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BACK AND FORTH ERROR COMPENSATION AND
CORRECTION METHOD FOR LINEAR HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS
WITH APPLICATION TO THE MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS

XIN WANG AND YINGJIE LIU

ABSTRACT. We study the Back and Forth Error Compensation and Correction
(BFECC) method for linear hyperbolic PDE systems. The BFECC method
has been applied to schemes for advection equations to improve their stability
and order of accuracy. Similar results are established in this paper for schemes
for linear hyperbolic PDE systems with constant coefficients. We apply the
BFECC method to central difference scheme and Lax-Friedrichs scheme for
the Maxwell’s equations and obtain second order accurate schemes with larger
CFL number than the classical Yee scheme. The method is further applied
to schemes on non-orthogonal unstructured grids. The new BFECC schemes
for the Maxwell’s equations operate on a single non-staggered grid and are
simple to implement on unstructured grids. Numerical examples are given to
demonstrate the effectiveness of the new schemes.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this paper is to study finite difference schemes for the Maxwell’s
equations that are based on the back and forth error compensation and correction
(BFECC) method [6]. Extensive studies have been done on finite difference time
domain (FDTD) schemes for the Maxwell’s equation [23]. Compared with other
methods, for example finite element schemes, FDTD methods are very efficient, easy
to implement, and are able to model behaviors over all frequencies simultaneously
[23]. The classical Yee scheme [25] is originally designed for uniform orthogonal
grids. For non-uniform orthogonal grids, Yee scheme is known to be second order
globally (though the local truncation error is first order) [I8], [I9]. It can also be
generalized for irregular nonorthogonal grids, such as the Nonorthogonal FDTD
scheme [20], the Generalized Yee scheme [8] and the Overlapping Yee scheme [16].
These schemes require generation of (nonorthogonal or unstructured) staggered
grids for E and H and the formulation and implementation on the unstructured
staggered grids can be complicated. In this paper, we propose a simple finite
difference scheme based on the BFECC method that requires very few modifications
when changing from uniform non-staggered grids to unstructured non-staggered
grids.

Back and Forth Error Compensation and Correction (BFECC) method is intro-
duced in [6] [7] to obtain a higher order scheme based on a lower order scheme for
advection equations. Given a scheme for advection equations, the idea of BFECC
method is to improve its accuracy by estimating using forward and then backward
advections and correcting its leading order error. Suppose L is a r-th order lin-
ear scheme for scalar linear advection equations, where r is an odd integer, the in
general the BFECC scheme based on L is (r + 1)-th order accurate, and is stable
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as long as scheme £ has an amplification factor no more than 2, thus has a larger
CFL number than £ [6l [7]. In this paper, we extend the BFECC method to linear
hyperbolic systems, and show that similar accuracy and stability improvement can
be achieved.

The BFECC method has been applied to level set interface computation and
fluid simulations [6], [7} [T, 12} 13]. A two-step unconditionally stable MacCormack
scheme and its generalization are developed in [22] for fluid simulations. The prop-
erty that BFECC stabilizes even an unstable scheme (with its amplification factor
no more than 2) is very helpful for systems because one doesn’t have to compute
the local characteristic information for constructing a low diffusion stable scheme.
With the new extension to linear hyperbolic systems, we propose BFECC schemes
for the Maxwell’s equations which are second order accurate, easy to implement,
and have larger CFL numbers than that of the classic Yee scheme [25]. Given the
accuracy improving ability of the BFECC method, we propose to use a simple first
order scheme that is based on the least square local linear approximation as the
underlying scheme for BFECC on unstructured grids which is very easy to imple-
ment after being stabilized. Numerical examples show that the scheme remains to
be second order on non-orthogonal grids.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss the
BFECC method for linear hyperbolic PDE systems and prove the stability and
accuracy theorems. In Section Bl we apply BFECC to the Maxwell’s equations.
On uniform orthogonal grids, we use central difference and Lax-Friedrichs schemes
as the underlying schemes for the BFECC method. Order of accuracy and CFL
numbers for the corresponding schemes are discussed. On unstructured grids, we
present a first order scheme based on the least square local linear approximation
and use it as the underlying scheme. The divergence of the magnetic field and the
perfectly matched layer [2] implementation are also discussed. Numerical examples
are presented in Section @l We conclude the paper in Section Bl A detailed error
analysis of the BFECC applied to the central difference scheme is presented in the
appendix.

2. BFECC METHOD FOR HOMOGENEOUS LINEAR HYPERBOLIC PDE SYSTEMS
WITH CONSTANT COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we discuss the BFECC method for homogeneous linear hyperbolic
PDE systems with constant coefficients. Denote w(x,t) the vector of unknown
functions, where = (x1, 2, ..., 74)T € R? and t € R are the spatial and temporal
variables. Consider a homogeneous linear hyperbolic PDE system with constant
coefficients in the following form:

d
(2.1) O+ Aidy,u=0,
i=1
where A;,i = 1,2,...,d are real constant matrices, and any linear combination

Z?:l a; A; is diagonalizable with real eigenvalues. When all the coefficient matrices
A; are symmetric, we say it is a symmetric linear hyperbolic system.

We solve this system numerically with a finite difference scheme. For simplicity
of discussion, we assume a uniform orthogonal grid is used and discuss the scheme
in the whole space. Denote the mesh sizes

Ax = (Azy, Azs, ..., Axg),
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and At,, = tp+1 — t, (we omit subscript n when At,, is the same for all n). Denote
the numerical solution

U} = u(j1Ary, j2Azs, ..., jaATa, tn),

where j = (j1, 42, .-, Jn) 18 the multi-index vector. Denote U™ = {UJ” :Vj} the

collection of numerical solution at all grid points at the time ¢,,.
Suppose L is a numerical scheme for this system, i.e.
Ut = cun.
In this paper, all the schemes we discussed are linear schemes, i.e. L is a linear
operator.
We define £* the backward update step from t,,1 to t, by applying £ to the
time-reversed system:
d
Oru— Y A0y, u=0.
i=1
By applying the Back and Forth Error Compensation and Correction (BFECC)
steps [0}, [7], we obtain a new scheme Lpprgpcc which updates the solution in three
steps:
(1) Solve forward.
Untt = LU™.
(2) Solve backward.
0" = LT
(3) Solve forward with the modified solution at time ¢,.
U™l =£(U" +eW), where e = 1 (U” - U")

U" and U™ should have been the same if there were no numerical error. There-
fore (M) provides an estimate of the value lost during the forward step, which is
then compensated to U™ before performing the final forward step. In general, for
linear advection equations, BFECC can improve the order of accuracy by one for
odd order schemes and also improve stabilities of the schemes (see [6l [7]). We es-
tablish similar results for systems of equations in the following theorems with the
help of techniques in [26], [7].

In the following discussion, we consider system (21]) in 1‘[?:1[0, 1] with periodic
boundary conditions. And we assume the numerical scheme L is a linear scheme.
Let Az; = N% for j = 1,2,...,d. The numerical solutions are then defined at any

time on Dy = 2% N [[%,[0,N; — 1], where N = (Ny, Na, ..., Ng). Let Fn =
7N H';:l [1 — N;j, N; — 1] be the set for the dual indices of the finite Fourier series.
Expand U™ as a finite Fourier series
UJn — Z Clrcze%rik'-a:j’

keFnN

where j € Dy and x; = (j1Ax1, joAxs, ..., jalzq).
Since scheme L is a linear scheme, the coefficients of the Fourier series get up-
dated as

Cpt = Q(k)Cy,

where Q (k) is the Fourier symbol matrix for L.
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Remark Note that scheme L is [? stable if the spectral radius p(Q(k)) < 1 for
all k € Fn or Q. (k) is diagonalizable and p(Qc(k)) <1 for all k € Fn.

Denote Q-+ (k) the Fourier symbol matrix of £*. Then Fourier symbol matrix
Q@ p for the BFECC scheme based on L is

Qn=Qc (1+5(1-0c:0) ).

2.1. Stability. In general, BFECC method improves the stability of an underlying
scheme £ for the scalar hyperbolic equation u; +v - Vu = 0 [6, [7]. It increases the
CFL numbers of conditionally stable schemes (for example, the upwind scheme) and
makes unstable schemes (for example, the central difference scheme) conditionally
stable. We generalize this property of BFECC method for linear hyperbolic systems
with constant coefficients. The result is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let L be a linear scheme for system [21. Suppose Qr and Q-+
satisfies the following conditions

1 Qr-(k) = Qr(k) for all k € Fn, where Qr(k) is its complex conjugate,
and

2 Qr-(k)Qr(k) =Qr(k)Qr-(k) for all k € Fn, and

3 Re(Qr(k)) and Im(Qr(k)) are diagonalizable with real eigenvalues for all
allk € Fn.

Then |p(Qp(k))| < 1 for all k € Fn if and only if |p(Qc(k))| < 2 for all
ke Fn.

Proof. We first show that A\;(Qp) = (1+ 2(1—|X;(Q)|?)) A;(Qc) under the as-
sumptions in the theorem, where \;(Qz) and \;(Qp) are eigenvalues of Q. and
@B, respectively, 7 =1,2,...,d

Let X = Re(Qg) and Y = Im(Q(). Since Q,Qr = Q- Qr, we have

(X —iY)(X +iY) = (X +iY)(X —iY) = XY =Y X.

Since X and Y are diagonalizable with real eigenvalues and they commute, there is
a basis set of real eigenvectors {v;};=12 . that diagonalizes X and Y simultane-
ously. Then v;’s are also eigenvectors of Q, and Q, and the corresponding eigen-
values are complex conjugate of each other, i.e. \;(Qr) = /_\j (Qr) for j =1,2,....d.
By the assumption Qg+ = Qr, we get Qp = Qr (I + 5(I — Q£Qc)), and thus

3@e) = (1450 W(@a)F) ) (o)

for j=1,2,...,d.

Let ¢ = |A;(Qz)|.By studying the function f(¢) = |14 2(1—¢?)|¢ for ¢ € [0, 00),
we see that |f(¢)] < 1 if and only if ( < 2, ie. |X\;(@p)| < 1 if and only if
|A;(Qr)] < 2, therefore the conclusion of the theorem follows. O

Remarks

1. Under the assumption of the theorem, Fourier symbol matrix Qp has a
complete (real) eigenvector basis, so |p(@p)| < 1 implies [? stability.

2. Condition 1 follows the same assumption in the BFECC method for ad-
vection equations [7], condition 2 requires that the scheme treats backward
temporal direction the same as forward temporal direction, and condition 3
usually follows from the diagonalizability of coefficient matrix of the system.
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In particular, these assumptions on @@, and Qg+ are satisfied for several
classical schemes. For example, consider the following one dimensional hy-
berbolic system

8tu + Aamu = 0,

where A is diagonalizable with real eigenvalues.
Let £ represent the central difference scheme for this system, i.e.

Un-i-l _Un Un
J J J+1
At + A AL =0.

Let A = At/Az, then
Qr(k) =T —iXsin(2rkh)A and Q.- (k) = I +i\sin(2wkh)A.

Here h = Ax. We will continue to denote the spatial mesh size by h when
there is no ambiguity.
Let M represents the Lax-Friedrichs scheme for this system, then

Qm(k) = cos(2mkh)I — iAsin(27kh)A,

and
Q- (k) = cos(2mkh)I 4 iXsin(2wkh) A.
It is easy to see both schemes satisfy the assumptions of the theorem.

3. A easier-to-check (but more restrictive) alternative for condition 3 in the
theorem is to require @), being complex symmetric. This implies X and Y
are real symmetric matrices, so they are diagonalizable with real eigenval-
ues. We will show in Section Bl that this condition is satisfied for the central
difference scheme and Lax-Friedrichs scheme for the Maxwell’s equations.

2.2. Accuracy. In general, BFECC method improves the accuracy of odd order
schemes for advection equations [, [7]. We extend this result to linear hyperbolic
PDE systems with constant coefficients.

Expand the solution into Fourier series

:B) — Z Ck(t)e%'rik»m
kezd
and plug in system (1)) to obtain

d .
5,Cx(1) —2mZk Aj | Cr(t) = P(ik)Cy(t),

where P(ik) is a matrix with entries that are homogeneous linear polynomials in
ik with real coefficients, k = (ki, ka, ..., kq)T. Therefore
Ci(t + At) = eAPER Oy (1),

Assume Az; = Azg = ... = Axyg = h, and fix At/h during the mesh refinement.
We first quote a theorem of Lax [15],

Theorem 2.2. For the linear hyperbolic PDE system (2.11) with constant coeffi-
cients, a scheme L is r-th order accurate if and only if its Fourier symbol matriz

Q. satisfies
Qr(k) = AP L O(Ikh|I™Y), as h — 0 for all k € Z°.
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Here the O(Jkh|"™!) term is a matrix whose entries are O(|kh|"™1) terms as
h — 0. The “only if” part is stated in theorem 2.1 of Lax’s paper [15] for linear
hyperbolic systems with variable coefficients. When the coefficients are constant,
Lax’s argument can also be used to show that the “if” part is also true.

We have the following theorem, which is an extension of theorem 4 in [7] to
homogeneous linear hyperbolic systems with constant coefficients.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose Qc-(k) = Qr(k) for any k € Z% and scheme L is r-th
order accurate for system [Z] with constant coefficient matrices, where v is an odd
integer, then the BFECC scheme Lprrcc based on L is (r + 1)-th order accurate.

Proof. Since L is r-th order accurate, by the Theorem{2.2l [T5], we have
Qr = 2R 4 Q.1 (ikh) + O(|kh|™),

where @Q,+1(ikh) is a matrix with entries that are homogeneous degree r 4+ 1 poly-
nomials in ik with real coefficients.
By the assumption,

Qr- = Qp = e AP0 L 1 (ikh) + O(|kh|"T2).
Then
QrQr =TI+ APERQ L1 (ikh) + Qi1 (ikh)eAT R L O(|kh|™+?).

The Fourier symbol matrix Qg for Lprpcc is
Qe =Q¢ (I—i- %(I — QLQL))
— (eAtP(ik) + Qr11(ikh) + O(|k:h|’“+2)) '
{I - % (e—AtP(ik)QT+1(ikh) + QTJrl(ikh)eAtP(ik)) N O(|kh|r+2)]

. 1 . ,
_ eAtP(zk) + 5 (Q’r‘-‘,—l(ikh) _ eAtP(zk)QT_H(ikh)eAtP(zk)) + O(lkh|r+2)
_ eAtP(ik) +O(|kh|r+2).
Therefore Lerpoc is a (r + 1)-th order accurate scheme. [l

2.3. Alternative view of BFECC method for hyperbolic PDE systems. In
some cases, we can view the BFECC method for systems as applying the BFECC
method for advection equations to the Riemann invariants.

Consider a one dimensional hyperbolic PDE system with constant coeflicients

(2.2) O + Adu = 0.

For a hyperbolic system, the coefficient matrix A is diagonalizable. Let A =
VAV~ where A is a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues of A as entries, define
w = V" lu, then the system is equivalent to

(2.3) ow + Ad,w = 0.
Suppose now we have a r-th order scheme L for system (23)), with  being odd,
Wt = Lw™.
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Note that this scheme updates each component W; independently from other com-
ponents. Then it gives a r-th order scheme M for system-2.2]

Ut =vw"t =VIW" = VLV 'U.
By theorem 4 in [7], applying BFECC to L produces an (r + 1)-th order scheme:

1 _
Lp=1L (I+ 5(I—LL)) .
Applying BFECC to M gives us
1 _
Mp =M (I+ 5(I - MM)) =VLgV ™1,

therefore it is an (r 4+ 1)-th order scheme for system (2.2)) following the results for
scalar equations for Lp

However, not all schemes for system (Z2]) come from schemes for system (23]
that update components of w independently. Also, it is numerically more costly
to decouple the system, especially in multi dimensions. In these cases, theorem 21
and theorem provide the stability and accuracy improvement results.

3. BFECC SCHEMES FOR THE MAXWELL'S EQUATIONS

In this section, we discuss the BFECC schemes for the Maxwell’s equations. We
show that BFECC turns the central difference scheme and Lax-Friedrichs scheme
into stable second order accurate schemes with larger CFL numbers than that of
the Yee scheme on uniform rectangular grids. On non-orthogonal and unstructured
grid, we discuss schemes based on least square linear approximation.

Consider the dimensionless Maxwell’s equations in a medium with zero conduc-
tivity [23]

ET%—-fZVXH
(3.1) 3_H__VXE
Mo ot ,

where €, and p, are the relative permittivity and permeability, respectively. We
assume they are constant in the following discussion.

Let E'(t,x) = /& E(\/e-prt, x), H'(t,x) = /i, H(\/€ irt, ), then the equa-

tions for E/ and H' are

OFE'’ ,
5 =VxH
OH' ,
B =-VxE.

To simplify the discussion for schemes, we use this Maxwell’s equations in this
section and refer to E' and H' as E and H.

OF

EZVXH
(3.2)
a—Hz—VxE.
ot

Note that in vacuum, we have €, = i, = 1, so system (B.I]) becomes ([B.2)).
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3.1. BFECC based on the central difference scheme — one dimensional
case. For simplicity, we consider Maxwell’s equations in bounded domain [0, 1]
with periodic boundary conditions. The dimensionless Maxwell’s equations in one
dimensional free space are:

0H, OE,
ot Oz

oE, OH,

ot oz’

For simplicity, denote £ = E,, H = H, and we have:

OH 0OF

ot oz

oE OH

ot oz

The central difference scheme on a uniform rectangular grid for the above system
is:
En—i—l _ En )\ n n

i =B (R — Hiy)
(3.3)

n n A n mn
H™ = Hjf + S (Ejy = Ejy)

where A = At/Az, E} and H}' denote the numerical solutions E} ~ E(jAz,t,)
and H' ~ H(jAz,t,).

With periodic boundary conditions, E7' and H}' can be expanded uniquely as
finite Fourier series:

E;I _ E CgeQﬂkaj
keEFN

HJn _ E DZeQWikzj
keFN

where k € Fy is the dual index, C}' and D} are the Fourier coefficients for £ and
H, respectively.
Plug the finite Fourier series into the central difference scheme, we get

optt _0 Cr\ _ 1 iAsin(27kh)\ [(CP
pptt £\ Dy iAsin(2mkh) 1 Dy )’

where Q)¢ is the Fourier symbol matrix. Since the spectral radius of @), is greater
than 1 for most k € Fpy, the central difference scheme is a first order scheme that
is unstable and cannot be directly used to solve the Maxwell’s equations. Applying
BFECC method to the central difference scheme stabilizes it and also improves the
order of accuracy to second order.

Solving Maxwell’s equations in the backward temporal direction is equivalent to
changing A to —\ in the scheme, therefore Q.+~ = Q. An easy calculation shows
that Qr+«Qr = QrQr~. The real and imaginary part of Q. are both diagonal-
izable with real eigenvalues. Therefore the conditions of theorem 2.1 and are
satisfied. We see that BFECC based on the central difference scheme is 2nd order
accurate and [2 stable if and only if p(Qz) < 2. Since the eigenvalues of Q. are
14\ sin(27kh), the stability condition reduces to maxyer, (1 + A?sin®(2mkh)) <
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4 & )\ < /3. Therefore BFECC based on the central difference scheme is a 2nd
order accurate scheme and is stable if At/Azx < V3.

An explicit calculation of the Fourier symbol matrix can be found in appendix
[Al which verifies that it is 2nd order accurate and stable if At/Az < V3.

Remark. In Section[d] we apply schemes discussed in this section to Maxwell’s
equations with variable permittivities. The schemes discussed in this section can
be simply adapted to the case with variable permittivities. For example, for the
following system

0H, OE.
'MW Oz
. _ o,
ot Ox '

the central difference scheme is

A
n+1 _ n n n
EST =EF + o (Hly — Hi'y)
Hn+1 _ H’n, i En _E’n,
i = +2€‘( i+1 1)

where €; and p; are the permittivity permeability respectively at grid point z;.
Other first order underlying schemes discussed in this paper can be similarly adapted
to the variable coefficient case.

3.2. BFECC based on the central difference scheme — two dimensional
case. Similar to the one dimensional case, we analyze BFECC based on the central
difference scheme for the dimensionless Maxwell’s equations in free space in the
two dimensional TM, case. For simplicity, we consider the computational domain
[0,1] x [0, 1] with periodic boundary conditions. The Maxwell’s equations are

o, _oF.

ot Oy
(3.4) oH, _ 0E,

ot Or

OE. 0H, OH,

ot Ox oy

The central difference scheme is

n n A n n
(Hx)i,;rl = (Hz)m - 7'7! [(EZ>i,j+1 - (Ez)i,jfl}
n n )‘1 n n
(Hy)i,;rl = (Hy)i'; + o [(Ez)iJrl,j - (Ez)ifl,j}
(Ez)ijl = (Ez)i,j + 7 [(Hy)i+1,j - (Hy)iq,j} - 71/ [(Hz)i,jﬂ - (Hx)i,jq] )

where A\, = At/Az and )\, = At/Ay.
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Expand H,, H, and F, into Fourier series:

n _ n 2mwi(kxj, +ly;
(Hx>j17j2 - z : OkJe (ks +1us2)

(k,l)E]:N
n _ n 2mi(kzj, +lyj,)
(Hy)jhjz - 2 : Dk,le . -
(k)EFN
(Bip= Y Eemontinn),
(k,)eEFN

where (k,l) € Fn are dual indices and C}},, Dy, and E}; are Fourier coefficients
for H,, Hy, and E., respectively.
Plug into the central difference scheme L, we get

kalil =Qc Df{l ’
By iy
where
1 0 —iAy sin(2wlAy)
Qr = 0 1 iy sin(2mkAx)
—iXy sin(2wlAy) idgsin(2rkAz) 1
0 0 — Ay sin(2mlAy)
=1+1 0 0 Az sin(2rkAx)
—Aysin(2nlAy) Ay sin(2nkAx) 0

=1 +1Y,

and Y = Im(Qg). Similar to the one dimensional case, solving the equation back-

ward in time amounts to switching the signs of A, and A, in the scheme. Therefore

we have Qg+ = I —iY = Qr, and Qr+Qr = QrQp« = I +Y? T and Y are

both symmetric real matrices, so they are diagonalizable with real eigenvalues. the

conditions for theorem 1] and 23] are satisfied, and therefore BFECC based the

central difference scheme is a 2nd order accurate scheme and is stable if p(Q) < 2.
The eigenvalues of Q). are

A =1, Aoz =1+ i\/Ag(sin(%kAx))? + A2 (sin(27lAy))2.
The stability condition

p(Qr) < 2,V(k,1) € FN
=1+ A2(sin(2rkAx))? + X2 (sin(2m1Ay))? < 4, V(k, 1) € Fn.

It is satisfied if
V3
V(I/Az)? + (1/Ay)%

If Az = Ay, then At < %Aw is sufficient for stability, which implies a CFL factor

v3 51
7 .
An explicit calculation of the Fourier symbol matrix for the BFECC scheme is

shown in appendix [Al

(3.5) A2+ A2 <3, or At <
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3.3. BFECC based on the central difference scheme — three dimensional
case. Similar to the one and two dimensional cases, we can also check the condi-

tions of theorem 2.1l and theorem 23] and find that BFECC based on the central
difference scheme is second order accurate and {2 stable if
At < \/g .
V(1/A2)? + (1/Ay)% + (1/A2)?
Note that this still implies a CFL factor equal to one in three dimensions if Az =
Ay = Az.
We summarize the results in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. BFECC based on the central difference scheme for Mazwell’s equa-
tions in free space on uniform rectangular grid is second order accurate. It is stable
in the 1* sense if

(1) in one dimensional case, At < V3Ax; or

(2) in two dimensional case, At < V3 ;

V(1/Az)2+(1/Ay)?
V3

V(1/Az)2+(1/Ay)2+(1/Az)2

3.4. BFECC based on the Lax-Friedrichs scheme. We study BFECC based
on the Lax-Friedrichs scheme M for the Maxwell’s equations. In one dimension,
the scheme is

or

(3) in three dimensional case, At <

EMy+EN N, N
i % + §(Hi+1 — Hi,)

Hy +HY, A

H' = 5 + §(E1n+1 - E7 ).
Write the one dimensional Maxwell’s equations as
Oiu = A u,

where

om () maae (0 1),

Then the Fourier symbol matrix of the Lax-Friedrichs scheme is Q= cos(l;h)l +

A sin(/;h)A, where k = 2k is the angular wave number. It satisfies the conditions
in theorem 2.1l and theorem 2.3 so BFECC based on the Lax-Friedrichs scheme is
second order accurate and is stable if and only if |p(Qum)| < 2, ie.,

1p(Qr)|? = cos?(kh) + A2 sin?(kh) < 4.

This is true if A2 < 4.
For two dimensional Maxwell’s equations (3.4)), write the equations as

Oru = A10,u + A20,u,

where
H, 0 0 O 0 0 -1
u=|Hy]|, A4 =10 0 1] andAy=( 0 0 O
FE, 01 0 -1 0 0
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The Lax-Friedrichs scheme is

o Uity T U+ U+ UL,
v 4
At n n At " "
+ mAl (Ul —ULy) + Efb (U —U0)

where U}"; = (Hy (tn, 1Az, jAY), Hy(tn, iAz, jAy), E.(tn,iAz, jAy)T.
Its Fourier symbol matrix is

1 ~ ~ ~ .
Qm =3 (cos(k:xhx) + cos(kzyhy)) I+ idg sin(kphy) Ay + iy sin(Fyhy ) As,

where A\, = At/Az, \y = At/Ay, hy = Az, hy = Ay ky = 27k, l;:y = 2nk,, and
(km, ku) € FnN-

2 ~ ~
(cos (Faha) + cos(fyh )) + A2 sin® (k) + A2 sin?(ky hy)

l\3|>—wl>I>—‘

(cos ) + cos?(kyh )) + X2 sin?(kphy) + A sin?(kyhy)

X (—,Ai) + max (l,)\i)

§max(1 — A2, —+A2 /\2+/\2> 4.

IN

Yz

Therefore if

7
max(Az, Ay) < \/; and A2 + A7 <4,

then |p(Qam)| < 2 for any (kg, ky) € Fn. The rest of the conditions of Theorem
21 and can be easily verified.
Similarly, the stability condition for Maxwell’s equations in three dimensions is

max(Ag, Ay, Az) < V3 and A2 + A2 + A2 < 4,

where A, = At/Ax, A\, = At/Ay and \, = At/Az.
The stability and accuracy results are summerized as follows:

Theorem 3.2. BFECC based on the Lax-Friedrichs scheme for Mazwell’s equations
in free space on uniform rectangular grid is 2nd order accurate. It is stable in the
12 sense if

(1) in one-dimensional case, At < 2Ax; or

(2) in two-dimensional case, At < 2 and At < /T min(Ax, Ay);
V(1/A2)2+(1/Ay)? 2

or
(3) in three-dimensional case,

At < 2 and At < \/gmin(Ax, Ay, Az).

V{1/A2)? + (1/Ay)? + (1/Az)
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3.5. BFECC based on interpolation of the central difference and the Lax-
Friedrichs schemes. The Lax-Friedrichs schems is more diffusive than the central
difference scheme as the underlying scheme for BFECC. However, when there are
discontinuities in the coefficients of the equations, the latter scheme may generate
some numerical artifacts in the vicinities of the discontinuities. An interpolation
between the two schemes could combine the strengths of both schemes. Let 8 €
[0,1]. A @-scheme Ly is formally Ly = (1 — 0)L 4+ OM, where L is the central
difference scheme and M is the Lax-Friedrichs scheme for Maxwell’s equations.
Using aforementioned notations, for one dimensional Maxwell’s equations, the
scheme is
ur,+Ux, At
2 + 2Ax

Urtt=01-0Ur+06 AU, -Ur,),

where

o [Etn,iAz) (01
v~ <H(tn,iA:v)> and 4 = <1 0>'

Its Fourier symbol matrix is

Qo = (1 -0+ Gcos(léh)) I +iXsin(kh)A,
which satisfies all the conditions in Theorem 2.1] and 2.3] and BFECC based on the
#-scheme is second order accurate. Note that

~ 2 ~
1p(Qo)|* = [(1 —-0)+ Hcos(kh)] + A sin?(kh).
Since f(z) = 22 is convex, we have
~ 2 ~
[(1 —-6)+ HCos(kh)] < (1= 6) + O cos®(kh).
Therefore
p(Qo)[* < (1= 6) + 0 cos?(kh) + A2 sin® (kh) = (1= 0)[p(Qc) > + 0p(Qr)I,

where Q¢ and Qaq are the Fourier symbol matrices for the central difference and
Lax-Friedrichs schemes, respectively. And the CFL number of the #-scheme is

between /3 and 2.
Similarly, for the two dimensional Maxwell’s equations ([34]), the 6-scheme is

U Z(1— U, + pUits + Ui, + Uiy + Ui
1,7 2,7 4

At n n At " "
=+ mAl ( i+l ifl,j) + EAQ ( gl Ui,jfl) ;

where U}, A and Az are defined as in Section B2l And its Fourier symbol matrix
Qo = qol + idgsin(kyhy) Ay 4 i)y sin(kyhy,) Az,

. The spectral radius p(Qyg) satisfies

where gg = |1 — 0 + QCOS(Ithz);rcos(I%yhy)]

1p(Qo)|* = g5 + A2 sin®(kyhy) + A2 sin (kyhy) < (1= 0)[p(Qc)[* + 0]p(Qa) |
In the inequality, we again use the convexity of f(x) = 2% and the special form of
go. Therefore, the constant in the CFL condition similar to (3.5 would be between

V/3 and 2. The analysis for three dimensional Maxwell’s equations is similar, and
the result is summarized as follows.
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Theorem 3.3. Let § € [0,1], and Ly = (1 — 0)L + OM, where L is the central
difference scheme and M is the Lax-Friedrichs scheme for Mazwell’s equations.
Then BFECC based on Ly is second order accurate. It is stable if

(1) in one dimensional case, At < coAx; or

(2) in two dimensional case, At < \/(1/Ax)c29+(1/Ay)2 and At < \/gmin(Ax, Ay);

or
(3) in three dimensional case,

Co

At <
V1/A2)? + (1/Ay)? + (1/A2)
where cg € [\/3,2] depends only on 6.

and At < v/3min(Az, Ay, Az),

3.6. Least square local linear approximation for non-rectangular grids. A
special case of Ly is based on the linear least square fitting, which can also be used on
irregular grids conveniently. In order to adapt to non-orthogonal grids, we consider
some simple first order underlying schemes based on linear least squares. Least
squares method significantly improves the robustness of polynomial approximation
in multi dimensions. In WENO-type schemes for solving nonlinear conservation
laws on unstructured meshes, least squares (high degree) polynomial fitting has
been used, see for example [11 [9].

To design an explicit scheme for the Maxwell’s equations, we need approxima-
tions for spatial derivatives such as 68% and 66& at the time ¢, to update field
variables E and H. A natural approach is to locally fit a linear function for each
component of a field variable using the function values at a grid point and its neigh-
bors, and then use the spatial derivatives of the linear function as approximations.

Consider for example the approximation of H, and its derivatives at a grid
point (z;,y;). Denote this point (z°,4°). Suppose its neighboring grid points are
(xt,yh), (22,9?%), ..., (2%, yX), where K > 2, and denote (H,)" = H,(x%y") for
i = 0,1,..,K. A linear function H,(z,y) = a + b(x — 2°) 4+ é(y — 3°) can be
determined to fit the numerical values of H, at (27,y7), j = 0,1, ..., K, by using
least squares fitting. This is a local procedure, and has to be done at every point
at which the scheme is evaluated. oh

i

We denote the approximated spatial derivatives at (2°,3°) by %5%= and 85; ,

and
the approximated function value at (z°,4°) by H,(z°,3°) or (IL) .
i

Similarly let ‘96%, ‘9;;2, 68[1; L agj ! he the least square approximation of E, and

H,’s partial derivatives at (z°,y%). An explicit scheme similar to the central differ-
ence scheme is (for Maxwell’s equations in two dimensions, (84)):

orr,\" (om,\"

n+1 n y _ T
o - e ((22) ()
3 1,

(36) (Hac>2jl = (Hac>zj — At <8EZ>

J
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where (E.);'; denotes the numerical solution (E.);; & E.(zi,y;,ty), similarly for
(H); ; and (HU)?J The set of grid points near (z;,y;) used for least squares fitting
in this paper are (z;,y;), (zix1,y;) and (z;,yj+1). When the grid is a uniform
rectangular grid, then the above least square approximation for spatial derivatives
is the central difference approximation if the same set of neighboring points are
used, and (30) is just the central difference scheme. We refer to (3.0)) as the least
square central difference scheme.

One could use the least square approximated field values as well as the least
square approximated derivatives in the scheme, i.e.

N om,\"  [om,\"
n+1l Yy _ x
(B:)ig = (Ez)i,j Al ( oz > _ < dy )

o0 o= () - (%)

]

i, dy i
L\ ok, \ "
n+1l z
(Hy)ij = (Hy)” + At < 0z ) :
]

Here the subscript (4, j) and superscript n indicate that the approximation is done
in a neighborhood of grid point (x;,y;) using field values at time level ¢,. Note
(Ez)n , (ﬁz)n and (ﬁy)n are weighted averages of field values at (4,7) and its
i, i, i,

neighbérs, therejfore this schejme is similar to the #-scheme on uniform rectangular
grids. When the grid is a uniform rectangular grid (possibly with Az # Ay),
scheme ([B0) reduces to the #-scheme with § = 0.8. We refer to this scheme as the
least square 6-scheme.

Both schemes are first order accurate, because the least square gradient approx-
imation are first order accurate, and the least square field value approximation is
second order accurate. Function approximation by least squares fitting have been
well studied (see e.g. [4, [24]). For completeness, we give a short discussion on the
accuracy of the least squares fitting. Without loss of generality, we can assume
(2°,94%) = (0,0). In a neighborhood of (0,0) with radius O(h), rewrite function
u(z,y) as

w(@,y) =a+br+cy+ fle,y) =z, y) + f(z,y),

where f(x,y) = O(x? 4+ 4?). Suppose the linear function to be determined by least
squares is

W(x,y) = a+ bx + éy.
We would like to show ||(a, b, &) — (a,b,¢)|| = O(h). Denote 6 = (a,b,¢)” and 6 =
(a,b,8)T. Suppose (z°,y°)’s neighboring grid points are (z*, y1), (22, y?), ..., (2%, y¥),
satisfying \/(#7)* 4 (y9)* = O(h), for j = 1,2,..., K. The coordinates of these
points are collected in matrix A,

@9 asllnr)
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and function values at these grid points are collected in vector U = L + F, where
L= (I(z°y°), ...,l(a:K,yK))T and F = (f(2°,9°), ..., f(a:K,yK))T. Then we have
0= (ATA)TATU

6= (ATA)L1ATL.

Therefore
A0 —0) = A(ATA)TAT(U — L) = A(ATA)TATF
= [|A( - 0)|| = ||A(A"A) T ATF|| < |||,

where || - || denotes the [ norm. In the above, we use the fact that A(ATA)~1AT
is an orthogonal projection.

Suppose A is a (K + 1) x 3 matrix of full rank, so its smallest singular value
o3(A) > 0. Suppose o3(A) > Dh for some constant D > 0, then we have

Dh|(8 = 0)I| < o3 (A6~ )| < |A@ )l < [|FIl < OVE +1h°

- CvK +1
=6 -0l < YT

So the problem reduces to a geometric condition o3(A) > Dh for some D > 0 for
the selected neighboring grid points. It can be easily verified that the rectangular
mesh and the hexagonal mesh both satisfy this condition. For example, a rectan-
gular grid of size h has 03(A) = 2h, and a uniform hexagonal grid with edge length
h has o3(A) = /3h (using a grid point and its 6 adjacent grid points in the least
squares fitting).

Next, to show the least square field value approximation is second order accurate,
we notice that (2°,%°) = (0,0 and the first component of A(f — ) is

0

d—'—l;il?o"'éyo—(a"'bzo"'cyo):a’_a’:’& _u(xovyo)v

where @ is the least square field value approximation. Therefore
[0 — u(z®,y%)| < ||A(é —0)|| < CVK + 1h*.

Therefore the least square field value approximation is second order accurate.
The order of accuracy result is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose the grid points coordinate matriz A defined in (38) satis-
fies a3(A) > Dh for some positive constant D, then the least square center difference
scheme and the least square 0-scheme are both first order accurate.

Similar to the central difference scheme, the least square central difference scheme
is usually numerically unstable. We can apply the BFECC method to improve the
stability and accuracy. The least square #-scheme is conditionally stable, and ap-
plying BFECC also improves its stability and accuracy. On a uniform rectangular
grid, BFECC based on the least square central difference and least square 6-scheme
are second order accurate and stable with CFL number v/3 and a CFL number be-
tween /3 and 2, respectively. On non-uniform or non-orthogonal grids, our current
analysis is not sufficient to prove the stability and order of accuracy. Numerical
examples in Section 4] show that BFECC based on the least square 6-scheme is
conditionally stable and second order accurate. We omit the examples for BFECC
based on the least square central difference scheme, which is also second order in
our experiments with smooth solutions (not reported here) but is likely to have



BFECC FOR LINEAR HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS W. APPL. TO MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS 17

numerical artifacts at places where the coefficients of the equations have jump dis-
continuities.

Remark. As will be discussed in Section B.8 on a uniform rectangular grid,
the central difference scheme and the BFECC scheme based on it preserve the
divergence free property of the magnetic field. On a non-rectangular grid, the least
square schemes and the corresponding BFECC schemes don’t have this property.
The flexibility of least square gradient approximation allows an option to reduce

. N 2
the divergence error. We can add a penalty term A ((88]{;) + (agly)) to the

minimization functional of the least squares method, where A\ > 0 is a parameter.
The Gauss’s law for the electric field can similarly be incorporated into the least
squares. We will study them in the future.

3.7. Point shifted algorithm for grid generation. It is often necessary to
model curved material interfaces in computational eletromagnetics. The simplest
treatment with a staircased approximation for the curved boundary can lead to
large errors [5, 23]. Local subcell methods [23] model curved interfaces/boundaries
by modifying the update rule near them. In these cells, the integral form of the
Maxwell’s equations are usually used to update the field, e.g., the contour path
method [I0].

Using BFECC based on the least square central difference scheme (B.6]) or
BFECC based on the least square #-scheme ([B1), we can locally deform the grid
near a curved interface to conform with the interface, and avoid switching to the
integral form of the Maxwell’s equations in these deformed cells. In this section,
we describe a simple point shifted algorithm [I7] for shifting nearby grid points to
the interface. It is used for numerical examples of scattering in Section @

Given a uniform rectangular grid in two dimensions, denote the grid points
Grec = {(,y;) 1 ;s = iAz,y; = jAy,i =0,1,...,N;,j =0,1,...,Ny,}. Let C be a
closed curve, e.g., the boundary of a scattering object. The point shifted algorithm
shifts nearby grid points to the interface for distances less than half of the grid size
so that the topological structure of the grid remains unchanged. And the new grid
point set Go = {(%;,9;) : ¢ =0,1,..., N5, j = 0,1, ..., Ny} conforms with curve C.
It does so by finding the intersections of the grid lines and C, and shifts the nearest
grid points to the intersection points.

Algorithm 1: Point shifted algorithm
Input : Rectangular grid Grec = {(24,9y)) : s = iAx,y; = jAy,i =
0,1,...,Ng,7=0,1,..., Ny}, and a curve C.
Output: Deformed grid Ge = {(%;,9;) :i=0,1,..., Nz, =0,1, ..., Ny }.
1. Copy Grec to Go: set Ty = x4, §j = x5 for i = 0,1,..., Ny, 5 =0,1,..., Ny;
2. Find all intersection points {(#*,9*) : K =0,1,..., K} on grid lines cut by
C;
3. for k=20, 1, .., K do
Find the nearest point (z;«,y;+) in Grec to (2%, §%), when there is a tie,
break the tie arbitrarily. Set (&, 9;-) = (&%, §").
end
4. Return G¢.
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Remark. A optional smoothing step can be added after the point shift to make
the grid deformation more smooth. Denote the uniform rectangular grid points
x;; and the point shifted grid point &; ;, where ¢ =0,1,..., Ny and j = 0,1, ..., N,.
First compute the point shift deformation d; ; = &; ; — =; ;. Second, copy d; ; to

d; ;, and for every (i, j) such that d; ; = 0 (i.e. unshifted points), set

d . - di1j+dig1;+dij1+dijn
i,j = 1 .

This has the effect of smoothing out the point shift deformation. Third, assign new
locations to the shifted grid points

Zij=xi;+di.

fori =0,1,..., Ny and j = 0,1, ..., N,. Note the shifted grid points that lie on the
curve C' are unaffected by this smoothing step, only their neighbors get shifted in
the smoothing step. This step can be repeated multiple times to smooth out the
deformation to points that are further away from the curve C. Smoothing helps
reduce grid deformation near the interface, and can be helpful when complicated
interfaces are involved.

Figure [ shows examples of non-rectangular grids after applying the point shifted
algorithm. The subfigure (a) is a uniform rectangular grid shifted to conform a
circle without smoothing, the subfigure (b) is the same grid shifted to conform a
circle, with a smoothing step, and the subfigure (c) is a uniform rectangular grid
shifted to conform a more complicated curve, without smoothing. Grid (a) and
(c) are use in the scattering numerical examples in Section @l We didn’t use the
smoothing step since the material interfaces in our numerical examples are simple
and solutions on grids without smoothing already has expected order of accuracy.
Note that the topologies of these grids have not been changed by the algorithm,
making the implementation almost as simple as on a uniform rectangular grid.
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FIGURE 1. Point shifted grids.

3.8. Divergence of the magnetic field. The magnetic field satisfies the diver-
gence free condition in the Maxwell’s equations as long as it does so initially. We
show that the central difference scheme conserves the numerical divergence of the
magnetic field when the grid is a uniform rectangular grid. Therefore, BFECC
based on the central difference scheme also conserves the numerical divergence of
the magnetic field.
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The numerical divergence of the magnetic field at the time ¢, is:

N\ (Hw)?-i-l,j - (Hw)?—l,j (Hy)?,j—kl - (Hy)?,j—l
(V- H)i; = 2Azx + 2Ay '

Using the central difference scheme to update H, and H,, we get:
(Hw)?jll,y - (Hﬂc)r‘wrl j 7(Hw)?+1,j - (Hw)n

i—1,j _ i—1,j
2Ax 2Ax
(B2t — (B o — (B2 jan + (B2 At
4AzAy
and
(Hy)?;il - (Hu)?;lll :(Hy)?.,jJrl - (Hy);fjfl +
2Ay 2Ay
(B2 — (B o1 — (B2)ig ja + (B2 At
4AxAy '
Therefore

(V-H)7 = (V- H),

Similar arguments show that for the Lax-Friedrichs scheme and the #-scheme,
(V- H)"J.rl is a convex combination of V - H at (z;,y;) and its neighboring grid
points (these two schemes only conserve ), . (V- H), ;). In particular, if (V - H),

0 for all ¢ and j initially, then this property holds for all subsequent t,,.

For irregular grids, the divergence free property is no longer guaranteed. But
divergence penalty terms can be added to the minimization functional in the least
square gradient approximation to reduce the divergence error, as discussed in Sec-
tion

3.9. Perfectly Matched Layer. Perfectly matched layers are commonly used as
the absorbing boundary condition for problems in unbounded domains [2]. We
consider combining the unsplit convolutional perfectly matched layer [14] with the
BFECC method. Here we adapt the implementation in [2I] and discuss it in the
two dimensional case. The three dimensional case will be similar.

In the lossless domain, consider

0E. 0H, OH,

ot Ox dy

oH,  OE.
ot oy
dH, OE,

ot ~ Oz’

With the unsplit convolutional perfectly match layers, the equations in the per-
fectly matched layers are:

OE. OH, OH, OH, OH,
OH,  OE, OFE,

o - oy — Gy(t) * Dy
0H, OF, OE.

ot~ or Te®rg
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where
Cu(t) = —owe 7 tu(t), w = z,v,
u(t) is the unit step function, and o4, 0, are chosen conductivity parameters in the
perfectly matched layers (PMLs). For PMLs adjacent to a boundary perpendicular
to the z-axis, we choose o, > 0 and o, = 0; and for PMLs adjacent to a boundary
perpendicular to the y-axis, we choose o, > 0 and o, = 0.
To implement BFECC in the perfectly matched layers, we first denote

bw _ e—amAt7 by _ e—a'yAt

ez =by—1,¢cy=0by—1

e U

)
ety = (- 52)
i)y = (00 52)

n 8Ez "
(V)7 = (G0 52)

4]

8

To update the field variables in the PMLs, we separate the terms dependent on
the time ¢,, from others in the convolution integrals (in order to stabilize them later
by BFECC), approximate them using least squares, and obtain the least square
central difference scheme:

om,\" (om,\"
n+1l n Yy _ x
(Ez)i,j - (Ez)i,j + At < 8{E ) 4 ( 3y )

2] 4,J

al—:’u ! n—1
x : be VE.2); . | At

,J

o, \" o
I ( By ) + by (‘I’Ezy)i,jl At
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Here ﬁz, ﬁy and E, are corresponding linear approximation functions obtained by
the least squares fitting.

To apply BFECC to this scheme, we combine all the terms on the right hand
side that involve spatial derivatives. For example, the equation for E, becomes

OH " OH. !

n+1 n Yy T

(Ez)i,j - (Ez)i,j + At (1 + Cm) <—6(E ) — (1 + Cy) < ay )
J

, 1,3

(e (m0) "t =0y (W57 ) At

The term (bz (‘I’sz):lj_l — by (\I/Ezy)?;l) At is treated as a source term. In the
first two steps of the BFECC method, we ignore this source term. It is only there
in the third step of BFECC. We can see that this requires very little modification
to the scheme used in the computational domain.

Similarly, we can also use BFECC based on the least square #-scheme in the

PMLs.

4. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

4.1. 1D periodic solution. We consider the following periodic initial condition
for the 1D Maxwell’s equations

E(0,2) = H(0,z) = sin(27x).
The solution that satisfies the given initial condition is
E(t,z) = H(t,z) = sin 2w (x + ).

We solve the system with BFECC based on the central difference scheme from
t =0 tot=0.6 with At/Az = 0.38, 0.98 and 1.7, and compare the numerical
solutions with the exact solution.

The order of accuracy result is summarized in Table{ll The results confirm
that BFECC based on the central difference scheme is second order accurate. Also
note that the scheme is stable for At = 1.7Az, for which the classical Yee scheme
becomes unstable.

TABLE 1. Order of accuracy for BFECC based on the central dif-
ference scheme at T = 0.

Grid At/Ax =0.38 At/Ax =0.98 At/Ax =17
Error Order Error Order Error Order
64 [ 1.11x1072] — 250x 1072 — [5.58x107?2 -

128 [2.80x 1073 | 2.00 [6.41x1073] 1.97 |1.41 x 1072 | 1.99
256 | 7.93x107%| 2.00 [1.62x 1073 | 2.00 |[3.58 x 1073 | 1.97
512 | 1.73x 107* | 2.00 | 4.00 x 10~*] 2.00 | 9.05x 10~*| 1.99
1024 [ 4.33 x 1075 | 2.00 | 1.00 x 10=* | 2.00 [2.26 x 10~* | 2.00
2048 [ 1.08 x 107° | 2.00 [ 2.51 x 107> | 2.00 |[5.67 x 10> | 2.00
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4.2. 2D periodic solution. We consider the following periodic initial condition
for the 2D Maxwell’s equations in TM, mode.

E.(0,z,y) = sin(27rx)

Hy(0,2,y) =
Hy(0,z,y) = —s1n(27r:c)

The exact solution is
E,(t,z,y) = sin(2r(x — t))
H,(0,2,y) =0
Hy(0,z,y) = —sin(2n(z — t)).

We solve the system with BFECC based on the least square #-scheme from
t =0 tot =25 with At/Az = 0.25, and compare the solutions with the exact
solutions. The problem is solved in four grids: (a) uniform rectangular grid; (b) non-
rectangular grid obtained by a smooth perturbation from (a); (¢) non-rectangular
grid with a global circular grid deformation; and (d) non-rectangular grid with grid
points shifted to a circular interface. The grids are shown in Figure{2land the order
of accuracy is shown in Table 2] We see the numerical orders of accuracy are all
above 2, showing the effectiveness of the BFECC method on non-orthogonal grids.

(a) Uniform rectangular grid. (b) Non-rectangular, smoothly vary-
ing.

(¢) Non-rectangular with global cir- (d) Non-rectangular with local defor-
cular deformation. mation.

FIGURE 2. Grids: (a) Uniform rectangular; (b) (c¢) and (d) Non-
orthogonal grids.



BFECC FOR LINEAR HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS W. APPL. TO MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS 23

TABLE 2. Order of accuracy for BFECC based on the least square
f-scheme at T'= 2.5
Crid @) ©) © @
Error Order Error Order Error Order Error Order
20 x 20 | 5.843 x 102 - 1.502 x 107! - 6.429 x 102 - 5.723 x 1072 -
40 x40 [ 8.160 x 1073 | 2.84 [2.469x 1072 ] 2.61 |1.070x 102 | 2.59 |7.013x 10=3| 3.03
80 x 80 | 1.269 x 1073 | 2.69 |3.426x 1072 | 2.85 |2.413x 1073 | 2.15 [8.485x 10~*| 3.05

4.3. Scattering by a dielectric cylinder. In this example, we solve the 2D
Maxwell’s equations in TM, mode with BFECC based on the least square 6-scheme
for the scattering problem by a dielectric cylinder.

oH,  OF.
F=at = "oy
0H, OF.
H ot ~ Or

0B. 0H, OH,
ot~ oz oy

The incident wave is a z-polarized plane wave travelling in the z direction, i.e.
(E)ine = sin(w(z — 1)), (Hy)ine = 0 and (Hy)ine = —sin(w(z — t)), where w =
27/0.6 is the angular frequency. The computational domain is [0,1] x [0,1]. A
dielectric cylinder with e = 2.25 and p = 1 and radius 0.24 is placed in the center of
the computation domain. The surrounding medium has e = 1 and p = 1. Perfectly
match layers are used as absorbing boundaries, and the total-field/scattered-field
formulation [23] is used to introduce plane waves into the computational domain.

Two grids are used in computation: (a) a uniform rectangular grid is used and
the material interface is approximated by stair-casing; and (b) a point shifted grid in
which intersection points of the uniform rectangular grid and the material interface
are computed and the closest rectangular grid points are moved to the intersection
points, and see Figure[Il(a). We use a simple treatment for the material interface: if
a grid point falls inside the dielectric cylinder, e = 2.25 and p = 1 are used during
the update of E and H, otherwise, ¢ = 1 and p = 1 are used. Other interface
treatments will be studied in the future.

BFECC based on the least square #-scheme is used instead of BFECC based on
the least square central difference scheme is used. The larger numerical dissipa-
tion is helpful when there is material discontinuity. When BFECC based on the
least square central difference scheme is used, there are small spurious oscillations
presented in the numerical solution due to the material discontinuity.

Since the CFL condition for BFECC based on the least square #-scheme only

V3 , here we take At = Ax = Ay. Smaller At values
V(1/A2)2+(1/Ay)?

have also been experimented, giving similar results as presented here.

The numerical solution on the point-shifted grid at ¢ = 3.8 is shown in Figure{3]
and is compared with the analytic Mie solution [3] in Figure d BFECC based on
the least square 6-scheme scheme is able to generate smooth solutions without any
spurious oscillation. ¢ = 3.8 is chosen since the solution seems to reach the steady
state at this time. The scheme has also been tested for several thousands time steps
(up to ¢ = 12) and the solution remains stable.

requires At <
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The grid refinement analysis for numerical solutions on uniform rectangular grids
and point shifted grids is shown in Table[3l Here the numerical solution on a 320 x
320 grid is taken as the accurate solution, and all errors (in l3) are computed with
respect to this numerical solution. We can see that the BFECC scheme essentially
achieves second order accuracy.

TABLE 3. Order of accuracy for BFECC based on the least square
f-scheme at T = 3.8

Grid uniform rectangular | non-rectangular
Error Order Error | Order
20 x 20 0.274 - 0.421 -
40 x 40 | 0.0789 1.80 0.130 1.69

80 x 80 | 0.0148 241 0.0341 | 1.93
160 x 160 | 0.00370 2.00 0.00683 | 2.33

1.0- -

o o
» ©

S_12 ® 08 oo

FiGURE 3. BFECC based on the least square 6-scheme solution at
t = 3.8. Left: contour plot of F,; Right: surface plot of E..

3.0~ -
e—e BFECC + least square ¢-scheme
— Mie solution

2.5 -
2.0 -
15-
1.0 -
0.5 -
0.0 -
—0.5 -
~-1.0 -

=15+ | | | i r
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIGURE 4. Slice of F, with y = 0.5 at t = 3.8, compared with the
analytic Mie solution.
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4.4. Scattering by a dielectric object of complicated shape. In this example,
BFECC bases on the least square #-scheme is used to solve a scattering problem by
a dielectric object of more complicated shape. The material setup is the same as in
the previous example. Notice that the object has sharp corners and cavities inside,
as shown in Figure The two grids used for computations are (a) a uniform
rectangular grid with staircasing approximation for material interface and (b) a
point shifted grid, see Figure [II (b).

The contour plot of E, at t = 3.6 is shown in Figure Taking the 320 x 320
numerical solution as the reference, the numerical errors (in l2) are shown in Table[dl
Again we see that the BFECC scheme is stable and has second order accuracy.

0.0 | | | | r
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIGURE 5. Scattering by a complicated object. Left: shape of the
object; Right: contour plot of F, at t = 3.6.

TABLE 4. Grid refinement analysis for BFECC based on the least
square @-scheme at T = 3.6

Grid uniform rectangular non-rectangular
Error Order Error Order
20 x 20 | 4.200 x 10~ 1 - 4.384 x 1071 -

40 x40 [1.159x 10~ 1] 1.86 [ 1.160 x 10-* | 1.92
80 x 80 |[3.618x 1072 | 1.68 |3.700 x 1072 | 1.65
160 x 160 | 8.116 x 10~3 | 2.16 | 8.830 x 10~3 | 2.07

5. CONCLUSION

We study the Back and Forth Error Compensation and Correction (BFECC)
Method for linear hyperbolic PDE systems and establish the stability and accuracy
properties of BFECC for homogeneous linear hyperbolic systems with constant
coefficients. The method is then applied to the Maxwell’s equations. On uniform
orthogonal grids, BFECC based on the central difference and BFECC based on
the Lax-Friedrichs schemes are proved to be second order accurate and have larger
CFL number than the classical Yee scheme. On non-orthogonal or unstructured
grids, the BFECC method is applied to a first order scheme based on least square
gradient approximation. Numerical examples demonstrate the effectiveness of the
BFECC schemes for Maxwell’s equations. In particular BFECC based on the least
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square central difference scheme or the least square 6-scheme is easy to implement
on non-orthogonal grids, has larger CFL numbers and second order accuracy in
the numerical examples we have tested. We plan to test the BFECC schemes
on unstructured grids with adaptive refinement for more complicated application
problems in the future.
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APPENDIX A. STABILITY AND ACCURACY OF BFECC SCHEMES BASED ON
CENTRAL DIFFERENCE

A.1. One dimensional case. For Maxwell’s equations in one dimensional free
space with periodic boundary condition, central difference scheme £L’s Fourier sym-
bol matrix is
_ 1 iAsin(2mkh)
Qe = (i/\ sin(27kh) 1 ) ’

and L£*’s Fourier symbol matrix is Qg+ = @
For the BFECC scheme based on central difference, its Fourier symbol matrix is

1 iAsin(27kh)

B 1 B 1.5 . 5
Qp=0Qr (I—i— 5([— QL*QL)) = (1 - 5)\ sin (27Tkh)) (Msin(%rkh) 1
Stability We calculate eigenvalues for Q. and Qp

MQr)+ =1+ iAsin(2rwkh)
MNQp)+ = <1 - %/\2 sin2(27rkh)> (14 i\ sin(27wkh))
We study the spectral radius of @ p:
INQB)+]* = (1 - %/\2 sin2(27rkh)>2 (1 + \?sin?(27kh))
Let ¢ = sin®(27kh) € [0, 1], and define

2
1O = N@o)s = (1= 32%¢) (1420

When A2 < 2, f(¢) is monotonically decreasing in [0, 1], and it obtains its max-
imum at 0, f(0) =1 and for all ¢ € (0,1], f({) < 1. For the case f(0) = 1, we can
explicitly check that mode is stable. Therefore for A2 < 2, the scheme is stable.

When A? > 2, maxceo11 f(¢) = max(f(0), f(1)) = max (1, (1- %)\2)2 1+ )\2)),

we already checked k = 0 is always a stable mode. Setting (1 — %)\2)2 (1+X?) <1,
we get A2 < 3.

)
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Therefore At/Ax =\ < V/3 ensures [2 stability for the BFECC scheme.
Accuracy Write

E(t,z) = Y Ci(t)e*™*

keFN

H(t,x) = Z Dy (t)e* ke

keFN

and plug in the Maxwell’s equations, we get:

A (C\ _( 0 2mik) (Ck) _ . (Ck
dt Dk o 2mik 0 Dk o Dk

where matrix G is defined by the last equality. Calculate the matrix exponential,
we get:

(e 80) e (5 - (ol ) (i)

While with BFECC based on the central difference scheme, we have:

Crltn +At) _ Ci(tn)\ _ 1, . 1 ixsin(2mkh)\ [ Ck(tn)
(DZ(tn +At)) =@ (D]Z(tn)> - <1 —N bmz(%kh)) <1ﬁ)\sin(27rk:h,) 1 ) <D2(tn))
Note Ah = At, we see:
Qp = e 4 O(|kh®), as h — 0

By the Theorem-{2.2] we see BFECC based on the central difference scheme is a
second order accurate scheme.
Numerical dispersion relation can be obtained by noticing

eiwAt Y (QB)
where w = 27v is the angular frequency and v is the frequency. Taking the imagi-
nary part, we get

sin(wAt) = (1 — %/\2 sinQ(/%h)> sin(kh)

where k = 2rk. Therefore the numerical phase speed is
w
Z
Expand the right hand side upto second order, we get

1 1 - -
= ——arcsin | A [ 1 = =X\2sin?(kh ) sin(kh ]
s [ (1= G2 sin) ) sin(i)

w 1 5= 1- ~

= = NE2h? — —E?h? + O(K*h?

T =3 5 (k°h”)

A.2. Two dimensional case. For Maxwell’s equations in two dimensional free
space with periodic boundary condition, central difference scheme L’s Fourier sym-
bol matrix is

1 0 —iAy sin(2wlAy)
Qr = 0 1 iAp sin(2wkAx)
—iAy sin(2mlAy) A sin(2rkAx) 1

As discussed in Section ??, Qz- = Q. For convenience of notation, we denote
sp = sin(2rkAx) and s} = sin(27lAy).
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BFECC based on the central Difference scheme has Fourier symbol matrix
1
Qn= Qe (1+5(1 - Qe-Qo))

By direct computation, we get

14v2/7.9\2 1 Y

1 - 3y (s]) EAﬂﬁl)‘ySiSl 0

I+ 5([ —QrQr) = EAxAysis? 1-— 5)\920(5%)2 0
1412 2 14v2/.9\2
and
(A1)
1— %/\5(5?)2 %/\I/\ysisly —iAys] (1 — %)\i(si)Q — %)\5(5?)2)
Qp = A AysEsy 1— IX2(s§)? idas (L= 2A2(s7)% — $A2(s))?)
—idgs? (1= 3A2(s3)? — 3A2(s])?)  idast (1 — 3A5(s)? — 3A2(s7)?) 1= 3A2(sF)? — $AL(s))?

Stability Eigenvalues of Q. are
)\1 = 1, A273 =1 il\/Ag(Sﬁ)2 + Ag(s’ly)Q

The matrix A can be decomposed as

Qr=VAV!
where
A = diag{\1, A2, A3}
and
Az SE —Ays? Aysy
V= | Ayst Az SE — Ao S%

0 MR () + X (s))?

It is then easy to see the scheme is I? stable if and only if maxge o [A2s| < 1,
which is not true since [Aa3|? = 1+ A2(s§)? + A\ (s7)? > 1 for sf # 0 or s # 0.
Therefore the central difference scheme is unconditionally unstable.

We can verify that columns of V' are also eigenvectors of Q~Q, and hence eigen-
vectors of @ p. This allows us to compute the eigenvalues of @ pg:

M(Qs) = 1Aaa(@s) = (1= JORD2 + X201 ) (151201 + 4 602)

Therefore, BFECC based on the central difference scheme is stable if and only if

Let ¢ = (s7)? € [0,1],60 = (s})? € [0, 1], define

2
f(¢,0) = (1 - %(Aig + Aj@)) (L+A2¢+A20)

We have
of
a_C <0
of

%<O
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when 1—£(A2¢+A26) > 0 and above this line, both partial derivatives are positive.
Using this property, we see

— _ : 2 2

pnax f(C,0) = max(£(0,0), f(1,1)), i A7+ A5 > 2

For the case, \2 + )\5 > 2 the [? stability condition becomes

1 2
F1 = (123024 ) (424 <1 4N <3

Therefore, BFECC based on the central difference scheme is stable is stable if and
only if

V3
VOB + (175

A+ A <3e A<

Accuracy Write

H, = Z Ck)l(t)e%ri(km-i—ly)
kleFn

By~ Y Do
kleFn

E, = Z Ek7l(t)e27ri(km+ly)
klEFN

Plug into the Maxwell’s equations and get

9 Ck,l 0 0 —2mil CkJ CkJ
5 Dk,l = 0 0 2mik Dk,l =G Dk,l
Ek,l —2mil  2mwik 0 Ek_’l Ek,l

Calculate the matrix exponential to get

Okyl(t + At) Okyl(t)
Dkyl(t + At) = eAtG Dkﬁl(t)
Ek)l(t + At) Ek)l(t)
where
k2412 cos(2nVEZFIZAL)  kl(1—cos(2nVEZFIZAL)) Isin(2nVEZFIZAL)
[EERE [RERE Y/
AtG _ | kl(1—cos(2nVEZFIZAL) 124k cos(2mVEZFIZAL) . ksin(2mvk2 FIZAt)
e = K112 EEuE ¢ VEETIZ

Isin(2nVRZFIZAL ksin(2nVEZHIZAL
_Z% Zsmwk? V2+12> cos(2mVk? + 12At)
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Note it is symmetric. Expand entries of e2*¢ upto second order, the entries are
listed as (in the order of (1,1), (1,2),(1,3),(2,2), (2,3),(3,3)):

k% + 12 cos(2mVk2 + I2At) 1 2
[EEp 3 BrAT+ OLA)
R = cos2nVETH PAL) 1 50\ ’
212 = 5 (2m)°kI(AH)” + O(AF")
. 2 2
_ isz(%mAﬂ = —i271l At + O(At?)
k2 +12
1? + k2 cos(2my/EZ T ZAt) 1
=1- - (27k?)(A1)? + O(AP
[EEp 3 BTRANT+ O
. 2 2
(ESnCIVEZ FBAD o by oA
k2 +12

cos2mv/k2 1 PAL) =1 — %(2@2(1# +2)(A1)? + O(AP)

Compare with entries of Q, we see Q¢ = e +O(|vVk2 + [2At|?), by Theorem-
22 the central difference scheme is first order accurate.

Expand entries of Qp and note \;Az = At and A\,Ay = At, the entries are
listed as (in the order of (1,1), (1,2),(1,3),(2,2),(2,3), (3 3)):

1-— 1)\2(5 P =1- %(m?)(m)? + O(AF)
A Aysis) = %( m)2kI(AL)? + O(AF?)
—idys] < ()\2( P24 A2 (s))? )> = —i2nlAt + O(At?)
1— —)\2( 7)? = (27rk2)(At)2 +O0(AP)
iXp ST < ()\2( Z+A(s)) > = i2rkAt + O(At?)

(AQ( P24 A2 (s))?) =1 — S (2m)2 (K + IP)(AL)* + O(AL?)
Compare with entries of e2'¢ we see Qp = €% + O(|VE2 + 2At]%), b

Theorem{2.2, BFECC based on the central difference scheme is second order accu-
rate.

N =

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, GEORGIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, ATLANTA, GA 30332
E-mail address: xwang320@math.gatech.edu

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, GEORGIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, ATLANTA, GA 30332
E-mail address: yingjie@math.gatech.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. BFECC method for homogeneous linear hyperbolic PDE systems with constant coefficients
	2.1. Stability
	2.2. Accuracy
	2.3. Alternative view of BFECC method for hyperbolic PDE systems.

	3. BFECC schemes for the Maxwell's equations
	3.1. BFECC based on the central difference scheme – one dimensional case
	3.2. BFECC based on the central difference scheme – two dimensional case
	3.3. BFECC based on the central difference scheme – three dimensional case
	3.4. BFECC based on the Lax-Friedrichs scheme
	3.5. BFECC based on interpolation of the central difference and the Lax-Friedrichs schemes
	3.6. Least square local linear approximation for non-rectangular grids
	3.7. Point shifted algorithm for grid generation
	3.8. Divergence of the magnetic field
	3.9. Perfectly Matched Layer

	4. Numerical examples
	4.1. 1D periodic solution
	4.2. 2D periodic solution
	4.3. Scattering by a dielectric cylinder
	4.4. Scattering by a dielectric object of complicated shape

	5. Conclusion
	6. Acknowledgement
	References
	Appendix A. Stability and accuracy of BFECC schemes based on central difference
	A.1. One dimensional case
	A.2. Two dimensional case


