arXiv:2408.00492v2 [math.DS] 2 Aug 2024

Asymptotic windings, surface helicity and their applications in plasma physics

Wadim Gerner!

Sorbonne Université, Inria, CNRS, Laboratoire Jacques-Louis Lions (LJLL), Paris, France

Abstract: In [J. Cantarella, J. Parsley, J. Geom. Phys. 60:1127 (2010)] Cantarella and Parsley
introduced the notion of submanifold helicity. In the present paper we investigate properties of surface
helicity and in particular answer two open questions posed in the aforementioned work: (i) We give a
precise mathematically rigorous physical interpretation of surface helicity in terms of linking of distinct
field lines. (ii) We prove that surface helicity is non-trivial if and only if the underlying surface has
non-trivial topology (i.e. at least one hole).

We then focus on toroidal surfaces which are of relevance in plasma physics and express surface
helicity in terms of average poloidal and toroidal windings of the individual field lines of the underlying
vector field which enables us to provide a connection between surface helicity and rotational transform.
Further, we show how some of our results may be utilised in the context of coil designs for plasma
fusion confinement devices in order to obtain coil configurations of particular ”simple” shape.

Lastly, we consider the problem of optimising surface helicity among toroidal surfaces of fixed area
and show that toroidal surfaces admitting a symmetry constitute global minimisers.
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1. Introduction

In the realm of 3-dimensional (magneto-)hydrodynamics there is a well-known preserved physical
quantity called helicity. To set the stage, we let @ C R3 be a bounded smooth domain and we let u be
a smooth vector field which is divergence-free on {2 and tangent to its boundary. The 3-d Biot-Savart
helicity of u may then be defined as follows
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H(U) :: E QxQ

u(z) - <u(y) x H) dPydiz.

|z —y?

An alternative way to express helicity consists of defining the Biot-Savart potential of u by

BSq(u)(x) : ! /Qu(y) X f;ydgy

T z—y?

so that H(u) is just the L?-inner product of u and BSq(u), c.f. [5]. From a physical perspective helicity
may be regarded as a measure of the average linking of distinct field lines of the underlying vector
field w, see [20],[1],[28]. The relevance of helicity is that it is preserved under the action of volume
preserving diffeomorphisms, c.f. [I, Section 2.3 Corollary], [3, Theorem AJ,[12] Lemma 4.5] and in fact
is in some sense the only such invariant [I0]. In the context of the incompressible Euler equations the
velocity field v satisfies the equations

0w + Vv = Vp, div(v) =0in Q, v || 09,

where p denotes the pressure function. Upon applying the curl operator to the first equation one
verifies that the vorticity w of the fluid, i.e. the curl of the velocity field v, is a solution to

Ow = —[v,w],

where [-,-] denotes the Lie-bracket of vector fields. This implies that w(t,z) = ((¢¢)«wo)(x), where
¢ denotes the flow of v, (¢;). denotes the pushforward with respect to ¥y and wp(z) := w(0,z) =
curl(v(0, x)) is the initial vorticity. Since v || 9 and div(v) = 0 we conclude that 1), is well-defined and
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volume-preserving. We hence conclude from our preceding discussion that the helicity of the vorticity
vector field is preserved in time. In the context of ideal magnetohydrodynamics, one can show in a
similar spirit that the helicity of the underlying magnetic field is preserved in time. Even more, helicity
also provides a lower bound on the L2-norm of the underlying vector field, which in the context of
ideal magnetohydrodynamics corresponds to the magnetic energy of the underlying magnetic field, c.f.
[2, Section IIT Theorem 1.5], [4, Theorem B|

H(w)] < () / fu(z) 2%

where ¢(£2) > 0 is a constant independent of u. It is further interesting to understand which other
diffeomorphisms, beyond the volume-preserving diffeomorphisms, preserve helicity. This question has
been investigated in [7] and it turns out that in general there exist non-volume preserving diffeomor-
phisms which preserve helicity.

In [7, Section 6.1] Cantarella and Parsley introduced shortly the notion of submanifold helicity, a
special case of which is the surface helicity, which corresponds to the (0,2, 3)-helicity in the termi-
nology of [7]. As we have seen, the notion of 3-d helicity is an important quantity in the context of
fluid dynamics. It is therefore of interest to understand its 2-d analogue since vector fields tangent to
surfaces appear naturally in many applications, some of which we will discuss in the next sections.

The main goal of the present manuscript is to illuminate our understanding of surface helicity and
establish connections to other known dynamical quantities.

Outline of the paper: In the next section we present the main results which we divided in subsec-
tions to increase readability. We first discuss answers to some open questions raised in [7, Section 6.1]
regarding the surface helicity and provide in particular a general interpretation of surface helicity in
terms of linkage of distinct field lines of the underlying vector field. In Section [2.2] we provide an alter-
native interpretation on toroidal surfaces which connects surface helicity to other important dynamical
quantities on the torus. Based on this alternative interpretation we connect in Section the notion
of surface helicity to the notion of rotational transform in the context of plasma fusion. We then deal
in Section [2.4] with the question of optimising surface helicity among toroidal surfaces of prescribed
area and prove that toroidal surfaces admitting a symmetry are global minimisers while the existence
of global maximisers is stated as an open problem. Finally, in Section [2.5] we discuss how some of the
results obtained in the present manuscript can be used to construct ”simple” surface currents on a coil
winding surface which approximate desired target magnetic fields in a given plasma domain, which is
of relevance in stellarator plasma fusion confinement devices. The proofs of the theorems are contained
in Section

2. Main results

Before we state the main results we establish some notation.

Notation: For a given, Cl:l-regular, closed, connected surface ¥ C R? we let LP(X), 1 < p < oo,
denote the standard space of LP-integrable functions on ¥ and we define the vectorial counterpart by

LPY(E) = {v e (LP(2))® | v(z) - N(z) =0 ace. z € z} :

where A denotes the outward pointing unit normal on 3, i.e. the unit normal pointing in the direction
of the unbounded component of R3 \ . In addition we let C%1V(X) denote the Lipschitz-continuous
vector fields on ¥ which are tangent to 3 at every point. We say that v € LPV(X) is divergence-free
if [(v-Vgado =0 forall @ € C'(X), where Vy denotes the surface gradient of o which can be
computed as Vsa = Va — (N - Va)N, where @ is an arbitrary Cl-extension of a to  and V denotes
the standard FEuclidean gradient, and where do denotes the standard surface measure. We denote by
LPVy(X) the subspaces of LPV(X) which consist of divergence-free vector fields. Lastly, we say that
v € LPY(X) is curl-free if [, v (Vza x N)do =0 for all a € C(X).



2.1. Properties of Surface helicity

We start by defining the 2-dimensional analogue of the Biot-Savart operator.

Definition 2.1 (Surface Biot-Savart operator). Let ¥ C R? be a closed, connected C1:!-surface. Given
1 < p < o0, the following operator is a well-defined, continuous operator called the surface Biot-Savart
operator

. I
BSx : LPV(S) — LIV(X), v — % (/E (y) x yda(y)>

lz -yl
where q := ;_—pp if 1 < p <2, where 1 < g < oo can be taken arbitrary if p =2 and ¢ = c0 if 2 < p < o0.
In order to define the ”"tangent part” -l we cover ¥ by any collection of open domains Uy, which

support local orthonormal frames {E¥, E5} of class C%!. On each such Uy we define (we drop the
superscript k)
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i=1

The well-definedness of Definition 2.1] is shown in Appendix [A] In particular we show that the defined
vector fields agree on the overlaps of the Uy almost surely and that any two covers Uy and Uy induce
the same vector field.

We come now to the definition of (cross-)helicity.

Definition 2.2 ((Cross-)Helicity). Let ¥ C R? be a connected, closed, C''!-surface. Then we define
the cross-helicity as follows

He: L%V(E) X L%V(E) - R, (v,w) — /Zv(m) - BSy(w)(x)do(x)

_ 1
AT Jexs

o) (1) x Z=25 ) doty)doto)

|z -yl
Further, we define the surface helicity of a vector field by
H:L3V(E) = R, v — He(v,v).

Remark 2.3. Due to the continuity of BSy : LiV(X) — L*V(Z) we see that cross helicity (and
therefore helicity) is continuous and that there is some constant ¢(3) > 0 such that for all v,w €
L3iV(E) we have |H (v, w)| < COHU”L%(E)Hw”L%(E)'

In [7] Cantarella and Parsley introduced the notion of helicity of closed forms on (sub-)manifolds
of Euclidean spaces. Of particular interest are the (1,3, 3)-helicity and the (0,2, 3)-helicity which
correspond to helicities of 2-forms on domains in R3 and of 1-forms on embedded surfaces in R3
respectively. It is shown [7}, Theorem 2.15] that the (1, 3, 3)-helicity coincides with the classical helicity
of divergence-free fields, tangent to the boundary of a given domain €2 upon an identification of a given
closed 2-form « with a vector field v by contraction of the corresponding volume form.

Regarding the (0,2, 3)-helicity the authors in [7] mention that it should be possible to regard it as
a measure of the linkage of distinct field lines of a vector field associated with a given closed 1-form
« and they raise the question of whether or not the (0, 2, 3)-helicity may attain non-trivial values (i.e.
whether there exists v € C®°Vy(X) with H(v) # 0). They conjecture that this should be the case
whenever ¥ has a non-trivial homology.

To summarise, the following two central problems regarding the (0, 2, 3) helicity were open [7), Section
6.1]

i) Show that if ¥ has non-trivial homology, then the (0,2, 3)-helicity is not identically zero.



ii) Provide a mathematically rigorous physical interpretation of (0,2, 3)-helicity.

In the upcoming result we denote by H (2 3) the (0,2,3)-helicity on (closed) 1-forms and by H the
(vector field) helicity as introduced in Definition Given some v € C*V(X) we denote by tyws
the contraction of the area form wy via the vector field v. In particular, if v is divergence-free,
the associated 1-form is closed. Since the authors in [7] deal with smooth domains and surfaces we
formulate the following result in the smooth setting.

Theorem 2.4. Let ¥ C R? be a smooth, connected, closed surface and let v € C*Vy(X). Then
H(072,3)(LULUZ) = H(U)

We exploit this relationship to provide an answer to both of the open problems raised in [7] regarding
(0,2, 3)-helicity.
The following provides an answer to the first open problem regarding surface helicity.

Theorem 2.5 (Helicity is non-trivial). Let ¥ C R? be a closed, connected CY''-surface. Then there
exists some v € L*Vo(X) with H(v) # 0 if and only if g(¥) > 1, where g(X) denotes the genus of X.
Further, if v € L?*Vo(X) is co-exact, i.e. it can be written as v = grady(f) x N, for some function
f € HY(X) and where N denotes the outward unit normal, then H.(v,w) =0 for all w € L*Vy(X).

Regarding the second question posed above we intend to follow the ideas of [I] and [28] regarding
the physical interpretation of the standard 3-d helicity (which corresponds to (1,3, 3)-helicity in the
notation of [7]).

Note that in general ¥ might contain a large ”flat region” (a copy of a large 2-d disc) and then if the
field lines of a given vector field v € C%1Vy(X) are not necessarily periodic, we might attempt, in the
same spirit as in [2§], to close the field lines by geodesics. However, at least as long as the endpoints
of the considered field lines are contained in the flat region, the geodesics will be lines passing through
the corresponding endpoints of the distinct field line segments. But then these artificially added line
segments will intersect with "high probability” (since the directions of the lines passing through the
pairs of endpoints will be ”generically” not parallel). Thus, one should expect that there is a set of
positive measure in ¥ X ¥ for which the "artificially” closed field lines will intersect if we close field
line segments by means of geodesics. In addition, the artificially added parts may intersect the original
field line segments, see Figure [I}

Figure 1: Two field lines segments (blue and red) artificially closed by geodesics (orange and
purple) may lead to (self-)intersecting loops.

Therefore it is necessary to find a new way to appropriately close the field lines of the underlying
vector field to be able to obtain an interpretation of helicity in terms of average linking numbers.



Given some v € C%1Vy(X) and = € ¥ we let 7, (¢) denote the (unique) field line of v starting at
2. Now if we are given some z € ¥ and T > 0 it can happen that v,(T) = & = ~,(0) in which case
the field line 4, is closed (possibly a point). In general however we will find 7, (T) # z = 7,(0) and
therefore it is necessary to close the field line in a suitable way to give an interpretation of helicity
in terms of linking of suitable closed curves. It is well-known that, if ¥ € C?, there exists some
70(2) > 0 such that the map V. (z) := x4+ 7N (z), z € ¥, is a diffeomorphism onto its image for every
|7| < 70 where A denotes the outward pointing unit normal, [T9, Chapter 7: Product Neighbourhood
Theorem|. We define ¥, := ¥, (X) so that in particular ¥y = X. Now it is the case that for almost
every (z,y) € ¥ x ¥ the images of the corresponding field lines 7, (R) and v, (R) are disjoint. Given
T,S > 0 we then consider the curves v, : [0,7] — ¥ and v, : [0,S] — X. In order to close them
(in case they are not already closed) we proceed as follows: We connect 7, (T) with U (v,(T)) for a
suitably chosen 7 (which we will be able to choose independent of z,y,T and S) by following the path
Ui (v,(T)) from ¢ = 0 until ¢ = 7. Similarly, we can connect ¥.(z) and = ~,(0) by inverting the
path W;(x) from ¢t = 0 until ¢t = 7. We note that ¥, (v,(T)), ¥-(z) € 3, and that we are left with
connecting W, (v, (7)) and ¥, (z). We connect these two points by any curve contained in ¥, which
is of unit speed and whose length can be uniformly bounded independently of z and T'. For instance,
we can connect these two points by any (length minimising) geodesic on ¥.. We close the curve
Yy ¢ [0,5] = ¥ in a similar fashion, but in contrast we connect y and 7, (S) with their corresponding
points on X_ . and connect the corresponding two points on ¥_. by a geodesic on ¥_,. Let us denote
these two closed curves obtained in that way by o7 r and o 5, see Figure [2| for an illustration. By
construction these two closed curves intersect if and only if v, ([0,T]) and v,([0, S]) intersect, which
we will show does not happen for almost every (z,y) € ¥ x ¥. Note also that we explicitly leave the
surface ¥ to close our field lines. By convention we set the linking number of a closed curve and any
point not lying on this curve to zero.

Figure 2: Illustration of the ”closing process”. The points x,v,(T") are connected with their
corresponding points on X by straight lines which intersect ¥ orthogonally and the
corresponding points on Y, are connected by a geodesic. The arrows indicate the
direction in which we walk along the closed curves.



With these preliminary observations we obtain the following result where we assume the surface &
to be of class C? to avoid technicalities.

Theorem 2.6 (Physical interpretation of surface helicity). Let ¥ C R3 be a closed, connected C?-
surface. Then there exists some 7(X) > 0 such that for every v € C%'Vy(X) and every sequences
(To)ns (Sn)n C (0,00) which are strictly increasing and diverging to co, the functions

T —T
1k (nyTn ,Uy,sn)
TTLSTL

are well-defined elements of L*(X x X) for every n and converge to a limit function in L'(X x X).
Further, we have the identities

1k (0;,71n ,U;gn> t 1k (U;’TH,J;ETL)
Ho) =i [ ) = [ =

Here lim” indicates that we consider the L!-limit (and not the pointwise limit which exists only
upon passing to appropriate subsequences). Therefore surface helicity may be regarded as either the
7 asymptotic average linking number of distinct field lines of v” or, as is done more commonly in the
3-d case, the ” average asymptotic linking number of distinct field lines of v”.

XX R, (z,y) —

do(z)do(y).

Remark 2.7. If all field lines of v are periodic and there exists some 7 > 0 such that all field lines
of v have a period of at most 7, then we can instead close the field line segments of v by continuing
to follow the flow of v until we return to the respective starting points. In this periodic situation no
additional technical issues arise by assuming that ¥ € C11.

2.2. Surface helicity on toroidal surfaces

We have seen in Theorem that on an arbitrary (closed) surface ¥, we can interpret helicity as
a measure of entanglement of distinct field lines of the underlying vector field. In the 3-dimensional
situation entanglement of distinct field lines does not allow to infer information about the dynamical
properties of individual field lines. However, in the 2-dimensional situation closed field lines are co-
dimension 1 submanifolds and therefore the dynamics of individual field lines may very well influence
the ability of the remaining field lines to link. To illustrate this point further, we imagine we are
given a toroidal surface ¥ = T2 in R3 and a (regular) vector field v tangent to ¥. We suppose that
v has a closed field line v which wraps once in poloidal direction around ¥. Since distinct field lines
do not cross we infer that the remaining field lines of v must be contained within ¥ \ . But we can
continuously "unfold” ¥\ v and we see that in fact the remaining field lines may be viewed as being
contained in a cylinder so that no linking may take place, c.f. Figure [§] Consequently, the helicity
of v must be zero by means of the linking interpretation of helicity, Theorem We therefore see
that the dynamics of individual field lines may have a strong influence on surface helicity and one may
thus expect that an alternative interpretation of surface helicity in terms of averages of dynamical
properties of individual field lines should be possible.

Figure 3: The presence of a poloidal field line v (red) prevents linking of any other field lines
(here blue and green).



We focus here on C'!-surfaces ¥ C R? which bound solid tori, i.e. ¥ = 0 for a domain Q C R?
which is diffeomorphic to the solid torus D? x S', where D? is the unit disc in R? and S! is its
boundary. We note that these type of surfaces are the most relevant in plasma physics, as they appear
as the boundaries of plasma domains or model the surfaces along which the coils wind which generate
the plasma confining magnetic field [18].

Before we state the main result of this subsection let us introduce some notions.

Definition 2.8 (Poloidal & Toroidal curves). Let 7% 22 3 C R3 bound a C11-solid torus Q C R3, i.e.
Q= D?x S and 00 = ¥ € C11. We say that a simple closed C'-curve o, on ¥ is purely poloidal
if o, is contractible when viewed as curve within ), but represents a non-trivial element of the first
fundamental group of X. We call a simple closed C’1 -curve oy in X toroidal if it generates the first
fundamental group of © once viewed as a curve in Q.

We note first that, up to orientation and a standard identification, any two purely poloidal curves
are path-homotopic within . Similarly, up to orientation, all toroidal curves are homotopic within Q.
However, two toroidal curves may not be (even up to orientation) homotopic within X. In addition,
any choice of o, and o, forms a pair of generators of the first fundamental group of 3.

To motivate the next definition we consider an arbitrary simple closed C'-curve o contained in ¥
and for a fixed pair o, and o; of a purely poloidal and a toroidal curve we can express o = Po, ® Qo
where @ denotes the concatenation of curves and P, @ € Z denote the amount of times the curves o,
and o are traversed. We observe first that there is a unique pair v,, v € H(X) := {v € WH2V(X) |
curly(v) = 0 = divy(v)} which forms a basis of H(X) and satisfies

/0%—0—/%/%—1—/% (2.1)

We observe further, which for example follows from an identical reasoning as in [I4, Lemma A.1], that
in fact H(X) C ) cpcoe WPV(E) € Nyeqer CV*V(E) and therefore the line integrals in (2.1) make
sense in a classical sense. Now since o is homotopic to Po, & Qoy, we find

/U’Ytp/ap’)’t+Q/Ut’YtQ

1 Q
AT /(,.[O,T] "= (22)

where 7 > 0 is the period of ¢ and o[0,T] is the path [0,7] — X, t — o(¢) (which is not simple
for T > 7). Similarly we find P = fo vp and limp_, % fa[O W = 5. This motivates the following
definition.

and further

Definition 2.9 (Weighted asymptotic poloidal & toroidal windings). Let 7% =2 % C R? bound a C'1-
solid torus  C R3. Given a toroidal curve oy and a purely poloidal curve o, we define the weighted
asymptotic toroidal windings resp. weighted asymptotic poloidal windings of a (not necessarily periodic)
Cl-curve o : [0,00) — ¥ by

1
G(o) == lim—/ Y, po) = lim—/ Yp-
T—oo T o[0,T7] t () T—oo T o[0,T] P

Remark 2.10. We note that ~; in is independent of the chosen purely poloidal curve o, and
it only depends on the toroidal curve o; via its orientation, i.e. if two toroidal curves are oriented
such that they are homotopic within Q then the corresponding v; will be the same and if they are
oriented in opposite direction, then the corresponding ~, will differ by a minus sign. Consequently,
G(o) also depends only on the chosen orientation of the toroidal curve. However, v, will in general
depend on the homotopy type of oy when viewed as a curve in ¥ so that even if two toroidal curves
are homotopic within €, the corresponding v, may be distinct (but will be the same if the toroidal
curves are homotopic within ¥).



The following is the natural generalisation to vector fields.

Definition 2.11 ((Average) Asymptotic windings). Let T? = ¥ C R?® bound a C'!'-solid torus
Q C R3. Given a toroidal curve o, a purely poloidal curve o, and a vector field v € C%1Vy(X), we
define the weighted asymptotic toroidal windings and the weighted asymptotic poloidal windings of v
at a point z € 3 as follows

4(z) == 4(v2), p(x) = p(Vz),

where v, denotes the field line of v starting at . We further define the average weighted asymptotic
toroidal windings and the average weighted asymptotic poloidal windings of v by

sy Jyd@do@) - [ p@)do(e)

where |X| denotes the area of 3.

We note that in order to compute the average one should have §,p € L*(X). This however follows
from standard ergodic theoretical arguments. We state it as a separate lemma since it is of importance
when establishing a connection between surface helicity and toroidal and poloidal averages.

Lemma 2.12. Let 7?2 & ¥ C R? bound a C!-solid torus Q C R3. Let o, and o; be a given purely
poloidal and a toroidal curve respectively. If v € C%1Vy(2), then ¢, p € L*(X) and we have

Jsv(x) - y(z)do(x) — o) — Jsv(x) - yp(z)do(x)
)  Plo) = )

Q) =

Remark 2.13. One natural way to define purely toroidal simple closed curves is to demand that a
given toroidal loop is trivial within R? \ ©, see also [7, Theorem B.2]. Another useful way to choose a
toroidal curve o; can consist in making sure that the resulting induced element -y, is L?(X)-orthogonal
to 74 so that the quantities Q(v) and P(v) essentially correspond to the L?(3)-orthogonal projection of

v onto the space H(X) in the sense that 7(v) = |X| (Q(v)llt + P(v)7—2— | where 7 denotes
2(m)

[l T 7ol iz(z)
the projection onto H(X) and v € C%1Vy(X). Both choices can have advantages in distinct situations
and therefore we allow general toroidal curves in our considerations.

To establish a connection between the quantities Q and P, which make statements about the average
behaviour of individual field lines, and helicity which is a measure of the average linking of distinct
field lines, we need to introduce one final notion. We define the space Hy () of harmonic Neumann
fields on a bounded C'''-domain Q C R? as follows

Hn(Q) :={T € H'(Q,R?) | curl(T") = 0 = div(T), T || 9Q}.

We note first, c.f. [I4, Lemma A.1], that Hn(Q) C N1<pen WPY(Q) and thus, due to Sobolev
embeddings Hy () C Nycaer C*V(Q). Since curl(T') = 0 it follows that the restriction I'[s; satisfies
curlg(T'|x) = 0 in the weak sense and according to the Hodge-decomposition theorem [23, Corollary
3.5.2] we can therefore write

P|2 =Vsa+7vy

for suitable a € H*(X) and v € H(X). Here v is the L2-orthogonal projection of T'|s; onto H(X).
We note that since Hy (2) is L?(Q)-orthogonal to the gradient fields and because I' = curl(A) for a
suitable vector potential A (for instance A may be taken to be the Biot-Savart potential of I') we must
have v # 0 whenever I" # 0.

We are now finally ready to give an alternative interpretation of surface helicity in terms of the
”dynamics of individual field lines”.
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Theorem 2.14 (Physical interpretation of surface helicity on toroidal surfaces). Let T? = ¥ C R?
bound a C11-solid torus 2 C R®. Let o, be a purely poloidal curve and oy be a toroidal curve. Further,
fir any T € Hy(Q) such that the L*(X)-orthogonal projection v of Uls; onto H(X) is L*(X)-normalised.
In addition let 7 := v x N'. Then, given any v € C®Vy(X), we have

H(v)

S —Q(v)P(v)/m’y/%ﬁJr H(y) </U 7)%/@7/@ «9] T (v). (2.3)

If, moreover, a; bounds a bounded C1'-surface A outside of 2, i.e. AC R3\ Q and OA = oy, then

”E(|> ~ QP [ E / K

Remark 2.15 (Sanity Check). We observe that dim(Hy(€2)) = 1 whenever Q is a solid torus, [23]
Theorem 2.6.1]. Hence the condition of L?(X)-normalisation of v determines I" uniquely up to a minus
sign. If a chosen T is replaced by —I" we see that v as well as 4 both are also changed by a minus
sign and hence (since H(—v) = H (7)) the above formula is independent of that choice, as one would
expect. Similarly, if o, and &, are purely poloidal curves on X then either they are homotopic and
thus the integrals involving o, are unchanged or otherwise o, and &, are oppositely oriented, in which
case f[}p y=— fap 7, but P(v) also changes sign (since it is defined via ~y, which in turn is defined via

op). In addition, 7; is independent of the chosen o, and thus @ is also independent of that choice.
Therefore the right hand side of is independent of the chosen purely poloidal curve. Finally, we
observe that T'|x and ~ differ only by a gradient field such that fgt v = fgt I" from which it follows that
fat ~ only depends on the orientation of o; (considered as a curve in ) and it is clear once again that
changing the orientation of o; leaves the right hand side of invariant. Since changing orientation

of o, leaves the right hand side invariant, we are left with understanding how the quantities fgt 5, P(v)

and Q(v) change if we replace o, by a toroidal curve &; which is homotopic to o; in Q. It follows easily
from 1' that 7; and hence Q(v) remains unchanged. On the other hand, since oy and op form a basis
of the fundamental group of ¥, we may express 6, = o @ Po,, where we used that we may assume
that &, is homotopic to oy. Then [, 7 = [ 7+ Pfgp 7 and one can verify that 4, — v, = —Py

so that it follows from Lemma m that P(v) — P(v) = —PQ(v) (where Ap, P(v) are computed with
respect to o, and G;). We hence see that the additional terms appearing through the change of P(v)
and fat 4 when oy is replaced by ; cancel each other. We conclude that the right hand side of
is independent of the chosen curves o, and oy, as it should be because the left hand side of is of
course independent of any such choices.

2.3. Surface helicity and rotational transform

Assume once more that 72 = ¥ C R3 bounds a C'*!-solid torus Q@ C R? and suppose that we fixed
some purely poloidal curve o, and a toroidal curve o, on 3. Now, if o : R — X is any other closed
C'-curve, then we can write it as 0 = Po, ® Qo¢, where ) may be viewed as the ”toroidal” turns of
o and P may be viewed as the "poloidal” turns of o. We recall that according to (2.2]) we can write

— = lim — — = lim
T T—oo T /O'[O,T] s T T— o0 o[0,T] e

where 7,,7; are determined by the equations in (2.1). Consequently, if we are interested in the ratio
of "poloidal” twists by ”toroidal” twists g, we obtain the identity (assuming @ # 0)

(o)
(o)’

P limg 00 % fg[oﬁT] VTp
o) ===

Q B hmT—)oo %fa’[O,T] Vt

_ P
q

where p(0),§(0) denote the ”asymptotic windings” of o. These observations motivate the following
definition.



Definition 2.16 (Rotational transform). Let 72 = ¥ C R3 bound a C!-solid torus Q2 C R3. Let o,
and o, be a given purely poloidal and a toroidal curve respectively and let v € CO*V(X). If ¢(z) # 0
for a given x € X, c.f. Definition we define the rotational transform of v at x as

p(x)
() == ==,
@) q(x)
provided the limits in the definition of p(x) and §(x) exist.

Remark 2.17. i) According to Lemma if v € CO1V(X), then p(x) and §(z) exist for a.e.
z € ¥ w.r.t. the standard surface measure.

ii) We observe that the definition of the rotational transform depends on the choice of ¢, and o
in the following way: We recall first the defining equations ([2.1)) of v, and

/%:0:/%,/%:1:/%.

If 6, is any other closed, purely poloidal curve, then either 6, is homotopic to o, or otherwise
it is homotopic to —o, (the curve obtained from o, by inverting the orientation). In both cases
v remains unchanged, while -, changes sign and so ¢ remains unchanged, while p changes sign,
i.e. at most the sign of ¢ is changed, depending whether &), is oriented in the same way as o, or
oppositely oriented. On the other hand, if we change o, to some a4, then by definition either &,
will be homotopic to o, or —o; as a curve in (but not necessarily within ). Since o, and oy
generate the first fundamental group of 3, we can then however express 6, = o, @ Po), for a
suitable P € Z, where the sign in + depends on whether &, is homotopic to o, or —o; within Q.
Consequently, we see that 7, at most changes sign, while 4, = 7, F Pvy. Thus, § may change
its sign, depending whether o; and &; are oriented in the same, or opposite, way within  and
ﬁ(m) = p(z) F P§(z), where p indicates that this quantity is computed with respect to the curve
&¢. In conclusion 7, (x) = %, (z) F P, where once more the tilde indicates that ¢, is computed
with respect to the toroidal curve &;. In particular, if 0,6, are two purely poloidal curves of
the same orientation and ¢4,5; are two poloidal curves of the same orientation (within Q), then
Iy(x) = ty(x)+ B for some constant 5 € Z, which is independent of « and the vector field v under
consideration. Hence, if we wish to study a problem which aims to maximise ¢ (possibly under
some additional constraints), then the maximisers will be independent of the chosen curves (as
long as they are oriented in the same way). Finally, also notice that the property §(z) # 0 at a
given x € ¥ is independent of the chosen curves.

We will now first state the main mathematical result of this section, before we shortly discuss the
relevance of rotational transform in the context of plasma fusion confinement devices.

In order to do so we state here the (standard) definition of rectifiability of a vector field on a 2-torus
T? =R?/72.
Definition 2.18 (Rectifiability). Let 7% = % be a C1:1-surface, which is diffeomorphic to the 2-torus.
A vector field v € C%'V(YX) is said to be rectifiable if there exists a diffeomorphisms v : ¥ — T2 such

that 1,v = ad; + b0y for suitable constants a,b € R and the standard coordinate fields 9;, 95 on T2,
where 1,v denotes the corresponding pushforward vector field.

With this we can formulate the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2.19 (Formula for rotational transform). Let T? = ¥ C R3? bound a C!-solid torus  C R3.
Let o, and oy be a given purely poloidal and a toroidal curve on X respectively. Further, let vy, v be
a basis of H(X) determined by the condition , Assume that v € CO1V(X) is rectifiable and that
there exists some f € C%1(3,(0,00)) such that w := fv € C¥Vy(X), i.e. divs(w) = 0. If Q(w) # 0,
then the rotational transforms of v and w are well-defined at a.e. © € ¥ and there holds

_ fzw “Ypdo _ E(w)
fzw'%dg Q(w)’

where the subscript indicates whose rotational transform is considered. In particular, v,(x) is indepen-
dent of x.

1y () = Ly ()
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Remark 2.20. In general, for a given vector field v € C%!V(X), even if the rotational transform ¢, (z)
P

is an element of L'(X), it is not true that ﬁ Js t(z)do(z) = @83 because the average of a quotient

does not need to coincide with the quotient of the respective averages.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem and Theorem [2.14] we obtain the following relation
between surface helicity and rotational transform.

Corollary 2.21 (Helicity and rotational transform). Let 72 = ¥ C R? bound a C!-solid torus
Q2 C R3. Let g, be a purely poloidal curve on X and let o, be a toroidal curve on ¥ which bounds a
bounded C*!-surface A outside of Q. Assume further that v € C%1V(X) is rectifiable and that there
exists some f € C%1(3,(0,00)) such that w := fv € C%1Vy(D), i.e. divg(w) = 0. If Q(w) # 0, then

()1

p

where ¢, is the constant rotational transform of w and 7,7 are defined as in Theorem and in
particular are independent of w.

Remark 2.22. i) We point out shortly that a corresponding formula for the vector field v does
not need to hold necessarily, since we require the divergence-free property in order to invoke
Theorem which is the reason why the conclusion is solely formulated for the vector field w.

ii) It is also customary to call a vector field v € C%!V(X) semi-rectifiable, provided there exists a
(strictly) positive C%1-function f such that fuv is rectifiable, c.f. [21]. Hence Corollary can
be reformulated by assuming that a given w € C%1Vy(X) is semi-rectifiable.

Remark 2.23 (Plasma equilibria). In the realm of plasma physics one is interested in steady solutions
of the equations of ideal magnetohydrodynamics with a resting plasma [16, Equations (1) & (3)]. Such
plasma equilibria are determined by the PDE

B x curl(B) = Vp and div(B) =01in P, B || 0P

where P denotes the region containing the plasma (”plasma region”), B is the corresponding magnetic
field and p is the pressure. According to Arnold’s structure theorem, [2 Chapter II Theorem 1.2],
[1, Section 1.2], if B is analytic and B and curl(B) are not everywhere collinear, the domain P will
decompose, after removing a 2-dimensional analytic subset from it, into a finite number of chambers,
each of which is invariant under the flow of B and is one of the following two types:

i) Either the chamber foliates further into toroidal surfaces, each of which is again invariant under
the flow of B and such that on each such surface B is rectifiable and hence in particular either
all field lines of B are closed (with the same period) or all of the field lines of B are dense within
the surface.

ii) Or the chamber foliates into cylindrical surfaces diffeomorphic to S' x R, each of which is
invariant under the flow of B and such that all field lines of B are closed on any such surface.

Of particular interest are the invariant toroidal surfaces. In particular, in order to counter the plasma
particle drift in a fusion plasma it is desirable to have a high rotational transform [25], see also
Appendix [B] for a precise relationship between the different notions of rotational transform. We
therefore wish to understand the quantity ¢ on regular toroidal level sets of the pressure p. We note
that if ¥ is a regular toroidal level set of p, then |Vp| # 0 on all of ¥ and in fact, letting f := ﬁ

one can verify that B:= fB is a divergence-free field on ¥ (divergence-free with respect to the surface
measure on %), c.f. [2I]. It follows therefore from Theorem that we can compute the rotational
transform of B on a given regular toroidal level set of ¥ as

Js B- Ypdo
Js B - vedo

for a fixed purely poloidal curve o, and a toroidal curve o, bounding a surface outside of the domain
enclosed by the level set and their corresponding induced harmonic fields ~,,7: € H(X). Note once
more, that the rotational transform of B (on any fixed regular toroidal surface) is constant.

tp(x) =
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2.4. Surface helicity optimisation

In [3] Cantarella, DeTurck, Gluck and Teytel considered the following optimisation in 3-dimensional
space: First, given a smooth, bounded domain  C R3, they show that there exists some smooth
vector field v on Q with div(v) =0, v || 952 such that

Haple) -, Hop) g
||v||L2(Q) w#0 ||wHL2(Q)
div(w)=0
wl|OQ

where Hsp denotes the standard 3-dimensional Biot-Savart helicity, see [4, Section 9] for a proof of
the above fact. Further, [4, Theorem BJ, implies that |A(Q)| < co /|| for an absolute constant co
independent of 2. In view of this it is natural to ask whether there exists a bounded, smooth domain
Q) which maximises A(2) among all other domains of the same volume. Physically this amounts to
finding a domain  which supports a magnetic field (tangent to the boundary of ) whose field lines
are (on average) as entangled as possible among all other magnetic fields and all other domains of the
same volume.

Some necessary conditions, assuming the existence of optimal domains, have been derived in [3, The-
orem DJ]. Up to this day the question of existence of optimal domains for this problem has remained
open, even though some recent advances have been made within certain classes of domains, c.f. [9],[13].

Here we consider a corresponding problem for the surface helicity. The first result is the following.

Theorem 2.24 (Helicity optimisers exist). Let ¥ C R?® be a closed, connected C**-surface. Then
there exists some vy € L*Vy(E) with ||vt||12(s) = 1 and such that

+H(w
tH(vy) = max ||102() = AL (D). (2.4)
wEL?Vy (%) L2(®)

Further,
i) If ¥ 22 S2%, then every non-zero element of L*Vy(3X) realises the above Rayleigh quotients.
i) If ¥ % S?, then vy € H(X) (i.e. vy are additionally curl-free).
To state the next result we denote by 7 the L2-orthogonal projection from L?V(X) onto L2V, ().

Theorem 2.25 (Spectral theoretical characterisation of helicity optimisers). Let ¥ C R3 be a closed,
connected CYt-surface. Then the operator mo BSx, : L?Vo(X) — L?Vo(X) is compact and self-adjoint
and admits a largest positive and smallest negative eigenvalue. Further, v € L?>Vy(X) mazimises
helicity among all other fields w € L*Vo(X) of the same L*-norm if and only if v is an eigenfield of
7w o BSy, corresponding to the largest positive eigenvalue. A corresponding result holds for the helicity
minimisation problem.

Remark 2.26. In general, it is highly non-trivial to compute the corresponding eigenfields of 7 o
BSys, which realise the Rayleigh quotients in even for rotationally symmetric surfaces. However,
we provide in Appendix [C] an, in comparison, easy way to compute these eigenfields as well as the
corresponding values Ay (X)), A_(X) if the surface ¥ is toroidal. This will allow us to obtain exact
solutions in the case of rotationally symmetric surfaces.

We now deal with the question of optimising the following quantity, recall (2.4]),

A) = max{As (5, A_ (D)} = max Al
W Tl
weL V()(E)

(2.5)

among C'!-closed surfaces. Note that according to Theorem [2.5] we have A(X) > 0 with equality if
and only if ¥ 2 S§2. Hence, ¥ is a global minimiser of A(X) if and only if ¥ =2 S2. Here, due to their
relevance in plasma physics, we want to focus on surfaces ¥ =2 T2,
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Theorem 2.27 (Optimal non-trivial lower bound for A(X)). Let T? 2 % C R? be a closed, connected
CYl-surface and let ) be the domain of finite volume bounded by . Then

A(X) >

N | =

Equality holds if and only if H(y) = 0, where « is the L?-orthogonal projection of T'|s onto H(X) and
T is any fized non-zero harmonic Neumann field of Q, i.e. any H'-reqular, curl-free, div-free vector
field on Q which is tangent to 02 = X.

Remark 2.28. With some more effort it should be possible to extend the same lower bound to surfaces
of arbitrary (strictly positive) genus using similar methods as in the proof of Theorem by working
with a suitable basis of Hx(£2) in order to obtain an appropriate matrix representation of the surface
Biot-Savart operator. However, we do not pursue such a possible extension further and instead list
this as an open problem below.

Using the linking interpretation of helicity, Theorem [2.6|and Remark [2.7], we will be able to conclude
the following.

Corollary 2.29. Let ¥ C R? be a closed, connected, C*!-regular, axisymmetric torus. Then A(X) =
%. Consequently

A(Z)= min A(D).
TZEZECLl
Remark 2.30. We note that in Theorem and Corollary we did not specify the area of 3. As
we shall see, the scaling properties of the functional A imply that minimising or maximising A among
surfaces with prescribed area is equivalent to optimising A among surfaces without an area constraint.

We recall that the corresponding 3-d problem motivated to try to find a global maximiser of A(X)
rather than a global minimiser. We pose this as a remaining open problem.

Open Problems:

i) Does there exist a constant 0 < ¢ < oo such that A(X) < ¢ for all T? = ¥ which are C'!!-regular?
i) If the answer to (i) is positive, does there exist some 7% 2 X such that A(X) = max omscoin A(D)?

iii) Do the answers to (i) and (ii) change if we drop the assumption 72 22 ¥ and instead allow ¥ to
have arbitrary genus?

iv) Does Theorem extend to surfaces of arbitrary genus, i.e. is it true that every closed,
connected C!1-surface ¥ C R? of genus g > 1 satisfies A(X) > 17

2.5. Simple Surface currents

When building plasma fusion confinement devices one wishes to generate magnetic fields in order
to confine the fusion plasma. In particular, in so called stellarator devices, one uses a complex coil
structure to generate the fields [29]. One way to model these complex coil structures is the so called
coil winding surface (CWS) model, [18], where one assumes that the coils are infinitely thin and wind
around a given closed surface. The induced current is then modelled as a vector field tangent to the
CWS and is assumed to be divergence-free in view of Maxwell’s equations. Given a C''!-regular CWS
¥ C R? and a divergence-free current j on the CWS, the corresponding magnetic field induced by j
within the domain €2 enclosed by X is given by the Biot-Savart law

BS()(@) = 7 [ i) x = trdo(y). 2 € 0

Now, for a fixed current j, there exist in general further currents 7/ which induce the same magnetic
field within Q. In fact, since BS is a linear operator, we must have that j — j° € Ker(BS). To be more
precise, we may view BS as a bounded operator from L*Vy(X) into L2V(f2) (the square integrable
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vector fields on ), cf. [I4, Lemma C.1]. It has been further shown, see [I4] Theorem 5.1] that
dim (Ker(BS)) = g(X), where g(X) denotes the genus of . In our applications, the CWSs are toroidal,
ie. T? =2 3, and thus dim (Ker(BS)) = 1. This gives us some flexibility and hence we may look for
currents, and consequently coil configurations, which have a ”simple” form. To this end we make the
following definition.

Definition 2.31 (Simple currents). Let 72 = ¥ C R3 bound a C!!-solid torus @ C R3. Given a
purely poloidal curve o, and a toroidal curve o; we further let v, € #(X) denote the induced harmonic

field. Given a current j € L2Vy(X) we define Q(j) := L 13”0 and say that j simple if Q(j) = 0.

Remark 2.32. i) In view of Lemma [2.12] Definition coincides with Definition whenever
j is of class C%L.

ii) We have previously explained in Remark that ~; is independent of the choice of o, and
that changing o; may at most change v; to —v; and therefore the definition of a simple current
is independent of the chosen curves o, and o;.

iii) If j € C%1Vy(X), then according to Lemmawe see that j is simple if and only if [, §(x)do(z) =
0, or in other words if and only if, on average, the weighted asymptotic toroidal windings of the
field lines of j are zero. Therefore, in an oversimplified manner of speaking, the field lines of a
simple current should not form any "knotted” structures and be expected to tend to be either
more poloidal or contractible in nature.

iv) A word of caution: It might turn out that the field lines of j are all toroidal curves and that simply
on average the corresponding field lines point as often in positive toroidal direction as they point
in negative toroidal direction. As an example consider ¥ C R? to be a standard rotationally
symmetric torus and let ¢ denote the toroidal coordinate and 6 the poloidal coordinate. We
may then define j := sin(f)ey, where ey denotes the standard normalised toroidal field. Then
j € %V (X) and Q(j) = 0, as follows easily from Definition and hence j is simple.
However, j has only a toroidal component, see Figure [4

Figure 4: An example of a simple current with only toroidal field lines which point in opposite
directions on the upper and lower ”hemisphere” of the torus.

Here is our main result regarding the existence of simple current configurations.

Theorem 2.33. Let T? 2% C R? bound a C11-solid torus Q C R3. Then for every j € L*Vy(X) there
exists a unique j' € L*Vy(X) such that BS(j') = BS(j) in Q and j' is simple. Further, if j € LPVy(X)
for some 2 < p < oo orj € C%Vy(X) for some 0 < a < 1, then so is j', where C%° = C° denotes the
continuous currents.

In the context of plasma fusion confinement devices one of the situations one faces is the following:
We suppose we are given a CWS 3 and a plasma region P which is assumed to be precompact within
the finite domain Q bounded by the CWS and is thought of to contain the fusion plasma. Further,
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we assume we are given a square integrable, harmonic, target magnetic field By € L*H(P) := {X €
L?(P,R3) | curl(X) = 0 = div(X)} which we wish to generate by a surface current in order to confine
the fusion plasma. It is known, see [I4, Corollary 3.10 (ii b)], that under reasonable assumptions,
the image of BS, with domain L?Vy(X), is contained in and L?(P)-dense in the space L2H(P). We
therefore obtain the following important corollary from Theorem [2.33] where the slightly technical
assumptions in the upcoming results are depicted in Figure

Figure 5: The CWS ¥ depicted as a blue grid, the plasma domain P depicted in yellow and
the disc D depicted in red. Both D and D N P are bounded by poloidal loops
respectively.

Corollary 2.34 (Density of magnetic fields induced by simple currents). Let 72 = 3 C R?® bound
a CYl-solid torus Q C R3. Assume further, that we are given another C'-solid torus P which is
contained in © and of positive distance to ¥ and that there exists a C?-disc D C  such that 9D C &
is a purely poloidal C'-curve in ¥ and such that D N P is also a disc bounded by a purely poloidal
Cl-curve contained in P. Then for every By € L*H(P) and every € > 0 there exists a current
J € L2V0(2> with Q(]) =0 and || BS(]) — BTHL2(P) <e

Our final result provides a minimisation procedure which allows one to obtain the desired approxi-
mating simple currents as minimisers of a specific ”energy functional”. The procedure is a modification
of a minimisation procedure which has already been used successfully in the past. We first recall the al-
ready established procedure, c.f. [22]. Given a positive parameter A > 0 one can consider the following
minimisation problem

O Br) = _inf - (IIBSG) = Brllfae + AliliEacs))

It follows from standard variational techniques and the convexity of the functional involved that the
infimum is in fact a minimum and that there exists a unique current jy € L?V,(X) which realises
C(X\; Br). Using the density of the image of the Biot-Savart operator within L?H(P) it has been
shown that || BS(jx) — Br|lr2(py — 0 as A\, 0, see [14, Corollary 4.3]. In general, there is no reason
to expect that the obtained currents jy satisfy Q(j,) = 0. However, one can enforce this condition by
observing that

L2VEO(R) = {j € LW(2) | Q) = 0}

is an L2-closed subspace, and hence a Hilbert space in its own right, and by setting up a corresponding
minimisation procedure

CoiBr) = inf  (IBS(G) = Brldagp + Milies)) - (2.6)
JeL2VvI=o(x)

Just like in the case of C'(\; Br) it follows from standard arguments that the infimum in Co(\; Br) is
actually achieved and that the global minimiser is unique. Our final result is the following

15



Theorem 2.35 (Approximating sequence of simple currents). Let T2 = ¥ C R?® bound a C**-solid
torus Q C R3. Assume further that we are given another C1:'-solid torus P which is contained in Q and
of positive distance to X and that there exists a C?-disc D C ) such that 0D C ¥ is a purely poloidal
C'-curve in ¥ and such that D N P is also a disc bounded by a purely poloidal C*-curve contained in
OP. Given any Br € L*H(P) we denote by j$ the (unique) global minimiser realising Co(X\; Br) in
for fized X > 0. Then || BS(j%) — Brllr2(py — 0 as A\, 0.

3. Proofs of main results

3.1. Proof of Theorem [2.4]

Before we come to the proof let us recall how the (0,2, 3)-helicity is defined. Given a closed 1-
form « on a surface ¥ we can consider the inclusion ¢ : (¥ x X) \ {z = y} —» ¥ x X and the
projections M, : ¥ x ¥ = X, (z,y) = v and my : ¥ x ¥ = X, (2,y) — y. We define the Gauss map
g: (ExD)\{z =y} = 5% (z,y) — |§:Z\ and we let w?, denote the standard normalised(!) area
form on S?. We can then define o, := (m,)%a, o = (m,)#a (here f# denotes the pullback via a
map f). Now, strictly speaking, the space Co(X) := (X x X) \ {z = y} is first compactified by means
of the Fulton-MacPherson compactification, c.f. [f, Definition 2.3], and it is shown that the forms
ag, oy as well as the Gauss map extend smoothly to the compactification [7, Theorem 2.4 & Lemma
2.10]. Further, the compactification has a manifold structure |7, Theorem 2.4]. Denoting by C3[X] the
compactification and with a slight abuse of notation we can define the helicity as

Ho29(a) = / az A ay A gFwds.
Cs[X]

We note that the space C3[X] is 4-dimensional and so it makes sense to integrate a 4-form. The same
reasoning as in 7, Theorem 2.15] tells us that it is enough to prove that for all (z,y) € (ExX)\{z # y}
we have the identity

r—y

‘)@mA@@

1
as Aoy A gl = 10(0) - (o) x T

47

where wy, is the area-form on ¥ induced by the Euclidean metric and where v is the unique vector field
on X satisfying t,wy = a.

Proof of Theorem[2.]] We prove more generally that if & and 8 are two 1-forms on X, then

1 _
e nay A = o) (o) % E e Jwste) husly)

where w is the vector field associated with 8 and v is the vector field associated with a by means
of contracting the area form. We fix any z,y € ¥ with « # y and let u,n be charts of 3 around
x and y respectively. Additionally, we choose 1 x 1 as a chart around (z,y) € (X x )\ {z = y}.
Further, we let p, g be any two points contained in the domains of y and 7 respectively. We see that,
if we denote by du’,dn’ the induced covector bases at p,q € ¥ respectively and with a slight abuse
of notation by dui(p, q),dn’ (p, q) the induced basis at (p,q) € (X x )\ {x = y}, then, if we express

B(p) = Bi(p)dui(p), we find

Ba(p:q) = ((m2)* ) (p Zﬁz )dp' (p,q

Similarly, a,(p, q) = 25:1 a;j(q)dn’ (p,q). As for the remaining term g#w§2 we recall that we have the
identity

1
Wi = EL# (xdy A dz — ydx A dz + zdz A dy)
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where ¢ denotes the inclusion S? < R3. Hence, we may view the Gauss map ¢ as a map into R? rather
than S? and are left with computing the pullback

G# (zdy A dz — ydx A dz + zdz A dy) (p, q)

where G : (¥ x )\ {z =y} = R3, (z,y) —
coefficients of this 2-form we observe that

\i:ZI' In order to find an appropriate expression for the

—q)-0 ;
i (p) + 00, @) (g — p)

[p—ql?
lp— 4
(p—a)-0,; (9)
8,y (q) + L2202 (g — p)

G«(p,q)9yi(p,q) =

where the vectors tangent to ¥ are viewed as vectors in R3. Defining w(x,vy, 2) := zdy A dz — ydx A
dz + zdx A\ dy, we observe that by definition of the pullback we have

(G*w)(0,9) (941 (p,9), 8,2 (@) = w (i — Z) (G (P, 9)0y1 (@), G (P, 9) D2 (P, 1)) -

Letting 7 := ‘5:3‘, v =0, (p) and £ := J,, (p) we note that we need therefore to compute

w(P) (v = (7 )7, & = (7 - E)F)
and an explicit computation yields
w(f) (v = (- )P § = (- F) = (v x &) - 7
Using this formula we can compute all the coefficient functions and eventually arrive at
(G*w) (p.q)

= ﬁ (8,1 (p) % B2 (p)dp* (p, q) A dp®(p, @) + By (9) X Dy (g)d (p, 9) A d*(p,q)

_ Z 8,1 (p) X Dys (q)dp’ (p, q) A dp (p, q)

3,j=1

where we again view the tangent vectors at ¥ as vectors in R3. We observe that the 2-form 3, A oy,
only contains basis vectors of the form du’(p,q) A dn(p,q) so that all the du' A du? and dn' A dn?
terms from G#w will vanish in the product 8, A ay, A G¥w because at least one of the covectors dp’
or drp in these expressions must repeat, so that only the mixed terms are of relevance. We obtain

Bx(p, @) A ay(p,q) A g7 wa(p, q)

Z Bi(p)am () (94 (p) X Oys (@))dp" (p, @) A dn™ (p, ) A dpi' (p, @) A dn’ (p, )

Arln — a3
47r|p (J| ey

= grio g (32009 0) = Bi()a(9) % (010002 (0) — 22(0)yp (0))) dos A i A g’ i
We recall that we started with two points z,y € ¥ with x # y and p and 1 were any arbitrary charts
centred around these two points. In particular, we may pick our charts such that g;;(z) = d;; = §:;(y)
at these two points where g;; and g;; denote the metric tensor coeflicients in the respective coordinate
charts. Further, with the right choice of orientation on ¥ we may assume that 0,1 (x) x 9,2 (z) = N (x)
where N denotes the outward pointing unit normal. Using the musical isomorphism we can then
identify the forms « and § with vector fields X and Z respectively (note that this identification differs
from identifying a 1-form by contracting the area-form). We can then expand (z — y) in the basis
0,1 (x),0,2(x), N (z) and using the properties of the chart we find

(= y) X (B2(2) 0 (x) = P1(2)0p2 (2)) = [(y — 2) - Z(@)IN (z) + [(z — y) - N(2)]Z(2).
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Applying the cyclic properties of the inner product we find

(@ =) - [(B2(2) 01 (@) — Br(2)8p2(x)) X (1(y) D2 (y) — 2(y) Oy (y))]
= (a1 (¥)0y2 (y) — c2(y)0pr (v)) - ([(y — ) - Z(X)IN (2) + [(z — ) - N(2)] Z(2)) -

Now we note that if a € R? is an arbitrary vector, then upon expanding it in the (orthonormal) basis

{0,:(y), 0,2 (y), N (y)}, we obtain

N(y) - [X(y) x a] = a1(y)a® — az(y)a' = (a1(y)dy2 (y) — a2(y)dy (v)) - a.

We hence arrive at
Be(z,y) A ay(z,y) A g% wea(z,y)

NW iy = 2)- Z@)IN (@) + (¢ — 1) - N (@) Z(@)] x X (1) o) Aws()

B dr|z —y|3
X(y) x N(y)
= Tinle—yP [((y —2) Z(2))N(z) + ((z — y) - N(2)) Z(2)]ws (z) A ws(y)
X N
= TR [(20) < N (@) x (3~ 2)es(o) A ws(o)

where we used the vector-triple product rule in the last step. Lastly, we observe that the vector field
associated with a 1-form a by contracting the area-form can be obtained from the vector field associated
with the 1-form « via the musical isomorphism by taking the cross product with the outward pointing
unit normal. So if we let v, w be the vector fields associated with the 1-forms « and S by contracting
the area-form respectively, we arrive at

Bal,y) A vy (2, ) A (9P (2,9) = (1) - (wm < y) ws(2) Aws(y).

Consequently

and hence H o,2,3) () = H(v). O

3.2. Proof of Theorem

We recall that we want to prove that for a given closed, connected surface ¥ C R3 there exists some
v € L?Vo(X) with H(v) # 0 if and only if g(X) > 1, where g(X) denotes the genus of . In addition,
we also need to show that H.(v,w) = 0 for all w € L*Vy(X) whenever v is a co-exact vector field,
where . denotes the cross-helicity and H denotes the helicity of vector fields.

Proof of Theorem[2.5

Step 1: We first prove that if g(X) > 1, then there exists some element v € L?Vy(X) with H(v) # 0.

We first observe that each closed surface ¥ bounds a bounded domain Q C R? with 0Q = X. We
then have the well-known relation dim (Hy(92)) = g(¥), where Hx(2) denotes the space of curl-free,
div-free, H!-vector fields on € which are tangent to the boundary 9 and g(X¥) denotes the genus of
¥, [6, Hodge Decomposition Theorem]. In our situation g(¥X) > 1 and so we can fix some non-zero
I' € Hn (). Since I' is tangent to ¥ we may view it as a vector field on ¥. The fact that I is curl-free on
Q implies that so is its restriction to ¥ (in the weak sense). We recall that Hy (€2) C (Nycaer CU*V(Q)
and hence we can write according to the Hodge decomposition theorem I'|s; = grady,(f)++ for suitable
f € Nocact CH*(X) and v € H(X) where H(X) denotes the space of curl-free and div-free fields on X
of class [, <p<oo WP, Since I is non-zero so must be «y (since if the restriction of a harmonic Neumann
field to the boundary is a gradient field, then the harmonic Neumann field is already identically zero).
We can now let N denote the outward pointing unit normal and define 7 := v x A (so that in turn
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v =N x#). This new field 7 is still divergence-free and curl-free (in the language of differential forms
the 1-form associated with 4 by the musical isomorphism can be obtained from that of v by applying
the Hodge-star operator). If either H(y) # 0 or H(%) # 0, then the theorem is proven (since both
vector fields are div-free). If on the other hand H(y) = 0 = H(¥), then we can consider the vector
field v := ¥ + v and notice that, due to the symmetry property of the Biot-Savart operator, we have

H(v) = H(y) + H(F) +2He(,7) = 2He(7,7)

where we recall that Hc(,7) = (7, BSx (7)) 2(x) is the "cross-helicity”. We note that since 7 = v x N
we get by means of the cyclic properties of the Euclidean product

z—y
A H o ( // mdo(m)da(y)
- / / (1) x N(2)) 1)) - Yo (2)dor ()

=P
- / / (7)1 (@) — (1) - N @) (@) - L do(y)do ()
= Js |$ y|

_ /E /E ) KN(J;) . m) ~(z) — (7@) . m) N(w)} do(y)do (z).

We first claim that

sorye [ (20 220 ) W) - Aot

\fv -y

is a continuous function, where A is any C%!-regular (compactly supported) extension of A" to R?. But
this follows easily from the generalised dominated convergence theorem because we have the estimate

C
|z -y

(30 220 ) o) - )| <

|z —yl3

for a Suitable constant ¢ > 0 which is independent of y and from the fact that the function R?® — R,
Y= s ‘w jrdo(x) is continuous.

Therefore if for some fixed y € ¥ we let (y,), C Q be any sequence converging to y, we find

- (wx)- ”_‘js)mmdo(x)

|

1) [ () 21 ) W)~ o)

y[?

= tin o)+ [ (260 2 ) (o)~ Kot (3.1)

|z =y ?

where we used that (y) - N'(y) = 0 because v is a tangent field of . We observe that since y, ¢ X
and since N (y,,) is independent of z, the term involving N (y,) vanishes because

/27(95) - ﬁda(m) = —/27(95) SV (|x 1yn|> do(x) =0 for all n

where we used that ~y is divergence-free and that z — \T defines a C''-function on X for all fixed
n because each y,, has a positive distance to X. We conclude

1) [ (260 228 ) Mot = tim o)+ [ (+60) 2 ) Wodota).

On the other hand we have the well-known jump formula, [8] Theorem 4.30] which tells us that we
can find a suitable sequence (y,), C § converging to y such that

/z <N(33) Ty ) Y(z)do(z) = —%y(y) + lim (N(x) . W) +(x)do ().

[z =yl n=oo Jy |z = yn?
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Combining our considerations so far, we see that for all y € ¥ there exists some sequence (y,), C 2
converging to y such that

5 47
dnH(y,7) = —7H7||%2(2)

w s ([ (V@) Z20 ) s@iota) - [ (360 20 ) Wadat) ) doto)

We observe now that v admits a curl- and div-free extension to (), i.e. there exists some ¥ €
Ni<pese WHPV(Q) with curl(v) = 0, div(?) = 0 in Q and ol = ~, where ol := 5 — (W - 9)N. In-
deed, we recall that T'|x, = grady,(f) +~ for a suitable function f € (. oq C"*(X), and thus if we let

f denote the harmonic extension of f, c.f. [I5, Theorem 2.4.2.5], then T'—grad(f) € Ni<p<oo WhPY(Q)
is the desired curl- and div-free extension. One can then use Gauss’ theorem and the fact that y, € Q
for fixed n, to obtain

/ ( (x)- u__y’ﬂ) @oo) | (7(%) . M_‘y"') N(2)do(a)

- /E (N(x).;_‘yy:S> i(z)do(x) — /E <u(a;)|§__i|3) N (z)do ()

= dri(yn) + /Q div(ﬁ)(x)%d?’ /Q L;R) x curl(s)(z)d3z = 4md(yn),

—Yn |yn -

where the first identity follows from the fact that the terms involving the normal part of © cancel each
other. Taking the limit n — co we conclude

~ 4
dnHe(v,7) = 7“’7”%2(2)
2
We recall that H(y + %) = 2H.(7,7) and therefore we arrive at
H(y+7) = 2Hc(1,9) = 7ll72(m) > 0
because v # 0. Hence, in any case, there must exist some 4 € H(X) satisfying H(%) # 0.

Step 2: In this step we prove that if w € L*Vy(X) and f € HY(X), then H.(V+f,w) = 0, where
Vif:=Vsf xN. In particular, as H(V*f) = H(VEf, VL F) we will get H(VLf) = 0. Since on a
genus zero surface all divergence-free fields are co-exact this will conclude the proof.

First we observe that by a density argument we may without loss of generality assume that w, Vg f €
ﬂ1<p<oo WLPY(E). We follow the arguments of the first step. We simply replace v(y) by w(y) and
y(z) by Vs f(z) in the arguments. The only step where the arguments need to be modified is in (3.1)).

More specifically, the argument that v(y) - N(y») Js ('y(

‘ P ‘3) do(z) vanishes no longer applies

because in our new situation v(z) has to be replaced by Vs f(x) which is no longer divergence-free.
However, we see that

T —Yn As f(z)
Vs f(z ) /ng Vi do(z) = do(z
IAECR== H 0 = [
where Ay := divy oVy denotes the Laplace operator on ¥. We note that the function R?® — R,

Y= [y ‘Z(le do(z) is continuous for any function h € LP(X), for some p > 2, and therefore

i w(s) ) [ (V576 =25 ) dota) = w) N ) [ T2 aot) o

o0 5 =yl

because N (y) = N (y) (since AV is an extension of ) and because w(y) is tangent to ¥. The remaining
arguments apply verbatim which leads us to

2H(V* fiw) = (Vs f,w), - =0

because w is divergence-free. O

20



3.3. Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [2.6, We recall that v € C%!'V,(2) is a div-free Lipschitz vector field on X. Further,
we denote by 7, the (unique) integral curve of v starting at x and for given T' > 0 we denote by 7,,[0, T
the path along the field line v, from time t =0 until t =T

Step 1: In the first step we prove that for every T,S € (0,00) the two path ~,[0,7] and [0, S]
are disjoint almost surely (and hence by construction the artificially closed path o and o, 5 will be
also almost surely disjoint and have a well-defined linking number).

For given T', S > 0 we consider the set By g := {(z,y) € X x X|7,[0, 77N~ [0, 5] # 0}. Now we note
that (x,y) € Bp,s < 3z € 7,[0, 7] N[0, S].

In conclusion we must have 7, (7) = z = v, (\) © y = 7,(7 — A) for suitable 0 <7 <T,0< A < S,
where we used the properties of the flow. Hence, for any 7', S > 0 we have

Brs C |J{(=,y) € £ x S|y € va(—n,n)}.
neN

We observe that the right hand side is independent of T' and S and that by sigma-subadditivity it is
enough to prove that {(z,y) € ¥ X Zly € 7,(—n,n)} is a null-set in order to show that for almost
every (z,y) € ¥ x 3 the sets v;[0,T] and ~,[0, S] do not intersect (in fact this null set is independent
of the choice of T and 5).

Denoting by p the Riemannian measure on ¥ we find, using Fubini’s theorem,

(> ) ({(z,y) € B x By € ve(—n,n)}) = /E/EX{(w,y)ezxz|ye%<—n,n)}d0(y)d0(x)-
We observe that

X{(z.y)esxSlyers (—nn)} (T ¥) = X8, (V)
where B, := {y € 3|y € y,(—n,n)} so that

/E x5 (W)do(y) = 1(Ba) = 1 (va(—n,m)) = 0

where we used in the last step that 7,(—n,n) is either a point or otherwise a local embedding of a
1-manifold and hence has Hausdorff-dimension at most 1.

Step 2: In this step we prove the remaining claims of the theorem.

In order to specify our choice of 7(X) > 0, we observe first that there exists some ¢ = ¢(3) > 0
such that, c.f. [24, Lemma 41.12],

N(z) - (z—y)| < clz —y|* for all z,y € X. (3.2)
Further, we note that the function
K: XXX =R, (z,y) = N(z) N(y)

is uniformly continuous and thus
1
N(z)-N(y) > 3 forall z,y € I, |z —y| < 0(%) (3.3)

for a suitable 6(X) > 0. We can then choose 7(X) > 0 such that 7(X) < min{g, 4} and such that
Uy (z) := x + tN(x) is a diffeomorphism from ¥ onto its image for every [t| < 7.
In order to obtain the desired linking interpretation we observe first that, c.f. [27, Theorem 2]:
S’V‘L T’Vl s S
For every f € L'(X x ¥), the sequence of functions “¢—= f(;”gmy( )dtd

L'-limit denoted by f € L'(X x %) and

admits a well-defined

f(@,y)do(x)do () = / f(a,y)do(x)do ().

EXXE YXE
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We define f(z,y) := 2= (v(z) X v(y)) - ‘x y|3 € LY(X x X), which can be seen by writing v(z) x v(y) =
v(x) x (v(y) —v(zx)), using the Lipschitz property of v and the fact that ‘w—iyl is integrable over ¥ x X.
We therefore arrive at

Hw) = do(z)do(y). (3.4)

L Jo™ Jo™ (e (t) X () - s deds
47T »

> n~>oo TnSn

We recall the linking integral for two piecewise differentiable closed curves o1, 09 with 0;(0) = 0;(T})

Ik(o1, 0) = 47T/l/zal ) X Ga(s)) - WJ?—;%%MM& (3.5)

Now, as discussed before the statement of Theorem we close the curves v,([0,7,]) and v, ([0, S,])
and obtain closed curves oy . and o, S . For notational simplicity we drop the index n in T}, and S,,.
According to (3.4]) and (3.5) we have to show that the additional terms involved in the expression of

lk (07 7,0, ) converge to zero in the LY(Z x ¥)-sense.

To this end we first let @ € X2\ 7,(R), 0 < s < 7 be any fixed elements and we observe that
la — sN(a) = 7:(t)]* = |a = 72 (8)]* + s* = 2s(a — 7. (t)) - N(a).

Now, since a,7,(t) € ¥ we can use the estimate |(a — v2(t)) - N(a)| < cla — v, (¢)]? so that

la = sN(a) =) 2 la =7 () + 5 = 2esla — 1 () 2 |a — % ()* + 5 —2¢%|a — 1)

2
where we used the elementary inequality 2db < d +eb? for alld, b € R, € > 0 withd = s,b = cla—v.(t)?
and € = 2. Now we distinguish two cases: Either 2¢%a — (12 € 1 & la—1.()]* < 25, in which
case we obtain

— (D)2 2 — (D)2 2
o= sN) — () > 2Pt 5 AL

otherwise we find |a — 7, (¢)|* > -1z. But in this case we can use the estimate |2s(a — 7, (t)) - N(a)| <

252 4+ m and therefore in this case

2o la—%®P o Ja—w®P 1 2
la — sN(a) — vz(t)] 252 1 +ieE

To estimate the last term we recall that we are interested only in the situation 0 < s < 7 and thus we
can use the fact that 7 < é, i.e. 36102 > 72 and therefore 16162 > 272 > 252 which yields

o — % (@) + s

o= sN(@) ()P > =22

in this case. We conclude that in any case we can estimate a part of the linking integral as follows:

1
< 4e, — _dsdt
/ / la— T OPF +2°

for a suitable constant ¢, > 0 which is given by the (finite) C°(X) norm of v. We can further explicitly
compute and estimate

a—sN(a) =) , .

B P M EAOE

'-(t)l2+82ds_ o=@ 7 20a— ()]

We recall that in our application we want to connect either the point y or 7, (S) with the corresponding
points on ¥ _, via a straight line following the normal direction of the starting point. We note that
vy (S) = s (y) where ¢ denotes the flow of v and because v is divergence-free, the corresponding flow is

/T 1 arctan (m) < T
0 ‘Cl — Yz
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area-preserving. Hence we want to consider the situation where a = ¢ (y) for a suitable area preserving
diffeomorphism of 3. But then we can estimate

/Exz‘
1

r 1
< ZWCU/EXE/O mdtda(x)do(y) = 271'0UT/EXE z _y|da(x)do(y)

where we used Fubini’s theorem in the last step and the fact that ¢ as well as v, (¢) = ¥ (x) are area
preserving diffeomorphisms for every ¢. Therefore, if we divide the above expression by 7" and S and
take the limit T',S — oo we see that the corresponding part of the linking integral converges to zero
in the L!-sense.

Now we connect ¥__(y) and ¥_,(v,(S)) on the surface ¥_, by a curve -y which is of unit speed
and whose length is uniformly bounded independently of y and 5, for instance we can connect them
by a length minimising geodesic on ¥ _. in which case its length is always bounded by the intrinsic
diameter of ¥_ .. In that case we can use the fact that ¥_, has a positive distance to ¥ and therefore
|72 () — v(s)] > d(—7) > 0 for a suitable d which is independent of z,¢,y, S and s. Consequently one
can use the rough, pointwise, upper bound

Y(y) — sN(¥(y)) — 7 (t)

by) — N W) — 1 OP

do(2)do (y)

[ ttuw) < N |
0 0

Yo (t) = 4(5) 0 ‘o
el =& | = @) AP ~ @

in order to see that the corresponding part of the linking integral converges to zero in the L'-sense.
The only remaining part of the linking integral which is not covered by the considerations made so far

is of the following type
T - b+ tN(b) —a+ sN(a)
/0 /0 NO) > N 2587 —at+ sha)p =

0(Y2(8)) x (s) -

)
where in our application a € {y,7v,(S5)} and b € {z,v,(T)}. But here we can argue similar in spirit as
in the first case, namely we can consider

la — sN(a) — (b+tN(b)]* = |(b—a) + tN(b) + sN(a)?
=|b—al® + |sN(a) + tN(D)]* + 25N (a) - (b—a) + 2tN(b) - (b — a).
We note that, since a,b € ¥ and 0 <t < 7, [2tN'(b) - (b — a)| < 2¢7|b — af>. We recall that 7 < & and

thus [2tN(b) - (b—a)| < ‘b_;lz and so we arrive at

la — sN(a) — (b+tN(b))]* > @ + |sN(a) + tN(b)> = |

b—al

2
3 + 1% 4 52 + 2stN(a) - N(b).

We recall that if |a — b < §(X) then N (a) - N (b) > 5 and hence, since s,t > 0 we arrive in this case at

1
2

— b — b2+t 2 b2 g2
Ia—s/\f(a)—(b+t/\/(b))|2Z%thzﬂzzIa I;r +52 Jo t|3+ |

On the other hand, if |a — b| > J, we can estimate 2st < % + 252 and thus

la — sN(a) — (b+tN(b))]* > 3 +5 s
Further, ‘b_6a|2 > % > 712 > 52 for all 0 < s < 7 because by choice of T we have 7 < g. Consequently
we arrive at
b— 2 t2
la — sN(a) — (b+tN(b)]* > % for all a,b € X.

From here on out we can argue identically as in the first part of the proof that the corresponding part
of the linking integral converges to zero in the L!-sense. Hence, combining our findings with (3.4) and
the definition of the linking integral (3.5)) we conclude the validity of the theorem. O
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 2.14]

We start by proving Lemma [2.12

Proof of Lemma [2.73. We will prove the statement only for Q(v), since an identical reasoning applies
to P(v). We recall first that for given v € C%1)Vy(X) we denote its integral curves starting at a point
x € X by 7,. Further we have by definition §(z) = limp_, % fy 0.7Vt where vy, € H(X) is a harmonic
field on ¥ defined by the relations f% v = 0 and fot v¢ = 1, where o, and o; are some fixed purely
poloidal and a toroidal closed curves respectively. Finally, if ¢ € L*(X), we had set Q(v) := W'
To see that ¢ € L'(X) and Q(v) = w we spell out the definition of the line integral,
which leads us to

r T
/YI[O,T] Tt = /0 790(7') ~'Yt(7x(7'))d7' = A ’U(")/x(T)) . 'Yt(’Yac(T))dT.

Now we define the function f : ¥ — R, f(z) := v(z)-y(z) € L}(X) (recall that v, € L2V(X)). We note
that v, (7) = 9. (x) where ¢, denotes the area-preserving flow of v. Hence, standard ergodic theoretical

results, c.f. [27, Theorem 2], imply that ¢ € L'(X) and that Q(v) = L f(lwz)‘dg(z Jpv(@): E‘(z)d';(m) as

was to be shown.

Before we come to the proof of Theorem [2.14] we will need one additional lemma. To this end we
recall that Hy () denotes the space of curl-free, div-free, vector fields tangent to the boundary of a
given domain ).

Lemma 3.1. Let ¥ C R? be a closed, connected C'!-surface and let Q C R3 be the bounded domain
enclosed by ¥, 0Q = ¥. Given any I' € Hy () we let v € H(X) denote the L?(X)-orthogonal projection
of T'|s onto the space of harmonic fields #(X). Then H(y x N') = 0, where A denotes the outward
pointing unit normal.

Proof of Lemma[3.1 We follow the proof of Theorem Let us set 7 := v x N. Then

) = | / ( |‘”|) do(x)do(y)
= [ [ Gl < =t doa)o 0=/ [ N@) x3(0) - = doy)do @)

From here on all the arguments in the computations of 47wH.(v,7) apply verbatim, with the only
caveat that v(y) has to be replaced by ’y( ) in the appropriate places during the computations. This
leads us to the identity 2H (¥ fz Ay y)do(y) = 0 because 4 and ~ are pointwise everywhere
orthogonal to each other. O

For potential future reference we also state the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 3.2. Let ¥ C R3 be a closed, connected Cll-surface and let @ C R? be the bounded
domain enclosed by ¥, 90 = ¥. Given any I' € Hy () we have I' x N € L?Vy(X) and H(I' x N) = 0.

Proof of Corollary[3-3 As mentioned in the proof of Theorem we can decompose Iy as [|y =
Vs f 4~ for a suitable function f € No.,; CV*(X) and v € H(X). Since taking the cross product
with N corresponds, in the language of differential forms, to applying the Hodge star operator, it is
immediate that T' x N € L?Vy(X). In addition, I' x A" and v x A differ only by a co-exact vector field,
so that the corollary follows from Lemma and Theorem O

Proof of Theorem[2.1]} Since by assumption 7% = ¥ we know from standard Hodge-theory that
dim(H(X)) = 2. Further, if we fix any I' € Hx(2) \ {0} where @ C R? is the solid torus en-
closed by ¥, we see that its L2-orthogonal projection v onto H(X) on ¥ defines a non-zero element of
H(X). Setting 4 := v x N we note that ¥ € H(X) because taking the cross product with the outer
unit-normal corresponds to applying the Hodge star operator to the corresponding 1-forms (obtained
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from the musical isomorphism). Now, if v € C%'Vy(X) is an arbitrary vector field, we can decompose
v by means of the Hodge decomposition theorem as v = Vs f x N+ oy + 37 for a suitable C'-function
f € C(X) and suitable constants a, 3 € R. We observe that v and 4 have the same L?-norms, so
that 4 is L2-normalised if v is. Assuming that v is L2-normalised and keeping in mind that the Hodge
decomposition is L2-orthogonal we find

a= /27 ~vdo(x), B = /Eﬁ(m) cv(x)do(x). (3.6)

Utilising Theorem [2.5] we conclude
H(v) = Hlay + 47) = *H(v) + 2aBHc(v,9) + B*H().

According to Lemma [3.1] we have #(7) = 0. In addition, we have shown in the proof of Theorem
that 2H.(y,7) = H'y||2L2(Z) =1 due to the normalisation of v. We arrive at

H(v) = *H(7) + ap. (3.7)

Now we recall that we are given a purely poloidal curve o, and a toroidal curve o; which uniquely
determine elements Wp, + € H(2) according to the relations fa,, % =0= [ v and fgp Ww=1= [ "

We claim that v; = f . To see this we use the fact that I'|y; — ~ is the gradient of a C'-function so

that f v = f I. Further we may assume that the C'-curve o, being purely poloidal, bounds a C*
disc D C Q, 8D = 0p. The idea now is to apply Stokes’ theorem to deduce fa r= fD curl(T") -ndo =0
P
where n denotes the corresponding normal to D and where we used that I' is curl-free. However, due
to the boundary regularity, we only know that I' € (), WPY(Q) so that the classical Stokes’
theorem is not immediately applicable. To bypass this problem one can exploit the fact that I' is in fact
analytic within Q, since it is a weak solution of AT' = 0 in 2. We can then fix a (compactly supported)
C>-vector field X defined on R? which is everywhere inward pointing along 3. If we let Z, denote the
flow of X we obtain a C'-curve o,(7) := E; 0 g, C Q which still bounds a C'-disc within  since X
is inward pointing. It then follows from an application of Stokes’ theorem and interior regularity of I'
that fg ") I' =0 for all 7 > 0. On the other hand, Sobolev embeddings tell us that I' is continuous up
p
to the boundary, so that it is not hard to see that fo I' =lim~ o fU r) I" = 0 as previously suggested
p P
so that fg v = 0. Finally, if fm v = 0 would be true, it would follow, because o, and o; generate the
P t
first fundamental group, that fU v = 0 for every closed loop o so that a standard construction would
imply that 7 is a gradient field implying that v = 0 since ~ is div-free and hence L?-orthogonal to
the gradient fields. Since v # 0 we conclude that f'y ~ satisfies the defining equations of ; and so by

uniqueness y; = f7 ~E Using this, we obtain from 1' and Lemmaw
ot

Qwizl [ o (3.8)

Now, since v and 4 form a basis of H(X) We can also express 7, = py + Ay for suitable u, A € R.
We find 1 = fap Y = )\fap 4 so that A = f = where f 4 # 0 because otherwise v and 4 would be

linearly dependent. Lastly, 0 = fat Vp = fot v+ }‘” Zy We can solve this for g and conclude from

and Lemma m '

B= / v—*v vdo(z) = [X| </ ) (P(v)+ f‘”g@(@) (3.9)

where we used that v = f’Y Inserting the expressions 1 8) and 1 9) into ylelds the result.

Finally, if o; bounds a sutrface A outside of €, the result ollows ro Proposmon O
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3.5. Proof of Theorem [2.19]

Proof of Theorem[2.19. We will divide the proof in several steps. We at first consider the divergence-
free vector field w € C%1Vy(X). We recall that by assumption there exists a positive function
f € C%L(%,(0,00)) such that v = % is rectifiable. Then in the last step we show that the rota-
tional transform of v coincides with that of w which will conclude the proof.

Step 1: We observe that v being rectifiable implies that either all of its field lines are closed or none
of them are. Assume in the first step that the field lines of v are all closed. Then by the rectifiability
property it follows further that all field lines are of the same type, i.e. if o, is a field line of v starting
at € ¥ and we write 0, = Pyo, @ Qzoy for suitable P, Q, € Z (and where 0,0, denote the fixed
purely poloidal and toroidal curve respectively), then in fact P, and @, are independent of the chosen
point z. Since w and v have the same field lines, which are merely traced out with a different speed,
we conclude that also all field lines of w are of the type Po, & Qo with the same P,@Q € Z (which
are independent of z and we thus drop the subscript ). We recall . and see that if for a given
x € ¥ we let 7,, > 0 denote the period of the field line of w starting at z, then §(z) = Q and with the

same reasoning p(z) = T£ where ¢, p are the quantities associated with w. Further, by assumption,

Q(w) # 0 which by definition implies 0 # [, §(z)do sz L do(x) and consequently Q 7£ 0 so

that w has a well-defined rotational transform at every z € ¥ and by definition t,,(z) = % = Q since

g(x) = 2, p(x) = £. Finally, since p(z) = 5§ and § is a constant, we conclude P(w) = 5Q(w) so
that ¢, (z) =

ol

w)

is independent of z and the statement follows from Lemma [2.12

Ql

(w

=

Step 2: Now we assume that the field lines of w are not closed. We recall that if we let u denote
the normalised surface measure on ¥, then an area preserving flow 1; is ergodic if for any (Borel-
Jmeasurable A C ¥ with ¢_;(A) C A for all t > 0 we have u(A) =0 or pu(A) = 1.

We claim first that the flow ¢, of w is ergodic. Since w is div-free the flow is clearly area preserving.
On the other hand, since v = % where f is a strictly positive function, it is easy to see that if U,
denotes the flow of v, the condition 1_;(A) C A for all ¢t > 0 implies ¥_;(A) C A for all ¢ > 0. We
have to prove that this implies that either A or ¥\ A is a null-set. However, since diffeomorphisms
preserve null-sets it is enough, due to the rectifiability of v, to see that the linear flow with irrational
slope is ergodic on the flat torus which is a well-known fact, see [I7, Chapter II Theorem 3.2]. Then
the ergodicity and the 1, invariance of § and p respectively imply that ¢ and p are both constant a.e..
Then by definition we find P(w) = p(x), Q(w) = §(z) for a.e. x and since by assumption Q(w) # 0 we

see that w has a well-defined rotational transform given by ¢,,(z) = % géw;

so that the statement

now follows once more from Lemma 2.12]

Step 3: Here we prove that ¢, (2) = () for a.e. x € X, which will complete the proof.

We recall the definition p,(x) = limy_ o % fa“[O ) V> where the subscript indicates that p refers
to the poloidal twists of v and where o) denotes the field line of v starting at x. Further recall that
w = fv for a strictly positive function f € C%!(%, (0,00)). We can then consider

where ¢ denotes the field line of w starting at x. By standard ergodic theory, c.f. [27, Theorem 2],
this defines an element of L(X) since the flow of w is area-preserving. We observe that f is bounded
above and away from zero so that 0 < ¢; < f(x) < ¢9 < 00 for suitable constants 0 < ¢; < ¢ and all
x € ¥. Further, since v and w have the same field lines we may parametrise o%(t) via w so that we can
write o2[0,T] = 0¥ [0, S] for a suitable S > 0 (in case that ¢ is periodic we pick S such that ¢*[0, 5]
passed z the same amount of times as 0,[0, 7] did). We therefore obtain

Bu(z) = lim — /U om T A = /zrgJ[O,S] v (3.10)

where we note that S depends on T. To establish a relation between T and S we observe that
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T= fgv[o 7] # and therefore we can write by choice of S

S
T = v i .
/0;“[0,51 |v]? /0 flog'(t))dt

where we used that w = fv. Since f is bounded away from zero and bounded above we see that
T — 00 < S — oo. Inserting this relation into (3.10]) we find

Py(x) = lim 5.1 v :ﬁW(x).
Tooo TS Jopos) © fla)
In the same way one proves that §,(z) = q]c?(—g”)) so that in particular v has a well-defined rotational
transform if and only if w has a well-defined rotational transform and we obtain ¢, (z) = 2;’—8; =
Z:Eg = 1 () as claimed. O

3.6. Proof of Theorem [2,24]

Proof of Theorem[2.2]] Case (i): If ¥ = S? it follows from Theorem that H(w) = 0 for all
w € L?Vy(X) which implies the claim.

Case (ii): Given any w € L?V,(X) we can express w by means of the Hodge decomposition theorem

as w = grady(f) x N+ v for a suitable f € H'(X) and v € H(X). It then follows from Theorem [2.5
that if H(w) # 0, we must have v # 0. In addition, if H(w) > 0, the L?(X)-orthogonality of the
Hodge-decomposition implies that if grady,(f) # 0 we must have — o) Hw) - )

Tols g < T2 — Tl
that therefore w could not have been a maximiser. We will now at first show that there exists some
w € L*Vy(X) with H(w) > 0 which by the previous argument will allow us to look for a maximiser
within the space H(X). To see this we let {2 denote the bounded domain bounded by ¥ and fix any
element I' € Hy () \ {0} (the space of curl- and div-free H*(£2) vector fields which are tangent to ).
Further, we let v denote the L?(X)-orthogonal projection of I'|s; onto H(X) and we define 5 := v x A.
We recall that we have shown in the proof of Theorem [2.5/ that 2H.(v,7) = [|7/|72(x) (Hc being the
cross-helicity) and that Lemma states that H(5) = 0. We can now let 3 # 0 be any constant and

set a = |17\ We define 4 := ay + 87 and observe that the previous considerations yield

and

1
H(9) = *H() +20BHc(1,7) + BPH(F) = o*H(v) + aflll[7z(x) = @H(W) +sign(B)|7ll72(x)

where sign(3) equals +1 if 8 > 0 and equals —1 if 3 < 0. Letting 8 > 1 or 8 < —1 we see
that there is some 44 with H(9+) - (1) > 0. Then we are left with observing that the functional
{7 € HE) | 92y = 1} — Ry = H(F) admits a (necessarily positive) global maximum since the
unit sphere in finite dimensional vector spaces is compact. The claim follows then from the scaling
properties of the helicity, i.e. H(\v) = A*H(v) for all A € R and v € L?Vy(X). O

3.7. Proof of Theorem [2.25]

Proof of Theorem[2.25, We recall that we let 7 : L*V(X) — L?*Vy(X) denote the L?(X)-orthogonal
projection from the space of square integrable vector fields on ¥ into the space of square-integrable div-
free fields on Y. We prove first that 7o BSy, : L2Vy(X) — L*V(X) is self-adjoint with respect to L2(X).
This is easy to see because for every v,w € L*V,(X) we have (v, (1oBSx)(w)) 2(sy = (v, BSs(w)) 12(x)
and one can then write out the definitions, use the cyclic property of the Euclidean inner product and
Fubini’s theorem to conclude the self-adjointness.

We will now show that the image of m o BSy; is finite dimensional and therefore this operator must
be compact. Indeed, it follows from Theorem that for any f € H'(X) and w € L*V,(2), we have
(grady,(f) x N, (moBSs(w))) L2(s) = (grady(f) x N, BSs(w)) r2(n) = He(grads(f) x N, w) = 0 and so
the Hodge decomposition theorem implies that (7 oBSs)(w) € H(X) for every w € L?Vy(X) which is a
finite dimensional space. It now follows from the spectral theorem for compact, self-adjoint operators
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that m o BSy admits a discrete spectrum which accumulates at most at zero and a corresponding
eigenbasis which together with Ker(m o BSy) spans the space L?Vy(X). According to the proof of
Theorem we see that there exist elements v,w € L*Vy(X) with H(v) > 0 and H(w) < 0. Since
H(v) = (v, (m 0 BSx)(v))2(x) and similarly for w, it must be the case that m o BSy admits a positive
and negative eigenvalue and since the spectrum accumulates at most at zero there must exist a largest
positive and smallest negative eigenvalue. It then follows from the eigenspace decomposition that
v € L*Vy(X) with [|v]|r2(sy = 1 maximises helicity among all other such fields if and only if v is an
eigenfield of o BSy; corresponding to the largest positive eigenvalue. Due to the scaling properties of
helicity the same remains true for the maximisation of the Rayleigh quotient in . O

3.8. Proof of Theorem [2.27]
Before we come to the proof of Theorem we prove the claim in Remark

Lemma 3.3. Let 72 = X C R? be a closed, connected C''!-surface. Then

inf AX) = inf A(X) and AX) = A(D).
TQ%IZHEC“ ) T2%Z€lcnl’1;|2\:1 (%) an T2;;epcl>1 &) T2§Zescl‘lll?1,|2|:1 %)

Proof of Lemma[3.3 We first prove that for given ¥ and A > 0 we have A(X) = A(X)) where Xy :=
{\z | z € ¥}. To see this we can start with an arbitrary vector field w € L?Vy(X) and define
wy(z) == w (f) for x € ¥,. One easily verifies that wy € L?Vy(X)) and that accordingly the map
w > wy gives rise to an isomorphism between L?Vy(X) and L?Vy(X,) (note that ¥ = (3x)1). Then,
using the change of variable formula and noting that ¥ : ¥ — Xy, 2 — Az provides an (orientation-
preserving) diffeomorphism between ¥ and X, we find ||w>\||2L2(EA = )\2||w||2Lg(E) for all w € L?Vy(%).
As for helicity, we can write, keeping in mind that we perform a double integration,

o) == [ [ o) (1300 x 2225 ) dotyan o

|z —y[3

A i) (o) x 22722 domdota) = A2 (w
,Mfz/z (9) ((p) |>\q>\p3>d(p)d (q) = N\*H(w).

Since w +— wy defines an isomorphism we obtain

LH (@) £H (wy) +H (w)

Ay(S)) = max —o-—— = max ———>—— = max a )
@070 w w#0 wx w#0 w
BEL Vo (D) H ||L2(EA) weL?Vo(x) ” HL2(2A) welTo(E) H ||L2(E)

and therefore A(X)) = A(X) for all A > 0. We can now take sequences (X,), approaching either
the infimum or the supremum on the left hand side of the statement of the lemma respectively and
rescale the 3,, by appropriate A, > 0 to normalise their area which in combination with A(X)) = A(X)
immediately implies the claim. O

Proof of Theorem[2.27. We recall that according to Theorem and Theorem the L?(X)-
normalised vector fields v, , v_ realising the Rayleigh quotient (2.4)) are elements of H(X) and eigenfields

of 7o BSy where 7 : L2V(X) — L?V,(X) denotes the L?(X)-orthogonal projection onto L?Vy(X). In
addition, while proving the compactness of o BSy, during the course of the proof of Theorem we
also showed that moBSy, maps L?*V,(2) onto H(X). Therefore, the operator moBSy, : H(X) — H(X) is
well-defined and the Rayleigh quotient is realised by some eigenfields of this restricted operator.
However, the Hodge isomorphism [23, Theorem 2.6.1], implies dim (#(X)) = dim (HJz (X)) = 2, where
HJi (¥) denotes the first de Rham cohomology group and where we used that 3 22 T2, It follows further
from Theorem [2.25|that T7oBSy, admits at least one positive and one negative eigenvalue. Consequently,
T 0BSyx |%(x) is a self-adjoint operator on the 2-dimensional Hilbert space (H(X), (-, ) r2(s)). It there-
fore admits precisely two eigenvalues and thus one eigenvalue is strictly positive AL (X) > 0 and one
eigenvalue is negative A_(X) < 0 with corresponding (L?(3)-orthonormal) eigenfields v (¥) and v_ (%)
respectively. It follows immediately from the eigenspace decomposition that Ay (3) = H(y4) = A ()
and A_(2) = —H(y-) = =A_(2) = |A_(¥)|. In order to obtain a relation between Ay (X) and A_ (%)
we will now find an explicit matrix representation of (m o BSs) |3(s;). To this end we let @ C R? denote
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the bounded domain which is bounded by X, 92 = X. Then we can fix any I' € Hy () \ {0} and as
usual let v € H(X) denote the L?(X)-orthogonal projection of I'|s; onto H(X). Upon rescaling we may
assume that 7 is L?(X)-normalised. We then define 7 := v x A/ where N is the outward unit normal
and note that ¥ € H(X) is also L?(X)-normalised. We then observe that

(moBSs)(v) = ((m o BSs)(7), M) r2(z)y + ((m 0 BSs)(7): M r2(2)7 = H(V)7 + He(v,7)7-

Similarly we find (7 0 BSg)(%) = Hc(7,7)y + H(F)7 and therefore 7 o BSy; has the following matrix
representation with respect to the basis B := {v,7}

H(y)  Hel, 1))
M = (1o BSx)E = < N N
(oB52)5 = (5,0 M)
It now follows from Lemma that H(¥) = 0 and it follows from the first step in the proof of
Theorem [2.5(and the symmetry of the Biot-Savart operator that 2H.(%,v) = 2H.(7,7) = ||’y||%2(2) =1

1
due to the normalisation of 7. We obtain M = <H§7) (2)) and conclude

A (SN (D) = det(M) = —i o A (DA_(R) = . (3.11)

Now if both A4 (¥) and A_ (%) would be strictly smaller than § it would contradict and therefore
we must have A(X) > 7.

Lastly we observe that A (X) — A_(X) = A4 () + A_(X) = Trace(M) = H(7). So if H(y) =0 we
see that A4 ( A_(X) and then becomes A%(X) = § = A(Z) 5- Conversely, if A(Z) =3
we note that can be equivalently expressed as A(X) min{A(X),A_(X)} = 1 and that therefore
min{A4(X),A_(2)} = 1 = A(Z) and so A (X) = A_(2) so that 0 = Trace(M) = H(7). O

=
=l

3.9. Proof of Corollary [2.29]

Proof of Corollary[2.29 According to Theoremwe only need to prove that H(y) = 0 whenever X
is a C'M!-rotationally symmetric torus where we recall that -+ is the L?(X)-orthogonal projection of any
element I' € Hx(Q2)\{0} onto H(X) and where 2 denotes the bounded domain with boundary X. Upon
applying isometries to X we may assume that the axis of symmetry of ¥ is the z-axis. One can then
consider the vector field Y (x,vy,2) := (—y,z,0)" defined on all of R® and which induces isometries.
Since ¥ is a rotationally symmetric regular torus, it does not intersect the axis of symmetry so that
in particular €2 does not intersect it either. One can therefore consider the vector field ' := ﬁ on
Q) which can be easily verified to satisfy curl(T') = 0 and div(T") = 0. In addition, since Y generates
rotations around the z-axis, we find ¥ || ¥ and hence I' || ¥ so that I' € Hn(Q2) \ {0}. Since T is
curl-free and tangent to X it is standard that T'|y is also curl-free as a vector field on ¥. Finally
we note that Y induces isometries so that it is a Killing field. But the restriction of Killing fields to
invariant surfaces remain Killing so that one finds that Y|y is div-free. In addition, a direct calculation
yields Y - grad(|Y|?) = 0 on all of R? so that the product rule gives us divs(I'|s) = 0. Consequently
I|ls € H(X) and so v = I'|ly. Lastly we note that I'ls, and Y|y have the same field lines which are
all mutually unlinked and periodic with a uniformly bounded period. It then follows from the linking
interpretation of helicity, Theorem and Remark that H(y) = 0 so that the claim follows from
Theorem 2.271 O

3.10. Proof of Theorem [2.33]

Proof of Theorem[2.33 We recall that we call an element j € L*Vy(X) simple, if it satisfies [, j-y:do =
0 or equivalently, c.f. Lemma 2.12L Q(j) = 0 where ; is the unique element of H (X)) satisfying fap v =0
and fm v¢ = 1 (recall also that the notion of being simple is independent of the chosen curves o, ;).
We have to show that for any given j € L2V,(X) there exists some j/ € LQVO( ) which is simple and
satisfies BS(j)(z) = BS(j")(z) for all z € Q, where BS(j)(z) := £ [ j(y) x = y‘Sda( ) corresponds
physically to the magnetic field inside the bounded domain €2 bounded by ¥ which is induced by the
current density j € L2Vy(2). So let j € L?Vy(X) be given, it then follows from [14, Theorem 5.1] that
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there exists some jo € Ker(BS) \ {0} € L2Vo(E) N Ngcaer CU*V(E) so that BS(j + ajo) = BS(j)
for every a € R. Further, it was shown in the first step of the proof of [14, Proposition 5.8] that if
we fix any I' € Hy () \ {0}, then jo can be chosen such that [, jo(y) - T'(y)do(y) = ||F||%2(Q) # 0.
Now we observe first that curl(T') = 0 in © implies that I'|y; is curl-free on ¥ and hence we can use
the Hodge decomposition theorem to express I' = grady(f) + ~ for suitable f € (., C*(Z) and
v € H(X). Since jg is div-free it is L?(3)-orthogonal to all gradient fields, which yields fz Jo - ydo =
fz jo - I'do # 0. Finally we recall that we have shown in the proof of Theorem that v = -2

=75
and consequently fz: Jo-vtdo # 0. Hence, by linearity, we may always find a suitable o; € R such that
Js(7 + ajjo) - vedo = 0 so that we may set j’ := j + a;jo and the regularity claims follow immediately
from the regularity of jo. Finally, we need to show that such a j’ is unique. To this end, suppose
§',7 € L*Vy(X) are simple and satisfy BS(j') = BS(j). Then j := j’ — j is also simple and contained
in the kernel of BS. Therefore j € Ker(BS) and consequently there exists some 8 € R with j = (7o
where jg is chosen like above. In particular, fz jo - vedo # 0 so that the simplicity of j implies 8 = 0

and consequently j’ = j. O

3.11. Proof of Corollary [2.34]

Proof of Corollary[2.3]} 1t follows from [14, Corollary 3.10 (iii,b)] that for every By € L?*H(P) and
every € > 0 there exists some j € L?V,(X) with || BS(j) — Br||r2(p) < €. Then Theorem implies
that there exists j' € L?Vy(X) which is simple and with BS(j) = BS(j’) which concludes the proof. [

3.12. Proof of Theorem [2.35]

Proof of Theorem[2.35 The proof is in essence identical to the proof of [I4, Proposition 4.1]. For
convenience of the reader we present it here nonetheless. Given By € L?H(P) we can fix any ¢ > 0.
According to Corollary [2.34| we can find some j. € L?Vy(X) which is simple and such that || BS(j.) —
Brl|72(py < €. Then, by definition, j§ is the unique global minimiser of Co(\; Br) (recall ) so that

Co(X; Br) < |IBS(je) = Brll7z(py + Mlicl2(s) < €+ Aljell7zcs)
by choice of j.. Further, we note that
IBS(jR) = Brll7z2(py < IBS(R) — BrlZz(py + Al 72(s) = Co(X; Br)
and hence
IBS(R) = Brlitz(py < €+ Aljellfz(s)-

We recall that j. depends only on By and € but is independent of A\. Therefore we may take the limit
and obtain

0 < liminf || BS(59) — BT||%2(P) < limsup || BS(j9) — BT||2L2(P) <e.
Since € > 0 was arbitrary we conclude limywo | BS(j%) — Br||12(p) = 0. O
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A. Continuity of surface Biot-Savart operator

Lemma A.1. Definition [2.1]is well-defined, i.e. the Biot-Savart operator indeed defines a g-integrable
vector field for any choice of orthonormal frame and it is independent of the chosen frame.
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Proof of Lemma[A.] First let us suppose that we have shown that

2

> (Lot < 2= tdotn B:w) i)

i=1

is finite for a.e. = in the domain of definition of any fixed orthonormal frame F;. Then, if E; and Ej
are any two orthonormal frames whose domains of definition overlap, then on this overlap the integrals
will exist almost surely for any x in the overlap. For any such fixed = we then have

o |z —yl?
- Z ( [ o)< = tgdot)- Z [(Bu(a) }<x>>Ez<x>}> ()
=3 ([ o ¢ Z Lot B B

and so the value of the Biot-Savart operator is independent of the chosen local orthonormal frames.

In order to establish the g-integrability we define u(y) := N (y) X v(y) and fix any w € T, X. We
observe that because v(y) is tangent to > we have v(y) = u(y) x M(y). Then, using the vector triple
product rule, we find

Lo E o= [ () 220 ) V) - (W E2 ) atidots) -

WN(ZJ) o=l yl for all y,x € ¥ with y # =,
c.f. [24, Lemma 41.12]. On the other hand, we have, since w is orthogonal to N (x),

It is well-known that there is some ¢ > 0 satisfying

[o(y)[w]

|z -y

r—y T—y
uy)  ——= ) (N (y w‘z‘(uy ) N(y) — N(x ~w‘§L
(w0 220 ) ) 0| = (- 2205 ) ) - o)
where L is the Lipschitz character of A" and we used that |u(y)| = |v(y)|. Therefore, if |w| = 1, then
we see that there is some constant ¢y > 0 which is independent of v such that

) bW,
L < e ’580/2 oy )

It follows easily from the dominated convergence theorem that if 1 < 8 < 2 then the map ¥ — R,
T fz ﬁdo(y) is continuous so that it is globally bounded on ¥. Hence, the above bound ensures
that BSy(v) € L®V(X) for any v € LPV(X) with p > 2 by an application of Holder’s inequality.

If v € L?V(¥), then in particular v € LPV(X) for any 1 < p < 2 and so the claim will follow from
the case p < 2 after observing that —pp converges to infinity as p 7 2.

Suppose now that 1 < p < 2. In that case one can use a partition of unity to localise the problem
and hence reduce the situation to an application of the standard Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,

c.f. [26, Chapter V]. O

B. Physical Rotational transform

To simplify the discussion, we consider here only ”unknotted” smooth solid tori 2 C R3 in the sense that
we demand that there exists an orientation preserving C>-diffeomorphism ¥ : R® — R3 such that Q =
®(Qg) where Qg := {(z,y, 2)" € R? | (/22 + y2—2)?+22 < 1} is the standard rotationally symmetric
solid torus bounded by a torus with minor radius = 1 and major radius R = 2. We have the following
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parametrisation of Yg = g, (6,0) — u(h,0) = ((2 4 cos(h)) cos(¢), (2 + cos(h)) sin(e), sin())",
0 < ¢,0 < 27 where ¢ is called the "toroidal” angle and 6 is called the "poloidal angle”. Further, we
consider the following curves o3 (1) := (2 + cos(7),0,sin(7))", o5 () := (cos(r),sin(r),0)", 0 < 7 <
21 and call them the standard purely poloidal and standard purely toroidal loops. We then refer to
opi=®o 05 and oy := ® 0 07 as a purely poloidal and a purely toroidal curve on ¥ = 99Q.

In addition, we observe that for any fixed ¢ € [0,27), the curve o4(7) := p(¢,7), 0 < 7 < 2,
is a closed circle (which bounds a disc within Qg). We call the family of images, E‘g = 04([0,27]),
(EZ)OS¢'<2W the standard foliation of g into poloidal sections. Accordingly we call (X4)o<p<2r with
PIFRES @(Eg) a foliation of ¥ into poloidal sections.

Now one often assumes in plasma physics that the magnetic field lines of plasma equilibria B are
transversal to the poloidal sections, i.e. never tangent to any such section, recall also Remark
regarding the flow structure of plasma equilibria. Then, given a field line of B starting at some
initial poloidal section ¥4, it will, due to the transversality assumption, continue to move along these
poloidal sections ¥4 until it returns to the initial poloidal section »,. During this toroidal turn, the
field line will also have made a certain amount of poloidal turns (Af);. More precisely, we may write
o(1) = ®(os(7)) where og(7) is a curve on Xg parametrised by og(7) = p(¢(r),0(7)) for suitable
smooth functions ¢(7) and (7). The transversality condition demands that ¢(7) is a strictly increasing
function in 7. Therefore there will be a unique 0 < 71 < oo with ¢(71) = 27 which corresponds to
a full toroidal turn upon which we returned to X,4,. Then we set (Af); := (7). Similarly we can
continue to follow our field line until we arrive again at ¥4, which uniquely determines a smallest time
T < T2 < o0 with ¢(72) = 4m. Accordingly we define (Af)y := 0(72) — 0(71) to be the amount of
poloidal turns made during the second toroidal turn. Similarly we define (Af); to be the amount of
poloidal turns during the k-th toroidal turn.

One way to define ”physical rotational transform” of a magnetic field line o starting at ¥4, is then
as follows, c.f. [II, Chapter 11.7.8],

tp(o) = lim 2=1(A0)k

n—00 2mn

whenever the limit exists.

Suppose for now that o is periodic, then it will be homotopic to Po, ® Qo for suitable P,Q € Z.
We observe that this means that o performs precisely @ toroidal turns and P poloidal turns within
one period. We are assuming (without loss of generality) that ¢ moves in the same toroidal direction
as o; which corresponds to @ > 0 and the transversality assumption ensures @ > 1. We know that
after every @ toroidal turns, we performed P poloidal turns so that fol(AG)i = 2nkP. Thus, if
kQ < n < (k+1)Q, we find Y77 (A0); = 2mkP + 377", 5,1 (Af); and we observe that —2mP <
Z?:kQ 41(AB); < 27P because we made less than @) additional toroidal turns and hence at most P
poloidal turns. We note further that @ < # < (1+ %)Q so that 7 — @ as n — oo. Hence, we overall
arrive at

v (Al P

tp(o) = lim 2=y (A0 = lim (kP—i- R(n)) =—

n—00 2mn n—oo \ N n Q
where R(n) is the remainder term which we have shown to be bounded in absolute value by 2mP. We
recall that with our ”mathematical” rotational transform ¢ we have, c.f. Remark|2.23| (o) = %
= tao

where B = fB and f > 0 is a suitable positive function related to the pressure function of the plasma
equilibrium and B is the underlying magnetic field. Most importantly, a field line o of B starting at
some point in ¥ is of type Po, ® Qo if and only if the same is true for B. But then Lemma
and imply that (o) = g = 1p(0) so that the rotational transform agrees in this case, recall also
Theorem 2.19

If the field line o is not closed, we can close it artificially. The idea is that at time 7,, > 0 when we
return for the n-th time to the initial poloidal section ¥4, we close the curve by following the path o4,
from o(7,) along the poloidal section until we reach the first point on X4, which was intersected by o
previously (recall that we will have visited 34, by that time precisely (n — 1)-times resulting (due to
the non-periodicity) in (n — 1) intersection points and since ¥4, is a circle, we must necessarily arrive
at such a point, provided n > 2). The important observation is that by means of this closing procedure
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we add at most an angle |a,| < 27 to the total toroidal angle. If we denote by &,, = [0, 7,] ® 0, the
corresponding concatenated path, we see that it will have made precisely n toroidal turns and P,, € Z

poloidal turns. Hence, if we let (3 (o) := W then we obtain

P a .
Uplo) = = S | < 27 0p(0) = lim 1p(0),

On the other hand, with the "mathematical” definition of rotational transform we find

oY
() = Jim 37071
T—o0 fa[o,T] Tt

and know that this limit exists for a.e. = € ¥ at which the field line o starts and that the limit is
independent of the chosen sequence T' — oo, c.f. Theorem We can therefore consider the sequence
T = 7, which diverges to +00 as n — oco. But we observe that fa[o,m} Vp = f&n Yo — f%o 2]V =

P,, — r, where we define the remainder r,, := f% (12
0

n?

2] p and where we used that &, is closed

and makes P, poloidal turns. We observe further that |r,| can be uniformly bounded because 7, is
globally bounded on ¥, ¢4 is globally bounded along any poloidal section and because by construction
t2 —tl = |a,| < 27 is the additional toroidal angle which we need to sweep out to close our curve.
Identically we can argue that fU[OM] vt = n+ R, where R,, is a uniformly (in n) bounded error term

and we made use of the fact that &, makes n toroidal turns. We therefore arrive at

fa’[O,Tn] Tp _ P, - o Po _In o LTIl?(O') + g — %

— — n_ noo_ 2mn
Loory e mtRe 148 1+ fa
Since the limit on the left hand side exists we conclude that also the physical rotational transform is
well-defined and that ¢(o) = lim,— 00 M = limy, 00 tB(0) = tp(0) and therefore the physical
ol0,mp] 't

rotational transform and mathematical rotational transform always coincide and hence Theorem [2.19
provides a way to compute the rotational transform of a plasma equilibrium B, see also Remark [2:23]

C. Eigenfields of the surface Biot-Savart operator

Proposition C.1 (Biot-Savart eigenfields). Let 72 = ¥ C R3 be a closed, connected C1'!-torus and
let 2 C R? be the unique bounded domain whose boundary is . Let further I' € Hy(Q) \ {0} and
let v denote the L?(¥)-orthogonal projection of I'|s; onto H(X) and set 7 := v x N where N denotes
the outward unit normal. Further we scale I' such that 7 is L?(X)-normalised. Then the set of vector
fields vy € H(X) realising the Rayleigh quotient A4 (), c.f. (2.4), are 1-dimensional subspaces E4 (%)
of H(X) respectively and spanned by the following vector fields

E; (%) = span { (\/7-!2(7) +1+ H(v)) v+ ﬁ} , B_(¥) = span {v - (x/HQ(v) +1+ ’H(v)) i}

and we have

-(3)

Proof of Proposition[C_1. We recall that we have shown in the proof of Theorem that we may
restrict attention to the operator (7 o BSy)|y (s which maps into H(X) and has the following matrix
representation with respect to the basis B := {v,7}

M= (7 o BS5)E = <H§” é) .

poy - VECITLHHG) | VR F1-HO)
2 ’ 5 .

Computing the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of this matrix is a standard exercise and yields the result
upon recalling that A4 (X) = AL (2) and A_(Z) = —A_(X¥) where A\ (X), A_(X) denote the positive
and negative eigenvalue of M respectively and that the eigenvectors of M precisely coincide with the
vector fields v+ of interest. O
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Remark C.2. We note that we have already argued in the proof of Corollary that H(y) =0
whenever Y is a rotationally symmetric C'!>!-torus. In addition, upon applying isometries and therefore
assuming that the z-axis is the symmetry axis, we had found that v = I'|y where ' = ﬁ and
Y (z,y,2) = (—y,x,0)" it the vector field inducing rotations around the z-axis. Hence Proposition
tells us that in this case A4 (X) = 1 and that E4(X) = {y+7} where ~ is explicitly known and

= v x N is determined by the outward unit normal field of ¥ which can for instance be obtained
from a globally defining function of X.

The downside of Proposition is that we still need to compute H(y) which is again a non-trivial
task. The following proposition reduces the problem to compute certain (simple) line and surface
integrals.

Proposition C.3. Let 72 =2 ¥ C R3 bound a C™'-solid torus 2 C R3 and suppose that oy is a
toroidal curve which bounds a bounded C*+!-surface A outside of 2, i.e. A C R*\Q and A = oy. Let
I € Hx(2)\ {0} be fixed and let v denote the L?(X)-orthogonal projection of I'|s; onto H(X). Further
let 4 := v x A/. Then we have

Jo 3

H(v) = T IIWHLzm)

Proof of Proposition[C.3. We follow the ideas of the proof of Theorem [2.5] We observe that we want
to compute 47H(y) = 4nH(7,v). We recall that ¥ = v x N and consequently v = N x 5. We can
then follow the reasoning of Step 1 in the proof of Theorem where we computed H.(,7). We
observe that since v = —( x N') we will get an additional minus sign in the final expression. Apart
from that only ~(z) has to be replaced by 4(z) throughout the computations which eventually leads
us to the following identity

1) = - [ ) [ TR [ T et [ ane) < 20
_ /E () - [ /Q div(@) o) [ — e + /Q curl(8) (x) ;__yypd%] do(y)

T —

o) doy)

where we used that v and 7 are perpendicular and where @ is any H'-vector field on Q such that o/l = 7.
We note that if V" x & = ~, then due to the relation of y and 7 this implies ¢!l = 5. It then follows from
[14] Lemma 5.4] and its proof and the regularity of « that there exists some ¥ € W12V(Q) satisfying

N x b =+, div(d) =0 in QNand curl(?) = T where I' € Hy(Q) satisfies ||f‘||%2(9) = [ Tdo. We
note that in particular [+ -I'do > 0 and since [y, v-T'do = ||'y||%2(2) > 0 we must have, since Hx(Q)

HF“L2(Q)

Tdo Tdo
%l = Joo We hence
TN 22

Tz MMz

is spanned by T', T = T" from which we conclude Hf”LQ(Q) =
f): v- FdUF . ”’YHL2(Z) T

IRk where we used that 7 is the L?(X)-orthogonal projection of

arrive at curl(d) =

I|s onto H(X).
Combining these considerations, we arrive at

Y [ 3

_ ||’YH%2(2)
M) = [y / () - BSo(T)(y)do () (1)

where BSq (' =i fQ y zlgd?’x denotes the volume Biot-Savart operator.

Since I' is d1v—free and tangent to the boundary of Q it is standard, [, Proposition 1], that
curl(BSq(T")) =T in Q and curl(BSq(T")) = 0 outside of Q. We further observe that since curl(BSq(T")) =
T || 3, the tangent part of the restriction of BSo(T') to X is curl-free. In particular, according to the

Hodge decomposition theorem it follows that the L?(X)-orthogonal projection of (BSQ(F))H onto H(X)

differs from the original tangential field (BSQ(F))” only by a gradient field. Consequently, if we let oy
denote the toroidal curve bounding a surface A outside of €2, we obtain, by virtue of Stokes’ theorem,

/m TH(S) ((BSQ( ) ) Z/

o

BSqo((T) = /Acurl(BSQ(F)) -ndo = 0, (C.2)
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where 74 (x) denote the projection onto #(X), where we used that o, is tangent to ¥, where n denotes
the corresponding unit normal and where we used that curl(BSq(I')) = 0 on R?\ Q.

Due to the scaling properties of helicity we may now without loss of generality assume that v (and
therefore 7) are L?(X)-normalised and hence form an L?(X)-orthonormal basis of H (). We can then
express

) ((B800)') = [ 7-BSa(®)doy + [ 5-BSa(n)dos (©3)

where we used that v and 4 are tangent to X.. Combining (C.1)),(C.2)) and (C.3) (keeping in mind that
we assume 7y to be normalised) we arrive at

0= / s (BSa ™)) = 7320y H(7) / R / 5 - BSa(I)do / K ()

Finally we recall that (BSQ(F))H is curl-free in the weak sense on ¥ and that so is I'|ls because
curl(BSq(T')) = T' and curl(T') = 0 in 2 are both tangent to 3. Accordingly I' x A" and v x N' = ¥

differ only by a co-exact vector field and keeping in mind that (BSQ(F))H is L?(X)-orthogonal to the
co-exact fields (as it is weakly curl-free on ¥) we may calculate

/Ea-BSQ(P)do—z/E&- (BSo (D) do = /Z(r x N) - (BSq(I) do = /(r x N) - BSq(I)do

2

:/ (BSo(T) x T) - Nido = / div (BSa(T) x T) d* = T2 (), (C.5)
b Q

where we used the cyclic properties of the Euclidean product, that 7 it tangent to > and the standard
calculus formula div(X x V) = curl(X) - Y — X - curl(Y) for arbitrary C'-vector fields X,Y on Q. We
can insert this identity in (C.4]) and finally arrive at

0= |T)F2(q) (’H(v) /U 7 /U i)

which immediately implies the claimed identity. O
The following final result allows us to express the helicity of a vector field through I" alone.

Proposition C.4. Let 72 = ¥ C R? bound a C1'-solid torus 2 C R3. Suppose that o, is a purely
poloidal curve which bounds a CYl.disc D C Q and suppose that o, is a toroidal curve bounding a
CV1surface A € Q. Let further I' € Ha(Q) \ {0} and let ~ denote the projection of T'|s; onto (%)

and set 4 := v x A/. Then
Flux(T
[o=]r [ =i ()
[

where Flux(T") := [}, T'-ndo and n is the unit normal on the disc D compatible with a chosen orientation
of o, with regards to Stokes’ theorem. In particular, if v € C%1Vy(X), then

_ G (fm F) Flux(I') [ Tdo [, v - BSq(I')do )
v = . :
T NSk
Proof of Proposition[C The first identity in (C.6) follows from the fact that I'|y; is curl-free in the
weak sense and therefore I'|s; and ~y differ only by a gradient field, so that the fact that oy is a closed
curve yields the result. We assume now without loss of generality that « is L?(X)-normalised. Then

for the second identity in |D we may utilise GHD and the fact that fa,, ~v =0 to obtain

Flux(I‘):/DI‘-nda:/Dcurl(BSQ(F))-ndoz/a Bsg(r):/o ) ((BSQ(I‘))”) - HF||§2(Q)/

P P Ip

H(v)
%[
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where we used that D C €2, 0D = o, that o, is tangent to ¥ and that (BSQ(F))H is curl-free in the
weak sense.

The first equality in (C.7)) is a direct consequence of (C.6) and Theorem As for the second

identity we recall that we have argued on several occasions that ( fat 7) v¢ = v and we have seen that

fap TH(s) ((BSQ(F))H> = Flux(T") and according to |j

defining properties of v, we find Flux(T')y, = myx)

Sy, TH) ((BSQ(F))”) = 0 so that by the
(BSQ(F))”). We can then utilise Lemma [2.12

and use the fact that v is tangent to ¥ and div-free and that T and v as well as (BSQ(F))H and

TH(S) ((BSQ(F))H) only differ by a gradient field respectively which yields the last equality. O
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