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The problem of the charged-particle motion in an axisymmetric magnetic geometry is used to
assess the validity of higher-order Hamiltonian guiding-center theory, which includes higher-order
corrections associated with gyrogauge invariance as well as guiding-center polarization induced by
magnetic-field non-uniformity. Two axisymmetric magnetic geometries are considered: a magnetic
mirror geometry and a simple tokamak geometry. When a magnetically-confined charged-particle
orbit is regular (i.e., its guiding-center magnetic moment is adiabatically invariant), the guiding-
center approximation, which conserves both energy and azimuthal canonical angular momentum, is
shown to be faithful to the particle orbit when higher-order corrections are taken into account.

I. INTRODUCTION

The guiding-center representation [1–4] of charged-
particle orbits is at the foundation of most particle simu-
lations of magnetized plasmas [5–9]. The faithfulness of
this representation relies on the adiabatic invariance of
the magnetic moment µ, which is expressed as an asymp-
totic expansion based on the nonuniformity of the mag-
netic field. In addition, when the magnetic field is ax-
isymmetric, the connection between the exact particle
canonical azimuthal angular momentum and its guiding-
center representation can be used as a test for the faith-
fulness of the guiding-center approximation [10].
For each guiding-center orbit parametrized by the

guiding-center magnetic moment µ (with initial guiding-
center position X0 and initial parallel guiding-center mo-
mentum P‖0), there corresponds an infinite set of particle
orbits (with local initial conditions x0 and ẋ0) that are
labeled by an initial gyroangle, measured on an initial
Kruskal ring [11, 12] (also parametrized by the magnetic
moment µ) defined on the two-dimensional plane per-
pendicular to the local magnetic field. (In a uniform
magnetic field B = B ẑ, the Kruskal ring is a circle in
the (x, y)-plane of radius

√
2µB/mΩ2 centered at the

guiding-center position X0, where Ω = eB/mc denotes
the gyrofrequency of a charged particle of mass m and
charge e and c denotes the speed of light.) By adopting
a guiding-center formulation that is gyrogauge invariant
[1, 2] (i.e., a formulation that is not only gyroangle invari-
ant but also independent how the gyroangle is measured),
the guiding-center orbit can be compared to an arbitrary
particle orbit belonging to the same initial Kruskal ring.
The purpose of our present work is to explore how

higher-order Hamiltonian guiding-center theory is faith-
ful to charged-particle dynamics in an axisymmetric mag-
netic field. In particular, compared to the exact particle
canonical angular momentum invariant, we will investi-
gate the faithfulness of the guiding-center canonical an-
gular momentum derived either in the truncated (lowest-
order) guiding-center model [3, 13], in the standard work
of Littlejohn [1, 2], which includes gyrogauge corrections,
or the extended work of Brizard [14] and Tronko and
Brizard [4], which includes effects due to guiding-center

polarization [15]. For this purpose, we will consider par-
ticle and guiding-center orbits in axisymmetric mirror ge-
ometry (Sec. III) and in axisymmetric (simple) tokamak
geometry (Sec. IV).

II. PARTICLE AND GUIDING-CENTER

ORBITS IN GENERAL AXISYMMETRIC

MAGNETIC GEOMETRY

In the present Section, we consider the problem of
charged particle motion in a generic nonuniform mag-
netic field. Since the primary focus of our work involves
the effects of magnetic nonuniformity, we assume that
the magnetic field is stationary and an electric field is
absent in our formulation.

A. Lagrangian particle dynamics

The orbits of a charged particle moving in a nonuni-
form magnetic field B(x) are represented as solutions of
the Euler-Lagrange equations obtained from the particle
Lagrangian

L =
(e
c
A(x) + mv

)
· ẋ − m

2
|v|2

=
e

c
A(x) · ẋ +

m

2
|ẋ|2 , (1)

where the particle velocity is v = ẋ and the magnetic

field B ≡ ∇×A ≡ B b̂ (which is decomposed in terms
of its magnitude B = |B| and its direction unit vector

b̂ = B/|B|) is represented in terms of a vector potential
A. From this Lagrangian, we obtain the Euler-Lagrange
equations

d

dt

(
∂L

∂ẋ

)
=

∂L

∂x
, (2)

which yield the usual Lorentz force equation

m ẍ =
e

c

(
∇A · ẋ − ẋ ·∇A

)
=

e

c
ẋ×B, (3)
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which is solved subject to the initial conditions (x0, ẋ0 =
v0). Since we are interested in orbital solutions of the
Lorentz force equation (3) over long time scales com-
pared to the short gyration period, which is inversely
proportional to the gyrofrequency Ω0 = eB0/(mc), where
B0 denotes the characteristic strength of the magnetic
field, we introduce a dimensionless time t′ = ǫΩ0 t,
where ǫ≪ 1 denotes a small ordering parameter, so that
ẋ = ǫΩ0 x′ (a prime denotes a derivative with respect to
t′). Hence, the Lorentz force equation (3) becomes

ǫ x′′ = x′
×B(x), (4)

where we have introduced a characteristic length scale
R0 associated with the magnetic field, so that x ≡ x/R0

is dimensionless, and the magnetic field B = B0 B(x)
is expressed in terms of a dimensionless field B(x). The
solution for this equation of motion, which can be carried
out as an asymptotic expansion in powers of ǫ [16], will
be carried out numerically in this paper.
In the event the magnetic field is axisymmetric, the

particle Lagrangian (1) is independent of the particle az-
imuthal angle ϕ, and the azimuthal canonical angular
momentum

Pϕ ≡ ∂L

∂ϕ̇
=
(e
c
A + m ẋ

)
·
∂x

∂ϕ
(5)

is a constant of the motion for particle orbits. With
the normalization discussed above, we note that the az-
imuthal canonical angular momentum (5) becomes

Pϕ

mR2
0Ω0

≡ Pϕ =
(
A + ǫx′

)
·
∂x

∂ϕ
, (6)

with the dimensionless magnetic vector potential A ≡
A/(B0R0).

B. Lagrangian guiding-center dynamics

For most particle orbits that are solutions of the
Lorentz force equation (3), the lowest-order magnetic mo-
ment

µ0 ≡ m

2B
|b̂× ẋ|2 =

m

2B
|ρ0|2 Ω2 (7)

is an adiabatic invariant (where ρ0 ≡ b̂× ẋ/Ω denotes
the lowest-order gyroradius), i.e., while the time deriva-
tive

µ̇0 = −µ0 v ·∇ lnB − mv‖

B
v ·∇b̂ ·v⊥ 6= 0 (8)

does not vanish for a general magnetic field, its average
over the fast gyromotion time scale yields

〈µ̇0〉 = −µ0 v‖

(
b̂ ·∇ lnB + ∇ · b̂

)
= − µ0 v‖

B
(∇ ·B),

where v‖ ≡ v · b̂ is the local parallel velocity, 〈v⊥〉 =

0 and 〈mv⊥ ·∇b̂ ·v⊥〉 = µ0B (∇ · b̂). Since magnetic

fields are divergenceless, we immediately find that 〈µ̇0〉 =
0, i.e., µ0 is an invariant over time scales that are slow
compared to the fast gyromotion time scale.
The purpose of the guiding-center transformation is to

construct an expression for the guiding-center moment

µ = µ0 + ǫ µ1 + · · · (9)

represented as an asymptotic series in powers of the di-
mensionless parameter ǫ, where the first-order correction

µ1 =

(
µ0∇ lnB +

p2‖ κ

2mB

)
·ρ0 −

3

2
µ0

(p‖ τ
mΩ

)

+
p‖

2B

db̂

dt
·ρ0 (10)

involves first-order magnetic-field nonuniformity associ-

ated with magnetic curvature κ = b̂ ·∇b̂ and magnetic

twist τ = b̂ ·∇× b̂, with db̂/dt ≡ ẋ ·∇b̂ in a time-
independent nonuniform magnetic field. The new ex-
pression (10), which is derived from the standard expres-
sion found in Refs. [1–4] in App. A, is easily computed
from the particle dynamics. Hence, from the magnetic-
moment analysis of the particle orbit yields a relatively
accurate value for the guiding-center magnetic moment
µ = µ0 + ǫ µ1, which can then be used as a label for the
guiding-center orbit.
The reduced guiding-center representation of charged-

particle dynamics in a nonuniform magnetic field [3] is
obtained by an asymptotic decoupling of the fast gyro-
motion from the slow magnetic-drift motion in a reduced
dynamical phase space with guiding-center coordinates
Zα = (X, P‖), while the fast gyromotion is represented
by the canonically-conjugate guiding-center action-angle
coordinates (J, ζ), where the gyroaction J ≡ µB0/Ω0

(defined in terms of the magnetic moment µ) is canoni-
cally conjugate to the guiding-center gyroangle ζ.
The guiding-center Lagrangian is expressed up to first

order in magnetic-field nonuniformity as

Lgc =
( e
ǫ c

A(X) + P‖ b̂(X) − ǫ J R
∗(X)

)
· Ẋ

+ ǫ J ζ̇ −
(
P 2
‖

2m
+ µB(X)

)
, (11)

where the ǫ-ordering introduced in Eq. (11) is based on
the standard macroscopic ordering associated with the
renormalization of the electric charge e → e/ǫ. The se-
lection of the vector field

R
∗(X) =





0 (A)

R + 1
2
τ b̂ (B)

R + 1
2
∇× b̂ (C)

(12)

is based on whether the gyrogauge vector field R ≡
∇ê1 · ê2 (defined [1] in terms of the local orthogonal unit

vectors ê1 and ê2 ≡ b̂× ê1) is kept (B & C) or not (A),
and whether the guiding-center polarization correction
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[4] is kept (C) or not (B). The truncated guiding-center
model (A) is the simplest guiding-center model that is
used in several guiding-center orbit codes (e.g., [6, 13])
and is reviewed in Ref. [3]. The standard guiding-center
model (B) was derived [1, 2] to ensure that the guiding-
center equations of motion are not only independent of
the gyroangle but also independent of how this gyroangle
is locally measured in the perpendicular plane spanned
by the unit vectors (̂e1, ê2). The extended guiding-center
model (C) was derived [4] to ensure that the guiding-
center transformation accurately represents the guiding-
center polarization [14, 15].
The guiding-center Euler-Lagrange equations

d(∂Lgc/∂Ż
α)/dt = ∂Lgc/∂Z

α

lead to the reduced guiding-center equations of motion

Ẋ =
P‖

m

B∗

B∗
‖

+
ǫ cb̂

eB∗
‖

×µ∇B, (13)

Ṗ‖ = − B∗

B∗
‖

·µ∇B, (14)

where

B∗ = B +
ǫ c

e

(
P‖ ∇× b̂ − ǫ J ∇×R

∗
)
, (15)

and B∗
‖ ≡ b̂ ·B∗ can be used as the guiding-center Ja-

cobian. These guiding-center equations are solved sub-
ject to the initial conditions (X0, P‖0), once again labeled
by the guiding-center magnetic moment µ obtained from
the particle orbit. Because the particle and guiding-
center orbits share the same values of energy E and
magnetic moment µ, the initial guiding-center paral-
lel momentum can be chosen from the initial condition
P 2
‖0/2m = E − µB(X0), where the initial guiding-center

position X0 is calculated from the initial particle position
x0 according to the guiding-center transformation [1, 2]

X = x+ ǫGx

1 + ǫ2Gx

2 +
1

2
ǫ2 G1 · dGx

1 + · · · , (16)

which implies that the initial guiding-center position X0

is shifted from the initial particle position x0. Hence,
the initial guiding-center position X0 will depend on the
guiding-center model used in Eq. (12), which differs at
second order through Gx

2 [4].
Lastly, when the magnetic field is axisymmetric, the

guiding-center Lagrangian (11) is independent of the
guiding-center azimuthal angle Φ, and the guiding-center
azimuthal canonical angular momentum

PgcΦ =

(
eA

ǫ c
+ P‖ b̂− ǫ J R

∗

)
·
∂X

∂Φ
≡ eA∗

ǫc
·
∂X

∂Φ
(17)

is an exact guiding-center invariant. We note that the
terms of third order in ǫ3 in A∗ (i.e., second order in
magnetic-field nonuniformity) and higher are ignored.

C. Validity of the guiding-center representation in

general axisymmetric magnetic geometry

While the azimuthal canonical angular momenta (5)
and (17) are constants of motion of their respective equa-
tions of motion, they can only be compared when the
guiding-center azimuthal canonical angular momentum
(17) is pulled back into particle phase space:

TgcPgcΦ = PgcΦ + ǫ

(
Gµ

1

∂

∂µ
+G

p‖

1

∂

∂p‖
− ρ0 ·∇

)
PgcΦ

+ ǫ2
(
1

2
ρ0ρ0 : ∇∇− ρ1·∇

)
PgcΦ + · · ·

≡ Pϕ, (18)

where (Gµ
1 , G

p‖

1 ) denote the first-order corrections to the
guiding-center magnetic moment and guiding-center par-
allel momentum, respectively, and the first-order gyrora-
dius is defined in particle phase space as

ρ1 = − µ0B κ

2mΩ2
+
(
ρ0

2
·∇ lnB − p‖τ

mΩ

)
ρ0 + ρ1‖ b̂, (19)

where, while an explicit expression for the parallel com-

ponent ρ1‖ ≡ ρ1 · b̂ will not be needed in the present
work, we note that its gyroangle average is 〈ρ1‖〉 =

(µB/2mΩ2)∇ · b̂. We note that the first term in Eq. (19)
appears as a result of the extension [4] of the standard
guiding-center transformation [1] that correctly calcu-
lates the guiding-center polarization (see App. B for de-
tails).
The guiding-center representation is faithful to par-

ticle dynamics if the identity (18) is satisfied up to an
arbitrary order in ǫ. This identity guarantees that the
guiding-center push-forward of the particle conservation
law dPϕ/dt = 0 yields the guiding-center conservation
law

0 = T−1
gc

(
dPϕ

dt

)
=

[
T−1
gc

(
d

dt
Tgc

)]
T−1
gc Pϕ ≡ dgcPgcΦ

dt
,

where dgc/dt is the time derivative generated by the
guiding-center Lagrangian dynamics and the guiding-
center invariant PgcΦ ≡ T−1

gc Pϕ may be truncated at an
arbitrary order in ǫ.
In previous work, Belova et al. [10] considered

energetic-particle orbits in the National Spherical Torus
Experiment (NSTX) that satisfied the adiabatic invari-
ance of the higher-order guiding-center magnetic mo-
ment (9), and numerically investigated the validity of
the guiding-center representation by verifying that the
explicit expression for the guiding-center pull-back of the
guiding-center toroidal canonical angular momentum

TgcPgcΦ = PgcΦ

(
x− ǫρ, p0‖ + ǫG

p‖

1 , µ0 + ǫGµ
1

)
(20)

is nearly invariant, where ρ = x − TgcX includes the
first-order corrections (19) due to magnetic nonunifor-
mity. In Fig. 3 of Ref. [10], Belova et al. [10] show



4

that the standard guiding-center expression ψ∗ = ψ −
ǫ (cP‖/e)bΦ+ ǫ2(cJ/e)R∗

Φ, where R∗
Φ = bz +

1
2
τbΦ, yields

an improved particle canonical angular momentum in-
variant (20) compared with the truncated guiding-center
expression ψ∗ = ψ − ǫ (cP‖/e)bΦ.
In the present paper, the validity of the guiding-center

representation is assessed on the basis of verifying that
the expansion (18) is exactly valid at each order in ǫ for
two axisymmetric magnetic geometries: mirror geometry
(Sec. III) and simple tokamak geometry (Sec. IV). Here,
the guiding-center representation is shown to be faithful
up to (and including) first order in magnetic-field nonuni-
formity, which requires retaining all terms appearing in
Eq. (17).

III. MAGNETIC MIRROR GEOMETRY

We begin by considering the problem of charged-
particle motion in axisymmetric magnetic mirror geom-
etry, where the magnetic field is represented, using the
cylindrical coordinates (r, ϕ, z), by the dimensionless ex-
pression

B = ∇ψ(r, z)×∇ϕ =
1

r

(
∂ψ

∂r
ẑ − ∂ψ

∂z
r̂

)

= Br(r, z) r̂ + Bz(z) ẑ, (21)

where the magnetic flux ψ(r, z) is defined as

ψ(r, z) =
1

2
r2 (1 + z2). (22)

Figure 1 shows the magnetic-mirror vector field (21) in
the (x, z)-plane. With a field line passing through the
point r = r0 on the equatorial plane z = 0, which is
labeled by the magnetic flux ψ(r0, 0) = r20/2, the radial

coordinate r(z) = r0/
√
1 + z2 of the field line can be

expressed as a function of z.
The magnitude of the magnetic field (21) is

B(r, z) =
√
r2 z2 + (1 + z2)2, (23)

while the unit vector along the magnetic field is

b̂(r, ϕ, z) = br(r, z) r̂(ϕ) + bz(r, z) ẑ (24)

where br(r, z) = − r z/B(r, z), bz(r, z) = (1+z2)/B(r, z),
and r̂(ϕ) = cosϕ x̂+ sinϕ ŷ. Next, we can calculate

b̂×∇ lnB = −r br
B

(3 zbz − rbr)∇ϕ ≡ −K1∇ϕ,(25)

∇× b̂ = −
(
r2/B +K1

)
∇ϕ ≡ −K2∇ϕ, (26)

with ∇×B = −r2 ∇ϕ.

A. Particle dynamics

The normalized equations of motion (4) are expressed
in cylindrical coordinates as

ǫx′′ = r ϕ′ (Bz r̂ −Br ẑ)− (Bz r
′ −Br z

′) ϕ̂, (27)

-4 -2 0 2 4

-4

-2

0

2

4

x-axis

z
-
a
x
is

FIG. 1: Plot of the magnetic-mirror vector field (21) in the
(x, z)-plane.

where x′ = r′ r̂ + r ϕ′ ϕ̂ + z′ ẑ, with ϕ̂ = ∂r̂/∂ϕ. These
dimensionless equations are numerically solved for ǫ =
1/20, with the initial conditions (r0, ϕ0, z0) = (1, 0, 0)

and (r′0, ϕ
′
0, z

′
0) = (0, 1/10,

√
24/10) associated with the

dimensionless energy E = 1/4.
We note that, because of the azimuthal symmetry of

the magnetic field (21), i.e., the components (Br, Bz)
are independent of the azimuthal angle ϕ, the azimuthal
canonical angular momentum

Pϕ =
1

ǫ
ψ(r, z) + r2ϕ′ (28)

is a constant of the motion.
Figure 2 shows that, while the lowest-order normalized

magnetic moment (normalized to ǫ2mΩ2
0/2B0)

µ0 =
[
(r ϕ′)

2
+ (bz r

′ − br z
′)
2
]
/B (29)

is relatively well conserved when the particle is near the
orbital bounce points, its adiabatic invariance is compro-
mised as the particle crosses the equatorial plane (z = 0)
between t′ = 28 and 29. The addition of the first-order
correction

µ1 =
(
µ0 K1 + p2‖ K2/B + p‖z

′ K3

)
ϕ′/B (30)

computed from Eq. (10) (with τ = b̂ ·∇× b̂ = 0), where
p‖ = br r

′ + bz z
′ and

ρ0 ·∇ lnB = ǫ ϕ′K1/B,

ρ0 · (b̂ ·∇b̂) = ǫ ϕ′K2/B,

ρ0 · b̂
′ = ǫ z′ϕ′K3,

(31)

greatly improves the adiabatic invariance of the magnetic
moment and validates the guiding-center representation
for the particle orbits in the magnetic-mirror vector field
(21). Here, K1 and K2 are defined in Eqs. (25)-(26)
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FIG. 2: Plots of the normalized lowest-order magnetic mo-
ment µ0 (gray) and the normalized magnetic moment µ =
µ0 + ǫ µ1 ≃ 0.01257 (black), with first-order correction µ1

given by Eq. (30). Here, ǫ = 1/20 and the normalized kinetic
energy is E0 = 1/4, with the initial conditions (r0, ϕ0, z0) =
(1, 0, 0) and (r′0, ϕ

′

0, z
′

0) = (0, 1/10,
√
24/10).

and K3 = r(3zbr + rbz)/B
2. Hence, the adiabatic in-

variance of the magnetic moment justifies our use of the
guiding-center approximation in describing particle or-
bits in magnetic mirror geometry. The numerical value
µ ≃ 0.01257 will be used as the normalized guiding-center
magnetic moment in the guiding-center equations of mo-
tion in magnetic mirror geometry.

B. Guiding-center dynamics

The guiding-center Lagrangian in magnetic mirror ge-
ometry is

Lgc =
1

ǫ
ψ∗ Φ′ + P‖b̂ ·X

′ −
(
1

2
P 2
‖ + J B

)
, (32)

where we use the extended guiding-center model (C) in
Eq. (12), X = (R,Φ, Z) denote the guiding-center posi-
tion in cylindrical geometry, P‖ denotes the normalized
guiding-center parallel momentum, and J ≡ µ/2 denotes
the normalized guiding-center gyroaction. In addition,
in magnetic mirror geometry, we may choose the perpen-

dicular unit vectors ê1 = Φ̂ and ê2 = b̂× Φ̂, so that the
gyrogauge vector R = ∇ê1 · ê2 = bz ∇Φ and the effective
magnetic flux

ψ∗ ≡ ψ(R,Z) − ǫ2J

(
bz −

1

2
K2

)
(33)

is expressed in terms of the extended guiding-center
model (C) in Eq. (12):

R
∗ =

(
bz −

1

2
K2

)
∇Φ. (34)

From this Lagrangian, we obtain Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions that can be expressed as Eqs. (13)-(14), where

B∗ = ∇ψ∗
×∇Φ − ǫ P‖ K2∇Φ,

(35)

B∗
‖ = b̂ ·∇ψ∗

×∇Φ,

The guiding-center equations are thus expressed as

(Ṙ, Ż) =
P‖

RB∗
‖

(
− ∂ψ∗

∂Z
,
∂ψ∗

∂R

)
, (36)

Φ̇ = − ǫ

R2B∗
‖

(
P 2
‖ K2 + J B K1

)
, (37)

Ṗ‖ = − J

RB∗
‖

(
∂B

∂Z

∂ψ∗

∂R
− ∂B

∂R

∂ψ∗

∂Z

)
, (38)

which exactly conserve the (dimensionless) guiding-
center energy E = P 2

‖ /2+JB (where J = µ/2 is obtained

from Fig. 2) and the guiding-center canonical azimuthal
angular momentum PgcΦ = ǫ−1ψ∗. These dimension-
less guiding-center equations are solved for ǫ = 1/20
with the initial conditions (R0,Φ0, Z0) = (201/200, 0, 0),
which takes into account the radial shift (16) from the
initial particle position (r0, ϕ0, z0) = (1, 0, 0), and P‖0 =√
E − J B(R0, Z0).
Figure 3 shows shows plots of the particle azimuthal

angle ϕ (gray) and the guiding-center azimuthal angle
Φ (black) for a particle orbit in the magnetic-mirror
vector field (21) during a full bounce period. These
orbital solutions are obtained by numerical integration
of the normalized equations of motion (27) and (36)-
(38), while conserving energy and azimuthal canonical
angular momentum within machine precision. We note
that the guiding-center azimuthal angle changes very
slowly when the particle is near a turning point, while
it changes rapidly as the particle crosses the equatorial
plane (z = 0).
Figure 4, on the other hand, shows plots of the particle

orbit (gray) and the guiding-center orbit (black) during
a bounce period in the (y, z)-plane. While the motion
is periodic in (r, z), there is a slow drift motion in the
azimuthal direction, which can be seen in Figs. 3 and
4 (the slow drift motion is proceeds to the left on the
y-axis). The rapid, small-amplitude oscillations that are
noticeable in Figs. 3 and 4 are due to the fast gyromotion
of a charged particle about a magnetic-field line.

C. Validity of the guiding-center representation in

mirror geometry

We now show that the guiding-center representation
of particle motion in magnetic mirror geometry is faith-
ful to the exact particle motion, by showing that the
guiding-center pull-back TgcPgcΦ = Pϕ of the guiding-
center canonical azimuthal angular momentum is equal
to the particle canonical azimuthal angular momentum.
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FIG. 3: Plots of the particle azimuthal angle ϕ (gray) and
the guiding-center azimuthal angle Φ (black) during a bounce
period.

A

B

FIG. 4: Plots of particle orbit (gray) and guiding-center orbit
(black) in the (y, z) plane during a bounce period. Here, the
particle and guiding-center orbits begin at point A and, after
one bounce period, the guiding-center orbit has drifted (in
the negative-y direction) to point B.

Up to second order in ǫ, the guiding-center pull-back
TgcPgcΦ is expressed as

TgcPgcΦ =
1

ǫ

(
ψ − ǫρ0 ·∇ψ − ǫ2ρ1 ·∇ψ

)

+
ǫ

2
ρ0ρ0 : ∇∇ψ − ǫ J

(
bz −

1

2
K2

)
,(39)

where the first-order gyroradius correction is given by
Eq. (19) and the contribution associated with the mag-

netic twist b̂ ·∇× b̂ = 0 vanishes for magnetic mirror
geometry. Here, we find ρ0 ·∇ψ = − r2ϕ′, κ ·∇ψ =

−K2B, and ρ0 ·∇ lnB = K1 ϕ
′/B, so that

−ρ1 ·∇ψ = − 1

2
J K2 +

r2ϕ′2

2 B
K1,

while

1

2
ρ0ρ0 : ∇∇ψ = J bz − r2ϕ′2

2 B
K1.

Hence, up to second order in ǫ, the guiding-center pull-
back (39) yields

TgcPgcΦ =
1

ǫ
ψ + r2ϕ′ ≡ Pϕ, (40)

which confirms the validity of the guiding-center repre-
sentation in magnetic mirror geometry.

IV. SIMPLE TOKAMAK MAGNETIC

GEOMETRY

We now turn our attention to the problem of charged-
particle motion in a simple magnetic tokamak geome-
try, with circular concentric magnetic surfaces without
Shafranov shift. The magnetic field is represented, using
the quasi-cylindrical coordinates (r, ϑ, ϕ), by the dimen-
sionless expression

B ≡ r2

qh
∇ϑ + ∇ϕ, (41)

where q(r) = q0 + σr2/2 is the safety factor (we will use
q0 = 1 and σ = 2 in our numerical calculations) and
h = 1+ r cosϑ is the normalized distance from the mag-
netic axis (r = 0) to the particle position in the poloidal
plane (which is normalized by the major radius R0 of the
magnetic axis). Since the magnetic field (41) is diver-
genceless

B ≡ ∇×A = ∇Ψ×∇ϑ+∇ϕ×∇ψ, (42)

it can be written in terms of the vector potential

A = Ψ∇ϑ − ψ∇ϕ. (43)

By comparing with Eq. (41), we find ∂Ψ(r, ϑ)/∂r =
r/h(r, ϑ) and dψ/dr = r/q(r), so that the toroidal and
poloidal magnetic fluxes Ψ and ψ are

Ψ(r, ϑ) =

∫ r

0

u du

h(u, ϑ)
=

1

cosϑ

(
r − lnh(r, ϑ)

cosϑ

)
,(44)

ψ(r) =

∫ r

0

u du

q(u)
=

1

σ
ln

(
q(r)

q0

)
, (45)

where we chose Ψ(0, ϑ) = 0 = ψ(0). In what follows,
we use the quasi-cylindrical unit vectors r̂ = cosϑ ρ̂ +

sinϑ ẑ, ϑ̂ = ∂ r̂/∂ϑ = − sinϑ ρ̂+ cosϑ ẑ, and ϕ̂ ≡ r̂× ϑ̂ =
ρ̂× ẑ = ∂ρ̂/∂ϕ, with the quasi-cylindrical Jacobian J =
(∇r×∇ϑ ·∇ϕ)−1 = r h(r, ϑ).
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The magnitude of the magnetic field (41) is

B(r, ϑ) =
1

h(r, ϑ)

√
1 + r2/q(r)2 ≡ β(r)

h(r, ϑ)
, (46)

and the unit vector along the magnetic field is

b̂(r, ϑ) =
r

qβ
ϑ̂ +

1

β
ϕ̂ ≡ bϑ(r)∇ϑ + bϕ(r, ϑ)∇ϕ, (47)

with ∇× b̂ = ∇bϑ ×∇ϑ + ∇bϕ×∇ϕ. Next, we can
calculate

∇ lnB =

(
r g

qβ2
− cosϑ

h

)
r̂ +

sinϑ

h
ϑ̂, (48)

κ =
sinϑ

hβ2

(
ϑ̂− r

q
ϕ̂

)
− r̂

β2

(
cosϑ

h
+

r

q2

)
, (49)

τ = b̂ ·∇× b̂ =
1

β2

(
g +

1

hq

)
, (50)

b̂′ = − β′

β
b̂ −

(
ϕ′ cosϑ+

r

q
ϑ′
)

r̂

β
+

gr′

β
ϑ̂

+
ϕ′ sinϑ

β

(
ϑ̂ − r

q
ϕ̂

)
, (51)

where g(r) ≡ d(r/q)/dr and β′ = (rg/qβ) r′.

A. Particle dynamics

The dimensionless particle Lagrangian is

L =
1

ǫ
(Ψϑ′ − ψ ϕ′) +

1

2

(
r′2 + r2 ϑ′2 + h2 ϕ′2

)
, (52)

from which we obtain the following equations of motion

r′′ =
r

ǫ

(
ϑ′

h
− ϕ′

q

)
+ r ϑ′2 + h cosϑϕ′2, (53)

ϑ′′ =
−1

r

(
r′

ǫ h
+ h sinϑϕ′2 + 2 r′ ϑ′

)
, (54)

ϕ′′ =
r r′

ǫ h2 q
− 2ϕ′

h
(r′ cosϑ− r ϑ′ sinϑ) . (55)

These dimensionless equations of motion are solved nu-
merically for ǫ = 1/100, with the initial conditions

(r0, ϑ0, ϕ0) = (1/2, 0, 0) and (r′0, ϑ
′
0, ϕ

′
0) = (0, 8,

√
22/3)

associated with a dimensionless energy E = 43/2.
We note that, because of the azimuthal symmetry of

the magnetic field (41), i.e., the components (Bϑ, Bϕ)
are independent of the azimuthal angle ϕ, the azimuthal
canonical angular momentum (5), expressed in dimen-
sionless form as

Pϕ = − 1

ǫ
ψ(r) + h2(r, ϑ)ϕ′, (56)

is a constant of the motion.

Before moving on to guiding center theory, we calculate
the normalized magnetic moment µ = µ0 + ǫ µ1 + · · · ,
where

µ0 =
(
r′2 + r2ω2

)
/B,

with

ω ≡ (ϑ′ − hϕ′/q) /β, (57)

and the dimensionless lowest-order gyroradius is

ρ0 = − rω

B
r̂ +

r′

βB

(
ϑ̂− r

q
ϕ̂

)
. (58)

Figure 5 shows that the lowest-order normalized mag-
netic moment is poorly conserved, especially as the par-
ticle crosses the equatorial plane (ϑ = 0). We can greatly
improve the adiabatic invariance of the magnetic moment
by calculating µ1 from Eq. (10):

µ1 = µ0G1 +
p2‖

B
G2 +

p‖

B
G3 −

3µ0 p‖

2B
τ, (59)

where

G1 = ρ0 ·∇ lnB =
r′

β2
sinϑ− rω

B

(
r g

qβ2
− cosϑ

h

)
,(60)

G2 = ρ0 ·κ =
r′

β2
sinϑ+

rω

β2B

(
cosϑ

h
+

r

q2

)
, (61)

and

G3 = ρ0 · b̂
′ =

r′

B

(
g r′

β2
+ ϕ′ sinϑ

)

+
rω

βB

(
rϑ′

q
+ ϕ′ cosϑ

)
. (62)

Figure 5 shows lowest order magnetic moment µ0 and
the improved µ = µ0 + ǫ µ1. This first-order correction
causes µ ≃ 12.23 to be a good adiabatic invariant, nu-
merically validating the guiding-center representation for
the particle orbits in the simple tokamak magnetic field
(41). This adiabatic invariance of the magnetic moment
justifies our use of the guiding-center approximation in
describing particle orbits in simple magnetic tokamak ge-
ometry.

B. Guiding-center dynamics

The guiding-center Lagrangian in simple tokamak ge-
ometry is

Lgc =
1

ǫ
(Ψ∗ Θ′ − ψ∗ Φ′)− ǫ J R′ R∗

R −
(
1

2
P 2
‖ + J B

)
,

(63)
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FIG. 5: Plots of the normalized lowest-order magnetic mo-
ment µ0 (gray) and the normalized magnetic moment µ =
µ0 + ǫ µ1 ≃ 12.23 (black) for one bounce period, with first-
order correction µ1 given by Eq. (59). Here, ǫ = 1/100 and the
normalized kinetic energy is E0 = 21.5, with the initial condi-
tions (r0, ϑ0, ϕ0) = (1/2, 0, 0) and (r′0, ϑ

′

0, ϕ
′

0) = (0, 8,
√
22/3).

where X = (R,Θ,Φ) denote the guiding-center position
in quasi-cylindrical geometry, J = µ/2 denotes the di-
mensionless guiding-center magnetic moment, and P‖ de-
notes the dimensionless guiding-center momentum par-
allel to the magnetic field. In addition, the effective
poloidal and toroidal magnetic fluxes

Ψ∗ = Ψ + ǫ P‖ bΘ − ǫ2 JR∗
Θ, (64)

ψ∗ = ψ − ǫ P‖ bΦ + ǫ2 J R∗
Φ (65)

are expressed in terms of the extended guiding-center

model (C) in Eq. (12): R
∗ = R + 1

2
∇× b̂. Here, we

calculate the gyrogauge vector R = ∇ê1 · ê2 by choos-

ing ê1 = r̂ and ê2 = b̂× r̂, so that we obtain R =

β−1∇Θ − bz∇Φ, where bz ≡ b̂ · ẑ = (R/qβ) cosΘ, and,
according to the extended guiding-center model (C) in
Eq. (12), we find

R
∗ = R +

1

2

(
∇bΦ×∇Φ + ∇bΘ ×∇Θ

)

≡ R∗
R ∇R + R∗

Θ ∇Θ + R∗
Φ ∇Φ. (66)

From this Lagrangian, we obtain Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions that can be expressed as Eqs. (13)-(14), where

B∗ = ∇Ψ∗
×∇Θ−∇ψ∗

×∇Φ+∇χ×∇R, (67)

with χ ≡ − ǫ2 JR∗
R and B∗

‖ = b̂ ·B∗. The guiding-center

equations are thus expressed as

R′ = − P‖

Jgc

∂ψ∗

∂Θ
− ǫ J

Jgc

bΦ
∂B

∂Θ
, (68)

Θ′ =
P‖

Jgc

∂ψ∗

∂R
+

ǫ J

Jgc

bΦ
∂B

∂R
, (69)

Φ′ =
P‖

Jgc

(
∂Ψ∗

∂R
+ ǫ2J

∂R∗
R

∂Θ

)
− ǫ J

Jgc

bΘ
∂B

∂R
, (70)

P ′
‖ = − J

Jgc

(
∂ψ∗

∂R

∂B

∂Θ
− ∂ψ∗

∂Θ

∂B

∂R

)
, (71)

FIG. 6: Plots of the particle radial position (gray) and the
guiding-center radial position (black) during the first two
bounce periods.

FIG. 7: Plots of the particle position (gray) and the guiding-
center position (black) projected into the poloidal plane dur-
ing the first two bounce periods.

where Jgc ≡ J B∗
‖ combines the quasi-cylindrical Jaco-

bian J and the guiding-center Jacobian B∗
‖ . We note

that these equations exactly conserve the guiding-center
energy E = P 2

‖ /2 + JB and the guiding-center canonical

azimuthal angular momentum

PgcΦ = − 1

ǫ
ψ∗ = − 1

ǫ
ψ + P‖ bΦ − ǫ JR∗

Φ. (72)

The dimensionless guiding-center equations are solved
numerically for ǫ = 1/100 with the initial conditions
(R0,Θ0,Φ0) = (0.5380, 0, 0), which takes into account
the radial shift (16) from the initial particle position

(r0, ϕ0, z0) = (0.5, 0, 0), and P‖0 =
√
E − J B(R0,Θ0).

Figures 6-8 show plots of the particle position (gray)
and the guiding-center position (black), obtained from
the extended guiding-center model C in Eq. (12), dur-
ing the first bounce periods. Figure 6 shows plots of
the particle radial position (gray) and the guiding-center
radial position (black) during the first two bounce pe-
riods, Fig. 7 shows the classic “closed” guiding-center
banana orbit (black) projected onto the poloidal plane
(at constant toroidal angle), and Fig. 8 shows that the
three-dimensional guiding-center orbit (black) follows the
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FIG. 8: Plots of the three-dimensional particle orbit (gray)
and the guiding-center orbit (black) during the first two
bounce periods.

A

C

B

FIG. 9: Plots of the particle position (gray) and the guiding-
center positions projected into the poloidal plane near the up-
per turning point, according to three different guiding-center
models in Eq. (12): (black, solid) Extended guiding-center
model (C); (black, dashed) Standard guiding-center model
(B); and (black, dotted) Truncated guiding-center model (A).

three-dimensional particle orbit (gray) very well over two
bounce periods.

C. Higher-order guiding-center orbits

We now make a few remarks on the three guiding-
center models presented in Eq. (12). In order to com-
pare their effectiveness at approximating the particle or-
bit, we need to ensure that the initial conditions for these
guiding-center orbits are consistent with the initial con-
ditions for the particle orbit. This consistency is achieved

by connecting the initial conditions through the guiding-
center transformation (16).

In what follows, the guiding-center orbit A is gener-
ated from the initial condition obtained from the lowest-
order relation X = x − ǫρ0 (i.e., the initial condition
only takes into account the lowest-order guiding-center
transformation), which yields the initial radial position
R0|A = 0.5396 from the particle initial conditions. The
initial conditions for the guiding-center orbits B and C,
on the other hand, are distinguished by the guiding-
center polarization correction Gx

2 |pol = (J/2mΩ)κ for
the extended guiding-center model C [4], while Gx

2 |pol =
0 for the standard guiding-center model B [1, 2]. Hence,
we use the initial radial positions R0|C = 0.5380 and
R0|B = 0.5384, which are calculated when the particle
initial conditions are inserted in the guiding-center trans-
formation (16).

Figure 9 shows the particle position (gray) and the
guiding-center positions (labeled A, B, and C) projected
into the poloidal plane near the upper turning point.
Because the guiding-center orbits have different guiding-
center toroidal canonical angular momenta (65), Fig. 9
shows that each guiding-center turning point occurs on
a different magnetic surface. In addition, while the stan-
dard guiding-center orbit B slightly overshoots the parti-
cle center of gyration at the turning point, the truncated
guiding-center orbit A largely undershoots the particle
center of gyration. We note that the three guiding-center
orbits are nearly indistinguishable away from the turning-
point regions (see Fig. 7).

Figure 10 shows the three-dimensional particle orbit
(gray) and three guiding-center orbits (labeled A, B, and
C) during the first two bounce periods. Here, we see that
the lowest-order truncated guiding-center orbit A clearly
separates from the particle orbit (i.e., the guiding-center
orbit is located well outside of the particle’s gyration ra-
dius), while the two higher-order guiding-center orbits
B and C are still nearly indistinguishable over the first
two bounce periods, except when the standard guiding-
center orbit B overshoots the turning point. We note
that the standard guiding-center orbit B noticeably sep-
arates from the particle orbit during the next two bounce
periods, while the extended guiding-center orbit C still
remains at the center of the particle orbit.

D. Validity of the guiding-center representation in

simple tokamak magnetic geometry

We now show that the guiding-center approximation
is faithful to the particle motion in simple tokamak
magnetic geometry by showing that the guiding-center
pull-back TgcPgcΦ = Pϕ of the guiding-center canoni-
cal azimuthal angular momentum is equal to the particle
canonical azimuthal angular momentum. Up to second
order in ǫ, the guiding-center pull-back TgcPgcΦ is ex-
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FIG. 10: Plots of the three-dimensional particle orbit (gray)
and the guiding-center orbits (labeled A, B, and C) during two
bounce periods, according to three different guiding-center
models in Eq. (12): (black, solid) Extended guiding-center
model (C); (black, dashed) Standard guiding-center model
(B); and (black, dotted) Truncated guiding-center model (A).
Here, the truncated guiding-center orbit A has clearly sepa-
rated from the particle orbit, while the higher-order guiding-
center orbits B and C are nearly indistinguishable, except
when the standard guiding-center orbit B overshoots the turn-
ing point.

pressed as

TgcPgcΦ = −1

ǫ
ψ + ρ0 ·∇ψ + p‖ bϕ (73)

+ ǫ ρ1 ·∇ψ − ǫ

2
ρ0ρ0 : ∇∇ψ

+ ǫ
(
G

p‖

1 bϕ − p‖ ρ0 ·∇bϕ
)
− ǫ JR∗

ϕ,

where the first-order gyroradius correction ρ1 is given by
Eq. (19) and the first-order correction to the guiding-
center parallel momentum is given by Eq. (A6):

G
p‖

1 = − p‖

2
G2 +

3

2
J τ − 1

2
G3, (74)

where (τ,G2, G3) are defined in Eqs. (50) and (61)-(62).

First, using ρ0 = b̂×x′/B and the simple-tokamak
identity B× ∂x/∂ϕ = ∇ψ, we find

ρ0 ·∇ψ =
b̂

B
×x′

·B×
∂x

∂ϕ
= h2ϕ′ − p‖ bϕ,

so that, at first order (i.e., zeroth order in magnetic-field
nonuniformity), we find

ρ0 ·∇ψ + p‖ bϕ = h2 ϕ′. (75)

Hence, we now need to show that, at second order (i.e.,
first order in magnetic-field nonuniformity), we find the
identity

JR∗
ϕ ≡ ρ1 ·∇ψ − 1

2
ρ0ρ0 : ∇∇ψ

+ G
p‖

1 bϕ − p‖ρ0 ·∇bϕ, (76)

so that Eq. (73) becomes

TgcPgcΦ = −1

ǫ
ψ + h2 ϕ′ ≡ Pϕ, (77)

which guarantees the validity of the guiding-center repre-
sentation in simple tokamak magnetic geometry. A com-
plete proof of the identity (76) is given in App. C.

V. SUMMARY

In previous work [17], we showed that the guiding-
center approximation was valid in a straight magnetic
field with constant perpendicular magnetic gradient, even
in the presence of strong gradients. In addition, based on
the existence of an exact analytical solution for the par-
ticle orbits, this work also confirmed that the guiding-
center polarization corresponded exactly with an orbit-
averaged particle displacement.

In the present work, we extended our investigation
of the validity of the guiding-center approximation in
describing charged single-particle motion in a nonuni-
form magnetic field. Here, we considered regular par-
ticle orbits in azimuthally symmetric magnetic mirror
geometry and simple tokamak magnetic geometry, in
which the azimuthal angular canonical momentum is
conserved and the guiding-center magnetic moment is
an adiabatic invariant. We successfully validated the
guiding-center approximation in describing particle mo-
tion in an azimuthally symmetric magnetic field provided
higher-order guiding-center corrections are taken into ac-
count, which had already been noted for the case of
an axisymmetric tokamak magnetic field [10]. In par-
ticular, the guiding-center polarization correction in the
guiding-center azimuthal angular canonical momentum,
not taken into account in the standard guiding-center ap-
proximation [1, 2], proved crucial in establishing a faith-
ful guiding-center representation for regular particle or-
bits in axisymmetric magnetic geometry.

Lastly, we note that the truncated guiding-center
model [6] is used extensively in guiding-center particle
simulations, despite the fact that it is not as faithful to
particle orbits as higher-order guiding-center models. In
most applications, however, the truncated guiding-center
model is either used to analyze particle orbits in the pres-
ence of perturbed electric and/or magnetic fields, or as
the unperturbed component for the gyrocenter orbit used
in nonlinear gyrokinetic theory [2]. Future work may look
into the issue of faithfulness for these applications. In
addition, the faithfulness of the guiding-center represen-
tation for particle orbits in non-axisymmetric magnetic
geometries may be explored.
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Appendix A: Guiding-center Transformation

The standard expression for the first-order correction
to the guiding-center magnetic moment is [1, 4]

Gµ
1 = ρ0 ·

(
µ0 ∇ lnB +

p2‖ κ

mB

)
− µ0 ̺‖ (τ + α1), (A1)

where ̺‖ ≡ p‖/(mΩ) and α1 ≡ − 1
2
(⊥̂ρ̂ + ρ̂⊥̂) : ∇b̂ is

constructed from the gyrorangle-dependent unit vectors

⊥̂ ≡ ∂ρ̂/∂ζ = ρ̂× b̂. Using the identity

α1 =
1

2
τ − ⊥̂ ·∇b̂ · ρ̂, (A2)

we obtain

τ + α1 =
3

2
τ − ⊥̂ ·∇b̂ · ρ̂. (A3)

Next, we write

µ0 ̺‖

(
⊥̂ ·∇b̂ · ρ̂

)
=

p‖

2B

(
v⊥ ·∇b̂ ·ρ0

)

=
p‖
2B

(
db̂

dt
− v‖ b̂ ·∇b̂

)
·ρ0

=

(
p‖

2B

db̂

dt
−

p2‖κ

2mB

)
·ρ0, (A4)

which yields Eq. (10):

Gµ
1 =

(
µ0∇ lnB +

p2‖ κ

2mB

)
·ρ0 −

3

2
µ0

(p‖ τ
mΩ

)

+
p‖

2B

db̂

dt
·ρ0. (A5)

Using the same identity (A3), the standard expression
for the first-order correction to the guiding-center parallel
momentum [1, 4] is replaced with the new expression

G
p‖

1 = − p‖ ρ0 ·κ +
µ0B

Ω
(τ + α1)

= − p‖

2
ρ0 ·κ +

3

2

µ0B

Ω
τ − m

2

db̂

dt
·ρ0.(A6)

Appendix B: Guiding-center Polarization

The guiding-center polarization was calculated directly
from the guiding-center transformation in our previous
works [4, 14]. It is formally defined by the multipole
expansion

πgc ≡ e 〈ρgc〉 − ∇ ·

(e
2
〈ρgcρgc〉

)
+ · · · , (B1)

where the dipole and quadrupole moments are shown
here, while ρgc ≡ T−1

gc x−X is the guiding-center gyrora-
dius. We note that the guiding-center gyroradius ρgc is

related to the particle gyroradius ρ ≡ x − TgcX by the
identity ρgc ≡ T−1

gc ρ. Using the guiding-center transfor-
mation presented by Tronko and Brizard [4], we find the
dipole contribution

〈ρgc〉 = ǫ2

(
〈ρ1〉 −

p2‖κ

m2Ω2

)

− ǫ2µB

mΩ2

[
2∇⊥ lnB +

(
∇ · b̂

)
b̂
]
, (B2)

and the quadrupole contribution

−∇ ·

(
1

2
〈ρgcρgc〉

)
= −∇ ·

(
ǫ2µB

2mΩ2
(I− b̂b̂)

)
(B3)

=
ǫ2µB

2mΩ2
∇⊥ lnB

+
ǫ2µB

2mΩ2

[
κ +

(
∇ · b̂

)
b̂
]
,

which both appear at ǫ2 at their lowest orders (i.e., first
order in magnetic-field nonuniformity).
Hence, the guiding-center polarization (B1) is ex-

pressed as

πgc = ǫ2e

(
〈ρ1〉pol +

µB

2mΩ2
κ

)

+
ǫ2eb̂

Ω
×

[
b̂

mΩ
×

(
µ∇B +

p2‖

m
κ

)]
, (B4)

where 〈ρ1〉pol is the polarization correction not included
in the standard guiding-center transformation [2, 3]. We,
therefore, recover the standard guiding-center polariza-

tion πgc ≡ ǫ2(eb̂/Ω)× dX/dt [15] only if we choose

〈ρ1〉pol = − µB

2mΩ2
κ, (B5)

which appears as the first term on the right side of
Eq. (19). With this choice, the magnetic vector potential
A∗ defined in Eq. (17) becomes

eA∗

ǫc
=

eA

ǫc
+ P‖ b̂ − ǫJ

(
R+

1

2
τ b̂

)
+

mΩ

ǫ
〈ρ1〉pol

=
eA

ǫc
+ P‖ b̂ − ǫJ

(
R+

1

2
∇× b̂

)
, (B6)

where the standard correction 1
2
τ b̂ [2, 3] is replaced with

the correction 1
2
∇× b̂ [4, 14].

Lastly, it is important to keep in mind that the guiding-
center polarization discussed here occurs in the absence
of an external electric field and is simply due to magnetic-
field non-uniformity. Since the guiding-center polar-
ization effect is inversely proportional the the gyrofre-
quency, it is an important effect for ions. The elec-
tric field generated by the charge separation associated
with the guiding-center polarization, therefore, requires
a self-consistent treatment that must include an electric
field as an integral part of the guiding-center formulation
[18]. This self-consistent analysis, however, is outside the
scope of this paper.
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Appendix C: Proof of Identity (76)

In this Appendix, we proceed with a proof of the iden-
tity (76). Using (κ/B) ·∇ψ = τ bϕ − 2

(
bz +R∗

ϕ

)
, we

write

ρ1 ·∇ψ = − 1

2
J
[
τ bϕ − 2

(
bz +R∗

ϕ

)]

+

(
1

2
G1 −

p‖

B
τ

)
ρ0 ·∇ψ, (C1)

Next, since ∇ψ = (r/q) r̂, we find

∇∇ψ = g r̂ r̂ +
1

q
ϑ̂ϑ̂ + B bz ϕ̂ϕ̂

= B bz I +

(
g − r cosϑ

qh

)
r̂ r̂ +

ϑ̂ϑ̂

qh
, (C2)

so that

1

2
ρ0ρ0 : ∇∇ψ = Jbz+

1

2

(
g − r cosϑ

qh

)
ρ20r+

ρ20ϑ
2 qh

, (C3)

where ρ0r = − rω/B, ρ0ϑ = r′/βB, and we used the
lowest-order expression

J =
B

2

(
ρ20r + β2ρ20ϑ

)
=

1

2B

(
r′2 + r2ω2

)
,

where ρ0ϕ = −(r/q) ρ0ϑ. With these expressions, and
using Eq. (74), the identity (76) becomes

J R∗
ϕ = − J

2

[
τ bϕ − 2

(
bz +R∗

ϕ

)]
− J bz +

3

2
J τ bϕ

+
p‖
B

(
G1 − 1

2
G2 − τ ρ0 ·∇ψ

)
− G3

2B

− ρ20ϑ
2 hq

− 1

2

(
g − r cosϑ

hq

)
ρ20r +

1

2
G1 ρ0 ·∇ψ,

which, after cancellations, yields an expression for G3:

G3 = 2 J τ + p‖

(
2G1 − G2 − 2 τ ρ0 ·∇ψ

)
(C4)

+ G1 Bρ0 ·∇ψ − B ρ20ϑ
hq

−
(
β2 τ − 1

q

)
Bρ20r,

where we used

g − r cosϑ

hq
= g +

1

q

(
1

h
− 1

)
= β2 τ − 1

q
,

which follows from the definition (50) for τ .

We now compare Eq. (C4) with Eq. (62), which re-
quires expressing (ϑ′, ϕ′) in terms of (p‖, ω), where ω is

defined in Eq. (57) and p‖ = ϕ′/B + r2ϑ′/(qβ) is the
lowest-order dimensionless particle parallel momentum.
Hence, after substituting

ϑ′ = (ω + p‖/q)/β,

(C5)

ϕ′ = (p‖ − r2ω/q)/(hβ),
into Eq. (62), we obtain a second expression for G3:

G3 = 2 J τ + p‖G2 + G1 Bρ0 ·∇ψ (C6)

− 2J

hq β2
− r2ω2

B

[
g − (hβ2 + 1− β2)

hq β2

]
,

where we used 1+β2r cosϑ = hβ2+1−β2. By comparing
Eqs. (C4) and (C6), we obtain the following expression

p‖

(
G1 − G2 − τ ρ0 ·∇ψ

)
= 0, (C7)

after carrying out several cancellations on the right side
of Eq. (C7). Lastly, using Eqs. (60)-(61), we obtain

G1 −G2 = − rω

B

(
rg

qβ2
− cosϑ

h

)
− rω

Bβ2

(
cosϑ

h
− r

q2

)

= − τ
r2ω

qB
≡ τ ρ0 ·∇ψ, (C8)

which confirms Eq. (C7) and completes the proof of the
identity (76).
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