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Abstract

A general approach for incorporating embedded boundaries into an electromagnetic finite difference time domain
(FDTD) code is presented. This algorithm is shown to satisfy Gauss’s law and enforces no magnetic monopoles while
maintaining a globally second-order result (first-order at physical boundaries), with no added time-step restriction. The-
oretically predicted superior results are shown with an 11% time-step reduction from the Courant stability limit. This is
achieved through a physics-based flux limiting scheme near physical boundaries. Stability, local truncation error and
energy conservation analysis are also provided.
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1. Introduction

The finite difference time domain (FDTD) technique for solving Maxwell’s equations has been a very pow-
erful tool in the simulation of electromagnetic phenomena since its introduction by Yee [1]. Computational
efficiency, ease of implementation, second-order accuracy (in the absence of physical boundaries) and energy
conservation are among the method’s many positive qualities. Furthermore, this scheme can be extended to
include plasmas with particle-in-cell (PIC) techniques. However, a key weakness of the scheme is the low order
boundary representation of physical geometry which can drop the global accuracy of the method to first-order
for many physical geometries.

There have been many attempts to mitigate the errors caused by stair-cased boundaries in FDTD simula-
tions through both the use of unstructured grids and solving Maxwell’s equations on cut cells embedded in an
otherwise structured grid. While fully unstructured grids are the mainstay in frequency domain codes, they are
making inroads into time domain applications both for finite vols [2], finite element methods [3] and for spec-
tral element codes [4]. These methods offer the flexibility of unstructured gridding, however they are more
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complicated to implement, can suffer from long-time instabilities [S] and the incorporation of particles into
these simulation techniques [6] is an unresolved area of research.

Several modifications to the standard FDTD algorithm have been proposed which maintain the inherit sim-
plicity in the bulk of the domain and require special attention only adjacent to physical boundaries. The first
of these is the scheme of Dey and Mittra [7], where the time-step is reduced and fractional cells of a sufficient
size are handled through the standard algorithm. The work by Yu and Mittra [8] removed the time-step
restriction required by [7], however, as shown in [9], the Yu—Mittra algorithm has a lower level of accuracy
than the Dey—Mittra scheme. Benkler et al. [9] proposed a modified scheme similar to Yu—Mittra which sim-
plified the computation and incorporated a reduced time-step to improve accuracy through improved account-
ing of the magnetic field area. The Benkler scheme shows improved accuracy over the Dey—Mittra and Yu-
Mittra schemes listed above. Contour methods originally proposed by Jurgens et al. [10] modify the standard
FDTD by using the integral forms of Maxwell’s equations near physical boundaries. These methods, like the
Dey—Mittra scheme, require a reduction in time-step to maintain stability.

In addition to the schemes listed above there exist a class of schemes known as area borrowing algorithms
[11]. These algorithms enlarge cell volumes over a threshold by moving volume from a full cell to a partial cell
in order to stabilize small cells. This class of methods trade the numerical complexity of updating partial cells
below the stability limit with the geometric complexity of creating a set of sufficiently large cells around a phys-
ical boundary, which can be intractable in three-dimensions.

This article presents a new procedure for representing conformal boundaries within an FDTD code. This
work is inspired by the research of Berger and Leveque [12] and Colella et al. [13] where the fluxes into a com-
putational cell are redistributed based on geometric considerations. Unlike the schemes listed above, individ-
ual fluxes are limited on a face-by-face basis instead of a cell based flux redistribution.

A Dbrief review of the traditional FDTD method proposed by Yee [1] follows. Section 3 presents a
detailed one-dimensional analysis the stability, accuracy and energy conservation properties of the proposed
method. Section4 extends the one-dimensional algorithm to multiple dimensions. Results showing second-
order accuracy are presented for simple cavity problems and qualitative results are given for more complex
geometries.

2. Standard finite difference time domain

We start with Maxwell’s equations shown in differential form,

%—?:—VXE (1a)
aa—lt):VxH—J (1b)
V-B=0 (Ic)
V-D=p (1d)
B = uH (le)
D=(E (1f)

where E and H are the electric and magnetic fields respectively, D and B are the electric and magnetic flux
densities respectively and g, €, p and J are the material permeability, permittivity, charge and current densities.
The speed of light, ¢ = \/% is defined for convenience. Values written as V are assumed to be vectors of the
form (V,,Vy,V,).

The standard finite difference time domain (FDTD) solves these equations in a leap-frog method on a stag-
gered grid as shown in Fig. 1. This leads to the standard update equation:

B“‘*’% _Bn—% _E n _En +§ n = (2)
zitbitik T Czmithjtbk o Ax U Vitlitik yij+ik Ay xii+Lj+1k xi+ljk
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Fig. 1. Three-dimensional Yee mesh.
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kAL \ ity M g
and similar equations for the remaining two B and E components. These equations are stable if
1
At ——— @)

f 1o 1, 1
c Ax? + Ay? + A2

This formulation has the property of discretely satisfying the divergence constraint. Furthermore, by applying
the Poynting theorem to the discrete equations it can be shown that this algorithm conserves energy in the
discrete sense if one neglects temporal interpolation errors which do not accumulate in time.

The algorithm described above assumes that all cells are the same size and physical geometry is approxi-
mated with a stair-cased representation. The remainder of this paper documents a procedure where physical
geometry can be represented with a piecewise linear boundary while maintaining many of the properties of the
original scheme. Furthermore, the remainder of the document will assume an isotropic grid with normalized
spatial parameters and no source terms as follows:

AX=Ay =Az=h
1

= = C=,/— 5
L=py €=¢ e (5)

3. One-dimensional theory

The one-dimensional discrete form of Yee’s method is shown in (6a) and (6b). Integer cell indices refer to
the edge of grids (location of E) and fractional indices refer to cell centered values (location of B) as shown in
Fig. 2.
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Fig. 2. Representation of grid centering and dimensional parameters. E values live on the cell edges where B values live in the centers of the
cells, both for the full and fractional cells.
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Bl =B~ (EL —E) (6a)
At n+i n+l

S R G (6b)

The well-known stability limit for these update equations is based on the Courant Friedrichs Levy (CFL) con-

dition, y = CTM < 1, assuming a uniform mesh spacing. It turns out one can stably reduce the mesh spacing
adjacent to a perfectly electrically conducting (PEC) boundary to roughly 71% (a = % in Fig. 2, where o is

the fractional cell percentage) without incurring a time-step penalty. Starting with the one-dimensional update
equations for the fractional cell:

B~ 8] - E] (7a)
2At 1 1
N+l _pen 22 Nt phts
B =B - O (B -8 (76)
which can be combined into two equivalent second-order forms:
B — 28" 4B ,  BI_g"
2 2 2 C2 2 2 (83)
AL a(a+1) h?
BT 2BV BT e 2 oES — (1 + 2)E] (8b)
At? a(o+ 1) h?

Following the procedure illustrated in Taflove [14] and using the basis functions B = Bye (“**) and
E = Ege (®%) yields the following stability criteria:

—1<1—i—yzoC (e —1) <1 (9a)

(x+1)

2

1 <14y A+ 1)
Egs. (9a) and (9b) represent an upper bound on the stability limit and help to provide insight into the stability
of the numerics. However, due to the non-constant stencil one must use an eigenvalue analysis to determine
the true stability limit. It can be seen from (9a) and (9b) that the kh = =, or checker-board, mode is the most
critical mode with respect to stability. Restricting the analysis to this mode allows one to perform an eigen-
value analysis with a partial matrix. For the checker-board mode, each full cell has the same magnitude of
B, but an opposite sign. This is equivalent to a Neumann boundary condition for B, and thus making
B; = —B;. Therefore, one only needs to represent the cells directly affected by the cut cell with the remaining
cells being folded into a boundary condition in the matrix. This is expressed in matrix form below:

(0™ — (1 +2)) < 1 (9b)

22 2,2

T aet) O((O(ikl) 0
22 2y | = =0 (10)
o1 o1

0 72 —3y?
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Fig. 3. Cell fraction as a function of CFL condition.

Solving for the eigenvalues and setting the smallest one to the stability limit [14], A, = —4, yields the follow-
ing expression for ¢; (the lowest alpha which can be stably advanced without any modification) as a function
of y.

=8 1292 — 4yt + V2710 — 88 4 3296 — 24y* — 3292 + 32 an
- 20— 8 +8)

Fig. 3 is the minimum cell fraction plotted against y as predicted by (11). In addition to the eigenvalue solu-
tions, the predicted stability curves for (9a) and (9b) are also plotted. Results from an experimental one-dimen-
sional code are also plotted showing excellent agreement to the eigenvalue theory.

Previous cut-cell methods have achieved stability by reducing the time-step. This allows for the represen-
tation of more of the physical geometry, and exchanges computational effort for accuracy, a technique which
offers limited improvement. By lowering the time-step, one not only requires more time steps to be computed,
one also decreases the accuracy of the method due to the increase in dispersion of the method, [14]. In essence,
one trades geometric errors for dispersive errors. The proposed flux limiting scheme improves on existing cut-
cell schemes by achieving the required stability for all cut cells without imposing a reduced time-step and
increasing dispersion error.

To help understand the flux limiting stabilizing algorithm, it is convenient to view the update in a conser-
vative form:

oB

1 V.-F,a=0 12
atvore (12)
where Fjy is the flux of B entering a volume. In the case of one-dimensional Maxwell’s equations, the flux is just

E,. In three-dimensions the flux is

o

0 -E E
Fe=| E, 0 -—E (13)
~E, E, O

To stabilize the scheme listed above across all «’s, one can limit the fluxes entering a fractional cell. It is suf-
ficient to linearly decrease the flux of B into a cut cell from the minimum « where the standard scheme goes
unstable, oy as shown in (14).

F Ey o> oy 14
B Ey% o <=0 (14)
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To show this, one modifies (10) to take into account the effect of the limited flux, Fg.

2% 2)?
- aq(o:+1) o (241) 0
29%u _ 72 (2a+(at- 1)) 2 — Al =0 (15)
o (a+1) o (a+1) 1
0 7? —3y?

Here o is the solution to the eigenvalue stability equation (11). This yields a modified stability diagram as
shown in Fig. 4, where the smallest eigenvalue is plotted against o for various y’s. Since all values of the eigen-
values are in the desired range, [—4,0], the scheme is determined to be stable across all ’s and 7y’s less than
unity.

The prior analysis assumed a semi-infinite domain extending from a cut cell. If this is reduced to the limiting

case, a geometry with only two cut cells, an eigenvalue analysis can be performed. This results in two eigen-
values, 0 and %, where o and agr are the left and right cell fractions, respectively. This problem can be sta-

bilized by limiting the flux of B as follows:

Fs — min (2“;2““ : 1)1«: (16)

This scheme stabilizes one-dimensional FDTD algorithms so that they can handle cut cells. However, this is
only beneficial if it improves the quality of the solution and, ideally, maintains second-order convergence in at
least the L; norm, where the norms are defined as

L, = maX(|Bexact - B|n|)

:\50 (|Bexact — B? |o AX)

" 17
| %X (17)
L, = Z:\SO((Bexact - B?)ZOCiAX).
Z:\‘:XOOQAX

One can compute the theoretical order of convergence using a modified equation analysis. The truncation er-
ror 7 is the difference between an exact solution for B and the discrete update of that exact solution for one
time-step, normalized by the length of the time-step.

Bn+%t(Lh) _ B:Pr%
exact \ 2 1
Bexact A
3
One can calculate the discrete update for B; > as follows:
2
3 1 oAt
B2 _ gz _ g+l 1
% % OC(){ylh ( ! ) ( 9a)

0 —-
. 02 o3 04 05 06
o

07 08 g9 1 1

Fig. 4. Flux limited one-dimensional stability plot showing the smallest eigenvalue for the modified Eq. (15). Eigenvalues between 0 and
—4 are stable.
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2At n+l n+d
n+l _pgn A2 7 3
B =5 °(1+am<% 8") (19)
1 20At? 1 1
Bl =28 —B] T+ (8] -] (19¢)
3 P oo1(1 4+ a)h z
>
ooy = {a roa (19d)
o o< o

Assuming one knows all values for B at times less than n + 3 one can insert (19¢) into (18) to compute the trun-
cation error, 7. Using the exact solution:

B(x,t) = e cos(kx) (20)
yields

1wAt 2_’_eﬂwAt CZ 20At? (COS( k2t 1)
0s

2
oo1(14+a)h "7)
= 21
T Al (21)

Substituting in sines and cosines for the complex exponentials yields

wht 2 i [ cos(5th)
asin’ (o) - o (mo)
T= At .

Assuming that you are adequately resolved, therefore kh < 1 and wAt < 1 one can expand the sine and cosine
functions yielding

(oAt + ¢ e (D (ky?) + O, AF)
T= " At (23)

Noting that ¢ = ¢ and simplifying results in

T:—wmo—ﬂﬁiﬁ)+mwAﬂ (24)
40((1’1

The standard argument [15] is that if one maintains first-order accuracy on a domain one-dimension lower
than the problem domain (assuming that the lower order domain is not along a characteristic path), the global
solution will be first-order accurate in the L, norm, second in the L; norm and somewhere in the middle for
the L, norm. For cell fractions between zero and unity, 0 < o < 1, the method converges at a rate of O(At),
thus satisfying the criteria above for a global second-order solution. It is important to note, that for « — 1 the
first-order term drops out and with y — 1 the method becomes exact.

The L, norm of the truncation error was verified for the one-dimensional problem of length | with the ini-
tial condition of B(x,0) = cos (2n f) The results were plotted for several values of o and refinement and are
shown in Fig. 5. These results show that the truncation error follows the first-order line very closely and thus
satisfies the criteria for second-order convergence.

A comparison of the one-dimensional cut cell algorithm with a standard stair-stepped boundary method for
a Gaussian pulse over a simulation time of % and a full range of cell fractions with a y =0.9999 and a
oy = 0.707 reveals that the cut cell algorithm is superior for all o’s as shown in Fig. 6.

A refinement study was performed for the one-dimensional test code, in which the physical problem size
was held fixed while more cells were added to the problem domain, thus reducing the effect of the stair-cased
boundary. Fig. 7 shows that the cut-cell solution closely follows the second-order reference line, whereas the
stair-cased solution varies widely depending on how the problem edge is aligned with the stair-cased edge, but
is approximately first-order. The L., norm shows better than expected convergence, this is due to the combined
effect of both increasing the resolution and increasing « as one refines the problem, thus reducing the effect of
flux limiting in the cut cell.



3148 M.T. Bettencourt ! Journal of Computational Physics 227 (2008) 3141-3158

Local Truncation Error
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Fig. 5. L. truncation error for a one-dimensional cosine wave along a line after one time-step with a y of 0.9999.
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Fig. 6. L, error for a one-dimensional Gaussian pulse along a line after five oscillation periods as
standard Yee and cut cells. CFL = 0.9999, oy = 0.707, number of cells = 64.
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The Poynting theorem (25) states the principle of conservation of energy (W ) for an electromagnetic field in
the absence of currents.

ow oD 0B
=V S+E Z+H =0 (25)

S=ExH

One advantage of the original Yee scheme is that it conserves energy; while the modified scheme possesses a
lower error, it no longer conserves energy. The discrete forms of the time derivatives are inserted into (25) and
the equation is integrated across the two cells adjacent to the wall yielding

W _ 2= dup (B, -8y (26)
ot %ol 2 2

It is important to note in (26) that if limiting is turned off (o) = o) that this reverts to energy being conserved.

Furthermore, while this scheme is not strictly energy conserving, any wave coming into a fractional cell will be

reflected with the same sign of B, but an opposite sign on E, and therefore, the time averaged energy loss/gain

is zero due to cancellation. This is shown in two-dimensions in the next section.

4. Multi-dimensional analysis and results

One-dimensional analysis showed the proposed scheme for approximating cut cells in FDTD codes was sta-
ble and converged globally second-order while not requiring any time-step restrictions. In this section, the
scheme and analysis will be extended to two-dimensions.

4.1. Two-dimensional analysis

The analysis in this section mirrors that of the previous section and the notation follows that outlined in
Fig. 8. Here, oy, a, are the length fraction for the x and y edges. A;j is the area of the cell spanning from
(Xi,¥j) = (Xiz1,Yj41) which is not covered in PEC.

The update equations in the fractional cell are as follows:

3 1 hAt
B L = Bl o (E — %) (27a)

L T T Aij Xi+4+1 yit+Lj+3

B|i+1/2,j+3/2

EXip1/2j41
Ll

Bisaijt1/2
EYitd jr1/2

Fig. 8. Representation of grid centering and dimensional parameters for a cut two-dimensional grid.
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2ahAt ntl el

n+1 _en 2 X 3
Erirginn = Exingin +© (Aij+Aiji) (B”%Zvj*% B Bi+%-l+%) (270)

2a,hAt 1 i

n+1 __En 2 Yy n+ n+
Ey;i+1,j+2 Ey il —C (A + A1) (Bi+%2,j+% - Bi+%2,j+%) (27¢)

Substituting (27b) and (27c¢) into (27a) results in a second-order update equation for B:

2 2
g a0t 4 4o At ( ntd ondd ) ) 4oy At ( ntd ontd )
Biin ~ 2B T B; hiny = © ay (Aij + Aijir) Birding ™ Bindiy) TE ax(Aij + Aisrj) Brin ~ Pding

(28)

From (28), one sees that the stability of the update depends on the neighboring areas. Furthermore, the smal-
ler the area, the more strict the stability criteria, i.e., the cell with smallest area has the most strict stability
criteria when compared to a neighboring cell. In Fig. 8 cell D would have a stricter stability criteria than either
cell A or E. If, for the time being, we neglect regions where the surface normal changes sign in the direction of
differencing (the X direction in Fig. 8 for cells G and H), we can assume that the neighboring area is at least
axh? for the upper cell and ocyh2 for the cell to the right of the cell of interest. Using the standard definition for

the CFL condition in two-dimensions, y = %, yields the following update equation:

n+3 ) 4? n+} n+4 4 n+} n+}
Bifi ~ 2Byt B.+2H, T +2) (wag - Bi+%,j+%) Tt 2) (Bi+%.,j+% - Bi+%,j+%) (29)
If in (29) we consider the average value of o, o,,1; = %, one of which is zero for a triangle, we find
2 2
n+3 n+l Y n+i n+i Y n+} n+
Bt = 2+ Bl = ¥ 5 1) (Bt~ Bin) + 5 (Bt ~ B (30)

The two components making up the right hand side of (30) are identical to the right hand side of (8a) with half
the magnitude. Therefore, the right hand side of (30) represents two matrices which can be stabilized as in the
previous section to have eigenvalues ranging from [—2,0]. Intuitively one would assume the eigenvalues of the
sum of these two matrices would have eigenvalues less than, or equal to, the sum of the eigenvalues of each of
the matrices (a range of [—4,0]). This hypothesis was tested discretely for all valid values of 0 < (o, oy, 7) < 1
with 0.0025 increments. It was shown the range of eigenvalues of the sum of the matrices was indeed less than
or equal to the sum of the eigenvalues of the individual matrices. Therefore, one only has to apply the one-
dimensional limiters as defined in the previous section to both components of the B update Eq. (27a), and
the result is stable.

This analysis holds for triangle cells. In trapezoidal cells, limiting only needs to occur in the direction N j;
in Fig. 8 for cell F. If the cell is further enlarged to only cut off one corner of the uncut cell (Fig. 8 cells A and
E), no limiting is required.

Special attention is required for the case when the normals of adjacent cells point toward each other in a
single dimension (Fig. 8 cells G and H). This case resembles the one-dimensional problem with only two cells,
both of which are cut. Applying the limiter (16) at half the magnitude in the direction where the normal
reverses stabilizes this special case. This allows for the handling of long, thin cavities. The results of such a
test are shown in Fig. 18c in the next section.

Most of the results of the one-dimensional analysis in the previous section still hold true for the two-dimen-
sional case. There is no requirement to reduce the time-step below the CFL limit. The multi-dimensional local
truncation error can be computed using the modified equation as was performed in the previous section. This
is obtained by substituting the update equation (28) into (18) with the following exact solution for parallel flat
plates:

B(x,t) = & " cos(k () (31)

where K| is the wave number parallel to the boundary and k, is the wave number perpendicular to the bound-
ary, 1 and { are the corresponding coordinates parallel and perpendicular to the boundary. This solution rep-
resents a standing wave normal to the boundary and a traveling wave along the boundary. When the
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exact solution is substituted into the discrete update equation one ends up with a local truncation error as
follows:

T= O(l)k” + O(At) (32)

showing that there is an error that is order unity for waves moving along the boundary, but order At perpen-
dicular to the boundary. The effects of this will be discussed in more detail in the results section.

As mentioned in the previous section, energy is not strictly conserved. Colella et al. [13] suggest redistrib-
uting the non-conserved quantity, energy, to neighboring cells using a volume based weighting. The problem
with this approach is that it destroys the divergence free nature of the update, which is maintained by the new
scheme. This can be overcome by adding the energy back as a divergence free function, perhaps based on a
local projection satisfying the correct boundary conditions and then scaled to replenish (deplete) the lost
(gained) energy. In the tests conducted to date, this has not been an issue due to the cancellation effect on
incoming and outgoing waves. If this issue becomes problematic, such a solution technique can be employed.

It is important to note that (27b) and (27c) use a non-traditional calculation of the curl operator. Tradition-
ally, the curl is calculated from the loop integral over the control area Q as follows:

/VXB.dQ:fB-dr (33)
Q 0Q

Numerically, if one was calculating the discrete curl of B in the x direction one would use the following in
three-dimensions:

B kAZ =By 1Ay — B 1kAZ+ By 1Ay

. zi+hj+1 zi+j—
(VxB- nx)i%’j’k = =2 A 2 (34)
Xii+1 K
However, if one assumes that A,;,,;, = AyAz this reduces to the finite-difference form for the curl operator:
Brivtirik = Bziyj ik Byirljket = Byiptjny
Ay B Az (33)
On the border of cut cells, we can approximate the Ay as follows:
Ai+1" + A 1.
~ TJJFTI( 1+5.) f‘k
AyH»%,j,k ~ 2AX (36)

i+5jk

This representation of the curl operator, used in (27b) and (27c), reduces to the traditional scheme for uncut
cells and represents a difference in B at points within the cells and is required to ensure stability of the scheme
outlined in this document. If one assumes a constant B within cells adjacent to cut surfaces one can arbitrarily
pick points within the cells to be used in differencing for the E update and still obtain locally first-order accu-
racy. Therefore, one can maintain a difference normal to the E edge by adjusting the points accordingly. Fig. 9
shows a stencil near the cut cells, the circles represent the typical differencing points where the diamond points
represent the difference points adjacent to a cut cell with the dashed line representing the length used in the
difference equation. The choice of location for the points used for differencing is not ideal and actual location
of the difference points is not specified. The results presented in the following section validate the accuracy and
the stability of the method.

As stated previously, this method satisfies V - D = 0. Matching the operator used for the cut-cell E update,
the divergence is calculated

vV-D= 2o h U AT h

4e Ai+%,j+% + Ai+§4j+% Ai+%,j+% + Ai+%,j+§
R R S —
i+3j+1 i+1j+1

Aiivy T A Ay H AL

Y E Ai+§,j+% + Ai+%,j+% B Ai+%,j+% + Ai+§4j+% (37)
BT 9, h LHT 5, h
i1+ i+1j+
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Fig. 9. Illustration of points used in differencing for the magnetic fields. Points represented with circles are for the bulk of the domain,
points represented with diamonds are for differences near cut cells, dashed lines represent the lengths used in the differencing.

In regions of uncut cells this reduces to the standard four-point stencil. In regions adjacent to cut cells, (37)
represents the finite volume approximation of the divergence with the ratio of area to length representing an
approximation of the cross-sectional area.

4.2. Multi-dimensional results

The algorithm was developed and tested for a series of problems, these problems were seeded with an initial
B, and allowed to oscillate. In cases with exact solutions, the solutions were compared to the exact solution
using the multi-dimensional extension of the norms defined in (17).

The first set of tests mimicked what was done in one-dimension. In this example, a square box of length |
was rotated I radians and seeded with two Gaussian pulses with an initial form of

B(X,y,t =0) = elOO(x/I—O.S)Z + elOO(y/I—O.S)Z (38)

which was simulated for one oscillation period. The evolving magnetic field should return to the initial con-
dition. Error can be computed by differencing the solution after one oscillation period to the initial solution,
thus making Beyaet = Binitia- This test was conducted for three different cases: conformal, non-conformal first-
order, and non-conformal modified approach. The results, shown in Fig. 10, show the modified approach

FaT”

Error

-6 N |

0 ‘ e
10° 10°

Number Of Mesh Points In Each Direction
Fig. 10. Error for three configurations of a Gaussian pulse in a square box. Lines with circle symbols represent a fully conformal box, lines

with square symbols represent the unmodified Yee’s method for a box which has been rotated % radians. The lines with circle symbols
represent the modified algorithm for the same rotation. The errors are displayed for the L., L, and L, norms with y = 0.89.
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closely following the conformal test for the L; and L, norms whereas the unmodified Yee’s algorithm results in
a error which is nearly two orders of magnitude higher.

The modified algorithm was tested with a variety of different CFL conditions ranging from
0.05 < y < 0.9999 for the same rotated box problem. The resulting error is plotted in Fig. 11. As can be seen,
the minimum error for the L; and L, norms occurs at roughly y = 0.89. This is because at that particular point,
the flux limiter represents a physical process, not just a numerical convenience. More specifically, at y = 0.89 the
limiter, oy, is one half of y, and therefore, the limiting process exactly represents the reflection of the incoming
wave off the conducting surface and back out the incoming face. Thus, the net flux of B into a cell is consistent
with physics.

The algorithm was also tested on a cylindrical cavity for a TEg; mode. The mode was initialized with the
analytic B field and allowed to oscillate for 10 periods (roughly three transit times for the cavity). The final
result was differenced with the initial condition and, as shown in Fig. 12, the convergence follows the sec-
ond-order convergence curve across six doublings in resolution. The convergence for frequency was computed
as well and the results of that are shown in Fig. 13.

In Section 4.1 the local truncation error was estimated to be of order unity for waves traveling parallel to a
cut surface, and order At for waves perpendicular, and this analysis is borne out by tests of the implementa-
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Fig. 11. Error in the L, L; and L, norms for the modified algorithm on rotated box problem for a 128 x 128 grid as a function of y
showing an optimal Courant condition of y = 0.89.
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Fig. 12. Convergence for the TEg, cavity in the L., L; and L, norms. Lines without symbols represent the modified algorithm, lines with
square symbols represent the unmodified Yee’s algorithm.
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Fig. 13. Convergence for frequency of a TEg, in a circular cavity.
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Fig. 14. Local truncation error for two modes (TE(, and TEg,), for a cylindrical cavity.

tion. The local truncation error was plotted for two different modes in a cylindrical cavity, a TE, and a TEg,
and is shown in Fig. 14. The axial symmetric TEj, mode showed a first-order local truncation error while the
TEg, mode with a high axial perturbation has a near constant initial error growth.

The constant level of initial local truncation error independent of resolution seems to contradict the results
shown previously in Figs. 10 and 12, which show first-order L., convergence. The error tends to grow at a
resolution independent rate, and then oscillate with a peak amplitude dependent on the grid resolution and
at a frequency much higher then the natural mode of the cavity. This behavior has been seen in several prob-
lems and is shown in Fig. 15 for the TE¢, problem. Furthermore, if one allows the cavity to oscillate long
enough it can be seen (Fig. 16) that the order At error term dominates causing a linear growth with time in
the maximum error in the simulation. These effects yield a long time (greater than a few periods) first-order
convergence in the L., norm, and a globally second-order convergence in L;.

As mentioned earlier, energy is not strictly conserved in the modified algorithm. Discrete energy is com-
puted as follows:

NX

1 € 2 € 2
W= g (Bl B) (Asis  Augset) + 16 (Bl Blarg) (Aess +Aussy)
i.j=0

1 2
+ - (Bn+2 ) Ai+%,j+% (39)
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Fig. 15. L, error of a TE¢ mode in a cylinder over a single period.
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Fig. 16. L, error of a TE¢, mode in a cylinder over 20 periods. The data has been averages over 100 samples to reduce noise.
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Fig. 17. Standard deviation of energy for the TEs, mode problem with a nominal energy of 0.015 J as a function of grid resolution for
both Yee’s method and the modified scheme.

Neither the standard Yee’s method nor the modified scheme is discretely energy conserving due to the tempo-
ral averaging in the energy calculation; however, this should converge second-order with grid spacing. Fig. 17
shows the standard deviation of the energy as a function of grid resolution. As can be seen, the modified
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i the (a) TEg2 mode in circular cavity after 15 oscillations. Grid resolution of 85 cells across
diameter.

ion of 79 cells across (b) MIT A6 cavity after approximately one transit time. Grid resolut:
the diameter.
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Fig. 18. Qualitative results for both the standard FDTD algorithm (left) and the modified scheme (right) for several different shapes. The
geometry shown in each figure is the computational geometry used for both algorithms with either stair-cased or piece-wise linear
boundaries.
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scheme has a higher variance in energy, but both curves are converging at equal rates. Simulations were al-
lowed to oscillate for 4000 periods and any growth in average energy was undetectable (not shown).

The scheme was tested on more complicated examples as shown in Fig. 18. These examples are designed to
qualitatively test the code for a range of different geometries, all with a degree of radial symmetry. As can be
seen in the three examples, there is a much higher degree of symmetry from vane to vane or peak to peak in the
modified scheme than with the traditional method. Furthermore, especially for the TEg, mode, squaring off
and grid alignment of the features is quite prevalent in the traditional FDTD method and is not present in
the modified scheme.

Long-time stability is a critical feature for most EM simulations. The three cases shown in Fig. 18 were run
for 4000 oscillation periods and their energy averaged over several periods. There is no observed growth in the
average energy over hundreds of thousands of time steps.

5. Conclusions and future directions

A uniformly stable algorithm is proposed to handle small geometry in two-dimensions based on a flux lim-
iting scheme. The scheme is shown to require no time-step penalty (however, higher accuracy was shown if the
time-step is reduced by roughly 11%), have second-order convergence and to require only a one-dimensional
geometric analysis. The scheme is tested for several different physical geometries and shown to produce supe-
rior results in all cases. The beauty of the algorithm is in its simplicity. Limiters are based on a mean distance
from an edge to a wall, computed as part of a preprocessing step and require no additional work in the update
cycle.

The scheme has two areas which cause concern, the first being the initial high truncation error for the
scheme. The second is the energy conserving properties of the method. These two areas have not been shown
to effect overall accuracy or convergence of the method, however, they should be addressed in the future.

There are two major areas where work is currently underway, or planned to begin shortly. Currently we are
attempting to extend this to three-dimensions in a production based code. The algorithm is based on decom-
posing the multi-dimensional update into a series of one-dimensional updates, each with its own limiter based
on a cell averaged one-dimensional geometry. This paradigm can be extended into three-dimensions with one
caveat, the flux limiting must be consistent for an edge. For example E, affects both B, and B,, and to maintain
the divergence free properties of B, the fluxes must be identical for both B, and B,. Therefore, the limiter has to
be applied consistently to both updates based on the smallest geometric length. In this way one can maintain
divergence free solutions.

In conjunction with the extension to three-dimensions, incorporation of particles is a critical effort to be
undertaken. The addition of currents to this scheme follows a procedure similar to other FDTD codes.
The most important factor is to maintain consistency between the current weighting and the E update to
insure the divergence condition is met. This requires one to scale the current by the local cross-sectional area
prior to updating the electric field.

This scheme holds much promise due to the simplicity of the method, the global stability across all CFL
values without the requirement of an implicit solve and the superior convergence properties.
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