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ABSTRACT
We present the results of a Monte Carlo radiative tean®de that calculates the polarization
produced by multiple Thomson scattering and variable phigeropacity in a circumstellar disk
around one component of a close detached binary systermongler in detalil the polarization
variations over the binary cycle that result fromdisk’s illumination by the external star and
by its own volume emission. We identify key featurethese polarization phase curves and
investigate their behavior as functions of optical deptiedd, and inclination for geometrically
thin and thick disks. The polarization due to disk self-illamion is sensitive to the internal
optical characteristics of the disk, while the polatian arising from external illumination is
mainly sensitive to the disk’s geometrical thicknesgh\ppropriate flux weighting, these
results, combined with those for an internally illumesatisk, allow simulation of the
polarization signature from an arbitrary binary-disk sgst
Subject headings: circumstellar matter — methods: nicader polarization — radiative

transfer — scattering — binaries: general

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that circumstellar disks polarizariight via electron or dust scattering.
In the study of single stars with disks (Be starsatiristars), analysis of this polarization is
used to extract information about the characteristitsendisks and the relation of each to its
stellar system. But though circumstellar disks ofi@pear in binary systems as well, the more
complicated illumination geometries of these cases himited the study of their polarization

characteristics to the determination of system indbimatfor the calculation of stellar masses



and radii (e.g. Manset & Bastien 2000; Rudy & Kemp 1971). Hleweecent advances in
numerical radiative transfer capabilities now allowagreat binary systems in more detail and
use polarization analysis to understand the propertideofdircumstellar disks. Such efforts
can yield important information regarding the structureardution of binary systems and
allow comparisons between binary and single-star disksathe H-R diagram.

In their canonical theoretical study, Brown, McLe&Emslie (1978, hereafter BME)
derived analytical descriptions of the polarization agdrom optically thin, corotating electron-
scattering envelopes of arbitrary shape illuminated by gomices. Rudy & Kemp (1978)
independently constructed very similar models. Thesetsasele extended by Brown et al.
(1982) to eccentric orbits; by Simmons (1983) to arbitrary saajtenechanisms; by Fox &
Brown (1991) to occultation effects; by Fox (1994) to finlikennination sources; and by Manset
& Bastien (2000, 2001) to high optical depths and various grags.siz

All these models used the simplifying assumption thaptharization arises from light
that has been scattered only once. However, as shpwood et al. (1996a,b), multiple
scattering often produces very different polarizatesuits from those calculated using the
single scattering and “single scattering plus attenmadssumptions. In addition, the models
above assumed that all illuminating sources lie withendttattering region, while in reality a
disk often forms around only one component of a binarierysA full investigation of the
polarization in binary-disk systems requires a treatrtieittakes into account multiple
scattering effects and external as well as intetioahination sources. Monte Carlo radiative
transfer codes are well suited for modeling such comgr@xonments, as the numerical

methods employed by these codes allow them to treiésng regions that are optically thick,



asymmetric, or nonuniform. Monte Carlo codes have prowém of great use in analyzing the
polarization arising from the circumstellar materiaireunding single stars (e.g. Whitney,
Kenyon, & Gomez 1997; Wood, Bjorkman, & Bjorkman 1997; Wobal.e1l996a,b; Whitney &
Hartmann 1992, 1993). Daniel (1980) and Dolan (1984) began to eXpdocapabilities of
Monte Carlo methods in the study of the polarizatiomfbinary-disk systems. Berger &
Ménard (1997) presented Monte Carlo simulations of pheeseged polarization in dusty shells
around pre-main sequence binaries; Schultz (2000) did the sathe thin magnetic disks in
low-mass X-ray binaries. Kurosawa & Hillier (2001) developesbphisticated Monte Carlo
code that can treat many complex scenarios. Howeuesystematic investigation exists of the
effects of multiple scattering on the polarizatioisiag from disks in binary systems. We here
present such a study, using the results of a Monte Cade to investigate the polarization
signatures resulting from a disk’s illumination by itsrovolume emission and by the light from
an orbiting companion. In a subsequent paper (Hoffman 20@8, hereafter Paper 1), we invert
the problem and show how analysis of the observed patamn of a binary system using the
results of this paper can yield clues to the geometrighbgtical characteristics of the

circumstellar material within the system.

2. THE MONTE CARLO BINARY CODE

Our Monte Carlo binary star-disk code, called “DISK,ba@&sed on the “blobs” code
described by Code & Whitney (1995); it is similar to the cagsented by Wood et al.
(1996a,b). Unpolarized virtual photons originate from amiihation source or sources, move

through the scattering region with step sizes chosen & probability distribution based on the



optical depth of the region, scatter (and possibly becpaotarized) or become absorbed after
each step, and are tabulated upon leaving the systemimiMate the effect of absorptive
opacity via a variable scattering albedo=(0 means all interactions absorb photars,1 means
all interactions scatter photons). Wood et al. considargdr of either point or finite size
illuminating a disk-shaped scattering region composedysofedlectrons; we add to this
geometry an external, finite star (Figure 1). The ugecifies the radii of both stars, the distance
between the stars, and the radius, opening angle, alved@quatorial optical depth of the disk.
The addition of the external star breaks the longitaldsymmetry of the single star-disk system;
we therefore bin outgoing photons by longituggds well as latituded( equivalent to the
inclination angld). Our longitude bins are equally spaced; latitude bins hqwal size in co$.
Because the disk lies in the equatorial plane of thedaate system, we can simulate the
rotation of the binary (assuming circular orbits) by cdesng the photons in consecutigéins
at a giverB—in essence, by rotating the observer longitudinalbyad the coordinate system.
Thus, a longitude (0—-180°) can be converted into a phase (0-1) of the binalg. cyc

Since the scattering disk depicted in Figure 1 is symmabout the orbital plane of the
binary and static in a corotating frame, we expect thevoptically thin and illuminated by
point sources, its polarization vector will describgragle ellipse in th€@-U plane, as predicted
by BME. To compare our code results with BME’s analfdicnulation, we performed a test run
in which we set the radii of the two stars to 0 andgassl the disk an opening angle= 3°, a
small equatorial optical deptlly= 0.1, and an albedo= 0.95 (slightly less than 1 to keep CPU
times reasonable). The resulti@gU curves for four representative inclination angles aosvsh

in Figure 2; the model results are shown as points, whild ellipses represent least-squares fits



to the points. Figure 2 may be compared with BME’s Figurehich depicts theoretical results
for the case of an envelope symmetric about the ofiddak. Figure 3 compares the
eccentricities of the ellipses fitted to our modeutess(pointy with those predicted by BME
(dashed ling Systematic errors in eccentricity introduced by thpse fitting routine have been
subtracted from the data points in this figure (see Appendidetails). Our model reproduces
the theoretical case very well. We note that timeloan errors generated by the fitting routine,
shown ag-error bars in Figure 3, are much larger than those dkfiven the Stokes errors in
our Monte Carlo model output.

We now turn to more complex scenarios. In our geont€igure 1), the disk is the only
scattering region; it may be illuminated by three dddtiight sources, giving rise to three
different polarization signatures. Light may arisenfrthe central star in what we call the
“internally illuminated” case, from the external coamion in the “externally illuminated” case,
or from the disk itself in the “self-illuminated” caggecause the first scenario (internal
illumination) has been modeled in detail by Wood e{1#196a,b), we treat it only briefly,
showing how our results compare with their previous wéf&.focus primarily on modeling the
polarization created by self- and externally illuminadesks.

In the next section, we present the variation ofnqdéion with the albedo and equatorial
optical depth of the disk and the inclination anglehef$ystem for two geometrical cases: a thin
disk (opening angla = 3°) and a thick diska( = 33°), chosen to correspond to the thin and thick
disks of the single-star case presented by Wood ¥ehote that our disk is represented by a
spherical wedge (Figure 1) with a constant electron densgitye Wood et al. considered a

spherical circumstellar region witlh obeying a power law in radius and 8inThe geometrical



configurations of the circumstellar material in the stadies are therefore slightly different. We
will address the difference at appropriate junctureberanalysis that follows. Albedo is
constant throughout the volume of our disk. In theiflalhinated case, photons are emitted
uniformly and isotropically throughout the disk volume.dazomplish this, we randomly
choose each photon’s initial three position coordinfites the range of values spanned by the
disk; similarly, we select each photon’s initial @¢iien of travel at random from the fulid
steradians. Our internal star has a radius of @¢l; R the self- and externally illuminated cases,
it does not emit photons, but still absorbs any whodespatersect its volume. Our external star
is 2 Ryisk away from the center of the disk and has a radi@s6af Rs«. We sort the outgoing
photons into 35 latitude bins (spaced evenly in8)aand 72 longitude bins (spaced evenlypin
errors in each longitude-latitude bin are due to Poissdiststs and are calculated as described
in Wood et al. (1996a). To obtain the results presenteq herran %10° photons per model,
with CPU times on a 450 MHz desktop PC ranging from 2 toufsha@epending on input

parameters.

3. MODEL RESULTS

In presenting the polarization results of our code, wemgjuish between photons that
scattered only once in the circumstellar disk befareng the system (singly scattered photons)
and those that scattered twice or more (multiplyteoad photons); we also consider the
behavior of all scattered photons taken together. lfollweving figures, we compare the

polarization characteristics of the singly scattereatquis with those of all scattered photons.



Using subscripts to represent the number of scatterwaed-casey to represent the ratio of

Stokes parametefd/l, we define

C1nsingle_ |0+|1 (1)

and
_ G+ 00y 2
Cla o+ 10+ (2)

(similar equations hold fou =U/1 ; see §3.2 for the case pf= \/q2 + U2 ). Including the

unpolarized intensitys in these quantities makes them more practical thaaltéativeSisingie

= /11 andgmuriple = /12, Which give the polarization level of each scatteoategory alone, but
are not generally observed due to the difficulty of sepay&t andl, from the total intensity. We
have chosen to normalize the two quantities differemtith these definitionsgsingle May be
compared with the results of binary star models thasidensingle scattering only, whitgy

may be compared with polarimetric observations. Thdeeshould remember that because of
this difference in normalization, one cannot asdessedlative contributions of single and
multiple scattering ta@jy from the information in the figures alone. One shonddead refer to
Tables 1-6, where we present for each of our model rumsithbers of photons escaping
unscattered, singly scattered, and multiply scatta®dell as the number absorbed by the stars
or disk. Note that the quantities in the tables are niarehto the number of photons originally
emitted from the source. Although tabulated as percentdgssdo not represent polarization,

which we have not included in the tables because it veumiestantially with viewing angle.

3.1. Internal lllumination



We first consider the case in which photons arismfthe finite interior star; Tables 1
and 2 display the scattering statistics for the thmt #hick-disk cases. These statistics differ
significantly from those of Wood et al. (1996b, their Babl and 2) as a result of the differences
in geometry between our model and those authors’. Hemyvexhen the disk is thin (opening
anglea = 3°), our model produces polarization results nearlyticirto those of Wood et al's
Figures 2 and 3. For an equatorial optical deptk 1, polarization increases with increasing
albedo; its magnitude peaks at ~1% at an inclinatiory6f.~Table 1 shows that singly scattered
photons account for most of this polarization signat. ;= 10, most photons are still singly
scattered, but multiple scattering becomes more impionth increasing albedo; the magnitude
of polarization is up to 3 times as large astigr~ 1, but shows the same behavior with
inclination angle. As Wood et al. explained, this behargsults from the fact that increasing the
equatorial optical depth and increasing the albedo bothaserde number of scatterings the
photons undergo. Photons that scatter multiple timédsmiie disk midplane become highly
polarized along the disk axis (in the positiyalirection).

In the case of the thick disk, our results differ frinose of Wood et al. (1996b), as we
expect since the geometrical differences between odehaisk and theirs (82) are more
prominent for a thicker disk. Our Figures 4 and 5 may bettjreompared with Figures 5 and 6
of Wood et al. (Note that we ugdo denote the normalized Stokes param@terwhere Wood
et al. use capital Q; we represent the polarizatimmarfrom internal illumination witlgj,.). For
Teq = 1 (Figure 4), our model displays qualitatively simpafarization behavior with albedo and
inclination angle to that found by Wood et al. (their Feggj. As in the thin-disk case, an

increase in albedo produces more scatterings (Table 2) @sdntire polarization. Since more
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photons interact with the thick disk, both the magnitofgolarization and the percentage of
absorbed photons are systematically higher for all akbddm in the thin-disk case. In addition,
the magnitude of polarization in our model is systembyitegher than in the model of Wood et
al. Forteq =5 (Figure 5), our model shows little difference frdrat.q = 1 case, except for a
magnitude increase due to the increase in photon interact hese results are very different
from those of Wood et al (their Figure 6), which are abtarized by large negative polarization
values for singly scattered photons and a polarizatioimmim neam = 0.4 for multiply
scattered photons. We attribute the differences betaeeresults and those of Wood et al. to
the difference in geometry between the two models. &aagtin the polar regions of Wood et
al.’s geometry can give rise to negative polarizatind thus decrease the overall polarization
magnitude. Since no scattering occurs in the polar regibaur model, polar cancellation can
normally only happen when photons reach the outer diskfehigtitudes after multiple
scattering along the disk plane. This scenario reqquie high equatorial optical depths;taf
=10 (not shown in Figure 5), we begin to see the eftefgtslar cancellation in our model, but
still not to the extent found by Wood et al. For thetreddy small optical depths shown in
Figures 4 and 5, little if any cancellation occurs in oodel. Slight negative polarization is
produced only by singly scattered photons araund0°, when the favorable combination of
inclination and optical depth allows these photons tdescance in the high latitudes of the

outer disk before reaching the observer.

3.2. Self- and External lllumination
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We now turn to the main focus of this study: the poddi@n contribution of photons
arising from the exterior star and from within the diskelf. We first present typical polarization
curves for the self- and externally illuminated diskstkizhin and thick) and identify quantities
that define their polarization behavior over the coufgbebinary cycle. We defer discussion of
the treatment of eclipses to Paper Il, since the prapelysis of eclipse behavior must take into
account the relative brightnesses of the system coemts. Here, we treat the self- and
externally illuminated cases separately, and therefxaenine their polarization behavior outside
the eclipse phases (which we take to be 0.9-1.1 for edifibe external star and 0.4-0.6 for
eclipse of the disk and internal star).

The quantityq = Q/ | (expressed in percent) is a good choice to represepbtaezation
from the self-illuminated disk, since the Stokes paranf@teepresents the component of the
polarization vector along the observeraxis (Figure 1), which aligns with the disk’s axis when
the system is inclined at 90° (edge-on) to the observeh Wis geometry, all the polarization is
in theQ direction, and Stokdd is zero. The percent polarizatigrshould, in principle, vary
smoothly with inclination angle (Brown & McLean 1977). Siribe disk’s self-illumination is
longitudinally symmetric, the resulting polarizatiorcanstant over the binary cycle (outside of
eclipse), and we therefore denotggt. For both the singly scattered photons and all photons
together (Equations [1] and [2]), we tadgg: to be a simple error-weighted average ofver @
bins from phases 0.7-1.2 (Figura 6

In the case of the externally illuminated digks not a good index, since at lower
inclinations, when the disk is oriented nearly faceeothe observer, the polarization will rotate

between Stoke® and StokedJ as the external star illuminates the disk from d#ife@
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directions. Instead, we use the total percent polévizat = \/q2 +U? = \/Q2+ U2/ l, also

expressed in percent, to describe these results. loasgswe have, instead of Equations (1) and

(2),

L [2. .2 |
Psingle = \/Me: 1| q21+ U21: Pal1 3)
1

lo + Loty

and

Pai =y Uéu + Lhzu =

(which isnotequal to( pyly + pa 15 ) /(1 o+ 1 1+1 5) because of the cross-terms introduced

\/(q|1+ Cp+ |2+)2"‘(U1|1"‘ Uz'a)z (4)

lo+11+1 o

under the square root). As discussed above, wer@wealized these quantities differently
because we expepiinge to be useful in comparison with single-scattenmodels angy to be
comparable with observations. Figutedisplays a typical total polarization curve from a
externally illuminated disk; it shows peakspimear phases 0.3 and 0.7, when the external star is
positioned so that the angle between it, the @sl,the observer is nearly 90°. For both singly
scattered photons and all photons together, wectaize the size of these “bumps” with the
error-weighted mean @fat the “peak” phases (0.25-0.35 and 0.65-0.7%ir€ifp), and denote
this valuepoump

For each of the two geometries (thin and thick }didscribed in 82, we ran models with
equatorial optical depthgq= 1, 3, 5, 7, and 10 and albedos 0.1, 0.5, and 0.9. Figures 7
through 9 illustrate the variation gfc andpeump With albedo and optical depth; we remind the
reader that to determine the relative importangehotons scattered singly and multiply in each

case, one should refer to Tables 3—6, where wepréise scattering statistics for the self-
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illuminated thin and thick disks and externallyitinated thin and thick disks, respectively. We

next discuss Figures 7-9 in turn.

3.2.1 Polarization as a Function of Albedo

Figure 7 shows the variation afc andppump With albedo for low and high equatorial
optical depths in the thin- and thick-disk casdse &bsolute value of both polarization indices
increases nearly linearly with increasing albedoplaotons become more likely to scatter and
less likely to be absorbed in the disk. At smaikalos, most photons are singly scattered, but as
albedo increases, multiple scattering increasealibelute value of the polarization. This effect
tends to be largest when the optical depth is Isiglsince in these cases each photon interacts
many times. In almost all cases, the polarizatsopasitive, indicating that most of the scattering
occurs in the disk plane. Howevepc becomes slightly negative for a thick disk witlylni
optical depth and an edge-on inclination, whentedag in the higher latitudes of the disk
becomes important; see 83.2.2 for a more detaitglisision of optical depth effects. We discuss
the variation of polarization with inclination aegh 83.2.3.

Figure 7 shows thajpc tends to be more sensitive to the optical depthadipedo of the
disk than doepwump This is becausegpc arises from scattering within the volume of thekdi
while poump is dominated by photons scattering off the disteedFor the same reas@gymp IS
very sensitive to disk opening angle; an increasgpening angle increases the solid angle of the
scattering region as seen from the external starflaus increases the number of photons from
the external star that intercept this region (tbét the scale fop,umpincreases by a factor of 2—

10, depending on optical depth, when the openigdeaincreases by a factor of 11).
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Comparison of Figureaswith Figure ‘b shows that a thick disk produces less self-
illuminated polarizationdpc) and more externally illuminated polarizatiga.y than does a
thin disk with the same optical parameters. IniektHisk, more photons originate in or scatter
into the polar regions than in a thin disk; thisadluces more polar cancellation and thus
decreaseqgpc. The thick disk also presents a larger scattesingace to the external star than
does the thin disk; this enhang®smp

It is interesting to compare the polarization & gelf-illuminated diskdpc, thick lines)
with that of the internally illuminated disk. Fotlan disk (see Figure 2 of Wood et al. 1996b or
our description in 83.1; also compare Tables 13nthe two cases show qualitatively similar
behavior as a function of albedo. The self-illunbétadisk, however, generates about twice as
much polarization as does the internally illumimiagisk. We attribute the higher level of
polarization in the self-illuminated case to thetftdhat these photons arise within the volume of
the disk and are therefore more likely to intemsith the scattering material, either being
absorbed or becoming highly polarized before tlsmape the system. In the internally
illuminated case, more photons escape withoutestiagt For a thick disk (Figuresaénd5a;
Tables 2 and 4), the two cases again behave siyniéth albedo, but here the self-illuminated
disk produces much less polarization than the matér illuminated disk (about half as much for
Teq = 1, but only a few percent as much for higheraggual optical depths). This is because a
photon originating within the thick disk is morkdiy to reach the high disk latitudes and

become negatively polarized than is a photon ayifiom the internal star.

3.2.2 Polarization as a Function of Optical Depth
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Figure 8 shows the variation afc andpwump With equatorial optical depth for low and
high albedos in the thin- and thick-disk cases.fWethat the self-illuminated polarizati@pc
varies widely with optical depth, and does so ffedent senses depending on whether the disk is
thin or thick. In a thin diskgpc increases withieq up to intermediate values of, and then
levels off or falls slightly. This behavior revessier a thick disk, whergpc remains roughly
constant or decreases witly. Both trends arise from the same underlying phemam. As the
midplane of either disk becomes optically thickyée photons can propagate within the disk
plane. Those that are not absorbed scatter intdiskés higher latitudes, where they tend to
acquire either a small positive or a negative poddion. For the thin disk, the effect is relativel
small and only seen at high optical depths; iinglar to the behavior found by Wood et al.
(19964, their Figure 8). Because the thick diskpitially larger than the thin disk, more photons
reach its upper latitudes, and they do so at l@geatorial optical depths. This results in an
overall decrease in polarization with, Interestingly, we do not see this behavior intthiek
internally illuminated disk (compare Figures d@nd &) because photons arising from the
interior star require very high optical depths rder to reach the higher latitudes of our model
disk. Self-illumination of a uniform disk, then,rcaroduce an effect similar in character, if not
in magnitude, to that produced by internal illuntioa of a disk with low-density polar regions.

Though the behavior of the externally illuminatedapization,ppump Mimics that ofjpc
in Figures & and &, it does so on a smaller absolute scale and witdller relative variations.
As noted in 83.2.1p,ump IS less sensitive to the disk optical depth tisag¢, because the
photons producing this polarization arise from migshe disk and usually scatter only once

(Tables 5 and 6) before reaching the observer.
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3.2.3 Polarization as a Function of Inclination Angle

Figure 9 shows the variation afc andppump with sirf i for two albedos and three
equatorial optical depths in the thin- and thickkdtases. We have chosen to plot sin thex-
axis for comparison with optically thin models, wiipredict that the polarization arising from
an internally illuminated disk is proportional tmsi (e.g. Brown & McLean 1977). Figure 9
shows that this proportionality holds for the theif-illuminated disk, but only at lower
inclination angles and low equatorial optical deptbepartures from direct proportionality stem
from the effects of disk self-occultation at higheelinations; here, the observer’s line of sight
intersects the thickest regions of the disk, wiiewescattered photons escape. The internally
illuminated disk also shows this behavior (see fgub and d of Wood et al. 1996b or our
description in 83.1; see also Wood et al. 1996a), sShows a similar downturn at higher
inclinations, but levels off asapproaches 0°; this suggests that the extermgbsiduces a
larger polarization signal by illuminating the difsice than by illuminating the disk edge.

In the case of the thick dispc loses its sifi dependence at optical depths higher than
1, and becomes roughly constant or shallowly irgirgp again turning down near 90°. This
behavior results from the fact that the self-illnated polarization from the edge of the thick
disk includes both positive and negative componesatst is smaller than the polarization arising
from the disk face, which it replaces as the iration increases. (By contrast, the thin disk edge
is highly positively polarized, giving rise to teeeep increase in polarization with inclination
seen in Figure&) At high optical depths and inclinations, the-e&lcultation effect is extreme,

and negatively polarized photons account for mbgtepolarizationpwump is nearly flat for all
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inclinations, indicating that the externally illumaited polarization from the disk edge is similar

in magnitude to that from the disk face, whicheplaces at high inclinations.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented results from Monte Carlo modelseopolarization signatures of a
wedge-shaped disk of constant density illuminatedrbinternal finite source, by an external
finite source, and by its own uniform volume enussiSeveral complicating factors could alter
the polarization behavior from that described hHrine external star fills its Roche lobe, its
shape will depart substantially from spherical (Baper I1), and gravity brightening will cause
nonuniform illumination over its surface. If thedwstars are close enough together, the disk
could also be distorted from axial symmetry by ghavitational influence of the external star.
Gas streams, hot or cool spots on the stars orjdisk shells, and density variations within the
disk can also give rise to polarization effectsr @tent in this paper has not been to investigate
all these possible complications, but rather taldisth the general behavior of relatively simple
cases which can be used as starting points for deieled analysis of the observed polarization
variations of binary-disk systems. With this in hinve now discuss our results in terms of this
practical application. We note that for the restdt®e useful, the observer must know the
direction of the intrinsic axis of the system undensideration, and must have removed any
interstellar polarization contribution.

We find that the behavior of a self-illuminatedkdvgith varying albedo and equatorial
optical depth is, in general, qualitatively simitarthat of a disk illuminated by an interior star

(83.1). The largest differences occur for a thigkdvith high equatorial optical depth, when
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polar cancellation becomes important in the selfiinated case. Quantitatively, a self-
illuminated disk may produce either higher or loyetarization levels than an internally
illuminated disk, depending on the combination iskabpening angle and optical properties;
self-illumination appears to be an especially inb@oir source of polarization for geometrically
thin disks, whergpc may reach 6%. We also find that neither the delfrinated disk nor the
internally illuminated disk produces large amouwftaegative polarization, and that small
amounts of negative polarization (a few tenths péecent) occur only when the disk is both
geometrically and optically thick. If one obseneekrge negative polarization roughly constant
over the binary cycle, one can safely infer tharises either from a thick envelope with
optically thin polar regions such as that consideneWood et al. (1996b) or from a polar jet or
plume (Wood et al. 1996a), not from self- or intnlumination of a uniform disk.

External illumination of a circumstellar disk prams increases in polarization, or
“bumps,” near the binary phases 0.3 and 0.7; we iraxestigated the variation in magnitude of
these bumps with disk properties and inclinatiogl@nBecause we have chosen to express this
quantity in terms op instead ofj (see 83.2), its sign is always positive. In pE&dL,ump Should
be measured not from zero but from whatever cohébariDC”) polarization exists in the
observed polarization curve. We find that the sizehe polarization bumps produced by an
externally illuminated disk is very sensitive t@thpening angle of the disk, since this
determines the height of the disk edge, from wintist of the light scatters. If the disk is thin
compared with the radius of the external starptn@p size is no larger than 0.65%, while a disk
height comparable with the external star’s radéasl§ to bumps as large as 1.5%. The observer

must use caution in applying these results, howesece at low inclinations the polarization
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produced by the external star approaches a noepasiant with phase (in the limiting face-on
case, orbital variations appear only in positioglennot in magnitude). This results in a “DC”
contribution from the external star (Figure 10),athcan make the contributions to the
polarization curve very difficult to disentangle eWlave not investigated this polarization
behavior, since it becomes significant only atimation angles below ~55°, where the binary
system is likely to be noneclipsing. Our resules laest applied to eclipsing binary systems,
where eclipse analysis allows the observer to dwterthe relative brightnesses of the
components and therefore combine the polarizabmributions in appropriate ratios (see below
and Paper II).

Since in practice the quantitips.mp anddoc Will exist in the same observational phase
curve, it is useful to know how they compare witle@nother. The ratig,umddoc gives a clue
to the shape of the composite polarization curve lbihary system (in the absence of a
contribution from an internal source, which we addrbelow). We must keep in mind, however,
that when we combine polarization results from twaonore sources, we must specify their
relative brightnesses as seen by the observerisrhecause in practice we do not know how
much of the total observed flux arises from eaalre®, and therefore cannot measure

Pext = Poxt/ ext OF Ogisk = Quisk/ ! disk; rather, the observed percent polarization wébate to

each source reflects that source’s polarized fluixidd by thetotal flux from the system.
Specifying relative brightnesses allows us to makeppropriate comparison of the percent

polarization arising from each source alone udhagrelation

Pext/ Aaisk = ( Pext/ Quisd*( ! gis | ex) - Figure 11 shows the variation of the ratigm/goc with

sirf i for two albedos and three equatorial optical defitthe thin- and thick-disk cases,
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assuming that the disk and external star are goiadiht (gisk = lex). IN the thick-disk casejpc
is often small, and approaches zero for the highebhations, causing the ratio to be ill-
behaved for these cases. We have therefore trahtaeplots in Figure Hlat sirf i = 0.85. The
magnitude oppumddoc behaves similarly tpoump (See 83.2.1): it is roughly proportional to the
disk opening angle and is not sensitive to equatoptical depth or to albedo. Typically, the
ratio is a maximum at low inclinations, and decesasmoothly with increasirigThe
contribution of multiple scattering causgsg to increase more thgmump Which results in a
decrease in thg,umdQoc ratio.

Assuming that the disk is unlikely to be intrindigdorighter than the external star, the
results in Figure 11 may be viewed as upper linlits:brighter the star is with respect to the
disk, the smalleppumdgoc Will be. For the thin disk and equal brightnesggsspis much
smaller thargoc, and may therefore be difficult to observe; ithwe more apparent in the
polarization curve if the disk is thick and readapdright. The very appearance of bumps at
phases 0.3 and 0.7 in the polarization curve oharp star may thus provide evidence for a thick
disk in the system. In fact, since the ratios far thin and thick cases do not overlap and are
insensitive to the disk’s optical properties, measent ofp,umddoc (for an assumed brightness
ratio and in the absence of other illumination ses) could lead directly to an estimate of both
disk opening angle and inclination.

In practice, however, the contribution of an imteistar to the phase-constant polarization
cannot normally be ignored, and this makes th@s@n much more complex. Figure 12 displays
the variation of the ratiqoc/qin with sirf i for the same parameters as in Figure 11, with the

assumption that the interior star and disk are l3gbeght. This ratio decreases with disk
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opening angle, but likeoumddoc is relatively insensitive to the disk’s opticabperties g, may
be larger or smaller thamc, depending on the opening angle and the relatightnesses of the
disk and interior star; it will be especially impamt if the disk is thick or very bright. In thesea
of a passive (nonradiating) disk, the radigm qin is relevant; for the assumption of equal
brightnesses, this ratio lies between 0 and 1 aodedses smoothly with Sin(with occasional
deviations whemj, is near 0). In the interest of brevity, we do displayp,umdin, but it can
easily be calculated by multiplying the quantitie$igures 11 and 12 for a given set of disk
parameters.

It is clear that using the results of this studyhe analysis of the observed polarization
from a binary-disk system requires the knowledgea@sumption) of several other system

properties. We close with a brief outline of thepst required.

1. Remove the interstellar polarization contribatid any.

2. Estimate the orientation of the intrinsic axisghee system, either from light-curve
analysis or by inspection of the behavior of theifian angle of the polarization (we used this
latter method in Hoffman et al. [1998] to determihe orientation of th@ Lyr system).

3. Rotate all polarization measurements to this aaithatjpc (now equivalent toppbc”;
note that this quantity may includg) andppump may be directly compared.

4. Measurelpc (poc) starting at zero polarization; measpggnp Starting at thejpc (poc)
level.

5. Estimate the relative brightnesses of the ilhators in the system (see Paper Il for one

method of doing this) and scale the results presenére as appropriate.



22

6. Compare the scaled model results with the obsequantities to constrain the

properties of the disk.

In Paper 11, we illustrate this method by applyintp the eclipsing binary systefnLyr,

for which we published intrinsic polarization cusv@ Hoffman et al. (1998).
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APPENDIX
LEAST-SQUARES ELLIPSE FITTING
We used the IDL least-squares fitting routine MAELLIPSE' to calculate the
eccentricities of th€-U ellipses resulting from our BME comparison moddscribed in 82.
We found that these calculated eccentricities degagignificantly from those prescribed by the
BME formalism, especially at lower inclination aegl This is the same effect documented by
Aspin, Simmons, & Brown (1981) and Simmons, AsgirBrown (1982), who showed that
orbital inclinations inferred from simple least-sges fitting of observational polarimetric data

are biased toward high inclinations (which corregpto high eccentricities; see Figure 3) by
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even a small amount of noise. In our particulaectse bias arises from the fact that a least-
squares fitting routine that assumes the fit iglipse cannot return an eccentricity less than O;
the size of the bias increases with increasing wlaise.

We investigated the extent of this bias with a prche similar to that of Wolinski &
Dolan (1994). For each of the five inclinationstpdad in Figure 3, we calculated the “true”
theoretical eccentricity of th@—U ellipse from the equatiom= sirf i/(2-sirf i) (BME). We used
the IDL random number generators to create pseatibints that mimicked our model
output: 24 points evenly spaced in phase anglendran ellipse with the “true” eccentricity. We
then introduced statistical noise by perturbinghgaaint inQ andU by random amounts chosen
from a Gaussian distribution with a mean of zerd awariance corresponding to the size of the
error bars in our model data (8-9%). Finally, weleggl MPFITELLIPSE to the pseudo-data.
After repeating this procedure 100 times, we tdekrmean of the calculated eccentricities for
each inclination to be the systematic error intilby the fitting routine, and subtracted this
value from the appropriate data point to produggiie 3. They-error bars in the figure represent

the standard deviation of the 100 calculated ecicérs for each point.

* MPFITELLIPSE is a public-domain IDL program written ® Markwardt; it is available from his web page,
http://cow.physics.wisc.edu/~craigm/idl/fitting.html.
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TABLE 1
PERCENTAGES ORUNSCATTERED SCATTERED, AND ABSORBEDPHOTONS
FOR THEINTERNALLY |ILLUMINATED THIN DIsK

Albedo Equatorial Unscattered Singly Multiply  Absorbed

Optical Photons  Scattered Scattered Photons
Depth (%) Photons Photons (%)
(%) (%)
0.1........ 1 93.75 0.33 0.00 5.92
3 89.96 0.59 0.01 9.44
5 87.93 0.68 0.02 11.37
7 86.58 0.72 0.02 12.68
10 85.14 0.75 0.03 14.09
0.5........ 1 93.75 1.64 0.09 4.52
3 89.96 2.93 0.36 6.75
5 87.93 3.39 0.56 8.12
7 86.58 3.61 0.70 9.12
10 85.13 3.75 0.85 10.26
0.9........ 1 93.75 2.95 0.31 2.99
3 89.96 5.27 1.32 3.44
5 87.93 6.11 2.15 3.81
7 86.58 6.49 2.81 4.13
10 85.14 6.74 3.58 4.54

NoTE.—Percentages in this and all subsequent tablestiethe numbers of unscattered,
scattered, and absorbed photons divided by thertotaber of photons emitted from the central
star. These percentages should not be confuseguléhization.



TABLE 2

PERCENTAGES ORUNSCATTERED SCATTERED, AND ABSORBEDPHOTONS
FOR THEINTERNALLY |ILLUMINATED THICK DISK

Albedo Equatorial Unscattered Singly Multiply Absorbed
Optical Photons Scattered Scattered Photons
Depth (%) Photons Photons (%)
(%)

0.1........ 1 63.57 1.90 0.08 34.45
3 43.84 1.44 0.10 54.61
5 39.39 1.10 0.08 59.43
7 37.67 0.94 0.07 61.32
10 36.24 0.81 0.06 62.89
0.5........ 1 63.57 9.50 2.53 24.40
3 43.83 7.23 3.79 45.15
5 39.38 5.49 3.07 52.05
7 37.66 4.71 2.63 55.00
10 36.23 4.05 2.30 57.41
0.9........ 1 63.56 17.11 10.45 8.88
3 43.84 13.02 22.93 20.21
5 39.38 9.89 22.51 28.22
7 37.66 8.47 20.37 33.50
10 36.23 7.29 18.07 38.41




TABLE 3

PERCENTAGES ORUNSCATTERED SCATTERED, AND ABSORBEDPHOTONS

FOR THESELF-ILLUMINATED THIN DISK

Albedo Equatorial Unscattered Singly Multiply  Absorbed
Optical Photons  Scattered Scattered Photons
Depth (%) Photons Photons (%)
(%)

0.1........ 1 87.31 0.81 0.01 11.87
3 75.72 1.54 0.04 22.70
5 67.79 1.82 0.07 30.33
7 61.78 1.91 0.09 36.22
10 54.97 1.90 0.11 43.03
0.5........ 1 87.31 4.06 0.26 8.37
3 75.72 7.70 1.24 15.34
5 67.79 9.07 2.15 20.98
7 61.79 9.54 2.87 25.81
10 54.97 9.48 3.60 31.95
0.9........ 1 87.31 7.30 0.88 4.50
3 75.72 13.85 4.64 5.79
5 67.79 16.33 8.70 7.17
7 61.78 17.17 12.43 8.62
10 54.97 17.06 17.08 10.88
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TABLE 4
PERCENTAGES ORUNSCATTERED SCATTERED, AND ABSORBEDPHOTONS
FOR THESELF-ILLUMINATED THICK DiskK

Albedo Equatorial Unscattered Singly Multiply  Absorbed

Optical Photons  Scattered Scattered Photons
Depth (%) Photons Photons (%)
(%) (%)
0.1........ 1 60.25 2.16 0.09 37.50
3 32.72 1.89 0.14 65.25
5 22.33 1.38 0.12 76.18
7 17.09 1.05 0.09 81.76
10 12.89 0.76 0.07 86.27
0.5........ 1 60.24 10.80 2.70 26.26
3 32.72 9.45 4.98 52.85
5 22.33 6.91 4.46 66.30
7 17.09 5.27 3.71 73.93
10 12.89 3.83 2.84 80.44
0.9........ 1 60.24 19.44 10.99 9.32
3 32.72 17.00 28.95 21.32
5 22.33 12.43 32.71 32.52
7 17.09 9.49 31.35 42.07
10 12.89 6.89 27.13 53.10




TABLE 5

PERCENTAGES ORUNSCATTERED SCATTERED, AND ABSORBEDPHOTONS

FOR THEEXTERNALLY ILLUMINATED THIN DIskK

Albedo Equatorial Unscattered Singly Multiply  Absorbed
Optical Photons  Scattered Scattered Photons
Depth (%) Photons Photons
(%)
0.1........ 1 99.51 0.04 0.00 0.45
3 99.03 0.06 0.00 0.90
5 98.78 0.07 0.00 1.15
7 98.62 0.07 0.00 1.31
10 98.49 0.06 0.00 1.44
0.5........ 1 99.51 0.18 0.01 0.30
3 99.03 0.31 0.05 0.61
5 98.78 0.34 0.08 0.80
7 98.62 0.34 0.10 0.94
10 98.49 0.32 0.11 1.08
0.9........ 1 99.51 0.32 0.04 0.13
3 99.03 0.56 0.19 0.22
5 98.78 0.62 0.32 0.29
7 98.63 0.61 0.42 0.34
10 98.49 0.58 0.52 0.41




TABLE 6

PERCENTAGES ORUNSCATTERED SCATTERED, AND ABSORBEDPHOTONS
FOR THEEXTERNALLY ILLUMINATED THICK DIskK

Albedo Equatorial Unscattered Singly Multiply  Absorbed
Optical Photons  Scattered Scattered Photons
Depth (%) Photons Photons
(%)
0.1........ 1 96.69 0.19 0.01 3.12
3 95.04 0.16 0.01 4.79
5 94.57 0.13 0.01 5.29
7 94.36 0.11 0.01 5.52
10 94.21 0.10 0.01 5.69
0.5........ 1 96.69 0.93 0.22 2.16
3 95.03 0.79 0.34 3.84
5 94.58 0.65 0.31 4.46
7 94.36 0.57 0.28 4.78
10 94.20 0.51 0.25 5.04
0.9........ 1 96.69 1.68 0.88 0.75
3 95.04 1.42 1.86 1.67
5 94.56 1.17 1.98 2.29
7 94.36 1.03 1.91 2.70
10 94.21 0.91 1.78 3.10
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Fig. 1—Sketch of the star-disk geometry used farMante Carlo models. The disk, shown in
cross-section, is a spherical wedge of constargiyenith opening angler = 3° or 33°; the
external star is 2 R« away and spherical with a radius 0.6RThe inner star is spherical with
a radius of 0.1 R

Fig. 2—Q-U diagrams of the polarization from a Monte Carlodeicsimulating a geometrically
and optically thin disk illuminated by two pointigges and viewed from various inclination
angles. The heavy lines and labels refer to bestlfpses. Error bars at lower left show
representative Stokes errors for each case.

Fig. 3—(@) Comparison of the eccentricities of the beselfipses to th&)-U curves of our
Monte Carlo test case (see FigyZaxig with the theoretical results of Brown et al. (89x-
axig). The dashed line represents exact agreement &@etive two. Error bars in thedirection
arise from the finite width of our inclination aegbins; error bars in thedirection arise from
random errors in the ellipse fitting procedure.t8ystic errors introduced by the fitting routine
(see Appendix) have been subtracted from the dabasp

Fig. 4—(@) Internally illuminated polarization arising froathick disk (opening angle 33°) as a
function of albedo for various inclination angl@&$ie equatorial optical depth of the diskdg=

1. Dashed lines represent polarization arising feamgly scattered photons, while solid lines
represent the polarization arising from all scattgs. Errors are smaller than 0.1%) Internally
illuminated polarization arising from a thick diak a function of inclination for various albedos.
Line types and errors are the same as)in (

Fig. 5—@) As in Fig. 4, but for an equatorial optical depthtwf = 5. Dotted lines indicate zero
polarization. b) As in Fig. 4, but for an equatorial optical depthwj = 5. Dotted lines indicate
zero polarization.

Fig. 6—Typical polarization curves of the self-ithinated disk4) and the externally illuminated
disk (). Key characteristics of these curves are labejeglis the average base level of the disk
polarization above zero, whifgump, measures the size of the increase in total pakwoiz at
phases 0.3 and 0.7, produced by 90° scatterinaibps from the external star off the disk
edge. Error bars represent Stokes errors.

Fig. 7—(@) Self- and externally illuminated polarizationsang from a thin disk (opening angle
3°) as a function of albedo for various inclinatemgles and two values of equatorial optical
depth.gpc (thick lineg andppump (thin lineg are defined in §3.2. Dashed lines represent
polarization arising from singly scattered photomkile solid lines represent the polarization
arising from all scatterings. Errors are small@ntB.01% irgpc and 0.003% ipump (0) As in
Fig. 7a, but for a thick disk (opening angle 33°). Dotlie@s indicate zero polarization; error
bars are shown for Stokes errors larger than 0.02#se figures are available in color in the
electronic edition.
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Fig.8—(a) Self- and externally illuminated polarizationsamng from a thin disk (opening angle
3°) as a function of equatorial optical depth farious inclination angles and two values of
albedo. Errors are smaller than 0.03%dp and 0.003% ipwump Line types are the same as in
Fig. 7a. (b) As in Fig. &, but for a thick disk (opening angle 33°). Dottieés indicate zero
polarization; error bars are shown for Stokes srianger than 0.005% f@=0.1 and 0.01% for
a=0.9. These figures are available in color in tlegteonic edition.

Fig. 9—(@) Self- and externally illuminated polarizationsang from a thin disk (opening angle
3°) as a function of sfri for three values of equatorial optical depth amd values of albedo.
Errors are smaller than 0.03%dgc and 0.01% ipwump Line types are the same as in Fig. 7
(b) As in Fig. @, but for a thick disk (opening angle 33°). Dottieés indicate zero polarization;
error bars are shown for Stokes errors larger 8h@ad5% fora=0.1 and 0.02% foa=0.9. These
figures are available in color in the electronidied.

Fig. 10—Variation of the total percent polarizatigh of an externally illuminated disk with
binary phase and inclination angle for two représ@re cases: &) a thin disk with an albedo of
0.1 and an equatorial optical depth of 10; asca(thick disk with an albedo of 0.9 and an
equatorial optical depth of 1. Horizontal linesicade zero polarization. At low inclinations, the
external star contributes a significant constatanoation level, while the characteristic
“bumps” near phases 0.3 and 0.7 decrease in size.

Fig. 11—@) Ratio of externally illuminated polarizatiop,(mp to self-illuminated polarization
(0oc) arising from a thin disk (opening angle 3°) darction of siff i for three values of
equatorial optical depth and two values of albéashed lines represent polarization arising
from singly scattered photons, while solid linegresent the polarization arising from all
scatterings. Errors are smaller than 0.03%. Wenasghe two illumination sources are equally
bright. (0) As in Fig. 1%, but for a thick disk (opening angle 33°); errardare shown for
Stokes errors larger than 0.25%. We have suppreasdd= 1 because of large fluctuations in
Prumddoc and correspondingly large error bars in this negio

Fig. 12—@) As in Fig. 1B, but for the ratio of self-illuminated polarizatigooc) to internally
illuminated polarizationdj,). (b) As in Fig. 12, but for a thick disk (opening angle 33°). Error
bars are shown for Stokes errors larger than 0.04%.
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Captions for color figures:

Fig. 7—(@) Polarization arising from a thin disk (openingyn3°) as a function of albedo for
various inclination angles and two values of equatoptical depthgpc (blue lineg andpoump

(red lineg are defined in 83.3.1. Dashed lines represemirgakion arising from singly scattered
photons, while solid lines represent the polariatrising from all scatterings. Errors are
smaller than 0.01% igoc and 0.003% imwump (b) As in Fig. &, but for a thick disk (opening
angle 33°). Dotted lines indicate zero polarizatiemor bars are shown for Stokes errors larger
than 0.02%.

Fig.8—(a) Polarization arising from a thin disk (openinggkn3°) as a function of equatorial
optical depth for various inclination angles ana tvalues of albedo. Errors are smaller than
0.03% ingpc and 0.003% imuwump Line types are the same as in Fig. (b) As in Fig. &, but

for a thick disk (opening angle 33°). Dotted linedicate zero polarization; error bars are shown
for Stokes errors larger than 0.005% d&0.1 and 0.01% foa=0.9.

Fig. 9—@) Polarization arising from a thin disk (openingy&n3°) as a function of sin for

three values of equatorial optical depth and twoesof albedo. Errors are smaller than 0.03%
in goc and 0.01% impwump Line types are the same as in Fig. (b) As in Fig. &, but for a thick
disk (opening angle 33°). Dotted lines indicateozaolarization; error bars are shown for Stokes
errors larger than 0.005% far0.1 and 0.02% foa=0.9.
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