
Astronomy & Astrophysics manuscript no. main ©ESO 2022
January 13, 2022

Modelling continuum intensity perturbations caused by
solar acoustic oscillations

N.M. Kostogryz1, D. Fournier1 and L. Gizon1, 2, 3

1 Max-Planck-Institut für Sonnensystemforschung, Justus-von-Liebig-Weg 3, 37077 Göttingen, Germany
e-mail: kostogryz@mps.mpg.de
2 Institut für Astrophysik, Georg-August-Universität Göttingen, Friedrich-Hund-Platz 1, 37077 Göttingen, Germany
3Center for Space Science, NYUAD Institute, New York University Abu Dhabi, PO Box 129188, Abu Dhabi, UAE

ABSTRACT

Context. Helioseismology is the study of the Sun’s interior using observations of oscillations at the surface. It suffers from systematic
errors, such as a center-to-limb error in travel-time measurements. Understanding these errors requires a good understanding of the
nontrivial relationship between wave displacement and helioseismic observables (intensity or velocity).
Aims. The wave displacement causes perturbations in the atmospheric thermodynamical quantities which, in turn, perturb the opacity,
the optical depth, the source function, and the local ray geometry, thus affecting the emergent intensity. We aim to establish the most
complete relationship up to now between the wave displacement and the emergent intensity perturbation by solving the radiative
transfer problem in the perturbed atmosphere.
Methods. We derive an expression for the emergent intensity perturbation caused by acoustic oscillations at any point on the solar
disk by applying first-order perturbation theory. As input perturbations, we consider adiabatic modes of oscillation of different degrees
in a spherically-symmetric solar model. The background and the perturbed intensities are computed by solving the radiative transfer
equation considering the main sources of opacity in the continuum (absorption and scattering).
Results. We find that, for all modes, the perturbations to the thermodynamical quantities are not sufficient to model the intensity
perturbations: the geometrical effects due to the wave displacement must always be taken into account as they lead to a difference in
amplitude and a phase shift between temperature perturbations at the surface and emergent intensity perturbations. The closer to the
limb, the larger the differences. For modes with eigenfrequencies around 3 mHz, we found that the radial and horizontal components
of the wave displacement are important in particular for high-degree modes.
Conclusions. This work presents improvements for the computation of the intensity perturbations, in particular for high-degree
modes, and explains differences in intensity computations in earlier works. The phase shifts and amplitude differences between the
temperature and intensity perturbations increase towards the limb. This should help to interpret some of the systematic center-to-limb
effects observed in local helioseismology. The computations are fast (3 s for 2000 positions and one frequency for one core) and can
be parallelized. This work can be extended to model the line-of-sight velocity observable.
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1. Introduction

Local helioseismology aims at probing the subsurface struc-
ture and the dynamics of the solar convection zone. There are
a variety of helioseismology techniques, such as ring diagram
analysis, time-distance analysis, and helioseismic holography
(see, e.g. review by Gizon & Birch 2005). All of these tech-
niques suffer from substantial and unexplained systematic ef-
fects. One of such effect, a systematic center-to-limb variation,
was shown in helioseismic travel-time measurements by Zhao
et al. (2012). They applied time-distance analysis to different
observables from the Helioseismic and Magnetic Imager (HMI,
Scherrer et al. 2012) instrument: continuum intensity, line-core,
and line-depth intensities, and Doppler velocity. For each ob-
servable, they observed strong variations of the travel times in
the East-West direction as a function of longitude which can-
not be caused by any physical flow. This center-to-limb effect in
travel time manifests differently in different HMI observables,
e.g. it is significantly larger in continuum intensity (∼ 10 s) than
in the line-core intensity and Doppler velocity (∼ 2 s). More-
over, some observables, i.e. line-core and line-depth intensities
show opposite trends. As this effect is not understood, Zhao et al.

(2012) proposed to apply a simple correction to the North-South
travel-time differences by subtracting the component of the East-
West travel-time differences that is antisymmetric across the cen-
tral meridian. This simple procedure has been used to infer the
meridional flow from the corrected North-South travel times
(Zhao et al. 2012; Gizon et al. 2020). In order to understand
whether this procedure is valid, it is important to understand the
physical and/or instrumental reasons for this center-to-limb ef-
fect. In the present paper we focus on the geometrical and ra-
diative transfer effects that may affect the continuum intensity.
Liang et al. (2018) and Gizon et al. (2020) noted however that
the center-to-limb effect seen in HMI travel times varies strongly
with time over the course of the mission; thus an instrumental
component (which we do not address here) is expected as well.

A better understanding of the physical reason for the center-
to-limb effect requires determining the relationship between so-
lar oscillations and helioseismic observables. In helioseismol-
ogy, observables are often assumed to be directly proportional to
temperature fluctuations or to the line-of-sight projection of the
wave displacement at fixed radius. A step forward in understand-
ing the center-to-limb effect is to compute the wave perturbations
at different heights in the photosphere where the maximum of
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solar intensity forms and which depends on position on the so-
lar disk. Woodard et al. (2013) proposed that the phase of the
p-mode eigenfunctions combined with the dependence of for-
mation height of solar intensity with heliocentric angle may lead
to a center-to-limb effect in helioseismic observables. Baldner
& Schou (2012) proposed that another contribution may be due
to the interaction of p-modes with granulation, viewed from dif-
ferent lines of sight. However they stress that a full quantitative
prediction of the center-to-limb effect requires solving the radia-
tive transfer problem in the atmosphere perturbed by p-modes.

Various approximations have been considered to compute
the disk-integrated intensity perturbations caused by acoustic
and gravity modes. The pioneering study from Dziembowski
(1977) derived the expression of emergent flux perturbation and
surface distortion assuming that the emergent intensity perturba-
tion caused by the oscillations is known. Further developments
have been done to consider non-adiabatic and non-radial oscil-
lations (e.g. Provost & Berthomieu 1988; Berthomieu & Provost
1990) but the emergent intensity was computed using the black-
body or Eddington approximation so neglecting the perturba-
tions of the opacity induced by the oscillations. The assump-
tion that the brightness fluctuation have the same phase and am-
plitudes as temperature perturbation was commonly used. How-
ever, further studies showed that this approximation is not cor-
rect. An important improvement in this direction was done by
Toutain & Gouttebroze (1993, hereafter TG93) who derived a
more complete expression for emergent intensity taking into ac-
count opacity perturbations caused by solar oscillations of low-
degree modes in a non-grey atmosphere. It was shown that the
emergent intensity fluctuations are proportional not only to tem-
perature but also to density perturbations, and both contributions
are equally important. However, opacity was computed only
with the bound-free transitions of H− which is the main source
of opacity in the visible wavelength range but not the only one.

Later Staude et al. (1995) and Zhugzhda et al. (1996, here-
after ZSB96) took into account various sources of opacity in the
continuum, but neglected the geometrical term due to a compres-
sion or an expansion of the atmospheric layers due to the solar
oscillations. They obtained a slightly different emergent inten-
sity than TG93 and explained this difference by the sources of
opacity neglected by TG93. We will discuss further this point
in Sect. 4.2. Table 1 shows a summary of the main differences
between previous studies and our work.

All the previous efforts concerning the computation of emer-
gent intensity perturbations were done for the oscillations of the
modes with harmonic degree 0 ≤ l ≤ 2, as only these modes
are visible in integrated light. However, the techniques of helio-
seismology applied to resolved images of the Sun take all modes
into consideration, i.e. from pure radial (l = 0) mode for which
the horizontal component of wave displacement (ξh) is zero, up
to l = 1500 modes for which ξh and ξr are both important at
frequency 3 mHz. Up to now, ξh was not considered at all in
any of the previous studies (Table. 1). In this paper, we establish
the connection between the observables, i.e. continuum inten-
sity, and oscillations by solving the radiative transfer equation
in the perturbed solar atmosphere. We take into account that the
perturbation is caused by both the radial and the horizontal com-
ponents of the wave displacement vector. This study will be ex-
tended to the modelling of the spectral line and Doppler velocity
and finally to the interpretation of the travel-time measurements
in future work.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In the next section,
we derive the expression for emergent intensity perturbations in-
duced by oscillations of different modes taking into account the
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Fig. 1: Sketch showing the coordinate systems as well as the
different angles used in this study. The reference Cartesian frame
is denoted by (ex, ey, ez) and the spherical reference frame by
(er, eθ, eφ). The vector eobs is pointing towards the observer.

radial and horizontal components of the wave displacement. Sec-
tion 3 describes the numerical methods used to compute the adi-
abatic oscillations and the opacity in the atmosphere. Section 4
validates numerically the theoretical derivation of emergent in-
tensity perturbations and presents the results for the intensity
fluctuations due to p-modes oscillations. Finally, we summarize
our study and discuss possible extensions.

2. Intensity perturbation

2.1. Coordinate systems

As the main purpose of our paper is to establish the link be-
tween the wave displacement of different oscillation modes and
the emergent intensity perturbations, which are performed in dif-
ferent frames, i.e. inertial and observer, respectively, we first de-
scribe these frames and the connection between them. Figure 1
presents the coordinate systems. The Cartesian reference (iner-
tial) frame is denoted by (ex, ey, ez) where ez is the rotation axis
of the Sun. As the Sun rotates slowly, in this paper we neglect
its rotation. The spherical unit vectors in the reference frame are
denoted by (er, eθ, eφ) with polar and azimuthal angles θ and φ.
The vector eobs points in the direction of the observer

eobs = ez cos i + ex sin i, (1)

where i is the inclination angle. For the Sun, the inclination angle
varying from 83◦ to 97◦ during the year. These variations can be
responsible for some systematic errors in the data analysis and
must be taken into account (Liang et al. 2018). It is thus impor-
tant to keep the inclination angle in the theoretical derivation of
intensity perturbations. However, for the numerical tests in this
paper, we use i = 90◦.

2.2. Radiative transfer equation

The emergent intensity I(ν) at light frequency ν is computed at
each point with coordinates (θ, φ) on the visible hemisphere. To
solve the radiative transfer problem we use a plane-parallel ap-
proximation, which is valid for most of the positions on the solar
disk except very close to the limb. A comparison of intensity per-
turbations in plane-parallel and spherical geometry was done by
Toutain et al. (1999) for low-degree modes. They showed that the
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Table 1: Computation of intensity perturbation by different authors.

Publication Radiative transfer Opacity ξr ξh
Berthomieu & Provost (1990) Eddington approx.∗ no yes no
Toutain & Gouttebroze (1993) yes only H− yes no

Staude et al. (1995) yes yes no no
Zhugzhda et al. (1996) yes yes no no

This work yes yes yes yes

Notes. ∗ The Eddington approximation was used to derive the mean intensity but the intensity was not calculated at any points on the disk. The
columns ξr (resp. ξh) means that the radial (resp. horizontal) part of the surface perturbation is taken into account (Sect. 3.2).

differences between the two geometries become significant only
very close to the limb (µ = 0.1 corresponding to latitudes higher
than 84◦). Therefore, we can assume that our computations are
also valid for 0.1 ≤ µ ≤ 1.0.

The center-to-limb distance on the disk, µ, is defined as

µ = eobs · n̂ = cos γ, (2)

where n̂ is the normal to the solar surface at center-to-limb dis-
tance (r, θ, φ) and γ is the angle between n̂ and eobs as shown
on the sketch of Fig. 2. Here, we assume that the observer is
far enough from the Sun, so that the emergent rays at different
positions on the disk are always parallel to the direction to the
observer.

The computation of emergent intensity requires integrating
the formal solution of the radiative transfer equation (RTE) at
frequency ν along a ray in the direction of the observer over all
atmospheric layers

I(ν, µ) =

∫ ∞

0
S (ν, s) e−τ(ν,s)/µ dτ(ν, s)

µ
. (3)

Here, the differential of optical depth is defined as

dτ(ν, s) = −α(ν, s)ds (4)

with τ = 0 at the top of atmosphere (see Fig. 2). The extinction
coefficient α(ν, s) describes the total opacity along the ray, and s
is the length of the integration path.

The last term to define in Eq. (3) is the source function
S (ν, s). Assuming local thermodynamic equilibrium which is an
adequate approximation in the lower solar photosphere, S (ν, s)
can be expressed as a Planck function

S (ν, s) =
2hν3

c2

1
ehν/kT − 1

, (5)

where c is the speed of light and h and k are the Planck and
Boltzmann constants.

To avoid solving the complete set of hydrodynamics equa-
tions at each point on the solar disk, we linearise all perturbed
quantities around a background state, which is described by ra-
dial coordinate r0, background temperature T0, and pressure p0.
The background intensity I0 is computed at µ0 defined as cosine
of the angle between the observer and the reference normal vec-
tor n̂0 = er (Fig. 2),

µ0 = eobs · n̂0 = cos γ0 = sin i sin θ cos φ + cos i cos θ. (6)

γ γ0

Fig. 2: Sketch showing the geometrical quantities involved in
solving the radiative transfer equation in the initial and perturbed
atmospheres. We zoomed around the atmospheric layers located
between rmin and rmax where the plane-parallel approximation
is justified. Red lines and symbols show the quantities in the
background model while the perturbed quantities are presented
with blue.

2.3. Perturbations of the path and of thermodynamical
quantities of the atmospheric layers due to solar
oscillations

In this subsection we present the perturbed quantities of the
model atmosphere. As the surface oscillates the displacement r
fluctuates not only in the radial but in all directions and is written
in term of the Lagrangian wave displacement vector ξ

r = r0 + ξ = (r0 + ξr) er + ξθ eθ + ξφ eφ. (7)

An equivalent decomposition can be written with an Eulerian
displacement vector instead of its Lagrangian description. How-
ever, Toutain et al. (1999) found that the final expression of the
emergent intensity in this framework is computationally chal-
lenging since two terms the emission and the absorption, are al-
most cancelling each other while their difference is the impor-
tant quantity. Therefore we opted to use a Lagrangian formalism
where an expression for the difference is directly obtained.

The wave displacement ξ changes the length of the integra-
tion path across the atmospheric layers s such that

s = s0 + δs, (8)

where the perturbation δs is

δs
s0

=
1
µ0r0

ξ · eobs, (9)

=
1
r0

(
ξr +

sin i cos θ cos φ − cos i sin θ
µ0

ξθ −
sin i sin φ

µ0
ξφ

)
.

(10)
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We used the expression of eobs in the spherical basis given by
Eq. (A.12) to compute the scalar product between ξ and eobs.

The oscillations also modify the thermodynamical quantities
T and p. We linearise them around the equilibrium state such
that

T = T0 + δT ; p = p0 + δp; (11)

where δ indicates the Lagrangian perturbations of the different
quantities. Using the adiabatic approximation, the Lagrangian
perturbations of temperature δT and pressure δp are

δT
T

= − (Γ3 − 1)∇ · ξ, (12)

δp
p

= −Γ1∇ · ξ, (13)

where Γ1 and Γ3 are the first and third adiabatic exponents
(Eq. 3.18 in Christensen-Dalsgaard 2003). For a neutral and fully
ionized hydrogen gas, Γ3 approaches 5/3 and decreases in par-
tially ionised regions, such as below the optical surface where
continuum forms or in the lower chromosphere. As in this paper,
we focus on the continuum formation region, constant Γ3 is not
a good approximation, therefore we take a depth-dependent adi-
abatic exponent from the background model (Sect. 3.1). Note,
that in this paper, for the results presentation, we suppose adi-
abaticity for simplicity so that ξ is the input parameter but the
perturbations of all the thermodynamical quantities could also
be obtained without this hypothesis by solving the linear nona-
diabatic oscillation equations (e.g. Section 13.3 in Unno et al.
1989). In order to compare with observations, it is required to
take nonadiabaticity into account.

2.4. Perturbations of the source function, optical depth, and
center-to-limb distance

The perturbations of the length of the integration path and of
the thermodynamical quantities modify the source function, the
opacity and thus the optical depth and the center-to-limb distance
from their equilibrium values:

S = S 0 + δS , α = α0 + δα, τ = τ0 + δτ, and µ = µ0 + δµ. (14)

By perturbing Eq. (5) around the temperature T0, we find that
the perturbation to the source function is

δS
S 0

=
hν/kT0

1 − e−hν/kT0

δT
T0
. (15)

The opacity perturbation is caused by fluctuations in temper-
ature and pressure

δα

α0
=
∂
(
logα0

)
∂
(
log p0

) δp
p0

+
∂
(
logα0

)
∂
(
log T0

) δT
T0
. (16)

A similar expression could be written in terms of perturbations
in temperature and density, as in TG93 and in ZSB96, however
Eq. 16 is more convenient for us since the code we use for opac-
ity calculation returns opacity as a function of temperature and
pressure.

The perturbation to the optical depth is

d(δτ)
dτ0

=
δα

α0
+

d(δs)
ds0

, (17)

where the opacity perturbation is given by Eq. (16) and d(δs)/ds0
is obtained by taking the derivative of Eq. (10).

The fluctuation of the center-to-limb distance, δµ, is given in
Appendix A:

δµ =
sin i cos θ cos φ − cos i sin θ

r0

(
ξθ −

∂ξr

∂θ

)
−

sin i sin φ
r0 sin θ

(
ξφ sin θ −

∂ξr

∂φ

)
. (18)

This expression is consistent with the one derived by Reese et al.
(2013) for rapidly rotating stars.

2.5. Radiative transfer in perturbed atmosphere

Using Eq. (14) in the definition of the emergent intensity (Eq. 3),
we obtain the Lagrangian perturbation of the emergent intensity

δI = I(µ) − I0(µ0) = δIS + δIτ + δIµ, (19)

where

δIS =

∫ τ0,max

0
S 0e−τ0/µ0

δS
S 0

dτ0

µ0
, (20)

δIτ =

∫ τ0,max

0
S 0e−τ0/µ0

(
dδτ
dτ0
−
δτ

µ0

)
dτ0

µ0
, (21)

δIµ =

∫ τ0,max

0
S 0e−τ0/µ0

δµ

µ0

(
τ0

µ0
− 1

)
dτ0

µ0
. (22)

The perturbations of the source function δS , optical
depth δτ, and incident angle δµ are given respectively by
Eqs. (15), (17), and (18). Note, that in this decomposition of
the intensity perturbation, the terms δIτ and δIµ both contain
contributions from ξ.

2.6. Comparison of intensity perturbation derivation with
previous studies

In order to compare the intensity perturbation to other studies,
i.e. TG93 and ZSB96, it is more convenient to decompose δI into
a thermodynamical term (δIth) which contain all the components
with temperature and pressure perturbations and a geometrical
term with wave displacement contribution (δIξ):

δI = δIth + δIξ, (23)

where

δIth = δIS + δIτ, α. (24)

The term δIS (Eq. 20) is the same for all three studies, i.e this pa-
per, TG93 and ZSB96. The contribution of opacity to the emer-
gent intensity perturbation δIτ, α is

δIτ, α =

∫ τ0,max

0
S 0e−τ0/µ0

(
δα

α0
−

∫ τ0

0

δα

α0

dτ′0
µ0

)
dτ0

µ0
, (25)

with δα/α0 defined in Eq (16).
The contribution from the geometrical term is

δIξ =

∫ τ0,max

0
S 0e−τ0/µ0

r0

µ0

{
∂

∂r0

(
ξ · eobs

r0

)
+

(
τ0

µ0
− 1

) (
µ0

∂

∂r0

(
ξr

r0

)
−
∇ξ · eobs

r0

)}
dτ0

µ0
. (26)

As it was mentioned in the introduction, ZSB96 neglected
the geometrical effect and took only perturbations of thermody-
namical quantities as a source of intensity fluctuations. Applying
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an integration by part to Eq. 25, the δIth is then identical to Eq. 1
in ZSB96.

The last term in Eq. (23), δIξ, contains all the contributions
due to ξ and describes purely geometrical effects which are in-
duced by the deformations of the atmospheric layers as well as
the center-to-limb distances due to acoustic oscillations. Keep-
ing only the radial displacement ξr in Eq. 26, while neglecting
ξθ (ξθ � ξr) leads to the definition of emergent intensity δIξr

as in TG93. Note that additionally TG93 assumed that ξr/r is
not varying with height, while we take the height dependence of
ξr/r into account. Therefore, our expression of δIth +δIξr slightly
differs from Eq. 4 in TG93, however, it agrees with the plane-
parallel expression ∆I// derived later by Toutain et al. (1999)
where the height-dependence of ξr/r has been taken into ac-
count.

3. Numerical inputs for intensity calculations

The acoustic oscillations of the Sun modify its stratification and
thus the emergent intensity. The reference intensity is computed
in a background model given in Sect. 3.1. We calculate the per-
turbations caused by a single acoustic mode whose computation
is explained in Sect. 3.2. In order to determine equilibrium and
perturbed intensities, we explain the computation of opacity and
its derivatives in Sect. 3.3.

3.1. Background model

For the background quantities, we use the model S (Christensen-
Dalsgaard et al. 1996) which uses the OPAL equation of state
(Rogers et al. 1996) and OPAL opacities in the deep layers
(Iglesias et al. 1992) and Kurucz (1991) opacities in the atmo-
sphere. This model is accurate in the solar interior, however, it
is too simplified in the superadiabatic layer close to the surface.
The model of convection is based on the mixing-length theory
(Böhm-Vitense 1958) therefore simplifying the computation of
the turbulent pressure which contributes significantly to the emit-
ted radiation in this layer. Due to this simplification, the eigen-
frequencies of the solar spectrum do not match the observed ones
(surface effect, Rosenthal et al. 1999). A better agreement with
observations is obtained by replacing the background in the at-
mosphere by averaged quantities coming from numerical sim-
ulations (Ball et al. 2016) or by patching the eigenfunctions di-
rectly calculated from a 3D hydrodynamical simulations onto the
one from a 1D model (Schou & Birch 2020). In order to avoid
the difficulties due to the matching of all background quantities
between model S and the atmospheric model, we use only model
S up to 500 km above the solar surface. This height is suffi-
cient to model continuum intensity. However, the influence of
the background model on the intensity should be studied before
interpreting the observations.

3.2. p-mode eigenfunctions

The normal modes of acoustic oscillations are computed using
the ADIPLS code (Christensen-Dalsgaard 2008). The displace-
ment vector of non-radial modes in the reference frame is written
as (see e.g. Christensen-Dalsgaard 2003)

ξ(r, θ, φ, t) = ξr er + ξθ eθ + ξφ eφ, (27)

where

ξr = Re
{
ξ̃r(r)Ym

l (θ, φ) exp(−iωt)
}
, (28)

ξθ = Re
{
ξ̃h(r)

∂Ym
l (θ, φ)
∂θ

exp(−iωt)
}
, (29)

ξφ = Re
{
ξ̃h(r)

1
sin θ

∂Ym
l (θ, φ)
∂φ

exp(−iωt)
}
. (30)

Here, Ym
l are the spherical harmonics of degree l and azimuthal

order m. The code solves an eigenvalue problem in a 1D stan-
dard solar model (in this paper, model S, Christensen-Dalsgaard
2003) to determine the radial ξ̃r and horizontal ξ̃h eigenfunc-
tions associated to the eigenvalue ωnlm. The surface boundary
condition is applied 500 km above the solar surface by sup-
posing an isothermal atmosphere (Christensen-Dalsgaard 2008).
For adiabatic oscillations without attenuation, the frequency and
the eigenfunctions ξ̃r, ξ̃h are real. The variations of a radial and
a non-radial mode with height are shown on Fig. 3. For high-
degree modes with eigenfrequency around 3 mHz, the horizontal
part ξ̃h becomes comparable in amplitude to the radial part ξ̃r and
justifies that we have kept the horizontal displacements ξθ and ξφ
in our derivation of intensity perturbations. Table 2 lists the ex-
act values of eigenfrequencies (ωlmn/2π) considered in this paper
which have been chosen around 3 mHz corresponding to the 5-
min solar oscillations. For each mode, we give the ratio between
the horizontal and radial displacements (

√
l(l + 1)ξ̃h/ξ̃r) at the

surface showing the importance of the horizontal displacement
for each of the modes (l, m, n) with frequency ωlmn/2π.

−200 −100 0 100 200 300 400 500
height, km

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Ei
ge

nf
un

ct
io
n

̃ξr, l=0, n=20
̃ξh√ l * ̃l+1), l=0, n=20
̃ξr, l=600, n=1
̃ξh√ l * ̃l+1), l=600, n=1

Fig. 3: Radial and horizontal eigenfunctions calculated for two
normal modes, radial (l = 0, m = 0, n = 20) and non-radial
(l = 600, m = 0, n = 1), normalised to the the norm of the

displacement
√
ξ̃2

r + l(l + 1) ξ̃2
h at the surface.

3.3. Opacity

To compute the optical depth along which the RTE is solved,
the opacity as a function of depth should be known. We com-
pute absorption and scattering coefficients using the Merged Par-
allelized Simplified ATLAS code (MPS-ATLAS, Witzke et al.
2021) developed from the original ATLAS code (Kurucz 1970).
To compute continuum opacity we take into account the con-
tributions from the bound-free and free-free transitions of H−,
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Table 2: Acoustic modes with their eigenfrequencies and ratio of
horizontal-to-radial components at the surface (at solar radius of
displacement computed using ADIPLS (Christensen-Dalsgaard
2008).

l m n ωlmn/2π [mHz]
√

l(l + 1)ξ̃h/ξ̃r
0 0 20 2.902 0

100 0 6 2.936 0.094
600 0 1 3.043 0.559

HI, H+
2 , the free-free transitions of He−, metal photo ionization,

Rayleigh scattering on HI and HeI, and Thomson scattering on
free electrons. Those are the main sources of opacity in the con-
tinuum.

In addition to the opacity in the background model, we also
need the derivatives (∂ lnα0/∂ ln p) |T0 and (∂ lnα0/∂ ln T ) |p0 in
order to compute the perturbation of opacity (Eq. (16)). Tak-
ing into account only the bound-free transition of H−, which
is the main source of continuum opacity in the visible wave-
length range, TG93 presented the analytic equation of the opac-
ity derivative. However, as it shown in Kostogryz & Berdyug-
ina (2015), the bound-free transition of H− is not the only con-
tributor to the total opacity and the contribution from other
sources of opacity can be larger than H− at some heights in
the solar atmosphere. Adding other contributors to the contin-
uum opacity makes the derivation of analytical expression in-
tractable. Another approach is to compute the derivatives of
opacity taking all possible contributors into account using the
pre-computed opacity table on some temperature-pressure (or
density) grid. However, this requires interpolation in order to
evaluate the derivatives at the temperature and pressure (den-
sity) of the model atmosphere. This approach was first applied
by Staude et al. (1995) in the VALC3 model of atmosphere from
(Vernazza et al. 1981). Later, ZSB96 showed that this approach
leads to non-smooth derivatives and additionally applied the fit-
ting and smoothing procedure as in OPFIT (Seaton et al. 1994).
They showed that the intensity fluctuations caused by the same
oscillation mode and at the same wavelength are slightly differ-
ent from Staude et al. (1995), who did not use any smoothing. In
order to avoid any interpolation, fitting, and smoothing schemes
that may introduce additional uncertainties to the intensity per-
turbations, we compute our opacity table for the Model S grid
of temperature and pressure using the MPS-ATLAS code. From
the table, we calculate numerically the partial derivatives of the
opacity.

4. Computation of intensity perturbation due to
acoustic oscillations

In this section, in order to validate our algorithm, we compare
the perturbed intensity computed using the algorithm described
in Section 2 with the intensity computed in a perturbed atmo-
sphere directly. Then we present the computation of intensity
perturbation caused by p-mode oscillations of different harmonic
degrees in the stratified model atmosphere. As we do not study
spectral dependence of intensity perturbation in this paper all
calculations are done at 500 nm. The radial orders of the consid-
ered oscillation modes are chosen such that the frequency of the
oscillations is around 3 mHz (Table 2).

4.1. Comparison with direct computation

As was mentioned in Section 2, we derive an emergent intensity
in the oscillating atmosphere assuming first-order approximation
for the perturbations caused by these oscillations. To validate this
approximation, we compare the intensity in a perturbed model
I(µ) to the sum of the intensity in an initial model plus a pertur-
bation I0(µ0) + δI. For the test calculation, we assume that the
perturbation is caused by the radial mode (l = 0, m = 0, n = 20).

We compute I0(µ0) with T0 and p0 at s0 coming from
model S. We then perturb the model by adding δT , δp and δs
coming from the eigenfunction of a radial mode multiplied by
a factor of 104 and follow the same procedure to compute I(µ)
in a model characterized by T = T0 + δT , p = p0 + δp and
s = s0 + δs. The last step is to compute the intensity perturbation
δI due to δT , δp and δs by applying the first-order perturbation
theory described in Sect. 2.5. Note that the factor we multiplied
of the mode is only important for the direct computation as we
need to detect the response of intensity on the caused perturba-
tions. The factor should be large enough to be visible in the direct
computation of intensity but not too large so that the first-order
becomes invalid. Figure 4 shows that the perturbed intensity δI
coincides with the difference of direct computations of intensity
I(µ) in the perturbed atmosphere and the intensity I0(µ0) in the
reference background model. Thus, this agreement between both
approaches allows us to conclude that the first-order perturbation
theory is applicable (even for the large perturbation used in this
test) and the considered algorithm is correctly implemented.
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Fig. 4: Comparison of δI computed from the first-order pertur-
bation theory to the difference of direct computation of emer-
gent intensity in the initial and perturbed model atmospheres
I0(µ0)−I(µ). Intensities are calculated from the center to the limb
for the radial mode l = 0, m = 0, n = 20. The red line on the
panel in the left corner shows the positions on the solar disk in
the observer frame where intensity perturbations are computed
and which corresponds to i = 90◦, φ = 0 and 0 ≤ θ < 90◦. The
intensity perturbation is measured in [erg cm−2s−1cm−1sr−1].

4.2. Comparison of intensity computation in other studies

The intensity perturbations caused by radial p-modes were stud-
ied by TG93 and ZSB96 but showed slightly different results.
On one hand, ZSB96 claimed that the inconsistency happened
because TG93 considered only absorption by H− as source of
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opacity. On the other hand, ZSB96 considered only perturbations
of the thermodynamical quantities and neglected the geometrical
effect. Here, we investigate these differences and we thus com-
pute intensity perturbations (δIth + δIξr ) taking the main sources
of opacities in the continuum into account (Sect. 3.3), δIth as in
ZSB96, and δIH− with only H− contribution to the opacity as in
TG93. In all cases, we compute opacity tables and their deriva-
tives numerically and do not use the analytic expressions from
TG93. We select the same radial mode as in TG93 and ZSB96
and solve RTE at the same wavelength, however our models of
atmosphere are different so we cannot compare directly our re-
sults with these papers. Nevertheless, our analysis will help us to
understand the differences between the different simplifications
and which terms are important when evaluating intensity pertur-
bations.

Fig. 5 shows the perturbed emergent intensity divided by the
reference intensity (δI/I0) at different µ normalized by the tem-
perature variations (δT/T0) at the optical surface where τ = 1.
The first-order approach is linear, so the amplitude of the mode
is cancelled out by such a normalization. As it is not trivial to get
the amplitude of each mode, such a normalization allows us to
avoid this difficulty. So, all figures below present the normalized
emergent intensity.
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Fig. 5: Normalized emergent intensity perturbation caused by
the radial mode (l = 0, m = 0, n = 20). The normalization
factor δT/T0 is taken at τ0 = 1. The intensity perturbations are
computed at the same points on the solar disk as in Fig. 4, i.e.,
i = 90◦, φ = 0 and 0 ≤ θ < 90◦ (see observer view in the lower
left corner).

Moreover, this normalization allows us to understand
whether approximating the continuum intensity observable by
the temperature perturbation at the optical surface is good
enough. If δT/T0 is a good approximation of δI/I0 then we
should see all three normalised intensity curves as a horizontal
line at i.e. [δI/I0]/[δT/T0] = 4 for the black-body approxima-
tion with no variation on µ, which is clearly not the case (Fig. 5).
The largest difference is between δI and δIth which comes from
neglecting the geometrical terms in the latter. This is in contra-
diction with the intuition of ZSB96 who assumed that the surface
distortion was not significantly affecting the emergent intensity
for low-degree modes. To further analyse the contribution of dif-
ferent opacity sources to the emergent intensity calculation, we
compare the intensity δIH− with δI as both of them contain the
geometrical terms. The two curves are very similar with minor

deviations along the disk showing that bound-free and free-free
transitions of H− are the main but not the only sources of opacity
that contribute to the emergent intensity computation. Therefore,
neglecting other sources of continuum opacity at 500 nm have
little influence of the continuum intensity and could not explain
the divergence between TG93 and ZSB96 which arises due to
the geometrical effects.

4.3. Comparison of the different contributions to the
perturbation of emergent intensity.

Perturbations of emergent intensity caused by oscillation modes
are coming from three contributors describing the radiative
transfer in the solar atmosphere (Eqs. 20, 21, and 22). In this
subsection, we study how each of these components affects the
emergent intensity perturbation caused by a radial mode as well
as a intermediate degree mode (l = 100) which is observed with
spatially resolved instruments (Table 2). In Fig. 6, we show that
the emergent intensity δI is a balance between δIS and δIτ for
the l = 0 mode, while for the l=100 mode in addition to the δIS
and the δIτ components, the contribution from δIµ becomes sig-
nificant especially close to the limb. The amplitudes of δIS and
δIτ are similar at the disk center (µ = 1) with opposite sign and
decrease towards the limb (µ = 0) where most of the radiation
comes from the higher layers with lower temperature and pres-
sure. Both components thus decrease and as the optical depth
drops exponentially, the value of δIτ decreases faster than δIS .
The negative sign of δIτ is because d(δτ)

dτ −
δτ
µ0
< 0 in Eq. 21. For

the l = 100 mode the horizontal displacement contributes to a
phase shift of δIτ (Eq. 10) with respect to δIS especially close
to the limb. Thus the intensity perturbation due to the opacity
and source function perturbations almost compensate each other
for the radial mode and close to the disc center for the moderate
degree modes but these two components are phase shifted for
observation close to the limb.

Additional phase shift comes from δIµ, which becomes more
and more important as the degree of the mode increases and is
zero for the radial modes. As the emergent intensity combine all
the terms, δI is shifted with respect to δIS , and thus δT . There-
fore, this effect can lead to some systematic errors in intensity
maps analysis in helioseismology when the radiative transfer is
neglected.

4.4. Importance of the geometrical terms with horizontal
displacement contribution for intensity computation

In Sect. 4.2, we showed the importance of the geometrical term
to compute the emergent intensity for a radial mode. Here, we
analyse this effect for the modes where an extra contribution
comes from the horizontal displacement. We select two modes,
one at l = 100 and one at l = 600 for which both radial
and horizontal displacements are significant (see the ratio of the
horizontal-to-radial displacements in Table 2). Figure 7 shows
the normalised intensity perturbations with different contributors
included (i.e. δI , δIth + δIξr , and δIth) for different center-to-limb
distances centred around θ = 30o and θ = 60o (corresponding to
µ0 = 0.86 and µ0 = 0.5, respectively).

Like for the radial mode, the differences between δI and δIth
are important in terms of phase and amplitude, thus the thermo-
dynamical quantities are not sufficient to describe accurately the
emergent intensity.

Moreover, we compare δI to δIth + δIξr to see the importance
of the horizontal displacement ξθ which was not taken into ac-
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Fig. 6: Normalised intensity perturbation and its contributions caused by the radial (l = 0, m = 0, n = 20) and moderate degree
(l = 100, m = 0, n = 6) modes. The normalization factor δT/T0 is taken at τ0 = 1. The intensity perturbations are computed at the
same points on the solar disk as in Fig. 4, i.e., i = 90◦, φ = 0 and 0 ≤ θ < 90◦ (see observer view on the upper, or lower left corner).
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Fig. 7: Normalised intensity perturbations caused by l = 100 (top) and l = 600 (bottom) modes at frequencies around 3 mHz at
different center-to-limb distances: µ0 around 0.85 (left panels) and around 0.5 (right panels). The observer frame showing where
intensity perturbations are calculated is shown at the bottom left corners of the upper panels.

count in previous studies. As ξr and ξθ are not in phase, it creates
an additional phase shift and modifies the amplitude of the ob-

served emergent intensity. The differences increase towards the
limb but the importance of the horizontal term is already visible
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at a latitude of 30◦ (µ = 0.86). From those examples, we can
ascertain that the higher the degree of the mode, the higher the
differences between δI and δIth + δIξr .

5. Summary and discussion

We provided a detailed computation of the relationship between
the eigenfunctions of solar p modes and continuum intensity,
which is one of the helioseismic observables. We derived an an-
alytic expression for the emergent intensity perturbations caused
by p-mode oscillations. These oscillations perturb the thermo-
dynamical quantities in the solar atmosphere, as well as the in-
tegration path across the atmospheric layers and the position on
the disk from which the radiation reaches the observer.

The thermodynamical component contains only the pertur-
bations in temperature and pressure in the atmosphere caused by
the oscillations. It leads to perturbations of the source function
and opacity in the radiative transfer equation. For the opacity,
we considered absorption coefficients caused by bound-free and
free-free transitions of different species, metal photo ionization,
Rayleigh scattering on HI and HeI, and Thomson scattering on
free electrons. We showed that to compute accurately emergent
intensity all sources of opacity should be taken into account, and
not only the bound-free transition of H− which is the main con-
tributor to the continuum opacity in the visible spectral range.

The geometrical component includes the perturbation to the
geometrical ray path (including its direction) and the resulting
perturbation to the optical depth. In doing so, we took into ac-
count both the radial and the horizontal displacements of the
modes. The horizontal displacement has a negligible effect for
the low degree modes around 3 mHz, however it cannot be ne-
glected for low-frequency modes and high-degree modes for
which the ratio between horizontal and radial displacements is
significant. This may lead to amplitude changes and phase shifts
between the temperature and intensity perturbations, which in-
crease towards the limb.

The computation of the continuum intensity at one wave-
length takes only 3 s for 2000 points along center-to-limb dis-
tance, which is not an obstacle for global and local helioseis-
mology applications. We presented computations in the contin-
uum at 500 nm, however there is no limitation on the choice of
wavelength. In future work, we will study the emergent intensity
perturbations along a spectral line, in order to synthesis Doppler
velocity observations.
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Appendix A: Derivation of δµ

In this appendix, we derive the analytic expression for the perturbation of the angle of incidence δµ = µ − µ0.
The position vector of a point in the perturbed model is

r = r0 + ξ = (r0 + ξr) er + ξθ eθ + ξφ eφ, (A.1)

where r0 is the unperturbed position vector and r0 is the solar radius in the background model. The perturbation δµ is then given by

δµ = (n̂− n̂0) · eobs, (A.2)

where n̂0 = er and n̂ = n/‖n‖ where n is the normal to the perturbed surface element defined as

n =
∂r
∂θ
×
∂r
∂φ

=

(
∂rθ
∂θ

∂rφ
∂φ
−
∂rφ
∂θ

∂rθ
∂φ

)
er +

(
∂rφ
∂θ

∂rr

∂φ
−
∂rr

∂θ

∂rφ
∂φ

)
eθ +

(
∂rr

∂θ

∂rθ
∂φ
−
∂rθ
∂θ

∂rr

∂φ

)
eφ. (A.3)

The term ∂r/∂θ can be computed as follows

∂r
∂θ

=
∂

∂θ

[
(r0 + ξr) er

]
+
∂

∂θ
(ξθ eθ) +

∂

∂θ
(ξφ eφ)

= (r0 + ξr)
∂er

∂θ
+
∂ξr

∂θ
er + ξθ

∂eθ
∂θ

+
∂ξθ
∂θ

eθ + ξφ
∂eφ
∂θ

+
∂ξφ

∂θ
eφ

=

(
∂ξr

∂θ
− ξθ

)
er +

(
r0 + ξr +

∂ξθ
∂θ

)
eθ +

∂ξφ

∂θ
eφ, (A.4)

where we have used the derivative of the unit vectors in spherical coordinates

∂er

∂θ
= eθ,

∂eθ
∂θ

= −er,
∂eφ
∂θ

= 0. (A.5)

Similarly, we can derive the expression for ∂r
∂φ

∂r
∂φ

=
∂

∂φ

[
(r0 + ξr) er

]
+

∂

∂φ
(ξθ eθ) +

∂

∂φ
(ξφ eφ)

= (r0 + ξr)
∂er

∂φ
+ er

∂ξr

∂φ
+ ξθ

∂eθ
∂φ

+ eθ
∂ξθ
∂φ

+ ξφ
∂eφ
∂φ

+ eφ
∂ξφ

∂φ

=

(
∂ξr

∂φ
− ξφ sin θ

)
er +

(
∂ξθ
∂φ
− ξφ cos θ

)
eθ +

(
(r0 + ξr) sin θ + ξθ cos θ +

∂ξφ

∂φ

)
eφ, (A.6)

where we used that

∂er

∂φ
= sin θ eφ,

∂eθ
∂φ

= cos θ eφ,
∂eφ
∂φ

= − cos θ eθ − sin θ er. (A.7)

Using Eq. (A.4), Eq. (A.6), and Eq. (A.3) we obtain

n =

(
r0 + ξr +

∂ξθ
∂θ

) (
(r0 + ξr) sin θ + ξθ cos θ +

∂ξφ

∂φ

)
er

+

[
∂ξφ

∂θ

(
∂ξr

∂φ
− ξφ sin θ

)
−

(
∂ξr

∂θ
− ξθ

) (
(r0 + ξr) sin θ + ξθ cos θ +

∂ξφ

∂φ

)]
eθ

+

[(
∂ξr

∂θ
− ξθ

) (
∂ξθ
∂φ
− ξφ cos θ

)
−

(
r0 + ξr +

∂ξθ
∂θ

) (
∂ξr

∂φ
− ξφ sin θ

)]
eφ. (A.8)

Neglecting the second-order terms in Eq. (A.8) the expression for the normal vector becomes

n =

(
r2

0 sin θ + 2r0ξr sin θ + r0ξθ cos θ + r0
∂ξφ

∂φ
+ r0 sin θ

∂ξθ
∂θ

)
er +

(
−r0 sin θ

∂ξr

∂θ
+ r0ξθ sin θ

)
eθ +

(
r0ξφ sin θ − r0

∂ξr

∂φ

)
eφ. (A.9)

We normalize the normal vector and take only the first-order terms into account:

n̂ =
n
‖n‖

= er +

(
ξθ
r0
−

1
r0

∂ξr

∂θ

)
eθ +

(
ξφ

r0
−

1
r0 sin θ

∂ξr

∂φ

)
eφ. (A.10)

It follows that

δµ = (n̂− n̂0) · eobs =

(
sin i cos θ cos φ − cos i sin θ

r0

) (
ξθ −

∂ξr

∂θ

)
−

sin i sin φ
r0 sin θ

(
ξφ sin θ −

∂ξr

∂φ

)
, (A.11)
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where we used

eobs = (sin i sin θ cos φ + cos i cos θ) er + (sin i cos θ cos φ − cos i sin θ) eθ − sin i sin φ eφ. (A.12)

This expression for δµ can be evaluated for special cases found in the literature. For example, choosing i = 90◦ and φ = 0, we
have µ0 = sin θ and

δµ =
cos θ

r0

(
ξθ −

∂ξr

∂θ

)
=

1 − µ2
0

r0

 ξθ√
1 − µ2

0

−
∂ξr

∂µ0

 , (A.13)

which is the expression derived by Heynderickx et al. (1994). If we further assume ξθ � ξr, then δµ becomes

δµ =
µ2

0 − 1
r0

∂ξr

∂µ0
, (A.14)

as in TG93.
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