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Abstract

The Lyman o (Lya) line of neutral hydrogen plays a central role in observations of star-forming galaxies. However, resonant scattering
makes it difficult to directly interpret Ly« signatures. Monte Carlo radiative transfer (MCRT) calculations have become the gold standard for
modeling Lyc, but it becomes extremely computationally expensive in optically thick environments. Workarounds, such as core-skipping
to avoid repetitive low-transport scatterings, greatly increase the efficiency of MCRT simulations but introduce errors in the solutions.
While core-skipping is designed to preserve emergent spectra, the internal radiation field, most importantly, the momentum imparted, is
not properly preserved. On the other hand, to make analytical and numerical progress, it is often assumed that photons diffuse in both
frequency and physical space. We find that these diffusion approximations break down for frequencies near the core and positions at finite
optical depths. We propose a more physically-motivated definition for the core—wing transition frequency to isolate such effects. We derive
new spectral distributions of internal radiation properties and compare the results with simulations. We analyze the diffusive properties of
Lya photons and demonstrate anomalous spatial diffusion behavior with fat-tailed distributions. This work deepens our understanding of
diffusion in resonant-line transfer and identifies areas where simulations or analytics may be failing and how these failures may be resolved.
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1. Introduction

The Lyman-o (Lyc) line, corresponding to the 2p — 1s tran-
sition of neutral hydrogen, plays a crucial role in interpreting
observations and constraining galaxy formation physics in the
high-redshift Universe (Partridge & Peebles 1967). As hydrogen
becomes ionized in HII regions around young stars, recombina-
tion leads to efficient emission of Ly radiation. Subsequently,
Lya photons undergo a resonant scattering process in the neutral
hydrogen surrounding compact ionized bubbles where absorption
into the 2p state is almost immediately followed by re-emission
back into the 1s state. This resonant scattering process makes Ly«
radiative transfer conceptually and numerically complex, espe-
cially in realistic environments with extremely high optical depth
(Dijkstra 2014). When benchmarking Ly o radiation pressure cal-
culations, it becomes apparent that frequencies around line center
are particularly problematic, highlighting the need to understand
its behavior in greater detail. The purpose of this paper is therefore
to analyze and decompose the frequency-dependent properties
of Ly radiative transfer to better assess the accuracy and limi-
tations of analytical methods adopting diffusion approximations
compared to numerical numerical simulations.

Foundational works motivated the study of Ly« radiative trans-
fer from back-of-envelope scaling arguments, providing physi-
cal insights into resonant scattering with significant differences
from the properties of monochromatic transfer (Osterbrock 1962;
Adams 1972; Adams 1975; Hansen & Oh 2006). Analytical meth-
ods have been developed over time, which are mainly based on a
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diffusion approximation in the full radiative transfer equation for
partial frequency redistribution (Unno 1952; Hummer 1962) rig-
orously understood within a Fokker—Planck framework (Rybicki
& Dell’ Antonio 1994; Meiksin 2006). The first accurate solu-
tions were for the idealized cases of uniform slab, spherical, and
cube geometries (Harrington 1973; Neufeld 1990; Dijkstra et al.
2006; Tasitsiomi 2006D), as well as extended Lya halos in an
expanding neutral intergalactic medium Loeb & Rybicki (1999).
Further generalizations have recently been made, such as analyz-
ing the Wouthuysen-Field effect (Higgins & Meiksin 2012; Seon
& Kim 2020), improvements for boundary conditions and time
dependence (McClellan et al. 2022), Ly feedback during direct
collapse black hole formation (Ge & Wise 2017; Smith et al.
2017b), methods for Ly radiation hydrodynamics (Smith et al.
2017a, 2018; Kimm et al. 2018; Mushano et al. 2024, Nebrin et
al. in prep.), and the studies motivating this paper, exploring emis-
sivity, density, destruction, and velocity gradients (Lao & Smith
2020; Nebrin et al. 2025; Smith et al. 2025).

With the aid of high-performance computing, direct numerical
solutions to the radiative transfer equation typically employ Monte
Carlo radiative transfer (MCRT), which can be compared with
these analytical results for validation before generalizing to more
complex geometries (Zheng & Miralda-Escudé 2002; Dijkstra
et al. 2006; Tasitsiomi 2006a; Verhamme et al. 2006; Semelin et al.
2007; Laursen et al. 2009; Yajima et al. 2012; Smith et al. 2015;
Gronke & Dijkstra 2016; Michel-Dansac et al. 2020; Seon & Kim
2020; Byrohl & Nelson 2025). Most MCRT methods rely on core-
skipping algorithms to significantly reduce the computational load
of repeated core scatterings, which preserves the emergent spectra
but can introduce errors for the internal radiation field. Recently,
the dynamical impact of Ly, arising from the momentum transfer
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that occurs at each scattering event, has been explored as a poten-
tially dominant form of early (i.e. pre-supernova) stellar feedback,
especially relevant in the dust-poor conditions of early galaxies
(Dijkstra & Loeb 2008; Smith et al. 2016, 2017a; Abe & Yajima
2018; Kimm et al. 2018; Tomaselli & Ferrara 2021; Mushano et al.
2024; Nebrin et al. 2025; Ferrara et al. 2025; Manzoni & Ferrara
2025). To this end, accurate force calculations are crucial in deter-
mining the true dynamical impact of Ly radiation pressure in
such environments.

MCRT provides the gold standard for numerical Ly radia-
tion transport, since it solves the full radiative transfer equation
without any approximations while remaining straightforward to
understand and generalize. The MCRT framework makes it possi-
ble to track the internal radiation field (e.g. number of scatterings,
energy density, momentum exchange, and pressure) and exter-
nally observed quantities (e.g. escape fractions, spectral flux,
and surface brightness). For internal properties, various biasing
techniques can be employed to increase the speed of statisti-
cal convergence. The most important ones include differentiating
between an event-based sampling approach where photons are
treated individually and path-based approaches where photons
packets have an associated weight that is updated based on path
lengths traversed and the probability of events occurring along
the trajectory (Lucy 1999; Smith et al. 2020). For properties that
are sensitive to the details of scattering, such as the force, an
event-based approach can significantly outperform a path-based
one, but other properties, such as energy density and dust absorp-
tion, greatly benefit from the implicit treatment of changes during
transport, so a path-based approach is better. However, even with
statistical biasing techniques, MCRT can exhibit poor convergence
properties, especially as the optical depth increases, which leads
to the need to sample a large number of photon paths before solu-
tions can be fully trusted (Camps & Baes 2018). The convergence
properties of resonant-line MCRT is further complicated by the
frequency-dependent opacity (Kasiri et al., in prep.).

The extreme line-center optical depths make resonant-line Ly ¢t
MCRT a computationally expensive method, which led to the
development of various acceleration techniques. One of the most
common and highly beneficial schemes involves core-skipping
algorithms, which preferentially choose the velocity of the scatter-
ing atom to push core photons, which are trapped due to extreme
optical depths (79 ~ 10-10'7), out into the wing where they can
continue their frequency diffusion process (Ahn et al. 2002; Smith
et al. 2015; Michel-Dansac et al. 2020). The speedups can be as
large as ~ 10? times faster, which makes the use of such meth-
ods appealing. Alternative speedups can be achieved by resonant
Discrete Diffusion Monte Carlo (rDDMC) methods by sacrific-
ing the tracking of exact photon trajectories (Smith et al. 2018).
Although external field properties are not significantly affected
by the use of acceleration techniques, core skipping can introduce
errors in the internal radiation field, especially properties that are
sensitive to the total number of scatterings. This means that using
any amount of core skipping leads to errors in force calculations,
even when the MCRT simulation statistics are fully converged.

As the dynamical importance of Ly feedback receives addi-
tional attention, it is necessary to devise methods where force cal-
culations remain accurate. Fortunately, recent analytical progress
in Lya radiative transfer allows for the stratified development of
such methods (Lao & Smith 2020; Tomaselli & Ferrara 2021;
McClellan et al. 2022; Nebrin et al. 2025; Smith et al. 2025). In
this paper, we extend these results by deriving the spectral distri-
butions of the force multiplier Mg and the photon trapping time
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firap (related to the energy density) for idealized clouds contain-
ing neutral hydrogen. We then compare this with the results of
MCRT simulations that do not adopt core skipping. This is a robust
test of the applicability of the diffusion approximation across the
entire spatial-spectral domain of resonant-line transfer. We fur-
ther explore numerous related numerical experiments to probe how
Lya photons scatter and escape optically-thick environments.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review
the fundamentals of Ly« radiative transfer relevant for this paper,
including the MCRT algorithm. In Section 3 we derive spectral
distributions for the force multiplier, the trapping time, and the
number of scatterings. We gain insight into the various diffusion
approximations, specifically the breakdown of the Fokker—Planck
approximation in the core. We introduce a modification to the
MCRT algorithms based on the gradient of the energy density to
increase the convergence rate of force calculations when core skip-
ping is not used and note that the analytical solution can be used
as minor, yet incomplete, correction to the force multiplier when
core skipping is used. Finally, we find that the Eddington approxi-
mation does not hold everywhere within the cloud, especially near
the core—wing transition. In Section 4, we provide insight into res-
onant line radiative transfer from robust high-optical depth MCRT
simulations with no core skipping, such as the average radius
reached and path length traversed before reaching a given fre-
quency for the first time, and we also show the fraction that escapes
a certain frequency and compare with the integrated emergent
spectra. In Section 5, we show properties of RT that show anoma-
lous diffusion in fat-tailed distributions along with some statistics
about excursions that lead to escape and the probability that a
photon at a given frequency returns to the core. In Section 6, we
present a summary of our findings and discuss the consequences
for numerical algorithms.

2. Lya radiative transfer

In this section, we provide some background on Ly« radiative
transfer, focusing on aspects relevant for Monte Carlo Radiative
Transfer (MCRT) simulations and the theoretical aspects neces-
sary to calculate properties internal to the cloud. During transport,
photons probabilistically interact with neutral hydrogen interven-
ing in its path, with a frequency-dependent mean-free path of
Amip(V) = 1/nH10y, where ny; is the number density of neutral
hydrogen (which we assume is uniform in this paper) and oy is
the frequency-dependent cross section. As photons undergo mul-
tiple scatterings, they randomly walk in both space and frequency,
where the path lengths between scatterings depend on the fre-
quency. To fully describe the steady-state radiation field we need
to know the specific intensity I, (r,n), which is the energy per
unit frequency, v, and the direction of propagation n, as a func-
tion of spatial position r. For a static medium with no dust, the
steady-state radiative transfer equation is

n-VI, = jy — kyly + H Jey Ty Ry iy g dQAV' (1)

where j, and k, are the emission and absorption coefficients,
respectively. The integral in the last term on the right accounts for
the frequency redistribution caused by partially coherent scatter-
ing (e.g. Dijkstra 2014). The conditional redistribution function
Ryt sy n is the differential probability per unit initial photon
frequency V' and per unit initial directional solid angle Q' that
scattering of such a photon traveling in the direction n’ would
place the scattered photon at frequency v and in the direction of
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the unit vector n. The development of resonant scattering redistri-
bution functions is given in detail in Hummer (1962) and Hubeny
& Mihalas (2015). For Ly the appropriate redistribution function
is Ryy, but notice the way we define it here that it is a conditional
probability rather than a joint probability. This makes for easier
analytical progress. In treating single-line problems like Ly, it is
convenient to switch to the dimensionless frequency
V-V

Y= A 2
where Vo =2.466 x 10" Hz is the frequency at line center,
Avp = (vin/c)vo the Doppler width of the profile, and vy, =
(2kgT /my)'/? the thermal velocity. To characterize the frequency
dependence on the cross section, we define the Hjerting—Voigt
function H(a,x) = /TAVD $voigi(a, V) as the dimensionless con-
volution of Lorentzian and Maxwellian distributions,

2 X 3 5
a [~ eVd e core
E/ a +( _yx)zm 2 wing - O

e Y /X2

The ‘damping parameter’, a =Avy/2Avp, describes the rela-
tive thermal broadening compared to the natural line width. We
focus on the case of Lyt where Avp, =9.936 x 107 Hz, and, in
an isothermal gas, the damping parameter traces the tempera-
ture 7. Specifically a ~4.702 x 10~* (T /10* K)~'/2. The cross
section at dimensionless frequency x is oy = cpH(a, x), where
0o =5.898 x 10~ 1* (T /10* K)~'/2 cm? is the cross section at line
center. This allows us to give the optical depth as

H(a,x)=

T = / k(r)H(a,x)de, 4)
Jpath

where k(r) = nui(r)op is the absorption coefficient at line center
at position r = ro + ¢n. We define the line center optical depth 7y
as the integrated value from the center to the outer boundary of a
spherical cloud, and use this throughout as a simulation parameter.

In general, it is only possible to solve Eq. (1) numerically, how-
ever further analytical progress can be made if the product a7y is
sufficiently large (for a comprehensive discussion see Nebrin et al.
2025). In this regime, scattering may be treated as a diffusion pro-
cess in both space and frequency, and we find analytical solutions
for the angular-averaged frequency Jy = ﬁ J I dQ. To do so, we

integrate Eq. (1) further defining H, = ﬁ J nl, dQ to give us
V.H, — / 40 — ki, + / keduRy d . (5)

where Ry, = (47) 2 [[ dQ'dQ Ry o, » is the angular-averaged
redistribution function, with Ry_,, = Av3 Ry/_,, and J, = AvpJy.
In optically thick environments, the intensity is nearly isotropic
(Eddington approximation), and we can apply Fick’s law as a
closure relation to the moment equations:

VJ,

3k,
The Fokker—Planck approximation (FPA) is often used to approx-
imate the redistribution integral, but, as will be explained below,
the common form of the approximation is only accurate for
wing frequencies (Rybicki & Dell’ Antonio 1994; Rybicki 2006;
McClellan et al. 2022) where frequency diffusion occurs. The error
of the FPA is explicitly shown in the Appendix A from which it is
clear that the Fokker—Planck treatment can only be expected to

H,~

(©)

3
have good results in the wing. The usual approximation is
10 aJ
—koJx+ / kyJuRy sy dx' ~ Eg (kxai;) ) (7

from which one can write down the diffusion equation under an
analytical transform and solve for J. Then one can derive the
radiation energy density, related to the angular-averaged inten-
sity as u(r) = 47” J Jx(r) dx, the trapping time, defined as fip =
27! [u(r)dV with £ the source luminosity,® and the outward
force multiplier

Mp=2"" jfk(r)Fddez—é/Vu(r) v, ®

where the second expression follows from Ficks law, replacing the
flux by F ~ —cVu/3k for diffusive radiation. The force multiplier
quantifies the enhancement of the momentum coupling compared
to the single scattering limit of .Z/c (e.g. Dijkstra & Loeb 2008).
We define the Lya scattering rate as Py = (4n/.%) [ 0,J; dx,
where we normalize by the total luminosity .2 since we express
intensity in terms of energy instead of photon number, as previ-
ous authors have done in Higgins & Meiksin (2012) and Seon
& Kim (2020). Then the average number of scatterings is Nycyr =
J Ponuy dV which becomes

Ncar = % | k(r) H(a,x) Jy(r) dxav . ©)

The diffusion approximation has been analytically explored in
numerous works (e.g. Harrington 1973; Neufeld 1990; Dijkstra
et al. 2006; Tomaselli & Ferrara 2021; McClellan et al. 2022),
however, the notation and definitions in this paper are consistent
with Lao & Smith (2020) and Smith et al. (2025), which explore
more general solutions that account for gradient structures in den-
sity and velocity space, respectively. In Nebrin et al. (2025), a
combination of a wide range of effects were analytically treated.
All analytical results were validated with MCRT simulations, and
the diffusion approximation is accurate as long as atp > 1000.

To directly solve Eq. (1) without any approximations, we
employ the MCRT algorithm which samples a large number of
individual photon paths to generate statistically converged prop-
erties of the radiation field. We utilize the Cosmic Ly Radiative
Transfer code (COLT), which is described in Smith et al. (2015,
2019, 2022) and McClymont et al. (2025). Concisely, the optical
depth to be traversed between scattering events is drawn from an
exponential distribution, consistent with the interpretation of the
optical depth 1, from Eq. (4) as the inverse mean free path between
photon interactions. Once the photon has traversed enough dis-
tance to attenuate this randomly drawn optical depth, the photon
undergoes a scattering event, and the frequency and direction are
updated accordingly. This process is repeated until the photon
escapes the computational domain. Sampling enough photon paths
will result in converged properties of the radiation field thus solv-
ing Eq. (1) for the intensity I(r, x, n) and related quantities with
the definitions provided.

Although accurate when fully converged without using any
acceleration scheme, resonant-line MCRT suffers significantly
from repeated core scatterings when the photon is near the line
center frequency, which causes the algorithm to slow down. Each
time the photon goes to a resonant frequency, it gets trapped in
space until a random excursion into the wing of the line (caused

2The trapping time is often normalized by the light crossing time, which has geometric
correction factors for extended sources (Smith et al. 2025).
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Figure 1. The relative percent error in the fitting formula given by Eq. (13) is shown
in green. The bound on the error is very low for the parameter range of interest.
In the inset plot, the exact solution for largest solution to Eq. (12) found with a root
finder is shown in black while the red line indicates x¢ defined as the frequency
where H(a, x) transitions from a Gaussian to a Lorentzian distribution, which is
important for core-skipping algorithms.

by an interaction with a hydrogen atom of sufficiently large veloc-
ity) enables the photon to move a non-negligible distance. Further,
the error scales linearly with optical depth, meaning that higher-
density simulations would require more photons for the same
level of error, contributing to a very long runtime to produce
converged simulations. The exact details of Lyoe MCRT con-
vergence are given in (Kasiri et al., in prep). To avoid photon
trapping, the core-skipping algorithm picks an interaction with
an atom that has enough velocity to push the core photons out
into the wing of the line, the boundary of which will be defined
in Section 3. Core-skipping retains accuracy for emergent prop-
erties, since photons cannot move in physical space until they
diffuse in frequency and are already in the wing. Unfortunately,
core photons can considerably impact internal properties, specif-
ically the force multiplier, since repeated core scatterings impart
momentum in a way that does not cancel out. Clearly, the inherent
accuracy of Monte Carlo is challenged by core-skipping, espe-
cially for frequency-dependent quantities, which we explore in
this paper as the cause for missing momentum when comparing
analytical results to Monte Carlo results. To avoid misinterpreting
MCRT simulations, we refrain from using core-skipping in our
simulations unless otherwise mentioned.

3. Spectral distributions of radiation

Core photons can contribute significantly to internal radiation
properties, such as the total number of scatterings, the trap-
ping time, and the total momentum imparted. Fully capturing
these contributions in simulations requires running MCRT simu-
lations without the commonly adapted core-skipping algorithms
that result in a significant ray-tracing speed-up. From previous
analytical developments in Lyo RT (Lao & Smith 2020; Nebrin
et al. 2025; Smith et al. 2025), we can derive spectral distri-
butions of internal fields to quantify the relative contribution of
core scatterings relative to wing scatterings based on the diffu-
sion approximation for the various internal quantities. We use the
results from Lao & Smith (2020) in reference to spherical geom-
etry without any velocity or density gradients. We compare these
distributions with MCRT simulations that do not use core-skipping
to analyze the accuracy of our analytical findings. Using core-
skipping gives results that converge to the wrong answer because
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of the missing core contributions. To amend this, a semi-analytical
core correction can approximate core contributions to the force
multiplier, trapping time, and number of scatterings while allowing
for the use of core skipping. This works quite well for the trap-
ping time and the number of scatterings, but the force multiplier
suffers from the breakdown of diffusion approximations, which
we elaborate on. More practically, we show that the force can be
efficiently calculated from a quickly convergent energy density or
pressure calculation with even less error than the analytical cor-
rection. We compare this with an upcoming Ly code based on
the diffusion approximation, LYDION-1D (Nebrin et al., in prep).
Future calculations rely heavily on £, defined in differential form

as
di = ﬁL _
3 1H (a, x)

Here X% depends on both the temperature and frequency through
H(a,x). When finding exact solutions, we use numerical inte-
gration to solve for %(x). To distinguish between the “core” and
“wing” frequencies, we use the approximations in Eq. (3) to find

2n X [m erfi(x)
Wing: i~/ —— Core: irc/——= 11
ing: ¥ 27 aty ore: X 6 n an

(10)

where the imaginary error function is erfi(x) = —ierf(ix).
Equating the two approximations and solving gives a critical fre-
quency x%,. This frequency is different from x., from eq. (21) of
Smith et al. (2015), which is defined by equating the two approx-
imations in Eq. (3) for H(a, x). We show x,,, defined by equating
the approximations after integrating 1/H (a, x), better character-
izes differences in behavior between the core and the wing than
the traditional x.,. The transcendental equation for x7,, is
2 x 3

gxcw =aerfi(x},),

and an accurate fitting formula in our relevant parameter range is

- (a) = 153760~ 037024 In(a)
X, a)= .
ow 0.85538 — 0.04730 In(a)

We plot the relative error, which is strongly bounded over the rel-
evant parameter range, in Fig. 1 and show the exact form in an
inset versus the fitting formula along with the value of x., as
a reference in red to highlight the difference in definition. The
procedure through this section is as follows: let Q be a general
radiative transfer quantity, e.g. from Eqs. (8)—(9). We define the
spectral distribution of Q as the frequency derivative dQ/dx = Q,.
Similarly, the contribution to Q over a frequency range Xpmin t0 Xmax
is j;ﬁ‘:ix 0O,dx. To find the core contribution, Q°°"¢, take Xxmax =
X%y and xpin = —x7,. Then the wing contribution is defined as
Q"ng = 9 — °°", The fraction of contribution to Q coming from
frequencies < |x| is defined as

_ ffx Qxdx
fQ,<\x\ = m ;

and the label can vary depending on Q, but is descriptive of the
quantity.

12)

(13)

(14)

3.1. Spectral trapping time

The spectral trapping time in a general finite-cloud geometry is
defined as

dr 4
wp _ [ (R av.

o -z | 15)

ttrap.x =
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Figure 2. A comparison between analytical trapping time (thin lines) and MCRT
simulations (thick lines) as defined in Eq. (15). Bottom Panel: The analytical #ap,«
from Eq. (17) evaluated exactly with numerical integration for various values of 7,
with a fixed temperature of T = 10* K compared with binned contributions from
MCRT simulations. The vertical line shows xg,, at this temperature. Top Panel:
The cumulative fraction of rp from frequencies < |x| (firap) as defined in Eq. (14).
The agreement here is almost perfect once the diffusion approximation is valid.

We define volume-weighted averages as

() = J f(r)av
="
In spherical geometry, with a total cloud radius R we have
tirap.x/tight = (167*R* /3.%) (J.), where (Jy) is the average inter-
nal spectrum at a given frequency x, and the light crossing time
iS fighe =R /c. For a static uniform density spherical point source
cloud this simplifies to (see Eq. 90 in Lao & Smith 2020)
tLrap,x \f6

=—1In (1 +e7”|f|) .
Night T

(16)

a7

To find the trapping time contributions from various frequency
ranges, we must integrate the spectral trapping time over a fre-
quency range. We consider the two cases by defining the core
contribution as the quantity integrated over core frequencies (|x| <
x5, and the wing contribution as the quantity integrated over
wing frequencies (|x| > x%,,). Under the core approximation,

trap,x / Hight = 76 In

73 erfi(]x|)
o (T
V6

~ — In(2) = 0.540
 In(2) ~0.540,

core
1,

(18)

where we make use of the fact that x <xf,, = erfi(x)/70 <
1 for any physical optical depth under the diffusion regime.
Thus, after integrating from —xg,, to x¢,,, we find 7535 / fiighe =
(2v/6/7 1n(2)) x,, which only varies weakly with temperature.
Under the wing approximation,

273 |3

— 19

27 at ’ (19

1 +exp (—

which may be asymptotically expanded to get a far wing approx-
imation but needs to be numerically integrated to find the general
wing contribution. In the limit as x — 0, both the core and wing
approximation approach the same value, so the overall spectral
distribution of the trapping time is well described by the wing
approximation for all frequencies while the core contribution

win \/6
ttrap7gx / tlight = 7 ln

=
=}

°©
w
T
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Figure 3. A comparison between the analytical spectral number of scatterings
(thin lines) and MCRT simulations (thick lines) as defined in Eq. (20). Bottom
Panel: The analytical Ngcat, from Eqg. (21) normalized by 7, as a function of x at
various 1, at a fixed temperature T = 10* K compared to binned MCRT simulation
data. The vertical dotted line shows the value of xf, for this temperature. Top
Panel: The cumulative scattering fraction fsca; <y as defined in Eq. (14).

quickly dies off for |x| > x,,. In the bottom panel of Fig. 2, we plot
the spectral trapping time from Eq. (17) with thin lines, and MCRT
results with thick lines. In the top panel of Fig. 2, we integrate
the spectral distribution giving the contribution from the trapping
time coming from frequencies < |x|. The agreement is excellent
and the error decreases as Ty increases. As expected, the distribu-
tion in the core is roughly constant at all optical depths, and the
wing spread increases as the optical depth increases, which leads
to a broader emission line. This follows from increased diffusion
as the medium becomes more opaque for wing photons. The wing
contribution quickly beats out the core contribution as 7y increases.

3.2. Spectral number of scatterings

By a similar notion, we can analyze the spectral average scattering
value by defining
dNgcar 47

o2 / J(Pk(F)H(a,x)dV

which in the case of a constant density static spherical cloud, using
Eq. (17), can be expressed in terms of the spectral trapping time as

(20)

Nscat,x =

6 )
Nycat.x = ckoH (a, X) tiapx = %ro H(a,x)In (1 n e—”‘X‘) @

In Fig. 3, the bottom panels plot the spectral distribution of the
number of scatterings while the top panel plots the cumulative
contribution defined in Eq. (14) for a variety of optical depths
against MCRT simulations. The agreement with MCRT simula-
tions is very good, with only a small error near the core. Across
different optical depths, the total Ny is fully determined by the
core scatterings. There is excellent agreement in the core and, as
will be predicted by Eq. (25), when normalized by 7, the distribu-
tions lie on top of each other. The cumulative plots are all on top
of each other because of the negligible contribution of wing scat-
terings to the total number of scatterings. The far wing becomes
noisy as the number of photons that undergo a lot of scatterings
is small, especially for smaller 7y. To further analyze the core and
wing contributions and their scaling, we proceed with analytics.
In previous work (Higgins & Meiksin 2012; Seon & Kim 2020),



H(a, x) has been treated as a delta function centered at x = 0 with
normalization | H(a, x)f(x)dx ~ /7 f(0), from which we recover
the usual result for the average number of scatterings in a sphere:

/6
Nscat,é ~ ( p In 2) T ~0.958 19,

where 0 signifies that H(a,x) was treated here as a delta func-
tion. This assumes that all scatterings occur exactly at line center,
which is true only when 7y — c. For more precision at intermedi-
ate optical depths (where the diffusion approximation still holds)
and to gain insight into scalings, we derive the core and the wing
contributions. Expanding H (a, x) to second order in a gives

(22)

H(a, x)Ne_x —I——[ZxF( ) — l}—l—aze_x (1—2x%),

N

where F(x) = [ Py dy is the Dawson function. We define the
first frequency integral of the Hjerting—Voigt function

2
Y(a,x) /H a,x)dx~ \/Zﬁerf(x) - —aF(x) +atxe™ ,

N
24)

as in Eq. (82) of Smith et al. (2025). Using the core expression for
core, we find that for large optical depths

ttrap >
| 73 erfi(|x|)
1 A = dx
+ exp ( 3 o

)Y(a,xzw)) 7.

(23)

Xew /6
NEore — 2 /0 %TOH(a,x)ln

= In( (25)

(5
Treating H(a,x) as an effective delta function is equivalent to
assuming that all scatterings occur in the core, so we can recover
Eq. (22) from Eq. (25) by evaluating Y (x,,) as x%,, — o (only the
zeroth order term survives, and erf(x) — 1 as x — o). We note that
for most physical temperatures, Eq. (22) is quite accurate to the
zeroth order. For the wing limit, we find

= /6 21 ||
—10H In |1
o T ToH (a,x)In |1 + exp 27 an

2V6 . /°° ox 2% |6
R —a
a2 X P 27 a

_2 (21 [k

= Jan <ﬁ) 3V an
where I'(z,x) = [7#"le7'dr is the upper incomplete gamma
function. The integrand is negligible compared to 7y, so the wing
contribution will be negligible compared to the number of core
scatterings, i.e., NS‘ESZ’ <K NE¥e. Generally, x%, < (at)'/? in the
diffusion limit, so we may Taylor expand the incomplete gamma

function,
1 [om3sd 1 3 (2at\'?
I'f—,\/—"¥ |~ (-2 — .27
( 37V 27 amny 3 +x§W 3 @7)
Note that I'(—1/3) = —4.06 < 0. Then the wing scatterings have
a term o< Ty, indicating the number of returns from the core (via

wing excursions with scatterings ~ of order unity) and a negative
correction o< (aTy)?/> corresponding to the final wing excursion

Nwmg -9

scat

) (at)*?, (26)
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Figure 4. Statistics on the number of wing scatterings for photons that eventually
return to the core. Bottom Panel: The probability density function of photons
having Nscat, wing SCatters in the wing excluding the scatters in the final excursion
leading to escape for various values of 7. The temperature is fixed at T = 10* K.
The dots represent the mean of the distribution and the arrows point from one
mean to the location of the next predicted mean based off the analytical form in
Eq. (28). The scaling comes to better agreement as the optical depth increases.
Top Panel: The cumulative probability that a photon scatters less than Nscatwing
times prior to the final wing excursion.

leading to escape:

1 1
i 2 2\% 1 2 3 2\3
Now® s — | = r 3 =z
scat \ETC 77 (aTO) + X5, 3 (aTO)

final wing excursion

core-wing transitions
(28)
Note that x},, depends on a in a nontrivial manner (see Eq. 13),
canceling out some of the temperature dependence; however, the
scaling with 7y remains unchanged. More optically thick clouds
need more wing scatterings to get excursions far enough into the
wing for the opacity to drop off and for the photon to escape.
However, the scaling differs between different types of wing
scatterings between excursions that drift back to the core and
excursions that lead to escape. The 7 scaling is due to small excur-
sions into the wing that drift back to the core. These are much
more common than lucky excursions that take you far enough
from line center for escape. The relative dominance of return to
the core over these rare wing excursions is easily understood by
the exponential-Lorentzian decay of the redistribution function Ry
for core-wing transitions (e.g. Hummer 1962; Ayres 1985), which
falls off asymptotically as e /A /x> when the incoming frequency
¥ < x%y. The (at)?/? scaling is the correction for wing scatterings
in the final wing excursion leading to escape and follows from
back of the envelope estimates of Nyca ~ ‘L’Cm, with the optical
depth at the critical escape frequency being Terit ~ Xerit ~ (aTo) 173,
To check the scalings in Eq. (28), we use MCRT to count the
number of total scatterings, the number of scatterings in the core,
and the number of scatterings in the excursion leading to escape
for each photon. Each 7y then gives a distribution, the mean of
which follows the analytical scaling predictions. In the bottom
panel of Fig. 4, the distribution of the number of scatters in the
wing (excluding the scatterings in the final excursion) is shown
for various cloud optical depths. The points represent the mean of
the distributions, and the arrows show the expected scaling pre-
diction from one optical depth to the next. As predicted by the
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Figure 5. Statistics on the number of wing scatterings for photons that eventu-
ally return to the core. Bottom Panel: the probability density function of photons
having Ngcat, last excursion Scatterings in the final wing excursion leading to escape
across several optical depths. The temperature is fixed at T = 10* K. Again, the
dots present means and the arrows point to the next predicted mean based off
the scaling in Eq. (28). The agreement is excellent at higher optical depths. The
vertical dotted line distinguishes the leftover photons in the zero bin that are plot-
ted discretely. Top Panel: the cumulative distribution giving the probability that a
photon has < Ngcat, last excursion Scatterings in its last excursion.

second term in Eq. (28), the number of wing scatterings scales
linearly with 7p. The top panel shows the cumulative probabil-
ity that a photon has less than Ny wing Scatterings prior to the
final excursion. For lower optical depths, the CDF being > 0 at
Nycat,wing = 1 indicates that the photons may escape in a single
wing excursion without ever returning to the core. In the bottom
panel of Fig. 5, the distribution of the number of scatterings in the
excursion that led to escape is shown for various optical depths.
The vertical line distinguishes the zero bin, e.g. the discrete prob-
ability that a photon does not scatter after making it to the wing
for the final time. The arrows verify the expected scaling based on
the previous mean and the analytical estimate from the first term
in Eq. (28) as (m’o)z/ 3 especially between higher optical depths,
where the diffusion assumptions are most valid. The top panel
shows the cumulative distribution, the probability that a photon
has < Ngcatlast excursion Scatterings in the last wing excursion. At
low optical depth, this is nonzero from the start since in optically
thin clouds, escape in the core can occur. For higher optical depth,
this verifies the (aro)z/ 3 scaling for wing scatterings in the last
excursion derived in Lao & Smith (2020) and re-derived later in
Sec. 4. This shows that photons escape into the wing and scatter
several times prior to escape.

3.3. Spectral force multiplier

The force multiplier describes the factor by which repeated reso-
nant scatterings amplify radiation feedback relative to the single-
scattering limit (Dijkstra & Loeb 2008; Kimm et al. 2018; Lao &
Smith 2020; Nebrin et al. 2025). Nebrin et al. (2025) demonstrates
how this can be important even in the presence of damping mech-
anisms. In performing the MCRT simulations for Nebrin et al.
(2025), we found that there was some discrepancy between the
analytical and numerical results, especially at intermediate optical
depths. This can be attributed to the breakdown of the diffu-
sion approximation. We find here that the diffusion approximation

e, <x|
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Figure 6. A comparison between the analytical spectral force multiplier (thin
lines) and MCRT simulations (thick lines) as defined in Eq. (29). Bottom Panel:
The analytical Mr, from Eq. (30) evaluated exactly with numerical integration for
various values of 7y and for a temperature T = 10* K comparing to the binned con-
tributions from MCRT simulations. The vertical dotted line shows the value of xg,,
for this temperature corresponding to where the qualitative behavior of the func-
tion changes. Top Panel: The cumulative fraction of Mg from frequencies < |x|
(fMF‘<M) as defined in the text in Eq. (14). The higher the optical depth, the more
diffusion there is into the wing of the line leading to smaller contributions of the
force multiplier from core scatterings.

breaks down in the core specifically, while the analytical agree-
ment with MCRT in the wing is very good. We define the spectral
force multiplier by

4

dMF —1 T
—Sr=2t [knp v~ -7 [V, @
- (r) [ Vi, @)
In the case of a point source in a static uniform density spherical
cloud without dust (Lao & Smith 2020), Eq. (29) reduces to

=V ()]

As described in Section 1, core scatterings are not tracked when
core-skipping acceleration schemes are used, leading to a miss-
ing momentum contribution that these photons would have every
time they return to the core, since only one of the core scatter-
ings is contributing when there could have been ~ 7j scatterings
that were skipped. To compute the force multiplier contributed by
core scatterings, we notice that in the diffusion approximation in
combination with the core approximation for ¥ leads to

e o |8 [ [F erfillx)
P N — > In ,
3 24 To

F.x

(30)

(€29
and the contribution to Mp in the wing is
i 8 [273 X3
MY ~ —/—1In |tanh [ —\/ = — 32
Fx 372 o e 27 aty (32)

The bottom panel of Fig. 6 shows the spectral force multiplier MF x
from Eq. (30) where ¥ is exactly evaluated with numerical integra-
tion. The temperature is fixed at 7 = 10* K and the different curves
correspond to various optical depths. The vertical line shows the
(constant) value of x7,, which shows the qualitative change in the
core-wing transition. The top panel shows the cumulative fraction

of contribution to the force multiplier fMF.<\x\ from frequencies
< |x|. It is clear that for high 7y, wing scatterings dominate the



force multiplier. However, there is a significant discrepancy for
core frequencies, while the agreement in the wing is excellent. In
general, analytical prediction significantly underestimates numer-
ical results for core frequencies, resulting in the discrepancy in the
total (integrated) force multiplier M seen in previous papers, the
result being more exaggerated for intermediate optical depths, as
suggested by the cumulative fraction at x}, (Nebrin et al. 2025;
Smith et al. 2025). In addition, the numerical results do not fully
converge, especially for higher 7y. This can be caused by the lack
of photons and Mg, needing many photons (~ 10 x 7y photons)
to converge; however, the exorbitant cost of running MCRT sim-
ulations without core skipping is not always justifiable. Another
reason is the momentum binning. The MCRT results calculate the
net change in momentum by incoming frequency. The Ry redistri-
bution function shows that when the incoming frequency is in the
wing, the outgoing frequency distribution is centered around the
incoming frequency. If the incoming frequency is in the core, the
outgoing frequency is effectively randomly redistributed into the
core with a small chance of making a wing excursion (Hummer
1962; Dijkstra 2014). Hence, even if the binned Mg , is noisy and
remains so as the number of photons increases, the integrated value
still converges (Kasiri et al., in prep).

The disagreement between the analytical and numerical solu-
tion is a fundamental breakdown in the diffusion approximation.
To explore this, we show in Appendix A that the Fokker—Planck
approximation, described in Section 1, breaks down for core fre-
quencies since a term that is important in the core is ignored, which
Rybicki & Dell’ Antonio (1994) simply accepted as a necessary
error to enforce photon conservation. However, photon conserva-
tion can be enforced if we expand the product of RyJ as opposed
to just J. The result, following Meiksin (2006), gives

B , 1 [ d) 19 (9%
"xH/ kR A A 5 57 {kXTer?(Tx 2]
(33)

but even with this term and the numerical solution of the diffusion
equation from initial explorations with LYDION-1D (Nebrin et al.,
in prep), it is not obvious this improves the accuracy of My calcula-
tions. A potential fix could be an even higher-order Fokker—Planck
expansion, which is necessary in the core, since |x —x'|/|x/| is
potentially large, however physically the random-redistributive
nature of the Ry function in the core makes frequency diffu-
sion inaccurate. An in-progress study of generalized frequency
redistribution will explore these nuances.

3.4. Uniform source solutions

In this brief subsection, we derive the corresponding spectral dis-
tributions for the limiting case of a uniform source with constant
density and no velocity structure where the emission is uniformly
spread throughout the cloud. The general solutions for spherical
geometry in this case are neatly presented in Lao & Smith (2020).
The spectral trapping time derived from Eq. (15) and eq. (99) in
Lao & Smith (2020) is

Tirap x

3v6 2
= —{Li3 (™), (34)
ight T

where the polylogarithm is Lis(z) =Y Z"/n®. Multiplying by
ToH (a, x) gives the spectral number of scatterings as

Nyca = [ifH(a,x) Lis (e)} %, ()
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and finally the spectral force multiplier for a uniform source from
Eq. (29) using eq. (95) from Lao & Smith (2020) gives

Me = 200 {Li3 () —Lia( - efﬂm)} |

This analytical solution is shown in Fig. 7 with the blue curves cor-
responding to the solutions using different calculation methods to
get My .. These methods are explained in the following subsection,
but the analytical solution works very well in the uniform case, as
is expected from Nebrin et al. (2025) where the uniform source
solutions matched the analytical solutions more neatly.

(36)

3.5. Diffusion-based force estimators

As mentioned above, numerous core scatterings slow down MCRT
codes by several orders of magnitude. To achieve significant
speed-ups, core scatterings are skipped by preferentially select-
ing interacting hydrogen atoms with enough velocity to move the
photon out into the wing. Core-skipping algorithms come in mul-
tiple flavors, the simplest of which sets a fixed critical frequency
Xcrit- The photons inside the core, typically defined as xcy rather
than x7,, (see Fig. 1), are then minimally pushed out to frequencies
X > Xerit- In @ more complex manner, X can be set dynamically
by analyzing the minimum optical depth needed for escape. From
the previous subsections, it is obvious that skipping these scat-
terings leads to errors in some internal radiation properties. We
now discuss potential solutions to avoid needing high-photon, no
core-skipping MCRT, which is too computationally burdensome in
practice. Firstly, if only emergent radiation properties are needed,
and core-skipping is safe to use, then we recommend using x,, as
opposed to x.y as the boundary between core and wing frequen-
cies, which the plot of Nyca » (Fig. 3) clearly shows is the boundary
where the power-law scaling of the wing starts.

If internal radiation properties are needed, then core skipping
will give wrong results even if fully converged, since the core por-
tion of the spectral distributions is almost completely lost. Core
scatterings can account for anywhere from 5% — 80% of the total
force multiplier (depending on optical depth) and account for vir-
tually all scatterings. In the diffusion regime, path-based MCRT
estimators for energy density and pressure converge faster than
direct event-based MCRT momentum exchange, while also giving
a force multiplier that is closer to no core skipping calculations
than the analytical solution. The analytical estimate for the number
of scatterings < x, is very accurate, so we focus on strategies to
accelerate the convergence of Mg. The most efficient, but perhaps
resulting in the lowest accuracy correction, is to add [, .. Mg5*
to the force multiplier after completing a MCRT simulation with
core skipping based on the analytical estimate. Either way, we sug-
gest using the gradient of the energy density or the divergence
of the pressure tensor integrated over the volume (Roth & Kasen
2015), as suggested by Eq. (8). The energy density calculation con-
verges much faster than computing the momentum transfers since
energy density is computed with a path-based approach as opposed
to a scattering-based one (see Kasiri et al., in prep). The pressure
approach converges slower than the energy density gradient, but it
is more fundamental to Fick’s law in Eq. (6) from which Eq. (8)
for the force multiplier follows, and allows for an anisotropic force
in multi-dimensional geometries.

In Fig. 7 we show Mg, computed using the different strategies
described above for 7y = 107 and 7 = 10* K. To do this in MCRT,
an internal spectrum tracker is used to find u(r, x). We find that
the analytical solution breaks down in the core and results in the
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Figure 7. The spectral force multiplier Mg, computed with various numerical tech-
niques compared to our analytical solutions for both a uniform source and a
point source using a constant optical depth 7, = 107 and a constant temperature
T =10* K. The numerical techniques include direct total change in momentum
from MCRT, the gradient of the energy density and pressure, and from LYDION-
1D, an upcoming Lye diffusion solver.

lowest Mg when integrated over all frequencies. The LYDION-1D
diffusion solver result for a point source is not converged since
that would require very fine radial binning and hence it appears
even lower, but the force multiplier agrees with the pressure calcu-
lation from MCRT. The LYDION-1D result for the uniform source
is converged. Calculating Mf from the energy density has better
agreement, but the error is still large in the core. The pressure esti-
mator is even closer to the actual value of Mg, however, disagrees
with the energy density estimator in the core and for frequencies
near the core for the point source, which shows a better initial
agreement with the direct momentum computation. For a uniform
source, all strategies agree, but the direct momentum computation
still gives the highest force multiplier. Note that the integrated Mg
value yet again is converged and the noise in the core is due to
more random redistribution in the core so that many more photons
are required for full convergence.

The discrepancy between the energy density calculation and the
pressure calculation in the point source calculations implies that
the Eddington approximation (Prag = Usaq/3) is not valid at certain
frequencies and positions within the cloud. The pressure tensor
is diagonalized under the isotropic radiation field approximation,
and the eigenvalues should all be P,q(7) = uaq(r)/3 in spherical
geometry. We plotted the frequency-dependent Eddington factor,
defined as Pradx (r)/uradx (r), in Fig. 8 for a variety of 7y values in
the different panels and a spherical point source with 7 = 10* K.
The expected value is 3 x Eddington Factor =1, which is the
lower limit of the color bar. As also suggested in Fig. 7 in the dis-
crepancy between the energy density and pressure calculations, the
Eddington factor is higher than 1/3 near ~ x.y, especially at lower
radii. The more optically thick the cloud (or consequently the
larger the radius), the more isotropic the radiation field becomes.
This explains why the approximation is better near the edge of the
cloud and at smaller radii for higher cloud optical depths. Overall,
the Eddington approximation still holds in the limit 7y — oo, how-
ever, for optical depths that are computationally affordable, there is
a breakdown near the source, which may contribute to some error
in the analytic solutions.

3 Prad, x/ Urad, x
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Figure 8. The Eddington Factor 3 Prag. / urag. for optical depths o= 10° (top
panel), 7 = 107 (middle panel), and 1, = 10% (bottom panel) vs. normalized radius
r/ R and frequency x. The temperature is fixed at T = 10* K, and each simulation
uses 10° photons (enough for convergence). The images are placed on a black
background and the opacity of each data cell is weighted by the normalized energy
density at each radius. The expected value is 1, corresponding to the lower limit
of the color bar.

4. Photon-based transport and escape statistics

In the previous section, we derived spectral distributions of inter-
nal radiation properties from the diffusion approximation to char-
acterize the relative contribution of core scatterings and wing
scatterings, and we compared our findings with MCRT simula-
tions. The robustness of MCRT allows us to keep track of more
information than is possible to track analytically. In this sub-
section, we present some statistics related to Ly escape and
scattering to understand the properties of Lya radiation at dif-
ferent frequencies, enhancing our understanding of resonant-line
transfer properties and escape, and complementing the results of
Sec. 3. Ly photons are traditionally thought to escape in a sin-
gle longest excursion to the wing, where the optical depth drops
to order unity, allowing the photon to diffuse in space. As a result,
the higher the line center optical depth 7y, the higher the frequency
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Figure 9. The faction of photons that escape to a frequency > |x|, fesc.« for various
optical depths with data from MCRT simulations. Normalizing the frequency axis
by (at)'/? results in nearly an identical function with small deviations from one 1,
to another. The integrated spectra from Eq. (37) are below the numerical curves
because they represent the emergent values allowing for drifts back to lower fre-
quencies than the maximum excursion.

must be for escape to become probable. However, escape to larger
frequencies is rare, so a photon can undergo many small excur-
sions, and it is unclear whether these can result in escape before
the photon returns to the core. We compute the fraction of pho-
tons that escape a frequency, the expectation value of the total path
length traversed, the total number of scatterings undergone, the
radius reached, and the sum of the changes in frequency prior to a
photon escaping a given frequency bin. Each expectation value is
computed as a function of the max-frequency bin a photon has vis-
ited until the photon escapes the cloud. All simulation data come
from the same set of no core-skipping MCRT simulations that fix
the temperature at 7 = 10* K while the number of photons was
increased as high as modest computational resources allowed.

To explain the power-law scalings that will appear for wing
frequencies, we review some prior scaling relations with the addi-
tional rigor of this paper. Osterbrock (1962) derived the drift back
to the core for wing frequencies as —1/x and the RMS frequency
displacement as x resulting in ~ x> scatterings to return to the core.
In Appendix B, we derive this result in a more rigorous manner
with a small correction and test it with simulations. In the wing, the
photon travels a greater distance, and if it escapes, then standard
random walk arguments give Nycat ~ (R/ lmfp)z. Now in the wing,
Amip = R/ToH (x) ~ /TRx* Jaty. Equating these two gives a char-
acteristic escape frequency as Xesc = (aTo/+/7)'/3. From this we
recover that for the escape excursion Ny jast excursion < (@T0)%/>
which is consistent with the rigorous derivation from Eq. 28. For a
homogeneous medium, 7(r) = (r/R) Ty, so Ty can be replaced with
7(r) for inner rings of our spherical clouds of radius r.

Fig. 9 shows the fraction of photons that escape at a frequency
> |x| in thick lines and compares it with the complement of the
integrated spectra using eq. (88) from Lao & Smith (2020) (see
also Dijkstra et al. 2006) in thin lines as a reference for various
values of 7p. The integrated value of the spectra is

X
J(x) dx (73 %3
lfﬁ;"#:lftanh —— |,
5 T (x) dx 54 aty
which is an estimate of the escape fraction. Note that the value
of these two is not expected to agree since photons can escape

to a high frequency and then drift back towards the core with
subsequent wing scatterings that have a small preferential drift

(37
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Figure 10. The average number of scatterings normalized by 7, before a Lyo
photon escapes the frequency |x| for various optical depths with data from MCRT
simulations. The dotted vertical line shows xg,, from Eq. (13).

—1/x (see Appendix B, and Osterbrock 1962). Photons must sur-
pass larger frequencies as Ty increases, indicating a wider range
of trapping even for frequencies further from resonance in the dif-
fusion limit. The frequency needed for escape to be likely (e.g.
when fesc » = 0.5) scales as (at9)'/3, as expected from the scaling
arguments.

The average number of scatterings undergone before a photon
escapes a frequency |x| normalized by optical depth, as suggested
by Eq. (22), is plotted for different optical depths in Fig. 10. The
average number of scatterings to escape the core remains roughly
the same as there is an order of magnitude difference between
each curve in (Nscat) <|x|/ 70 at the frequency |x| = x,,. The order
of magnitude difference in 7p shows the constancy. The power
law scaling in the wing observed before the physical cutoff is
<Nscm><‘x‘ /Tp o< x>. This can be understood from the perspective
of a first passage problem. The optical depth is proportional to
the radius of the cloud due to the homogeneity of the cloud. In
addition, we know that the characteristic number of scatterings
to escape a cloud of optical depth (r) is just 7(r), which char-
acterizes the number of scatterings needed to escape the core at
such an optical depth (Lao & Smith 2020). From the scaling argu-
ments, a wing frequency of xes o [a7(r)]'/? is needed for escape,
80 (Nscat) <|x| & T(r) o x3. This explains the scaling in the wing.
After ~ 7y scatterings, the photons eventually gets a lucky excur-
sion and escape the cloud, resulting in the physical cutoff. This
asymptotic flattening corresponds to the average number of scat-
terings to escape the cloud, which scales as 7y, but not exactly by
an order of magnitude, since the diffusion approximation becomes
more accurate as Ty — o, and we find a better agreement with
Eq. (22).

Fig. 11 shows the average radius reached before a photon

escapes a frequency |x|, which we call (r) .||, normalized by the

cloud radius. The average radius to escape xg, is o< 7 !since pho-

tons in optically thicker environments have a lower mean free
path across frequencies, making escape from the core more dif-
ficult until a sufficiently large frequency is reached. The power
law scaling in the wing is as in the case of the average number
of scatterings (r) |y /R o< x*. This scaling is explained similarly
by the mean free path argument. The asymptotic value of ~ 0.7
approached by all values of 7y characterizes the average radius
reached before a photon escaped a cloud without reaching a higher
frequency. This does not mean that the photon will not scatter at a
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Figure 11. The average radius in units of cloud radius before a Lya photon
escapes the frequency |x| for various optical depths with data from MCRT sim-
ulations. The dotted vertical line shows xg,, from Eq. (13).
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Figure 12. The average total change in frequency before a Lya photon escapes
the frequency |x| for various optical depths with data from MCRT simulations. The
dotted vertical line shows x;,, from Eq. (13).

radius > 0.7R, but, on average, the photon will not drift to a higher
frequency beyond that radius.

Fig. 12 shows the cumulative sum of all frequency changes
before escaping a frequency |x|, that is, Yo Ax/7). Note that
this is binned by the max frequency bin reached, so once a pho-
ton has an absolute frequency > |x|, changes in frequency do not
contribute to the sum even if the frequency goes below |x| subse-
quently. We normalize this by 7y since, on average, the frequency
displacement between scatterings is Ax~ 1 (see Appendix A for
the first moment of the redistribution function, and Osterbrock
1962), so that Y Ax ~ Nycat < Tp. As in the case of (Ngq), the
total frequency displacement before leaving the core is roughly
constant across optical depths. The wings scale with frequency as
Y Ax/Tp < x, and this scaling is explained by the same argu-
ment as for the average number of scatterings since ). Ax ~ Tp.
The similar asymptotic value Axy ~ 0.47) indicates that ):<|x| Ax
scales with 7.

Fig. 13 is the average path length traversed before reaching a
frequency |x|, normalized by the cloud radius for various optical
depths. As the optical depth increases, the average path length to
escape the core decreases since core photons are extremely opti-
cally thick, so the distance between scatterings is very small, and
photons cannot diffuse in space until they undergo a random wing
excursion. Outside of the core, the average path length scales as a
power law in frequency (¢) |y /R o< x*. The extra factor of X arises
from the simple fact that (£)|y = Nscat, last excursionAmfp- In the

logio ({£) <x/R)
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Figure 13. The average total path length traversed by a Lya photon in units of
cloud radius before escaping the frequency |x| for various optical depths with data
from MCRT simulations. The dotted vertical line shows xg,, from Eq. (13). There is
a strong bias to experience most of the transport near the expected critical escape
frequency xesc ~ (ato)'/?.

wing for the excursion that leads to escape, we know Nycq o< x2.
and Apgp o< X2 in the wings, so (€) |, /R o< x*. The curves flatten
asymptotically once most photons have escaped the cloud, which
couples physical space to frequency space. The frequency at which
the curves depart from the power-law scaling is comparable to
the frequency that only ~ 50% of photons reach, which can be
seen in Fig. 9. These statistics provide strong evidence that x,
is the singular frequency that represents the boundary between
the core and the wing, as the characteristic power law scaling
in the wings begins to be valid around this frequency across all
statistics. Additionally, we gain insight into the coupling of the dif-
fusion process in both frequency and physical space and how the
spatial boundary conditions cause asymptotic behavior for many
statistics.

5. Anomalous spatial but classical spectral diffusion

In this section, we explore the distribution of jump lengths and
the overall change in frequency between successive scatterings,
suggesting anomalous diffusion due to the fat-tailed wings of
their probability density functions. In the previous section, all fig-
ures demonstrated diffusion in both frequency and physical space,
which are tightly intertwined depending on whether the photon
was in the wing or the core, but the analytical treatment of optically
thick radiative transfer as a double diffusion process is not valid
across all frequencies because of the breakdown of both Fick’s law
and Fokker—Planck for core frequencies (see Fig. 6). This raises
the question of what the accurate model is. Recently, anomalous
diffusion was pointed out as a potential model for cosmic rays,
and it was pointed out that in resonant-line radiative transfer the
Lorentzian tails of H(x) o< x~2 in the wings can give rise to ‘Levy-
like’ behavior (Liang & Oh 2025; Almada Monter et al. 2025).
If certain distributions are fat-tailed, then this can help explain
the breakdown of the diffusion approximation and suggests a dif-
ferent treatment of diffusion, specifically when the incoming or
outgoing frequency is in the core of the line |x| < x,,. The alterna-
tive, to be explored in future work, is fractional diffusion models
that can accurately capture the non-local effects of anomalous dif-
fusion (Metzler & Klafter 2000). We also numerically compute
frequency statistics on escaped photons and present the probability
that a photon that escapes has some frequency by calculating the
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Figure 14. Statistics on photon jump lengths ¢j,mp between successive scatterings
normalized by the cloud radius R for various values of 1, all for a fixed temperature
of T = 10* K. Bottom Panel: The probability density function p(¢jump/R). The verti-
cal dotted lines show 1/, which is roughly the predicted mean free path. The tails
of the distribution are power laws. Top Panel: The cumulative distribution function
1 — P(< lump) = P(> lump) that gives the probability a photon had a jump > fjymp.

minimum and maximum frequencies reached in the wing excur-
sion leading to escape, which leads to insights into the behavior of
frequency diffusion around core frequencies.

In the bottom panel of Fig. 14, the distribution of path lengths
between scattering events, normalized by the cloud radius, is
shown for various optical depths. The vertical dotted lines are at
values 1/79, as Eq. (22) suggests as ~ the mean free path ({jymp)
and is very near the peak of each distribution. Both tails of this
distribution follow a linear power law (o< fjump on the left wing
and o< %}np on the right wing), which continues until Monte Carlo
sampling limits the distribution on the lower end, and the radius
of the cloud coupled with the optical depth limits the upper end.
Note that the maximum jump length is 2R. As is the argument in
the cosmic-ray community, this physical limit cuts off the fat tail
of the distribution, limiting the effect of anomalous diffusion in
practice (Liang & Oh 2025). The top panel shows the probability
that a photon had a jump > /jym, normalized by radius. We note
that as the optical depth increases there is an additional transition
where spatial transport of wing photons becomes non-anomalous
since the mean-free-path at the critical escape frequency becomes
much smaller than the cloud radius.

In Fig. 15, the distribution of changes in frequency between
scattering events is shown for various optical depths. The distri-
bution has linear scaling as Ax — 0, but decreases exponentially
for larger jumps. Linear scaling arises from the coherent nature of
core scatterings (the flat profile of R(x, x') when x, x" < xcw), which
integrates to give linear scaling. Once Ax ~ x., the scattering cou-
ples to space and causes the exponential cutoff since a photon that
undergoes a large change in frequency is likely to escape from
the cloud with successive wing scatterings of order unity. The
exponential decay in the redistribution function for core-wing tran-
sitions also contributes to this cutoff. The shape is independent of
the optical depth as increasing the optical depth simply increases
the number of interactions, and thus has no impact on individual
scattering statistics. Changing the temperature changes the width
of the Maxwellian velocity, so the frequency shifts in physical
units Av are different, but the temperature dependence is encoded
in Ax = Av/Avp through the Doppler width Avp o< T'/2 and thus
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Figure 15. The probability distribution of frequency shifts between successive
scatterings p(Ax). This is plotted for a fixed optical depth value of 7, =107 and
T = 10*, however the distribution is independent of 7, and 7. The lower end fol-
lows a power law scaling but the distribution has an exponential cutoff.

in dimensionless units there is no temperature dependence. This
was verified with simulations across different optical depths and
temperatures. This distribution can be understood as the weight-
ing of the redistribution function with a given frequency shift Ax
with the average internal spectrum (J;) = [ J(r,x)dV/ [ dV:

S () Ru (¥ + Ax, x') dx’
Jo () o) ! ’

where, to alleviate confusion, we define Ry (x, x') = ¢ (x')Ry_,, as
the joint probability, normalized to unity after integrating over both
incoming and outgoing frequencies, that a photon is absorbed at
frequency x” and remitted at frequency x assuming that the ground
state has no natural line width (the appropriate assumption for
Lya, coined by Hummer (1962) as type II redistribution) and (J;)
is the same as preceding Eq. 17. The peak of p(Ax) is ~ 1, chang-
ing frequency by one Doppler width as expected from the second
moment of the redistribution function given in Appendix B.

Fig. 16 shows statistics on wing excursions leading to photon
escape for various optical depths. We track the initial frequency
of each excursion, defined as the frequency the photon has after
leaving the core (xinit), the maximum frequency reached during
that excursion (xmax), and whether the photon escapes as a result
of that excursion. If a photon escapes the cloud while |xesc| < X7,
then we count x;p;; = Xesc Since it never had an excursion that led
to escape for us to track xmax. In the bottom panel, the dotted
lines show the probability density that a photon that escapes has
an initial excursion frequency xipit. Aside from the medium optical
depth case (19 = 10°), where diffusion in the wing does not hold
even near the core, this distribution is universal outside of x7,,.
The solid lines show the probability density that a photon reaches
some xmax during the excursion that leads to escape. We also plot
the normalized emergent spectra obtained from the MCRT sim-
ulations J(x)/ [ J(x) dx and see that photons tend to drift back
towards the core after reaching their maximum frequency before
finally escaping. The top panel shows the cumulative probabil-
ity that a photon had a frequency < |x| as its maximum or initial
escape frequency, as well as the cumulative spectrum, which is the
complement of Eq. (37). The drift in distributions from the initial
excursion frequency distribution, to the max excursion frequency
distribution, and finally the emergent spectra shows that photons
that escape are mostly those that escape from the core with a fre-
quency close to x7,,, rather than a large jump, and diffused out to
a large enough frequency in several lucky wing scatterings that

p(Ax) = (38)
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Figure 16. Statistics on photon wing excursions that lead to escape across sev-
eral optical depths for a fixed T = 10* K. The vertical dotted line denotes the value
of x},,. The dashed lines show the probability density that an initial excursion fre-
quency leads to escape. The solid lines show the probability density of the max
frequency reached during the wing excursion that leads to escape. Finally, the
normalized spectra obtained from the MCRT simulations is plotted to show the
shift from max excursion frequency to escape frequency.

pushed the photons further out into the wing before returning dif-
fusely prior to escape. The cumulative distribution reaching 1 for
x ~ 10 further shows that most excursions have a small initial wing
frequency before moving further into the wing. When the optical
depth is medium, the distributions do not shift as much as even
small escapes from the core render the opacity small enough to
escape the cloud.

The statistics on excursions combined with the frequency
change distribution are evidence that the standard diffusion pic-
ture holds outside the core boundary, but even near x,,, as it is too
rare to have large jumps either from the core out into the far wing
or jumps from the far wing back into the core. The jump probabil-
ity distribution, however, is fat-tailed on both ends indicating that
even if RT is diffusive in frequency space, there can still be rare
Levy flight behavior in physical space for individual photons.

6. Summary and discussion

In this paper, we have performed a detailed analysis of the
frequency-dependent structure of Lyo radiative transfer in static,
homogeneous spherical clouds. We focused on isolating core and
wing contributions to internal radiation properties and understand-
ing when diffusion-based analytic approximations remain reliable
and where they lose accuracy. We summarize our main results
from benchmarking high optical depth diffusion solutions with
converged MCRT calculations without core-skipping:

1. A physically motivated core—wing transition. We introduced
a new definition of the core—wing transition frequency, xJ,
based on the integrated diffusion variable % rather than the
local behavior of the Voigt profile alone, as was done for xcy,.
This definition more cleanly delineates the change in transport
regime between nearly coherent, non-diffusive core scatterings
and genuine frequency diffusion in the wings. In practice, we
find that using |x| <x}, as the trigger for core-skipping in
MCRT codes is better aligned with the actual onset of wing-like
behavior than the usual choice based on H(a, x), and should
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therefore be preferred for use with core-skipping whenever
only emergent properties are desired.

. Spectral trapping times and number of scatterings. Using the

diffusion approximation, we derived spectral distributions for
the trapping time fyp « and the scattering rate Nycae,x for point
and uniform sources. These analytic spectra agree extremely
well with our no core-skipping MCRT results over the full
frequency range once the aty>>10% diffusion criterion is
satisfied. Core photons contribute a nearly constant baseline
independent of temperature and 7y to f,p, While the wings
dominate the growth of #,, with optical depth. In contrast, the
total number of scatterings Nyc, 1S almost entirely set by core
interactions and scales o Ty with only a small wing correction.
We also rigorously derived and numerically confirmed the scal-
ing Nycat, last excursion (a‘L‘O)Z/ 3 for the final wing excursion and
Nicat, wing < aTp for the cumulative scaling for the number of
wing scatterings that eventually return to the core.

. Limitations of the Diffusion approximation for the force multi-

plier. We constructed analytic expressions for the spectral force
multiplier Mg, and compared them to MCRT estimates based
on the total momentum exchange, the gradient of the energy
density, and the gradient of the radiation pressure. In the wings,
the diffusion solutions reproduce the numerical Mg, remark-
ably well. However, in the core, diffusion theory systematically
underestimates the true force. In the integrated results from
Nebrin et al. (2025), this is more noticeable for intermediate
optical depths where the total fraction of force imparted by core
scatterings is greater than for higher optical depths where wing
scatterings dominate. We show that this discrepancy arises
from a breakdown of the standard Fokker—Planck approxima-
tion and, more fundamentally, from the fact that scattering
in the core is only weakly diffusive in frequency. On the
numerical side, we find that MCRT force estimates converge
slowly, with the required number of photon packets increas-
ing at higher optical depths as a result of more scattering with
near-isotropic cancellations. In practice, force estimators based
on Vugg or V- P4 converge substantially faster than direct
momentum exchange and are therefore strongly recommended
for precise Ly radiation pressure feedback calculations. For a
uniform source, we find good agreement between the momen-
tum, pressure, and energy density calculations of spectral force
multiplier. However, for point sources, there are still order unity
relative differences at intermediate optical depths compared to
converged MCRT results.

. Eddington and Fokker—Planck approximations. By comparing

energy density and pressure-based force estimators, we quanti-
fied where the Eddington approximation Pagx = Uraqx/3 fails
inside the cloud. For point sources, the Eddington factor devi-
ates most strongly from 1/3 near the core-wing transition and
at smaller radii, particularly for moderate 7y. These devia-
tions decrease as Ty increases and the radiation field becomes
more isotropic and wing diffusion dominated. We confirm that
the second-order Fokker—Planck approximation is strictly valid
only in the wings, whereas in the core the redistribution ker-
nel is broad. In most cases the Fokker-Planck and Eddington
approximations can be safely applied.

. Escape channels and coupled spatial-spectral diffusion. Using

no core-skipping MCRT, we characterized how photon fre-
quencies and spatial positions couple. The probability that a
photon ever reaches a given frequency, the average number
of scatterings, total path length traversed, and radius attained
before first crossing |x| all exhibit clear power-law scalings in
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the wings once |x| 2 x%,. In particular, we find (Nycat) <y o< x°,
(r)<‘x‘/Ro<x3, and (th)qx‘/chx“, up to a cutoff set by the
finite cloud size. The primary escape mechanism in optically
thick clouds is not in extraordinarily large jump directly from
the core to x ~ (aty)'/?, but rather a sequence of failed and
lucky wing excursions. Photons typically leave the core in
modest steps just beyond x7,,, undergo multiple scatterings in
the wings, and return to the core or, more rarely, diffuse out to
x| ~ (at9)'/? and escape.

6. Anomalous diffusion and fat-tailed statistics. Finally, we stud-
ied the statistics of spatial and frequency jumps between
successive scatterings. The jump length distribution exhibits
broad, power-law wings that are truncated only by the finite
cloud radius, while the frequency shift distribution peaks at
|Ax| ~ €(1) and shows a linear scaling for small |Ax| followed
by an exponential cutoff. Escape-excursion statistics indicate
that frequency space is well-described by normal diffusion,
but individual photons can undergo rare, long spatial jumps
reminiscent of Lévy flights with power-law tails, however the
radiative trasnfer equation does not immediately lend itself to
fractional diffusion treatment because of the exponential falloff
in the redistribution function for core—wing transitions. These
fat-tailed statistics help explain why diffusion-based analytic
treatments break down in the core and suggest that fractional or
non-local diffusion formalisms may be required to accurately
describe resonant-line transport in that regime.

Taken together, these results provide a coherent framework
for understanding where analytic diffusion treatments of Ly«
radiative transfer are reliable and where full MCRT (or hybrid)
methods are indispensable. For emergent spectra alone, core-
skipping remains an efficient and accurate strategy, especially if
the threshold is tied to the physically motivated x7,,. However, for
internal quantities that control Ly radiation pressure feedback,
core scatterings are essential and diffusion-based estimates of the
force multiplier systematically miss the core contribution, which
are also missed with core-skipping. In such cases, analytic cor-
rections, energy-density- or pressure-based force estimators, and
diffusion solvers like LYDION-1D (Nebrin et al., in prep.) can be
combined to restore much of the missing physics at a fraction of
the cost of brute-force MCRT.

Our analysis has focused on Lyo transport within idealized,
static, dust-free, homogeneous spherical clouds. Future work
could extend these methods to more realistic astrophysical envi-
ronments, including dust absorption and destruction, inhomo-
geneous and clumpy media, and dynamical backgrounds with
velocity gradients and time dependence. Incorporating anomalous-
diffusion-inspired closures, or alternative treatments of the radia-
tive transfer equation by splitting the scattering kernel for wing and
core frequencies, as well as carefully validated core-skipping and
diffusion schemes, into radiation-hydrodynamic simulations will
be particularly important for quantifying Ly radiation pressure
as a pre-supernova feedback channel in high-redshift galaxies.
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Appendix A. Redistribution function moments

We consider the moments of the redistribution term kyR,/_,, needed in the
derivation of the Fokker—Planck approximation. For convenience, we use the
normalized Voigt profile ¢(x)=H(a,x)//T where we drop the a depen-
dence since it isl constant under our isothermal regime. The moments of the
redistribution function are defined as

M (0, x,n) E/(x’ — )Ry (¥, n;x,n) dx’ . (39)

For the cases we consider, the angular dependence reduces to a dependence
on £t =n-n'. The easiest way to evaluate these integrals is in Fourier space
based on the Fourier transform of Ry (Rybicki & Dell’ Antonio 1994). Here
we ignore the recoil term and the additional effects considered in Basko
(1981), Rybicki (2006), and Meiksin (2006). In addition, we only require
the angular-averaged moments, so we define .# (x) = [[ .#(n', x,n)dQ'dQ.
To find these angular-averaged moments, we integrate the results with angu-
lar dependence. The atom-frame phase function is either g4 (n’,n) =1 in the
isotropic case or gg(n’,n) = %[1 4 (n' -n)?] in the dipole scattering case, or
simply gp(u) = %(1 + u?). The first five fully angle-dependent moments are
(for up to second order, see Rybicki & Dell’ Antonio 1994):

Ao(x, 1) = g(1)@(x) (40)
() = 380001~ )9’ @n
(5 ) = 5(4) (1= )000) + (1~ 00| @)

Ms(x, 1) = g(1)

—

3 ! 1 n
S wPe W g-wew| @

Ma(x, 1) = g(1) [3(1 — p)’o(x)

—

(1—u)e"(x)+

1 4
e —He (x)}- (44

| W

To proceed, we need the moments of the phase functions, which we define as
Gy=1 ],11 g(u) du, and they are

11 2 9
G?0,2,4}:{1>§v§} and G?O.ZA}:{l’gvg}v (45)

where the odd moments are 0, and the superscript denotes whether its case A
(isotropic) or case B (dipole) scattering. We leave it general (no superscript)
below so both can be easily incorporated. We find (see Meiksin (2006) for the
isotropic scattering case with recoil terms, noting differences in convention)

M) =92 (6)

M (x) = %(p’ ®) @7)

0 =000 + 1 (1+6)e" () 8)
1

M0 =3 (4GP () + 4 (14362)9" (2) 9)

|

3
M%) =3(1+ G2)p(x) = 5 (1+3G2)9" (x)
+ %(1 +6Gs +Ga) 9" (x) . (50)

The derivatives of the Voigt profile are more easily expressed in terms of the
Voigt functions H(a,x), which is defined in Eq. (3), and K(a,x), which are
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Figure 1. The first five angular-averaged moments of the R, redistribution function
M. The solid lines show the moments assuming the isotropic scattering case and
the dotted lines show the dipole scattering case.
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Figure 2. The Error in the redistribution moment approximation for various tem-
peratures. We plot only the isotropic case since the dipole case is nearly identical
for .#,. The dots represent the value of xf,, corresponding to the temperature plot-
ted, which varies slightly over this temperature range. The agreement is only good
in the wing. Bottom Panel: The absolute difference between the second moment
and zeroth moments |.#, — .#;|. Top Panel: the relative difference between the
first and second moments |7, — 4|/ 4.

defined as

K(ax)fl/wmd 51
) e (= x)2 4 a? v
We can then use the recurrence relations derived in Heinzel (1978) to write
the above moments exactly in terms of the Voigt functions. The only derivative
that does not appear explicitly in Heinzel (1978) is the fourth derivative term
which we can write as
*H
oxt
+ 32axK(a, x) (2a2 -2+ 3) +

4H(a,x) [3 +4a* — 1222 +4x* + 12a%(1 — 2:%)]

8a
VT
In Fig. 1, we plot the first five moments of the Ryy redistribution function using
the joint-probability definition. There is a considerable difference for higher
moments between the isotropic and dipole scattering cases, while the first few
moments are identical (or nearly identical in the n =2 case. In Rybicki &
Dell’ Antonio (1994), it was argued that dropping the second-order Voigt profile
derivative term in Eq. (42) was an acceptable approximation in the wing, e.g.
Mo (x) ~ g(u)(1 — p1)e(x), since it was the simplest choice to enforce pho-
ton conservation. However, the error in the core was simply accepted. After

(6x* —24*—5) . (52)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staf961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/504460
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/505682
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...648..762T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab876
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.504...89T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065554
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...460..397V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21228.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.424..884Y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/342400

16
30
| 10
X
|
Q-
z
X
o
S 0.1
=
n n n Pl 1 1 1 n 1 n
5 10 20 30 40 60 80
Xinit

Figure 1. The relative error in the number of scatterings a photon takes to return
to the core given an initial frequency xiniy when compared to the analytical estimate
from Eq. (57). The error starts out high but decreases with a power-law scaling
until the error < 1%. The MCRT simulations are with 5 x 107 photons for each initial
frequency with 40 initial frequencies ranging from x = 5 to x = 80. The temperature
is held fixed at T = 10* K

taking the angular average, the error in this approximation is equivalent to
|25 (x) — Ao (x)|, which we plot in Fig. 2 for a realistic range of tempera-
tures. The error is low and falls off as a power law in the wing, but is quite high
in the core (tens of percent), which explains the breakdown of the Fokker—
Planck approximation for frequency-dependent quantities in the core. Making
other approximations using only the first three moments will not lead to any
additional accuracy, so the only way to improve the accuracy in the core with
the Fokker—Planck method would be to use the higher-order moments in the
Fokker—Planck expansion to account for the differences in frequency being on
the order of the frequency itself. However, it is not obvious how to achieve this
numerically while enforcing photon conservation.

Appendix B. Return to the core

It is a well known scaling argument that for a photon in the wing (x> xg,),
it takes x” scatterings to return to the core. To see how this arises rigorously,
we look at this process as the evolution of the frequency density distribution
considering only the scattering process. Let p,(x) dx be the probability that a
photon has a frequency between x € (x, x + dx) after n scattering events. Then
the conditional redistribution function R(x|x") (the probability that a photon is
re-emitted at frequency x given that it was absorbed with frequency x') allows
us to write the recursive relationship

Pr(9) = [ RGI) pal) 0 (53)

Subtracting p,(x) from both sides and letting A =x" — x. There are enough
scattering events that we can treat n as a continuous variable, so pj4+1(x) —
pn(x) — %. Then expand p, (x4 A) and note that the resulting moments are
equivalent to the moments in the appendix of Rybicki & Dell’ Antonio (1994)

normalized by the Voigt profile ¢(x). To second order,

dpn(x) dpp(x) 1 3% pu(x)
o M () ox T 5”’2@‘)7 ) (54
where
My(x) = / AR(xlx+ A) dA . (55)

M, =¢'(x)/@(x) ~—1/x in the wing, and also since the second order term
falls off as ~ 6 /xz, we can ignore it in the wing, so M, ~ 1. These moments are
the drift and variance of pj,, respectively. This equation mirrors the backward
Kolmogorov equation, whose Fokker—Planck operator can be used to solve
for the mean hitting time (Risken & Caugheyz 1991). Let T (x) be the mean
number of scatterings to reach x € {|x| <xf,,} given the initial frequency x.
Then T satisfies the equation
1 1

ET”(}C) - ;T’(x) =-1 (56)
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Figure 2. Bottom: The distribution P(Nscat) for various initial frequencies xinit indi-
cated by the color bar. The distributions shift over evenly indicating the power-law
scaling of the mean. The distributions are fat-tailed on the upper end of Ngcat With
a power-law slope of o N;C;-f. Top: The cumulative distribution giving the proba-
bility that a photon undergoes < Ngcat Scatterings to return to the core given xip.
The thicker lines correspond to thicker tick marks on the color bar and are meant

to guide the eye. The simulations are the same as those described in Fig. 1.

subject to the boundary condition 7'(x},)=0 and the natural condition
T"(x) <o as x—oo. This is physically motivated by escape to infinite
frequency, suggested by an accelerating mean number of scatterings as a func-
tion of initial frequency, being non-physical in the context of resonant line
scattering. The solution is

T(x)=x*—x3,°, 57

which agrees with the back-of-the-envelope calculation in Osterbrock (1962)
with the additional boundary correction, previously absent in the Ly litera-
ture.

To test this solution, we remove the spatial component of MCRT and sim-
ply scatter photons with a fixed initial frequency xjnj; repeatedly until the
frequency enters the core, so that x <xg,. In Fig. 1, we show the relative
error in the analytical estimate from Eq. (57) and the MCRT simulations as
a function of the initial frequency where all photons are injected. Once the
initial frequency is far enough in the wing, the error becomes < 1%, and the
correction for the boundary condition significantly reduces the error for wing
frequencies closer to the core around x ~ 10. Fig. 2 shows the individual dis-
tributions for the number of scatterings that each photon took to reach the core
from an initial frequency indicated by the color bar. The distributions simply
shift, indicating the power-law scaling of the mean. The power-law fit indicates
that this is a fat-tailed distribution, and the mean is significantly dragged up by
photons that venture far into the wing (x > 10%) before drifting back into the
core (represented by the far right end of the tail). Numerically capturing the
tail is difficult, and an escape condition was included for photons with x > 104
to avoid the photon drifting out towards infinity where the drift towards the
core is 0. About (5 x 1070)% across all initial frequencies actually escaped
from this condition, but it explains the breakdown of the power-law scaling of
the relative error for higher xi,;; where the escape is more heavily weighted
(~ (5% 1075)% escape). The fit is empirical and, for now, we do not pro-
vide insight into where the scaling —1.5 comes from. The top panel shows
the cumulative distribution, giving the probability that a photon takes < Nycat
scatterings to return to the core.
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