
Direct stellarator coil optimization for nested magnetic surfaces with precise
quasi-symmetry

Andrew Giuliani,1, a) Florian Wechsung,1 Antoine Cerfon,1 Matt Landreman,2 and Georg Stadler1
1)Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences New York University New York,
N.Y. 10012-1185
2)Institute for Research in Electronics and Applied Physics University of Maryland College Park, Maryland 20742,
USA

(Dated: 15 March 2023)

We present a robust optimization algorithm for the design of electromagnetic coils that generate vacuum
magnetic fields with nested flux surfaces and precise quasi-symmetry. The method is based on a bilevel
optimization problem, where the outer coil optimization is constrained by a set of inner least-squares op-
timization problems whose solutions describe magnetic surfaces. The outer optimization objective targets
coils that generate a field with nested magnetic surfaces and good quasi-symmetry. The inner optimization
problems identify magnetic surfaces when they exist, and approximate surfaces in the presence of magnetic
islands or chaos. We show that this formulation can be used to heal islands and chaos, thus producing coils
that result in magnetic fields with precise quasi-symmetry. We show that the method can be initialized with
coils from the traditional two stage coil design process, as well as coils from a near axis expansion optimiza-
tion. We present a numerical example where island chains are healed and quasi-symmetry is optimized up
to surfaces with aspect ratio 6. Another numerical example illustrates that the aspect ratio of nested flux
surfaces with optimized quasi-symmetry can be decreased from 6 to approximately 4. The last example shows
that our approach is robust and a cold-start using coils from a near-axis expansion optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nested magnetic surfaces are not guaranteed to ex-
ist in stellarators, unlike in tokamaks, and confinement
properties of the stellarator can be negatively affected
by the presence of chaos and island chains in the mag-
netic field. Furthermore, the calculation of many physics
performance metrics that might be used to optimize stel-
larators rely on the assumption of nested magnetic sur-
faces. MHD stability, neoclassical confinement calcula-
tions, and optimization for quasi-symmetry on surfaces1

are simpler when the field presents nested magnetic sur-
faces. For all these reasons, it is crucial to develop stel-
larator optimization algorithms that are robust in the
presence of chaotic field lines and island chains, and that
will optimize the stellarator to a state with nested mag-
netic surfaces and precise quasi-symmetry, i.e., that can
target island and chaos healing. By “precise” quasi-
symmetry, we mean that the optimized coil designs gen-
erate magnetic fields that present an accurate approxima-
tion of quasi-symmetry where this property is targeted.

Quasi-symmetry is a favorable property of a magnetic
field that ensures the collisionless trajectories of charged
particles up to a certain energy will be confined2. How-
ever, it is not completely known how closely this property
can be approximated or realized in non-axisymmetric
magnetic fields. Recently, stellarators with very accurate
(though imperfect) quasi-symmetry on a volume were
discovered3 using a novel stellarator optimization soft-
ware framework4.

a)Electronic mail: giuliani@cims.nyu.edu

Island healing was a target during the design of the
NCSX coils, where the aim was to find a plasma equilib-
rium and coil set such that specific resonant components
of the field from the former and latter cancelled out5,6. In
Ref. 7, a spectral analysis was conducted to manipulate
island width size. An optimization-based approach was
recently proposed, which relies on a combined VMEC-
SPEC optimization of a toroidal boundary surface8. An
initial configuration with islands and chaos was computed
in a stage I optimization using VMEC. Then, a combined
VMEC-SPEC optimization was completed with the goal
of optimizing away the significant island chains present
in the initial state. The VMEC solution was used to op-
timize for quasi-symmetry, and the SPEC solution was
used to optimize away the magnetic islands by penaliz-
ing the island width via a Greene’s residue computation.
The VMEC field was needed because the quasi-symmetry
penalty term relies on the assumption of nested magnetic
surfaces, which are not guaranteed in the SPEC field.
The latter field was needed because island chains cannot
be resolved by the VMEC code. It is also possible to
only target island width using SPEC for finite β equilib-
ria, without optimizing for quasi-symmetry, which bore
promising results9. One disadvantage of the Greene’s
residue approach is that one must know a priori which
resonance one would like to heal. The Greene’s residue
approach can be difficult to use if resonances enter or
leave the magnetic configuration at a given iteration of
the optimization, which happens particularly at the start
of the optimization procedure.

Chaos healing also has been the focus of several studies
in the past10–15. Instead of eliminating localized island
chains corresponding to specific resonances, the idea here
is to increase the plasma volume that is free from gener-
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alized stochasticity. This was first done for analytic vac-
uum fields, using perturbative analysis10–12. Later, the
Greene residue method was applied in an optimization
framework to find coils generating vacuum fields with re-
duced chaos13,14. These early works did not consider the
simultaneous goal of having magnetic fields with a high
level of quasi-symmetry. More recently, chaos healing was
attempted in Ref. 15, where a quadratic flux minimizing
(QFM) penalty was added to a coil optimization objec-
tive to favor nested magnetic surfaces further away from
the magnetic axis and optimize away chaotic regions of
the field. However, doing so does not control the quality
of quasi-symmetry on low aspect ratio surfaces.

In this manuscript, we address some of the shortcom-
ings of the previous approaches. Specifically, the main
contributions of this work are: (1) we outline a robust
approach for computing approximations of flux surfaces
even in the presence of island chains and chaos, (2)
based on that surface computation, we present a novel
optimization-based approach to island and chaos heal-
ing, (3) our approach optimizes directly the geometry of
electromagnetic coils, rather than a toroidal boundary
surface, and (4) the algorithm promotes precise quasi-
symmetry on nested magnetic surfaces.

In our previous work (Ref. 1), we outlined a nu-
merical method to optimize stellarator coils for quasi-
axisymmetry under the assumption that over the course
of the optimization, the rotational transform remained
strongly irrational. Despite this strong requirement, we
found precisely quasisymmetric magnetic fields generated
by coils. The procedure in Ref. 1 relies on the solution to
a partial differential equation (PDE) that can be difficult
to solve numerically. In this work, we propose a least-
squares formulation to solve the PDE in a more robust
fashion, resulting in a numerical optimization procedure
that can be used even when nested flux surfaces do not
exist. Our approach is formulated as a bilevel optimiza-
tion problem, where the outer coil optimization problem
is constrained by the solution to a PDE, solved in a least
squares sense in the inner optimization problem. This
is similar in spirit to the work in Ref. 16, where qua-
sisymmetric stellarators were found by solving an outer
optimization problem constrained by the least squares so-
lution to the force balance equations computed using the
DESC code. We also focus on curl-free magnetic fields
as they are an important first step in the development
of stellarator optimization algorithms. Furthermore, vac-
uum fields can serve as suitable initial states in stellarator
optimization approaches in which the plasma pressure is
gradually ramped up17.

II. COMPUTING SURFACES

The goal of this section is to outline a robust numeri-
cal method for computing magnetic surfaces in curl-free
magnetic fields B ∈ R3. Even though the external mag-
netic fields that we use here are always generated by elec-

tromagnetic coils, our method is not restricted to fields
represented in this manner. We use a finite-dimensional
representation of a toroidal surface Σs : [0, 1)2 → (x, y, z)
that satisfies nfp-rotational symmetry and stellarator
symmetry. nfp stands for the “number of f ield periods”
and indicates the the number of times the field repeats
itself after a full toroidal rotation. The unknowns, or sur-
face parameters, in this representation are combined into
a vector s ∈ Rns where ns is the number of parameters
that describe the surface; for details of this representation
see Ref. 1. Given a vacuum magnetic field B, we seek to
compute a magnetic surface in Boozer coordinates Σs(s),
its rotational transform ι, and the constant G, that solve
r(s) = [rx(s), ry(s), rz(s)] = 0, where1

r(s) := G
B

‖B‖ − ‖B‖
(
∂Σs

∂ϕ
+ ι

∂Σs

∂θ

)
. (1)

This equation can be derived by equating two differ-
ent representations of the magnetic field, which assume
that it is curl- and divergence-free1,17. Then, with the
dual relations, it can be shown that magnetic surfaces
parametrized in Boozer coordinates satisfy (1). Solutions
to this partial differential equation can only be expected
when ι is strongly irrational. Based on this assumption,
we have presented a pseudospectral approach to solve (1)
in Ref. 1, and used that numerical method in an optimiza-
tion loop to find coils with accurate quasi-symmetry. The
pseudospectral method aimed to find surfaces for which
the residual was exactly zero at a fixed number of col-
location points. We called these surfaces “BoozerExact”
surfaces. However, this numerical method can be brittle
when nested flux surfaces do not exist, e.g. in regions
with chaotic field lines and island chains, which occur
at places where the rotational transform is not strongly
irrational. The approach that we describe now is more
robust and can be used to determine surfaces even in
regions where the pseudospectral method (BoozerExact)
would have difficulty.

Discretizing this partial differential equation, surfaces
are computed by solving the following constrained least
squares minimization problem

min
s

1

2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1/nfp

0

‖r(s)‖2 dϕ dθ

subject to V (Σs)− V0 = 0,

(2)

where r(s) : [0, 1)× [0, 1/nfp)→ R3,

‖r(s)‖2 = rx(s)2 + ry(s)2 + rz(s)2, (3)

V0 is a given target volume, and

V (Σs) =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1/nfp

0

1

3
Σs · n dϕ dθ, (4)

where n = ∂Σs/∂ϕ × ∂Σs/∂θ. Note that while n is in
the direction of the surface normal, here is not in general
the unit normal. The aim is to solve (1) in a least-squares
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sense by minimizing the quadratic residual. The formula
for the volume enclosed by the surface can be derived by
recognizing

V =

∫
D

dx dy dz =

∫
D

1

3
∇ · ~r dx dy dz,

where ~r = xx̂ + yŷ + zẑ ∈ D and D is the region en-
closed by the toroidal surface Σs. Applying the diver-
gence theorem to the right-hand-side, we obtain (4) after
substituting ~r = Σs.

We use collocation on a tensor grid to approximate
the integrals in (2), which results in the nonlinear least
squares problem

min
s

1

6nϕnθ
‖R(s)‖2 +

1

2
wv(V (Σs)− V0)2 (5)

where

R(s) = [rx(s)1, ry(s)1, rz(s)1, . . . , rx(s)Nc
, ry(s)Nc

, rz(s)Nc
],

R(s) ∈ R3nϕnθ and the indices correspond to the col-
location points. We use a tensor product grid of nϕ
and nθ collocation points in the ϕ and θ directions,
respectively. We have experimented with two grids of
quadrature points of the form (ϕi, θj) = (i∆ϕ, j∆θ), for
i = 0, 1, . . . , nϕ − 1, j = 0, 1, . . . , nθ − 1. Rule 1 is on a
full-period (ϕ, θ) ∈ [0, 1/nfp) × [0, 1), ∆ϕ = (1/nfp)/nϕ
and ∆θ = 1/nθ, nϕ = 2ntor + 1, nθ = 2npol + 1. This
rule is spectrally accurate. Rule 2 is on a half-period
(ϕ, θ) ∈ [0, 1/2nfp) × [0, 1) with ∆ϕ = (1/2nfp)/nϕ,
∆θ = 1/nθ, nϕ = ntor + 1, nθ = 2npol + 1. This rule
exploits stellarator symmetry, using half the number of
points as rule 1 and is not spectrally accurate. A com-
parison of the two rules follows in Section II A.

A related concept is that of quadratic-flux-minimizing
(QFM) surfaces18, which are surfaces that minimize∫ 1

0

∫ 1/nfp

0

(B · n)2 dθdϕ,

without constraints on the angles that parametrize the
surface. QFM and BoozerLS surfaces are related to one
another in regimes where nested flux surfaces exist. In
infinite dimensions, BoozerLS surfaces are also QFM sur-
faces, with the added requirement that the BoozerLS sur-
face is parameterized in Boozer coordinates. In finite
dimensions, numerical experiments show that BoozerLS
surfaces do indeed approximate magnetic surfaces and we
expect both BoozerLS and QFM to be close to each other.
The existence of QFM surfaces in more general contexts
is delicate: when the quadratic flux is unweighted, it is
shown in Ref. 18 that only true flux surfaces extremize
the QFM functional. An analogous conclusion may be
true for BoozerLS surfaces, but we have not attempted
to show this here.

The first-order optimality condition of (5) is

g(s) := J(s)TR(s) + wv(V (s)− V0)
∂V

∂s
= 0 (6)

where g ∈ Rns , J = ∂R
∂s ∈ R(3nϕnθ)×ns is the Jacobian of

R(·) and

V (s) :=
1

3nϕnθ

3nϕnθ∑
i=1

(Σs)i · ni. (7)

is the discretized surface volume.
In (Ref. 1), we showed numerically that computing

BoozerLS surfaces is robust, even in the presence of is-
lands and chaos. Framing the surface computation as a
least-squares optimization problem allows us to use line
search algorithms that track progress of the solution al-
gorithm, and to prevent step sizes that are too large.
Thanks to the optimization framework which defines the
BoozerLS surfaces, we are free to introduce regulariza-
tions that prevent the numerically computed surfaces
from self-intersecting.

The Newton step of (6) for the increment δs is[
J(s)TJ(s) + wv

∂V

∂s

T ∂V

∂s

+

3nϕnθ∑
i=1

Ri(s)
∂2Ri
∂s2

(s) + wv(V (s)− V0)
∂2V

∂s2

]
δs = −g(s)

(8)
where the Hessian matrix on the left-hand side multiply-
ing δs ∈ Rns is denoted by H ∈ Rns×ns . We initially
use the Broyden–Fletcher–Goldfarb–Shanno (BFGS) al-
gorithm to solve (5). Then, using this solution as an
initial guess, we use Newton’s method on (8) to reduce
the gradient of the nonlinear residual further. We observe
that while the Hessian is not absolutely necessary for the
computation of the least square surfaces, its availability
is crucial for the computation of gradients in the outer
coil optimization problem we consider in Section III B,
when the least-squares optimality condition is used as
constraint within the coil optimization problem. We will
highlight this point again in that section. We also note
that in contrast to Ref. 1, the residual in (3) is divided
by ‖B‖. This is to prevent r from scaling with the coil
currents.

The approach described in this section shows how to
compute a magnetic surface that encloses a user-defined
volume V0. The coil optimization studies in Section III B
use this numerical method to compute multiple magnetic
surfaces, each with a different target volume.

A. Convergence study

In this section, we present a convergence test of the
BoozerLS formulations using two different quadrature
rules to approximate the integral in (2), called rules 1 and
2. We compare this new least squares formulation to the
one in Ref. 1 i.e., when the number of unknowns coincides
with the number of collocation points, which we refer to
as BoozerExact. We compute the innermost surface used
in the coil optimization problem (section IV) using the
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10−3

mpol, ntor

rel. err. G (BoozerExact)

rel. err. G (BoozerLS) rule 1

rel. err. G (BoozerLS) rule 2

FIG. 1. Convergence of G with respect to number of surface
modes on the innermost surface of the initial configuration
in section IV A and IV B. Exponential convergence results in
linear error curves on a log-linear plot as observed here. Due
to the spectral accuracy of the quadrature rule, we find that
BoozerLS surfaces computed with rule 1 are more accurate
than rule 2.

BoozerExact and constrained BoozerLS formulations and
vary the number of modes, mpol, ntor, in the surface rep-
resentation and the number of collocation points. Note
that mpol and ntor are the number of Fourier modes used
to represent the surface in the θ and ϕ directions, re-
spectively. In addition to computing the unknowns that
describe the geometry of the surface, we also compute its
rotational transform ι as well as G. For the configuration
here, we know the exact value of G = µ0

∑
k Ik, where

Ik is the current in the kth coil. Thus, we can plot the
convergence of the numerically computed G to the true
value, shown in figure 1. We find that the accuracy of the
BoozerLS formulation depends on the choice of quadra-
ture rule used to approximate the quadratic residual in
(6). If a spectrally accurate quadrature rule is used (rule
1), then BoozerLS is as accurate as the BoozerExact for-
mulation or better. If a non-spectrally accurate quadrat-
ule is used (rule 2), then BoozerLS is orders of magnitude
less accurate than the BoozerExact formulation.

Since the the BoozerLS formulation is most useful in
regions without nested flux surfaces, where (1) does not
even have well-defined solutions, we use rule 2 in what
follows as it requires fewer points than rule 1.

B. Surface regularization

Numerical evidence suggests that surfaces determined
by (2) converge exponentially as a function of the num-
ber of Fourier modes that describe the surface in regions
with nested flux surfaces. However, we have not exam-
ined what happens in regions with chaos and islands. As
we increase the Fourier resolution, we observe that least
squares surfaces may present self-intersections. One pos-
sible surface regularization to prevent the formation of

0.6 0.8 1
−0.2

−0.1

0

0.1

0.2

R

Z

mpol, ntor = 15 no reg.
mpol, ntor = 16 no reg.
mpol, ntor = 15 reg.
mpol, ntor = 16 reg.

FIG. 2. Cross sections for mpol, ntor = 15, 16 surfaces, plot-
ted with solid and dashed lines, respectively. The red and
blue cross sections correspond to the unregularized and reg-
ularized surfaces, respectively in the initial configuration of
section IV A and IV B. The unregularized surface present a
sharp cusp and self-intersections at the X-points, while the
regularized surfaces do not. Moreover, the cross sections of
the regularized surfaces overlap closely and cannot be distin-
guished visually.

self-intersections is

1

2
wv(A(s)−A0)2,

where A0 is 0.9 times the surface area on the unregu-
larized surface, and wv > 0 is a weighting parameter
for the regularization term. The goal of this regulariza-
tion is to prevent the area of the surface from becom-
ing too large for a given toroidal volume, thereby avoid-
ing self-intersections. The effect of this regularization
term is illustrated in Figure 2, where we compute a sur-
face that passes through the ι = 2/5 island chain, for
mpol, ntor = 15, 16. We observe that increasing the sur-
face complexity from mpol, ntor = 15 to mpol, ntor = 16,
results in surfaces that self-intersect in the neighborhood
of the X-points. We also compute the spectrum of the
Hessian for the mpol, ntor = 16 surface (Figure 3). We
find that before the regularization is added, there are
many small eigenvalues and as a result, there is much
freedom to add design requirements on the surface with-
out affecting the magnitude of the Boozer residual. This
is confirmed by our numerical tests, as we observe that
the regularization negligibly affects the Boozer resid-
ual penalty (Figure 4). The spectrum changes negligi-
bly after adding the area penalty term, meaning that
the door is open for additional regularizations to be in-
cluded if needed. The regularization introduced here is
only a heuristic and there are no guarantees that self-
intersections will always be prevented. We find that this
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No reg.

Reg.

FIG. 3. Spectrum of the Hessian at the minimizer of (5)
when mpol, ntor = 16. The are many small eigenvalues and as
a result, there are many directions in which the surface can
be perturbed without substantially increasing the magnitude
of the residual ‖R(s)‖2.

1 5 10 15

10−10

10−9

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

mpol, ntor

Boozer residual (no reg.)

Boozer residual (reg.)

Area penalty (reg.)

FIG. 4. The convergence of the residual ‖R(s)‖2 with in-
creasing surface complexity mpol, ntor with and without sur-
face area regularization. As predicted by the eigenvalue anal-
ysis in Figure 3, the residual on the regularized surface still
behaves like the unregularized one.

solution is sufficient for our purposes, and useful at the
start of a coil optimization procedure or if a BoozerLS
surface is in the neighborhood of a low-order rational. An
alternative regularization is to penalize the surface cur-
vatures, but we have not pursued this here for simplicity.

In what follows, the surface area regularization is used
in section IV A and IV B to ensure robustness of coil op-
timization problems as the computed BoozerLS surfaces
have a high number of Fourier modes (mpol, ntor = 15).
Section IV C does not require the surface area regular-
ization for robustness, as BoozerLS surfaces with a lower
number of Fourier modes (mpol, ntor = 10) are computed.

III. COIL OPTIMIZATION FOR QUASI-SYMMETRY
ON SURFACES

In this section, we show how to evaluate the quality of
quasi-symmetry on surfaces, and we formulate a coil op-
timization problem that targets quasi-symmetry on those

surfaces. Finally, we discuss the efficient computation of
gradients for this optimization problem. In the previous
section, we were concerned with developing a numerical
method to approximate a single magnetic surface that
encloses a user-provided volume. In what follows, we use
the numerical method to compute Ns magnetic surfaces
that enclose different volumes, and use those surfaces in
a coil optimization procedure to control quasi-symmetry
in the generated magnetic field.

A. Measuring quasi-symmetry on surfaces

Once a surface is known, we compute the deviation
from quasi-symmetry on that surface following the ap-
proach from (Ref. 1). In this work, we focus only on
quasi-axisymmetry (QA), however, there is no fundamen-
tal restriction preventing the extension of this work to
other types of quasi-symmetry. First, the field strength
B(ϕ, θ) on the surface is decomposed into a quasisym-
metric and non-quasisymmetric component

B(ϕ, θ) = Bnon-QA(ϕ, θ) +BQA(θ).

The quasisymmetric field strength is computed using a
least squares projection

BQA(θ) =

∫ 1/nfp

0
B(Σs(ϕ, θ)) ‖∂Σs

∂ϕ × ∂Σs

∂θ ‖ dϕ∫ 1/nfp

0
‖∂Σs

∂ϕ × ∂Σs

∂θ ‖ dϕ
,

and is the closest quasisymmetric field strength to
B(ϕ, θ) when measured in the norm (

∫
Σs
f2 dS)1/2. The

objective of the optimization problem presented in the
next section uses this measure of non-quasi-symmetry to
design stellarator coils.

B. The coil optimization problem

Next, we formulate and solve an optimization problem
for magnetic coils such that the induced magnetic sur-
faces have good quasi-symmetry. Where magnetic sur-
faces do not exist, our least squares framework will still
provide a surface that can be used in the optimization
procedure. This is in contrast to our previous work1,
which would have had issues in regions in which the mag-
netic field does not possess nested flux surfaces. At the
end of the optimization algorithm, islands and general-
ized chaos will be healed. We search for Nc independent
modular coils to which stellarator and rotational symme-
tries are applied such that the stellarator is made up of
2nfpNc modular coils. Each coil is parametrized with a
Fourier representation and a current with nc degrees of
freedom as in (Ref. 19). All coil degrees of freedom are
summarized into a vector c ∈ RNcnc . We target quasi-
symmetry of the induced magnetic field on Ns surfaces,
which are characterized as minimizers of (5) with the
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first-order necessary conditions

gk(sk) = 0, k = 1, . . . , Ns

as defined in (6). Each surface satisfies the optimality
condition, but has a different target volume. In this way,
we are able to extend the single-surface method described
in Section II to multiple surfaces. The corresponding sur-
face is denoted by Σs,k. Here and in the following, the
index k corresponds to the kth surface. All surface pa-
rameters are combined into a vector s := (s1, . . . , sNs).
The objective that we minimize is the sum of the aver-
age (normalized) non quasi-axisymmetry and the Boozer
residuals on the surfaces Σs,k:

f̂(c, s) :=
1

Ns

Ns∑
k=1

{∫
Σs,k

Bnon-QA(c, sk)2 dS∫
Σs,k

BQA(c, sk)2 dS

+
1

2
wr

∫ 1

0

∫ 1/nfp

0

‖rk(s)‖2 dϕ dθ

}
,

(9)

where wr > 0 is a weighting parameter for the Boozer
residual. If the Boozer residual is not in this objective,
i.e. wr = 0, then there is nothing preventing the accuracy
of the least squares surface from degrading as the coils
are optimized. Therefore, we include it to ensure that
the least squares surface residual remains small, which
is particularly important in the presence of islands and
chaos, i.e., when no magnetic surfaces exist and the sur-
face found with (5) is an approximate surface. This term
is not necessary for BoozerExact surfaces, when the same
number of surface parameters and collocation points is
used as in (Ref. 1).

This residual term can successfully detect regions of
the magnetic field without nested flux surfaces1. When
the residual term is small, then the BoozerLS surfaces ac-
curately solve the PDE. When it is large, then it is more
likely that nested surfaces do not exist. The addition of
the residual term in the outer optimization problem will
favor coils that produce nested magnetic surfaces, which
solve (1) accurately. This approach is similar to the one
taken in Ref. 15, where the quadratic flux minimizing
(QFM) surface penalty was used to recover nested fluxed
surfaces away from the magnetic axis without control-
ling for the quality of quasi-symmetry on those surfaces.
The technique that we adopt here differs in that not only
can we favor nested flux surfaces with lower aspect ratio,
but we can also directly optimize for quasi-symmetry on
those surfaces.

Our goal is to find a set of coils that solves the following

optimization problem:

min
c∈RNcnc−1, s∈RNsns

f̂(c, s) (10a)

subject to gk(sk) = 0 for k = 1, . . . , Ns, (10b)

c(ι1, . . . , ιNs) = 0, (10c)

Rmajor = R0, (10d)

Nc∑
i=1

L(i)
c ≤ Lmax, (10e)

κi ≤ κmax, i = 1, . . . , Nc, (10f)

1

L
(i)
c

∫
Γ(i)

κ2i dl ≤ κmsc, i = 1, . . . , Nc, (10g)

‖Γ(i) − Γ(j)‖ ≥ dmin for i 6= j, (10h)

‖Γ′(i)‖ − L(i) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , Nc, (10i)

where c(ι1, . . . , ιNs) is an equality constraint on the ro-
tational transform profile that will be specified in the
numerical examples. The optimization is subject to the
surface constraints (10b)–(10d) and the coil constraints
(10e)–(10i). Note that in (10b), we use the first-order op-
timality conditions (6) rather than the least squares min-
imization problem (5) to define surfaces. This is a stan-
dard approach to make bilevel optimization problems,
i.e., optimization problems where the constraint is it-
self an optimization problem, computationally tractable.
Next, (10c) enforces that the rotational transform on a
specific surface or that the average rotational transform
is ι; other constraints on the rotational transform can
easily be incorporated. The constraint (10d) fixes the
major radius on the innermost surface to a given R0 and
prevents the length scale of the stellarator from chang-
ing. (10e) prevents the sum of the independent modular

coil lengths
∑Nc
i=1 L

(i)
c (c) from exceeding a given value

Lmax > 0. (10f) and (10g), respectively, prevent the cur-
vature and mean squared curvature on each coil from
exceeding the values κmax and κmsc. (10h) ensures that
the coils stay at least dmin > 0 away from one another
and (10i) enforces that the coil parameterization has a
uniform arclength. Finally, in order to prevent the coil
currents from approaching zero, the current in the first
coil is fixed to a nonzero value over the course of the coil
optimization, thus the dimensions of the outer and in-
ner optimization problems are respectively Ncnc− 1 and
Nsns.

By virtue of the finite dimensional Fourier representa-
tion of the surfaces, we are restricted to magnetic surfaces
that have some smoothness. Thus, our optimized config-
urations will not likely present divertor surface shapes,
even though it is known that they can be efficiently
produced20.

C. Handling of constraints and gradient computation

The (in)equality constraints (10c)-(10h) are enforced
by adding quadratic penalties to the objective. For ex-
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ample, to constrain the rotational transform on an inner
surface to 2/5, a quadratic penalty of the form (ι−2/5)2

is added to the objective, where ι is the rotational trans-
form on an interior surface. In practice, the weights that
multiply these quadratic penalties are only increased if
the constraint is violated by more than 0.1%. Next, we
discuss the computation of the discretely exact gradient

of the reduced objective f(c) := f̂(c, s(c)), i.e., the ob-
jective in which we consider the surfaces as a function of
the coils through the magnetic field induced by the coils.
We use an adjoint method to compute the gradient ∇cf
efficiently as follows:

∇cf =
∂f̂

∂c
−

Ns∑
k

λTk
∂gk
∂c

, (11a)

HT
k λk =

∂f̂

∂sk
for k = 1, . . . , Ns. (11b)

Note that solving the Ns adjoint systems (11b)—one for
each surface—requires the Hessian matrix from the New-
ton system (8). This is a consequence of the use of a least-
squares formulation for the surface computation. Note
that we typically finish the surface computation with a
few Newton iterations, and thus the Hessian matrices Hk

needed in (11) are already available.

D. Computational aspects

Many of the tools presented here are implemented in
the SIMSOPT software package4, which is a suite for
stellarator design and optimization.

The bilevel optimization problem described above can
be computationally expensive. To illustrate this, con-
sider first the inner optimization problems, which must
be solved at each iteration of the outer optimization prob-
lem. If mpol, ntor = N , then there are O(N2) surface
degrees of freedom that are determined by the inner op-
timization problem. Since nϕ, nθ = O(N), the number of
residuals in the least squares objective scales like O(N2).
As a result, the computational work to evaluate the gra-
dient and Hessian of the Boozer residual in (2) scales like
O(N4) and O(N6), respectively. These scalings are due
to the use of a (globally defined) Fourier basis in the sur-
face representation. For example, increasing N = 10 to
N = 15 will make the gradient and Hessian evaluation
approximately 5 and 10 times more computationally ex-
pensive, respectively. For these surface computations,
we typically first use BFGS to robustly obtain a good
approximate BoozerLS surface, and then improve the
obtained solution using very few iterations of Newton’s
method. As a result, the surface computation is largely
dominated by the BFGS iterations. At the expense of
accuracy, some of the ill-scaling of the computational
work could be mitigated by using more compact basis
functions, e.g., finite element polynomial bases, which
are generally not globally defined. We also compared

the performance of L-BFGS and BFGS algorithms for
the surface computation, and, while each iteration of L-
BFGS was faster, it typically required more iterations to
reach the same accuracy as BFGS.

Consider now the outer coil optimization problem,
which we solve using again the BFGS algorithm. The
computational work to evaluate the value of the objec-
tive and its gradient is dominated by the inner BFGS
optimization and we observe that a single outer iteration
takes under a minute when N = 10 and over 5 minutes
when N = 15 on Intel Xeon Platinum 8268 processors,
which agrees with the rough scaling computation in the
previous paragraph. This is in contrast to the local op-
timization algorithm presented in Ref. 1, where each it-
eration of the outer coil optimization algorithm took on
the order of a few seconds when N = 10.

Much effort has been made to accelerate the optimiza-
tion algorithm. MPI parallelism is used when quasi-
symmetry is optimized on multiple surfaces, where each
surface computation is completed on separate MPI ranks.
On each rank, the BoozerLS objective, gradient, and Hes-
sian are evaluated using multiple cores with OpenMP in
addition to SIMD parallelism on a given core.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In the following numerical experiments, we aim to
demonstrate the robustness of the BoozerLS formulation
and its ability to optimize for quasi-symmetry, even in
the presence of islands and chaos. The general opti-
mization procedure we follow is to initially use BoozerLS
surfaces everywhere. Then, once the optimizer reaches
the neighborhood of a local minimizer, surfaces in the
neighborhood of low-order rationals continue to use the
regularized BoozerLS formulation, while surfaces away
from low-order rationals use the BoozerExact formula-
tion. The magnetic field that we design has two-fold ro-
tational symmetry (nfp = 2), stellarator symmetry, and
a major radius R0 = 1 m. For all examples that follow,
we set the coil design requirements to be dmin = 0.1 m,
κmax = 5 m−1, κmsc = 5 m−2, and Lmax = 18 m. We
constrain the rotational transform profile to pass through
the low-order rational ι = 2/5 and optimize for QA up to
surfaces with aspect ratio 6 and 4 in sections IV A and
IV B, respectively. In section IV C, we constrain the av-
erage rotational transform in the volume confined by the
outermost surface of aspect ratio 6 to be 0.42. Depending
on the example, we optimize using eight or nine surfaces.
Using fewer surfaces might have resulted in comparable
levels of quasi-symmetry1, but we did not examine this
question here.

In all examples, the x, y, z coordinates of the indepen-
dent modular coils are described using 16 Fourier modes
resulting in 3(2× 16 + 1) = 99 geometric degrees of free-
dom and an associated current per coil, i.e. the number
of degrees of freedom per coil is nc = 100. We design
stellarators composed of four independent coils that have
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4× (99 + 1) = 400 degrees of freedom. The outer coil op-
timization problem has 399 dimensions however, since we
fix the current on the first coil to be constant, thereby
preventing the currents of the stellarator from approach-
ing zero. A complete set of 16 coils is obtained by apply-
ing twofold discrete rotational symmetry and stellarator
symmetry. For example IV A and IV B, we consider sur-
faces withmpol, ntor = 15, which results in a 1,439 dimen-
sional inner optimization problem for each surface. For
example IV C, we consider surfaces with mpol, ntor = 10,
which results in a smaller 661 dimensional optimization
problem for each surface. See section III D for a de-
tailed description of the design decisions made for the
code to handle the complexity resulting from the bilevel
optimization problem solved here.

The algorithm that we have followed in these experi-
ments is:

1. Obtain an initial coil set from a FOCUS-like21,22 or
near-axis expansion (NAE) optimization19.

2. Optimize the coils from step (1) for QA and nested
flux surfaces using a number of BoozerLS surfaces.

3. Optimize the coils from step (2) using the Booz-
erExact surfaces1 almost everywhere and keep
BoozerLS surfaces only in the neighborhood of
troublesome low-order rationals.

As will be shown in the following examples, the magnetic
field and physics properties of the stellarator change dras-
tically during step (2). For example, islands and chaotic
regions may appear and disappear from one iteration to
the next. Despite this, the robust BoozerLS surfaces can
still be computed and used for coil optimization. At the
end of step (2), we have reached a configuration with
nested flux surfaces and much improved quasi-symmetry.
In step (3), we switch to the BoozerExact formulation as
we are in the neighborhood of the optimizer and do not
expect islands to appear anymore. For the BoozerLS
surfaces that remain, we still include the PDE residual
penalty term in the objective, while for the BoozerExact
surfaces, it is not needed.

We analyze the physics properties of the stellarator
designs before and after optimization by examining plots
of the non-QA ratio ‖Bnon-QA‖/‖BQA‖, Boozer residual
‖r‖22, rotational transform on surfaces in the toroidal vol-
ume. Each point on the profile corresponds to a Booz-
erLS surface that is computed with a continuation pro-
cedure. The surfaces on which quasi-symmetry is op-
timized are verified by comparing their cross sections
with Poincaré plots. The physics profiles are generated
by computing many BoozerLS surfaces through the vol-
ume and evaluating the physics quantities on each sur-
face. The physics plots are accurate away from island
chains (Figure 1) when computed using BoozerLS sur-
faces. Even though the ratio ‖Bnon-QA‖/‖BQA‖ can be
computed, it is not well defined in regions of chaos and
island as it relies on the assumption that nested flux sur-
faces exist in the underlying magnetic field. Moreover,

FIG. 5. Island healing: Poincaré plot (φ = 0) and cross sec-
tions where we optimize for quasi-symmetry and nested flux
surfaces. The red cross section corresponds to the ι = 2/5
surface and the outermost blue surface has aspect ratio ap-
proximately 6. In the initial configuration, we use regularized
BoozerLS surfaces for robustness. After 1,000 iterations of
the outer coil optimization, we switch to BoozerExact sur-
faces (blue) but keep the regularized BoozerLS surface at the
low order rational ι = 2/5 (red).

when the rotational transform is computed using Booz-
erLS surfaces, we find that the ι profile varies smoothly
through island chains. This is in contrast to what is ob-
served when the profile is computed with field line trac-
ing, where the rotational transform is constant through
island chains8.

A. Island healing

We begin with an initial equilibrium field presented in
(Ref. 8). This equilibrium was obtained by completing
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FIG. 6. Island healing: physics quantities before and after
island healing. The vertical red line corresponds to where
the profile passes through ι = 2/5 and the vertical blue lines
correspond to the other surfaces on which quasi-symmetry
and nested flux surfaces were optimized. These figures were
generated using least squares surfaces, with mpol, ntor = 15.
We find that even though the island width has been greatly
reduced, the extremum in the the non-QA ratio has not com-
pletely disappeared. The rotational transform profile varies
smoothly through island chains when computed using Booz-
erLS surfaces, which is in contrast to what is observed when
it is computed with field line tracing8.

a stage I optimization for quasi-symmetry, with a tar-
get aspect ratio of 6. Quasi-symmetry was optimized on
a single surface at 0.5 normalized toroidal flux, and the
rotational transform was fixed to 0.39 on the magnetic
axis and to 0.42 at the boundary. That forces the rota-
tional transform profile to pass through 2/5, a low-order

rational, resulting in an island chain.
We found a coil set for this equilibrium by solving a

FOCUS-like stage II optimization problem (Refs. 21 and
22) to obtain an initial set of coils to reproduce the stage
I equilibrium described in the previous paragraph. The
stage II optimization was launched 16 times, each with
slightly perturbed initial guesses. Once optimality was
reached, the best performing coil set was chosen to ini-
tialize optimization described next. Poincaré plots reveal
a large island chain at ι = 2/5 (figure 5). The non-QA
ratio and BoozerLS residual through the plasma volume
in this initial configuration are shown in Figure 6, and
we observe an extremum in both curves as the rotational
transform passes through ι = 2/5. This is expected as we
are attempting to fit nested magnetic surfaces through a
region with a significant island chain. After 1,000 itera-
tions of the outer coil optimization, the extremum is no
longer visible and the slope of the rotational transform
profile reverses.

The presence of the BoozerLS residual term in the ob-
jective results in a trade-off with the non-QA penalty
term. Switching to the faster BoozerExact formulation
everywhere except the low-order rational surface allows
the optimizer to further improve the quasi-symmetry in
the volume. After the optimization, both the non-QA
penalty and Boozer residual were further reduced. We
observe that the optimization successfully reduced the
width of the island chain. The rotational transform pro-
file still passes through the low order rational number 2/5
(figure 6), and there still is a local extremum in the non-
QA ratio plot, but its magnitude and width have been
substantially reduced.

B. Chaos healing

The magnetic field generated by the initial coil set in
section IV A presents nested flux surfaces, a significant
island chain, and chaotic field lines in lower aspect ra-
tio regions. The goal of this example is to simultane-
ously heal islands as well as increase the volume in which
nested flux surfaces are present. We do this by adding
a ninth surface with aspect ratio approximately 4 to the
optimization problem.

A Poincaré plot of the initial and optimized configu-
rations, along with cross sections of the BoozerLS sur-
faces, is shown in Figure 7. A discussion of the coils
can be found in section V. We also stress the fact that
in the initial configuration, the outermost surface passes
through a chaotic regions of the magnetic field. We are
able to compute such a BoozerLS surface thanks to the
least squares framework adopted in this work. Comput-
ing a BoozerExact surface through the same regions of
the field would be difficult since clearly nested surfaces
do not exist.

In Figure 8, the physics properties of the initial and op-
timized stellarators are presented. Note that the non-QA
ratio and rotational transform are not well defined for the
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FIG. 7. Chaos healing: Poincaré plot (φ = 0) and cross sec-
tions where we optimize for quasi-symmetry and nested flux
surfaces. The innermost and outermost red cross sections cor-
respond respectively to the ι = 2/5 surface and the additional
aspect ratio 4 surface.

outermost surface in the original configuration, which we
indicate by the fading line. After initial coil optimiza-
tion using the BoozerLS surface description, reasonable
magnetic surfaces are available and thus we continue the
coil optimization with the BoozerExact surface formu-
lation. The resulting design has nested flux surfaces as
can be seen visually from the Poincaré plot (bottom of
Figure 7), and reasonable non-QA ratio also out to the
outermost surface (Figure 8). Comparing with the pre-
vious example where we optimized on a smaller volume,
we find that requesting precise QA on lower aspect ra-
tio surfaces causes the quality of QA to degrade slightly
at the core. This is unsurprising as the smaller the re-
gion on which quasi-symmetry is requested, the easier
it is to find a magnetic field with that property8,19. In
the next example, we present a configuration optimized
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FIG. 8. Chaos healing: physics quantities before and after
optimization. The greyed region of the plot corresponds to
the volume between the outermost blue and red cross section
in Figure 7. Since this is a region with chaotic field lines
and without nested flux surfaces, the physics quantities are
not well defined. The vertical red line corresponds to where
the profile passes through ι = 2/5 and the vertical blue lines
correspond to the surfaces on which we optimize for quasi-
symmetry and nested flux surfaces. For comparison, we also
include the results from the previous chaos healing example,
where we only optimized on a smaller volume with aspect
ratio 6.

for QA only on the magnetic axis, which only presents
extremely good quasi-symmetry at the core, and whose
quasi-symmetry quickly degrades moving away from the
axis.

C. Cold start direct coil optimization

In the previous two examples, we followed the classical
two-stage optimization procedure to obtain coils, which
we then improved using the optimization problem (10).
In this final example we show that thanks to the Booz-
erLS formulation, this two stage procedure is unnecessary
and we can design stellarators with nested surfaces and
precise QA properties starting from flat coils.

The computation of Boozer surfaces in a magnetic field
is more straightforward when a magnetic axis with some
nested flux surfaces are present. Moreover, the solution



11

A)

B)

C)

FIG. 9. Cold start direct coil optimization: Shown in (A)
are the flat coils with zero current used as initialization. The
coils obtained with the near-axis expansion optimization are
shown in (B). These coils are used as initialization for the
BoozerLS and BoozerExact optimization, which result in the
coils shown in (C). The optimized coils from a previous work
(Ref. 1) obtained with a different local optimization method
are visually indistinguishable from the coils in (C). The coil
currents of the two designs are remarkably close to each other
as well (Table I).

to (1) is not unique when ι = 0. To avoid these issues, we
start with an initial configuration obtained from a near
axis expansion (NAE) optimization19 beginning from eq-
uispaced, flat coils with zero current (Figure 9).

In this initial NAE optimization, the geometry of the
magnetic axis and electromagnetic coils are optimized for
QA on the magnetic axis. The coil design requirements
we impose are similar to those in Section IV A, except
that we constrain each coil to have the same length of
L = 4.5 m rather than constraining the total coil length
to be less than Lmax = 18 m. We found that when doing
the latter, the coils tend to have lengths that are dis-
parate from one another as only physics properties on
the magnetic axis (as opposed to in the volume) are tar-
geted. The rotational transform on axis is constrained
to ι = 0.42 and the mean radial position of the axis is
constrained to be 1.

FIG. 10. Cold start direct coil optimization: Poincaré plot
(φ = 0) in the configuration obtained from the near axis
expansion and after BoozerExact optimization. The cross
sections (blue curves) in the initial and final configurations
correspond to the surfaces used in the BoozerLS and Booz-
erExact phases of the optimization. Despite the presence of
island chains in the initial configuration, the BoozerLS opti-
mization successfully replaces them with nested flux surfaces
with precise quasi-symmetry.

The NAE optimization is robust, and from a cold start
finds a configuration with precise quasi-symmetry on
axis. However, the quality of the quasi-symmetry quickly
degrades as one moves away from the axis (Figure 11),
as also observed in Ref. 19. The rotational transform on
axis in the optimized configuration decreases from 0.42
and crosses the low order rational ι = 2/5, which results
in an island chain (Figure 10).

Using the coil set from the NAE optimization, we use
eight regularized BoozerLS surfaces, which pass directly
through the island chain. After 1,000 iterations of BFGS,
the islands have been healed and the rotational transform
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FIG. 11. Cold start direct coil optimization: physics quanti-
ties after optimization from cold start.

no longer crosses a low order rational. Thus, we no longer
need to use BoozerLS surfaces and switch all the surfaces
to BoozerExact. Since now there no longer is a trade-off
between the non-QA penalty and the Boozer residual in
the objective, one can more effectively improve the quasi-
symmetry in the volume. It is also notable how different
the magnetic fields from the NAE and BoozerExact op-
timizations are: the Poincaré plots and rotational trans-
form profiles drastically change.

The initial and final coils are shown in Figure 9. To our
surprise, the optimized coils found in this work visually
overlap with the ones computed in Ref. 1 which corre-
spond to the precise QA configuration from Ref. 3. In
table I, the coil currents found in this work and those in
Ref. 1 are provided, where the current in the first coil is
normalized to 1. We observe that the currents in the two
designs are remarkably close to one another, even though
the optimization algorithm starts with completely differ-
ent initial coils. Finding similar coils and magnetic field
as in Ref. 1 from scratch indicates that the surface op-
timization algorithm presented here is not restricted to
stay in a neighborhood of the initial coil set and that
the problem we solve here might suffer less from multiple
minima.

Coil 1 Coil 2 Coil 3 Coil 4
this work 1.0000 1.06831 1.4101 2.2341

Ref. 1 1.0000 1.06370 1.4037 2.2508

TABLE I. Coil currents in the final designs of Ref. 1 and this
work, normalized so that the first coil’s current is 1. We ob-
serve that they are remarkably close to one another (within
1%) even though the optimization algorithms start with com-
pletely different initial coils.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have presented a general algorithm to
robustly search for magnetic configurations with nested
flux surfaces and precise QA, and which can be realized
by coils. This algorithm is a robust extension of our pre-
vious work in Ref. 1 in the following sense: in Ref. 1,
we only considered improvements of already optimized
stellarator magnetic fields that had nested flux surfaces
for a very large fraction of the total volume; in contrast,
the extended algorithm we describe here performs well
even when we use unoptimized magnetic fields as initial
guesses for our optimizations. The proposed approach
first generates an initial coil set from either a FOCUS-
like21,22 or NAE optimization19. Next, we use the least
squares surfaces formulation presented in this work to
perform a physics optimization and reach an area of coil
parameter space with nested flux surfaces. This is done
by fitting nested surfaces, even in regimes where flux sur-
faces do not exist. This is facilitated by the addition of a
surface area regularization to avoid self-intersections. Af-
ter this optimization, which behaves robustly even in the
presence of island or chaos, the stellarator design is im-
proved using the local optimization algorithm described
in Ref. 1. In sections IV A and IV B, we show how to heal
both localized islands and widespread chaos. In section
IV C, we illustrate how to handle cold starts and show
that our algorithm can lead to optimized magnetic con-
figurations that are drastically different from the initial
one. Despite a completely different optimization algo-
rithm and starting from flat coils and zero currents, we
arrive at a coil set that is visually indistinguishable from
the one obtained using the local algorithm in Ref. 1. This
hints that designing coils for QA on a volume is burdened
by fewer local minima than targeting QA only on axis19,
or in a FOCUS-like optimization21,22. This may also be
due to the relative restrictive maximal coil length value
Lmax we have chosen; a larger value might result in more
local minima. We plan on running more experiments to
study this. In Table II, we provide a comparison of the
geometric properties of the stellarator designs presented
in this work along with the geometric properties of their
coils. Consider first the island and chaos healing coil sets
where we optimized up to surfaces with aspect ratio 6
and 4, respectively. When including surfaces with lower
aspect ratio in the optimization, the coil-to-surface sep-
aration decreases, and coil complexity (maximum curva-
ture, mean-squared curvature) reduces. At the expense



13

of less precise quasi-symmetry, we obtain a design with
lower coil complexity and nested flux surfaces with lower
aspect ratio. In all examples, the coil-coil separation in-
equality constraint was not active due to the chosen value
of Lmax = 18 m. For longer coils, one can expect it to
become active1.

This work opens the door to a more wider search for
stellarator coils that produce nested flux surfaces with
precise quasi-symmetry. As a preliminary study, we
use the same setup as in the cold start example (sec-
tion IV C), except that we consider various target aver-
age rotational transforms in the plasma volume, namely
ι = 0.1, 0.2, . . . , 0.6. Using the same initial coil set from
a NAE optimization with ι = 0.42 on axis, our robust
coil optimization procedure successfully finds coil sets
with comparable quasi-symmetry for a wide range of ro-
tational transform values (Figure 12), though larger ro-
tational transforms corresponded to slightly worse QA.
Moreover, for the range of rotational transforms consid-
ered, we observe that magnetic shear generally decreases
with increasing ι. The scan of ι completed here used
a fixed length Lmax = 18 m for the sum of the 4 in-
dependent coils. It is known that the total coil length
is a strong regularizer for the outer optimization prob-
lem, and improved quasi-symmetry can be obtained by
increasing Lmax, as shown in Ref. 1. In this preliminary
investigation, we always used the same initial coil set ob-
tained from a single NAE optimization to illustrate our
method’s robustness and the ability to find coils for a va-
riety of rotational transforms. Alternatively, one might
recompute the initial coil set from a NAE optimization
for each ι used in the parameter scan.

Using the tools presented in this work, we plan on
completing a more detailed scan of target physics and
coil design values: average rotational transform ι, nfp,
number of coils, maximum coil length Lmax, aspect ra-
tio, etc. There are no fundamental restrictions that pre-
vent extending this approach to other flavors of quasi-
symmetry such as quasihelical or quasipoloidal symme-
try. We focused here on vacuum-field equilibria as they
are an important aspect of stellarator optimization, and
can be used to initialize other optimization studies with-
out the curl-free assumption. An important extension
of this work is to apply these algorithms to direct coil
optimization for finite β magnetic equilibria. Doing this
requires the ability to compute the total magnetic field,
along with its first and second spatial derivatives at a
given point in space. Although not investigated here, it
would also be interesting to develop an adaptive algo-
rithm that modifies the number of collocation points and
surface parameters on surfaces depending on the com-
plexity of the surface.
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FIG. 12. Quality of quasi-symmetry for various average ro-
tational transforms ι. Shown of the top are the non-QA ra-
tios. We are able to find stellarators with comparable quasi-
symmetry for a wide range of average rotational transforms
ι = 0.1, 0.2, . . . , 0.6. Shown on the bottom is the deviation
from the average rotational transforms. All runs use the
shortest total allowable coil lengths Lmax = 18 m from the
study in Ref. 1. For longer coils, one can expect improved
quasi-symmetry, but this question is not explored in this ar-
ticle.

CODE AVAILABILITY AND OPTIMIZED
CONFIGURATIONS

Many of the tools described here are available in
SIMSOPT4, which is a suite of stellarator design, op-
timization, and analysis utilities:
https://github.com/hiddenSymmetries/simsopt
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Coil set Aspect
ratio

Coil lengths Maximum
curvatures

Mean-squared
curvatures

Coil-coil
separation

Coil-surf.
separation

Island healing 5.99 4.08, 5.37, 4.37, 4.17 4.21, 3.96, 4.12, 3.97 5.00, 4.08, 5.00, 5.00 0.108 0.254
Chaos healing 4.09 3.93, 5.05, 4.85, 4.17 3.76, 3.37, 3.61, 3.64 4.66, 3.12, 3.80, 5.00 0.126 0.195

Cold start 5.99 5.37, 3.94, 4.10, 4.60 4.28, 3.64, 4.17, 4.76 4.27, 5.00, 5.00, 5.00 0.108 0.240

TABLE II. Comparison of geometric properties of the stellarators and their coils. Coil-to-surface distance is computed with
respect to the outermost surface on which quasi-symmetry is optimized.
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