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ABSTRACT

Warm absorber spectra contain bound-bound and bound-free absorption features seen in the X-ray
and UV spectra from many active galactic nuclei (AGN). The widths and centroid energies of these
features indicate they occur in outflowing gas, and the outflow can affect the gas within the host
galaxy. Thus the warm absorber mass and energy budgets are of great interest. Estimates for these
properties depend on models which connect the observed strengths of the absorption features with
the density, composition, and ionization state of the absorbing gas. Such models assume that the
ionization and heating of the gas come primarily from the strong continuum near the central black
hole. They also assume that the various heating, cooling, ionization, and recombination processes are
in a time-steady balance. This assumption may not be valid, owing to the intrinsic time-variability of
the illuminating continuum or other factors which change the cloud environment. This paper presents
models for warm absorbers which follow the time dependence of the ionization, temperature, and
radiation field in warm absorber gas clouds in response to a changing continuum illumination. We
show that the effects of time variability are important over a range of parameter values, that time
dependent models differ from equilibrium models in meaningful ways, and that these effects should
be included in models which derive properties of warm absorber outflows.
Subject headings: Active Galactic Nuclei — Photoionization — Recombination— Warm Absorber

1. INTRODUCTION

Spectroscopy is a powerful tool for studying astro-
physical objects. Composition, ionization and excitation
state, and motion of the constituent gas can all be found
from spectral observations. An important example is ac-
tive galactic nuclei (AGN) warm absorbers, which show
a myriad of blue-shifted absorption lines and edges in the
UV and X-ray bands (Holczer et al. 2007, 2010). Blue
shifted absorption lines in the spectra reveal the pres-
ence of outflows of ionized gas at speed ∼1000 km s−1

(Kaspi et al. 2001). Outflow dynamics may be driven
by thermal expansion, radiation pressure, or magneto-
hydrodynamic effect (Crenshaw et al. 2003). Models for

warm absorbers have reached a level of sophistication
that permits very detailed comparison with observations.
However, the fundamental properties of warm absorbers
are still not fully understood. Progress towards under-
standing warm absorbers is limited by a key assumption
used in modeling these flows: that the gas is in ioniza-
tion and excitation equilibrium. This is likely not correct
in detail; the dynamical timescales in the flow and the
intrinsic variability timescale of the AGN may be com-
parable to the timescales characterizing the ionization
and excitation and the inverse processes in the gas re-
sponsible for the lines we observe. This means that the
gas departs from equilibrium, so temporal dependency
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for ionization, heating, cooling, and radiative transfer
should be included in the modeling of the absorber. In
this paper, we explore the inclusion of time dependence
in photoionization calculations.

Warm absorber (WA) features in X-ray spectra were
first recognized by Halpern (1984) in the Seyfert galaxy
MR 2251-178 observed by the EINSTEIN Satellite. It
is now known that the spectra of many AGN show deep
absorption features in the spectral range from 0.7 to 1.5
keV (Reynolds 1997). It is believed that this gas is ion-
ized and heated mainly by photoionization by the intense
radiation field from the central compact object. Warm
absorbers are seen in approximately half (Rozanska et al.
2005) of Seyfert galaxies. This suggests that warm ab-
sorber gas covers a substantial part of the central ion-
izing source. Most absorption lines are blueshifted with
respect to the galactic nucleus by ∼ 103 km s−1 (Kaastra
et al. 2002). Some observations reveal ultrafast outflows
with much greater apparent outflow speed (Chartas et al.
2002; Pounds et al. 2003a,b).

Photoionization is of widespread importance in as-
trophysics. Strong continuum radiation illuminates gas
and is absorbed, reprocessed, and re-emitted. This is
the dominant process of heating in photoionized plas-
mas. Available code packages for modeling photoionized
plasmas include XSTAR (Kallman & Bautista 2001),
Cloudy (Ferland et al. 1998), SPEX (Kaastra et al. 1996)
and MOCASSIN (Ercolano et al. 2003). It is common for
photoionization models to assume the gas is in an equilib-
rium state. This is used to simultaneously solve the ion-
ization balance, thermal balance, and radiative transfer
equation. If so, the most important free parameters are
density, spectral energy distribution, flux, column den-
sity, and elemental abundances. These can be adjusted
repeatedly while performing simulation calculations in
order to fit observations.

Equilibrium calculations derive typical total hydrogen
column densities (NH) of WA ∼ 1022 cm−2, tempera-
tures of ∼ 105 K, and total hydrogen number densities
(nH) ∼ 107 cm−3 (hereafter, column density means total
hydrogen column density and gas density means total hy-
drogen number density unless otherwise specified). To a
good approximation, the ionization state of photoionized
gas can be parameterized by the ionization parameter ξ
and defined as,

ξ =
Lion
nHR2

=
4πFion
nH

(1)

where Lion is the ionizing luminosity of the source, Fion
is the ionizing flux, and both of these quantities are in-
tegrated from 1-1000 Ry. R is the distance of gas from
the ionizing source. This definition is widespread in X-
ray problems, and it was first introduced by Tarter et al.
(1969). The other way of defining ionization parameter
is U =

∫ ε2
ε1
Lε/(ε4πR

2nHc)dε, where, Lν is the ionizing

luminosity per frequency interval and c is the speed of
light. U and ξ are easily convertible to each other for a
given spectral energy distribution of the ionizing contin-
uum. For the spectrum shape that we adopt here, i.e. a
single power law from 1 - 1000 Ry with energy index -1,
the conversion is U = ξ/56.64 erg cm s−1. The higher
the ionization parameter, the more ionized the gas and
vice-versa. Warm absorber components generally exist

either in the low ionization state of ξ ∼ 1 erg cm s−1 or
high ionization state of ξ ∼ 100 erg cm s−1 (Laha et al.
2014).

As a result of the degeneracy between the gas density
and the location in the ionization parameter definition,
these quantities are not independently well-constrained.
Possible WA distances range from the region of the ac-
cretion disc, which is at ∼ 0.01 pc from the AGN center
to the dusty molecular torus ∼ 30 pc. Possible proposed
locations include: the accretion disc (Elvis 2000; Kron-
gold 2007), the broad-line region (Kraemer et al. 2005),
the obscuring torus (Krolik & Kriss 2001; Blustin et al.
2005), and the narrow-line region (Behar et al. 2003;
Crenshaw et al. 2009). Similar possibilities have been
proposed in simulations, such as an accretion disc wind
(Proga & Kallman 2004; Risaliti & Elvis 2010), a wind
from torus (Dorodnitsyn et al. 2008), and large-scale out-
flows (Kurosawa & Proga 2009).

The equilibrium assumption is valid only when the
equilibration timescale for the microscopic processes like
excitation, ionization, and thermal balance is much
shorter than the timescale of the variation of the ionizing
source or the timescale of change in the location or den-
sity of the plasma. If the ionizing flux changes at a rate
faster than the equilibration timescale or if the conditions
in the plasma change on a timescale shorter than the mi-
croscopic timescale, then the calculation of the time de-
pendent effects of photoionization is needed. AGN vari-
ability has been extensively observed and reveals signifi-
cant variability (≥ 20%) on timescales as short as ∼ 103

s. (Silva et al. 2016). Time dependent photoionization
has been explored previously in models for the interstel-
lar medium (Lyu & Bruhweiler 1996; Joulain et al. 1998),
H II regions (Rodriguez-Gaspar & Tenorio-Tagle 1998;
Richling & Yorke 2000), planetary nebulae (Harring-
ton & Marionni 1976; Harrington 1977; Schmidt-Voigt
& Koeppen 1987; Frank & Mellema 1994; Marten &
Szczerba 1997), novae and supernovae (Hauschildt et al.
1992; Beck et al. 1995; Kozma & Fransson 1998), reion-
ization of the intergalactic medium (Ikeuchi & Ostriker
1986; Shapiro & Kang 1987; Ferrara & Giallongo 1996;
Giroux & Shapiro 1996), ionization of the solar chro-
mosphere (Carlsson & Stein 2002), gamma-ray bursts
(Perna & Loeb 1998; Böttcher et al. 1999), accretion
disks (Woods et al. 1996), active galactic nuclei (Nicas-
tro et al. 1997; Krongold 2007), the evolution of the
early universe (Seager et al. 2011), and quasar FeLoB-
ALs (Bautista & Dunn 2010). Gnat (2017) calculated
the time dependent cooling in photoionized plasma in the
context of intergalactic gas. Bautista & Ahmed (2018)
modeled the nebula heated by short-period binary stars
to describe temperature fluctuations. van Adelsberg &
Perna (2012) solved the time dependent radiative trans-
fer equation as applied to AGN outflows and gamma-ray
bursts. Krongold (2007) discussed time dependent mod-
eling as a tool to constrain warm absorber properties.
Most notably, for our purposes, Garćıa et al. (2013) cal-
culated the time evolution of H II regions, including the
time dependence of radiation transfer. This serves as the
departure point for our work.

In this paper, we explore time dependent photoioniza-
tion models applied to AGN warm absorbers. Our cal-
culation differs from many of the previous works on this
topic because we solve simultaneously all three coupled
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time dependent equations affecting the gas: level pop-
ulations, energy balance or temperature, and radiative
transfer simultaneously. To carry this out, we upgraded
the photoionization code xstar (Kallman & Bautista
2001). xstar is a publicly available command-based
computer application that calculates the physical prop-
erties of photoionized gases and their emission spectra
based on the steady-state approximation. It can be used
in a wide range of astronomical applications simply with
a proper choice of input parameters. xstar assumes
a spherical gas shell surrounds a central source of ion-
izing radiation. The incident electromagnetic energy is
either absorbed or scattered by the gas and reradiated
in other parts of the spectrum. xstar calculates such
emission and absorption spectra. Additional heat sources
(or sinks) such as mechanical compression or expansion
or cosmic ray scattering can also be incorporated. The
user provides the model parameters such as shape and
strength of incident continuum, elemental abundances,
density or pressure, and cloud column density; the code
returns the ionization structure and temperature, opac-
ity, emitted line, and continuum fluxes. Transport of in-
cident radiation into the cloud, computation of temper-
ature, ionization, and atomic level populations at each
place in the cloud, and transfer of emitted radiation out
of the cloud are the essential elements in modeling the
photoionized gas in xstar. We perform time dependent
calculations by taking the initial condition from the equi-
librium calculation and then calculating the response of
the gas properties to a time-dependent change in the il-
luminating flux.

In the rest of this paper, we describe the general prop-
erties of our time dependent photoionization calculation,
and we illustrate with examples taken from the study
of the H II regions and warm absorbers. Theory and
equations are presented in section 2. Modeling of the
warm absorber is discussed in section 3. Results, dis-
cussion, and conclusion are presented in sections 4, 5,
and 6, respectively. The numerical method we employ is
presented in appendix A.

2. THEORY

Our models consist of the solution of the coupled equa-
tions describing level populations, temperature, and radi-
ation field. The foundations of our treatment are inspired
by and follow the work of Garćıa et al. (2013). Some of
the material presented here is a repetition of that paper;
we repeat it here for completeness, with modifications,
and to facilitate our later discussion.

2.1. Level Populations

The population of an atomic level obeys the kinetic
equation involving the atomic rates into and out of the
level:

dni,X
dt

=

p∑
j=1

nj,XRji −
p∑
k=1

ni,XRik (2)

and the equation of number conservation

p∑
i=1

ni,X = xnH (3)

where ni,X are the level populations in ith energy level of
element X in units cm−3, which is equal to the product
of the fractional elemental abundance and total hydro-
gen number gas density, nH . x is the fractional elemen-
tal abundance of species X relative to hydrogen. Rji is
the transition rate from the jth to ith energy level con-
tributed by atomic processes, including photoexcitation,
photoionization, collisional excitation, collisional ioniza-
tion, recombination, charge transfer, and radiative decay.
The value of rates for Rij are taken from XSTAR. p is
the total number of energy levels considered for the par-
ticular element. As discussed in section 3, we adopt a
simplified level structure so that, for an element with
atomic number Z, p=2Z + 1. Here and in what follows,
we adopt the values of the atomic constants (e.g., pho-
toionization cross-sections, atomic energy levels, collision
rate coefficients) from the xstar database (Bautista &
Kallman 2001).

2.2. Energy Balance

The electron temperature is determined via the first
law of thermodynamics. For a closed system,

d̄Q = dU + PdV (4)

where d̄Q is the differential net heat transfer energy den-
sity into or out of the gas, the amount of energy density
put in the gas, dU is the change in internal energy, and
PdV is the differential external work done on or by the
gas. Here, all three terms have a unit of the erg. In the
absence of external work done by the gas, all the energy
put in the gas is used to increase the internal energy. In
this case, the above equation reduces to:

d̄q = du (5)

here, q and u are defined as differential net heat transfer
to the gas and change in the internal energy of the gas
in the unit of erg cm−3.

The rate of change in the amount of internal energy
density stored in the gas is the difference between heating
and cooling rates and is given by:

du

dt
=
d̄q

dt
= Γheat − Λcool (6)

where Γheat and Λcool are total heating and cooling
rates in units of erg s−1 cm−3. Assuming classical
ideal gas, the internal energy density can be written as
u = 3

2ntkT , where nt is the total number density of
particles, i.e., sum over all electrons, ions, and neutral
atoms. With the value of u, the above equation becomes,

dT

dt
=

2

3knt
(Γheat − Λcool − 3

2
kT

dnt
dt

) (7)

The last term on the right-hand side of this equation is
the rate of change in the internal energy density associ-
ated with the rate of change of the total number of free
particles in the gas. This is negligible when the gas is
highly ionized; otherwise, it explicitly couples the level
populations with the temperature equation. Note that in
the absence of explicit time dependence, u is constant,
and T is determined from Γheat = Λcool.
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At low or intermediate ionization parameters, heating
mainly comes from photoionization. The photoionization
heating for an ion i of an element X is given by,

Γphoi,X =

∫ ∞
εth(i,X)

σ(i,X)(ε)Jε(R, t)ni,X(R, t)(ε−εth(i,X))
dε

ε

(8)
where σ(i,X)(ε) is the photoionization cross-section (cm2)

and εth(i,X) is the ionization threshold energy of ith ionic
stage of element X. Jε(R, t) is the mean intensity of
the ionizing radiation field, which has the unit of erg s−1

cm−2 erg−1, ni,X(R, t) are the number density of atom
or ion at ith energy level of an element X to be ionized
in the unit of cm−3 and R is the distance in the cloud
from the source of ionizing photons.

The above equation can also be written as:

Γphoi,X = ni,X(R, t)γi,X(R, t)〈εphoto(i,X)〉 (9)

with

〈εphoto(i,X)〉 =

∫∞
εth(i,X)

Jε(R, t)σ(i,X)(ε)(ε− εth(i,X))
dε
ε∫∞

εth(i,X)
Jε(R, t)σ(i,X)(ε)

dε
ε

(10)
and

γi,X(R, t) =

∫ ∞
εth(i,X)

σ(i,X)(ε)Jε(R, t)
dε

ε
(11)

where γi,X(R, t) is the photoionization rate and
〈εphoto(i,X)〉 is the mean kinetic energy of photo-ionized
electron weighted by the photoionization cross-section for
an ith ionic stage of an element X. The total heating
rates contributed by all the ions and elements are now
given by,

Γpho =
∑
X

∑
i

Γphoi,X (12)

The mean intensity of radiation field Jε(R, t) for spher-
ical geometry is given by,

Jε(R, t) =
Lε(R, t)

4πR2
(13)

where Lε(R, t) is the specific luminosity. Cooling comes
from recombination, collisional ionization, and collisional
excitation. We also include Compton heating, Compton
cooling, and bremsstrahlung cooling in our calculation.

2.3. Time Dependent Radiative Transfer

The equation describing the time evolution of the radi-
ation field in spherical symmetry is (Hatchett et al. 1976;
Garćıa et al. 2013),

1

c

∂Lε(R, t)

∂t
+
∂Lε(R, t)

∂R
= 4πR2jε − κε(R, t)Lε(R, t)

(14)
where R is the distance in the cloud from the ionizing
source, Lε(R, t) is the specific luminosity of the ionizing
source in erg s−1 erg−1, jε is the local emissivity in erg
s−1 cm−3 erg−1, and κε(R, t) is the total extinction co-
efficient in cm−1. In our model calculation, extinction

comes from absorption only. Also, we do not include
emission, and we assume all rays are radial, so the equa-
tion becomes:

1

c

∂Lε(R, t)

∂t
+
∂Lε(R, t)

∂R
= −κε(R, t)Lε(R, t) (15)

2.4. Timescales

General solutions to equations (2), (3), (7) and (15) re-
quire numerical calculation, and we will present these in
subsequent sections. However, simple analytic estimates
help understand the general properties of time dependent
photoionization. Following Garćıa et al. (2013), we de-
fine the characteristic timescale affecting photoionization
as:

tpi =
1

γ
(16)

where γ is the photoionization rate as defined in equation
(11). If the radiation field suddenly decreases, then the
important characteristic time is the recombination time.

trec =
1

neαr
(17)

where αr is the recombination rate coefficient in units of
cm3 s−1 and ne is electron number density. Similarly,
the collisional ionization timescale can be defined as:

tcol =
1

neαc
(18)

where αc is the collisional ionization rate coefficient in
units of cm3 s−1. These definitions differ from those of
Garćıa et al. (2013) in that equations 16 – 18 are per ion
rather than per hydrogen atom. These timescales are
intrinsic to each ion in the gas for a given radiation flux,
temperature, and electron density.

Using these timescales, we can define the ionization
equilibrium timescale as the time it takes for the gas to
go from one equilibrium state to another and can be es-
timated using the ionization balance equation (2) for the
simple case of the two-level atom, one bound level plus
continuum with constant electron number density, the
solution to this equation has a simple exponential charac-
ter. The characteristic timescale governing the approach
to photoionization equilibrium is:

tion=
trectpi
trec + tpi

(19)

where tion is characteristics ionization timescale. This
shows that both the characteristics recombination and
photoionization timescales affect the ionization equilib-
rium timescale.

The temperature equilibration timescale can be found
using the energy balance equation (7). This can be rear-
ranged to give the thermal equilibrium time as:

ttemp =
3
2ntk(T − TE)

Γheat − Λcool
(20)

where T is the equilibrium temperature corresponding
to the initial flux and TE equilibrium temperature for
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the final flux. This shows that the timescale for the ap-
proach to thermal equilibrium depends on the heating
and cooling rates. These, in turn, depend on ionization
and recombination rates and also on collisional rates af-
fecting the excitation of atoms and ions.

The response of a cloud to a changing ionizing source
is also affected by the rate at which photons are supplied.
That is since each ionization event consumes a photon,
the size of the region subject to photoionization cannot
grow faster than the supply of photons. Following Garćıa
et al. (2013), we call this the propagation timescale. It
can be defined by equating the total number of ions in
the volume of ionized gas, i.e., 4πR3nH/3, to the to-
tal number of ionizing photons emitted by the ionizing
source in a time tprop, Liontprop/〈εprop〉, where 〈εprop〉 is
the mean ionizing photon energy and Lion is the total
ionizing luminosity. Then it is easy to show that:

tprop =
NH〈εprop〉

3Fion
(21)

where NH is the total hydrogen column density and Fion
is the total ionizing flux which is equal to Lion/(4πR

2).
Equation 21 is based on the assumption of instantaneous
ionization.

The light travel time is given by,

tlight =
r

c
(22)

where r is the distance of a point in the cloud from the
illuminating face and c is the speed of light. This repre-
sents the obvious constraint that the signal representing
the change in the ionizing radiation flux cannot travel
faster than the speed of light. It also illustrates a more
general point: that the response of a cloud to a changing
light source will evolve on the slowest relevant timescale.

2.5. Comparison of Timescales

The ion fractions and other properties of a photoion-
ized cloud will evolve with time subject to the timescales
described in equations 16 – 22. The net effect of the var-
ious timescales is that this evolution will happen at the
slowest of the relevant timescales. The timescales depend
on the ionizing flux of radiation, the physical size of the
cloud, and the gas density. In this section, we examine
how the various timescales vary with these quantities. In
order to do so, we adopt a simplification: that the radi-
ation flux incident on the cloud is determined by simple
geometric dilution of the radiation from a point source
and that the size of the cloud is equal to the distance
from the radiation source to the illuminated face of the
cloud. That is, we assume that the radiation flux inci-
dent on the cloud is Fion = Lion/(4πR

2), where Lion is
the intrinsic ionizing luminosity of the source, and that
the cloud size is equal to R, the distance from the radi-
ation source to the cloud illuminated face. That is that
the cloud column density is NH = nHR. We empha-
size that these assumptions are adopted only within this
section and only for illustration. The numerical mod-
els in the subsequent section describe clouds with sizes
and incident fluxes that do not obey these assumptions.
Throughout the rest of the paper, the distance of a point
in the cloud from the radiation source is denoted by R,

and the distance of a point in the cloud from the illumi-
nated face is denoted by r.

With these assumptions, we can express the various
timescales entirely in terms of R, the cloud size and dis-
tance from the source, the cloud density nH , and the
source luminosity Lion, which we take to be Lion = 1044

erg s−1 for this illustration. We make estimates for
atomic rates, which are based on a hydrogenic approxi-
mation, here assuming a nuclear charge Z = 8 (note that
in our subsequent numerical models, we use the accurate
rates from the xstar database). We also further em-
phasize that the estimates shown here do not take into
account attenuation of the radiation and so are most ac-
curate at the illuminated face of the cloud. However, we
do take account of geometrical dilution in our estimates.
Deep within a cloud, most timescales will be longer, ow-
ing to diminished total X-ray fluxes. Thus, these esti-
mates can be considered to be somewhat optimistic, but
they serve to illustrate the regimes where various effects
are likely to be important.

Figure 1 illustrates the comparison between timescales
defined in the previous subsection as a function of ra-
dius and density. Colors label curves of constant values
for various timescales: blue = propagation time; red =
photoionization time; purple = light travel time; green
= recombination time. Also shown are lines marking
the boundaries of the regions where various timescales
dominate. In each region of the diagram, we expect
the behavior of the gas to be determined by the slow-
est timescale. In the lower-left of the diagram, the re-
gion marked tprop < tpi, the photoionization timescale
is longer than the propagation time. In this region, the
rate of supply of photons from the central source ex-
ceeds the rate at which photoionization proceeds. If
so, neglect of time dependent transfer is justified. In
the upper right of the diagram, in the region marked
tprop > tlight, the propagation time is longer than the
light travel time. In this region time dependent trans-
fer must be taken into account. We emphasize that in
regions where tprop < tlight the movement of the ioniza-
tion front (Hereafter ionization front is abbreviated as
IF) does not exceed the speed of light; rather, the speed
at which the IF moves is determined by the speed of
light, and the rate of supply of photons does not limit
the speed. In reality, the boundaries between various re-
gions are not sharp, as indicated in the diagram, because
the transition from the dominance of one timescale or
another is not sudden. But they serve as useful indi-
cators of where various physical processes dominate the
time evolution of photoionization. In our calculations
in subsequent sections, of course, we include all relevant
processes.

Figure 1 also shows that: (i) Timescales ≥ 103 sec are
characteristic in the region log(R) ≥17. Such timescales
are typical for AGN variability, and such distances are
plausible locations for warm absorber clouds. This il-
lustrates that the time needed for the cloud to respond
to the central source variability is not short compared
to the source variability timescale. (ii) The propagation
time exceeds the photoionization timescale eg. for den-
sities log(nH) ≥1 at log(R) = 18. Since this includes a
wide range of likely warm absorber cloud densities, this
illustrates that time dependent radiative transfer is im-
portant for warm absorber clouds. (iii) The light travel
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time exceeds the propagation timescale eg. for densities
log(nH) ≥ 10 at log(R) = 18. Such conditions are some-
what greater than typically assumed for warm absorber
clouds but are not generally ruled out. Thus light travel
time effects must also be included under such conditions.
(iv) At still greater densities (log(nH) ≥ 10), the pho-
toionization time exceeds the recombination time, and
the gas will be approximately neutral.

This demonstrates that, for the likely conditions in
a warm absorber, characteristic timescales affecting the
response of the gas to variability in the continuum are
∼ 103 sec and greater. And that finite photoionization,
recombination, propagation, and light travel time effects
must all be taken into account.

3. COMPUTATION AND MODELING

In this section, we describe the computational details
of our models: the description of the ionization and heat-
ing of the gas, the discretization of the equations, the nu-
merical solution method, and the values of the physical
quantities used in the calculations.

3.1. Heating and Cooling Rates

As discussed in section 2, the temperature of the gas
depends on heating and cooling due to various atomic
processes. For equilibrium models, these processes have
been explored by many authors, e.g., Krolik et al. (1981);
Kallman et al. (2004); Różańska et al. (2014). This shows
that the heating and cooling rates have a characteristic
behavior; when the ionization parameter is large, the gas
is fully ionized, and the heating and cooling rates are
dominated by Compton scattering and bremsstrahlung,
resulting in an equilibrium temperature that depends pri-
marily on the shape of the illuminating spectrum, and is
∼ 107 – 108 K. When the ionization parameter is small
the gas becomes nearly-neutral. The rates are domi-
nated by hydrogen and helium atomic processes. In this
limit, the temperature is ∼ 104 K. At intermediate ion-
ization parameters, the rates are dominated by contribu-
tions from many trace ions and elements, and the equi-
librium temperature takes intermediate values. This be-
havior is described by the ‘s curve,’ which is the locus of
the equilibrium temperature in the ionization parameter-
temperature plane. This behavior has been extensively
modeled in the literature (Bottorff et al. 2000; Krolik
et al. 1981; Chakravorty et al. 2012; Mathews & Ferland
1987).

Time dependent calculations require the simultaneous
solution of the equations describing the ionic level popu-
lations, temperature, and radiation field for all level pop-
ulations, spatial zones, and photon energies. This corre-
sponds to a very large number of simultaneous ordinary
differential equations; the standard xstar database has
∼ 3×104 energy levels. This necessitates a simplification
of this system of equations to make it tractable. That is,
we must simplify the energy level structure of the ions in
the gas. To do this, we have created an atomic database
that describes each ion using three levels; the ground
level, one excited bound level, and the continuum (ion-
ized) level. We include all of the ions that are in xstar
in the newly created database, though the simulations in
this paper include only a subset of them.

Using our simplified energy level scheme, our atomic
database contains all the important atomic processes af-

fecting these levels. For the one bound excited level, we
adopt an ad hoc description: the level energy is 0.8×Eth
where Eth is the ionization potential of the ion. We in-
clude electron impact collisional excitation to the level
for the ions H0, He0, and He+ with an effective collision
strength (upsilon) with a value of 1.4 to 2.7 depending
upon temperature.

This ad hoc energy level structure is created primarily
to obtain thermal balance. However, we also use it for
calculating the spectrum. We solve the time-dependent
coupled differential equations of ionization balance, heat-
ing and cooling, and radiative transfer simultaneously
and self-consistently. The absorption spectra we are cal-
culating mostly depend upon the ground state popula-
tions, so the excited state structure and level population
are relatively unimportant.

Since the ionization and excitation states of the gas
are coupled with the time-dependent radiation field, the
ionization fractions, and temperature and radiation field
quantities are determined uniquely for each specific prob-
lem and associated input quantities. For this reason,
existing published or tabulated cooling data cannot be
applied to our calculations. A full self-consistent calcu-
lation is needed, and our simplified energy level structure
is required in order to make this tractable.

In figure 2, we show the comparison of the equilibrium
temperature vs. ionization parameter (the ‘s curve’) cal-
culated using the small database used in our time de-
pendent calculation compared with the standard xstar
database. The red curve is obtained from xstar and
its database (Kallman & Bautista 2001) and the blue
curve is obtained from running xstar using our small
database. This shows good agreement at high and low
ionization parameters and disagreement of up to ∼ 0.5
dexes at intermediate values of ionization parameter.
Since parts of our calculations reside in the intermedi-
ate ionization parameter range, some error is introduced
by the use of the small database. However, this difference
is smaller than other prevalent uncertainties in the equi-
librium temperature. For example, comparable changes
in the s curve are associated with varying assumptions
about the shape of the illuminating spectrum and about
the chemical composition of the gas. Both of these quan-
tities are poorly constrained observationally (Krolik et al.
1981; Chakravorty et al. 2012; Mathews & Ferland 1987).

Since we have developed a brand new non-equilibrium
code, we compare some results against the results ob-
tained by using more mature codes. The comparison
shown in figure 2 represents the most appropriate test of
our small database since the full xstar database used
in this comparison has been extensively tested against
other similar codes (Mehdipour et al. 2016). Another
test is shown in Figure 3, which shows the cooling rates
for different ions of hydrogen, helium, and carbon vs.
temperature for a coronal gas. The cooling rates are cal-
culated by neglecting photoionization and keeping the
ion fraction values unity. These results can be compared
with the results obtained by Gnat & Ferland (2012); This
demonstrates that even though our study focuses on pho-
toionized plasmas, the code can be applied to other prob-
lems, for example where the equilibrium approximation
is invalid due to other causes, such as heating by shock
waves or sudden expansion or contraction of the gas.
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Fig. 1.— Schematic illustration of the timescales relevant to a photoionized plasma in the radius and gas density (R,nH) plane. Estimates
for rates are based on a hydrogenic approximation. Colors label curves of various timescales: blue = propagation time; red = photoionization
time; purple = light travel time; green = recombination time. Assumes a nuclear charge Z = 8 and a central source luminosity Lion = 1044

erg s−1, crudely corresponding to a warm absorber. The yellow hatched region shows the approximate range of R and n expected for
typical warm absorbers.

3.2. Finite Difference Method

We solve equations (2), (3), (7), and (15) by discretiz-
ing using the finite difference method. We divide cloud
thickness, time, and incident spectrum into bins and cal-
culate the physical quantities of interest in each bin.
The set of equations to be solved have a wide range of
timescales. For the warm absorber case, the ion frac-
tions change over timescales ranging from 103 s to 105 s.
On the other hand, the temperature evolves over a longer
timescale than the photoionization timescale. The trans-
mitted spectra change over a timescale of ∼ 107 s. Thus,
combining all these equations leads us to a set of stiff
differential equations. Since our equations are stiff, we
implement the backward Euler differentiation method.
In this method, we calculate the functional value at a
one time-step ahead. This method leads us to have a set
of non-linear equations and we use the modified Newton
method to solve it (Brown et al. 1989).

Adopting the definition of implicit differentiation, we
find the corresponding equation governing the time evo-
lution of the level populations (2):

nt+1
i,X −∆t

 p∑
j=1

nt+1
j,XR

t+1
ji −

p∑
k=1

nt+1
i,XR

t+1
ik

 = nti,X (23)

where the symbols are the same as defined in equation
(2) above, except for the superscript t, which indicates
the time step.

In the same way with approximation, nt = nH + ne

where ne is the electron number density, equation (7)
becomes; 1

T t+1 − 2∆t

3knt

[
Λ(heat)t+1 − Γ(cool)t+1)

]
+T t+1 (nt+1

t − ntt)
nt

= T t
(24)

The radiative transfer equation (15) becomes,

Lt+1
ε (R, t) + c∆tκt+1

ε (R, t)Lt+1
ε (R, t)+

c∆t
(Lt+1

ε (R+ ∆R, t)− Lt+1
ε (R, t))

∆R
= Ltε(R, t)

(25)

The initial values of the right-hand side of the equa-
tions (23), (24), (25) are obtained from the initial equilib-
rium calculation obtained with xstar. With this, we end
up with a set of nonlinear equations in variables of level
population, temperature, and specific luminosity at dif-
ferent energy bins. The main task is to solve this system
of coupled nonlinear equations simultaneously and self-
consistently. The details of how it is solved are discussed
in appendix A. The input parameters and assumptions
are described in the subsection below.

3.3. Model Parameters

1 superscript t is for time step, and nt is the total number density
of particles in the ionized gas.
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carbon ions.

In this paper, we present models of two basic types.
First is a low-density gas model designed to resemble an
H II region. Second, and explored in more detail, are
models for warm absorbers. For both model types, we
investigate the properties of gas when it is exposed to
a sudden change in the ionizing incident flux, either a
step up or a step down. This is idealized compared with
some observations, but it serves to illustrate the gen-
eral behavior, and such models can be used to synthesize
the behavior under more realistic assumptions about the
variation of the illuminating flux. Since we use logarith-
mic time steps., it is convenient to start with a small but
non-zero time. We take this time to be 10 s. The step up
or step down is at a time of 20 s for the warm absorber
models. For the H II region model, the step up occurs at
50 s.

The H II region model is the same as the model pre-
sented by Garćıa et al. (2013), but with improvements:
the inclusion of more elements and the inclusion of geo-
metrical dilution appropriate to an extended cloud. We
present this model in order to compare with Garćıa et al.
(2013) and to illustrate the effects of including more
chemical elements and the geometric dilution factor.

In the H II region model, we adopt a density = 104

cm−3, luminosity of the illuminating source = 1032 erg
s−1, ionization parameter ξ ≈ 1 erg cm s−1, initial ioniz-
ing flux (Fion,1) = 795 erg s−1 cm−2, final ionizing flux
(Fion,2) = 2390 erg s−1 cm−2. The inner radius is 1014

cm, the outer radius of the cloud is 1018 cm, and column
density of 1022 cm−2 and we include elements: H, He, C,
O, Si and Fe. The cloud is divided into 80 spatial zones,
spaced logarithmically. The initial and final times are 10
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Fig. 4.— Cartoon (not in scale) showing different components of
the central part of an AGN.

s and 1010 s, and the total time is divided into 40 logarith-
mic time grid points (though the ODE solver subdivides
within these intervals as needed). The spectral energy
distribution of the central source is a power law spectrum
with an energy index of -1. The spectrum is divided into
50 grid points spaced logarithmically between 1 eV and
10 keV. If all the neutral and ionic stages of included
elements are considered, we have 57 ions. Each of the
ions is considered to have three energy levels. However,
the ionized level of the atom at ith ionization stage corre-
sponds to the ground state of (i+1)th ionization stage of
the same ion. This results in each element having 2Z+1
energy levels, where Z is an atomic number. Taking this
into account, we have 120 level population equations for
the elements included. In addition, we have one equa-
tion for temperature, one for electron fraction, and 50
radiative transfer equations, one for each energy, giving
172 ordinary differential equations for each spatial zone.
Since we have 80 spatial zones, we will have a total of
13,760 differential equations. This is then solved for time
t + 1 using differential equation solver DVODE (Brown
et al. 1989). This process is repeated until we reach the
final time points. The final time for this model is 1010 s.

The second type of model we consider is a warm ab-
sorber model. Figure 4 is a cartoon schematically show-
ing the location of the warm absorber and illuminating
source. Warm absorbers intercept the radiation coming
from the central part of the AGN. This radiation is ab-
sorbed as it travels through the gas. Viewing the central
ionizing source through the line of sight shown in the fig-
ure, we observe the absorption spectrum (Blustin et al.
2005). Simple estimates show that the thickness of the
gas is small compared to its distance from the source. We
consider two different gas densities 107 cm−3 and 1011

cm−3 for different models, initial ionization parameter ∼
100 erg cm s−1, luminosity of the source 1044 erg s−1 and
column density ∼ 1023 cm−2 and include elements: H,
He, C, O, Si and Fe. The cloud is divided into 40 spatial
zones, spaced logarithmically. The initial and final times
are 10 s and 109 s, and the total time is divided into

40 logarithmic time grid points except model 76. These
grid points are separated by ∆logt = 0.23. In model
76, we have used two types of time steps. Logarithmic
time step is being used up to 107 s with 20 grid points
and linear time step of ≈ 1.3 × 107 s after that with 79
time grid points. The spectral energy distribution of the
central source is a power-law spectrum with an energy
index of -1. The spectrum is divided into 100 grid points
spaced logarithmically. This leads to us having 8,880 dif-
ferential equations to be solved, including electron and
temperature equations for each time point. The model
parameters for different WA models are listed in tables
1 and 2. Table 2 shows that the geometrical thickness
of the warm absorber models is small compared with the
distance from the radiation source. The models 15, 35,
75, and 95 are warm absorber models where the final flux
is lowered by a factor of 3, and we call these models step
down models. All other models assume a step up in flux
by a factor of 3 and are called step up flux models.

In the rest of this paper, we present the results of all
of our models, but we focus on the detailed behavior of
models 73, 74, 75, and 76. We identify them for con-
venience with the names ‘baseline model’ for model 73
(baseline model), ‘high flux high column model’ for 74,
‘high density model’ for model 75, and ‘step down flux
model’ for model 76.

We tested the warm absorber model taking 40 and 80
spatial zones. The results remain nearly the same for
both choices. This is primarily due to the implicit cal-
culation we include in solving time-dependent equations.
Hence we chose 40 spatial zones to make the computation
tractable.

Our models employ an energy grid using 100 energy
grid points spaced logarithmically over the energy range
1-104 eV (xstar also includes a very small number of
energy bins between 104 and 106 eV in order to describe
the Compton heating accurately). As a result, the ener-
gies of spectral features, lines, and edges, are binned into
rather crude bins, approximately 100 eV wide at 1 keV,
and this limits the precision of the energy scale for the
results shown in this paper.

3.4. Assumptions

This work is the first step toward exploring photoion-
ized plasmas in non-equilibrium conditions. In order to
make our results general and to illustrate the general be-
havior of time dependence, we have made several key
approximations, which are as follows:

1. We approximate the gas to be static, with no ex-
pansion of the gas and no velocity gradient. The
shift in the spectral features due to these effects
will be small compared with our spectral resolu-
tion. On the other hand, for a supersonic flow,
such as in a warm absorber, the bulk forces, what-
ever they are, dominate over internal dynamics in
the cloud (Proga et al. 2022). We acknowledge this
effect can be important. However, we have chosen
to make simple general models in which the gas mo-
tion is neglected. We can calculate models which
can be refined for specific situations.

2. We assume the outflowing gas has constant density
throughout. This assumption is partially justified
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Initial Flux(Fion,1) Final Flux(Fion,2) Density(nH) Initial (ξ) Column Density(NH)
(erg cm−2 s−1) (erg cm−2 s−1) (cm−3) (erg cm s−1) (cm−2)

0.9×1023 1.3×1023 1.4×1023 2.0×1023

Model

3.2×107 9.6×107 107 40 13 33

4.0×107 1.2×108 107 50 73 93

6.5×107 1.9×108 107 81 14 34

8.5×107 2.5×108 107 100 74 94

6.5×1011 1.9×1012 1011 81 15 35

8.5×1011 2.5×1012 1011 100 75 95

9.6×107 3.2×107 107 120 16 36

1.2×108 4.0×107 107 150 76 96

TABLE 1
Table showing warm absorber model parameters. Boldface numbers represent the model names. In our discussion, we

focus on the detailed behavior of models 73, 74, 75, and 76. We identify them for convenience with the names ‘baseline
model’ for model 73 (baseline model), ‘high flux high column model’ for 74, ‘high density model’ for model 75, and ‘step

down flux model’ for model 76.

Model name R0 ∆R ∆R/R0(in %)

13 5.0×1017 9.0×1015 1.8

33 5.0×1017 1.3×1016 2.6

73 4.5×1017 9.0×1015 2.0

93 4.5×1017 1.3×1016 2.9

14 3.5×1017 1.4×1016 4.0

34 3.5×1017 2.0×1016 5.7

74 3.0×1017 1.4×1016 4.4

94 3.0×1017 2.0×1016 4.5

15 3.5×1015 1.4×1012 0.038

35 3.5×1015 2.0×1012 0.057

75 3.0×1015 1.4×1012 0.046

95 3.0×1015 2.0×1012 0.065

16 2.9×1017 9.0×1015 3.1

36 2.9×1017 1.3×1016 4.5

76 2.6×1017 9.0×1015 3.5

96 2.6×1017 1.3×1016 5.0

TABLE 2
Table showing the distance of the illuminated face of the
absorber from the ionizing source (R0), the geometrical

thickness of the absorber (∆R), and the ratio of the
thickness of the absorber and distance of absorber from
ionizing source in percent. This does not include the H II

region model which is described in the paragraph in
subsection 3.3

by the physical thickness of the cloud, which is less
than 10% with respect to the distance from the ion-
izing source, as shown in table 2. If so, the imprint
of any large-scale spherical flow will be small. How-
ever, we acknowledge that there may be a density
gradient in the case of warm absorbers associated
with dynamical effects such as ram pressure, which
will be considered in future work.

3. We have not included emission in our radiative
transfer calculation. This approximation is justi-
fied if the covering fraction of the absorber relative
to the central source is small; this appears to be the
case for most observed warm absorbers. For most
observed warm absorber spectra, emission features
are weak or absent (Kaspi et al. 2001; Kaastra et al.
2002). However, including emissions is on our list
of tasks for future work since the emission is likely
to be important in other time dependent applica-
tions.

4. RESULTS

In this section, we present model results for the H II
region and warm absorber models. We present the time
evolution of the ion fractions, temperature, and electron
fraction in the gas. We also present the evolution of the
emergent spectrum and discuss the effect of time depen-
dent photoionization on the power density spectrum.

4.1. H II Region Model

We first present the results of the time dependent re-
sponse in the case of the H II region model. We adopt
the same conditions as used by Garćıa et al. (2013) in or-
der to facilitate comparisons with that paper. However,
that paper included only hydrogen with ground and con-
tinuum levels, while we included the elements H, He, C,
O, Si, and Fe with one additional excited level.

Figure 5 shows the evolution of ion fraction, electron
fraction, and temperature profiles for this model. In this
figure, we include representative plots of ion fractions for
some ions of hydrogen, helium, oxygen, silicon, and iron
vs. depths in the cloud. The orange curve represents the
initial equilibrium value. The rise in flux leads the gas
to heat from photoionization, and the ionization of the
gas is changed. The blue lines represent the intermedi-
ate state of the gas at various times during its evolution.
The few initial times are: 10 s, 17 s, 29 s, 49 s, 83 s, 141
s, and a few times close to the final time are 2.0× 109 s,
3.4× 109 s, 5.8× 109 s, 1010 s. These lines are separated
by ∆log(t) = 0.23. Figure 5 shows that the changes in
the ion fractions and temperature are not simultaneous
at all depths but are delayed due to the fact that: (i) the
radiation field is more diluted at greater distances from
the source, and so the photoionization time is longer and
(ii) the propagation time is longer deeper in the cloud.
Of these, the most important is the propagation time.
When the gas near the face receives the increased flux,
its ionization rate increases, and it becomes more trans-
parent. The gas deeper in the cloud receives more flux
as time passes, but with a delay imposed by the pho-
toionization time and propagation time. This process
continues until the gas achieves a final equilibrium dic-
tated by the changed flux. The final equilibrium ion
fractions, electron fraction, and temperature are shown
as the red curve in figure 5. The temperature behavior
is different on the IF. There is a sudden increase in the
temperature surpassing the high flux equilibrium value.
This increase in temperature happens because the low-
energy photons are absorbed earlier in the ionized part
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Fig. 5.— Figure showing the evolution of ion fraction, electron fraction, and temperature profiles in H II region model of the cloud
with density n = 104 cm−3. The orange and red curve represents (the lower flux 795 erg s−1 cm−2) initial and final equilibrium (high
flux, which is 3 times the lower flux; 2390 erg s−1 cm−2) while the intermediate blue lines represent the time evolution between the two
equilibria. The x-axis represents the depth r in the cloud from the illuminated face in cm, while the y-axis represents the ion fraction,
electron fraction, and temperature. The initial and final IFs are marked with the orange and red color vertical lines for H I and He I ions.

of the gas, and hence mostly high-energy photons reach
the IF. This is called the hardening of ionizing radiation.
There, it ionizes the neutral atoms and releases more
energetic electrons than it did in the ionized part of the
cloud. This causes a rise in the temperature. This is seen
in the temperature plot of figure 5 at ∼ 1016 cm. How-
ever, at a later time, the plasma becomes more ionized,
and recombination cooling rates increase. This drives the
temperature of the gas to equilibrium, gradually lowering
the temperature. Hardening of ionizing radiation should

also exist in the equilibrium calculation. Since the ioniz-
ing flux changes by the factor of 10,000 to a point near
the IF with respect to the flux at the face, this effect is
not so visible in the equilibrium calculation. This pro-
cess, in principle, does not influence the gas outside the
IF. However, the initial IF moves deeper into the cloud
because of the increased flux.

The first few panels of the figure 5 show ion fractions
vs. depths. The ion fractions slowly increase with depth
and change abruptly at the IF. Hydrogen beyond the IF
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is predominantly neutral. The shape of the ion fraction
distribution for neutral helium looks similar to hydrogen.
He II, O II, and Si IV evolve in different patterns. Ion
fractions for these ions increase with depth in the cloud,
reach a maximum at the IF, and then decrease at depths
beyond the IF. This decrease is due to recombination into
lower ionization stages. Fe II has a different shape: the
ion fraction at first increases, becomes maximum and
decreases again up to the IF. This may be due to the
hardening of the radiation. The more energetic photons
ionize the Fe II up to the IF, and the ion fraction in-
creases slightly beyond the IF due to the ionization of Fe
I to Fe II by leftover high-energy photons. The electron
fraction panel shows the electron number density distri-
bution and clearly reveals the change in the location of
the IF due to the flux increase. The last panel represents
the temperature structure in the gas. The axes of the
plot are in log scale. The temperature at the face of the
cloud for this model is ∼ 23,000 K for the initial flux and
∼ 32,000 K for the final flux value.

For the H II region model, the time dependent solu-
tion does not converge to the steady state solution in
the neutral region beyond 4 × 1016 cm. This is because
absorption has reduced the flux in this region so that
the ionization timescale is long. We choose to focus our
H II region model results on the ionized region of the
cloud, where the ionization and propagation timescales
are shorter. We have verified that running this H II re-
gion model for longer times (1014 s or longer) results in
convergence in the neutral cloud region. However, plots
showing the neutral region time dependence necessarily
skip over the time dependence in the ionized region, so
we have chosen not to show this.

Our model differs from that of Garćıa et al. (2013)
in a few ways. Since the gas extends from 1014 - 1018

cm from the ionizing source, geometrical dilution plays
an important role in the ionization state of the cloud
at different depths. Whereas Garćıa et al. (2013) did
not include geometrical dilution in their calculation and,
therefore, implicitly assumed the gas to be in a plane-
parallel configuration. The inclusion of dilution signifi-
cantly decreases the flux far from the boundary of the
cloud. This accounts for the differences in the curves for
hydrogen bound level population and temperature be-
tween our work and Garćıa et al. (2013). We have the
initial IF at ∼ 1016 cm and no flat region near the bound-
ary. In contrast, the Garćıa et al. (2013) model has an
IF at ∼ 4.0× 1016 cm and has a long flat region initially
whereas we found the IF for a changed flux is at around
1.2× 1016 cm and Garćıa et al. (2013) have the changed
IF at ∼ 1.3×1017 cm. The shift in the IF between the ini-
tial and final equilibria is greater in Garćıa et al. (2013)
for the same reasons. Another difference is the elements
included. They included only hydrogen, whereas we in-
cluded hydrogen, helium, carbon, oxygen, silicon, and
iron in the simulation. The existence of a neutral region
in our H II region model suggests that diffusely emitted
radiation may be important in determining the ioniza-
tion structure of the gas. We will explore this possibility
in future work.

In appendix B, we present analytic estimates which
predict the IF for hydrogen at 1.0 × 1016 cm and ∼
1.5× 1016 cm. Our numerical results are close to the an-

alytic results. The numerical results show the IF for He0

for initial flux is at 1.5× ∼ 1016 cm and at ∼ 2.14× 1016

cm for changed flux. The analytic results in appendix
B predict initial IF is at ∼ 1.8 × 1016 and final IF is
at ∼ 2.7 × 1016. The difference between analytical and
computational may be due to the approximate recom-
bination rates used in the estimates, which also require
an assumed constant temperature while calculating the
stromgren radius.

4.2. Warm Absorber Model: Level Populations

We now explore the time dependent photoionization
of warm absorber clouds. The important free parame-
ters describing warm absorbers are the flux incident on
the cloud, the gas density, and the cloud column density.
Table 1 shows the parameters spanned by our computa-
tions. As with the H II region, we assume a sudden factor
of 3 increases in the illuminating flux at the beginning
of the calculation. We illustrate our results using models
73 (baseline model), 74 (high flux high column model),
75 (high density model), and 76 (step down flux model).
As shown in Table 1, these span a range in ionization
parameter from log(ξ) = 1.6 to 2.2 and column density
from NH = 0.9 to 2.0× 1023 cm−2.

A simple description of the time evolution of a warm
absorber cloud is as follows: When the flux of radia-
tion incident on the face of a warm absorber cloud is
increased, the ionization rate of the atoms and ions is
increased. The increased ionization causes an increase in
the photoionization heating of the gas via fast photoelec-
trons. If the cooling rate is a monotonically increasing
function of temperature, then the temperature will in-
crease in order to balance the increased heating. The
ionization fractions of the ions will continue to increase
until they reach a balance with the recombination rate.
The temperature will continue to increase until the total
heating and cooling rates balance each other, which is
the final equilibrium.

Figure 6 shows the time evolution of ion fractions
and temperature for warm absorber model 73 (base-
line model). All the plots start from the equilibrium
values, which are drawn in orange. When we increase
the flux, the ionization structure of the cloud starts to
change. The changes do not happen instantaneously be-
cause of the combined effects of photoionization, prop-
agation, and light travel time. The blue curves corre-
spond to the models at times after the flux increase has
occurred; they show the time evolution. The few ini-
tial times are 10 s, 17 s, 29 s, 49 s, 83 s, and some
final times are 2.4 × 108 s, 4.0 × 108 s, 7.0 × 108 s,
1.0 × 109 s. These lines are separated by the time
∆log(t) ' 0.23. The timescales for this model are ap-
proximately as follows: tpi ' 3.0 × 103 s at the face of
the cloud, tlight ' 3.0× 105 s, tprop ' 8.2× 105 s. This
corresponds to the yellow shaded region in figure 4.

The first panel of figure 6 shows the time evolution of
the ion fraction of C V. The ion fraction did not change
for the first ∼ 3000 s. This is due to the finite photoion-
ization timescale. It changes first at the face of the cloud.
At later times, a wave of increased ionization moves into
the cloud. The wave-like lines appear until 3.0 × 105 s for
model 73 (baseline model). Then the lines start stacking
on top of each other. The timescale to reach this point is
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Fig. 6.— Evolution of ion fraction profiles in WA for model 73 (baseline model). The x-axes represent the depths r in the gas from the
illuminated face, and the y-axes represent the ion fractions of different ions. The orange curve represents the lower flux equilibrium, while
the red curve represents the high flux equilibrium. Each blue curve corresponds to the quantity at an intermediate time during evolution.

the propagation timescale. Subsequently, the shapes of
the lines are similar, although their amplitude continues
to change.

This process continues until the gas comes to the fi-
nal thermal equilibrium given by the final flux. The
red line shows this state in the plot. For this model,
it takes ∼ 107 s to come to the final thermal equilib-
rium. This corresponds to the thermal timescale given
by equation 20 in section 2.3. The processes responsi-
ble for this timescale include electron-ion collision and
recombination. The longer thermal timescale associated
with these processes, compared with photoionization and

propagation, is responsible for the late time evolution of
the temperature and ion fractions in this model.

In figure 6, the initial equilibrium ion fraction is higher
than in the final equilibrium, as shown by the red curve
for C V, C VI, O VII, O VIII, and Fe VII. This means
that already with the initial flux, the parent atom of
these ions was ionized to this state. However, this is
not the case for Si XII, Si XIII, and Fe XII. These ions
are formed when the flux is increased. The low ioniza-
tion ions are then converted to these ions, increasing the
number of these ions. The bottom right panel shows
the temperature evolution in the gas. The orange color
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Fig. 7.— Time evolution of ion fraction for different ions for model 73 (baseline model). Each curve in all panel corresponds to a particular
spatial point in the cloud.

represents the initial equilibrium temperature in the gas,
which starts to increase after the flux is increased. Fig-
ure 6 clearly shows that after the IF has propagated
through the cloud, the ion fractions and temperature
continue to evolve. However, this happens on a much
longer timescale, the thermal timescale. This leads to
the darker blue band close to the final equilibrium. In
this band, the ion fractions no longer show the wave ap-
pearance, and the shape of the ion fractions vs. position
is nearly independent of time.

The time evolution of the ion fractions and tempera-
ture can also be visualized by plotting against time. Fig

7 illustrates this for model 73 (baseline model). All the
panels except the bottom right refer to an ion fraction.
The bottom right panel shows the temperature. Indi-
vidual lines within each panel correspond to the time
evolution at a particular spatial point in the cloud. To
visualize how these quantities change over time, we have
taken different spatial points. The point next to the face
of the cloud is 4.7×1014 cm and the rest of the points
are separated by ∆log(R) ' 0.3. Ions C V, C VI, O VII,
O VIII, and Fe VII initially have higher fractions and
decrease at later times. The fractions increase with time
for Si XII, Si XIII, and Fe XIII. This model has ioniza-
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tion parameter ξ ∼ 100, density of 107 cm−3 and column
density of 1.4 ×10 23 cm−2. Thus the size (thickness)
of the cloud is ∼ 1016 cm. The cloud is at 1.8×1017 cm
from the ionizing source of the initial luminosity of 1044

erg s−1.
Fig 7 shows that at the face of the cloud, the ion

fractions start evolving earlier at the photoionization
timescale, which is the inverse of the photoionization rate
and different for each individual ion after changing flux.
Whereas they start to evolve at later times deeper in the
cloud at a time which is the sum of two timescales 1)
light travel time (propagation time) and 2) photoioniza-
tion timescale. The shape of each curve is mainly due
to the response of the gas to the radiation field and is
characterized by propagation time and photoionization
timescale.

At late times, photoionization and recombination rates
balance, and the ion fraction remains approximately con-
stant. Similar behavior occurs for Si XII, Si XIII, and
Fe XIII ions but in the reverse direction. The bottom
right panel shows the temperature variation over time
at different locations in the cloud. The gas starts heat-
ing when it receives the flux to approach another equi-
librium temperature. Comparing the ion fraction and
temperature plots, the temperature evolves over a longer
timescale (∼ 107 s) than the photoionization timescale
(∼ 104 s). This behavior is the same as we have seen in
figure 6 and described in the fourth paragraph of section
4.3. The photoionization time, however, is different for
different ions for the flux chosen. All the ions show slight
evolution even after photoionization equilibrium because
of the change in the temperature. Once the gas attains
thermal equilibrium, the ion fraction remains constant.

4.3. Warm Absorber Spectra

Figure 8 shows the time evolution of warm absorber
spectra for representative models. The free parameters
for those models are listed in table 1. Model 73 (base-
line model), 74 (high flux high column model), and 76
(step down flux model)have the same density of 107 cm−3

but different ionization parameters and column density,
while model 75 is a high density model with a density
of 1011 cm−3. These models display four primary ab-
sorption features: the lowest is the absorption edge at
∼ 13.6 eV, corresponding to hydrogen ionization. Next
is the edge from He II ∼ 54.6 eV. The third edge feature,
near ∼ 328 eV, comes from a combination of absorption
from several ions of carbon, silicon, and iron mainly from
Fe XII – Fe XV; the fourth edge comes from O VII at
∼ 740 eV and O VIII at ∼ 870 eV. In some spectra,
the Si K edge is apparent near 2 keV. Models 74 and 75
(high density model) have the same ionization parame-
ters, which are greater than models 73 (baseline model)
and 76 (step down flux model), thus giving shallower ab-
sorption edges. We have compared equilibrium spectra
calculated using xstar with equilibrium spectra calcu-
lated using the time dependent code shown in figure 8.
These were in good agreement.

As in the previous figures, the orange and red lines
correspond to the lower and higher flux equilibrium spec-
trum, and the black curve corresponds to the last time
point. The blue lines represent the spectrum at interme-
diate times during the evolution. Since we have logarith-

mic time grids, we can see only two distinct intermediate
spectra. All others overlap at either earlier or later times
at all energies except at the third edge. The first inter-
mediate blue spectrum close to the orange spectrum is
at time ∼ 2.4× 105 s, and another one near equilibrium
(red) spectrum at ∼ 4.1 × 105 s for models 73 (baseline
model) and 74 (high flux high column model). The spec-
tra before this time overlap the initial equilibrium curve
because of the light travel time plus characteristic pho-
toionization time. The evolution timescale, however, is
shorter for the high density (1011 cm−3) model 75 (high
density model). The two distinct intermediate blue spec-
tra are at 52 s and 66 s. One of the two distinct interme-
diate spectra close to the orange color spectrum in model
76 (step down flux model) is at time∼ 2.4×105 s, and one
close to the red spectrum is at∼ 4.1× 105 s. The promi-
nent blue band in the ∼328 eV edge in models 74 (high
flux high column model) and 75 (high density model) is
due to the slower evolution of the iron ions in Fe XII – Fe
XV. The reason for the slower evolution of the edges in
this energy band is because of the several closely spaced
ionization potentials of the ions of the iron. Each of these
has its own photoionization timescale, which imposes an
added delay in the response of the gas. The stacking of
blue lines at ' 328 eV edge comes at time ∼ 4.1× 105 s
and later in model 74 (high flux high column model)and
66 s or later in model 75 (high density model).

The spectrum consists of distinct spectra. There are
two different effects causing the spectrum to change in
figure 7. One is in the continuum, which is not affected
by absorption. Ideally, the sudden change in the illu-
mination should correspond to a sudden change in the
transmitted spectrum in the parts of the spectrum which
are not affected by absorption. In our models, the tran-
sition has been smeared due to finite time resolution and
numerics. This effect is minor for a smaller time and
more significant for a larger time, as seen in the figure,
and can be minimized by taking more time grid points.

The second important effect that changes the spectrum
is due to the time dependence of the optical thickness.
When the gas at different depths experiences a sudden
rise in flux, it starts to photoionize the gas and becomes
more transparent afterward. More light can be transmit-
ted through the gas, causing variability in the absorption
edges.

The convergence of the spectrum is mainly guided by
the photoionization time. Once the gas reaches the pho-
toionization equilibrium, the spectrum comes close to
the final equilibrium spectrum. The small change comes
from the evolution of ion fractions due to temperature
evolution. The reason for the slower temperature evolu-
tion is described in the previous subsection. All the mod-
els converge with the final flux equilibrium spectrum.

Figure 9 illustrates how the equilibrium spectra dif-
fer from the spectra considering time dependent cal-
culation for model 74 (high flux high column model).
The left column shows spectra from equilibrium calcula-
tions for various fluxes: the initial ionizing flux (Fion,1)
8.5 × 107 erg s−1 cm −2, the final ionizing flux (Fion,2)
(2.6 × 108 erg s−1 cm −2) and the average of these
two (1.7 × 108 erg s−1 cm −2). The column on the
right comes from the time dependent calculation model
74 (high flux high column model) and shows representa-
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Fig. 8.— Time-dependent WA spectra for four models: 73 (baseline model), 74 (high flux high column model), 75 (high density model),
and 76 (step down flux model) for a step incident flux. The orange curves represent the low flux equilibrium spectra, the red curves
represent the high flux equilibrium spectra, the blue curves represent the time evolution spectra, and the black color spectrum corresponds
to the final time of the simulation. The y-axes represent the transmitted luminosities (εLε), and the x-axes represent the photon energies
(ε). The units of εLε are 1038 erg s−1. Model 73 (baseline model), 74 (high flux high column model) and model 76 (step down flux model)
were run for 109 s, and model 75 (high density model) for 105 s.

tive spectra at three different times; 5.5×105 s, 8.9×106 s,
and 6.2 × 108 s, respectively, from the top. Looking at
these equilibria and time dependent spectra, it is seen
that they are different from one another before they con-
verge to the final equilibrium spectrum. Even though the
shape looks somewhat similar between the second panel
of both columns, the depth of the absorption edges and
continuum are significantly different. This is a clear indi-
cation of a need for a time dependent calculation for these
conditions. It shows that fitting a family of equilibrium
model spectra to observations of a naturally time-varying
warm absorber will not lead to fitting parameters which
are accurate. Fitting parameters such as ionization pa-
rameters and element abundances may be significantly
in error.

Figure 9 is designed to show that time dependent spec-

tra differ from equilibrium. Since we are working with
an incident light curve which undergoes a sudden step
up or step down, there is no intermediate incident flux
value. For comparison, the equilibrium model shown on
the left is run for an average of the initial and final in-
cident flux values. This kind of comparison is helpful to
see the difference when we try to approximate the true
time dependent spectra with time-average spectra. Since
the second panels of both columns have different contin-
uum levels, the optical depths at the energy around 328
eV are calculated. The optical depths for the first and
last panels are the same and have values of 2.01 and 0.16,
respectively. While for middle panels, τ ≈ 1.32 for equi-
librium spectra and τ ≈ 1.03 for time dependent spectra.
This demonstrates that the time dependent spectra are
changing even after the ionizing flux becomes constant.
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Fig. 9.— Comparison of equilibrium spectra with time dependent spectra for model 74 (high flux high column model). The left column
shows the spectra with absorption edges for different incident ionizing fluxes considering the equilibrium state case. The right panel is an
instantaneous spectrum obtained at three different times during its evolution. The units of εLε are erg s−1 in y-axes.
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This is clearly different from what the equilibrium ap-
proximation predicts.

4.4. Warm Absorber Light Curves

More detail about the behavior of the transmitted lu-
minosity is shown in figure 10. This shows the time vari-
ation of the specific luminosity at particular photon en-
ergies at different positions in the cloud for models 74
(high flux high column model), 75 (high density model),
and 76 (step down flux model) for the case where the flux
in changed suddenly at the face of the cloud. The times
in this figure are relative to the time when the jump oc-
curs at the face of the cloud (not at the source). This
figure includes three columns for three models, and each
column contains four panels. The y-axis is the log of the
product of specific luminosity and energy, εLε. The x-
axis is a log of time, and the range is different for model
75 from the other two. The details of each panel are
described below.

The face of the cloud is at∼ 3.0×1017 cm from the cen-
tral ionizing source of active galactic nuclei for model 74
(high flux high column model). The size of the cloud for
this model is 1.6×1016 cm. When we move to 4.0×1015

cm from the illuminating face, we see the variation as
shown in panel 1. Different lines correspond to different
energy values. For example, the blue dash curve repre-
sents 14.2 eV, which is close to the ionization threshold
of the hydrogen atom. The plot shows that it starts to
evolve only at ∼ 105 s due to the light travel time from
the cloud face. The absorption differs for different energy
values due to the fact that the absorption cross-section is
energy-dependent. The photons at energy near ∼ 328 eV
are absorbed more efficiently by the gas compared to the
H Lyman continuum photons. The flat part of the curve
represents the low flux equilibrium state of the cloud.
The slope represents how the optical depth is changing in
the gas between this point and the face of the cloud. The
ionization stage of the gas starts to change and become
transparent for some energies, while it may be opaque
for other energies. The rate of change of optical depth,
however, is different for different photon energy. If we
let the gas evolve for a long time, the specific luminosity
value converges to the higher flux equilibrium.

The time evolution of the specific luminosity at posi-
tions ∼ 7.9× 1015 cm, ∼ 1.0× 1016 cm, ∼ 1.6× 1016 cm
are shown in the second, third, and fourth panels respec-
tively. Even though the shapes of the curves look similar,
they are different in their transition from the initial to
the final equilibrium value, amount of absorption, and
response time. If we define the response time as the time
it takes to reach approximately half of the equilibrium
value, then the second panel shows it takes ∼ 2.3 × 105

s to reach the depth of ∼ 7.2 × 1015 cm, and hence the
luminosity starts to increase at later times than in the
top panel 1. In the same way, it takes ∼ 3.3×105 s in the
third panel and ∼ 5.3× 105 s in the fourth panel. These
differences are due to light travel time. The amount of
absorption also increases in the subsequent panel as col-
umn density increases if we go deeper into the cloud.
Each plot at a different depth is the result of the time
evolution effects of the gas in front of it. At early times,
the gas is not fully ionized, so some energies are more ab-
sorbed than others. At the final times, the gas is nearly
fully ionized and transparent for depths less than the

full cloud thickness, so fluxes at all energies converge to
nearly the same value.

The second column of fig 10 shows similar behavior as
in model 74 (high flux high column model), but with
a greatly differing timescale. Model 75 (high density
model) has gas density of 1011 cm −3, ionization parame-
ter ξ ∼ 100, and source luminosity of 1044 erg s−1. These
parameter sets the gas dimension to be ∼ 1.6 × 1012

cm, which is much thinner than the other models. The
cloud, in this case, is at ∼ 1015 cm from the central ion-
izing source. The evolution pattern of light curves at all
depths is similar to model 74. The only difference is the
light travel time or the propagation time, which is ∼ 17 s
for the first panel and ∼ 53 s for the last panel. It takes
to go from a lower flux equilibrium value to a higher one
is about 1000 s. If we compare this timescale with model
74, we see that Model 75 has a higher gas density by an
order of 104 and hence the response time is smaller by a
comparable factor.

The third column of figure 10 is for model 76, which
corresponds to the step down model. Free parameters are
given in table 1. This sets the cloud size to be ∼ 1016

cm. The gas is initially exposed to a high flux. When
we lower the flux by a faction of 3 suddenly, the gas
starts to recombine, and gas becomes optically thicker
over time. Hence the transmitted luminosity decreases
as time passes. For a step down model, the time re-
quired to reach equilibrium is fixed by the recombination
timescale and cooling timescale, which is longer than the
photoionization timescale and heating timescale. Hence
this model is still evolving at some energies even after
108 s.

A convenient way to describe the response of a model
cloud to a sudden change in the flux is to define a quan-
tity we call response time. This is defined as the time
it takes for a quantity to reach a value halfway between
the initial and final equilibrium values in the light curve.
Here, we focus on the response time for the specific lu-
minosity. This provides a convenient way of describing
how the light curve at a given energy and location in
the cloud evolves from lower equilibrium to higher equi-
librium. Table 3 gives these timescales for the 16 warm
absorber models defined in table 1. We find the response
time at all energy values for models 13, 33, 73 (step down
flux model), and 93 to be approximately the same. How-
ever, the response time at energy ∼ 328 eV and ∼ 436 eV
for models 14, 34, 74 (high flux high column model), and
94 are significantly longer than the values at other ener-
gies, as discussed in section 4.3. The response time (t1/2)

for model 74 is ∼ 2.0×106 s for ∼ 328 eV and ∼ 6.3×105

s for ∼ 436 eV in comparison with ∼ 4.4 × 105 s for ∼
14 eV and ∼ 5.5× 105 s for ∼ 931 eV.

The light curve shapes depend on photon energy. The
curve at energies such as 14.3 eV and 59.3 eV evolve
quickly and hence have higher slope ∼ 3× 1037 erg s−2.
In comparison, the light curve at energies 328 eV and 436
eV, the slopes are much smaller, ∼ 9×1035 erg s−2. The
response time (t1/2) in table 3 provides another measure
of the slope; a longer response time generally corresponds
to a smaller slope. These timescales are set mainly by the
photoionization and recombination time of the absorbing
species. The slower evolution at energies 328 eV and 436
eV are described in the previous section 4.3.
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Energy (eV) Model

13 33 73 93 14 34 74 94 15 35 75 95 16 36 76 96

log[response time(t1/2]) in s

14.3 5.5 5.7 5.4 5.6 5.7 5.9 5.6 5.9 1.7 1.9 1.7 1.9 5.6 5.7 5.7 5.6

59.3 5.5 5.8 5.5 5.7 5.7 6.0 5.7 5.9 1.8 2.0 1.8 1.9 5.5 5.6 5.6 5.5

271 5.5 5.8 5.5 5.7 5.7 6.0 5.7 6.0 1.8 2.0 1.8 1.9 5.5 5.6 5.6 5.5

328 5.4 5.8 5.5 5.7 7.2 7.9 6.3 6.8 3.0 3.7 2.2 2.7 5.6 5.7 5.7 5.6

436 5.4 5.7 5.5 5.6 6.4 7.5 5.8 6.6 2.0 3.3 1.9 2.5 5.6 5.7 5.7 5.6

579 5.4 5.7 5.4 5.6 5.7 6.0 5.7 6.0 1.8 2.0 1.8 2.0 5.6 5.7 5.7 5.6

770 5.4 5.7 5.4 5.6 5.6 5.9 5.6 5.9 1.7 1.8 1.7 1.8 5.6 5.7 5.7 5.6

847 5.6 5.8 5.5 5.7 5.7 5.9 5.6 5.9 1.7 1.8 1.7 1.8 5.6 5.7 5.7 5.6

931 5.6 5.9 5.6 5.8 5.8 6.0 5.7 6.0 1.8 2.0 1.8 2.0 5.5 5.6 5.6 5.5

1020 5.6 5.9 5.6 5.7 5.7 6.0 5.7 6.0 1.8 2.0 1.8 1.9 5.5 5.6 5.6 5.5

TABLE 3
Response time (t1/2) in s for different energy values for different models. The bold face numbers are the model name.

We have performed simulations of how the gas re-
sponds to a sudden change in the ionizing flux. The
results of this work are applicable to any change in the
flux, which is much faster than the response time of the
gas. If the timescale of change in the flux is much slower
than the response time of the gas, then the gas will re-
main in the equilibrium state appropriate to the flux at
any given time. If the variability timescale of the input
flux is comparable to the response time of the gas, the
effect requires a special treatment which we will explore
in future work.

4.5. Power Spectrum

A convenient way of analyzing time dependent phe-
nomena is via the Fourier transform. We have performed
the Fourier analysis of specific luminosity as a function
of time at different energy values. The equation defining
the Fourier transform of a function f(t) is given by

f(ν) =
1

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

f(t)e−iωtdt (26)

In our case, f(t) and f(ν) would be Lε(t) and Lε(ν).
Where Lε(t) is the luminosity at energy value ε as a
function of time at different cloud depths in the emitted
spectrum.

Figure 11 shows the Fourier transform of some of the
light curves of the last panel of the first column of fig-
ure 10. The highest frequency parts of figure 11 are af-
fected by insufficient sampling in time and show which
frequency carries most of the power in the spectrum. For
∼ 14 eV, most of the power is in relatively high frequen-
cies meaning the flat region extends to ∼ 10−5 Hz with
amplitude ∼1. However, for ∼ 327 eV, most of the power
is in low frequencies, mostly in < 10−7 Hz.

Fig 11 shows that time dependent effects introduce a
’knee’ in the curve at the characteristic timescales asso-
ciated with atomic processes in the power spectrum of
variability in the warm absorber edge features.

A warm absorber will behave as a filter when applied to
the variable signal from the central source. The central
source in most AGN varies on a broad range of timescales
with an approximate power law distribution in the power
density spectrum (Ulrich et al. 1997; Uttley 2004). If the
flux from the central source varies slowly, then the warm
absorber gas has enough time to respond to the changes.
Hence, the time variability of the warm absorber re-
sponse will be similar to the time variability of the flux

from the central source. If the variability timescale of
the central source is short in comparison to the response
time, the warm absorber will not have enough time to
adjust the changes. The warm absorber variability will
then represent a kind of average over the variability of
the central source flux. This response behavior of the
warm absorber and its imprint on the time variability of
the central source can be detected by comparing observed
warm absorber power spectra with synthetic power spec-
tra. Such synthetic spectra can be constructed by con-
structing the ’transfer function’ (Edelson & Krolik 1988),
which is the ratio of the power spectrum of model warm
absorbers to the power spectrum of the assumed illumi-
nating radiation light curve. This can then be convolved
with real AGN continuum power spectra to get the syn-
thetic warm absorber power spectra. We plan to carry
out such calculations in a subsequent paper.

5. DISCUSSION

In astrophysical plasmas, the timescale for the gas to
respond to changing flux can vary over a wide range. The
response timescale primarily depends upon the density of
the gas, the radiation field, and the temperature of the
gas. We can have situations ranging from extremely low-
density regions like the interstellar medium, having ∼few
atoms per cubic centimeter, to highly dense regions like
accretion discs in active galactic nuclei, which may have
∼ 1023 cm−3. The corresponding response timescales
can vary accordingly. In the case of the warm absorber,
timescales for atomic processes like photoionization and
recombination and the propagation time can be longer
than the typical AGN variability timescales. Further-
more, even if atomic timescales are short compared with
the AGN variability timescale, the propagation time can
be longer. This occurs when the supply rate of ionizing
photons is relatively small. In this case, we need to take
time dependent calculation into consideration.

Ionization and recombination rates for some ions have
complicated dependence on the temperature, and the
temperature has a non-linear dependence on the radi-
ation field. This has a peculiar impact on the time evo-
lution of gas when the flux is changed. The evolution is
not monotonic and is not the same for all photon ener-
gies in the spectrum. This led us to define the response
time in our calculation which is given in table 3.

Time-resolved spectra can be used to constrain the
density of the absorber gas. This procedure has been
outlined by Nicastro et al. (1999). For example, for a
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Fig. 10.— Time variation of specific luminosity for ten different energies at different depths as transmitted within the cloud noted by
value in cm appearing in the box. The left panel shows the time evolution for model 74 (high flux high column model), the middle for
model 75 (high density model), and the right for model 76 (step down flux model). The units of εLε are 1038 erg s−1 in y-axes. X-axes
represent the t in s. The time range shown here is part of the total time of the simulation. The simulation starts at 10 s, and the initial
flux change occurs at 20 s.
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Fig. 11.— Fourier transform of the specific luminosity at different
photon energies for model 74 (high flux high column model). The
units of εLε are erg s−1 in y-axes.

variable source in which the continuum makes a sudden
step up or down, we can observe the spectra for a range
of times. Then we can make a light curve in the ab-
sorption optical depth as a function of time after the
sudden change in the flux. This light curve can then be
compared with the results of models at various densities

similar to what is shown in table 3. Models with high
densities will have optical depths which can vary rapidly
and come to equilibrium quickly; models with low den-
sities will have optical depths which vary more slowly
due to the longer timescales for ionization, recombina-
tion, and propagation. Models with some intermediate
gas densities will show delayed responses matching the
observations. Looking at these responses, we can fit the
simulated transmitted spectra to the observation to infer
the gas density.

The traditional way of fitting and analyzing spectra,
including warm absorber spectra, assumes the emitting
or absorbing gas is in equilibrium. Such models have free
parameters, including ionization parameter (ξ) and col-
umn density(NH). These parameters are tuned until we
get the best fit with the observed spectra. The velocity of
outflowing gas can be measured, assuming that spectral
lines are broadened by Doppler broadening. This, com-
bined with the virial theorem, can be used to estimate the
location of the gas using the relation R = GM/v2. For
a time-varying radiation field, time average flux(Fion) is
calculated, and from there, the luminosity of the AGN
(Lion) is determined using Lion = 4πR2Fion. Finally,
one can estimate the density of the gas (nH) using the
relation ξ = Lion/(nHR

2). Once we know the location,
density, and speed of the outflow, the outflow rate can
be calculated using Ṁwind = 4πR2vmH . In many cases,
this leads to a very high mass flow rate, greater than the
accretion rate Ṁaccretion = Lion/(ηc

2), where η is the
efficiency of converting acreeting materials into electro-
magnetic energy. This is surprising and can have signif-
icant implications for galaxy feedback.

Our calculations show that time dependent spectra are
different from corresponding equilibrium spectra qualita-
tively, as shown in fig 8. The change in the gas is not
instantaneous because of the propagation, light travel
time, and photoionization timescales. Some ions and as-
sociated edges evolve much more slowly than others due
to small photoionization rates, e.g., the iron edges near
∼ 300 - 400 eV. Also, it is seen that the gas evolves more
slowly if the input flux is stepped down rather than if the
flux is stepped up. This indicates that a stochastically
varying AGN will produce a warm absorber that spends
more time looking like an equilibrium model closer to
the high flux state rather than the low flux state. In
such a situation, the true flux incident on the warm ab-
sorber will be less than would be inferred by fitting the
sequence of equilibrium models. Using this flux value,
we end up with a mass flow rate smaller than the one
predicted by equilibrium calculation.

Limitations of our models originate from the fact that
our time dependent computation is time-consuming, so
we have simplified the problem by assuming a simple
three-level atom or ion as discussed in subsection 3.1.
This reduces the number of equations to be solved signifi-
cantly. For the same reason, we include only the elements
hydrogen, helium, carbon, oxygen, silicon, and iron and
use a relatively small number of spatial grid points, time
grid points, and energy grid points while discretizing.

We model the atom or ion with only three energy lev-
els and take collisional excitation and de-excitation into
account for only hydrogen and helium. This causes a
limited pathway to process the energy in terms of colli-
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sional excitation and decay radiatively, leading collisional
cooling to be somewhat underestimated and, therefore,
possibly overestimating the temperature of the gas. We
also do not predict absorption lines because of our coarse
energy grid. Our energy bins are broader than the width
of the line.

We have not included emissions in our radiative trans-
fer calculation. This approximation will be justified if
the covering fraction of the absorber relative to the cen-
tral source is small; this appears to be justified for most
observed warm absorbers. For most observed warm ab-
sorber spectra, emission features are weak or absent
(Kaspi et al. 2001; Kaastra et al. 2002).

In this paper, we assume a sudden change in the ioniz-
ing flux by a factor of 3. This is an adequate representa-
tion of a situation where the ionizing source is changing
its luminosity on a very short timescale. A flaring in-
cident light curve, in which the flux increases and then
decreases back to the initial value, may be closer to real-
ity and give more accurate fits to observations. We will
consider this in future work.

6. CONCLUSION

• We have performed calculations of time dependent
photoionization in two different cases correspond-
ing to conditions resembling HII regions and those
resembling AGN warm absorbers. For this, we have
solved coupled time dependent differential equa-
tions of level population, heating and cooling, and
radiative transfer. Our simulations show that the
time dependent effects are important and different
from the steady-state solution in terms of the phys-
ical state of the absorbing gas and absorption spec-
trum. Both of the model types include hydrogen,
helium, carbon, oxygen, silicon, and iron elements
in the calculation. Many aspects of physics related
to all the elements included are investigated thor-
oughly.

• Our H II region models are able to reproduce the
results of Garćıa et al. (2013). These authors sim-
ulated a gas that included only hydrogen, and they
considered only two energy levels and a plane-
parallel approximation. Our results differ from
theirs in our inclusion of geometric dilution and
the composition of the gas. The H II region model
predicts that the gas in the ionized region evolves
faster to equilibrium, whereas the gas beyond the
IF evolves for a longer time (∼ 1014 s).

• We have calculated warm absorber spectra and
their time evolution for a range of model proper-
ties. The models show different spectra depending
on the flux and column density. Various absorp-
tion edges evolve on different timescales. Absorp-
tion edges evolve faster initially while slower at the
later time when they approach the equilibrium, i.e.,
the optical depth of the gas changes faster near the
starting time and more slowly down later. More
importantly, time dependent spectra do not look
like the equilibrium spectra. This strengthens the
need for time dependent calculation in the warm
absorbers.

• Density dependence affects the variability of the

gas, and low-density gas evolves more slowly. Mod-
els with nH = 107 cm−3 approach equilibrium at
∼ 107 s while the model with 1011 cm−3 at ∼ 103 s.
Therefore, observations of time dependent absorp-
tion spectrum can be used to constrain the warm
absorber density.

• Time variability in the ionizing source and absorp-
tion light curve can be studied using Fourier trans-
form. The Fourier transform shows a steeper light
curve has more power at a lower frequency of vari-
ation of the ionizing source. The warm absorber
acts as a low-pass filter applied to the power spec-
trum intrinsic to the source; this provides another
way in which observations can be used to constrain
the parameters of the warm absorber.
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eree for many constructive suggestions and comments.
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APPENDIX

NUMERICAL APPROACH

The set of ordinary differential equations for our problem govern level populations, temperature, electron number
density, and radiation field. In the general case, this system of equations can have terms that cover a large range of
values, owing to the diverse physical processes they describe. This system is, therefore, ’stiff’ (Cooper 1969); that
is, they correspond to much faster changes in some variables than in others. Some processes are important for small
timescales, while others dominate for long timescales.

If we suppose we have r level population equations including all the elements included, one temperature equation, one
electron fraction equation, and s number of specific intensity equations, then the total number of equations would be
r+s+2. This is for a single spatial point in the cloud. However, we have taken all the spatial points and corresponding
equations at the same time and used a solver to go from one-time point to the next. If we take q number of spatial
zone, we will have (r + s + 2) × q number of equations. The nonlinear system of equations that arises at each time
step after using backward Euler’s method must be solved by a suitably powerful method, and that is some variation
of Newton’s method or secant method (Galántai 2000). These methods find the roots of the system of equations using
iterative techniques. Newton’s method for a system requires dealing with a large vector and the associated jacobian
matrix to be solved for each time step. This method is expensive because it has to invert the large matrix multiple
times until it meets the accuracy requirement. This is the reason we model the system to have a minimum number of
equations to save computation time.

Equations (23), (24), (25) can be written as shown below.

f1(R1, x2, x3........., xN ) = 0,

f2(R1, x2, x3........., xN ) = 0,

f3(R1, x2, x3........., xN ) = 0, (A1)

.

.

.

fN (R1, x2, x3........., xN ) = 0

Where x1 = nt+1
1 , x2 = nt+1

2 and so on, where the superscript corresponds to the time step. All variables (level
population, temperature, electron fraction and specific intensity) at time t + 1 are replaced by x1, x2....., xN for the
simplicity. The goal is to find the roots of these equations. Suppose the above equations have the exact roots
(R∗1, x

∗
2, x
∗
3, ......., x

∗
N ). Then we can write,

f1(R∗1, x
∗
2, x
∗
3, ......., x

∗
N ) = 0,

f2(R∗1, x
∗
2, x
∗
3, ......., x

∗
N ) = 0,

f3(R∗1, x
∗
2, x
∗
3, ......., x

∗
N ) = 0, (A2)

.

.

.

fN (R∗1, x
∗
2, x
∗
3, ......., x

∗
N ) = 0

Using a Taylor series and neglecting the second and higher order terms Newman (2013) and writing in compact form,
we have

fi(R
∗
1, x
∗
2, x
∗
3, ......., x

∗
N ) = fi(R1, x2, x3, ......., xN ) +

∑
j

(R∗j − xj)
∂fi
∂xj

+ ....... (A3)

Where x1, x2, x3, ......., xN are the initial guess of the variables. We can write the above equation in vector notation as
follows,

f(R∗) = f(R) + J(R∗ − x) + ....... (A4)

Where J = ∂fi
∂xj

is the Jacobian matrix of the size N × N . Since x∗ is the exact root of the equations, we have

f(R∗) = 0. Neglecting the higher order term, equation (A4) becomes,

J∆x = f(R) (A5)

where ∆x = x− x∗. The above equation is a system of linear equations of the form Ax = v. This can be solved for
∆x using various numerical methods. Once we calculate ∆x, our new estimated vector will be x

′
= x−∆x where

x∗ = x
′
+ ε; ε is an error come from neglecting the higher order term in equation (A4). Again, at this new set of values,
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we evaluate f(R) and calculate Jacobian matrix and solve the equation (A5) for ∆x. This will give x
′′

= x′ −∆x′.
We repeat this process until the required precision is met. In this way, we solve the above algebraic equations and
find the values of the variables of interest from t to t+1. Once we find the solution at t+1, these values now act at
the initial values, and we find another set of equations and solve at time t+2. This process continues until we reach
the required final time point. In order to carry out this procedure, we implement the well-known differential equation
solver, DVODE (Brown et al. 1989).

THEORETICAL CALCULATION OF LOCATION OF IF IN H II REGION MODEL

An H II region corresponds to the region of ionized gas surrounding a source of ionizing radiation such as a star or
white dwarf etc. So a source emitting a finite amount of ionizing radiation per second can only ionize the gas in a
finite region. This yields a region where gas is fully ionized towards the source and nearly neutral on the rest of the
cloud in spherical geometry. The region which separates these two ionized and neutral regions are called the ionization
front (IF). A crude calculation of the IF location is obtained by setting the total number of ionization of an atom
of a particular element in the gas per unit time equal to the total number of ionizing photons emitted by the source
per unit time. In the case of equilibrium, the rate of ionization is equal to the rate of recombination in a volume V.
Mathematically; the hydrogen ionization front can be calculated as (Osterbrock 1989);∫ ∞

εth

Lεdε

ε
=

∫ r1

0

nenpαr(H
0, T )dV (B1)

where Lε is the specific luminosity of the ionizing source. In our model, we consider such a source of power 1032 erg
s−1. ne and np are the number density of electrons and protons. αr is the recombination rate of hydrogen ions. We
consider the power-law continuum source of energy index of -1 that is Lε = L0ε

−1. Since we have an inner radius and
an outer radius in the case of the H II region model, the above equation (B1) can be written as∫ ∞

εth

Lεdε

ε
=

4π

3
(r32 − r31)n2Hαr(H

0, T ) (B2)

where r1 is the radius where IF exists and r2 is the inner radius of the spherical gas cloud from the ionizing source. So
for a simplistic approach, we assume the value of case A recombination coefficient of hydrogen ion αr(H

0, T ) ∼ 10−13

cm3 s−1 (Osterbrock 1989). With this, the IF for initial ionizing luminosity (1032 erg s−1) exists at ∼ 1016 cm, and
for changed luminosity (3× 1032 erg s−1), IF lies at ∼ 1.5× 1016 cm. In the same way, we can calculate the location
of IF in the case of helium using the equation,∫ ∞

ε1

Lεdε

ε
=

4π

3
(r33 − r31)NHe+Neαr(He

0, T ) (B3)

where ε1 is the ionization potential of He0, r3 be the location of He+ IF, NHe+ is the number density of singly ionized
helium, Ne = Np +NHe+ is the electron density, αr(He

+, T ) is the case A recombination coefficient of ionized helium.
Using 10% number density for helium and taking the recombination coefficient αr(He

+, T ) ∼ 10−13 cm3 s−1 at around
25,000 K, the IF for He+ to is found to be at ∼ 1.8 × 1016 cm for initial flux and ∼ 2.7 × 1016 cm for changed flux.
These analytical results are compared with the numerical results in section 4.1. To express the IF quantitatively and
for comparison, we define the IF as the region in the cloud where the ion fraction is greater than 0.5.



Time Dependent Photoionization 25

REFERENCES

Bautista, M. A., & Ahmed, E. E. 2018, ApJ, 866, 43,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aad95a

Bautista, M. A., & Dunn, J. P. 2010, ApJ, 717, L98,
doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/717/2/L98

Bautista, M. A., & Kallman, T. R. 2001, ApJS, 134, 139,
doi: 10.1086/320363

Beck, H. K. B., Hauschildt, P. H., Gail, H. P., & Sedlmayr, E.
1995, A&A, 294, 195

Behar, E., Rasmussen, A. P., Blustin, A. J., et al. 2003, apj, 598,
232, doi: 10.1086/378853

Blustin, A. J., Page, M. J., Fuerst, S. V., Branduardi-Raymont,
G., & Ashton, C. E. 2005, A&A, 431, 111,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20041775
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