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Abstract

An Improved Boris algorithm for simulating charged particle motion in
electromagnetic fields has been derived. It addresses the issue of inaccu-
rate fast-scale cyclotron phase calculations in the original Boris algorithm,
while still maintaining its advantage in simulating slow-scale guiding cen-
ter motion, hence achieves a balance between low and high-frequency
dynamics, overcoming the limitation of traditional second-order volume-
preserving algorithms(VPAs) that are constrained to a single characteris-
tic frequency. Test particle simulations indicate that, in most cases, the
improved Boris algorithm achieves an exceedingly higher accuracy than
conventional VPAs when simulating cases involving various frequencies
of electric field within a typical Tokamak magnetic field, highlighting its
superior efficacy in handling problems over a large range of characteristic
frequencies.

Keywords: charged particle dynamics, volume-preserving algorithms, im-
proved Boris algorithm, test particle simulations

1 Introduction

The accurate numerical calculations of charged particle dynamics within
electromagnetic fields is essential to plasma simulations. A range of numerical
integration methods have been developed, with the fourth-order Runge-Kutta
method(RK4) and the Boris algorithm [1–3] being particularly representative.
As a widely employed numerical method for solving differential equations, the
RK4 method, despite its high accuracy of fourth-order in a single time step,
experiences rapid error accumulation over extended computational durations,
which eventually compromises its effectiveness in long-term simulations [4]. In
contrast, although the Boris algorithm possesses relatively lower precision of
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second order, it demonstrates exceptional stability in a large range of temporal
scales [5–7], making it highly compatible with the multi-scale nature of plasma
physics.

The success of the Boris algorithm can be attributed to its ability to preserve
phase space volume [4]. Algorithms that exhibit this property are referred to as
volume-preserving algorithms(VPAs), and can be conveniently represented us-
ing Lie algebra [8] or matrix notations [9]. In other words, the Boris algorithm
belongs to the class of the second-order VPAs. Another second-order VPA, de-
noted as G2

h, was initially introduced in [10]. It is obtianed by simply modifying
the magnetic-field-induced rotation angle of the velocity variable in the Boris
algorithm, allowing it to preserve phase space volume while exhibiting different
characteristics, and various actual performances of simulations from the Boris
algorithm [10, 11]. Higher-order VPAs have also been proposed, showing sat-
isfactory results in simulations of both relativistic and non-relativistic particles
[11–13].

In Tokamak plasmas, the motion of charged particles is characterized by two
distinct scales: the slow, low-frequency transit/bounce motion of the guiding
center, and the fast, high-frequency cyclotron motion. The theoretical phase
stability analysis presented in [9] indicates that, the Boris algorithm and G2

h

are the most efficient second-order VPA for these two typical scales, respec-
tively. This conclusion is also strongly corroborated by numerical experiments,
emphasizing the importance of selecting the appropriate VPA based on the
characteristic frequency of the specific problem.

Nevertheless, the conventional VPAs are inherently limited by a single char-
acteristic frequency: the Boris algorithm, which is optimal for treating the slow-
scale guiding center motion, suffers from poor convergence in fast-scale cyclotron
phases; conversely, G2

h excels in cyclotron motion, while a cumulative drift in
the guiding center trajectory is observed. In this paper, we propose the develop-
ment of a new algorithm by combining the above two methods in a manner that
leverages the advantages of both in low-frequency and high-frequency dynamics,
respectively. In numerical experiments, the new algorithm exhibits accuracy and
efficiency that substantially surpass those of conventional VPAs, underscoring
its significant potential and wide-ranging applicability in the study of charged
particle dynamics.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II provides a detailed description
of the construction of the improved Boris algorithm. In Section III, the numer-
ical precision and efficiency of charged particle dynamics in a typical Tokamak
toroidal magnetic field, with varying frequencies of electric fields, are compared
using both conventional VPAs and the improved method. Finally, Sec.IV con-
cludes the paper.

2 Construction of the Improved Boris Algorithm

This section is dedicated to the construction of the improved Boris Algorithm.
The formulation is articulated through matrix notation, adhering to [9].
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Before delving into the specific construction process, we provide a brief
overview of the generalization of the second-order volume-preserving algorithm.
The motion of charged particles in an electromagnetic field E⃗ = (Ex, Ey, Ez)T

and B⃗ = (Bx, By, Bz)T is governed by the Lorentz-Newton equation

m
dv⃗

dt
= q(v⃗ × B⃗ + E⃗) (1.a)

dr⃗

dt
= v⃗ (1.b)

with m the mass, q the electric charge, and r⃗ = (x, y, z)T , v⃗ = (vx, vy, vz)T the
position and velocity of the charged particle under Cartesian coordinates. To
facilitate the discussion, we will normalize the magnetic field B⃗, electric field E⃗,
velocity variable v⃗, position variable r⃗ time variable t by basic quantities

Bref = B0, vref = v0 (2.a)

with B0 the magnetic field strength on the magnetic axis, v0 the initial velocity
magnitude of the particle. And derived quantities are given by

Eref = Brefvref = B0v0, tref =
m

qBref
=

m

qB0
, rref = vref tref =

mv0
qB0

(2.b)

Replacing B⃗, E⃗, v⃗, r⃗ and t by B⃗
Bref

, E⃗
Eref

, v⃗
vref

, r⃗
rref

and t
tref

in equations (1)

yields
dv⃗

dt
= v⃗ × B⃗ + E⃗ (3.a)

dr⃗

dt
= v⃗ (3.b)

Throughout the discourse in this section, we shall persistently utilize the above
normalized form.

The generalized form of the second-order volume-preserving algorithm in
matrix notation, as given in [9], is expressed as follows

v⃗k+1 = Rkv⃗k +
∆t

2
(I +Rk)E⃗k (4.a)

r⃗k+1 = r⃗k +∆t · v⃗k+1 = r⃗k +∆t ·Rkv⃗k +
∆t2

2
(I +Rk)E⃗k (4.b)

Here, ∆t denotes the fixed time step size. Let tj = j ·∆t denotes time grid for

arbitrary j, then v⃗k = v⃗(tk), r⃗k = r⃗(tk+ 1
2
), B⃗k = B⃗(r⃗k, tk+ 1

2
), E⃗k = E⃗(r⃗k, tk+ 1

2
)

denotes variables at the k−th time step. And Rk is the rotation matrix, defined
as follows

Rk = PkΛkP
∗
k (4.c)
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k )
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2)
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k )
2+(Bz
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2

√
2
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√
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k )
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2
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2
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−By
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kBki√
2((Bx

k )
2+(Bz

k)
2)

By
kB

z
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2((Bx

k )
2+(Bz

k)
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 (4.d)

Λk = diag(1, exp(θk · i), exp(−θk · i)) (4.e)

where Pk is a unitary matrix, and P ∗
k represents its conjugate transpose. Bk =√

(Bx
k )

2 + (By
k)

2 + (Bz
k)

2 denotes the magnetic field strength, and θk is the
magnetic-field-induced rotation angle of the velocity variable v⃗k, which needs to
satisfy the condition of consistency

lim
∆t→0

θk
Bk ·∆t

= 1 (4.f)

In other words, by treating θk as a function of the time step size ∆t while simul-
taneously ensuring the condition of consistency (4.f), a series of second-order
volume-preserving algorithms can be derived. The well-known Boris algorithm
corresponds exactly to the case where θk = 2arctan( 12Bk ·∆t) . Another valid
volume-preserving algorithm, which is obtained by simply taking θk = Bk ·∆t,
has been proposed and is referred to as G2

h in [10] by Lie algebra and represented
in exponential matrix form.

Now we are in the position to construct the improved algorithm. The-
oretical phase stability analysis in [9] indicates that the two aforementioned
algorithms are optimally suited for low and high frequency dynamics, respec-
tively, within the class of second-order volume-preserving algorithms defined by
Equations (4). Specifically, the Boris algorithm stands as the most effective nu-
merical scheme for calculating slow-scale guiding center motions (low-frequency
dynamics), while significant errors occur for fast-scale cyclotron motions (high-
frequency dynamics). Conversely, G2

h exhibits the best performance for cy-
clotron motions, while offsets in guiding center motions are observed during
long-term simulations. Thus, identifying a method that integrates the strengths
of both algorithms would overcome the current algorithm’s limitation to a single
characteristic frequency, enabling it to effectively capture both low-frequency
and high-frequency dynamics, thereby enhancing numerical accuracy and re-
ducing computational costs. The Boris algorithm is chosen as the ’basis’ due to
its superiority in slow-scale motions and its stability in long-term calculations.
This is also the rationale behind referring to the new method as the ’Improved
Boris Algorithm’. Simultaneously, G2

h is utilized to provide accurate informa-
tion on cyclotron motions and velocity variables, which must be periodically
recalibrated to prevent trajectory deviation.

Building on the above ideas, we will now discuss the specific implementa-
tion of the new algorithm. Let r⃗k1 = r⃗Boris(tk+ 1

2
), v⃗k1 = v⃗Boris(tk), r⃗k2 =

r⃗G2
h
(tk+ 1

2
), and v⃗k2 = v⃗G2

h
(tk) denote the variables calculated by the Boris al-

gorithm and G2
h, respectively, while r⃗k and v⃗k represents the numerical results
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of the new algorithm at the k − th time step. It appears that we can directly
derive

v⃗k = v⃗k2 (5.a)

r⃗k = r⃗GC
k1 + r⃗Ck2 (5.b)

Here, the superscript ’GC’ and ’C’ represent the guiding center and the cy-
clotron trajectory, respectively, as given by the following equations

r⃗C = − v⃗ × B⃗(r⃗, t)

B2(r⃗, t)
(5.c)

r⃗GC = r⃗ − r⃗C = r⃗ +
v⃗ × B⃗(r⃗, t)

B2(r⃗, t)
(5.d)

Equation (5.b) implies that the position variable of the new algorithm is ob-
tained by combining the guiding center trajectory (low-frequency component)
from the Boris algorithm and the cyclotron trajectory (high-frequency com-
ponent) from G2

h, achieving the objective of leveraging the strengths of both
algorithms, as discussed earlier. Meanwhile, in typical scenarios of tokamak
plasmas, the cyclotron velocity of the particles is much greater than the guiding
center velocity. Therefore, it is reasonable for the velocity variable to be directly
given by G2

h , as described in Equation (5.a).
However, the position and velocity variables in both VPAs differ by half

a time step to ensure second-order accuracy, resulting in O(∆t) errors when
directly using Equations (5.c) and (5.d) to compute the guiding center and
cyclotron trajectories. To address this, we consider the central difference for
Equation (3.a)

v⃗(k+1)i − v⃗ki

∆t
= v⃗(k+ 1

2 )i
× B⃗ki + E⃗ki +O(∆t2) (6)

with i = 1, 2 represent results of various VPAs. Substituting Equation (6) into
Equations (5.c) and (5.d) yields

r⃗Cki =
1

B2
ki

[
E⃗ki −

v⃗(k+1)i − v⃗ki

∆t

]
+O(∆t2) (7.a)

r⃗GC
ki = r⃗ki − r⃗Cki = r⃗ki −

1

B2
ki

[
E⃗ki −

v⃗(k+1)i − v⃗ki

∆t

]
+O(∆t2) (7.b)

Thus, we obtain r⃗Cki and r⃗GC
ki which are both positioned at tk+ 1

2
, like r⃗ki. Both

are second-order accurate, ensuring that no additional errors are introduced into
the new algorithm.

As previously mentioned, it is necessary to periodically reset the results of
G2

h to prevent trajectory offsets. In contrast, the Boris algorithm maintains
accuracy over long-term simulations without deviation. Furthermore, our nu-
merical tests have revealed that the Boris algorithm is extremely sensitive to
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initial conditions. Namely, recalibrating its results (which is equivalent to es-
sentially resetting the initial conditions) leads to highly inaccurate outcomes,
whereas G2

h almost never encounters this issue. Thus, recalibration will only
be applied to G2

h. For simplicity, the time interval between two consecutive
recalibrations will be set as a constant.

In conclusion, the specific derivation process of the Improved Boris Algo-
rithm is outlined below.

From the process described, it is evident that the theoretical computational
cost of the Improved Boris Algorithm is the sum of the costs of the Boris al-
gorithm and G2

h, which initially suggests that the algorithm is not ’improved’.
However, if results at each single time step are not required, the computational
processes of the Boris algorithm and G2

h can be parallelized, with communica-
tion occurring only when recalibrating the results of G2

h. This would reduce the
computational time of the new algorithm to that of G2

h(Since G
2
h involves calcu-

lations of trigonometric functions, while the Boris algorithm does not, making
G2

h slightly more time-consuming in comparison). Besides, as will be demon-
strated in the numerical experiments conducted in the next section, the new
algorithm achieves significantly higher accuracy than both VPAs under identi-
cal conditions in the vast majority of cases.

3 Numerical Experiments

In this section, numerical experiments are performed to evaluate the accuracy
and efficiency of the Improved Boris Algorithm(non-parallelized) in comparison
to the Boris algorithm and G2

h. The algorithms are implemented in C++, and
all numerical calculations are carried out in double precision with a single core
of the 3.0 GHz Intel i9-13900k processor using the GCC compiler. The variables
will no longer be normalized in the subsequent text. Instead, the time variables
will be qualified by the gyro-frequency of an ion in a fixed magnetic fieldB0 = 1T

ωc0 =
eB0

mi
= 9.57× 107s−1 (8)

Consider the motion of a single ion in a toroidal magnetic field with magnetic
field strength on the magnetic axis Baxis = 2T , major radius R0 = 1.67m, minor
radius a = 0.6m, and the safety factor

q = 2.52(
r

a
)2 − 0.16(

r

a
) + 0.86 (9)

with r =
√
(
√
x2 + y2 −R0)2 + z2. These parameters can be referenced in

[14]. The magnetic field in torodial coordinates (r, θ, ϕ) is expressed as B⃗ =
Bθ e⃗θ +Bϕe⃗ϕ with

Bϕ =
BaxisR0

R0 + rcosθ
,Bθ =

rBϕ

qR0
(10)
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Algorithm 1: Improved Boris Algorithm

Data: initial conditions of position r⃗0 and velocity v⃗0, total calculation
time T , fixed recalibration period ∆T , fixed time step size ∆t.

Result: numerical solutions of position r⃗(T ) and velocity v⃗(T ).
1 [Comment: For simplicity, it is assumed that the total calculation

time T is an integer multiple of the time step size ∆t. Otherwise, an
additional adjustment of the time step size is required at the end of
the algorithm.]

2 t← 0, k ← 0, t1 ← 0;
3 [Comment: Here, t represents the current calculation time, k

represents the current time step and t1 serves as the timer for
recalibration.]

4 v⃗01 ← v⃗0, v⃗02 ← v⃗0;
5 [Comment: Initialization of velocity variables for the Boris algorithm

and G2
h.]

6 r⃗01 ← r⃗0 +
1
2 v⃗0 ·∆t, r⃗02 ← r⃗0 +

1
2 v⃗0 ·∆t;

7 [Comment: Initialization of position variables for both VPAs. The
position variables are advanced by half a time step relative to the
velocity variables to ensure second-order accuracy.]

8 while t < T do
9 Calculate v⃗(k+1)1 by Equation (4.a);

10 Calculate v⃗(k+1)2 by Equation (4.a);
11 v⃗k+1 ← v⃗(k+1)2;
12 [Comment: Update the velocity variables for both VPAs. The

result of the new algorithm(v⃗k+1) is equivalent to that of
G2

h(v⃗(k+1)2).]
13 Calculate r⃗GC

k1 by Equation (7.b);

14 Calculate r⃗Ck2 by Equation (7.a);

15 r⃗k ← r⃗GC
k1 + rCk2;

16 [Comment: The position variable of the new algorithm(r⃗k) is
obtained by combining the guiding center trajectory from the Boris
algorithm(r⃗GC

k1 ) and the cyclotron trajectory from G2
h(r⃗

C
k2).]

17 r⃗(k+1)1 ← r⃗k1 + v⃗k1 ·∆t;
18 r⃗(k+1)2 ← r⃗k2 + v⃗k2 ·∆t;
19 [Comment: Update the position variables for both VPAs.]
20 t1 ← t1 +∆t;
21 if t1 ≥ ∆T then
22 r⃗(k+1)2 ← r⃗k + v⃗k+1 ·∆t;
23 t1 ← 0;

24 end
25 [Comment: Recalibrate the result of G2

h by the result of the new
algorithm.]

26 t← t+∆t;
27 k ← k + 1;

28 end

29 r⃗k+1 ← r⃗k + 1
2 v⃗k+1 ·∆t;

30 r⃗(T )← r⃗k+1, v⃗(T )← v⃗k+1;
7



To apply the algorithms, we transform the toroidal magnetic field B⃗ into the
Cartesian coordinates (x, y, z) which is

Bx = −Bϕsinϕ−Bθsinθcosϕ = −BaxisR0y

x2 + y2
− Baxisxz

q(x2 + y2)
(11.a)

By = Bϕcosϕ−Bθsinθsinϕ =
BaxisR0x

x2 + y2
− Baxisyz

q(x2 + y2)
(11.b)

Bz = Bθcosθ =
Baxis(

√
x2 + y2 −R0)

q
√
x2 + y2

(11.c)

Next, we will consider the motion of particles in electric fields of various
strengths and frequencies within the aforementioned typical Tokamak magnetic
field.

3.1 Banana Orbit

The impact of the electric field is omitted in this case, i.e. E⃗ = (0, 0, 0)T .
The initial velocity is v⃗0 = (0, 2×104m/s, 2×105m/s)T and the initial position
is r⃗0 = (R0 + 0.25a, 0, 0)T = (1.82m, 0, 0)T . Under these conditions, the pro-

jection of the particle’s trajectory onto the (R, z) plane(where R =
√

x2 + y2)
theoretically forms a closed banana orbit. All algorithms are implemented with
a relatively large time step size of ωc0∆t = 0.1, and the time integration interval
is [0, T0], ωc0T0 = 2.54 × 104. The recalibration period of the improved Boris
algorithm, ∆T , is set to ωc0∆T = 50, which remains constant throughout the
secion. The numerical results of the banana orbit are shown in Figure 1. All
algorithms correctly reproduce the trajectory of the trapped particle, and the
results appear indistinguishable.

We now proceed to analyze the differences among the algorithms by examin-
ing the time-dependent numerical results of r⃗ and v⃗ over certain time intervals.
Shown in Figure 2 is the time-dependent numerical results of the banana orbit
by all algorithms with ωc0∆t = 0.1 in selected time intervals of an equal length
of 5, compared with the “exact” solutions obtained by an extremely minuscule
time step size(ωc0∆t = 10−5, which is practically unattainable in actual numer-
ical simulations, and all algorithms generate identical results in this case. Here
we select the result derived by the Boris algorithm). The numerical solutions of
the position variables r⃗ in the time interval [20000, 20005] are displayed in sub-
figures (a), (b) and (c). It is evident that, in comparison to the ”exact” solution,
the numerical result obtained from the Boris algorithm exhibits a distinct phase
discrepancy. In contrast, while the G2

h solutions aligns more closely in terms
of phase, a noticeable overall shift in the particle trajectory is observed. The
improved Boris algorithm yields superior results, with the numerical solution
closely overlapping with the ”exact” solution, as observed in the figures. This
favorable outcome is consistently maintained in the numerical solutions of the
velocity variables v⃗ in the time interval [25000,25005], as shown in sub-figures
(d), (e) and (f). The Boris algorithm still maintains a significant phase error. As
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(c)

Figure 1: Numerical results on the (R, z) plane with initial conditions of banana
orbit. The time step size is ωc0∆t = 0.1, and the time integration interval is
[0, T0] with ωc0T0 = 2.54 × 104 which is approximately one period of the slow-
scale motions (banana period). The banana orbit is correctly obtained by all
algorithms.
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for G2
h, due to the overall trajectory shift mentioned earlier, a slight inaccuracy

in the magnetic field is introduced, resulting in a minor phase discrepancy.
To provide a more intuitive comparison of the accuracy of these algorithms,

Figure 3 presents the global relative errors over the entire time integration in-
terval [0, T0] of r⃗ and v⃗ as a function of time step size ∆t. Here, the relative
errors are defined by

ϵr⃗ =
1

N

N−1∑
m=0

√
|r⃗”exact”m − r⃗numerical

m |2
|r⃗”exact”m |2

(12.a)

ϵv⃗ =
1

N

N−1∑
m=0

√
|v⃗”exact”m − v⃗numerical

m |2
|v⃗”exact”m |2

(12.b)

with N = T0

∆t the total number of time grids. It can be observed that the
convergence curves of both VPAs are remarkably smooth, with the slope of
the linear region approaching 2, indicating second-order convergence rate for
both algorithms, while G2

h converges noticeably faster than the Boris algorithm.
Although the curve of the improved Boris algorithm is less smooth, its accuracy
surpasses that of G2

h-the more accurate one of the two VPAs-by approximately
one order of magnitude.

Compared in Figure 4 is the computational time τ(measured in seconds,
with the average duration taken over 100 times of simulations) of the three
algorithms. It should be noted that the improved Boris algorithm is not paral-
lelized. Sub-figure (a) illustrates that, under identical computational conditions,
the Boris algorithm exhibits the shortest computation time, followed byG2

h, with
the improved Boris algorithm requiring the longest time. In sub-figure (b), the
computation times of all algorithms are normalized with respect to the Boris
algorithm’s computation time. This normalization reveals that the computa-
tion time for G2

h is approximately 20% greater than that of the Boris algorithm,
attributable to the need for trigonometric function calculations when comput-
ing the rotation matrix Rk in G2

h. In contrast, although the rotation matrix of
Boris algorithm involves trigonometric functions as well, its actual computation
is not necessary during the simulation process. The computation time for the
non-parallelized improved Boris algorithm is approximately 1.8 to 2.0 times that
of the Boris algorithm, which is slightly smaller than the combined computation
times of both the Boris algorithm and G2

h.
Finally, the efficiency of the algorithms is evaluated by considering accuracy

as a function of computational time, as illustrated in Figure 5. In this figure,
points closer to the lower-left corner indicate higher efficiency. Despite the Boris
algorithm possessing the shortest computational time, its efficiency remains the
lowest. In contrast, the efficiency of the improved Boris algorithm markedly
surpasses that of the Boris algorithm and G2

h, with this disparity becoming
more pronounced under conditions of short computational time (i.e. large time
step size).

To summarize, when solely the Tokamak magnetic field is present, the im-
proved Boris algorithm successfully integrates the strengths of both the conven-
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Figure 2: Time-dependent numerical results of the banana orbit in selected time
intervals with a time step size of ωc0∆t = 0.1. (a)-(c): r⃗ in [20000,20005]. (d)-
(f): v⃗ in [25000,25005]. The Boris algorithm(red dashed lines) and G2

h(blue
dashed lines) introduce significant errors, while the improved Boris algo-
rithm(green dashed lines) demonstrates much higher accuracy. As observed
in the figure, its numerical solution is almost indistinguishable from the ”exact”
solution(black solid lines).
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Figure 3: Global relative errors of r⃗ and v⃗ as functions of time step size ∆t
by all algorithms. The accuracy of the improved Boris algorithm significantly
exceeds that of the other two volume-preserving algorithms.
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Figure 4: Computational time of all algorithms.
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Figure 5: Efficiency of all algorithms. Despite the lack of parallelization, the
efficiency of the improved Boris algorithm still significantly surpasses that of
the other two volume-preserving algorithms.

tional Boris algorithm and G2
h. Specifically, it preserves phase stability while

simultaneously avoiding global trajectory displacement. Despite the absence
of parallelization, which leads to a relatively longer computational time under
identical conditions, the algorithm’s precision and efficiency remain markedly
superior to those of the traditional VPAs. In the following subsections, the in-
duced electric field will be incorporated to assess the performance of the new
algorithm in addressing wave heating problems.

3.2 Banana Orbit with high-frequency Electric Field

A high-frequency electric field on the z-axis is introduced in this section,
i.e. E⃗ = (0, 0, E0cos(ω0t)), E0 = 5 × 103V/m. Here, ω0 = 1.5ωc0 is of the
same order of magnitude as the cyclotron frequency. All other computational
conditions are kept consistent with those in the previous subsection. Figure 6
presents the time-dependent results for x, y, z. And the magnitude of velocity,
v = |v⃗|, instead of its components, is displayed to provide a clearer evaluation
of the effectiveness of wave heating. Although the numerical solution by the
improved Boris algorithm is not as indistinguishable from the ”exact” solution
as in the case without the electric field discussed in the previous subsection,
it still exhibits the closest agreement with the exact solution among the three
algorithms. The cyclotron phase and guiding center motion are both effectively
preserved.

The global relative error of position ϵr⃗ is calculated by Equation (12) and
presented as a function of time step size ∆t in Figure 7, as well as the global
relative error of velocity magnitude ϵv given by

ϵv =
1

N

N−1∑
m=0

|v”exact”m − v”numerical”
m |

|v”exact”m |
(13)
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Figure 6: Time-dependent numerical results of the banana orbit with a high-
frequency resonant electric field in selected time intervals. Compared to the
Boris algorithm(red dashed lines) and G2

h(blue dashed lines), the numerical
results obtained by the improved Boris algorithm(green dashed lines) remain
the closest to the ”exact” solution(black solid lines).
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Figure 7: Global relative errors of r⃗ and v as functions of time step size ∆t
by all algorithms. Under the conditions of this subsection, the advantages of
the improved Boris algorithm are less pronounced; however, it continues to
demonstrate a distinct superiority.

Unlike the previous subsection, the logarithmic scale is no longer employed. In
this particular case, since the electric field frequency is of the same order of mag-
nitude as the gyro-frequency, G2

h, which provides a more precise representation
of the cyclotron motion, demonstrates a clear advantage over the two VPAs.
Although the improved Boris algorithm does not exhibit the same substantial
advantage as observed in the previous section, its accuracy still surpasses that
of G2

h by over 50% in the majority of scenarios.

3.3 Transit Orbit with low-frequency Electric Field

In this subsection, the initial conditions for velocity are modified to v⃗0 = (0, 8×
104m/s, 2×105m/s). This alteration results in a shift in the particle’s trajectory
from banana orbit to transit orbit, and the transit period T1 is approximately
ωc0T1 = 1.38 × 104. Meanwhile, a low-frequency electric field at the transit
frequency, i.e. E⃗ = (0, 0, E0cos(ω1t)), E0 = 5 × 103V/m with ω1 = 2π

T1
, is also

considered. The time integration interval is [0, 2T1].
In Figure 8, we present the numerical solutions for r⃗ and v over extended

time intervals. The results of the three components of the position variable
r⃗ in the time interval [24000,25000] are displayed respectively in sub-figures
(a),(b) and (c). Even when observed over a longer time scale, the trajectory
obtained with G2

h exhibits a marked deviation. This can be attributed to the
amplification of its inherent limitations in low-frequency dynamics, due to the
low-frequency resonant electric field. Meanwhile, the results of the other two
algorithms essentially coincide with the ”exact” solution, without any notice-
able deviation. As depicted in sub-figure (d), the velocity magnitude v within
[25000,27000] further indicates that G2

h is ineffective in managing low-frequency
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Figure 8: Time-dependent numerical results of the transit orbit with a low-
frequency resonant electric field in relative long selected time intervals. Com-
pared to the other two algorithms, the numerical results by G2

h exhibit a notice-
able deviation.

wave heating problems, while the other two algorithms perform well.
The convergence curves of the global relative errors, as shown in Figure

9(with logarithmic scaling), reveal that the Boris algorithm exhibits a distinct
advantage over G2

h at larger time step sizes. However, due to the near-constant
accuracy of the Boris algorithm for time steps larger than 10−2ω−1

c0 , the pre-
cision of G2

h eventually surpasses that of the Boris algorithm at smaller time
step sizes. This behavior can be attributed to the fact that, under the specific
conditions of this case, the critical point at which the Boris algorithm’s phase
begins to converge occurs near a time step size of 10−2ω−1

c0 . The improved Boris
algorithm, however, maintains a substantial advantage: in the majority of cases,
its accuracy exceeds that of the better-performing VPA by one to two orders of
magnitude.
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Figure 9: Global relative errors of r⃗ and v as functions of time step size ∆t by
all algorithms. Under the conditions of this subsection, the advantages of the
improved Boris algorithm even surpass those observed in the case without the
magnetic field.

3.4 Banana Orbit with Electric Field of Various Frequen-
cies

In order to more precisely evaluate the performance of the three methods
for wave heating problems across various frequencies, this subsection adopts the
initial conditions of the banana orbit, with the time integration interval set to
[0, T0], a fixed time step size of ωc0∆t = 0.1, and a resonant electric field along

the z-axis given by E⃗ = (0, 0, E0cos(ωt)), E0 = 5 × 103V/m. And the global
relative errors of position and velocity magnitude are analyzed as functions of
the frequency of the electric field ω.

In Figure 10, the low-frequency cases are illustrated, where the value of ω
ranges from 10−4ωc0 to ωc0, utilizing logarithmic coordinates for representation.
The accuracy of the Boris algorithm remains virtually unchanged, while the
accuracy of G2

h initially diminishes and subsequently enhances, surpassing that
of the Boris algorithm near ω

ωc0
∼ 10−2.5, and thereafter stabilizes at a level

approximately one order of magnitude superior to the Boris algorithm. As for
the improved Boris algorithm, its accuracy, even in the worst cases, merely
approximates that of the Boris algorithm, while in other instances, it surpasses
the superior of the two traditional VPAs by one to two orders of magnitude.
It is evident that the improved Boris algorithm constitutes a more dependable
option for addressing low-frequency problems.

Figure 11 shows the cases of relatively large ω with ω ∈ [ωc0, 10ωc0]. The
accuracy of the three algorithms exhibits similar behavior: all demonstrate un-
stable regions near ω ∼ 2ωc0 and ω ∼ 4ωc0, with minimal variation elsewhere.
Within the stable regime, the improved Boris algorithm maintains the highest
accuracy, followed by G2

h, and then the Boris algorithm, with each adjacent
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Figure 10: Global relative errors of r⃗ and v as functions of the frequency of the
electric field by all algorithms, low-frequency cases.
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Figure 11: Global relative errors of r⃗ and v as functions of the frequency of the
electric field by all algorithms, high-frequency cases. The two unstable regions
depicted in this figure correspond to the particle’s cyclotron frequency ωc and
2ωc, respectively.
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pair differing by approximately one order of magnitude. In contrast, within the
unstable region, the accuracy of the improved Boris algorithm deteriorates to a
level comparable to that of the Boris algorithm.

For the Tokamak magnetic field considered in this paper, the cyclotron fre-
quency on the magnetic axis is 2ωc0. And the The initial conditions provided
represent a deeply trapped particle very close to the magnetic axis, implying
that its cyclotron frequency ωc remains around 2ωc0 throughout its motion.
Consequently, it can be inferred that the unstable regions depicted in the figure
are located in the vicinity of ωc and 2ωc.

In the case of ω ∼ ωc, the resonance heating effect, driven by the similar-
ity between the electric field frequency and the cyclotron frequency, causes a
substantial surge in kinetic energy and destabilizes the trajectory. Even with
a relatively modest electric field strength utilized in this section, the particle
velocity increases by approximately 20 times after one banana period T0. Even
G2

h , the most accurate algorithm in this case, displays significant velocity errors
exceeding 10%, indicating the ineffectiveness of VPAs and the improved Boris
algorithm. Under such circumstances, even within a single time step, it is no
longer tenable to treat the electric field as a constant, as we have done in the
calculation process of the Boris algorithm and G2

h. The coupling between the
electric field frequency and the cyclotron frequency needs to be incorporated
into the single-step time advancement, which will be part of our future work.
The case of ω ∼ 2ωc represents a similar, less pronounced instability.

In general, for problems at various characteristic frequencies, as long as the
traditional VPAs(especially the conventional Boris algorithm) remain valid, the
improved Boris algorithm will invariably possess superior accuracy and effi-
ciency.

4 Conclusions

This paper constructs an improved Boris algorithm that integrates the advan-
tages of the two representative second-order volume-preserving algorithms(VPAs):
the well-known conventional Boris algorithm, which is optimal for low-frequency
guiding center dynamics, and G2

h, which is optimal for high-frequency cyclotron
dynamics. The improved algorithm is also designed to be parallelizable. Through
test particle simulations in a typical Tokamak magnetic field, the performance
of the improved Boris algorithm is compared in detail with that of traditional
VPAs. It overcomes the limitation of the second-order VPAs that can only
accurately reflect either low-frequency or high-frequency motion, and demon-
strates superior accuracy and efficiency across a large range of characteristic
frequencies:It holds an absolute advantage in the low-frequency scenario; as for
the high-frequency cases, although unfavorable results are produced near ωc

and 2ωc influenced by the failure of traditional VPAs, it maintains stability and
efficacy across the remainder of the frequency range. It is anticipated that the
adoption of this algorithm in large-scale, long-duration simulations will signifi-
cantly enhance computational efficiency.
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Still, the limitations near the cyclotron frequency of the improved Boris
algorithm, and indeed the traditional volume-preserving algorithms, continue
to restrict their utility in handling problems like full orbit simulations of ion
cyclotron resonance heating(ICRH). A potential solution is to couple the electric
and magnetic fields during the single-step time advancement, instead of treating
them as separate variables. This will be part of our future work.
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