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A novel form of the current potential, a mathematical tool for the design of stellarators and
stellarator coils, is developed. Specifically, these are current potentials with a finite-element basis,
called current potential patches. Current potential patches leverage the relationship between dis-
tributions of magnetic dipoles and current potentials to explore limits of the access properties of
stellarator coil sets. An example calculation is shown using the Helically Symmetric Experiment
(HSX) equilibrium, demonstrating the method’s use in coil design and understanding the limits of
the access properties of coil sets. Current potential patches have additional desirable properties such
as of promoting sparse current sheet solutions and identifying crucial locations of shaping current
placement. A result is found for the HSX equilibrium that shaping currents covering only 22% of
the winding surface is sufficient to produce the equilibrium to a good accuracy, provided a toroidal
field is generated by an exterior coil set.

I. INTRODUCTION

Stellarators are devices for magnetic confinement
fusion (MCF) which have the potential to provide
nearly limitless clean energy. Modern stellarators
are optimized a during their design using super-
computers and novel calculational methods, yielding
steady-state MCF devices which mitigate physical
problems common to both stellarators and tokamaks
such as magnetic island formation and energetic par-
ticle loss. As such, stellarators are at the cutting
edge of MCF technology. The experimental success
of the optimized W7-X stellarator in Germany has
confirmed that excellent plasma properties can be
achieved by computational design [1].

A major barrier in the development of the stellara-
tor is coil complexity. Stellarator coils suffer from
poor access properties and tight tolerances. In or-
der for the stellarator to become a device as ubiqui-
tous as the tokamak, stellarator coils must overcome
these issues.

The access properties of the set of coils which gen-
erate a prescribed magnetic surface refers to how
that coil set restricts access to internal device com-
ponents such as the first wall, divertors, blankets,
and shields. Here, we define a coil set which has
good access properties - that is, a coil set which al-
lows for ease of access to the internal components of
the device for maintenance, as being ”open-access”.
Open-access coil sets allow for ease of assembly of
a device and studies of different designs of internal
components.

The focus of this work is to explore the maximal
limit of accessibility for a given equilibrium. The
degree of accessibility is formulated as the fractional
area of the winding surface populated by surface cur-
rents. A given equilibrium is found to have good ac-

cess properties if the fraction of the winding surface
needed to produce the equilibrium is small. The
method is a combination of singular value decom-
position (SVD) to ensure the surface currents used
are low in amplitude and are placed in the most ef-
ficient locations on the winding surface to support
the desired equilibrium and solution sparsification
to find regions of the winding surface where surface
currents may be removed from the winding surface.
An example calculation using the HSX equilibrium
is shown, finding that the equilibrium can be sup-
ported by placing currents on only 22% of the HSX
winding surface, assuming an external planar coil set
provides the necessary toroidal field.

A. Conditions on the coils

Magnetic field coils must satisfy three properties:
they must (i) produce magnetic surfaces (ii) be feasi-
ble in an engineering sense and (iii) be separated far
enough from the plasma. In a fusion power plant,
(iii) is a more difficult constraint than in existing de-
vices. The coils must be sufficiently separated from
the plasma to allow room for tritium breeding, neu-
tron shielding, and device maintenance.

Magnetic confinement uses toroidal magnetic sur-
faces, also known as plasma surfaces. Toroidal mag-
netic surfaces are generated by magnetic field lines
which wind around the torus without leaving the
specified surface, B · n̂ = 0 where n̂ is the unit nor-
mal to the desired magnetic surface. The magnetic
field has contributions both from external currents
and the plasma current.

In both tokamaks and stellarators the magnetic
surfaces are tori, but in stellarators the tori are far
more complicated with large variations in shape in
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the toroidal direction.
There is a practical limit on the distance between

coils and the magnetic surfaces they produce. The
magnetic field produced in a volume which contains
no magnetic sources is curl-free, B = ∇Φ, which
when combined with ∇ · B = 0 yields solutions
for Laplace’s equation in a cylinder. Remarkably,
current potential solutions in cylindrical geometry
do not vary significantly from results achieved in
toroidal geometry [2]. These solutions represent the
current required to produce a given magnetic sur-
face and increase exponentially with distance from
the magnetic surface and in power of their Fourier
harmonic. The further away currents are placed to
produce an equilibrium, the less feasible they be-
come [2][3].

A feasible coil set cannot have (i) current densi-
ties that are beyond what is producible by coils (ii)
forces on them that are too large (iii) curvatures or
torsions that are too great and (iv) must be suffi-
ciently widely separated.

It is important to have good chamber access for
ease of assembly and maintenance. For example,
the small plasma-chamber distance of W7-X was a
contributor to budget overruns and schedule delays
[4]. Designing coils that optimize access is a focus of
this work. Access is quantified by the fraction of the
gridded winding surface used by shaping currents of
current potential patches - the less of the winding
surface used, the greater the access properties.

II. BACKGROUND

The initial configuration space for 3D coils to pro-
duce a given magnetic surface is too large to search
by brute force. Good coil guesses can be found us-
ing physics motivations. A typical method of doing
this was invented by Rehker and Wobig [5] in which
a current sheet near the desired magnetic surface is
found.

The formalism of these magnetic-surface-
generating current sheets was developed by Merkel
[6] and used to successfully develop coil sets for W7-
AS and HSX. Merkel extended the winding surface
from infinitesimally separated, as in the Rehker and
Wobig formulation, to a surface placed an arbitrary
distance away from the desired magnetic surface.
Merkel posed the problem as solving for what is
now known as the current potential Φ. Details of
the formulation may be found In Landreman 2017
[7].

Φ is known as the current potential, the magnetic
surface generating stream function.

Φ(θ, ζ) = Iθζ/2π + Iζθ/2π + ΦSV (θ, ζ) (1)

and has two terms: the non-secular and secular (also
known as single-valued and multi-valued) compo-
nents. The secular components increase by Iθ for
each toroidal transit and Iζ for each poloidal transit
of the torus. The non-secular components

ΦSV (θ, ζ) =
∑
m,n

Φcm,n cos(mθ−nζ)+Φsm,n sin(mθ−nζ)

(2)
are single-valued functions which are typically writ-
ten as Fourier series. The non-secular terms are de-
grees of freedom for generating the desired magnetic
field. The secular terms are degrees of freedom for
the current potential. Iθ is fixed by the toroidal
flux passing through the plasma. Iζ is a degree of
freedom to control whether the current potential is
helical or not, and provides the magnetic flux pass-
ing through the hole in the torus. If Iθ = 0 the
current potential is unable to produce toroidal flux.
If Iθ, Iζ = 0 the current potential is single-valued.

The current density of a current potential is given
as

K = ∇Φ× n̂ (3)

where n̂ is the unit normal vector to the winding sur-
face. Large gradients in the current potential corre-
spond to high current densities in the current sheet.

A prescribed magnetic surface is generated with
currents by eliminating normal components of the
magnetic field B, which yields the normal field Bn =
Btoroidal ·n̂ arising from the interaction between the
toroidal field and magnetic surface geometry. In the
simple situation that is studied here, the normal field
arises from the axisymmetric toroidal field intercept-
ing a non-axisymmertic magnetic surface. As a re-
sult, we focus on the single-valued current potential,
which can produce the shaping of a magnetic surface
when the toroidal magnetic field is pre-supplied.

For the purposes of this work we restrict ourselves
to only considering sources of B · n̂ from vacuum
magnetic fields B = ∇Φ which is a purely toroidal
1/R field. A discussion on the differences inBn when
considering other sources of toroidal field may be
found in Sec. V.

Single-valued current potentials have equivalent
representations as distributions of magnetic dipoles.
This was shown, but not appreciated, in equation
(7) of Merkel’s 1987 paper [6] and has been derived
more rigorously in Zhu’s 2020 work [8]. Further ex-
pansions on the idea may be found [2], [3].

Given the field of a magnetic dipole,

B(x) =
µ0

4π

3(x− x′)((x− x′) ·m)−m

|x− x′|3

an inductance matrix Ldip between magnetic

dipoles placed on a winding surface Sw at points
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xj and the field they create on a plasma surface Sp
may be computed

Ldip =


3r̂11(m1 · r̂11 −m1)

|r11|3
3r̂21(m2 · r̂21 −m2)

|r21|3
...

3r̂12(m1 · r̂12 −m1)

|r12|3
... ...

... ... ...


where r = xj − Sp,i, r̂ = r/|r|, and mj is the jth
magnetic dipole vector. The inductance matrix is
an N ×M matrix where N is the number of eval-
uation points on the magnetic surface Sp and M
is the number of dipoles used on winding surface
Sw. The winding surface may be represented as a
mesh grid separated uniformly in θ and ζ. The mag-
netic dipole winding surface then consists of nθ by
nζ points, each of which is populated by a single
magnetic dipole.

The problem then becomes a least-squares prob-
lem to minimize

min

(∣∣Ldip · x−Bn

∣∣2) (4)

where the components of x are the strengths of the
dipoles on the grid.

Inductance matrices relate currents to the field
they produce. For current potentials, L relates the
current on the winding surface to the magnetic field
produced on the surface Sp. L relates the geometry
of the two surfaces involved, the plasma surface Sp
and the winding surface Sw, and the gradient of the
current potential ∇Φ. The inductance matrix can
be very ill-conditioned and so represents the main
computational difficulty of this least-squares prob-
lem. Further insights and a rapid way to compute
the inductance matrix may be found here [9].

For context, we note that the use of magnetic
dipoles, specifically permanent magnets, to generate
shaping fields is recently adopted approach to stel-
larator design [10]. In this approach, a surface or
volume grid of magnetic dipoles is used to generate
a given magnetic surface by varying dipole strength
and orientation. These magnetic dipole methods
have been improved and implemented for optimiza-
tion [8] [11] [12] leading to the construction of the
first permanent-magnet stellarator MUSE [13]. Per-
manent magnet stellarators are remarkably able to
produce magnetic surfaces to great accuracy and
provide some open access, though are not viable for
fusion power plants due to degradation of the mag-
nets from neutron flux and the low field strength of
the magnets if they are placed behind shielding.

III. METHOD

Magnetic dipoles are placed in a grid on, and ori-
ented normal to, the HSX winding surface. Here,
the HSX winding surface is the surface on which
HSX’s modular coils lie. A winding surface further
back would produce more complicated current po-
tentials while a closer surface produces simpler cur-
rent potentials [2]. A truncated version of HSX’s
experimental equilibrium was used as the original
optimized version is lost, and current equilibria have
built-in toroidal ripple. This truncated equilibrium
minimizes coil ripple by removing Fourier compo-
nents with more than 12 toroidal periods per field
period. Despite this, as shown in Fig. 1, some rip-
ple defects remain.

Stellarator symmetry may be used to account
for each dipole’s contribution from being mapped
toroidally. As a result, only a half-field-period wind-
ing surface with a half-field-period of plasma surface
need be considered when solving for the magnetic
dipole strengths. The use of stellarator symmetry
restricts the applicability of this inductance matrix
formulation to only stellarator-symmetric equilibria,
though the formulation is easily generalized to field-
period symmetry.

The method described in the following subsections
is closely related to the efficient field distributions
method of [2], though this implementation uses the
unique ability of current potential patches to con-
struct discontinuous current sheets.

A. Relation of individual dipole fields to Bn

patterns produced on the plasma surface

The normal field Bn on the plasma surface is
Fourier decomposed. This step reduces computa-
tional complexity and is used to control the can-
cellation of the normal field errors to a tolerable
level, typically a maximum Bn/〈|Bsurf|〉 value of
0.1%, where 〈|Bsurf|〉 is the average magnetic field
strength on the magnetic surface. For this work,
〈|Bsurf|〉 = 1T.

Given a normal magnetic field Bn(x), we Fourier
decompose it as Bn(x) = bk(θ, ζ) where

bk(θ, ζ) =

k∑
m,n

bm,n cos(mθ − nζ) (5)

Exponential convergence of the Fourier series allows
us to choose a Fourier truncation value k such that
the maximal error δ between the normal field and
its Fourier representation is |Bn − bk|2 < δ.

Next, the inductance matrix Ldip is similarly

Fourier decomposed to express the relationship be-
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FIG. 1: Fourier decomposition of Bn on the
magnetic surface due to a toroidal flux. Achieving

a maximum error of 0.1% field accuracy is typically
sufficient to reproduce the desired equilibrium. The
HSX equilibrium used has some high mode number

harmonics as can be seen in the not strictly
logarithmic dependence of maximum Bn defect

with increasing Fourier resolution. This likely adds
some complexity in the current potential patch

solution.

tween individual magnetic dipoles and the Bn pat-
terns they cast globally on the plasma surface. This
matrix is referred to as the Fourier-decomposed in-
ductance matrix L.

These steps of re-expressing the normal field
on the surface and inductance matrix in terms of
Fourier series allows for the identification of efficient
patterns of magnetic dipole placement by relating
the strength of each dipole to their effect on the
plasma surface globally. By efficiency, we mean that
dipoles placed at these locations on the winding sur-
face produce the largest amount of Bn reduction on
the plasma surface.

B. Singular value decomposition truncation

In what follows we describe the the singular value
decomposition (SVD) truncation of the Fourier de-
composed inductance matrix.

The inductance matrix is decomposed using sin-
gular value decomposition

L = UΣV∗ (6)

From this decomposition, the singular vectors corre-
sponding to the largest singular values are locations

FIG. 2: Condition number of the
Fourier-decomposed inductance matrix. Including

more singular vectors results in an inductance
matrix with a higher condition number, though in

exchange Bn decreases and the dipole patterns
increase in complexity

of efficient magnetic dipole placement on the wind-
ing surface to support the magnetic surface.

A new truncated inductance matrix is then con-
structed using only n values of the SVD-truncated
inductance matrix,

Ltrunc =

n∑
i=1

σiuiv
∗
i (7)

where n is chosen according to the desired condi-
tion number of the inductance matrix, Fig. 2. A
higher condition number results in the inclusion of
more rapidly-varying patterns of magnetic dipole
amplitudes in the winding surface, corresponding to
higher current densities. As such, it is desirable to
keep the condition number low, such as between 5-
25.

With a given condition number chosen, Ltrunc
from equation 7 is then used to solve for the ampli-
tudes of each magnetic dipole,

min

(
|Ltrunc · x− bk|2

)
(8)

C. Solution sparsification

Here we describe the dipole removal method. To
begin, a threshold dipole strength |mthresh.| is cho-
sen. Each dipole amplitude |xi| of x resulting
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FIG. 3: Configuration with current potential patches covering only 22% of the winding surface. The dipole
strength is shown on the color bar and may be related to flowing currents through equation 3. The

magnetic surface, shown here as the magnetic surface, is reproduced to a maximum defect of
Bn/〈|Bsurf|〉 = 0.1%. Poincare plots are shown for three toroidal angles along the right side of the figure,
with the actual HSX equilibrium outlined in red. The Poincare plots were generated by field line tracing a

1/R toroidal magnetic field with the shaping fields generated by current potential patches.

from minimizing equation 8 is then compared to the
threshold dipole strength. Dipole strengths less than
the threshold, |xi| < |mthresh.|, are then zeroed
out, |xi| = 0, enforcing solution sparsity. In effect,
this ’removes’ the dipole from the winding surface.
Then, a new least-squares problem is solved for the
remaining dipole amplitudes xfraction for a final ad-
justment calculation after solution sparsification has
been implemented.

Choosing the dipole strength threshold |mthresh.|
is a tradeoff between solution sparsity, maximal
dipole strengths, and solution accuracy. In the ex-
ample shown, it is chosen to correspond to a low cur-
rent density current sheet with 22% coverage and a
0.1% field error. The current density of the patch
is related by the gradient of dipole field strengths.
Generally, forcing low dipole strengths produces so-

lutions which cover larger surface areas than solu-
tions which allow high dipole strengths.

IV. RESULTS

A calculation is first made covering the whole sur-
face with dipoles and it is found that a maximum
error of 0.1% is achievable at a condition number
of 9. The dipoles with the smallest magnitudes are
removed and the remaining dipole amplitudes are
re-calculated, resulting in Fig. 3. The fraction that
are retained gives the fraction of the wall area that
is covered by dipoles, finding that only 22% winding
surface coverage is necessary.

To maintain a maximum error of 0.1% a certain
fraction of the surface must be covered as a func-
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FIG. 4: Percentage of winding surface coverage
compared to the condition number of the

inductance matrix used. For condition numbers
less than 6, an insufficient number of efficient

modes of the inductance matrix are used to reduce
Bn sufficiently. For condition numbers 10 and

above, dipoles are placed inefficiently. A minimum
coverage of 22% for an inductance matrix with

condition number 6 is found as the best achievable
result.

tion of condition number. As shown in Fig. 4, this
fraction reaches a minimum at approximately 22%
coverage and actually increases if the condition num-
ber is made larger. Using inductance matrices with
higher condition numbers yields less-sparse solutions
as less-efficient dipole patterns are driven which nec-
essarily increases the amplitudes of amplitudes. In
turn, when thresholding the dipole amplitudes to
enforce sparsity, high-strength dipoles are placed in
inefficient locations for minimizing Bn. Conversely,
lower condition number inductance matrices than 10
do not contain enough variation to minimize Bn to
a tolerable level.

The ideal inductance matrix condition number for
maximum port access depends on both the magnetic
surface being targeted and the winding surface on
which the dipoles are placed. Thus, a figure such
as Fig. 4 should be computed to identify the ideal
condition number.

Per half-field-period, the majority of currents are
placed on only one the top, or bottom, of the wind-
ing surface depending on which half-period of the
winding surface is considered. For example, for the

first half-field-period, most of the current potential
patches lie on the top of the winding surface. They
accordingly provide most shaping for both the top
and bottom of the magnetic surface from this upper
position on the winding surface. The underside is
then largely free port space. For the second half-
field-period, the same story holds but with the top
and bottom reversed.

The density of magnetic dipoles on the surface
nd influences the error field significantly if two few
dipoles are used. The interpretation of this effect
is that higher dipole densities can support shorter-
wavelength Fourier spectra. As we populate the
winding surface with more and more dipoles (nd →
∞), the discrete set of dipoles approximates a con-
tinuous finite-element-method basis, though the im-
provements in Bn reduction do saturate.

V. DISCUSSION

A novel method to investigate access properties of
stellarator coil sets was developed. The tool, known
as current potential patches, uniquely retain the so-
lution properties of current potentials for coil design
yet are able to generate sparse solutions. An ex-
ample calculation using the HSX winding and mag-
netic surfaces demonstrates the ability of current
potential patches to (i) identify crucial locations of
current placement for surface shaping, for example
using windowpane coils and (ii) provide an exam-
ple bounding calculation on a coil set with maximal
open-access properties which still produces the de-
sired magnetic surface to a given degree of accuracy.
Overall, this method has use in magnetic confine-
ment fusion device design and specifically aids in
designs with access to the vacuum vessel and region
interior to the coil set.

The access limits set by the method are approxi-
mate due to the use of surface currents. The use of
filamentary coils would likely decrease access prop-
erties due to the inability of filamentary coils to pro-
duce the current distributions of current sheets.

A source 1/R toroidal field was used here to gen-
erate Bn on the plasma surface. Using toroidal field
coils in a realistic coil set would slightly change the
Bn field by introducing toroidal ripple. Other work,
not shown here, using helical coils and a helical cur-
rent potential showed only small differences in the
Bn pattern and so were not included.

Results could be improved further by using some
degrees of freedom in the toroidal field coil set,
though this is not the focus of this work. For ex-
ample, toroidal field coils can remain planar but be
shaped and tilted to account for some of the field
shaping. Further, a minimal number of toroidal field
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coils could be found in conjunction with current po-
tential patches minimizing toroidal field ripple to
promote good access properties.

A surprising result of this work is that low current
density features in current potentials are associated
with efficient placement of the coil, and conversely
that high current density features inefficiently re-
duce the global Bn. This is not surprising in the
context of efficient fields [2], though understanding
its implication for filamentary coil design is impor-
tant. For example, the coil design of Thea Energy
[14] uses grids of windowpane coils, analogous to a
current sheet. This work suggests that when design-
ing port space for such a design, it is more prudent
to remove high-current windowpane coils than low-
current coils.

This method has many applications, a few of
which we describe here. For one, coil sets consisting
of simple toroidal field coils or helical coils in con-
junction with windowpane coils can be generated us-
ing this method. In this case, contours of ΦSV are
the contours of windowpane coils. Second, a met-
ric describing the amenability of an equilibrium to
open-access coil sets could be derived. Third, this
method can be used to identify locations on the
winding surface which may be replaced by ports.
Fourth, though not the scope of this paper, alterna-

tive ways to generate shaping currents, such as using
flowing liquid metal analogous to surface currents
[15], directly benefit from this method and provide
a measure of maximal port space for such configu-
rations. Fifth, this method can be applied to error
field and toroidal ripple minimization in tokamaks.
For example, the error field of the ITER toroidal
field coil set could be measured and effectively mit-
igated using windowpane coils generated from cur-
rent potential patches, or to minimize the toroidal
field ripple between adjacent toroidal field coils.
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