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ABSTRACT

W e evaluate the logarithm ic derivative of the depth of the solar convective
zone w ith respect to the logarithm of the radiative opacity, @ NR¢z;=@Inh . W e
use this expression to show that the radiative opacity near the base of the solar
convective zone (CZ) mustbe known to an accuracy of 1% In orderto calculate
the CZ depth to the accuracy of the helioseisn ological m easurem ent, Rqy =
(0713 0L001)R . The radiative opaciy nearthe base ofthe CZ that is obtained
from OPAL tables must be Increased by 21% in the BahcallP insonneaul
(2004) solarm odel ifone w ants to Invoke opacity errors in order to reconcile recent
solar heavy abundance determ inations w ith the helioseism ological m easurem ent
of R¢cy. W e show that the radiative opaciy near the base of the convective
zone depends sensitively upon the assum ed heavy elem ent m ass fraction, Z . The
uncertainty In the m easured value of Z is currently the lim iting factor In our
ability to calculate the depth of the CZ.D i erent state-oftheart nterpolation
schem es using the existing O PA L tables yield opacity valuesthat di erby 4%
W e describe the nergrid spacings that are necessary to interpolate the radiative
opacity to 1% . Uncertainties due to the equation of state do not signi cantly

a ect the caloulated depth of the convective zone.

Subict headings: Sun: Interior —atom ic data —m ethods: num erical
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1. NTRODUCTION

The depth of the solar convective zone has been m easured by helioseism ological
technigues to high accuracy. In the m ost com prehensive study to date, Basu & Antia (1997)
have investigated the In uence of cbservational and theoretical system atic uncertainties as
wellasm easuram ent errors. Basu and A ntia concluded that the base of the solar convective

zone currently lies at a depth of

Rcz = (0713 0:001)R : @)

The resul of Basu and Antia is consistent w ith the earlier m easurem ents of K osovichev &
Fedorova (1991), who obtained R, = (0713 0:001)R , and Christensen-D alsgaard,
Gough, & Thompson (1991), who also obtained R¢; = (0:713 0L003R , aswellaswih
the determm nation of Guzik & Cox (1993), who found Ry, = (0712 0001)R . Basu
(1998) also studied the e ect of the assum ed value of the solar radius on the inferred depth
of the convective zone and found Rq.; = (0:7135 0:0005)R . The analyses in these

di erent studies span a w ide range of reference solar m odels and analysis techniques.

O n the basis of the analyses cited above, the m easurem ent of the depth of the solar

convective zone appears robust and precise.

R ecently, new precision m easurem ents have been made ofthe C,N, O, Ne, and Ar
abundances on the surface of the Sun @ llende P rieto, Lambert, & A solund 2001; A Tlende
P reto, Lambert, & A splund 2002; A splund et al. 2004; A splund et al. 2000; A splund 2000).
These new abundance detem inations use three-din ensional rather than one-dim ensional
atm ospheric m odels, include hydrodynam ical e ects, and pay particular attention to
uncertainties in atom ic data and the observational spectra. The new abundance estin ates,
together w ith the previous best-estin ates for other solar surface abundances G revesse &

Sauvall998), mply Z=X = 00176, much Jss than the previous value of 2=X = 0:0229
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G revesse & Sauvall998).

For a solarm odelw ith the recently-determ ined heavy elem ent to hydrogen ratio, the

calculated depth of the convective zone is Bahcall& P nsonneault 2004)

Rcz Z=X = 00176) = 0:726R ; 2)

which is very di erent from the m easured depth ofthe CZ (see equation [L]). On the other
hand, Basu and Antia (2004) have shown that the heliossism ological determm mnation of
R¢y, equation 1, isnot a ected if one assum es the correctness of the lower heavy elem ent

abundances Z=X = 0:0176).

Som ething is wrong. W e have a new solar problem : \the convective zone (CZ)

problm "

T he radiative opacity is a key ingredient In calculating the depth of the convective
zone. M oreover, about 95% of the total radiative opacity near the base of the convective
zone Involves bound electrons, either bound-free or bound-bound opacity (Igksias 2004).
T hus opacity calculations In this region involve details of the ionization balance and other

delicate atom ic physics properties.

In this paper, we focus on determm ining the accuracy w ith which the opacity near the
base of the convective zone m ust be known In order to calculate precisely the depth of the
CZ wih a stellar evolution code. W e also evaluate the accuracy w ith which the opacity
near the base ofthe CZ can be interpolated from OPAL tables. For a related com parison of
the LosA lam os LED COP opacities and the O PA L opacities, see N euforgeVerheecke et al.
(2001) . For com prehensive discussions of stellar radiative opacities, the reader is referred

to the in portant review s by Rogers and Igksias (1998) and by Seaton et al. (1995).

W e Investigate In a paper In preparation Bahcall, Basu, P nsonneaul, and Serenelli

2004) the helioseian ological in plications of the changes In opacity that are discussed in the
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present paper. T he viability of any proposed change In the opacity discussed in the present
paper m ust be tested by com paring a solar m odel that is evolved w ith the changed opacity
w ith a com plte set of precise heliossian ological data. T here is no com pelling reason to
believe that the illustrative change in opacity considered here, which is highly peaked in
radius, w ill be either reproduced exactly by new opaciy calculations or w ill be precisely
consistent w ith helioseism ological constraints. In the future, once new opacity calculations
are available that satisfy the requirem ents descrbbed in this paper, it w ill be possble to
test sin ultaneously the new opacities, the solar m odel evolution, and the heliossian ological
In plications.

W e derive in x 2 the dependence, @ NR:;=@ In , of the calculated depth of the solar
convective zone upon the assum ed radiative opaciy. W e apply this resul to determ ine the
accuracy w ith which the opacity m ust be known in order to calculate the depth ofthe CZ to
the accuracy w ith which it ism easured helioseisn ologically. W e also detem Ine the change
In the standard OPA L opaciy that is required in order to reconcik the helioseian ological
m easuram ent w ith the recent detem inations of heavy elem ent abundances. W e evaluate
In x 3 the dependence of the radiative opacity near the base of the convective zone upon
the stellar com position. W e nd that the opacity depends sensitively upon the assum ed
heavy elem ent abundance. W e com pare In x 4 the opacities obtained from two di erent
Interpolation schem es that are both applied to the sam e published OPA L opaciy tables.
T hroughout this paper, we adopt the OPA L opacities (Igksias & Rogers 1991a,b; R ogers &
Iglesias 1992; Iglesias & Rogers 1996) as standard, when supplem ented at low tem peratures
by values from A lexander & Fergusson (1994). W e use sim ulated opacity tables in x 5
to estin ate the lkely uncertainties that result from interpolations within the existing
OPAL opaciy tables and to determm ine the grid sizes to obtain an all interpolation errors.
For com plkteness and for contrast, we use four di erent equations of state to show In

Appendix A that uncertainties due to the choice of EO S are not in portant, at the present
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Jevel of accuracy, for the caloulation of the depth of the solar convective zone. W e also
dem onstrate In Appendix B that uncertainties in the nuclar reaction rates a ect the depth
of the solar convective zone only at the levelof 01% . In Appendix C, we verify that the
conversion of carbon and oxygen In CNO buming, which cannot be accurately m odeled w ith
existing opaciy codes, causes a 01% uncertainty in the calculated depth of the convective
zone. Basu and Antia (2004) (see also A splund et al. 2004) have shown that errors in the
calculation of the di usion coe cients are unlkely to be the correct explanation of the
discrepancy between m easured and calculated depth of the solar convective zone. O ther
solarm odel ingredients, Including the elem ent di usion coe cients, can a ect the calculated
depth of the convective zone. A com plkte Investigation of all the possibbk e ects on the
convective zone is beyond the scope of the present paper and would distract the reader
from ourm ain concem, the e ect of the radiative opacity. M oreover, we believe that the
radiative opaciy and the heavy elem ent abundance provide the single largest contributions
to the error budget for the calculation of the solar convective zone. The e ect of the heavy
elem ent abundance on the calculated depth of the convective zone has been evaluated In

Bahcalland P lnsonneault (2004). W e summ arize and discuss ourm ain results in x 6.

2. DEPENDENCE OF CALCULATED DEPTH OF CONVECTIVE ZONE

ON RADIATIVE OPACITY

In this section, we determ ine the dependence of the calculated depth of the solar
convective zone upon the value of the radiative opacity In the vicinity of the base of
the convective zone. U sing this dependence, we then answer two questions. F irst, how
accurately m ust the radiative opacity be known in order to calculate the depth of the
convective zone to the accuracy w ith which the depth is m easured by helioseian ology?

Second, how large m ust the error In the radiative opacity at the base of the solar convective



{74

zone be In order to explain the di erence between the m easured value ofR ¢ and the value
0fR(y that is calculated In a solar m odel that is constructed using the recently determm ined

heavy elem ent abundances (Z=X = 0:0176)?

W e follow the approach Introduced by Bahcall, Bahcall, & Ulrich (1969) In which we
change the standard (OPA L) opacity in the vicinity ofthe CZ by a an all functional am ount
that depends upon an adjistable param eter . W e caloulate a serdes of solar m odels for
di erent values of , which pem its us to evaluate the logarithm ic derivative ofR ¢, wih
respect to the opacity near the base of the CZ.W e begin w ith a bref description of the

solar m odels used in our studies.

2.1. D escription ofthe solar m odels

T he solar age adopted in this article is 457 10° yr. At this age, the solar m odels
are required to have the present values for the solar lum inosity (L. ), the solar radius
R ), and the ratio of heavy elem ents to hydrogen by m ass(Z=X ). W e adopt the values
L = 38418 10® emgs !, R = 69598 10 an, and z=X = 00229 respectively (see
Bahcall, P insonneaul, & Basu 2001). The m odels are calculated using the O PA L equation
of state (hereafter OPAL 1996; R ogers, Swenson, & Iglesias 1996) unless stated otherw ise,
and the OPAL opacities (see x 1). The nuclar reaction rates are those used in Bahcallet
al. (2001). Elem ent di usion is Incorporated for helim and m etals (T houl, Bahcall, &
Loeb 1994). W e use them ixing length theory for convection and the Schw arzschild criterion

to determ ne the location of the convective boundaries.

T he adopted heavy elem ent com position is, as discussed in Bahcall and P insonneault
(2004), one of the m ost in portant ingredients in detem ining the value of the solar

convective zone that is obtained from a stellar evolution code. For soeci city, we show in
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Tabl 1: The adopted com positions used for the com putation of solar m odels BP 04+ and
BP 04 (and varations thereupon). T he relative abundances given In the tabl denote Log N
In the usual scale In which Log Ny = 12. W e use m eteortic abundances when availabl. In
the past, when ocon icts between m eteoritic and atm ospheric abundances have existed, the

m eteoritic determ inations have often tumed out to be m ore correct.

Elm. BP04+ BP04 Elm. BP04+ BPO04

C 8.39 852 Cl1 528 528
N 7.80 792 Ar 6.18 640
O 8.69 883 K 513 513
Ne 7.84 808 Ca 6.35 6.35
Na 6.32 632 Ti 4.94 4 .94
Mg 758 758 Cr 5.69 5.69
Al 649 649 Mg 553 553
Si 756 756 Fe 750 750
P 556 556 Ni 625 625
S 720 720

Tabl 1 the speci ¢ com position that has been adopted in com puting the m odels referred
to as solarm odel BP 04+ (see Bahcall and P Insonneault 2004; includes recent com position
determm inations describbed In: A llende P rieto, Lambert, & A solund 2001; A Ilende P rieto,
Lambert, & A splund 2002; A solund et al. 2004; A splund et al. 2000; A solund 2000)
and solarm odel BP 04 (see Bahcall and P insonneaul 2001; com position from G revesse
and Sauval1998). OPAL opacities have been com puted for the sam e com positions. The
atom icm asses on the OPA L website were used In conjinction w ith these abundances to

com pute Z /X . A lthough the m ost precise details of the com position are not in portant for
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the general issues discussed In this paper, Tablk 1 pem its us to be m ake clear exactly what
com positions were used in the calculations described In this paper. Thism ay be helpfil
to the reader since new com position determ inations are currently appearing at frequent

intervals.

FortheBP 04+ solarm odel, the initial ( nal) m ass fractionsare: X = 71564 (0:74862),
Yo = 026960 (023817), and Z, = 0:01476 (001321). For the BP04 model, the
corresoonding m ass fractions are: Xy = 70775 (0:72465), Yo = 027344 (024335), and
Zo= 001881 (001692). Note that the helium abundances in the two m odels are the sam e

to within about 2% , although the heavy elem ent m ass fractions di er by m ore than 25% .

O ne of the m ain goals of this paper is to com pare the num erical results obtained
for di erent solar evolution codes. To this end, we com pare the resuls obtained with
the BahcallP nsonneault/Yal code (see Bahcall and P lnsonneault 2004 and references
contained therein) with the G arching/W eiss stellar evolution code. For further details
about the G arching stellar evolution code, we refer the reader to Schlatt], W eiss, & Ludw ig

(1997), Schlattl (2002), and references therein.

2.2. Evaluation of @ InRcz;=0@ In

For relatively am all changes In the radiative opacity, the sensitivity to opaciy of the
calculated depth ofthe solar convective zone can be expressed In temm s of a single num erical

param eter , which is de ned by the rlation

@]IlRCZ .

@I )

To evaluate , wemuliply the OPAL opacity in the vichity of the convective envelope

boundary by a Lorentzian function f (T') given by

2

O T @
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Here T isthe tem perature In the solarm odel. W e labeleach radialpoint In the solarm odel
by is corresponding value of T . W e can then w rite for the opacity that = (£ (T), where
o is the unperturbed radiative opacity, isthe am plitude of the perturbation, and isthe

w idth ofthe perturbation (de ned as the point where the perturbation dropsto =2).

At the present solar age, the tem perature at the base ofthe CZ isT 2:18 10°K, so
this value is adopted for Ty. W e calculated solarmodels for = 02 10°K 01T, and

= 0; 0030; 0060,which were well represented by a xed value of

We nd

= 0095 = ————; ©®)

or, equivalently,
0:095
- - : ©)

RCZ;O 0

Reg

Sihce we have used converged solar m odels that satisfy the observational constraints
on the lum nosity, the chem ical com position, and other param eters, the resul given in
equation (6)inclides all of the feedback e ects required by the boundary conditions and the

extemal observational constraints.

To test the robustness of this result, we doubld the value of to = 04 10°K and
obtained for this broader perturbation a sim ilar value for ,namely, = 0:10 (instead of
0:095). O foourse, we do not know a priori the exact form of any future change in the
radiative opaciy that m ay result from further research. N evertheless, we can conclude from
the exam ples we have studied that equation (6) is a good approxin ation to changes in the

opacity that are Jocal and peaked at the base of the convection zone.

The sign of , which is given in equation (8), is evident from physical reasoning. T he

m agnitude of the radiative tem perature gradient is proportional to the opaciy since the
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radiative ux passing through a given point in the star is xed. If the radiative opacity is
Increased at a xed point, then the radiative gradient is Increased and the condition for
convective stability becom es m ore di cul to satisfy. The star can becom e convectively

unstabl at a an aller radius (higher tem perature).

The changes in opaciy considered here w ill necessarily bring about an all changes
In the nferred surface m ass fraction of hydrogen. Q uantitatively, we nd analogous to
equation (5) that X =X,) = (= o) °9?3, ie. a weak dependence. A change of 20% in
opacity leads to an estin ated change in X of about 04% , less than the uncertainties in the

helioseisn ological determ inations of X .

23. How Accurately DoW eNeed To Know the O pacity?

Equation (5) and equation (6) inply that In order to calculate the depth of the
convective zone to the accuracy w ith which the depth ism easured, 1 part in 713, one m ust

know the radiative opacity at the base ofthe CZ to an accuracy

I
'_\
o\

(7

equivalent experim ental accuracy

This is extrem ely high precision for a calculated radiative opacity, probably beyond the

reach of existing calculations.

Ifwe try to explain the di erence between them easured value ofR ¢ (see equation [L])
and the value calculated using recently determm ined heavy elem ent abundances (see
equation R]), then we nd that the opacities used in the solarm odelm ust be in error by

— = 21% : 8)
Z=X = 00176

The result shown in equation (8)applies for the Bahcall and P nsonneaul (2004) solar
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m odel BP04. The G arching code kads to a slightly larger discrepancy between calculated

and m easured depth of the convective zone (cf. x 4).

W e have evolved a solar m odel based upon the recent abundance determm nations,
BP 04+, but wih a 21% increased opaciy near the base of the convective zone. The
calculated depth of the convective zone is Rcy; = 0:7133R , In good agreem ent (oy
design) w ith the m easured value. The initial ( nal, surface) m ass fractions for thism odel
are: X = 71621 (0:74776), Yo = 026919 (023908), and Z, = 0:01460 (001316). The
current surface abundance of Y in plied by thism odel is about 3 am aller than the value
determ Ined by Basu and Antia (2004) from helioseisn ology. W e are not sure how to
regard this discrepancy since the overw heln ingly dom Inant error in the heliossisn ological
value is system atic, not statistical. In the forthcom ing paper by Bahcall et al. (2004),
we w ill com pare the BP 04+ solar m odelw ith increased opacity w ith all of the available

helioseisn ological data.

T he estim ate given In equation (8) is based upon the assum ption that the opacity is
changed only locally, ie., near the base of the convective zone (see equation [4]). If, instead,
one changes the opacity by changing the surface heavy elem ent abundance, Z=X , then the
opacity isa ected throughout the solarm odel and the change required near the base of the
convective zone can be di erent. The nputs to the m odels BP 04 and BP 04+ ofBahcall
& Pinsonneaul (2004) di er only In the assum ed heavy elem ent abundance. BP 04+ was
calculated assum ng Z=X = 0:0176 (recently detem ined low heavy elem ent abundance)
and BP 04 was calculated using Z=X = 00229 G revesse & Sauvall998). U sing the results
obtained from these two m odels (com paring the calculated di erence in the CZ depth
between the two converged solarm odels w ith the di erence in radiative opacity at same T
and near the base ofthe CZ), we estim ate that the opacity near the base ofthe CZ must

change by ’ 14% ifthe pattem of opacity changes is sim ilar to that induced by com position
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changes.

W e evaluate in the next section the sensitive dependence of the radiative opaciy on

the assum ed surface heavy elem ent abundance.

3. D ependence ofR adiative O pacity on C om position

In this section, we estim ate the dependence of the radiative opacity near the base ofthe
convective zone upon the stellar com position. W e approxin ate the opacity as a function of

the hydrogen m ass fraction, X , and the heavy elem ent m ass fraction, Z . Thus = K ;Z).

T he fractional uncertainty in the opacity m ay then be w ritten In the fom

d @h dz @h dx
— — + —: ©)

enz , Z enx , X

W e have used the existing OPAL opacity tables to evaluate num erically the fractional

derivatives that appear In equation (9). W e nd

@I @In
u 0:570;
@hz @InX

u 045: 10)

X Z

T he num erical values for the logarithm ic derivatives given In equation 10 were determ ined
for conditions sin ilar to those at the base of the current solar convective zone; we used
IogT = 634,bg = 0:{,X = 0:74,and Z = 0:0169. Changihg the values of the physical
variables at which the derivatives are evaluated causes only am all changes in the derivatives
as long as the changes are restricted to stellar positions close to the base of the convective

zone.

T he uncertainty in the opacity is dom inated by the uncertainty in the heavy elem ent

abundance, Z . Ifwe want to know the opacity to 1% , the accuracy required to calculate
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the depth of the solar convective zone to the precision w ith which the depth ism easured
(see equation [7]), then we have to detem ine the surface heavy elem ent abundance to a
precision of 1% . This seem s Ilike, at present, an in possibly am biious dem and, at least
for the foreseeable future. The current 1 uncertainty in Z is about 15% (see Bahcall &

P nsonneaul 2004).

In the next two sections, we estin ate how accurately the radiative opacity can be

Interpolated from the existing O PAL opacity tables.

4. COMPARISON OF THE RADIATIVE OPACITY OBTAINED FROM

TW O DIFFERENT INTERPOLATION SCHEMES

W e com pare in this section the radiative opacity values Interpolated from standard
OPAL opaciy tables by two di erent interpolation schem es embedded In two extensively
used state-oftheart stellar evolution codes. In particular, we Interpolate w ithin the
OPAL tabls using a 4-point Lagrangian schem e that is in plem ented in the Yalk/BP
stellar evolution code (G uenther, Ja e, & D am arque 1989; P insonneaul, K awaler, So a, &
D am arque 1989; Bahcall & P Insonneaul 1992, 1995, 2001) and a birational spline schem e

(Spath 1995) that is in plem ented In the G arching code (Schlattl & W eiss 1997).

T he In plem entations ofthese two di erent Interpolation schem es have been extensively
tested. There is no absolute way to evaluate their accuracy since the precision that
is obtained depends upon the behavior of the function being interpolated. The two

Interpolation schem es have di erent advantages and disadvantages.

Figure 1 shows the fractionaldi erence, = , between the radiative opacity that is
obtained using the Yale/BP 4-point Lagrangian schem e and the opacity interpolated usihg

the G arching birational soline scham e (the dam ping param eter for the birational solines
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7.2 7.1 7.0 6.9 6.8 6.7 6.6 6.5 6.4 6.3 6.0 5.5

R/R,

Fig. l.| FractionalO pacity D i erence from Two Interpolation Schem es. The gure shows
the fractional di erence in the opacity, = (In percent) obtained from two interpolation
schem es em bodied In two w idely used stellar evolution program s, the Yale/BP code and the
M PA oode. The fractionaldi erence isde ned tobe = = Resul from birational soline

Resul from 4-ptLagrangian) / 4ptlagrangian. The gurewasmade fora xed T, ,

X, Z pro ke so the di erences that are shown are only due to interpolation.

was set to 5). The fractional opacity is displayed at di erent radii (lower horizontal scale)
and at di erent tem peratures (top horizontal scale) In a standard solarm odel. The gure
wasmade Pra xed T, ,X,Z pro ke so the di erences that are shown are only due to

Interpolation.

T he am plitude of the di erence becom es as large as 4% near the base of the convective
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zone, which is denoted by a vertical line in Figure 1. T he Interpolated value of the opacity
near the base of the CZ is particularly sensitive to the interpolation schem e because the
tem perature of the solar CZ and the value of r = =T63 a1l about half way between two

points at which the OPA L opacity is tabulated.

T he am plitude of the discrepancy between the two interpolation schem es ism uch larger
than is pem itted if one wants to calculate the depth ofthe CZ to the m easured accuracy
(see equation [7]). The above discussion show s that uncertainties due to Interpolation
contribute In portantly to the error budget for the calculation of the solar convective zone

(see equation [B]).

5. SMULATED OPACITY TABLES:COMPARISON OF INTERPOLATED

VALUESW ITH STANDARD VALUES

In this section, wem ake plausible estin ates ofthe uncertainties inherent in interpolating
the radiative opacity from the available OPA L opacity tables. W e use sim ulated opacity
tables to m ake selfconsistency tests of the accuracy of the interpolation schem es we use.
For speci ciy, we cite the resuls obtained using the bixational spline. Sim ilar results were
found w ith the 4-point Lagrangian spline. T he inferences obtained in this section regarding
the accuracy of interpolation w ithin opacity tables com plam ent and supplem ent the resuls

cbtained in x 4 by com paring the outputs of two di erent Interpolation schem es.

The guresthat we show are based upon the ollow Ing strategy. U sing the existing
OPAL opacity tabls, we interpolate the value of the opaciy at shifted points, m aking
in this way new but sinulated tables. W e then use the sin ulated tables to predict the
values of the opacity at the original, unshifted points. W e take as one m easure of the lkely

uncertainty the di erence between the opaciy values In the orignal published tables and
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Fi. 2.| E rmrors In Interpolating using shifted opacity. The gure show s the relative opac—
iy dierences, = = ( g chifted )= standardr that were found between the Interpolated
opacities that were obtained using the shifted and the standard opacity tables (see text for
explanation) as a function of the Interpolation variable. Panel a uses the orighhal OPAL
grid spacing and com pares the results w ith the values obtained from shifting the tables in
team perature ( logT ). Panelb isanalogous to panela, but the opacity tables are shifted In

r de nedasr= =T63, shiffed n  logr). T he squares denote the location of the tabulated

values in the orighhal OPAL opaciy tables. Panels ¢ and d are sin ilar to panels a and
b, respectively, but with grid spacings reduced by a factor of four. A lhough the regions
for IogT < 63 (ogr > 135) are inside the convective envelope, they are shown for the
sake of clarity. In each case, the grid spacing is given, together w ith the xed value for the
other variable. In all cases the hydrogen and m etalm ass fractions are xed at X = 0:7 and

Z = 002 respectively.
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the opacity values at the sam e points obtained by nterpolating in the simulated tables.
In all cases, the largest errors are expected (and cbserved) at points orighhally tabulated
In OPAL tables because none of the shifted tabls (independent of the grid spacing) have
these points tabulated. Since the originally tabulated values lay in the m iddle ofthe shifted

Intervals, they give the largest errors.

W e have also tested the accuracy ofthe interpolation schem es by arti cially m aking the
OPAL tablesm ore sparse, ie., by om iting points. W e then interpolate in the sparser tables
to see how well the interpolation reproduces the om itted values. T he uncertainty estin ates
cbtained using sparser tables are in good agreem ent w ith the uncertainties obtained by
shifting points. W e concentrate our discussion here on the results found w ith the shifted

tables because these results are m ore easily displayed.

Figure 2 show s the fractionaldi erences in the opacity, = , that were found between
the values given In the original O PA L tables and the values that were cbtained from the
sim ulated shifted tables. T he upper two panels n the gure use the actual grid spacing
of the OPAL tabls. The OPAL tables are presented in temmn s of the logarithm of the

tem perature (logT ) and the logarithm ofr =T63 (logr).

Figure 2a and F igure 2b show that the am plitudesof = can be as Jarge as 3% In

Interpolating w ithin the shifted OPAL tables.

How dense does the opacity grid have to be In order that the interpolation uncertainty
w ithin the grid be lss than 1% (see equation [7]) for opacities near the base ofthe CZ7? In
order to provide a plausbl answer to this question, we have interpolated w ithin sin ulated

opacity tables w ith grids of a variety of di erent densities.

T he Iower two panels, F igure 2c and F igure 2d, show the resuls of interpolationsw ithin

sin ulated tables that have grid sizes, respectively, of logT = 0025 and r = 0:125.
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These sinulated tables are four tin es as dense in each variabl as the existing OPAL
opacity tabls. The errors In predicting the unshifted opacity values in the original OPA L
tables are kss than 0.6% (throughout the physically relevant region) when the values In
the sinulated shifted tables are used. W ih the sim ple assum ptions we have m ade, the
estin ated errors scale approxin ately linearly with the grid spacing. H owever, this linear
dependence results in Jarge part from our assum ption that the opacity values are an ooth in

logT and logr in the regions of interest.

T he situation is som ew hat di erent for the heavy elem ent abundance, Z . T he existing
OPA L opaciy tables present values for three heavy elem ent abundances relevant to the Sun:
Z = 0:01;0:02;003. However, recent redeterm inations of the heavy elem ent abundance in
the Sun have suggested that Z is signi cantly lower than was previously believed @A llende
P rieto, Lam bert, & A splund 2001, 2002; A splund et al. 2004; A splund et al. 2000; A splund
2000). W e have experim ented num erically w ith interpolating in Z within the existing
OPAL opaciyy tabls and also within sin ulated opacity tableswith adenssrgrid in Z . W e

nd that the required accuracy (petter than 1% ) in Interpolation can be achieved ifa grid
wih Z = 00025 isused for values of Z ranging from Z = 0:0100 to Z = 0:0225. This
am ounts, In addition to a denser grid, to a shift to lower values in the m ean value of Z that
is tabulated. Fortunately, we nd that the existing OPA L grid in the hydrogen abundance,

X ,issu cient to pem it interpolation in the opacity to the required accuracy.

Figure 3 digplays for the points In a standard solar m odel the expected uncertainties
In Interpolating the radiative opacity w ithin opacity tables that have our preferred grid
goacings, namely, logT = 0:025and r= 0:125. In com puting the expected uncertainties
shown in Figure 3, we created sim ulated O PA L tables at shifted points In all three variables:
T,r,and Z . W e then used the sin ulated tables to calculate the opacity at points (de ned

by T, r, and Z ) that corresoond to points In the standard solar m odel. The opaciy
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Fi. 3.| Interpolation uncertainties In a solar model. The gure shows the estim ated
fractional uncertainties, = , n Interpolating for a solar m odel the radiative opacities in
sim ulated opaciy tablswih a grid size logT = 0:025, logr = 0:125, and w ith heavy
elem ent com position valies ranging from Z = 00100 to Z2 = 0:0225wih Z = 0:0025. In
Figure 3, the kft panelhas logT = 0:025 and lgr = 035 (original spacing) and the
right panelhas logT = 0: (orighalspacing) and logr= 0:125. T he opacities cbtained
by Interpolating in shiffed simulated tablesin logT, logr, and Z are com pared w ith the
values obtained in unshifted sin ulated tables. The di erences = are shown asa function
of the fractional solar radiis, R=R . The upper horizontal axis show s the corresponding
valuesoflogT (logr)for the keft panel (rdght panel). T he location ofthe base ofthe CZ zone

is shown by a vertical dotted line.

cbtained from shifted simulated tables was com pared w ith the opacity obtained from
unshifted simulated opacity tables. The di erences, = , between shiffted and unshifted
sim ulated opacities are plotted In Figure 3 as a function of the radial position, R=R , in
the solar m odel and also as a function of the corresponding values of etther IogT or logr.

T he dotted vertical line indicates the location of the base of the convective zone.

W e conclude from Figure 2 and Figure 3 that opaciy tables with grid sizes of

logT = 0025 and r = 0:125 are probably accurate enough to pem it a precise



{21

calculation of the depth of the solar CZ using existing stellar evolution codes. For the
dense grid sizes considered here, the interpolations w ithin the opaciy tables should not
cause errors that prevent an accurate calculation of the depth of the solar convective
zone. However, the absolute value of the tabulated radiative opacities could still introduce

signi cant uncertainties.

6. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

T he prin ary goal of this paper is to determm ine how accurately the radiative opacity
near the base of the convective zone m ust be known in order to use m easurem ents ofthe CZ
depth to draw oconclusions about other solar param eters. T here are two sgparate but related
issues w ith respect to the accuracy of the radiative opacity, nam ely, the accuracy w ith
which the tabulated values in opacity tables are calculated and the accuracy w ith which the
opacity can be Interpolated w ithin tables of a speci ed grid size. W e  rst sum m arize our
conclusions regarding the accuracy of tabulated opacity values and then we sum m arize our
results w ith respect to the accuracy of interpolations w ithin the standard OPA L opacity
tables. T he heliossian ological in plications of the opacity changes considered In this paper

w il be discussed in Bahcall, Basu, P Insonneault, and Serenelli, (2004, In preparation).

W e show In x 2 that the logarthm ic derivative of the convective zone depth w ith
respect to the logarithm ofthe opaciy satis es@ hR¢z;=@ In 0:095. W e conclude from
this relation that the radiative opacity m ust be known to an accuracy of 1% in orxder to
calculate in a solarm odel the depth ofthe CZ to the accuracy, 0.14% , w ith which the depth
ism easured by heliossian ology. O n the other hand, if one accepts the recent m easuram ents
of heavy elem ent abundances, then the OPA L opaciies m ust be increased by about 21%

In order to reconcile the calculated solarm odel depth of the CZ and the m easured depth

of the CZ. This change of 21% could conceivably arise from a com bination of errors In
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the tabulated values of the opacity and interpolation errors, which are discussed below .
However, aswe shall see, the total change 0f 21% is too Jarge to be ascribed sokly to errors

In interpolation.

Tt would be very instructive to have a com prehensive study of the absolute accuracy
of state-oftheart radiative opacity calculations. A detailed com parison of the calculated
opacity near the base of the convective zone ocbtained by the O paciy Propct (Seaton,
Yan, M ihalis, & Pradhan 1994) with the results of the OPAL profct (Iglksias & Rogers
1996) would be very Inform ative. T he interested reader is referred to the informm ative and
Insightfiil com parison by N euforgeVerheecke et al. (2001) of the LosAlamos LEDCOP
opacities and the OPA L opacities. The largest di erences are ound near the base of the
convective zone, w ith the O PA L opacities being asmuch as 6% larger than the LEDCOP
opacities in this region. A s part of a com prehensive discussion of factors that a ect the
accuracy of solarm odels, Boothroyd & Sackm ann (2003) have investigated ways that the

opacities can a ect helioseisn ological param eters.

W e show in x 3 that the radiative opaciy near the base of the convective zone
depends sensitively upon the assum ed chem ical com position (see especially equation 9 and
equation 10). If one wanted to calculate the depth to an accuracy of 0:6% , then one would
need to know the heavy elem ent m ass fraction, Z , to an accuracy of 1% . This precision is
far beyond the current state-ofthe-art accuracy in the detemm ination of the heavy elem ent

abundance.

The entire di erence between the m easured depth of the solar convective zone
(equation 1) and the value calculated using a solar m odel w ith the recent low
determm inations of the heavy elem ent abundances (equation 2) could be explained by the
present uncertainty, 15%, n the ratio of Z/X (see Bahcall & P insonneaul 2004). O £

course, the changes In opaciy caused by changing Z=X are not lim ited to any particular
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region. Changing the assum ed surface value of Z=X a ects the com position and hence the

opacity throughout the solarm odel.

W e have approxin ated in this paper the dependence of the opacity upon com position
by the dependence upon just two variables, the m ass fractions X and Z . In reality, the
situation ism ore com plex. D i erent chem ical elem ents contribute di erently to the stellar
opacity. For exam ple, Bahcall, P nsonneault, and Basu (2001) found that the depth of
the convective zone was m ost sensitive to the abundances of the lighter m etals, which are
signi cant opacity sourcesat 2 10°K , while the heavier m etals were m uch m ore in portant
for the core structure and the estin ated initial solar helum abundance. However, we are
not yet at a Jevel of precision that we can specify well the opaciy-weighted uncertainties
of the di erent heavy elem ents. This is a re nem ent that will have to await further
progress in determm ining the di erent heavy elem ent abundances and m ore extensive opaciyy

calculations.

W e com pare in x 4 the radiative opacity values cbtained w ith two di erent interpolation
routines from the standard O PAL opaciy tabls. W e nd that the di erence In Interpolated
values of the radiative opaciy can be as large as 4% near the base of the convective zone.
W e also tested In x 5 the accuracy w ith which interpolations can be perform ed w ithin
sim ulated opacity tables of di erent grid sizes. W e nd that errors of the order of 3% m ay
be expected from tables w ith the grid spacings of the existing OPA L tables. However, we
show that the Interpolation uncertainties could be reduced to the lkevel of 1% or below
by usihg a denser grid wih logT = 0025, logr = 0:125, and wih Z ranging from

Z = 00100to Z = 0:0225with Z = 0:0025.

For com plkteness, we report in the Appendix on the calculated depth of the CZ that
was found using four di erent equations of state. ITn agreem ent w ith other authors, we nd

that the choice of equation of state a ects the caloulated depth of the CZ by only about
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01 % .W e alo show In the Appendix that current uncertainties in nuckar reaction rates

also a ect the calculated depth of the convective zone at the level of01% .

JNB and AM S are supported In part by NSF grant PHY 0070928 to the Institute
for Advanced Study. W e are grateful to M . A splund for valuable discussions. AM S
acknow ledges A . W eiss Por providing the G arching stellar evolution code used In this paper
and for usefil comm ents, and H . Schlattl for help In lreaming to use the code. AM S is

supported In part by theW .M .Kedk Foundation grant to the Institute for A dvanced Study.

A. ISTHE EQUATION OF STATE THE CULPRIT?

In order to estin ate the in uence of the equation of state (EO S) on the calculated
depth of the convection zone, we have evolved a series of solar m odels using di erent
equations of state. In addition to the OPAL 1996 EO S, we have usad an updated version of
the OPAL EOS (OPAL 2001; Rogers 2001),theM HD EOS M ihalas, D appen, & Humm er

1988) and the IRW IN EO S.(C assisi, Salards, & Irwin 2003)

Tabl 2 sum m arizes our results. T he varation in the calculated depth of the convective

zone due to varying the assum ed equation of state is

R ¢y

" 0001: @al)

C2z
T his variation is sim ilar to the quoted uncertainty In the m easured depth of the convective
zone (see equation [1]), but much an aller than the change in the calculated R, required
to obtaln consistency w ith the new, lower heavy elem ent abundances (see equation PRJ).
Sin ilar resuls have been found previously by other authors (Schlattl 2002; Basu, D appen,

& Nayfonov 1999), who used, however, the lJarger value of Z=X ) = 0.0245.

W e therefore conclude that the pressure-tam perature-density relationship from the
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Tabl 2:D epth of the convection zone In solar radius ordi erent EO S.

EOS Rpe=R

OPAL 199  0.7155

OPAL 2001  0.7157

MHD 0.7164

RW IN 0.7146

equation of state is not a m apr com ponent of the overall error budget for the depth of
the solar surface convection zone. H owever, the ionization balance of heavy elem ents as a
function of the physical conditions can have a signi cant im pact on the opacities; In this

Indirect sense, the equation of state w ill have an im pact on the problam .

B. How much e ect do nuclear reactions have on the calculated depth of the

convective zone?

For com pleteness, we record here the an alle ect that the rates ofnuclkar reactions have
on the calculated depth ofthe solar convective zone. In Table 1 ofBahcalland P lnsonneault
(2004), the neutrino uxes are listed for two m odels, BP 00 and New Nuclkar, that di er
only In the adopted nuclkar reactions. The New Nuclear m odel was com puted using the
best-estin ate nuckar rates as of the end 0£2003, w hile them odelBP 00 was com puted using
the best rates availabl in 2000. T he com puted depths for the convective zone are 0:7140R
(forBP00) and 0:7147R  (forNew Nuclkar). T hus, the current uncertainties in the nuclear

reaction rates a ect the calculated depth of the solar convective zone at the levelof 0:1% .
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C . The conversion of carbon and oxygen to nitrogen during CN O buming

D uring the course of CNO buming, nearly allof!?C and a fraction of'°0 are converted
to 1N (for the earliest discussion of this process, see Section IIC 2 of Bahcall and U Irich
1988 and also Section IITA of Bahcall and P insonneaul 1992). This process Increases
slightly (decreases slightly) the heavy elem ent (hydrogen) m ass fraction since, for exam pl,

tw o protons are added to 2C tom ake N .

Unfrtunately, the enhancem ent of 1N at the expenses of hydrogen cannot be exactly
taken Into acocount w ith the existing O PA L opacity tables. T he existing tables do not allow

the selective enhancem ent of nitrogen.

W e have therefore evolred two di erent solar m odels w ith two di erent treatm ents
of the **N enhancem ent. In the st m odel, the enhancam ent is taken into account and
absorbed Into the total heavy elem ent abundance, Z . T his treatm ent correctly accounts
for the ncrease In Z and the decrease of X when calculating the opacities but, incorrectly,
Foreads the increased heavy elem ent abundance am ong all of the m etals according to their
initial relative abundances. T hus, the solar Interior opacity is slightly overestin ated. In the
second m odel, we com plktely ignored the increase n Z due to the conversion of carbon and
oxygen Into nitrogen when com puting the opacities. In this case, the solar interior opacity

is slightly underestin ated.

Fortunately, the fractionaldi erence isonly 01% for the com puted depth of the solar

convective zone obtained w ith these two di erent approxin ations.
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