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In the present Letter, first-of-its-kind computer simulations predicting plasma profiles for modern
optimized stellarators – while self-consistently retaining neoclassical transport, turbulent transport
with 3D effects, and external physical sources – are presented. These simulations exploit a newly
developed coupling framework involving the global gyrokinetic turbulence code GENE-3D, the neo-
classical transport code KNOSOS, and the 1D transport solver TANGO. This framework is used
to analyze the recently observed degradation of energy confinement in electron-heated plasmas in
the Wendelstein 7-X stellarator, where the central ion temperature was ”clamped” to Ti ≈ 1.5 keV
regardless of the external heating power. By performing first-principles based simulations, the key
mechanism leading to this effect is identified and guidelines for improving the plasma performance
in future experimental campaigns are put forth. This work paves the way towards the use of high-
fidelity models for the development of the next generation of stellarators, in which neoclassical and
turbulent transport are optimized simultaneously.

PACS numbers: 52.65.y,52.35.Mw,52.35.Ra

Introduction. With the systematic reduction of neo-
classical transport in modern optimized stellarators like
Wendelstein 7-X (W7-X), the magnetic confinement is
now turbulence-limited [1–3], like in tokamaks. A promi-
nent example of the consequences of this fact was found
during the first experimental campaign of W7-X. Here,
the observed energy confinement in electron-heated plas-
mas stayed way below the expectations [4]. In fact, the
on-axis ion temperature appeared clamped to Ti ∼ 1.5
keV, regardless of adjustments in the heating power,
plasma density, and magnetic configuration. A possible
explanation was proposed in Ref. [5], attributing this ef-
fect to the employed auxiliary heating scheme, i.e., elec-
tron cyclotron resonance heating (ECRH). Specifically,
ECRH induces large electron-to-ion temperature ratios,
thus possibly enhancing the ion temperature gradient
(ITG) driven turbulent transport and resulting in the
clamping of the ion temperature profile [5].

Although some numerical evidence supporting this
physical interpretation – based on gyrokinetic simula-
tions in flux-tube geometry – was presented in Ref. [5],
the potentially important roles played by 3D effects,
neoclassical transport, and the radial electric field were
not explored. In addition, it remained unclear how the
electron-to-ion temperature ratios might affect plasma
profile evolution over the entire plasma volume. This
is due to the lack of validated transport models in the
stellarator community able to correctly capture the com-
bined effect of turbulent transport and external sources.
While reduced transport models fail to describe turbu-
lence in complex 3D geometries [4], high-fidelity gyroki-
netic codes are still limited to short time scales [6–9],
thus not allowing to consider the evolution of the equi-

librium profiles. These hard limits of the presently avail-
able modeling tools did not allow reliable prediction of
plasma profile evolution and performances in modern-
optimized stellarators resulting in the unexpected con-
finement degradation (ion temperature clamping) as
shown in W7-X experiments.

In this Letter, we fill this gap by presenting a new inte-
grated modelling tool, fully developed for optimized stel-
larator devices, where turbulence, neoclassical transport,
the radial electric field, and 3D effects are all retained
self-consistently. By applying this tool, we simulate –
for the first time – the ion temperature profile evolution
for electron-heated plasmas in W7-X and reproduce the
ion temperature clamping observed in the experiments.
In addition, we identify the key mechanism leading to
the plasma confinement degradation and propose guide-
lines for improving the plasma performance in future ex-
perimental campaigns. This work represents first steps
towards the development of advanced scenarios in mod-
ern optimized stellarators using a high-fidelity turbulence
model, and it paves the way for the design of the next
generation of stellarator devices, where neoclassical and
turbulent transport are optimized simultaneously.

Model description. The integrated, first-principles
based transport model involves the global gyrokinetic
turbulence code GENE-3D [6,10], the neoclassical trans-
port code KNOSOS [11,12], and the 1D transport code
TANGO [13,14]. To achieve self-consistency, the three
codes are applied in a continuous loop. First, KNOSOS
evaluates the neoclassical fluxes and the background ra-
dial electric field for a given set of density/temperature
profiles and a given magnetic equilibrium. On the ba-
sis of these plasma profiles and the background radial
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FIG. 1. Temperature and density profiles. The central Te,0

is varied from roughly 7 keV (Case 1) to 2 keV (Case 2).
The same ion temperature profile with Ti,0 = 1.5 keV (initial
guess) and density profile with ne,0 = 3.5 ·1019m−3 is chosen
for both cases.

electric field as computed by KNOSOS, GENE-3D eval-
uates the turbulent transport over a set of microscopic
time steps. Finally, TANGO evaluates new plasma pro-
files consistent with both the total (neoclassical and tur-
bulent) fluxes and the particle and heat sources. This
process is repeated iteratively until a flux equilibrium is
reached.

This high-fidelity model has the unique capability of
capturing a wide range of possibly relevant effects, in-
cluding internal transport barriers [15–17], turbulence
spreading [18–20], transport avalanches [21–23], field-line
dependencies [24, 25], neoclassical effects [26–28], and ex-
ternal particle/heat sources. The inter-code coupling ex-
ploits the time scale separation between turbulence and
transport phenomena, and benefits from running each
code only on their natural time scales [29, 30]. This
approach is able to drastically reduce the computational
cost for evolving plasma profiles up to the energy con-
finement time [31].

Simulation setup. The numerical simulations pre-
sented in this Letter are performed for hydrogen plasmas
heated by ECRH in the standard W7-X configuration
[32]. The GENE-3D simulations are collisionless and as-
sume an adiabatic electron response. We prescribe the
Te and ne profiles and fix them in time. These profiles
are inspired by the typical plasma profiles observed in
ECRH-dominated W7-X plasmas [5, 33]. While the on-
axis plasma density is fixed to ne,0 = 3.5 · 1019m−3 with
relative flat gradient, two different electron temperature
profiles are considered: one with Te,0 = 7 keV (Case 1)
and another with Te,0 = 2 keV (Case 2). The initial guess
for the ion temperature profile is taken from the exper-
imental measurements of W7-X with a clamped on-axis
temperature of Ti,0 = 1.5 keV (see Fig. 1). GENE-3D is

run using the gradient-driven approach [34], which em-
ploys a Krook-type heat source to maintain the plasma
profiles close to the ones provided by TANGO at each
iteration. Zero Dirichlet boundary conditions are em-
ployed with buffer zones covering 5 − 10% of the radial
domain where a Krook damping operator is applied to
avoid nonphysical profile variations close to the bound-
aries. The numerical resolution in (x, y, z, v‖, µ) space
used in GENE-3D is (192 × 256 × 128 × 32 × 8). Here,
x = ρtor is a radial coordinate based on the toroidal flux
Φ, ρtor =

√
Φ/ΦLCFS, normalized by its value at the last

close flux surface; y is a coordinate along the binormal
direction; z the coordinate along the magnetic field line;
v‖ is the parallel velocity and µ is the magnetic moment.
The radial simulation domain is ρtor = [0.05 − 0.7]. In
the binormal direction, we exploit the five-fold symmetry
of W7-X and consider one-fifth of the toroidal domain.
TANGO solves the ion pressure equation using 27 radial
grid points, and the electron-to-ion exchange acts as the
ion heating source [35]. KNOSOS uses the same radial
grid as TANGO to calculate the neoclassical heat fluxes
and background radial electric field using the ambipolar-
ity constraint [12].

Ion heating in ECRH plasmas. We now apply GENE-
3D-KNOSOS-TANGO to study the ion temperature
clamping effect observed at W7-X. To cover different
electron-to-ion heating powers and electron-to-ion tem-
perature ratios, we perform simulations considering the
different electron temperature profiles introduced above.
For each of these cases, GENE-3D-KNOSOS-TANGO is
run until it reaches a steady-state solution. The con-
verged results are shown in Fig. 2a where the ion (turbu-
lent and neoclassical) heat fluxes computed by GENE-
3D-KNOSOS match the volume integral of the electron-
to-ion exchange power for the two cases considered.

Interestingly, qualitatively, both simulations lead to
the same ion temperature profile (Fig. 2b), despite the
large differences (almost a factor of 3 at ρtor = 0.7) in
ion heating. In particular, the central ion temperature is
clamped to about 1.35 keV. These findings are consistent
with the experimental observations [5], showing a negligi-
ble impact of the ion heating power (and external ECRH)
on the on-axis ion temperature. When looking at the
normalized gradient length (a/LT,i = −a d ln(Ti)/dρtor
with a being the minor radius) dependence on the ion
heating power, we notice a complex behavior between
the inner and outer core positions. While the normalized
gradient length increases with ion heating (in gyro-Bohm
units) at ρtor = 0.6, it diminishes by a similar amount at
ρtor = 0.3. This is shown in Fig. 2c-d for the two Cases
studied here. These findings suggest that the ion tem-
perature clamping is characterized by an inverse response
of the normalized gradient length with the injected ion
heating at the plasma core. Therefore, an increase in the
electron-to-ion heating power leads to a local flattening
of the ion temperature profile at the inner locations and
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FIG. 2. (a) Comparison of the ion heat flux computed by the
integrated model for Case 1 (red) and Case 2 (blue). The
shaded areas represent the fluctuations of the fluxes over the
last five iterations. The gray areas denote the buffer regions
employed in the GENE-3D simulations, and the circles the
volume integral of the heat sources (from the electron-to-ion
exchange power). The markers denote the results of local full-
flux-surface (labelled as F.F.S. and with pentagons) and bean-
shaped flux-tube (F.T. with triangles) simulations obtained
with GENE-3D using the converged profiles from TANGO.
(b) Resulting ion temperature profiles for both cases. Depen-
dency of the normalized total ion heat flux Qi/QGB at (c)
ρtor = 0.3 and (d) at ρtor = 0.6 on the normalized temper-
ature gradient length a/LT,i. Here, QGB = viniTi(ρi/a)2,

with the ion thermal velocity vi =
√
Ti/mi and the ion Lar-

mor radius ρi = ci/Ωi, where Ωi = (qiB0)/(mic) is the ion
gyrofrequency, mi the ion mass, qi the ion charge, c the speed
of light and B0 the equilibrium magnetic field on-axis.

to a confinement degradation. This dependency of the
normalized gradient length on the ion heating power is
also observed experimentally [5].

Identifying the mechanism behind the clamping. Var-
ious effects might be considered as the cause of the ion
temperature clamping observed in W7-X, including neo-
classical effects [26–28], 3D effects [22–24], and turbu-
lence [5].

We begin our analysis by investigating the role played
by the neoclassical transport and radial electric field in
the GENE-3D-KNOSOS-TANGO computations for the
two scenarios discussed above. In particular, we perform
simulations removing KNOSOS from the loop. There-
fore, the background radial electric field is not retained
in the GENE-3D calculations and the TANGO profiles
are evaluated neglecting the neoclassical contribution to
the overall fluxes. The resulting ion temperature pro-
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FIG. 3. (a) Ion temperature profile for the cases with and
without KNOSOS from the GENE-3D-TANGO loop. De-
pendency of the normalized ion heat flux Qi/QGB at (c)
ρtor = 0.3 and (d) at ρtor = 0.6 on the normalized tempera-
ture gradient length a/LT,i.

files are shown in Fig. 3a. No significant impact on the
central ion temperature is observed, which – despite un-
dergoing a mild peaking in the cases without KNOSOS
– remains clamped to Ti ≈ 1.35 − 1.45 keV in all cases
considered. Most importantly, the inverse response of the
normalized gradients to the ion heat flux is still present
(Figs. 3b and c). Therefore, neoclassical transport and
background radial electric field effects cannot explain the
ion temperature clamping observed in W7-X and will be
neglected for simplicity in the remainder of this Letter.

Other effects that might lead to Ti clamping are 3D
effects, namely radially global and magnetic field-line de-
pendencies. In the following, we assess their role in affect-
ing the Ti evolution by performing local full-flux-surface
and bean-shaped flux-tube simulations with GENE-3D
at different radial locations. For this analysis, we used
the converged profiles of Fig. 3a. The results are summa-
rized in Fig. 2a, showing an excellent agreement between
the global and local heat fluxes for both Case 1 and Case
2, thus suggesting that a local GENE-3D-TANGO frame-
work would lead to the same Ti profiles. Therefore, the
ion temperature clamping cannot be not induced by 3D
effects. It is worth mentioning that 3D effects might play
a non-negligible role in other scenarios with smaller 1/ρ∗

(here 1/ρ∗ = a/ρi & 350) [24].

We now focus on how plasma turbulence – determining
the plasma profiles – is influenced by the electron-to-ion
temperature ratio. This is done with GENE-3D-TANGO
by forcing Te = Ti in the GENE-3D field equation but
keeping its actual value in TANGO. By doing so, the ra-
tio Te/Ti will not affect ITG turbulence but will be con-
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FIG. 4. (a) Ion temperature profile comparing Case 1 and 2
with the cases where Te/Ti = 1 is forced in the GENE-3D field
equation but keeping its finite value in TANGO. Dependency
of the normalized ion heat flux Qi/QGB at (c) ρtor = 0.3
and (d) at ρtor = 0.6 on the normalized temperature gradient
length a/LT,i for those cases.

sidered in TANGO to evaluate the electron-to-ion power
exchange. With this specific setup, we observe a 20% in-
crease in Fig. 4a of the on-axis ion temperature for Case
1, while it is largely unaffected for Case 2. This negligible
role played by Te/Ti on the ion profile for Case 2 is due to
the specific choice of the electron temperature profile. As
shown in Fig. 1, the electron temperature already follows
the ion profile, thus rendering any Te/Ti effects negligible.
Interestingly, the inverse response of normalized gradient
length to the ion heating at the inner core – characteristic
of the ion temperature clamping – is inverted. This is il-
lustrated in Fig. 4a, where a/LT,i is observed to increase
with the normalized ion heat flux not only at ρtor = 0.6,
but also at ρtor = 0.3 when Te/Ti = 1 in GENE-3D.
These findings prove that the mechanism responsible for
the Ti clamping in electron-heated W7-X plasmas is tur-
bulence enhancement with increasing Te/Ti ratio (as a
consequence of electron heating). This conclusion is in
agreement with local (flux-tube) gyrokinetic simulations
and experimental evidence [5].

Breaking the Ti clamping. Building on these findings,
we assess the conditions for breaking the Ti clamping and
for maximizing the plasma performance at fixed heating
power. This is done by performing GENE-3D-TANGO
simulations, including an external ion heating source in
the modelling, and progressively increasing its amplitude
from 1 MW to 10 MW. Its shape is described by a Gaus-
sian function centered at ρtor = 0.2. This is a good ap-
proximation for ion-cyclotron-resonance heating (ICRH)
sources [36]. Given the critical role played by Te/Ti, the

dependency of the central ion temperature on the in-
jected ion power is studied by fixing Te/Ti to the values
characterizing the two cases presented previously. This
is achieved by rescaling Te accordingly at each TANGO
iteration to keep Te/Ti constant.

The results are summarized in Fig. 5a. Interestingly,
while the central ion temperature increases with the ex-
ternal ion heating power for both cases, one finds a sig-
nificant enhancement of plasma confinement for Case 2.
This represents the plasma scenario where the electron
follows the ion temperature profile closely, thus keeping
Te/Ti ≈ 1 throughout the entire plasma volume. In par-
ticular, Fig. 5a shows that the central ion temperature
raises roughly by a factor of 2.3 for Case 2, leading to
a central value of approximately 3.5 keV for an injected
power of 10 MW. For the same power, Case 1 – having a
large Te/Ti in the inner radius – shows only a 1.6 factor
increase, reaching only Ti,0 ≈ 2.5 keV (see Fig. 5b for a
closer comparison).

These findings are consistent with the physical picture
presented above, explaining the Ti clamping via ion-scale
turbulence destabilization due to large Te/Ti values. In
particular, we observe a different behavior with the radial
location when looking at the heat flux dependence with
the normalized temperature gradient length (transport
stiffness). At ρtor = 0.6, Te/Ti ≈ 1 for both cases and
Fig. 5d shows a similar stiffness (defined as the slope of
Fig. 5d). This changes in the inner core locations, where
Te > Ti for Case 1, leading to an increased stiffness at
ρtor = 0.3 with respect to Case 2 which keeps Te/Ti ≈ 1,
as shown in Fig. 5c. Therefore, for a fixed injected power,
the largest logarithmic temperature gradient – and hence
the optimal heating efficiency leading to the highest on-
axis temperature – is reached when the ion temperature
closely follows its electron counterpart.

It is worth mentioning in this context that external ion
heating schemes will inevitably generate a supra-thermal
particle population in the core plasma regions, which is
well-known to suppress ion-scale plasma turbulence ef-
fectively [37, 38, 25]. Therefore, the results in Fig. 5
might be an underestimation of the effective peaking of
the on-axis ion temperature, which could be achieved ex-
perimentally at large external ion heating power.
Discussion and conclusions. The first-of-their-kind in-

tegrated simulations presented in this Letter are able to
reproduce and explain the clamping of the central ion
temperature observed in W7-X. It is demonstrated that
this unexpected effect is caused by an inverse response of
the normalized gradient length to the ion heating at inner
core positions, which leads to a confinement degradation
with the increasing heating power.

The mechanism responsible for the Ti clamping is
found to be an ion-scale turbulence destabilization due to
the Te/Ti ratio, which increases in electron-heated plas-
mas with the external power. This leads to a flattening of
the temperature profile, thus limiting the plasma perfor-
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mance. In contrast, neoclassical transport, background
radial electric fields, and 3D effects are found to play no
significant role in our simulations.

Our findings have major implications for future exper-
imental campaigns at W7-X, where additional ion heat-
ing sources will be available. In particular, this Let-
ter demonstrates that the highest plasma performance
– at fixed heating power – will be achieved only when
Te/Ti ≈ 1 is ensured. Otherwise, ion-scale turbulence is
enhanced, leading to reduced heating efficiency.

These results were obtained with the first high-fidelity
model in the stellarator community able to compute
plasma profiles due to the combined effects of neoclas-
sical transport, turbulent transport, and external par-
ticle/heat sources in 3D magnetic equilibria. This was
achieved by coupling a global gyrokinetic code (GENE-
3D), a neoclassical code (KNOSOS), and a transport
code (TANGO), thus correctly capturing both neoclas-
sical and 3D effects on plasma turbulence. This tool can
be used to explore new optimized stellarator configura-
tions [39–41] and identify the most efficient stellarator
design able to optimize – at the same time – turbulent
and neoclassical transport.
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