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In the paper, we describe a novel kind of multisymplectic method for three-dimensional
(3-D) Maxwell’s equations. Splitting the 3-D Maxwell’s equations into three local one-
dimensional (LOD) equations, then applying a pair of symplectic Runge–Kutta methods
to discretize each resulting LOD equation, it leads to splitting multisymplectic integrators.
We say this kind of schemes to be LOD multisymplectic scheme (LOD-MS). The discrete
conservation laws, convergence, dispersive relation, dissipation and stability are investi-
gated for the schemes. Theoretical analysis shows that the schemes are unconditionally
stable, non-dissipative, and of first order accuracy in time and second order accuracy in
space. As a reduction, we also consider the application of LOD-MS to 2-D Maxwell’s equa-
tions. Numerical experiments match the theoretical results well. They illustrate that LOD-
MS is not only efficient and simple in coding, but also has almost all the nature of multi-
symplectic integrators.

� 2010 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

It has been widely recognized that the symplectic structure-preserving numerical methods have the remarkable superi-
ority to conventional numerical methods when applied to Hamiltonian ODEs and PDEs [1–3], such as, long-term behavior,
symplectic structure-preserving, etc. At the end of last century, symplectic integrators have been generalized to multisym-
plectic ones [4,5]. The multisymplectic Hamiltonian partial differential equations (HPDEs) with m spatial dimensions read [5]
Mzt þ
Xm

k¼1

Kkzxk
¼ rzSðzÞ; ð1:1Þ
where M and Kk; k ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m, are skew-symmetric matrices and mean symplectic structures, and SðzÞ is a smooth func-
tion which is called the Hamiltonian function or the energy functional. It is well-known that along the solutions
zðx1; x2; . . . ; xm; tÞ of an HPDE, it gives rise to the multisymplectic conservation law (MSCL)
@

@t
xþ

Xm

k¼1

@

@xk
jk ¼ 0; ð1:2Þ
. All rights reserved.
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with the differential 2-forms x ¼ dz ^Mdz; jk ¼ dz ^ Kkdz; k ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m, where dz fulfills the variational equation of mul-
tisymplectic system (1.1).

Furthermore, for the general multisymplectic system (1.1), there is a local energy conservation law which is in geometric
form
@

@t
PðzÞ þ

Xm

i¼1

@

@xk
Q kðzÞ ¼ 0; ð1:3Þ
provided that SðzÞ is independent of the variables x, t explicitly, where
PðzÞ ¼ SðzÞ � 1
2

Xm

k¼1

zT Kkzxk
; QkðzÞ ¼

1
2

zT Kkzt; k ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m:
Numerical methods which preserve the multisymplectic geometric structure are desirable because of their inviting advan-
tages, for instance, the stability of long-term numerical simulation, the preservation of local conservation laws, and so on.
Many scientists are injecting themselves to the field, and rapid progress has been made during the last 10 years for various
HPDEs (see [4–14] and references therein). The most important and popular class of multisymplectic methods, concatenat-
ing of symplectic Runge–Kutta (SRK) methods or symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta (SPRK) methods, are completely im-
plicit, especially for nonseparable Hamiltonian system. It is straightforward to apply these methods to multi-dimensional
HPDEs theoretically. However, it is difficult in programming because of the huge scale of the algebraic equations and sub-
stantial computational cost. For example, for a 3-D problem, it is required to solve at least one 106 scale algebraic equation at
every time step provided that the considered spatial domain is divided into 100 � 100 � 100 cells. This is insolvable by a
personal computer (PC) because of the limitation of memory and the performance of CPU up to now.

The alternating direction implicit (ADI) method, the local one-dimensional (LOD) method and the fractional step (FS)
method are originally devised to solve multi-dimensional parabolic problems by Peaceman, Douglas and Rachford [18–
21]. The most magnetic and popular merits of these methods are economic in the use of memory and CPU time. For instance,
for the previous example, we only need to solve about thirty thousands 100 scale algebraic systems at very time step if we
adopt the LOD strategy. There is no more difficulties for the problem from the aspect of memory and CPU.

To get over the difficulties with respect to memory and computational cost of the conventional implicit multisymplectic
algorithms, we melt LOD idea into the multisymplectic algorithms for multi-dimensional HPDEs in the paper.

The outline of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, the conservation laws and the multisymplecticity are inves-
tigated for the 3-D Maxwell’s equations. In Section 3, we split the 3-D Maxwell’s equation into three LOD multisymplectic
Hamiltonian systems. In Section 4, the LOD multisymplectic discretization is successfully applied to the split Maxwell’s
equations, and an LOD multisymplectic scheme (LOD-MS) is established for the sub-Hamiltonian Maxwell’s equations. In
Section 5, we explore the stability, convergence, dissipation, dispersion relation as well for the just established scheme. In
Section 6, one-, two- and three-dimensional Maxwell’s equations are simulated by the novel LOD-MS. We conclude and re-
mark the paper in Section 7.

2. Maxwell’s equations and its conservation laws

Maxwell’s equations are the most foundational equations in electromagnetism and are widely applied to many applica-
tion fields. They are mathematical expressions of the natural laws correlative fields, such as Ampère’s law and Faraday’s law,
etc. Recently, in large scale and long-term computation, it is extremely crucial to propose efficient numerical methods to
simulate Maxwell’s equation with two or three spatial dimensions. Up to now, it is rather difficult numerically to simulate
them by conventional numerical methods in a PC owning to the restriction of memory and CPU. To clean the difficulties, the
ADI and the LOD numerical techniques are frequently adopted, which are often combined with finite difference time-domain
(FDTD) methods [22,31]. For example, Holland considered the ADI method combined with Yee’s scheme for two-dimensional
transverse electric waves in [23], however, it is difficult to extend to 3-D problems. Recently, some splitting FDTD methods
for two-dimensional Maxwell’s equations are proposed in [24–26]. As for the 3-D problems, in [28], Sha et al. proposed sym-
plectic-FDTD techniques, however, they are conditionally stable. Zheng et al. first proposed an unconditionally stable ADI-
FDTD scheme in [27], which analyzed the stability by Fourier method. In addition, Lee and Fornberg brought up some uncon-
ditionally stable time stepping methods [29,30], which include some techniques to enhance the temporal accuracy of the
schemes, such as extrapolation and deferred correction techniques, but none of them has considered the multisymplecticity
of Maxwell’s equations. In [16,17], Cai et al. and Su et al. considered multisymplectic schemes. However, they are all com-
pletely implicit, and are difficult in code for 3-D problems, and in their experimental work, they only performed 1-D or 2-D
problems. We consider the LOD-MS for the Maxwell’s equations in the paper, and overcome the pitfalls of the above numer-
ical techniques. It is very efficient in code, and unconditionally stable, non-dissipative, and of first order convergence in time
and second order in space. Furthermore, it is energy-preserving and multisymplectic.

For a linear homogeneous medium within linear isotropic material with the permittivity � and the permeability l, the
scattering of electromagnetic waves without the charges or the currents can be described by the 3-D Maxwell’s equations
in curl formulation
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@E
@t
¼ 1
�
r�H; ð2:1Þ

@H
@t
¼ � 1

l
r� E; ð2:2Þ
where E ¼ ðEx; Ey; EzÞ and H ¼ ðHx;Hy;HzÞ represent the electric field and the magnetic field, respectively. The domain
X� ½0; T� ¼ ½0; a� � ½0; b� � ½0; c� � ½0; T� under consideration is occupied by this medium and surrounded by perfect conduc-
tors. Therefore, the perfectly electric conducting boundary condition is imposed on the boundary, namely,
ðE; 0Þ � ð~n; 0Þ ¼ 0; on @X� ð0; T�; ð2:3Þ
where ~n is the outward normal vector of the boundary.
The curl equations (2.1) and (2.2) can be written into the componentwise formula
@

@t

Ex

Ey

Ez

Hx

Hy

Hz

266666666666664

377777777777775
¼

1
�

@
@y Hz � @

@z Hy

� �
1
�

@
@z Hx � @

@x Hz
� �

1
�

@
@x Hy � @

@y Hx

� �
1
l

@
@z Ey � @

@y Ez

� �
1
l

@
@x Ez � @

@z Ex
� �

1
l

@
@y Ex � @

@x Ey

� �

266666666666666666664

377777777777777777775

: ð2:4Þ
Let z ¼ ðHx;Hy;Hz; Ex; Ey; EzÞT , the componentwise formula (2.4) is naturally multisymplectic, and the corresponding matrices
are
M ¼
03 �I3

I3 03

� �
; K1 ¼

0 0 0
0 0 � 1

� 03

0 1
� 0

0 0 0
03 0 0 � 1

l

0 1
l 0

26666666664

37777777775
;

K2 ¼

0 0 1
�

0 0 0 03

� 1
� 0 0

0 0 1
l

03 0 0 0
� 1

l 0 0

26666666664

37777777775
; K3 ¼

0 � 1
� 0

1
� 0 0 03

0 0 0
0 � 1

l 0

03
1
l 0 0

0 0 0

26666666664

37777777775
;

where 03 is the 3� 3 zero matrix and I3 is the 3� 3 identity matrix. The Hamiltonian function is SðzÞ ¼ 0.
The MSCL of this multisymplectic HPDE (2.4) is
@

@t
ðdEx ^ dHx þ dEy ^ dHy þ dEz ^ dHzÞ þ

@

@x
1
�

dHz ^ dHy þ
1
l

dEz ^ dEy

� 	
þ @

@y
1
�

dHx ^ dHz þ
1
l

dEx ^ dEz

� 	
þ @

@z
1
�

dHy ^ dHx þ
1
l

dEy ^ dEx

� 	
¼ 0: ð2:5Þ
By (1.3), through a direct calculation, the corresponding local energy conservation law to the Maxwell’s equations (2.1) and
(2.2) written into the curl-divergence form is
@

@t
1
�

H � r �Hþ 1
l

E � r � E
� 	

þ 1
�
r � ðH�HtÞ þ

1
l
r � ðE� EtÞ

� 	
¼ 0: ð2:6Þ
Under the perfectly electric conducting boundary condition (2.3), it implies the total energy conservation law
Z
X

1
�

H � r �Hþ 1
l

E � r � E
� 	

dX ¼
Z

X
H � @E

@t
� E � @H

@t

� 	
dX ¼ Constant: ð2:7Þ
It is noted that for the first equality we have used the curl equations (2.1) and (2.2).
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Furthermore, the Maxwell’s equations (2.1) and (2.2) conserve the following invariants:
Energy I :

Z
X
ð�jEðx; tÞj2 þ ljHðx; tÞj2ÞdX ¼ Constant; ð2:8Þ

Energy II :

Z
X
�
@Eðx; tÞ
@t





 



2 þ l @Hðx; tÞ
@t





 



2
 !

dX ¼ Constant: ð2:9Þ
The first invariant (2.8) is called Poynting theorem in electromagnetism and can be easily verified, and the second one is a
little more complex. For more details, see [24].

In the two-dimensional transverse magnetic (TM) polarization case, the electric field and magnetic field read
E ¼ ð0;0; EzÞT ; H ¼ ðHx;Hy;0ÞT . Therefore, the Maxwell’s equations (2.1) and (2.2) become
@Ez
@t ¼ 1

�
@Hy

@x �
@Hx
@y

� �
;

@Hy

@t ¼ 1
l
@Ez
@x ;

@Hx
@t ¼ � 1

l
@Ez
@y :

8>>><>>>: ð2:10Þ
3. Discretization of sub-Hamiltonian PDEs

For a Hamiltonian ODE, one of the most important methods to construct symplectic integrators is the vector field splitting
method [3]. For example, assume that the Hamiltonian function can be split into HðzÞ ¼ H1ðzÞ þ H2ðzÞ þ � � � þ HmðzÞ, and the
Hamiltonian system
zt ¼ JrzHðzÞ ¼ JrðH1ðzÞ þ H2ðzÞ þ � � � þ HmðzÞÞ; ð3:1Þ
can be split into m subsystems
zt ¼ JrzHjðzÞ; j ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m; ð3:2Þ
where J ¼ 0 I
�I 0

� �
is the standard symplectic matrix.

To numerically solve the Hamiltonian system (3.1), we firstly solve subsystems (3.2) which are easier than directly solv-
ing system (3.1), one after another by symplectic integrators. The numerical solution of one subsystem is employed as the
initial values of the next one (see e.g. [2,3] and references therein). However, for the multisymplectic Hamiltonian system
(1.1), to our knowledge, there is no study on its splitting methods. We explore its splitting multisymplectic integrators in
the section. We firstly localize the original multisymplectic HPDE to several one-dimensional ones, then consider the mul-
tisymplectic discretization for the LOD HPDEs.

For the general m-dimensional multisymplectic Hamiltonian system (1.1), let us consider the LOD multisymplectic Ham-
iltonian system
1
m

Mzt þ Kkzxk
¼ rzSkðzÞ; k ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m; ð3:3Þ
where SkðzÞ can be any splitting of SðzÞ, but it ought to satisfy
Pm

k¼1SkðzÞ ¼ SðzÞ.
Certainly, the LOD multisymplectic Hamiltonian systems satisfy the LOD MSCLs
1
m

@

@t
xþ @

@xj
jj ¼ 0; j ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m: ð3:4Þ
It can be verified that the sum of the above m conservation laws is just the MSCL (1.2).
For example, the multisymplectic Hamiltonian system (2.4) can be split into the following three LOD subsystems
1
3

M
@

@t
zþ Kk

@

@xk
z ¼ 0; k ¼ 1;2;3; ð3:5Þ
where M; K1; K2; K3 are the same as those presented previously. The corresponding LOD MSCLs for (3.5) read
1
3
@

@t
ðdEx ^ dHx þ dEy ^ dHy þ dEz ^ dHzÞ þ

@

@x
1
�

dHz ^ dHy þ
1
l

dEz ^ dEy

� 	
¼ 0; ð3:6Þ

1
3
@

@t
ðdEx ^ dHx þ dEy ^ dHy þ dEz ^ dHzÞ þ

@

@y
1
�

dHx ^ dHz þ
1
l

dEx ^ dEz

� 	
¼ 0; ð3:7Þ

1
3
@

@t
ðdEx ^ dHx þ dEy ^ dHy þ dEz ^ dHzÞ þ

@

@z
1
�

dHy ^ dHx þ
1
l

dEy ^ dEx

� 	
¼ 0: ð3:8Þ
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In fact, the multisymplectic subsystems (3.5) can be cut down
1
2

0 0 �1 0
0 0 0 �1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

26664
37775

Hy

Hz

Ey

Ez

26664
37775

t

þ

0 � 1
� 0 0

1
� 0 0 0
0 0 0 � 1

l

0 0 1
l 0

266664
377775

Hy

Hz

Ey

Ez

26664
37775

x

¼ 0; ð3:9Þ

1
2

0 0 �1 0
0 0 0 �1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

26664
37775

Hx

Hz

Ex

Ez

26664
37775

t

þ

0 1
� 0 0

� 1
� 0 0 0

0 0 0 1
l

0 0 � 1
l 0

266664
377775

Hx

Hz

Ex

Ez

26664
37775

y

¼ 0; ð3:10Þ

1
2

0 0 �1 0
0 0 0 �1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

26664
37775

Hx

Hy

Ex

Ey

26664
37775

t

þ

0 � 1
� 0 0

1
� 0 0 0
0 0 0 � 1

l

0 0 1
l 0

266664
377775

Hx

Hy

Ex

Ey

26664
37775

z

¼ 0: ð3:11Þ
Thus, the MSCLs (3.6)–(3.8) are reduced to
1
2
@

@t
ðdEy ^ dHy þ dEz ^ dHzÞ þ

@

@x
1
�

dHz ^ dHy þ
1
l

dEz ^ dEy

� 	
¼ 0; ð3:12Þ

1
2
@

@t
ðdEx ^ dHx þ dEz ^ dHzÞ þ

@

@y
1
�

dHx ^ dHz þ
1
l

dEx ^ dEz

� 	
¼ 0; ð3:13Þ

1
2
@

@t
ðdEx ^ dHx þ dEy ^ dHyÞ þ

@

@z
1
�

dHy ^ dHx þ
1
ldEy ^ dEx

� 	
¼ 0: ð3:14Þ
The multisymplectic subsystems (3.9)–(3.11) can be uniformly written in the form
M�zt þ K�zxk
¼ 0; k ¼ 1;2;3; ð3:15Þ
where
M ¼

0 0 �1 0
0 0 0 �1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

26664
37775; K ¼

0 � 1
� 0 0

� 1
� 0 0 0

0 0 0 � 1
l

0 0 � 1
l 0

266664
377775;

�z ¼

Hy

Hz

Ey

Ez

26664
37775 or �z ¼

Hx

Hz

Ex

Ez

26664
37775 or �z ¼

Hx

Hy

Ex

Ey

26664
37775:
For the two-dimensional Maxwell’s equation (2.10), it can be split into
1
2
@Ez
@t ¼ 1

�
@Hy

@x ;
@Hy

@t ¼ 1
l
@Ez
@x ;

(
and

1
2
@Ez
@t ¼ � 1

�
@Hx
@y ;

@Hx
@t ¼ � 1

l
@Ez
@y :

(
ð3:16Þ
In what follows, we investigate the directional multisymplectic numerical methods for the multisymplectic HPDEs (1.1)
and (3.3). In other words, numerical integrator preserves LOD multisymplectic conservation laws which is consisted of sym-
plectic structures under considering spatial direction and temporal direction. For simplicity, we first discuss the multisym-
plectic numerical method for (3.3).

Let hx; hy and hz be the mesh sizes along x, y and z directions, respectively, and s the time step length. The spatial–tem-
poral domain ½xL; xR� � ½yL; yR� � ½zL; zR� � ½0; T� is partitioned by parallel lines, xi ¼ xL þ ihx; yj ¼ yL þ jhy; zk ¼ zL þ khz; tn ¼ ns,
for i ¼ 0;1; . . . ; I; j ¼ 0;1;2; . . . ; J; k ¼ 0;1;2; . . . ;K and n ¼ 0;1; . . . ;N. The grid point function wn

i;j;k is the approximation of
wðx; y; z; tÞ at nodes ðxi; yj; zk; tnÞ. The general difference operators are employed:
dtw
n
i;j;k ¼

wnþ1
i;j;k � wn

i;j;k

s
; dxw

n
i;j;k ¼

wn
iþ1;j;k � wn

i;j;k

hx
;

dyw
n
i;j;k ¼

wn
i;jþ1;k � wn

i;j;k

hy
; dzw

n
i;j;k ¼

wn
i;j;kþ1 � wn

i;j;k

hz
:

Under the cuboid spatial domain and the uniform mesh division, the difference operators are commutable, namely,
dadbw

n
i;j;k ¼ dbdaw

n
i;j;k, where a and b can be taken either of the directions x, y, z and t.
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Applying an s-stage and an r-stage Runge–Kutta methods to the LOD Hamiltonian system (3.3) in the t-direction and xa

direction, respectively, we have
Zm
i ¼ z0

i þ s
Ps
n¼1

amn@tZ
n
i ; m ¼ 1;2; . . . ; s;

z1
i ¼ z0

i þ s
Ps

m¼1
bm@tZ

m
i ;

Zm
i ¼ zm

0 þ ha
Pr
j¼1

�aij@aZm
j ; i ¼ 1;2; . . . ; r;

zm
1 ¼ zm

0 þ ha
Pr
i¼1

�bi@aZm
i ; a ¼ x; y; z;

M@tZ
m
i þ K@aZm

i ¼ rzSðZm
i Þ;

8>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

ð3:17Þ
here we made use of the notations: Zm
p � zð�cpha; cmsÞ; z0

p � zð�cpha;0Þ; z1
p � zð�cpha; sÞ; zm

0 � zð0; cmsÞ; zm
1 � zðha; cmsÞ;

@tZ
m
p � @tzð�cpha; cmsÞ; @aZm

p � @azð�cpha; cmsÞ, and let cm ¼
Ps

n¼1amn; �cp ¼
Pr

q¼1�apq.

Lemma 1 (Reich [4]). Let the multisymplectic formulation (3.3) be discretized in the t-direction and xa-direction as (3.17) .
Moreover, the Runge–Kutta coefficients famngfbmg and f�apqgf�bpg satisfy the symplectic conditions
bmbn � bmamn � bnanm ¼ 0; m; n ¼ 1;2; . . . ; s; ð3:18Þ
�bp

�bq � �bp�apq � �bq�aqp ¼ 0; p; q ¼ 1;2; . . . ; r; ð3:19Þ
there results in a multisymplectic integrator.

For r ¼ s ¼ 1, the multisymplectic Runge–Kutta method (3.17) can be written as
1
m

M
znþ1

iþ1
2
� zn

iþ1
2

s
þ Kk

z
nþ1

2
iþ1 � z

nþ1
2

i

ha
¼ rzSk z

nþ1
2

iþ1
2

� �
; k ¼ 1;2; . . . ;m; ð3:20Þ
where z
nþ1

2
iþ1

2
¼ 1

2 z
nþ1

2
iþ1 þ z

nþ1
2

i

� �
¼ 1

2 znþ1
iþ1

2
þ zn

iþ1
2

� �
¼ 1

4 znþ1
iþ1 þ znþ1

i þ zn
iþ1 þ zn

i

� �
. This scheme is just the frequently used Preissman

scheme or central box scheme (also see [8,9,12]).

4. LOD multisymplectic method for Maxwell’s equation

The Maxwell’s equations (2.1) and (2.2) are 3-D HPDEs. In numerical computation, an explicit numerical method (e.g.
Yee-method) suffers from a strict CFL condition, and we are often required implicit methods to simulate them which are
usually unconditionally stable. However, for conventional implicit methods, they are often impracticable because of the
limitation of memory and CPU. It is necessary to adopt the LOD or the ADI techniques to numerically simulate them
[19–21,24,27,29,32]. To the specific structure of Maxwell’s equations, it is a very suitable application LOD technique to them.

To illustrate the terrible computational cost of the non-LOD central box scheme for 3-D Maxwell’s equations (2.1) and
(2.2), we firstly apply central box scheme to them and have
dtE
n
x

iþ1
2
;jþ1

2
;kþ1

2

� 1
� dyH

nþ1
2

z
iþ1

2;j;kþ
1
2

� dzH
nþ1

2
y

iþ1
2;jþ

1
2;k

� 	
¼ 0;

dtE
n
y

iþ1
2;jþ

1
2;kþ

1
2

� 1
� dzH

nþ1
2

x
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;k
� dxH

nþ1
2

z
i;jþ1

2;kþ
1
2

� 	
¼ 0;

dtE
n
z
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2;jþ

1
2;kþ

1
2

� 1
� dxH

nþ1
2

y
i;jþ1

2
;kþ1

2

� dyH
nþ1

2
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for i ¼ 1;2; . . . ; I; j ¼ 1;2; . . . ; J; k ¼ 1;2; . . . ;K; n ¼ 0;1;2; . . . This scheme is exactly multisymplectic and convergent to the
curl equations (2.1) and (2.2) with second order in both space and time directions. Nevertheless, to solve the difference equa-
tions, we need to resolve a linear algebraic equations with 6� I � J � K scale. The bandwidth of its coefficient matrix is very
wide. The computational cost is so intensive that we can say it is unresolvable in the computational sense of PC. As a com-
promise, we resort to the LOD multisymplectic integrator.

Now, we apply the central box scheme (3.20) to discretize the sub-Hamiltonian systems (3.9)–(3.11), respectively, and get
the following directional multisymplectic scheme:
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where U	 is an intermediate value between Un and Unþ1; U
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i;j;k þ U	i;j;k .

It is obviously that the numerical integrators (4.2)–(4.4) satisfy the discrete analogue of LOD MSCL (3.12)–(3.14), that is,
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Consequently, schemes (4.2)–(4.4) are LOD-MS.
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Adding the above directional discrete multisymplectic conservation law altogether, it yields
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. This is a discrete analogue of the

MSCL (2.5).
The local MSCL (4.8) is naturally global if the solutions are periodic, in other words, the global symplectic conservation

law
 X
i;j;k

xnþ1
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;kþ

1
2
¼
X
i;j;k

xn
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;kþ

1
2
; ð4:9Þ
is held. This means that LOD-MS is at least symplectic structure-preserving, although it may be not exactly multisymplectic
preserving in some situation.

The schemes (4.2)–(4.4) can be rearranged into,
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From (4.10)–(4.15), we can see that the LOD-MS can be coded easily and memory economic. In every marching time step,
we only need to solve some one-dimensional scale linear algebraic systems. Moreover, there is no extra memory wanted to
save the intermediate variables. In the practical performance of the scheme, it need not solve components coupled equations.
Indeed, from the above three steps, we can use the second equation to eliminate the magnetic component on the new time
level at the first equation, and get a tridiagonal system with respect to electric component, then substitute the new electric
component into the second equation, and a two-diagonal system with respect to magnetic component is obtained. For exam-
ple, for Eq. (4.10), we substitute the expression of H	z
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Unfortunately, for periodic problems, these formulations are only suitable for odd I, J and K since the coefficient matrices
corresponding to the second difference equations are singular for even ones, that is
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For the two-dimensional Maxwell’s equation (2.10), the conventional multisymplectic central box scheme is
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and the LOD-MS reads
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Even if in this case, the conventional multisymplectic box scheme (4.17) is hard in computing, and the LOD-MS (4.18) and
(4.19) can be performed easily. Moreover, it is amenable to parallel processing.

5. Stability, dissipation, dispersion and convergence analysis

In the previous section, we have observed that the new LOD-MS is economic and simple in coding. Furthermore, it is not
only totally symplectic structure-preserving, but also LOD multisymplectic structure-preserving. In this section, we will find
that the scheme is unconditionally stable and non-dissipative. The convergence, dispersive relation as well will be analyzed.

Let �x ¼ s
�hx
; �y ¼ s

�hy
; �z ¼ s

�hz
; lx ¼ s

lhx
; ly ¼ s

lhy
; lz ¼ s

lhz
. To the above goals, we rewrite the LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15) in a

uniformly formulate
A1 ��sA2

�lsA2 A1

� �
Enþ1

Hnþ1

" #
¼

A1 ��sA2

�lsA2 A1

� �
En

Hn

� �
; ð5:1Þ
where s ¼ x or y or z, ½ En; Hn �T is a vector whose components consist of a component of electric field E and a component of
magnetic field H, and
A1 ¼

1 1

1 . .
.

. .
.

1
1 1

2666664

3777775; A2 ¼

�1 1

�1 . .
.

. .
.

1
1 �1

2666664

3777775:

Since the LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15) are all locally one-dimensional schemes, we first study the stability of the one-dimen-

sional problems. We take scheme (4.10) for instance. Now let
En
yi;j;k

Hn
zi;j;k

" #
¼

E0

H0

� �
qne�i	ðkxihxþkyjhyþkzkhzÞ; ð5:2Þ
where i	 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�1
p

, the nonzero vector ½ E0; H0 �T is the eigenvector of the scheme (4.10), and q is the stability factor depending
on time whose modulus will determine the stability and dissipation of the scheme under discussion, and~k ¼ ðkx; ky; kzÞ is the
wave number. Substituting the plane wave solution (5.2) into the scheme (4.10), it leads to
q� 1 �xi	ðsin hxÞðqþ 1Þ
lxi	ðsin hxÞðqþ 1Þ q� 1

" #
E0

H0

� �
¼ 0; ð5:3Þ
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where hx ¼ 1
2 kxhx. The coefficient determinant of the homogeneous algebraic system (5.3) is zero in that the eigenvector

½ E0; H0 �T is nonzero, that is,
q2 � 2
1� lx�x sin2 hx

1þ lx�x sin2 hx

qþ 1 ¼ 0: ð5:4Þ
It is easy to verify that the magnitude of the characteristic roots is
jqj ¼ 1þ lx�x sin2 hx

1þ lx�x sin2 hx

¼ 1:
Therefore, the scheme (4.10) is unconditionally stable and non-dissipative. Similarly, we can get the same characteristic
roots for the schemes (4.11)–(4.15). It can be concluded that all of the schemes (4.10)–(4.15) are LOD and non-dissipative
through each sub-step, and therefore assure the whole unconditionally stable and non-dissipative. Then this leads to the fol-
lowing result.

Theorem 1. The LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15) is unconditionally stable regardless of the time step s. The Courant condition is then
removed. This also shows that the LOD-MS is non-dissipative.

To discuss the dispersion of the LOD-MS (4.2)–(4.4), we first analyze the dispersion of their continuous problems (3.9)–
(3.11). Because their dispersion is similar, we only discuss it for subproblem (3.9). Substituting a plane wave solution
EHx ¼ ei	ðkxxþkyyþkzz�xtÞEHx0;
where EHx0 is a nonzero eigenvector, and x is the frequency, into (3.9), it yields
0 � 1
� kx � 1

2 x 0
1
� kx 0 0 1

2 x
1
2 x 0 0� 1

� kx

0 1
2 x � 1

� kx 0

26664
37775EHx0 ¼ 0; ð5:5Þ
The coefficient determinant must be zero since the eigenvector is nonzero. Thus, we have
1
4
x2 � v2k2

x

� 	2

¼ 0; ð5:6Þ
where v ¼
ffiffiffiffi
1
�l

q
, i.e.,
1
4
x2 � 1

�l
k2

x ¼ 0: ð5:7Þ
In a similar way, we can find that the other two dispersive relations for subproblems (3.10) and (3.11), respectively
1
4
x2 � 1

�l
k2

y ¼ 0;
1
4
x2 � 1

�l
k2

z ¼ 0: ð5:8Þ
Since the temporal step size for LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15) is 1
2 s, let the stability factor q ¼ e

1
2i	xs. Then, substituting q into the

characteristic equation (5.4) results in
ð1þ lx�x sin2 hxÞei	xs � 2ð1� lx�x sin2 hxÞe
1
2i	xs þ ð1þ lx�x sin2 hxÞ ¼ 0: ð5:9Þ
Inserting the expressions of lx; �x and hx into (5.9), it brings up
v2k2
x

sin2 1
2 kxhx

1
2 kxhx
� �2 ¼

1
4

tan2 1
4 xs

1
4 xs
� �2 x2: ð5:10Þ
It is remarked that the dispersive relation (5.10) converges to the theoretical dispersion relation (5.7) provided that s and hx

both tend to zeros. Similarly, we can see that the numerical dispersive relations for (4.12) and (4.14) are
v2k2
y

sin2 1
2 kyhy

1
2 kyhy
� �2 ¼

1
4

tan2 1
4 xs

1
4 xs
� �2 x2; v2k2

z

sin2 1
2 kzhz

1
2 kzhz
� �2 ¼

1
4

tan2 1
4 xs

1
4 xs
� �2 x2; ð5:11Þ
which converge to their continuous cases (5.8), respectively, as s; hy; hz tend to zeros. The numerical dispersion relations for
(4.11), (4.13) and (4.15) are the same as (5.10) and (5.11), respectively.

In what follows, we establish the convergence for the LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15) using Taylor expansion. To this purpose and
for convenience, we omit the subscripts in case they are iþ 1

2 ; jþ 1
2 ; kþ 1

2.
Let j ¼ jþ 1; k ¼ kþ 1 in Eqs. (4.10) and (4.11), i ¼ iþ 1; k ¼ kþ 1 in equations (4.12) and (4.13), i ¼ iþ 1; j ¼ jþ 1 in

Eqs. (4.14) and (4.15), and add them to (4.10)–(4.11), (4.12)–(4.13) and (4.14)–(4.15), respectively, it yields
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1
s E	x � En

x

� �
� 1

2� dyHnþ1
z þ dyH	z

h i
¼ 0;

1
s Enþ1

x � E	x
� �

þ 1
2� dzHnþ1

y þ dzH
	
y

h i
¼ 0;

8><>: ð5:12Þ

1
s E	y � En

y

� �
þ 1

2� dxH	z þ dxHn
z

 �
¼ 0;

1
s Enþ1

y � E	y
� �

� 1
2� dzHnþ1

x þ dzH
	
x

h i
¼ 0;

8><>: ð5:13Þ

1
s E	z � En

z

� �
� 1

2� dxH	y þ dxHn
y

h i
¼ 0;

1
s Enþ1

z � E	z
� �

þ 1
2� dyH	x þ dyHn

x

 �
¼ 0;

8><>: ð5:14Þ

1
s H	x � Hn

x

� �
þ 1

2l dyEnþ1
z þ dyE	z

h i
¼ 0;

1
s Hnþ1

x � H	x
� �

� 1
2l dzEnþ1

y þ dzE
	
y

h i
¼ 0;

8><>: ð5:15Þ

1
s H	y � Hn

y

� �
� 1

2l dxE	z þ dxEn
z

 �
¼ 0;

1
s Hnþ1

y � H	y
� �

þ 1
2l dzEnþ1

x þ dzE
	
x

h i
¼ 0;

8><>: ð5:16Þ

1
s H	z � Hn

z

� �
þ 1

2l dxE	y þ dxEn
y

h i
¼ 0;

1
s Hnþ1

z � H	z
� �

� 1
2l dyE	x þ dyEn

x

 �
¼ 0:

8><>: ð5:17Þ
From (5.12)–(5.17), adding the first equation to the second one, respectively, it follows that the equivalent scheme for LOD-
MS (4.10)–(4.15)
1
s

Enþ1
x � En

x

� �
� 1

2�
dyHnþ1

z þ dyH	z � dzH
nþ1
y � dzH	y

� �
¼ 0; ð5:18Þ

1
s

Enþ1
y � En

y

� �
þ 1

2�
dxH	z þ dxHn

z � dzHnþ1
x � dzH

	
x

� �
¼ 0; ð5:19Þ

1
s

Enþ1
z � En

z

� �
� 1

2�
dxH	y þ dxHn

y � dyH	x � dyHn
x

� �
¼ 0; ð5:20Þ

1
s

Hnþ1
x � Hn

x

� �
þ 1

2l
dyEnþ1

z þ dyE	z � dzE
nþ1
y � dzE	y

� �
¼ 0; ð5:21Þ

1
s

Hnþ1
y � H	y

� �
� 1

2l
dxE	z þ dxEn

z � dzE
nþ1
x � dzE

	
x

� �
¼ 0; ð5:22Þ

1
s

Hnþ1
z � H	z

� �
þ 1

2l
dxE	y þ dxEn

y � dyE	x � dyEn
x

� �
¼ 0: ð5:23Þ
By Taylor’s expansion, it figures out that the truncation error for the equivalent scheme (5.18)–(5.23) at the point
xiþ1

2
; yjþ1

2
; zkþ1

2
; tn

� �
is
gEn
x

iþ1
2;jþ

1
2;kþ

1
2

¼ 1
2
s @2Ex

@t2 �
3

2�

g
@2Hz

@t@y
�
d
@2Hy

@t@z

0@ 1A24 35þ 1
8
@

@t
h2

x
@2Ex

@x2 þ
g

h2
y
@2Ex

@y2 þ h2
z

d
@2Ex

@z2

0@ 1A
� 1

24�
3h2

x
@3Hz

@y@x2 þ h2
y

g
@3Hz

@y3 þ 3h2
z

d
@3Hz

@y@z2 � 3h2
x
@3Hy

@z@x2 � 3h2
y

g
@3Hy

@y2@z
� h2

z

d
@3Hy

@z3

0@ 1A;
gEn

y
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;kþ

1
2

¼ 1
2
s @2Ey

@t2 þ
1

2�

g
@2Hz

@t@x
� 3

d
@2Hx

@t@z

0@ 1A24 35þ 1
8
@

@t
h2

x
@2Ey

@x2 þ
g

h2
y
@2Ey

@y2 þ h2
z

d
@2Ey

@z2

0@ 1A
þ 1

24�
h2

x
@3Hz

@x3 þ 3h2
y

g
@3Hz

@x@y2 þ 3h2
z

d
@3Hz

@x@z2 � 3h2
x
@3Hx

@z@x2 � 3h2
y

g
@3Hx

@y@z2 � h2
z

d
@3Hx

@z3

0@ 1A;
gEn

z
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;kþ

1
2

¼ 1
2
s @2Ez

@t2 �
1
�

g
@2Hy

@t@x
�
d
@2Hx

@t@y

0@ 1A24 35þ 1
8
@

@t
h2

x
@2Ez

@x2 þ
g

h2
y
@2Ez

@y2 þ h2
z

d
@2Ez

@z2

0@ 1A
þ 1

24�
h2

x
@3Hy

@x3 þ 3h2
y

g
@3Hy

@x@y2 þ 3h2
z

d
@3Hy

@x@z2 � 3h2
x
@3Hx

@y@x2 � h2
y

g
@3Hx

@y3 � 3h2
z

d
@3Hx

@x@z2

0@ 1A;
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Spatial

h

2p
50
2p
100
2p
200
2p
400
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fHn
x

iþ1
2;jþ

1
2;kþ

1
2

¼ 1
2
s @2Hx

@t2 þ
3

2l

g
@2Ez

@t@y
�
d
@2Ey

@t@z

0@ 1A24 35þ 1
8
@

@t
h2

x
@2Hx

@x2 þ
g

h2
y
@2Hx

@y2 þ h2
z

d
@2Hx

@z2

0@ 1A
þ 1

24l
3h2

x
@3Ez

@y@x2 þ h2
y

g
@3Ez

@y3 þ 3h2
z

d
@3Ez

@y@z2 � 3h2
x
@3Ey

@z@x2 � 3h2
y

g
@3Ey

@y2@z
� h2

z

d
@3Ey

@z3

0@ 1A;
fHn

y
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;kþ

1
2

¼ 1
2
s @2Hy

@t2 þ
1

2l

g
@2Ez

@t@x
� 3

d
@2Ex

@t@z

0@ 1A24 35þ 1
8
@

@t
h2

x
@2Hy

@x2 þ
g

h2
y
@2Hy

@y2 þ h2
z

d
@2Hy

@z2

0@ 1A
� 1

24l
h2

x
@3Ez

@x3 þ 3h2
y

g
@3Ez

@x@y2 þ 3h2
z

d
@3Ez

@x@z2 � 3h2
x
@3Ex

@z@x2 � 3h2
y

g
@3Ex

@y@z2 � h2
z

d
@3Ex

@z3

0@ 1A;
fHn

z
iþ1

2;jþ
1
2;kþ

1
2

¼ 1
2
s @2Hz

@t2 �
1
l

g
@2Ey

@t@x
�
d
@2Ex

@t@y

0@ 1A24 35þ 1
8
@

@t
h2

x
@2Hz

@x2 þ
g

h2
y
@2Hz

@y2 þ h2
z

d
@2Hz

@z2

0@ 1A
� 1

24l
h2

x
@3Ey

@x3 þ 3h2
y

g
@3Ey

@x@y2 þ 3h2
z

d
@3Ey

@x@z2 � 3h2
x
@3Ex

@y@x2 � h2
y

g
@3Ex

@y3 � 3h2
z

d
@3Ex

@x@z2

0@ 1A;

where the notations �u; ~u, and û indicate that the function uðx; y; z; tÞ is calculated at somewhere of the mesh cell
½xi; xiþ1� � ½yj; yjþ1� � ½zk; zkþ1� � ½tn; tnþ1�.

By summarizing the above analysis, we get the conclusion:

Theorem 2. The truncation error of the LOD-MS is of first order in temporal direction and of second order in spatial direction. The
order in time is one order lower than the methods employed.

Next, we discuss the energy conservation property of the LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15).

Theorem 3. Suppose that the initial values ½Eðx; y; z; 0Þ;Hðx; y; z;0Þ�T are symmetric about the spatial variables x, y and z, and the
spatial domain under consideration is cubic or ball whose center is the origin, and the mesh step sizes are uniform, i.e., hx ¼ hy ¼ hz.

For any integer n P 0, set En
i;j;k ¼ En

x
iþ1

2;j;k
; En

y
i;jþ1

2;k
; En

z
i;j;kþ1

2

� 	
and Hn

i;j;k ¼ Hn
x

iþ1
2;j;k
;Hn

y
i;jþ1

2;k
;Hn

z
i;j;kþ1

2

� 	
be the solution of the LOD-MS (4.2)–

(4.4), the LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15) conserve the discrete version of the energy conservation laws (2.8) and (2.9), that is,
�kEnþ1k2
1
2
þ lkHnþ1k2

1
2
¼ �kEnk2

1
2
þ lkHnk2

1
2
¼ � � � ¼ �kE0k2

1
2
þ lkH0k2

1
2
; ð5:24Þ

�kdtE
nþ1k2

1
2
þ lkdtH

nþ1k2
1
2
¼ �kdtE

nk2
1
2
þ lkdtH

nk2
1
2
¼ �kdtE

0k2
1
2
þ lkdtH

0k2
1
2
; ð5:25Þ
where
kEnk2
1
2
¼ hxhyhz

XI

i¼1

XJ

j¼1

XK

k¼1

En
x

iþ1
2;j;k

� 	2

þ En
y

i;jþ1
2;k

� 	2

þ En
z

i;j;kþ1
2

� 	2
 !

;

kHnk2
1
2
¼ hxhyhz

XI

i¼1

XJ

j¼1

XK

k¼1

Hn
x

iþ1
2;j;k

� 	2

þ Hn
y

i;jþ1
2;k

� 	2

þ Hn
z

i;j;kþ1
2

� 	2
 !

:

Proof. Multiplying both sides of (4.2)–(4.4) with Zð1Þ
nþ1

2	

iþ1
2;j;k

; Zð2Þ
nþ1

2

i;jþ1
2;k
; Zð3Þ

nþ1
2

i;j;kþ1
2
, here Zð1Þ

nþ1
2	

iþ1
2;j;k
¼ �Enþ1

2	
y

iþ1
2;j;k
;

�
lE

nþ1
2	

z
iþ1

2;j;k
; �Hnþ1

2	
y

iþ1
2;j;k
;

lH
nþ1

2	
z

iþ1
2;j;k
�T ; Zð2Þ

nþ1
2

i;jþ1
2;k
¼ �Enþ1

2	
x

i;jþ1
2;k
;lE

nþ1
2

z
i;jþ1

2;k
; �Hnþ1

2	
x

i;jþ1
2;k
;lH

nþ1
2

z
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2;k

� �T

; Zð3Þ
nþ1

2

i;j;kþ1
2
¼ �Enþ1

2
x

i;j;kþ1
2

;lE
nþ1

2
y

i;j;kþ1
2

; �Hnþ1
2

x
i;j;kþ1

2

;lH
nþ1

2
y

i;j;kþ1
2

� �T

, respectively, it yields
accuracy with s ¼ 0:01.

keEzk2 Order2 keEz k1 Order1 keHy k2 Order2 keHy k1 Order1

5.856E�3 – 9.312E�3 – 4.140E�3 – 6.585E�3 –

1.033E�3 2.50 2.326E�3 2.00 7.310E�4 2.50 1.644E�3 2.00

1.826E�4 2.50 5.813E�4 2.00 1.291E�4 2.50 4.110E�4 2.00

3.223E�5 2.50 1.451E�4 2.00 2.279E�5 2.50 1.026E�4 2.00
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�
2s E	y

iþ1
2;j;k

� 	2

� En
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iþ1
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 !
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� Hn
z

iþ1
2;j;k

� 	2
 !

¼ �H
nþ1

2	
z

iþ1
2;j;k

dxE
nþ1

2	
yi;j;k

;

�
2s E	z

iþ1
2;j;k

� 	2

� En
z

iþ1
2;j;k

� 	2
 !

¼ E
nþ1

2	
z

iþ1
2;j;k

dxH
nþ1

2	
yi;j;k

;

l
2s H	y

iþ1
2
;j;k

� 	2

� Hn
y

iþ1
2
;j;k

� 	2
 !

¼ H
nþ1

2	
y

iþ1
2;j;k

dxE
nþ1

2	
zi;j;k

;

8>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:
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8>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:
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 !
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:

8>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

Summing all terms in the above equations over all spatial indices i, j, k, and adding them together, note that the assumption
and Green formula, the right hand side is offset. All U	-valued including terms on the left side are vanished. The remainder is
just the first energy conservation law (5.24).

To prove the second discrete energy conservation law (5.25), we introduce two notations: unþ1	 is the intermediate value

u	 at the ðnþ 1Þth level, and dtunþ1
2	 ¼ unþ1	�un	

s . Acting the forward temporal difference quotient operator dt on each term of

(4.2)–(4.4), then multiplying the resulting equalities with dtZ
ð1Þnþ1

2	
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2;j;k
; dtZ
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Fig. 1. The profiles of Ez and Hy.
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the proof of the discrete conservation law (5.24), we get the second discrete energy conservation law (5.25). In the argument,
we have employed the commutability between temporal difference quotient operator and spatial ones. The proof is
finished. h
6. Numerical results

This section will provide numerical experiments to test the new derived LOD-MS (4.10)–(4.15). We will show some
numerical results for one-dimensional, two-dimensional and three-dimensional Maxwell’s equations with constant electric
permittivity and magnetic permeability. The main work focuses on the convergence and conservation laws, and stability as
well.

Suppose that uðxi; yj; zk; tnÞ and un
i;j;k are the exact solution of the differential equations and the approximation of the LOD-

MS at node ðxi; yj; zk; tnÞ, respectively. As usual, we consider the numerical error in L1 and L2 norm, respectively, defined by
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6.1. One-dimensional test problem

To check the numerical accuracy of central box scheme (3.20), we first consider a simple example of one-dimensional
transverse magnetic wave
@Ez
@t ¼ 1

�
@Hy

@x ;
@Hy

@t ¼ 1
l
@Ez
@x ;

(
ð6:1Þ
by prescribing initial conditions
Ezðx; 0Þ ¼ sinðxÞ; Hyðx; 0Þ ¼ �
ffiffiffiffi
�
l

r
sinðxÞ;
and perfectly electric conducting boundary conditions. In this case, problem (6.1) has an exact solution
Ezðx; tÞ ¼ sin x�
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
1
l�

s
t

 !
; Hyðx; tÞ ¼ �

ffiffiffiffi
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r
sin x�

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
1
l�

s
t
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: ð6:2Þ
In such a case, both energies I (2.8) and II (2.9) are kept exactly provided that the problem is simulated by the multisymplec-
tic central box scheme (3.20). We choose l ¼ � ¼ 1. In the experiment, the problem is discretized on the spatial–temporal
domain ½0;2p� � ½0;10� with time step size s ¼ 0:01 and with different spatial step lengths. The numerical errors between
0 2 4 6 8 10

x 10−13

t
0 2 4 6 8 10

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4
x 10−13

t

Er
ro

r o
f e

ne
rg

y 
II

Fig. 2. Error of energy I and II.
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exact solution and numerical solution in L1 and L2 norms are enumerated in Table 1. The profiles of the electric component
Ez and magnetic component Hy are shown in Fig. 1. The errors of the conserved quantities (2.8) and (2.9) are pictured in
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Fig. 2. From the table and figures, we know that the central box scheme (3.20) is of second order convergence rate. It con-
serves the energies I and II indeed.

6.2. Two-dimensional problem

In the following experiment, we concert the transverse magnetic (TM) polarization case inside a perfectly electric con-
ducting domain. The model reads
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The spatial domain concerted is a rectangle 0; 2
3

 �
� 0; 1

2

 �
. The preset initial conditions are as follows:
Ezðx; y;0Þ ¼ sinð3pxÞ sinð4pyÞ;
Hxðx; y;0Þ ¼ �0:8 cosð3pxÞ cosð4pyÞ;
Hyðx; y;0Þ ¼ �0:6 sinð3pxÞ sinð4pyÞ:

ð6:4Þ
The parameters are normalized to l ¼ � ¼ 1. For simplicity, we discuss perfectly electric conducting boundary conditions.
We apply LOD-MS (4.18) and (4.19) to solve the problem until t ¼ 10. The spatial–temporal domain is divided by step sizes
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hx ¼ 2
300 ; hy ¼ 1

160 and s ¼ 0:01. The numerical results with 20 contours for all electric and magnetic components are de-
scribed in Fig. 3. The two conserved quantities (2.8) and (2.9) are presented in Fig. 4.

Looking at Figs. 3 and 4, it can be observed that the numerical solutions are consistent to the theoretical results of The-
orems 2 and 3. The contours are evenly distributed in the x–y plane for all components. The two conserved quantities are
preserved actually whose errors are within the roundoff error.

By the way, we had considered to simulate the TE problem (6.3) by the multisymplectic central box scheme (4.17) to
compare its efficiency with that of LOD-MS. However, we failed to code it because it need to solve a large scale of algebraic
system even if the mesh division is very coarse owning to the limitation of our PC.

6.3. Three-dimensional test

To verified the correctness of the LOD-MS for 3-D Maxwell’s equations, we choose the following exactly periodic solution
of Maxwell’s equations (2.1) and (2.2) over the unit cube with l ¼ � ¼ 1:
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ð6:5Þ
From the expression and the cubic spatial domain, we can conclude that Theorem 3 is correct provided that the spatial steps
hx ¼ hy ¼ hz. The expression (6.5) of the solution implies that the waves propagate along the main diagonal of the compu-
tational domain.
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Our numerical schemes (4.10)–(4.15) approximate the exact solution (6.5) over the spatial–temporal domain
½0;1�3 � ½0;2�. For the spatial step size, we use hx ¼ hy ¼ hz ¼ 1

64, and for the temporal step length, we use s ¼ 1
8000. Figs. 5

and 6 show the numerical errors between numerical solution and exact solution in the sense of averaged and maximum
norm, respectively, for all components. And Figs. 7–9 provide the residuals of energy I and II with different temporal step
sizes s ¼ 2

4000 ; s ¼ 2
8000 and 2

16000, respectively. From these figures, we can observed that the numerical solution approximates
the exact solution very well. Both energy I and energy II are exactly preserved within the machine precision. As the temporal
mesh refined, the residuals of energy grow. The reason mostly lies in the refinement of mesh leading to the increment of
computational cost. Thus, the roundoff error is enhanced. Moreover, the residual for the second energy is two orders of mag-
nitude larger than that of the first one, which is caused by the division of s at every time level in the second energy
expression.

7. Conclusions and remarks

We have developed a new type of approach to devise multisymplectic integrators for multi-dimensional HPDEs which
have not discovered in the existing literatures. The technique is successfully applied to 1-D, 2-D and 3-D Maxwell’s
equations. We split the original multisymplectic HPDEs into several LOD HPDEs. The LOD multisymplectic HPDEs are
discretized by a pair of SRK methods which lead to directional multisymplecticity, separately, and one is employed as
the initial values of the next one. The directional multisymplectic conservation laws are all satisfied when they are applied
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to Maxwell’s equations. Moreover, it is paid for the total symplecticity is preserved indeed. By theoretical and numerical
analysis, the LOD-MS maintains the quadratic energy exactly in some cases. However, the convergence rate of the
LOD-MS is generally lower than that of the original methods employed in temporal direction, which is paid for the
superiors.

The boundary conditions we consider in the paper are perfectly electric conductor, namely, homogeneous boundary
conditions. In fact, the LOD-MS method can be generalized to other boundary conditions, such as periodic boundary con-
dition. However, it is difficult using it to discontinuous boundary condition. We will discuss its application to problems
with source term and unbounded domain which will be combined with artificial boundary methods [33]. We will inves-
tigate other kind of multisymplectic integrators to design LOD-MS for multi-dimensional HPDEs, such as Runge–Kutta–
Nyström method, partitioned Runge–Kutta method, etc., and their conservation property. Certainly, it is also very impor-
tant to widen the application to other context, such as, multi-dimensional Schrödinger equation, Klein–Gordon–Schröding-
er equations, etc.
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