of astrophysical radiation transport, thist ivas edges are conserved, along with the size of the beam. In@uaidit
first proposed by Kunasz & Auer (1988). Several authors théme beam exits at the right position of the box. The positioins
used it to evaluate their multidimensional short-chamsties the four corners of the beamx{( y1); (X2, y1); (X1, ¥2); (X2, ¥2)1,
algorithms  [(Stone etal. | _1992;| Auer & Paletod___1994re at the base: [(, 1.5); (4.5, 1.5); (1.5, 4.5); (45, 4.5)], and at
Fabiani Bendicho | 2003;| Fabiani Bendicho & Trujillo Buendhe top: [(53, 5.3); (8.3, 5.3); (5.3, 8.3); (8.3, 8.3)], which is con-
2007; | Hayek et all 2010; Davis et al. 2012). The purpose ssstent with thed, ¢) values specified above and the size of the
to examine how a beam propagates through a transpareox alongz direction. In order to show in greater detail the dis-
medium. Theoretically, the beam crosses the medium withqérsion of the beam, we have plotted sectional views of taenbe
being absorbed or dispersed. The RTE, Equafibn (5), islgrealongx-axis (top right panel). The red curve represents the nor-
simplified since, in this particular cask, = 1,. Note that the malized specific intensity as a functionxfatz = 0 (base of the
numerical counterpart of the RTE, Equatignl(14) is consistebox) andy = 3 (middle of the beam). The green curve represents
with this behavior when the opacity is zero, as pointed out this quantity az = 10 (top of the box) ang = 6.8 (middle of
Section[5.R. Therefore, the calculation uses only the ugwithe beam). In order to compare the two profiles, we have plotte
interpolation of the specific intensity. This test challeag the blue curve, which is the green one artificially shiftedhst
the capabilities of the piecewise cubic, locally monotonidts center fits the center of the red curve. Such a superpositi
interpolation technique (see Sectidn 4), as applied tofae# shows the symmetry of the beam’s dispersion, which also re-
interpolations (see Sectign b.1). mains small. We verified that our scheme guarantees the photo
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(s, on,) of an experimental radiative shock generated in a tube full o
o ___ Xenon assumed to be a perfect gas, with the following upstrea
conditions: fluid velocity= 60 km s, pressure= 7 bar, temper-
ature= 1 eV. The opacities that we use are from Michaut et al.
(2004). Our objective here is focused on the comparisonef th
1D and the 3D radiative models; a future paper (Ibgui et @220
in preparation) will present more details of three-dimenal
models of radiative shocks.
i (o) The 3D computational grid is built with 2020x 510 points
Jo }Aymx in respectivelyx, y, andz directions. In each horizontalplane,
’ : all the state parameters (temperature, density, velcaitg/inde-
original M(x,.“,,,yj“,,) pendent ofx andy. Two post-processing calculations were per-
grid formed: one with IRIS applied on the 3D grid, and one with a
(x.3) A, l well-tested 1D short-characteristics solver applied oDayfid
X that is extracted from the 3D one. Both were done at seven-
M(x,.%,) lo (v, %) teen frequencies that range frdm = 2 eV (1 = 620 nm) to
hy = 494 eV 1 = 2.41 nm). The velocity gradientfiect was
Fig.6. Original domain (solid thick lines) and calculation donot taken into account in this test. Figlile 8 shows sevedia
main (dotted thick lines) at a givemplane, for a medium that is tive quantities provided by IRIS and by the 1D solver. By way
periodic in the horizontal{y) plane, and for a radiation propa-of example, we select one frequenley,= 296 eV, which corre-
gating in the first octant, i.e., along increasixg/, andz. Both spondstol = 4.19 nm.
domains span one period idirection and one period ig- The top left panel of Figur€l8 displays the specific in-
direction. The nodes of the original domain arg, i, ..., Xn,)  tensity as a function of, and for diferent polar angle®:
and /o, 1, ..., Yn,). The nodes of the calculation domain, wher@° (green), 45 (blue), 89 (red), 133 (orange), 180 (cyan).
the specific intensity is computed, ang (Xi,+1. ..., Xi,+n,) @nd The solid lines are the results calculated with IRIS. The
(Yio» Yjo+15 -+ Yoty )- The indicedg and jo are chosen such thatsymbols are the results provided by the 1D solver. Note
AXi, = AXmax andAyj, = Ajmax. See text in Sectiof] 7 for a dis-that, for the readability of the figure, we plot the 1D re-
cussion. sults for only some of the 51@ values. Note also that we
plot the 3D results calculated with several azimuthal angle
¢(°) = (0,45,89,90,135 179 180,225 269 270, 315 359). All
conservation: they-surface integral of the specific intensity athe curves for these twelue angles are perfectly superposed,
z = 0 equals the th&y-surface integral & = 10, to the machine and, therefore, indistinguishable. This demonstratestilesspe-
accuracy. cific intensity is independent af. In addition, we verified that
This test represents an excellent validation of the piesewifor any given pair 4, ¢), the specific intensity at a givemplane
cubic, locally monotonic, interpolation scheme that we @&eh is the same for all the grid points of this plane, which demon-
a technique almost suppresses the numeric¢hlgion dfect of strates that this quantity is independentaindy. Last but not
the short-characteristics method, and is mdfient than lin- least, the 1D symbols perfectly fit with the 3D curves.
ear, parabolic (the first one is extremelyfdsive, the second  The other three panels of Figire 8 display the moments ob-
one introduces spurious extrema, as shown by Kunasz & Auamed by angular integration (see Secfibn 6): the meansitie
1988), or even monotonic quadratic schemes _(Auer & Paletdun the top right panel, the components of the radiation flux
1994). vector,Fy, Fy, F, in the bottom left panel, and the components
of the radiation pressure tensByy, Py, Pz, Py, Pxz, Py, in
the bottom right panel. All the curves show that the 1D and 3D
results perfectly agree. We checked this result for all thes-

It is important to check whether IRIS can reproduce the tesuf€€n tested frequencies. In addition, the 3D results peavizy
provided by one-dimensional radiative transfer schemégnw RIS verify, for any frequency, the following propertiesatrare
the medium is made of homogeneous plane-parallel layers, i;heorehcally_vahd for 1D plane-parallel structures. dellatlve
in the case of a 1D plane-parallel structure. Simulatingréne flux is zero inx andy direction,Fx = 0, Fy = 0, and it de-
diative transfer for such a medium with IRIS can be achiewed ends only orzin z-direction,F(z v). The non-diagonal com-
imposing periodic boundary conditions in faces perperididco  Ponents of the radiation pressure tensor are all zZégp:= 0,
the parallel layers. Assuming that these layers are pataitae Pxz = 0, Pyz = 0. The other three pressure components depend
horizontalz-planes, the specific intensity has then the followingnlY 0Nz, Px(z v), Pyy(z v), Pz(z v), and we have, for angand
dependencd(z cosd, v). Applying the full 3D calculation with ¥ Pxx(z v) = Py(zv). _ _
IRIS for such a medium perfectly reproduces the radiative re_ These tests demonstrate that IRIS is capable of reproducing
sults provided by 1D radiative models at any frequency, as W& plane-parallel simulations, and, thereby, of handliedqulic
show in the example below. boundary conditions.
We calculate the radiative transfer through a radiativeekho

structure made of homogeneous plane-parallel layers. Yhe B 3 Test of the Velocity Gradient Effect
drodynamics structure, provided by Matthias Gonzalezob-
tained with the three-dimensional radiation hydrodynaimde As explained in Section 8.3, IRIS can handle the velocity gra
HERACLES [Gonzalez et 4l. 2007). The test case is a sinamlatidient efect on spectra (caused by the Doppler shifts of pho-
ton frequencies) by subdividing a short-characteristia get of

1 AIM, CEA/DSM/IRFU, CNRS, Université Paris Diderot, 91191subintervals. This subdivision is controlled by a tunalalegme-
Gif-sur-Yvette, France ter e, So that the Doppler shift of any spectral line between two

calculation
grid

('XO’yN\)

8.2. Comparison with 1D Plane-Parallel Models
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Fig.7. Searchlight beam test. The top left panel of the figure dspfet purpose of this test. A slanted beam, with directipn
enters a zero opacity box at its base, and emerges from i &h The objective is to compare the entering beam profile thie
emerging one; both are theoretically the same. The bottaralpahow the normalized specific intensity of the beam, asetibn
of positionsx andy, at the bottom of the box (left panel), and at the top of the fr@ht panel). The top right panel displays
sectional views of the beam alomgaxis, atz = 0 andy = 3 (red curve), az = 10 andy = 6.8 (green curve). The blue curve is
identical to the the green one, but shifted so that its cditsethe center of the red curve. See Secfiiofh 8.1 for explamsti

subinterval points remains bounded by a fractipiof the local frequencyy in the particle’s frame. With these assumptions, the
Doppler width of the line, as per Equatidn{20). Doppler widthAv, is a constant, and the monochromatic spe-
cific intensity of the radiation emerging from the layer tod/a

We illustrate the ffect of our treatment in a simple ideal, o ohserver is simply given by:

case that can be otherwise calculated quasi-analytivséycon-
sider one plasma layer with a uniform temperafliria a stellar
wind region with a velocity gradient, as sketched by Fiddre 9
top panel. We focus on one velocity direction, referred to

z-direction. In our example, the material moves toward an ob-

1(v) = (1- ™) B,(T) (33)

erery2(v) is the monochromatic optical depth framto z:

server. The layer is numerically modeled with a single cell b 2
tween two grid pointsz;, the farther position from the observer, T12(v) = f k(v,2) dz, (34)
andz, the closer position to the observer. The wind velocities at 4

grid points are/; > 0 andV, > V,. We assume that there is only, o o e absorption cfigient(v, 7) is written as
one radiating species. We focus on the radiation of the layer

self, in the direction of the wind toward the observer, angleet

any incoming radiation iz;. Although the situation in a stellar k(v,2) =K e_(
wind is significantly dfferent from LTE, we do assume LTE for

the purpose of this test. We also neglect scattering. Tomref where v (2), defined in Sectiof 513 by Equation {16), is the
the source function is uniform and equals the Planck funaio shifted line-center frequency for a velocit(z) at positionz
the layer’s temperatur8, (T). We consider one spectral line, forvey(2) = vo (1 + V(2)/c). The quantityK is a constant that con-

which we assume, for simplicity, a Doppler profile centered a tains all the attributes of the line (population of the loverel,

2
r=vctr(2)
Mp

: (39)
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Fig.8. Comparison with 1D plane-parallel models. The figures shiv@smonochromatic radiative quantities,rat = 296 eV

(1 = 4.19 nm), calculated with IRIS (solid lines) and with a 1D sel{®mbols), in the case of a radiative shock structure méde o
homogeneous plane-parallel layers. The top left panelalisghe specific intensity for fierent polar angle& 0° (green, square),
45° (blue, triangle), 89(red, filled circle), 135 (orange, diamond), 18Qcyan, asterisk), and for a set of twelve azimuthal angles
©(°) = (0,45,89,90,135 179 180,225 269 270,315 359). There is no legend for thevalues, because all the curves, for a given
0, are perfectly superposed. The top right, bottom left, aodoln right panels show respectively the mean intendifplack,
square), the components of the radiative flux vedtofblack, square), and the components of the radiation pregsasorP
(Pz: blue, squareP, = Pyy: red, plus). See Secti¢n 8.2 for more details.

and oscillator strength) and the value of the constant Dappl B(v) = Ke™ (38¢)
width. . .

Now, since we use monotonic laws (cubic Hermite polyno- FOr the test, we adopt the following typical values of ve-
mials, see Sectidn§.2) to interpolate physical quantitiesg a Cities in winds of early massive starg; = 2000 km s,

short-characteristia; »(v) may be written as V, = 2250 km s?, and a thermal velocity (constant in our uni-
) form layer) of Vi, = 25 km st. With such a choice, any line
Vetrp [ yover . . . - .
T12(v) = R (ver) K € (—AVD ) dver . (36) is Doppler shifted by an amount of 10 times its Doppler width

between positiorz; and positionz, i.e., (e, — Ve, )/Avy =

whereR is the function relating the shifted transition frequencg\r/fd_a\l/;z/e\r/tgizzezlf)'zl/vze f‘(')i‘%n";‘dom a temperatie= 10° K,

ver 10 the positionz within the layer:z = R(veu), R being its We consider an artificial line, arbitrarily centeredhat =

derivative, and where we define: 80.00 eV in the particle’s frame. In the observer’s frame, the i
Vetr, = Vo (1 + %) 37 is centered atcy, ~ 80.53 eV atz;, and atvey, ~ 80.60 eV at
Ve, = Vo (1 + ﬁ) (37) 2. Note also that we have defined tkevalue (see Equatidn B5)
2 ¢ so that the transmission of the layer at the line center el
In this simplified configuration, the optical depth appears an the case when there is no velocity gradient. In this case in
the convolution of a functiod(v) and a Gaussian functid®(v) deed, the monochromatic thermal absorpt0nz) is indepen-

Vetry

(the line profile), both defined as follows: dent ofz, so thatK is inferred frome™X®-%) = 0.5. This way,
T12(v) = (A% B) (v) (38a) We avoid the extreme cases of an o_ptically thin or an opticall
thick layer. The red thick curve in Figukeé 9, bottom left plane
where displays the monochromatic specific intendity) that emerges
AW) = R(ver) if vew <v<ver, (38b) from the layer at positior, toward the observer, as calculated by
~ 10 if v <ver, O v>vey, IRIS. This emission spectrum is displayed versus photorggne
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hv (eV) or photon wavelength (A). For comparison, the black 9. Conclusion

thick curve represents the line, centered at 80.53 eV, thatdv . . .

obtain if there was no velocity gradient, i.e M§ = V;. The bot- I this paper, we have described IRIS, a new generic three-

tom right panel of the figure portrays the transmissier2), dimensional s_pectra_l radlatlv_e t_ransfer code, whl_ch g.numg

of the layer. In the highly simplified configuration of ourtithe Monochromatic static 3D radiative transfer equation indbe

transmission and the specific intensity are related by treali S€rvers frame, in Cartesian coordinates. We drop the time

Equation[[3B). This is why this transmission spectrum Idibles c_lerlvatlve in the transfer equation because we considea-sit

same, but inverted, as the emission spectrum. In the presgnctions in which the dynamical timescales are large compared t

a velocity gradient, the absorption of the medium decreasesth® photon free-flight time, such that the studied mediunsis a

shifted (blueward if the material approaches the obseredr, SUmed to be in a frozen state during the time when the radia-

ward if it recedes from the observer), and spreads over aﬂargr?” field propagates throughout its structure. The coderiis p

spectral range. This also applies to the emission of theumedi Maily intended for post-processing any hydrodynamicpsna
In this ideal test case, we can explain the shape and the §ﬁpt,)|(.e., any s)trr]ugturde provided at ‘? glvenTlr?stant b)I/Re:éra

. . -ase, . . on)(magneto)hydrodynamics simulation. That way,

sition of the line depicted by the red curve. The optical Hept . - o A

given by Equation[?EG). In )r:\ddition the layer is rEr)wodeIed?Nitdetermme’ at each instant, the radiation field of a non Y

a unigue cell. So, the cubic monoto,nic Hermite polynomiat thﬂOW' We Iconlsuaer non-relatlylst|c f_IIQW_veIocmes. Currsntve

definesV(2) along the short-characteristic betwegrandz al- assume local t ermoc_iynamp equilibrium. .

most coincides with a linear law, since the downwind endpoip RIS is mainly a diagnostic tool to be used for comparisons

is a ghost point in which state parameters are defined byrlintg’ft"veen predicted spectra, maps or images one the one hand,

extrapolations (see Sectibnb.1). In these specific camdifz is and astrophysical observations or laboratory astropbysiea-
trivially related tovey by a linear functiorR(vey), S0 thatA(v) is surements on the other hand. It computes the monochromatic

merely a boxcar function. Then, the optical depth is specific intensity and optical depth at any position W|t_h|hya
drodynamics structure, for any direction. Associated &jipro-
priate opacities specified by the user in a dedicated module,
C -2z Veiry 7(21_)2 calculates synthetic spectra and maps or_images emergimy fr
T12(v) = Kv—m f e\ *o ) dvey (39)  the studied structure or astrophysical object. It can atdoue
0 Y late, from the specific intensity and through angular irdéigns,
the moments of the radiation field: the mean intensity, téra
wherevey, andvgy, are defined by Equations(37). The calculation flux vector, and the radiation pressure tensor, at asitipa

tion of the monochromatic specific intensity with EquatiBA), within the studied medium.

using the relation(39) above, provides a result that exdits IRIS works with any 3D Cartesian grid, the latter be-
the red curve obtained with IRIS. Note that this spectra I ing nonuniform in each direction. The code uses a short-
centered abf, + ver,)/2 ~ 80.57 eV. characteristics solver to determine the formal solutiothefra-

Last but not least, Figl]9 (emission spectrum, left, ghative transfer equation. We have implemented a véigient
transmission spectrum, right) shows that tyegparameter (cf. piecewise cubic, locally monotonic, interpolation teaiug, that
Equation[[2D)) plays a crucial role in the precision of thiega considerably reduces the numericdfidsion éfects of the short-
lated line, through the subgriding of the short-charastieriThe characteristics method. The latter is used for interpogptiny
cyan curve shows the profile obtained wigh= 11, for which physical quantity in the cell faces of the computationadgaind
we checked that the short-characteristic is not subdividiag for defining laws of variation of physical quantities alorgps-
profile is composed of two peaks, which are located in the tvearacteristics.
extreme positions of the line centety,, andvey,, with a large IRIS is able to handle horizontal periodic boundary con-
trough in the middle. Such a discrepancy between this profd#ions of a simulation box. This configuration occurs for a
and the correct red one may result in erroneous interpoerti medium with an infinite (that is, large compared to the extent
of observed spectra when compared with synthetic specta. & the computational box) extension in its horizontal pland a
€ decreases, the trough is being gradually filled, as shown @iguble periodicity in this plane, along with a finite extensin
the other curves obtained withftérente,: 6 (green), 5 (orange), its vertical direction, such as a stellar atmosphere or aretion
3 (blue), 2 (grey). This test verifies that the line shapestar disk.
stabilize frome, = 1. Tiny waves remain in the profile calcu-  Since it is formulated in the observer's frame, IRIS can deal
lated withe, = 1. This profile is not shown in the figure be-with any (non-relativistic) non-monotonic macroscopidoaé
cause these waves are barely perceptible, so that it alrowst cties. The code can be applied to a large number of radiating as
cides with the red profile. Our numerical tests indicate that trophysical objects or structures, such as accretion shocjets
short-characteristic is subdivided in 14 subintervalse€foe 1, in young stellar objects, stellar atmospheres, exoplamao-a
whereas it is subdivided in 46 subintervals fgr = 0.3. Not spheres, accretion disks, rotating stellar winds, and otsgn
surprisingly, increasing the precision involves a larganputa- ical structures. IRIS has already been applied to preditiuX-
tional cost. Such a test confirms that the ideal value,dfes spectra of laboratory generated radiative shocks (seeamfe
somewhere betweeridland 1 (see Sectidn 5.3). proceedings Ibgui et &l. 201Pa,b; we are also writing a paper

We stress again that the profile depicted by the red curvedlis topic: Ibgui et al. 2012, in preparation).

Fig.[d has been obtained in the ideal case of a single lineavith We envision various extensions in the near future. First, we
Doppler profile, under the assumption of a unique layer at unill implement an iterative method based on the Accelerated
form temperature, in LTE, and with a linear velocity vamati Lambda Iteration (ALI) technique to handle scattering and
within the layer. In the general case, none of these sitnatidNLTE effects. We will interface IRIS with the NLTE stellar at-

holds, which results in a more complex profile. Only a full-caimosphere code TLUSTY (Hubeny 1988; Hubeny & Llanz 1995),
culation with our subgriding method can provide the actuat p from which we take the treatment of atomic data, and all local
file. physics (opacities, and the scheme for solving the set tifsta
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Fig. 9. Test of the velocity gradientkect. The top panel represents a single plasma layer in arstétd, with a velocity gradient.
The layer is at uniform temperatufe with one radiating species, assuming LTE and no scattefihg layer is modeled in IRIS
with one cell between grid pointg andz, with wind velocitiesV; > 0 (the material approaches the observer) ¥nd V;. The
red thick curve in the bottom left panel displays the monoatatic specific intensity,, due to the radiation that emerges from the
layer atz, toward the observer, as computed by IRIS. This emissiontgpads plotted versus photon energy (eV) or photon
wavelengthi (A). It is obtained with a parametes = 0.3. Too large values of, result in incorrect profiles, as shown by the
following curves: cyand, = 11), green, = 6), orange § = 5), blue & = 3), grey & = 2). The bottom right panel displays
the corresponding transmission spectrum. For comparikernlack thick curve portrays the spectral line that woudtho if there
was no velocity gradienM, = V;). See Section 8.3 for detailed explanations.

tical equilibrium equations using the preconditioning hwoet to
obtain NLTE level populations). Later, extending IRIS tdgre
ized radiative transfer will provide the code with the cafigb
to diagnose magnetic fields.

de Paris, and the Visiting Professorship at the UnivelBigre et Marie Curie
where a part of work was done.

On the computational side, IRIS is written in Fortran 95. ThB€ferences
current version runs on a single processor. We plan to paraler, L. 1976, J. Quant. Spec. Radiat. Transf., 16, 931
lelize the code with the message passing interface (MRBrjb Auer, L. 2003, in Astronomical Society of the Pacific Confere Series, Vol.
Post-processing of (R)(M)HD calculations performed onpada 288, Stellar Atmosphere Modeling, ed. I. Hubeny, D. Miha&a¥. Werner,
tively refined _grids ggnerateq with the adaptive_ mesh reﬁngm Auer, L., Bendicho, P. F., & Trujillo Bueno, J. 1994, A&A, 29299
(AMR) technique will benefit from 3D nonuniform Cartesiamyer, L. H. & Paletou, F. 1994, A&A, 285, 675

grids in IRIS, though its full implementation will requireldi-
tional work.
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