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Abstract The transport of charged particles, which can be described by the Maxwell-Ampère Nernst-
Planck (MANP) framework, is essential in various applications including ion channels and semiconduc-
tors. We propose a decoupled structure-preserving numerical scheme for the MANP model in this work.
The Nernst-Planck equations are treated by the implicit exponential time differencing method associated
with the Slotboom transform to preserve the positivity of the concentrations. In order to be effective with
the Fast Fourier Transform, additional diffusive terms are introduced into Nernst-Planck equations. Mean-
while, the correction is introduced in the Maxwell-Ampère equation to fulfill Gauss’s law. The curl-free
condition for electric displacement is realized by a local curl-free relaxation algorithm whose complex-
ity is O(N). We present sufficient restrictions on the time and spatial steps to satisfy the positivity and
energy dissipation law at a discrete level. Numerical experiments are conducted to validate the expected
numerical accuracy and demonstrate the structure-preserving properties of the proposed method.

Keywords Maxwell-Ampère Nernst-Planck model · Local curl-free algorithm · Positivity-preservation ·
Energy dissipation · Picard iteration
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1 Introduction

The classical Poisson-Nernst-Planck (PNP) equations have many crucial applications in areas of semicon-
ductors [36], electrochemical systems [1], ion channels [16] and so on because of its success in describing
charge transport. Based on the mean-field approximation, the PNP equations consist of Nernst-Planck
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equations for the diffusion and convection of the ionic concentrations and Poisson’s equation for the
electric potential. In this work, we consider a variant of the original PNP equations, named the Maxwell-
Ampère Nernst-Planck (MANP) model [41], which can be equivalently derived from the PNP equations
by replacing the potential with electric displacement. The new model is governed by the following equa-
tions [41]:

∂cℓ

∂t
= ∇ · κ

(
∇cℓ − qℓcℓD

ε
+ cℓ∇µℓ,cr

)
, ℓ = 1, · · · ,M, (1.1)

∂D

∂t
=

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ

2κ

(
∇cℓ − qℓcℓD

ε
+ cℓ∇µℓ,cr

)
+Θ, (1.2)

∇ ·Θ = 0, (1.3)

∇× D

ε
= 0, (1.4)

where cℓ denotes the concentration of charged particles of the ℓ-th species, qℓ is the associated ionic
valence, D is the electric displacement, ε is the relative dielectric coefficient and κ is a dimensionless
parameter describing the Debye length. The free energy is given by

F
[
c1, . . . , cM

]
=

∫
Ω

(
κ2
|D|2

ε
+

M∑
ℓ=1

cℓ log cℓ

)
dx+ F cr , with∇ · 2κ2D = ρ, (1.5)

where ρ :=
∑M

ℓ=1 q
ℓcℓ + ρf is the total charge density containing the space-dependent fixed charge

ρf . F cr is the excess energy beyond the mean-field approximation. The excess chemical potential can
be computed by the variation µℓ,cr = δF cr/δcℓ and here we only consider the steric effects and Born
solvation interaction [48,32,24,41]:

µℓ,cr = − v
ℓ

v0
log
(
v0c0

)
+
χ
(
qℓ
)2

aℓ

(
1

ε
− 1

)
. (1.6)

In (1.6), c0 can be regarded as the concentration of solvent molecule, which is defined as

c0 :=

(
1−

M∑
ℓ=1

vℓcℓ

)
/v0, (1.7)

with vℓ and v0 being the volumes of ℓ-th ion and solvent molecule, respectively and aℓ being the Born
radius for ions of the ℓ-th species.

The MANP model originated from the observation that the electric potential in the Nernst-Planck
equations solely appears as its gradient, driving the convection of ionic concentrations. By substituting
potential with the electric field E = −∇ϕ or displacement D = εE, the Maxwell-Ampère equation
can be derived. Compared to the global potential, the electric displacement used in the new equation is
local and retarded diffusely [35,34]. It can be computed locally by the Maxwell-Ampère equation with
the curl-free relaxation. Moreover, the MANP equations also maintain corresponding physical structures,
such as positivity, mass conservation and energy dissipation law.

There are many studies on developing structure-preserving numerical methods for the PNP and PNP-
type equations [30,31,47,33,29,6,50,11,12,7]. On the one hand, the linear scheme generally has high
efficiency but requires additional conditions or modifications to maintain specific physical properties.
For example, He et al. [18] raised a multi-step first-order linear scheme that unconditionally satisfies
positivity-preservation. The longer stencil in time is necessary for the energy dissipation in the sense
of a modified energy functional. The Slotboom transform is also a widely used method for designing
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linear numerical schemes [8,9,28]. The positivity is preserved based on the properties of an M-matrix.
Meanwhile, a condition for the time step is generally needed for energy stability. On the other hand,
the nonlinear scheme maintains the physical structure unconditionally at a very high cost of calculating
complexity. Ding et al. [10] implicitly treated the potential in the Slotboom transform and obtained the
unconditional energy dissipation. Since the energy functional is convex, the fully implicit scheme based
on discretization of gradient flow formulation is unconditionally energy stable [26,39,40]. An iteration
solver for a nonlinear scheme of the classic PNP equations is proposed in [27] and the convergence was
also proved. Besides, for the new MANP model, Qiao et al. [42] designed a positivity-preserving scheme
using a similar idea to the Slotboom transform. Chang et al. [3] proposed a hybrid method combining the
tools of deep learning and traditional approach. The positivity of concentration is also proved.

Recently, the exponential time differencing (ETD) method has been widely used to construct nu-
merically stable schemes with physical structures. Due to the accurate integration of linear terms rather
than numerical approximation, the ETD method has excellent accuracy and stability. Many studies have
systematically developed the ETD methods [2,5,20,21], including several nice reviews of high-order
methods based on multi-step approach and Runge-Kutta framework, as well as convergence analysis.
In practical applications, the dense stiffness matrix generated by the exponential function can be effi-
ciently calculated using the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT). As a result, the ETD method has attracted
significant attention in the field of gradient flow problems [14,15,46,23,25,17], especially designing
structure-preserving schemes. Zhu et al. introduced a high-order ETD method for a class of parabolic
equations [51]. In their work, a two-step compact difference method was used to achieve fourth-order ac-
curacy in space and the Runge-Kutta discretization was used to obtain high-order accuracy in time. Du et
al. [13] gave the proof of the maximum bound principle of the ETD method for the non-local Allen-Cahn
equation.

In this work, the ETD framework is established for the Nernst-Planck equations, associated with the
local curl-free relaxation algorithm for the Maxwell-Ampère equations. There are two issues. The first one
is that the classic ETD framework is basically explicit. As for MANP equations, physical properties can-
not be theoretically proved in explicit scheme although numerical calculation shows agreement. Another
issue is the mobility. PNP and PNP-type equations belong to the class of gradient flow problems with
variable mobility while the ETD only has advantages when dealing with problems with constant ones.
This is because the variable mobility can be reflected in the matrix exponential function, making the FFT
inapplicable. To overcome these issues, we incorporate additional diffusive terms to implement the ETD
framework. By combining the implicit treatment of certain linear terms, we can theoretically demonstrate
that the numerical method preserves positivity and energy stability under acceptable conditions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define the centered finite difference
spatial discretization and corresponding inner products and norms for mesh functions. The detailed im-
plicit ETD method and local curl-free relaxation are developed in Section 3. Corresponding numerical
analysis on structure-preserving properties is given in Section 4. Simulations are carried out in Section 5
to demonstrate the reliability of the proposed algorithm. Conclusions are made in Section 6.

2 Spatial Discretization

The standard centered finite difference spatial discretization is applied to (1.1)-(1.2). We adopt the no-
tations and results for discrete functions and operators used in [4,49,44,22]. With the computational
domain Ω = (0, Lx)× (0, Ly) , we present the following definitions and properties.
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2.1 Basic definitions

Consider that the domain Ω is covered by a uniform grid with size h = Lx/Nx = Ly/Ny , where the
integers Nx and Ny are grid numbers along each dimension. We introduce the following representations
for discrete mesh and function spaces.

Definition 1 (1) For any positive integer N , we denote:

EN := {i · h|i = 0, . . . , N}, CN := {(i− 1/2) · h|i = 1, . . . , N},

CN̄ := {(i− 1/2) · h|i = 0, . . . , N + 1}.
The points belong to CN̄ \ CN are the so-called ghost points.

(2) Define the following function spaces.
– Scalar cell-centered function:

CΩ := {ϕ : CN̄x
× CN̄y

→ R},

where ϕi,j := ϕ(ξi, ξj), ξi := (i− 1/2)h and ξj := (j − 1/2)h.
– Scalar vertex-centered function:

FΩ := {ϕ : EN̄x
× EN̄y

→ R}.

– Scalar face-centered function:

ExΩ := {f : ENx
× CNy

→ R}, EyΩ := {f : CNx
× ENy

→ R},

where fi+ 1
2 ,j

:= f(ξi+ 1
2
, ξj) ∈ ExΩ and fi,j+ 1

2
:= f(ξi, ξj+ 1

2
) ∈ EyΩ .

– Vector function:

EΩ := ExΩ × E
y
Ω =

{
f = [fx, fy]T : fx ∈ ExΩ and fy ∈ EyΩ

}
.

For convenience, we omit the upper index in the function f = [fx, fy]T ∈ EΩ and denote

fi+ 1
2 ,j

= fxi+ 1
2 ,j
, fi,j+ 1

2
= fy

i,j+ 1
2

.

The discrete boundary condition, associated with cell-centered function, is proposed in Definition 2.

Definition 2 A discrete function ϕ ∈ CΩ satisfies periodic boundary condition if

ϕ0,j = ϕNx,j , ϕNx+1,j = ϕ1,j ,
ϕi,0 = ϕi,Ny , ϕi,Ny+1 = ϕi,1.

2.2 Discrete operators, inner products, and norms

Based on central difference, the discrete differential operators are defined as follow.

Definition 3 (1) dx : ExΩ → CΩ is defined component-wisely by

dxfi,j :=
1

h

(
fi+ 1

2 ,j
− fi− 1

2 ,j

)
,

and dy : EyΩ → CΩ is formulated analogously. Then we have discrete divergence

∇h· : EΩ → CΩ , ∇h · f := dxf
x + dyf

y,

and discrete curl in 2-D

∇h× : EΩ → FΩ , ∇h × f i+ 1
2 ,j+

1
2
:=

1

h
(fi+1,j+ 1

2
− fi,j+ 1

2
)− 1

h
(fi+ 1

2 ,j+1 − fi+ 1
2 ,j

),

where f = (fx, fy)T ∈ EΩ .



A structure-preserving implicit exponential time differencing scheme for Maxwell-Ampère Nernst-Planck model 5

(2) Dx : CΩ → ExΩ is defined component-wisely by

Dxϕi+ 1
2 ,j

:=
1

h
(ϕi+1,j − ϕi,j) ,

and Dy : CΩ → EyΩ is formulated analogously. Then we have discrete gradient defined by

∇h : CΩ → EΩ , ∇hϕ := (Dxϕ,Dyϕ)
T
.

(3) The standard discrete Laplace operator is defined by

∆h : CΩ → CΩ , ∆hϕ := ∇h · ∇hϕ.

In this paper, we regard the cell-centered function as a flattened column vector belongs toR(Nx+2)×(Ny+2)

or RNx×Ny if the function satisfies the periodic boundary condition. The discrete linear operators, like
Laplacian, are naturally considered as a matrix belongs to R[(Nx+2)×(Ny+2)]2 or R(Nx×Ny)

2

. Now we
define the discrete inner products and norms.

Definition 4 The inner products for cell-centered function space CΩ and face-centered function space
ExΩ , EyΩ are respectively defined by

(ϕ, ψ) := h2
Nx∑
i=1

Ny∑
j=1

ϕi,jψi,j , ∀ϕ, ψ ∈ CΩ ,

[f, g]x :=
1

2
h2

Nx∑
i=1

Ny∑
j=1

(fi+ 1
2 ,j
gi+ 1

2 ,j
+ fi− 1

2 ,j
gi− 1

2 ,j
), ∀f, g ∈ ExΩ ,

and

[f, g]y :=
1

2
h2

Nx∑
i=1

Ny∑
j=1

(fi,j+ 1
2
gi,j+ 1

2
+ fi,j− 1

2
gi,j− 1

2
), ∀f, g ∈ EyΩ .

The inner product for discrete vector function is defined by

(f , g) := [fx, gx]x + [fy, gy]y, ∀f = (fx, fy)T ∈ EΩ , g = (gx, gy)T ∈ EΩ . (2.1)

For the cell-centered function, if ϕ and ψ satisfy the periodic boundary condition, then the summation by
parts formula holds

(ϕ,∆hψ) = −(∇hϕ,∇hψ).

This formula will be utilized in following analysis.

Definition 5 For scalar cell-centered function ϕ ∈ CΩ , the p-norms are defined by

∥ϕ∥p :=

(|ϕ|p, 1)
1
p , 1 ≤ p <∞,

max
i,j
|ϕi,j |, p =∞.

For vector function f = (fx, fy)T ∈ EΩ , the p-norm are defined by

∥f∥p :=


(
[|fx|p , 1]x + [|fy|p , 1]y

) 1
p

, 1 ≤ p <∞,

max
i,j

{
|fxi+ 1

2 ,j
|, |fy

i,j+ 1
2

|
}
, p =∞.

(2.2)

Note that the 2-norm for discrete vector function can also be defined by the above inner product (2.1)
in the form of

∥f∥2 =
√
(f ,f), ∀f ∈ EΩ ,

which is consistent with the definition (2.2) when p = 2. For simplicity of presentation, we denote
∥ · ∥ = ∥ · ∥2 in the rest of the paper.
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3 Numerical method

3.1 The implicit ETD method for Nernst-Planck equations

By the Helmholtz decomposition theorem [38,37], there exists a scalar function ϕ such that D/ε = −∇ϕ
with curl-free condition in (1.4). Using ϕ and the Slotboom transformation [30,9], the Nernst-Planck
equations (1.1) can be rewritten as

∂cℓ

∂t
= ∇ · κ

[
e−gℓ

∇(eg
ℓ

cℓ)
]
, (3.1)

where gℓ = qℓϕ + µℓ,cr. The scalar function ϕ is only mentioned in the derivation and does not need to
be calculated.

Denote by cℓh(t) ∈ CΩ , ℓ = 0, 1, · · · ,M, with cℓh = (cℓi,j) the spatial discretization of concen-
trations cℓ(x, t) with given t. Denote by Dh(t) = (Dx

h, D
y
h)

T ∈ EΩ with Dx
h = (Di+1/2,j) and

Dy
h = (Di,j+1/2) the spatial discretizations of electric displacements D(x, t) with given t. Central spatial

difference for (3.1) leads to
∂cℓh(t)

∂t
= −∇h · J ℓ(gℓ(t), cℓh(t)) (3.2)

where the numerical flux is given by

Jℓ
i+ 1

2 ,j
(gℓ(t), cℓh(t)) = −κe

−gℓ

i+1
2
,j
(t)
Dx

(
e−gℓ

h(t)cℓh(t)
)
i+ 1

2 ,j
,

Jℓ
i,j+ 1

2
(gℓ(t), cℓh(t)) = −κe

−gℓ

i,j+1
2
(t)
Dy

(
e−gℓ

h(t)cℓh(t)
)
i,j+ 1

2

.

At the half-grid points, we utilize entropic mean for interpolation

e
−gℓ

i+1
2
,j
(t)

=
gℓi+1,j(t)− gℓi,j(t)
eg

ℓ
i+1,j(t) − egℓ

i,j(t)
and e

−gℓ

i,j+1
2
(t)

=
gℓi,j+1(t)− gℓi,j(t)
eg

ℓ
i,j+1(t) − egℓ

i,j(t)
. (3.3)

Calculation shows that the flux can be determined by

Jℓ
i+ 1

2 ,j
(gℓ(t), cℓ(t)) = −κ

h

[
B
(
−dgℓi+ 1

2 ,j
(t)
)
cℓi+1,j(t)−B

(
dgℓi+ 1

2 ,j
(t)
)
cℓi,j(t)

]
, (3.4)

where B(·) is the Bernoulli function defined by

B(z) =

{
z

ez−1 for z ̸= 0,

1, for z = 0,
(3.5)

and

dgℓi+ 1
2 ,j

(t) = gℓi+1,j(t)− gℓi,j(t) = qℓ(ϕi+1,j(t)− ϕi,j(t)) + µℓ,cr
i+1,j(t)− µ

ℓ,cr
i,j (t)

= −hqℓ
Di+1/2,j(t)

εi+1/2,j
+ µℓ,cr

i+1,j(t)− µ
ℓ,cr
i,j (t). (3.6)

The last equality is based on the scale relation Dh(t) = −ε∇hϕ(t). Jℓ
i,j+1/2(dg

ℓ(t), cℓ(t)) can be calcu-
lated in the same way.

Alternatively, there are other interpolations, like arithmetic, geometric and harmonic mean, used to
derive different numerical schemes with different functions B(·) [8]. The use of harmonic mean can
result in a well-conditioned system [9]. However, the entropic mean is preferred in convection-dominated
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problems, resulting in the Scharfetter-Gummel scheme [43], for the reason that it can reduce to upwind
scheme in large convection.

With flux (3.4), the right hand of (3.2) can be regarded as a linear operator of cℓh(t). However, com-
pared with the Laplacian, it is not symmetric. The FFT is invalid to calculate the exponential matrix
function. Equivalently, we incorporate additional diffusive terms and reformulate (3.2) as

∂cℓh(t)

∂t
− κ∆hc

ℓ
h(t) + λcℓh(t) = −∇h · J ℓ(dgℓ(t), cℓ(t))− κ∆cℓh(t) + λcℓh(t), (3.7)

where λ is a stabilizer.
Let ∆t be the time step. Denote by cℓ,nh ∈ CΩ and Dn

h ∈ EΩ the approximation of concentrations
cℓh(t) and electric displacements Dh(t) at time tn := n∆t. We can omit the subscript h in cℓ,nh and Dn

h

without causing any conflict. Based on (3.7), the implicit first-order ETD (ETD1) scheme is designed as:
for n > 0 and given (cℓ,n,Dn), ℓ = 1, · · · ,M , find cℓ,n+1 = c̃ℓ(tn+1) with periodic boundary condition
such that

∂c̃ℓ

∂t
+ Lhc̃

ℓ = Lhc
ℓ,n +Mn

h c
ℓ,n+1, (3.8)

c̃ℓ(tn) =c
ℓ,n, (3.9)

where the linear operators Lh and Mn
h is defined in space CΩ by

Lhf := (−κ∆h + λI) f, and Mn
h f := −∇h · J(dgℓ(tn), f), ∀f ∈ CΩ . (3.10)

By introducing the integration factor, we have

∂t(e
Lhtc̃ℓ) = eLhtLhc

ℓ,n + eLhtMn
h c

ℓ,n+1. (3.11)

Integrating (3.11) from tn to tn + s where 0 ≤ s ≤ ∆t, we have the solution of (3.8)-(3.9) satisfying

c̃ℓ(tn + s) = e−Lhscℓ,n +

(∫ s

0

e−Lhtdt

)
(Lhc

ℓ,n +Mn
h c

ℓ,n+1)

= e−Lhscℓ,n + L−1
h (I − e−Lhs)(Lhc

ℓ,n +Mn
h c

ℓ,n+1)

= cℓ,n + L−1
h (I − e−Lhs)Mn

h c
ℓ,n+1.

Accordingly, cℓ,n+1 can be computed by

cℓ,n+1 = cℓ,n +∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h c

ℓ,n+1, (3.12)

where the function fe is defined as

fe(x) :=

{
1−e−x

x , x ̸= 0,

1, x = 0.
(3.13)

The matrix exponential function can be calculated efficiently by the FFT and the theory of matrix func-
tion (3.13) is based on the following Lemma 1.

Lemma 1 [19] Assume ϕ is defined on the spectrum of matrix A ∈ Cm×m, that is, the values

ϕ(j)(λi), 0 ≤ j ≤ ni − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

exist, where {λi}mi=1 are the eigenvalues of A and ni is the order of the largest Jordan block where λi
appears. Then
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(1) ϕ(A) commutes with A;
(2) ϕ(AT ) = ϕ(A)T ;
(3) the eigenvalues of ϕ(A) are {ϕ(λi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m};
(4) ϕ(P−1AP ) = P−1ϕ(A)P for any nonsingular matrix P ∈ Cm×m;
(5) d

ds (e
As) = AeAs = eAsA for any s ∈ R.

Note that the matrix of linear system (3.12) has strong stiffness. The direct approaches, like Gaussian
elimination, require huge memory and complexity. It is well-known that the Gaussian elimination method
has the complexity of O(n3). As a result, the iterative method is more suitable here, and Picard iteration
is utilized as an alternative. It requires the matrix L−1

h (I − e−Lh∆t)Mn
h to be a contraction in the sense

of a certain norm. Some conditions of time and spatial step could be raised for contractility, which will
be analyzed in Section 4.

Remark 1 The reason why we use the implicit ETD method is to maintain physical properties in theory.
Although the explicit ETD method, defined as

cℓ,n+1 = cℓ,n +∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h c

ℓ,n,

cannot be theoretically proven to maintain structure-preserving, the numerical simulation shows excellent
stability and efficiency based on the FFT. In fields that require efficiency, the explicit ETD method can
be used as alternative. In this way, high-order ETD and Runge-Kutta schemes can be practicable. This
flexibility is one of the advantages of the ETD idea.

3.2 The numerical scheme for Maxwell-Ampère equation

Now we turn to the Maxwell-Ampère equation (1.2). The electric displacement Dn+1 should satisfy the
curl-free constraint and discrete Gauss’s law which is defined as

2κ2∇h ·Dn+1 =

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓcℓ,n+1 + ρf . (3.14)

These two properties uniquely locate the desired Dn+1. The target here is to obtain a Gauss-law satis-
fying approximation of Dn+1, denoted by D∗. Then D∗ will be further corrected by the local curl-free
algorithm, see Section 3.3. Based on the idea of ETD, we determine D∗ = D̃(tn+1) by solving

2κ2D̃t =

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ
(
κ∇hc̃

ℓ − J ℓ,n − κ∇hc
ℓ,n
)
+ F̃ +Θn, (3.15)

D̃(tn) = Dn,

where F̃ (t) is an undetermined correction mesh function designed to ensure the Gauss’s law and Θn is a
divergence-free vector. Calculation the discrete divergence of (3.15) and integration from tn to tn+1 lead
to

2κ2∇h · (D∗ −Dn) =

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ
(
cℓ,n+1 − cℓ,n

)
+

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓκ

(∫ tn+1

tn

c̃ℓdt−∆tcℓ,n
)
+∇h ·

∫ tn+1

tn

F̃ dt.

(3.16)
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To maintain the Gauss’s law, the second and third terms of the right hand of (3.16) should be vanished.
Therefore, we denote F n :=

∫ tn+1

tn
F̃ dt with periodic boundary condition determined by

−∆hψ
n =

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓκ

(∫ tn+1

tn

c̃ℓdt−∆tcℓ,n
)
,

F n = ∇hψ
n.

This Laplacian can be solved efficiently by the FFT. In fact, any alternative F n satisfying

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓκ

(∫ tn+1

tn

c̃ℓdt−∆tcℓ,n
)

+∇h · F n = 0

is acceptable. With the correction F n, we can obtain D∗:

2κ2(D∗ −Dn) =

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ

(
κ∇h

∫ tn+1

tn

c̃ℓdt−∆tJ ℓ,n − κ∆t∇hc
ℓ,n

)
+ F n +∆tΘn. (3.17)

Θn can be initialized as any divergence-free vector since we have a further process to correct D∗. How-
ever, an appropriate Θn leads to more precise D∗ that is closer to the desired Dn+1. Several choices
have been tested in [41] and we use Θn based on the same idea:

∆tΘn = 2κ2(Dn −Dn−1)−
M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ

(
κ∇h

∫ tn

tn−1

c̃ℓdt−∆tJ ℓ,n−1 − κ∆t∇hc
ℓ,n−1

)
− F n−1.

The combination of (3.12) and (3.17) is the first part of our numerical method. Then we will introduce
the second part to get Dn+1.

3.3 Local curl-free algorithm

By numerical scheme (3.12) and (3.17), we have got cℓ,n+1 and D∗ close to Dn+1. The correction func-
tion F ensures that the approximated electric displacement D∗ maintains the Gauss’s law. Furthermore,
D∗ also needs to satisfy the curl-free constraint. To address this, a local curl-free algorithm has been
proposed with Gauss-law satisfying property starting from D∗. Initially utilized for simulating charged
particles, this algorithm modifies the dynamics to enable Coulombic equilibrium using a local update
[35]. It has also been applied to numerically solve the MANP equations, as referenced in conjunction
with a decoupled semi-implicit finite difference method [42]. Let us now recall the main steps of this
algorithm.

The idea is that the discrete curl-free condition is equivalent to a convex constraint optimization
problem

Dn+1 = min
D∈EΩ

Fpot(D) := h2κ2
∑
i,j

(
D2

i+ 1
2 ,j

εi+ 1
2 ,j

+
D2

i,j+ 1
2

εi,j+ 1
2

)
, s.t. 2κ2∇h ·D = ρn+1,

where ρn+1 =
∑M

ℓ=1 q
ℓcℓ,n+1 + ρf . Introducing the Lagrangian

L(D, ϕ) := h2κ2
∑
i,j

(
D2

i+ 1
2 ,j

εi+ 1
2 ,j

+
D2

i,j+ 1
2

εi,j+ 1
2

)
+ h2

∑
i,j

ϕi,j
(
2κ2∇h ·D − ρn+1

)
i,j
,
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where ϕ is the Lagrange multiplier. it is straightforward that the minimizer Dn+1 ∈ EΩ satisfies

Dn+1 = −ε∇hϕ, 2κ2∇h ·Dn+1 = ρn+1.

Accordingly, the curl-free condition∇h×(D/ε) = 0 is fulfilled. By the convexity of functionalFpot, the
minimizer is unique. The above derivation provides an optimization approach starting from D∗, which is
given in (3.17), to reach the curl-free Dn+1. In detail, the local relaxation updates the electric displace-
ment in every mesh cell successively to minimize Fpot while maintaining the Gauss’s law. For example,
consider a single cell (i+δi, j+δj), δi, δj ∈ {0, 1}. The displacements defined on four edges areDi+ 1

2 ,j
,

Di,j+ 1
2

, Di+ 1
2 ,j+1 and Di+1,j+ 1

2
. We can update the electric displacements by

Di+ 1
2 ,j
← Di+ 1

2 ,j
+
η

h
,

Di,j+ 1
2
← Di,j+ 1

2
− η

h
,

Di+ 1
2 ,j+1 ← Di+ 1

2 ,j+1 −
η

h
,

Di+1,j+ 1
2
← Di+1,j+ 1

2
+
η

h
,

where η is determined by the local minimizer of the energy Fpot and has an explicit expression

η

h
= −

D
i+1

2
,j

ε
i+1

2
,j
−

D
i+1

2
,j+1

ε
i+1

2
,j+1

+
D

i+1,j+1
2

ε
i+1,j+1

2

−
D

i,j+1
2

ε
i,j+1

2

1
ε
i+1

2
,j
+ 1

ε
i+1

2
,j+1

+ 1
ε
i,j+1

2

+ 1
ε
i+1,j+1

2

.

The discrete Gauss’s law is strictly maintained because of the same flux of inflow and outflow during the
update. Such iteration traverses every cell until the energy Fpot decreases below the tolerance.

Remark 2 The curl-free relaxation essentially minimizes the energy functional through local method
while maintaining the constraint. It is a new approach to solving the Poisson’s equation coupled with
the dynamics of mass. For example, in [27], the Poisson’s part in the Vlasov-Poisson equations is equiva-
lently reformulated as Ampère system and is numerically solved based on a group of curl-free basis. The
Vlasov-Ampère system can also be treated efficiently by the local curl-free relaxation.

We summarize the whole numerical method for the MANP equations in Algorithm 3.3.

Algorithm 1 The implicit ETD1 method for the MANP equations
Input: Final time T , tolerance εtol for curl-free relaxation, initial value cℓ,0 > 0, ℓ = 1, · · · ,M , and D0 satisfying the discrete

Gauss’s law.
1: Solve the implicit ETD scheme (3.12) by Picard iteration and obtain cℓ,n+1, ℓ = 1, · · · ,M and calculate Θn and Fn.
2: Based on cℓ,n+1, Θn and Fn, calculate the the interim electric displacement D∗ in (3.17).
3: Perform curl-free relaxation starting from D∗ to obtain Dn+1

4: If T ≤ tn+1 then return step 1, otherwise stop.

4 Analysis on structure-preserving properties

4.1 Unique solvability

Now we prove the unique solvability of implicit ETD scheme (3.12) which can be regarded as a fixed
point problem. The Picard iteration is utilized for the reason that the matrix needs to be solved has strong
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stiffness. Note that it requires a contractive property and that is not unconditional. The following lemma
and theorem are proposed to analyze the constraint.

For any linear operators A, the infinite norm is defined as

∥A∥∞ := max
∥v∥∞=1

∥Av∥∞ = max
i

∑
j

|Ai,j |.

The first lemma is the estimation for the matrix function E := ∆tfe(Lh) where the function fe is defined
in (3.13).

Lemma 2 Given Lh defined in (3.10) and function fe defined in (3.13), the matrix fe(∆tLh) is positive
and has the following estimate

∥∆tfe(∆tLh)∥∞ =
1

λ

(
1− e−λ∆t

)
≤ ∆t. (4.1)

Proof For the positivity, since ∆tfe(∆tLh) =
∫∆t

0
e−Lhtdt, we only need to prove the positivity of the

matrix exponential function e−Lh . It follows from the definition of e−Lh that

e−Lh = eκ∆h−λI = e−λeκ∆h

= e−λeκ(αI+Q)

= e−λ+καeκQ,

where αI is the diagonal part of the Laplacian with α = −2 in 1-D and α = −4 in 2-D. Q denotes the
non-diagonal part which is a non-negative matrix with component either zero or one. The series expansion

eκQ = I +

∞∑
k=1

1

k!
(κQ)k,

ensures the positivity of eκQ. With an additional coefficient, the positivity of e−Lh is proved.
Then we prove the estimate (4.1) of fe(∆tLh). Let 1 be the vector whose every component is one.

Since the positivity of fe(∆tLh) has already proved, the infinite norm can be calculated directly as

∥∆tfe(∆tLh)∥∞ = max
i

(∆tfe(∆tLh) · 1)i = max
i

∫ ∆t

0

(e−Lht · 1)idt

= max
i

∫ ∆t

0

(e−λteκ∆ht · 1)idt

=

∫ ∆t

0

e−λtdt.

The last equation is based on the expansion of the exponential function:

eκ∆ht · 1 = 1+

∞∑
k=1

1

k!
(κt∆h)

k · 1 = 1.

Then we have (4.1) and complete the proof.

With the infinite norm estimation in Lemma 2, we are ready to give the following theorem for unique
solvability.
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Theorem 1 Given cℓ,n and Dn, the implicit ETD1 scheme (3.12) is a linear fixed point problem. If time
step ∆t and space step h satisfy the condition

∆t

h2
<

1

16κB
(
−maxi,j,ℓ

(
|dgℓ,ni+1/2,j |, |dg

ℓ,n
i,j+1/2|

)) , (4.2)

then the matrix∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h is contractive map, which means the fixed point is unique and the Picard

iteration is valid as well.

Proof This theorem is objected to estimate the norm of ∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h where Mn

h is given in (3.10).
With Lemma 2 for infinite norm of ∆tfe(∆tLh), we only need to estimate ∥Mn

h ∥∞. For simplicity, we
use the index notation

[i, j] := (i− 1)Ny + j, i = 1, · · · , Nx, j = 1, · · · , Ny,

for periodic boundary condition:

i+ =

{
i+ 1 for i = 1, . . . , Nx − 1,
1 for i = Nx,

i− =

{
i− 1 for i = 2, . . . , Nx,
Nx for i = 1,

j+ =

{
j + 1 for j = 1, . . . , Ny − 1,
1 for j = Ny,

j− =

{
j − 1 for j = 2, . . . , Ny,
Ny for j = 1.

We study the elements of each row of Mn
h . The non-zero entries of the k-th (k = [i, j]) row are given by

h2

κ
(Mn

h )k,m =



B(dgℓ,ni−1/2,j), m = [i−, j]

B(dgℓ,ni,j−1/2), m = [i, j−]

−B(dgℓ,ni+1/2,j)−B(−dgℓ,ni−1/2,j)−B(dgℓ,ni,j+1/2)−B(−dgℓ,ni,j−1/2), m = k

B(−dgℓ,ni,j+1/2), m = [i+, j]

B(−dgℓ,ni+1/2,j), m = [i, j+]

where B(z) and dgℓ,n are defined in (3.5) and (3.6) respectively. The estimation is straightforward

∥Mn
h ∥∞ = max

i

∑
j

|(Mn
h )i,j | ≤

8κ

h2
B

(
−max

i,j,ℓ

(∣∣∣dgℓ,n
i+ 1

2 ,j

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣dgℓ,n
i,j+ 1

2

∣∣∣)) , (4.3)

where the monotonicity of functionB(z) is used in the last inequality. Now by direct calculation, we have

∥∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h ∥∞ ≤ ∥∆tfe(∆tLh)∥∞ × ∥Mn

h ∥∞

≤ 8κ∆t

h2
B

(
−max

i,j,ℓ

(∣∣∣dgℓ,n
i+ 1

2 ,j

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣dgℓ,n
i,j+ 1

2

∣∣∣)) <
1

2
< 1.

Therefore, ∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h is a contraction in the sense of the infinite norm and has unique fixed point

which is equivalent to the solution of (3.12).
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4.2 Mass conservation

By calculating the numerical integral in both sides of (3.8) and applying the summation by parts formula,
we have

∂

∂t
(c̃ℓ, 1) + λ(c̃ℓ, 1) = λ(cℓ,n, 1),

(c̃ℓ(tn), 1) = (cℓ,n, 1).

Equivalently, it is an ODE system of (c̃ℓ, 1) which can be denoted as ¯̃cℓ(t):

∂

∂t
¯̃cℓ + λ¯̃cℓ = λc̄ℓ,n, (4.4)

¯̃cℓ(tn) = c̄ℓ,n. (4.5)

The ODE theory shows that equations (4.4) and (4.5) have a unique solution. Furthermore, it is observed
that the constant function ¯̃cℓ(t) ≡ c̄ℓ,n satisfies (4.4) and (4.5). We can conclude that the unique solution
is the constant function and

c̄ℓ,n+1 = ¯̃cℓ(tn+1) = c̄ℓ,n.

Then the mass conservation is satisfied.

4.3 Positivity-preserving property

Assuming that the conditions of Theorem 1 hold, we can rewrite (3.12) as

cℓ,n+1 = (I −∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h )

−1
cℓ,n.

It has been proved that the matrix I −∆tMn
h is an M-matrix with (I −∆tMn

h )
−1 ≻ 0 [42]. As a result,

if the difference between ∆tfe(∆tLh) and ∆tI is small enough, the matrix I −∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h should

be M-matrix as well. The following Lemma 3 gives the key that describes the continuity of the inverse
operator.

Lemma 3 [45] For any matrix norm ∥ · ∥ with ∥I∥ = 1, if ∥A−1∥∥E∥ < 1, then A+E is invertible and

∥(A+ E)−1 −A−1∥ ≤ ∥A−1∥2∥E∥
1− ∥A−1∥∥E∥

.

Define
αmin := min

i,j

[
(I −∆tMn

h )
−1
]
i,j
> 0.

Based on the definition of the infinite norm, it is noticed that if

∥ (I −∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h )

−1 − (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞ ≤ αmin (4.6)

holds, we can get the positivity of (I −∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h )

−1. Furthermore, substitutingAwith I−∆tMn
h

and E with ∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn
h , Lemma 3 tells that

∥ (I −∆tfe(∆tLh)M
n
h )

−1−(I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞ ≤
∥ (I −∆tMn

h )
−1 ∥2∞∥∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn

h ∥∞
1− ∥ (I −∆tMn

h )
−1 ∥∞∥∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn

h ∥∞
.



14 Yunzhuo Guo et al.

So that a sufficient condition of (4.6) is

∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥2∞∥∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn
h ∥∞

1− ∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞∥∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn
h ∥∞

< αmin,

or equivalently

∥∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn
h ∥∞ <

αmin

∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥2∞ + αmin∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞
. (4.7)

We remark that if (4.7) holds, the condition ∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞∥∆t(fe(∆tLh) − I)Mn
h ∥∞ < 1 of

Lemma 3 is satisfied naturally. The following Theorem 2 gives the proof of (4.7) and corresponding
conditions.

Theorem 2 Given cℓ,n > 0 and Dn, if time step ∆t and space step h satisfy the condition (4.2) and(
4κ

h2
+
λ

4

)
∆t <

αmin

4 + 2αmin
, (4.8)

then the positivity cℓ,n+1 > 0, ℓ = 1, · · · ,M is preserved.

Proof To achieve (4.7), we need to estimate ∥∆tfe(∆tLh) − ∆tI∥∞ and ∥Mn
h ∥∞. On the one hand,

from (4.2)-(4.3), it has been shown that

∆t∥Mn
h ∥∞ < 1/2. (4.9)

On the other hand, matrix ∆t(fe(∆tLh) − I) is symmetric and has negative diagonal elements and
positive off-diagonal elements, provided by the positivity of fe(∆tLh) and ∥∆tfe(∆tLh)∥∞ < ∆t in
the proof of Lemma 2. Then

∥∆tfe(∆tLh)−∆tI∥∞ =
1− e−λ∆t

λ
−∆t(2min

i
fe(∆tLh)i,i − 1). (4.10)

Furthermore, the symmetry of fe(∆tLh) means that the diagonal elements are located between the max-
imum and minimum eigenvalues, i.e.

min
i
fe(∆tLh)i,i ≥ minλ(fe(∆tLh)), (4.11)

where λ(fe(∆tLh)) presents the eigenvalues of fe(∆tLh). With Lemma 1 and periodic boundary condi-
tion, the eigenvalues of ∆tfe(∆tLh) can be calculated explicitly

λ(∆tfe(∆tLh)) =

{
∆tfe

(
4κ∆t

h2
(sin2

kπ

N
+ sin2

lπ

N
) + λ∆t

)
, k, l = 1, · · · , N

}
. (4.12)

Noticing that fe is Lipschitz continuous in [0,+∞)

|fe(x)− fe(y)| ≤
1

2
|x− y|, x, y ∈ [0,+∞),

we have

∥∆tfe(∆tLh)−∆tI∥∞ = ∆t

(
fe(λ∆t) + fe(0)− 2fe

(
8κ∆t

h2
+ λ∆t

))
≤ ∆t

(
8κ∆t

2h2
+

8κ∆t

2h2
+
λ∆t

2

)
= ∆t

(
8κ∆t

h2
+
λ∆t

2

)
. (4.13)
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With combination of (4.10)-(4.13), we obtain the estimation for ∥∆tfe(∆tLh)−∆tI∥∞:

∥∆tfe(∆tLh)−∆tI∥∞ =
1− e−λ∆t

λ
−∆t(2min

i
fe(∆tLh)i,i − 1)

≤ 1− e−λ∆t

λ
+∆t− 2∆tminλ(fe(∆tLh))

=
1− e−λ∆t

λ
+∆t− 2∆tfe

(
8κ∆t

h2
+ λ∆t

)
= ∆t

(
fe(λ∆t) + fe(0)− 2fe

(
8κ∆t

h2
+ λ∆t

))
≤ ∆t

(
8κ∆t

2h2
+

8κ∆t

2h2
+
λ∆t

2

)
= ∆t

(
8κ∆t

h2
+
λ∆t

2

)
. (4.14)

Finally, it follows from (4.9) and (4.14) that

∥∆t(fe(∆tLh)− I)Mn
h ∥∞ ≤ ∥Mn

h ∥∞∥∆tfe(∆tLh)−∆tI∥∞ ≤
4κ∆t

h2
+
λ∆t

4
. (4.15)

A derivation of the right side of target (4.7) leads to

αmin

∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥2∞ + αmin∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞
≥ αmin (1−∆t∥Mn

h ∥∞)
2

1 + αmin (1−∆t∥Mn
h ∥∞)

≥ αmin

4 + 2αmin
, (4.16)

where the inequality

∥ (I −∆tMn
h )

−1 ∥∞ ≤
1

1−∆t∥Mn
h ∥∞

is applied. A combination of (4.15) and (4.16) gives the condition (4.8).

4.4 Energy dissipation

Energy dissipation is an essential property in both physical modeling and numerical simulation. Following
the discrete inner product in Definition 2.4, the electrostatic free energy F in (1.5) can be discretized by

Fn
h =

n∑
ℓ=1

(
cℓ,n log(cℓ,n) + µℓ,cr,n, 1

)
+

(
κ2|Dn|2

ε
, 1

)
.

The theorem follows a similar idea proposed in [28] and [42], with modification to the matrix functions
and electric displacement.

Theorem 3 Let εmin = mini,j{εi+1/2,j , εi,j+1/2}, εmax = maxi,j{εi+1/2,j , εi,j+1/2} and cmax =

maxi,j,ℓ{cℓ,n+1
i,j }. Assume the conditions (4.2) and (4.8) hold. If µℓ,cr is independent in time and

∆t+
8κ

λh2
∆t ≤ 2ε3minκ

cmaxε2max

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

exp

[
−max

i,j,ℓ

(∣∣∣dgℓ,n
i+ 1

2 ,j

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣dgℓ,n
i,j+ 1

2

∣∣∣)] , (4.17)
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then the solution of numerical scheme (3.12) satisfies the discrete energy dissipation

Fn+1
h −Fn

h ≤ −
∆t

2
I1, (4.18)

where

I1 =

M∑
ℓ=1

κ
(
fe(Lh∆t)

[
e−gℓ,n

∇h(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
]
,∇h log(e

gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
)
≥ 0.

Proof Based on the difference of energy between two adjacent time steps and the time-independent µℓ,cr,
we have

Fn+1
h −Fn

h =

M∑
ℓ=1

[(
cℓ,n+1 − cℓ,n, log cℓ,n+1 + gℓ,n − qℓϕn

)
+

(
cℓ,n, log

cℓ,n+1

cℓ,n

)]
+

(
|Dn+1|2 − |Dn|2, κ

2

ε

)
.

The mass conservation leads to(
cℓ,n, log

cℓ,n+1

cℓ,n

)
≤
(
cℓ,n+1 − cℓ,n, 1

)
= 0.

Then we have

Fn+1
h −Fn

h ≤ −∆tI1 +∆t2I2,

where

I1 = −
M∑
ℓ=1

(
cℓ,n+1 − cℓ,n

∆t
, log cℓ,n+1 + gℓ,n

)
,

I2 =
1

∆t2

(
|Dn+1|2 − |Dn|2, κ

2

ε

)
− 1

∆t2

(
M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ(cℓ,n+1 − cℓ,n), ϕn
)
.

By the numerical scheme (3.12) and summation by parts formula, we have

I1 = −
M∑
ℓ=1

(
fe(Lh∆t)∇h · κ

[
e−gℓ,n

∇h(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
]
, log(eg

ℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
)
.

It’s clear that fe(Lh∆t) can be expanded into an infinite series of ∆h, based on the definition of Lh. The
interchangeability of discrete Laplacian and divergence operator is valid in central difference frame: for
any u = (ux, uy)T ∈ EΩ with periodic boundary condition

∆h(∇h · u) = ∇h · (∆hu), where ∆hu = (∆hu
x, ∆hu

y)T .

Therefore,

I1 =

M∑
ℓ=1

κ
(
fe(Lh∆t)

[
e−gℓ,n

∇h(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
]
,∇h log(e

gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
)
. (4.19)

Furthermore, we have already proved that fe(Lh∆t) is a positive matrix, which leads to

I1 ≥
M∑
ℓ=1

κmin
i
fe(Lh∆t)i,i

(
e−gℓ,n

∇h(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1),∇h log(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
)
≥ 0. (4.20)
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The last inequality of (4.20) comes from the monotonicity of exponential function that(
e−gℓ,n

∇h(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1),∇h log(e
gℓ,n

cℓ,n+1)
)
=
∑
i,j

e
−gℓ,n

i+1/2,j (eµ
ℓ,n,∗
i+1,j − eµ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j )(µℓ,n,∗

i+1,j − µ
ℓ,n,∗
i,j )

+
∑
i,j

e
−gℓ,n

i,j+1/2(eµ
ℓ,n,∗
i,j+1 − eµ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j )(µℓ,n,∗

i,j+1 − µ
ℓ,n,∗
i,j ),≥ 0,

where µℓ,n,∗ = log(eg
ℓ,n

cℓ,n+1). It follows from the discrete Gauss’s law (3.14) that

I2 =
1

∆t2

(
|Dn+1|2 − |Dn|2, κ

2

ε

)
− 2κ2

∆t2
(
∇h · (Dn+1 −Dn), ϕn

)
=

1

∆t2

(
|Dn+1|2 − |Dn|2, κ

2

ε

)
− 2κ2

∆t2

(
Dn+1 −Dn,

1

ε
Dn

)
=

(
|Dn+1 −Dn|2, κ2

∆t2ε

)
≥ 0.

The above analysis shows the energy dissipation (4.18) if

∆t ≤ I1
2I2

.

Now we estimate the upper bound of I2. The discrete Gauss’s law shows that

2κ2
(
∇h · (Dn+1 −Dn), ϕn+1 − ϕn

)
=

M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ
(
cℓ,n+1 − cℓ,n, ϕn+1 − ϕn

)
,

where ϕn is the discrete electric potential. It’s from the summation by parts that

LHS = 2κ2
(
Dn+1 −Dn,

1

ε
(Dn+1 −Dn)

)
≥ 2κ2

εmax
∥Dn+1 −Dn∥2 (4.21)

and

RHS = −
M∑
ℓ=1

qℓ
(
∆tfe(Lh∆t)J

ℓ,n,
1

ε
(Dn+1 −Dn)

)

≤ ∆tλmax(fe(Lh∆t))

εmin
∥Dn+1 −Dn∥

M∑
ℓ=1

|qℓ|∥J ℓ,n∥

=
∆tfe(λ∆t)

εmin
∥Dn+1 −Dn∥

M∑
ℓ=1

|qℓ|∥J ℓ,n∥. (4.22)

A combination of (4.21) and (4.22) shows that

∥Dn+1 −Dn∥ ≤ ∆tεmaxfe(λ∆t)

2κ2εmin

M∑
ℓ=1

|qℓ|∥J ℓ,n∥

and

I2 ≤
κ2

∆t2εmin

∥Dn+1 −Dn∥2

≤
ε2maxf

2
e (λ∆t)

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

4ε3minκ
2

M∑
ℓ=1

∥J ℓ,n∥2. (4.23)
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Combining (4.20) and (4.23), we have

I1
2I2
≥

2ε3minκ
2fe(λ∆t+

8κ∆t
h2 )

ε2maxf
2
e (λ∆t)

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

·

∑M
ℓ=1

(
−J ℓ,n,∇hµ

ℓ,n,∗
)

∑M
ℓ=1 ∥J

ℓ,n∥2

≥ Cmin
i,j,ℓ

µ
ℓ,n,∗
i+1,j − µ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j

−hJ ℓ,n

i+ 1
2 ,j

,
µℓ,n,∗
i,j+1 − µ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j

−hJ ℓ,n

i,j+ 1
2

 ,

where

C =
2ε3minκ

2fe(λ∆t+
8κ∆t
h2 )

ε2maxf
2
e (λ∆t)

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

.

Furthermore, based on the mean value theorem and the entropic mean (3.3)

µℓ,n,∗
i+1,j − µ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j

−hJℓ,n

i+ 1
2 ,j

=
µℓ,n,∗
i+1,j − µ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j

κ(eµ
ℓ,n,∗
i+1,j − eµ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j )

· e
gℓ,n
i+1,j − eg

ℓ,n
i,j

gℓ,ni+1,j − g
ℓ,n
i,j

=
1

κeθµ
ℓ,n,∗
i+1,j+(1−θ)µℓ,n,∗

i,j

· e
gℓ,n
i+1,j − eg

ℓ,n
i,j

gℓ,ni+1,j − g
ℓ,n
i,j

=
e−θgℓ,n

i+1,j+(θ−1)gℓ,n
i,j

κ(cℓ,n+1
i+1,j )

θ(cℓ,n+1
i,j )1−θ

· e
gℓ,n
i+1,j − eg

ℓ,n
i,j

gℓ,ni+1,j − g
ℓ,n
i,j

≥ e
−|dgℓ,n

i+1/2,j
|

κcmax
.

Similarly,
µℓ,n,∗
i,j+1 − µ

ℓ,n,∗
i,j

−hJℓ,n

i,j+ 1
2

≥ e
−|dgℓ,n

i,j+1/2
|

κcmax
.

Finally we have
I1
2I2
≥ C

κcmax
exp

[
−max

i,j,ℓ

(
|dgℓ,ni+1/2,j |, |dg

ℓ,n
i,j+1/2|

)]
.

Therefore, a choice is that

∆t ≤
2ε3minκfe(λ∆t+

8κ∆t
h2 )

cmaxε2maxf
2
e (λ∆t)

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

exp

[
−max

i,j,ℓ

(
|dgℓ,ni+1/2,j |, |dg

ℓ,n
i,j+1/2|

)]
,

equivalently,

∆tf2e (λ∆t)

fe(λ∆t+
8κ∆t
h2 )

≤ 2ε3minκ

cmaxε2max

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

exp

[
−max

i,j,ℓ

(
|dgℓ,ni+1/2,j |, |dg

ℓ,n
i,j+1/2|

)]
.

To make it clearer, we approximate the upper bound of the left hand:

∆tf2e (λ∆t)

fe(λ∆t+
8κ∆t
h2 )

≤ ∆tfe(λ∆t)

fe(λ∆t+
8κ∆t
h2 )

=

(
∆t+

8κ∆t

λh2

)
1− e−λ∆t

1− e−(λ∆t+ 8κ∆t
h2 )

≤ ∆t+ 8κ∆t

λh2
,
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where the bound 0 < fe(x) < 1, x > 0 is applied. As a result, the energy dissipation is satisfied if

∆t+
8κ∆t

λh2
≤ 2ε3minκ

cmaxε2max

∑M
ℓ=1 |qℓ|2

exp

[
−max

i,j,ℓ

(
|dgℓ,ni+1/2,j |, |dg

ℓ,n
i,j+1/2|

)]
,

which completes the proof.

Remark 3 As a brief summary, the conditions of the Picard iteration and positivity are determined in the
form of ∆t ≤ O(h2) by the matrix analysis. The coefficient can be relaxed by the stabilizer λ. However,
we have not yet proved the unconditional positivity-preservation through stable terms and we may leave
this to future work. If there is a more accurate estimate for the exponential matrix, the conditions may be
relaxed.

5 Numerical test

To assess the proposed numerical method in Algorithm 3.3, simulations are conducted to verify the ex-
pected convergence order, positivity, energy dissipation and mass conservation at discrete level.

5.1 Convergence rate

In this example, we aim to test the convergence rate at the final time T = 0.1 with a variable dielectric
coefficient. The computational domain is set as Ω = [0, 1]2. Since the exact solution is not explicit, we
compute the Cauchy difference which is defined as

δϕ := ϕhc − Ifc
(
ϕhf

)
,

where hf denotes the numerical solution on the fine mesh and hc is one on the coarse mesh. Here we
set hc = 2hf . Ifc is a bilinear projection mapping the solution from fine grid to coarse grid. A smooth
trigonometric initial date is taken as

c1(t = 0) = c2(t = 0) = 0.4 sin(πx) sin(πy) + 0.5

and relevant parameters are chosen as ∆t = 0.1h2, κ = 0.02. The dielectric coefficient ε is given as

ε = 0.1 cos(πx) cos(πy) + 0.2. (5.1)

The ℓ∞ and ℓ2 Cauchy differences and convergence orders of c1 are presented in Table 1. It is evident
that as the mesh refines, the estimated orders gradually converge towards the theoretical value.

16-32 32-64 64-128 128-256
ℓ∞ error 3.7068E-03 9.5586E-04 2.4085E-04 6.0330E-05
ℓ∞ order - 1.9553 1.9887 1.9972
ℓ2 error 1.9267E-04 4.8257E-04 1.2071E-04 3.0183E-05
ℓ2 order - 1.9973 1.9992 1.9997

Table 1 Convergence rates and Cauchy differences of c1 in norm of both ℓ2 and ℓ∞
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In addition, we test the convergence order using the modified equations with given exact solution. It
is explicitly defined by adding source terms. The MANP-type equations are given as

∂tc
ℓ = −∇ · J ℓ, ℓ = 1, 2,

J ℓ = −κ
(
∇cℓ − qℓcℓD/ε+ gℓ

)
, ℓ = 1, 2,

∂tD =
(
−J1 + J2 + S

)
/
(
2κ2
)
+Θ,

∇×D/ε = 0,

∇ ·Θ = 0,

with the constant dielectric coefficient ε = 0.5, valences qℓ = (−1)ℓ+1, and κ = 1. The source terms gℓ

and S, as well as initial conditions, are determined by the following exact solution

cℓ(x, y, t) = π2e−t cos(πx) cos(πy)/5 + 2, ℓ = 1, 2,

D(x, y, t) =

(
πe−t sin(πx) cos(πy)/2
πe−t cos(πx) sin(πy)/2

)
.

We take time step ∆t = 0.1h2 and final time T = 0.1. The result from the proposed method is shown
in Table 2. This method also achieves theoretical convergence of first order in time and second order in
space, further verifying the accuracy.

h c1 order c2 order
2/16 5.4137E-03 - 6.9079E-03 -
2/32 1.5763E-03 1.7800 2.0483E-03 1.7538
2/64 4.1024E-04 1.9420 5.6475E-04 1.8587
2/128 1.0830E-04 1.9214 1.4166E-04 1.9952

Table 2 Convergence orders and errors of ETD scheme (3.12) and (3.17) in norm of ℓ∞

5.2 Structure-preserving properties

In this part, a series of numerical tests are performed to verify the structure-preserving properties, includ-
ing mass conservation, positivity and energy dissipation. The excess chemical potential µℓ,cr is defined
in (1.6) and parameters are set as κ = 0.02, v1 = 0.7163, v2 = 0.6763, v0 = 0.2753, qℓ = (−1)ℓ+1 and
χ = 198.9437. The stabilizer is chosen as λ = 2. The space-dependent relative dielectric coefficient ε(x)
is determined by εw and εm

ε(x, y) =
εw − εm

2

[
tanh

(
50
√
x2 + y2 − 25

)
+ 1
]
+ εm.

The initial data is set as cℓ,0 = 0.1 and the fixed charge distribution is given in polar coordinate

ρf = 1{0.24≤r2≤0.26,0<θ≤π} − 1{0.24≤r2≤0.26,π<θ≤2π}.

This configuration implies that the positive and negative charges of equal amount are uniformly dis-
tributed in the upper and lower sides, respectively, of a circular ring with a certain thickness. It is com-
monly referred to a Janus sphere. The computational domain is [−1, 1]2, time step ∆t = 10−4 and space
step h = 2/128. The following three examples are presented with different relative dielectric coefficients
and parameters κ. All the parameters in the simulations are the same as those in the reference [42] to test
the reliability of the numerical methods.
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Fig. 1 Slices of c1 and c2 at time T = 0.05, 0.1, 2 in Example 1.

Example 1 A uniform dielectric coefficient is determined by εw = εm = 1 and κ = 0.02.

In the first example, a uniform dielectric coefficient is set for the numerical simulation where the Born
solvation energy barrier does not have an impact on the results. Figure 1 shows the snapshots of c1 and
c2 at selected times respectively. In the numerical simulations, it can be observed that under the influence
of electrostatic interaction, ions with opposite signs gather at the locations of fixed charges, forming a
narrow ring-like structure. The relatively small value of parameter κ facilitates the formation of such
structures.

Example 2 A variable dielectric coefficient is determined by εw = 78, εm = 1 and κ = 0.02.

In the second example, initial data and parameters are the same as Example 1 except the variable dielectric
coefficient. From Figure 2, the electrostatic interaction generated by the fixed charges is greatly weakened
compared to the previous Example 1. In this situation, the Born solvation energy barrier presents the
dominance effect, which is caused by the significant difference in the relative dielectric coefficient. Under
the driving force of convection, all free ions rapidly move from regions of low permittivity to regions of
high permittivity. This movement leads to the ionic accumulation at the boundary separating two regions
and then gradually spreads throughout the high dielectric coefficient region.

Furthermore, the iteration steps of Picard iteration and curl-free relaxation in each time step are shown
in Figure ??. In the initial steps, these two algorithms both require relatively more iterations to achieve
convergence. After that, the solution can be efficiently obtained within very few steps, showing the effi-
ciency of our proposed method.

Example 3 Variable dielectric coefficient is defined by εw = 78, εm = 1 and κ = 0.01.

In the third example, to study the effect of Debye length, we calculate the dynamic under a smaller κ =
0.01. As shown in Figure 4, both cations and anions once again gather at the interface and then diffuse,
indicating that Born solvation interactions continue to play a dominant role. Additionally, the smaller
κ enhances convection and leads to narrower boundary layers. Compared Figure 2 with Figure 4, the
different dynamics demonstrate that the electrostatic interaction becomes more pronounced with smaller
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Fig. 2 Slices of c1 and c2 at time T = 0.05, 0.1, 2 in Example 2.
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Fig. 3 The number of Picard iteration and curl-free relaxation in Example 2.

κ. To summarize briefly, these numerical experiments show that our proposed algorithm is consistent with
theoretical expectations in terms of accuracy and physical structure. It exhibits the same phenomena as
described in the reference, and demonstrates good stability and reliability among various situations.

Furthermore, the structure-preserving properties, including positivity, mass concentration, and energy
dissipation, are studied for the previous three examples. Figure 5 illustrates the evolution of normal-
ized discrete energy and total mass of cation. Mass conservation and energy dissipation hold in all three
numerical simulations. By comparison, one can observe that when significant disparity appears in the rel-
ative dielectric coefficient, the energy decreases more rapidly during the initial stage and then dissipates
at a slower rate. Ultimately, it takes longer time to reach equilibrium than in the case where the relative
dielectric coefficient is constant. Figure 6 shows the minimum of concentration cmin which is defined by

cmin := min
i,j
{c0i,j , c1i,j , c2i,j}. (5.2)

cmin gradually decreases to a pretty small value but always remains positive.
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Fig. 4 Slices of c1 and c2 at time T = 0.05, 0.1, 2 in Example 3. κ = 0.01,εw = 78 and εm = 1.
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Fig. 5 Numerical simulations for physical properties in three examples: (a) normalized discrete energies in three numerical simu-
lations (b) total mass of cation.
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Fig. 6 Evolution of cmin in three examples.
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6 Conclusion

In this work, we establish a decoupled implicit ETD method for the MANP model where steric effects
and Born solvation interaction are involved to describe the complicated interactions of charged systems.
An additional linear term is introduced to the Nernst-Planck equations and the reformulated equations
are treated by the implicit ETD method which can be solved by the Picard iteration. Based on the skillful
matrix analysis method and Slotboom transformation, a few conditions on temporal and spatial steps are
proposed for the Picard iteration, positivity and energy dissipation respectively. We will try to weaken
or remove these conditions in the future work. The flux in the Maxwell-Ampère equation uses the same
formulation as that of Nernst-Planck equations to fulfill Gauss’s law. To deal with the curl-free constraint,
the dielectric displacement obtained from the Maxwell-Ampère equation is further relaxed by a local
algorithm of linear computational complexity. The relaxation provides a new idea for numerically solving
Poisson’s equation, especially with variable coefficient. Relevant numerical simulations demonstrate that
our method can efficiently handle cases involving strong convection and maintain physical properties.
The convergence analysis of the numerical method attaches to huge challenge and will be studied in our
future work as well.

Acknowledgements Z. Zhang is partially supported by the NSFC No.11871105 and No.12231003.

Data Availibility

Data will be made available on reasonable request.

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no Conflict of interest concerning the publication
of this manuscript.

References

1. Bazant, M.Z., Thornton, K., Ajdari, A.: Diffuse-charge dynamics in electrochemical systems. Physical Review E: covering
statistical, nonlinear, biological, and soft matter physics 70(2), 021506 (2004)

2. Beylkin, G., Keiser, J.M., Vozovoi, L.: A new class of time discretization schemes for the solution of nonlinear PDEs. Academic
Press Professional, Inc. (1998)

3. Chang, C., Xin, Z., Zeng, T.: A conservative hybrid deep learning method for Maxwell-Ampère-Nernst-Planck equations.
Journal of Computational Physics 501, 112791 (2024)

4. Chen, W., Liu, Y., Wang, C., Wise, S.M.: Convergence analysis of a fully discrete finite difference scheme for the Cahn-
Hilliard-Hele-Shaw equation. Mathematics of Computation 85, 2231–2257 (2015)

5. Cox, S.M., Matthews, P.C.: Exponential time differencing for stiff systems. Journal of Computational Physics 176(2), 430–455
(2002)

6. Ding, J., Sun, H., Zhou, S.: Hysteresis and linear stability analysis on multiple steady-state solutions to the Poisson-Nernst-
Planck equations with steric interactions. Phys. Rev. E 102, 053301 (2020)

7. Ding, J., Wang, C., Zhou, S.: Optimal rate convergence analysis of a second order numerical scheme for the poisson-nernst-
planck system. Numerical Mathematics: Theory, Methods and Applications 12(2), 607–626 (2019)

8. Ding, J., Wang, C., Zhou, S.: Convergence analysis of structure-preserving numerical methods based on slotboom transforma-
tion for the Poisson-Nernst-Planck equations. Commun. Math. Sci. 21(2), 459–484 (2023)

9. Ding, J., Wang, Z., Zhou, S.: Positivity preserving finite difference methods for Poisson–Nernst–Planck equations with steric
interactions: Application to slit-shaped nanopore conductance. Journal of Computational Physics 397, 108864 (2019)

10. Ding, J., Wang, Z., Zhou, S.: Structure-preserving and efficient numerical methods for ion transport. Journal of Computational
Physics 418, 109597 (2020)

11. Ding, J., Wang, Z., Zhou, S.: Energy dissipative and positivity preserving schemes for large-convection ion transport with steric
and solvation effects. Journal of Computational Physics 488, 112206 (2023)



A structure-preserving implicit exponential time differencing scheme for Maxwell-Ampère Nernst-Planck model 25

12. Ding, J., Zhou, S.: Second-order, positive, and unconditional energy dissipative scheme for modified Poisson–Nernst–Planck
equations. Journal of Computational Physics 510, 113094 (2024)

13. Du, Q., Ju, L., Li, X., Qiao, Z.: Maximum principle preserving exponential time differencing schemes for the nonlocal Allen-
Cahn equation. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis 57(2), 875–898 (2019)

14. Du, Q., Zhu, W.: Stability analysis and application of the exponential time differencing schemes. Journal of Computational
Mathematics 22(2), 200–209 (2004)

15. Du, Q., Zhu, W.: Analysis and applications of the exponential time differencing schemes and their contour integration modifi-
cations. Bit Numerical Mathematics 45(2), 307–328 (2005)

16. Eisenberg, B.: Ionic channels in biological membranes-electrostatic analysis of a natural nanotube. Contemporary Physics
39(6), 447–466 (1998)

17. Fu, Z., Yang, J.: Energy-decreasing exponential time differencing Runge-Kutta methods for phase-field models. Journal of
Computational Physics 454, 110943 (2022)

18. He, D., Pan, K., Yue, X.: A positivity preserving and free energy dissipative difference scheme for the Poisson-Nernst-Planck
system. Journal of Scientific Computing 81, 436–458 (2019)

19. Higham, N.: Functions of matrices: Theory and computation. SIAM, Philadelphia PA (2008)
20. Hochbruck, M., Ostermann, A.: Explicit exponential Runge-Kutta methods for semilinear parabolic problems. SIAM Journal

on Numerical Analysis 43(3), 1069–1090 (2006)
21. Hochbruck, M., Ostermann, A.: Exponential integrators. Acta Numerica 19, 209–286 (2010)
22. Hu, Z., Wise, S.M., Wang, C., Lowengrub, J.S.: Stable and efficient finite-difference nonlinear-multigrid schemes for the phase

field crystal equation. Journal of Computational Physics 228, 5323–5339 (2009)
23. Ju, L., Li, X., Qiao, Z., Zhang, H.: Energy stability and error estimates of exponential time differencing schemes for the

epitaxial growth model without slope selection. Mathematics of Computation 87(312), 1859–1885 (2017)
24. Kilic, M.S., Bazant, M.Z., Ajdari, A.: Steric effects in the dynamics of electrolytes at large applied voltages. II. Modified

Poisson–Nernst–Planck equations. Physical Review E: covering statistical, nonlinear, biological, and soft matter physics 75,
021503 (2007)

25. Li, X., Ju, L., Meng, X.: Convergence analysis of exponential time differencing schemes for the Cahn-Hilliard equation.
Communications in Computational Physics 26(5), 1510–1529 (2019)

26. Liu, C., Wang, C., Wise, S.M., Yue, X., Zhou, S.: A positivity-preserving, energy stable and convergent numerical scheme for
the Poisson-Nernst-Planck system. Mathematics of Computation 90(331), 2071–2106 (2021)

27. Liu, C., Wang, C., Wise, S.M., Yue, X., Zhou, S.: An iteration solver for the Poisson-Nernst-Planck system and its convergence
analysis. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 406, 114017 (2022)

28. Liu, H., Maimaitiyiming, W.: Efficient, positive, and energy stable schemes for multi-D Poisson-Nernst-Planck systems. Jour-
nal of Scientific Computing 87(3), 1–36 (2021)

29. Liu, H., Maimaitiyiming, W.: A dynamic mass transport method for Poisson-Nernst-Planck equations. Journal of Computa-
tional Physics 473, 111699 (2023)

30. Liu, H., Wang, Z.: A free energy satisfying finite difference method for Poisson-Nernst-Planck equations. Journal of Compu-
tational Physics 268(2), 363–376 (2014)

31. Liu, H., Wang, Z.: A free energy satisfying discontinuous Galerkin method for one-dimensional Poisson-Nernst-Planck sys-
tems. Journal of Computational Physics 328, 413–437 (2017)

32. Liu, X., Lu, B.: Incorporating born solvation energy into the three-dimensional Poisson-Nernst-Planck model to study ion
selectivity in KcsA K+ channels. Physical Review E: covering statistical, nonlinear, biological, and soft matter physics 96,
062416 (2017)

33. Ma, M., Xu, Z., Zhang, L.: Modified Poisson-Nernst-Planck model with Coulomb and hard-sphere correlations. SIAM Journal
on Applied Mathematics 81(4), 1645–1667 (2021)

34. Maggs, A.C.: Dynamics of a local algorithm for simulating Coulomb interactions. The Journal of Chemical Physics 117(5),
1975–1981 (2002)

35. Maggs, A.C., Rossetto, V.: Local simulation algorithms for Coulomb interactions. Physical Review Letters 88, 196402 (2002)
36. Markowich, P.A., Ringhofer, C.A., Schmeiser, C.: Semiconductor equations. Springer Science & Business Media (2012)
37. Monk, P.B.: Finite element methods for Maxwell’s equations. Oxford University Press (2003)
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