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ABSTRACT
Polarized radiation serves as a vital diagnostic tool in astrophysics, providing unique insights into

magnetic field geometries, scattering processes, and three-dimensional structures in diverse astrophysi-
cal scenarios. To address these applications, we present Kratos-polrad, a novel GPU-accelerated Monte
Carlo Radiative Transfer code built upon the heterogeneous computing framework of Kratos, designed
for self-consistent and efficient polarization calculations. It utlizes comprehensive treatment of Stokes
parameters throughout photon propagation, featuring transforms the grain-lab frame transforms using
quaternion algebra and consistent non-linear polarization extinction in cells, which are useful in model-
ing radiative transfer processes with scatterings by aligned dust grains. The code implements two-step
polarimetry imaging that decouples Monte Carlo sampling of scattering physics from imaging geom-
etry, enabling efficient synthesis maximizing the utilization of photon packets. Extensive validation
against analytical solutions and established codes demonstrates accurate treatment of diverse polariza-
tion phenomena, including self-scattering polarization, dichroic extinction in aligned dust grains, and
complex polarization patterns in twisted magnetic field configurations. By leveraging massive GPU
parallelism, optimized memory access patterns, and analytical approaches for optically thick cells,
Kratos-polrad achieves performance improvements of ∼ 102 times compared to CPU-based methods,
enabling previously prohibitive studies in polarimetric astrophysics.

Keywords: Interstellar dust extinction(837), Protoplanetary disks(1300), Radiative transfer simula-
tions(1967), Computational methods(1965), GPU computing(1969)

1. INTRODUCTION

Polarized radiation serves as a powerful diagnostic tool
across virtually all domains of astrophysics, from the
scattering atmospheres of exoplanets, (S. Seager et al.
2000; T. Stolker et al. 2017), circumstellar disks (e.g. M.
Benisty et al. 2023; I. W. Stephens et al. 2023), AGB
outflows (S. Ramstedt et al. 2011), through the com-
plex environments of active galactic nuclei (J. F. Kartje
1995; F. Marin et al. 2015) and supernova remnants (M.
Bocchio et al. 2016). The polarization state of pho-
tons encodes unique information about magnetic field
geometries, scattering optical depths, and the three-
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dimensional structure of emitting regions that cannot be
accessed through intensity measurements alone. As ob-
servational facilities with polarimetric capabilities con-
tinue to advance, including SPHERE/ZIMPOL (H. M.
Schmid et al. 2018), and future instruments like the
Origins Space Telescope (A. Cooray et al. 2019), the
demand for sophisticated theoretical models capable
of predicting detailed polarization signatures has never
been more urgent.

The fundamental challenge in modeling polarized ra-
diation lies in solving the vector radiative transfer equa-
tion, which tracks not just photon intensities but also
the full Stokes parameters (I,Q,U, V ) that character-
ize the polarization state (S. Chandrasekhar 1960). For
astrophysical environments characterized by multiple
scattering events and complex geometries, Monte Carlo
methods have emerged as the approach of choice (B. A.
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Whitney et al. 2013). These methods stochastically
sample photon paths and scattering events, naturally
handling three-dimensional geometries, arbitrary optical
depth distributions, and multiple scattering without the
limitations of diffusion approximations. However, tra-
ditional Monte Carlo radiative transfer (MCRT) codes
face severe computational limitations when applied to
polarimetric problems. Each scattering event modifies
the Stokes vector according to Mueller matrices that de-
pend on scattering angles and local properties, requiring
extensive calculations of directional sampling and po-
larization state tracking. Furthermore, synthesizing ob-
servables such as images and polarization maps demands
Monte Carlo sampling of the entire radiation field, of-
ten requiring 108–1010 photon packets for convergence
in complex geometries (e.g. P. Camps & M. Baes 2015).

The computational demands of polarized MCRT have
historically restricted its application to simplified ge-
ometries or limited parameter explorations. While sev-
eral highly optimized codes exist—including RADMC-
3D (C. P. Dullemond et al. 2012), MCFOST (C. Pinte
et al. 2006), POLARIS (S. Reissl et al. 2016), SKIRT
(P. Camps & M. Baes 2015, 2020), and Hyperion (T. P.
Robitaille 2011)—most rely on CPU-based architectures
that struggle to meet the computational requirements of
modern polarimetric studies. The emergence of hetero-
geneous computing architectures, particularly Graphics
Processing Units (GPUs), offers a transformative solu-
tion. Recent efforts to port radiative transfer to GPUs
have demonstrated remarkable speedups (e.g. M. Malik
et al. 2017; C. Byrohl & D. Nelson 2025). However, these
GPU implementations have largely focused on scalar in-
tensity calculations, with polarization support remain-
ing limited or completely absent.

In diverse astrophysical environments, from molecular
clouds to protoplanetary disks, interstellar dust grains
frequently exhibit non-random alignment relative to lo-
cal physical fields (J. S. Hall 1949; W. A. Hiltner 1949).
The prevailing alignment mechanism in most scenarios
involves relaxation that orients grains with their short
axes parallel to magnetic field lines (B.-G. Andersson
et al. 2015, and references therein). This magnetic align-
ment paradigm provides a powerful tool for studying
cosmic magnetic fields through their imprint on polar-
ized radiation. Notable exceptions exist, particularly at
small scales such as the dense mid-planes of protoplane-
tary disks where large grains may experience alignment
through radiative torques (A. Lazarian & T. Hoang
2007; R. Tazaki et al. 2017) or dust-gas differential mo-
tions (H. Yang et al. 2019; Z.-Y. D. Lin et al. 2024a)
rather than magnetic fields. Understanding these com-
peting alignment mechanisms is crucial for interpreting

polarization observations across different astrophysical
contexts.

Scattering by aligned dust grains produces distinc-
tive polarization signatures that can potentially serve
as powerful diagnostics of embedded magnetic field ge-
ometries. At near-infrared wavelengths, magnetically
aligned grains produce deviation from oft-adopted az-
imuthal orientations on order of 10◦, or even perpendic-
ular direction in extreme cases (large toroidal magnetic
field component with high inclination angle) (H. Yang &
Z.-Y. Li 2022). At millimeter and submillimeter wave-
lengths, accessible with facilities like ALMA (Atacama
Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array), the light source
becomes dust thermal emission, instead of stellar illumi-
nation. At these longer wavelengths, both emission from
aligned grains and scattering contributions can produce
significant polarization, with their relative importance
depending on grain properties, optical depth, and source
geometry (H. Yang et al. 2016b; Z.-Y. D. Lin et al. 2022,
2024b). Understanding this transition is essential for
correctly interpreting polarization maps that probe the
dust grain properties, as well as magnetic fields and/or
gas dynamic environments, where planets form.

Despite the astrophysical importance of polarized
scattering by aligned grains, the radiative transfer com-
munity currently lacks comprehensive tools capable of
self-consistently modeling these effects. In this pa-
per, we present Kratos-polrad 1, a polarization-informed
Monte Carlo radiative transfer module built upon the
Kratos framework. The Kratos Framework (L. Wang
2025a) represents a GPU-optimized astrophysical simu-
lation system designed for heterogeneous computing ar-
chitectures across CUDA, HIP, and CPU platforms. The
modular architecture separates mesh management from
physical solvers, enabling straightforward extension to
the desired radiative transfer polarimetry calculations
desired. Our implementation features full treatment of
Stokes parameters throughout photon propagation and
scattering, and efficient imaging synthesis using scatter-
ing source functions.

This paper presents the methodology, verification, and
performance characteristics of Kratos-polrad. § 2 details
our Monte Carlo algorithm for polarized transport, the
scattering source function formalism, and GPU-specific
optimizations. § 3 validates the code through standard
radiative transfer benchmarks against (semi-)analytic
solutions for plane-parallel polarization, together with
demonstrations of the computational advantages with

1 https://github.com/wll745881210/kratos_polrad.git
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GPU algorithms. We conclude in § 4 by outlining fu-
ture generalizations and astrophysical applications.

2. METHODS

Kratos-polrad employs a GPU-accelerated Monte
Carlo framework built upon the Kratos simulation sys-
tem (L. Wang 2025a), utilizing the grid-based ray-
tracing method described in L. Wang (2025b). A com-
posite mesh grid, optionally enhanced with static mesh
refinement, stores the physical state variables. Photon
packets propagate through this grid, undergoing emis-
sion, absorption along their path, and scattering events
that redirect their trajectories. However, polarization-
aware calculations require additional treatment: the
Stokes parameters carried by each photon packet must
be transformed via Mueller matrices at every scatter-
ing interaction, and the accumulated polarization state
must be tracked throughout the photon’s lifecycle to en-
able synthesis of polarized observables.

2.1. Quaternion-based coordinate transformations for
polarized radiative transfer

The accurate treatment of polarized radiative trans-
fer requires precise coordinate transformations at each
scattering event, as both the photon propagation di-
rection and polarization state must be consistently ro-
tated between the global simulation frame and the lo-
cal frame defined by the scattering body orientation.
Traditional approaches using Euler angles or rotation
matrices suffer from numerical instabilities (e.g., gim-
bal lock) and possible convention confusions. To over-
come these limitations, we employ Hamilton’s quater-
nions, which provide a compact representation of rota-
tions that enables stable, efficient composition of suc-
cessive transformations directly in GPU registers. A
quaternion q = q0 + q1i + q2j + q3k extends complex
numbers into four dimensions, where the basis elements
satisfy the fundamental relations:

i2 = j2 = k2 = ijk = −1. (1)

This algebraic structure provides a natural representa-
tion for three-dimensional rotations without the singu-
larities inherent in other parameterizations.

In polarized radiative transfer through aligned dust
grains, the local scattering frame (the “Grain Frame”)
is determined by the symmetry axis of the dust parti-
cles. For this work, we assume perfect alignment with
the local magnetic field direction, characterized by po-
sition angles (θB , ϕB) in global spherical coordinates.
The rotation from the global frame to the Grain Frame

is represented by the quaternion:

qB =


qB,0 = cos(ϕB/2) cos(θB/2)

qB,1 = − sin(ϕB/2) sin(θB/2)

qB,2 = cos(ϕB/2) sin(θB/2)

qB,3 = sin(ϕB/2) cos(θB/2)

, (2)

which follows the convention established in the
quaternion Python module (M. Boyle et al. 2025). This
specific form ensures proper handling of the double cov-
erage of the rotation group by quaternions.

For a photon propagating along direction n̂ in the
global frame, its representation in the Grain Frame n̂GF

is obtained through the quaternion conjugation:

(0, n⃗GF ) = q∗
B · (0, n⃗) · qB, (3)

where (0, n⃗) denotes a pure quaternion (zero scalar com-
ponent) constructed from the vector components, and
q∗
B represents the quaternion conjugate. This operation

efficiently rotates the propagation direction into the lo-
cal grain-aligned frame, which determines the incident
direction for scattering calculations.

The transformation of polarization states requires
careful treatment of the reference direction conventions.
We adopt a convention where for light propagating along
direction (θ, ϕ), the Stokes parameters are defined rela-
tive to the spherical coordinate basis vectors:

θ̂ = (cos θ cosϕ, cos θ sinϕ,− sin θ), (4)

ϕ̂ = (− sinϕ, cosϕ, 0). (5)

In this convention, positive Stokes Q corresponds to lin-
ear polarization along the θ̂ direction, while negative Q

indicates polarization along ϕ̂. When rotating to the
Grain Frame, the reference direction ϕ̂ from the global
frame transforms to ϕ̂GF in the Grain Frame. However,
this differs from the natural ϕ̂′ direction defined by the
rotated propagation vector n̂GF. The angle η between
these two directions is computed via the cross product:

sin η = |ϕ̂GF × ϕ̂′|, cos η = ϕ̂GF · ϕ̂′. (6)

This angle η then rotates the linear polarization compo-
nents according to:(

Q′

U ′

)
=

(
cos 2η sin 2η

− sin 2η cos 2η

)(
Q

U

)
, (7)

while Stokes I and V remain invariant under this refer-
ence frame rotation.
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2.2. Radiative transfer equations

The propagation of polarized radiation through as-
trophysical media is governed by the vector radiative
transfer equation, which extends the scalar form to track
the full Stokes vector I ≡ (I,Q,U, V )T . For each fre-
quency bin (suppressed for notational clarity), the trans-
fer equation reads:

dI(Ω, x)
dτ

= −αI(Ω, x) + αabsB(x) + S(Ω, x) , (8)

where Ω denotes the photon propagation direction, x

the spatial coordinate, α and αabs the dimensionless ex-
tinction and absorption coefficient matrices respectively,
and B the blackbody emission source term in the Stokes
vector form [proportional to (1, 0, 0, 0) without polariza-
tion]. The differential extinction optical depth dτ is re-
lated to the distance ds traveled along the propagation
direction by dτ = λ−1

extds, where the reciprocal of extinc-
tion mean free path (MFP) is the sum of scattering and
absorption components (λ−1

ext = λ−1
abs + λ−1

sca), which are
related to the total cross sections via,

λ−1
abs =

∑
i

niσabs,i , λ−1
sca =

∑
i

niσsca,i , (9)

where ni is the number density of the ith compo-
nent that participates radiation-matter interactions, and
σabs and σsca are the total cross sections of absorption
and scattering, respectively. In practice, Kratos-polrad
reads in both λ−1

abs and λ−1
sca spatial distribution pro-

files from input binary files, and the dimensionless α

and αabs matrices are calculated through every step of
photon propagation. The scattering source term S de-
scribes how incident radiation from all directions is re-
distributed into direction Ω,

S(Ω) =

∮
dΩ′ Z(Ω;Ω′)I(Ω′) , (10)

where Z(Ω;Ω′) is the dimensionless scattering Mueller
matrix. For anisotropic scattering by aligned dust grains
or electrons, Z(Ω;Ω′) depends on both the scattering
angle and the local magnetic field orientation, requiring
careful treatment of coordinate transformations.

Similar to established Monte Carlo radiative transfer
codes (see e.g. J. Steinacker et al. 2013 and references
therein), Kratos-polrad numerically samples the polar-
ized radiative transfer equations (eqs. 8 and 10) by prop-
agating discrete photon packets through the computa-
tional domain, and locating the scattering events accord-
ing to a scattering optical depth obeying exponential dis-
tribution generated stochastically at the moments when
photons are generated or deflected by the previous scat-
tering event. At each scattering event, the final direc-
tion and Stocks parameters are determined by sampling

the polarization-aware differential cross section, which
is determined according to the properties of dust grains
and photon wavelengths involved. The post-scattering
photon properties, especially the Stokes parameters, are
determined with the Mueller matrix in the coordinate
frames of dust grains, where the coordinate transforms
are conducted using the scheme described in §2.1. The
differential cross section and Mueller matrix could be de-
fined by the user prior to the execution of the program,
either via analytical approximations, interpolation ta-
bles, or even artificial neural networks to be included
in future works. Between scattering events, these pack-
ets traverse the simulation mesh from cell interface to
cell interface, with each containing the necessary physi-
cal properties to model radiation-matter interactions (L.
Wang 2025b).

The integration of photon packet extinction through
each computational cell requires careful treatment, par-
ticularly in optically thick regimes where the assumption
of linear absorption and emission becomes inadequate.
In such cases, the cumulative effects of polarized extinc-
tion and emission along the propagation path exhibit
non-linear behavior that cannot be accurately captured
by simple linear approximations. To address this is-
sue, Kratos-polrad implements analytical solutions to
the polarized radiative transfer equations within indi-
vidual cells, as detailed in Appendix A. The analytical
treatment properly accounts for the coupled evolution
of all four Stokes parameters, including the generation
of circular polarization through differential phase delays
and the transformation of polarization states through
successive interactions. This approach ensures accu-
rate evolution of the photon packets’ Stokes parame-
ters through regions of high optical depth, maintaining
numerical stability and physical consistency even when
traversing strongly absorbing and emitting media.

2.3. Efficient two-step imaging scheme

For direct comparisons with astronomical observa-
tions, synthetic polarimetry images are demanded. A
naive imaging method based on Monte Carlo simula-
tions would simply record photons that happen to exit
the domain within the camera’s solid angle. This ap-
proach, however, is proved to be computationally pro-
hibitive because (1) the camera subtends an extremely
small fraction of 4π steradians, yielding minuscule pho-
ton counts; (2) multiple scattering events randomize
photon directions, making direct imaging photons rare
even in optically thick environments. Consequently, gen-
erating polarization maps without being limited by shot
noise would require evolving prohibitive number of pho-
ton packets at a given viewing angle.
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Kratos-polrad circumvents this inefficiency issue
through a two-step approach that decouples scattering
physics from imaging geometry. The method exploits
the linearity of the radiative transfer equation and treats
scattered photons as volumetric sources whose contribu-
tion to any viewing angle can be computed a posteriori.
First, Kratos-polrad evolves photon packets through the
domain using the standard Monte Carlo procedure, but
with a modification: during propagation, each path in-
tegration segment (i.e., not only at scattering events)
contributes to a scattering source function stored on the
grid,

S(Ωcam, x) =
∑
pp

Spp(Ωcam, x) . (11)

Here Ωcam is fixed to the camera direction of interest,
the subscript “pp” stands for “photon packet”, and Ωpp

is the packet original propagation direction. Note that
this accumulation occurs not just at discrete scattering
events but continuously along the ray path, ensuring
that single-scattering contributions are also captured.
The summation runs through all photon packets, each
carrying a Stokes vector Ipp. In the descretized Monte
Carlo scheme, the integral over solid angle becomes a
summation over all photon packets traversing a com-
putational cell, where the contribution of each photon
packet follows Spp(Ωcam, x) = Z(Ωcam; Ωpp)Ipp. Note
that this relation already includes the integration of in-
cident directions of radiation, which is reduced because
the angular distribution of the intensity of each photon
packet is a Dirac delta function along its current propa-
gation direction. Second, with S(Ωcam, x) properly sam-
pled, Kratos-polrad perform a deterministic ray-tracing
step by integrating eq. (8) along lines of sight toward the
camera. When discretized, after traveling δl in each cell,
the integration steps are performed using ray-marching
algorithms that runs through the grid structures, with
the same cell-by-cell analytic integration of the Stokes
parameters described in §2.2 and Appendix A.

The second step in total significantly accelerates the
imaging procedure, as the ray tracing is computation-
ally much cheaper compared to the direct Monte Carlo
imaging simulation whose most outgoing photons are
discarded. On GPUs, Kratos-polrad implements this us-
ing a two-level parallelization scheme. At the top level,
photon packets are distributed across streaming multi-
processors (SMs), with each packet handled by a single
GPU warp (or equivalently, “wavefronts” in some specific
programming model). Within each warp, threads col-
laborate to accumulate contributions to S using shared
memory reductions, minimizing global memory atomics
(the scattering source function itself is stored in GPU
global memory). When conducting imaging using this

architecture, Kratos-polrad could achieve a 108 photon
sampling of the scattering source function within ∼ 7

seconds on a single RTX 5090 GPU (see also §3.1). The
resulting speedup of ∼ 102 relative to traditional CPU-
based polarized MCRT codes makes parameter-space
exploration and high-resolution imaging synthesis fea-
sible.

3. VERIFICATIONS

This section presents a comprehensive suite of tests
and verifications to validate the proper implementation
of the algorithms and methodologies described in §2.
Through these validations, unless specifically noted, we
adopt the dipole approximation for dust grain optical
properties and rejection sampling of scattering differ-
ential cross sections (see also B. A. Whitney & M. J.
Wolff 2002) for the simplicity and clarity of comparisons.
More complicated dust grain models and stochastic sam-
pling methods are, nonetheless, also possible in handling
polarized radiative transfer in other realistic astrophys-
ical scenarios. Together with the verification of phys-
ical accuracy, §3.1 also presents detailed performance
benchmarks that quantify the computational efficiency
of Kratos-polrad on modern GPU architectures. These
benchmarks assess both strong and weak scaling behav-
ior, compare performance across different hardware plat-
forms, and evaluate the effectiveness and computational
throughputs.

3.1. Validation of Self-Scattering Polarization

We validate the treatment of self-scattering polariza-
tion through two complementary tests that probe dif-
ferent aspects of the radiative transfer implementation.
The first test examines polarization generated purely by
scattering in an inclined disk system. For photons ini-
tially emitted within a thin disk and scattered at oblique
angles, the theoretical polarization fraction follows the
analytical relation(H. Yang et al. 2016a):

p =
sin2 i

2 + sin2 i
, (12)

where i denotes the disk inclination angle. This expres-
sion arises from the differential scattering cross-sections
for polarized light and serves as a fundamental test of the
scattering matrix implementation. Figure 1 compares
our simulation results with this analytical prediction.
The normalized Stokes parameter Q/I closely follows
the theoretical curve across all inclination angles, while
U/I remains consistent with zero (within numerical fluc-
tuations), confirming the proper orientation of the po-
larization vectors relative to the scattering plane. Note
that in Kratos-polrad, we always define a local Grain
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Figure 1. Validation of inclination-induced polarization in
scattered light. Simulation results for Q/I (black markers)
and U/I (red markers) are compared against the analytical
solution (black curve). The agreement demonstrates correct
implementation of scattering polarization dependencies.

Frame, which has its symmetric axis along x-direction
in this test, even though the dust grains are in isotropic
Rayleigh scattering regime. The good agreement con-
firms that Kratos-polrad can handle isotropic spherical
dust grains very well.

The second test addresses the critical balance between
scattered radiation and direct thermal emission during
imaging synthesis. This balance is non-trivial as it re-
quires proper treatment of both source terms during
ray tracing. For spherical dust grains, direct thermal
emission dilutes polarization signals, while for aligned
irregular grains, the interplay becomes more complex
due to additional polarization from emission. We con-
figured a cylindrical dust distribution with isothermal
temperature T = 30 K and Gaussian density pro-
file ρ(r) = ρ0 exp[−(r/r0)

2], similar to the test in (A.
Kataoka et al. 2015). The dust composition follows as-
tronomical silicate (B. T. Draine 2003) with an MRN
size distribution (J. S. Mathis et al. 1977) and maximum
grain size amax = 14µm, ensuring validity of the dipole
approximation currently implemented in Kratos-polrad.
Figure 2 presents polarized intensity maps with overlaid
polarization vectors. The right panel compares polar-
ization fractions (defined as Q/I) along the x = 0 cut
between Kratos-polrad and RADMC-3D. The excellent
agreement in polarization fraction validates our imple-
mentation, while differences near boundaries arise from
our use of periodic boundary conditions, which elimi-
nate edge artifacts towards x-boundaries present in the

RADMC-3D simulation, as well as reducing the parallel
polarization towards y-boundaries.

Based on the same test problem, we benchmarked
computational performance against RADMC-3D, with
results shown in Figure 3. The GPU-accelerated Kratos-
polrad demonstrates superior scaling, with computa-
tion time growing approximately linearly with pho-
ton number. On both NVIDIA (RTX series) and
AMD (7900XTX) hardware, Kratos-polrad exceeds
CPU performance by over an order of magnitude. No-
tably, Kratos-polrad maintains this performance ad-
vantage while including polarized absorption processes
that RADMC-3D simplifies. The RTX 3090 achieves
throughput equivalent to ∼ 80 CPU cores of AMD
Ryzen 7950X, while the RTX 5090 matches ∼ 320 CPU
cores, highlighting the transformative potential of GPU
acceleration for polarized radiative transfer calculations.

3.2. Polarization Rotation in Twisted Magnetic Fields

To validate the accurate treatment of polarization
state transformations during propagation through mag-
netically aligned media, we designed a test scenario
involving light propagation through a slab with spa-
tially varying magnetic field orientations. This test
specifically examines the rotation behavior of Stokes pa-
rameters as photons traverse regions with continuously
changing grain alignment directions. We constructed a
simulation domain consisting of a slab with total opti-
cal depth τtotal = 1 embedded with a twisting magnetic
field configuration. The magnetic field vector varies si-
nusoidally throughout the slab with zero z-component
and spatially varying x- and y-components:

Bx(τ) = B0 cos(2πτ), By(τ) = B0 sin(2πτ) , (13)

where τ represents the optical depth coordinate through
the slab. This configuration creates a magnetic field that
rotates continuously by 360◦ across the slab thickness,
as illustrated in the top panel of Figure 4.

We initialized 103 unpolarized photons distributed
randomly throughout the slab volume. These photons
propagate vertically through the medium until exiting
the simulation domain. During propagation, they expe-
rience dichroic extinction due to dust grains aligned with
the local magnetic field direction, with each interaction
inducing polarization dependent on the grain orienta-
tion relative to the photon’s propagation direction and
polarization state.

In the optically thin limit, where polarization from
secondary extinction can be neglected, the emergent po-
larization can be derived analytically by integrating the
contributions from successive layers with varying mag-
netic field orientations, each operating on their own non-
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Figure 2. Comparison of self-scattering polarization in a dust cylinder. Left: Kratos-polrad simulation showing polarized
intensity (heatmap) and orientation (line segments). Middle: Equivalent RADMC-3D results. Right: Polarization fraction
profiles along x = 0 demonstrate code agreement, with boundary differences attributable to periodic conditions in Kratos-polrad.
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Figure 3. Speed test using the same physical layout de-
scribed in §3.1, showing the performance of Kratos-polrad
with varying numbers of simulated photon packets compared
to RADMC-3D. The HIP-CPU case conducts Kratos-polrad
calculations using the AMD Ryzen 7950X CPU, which is the
same device used by the RADMC-3D tests. Other tests us-
ing RTX devices and 7900XTX are conducted on GPUs.

polarized photons. For initially unpolarized light pass-
ing through the twisting field configuration, the analyt-
ical expressions for the normalized Stokes parameters
are, 

Q

I
=

p0
4π

sin(4πτ)

U

I
= − p0

4π
[1− cos(4πτ)]

V

I
=
( p0
4π

)2
[sin(4πτ)− 4πτ ]

, (14)

where p0 represents the intrinsic polarization fraction
in the optically thin limit, determined by the dielectric
function and aspect ratio of the dust grains.

The extinction matrix, calculated using the dipole ap-
proximation and optical theorem, contains no phase lag
between differently polarized dipole excitations. Conse-
quently, there are no direct cross-terms between Stokes
U and V in the physical extinction process. To test the
code’s handling of potential cross-terms, we artificially
introduced a U -V coupling term identical to the I-Q
cross-term in the extinction matrix. This modification
enables the generation of appreciable circular polariza-
tion from initially unpolarized light through the twist-
ing field configuration, even in the dipole approxima-
tion regime, providing a stringent test of the coordinate
transformation implementation.

Figure 4 presents the comparison between simulation
results and analytical predictions. The emergent polar-
ization states of photons, plotted as functions of their
generation optical depth τ , show excellent agreement
with the analytical solutions. The simulation data (red
dots) closely follow the theoretical curves (blue lines) for
all Stokes parameters. The residual differences, magni-
fied by a factor of 50 and shown as green dots, reveal two
distinct patterns: small-scale fluctuations attributable
to numerical errors within individual grid cells, and
larger-scale variations arising from the optical thin ap-
proximation used in deriving the analytical solutions.
Despite these minor discrepancies, the overall agreement
demonstrates the correctness of the quaternion-based
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Figure 4. Emergent polarization from a slab with twist-
ing magnetic fields. Top panel: Magnetic field configura-
tion showing continuous rotation across the slab. Lower
panels: Normalized Stokes parameters Q/I, U/I, and V/I
as functions of generation optical depth. Simulation results
(red dots) show excellent agreement with analytical predic-
tions (blue lines). Residual differences (green dots, magnified
50×) demonstrate the accuracy of the polarization transfor-
mation implementation.

coordinate transformation implementation in handling
the complex polarization state rotations through media
with spatially varying alignment directions.

3.3. Validation of Dichroic Extinction by Aligned
Grains

The accurate treatment of dichroic thermal emission
and extinction by aligned, non-spherical dust grains rep-
resents a fundamental capability for simulating polar-
ized radiation in magnetized environments. To validate
this critical component, we examine the polarization be-
havior arising from pure dichroic extinction in a uni-
formly aligned dust slab without scattering contribu-
tions. The theoretical polarization fraction for such a

10 2 10 1 100 101 102

Optical Depth
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10 7

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

p/
p 0

kratos results
RADMC-3D results
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Figure 5. Polarization fraction as a function of optical
depth in a uniformly aligned dust slab. Simulation re-
sults from Kratos-polrad (red) show excellent agreement
with analytical theory (black) up to τ ≈ 30, outperforming
RADMC-3D (blue) in the high-optical-depth regime. The
polarization is reversed at high optical depth in Kratos-pol-
rad results, shown as dashed lines.

system follows the analytical expression derived by R. H.
Hildebrand et al. (2000):

P =
e−τ sinh(p0τ)

1− e−τ cosh(p0τ)
, (15)

where τ denotes the optical depth and p0 represents the
intrinsic polarization determined by grain aspect ratio,
dielectric properties, and viewing angle relative to the
grain alignment axis.

Figure 5 compares our simulation results (red curves)
with this analytical solution (black curve). The Kratos-
polrad implementation demonstrates excellent agree-
ment with theory up to τ ≈ 30, beyond which numeri-
cal truncation errors become significant as polarization
signals approach the noise floor. We further compare
our results with RADMC-3D, which also implements
dichroic processes. As shown by the blue curve in Fig-
ure 5, RADMC-3D begins to deviate from the theoreti-
cal solution at τ ∼ 3, earlier than Kratos-polrad. This
improved performance stems from our implementation
of analytical solutions to the extinction matrix within
each computational cell, enhancing numerical stability
in optically thick regimes. Nevertheless, these differ-
ences remain negligible for practical applications since
the polarization fraction from dichroic processes is usu-
ally below observational limits at this high optical depth.

3.4. Scattering by Grains in Plane-parallel
Atmospheres

To validate polarized scattering in more complex
environments, we simulate radiation transfer through
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a plane-parallel atmosphere containing aligned dust
grains, following the methodology of Z.-Y. D. Lin et al.
(2022). The uniform slab incorporates dust grains with
aspect ratio s = 1.03 and magnetic field alignment
along the x-axis, creating conditions where scattering
and emission processes interact significantly at moder-
ate optical depths. We fix the line-of-sight inclination at
45◦ while varying the azimuthal viewing angle to probe
the full polarization response.

Figure 6 presents the resulting Stokes parameters Q/I

and U/I as functions of viewing angle for different op-
tical depths. The polarization patterns reveal two dis-
tinct components: a modulated contribution from di-
rect thermal emission that varies with viewing geometry
relative to grain orientation, and a scattering-induced
component that produces a non-zero offset in Stokes
Q. The emission modulation diminishes with increas-
ing optical depth, consistent with the damping behavior
described by Equation 15. The Stokes parameter U os-
cillates around zero as expected for this symmetric con-
figuration, while Stokes Q exhibits a characteristic off-
set from self-scattering polarization. This offset displays
non-monotonic dependence on optical depth, initially in-
creasing until τ ∼ 1 before declining to an asymptotic
value of approximately 1%, in agreement with the find-
ings of H. Yang et al. (2017). These results demonstrate
excellent consistency with established benchmarks, val-
idating our implementation of polarized scattering by
aligned grains.

3.5. Scattering of Central Starlight by Aligned Grains

To validate our implementation against established
benchmarks, we reproduce the test case introduced by
B. A. Whitney & M. J. Wolff (2002) in their HOCHUNK
radiative transfer code. This test examines polarized
scattering by magnetically aligned, irregular dust grains
in a circumstellar environment, using a uniform spheri-
cal distribution as a computationally tractable yet phys-
ically relevant configuration. We configure a uniform
sphere of radius 20 au with a homogeneous magnetic
field oriented along the z-axis. Dust grains are mod-
eled as perfect oblate spheroids with short axes aligned
parallel to the magnetic field direction. For the grain
properties, we adopt a complex refractive index m =

2.30+0.0228i and aspect ratio 2:1, similar to the imple-
mentation of (B. A. Whitney & M. J. Wolff 2002).

Figure 7 presents the resulting polarization patterns
for three characteristic optical depths (τ = 0.01, 1,
and 10), viewed along the x-axis perpendicular to the
magnetic field direction. In the optically thin regime
(τ = 0.01), the polarization pattern exhibits, to the lead-
ing order, concentric modulation reflecting the central

illuminating source. Grains aligned with their long axes
horizontally produce preferential scattering that reduces
polarization along this direction, creating a distinctive
figure-8 morphology in the polarization map. As opti-
cal depth increases to τ = 1, this pattern expands while
maintaining its fundamental character, demonstrating
the growing influence of scattering. The optically thick
case (τ = 10) reveals a qualitatively different pattern
dominated by dichroic extinction. Foreground grains
preferentially absorb radiation polarized along their long
axes, resulting in polarization aligned with the magnetic
field direction in the central regions. This transition
from scattering-dominated to extinction-dominated po-
larization represents a critical validation of our code’s
ability to handle the complex interplay between different
polarization mechanisms across optical depth regimes.
Circular polarization patterns remain qualitatively con-
sistent across optical depths, with lower polarization
fractions in central regions compared to outer areas.
However, our implementation produces systematically
lower circular polarization fractions than B. A. Whitney
& M. J. Wolff (2002), which we attribute to differences
in the treatment of grain optics. Our dipole approxima-
tion assumes minimal phase lag between dipole excita-
tions along different grain axes, relying primarily on the
imaginary component of the dielectric function to gen-
erate Stokes I-V coupling. The predominantly refrac-
tory nature of our dust model (Im[m] ≪ Re[m]) further
suppresses circular polarization generation compared to
more absorptive grain compositions.

4. SUMMARY

This paper has presented the development, verifi-
cation, and performance characterization of Kratos-
polrad, a novel GPU-accelerated Monte Carlo radiative
transfer code specifically designed for polarization cal-
culations in astrophysical environments. The core fea-
tures of Kratos-polrad include a comprehensive treat-
ment of full Stokes parameters throughout photon prop-
agation and scattering events. Based on efficient coor-
dinate transformations using quaternion algebra, com-
plex polarization state rotations in magnetically aligned
media is accomplished with ease. The two-step imag-
ing approach that decouples Monte Carlo sampling of
scattering source functions from viewing geometry sig-
nificantly enhance the efficiency of polarimetry imag-
ing. Through extensive validation against analytical
solutions and established codes, we have demonstrated
the code accuracy in handling diverse polarization phe-
nomena, including dichroic extinction in aligned dust
grains, self-scattering polarization in inclined disks, and
complex polarization patterns in twisted magnetic field
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Figure 6. Polarization patterns in plane-parallel atmospheres with aligned dust grains. Stokes parameters Q/I and U/I are
shown as functions of azimuthal viewing angle at fixed 45◦ inclination for different optical depths. Results demonstrate the
interplay between direct emission modulation and scattering-induced polarization, showing excellent agreement with established
benchmarks.

configurations. Kratos-polrad achieves performance im-
provements of ∼ 102 times compared to traditional
CPU-based methods, while maintaining physical accu-
racy across diverse test scenarios.

The computational performance of Kratos-polrad en-
ables previously prohibitive studies in polarimetric as-
trophysics. The ability to generate high-signal-to-noise
polarization maps from 108 photon packets within ∼ 101

seconds (or even faster) on consumer-grade GPUs opens
new possibilities for parameter-space explorations and
high-resolution imaging of complex astrophysical sys-
tems. When necessary, the modular architecture of
Kratos could also facilitate coupling with hydrodynamic
simulations from the base Kratos framework, paving
the way for time-dependent simulations preparing for
prospective transient observations studying the polari-
metric observables in multiple astrophysical scenarios
including protoplanetary disks and exoplanetary atmo-
spheres.

Looking forward, several promising directions emerge
for extending the capabilities of Kratos-polrad. A par-
ticularly compelling avenue involves the integration of
deep neural networks for handling the complex optical
properties of realistic dust grain populations. Contem-
porary dust models must account for distributions in

grain sizes, shapes (including fractal dimensions and fill-
ing factors), compositions, and alignment properties, re-
sulting in multi-dimensional functions mapping the in-
cident photon configurations (direction and Stokes pa-
rameters) to the scattered photon properties. High-
dimensional interpolation tables, however, typically con-
sume significant memory and computational resources
beyond the capacity of efficient Monte Carlo simula-
tions. We thus expect implementing neural network-
based emulators, which can learn the mapping from
grain parameters to Mueller matrix elements, to facil-
itate efficient evaluation of scattering properties with-
out expensive table lookups or prohibitive on-the-fly
calculations. Such an approach would dramatically re-
duce memory requirements while maintaining accuracy
through carefully designed network architectures and
training procedures, extending the capabilities of explor-
ing more complicated but realistic systems involved in
the observational studies in dusty astrophysical systems.
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APPENDIX

A. SOLUTION TO RADIATIVE TRANSFER

Once the vector source function per extinction opti-
cal depth (S1, S2, S3, S4) (including the emission source
function, and the scattering source function if applied
in the imaging step; see also §2.2) has been determined,
we recast the radiative transfer equation (eq. 8) in the
following expanded form,

d

dτ


I

Q

U

V

 = −


α1 α2 0 0

−α2 α1 0 0

0 0 α1 α3

0 0 α3 α1



I

Q

U

V

+


S1

S2

S3

S4

 , (A1)

where dτ denotes the differential extinction optical
depth (combining absorption and scattering) along the
propagation path of a photon packet. The matrix el-
ements αi (i = 1, 2, 3) are determined based on dust
grain properties (in case of dipole grain approximation,
for example, see also the appendix of H. Yang & Z.-Y.
Li 2022). Let (I0, Q0, U0, V0) be the Stokes parameters
entering this cell, and dτ be the extinction optical depth
of the light trans-passing this cell. With extinction opti-
cal depth δτ (which could be optically thick) measured
in one cell from one cell interface to another, the Stokes
parameters of the light after propagating through the
cell can be solved analytically,

I = Is + (I0 − Is)e
−α1δτ cosh(−α2δτ)

+ (Q0 −Qs)e
−α1δτ sinh(−α2δτ) ,

Q = Qs + (I0 − Is)e
−α1δτ sinh(−α2δτ)

+ (Q0 −Qs)e
−α1δτ cosh(−α2δτ) ,

U = Us + (U0 − Us)e
−α1δτ cos(−α3δτ)

+ (V0 − Vs)e
−α1δτ sin(−α3δτ) ,

V = Vs − (U0 − Us)e
−α1δτ sin(−α3δτ)

+ (V0 − Vs)e
−α1δτ cos(−α3δτ) ,

(A2)

where the auxiliary quantities are defined as,

Is =
α1S1 − α2S2

α2
1 − α2

2

Qs =
α1S2 − α2S1

α2
1 − α2

2

Us =
α1S3 − α3S4

α2
1 + α2

3

Vs =
α1S4 + α3S3

α2
1 + α2

3

(A3)
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