arXiv:2410.03928v1 [physics.plasm-ph] 4 Oct 2024

GK EM Particle simulations in C1

Gyrokinetic Electromagnetic Particle Simulations in Triangular Meshes with C1

Finite Elements

Zhixin Lu,! Guo Meng,1 Roman Hatzky,1 Eric Sonnendriicker,! Alexey Mishchenko,? Jin
Chen,3 Philipp Lauber,! Fulvio Zonca,* and Matthias HoelzI!

DMax Planck Institute for Plasma Physics, 85748 Garching,

Germany

D Max Planck Institute for Plasma Physics, 17491 Greifswald,

Germany

3 Plasma Physics Laboratory, Princeton University, PO Box 451, Princeton, NJ 08543,
United States of America

4 Center for Nonlinear Plasma Science; C.R. ENEA Frascati, C.P. 65, 00044 Frascati,
Italy

(*Electronic mail: [zhixin.lu@ipp.mpg.de)
(Dated: 8 October 2024)

The triangular mesh-based gyrokinetic scheme enables comprehensive axis-to-edge stud-
ies across the entire plasma volume. Our approach employs triangular finite elements
with first-derivative continuity (C1), building on previous work to facilitate gyrokinetic
simulations. Additionally, we have adopted the mixed variable/pullback scheme for gy-
rokinetic electromagnetic particle simulations. The filter-free treatment in the poloidal
cross-section with triangular meshes introduces unique features and challenges compared
to previous treatments using structured meshes. Our implementation has been validated
through benchmarks using ITPA-TAE (Toroidicity-induced Alfvén Eigenmode) parame-
ters, showing its capability in moderate to small electron skin depth regimes. Additional
examinations using experimental parameters confirm its applicability to realistic plasma

conditions.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.03928v1
mailto:{zhixin.lu@ipp.mpg.de}

GK EM Particle simulations in C1

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the early work of gyrokinetic particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations for the studies of tokamak

1

plasmas,” various methods have been developed for improving the simulation quality, especially

for electromagnetic simulations, such as the p|| formulae and the iterative scheme for solving Am-
pere’s law,2= the noisy matrix 4 the conservative scheme,? the mixed variable/pullback scheme3%7
and the implicit scheme.®* The noise reduction scheme has been summarized comprehensively
and analyzed numerically in the fully global linear gyrokinetic code GYGLES recently,® which
demonstrates the excellent performance of the iterative pullback method in noise reduction and the
enhancement of simulation quality. The pullback scheme using mixed variables is implemented
in the global gyrokinetic Lagrangian Particle-In-Cell code ORBS5 using the 6 f scheme for the
studies of EP-driven TAEs.S demonstrating its capability in the MHD limit. Recently, the mixed
variable/pullback scheme has also been applied to the full f model for the studies of Alfvén waves
and EP physics ¢

While most previous gyrokinetic codes have been based on structured meshes and are dedicated

2111/12 13/14

to core plasmas, the unstructured meshes or the multi-domain-structured meshes have

been used for whole plasma volume studies. Although the C1 triangular finite element has been

116

applied to studies of tokamak plasmas using a fluid model,"® the gyrokinetic particle codes are

1314 where CO0 indicates the zeroth-order con-

mainly based on CO linear triangular finite elements,
tinuity along the triangle edges, or the discontinuous Galerkin method!? In this work, we develop
the particle simulation scheme using C1 triangular finite elements, where C1 indicates the first-
order continuity along the triangle edges. We focus on applying the noise reduction scheme to the
simulations of drift waves, Alfvén waves, and energetic particle physics. By following the for-
mulation from previous work,3 we implement the pullback scheme using mixed variables in the
TRIMEG (TRIangular MEsh based Gyrokinetic) code.#14 The TRIMEG code was initially devel-
oped using unstructured triangular meshes with CO linear finite elements for whole plasma volume
simulations of the electrostatic ion temperature gradient mode!4 It was later extended to study
Alfvén waves and energetic particle physics using the mixed 6 f-full f electromagnetic model in
the testbed TRIMEG-GKX (Generalized Kinetics eXtended), which utilizes structured meshes 510
In the following, a high-order C1 finite element representation is developed in TRIMEG for up-
grading the code to enable further studies including open field lines with high-order resolution of

the field solver and particle-field coupling.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [ the equations for the discretization of the dis-
tribution function are derived with the mixed variables and the pullback scheme. In Sec. III} the
normalized equations are given and the numerical methods are introduced. In Sec. [Vl various
simulations of instabilities such as the energetic particle-driven toroidicity induced Alfvén eigen-
mode are performed, demonstrating the features of the schemes and key issues for the accurate

description of the energetic particles in tokamak plasmas.

II. PHYSICS MODELS AND EQUATIONS
A. Discretization of distribution function

The physics model in this work is closely connected to our previous work using a structured
mesh!¥ and the references therein3'¥ However, we focus on the traditional & Jf model. Using the

particle simulation scheme, N markers are used with a given distribution,

N —
s~ Y 2w OL M
p=l1 ¢

where z is the phase space coordinate, 0 is the Dirac delta function, J, is the corresponding Ja-
cobian and z = (R,v|, ) is the phase space coordinate adopted in this work, y = v2 /(2B) is the
magnetic moment, v is the parallel velocity, R is the real space coordinate. The total distribution
of particles is represented by the markers,

Slzp —zp(1)]

7 ; 2)

N
f(z,1) = CoapPiot(2,1)8(z,1) = Coa Y Ppot(t)
p=1

where the constant Coor = Ny /Ny, N t/¢ 1s the number of particles/markers, and g and f refer to the
markers and physical particles respectively. For collisionless plasmas,

dg(z,1) df(z,1)

=0. 3
dr dr )

=0,

For each marker,

Dot t(t> — Lf(Zpal‘) _ &n_ffv(Zpaf) _ ng <I’lg>v fv(Zp,t) @
P Coor 8(zpst)  Npnggu(zp,t)  (nf)y ng gu(zp.t)

where ny is the density profile and f, is the distribution in velocity space, namely, the particle
distribution function f = ny(R)f,(v|, 1), (...)v indicates the volume average. There are different

choices of the marker distribution functions as discussed previously #18 In this work, the markers

3
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are randomly initialized, uniformly distributed in the toroidal direction and in the (R,Z) plane,

while their velocity space distribution is identical to that of the physical particles, which leads to

(dSR
pp,tot(z7t> = ¢v€d ) (5)
tot

where @yiq is the width of the simulation domain in the toroidal direction, S is the area of

the poloidal cross-section, Vi is the total volume. Equation (§)) is reduced to poi(z,1) =
ngR/({ng)vRy) for the tokamak equilibrium with concentric circular flux surfaces.

For the 6 f model, the total distribution function is decomposed into the background and
perturbed parts, f(z,7) = fo(z,t) + 6 f(z,¢). The background part can be chosen as the time-
independent one, i.e., fo(z,¢) = fo(z), and a typical choice is the local Maxwellian distribution.

The background and perturbed distribution functions are represented by the markers as follows,

N —

foler) = Plen)glen) ~ X pp(n 22 ©
p=1 <
N —

5120 = W(e.0g(en) ~ ¥ wpln) 22O )
p=1 <

where p,(t) = fo(zp,1)/8(zp,t) = P(zp,t) and wy(t) = 8f(zp,t)/8(zp,t) = W(zp,t) are time-

varying variables. The evolution equations are readily obtained,'8

(1) = —pplt) 2 I fozp ()] ®
Po(0) = pp(6) S ol (1)) ©
d a9 . d

5:8_t+R'V+v”8—vH , (10)

where the magnetic moment is assumed to be constant for the last equation, i.e., ft = 0. Generally,
the gyro center’s equation of motion can be decomposed into the equilibrium part corresponding

to that in the equilibrium magnetic field, and the perturbed part due to the perturbed field

R=Ry+6R , (11)
VH = VH7()+6\)H . (12)
The time derivative is defined as
d d d
= - = - 13
d  dr 0+ de|, ’ (13)
d 0 . 0
—| = —+Ry-V+v,9g=— 14
dr 0 ot 1% +v”’08vH ’ ( )
d . 0
—| = O0R-V+év— . 15
P 1 + |l aVH (15)
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For the equilibrium distribution function,

d
- =0 16
dr OfO 5 ( )
and thus
d d
= — 17
dtfb i lfb ; (17)

where fj is chosen as a steady state solution (d fp/dr = 0). In this work, the local Maxwell

distribution is chosen (fo = fm),

2
fum—" (mv'—’”—“B>, (18)

QT /mpPPe2 P\ "o T T

with [ fmJydvdu = ng, J, =27B. And thus

2
d A my B 3\ B my
_lnfM =0R- Ky + <—|+%—_> KT——m‘u KB] —(SVH I

dr 2T T 2 T T

(19)

where K, 7 = VIn{n,T,B}. Note that for the local Maxwell distribution, the following approx-
imation has been made in the  f scheme in this work: dfy/dt|o = O is assumed to eliminate the
neoclassical drive. Studies of neoclassical electron transport in TRIMEG(-CO) can be found in a

separate work 1?

B. Physics equations using mixed variables

The mixed variable is defined as follows. The parallel component SAH of the scalar potential is

decomposed into the symplectic part and the Hamiltonian part,
SA| = 8A} +8A} (20)

where the symplectic part is chosen to satisfy ideal Ohm’s law involving the electrostatic scalar
potential & as follows,
8t5Aﬁ—|—8H56D:O ) (21)

where the parallel derivative is defined as &H = by - V. The parallel velocity coordinate of the gyro
center is defined as

up = v+ (sAl (22)

mg
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where g and my are the charge and mass of species s, respectively, the subscript s represents the
different particle species, and (...) indicates the gyro average .

The gyro center’s equations of motion are consistent with previous work,>6::18:20

Ro = LtH (23)
98]

w0 = —,ubo VB | (24)

SR = Bﬁ X V(6P —u|6A)) — (5AH) , (25)
[

. C] * S

5”“ = —; <b V<5CI)—MH5AH>+8;<5AH>)

:beB V(8A}) | (26)

where b* = b8+V(5AS) x b/B}, by = b+ (ms/qs)uyV x b/BH’ b= B/B, B|*‘ =B+ (ms/qs)ub

H’
(V x b). Note that in our previous work,1C v|| 18 adopted on the right-hand side, and the term
—(gs/my) <5Aﬂ)b* in R is thus taken into account in R.

The linearized quasi-neutrality equation in the long wavelength approximation is as follows,

4qsNos

where the gyro density On; is calculated using 6 fs (R, ||, 1) (indicated as d f; ), namely, dny(x) =
[d%z8 fsp0(R+p —X), @ is the cyclotron frequency of species ‘s’ and in this work, we ignore
the perturbed electron polarization density on the left-hand side. When the 6 f scheme is adopted,

0 fs,v is obtained from & f; ,, as follows, with the linear approximation of the pullback scheme,

h
A\|> dfos Maxwellian
s M fo=h

which is obtained from the more general form of the nonlinear pullback scheme

Fsw (V) = Fou <V|\ + & <5Aﬂ>) : (29)

I

8 fow =0 su+t q‘v<,i 8 fru—Fas (841 fos . (28)

Ampere’s law in v|| space is given by
_ViSAH = 'uOSJHN s (30)

where 8 ,(x) = ¥,¢s [ d°28 f, ;6 (R+p —x)v).

For the 6 f model, using the mixed variables and assuming a Maxwell distribution, we have

5J'|\7v = qu/dz65fsyv(v|)5(R+p—x)v|
s(5A )
= ZQS/dZ6 <5fs7u(u|) "4 | f0s> (R‘l‘p—X)VH . (31)
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Then we can write Ampere’s law as
V2 5Ab +Zuo /dz v fos(SANS(R+p —x)

= V2 54} +u02qs/dz V8 foa () S(R+p —x) . (32)

The integral on the left-hand side can be obtained analytically, yielding

2 h 2
~V3 8A} +Zd2 (6AN) = V164]

+ Y / 4z 8 fr (i) )S(R+p —x) | (33)

with

(A1) = 02v2 / 4992 fo, (SATS(R+p —x) (34)
UN ts

where vis = /2Ty /my, d; is the skin depth of species ‘s> defined as d? = cz/a)I%’S = my/ (Hog>nos)
and the integral in Eq. is kept without analytical reduction in order to capture the numerical
or physics deviation of fy away from the Maxwellian distribution.

For the full f model, the perturbed current is represented by the full f,

Sjjv = qu/dV3V|fs,v
- Ya fac = 20| 0 p ) (35)
Ampere’s law yields
_v2 §ab +u02"‘ /dz(’fw SANS(R+p —x)
= VI 8A; -|-,quqs/dz u) fiy6(R+p—x) . (36)

The corresponding analytical limit gives the similar form of Eq. (33) except the replacement of

8 fy.u(u) with f5,(v|) and the definition of (6Aﬂ>,

2 h 2
—V7 84} +Zd2 (6AN) = VioA]

+ Y / Az fuu (v )S(R+p —X) , (37)

with

(8AN) = ERYR *fin () (BANS(R+p —x) . (38)

ns0
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For both the 6 f model and the full f model, using the iterative scheme, the asymptotic solution

is expressed as follows,

Z Al (39)

where [8A" | /8AN 1| < 1 assured by the fact that the analytical skin depth term (the second term

.1+
on the left-hand 51de of Eq. (33)) is close to the exact one (the second term on the right-hand side

of Eq. (33)). Ampere’s law is solved order by order,

<V2L —Z ) AN ) =~V 8A} — odj (40)
2 1 h
(VL Zdz) SAj, = Z Ajlr- 1+Zd2 (84f,_)) . (1)
(6AN, ) =—5 / dzv] fos(8A] 1_1>5(R—|—p—x) , for § f model (42)
nov ’
(5Aﬂ1 . /dZ6fsv 5AH1 6 (R+p—x) , for full f model (43)

where 1 = 1,2,3,.... Note that since 2/(novts)fdv3v|‘f0 =1 and (1/ng) [dV*fy = 1 for the
Maxwell distribution in the analytical limit by ignoring the finite Larmor radius effect (which
is well satisfied for electrons, the main contributor of the skin depth term), namely, the analytical
electron skin depth term is close to the exact one, and thus good convergence of the iterative solver

is expected for the efficient and accurate calculation of the skin depth term.

C. Pullback scheme for mitigating the cancellation problem

A more detailed description of the pullback scheme can be found in the previous work 6 As a

brief review, the equations for the 6 f are listed as follows.

h
5A\s|7new - 6A|s\7old + SAH,old ) (44)
q
U||;new = U||.0ld ; <5Aﬂ,old> ) (45)
qs <5Ah > p) . 2y s <5A >
S faow = & ford + l,old/ 0 fos Maxwellian 8 ford — —H¢f0v , (46)
m V| fo=ru v my

where variables with subscripts ‘new’ and ‘old’ refer to those after and before the pullback trans-
formation, Eq. (46)) is the linearized equation for & f pullback, which is from the general equation

of the transformation for the distribution function

Jold(#)o1a) = frew <M|new = U|jold — i—i <5A\| old>) : 47)
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For the full f scheme, only Eqs. (44)) and (43) are needed.

III. NUMERICAL METHODS
A. Normalized equations

The normalization of the variables in the TRIMEG-CI1 code is introduced in this section. The
reference length for normalization is Ry = 1 m since not only the micro-instabilities but also the
large-scale modes such as Geodesic acoustic mode are of interest in the future. In addition, using
Rn = 1 m, the length variables in the equilibrium (EQDSK) files can be used in TRIMEG-C1
directly without further normalization. The particle mass is normalized to my and my = my, (the

proton mass). The velocity unit is

VN = \/ZTN/mN )

where Ty and my are the reference temperature and mass for normalization. The time unit is
N = Rn/vN. The charge unit is the elementary charge e. The temperature is normalized to Ty =

vaIZ\I /2. In addition, u is normalized to vlz\I /BN,

2 2
Vi W 2Tn

.UE%:H%:H

Bnmy’
where BNy = 1 T in this work so that the magnetic field data from the EQDSK file can be used
without further normalization.

In addition to the units for the normalzation, two reference variables are defined, namely, n.¢

and Byef, so that the two basic parameters Bir and px can be calculated from ngs and Byes as

follows,
2
NypefMNV
Bret = HortrefMNYN re2 N (48)
B ref
pn = NN (49)
eBief

where B..f appears in the normalized Ampere’s law Eqgs. (57)—(60Q) and pn appears in the normal-
ized gyro center’s equation of motion Egs. (532)-(33).
The Maxwell distribution is
2 =52 - =
— mvH+2/JB — my m B
L (pey (et D Wil A (50)
T T

M= F5355¢€ =335
v r3/2 v 3/2

9
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and correspondingly,

— _2 — —
d 2|, mvie 2mpB - 3\ miB _,
—1 f— 5R . n —_— _— — — — 2 =
dt_nfM K+<T+ 7 2>KT 7 KB
2]’71\7H d5\7“
T dr

(5D

The markers are loaded with the same distribution of physical particles in velocity space but uni-

formly in the poloidal plane and in the toroidal direction. In the v direction, a random number

generator is used to produce numbers with normal distribution f(x) = 1/(ov2x)exp{—[(x —

x0)/0]%/2}, where xo and o are chosen as 0 and /7 /(2/m) respectively. In the u direction,

random numbers x uniformly distributed on [0, 1] are generated and shifted according to yu =

—In(x)TBy/(2mB).

The normalized gyro center’s equations of motion are

% = a|b3+%ﬁNB€§7ﬁBXVB ,
% — _%b*ﬁB ,
C‘fsd_f _ pN’i;%fbxv<5ci>_a|5A|>—%Mﬂ‘)b* ,
d‘;ﬁl _ _;11_ (b V(60— 5AY) + or(54}) )
_ pNBﬁr;;ﬁbva.v<5Af> :

where V = RNV, 8® and 5AH are normalized to valz\I /e and myvN /e respectively.

The normalized quasi-neutrality equation is,

2
V,-(GpV 8®P) =—CpSN , Gp= Zzofm (%N) ,
s 're

where Cp = 1/p3, SNy = 8n/nget, SN = ¥ GSN.

(52)

(53)

(54)

(55)

(56)

For Ampere’s law, the original normalized equation Vi 0A = CASJ_H’V is solved using mixed

10
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variables and the iterative scheme corresponding to Eqs. (40)—(43),

=2
=2 ds th _ o271 =
(VJ_ _ZS:M_SCA) 0A| g = —V10Aj o —CadJ| , (57)
62_ Q_% 5‘h _ q_% 5_h _5_h
1) Ca | 8A} =) —FCABA}, | +GOA}, (58)
s nig ’ S mg ’ )
~<xh NOSCZ% N ) 6 ~ ~h
GOl =Camp Y 27, [ asfw,8(R,)(8AY, ) for 6 . (59)
s p=1
~¢ xh Nosqs u 6 5 <h
GOAJ ;1 =Ca—= ), /dz Ppaotd(Rp)(8A|,_y) for full f, (60)
s p=1

where R, = R,+p,—X, pp = myV, ,/(qsB), x indicates the particle location, Ca = Brer/Pg,
nret 18 the reference density and is chosen as the electron density on magnetic axis, and 5.I_H =
6j)/ (evNnyet).

The normalized equations for the pullback treatment are as follows,

SA‘SLHGW — 6Aﬁ701d + SAH,Old ) (61)
_ q —
l/lH,new = uH,old — n_ft_s <5Aﬂ,old> , (62)
3, (84 1) 5
O foew = O fold + — e a]ios (63)
mg V|
Maxwelli 2gs _ _
;::iefl\j[an afOld N ?SSVH <6Aﬂ,old> Jos (64)

where the factor 2 is from the normalization of T to Ty = vaIZ\I /2, and Eq. (64) is the linearized
pullback scheme for the d f model implemented in our work. The studies using the nonlinear

pullback scheme are beyond the scope of this work and will be addressed in the future.

B. Coordinates and input files

The right-handed cylindrical coordinates (R, ¢,Z) are adopted in TRIMEG-C1. The magnetic
equilibrium is constructed using the standard EFIT output (the EQDSK “g” file), which provides
the macroscopic parameters of the equilibrium such as the on-axis magnetic field B,yjs, the poloidal
magnetic flux functions at the axis and the last closed surface; the one-dimensional profiles such as
the safety factor ¢ and the toroidal current function 7'; and the two-dimensional poloidal magnetic

flux function as a function of (R,Z). The density and the temperature of any given species, such as

11
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the background electrons are given as functions of R and Z given in the input files to the TRIMEG-
C1 code. External Matlab scripts are available to convert the one-dimensional profiles (as functions
of the poloidal magnetic flux) of the density and the temperature to two-dimensional profiles. The
gyro centers’ equations of motion are implemented in (R, ¢, Z) coordinates, as described in[Al and

Bl

C. Cl1 finite element in triangular meshes

The three-dimensional solver in this work is developed with the finite element method adopted
in all directions in the (R, ¢,Z) coordinate system. The unstructured triangular mesh is adopted in
the (R,Z) directions while a uniform structured mesh is adopted in the ¢ direction. The periodic
boundary condition is adopted in the toroidal direction. In the (R,Z) poloidal cross-section, a
Dirichlet boundary condition with zero value of the function is implemented at the outer boundary
of the simulation domain. The grid size is determined by the number of vertices in the (R,Z) plane

and the number of grid points Ny in the ¢ direction.

Local coordinates (&,1) are defined in each grid cell triangle in the poloidal plane. The three
vertices of each triangle are located at (§,1) = (0,0),(1,0),(0,1) as shown in Fig. [l For the CO

linear finite elements, three basis functions are adopted as follows,

APt =1-&-7, (65)
A =&, (66)
A =1 . (67)

The Cl1 finite element basis functions used in this work are similar to those in the GTS code
(the physics applications can be found in previous articlesH21"23) Note that C1 FEM has been
implemented in GTS but for productive runs, C1 has not been used previously since other solvers
are sufficient for the electrostatic gyrokinetic simulations. The GTS C1 field solver is in (7, 6)
coordinates where 7 and 6 are the radial-like and poloidal-like coordinates, respectively, which
is dedicated to core plasma studies. In this work, we developed the C1 scheme in the (R,Z)
coordinates in the newly written modules in TRIMEG-C1 so that it is possible to simulate the

plasma with the open field line region in the future. The 18 basis functions of the C1 finite element

12
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method are given by

A1 = AP[10A — 1547 +6A° +30En(E+1)] ,
Ay =EA*(3-24 38 +6&) ,

Ay =nA*(3—-24-3n*+687)
Ay=05EA%(1-&+27m)

As=EnA’

As =0.5n?A%(1+2E—7) ,

A7 = EX(10E — 15E2 +6E° +15n%A)

Ag =0.5E2(—8E +14E2 —6E3 —15n%A)

A9 =0.56"n(6—4& —3n—31"+3&n) , (68)
A1 =0.25E°25(1-&)*+51°A] ,

A1 =0.58"n(-2+28+n+n*-&n)

A =0.25E*n%1 +0.583n?

Az =1*(10n — 150> +6n° + 15&°1)
A1y =0.56n7(6—3& —4n—3&7+3¢&n) |
A5 =0.5n%(—=8n+ 1402 —6m> —15E21) |
Arg = 0.25E°%4 +0.5E%n% |

A7 =05En*(=2+&+2n+&°—¢&n)
Aig =0.25112n(1-1)*+5&°4] ,

where A =1—1n —&. In (R, Z) coordinates, any variable y(R,Z) can be written as
18 Ntri 18Ntri

y(R7Z) = Z ZAj,k<§7n)Yj,k: Z Al(&?”)Yl ) (69)
k=1j=1 i=1

where Ny is the number of the triangles and for the sake of simplicity, we converted the summation
over j and k to that over i according to i = 18(j — 1) + k. The coefficients Y; are solved with the
constraint that the variable y(R,Z), dy(R,Z)/dR, dy(R,Z)/dZ, d*y(R,Z)/IR?, d*y(R,Z)/IRIZ
and 92y(R,Z)/dZ* are continuous at any triangle vertex (C2). It can be shown that along the

13
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triangle edges, y(R,Z) is Cl continuous 1624 The C2 continuity at any triangle vertex can be

assured by switching N; to the set of basis functions A,- which are the linear combination of A;,

Nvert 6Nvyert

6
= Y Y A&y, ZAén,, (70)
k=1 j=1

where Ny 1S the number of vertices, ‘6’ is the degree of freedom on each vertex except for
the boundary vertices, and we converted the summation over j and k to that over i according to

i =6(j— 1) +k. The basis functions A;(&,7) is obtained as follows. Note that

Vi =
3y Rl dy(R1) 9*y(Ri) 9*y(Ri) 9*y(Ry)
) ' 9dZ ' OJR* ' OJRJIZ ' 0J7*
vertex1
<9y Ry) 9y(Ry) 9%y(Ry) 9*y(Ra) 9°y(Ra)
B2 =%k "oz o om0z oz i
ver‘t;x2
T
dy(R3) dy(R3) 9*y(R3) 9*y(Rs) 9°y(Rs)
f<R3)’ R ' 9Z ' ORZ ' ORIZ 972 [ 71
ver;gx3
and
Y=
(R) dy(R1) dy(Ri) 9*y(Ri) 9*y(Ri) 9%y(R)
98 " on ' 98 " 9&an  om®
vertex1
(R,) dy(Ry) dy(Ry) 9*y(Ry) 9*y(Ry) 9°y(Ry)
CURPTE T om0 982 7 9Edn T an?
ver;gx2
T
dy(R3) dy(R3) d*y(R3) 9%y(R3) 9°y(R3)
Ver‘tgx3
the transformation between Y; and ¥; or between A; and ./A\,- is obtained as follows,
=TV , A=AT ", (73)

14
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where
g i
Jin Ji2
- Jo1 J
7 21 I , (74)
J3 2J11J12 J
Jinda1 Ji2d2 +Jd22 Ji2J2
I J3, 201202 J3 |
OR 0z OR 0z
11 aé,lz 85’21 8n’22 o (75)

For the three-dimensional variable Y (R,¢,Z), the triangular C1 element is used in the R,Z

directions while cubic spline basis functions are adopted in the ¢ direction, written as follows,

6Nvyert N, 9

Y<R7¢7Z) = Z Z/’\\l(€7n)NJ<¢)?hJ ) (76)

i=1 j=1

where the cubic spline basis function is defined as follows,

/

4/342x+x>+x°/6 , ifxe[-2,—1)

2/3—-x*—x%/2 , if x € [-1,0)
Ncubic(x) = (77)
2/3-x*+x°/2 if x € [0,1)

4/3 —2x+x*—x/6 . ifxe(l,2)

Nj(x) and Neypic(¢) are related according to Newbic(¢) = Nj(x = (¢ — ¢;)/A¢)), where ¢; is the
toroidal location of ith grid point, A¢ is the uniform grid size in the toroidal direction. In the
following sections, A; and Y; ; will not be involved but we only use A,- and 17, j. For the sake of

simplicity, we will omit the “” in A; and ¥; j-

D. Weak form of field equations with charge/current deposition (projection)

All field equations in our model can be written in a general form as follows,
L(R,¢,2)Y(R,0,Z)=D(R,9,Z) , (78)
where L is a linear differential operator. The weak form can be written as
[ dR4Zd0 S(R.0.Z)M(R.ZIN)(9)L(R. 0,2)Y (R.6.2)

- / dRAZd9 S(R,9,Z)Ai(R,Z)N;(0)b(R,$,Z) |, (79)

15
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where S(R,¢,Z) is a weight function chosen to be the Jacobian S =J = {VRx V¢ x VZ} 1 =R
in this work. The weak form of the quasi-neutrality equation, Ampere’s law, the iterative equation,

and Ohm’s law are

BO) = Mp i jj- Pyy = Cp / dRdZd¢ JSN™N;; (80)

= MA,L,ii’, i 5Ai/ jI=0 = :A,R,ii’,jj’ ’ SAS’ 7T CadJ \l|] (81)
= ﬁinuiiﬂ il 514? NS =it7R7ii’7jj’ ’ 5A ' +Z d2 5‘4?11 (82)

@1) = AZOhm,L,ii’,jj’ : 816‘4?’1" = =OhrnRu g 0Py (83)

Equations (80)—(83) are solved numerically which provides the perturbed fields for solving the
gyro center’s equations of motion. The Runge-Kutta fourth-order integration is adopted. The

matrices and the terms on the right-hand side are as follows,

Mp v jjr Znoﬂfls ! / dRAZd@JV  Nij-V Nyj

SN* :_qu/dequ)JSN( 0. 2)N;j

=2
MAL” JI —/deZd‘PJ[ VLNU VJ_N’/ Z%CAN,-J-N,-/]-/ ,
S

N

AZA,R,ii/,jj/ :/deZdQ)JVLNUVJ_M// P
81/ =~ [ARAZa9IST|(R.0,2)N; .
MitL.ii’.jj’ :AZA,L,ii’,jj’ )
(3Ah ) = / dRAZd¢ J(SANN; (84)
_ qz
Mit7R7ii/7jj/ :—CAZ_—S/dede)JN Nl/j/ 5
Momnrit iy = / dRAZdg NNy |
AZOhrn,R,ii’,jj’ — —/deZd¢JMJa|Nl/J/ ,

where Nj; = Ai(R,Z)N;(¢), (SAL )

ij,I
h

is derived from 6Af‘] /

calculating the projection to the finite element basis.
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E. Gyro centers’ equations of motion with the strong form in o, 5Aﬁ + 8H 0P

Theoretically, since the ideal Ohm’s law Eq. (21)) is adopted, the term in the gyro centers’
equations of motion can be simplified by making use of the identity 8H5CI> + 8,5AH = 0. How-
ever, numerically, the coefficients of the basis functions are solved for §® in Eq. (80) and 5AS
in Eq. (83). Namely, the weak form of d6® + 9, 5AT| = 0 is satisfied but at an arbitrary loca-
tion, (9H 0P + 0, 6AS is not exactly zero but finite. As a result, when calculating the gyro centers’
equations of motion, both &H 0P and o, 6AS are kept although these two terms almost cancel with
each other numerically. This treatment is consistent since the coefficient of 5AT| in Eq. (87)) is the
part we extract from 6A| numerically in the implementation. As a result, we use the numerical
representation of 8H 0® and 5Aﬁ in the gyro centers’ equations of motion with the following form

without explicit simplification ) 6P + o, 6AH =0,

6Nvert Vo

q)(R7¢7Z> = Z ZSQ)UA 6 77 ( ) (85)

i=1 j=
6Nyert No

SA}(R,9,Z) = ), Z5AH,J NN () . (86)

i=1 j=1

IV.  SIMULATION SETUP AND RESULTS

Two typical cases are chosen to test TRIMEG-C1 in numerical studies of electromagnetic prob-
lems, including the Toroidal Alfvén Eigenmode (TAE) and the electromagnetic Ion Temperature
Gradient ITG) mode. The unstructured meshes are generated for the ITPA-TAE case? and the
AUG case 1426 a5 shown in Fig. 2l For the ITPA-TAE case, the magnetic equilibrium is featured
by the circular concentric magnetic surfaces. For the AUG case, the magnetic surfaces are elon-
gated and up-down asymmetric. While sparser grids are shown in Fig. 2 denser grids are adopted
in the following simulations. Other parameters will be introduced in the following sections. Note
that in this work, we focus on the formulation and the first set of numerical results highlighting
the basic features of this scheme using the 8 f method. The simulations are limited to the lin-
ear physics since the nonlinear simulations are more costly, which requires more computational
resources and the optimization of the code in, e.g., GPU offloading and noise mitigation for the

nonlinear simulations in the future.
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FIG. 2. The unstructured meshes used for the ITPA-TAE case (left) and the AUG case (right).

A. Numerical properties

The vertices of the triangles are initialized from the axis to the edge, as shown in the left
frame of Fig. [3l where the radial grid number is N, = 6 corresponding to 98 vertices (including
32 boundary vertices). The matrix nonzero elements of the quasi-neutrality equation are shown in
the right frame of Fig. Bl where the grid number in the toroidal direction is Ny = 8. The matrix
structure is different than those using the structured meshes.lﬂ We use the sparse matrix to store

od

the nonzero elements and the KSP iterative method in PETSc to solve the linear system.

The accuracy of the C1 finite element scheme is tested using a two-dimensional solver for the

18
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FIG. 3. The vertices of the triangles (left) and the nonzero elements of the matrix of the quasi-neutrality

equation (right).

elliptical equation with the analytical solution given as follows

Vf(RZ) =
Sana (R> Z) =

fana(RaZ) =

X

S(R,Z) ,

2707, sin(kgRy) sin(kzZy)

2(Ro+ Ry)ZoZ1kg cos(krRo) sin(kzZy)
RoR\ZyZ k% sin(kgRo) sin(kzZ)

2RoR; sin(kgRy) sin(kzZy)
2(Zo+Z1)RoR 1 kzsin(kgRy) cos(kzZo)
RoR1Z0Z, k% sin(kgRy) sin(kzZy);
RoR 1707,

sin(kgRo) sin(kzZy) ,

(87)

(88)

(89)

where the simulation domain is rectangular in (R, Z) space Ry <R <Ry, Zy < Z < Zj, Ry=R—Ry,

Ri=R—R\|,Zy=Z—Zy,Z1 =Z—Z,. The CO and the C1 finite element schemes are implemented

in Matlab to solve Eq. [87] with Sy, given in Eq. The numerical solution is f,,. The relative

error is calculated as

€ =

Y j(fanayi,j — fouij)?
2 b
217] fa_na7i7j
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where i, j are the indices in R, Z directions, respectively. The relative errors are shown in Fig. 4l
The error using C1 method is significantly lower than the CO method. In addition, as the grid num-
ber increases in both directions, the scaling of the accuracy of the C1 scheme is significantly better
than that of the CO scheme. This result motivates us to implement the C1 scheme in TRIMEG-C1
in Fortran. The CO scheme is not implemented in Fortran for the one-to-one comparison in the

self-consistent electromagnetic particle simulations.

O T T T T T
1t B A
-~ -
N L -
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3+ » S~ .
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L 5f = = =9=51399 ~ S o .
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FIG. 4. The convergence of the CO scheme and the C1 scheme. The red squares give the convergence order
of the CO scheme ¥y = —1.9432. The blue squares give the convergence order in the zeroth order derivative
of the solution of the C1 scheme ¥y = —5.1399. The yellow and green squares give the convergence order
in the first order derivative of the solution of the C1 scheme y = —4.2257 for df/dR and y = —4.2950 for
df/dZ. The other three types of squares give the convergence order in the second order derivative of the
solution of the C1 scheme y = —3.2958 for 9>f/dR?, v = —3.3028 for 9>f/IRIZ and y = —3.3110 for
0°f/07>.
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The iterative Ampere solver in Eq. (41)) is tested for evaluating the accuracy of 5Aﬂ. We show
the convergence of the iterative Ampere solver of a typical run in Fig. Good convergence is
observed for the base case (Tgp = 400 keV), with the radial grid number N, = 64. The correction
in 6Aﬂ is smaller as the number of iterations increases. In the initial state, the convergence is better
than at later times since the marker distribution deviates away from the Maxwell distribution due to
the finite orbit width effect and mirror force, which leads to a larger discrepancy of the 5Aﬂ70 from
the rigorous solution } ;¢ 1> . 5Aﬂ7 ;- Nevertheless, the convergence is good, and the correction

to 5Aﬂ1 is suppressed to be lower than 0.5% in only 3 iterations.

107!
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FIG. 5. The correction in 5Aﬂ versus the iteration number, which indicates the convergence of the iterative
Ampere solver. In the first iteration, the correction in 6Aﬂ 18 3% ~ 8%. In the third iteration, the correction is
lower than 0.5%. For the Alfvénic modes, we choose T} as the time unit defined as Ty = va(r =0)/[2q(r =

r¢)Ro] which is close to the period of the Toroidal Alfvén eigenmode.

B. ITPA-TAE case

The toroidicity induced Alfvén eigenmode driven by energetic particles is simulated using the
parameters defined by the ITPA group.2? The major radius Ry = 10 m, minor radius a = 1 m,
on-axis magnetic field By = 3 T, and the safety factor profile g(r) = 1.71 +0.16r%. The electron
density and temperature are constant with nep = 2.0 x 10! m™3, T, = 1 keV. The ratio of the

electron pressure to the magnetic pressure is B, ~ 9 x 10~%. The Larmor radius of the thermal
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ions is pg = mjv/(eBaxs) = 1.52 x 1073 m. If the nominal mass ratio m;/m. = 1836 is used,
the ratio between the adiabatic part (SAH /d?) and the non-adiabatic part (V2 6A) in the left-hand
side of Ampere’s equation is 1/(d?k%) ~ Be/ (ki ps)?(miT,/meTe) ~ 1.622 x 103, where k; ~
ng/r =6 x 1.75/0.5 = 21. This ITPA-TAE case is featured with a small electron skin depth
(de ~ 1.182 x 1072 m) and suffers from the “cancellation problem” if the pullback scheme is not
adopted. While the nominal mass ratio has been adopted in our previous work, 1V in the following,
we use m;/me = 100 to reduce the computational cost. Note that the poloidal Fourier filter has
not been used in our work to study edge physics in the future. Consequently, the time step size
(Ar) is smaller (the maximum At o< kHvA, where kH is the parallel wave vector in the system, vy4
is the Alfvén velocity) than that with structured meshes and the Fourier filter'V by a factor of
~ 1/160. With m; /m. = 100, the time step size can be increased by ~ 4 times. Correspondingly,
1/ (dgki) ~ 88.34, which is still an appropriate case with moderate to small electron skin depth
for testing the cancellation problem.

The EP density profile is given by

ngp(r) = ngpc3exp [—C—ztanh <r—co>] , 1)
cl %)
1 —
dinngp = cosh™? (r CO) ; 92)
dr 2

where the normalized radial-like coordinate r = \/ (W — Waxis) / (Wedge — Waxis)> tEP,0 = 1.44131 X
107 m—3, the subscript ‘EP’ indicates EPs (energetic particles), ¢y = 0.49123, ¢y = 0.298228,
cy = 0.198739, c¢3 = 0.521298. The EP temperature is 400 keV for the base case. The n = 6
mode is simulated by applying a toroidal Fourier filter. The initial perturbation in the marker
weight is applied with two poloidal harmonics with m = 10,11. 16 x 10° electron markers, 4 x
10° ion markers and 4 x 10° energetic particle markers are simulated. The radial grid number is
N, = 32 and 3 iterations are taken in the iterative Ampere solver leading to < 2.5% correction
in SAH in the last iteration. The Finite Larmor Radius effect is omitted by eliminating the gyro-
average operation. The simulation is run on 64 nodes (Intel Xeon IceLake-SP 8360Y) of the supper
computer Raven, with 72 CPU cores on each node with the Processor Base Frequency 2.4 GHz
and the Max Turbo Frequency 3.5 GHz. It takes ~ 5 hours to simulate one TAE period (1 Ty).
The time evolution of the total field energy is shown in Fig. [6l The total field energy is defined

as

Eo=—Co [ AV S 8BSN | Ex=—Ca [avedjsi . (93)
P
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where Gp is defined in Eq. 56l and Eg is an approximate value of the field energy in 6P in the
limit [k /k.| < 1 and |V InGp|/|VInd®| < 1. The ratio Ex/Eg — 1 as the exponential growth
stage appears, which is consistent with the feature of the Toroidal Alfvén mode. Since the initial
perturbation is close to the physics solution dominated by the m = 10,11 harmonics, the physics
solution appears quickly in only 2 TAE periods. The two-dimensional structures of 6® and 5A||
are shown in Fig. [Zl The ballooning structure of 6@ and the anti-ballooning structure of 84
are consistent with the previous results using the structured meshes.EJE More detailed studies,
including extensive parameter scans, will require more computationally expensive runs and further

optimization of computational efficiency in the future.
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FIG. 6. Time evolution of the total field energy for Tgp = 400 keV. Eg and E4 are the total energy in 6@

and 0A respectively. Ex ¢ = Ea + Eg.
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FIG. 7. 2D mode structures of 6P and SAH for Tgp = 400 keV in the end of the simulation.
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C. AUG case for the ion temperature gradient mode studies

In this section, we use the realistic geometry of the ASDEX Upgrade (AUG) case with shot
number 34924 at 3.600 s. This is a typical discharge for the studies of energetic particle physics
in different codes and models?® and ion temperature gradient (ITG) mode in the TRIMEG code !4
In the simulations, we use the experimental equilibrium but analytical density and temperature
profiles. The parameters are chosen for the studies of the ITG mode. The temperature and density
profiles indicated by A(r) and the corresponding normalized logarithmic gradients indicated by

Lief/L4 are given by

A(r) l a <r—rc)}
= exp | —k4Wy——tanh , 94)
A(rp) i I Waa (
—ret _ h L 'e
L Lyet 4~ Kacos (WM) ; 95)

where the subscript ‘c’ denotes the center of the gradient profile and r, = 0.5, Wy = 0.3 with
the normalized radial coordinate defined in Section This study aims to test the capability of
treating realistic geometry with minimum technical complexity. The fully self-consistent treatment
of the density/temperature profile and the equilibrium will be addressed in another work.

The nominal values of the two basic parameters using the on-axis density and temperature are
BN = 3.1544% corresponding to Bayis = 0.525% since Bayis = 2.4506 T, pn = 5.5240 x 103 m. In
the following tests, pn is increased to make the simulation less costly. From our simulations using
pn = 0.04,0.02,0.01, the computational cost to avoid the numerical crash depends on several

physics parameters as follows,
1 -2 —1)2,_
Ccornp o< CAtCmarkerCmeCﬁ ~ PN le 2me / ﬁ 12 s (96)

where Cp, is due to the reduction of the time step size At as pn decreases, Charker 1S due to the
increment of the marker number as py decreases, C,,, and C 5 are due to the reduction of the time
step size At as m, /3 decreases. The n =4 mode is simulated using 4 x 10° ions and 10° electrons
for py = 0.02 m. 2 iterations are taken in the iterative Ampere solver leading to < 0.1% correction
in SAH in the last iteration. The simulation is run on 12 nodes (AMD Genoa EPYC 9354) of the
TOK cluster, with 32 CPU cores on each node, with the Processor Base Frequency 3.25 GHz

and the Max Turbo Frequency 3.8 GHz. It takes 0.32 hours to simulate one normalized time unit

N = RN/VN.
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The time step size is At = 0.016#y. The white noise is initialized in the marker weights ac-
cording to the function w, = RnoiAnoiSnoi Where Syoi = exp[—(r, — rcynoi)2 / r&,’noi], Apoi = 1077,
Fenoi = 0.55, rywnoi = 0.2 and Rpe; € (0,1) is a random number from the uniform distribution.
The ITG mode is destabilized. The time evolution of the total field energy is shown in Fig. [8
The two-dimensional structures of 6& and 6A are shown in Fig. [0 The ballooning structure
of 8® is observed and is quantitatively consistent with the previous result using ORB5'® or the
electrostatic version of TRIMEG-C0.14 The tilting of the 2D mode structure shows the symmetry-
breaking properties of the gyrokinetic solution due to the symmetry-breaking mechanisms such as
the up-down asymmetry of the equilibrium, the profile shearing, and the global effect, and a more
detailed analysis will be performed by closer comparisons with other codes and analyses.2*3U In
the future, we will perform more comparisons with other gyrokinetic simulations and studies with

open field lines for the whole plasma studies.

-15

In(E 4 EpEp )

-40

FIG. 8. Time evolution of the total field energy for the AUG case with By = 3.1544%, px = 0.02 m. The

definition of Ea, Eg and E ¢ is the same as those in Fig. [0l

V.  CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have developed the scheme for the gyrokinetic electromagnetic particle sim-
ulations in triangular meshes with C1 finite elements in the TRIMEG-C1 code. The mixed vari-
able/pullback scheme has been implemented for gyrokinetic electromagnetic particle simulations.
The filter-free treatment in the poloidal cross-section with triangular meshes is adopted, which al-

lows future application in the open field line region. The correction of the finite SE ﬁ =—0 5AT| —
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FIG. 9. 2D mode structures of 6@ and JA| in the end of the simulation for the AUG case with fx =
3.1544%, px = 0.02 m.

BHSCIJ due to the finite element representation in the gyro centers’ equation of motion (in Sec-
tion [IT’E)), namely, the numerical residual of the nonzeros 6 E ﬁ, is considered and is important in
improving the simulation quality, especially when the poloidal filter is not applied.

The numerical results using the ITPA-TAE parameters validate our implementation, showing
its capability in moderate to small electron skin depth regimes. Simulations using experimental
parameters confirm its applicability in realistic plasma geometry. The high-order C1 finite element
scheme for particle simulations developed in this work provides high accuracy for physics studies,
opens up the possibilities of nonlinear gyrokinetic simulations in the TRIMEG code including the
whole spectrum (multiple toroidal harmonics), and the inclusion of an open field line regime as
well as the transport studies in constants of motion space with multi-species including energetic
particles.@ Further improvement in the computational efficiency using more advanced noise re-
duction schemes and GPU accelaration are needed in the future for nonlinear simulations using

experimental parameters.
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Appendix A: The complete form of the gyro centers’ equations of motion

In this section, all variables such as m; are normalized. In (R, ¢,Z), the unperturbed variable

by, is as follows,

B
bor = br— BrifPNVHazbqa : (A1)
|
B b
byy = bz+ BriprvH <3Rb¢+§¢) , (A2)
|
. B
boy = by + BrifPNVH (dzbr — drbz) , (A3)
|
and the complete form is
N . B b
b = b+ st | 20y — by | (841 (Ad)
|
. . B b
by = i+ oo |bodn— 2205 (041 (A3)
|
B
b = bg¢+BL§pr [brdz — bz k] (SAY) . (A6)

Based on Egs. (32))—(33)), the equilibrium part of the gyro center motion is as follows,

Ry = biguy+CaBydzB . (A7)
Zy = bigu| —CaBydrB , (A8)
P = b%uri—%(Bz&RB—BRazB) (A9)
i) o = —H(borIrB +boz07B) (A10)
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where Cq = (ms/qs)pN,uBBref/(BzB*) 6G = 6P —u6A. Based on Egs. (54)—(53), the perturbed

part of the equations of motion is

SR = Cx (b(;,&ZSG—]%bZ&(pSG) (60

87 = Ce (—b(paR(SG-i-%bRa(paG) <5A‘|>b§ ,

09 = FE(bza(SRG—bRaZSG)_R <5A‘|>b;§ :
5”“ - " [bR@RSCI)—uHaRSA >+bZ(aZ(Sq)—MH825Aﬂ)

>|<

—(a¢5q> - uHa¢5Ah) +0, 843

N

(Al1)

(A12)

(A13)

(A14)

where Cg = pNBref/Bﬁ, Cy = (my/qs) PNUBB et/ (B B*) Ry =CuBy0sB, Z;y = —CyByORB, ¢ =

%"(BZ3RB — BrdzB). If ideal Ohm’s law for 5Aﬁ in Eq. 21 is used, we obtain

qu == —; bRuH8R6AH —quHaZaAH (b(p/R)uHa(pSAﬂ
+ AbR8R6d> + Abzazacb + Ab¢ 9 acp]

where Ab* = b* — b.

Appendix B: Dominant terms in the gyro centers’ equations of motion

(A15)

The dominant terms in the gyro centers’ equations of motion are obtained by replacing b* with

b but still keeping the magnetic drift due to the magnetic curvature. The equilibrium part of the

GC motion in (R, ¢, Z) is as follows,

Ro = bRuH—l—Cqu;azB ,

Z() = quH—CdB(;,aRB y

. b Cq

0 = —(puH—l— (BzgRB BRazB)
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where Cq = (ms/qs)pN(vﬁ + UB)Byet/B3, G = 5 — u|6A|. The perturbed part of the equations

of motion is

SR = Cg <b¢8266—%bz8¢5G) —@«Sfiﬂ)bR , (BS)
nig
57 = Cg <—b¢aR5G+%bRa¢5G) —@<5Aﬁ>bz , (B6)
nig
56 = B (b,080G — brds5G) — -2 (5N (B7)
R R g 179¢ >
Sity = | (9 — v kSAY) +b2(9,6® — v 95A))

b

2 (998D — v 3, 3A}) + 3,34
my , . . .

+E(RM8R+ZM8Z+¢M8¢)<5AS|)} , (B8)

where Cg = pNBier/B, Cu = (my/qs)pNUBBrer/B?, Ry = CuByzB, Zy = —CuByORB, ¢y =

%" (Bz0grB — BrdzB). If ideal Ohm’s law is used,

s b
5VH = +q; vauaRSAh—l-vaHaZBAh+—¢vH8¢6Ah
- j I+ j

—(R'uaR +Z'u8z+q5u8¢)(5Aﬁ> . (B9)
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