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Abstract

A novel electromagnetic particle-in-cell algorithm has been developed for fully kinetic
plasma simulations on unstructured (irregular) meshes in complex body-of-revolution
geometries. The algorithm, implemented in the BORPIC++ code, utilizes a set of field
scalings and a coordinate mapping, reducing the Maxwell field problem in a cylindrical
system to a Cartesian finite element Maxwell solver in the meridian plane. The lat-
ter obviates the cylindrical coordinate singularity in the symmetry axis. The choice of
an unstructured finite element discretization enhances the geometrical flexibility of the
BORPIC++ solver compared to the more traditional finite difference solvers. Symmetries
in Maxwell’s equations are explored to decompose the problem into two dual polariza-
tion states with isomorphic representations that enable code reuse. The particle-in-cell
scatter and gather steps preserve charge-conservation at the discrete level. Our previous
algorithm (BORPIC+) discretized the E and B field components of TEϕ and TMϕ po-
larizations on the finite element (primal) mesh [1, 2]. Here, we employ a new field-update
scheme. Using the same finite element (primal) mesh, this scheme advances two sets of
field components independently: (1) E and B of TEϕ polarized fields, (Ez, Eρ, Bϕ) and
(2) D and H of TMϕ polarized fields, (Dϕ, Hz, Hρ). Since these field updates are not
explicitly coupled, the new field solver obviates the coordinate singularity, which other-
wise arises at the cylindrical symmetric axis, ρ = 0 when defining the discrete Hodge
matrices (generalized finite element mass matrices). A cylindrical perfectly matched
layer is implemented as a boundary condition in the radial direction to simulate open
space problems, with periodic boundary conditions in the axial direction. We investigate
effects of charged particles moving next to the cylindrical perfectly matched layer. We
model azimuthal currents arising from rotational motion of charged rings, which produce
TMϕ polarized fields. Several numerical examples are provided to illustrate the first
application of the algorithm.
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1. Introduction

Plasma turbulence is a plasma state where intermittent self-generated electromagnetic
and electrostatic fields emerge as a result of nonlinear interactions of charged plasma
particles with waves that grow from parent linear modes due to plasma instabilities.
Turbulence arises in all large-scale plasma environments, ranging from laboratory and
fusion experiments to astrophysical, space, and ionospheric plasmas. Understanding the
nature of this ubiquitous phenomenon is important in many respects because turbulence
affects the transport of plasma particles, momentum, and energy in these environments.
The Sun-Earth system is particularly dominated by the supersonic and super-Alfvénic
“solar wind” plasma constantly flowing radially from the Sun. This turbulent plasma
carries a “frozen-in” interplanetary magnetic field that “tangles” with the Earth’s dipolar
field, inducing geomagnetic “storms” and “substorms” in the Earth’s environment [3].

Of special importance to geophysics are extreme space weather events that can be
hazardous to space assets. For instance, enhancement of flux in the radiation belts
formed by energetic electrons trapped in the Earth’s dipolar magnetic field may result
in disabling satellites. To scatter energetic electrons from their magnetic field aligned
trajectories, various “radiation belt remediation” schemes have been proposed, among
which the most promising ones rely on (i) injecting a heavy ion beam across the ambient
magnetic field [4] and (ii) deploying high-power antennas or electron beams [5] to directly
drive very-low-frequency (VLF) waves. In the former case, VLF whistler waves can be
generated through nonlinear (electron induced scattering) conversion of ion beam excited
electrostatic lower hybrid oscillations [4]; in the latter schemes, the whistler modes (longer
wavelengths) and X-type modes (shorter wavelengths) are proposed to be driven with
VLF antennas or field-aligned modulated electron beams [5].

Nonlinear interaction of plasma wave modes with plasma ions and electrons can be
studied self-consistently with particle-in-cell (PIC) or Vlasov simulations in three dimen-
sions (3D). For instance, the generation of lower hybrid and whistler waves by an ion
velocity ring beam was studied with the full-PIC VPIC [6] and hybrid X-HYPERS [7]
codes, while the excitation of whistler waves by loop and dipole antenna was modeled via
full-PIC LSP simulations [8], and pitch-angle scattering by a field-aligned pulsed electron
beam was investigated with the Vlasov SPS code [9]. Since kinetic simulations are gener-
ally computationally expensive, they typically need to be scaled with respect to realistic
plasma parameters and space resolution in order to extract essential 3D physics [7].
Physically, however, 3D simulations may often be assumed to be axisymmetric in the
Cartesian (x, y) space, with the z-axis being defined by the direction of external mag-
netic field. Essentially, the assumption of axisymmetry reduces a 3D simulation model to
a computationally two-dimensional (2D) problem. This geometric simplification enables
higher resolution and longer simulations of nonlinear plasma interactions. For instance,
the inherent noise driven by finite-size particles in PIC simulations may prevent 3D
PIC models from resolving subtle nonlinear effects, such as induced electron scattering,
which is fundamental to the nonlinear theory of ion beam evolution [6]. Moreover, com-
putational electromagnetic 3D models may break the exact axisymmetry of the original
problem because of discretization effects.

In addition to being reduced in terms of dimensionality, physical parameters, and
mesh resolution, full-PIC simulations (e.g., [6]) may apply periodic boundary conditions
which do not account for convection of electromagnetic waves out of the system and

2



therefore limit physical simulation time. Motivated by the need to simulate the afore-
mentioned physical plasmas in more detail, below we describe a novel axisymmetric full
PIC unstructured mesh simulation model. Some of the key features of the model are:
(1) The use of a radial perfectly matched layer (PML) absorbing boundary condition
designed to model open domain problems, (2) the use of an unstructured-mesh finite-
element discretization for fields in the meridian (zρ) plane to provide better geometric
flexibility and adaptation to complex geometries, (3) the use of judicious operator and
field rescalings to map the problem in the zρ domain to an equivalent problem in the
Cartesian xy plane and enable the reuse of simpler Cartesian finite-element codes, and
(4) the decomposition of the problem into two polarizations, which removes the coor-
dinate singularity at the axis (ρ = 0) and explores a duality between the polarizations
to enable the reuse of the same computer code, with only minor adaptations, for both
polarizations.

The main motivation behind the development of the present BORPIC++ algorithm
is to more efficiently and accurately simulate nonlinear interactions of charged plasma
particles and waves which produce plasma instabilities in the presence of the cylindrical
symmetry, particularly, the generation of whistler waves by the ion velocity ring distri-
bution. The BORPIC++ algorithm can be useful in performing numerical experiments
for various radiation belt remediation schemes.

Our previous BORPIC algorithm [1, 2] has two limitations for this purpose: (i) it
does not account for open radial boundary conditions and (ii) it does not account for
azimuthal currents resulting from the rotational motion of charged particles. To resolve
such issues, in the present BORPIC++ algorithm incorporates the following features:

• Azimuthal currents arising from the rotational motion of uniform charged rings are
modeled, producing TMϕ polarized fields.

• A novel field discretization scheme is used to obviate the cylindrical coordinate
singularity along the symmetry axis (i.e., ρ = 0). The discretization is based on
the discrete exterior calculus of differential forms and uses a field scaling strategy to
represent E and B (ordinary forms) for TEϕ polarized fields and D and B (twisted
forms) for TMϕ polarized fields in a finite element (primal) mesh such that discrete
Hodge matrices (generalized finite element mass matrices) for both polarizations
are well-conditioned and singularity-free. We note that dual meshes are defined
mathematically in the formulation but are not required in the actual numerical
implementation.

• Radial PMLs are implemented to avoid artificial interactions between plasma parti-
cles and reflected waves in the radial direction. We investigate the effects of charged
particles moving nearby the radial PML.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 discusses the key physical assumptions
built into the model. Section 3 describes the field solver and the finite-element dis-
cretization in detail, including the domain mapping and the treatment of the dual field
polarizations. Sections 4, 5, and 6 describe the gather, pusher, and scatter algorithms for
the computational superparticles (each representing a charge ring in 3D space) used to
model the plasma medium. Section 7 provides a series of numerical results to verify the
accuracy and illustrate the basic capabilities of the model. Finally, Section 8 summarizes
the main takeaways from this work.
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Figure 1: Approximation of the motion of charged particles in the presence of a strong axial magnetic
field.

2. Body-of-Revolution Electromagnetic Particle-in-Cell Algorithm

Body-of-revolution problems consider electromagnetic fields which do not change in
the azimuthal direction; hence, for the ϕ direction, Fourier eigenmodes with the eigen
index m = 0 is assumed throughout the article. Fig. 1 illustrates how the actual motion
of charged particles in the presence of a strong axial magnetic field is approximated by
2D equivalent modeling on the zρ-plane.

The present body-of-revolution electromagnetic particle-in-cell (BORPIC++) algo-
rithm solves Maxwell-Vlasov equations describing the time evolution of collisionless plas-
mas on a spatial domain discretized by a finite element mesh. The algorithm computes
and updates the interaction between the dynamic electromagnetic field and charged par-
ticles during successive time steps. The electromagnetic field may include internal (i.e.,
the Maxwell field dependent of the particle distribution) and external (independent of
the particle distribution) components. As usual in PIC simulations, coarse-graining of
the phase space is assumed whereby each computational (super)particle represents a
large number of actual particles (electrons and/or ions) in the plasma medium [10]. This
decreases the required amount of computational resources. In the BORPIC++ setting,
the actual particles associated with a given computational superparticle are uniformly
distributed along a circular ring in 3D space. The position of the superparticle corre-

4



sponds to the intersection of that circular ring with the meridian zρ-plane (more on this
below). The interaction between the particles is assumed to be fully mediated through
the collective electromagnetic field, with Coulomb-like interactions being negligible due
to Debye shielding. The latter assumption is valid as long as the mesh element size is
smaller than the Debye length of the plasma medium under consideration.

The BORPIC++ can model physical systems involving a body-of-revolution geometry
wherein uniform charged rings can move along the z direction while expanding, shrinking,
and rotating. Such motions of the charged rings can be translated into axial, radial, and
azimuthal electric current densities. Since the charged rings are with a uniform charge
density, axial, radial, and azimuthal current densities are independent of azimuthal angle
ϕ; consequently, all terms related to the derivative with respect to ϕ in original Maxwell’s
equations vanish. This key assumption enables us to decompose total electromagnetic
fields into two polarizations: (i) TEϕ (Ez, Eρ, Bϕ) and (ii) TMϕ (Eϕ, Bz, Bρ). The former
is produced by axial and radial motions of the charged rings, and the latter results from
the rotational motions. Since the two sets of polarized fields do not interact with each
other, one can handle them separately in the 2D space of zρ-plane.

We should note that a related algorithm (BORPIC) was presented before in [1]. How-
ever, the BORPIC algorithm modeled the TEϕ polarized field (three components) only,
as opposed to both TEϕ and TMϕ fields here (all six electromagnetic field components).
Moreover, the BORPIC algorithm did not incorporate absorbing boundary conditions,
being restricted to the analysis of bounded spatial regions. We have extended our previ-
ous BORPIC algorithm to the BORPIC+ algorithm [2] by accounting for both TEϕ and
TMϕ polarized fields with higher order Fourier azimuthal eigenmodes. However, in the
BORPIC+ algorithm, rotational motions of uniform charged rings are not considered so
that the BORPIC+ algorithm is not able to model general motions of the charged rings.
Moreover, the BORPIC+ algorithm does not incorporate open boundary conditions in
the radial directions. More importantly, in the BORPIC+ algorithm, the azimuthal1

component of E and transverse components of B of TMϕ polarized fields (instead of
the azimuthal component of D and transverse components of H) were discretized in a
primal mesh; consequently, their numerical approximations were not stable close to the z-
axis because the discrete Hodge matrix encoding the (mapped) permittivity constitutive
relation Dϕ = ϵ0

ρ Eϕ exhibits a singularity ρ = 0.

The new BORPIC++ algorithm resolves the aforementioned issues by: (1) consider-
ing axial, radial, and rotational motions of uniform charged rings and taking into account
both (TEϕ and TMϕ) field polarizations, (2) employing absorbing boundary conditions in
the radial direction to avoid artificial interactions between plasma particles and reflected
waves, and (3) constructing a novel discretization scheme that removes the 1/ρ singularity
previously present in the finite element mass matrices in the cylindrical system.

The axial singularity, 1/ρ in BORPIC+ resulted when building discrete Hodge matri-
ces (generalized finite element mass matrices) using the constitutive relation, Dϕ = ϵ0

ρ Eϕ.
This relation was necessary because the BORPIC+ algorithm discretized the E and B
field components on the finite element (primal) mesh [1, 2] for both (TEϕ and TMϕ)
polarizations. To remove this axial singularity in the discrete Hodge matrices, in BOR-
PIC++ we discretize the D and H field components of TMϕ polarization (instead of

1Here, Aϕ is the azimuthal component of a vector field, A and Aρ and Az are the transverse (poloidal)
components of this vector.
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the E and B components thereof) on the same primal mesh. To summarize, the new
scheme advances two sets of field components independently on the same finite element
(primal) mesh: (1) E and B of TEϕ polarized fields, (Ez, Eρ, Bϕ) and (2) D and H of
TMϕ polarized fields, (Dϕ, Hz, Hρ). Since these two update schemes are not explicitly
coupled to each other, the new field solver obviates the coordinate singularity at the
cylindrical symmetry axis, ρ = 0 when defining the discrete Hodge matrices (generalized
finite element mass matrices). More details on this are presented in Section 3.

During each time step interval, the BORPIC++ algorithm cycles through four stages
sequentially: Field Solver, Gather, Pusher, and Scatter [11, 12, 13]. Each of these four
stages is described separately in the next Sections.

3. Finite-Element Field Solver Stage

3.1. Cylindrical-to-Cartesian domain mapping

Consider an object or medium with azimuthal symmetry along the z-axis, e.g., a
cylindrical or annular waveguide structure or plasma. We denote it as a BOR (body-of-
revolution), for short. The field solver employs a finite element algorithm based on an
unstructured mesh with triangular elements. This provides maximum geometric flexibil-
ity in adapting to complex BOR geometries and plasmas. We explore the BOR symmetry
of the problem by assuming no variation along the ϕ direction, which reduces the dis-
cretization of the problem to the meridional zρ-plane [14, 15, 16, 17].

Although the use of cylindrical coordinates to analyze BOR problems brings compu-
tational advantages, vector differential operators such as the curl operator exhibit radial
scaling factors not found in the Cartesian coordinate system and in addition a coordinate
singularity at ρ = 0. These properties can often make certain aspects of the discretiza-
tion in the zρ-plane more burdensome. However, by utilizing the transformation-optics
principles [18, 19, 20], it is possible to map Maxwell’s equations from the cylindrical sys-
tem to a Cartesian system where the metric factors are fully embedded into (artificial)
constitutive tensors [2]. This strategy allows the easy adaptation of finite element codes
based on a Cartesian domain to the cylindrical domain.

We start by writing Maxwell’s equations in the form

∇×E = − ∂

∂t
B, (1)

∇×H =
∂

∂t
D+ J, (2)

D = ¯̄ϵ ·E, (3)

B = ¯̄µ ·H. (4)

where E and B are the electric and magnetic fields in a medium with (generally tensor)
electric permittivity ¯̄ϵ and (generally tensor) magnetic permeability ¯̄µ, D and H are the
displacement and magnetizing fields, and J is the volumetric current density. Assume
the above curl operators and vector fields expressed in cylindrical coordinates and com-
ponents, and that the constitutive parameters of the physical medium, also expressed in
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the cylindrical basis, are given by

¯̄ϵ =

ϵρ 0 0
0 ϵϕ 0
0 0 ϵz

 , ¯̄µ =

µρ 0 0
0 µϕ 0
0 0 µz

 . (5)

It should be noted that we explicitly deal with the displacement field D and magnetizing
field H even in the vacuum background where D = ϵ0E and H = µ−1

0 B due to numerical
purposes as well as the symmetry of the Maxwell equations. A comprehensive discussion
on the numerical motivations can be found in Section 3.3.

Now, let us consider the new (artificial) anisotropic permittivity and permeability
tensors ¯̄ϵ′ and ¯̄µ′ of the form

¯̄ϵ′ = ¯̄ϵ · ¯̄R = ¯̄ϵ ·

ρ 0 0
0 ρ−1 0
0 0 ρ

 , (6)

¯̄µ′ = ¯̄µ · ¯̄R = ¯̄µ ·

ρ 0 0
0 ρ−1 0
0 0 ρ

 . (7)

Similarly, it should be mentioned that in plasmas, the original permittivity and perme-
ability tensors (¯̄ϵ and ¯̄µ) are typically assumed to be unit matrices. On the other hand,
the primed tensors mentioned above are artificial (geometric) quantities. We emphasize
here that the fieldsD andH (similarly E andB) are necessary for expressing the different
topological roles of the d/dt and curl operators. However, it is important to clarify that
in the plasma problems we consider, the fields D and H do not carry separate physical
meanings (versus E and B) unlike their roles in solid materials, for instance.

Using the following rescaling for the fields:

E′ = ¯̄U ·E, (8)

B′ = ¯̄V ·B (9)

H′ = ¯̄U ·H, (10)

D′ = ¯̄V ·D (11)

J′ = ¯̄V · J (12)

where

¯̄U =

1 0 0
0 ρ 0
0 0 1

 , ¯̄V = ρ ¯̄U−1 =

ρ 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ρ

 . (13)
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For example, when writing the above vector fields more explicitly,

A(ρ, ϕ, z) = ρ̂Aρ(ρ, ϕ, z) + ϕ̂Aϕ(ρ, ϕ, z) + ẑAz(ρ, ϕ, z), (14)

A′(ρ, ϕ, z) = ρ̂ Aρ(ρ, ϕ, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
A′

ρ(ρ,ϕ,z)

+ϕ̂ ρAϕ(ρ, ϕ, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
A′

ϕ(ρ,ϕ,z)

+ẑ Az(ρ, ϕ, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
E′

z(ρ,ϕ,z)

, (15)

C(ρ, ϕ, z) = ρ̂Cρ(ρ, ϕ, z) + ϕ̂Cϕ(ρ, ϕ, z) + ẑCz(ρ, ϕ, z), (16)

C′(ρ, ϕ, z) = ρ̂ ρCρ(ρ, ϕ, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
C′

ρ(ρ,ϕ,z)

+ϕ̂ Cϕ(ρ, ϕ, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
C′

ϕ(ρ,ϕ,z)

+ẑ ρCz(ρ, ϕ, z)︸ ︷︷ ︸
C′

z(ρ,ϕ,z)

, (17)

for A = E or H, and C = B, D, or J. We can rewrite the original Maxwell’s equations
using the artificial medium defined above together with the rescaled fields as

∇′ ×E′ = − ∂

∂t
B′, (18)

∇′ ×H′ =
∂

∂t
D′ + J′, (19)

D′ = ¯̄ϵ′ ·E′, (20)

B′ = ¯̄µ′ ·H′, (21)

where

∇′ ×A′(ρ, ϕ, z) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ̂ ϕ̂ ẑ
∂
∂ρ

∂
∂ϕ

∂
∂z

A′
ρ A′

ϕ A′
z

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (22)

In other words, the above modified curl operator in the transformed (primed) system is
devoid of any radial scaling factor and thus it is locally isomorphic to the Cartesian curl
operator.

We show the equivalence between the original Maxwell’s equations in the cylindrical
coordinate system represented by (1) to (4) and the transformed one represented by

(18) to (21) in Appendix A. Furthermore, it can be easily shown that ¯̄R · ¯̄U = ¯̄V and
¯̄R−1 · ¯̄V = ¯̄U such that the constitutive relations for the original Maxwellian field variables
in (3) and (4) and those for the transformed field variables in (20) and (21) are identical.

3.2. Field decomposition

Let us first split each vector field into two polarizations: one parallel and the other
normal to the zρ-plane, denoted by the subscripts ∥ and ⊥, respectively:

E′ = E′
∥ +E′

⊥, (23)

D′ = D′
∥ +D′

⊥, (24)

B′ = B′
∥ +B′

⊥, (25)

H′ = H′
∥ +H′

⊥, (26)

where

E′
∥ = ẑE′

z + ρ̂E′
ρ, E′

⊥ = ϕ̂E′
ϕ. (27)
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and likewise for D′, B′, and H′.
By inserting these expressions into Maxwell’s equations, we can effectively separate

Maxwell’s equations into two set of equations: one involving the TEϕ field components{
E′

z, E
′
ρ, B

′
ϕ

}
and

{
D′

z, D
′
ρ, H

′
ϕ

}
and the other involving the TMϕ field components{

E′
ϕ, B

′
z, B

′
ρ

}
and

{
D′

ϕ, H
′
z, H

′
ρ

}
.

3.3. Motivation for EB and DH discretizations

Now, we are ready to discretize the rescaled EM fields for each polarization. As noted,
the discretization uses an unstructured finite-element mesh based on triangular elements.
We discretize E′ and B′ fields for the TEϕ polarization and the D′ and H′ fields for the
TMϕ polarization. There are two important motivations behind such choice:

• First, it obviates the singularity present in ¯̄ϵ′ and ¯̄µ′ for ρ = 0 along the z axis.
Specifically, from (6) and (20) (and likewise (7) and (21) for the magnetic field
case), the rescaled fields obey the relation

D′
ϕ =

ϵ0
ρ
E′

ϕ (28)

in vacuum. When solving for E′
ϕ first and obtaining D′

ϕ through (28), one cannot
have an accurate and stable numerical solution of D′

ϕ since the discrete Hodge
matrix encoding ϵ0/ρ has a poor convergence with respect to the mesh refinement.
On the other hand, when solving for D′

ϕ first, and then obtaining E′
ϕ from E′

ϕ =
ρ
ϵ0
D′

ϕ, one can obtain a stable numerical solution of E′
ϕ since the discrete Hodge

matrix involving ρ/ϵ0 is now well-defined and singularity-free.

• Second, this choice makes it possible to exploit a duality between the two different
polarizations: the discretization of the TEϕ polarization case is equivalent to the
discretization of the TMϕ case with the substitutions below:

E → H, B → D, ϵ → µ, µ → ϵ. (29)

This duality makes it possible to reuse the same computer code, with only minor
adaptations, for both polarizations.

3.4. TEϕ field solver

In the language of the exterior calculus of differential forms, E′
∥ and B′

⊥ are repre-

sented as 1- and 2-forms, respectively [18, 21]. From a physical standpoint, this difference
reflects the distinct type of continuity conditions (tangential versus normal) of these fields.
From a strictly mathematical standpoint, this distinction reflects the different functional
spaces these fields belong to. E′

∥ belongs to the curl-conforming Sobolev space H(curl)

and B′
⊥ to the div-conforming Sobolev space H(div) [22, 23, 24, 25, 26]. On a trian-

gular mesh, 1- and 2-forms are expanded in terms of their natural discrete interpolants:
Whitney 1- and 2-forms, respectively [27, 18, 21]:

E′
∥(r∥, t) =

N1∑
i=1

e∥,i(t)W
(1)
i (r∥), (30)
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B′
⊥(r∥, t) =

N2∑
i=1

b⊥,i(t)W
(2)
i (r∥), (31)

where r∥ denotes the position vector on the zρ-plane, N1 and N2 are the number of edges
and faces (cells, for a 2D mesh discretizing the zρ plane) in the finite element mesh,

respectively, and W
(p)
i (r∥) denotes the vector proxy of the Whitney p-form associated

with the i-th p-cell of the primal mesh (p = 1: edges; p = 2: faces). Explicit expressions

for W
(p)
i (r∥) are found in [27, 18, 21, 28, 29], for example. The expansions in eqs. (30)

and (31) enforce the appropriate field continuity rules across the finite element mesh
elements.

By substituting eq. (30) and eq. (31) into eq. (18), we get

N2∑
i=1

(
∂

∂t
b⊥,i(t)

)
W

(2)
i = −∇′ ×

N1∑
j=1

e∥,j(t)W
(1)
j = −

N1∑
j=1

N2∑
i=1

Cij e∥,j(t)W
(2)
i (32)

where the last equality is a structural property of the Whitney forms [18, 29, 30, 31] with
Cij being the elements of the so called incidence matrix with entries {−1, 0,+1} [18].
The incidence matrix encodes the discrete (primed) curl operator distilled from the met-
ric (or more precisely, the coboundary operator on the mesh [32]). From eq. (32), we
immediately obtain

∂

∂t
b⊥,i(t) = −

N1∑
j=1

Cij e∥,j(t) (33)

for i = 1 . . . N2. It is convenient to rewrite eq. (33) in a more compact form as

∂

∂t
b⊥(t) = −C̄ · e∥(t) (34)

where C̄ is the incidence matrix, b⊥(t) represents the column vector that collects all the
degrees of freedom (DoF) of B⊥(r⊥, t), i.e.,

b⊥(t) = [b⊥,1(t), b⊥,2(t), · · · , b⊥,N2
(t)]

T
, (35)

and similarly

e∥(t) =
[
e∥,1(t), e∥,2(t), · · · , e∥,N1

(t)
]T

. (36)

Next, we rewrite eq. (19) as

∇′ ×
(
¯̄µ′−1 ·B′) = ∂

∂t
(¯̄ϵ′ ·E′) + J′, (37)

and substitute eqs. (30) and (31) into eq. (37) to get

∇′ ×

(
¯̄µ′−1 ·

N2∑
i=1

b⊥,i(t)W
(2)
i

)
≈ ∂

∂t

¯̄ϵ′ ·
N1∑
j=1

e∥,j(t)W
(1)
j

+ J′, (38)
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At this point, it should be recognized that the above equation is only an approximation

because ∇′ × W
(2)
i ̸⊂ span{W(1)

j ; j = 1, . . . , N1}, and therefore we cannot invoke a
structural property such as used in eq. (32). Instead, an equality is enforced through
a Galerkin projection, i.e., by taking the inner product of both sides of eq. (38) with

Whitney 1-forms W
(1)
k , k = 1, . . . , N1, so that∫∫

Ω

W
(1)
k · ∇′ ×

(
¯̄µ′−1 ·

N2∑
i=1

b⊥,i(t)W
(2)
i

)
dA =

∫∫
Ω

W
(1)
k ·

 ∂

∂t

¯̄ϵ′ ·
N1∑
j=1

e∥,j(t)W
(1)
j

 dA+

∫∫
Ω

W
(1)
k · J′ dA, (39)

for k = 1, . . . , N1, where dA = dzdρ is the area element in the zρ plane and Ω represent
the computational domain in that plane.

By using the identity ∇ · (A ×B) = (∇×A) ·B − (∇×B) ·A and assuming that
the divergence term integrates to zero2, the left-hand side of eq. (39) can be written as∫∫

Ω

(
∇′ ×W

(1)
k

)
·

(
¯̄µ′−1 ·

N2∑
i=1

b⊥,i(t)W
(2)
i

)
dA =

∫∫
Ω

 N2∑
j=1

CjkW
(2)
j

 ·

(
¯̄µ′−1 ·

N2∑
i=1

b⊥,i(t)W
(2)
i

)
dA =

N2∑
j=1

Cjk

N2∑
i=1

(∫∫
Ω

W
(2)
j · ¯̄µ′−1 ·W(2)

i dA

)
b⊥,i(t) (40)

for k = 1, . . . , N1 and where in the second step we used the same structural property of
Whitney forms as in eq. (32). By defining[

⋆µ−1

]
i,j

≡
∫∫

Ω

W
(2)
i · ¯̄µ′−1 ·W(2)

j dA

=

∫∫
Ω

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

i

)
¯̄µ′−1

ϕ,ϕ

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

j

)
dA, (41)

the last expression in (40) can be rewritten in a more compact form as C̄T ·
[
⋆µ−1

]
·b⊥(t)

and by applying similar steps to the right-hand side of eq. (39), we obtain

C̄T ·
[
⋆µ−1

]
· b⊥(t) = [⋆ϵ] ·

∂

∂t
e∥(t) + j∥(t), (42)

2Note that the associated volume integral is equal, by virtue of the Stokes’ theorem, to a surface
flux integral on the exterior boundary of the computational domain. This flux integral evaluates to zero
given the boundary conditions. In our case, we assume perfect magnetic conductor (PMC) boundary
conditions on the z-axis for TEϕ polarized fields such that the divergence term including the tangential
magnetic field vanishes. We employ PMC boundary conditions backing the PML in the radial direction,
the divergence term goes to zero there as well. For the lateral boundaries with periodic boundary
conditions, the divergence term is zero because the terms on left and right walls cancel out each other
in accordance with the Poynting theorem.
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with

[⋆ϵ]i,j ≡
∫∫

Ω

W
(1)
i · ¯̄ϵ′ ·W(1)

j dA,

=

∫∫
Ω

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

i

ẑ ·W(1)
i

]T
·
[
¯̄ϵ′ρ,ρ ¯̄ϵ′ρ,z
¯̄ϵ′z,ρ ¯̄ϵ′z,z

]
·

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

j

ẑ ·W(1)
j

]
dA, (43)

j∥,i(t) ≡
∫∫

Ω

W
(1)
i · J′(t) dA. (44)

As observed in the expressions in (41) and (43) with (7) and (6), both discrete Hodge
matrices

[
⋆−1
µ

]
and [⋆ϵ] for TE

ϕ polarized fields are devoid from any singularity at ρ = 0.
Additional details are discussed in Appendix B.

Finally, by using a central (leap-frog) finite-difference approximation for the time
derivatives in eqs. (34) and (42), we obtain the following field update equations [33, 34]:

b
n+ 1

2

⊥ = b
n− 1

2

⊥ −∆tC̄ · en∥ , (45)

[⋆ϵ] · en+1
∥ = [⋆ϵ] · en∥ +∆t

(
C̄T ·

[
⋆µ−1

]
· bn+ 1

2

⊥ − j
n+ 1

2

∥

)
. (46)

where ∆t is the time-step increment, n is the time-step index, and

b
n+ 1

2

⊥ =
[
b
n+ 1

2

⊥,1 , b
n+ 1

2

⊥,2 , · · · , bn+
1
2

⊥,N2

]T
, (47)

en∥ =
[
en∥,1, e

n
∥,2, · · · , e

n
∥,N1

]T
, (48)

j
n+ 1

2

∥ =
[
j
n+ 1

2

∥,1 , j
n+ 1

2

∥,2 , · · · , jn+
1
2

∥,N1

]T
. (49)

Recall that, in our context, the current density term j
n+ 1

2

∥ arises from the movement

of charges in the plasma medium. The current density term is discussed in detail in
Section 6.1. The matrices [⋆ϵ] and

[
⋆µ−1

]
are symmetric positive-definite and very sparse.

In the finite element parlance, they are often termed mass matrices or sometimes discrete
Hodge star operators [35, 28, 36]. In that form, eq. (46) requires a sparse (iterative)
linear solver at each time step because [⋆ϵ] multiplies the unknowns in the l.h.s. of that

equation. However, given its structure, [⋆ϵ]
−1

can be accurately represented by a sparse
approximate inverse (SPAI) computed in embarrassingly parallel fashion [34, 37]. The
SPAI can be obtained once and for all before the start of the time stepping algorithm,
thus obviating the need for a linear solver at each time step.

Remark 1: The coefficients e∥(t) and b⊥(t) constitute the the field unknowns and
are obtained by the finite element solver. On the unstructured finite-element mesh, e∥(t)
are defined on the edges and b⊥(t) on the faces (triangular cells in 2D) of the mesh,
as illustrated in Fig. 2. This choice is informed by the exterior calculus of differential
forms, where E′

∥ is represented as a 1-form defined on line integrals (hence on edges as

1-dimensional objects) and B′
⊥ is represented as a 2-form defined on surface integrals

(hence on faces as 2-dimensional objects). This localization rule is important to ensure
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a consistent spatial discretization devoid of spurious modes and instabilities [38, 39].
For more details on the use of exterior calculus to inform the consistent (or “structure-
preserving”) spatial finite element discretization of vector and tensor fields, the reader
is referred to [18, 40, 41, 38, 36, 42, 43, 44] and references therein. An early reference
addressing discrete exterior calculus in the context of electromagnetic PIC algorithms
is [45].

Remark 2: Fig. 2 depicts two meshes: the “primal” mesh (triangular elements) and
the corresponding “dual” mesh (polygonal elements). The primal mesh is the actual
mesh used by the finite element solver. The polygonal dual mesh is not used in the actual
computations and it may be understood as a device to indicate the localization of the
degrees of freedom of the remaining components not used in the field solver stage [18,
28, 45, 44]. For example, the degrees of freedom of H′

⊥ (0-form in 2-dimensions) are
associated with the nodes of the dual mesh and those of D′

∥ (1-form in 2-dimensions)

with the edges of the dual mesh. Observe from Fig. 2(a) that nodes of the dual mesh are
in a bijective (1:1) correspondence with faces (triangular cells) of the primal mesh and
the edges of the dual mesh are in a bijective correspondence with the edges of the primal
mesh [46]. These are instances of the general result that k-dimensional cells of the dual
mesh are in bijective correspondence with the (n − k)-dimensional cells of the primal
mesh, where n is the dimension of space. This bijection implies that, in the discrete
setting, the same number of unknowns represent D and E or B and H. This geometric
duality is also color-coded in Fig. 2.

Remark 3: It is also to be stressed that we regard transverse components of E and
azimuthal components of B fields (ordinary forms) as primal quantities for TEϕ po-
larization whereas azimuthal components of D and transverse components of H fields
(twisted forms) are considered to be primal quantities for TMϕ polarization. Note again
that both polarizations are discretized on the finite element mesh. In typical mixed
finite-element time-domain schemes, E and B fields are assumed to be primal quantities
[21, 35, 33, 34, 47, 37, 1, 2]. However, this is not strictly necessarily and one can choose
for D and H instead to be discretized on the primal mesh [48, 49, 31, 50]. For example,
for TEϕ polarized fields in zρ plane, the D field is represented as a (twisted) 2-form with
dergees of freedom associated with the area elements of the primal mesh and expanded
using Whitney 2-forms. On the other hand, the H field is represented as a (twisted) 1-
form with degrees of freedom associated with the edges of the primal mesh and expanded
using of Whitney 1-forms. To stress, the reason why we deal with the twisted forms on
the primal mesh for the TMϕ case is to obtain a singularity-free Hodge matrix elements
along the z-axis. Further details on this aspects are presented in Section 3.5.

Fig. 3 illustrates the regular-mesh counterpart for the better understanding of the
field discretization on an irregular mesh. In the same primal mesh, we discretize the
transverse part of E′ and the azimuthal part of B′ for TEϕ polarized fields and the
azimuthal part of D′ and the transverse part of H′ for TMϕ polarized fields.

3.5. TMϕ field solver

As mentioned earlier, for TMϕ polarized fields, we regard electric flux density D′
⊥

and magnetic field intensity H′
∥ as primal quantities instead so that D′

⊥ and H′
∥ are

discretized on the primal mesh.
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(a) Finite-element (primal) and dual meshes in the zρ-plane.

(b) Primal mesh discretization of
TEϕ polarization components.

(c) Dual mesh discretization of TEϕ

polarization components.

(d) Primal mesh discretization of
TMϕ polarization components.

(e) Dual mesh discretization of TMϕ

polarization components.

Figure 2: Localization of the field degrees of freedom on the primal and dual meshes.
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(a) Primal mesh discretization. (b) Dual mesh discretization.

Figure 3: The regular-mesh counterpart of the field discretization on an irregular mesh.

Since D⊥ is a 2-form and H∥ is a 1-form [18, 35], they can be expanded by Whitney
2- and 1-forms respectively, i.e.,

D′
⊥(r∥, t) =

N2∑
i=1

d⊥,i(t)W
(2)
i (r∥), (50)

H′
∥(r∥, t) =

N1∑
i=1

h∥,i(t)W
(1)
i (r∥), (51)

which are dual to the TEϕ polarization case [35].
Following analogous steps as those shown in the TEϕ case, we obtain the following

field update equations in the TMϕ case :

[⋆µ] · h
n+ 1

2

∥ = [⋆µ] · h
n− 1

2

∥ −∆tC̄T · [⋆ϵ−1 ] · dn
⊥, (52)

dn+1
⊥ = dn

⊥ +∆t
(
C̄ · hn+ 1

2

∥ − j
n+ 1

2

⊥

)
, (53)

where boldface lowercases dn
⊥, h

n+ 1
2

∥ , and j
n+ 1

2

⊥ are column vectors collecting DoFs of

D′
⊥, H

′
∥, and J′

⊥, respectively. The new discrete Hodge matrices [⋆ϵ−1 ] and [⋆µ] in the

TMϕ case are given by

[⋆ϵ−1 ]i,j =

∫∫
Ω

W
(2)
i · ¯̄ϵ′−1 ·W(2)

j

=

∫∫
Ω

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

i

)
¯̄ϵ′
−1
ϕ,ϕ

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

j

)
dA, dA, (54)

[⋆µ]i,j =

∫∫
Ω

W
(1)
i · ¯̄µ′ ·W(1)

j dA

=

∫∫
Ω

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

i

ẑ ·W(1)
i

]T
·
[
¯̄µ′
ρ,ρ

¯̄µ′
ρ,z

¯̄µ′
z,ρ

¯̄µ′
z,z

]
·

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

j

ẑ ·W(1)
j

]
dA. (55)

Similarly, the discrete Hodge matrices for TMϕ fields can be also well-defined since they
do not present any singularity at ρ = 0, as observed in (55) and (54) with (6) and (7).
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Figure 4: Causal field dependency after time discretization, for both polarizations.

The same observations made for eq. (46) in regards to the SPAI solution can be made
for eq. (52) as well. Note that a similar finite-element discretization based on D and
H was considered before in [50]. Fig. 4 depicts the resulting field dependency in the
time-stepping algorithm, for both polarizations.

3.6. Field boundary conditions on the symmetry axis

For BOR problems where the line ρ = 0 (symmetry axis) is part of the solution
domain, it becomes necessary to treat the field there by means of appropriate boundary
conditions in the zρ plane. The boundary conditions at ρ = 0 are mode-dependent
(eigenmodes along azimuth indexed by m) and should reflect the cylindrical coordinate

system singularity and the related degeneracy of the cylindrical unit vectors ρ̂ and ϕ̂
there. When m = 0, there is no field variation along azimuth and, in the absence of
charges at ρ = 0, both azimuthal and radial field components are zero at ρ = 0. As
a result, when m = 0, the boundary ρ = 0 can be represented as a perfect magnetic
conductor (PMC) for the TEϕ field since E′

z ̸= 0, E′
ρ = B′

ϕ = 0.3 On the other hand,
the radial boundary ρ = 0 can be represented as a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition for the Eϕ field. A homogeneous Neumann boundary condition for the electric
field can be used to represent the perfect magnetic conductor case and a homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition for the perfect electric conductor case. More precisely,
when edges in the E-B primal mesh (where Eρ and Ez are defined) at ρ = 0 are treated
as unknowns, it corresponds to PMC or Neumann boundary conditions. On the other
hand, when the edges in the E-B primal mesh at ρ = 0 are discarded, it corresponds to
PEC or Dirichlet boundary conditions. Similarly, when edges in the D-H primal mesh

3Note that the perfect electric conductor (PEC) boundary condition at ρ = 0 physically models a
long PEC thin wire along the z axis in real 3D space. In this case, tangential components on the surface
of the PEC rod are along z and ϕ directions while the ρ component is perpendicular to the surface.
Since tangential electric field components vanish on a PEC surface, Ez = Eϕ = 0. However, the normal
component Eρ does not have to be zero when charged particles are present on the z-axis. This scenario
is reversed when considering perfect magnetic conductor (PMC) boundary conditions.
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(where Hρ and Hz are defined) at ρ = 0 are treated as unknowns, it corresponds to PEC
or Neumann boundary conditions. Finally, when the edges in the D-H primal mesh at
ρ = 0 are discarded, it corresponds to PMC or Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The present BORPIC++ algorithm mainly considers linear superposition of eigen-
modes with m = 0. Nevertheless, one can model the linear superposition of high-order
azimuthal eigenmodes by introducing azimuthal variations in the field expansion, as ex-
plained in [2]. If m ̸= 0, then Ez = 0, Eρ ̸= 0, and Bϕ ̸= 0, which can be implemented by
assuming PEC boundary conditions on the axis, whereas Hz = 0, Hρ ̸= 0, and Dϕ ̸= 0,
which can be implemented by assuming PMC boundary conditions.

Periodic boundary conditions (PBC) are used as lateral boundary conditions, i.e.,
at z = Lmin and z = Lmax where Lmin and Lmax are z coordinates of the two ends
of the problem domain. We employ a perfectly matched layers (PML) in the outward
radial direction to model an open domain. The PML is considered later in this work in
a separate section.

4. Gather Stage

Discrete solutions of electromagnetic fields should be interpolated at the location of p-
th charged particle rn∥,p (at t = n∆t) to evaluate the Lorentz force. Using the expansions

in eqs. (30) and (31), the interpolated fields at the particle positions are obtained as

En
p ≡ E′(rn∥,p, n∆t)

=

N1∑
i=1

en∥,iW
(1)
i (rn∥,p) +

1

ϵ0

N2∑
i=1

dn⊥,iW
(2)
i (rn∥,p), (56)

Bn
p ≡ B′(rn∥,p, n∆t)

=

N2∑
i=1

b
n− 1

2

⊥,i + b
n+ 1

2

⊥,i

2

W
(2)
i (rn∥,p) + µ0

N1∑
i=1

h
n− 1

2

∥,i + h
n+ 1

2

∥,i

2

W
(2)
i (rn∥,p). (57)

5. Pusher Stage

Unlike a standard PIC algorithm, BORPIC++ considers the kinematics of charge
rings. Each charge ring is represented as a computational point particle on zρ-plane and
the algorithm simulates of the motion of such point particles in the zρ-plane.

We allow the charge rings to expand or compress radially, and to move forward and
backward along the z direction, while maintaining the same total charge4. We also
assume that the charge rings may rotate, producing an uniform current along the ϕ
direction. In the Pusher stage, the velocity and position of charged rings are updated
in reaction to the Lorentz force obtained from the Gather stage. In what follows we
consider the non-relativistic case for the sake of simplicity5.

4As a result, the line charge density on each ring varies according to the radial coordinate of the
associated superparticle in the zρ-plane.

5Implementation of a relativistic pusher in BORPIC++ does not pose any fundamental chal-
lenges [13].
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We express the position and velocity of the p-th superparticle in the zρ-plane as

rn∥,p = ẑznp + ρ̂ρnp , (58)

v
n+ 1

2
p = ẑvp

n+ 1
2

z + ρ̂vp
n+ 1

2
ρ︸ ︷︷ ︸

v
n+1

2
∥,p

+ ϕ̂vp
n+ 1

2

ϕ︸ ︷︷ ︸
v
n+1

2
⊥,p

. (59)

5.1. Velocity update

The velocity of p-th particle is updated using to the Lorentz force law as [47]v
n+ 1

2
p,z

v
n+ 1

2
p,ρ

v
n+ 1

2

p,ϕ

 = N̄−1 ·

(
N̄T ·

v
n− 1

2
p,z

v
n− 1

2
p,ρ

v
n− 1

2

p,ϕ

+ s

En
p,z

En
p,ρ

En
p,ϕ

) (60)

where s =
Qp∆t
mp

, with Qp and mp being the charge and mass for p-th superparticle,

respectively, and

N̄ =
1

2

 2 −sBn
p,ϕ sBn

p,ρ

sBn
p,ϕ 2 −sBn

p,z

−sBn
p,ρ sBn

p,z 2

 . (61)

5.2. Particle position update

After the velocity update, the position of p-th particle in the (ρ, z) is updated as

rn+1
∥,p = rn∥,p +∆tv

n+ 1
2

∥,p . (62)

Note that we do not need to update the azimuth coordinate since we assume axisymmetry.

6. Scatter Stage

We next describe the scatter stage that maps the movement of the particles to a
current distribution on the mesh. We consider the TEϕ and TMϕ cases separately in
sequence. Importantly, the scatter stage described below ensures charge-conservation on
an unstructured mesh [47], i.e. it ensures satisfaction of (the discrete analogue of) the
charge continuity equation dϱ/dt + ∇ · ϱv = 0 on the mesh, where ϱ is the volumetric
charge density. A similar strategy has been considered in [51, 44].

6.1. TEϕ case

Assuming that the charged point particles are represented by delta functions on the
zρ-plane, the current density J′

∥ produced by the collective motion of the superparticles

in the plasma medium is given by6

6As noted before, a point charge in the zρ plane represents a charge ring in three-dimensional space.
Qp is the total charge in such ring. The ρ- and z-components of the current density J∥ that arise from
the movement of the associated superparticle in the zρ plane are line current densities (along the ring)
in the three-dimensional space. These densities scale with 1/ρ, where ρ is the radius of the ring (or,
equivalently, the radial coordinate of the superparticle). In eq. (63), such 1/ρ factor gets canceled out
by the factor ρ that arises in the mapping of the ρ and z components from J to J′ in eq. (12).
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J′
∥(r∥, t) =

Np∑
p=1

vp(t)Qp δ
(
r∥ − r∥,p(t)

)
, (63)

where Np denotes the total number of superparticles and we assume the shape factor of
each particle in the zρ-plane to be a Dirac delta function, i.e., a point particle.

From eq. (44), the current scattered on edge i due to the motion of the charged
particles in the zρ-plane is expressed as the Galerkin projection of the average current
during a time interval ∆t onto each edge i through an inner product with the associated

edge element (Whitney basis) function W
(1)
i , i.e.,

j
n+ 1

2

∥,i =
1

∆t

∫ (n+1)∆t

n∆t

[∫∫
∪iT

J′
∥(r∥, t) ·W

(1)
i (r∥) dA

]
dt (64)

where ∪iT denotes the union of the two area elements that touch edge i. Substituting
eq. (63) in eq. (64), and using the sifting property of the delta function:∫∫

∪iT
δ
(
r∥ − r∥,p(t)

)
W

(1)
i (r∥) dA = W

(1)
i (r∥,p(t)), (65)

allows us to write the following expression for the current scattered on edge i due to the
motion of the charged particles in the zρ-plane [36, 47, 37, 1]:

j
n+ 1

2

∥,i =

Np∑
p=1

Qp

∆t

∫ rn+1
∥,p

rn∥,p

W
(1)
i (r∥) · dl, (66)

where we used fact that, assuming a constant v(t) in the interval ∆t, v(t)dt = dl where
dl is an infinitesimal displacement.

6.2. TMϕ case

The azimuthal current density J′
⊥ due to rotation of the charge rings is expressed as

J′
⊥(r∥, t) =

Np∑
p=1

ϕ̂
(
ϕ̂ · vp(t)

)
Qp S

(
r∥ − r∥,p(t)

)
, (67)

where S(·) is a particle shape function to be discussed below andNp is the total number of

superparticles. Using again a Galerkin projection but now based on W
(2)
i , the associated

scatter current is given by

j
n+ 1

2

⊥,i =

∫∫
Ti

J′
⊥

(
r∥, (n+

1

2
)∆t

)
·W(2)

i (r∥) dA (68)

on each i-th cell of the primal mesh. To numerically approximate this integral, the

particle position can be evaluated as r
n+ 1

2

∥,p = (rn+1
∥,p + rn∥,p)/2. It is important to note

that the total charge of each ring (represented as a point charge in the zρ-plane) remains
19



Figure 5: The overall update schematic of the proposed BORPIC algorithm.

constant as the ring expands or contracts over time. In addition, since it is assumed
that each charged ring moves at a constant speed during ∆t, it always forms a uniform
current. Hence, azimuthal currents are charge-conserving.

Among the various possible shape functions, here we employ the following:

S(r− rp) = P (m)
z (z − zp)P

(m)
ρ (ρ− ρp) (69)

with symmetric polynomial factors of the form

P
(m)
ζ (ζ) =

{[
1− (ζ/Hm)2

]m
/α, |ζ/Hm| ≤ 1

0, elsewhere
(70)

where Hm = αhm is determined so that the integral of P
(m)
ζ (ζ) is unity and α is an

arbitrary scale factor to control the size of the superparticle. In particular, h0 = 0.5,
h1 = 0.75, h2 = 0.9375, and h3 = 1.039475.

Remark 3: The choice of shape functions (finite-sized for J′
⊥ and delta for J′

∥) is
dictated by the degree of continuity in the remaining functions present in the integrands
of (64) and (68) and by the need to avoid discontinuities of the scatter current as the
particles cross from one mesh element to another. In the zρ-plane, the vector function

W
(1)
i is tangentially continuous across mesh elements while W

(2)
i is discontinuous across

elements [52]. The use of a delta function in (68) together with (discontinuous) W
(2)
i

would cause excessive numerical noise because of the sudden current turn-on or -off
by particles crossing from one element to another7. On the other hand, as the spatial
size (and the polynomial order) of the shape function increases, the computational load
associated with the numerical evaluation of the scatter current integrals increases. Hence,
a fundamental trade-off exists that is managed by the above shape function choices.

Fig. 5 summarizes the sequential update of the dynamic variables during each time
step of BORPIC++.

7This can be interpreted as a spurious numerical radiation originating from the interaction between
grid dispersion and space charge dispersion. The shape function can interpreted as a low pass filter
imposed on a point particle so that spurious radiation is reduced.
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7. Radial PML implementation

In order to study the generation of lower hybrid and whistler waves and other radi-
ation by ion velocity rings and diverse types of beams in an open space, it is necessary
to incorporate an absorbing boundary condition (ABC) at the boundary of the compu-
tational domain. Otherwise, radiated waves would reflect back to the computational do-
main from the mesh termination, leading to erroneous results. BORPIC++ implements
a perfectly matched layer (PML) absorbing boundary condition along the radial direc-
tion. The radial PML implemented in BORPIC++ absorbs outgoing electromagnetic
waves very effectively and enables accurate simulations of long-term plasma behavior.

One can refer to Appendix C for a comprehensive description of the radial PML
implementation into the TEϕ and TMϕ field solvers.

8. Numerical results

To verify the accuracy of our algorithm implementation, we have conducted a number
of numerical tests discussed in detail below.

8.1. Impressed surface currents

To analyze the performance of the radial PML, we first perform simulations with
electromagnetic fields only (no particles). Specifically, we observe the radiation fields
due to two types of current densities impressed on a cylinder surface of radius a and
height b, as depicted in Fig. 6. One current (denoted by Js,∥) flows along the z direction
and the other current (denoted by Js,⊥) flows along the ϕ direction. Thus, Js,∥ produces

a TEϕ whereas Js,⊥ produces a TMϕ field. The two surface currents are excited with
the same temporal pulse profile, a truncated sinusoidal signal with f = 1 GHz , as
illustrated in Fig. 7. We use an unstructured mesh consisting of 7,041 nodes, 20,810
edges, and 13,770 triangular elements. The physical domain (excluding the PML region)
consists of the region −0.5 [m] ≤ z ≤ 0.5 [m] and 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 [m].

Fig. 8 shows snapshots of the
∣∣E∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ due to Js,∥ at different time steps. Similarly,

Fig. 9 shows snapshots of
∣∣H∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ due to Js,⊥ at different time steps. In both
simulations, it is observed that the outgoing waves are absorbed very effectively as they
enter in the PML region.

8.2. Charge ring motion

We next consider the motion of a charge ring, which is a combination of its poloidal (ρ
and z) and azimuthal (ϕ) motions. We also analyze the resulting electromagnetic fields.

A charged superparticle (106 electrons) is initialized at (ρ, z) = (0.75,−0.15) [m] and
launched with initial velocity vp = (0.0129c, 0.0233c, 0.0025c) where c denotes the speed
of light in the free space. The time increment ∆t is set to be ∆l/c [s] where ∆l = 0.001
[m]. First we consider the poloidal J∥ due to the axial and radial motions of the charge
ring only. The PML extends away from its front end surface positioned at ρ = 1.0 [m]. We
tested particle reflector surfaces placed at three different radial locations: inside the PML
at ρ = 1.1 [m] (Test Case 1), coinciding with the PML front end at ρ = 1.0 [m] (Test Case
2), and at some distance off from the PML at ρ = 0.9 [m] (Test Case 3). These choices
are made to examine the interaction between the near field produced by the superparticle
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(a) TEϕ configuration.

(b) TMϕ configuration.

Figure 6: Problem description, geometry, and finite-element mesh for analyzing the radial PML perfor-
mance.
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Figure 7: Temporal pulse profile of the impressed surface current densities.

Figure 8:
∣∣E∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ due to K∥ at different time steps.
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Figure 9:
∣∣H∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ due to K⊥ at different time steps.

and the PML. Note that, ideally, the PML should absorb any electromagnetic radiation
out of the computational domain and, at the same time, avoid any spurious interactions
with the near-field (nonradiative) produced by the particles. We used an irregular mesh
consisting of 7, 041 nodes, 20, 810 edges, and 13, 770 cells.

Figs. 10, 11, and 12 show
∣∣E∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Test Cases 1, 2, and
3, respectively. These figures indicate that, as expected, the placement of a particle
reflector surface within the PML or coinciding with the front-end of the PML is not
desirable because the PML indeed perturbs the near field of the particle. In addition,
a spurious field is clearly induced inside the PML region (from the interaction with the
nonradiative near-field of the particle. On the other hand, Fig. (12) shows that, once the
reflecting surface is placed at a sufficient distance away from the PML, only a very small
residual field is present inside the PML region and the field perturbation in the physical
region is negligible.

The next example considers a charge ring with current J⊥ due to azimuthal rotation,
with other parameters staying the same. Figs. 13, 14, and 15 show snapshots of

∣∣H∥(r∥, t)
∣∣

at different time steps for Test Cases 1, 2, and 3, respectively. Again, it can be observed
that, in order to minimize spurious fields inside the PML and particle perturbations,
a buffer region should be placed between the particle reflecting surface and the front-
end of the PML. In Fig. 15, a radiation wavefront from the sudden initialization of
the superparticle at t = 0 is clearly visible, particularly at the early time t = 8.33
ns (such type of wavefront is also present in Figs. 13 and 14, but it is less visible there
because of those sequences of plots refer to later times). Since we assume zero field initial
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Figure 10:
∣∣E∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Test Case 1.

Figure 11:
∣∣E∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Test Case 2.
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Figure 12:
∣∣E∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Test Case 3.

conditions, the initialization and movement of the superparticle induces a stationary
charge (infinitely massive ion) of opposite value at the initial location of the superparticle.
We thus have the sudden appearance at t = 0 of a charge dipole, which produces the said
radiation. This radiation is reflected from ρ = 0 and the periodic boundary conditions
along z, but it is well absorbed by the PML.

8.3. Gyromotion of a charge particle in zρ-plane

We next consider a gyromotion of a charged superparticle (106 electrons) in the zρ-

plane due to an external azimuthal magnetic field of constant magnitude, B′
ext = ϕ̂ 8.53×

10−4 [T], as illustrated in Fig. 16. The superparticle is initialized at (ρ, z) = (0, 0.45) [m]
with initial velocity ẑ0.025c . The superparticle rotates with Larmor radius rL = 0.05
[m] and Larmor frequency fL = 1.5× 108 [Hz]. Electric and magnetic fields are sampled
at (ρ, z) = (0.9, 0) [m] during ten periodic gyromotions, and their behaviors in time
and frequency domains are observed. Two cases are compared: one has a radial PML
whereas the other does not. Both cases use the same irregular mesh consisting of 7, 041
nodes, 20, 810 edges, and 13, 770 cells. The case without the radial PML is equivalent to
a cylindrical cavity terminated by a lateral PMC boundary condition.

Fig. 17 shows sampled values of the field components Ez, Eρ, and Bϕ at a point
inside the computational domain as indicated in Fig. 16, as a function of time for the
two cases. Oscillations in both the electric and magnetic fields are observed, which are
a consequence of the gyromotion of the charged particle. It is interesting to observe
from Fig. 17 that in the simulation without PML (denoted as PMC), the field amplitude
exhibits a secular grow in time since the electromagnetic radiation is not absorbed by
the PML and remains trapped in simulation domain cavity. On the other hand, the
peak signal amplitude in the simulation with PML remains steady, which indicates that
the radiation is well absorbed by the PML. The corresponding spectral amplitudes are
depicted in Fig. 18. The fundamental frequency in the spectrum is in excellent agreement
with the theoretical Larmor frequency. In the case without PML, a large resonant peak
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Figure 13:
∣∣H∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Case 1.

Figure 14:
∣∣H∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Test Case 2.
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Figure 15:
∣∣H∥(r∥, t)

∣∣ at different time steps for Test Case 3.

appears at approximately 1.62× 108 [Hz], which corresponds to a resonant mode of the
cylindrical cavity. The high-frequency noise can be attributed to particle noise and can
be reduced by using higher-order shape functions [31, 53].

9. Conclusions

We have developed a novel electromagnetic particle-in-cell code, BORPIC++, for
conducting fully kinetic plasma simulations in complex body-of-revolution geometries
with radial perfectly matched layers, axial periodic conditions, and dual field polariza-
tions. This algorithm employs a combination of field scalings and coordinate mapping
techniques to simplify the Maxwell field problem in a cylindrical system. By doing so, we
were able to transform it into a Cartesian finite element Maxwell solver operating in the
meridian plane, which enables greater adaptability in handling complex geometries. This
approach effectively eliminates the coordinate singularity at the axis of symmetry and
enables easy adaptation of the code to handle different polarizations. Furthermore, we
exploited symmetries inherent in Maxwell’s equations to decompose the problem into two
dual polarizations. These states possess isomorphic representations that facilitate code
reuse and simplify implementation. Importantly, we incorporated a cylindrical perfectly
matched layer as a boundary condition in the radial direction. This allows us to simulate
open space problems effectively. We provided several numerical examples to demonstrate
the initial application of the algorithm and showcase its capabilities in handling complex
geometries and polarizations.

Our next objective is to employ the BORPIC++ code for performing collective elec-
tromagnetic plasma simulations. These simulations will focus on ion velocity rings and
various types of beams in an open space. The main goal is to accurately model the
nonlinear interactions between charged plasma particles and waves as well as capture the
time evolution of these phenomena over long durations. To effectively address large-scale

28



(a) With radial PML. (b) Without radial PML.

Figure 16: Geometry for observing gyromotion (a) with and (b) without the radial PML.

problems, we can employ a parallel computing method in BORPIC++ simulations. Al-
though the update scheme of the standard finite-element time-domain (FETD) method
is inherently implicit, making it challenging to adapt it to parallel computing in gen-
eral, our FETD scheme takes advantage of the local sparse approximate inverse (SPAI),
which significantly facilitates the algorithm parallelization. Furthermore, the previous
research has already demonstrated that obtaining the SPAI mass matrix can be done in
an embarrassingly parallel manner [34]; thus, efficient parallelization of BORPIC++ is
expected to be relatively straightforward.

We have implemented the BORPIC++ algorithm in MATLAB, which is available on
GitHub [54].
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Appendix A. Equivalence between Maxwell’s equations in the original and
rescaled cylindrical coordinate systems

Appendix A.1. Faraday’s law

Let us first examine the Faraday’s law. The original Faraday’s law in the cylindrical
coordinate system is written by

∇×E = − ∂

∂t
B (A.1)
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 17: Temporal evolution of (Ez , Eρ, Bϕ) field values sampled at (ρ, z) = (0.9, 0).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 18: Spectral amplitudes of the (Ez , Eρ, Bϕ) fields sampled at (ρ, z) = (0.9, 0).
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where

LHS = ρ̂
1

ρ

(
∂Ez

∂ϕ
− ρ

∂Eϕ

∂z

)
+ ϕ̂

(
∂Eρ

∂z
− ∂Ez

∂ρ

)
+ ẑ

1

ρ

(
Eϕ + ρ

∂Eϕ

∂ρ
− ∂Eρ

∂ϕ

)
, (A.2)

RHS = −ρ̂
∂

∂t
Bρ − ϕ̂

∂

∂t
Bϕ − ẑ

∂

∂t
Bz. (A.3)

Thus, we have three component equations as follows:

1

ρ

(
∂Ez

∂ϕ
− ρ

∂Eϕ

∂z

)
= − ∂

∂t
Bρ, (A.4)(

∂Eρ

∂z
− ∂Ez

∂ρ

)
= − ∂

∂t
Bϕ, (A.5)

1

ρ

(
Eϕ + ρ

∂Eϕ

∂ρ
− ∂Eρ

∂ϕ

)
= − ∂

∂t
Bz. (A.6)

The transformed Maxwell’s equation is written by

∇′ ×E′ = − ∂

∂t
B′ (A.7)

where

LHS = ρ̂

(
∂E′

z

∂ϕ
− ∂E′

ϕ

∂z

)
+ ϕ̂

(
∂E′

ρ

∂z
− ∂E′

z

∂ρ

)
+ ẑ

(
∂E′

ϕ

∂ρ
− ∂E′

ρ

∂ϕ

)
, (A.8)

RHS = −ρ̂
∂

∂t
B′

ρ − ϕ̂
∂

∂t
B′

ϕ − ẑ
∂

∂t
B′

z. (A.9)

Similarly, we have three component equations

∂E′
z

∂ϕ
− ∂E′

ϕ

∂z
= − ∂

∂t
B′

ρ, (A.10)

∂E′
ρ

∂z
− ∂E′

z

∂ρ
= − ∂

∂t
B′

ϕ, (A.11)

∂E′
ϕ

∂ρ
− ∂E′

ρ

∂ϕ
= − ∂

∂t
B′

z. (A.12)

When using the relation in (8) and (9), the above three equations can be rewritten in
terms of original Maxwellian field variables as

∂Ez

∂ϕ
− ∂ (ρEϕ)

∂z
= − ∂

∂t
(ρBρ), (A.13)

∂Eρ

∂z
− ∂Ez

∂ρ
= − ∂

∂t
Bϕ, (A.14)

∂ (ρEϕ)

∂ρ
− ∂Eρ

∂ϕ
= − ∂

∂t
(ρBz), (A.15)

which are identical to eqs. (A.4), (A.5), and (A.6), respectively.
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Since the transformed Faraday’s law can be compactly written by

∇′ × ¯̄UE = − ∂

∂t
¯̄V ·B, (A.16)

it can be generalized that any equation taking the form of the above, i.e.,

∇′ × ¯̄UP′ = − ∂

∂t
¯̄V ·Q′, (A.17)

for arbitrary rescaled vector fields P′ and Q′ is identical to

∇×P = − ∂

∂t
Q. (A.18)

Appendix A.2. Ampere’s law

The original Ampere’s law in the cylindrical coordinate system is written by

∇×H =
∂

∂t
D+ J. (A.19)

And the rescaled Ampere’s law given by

∇′ ×H′ =
∂

∂t
D′ + J′ (A.20)

can be rewritten with the use of (10), (11), and (12) by

∇′ × ¯̄U ·H =
∂

∂t
¯̄V ·D+ ¯̄V · J. (A.21)

Hence, (A.19) and (A.20) are identical to each other in accordance with the conclusion
shown in Appendix A.1.

We further examine the equivalence of the Ampere’s law written in term of electric
field intensity and magnetic flux density. For the simplicity, we assume the background
is the vacuum. In the original Maxwell’s equations, the Ampere’s law can be written by

∇× µ−1
0 B =

∂

∂t
ϵ0E+ J, (A.22)

and the rescaled version of it is given by

∇′ × ¯̄µ′−1 ·B′ =
∂

∂t
¯̄ϵ′ ·E′ + J′. (A.23)

Using (6), (7), (10), (11), and (12), one can rewrite the above as

∇′ × µ−1
0

¯̄R−1 · ¯̄V ·B =
∂

∂t
ϵ0

¯̄R · ¯̄U ·E+ ¯̄V · J. (A.24)

Since ¯̄R−1 · ¯̄V = ¯̄U and ¯̄R · ¯̄U = ¯̄V , we finally have the equation below:

∇′ × µ−1
0

¯̄U ·B =
∂

∂t
ϵ0

¯̄V ·E+ ¯̄V · J. (A.25)

Thus, the above equation is the same as the original Ampere’s law written in term of
electric field intensity and magnetic flux density in (A.22).

33



Appendix B. Singularity-free discrete Hodge matrices

When the background is vacuum, one can deduce from (6), (7), (20), and (21):

D′
ρ = ϵ0ρE

′
ρ, D′

ϕ = ϵ0ρ
−1E′

ϕ, D′
z = ϵ0ρE

′
z (B.1)

and

B′
ρ = µ0ρH

′
ρ, B′

ϕ = µ0ρ
−1H ′

ϕ, B′
z = µ0ρH

′
z. (B.2)

From the above relations, it is clear that TEϕ polarized field components have no singu-
larity in the mapping from (E′

z, E
′
ρ, B

′
ϕ), defined in a primal mesh, to (D′

z, D
′
ρ, H

′
ϕ),

defined in a dual mesh, since (E′
z, E

′
ρ, B

′
ϕ) are always scaled by ρ, i.e.,

[
D′

z D′
ρ

]
= ϵ0

[
ρ 0
0 ρ

]
·
[
E′

z E′
ρ

]
, H ′

ϕ =
(
µ−1
0 ρ

)
B′

ϕ. (B.3)

While encoding the above effective medium, the discrete Hodge matrix for the TEϕ

polarized field components can be defined as

[⋆ϵ]i,j ≡
N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

W
(1)
i · ¯̄ϵ′ ·W(1)

j dA,

=

N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

i

ẑ ·W(1)
i

]T
· ϵ0
[
ρ 0
0 ρ

]
·

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

j

ẑ ·W(1)
j

]
dA, (B.4)

[
⋆µ−1

]
i,j

≡
N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

W
(2)
i · ¯̄µ′−1 ·W(2)

j dA

=

N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

i

)
µ−1
0 ρ

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

j

)
dA, (B.5)

where Tn is n-th triangle of the primal mesh. As observed in the expression, even in
triangles that takes their nodes located on z-axis (ρ = 0), the discrete Hodge matrices
have no singularity.

However, this is not the case for TMϕ polarized field components, which can be easily
identified by doing the similar procedure. Specifically, when discretizing E′

ϕ, B
′
z, B

′
ρ

on a primal mesh and transforming from E′
ϕ, B

′
z, B

′
ρ to D′

ϕ, H
′
z, H

′
ρ, one can show

that E′
ϕ, B

′
z, B

′
ρ are always scaled by ρ−1, which produces a singularity at ρ = 0, i.e.,

[
H ′

z H ′
ρ

]
= µ−1

0

[
ρ−1 0
0 ρ−1

]
·
[
B′

z B′
ρ

]
, D′

ϕ =
(
ϵ0ρ

−1
)
E′

ϕ. (B.6)

Thus, the discrete Hodge matrix cannot be well-defined since the effective medium con-
tains a ρ−1 factor such that elements of the discrete Hodge matrix contributed from
triangles touching the symmetric axis (ρ = 0) diverge. To resolve the singularity issue
when dealing with TMϕ polarized field components, we treat D′

ϕ, H
′
z, H

′
ρ as primal
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quantities and E′
ϕ, B

′
z, B

′
ρ as dual quantities. With this treatment, we now map from

D′
ϕ, H

′
z, H

′
ρ to E′

ϕ, B
′
z, B

′
ρ, which is devoid of the singularity since[

B′
z B′

ρ

]
= µ0

[
ρ 0
0 ρ

]
·
[
H ′

z H ′
ρ

]
, E′

ϕ =
(
ϵ−1
0 ρ

)
D′

ϕ. (B.7)

Thus, the resulting Hodge matrix can be also well-defined by

[⋆ϵ−1 ]i,j =

N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

W
(2)
i · ¯̄ϵ′−1 ·W(2)

j

=

N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

i

)
ϵ−1
0 ρ

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

j

)
dA, dA, (B.8)

[⋆µ]i,j =

N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

W
(1)
i · ¯̄µ′ ·W(1)

j dA

=

N2∑
n=1

∫∫
Tn

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

i

ẑ ·W(1)
i

]T
· µ0

[
ρ 0
0 ρ

]
·

[
ρ̂ ·W(1)

j

ẑ ·W(1)
j

]
dA. (B.9)

Another key advantage of the above treatment is the fact that the discrete Hodge matrices
for TMϕ polarized field components are dual to those for TEϕ polarized field components,
i.e.,

1

µ0
[⋆µ] =

1

ϵ0
[⋆ϵ] , ϵ0 [⋆ϵ−1 ] = µ0

[
⋆µ−1

]
. (B.10)

Consequently, it is not necessary to perform a separate implementation for the discrete
Hodge matrices for TMϕ polarized field components once those for TEϕ polarized field
components are complete.

Appendix C. Radial PML implementation

We first consider the TEϕ case. Assuming a background medium with constitutive
tensors ¯̄ϵ′ and ¯̄µ′ from (6) and (7), respectively, the radial PML can be implemented by

assuming constitutive tensors ¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

and ¯̄µ′(PML)
defined over the outer annular region

encircling the cylindrical domain of interest [55] and given by

¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

=
(
det ¯̄S

)−1
¯̄S · ¯̄ϵ′ · ¯̄S, ¯̄µ′(PML)

=
(
det ¯̄S

)−1
¯̄S · ¯̄µ′ · ¯̄S (C.1)

where the tensor ¯̄S is expressed in the frequency domain (ejωt convention) as

¯̄S = ẑẑ + ρ̂ρ̂

(
1

sρ

)
+ ϕ̂ϕ̂

(
ρ

ρ̃

)
, (C.2)

with

sρ(ρ) = 1 +
σρ(ρ)

jωϵ0
, (C.3)

ρ̃ =

∫ ρ

0

sρ(ρ)dρ, (C.4)
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where σρ(ρ) ≥ 0 is an artificial conductivity factor to produce wave absorption within the
PML. Outside the PML region (physical domain), σρ = 0 recovers the original medium.
Inside the PML region, σρ(ρ) is typically chosen to have a polynomial taper growth. The
PML tensors in eq. (C.1) provide reflection absorption of the waves in the continuum
limit. For the range of parameters considered here, |ρ̃− ρ|/ρ ≪ 1, so we will let ρ/ρ̃ → 1
in eq. (C.2). This approximation simplifies the PML implementation considerably while
having negligible effects on performance. Consequently,

¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

= ϵ0

ρsρ 0 0
0 ρ

sρ
0

0 0
sρ
ρ

 , ¯̄µ′(PML)
= µ0

 sρ
ρ 0 0

0 1
ρsρ

0

0 0 ρsρ

 . (C.5)

where [
¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

]
zz

= ϵ0ρsρ = ϵ0ρ

(
1 +

σρ

jωϵ0

)
, (C.6)[

¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

]
ρρ

=
ϵ0ρ

sρ
= ϵ0ρ

jωϵ0
jωϵ0 + σρ

, (C.7)[
¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

]
ϕϕ

=
ϵ0sρ
ρ

=
ϵ0
ρ

(
1 +

σρ

jωϵ0

)
, (C.8)[

¯̄µ′(PML)
]
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=
µ0sρ
ρ

=
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ρ
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1 +

σρ

jωϵ0

)
, (C.9)[
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]
ρρ

=
µ0ρ

sρ
=

µ0

ρ

jωϵ0
jωϵ0 + σρ

, (C.10)[
¯̄µ′(PML)

]
ϕϕ

= µ0ρsρ = µ0ρ

(
1 +

σρ

jωϵ0

)
. (C.11)

For implementation in finite element algorithm, we follow similar steps as described
in [33]. First, we assume that the above permittivity and permeability are element-wise
constant; hence, the above can be rewritten in the k-th mesh element Tk as[

¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

(k)
]
zz

= ϵ0ρ(k)

(
1 +

σρ(k)

jωϵ0

)
, (C.12)[

¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

(k)
]
ρρ

= ϵ0ρ
jωϵ0

jωϵ0 + σρ(k)
, (C.13)[
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]
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=
ϵ0
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jωϵ0

)
, (C.14)[

¯̄µ′(PML)
(k)
]
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=
µ0

ρ(k)

(
1 +

σρ(k)

jωϵ0

)
, (C.15)[

¯̄µ′(PML)
(k)
]
ρρ

=
µ0

ρ(k)

jωϵ0
jωϵ0 + σρ(k)

, (C.16)[
¯̄µ′(PML)

(k)
]
ϕϕ

= µ0ρ(k)

(
1 +

σρ(k)

jωϵ0

)
, (C.17)

where ρ(k) denotes the centroid of radial coordinates of k-th triangular element, and
σρ(k) is the value of the PML conductivity assigned to the k-th element.
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Figure C.19: Indices of two cells that touch i-th edge, denoted by ki,↑ and ki,↓, respectively.

We next build the discrete Hodge matrix

[⋆ϵ] =

N2∑
k=1

[
¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

(k)
]
z,z

[
¯̄Lz(k)

]
+

N2∑
k=1

[
¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

(k)
]
ρ,ρ

[
¯̄Lρ(k)

]
(C.18)

with [
¯̄Lζ(k)

]
i,j

=

∫∫
Tk

(
ζ̂ ·W(1)

i (z, ρ)
)(

ζ̂ ·W(1)
j (z, ρ)

)
dA (C.19)

for ζ = z, ρ. We relate the DoFs of the electric field with those of the electric flux density
through the field splitting below [33][

d̃∥

]
i
=

∑
ζ={z,ρ}

([
¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

(ki,↑)
]
ζ,ζ

[
ẽ∥
]
i,ζ,↑ +

[
¯̄ϵ′
(PML)

(ki,↓)
]
ζ,ζ

[
ẽ∥
]
i,ζ,↓

)
(C.20)

for ζ = z, ρ, where ki,↑ and ki,↓ are indices of the two mesh elements that touch the i-th
edge, as illustrated in Fig. C.19, and

[
ẽ∥
]
i,ζ,↑ ≡

N1∑
j=1

[
¯̄Lζ(ki,↑)

]
i,j

[
ẽ∥
]
j
,
[
ẽ∥
]
i,ζ,↓ ≡

N1∑
j=1

[
¯̄Lζ(ki,↓)

]
i,j

[
ẽ∥
]
j
. (C.21)

for ζ = z, ρ. The tilde on the frequency-domain ẽ∥ and d̃∥ is used to distinguish them
from the time-domain counterparts. Expanding both sides of eq. (C.20) and converting
the resulting equation to the time domain, we obtain a differential equation of the form

Np∑
p=0

r
(p)
ζ (ki,ξ)

[
d
(p)
∥

]
i,ζ,ξ

=

Np∑
p=0

q
(p)
ζ (ki,ξ)

[
e
(p)
∥

]
i,ζ,ξ

(C.22)

for ζ = z, ρ and ξ =↑, ↓. The superscript p indicates a time derivative of order p. In the
present case, Np = 1 with the following coefficients:

r(0)z (ki,↑) = 0, r(1)z (ki,↑) = 1, (C.23)

r(0)ρ (ki,↑) =
σρ

ϵ0
, r(1)ρ (ki,↑) = 1, (C.24)

q(0)z (ki,↑) = ρσρ, q(1)z (ki,↑) = ϵ0ρ, (C.25)

q(0)ρ (ki,↑) = 0, q(1)ρ (ki,↑) = ϵ0ρ. (C.26)
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We discretize (Appendix C) in time by approximating the time derivatives by central
differences in time in a nested fashion,[

e
(p)
∥

]n+1

i,ζ,ξ
≈ −

[
e
(p)
∥

]n
i,ζ,ξ

+
2

∆t

([
e
(p−1)
∥

]n+1

i,ζ,ξ
−
[
e
(p−1)
∥

]n
i,ζ,ξ

)
, (C.27)

and similarly for
[
d
(p)
∥

]n+1

i,ζ,ξ
. Consequently, we arrive at the following relation

[
d∥
]n+1

i,ζ,ξ
= wζ(ki,ξ)

[
e∥
]n+1

i,ζ,ξ
+
[
g∥
]n
i,ζ,ξ

(C.28)

with the auxiliary field g∥ governed by

[
g∥
]n
i,ζ,ξ

=

Np∑
p=0

u
(p)
ζ (ki,ξ)

[
d
(p)
∥

]n
i,ζ,ξ

−
Np∑
p=0

v
(p)
ζ (ki,ξ)

[
e
(p)
∥

]n
i,ζ,ξ

, (C.29)

wζ(ki,ξ) = Λ−1(ki,ξ)
(
q
(0)
ζ (ki,ξ) + q

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ)τ

)
, (C.30)

u
(0)
ζ (ki,ξ) = Λ−1(ki,ξ)r

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ)τ, u

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ) = Λ−1(ki,ξ)r

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ), (C.31)

v
(0)
ζ (ki,ξ) = Λ−1(ki,ξ)q

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ)τ, v

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ) = Λ−1(ki,ξ)q

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ), (C.32)

where Λ(ki,ξ) = r
(0)
ζ (ki,ξ) + r

(1)
ζ (ki,ξ)τ , and τ = 2

∆t . Eq. (C.28) can be rewritten in
matrix form as

dn+1
∥,ζ,ξ = ¯̄Wζ,ξ · ¯̄Lζ,ξ · en+1

∥,ζ,ξ + gn+1
∥,ζ,ξ (C.33)

with ¯̄Wζ,ξ = diag {wζ(k1,ξ), wζ(k2,ξ), · · · , wζ(kN1,ξ)} for ζ = z, ρ and ξ =↑, ↓. Solving
the above update equation separately with respect to ζ = z, ρ and ξ =↑, ↓, we obtain

dn+1
∥ =

∑
ξ={↑,↓}

∑
ζ={z,ρ}

dn+1
∥,ζ,ξ. (C.34)

Once dn+1
∥ and gn

∥ are obtained using the steps above, en+1
∥ can be finally obtained

through

¯̄A∥ · en+1
∥ = dn+1

∥ − gn
∥ (C.35)

where

¯̄A∥ =
∑

ξ={↑,↓}

∑
ζ={z,ρ}

¯̄Wζ,ξ · ¯̄Lζ,ξ. (C.36)

Before discussing the final time-update equations in the PML region, we need to
discuss next the magnetic field relations in the PML. The magnetic Hodge matrix in the
PML is given by

[
⋆µ−1

]
=

N2∑
k=1

[
¯̄µ′(PML)

(k)
]
ϕ,ϕ

¯̄Lϕ(k) (C.37)
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where[
¯̄Lϕ(k)

]
i,j

=

∫∫
Tk

(
ϕ̂ ·W(2)

i (z, ρ)
)(

ϕ̂ ·W(2)
j (z, ρ)

)
dA =

{
Ωk, if (i, j) = (k, k)
0, otherwise

(C.38)

and Ωk denotes the area of k-th triangle of a 2D mesh. Consequently, we obtain the
following equation for the magnetic field:

[h⊥]k = Ω−1
k

([
¯̄µ′(PML)

(k)
]
ϕϕ

)−1

[b⊥]k (C.39)

for k = 1, 2, · · · , N2. Note that while the spatial support associated with each edge
element consists of two triangular cells, the support of each face element consists of one
single cell (in a 2D mesh). Therefore, there is no need for field splitting in this case.
Furthermore,

¯̄A⊥ · hn+ 1
2

⊥ = b
n+ 1

2

⊥ − g
n− 1

2

⊥ (C.40)

where ¯̄A⊥ and g
n− 1

2

⊥ are analogous to ¯̄A∥ and gn
∥ , respectively, but now for the perme-

ability. For calculating g
n− 1

2

⊥ , coefficients such as in can be evaluated to give

r
(0)
ϕ (k↑i) = µ0ρ, r

(1)
ϕ (k↑i) =

µ0

ϵ0
ρσρ, (C.41)

q
(0)
ϕ (k↑i) = 0, q

(1)
ϕ (k↑i) = Ω−1

k . (C.42)

The matrix ¯̄A⊥ is given by the product of two diagonal matrices

¯̄A⊥ = ¯̄Wϕ · ¯̄Lϕ. (C.43)

The update equations for b⊥ and d∥ directly follow from Eqs. (45) and (46) and
write as

b
n+ 1

2

⊥ = b
n− 1

2

⊥ −∆tC̄ · en∥ , (C.44)

dn+1
∥ = dn

∥ +∆t ·
(
C̄T · hn+ 1

2

⊥ − j
n+ 1

2

∥

)
. (C.45)

The final update equations for the fields in the PML region consist on the cyclical appli-
cation of Eqs. (C.44), (C.40), (C.45), and (C.35), in this order.

One can immediately carry out the implementation of the PML in the TMϕ case by
reusing the TEϕ results above and invoking the duality relations expressed by (29).
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