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In strictly axisymmetric configurations of tokamaks, field-line tracing reduces from a three-dimensional ODE (ordinary
differential equation) system to a two-dimensional one, where Poincaré-Bendixson theorem applies and guarantees the
nonexistence of chaos. The formulae of functional perturbation theory (FPT) mostly simplify to compact closed-form
expressions to allow the computation to finish instantly, which could improve and accelerate the existing plasma control
systems by detangling the plasma dynamics from the magnetic topology change. FPT can conveniently calculate how
the key geometric objects of magnetic topology:

• the divertor X-point(s) and the magnetic axis (which represent the X/O-cycles respectively),

• the last closed flux surface (LCFS for short, which is the (un)stable manifolds of the divertor X-point for toka-
maks when axisymmetry is guaranteed)

• flux surfaces (i.e. invariant tori, where invariant means the field lines on such a torus would never leave the torus)

change under perturbation. For example, when the divertor X-point shifts outwards, the LCFS there must expand
accordingly, but not necessarily for other places of the LCFS, which could also contract, depending on the perturbation.
FPT can not only facilitate adaptive control of plasma, but also enable utilizing as much as possible space in the
vacuum vessel by weakening the plasma-wall interaction (PWI) via tuning the eigenvalues of DPm of the divertor X-
point(s), such that the field line connection lengths in the scrape-off layer (SOL) are long enough to achieve detachment.
Increasing flux expansion fx is another option for detachment and can also be facilitated by FPT.

Apart from the edge, FPT can also benefit the understanding of the plasma core. Since the magnetic axis O-point
would also shift under perturbation and the shift is known by FPT, the O-point can be controlled without full knowledge
of the plasma response, which shall not significantly change the tendency. On the other hand, if the tokamak is equipped
with comprehensive diagnostics to accurately measure the magnetic axis shift, one can then infer the plasma response
magnetic field by comparing the field externally imposed and the field needed to cause the measured change, of which
the difference shall come from the plasma response.

Keywords: magnetic topology, plasma-wall interaction, functional perturbation theory, integrable system, plasma con-
trol system

I. INTRODUCTION

Functional perturbation theory (FPT) is established as a
powerful theoretical framework for analyzing how changes
in the magnetic field B can shift or deform key structures
such as orbits, X/O-cycles1, stable/unstable manifolds2, and
flux surfaces (invariant tori)3. While those references ad-
dressed general three-dimensional (3D) toroidal devices (e.g.
stellarators or perturbed tokamaks) and even apply to arbitrary
finite-dimensional systems, the strict axisymmetry of toka-
maks makes many formulae of FPT significantly simplify to
closed-forms without the need to integrate.

Even though numerous plasma control systems4–19 have

been successfully developed on various magnetic confinement
fusion (MCF) machines, the magnetic topology itself has not
been singled out and handled alone, which means that little
attention is paid to the fact that the plasma dynamics is en-
tangled with the magnetic topology change. Such entangle-
ment naturally brings ignorance of the structure of the mag-
netic field itself.

For example, researchers on plasma detachment have been
accustomed to discussing R-Z sections and have realized the
importance of the field-line connection length Lc because the
long distance allows the power entering the SOL to be dis-
sipated. Yet, very few notice that Lc is tunable by adjusting
the parallelism of nearby field-line trajectories to the diver-

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

06
17

6v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
pl

as
m

-p
h]

  8
 M

ar
 2

02
5

mailto:scliu@dhu.edu.cn
mailto:y.liang@fz-juelich.de


Functional perturbation theory under axisymmetry 2

tor X-cycle, which is easy to ignore because this dimension is
orthogonal to the R-Z section.

This paper sets forth the axisymmetric forms of FPT1–3, re-
placing φ -integrals directly by their analytical results. Specif-
ically, this paper simplifies the formulae of FPT on

(i) the shifts of orbit and periodic orbit,

(ii) the shifts of stable/unstable manifold, and

(iii) the deformation of invariant torus

under perturbation, such that the implementation of FPT is
much facilitated in tokamaks devoid of externally imposed or
internally generated 3D fields.

II. AXISYMMETRIC FPT: THE TOROIDAL
PROGRESSION SIMPLIFIES

Field-line tracing along a vector field in standard 3D cylin-
drical coordinates obeys the following equation

ẋpol =
RBpol

Bφ

(xpol, φ︸︷︷︸
removed

under axisymmetry

), (1)

where "toroidal" and "poloidal" are defined in the most natural
way with the standard cylindrical basis (êR, êZ , êφ ):

B =
[
êR êZ êφ

]BR
BZ
Bφ

=
[
1 êφ

][Bpol
Bφ

]
,

and a field-line tracing trajectory is simply denoted by
Xpol(x0,pol,φs,φe), with x0,pol the initiating point (R,Z)-
coordinates, φs the starting angle and φe the ending angle.

Convevntionally, for a rational flux surface with q=m/n, m
is the toroidal turn number of any cycle on this surface, while
n is that for poloidal. The definition of a periodic cycle can be
generalized to those on irrational flux surfaces by enforcing
n = 1 and allowing m to be an irrational number (i.e. let m
take the value of q). Be aware that there does not exist a real
cycle corresponding to Pm when m is irrational, but one can
still regard Pm as the returning map. Even if m is irrational,
the DPm evolution formula21 still works,

d
dφ
DPm =

[
∂ (RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)
, DPm

]
= [A, DPm] (2)

where A is ∂ (RBpol/Bφ )/∂ (R,Z) abbreviated.
When the vector field itself is considered as a function argu-

ment of the trajectory, the field-line tracing equation is com-
plicated into

∂

∂φe
Xpol[B](x0,pol,φs,φe) =

RBpol

Bφ

[B](

Xpol[B](x0,pol,φs,φe)︷︸︸︷
Xpol ,φe) (3)

and, with the total functional derivative exerted on both sides,
converts to the progression formula1 of first-variation δXpol
under perturbation,

∂

∂φe
δXpol = δ (

RBpol

Bφ

)+

(
δXpol ·

∂

∂ (R,Z)

)
RBpol

Bφ

. (4)

For tokamaks, the poloidal field (PF) coils play an essen-
tial role in controlling the magnetic topology. Please refer to
Fig. 1 for the vacuum field generated by the EAST PF coil
system. The magnetic field calculation is based on formulae
given by [20]. On the other hand, toroidal field (TF) coils are
usually operated with a fixed value of currents for tokamaks.

A. X/O-cycles

For X/O-cycles, the φ -integration is trivial because their
(R,Z)-coordinates are fixed due to axisymmetry, e.g. A :=
∂ (RBpol/Bφ )/∂ (R,Z) is now constant, independent of φ .
Hence, the progression formula of DXpol reduces to a
constant-coefficient ODE:

∂

∂φe
DXpol(x0,pol,φs,φe) = A ·DXpol(x0,pol,φs,φe), (5)

of which the initial condition isDXpol(x0,pol,φs,φe)|φe=φs = I.
The solution at φe = φs ± 2π can be immediately acquired in
a form of matrix exponential,

DPm=±1 =DXpol|φe=φs+2π = e2πA = e2πA[B](xcyc[B]), (6)

where ± takes the sign of Bφ , because if Bφ < 0 the field-line
tracing is in fact backwards in φ .

Notably, DPm of a cycle with fixed (R,Z)-coordinates
must be constant no matter which R-Z section is chosen to
be the Poincaré P section provided B is axisymmetric. This
can also be checked by the DPm evolution formula because
the changing rate of DPm w.r.t. φ simply vanishes under ax-
isymmetry, as shown below,

d
dφ
DPm=±1 =

[
∂ (RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)
,DPm

]
= [A,DPm]

=
[
A,e2πA

]
(A and e2πA obviously commute)

= 0.

The deduction of the cycle shift relies on DPm. Since the
computation of DPm can be significantly reduced by replac-
ing the φe-integral directly with the integral in a form of matrix
exponential, the cycle shift can be described by the following
concise formula (proof in Appendix A)

δxcyc =−A−1 ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

), (7)

i.e. δxcyc[B;∆B] =−A−1[B](xcyc) ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

)[B;∆B](xcyc),
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where the latter equation with no label is the same as the for-
mer one but with all arguments including B explicitly stated.

With δxcyc prepared, one can further investigate howDPm

of this cycle changes under perturbation. There is a strong mo-
tivation to estimate whether a perturbation would push DPm

eigenvalues away from or closer to unity, because this is rele-
vant to how strongly the currents of poloidal field coils should
adjust to keep Lc in the divertor region long enough for de-
tachment. The estimation is made easy and accurate with the
aid of functional derivative, one simply needs to impose the
total directional functional derivative (∆B · d

dB ) on both sides
of Eq. (6),

(∆B · d
dB

)DPm=±1

= (∆B · d
dB

)e2πA

=
∫ 1

0
eα·2πA•(∆B · d

dB
)(2πA)•e(1−α)2πAdα (8)

Since A here is evaluated as A[B](xcyc[B]), the total func-
tional derivative consists of two components:

(∆B · d
dB

)(2πA)

= (∆B · δ

δB
)(2πA)︸ ︷︷ ︸

directly from the local field change

+

(
δxcyc ·

∂

∂ (R,Z)

)
(2πA)︸ ︷︷ ︸

indirectly from the cycle shift via chain rule

,

(9)

based on which one can further discuss how the eigenvalues
ofDPm of the divertor X-cycle(s) change under perturbation.

III. STABLE AND UNSTABLE MANIFOLDS

Under axisymmetry, the invariant manifold growth formula
in cylindrical coordinates21

∂sXu/s
pol(s,φ) =

RBpol/Bφ −

=0 under axisymmetry︷ ︸︸ ︷
∂φ Xu/s

pol

±|RBpol/Bφ −∂φ Xu/s
pol|︸ ︷︷ ︸

=ds/dφ

(10)

= ±︸︷︷︸
:=sgn(ds/dφ)

b̂pol/sgn(Bφ ) (11)

= ±︸︷︷︸
:=+1for unstable manifolds,

−1 for stable manifolds

b̂pol (12)

simply reduces to the unit vector b̂pol (or its reverse) along
the polodial field Bpol = [BR,BZ ]

T. The sign ± in the for-
mula above is the sign of ds/dφ . For field-line tracing as φ

increases, if the 1D (un)stable manifold arc length s increases,
ds/dφ takes a positive sign, then the sign ± takes +, other-
wise −. Care must be taken to notice s is the 1D (un)stable
manifold arc length (measured at each R-Z section), not the
arc length along a field line.

FIG. 2. Shifts δXu/s
pol(s) of the stable and unstable manifolds grown

from the divertor X-point under the perturbation of 1kA PF1 coil vac-
uum field. The streamline in (a) represents the EFIT poloidal field
while that in (b) represents the vacuum field of PF1 coil with 1kA
current. The shift δXu

pol(s) progressed on the unstable branch shall
have the same normal component as that of δXs

pol(s) progressed on
the stable branch, which is verified by the arrows in (a). The shift
in the normal direction is an intrinsic property in terms of differen-
tial geometry, unlike the shift in the tangent direction (which can be
affected by the parameterization). The first variations δXu/s

pol(s) here
are progressed by Eq. (14).

Thereafter, one can recover the function argument B and
impose functional derivatives on both sides to acquire the first
variation as below,

∂sXu/s
pol[B](s) =±b̂pol[B](Xu/s

pol) (13)

=±
[

BR
BZ

]
/
√

B2
R +B2

Z

δ∂sXu/s
pol[B;∆B](s) (14)

=±

{
δ b̂pol +

(
δXu/s

pol ·
∂

∂ (R,Z)

)
b̂pol

}

=±

{ δ b̂pol:=︷ ︸︸ ︷[
B2

ZδBR −BRBZδBZ
−BRBZδBR +B2

RδBZ

]
/(B2

R +B2
Z)

3/2

(15)

+
(

δXu/s
pol ·

∂

∂ (R,Z)

)
b̂pol[B]

(
Xu/s

pol[B](s)
)}

Notice that the parameterization based on the arc length s
causes difficulty in deducing high-order formulae, because the
term b̂pol = B/|B| is a normalized vector, where the denomi-
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nator |B| makes it inconvenient to do differentiation.

Obviously, b̂pol is also the direction toward which a flux sur-
face grows poloidally. Using another parameter ζ to replace
the arc length s allows the high-order formulae to manifest in
a pretty concise form,

∂ζ Xu/s
pol[B](ζ ) =±Bpol[B](Xu/s

pol) (16)

δ∂ζ Xu/s
pol[B](ζ ) =±

{
δBpol +δXu/s

pol ·
∂Bpol

∂ (R,Z)

}
(17)

where ζ :=
∫ 1

|Bpol|
ds is a modified arc length, as opposed to

the standard arc length s. In other words, the modified arc
length differential dζ = 1

|Bpol|
ds is the key to remove the nor-

malisation of b̂pol.
The ζ parameterization has almost the same n-th order for-

mulae expressions as the s one, as shown below. As men-
tioned before, the s parameterization has the normalization is-
sue of b̂pol that impedes δ b̂pol to be conveniently expressed.
Notably, the ζ parameterization also has its singularity issue,
which will be discussed later.

1
n!

δ
n
∂sXu/s

pol(s) = ∑
(npol,i),(ppol,i),nb̂pol

such that

∑
dpol
i=1 npol,i ppol,i+nb̂pol

=n

(
p+pol

ppol,1, . . . , ppol,dpol

)
(

δ
npol,1Xu/s

pol

npol,1!
)ppol,1(

δ
npol,dpol Xu/s

pol

npol,dpol !
)

ppol,dpol
.
.
.(p+pol)

∂
p+pol
(R,Z)δ

nb̂pol b̂pol

p+pol!nb̂pol
!

,

(18)

1
n!

δ
n
∂ζ Xu/s

pol(ζ ) = ∑
(npol,i),(ppol,i),nBpol

such that

∑
dpol
i=1 npol,i ppol,i+nBpol=n

(
p+pol

ppol,1, . . . , ppol,dpol

)
(

δ
npol,1Xu/s

pol

npol,1!
)ppol,1(

δ
npol,dpol Xu/s

pol

npol,dpol !
)

ppol,dpol
.
.
.(p+pol)

∂
p+pol
(R,Z)δ

nBpol Bpol

p+pol!nBpol !
,

(19)

where

nb̂pol
≥ 0, nBpol ≥ 0

p+ = p1 + p2 + · · ·+ pd , d is the total number of powers,
pi ≥ 1,
n1 > n2 > · · ·> nd ≥ 1,

with subscripts pol of (npol,i, ppol,i, p+pol,dpol) omitted for
brevity.

Notice that the ζ parameterization based on might not be
suitable to grow a stable/manifold due to that the 1

|Bpol|
mag-

nitude is proportional to 1/s near an X-point, hence

ζe −ζs =
∫ e

s
dζ =

∫ e

s

1
|Bpol|

ds ∼
∫ e

s
s−1ds = lns|es

(the e
s sub/superscripts mean start/end.)

is infinite when the starting point has arc length s = 0, induc-
ing inconvenience for parameterization. Nevertheless, the ζ

parameterization could be utilized to investigate the deforma-
tion of flux surfaces (center manifolds).

IV. FLUX SURFACE DEFORMATION

To investigate the deformation of a flux surface, one can set
up the initial condition of δ∂ζ Xu/s

pol = δBpol to be

• δXu/s
pol|ζ=0 = δxcyc, where δxcyc is the cycle shift (hence

it is implied that the torus is identified by its rotation
transform),

• or δXu/s
pol|ζ=0 = 0 which implies the torus is anchored by

a fixed point (during the dynamic process of perturba-
tion, the torus passing the point Xu/s

pol|ζ=0 would always
be considered as the object of concern).

Yet, for the nested closed flux surfaces in an MCF machine,
a much more common parameterization is based on PEST flux
coordinates (θ ,r), with azimuthal angle φ omitted for axisym-
metry. Therefore, we turn to simplify the flux surface defor-
mation formulae from Ref. 3.

In tokamaks, usually one draws a horizontal line from the
magnetic axis to the low-field side, on which the points are de-
fined to have poloidal angles θ = 0. To facilitate setting such a
condition, one can consider (θ ,r) more fundamental than the
state vector x representing (R,Z)-coordinates for tokamaks,
i.e.

let x be a function of (θ ,r), that is χ(θ ,r).

As a curved version of X, the Greek letter χ is chosen here
to represent the state vector but of a flux surface. In [3], both
x-based and (θ ,r)-based invariant torus deformation formulae
are provided. The (θ ,r)-based formulae shall be easier to put
into practice for MCF due to the aforementioned reason, some
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of which are repeated below from [3] and then simplified via
axisymmetry.

First of all, according to the definition of flux coordinates,
the Poincaré map P increments the PEST poloidal angle each
time by a fixed value ∆θ , hence mapping repeated k times
means

Pk (χ(θ ,r)) := χ(θ + k∆θ ,r), (20)

of which the Jacobian is

DPk(χ(θ ,r)) =

 |
k d∆θ

dr ∂θ
χ

|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
θ+k∆θ

·
[
− ∇r −

]∣∣∣
θ

+

 | |
∂rχ ∂θ

χ

| |

∣∣∣∣∣∣
θ+k∆θ

·
[
− ∇r −
− ∇θ −

]∣∣∣∣
θ

, (21)

where the vertical and horizontal lines could be helpful to
tell how the vectors fill the matrix, whether as a column or
a row. The subscripts θ and θ+k∆θ indicate where to evalu-
ate the functions. A special case of DPk is when k takes the
value of m (the latter term on the RHS degrades to an identity
matrix I) such that Pm is a returning map for the points on this
torus corresponding to m,

DPm(x) =

 |
m d∆θ

dr ∂θ
χ

|

[
− ∇r −

]
+ IN×N (22)

The subscripts θ and θ+k∆θ no longer appear because now they
indicate the same place to evaluate, so there shall be no con-
fusion.

Thanks to the axisymmetry of tokamaks, it is convenient
to calculate the ∆θ , safety factor q, or rotation transform ι of
a flux surface. One simply needs to trace a field line by the
most basic FLT Eq. (1) and record when it returns to a point
having the same (R,Z)-coordinates as its initiating point (not
necessarily all the three (R,Z,φ) coordinates have to be same).
The recorded toroidal angle span, φe −φs, corresponds to 2π

poloidal angle change, hence q = dφ/dθ = (φe − φs)/2π =
1/ι whereas ∆θ = (2π)2/(φe −φs).

Hereafter, the concept of functional is introduced. If all
arguments including the map P itself are stated explicitly, the
defining equation (20) for Pk becomes

Pk[P] (χ[P](θ ,r)) = χ[P](θ + k∆θ [P](r),r), (23)

which after imposed ∆P ·d/dP converts to

δPk(χ(θ ,r))+DPk(χ(θ ,r)) ·δ χ(θ ,r)

= δ χ(θ + k∆θ ,r)+
(

∂θ
χ
)∣∣∣

(θ+k∆θ ,r)
·

vanishes if ∆θ is merely dependent on r, not on P.︷ ︸︸ ︷
δ (k∆θ), (24)

that is the (θ ,r)-based form of the first-order flux surface de-
formation formula under perturbation. If the flux surface la-
bel r is chosen to be ∆θ , q or ι , then ∆θ is naturally only
dependent on r, totally independent of P. Nonetheless, if

the flux surface label r is chosen to be the toroidal flux, the
poloidal flux or the volume enclosed or similar effective ra-
dius, ∆θ = ∆θ [P](r) would have to be a function with both
P and r as arguments. Only choices like r := ∆θ , q and ι can
make ∆θ = ∆θ [r] a pure function of r.

Solving the flux surface deformation formula (24) for
the deformation δ χ is much facilitated under axisymmetry.
Firstly, one can not only calculate δPk for each integer k by
the progression formula (4) of first variation δXpol under per-
turbation, but also for each real number k by the fact that
toroidal tracing for 2π angle is equilvalent to a unity incre-
ment in k (this only works under axisymmetry). Secondly,
calculateDPk by Eq. (22) according to the (θ ,r) grid that has
been prepared before. Thirdly, notice that δ χ is a 2π-periodic
function in θ , hence one can fit its Fourier coefficients by least
squares.

For a high-order version of flux surface deformation for-
mula under perturbation, please refer to Appendix A of [3],
which can be simplified if δ (k∆θ) vanishes when the torus
label is chosen to be r := ∆θ , q or ι .

The condition that the points having the same Z-coordinate
at the low-field side as that of the magnetic axis are defined
to have θ = 0 can be easily expressed in the following (θ ,r)-
based form,

êZ ·δ nχ(θ = 0,r) = êZ ·δ nχ(θ = 0,r = 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
the magnetic axis shift Z-component

, n ≥ 0 (25)

where δ nχ is simply the n-th order variation under perturba-
tion.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have outlined how the general functional perturbation
theory (FPT) from Refs.1–3 drastically simplifies under strict
axisymmetry, making the formulae simpler and suitable to be
incorporated by plasma control systems. Computation can be
near-instant for typical tokamak operations, thereby enabling
real-time fine-tuning of magnetic topology for tokamaks.

When the DPm eigenvalues of the divertor X-point are
tuned close enough to unity, the higher-order terms DkPm

with k >= 2 can play an important role in determining the
local behaviour of nearby field-line trajectories. To calculate
these terms, one can utilize the progression equations in Ap-
pendix B.

Appendix A: The shift of an X/O-point under axisymmetry

First of all, calculate the shift of the trajectory correspond-
ing to the X/O-point at φe = φs +2π (without loss of general-
ity, assume Bφ > 0). The shift is induced by the perturbation
(also axisymmetric) and accumulates in the integration pro-
cess from φs to φe, as described by the following progression
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formula of δXpol:

∂

∂φe
δXpol(x0,pol,φs,φe) =

(
δXpol ·

∂

∂ (R,Z)

)
RBpol

Bφ

+δ (
RBpol

Bφ

)

= A ·δXpol +δ (
RBpol

Bφ

)

(4) revisited

Notice both A and δ (RBpol/Bφ ) are constant for X/O-points
under axisymmetry. The constant-coefficient nonhomoge-
neous ODE system has the following solution at φe = φs+2π:

δP := δXpol
∣∣
φe=φs+2π

= eA(φe−φs) ·0+
∫

φe

φs
eA(φe−φ) ·δ (

RBpol

Bφ

) dφ

= eAφe ·
∫

φe

φs
e−Aφ dφ ·δ (

RBpol

Bφ

)

= eAφe · (−A−1) · e−Aφ

∣∣∣φe

φs
·δ (

RBpol

Bφ

)

= eAφe · (−A−1) · (e−Aφe − e−Aφs) ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

)

= (−A−1) · (I− eA(φe−φs)) ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

)

= A−1 · (e2πA − I) ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

) (A1)

To investigate the cycle shift rather than the ending point
shift of a trajectory initiating at a fixed point, the starting point
needs to move to keep matched with the ending point. Addi-
tionally, this starting point movement would propagate to the
ending point via DPm. As concluded in [1], the cycle shift
obeys the equation δxcyc = −(DPm − I)−1 · δP. With δP

prepared above, the cycle shift has a concise formula to com-
pute under axisymmetry, as shown below,

δxcyc =−(DPm − I)−1 ·δP
=−(e2πA − I)−1 ·δP

=−(e2πA − I)−1 ·A−1 · (e2πA − I) ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

),

=−A−1 ·δ (
RBpol

Bφ

), (A2)

which is simple enough for real-time computation.

Appendix B: Progression equations of high-order sensitivity
tensors

The sensitivity of a field-line trajectory Xpol to initial condi-
tion can be tracked by various orders of DkPm, which can be
acquired by integrating the following progression equations of
different k-orders,

(0th)
∂

∂φe
Xpol(x0,pol,φs,φe) =

RBpol

Bφ

(Xpol(x0,pol,φs,φe),φe)

(B1)

(1st)
∂

∂φe
DXpol =DXpol ·

∂ (RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)
(B2)

(2nd)
∂

∂φe
D2Xpol =D

2Xpol ·
∂ (RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)
(B3)

+DXpolDXpol
.
.

∂ 2(RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)2

(3rd)
∂

∂φe
D3Xpol =D

3Xpol ·
∂ (RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)
(B4)

· · · ·
d3d2d1x

· · · ·
d3d2d1i

i ·
·x

+DXpolD
2Xpol

.

.
∂ 2(RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)2

· ·
d3 j

· · ·
d2d1i

ji ·
· ·x

+D2XpolDXpol
.
.

∂ 2(RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)2

· · ·
d3d2 j

· ·
d1i

ji ·
· ·x

+DXpolD
2Xpol

.

.
∂ 2(RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)2

· ·
d2 j

· · ·
d3d1i

ji ·
· ·x

+DXpolDXpolDXpol
.
.
.

∂ 3(RBpol/Bφ )

∂ (R,Z)3

· ·
d3k

· ·
d2 j

· ·
d1i

k ji ·
· · ·x,

where Einstein convention is used and indices are marked be-
low tensors to clarify which two dimensions are imposed dot
product.

Poincaré mapping is simply the trajectory X(x0,pol,φs,φe)
when φe = φs +2mπ for a cycle of m toroidal turns. The map-
ping can be expanded as Taylor series as below,

Pm(x0,pol) =

=xcyc by definition︷ ︸︸ ︷
Pm(xcyc) (B5)

+∆x0,pol ·DPm(xcyc)

+∆x0,pol∆x0,pol
.
.D2Pm(xcyc)

+∆x0,pol∆x0,pol∆x0,pol
.
.
.D

3Pm(xcyc)

+O(|∆x0,pol|4)

where ∆x0,pol is x0,pol − xcyc. When DPm(xcyc) degrades to
the identity matrix, the role of the higher-order terms begins
to assert itself. A true snowflake divertor configuration is only
possible with a degradedDPm(xcyc), and it would have more
than four X-legs. The figurative noun X-leg can be made a
strict definition: invariant branch. Let γ be a hyperbolic cycle
andWu(γ) the stable manifold approaching the cycle γ . An
invariant branch ofWu(γ) is defined here to be a connected
component ofWu(γ) \ γ . By removing γ from the manifold
Wu(γ), there appears two branches (connected components)
if DPm does not degrade.
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