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Abstract. In this study, we present an optimal implicit algorithm specifically designed to accurately solve
the multi-species nonlinear 0D-2V axisymmetric Fokker-Planck-Rosenbluth (FPR) collision equation while
preserving mass, momentum, and energy. Our approach relies on the utilization of nonlinear Shkarofsky’s
formula of FPR (FPRS) collision operator in terms of Legendre polynomial expansions. The key innovation
lies in the introduction of a new function named King (Eq. (54)), with the adoption of the Legendre polyno-
mial expansion for the angular direction and King function expansion for the velocity axis direction. The
Legendre polynomial expansion will converge exponentially and the King method, a moment convergence
algorithm, could ensure the conservation with high precision in discrete form. Additionally, post-step pro-
jection to manifolds is employed to enforce symmetries of the collision operators exactly. Through solving
several typical problems across various nonequilibrium configurations, we demonstrate the high accuracy
and superior performance of our algorithm.
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1 Introduction

In plasma physics, the Fokker-Planck collision operator, known as the Fokker-Planck-
Rosenbluth!™ (FPR) or equivalently the Fokker-Planck-Landau® (FPL) operator, is a fun-
damental tool for describing Coulomb collisions between particles under the assumptions
of binary, grazing-angle collisions. This operator is particularly valuable for modeling
various plasma systems, including those found in laboratory settings such as magnetic
confinement fusion (MCF) and inertial confinement fusion (ICF), as well as in natural en-
vironments like Earth’s magnetosphere and astrophysical phenomena like solar coronal
plasma. When coupled with Vlasov’s equation® and Maxwell’s equations, it provides a
comprehensive description of weakly coupled plasma across all collisionality regimes.

The FPR collision operator ensures strict conservation of mass, momentum and en-
ergy, while also adhering to the well-established H-theorem’ , which guarantees that
the entropy of the plasma system increases monotonically with time unless the system
reaches a thermal equilibrium state. Throughout history, various formulations of the
Fokker-Planck collision operator have been developed to suit different computational
and theoretical needs. The FPL collision operator employs a direct integral formulation,
making it ideal for conservative algorithms and the H-theorem” due to its symmetric na-
ture. Conversely, the standard FPR collision operator! represents integral relationships
using Rosenbluth potentials, which satisfies the Poisson equation in velocity space. The
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divergence form of the FPR (FPRD)>** collision operator is widely favored in numerical
simulations due to its efficiency in fast solvers. Additionally, when employing spheri-
cal harmonic expansions, Shkarofsky’s formula of the FPR collision operator (FPRS)**
collision operator is often preferred for its computational advantages. These various for-
mulations offer flexibility and efficiency in solving Vlasov-Fokker-Planck (VFP) equation,
catering to different computational and theoretical requirements.

Historically, numerous efforts have been dedicated to addressing the numerical solu-
tion of the Fokker-Planck collision equation. Thomas'’ and Bell'! reviewed the different
numerical models of Fokker-Planck collision operator for ICF plasma. Cartesian tensor
expansions'*™"® (CTE) and spherical harmonic expansions'!"'*2° (SHE), or Legendre poly-
nomial expansions? ¢ when axisymmetric, are employed to handle the Fokker-Planck
collision operator, which are considered equivalent to each other!? .

SHE!!17.227% ig an crucial method for moderate nonequilibrium plasma when the ratio
of average velocity to thermal velocity is not large. As emphasized by Bell'! , the ampli-
tude of each harmonics will decay exponentially at a rate proportional to /(! + 1)/2. Even
in cases of weak collisions, this [(/ + 1)/2 leads to strong damping of higher-order spher-
ical harmonics, naturally terminating the expansion. Early studies by Bell”> and Matte”
focused on including the first two order harmonics to investigate non-Spitzer heat flow
in ICF plasma. Subsequent work by Shkarofsky?* and Alouani-Bibi* extended this ap-
proach to higher orders, resulting in the widely used semi-anisotropic collision operator®
. In recent years, several VFP codes'""'”? based on the semi-anisotropic model have been
developed. However, effectively calculating the full nonlinear collision operator in the
SHE approach remains a challenge!"!” , especially in scenarios involving large mass dis-
parities such as electron-deuterium collisions in fusion plasma. While previous simula-
tions utilizing SHE have adopted the semi-anisotropic model and maintained mass and
energy conservation, achieving exact momentum conservation in discrete simulations re-
mains problematic.

Other computational approaches such as meshfree methods and finite volume
method® (FVM) are also employed to solve the Fokker-Planck collision equation. Fast
spectral method based on FFT?% or Hermite polynomial expansion® has shown rapid
convergence of spectral expansion strategy®* in approximating the FPL collision opera-
tor. Additionally, Askari* employed a meshfree method using multi-quadric radial basis
functions (RBFs) to approximate the solution of the 0D-1V Fokker-Planck collision equa-
tion. Taitano et. al.** %7 carried out systematic studies based on the 0D-2V FPRD colli-
sion operator by directly discretizing the collision equation with FVM. They” developed a
implicit algorithm and overcame the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy® (CFL) condition by uti-
lizing a second-order BDF2 implicit solver and employing the multigrid (MG) method®
in Jacobian-Free Newton-Krylov (JENK)* solver. Furthermore, by normalizing the ve-
locity space to the local thermal velocities of each species individually* , works in Ref.”
developed a discrete conservation strategy that utilizes nonlinear constraints to enforce
the continuum symmetries of the collision operator. However, those approaches did not
take advantages of Coulomb collisions, similar to SHE!" , to reduce the number of mesh-
grids when there are no distinguishing asymmetries in the velocity space.

The challenge of employing SHE!" and previous meshfree®" approaches lies in em-
bedding discrete conservation laws within the numerical scheme. According to manifold
theory*! , maintaining a small local error through post-step projection to manifolds pre-
serves the same convergence rate. Therefore, backward error analysis*>** has become a
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crucial tool for understanding the long-term behavior of numerical integration methods
and preserving conservation properties in the numerical scheme.

In this study, our objective is to address the full nonlinearity, discrete conservation
laws, and the temporal stiffness challenge of the 0D-2V axisymmetric multi-species FPRS
collision equation within the SHE approach. Similar to previous works in Ref.’ , we nor-
malize the velocity spaces to the local thermal velocities for all species separately. How-
ever, instead of utilizing multigrid (MG) technology as in Ref.? , we employ a meshfree**
approach based on King method (details in Sec. 3.2.1) by introducing a novel shape func-
tion named King to overcome the classical CFL condition. To tackle the nonlinear, stiff
FPRS collision equations, we propose an implicit algorithm based on Legendre polyno-
mial expansion for the angular direction, the King function expansion for the velocity axis
direction, and the trapezoidal method>** for time integration. Romberg integration is
employed to compute kinetic moments with high precision, and backward error analy-
sis*>**4 js applied to ensure numerical conservation of mass, momentum, and energy.

The H-theorem’ will be satisfied in the discretization scheme and utilized as a criterion
for convergence of our algorithm.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sec.2 introduces the FPRS collision equa-
tion and its normalization. The discretization of the nonlinear FPRS collision equation is
given in Sec.3, encompassing angular discretization and the King method for the velocity
axis dimension. An implicit time discretization and conservation strategies is discussed
in Sec.4. The numerical performance of our solver, including accuracy and efficiency, is

demonstrated with various multi-species tests in Sec.5. Finally, we conclude our work in
Sec.6.

2 The Fokker-Planck-Rosenbluth collision equation

The relaxation of coulomb collision in a spatially homogeneous multi-species plasma
can be described by the FPR collision equation for the velocity distribution functions of
species a, f(v,t), in velocity space v:

9
ot
The term on the right-hand side is total FPR collision operator of species a, given by:

= C(v,1) . (1)

N
Cvit) = Y €y (2)
b=1

Here, N, represents the total number of plasma species and function ¢,;, denotes the FPRS
collision operator for species a colliding with species b** , reads:

1
Qtab (V,t) = Fab [47rmMFf + (1 — mM) VVH . va + §VVVVG : VVva . (3)

2
In this equation, [y, = 4w <M> In Ay, myr = mg/my, m, and my, are the masses of

dmwegmg
species a and b respectively, ¢, and g, are the charges of species a and b. The parameters ¢
and In A, represent the permittivity constant of vacuum and the Coulomb logarithm*® of
species a and b which is a weak function of the number of particles in the Debye sphere,

a4 oo o
the identity Ax: By = (x- B)( A -y) where A is a tensor. Function ' = F(v,,t)



represents the distribution function of background species b. Functions H and G repre-
sent Rosenbluth potentials, which are integral operators for the background distribution
function F', reads:

H(v) = /rlvblF(vb,t)dvb, 4)
G(v) = /|v—vb]F(Vb,t)dvb. (5)

2.1 Conservation

The FPRS collision operator (give in Eq. (3)) preserves mass, momentum and en-
ergy which stem from its symmetries® . Using the inner product definition (f,g), =
J 9(v) f(v)dv, these conservation laws can be expressed as follows:

<1> Q:ab>v = <17 Q:ba>v = 0 (6)
and
mg <V, Q:ab>v = —my <V7 Q:ba>v ) (7)

v?2 v?2
ma<7,€ab>v = —mb<7,€ba>v. (8)

In theory, the FPRS collision operator satisfies the well-known H-theorem. By defining
the Boltzmann’s entropy of species a, s,(t) = — (f,In f), the total entropy of the plasma
system can be expressed as ss(t) = ), s,. According to the H-theorem, the total entropy
of an isolated plasma system will monotonically increase over time unless there is no
change in total entropy, indicating that all f, are Maxwellian with a common temperature
and average velocity.

N species a
[ species b

Vv

Figure 1: Illustration of the velocity distribution functions in speed coordinate for disparate thermal
velocities in a subsonic plasma system.



2.2 Normalization

In fusion plasma, the presence of disparate thermal velocities poses additional chal-
lenges, arising from the significant mass discrepancy (i-e collisions) or energy difference
(D-a collisions). This paper specifically focuses on the scenarios where the average ve-
locity is significantly smaller than the thermal velocity. Fig. 1 illustrates the distribution
function in speed coordinate when bulk flow of plasma is subsonic with a significant
discrepancy in thermal velocities. This discrepancy adds complexity to discretizing the
speed, particularly when mapping the background species distribution function to the
collision species domain. Previous studies”*’ have shown that normalizing the distri-
bution function by its local thermal velocity (denoted as vy, for species a) can help to
mitigate these challenges. This normalization not only alleviates the need for different
meshing requirements between multiple species but also ensures consistent evolution of
thermal velocities over time with respect to temperature changes in distribution func-

tions.
We normalize the velocity-space quantities with the local thermal velocity v, for

species a, reads:

V =v/Vup - )
Additionally, the mass, time, charge, thermal velocity, number density n,, temperature 7,
and permittivity are normalized by the proton mass m,, characteristic time 7, elementary
charge e, vacuum speed of light ¢y, reference number density nyy = 107*m™3, practical
unit 7;, = keV and permittivity of vacuum &, respectively. The corresponding dimen-
sionless forms of other quantities are determined based on their relationship with these
normalized quantities. Thus, we have Vy = v,V and the distribution function can be
normalized as follow:

~

f(‘?at) = n_lvzth (Vat) : (10)

a

Therefore, the normalized background distribution function and Rosenbluth potentials
can be written as:

Z:—’(f/b,t) = nb_lvgthF(vb,t), (11)

Br /o _ Upth _ 1 (< o

Ava) = 2H() - / o Pt dn, (12)

N 1 . R . R

Clvw) = o G¥) = [ (=) F (1 0) 050 (13)
t

where \A/b = Vb/vbth and \A/ab = V/Ubth-
Hence, the normalized FPRS collision operator (give in Eq. (2)) of species a can be
expressed as:

ét(\?,t) = n;l?}gth@: {,\El%fabéﬁab (14)
Upth
where
R Z. 70\ 2
Lo (1) = cpxzm( ") In Ay, (15)
4mm,

~

Cop (V1) = CoF(Vap,t)f + Cy Ve, H -Vof +CsVs, Ve, G VeVef.  (16)

Here, V; and Vy, , are gradients in normalized velocity space v and v, respectively, Z,



and Z, are the ionization state of species a and b, the constant coefficient Cr = ow;, /(n20¢f)
where w,,, = y/n2pe?/(myeo). The coefficients in Eq. (16) are given by:
CF :47rmM, Cﬁ = (1 —mM) Ubth/vath, CG’ = (vbth/vath)2 /2 . (17)

The normalized like-particle collision operator can be derived from Eq. (16) by replacing
Fand v, by f and v respectively, reads:

. .1 . .
(9 (\A’, t) = 47Tff + §V(,V{,G : V{,V{,f . (18)
After applying Eq. (14), the FPRS collision equation (1) can be rewritten as:
0 Ng =
—f(3.1) = ‘0. 1
o (01 = 5 (19)

Notes that f; = n,v> f; and the above equation is a semi-normalized equation. It is well-
known that normalization involves a non-inertial change of coordinate and consequently,
there should be an inertial term stemming from the time derivative in a fully normal-
ized equation® . The utilization of f; in the time derivative of Eq. (19), instead of n,v 3 fi,
can eliminate the non-inertial terms and simplify the complexity of the FPRS collision
equation. In order to develop an effective algorithm, we make the assumption that the
distribution function, f(v,?), is a smooth function in the velocity space. It is reasonable
that the Coulomb collisions always tends to eliminate the fine structures of the distribu-
tion function'’ .

3 Discretization of the nonlinear FPRS collision equation

In this study, we adopt a meshfree approach* (requiring field nodes) for discretizing
the 0D-2V axisymmetric FPRS collision operator. The SHE'>* method is employed to
discretize the angular components of the normalized FPRS collision operator (as given in
Eq. (16)). The King function expansion method presented in Sec. 3.2.1 will be utilized in
speed coordinate.

3.1 Angular discretization

We opt for the SHE'>* method (utilizing Legendre polynomial expansions’ 2!
when the system is axisymmetric) to analytically adapt the velocity-space discretization
in angular dimensions. Unlike previous studies!"'®°2 employing the semi-anisotropic
model, we will maintain the full nonlinearity of the FPRS collision operator for all species.

3.1.1 Legendre polynomial expansions

The normalized distribution function of species a is described by the real function

f(0,6,t) in axisymmetric systems, which can be expanded using Legendre polynomials
in normalized velocity space v(?, §). It can be expressed as:

f@put) = > fi@d,0)P(p) . (20)
=0

Here, 0 = |V|/Va, t = cosf and 0 < § < m when choosing the symmetric axis to be the
direction z with base vector e,. The function (1) represents the ["*-order Legendre poly-
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nomials. The calculation for the ["-order normalized amplitude f1 () can be obtained
through the inverse transformation of Eq. (20), expressed as:

1

Rt = [ Flont PGt @)
Due to exponential decay of the [""-order amplitude at a rate proportion to (I + 1)/2,
as stated in Ref.!! , there is a natural termination to the expansions. Thus, the function
F(0,p,t) is represented by a finite set of amplitudes f; (¢, t), which are dependent on time
t and magnitude of normalized velocity © = |v|. The series in Eq. (20) can be truncated
at a maximum order, I,; € N, under the specified condition that maz|f;(0,t)| < Atolg.
For species b, this maximum order will be denoted as L,;. The convergence of SHE for
drift-Maxwellian distribution is depicted in Fig. 2. It shows that [,; is monotonic function
of @ when @ < 0.5. For example with 4, < 2.2 x 107 and Atoly = 10719, it leads to a
maximum order of [, < 3.

Atol,;, = 1.0e-10

10

10

Figure 2: Convergence of SHE for drift-Maxwellian distribution: Ly as a function of i, when
Atolgr = 10710,

Eq. (21) can be computed by utilizing Gaussian quadrature® given by:

(G(lz)ly(z]))e = D widn(z)y(e:), (22)

where the subscript G represents Gaussian, [z;] and [w;] are the abscissas and weights of
Gaussian quadrature with orthogonal basis function ¢, (x), N; represents the number of
roots of ¢,,(z). Thus, Eq. (21) can be rewritten as:

Iy

fl(f)7t) = Zwugﬂ(uﬁ)f(@muﬁat)+ﬁ(At0ldf)u l:O)1727"' )lM y (23)
B=1

where
by, = lu+1. (24)



The Gauss-Legendre abscissas will used as the field nodes for the polar angle direction .
The node p; represents the 5% roots of the Legendre polynomial P;(u), out of a total of
Iy, roots. The associated weight w,,, can be computed using Fornberg’s algorithm

3.1.2 Rosenbluth potentials

In a similar manner, the normalized Rosenbluth potentials of species a, as described by
equations (12)-(13) due to the presence of background species b, can also be represented
in an expanded form, reads:

H (Dap, 1, 1) = 4WZﬁL (Vabs 1) Pr (1) , (25)
L=0

G (Dap, i t) = 4w > G (Bast) Pr () - (26)
L=0

Here, 4, = |v|/vy. The L*-order amplitudes of H and G can be computed in the follow-
ing integral form:

A 11

Hp, (Dap, t) 5L+ 1oy (e + Jr41n) (27)
AN ra L1 (pporn+Jinme I+ Ji-as
= — : e ’ 2
G (P, 1) 2L+1@ab< oL + 3 oL — 1 ) (28)
The functions I; ;, and J; ;, represent integrals of the normalized background distribution
function F7, (9, t), following a similar approach as Shkarofsky et. al.*!3 , reads:
R N 1 Dab R . R R R
Ij,L (Uab7 t) = ]j <FL> = = - / (Ub)]+2FL (Ub, t) dvb, (29)
(9ab)? Jo
00 A2
~ ~ ~ ; v ~
Batoant) = gy (Fu) = Gy [ 5 F(iunt) diy. (30)
b (00)7

The normalized distribution function of the background species b, similar to Eq. (20), can
be expressed as:

L,

(0, t Z Wy, Pr(ps) F (0n, pig, t) + O(Atolyr), (31)

Where LMl = LM + 1.
The partial derivatives of the amplitudes of normalized Rosenbluth potential func-
tions with respect to speed coordinate in axisymmetric velocity space are:

0 ~ . 1 1
3vabHL (Vap t) = SL142, [—(L+ 1)1+ (L)Jryr, ] (32)
G, 0t G ) = =5 G 1) (2L + 1)(2L + 3) - 69



Similarly, the partial derivative of G 1 with respect to 7, is:

0?2 .
~—5 G (D, t) = C&pUpr+Jo1r) + ngL (Ipyo,L +Jri1,L) - (34)
0vz,

Here, the coefficients C?, and C%’, are given by:

w2 L(L-1)
Cor = (2L—1)(2L+1)’ (35)
(L+1)(L+2)

2L+ 1)(2L +3)

cy, (36)

3.1.3 Weak form of FPRS collision equation

Similar to the expansion of f (V) (give in Eq. (20)), the normalized FPRS collision oper-
ator (14) can also be expanded based on the Legendre polynomials, reads:

CE,t) = Y &0,t) P () . (37)

=0

The [""-order amplitude of normalized multi-species nonlinear FPRS operator of species
a is given by:
N
~ ny

¢ (0,t) = Z Tfabélab : (38)

vy Ubth

Function éﬁlab represents the [""-order amplitude of normalized FPRS collision operator
for species a colliding with species b, which can be expressed as:

Iy

Crap (0,1) = Zwugpl(uﬁ>é:ab (0, 1p,t) + O(lnr) - (39)
f=1

The truncation error term &'(l);) is a small quantity dependent on /), and will be ignored

later. Function €, depends on fl and £}, as detailed in Appendix B.
Substituting Eq. (20) and Eq. (37) into the FPRS collision equation (19) yields the fol-
lowing equation:
Ng

%fl(@,t) = 0. (40)

ath

Multiplying both sides of above equation by 47m,v’"2dv and integrating over the semi-
infinite interval v = [0, c0), simplifying the result gives the (j,!)"-order FPRS collision
equation in weak form:

%{mpa(vam)j / (Y2 f(0,6)d0| = 47pa(van)’ / (0)7+2¢,(0,t)do, (41)
0 0

where the mass density p, = mqn,.



3.1.4 Moment constraints
The (j,1)"-order normalized kinetic moment of species a is generally defined as:

W (0) = K4, () = an [ @92 6.0 00, @)

The first few orders of M,, specifically relative to the conserved moments satisfy the
following relations:

ne (t) = Mo,o, (43)

“ I 1 -

I,(t) = L= , 44
) = = = 2t (44)

5 K, .

K, (t) = = Moy . (45)

Theoretically, () is conserved and equal to 1. The momentum is defined as I,(t) =
palq-€;, the average velocity u,(t) = n,' [ vf (v,t) dv, total energy K,(t) = %= [v?f (v,t)dv
and temperature T,(t) = m,v2,,/2. The normalized average velocity i,(t) = u, - €./van,
which is equivalent to .

Similar to the normalized kinetic moment (42), we define the (j, 1)""-order normalized
kinetic moment of species a using the following equation:

Rii(t) = R, (Q:l> — 47 /0 (6)7+2¢, (0,1) do . (46)

In particular, the first few orders of R;; associated with the conserved qualities can be
expressed as:

~ a Na -
dia (1) = == = Roo, (47)
- 01, 14
0ly (1) = = -Ri., 4
+fa () PaVath 3R171 “8)
. O Ko 3.4
0K, (t) = T 572270. (49)
Applying Egs. (47)-(49), one can derive the following relation:
N ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 a@ath 2 1 8Uath
0To (t) = 6K, |21, 6dy — I,——F— K,———| = 0. 50
! ( ) ! |: ( ! Vath at > N Vath at :| ( )

The above equation serves as a convergence criterion for our algorithm in solving the
FPRS collision equation (41), which will be referred as identical equation of normalized
conserved moments (IENCM).

Mass, momentum and energy conservation (6)-(8) can be reformulated as a function

of €, (give in Eq. (39)), reads:
(1LEw) = (Leu) = o (51)
) p

PaVath <®7é:1ab> =  —PbUbth <@b,@1ba> (52)

? Dy
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and

M<(@)2,@Oab>ﬁ - —%bth)z <(@b)2’@0ba>ﬁ : (53)

where <(7§)J ,g> denotes the integral of 47(0)/*? - g with respect to ©. These conserva-

tion constraints are activated when enforcing discrete conservation (details provided in
Sec. 4.2) of the normalized FPRS collision operator (give in Eq. (16)). Otherwise, they
serve as indicators to evaluate the performance of our algorithm.

3.2 Speed coordinate

Assuming that the function f(v, 1) is smooth in the velocity space, all the amplitudes

fi(0) are continuously differentiable. it is also assumed that the system evolves continu-
ously over times. In contrast to the previous work using the multi-quadric radial basis
function® , a new function named King (details in Appendix A) will be employed in
speed coordinate to develop an effective algorithm.

3.2.1 King method

The new King function, which is associated with the first class of modified Bessel
functions, can be defined as following:

l
o2/2|t]v \ L 2 o2

In this context, the independent variable v € [0, R*] and the parameter [ € N, representing
the order of the King function. The parameters . and o are characteristic parameters of
the King function, satisfying 0 € R* and ¢+ € R.

If two known groups of characteristic parameters (¢1, 01) and (¢2, 02), each with respec-
tive weights n,, and n,,, satisfy

——1‘+

b 1' < rtol, (55)
L2

we claim that the King function K; (v; ¢1, 01) and K, (v; t2, 02) are identical with parameters
(t0,00). Here, rtol is a given relative tolerance with a default value, rtol = 107, The
weight of K; (v; t9, 0¢) is given by 7, = Mg, + M4,. Eq. (55) serves as the indistinguishable
condition of the King function.

The [*"-order King function, K; (; tia, Da) (give in Eq. (54)) has the same asymptotic
behaviour (details in Appendix A) as the [""-order amplitude of the normalized distribu-
tion function, fl(v t) (give in Eq. (23)). Therefore, we can effectively approximate fl(v t)
using the King function as follows:

Nk

fi(ot) = C3 [fa,Ki (93 ia,, Dun,)] - (56)

s=1

This equation represents the King function expansion (KFE) under the finitely distin-
guishable independent features hypothesis introduced in reference® . In this context,
the constant coefficient Cy = v/27/7%2. The number of basis function, Nx € N7 is a pre-

11



determined value at the initial step but will be determined by the L01jd2NK scheme later
(Sec. in 3.2.2). The convergence of KFE can be established by utilizing Wiener’s Tauberian

theorem® , as demonstrated in Ref.>* . Similarly, for the [h-order amplitude of the nor-

malized distribution function of the background species b, 2 (Up, t) can be approximated
as:

Ng

Ey (0, 1) = CgZ[ﬁbJCL (s U, , Open, )] -

r=1

(57)

The King method (Eq. (56)) is a moment convergence algorithm demonstrated in
Sec. 5.1. In this study, we assume that the characteristic parameters 7, , @, and .,
are independent of /. This assumption allows us to approximate the normalized function

f (#, 1, t) by N Gaussian functions as follows, f (0, i, ) = S5 —L; fas o~ (¥=ia;e:)° This
k) vaths
approximation is reasonable and efficient, particularly when each sub-component K is
not far from a thermal equilibrium state (|u,,| < 1).
Multiplying both sides of Eq. (56) by 479772d¢ and integrating over the semi-infinite
interval v = [0, 0co) yields the following characteristic parameter equations (CPEs):

( N ' 3/2 i 2k
Cuts Y g, (Parn, ) |1+ CF, <@ ) , le2N,
. s=1 k=1 aths
M (t) = 58
i (1) Ni a 1 (-1)/2 4 2k (58)
Cuty Y, (Darn, )’ ( ) 1+ Y C¥ ( ) , l€e2N+1.
o—1 Vath ) Vath,
\
The coefficients C¥, and C),} are given by:
k
_ LU+ DNCE ) 59)
gl (20 42k + 1)1V’
I (I+5+ )N
L _
Ci = oG (@ ) (60)
In particular, when all %, are zero, the CPEs will be:
Ng
Mi(t) = Cuy) g, (bam,)’, 1€2N. (61)
s=1

Note that M, represents the exact value of normalized kinetic moment (42) computed
from the amplitude of distribution function before being smoothed by King method. The
parameters 7, U,, and 04, can be determined by solving any 3Ny different orders (j,1)
characteristic parameter constraint equations (58). In order to solve these characteristic
parameter equations, the following section provides three specific algorithms, L01jd2nh,
L01jd2 and L01jd2NK which are convergent for higher-order moments.

3.2.2 LO01jd2NK scheme for parameters g, Uq, and Ogqsn,

Generally, any 3N normalized kinetic moments, M, can be utilized in the CPEs (58)
to determine parameters 7,,, U,, and U,y,. Due to the rapid damping of the higher-order
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harmonics, the first few harmonics in the expression (20) contain much of the most im-
portant phy51cs for many plasma physical problems of interest. Therefore, assuming that
parameters n,,, U,, and vy, are independent of [, we propose the following scheme by
selecting the kinetic moments of the first two amplitudes of normalized distribution func-
tion with orders,

G, 0) € {(2j, + 1L,D)]j, € N,0 <1< 1,0 <2j,+1 <3Nk} . (62)

This will be referred as the L01jd2nh scheme. In particular, when (j,/) = (1,1), CPEs
represented by Eq. (568) yields:

Nk
D alle, = Myi/3 = i, (63)
s=1
When (j,1) = (0,0) and (j,!) = (2,0), CPEs gives:
D i, = Moy = i, (64)
NK 3A2 ~9 ° 3 A \2
S0, ( 50, + U, | = Moo = 5+ ()" (65)

The Egs. (63)-(65) serve as conservation constraints and will be utilized as the constraint
equations for L01jd2nh, as well as the subsequent L01jd2 scheme, during the optimization
process. This indicates that when Ny > 1, the L01jd2nh scheme can ensure convergence
of mass, momentum and energy during the optimization process.

After computing the normalized kinetic moments M ;, employing Romberg integral
given by Eq. (73), the parameters n,,, 4,, and U4, can be solved from CPEs (58) by uti-
lizing a least squares method® (LSM), specifically Levenberg-Marquardt®”*® method. In
order to enclose the nonlinear FPRS collision equation (41), the approximation of f; when
[ > 2 can be achieved through the utilization of King function expansion (56) with es-
tablished characteristic parameters. Subsequently, analytical expressions for the first two

derivatives of fl(@, t) with respect to © can be derived based on Eq. (56). The number of
King function at the (k + 1) time step will be given by:

Ni(trs1) = Ni(te) — dNg(t), (66)
Nk (t) = {(1)2 L G == Julse (67)

When the parameters 7, of species a are all nearly constant, a more effective scheme
named L01jd2, rather than L01jd2nh, can be utilized. Here, assuming that n,, are con-

stants and any 2Ny normalized kinetic moments, M,,; could be employed in CPEs (58)
to determine the parameters ,, and U4y,,. In the L01jd2 scheme, N;, will remain constant

and
(5,0 e {2, — 1,1 e NF,0<1<1,1<j, < Ng} . (68)

The L01jd2NK scheme is obtained by integrating the L01jd2nh scheme and the L01jd2
scheme, using the criterion given by

(Wlas = mas (tk+1) - ﬁas (tk)| /ﬁas (tk) . (69)

When the parameters 7, of species a satisty dn,, < rtol,uc,s = 1,2,---, Nk, where
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rtol,nc is a specified relative tolerance, the L01jd2 scheme will be executed. Otherwise,
the LO1jd2nh scheme will be performed within L01jd2NK scheme. In this paper, unless
otherwise stated, the parameter rtol,,c = 0.1.

Especially, when all parameters 4, are zero, the L01jd2nh scheme simplifies to:

(1) € {(2p = 2,D)lsp € N*, 1 < jp < 2N, 1 = 0}, (70)
and the L01jd2 scheme becomes:
(.1) € {(2jp. Dljp € NT,1 < j, < N, 1 =0} . (71)

In theory, when all 1,, are zero, enforcing Eqs. (63)-(65) yields:
. . 92 .
Ml,l - 07 MO,O = §M2,0 =1. (72)

Eq. (70) and Eq. (71) show that if Nk increases by one, the convergence order j increases
by two in the L01jd2 scheme and by four in the L01jd2nh scheme when Ny > 2.

It is worth to note that the L01jd2NK can be extended to be a self-adaptive scheme
called Ld1jd2NK, in order to address the general situation where characteristic parame-
ters in KFE (56) are dependent on /. This improved scheme will utilize a comprehensive
set of normalized kinetic moments, M,,, incorporate self-adaptive field nodes and will
be further developed in future studies.

3.2.3 Discretization of speed coordinate

In order to calculate the normalized kinetic moments M;; (42) in CPEs (58) and the
Shkarofsky’s integrals (give in Egs. (29)-(30)), a set of field nodes in speed coordinate
is required. Applying uniform field nodes [v,] with a total number of N, = 2" + 1,
within a normalized speed domain of [0, v,]. The spacing, Ad,, is then determined as
Av, = Up/2" where ny € NT. The default value for parameters ), and n, are set at
Uy = 10 and ny = 7, unless otherwise stated. Therefore, the default number of nodes, N,,
will be 129. R

The normalized kinetic moments M; (42) will be calculated using the Romberg inte-

gral* method. For convenience, the value and its relative error can be expressed as:
Mialt), Brror (Myr) = (@)Y 1A([2).0)) - 73)

Here, { (0)7|f,(9)) denotes the Romberg integral of function (9)7*2f,(¢), and Error (M,
" 8 8 7,

represents the estimated upper bound of the integral error of M. The set [0,] represents
the uniform nodes (depicted as red points in Fig. 3). Similarly, the computation of Eq. (46)
will also be performed using Romberg integral:

R;u(t), Error (fzjﬁl) — <([@a])j|€l([@a],t)>R. (74)

The relative errors, Error (M j,l> and Error (ﬁj’l) can serve as indicators to evaluate the

quality of field nodes. These indicators could be utilized in constructing a self-adaptive
algorithm which will be developed in the future.

The Shkarofsky’s integrals, given in Egs. (29)-(30), involve variable upper /lower bound
integration and can be computed on a set of refined grids, as shown in Fig. 3. To create
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Figure 3: Discretization of speed coordinate: field nodes and the Chebyshev grids in the subinterval.

the o' subinterval [0,k = 1,2,--- , N,, we add N, — 2 auxiliary grids in the inner in-
terval 04, Ua41], as showed in Fig. 3. For background species b, let z,, = Vapn0a, Where
2 = Ugp and Uaptn = Uan/Ven - The Shkarofsky’s integrals can be calculated using paral-
lel Clenshaw-Curtis (CC) quadrature, which is a type of Gauss-Chebyshev quadrature™ .
This method can be expressed as:

07 o = 1,
lip(zt) = { S (el 1z, 0) o 2<a<2msr, D)
0, a=2"4+1,
e Gol) = @Y S () 7 1z) ) 1<a<ee. 70
Here, the Clenshaw-Curtis quadrature can be expressed as:

Na

(e lg([er]) oo = D walen) g(ar) - (77)
k=1

The set [z] is the Gauss collection on the quadrature domain where k¥ = 1,2,--- | N,.

The corresponding integral weight wy, is calculated according to Fornberg’s algorithm?
. Function F', (04, t) denotes the normalized background distribution function of species

a. This function can be easily obtained by mapping the analytic function, FJ, (i, t) given
by Eq. (57), onto the normalized speed ©,,. This process of mapping can be expressed as:

I3 (Vap, t) = FL(Uabth@,t)~ (78)

In this paper, the number of auxiliary Chebyshev grids in subintervals, N, is fixed at
a given constant /Ny and the auxiliary grids (depicted as black points in Fig. 3) are only
utilized in the step for calculating the Shkarofsky’s integrals. Consequently, the total
number of field nodes in speed coordinate is determined by N, = (Ny — 1)(V,, — 2) + Ny
and N, = Iy, X N, for the total velocity space. Given the default value of N; = 7 unless
otherwise specified, we obtain N,, = 769. It should be noted that N, and N, are primarily
utilized in the Rosenbluth potentials step (Sec. 3.1.2), while the maximum number of field
nodes in the velocity space is determined by number of nodes, N,,. Additionally , it is
worth mentioning that the King function serves as a smoothing step, combined with the
implicit time discretization given in Sec. 4, enabling our algorithm to surpass the classical
CFL condition limit.
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4 Implicit temporal discretization and nonlinear conservation constraints

The weak form of FPRS collision equation (41) in discrete form can be expressed as:

o [1mu(van {1150, 0) ] = A (B IE0L D) 79)

where 0 < [ < [, and j satisties Eq. (68). When integrals (73)-(74) are convergent and
accurate, the above equation represents the (j,[)"-order kinetic moment evolution equa-
tion, reads:

0 A A

= |PavanY Mit| = palvanY R (80)
The initial equations for the conserved moments are given by Egs. (47)-(49). Thermal
velocity, vy, is a function of p,, I, and K, reads:

2
Uath = g <2Ka — <£) > . (81)
Pa Pa
The final semi-discrete scheme for the nonlinear FPRS collision equations is obtained
by incorporating the aforementioned equations, including the weak form of collision
equation (79), the FPRS collision operators (38)-(39), (134), King function expansion (56)
and the characteristic parameter equations (58), with convergence criterion (50) and con-

servation constraint equations (51)-(53). From now on, the subscript and superscript "k"
will represent the time level.

4.1 Implicit temporal discretization

A standard trapezoidal® scheme, which is a second-order implicit Range-Kutta method,
can be formulated as follows:
1 0 0 x
AL = AR SN | S AR + AR 82
Tt ot T ’ (82)
where Aty = t,41 — t), represents the current time-step size. During the inner iteration to
optimize the convergence of A at (k + 1) time level, A**! denotes the value of A in the

i stage at (k + 1) timestep, while A*+!" represents the value of A at the (i — 1)" stage
during (k + 1) time level, where i = 1,2,--- | N;;,. The maximum number of the inner
iteration during each time level is denoted as IV;,, and is typically set to a default value of
10.

By employing the trapezoidal scheme for time integration, the [**-order weak form
of FPRS collision equation (79) at a given node « and time level k£ + 1 is discretized as
follows:

o™ (D) ((E5) (@5 b)) = cuphlobn)’ (B8P A0 0)) +
Aty |k (vha)” (AL 1))+ ok (k) (PP IG5 80)) |
The coefficients ¢, and ¢y, represent the temporal weights for Range-Kutta method,

while for the trapezoidal scheme, they both equal 2. Upon discretization, implicit meth-
ods for the Fokker-Planck equation lead to a complex system of nonlinear algebraic equa-

lth

(83)
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tions, necessitating an effective nonlinear solver strategy for its solution.

In this study, we rely on the King method for this task. Under the assumption that
the characteristic parameters are independent of /, which can be disregarded in future
analysis, the [""-order amplitude of distribution function of species a at the o' node and

(k+1)™ time level is given by:

Nk

AEE ) = Co > [hF (5 5] &4

s=1

The characteristic parameters can be obtained by solving the CPEs (58), at (k + 1) time
level, as given by:

3/2 s 2
CMéznk+1 s:,;l 1+Z (Ak‘+1> 9 le?
R athg
M (tes1) = N (j—1)/2 1 2 (85)
LT L (g Ua, =
C’M] Z Vst ) @k+1> 1+ Z (A’Hl) =1
aths aths

Here, the normalized kinetic moment at the (k + 1) time level is calculated using Romberg
scheme (73) as follows:

Mialtis), Ervor (My(ten)) = (05 A5 ) b)) (86)

By applying fi(?a, tr11), the I"-order amplitude of FPRS collision operator in Eq. (83)
can be formulated as:

N k+1 Inr

¢ (@k+1atk+1) = Z% s:lzwugpl M,B)é ( kH,Mﬁat) : (87)
b=1 ( b ) B=1

The normalized kinetic FPRS collision operator, ¢,,, satisfies Eq. (134), which can be ex-
pressed as:

Cap (V" ) = Cup [fo (05 tygn) - i (05" b)) - i (05 trsn)

: - . (88)
Fo ( 51;;11”“1 tk-l—l) L ( s‘l—;}zvk+1 tk-H) (v ( Z:I;Iivk—i_l tk-l—l)] .
In order to properly address those nonlinear algebraic equations represented by Egs.
(83)-(88), it is imperative to impose constraints for ensuring conservation properties. By
employing the Romberg integration with appropriate field nodes, we are able to achieve
high-precision values for moments, including number density, momentum and energy.
Building upon these high-precision values, according to manifold theory, we rely on back-
ward error analysis to guarantee exact conservation.

4.2 Conservation enforcing

The accuracy of integrals (47)-(49) can be guaranteed for at least one during two-
species collision processes (details in Sec. 5.1). The convergence criterion for conservation
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with high accuracy in two-species collision processes at the (k + 1) time level can be
expressed as:

min(6,C*+ 6,CHY < 1, (89)
where

é}éf“ = |E7“7’07’(5tﬁ§+1)| + ‘Error(étffﬂ)

+ ‘Error(étf(éfﬂ) (90)

and similar for §,C**!. The aforementioned criterion will also be employed to evaluate
the quality of field nodes as described in Sec. 3.2.3.

From manifold theory*! , post-step projection to manifolds maintains a consistent con-
vergence rate, and conservation properties can be preserved as long as the local solu-
tion errors remain sufficiently small. Consequently, incorporating a conservation strategy
into our algorithm becomes feasible. This strategy enforces discrete conservation equa-
tions (51)-(53), by utilizing the more precise integrals, such as those for species b described
by Egs. (47)-(49), to provide more accurate representations during two-species collision
processes. The convergence of this conservation strategy will occur when the criterion
given by Eq. (89) is satisfied.

According to the conservation constraint represented by Egs. (52)-(53), by applying
relation (47)-(49), the rates of momentum and energy change of species a with respect to
time at the (k + 1) time level can be theoretically expressed as:

9 E+1 _(‘9 k+1
o T T o1
9 E+1 _8 k+1

When enforcing conservation (47), all rates of change in number density will be zero,
yields:

nftl = nk (93)

However, it is not feasible to achieve an exact numerical realization of Egs. (91)-(92) using

a general integral scheme . When all the local errors , represented by Error <5tf k+1> and

Error (6tf( k“) are sufficiently small through the utilization of appropriate field nodes,

we can enforce Egs. (91)-(92) by selecting the more precision one between species a and

species b. For example, if the local errors of species b are small means 6,C*+! > §,CF+1,
then according to manifold theory, let

) )

— M = kL 94
ot “ ot 64
9 k+1 . __ 9 k+1

oKt = oK (95)

in each stage at the (k + 1)™ time level.
In the trapezoidal method, the values of momentum and energy at the (k + 1) time
level are calculated through an inner iteration at the (k + 1) time level, for species a, can

18



be expressed in the following form:

1 0 0 %
[k-f—l _ Ik A _Ik _Ik-l-l
a a + D) ti (at a + ot @ ) (96)
1 0 0 *
Kk+1 — Kk A _Kk _KkJrl ) 97
a a + 2 tk (at a + ot e ) ( )

The inner iteration at each time level will be terminated when the thermal velocity of all

plasma species in the 7" stage at (k + 1) time level satisfies the following condition, for
species a reads:

Uath(tkﬂi)
,Uath(tk'-i‘li,l )

— 1' <1079, i>2, (98)

Consequently, the average velocity and thermal velocity of species a at the (k + 1)
timestep can be expressed as:

1 ]k+1
2 [2Kk+1
Vi = \/g{pkﬂ —<u’;+1>2] (100)

Thus, the normalized average velocity of species a is calculated as @5*! = uf+!/yFt1 By

applying Egs. (63)-(65), we obtain:

Moo(trsr) = 1, (101)
My (tey) = 3a8H (102)
Mooltisr) = 3/2+ ()" (103)

The conservation enforcing algorithm will be presented in the following Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Algorithm for enforcing conservation during two-species collision processes
in each stage at the (k + 1)™ time level.

From inputs R;; (t;+1) and Error (7%]-,; (tk+1)> of species a and species b:

Initial Znk*t, O DK ’”Al for species a and species b according to Egs. (47)-(49)
1 Evaluate whether min(5,C**1, 5,CF ) < 1 (give in Eq. (89))

If 5,CHt1 > 6,01

O 7k+1 0 7k+1 O prk+1l 8 pok+1
12A 8t[a - ath 4 8tKa - 6th
Else

O 7k+1 _ 0 1k+1 0 17k+l 9 prk+1
chath - 6tIa ’ 8th - atKa
En

3 Let 2n**! = 0 for all species

4 Output Znk*t, 21k 0 [k for all species.

By implementing the conservation enforcing scheme mentioned above, the accuracy
of the conservation (51)-(53) will be determined by the precision of the more accurate
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species rather than the less precise species. It is worth noting that small local solution

errors of 6,1 (47), 6,1 (48) and 6, K (49) for at least one species during two-species Coulomb
collision process, represented by Eq. (89), are a necessary condition for convergence. This
condition will be verified at each stage and every timestep in our algorithm. The main
procedure for enforcing conservation during two-species collision processes is outlined
in the following pseudo-code (Algorithm 2).

Algorithm 2 Algorithm for FPRS collision equation with conservation constrains

From inputs initial distribution function for all species, f(v,%):
Initial n0, u® v%,, and f,(0,t,) (23) with parameter [y, for all species
Initial Mmo(to), /\/11,1 (to) and MZO(tO) according to Eq. (86) for all species
While Time termination condition == False
Fori=1,2,--- ,N;,
Fora=1,2,--- , N

1 Compute the normalized kinetic moments M,,(t;11) (86), except for Moo(tei1),
M1 (tigr) and Mo o(te+1)

2 Solve CPEs (85) to obtain the parameters 2 +!, a5+, 0%/1 and update f,(9, ;1) (84)
Forb=1,2,--- N;

3a Evaluate %fl(%“ thi1), 852 k+1fl( F1 t).11) according to KFE (84)

3b Evaluate Fy,(v"10%+! #; 1) according to the process of mapping (78)

4 Calculate Shkarofsky’s integrals (29)-(30) employing CC quadrature (75)-(76)

5 Compute the amplitudes of Rosenbluth potentials and its related derivatives accord-
ing to Egs. (27)-(28) and Egs. (32)-(34)

6 Update the normalized FPRS collision operator, €, according to Eq. (88)

7 Update the amplitudes of FPRS collision operator, Clup according to Eq. (87)

8 Evaluate R;;(tx11) and Error (ﬁj,l(tkﬂ)) by calculating the Romberg integral (74)

If Conservation enforcing == True

9A Update 2 nkt!, 2 1k+1 0 k+1 according to conservation enforcing algorithm 1

Else
9B Update 2nkt?, 21541, 2 K+ according to Egs. (47)-(49)
End
End (for species b)

End (for species a)
10 Condition for inner iteration represented by Eq. (98) == False || Break
End (for inner iteration)
11 Compute n+1, I5+1, K1 and f,(vF*! t411) according to Eqs. (47)-(49) and (83)
12 Update u’j“ (99), US;}_LI (100) Mo [)(tk+1) (101) M1 1<tk+1) (102) and MQ,O (tk+1) (103)
13 Update parameters ), (24), Nk (66) at the new time level
End (for time level)

(Notes: The symbols "=="and "||" respectively denote the logical operator "equal to" and "or".)
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4.3 Timestep

The Coulomb collision process encompasses multiple dynamical times-scales (such as
inter-species time-scale, self-collision time-scale, relaxation time-scale of conserved mo-
ments, et. al.), making it stiff. In this paper, a timestep of At = 27° (unless otherwise
stated) will be utilized for fixed timestep cases. Self-adaptive timestep will be employed
(unless otherwise stated) to improve the algorithm performances, which is determined
by the following algorithm:

1 oyF

koot

Here, the subscripts £ denotes the time level and y represents momentum / and total
energy K for all species. A;, = 1 at the initial timestep. Parameters ratios, and ratioy,
are given constants, with default values of ratiog;, = 1.1 and ratioy; = 0.01 in this paper.
For cases utilizing self-adaptive timestep, nearly all timesteps satisfy 1072 < At < 0.1.

As a contrast, the explicit timestep size determined by the CFL condition? is calculated
as follows:

Ay, = min (Tatiodtk X Ay, , ratioy; X

) , (104)

_ Ab (Ad)?
AEacp — ’ 1
to Repr % m-l-nlzu { Alab , Diap } ( 05)

a,b=1,2,.

In this equation, the parameter Rcr;, = 0.1 is utilized in explicit method to ensure long-
term stability. Additionally, A;., and D;,, represent the transport coefficients in the FPRS
collision operator (give in Eq. (3)), reads:

n 0 -
Ay = -2 ol 106
fab Ugth Ul:jth bavab - (106)
la Ol e (107)
Dy = —— X aba~5 YL -
Uzth Ubth ov 21;

This explicit timestep size (105) will not be directly utilized in our algorithm, but rather
serve as a reference for our timestep represented by Eq. (104).

5 Numerical results

In order to demonstrate the convergence and effectiveness of our method for solving
the Fokker-Planck collision equation (19), we will assess the performance of our algorithm
with various examples of different degrees of complexity.

In the benchmarks conducted in this session, the initial distribution functions for par-
ticles at t = 0 are drifting Maxwellian distributions with a specified number density n,,
average velocity u, and temperature T}, which can be written as:

Nk, R

n ” n 2
t) = =2f(0,pt) = ‘“ (V—tiasez) 108
o) = e = g | o

Uath

For all cases, all the parameters are normalized values with units defined in Sec.2.2. Un-
less otherwise specified, the default values for (n., Ny) are set to (7, 7) as specified in sec-
tion. 3.2.3 and the number of King functions Nk, is set to 1 at the initial timestep. Hence,
the default values of parameters are n,, = Uy, = 1 and u,, = 4,. For L01jd2 scheme,
the number of King function Nx during time evolution will remain equivalent to Nk,
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while a maximum value of Nx will be specified in L01jd2NK and L01jd2nh schemes. In
this paper, the default solver is L01jd2NK scheme when max(m s, 1/my) ~ 1, and L01jd2
scheme when max(mp, 1/mar) > 1.

5.1 Two-species thermal equilibration

In this instance, we demonstrate the convergence performance of our algorithm on
two-species thermal equilibration, a widely used benchmark for evaluating schemes to
solve the Fokker-Planck collision equation. The parameters for this case are m, = 2,
my =3,2, =2y =1,n, =np =1, u, = u =0, T, =10 and 7, = 20. Theoretically
values for the temperature and momentum at equilibrium state can be obtained using
conservation equations for momentum and energy:

Ir = Z(mankuk) = Z(manouo) (109)

a

KF = = 3nka+ma u)? El 3n,T° + man®(u2)?] . (110)
S ( (Z) 2 a a a)

The initial total momentum and energy are I? = 0 and K? = 45 respectively. According
to the conservation equations (109)-(110), the finial average velocity and temperatures of
the thermal equilibrium state should be u., = 0 and T, = 15 respectively.

20,0
\ 150 F ™~ N — —alNy=2
5 [ : ~ —_— BN -2
17.5 1 \.\ %g%é N — = e a, LOLjd2
R 0.140.160.180.20 b, LOLjd2
&~ 15.0 F — _;f‘
— — — b, Bry.
—_—
12.5 +
10.0 £ X
0 2 4 6
S
— —_——-Ny=2
—_~— - Litjde
-
"“'-H.h‘_h‘h:-. - — - - Brag
— -
& 107 T~
‘ﬂ "‘"—._‘_ — — —_—
_—
-
107°% b i L ] -
0 2 4 [

Figure 4: Two-species temperature equilibration with fixed timestep, At = 275: Temperatures (upper) and
their relative disparity of temperatures (lower), AT = |T¥ — TF| / (T¥ + T}) as functions of time. The
color lines represent the numerical solution while the gray and black lines represent the Braginskii’s
values.

The two-species thermal equilibration model, as described by Bragir1sl<ii59 , is pre-
sented through a semianalytical asymptotic temperature evolution equation:

0

&Ta = V%b (Ta - Tb) ) (111)
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where the characteristic collision rate v4 is given by* :

Ty (ZaZ)?
v~ 44172 x Y ™o (Za L) 372" In Ay . (112)
(maTb+mbTa)

The temperature relaxation time is defined as 7#* = 1/v%°. The characteristic time 7, will
be equivalent to the initial temperature relaxation time unless otherwise specified.

The semianalytical equation (111) is solved employing the standard explicit Runge-
Kutta® method of order 4, and the results are depicted in Fig. 4. The temperatures are
plotted as functions of time and compared against the numerical solution of our kinetic
model with a fixed timestep of At = 2% and L01jd2NK scheme with the maximum num-
ber of King function Nx = 2. Fig. 4 demonstrates excellent agreement between our fully
kinetic model and the semianalytical solution. Furthermore, upon comparing the results
of L01jd2 (Nk = 1 in this case) and L01jd2NK (N = 2) with the semianalytical solution,
it is observed that the temperature decay rate of L01jd2NK is a slightly faster than that of
Braginskii’s within the initial time interval (¢ < 0.58 in this case), but this trend reverses
when ¢ > 0.58 (Similar to the behavior observed in the FVM’s approach as shown in the
Fig.14 of Ref.?). However, the results of L01jd2 scheme strictly adhere to the semianalyti-
cal solution, as shown in the lower subplot of Fig. 4.

RDT
\
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L order
3" order

I I
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Figure 5: Two-species temperature equilibration with fixed timestep, At: Demonstration of second-order
convergence of the time discretization scheme.

The solid line in Fig. 5 depicts the relative deviation of temperature between our ki-
netic model and reference values T,.s, given by RDT = [T}, — Tyef| /Trey at t = 0.5, as
a function of the fixed timestep, At. The reference value, Ty, is computed using a suf-
ficiently small timestep, At = 27'!, in our kinetic model. The results indicate that our
algorithm exhibits 2"-order convergence in time discretization.

The temporal evolution of errors in the conserved quantities, specifically discrete num-
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ber (or mass) density, momentum, energy conservation,

Ang(ty) = (N7 |nk/nd—1], (113)
AK () = |K{/K]—1], (115)

and entropy conservation,
Asg(ty) = (s¥—s51) /[At(sk+6ss)] (116)

are depicted in Fig. 6 for varying number of field nodes with (n., Ny). Here, the parameter
0ss is given by ds, = 0. '(|s2] + |s<"?|), where ¢ = |s2s5™| /(s2s5™") and 55" are the value
of s, at the end time level. ds; = 0 in all cases except for the last one in Sec. 5. Since
entropy conservation serves as a convergence criterion for our algorithm, a first-order
implicit scheme is utilized to calculate the entropy change, as defined by Eq. (116).
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Figure 6: Two-species temperature equilibration without enforcing conservation: Discrete conservation
errors as functions of time and number of field nodes, (ns, No).

The discrete mass conservation is achieved with high precision for all given (ns, Ny),
even without enforcing conservation. The discrete momentum conservation and H-theorem
are preserved all the time. The discrete error of the energy conservation rapidly de-

creases with an increase of number of field nodes and reaches the level of round-off er-
ror when (nq, Ny) = (8,8), corresponding to a total number of nodes N, = 257. Since

[y, = 1 for two-species temperature equilibration, the total number of field nodes is
Nyo = ly, x N, = 1793 for Rosenbluth potentials step 3.1.2. The results of AK in Fig. 6
indicate that the convergence order of the velocity-space discretization scheme is about
16. The convergence order® of a discrete algorithm is evaluated using:

order = [1/log(2)]log(€n,—1/€n,) - (117)

Here, we assume that €,, = O[(h,,)”"%"], where h,, represents the grid size with grid
number is 2"2. The number of time steps in this case is determined to be IV, = 122, based
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on the termination condition As; < 10710, A
The relative errors of Romberg integrals for the first few orders of R;; (46), 61, (47),

6.1, (48), 5K, (49) and convergence criterion 51, (50) during two-species Coulomb col-
lisions are depicted in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 when (ny, Ny) = (7,7). It is evident that all the

relative errors are at the level of round-off error. The maximal errors occur at the initial
moment and diminish to the level of round-off error over a collision time scale. The fact

that convergence criterion 4,7, consistently equals the theoretical value indicates that our
algorithm exhibits strong convergence properties.
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Figure 7: Two-species temperature equilibration without enforcing conservation: Romberg integral errors
of 6,1 and convergence criterion §;1" respect to time ¢ when (nq, No) = (7,7).
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Figure 8: Two-species temperature equilibration without enforcing conservation: Romberg integral errors
of 6,7 and 0, K respect to time for collision species a and b with various (ng, Ny).

The relationship between relative errors and orders (n,, Ny) is depicted in Fig. 8. In all
cases, the relative errors are significantly smaller that one, indicating that condition (give
in Eq. (89)) is consistently satisfied. Specifically, the relative errors of species a remain
at the level of round-off error throughout. However, the orange solid line representing

25



species b in Fig. 8 reveals that both the relative errors of ¢;n;, and 5.k, are two orders of
magnitude larger than the round-off error when (n,, Ny) = (6, 6) at initial moments. This
discrepancy can result in discrete errors in energy conservation (see Fig. 6). Furthermore,
Fig. 8 also indicates that as the number of grids (n,, Ny) increases, the errors of species b
rapidly decrease to the level of round-off error. This suggests that integrals (47)-(49) will
be accurate at least for one species during two-species collision process and the integra-
tion accuracy for any less accurate species can be improved by refining field nodes.
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Figure 9: Two-species temperature equilibration with enforcing conservation: Discrete conservation errors
as functions of time and number of field nodes, (12, Ny).

— -
10’ | =
—
- - ;-
. T —
A o — -
~] —3 —=
10 r . —_—
-
= — — Numerieal
i — - 2arder
T~ L 1
1073 107? 107!
At
~—
102 r H“‘:"--eu.__ - e — .
= — = —
= T~ T — e
Elﬂl‘ M'ﬁ-u_-"__‘_"————____-_:-_:_“"‘
@) — — Numerical - —_— __-
1+ —
oL |— -~ ']"ur'n’_f i T —.
10 —_ =l 2)" order - —
I 1 1 T~
107° 1072 107
At
Figure 10: Two-species temperature equilibration with fixed timestep, At: Demonstration of 2¢"-order

convergence of time discretization scheme in Ly-norm and the CPU time as function of timestep, At.

When implementing the conservation enforcing algorithm 1, the time histories of the
associated conservation errors, An, and AK, are plotted in Fig. 9 for varying number of
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field nodes, (n2, Ny). As anticipated, precise discrete conservation can be achieved for all
given (ng, N).

We can also demonstrate second-order time convergence of the trapezoidal scheme by
computing the Ly-norm of relative difference in solution compared to a reference solution,

I — \/<flm/flmref — 1, fAt fDtrer — 1) (118)

Here, f;*</ is the solution obtained using a reference timestep size, At,.; = 27'%; refer to
Fig. 10 (upper) when (nq, Ny) = (7, 7). As expected, second-order convergence is realized
with the refinement of A,. The CPU time as a function of At when (ny, Ny) = (7,7) is also
plotted in the lower subplot of Fig. 10. The total solution time scales approximately as
O'(1/At). This first-order correlation arises from the rapid convergence of inner iteration,
typically requiring only a few iterations even with different timesteps , as demonstrated
by Fig. 23 in Sec. 5.4. Compared to the explicit timestep, A;*” ~ 1.5 x 10~ in this case

estimated by Eq. (105), a timestep greater than two order of magnitude can be used in our
algorithm with acceptable precision.
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Figure 11: Two-species temperature equilibration without enforcing conservation: Time discretization
errors of the non-conserved moments as functions of time with various j when At = 2%, Nx = 2 and
(n2, No) = (7, 7).

Fig. 11 illustrates the time discretization errors of the non-conserved moments, AM,;,
as functions of time with various j when j > 4. Here, At = 27°, N = 2 and (ny, Ny) =
(7,7). The quantity AM;,; is defined as:

AM; = | Mji(tie) — Mj,Z(tkH)‘ / ‘Mj,l(tkﬂ) — M;(ty) (119)

which measures the relative error resulting from velocity discretization during optimiza-

tion process. The symbols M;; and M;, represent the normalized kinetic moment (42),
which are computed from the amplitude of distribution function before and after being
smoothed by King method, respectively. By applying Egs. (63)-(65) in L01jd2NK scheme,
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the time discretization errors of the conserved moments (give in Eq. (119)) for all species
will be exactly zero. Furthermore, convergence of the optimization of (j,)"-order nor-

malized kinetic moments is achieved when AMJ-,Z < rtolyk, where rtolyg is a given
relative tolerance. In this study, we set parameter rtolyx to 10" unless otherwise spec-
ified. As shown in Fig. 11, the moment with order j = 6 exhibits a maximum deviation
not exceeding 6.6% for all species under consideration when Nx = 2. Additionally, the
time discretization errors for the convergent order, j = 4, are generally no greater than
0t

The high-order moment convergence property of the present method is further inves-
tigated. Fig. 12 illustrates the time discretization errors of the non-conserved moments,
AM;,, at t, ~ 0.47 as functions of Nx with various j. For this test, a refined timestep
and field nodes, At = 275 and (ny, Ny) = (8, 8) will be utilized. As depicted in Fig. 12, all
the discretization errors of the non-conserved moments, AM,;, decrease as N increase.
Furthermore, it is observed that the highest convergent orderis j = 2when Nx =1, j =4
when Ng = 2 and j = 6 when Nk = 3. Therefore, it can be concluded that King method
(Sec. 3.2.1) is a moment convergence algorithm.
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Figure 12: Two-species temperature equilibration without enforcing conservation: Time discretization
errors of the non-conserved moments as functions of N with various j when At = 276, ¢, ~ 0.47 and
(TLQ, NQ) = (8, 8)

In situations with large thermal velocity disparity where vy, /vy, > 1, the maximum

value of normalized speed @, at (k + 1) time level will be determined by a more sophis-
ticated method, for species a, can be described as follow:

~

50 (651 fi(okt t) + ot (5) ! ‘f}(@ﬁjl,tk)] — 444x 107V, j = 25N (120)

Applying information at the £ time level and solving the above equation, the optimized
value of 0, at (k+1)"" time level can be obtained . It is evident that ¢, will vary across dif-
ferent time levels, while remaining constant within a single time level. This step ensures
that the value of distribution function at the right boundary of speed can be effectively
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disregarded as zero.

For example, when 7, = 10 and 7, = 500, with all other parameters remaining the
same as in the previous case, the temperatures calculated by the L0O1jd2NK scheme using
a fixed timestep of At = 27°, N = 2 and (ng, Ny) = (8,7) are depicted as functions of
time in Fig. 13. As anticipated, the results show good agreement between our fully kinetic
model and the semianalytical solution. By comparing Fig. 14 and Fig. 6, we can see that
achieving the same level of precision with an increased temperature difference requires
more refined field nodes by increasing n,, without using self-adaptive (ng, NV3).
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Figure 13: Two-species temperature equilibration with temperatures, 7, = 10, T;, = 500 and fixed timestep,
At = 275 When Ng = 2 and (na, No) = (8,7).
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Figure 14: Two-species temperature equilibration with temperatures, 7, = 10, T;, = 500 and fixed timestep,
At = 275: Discrete conservation errors as functions of time and ns when Ny = 7.
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5.2 Electron-Deuterium thermal equilibration

In order to verify the convergence in scenarios involving significant mass disparity,
we examine e-D temperature equilibration with parameters m,. = 1/1836, mp =2, —Z, =
Zp=1n.=np=114.=up=0,7T, =1and Tp = 10. In this instance, the final average
velocity and temperatures of the thermal equilibrium state are expected to be u,, = 0
and T, = 5.5 respectively. The L01jd2 scheme is employed for solving this case with
a self-adaptive timestep. The total number of timestep, denoted as 1V, is 792, when the
termination condition is As; < 1078, We aim to demonstrate that L01jd2 scheme provides
a reliable approximation of the fully kinetic model for situations characterized by large

mass disparity.
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Figure 15: e-D thermal equilibration with enforcing conservation when solved by L01jd2 with fixed
timestep, At = 275: Average velocities and temperatures as function of time ¢ when (n2, No) = (7,7).
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Figure 16: e-D thermal equilibration with enforcing conservation when solved by L01jd2 with fixed
timestep, At = 27°: Discrete conservation errors as functions of time when (n2, No) = (7,7).
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The temperatures of species e and D are presented as functions of time ¢ in Fig. 15,
demonstrating the attainment of correct equilibrium values. The temporal evolution of er-
rors in discrete number density, momentum, energy conservation (113)-(115) and entropy
conservation is illustrated in Fig. 16. Additionally, the local relative errors, Error(d;n)
and Error(8,K) of species ¢ and D are depicted in Fig. 17 when enforcing conservation.
It can be observed that all errors of species D are at the level of round-off errors, which
those for species e are acceptably small, aligning with the convergence criterion for con-
servation (give in Eq. (89)).
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Figure 17: e-D thermal equilibration with enforcing conservation when solved by L01jd2 with fixed
timestep, At = 275: Local errors of §;72 and 5, K as functions of time with various (na, Np).

To assess the effectiveness of L01jd2 in scenarios involving significant mass disparity,
we validate its convergence with the following criterion:

Ao fi(ba, ter1) = [fi" (Oas tis1) = filPas tesr)| / [/ (Vas thr) — filDa, ti)| = Co . (121)
and
Nofi = (No)™" D 818 fi(Pas trs) - (122)
Here,
0fi(Pastirr) = |fi" (Vs tisr) = filas tes)| [ |AE X fi* (Das tra1)] = Co(At)* . (123)

The functions f;*(9,t11) and f(0, 1) represent the [""-order amplitude of distribution
function before and after being smoothed by the King method at the (k + 1) timestep for
species a, respectively.

The convergence of function A, f; is illustrated in Fig. 18, with a fixed finial time of
tit1 = 0.5. The right-lower subplot in Fig. 18 presents compelling evidence of the second-
order accuracy convergence convergence of King method as At is refined. When using a
sufficiently small timestep, such as At = 0.01, the maximum relative disparity of the dis-
tribution function before and after being smoothed by the King method does not exceed
11% for species e and 10~° for species D in this scenario. This can be observed from the
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distribution function at £ and (k + 1) time steps for species e and D in Fig. 18 (upper).
The detailed relative disparity as a function of ¢ is plotted in the left-lower subplot of

Fig. 18 when At = 27°.
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Figure 18: e-D temperature equilibration with enforcing conservation when solved by L01jd2 with fixed
timestep, At = 27°: Criterion C5 (122) for situation with large mass disparity.
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Figure 19: e-D temperature equilibration with enforcing conservation when solved by L01jd2 with fixed

timestep, At = 27°: Criterion C; (121) for situation with large mass disparity.

Similarly, the convergence of function A, f; at the grid point v, = 1.68 x 10~? is demon-
strated in Fig. 19. The lower subplots show that the parameter C, tends to stabilize as a
constant with the refinement of At at single speed node, i.e. 0, = 0.0338 for species e and
U, = 0.0583 for species D. For species D, which exhibits a higher precision of distribution
function, A f;(0, = 0.0583) remains bellows 0.1 for all provided timesteps and does not
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exceed 1% when At = 27°. Considering the high precision of conservation in discrete
with a acceptable timestep At = 279, the L01jd2 scheme is a good approximation of the
fully kinetic model for situations with large mass disparity.

5.3 Electron-Deuterium temperature and momentum equilibration

We consider e-D temperature and momentum equilibration with parameters m, =
1/1836, mp = 2, —=Z. = Zp = 1,n. = np = 1, 4. = 0.1, ap = —3.162 x 1072, T, = 1
and Tp = 100 when (ng, Ng) = (7,7). The initial value of ly;, = 13, vy, ~ 0.063 and
vpen, = 0.010. The expected finial average velocity and temperatures are approximately
Uso ~ —9.769 x 1072 and T, &~ 50.504, respectively. This case will also be solved by the
L01jd2 scheme with a self-adaptive timestep, where the number of timestep is determined
to be N, = 4877. In theory, electron-deuterium momentum equilibration will occur first
followed by reaching a state of temperature equilibration.

The average velocities and temperatures of species e and D are depicted as functions
of time ¢ in Fig. 20. The lens in Fig. 20 demonstrates that correct equilibrium values of
momentum and temperature are achieved. As anticipated, the characteristic time for mo-
mentum relaxation time is significantly shorter than the characteristic time for temper-
ature relaxation during the process of electron-deuterium temperature and momentum
equilibration.
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Figure 20: e-D thermal and momentum equilibration with enforcing conservation: Average velocities and
temperatures as function of time ¢ when (nq, Noy) = (7, 7).

The time histories of the errors in discrete number density, momentum, energy conser-
vation and entropy conservation are depicted in Fig. 21. As before, mass, momentum and
energy conservation (113)-(115) are enforced to the level of round-off error and H-theorem
are preserved all the time, as demonstrated in Fig. 21. Fig. 22 illustrates that the local rel-

ative errors, Error(d;n), Error(étf ), and Error(dtf( ) are sufficiently small, satisfying the

convergence criterion for conservation (89) during e-D collision when (nq, Ny) = (7, 7).
As expected, the local relative errors of species D, with its larger mass, are smaller than

those of species e. The convergence criterion §;7" (displayed in Eq. (50)) is approximately
valid with high precision, especially when ¢ > 1072

33



7.50x107%° |
L} ]
C —
< < 5 00x10718 k‘q
I A 2.50x107° | i S
0 250 500 750 1000 0 250 500 750 1000
0
| —n2,Na=(7, 7) 1 | —n2,No=(7, 7)
o 5.00x10'° f @ ~ ~
<] <] 10‘5 S
~16 ~ S
2.50%10 I L -
~
0 & I 1 ) L 107 | I | | p N
0 250 500 750 1000 0 250 500 750 1000

t

~+

Figure 21: e-D thermal and momentum equilibration with enforcing conservation when 7T, = 1 and
Tp = 100: Discrete conservation errors as functions of time when (ny, No) = (7,7).
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Figure 22: e-D thermal and momentum equilibration with enforcing conservation when 7T, = 1 and

Tp = 100: Local errors of 6,7, 8,1, 5, K and convergence criterion §,T as functions of time when
(TLQ,N()) = (7, 7)

5.4 Three-species (e-D-alpha) thermal equilibration

The finial test case involves the three-species (e-D-a) thermal equilibration, which is
an crucial issue in fusion plasma. Theoretically, the high-energy «a particles in burning
plasma will initially exchange energy with electrons (of comparable v,,) and later ther-
malize with D particles. The simulation parameters are m. = 1/1836, mp = 2, m, = 4,
—Z, = Zp =1,2Zy =2,n =3, np =1, n, = 1. Initially u. = ap = 4, = 0,
T, =Tp = 1and T, = 1750, we choose (ny, Ny) = (7,7). In this case, vey, =~ 6.256 x 1072,
vpn &~ 1.036 x 1072 and va, & 3.065 x 1072, The characteristic time 7 is equivalent to the
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initial temperature relaxation time between e and D, 1y = 1/v5” where
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Figure 23: e-D-o thermal equilibration: timestep At, the relative timestep Jt and number of inner iteration
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Figure 24: e-D-« thermal equilibration: Temperature of the three species as functions of time (upper) and

of e and D at the early time (lower).

This case is solved using a self-adaptive timesteps, with a total of 710 time levels.
Fig. 23 illustrates the timestep At, the relative timestep ¢ and number of inner iteration
Niter as functions of time. Here, the k' timestep and relative timestep are respectively
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defined as Aty = t;41 —t and 8ty = Aty /ti4+1. The number of inner iterations consistently
remains below 10, regardless of the timestep and relative timestep. Additionally, due to
the effectiveness of the King method, the value of N, typically does not exceed 5 in most

time intervals. i . . o o
The temperatures of all species as functions of time ¢ are plotted in Fig. 24. As antici-

pated, the electrons exhibit a more rapid heating rate comparing to the D particles during
the early stage when ¢ < 8 (lower figure in Fig. 24). However, as electrons and D quickly
heat up while « particles cool down, the preferential interaction switches to one between
a and D, ultimately leading to their thermalization together. Eventually, all three species
reach the expected equilibrium temperature of 7, = 350.08 (upper panel in Fig. 24).
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Figure 25: e-D-o thermal equilibration: Discrete conservation errors as functions of time.
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collision processes as functions of time.
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The temporal histories of local errors in discrete number density, momentum, energy
conservation and entropy conservation are plotted in Fig. 25. As expected, mass and
energy conservation represented by Eq. (113) and Eq. (115) are enforced to the level of
round-off error. The right-upper subplot of Fig. 25 demonstrates that the entropy satisfies
the H-theorem at all time. As, (116) is consistently non-negative, as showed in the right-
lower subplot of Fig. 25. In this case, the value of ds; is about —7.87. The total local

relative errors of 4,7 and &, K for all species as functions of time ¢ are presented in Fig. 26.
It can be observed that the convergence criterion for conservation denoted by Eq. (89) is
also satisfied for all sub-processes involving two-species collision process.

6 Conclusion

In this study, we have developed an implicit algorithm for solving the multi-species
nonlinear 0D-2V axisymmetric Fokker-Planck-Rosenbluth collision equation based on the
Shkarofsky’s formula. The algorithm ensures mass, momentum, energy conservation and
satisfies the H-theorem for general mass, temperature when average velocities are mod-
erate. We construct an efficient algorithm based on the nonlinear Shkarofsky’s formula of
FPR (FPRS) collision operator. Legendre polynomial expansion is employed in the angu-
lar direction, which converges exponentially with the increment of number of the poly-
nomials. King function expansion, a moment convergence method, is utilized in speed
coordinate. The kinetic moments will be computed by Romberg integration with high
precision. Post-step projection to manifold method is used to enforce exact conservation
of the collision operators.

The high accuracy of our algorithm is demonstrated by solving several typical prob-
lems in various non-equilibrium configurations. To handle the large disparate of thermal
velocities resulting from the arbitrary disparity of mass and temperature, we incorporate
mapping between the different field nodes for collision species, which is also based on
the King function. The fast convergence and high efficiency in handing various challeng-
ing problems have showcased the potential of our approach for multi-scale simulation of
plasma.

In order to fully realize the potential of the proposed approach for nonlinear, multi-
scale plasma systemes, it is necessary to expand our approach into a general self-adaptive
scheme with self-adaptive field nodes, which will be discussed in a future publication.
We finally remark that the present approach (SHE together with KFE) is efficient for sub-
sonic plasma system, while the L01jd2NK scheme is only designed for system without
distinguishing asymmetries in velocity space, such as when 4, < 1. The first reason for
this limitation is that the decreasing convergence rate of SHE as the average velocity to
thermal velocity ratio increases. For example, [ = 3 when 4, < 2.2 x 107 while [ = 11
when @, = 0.44. The second reason is that characteristic parameter in the King func-
tion (54) may depend on [ when 1, is large enough and tends to be 1, which is still under
development.
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Appendix A: King Function

When the velocity space exhibits axisymmetry with 4, = 4,e., the Gaussian function
will be:

Na

g (Q/},,LL) — A3 e [(V*ﬂaez)/ﬁathﬁ' (125)

Vath

The Gaussian function can be expanded using Legendre polynomials as:
N "% (o) P () - (126)
=0

The [""-order amplitude, ¥ (¢) can be calculated by the inverse transformation of Eq. (126),
reads:

1
40) = [ 900 R 101 by (127)
—1

Substitute Eq. (125) into the equation above, and after a tedious derivation process, one
can obtain:

G (1) = UZ‘; 2:0 6 { )%‘(%)2 . (-1)’5(%3?)2 , (128)
Here, £, = 20ii,/0%,, and
l
o = S a2
The [**-order King function (54) is in direct proportion to 4, reads:
o (550 0ar) =\ 52 % (0) (130)
2T Ny,

The new function introduced in Sec. 3.2.1, King function (54) has the following prop-
erties. When v — oo, the King function will be:

lim K (v;e,0) = 0. (131)
v— 00

When ¢ = 2w /0? — 0, the King function has the following asymptotic behaviour:

1eU (U+L)€l
I v O T

In particular, § = 0 gives:

K, (v;¢,0) \/7 (v+2) (133)
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Here, 510 is the Kronecker symbol.

Appendix B: Normalized FPRS collision operator

Substituting the distribution function (20), amplitudes of distribution function(21),
(31) and amplitudes of Rosenbluth potentials (27)-(34) into the normalized FPRS collision
operator (16), simplifying the result by combining the like terms yields the normalized
FPRS collision operator in axisymmetric velocity space, reads:

9
Cup (V,1) = 4m Yy 7. (134)
i=0
The zero-order effect term resulting from F in the collision term can be formulated as:
Fo = mu Y Fr(bw,t)PLx Y fi(0,1)P . (135)
L=0 1=0
The first-order effect terms resulting from H;, will be:
S = cﬁip o i xipﬁf (136)
1 = Up L Do L 550
L=0 1=0
Y 1 7 11 = 1
L%ZC@E;Hﬁﬁggﬁﬂ- (137)

Another first-order effect term, 5’?3, will be zero due to the azimuthql deriyatives is zero.
Specifically, when m, = my, the coefficient Cy; = 0, resulting in .} = %5 = 0 as well.
Similarly, the second-order effect terms related to G will be:

~ > 82 R 00 82 .
Sy = CGZPLWGLXZPIW]%, (138)
L=0 Uab P 0
{ Ly~ (G 0 & RS fl d ; 1
e - 2\ Ayl b 139
7 CG@abL;<@ab La@abGL> 8 17121(@ la@fl [ (139)
Z 1\ 12G1L oG, 1 N of,
- e r B B=+ P 14
L=0 =
( 3 G LOGL\ = {( puh 105
- P P Pl po 141
7 OG L=0 ( : @36 L@ab 8@ab> x ; < L2 s oo |’ ( )
where
R L 142
VT (142)
R = P+p. 143

The remaining second-order effect terms vanish, Fs = S5 = 0. As demonstrated by the
equations above, the FPRS collision operator (give in Eq. (134)) is generally a nonlinear
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model.
In particular, when the system is spherical symmetric in velocity space, the collision

effect becomes independent of the angular direction of velocity space. Therefore, the
normalized FPRS collision operator (give in Eq. (134)) will be:

~

S (V1) = mMFO(@ab,t)x fo(0, 1), (144)

(V1) = CﬂainOX @foy (145)

A o2 0% .

Fy(v,t) = Cg o QGOX Sazfo (146)

(1) = %z%l L (147)
Vab OVab 0 Ov

The remaining first-order effect terms and second-order effect terms will be zero, Sy =

Sy =Sy =Sy =S5 =0.
For self-collision process where m); = 1, the coefficients (give in Eq. (17)) will remain
constants, reads:

CF:47T, CHZO, Cé:1/2. (148)

The normalized FPRS collision operator (glve in Egs. (134)- (147)) can be further simplify
to a self-collision operator by substituting £, and 4,; with f, and @ respectively.
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