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ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to formulate and analyze numerical discretizations of charged-
particle dynamics (CPD) in a strong nonuniform magnetic field. A strategy is firstly performed for
the two dimensional CPD to construct the semi-discretization and full-discretization which have
optimal accuracy. This accuracy is improved in the position and in the velocity when the strength
of the magnetic field becomes stronger. This is a better feature than the usual so called “uniformly
accurate methods”. To obtain this refined accuracy, some reformulations of the problem and two-
scale exponential integrators are incorporated, and the optimal accuracy is derived from this
new procedure. Then based on the strategy given for the two dimensional case, a new class of
uniformly accurate methods with simple scheme is formulated for the three dimensional CPD in
maximal ordering case. All the theoretical results of the accuracy are numerically illustrated by
some numerical tests.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical or relativistic description of the natural world is based on describing the interac-
tion of elements of matter via force fields. One typical example is the system of plasmas which
is composed by charged particles interacting via electric and magnetic fields. This system is of
paramount importance and applications, comprising in plasma physics, astrophysics and mag-
netic fusion devices [I} [3]. Motivated by recent interest in numerical methods for the the plasmas
[111, M2] 03] 04, [15, [16] 07 I8, 19, 20, 211 26] B2L 41l @4], this paper is devoted to charged-particle
dynamics (CPD) in a strong nonuniform magnetic field. For such system of a large number of
charged particles, its behavior can be described by the Vlasov equation [1T] 12| [I§]:

B(t,x)
Of(t,x,v)+v-Vxf(t,x,v)+ (E(t,x) +vx T) -V f(t,x,v) =0,

Vi E(t,x)= [ flt,x,v)dv —n; 0<t<T, (1.1)
Rd

f(vaaV):fO(va)v X, VGRQ or Rgv

where f(t,x,v) depends on the time ¢, the position x and the velocity v, and represents the
B(t,x)

distribution of charged particles under the effects of the strongly external magnetic field ==

and the self-consistent electric-field function E(t,x). Here 0 < ¢ < 1 determines the strength of
the magnetic field, n; denotes the ion density of the background, and fo(x,v) is a given initial
distribution.
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For the numerical approximation of the Vlasov model (LI]), consider the Particle-In-Cell (PIC)
approach ([I4l 15 [16] 17, [41]) :

NT’
fplt,x,v) = Zwké(x —x5(t)d(v —vi(t)), 0<t<T, (1.2)
k=1

where 0 is the Dirac delta function and wy, is the weight. Plugging (L2) into () gives the equation
on the characteristics:

BOXO) 4 it xu(t), 0<t<T,

xp(t) = vie(t), vi(t) = vi(t) x . (1.3)

Xk (0) = Xk70, Vi (0) = Vk70.

In practical computations, the Dirac delta function §(x) is usually replaced by the particle shape
functions [41] and hence the PIC approximation is accomplished by a particle pusher for (L3)).

For simplicity of notations and without loss of generality, from now on, we are concerned with
the numerical solution of the following CPD with the same scheme of ([L3):

z(t) =ov(t), o) =0o(t) x %(t)) + E(z(t), 0<t<T, z(0)=uzcR: 0v(0)=uvy€RY,
(1.4)
where z(t) : (0,7] — R? and v(t) : (0,7] — R? are respectively the unknown position and velocity
of a charged particle with the dimension d = 2 or 3, E(z) € R? is a given nonuniform electric-
field function, B(xz) € R? is a given magnetic field and 0 < ¢ < 1 is a dimensionless parameter
determining the strength of the magnetic field. For the two dimensional CPD (i.e., d = 2), the
system (L) can be formulated as

z(t) =ov(t), ()= @Jv(t)—kl?(x(t)), 0<t<T, z(0)=u1z¢€R? v(0)=uvy€R? (1.5)

with b(z) : R? — R satisfying [b(z(t))] > C > 0 and J = ( _01 (1) ) It is noted that the
discretization presented in this paper can be applied to the system with B(¢,x(t)) and E(t, z(t))
without any difficulty and can be used to design optimally accurate methods for the Vlasov equation
(I) combined with the PIC approach.

For the CPD (I4)) or (LX), it has a long research history in the physical literature [T} 2 [8] 33} [35].
Meanwhile, the modeling and simulation of CPD is of practical interest in scientific computing.
After particle discretization of some kinetic models, the system (4] or (A is a core problem
which needs to be computed via effective numerical algorithms [1T], 12} 13| [T4 [T5] [16] 17, 18] 19l 20L
[21], B2} [41]. Concerning the numerical algorithms for the CPD (L4 or (LA, two categories have
been in the center of research according to different regimes of magnetic field: normal magnetic
field € = 1 and strong magnetic field 0 < ¢ < 1.

Earlier studies are devoted to the normal regime € ~ 1, comprising the well-known Boris method
[4] as well as some further researches on it [22] [26] [38], volume-preserving algorithms [27], symmetric
algorithms [23], symplectic algorithms [28| [42] [45] [46], variational integrators [24], [37], splitting
integrators [31] and energy-preserving algorithms [5] [6] [34]. However, if those methods are applied
to CPD with a strong magnetic field 0 < ¢ < 1, this often adds a stringent restriction on the
time step used in the numerical algorithms. The error constant of the methods mentioned above is
usually proportional to 1/&P for some p > 0, which is unacceptable for small .



OPTIMALLY ACCURATE DISCRETIZATIONS FOR CPD 3

In order to handle this restriction, various novel methods with improved accuracy or uniform
accuracy have been studied in recent years for CPD under a strong magnetic field with 0 < ¢ < 1.
An exponential energy-preserving integrator was formulated in [43] for (L4 in a strong uniform
magnetic field and uniform second order accuracy can be derived. In order to improve the as-
ymptotic behaviour of the Boris method as ¢ — 0, two filtered Boris algorithms were developed
and analysed in [26] under the maximal ordering scaling [7], [36], i.e. B = B(ex). Some splitting
methods with uniform error bounds have been proposed and studied in [44]. Combined with the
PIC discretization, some effective algorithms have been derived for the CPD () or (CH) such
as exponential integrators [2I], asymptotic preserving schemes [I6] [I'7} [I8], B9], uniformly accurate
schemes [111 (12, [14] [15] and other efficient methods [13] 19} 20].

Among those powerful numerical methods stated above for CPD in a strong magnetic field, the
best accuracy is (’)(shT) in the x and (’)(hT) in the v with the time step size h and the order r =1, 2,
which is achieved for solving the two dimensional CPD in [T1]. The main interest of this paper lies
in a novel class of discretizations for solving the two dimensional CPD (L), capable of having
optimal accuracy which is better than all the existing uniformly accurate algorithms.
More preciously, we prove that the novel discretizations have the accuarcy (9(62h2r) in the
r and (’)(ah2T) in the v, and thus as ¢ decreases, the method is more accurate in the
approximation of both x and v. This optical accuracy is very competitive in the computation
of CPD in a strong nonuniform magnetic field. To get this refined accuracy, some reformulations
of the problem and two-scale exponential integrators are incorporated into the formulation of the
discretization. Meanwhile, based on the strategy given for the two dimensional case, we obtain a
new kind of uniformly accurate algorithms with very simple scheme for the three dimensional CPD
([C4) under the maximal ordering scaling.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2] we propose the semi-discretization and
rigorously prove its optimal accuracy for the two dimensional CPD. The full-discretization and
its optimal accuracy are performed in section In section Ml some practical discretizations are
constructed and the numerical tests are displayed to support the theoretical results. Section [0 is
devoted to the application to the three dimensional CPD in maximal ordering case and a class of
uniformly accurate methods is discussed. Some conclusions are drawn in section [6

2. SEMI-DISCRETIZATION AND OPTIMAL ACCURACY

2.1. Semi-discretization. For the two dimensional CPD (LT, let us first define some new vari-
ables

€
€= b_O, Q(t) = .’L'(t), p(t) = G’U(t),
with by = b(q(0)). Then one gets from (LA that

i = 200, 0 = L) + BaO), a© =20 9O =00 @)
Linearizing this system leads to
it) = 1p), (1) = ZJplt) + Fla(t). (1)), 4(0) = w0, p(0) = evp, (22)
where
Fa(0.p(0) = D=0 1500 + (a0

We notice that, by the fact that p(t) = ev(t) = O(e), the function F(q(t),p(t)) is bounded.
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Then letting
u(t) = q(t) —t/epr(=tJ/e)p(t),  w(t) = po(—tJ/e)p(t),
with pg(2) = e* and ¢1(2) = (e* — 1)/z, 22)) can be reformulated as

{u(t)Z—f/ﬂPl( J/OF (u(t) +t/epr(tT[e)w(t), po(tT/e)w(t)), u(0) = q(0),
w(t) = po(—tJ/€)F (u(t) + t/epr(tT/e)w(t), po(tT/)w(t)), w(0) = p(0).

0 1

Observing that J = ( 1 0

> we deduce that

B sin(s) 1 — cos(s) [ cos(s) sin(s)
spi(sf) = ( —1+ cos(s) sin(s) and - go(sJ) = | _ sin(s) cos(s) /-
This shows that s; (sJ) and ¢g(sJ) are periodic in s on [0, 27]. Therefore, the two-scale formulation
([@]) works for the transformed system (Z3]) by considering t/e as the fast time variable and ¢ as

the slow one. With another variable 7 to denote the fast time variable ¢/¢, the two-scale pattern of
23) takes the form:

X (t,7)+ laTX(t,T) = —1o1(—TI)F(X(t,7) + o1 (T)V (t,7), 00 (T )V (L, 7)), o)
c 2.
OV (t,7) + 20V (t,7) = @o(~m)F (X () + 701 (rT)V (1, 7), ool TV (1, 7)),

where X (¢,7) and V(¢,7) are periodic in 7 on the torus T = [0,27], and they satisfy X (¢,7) =
u(t), V(t,7) =w(t).

The initial data for ([2Z4]) is derived by using the strategy from [I1], which is briefly introduced
as follows. With the notations U(t,7) = [X (¢, 7); V(¢,7)] and

o =T (—TJ)F(X(t,T) + 101 (TI)V (t,7), 00 (TI)V (t, 7))
FUE) = ( oot (X (67) + mor (T )V (8, 7), po(r DV (E,7) ) o (29)

first compute yF =gl — eB([)k_l] (Q[kfl]) with U% = [xo; €vp]. Then the j-th order initial data
for ([24) is defined by

(X% VO] .= UUl(7) = U1 1 eBY (Qm) — eBY) (Qm) 7 (2.6)
where the result of BLkil] is derived by the recursion BLO] =0 and

L~ 1

6

BIEHI(U) = LN =) f, (U + eBRW)) - S [BY (U + g, (U+eBH©))) - BH @)

In this paper, I is the identity operator, II denotes the averaging operator defined by Il :=

= 0277 J(s)ds for some J(-) on T and L := 9, is invertible with inverse defined by (L~19)(1) =
(I —10) [ ¥(s)ds

We now present the novel semi-discrete scheme of the CPD (LH]).

Definition 2.1. (Semi-discrete scheme.) For solving the CPD system (L)), the semi-discrete
scheme is defined as follows with a time step size h.

Step 1. The initial data of 24) is derived from Z8) with j = 4 and we denote it as [X%; V0] =
UH(r).
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Step 2. For solving the two-scale system (24)), the following s-stage two-scale exponential inte-
grator is considered

e
Q

X" = po(cih/ed)X™ — h

—

0=
]

Vi = oo(c;h/ed, )V + h

<

01

X"+ = oo (h/ed) X" — h

bj(h/€d)Tor(—TJ)F (X" + 101 (1 )V, 0o (1)V™),
1

=1

Vntl = po(h/ed)V™ + h i(h/€d:)oo(—=TJ)F (X™ + 701 (TJ)V™ o (1J)V "),

<
Il
—

i (2.7)
where a;j(h/€d;) and bj(h/ed;) are uniformly bounded functions which will be determined in Section

4

Step 3. The numerical solution z™ ' ~ x(t,11) and v = v(t,1) of (LA is defined by
t 1
In-i—l _ Xn+1 + n+1 <P1(tn+1*]/e)vn+la ,Un—i-l _ _@O(thrlJ/e)Vn-i_lv
€ €

where tp,41 = (n+ 1)h.

2.2. Optimal accuracy. In this present part, we derive the optimal accuracy of the semi-discrete
scheme given in Definition ZIl For simplicity of notations, we shall denote C' > 0 a generic
constant independent of the time step h or £ or m. In this section, we use the norm ||| of a
vector to denote the standard euclidian norm and that of a scalar quantity refers to the absolute
value. Meanwhile, let L{° := L$°([0,7T]) and L2° := L2°(]0,27]) denote the functional spaces in
t and 7 variables, respectively. For a smooth periodic function ¥(7) on [0,27], define its W1:>°-

norm as ([I1]) (|91 := max{||¥|| ;o , |0+, }, and for a smooth vector field V(1) = ( Zl )
! T T 2

on [0,27], introduce [[V||yy1.0 = max{[|d1]|y1.e . [J2llyy1.}. The main result is stated by the
following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. (Optimal accuracy) It is assumed that the nonlinear functions E(x) and b(x) are
globally Lipschilz functions, i.e.,

|E(z1) — E(z2)|| < Clloy — a2, [b(z1) = b(@2)|| < Cflwy — 22|, for all a1, 5 € R
(2.8)
Let g1 (z) = fol 0F—1e(1=92 /(k — 1)1d0 for k =2,3,... (30]) and
- cf;l CJ ) cf;l '
Vi(2) = pj(2) — Ek:1bk(2)m, Vii(2) = @j(ciz)e] — Ek:laik(z)M7 i1=1,2,...,s.

Choose v = 2 or 4. Assume that the conditions of order r — 1 given in Table ] are true and for
those of order r, the first one has the form 1,.(0) = 0 and the others hold in a weaker form with
b;(0) instead of bi(h/€d,) for 1 <i < s. Under the conditions stated above, the global error of the
semi-discrete scheme given in Definition [21] is

lz™ — z(tn)| + [|ev™ — ev(t,)|| < Ce*R”, 0<n<T/h,

where C' is independent of n, h,e.

ij(h/ﬁ&,-)T(/?l(—TJ)F(an + T (rJ)V, gao(TJ)V”j), 1=1,2,...

ii(h/€d:)po (=7 J)F (X™ + 701 (1 )V po(rJ)V™), i=1,2,...
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Stiff order conditions Order
Y1(h/ed;) =0 1
¢2 (h/ea‘l') =0
1/1171'(]7,/6(97—) =0
)3 (h/ear) =0

l_)z(h/ﬁaq-)K1/)21(h/€aT) =0

Ya(h/edr) =0
l;z(h/e(?T)ng,z(h/e[?T) =0

.

i=1

-

K2

; Bi(h/e0.) K ijl i (h)€dy) Aai(h/edy) = 0

R N N NV VI R SIRS)

K2

é@(h/e@T)clegﬂ(h/eaT) =0 4

2
TABLE 1. Stiff order conditions with any bounded operators K and A.

Remark 2.3. We note that this optimal accuracy is a better feature than the usual so called
“uniformly accurate methods” [11l 12 [14, [15]. As e decreases, the accuracy is improved to be
(’)(52hT) in the x and (’)(shT) in the v, which is very competitive in the scientific computing of
CPD with strong nonuniform magnetic field.

To derive this optimal accuracy, we first present four lemmas and then give its proof.

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumptions (Z8) and the condition that ||zo|| + ||vo|| < C, the solution of

@) satisfies
la@ll + [lp)/ell <C, forall t € (0,T). (2.9)

Moreover, we have
[b(q(t)) — b(q(0))|| < Ck, for all t € (0,T].

Proof. This result can be shown in a similar way of [I1]. With the new notation p(t) := e~7/*/<p(t),
the system (ZI]) reads

q(t) = %‘PO(‘]t/E)ﬁ(t)v p(t) = po(=Jt/e)F(a(t), po(Jt/)p(t)), a(0) = w0, H(0) = evy. (2.10)

We first take the inner product on both sides of [2I0) with ¢(¢) and p(t) and then use Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality to get

d 2 _ d . _
—la@®1* < = la@IBON, = B0 < 2 [|E@)] [5(1)]] -
dt € dt
These estimates can be simplified as
d 2, d
S la@l < =lB@l, O] < 2¢[|E@@)I] < 2¢ [ E(g(O)] + 2¢C a@)]] + 2¢C [la(0)]] -

The bound (Z9) is deduced from these two inequalities and Gronwall’s inequality.
To prove the second statement, we integrate the first equation in (2I0])

0t) = a0) + [ CnlTIE/9E)dE = a(0) = T (eult/9®) = 50)) + T [l e/
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By inserting the second equation of ([2ZI0), it is obtained that

q(t) = q(0) — I (po(Jt/€)p(t) — p(0)) + J/O po(JE/€)po(—=TE/)F(q(£), po(JE/€)p(E))dE

= 0(0) = I n(at/Ipt) = 50) + | (MHELZR gn s /e1e) + ebtal) .
so that
Ja(t) = 40} < lot/130) = 500 + [ |MHE= 5005116 de + € s B0}
0 €0o 0<t<T

t
< Ce+ CE/ [g(§) — q(0)[| d§ + €T sup |[|E(q(t))]| .
0 0<t<T

According to Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the estimate ||¢(t) — ¢(0)|| < Ce and this leads to the
second result of this lemma. |

Lemma 2.5. Under the assumptions 28), E(z) € C"(R?) and b(z) € C"(R?), the solution of
@3) with the initial value U(7) and its derivatives w.r.t. t are bounded by

HX(taT)”Ltw(W}vOO) <C, ||V(t,T)||L§O(WT1,oo) < Ce,
||8fX t T)||LOO(W1,OO) < Ce, ||3th t,T < C,

where k =1,2,...,r and 0 <t <ty for some ty > 0.

(2.11)
Moo

Proof. According to the Chapman-Enskog expansion, the solution of ([Z4]) can be partitioned into
two parts

hal
O
|><

)+ @(t,7) with X(¢t) =1IX(¢,7), Mp(t,7) =0,
V(tv ) K( )+ ¢( ) with V() =TIV (t, 1), H&(tﬂ—) =0,

1 2

where the averaging operator is defined by 11X (t,7) := 5~ [ X(t,7)dr. These composers satisfy

the differential equations
X(t) =11 = rr(=r)F(X(1,7) + 11 (FI)V (4,7), 00 (TI)V (1,7)) ),
V() = (o= I)F (X (t,7) + 701 (TI)V (£, 7), (T )V (£, 7)) )
8up(t, )+ ~0-0(t, ) = (T~ ) = rr(~r)E(X(t,7) + 71 (FI)V (1, 7), 0 (FT)V (7)) ),

Opb(t,7) + %(%2/?(15, T)=U-1) (gpo(—TJ)F(X(t,T) + 71 (Tt V(t,7), o (T )V (¢, 7')))

For this system, we first derive the bounds of its solution, which is accomplished by the initial value
ZX4). The first order initial value is

UM (r) =l 4 B (Q[1]> _ 6B([)l] (Q[l]) +0(e?)
—u 4 el (U — Bl @) - eBl! (U - Bl (UY)) + O()
—ul% 4 Bl (Q[m) — Bl (Q[m) +0(?)

U 4 LY —TI)f, (Q[O]) — LY -1 fy (Q[O]) +0(e?).
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Noticing that IT and L~'(I — II) are bounded operators, one deduces that U!(7) is uniformly
bounded w.r.t. e. This procedure can be continued and the uniform bound (w.r.t. €) can be
obtained for U*(7) with & = 2,3,...,r. Using the same strategy as in the proof of Lemma 4]
we get that for the two-scale problem (Z4), with the initial value U (7) for any & = 0,1,...,
X(t,7) =0(1), V(t,7) = O(e) and X (t,7) — X(0,7) = O(e). Combining the fact that b(X (¢,7) +
To1(TJ)V (t, 7)) — bo = O(e) leads to

F(X(t,7)+71o1(r))V(t,7), 00(tI)V (¢, 7))

b(X(t,7)+T1e1(r )V (t, 7)) — bo

= b Joo(t)V (t,7) + eE(X (t,7) + To1(rJ)V (L, 7)) = O(e).

Then for the first derivatives 9, X (¢,7) and 9,V (¢, 7), they satisfy the equation

00, X (8, 7)) + %@(&X(t, 7)) = — 701 (—1J) (F1 (X (t,7) + 701 (rD) OV (£, 7)) + Fagpo(r)) AV (¢, T)),

8O,V (t,7)) + %@(@V(t, 7)) =go(—7J) (Fl (B:X (t,7) + 701 (F))OV (£, 7)) + Fapo(r)) AV (1, T)),
(2.12)

where F; = anF(Ul,Ug) |y =X (t,7)+r1 (+ I)V (t,7),Us =0 (r )V (1,7) TOr § = 1,2. The initial value of

@I12) is given by

X (1.7 eco: V(1 ool = 10, X%V (LTI TG ) )

:‘b(Llu W, (U”) e =mfo (L) ) + O(e)

P(60) -1 (29) 0000

This initial value and the fact that Fy = O(e), F» = O(e) yield

[0eX (8, )| oo (150) < CF, 10V (£, 7) | oo (o) < Ce

In an analogous way, we can derive the bounds of the jth derivatives 8/ X (¢, 7) and &/ V (t,7) with
i=2,3,...,r

By differentiating the above system with respect to 7 and in a similar way, we obtain the bounds
with W1 estimates. The proof of this lemma is complete. O

Lemma 2.6. (Boundedness of the schemes) If (xq,vo) is uniformly bounded, there exists a
sufficiently small 0 < hg < 1 such that when h < hg, we have the following bounds for the integrator

@D withi=1,2,...,s

X"l <€ Vel <O XM <G VT el <C 0 < TR

I [P I

Proof. For all € and h, it is true that |oo(h/€d;)| = 1, and [|¢;(h/€0;)||, for j = 1,2,...,
are uniformly bounded. According to the fact that the coefficients of exponentcial integrators are
composed of p-functions, we have ||C_Lij(h/€87-)||L$o < Cand ||Bj(h/€87-)||L20 <Cfori,j=1,2,...,s,
where the constant C' is independent of h, €.
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We first prove the boundedness for a single time step of explicit methods. Assume that the
numerical solution satisfies || X[/, < C and ||[V" /€|« < C, then we have the estimates for n+1:
| xmi i=1,2,...,s,

[P
LT

i1 _ _ .
HL:O < ||Xn||L$o + hC 221 ||F(XnJ + 11 (TJ)V @O(TJ)VM)
J=

1—1 . . .
e SVl +RC Y |F(X™ + 701 (r )V, 0o (r )V 0 i=1,2,...,5,
T T le T

X e S IX e +5C (X 701 D)V, 07TV )
=
HV"JrlHL:O < ||Vn||L:° + hC Zl | F(X™ + 71 (1) V™, SDO(TJ)VM)HL?’ :
=
Based on the bounds of F'and X", V" /¢, the boundedness of X" +1, V"1 /¢ is immediately obtained.

Then for a single time step of implicit methods, iterative solutions are needed. In this paper we
consider the fixed point iterative pattern:

ii(h/ed: )T (—TJ)F(X" + 11 (T)V™, gDQ(TJ)V"),

>
M
l

(x™) = go(cih/edr) X

<.
Il
—

ij (h/e@T)goo(—TJ)F(X" + 11 (T)V™, gDQ(TJ)V"),

M
2

(v = po(eih/ed )V 4+ b

<.
Il
-

051/ ed; )7 (= r D) F((X) ™ 4 rpr () (Vi)™ o () (V) ™),

Mm

(xm)!" ) = oo (hjed) X - h

<.
Il

(/e )po( ) E((X79) ™ 4 701 (7.7) (V7)™ g (r) (v79) ),

Mm

(Vi = g (hfed )V + h

<.
Il
—

m=0,1,....

With the boundedness of X™, V"™ /¢, the coefficients and the nonlinear function F), it is easy to

derive the boundedness of (X"i)[m+1], (V"i)[mﬂ]/e and then of X", VnHl /e,

Finally, considering the above results and using the mathematical induction, the boundedness
of explicit or implicit numerical solutions ([27) as shown in this lemma over a long time interval is
arrived. g

Lemma 2.7. (Remainders) Inserting the exact solution of [24l) into the numerical approximation

@), we get

X(tn + ¢;h, T) = QDQ(Cih/Ea-,—)X(tn, T) —h

Mm

aij (h/EaT)Tgol(—TJ)G(X(tn + th,T), V(tn + th,T)) + A X
1

J
a;j(h/€d:)po(—7J)G(X (tn, + cih, T), V(ty + cjh, 7)) + A"‘},

Mm

V(tn + cih,7) = wo(cih/edr)V (tn,T) + h
1

bj(h/€0:)To1 (=T )G(X (tn + cjh,T),V(ty + cjh, 7)) + 0%,

<.
Il

Mm

X(tn+h,71) = @o(h/ed:) X (tn,T) — h

1
B i(h/€d:)oo(—TJ)G(X (tn + cjh, ),V (ty + cjh, 7)) + 07,
(2.13)

where A%, AW 5% ST are the remainders and G(X,V) = F(X 4 1o1(tJ)V, po(tJ)V).
Under the conditions of Theorem [2.2 and the local assumptions of X™ = X (t,,7), V" =V (t,, ),

J

Mm

V(tn +h,7) =@o(h/edr)V(tn, )+ h

J
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the remainders are bounded for i =1,2,...,s and 0 <n <T/h

e |

8%, Flysm S OEN, 05 yaoe < CER [54 e < OO

Proof. Since the variable 7 plays essentially no role in subsequent computations of the proof, we
shall omit it for brevity. From the Duhamel principle, it is clear that

X(tn +cih) = @o(cih/ed) X ( ) — [P 0= Ero (1 J)G(X (tn + 0), V (tn + 0))d0,
V(tn +cih) = po(cih/edr)V )+fcl O=cih) %= o) (=7 J)G(X (b + 0), V (tn + 0))d0),
X(tn+h)  =go(h/ed;)X ( n) — [P e 7o) (=7 ) G(X (tn + ), V (£, + 0))db,
V(ta +1h) = @o(h/ed )V (ty) + [i @M% oo (—7)G(X (t, + ), V (L, + 0))d6.

Subtracting this expression from (2.I3) gives the equations of remainders
(A% AY] = [X(tn + eih); V(o + cih)] = (polesh/edr) © diag(L, 1) ) (X (t); V()]
+h il (a5 (h/e0r) © ding(1,1)) Gt + eh),
j=
(B33 0541) = [X (b + )5V (6 + )] = (io(h/edr) @ ding(1, 1)) [X (ta); V (t)]

1Y (by(h/edr) © ding(1,1) ) Gt + ;).

where we use the notation G(t) := [—7¢1(—7J)G(X (t),V(t)); po(—7J)G(X (t),V(t))] and the Kro-
necker product ®. Applying Taylor expansions, one gets

1
[+ mt :he/() (wo((l — &)eih/ed;) ® diag(l, 1) {c;!) @G(tn)dé‘
s OO CJ J dJ
_ he;( w(h/€e0r) @ diag(1,1) )Z ]}! @G(tn)
— Jj=
&7

—heZhﬂ( (h/ed.) @ diag(1, 1)) G(tn).

J

[oN
=

Following the analysis of [29], the bounds of (5}"’1 and (5(}"’1 given in this lemma are deduced from
the stiff order conditions presented in Theorem [Z2] and the bound (ZIT)). In an analogous way, we
proceed for the bound of A% and A}, and the proof of Lemma 7] is complete. O

Proof of Theorem

Proof. Based on the above preparations, we are ready to derive the error bounds of Theorem 2.2
Define the error functions by

e = X(tn,7) — X", € = V(tn,7) = V", E¥ := X(t, + cih,7) — X", B¥ .= V(t, + c;ih,7) — V™.
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Subtracting the scheme of the method (Z7) from(ZI3) gives the error recursions

EY = gocih/ed,)e +h' S aij(h/ed,)0G™ + A,
j=1

-

E¥ = o(cih/ed;)el + h Y a;j(h/ed;)6G™ + AW,

<
Il
—

i (h/€dr)8G™ 4 5%+

M

e}“ = po(h/edr)ey + h

<
Il
—

Mm

e = golh/edr)el +h Y by(h/edr)IG +

j
where 0G™ = G(X (tn, + cjh,T),V(t, + cjh, 7)) — G(X™, V"), This contributes with

Il
-

S
e || < ekl + hC Y 0G|, . + CER T,

j=1

e o < eVl +hC Y 0G|, o + Cenr .

j=1
It stems from F that H(SG"H’LOO < C(e E;j + HE{}J ), and based on which, it is further
arrived
n+1 n nj nj 27741
HeX+ HLgo < ”eX”Lgo +hCZI (6 EY Lo + HEV] L:") + CelR T,
" (2.14)
n+1 n nj nj 27 r4+1
H6V+ HLgo < ”eVHLgo +hczl (6 EY . + HEVJ Lg°> + Ce?hm .
i=
Similar result can be obtained for F% and E{ in an analogous way as follows:
ni n nj nj 277
IR < 1ettis #0035 (%, + [0, ) oo
ni n nj nj 277
|V HLgo < llevllpe + hcj; (6 EY L + HEVJ L~;>°> + Ceh’.
Based on the above results, one gets
B Byl ) < slekllpe Pl +25hC Y (e||EY HE”J )+ cen.
;(H X||L$°+|| VHLgo —SHeX”LT +SH€V”LT +2s ; €|l by L$°+ Vi + Ce

If the stepsize h satisfies he <

> (|l
=1

&, it is straightforward to show that

+ BV ) <25 leklin + 25 lebll e + CERT.
L?—O Lio T T

Inserting this into (2I4) and using Gronwall inequality eventually leads to

lex™ || < CER lev™ e < Ceh”

This bound and the transformations of Section ZI] immediately complete the proof of Theorem
2.2 a
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3. FULL-DISCRETIZATION AND OPTIMAL ACCURACY

In the present section, by using the Fourier pseudospectral method in 7, we first present the
full-discretization for solving the CPD (LH]) and then derive its optimal accuracy.

3.1. Full-discretization. To use the Fourier method in the variable 7, we introduce 7, = JQV—”l
with an even positive integer N, and | € M := {-N;/2,—N,;/2+1,...,N,/2}. Then the Fourier
spectral method is proposed by considering the trigonometric polynomials

XT(t, )= (X](t,7)) VT(t,r)= (V] (t,7))

j=1,2 Jj=12

with

XT(t,7) = ¥ Xy, VI(t,7) = 5 Vig(®)e*™, (t,7) €[0,T] x [-m,7],

keT keT
such that

aXT(t,7)+ é@TXT(t, T) = —T(pl(—TJ)F(XT(t, )+ 101 (r VT (t, 1), o(r )V (t, 7')),
VT (t,T)+ é@TVT(t,T) = gao(—TJ)F(XT(t, )+ 101 (VT (t,7), 00(r )V (t, 7')),

where )?k\]( t) and 17;;( t) are referred to the discrete Fourier coefficients of X ]M and VJ»M, respec-
tively. Collecting all the coefficients in D := = 2(N, 4 1) dimensional coefficient vectors X(t) =
(Xk (1), V(t) = (Vk ;(t)) implies a system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs)

120 = i0X (1) + F(sTF(F K1)+ STF V), G F VD)),

Cg (3.1)
2V =iV (1) + F(CP(FR() + ST F V1), CHFIV)),
where F is the discrete Fast Fourier Transform (FFT), S* = diag(:l:ngpl(:lzn,]))l —01,.. N, C* =
diag(cpo(:lleJ))lzo L yoand Q= diag(Qq, Q) with Q1 = Qs := 1dlag( £ & — ,...,—%).

The full-discretization of (L3 is stated as follows.

Definition 3.1. (Fully discrete scheme.) The initial data of 24) is derived from 28] with
j =4 and we denote it as [X°; VO] = UB(1). Choose a time step size h and a positive even number
N.. The full-discretization of (D) is defined as follows.
o The first step is to compute the initial value of (BI) by [)?\0; ‘//\0] = [F(X°); F (V9.
e For solving the ODEs [B1)) with the initial value [)/(\0; 1//\0], we consider the same s-stage
two-scale exponential integrator as semi-discretization, that is for M = i)

X (cth)X"—l—th: J(hM)F(S=F(F1 X7 + 8+ F1V0, CHFV)) =12,
Vi = po(eh M)V + z JM)F(CF(FIX7 4+ STFIWVI, CHF V) ), i = 1,2,

X = o(hM)X7 + h Y b (RM)F(S™F (F71X% + §TF 1V, CHF- 1Y),

2
Vil = o (hM)V? + E

S(M)F(CmF(F1Xm 4+ 84 F -1, CHF-1Vm) ).
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o The full-discretization z" ! ~ 2(t,41) and v ~ v(t,41) of (LH) is formulated as

tn n n 1 n
2= X P (1 TV, 0 = (b TV,
where X" and V™1 are obtained by the Fourier pseudospectral method

X+l — Z (W)Zewtnﬂ/a’ Vil — Z (W)éeiétn+1/€'
M eM

3.2. Optimal accuracy.

Theorem 3.2. (Optimal accuracy) For a smooth periodic function ¥(7) on T, denote the Soblev
space H™(T) = {J(1) € H™ : 9LI(0) = OLY(2m),l = 0,1,...,m}. Assume that the exact solution
X (t,7) and V (t,7) of the system ZA) satisfy that X (t,7),V (t,7) € C"([0,T], H™(T)) with mg > 0.
Under the conditions of Theorem[ZZ, the global error of the fully discrete scheme is bounded as

1 X (tn, 7) = X" oo + [[EV (tn, T) — V™| o < C(e°W" + (21/N;)™), 0<n <T/h,
where C' is a generic constant independent of n, h, N;, €.

Proof. To prove this result, we introduce an intermediate algorithm (IA) and by which, the con-
clusions of this theorem are converted to the estimations for IA. To this end, consider the following
trigonometric polynomials

XMt 1) = (X]'-/Vl(t,T)) VMt 1) = (VJ»M(t,T))

§j=1,2 §j=1,2

with

XMty = X X0, VMt ) = S Vi (0)eT,  (t,7) €[0,T) x [0, 271,
keM keM

such that

O XM(t,T) + %6-,—XM(t,T) = —Tcpl(—TJ)F(XM(t, )+ 701 (T)VM(t, 7), 0o (TJ) VM2, T)),
VM (t,T) + 10, VM(t,7) = po(—7)F(XM(t,7) + 71 (rT)VM (L, 7), 0o (1) VM (2L, 7).

Here )/(;/] and 1//;; are the Fourier transform coefficients of the periodic functions X ]M and VJ»M,

respectively. According to the Fourier functions’ orthogonality and collecting all the )/(Zj, \7;; in
(N + 1)-periodic coefficient vectors X(t) = (X ;(t)), V(t) = (Vi ;(t)), one gets

%X(t} = i0X(t) + ]-'(S*F(]-'*lfi(t) +STFIV(1), C*]—"’l\Nf(t))),
%\7(1&) =iQV(t) + I(C*F(rlfc(t) +STFIV(1), C*]-"l{/'(t))).

Then the intermediate algorithm (IA) is defined by

Xjs () = D Xpie Vi) = Y Vet =12,
keM keM

X = S0 Xt vt = S Vet n=0,1,..., T/h— 1,
keMm keMm
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where the following s-stage exponential integrator is applied to solving ([B.2):

Xni = go(e;hM)X™ + h _fjl aij(hM)f(s—F(f—l)?@ L StFV, c+f—1177j)), i=1,2,....5,
F=
Vi = go(ah M)V + b 21 as (M) F(C-F(F- X0 4+ 8 F 1Vl GHFVm) ) i= 1,2, s,
=
X = oo (hM)X™ + h f:l b (hM)F (S™F(F-LX7 4 SHF-1Vm, CrF1vm) ),
=
Vit = go(hM)V + b fjl b (RM)F(C~F(F X7 + ST F 1V, CHF- 1Y),
=

(3.3)

To study the accuracy of the fully discrete scheme, consider the standard projection operator

Py 2 L2 ([-7,7]) — Y = span{e*", k € M, 7 € [-7, 7|} as (Pyqo)(7) = . 0rel*". With
keM

the notations X™ = 3 (Xni)eilltnteih)/e and Vi = SO (Vni)eittnteih)/e - define the error

lteM LteM
functions of our fully discrete scheme by

ey (1) = X(tn,7) — X", E}?(T) = X (tn + cih,T) — X
ey (1) ==V (ty,7) = V", E{}i(T) = V(ty, + cih,7) — v,
and the projected errors of the intermediate algorithm as
e x (1) = PuX(tn, ) — X}y, Eﬂx(r) = Py X (t, +cih, 1) — X7,
ey (T) = PV (ta, 7) = Vi, Eﬂy(r) = PV (ty + cih,T) — V/Cf.
Based on the estimates on projection error [40] and the triangle inequality, it follows that
ekl oo < lleRaxll oo + 1X R = X e + 1 Xt 7) = PraX (b, 7l oo < [l€ha,x ][ oo + C 27/ N2)™,
1B e < 1R x| e+ [[XRE = X e+ X (- €, 7) = Pra X (tn o+ i, 7)| e
< ||E5:j_]x||L$o + C(27/N,)™.

[P

Similar results can be derived for e}, E7. Therefore, the estimations for e, ef. and E%', E7 can
be turned to estimate the estimations for ey, v, e and B3 , E3) .
The error system of the intermediate algorithm is given by

e~

G = T @G0 B = T ()
keM keM

(M) =" (€)™, Bl = (B ),
keM keM

where

el = po(hM)ely  +h Y bi(hM)AFY + 6%, ER « = go(cihM)ely  +h Zl ai; (hM)ASY + AT
j=1 I=

ey =wo(hM)ei,  +h Y bi(hM)AFY + 63, By = go(cihM)el, y + h Zl ai (RM)AFY + AT,
j=1 7=
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and _
GX,V)=F(F'X+stF'v,Cctr V),

AfY = FS™(G(PmX (ty + cjh, 1), PV (t + cjh, 7)) — G(X ), V),
AfY = FC™(G(PMmX (tn + ¢jh, 7), PV (tn + ¢jh, 7)) — G(X 3, ViY)).

Here the remainders (5}“, A% and 5@“, AP are determined by inserting the exact solution of
B2) into the numerical approximation [B.3)), i.e.,

e~ e~ ——

X(t, + cih) = go(cihM)X(ty) + h z ij (WM)FS~G(X(tn + cjh), V(tn + c;h)) + A%,

Vit +cih) = po(ehM)V (i) + i Qs (RM)FC™G(X (b + ¢3h), V(tn + 1) + AP,
X(tn + 1) = go(hM)X(ty) + b i bi(hM)FS™ Gt + ¢31), V(ta + c5h)) + 55,
V{tnth) = po(hM)V(ty) + h 2 B (hM)FC=G(X (b, + c5h), Vit + sh) + 037

Following the same arguments of Lemma 2.5 the bounds of these remainders are derived as

N 2 N il 271
|a% < cenr, ||ay o lem < Ceprt,

W

L. =< Ce*h",
Wwihee

Based on the foregoing estimates, we deduce that

s _
A, < Meuxlls + 103 AR
T j:l

o L= cen
Wi

+ Ce2pr

n+1

v . < vl ALY

+ Ce*h L,
LOO

The proof is, then, concluded by using the same arguments as Theorem 2.21 O

4. PRACTICAL INTEGRATORS AND NUMERICAL TESTS

4.1. Some practical integrators. Before the above discretization is applied in practical compu-
tations, the coefficients c¢;, a;; (h/ed,) and b;(h/ed,) appearing in (1) should be determined, which
is derived in this present section.
Second order integrator. We first consider second order integrators which can be realized by
one-stage schemes, i.e., s = 1. The first method is obtained by considering
c1 =35, bi(h/edr) = p1(h/ed;), an(h/edr) = pi(cih/edy),

which yields an implicit integrator. We shall refer to it as 102. To get an explicit scheme, we
modify the scheme (2.7)) of IO2 as

xn = (po(clh/EaT)Xn — hdll(h/ea-,—)T(pl(—TJ)F(Xn + Tp1 (TJ)V", QDQ(TJ)Vn),

ynl = wo(c1h/ed; )V" +_h&11(h/687-)<p0(—TJ) (X" + 101 (T V™, po(TJ) V”),

Xl = o (h/€dy)X™ — hby (h/€d )T (—TJ)F (X”l + 71 (7 )V o (T]) V”l),

Vil = g (h/ed, )V + hgl(h/eaT)cpo(—TJ)F(an + 11 (T)V™, o (1J)V ).
This explicit second order method is denoted by EO2. We note that for these two methods, the
second order initial data, i.e., (Z0) with & = 2, is enough.
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Fourth order integrator. We now turn to the fourth order integrators with the fourth order
initial data which is obtained by (Z.6]) with & = 4. This can be achieved by three-stage implicit
integrators. Solving v;(h/ed;) = 0 and v, ;(h/ed;) = 0 for 4,5 = 1,2, 3, and choosing ¢1 =1, ¢ =
1/2, ¢3 = 0 yields

az1(Y) = aze(Y) = asz(Y) =0, an () = —1<P2(C2T) + %@3(C2T)7

4

1 3 1
ass(Y) = 5901(02T) - Z<P2(C2T) + 5@3(T)7

a12(T) = ba(T) = 4pa(T) — 8ips(T),

a22(T) = pa2(c2Y) — p3(c2Y),
a1 (Y) (1) = 4d3(T) — p2(T),
ar3(Y) (1) = 1(T) = 3p2(T) + 4p3(7),

with T = h/e0,. It can be checked that these coeflicients satisfy all the fourth stiff order conditions
presented in Table[Il This implicit integrator of order four is referred as 104. For explicit examples,
we need to consider s =5 and choose the coefficients ([29])

:l_)l
:l_)g

1
=0, C2=0(3 =0C5 =73,
1 1

a2,1 = 5¥1,2, as,1 = 5¥1,3 — ¥2,3,
(41 = P14 — 2024, Q42 =43 = P24,

_ 1 1 1
G52 = 5P25 — P34+ 5924 — 5935,

Cq = 17

az2 = ¥2.3,

as1 = %901,5 —2as5,2 — as,4,

a53 = ap2, A54 = %@2,5 — 5,2,

b1 = 1 — 3p2 + 43, by =03=0, by = —po + 43, bs = 4pa — 8s,

where ¢; ; = ¢; j(T) = ¢i(c;T). This integrator is referred as EO4.

We end this section by noting that, with the definition of symmetric methods [25], it can be
verified that the above two explicit schemes (EO2 and EO4) are not symmetric but the implicit
ones (I02 and 104) are symmetric.

4.2. Numerical experiment. Let us illustrate the performance of our schemes with a single
particle in two space dimensions under a strong magnetic field [11]:

i) = ot), 0 = ") + glatr)),

where g(x) = (cos(q(1)/2)sin(q(2))/2,sin(q(1)/2) cos(¢(2)))T and b(z) = 1 + sin(q(1))sin(g(2)).
This is a reduced model from the three dimensional CPD case when the external magnetic field has
a fixed direction and is homogenous in space. We choose the initial value 2(0) = (0.1,0.1)T, v(0) =
(0.2,0.1)T, and fix N, = 25 in the computations. For comparison, we choose the well known Boris
method (with second-order accuracy) denoted by Boris and a Runge-Kutta method (the fourth
order Gauss-Legendre method) denoted by RK4. Figure [[l displays the numerical errors

n __ t n_ o(t
oo la )t o)
] ot

against h for different €. These results show that Boris, EO2, I02 perform second order and RK4,
EO4, 104 display fourth order. In order to show the influence of € on the accuracy, we present the
errors err, and err, against ¢ for different A in Figure 2l In the light of these results, we have the
following observations. The four integrators formulated in this paper have improved uniformly high
accuracy in both position and velocity, and when e decreases, the accuracy is improved. However,
for the methods Boris and RK4, they do not have such optimal accuracy. The accuracy of these
two methods becomes worse as € decreases.

t>0,

(4.1)
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FIGURE 1. The errors (L)) at t = 1 of the second-order schemes (top two rows)
and fourth-order schemes (below two rows) with h = 1/2% for k = 1,2,...,6 under

different e.
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FIGURE 2. The errors (L)) at t = 1 of the second-order schemes (top two rows)
and fourth-order schemes (below two rows) with e = 1/2% for k = 1,2,...,6 under

differ

ent h.
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5. APPLICATION TO THE THREE DIMENSIONAL CPD

For the three dimensional CPD ([4)), it is noted that we cannot take the approach given for
the two dimensional case, since in that way, sp;1(sB(z(0))) is no longer periodic and thus two-
scale exponential integrator cannot be used. For the uniformly accurate (UA) methods for solving
three dimensional CPD, some novel algorithms have been recently proposed in [12]. Based on the
approach given in this paper for the two dimensional case, we can formulate a kind of UA methods
with more simple scheme for the three dimensional CPD (4] in maximal ordering case. We state
the application as follows.

For the three dimensional CPD ([4) in maximal ordering case [7, 26, B6], i.e., B = B(ex) :=
(b1(ex), ba(ex), bs(ex))T € R3, we first rewrite it as

~

z(t) = v(t), o(t) = %v(t) + F(z(t),v(t), 0<t<T, 2(0)=z9€R> v(0)=uvy€R> (5.1)
0 bs(ex) —ba(ex)

where By = B(ex(0)) with B(ez) = | —bs(cz) 0 bi(ex) | and F(z(t),v(t)) = BEzt)=Bo

€

ba(ex) —bi(ex) 0
E(z(t)). With the maximal ordering property, it is worth noticing that F(x(t),v(t)) is uniformly
bounded w.r.t. e. We introduce the filtered variable w(t) = po(—tBo/e)v(t), then (&I]) reads:

(t) = o(tBo/e)w(t), w(t) = po(—tBo/e)F (x(t),po(tBo/e)w(t)), (0) =zo, w(0)= 1()0. |

5.2

With the help of EO, ettBo/s ig periodic in ¢/e on [0, 27]. By isolating the fast time variable ¢/e¢ as

another variable 7 and denoting X (¢,7) = x(t), W(t,7) = w(t), the two-scale system of (5.2)) takes
the form

DX (6,7) + 20, X (t,7) = po(rBo)W (1, 7),
61 R R (5.3)
W (t, 1) + E&-W(t,T) = gao(—TBo)F(X(t, T), @O(TBO)W(t,T)).

The initial data [ X% W?°] := [X(0,7); W(0,7)] for (53) is obtained by (28] with the replacement

f- @3) of 5
W) = _porBo)W
F(X W) = ( #0(=Bo) F(X, po(7Bo)W) )

We now obtain the semi-discretization of the three dimensional CPD (4] in maximal ordering
case.

Definition 5.1. For the three dimensional CPD ([[L4) in maximal ordering case, choose a time step
h. Then for solving the equation ([5.3) with the initial value [X°; W°], consider an s-stage two-scale
exponential integrator

S

xni = ¢o(cih/ed-) X" + h E ij(h/ea‘r)@o(TB\O)anv i=12...s

3

a
Jj=1

Wm = @Q(Cih/EaT)Wn +h dij(h/EaT)(po(—TB\Q)F(an,(PO(TEO)an)a 1= 1727" D
j=1

b (h/€ds )po(TBo) W™,

Xl = pg(h/ed )X +h >
J
W = o (h/ed)W™ + h
j

=1
Z Bj(h/ear)(pO(_TB\O)F(an, QDO(TEO)W"j)7
=1

u(t)+
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with the coefficients ¢; € [0,1], a;j(h/€d;) and bj(h/€d.). The numerical solution "' ~ x(t,41)
and v~ v(t,1) of @A) is given by

o S - )(n—i-l7 ot — @O(tn+1§0/€)wn+1-

Based on the Fourier pseudospectral method in 7, the full-discretization can be formulated by
using the same way as that of two dimensional CPD. For simplicity, we do not go further on this
point here. For the semi-discretization, it has a uniform accuracy and we state it as follows.

Theorem 5.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.2, for the final numerical solution x™,v™ pro-
duced by the method given in Definition[51), the global error is

o™ — w(ta)]| + 0" = o(t)| CH, 0 <n < T/h,
where C is independent of n, h, €.

This result can be proved in a similar way as stated in Section 2] and we skip it for brevity.

Numerical test. As an illustrative numerical experiment, we consider the three dimensional CPD
([C4) with a strong magnetic field [26]

1 0 0 1 0 —T
B(I,t):VX— 1 + V x xr1T3 = — 0 + 0 s
Vo 0 “\1 a3
and E(z,t) = —V,U(x) with the potential U(z) = 21+ =. The initial values are chosen as
TITT2
z(0) = (3,4,3)7 and v(0) = (%,2,1)T. We solve this problem on [0,1] by the same methods of

Section combined with the Fourier pseudospectral method (N, = 25). The errors of all the
methods

B [ e 0 5

()| [o(En)l
are displayed in Figures B4l From these results, it follows that EO2 and 102 show uniform second
order accuracy, EO4 and 104 have uniform fourth order accuracy, but Boris and RK4 do not have
such uniform accuracy.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we formulated and studied the numerical solution of the charged-particle dynamics
(CPD) in a strong nonuniform magnetic field. The system involves a small parameter 0 < & < 1
inversely proportional to the strength of the external magnetic field. Firstly, a novel class of semi-
discretization and full-discretization was presented for the two dimensional CPD and an optimal
accuracy was rigorously derived. It was shown that the accuracy of those discretizations is improved
in the position and in the velocity when ¢ becomes smaller. Then based on the approach given for
the two dimensional case, a kind of uniformly accurate methods with simple scheme was formulated
for the three dimensional CPD in maximal ordering case. The optimal accuracy of the obtained
discretizations was illustrated by some numerical tests.

Finally, it is remarked that higher-order algorithms with optimal accuracy would be an issue for
future exploration. Another object of future study could be the complete convergence analysis of
the discretizations introduced in this paper combining the PIC approximation for Vlasov equations.
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FIGURE 3. The errors (&4 at t = 1 of the second-order schemes (top row) and
fourth-order schemes (below row) with h = 1/2* for k =1,2,...,6 under different
€.
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