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Abstract. Quasisymmetry builds a third invariant for charged-particle motion
besides energy and magnetic moment. We address quasisymmetry at the level
of approximate symmetries of first-order guiding-centre motion. We find that the
conditions to leading order are the same as for exact quasisymmetry if one insists that
the symmetry is purely spatial. We also generalise to allow for approximate phase-space
symmetries, and derive weaker conditions. The latter recover “weak quasisymmetry”
as a subcase, thus we prove it is spatial only to leading order, but also that it implies the
existence of a wider class of independent approximate conserved quantities. Finally,
we demonstrate that magnetohydrostatics imposes quasisymmetry to leading order.
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1. Introduction

Quasisymmetry was proposed [I] as a way to achieve magnetic confinement and is the
design principle [2] underlying several modern optimised stellarators, including NCSX
(partially constructed at PPPL) and HSX (built and operated at the University of
Wisconsin-Madison). It is, in essence, a spatial symmetry of first-order guiding-centre
motion that guarantees integrability.

In a previous work [3], necessary and sufficient conditions were derived for the
existence of quasisymmetry, treating both system and symmetry as exact. It is worth
noting that these hold for all nonzero values of charge, mass and magnetic moment.

Nevertheless, an approximate symmetry may be just as good as an exact one,
especially since the guiding-centre system is only an approximation. Recently, it was
suggested [4] that approximate considerations of guiding-centre motion can relax the
conditions of quasisymmetry.

In this paper, however, we show that any approximate spatial symmetry of the first-
order guiding centre system must satisfy the quasisymmetry conditions [3] to lowest
order. This result contradicts the result presented in [4], which asserts that when a
magnetic field is “weakly quasisymmetric” there exists an approximate spatial symmetry
for first-order guiding-centre motion.
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Generalising from spatial symmetries to phase-space symmetries, we also find
necessary and sufficient conditions for approximate symmetries that transform the
parallel velocity of the guiding centre in addition to its position. In this way, we provide
a set of weaker restrictions for an approximate conserved quantity. This set includes
the case of [4], which proves to be a linearly parallel-velocity-dependent symmetry in
first-order. We thereby confirm the approximate conserved quantity deduced in [4],
even though the corresponding symmetry is not purely spatial. Moreover, we show that
weak quasisymmetry implies a broader class of approximate conserved quantities than
the single invariant considered in [4], which we derive and generalise even further for
genuine phase-space symmetries. Finally, we show that under the magnetohydrostatic
assumption, approximate symmetries reduce to quasisymmetry, as well.

2. Guiding-centre motion

The very notion of guiding centre is built on an approximate symmetry. It assumes that
the motion of charged particles admits approximately a rotational symmetry about the
magnetic field. As a result, the magnetic moment is an adiabatic invariant. This allows
to reduce the original charged-particle motion to a 2-degree-of-freedom system for the
gyrocentre, which tracks or, to put it the other way round, guides the particle. Guiding-
centre motion averages over the fast, small-radius gyration, and describes the system
reduced under gyrosymmetry.

There have been various formulations of the guiding-centre system that agree to first
order of approximation. Here we follow Littlejohn’s, without taking into account electric
fields, time-dependence or relativistic effects, which can be treated though accordingly.

Guiding-centre motion involves different features of the magnetic field that come
into play both in contravariant and covariant components. This suggests the language
of differential forms as more appropriate. Calculations and results support its use for
brevity and hopefully clarity. That being said, notions and notation are kept to a
minimumm For the calculus of differential forms, besides classical textbooks we refer to
the recent tutorial [5] specifically adapted to 3D and plasma physics.

Throughout this paper we consider a 3-dimensional oriented smooth Riemannian
manifold ) equipped with associated volume-form €2, and assume that the magnetic
field B is nowhere zero on (). We set M = () x R, and also assume enough smoothness
for all objects on M, wherever needed.

Let x and v denote the position and reduced velocity of the guiding centre,
respectively. We think of 2 = (z,v)) as a point of M. Following [6], the equations

1 In short, the main tools are as follows. For any vector field u, L, denotes the Lie derivative with
respect to u, i, stands for the interior product of a form with u, and u” the corresponding 1-form.
Finally, [u,w] = L,w stands for the commutator of any two vector fields u,w. The only relations used
next are limited to basic properties among L, i,, the exterior derivative d and the wedge product A.
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of first-order guiding-centre (FGC) motion for normalised constants (m = g = 1) read
& = B (v B+ epb x V|BJ),

. o (1)
v = _,UB” 'B-V|B|,

where b = B/|B|, B = B+ eyjcurlb is the so called modified magnetic field, By = B - b,
1 is the value of the magnetic moment, and e is a scaling parameter that indicates the
order of the guiding-centre approximation. For a weakly inhomogeneous magnetic field,
€ < 1 says that the magnetic field varies slowly within a gyroradius p and a gyroperiod
7. This can be expressed as p/L,7/T €, where L and T stand for the characteristic
lengths and time (seen by the particle) over which B changes appreciably. As both p
and 7 are inversely proportional to the gyrofrequency Qg = ¢|B|/m, one may adopt
e =m/q and treat p as the magnetic moment per unit mass instead of normalisation.
An equivalent way to express the above system is
sz+e®||b+euV|B|:O, 5
b1 — v = 0, ( )
explicitly defining v as the component of the guiding centre velocity that is parallel to
the magnetic field. Although () is in solved form, (2]) is often more preferable to use
and in fact precedes it in a Hamiltonian derivation.
In this form, the system admits a Hamiltonian formulation in the sense of iy w =
—dH for V = (&,9), where the symplectic form w and Hamiltonian function H on M
(minus the set where B” = 0) are given by

w=p+ ed(v”bb) (3)

H(x,v)) = (v} /2 + p| B| (). (4)
Here g = igQ) is a 2-form on M expressing the magnetic flux, and the projection
from M to @ that pulls back $ and " is dropped to simplify notation. Note that
df = (div B)Q2 = 0, that is, [ is closed since B is divergence-free.

In terms of the modified vector potential A = A+-ev)b, system () is also formulated
as a variational problem described by the Lagrangian [0]

L(z,vy, &, 0)) = Az, v))- & — H(z,v)), (5)
or equally the Poincaré-Cartan form a = Ldt = A® — Hdt on extended state space [1].
The magnetic potential A” always exists locally, since by the Poincaré lemma the closed
magnetic flux form 3 is locally also exact on @, i.e., B = dA”. If J ¢ 3 =0 for all surfaces
S representing the second homology group H(Q), then A is global.

3. Approximate Hamiltonian symmetries

Approximate symmetries were introduced in [§] in a framework very close to Lie’s
symmetry groups. An independent approach was presented in [9] with a particular
focus on dynamical systems and connections with normal forms. See also [10] [11] for
more reading. Here we adapt some of these notions to a Hamiltonian setup.
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There are two things that a symmetry of an approximate system being approximate
means. The first is that the symmetry as a transformation is approximate, and the
second is that the symmetry leaves the system approximately invariant. For consistency,
the order of approximation in both cases is the same as the system’s. By symmetry in
this paper, we will mean continuous symmetries on M.

The key ingredient to quantify approximate methods is that any object that depends
on a small parameter € is considered only up to terms O(e*) for some integer k. To apply
this, it is useful to work on the equivalence class of functions described as follows. Any
two functions f, g that differ by O(e**1)-terms are regarded as equal. To relax notation,
we express this by writing

flzie) = g(zi6) + O(€) & flze) = g(ze) (6)
for some fixed k.

Each equivalence class [f] under ~ has a natural representative, namely the kth-
order Taylor polynomial of f in € about € = 0. Thus, we can think of any C* function
f in € defined on some manifold M as

k
fze) =Y € filz), (7)
i=0
z € M. We do the same for any e-dependent differential form, vector field, and mapping
whatsoever on M, assuming they are sufficiently smooth in a neighbourhood of € = 0.

In the following we simply let k = 1, as the forthcoming notions straightforwardly
generalise to any order of approximation. So, the term “approximate” from now on will
mean approximate of first order, unless stated otherwise.

Definition 3.1. An approximate dynamical system on a manifold M is a system of
ordinary differential equations Z = V(z;€) with V' =~ Vi + €V}, where V;, V} are vector
fields on M.

Under the equivalence &, note that any system that agrees up to first order with
the vector field V' will do. We can express this by replacing = with ~ in (). Within this
class, it is useful to work with Littlejohn’s representative system that has a Hamiltonian
structure.

We think of Hamiltonian systems in terms of symplectic forms, i.e., nondegenerate
closed 2-forms on M. Relaxing the nondegeneracy requirement, presymplectic forms are
just closed 2-forms. In the approximate setting, we ask for

Definition 3.2. An approximate Hamiltonian system (w, H) on a manifold M is an
approximate dynamical system V' that satisfies

’ivw =—dH (8>
for w = wy + ewy, H = Hy + €Hy, where wy is a symplectic form, w; is a presymplectic
form and Hy, H, are functions all on M.

We start by making precise the first aspect, what is an approximate transformation
of a system.
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Definition 3.3. An approximate transformation on a manifold M is a smooth map
O : M x 1 — M with &(z;¢) =~ Pg(2) +€D1(2), 2z € M that is invertible for each € € I,
where I C R is open and contains 0.

Continuous transformations means there is a family of transformations that depend
continuously on a parameter in a manifold of dimension at least 1. Typically this family
is required to form a group. In the approximate context, we have the following notion.

Definition 3.4. A one-parameter approximate transformation group on a manifold M
is a set of approximate transformations ®” such that
(i) @™ = Id iff 7 =0,
(i) O™ o O™ & P12
for all 7,71, € G, where G C R is open and contains 0.

Definition 3.5. The infinitesimal generator of a one-parameter approximate
transformation group ®” on a manifold M is defined by
dfpd(j7 €) y (9)

The converse to this relation, which builds the group from the generator, is given
by the solution Z = ®7(z;€) to the initial-value problem dz/dr ~ U(%), 2(0) ~ =z.
Equivalently, it can be constructed from the exponential map in the approximate sense,

U(z;e) =~

&7 ~~ exp(7U), where the exponential of a vector field is defined by following it for time
one.

Combining Definitions [3.4] and 3.5 we see that the generator (Q) is a vector field of
the form U = Uy + €Uy, where Uy = d®j/d7| _, and Uy = d®]/d7| __,.

Moving to the second point, a kth-order approximate transformation is a kth-
order approximate symmetry of a kth-order approximate system if it leaves the system
invariant up to O(e¥)-terms. For an autonomous system described exactly by a vector
field V', a necessary and sufficient condition for a vector field U to be an exact symmetry
is that U and V commute. In the approximate case, the symmetry criterion applies
accordingly and is given below as a definition.

Definition 3.6. An approximate symmetry of an approximate system Z = V(z;¢€) on
a manifold M is a one-parameter approximate transformation group generated by a
vector field U on M that satisfies [U, V] = 0.

For approximate Hamiltonian systems and symmetries, the invariance criterion
from the exact case also applies here accordingly and is given by the next definition.

Definition 3.7. An approximate Hamiltonian symmetry of an approximate Hamilto-
nian system (w, H) on a manifold M is a one-parameter approximate transformation
group generated by a vector field U on M that satisfies Lyw ~ 0 and Ly H = 0.

For multiple future reference, it is worth noting that under dw = 0 and 1yw = — dH,
for any vector field u we have the relations

LUW = dz'Uw (10)
LUH = ZUdH = ’év’éUw. (11)



Approximate symmetries of guiding-centre motion 6

Then an approximate version of Noether’s theorem for Hamiltonian systems follows.
While the map from constants of motion to Hamiltonian symmetries is automatic, its
inverse though, given Definition [3.7], stumbles on the exactness of the closed 1-form iyw.
The next result offers a way out.

Lemma 3.8. Let V' be an approximate Hamiltonian system (M,w,H) and U an
approximate Hamiltonian symmetry generator. If closed trajectories of the set of fields
fU + gV with f, g arbitrary functions span H;(M), then iyw is approximately exact.

Proof. If U is a Hamiltonian symmetry generator, then iyw is closed up to first-order
terms from ([I0)), because Lyw = 0. Also, ixigw = 0 for any X = fU + gV from (1),
since Ly H =~ 0. So, fv ipw ~ 0, where [y] = X, hence the result. O

Definition 3.9. A function K(z;¢) = Ko(2)+€K;(z), z € M is an approximate constant
of motion for an approximate dynamical system V on a manifold M if Ly K = 0.

Theorem 3.10. If a function K is an approximate constant of motion for the
approximate Hamiltonian system (w, H ), then there exists an approximate Hamiltonian
symmetry generated by a vector field U, unique up to equivalence, such that ipw ~
—dK. Under the assumption of Lemma [B.8] the converse is also true.

Proof. For any function K, a vector field U = Uy + €U, such that ipw ~ — dK is well-
defined, since wy is nondegenerate. This is because the zeroth-order terms iy,wy = —dK)
determine Uj uniquely and then the first-order terms iy, wo + iy,w1 = —dK; determine
Uy uniquely. Thus, we have Lyw ~ 0 from (I0), since iyw is closed up to first-order

terms. If Ly K =~ 0, then Ly H = 0 too, because from (1))
LUH = —iUin = —ivdK = — LvK (12)

In the other direction, if a vector field U generates an approximate Hamiltonian
symmetry, igw ~ — dK for some global function K by Lemma B8 Then, using (2],
K is approximately conserved, because Ly H = 0. O

Remark 3.11. Here as well as in [3], we have chosen to use Hamiltonian symmetries.
Equally, one can address the same problem in terms of variational symmetries [12].
In other words, assume that U generates an approximate symmetry of the Lagrangian
formulation for the system. This means that U leaves [L dt invariant modulo boundary
terms and up to O(e)-terms. Infinitesimally for GC motion it is expressed as Lya ~ df
for some arbitrary function f(z,v)), recalling a = A" — Hdt from section Bl This
condition splits by ¢ into Ly A’ ~ df and Ly H ~ 0. Note that dA” = w, so applying d to
the former gives Lyw = 0. Therefore we recover Definition B.7. The opposite direction
requires Lemma 3.8 Variational symmetries assume K = U - A — f is global from the
beginning, and so Noether’s formulation of Theorems B.I0 and .7 soon to follow does
not require this lemma.
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4. Noether’s theorem for approximate presymplectic systems

The FGC system does not follow Definition [3.2] as wg = 8 is everywhere degenerate
and therefore not symplectic. Consequently Theorem [B.10] does not apply in this case.
Note that nondegeneracy of wy is actually a requirement only in the first direction of the
theorem. Thus, if it fails then an approximate conserved quantity may correspond to
more than one approximate Hamiltonian symmetry. The implications of this degeneracy
for Noether’s theorem are illustrated in this section.

A closed 2-form w is called presymplectic. Thus, presymplectic forms may be
degenerate and of variable rank. The rank of any 2-form w is the dimension of the
range of the associated linear map @ from tangent vectors to cotangent vectors at each
point, given by @(X) = ixw, and w is degenerate if and only if the rank is less than the
dimension of the manifold. For € # 0 the guiding-centre form (3)) in the exact scenario
is symplectic except where B” = 0. But for € = 0 it reduces to , which is closed
(div B = 0) and its rank is 2 everywhere (as B = 0 is excluded) on the 4-dimensional
manifold M = @ x R, so it is presymplectic and nowhere symplectic.

In general, the kernel of w consists of all the vector fields that annihilate w and
degeneracy means nonzero kerw of dimension complementary to the range. In the
approximate setup, in order to include any degeneracies arising from the equivalence
relation =, we consider

Definition 4.1. For a 2-form w = wy + ewy, kerw is the set of all approximate vector
fields S such that igw =~ 0.

For a presymplectic form w, we continue to say a dynamical system V' is Hamiltonian
if 7yw = —dH for some H. In contrast to the symplectic case, however, this does not
have any solutions V' if dH is not in the range of w, and if dH is in the range then it
has an affine space of solutions, consisting of one solution plus anything in its kernel, so
(w, H) no longer determines V' uniquely. Thus, to specify a presymplectic Hamiltonian
system we give (V,w, H). We do the same for approximate systems, as well. In the
sense of Definition [1.T], note that nondegeneracy of an approximate 2-form w = wq+ € w;
requires only wy to be nondegenerate. Failing to meet this requirement, the guiding-
centre form for € < 1 can be said to be presymplectic. More generally, we say

Definition 4.2. An approximate presymplectic Hamiltonian system (V,w,H) on a
manifold M is an approximate dynamical system V' that satisfies iyw = —dH for
w = wy+ ewy, H = Hy + eHy, where wy,w; are presymplectic forms and H,, H; are
functions all on M, assuming wq is nowhere symplectic.

Next we present some symmetry aspects introduced by presympelctic forms. For
approximate forms, the points we limit ourselves to are very similar to the exact case,
thus we fine-tune them directly for approximate presymplectic systems. So, first, we
adopt again Definition B.7 for Hamiltonian symmetries. Note though that the kernel of
a presymplectic form gives rise automatically to Hamiltonian symmetries of all systems
V' with the same presymplectic form w regardless of the Hamiltonian function H.
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Proposition 4.3. For an approximate presymplectic Hamiltonian system (V, w, H), any
vector field in kerw generates an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry for all H.

Proof. Let igw =~ 0 for some vector field S. Then Lsw = digw =~ 0 from (I0), and
LsH = iyisw =~ 0 from (II]), as V respects the order of approximation of igw. O

Thus, such symmetries are not triggered by the dynamics of a particular system,
they merely reduce it to a local symplectic submanifold. Moreover, they trivially satisfy
the relation of Theorem [B.I0 for a constant function. We say

Definition 4.4. A trivial symmetry of an approximate presymplectic Hamiltonian
system (V,w, H) is a transformation generated by a vector field in ker w.

Remark 4.5. Unlike the symplectic case, in the presymplectic case we cannot deduce
that a Hamiltonian symmetry U is a symmetry of V| only that [U, V] € kerw and
[U + S,V] =0 for some S € kerw.

In order to restore the one-to-one correspondence in Noether’s theorem, we need to
consider equivalence classes of Hamiltonian symmetries, each differing from one another
by a trivial one. This is where an approximate version meets a presymplectic one.

Definition 4.6. For a 2-form w = wy + ewq, ranw is the set of all approximate 1-forms
ixw for approximate vector fields X.

Theorem 4.7. If a function K is an approximate constant of motion for the approximate
presymplectic Hamiltonian system (V,w, H) with dK € ranw, then there exists an
approximate Hamiltonian symmetry generated by any vector field U + S such that
ipw =~ —dK and S € kerw. Under the assumption of Lemma [3.8], the converse is also
true.

Proof. The proof follows from Proposition 4.3 and along the same lines as the proof
of Theorem B.I0. In the first direction, for any function K with dK € ranw, a vector
field U such that igw ~ —dK can be defined uniquely modulo elements of ker w, i.e.,
U=U+S , where iyw ~ — dK. Then, as in Theorem [3.10], U generates an approximate
Hamiltonian symmetry. In the other direction, if U + S generates an approximate
Hamiltonian symmetry, then so does U by Proposition Then, as in Theorem [3.10,
tyw ~ —dK by Lemma and K is an approximate conserved quantity. O

For more general presymplectic systems, where V' is not unique or only exists on a

submanifold of M, see [I3][14] for a (purely) presymplectic version of Noether’s theorem.

4.1. The guiding-centre case

Back to FGC motion,

Proposition 4.8. The range of the guiding-centre 2-form w = 3 + ed(v)b’) consists of
all the 1-forms a = ag + €a; on M such that ay € ran .



Approximate symmetries of guiding-centre motion 9

Proof. Let a = ag+e€a; be a 1-form such that ¢ xw =~ a for some vector field X = Xy+eX;.
Then ix, = ag and ix, 8+ ix,d(v)b’) = a1. Using d(v|b’) = dvy AV +vdb’, the second
equation gives

ix, B+ (ixodv))V’ — (ix,0)dvy + vjix,db’ = ay. (13)

The first three terms show that a; is any 1-form for arbitrary X; and v-, b-components
of Xy. The latter do not enter the first condition, hence the result. O

Proposition 4.9. The kernel of the guiding-centre 2-form w = 3 + ed(v V") consists of
all the vector fields S = €S; on M such that S; € ker 3.

Proof. Let S = Sy + €51 be a vector field such that igw ~ 0. Then ig,8 = 0 and
i, 8+ ig,d(v)b’) = 0. Now, the second equation gives
is, B+ (isydvy)b” — (i, )dvy + vjig,db” = 0. (14)

Contracting the above with 0UH, we have z'gobb = 0. The latter together with the first

equation yields ig,Q = 0, applying is, on AV = |B|S. Then the last term in (I4)) also

vanishes, because igoalbb = 15,08 = — .15, = 0, where ¢ = curlb. So, if we contract
(Id)) with b, we get ig,dvy = 0. Thus, Sy = 0 because ig,Q2 = 0 and ig,dv = 0. Then
(I4) reduces to just ig, 5 = 0. O

Corollary 4.10. For FGC motion, there is a one-to-one correspondence between
approximate constants of motion K with Ky = const. being flux surfaces and classes
of approximate Hamiltonian symmetries U + €(fb, g) where f, g are any functions, and
z'Uw ~ —dK.

Proof. The range of  on M consists of all the 1-forms on ) that vanish on B, and so for
exact 1-forms dK this means igdKy = 0, i.e., Ky = const. is a flux surface. The kernel
of B on M consists of all the vector fields (fb, g), where f, g are arbitrary functions. The
result follows from Theorem [A.7] and Propositions [4.8], [4.9l O

Remark 4.11. Note that for all values of u the vector field Vy = (vjb, —ub - V|B|)
spans ker 3, assuming b - V|B| # 0. Then, iy,dK, = 0 says that dK, belongs to ranw

automatically. In other words, instead of asking Ky = const. to be a flux surface in
Corollary B.10 we can ask Ky to be independent of ;1 when b - V|B| # 0.

5. Approximate quasisymmetry

In this section, we address approximate Hamiltonian spatial symmetries for guiding-
centre motion. Our goal is to see how quasisymmetry can be approximated using the
guiding-centre approximation. Either in the exact or the approximate framework,

Definition 5.1. Quasisymmetry is a Hamiltonian symmetry on @) of FGC motion for
all values of the magnetic moment.
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Theorem 5.2. Given a magnetic field B, a vector field u = ug + eu; on () generates an
approximate quasisymmetry if and only if L, = 0, Ly,0’ = 0, Ly, |B| =0, L, = 0.

Proof. Substitute u, w and H into the conditions of Definition 3.7 and split up by
different powers of ¢, dropping any second-order terms. Starting with L, H =~ 0, we get
L., |B| = 0. Similarly from L,w = 0, we have L,,5 = 0 and

Luod(vjb’) + L, 8 =0 (15)
from the zero- and first-order terms, respectively. Now
Luod(v)l’) = dLyy (v0)0") = d(v Lyob’) = dvy A Lyot” + vjd Ly, b (16)

Thus, contracting (I5) with 9, , we get L0’ = 0. Substituting this into (I6]) gives
Luod(v”bb) = 0, and so (18] yields L., = 0. Going in the opposite direction, it is
straightforward to see that the converse is also true. O

As shown in [3], under the above conditions u, satisfies several additional properties
such as divug = 0, [ug, B] =0, [ug, J] = 0, Ly, (ug - b) = 0 and others. Note that uy and
uy are uncoupled.

6. Approximate v-symmetries

Subsequently we ask how departures from quasisymmetry that depend on parallel
velocity can relax the conditions on B for FGC motion to have a symmetry. Thus,
we investigate the conditions for an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry on phase space
M, which will often be referred to simply as approximate symmetries. As it turns out
(Theorem [6.1]), symmetry generators for all values of the magnetic moment have zero
component in the parallel-velocity direction. Thus, we will also refer to symmetries on M
as v-symmetries, which is short for parallel-velocity-dependent symmetries generated
on Q).

Symmetries that involve velocities are not new to charged particle motion.
Gyrosymmetry is an example of an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry involving the
perpendicular velocity to leading order.

Example. Consider the full particle’s motion on the cotangent bundle T*Q) with
symplectic form w = [ + dv A dx, where v is the particle’s velocity. In the case
of a homogeneous magnetic field, the magnetic moment y = v?/2|B| is an exact
constant of motion and corresponds via iyw = — dp to the exact symmetry generated
by U = (v, /|B|,v. x b) on T*Q, where v, is the perpendicular velocity vector of the
particle.

For a weakly-inhomogeneous B, we have w = f+edv Adx for e < 1. The magnetic
moment now extends to an adiabatic invariant K = ¢?v? /2|B| + O(€*), which under
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iyw = — dK corresponds to an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry that extends to all
orders, generated by the vector field U = Uy + eU; + O(€?) with
Uo = (O>'UJ_X b)> (17)

Uy = |B|™ (v, {(vjb-c—2Kin - V|B|)b—vjc+ [bx (vy - Vb) +n- Vb /2} x v), (18)

where n = b x v and ¢ = curlb, as shown in [Appendix A] Thus, the exact symmetry
from the homogeneous case splits between terms of different order. Note that the leading

order of U is less by two than K’s, same as with V' and H. Formulas (I7)-(I8) recover
the one in [15], where a coordinate-free way is presented to build the so called roto-rate
as a means to gyrosymmetry and the corresponding adiabatic invariant to all orders for
nearly-periodic systems.

For considerations of general symmetries, we need to work on M = @) x R with
volume form € A dvy. For any vector field U on M, we denote by u the projection of
U on @, i.e., the spatial components of U collectively, and by w the component of U in
the parallel-velocity direction; we write U = (u, w).

Theorem 6.1. Given a magnetic field B, a vector field U = (u, w) = (ug+€uy, wo+€wr)
on M generates an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry of FGC motion if and only if

LB =0, (19)
d(v) Lyob’) + Ly, 8 = 0, (20)
Ly |B| =0, (21)
w = 0. (22)

Proof. From LyH = 0, we have vjwy + ptLy,|B| = 0. Then for all values of u, we get
21I) and wy = 0. Given Corollary .10, take also w; = 0 under the equivalence by trivial
symmetries. Thus, U has overall zero velocity-component w.

Since w = 0, Lyw =~ 0 reduces to L,w ~ 0. From the latter, we obtain (I9) from
the zeroth-order terms, and L,,d(v|b’) + L,, 3 = 0 from the first-order ones. This in
turn gives (20), because Ly d(v|b’) = d(v)Ly,b). O

Next we explore some further consequences and also subcases.
Theorem 6.2. If u = ug + eu; generates an approximate Hamiltonian vj-symmetry of
FGC motion, then divug = 0, [ug, B] = 0 and i,L,,0" = 0. Furthermore,
(i) If uy = 0, then [ug, ] = 0 and i.L,,b" = 0, where ¢ = curl b.
(ii) If ug is spatial, then L, b = z'Bz'aU”ulQ.
Proof. Note first that L,,Q A dvj = di, Q2 A dvp = (divug)Q? A dvj. Take then the
first symmetry condition (I9) and split by spatial and velocity components. In order

to do this, wedge with dv; and contract with &,H, respectively. In the first case, write
LB = ifuy, 52 + i5 Ly, 2, and therefore L, 8 A dvj = (ifu,,p + divugis)2 A dvyj, where
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Q1 A dvj is nondegenerate. In the second case, we have iaU“Luoﬁ = iavnuoiBQ, since
[8le ,Up] = &,Huo. Thus, the first symmetry condition splits into

[tg, B] + (divug) B = 0, (23)

'éavHuoiBQ =0. (24)

In the same way, split the second symmetry condition (20)). First of all, note that

db’ = i and write d(v|Ly,0’) = dvj A Ly b’ + v)Ly,db’. Similarly then wedge with

dv), using now Luodbb = Ufug,)§? + e Ly 82, as well. In contracting with &,H, note that

iaUHLuObb = iaUHuOb" and z'av“Luodbb = iaUHqu'CQ, since O’ lies on ). Thus, as before, the
second condition gives

v [wo, ] + v (divug)c + [uy, B] + (divu;) B = 0, (25)
Ly, b — (iaulluob")dv” + )19, uoteC + G0, 4, 152 = 0. (26)

From (26) and (24)), we have i, L,,0’> = 0.

Now using this, Ly,|B| = ijop5t. Then the third symmetry condition (2I)
combined with (23]) gives divuy = 0 and so [ug, B] = 0, as well.

The remaining two statements are automatic from (25]), substituting divuy = 0,

and (26]). O

Remark 6.3. From the proof of Theorem [6.2] we see that under L, =0, L,,|B| = 0,
the condition divuy = 0 is equivalent to either [ug, B] = 0 or i, L0’ = 0.

Note that, in spite of w = 0, the first two symmetry conditions (I9)-(20) still have
vj-components. The next result shows that (I9) can be reduced to a condition on @
and gives a reformulation of (20]).

Lemma 6.4. For any two vj-dependent vector fields ug,u; on @, the conditions (I9)
and (20) hold if and only if

iy i€ = didy, (27)
V) Luob” + 1y i5Q = di)y, (28)

respectively, where 1)y is a spatial function on ) and ), is a function on M, both defined
at least locally. Under (27)-(28)), ¢, is spatial if and only if wy is.

Proof. L., = di,p, since B is closed. Thus, by the Poincaré lemma, (I9) holds if
iy 3 = dipy for some local function ¢y on M. The vj-component then gives &,Hwo =0,
since i,/ is a 1-form on Q. Similarly, 20) holds if v Ly, b’ + i,, 3 = dipy for some local
function ¢; on M. In the other direction, vy and 1)y can be global.

Now, on the one hand, the v-derivative of (27)) gives ig, 4,i5§2 = 0, since B and

I
Yy are spatial. On the other, the vj-component of (28)) yields v”iavnuobb = Oyhr. To

see this, use Luob" = iuodb" + diuob" and note that i,,752 lies on @), and so does iuodb".
Therefore, when both conditions hold, we have &,Huo x B =0 and v 5v|,uo b= 5’vu¢1~
Hence &,H@Dl = 0 if and only if 8vuu0 = 0. O
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Included in this section to treat the general case, the above lemma can be combined
with either Theorem [5.2 or

From Theorem [6.T, we see already that for a general approximate (Hamiltonian)
symmetry, uo and u; are now related via (20). From Lemma and (28) in particular,
we can express u; in terms of ug and give another characterisation of approximate
Hamiltonian symmetries.

Theorem 6.5. Given a magnetic field B, a vector field U = (u, w) = (uo+e€uy, wo+€ew; )
on M generates an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry of FGC motion up to trivial
symmetries if and only if L,,0 =0, L,,|B| =0, w = 0, and

uy = |B|7'b x (v)Xo — Vb)), (29)

where Xy = curlb x ug + V(ug - b), V denotes the spatial gradient and ; is a flux
function on M defined at least locally such that

8UH¢1 = U” b - &,Huo. (30)

Proof. First of all, note that X A dv) = Ly, b’ A dvj. Thus, the spatial part of ([28) is
V)Xo + B x uy = V. Cross then with b and drop any trivial symmetries to arrive
at (29). Dotting with b yields b- Vi1 = v b+ Xo = iyLy,b’ = 0 by Theorem The
velocity part of (28), as shown in the proof of Lemma [6.4] gives (30). O

Note that equally we can replace Xy with |B|™(J X ug+V (ug-B)) in (29). Condition
([30) says that the vj-dependence of 1y is determined by the vj-dependence of uy. For
example, if ug is an nth-order polynomial in vy, then so is ;.

Remark 6.6. From (29), we deduce that, since ug is spatial if and only if 1), is spatial,
uy is nonzero up to trivial symmetries unless uy depends on v or L,V = 0. In other
words, we cannot have both spatial uy and zero u;, assuming L., b # 0.

To connect with other formulations, we express some key relations of the previous

results in vector calculus notation in

7. Approximate flux surfaces and constants of motion

Back to Lemma [6.4] we see that B - Vg = 0 from (27). Thus, even in the case of an
approximate phase-space (Hamiltonian) symmetry there exists a flux function g, at
least locally, and we assume it is global.

From (28) and z'bLuObb = 0 we also have B - Vi, = 0, as stated in Theorem [6.2
Thus, there exists an approximate, generalised notion of a flux function given by

Y=o + ety (31)

assuming 1 is also global. We say generalised, because although 1 is spatial, 1); may
depend on the parallel velocity.

From now on, we will assume that both vy and 1, are global, and we will refer to
the level sets of 1y as flux surfaces.
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Finally, to construct the approximate conserved quantity K that arises from an
approximate Hamiltonian symmetry U in general, we employ Corollary LT0L Recall that
K is uniquely determined by U via iyw ~ — dK and vice versa, since trivial symmetries
have been factored out. For any vector field U = Uy + €Uy = (ug, wo) + €(u1, wy), we
have

z'Uw ~ iU()/B + E['éUod(U”bb) + ’éUlﬁ] = in’éBQ + E[(LUO — d’éuO)U”bb + Zul'lBQ]
= i1 5Q + €[wol’ + vy Ly b” + iy ipQ — d(vjug - b)),
and so, using Theorem and Lemma [6.4], we arrive at
K = —1o — €(¢hr — vjuo - ). (32)

This is a generalisation of the exact invariant [3] in that it introduces the generalised
flux function ;. Note that this formula applies for spatial symmetries too, only the
conditions on uy change. By Lemma [6.4] however, the function K is linear in the
velocity if ug is spatial, but nonlinear otherwise. Interestingly enough, u; does not enter
explicitly.

8. Weak quasisymmetry

Given Theorems[6.2] [6.5 and Remark[6.3] we conclude that an approximate Hamiltonian
v|-symmetry generator ug + eu; satisfies the conditions

Ly, =0,divug =0, Ly, |B| =0 (33)

to zero order and the first-order term u; is given by (29). The only additional condition
([B0) restricts the velocity-dependence between gy and 11, and so it is automatic if either
one is spatial by Lemma

Here we address the converse with no assumption on u; whatsoever. Leaving (30)
aside, we may assume that 1), (and so ug) is independent of vj. To connect also with
[4], we first treat the restriction to ¢; = 0 considered there.

Proposition 8.1. If i,,i5Q) = diyg, divug = 0 and L, |B| = 0 with spatial ug, ¢, then
p = —1 + €vjug - b is an approximate conserved quantity for FGC motion.

Proof. To check the approximate invariance of p, compute Lyp with V' = (&, 7)) up to
O(e)-terms. Thus, assuming ug is independent of v), we have
Lyp = —Lyig + €ug - b Lyvy + evyLy (ug - b)
= — i3y i5Q + €Dyt - b+ €v)iz(Lyh” — iyedD’)
= — iiiniBQ + E’[JHUQ b+ EUHZ'Q-CLuObb
R — €1y, (’[1||bb + ,ud|B|) + E’[JHUQ b+ €U||ibLuObb ~ 0, (34)
using ([d)-(2)) in the penultimate equality and Remark in the last one. O
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As with the general case of K, the approximate constant p does not consider u;. One
might ask if uy on @ is the corresponding Hamiltonian symmetry generator under (33)).
Theorem rules out this possibility. One can verify that uy does not even generate
an approximate symmetry of the guiding-centre equations themselves, regardless of the
Hamiltonian structure, in the sense of Definition [3.6] (or at least modulo ker w to include
any degeneracies). However, in light of Noether’s theorem adapted here successively,
leading to Corollary .10, we can construct the symmetry from p. Either by direct
calculation or section [0l going backwards, we obtain

Proposition 8.2. The approximate conserved quantity p = —g + evjuy - b with
spatial wg, 1y satisfying i,,ipQ2 = dipg, divuy = 0, L,,|B| = 0 corresponds to the
approximate Hamiltonian symmetry generated by u, = ug + evy|B|7'b x Xp, where
Xo = curlb X ug + V(ug - b), up to trivial symmetries.

Proposition ] agrees with [4] that p is an approximate conserved quantity under
conditions (B33). Contrary to [4], however, Proposition shows that under these
conditions the arising symmetry is not purely spatial, but it is spatial to lowest order
and depends linearly on parallel velocity in first order.

This is only an example of such symmetries; within this symmetry class we could
have in general a nonzero, spatial ;. Although they escape quasisymmetry, these
symmetries are a weak version of it.

Definition 8.3. A weak quasisymmetry is an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry of
FGC motion which is spatial to leading order and nontrivially linear in v to first order.

Propositions RIH82 indicate that a spatial vector field ug that satisfies ([B3) is the
zeroth-order term of a weak quasisymmetry generator. We extend this to include the
case of spatial ¥ # 0.

Theorem 8.4. Assume u is a vector field on @ and u; = |B|™'b x (v) Xy — Vib1) with
Xo = curl bxug+V(ug-b) # 0 and ¢ a flux function on ). The following are equivalent.

(i) uw = ug+ eu; generates a weak quasisymmetry;
(i) uyinQ = diby, divug = 0 and Ly, |B| = 0.

Proof. If u generates a weak quasisymmetry then from Theorems and Lemma
we see that the conditions (ii) hold.

In the opposite direction, note first that since wug is spatial, L,,b° lies on @ and
reduces to L,,b’ = X} (Theorem 6.5). Now, under the other two conditions, divuy = 0
is equivalent to b - Xo = 0 (Remark [6.3]). Together with B - Vi; = 0, they guarantee
that we can define a vector field u; from (29). Then, Theorem says that ug+euq is a
Hamiltonian v-symmetry with (30) trivially satisfied. Since X, and v, are independent
of vy, it is a weak quasisymmetry. O
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9. Approximate py-symmetries

We may as well enlarge the set of symmetries by allowing them to depend on p, and look
for Hamiltonian symmetries on M for specific values of the magnetic moment. However,
the next theorem shows that these reduce to phase-space Hamiltonian symmetries.

Theorem 9.1. For FGC motion, every approximate p-dependent Hamiltonian
symmetry on M is an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry up to trivial symmetries.

Proof. Let U(x, vy, p, €) = Up(z, vy, 1) + €U (z, v, £) be the symmetry generator on M
with U; = (u;, w;), i = 1,2, where wy; = 0 up to trivial symmetries. We work our way
partly through Theorems and and modify them suitably.

From Lyw = 0, the zeroth-order terms give Ly, /3 = 0, which reduces again to (9,
since 3 is a spatial form on Q. But the first-order terms yield Ly,d(vjb) + Ly, 8 = 0,
and note that Ly, (vb’) = wob® + v L,,b°, as I’ is spatial too. So now, instead of (200)
the second symmetry condition reads

(v Lo’ + wod") + Ly, B = 0. (35)
Take then the p-component of (I9) and (35)), i.e., contract them with 0,. Similarly

to Theorem [6.2] we find
19,utBSY = 0, (36)
— (i9,uol” ) V) + V)it i + (Duw0)V + i0,u, 152 = 0, (37)
respectively. The vj-component of ([B7) gives 0,uo - b = 0 and together with (3@), that
is, 0,up x B = 0, they deliver d,uo = 0. Dotting ([B7) with b, we also find 9,wy = 0.

Then (B7) reduces to d,u; x B = 0, which says that d,u; = 0 up to trivial symmetries.
Putting it all together, we conclude that U is independent of . 0

10. Relation to magnetohydrostatics

So far quasisymmetry and symmetries in general of guiding-centre motion were treated
independently of any other assumption on the magnetic field. In this section, we study
approximate Hamiltonian symmetries in the presence of magnetohydrostatics (MHS),

J x B =Vp, (38)

where J = curl B is the current density and p is the scalar plasma pressure. This can be
viewed as an extra restriction for the magnetic field that can be added to the previous
symmetry conditions.

Theorem 10.1. For an MHS magnetic field with dp # 0 a.e. on () and density of
irrational surfaces, every approximate Hamiltonian symmetry of FGC motion is an
approximate quasisymmetry.
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Proof. First of all, write (38) as ipi;Q = dp and note that dB” = i;Q). For any MHS
field,

LB’ =igdB’ +dipB’ = d(p + | B|?), (39)
igpQ =isLpQ — Lpi;Q = — LgdB’ = —dLgB" =0, (40)

the latter implying [J, B] = 0, since €2 is nondegenerate.

Now let u = ug + €uy be the generator of an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry.
By Lemma [6.4] we have (27)) displayed here, i,,ipQ2 = di)y, from the first symmetry
condition (I9), and by assumption p = p(¢)g). If B is MHS, then

Lp(ug - B) = iy LpB’ = iy,dp + iy, d|B|* = 0, (41)

using [ug, B] = 0 from Theorem[6.2] equation (39), i,,d = 0 from ([21), and i,,d|B| =0
from the third symmetry condition (2I]).

Next we are going to prove that ug is independent of v. To this end, note first that
J is tangent to flux surfaces and so

J = kg + \B (42)

for some functions k, A. Crossing with B gives k = —p’. Applying Lp to ([d2), we deduce
L\ = 0, because B commutes with J and ug, and k is a flux function. Taking the
v|-derivative of ([42), we get

K Duytio + (D \)B = 0, (43)

since k, J, B are spatial. Finally, the v-derivative of (]) gives 9, A = 0 for Lp|B| # 0.
To see this, dot (43]) with B and insert it, so

0= Lo, Lp(uo- B) = LgLo, (uo- B) = — k(0o A Lp|BI?, (44)

since LA = 0 and Lgk = 0. Substituting 87,“)\ = 0 in ([43)), we conclude &,Huo = 0 for
dp # 0.

By density of irrational surfaces, (41l) implies L, (uo-B) = 0 too. Likewise, L, A =0
from LgA = 0. Thus, C' = up - B and \ are flux functions. Therefore we can write

Ly B’ = iygdB’ + dig B’ = iyyi;Q +dC = (A + C")dyp (45)

Since ug is spatial, the conditions i,,i5$2 = diby, [ug, B] = 0 and L,,|B| = 0 imply
uy generates a local circle action on Q). See [3], Definition VIIL.1 of a circle action and
Theorem VIIL.2(i) for a proof, as well as (59) there for the definition of circle-average.
Circle-averaging ([A3]) gives then 0 = (A + C")dv), because the average of L, of anything
is zero and A, C' are constant along ug. Therefore LuOBb =0.

Together with (ZI), this gives L,,b° = 0 and so Xy = 0, and then (20) reduces to
L., 8 = 0. Since uy is spatial, ¢ is too from Lemma [6.4l Consequently, so is u; from
(29), which completes the proof. O
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11. Discussion

Compared to [3], Theorem shows that approximating quasisymmetry under the
guiding-centre precision is to lowest order the same as exact quasisymmetry. While
one might hope that the notion of quasisymmetry could be relaxed using approximate
spatial (Hamiltonian) symmetries of guiding-centre motion, this theorem shows that
it is impossible: if one insists that an approximate Hamiltonian symmetry is spatial
then that symmetry must be a quasisymmetry. This is not much unexpected, since the
quasisymmetry conditions were derived for all nonzero ¢, m, i [3]. Another way of seeing
this is to note that e- and v-terms appear together in the Hamiltonian (or Lagrangian)
formulation. Other spatial ways to approximate quasisymmetry could be perhaps more
effective, as, for example, expansions near the magnetic axis.

Among the three conditions of quasisymmetry, L,b* = 0 seems the most likely
candidate to relax. Not included in earlier treatments, its necessity was first recognised
in [16]. Theorem with Lemma [6.4] say that an approximate phase-space Hamiltonian
symmetry of guiding-centre motion does indeed weaken this condition to v||LuObb +
1y, 1S = dipy. All the same, the remaining two conditions remain unchanged, providing
flux surfaces and symmetric field strength. More explicitly, Theorem shows that
L.V’ is basically pushed back to the next-order term of the symmetry, the only
restriction between wug and ; being their velocity dependence. Given Theorem
and Remark [6.3] the arbitrariness of Luobb is slightly limited to ibLuob" = 0, which is
equivalent to divuy = 0 under the other symmetry conditions.

In conclusion, an approximate Hamiltonian v-symmetry generated by wug + eu,
satisfies the conditions (B3] to zero order and the first-order term is given by (29)-
B0). In the other direction, Theorem 4] shows that a spatial vector field ug that
satisfies ([B3) for L,,b" # 0 with a second spatial flux function 1; is the zeroth-order
term of a weak quasisymmetry (Definition B.3]) generator with u; given by (29). We
may even extend this and say that a v|-dependent vector field wu, that satisfies (33)) and
B0) for Luobb # 0 and a v-dependent flux function 1y, is the zeroth-order term of an
approximate Hamiltonian v|-symmetry with u; given by (29).

Under the typical requirement of magnetohydrostatics though, every Hamiltonian
v-symmetry is spatial and reduces to quasisymmetry again according to Theorem [10.1l

The approximate constant of motion K coming from an approximate Hamiltonian
phase-space symmetry generalises the exact one derived for exact quasisymmetry in two
ways. The first one is by introducing approximate flux surfaces via ; and the second
one is its nonlinear character in v, when ug is not spatial. In any case, there is the
question whether the first-order conserved quantity K extends to higher orders leading
to an adiabatic invariant. Repeating the symmetry analysis for approximate symmetries
of higher order, one imagines building U and therefrom K order by order. As the order
increases, variations of K would remain slow over larger time intervals. Ultimately, one
would deduce an asymptotic series for K, which delivers variations of order € over very
long times, making it an adiabatic invariant assuming convergence.
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Rodriguez et al [4] introduced the notion of a weakly quasisymmetric magnetic
field and argued that (for non-MHS fields) weak quasisymmetry implies that FGC
motion admits (a) an approximate spatial symmetry, and (b) an approximate constant
of motion. Their treatment does not consider first-order corrections to flux surfaces,
i.e., they treat the subcase 1) = 0. We partly agree with (b), but disagree with (a).
While the weak quasisymmetry conditions for ¢; = 0 do indeed imply the existence
of an approximate conserved quantity, namely p, (Proposition B1l), which is directly
analogous to the case of exact quasisymmetry, for spatial ¢y # 0 they imply a more
general approximate conserved quantity, namely K in ([B2)). Moreover, while the weak
quasisymmetry conditions do imply the existence of an approximate symmetry for FGC
motion, they do not imply the existence of an approximate spatial symmetry. Instead,
our Proposition 8.2 based on the one-to-one correspondence between symmetries and
invariants, shows that the approximate symmetry associated with weak quasisymmetry
even for zero i, namely u,, acts non-trivially on both the guiding-centre position
and parallel velocity, i.e., there is no way to regard the symmetry as operating in
configuration space alone. Thus, Rodriguez et al correctly identify the conserved
quantity associated with weak quasisymmetry for zero 11, but incorrectly identify the
infinitesimal generator of the corresponding phase-space symmetry.

It could be that there are no quasisymmetries (with bounded flux surfaces) other
than axisymmetry. The quest for more general symmetries becomes then imperative
as a means to relax the quasisymmetry notion. One such option is the longitudinal or
second adiabatic invariant coming from a nonlocal symmetry, and the related concept of
omnigeneity as a confinement condition (a sufficient one, but is it necessary?). A more
direct generalisation, adopted here, was to allow symmetries on phase space instead of
restricting to configuration space, and so involve the parallel velocity. Gyrosymmetry
after all invokes the perpendicular velocity. Velocity-dependent symmetries could be of
use, at least when it comes to guiding-centre integrability. Here we have made a first
step of relaxing the requirement of a spatial symmetry by considering parallel-velocity-
dependent symmetries within the approximate setup. Others could follow.
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Appendix A. Gyrosymmetry

Here we construct the gyrosymmetry generator U up to zeroth-order terms from the
magnetic moment K, using iyw = — dK, i.e., we prove relations (I7)-(IS]).
Recall that the symplectic form of charged particle motion is w = S+ edv Adx. As



Approximate symmetries of guiding-centre motion 20

it will soon become apparent, U’s leading order is less by two than K'’s, so let
U:Uo+€U1+"', (Al)
K=Ky +EKg+---. (A.2)
First of all, note that for ¢ > 0 the (i + 1)-th order terms of iyw = — dK split by
dv and dz into
U = 0,K;i1, (A.3)
Uzv + B x im—i-l = — 8xKi+17 (A4)
where U and U} are the spatial and velocity components of U;, respectively. The second
equation shows that the velocity components of U; are determined by the spatial ones
of U;+1 and the two combined together that in order to find U;, we need both K;,; and
K, 5. In other words, a nonzero K;,, introduces a nonzero U;, as we can see from
UZU = —8mKZ-+1 — B x 8’L)Ki+2 (A5)
Thus to build U up to Ui, besides Ky = v? /2| B| we need K3, as well. Following
Littlejohn [6], we take
K3 =|B|7*[Kan- V|B]| +vﬁb-Vb-n+v|| (3n-Vb-v, —v, -Vb-n)/4], (A.6)

where n = b x v,. To apply (A3)-(A.L), we write down the required derivatives of v,
v, and n as functions of z and v,

Oy v = b, (A.7)
Oy, v = v 3 (v v, 4+ nin), (A.8)
Oy;n = v 2(vn — ), (A.9)
V(1) = —2v (v x c+ v - Vb), (A.10)
where j = 1,2,3 and ¢ = curlb. For the forthcoming calculations, note also the vector
identities
b-V|B| = —|B|divb, (A.11)
v, -Vb-n—n-Vb-v, =v]b-c, (A.12)
v, -Vb-v, +n-Vb-n =13 divb. (A.13)

Now, (A3) and (AF) for i = 0 give (I7), and (A.3) for i = 1 gives the spatial
component of (I8). For the velocity part, (A5 for i = 1 yields
U} = |B|""{K,V|B| + vj(v x ¢+ v - Vb)
—v7? [KQUJ_-V|B|—|—Uﬁb-Vb~UJ_+U” (vl-Vb~vL—n~Vb~n)/2] vy
—v 2 [3Kan - V|Bl+0fb-Vb-n+v (3n-Vb-vy —v, -Vb-n)/2]n} (A.14)
= |B|7"{—2Ks(n- V|B|)n — v (divb)b/2 + vjv x c + v (b- c)n
+ o) [ve - Vb + (n-Vb) x b]/2} (A.15)
= |B|7"{—2Ks(n- V|B])n+ v x c+ vy (b- c)n
+[(bx (vy Vb)) x v+ (n-Vb) xv]/2}. (A.16)



Approzimate symmetries of guiding-centre motion 21

Appendix B. Vector calculus formulation

Below we give some of the expressions in Theorems [5.2H6.4] in vector calculus notation.

As

before, X = curlb x ug + V(ug - b) and 9, is short for 9/0,,.

Table B1. Expressions in vector calculus.

Differential forms Vector calculus

L.,,6=0 curl (B x ug) = 0 and 8, (B x ug) =0

Ly B+d(vyLyt’) =0 curl (B x ug +v)Xo) = 0 and vy (B x uy + v Xo) = V(v 0y, (ug - )]

L, |B| uo - V|B|

[uo, B] (uo - V)B — (B -V)ug
iy Ly b b- Xo

Ly b = iBio, u Xo = 0yu1 X B
g B = dibo B x up = Vo

iuliBQ + ’UHLuObb =dy; Bxu;+ v”XO = Vi and ’UH&JH (UO . b) = 81,“ 1
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