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We have developed a hybrid code GMEC: Gyro-kinetic Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) Energetic-particle Code that
can numerically simulate energetic particle-driven Alfvén eigenmodes and energetic particle transport in tokamak plas-
mas. In order to resolve the Alfvén eigenmodes with high toroidal numbers effectively, the field-aligned coordinates
and meshes are adopted. The extended MHD equations are solved with five-points finite difference method and fourth
order Runge-Kutta method. The gyrokinetic equations are solved by particle-in-cell (PIC) method for the perturbed en-
ergetic particle pressures that are coupled into the MHD equations. Up to now, a simplified version of the hybrid code
has been completed with several successful verifications including linear simulations of toroidal Alfvén eigenmodes

and reversed shear Alfvén eigenmodes.

I. INTRODUCTION

In burning plasmas, how to confine energetic particles (EP)
including alpha particles is very important for future fusion
reactors such as International Thermonuclear Experimental
Reactor (ITER) and China Fusion Engineering Test Reactor
(CFETR), since EPs are key for heating bulk plasma to attain
ignition and high energy gain. Unfortunately, the EP charac-
teristic orbit frequencies are comparable to the shear Alfvén
wave frequencies in tokamaks. As a result, collective Alfvén
eigenmode (AE) instabilities can be excited via wave-particle
resonant interaction, leading to anomalous EP transport' .
The EP transport can affect plasma equilibrium, MHD stabil-
ity, bulk plasma transport, plasma heating and current drive.
Due to the strong nonlinear coupling of EPs with bulk plas-
mas, it is necessary to develop advanced numerical simula-
tion tools to investigate the underlying physics of EP-driven
instabilities and EP transport.

There are different physical models to which different im-
plementations can be applied in numerical simulations. For
instance, perturbative eigenvalue code NOVA-K solves ideal
MHD equations and evaluates the wave-particle interaction
by employing the quadratic form with the perturbed distri-
bution function of EPs obtained from the gyrokinetic (GK)
equations®. Similar codes include CAS3D-K®, AE3D-K’
and VENUS?. The non-perturbative methods can be classified
into two main categories, GK model and kinetic-MHD hy-
brid model. For the former one, typical GK PIC initial value
codes include GTC*!?, GEM!!, ORB5'? and EUTERPE'",
and there are also Eulerian GK solvers such as GENE'* and
GYRO!>!®. However, in order to study the AEs driven by
EPs, the kinetic-MHD hybrid model seems to be more pop-
ular, because the hybrid approach requires significantly less
simulation time while retaining the essential physics of wave-
particle resonant interaction. The widely used hybrid codes
include MEGA'!7, M3D-K'$19, NIMROD?’, HMGC?!, CLT-
K?? and M3D-C1-K?3. In these hybrid codes, bulk plasmas

are described by reduced or full MHD equations in cylinder
coordinates or toroidal flux coordinates. Spatial discretiza-
tion methods include finite difference, finite element. Time
advance can be explicit such as prediction-correction and
Runge-Kutta methods, semi-implicit or fully implicit. Some
codes use Fourier decompositions in poloidal and/or toroidal
directions. EPs are taken into account by solving the drift-
kinetic (DK) or GK equations via PIC methods, and corre-
sponding distribution function can be calculated by full f or
8f method®*. And EPs are coupled into MHD equations
through pressure or current coupling schemes!'8.

We have developed a new hybrid code GMEC that can nu-
merically simulate AEs driven by EPs in fusion plasmas. The
ultimate goal of this work is to develop a highly efficient hy-
brid code that can be used to simulate alpha particle-driven
Alfvén instabilities and alpha particle transport in burning
plasmas. In the GMEC code, electrons are treated as a fluid,
EPs and thermal ions are described by GK model, and the cou-
pled set of hybrid equations is solved as an initial value prob-
lem. The magnetic-field-aligned coordinates and meshes are
adopted to resolve the AEs with high toroidal numbers effec-
tively. The MHD equations are solved with five-points finite
difference method for spatial discretization in all three direc-
tions and fourth order Runge-Kutta method for time advance.
The GK equations are solved by PIC method with multi-point
gyro-averaging scheme. The perturbed distribution functions
for EPs and thermal ions are solved by the 0 f method and
are used to compute the perturbed EP and thermal pressures
that are coupled into the MHD equations. Up to now, a sim-
plified version of the hybrid code has been completed with
several verifications and benchmarks including (1) linear sim-
ulations of the n = 3 toroidal Alfvén eigenmode (TAE) with-
out FLR effect of EPs in an analytical circular equilibrium,
and then in the corresponding VMEC? numerical equilib-
rium, where n is the toroidal mode number. The results of
GMEC agree well with the results of M3D-K code, (2) lin-
ear simulations of the n = 6 TAE with and without FLR ef-
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fect of EPs. The growth rate and mode structure of GMEC
are in good agreement with previous results from other eigen-
value, kinetic and hybrid codes?®, (3) benchmark of the re-
versed shear Alfvén eigenmode (RSAE) observed in DIII-D
experiments®’, the linear dispersion of n = 3 — 6 modes agree
reasonably with the results of the multi-code verification and
validation simulations?®.

This paper is the part II of the series papers named ‘De-
velopment of a gyrokinetic-MHD energetic particle simula-
tion code’, with emphasis on the GK equation solver via PIC
method and linear simulations of AEs driven by EPs. Details
of the MHD equation solver and benchmarks of MHD modes
are presented in the part I*° of this series paper. The rest of this
paper are organized as follows. In section II, we give the basic
equations and numerical approaches used in GMEC. GMEC
code verifications and benchmarks are presented in section III.
Finally, a summary is given in section I'V.

Il. BASIC EQUATIONS AND NUMERICAL APPROACHES

The basic equations refer to the reduced MHD equations
and GK equations in section I A, and section II B introduces
field-aligned coordinates and meshes adopted in GMEC.
Section IIC describes numerical approaches including spa-
tial discretization and time advance, particles loading and
gyro-averaging scheme, and parallelization strategies in high-
performance computers. In section IID we describe the in-
terface with analytical and VMEC numerical equilibriums in
magnetic-field-aligned coordinates.

A. Basic equations of kinetic-MHD hybrid model

For the first version of GMEC reported in this paper, MHD
equations in GMEC hybrid model is chosen to be the same
as Model B in part I of the series paper. For completeness,
we repeat the reduced MHD equations presented in Part I as
follows. The simplified vorticity equation is>
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where 6@ = V - (1/v3)V8¢@ represents vorticity, v4 =
B/\/Honim; is the Alfvén velocity, B is the equilibrium mag-
netic field, n; is the ion density, m; is the ion mass, 8¢ is
the perturbed electric potential, 6A is the perturbed parallel
magnetic potential, b is the unit vector along the equilibrium
magnetic field, kK = b- Vb is the equilibrium magnetic curva-
ture, J) and oJ | are equilibrium and perturbed parallel current
respectively. 0P, is the perturbed bulk plasma pressure con-
taining both thermal electrons and thermal ions, 8P, is the
perturbed EP pressure. The vorticity equation is closed by
using the following relations
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where P, is equilibrium bulk plasma pressure, I" is the adia-
batic coefficient and is set to be 5/3.

We add numerical dissipation to @, by solving the dif-
fusion equation of d8@/dt = Dz V2 8®. This implemen-
tation is used to suppress the numerical instability associated
with the field-aligned coordinates, which can also be stabi-
lized by the shifted metric coordinates?, as shown in part I of
the series paper. The shifted metric coordinates are not used
in this work. Application of the shifted metric coordinates to
the GK equation solver is left as future work. We also add
numerical smoothing to 0P, by solving the diffusion equa-
tion 8P, /9t = Dgp, V4 6P, which can smooth the perturbed
pressure and suppress the numerical noises introduced by PIC
method. The diffusion coefficients are selected to be small
enough such that they affect little the physical growth rate and
real frequency of AEs.

The GK equations of motion are!”
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where X is the guiding-center position, B** = B* - b and
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u= msvzl /2B, v and v, are parallel and perpendicular ve-
locity respectively. ¢s and my denote particle charge and
mass of species s, in this paper we only treat EPs kinetically,
while multiple species including EPs and thermal ions will be
considered simultaneously in future work. 6E = —V§¢p —
(d8A| /)b is the perturbed electric field, and 6 B =V x
(6A|b) is the perturbed magnetic field. (...) represents gyro-
averaging.

B. Field-aligned coordinates and meshes

The magnetic-field-aligned coordinates takes full advan-
tage of the characteristic mode structure of AEs that their
wavelength along the magnetic field direction is much larger
than the perpendicular counterpart, i.e., kH < k|, where kH and
k, are parallel and perpendicular wavenumber respectively.
As a result, we can use relatively fewer grids in the parallel
direction to accelerate computation. Meanwhile, when ob-
taining §¢ from the vorticity 5@ = V- (1/v)V 5@, this 3D
Poisson equation can be reduced to a simpler 2D one by ne-
glecting V| terms.

Based on magnetic flux coordinates (v, 0,¢), where y =
Wy / Wpm is the normalized poloidal flux, W, is the poloidal



flux at plasma edge, 6 and ¢ are the poloidal and toroidal an-
gles respectively, the magnetic-field-aligned coordinates are
defined as

Y-y
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where Ay = y», — vy, y; and y, are the left and right edge
of the preassigned simulation region. Notice that we have ar-
tificially excluded the area around the magnetic axis to get rid
of the singularity at y = 0. v(y,0) =b-V¢/b- V0 is the lo-
cal field line pitch. In this paper, we make use of the straight
field line flux coordinates, hence v(y, 6) = ¢(y) is the safety
factor. Due to the periodicity in 6 and ¢ directions, the per-
turbed fields, for example d¢, in the magnetic-field-aligned
coordinates satisfy

0¢(x,y,z+21) = 89(x,y,2),

9
So(x.y+27.2) = 5¢(x.y.c — 27q), ®

which is the so-called twist-shift boundary condition!.

We adopt 3D structured meshes with uniform grid sizes in
the (x,y,z) coordinates. For example, if the grid numbers are
ny, Ny, nz, the discretized meshes range from 0 to 1 with an in-
terval of Ax = 1/(ny — 1) in x direction, from —7m 4 Ay/2 to
m — Ay/2 with an interval of Ay = 27 /n, in y direction, and
from —7 + Az/2 to T — Az/2 with an interval of Az =27 /n;
in z direction. A structured 3 x 6 x 6 meshes are illustrated in
Figure 1, in which six magnetic field lines in the three mag-
netic surfaces are labeled by different colors.

FIG. 1. Structured 3 x 6 x 6 meshes in the (x,y,z) coordinates, six
magnetic field lines in the three magnetic surfaces are labeled by
different colors.

In Figure 2, we convert these magnetic field lines in Figure
1 into (y,,0,¢) coordinates, where the ¢ profile is set to be
g =0.5+1.5(r/ap)?, dy,/dr = rBy/q, and use is made of
the usual tokamak parameters with minor radius ag = 0.6m,
By = 2T. The magnetic surface of y, = 0.25 and ¢ = 1.42
is illustrated on the right in Figure 2. We can see that these
magnetic field lines are able to cover the whole magnetic sur-
face. This is a little different from the flux-tube coordinates32,
in which only one magnetic field line is followed and the sim-
ulation is limited to a band region in the magnetic surface.

W, =0.25, ¢ =1.42

FIG. 2. Magnetic field lines in Figure 1 plotted in (y,,6,¢) coordi-
nates.

C. Numerical approaches and parallel strategies

In the (x,y,7) coordinates, Jacobi is J = (Vx x Vy- Vz)
the contravariant and covariant metric coefficients are g'/ =
Vu'-Vu/ and g;; = e; - e; respectively. Here u' = x,y,z,
i=1,2,3, e; is the covariant basis vector corresponding to
u'. The equilibrium quantities including q,ni,Pp,B,J) and
geometric coefficients of J, g/, gij» and also their derivatives
(usually first-order derivatives are enough, but second-order
derivative of B is also necessary) such as 9;B, d; = d/du', are
all precalculated on the mesh grids and saved into an equilib-
rium file.

With the notations mentioned above, the vector operators
in the reduced MHD equations in section Il A can be simpli-
fied as different combinations of the precalculated equilibrium
quantities and differential operators of d; acting on the per-
turbed fields. When expanding the equations in (x,y,z) coor-
dinates, we get massive and complicated expressions, which
are very difficult to code them manually. This problem has
been handled by a system of symbolic operations to imple-
ment equations and load matrix automatically as described
in part I?° of the series paper. In this paper, five-points fi-
nite difference method up to fourth order precision has been
adopted. For time advance, we use the fourth order Runge-
Kutta method both for the reduced MHD equations and GK
equations of motion.

The GK equations of motion in (x,y,z) coordinates are
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and ¢ = V x b with contravariant components —
(AW, /])¥;x€7%0;(gy/JB), the operator d is defined



as d f = —b x Vf with contravariant components d =
(AW, /J*B)Y ;€7 gy d;. Here Ay, = WAy, €% is the
Levi-Civita symbol. The perturbed magnetic field strength
can be approximated as B~ b- 8B = (Ay,/JB) Y, gyi(c' +
d')5A).

Pushing GK equation of motion needs equilibrium and per-
turbed fields, and also their derivatives at current guiding-
center position. These quantities are obtained by linear in-
terpolation of values at adjacent eight mesh grids, on which
equilibrium quantities and their derivatives have been precal-
culated and read from the equilibrium file at the beginning of
GMEC run, and the perturbed quantities are updated using the
MHD equation solver at each time step. This implementation
is also known as gathering in PIC method. The time step At
adopted in MHD and GK equation solver is set to be the same
value and around 0.0174, where 74 = 1/@a, @ = vao/Ro is
the Alfvén frequency, v4q is the Alfvén velocity at magnetic
axis, Ry is the major radius of tokamak. Normalizations have
also been unified, the length is normalized by Lo = /Ay, /Bo,
velocity is normalized by v40, hence the time is normalized by
Lo /v40. Normalizations of other quantities can be determined
by Ly and v4o. More details of normalization are given in Part
1?9 of this series paper.

Neglecting (...) in the GK equations, we solve GK equa-
tions without FLR effect. In GMEC code, multi-point gyro-
averaging scheme'®?* is adopted to solve the GK equations
with FLR effect. In order to be applicable to the non-
orthogonal (x,y,z) coordinates, an improved gyro-averaging
strategy which are originally designed for GTC code to over-
come the problem of strongly shaped plasmas®® has been
employed. We make the same assumption as in GTC that
the gyro-planes are approximated the poloidal planes with
equal ¢ in tokamaks. The specific steps are as follows,
(1) for the guiding-center position (x;,y;,z;), we convert it
into the cylinder coordinate as (R;,Z;, ¢;), the values of ¢
and its derivative at this position are denoted as go and gj,
(2) we find the two points of (x1,y1,z1) = (xi + Ax,yi,2i)
and (x2,y2,22) = (x1,¥i + Ay, z;) with the corresponding cylin-
der coordinates (R)2,Z;2,¢12), and their distances to the
guiding-center computed as dj » respectively, (3) the Larmor
radius of the particle is defined as p. = myv | ; /qsB, where B
is evaluated at the guiding-center position, we define the two
lengths as 0x = (p./di)Ax and 8y = (p./d>)Ay. The posi-
tions of N gyro-averaging points (x; + 6x;,y; + 8y;,zi + 0z;),
are given by

ox
sinot’ (13)
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Oy; = sin(¢; + ¢ — a) Sinya ,

Ox; = sin(9; + ¢o)

where ¢; =2mj/N, j=1,2,...,N, ¢y is an arbitrary phase and
we set it to be o¢/2, o is the angle between contravariant basis
vectors in x,y directions,

Vx-Vy g°

cosE= ARG (14

and &z; should satisfy the equal ¢ condition &(z+ gy) = 0,
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which is approximated as §z; = —gody; — AWgyodx;. In the
simulations in section III, N is set to be 4.

Particles are loaded uniformly in the phase space via Monte
Carlo methods. In order to ensure a uniform distribution in
3D physical space, we use the Jacobi as weight to generate
particles. The first step is to produce a set of random coor-
dinates (%,¥,7) and corresponding Jacobi J, then we produce
another random number 7 € [0, 1], if 7 > J/Jmax, Where Jyax
is the maximum Jacobi in the simulation region, a particle is
loaded at the position of (%,7,Z), otherwise we produce a new
set of random coordinates until the condition mentioned above
is met. Furthermore, a uniform distribution in (v, vi) space
can be generated in a similar way.

The perturbed distribution function is calculated by the & f
method. In the §f method, the total distribution function is
split into an equilibrium one fj and a perturbed one § f. We
define a particle weight w = 6 f /g, where g is the distribution
of loaded particles (or markers). The evolution equation for
the weight is!”

o (L2)Lin as)
dt g fo dt
The equilibrium distribution is expressed as a function of the
constants of motion, fy = fo(Py,E, i), then

Ldfo_ (19h)dR <i%)d_E
fo dt _<f08P¢) ar fo 0E ) dt’ (16)

where dPy /dt and dE /dt can be deduced from the GK equa-

tions. Here, Py is the toroidal angular momentum. In (x,y,z)
coordinates, it can be expressed as

8yz
Py = AYpmsv =2 = qsY)p. (17)

In GMEC code, the equilibrium distribution fj can be either
a slowing-down or a Maxwellian. The numerical expressions
of g and & f are respectively
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where N, is the number of loaded particles, and i represents
the i™ particle. The perturbed pressures of species s in parallel
and perpendicular directions are respectively

1N 1
6P = N—P;msVﬁ,iWi75(x—Xi)5(y—yi)5(z—zi), (20)



1 Mg

N, - 2 l5(x_xi)5(y—yi)5(z—z,‘).

5PJ_,S = 7
21)

2
mvaﬂ'Wj

The total perturbed pressure is 8P = (8P, + 6P, 5)/2. In
practical calculations, when solving DK equations, the per-
turbed pressures at the guiding-center position are scattered to
the adjacent eight mesh grids, which is the inverse process of
gathering implementation. While for GK equations, a pull-
back transformation needs to be performed on the perturbed
pressures by substituting the following relation

S(x—xi)8(y—yi)8(z—z1) =

1 ¥ (22)
NZS(}C—X,’—5Xj)6(y—yj—5yj)6(Z_Zi_ 0z;),
j

into equations 20 and 21.

GMEC has been parallelized using both multi-process and
multi-threading. Message Passing Interface (MPI) is used
to parallelize the tasks in different Central Processing Units
(CPUs). The Intel library of Thread Building Block (TBB)*
is a sheared memory parallel method which is used to par-
allelize the tasks with multiple threads within one CPU. In
GMEC code, the domain decomposition is only employed in
y direction, and the Poisson equation which has been reduced
to a 2D problem in the x, z plane is solved in each CPU by the
PARDISO solver with TBB parallel speedup?®. Each CPU
only needs to handle the mesh grids and particles in its own
domain with the aid of ghost grids in y direction. MPI commu-
nication is used to update the information on ghost grids and
particles that move out of their local domain. Notice that the
boundary condition in equation 9 should be taken into account
for the updates around y,z = +=7. Particles that move into re-
gions of x < 0 or x > 1 are thrown out at present for simplicity.
More self-consistent treatment is left as future work.

D. Analytical and numerical equilibria

As shown in preceding sections, the equilibrium quantities
including their derivatives are precalculated on the mesh grids
and saved into an equilibrium file. The equilibrium informa-
tion is all contained in these quantities, and separated from
equation solvers. This scheme can be applicable to any curvi-
linear coordinates, and even generalized to simulations of stel-
larators in which equilibriums are 3D instead. In the paper, we
focus on axisymmetric tokamaks.

First, an analytical equilibrium of concentric circles is de-
rived as the footstone for the numerical one. The equilibrium
is defined as

R =R+ rcosb,Z = rsin 6, = ¢, (23)

where (r, 6y, ¢5) are the geometric radius, poloidal and toroidal
angles, and are related to the straight field line coordinates
(y,0,9) by r =r(y), 6, = 65(y, 0). The former function is
determined by dy,/dr = rBy/q for a given g profile, while the
latter function is determined by the condition that Jy, g ¢ /R

is only a function of y. These straight field line coordinates
are also known as PEST coordinates®>. We use PEST coordi-
nates in this paper, other straight field line coordinates are also
applicable to GMEC, for example, the MHD solver in part I
of the series paper has adopted Boozer coordinates. The de-
terminant of the coordinate transformation from (R,Z,¢) to
(v,0,9) is D = rry6, g, where the subscript of y, 6 denotes
the partial derivative with respect to y, 0 respectively. The
Jacobi is Jy g, 9 = DR, substituting it into the condition above
leads to the differential equation 6y 9 = R /Ry. Correct up to
O(€?), € = r/Ry, the solution is given approximated as

€sin 0 + (e2/4) sm26

0, =0+ 1—¢2/2

(24)

The magnetic field in (y,0,¢) coordinates is B = Vy,, X
V(g0 — ¢), the strength of B is

Ypm 2 2
B= 2%\ [q>+ %6 (25)

and the contravariant metric coefficients g%V, g%%, g¥? ¢%9 in
(v, 6,¢) coordinates can be calculated straightforwardly. Use
is made of equation 8 to calculate the Jacobi and contravariant
metric coefficients in the magnetic-field-aligned coordinates
asJ =AyJy 0.4,

g = i g =g%.g" s
Ay?’ Ay
85 =q"0%¢"" +¢°% +g%% +2¢4'0g"°, (26)
1
g =—q'0g¥% — g% g = E(ﬂ/eg""” +4qg"%),

and the covariant metric coefficients can be calculated from
contravariant ones by

gu=1J1" ‘ Y. &€ (g/g" —g/"g'™), 27)
Jikmn

where ¢’ = dq/dy and g;ji is the Levi-Civita symbol.

The numerical equilibrium is generated from VMEC
code® in this paper, and can also be generated from other
equilibrium code such as DESC?®, which has been de-
scribed in Appendix C and D in part I of the series pa-
per. The Fourier coefficients of R(y, 6) =Y., RS, (y) cosmb,
Z(y,0) =Y,Z,(y)sinmb, m = 0,1,2,... can be obtained
from the VMEC output. The Jacobi of the coordinate trans-
formation from (R,Z,¢) to (y¥,0,9) is Jy g = (RyZe —
RoZy)R, and the contravariant metric coefficients are

R? R 5,
gWW: JZ (R +ZG) g = 72 (RW—FZW),
v.0.¢ v.0,9 28
e (28)
g¥? = VN (RyRo +ZyZo),8"? = ok
V.0,

Substituting it into equations 26 and 27 we obtain the con-
travariant and covariant metric coefficients in the magnetic-
field-aligned coordinates.



Ill.  CODE VERIFICATIONS AND BENCHMARKS

Code verifications and benchmarks of the GK equation
solver and linear simulations of EP-driven AEs driven are pre-
sented in this section. Details of the MHD equation solver and
benchmarks of MHD modes are presented in Part I of this se-
ries paper. Section III A gives verifications of single particle
orbits in axisymmetric equilibrium magnetic field with and
without a perturbed electromagnetic field. Linear simulations
of a n = 3 TAE are given in section III B, and benchmarks of
an =6 TAE and n = 3 — 6 RSAEs are given in section III C
and I D respectively.

A. Particle orbit verifications

For single particle’s guiding-center motion in equilibrium
magnetic field, when the particle’s energy E and the in-
verse aspect ratio € are small enough, there are analytical
solutions for the orbit width, bounce/transit and processional
frequencies®. Here, we give the expressions correct up to
O(€?). For trapped particles (k < 1), the orbit width is

1/2
Ar— 34 (etms kL (29)
qs By g(l—eg)

the bounce frequency is

([ &euBy 12 T 1 30
wb_( my ) 2gRy K(x) +€(2E(x) — K(x))’ 30)

the toroidal processional frequency is

oy L [Haf B0 (0K

CgRo | 7 K(x)
+M2E(K‘)—K(K‘):| 1)
r K(x) ’

where k = v /\/4€u, § = (r/q)(dq/dr) is the magnetic shear,
K(x),E(x) are the complete elliptic integral of the first and
second kind respectively.

For passing particles (k > 1), the orbit width is

2 12 ]
a2 (Epm L0 K VST
qs By e\l1—¢ 1+¢

the transit frequency is

. \/S[JB()/mS(TCK'/qR()) (33)
Y= KO/x) el —2k)K(1/x) 1 2K2E(1/K)]

In order to obtain particle orbit verifications, the equilib-
rium and perturbed fields, and also their derivatives at cur-
rent guiding-center position are evaluated by analytical equi-
librium functions in equations 26 and 27 when pushing parti-
cle’s guiding-center motion equations. In Figure 3, a trapped
particle orbit with the parameters of E = 1eV, € = 0.01844,
Ry = 8m, ap = 0.6m, By = 2T, and ¢ = 0.5+ 1.5(r/ay)? is

illustrated as blue points, which coincide with the result from
another particle orbit solver FP3D?7 as shown by the red line.
The analytical solutions of orbit width as function of Kk given
by equations 29 and 32 are displayed in Figure 3(b), and re-
sults of GMEC and FP3D are shown by blue points and red
circles respectively. The analytical and numerical results are
in very good agreement.

UH/U =0.01 104 Ar
0.02 |
(a) - GMEC |10 (b) Analytic
0.015 ——FP3D e GMEC
001 8 o FP3D
‘g 0.005 6
N 0 4
-0.005
-0.01 2
-0.015 0
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FIG. 3. (a) A trapped particle orbit of GMEC (blue points) and the
result of another particle orbit code named FP3D (red line), (b) orbit
width as function k, analytic solution (black line) given by equations
29 and 32, results of GMEC (blue points) and PF3D (red circles).

The analytical solutions of bounce/transit frequencies given
by equations 30 and 33, and processional drift frequency given
by equation 31 are also consistent with the numerical results
of GMEC and FP3D as displayed in Figure 4, where Qg =
qsBo/my is the gyro-frequency.
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FIG. 4. (a) The bounce/transit and (b) processional frequencies as
function of k, analytic solution (black line) of wy given by equations
30, 33 and @y given by equation 31, results of GMEC (blue points)
and PF3D (red circles).

For EPs, there are no analytical solutions for particles’ or-
bits. In Figure 5(a), an EP orbit from GMEC with the param-
eters of £ = IMeV, € = 0.07376, Ry = 2m (other parameters
are the same as above), is illustrated as blue points. Particle
orbit width as function of « is displayed in Figure 5(b). The
numerical results of the two codes are almost identical. In
Figure 6 displayed are g and @y as function of k, there are
little difference between the results of GMEC and FP3D.

The conservation of E and Py has been carefully checked.
For instance, relative variations of E and Py in 10*74 with
At = 0.0174 are less than 1077, These test cases give verifi-
cations of single particle orbits in axisymmetric equilibrium
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FIG. 5. (a) An EP orbit of GMEC (blue points) and the result of
FP3D (red line), (b) orbit width as function k, results of GMEC (blue
points) and PF3D (red circles).
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FIG. 6. Numerical solutions of (a) wg and (b) @y as function of k
from results of GMEC (blue points) and PF3D (red circles).

magnetic field in GMEC code.

The next step is to verify the multi-particle orbits when con-
sidering a perturbed electromagnetic field. In this situation,
the toroidal symmetry is broken, £ and Py are no longer con-
served. However, given the perturbed electric potential of

2
5 =Agexp l— ("’5_—w"’o> 1 sin(ng —m6 — wr),  (34)

and the perturbed parallel magnetic potential satisfies £ =
—d08A|/dt —b- V3¢ =0, where Ay is the amplitude (do not
confused with the symbol of vector potential), Wy, d y are the
center and width of the perturbed field respectively, m is the
poloidal mode number, @ is the frequency, E — Py®/n is con-
served for each particle. This conservation has also been care-
fully checked.

The condition that particles resonantly interact with the per-
turbed electromagnetic field is

| m+p
w:kH,PvH NE (H—T) ,p € L. 35)
In Figure 7(a), a Poincaré plot of p = —1 resonance is il-

lustrated under the parameters of yp = 0.5, Sy =0.1, ® =
vao/3Ro, n =1, m=2, Ay, = 10V. we can see that there is
a resonant island in the phase space. According to the Berk-
Breizman theory3®, the width of the resonant island is pro-
portional to the square root of mode amplitude, Ar = a, /Ay,

where a is the slope and is given analytically by the following

o (0 Tam\'?
- ByQy w S r '

Substituting the equilibrium parameters into equation 36, we
obtain a = 1.2558 x 103, which is consistent with the slope
calculated from the numerical solution in Figure 7(b).

formula$,

(36)

x10°®

(b)
slope = 1.1409 x 102

FIG. 7. (a) Poincaré plot of p = —1 resonance, Ay = 10V, (b) the
width of the resonant island in phase space as a function of the square
root of mode amplitude.

B. Simulations of n =3 TAE

Linear simulations of n = 3 TAE driven by EPs without
FLR effect are carried out and results are presented in this
section. The equilibrium parameters are selected as Ry = 3m,
ap = 1m, By = 1T, the simulation region is y € [0.01, 1], den-
sity profile is assumed to be uniform with central value of
no = 10"m=3, both bulk plasma and EPs are composed of
hydrogen ions, while the EP charge is artificially set to be
2e, where e is the unit charge. The ¢ profile is set to be
q=1.666740.5y+0.8333y?, equilibrium bulk plasma pres-
sure P, is chosen to be zero. EP slowing-down distribution
function is fy = [cH (vo —v)/(v* +v2)]exp(—y/0.25), where
¢ is a normalization factor, H is the step function, vo = 2v,g is
the maximum velocity, v, = 0.58vy is the critical velocity.

For linear simulations, we add a mode filter after every time
step and only the mode with a single 7 is chosen. The toroidal
periodicity is also exploited such that the computational do-
main is reduced to 1/n torus toroidally. As a result, we can
use relatively fewer grids in z direction to accelerate computa-
tion. In the following simulations, grid numbers are all chosen
to be ny = 256,n, = 64,n; = 16, and the number of EP mark-
ersis N, =5 x 106,

GMEC simulations in this work are carried out on the
Tianhe No.3 high-performance clusters. In each case run,
32 CPUs with 28 threads each are used in parallel simula-
tions. The consuming time for one case of 2 x 10* time steps
is around 0.4 hours when solving MHD and DK equations,
while is around 3.2 hours when solving MHD and GK equa-
tions. The speedup is around 20 comparing with the consum-
ing time when using 1 CPU with 28 threads. Further accel-
erations by optimizing memory access of particles and gyro-



averaging implementation will be considered in future. The
convergence of the numerical results has also been checked,
i.e., the growth rate, real frequency and mode structure are al-
most the same when using larger grid numbers and/or more
EP markers.

Numerical results for EP beta 3, = 0.02 are displayed in
figures 8-10, in which the analytical equilibrium of concen-
tric circles in section II D is adopted. The time evolution of
In |8 ¢| at a given spatial position (y,0,¢9) = (0.5,0,0) is dis-
played in Figure 8(a), the growth rate and real frequency can
be obtained via fitting the peak positions as shown by the blue
dashed line. Figure 8(b) shows the spatial-temporal evolution
of 6¢/exp(yt) at a given cross section (0,¢) = (0,0), we can
see that the mode is located at r/ap ~ 0.45, and the oscillat-
ing frequencies are the same for all spatial positions, which
indicates that it is indeed an eigenmode.
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FIG. 8. Numerical results for EP beta 8, = 0.02. (a) Evolution of
In|d¢| at a given spatial position (y,0,¢) = (0.5,0,0), (b) Evolution
of 8¢/ exp(11) at (6.9) = (0,0).

The 2D mode structure of ¢ in R,Z plane and its Fourier
decomposition of different poloidal numbers m are displayed
in Figure 9. The TAE mode is dominated by m =5 and m = 6
components. The value of ¢ at r/ag ~ 0.45 is around (5 +
0.5)/3, which is consistent with the TAE theory™.
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FIG. 9. Numerical results for EP beta 3, = 0.02. (a) 2D mode struc-
ture of 8¢ in the poloidal plane of ¢ = 0, (b) Fourier harmonics of
different poloidal numbers.

The power spectrum of 6¢/exp(yt) at the mid-plane of
(6,0) = (0,0) is displayed in Figure 10, and it is located just
above the tip of TAE gap of m = 5 and m = 6, where the
Alfvén continuum is obtained from the ALCON code*’. The
red dashed line represents the value of /@, calculated in

Figure 8(a). This result further demonstrates that the mode is
indeed a TAE.
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FIG. 10. The power spectrum of 8¢/ exp(yt) and its location relative
to the Alfvén continuum, the red dashed line represents the value of
®/wy calculated in Figure 8(a).

The VMEC equilibrium has also been adopted in the
GMEC simulations, and the corresponding the real frequency
and growth rate are almost the same as the result of analytical
equilibrium as shown in Figure 11. These results are in good
agreement with those of M3D-K code'®.

w/wy y/wa
0.6
(a) +  M3D-K 0051 (b) 4(0)/wa = —0.003983
05 ©  GMEC-DK Bhexic = 0.001867
GMEC-VMEC-DK 0.04 g
0.4 0.03 .
23
+
L0 < 3 2 0.02
______ S8 .2 | .
02 0.01 4
]

0.1
0 0.005  0.01

0.015 0.02 0025 0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025

B Bn

FIG. 11. (a) Real frequency and (b) growth rate of M3D-K (blue
pluses), GMEC with analytical equilibrium (red circles) and GMEC
with VMEC numerical equilibrium (cyan crosses).

C. Benchmarks of the n =6 TAE

A widely used benchmark case of the n = 6 TAE with var-
ious eigenvalue, kinetic and hybrid codes has been reported
in [A. Konies et al., Nuclear Fusion 58, 126027 (2018)]%.
The equilibrium parameters are selected as Ry = 10m, ag =
Im, By = 3T, the bulk ions are hydrogen with a flat den-
sity profile of np = 2 x 10'm~3. The g profile is set to be
q(r) = 1.71 +0.16(r/ap)?, bulk plasma pressure is P,(s) =
(7.17-10° — 6.811 - 103s — 3.585 - 10%5%)Pa, EP (deuterons)
density profile is n(s) = nocs exp(—ca/ci tanh((v/s — o) /c2),
where ng = 1.44131-10"m 3, ¢ = 0.49123, ¢; = 0.298228,
¢ =0.198739, ¢35 = 0.521298, s = Wi / Wi, ¥, is the toroidal
magnetic flux, Y, is the boundary value of ;. The EP distri-
bution function in velocity space is taken to be a Maxwellian



with temperature ranging from 100keV to 800keV. The sim-
ulation region is set to be y € [0.01,1]. VMEC numerical
equilibrium is obtained with g and P, profiles as input.

Numerical results for EP temperature 77 = 400keV without
FLR effect are displayed in figures 12-13. The evolution of
In|8¢| at a given spatial position is displayed in Figure 12(a),
the growth rate and real frequency can be calculated via fit-
ting the peak positions as shown by the blue dashed line. No-
tice that the mode saturates after 55074 due to particle nonlin-
earity. The spatial-temporal evolution of d¢/exp(yt) at the
mid-plane is displayed in Figure 12(b). The eigenmode peaks
around /s ~ 0.5.
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FIG. 12. Numerical results for EP temperature 7y = 400keV. (a)
Evolution of In|d¢| at a given spatial position (y,0,¢) = (0.3,0,0),
(b) Evolution of 8¢ /exp(yt) at (0,¢) = (0,0).

The 2D mode structure of §¢ in R,Z plane and also its
Fourier decomposition of different poloidal numbers m are
displayed in Figure 13. The TAE mode is dominated by
m =10 and m = 11. The value of ¢ at /s ~ 0.5 is around
(10+0.5)/6, which is consistent with the TAE theory>®. The
simulated mode structure agrees well with the results of other
codes? and M3D-C1-K*.
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FIG. 13. Numerical results for EPs temperature 7y = 400keV. (a)
2D mode structure of d¢ in poloidal plane of ¢ = 0, (b) Fourier
harmonics of different poloidal numbers.

The growth rate and real frequency as function of EP tem-
perature are displayed in Figure 14, including results with-
out FLR effect (also named ZLLR) and with FLR effect. The
growth rates are close to the results from other GK, hybrid
and eigenvalue codes®®, and M3D-C1-K?3. The real frequen-
cies of ZLR are close to the results of MEGAZ20, while the real
frequencies with FLR effect are reasonably close to the results
of MEGA.
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FIG. 14. (a) The growth rate and (b) real frequency as function of EP
temperature from results of ZLR (solid lines) and FLR (dashed lines)
of GMEC and several other codes. Results of other codes are copied
from Fig.5 in [C. Liu et al., Computer Physics Communications 275,
108313 (2022)1%3.

D. Benchmarks of RSAE in DIII-D experiments

We also performed linear simulations of RSAE in DIII-
D experiments?’ with FLR effect. In these simulations,
real tokamak geometry with plasma equilibrium and EP dis-
tribution from experimental diagnostics are taken into ac-
count. The equilibrium parameters follow the setup in [S.
Taimourzadeh et al., Nuclear Fusion 59, 066006 (2019)]?, in
which various eigenvalue, GK and hybrid codes have partic-
ipated in a linear benchmark. The ¢ profile has a minimum
Gmin = 2.94 at p = 0.4, where p is the normalized square
root of toroidal magnetic flux. The EP distribution in velocity
space is approximated to be an isotropic Maxwellian, and EP
density and temperature profiles are measured from kinetic
EFIT. The VMEC numerical equilibrium is adopted with ¢
and the total pressure profiles as input. The shape of the last
closed flux surface is described by the analytical expressions
of R = Ry + rcos[6; + (sin’lﬁ) sin 0], Z = krsin 6y, where
Kk = 1.49557 and & = 0.0528165 are the averaged elongation
and triangularity.

Numerical results of the n = 4 RSAE with FLR effect are
displayed in figures 15-16. The time evolution of In|d¢| at
a given spatial position is displayed in Figure 15(a). Figure
15(b) shows the spatial-temporal evolution of d¢/exp(yt) at
a given cross section. The mode is located around the position
of {min-

The 2D mode structure of ¢ in R,Z plane and its Fourier
decomposition of different poloidal numbers m are displayed
in Figure 16. The RSAE mode is located around p = 0.4, and
is dominated by m = 12 and is weakly coupled to m = 11,13.
The simulated mode structure agrees well with the results of
EUTERPE and GTC?.

The growth rate and real frequency as function of n are dis-
played in Figure 17. The linear dispersion of n = 3 — 6 from
GMEC agrees well with results of the multi-code verification
and validation simulations>>?8. The real frequency increases
with growing n, while the most unstable modes are n = 4 and
n=>5.
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FIG. 15. Numerical results of n = 4 RSAE. (a) Evolution of In |5 ¢|

at a given spatial position (y,0,¢) = (0.3,0,0), (b) Evolution of
8¢/ exp(yr) at (6,9) = (0,0).
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FIG. 16. Numerical results of n = 4 RSAE. (a) 2D mode structure
of 8¢ in poloidal plane of ¢ = 0, (b) Fourier harmnics of different
poloidal numbers.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we have developed a new hybrid code GMEC
that can numerically simulate energetic particle-driven Alfvén
instabilities and energetic particle transport in fusion plasmas.
Up to now, a simplified version of the hybrid code has been
completed with several verifications and benchmarks.

In GMEC code, the bulk plasma is described by the reduced
MHD model of equation 1. As for energetic particles, the gy-
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FIG. 17. (a) The growth rate and (b) real frequency as function of
n from GMEC and other codes. Results of other codes are copied
from Fig.7 in [C. Liu et al., Computer Physics Communications 275,
108313 (2022)1%.
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rokinetic equations are solved via PIC method and the per-
turbed distribution function of energetic particles is solved by
using 8 f method and is used to compute the perturbed en-
ergetic particle pressures that are coupled into the reduced
MHD equations. The field-aligned coordinates and meshes
are adopted to resolve Alfvén eigenmodes with high toroidal
numbers effectively. For spatial discretization, five-points fi-
nite difference method up to fourth order precision has been
adopted. For time advance, we use fourth order Runge-Kutta
method both for the reduced MHD equations and gyrokinetic
equations of motion.

GMEC is parallelized using multi-process with MPI and
multi-threading with TBB library. Both analytical and VMEC
numerical equilibria are supported. Details of the MHD equa-
tion solver and benchmarks of MHD modes are presented in
Part I?° of series paper. This paper, the part II of the series
paper, emphasizes the gyrokinetic equation solver and linear
simulations of energetic particle-driven Alfvén eigenmodes.
Single particle orbits in axisymmetric tokamak equilibrium
and multi-particle orbits in the presence of a perturbed electro-
magnetic field have been successfully verified. Three bench-
mark cases of AEs are presented, including (1) the n =3 TAE
without FLR effect with both analytical and VMEC numer-
ical equilibrium: the GMEC simulation results agree very
well with results of M3D-K, (2) the n = 6 TAE with and
without FLR effect: the growth rate and mode structure from
GMEC are in good agreement with the results of several other
codes?®, (3) the n = 3 — 6 RSAEs with FLR effect: results
are close to those of the multi-code verification and validation

simulations?8.

For the future work, the fluid nonlinearity and high-order
FLR effects will be retained in the extended MHD equations.
Furthermore, kinetic effects of thermal ions will be included
by calculating the thermal ion pressures kinetically. Finally,
the efficiency of PIC part will be improved by optimizing
memory access of PIC simulation.
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