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Abstract

A new computational method to solve the hyperbolic (gyrokinetic Vlasov)
equation coupled to the elliptic (Poisson-like) equation at the polar axis is
proposed. It is shown that the value of a scalar function at the polar axis can
be predicted by its neighbouring values based on the continuity condition.
This continuity condition systematically solves the pole problems including
the singular factor 1/r in the hyperbolic equation and the inner boundary in
the elliptic equation. The proposed method is applied to the global gyroki-
netic simulation of the tokamak plasma with the magnetic axis included.

1. Introduction

The difficulties in numerically solving partial differential equations (PDEs)
at the polar axis in polar coordinates have attracted significant interest for
many years. These difficulties, which are noted as pole problems in this pa-
per, are related to (i) terms containing the geometrical singular factor 1/r
[1], with r the radial position, (ii) inner boundary conditions needed to be
specified at r = 0 [2, 3], even if physically there is no boundary at the polar
axis, (iii) the severe numerical error of low-order finite-difference schemes,
such as the second-order central difference.

In the framework of the finite-difference method (FDM) or the pseudo-
spectrum method (PSM), several computational methods have been proposed
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to solve the pole problems. The main idea of the PSM [4] to solve Problem
(i) is to use polynomial expansions in the radial direction that satisfy the
regularity condition in the Cartesian coordinates. The series in radius, such
as the Bessel functions or one-sided Jacobi polynomials [5, 6], can analytically
remove singular terms, and thus no additional inner boundary conditions are
necessary [4]. If the radial series do not completely satisfy the continuity
condition, ”pole conditions” [3] are preferred to replace the PDEs at the
polar axis. In the PSM, the relative high numerical error near the polar
axis is possible connected with Problem (ii), which can be understood as
the behaviour of the global high order polynomial interpolation near the
boundary [7]. One method to solve this problem is to refine the radial girds
near the polar axis [3]. Another method is to use the computational domain
mapping M : (0, 1) × (−π, π) → (−1, 1) × (π/2, π/2) on a unit disk [7],
where the polar axis is not treated as the inner boundary, and thus radial
grid points near the polar axis will not need to be refined.

Although the FDM is less accurate than the PSM, the treatment of pole
problems in the FDM is of significant interest, due to its conveniences in
handling complex geometrical configurations [1] and nonlinear computation.
For Problem (i), series expansions derived from the regularity condition are
used to analytically remove singular factors at the polar axis [1]. Moreover,
singular terms can also be avoided by shifting the grid points in the radial
direction [8] so that there is no grid point situated at the polar axis. However,
the shifted radial grid points may lead to the more severe numerical error
of the computation of singular terms [1] at the first point off the axis. For
Problem (ii), the computational domain mapping M is used to avoid the
inner boundary in the FDM [1, 8], which avoids the use of the one-sided finite-
difference [2]. For Problem (iii), highly accurate finite-difference schemes,
such as Pade schemes [9], are used to improve the accuracy of the FDM [1].
In Pade schemes, a derivative is evaluated by the values on all grid points.
The numerical error of the FDM in a high wavenumber test is considerably
lowered by these schemes [9].

The pole problems are of significant interest in the global gyrokinetic
(GK) simulation [10] in the tokamak fusion plasma, since the magnetic axis
of the fusion torus is essentially a polar axis. To simulate the ion temperature
gradient (ITG) driven mode in a fusion torus with adiabatic electrons, one
has to solve the GK Vlasov-Poisson (VP) system. However, the GK VP
system is very computationally expensive, which simulates the time evolution
of the distribution function F (Z; t) and the perturbed electrostatic potential
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Figure 1: Magnetic flux coordinates and cylindrical coordinates.

δϕ(X; t), where Z = (X, v∥, µ) are the phase space coordinates, X is the
position of the gyrocenter, v∥ is the the parallel velocity and µ is the magnetic
moment with dµ/dt = 0. For higher computational efficiency, the system is
usually solved in magnetic flux coordinates X = (r, θ, ζ), with r(ψT ) ∝

√
ψT

the generalized minor radius, ψT the toroidal magnetic flux, θ the poloidal
angle and ζ the toroidal angle. The magnetic flux coordinates discussed are
graphically shown in Fig. 1. In these coordinates, the GK Vlasov equation
[11] is given by

∂F

∂t
+ ṙ

∂F

∂r
+ θ̇

∂F

∂θ
+ ζ̇

∂F

∂ζ
+ v̇∥

∂F

∂v∥
= 0, (1)

which is a hyperbolic equation. The GK quasi-neutrality equation [12] is
given by

−c1δϕ+

∫
d3v

(
c1
n0

F

)
⟨⟨δϕ⟩⟩ga − c2(δϕ− ⟨δϕ⟩FA) = −eiρi,gy, (2)

with c1 =
e2in0

Ti
, c2 =

e2n0

Te
, ⟨·⟩FA the magnetic surface averaged operator and

⟨·⟩ga the gyro-average operator. Here n0 is both the equilibrium ion density
and the equilibrium electron density, mi is the ion mass. Ti and ei are the ion
temperature and charge, respectively; Te and e are the electron temperature
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and charge, respectively. In the long-wavelength approximation, the GK
quasi-neutrality equation becomes the Poisson-like (elliptic) equation [12]

∇ · (c0∇⊥δϕ)− c1(δϕ− ⟨δϕ⟩FA) = −eiρi,gy, (3)

with c0 = n0mi

B2
0

and B0 the magnetic field at the magnetic axis. When

approaching the magnetic axis, r → 0, and r can be understood as the usual
minor radius. On a minor cross section, the transformation from magnetic
flux coordinates (r, θ) to cylindrical coordinates (R,Z) near the magnetic
axis is given by

R−R0 = x = r cos θ, (4)

Z = y = r sin θ,

where (R−R0, Z) are essentially the Cartesian coordinates (x, y), and (r, θ)
are essentially the polar coordinates. So the difficulties in the GK simulation
at the magnetic axis are essentially the pole problems at the polar axis. When
Eq. (3) is numerically solved with r → 0, θ̇ → ∞ is a singular term. This is
Problem (i) in the GK Vlasov (hyperbolic) equation. The inner boundary at
the magnetic axis in Eq. (3) is Problem (ii) in the Poisson (elliptic) equation.
To include the magnetic axis in the GK simulation, we are forced to solve
these problems.

In previous GK simulations, the magnetic axis is usually excluded from
the simulation domain in global GK simulations [13, 14, 15]. Recently, sev-
eral GK codes, such as ORB5 [16], GT5D [17] and GKNET [18], are updated
to include the magnetic axis. To avoid Problem (i) in the GK Vlasov equa-
tion, cylindrical coordinates are used to avoid computing the singular terms
in these codes [16, 17, 18]. However, abandoning the use of magnetic flux
coordinates leads to a lower computational efficiency [16]. For Problem (ii),
one of the methods is to use a numerical inner boundary condition. Different
kinds of inner boundary conditions at the magnetic axis are applied in GK
codes. A regular condition δϕ(r = 0, θ, ζ) = δϕ(r = 0, θ = 0, ζ) is used in
ORB5 [16]; a zero boundary condition at both inner and outer boundaries is
used in GTC [19]; a natural boundary condition is used in GT5D [17] at the
magnetic axis.

The NLT code [20, 21] evolves the perturbed distribution function δf
along the equilibrium orbit by using the characteristic line method and takes
account of the perturbation effects by using the numerical Lie transform
[22, 23]. Recently, the NLT code has been updated to include the magnetic
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axis [24], by evolving δf at the magnetic axis in terms of the cylindrical coor-
dinates; in solving the Poisson equation in terms of the magnetic coordinates,
the inner boundary condition is avoided by using the Gauss’s theorem.

In this paper, a new computational method to solve pole problems is
proposed. It is found that the value of a scalar function at the polar axis
is predicted by its neighbouring values based on the continuity condition.
Problem (i) and Problem (ii) are systematically solved by this continuity
condition. The proposed method is applied to the global GK simulation of
a tokamak fusion plasma, with the magnetic axis included.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the
discretization form of the continuity condition at the polar axis is presented.
In Section 3, the application of the proposed method in GK simulation for a
tokamak torus is presented. In Section 4, numerical results near the magnetic
axis are presented. Finally, the conclusion is presented in Section 5

2. Discretization form of the continuity condition at the polar axis

In this section, the continuity condition at the origin in the Cartesian
coordinates and in the polar coordinates is discussed, and its discretization
form at the polar axis is presented.

2.1. Continuity condition at the origin in the Cartesian coordinates and in
the polar coordinates

The functions to be solved in the hyperbolic equation and the elliptic
equation discussed here are physically observable scalars. These equations
in mathematical physics can be written in any coordinates. To proceed our
discussion, we introduce a fundamental assumption.

Any physical observable scalars g(P ) are C∞ in the Euclidean space, with
P the space point.

This fundamental assumption shall be referred to as the ”continuity con-
dition”.

Following the fundamental assumption, one finds that in the Cartesian
coordinates, the function g(x, y), which is of interest, is C∞ at the origin. So
it can be Taylor expanded, to any desired accuracy, around the origin

g(x, y) =
∞∑
j=0

∞∑
k=0

1

(j + k)!

(
j + k

j

)
aj,kx

jyk, (5)
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with aj,k =
∂j+kg
∂jx∂ky

and
(
j+k
j

)
= (j+k)!

j!k!
.

In different coordinates, the value of a scalar quantity at the same space
point should be invariant. Transforming from the Cartesian to the polar
coordinates (by using Eq. (4)), one finds that Eq. (5) can be written as

ĝ(r, θ) =
∞∑

m=−∞

(
∞∑
l=0

A(l)
m r

2l

)(
r|m|eimθ

)
, (6)

where we have regrouped terms with the same poloidal Fourier number m to-
gether. The expression of the coefficient A

(l)
m in terms of aj,k is not important

in the following.
The series expansion shown in Eq. (6) has been obtained in the previous

literature [25, 26]. Lewis [25] derived Eq. (6) from the symmetry constraint
in polar coordinates and the regularity constraint in Cartesian coordinates.
Eisen et al. [26] proved that Eq. (6) could be derived from the regularity
condition in the Cartesian coordinates.

We point that Eq. (5) is the representation of the fundamental assump-
tion of continuity condition in Cartesian coordinates, while Eq. (6) is its
representation in the polar coordinates.

Eq. (6) can be written as ĝ(r, θ) =
∑∞

m=−∞ ĝm(r)e
imθ, with

ĝm(r) = r|m|
∞∑
l=0

A(l)
m r

2l. (7)

It is clearly seen from Eq. (7) that powers of r in ĝm(r) are not smaller
than |m|, and that ĝm(r) is an even (odd) function when m is an even (odd)
number, which is the symmetry condition [25].

2.2. Discretization form at the polar axis

The continuity condition can be used to construct the numerical solution
at the polar axis without solving the PDEs directly. According to Eq. (7),
only the m = 0 component is nonzero at the polar axis, i.e., ĝ(0, θ) = ĝ0(0).
ĝ0(0) can be predicted by the continuity condition. In the neighbourhood of
the polar axis, one finds from Eq. (7) that

ĝ0(r) = A
(0)
0 + A

(1)
0 r2 + · · · , (8)
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where the truncation error is consistent with the error of the second-order
central difference. Coefficients in Eq. (8) are calculated from the ĝ0 at the
grid points off the polar axis, which reads{

A
(0)
0 + A

(1)
0 ∆r2 = ĝ0(∆r),

A
(0)
0 + 4A

(1)
0 ∆r2 = ĝ0(2∆r),

(9)

with ∆r = rb/(Nr − 1), rb the outer radial boundary and Nr the number of
radial grid points. The uniform radial grid points are given by rj = (j−1)∆r,
with j = 1, 2, · · · , Nr. Solving Eq. (9) gives

ĝ0(0) = A
(0)
0 =

4

3
ĝ0(∆r)−

1

3
ĝ0(2∆r). (10)

The above equation can be written in the dicretization form,

ĝ(0, θ) =
4

3

Nθ∑
k=1

ĝ(∆r, θk)−
1

3

Nθ∑
k=1

ĝ(2∆r, θk), (11)

with θk = −π+(k− 1)∆θ, ∆θ = 2π/Nθ and Nθ the number of θ grid points.
We note that Eq. (11) is the dicretization form of the continuity condition

at the polar axis.
Fig. (2) shows the grid points used in Eq. (11), which indicates that tha

value of a scalar function at the polar axis can be predicted by its average
value in the neighbouring area. Therefore, Eq. (11) can be referred to as the
”mean value theorem”.

In solving the elliptic (Poisson-like) equation, Eq. (11) serves as the nu-
merical inner boundary condition. This inner boundary condition is just de-
rived from the continuity condition without any other additional assumptions
(Problem (ii)); we note that the pole is not a boundary from the viewpoint
of geometry or physics. In solving the hyperbolic (GK Vlasov) equation, the
scalar function to be solved for at the polar axis can be predicted by the mean
value theorem, without solving the hyperbolic equation itself directly at the
pole; this method avoids the numerical treatment of the 1/r singularity term
(Problem (i)).

Problems (i) and (ii) are solved above. The factor r|m| in Eq. (6) indicates
that the numerical error of the low-order FDM near the pole may be serious;
this is Problem (iii) in numerically solving PDEs at the pole, especially when
there are high m components in the system. To illustrate this problem, we
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Figure 2: Predicting a scalar function at the polar axis by using the function’s average
value on the neighbouring points.

evaluate the numerical error in using second-order central difference method
to evaluate the ∂rĝm, with ĝm(r) = r|m|.

∂ĝm
∂r

=
(rj +∆r)|m| − (rj −∆r)|m|

2∆r
≈ |m|r|m|−1

j + C3
|m|

(
∆r

rj

)2

r
|m|−1
j . (12)

The relative error is estimated to be

η =
(m− 1)(m− 2)

3!

(
∆r

rj

)2

, (13)

which indicates that a larger m will dramatically increase the η. Particularly,
when m > 4, the relative error at r = r2 becomes η > 1 and the numerical
error is intolerable. To solve Problem (iii), one way is to use the Pade schemes
[9] to calculate the radial derivatives. However, the change from the explicit
to the implicit scheme significantly reduces the computation efficiency by an
order of 1/Nr.

Here we propose that the mean value theorem can be generalized to solve
Problem (iii). Eq. (7) can be written as

ĝm(r) = r|m| (A(0)
m + A(1)

m r2 + · · ·
)
, (14)
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which can be numerically evaluated at rj− and rj+ (j+ = j− + 1) as{
A

(0)
m r

|m|
j−

+ A
(1)
m r

|m|+2
j−

= ĝm(rj−),

A
(0)
m r

|m|
j+

+ A
(1)
m r

|m|+2
j+

= ĝm(rj+).
(15)

Using ĝ(rj− , θ) and ĝ(rj+ , θ), one finds ĝm(r−) and ĝm(r+); using Eq. (15), one
finds the coefficients in Eq. (14), which shall be used to predict ĝ(r < rj− , θ).

By writing A
(0)
m , A

(1)
m solved in Eq. (15) as A

(0)
m (j−), A

(1)
m (j−) respectively, one

obtains

ĝ(rj, θk) =

Nθ
2∑

m=−Nθ
2

r
|m|
j

[
A(0)
m (j−) + A(1)

m (j−)
]
eimθk , j < j−. (16)

This method can be understood as the ”generalized mean value theorem”,
and the mean value theorem is the j− = 2 case.

To solve Problem (iii) by using the generalized mean value theorem, we
solve the PDE by using the FDM when r ≥ rj− , and the values of the function
to be solved in the domain r < rj− is predicted by Eq. (14). According to
Eq. (13), the numerical error of the low-order FDM decreases quickly with r
increasing. Note that the truncation error of Eq. (14) quickly decreases when
approaching the pole. Therefore, j− should be chosen to be large enough to
keep a small FDM error and small enough to keep a small truncation error.
In practice, for a system containing m ≤ 6 components near the pole, j− = 5
can be chosen to find a good enough numerical solution, as will be discussed
in Section 4.

3. Application in the gyrokientic simulation for a tokamak torus

In a global GK code, the field-aligned coordinates X = (r(ψT ), α, θ) are
used to improve the computational efficiency, with α = qθ − ζ and q the
safety factor. As is mentioned in Section 1, when approaching the magnetic
axis, r → 0, and r can be understood as the usual minor radius, so there
is no difference to discuss the radial series expansions of a poloidal Fourier
component shown in Eq. (7) in these coordinates. However, the θ direction
is along with the field line, and the scalar function is not periodic in this
direction. To implement the proposed method, a scalar function h in the field-
aligned coordinates need to be transformed to the magnetic flux coordinates.
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For each toroidal mode hn, the transformation is given by

h̄n(r, θ) = hn(r, θ)e
inq(r)θ, (17)

where ·̄ represents a scalar function in the magnetic flux coordinates. h̄n
is periodic in the θ direction and can be written in the Fourier series, which
reads

h̄n(r, θ) =

m0+
Nθ
2∑

m=m0−
Nθ
2

h̄n,m(r)e
imθ, (18)

with m0 = [nq]; [nq] is the nearest integer around nq. According to Eqs.
(16) and (17), the generalized mean value theorem with a given j− in the
field-aligned coordinates is given by

hn(rj, θk) = e−inq(rj)θk
m0+

Nθ
2∑

m=m0−
Nθ
2

r
|m|
j

[
A(0)
n,m(rj−) + A(1)

n,m(rj−)r
2
j

]
eimθk ,

j < j−, (19)

where coefficients A
(0)
n,m(rj−), A

(1)
n,m(rj−) are calculated from Eq. (15) by re-

placing ĝm(rj−), ĝm(rj+) with h̄n,m(rj−), h̄n,m(rj+). hn can be either the per-
turbed electrostatic potential δϕn or the distribution function δfn, since the
dependence of the scalar function on the phase space coordinates will not
affect our discussion.

The generalized mean value theorem in the field-align coordinates shown
in Eq. (19) is applied to the global GK code NLT [20], which evolves
the perturbed ion distribution function δf(r, α, θ, v∥, µ) = F (r, α, θ, v∥, µ) −
F0(r, θ, v∥, µ) along the equilibrium orbit by using the characteristic line
method and takes account of the perturbation effects by using the numerical
Lie transform [22, 23]. Here F0 is the equilibrium ion distribution function
set as a local Maxwellian distribution. The adiabatic electron assumption
is used. The field-align coordinates have been applied to NLT [21]. The
application of the generalized mean value theorem in solving the GK Vlasov
equation and the GK quasi-neutrality equation in NLT will be presented in
Sections 3.1 and 3.2. In Appendix A and Appendix B, a Rosenbluth–Hinton
(R-H) test and a set of linear ITG simulations away from the magnetic axis
are presented as benchmarks for NLT using the new numerical treatment at
the magnetic axis.
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3.1. Application in solving the GK Vlasov euqation in NLT

In solving the GK Vlasov equation, firstly, δf(r ≥ rj−) is solved by using
the characteristic line method and the numerical Lie transform [20, 21] in
the usual way. Then δf(r < rj−) is predicted by using δf(r = rj−) and
δf(r = rj+). As is shown in Eq. (18), the range of m is dependent on n,
therefore, δf(r < rj−) is solved by predicting each toroidal mode δfn(r <
rj−). Decomposing δf into different toroidal modes gives

δf(r, α, θ, v∥, µ) =

Nα
2∑

n=−Nα
2

δfn(r, θ, v∥, µ)e
inα, (20)

with Nα the number of α grid points. To calculate the coefficients used to
predict δfn(r < rj−), the poloidal Fourier series expansion of each δfn is
given by

δf̄n(r, θ, v∥, µ) =

m0+
Nθ
2∑

m=m0−
Nθ
2

δf̄n,m(r, v∥, µ)e
imθ, (21)

with δf̄n = δfne
inqθ. According to Eq. (19), δfn(r < rj−) is predicted by

δfn(rj, θk, v∥, µ) = e−inq(rj)θk
m0+

Nθ
2∑

m=m0−
Nθ
2

r
|m|
j

[
C(0)
n,m(rj−) + C(1)

n,m(rj−)r
2
j

]
eimθk ,

j < j−,
(22)

where coefficients C
(0)
n,m(rj−), C

(1)
n,m(rj−) are calculated from Eq. (15) by re-

placing ĝm(rj−), ĝm(rj+) with δf̄n,m(rj−), δf̄n,m(rj+). δf(r < rj−) is calculated
by using Eq. (20) with δfn(r < rj−) predicted by the generalized mean value
theorem.

Note that, in nonlinear simulation, the Fourier series expansions used in
Eqs. (20) and (21) has already been computed in the nonlinear filtering mod-
ule. Therefore, to apply the generalized mean value theorem, we just need
to compute Eq. (22). Previously, NLT [24] solved δf at the magnetic axis in
the cylindrical coordinates to avoid Problem (i). One of the advantages of
using the generalized mean value theorem is that it provides the numerical
solutions of the GK Vlasov equation and the GK quasi-neutrality equation,
with the numerical errors consistent with each other.
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3.2. Application in solving the GK quasi-neutrality equation in NLT

The perturbed electrostatic potential is decomposed into different toroidal
modes in solving the GK quasi-neutrality equation, which reads

δϕ(r, α, θ) =

Nα
2∑

n=−Nα
2

δϕn(r, θ)e
inα (23)

In the ITG simulation, the maximum m near the magnetic axis is dependent
on the toroidal mode number n, since m− nq is usually a small number.

For n ̸= 0 modes, the long-wavelength approximation is not applied to
the GK quasi-neutrality equation, and δϕn̸=0 is solved by Eq. (2), which is
not a PDE. For n ̸= 0, Eq. (2) can be solved iteratively,

(c1 + c2)δϕ
it+1
n = eiρi,gy,n +

∫
d3v

(
c1
n0

F

)〈〈
δϕitn

〉〉
ga
, (24)

where it is the iteration number.
Although solving Eq. (24) is untroubled by Problem (ii), the generalized

mean value method is used to achieve a numerical solution whose numerical
error is consistent with δfn. Firstly, the poloidal Fourier series expansion of
each toroidal mode is given by

δϕ̄n(r, θ) =

m0+
Nθ
2∑

m=m0−
Nθ
2

δϕ̄n,m(r)e
imθ, (25)

with δϕ̄n = δϕne
inqθ. Then δϕn(r < rj−) can be predicted by

δϕn(rj, θk) = e−inq(rj)θk
m0+

Nθ
2∑

m=m0−
Nθ
2

r
|m|
j

[
D(0)
n,m(rj−) +D(1)

n,m(rj−)r
2
j

]
eimθk ,

j < j−, (26)

where coefficients D
(0)
n,m(rj−), D

(1)
n,m(rj−) are calculated from Eq. (15) by re-

placing ĝm(rj−), ĝm(rj+) with δϕ̄n,m(rj−), δϕ̄n,m(rj+).
Therefore, in solving Eq. (2) with n ̸= 0, we compute δϕit+1

n (r ≥ rj−) by
using Eq. (24), and predict δϕit+1

n (r < rj−) by using Eq. (26).
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For the n = 0 mode, the long-wavelength approximation is usually sat-
isfied. Therefore, δϕ0 is solved by Eq. (3), which is a Poisson-like equation.
The mean value theorem (j− = 2) is used to provide the inner boundary
condition at the magnetic axis; the reason we choose j− = 2 here is that
there is no high m components in the n = 6 mode. The outer boundary
condition is given by

δϕNr,k
0 = 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , Nθ, (27)

with ϕj,k0 = ϕ0(rj, θk). By integrating both sides of Eq. (3) with
∫
drdθJX

and using the second-order central difference scheme, we obtain∫
Vj,k

drdθJX∇ · (c0∇⊥δϕ0) =

j+1∑
j′=j−1

k+1∑
k′=k−1

αj
′,k′

j,k δϕj
′,k′

0 , (28a)

∫
Vj,k

drdθJXc1 (δϕ0 − ⟨δϕ⟩FA) = βj,kj,kδϕ
j,k
0 −

Nθ∑
k′=1

νj,k
′

j,k δϕ
j,k′

0 , (28b)∫
Vj,k

drdθJXeiρi,gy,0 = σj,kj,kρ
j,k
i,gy,0, (28c)

where JX is the space Jacobian, Vj,k = [rj − 1
2
∆r, rj +

1
2
∆r]× [θk− 1

2
∆θ, θk+

1
2
∆θ] is the integral domain. The coefficients αj

′,k′

j,k , βj,kj,k , ν
j,k′

j,k , σ
j,k
j,k are shown

in Appendix C. According to Eqs. (28a)-(28c), the numerical equations at
grid points (rj, θk) are given by

j+1∑
j′=j−1

k+1∑
k′=k−1

αj
′,k′

j,k δϕj
′,k′

0 − βj,kj,kδϕ
j,k
0 +

Nθ∑
k′=1

νj,k
′

j,k δϕ
j,k′

0 = −σj,kj,kρ
j,k
i,gy,0, (29)

where the integer indices are given by

j = 2, 3, · · · , Nr − 1

k = 1, 2, · · · , Nθ.

Note that Eq. (29) is not defined at the magnetic axis. To obtain a unique
solution (the number of equations is equal to that of variables), the numerical
equations at the magnetic axis are provided by the mean value theorem,
which reads

δϕ1,k
0 =

4

3

Nθ∑
k′=1

δϕ2,k′

0 − 1

3

Nθ∑
k′=1

δϕ3,k′

0 , k = 1, 2, · · · , Nθ. (30)
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By combining Eqs. (27), (29) and (30), we obtain full numerical equations
to solve δϕ0. Therefore, Eq. (30) can be understood as an inner boundary
condition.

4. NLT simulation results including the magnetic axis

In this section, numerical results of the R-H test and the linear ITG
simulation near the magnetic axis are presented for verification. Firstly, the
n = 0 R-H test with j− = 2 is presented. Then the GK simulation result of
the n > 0 ITG mode with different j− are presented.

4.1. R-H test

According to Ref. [27], an initial perturbed temperature will drive the
electrostatic potential that balances it. This provides a convenient test for
the radial force balance equation, which reads

δEr + δuθBT − δuζBP − δp′i
n0ei

= 0, (31)

with δEr the perturbed radial electric field, δuθ the perturbed poloidal flow,
δuζ the perturbed toroidal flow, BP the poloidal magnetic field, BT the
toroidal magnetic field, δpi = n0δTi and δTi the perturbed temperature.
Here the prime represents the radial derivative. δuζ , δEr and δpi are directly
given by the simulation results, while the δuθ is calculated from Eq. (31).

The simulation parameters are set as: B0 = 2.00T, the major radius
R0 = 1.65m, the minor radius a = 0.40m. To avoid profile effects, the test
is carried out in the radial homogeneous plasma, with equilibrium profiles
T0i = 1keV, τe ≡ T0e/T0i = 1, n0 = 1019m−3, q = 1.2. The initial perturbed
ion distribution function is given by

δf =

(
w

T0i
− 3

2

)
δTi
T0i

F0, (32)

with w the kinetic energy. Eq. (32) gives the initial source as an ion heating
impulse without density and parallel momentum input. The initial perturbed
temperature is set as

δTi(r)

T0i
= 1.7× 10−3 exp

(
− r2

∆2
δT

)
, (33)
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Figure 3: Different terms in the radial force balance equation.

with ∆δT = 0.25a. The ∆δT is large enough to make the radial structure
of δTi wider than the banana width of a trapped particle whose velocity
approaching vti near the magnetic axis. Although T0i is radial homogeneous,
vti is defined as vti =

√
2T0i(r0)/mi, with r0 = 0. The simulation results are

shown in Fig. 3. It can be seen that the pressure gradient is well balanced
with the radial electric field.

4.2. Linear ITG simulation

The ITG mode tends to be more stable near the magnetic axis where the
magnetic shear, ŝ = q

r
dq
dr
, is weaker. So, these tests are carried out with the

internal transport barrier (ITB) like profiles for a relative high ITG growth
rate near the magnetic axis. The main parameter are set as: B0 = 2.10T,
R0 = 1.67m, a = 0.67m. Equilibrium profiles are based on the ITB data in
DIII-D [28]. They are set as

q(r) = 1.10 + 7.79
(r
a

)2
− 17.71

(r
a

)3
+ 13.46

(r
a

)4
, (34a)

n0i(r) = 1.25− 1.25
(r
a

)2
+ 0.50

(r
a

)3
, (34b)

T0i(r) = −1

2
tanh

(
r2 − r2m
∆2
T

)
+ 1, (34c)

with ∆T = 0.15a, rm = 10−4a, T0i(r0) = 3keV and n0i(r0) = 2 × 1019m3.
Details of equilibrium profiles are shown in Fig. 4. Moreover, an equilibrium
radial electric field E0r that balances the equilibrium pressure gradient is
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applied. The simulation domain are r/a ∈ [0, 0.9], θ ∈ [−π, π], α ∈ [0, 2π],

v∥/vti ∈ [3, 3], µB0/T0i(r0) = [0, 9]. Grid numbers are
(
Nr, Nα, Nθ, Nv∥ , Nµ

)
=

(200, 142, 16, 64, 16). µ is discretized according to the Gauss-Legendre for-
mula, while the other variables are discretized uniformly.

The mode structure of the toroidal mode n = 6, which is one of the most
unstable modes, on a minor cross section is shown in Fig. 5. It is a typical
toroidal mode structure that balloons on the weak field side. On the strong
field side, the balloon structure disappears and the amplitude of the mode is
much weaker.

The eigenfunctions of the m/n = 6/6 harmonics |δϕ6,6| for different j−
near the magnetic axis are shown in Fig. 6. For j− = 2, 3, 4, 5, |δϕ6,6|/r6 are
convergent. The |δϕ6,6|/r6 for j− = 2, 3 are not as good as those for j− = 4, 5,
which is consistent with the numerical relative error η of the second-order
central difference at j− shown in Table 1; η for j− = 2, 3 are much larger
than those for j− = 4, 5. However, the difference of |δϕ6,6| for different j− is
not observable, since they are close to 0 when approaching the magnetic axis;
this can also be seen from Pj− shown in Table 1. For j− = 2, 3, |δϕ6,6(rj−)| is
smaller than |δϕ6,6(r10)| by an order of 5× 10−4. The the linear growth rates
and real frequencies for different j− shown in Table 1 are almost the same,
which is due to the reason that |δϕ6,6| are consistent with each other. This
indicates that to have a small error of δϕn,m/r

|m| is a too strict requirement.
Clearly, to solve Problems (i) and (ii), one can use the mean value theo-

rem [Eq. (11)]. The generalized mean value theorem [Eq. (16)] can be used
to solve Problem (iii); however, according to the above discussions, even with
j− = 2, which corresponds to use the mean value theorem, the eigenvalue can
be correctly computed, since the eigenfunction is nearly zero when approach-
ing the magnetic axis. This suggests that to solve Problem (iii) is a too strict
requirement. Therefore, one concludes that the mean value theorem is good
enough in practical applications.

5. Conclusion

We have proposed a new computational method to solve the hyperbolic
(such as the GK Vlasov) equation coupled to the elliptic (such as the Poisson-
like) equation with the polar axis included. We have proved the mean value
theorem, which indicates that the value of a scalar function at the polar axis
can be predicted by the average of its neighbouring values, based on the con-
tinuity condition. This mean value theorem [Eq. (11)], which is understood
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Figure 4: Equilibrium profiles used in the linear ITG simulation near the magnetic axis.

Figure 5: Mode structure of δϕ with n = 6.

j− γ (R0/vti) ω (R0/vti) η at rj− Pj−
2 0.219 1.816 333.3% 6.6× 10−4

3 0.219 1.816 83.3% 5.0× 10−4

4 0.219 1.816 37.0% 3.9× 10−3

5 0.219 1.801 20.8% 1.9× 10−2

Table 1: Linear growth rates, real frequencies, the numerical relative error η of the second-
order central difference method at rj− , and Pj− = δϕ6,6(rj−)/δϕ6,6(r10), for different j−.
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Figure 6: Eigenfunctions computed. Solid lines: |δϕ6,6|; dashed lines: |δϕ6,6|/r6.
|δϕ6,6|/r6 at r1 and r2 for j− = 2 are 466.6 and 349.4, which are not plotted here.

as the discretization form of the continuity condition, systematically solves
the pole problems including the problem of singular factor 1/r in the hyper-
bolic equation and the problem of inner boundary condition in the elliptic
equation. Moreover, the severe numerical error of low-order finite-difference
schemes near the polar axis can be solved by using the generalized mean value
theorem; however, we found that the mean value theorem is good enough in
practical computation, since it can correctly compute the eigenvalue, due to
the fact that the eigenfunction of high m mode quickly goes to zero when
approaching the polar axis.

The proposed method is applied in the global GK simulation of fusion
plasmas in a tokamak torus, with the magnetic axis included. In the n = 0
R-H test, an initial perturbed temperature drives the electrostatic potential
that balances it, which is consistent with the theoretical prediction. In the
n = 6 linear ITG simulation, convergent eigenvalue and eigenfunction are
obtained.

Although the application in the GK simulation is only discussed here for
the NLT code, which is base on the numerical Lie-transform, the proposed
method can also be applied in an Eulerian GK code or a particle-in-cell GK
code.
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Appendix A. R-H test away from the magnetic axis

The R-H test of NLT has been performed in Ref. [20, 24]. In this section,
a R-H test away from the magnetic axis is performed as a benchmark for
the NLT using the new computational method to treat the magnetic axis.
Parameters are set as following: magnetic field at the axis B0 = 1.50T, major
radius R0 = 1.25m, minor radius a = 0.45m. To avoid the phase mixing effect
[29], the test is carried out in radial homogeneous plasma, with equilibrium
profiles q = 1.2, T0i = 0.15keV, τe ≡ T0e/T0i = 1. The initial perturbation is
given in the form of a radial perturbed density

δni(r)

n0(r)
=

{
10−5 sin

(
r−ra
rb−ra

)
, r ∈ [ra, rb]

0, else
(A.1)

with δni the perturbed density, ra = 0.4a, rb = 0.6a. The radial simulation
domain is [0, 0.85a], which particularly includes the magnetic axis.

By taking account of the geodesic acoustic mode (GAM) oscillations, the
collisionless damping and the residual flow [30], the m = n = 0 component
of perturbed radial electric field is expected to behave as

δEr(t)

δEr(0)
= RF + (1−RF )e

−γgt cos (ωgt) (A.2)

where RF = 1/ (1 + 1.6q2/
√
ϵ) is the residual flow, ϵ = r/R0 is inverse aspect-

ratio, ωg and γg are theoretical frequency and damping rate [31, 32], respec-
tively. Fig. A.7 shows the time evolution of perturbed radial electric field at
r0 = 0.5a. The normalized unit of speed is defined as vti =

√
(2T0i(r0)/mi).

The oscillation frequency, collisionless damping rate and residual flow all
agree with the theoretical values.

Appendix B. Linear ITG simulations away from the magnetic axis

The linear ITG tests of NLT have been performed in Ref. [20, 24]. In this
section, a set of linear ITG mode tests are performed to benchmark the NLT,
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Figure A.7: Time evolution of perturbed radial electric field at r0

which uses the new computational method to treat the magnetic axis, against
another global GK code. These tests are carried out with the Cyclone Base
Case (CBC) [33] parameters: B0 = 1.90T, R0 = 1.67m, a = 0.60m. The q
profile is set as

q(r) = 0.854 + 2.4045
(r
a

)2
(B.1)

with q0 ≡ q(r0) = 1.455, r0 = 0.5. The initial ion temperature and density
profile are set as

Â(r) =
A(r)

A(r0)
= exp

[
−κA

a

R0

∆A tanh

(
r − r0
a

)]
, (B.2)

where A can be chosen as either T0i or n0i, and T0i(r0) = 1.97keV, n0i =
1019m3, ∆A = 0.30, κn ≡ R0/Ln = 2.23, κT = 6.96. Ln and LT are the
scale length of density and ion temperature, respectively. Here, τe = 1 is
assumed. A comparison of linear ITG frequency and growth rate between
different codes are shown in Fig. B.8. The dimensionless number kθρi is used
to represent the toroidal mode number, where kθ is defined by kθ = nq0/r0.
There are good agreements between simulation results of two codes.
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Figure B.8: Comparison of linear ITG frequency (a) and growth rate (b) between GENE
and NLT.
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Appendix C. Coefficients in the discretized n = 0 GK quasi-
neutrality equation

The coefficient αj
′,k′

j,k , with j ≥ 2, is given by

αj
′,k′

j,k =



1
4
Λ
j+ 1

2
,k

rθ + 1
4
Λ
j,k+ 1

2
θr , j′ = j + 1, k′ = k + 1,

∆θ
∆r

Λ
j+ 1

2
,k

rr + 1
4
Λ
j,k+ 1

2
θr − 1

4
Λ
j,k− 1

2
θr , j′ = j + 1, k′ = k,

−1
4
Λ
j+ 1

2
,k

rθ − 1
4
Λ
j,k− 1

2
θr , j′ = j + 1, k′ = k − 1,

1
4
Λ
j+ 1

2
,k

rθ − 1
4
Λ
j− 1

2
,k

rθ + ∆r
∆θ

Λ
j,k+ 1

2
θθ , j′ = j, k′ = k + 1

−∆θ
∆r

Λ
j+ 1

2
,k

rr − ∆θ
∆r

Λ
j− 1

2
,k

rr − ∆r
∆θ

Λ
j,k+ 1

2
θθ

−∆r
∆θ

Λ
j,k− 1

2
θθ , j′ = j, k′ = k

−1
4
Λ
j+ 1

2
,k

rθ + 1
4
Λ
j− 1

2
,k

rθ + ∆r
∆θ

Λ
j,k− 1

2
θθ , j′ = j, k′ = k − 1

−1
4
Λ
j− 1

2
,k

rθ − 1
4
Λ
j,k+ 1

2
rθ , j′ = j − 1, k′ = k + 1

−∆θ
∆r

Λ
j− 1

2
,k

rr − 1
4
Λ
j,k+ 1

2
θr + 1

4
Λ
j,k− 1

2
θr , j′ = j − 1, k′ = k,

1
4
Λ
j− 1

2
,k

rθ + 1
4
Λ
j,k− 1

2
θr , j′ = j − 1, k′ = k − 1,

(C.1)

where Λj,kab represents
[
c0JXg

ab
]j,k

and [·]j,k represents the value at the (rj, θk).
Here, the metric coefficient gab is defined as

gab =

{
∇θ · ∇θ −

(
∂rψ
JB

)2
, a = b = θ

∇a · ∇b, else,
(C.2)

where ψ is the poloidal magnetic flux. The coefficient βj,kj,k , with j ≥ 2, is
given by

βj,kj,k = ∆r∆θ [c1JX ]
j,k . (C.3)
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The coefficient νj,k
′

j,k , with j ≥ 2, is given by

νj,k
′

j,k = ∆r∆θ [c1JX ]
j,k [JX ]

j,k′∑Nθ

k′′=1 [JX ]
j,k′′

, k′ = 1, 2, · · · , Nθ. (C.4)

The coefficient σj,kj,k , with j ≥ 2, is given by

σj,kj,k = ∆r∆θei [JX ]
j,k . (C.5)
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