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Analytic solutions to the nonlinear radiation diffusion equation with an instantaneous point source
for a non-homogeneous medium with a power law spatial density profile, are presented. The solutions
are a generalization of the well known solutions for a homogeneous medium. It is shown that the
solutions take various qualitatively different forms according to the value of the spatial exponent.
These different forms are studied in detail for linear and non linear heat conduction. In addition,
by inspecting the generalized solutions, we show that there exist values of the spatial exponent such
the conduction front has constant speed or even accelerates. Finally, the various solution forms are
compared in detail to numerical simulations, and a good agreement is achieved.

I. INTRODUCTION

Radiative heat waves are an important phenomena in
many astrophysical and laboratory high energy density
plasmas [1–8]. As a result, analytic solutions for the ra-
diative heat equation play a key role in the analysis and
design of high energy density experiments [2, 8–11] and
in the process of verification and validation of computer
simulations [12–24].

Analytic solutions for radiative heat waves with ex-
ternally applied boundary conditions were developed in
the seminal work of Marshak [25] which was further gen-
eralized in Refs. [26–33]. Analytical solutions to the
nonlinear diffusion equation with an instantaneous point
source for a homogeneous medium was developed in the
seminal works of Zel’dovich et al. [34–36] and Pattle
[37]. A solution for the linear diffusion equation in a
non-homogeneous medium was developed in Ref. [38], in
order to describe diffusion on fractal objects.

In this work we extend the solution of Zel’dovich et
al. [34–36] and Pattle [37], and develop analytic solu-
tions to the nonlinear radiation diffusion equation with
an instantaneous point source for a non-homogeneous
medium with a power law spatial density profile of the
form ρ0r

−ω. Such profiles are widely used, for example,
in modeling the interior and atmospheres of stars [39–
43] and galaxies [44–46]. These solutions are analyzed in
detail for both linear and non linear conduction. Differ-
ent solution forms are examined for various ranges of the
spatial exponent ω. Finally, the solutions are compared
with numerous numerical simulations.

II. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

In situations where radiation heat conduction domi-
nates and hydrodynamic motion is negligible, the ma-
terial density is constant in time, and the heat flow is
supersonic. A comparison between the dynamics of radi-
ation conduction and compressible flow in the context of
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an instantaneous point source, also known as the strong
explosion problem [12, 47–51], will be detailed below in
Sec. III B. Assuming a constant spatial density, the ra-
diation diffusion equation in one dimensional symmetry
is given by:

∂u

∂t
= − 1

rd−1
∂

∂r

(
rd−1F

)
, (1)

where u (r, t) is the total energy per unit volume and d =
1, 2, 3 for planar, cylindrical and spherical symmetries,
respectively. The radiation energy flux obeys a Fick law:

F = −D ∂

∂r

(
aT 4) , (2)

with T the material temperature, a the radiation con-
stant, and the radiation diffusion coefficient:

D = c

3κRρ
, (3)

where c is the speed of light, κR is the Rosseland mean
opacity and ρ is the material mass density. The flux F is,
in general, a non-linear function of u and its derivative.
In this work, we assume power law opacity and energy

equation of state, in the common form [8, 28, 31, 32, 52]:

1
κR (T, ρ) = gTαρ−λ, (4)

u (T, ρ) = fT βρ1−µ. (5)

and an inhomogeneous density profile in a spatial power
law form:

ρ (r) = ρ0r
−ω. (6)

We note that in order for this density profile to contain
a finite total mass, one must have ω < d. In addition,
it is evident from equations (3)-(6) that the above power
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laws are equivalent to a single temperature and spatial
power law for the diffusion coefficient:

D (r, T ) = D0r
−ω′Tα. (7)

with D0 = gc

3ρλ+1
0

, ω′ = ω (λ+ 1). The radiation diffusion
coefficient as given in Eq. (3), is a non-linear function of
u, in terms of T .

We consider an instantaneous point source, so that the
initial energy density profile is given by:

u (r, t = 0) = Qδ (r) , (8)

where Q is the total initial energy, which is of course,
constant in time for an infinite system:∫ ∞

0
u (r, t)Adrd−1dr = Q, (9)

where the areal coefficient is:

Ad =


1 d = 1
2π d = 2
4π d = 3

(10)

Using equations (2)-(6), the diffusion equation (1)
takes the form:

∂u

∂t
= 1
rd−1

∂

∂r

(
Ark+d−1 (rmu)n ∂

∂r
(rmu)

)
, (11)

where:

n = 4 + α− β
β

, (12)

k = ω (1 + λ) , (13)

m = ω (1− µ) , (14)

A = 16σg

3βf
4+α
β ρ

λ+1+ (1−µ)(α+4)
β

0

. (15)

By defining the auxiliary variable:

w (r, t) = rmu (r, t) , (16)

Eq. (11) takes the simple from:

∂w

∂t
= Arm−d+1 ∂

∂r

(
rk+d−1wn

∂w

∂r

)
, (17)

It is seen from Eq. (11) that the energy flux can be
written in terms of w as:

F (r, t) = −Arkwn ∂w
∂r

. (18)

The energy conservation law in Eq. (9), written in terms
of w, reads: ∫ ∞

0
w (r, t)Adrd−m−1dr = Q. (19)

In addition, the requirement to have vanishing energy
density at infinity is:[

r−mw
]
r→∞ = 0, (20)

and from symmetry considerations, the energy current at
the origin must vanish as well:[

rk+d−1wn
∂w

∂r

]
r→0

= 0. (21)

In this work, the solutions of Eq. (17) under the ini-
tial and boundary conditions (19)-(21) will be studied in
detail. We note that for m = 0, Eq. (17) represents
the general non-linear diffusion equation with an inho-
mogeneous diffusion coefficient of the form D = Arkwn,
which is applicable to any other application of the dif-
fusion equation (i.e. Ref. [38], which deals with linear
diffusion in inhomogeneous media). In contrast, for ra-
diation diffusion, due to the nonlinearity of the specific
energy in terms of temperature, one has in generalm 6= 0.

III. SELF-SIMILAR SOLUTION

Eq. (17) can be solved using the method dimensional
analysis [35, 36, 53]. This is performed in detail in Ap-
pendix A. The result is a self similar solution whose in-
dependent dimensionless coordinate is:

ξ = r

(QnAt)
1
p

, (22)

and the solution is given in terms of a self-similar profile:

w (r, t) =
(
Q2−k−m

(At)d−m

) 1
p

f (ξ) , (23)

where the self similar exponent is:

p = 2− k −m+ (d−m)n. (24)

By substituting the self-similar solution (22)-(23) in the
diffusion Eq. (17), and noting that:

∂ξ

∂r
= ξ

r
= 1

(QnAt)
1
p

, (25)

∂ξ

∂t
= −1

p

ξ

t
, (26)
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∂w

∂r
=
(
Q2−k−m

(At)d−m

) 1
p

f ′ (ξ) ξ
r
, (27)

all dimensional quantities are factored out, and a di-
mensionless second order ordinary differential equation
(ODE) for the self-similar solution is obtained:

d

dξ

(
ξk+d−1fn (ξ) df

dξ
+ ξd−m

p
f (ξ)

)
= 0. (28)

By substituting the self-similar variables (22)-(23) in Eq.
(19), a dimensionless conservation equation in terms of
the dimensionless variables is obtained:

Ad
∫ ∞

0
f (ξ) ξd−m−1dξ = 1. (29)

Similarly, the boundary conditions for the energy density
at infinity (Eq. (20)) and the flux at the origin (Eq.
(21)), are written in terms of the self-similar solution,
respectively, as: [

ξ−mf (ξ)
]
ξ→∞ = 0, (30)

[
ξk+d−1fn (ξ) df

dξ

]
ξ→0

= 0. (31)

A direct integration of Eq. (28) gives the first order ODE:

fn−1 (ξ) df
dξ

= −ξ
1−k−m

p
, (32)

where, by virtue of the boundary condition (31), the con-
stant of the integration is set to zero. Using Eq. (27) with
the derivative f ′ (ξ) taken from Eq. (32), results in the
following expression for the energy flux (18):

F (r, t) = Ark−1wn+1 (r, t) ξ2−k−m

pfn (ξ) . (33)

The solution of Eq. (32) takes two different forms - for
n > 0, which corresponds to nonlinear heat conduction,
and for n = 0, which corresponds to linear conduction.
These will be analyzed in detail in the next two sections.

A. Heat front propagation

We note that from Eq. (22), it is evident that heat
propagates according to rh (t) ∝ t

1
p . Therefore, in order

for heat to propagate outwards, we must always have:

p > 0. (34)

This gives an upper limit for the value of ω:

ωmax = 2 + dn

1 + λ+ (1− µ) (1 + n) . (35)

In addition, the propagation speed is decreasing with
time for ω < ωacc, constant for ω = ωacc and increasing
with time for ω > ωacc, where:

ωacc = 1 + dn

2 + dn
ωmax. (36)

It is interesting to note that since 0 < ωacc < ωmax, the
well known solution to the nonlinear diffusion equation
with constant density (ω = 0), always has a decelerating
speed of propagation, as rh (t) ∝ t

1
2 for linear heat con-

duction and rh (t) ∝ t
1

2+dn for nonlinear heat conduction
[34–36]. Therefore, we see that for a large enough value
of ω, due to a spatial increase in the diffusion coefficient
(Eq. (7)), the heat propagation speed can be constant or
even accelerate. This phenomena will be demonstrated
below, in Fig. 13.

B. Relation to the strong explosion shock

The shock trajectory for a point explosion [12, 47–
51, 54, 55], when heat conduction is negligible, behaves
as rshock (t) ∝ t

2
2+d−ω . This ω dependent shock trajec-

tory is often compared [12], for ω = 0, to the heat wave
trajectory, rh (t) ∝ t

1
2+dn . It is concluded that at short

times, the heat wave travels faster than the shock, so that
the hydrodynamic motion is negligible and the heat wave
is considered to be “supersonic”, while at longer times,
the heat front slows down (becomes “subsonic”), and is
overtaken by the shock. However, it is now evident that
this common picture can change, depending on the value
of ω. If 1

p <
2

2+d−ω , we have the common case of a super-
sonic heat wave which is overtaken by a shock, while for
1
p >

2
2+d−ω , we have a pure hydrodynamic shock at short

times, which is overtaken by a heat wave at longer times.
The resulting critical spatial exponent for this transition
is:

ω = (2 + d (2n− 1))ωmax

2 (2 + dn)− ωmax
, (37)

so that for ω < ω we have the common heat wave followed
by a shock behavior, while for ω > ω, the order is revered.
For ω = ω, both waves propagate at the same speed,
rshock (t) /rh (t) = const, and a full rad-hydro self-similar
solution may be obtained (as was already noted in Ref.
[12] for ω = 0).

C. Relation to Marshak waves

The temperature profile is given by:

T (r, t) =
(
w (r, t)
fρ1−µ

0

) 1
β

. (38)
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Figure 1. Various forms of the self-similar solution f (ξ) for
different values of ω (listed in the legend), for the following
parameters: d = 3 (spherical symmetry), n = 2.75 (nonlinear
conduction), λ = 1 and µ = 0.

As a result, from the self-similar form in Eq. (23), the
temperature at the origin is given by:

T (0, t) ≡ T0t
τ , (39)

where:

τ = −
(
d−m
βp

)
, (40)

T0 =
(
f (ξ → 0)
fρ1−µ

0

(
Q2−k−m

Ad−m

) 1
p

) 1
β

. (41)

As a result, for planar symmetry (d = 1), the solution
presented here is essentially a special analytic solution of
the corresponding Marshak supersonic heat wave [25, 28,
31, 52, 56, 57], with an imposed boundary temperature
of the form Tb (t) = T0t

τ , and a density profile of the
form ρ (r) = ρ0r

−ω.

IV. NONLINEAR CONDUCTION

Assuming n > 0, and employing the boundary condi-
tion at infinity (see Eq. (30)), the ODE in Eq. (32) has
a simple analytic solution of the form:

f (ξ) =


(
n(ξ2−k−m

0 −ξ2−k−m)
p(2−k−m)

) 1
n

, ξ < ξ0

0, ξ > ξ0

(42)

where ξ0 is a constant, which represents the self similar
coordinate of the heat wave position. Hence, the heat
wave position as a function of time is given by:

rh (t) = ξ0 (QnAt)
1
p . (43)
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= 1.1 c

= c

= 0.9 c

= 1.5 0
= 0
= 0.5 0

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
10 2

10 1

100

101

102

103

f′ (
)

= 1.1 c

= c

= 0.9 c

= 1.5 0
= 0
= 0.5 0

Figure 2. The self-similar solution f (ξ) (upper figure) and
its derivative −f ′ (ξ) (lower figure) for different values of ω
in the various ω > 0 ranges (see table I), for the same pa-
rameters as in Fig. 1 (for which ωmax = 1.7826, ωc = 2

3
and ω0 = 1

3 ). The solutions are plotted for the following val-
ues: ω = 1.1ωc = 11

15 (blue lines), ω = ωc = 2
3 (orange lines),

ω = 0.9ωc = 0.6 (green lines), ω = 1.5ω0 = 0.5 (red lines),
ω = ω0 = 1

3 (purple lines) and ω = 0.5ωc = 1
6 (brown lines).

The value of ξ0 can be found by substituting the solution
(42) in the energy conservation constraint (29). The re-
sulting value of ξ0, which is derived in detail in Appendix
B, is:

ξ0 =
(
p |2− k −m|n+1

nAndBn
(
l, 1
n + 1

)) 1
p

(44)

where the first beta function argument is:

l =
{

d−m
2−k−m , 2− k −m > 0
− 1
n −

d−m
2−k−m , 2− k −m < 0

(45)

The solution in Eq. (42) is valid only under the constraint
d−m > 0 and (34) (which is equivalent to ω < ωmax).
It is evident that for the constant density case (ω =

k = m = 0), the solution (42) is reduced to the well
known nonlinear heat wave [34–36, 57], which has a sharp
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ω → −∞ ω < ω0 ω = ω0 ω0 < ω < ωc ω = ωc ωc < ω < ωmax ω → ω−max

ξ0 1 finite finite finite finite finite 0
f (0) ∞ finite finite finite ∞ ∞ ∞
f ′ (0) 0 0 finite −∞ −∞ −∞ −∞

Table I. Behavior of the self-similar heat front coordinate ξ0 and the self-similar solution f (0) and its derivative f ′ (0) at the
origin, for various ranges of the spatial density power ω, for nonlinear heat conduction (n > 0).

10 12 10 10 10 8 10 6 10 4 10 2 100
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1010
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1014

f(
)

= 0.95 max

= 0.9 max

= 0.8 max

= 0.7 max

= 0.5 max

= c

Figure 3. The self-similar solution f (ξ) for different
values of ω near ωmax, for the same parameters of
Fig. 1 (ωmax = 1.7826). The solutions are plot-
ted for the following values: ω = 0.95ωmax = 1.693
(blue line), ω = 0.9ωmax = 1.604 (orange line),
ω = 0.8ωmax = 1.426 (green line), ω = 0.7ωmax = 1.248
(red line), ω = 0.5ωmax = 0.891 (purple line) and ω = ωc = 2

3
(brown line).
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Figure 4. The self-similar solution f (ξ) for decreasing values
of ω (listed in the legend), for the same parameters of Fig. 1
(nonlinear conduction).

front at ξ → ξ0, and takes the form f (ξ) ∝
(
ξ2

0 − ξ2) 1
n ,

for which f ′ (0) = 0, and the solution approaches a fi-
nite constant value near the origin. However, for a non-
homogeneous media (ω 6= 0, which results in k,m 6= 0),
which is considered in this work, this form is general-

ized to f (ξ) ∝
(
ξ2−k−m

0 − ξ2−k−m) 1
n , which may differ

qualitatively from the traditional ω = 0 solution. In
fact, as demonstrated in Fig. 1, several different quali-
tative forms take place, according to the value of ω. It
is seen that: (i) for large enough values of ω, the solu-
tion diverges at the origin, (ii) for smaller values of ω the
solution is finite at the origin but its derivative diverges,
(iii) for smaller values of ω the solution approaches a con-
stant near the origin (a familiar property of the solution
for ω = 0), and finally (iv) for large negative values of ω
the solution becomes steeper and approaches a step func-
tion, where the step value diverges as ω → −∞. These
different forms shown in Fig. 1, will be analyzed in detail
below, and are summarized in table I.

A. Analysis of various solution forms for different
values of ω

First we note that since f ′ (ξ → 0) ∝ ξ1−k−m. For 1−
k−m < 0 one has f ′ (0)→ −∞, so that the solution slope
diverges near the origin. This condition is equivalent to
ω > ω0, where:

ω0 = 1
2 + λ− µ

. (46)

For the special value ω = ω0, the value of f ′ (0) is finite
and can be obtained from Eq. (32), so that we have:

f ′ (0) =


−∞, ω > ω0

− 1
pfn−1(0) , ω = ω0

0, ω < ω0

(47)

Moreover, the solution (42) is valid even for 2−k−m < 0
(provided that Eq. (34) holds), for which the self similar
profile itself diverges at the origin. The latter condition
is equivalent to ω > ωc, where:

ωc = 2ω0. (48)

We also note that for the special value ω = ωc, the so-
lution in equations (42),(44) and (45) cannot be used di-
rectly (since 2−k−m = 0). However, the ODE (32) can
be solved independently for this case, as done in detail in
Appendix C. The resulting solution takes the marginal
form:
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Figure 5. The values of the self-similar heat front coordinate ξ0 (in blue, on the left y axes) and f (0) (in red, on the right y
axes), as a function of ω. The problem’s parameters are the same as in Fig. 1 (nonlinear conduction). Negative ω values, in a
wide range, are plotted on the left figure, while positive values are plotted on the right figure. The asymptotic approximation
(Eq. (53)) of f (0) for ω → −∞ is given in the purple dashed line. The special limiting values ωc and ωmax (see table I), are
given by the black and green vertical lines, respectively.

f (ξ) =


[

1
d−m ln

(
ξ0
ξ

)] 1
n

, ξ < ξ0

0, ξ > ξ0

(49)

where:

ξ0 =
[

(d−m)1+ 2
n

AdΓ
(
1 + 1

n

)] 1
d−m

. (50)

The solution f (ξ) and its derivative f ′ (ξ) are shown in
Fig. 2 for various values of ω (see table I): ωc < ω < ωmax
(diverging solution and derivative at the origin), ω = ωc
(marginal form (49)), ω0 < ω < ωc (finite solution and
diverging derivative at the origin), ω = ω0 (finite solution
and derivative at the origin) and ω < ω0 (derivative is
zero at the origin).

Fig. 3 shows various solutions for ω ≥ ωc close to
ωmax. The divergence of these solutions near the origin
is evident, as well as the fact that:

lim
ω→ω−max

ξ0 = 0, (51)

which is straightforward to show directly from Eq. (44),
or from the fact that energy conservation (29) must hold.
This is also shown in Fig. 5, where the values of ξ0 and
f (0) are plotted as a function of ω.

Finally, we consider the interesting limiting solution
for ω → −∞. First we note that it is straightforward to
calculate that limit of Eq. (44), which is:

lim
ω→−∞

ξ0 = 1, (52)

and to show that the resulting limiting solution (42) has

a step function form:

lim
ω→−∞

f (ξ) =
{
B |ω|b , ξ < 1
0, else

(53)

where:

b = λ+ µ

2 + dn
ωmax, (54)

and:

B =

(
ω

1−q(n+1)
0

(
nωmax
2+dn

)1−q
) 1
n

(
AdB

(
l̄, 1
n + 1

))q , (55)

where:

q = ωmax

ω0 (2 + dn) , (56)

and the ω → −∞ limit of Eq. (45) is:

l̄ = (1− µ)ω0. (57)

We note that since b > 0, the step function diverges as
ω → −∞, which is of course necessary in order for the
energy conservation constraint (29) to hold. The steep-
ening of the solution for increasing values of ω as well
as the divergence of the step value is demonstrated in
Fig. 4. The limit (52) and the asymptotic form (53) are
demonstrated in Fig. 5.
Figs 1-5 are calculated for the following case study:

d = 3 (spherical symmetry), n = 2.75, λ = 1 and µ = 0,
for which ωmax = 1.7826, ωc = 2

3 and ω0 = 1
3 .
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V. LINEAR CONDUCTION

Assuming n = 0, which corresponds to the linear con-
duction case, the solution of Eq. (32), has a super-
Gaussian form:

f (ξ) = f0 exp
(
− ξ2−k−m

(2− k −m)2

)
. (58)

As in the nonlinear case, the constant f0 is obtained from
the energy conservation constraint (29):

f0 = 1

AdΓ
(

d−m
2−k−m

)
(2− k −m)

2(d−m)+k+m−2
2−k−m

, (59)

where we have employed the well known identity:∫ ∞
0

xb exp (−cxa) dx =
Γ
(
b+1
a

)
ac

b+1
a

. (60)

As in the nonlinear conduction case, the solution in equa-
tions (58)-(59) is valid only under the constraint (34),
which is now equivalent to ω < ωmax = ωc. As a result,
this solution also obeys the boundary condition (30).

It is evident that for the constant density case (ω =
k = m = 0), the solution (58)-(59) is reduced to the well
known Gaussian solution to the linear diffusion equation:

f (ξ) = 1
2dπ d2

e−
ξ2
4 , ξ = r

(At)
1
2
, (61)

for which f ′ (0) = 0, and the solution approaches a finite
constant value near the origin. However, similarly to the
non-linear conduction case that was considered in the
previous section, for a non-homogeneous media (ω 6= 0,
which results in k,m 6= 0), this form is generalized to
f (ξ) ∝ e−ξ

2−k−m , which may differ qualitatively from
the traditional ω = 0 solution. This is demonstrated
in Fig. 6, where several different qualitative forms are
shown for different values of ω. These different forms
will be analyzed in detail below, and are summarized in
table II.

A. Analysis of various solution forms for different
values of ω

As in the nonlinear conduction case, Eq. (58) gives
f ′ (ξ → 0) ∝ ξ1−k−m, so that behavior of the derivative
near the origin is the same as in the nonlinear case, and
specifically, Eq. (47) is applicable for n = 0 as well.

Similarly, Eq. (58) gives f (ξ → 0) ∝ ξ2−k−m, but
since ω < ωmax = ωc for n = 0 (equivalent to 2 − k −
m > 0), we see that the solution is always finite at the
origin for linear conduction. The solution f (ξ) and its
derivative f ′ (ξ) are shown in Fig. 7 for various values

ω → −∞ ω < ω0 ω = ω0 ω0 < ω < ωmax ω → ω−max

f (0) ∞ finite finite finite ∞
f ′ (0) 0 0 finite −∞ −∞

Table II. Behavior of the the self-similar solution f (0) and its
derivative f ′ (0) at the origin, for various ranges of the spatial
density power ω, for linear conduction (n = 0).

of ω (see table II): ω0 < ω < ωc (finite solution and
diverging derivative at the origin), ω = ω0 (finite solution
and derivative at the origin) and ω < ω0 (derivative is
zero at the origin).
Fig. 8 shows various solutions for ω ≥ ω0 close to ωmax.

It is seen that these solutions are more concentrated near
the origin for ω closer to ωmax and that:

lim
ω→ω−max

f (0) =∞, (62)

as can be shown directly from Eq. (59), or from the fact
that energy conservation (29) must hold. This is also
shown in Fig. 10, where the values of ξ0 and f (0) are
plotted as a function of ω.

Finally, we consider the limiting solution for ω → −∞.
It is straightforward to show that the resulting limiting
solution (58), has the same step function form as in the
nonlinear case, Eq. (53), with b = ω0 (λ+ µ) (which is
the same as Eq. (54) for n = 0), and:

B = 1
Adωb0Γ ((1− µ)ω0)

. (63)

As noted for the nonlinear case, the step function di-
verges as ω → −∞, which is of course necessary in order
for the energy conservation constraint (29) to hold. The
steepening of the solution for increasing values of ω as
well as the divergence of the step value is demonstrated
in Fig. 9. The asymptotic form (53) (using Eq. (63)) is
shown in Fig. 10 and agrees well with the solution for
ω → −∞.
Figs 6-10 are calculated for the following case study:

d = 3 (spherical symmetry), n = 0, λ = 1 and µ = 0, for
which ωmax = ωc = 2

3 , and ω0 = 1
3 .

VI. COMPARISON WITH SIMULATIONS

In order to test the new analytic solutions presented
in this work and to demonstrate their utility for verifi-
cation and validation of computer simulations, we have
performed detailed numerical simulations of the radiation
diffusion equation (1) for both nonlinear and linear con-
duction and for various values of ω. The simulations use
a standard one dimensional fully implicit nonlinear dif-
fusion scheme, and temperature time step control with a
tolerance of 1%. All simulations are performed for spher-
ical symmetry (d = 3), using 1000 computational cells,
with power law opacity (Eq. (4) with g = 1), and EOS
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Figure 6. Various forms of the self-similar solution f (ξ) for
different values of ω (listed in the legend), for the following
parameters: d = 3 (spherical symmetry), n = 0 (linear con-
duction), λ = 1 and µ = 0.
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= 1.1 0
= 0
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Figure 7. The self-similar solution f (ξ) (upper figure) and
its derivative −f ′ (ξ) (lower figure) for different values of ω
(see table II), for the same parameters of Fig. 6 (for which
ωc = ωmax = 2

3 and ω0 = 1
3 ). The solutions are plotted for the

following values: ω = 1.1ω0 = 11
30 (blue lines), ω = ω0 = 1

3 (or-
ange lines), ω = 0.9ω0 = 0.3 (green lines), ω = 0 (red lines).
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10 6
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102
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1010

1014

1018

1022

f(
)

= 0.95 max

= 0.92 max

= 0.9 max

= 0.8 max

= 0.7 max

Figure 8. The self-similar solution f (ξ) for different
values of ω near ωmax, for the same parameters of
Fig. 6 (ωmax = 2

3 ). The solutions are plotted for
the following values: ω = 0.95ωmax = 0.633 (blue line),
ω = 0.92ωmax = 0.613 (orange line), ω = 0.9ωmax = 0.6
(green line), ω = 0.8ωmax = 0.533 (red line) and
ω = 0.7ωmax = 0.466 (purple line).
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= 100
= 105

= 108

= 1010

Figure 9. The self-similar solution f (ξ) for increasing values
of ω, for the same parameters of Fig. 6 (linear conduction).

(Eq. (5) with f = 1), and are initialized with a spa-
tial power law density (Eq. (6) with ρ0 = 1), and with
a total energy of Q = 1 deposited in the first cell (and
zero energy elsewhere), in order to represent the instan-
taneous energy point source. All quantities are given in
c.g.s. units.
In Fig. 11, the numerical simulations are compared

with the analytic solutions for nonlinear conduction given
in Eq. (42) for the parameters α = 2, β = 1.6, λ = 1
and µ = 0, for which n = 2.75, ωmax = 1.7826, ωacc =
1.6087, ω = 1.4762, ωc = 2

3 and ω0 = 1
3 (which are

the same parameters of the nonlinear conduction case
studied in Figs. 1-5). Temperature profiles are shown
at different times such that the nonlinear heat wave (Eq.
(43)) reaches radii of r = 0.2, 0.5, 0.7 and 0.9. The
values of ω were chosen in order to present the different
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Figure 10. The values of the self-similar solution at the origin, f (0) (in red), as a function of ω. The problem’s parameters
are the same as in Fig. 6 (linear conduction). Negative ω values, in a wide range, are plotted on the left figure, while positive
values are plotted on the right figure. The asymptotic approximation (equations (53), (63)) of f (0) for ω → −∞ is given in
the purple dashed line. The special limiting value ωmax (see table II), is shown in the vertical line.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

T(
r,

t)

= 1.5

Simulation
Analytic

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

T(
r,

t)

= 0.666667

Simulation
Analytic

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

T(
r,

t)

= 0.3

Simulation
Analytic

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

T(
r,

t)

= 0

Simulation
Analytic

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0

5

10

15

20

25

T(
r,

t)

= 1

Simulation
Analytic

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0

25

50

75

100

125

150

175

200

T(
r,

t)

= 3

Simulation
Analytic

Figure 11. A comparison between numerical simulations (red lines) and analytic solutions (blue dashed lines) of the radiation
diffusion equation (1) with an instantaneous point source for various values of ω (given in the title of each sub-figure). Tem-
perature profiles (in Kelvin) are shown at different times such that the heat wave reaches radii of r =0.225, 0.45, 0.675 and
0.9. The comparisons are performed for d = 3 (spherical symmetry), α = 2, β = 1.6, λ = 1 and µ = 0, for which n = 2.75
(nonlinear conduction), ωmax = 1.7826, ωacc = 1.6087, ωc = 2

3 and ω0 = 1
3 . The energy deposited at the origin at t = 0 is

Q = 1. All quantities are given in c.g.s. units.

solution forms, according to table I. A comparison for
the special value ω = ωc is also shown, which validates
and demonstrates the marginal self-similar solution in
Eq. (49). Finally, we note that the steepening of the heat
wave towards a step function is evident for increasing

negative values of ω.

Similarly, in Fig. 12, the numerical simulations are
compared with the analytic solutions for linear conduc-
tion given in Eq. (58), for the parameters α = 1, β = 5,
λ = 1 and µ = 0, for which n = 0, ωmax = ωc = 2

3 , and
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Figure 12. A comparison between numerical simulations (red lines) and analytic solutions (blue dashed lines) of the radiation
diffusion equation (1) with an instantaneous point source for various values of ω (given in the title of each sub-figure). Temper-
ature profiles are shown at different times such that the argument of the exponent in Eq. (58) equals 0.1333, 0.2667 and 0.4.
The comparisons are performed for d = 3 (spherical symmetry), α = 1 and β = 5, λ = 1 and µ = 0, for which n = 0 (linear
conduction), ωmax = ωc = 2

3 , and ω0 = 1
3 .
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Figure 13. The heat wave position in Eq. (43) (left y axis,
solid lines) and velocity (right y axis, dashed lines) as a func-
tion of time, for the same parameters of Fig. 11 (nonlinear
conduction), and for ω = 0.97ωacc = 1.56 (decelerating heat
front, in blue), ω = ωacc = 1.609 (constant speed heat front,
in orange) and ω = 1.05ωacc = 1.689 (accelerating heat front,
in orange).

ω0 = 1
3 (which are the same parameters of the linear con-

duction case studied in Figs. 6-10). Temperature profiles
are shown at different times such that the argument of

the exponent in Eq. (58) equals 0.1333, 0.2667 and 0.4,
which represent different positions the non-sharp linear
conduction heat front. The values of ω are chosen in
order to present the different solution forms, according
to table II. We note that the steepening of the super-
Gaussian heat wave towards a step function is evident
for increasing negative values of ω.
A comparison of the nonlinear heat front position and

velocity for ω < ωacc, ω = ωacc and ω > ωacc is shown in
Fig. 13. As was argued at the end of Sec. III, it is evident
that the resulting heat front propagation decelerates, has
a constant speed and accelerates, respectively.
Finally, we note that we have also compared the en-

ergy fluxes given from the simulations with the analytic
solutions, presented here in Eq. (33). These compari-
son are not presented here for the sake of brevity, but
we note that a very good agreement was reached, so that
Eq. (33) can also be used for the purpose of verification
and validation of computer simulations.

VII. SUMMARY

In this work we have generalized the well known solu-
tions to the nonlinear radiation diffusion equation with
an instantaneous point source, to a non-homogeneous
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medium with a power law spatial density profile. It was
shown that the solutions take various qualitatively dif-
ferent forms according to the value of the spatial density
exponent ω. The different forms were studied in detail
for both linear and non linear heat conduction. The var-
ious solution forms were compared in detail to numerical
simulations, and a good agreement was achieved. These
new solutions can be used for verification and validation
of numerical simulations of the radiation diffusion equa-
tion, as well as for any diffusion model.
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Appendix A: Dimensional analysis

w Q A r t

[w] [w] [length]d−m [length]2−k−m
[w]n[time] [length] [time]

Table III. The dimensional quantities in the problem (upper
line) and their dimensions (lower line).

In this appendix we will use the method of dimensional
analysis in order to find a self-similar ansatz for the solu-
tion of the problem defined by equations (17) and (19).
The dimensional quantities which define the problem are
listed in table III. It is seen that the problem is defined
by M = 5 dimensional quantities which are composed
of N = 3 different units. Therefore from the central
theorem of dimensional analysis (a.k.a. the Pi theorem)
[35, 36, 53], the problem can be solved using M −N = 2
dimensionless variables, written in terms of power laws
of the dimensional quantities:

ξ = rQxAytz, (A1)

f (ξ) = w

QaAbtc
. (A2)

The requirement that ξ is dimensionless gives:

x− yn = 0
1 + (d−m)x+ (2− k −m) y = 0
− y + z = 0

which has the solution:

x = −n
p
,

y = z = −1
p
,

where p is given by Eq. (24). Similarly, the requirement
that f (ξ) is dimensionless gives:

1− a+ bn = 0
− a (d−m)− (2− k −m) b = 0
b− c = 0

which has the solution:

a = 2− k −m
p

,

b = c = −d−m
p

.

Hence, it is seen that the resulting dimensionless quanti-
ties (A1)-(A2) give the self-similar ansatz (22)-(23).
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Appendix B: The calculation of ξ0

The value of ξ0 can be found by substituting Eq. (42)
into the energy conservation constraint (29). This sub-
stitution results in the following equation:

n
1
nAdξ

2−k−m
n +d−m

0

(p |2− k −m|)
1
n

I = 1, (B1)

where I is the following definite integral:

I =
∫ 1

0
xd−m−1 ∣∣1− x2−k−m∣∣ 1

n dx. (B2)

Under the conditions 2 − k − m > 0, d − m > 0 and
1
n +1 > 0, this integral is well known (i.e. Ref. [58], page
324, Eq. 3.251-1), and given by:

I = 1
2− k −mB

(
d−m

2− k −m,
1
n

+ 1
)
, (B3)

with the Beta function defined in terms of the Gamma
function:

B (x, y) = Γ (x) Γ (y)
Γ (x+ y) .

On the other hand, if 2 − k − m < 0, we employ the
integral (see i.e. Ref. [58] page 325, Eq. 3.251-3):∫ ∞

1
xs−1 (xq − 1)v−1

dx = 1
q
B
(

1− v − s

q
, v

)
,

which is valid for q > 0, v > 0, and s < q (1− v), so that
after a change of variables y = 1

x in Eq. (B2), one finds
that:

I = − 1
2− k −mB

(
− 1
n
− d−m

2− k −m,
1
n

+ 1
)
, (B4)

which is valid under the condition 1
n + 1 > 0 and 2− k−

m+ (d−m)n > 0,which is already assumed in Eq. (34).
Using the results in equations (B3),(B4) in Eq. (B1) and
solving for ξ0, results in equations (44)-(45).

Appendix C: Analytic solution for ω = ωc

For ω = ωc (for which 2 − k −m = 0), the ODE (28)
reads:

nfn−1 (ξ) f ′ (ξ) = − 1
(d−m) ξ .

Assuming n > 0, and employing the boundary condition
at infinity (see Eq. (30)), gives the solution:

f (ξ) =


[

ln( ξ0
ξ )

d−m

] 1
n

, ξ < ξ0

0, ξ > ξ0
where ξ0 is a constant of integration, which can be ob-
tained, as done in Appendix (B), by employing the en-
ergy conservation constraint (29). This gives:

Adξd−m0

(d−m)
1
n

I = 1, (C1)

where I is the following definite integral:

I =
∫ 1

0

[
ln
(

1
x

)] 1
n

xd−m−1dx =
Γ
(
1 + 1

n

)
(d−m)1+ 1

n

. (C2)

where we have used a well known integral identity (i.e.
Ref. [58] page 551, Eq. 4.272-6), which is valid under the
condition d−m > 0 (which must hold for ω = ωc, since
we assume Eq. (34)). Using Eq. (C2) in Eq. (C1) and
solving for ξ0, results in Eq. (50).
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