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In this work, we demonstrate a method for constructing the Solov’ev equilibrium with any
given 2D shape surrounded by a vacuum region using external poloidal field coils. The
computational domain consists of two parts: the plasma region, where the solution is the
same as the Solov’ev solution, and the vacuum region, where the magnetic field generated
by external coils as well as plasma current is determined using the Green function method
through a matching condition near the separatrix. However, the method is not limited to
the Solov’ev equilibrium in particular. The accuracy, efficiency, and robustness of such a
scheme suggest that this method may be applied to the 2D shaping of tokamak plasma with

vacuum region using external coils in general.
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For a tokamak plasma, its stability and transport can be significantly affected by the two-
dimensional (2D) shaping of equilibrium poloidal cross-section!™. Thus it is often desirable to
construct the tokamak equilibrium with any prescribed poloidal shape for its plasma-vacuum in-

terface using external coils in both theory and experiments.

2D shaping of tokamak equilibrium has been a subject of extensive studies. For certain pressure
and current profiles, several analytical solutions of the Grad-Shafranov (G-S) equation allowing
arbitrary plasma shape have been derived, where the shaping parameters, including elongation and
triangularity, are determined using the expansion coefficients of the homogeneous solutions>™®. In
simulation and experiments, 2D shaping studies have been often carried out in the design and opti-
mization of equilibrium configuration feedback control schemes, which have been implemented in
most tokamak devices (e.g. EAST? and DIII-D'Y). one common such scheme usually involves the
measurement and calculation of poloidal flux at specific control points"13. For the given plasma
current and pressure profiles, any deviation of the poloidal shaping from its target at a certain
control surface can be corrected by adjusting the external coil current, and the exact adjustment
can be determined by the matching condition at the control points. Such a method has been found
successful in practice!’. However, the direct relation between the 2D plasma shape and external
coil configurations, which would allow the identification of their overall geometric and physical

connections, has yet to be explicitly established.

This paper presents a method for finding the direct and explicit relation between the tokamak
shaping and the external poloidal field coil configuration, taking the well-known Solov’ev equilib-
rium as an example. As one of the analytical solutions of the G-S equation, Solov’ev equilibrium
is often used in the benchmark of the numerical G-S equation solver and the analysis of toka-
mak equilibrium, such as the study on 2D plasma shaping®®. The conventional Solov’ev solution,
however, is derived with toroidal current filling all space, which is in contrast to the tokamak ex-
periment where there is virtually a vacuum out of separatrix. Even though many studies have been
done on the relationship between Solov’ev solutions and plasma shape®®, most of these studies
are based on the conventional Solov’ev solution without vacuum region. Xu and Fitzpatrick find
an overall equilibrium solution with the Solov’ev solution in plasma along with a vacuum region'
using the Green function and multiple expansion method, which may fail when the external coils
are close to the plasma boundary as in realistic experiments. Instead, we directly use the Green

function method for both plasma current and external poloidal field coils, which allows us to not

only find the matching vacuum solution to a given Solov’ev equilibrium inside the separatrix but
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also establish the direct and explicit relation between the plasma shape and the external coil con-
figuration. In general, this method can be directly applied to obtain tokamak equilibrium with
desired 2D plasma shape in both simulation and experiment.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: first, the numerical method is presented for
finding the relation between plasma shaping and external poloidal field coil configuration. Then,
we demonstrate the usage of the method and evaluate the associated numerical error using an
example case of Solov’ev equilibrium. Finally, we apply the method to discuss the explicit rela-
tions between several typical plasma shaping and their corresponding external poloidal field coil
configurations.

Numerical method: For the MHD equilibrium with toroidal axisymmetry, the poloidal magnetic

flux function y is governed by the G-S equation
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Here, (R, ¢,Z) corresponds to the right-hand cylindrical coordinate system. The above equation
is written in the dimensionless form, where the magnetic field, poloidal magnetic flux, plasma
pressure p, toroidal current density Jy, and poloidal current are normalized by the constants
RO,BO,R%BO,B% /lo,Bo/ (LoRo), and RyBy respectively, with Ry, By being the major radius and
magnetic field strength at the magnetic axis.

The solutions to the G-S equation consist of the special and homogeneous contributions:

i=1

where Y is the special solution specified by the pressure and the current profiles, and y; is a set
of homogeneous solutions of the G-S equation that satisfy certain boundary conditions. The
homogeneous solution used here assumes that the overall solution can be written as a Taylor series,
starting from a constant and increasing up to and including n-th order terms®>"1¥, Next, we can
solve the G-S equation by finding the corresponding matching solutions with vacuum in the form
of Eq. (3) from two sub-regions of the computational domain. The first part is the plasma region
with closed magnetic field lines, and the second is the vacuum region with open magnetic field

lines.



V in the closed field line region: In this region, we first determined the special solution given
by the pressure and current profiles. In the case of Solov’ev equilibrium, the pressure and current

profiles are as follows:

_dp _
fg (4)

For any given special solution, the 2D plasma shaping is further determined by the homoge-
neous solution or in terms of its expansion in Eq. [3| a particular set of the coefficients ¢;. On the
other hand, all the desired local and global geometric features of the plasma shaping can be used
to construct the corresponding set of constraints on the flux function or its partial derivatives at
locations, such as the X points, the magnetic axis, or the surface, which allows the specification of
the homogeneous solution to the extent of an equal number of coefficients ¢;. This completes the
equilibrium solution in the plasma region on the closed field lines inside the separatrix.

v in the open field line region: The magnetic flux y in the open field line region is determined
by the plasma current and the external poloidal field coils, which, in general, can be calculated

using the Green function method:

Y =y,+Vy 5
Vp(R,Z) = / / G(R,Z:R,7)Jy (R,Z')dR' dZ' (6)
Q
Ne
Ve(R,Z) =Y G(RZ:R,Z{)1; (7)

i=1
where € represents the plasma region inside the separatrix, Jy is the toroidal current density, N, is
the total number of the external coils, and /; is the current in each of the external coils, the Green
function G (R,Z;R',7') is given by!°

1 VRR'
2k

G (R;R') = [(2—K*) K(k) —2E (k)] (8)

where K (k) and E (k) are the complete elliptic integrals of the first and second kind, and the

argument is defined by

4RR’
K= 9)

(R+R)+(Z—7)*+e

which can be derived through calculating the vector potential generated by an axisymmetric cur-
rent ring with unit current?). And ¢ is a small quantity added to avoid the singularity at the control

surface caused by the complete elliptic integral of the first kind K.
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Matching on last closed field surface: To guarantee the continuity of poloidal magnetic flux
Y between the open and the closed field line regions, the values of y from both regions could be

matched on a surface close to the LCFS at chosen matching points j

Vpj+Wej=(1-1)wx (10)

where yy is the poloidal magnetic flux at the X point on separatrix, ¥ = (1 — 1) yy is the flux on
the matching surface, 7 is a small number chosen to avoid singularities caused by discontinuities
in the tangential slopes of the magnetic field lines at the X points'*. For the purpose of plasma
2D shaping control, the extent that the exact configuration setting of the external poloidal field
coils needs to be specified may be determined by the set of chosen locations where the matching
conditions are required to be satisfied. From the expression of v, Eq. (7H9), one can see that the
dependence of matching conditions on external coil current is linear, whereas their dependence on
external coil location is nonlinear. Thus, it would be more straightforward and practical to solve
for the set of external coil current at the fixed coil locations in order to satisfy the set of given
matching conditions, which is often the case in reality.

In this way, we obtain the complete equilibrium solution to the G-S equation in Eq. (I) where
the corresponding configuration of the external poloidal field coils can maintain the prescribed
plasma profiles and 2D shape at the separatrix are also determined.

An example case and error evaluation: An up-down symmetric tokamak equilibrium with
separatrix, which can be minimally specified with the first four items expansion terms of the ho-
mogeneous solutions along with a special solution of the G-S equation (I)), is shown here as an
example of the solution method described in the previous section:

o = 4R 45 (RzlnR— R;)
v =1, v, =R? (11)
v; =72 —R’InR, v = R*—4R?7?
In this case, the four unknown coefficients c¢; — ¢4 in Eq. can be determined by the locations
of the X points (Rx,+Zx) and the magnetic axis (Rp,0) together with the assumption that the

poloidal flux function y = 0 at the magnetic axis. This yields the corresponding constraints:

v g, Y= at X points (Ry,+Zx)

JdR dz —
5 (12)
5F =0, y=0, at magnetic axis (Ry,0)



The constraint that the derivative of Y on Z at the magnetic axis equals zero is naturally satisfied,
owing to the symmetry of y in Z. The constraints in Eq.(12)) lead to a set of linear inhomogeneous
algebraic equations for the unknown c; which uniquely specify the 2D shape of the magnetic flux
surface in the closed field line region. And the external coil setting designed to maintain the 2D
shape of the closed field line region can be determined by the matching conditions in Eq. (I0),
which would reduce to essentially a set of linear equations for the external coil current /; at fixed
coil locations.

For example, the plasma current and pressure are specified by a = 1.2,b = —1.0. The shape
parameters are chosen as Ry = 1.0,Ry = 0.95,Zx = £0.06. Corresponding to the up-down sym-
metry of this particular equilibrium, a number of external coils at fixed locations with up-down
symmetry are also prescribed. In this way, we only need to solve half number of the external coil
currents. The exact number of the external coils is determined by the number of match points se-
lected. For the Green function integral in Eq. (6), the two-dimensional trapezoidal rule is adopted
on a 100 x 100 uniform rectangular grid.

Using the method outlined in previous sections, we obtain the Solov’ev equilibrium with a
vacuum region outside the separatrix (Fig. [I)) and the corresponding external coil configuration.
In comparison to the conventional Solov’ev equilibrium without a vacuum region, the contours of
v are the same in the closed field line region, and the shape of the separatrix is nearly identical
subject to the numerical error. The relative error of the vacuum solution on the separatrix can be
defined by A = W, where yy is the Solov’ev solution on the separatrix and yy*“(0) is
the numerical vacuum solution along the separatrix and dependent on the poloidal angle 6 at the
given Yy on the separatrix. As shown in the upper figure of Fig. 2| the maximum difference is at
the X points, which is caused by the discontinuity of the tangential slope of the magnetic field line
at the X points. Nonetheless, as seen in the lower figure of Fig. [2] y is continuous at separatrix.
Outside the separatrix, the contour of y differs from the Solov’ev solution, as also indicated by
the different external angles of field lines at the X points. The error A depends on the matching
parameter 1) and the grid size. Keeping the grid size fixed, the relative error increases with 1, as
shown in Fig. 3| For several fixed given 1, the numerical convergence in terms of A with grid size
is also confirmed.

2D shaping by external coils: In the above method, only a set of linear equations for the coil
currents need to be solved for a set of prescribed coil locations, which suggests that the method

may be used as an efficient 2D shaping control scheme using external coils. To demonstrate this,
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we solve for example the external coil settings for several Solov’ev equilibria with vacuum regions
and the designed features of 2D shape, such as varying degrees of up-down asymmetry, elongation,
and triangularity.

Up-down asymmetry: For an up-down asymmetric equilibrium, the positions of the magnetic
axis and two different X points can be chosen to determine the plasma shape. As a result of
the choice, we will need to select at least three additional expansions terms of the homogeneous

solutions of Eq. (I).

=Z, = R?Z,
¥ Ve (13)
v; =Z°—3ZR*InR
Now, seven constraints are required to solve the seven unknown coefficients c;.
((99_% = 0’ g_qZ/ = 0’ two X pOiIltS (Rxl 7Zx1)7 (Rx27Zx2)
%—}g =0, 3—"2' =0, magnetic axis (Ro,0) (14)

v =0, magnetic axis (Ry,0)

The constraint on the derivative of y on Z at the magnetic axis is required now because it is
not satisfied automatically due to the loss of symmetry in Z. Similarly, the currents of all coils,
instead of half, must be calculated. For the same external coil locations, and the plasma current
and pressure profiles in the up-down symmetric Solov’ev equilibrium specified in Eq. (TI)), the
conventional Solov’ev equilibrium and the Solov’ev equilibrium with a vacuum region with the
same plasma shape are shown in Fig. @] respectively.

Elongation: For an up-down symmetry equilibrium, the position of the X points can be used
to change the elongation. Using the same constraints as in Eq. (I2)) and different positions of X
points, an equilibrium with different elongation is obtained which is shown in Fig. [5] along with
the classical Solov’ev equilibrium without vacuum for comparison.

Triangularity: 1t can be shown that if only the first four homogeneous solutions of the G-S
equation, stated in Eq. (TI)), are chosen, the triangularity of Solov’ev equilibrium with X points is
equal to 1. To vary the triangularity of equilibrium, another two expansions terms of the homoge-

neous solutions of the G-S equation are added

Ws =27*—97?R?> — 12Z’R>InR+3R*InR

(15)
Ve = R®—12R*Z? +8R?*Z*



Two corresponding constraints are required to determine these two unknown coefficients, such as

the requirement that y at the inner and outer points of LCFS be the same as y at the X point

Vinner = VX, inner points (Rjpper,0) (16)

Youter = YX, outer points (Zinneryo)

The Solov’ev equilibrium thus solved is shown in Fig. [ along with the conventional Solov’ev

equilibrium with the same plasma current, pressure profiles, and plasma shape.

In summary, a general method for constructing an equilibrium with any specified 2D shape
surrounded by a vacuum region using external poloidal field coils is presented, which allows the
determination of the direct relation between the plasma shaping and the corresponding external
poloidal field coil setting. And this method is demonstrated to be effective for specifying the
elongation, triangularity, and up-down symmetry of Solov’ev equilibrium with a vacuum region
by adjusting the current of a set of external coils at fixed locations, for example. However, this
method is not limited to the Solov’ev equilibrium. We plan on implementing the method into
2D equilibrium solvers, such as NIMEQZI*22 and CHEASEZ, to obtain a desirable equilibrium
with designed plasma shape using external coils and extending this method to the calculation of
external coil setting for more general and realistic tokamak equilibrium with any prescribed 2D

shape, which may be eventually developed into a practical 2D shaping control scheme.
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FIG. 1. Contour of y in Solov’ev solution with (lower) and without (upper) vacuum region, where a = 1.2,

b=—1.0,Ry = 1.0, Rx =0.95, Zx = £0.06 as in Eq. and Eq.
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on the middle plane (lower) and on the LCFS (upper) as a function of the normalized poloidal angle Oy .
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FIG. 3. The averaged relative error (A) between the Solov’ev equilibrium with and without vacuum on the

LCEFS as a function of log,yn for a fixed grid size.
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are also fourteen poloidal field coils. 14
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FIG. 5. Contour of y in Solov’ev solution with (lower) and without (upper) vacuum region, where a = 1.2,

b= —1.0asin Eq. for a larger elongation with Ry = 0.95,Zx = £0.08,Ry = 1.0 as in Eq. (12).
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FIG. 6. Contour of y in Solov’ev solution with (lower) and without (upper) vacuum region, where a = 1.2,
b= —1.0asin Eq. (TI1)), Rx = 0.98,Zy = +0.06,Ry = 1.0 as in Eq. (12), and Rjner = 0.95, Rpyrer = 1.05 as

in Eq. (TI) and Eq. (I6). ¢
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