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We analyze a measure for the degree of chaos in the magnetic fields of magnetic confinement fusion reactors by
calculating the lobe areas of turnstiles - a method developed for characterizing transport into and out of resonance
zones in Hamiltonian dynamical systems. We develop an efficient algorithm based on an action principle to calculate
this quantity directly from the magnetic field, including stellarator magnetic fields which are sourced by a complicated
set of three-dimensional coils. In the analyzed devices, the turnstile area on the inboard (plasma-facing) manifolds
is smaller than the turnstile area on the outboard (wall-facing) manifolds. This indicates that the relative importance
of chaos increases as the plasma facing components are moved further away from the plasma. The application of the
turnstile area calculation for the design of future reactors will be discussed.

Magnetic confinement fusion reactors confine the charged
particles of a plasma by channeling them along the twist-
ing field lines of a magnetic field. A magnetic confinement
fusion reactor is designed such that in the center, magnetic
field lines lie neatly on nested toroidal surfaces; providing
good confinement, but at the edge of the plasma the field
is designed to guide the plasma to specific locations on the
chamber wall. Transport of plasma particles and heat to
the wall is largely determined by the amount of field lines
(amount of magnetic flux) connecting the region around
the plasma to the region near the wall. A quantity called
the ’turnstile area’, which is zero if a field is not chaotic
and increases as the chaos increases, has been defined in
the study of Hamiltonian dynamical systems to quantify
the amount of trajectories that connect one region of phase
space to another. In this paper we use the correspondence
between magnetic fields and Hamiltonian dynamical sys-
tems, and apply this method to the analysis of the mag-
netic field in the edge of fusion reactors. We demonstrate
this method on two-dimensional fast-evaluating maps, on
a toy model of a tokamak, and calculate this measure of
transport in several stellarator configurations, including
configurations of the existing device W7-X. Calculating
this transport is important for understanding current and
planned fusion reactors, and can be potentially used to
control the field structure in the edge as we design future
devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic confinement fusion has the goal to generate en-
ergy through the fusion isotopes of hydrogen, by heating a
plasma confined in a strong magnetic field created by a set
of coils. The coils are arranged around a toroidal volume, in
which field lines lie on nested surfaces (magnetic surfaces).
The charged particles of the plasma are, to lowest order, con-
fined to move along the field lines (integral curves of this

field), as their perpendicular motion is constrained through the
Lorentz force. Because of this, the effective transport of heat
and particles along the field lines is up to ten orders of mag-
nitude higher1 along the field lines than perpendicular to the
field lines, and temperature and pressure are nearly constant
on magnetic surfaces.

A good way to understand the particle and heat transport
in a fusion reactor is therefore to inspect the trajectories of
magnetic field lines. To do this one constructs a Poincaré sec-
tion, by choosing a cross-section of the torus and recording
all the points at which a field line intersects that plane. Such a
Poincaré section is shown in in figure 1 for the W7-X stellara-
tor. The trajectories colored in red form the plasma region,
where field lines lie on nested magnetic surfaces. At the very
center of this foliation is a single field line, called the magnetic
axis, named because it is often used as the axis of a toroidal
coordinate system. The magnetic axis is a curve that closes
on itself after one toroidal turn (long way around the torus).
The ratio of the number of times a field line winds around the
magnetic axis to the number of complete transits of the fusion
device is called the rotational transform ı. In tokamaks, which
are axisymmetric, it is conventional to use the inverse, called
the safety factor q = 1/ı.

Figure 1 shows two different configurations that can be
achieved in W7-X, the top half shows the standard configu-
ration, the bottom half shows the GYM00+1750 configura-
tion achieved by running different currents through the coils.
The trajectories colored in blue form surfaces that do not en-
close the magnetic axis, and structures like this are called a
magnetic island. These can form on surfaces that have a ra-
tional ı = m/n where m is the number of times field lines
on that surface wind around the axis and n the number of
full toroidal transits around the device the field line makes to
achieve this. In the standard configuration (top half figure 1)
the island chain in the edge has ı = 1 and consists of 5 islands,
and is thus an m/n = 5/5 island chain. In the GYM00+1750
(bottom panel figure 1) the rotational transform in the edge is
higher and ı = 5/4. At the center of the islands is a field line
that closes on itself, and this is called the island o-point. In
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between the o-points the island regions approach each other,
and there is another field line that closes on itself called the
island x-point.

FIG. 1. Poincaré section of the magnetic field in the W7-X stellara-
tor. (top): Standard configuration and (bottom): GYM00+1750 con-
figuration with chaotic field lines. Field lines in the core are colored
red, field lines in a magnetic island surrounding the core are colored
blue, field lines outside of the divertor are colored black and field
lines that follow chaotic trajectories are colored gray. The plasma
facing components and vessel wall are shown in thick black lines.

W7-X has been designed to have this island chain in the
edge, to form what is called an (island) divertor, which creates
spatial separation between the plasma facing components and
the plasma itself. The plasma facing components (PFCs) are
also shown in figure 1 with black lines. Since the field lines
in the island connect regions close to the plasma with the out-
board side of the island, heat and particles flowing along them
can be quickly transported away from the plasma. Conditions
along the divertor path (the path the plasma takes from the
core to the PFCs) can be controlled and optimized such that
much of the power is dissipated through recombination and
radiation, which minimizes damage to the PFCs2.

When the pressure in the confined plasma is increased, the
magnetic field changes, and the field lines around the x-points

do not lie on neat surfaces, but become chaotic3. There are
other configurations in W7-X, generated by running differ-
ent coil currents, that have chaotic field lines in the edge
even when there is no pressure. One of these is the GYM00-
1750 configuration that will be analyzed in this paper. A first
step towards understanding the transport of heat and particles
through such chaotic regions is to calculate the amount of field
lines that connect the region close to the plasma to the regions
near the PFCs.

There has also been discussion in the literature about the
concept of a nonresonant divertor4,5, in which the central re-
gion of nested surfaces is not bounded by a clearly identifiable
island chain. Instead the field transitions from nested surfaces
to a region of chaotic field lines. Theoretical investigations
show that transport through chaotic regions is very important
for their operation6. Nonresonant divertors are actively being
investigated in current experiments 7 and considered for future
devices8.

In a tokamak fusion reactor, the main coils that confine
the plasma are axisymmetric. Axisymmetry precludes the
formation of chaotic trajectories, but error fields due to coil
misalignment9 can introduce some chaos. Other tokamak
experiments intentionally add non-axisymmetric coils. In
TEXTOR-DED coils were added to produce an ‘ergodic di-
vertor‘10. The tokamaks Tore-Supra11, DIIID12, KSTAR13

and ITER14 (among others) have nonaxisymmetric ‘Resonant
Magnetic Perturbation‘ (RMP)15 coils which create a region
of chaotic field at the plasma edge. The transport of heat and
particles through the generated chaotic region is actively being
studied to predict divertor performance in ITER16,17. RMP
fields cause structures called ‘homoclinic tangles’ generated
by the field lines which asymptotically limit to the tokamak x-
point. These can be explicitly calculated in fusion devices18,
and are seen in experiments19,20.

In the case of the GYM+1750 configuration we see a clear
example where chaos influences divertor behavior. To reach
the PFCs, the plasma must be somehow transported through
a chaotic region. How the heat/particles reach the PFCs (i.e.
the structure of the transport, and hence the temperature and
density distribution in the edge) is not immediately obvious
from the Poincaré section. The same occurs in perturbed toka-
maks, and in nonresonant divertors. Though other transport
processes exist, such as neoclassical transport21 and turbulent
transport22, parallel transport is likely to be important due to
the very high heat conductivity along the field lines. If we
want to quantitatively understand and/or optimize for/against
chaos, we need a robust and quantitative toolkit of chaos anal-
ysis.

In this paper we will analyze transport through a chaotic
region in fusion-relevant configurations using methods lifted
from Hamiltonian dynamical systems. We will calculate
structures similar to18, and provide an efficient algorithm to
calculate the flux enclosed by the structures. We will apply
these methods to simple maps, to tokamak-like fields and to
stellarator fields.

Under suitable conditions23,24, the dynamics of magnetic
field line flow can be reduced to a 1 1

2 -dimensional Hamil-
tonian dynamical system (though this can break down25,26).
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There is a vast body of work studying transport in chaotic sys-
tems coming from the Hamiltonian dynamical systems’ litera-
ture, that can explain a wide-ranging list of physical phenom-
ena. The first step in this regard was the frightening observa-
tion by Poincaré three-body systems such as the earth’s orbit
around the Sun perturbed by Jupiter are generally chaotic27.
These fears were laid to rest by theories by Kolmogorov,
Arnol’d28 and Moser29, proving that invariant orbits persist
under small perturbations providing barriers to the dynamics.
The rate of transport through such a barrier when it breaks up
can for example explain the ionization probability of atoms in
microwave fields30. The probability of passing from one re-
gion of phase space to another can also be used to calculate
probability of ship capsize31,32.

In this paper we focus on a specific quantity that captures
the amount of trajectories that pass into and out of a reso-
nance in a dynamical system, called the turnstile (also some-
times called a ’lobe dynamics’). This analysis was developed
independently by MacKay, Meiss and Percival33 and Beni-
mon and Kadanoff34. This metric is especially relevant for
the magnetic fields in fusion, as the transport into- and out of
resonances (the magnetic islands in the edge) directly affects
the fusion reactor divertor. We analyze this quantity directly
in fusion-relevant fields, and develop an algorithm based on
an action principle to efficiently calculate this quantity in the
magnetic fields of fusion devices.

Whilst the literature on transport in Hamiltonian dynami-
cal systems is often formulated in terms of differential forms,
or otherwise in ways that are agnostic to the dimensionality
of the Hamiltonian system under consideration, in this pa-
per we strictly limit ourselves to 1 1

2 -dimensional Hamiltonian
systems and two-dimensional sections. This will make the
exposition simpler to follow for plasma physicists wishing to
apply this understanding to the fields in fusion reactors.

This paper is organized as follows: In section II we first
describe three types of maps that have been used to describe
fusion-relevant fields: iterated maps, toy models which de-
scribe perturbed tokamaks, and the three-dimensional stel-
larator fields generated by coils. In section III we discuss
fixed points of the field line map and we describe an algo-
rithm to find them in any map. In section IV we analyze a
specific two-dimensional iterated map, calculate the stable-
and unstable manifolds of several resonances in it, and illus-
trate how the turnstile mechanism leads to transport in- and
out of a resonance zone. We also describe an algorithm to lo-
cate hetero- or homoclinic orbits in such maps. In section V
we develop a toy model describing an axisymmetric tokamak-
like magnetic field, and apply perturbations to it. We describe
the calculation of the turnstile area based on an action prin-
ciple, and use it to calculate how the turnstile area changes
with perturbation strength. In section VI we apply this to the
three-dimensional fields produced by optimized coils of stel-
larators. We analyze two configurations from the open-source
QUASR database35,36, that exhibit very different field struc-
tures in the edge. We also analyze a chaotic configuration of
the W7-X stellarator called the GYM00+1750 configuration.
Section VII concludes with discussion of the competition be-
tween chaotic transport in the field and other transport pro-

cesses, and an outlook for future work.

II. ITERATED MAPS, TOY MODELS, AND
THREE-DIMENSIONAL FIELDS

An essential tool for studying dynamical systems is the
Poincaré section; the return map from a section transverse to
the dynamics to itself27. We can study such maps in three
different ways; the simplest is through iterated maps, fast-
evaluating functions on our space. Second one can use a toy
model, that describes a Hamiltonian-like function from which
a field and perturbations to it are generated. Lastly we will
consider fully three-dimensional fields that are generated by
coils embedded in space. In this section we will briefly de-
scribe these three types of maps.

A. iterated maps

It has long been recognized that the magnetic connectivity
in fusion devices can be understood through the study of two-
dimensional measure-preserving iterated maps, starting with
the seminal paper by John Greene37. In these maps the diffi-
cult and computationally costly task of integrating trajectories
(following field lines) is replaced by fast-evaluating analytical
expressions of two variables38.

One of the most well-studied and famous iterated maps is
the Chirikov-Taylor standard map39, the study of which led
Chirikov to formulate the overlap criterion determining when
the combination of different perturbations leads to chaos. It
has also been used to define the residue criterion40, a highly
accurate method to define the break up of strongly irrational
KAM (Kolmogorov, Arnol’d, Moser) surfaces, and to show
that after such a surface breaks up, transport through the sur-
face is still hindered by a broken invariant set with the struc-
ture of a cantor set, or a cantorus41. All these results have had
profound impact on the understanding of the magnetic field in
fusion reactors.

The standard map is an example of a twist map, which
equates to fusion magnetic fields where the twist of the
field lines of each surface (i.e., the rotational transform ı) is
monotonic.42 Aubry43-Mather44 theory applies to twist maps
and proves (among others) that periodic orbits are related to
extrema of an action. Fusion fields however can and some-
times do violate the twist condition, and these can be studied
by nontwist maps23,45. These maps also find application in
describing particle transport in the fast-particle trajectories46

(a Hamiltonian system that is different from, though related to
the one describing field line flow).

In Section IV we will analyze an iterated map called
the tokamap specifically designed for creating maps that are
similar to the field line structure in fusion devices47.
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B. Perturbed toy models

A next step in complexity comes when we consider mag-
netic fields, and the maps that they generate, that are provided
by analytical expressions. There are many different ways to
mathematically represent such fields, but a good approach is
to start with a formulation that guarantees integrability of the
field, and add perturbations to it.

One approach is to exploit the connection to Hamilto-
nian systems directly, and analytically describe a Hamilto-
nian. Through a coordinate transformation to a suitable three-
dimensional space we get our magnetic field. For example,
Punjabi and Boozer have analyzed trajectories in Hamilto-
nian systems that describe a nonresonant divertor4, and show
chaotic mixing of trajectories just around the last closed sur-
face, with several locations where the trajectories quickly
leave the system, i.e. are diverted5,48. The locations where
the field lines are diverted have been found to be caused by
fixed points (see section III)26.

Another method is to describe a simple axisymmetric field,
on which we apply perturbations. In axisymmetry (using
cylindrical (R,φ ,Z) coordinates) one can construct a flux
function Ψ(R,Z), and a separate function describing the
toroidal field. The poloidal components of the field (defined
as the components perpendicular to the φ -direction) are de-
fined by treating Ψ as a stream function. Although it is easy
to identify the Hamiltonian for such fields, this is not often
done. This representation is ubiquitous in tokamak equilib-
rium reconstruction, where the problem of finding the right
flux function can be quickly solved from diagnostic data.

By construction, the field lines lie on the contours of the
flux function, and there is no chaos. We can break the axisym-
metry by further adding φ -dependent fields, to have a versatile
toy model where the interaction of several symmetry-breaking
modes can be studied.

The trajectories are calculated by evaluating this field and
integrating curves. The Poincaré map f (R,Z) is calculated by
tracing field lines:

f n
i (R,Z) =

∫
φ0+n2π

φ0

Bi(R,φ ,Z)/Bφ (R,φ ,Z)dφ (1)

where i ∈ {R,Z}, and integration is performed over toroidal
angle φ for a full period, and the superscript n determines how
many times around the torus a field line is traced for.

In section V we will develop such a toy model, and analyze
the field line flow in it. We will use the versatility of this
model to analyze different perturbations.

C. Maps defined by three-dimensional fields

In a stellarator, the magnetic field is generated by a com-
plicated set of coils {Ci}, and the magnetic field generated by
these is calculated from the Biot-Savart law:

B(r) =
µ0

4π
∑

i

∮
Ci

jidl × r′

|r′|3
(2)

where ji is the current carried by coil Ci, r the point in three
dimensions where the field is evaluated, and r′ is the vector
between r and the point on the coil. Evaluating the Biot-
Savart integral is computationally very costly and calculating
the field line map can take a significant amount of time per
trajectory.

Stellarators are often designed with stellarator symmetry49

and multiple field periods nfp. This means that there are only
a few unique coils that are translated and rotated in space,
such that the field repeats itself toroidally with period T =
2π/nfp. This means that the field line map can be evaluated
more efficiently by only integrating over a single period:

f n
i (R,Z) =

∫
φ0+nT

φ0

Bi/Bφ dφ (3)

where T is the repetition period in the field.
We note that equation (3) requires that Bφ < 0 everywhere

(or Bφ > 0). The fields defined by a finite set of coils, e.g.
equation (2) do not necessarily fulfill this requirement, and in
a given section there can exist field lines that do flow around
the torus, but for example get caught close to a coil. This
means that the field line map cannot be defined at every point
of (R,Z) ∈ (R+×R), but we must restrict the field line map
to a region26, called the maximal mappable region.

In section VI A we will analyze the chaotic fields in several
configurations from the open-source QUASR repository35,36

and analyze the transport in a chaotic configurations of the
W7-X fusion reactor.

III. THE FIELD LINE MAP AND ITS FIXED POINTS
AND MANIFOLDS.

In this section we discuss fixed points of the field line map.
We demonstrate an algorithm to find them, and discuss the
different types of fixed points. We also define the stable mani-
fold and unstable manifold that are associated with hyperbolic
fixed points.

A fixed point of the field line n-map is a point where
f n(R,Z) = (R,Z). The existence of at least one fixed point
is guaranteed by Brouwers’ fixed point theorem50, assuming
that there is at least some region that maps wholly onto itself.
Given that the goal of a magnetic confinement fusion reactor
is to generate a field where field lines foliate nested toroidal
surfaces (invariant tori), this is a necessary condition for the
fields under consideration. The ‘magnetic axis’, the field line
that lies at the center of this foliation of magnetic surfaces, is
a fixed point of the field line map.

A. locating fixed points

Fixed points of the map applied n times can be located using
a Newton’s method. To first order, using the linearized map
around a point x the field line map can be approximated as:

f n(x+δx)≈ f n(x)+Mn
δx (4)
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where the matrix Mn (with indices Mi j = ∂ j f n
i , the labels i, j

run over the dimensions R and Z) is the Jacobian matrix of the
field line map. M is a 2×2 matrix with real coefficients. From
this, we can solve for which step δx the linear approximation
brings us to a fixed point, i.e. f n(x+δx) = x+δx:

x+δx = f n(x)+Mn
δx =⇒ (5)

Mn
δx− Iδx = x− f (x). (6)

Thus a series of points is defined by the relation:

xk+1 = xk +(Mn − I)−1(x− f n(xk)). (7)

This series rapidly converges in the vicinity of a fixed point,
but as any Newton method it can take wild steps far away from
fixed points.

For iterated maps (sec 2A), the Jacobian is easily evaluated
by differentiating the mapping function, but for integrated
maps (sec. 2B and 2C) we must differentiate the result of in-
tegrating field lines. Luckily this can be efficiently calculated
by differentiating equation (3):

∂ j f n
i =

∫
φ0+nT

φ0

∂ j
Bi

Bφ
dφ =

∫
φ0+nT

φ0

∂ jBi

Bφ
− Bi

(Bφ )2 ∂ jBφ dφ

(8)
starting with initial value ∂ j f n=0

i = δi j (Kronecker δ ), and
where the trajectory of integration is determined by the field
line itself, equation (3).

The above calculations are numerically implemented in the
pyoculus package51, freely available on Github.

B. properties of fixed points

The Jacobian of the field line map M defined in equation (4)
describes the structure of the map around fixed points. The
Poincaré map must be measure preserving, which at a fixed
point means that Det(M) = 1. Hence M∈ SL2(R), the special
linear group of order 2 over the reals52,53.

The structure of SL2(R) is well known54, and consists of
three subsets that act as distinct linear transformations of the
plane:

• elliptic elements: Points around the fixed point are
mapped on trajectories that form invariant ellipses.

• parabolic elements: shear mappings, where the point is
part of a line of points that are fixed, and points on either
side of the line are mapped in opposite directions.

• hyperbolic elements: points in the vicinity of the fixed
point are mapped along hyperbolic trajectories.

Points where Tr(M) > 2 are hyperbolic elements. The
eigenvalues of the matrix M (solutions to the characteristic
equation λ±=

(
Tr(M)±

√
Tr(M)2 −4

)
/2 ) are both real and

positive, and because Det(M) = 1 =⇒ λ1λ2 = 1 we can say
without loss of generality λ1 > 1 and λ2 < 1. The eigenvec-
tor corresponding to λ1 we call v1 or the unstable eigenvec-
tor, and the eigenvector corresponding to λ2 we call v2, or

the stable eigenvector. By equation (4) the eigenvectors cor-
respond with directions relative to the fixed point in which
points are mapped further away from, respectively closer to
the fixed point. This defines the two asymptotic directions
that give nearby trajectories a characteristic x-shape and in fu-
sion literature such points are called x-points (elliptic points
conversely are called o-points).

The set of all trajectories that asymptotically approach a hy-
perbolic point ({x| limm→∞ f nm(x) = x0}) are called the stable
manifold. In the linear region around the fixed point (where
eq. (4) holds), the manifold is the span of v2, as the less-than
unity eigenvalue implies that points get mapped closer, but the
manifold extends much further as will be discussed in the next
section. The set of trajectories that asymptotically leave the
fixed point, or conversely, whose limit {x| limm→−∞ f nm(x) =
x0 are called the unstable manifold, which starts off in the lin-
ear regime as the span of v1. Since plasma can follow the
field lines in both directions, heat and plasma can be trans-
ported both towards and away from the hyperbolic fixed point
along both manifolds.

IV. ITERATED TWO-DIMENSIONAL MAPS:
CALCULATING MANIFOLDS.

In this section we will use two-dimensional iterated maps
to illustrate the stable and unstable manifold, and transport
through a resonance zone. We will use the Tokamap, a class
of maps developed specifically to describe fusion magnetic
fields47. First we will describe the map itself and how it is
calculated. Next we will locate fixed points of this map, and
the manifolds associated with them. Finally we will describe
how the intersections of these manifolds determine transport
through the system via the ‘turnstile’ mechanism.

The Tokamap has the form:

f (ψν ,ϑν) = (ψν+1,ϑν+1)

(9)

ψν+1 =
1
2

[
P(ψν ,ϑν)+

√
P(ψν ,ϑν)2 +4ψν

]
,

(10)

ϑν+1 = ϑν +W (ψν+1)−
K

(2π)2
1

(1+ψν+1)2 cos(2πϑν).

(11)

Where K is a parameter determining a perturbation strength.
P is given by:

P(ψν ,ϑν) = ψν −1− K
2π

sin(2πϑν) (12)

and W (ψν+1) determines the winding of the trajectories (the
change in ϑ at a given ψ , which in the unperturbed case cor-
responds to the rotational transform of the field lines). We
choose a monotonically increasing W given by:

W (ψ) = w0
4 (2−ψ)(2−2ψ +ψ

2). (13)
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W has a minimum value of w0 at ψ0. The parameters ψ and
ϑ are easily identifiable with the variables to describe fusion
fields: respectively, the flux label ψp, which acts as a radial co-
ordinate, and the poloidal angle θ . Tokamaps have the desir-
able property that no trajectories pass through the line ψ = 0,
which in fusion devices corresponds to the magnetic axis.

We have plotted trajectories of the Tokamap in figure 2,
with the values K = 4.7 and w0 = 0.9. In the vicinity of ψ = 0
there is a region where trajectories close in ϑ , corresponding
to closed magnetic surfaces. The trajectories are given a gra-
dient in color starting with yellow at ψ = 0 and ϑ = 0.5 to
dark blue at ψ = 0.43, ϑ = 0. At larger ψ , we see trajectories
that do not close in ϑ , but form several discrete circles. These
trajectories are analogous to magnetic islands. The amount of
chaotic trajectories in the field increases until a large period
3 island chain is seen, which forms the boundary to a very
chaotic field in which a period 5 island chain and a period 2
island chain are seen.

In such a chaotic region, trajectories explore large portions
of ψ , as is seen from the mixing of different colored trajecto-
ries. This can have the effect of mixing between hot (small ψ)
and cold (large ψ) regions in the plasma which is detrimental
to confinement. Even though there is mixing, we still see the
gradient of color from red to blue in the chaotic region, indi-
cating that only a fraction of the red field lines near the plasma
will mix in the blue regions further out.

The amount of field lines that is exchanged between the
region on one side of an island chain and the other side is im-
portant, because heat and particles are transported along these
trajectories. Where do the trajectories that pass through the
system end up on the wall?

To analyze this transport we first find the hyperbolic fixed
points of each of the island chains. For the period 3 island
chain, we use the Newton’s method in equation (7) applied to
the 3-map, with initial guess chosen by eye from the Poincaré
map. The three points on the period-3 hyperbolic trajectory
are marked with a black ’x’ in figure 2. Similarly we find and
mark the hyperbolic fixed points in the period 5 and period 2
orbits.

We calculate the manifolds of all hyperbolic points. First
we choose one of the n points of the periodic orbit, and eval-
uate the linearized mapping Mn and its eigenvectors. We
choose point a distance of 10−5 (using the Euclidean norm
on ψ,ϑ ) from the fixed point along the unstable eigenvector,
and evaluate the map of that point. After confirming that this
is in the linear regime, we choose 50 points logarithmically
spaced between the initial point and the mapped to point. We
then calculate the trajectories of these 50 distinct points for
12 applications of the n-map (12 was found to be a sufficient
number to illustrate the manifold). If v is an unstable eigen-
vector of M, then −v is as well, so we calculate the second
unstable manifold as well. Since the first point of this seg-
ment of points maps to the last, the result is a continuous line,
that starts straight but becomes more convoluted upon higher
iterates of the map. The result of this calculation are the un-
stable manifolds of of the x-points, shown in magenta.

We calculate the stable manifolds similarly using the stable
eigenvector and the backwards map. This results in the blue

lines show in figure 2.
In order to understand the chaotic transport of field lines

through an island chain, we take a zoomed-in look at a single
island indicated by the box in figure 2. Figure 3 shows the
two period-3 fixed points labeled x1

0 and x2
0 and the stable and

unstable manifolds associated with them. The area around the
island o-point, and bounded by the manifolds, is called the is-
land resonance zone (for the exact definition see55). Consider
the orange area labeled Σinner, on the bottom, defined by the
intersections of the inner manifolds. If we apply the forward
map f 3n(Σinner), it is mapped to the to the red areas, and when
we apply the backwards map, it is mapped to the yellow areas.

It is clear to see that the yellow area starts outside of the
resonance zone, but upon several mappings it becomes the
red area, which is clearly inside the resonance zone. There
is an identical area that is mapped from inside the resonance
zone out. Because this acts like a ‘gate’ that exchanges a
fixed amount of trajectories upon each mapping, it is called
the turnstile after the gates that limit the flux of persons in and
out of buildings. See Meiss 55 for a more detailed explanation.

Once a trajectory has entered the resonance zone through
the inner turnstile, if it is to pass out of it again, and reach
the chaotic region beyond the island chain, it must again pass
through a turnstile, this time defined by the intersections of the
outer manifolds. This is indicated with the progression from
green via cyan to blue. If a divertor is placed intersecting the
resonance zone, transport from the plasma to this divertor is
determined predominantly by the turnstile area on the inner
connection.

The two manifolds intersect each other along two trajecto-
ries which are called the heteroclinic orbits. Since they are
in both the unstable manifold of fixed point 1, and the stable
manifold of fixed point 2, limn→∞ f n = x1

0 and limn→−∞ f n =

x2
0. These orbits must be located in order to define the sections

of the manifold that bound a turnstile lobe.

A. locating homo- and heteroclinic orbits

Locating the heteroclinic orbits can be done by computing
the complete manifolds, and locating their intersections. Cal-
culating the manifolds is a relatively computationally costly
endeavor, as it requires integrating a large number of trajec-
tories for many iterations. For iterated maps this is not an
issue, but if the map is calculated by the numerical integra-
tion of trajectories, the computational cost can be significant.
Therefore, we implement an algorithm to find these hetero-
clinic orbits directly with many fewer required integrations.

We locate a heteroclinc trajectory that starts at x1
0, and has

its limit at x2
0, as illustrated in figure 3. To calculate the het-

eroclinic trajectory of the inner manifolds, we must integrate
along the unstable manifold from x1

0, and along the stable of
x2

0. To locate this trajectory, we start with a random point in
the linear regime along the unstable eigenvector (defined in
sec. III) of fixed point 1,

xu = x1
0 + εu ·v1

u (14)
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FIG. 2. Trajectories of a Tokamap configuration, showing an inner region of mostly closed surfaces, bordered by a chaotic region in which
transport is determined by field structures surrounding large resonances. 80 trajectories are calculated for 5000 iterations each. The hyperbolic
fixed points of the period 3, period 5 and period 2 island are shown in black. The manifolds of these hyperbolic fixed points are shown in blue
(for the stable manifolds) and magenta (for the unstable fixed point).

(here the superscript denotes the fixed point label). We choose
εu small enough to be in the linear regime, here 10−6, and
we then compute f mnmap,u(xu), where m = 3 is the order of
the fixed point, and nmap,u is the number of times this initial
unstable point is mapped back to the same intersection.

Next we choose a similar point in the stable manifold of
fixed point 2:

xs = x2
0 + εs ·v2

s (15)

and calculate f−m·nmap,s(xs).
If xs and xu are heteroclinic points, then f m·nmap,s(xu) =

f−m·nmap,u(xu), but this is unlikely to be the case for an ini-
tial guess. We therefore minimize the components of:

∆ = f m·nmap,u(x1
0 + εu ·v1

u)− f−m·nmap,s(x2
0 + εs ·v2

s ). (16)

This gives a system with two variables (εs and εu) and two
constraints (∆ψ and ∆ϑ ), which is solved using a standard
root-finding method hybrj implemented in scipy.

We choose nmap,s = nmap,u = 8 for both the stable and the
unstable manifold integration, and the values of εs,u are ini-
tially set to 10−6. The root-finding converges resulting in a
heteroclinic trajectory with 16 points. There are at least two
heteroclinic trajectories (one where the stable manifold inter-
sects the unstable in the positive, the other in the negative).
To find the other heteroclinic orbit, we perform a new search
with nmap,s = 8 for the stable trajectory and nmap,u = 7, and
an initial guess for εs,u halfway between the first and second
point of the heteroclinic trajectory that is already found. This
converges to a second heteroclinic trajectory. The heteroclinic
trajectories thus found are shown in figure 3 as the blue points.

The turnstiles appear at the intersection between stable and
unstable manifolds. In the case above, these manifolds origi-
nated from different fixed points, but it is equally possible to
perform the calculations on manifolds that originate from the
same fixed point. In that case we are considering an homi-
clinic intersection, and the trajectories are called homoclinic
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FIG. 3. Illustration of transport through the barrier created by the first period 3 island chain in the Tokamap. Trajectories enter the zone
around the island through a ’turnstile’ created by the intersecting manifolds on the inner heteroclinic connection. The orange set labeled
Σinner originates from the plasma region (yellow areas), and is mapped forwards into the region around the island (red areas). There is an
equivalent set that is mapped from the island zone into the plasma zone. The two fixed points from whence the manifolds originate are labeled
x1

0 and x2
0, and their two eigenvectors that are used to calculate the inner heteroclinic orbits are shown by the red (blue) arrows labeled v1

u (v2
s )

respectively. The heteroclinic orbits on the intersections of the manifolds are shown with blue dots. The transport away from the island is
governed by another turnstile illustrated with the cyan area, whose backwards map is shown in green, and forwards map in blue.

trajectories. The method of locating homoclinic points is iden-
tical if x1

0 = x2
0.

V. CHAOTIC TRANSPORT IN A PERTURBED
TOKAMAK

In this section, we will analyze chaotic transport in a
tokamak-like field that has been perturbed. We will first de-
scribe the analytical expressions used to calculate an axisym-
metric, tokamak-like field and analytical perturbations to it.
We calculate the manifolds in this perturbed system and de-
scribe an algorithm to find the homoclinic orbits, the inter-
sections of these manifolds. Using the homoclinic orbits, we
describe an efficient algorithm to calculate the turnstile area

using an action principle by MacKay, Meiss and Percival33.
In a three-dimensional field, the fast-evaluating function

such as (9), is replaced by an expensive integration of the tra-
jectory as in (1). Though the variables (ψ,ϑ) are replaced
with (R,Z), all of the discussed algorithms remain the same.
We will start with a axisymmetric field, that resembles the
configuration in a tokamak. Calculation of the manifolds in
tokamak geometry has been studied theoretically by Punjabi
and Boozer 6 , Wei and Liang 56 , and their signatures have been
shown in experiments19. Here we build upon this work by
implementing our efficient method of calculating the turnstile
area, and hence a measure for the degree of chaos and stochas-
tic transport.

We create an analytical toy model that resembles the field
in a tokamak fusion reactor. A general expression for such a
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field is:

Bcircular =
1
R

∂ψ

∂Z
R̂+

1
R

∂ψ

∂R
Ẑ +Bφ

φ̂ (17)

Where ψ is a flux surface label, and is related to the φ compo-
nent of the vector potential through ψ = R2Aφ . We choose ψ

such that the field lies on concentric nested circular tori cen-
tered on (R0,Z0):

ψ(R,Z) = (R−R0)
2 +(Z −Z0)

2 = ρ
2 (18)

And define our toroidal field as:

Bφ = 2
√

R2 −ρ2(qa +
s
2

ρ
2)/R2 (19)

which is chosen such as to give a simple expression for the
rotational transform ı or its inverse, q = 1/ı which is more
often used in tokamak physics:

1
ı(ρ)

= q(ρ) = qa +
s
2

ρ
2. (20)

The toroidal field Bφ (eq. (19)) is written in terms of a vector
potential which is given in the appendix.

In a tokamak, a hyperbolic point is created by a circular
separatrix coil underneath or above (or both) the plasma, car-
rying a current in the same direction as the plasma current.
We calculate this field using the analytical expressions for a
circular current loop given in57. The vector potential for such
a loop with radius Rl and positioned horizontally at Z = Zl is
given by:

µ0

4π

4IRl

βR

(
(2− k2)K(k2)−2E(k2)

k2

)
. (21)

Here K and E are the complete elliptic integral of the first and
second kind respectively, α2 = (Rl −R)2 +(Z − Zl)

2, β 2 =
(Rl +R)2 +(Z −Zl)

2, and k = 1−α2/β 2.
Equations (17) and (21) are implemented numerically in

terms of their respective vector potentials, and the magnetic
field is calculated through B = ∇×A using automatic differ-
entiation provided by JAX58. We choose R0 = 6, qa = 1.16,
s = 1.2 for the axisymmetric field, and for the separatrix coil
we choose Rl = 6, Zl =−5.5, I = 10π/µ0. The resultant field
is integrated numerically, and a Poincaré section is shown in
figure 4 (a). The fixed points of the 1-map of this field are
also located, using an initial guess found manually, and these
are the magnetic axis shown with a blue dot, the location of
the separatrix coil shown with a red square, and a hyperbolic
x-point in between, shown with an orange cross.

Because the fields given by equations (17) and (21) are ax-
isymmetric, the resultant Poincaré section in fig. 4 (a) does
not exhibit any chaos, and there are no turnstiles. Now we
add a perturbation that depends on the toroidal angle φ with
the form:

Aφ

pert = f(ρ)cos(nφ +φ0)cos(mθ +θ0) (22)

where φ is the usual toroidal angle and θ is the poloidal angle;
tan(θ) = (Z −Z0)/(R−R0) (with (R0,Z0) the location of the

magnetic axis, blue circle in fig. 4 (a)). The radial distribution
f(ρ) of the perturbation can have any form, we choose one
that places the perturbation smoothly everywhere in the con-
figuration by using a Maxwell-Boltzmann probability density
function with distribution parameter d:

f(ρ,d) =

√
2√
π

ρ2

d3 e
−ρ2

2d2 (23)

From this we calculate

Bpert = ∇×Apert (24)

Bpert lies in the R,Z-plane, and is tangent to contours of
constant R2Aφ

pert. The perturbation field oscillates m times in
one R,Z-plane, and this pattern rotates n times as the toroidal
angle goes from 0 to 2π . We choose φ0 = 0, θ0 = 0, distribu-
tion width d = 2, and mode numbers m = 6 and n = 1. This is
shown in figure 4 (b).

When this perturbation is applied, the field becomes
chaotic, as is seen in figure 4 (b). Islands have opened up
on several magnetic surfaces, and the region around the sep-
aratrix surface has become chaotic. The x-point is no longer
clearly visible in the Poincaré section. Nevertheless, the fixed
point is still there, and it is found using the Newton method
described in section III A, and it is indicated with a orange
cross.

In section IV we considered a heteroclinic intersection,
where stable manifolds of one fixed point intersect with the
unstable manifolds of a second point in the same orbit, but
here, we can consider the simpler where the stable and un-
stable manifolds originate from the same point; a homoclinic
connection. We find the homoclinic trajectory in this inte-
grated map using the same algorithm as described in IV A,
and calculate the manifolds in the same way as described in
section IV. The results of this calculation are shown in figure 4
(b).

A. Turnstile area calculation

We will now describe an efficient algorithm to calculate the
turnstile flux Σturnstile. One could do this by calculating the
shape of the manifold between the two homoclinic orbits, and
integrating

∮
A ·dl over this boundary. This approach is used

in numerical solvers such as lober32.
When the trajectories are calculated by integrating field

lines in three dimensions, resolving the stable and unstable
manifolds between two homoclinic orbits can be computation-
ally expensive. One would first need to find the homoclinic
points (as can be done with the algorithm described in IV A),
and then integrate 50-100 trajectories between them.

Instead, MacKay, Meiss, and Percival 33 describe a simpler
method to calculate the turnstile area. For details, we refer the
reader to their paper, and the review on turnstiles by Meiss55.
Here we give only a brief description, and an intuitive expla-
nation of the method for the specific case of 1 1

2 D systems such
as magnetic fields. Their method is based on the Lagrangian
form λ calculated on homoclinic orbits. They show that if the
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 4. Poincaré section of the axisymmetric analytical field and the result of applying a perturbation. (a) Axisymmetric field Baxi with the
o-point of the main plasma in blue, the separatrix coil location indicated in red, and the x-point it creates identified by an orange cross. The
unstable and stable manifolds that enclose the plasma overlap, and are shown by a magenta and blue line respectively. (b) Effect of applying a
m = 6, n = 1 perturbation field. The direction the perturbation field is indicated by arrows located on the unperturbed separatrix and on a circle
in the plasma region. The perturbation creates islands inside the plasma region, and the formation of chaos around the separatrix. The stable
and unstable manifolds (magenta and blue respectively) no longer overlap. (c) safety factor q (inverse of rotational transform ı measured along
a horizontal line from the axis, in both the unperturbed (blue) and perturbed field (orange). The islands in the perturbed field correspond with
the regions of flat q at integer values of q.
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map is exact, λ = F(x,x′) which is one of the standard gener-
ating functions for canonical transformations. They go on to
show, for a homo (or hetero)clinic connection, which has two
homo (hetero)clinic trajectories, mt the minimax orbit and ht
the minimizing orbit, that the homoclinic lobe area can be cal-
culated directly from:

Σturnstile =
t=∞

∑
t=−∞

(λ (mt)−λ (ht)) (25)

In the case of magnetic fields, the Lagrangian form is can
be calculated by integrating the vector potential along the field
line:

λ (mt) =
∫

φ=nT

φ=0
A(x) ·dl. (26)

where the integration is along the field line, it is started at x =
mt−1 and the vector potential is evaluated on each point of the
field line as it is evolved simultaneously with the calculation
of eq. (26).

It seems rather remarkable that the computation of a com-
plicated area in phase space can be performed by the simple
summation (equation (25)) of action integrals (equation (26)).
Though the formulation by MacKay, Meiss, and Percival 33

in terms of Lagrangian forms and area forms holds in any di-
mension, in the case of a three-dimensional flow and a two-
dimensional map, this formula has an intuitive explanation.

Figure 5 illustrates how the calculation of the turnstile lobe
can be understood. To calculate the flux through the dark gray
shaded area, which without loss of generality we label the n-th
occurrence of the lobe, one can use Stokes’ theorem and inte-
grate the vector potential A over γn, a section of the unstable
manifold, and τn, a section of the stable manifold:

Σturnstile =
∫

τn

A ·dl +
∫

γn

A ·dl (27)

We can now shift the integral over γn by transporting the entire
curve backward along the field lines. As this does not change
the flux through the area, because the transport is along the
field, the result should be identical, and we only need to add
the contribution of

∫
A · dl along the endpoints, which move

along the trajectories ζn−1 and ξn−1. We transport the path γn
all the way back 2pi, until it reaches the same section. This
integral now becomes:

Σturnstile =
∫

τn

A ·dl +
∫

ξ n−1
A ·dl +

∫
γn−1

A ·dl −
∫

ζn−1

A ·dl

(28)

=
∫

γ1

A ·dl +λ (mn)+
∫

γ1

A ·dl −λ (hn). (29)

We can repeat this process, shifting the integration over the
stable manifold to γn+2, γn+3, etc, until it is so close to the
fixed point that it tends to zero, and all that is left is a sum
over the action integrals.

We do the same with the integral over the stable manifold
section τn, replacing it with action integrals moving it to the

FIG. 5. Illustration of the calculation of a turnstile area. The area
Σn shown in gray is bounded by turnstile sections γn and τn between
homoclinic points hn and mn, is given by the integral of the vector
potential over the curve τn ∪−γn. This integral can be modified to
run over τn ∪ζn ∪ γn−1 ∪ξn −1. This can be repeated until γn−i is in
the linear regime of the fixed point. Similarly the integration over τn
can be moved forward to τn+ j in the linear regime of the stable mani-
fold. (bottom): illustration of the turnstile area calculation where the
intersecting manifolds have been laid flat.

section connecting τn+1, τn+2 and so forth, until also this con-
tribution shrinks, and we are left with equation (26).

Instead of integrating the vector potential over two curve
segments, whose geometry has to be found by integrating
many trajectories, we can instead identify two specific trajec-
tories along which to integrate the vector potential. One issue
in the practical application of equation (26) is when to termi-
nate the sum. In practice only about 10 applications of the
map suffice to bring a point from the linear regime of the un-
stable manifold into the linear regime of the stable manifold.
Increasing the number of points in the homoclinic trajecto-
ries will make the sum converge, but at a large computational
cost. Instead, when we are in the linear regime, we can close
the sum by evaluating

∫
A ·dl along the straight line connect-

ing the homoclinic points in the linear regime near the fixed
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point.
We now use this algorithm to compare the effects of varying

the perturbation mode numbers and perturbation amplitude on
the turnstile area in the tokamak toy model equilibrium. To
compare different perturbations, we normalize the perturba-
tion strength the axisymmetric field strength, by evaluating
the maximum of |Bpert|/|Baxi| on the unperturbed separatrix.
Poincaré sections at three amplitudes, for the mode numbers
m = 2,4,7,9 (n always 1) are shown in figure 6 (a). All per-
turbations create chaotic regions, but the perturbations with
lower m create more chaos in the core. The rotational trans-
form crosses the rational values m/1 for those m < 7 and the
mode couples with resonant surfaces there.

The size of the turnstile area as a function of the mode num-
ber is shown in figure 6 (b), The area scales approximately
linearly with the applied perturbation, though some modes
show nonlinearity at high amplitudes. Gaps in the graphs are
caused by the failure of the algorithm, which occurs sporadi-
cally, and is observed to happen when the manifolds are close
to intersecting in additional locations, as can be seen close to
happening in the bottom row of panel a). Despite these few
failures, the method is able to calculate turnstile areas over a
large range of perturbation amplitudes, and at the maximum
applied perturbations the perturbation field is is around 15% of
the unperturbed field strength. We thus have a reliable method
to evaluate the turnstile area over a broad range of perturba-
tion amplitudes, from nearly integrable fields, to moderately
chaotic fields up to almost completely chaotic fields.

Different perturbations are more or less effective at cre-
ating chaotic transport on the separatrix. To compare this,
we plot the turnstile area at a fixed perturbation amplitude of
max

(
|Bpert|
|Baxi|

)
= 0.0040 for all different modes. This is shown

in figure 6 (c).
Understanding which modes are most effective at creating

chaos in fields is an important and long-standing area of re-
search in tokamak physics, where so-called Resonant Mag-
netic Perturbation (RMP)15 coils are placed around the ves-
sel to create a chaotic edge. Computing the lobe structures
is key to predicting the heat footprints on divertor targets59.
We expect that the turnstile area calculation could be an ef-
fective tool in designing RMP fields. Furthermore, given the
potential risk posed by runaway electrons for future tokamak
experiments, there is a big effort in studying mitigation meth-
ods, and one proposal are Passive Runaway Electron Mitiga-
tion Coil (PREMCs)60. Here a shaped coil is placed near the
vessel, and the current induced in it by the abrupt changes in
flux brought on by the disruptive events preceding the forma-
tion of a dangerous beam of near-relativistic electrons, will
induce a current in the coil which creates chaos in the field,
disrupting the beam. Such a coil could be optimized to create
maximum chaotic field at desired locations.

VI. TRANSPORT IN THE STELLARATOR EDGE

We finally turn our attention again to stellarator fields, and
in this section we will analyze magnetic island structures oc-

curring at the edge of stellarator configurations. We will first
analyze two configurations from the QUASR database35,36 of
stellarator configurations. We will use these configurations to
verify the turnstile area calculation. We show that in general,
the turnstile areas are larger on the outside (coil-facing) man-
ifolds, and smaller on the inside (plasma-facing) side. Finally
we will analyze a specific configuration of the W7-X stellara-
tor called GYM+1750, and show how the structures in the
connection length are caused by the manifolds.

Whereas the toy model fields were given by analytical ex-
pressions, the fields in stellarators are generated by a set of
coils. The coils are modeled as current-carrying filaments
from which the field is calculated using the Biot-Savart in-
tegral. The coils can be represented in different ways, but
we use any of representations provided by the simsopt61

stellarator optimization suite which are based on a Fourier
representation to describe the curve. See the documentation
of simsopt for the implementations. simsopt also contains
optimized routines to evaluate the Biot-Savart integral (equa-
tion (2)) and vector potential, as well as derivatives thereof.
pyoculus has been augmented with an interface to simsopt,
such that the field generated by the coils can be used in equa-
tion (3) to define the field line map.

A. Turnstile area in fields from the QUASR database

The QUASR database currently contains over
370,000 quasi-axisymmetric stellarator configura-
tions35,36. The entire database can be browsed inter-
actively https://quasr.flatironinstitute.org/, and contains
configurations with different numbers of coils, field periods
and types of symmetry. Each configuration is defined by a set
of coils (and their currents) that produce a quasisymmetric
vacuum magnetic field, and a set of toroidal surfaces that were
targeted in the optimization. The coils can be downloaded
in the format used by simsopt. Though the agreement
between the field and the surfaces was one of the targets in the
optimization, this agreement is not always perfect, and many
configurations do contain islands, especially if the rotational
transform reaches a rational value on the outer surfaces, close
to the coils.

We focus on one specific QUASR configuration with iden-
tifier 242612, which is a four field period device with only
eight coils in total. The rotational transform starts below 1,
and monotonically increases to a value of around 1 at the edge.
We plot the coils and the field strength a surface of the config-
uration in Figure 7 (a)-(b). The coils are indicated with gray
curves, and a magnetic surface of the configuration is shown,
colored by the magnitude of the magnetic field on the surface.

The Poincaré section of the field, shown in figure 7 (c),
shows a few islands in the core, and a large 4/4 island chain
at the edge, which is surrounded by a chaotic region. This
stellarator configuration thus resembles a conventional stel-
larator with an island divertor like W7-X, except optimized
for quasisymmetry instead of quasi-omnigeneity. One inter-
esting feature of this configuration is that the resonance in the
edge has itself bifurcated, resulting in two elliptic fixed points

https://quasr.flatironinstitute.org/
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 6. The effect of perturbations on the turnstile area using the same axisymmetric field as in figure 4. (a): Each column has a different
poloidal mode number m, and each row has a different amplitude of the perturbation. Different mode numbers affect the field and chaotic
transport differently. Low m mode numbers are resonant with the surfaces inside, and create chaotic fields throughout the volume. (b): Turnstile
area vs perturbation amplitude. The response to perturbation is mostly linear, but can act nonlinearly at very high amplitudes. Gaps are caused
when the calculation fails. (c): Turnstile area at fixed perturbation amplitude of max

(
|Bpert|
|Baxi|

)
= 0.004. For a given perturbation amplitude the

m = 4 perturbation creates the largest Σturnstile, followed by the m = 6 mode.

Manifold Turnstile Area (in) Turnstile Area (out)
manifolds 9/10 6.3879 ·10−12 3.7425 ·10−12

surrounding heteroclinic manifolds 9.1613 ·10−07 3.4471 ·10−05

island homoclinic manifolds (left/right) 1.3626 ·10−06 1.3627 ·10−06

TABLE I. Turnstile areas of select resonances in the QUASR 242612
configuration.

shown in light and dark green, and a hyperbolic point in be-
tween.

We calculate the manifolds, heteroclinic points, and turn-
stiles for both the inner and outer heteroclinic connections in
the 9/10 and 4/4 resonances, as well as the period four homo-
clinic connections (since here there is no inner or outer, we
label these left and right). The results of this are presented in
table I.

B. Turnstile area calculation verification

We verify the turnstile area calculation using the field of the
QUASR 242612 configuration and the manifold on the outer
heteroclinic connection of the 4/4 outermost resonance zone.
First we calculate the area using a simple triangle approxima-
tion, by approximating the turnstile lobe with a simple trian-
gle. The chosen triangle does not exactly match the lobe, but it
is chosen such that it roughly agrees. This very crude approx-
imation is shown with the solid black lines in figure 8, and the
triangle has a basis length of b = 0.02312m, and a height of
h = 0.00651m resulting in an area of 7.5264 ·10−5m2.

We next use a more robust method, where we resolve the
turnstile lobe using 40 trajectories between the heteroclinic
orbits. We calculate the area using Gauss’s area formula (also
known as the shoelace algorithm) which gives the area en-
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(a)

(b)

(c) (d)

(e)

FIG. 7. Analysis of QUASR configuration 242612. (a), (b): Coils and a magnetic surface of the configuration colored by the magnetic field
strength. (c): Poincaré section at φ = 0 plane, including the manifolds of the 9/10 island chain and the outer 4/4 island chain, as well as
manifolds around the hyperbolic point inside of the 4/4 island chain. (d): zoom in of the turnstiles around the edge 4/4 island. (e): rotational
transform profile calculated along the midplane.

closed by a polygon determined by points xi,yi by:

Σ =
1
2

n

∑
i=1

yi (xi−1 − xi+1) (30)

This method is also used in the code lober32 to evaluate
the area between manifolds. The result of this calculation is
shown in table II.

The turnstile calculation returns the amount of flux through
the lobe in [T m2]. In order to get an area, we divide by the
field strength in the lobe. We evaluate the toroidal field at the
geometrical center of the lobe points, indicated with the red
dot in figure 8. The field strength here is 0.4759, resulting in
a very similar area.

The last verification is to directly calculate
∮

lobe A · dl over
the boundary of the lobe by a simple Riemannian sum over the
segments of the lobes. The four different calculations show
good correspondence, with the crude triangle approximation
of course being the least accurate with an error of about 4%,
with the Biot-Savart evaluation on the boundary having a rela-

tive difference of about 5 ·10−4 and the shoelace area formula
a relative difference of 10−5.

C. QUASR 229079

We next analyze the structures in the edge of QUASR con-
figuration 229079. This is a three field-period quasi axisym-
metric stellarator with 18 coils and a low rotational trans-
form. The coils and a flux surface of this configuration are
shown in figure 9 (a)-(b). This configuration is rather com-
pact, and has strongly shaped ridges on the inboard side of
the tori which create rotational transform, very similar to the
configurations generated by Plunk 62 through a perturbative
modification of axisymmetric equilibria. Configurations such
as this, though not explicitly optimized for, are common in
the QUASR database among the high aspect-ratio low rota-
tional transform configurations. Henneberg and Plunk 63 have
investigated the potential of such configurations as a reactor
dubbed the ’Compact Stellarator-tokamak hybrid’.
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triangle area [m2] Shoelace area [m2] Σturnstile [m2 ·T ] Σturnstile/Bφ

center
∮

boundary A ·dl
7.5264 ·10−05 7.2437 ·10−05 3.4471 ·10−05 7.2436 ·10−05 3.4444 ·10−05

TABLE II. The turnstile area of the outer heteroclinc connection in the QUASR 242612 stellarator calculated by four different methods.

FIG. 8. Verification of the action-principle based turnstile area com-
putation against geometrical and direct computation. The triangle
used for approximating the area is shown in black lines, the points
used for calculating the area and integral of the vector potential are
shown on the right lobe.

In the Poincaré plot of this configuration we see closed
nested surfaces in the center, with an occasional island, but
further out the field becomes more and more chaotic. The in-
nermost island chain for which we calculate manifolds, is a
period-doubled 6/16 island chain, shown in blues and purples.
After that there is little discernible structure in the Poincaré
plot. Nevertheless, there are many fixed points in this region.

In this chaotic region, we can still calculate the approximate
rotational transform profile. We do this by only integrating
for 20 field periods, and finding the average angle a field line
rotates around the axis for this number of mappings. This
is shown in figure 9 (e). We also plot the rational numbers
corresponding with specific rationals.

Even though the field outside the 6/16 resonance is com-
pletely chaotic, we can still find hyperbolic fixed points asso-
ciated with the crossed resonances, and we can calculate their
manifolds and turnstile areas. Figure 9 (d) shows a zoom in
to these manifolds, with only one occurrence of each colored.
We see the turnstile area increase significantly with respect to
the size of the resonance zone from each resonance zone to
the next. This is quantified in table III. We again observe that
the turnstile area is larger on the outboard side of the configu-
ration.

We can see that in the first island chains are clearly dis-
tinguishable, and separate, with a small turnstile area relative
to the resonance zone area. In such a region, individual is-
land chains act as partial barriers, and field lines must thread
through two small turnstiles, both on the inboard and on the

Manifold Turnstile Area (in) Turnstile Area (out)
manifolds 6/15 a 5.8090 ·10−07 2.5502 ·10−06

manifolds 6/15 b 5.2863 ·10−10 4.4831 ·10−10

manifolds 3/9 3.6184 ·10−05 7.3541 ·10−05

manifolds 3/10 1.3430 ·10−04 2.1494 ·10−04

manifolds 3/11 2.5547 ·10−04 3.7709 ·10−04

TABLE III. Turnstile areas of select resonances in the QUASR
229079 configuration.

outboard side of the chain to pass through. As one moves fur-
ther and further into the chaotic region, the manifolds of sub-
sequent island chains start to align, they become large with
respect to the resonance zone area. In this case there is a large
exchange of flux between one side of the island and the other.
We also see that the turnstile on one periodic orbit has a large
overlap with the turnstile on the next periodic orbit. In this
regime, the resonances do not act as barriers at all, and field
lines can pass from one resonance zone to the next in a few
mappings. We speculate that the onset of turnstile overlap
between neighboring resonances can cause a change in the
character of the transport.

It is also interesting to note that the rotational transform
profile seems to increase towards the very edge of the region
where the field line map can be calculated, and crosses the
3/12 resonance a second time. This indicates that there are
nontwist map dynamics45 at play in this outermost chaotic re-
gion. We can even locate the periodic orbit associated with
the 3/12 resonance in this very edge of the configuration, but
because this region is close to the coils, many of the field lines
here do not make a full orbit, and the manifolds cannot be
calculated.

D. Turnstile area in the chaotic low-iota configurations in
the W7-X stellarator

Finally we will use the tools to calculate the turnstile area
in configurations of the Wendelstein 7-X (W7-X) stellarator.
W7-X was optimized for neoclassical transport and low boot-
strap current. It is therefore said to be a quasi-isodynamic
stellarator. W7-X has already shattered the records for stel-
larator field accuracy64, stellarator fusion triple product65, and
stellarator confinement21.

W7-X is a five field period device that creates the magnetic
field with a total of 70 main coils66 that generate the field. Per
half-field period, there are 5 unique modular coils, that have
complicated shapes and two planar coils. The coil configura-
tion and the shape for the plasma region is shown in figure 10
(b). These are copied around the device according to stellara-
tor symmetry and field periodicity to produce the full coil set.
The power supplies to these superconducting coils are con-
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d) (e)

FIG. 9. Analysis of QUASR configuration 229097. (a), (b): Coils and a magnetic surface of the configuration colored by the magnetic field
strength. (c): Poincaré section at φ = 0 plane, showing an ordered center surrounded by a large chaotic region that contains many high-order
resonances. The manifolds associated with the 6/16 (light blue/blue and violet/purple), 3/9 (light-/dark green), 3/10 (yellow/orange) , and 3/11
(pink/fuchsia) are shown, as well as the fixed points of a 3/12 chain in pink. (d): zoom in of the interacting turnstiles in the chaotic edge, with
only the manifolds around a single island resonance zone colored. (e): rotational transform profile calculated along the midplane.

nected according to this symmetry, but the current in each of
these 7 unique coil groups can be set separately.

When the modular coils carry their design current of 1.62
MA each, and there is no current in the planar coils, the stel-
larator generates the standard configuration. This configura-
tion has a large volume of closed flux surfaces, that is termi-
nated with a large 5/5 island chain that acts as a divertor and
determines the strikepoints of the plasma on the PFCs (and the
location of heat loading).

One of the design goals for W7-X was also its versatil-
ity as a research reactor, and different configurations can be
achieved by changing the currents in the coils. The strongly
shaped modular coils create the intricately shaped and twisted
magnetic field, whereas the modular coils are so oriented as
to provide a field along the axis without any additional shap-
ing. By running a current to the planar coils which opposes
the toroidal field, an increase of twist is achieved resulting in
a configuration with higher rotational transform.

When the current in the modular coils is set to Imodular =

1.1095MA, and the current in the planar coils is Iplanar =

− 1
3 Imodular ≃ −0.3661MA, we get a configuration where the

rotational transform in the edge is ı= 1.25. A Poincaré section
of this field is shown in figure 10 (d), and the resultant rota-
tional transform profile is shown in figure 10 (c). This config-
uration is called GYM00-1750 and is studied in the context of
nonresonant divertors. One of the interesting features of this
configuration is that the edge of the field is chaotic, which has
led to its study in the context of nonresonant divertors5,26.

One method that is often employed to design divertors is
to analyze the connection length in the divertor region, with
tools such as EMC3-Lite. The EMC3-Lite code is capable of
calculating heat loads on plasma-facing components (PFCs)
and PFC-to-PFC connection lengths for a given magnetic field
and PFC arrangement2. For both, it relies on following Monte
Carlo particles (which either simply follow magnetic field
lines or take a random walk to imitate anisotropic diffusion),
which are tracked on a field-aligned grid (for more details on
the grid scheme see67). The PFC-to-PFC connection length
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(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 10. The W7-X GYM00+1750 configuration. (a): Connection length plot showing the minimum distance (both forwards and backwards
along field lines) to the PFCs. Overlaid are the unstable (stable) manifolds of the 5/4 island chain in white (orange). The features in the
connection length plot correlate strongly with the manifolds of the outer heteroclinic connection. The inner heteroclinic connection has an
small turnstile area compared to the outer heteroclinic connection. (b): Modular coils (white) and planar coils (blue) of the W7-X stellarator,
as well as a magnetic surface, colored by the magnetic field strength on it. (c): Rotational transform in the GYM configuration. (d): Poincaré
section of the full φ = 0 cross section, showing nested surfaces inside and a very chaotic edge.

Lc is specific to each field line and is not recorded, but the
grid cell-averaged connection length < Lc > is calculated and
recorded, and is useful for revealing the structure of the mag-
netic field and predicting regions of heat loading on PFCs (see
for example2,68). < Lc > is calculated by tracing Monte Carlo
particles both forwards and backwards along the field until
they intersect a PFC. The connection length of this field line
contributes to all grid cells it passes through, and < Lc > for a
given cell is the arithmetic mean of Lc of all unique field lines
passing through the cell. The cell in which each magnetic field
line is initialized is selected to ensure that each cell contains
at least nmin unique trajectories. The location of an initialised
field line in a cell is uniformly random. An upper cutoff Lc,max
is applied to each field line, since field lines which do not in-
tersect a PFC (intact surfaces around island O-points, for ex-
ample) would otherwise be traced indefinitely. In the result
presented here we select nmin = 100 and Lc,max = 104 meters.
The grid resolution used here is 480 points in the radial direc-
tion and 1025 points in the poloidal direction. This is several
times larger than is typically required for heat deposition cal-
culations but is used here to show the fine structure emerging
from the magnetic chaos.

The connection length in the island region is plotted in fig-
ure 10 (a), and shows a remarkable pattern of alternating long
connection length and short connection length regions. The
manifolds of the outer heteroclinic connection are also shown
on this plot, and there is a strong correlation between the two.
We attribute the small discrepancies between the two do dif-
ferences in the integrator and coil representation.

The turnstile mechanism helps to explain how this pattern

comes about: the region that is not in the turnstile, but is close
to the island, will not be mapped out of the island resonance
zone in the first many mappings, and has a large connection
length. One needs to be in a turnstile to have a low < Lc >,
but since it measures PFC to PFC connection length, only be-
ing in one turnstile is not sufficient. We therefore see a lattice
of alternating long and short connection length, caused by tra-
jectories that are in both turnstiles alternating with trajectories
that are only in one, in an ever repeating pattern that Poincaré
dubbed a ’trellis’27, made visible in our analysis of the stel-
larator divertor!

Just like the QUASR configurations, we again see that the
turnstile area on the outer heteroclinic connection is much
larger than the turnstile on the inner heteroclinic connection.
The oscillations of the inner manifold are not visible at all
at this scale of magnification. Heat and particles that cross
the inner separatrix is channeled along the stable (unstable)
manifold, where the above-mentioned trellis structure deter-
mines which trajectories eventually intersect the wall. The
chaos originating from the turnstile on this outer heteroclinic
connection is interesting to study, and is likely to affect the
locations where the plasma intersects the wall, but the rate of
transport into this region due to chaos in the field is very low
due to the small inner turnstile area.

We have seen in all the stellarator configurations, that on
each resonance the turnstile on the outer heteroclinic connec-
tion is significantly larger than the turnstile on the inner het-
eroclinic connection. This is likely because the perturbations
that induce the chaos are in part due to ripple effects caused
by the finite number of discrete coils. The field lines of the
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outer turnstile pass much closer to these coils, and are more
strongly affected by this ripple.

In terms of stellarator divertor design, it would be inter-
esting to understand if this feature is unavoidable, or just a
feature of the configurations analyzed. In other words, would
it be possible to generate a field with coils, where the turn-
stile on the inner separatrix is large, potentially larger than
that of the outer separatrix? This would enhance the transport
from the plasma into the resonance zone at a controllable rate,
and would be interesting to contrast with configurations like
GYM00+1750 where the chaos is mostly caused by dynamics
originating on the outer manifolds.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have illustrated how to use fixed points of the magnetic
field line map to analyze chaos and transport in fusion reac-
tor magnetic fields. For this, we have adapted methods used
to analyze transport in Hamiltonian dynamical systems to the
specific case of analyzing magnetic connectivity in the edge
of fusion reactors, by exploiting the mathematical equiva-
lence between 1 1

2 dimensional Hamiltonian systems and mag-
netic field line flow in three dimensions. Specifically we have
implemented a calculation by Meiss 55 based on the action
principle to calculate the turnstile area, a direct measure for
chaotic transport across transport barriers formed by homo-
and heteroclinic connections. Such structures are intention-
ally created in the edge of fusion reactors to control the out-
flow of heat from the reactor to the PFCs. We have demon-
strated this calculation in the two-dimensional iterated map
(the Tokamap), in perturbed axisymmetric fields similar to the
tokamak fusion reactor, in fully three-dimensional stellarator
fields from the QUASR database and in chaotic configurations
of the W7-X fusion reactor.

We have adapted and optimized the calculation for the spe-
cific application to three-dimensional magnetic fields, where
the integration of field lines is a relatively costly operation.
With the analytical toy model we have shown how different
perturbations generate chaotic transport and increase the turn-
stile area. We have also shown that this calculation is capable
of resolving the turnstile area in a very large range of perturba-
tion amplitudes, from very nearly integrable fields, to almost
completely chaotic fields.

Transport through an island chain requires a trajectory (field
line) to pass through two different turnstiles one after another.
The inner turnstile governs passage from the plasma region
into the resonance zone, and the outer turnstile then deter-
mines passage into the outer chaotic region. If, as in most
devices, including the W7-X stellarator, the PFCs are placed
intersecting an edge island, the most important transport chan-
nel is likely to be through the inner turnstile, as in the island
region many trajectories quickly intersect a PFC. The calcu-
lations of turnstile area in the stellarator configurations show
that the outer turnstile area is much larger than the inner turn-
stile area in the observed configurations. This is likely due
to the perturbations due to coil ripple, and the outer mani-
fold passing closer to the coils. Though such fields may look

chaotic, the transport from the plasma to the PFCs is hardly
affected by chaos originating from the outer turnstile.

In a fusion reactor, field line flow is not the only factor de-
termining heat transport. It is true that heat conductivity along
field lines is several orders of magnitude higher than perpen-
dicular conductivity, but there are other processes that com-
pete. In stellarators there can be significant neoclassical trans-
port21, caused by the fact that particle orbits do not follow
field lines perfectly. In a stellarator field a significant frac-
tion of particles can lie on orbits that have a net radial dis-
placement, and the net outflow of high-energy particles from
the core can cause significant heat transport. Modern opti-
mized stellarators control this by generating fields that min-
imize such particle orbits, and this has been proven to work
in the neoclassically optimized stellarator W7-X21. Recently
there has also been significant interest in quasisymmetric opti-
mized stellarators, and configurations have been found where
nearly all particles are confined69.

In an optimized stellarator, where neoclassical transport is
very low, turbulent transport becomes the dominant mecha-
nism that transports heat perpendicular to the field lines. Tur-
bulence can be caused by many mechanisms, and a predictive
theory of turbulent transport in stellarators is nowhere near.
Transport caused by the turnstile mechanism is therefore not
always the most important factor determining heat transport
in the stellarator edge. Especially if the turnstile area is small,
it is to be expected that other mechanisms such as neoclassi-
cal or turbulent transport can dominate. The calculation of the
turnstile area allows for direct quantification of the amount of
transport that is due to chaos in the magnetic field, and would
allow one to potentially separate these two transport channels
in experiment.

It is important to note that particle trajectories are not iden-
tical to field line flow, and especially for high-energy particles
the particle trajectories can be misaligned with the magnetic
surfaces70. Particle motion in three dimensions is governed
by its’ own three-dimensional Hamiltonian system (with six-
dimensional phase space). The dimensionality can be reduced
by neglecting the gyromotion (the rapid precession of parti-
cles perpendicular to the field), and identifying a spatial co-
ordinate as ’time-like’, to yield a four-dimensional Hamilto-
nian. Chambliss, Paul, and Hudson 70 brilliantly use this to
provide insight into energetic particle transport in stellarators
by sectioning this system at specific pitch angles, such that a
1 1

2 -D system is achieved which chaos, islands and resonances
can be observed in their two-dimensional sections. It would
be interesting to apply turnstile calculations to these reduced-
dimensional maps to quantify the rates of energetic particle
transport in these sections. Furthermore, transport could be
analyzed in the higher-dimensional Hamiltonians without re-
stricting to sections by evaluating the equivalent metrics in the
four- or higher dimensional systems.

The calculation of the turnstile area can be applied to a wide
range of circumstances, but it still requires user intervention
to set up. The fixed points can be found, but choosing the
manifolds to trace along and the amount of mappings to use is
a process that varies a lot from configuration to configuration.
Other approaches, such as level-set learning71 could provide a
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faster and less geometry-specific methods to approach chaos
minimization.

The turnstile area also correlates with the chaos in the field,
and when the turnstile area is zero, the stable and unstable
manifold must overlap. The calculation of the turnstile area
can be a valuable tool for designing future stellarators, espe-
cially when the dynamics on a specific heteroclinic connection
(i.e. the inboard or the outboard side of the island) is impor-
tant for the transport. Using such calculations, the amount of
chaos in the edge region can be tuned, both on the inner and
on the outer turnstile of an island chain. The capability to op-
timize the turnstile area is in the process of being developed
and will be the subject of future publications.
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Appendix A: vector potential of the toy model field

The toroidal magnetic field Bφ in equation (19) is written
in terms of a vector potential. Using gauge freedom, the vec-
tor potential is written as a single function AR. This vector
potential is found using mathematica and has the form:
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AR =
1
4r

Real[
(
4 ·qa + s ·

(
5r2 −10rR+4R2 +2(z−Z)2)) ·√−r2 +2rR− (z−Z)2 · (z−Z)

− ir(r−2R) ·
(
4 ·qa +

(
3r2 −6rR+4R2) · s) · log

(
−iz+

√
−r(r−2R)− (z−Z)2 + iZ

)
].
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