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Abstract: An efficient finite-volume algorithm, based on the vertex-centered technique, is proposed
for solving two-dimensional radiomagnetotelluric forward modeling. Firstly, we derive the discrete
expressions of the radiomagnetotelluric Helmholtz-type equation and the corresponding mixed
boundary conditions using the vertex-centered finite-volume technique. Then, the corresponding
approximate solutions of the radiomagnetotelluric forward problem can be calculated by applying
the finite-volume scheme to treat the boundary conditions. Secondly, we apply the finite-volume algo-
rithm to solve two-dimensional Helmholtz equations and the resistivity half-space model. Numerical
experiments demonstrate the high accuracy of the proposed approach. Finally, we summarize the
radiomagnetotelluric responses through a numerical simulation of a two-dimensional model, which
enables qualitative interpretation of field data. Furthermore, our numerical method can be extended
and implemented for three-dimensional radiomagnetotelluric forward modeling to achieve more
accurate computation.

Keywords: radiomagnetotelluric; forward modelling; finite-volume algorithm; vertex-centered
technique; two-dimensional

MSC: 86A25

1. Introduction

The radiomagnetotelluric method is an innovative geophysical exploration technique
used to reveal subsurface structures of the Earth. It relies on measuring temporal variations
of the magnetic and electrical fields using radio transmitters located at a distance [1]. This
method extends the very low frequency method and utilizes all accessible radio transmitters
located in the far-field zone within the frequency range of 10–1000 kHz. These measure-
ments enable the correlation of electromagnetic field variations with the conductivity
distribution. By measuring the orthogonal electromagnetic fields at the surface, radiomag-
netotelluric responses can be obtained. Consequently, the radiomagnetotelluric method
has found extensive application in various near-surface studies, including mineral deposit
investigations [2,3], groundwater exploration [4,5], geological hazard surveys [6,7], urban
applications [8], waste site investigations [9,10], and environmental assessments [11,12].

Numerical modeling approaches can be employed to solve the two-dimensional
Helmholtz partial differential equation (PDE) in either the electric or magnetic field for
obtaining radiomagnetotelluric responses. Radiomagnetotelluric survey design and data
interpretation greatly rely on numerical forward modeling. By employing a distinct scheme
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in the governing equation, the finite-difference method (FDM) provides an efficient ap-
proximate technique for solving PDEs [13]. Simulating the complex geo-electrical structure
and obtaining high-accuracy electric and magnetic field components pose significant chal-
lenges [14]. The finite-element method (FEM), as another significant numerical technique, is
utilized to solve the forward problem of two-dimensional PDE-based radiomagnetotelluric
or magnetotelluric surveys [15–17]. The FEM allows for the incorporation of complex
real-world information, such as surface topography, in constructing the initial model,
thereby enhancing the flexibility of mesh discretization. However, achieving high accuracy
necessitates fine meshing, leading to increased computational costs [18].

The finite-volume method (FVM) can efficiently solve the geophysical forward-modeling
problems when formulated as PDEs with appropriate boundary conditions or initial con-
ditions [19]. Over the past few decades, the FVM has gained popularity due to its im-
plementation simplicity and accuracy [20–22]. In theory, the finite-volume approach can
combine the mesh flexibility and superior accuracy of the FEM with the straightforward
implementation and economical computational load of the finite-difference scheme [23]. In
addition, the FVM can be easily applied to solve the nonlinear Helmholtz equation [24,25].
In this work, we present a vertex-centered finite-volume approach for simulating two-
dimensional radiomagnetotelluric responses, taking into consideration the presence of
displacement currents.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 derivates the corre-
sponding boundary value problems for the frequency–domain electromagnetic fields. In
Section 3, we present the algebraic equations of the vertex-centered finite-volume algorithm
for two-dimensional radiomagnetotelluric forward problem. Section 4 presents numerical
experiments that validate the accuracy and efficiency of the proposed forward algorithm.
Section 5 summarizes the main conclusions of this work.

2. Governing Equations
2.1. Electromagnetic Equations

Maxwell’s equations represent the mathematical formulations of the electromagnetic
fields, written in the complex–frequency domain as

∇× E = −iωµH (1)

∇× H = (σ + iωε)E (2)

∇ · (εE) = q (3)

∇ · H = 0 (4)

where ∇ = î ∂
∂x + ĵ ∂

∂y +
ˆ
k ∂

∂z , E represents the frequency–domain electric field, and H denotes

the frequency–domain magnetic field. These fields vary with a time-harmonic factor eiωt.
The symbol i =

√
−1 denotes the imaginary unit, ω represents the angular frequency (Hz),

σ denotes the conductivity, µ represents the magnetic permeability, ε denotes the medium’s
dielectric permittivity (F/m) and q represents the charge density (C/m3). The values of µ
and ε are, respectively, expressed as follows:

µ = µrµ0 (5)

and
ε = εrε0 (6)

Here, µr represents the relative permeability and εr represents the relative electrical
permittivity. The magnetic permeability and dielectric permittivity of the medium are
equal to corresponding values in free space µ0 and ε0, as µ0 = 4π × 10−7H/m, and
ε0 = 8.85 × 10−12F/m.
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In a perfectly two-dimensional conductivity distribution, the electromagnetic fields
exhibit two distinct modes: TE mode and TM mode. Assuming the x-axis aligns with the
geological strike, as depicted in Figure 1, the TE mode couples the electric field component
Ex with the magnetic field components Hy and Hz through the following equations:

∂Hz

∂y
−

∂Hy

∂z
= (σ + iωε)Ex (7)

Hy = − 1
iωµ

∂Ex

∂z
(8)

Hz =
1

iωµ

∂Ex

∂y
(9)

while the TM mode couples Hx to Ey and Ez as follows:

∂Ez

∂y
−

∂Ey

∂z
= −iωµHx (10)

Ey =
1

σ + iωε

∂Hx

∂z
(11)

Ez = − 1
σ + iωε

∂Hx

∂y
(12)
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Figure 1. Two-dimensional geo-electrical model of the radiomagnetotelluric problem in the 
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Figure 1. Two-dimensional geo-electrical model of the radiomagnetotelluric problem in the Cartesian
coordinate system.

If Equation (7) is associated with Equations (8) and (9), the electric field component Ex
of the TE mode satisfies a Helmholtz-type equation:

∂

∂y
(

1
iωµ

∂Ex

∂y
) +

∂

∂z
(

1
iωµ

∂Ex

∂z
)− (σ + iωε)Ex = 0 (13)

In the TM mode, the Helmholtz-type equation for the magnetic field component Hx
becomes more complex, written as follows:

∂

∂y
(

1
σ + iωε

∂Hx

∂y
) +

∂

∂z
(

1
σ + iωε

∂Hx

∂z
)− iωµHx = 0 (14)
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Consequently, the electromagnetic fields have a general Helmholtz-type equation:

∇ · (τ∇u) + λu = 0 (15)

where u, τ, and λ have different interpretations depending on the polarized mode. Specifi-
cally, in TE mode:

u = Ex, τ =
1

iωµ
, λ = −(σ + iωε) (16)

and in TM mode:
u = Hx, τ =

1
σ + iωε

, λ = −iωµ (17)

2.2. Boundary Conditions

In order to calculate two-dimensional radiomagnetotelluric responses by Equation
(15), the corresponding boundary conditions need to be supplied. The computational
domain can be confined to a bounded and conductive two-dimensional region, represented
by Ω = [ymin, ymax] × [zmin, zmax], as depicted in Figure 1. Then, the mixed boundary
conditions within the computational domain can be written as

u|z=zmin
= 1 (on AB) (18)

∂u
∂y

∣∣∣∣
y=ymin

= 0 (on AC),
∂u
∂y

∣∣∣∣
y=ymax

= 0 (on BD) (19)

(
∂u
∂z

+ ku
)∣∣∣∣

z=zmax

= 0 (on CD) (20)

where k =
√
−iωµσ− µεω2, and σ is the conductivity of homogeneous half-space under zmax.

3. Finite-Volume Forward Algorithm

To solve the two-dimensional boundary value problem for the radiomagnetotelluric
responses, the entire computational domain is discretized into N × M rectangular cells,
as depicted in Figure 2. A rectangular grid with non-uniform and irregular nodes in the
y-direction and z-direction is utilized. Discrete nodes in the y-direction are indexed by
i = 1, 2, 3, · · · , N, while nodes in the z-direction are indexed by j = 1, 2, 3, · · · , M.
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3.1. Algebraic Equation Form for the Governing Equation

The known conductivity σ(x, z) is assigned to each node in y- and z-directions by σi,j
using the numerical solution, requiring the evaluation of a discrete set ui,j at each node.
For an interior node (i, j), as depicted in Figure 3, the integration of Equation (15) over the
control volume yields

x

∆Ai,j

∇(τ∇u)dydz +
x

∆Ai,j

λudydz = 0 (21)

Using Green’s theorem, Equation (21) is rewritten as follows:

x

∆Ai,j

∇(τ∇u)dxdz =
∮

Li,j

τ
∂u
∂n

dl (22)

where Li,j denotes the enclosed curve of the integral region ∆Ai,j and n represents the
outward normal direction.
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The enclosed curve Li,j consists of eight sections, as depicted in Figure 3. By employing
central difference approximating, integrating along the entire path Li,j yields the following
algebraic equation:

∮
Li,j

τ
∂u
∂n

dl =
∆yi−1 · τi−1,j−1

2

(
ui,j−1 − ui,j

∆zj−1

)
+

∆yi · τi,j−1

2

(
ui,j−1 − ui,j

∆zj−1

)
+

∆zj−1 · τi,j−1

2

(ui+1,j − ui,j

∆yi

)
+

∆zj · τi,j

2

(ui+1,j − ui,j

∆yi

)
+

∆yi · τi,j

2

(
ui,j+1 − ui,j

∆zj

)
+

∆yi−1 · τi−1,j

2

(
ui,j+1 − ui,j

∆zj

)
+

∆zj · τi−1,j

2

(ui−1,j − ui,j

∆yi−1

)
+

∆zj−1 · τi−1,j−1

2

(ui−1,j − ui,j

∆yi−1

)
(23)

Similarly, the second integral term of Equation (21) can yield the following algebraic equation:

x

∆Ai,j

λudydz = λi,jui,j

(∆yi−1 · ∆zj−1

4
+

∆yi · ∆zj−1

4
+

∆yi · ∆zj

4
+

∆yi−1 · ∆zj

4

)
(24)

By substituting the difference approximation of Equations (23) and (24) into Equation
(21), the discretized form of the finite-volume scheme is expressed as follows

Cij
Wui−1,j + Cij

Eui+1,j + Cij
Nui,j−1 + Cij

S ui,j+1 + Cij
Pui,j = 0 (25)
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where Cij
W , Cij

E , Cij
N , Cij

S denote the coupling coefficients, and Cij
P corresponds to the self-

coupling coefficient. These coupling coefficients are given by

Cij
W = −∆zj−1·τi−1,j−1+∆zj ·τi−1,j

2∆yi−1
,

Cij
E = −∆zj−1·τi,j−1+∆zj ·τi,j

2∆yi
,

Cij
N = −∆yi−1·τi−1,j−1+∆yi ·τi,j−1

2∆zj−1
,

Cij
S = −∆yi−1·τi−1,j+∆yi ·τi,j

2∆zj
,

Cij
P = −

[
Cij

W + Cij
E + Cij

S + Cij
N

]
+ λi,j

(
∆yi−1·∆zj−1

4 +
∆yi ·∆zj−1

4 +
∆yi ·∆zj

4 +
∆yi−1·∆zj

4

)
.

3.2. Treatment of Mixed Boundary Conditions
3.2.1. Nodes on the Top Edge

The Dirichlet-type boundary conditions are used to the top boundary nodes (i, j) with
i = 1, 2, · · · , N and j = 1, and the corresponding algebraic equation is expressed as follows:

ui,j = 1 (26)

3.2.2. Nodes on the Bottom Edge

The Robin-type boundary conditions are valid for all boundary nodes (i, j) with
i = 2, 3, · · · , N − 1 and j = M. The integral region ∆Ai,j is enclosed by the curve Li,j
delineated by six sections, as illustrated in Figure 4. By integrating along the entire path
Li,j, applying central difference approximation yields the following algebraic equation:

∮
Li,j

τ
∂u
∂n

dl =
∆yi−1 · τi−1,j−1

2

(
ui,j−1 − ui,j

∆zj−1

)
+

∆yi · τi,j−1

2

(
ui,j−1 − ui,j

∆zj−1

)
+

∆zj−1 · τi,j−1

2

(ui+1,j − ui,j

∆yi

)
−
(∆yi · τi,j−1

2
+

∆yi−1 · τi−1,j−1

2

)
ki,jui,j

+
∆zj−1 · τi−1,j−1

2

(ui−1,j − ui,j

∆yi−1

)
(27)

Similarly, the second integral term of Equation (21) for the bottom nodes can yield the
following algebraic equation:

x

∆Ai,j

λudydz = λi,jui,j

(∆yi−1 · ∆zj−1

4
+

∆yi · ∆zj−1

4

)
(28)

Mathematics 2024, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 19 
 

 

,

1 1, 1 , 1 , , 1 , 1 ,

1 1

1 , 1 1, ,

, 1 1 1, 1
, ,

d
2 2

                  
2

                  
2 2

i j

i i j i j i j i i j i j i j

j jL

j i j i j i j

i

i i j i i j
i j i

y u u y u uu l
n z z

z u u
y

y y
k u

τ τ
τ

τ

τ τ

− − − − − −

− −

− − +

− − − −

   Δ ⋅ − Δ ⋅ −∂ = +      ∂ Δ Δ   
Δ ⋅ − 

+  Δ 
Δ ⋅ Δ ⋅ 

− + 
 



1 1, 1 1, ,

1

                  
2

j

j i j i j i j

i

z u u
y

τ− − − −

−

Δ ⋅ − 
+  Δ 

 (27)

Similarly, the second integral term of Equation (21) for the bottom nodes can yield 
the following algebraic equation: 

,

1 1 1
, ,

A

d d +
4 4

i j

i j i j
i j i j

y z y z
u y z uλ λ − − −

Δ

Δ ⋅ Δ Δ ⋅ Δ 
=  

 
  (28)

 
Figure 4. Boundary node on the bottom edge. 

By substituting the difference approximation of Equations (27) and (28) into Equation 
(21), the algebraic equation for any of these nodes is expressed as follows: 

1, 1, , 1 , 0ij ij ij ij
W i j E i j N i j P i jC u C u C u C u− + −+ + + =  (29)

where the coupling coefficients are given by 
1 1, 1

12
j i jij

W
i

z
C

y
τ− − −

−

Δ ⋅
= −

Δ
, 

1 , 1

2
j i jij

E
i

z
C

y
τ− −Δ ⋅

= −
Δ

, 

1 1, 1 , 1

12
i i j i i jij

N
j

y y
C

z
τ τ− − − −

−

Δ ⋅ + Δ ⋅
= −

Δ
, 

( ) 1 1 1
,

, 1 1 1, 1
,

+
4 4

               
2 2

i j i jij ij ij ij ij
P W E S N i j

i i j i i j
i j

y z y z
C C C C C

y y
k

λ

τ τ

− − −

− − − −

Δ ⋅ Δ Δ ⋅ Δ 
= − + + + +  

 
Δ ⋅ Δ ⋅ 

− + 
 

. 

3.2.3. Nodes on the Left Edge 
The Neumann-type boundary conditions are applied to all boundary nodes (i, j) with 

i = 1 and 2,3, , 1j M= −  . The mesh region ,Ai jΔ   is enclosed by the contour ,i jL  
defined by sections II, III, IV, V, d, c, as shown in Figure 5. By applying the boundary 
conditions, the finite-volume equation is expressed as follows: 

1, , 1 , 1 , 0ij ij ij ij
E i j N i j S i j P i jC u C u C u C u+ − ++ + + =  (30)

Figure 4. Boundary node on the bottom edge.

By substituting the difference approximation of Equations (27) and (28) into Equation
(21), the algebraic equation for any of these nodes is expressed as follows:

Cij
Wui−1,j + Cij

Eui+1,j + Cij
Nui,j−1 + Cij

Pui,j = 0 (29)
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where the coupling coefficients are given by

Cij
W = −∆zj−1·τi−1,j−1

2∆yi−1
,

Cij
E = −∆zj−1·τi,j−1

2∆yi
,

Cij
N = −∆yi−1·τi−1,j−1+∆yi ·τi,j−1

2∆zj−1
,

Cij
P = −

(
Cij

W + Cij
E + Cij

S + Cij
N

)
+ λi,j

(
∆yi−1·∆zj−1

4 +
∆yi ·∆zj−1

4

)
− ki,j

(
∆yi ·τi,j−1

2 +
∆yi−1·τi−1,j−1

2

)
.

3.2.3. Nodes on the Left Edge

The Neumann-type boundary conditions are applied to all boundary nodes (i, j) with i
= 1 and j = 2, 3, · · · , M − 1. The mesh region ∆Ai,j is enclosed by the contour Li,j defined
by sections II, III, IV, V, d, c, as shown in Figure 5. By applying the boundary conditions,
the finite-volume equation is expressed as follows:

Cij
Eui+1,j + Cij

Nui,j−1 + Cij
S ui,j+1 + Cij

Pui,j = 0 (30)

where
Cij

E = −∆zj ·τi,j+∆zj−1·τi,j−1
2∆yi

,

Cij
N = −∆yi ·τi,j−1

2∆zj−1
,

Cij
S = −∆yi ·τi,j

2∆zj
,

Cij
P = −

(
Cij

E + Cij
S + Cij

N

)
+ λi,j

(
∆yi ·∆zj−1

4 +
∆yi ·∆zj

4

)
.
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3.2.4. Nodes on the Right Edge

For the nodes (N, j), j = 2, 3, · · · , M − 1, the integral region ∆Ai,j is enclosed by the
enclosed curve Li,j defined by six sections, as shown in Figure 6. Then, the finite-volume
equation is expressed as follows:

Cij
Wui−1,j + Cij

Nui,j−1 + Cij
S ui,j+1 + Cij

Pui,j = 0 (31)

where
Cij

W = −∆zj ·τi−1,j+∆zj−1·τi−1,j−1
2∆yi−1

,

Cij
N = −∆yi−1·τi−1,j−1

2∆zj−1
,

Cij
S = −∆yi−1·τi−1,j

2∆zj
,

Cij
P = −

(
Cij

W + Cij
S + Cij

N

)
+ λi,j

(
∆yi−1·∆zj−1

4 +
∆yi−1·∆zj

4

)
.
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3.2.5. Treatment of Corner Nodes

For the corner nodes (1, M) and (N, M), the corresponding integral region ∆Ai,j
is enclosed by the curve Li,j defined by four sections, as shown in Figures 7a and 7b,
respectively. In the case of the node (1, M), the finite-volume equation is expressed as
follows:

Cij
Eui+1,j + Cij

Nui,j−1 + Cij
Pui,j = 0 (32)

where
Cij

E = −∆zj−1·τi,j−1
2∆yi

,

Cij
N = −∆yi ·τi,j−1

2∆zj−1
,

Cij
P = −

(
Cij

E + Cij
N

)
+ λi,j

(
∆yi ·∆zj−1

4

)
− ki,j

(
∆yi ·τi,j−1

2

)
.
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On the bottom right corner node (N, M), the corresponding algebraic equation is
written as follows:

Cij
Wui−1,j + Cij

Nui,j−1 + Cij
Pui,j = 0 (33)

where
Cij

W = −∆zj−1·τi−1,j−1
2∆yi−1

,

Cij
N = −∆yi−1·τi−1,j−1

2∆zj−1
,

Cij
P = −

(
Cij

W + Cij
N

)
+ λi,j

(
∆yi−1·∆zj−1

4

)
− ki,j

(
∆yi−1·τi−1,j−1

2

)
.
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3.3. Calculation of Radiomagnetotelluric Responses

After approximating the governing Equation (21) using the finite-volume scheme in all
discrete nodes, Equations (25) and (26) and Equations (29)–(33) needed to be appropriately
arranged into a linear system, written as follows:

Ku = p (34)

where K represents a sparse matrix, u denotes the unknown vector for either the electric
field or the magnetic field at discrete nodes, and p represents the column vector related
to the top boundary nodes. Equation (34) can be solved using iterative techniques. Ad-
ditionally, the convergence speed can be significantly enhanced by applying suitable
pre-conditioners. In our computational modeling, combining a bi-conjugate gradient
stabilization (BICGSTAB) algorithm [26,27] with an incomplete low-upper (ILU) decom-
position [28]. This approach, known as the ILU-BICGSTAB iterative method, is used to
solve Equation (34). Figure 8 illustrates the rapid convergence process and total number of
iterations for the iterative approach.
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After obtaining the electric component Ex, the orthogonal magnetic field Hy is solved
using Equation (8) in TE mode. Similarly, after acquiring the magnetic field component Hx,
the electric component Ey can be solved using Equation (11) in TM mode. Subsequently,
the corresponding two-dimensional impedance tensor can be deduced by[

Ex
Ey

]
=

[
0 Zxy
Zyx 0

][
Hx
Hy

]
(35)

The apparent resistivities can be calculated as

ρ
xy
a =

1
ωµ

∣∣Zxy
∣∣2, ρ

yx
a =

1
ωµ

∣∣Zyx
∣∣2 (36)

Meanwhile, the impedance phases can be expressed as

ϕxy = arctan
Im[Zxy]

Re[Zxy]
, ϕyx = arctan

Im[Zyx]

Re[Zyx]
(37)
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Based on the analysis of the two-dimensional vertex-centered finite-volume algorithm,
the complete workflow, as depicted in Figure 9, enables the computation of approximate
radiomagnetotelluric apparent resistivity and impedance phases.
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4. Numerical Experiments and Discussions

Our numerical simulation was executed on the Lenovo Workstation P920, equipped
with 2X Gold 6154 processor and 256 GB RAM. The finite-volume forward algorithm was
carried out using MATLAB R2023a software (MathWorks Inc., Natick, MA, USA).

4.1. Testing Accuracy with a Helmholtz Equation

We first consider the following Helmholtz equation:
∂2u
∂x2 +

∂2u
∂y2 + u =

(
1 − 2π2) sin(πx) sin(πy), 0 < x < 2, 0 < y < 4

u|x=0 = 0, u|x=2 = 0, 0 ≤ y ≤ 4
u|y=0 = 0, u|y=4 = 0, 0 ≤ x ≤ 2

The problem on the computation domain [0, 2] × [0, 4] is solved using the vertex-
centered finite-volume algorithm and assuming N = M. The exact solution of this problem
is given by u(x, y) = sin(πx) sin(πy) [29]. In Figure 10, the numerical approximate results
and analytical exact results for N = M = 40 are presented, demonstrating excellent
agreement between numerical approximate solution and analytical exact solution at grid
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points
(

xi, yj
)

(for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , 40). The maximum absolute error is found to be less than
6 × 10−3.
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4.2. Testing Efficiency with a Variable-Coefficient Helmholtz Equation

In this experiment, we consider the Helmholtz equation with variable coefficients:
∂

∂x

[
A(x, y) ∂

∂x

]
+ ∂

∂y

[
B(x, y) ∂

∂y

]
+ λu = f (x, y), 0 < x < π, 0 < y < π

u|x=0 = 0, u|x=π = 0, 0 ≤ y ≤ π
u|y=0 = 0, u|y=π = 0, 0 ≤ x ≤ π

where λ = 1, A(x, y) = y, B(x, y) = x, and f (x, y) = (1 − x − y) sin(x) sin(y). Homoge-
neous Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on this problem and its exact solution is
expressed as u(x, y) = sin(x) sin(y).

We point out that the above problem is the one used for measuring the efficiency of
numerical methods [29]. In Figure 11, the numerical approximate results and analytical
exact results for N = M = 20 are presented, demonstrating excellent agreement between
numerical approximate solution and analytical exact solution at the grid points

(
xi, yj

)
(for

i, j = 1, 2, · · · , 20). The maximum absolute error is found to be 3.1 × 10−3.
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4.3. Testing Accuracy with a Homogeneous Half-Space Model

A half-space resistivity model [14] is applied for testing the accuracy of the vertex-
centered finite-volume forward algorithm for the radiomagnetotelluric problem. The
Earth’s surface is considered flat, and the homogeneous half-space is characterized by a
resistivity of 10,000 Ω · m and a relative permittivity of εr = 5. The radiomagnetotelluric
computational domain is set to a size of 10 km × 10 km, with the air layer extending to a
thickness of 10 km.

The vertex-centered finite-volume algorithm was employed to compute finite-volume
numerical solutions for the radiomagnetotelluric responses, specifically the apparent re-
sistivities and phases, corresponding to two modes over a frequency range of 10 kHz to
250 kHz, as depicted in Figure 12. It is evident that the numerical radiomagnetotelluric
responses obtained using this algorithm exhibit excellent agreement with the analytical
exact solutions provided in Appendix A.

The maximum absolute errors for the apparent resistivities and phases in TE mode
are 11.55 Ω · m and 0.028◦, respectively. At higher frequencies, the presence of dis-
placement currents leads to a reduction in the apparent resistivity and phase below the
commonly observed values of 10,000 and 45◦, respectively, as anticipated within the
quasi-static approximation.
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4.4. Testing Accuracy with a Two-Dimensional Geo-Electric Model

To verify the accuracy of the vertex-centered finite-volume algorithm, a two-dimensional
geo-electric model [30] is used, as shown in Figure 13. The model consists of two conductive
rectangular bodies embedded in a two-layer model. The finite-volume calculations are
again compared with the results of the finite-element method by Wannamaker et al. [31].
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In this study, the non-uniform meshes in TM mode and TE mode are set as 100 × 80
(in which 10 km is the air media and its resistivity is equal to 1015 Ω · m). The measurement
profile along the atmospheric grounding interface varies from 0 to 800 m. The frequency
to be tested is only 1 kHz. Figures 14 and 15 display the comparison of the finite-element
results from Wannamaker et al. (1986) [31] and our finite-volume forward code, and
the results match well. The maximum relative apparent resistivity error between the
two forward schemes is equal to 0.02% in TM mode and 0.01% in TE mode, respectively.
The maximum relative phase error is equal to 0.004% in TM mode and 0.005% in TE
mode, respectively.
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4.5. Single Rectangular Anomaly Example

To demonstrate the efficiency of the vertex-centered finite-volume algorithm, a nu-
merical example was conducted using a simple two-dimensional resistivity anomaly, as
depicted in Figure 16. The model consists of a single rectangular block with an embedded
resistivity of 1000 Ω · m. The two-dimensional model’s background resistivity is set to
10,000 Ω · m, while the relative permittivity is εr = 5. The resistivity anomaly block has a
width of 100 m, a thickness of 45 m, and is positioned at a depth of 15 m from the ground.
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Figure 16. Simple two-dimensional resistivity model.

The whole domain was set to a size of 20 km × 20 km. A total of nine frequencies
of 10, 40, 70, 100, 130, 160, 190, 220, and 250 kHz was selected to evaluate radiomagne-
totelluric responses. The calculated apparent resistivities and impedance phases using the
finite-volume approach are presented in Figure 17, effectively capturing the geo-electrical
parameters of the simple two-dimensional model.
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5. Conclusions

We have developed an efficient vertex-centered finite-volume algorithm for two-
dimensional radiomagnetotelluric forward modeling. Detailed mathematical formulas
for the finite-volume approach are presented, and the numerical approach is carried out
using MATLAB R2023a software. Numerical examples demonstrate the high accuracy
of the proposed algorithm for two-dimensional radiomagnetotelluric forward modeling,
enabling qualitative interpretation of field data. Thus, our finite-volume method offers an
alternative numerical technique to calculate radiomagnetotelluric responses in the case of
two-dimensional earth resistivity models. Furthermore, the vertex-centered finite-volume
algorithm can be readily extended and implemented for simulating three-dimensional
radiomagnetotelluric responses.
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Appendix A. Mathematical Expressions for Computing One-Dimensional
Radiomagnetotelluric Responses

In a layered one-dimensional model, we calculate the apparent impedance Zm in the
mth layer as follows:

Zm = Z0m
Z0m(1 − e−2kmhm) + Zm+1(1 + e−2kmhm)

Z0m(1 + e−2kmhm) + Zm+1(1 − e−2kmhm)
(A1)

where km =
√
−iωµσm − µεmω2, Z0m = − iωµ

km
, and hm represent the mth layer thickness.

Then, the radiomagnetotelluric apparent resistivity and phase can be calculated as

ρa =
1

ωµ
|Z1|2, φ = arctan

Im[Z1]

Re[Z1]
(A2)
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