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Equivalent guiding-center Hamiltonian theories are constructed based on higher-order
Lie-transform perturbation methods. Higher-order guiding-center theories are distin-
guished on the basis of whether correction terms associated with magnetic-field nonuni-
formity appear either in the guiding-center symplectic (Poisson-bracket) structure, in the
guiding-center Hamiltonian, or both. These theories are called equivalent because they
describe the same guiding-center magnetic-moment invariant. The present work presents
the detailed derivations of results that were summarized in a recent paper by Tronko and
Brizard [Phys. Plasmas 22, 112507 (2015)].

1. Introduction

The concept of equivalent Hamiltonian theories plays a useful role in gyrokinetic the-
ory (IMM, MM), where magnetic-field perturbations either
appear in the gyrocenter Hamiltonian (in the Hamiltonian representation) or the gyro-
center Poisson bracket (in the symplectic representation). These gyrokinetic theories are
said to be equivalent since they both use the same definition for the gyrocenter magnetic
moment, dBmz@m_&_Hahlﬂ IZDD_ﬂ) In the Hamiltonian representation, the parallel gyro-
center momentum II; that appears in the gyrocenter symplectic structure is interpreted
as a canonical momentum and, thus, the gyrocenter Hamiltonian is expressed in terms
of the gauge-independent combination I — (e/c) Ay g, where Ay, denotes the parallel
component of the perturbed magnetic vector potential (expressed in terms of guiding-
center coordinates). In the symplectic representation, on the other hand, the magnetic
perturbation term A; . appears explicitly in the gyrocenter symplectic structure, which
also includes the parallel gyrocenter (kinetic) momentum p; = muwy. In the symplectic
representation of gyrokinetic theory, the parallel component of the inductive electric field
now appears explicitly in the gyrocenter equation of motion for p|, while it is absent in
the gyrocenter equation of motion for II; in the Hamiltonian representation. Further
discussion of the equivalent representations of gyrokinetic theory can be found in the
review paper of Brizard & Hahml (2007).

The purpose of the present paper is to construct equivalent higher-order guiding-center
Hamiltonian theories in which higher-order corrections associated with magnetic-field
nonuniformity appear either in the guiding-center Poisson bracket (symplectic structure)
or the guiding-center Hamiltonian. The main results presented here were summarized

in a recent paper by [Tronko & Brizard (lZDiﬂ) and a recent review of guiding-center

Hamiltonian theory was presented by (Cary & Brizard (12099 The material contained in
this manuscript is presented in tutorial form, with detailed calculations appearing in the

literature for the first time.
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The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2] we present a summary
of the general formulation of guiding-center Hamiltonian theory, in which corrections
associated with magnetic-field nonuniformity appear at all orders in the guiding-center
Hamiltonian and/or the guiding-center Poisson bracket. In Sec. [ the formulation of
Lie-transform perturbation theory for the Lagrange one-form is presented up to fourth
order in the ordering parameter €, which are explicitly solved in Secs. @7l The ordering
parameter € is used in the renormalization of the electric charge e — e/e that appears in
the macroscopic view of guiding-center dynamics, in which the magnetic-nonuniformity
length scale is finite while the gyroradius is small. In Secs. B we present the Jacobian
and Lagrangian constraints that establish the consistency of the guiding-center phase-
space transformation. In Sec. [I0, we derive the guiding-center polarization directly from
the guiding-center transformation, which further constrains the transformation, and dis-
cuss the conservation of the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum. In Sec. [IT]
we summarize our work. Lastly, the Appendices [AG] provide a wealth of results that
support the material presented in the text.

2. Guiding-center Hamiltonian Theory

Guiding-center Hamiltonian dynamics is expressed in terms of a guiding-center Hamil-
tonian function that depends on the guiding-center position X, the guiding-center parallel
momentum py, and the guiding-center gyroaction J = p B/ (defined in terms of the
guiding-center magnetic moment p and the gyrofrequency ) = eB/mc for a particle
of mass m and charge e); it is, however, independent of the gyroangle 6 at all orders.
Since the guiding-center phase-space coordinates are non-canonical coordinates, a non-
canonical guiding-center Poisson bracket is also needed. For the sake of simplicity, the
guiding-center Hamiltonian theory is presented here for a time-independent nonuniform
magnetic field in the absence of an electric field.

In this Section, we summarize the results of the Hamiltonian formulation of guiding-
center dynamics in a nonuniform magnetic field (Tronko & Brizard [2015). Here, the
guiding-center Hamiltonian is defined as

2

Hye = — v 2.1
gc o'm + ’ ( )

where the effective guiding-center potential energy

U= €0, =JQ+ el + Uy + - (2.2)
n=0
is defined in terms of higher-order corrections ¥, (n > 1) that vanish in a uniform

magnetic field. The guiding-center symplectic structure, on the other hand, is expressed
in terms of the guiding-center Poincaré-Cartan one-form

rgcz(3A+H)-dX+eJ(d9 ~ R-dX), (2.3)
ec
where the symplectic guiding-center momentum
I =) "L, = pyb + el + T+ (2.4)
n=0

is expressed in terms of the gyroangle-independent vector terms IT,, (n > 1), which con-
tain corrections due to magnetic-field nonuniformity, and the presence of the gyrogauge
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vector R = V1.2 (where b=1x 2) guarantees that the guiding-center one-form (Z3)
is gyrogauge-invariant (see App. [A]).

2.1. Guiding-center Euler-Lagrange equations

The guiding-center Hamiltonian (2.1)) and the guiding-center Poincaré-Cartan one-form
23) can be used to construct the guiding-center phase-space Lagrangian

e PO n
Age = Tyo — Hyodt = [(EA—i—p”b—i—Ze Hn> dX 4 e J (d6‘ — R-dX)}

n=1
»i °°
e JQ ", | dt 2.5
(0 m e v .
By using the guiding-center variational principle
OHy.
0 = /5Agc = /52“ (Wee)ap dZ2° — =25 at|, (2.6)
0z~
we obtain the guiding-center Euler-Lagrange equations
A _ OHg
(wge)ap ~a = oz« (2.7)

Here, the matrix elements (wgc)ap are the components of the guiding-center Lagrange
two-form

B*k . .
wee = dlye = o e dXP A XY +dpj Ab*+dX + e R* - dX AdJ + ¢ dJ A df, (2.8)

2ec

where €55, denotes the Levi-Civita tensor and we use the definitions

B'=Vx[A+ (M- EJR) =B+ SpVxbt o, (29
e e
011 -~ o011, 5 OIIy
*=— =b+4+e— + € 2.10
Op) Op) Op) (210
_, OI1 oI, OIl,
RR=R — ¢! — =R - — — 2.11
Y o7 a1 T (2.11)
We note that the fields B* and b* satisfy the identities
V:-B* = 0
: (2.12)
0B*/dp; = e(c/e)V xb*

which will play an important role in the properties of the guiding-center Poisson bracket.
Using the components of the guiding-center Lagrange two-form (28], the guiding-
center Euler-Lagrange equations (2.7]) become

dge X eB” « daeP| o dged
X — b y R y7 = VH,, (2.13)
d..X  OH
p*. & — T8¢ 2.14
o o (2.14)
dget d..X  OH
. _ eRY. B = &€ 2.15
“Tat ¢ dt g (2.15)
dged — OHg

- 5 (2.16)
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Since the guiding-center Hamiltonian (2I)) is explicitly independent of the gyroangle

#, the guiding-center gyroaction J is, therefore, an exact guiding-center invariant in

Egs. (ZI3) and (ZI6):

dgcJ _q OHge

= = — —5= =0 2.17
dt < o8 ! (2.17)

it is still, however, an adiabatic invariant of the exact particle dynamics. The guiding-

center equation for the gyroangle 6 is given by Eq. (ZI5]) as
dgc0 _ 1 OHyge 4R dgCX,
dt oJ dt
where the first term includes the lowest-order gyrofrequency as well as higher-order cor-
rections due to magnetic-field nonuniformity, which are also included in the second term
(involving the gyrogauge vector R).

The remaining guiding-center equations of motion for the guiding-center position X
and the guiding-center parallel kinetic momentum p| are obtained from Eqs. ([2.13)- 2.14))
as follows. First, we take the cross-product of Eq. (ZI3)) with b* and use Eq. 2I4) to
obtain the guiding-center equation of motion for X:

(2.18)

deeX  OH, B* cb*
“ee = X VH 2.19
dat (9]9” BlT* + € €B|T* x V gcs ( )
where
~ ol oTI
" =bB = (btes—+ | B =B + e B 4. (2.20)
Ip) Ip)

Next, the guiding-center equation of motion for p is obtained by taking the dot-product
of Eq. 2I3) with B*, which yields

dgcp” B B*

& - BF

We note that Eqgs. (Z19) and (Z2ZI) satisfy the guiding-center Liouville theorem

dgCX 9] dgcp”
. . — | Bj* = 2.22
v (' dt)+5pn<' dt o (2:22)

which follows from the identities (Z12)).

- VHye. (2.21)

2.2. Guiding-center Hamilton equations
We now wish to show that the guiding-center equations of motion (ZI7)-(219) and (2:21])
can be expressed in Hamiltonian form in terms of a guiding-center Poisson bracket { , }4c
constructed from the guiding-center Lagrange two-form (2.8]).
First, we note that the Lagrange component-matrix (2.8]) is invertible if the guiding-
center Jacobian does not vanish:

* € * € ok
Jee = /det(wge) = € b*- (;B) = B £ 0, (2.23)

which is consistent with the guiding-center ordering itself. We note here that, since
B* =B (1+e€egb-VXb+---) up to the first order in ¢, we might be concerned
with the possibility of Bl’“ * vanishing if the parallel guiding-center velocity v|| is large
enough, i.e., when |v)| = |ve| = L:Q, where L, = Ib-V x b|~!. If we introduce the
ordering L, = pin egl expressed in terms of the thermal gyroradius pg, = vin /€, we
then obtain the ordering [vjc /v = €5 > 1. Hence, only (extreme) superthermal
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parallel guiding-center motion would cause the guiding-center Jacobian to become sin-
gular. Under those circumstances, however, the standard guiding-center orderings would
also break down (e.g., the curvature-drift motion would now be ordered at eg,l), and
thus, the guiding-center theory would become invalid for these superthermal particles.
In any case, we note that the removal of this singularity can also be accomplished by
a process of regularization of guiding-center theory (Correa-Restrepo & Wimmel [1985;
Correa-Restrepo et all[1986).

Next, we invert the guiding-center Lagrange matrix defined in Eq. (2.8) to construct the
guiding-center Poisson matrix with components Jg‘cﬂ, such that Jg¢’ (Wge)vp = 50[‘3. Lastly,

we construct the guiding-center Poisson bracket {F, G}y = (OF/0Z) J&P (0G/0ZP):

{F, G} = <8F oG _ oF aG) + B <V*F8—G - 8—FV*G>
gc

% W W % BIT* (9]?” (9]?”
€ cb* . .
-5 V*F x V*G, (2.24)

where the modified gradient operator V* = V + R*9/00 is gyrogauge-invariant. The
derivation procedure of the guiding-center Poisson bracket (Z.24]) guarantees that it sat-
isfies the standard Poisson-bracket properties, while the guiding-center Jacobian (Z23))
can be used to write Eq. (2:24)) in phase-space divergence form

{F. G}gc - jlg 8%& (7w F {27, Gl). (2.25)

The guiding-center equations of motion (ZIT)-(ZI9) and (221 can thus be expressed
in Hamiltonian form as
dgc Z*

7 = {Z%, Hgclge- (2.26)
Lastly, it will later be useful to expand Eqs. (2I19) and ([221)) in powers of € as
VA A
— n 9n 9.27
di ; < Tar (2.27)

so that, without expanding BIT*’ we find the guiding-center velocity at the first three
orders:

% = B?*, (2.28)
e e (T eexTm) o
+ h <p|g_‘]fllwa £Bx V), (2:30)

where Eq. ([228)) represents the parallel motion along magnetic-field lines, Eq. (2:29)
represents the first-order parallel Baiios drift velocity (Banos|1967), defined as 0¥, /0p),
as well as the perpendicular magnetic drift velocities, and Eq. (Z30) represents second-
order corrections. The guiding-center force equation, on the other hand, is given at the
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first three orders as

d; B B
Sobi_ VIQ) = JQ(V-D)

(2.31)

dt B B’

dip _ _ _epy ° B

- _—eBlT*va-V(JQ) - W-Wfl, (2.32)
d ~

2P _ [p” V xb- Vi +V x (I — JR)-V(JQ)} — =V, (2.33)

dt e B|| i

which includes the standard magnetic mirror force (2.31]) as well as higher-order correc-
tions (2.32)-(233)). These guiding-center equations satisfy the guiding-center Liouville
theorem ([2.22)) separately:

o 43X O ( puw dnP\
v(” dt)+@(3| a ) = °

at each order €™ (for n =0,1,2,...). We will also need the expression

ded OV, dpeX a1,
YoV 1 4 71 . _ e 2.34
a ¢ Yttt R )t (2.34)

where the first term (e~1Q) is dominant while the remaining terms (except for the gyro-
gauge term) vanish in a uniform magnetic field.

2.3. Equivalent guiding-center representations

The guiding-center Hamiltonian (1) and the guiding-center phase-space Lagrangian
@23) are defined in terms of the scalar field ¥ and the vector field II. In a purely
Hamiltonian representation:

~

11 pH b

, (2.35)

v JQ+ eV +e2 Uy 4 ---

the vector field IT is independent of the gyroaction J, while the scalar field ¥ contains
all the correction terms associated with the nonuniformity of the magnetic field. Hence,
in the Hamiltonian representation, the vector field b* in Eq. (ZI9) is b* = 0IT/dp = b
while R* = R — 0II/0J = R in Eq. (2I8). This representation simplifies the guiding-
center Poisson bracket ([2:24]) at the expense of the guiding-center Hamiltonian 2.1]).

In a purely symplectic representation:

II = p||B+6H1+"'
, (2.36)
v = JQ

the scalar field ¥ is independent of the parallel momentum p);, while the vector field II
contains all the correction terms associated with the nonuniformity of the magnetic field.
Hence, the vector fields b* and R* are defined in terms of the expressions (Z10)- (21T,
respectively. This representation simplifies the guiding-center Hamiltonian (21]) at the
expense of the guiding-center Poisson bracket (2:24]).

In the perturbation analysis presented below, it will be shown that a purely symplectic
representation is impossible, i.e., ¥,, = 0 cannot be chosen at all orders n > 2 in € [for
example, see Eq. (TI3)) for n = 2|. Instead, it is sometimes convenient to use a mixed
representation in which the guiding-center phase-space Lagrangian (2.5]) is expressed with
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the symplectic part and the Hamiltonian part contain magnetic-nonuniformity correction
terms. In standard guiding-center and gyrokinetic theories, for example, we find ¥; =0
and IT; # 0 at first order, which will also be adopted in the present work, while ¥y # 0
must be chosen at second order.

3. Guiding-center phase-space Lagrangian: Lie-transform Derivation

The derivation of the guiding-center Hamiltonian ([2.I]) and the guiding-center phase-
space Lagrangian (2.3]) by Lie-transform phase-space Lagrangian perturbation method is
based on a phase-space transformation from the (local) particle phase-space coordinates
2§ = (X,p)0;Jo,0o) to the guiding-center phase-space coordinates Z¢ = (X,py;J,0)
generated by the vector fields (Gy, Gz, -+ ):

1
Z% = 2§ + Gy + € <Gg+§G1~dG?>+~-~, (3.1)
and its inverse
1
28 = Z% — Gy — & <G§“—§G1~dG?)+~-~. (3.2)

Here, we adopt the macroscopic view in which the electric charge e is renormalized
e — e/e, with the ordering € < 1 being consistent with the strong magnetic-field limit.
The local particle phase-space coordinates z§ are defined as the particle position x and
the particle momentum

Po = pjob(x) + pLo(Jo,00;x) (3.3)

is decomposed into parallel and perpendicular components pjg = po-b and pio =

b x (pPo X B), respectively, with Jo = |[p1o|?/(2mQ) and dp1o/06p = pLo X b.
The guiding-center Jacobian (2Z.23]) associated with the phase-space transformation

B1) is defined as

2

_ 0 « 2 ~a € « 0 B
jgczjo—@[jo (EGl +EG2+)—5G1 w(joGl—F)"']
=Jo+eh +€F+ (3.4)

where Jy = e B(x)/c is the Jacobian for the transformation from the particle phase-
space coordinates z* = (x,p) to the local particle phase-space coordinates z§ (i.e.,
dBrd®p = Jyd3z dpyjodJodby).

Next, the effective guiding-center potential energy (2.2)) is defined in terms of the
guiding-center transformation as

\1,1_%111” =-Q(G{ + JGX-VInB) — % (G0 + 1), (3.5)
p x p 1
Uy~ DLy =~ Q(G] + T G5 -VInB) - =L (G5 +10y) = 5 G -d¥y,  (3.6)

where the last term in Eq. (8.6]) depends on the choice for ¥; made in Eq. (33]). We note
here that the components G/ (n > 1) will be chosen independently from the representa-
tion (¥, II,)) at all orders in order to guarantee equivalent guiding-center Hamiltonian
theories.

Beginning with the local particle phase-space Lagrangian

¥ = (i A+ Po) cdx = ety + 7, (3.7)
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we derive the new (guiding-center) phase-space Lagrangian I'g.:
Tee =T,y +dS = ¢ ' (Do + el + €Ty + ---), (3.8)

where each perturbation term I', = I, dZ%+d.S,, is expressed in terms of the symplectic
components I'y, and the nth-order component of the phase-space gauge function S =
Si1+€8Sa+---. In Eq. 38), the push-forward operator T! = - - - exp(— € £2) exp(—e£))
is defined in terms of the product of Lie-transforms exp(—¢e™ £,,), where the nth-order
Lie derivative £, is generated by the nth-order vector field G,,. According to Cartan’s
formula (Littlejohnl [1982), the Lie derivative £ of a one-form ~ yields the one-form

£oy=1g-dy + d(ig-7) = GWap d2? 4+ d(G¥7a). (3.9)

Note that, according to this formula, the exterior derivative d and the Lie derivative £¢
commute, i.e., £5(dy) = d(£¢7). Furthermore, an arbitrary exact exterior derivative d.S
can be added to the push-forward Tg_clw in Eq. (88) without affecting the guiding-center
two-form

wee =dlge = d (T 7)) + d°S = T (dy) = T w, (3.10)

since d? for any k-form vanishes and the push-forward Tg_c1 commutes with d (because
all functions of Lie derivatives do).

When the push-forward Tg_c1 and the phase-space gauge function S are expanded in
powers of € in Eq. (38)), we obtain the zeroth-order equation

To = 70 = < A(X)-dX, (3.11)

c

the first-order equation
'n = - £1 Yo + ds, = Y1 — t1-wo + dog, (3.12)
the second-order equation

1
Do=—Loyw — £1m + §£%Vo+d5‘2

1
= — 12 Wy — 5 L1 - (wl + wgcl) + dog, (313)

the third-order equation
1 1
3=—£37 — £am + 5-’5%71 + £a£1 70 — 6»5?70 + dS3
L L
=13 WwWo — g Wgel T gl -d (Ll cwip + 51 -wgcl) + dosg, (314)

and the fourth-order equation
1 1
F's=—Lyv + £3(£1v0 — M) + £2 (-fl”Yl - 5-’5%% + 5-5270)

1 1
— 6"6:1), <”Y1 — Z£1”Y()> + dSy (3.15)

L2 1d( n )
—|Wge2 — zd 1w 1]+ W
2 gc2 2 1 1 1 gcl
L1

—g'd[bl'd(u'uh + %-wgcl)] + doy,

= —l4-Wo — 3 Wgel —

where ¢y, - Wi = G5 Wiagp dz? and, since £, = tn - Wk + d(G%Yka), we have redefined
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the phase-space gauge functions S,, — o, by absorbing all exact exterior derivatives:
d(---) +dS,, = do, (e, 01 = S1 — G$Y0a). The phase-space gauge functions o, in
Eqgs. B12)-(BI0) are generally considered to be gyroangle-dependent functions (i.e.,
(6,) = 0) but it is not a strict requirement. Note also that we use results obtained at
lower orders to simplify expressions at each higher order (i.e., at second order, we use
L1 — 5 £370 =5 £171 + 3 £111).

In Eqgs. B12)-@B14), we need to evaluate the contractions ¢, - wo generated by the
vector fields (G, Gg, -+ ) on the zeroth-order two-form:

e 0A;
¢ Oxi

where woi; = €45 (e/c) B* is defined in terms of the magnetic field B = V x A. Using
the contraction formula ([33), we obtain the n*’-order expression

1 . _
wo=dy = - —L dXx* A dX? = 5 woij dX' A dXY, (3.16)

ln-wo = < BxGX-dX, (3.17)
C

where G denote the spatial components of the nth-order generating vector field G,,.

Similarly, in Eqs. B13)-314]), we need to evaluate the contractions ¢, - w1 generated
by the vector fields (G, Ga,---) on the first-order two-form w; = dv;. When evaluated
explicitly, we obtain the (n + 1)*"-order expression

~ 0 0
tn w1 = Dp(plob+pio)-dX — G- (b dpjjo + —5— PLO 7y + SPLO d90> ,(3.18)

0Jo 09,
where the spatial components are expressed in terms of the operator D,,(C) defined as
0C 0C o0C
D,(C) = ( Gy Gl —+G —) - GEXxVXC, 3.19
€= (6l grral ST el Tl - (3.19)

where C is an arbitrary vector function on guiding-center phase space. In what follows,
unless it is necessary, we will omit writing the subscript 0 on local particle phase-space
coordinates, i.e., p|o is written as p.

In the next sections (Secs. dl[7)), we will progressively solve for the components G
(n > 1) up to second order in ep: at order €%, we will obtain G¥; at order e, we will
obtain (GY',G{,GY) and G¥; and at order €%, we will obtain (G5', G4, G%) and G%.

4. First-order Perturbation Analysis

We begin our perturbation analysis by considering the first-order guiding-center sym-
plectic one-form (BI2), which is now explicitly written as

i=(pb + pr)-dX = SBxG-dX + doy
—p; b-dX + (pl - ZBXG’{) dX + do (4.1)

= pH b-. dX, (42)

where we have separated the terms that are independent and dependent on the gyroangle
6 in Eq. [@I). It is immediately clear that the first-order phase-space gauge function oy
is not needed to remove the gyroangle dependence on the right side of Eq. (#I]), and
thus we set o1 = 0.

The spatial components GT of the first-order generating vector field G; is determined
by the condition

pL — (e/e)BXGY =0
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which removes the gyroangle dependence in the first-order phase-space Lagrangian (£.1).
This condition can easily be solved as
ar = (B-G’f)/b\—c—bXpJ_EGxB—p (4.3)
eB i 0
where GF) = b- G¥ denotes the parallel component of GY, which is undetermined at this
order. Here, the gyroangle-dependent vector p, represents the lowest-order displacement
between the particle position x and the guiding-center position X = x — p,.

With o1 = 0 in Eq. (£1) and G¥ defined by Eq. [@3)), the resulting first-order guiding-
center phase-space Lagrangian is given Eq. ([£2]), where all spatially-dependent fields
are now evaluated at the guiding-center position X. Hence, we obtain the nth-order
contraction

-~

lp - Wgcl = Dn(pH b) -dX — Gfl” dp”, (44)
where G;‘LH =b- G¥ denotes the parallel component of G, and the spatial components
in Eq. (£4)) are

Dalpib) = (7 = pyr-Gx) b+ py (7Bx Gx + Gy k), (4.5)

where the curl of b:
Vxb=71b+bxk (4.6)
is written in terms of the magnetic twist 7 = b-Vxb (which is proportional to the

plasma current density flowing along magnetic-field lines) and the magnetic curvature
K = b- Vb (which is perpendicular to b: b-k = 0).

5. Second-order Perturbation Analysis

We now proceed with the second-order guiding-center symplectic one-form (BI3]),
which is explicitly expressed as

e EBxG§ + Dl(PQ)} dX + %G’f- (%dJ—l—%d@)
S EB x GX + Dl(Pg)} -dX + J df (5.1)
=1I,-dX + J (d9 - R-dx), (5.2)
where we use the notation
P; = p|\g+%pb (5.3)

and we used o2 = 0 with G¥-90p,/0J = 0 and G¥-9p /00 = 2.J. Since G’l‘H =
— 0o2/0dp| = 0, the spatial component of G; is now exactly
&t = — o, (5.4)

i.e., to lowest order, the displacement from the particle position x to the guiding-center
position X is perpendicular to B.

Using Eqgs. (319) and (&) for n = 1, with Eq. (53)), we find

Dyi(Py) = (Gf” + ) po-n) b+ p||7’% + J[R - (% + al)B}

00
+ 5 (Gl — Jp()'VhlB) W + 5 (Gl + po’R) W, (55)
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where a; = a; : Vb is defined in App. [Al (here, (a1) = 0). We note that R appears in
Eq. (52) in order to satisfy the property of gyrogauge invariance. With this choice, we
obtain the vector equation

JR — I, = SBXG’Q‘ + Di(Py). (5.6)
From the parallel components of Eq. (f.6]), we obtain the first-order component
T
Gzl)H = =D Py kK + J(§ + 011) - Hl”’ (57)

where Iy = B-Hl. By using the definition ([B.3]), on the other hand, we obtain the
first-order component

G{=Jpy-VInB — o G}' — T1/Q

2
D T Uy
=py- <JV1HB + —Q R) - Jy (5 + al) + (Q” Iy — ﬁ) , (5.8)

m

where we introduced the notation g = p)|/(m£2). The gyroangle-averaged part of Eq. (5.8)
yields the first-order guiding-center Hamiltonian constraint

p 1
%Hlﬂ - =0 <<Gi]> - §JQ|| 7'>, (5.9)

while the gyroangle-dependent part yields élJ = G — (G{). In the next Section, we
will discuss how II;| and ¥; may be chosen once the gyroangle-averaged part (G{) is
determined.

Lastly, from the perpendicular components of Eq. (5.6]), we find

X x W 1 . 8[)
5 =G5 b+ pg (o 7) + §(G1]— JpO-VlnB)a—JO

~

1, dpo b

where G = b- G% denotes the parallel component of G. In Egs. (5:9)-(G.10), we need

to obtain an expression for (G{) as well as G3, and GY in order to complete the guiding-
center transformation at first order in epg.

6. Third-order Perturbation Analysis

The third-order guiding-center symplectic one-form ([B.14) is explicitly given in terms
of the spatial components

e ~
Ty = Di(Py) — SBX G — Dy (p” b) + Voy = IL, (6.1)
where
1 ~ 1
P3; = §p||b+ 3 PL; (6.2)
and the momentum components are now chosen to vanish exactly
8D1(P3) 80’3 2 0 8D1 (Pg) 80’3
I'sp = |G —_— . —1d -G+ —="- —| dJ
2 J 8D1(P3) 80’3
—-G{+——F——==- —| df = 0. .
+{ 3G1+ 90 p0+69 0 (6.3)
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In Egs. (61)-@3), we find

1 0 0
Di(Py) = 5 G'b + = (GJ (;’JL +G¢ g;) + py XV X Py, (6.4)
1 -~
Di(P3) = 3 D3 (pyb) + 3 D%(pJ_)a (6.5)
and
Da(pyb) = (G5 = pyr-G3) b+ py (rbx G + G3 k). (6.6)

6.1. Momentum components

If we use the fact that dp,/dp; = 0, then the pj-component of Eq. (6.3]) suggests that
we define the new gauge function

2
o3 = 03 + Dl(Pg)'pO = 03 — g JG?, (67)

where the last expression follows from Eq. (64). Using the new gauge function (G.7)), the
momentum components (6.3]), therefore, become

N oG 0c3
Tap = (02” + 3p|) dpj + (G‘{ w) dJ

0 (
n {W - (G{ n Jg”r)] do, (6.8)

where, using Eq. ([@4]), we introduced the identities

0 1
Dl(P3)- % = — —G?,

9py 2Jb

Dl(PB)‘WngJ + —= VXP?,,

where 2b-V X Py = P T+ (2/3)b-V X p., so that we can also introduce yet another
gauge function

T3 = 03 — %(2JpO-R + J%-VlmB) (6.9)

in the #-component of Eq. (63). By requiring that the momentum components (G.8])
vanish, we now obtain the definitions

T3
Jo3
e 6.11
2 Py’ (6.11)
603
Gl =- 6.12
From Eq. (610), we immediately conclude that (G{) must be defined as
Gy = = J gy, (6.13)

so that
2

K
Gl = (JVI B+ 'Q> — J oy (7 + ). (6.14)
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By comparing Eq. (59) with Eq. (€I3]), we therefore obtain
p 1
% Hl” — \Ifl = —-JO <§ Q) 7'> y (615)

which yields an infinite number of choices for (II;;, ¥1). One possible choice for (IIy, ¥1)
is Iy = %JT and ¥; = JQ (g7), which allows the first-order Banos parallel drift
velocity W, /0p = J7/m to be explicitly included in Eq. (Z29). We note here that,
since the right side of Eq. (6.I5)) is linear in pj, we may also choose ¥; = 0 without
making IT; | singular in pj.
In accordance with standard guiding-center Hamiltonian theory (Littlejohn|1983;|Cary & Brizard
2009), we therefore choose the first-order guiding-center symplectic representation

\Ifl = 0
(6.16)
Hl” = — %JT
in what follows, so that Eq. (5.7]) becomes
Gzl)H = —p” pO'K'/ + J(T + al) (6]‘7)
in the symplectic representation.
Using Eq. (614), Eq. ([6.10) yields a differential equation for &3:
073 »i
20 = Po- <JV1nB+mH —J o) a,
whose solution is
o= 020 (ronpy T J 6.18
03__W' n +mn —J o)z, (6.18)

where we used oy = daa /06 (see App. [B]) and we assumed that (73) = 0. Next, we use
Eq. ([@9) to obtain

_ 2 p p
03:§J(pO-R— 8—90-V1nB> - Q| (p”a—oo-n—i—Jag). (6.19)

from which we obtain the remaining components (E11])-(E12):

« 003 . 9pg J ag
i (6:20)
e d PiF
0 _ 3 Po Il
- - . (vmB . 21
Gi 97 Po R + 0] a2 + 20 <V n + m JQ) (6 )

By combining Egs. (6.19) and (621)) into Eq. (6.7)), we also obtain the expression for o3:

2J 1
o3 = 03 + = Gl =~ 3Pl G (6.22)

where G’2‘H is expressed in Eq. ([620). Lastly, the second-order spatial component G¥ is
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now explicitly expressed as

apy Jag\~ 1 pﬁ 9py
x _ (9o, Z£0. b+ = |- (p,- _ YPo
€5 ( ol 5kt —q )b+ 5| g Pk + oy 37 —a1)| =
1 9pg Pﬁ K 9pg b
- “Po. (vmB + L || 2P0 _ 1, x 2 2
a0 T By <V "Bt ai )| e T M X 6
from which we obtain the gyroangle-averaged expression
o b 1/ J )
6.2. Spatial components
The remaining components of the third-order one-form (6] are
o = o =— “Bx (G5 — g (1G5, + G5 bxx)]
— (G —p| G% k) b+ D?(P3) + Va3, (6.25)

which is now used to determine the second-order (¢%) components G5' and G, .
The parallel spatial component of Eq. ([6.25]) yields the expression for Gg”:

GZH =p| K- G)Q( + B' [D%(Pg) + Vo3 — ]._.[2] , (626)
where o3 is defined in Eq. ([6:22)), and

2
~ DiK ~
(Gg\l> = -9 bxk-II; + g k- <JVlnB + ﬁ) — I + b- <D%(P3)>, (6.27)

where Il = b-II, and Eq. [6.3) (see App.[B) gives the expression

b- (D?(Py)) = — J g <%7’2 - <a§>), (6.28)

where (a?) is given in App. [Al With G¥ and G5 given by Eqgs. (6.23) and (6.28)), the
second-order component G is now obtained from the definition (3.6)):

Gy=-JG5-VInB — o Gy — T3/Q (6.29)
2
< Py KR ~ 1 D
:—GQ' (JV]HB + %) - Q”b- [D%(Pg)—FVO’g} - 5 (\IJQ - %HQH),

where we used the first-order symplectic representation ([G.IG): ¥; = 0. The gyroangle-
averaged contribution of Eq. (6:29) yields

2
(Gz) = (@) (JVIHB * % H) N QHB‘ (D(P3)) — é(\lfz - %Hzn)

1 m 1
=0y — 5 (V2 + 5 Iveel® = Tiovie) + J of <572 - <a%>), (6.30)

which becomes the second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian constraint:

1 2 2

p m
%Hzn - U =Q {(G@ - Jof <§7’ - <041>)] + §|Vgc|2 — Iy - vy, (6.31)
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where (G3) will be calculated at fourth order in the Lie-transform perturbation analysis,
and the lowest-order guiding-center drift velocity is defined as

o~

b i
Ve = X <Jv1nB+m—22n>. (6.32)

In the next Section, we will derive another expression for the gyroangle-averaged com-
ponent (G ), which will once again be independent of the choice of representation.
Lastly, the perpendicular spatial components of Eq. ([6.23]) yields

o~

Gy = G5 b+ Gy (QH V x b) e (g” T) -2 [D%(P3) + Vo3 — L, | ,(6.33)

where the parallel component G’3‘H is determined at the fourth order.

7. Fourth-order Perturbation Analysis
At second order in magnetic-field nonuniformity, the missing components Gg‘”, GY, and

(G) are calculated at fourth order. The fourth-order guiding-center symplectic one-form
BI3) is explicitly expressed in five parts. The first part is

—wy = — < BxGXdX, (7.1)
¢
the second part is
— 13- Wge1 = — D3 (pH B) -dX 4+ G?;H dp”, (7.2)

the third part is
1 1 1 1 L.
— 5 wee =5 D(JR-TL) -dX — 5 GJ df + 5 (Gg ~ GX.R ) dJ,(7.3)

where R* = R — 0I1; /3J, the fourth part is

L [21- (w1 n wgd)} - % Dy [D1(Py)] -dX — %(G‘Q’ 49 — G° dJ)

1
1 __ 9D (Py)
_ g 2 g 4
2G2 8ua u Y (7 )
and the fifth part is
1 1 1 1 OD3(P
- gll-d |:7’1'd(7’1'w1 + gll'wgCI)] = — §D:1),(P4).dX — 5 %.podu‘l
1
+ (96t 6l - dei af)
1 a a
-5 (Gl CdFy, du® — dFy, Gl)
1 J 6
+5G- (dGl do — da? dJ), (7.5)
where
Py = 2pb 4+ (7.6)
4 = 3p|| 4PL7 .

and the momentum coordinates are labeled as u® = (py,J,0) in Egs. (C4)-(Z5)), with
the momentum-space vector components Fy, defined as Fy, = (0D1(P4)/0u)- p, in

Eq. (T3).
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We now combine these parts to write the components of the fourth-order guiding-center
symplectic one-form [B.I5]) as

I‘4XEH3:VU4—SB><GZ—D3(p||B) +%D2(JR—1‘I1) (7.7)
¥ 2 Dy [Di(Py)] — % [D3(Py) — VP, GY] + i(Gf VGl - G VG{),

Py, =0 = g;ﬁ + Gy — %G?LDS]E'PQ) - %PO’LDSZEF) (7.8)
(o) )

mJ:o_%JrGg——Gg-{R*JraD;iE]PQ)]—% -% (7.9)
—%(Gl-dFlJ - ‘951“ G“) + i(G{%—Cf - Ge% - G- dG‘l’),

1—‘49502%—6%—56%‘8%(;2)—%%'% (7.10)
-3 (Gl “dFyy — % G‘f) (GJ aa—ie el agf -dG{) ,

where the momentum components are once again assumed to vanish identically. Hence,
the components G, and Gg” are obtained from Eq. (7)), the component G’3‘H is ob-
tained from Eq. (7.8), and the components (G%, G9) are obtained from Eqs. (Z.9)-(Z.10),
respectively. We note that all components, except for (G3), require a solution for the
scalar field oy, while (GX,,G%") also involve IT;.

From the condition T'y9 = 0 in Eq. (ZI0), we obtain a differential equation for doy /00
with G = G — (GY) defined by Eq. (6.29), which yields the solution for o4. The missing
component (G¢) in Eq. (ZI0), on the other hand, is defined as

X 9 J

6 26 90
op o 0F14
+ = <890 D2(P4)> - —<G1 dFyy — G¢ a; > (7.11)

where all components of the first-order generating vector field (G¥, Gf”,G‘{ ,G¥) have
been calculated at lower orders. After several calculations detailed in App.[C][for example,
see Eq. (CI0)], we obtain

~

7 J2 2 . ) b .
<G2>:2mQ ?'Fb'VXR—(Oél)—i-VX(beInB)
J )
—59” [n-(?)n—VlnB) +V'H—T}. (7.12)

Once again, we note that the component GJ = ég + (GY), respectively defined in terms
of Egs. (6:29) and Eq. (ZI2), is independent of the fields (IL,, ¥,,), for n = 1,2, which
establishes the equivalency of the Hamiltonian guiding-center theories summarized in

Sec.
When compared with Eq. (6.30), we now obtain the second-order guiding-center Hamil-
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tonian constraint
m J
Ly — W= 2 vl = Wevie + 520 [2<a§> — k-(3k—VInB) — V-n}

J? 1 2 o~ 2 N N
+% 57 + b-VXR — (af) — b-Vx(beInB)

1
2

2
_ J L Pj| 20,12
=-JQ (m 621_ + 5 Q” ﬁ2|> + % (Q“ |R| ) — II, * Vge, (713)

where the second-order functions 21 and S depend only on the guiding-center position

2

1 - 1/\ ~ ~
for = =578 =b-V xR+ (a}) +5b-Vx (beInB)—‘bxva , (7.14)

Ba| :—2<a%> - 3kK- (VlnB — R) + V-k. (7.15)

The definitions of (¢2) and b+ V X R are given in App. Al and the last term in Eq. (ZI3)
explicitly involves the undetermined component Il .

We now note that, in contrast to first-order guiding-center Hamiltonian constraint
(615), the right side of Eq. (ZI3)) contains terms that are constant, quadratic, and
quartic in pj. Hence, since 21 # 0, we cannot choose Wy = 0 without making Ily
singular in pj. While a purely Hamiltonian representation of guiding-center theory is
possible (I, = 0, n > 1), a purely symplectic representation (¥,, = 0, n > 1) is,
therefore, impossible at all orders. Here, the second-order Hamiltonian representation is
expressed as

HQH = 0

(7.16)
Wy

379 (7820 /mS+ 0} By ) — (o 1K) /2 + Ty v

In App. [El we present a comparison of Eq. (Z16]) with previous works by [Parra & Calvo
(2011), Burby et all (2013), and [Parra et all (2014). Here, the second-order Hamiltonian
representation (Z16) yields b* = b and p|/m = b- dge X /dt — 20Uy /Op)|, where 95 /p
represents a second-order Banos parallel drift-velocity correction.

Another possible choice involves choosing Wy (J, X) as a function of the gyroaction J
and the guiding-center position X only (Brizard & Tronko 2012), from Eq. (Z13), and
thus select Iy (py|, J, X) as a non-singular function of p|. This alternative choice guaran-
tees that pj = mb* - dy X /dt according to Eq. (2.14) and W5 enters as either a third-order
(€%) correction to the guiding-center equations of motion for X (i.e., — V¥ X cb*/eBﬁ‘*)
and p (i.e., =VUs- B*/BIT*) or a second-order (e%) correction (i.e., 9¥5/d.J) to the gy-
rofrequency.

8. Guiding-center Jacobian

So far we have derived the guiding-center transformation (Bl up to second order
in magnetic-field nonuniformity. We would like to verify that the guiding-center trans-
formation constructed so far is consistent with the guiding-center Jacobian (223) as
expressed in terms of Lie-transform methods as Eq. (84). For this purpose, we will need



18 Brizard and Tronko

the gyroangle-averaged components

@y =Jm, (8.1)
(G])=— Ty, (8.2)
N b 1/ J )
<G2>—_H1Xm+§<valnB+g|n>, (8.3)
2
<Gp”>:—ggxn-ﬂl+g K- JV1nB+pL’Q
2 [ I o)
1 2 2
=gy = Joy {577 —{ai) |, (8.4)
J\ _ J? l 2 =~ B 2y l/\ ~
<G2>_2mQ 57+ b-VxR — (af) 2b-V><(b><V1nB)
1
-5 Jef [n-(3n—v1n3) +v-n—ﬂ, (8.5)

where Eq. (83]) comes from from the fourth-order expression (T.12)).
The guiding-center Jacobian ([2.23) is given by Jec/Jo = B/ B:

jgc 2 |:8H2|| a]-_-[ll N
=1+ eo 7+ € 0 -V Xb
7o I ap) I ap)
cb _ T 9 J2
t-5 Vx (I -JR)| + _1+€j0+€j0+ , (8.6)

where we used the identity 01 /0p; = 0, which follows from Eq. (6.16), while 0TI, /dpj
is undetermined. At first order, using Eqgs. (6.17)-(6I4) and ([621)), we find

J 1 oGy aa{ oGy
e MO

Gy | 9G]
g = - (2R ), (57)

In the last equality, we have used the fact that, since the guiding-center Jacobian is
gyroangle-independent, we may also gyroangle-average Eq. (87), which greatly simplifies
the calculations, since Eqs. (81)-B2) yield 9(G}")/dp, = 0 and 9(G{)/dJ = — o) T,
while the gyroangle-dependent terms cancel out exactly.

At second order, we must verify that

o~

T2 Ol oIl | -~ cb
2 -be+£-Vx(H1—JR) (8.8)

_|_
o o 4o
— 1 x a P 1 2 8 J 1 2,2
=5V (5(6D) - 5 (1€ + 5707 ) - 35 (6D - 574 7).

where we need the gyroangle-averaged expressions for (G¥, G5, GY), with ((GY"), (G{)) =
(J1,—J 7). First, using Eq. &3], we find

- %v- (B<G’;>) :—ﬁv- {(Exva) xB} - %Bgﬁv- (%)
+ é V- (Hl XB). (8.9)
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Next, using Eq. ([84), we obtain

_ 9 (e 1 2\ __ (2 1 3 9
o, (<G2 ) + > Joym) = —3 (a7) + 5 K VinB 5 9 ||
11, oII; ~ 81—12”

+ (mQ + g 3P|> (bXH) * (8.10)

Lastly, using Eq. (8], we obtain

9 J J 9 o) _ J | 2 b ~
_%(<G2>—§Q|T = 9 —+b-VXR—<a1>—§-VX(belnB)

2
L 5
+5of [n-(Bn—VlnB) + V-n}. (8.11)
By combining Eqs. (839)-(@.I1)) into Eq. (88), we obtain
T 8H2” CB oIl | ~
22 - + 22 .yx@ - JR) + (bxx
jo (9]?” eB ( ! ) el apH ( )

__J
2ms?

1
+5 [n-(Bn—VInB) +Vek = Ve = 36 + H'VlnB}

{v- [(BXVIHB) xB} 4 k-VInB — b-V x (BlenB)}

Olly cb oL,  /~
— oo, I, — 1 (b .
(9]?” + B Vx (I -JR) + 0| 3]9” ( X H)

Hence, the guiding-center transformation derived up to second order in magnetic-field
nonuniformity is consistent with the Jacobian constraint.

We see that, while the Jacobian constraints are satisfied up to second order in magnetic-
field nonuniformity, we are unable to obtain a constraint on the perpendicular component
II; . In Sec. D01l however, we will show that IT; | = —% Jb X K so that, with Eq. (G.16]),
we find that, in the symplectic representation, we find

1 -
M, = — 5 JVxb. (8.12)

We will also show that Eq. (812) leads to an accurate guiding-center representation of
the toroidal canonical momentum (see Sec. [I0]).

9. Guiding-center Push-forward Lagrangian Constraint

In our search for a definitive expression for Il , we now wish to explore a new per-
turbation approach to guiding-center Hamiltonian theory. We begin with the following
remark for the phase-space Lagrangian formulation of single-particle dynamics in a po-
tential U(x), where the particle position x and its velocity v are viewed as independent
phase-space coordinates. From the phase-space Lagrangian L(x,v;X,Vv) = mv -dx/dt —
[m|v|?/2 4 U(x)], we first obtain the Euler-Lagrange equation for x: mdv/dt = — VU.
Since the phase-space Lagrangian is independent of dv/dt, however, we immediately
obtain the Lagrangian constraint

oL dx

Hence, we require that the guiding-center transformation must preserve this Lagrangian
constraint.
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Our new perturbation approach begins with the guiding-center version of the La-
grangian constraint (O.I). First, using the functional definition for the guiding-center

time-evolution operator
d 1 (d
% =T,/ (E Tgc>, (9.2)

we introduce the guiding-center Lagrangian constraint

dx d dee X dgep
mT=1 = o 28 (T-1 _ gC gcHgc = 71 .
&c (dt) dt ( &c X) ( dt dt ge PO» (9:3)

where po denotes the particle momentum expressed in terms of local coordinates z§, the
guiding-center velocity dg.X/dt is defined by Eq. (Z19), and the guiding-center displace-
ment velocity is defined as

dgcpgc —1 8\11 8pgc dch dngH 8pgc

= — . * -4
i~ a5 Ta YV Pe Tt Tar oy ©-4)

which includes the guiding-center polarization velocity dy.(p,.)/dt. Here, the guiding-
center displacement is expanded as

Pgc ETgclx—X:€Po+€291+€392+"'7 (9.5)
where the higher-order gyroradius corrections are
1
p=—-G; — B Gy - dpy, (9.6)
1
Po = — G?—Gg 'dpo'f‘gGl d(Gl -dpo). (97)

We note that, in general, the higher-order gyroradius corrections satisfy (p,,) # 0 and

P b # 0 for n > 1. In addition, we note that the particle displacement Ay, = x—Ty X =
Tgcl Py is identical to the guiding-center displacement p,, only at the lowest order in e.
The guiding-center Lagrangian constraint (9.3]) is expressed only in terms of the guiding-
center displacement (@.3]).

On the right side of Eq. (@3], the push-forward of the particle momentum Tg_clpo can

be expanded up to second order in € as

-~ ] )
T po=po + ¢ [pO-Vpo - <G§’ b+ G P 4 p“)]

aJ o6
— &2 |gx -Vpo + GPI /b\ + G Ip.Lo + GY IpLo
2 2 2 0J 200
€2 ~ Op.1o op 1o
+561-d(G’1’b+G{ 57 + GY 50 —pO-Vpo)+---,(9.8)

while the push-forward of the particle velocity is expanded up to second order in € as

d
dgc X n gcPgc _ (dOX + Q%) + e (@ 4 Q% + @'VBPO) (9.9)

dt d dt 90 dt 00 T i
d2X P 9 P
o [ds Py P Po
B2 Lo 9 (g, Py, ) %
te [dt o7+ g5 (o 1) g
diX ., doX ., dopy Op,
g YoPo T g VoPr T T By ’

where we used mdoX/dt = pyb, Vi = V + (R — 9I1,/d.J) /96, and dp,/dp; = 0
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with the first-order symplectic representation ¥; = 0. At the lowest order in ¢, the
guiding-center Lagrangian constraint ([@.3]) yields

=~ 0
Po = pyb + mQ %7 (9.10)
and we henceforth remove the “local” tag on (pjjo = py, Jo = J, 60 = 0).

At the next orders, we use the expansions dg.Z®/dt = > °€" d,Z*/dt (which now
includes the expansion of B *) to obtain

X 1~ =~ o
m7_5<Ebe+JbXVQ - P (Q||T)b

2
N p
=bx (J VInB + m_!) n) = M Vg, (9.11)
do X { oV, <3H2|| oI1; A>} ~ oIl
— = |m—=—— + cofVXb])|b + X JVInB 9.12
dt opy ' \ap " opy 7! P (512)

—m(g7) vee + o) [Vx (I = JR)=bb-Vx (I — JR)],
where we used the first-order symplectic representation ¥; = 0 and Iy = —% JT.

9.1. Flirst-order constraint

At first order, the guiding-center Lagrangian constraint ([0.3)) yields

— Gy -dpg=m (VgC + Q% + %), (9.13)
where GT = — p, and
d‘;ﬁo — {_ (Po-K) b + %T% + % (v-b) po], (9.14)
0% = 2L |2 (py b — 5 (k) 0 oy
+%(a16 - 2a1-V1nB). (9.15)

The first-order guiding-center Lagrangian constraint (@.13)) yields the following compo-
nent equations

(po-Vpo)-b — G =mb- <ng +Q % + d(;;’o), (9.16)
(pO.VpO).% - GJ:m%. <ng + Q% + d%’”), (9.17)
(pO-VpO)-% + G‘fzm%- (vgC + Q% + %), (9.18)

where
po-Vpo = J(r+200)B + pypy- VB — py R L 4 Lo VB,

The parallel equation (@I6) becomes

o ~
J (7’ + 2a1) - oY = mQ%-b - D) Po K,
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which yields the same expression (6.17) for G*'

G = —pypo-r + J (7’ + ozl). (9.19)
The remaining equations (0.I7)-(@I8) yield the components Gy and Gf. We note that

Egs. (@16)-(@I8) point to a dynamical derivation of the guiding-center transformation
as opposed to a Hamiltonian derivation.

9.2. Second-order constraint

At second order, the guiding-center Lagrangian constraint (@3] yields

x =~ 70P10 dp 1o 1
— G¥-Vpy — <G§ b + Gy 57 T G 55 ) T35 G1-d(Gidpo)  (9.20)
do X 8[)2 0 D 8[)0 di1 X dOpl
= m— 02 4 = (Wy — LTI, ) 22 It Vs .
Mg T g +6J( 27 m 2”) 99 T g T Vopotm =

The parallel component of the gyroangle-averaged second-order constraint equation (0.20)
yields

D 8H2” oV, oIl vl d0<p1> N x  Th
2l _ g2 P b — .Vb-
mn (m (9]?” (9]?” +mvg (9]?” <G2 > tm dt <G2 v pL>
1 ~
-3 <G1 - d (G - dp)> b. (9.21)
If we combine this equation with Eq. (627):
Moy = = (G5') + py - (GF) + b- (DI(Py)), (9-22)

the contributions from (G5') cancel out when Eqs. (T2I)-(@.22) are combined and we
obtain the second-order Lagrangian constraint

d (1| oL, do{p1) 2 B
Bor (i — w2) +mvie- g~ \m g+ (DiPw) ) B
+pHR-<G’2(> — <G§-VB-pJ_>
1 ~
-3 <G1 - d(Gy -dp)> b. (9.23)
In App. D] the right side is explicitly calculated as
O(mvge)

1
=2pyof |kl — J ooy — My -

(9.24
a0, (9.24)

mi (Zﬂ I — \I/2> +m vy . 8£

dp \m Ip|

which can clearly be recovered from the second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian con-

straint ([CI3]).

9.3. Guiding-center Hamiltonian constraint

We conclude this section by applying the guiding-center Lagrangian constraint (@3]) on
the guiding-center Hamiltonian
2
_m
) 2

2
_ m
Hye = T (5

dx
dt

dgCX dgc pgc
dt dt

(9.25)
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Since the guiding-center Hamiltonian must also be gyroangle-independent, the guiding-
center Hamiltonian ([@.25]) must also be expressed as

2

> , (9.26)

m
Hy. = 5<

which means that the gyroangle-dependent terms on the right side of Eq. ([@258]) must
vanish identically as could be readily verified explicitly.

If we use the first-order symplectic and second-order Hamiltonian representations,
defined by Eqs. (6:18) and (ZI6)), we therefore find the first-order guiding-center potential

energy
d [m 2

U, = — [ = =0 9.27

1 de (2 < >> =0 , ( )

and the second-order guiding-center potential energy ¥, defined as

2 2
U, = %% <%< >> . (9.28)
e=0

Hence, the physical meaning of the higher-order corrections W, is clearly expressed in
terms of the e-expansion of the guiding-center push-forward of the particle kinetic energy.

dgc X dgc p gc
dt dt

dgCX dgc p gc
dt dt

dgc X dgc p gc
dt dt

10. Guiding-center Polarization and Toroidal Canonical Momentum

So far we have been unable to find a way to determine the perpendicular component
II;, within guiding-center Lie-transform perturbation theory. In the present section,
we show how II;; can be determined by requiring that the guiding-center transfor-
mation yields exactly the guiding-center polarization obtained by [Pfirsch (1984) and
Kaufman (1986). A recent variational derivation of the guiding-center magnetization by
Brizard & Tronci (2016) confirms our choice for II | .

10.1. Guiding-center Polarization

The guiding-center displacement p,, = Tg_clx — X is explicitly expressed as

2
€
Py = —€GT — e GE + EGl-dG’f + o =epy + Epp A+, (10.1)

where the first-order guiding-center displacement (@.6)) is expressed explicitly as

« 1 1 ap op
pr=—-Gy + gpo'VPo -3 (Gi]a—JO + &Y 8—6‘0)
1 -~ ~ b
= — GQ” + Epo’Vb’pO b — Q”T po + ]._.[1 X m
op, op,
_ J 0 0 . 0
{Gl 0+ (61 + o R) ae} (10.2)

Using this expression, we now compute the guiding-center polarization density (Brizard
2008, [2013), which is defined up to first order in magnetic-field nonuniformity as

wélc) =e(p) —eV- (<%>), (10.3)
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which requires the gyroangle-average of Eq. (I0.2):

J b
<p1> = — m|: (V b)b + — VJ_ lnB] — QHR + ]._.[1 —Q
= L JV, 1 B—l—pﬁn + V I bb
T omQ L m 2 2
J ~ b
—b 11 —_ 10.4
+(2 XK + 1>me (10.4)

Hence, using 1 (popy) = (I — bb) J/2mS, the guiding-center polarization density ((0.3)
becomes

9 ~
L - __© InB Pk J b II b 1
T o <Jan +mQ + ) Xk + I X~ (10.5)
which yields the Pfirsch-Kaufman formula (Pfirschi [1984; [Kaufman [1986)
7l = ebx Vg, (10.6)

only if we use the following polarization constraint in Eq. ([0.3)):

~

I, = —ben. (10.7)

By combining this result with the first-order symplectic representation (6.I6): I, =

b- II, = - % J 7, we, therefore, find the first-order symplectic guiding-center momentum
J/s ~ =~ J ~

le—5(7b+b><n)=—§be, (10.8)

and Eq. (I0:2) becomes

o~ Vg J o ~
pr=bxE 4V {—2mﬂ (I bb)] + Py, (10.9)
with the gyroangle-dependent part p, = p; — (p;) is
~ 0py \ = 1 op
p1=—¢| [2 (“'8—90> b+ (T —a1)py + az 800}
J N
+-5 (ozzb - 2a2-VlnB). (10.10)

Since Eq. (I0.8) satisfies OII; /dp| = 0, then b* = b + O(€2) according to Eq. (Z10).
Lastly, the guiding-center phase-space Lagrangian is expressed as

e = (S A+ pb = SJVxb) -dX + ¢J (df — R-dX), (10.11)

when terms up to first order in magnetic-field nonuniformity are retained. In Eq. (I0.IT]),
we have retained the guiding-center polarization contribution (I077) in IT; = — % JV xb.
We now show that this polarization correction enables us to obtain a simple expression
for the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum up to second order in € (i.e., first
order in magnetic-field nonuniformity).
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10.2. Guiding-center Toroidal Canonical Momentum

There is now a well-established connection between polarization and the conservation of
toroidal canonical momentum in an axisymmetric magnetic field (Scott & Smirnov[2010;
Brizard & Tronka 2011)), here represented as

B = B,(%) Vo + Vo X Vi, (10.12)

where ¢ denotes the toroidal angle and 1) denotes the magnetic flux on which magnetic-
field lines lie (i.e., B - V¢ = 0). Note that the toroidal magnetic field B, V in Eq. (I0.12)
is expressed with a covariant component B, (¢) that is constant on a given magnetic-flux
surface.

We first calculate the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum from the guiding-
center phase-space Lagrangian (I0.1T)):

0X

e ~ 1 o~

€

(10.13)

~ 1 ~ 1
:—%1/; + pby — eJ[bz + V- (bx§7z2w) + b-V x (5722%0)},
€

where b, = B, /B denotes the toroidal covariant component of the magnetic unit vector
b, we used (Littlejohn [1983)
oX 91 4 ~
e = —2 = (ZX
op Oy
(i.e., the component of b along the symmetry axis Z for toroidal rotations), we wrote

0X/0p = R? Ve in terms of the major radius R = |Vip| ™!, and we used the identity
F-VXG=V:(GxF)+ G-V xF, for any two vector fields F and G. Next, we use

~

- 1 I
b-V x <§R2V<p> = b (VRXRVy) = b (Rx3) = b,

and
~ 1 1 0X 1
bx ~R*’Vyp = — (B,Vo+ Vo xV — = =V
Xy ROVe = 55 (B Vot VoX V) X 52 = 95 Vi,
so that Eq. (I0I3]) becomes
e J e
Poco = — — b, — 2J0b, o — - . 10.14
s 661/)+p|| ? G{J v <2mQ CVUJH (10.14)

Here, we suspect that the last term in Eq. (I0.14) is related to the second-order finite-
Larmor-radius (FLR) correction to the first term.
To prove this assertion, we introduce the guiding-center magnetic flux

1
Vg = (Tge¥) = <¢+epo~w—e2 [G;‘-vwgcl-d(pww)}+--->

1
—y oy <<pl>-w + L (pop) vw) T (10.15)
where we used the definition ([@.6]) for p,. Next, using B - Vi) = 0, we obtain

_ 2 )5 o Vee A gl . L a_th-
Vge = + € {bx 5 Vi +V [2mQ(I bb)] v¢+2mQ(I bb).VW/J}
J

_ 2 . Ty Ve
=19 + ¢ {V (2mQ V1/1> + bx Q V1/J]. (10.16)
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Using the identity Vi = B x 0X/9¢, with b- Vge = 0, we now obtain

~ Vv ~ Vv oX B 0X B
b g, = b . Bx=—) = = ] = = Ugeo.
X 0 Vi) X ) < X&p) q <vg &p) q Veor

Hence, the final expression for the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum defined
by Eq. (I0.14) is

€ doX d1X 0X

Pyep = — — C 0 — == = 2 bz, 10.1

e ecd}g +m<dt +6dt> Op e/ (10.17)

where doX/dt = (p”/m)g and d;X/dt given by Eq. [@I1), while

doX d1X 0X 9 dgctp
— — ) .= =mR*2E
" ( at  CTdt ) 9, Y Tdt
denotes the guiding-center toroidal momentum with first-order corrections due to the
guiding-center magnetic-drift velocity.
The last term in Eq. (I0I7) might be puzzling until we consider the guiding-center
transformation of the particle toroidal canonical momentum

_ _ e ox
chw = <Tgcl P80> = <Tgcl <_ ; ¢ + mv- %>> (10'18)

__ o 18X (10X

o - (%) ()
- e dgCX dgcpgc (’9ch 8gcpgc
__;wg6+m<< dt + dt ' dp + dp

© e + + +
=— — g + m| —— €—— | +—=— em
ec ® dt dt dy

90 9y

Since dp,/0p =7 X p, in axisymmetric magnetic geometry, the last term becomes

9py Opy\ _ P _
emQ<a€ 95 = emf} 20 (ZXpy)) = —2€Jby,

and we recover the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum ([I0.I7) from the guiding-
center transformation of the particle toroidal canonical momentum ([I0.I8]).

Lastly, we note that the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum Py, is defined
as the guiding-center push-forward of the particle toroidal canonical momentum FP,:

dgcX dgcp Oge X OgeP
P, = T-'P - _ %1 ge gelgc ) | [ Yec gcfge
v ge =¥ ec & v+m dt + dt %) + dp )’

(10.19)

which guarantees the invariance of the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum Py,
dge Pycy —1 (4P,

=57 =T —= ) =0. 10.20

dt 8¢\ dt ( )

We have shown in Eq. (I0I8), however, that Py, = (Tg'P,), since Py, is defined as
the toroidal component of the gyroangle-independent guiding-center symplectic Lagrange
one-form (I0.IT)). Hence, the gyroangle-dependent terms in T, ' P, —(T ' P,) must vanish
identically, which is proved up to second order in e (first order in €g) in App.
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10.3. Variational derivation of the guiding-center polarization

We return to the guiding-center polarization (I0.6) and present two alternative varia-
tional derivations based on guiding-center Lagrangian and guiding-center Hamiltonian,
respectively. First, in recent work by Brizard & Tronci (2016), the following guiding-
center magnetization is derived by variational method:

p b
M. = Z/ Z/ (ugc + g X ﬁ) Fdpjdp  (10.21)

where ) denotes a summation over particle species and F' = 2|pi, Joc f denotes the
guiding-center Vlasov phase-space density (which includes the guiding-center Jacobian
Jec and the factor 27 replaces the integration over the gyroangle). Here, the lowest-order
guiding-center (single-particle) Lagrangian is

OLge
Fdpd
5p L dPidn

m

2
- e N < P
Lee(X,py, X, 93 B) = (EA + 7 b) X - (2—” + uB>, (10.22)

while the guiding-center magnetization (I0.21]) is expressed in terms of the intrinsic
magnetic-dipole moment p,, and the moving electric-dipole moment g X (p) B/ me).
Here, the derivative of the guiding-center Lagrangian ([0.22]) with respect to B (at con-
stant X, pj, and X) yields

8Lgc 85 g 0B GB . D B ~
= — X - p—= = | =xX —— — ub 10.2
o8 7l 5B "B <QX )ch o (1023)
which yields the guiding-center magnetization contributions
H’gc = —p b
, (10.24)
Tee = ebxX/Q

where X now needs to be determined from the guiding-center Euler-Lagrange equations.
The guiding-center Euler-Lagrange equations derived from Eq. (I022)) are

0 = OLg/0X —d(OLg/0X)/dt = (e/c)X xB* — uVB — p; b
. (10.25)

0 = 8Lgc/ap” = E'X — pH/m

which are the lowest-order versions of Eqs. (ZI3)-(2I4). Hence, we conclude that X =
b P||/m + Vg, so that bxX =bx Vge, and Eq. (I0:24) yields the guiding-center polar-
ization (I0.6]).

A second variational derivation of the guiding-center polarization (I0LG) can be more
directly derived from the guiding-center Hamiltonian term H ; =e (Tg&@} expressed in
terms of the scalar potential ®. First, we expand Hgi up to first order in magnetic-field
nonuniformity:

HE —e® + elp))-Vd + e <%>:vvq>

ze@-e<p1>-E—e<p02p0>:VE, (10.26)

where we substituted E = — V® into the last expression and we have neglected higher-
order quadrupole contributions ({pyp; + p1p) : VV®). Next, we use the traditional
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variational definition of the guiding-center polarization (Brizard 2013)

OHg, OHg,
Tge = — + V- ) (10.27)

OE J(VE)

which includes electric dipole and quadrupole contributions. By substituting Eq. (I0.26)
into Eq. (I027), we recover the Pfirsch-Kaufman formula (T0.6]):

PoP. ~_ v
) = e(p) - V- (e <%>) — ebx ﬁ (10.28)
which confirms the Lie-transform expression (I0.3)) and is consistent with Eq. ([0.24]).

11. Summary

A systematic derivation of the higher-order Hamiltonian guiding-center dynamics has
been derived by Lie-transform perturbation analysis. The guiding-center Poisson bracket
derived from the guiding-center phase-space Lagrangian (I0.IT]) is

{ra} = (6—F% - aFaG) + 2 -(V*F% - a—FV*G)
gc

060 oJ oJ 00 Bﬂ< 8p|‘ 8p|‘
ECE
- “V*F X V*G 11.1
oB; X : (11.1)
where
B'=Vx (A +cpb - SIR), (11.2)
e e
Bi=b-B" = B(1+ coyr — - B5.VxR"), (11.3)
I l ms

with V* =V + R*9/00 and R* =R + 1 V x b.
The guiding-center Hamiltonian, on the other hand, can be chosen as (with Iy = 0)
P
H, = L +JQ 20, 11.4
g o'm + + e 2 ( )

where the second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian is expressed as
P

J 1, |
Uy = JQ<—ﬁ2J_ + §Q|52||> ~ o

- (gﬁ |n|2> + I0) - Ve (11.5)

Here, we have isolated the contribution from the perpendicular polarization component
IT; ;. and the coefficients 32, and By are defined in Eqgs. (Z.14)-(Z.I5).

We also showed that the perpendicular component Il | , which could not be determined
within Lie-transform perturbation theory (up to the orders considered in this work),
could not be chosen to be zero in contrast to the choice made by [Littlejohn (1983), who
used a Hamiltonian representation (with ¥; = %JQ oy 7 and Iy = 0). We showed in
Sec. [I0] that the choice TI; = — % J V X b not only yields the standard Pfirsch-Kaufman
guiding-center polarization ([0.6) but also a simplified guiding-center representation of
the particle toroidal canonical momentum (I0.I7).

Lastly, we have shown that the guiding-center Hamiltonian (IT4]) can be expressed as

Hye = <Tg_cl (5 >> = 5< > (11.6)

dx
dt

dgc X dgc p gc
dt dt
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which follows from the guiding-center Lagrangian constraint ([@.3]).

Work by AJB was partially supported by a U. S. DoE grant under contracts No.de-sc0006721
and No. [de-sc0014032. This work has been carried out within the framework of the EU-
ROfusion Consortium and has received funding from the Euratom research and training
programme 2014-2018 under grant agreement No 633053. The views and opinions ex-
pressed herein do not necessarily reflect those of the European Commission.

Appendix A. Dyadic Calculus

In this Appendix, we present the basic expressions associated with the gradient and
curl operations on the rotating unit-vectors t* = (L, p,b = L X p), where we shall use
the identities

pLXpy=2Jb,

opy _ _ opL
pL W =2J = 90 Pos
_8pl.%:1 _ _9pL 9p
oJ 00 00 0J°

A.1. Gyrogauge invariance

By introducing the fixed unit-vectors (T, §,B =1x 5), we write the definitions for the
rotating unit-vectors

p = cosf1 — sinf2

; (A1)

T = —sinf1 — cosf2
where the gyroangle 6 is measured clockwise from the 1-axis, so that 1= 0p/00. We note
that, while the choice of the fixed unit-vectors (T, 5) can be made arbitrarily in the plane
locally perpendicular to B, we must ensure that the resulting guiding-center equations of
motion do not depend on a specific choice. Hence, our guiding-center Hamiltonian theory
must be gyrogauge-invariant in the following sense.

First, we allow the rotation of the unit-vectors (T, 5) about the magnetic unit-vector b
by an arbitrary angle x(x) that depends on the field position x, so that

T B cosy siny 1
(§/>_(—sinx cosx>'<§)- (AQ)

Next, we require that the rotating unit-vectors (AJ]) be invariant under this rotation,
ie., p) = pand 1= I, which implies that the gyroangle § must transform as 6'(0,x) =
6 + x(x) under the gyrogauge rotation (A2).

Lastly, we introduce the gyrogauge vector field

R=V1.2=V1lp=-Vp1, (A3)

which transforms as R’ = R + Vx under the gyrogauge rotation (A2]). We, therefore,
readily see that a gyrogauge-invariant guiding-center theory can only include the gyro-
gauge vector field R either as the curl V X R, e.g., in Eq. (IL2), the one-form df —R - dx,
or the gradient operator V+R 9/99, e.g., in Eq. (L)), which are all gyrogauge invariant.
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A.2. Curl of rotating unit-vector basis

In writing the expressions for (V x B, V XpL,V X pgy), we use the definitions

VXxb=7b + bxXk, (A4)
Vx1l=-pxR - C, L +CL1p (A5)
Vxp=1xR - C, L + Ci,p, (A6)

where the matrix elements (with the definitions a,, = a,, : VB)

c,,. = I-VB-I:%V'E—I—QO@
Ci, = 1.-Vb p= 5T — ai
: (A7)
CPJ_ = ﬁ'Vb'J_Z—%T—Oq
C,, = p-Vb- 1V-b - 2a
are expressed in terms of the dyadic tensors
o 1 ~ LD 832
a=-3 (15+91) = 5
1 PP
=3 [sm(zo) 11—22) + cos(26) (12+21)} (A8)
1 s 1 0a;
=- (I11-pp)=--22
2= ( 77) 100
1 SRR , SUUNIGR
=3 [— cos(26) (11—22) + sin(26) (12+21)}, (A9)
so that das/90 = a1 and Oay /00 = — 4 as.
Hence, we find
1 9py op
V><p0:§p0><v1nBJr -0 ><R+clpp0—cppa—6°, (A 10)
0 0
VXpJ_——VlnBXpJ_—RX ;;—(CprL+CLL g;‘) (A11)

with

~

)
ﬂ-VXpJ_z—JPb-R - (T+2a1)},

90
('“)po aPJ__ N T
20V X = bR+(a1+2),
90 G L _ g,

00 00
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A.3. Dyadic gradients

We also make use of the matrix elements (A7) to write the components of the dyadic
gradients

Vb = bk + (Oppf)ﬁ+ Co Pl + Cu,1p + CMII)
vi = Rj - (H-I)BB— (CLLJA_—l—CpJ_ﬁ)B : (A12)
Vi = -RI - (k) bb— (CuyT +Cpp) b

from which we obtain the divergence identities

~

Vb = Cpp + C .
V-l = Rp— k-1 , (A13)
V.Z)\ = —R.I — K/'ﬁ

and the useful expressions

1 ~ ~
Vpo = — 2vmBpy—-RIP | (p-m)b4C, 2201, pol B (A12)
2 a0 00
1 ~
V-po——p0-<§V1nB+n+b><R>, (A15)
with
(py-V >—LB><R—(VB)B—1V1B
Po*VPo) = 0 5 Vi
We will also use the following expressions
dopy _ P+ | Lo =\ 9p
o —mb _Vpo—i— R+2V><b 50
Pl 1,90 )b
U D 00+ 5 B (B (A 16)
dpr P~ | 1 op.
OFL ANy - b| 22—
pr ™ _VpL + R+2VX 20
Pl o = 1 _Jdpy ~
=2 w.b B k)b . Al
2@ B 5 2L s () (A17)

A.4. Dyadic identities
We conclude this Appendix by presenting the dyadic identity derived from Eq. (A12):

Vb : Vb= (C’pp)2 + (CL1)? + 2C1,Cph1

- % {(v-Bf - 72] +2 [(al)Q +4 (ag)ﬂ, (A18)

which implies that

(1) + 4 (a)? = <(a1)2> +4 <(a2)2>, (A19)
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as is easily demonstrated by noting that the gyroangle-derivative of the left side of
Eq. (A19) vanishes. Next, we note that

() = ((55) ) = + (), (420
and thus the dyadic identity (A18) becomes

o~

Vb:Vb=V-k —b-V(V:b) =

N =

N2
{(V-b) - 72] + 4 <(a1)2>. (A21)
We will also need the related dyadic identity

(Vb)T : Vb = [k|2+ (Cpp)? + (CLL)? + (C1p)? + (Cpi)? (A22)

= |n|2+% [(V-E)2+72} +4 <(a1)2> = Vb : Vb+ |k|? + 72

Lastly, we give the expression for the gyrogauge-invariant vector field (Littlejohn, 1981)

o~

11 o~ ~ ~ .
V><R=§[Vb;Vb - (V-b)Q] b+ (V-b)k — k-Vb, (A23)

which yields the relations

B-VXR:%V- [n - B(V.b)} = 2(a?) — Hﬁ + (V-B)Q], (A 24)

from which we obtain an expression for (a?).

Appendix B. Calculations of Operators D; and D?

In this Appendix, we apply the operators D; and D? on the vectors 4 b and P,
whose expressions are used in Sec. 5t D1(P2) = Di(p B)—l—% Di(pL);in Sec.[6t D1 (P3) =

1 Di(pb) + L Di(py) and D3(P3); and in Sec. [} Dy (P4) = L Di(pyb)+ 1 Di(p.1) and
D3(P,). These operators are also needed in Apps. and [E]

B.1. Operators D1 and D? acting on pHB

We begin with the operators D; and D? acting on P b. First, we use the expression

o~

- - )
D, (p||b> = (G" + p| py-K)b +p||7£ = J(T +a1) b+ oj7pL, (B1)

from which we obtain

(Di(pyb)) = J7b
D} (p” b) Py = 0 ) (B 2)
Dl(p” b)-0p,/00 = 2J o7

and, using Eq. [6.23]), we obtain

N\ 9Gy _ J? 2 3 2,2
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Second, from the definition ([BI9), we use the expression

D? (pHB): [JT(T—FOQ) + T(Gi)” + DI Glj) + QHBB'VX (lpL)} 9pg

27 B 0
0 J 0 9py
- (PHTGl) po + |Gl (T+a1) — 4Jax Gy — oIT 5 "V XPL
opy 47 ~
—J PV x [(T+a1)bH b, (B4)
to obtain
(D% () b=—2J0 (7% + (a}) - 7B-R), (B5)
~ O0p 4.J?
<D% (PH b) '—90>: (W_Jgf> 2 (B6)
B.2. Operators D1 and D? acting on p,.
Next, we consider the operators D; and D? acting on p :
— _ N 7 OpL 9 OPL
Di(p1)=Gi-dp. + 2JR = J 2R — (r+2a)b] + ¢/ = + ¢f =
- P opL
:J[2R - (T+2a1)b} + m(po-n) — Joj (T+a1) 57
[ 9pg Pﬁ’”v opL
+ Q“Oéz + W- (VIHB + omQ J —89 5 (B7)

D3(p.)=2G{ R — [Gl‘] (T + 2a1) — 8Jay Gﬂ b + Po XV X [D1(pL)]

[ e 1 Op
+ |(@toud) 27 g0t - oo ot | 2
[ e 1 op
+ |(@tout) + 55 (o of + g at)| . B3)

from which we obtain

(Dy(pL)) J(2R—7b) — bx (JVInB +pj o k)

Di(p1):-py = —2JGI , (B9)
Di(p1)-0py/00 = 2JR-9py/00+ (G{ —Jpy-VInB)
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and
(D¥p1)) b=2(G])B-R — (G (r+2a1) — 8Jaz G)
9]
- <£'VX [Dl(pJ_)]>
3 ~
=Jo (572+6<a%> —37'b-R), (B10)
2 Ipg J n b
Di(p1)- 20 ) =2(G] py) BXR+2J —= -V x (Di(pL))
1
s((eto) 21gi 6l - alel), @)
0G5 2J2 9 9
<D1(pl)'w> =T (af) — J oy
0\2 152 J 5_9?
where

o~

b-V X (Di(pL))=2Jb-VXR — J72 — b-V X

)

bx (JVImB + JL_
mS)
opy _/9py 7 OpL o OPL
<W°VX[D1(IM)]>—<W Vx| gi 27 T9 5

7'2 2 =~

B.3. Calculation of F1o = (0D1(P4)/0u®) - p,
Lastly, in Sec. [l and App. [C] we need

OD1(Py) 1 94}
F — . = — - J == B13
1p) (9[)” Po 9 (9[)” ) ( )
9D (Py) 1/ 097 14 1
P oy = — (g% L ~ po- B14
17 57 " Po 5\ /57 t30) t 5P R, (B14)
P Yl e Ry B1
10 50 Po 5 (/29 T 39 37 am (B15)
and Eq. (ZII) makes use of the following expressions
Ohy _ OFw, _ 10¢f 2 J7 (B16)
(9]?” 00 4 (9]?” 3 mQ’
aFlg aFlJ 1 891] 89? 1 8p0 2
- S (s T R U - B17
a7 90 1 (aJ a0 2 90 3 e (B17)

Appendix C. Second-order Calculations for (Gy)

In this Appendix, we present the detailed calculations leading to the gyroangle-averaged
component (G4 ) used in the second-order Hamiltonian constraint (6.31]).
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Equation (ZI1)) defines the gyroangle-averaged component (G ):

X 0 J
@) =5 (%)) + 4 (6 5h - 6t Bk 616

90 00 00
1 5p 1 a aF“
+§<8_90.D%(P4)> — §<G1-dF19 — G1 891 >7 (Cl)

where

0G3 _ (Jaa N 9py 1 (og{ 0\ 9P
96 _< Q ~ Zae ")b+9'7 o0 "2\ ) 5y

m
1(9g7 1 5\ 9py

— | = — - C2
+2(89+2ng 90 (©2)
where gf = G{ —J py-VInB and ¢ = GY + p,-R. We now compute each term
respectively. The first and third terms are

1 /0G% 1,55 1 2 1, 52 ; 0g¢

§< 50 °D1(P2)> = EJQHT t1 J (99)" + 17 (91)" + g 20 /) (C3)
1 /0py o 2.J° Loo) o 1 7 1 5\ 9p 9
(2P0 p2pyy = (2 - - ZFo .

1 || 89'1] J 39'1] g (1 39?
— - == —g{|=p,-VInB == 4
+ <G1 D + G 91 \ 5 Po VInB + 90 , (C4)

while the second and fourth terms are

%<Gijaa—c§ _ G(Iaa—GHij + Gl-dGlJ>—i<G1J (gpo-VhlB + %L}] + %_gj)>
_i <G1J %> R + %<G§’ gipln>
oot s
and
i %<G1-dF1e o ag;a>:_i<p0 v(J%—f +% f>>
SICEHESHCE L
+%<Gf' % + f(%ij + %_95»7 (©6)
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so that Eq. (CI) becomes

2J? JT 1 dg
J py ST J 1 p) 991
(Gy) = 3 {( e + Jg|)T + <G1 e + Gy g T>:| 5 <G 8p||> (C7)
Jb 1 1 9pg
tIna VX<D1(pJ_)>+Z <(G‘1]+§9‘1]> 20 +J91Po>'R

3 dg g7 1 299 1
—(G{|= In B 2 A — gl (22—~ -p,-VInB
+4<G1{2( Vi +69)+ aJ]+291(ae 3P0 Vin >>
1 J L 39?
_Z<"0V<G1+591+JW

We now use the identity p,:VA = V- (py, A) — A (V-p,), where V- p, is given by
Eq. (ATH), so that we obtain

1 g Lo 91
4</00 V<G1 tg0 +J 20

J 1 g} 1
<<G 291 +J66‘ Po 2V1nB+r<a

1 dgY
V'<Po <G1] 591 +J 6%1>>
1 op

<(G‘] 3 i’) =5t P0>'R~ (C8)

By substituting this expression into Eq. (CTX), we obtain

2J2 JT
(GY) = 3 [(mﬂ + JQ”)T + <G117' - + Gy 2| T>:|

m»—x B~ rNH

ﬂ 1/ o 997
+ 15 VX (Di(pL)) + 5 <G1 o)
1 YRR S
-V <Po (G1 t 59+t 5
1 3 991 dg{
+Z<Gl|: VlnB H)+§W+2W
1 J
+§<1[ v1nB+ )]>
_ S ot va bk (C9)
1\ o9 P

We now substitute the definitions of the generating vector-field components and we obtain

J2

(Gf) =5

[1 +b-VXR — ()—%

—§Jg”{ (3k—VInB) + V- — 7

b-V x (b X VlnB)]
2}, (C10)

which is then used in Eq. (T12]).
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Appendix D. Calculation Details for (p/m)Ily — ¥y
The second-order Lagrangian constraint ([@.23)) is given in Sec. [dl as

oIy _ [ do(py) ~
o= (m 2+ (Dhee)) 6

+ - (G3) — (G5 VbepL)

_ % <G1 - d (G -dp)> .b, (D1)

0
o (pl\

— HQH — \112) +mvgc -

m

which contains five terms that are calculated in this Appendix. The first term is

m%.g: (mBVlen) b = py 59 ((1)B) ~ 1y {p1) -5

:—% J o {V- [g (Vg)} — 3H-V1DB} + Qﬁ|l€|2
—gngxn-ﬂl, (D2)

where 9({p;) -B)/@pn = 0 follows from Eq. (I04). For the second term in Eq. (D), we
use Eq. (629):

b (D3Pa) = ~ oy (57 - (). (D3)
The third term in Eq. (D)) is
p(G3) Kk = — QHBXH°H1 + % (Jg” k-VInB + p gﬁ|n|2) , (D4)
where we substituted Eq. ([6.24]), while the fourth term in Eq. (D1 is
_ <G’2‘.VB.pJ_>:—<G’2C-[E(H-pL)—CpJ_%+CJ_J_I)J_:|> (D5)

=~k (pLGY) — 27 (g 7) (Cpu)
1

=5 (Cor (G =T py-VInB)) = J <CJ_J_ (G‘f + PO‘R>>7

Here, using Eq. (6.20), we find — (G5 pL)-x = —2J g |k|?, using Eq. (A12), we find
—2J (¢ 7) (Cpr) = J o) 72, while using Eqs. (614) and (G.2I)), we obtain

1 1
(Cor (G =T py-VInB)) = =3 Jg (572+<a§>>,

N~

and
1
—J(Cii (G +po-R)) = —2J gy (03) = - 37l (i),
so that Eq. (D3&]) becomes
~ 3
Lastly, for the fifth term in Eq. (D), we begin with the identity

(G- d (G dp)) b = (G [(Gi-dp)- B} + (py-Vb- (Gi-dp)),
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where

Gl-dp:(G’f” n QJCPL) b+ (G{ - Jpo-VlnB)%

op.L o~

4

+ (G1 +,00-R)W — P po- Vb, (D7)
with p, - Vb = C,, py + Cp1 9p,/00. First, we find

1 - _1 pH J eaal
= 5 (G d[(Gdp)- b}>—§<Gl por + Gion + J G
1 1
T (H' <§ Gl'dpo> - §<P0-Vﬂ-p0>>7(D8)

where we used (G; -dp)-gz Gzlj” +2JCp1 = —p|po-k —Jai. By using

1, ~= 1
—(V-b)b + vllnB} + ggﬁn,

1 J
Z(Gy-dp,) = ——
2<1 Po) {2

ms)
and

1 1 ~~ 1
— 350D (po* VK- py) = ~3 Joy (I—bb):Vk = —§JQH (Vs + |&]?),

Eq. (D8) becomes

1 ~ 1
-5 <G1 d [(Gl-dp)- b}> = J o <H-V1nB—|n|2—§v-n—<a‘f‘>>
1
+ 5P of &[> (D9)
Next, we find
1 ~ 1 ap
= 5 P09+ Gredm)) == 1 (Coy o+ Gr-dp)] + Oy | T2 (61 p)| )
1 -
— gy ((08)+ 3 (V-57). (D 10)
If we now combine Eqs (D2)-(D6)), and (D9)-(DI10) into Eq. (DI), we obtain
9 (p| o1L, 21,12 N
2 (P, —w s — 20 bxk-TI
™ By (5 M = ¥2) + v, oy P1eilel = 2y
= J o) B (D 11)
where
— L )2 1 H "
Boy = =3k (VB = &) — 7 {7’ + (v-b)} +5V- [n + b(v-b)}.

We note that this equation is consistent with Eq. (Z13).

Appendix E. Comparison with Previous Higher-order Guiding-center
Theories

In this Appendix, we compare our results (.I6) with previous higher-order guiding-
center theories derived by [Parra & Calvo (2011), [Burby et all (2013), and [Parra et al.
(2014). In these works, the polarization term Iy, is ignored and, consequently, these
theories are incomplete as discussed in Sec.
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For the purpose of comparison, we summarize our results here for the second-order
guiding-center Hamiltonian

2

1 J BT BT D
‘1’2(BT) = §JQ <m 5§¢ + Qﬁ 5§|| )> - %Qﬁ|ﬁ|2 + Il - v, (E1)

where
en _ 12 ¢ R+ (a2) + b bxvmB) - pxvmB|, E®2
2l =57~ -V X —|—<a1>+§ -Vx( X Vin )—‘ X Vin , (E2)
BT

B =~ 2(0%) — 3 k- (va - n) + Vek (E3)

By using the identities (A23)-(A24), we obtain the following explicit expressions for the
Brizard-Tronko coefficients (E2))-(E3):

b = %B°V>< (bxVmB) - ‘BlenB‘Q—%v. [k — b (v-5)]
+% {(V'B)Q - 372}’ (E4)

B = —3k- (VB - k) +%v- [ +b(V-b)] —% [(V'B)Z + 72] (E5)

We will now compare these coefficients with those obtained by [Burby et all (2013) and
Parra & Calvo (2011). We note, however, that these previous results assume that II; =
—1J7b (ie, Iy =0).

E.1. Burby, Squire, and Qin results

While the details of the guiding-center transformation are not explicitly presented in the
work of Burby et al! (2013), the second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian is presented
in both the first-order Hamiltonian representation [see Eqgs. (30)-(31) of (Burby et al
2013)] and the first-order symplectic representation [see Egs. (33)-(35) of (Burby et al.
2013)]. In the latter case, Burby et all (2013) use the first-order symplectic representation
II, = — % Jr B, with IT;; =0 in agreement with Littlejohn’s choice.

The second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian derived by [Burby et al! (2013) in the
first-order symplectic representation is expressed as

2
_ 1 J BsQ) 2 5(BSQ) Pl o o
Yamsq) = 5 /0 <m Bal 7+ o) By = 5 alsl’, (E6)
with the second-order coefficients
1~ . . - N2
;ﬁs‘”:g [|be1nB|2 + bV x (beInB) - 3<|b><VInB|2 + (v-b) )}
17 ~ - N T N2
+—{Vb;Vb—3Vb:(Vb) + 3|k + 15 (v-b”, (E7)
8
~ ~ ~ ~T O\ 2
[3%:% ~ Vb (VD) + (v-b) + |n|2]

—3n-(v1nB—n) +B-V(V-B). (E8)



40 Brizard and Tronko
By using the identities (A21)-([A22), we readily find

(BSQ) _  p(BT)
21 - 21
(E9)
B(BSQ _ B(BT)

2|l 2|l

Since the Burby-Squire-Qin second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian is exactly equal to
ours, it can be concluded that its derivation is based on an identical set of guiding-center
coordinates.

E.2. Parra-Calvo results

The phase-space transformation derived by [Parra & Calvd (2011) proceeds by a standard
iterative method that also combines elements of guiding-center and gyrocenter dynam-
ics. This work only considers the first-order symplectic representation II; = — 1 J7 b
[see Eq. (104)]. The second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian derived by [Parra & Calvo
(2011)) is expressed as

2
1 (PC PC) p
Uspoy = 5 70 (— B+ of By ) 2T”n oflwl, (E10)

with the second-order coefficients

1

ﬁéic):ﬁ(l—gg):VVB b — @IV LBI? + 4VLb VBT
1 N
-5 v+ (E11)

Soon 1o~
By = =8k (VInB - k) + <Vb:Vb—§VLbS(VLb)T)

—i [3 (V-b)2 — 72}. (E12)

In order to compare the Parra-Calvo second-order Hamiltonian (E10) with our second-
order Hamiltonian, we will need the identities (A21))-(A22) and the following identities

B~Y(I-bb): VVB-b=|bx VInB? + b-V x (BlenB) - (V-B)2
—Vb: (Vb)T + |k?,
and
Vib:(Vib)T = Vb: (VDT — |2 = Vb: (Vb) + 72

By using these identities, we obtain the following explicit expressions for the Parra-Calvo

coefficients (ET1I)-(ET2):
0 = 6.V x (bx VinB) - [px VB[ ~ 1 V- [k — b (v-5)]
—% [7 (V-B)2 + 372}, (E13)

ﬂéﬁc):_?’“' (VlnB — H)—F%V' {n — B(VB)} {(V b) + 7'2}(]314)

»J>I>—‘
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By comparing Eqgs. (E13)-(ET14) with Eqs. (E4)-(EX), we obtain the differences
o N2
0 - 809 = (v-5) (E15)
@) _ 50 _ g 5 (v.5)] = (v-b) +5-V(V-b
g =89 =V [b (v-b)] = (V-B) +5-v(V-b). (E 16)

In more recent work, [Parra et all (2014) showed that the second-order Hamiltonian
difference between works of [Parra & Calvd (2011) and [Burby et all (2013):

Wagpe) — Wamsa) = — e (945) - 2o v b (745)]
-- % [% e (V’Bﬂ =%, (E17)

could be explained, using our notation, by adding the gyroangle-independent gauge func-
tion

o) = 370 (V5 = 2 (55) (E15)

in Eq. (6:22). Hence, according to Eq. (63)), this new gauge term introduces the following
change in G, according to Eq. (€.11):

—=X 8<0’3> J ~
x = x — x _ - .b E1l
G = Go =Gy = " = G T g (v-5). (E19)
so that Eq. ([623) yields the change
_x . J(Vb) ~
G2 = G2 — ﬁ b7 (E20)

and, thus, the new first-order gyroradius is now given as

J(V-b) ~
pL=p1 Tt ( )b-

om0 (E21)

We note that, according to Eq. (I04), we now find b- (p,) = 0.

Lastly, the gyroangle-independent gauge function (E18)) also yields the following change
in G5, according to Eq. (6.20):

_ N 1 . .

G = G =G+ b-V(oy) = G5+ 5o V- [b (v : b)] , (E 22)

while G{ is unchanged, according to Eq. ([6.3), because 0(c3)/06 = 0. With Uy = Uy pcy,
we immediately note that Gy remains unchanged according to Eq. (6.:29), and that the

Jacobian constraint (8] is still satisfied since

oG, 1 0Gy'
= — V- (G} B) + /2.

% v (@) B) +

Hence, by extending the class of Lie-transform perturbation theories with the inclusion
of gyroangle-independent gauge functions (i.e., {¢4,) # 0) in Sec. Bl we introduce an addi-
tional degree of freedom in the equivalence between guiding-center Hamiltonian theories.
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Appendix F. Physical Interpretation of the Second-order
Guiding-center Hamiltonian ¥y

In this Appendix, we provide a physical interpretation of the second-order guiding-
center Hamiltonian Wy. Using the guiding-center push-forward Lagrangian constraint
(see Sec. []), we begin with the definition of the guiding-center Hamiltonian through the
guiding-center push-forward

&e 2m 2m

9 T-1p[2 p2
HgCET—1<ﬂ> _ ﬂ:_“—FJQ—i-eQ‘I’% (F1)

where we are using the first-order symplectic representation ¥; = 0. While the definition
does not require a gyroangle average, we shall use one here in order to remove terms that
will cancel out anyway. Using the identity ([@3)), we therefore obtain

2
m
ch:5< dt dt >
_ m 2+ dgcpgc
)

2
dch dgcpgc
c(——=). F2
dt >> LT < dt (F2)
where the guiding-center kinetic energy

2
dgc X Dj 9 ({m 9 oY,
= — — |Vge —= F3
dt 2m te 2 Veel™ + Py dp| (F3)

dgCX dgcpgc

dge X
dt

2
m

2

includes the second-order guiding-center kinetic energy associated with the guiding-center
drift velocity and the second-order Bafios parallel drift pj 0W2/0p), while

dgeX  [dgePec\ _ 5 = dolpy)
"t < a ) P Ty (F4)
Lastly, the “gyration” kinetic energy is
m dgcpgc ? 9p, dopo
A Y R Y o) N (g et Rl F
2< a J +6<m<ae+dt)> (F5)
Ip oV dp dop dip,
2 (2P 9Py 1 0
“<pL (Qae Yo7 00 T Tar T
2
2 M 9py | dopy
o2
+62<‘ 00 Tt >
where
6\112 8p0 o 6\112
<pl' (aJ o0 )) =% o (F6)
and
py | dopy _ Py o lot 1 9pg
o2fr  Z0F _ 21 -k)b -V.-b — _ o 2P0
o0 T Tat om |PoRb Y @2 )P0 = 5%
J ~
+E(a1b—2a1-VInB), (F7)

Here, it is a simple task to show that the first-order terms vanish

9p, dopy _
<pL <Q 00 T )) T
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Hence, we see that the higher-order terms associated with magnetic nonuniformity enter
at the second order.

By combining the remaining components in Egs. ([F3)- (7)), we now obtain the second-
order equation

m 8\112 8\112
Ty = Ly, 2 =2 2
2= g Vel + <p' opy 3J>
+ {‘1/2(,4) + Wy + ¥a) + ¥Yap) + Wz(E)}, (F8)
where we defined
m dpy | dopyl’
v = — Q— F
204) = 5 <‘ % T ; (F9)
~ dolp
Vo) =p| b Oilt1>’ (F10)
d1pg
)\ = . F11
ey = (pu- 220, (F11)
dop,
\\J = . F12
2(D) <pl dt >7 ( )
0
Vyp) = <P¢ . (Q —8,;2>>' (F13)

First, using Eq. (E), we find
Uy = (<a2> + IVllnB|2) + Y002 6P + (02 + 2(v-b2|. (1)
A gy N 2 77l v

Second, using Eq. (I0.4), we find

Yyp) = %ﬁ {BV (<P1> E) - kK- <Pl>}

__l 2 =] _ Sl 2,2
=59 {v-[b (v-b)| - 3x-VIB} + L oiix
-~ 2
b D
Third, using
dlp() _ * _ apO 1 Aapo
i :VgC-VOpO——JVgC-VlnBW—I—ing-VX W

) N
— Vgc* (CJ_p % + Cpp Po) b,

we find
1 N /0 ~
Uy = <§VgC~VXb> <£-m> - (Jbe) Ve = —2TL; - vye. (F16)

Hence, both Eqgs. (E15)-(E16) contain direct contributions of the polarization term IT;
to the second-order guiding-center Hamiltonian.
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Fourth, we find

g = o dop L B dopL
ap) = PLepr) = (—= 1) = = (—— P
~ Op 1 dp, Op
= (o) 85000 — 57 (G|
where we used (pL + p;) = — mQ{(p,-0p,/00) =0, and
) R [ S | -~ 1 op. .
i = Eb'vopj_ = —E E(V'b)pj_ — 57-—66 + (pJ_'R)b .
Here,
- Q % —2J0 2 2
and
1 8/)0 8pl _ 1 2 92
ip”QT<W'W TRALCIA
Hence, we find
1
Uypy = — JQof (2|f<&|2 + 57'2).

Lastly, we write
1 2 3
Uygy = mQ* (pg - py) = ‘I’é(;;) + ‘I’g(g) + ‘I’é(;:)’

where
0
0
+ <Q£ [D%(P3)+V03}>,

which makes use of G¥,

Wi =02 o (6 en)) - =25 (600 (3F)

=-Q(GY) + JQ(GZ)-VInB,

which makes use of the components of G, and

iy %mQQ (o~ |G- d(Gi-dny)])
1

In Eq. (E19), we find

P ) N 3
_p'Q<<”'£> 2 =T (Po'Gz)> = —JQoj <2|f~”~|2 - 572>.

(F17)

(F18)

(F19)

(F 20)

(F21)

6BQ<(;1-d[B—1 (G{ + Jpo-va)D - %m92<|G1-dp0|2>.

(F22)
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Using Eq. ([©22)), we also find
9pg _y. (9PN 9pg
< 0 VO'3> =V < 90 g3 g3 \Y% 90 (F23)
1 apO X X 8,)0
== 3P {V <W G2> - < 2] (V'W

__ 2 o g k 1 T
= -2 Jof [B Ve (%) + . (2VInB+n+b><R>

Next, we need

6p0 2 —ﬂ/\ P i %
<W'D1(P3)> =9 b-V x (D1(P3)) + <G1 o, D, (P3) 50
9 op %p
I = LZPo) . 0
i <G1 L‘)J (DI(PS) 80) Di(®s) waeD
0o |9 9pg
+ (GY % DI(PS)'W + Dl(P3)-pO ,
where
<D(P)>*1J 2R+1 b —Ex Jv13+p_ﬁ
1 3)] — 3 27' 3 n —q K|,
9py 1 1 ~ »
Dl(P3)-W—§JQ”(2T—OL1)+gp0.<2beR+mn ,
1 2 P
Di(P3) - py = 3 Di(p1)-py = — 3 J GY.

First, we find

2] ~ 7 ,
~5 bV (D(Py) = 5 (45- VxR + 2)

2
2 g b Pj
_3me VX |bxX (JVIDB—}-mn)]. (F24)
Next, we find
Py v . YPo _ 2 5 2 ) )
and

_ Ly ) (r26)
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and

(4§ (o023« 0]

1
= cJdf (<a§> - 2R-V1nB) (F 27)
2.J2 _
~ =5 VInB. (v1nB+b><R)

Hence, by combining Egs. ([F22)-(27) into Eq. (F19), we obtain

2
o _J n 2 2 N 2 N N
\IIQ(E)—%[ZLb-VXR—I—EST — (a?) — 2|bx VInB] —2b-V><(b><VInB)}

1 7
—§JQ of [4V-n — 4Kk-VInB + 12|6]* — 572 - <a‘;’>], (F28)

where the gyrogauge-dependent terms cancel out. Next, using the definition (G.31),
Eq. (E20) can be expressed as

m 1
Wi = Wa + 3 Veel” = T vie = JQ of (5 72— <a§>> (F 29)

I

b 1 )
+JQVInB- —H1Xm + 5(7)@9 VilnB + 4 H>‘|

Lastly, the two terms in Eq. (F21) are

1 -1 J
EBQ<G1-d[B (Gl + Jpo-va)D (F 30)
2
- J (1 ~ Pj
=&m (2V1nB K b><R> <2JV1nB + e n)
L v. |-L (2sv lnB—l—p—ﬁn +J—2 (T2 + (o)) + 2J of ||
6 ms) + ms) ms) ! I

m mS?2

-i-i JV]B—Fp—ﬁ -?;JV}B_FP_ﬁ +1JQ2 2+<2>
m " QH n D) K 6 o) \7 a3

2 2
J Pk N Pj 1 92, 9
~ (VInB + —'— + bxR]|-[27VInB + —L ~JQ
+6m<Vn +2JmQ+ X ) ( VIn —|—an —|—6 9H<a1>,
and
2
- lnmz‘<|G1-dp |2>:—‘]—2 (V-B)2+4<a2> - 2JV1nB+p—ﬁn
6 0 6m ! 12m mQ
2
—iJQQ2 (72+ 2<a2>)—J—2 VilnB+ pﬁn (F31)
12 I 1 3m 2J mQ
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Hence, combining Eqgs. (E30)-(E31) into Eq. (E21]), we obtain

Wit = J—m [bXx VB[ — k-VInB — BV- (B~ V.InB)
1( Y + 12+ (V-b)2> + —J(292 k-VInB
2 3 I
1 Kk 1 2 1 5 2
- 3BV (32) - 5<3|f~@| - 57 - <a1>>], (F32)

and the gyrogauge-dependent terms have once again cancelled each other.

We now combine Eqs. (E14)-(E17), (E28)-(E29), and (F32)), so that we obtain

:ﬂ 2 _8\112 _8\112 J_2 2 2
W= Fivel + gt + 20 57 + 5o (t3) + [V BP)
1 T
+ 57920 {|n|2 + (af) + §(V-b)2}
2
1 P9 12
5720t {V- { (v-B)] ~ 8r-VmB} + L ofln
2k Ll LT v — JQ G (2]K[2 4 £ 52
m mQ & I 2
J? " 2 2 " 2 N "
+%{4b-VXR—|—3T (e —2bxVIn B2 —2b-V x (belnB)]

7
—gmgﬁ [4v-n — 4k-VInB + 12|s|* — 572 — (a})

m 1
+ Uy + 5|Vgc|2 — II; - vge — JQ gﬁ (5 o (a%))

b 1/ J
+JQVInB: |—II} X — + = < VLlnB+Q|n)]

ms) ms)

2 —~
+ [|b><v1mB|2 — k-VInB — BV- (B™'V.InB)
m

1
(3l = 572 = @),

-5 (5 (@) + 72 + (V-B)Z)]

W=
~—
|
DO =

1 1
+§JQQﬁ {erlnB - 5132v- (
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which can be simplified to the final expression

p
0¥y 2Ja\112_2 ||

2 2
— Pl ap o7 Q |k]® — 4TI - vy (F33)

2 —~ —~ ~
+J— [5|VLlnB|2 — 2(a?) + 4b-VXR — 2b-V x (bxva)
3m

- BV. (vgw) — k-VInB + %(572 - (V-B)ﬂ

B
1 9 B? K 9
+3700 [17K-V1nB -5V (ﬁ) — 18|k — 4V-k
3 2 ™2 2 3 N N
+Z(r + (VD)) + 6 (ad) - v (v b)H

Here, using Eq. (IT1), we find

2 N 2
ov b p
8p|‘ m

ov J? b
—2J 2 =2 By — 2 vy — 2I- [—xJVInB]|,
oJ m m
so that
(9\11 0¥y p” 9 9 J?

Hence, we finally obtain

— 682 =5|ViInB? — 2(a?) + 4b-VXR — 2b-V x (BlenB)

VilnB 1 2 ™2
—BV-( = )—n-VInB+§(5T —(v-b)) (F34)

1, - 1~ - - 2
:—6{—572—b-V><R+<a%>+§b-Vx (bxva) —‘belnB‘ }
where we used

_BV. <V;#) — —b.-Vx (Bx 1nB) 4 VInB- (n n vlmB)

~4(a?)=-2b-VxR — %{72 + (v-B)Q],

and
BQ
— 6y =1Tk-YInB — — V- (%) _18|k]2 — 4V-k
3 9 ~9 9 3 ~ ~
+Z(T + (VD)) + 6 (ad) - v [b(v-5)]

=—6{-2(a}) — 3k (VB - k) + V-i}, (F 35)
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where we used
- (—) :—%v-n + k-VInB
6<a§>=gv- [H - B(V-B)} + %[72 + (V-B)ﬂ.

The equalities (F34)-(E35), therefore, validate the push-forward representation (F2) of
the guiding-center Hamiltonian (ET).

Appendix G. Constraint due to the Guiding-center Toroidal
Canonical Momentum

In this last Appendix, we show that the guiding-center toroidal canonical momentum
Py, = Tgclpg,, which is defined as the guiding-center push-forward of the particle toroidal
canonical momentum, is explicitly gyroangle-independent, i.e., Pyc, = <TgC1P@>. Hence,
the gyroangle-dependent terms in Tgcle must vanish exactly at all orders in e. The
importance of this constraint lies in the fact that, in order for the guiding-center toroidal
canonical momentum Py, to be an exact (and faithful) invariant, it must satisfy the

conservation law
dgcPecy 1 (dP,
S =T —= ] =0. G1

dt g dt (G1)

First, we begin with the expression for the particle toroidal canonical momentum
P, = —ey/ec+ (mdx/dt) - 0x/0p, whose guiding-center push-forward yields

ch dC C 8CX— 86 C
Pgw__éTgcleLm(gdt + gd’t)g>.<gw + ga:;g), (G2)

where the guiding-center push-forward of 1 is expressed as
_ 1
Tgclq/) = + epy-Vip + € [pl-VdJ + 3 (popo):va} + ey (G3)

the guiding-center push-forward of the particle velocity is

dgcX dge doX di1 X d
g + gpgc_(o —I—Q%>+E<1—+ 0p0+9%>+...7((}4)

dt dt dt ol dt dt 00
and the guiding-center push-forward of 9x/d¢p is

X | Db i (0x) _OX | op,
Oy dp B \dp) Oy E&p

When Egs. (G3)-(GH) are inserted in Eq. (G2]), we obtain the expression (up to second
order in €)

T (G5)

_ 0 0X e
PgCSO:<Tg01PSD> + (mgﬁa_@ - EPOVQ/J> (GG)
~ Jp, ~ 0X op 0X
+6pH |:b°a—<;+(p0°f€)b'8—@+ (OLpa—eo—FCpppo)'%
X ~ 0X
+6J{2(a2-VlnB)-%+2%2:VV1/)—2(a1-V1nB)-(Z—SD+o¢1 b.g_@],

where gyroangle-dependent terms are shown explicitly up to first order in ep. Since we
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have the identity
Paep = <T,;clpsa> ’ (G7)
we must, therefore, show that all remaining gyroangle-dependent terms in Eq. (G6) must

vanish identically.
At zeroth order in ep, we use the magnetic identity

0X
Bx— =
X 9% Vb, (G8)
and obtain
e B ~_0X dp, 0X
Epo-Vw = mf py-b X 9y ms) 90 5’

and thus the gyroangle-dependent zeroth-order terms in Eq. (G8]) cancel each other out.
At first order in ep, we discuss the terms proportional to p; and J in Eq. (GB6)
separately. First, for the pj-terms, using the definitions (A7), we find

5 . R . -
CLP%"‘OW Py = (I B bb) *Vb-py = Vb-p, — (k-pg) b,

so that

] aX  9X _~ db

0
[CLp%—i_CpppO + (K-po) b] % = %‘Vb'f’o = 8—@'1’07

which combines with the remaining pj-term in Eq. (GG)) to yield

ob ~ 9p, 9 /~
@, b-220) — cp L (B.p,) =
€p) (890 Py + 6@) €p) &p( Po) 0,
since b - po = 0.
Next, for the J-terms in Eq. (G6]), we use the identity
Ve 1 S 0X X
2(22-VInB)- = = = {(J_J_—pp) -VlnB} Bx G = (e VinB) 5o
to obtain
as vy B> S ~ ox
2BVVQ/J 2(32 VIDB) B + a1 b 8@_232'V(B 4+ a1 b 8@'

Here, we find

g ~ X 0X 1 ~ X
2a2:V(?):232:V<bxa—w> = 31:V<—) + 5 (Cj_p + ij_)b‘_

which combines with the remaining J-term in Eq. (GA) to yield

eJal:V(a—X> = 0,
dp

since ap is a symmetric matrix and V(90X /0y) is an antisymmetric matrix so that their
trace vanishes.
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