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Abstract

We introduce and derive the Fourier-enhanced 3D electrostatic field solver
of the gyrokinetic full-f PIC code PICLS. The solver makes use of a Fourier
representation in one periodic direction of the domain to make the solving of
the system easily parallelizable and thus save run time. The presented solver
is then verified using two different approaches of manufactured solutions.
The test setup used for this effort is a pinch geometry with ITG-like electric
potential, containing one non-periodic and two periodic directions, one of
which will be discrete Fourier transformed. The results of these tests show
that in all three dimensions the L2-error decreases with a constant rate close
to the ideal prediction, depending on the degree of the chosen basis functions.
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1. Introduction

The PICLS (Particle-In-Cell Logical Sheath) code [1] is a full-f finite
elements code with the purpose of simulating turbulence in the tokamak
scrape-off layer. As indicated by its name, PICLS uses the PIC method with
a gyrokinetic approximation for finite Larmor radius (FLR) effects of ions
and drift-kinetic electrons.
So far, only 1D simulations conducted with PICLS were published in paper
form [2, 3]. However, a field solver capable of handling 3D perturbations for
electrostatic scenarios is already implemented and tested, with the caveat
that this solver is operating on a linearized polarization equation. This is
posing an exception to the otherwise full-f approach of PICLS.
In its 3D version, the solver is capable of operating in different geometries,
using Cartesian or polar coordinates.
The solver furthermore relies on at least one dimension of the problem being
periodic and the finite element coefficients are discrete Fourier transformed
(DFT). If the equilibrium density and the modulus of the background mag-
netic field are invariant along this dimension, e.g. the toroidal direction in a
tokamak, the corresponding Fourier modes decouple from each other. This
approach drastically reduces the computational cost of the Poisson solver by
replacing the full (3D dependent) solver problem to a number of independent
smaller (2D dependent) matrix solver problems. The resulting algorithm is
easy to parallelize and leads to an excellent scaling on present day super-
computers. Note that a similar approach has been successfully applied to
δf gyrokinetic simulations for closed field lines in tokamak geometry using
the ORB5 code [4]. In the present paper we document and demonstrate
this field solver of PICLS and determine its error with the method of man-
ufactured solutions (MMS) [5]. Out of the geometry options that PICLS
currently provides for 3D perturbation runs (slab, helical slab, screw pinch
and cylinder), we chose a screw pinch setup inspired by references [6] and
[7], with an analytical potential field mimicking an ion temperature gradient
(ITG) instability. To this end, section 2 lays out the derivation of the solver
before the theoretical framework of the verification methods are described
in section 3. Section 4 then details the findings gained from applying these
methods.
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2. The 3D solver

The physical model of PICLS is based on the gyrokinetic particle La-
grangian

L =
∑
s

∫ ((es
c
~A+msv‖~b

)
· ~̇R +

msc

es
µθ̇ −Hs

)
fsdWdV

+

∫
Ẽ2 − B̃2

⊥
8π

dV (1)

written in CGS units, for particle species s with charge es, mass ms, parallel
velocity v‖, at gyrocenter position ~R and gyro angle θ in a phase space
composed of the velocity space W and physical space V . ~A is the magnetic
vector potential, ~b the magnetic field unit vector, µ the magnetic moment,
fs the distribution function, Ẽ the perturbed electric field strength, B̃ the
magnetic field strength and c the speed of light. A general overview of the
gyrokinetic theory and its application to plasma turbulence can be found in
ref. [8]. The full derivation of eq. (1) is described in detail in ref. [9]. The
physics content of eq. (1) depends on the choice of the Hamiltonian Hs. Here
we use the following Hamiltonian, corresponding to an electrostatic system
in which electrostatic perturbations are assumed to have long perpendicular
wavelengths as compared to the ion thermal Larmor radius [10],

Hs = Hs,0 +Hs,1 +Hs,2

Hs,0 =
msv

2
‖

2
+ µB

Hs,1 = esJs,0Φ

Hs,2 = −msc
2

2B2
|∇⊥Φ|2 (2)

where Js,0 is the gyroaveraging operator and Φ the electrostatic potential.
PICLS imposes three approximations on the Lagrangian which do not affect
self-consistency of the equations but cause limitations of the model.
Using the quasi-neutrality approximation, E2 � EE×B, i.e. assuming that
the energy associated to the magnetic perturbation is much smaller then the
energy associated to the E×B motion, a linearized polarization approxima-
tion fs = fM,s forHs,2 and neglecting electromagnetic perturbations δA‖ = 0,
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we arrive at a simplified particle Lagrangian

L =
∑
s

∫ ((es
c
~A+msv‖~b

)
· ~̇R +

msc

ep
µθ̇ −Hs,0 −Hs,1

)
fsdWdV +

∑
s

∫
msc

2

2B2
|∇⊥Φ|2fM,sdWdV (3)

in which now ~A and ~B refer to the background magnetic field only. The equa-
tion governing the evolution of the electric field is constructed by setting the
functional derivative of L with respect to Φ to zero in order to minimize the
action integral (see Chapter 5.9 of ref. [8]). This equation is called polariza-
tion equation (or gyrokinetic Poisson equation) as it balances a polarisation
density with the gyrocenter charge density. However, the system described
by eq. (3) is by definition charge-neutral, having left the term ∝

∫
Ẽ2dV out

of the Lagrangian. In this specific case the polarisation equation is sometimes
called quasi-neutrality equation.

The discretisation and solution of the polarisation equation is the subject
of this work. Note that in the variational framework of the gyrokinetic theory,
the discretization can be combined with the variational principle. The most
natural method to do this is given by the Galerkin approximation, which
consists in doing the variations over functions constrained to remain in a
finite-dimensional function space. This naturally leads to a finite-element
approximation of the fields [10]. In the field solver stage of the PIC cycle,
the electric field is calculated during the so-called charge assignment, in which
the charge associated to the particles is projected on the finite element basis,
following a procedure described in ref. [10]. Although the knots of the basis
splines are not theoretically constricted in their arrangement, we chose to
use evenly spaced knots for the following investigation.
The goal of this solver is to obtain the electrostatic potential Φ formed by
the charge distribution, to then be able to determine the electrostatic field
using

E = −∇Φ (4)

Thus, Φ needs to be known in order to calculate the forces acting on the
particles at their respective positions so they can be moved correctly in the
particle pusher stage of the PIC cycle. We want to remark that the particle
push is always done in Cartesian coordinates, independent of the coordinate
system chosen for the field solver. This choice is motivated by the final goal
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Figure 1: Steps towards the derivation of Φ in the solver.

of building a field line independent code, able to simulate plasmas even in the
absence of properly defined field lines, e.g. at the separatrix of a tokamak.
Nevertheless, since we will explain and test the solver with a pinch setup,
the following elaborations will be based on cylindrical coordinates.

2.1. General Method
To get started, we will derive an expression for Φ in finite elements that

expresses Φ through a series of Fourier coefficients φ(n) of the initial finite
element spline coefficients φ. We use this expression as starting point to set
up a weak formulation of the mass matrix problem.
Doing the same for the polarization equation and using the Fourier expression
for Φ that was just derived, we can obtain a formulation that only contains
φ(n) and a quantity M (n) that can be determined from the mass matrix
problem of the finite element Φ expression. Plugging in the quantity M (n)

allows us to determine the Fourier coefficients φ(n) of the spline coefficients
φ of the potential. Knowing those, the weak formulation of the mass matrix
problem provides the solution for Φ. These steps are summarized in fig. 1
for general overview.
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2.2. Expression for Φ and the mass matrix problem
As mentioned above, the electrostatic potential in PICLS is discretized

using finite elements (B-splines[11]). In this section we show how to compute
the Fourier transformed B-splines coefficients, φ(n)

j,k , of the spline projection of
some given arbitrary function Φ. Introducing the basis functions of the finite-
dimensional function space, Λ̃ω, all the functions in this space, including our
electrostatic potential can be expressed as linear combinations of these basis
functions

Φ(~x, t) =

nFE∑
ω

φω(t)Λ̃ω(~x) (5)

with cylindrical coordinates (r, θ, ϕ). The basis functions Λ̃ω, can be written
as the tensor product of 1D basis functions along r, θ and ϕ:

Λ̃ω(~x) = Λj(r)Λk(θ)Λl(ϕ) (6)

The basis functions in this case are B-splines of degree p. The symbols j,
k and l are indexes ranging between 0 and the number of basis functions in
their respective dimension r, θ and ϕ. Here, r is the radial coordinate, θ the
azimuthal coordinate and ϕ is the axial coordinate of the cylindrical pinch,
standing in for the toroidal dimension of a (linear) tokamak.
For periodic directions like θ and ϕ, the first and last spline of one dimension
are identical and the number of splines is equal to the number of intervals in
which the physical domain is partitioned. The periodic dimension ϕ there-
fore has nϕ + 1 knots and nϕ intervals (and B-splines). For a non-periodic
direction, such as r, the number of B-splines equals the number of intervals
plus the spline degree p. The difference is illustrated in fig. 2.

Furthermore, the equilibrium is axisymmetric, i.e. invariant in ϕ. Note
that while the equilibrium is axisymmetric, the perturbation Φ is not con-
strained to be axisymmetric. Using this assumption for each time step t, the
electrostatic potential is formulated as

Φ(r, θ, ϕ, t) =

nϕ−1∑
l=0

nr+p−1∑
j=0

nθ−1∑
k=0

φjkl(t)Λj(r)Λk(θ)Λl(ϕ) (7)

with sums over the number of different B-splines in each direction. Further-
more, the basis spline coefficients φjkl which constitute a discrete field on
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Figure 2: Periodic and non-periodic B-spline basis functions of different degrees p on 10
intervals [1].

a grid can be Fourier-transformed in ϕ which leads to the discrete Fourier
transformed coefficients

φjkl(t) =

nϕ−1∑
n=0

φ
(n)
jk (t) exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)
(8)

with n being the toroidal mode number. Inserting this into eq. (7) leads to

Φ(r, θ, ϕ, t) =

nϕ−1∑
l=0

∑
j

∑
k

nϕ−1∑
n=0

φ
(n)
jk (t) exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)
Λj(r)Λk(θ)Λl(ϕ) (9)

Multiplying by a test function and integrating over the entire phase-space
leads to the so called weak formulation of eq. (9).

nϕ−1∑
l=0

nϕ−1∑
n=0

exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl(ϕ)dϕ

∑
j

∑
k

φ
(n)
jk

∫
Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)Λj(r)Λk(θ)J(r, θ)drdθ

=

∫
Φ(r, θ, ϕ)Λl′(ϕ)Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)J(r, θ)drdθdϕ (10)

Having used the B-spline tensor product Λ̃ω(~x) as the test function with
indexes j′, k′ and l′ for its components. Note that in eq. (10) the right-hand
side and left-side have been swapped as compared to eq. (9). Here J(r, θ) is
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the general expression of the coordinate Jacobian, which, in the specific case
of polar coordinates, reads J(r, θ) = r. This equation can be written in a
compact form

Bj′k′l′ = bj′k′l′ (11)

Using the definitions

bj′k′l′ =

∫
Φ(r, θ, ϕ)Λl′(ϕ)Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)J(r, θ)drdθdϕ (12)

and

Bj′k′l′ =

nϕ−1∑
l=0

nϕ−1∑
n=0

exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl(ϕ)dϕ

∑
j

∑
k

φ
(n)
jk

∫
Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)Λj(r)Λk(θ)rdrdθ

(13)

we can easily verify that eq. (13) has the form of of a discrete Fourier trans-
form

Bj′k′l′ =

nϕ−1∑
n=0

B
(n)
j′k′ exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

(14)

with Fourier coefficients

B
(n)
j′k′ =M (n)

∑
j

∑
k

φ
(n)
j′k′Cjk,j′k′ (15)

and

Cjk,j′k′ =

∫
Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)Λj(r)Λk(θ)rdrdθ

(16)

M (n) are scalar coefficients for which, for each l′

M (n) exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

=

nϕ−1∑
l=0

exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl(ϕ)dϕ (17)

The integral Cjk,j′k′ can be interpreted as the element of a matrix, usually
called the mass matrix. The mass matrix is a square sparse matrix, whose
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rank depends on the number of splines and their degree. Therefore, eq. (9)
corresponds to a linear algebra problem in which a matrix equation needs to
be solved. To solve the system for the Fourier coefficients φ(n)

j′k′ , we still need
to determine M (n) (see next section).
Nevertheless, if the M (n) coefficients are known, eq. (10) reduces to

nϕ−1∑
n=0

B
(n)
j′k′ exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

=

nϕ−1∑
n=0

b
(n)
j′k′ exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

(18)

corresponding to a set of nϕ independent Matrix equations, one for each
Fourier mode ∑

j

∑
k

Cjk,j′k′φ
(n)
j′k′ =

1

M (n)
b
(n)
j′k′ (19)

Therefore, the resulting set of equations can be straightforwardly parallelized
by assigning different Fourier modes to different computational units.

2.2.1. Calculating M (n)

We can shorten the expression for M (n), eq. (17), by exploiting the com-
pact support of each B-spline

M (n) exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

=

nϕ−1∑
l=0

exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl(ϕ)dϕ

= exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
) p∑
a=−p

exp

(
2πi

nϕ
na

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl′+a(ϕ)dϕ (20)

and using the symmetry of periodic splines, Λ(x) = Λ(−x), and of the com-
plex exponential

M (n) =2

p∑
a=1

cos

(
2π

nϕ
na

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl′+a(ϕ)dϕ

+

∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl′(ϕ)dϕ (21)

Applying a coordinate transformation ϕ = (2π/nϕ)τ and introducing the
notation

ma =

∫ nϕ

0

Λl+a(τ)Λl(τ)dτ (22)
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we obtain

M (n) =
2π

nϕ

(
2

p∑
a=1

ma cos

(
2π

nϕ
na

)
+m0

)
(23)

Using the B-spline formulation of polynomials of degree p defined within a
grid cell [12], ma can also be written as

ma =

p−a∑
j=0

∫ 1

0

P
(p)
j+a(τ)P

(p)
j (τ)dτ (24)

This formulation can be easily evaluated to obtain the coefficients ma for a
given B-spline type of degree p and consequently compute the value of M (n),
defined by eq. (23). For the sake of completeness this is done for concrete
values of p in appendix Appendix A.

2.3. Polarization equation and the Poisson matrix problem
In an axisymmetric system, the gyrokinetic polarization equation for co-

ordinates (r, θ, ϕ) and a single ion species is of the elliptical form

−∇ · (N(r, θ)∇⊥Φ) =
∑
s=i,e

qsns (25)

with
N(r, θ) =

nM,s(r)msc
2

B(r, θ)2
(26)

and
∇⊥ = ∇r ∂

∂r
+∇θ ∂

∂θ
(27)

featuring the gyro-density ns, the Maxwellian equilibrium gyrocenter den-
sity nM,s, the particle mass ms, speed of light c and the particle charge qs.
The assumption of particle density nM,s(r) is a consequence of the initial
assumption of fM in the Lagrangian and linearizes the equation at the cost
of a compromise on the full-f approach. The benefit of this restriction is the
convenient independence of N from ϕ in eq. (30). It will have to be revised
in the future if the Maxwellian assumption of the particle density is to be
abandoned.
As for the electrostatic potential in eq. (9), we set up the weak formulation
of this problem and follow a similar approach as before, making use of inte-
gration by parts for the phase-space integral. However, the elliptic structure
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of the polarization equation implies that boundary conditions have to be ap-
plied in the non periodic directions. In the specific case considered in this
paper, the radial direction r is the only non periodic one and (zero) Dirich-
let boundary conditions are assumed on both sides of the radial domain.
Note that in general PICLS allows for up to two non periodic coordinates in
which Dirichlet (zero and nonzero) boundary conditions can be applied. The
discrete polarization equation is again a matrix equation of the form

Bj′k′l′ = bj′k′l′ (28)

with the charge density

bj′k′l′ =

∫ (∑
s=e,i

qsns(r, θ, ϕ)

)
Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)Λl′(ϕ)rdrdθdϕ (29)

on the right hand side and the Poisson part

Bj′k′l′ =

∫
N(r, θ)∇⊥Φ(r, θ, ϕ)

∇⊥(Λj′(r)Λk′(θ))Λl′(ϕ)rdrdθdϕ (30)

on the left hand side.
Using eq. (9) to express Φ yields

Bj′k′l′ =

nϕ−1∑
l=0

nϕ−1∑
n=0

exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(ϕ)Λl(ϕ)dϕ

n∑
j′

n∑
k′

φ
(n)
j′k′(t)

∫
N(r, θ)∇⊥(Λj′(r)Λk′(θ))·

∇⊥(Λj(r)Λk(θ))rdrdθ (31)

Following the same procedure described in the previous section the dis-
crete problem reduces to

nϕ−1∑
n=0

B
(n)
j′k′ exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

=

nϕ−1∑
n=0

b
(n)
j′k′ exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

(32)
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where now

B
(n)
j′k′ =M (n)

∑
j

∑
k

φ
(n)
j′k′Ajk,j′k′ (33)

with the mass matrix replaced by the stiffness matrix

Aj′k′,jk =

∫
N(r, θ)∇⊥(Λj′(r)Λk′(θ))

∇⊥(Λj(r)Λk(θ))rdrdθ (34)

corresponding to a set of nϕ independent matrix equations, one for each
Fourier mode ∑

j

∑
k

Ajk,j′k′φ
(n)
j′k′ =

1

M (n)
b
(n)
j′k′ (35)

It is possible to conveniently reuse the synoptic M (n) that was already
calculated for the mass matrix problem, while b(n)j′k′ needs to be calculated at
every time step by taking the discrete Fourier transform of the charge density
vector, eq. (29).

The matrix elements Aj′k′,jk, defined in eq. (34), are sparse and indepen-
dent of ϕ with a banded block structure of 2p+ 1 block bands. For the two
non-Fourier transformed dimensions x and y, Aj′k′,jk is of rank Kx × Ky,
where Kx = nx if x is periodic and Kx = nx + p if x is non periodic. Thus,
in the case at hand, the rank of Aj′k′,jk is (nr + p)nθ as illustrated in fig. 3.
The right hand side of eq. (25), given in its discrete form by eq. (29), con-
tains the particle charge density and can be determined by performing the
charge deposition step of the PIC cycle. After that, the final system eq. (35)
of nϕ matrix equations can be solved with the help of existing linear algebra
packages to obtain values for the Fourier coefficients φnj′k′ . In this paper, the
linear algebra package Lapack [13] has been used. Contrary to the full 3D
problem in real space, our set of matrices is trivial to parallelize in the code
implementation. This leads to a faster execution of the code for a problem of
fixed resolution. The potential Φ(r, θ, ϕ) can finally be calculated by using
expression (9).

2.4. Poisson matrix in slab coordinates
Contrary to the cylindrical pinch geometry, where the magnetic field B

has a component in the periodic dimension ϕ, the slab and helical slab setups

12



Figure 3: Structure of the matrix Aj′k′,jk for the present example of ITG instability in a
screw pinch with a resolution of nr = nθ = 8 basis splines of differing degrees p.
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(a) Pinch, periodic with respect to ϕ and θ; per-
pendicular gradient in (r, θ) plane.

(b) Slab, periodic with respect to y; perpendic-
ular gradient in (x, y) plane.

Figure 4: Depiction of the pinch and slab domain geometries available in PICLS and their
allowed B-field components. The Fourier-transformed dimension of each is marked in blue
and has to be periodic.

have the periodic dimension y be part of the perpendicular gradient together
with x. The z coordinate is parallel to B and non periodic. In general,
the particles density (and consequently the polarization coefficient N) can
vary along the field lines and the "radial" coordinate x, i.e. N(x, z). In the
polarization equation (25) we therefore use

∇⊥ = ∇x ∂
∂x

+∇y ∂
∂y

(36)

The expression for the left hand side Bj′k′l′ , in which we now have partial
derivatives also in the periodic dimension (assumed to be periodic n [0, 2π]),

14



is

Bj′k′l′ =

ny−1∑
l=0

ny−1∑
n=0

exp

(
2πi

ny
nl

)∫ 2π

0

∂Λl′(y)

∂y

∂Λl(y)

∂y
dy

∑
j

∑
k

φ
(n)
jk (t)

∫
N(x, z)Λj(x)Λk(z)Λj′(x)Λk′(z)dxdz

+

ny−1∑
l=0

ny−1∑
n=0

exp

(
2πi

ny
nl

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(y)Λl(y)dy

∑
j

∑
k

φ
(n)
jk (t)

∫
N(x, z)

∂Λj(x)

∂x
Λk(z)

∂Λj′(x)

∂x
Λk′(z)dxdz (37)

Using the same notation of the pinch case, we can now define the two
quantities:

M (n) =

p∑
a=−p

exp

(
2πi

ny
na

)∫ 2π

0

Λl′(y)Λl′+a(y)dy (38)

D(n) =

p∑
a=−p

exp

(
2πi

ny
nl

)∫ 2π

0

∂Λl′+a(y)

∂y

∂Λl′(y)

∂y
dy (39)

leading to

B
(n)
j′k′ =

∑
j

∑
k

(
D(n)Fjk,j′k′ +M (n)Gjk,j′k′

)
φ
(n)
j′k′ (40)

having define the two matrices

Fjk,j′k′ =

∫
N(x, z)Λj′(x)Λk′(x)Λj(x)Λk(z)dxdz (41)

Gjk,j′k′ =

∫
N(x, z)

∂Λj(x)

∂x
Λk(z)

∂Λj(x)

∂x
Λk′(z)dxdz (42)

corresponding once again to a set of ny independent matrix equations,
one for each Fourier mode∑

j

∑
k

(
D(n)Fjk,j′k′ +M (n)Gjk,j′k′

)
φ
(n)
j′k′ = b

(n)
j′k′ (43)
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2.4.1. Calculating D(n)

Using the symmetry of the periodic splines’ first derivative ∂Λ(x)/∂x =
−∂Λ(−x)/∂x and of the complex exponential, eq. (39) becomes

D(n) =2

p∑
a=1

cos

(
2π

nϕ
na

)∫ 2π

0

∂Λl′+a(y)

∂y

∂Λl′(y)

∂y
dy

+

∫ 2π

0

∂Λl′(y)

∂y

∂Λl′(y)

∂y
dy (44)

Applying a coordinate transformation y = (2π/ny)τ and introducing the
notation

da =

∫ ny

0

∂Λl+a(τ)

∂τ

∂Λl(τ)

∂τ
dτ (45)

we obtain

D(n) =
ny
2π

(
2

p∑
a=1

da cos

(
2π

nϕ
na

)
+ d0

)
(46)

Using the B-spline formulation of polynomials of degree p defined within a
grid cell [12], da can also be written as

da =

p−a∑
j=0

∫ 1

0

∂P
(p)
j+a

∂τ

∂P
(p)
j

∂τ
dτ (47)

It is important to notice that D(0) = 0 for any value of p. For the sake
of completeness the actual values of D(n) for p = 1, 2, 3 are reported in
appendix Appendix B.

3. Method of Manufactured Solutions

The approach we use to verify our implemented solver is based on the
Method of Manufactured Solutions (MMS) [5, 14]. To this end, a known
or manufactured solution is provided e.g., by adding source terms to the
equations. The deviation between the numerical solution of the equation
and the provided manufactured solution is then checked.
In our specific case, this method is slightly adapted and applied to check
whether the solver routines calculate the correct potential from a given charge
distribution. As a test scenario we choose a screw pinch geometry with ITG-
like perturbations.
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3.1. Testing the projection of the potential and the solver
As elaborated in the previous section, PICLS solves the polarization equa-

tion in the matrix form eq. (35) in order to obtain the Fourier transformed
spline coefficients of the potential φ(n)

jk .
In case of MMS, those can be known and used to back-solve for B(n)

jk to pro-
vide the solver with a right hand side from which the normal solver routine
can be started. We end up with a solved solution for Φ to compare with the
manufactured analytical function that B(n)

jk was constructed from. In specific
detail, the procedure follows these steps:

1. We define an analytical potential, Φ̂ = fa, for a specific test case. Here,
we chose an ITG-instability-like scenario [6] which we split into three
different functions, fa to be used separately for scans in r,θ and ϕ
respectively:

f1(r) = ã(g(r) + αr + β) (48)
f2(r, θ) = ã sin(miθ)(g(r) + αr + β) (49)
f3(r, ϕ) = ã sin(niϕ)(g(r) + αr + β) (50)

with

g(r) ≡ exp

(
−1

2

(
r − r0
σr

)2
)

where ni = 4, r0 = 5, σr = 1 and ã = 1 are input parameters and
mi = niq with q being the screw-pinch safety factor. α and β are con-
stants which are determined by the boundary conditions in r. Dirichlet
boundary conditions are used, which imply, taking for example eq. (48),

φi(0) = f1(0) = 0

→ β = −g(0) (51)
φi(redge) = f1(redge) = 0

→ α = −ãg(redge)− g(0)

redge
= 0 . (52)

The choice of the three functions is motivated by the need of testing
different aspects of the solver. The function f1 allows for testing the
behavior of the solver in the presence of non periodic boundary condi-
tions, while f2 is designed to test the quality of the spline projection
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with periodic splines. The function f3 is a valid test for the discrete
Fourier transform part of the solver and thus holds the most significance
to prove the validity of our improved algorithm.

2. The analytic solution needs to be projected on a B-spline basis with the
spline coefficients φ̂(n)

jk Fourier transformed in ϕ. The spline coefficients
are calculated by solving the mass matrix problem eq. (10).

3. Once the φ̂(n)
jk coefficients are known, a simple matrix multiplication

provides the B̂(n)
jk needed for the MMS tests:

b̂
(n)
jk = M (n)

∑
j′k′

φ̂
(n)
j′k′Aj′k′,jk. (53)

4. The coefficients b̂(n)jk are passed to PICLS (see eq. (35)) and the normal
solver routine is applied to calculate the corresponding potential spline
coefficients φ(n)

j′k′ , ∑
j′k′

φ
(n)
j′k′Aj′k′,jk =

b̂
(n)
jk

M (n)
. (54)

and per those the solution for Φ(r, θ, ϕ) from eq. (9).
5. Φ(r, θ, ϕ) is evaluated and compared with the analytical input on a grid

(Nr,mms, Nθ,mms, Nϕ,mms) of (100/90/110) points , by defining the error
as L2 norm

L2 =

√∑
ijk(Φ̂(ri, θj, ϕk)− Φ(ri, θj, ϕk))2√∑

ijk Φ̂(ri, θj, ϕk)2
(55)

with i, j and k being indexes ranging from 1 to Nr,mms, Nθ,mms and
Nϕ,mms respectively. We calculate L2 norm for different values of ns,
nθ and nϕ and different spline orders p.

Due to the nature of this method the physical content of the Poisson
matrix Aj′k′,jk is not included in the testing and the error values obtained
from it are independent of the details of Aj′k′,jk. This means that so far, we
have only evaluated the error related to the solver algorithm itself and to the
projection Φ onto the spline basis. In the following we will refer to this kind
of tests as mass matrix based test.
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3.2. Testing the physics of the Poisson matrix
In order to include the physics of the Poisson matrix into the verification,

we need to construct the entire right hand side analytically. This is only
possible for cases in which the B-fields is twice differentiable and results in
a test less general than the previous one. For the chosen screw pinch setup,
the B-field conveniently meets those requirements. The analytical solution
Φ̂ we want to obtain has to be a solution of the weak form of the continuous
polarization equation eq. (25). With normalizations c = 1, ms = 1, a flat
density profile ns = 1, and while using J(r, θ) = r and

∇r · ∇r = 1, ∇θ · ∇r = 0, ∇r · ∇θ = 0, ∇θ · ∇θ =
1

r2
(56)

the weak formulation is ∫
1

B2
∇⊥Φ(r, θ, ϕ) · ∇⊥Λ̃(r, θ, ϕ)rdrdϕ

=

∫
ρ(r, θ)Λ̃(r, θ, ϕ)rdrdθ (57)

equivalent to eq. (28) with the abbreviation ρ for the right hand side of the
polarization equation. If an analytical solution for Φ̂ is known (e.g. f1, f2 or
f3 from section 3.1), ρ is

ρ = −1

r
∇⊥ ·

( r

B2
∇⊥Φ̂

)
(58)

Inserting this back into eq. (57), performing the integral by parts and assum-
ing natural boundary conditions, we arrive at∫ (

−1

r
∇⊥ ·

( r

B2
∇⊥Φ

))
Λ̃rdrdθ

=

∫
1

B2
∇⊥Φ̂ · ∇⊥Λ̃rdrdθ (59)

Expanding eq. (58) yields

ρ = −1

r

1

B2

∂Φ̂

∂r
+

2

B3

∂B

∂r

∂Φ̂

∂r

− 1

B2

∂2Φ̂

∂r2
− 1

B2r2
∂2Φ̂

∂θ2
(60)
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The screw pinch B-field is independent of the poloidal angle θ:

B =

√(
rB0

Rqs(r)

)2

+B2
0 (61)

In our tests, we assume qs(r) = qs to be constant. This allows for
∂B

∂r
=
B0

B

r

R2q2s
(62)

We will use ρ to derive coefficients b̂(n)jk that can be passed to the solver as in
step 4 of section 3.1. To mark the difference, we will call those coefficients
d
(n)
jk for this particular case.
In order to obtain d(n)jk we do a charge assignment using ρ

dj′k′l′ =

∫
ρ(r, θ, ϕ)Λl′(ϕ)Λj′(r)Λk′(θ)rdrdθdϕ (63)

followed by a discrete Fourier transform of it, being

dj′k′l′ =

nϕ−1∑
n=0

d
(n)
j′k′ exp

(
2πi

nϕ
nl′
)

(64)

d̂
(n)
jk can now be used as right hand side for the solver analogous to b̂(n)jk in

step 4 of section 3.1 before. We can derive manufactured solutions for this
extended test by plugging the analytical functions f1, f2 and f3 as Φ into
eq. (60). Note that in case of f3 the expression varies with mode number n
due to the ϕ-dependence. Here we present the results of a Poisson inclusive
test for f2 only.

4. Results

All of the tests for this publication were conducted on the high perfor-
mance cluster RAVEN featuring Intel Xeon IceLake-SP (Platinum 8360Y)
processors. The number of splines in the scanned direction was doubled until
a clear deviation from the expected power law dependence of the L2 norm
could be noticed.
PICLS operates on 64-bit reals (52 bit mantissa) which corresponds to a
precision of 1016 and sets the upper limit of accuracy for the following exam-
ination. However, through the sequence of arithmetic operations applied to
these variables it is to be expected that the round-off error accumulates to
higher levels.
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Figure 5: L2-error for varying numbers of splines in r-direction and varying spline degrees
k using f1 as the analytic reference.

4.1. Scan in r with analytic potential f1
For the first mass matrix based MMS test (section 3.1), the number of

intervals in the periodic direction θ and ϕ are kept constant while the r-
resolution is doubled in each run. In order to get a significant range of
nr-values within the limits of available memory, nθ and nϕ were fixed at the
low value of 8. The minimum value for nr was also set to 8 since for splines
of degree p = 3, the maximum spline degree in these tests, 8 is the minimum
number for which the matrix Aj′k′,jk of eq. (34) is not fully occupied.
Up to nr = 128, the convergence of the error in number of splines follows a
power law for all three spline degrees, with exponents ≈ −2.1 for p = 1, ≈
−3.2 for p = 2 and ≈ −4.4 for p = 3. The order of convergence is expected to
be equal to p+1 [15] which matches the results shown here in rough approxi-
mation. From fig. 5 it can be observed that the error deviates from the power
law at the same value for every order of spline, as expected. An example of
comparison between the analytical and the calculated solution is shown if
fig. 6 where the poloidal (top-left) and toroidal (top-right) cross sections of
the calculated potential are plotted, together with the poloidal (bottom-left)
and toroidal (botton-right) cross sections of the local contribution to the L2

error, ε = (Φ̂(ri, θj, ϕk)− Φ(ri, θj, ϕk))
2.

4.2. Scan in θ with analytic potential f2
For this mass matrix based test (section 3.1), a scan in the number of pe-

riodic splines in θ is performed. nϕ is set to the memory saving default value
of 8. Since f2 has the same dependency in r as f1, the r-resolution is kept
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Figure 6: Solver result for Φ and the corresponding local contribution, ε, to the L2-error
for a resolution of 128× 8× 8 intervals using p = 2 and f1 as the analytic reference. Cut
at positions ϕ = 113.15 cm and θ ≈ 0.44π.

fixed at nr = 128 with the intention of preventing a domination of the θ-scan
error by nr-error contributions. Nevertheless, L2 of nr = 128 contributes to
the values we will obtain in this test and a difference in p of nθ for fixed nr
can be expected.
The minimum of the range of nθ-values is determined by the mode number
mi = niq = 16 which has to be multiplied by 2 to satisfy the Nyquist–Shannon
criterion.
It becomes apparent from fig. 7a that the power law decrease of the error
with number of splines is satisfied up to nθ ≈ 256, above which it starts to
deviate and saturates at a finite value determined by the chosen nr = 128
resolution. The measured exponents are −2.1 for p = 1, −3.2 for p = 2 and
−4.4 for p = 3.
For the f2 function, we have also performed a Poisson inclusive MMS test
(section 3.2), by setting Φ̂ = f2 in eq. (60). We conduct the same sweep
in nθ as for the mass matrix solver test. Involving the physics of the Pois-
son matrix leads in general to a higher L2 error for all three spline degrees.
Nevertheless, the expected power laws are recovered, with −2.2 for p = 1,
−3.3 for p = 2 and −4.5 for p = 3. The deviation from the power law no
longer occurs at a roughly similar nθ value but visibly shifts from higher nθ
for p = 1 to lower nθ for p = 3, hinting that the inclusion of physics lessens
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(a) Mass matrix test. (b) Poisson matrix test.

Figure 7: L2-error for varying numbers of splines in θ-direction and varying spline degrees
k using f2 as the analytic reference.

the accuracy benefit caused by higher spline degrees.
Still, both investigations in fig. 7 have in common, that the error seems to
saturate at the same absolute value for all splines. Figure 8 shows a compar-
ison of relevant quantities for the MMS test described in this section.

4.3. Scan in ϕ with analytic potential f3
Similar to f2, the f3 based mass matrix test has a dependence in r and

nr has to be kept at 128.
To choose the starting point of the nϕ-scan we applied the Nyquist-Shannon
criterion as for f2 in section 4.2, now for a mode number of ni = 8, and
additionally took into account the applied Fourier transformation by going
to the next higher exponent of 2 which led to a minimum nϕ of 32.
fig. 9 shows similar trend as fig. 7a, despite the fact that now the Fourier
transform based part of the solver is used. The power laws are once again
consistent with the theory, having exponents −2.0 for p = 1, −3.0 for p = 2
and −3.9 for p = 3. The error saturation comes into effect at nϕ = 256
similar to the f2 case and it is related to the choice of nr = 128. The
poloidal and toroidal cross sections of the computed solution and of ε =
(Φ̂(ri, θj, ϕk)− Φ(ri, θj, ϕk))

2 for the case nϕ = 256 are shown in fig. 10.

5. Conclusion

In this work we have presented the Fourier-enhanced 3D B-spline based
field solver implemented in the the gyrokinetic full-f PIC code PICLS. This
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(a) Mass matrix test. (b) Poisson matrix test.

Figure 8: Solver result for Φ and the corresponding local contribution, ε, to the L2-error
for a resolution of 128 × 256 × 8 using p = 2 and f2 as the analytic reference. Cut at
positions ϕ = 113.15 cm and θ ≈ 0.44π.

Figure 9: L2-error for varying numbers of splines in ϕ-direction and varying spline degrees
k using f3 as the analytic reference.
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Figure 10: Solver result for Φ and the corresponding local contribution, ε, to the L2-error
for a resolution of 128 × 8 × 256 intervals using p = 2 and f3 as the analytic reference.
Cut at positions ϕ = 114.2 cm and θ ≈ 0.44π.

algorithm is based on the observation that the mass matrix and any differ-
ential operator along any direction invariant by translation, e.g. the toroidal
direction in a cylindrical pinch or in a tokamak, is effectively a convolution
of the corresponding finite element indices (assuming an equidistant grid).
Given that the (discrete) Fourier transform of a convolution is the product
of the Fourier transforms, these operators in Fourier representation become
purely multiplicative, i.e. are represented by diagonal matrices. We showed
by means of the method of manufactured solutions that the L2 error norm of
the Fourier-enhanced 3D finite element Poisson solver of PICLS diminishes
for improving resolution with a rate close to the ideal one of p + 1. This
observation can be equally made for non-periodic, periodic, and Fourier-
transformed periodic directions. For the first two however, the error reduc-
tion rate was observed to become less ideal for higher spline degrees. When
including the Poisson matrix in the manufactured solution, we saw an earlier
deviation from the mathematically predicted linear error decrease for higher
spline degrees than for lower ones. All in all we view the Fourier-enhanced
3D solver presented in this paper as verified.
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6. Future Work

The impending challenges regarding field solving for PICLS are threefold.
As already mentioned, the assumption of a Maxwellian for particle density
in the initial Lagrangian needs to be relaxed in order to be strict on the full-f
approach. This does not only affect the polarization equation of the solver
but also the equations of motion in the particle pusher.
Furthermore, the Fourier approach to the solver, while saving a significant
amount of computational cost without introducing inaccuracy, is not suitable
to simulate scenarios that can not be modeled as periodic in at least one
dimension or that are not well described by the assumption of axisymmetry
in this dimension. A prominent example of this would be stellarators. To
extend the applicability of PICLS to such problems, a full 3D solver option
would need to be implemented. Finally, the simplification to electrostatic
scenarios poses a significant limitation and will be lifted next. Like the
delinearization of the polarization, this will require change in both the solver
and the particle pusher, which will be the subject of future work.
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Appendix A. Appendix A: Values of M (n)

Appendix A.1. Linear splines
For the linear B-splines, (p = 1), we obtain

m0 =
2

3
, m1 =

1

6

M (n) =
2π

nϕ

(
cos

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+ 2

)
1

3

(A.1)

26



Appendix A.2. Quadratic splines
For the quadratic (p = 2) B-splines:

m0 =
11

20
, m1 =

13

60
, m2 =

1

120

M (n) =
2π

nϕ

(
1

60
cos

(
2π

nϕ
2n

)
+

13

30
cos

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

11

20

) (A.2)

which is more conveniently rewritten by using:

cos

(
2π

nϕ
2n

)
= 2 cos2

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
− 1 (A.3)

Leading to:

M (n) =
2π

nϕ

(
1

30
cos2

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

13

30
cos

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

8

15

)
(A.4)

Appendix A.3. Cubic splines
For the cubic (p = 3) B-splines:

m0 =
151

315
, m1 =

397

1680
, m2 =

1

42
, m3 =

1

5040
(A.5)

M (n) =
2π

nϕ

(
1

2520
cos

(
2π

nϕ
3n

)
+

1

21
cos

(
2π

nϕ
2n

)
+

397

84
cos

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

151

315

) (A.6)

which is more conveniently rewritten by using eq. (A.3) and

cos

(
2π

nϕ
3n

)
= 4 cos3

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
− 3 cos

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
(A.7)

Leading to:

M (n) =
2π

nϕ

(
1

630
cos3

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

2

21
cos2

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

33

70
cos

(
2π

nϕ
n

)
+

136

315

) (A.8)
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Appendix B. Appendix B: Values of D(n)

Appendix B.1. Linear splines
For the linear B-splines, (p = 1), we obtain

d0 = 2, d1 = −1

D(n) =
ny
2π

(
−2 cos

(
2π

ny
n

)
+ 2

)
(B.1)

Appendix B.2. Quadratic splines
For the quadratic (p = 2) B-splines:

d0 = 1, d1 = −1

3
, d2 = −1

6

D(n) =
ny
2π

(
−1

3
cos

(
2π

ny
2n

)
− 2

3
cos

(
2π

ny
n

)
+ 1

) (B.2)

which is more conveniently rewritten by using eq. (A.3), leading to:

D(n) =
ny
2π

(
−2 cos2

(
2π

ny
n

)
− 2 cos

(
2π

ny
n

)
+ 4

)
1

3
(B.3)

Appendix B.3. Cubic splines
For the cubic (p = 3) B-splines:

d0 =
2

3
, d1 = −1

8
, d2 = −1

5
, d3 = − 1

120

D(n) =
ny
2π

(− 1

60
cos

(
2π

ny
3n

)
− 2

5
cos

(
2π

ny
2n

)
−

1

4
cos

(
2π

ny
n

)
+

2

3
)

(B.4)

which is more conveniently rewritten by using eq. (A.3) and

cos

(
2π

ny
3n

)
= 4 cos3

(
2π

ny
n

)
− 3 cos

(
2π

ny
n

)
(B.5)

Leading to:

D(n) =
ny
2π

(− cos3
(

2π

ny
n

)
− 12 cos2

(
2π

ny
n

)
−

3 cos

(
2π

ny
n

)
+ 16

1

5
)

(B.6)
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