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Abstract 

In this paper, the turbulent transport properties of ST40 hot ion plasmas are examined and fully predictive time evolving 
modelling of a hot ion plasma pulse was performed. Understanding turbulent transport on spherical tokamaks (STs) is 
challenging due to their unique geometry characteristics. ST40 hot ion plasmas are typically unstable to ion scale Trapped 
Electron Modes (TEMs) and Ubiquitous Modes (UMs), driven from the kinetic response of trapped particles and passing 
ions, and electron scale Electron Temperature Gradient Modes (ETGs) at the edge of the plasma. A comparison between the 
linear unstable modes of the gyro-kinetic code GS2 and the gyro-fluid code TGLF showed that both models agree to a 
satisfactory level. However, some discrepancy was observed at the core of the plasma where a large fraction of beams ions 
exists, and electromagnetic effects are potentially important. Turbulent fluxes were also observed to be somewhat 
overpredicted with TGLF. The core heat ion transport is observed to be close to neoclassical levels due to turbulence 
suppression from high rotation and fast ion stabilisation, while the edge region is dominated by anomalous transport in both 
ions and electrons. As a result, enhanced energy confinement is observed in those plasmas driven by the reduced turbulent 
core region and the confined beam ions. Fully predictive simulations using the ASTRA transport solver coupled with 
SPIDER, NUBEAM, NCLASS and TGLF together with a novel reduced scrape of layer (SOL) model for the simulation of 
the last closed flux surface (LCFS) boundary conditions was attempted. Agreement in global quantities but also kinetic 
profiles between the predictive and interpretative modelling as well as experimental measurements was observed. 

Keywords:  

 

1. Introduction 

Over the years, spherical tokamaks (STs) have demonstrated 
several beneficial characteristics, and provide an alternative 
path to a Fusion Pilot Plant (FPP) in comparison to 
conventional tokamaks (CTs). The small aspect ratio A= R/ r 
≤2, where r and R are the minor and major radius 
respectively, typically leads to enhanced micro and macro 
stability properties as field lines spend more time in the good 
curvature region. STs can stably operate at higher elongation 

κ, which allows for higher bootstrap current, Greenwald 
density nGW=IP/π2r and βN=βrBT/IP, where β=2μ0<p>/B2, <p> 
is the volume averaged plasma pressure, BT is the toroidal 
magnetic field and IP is the plasma current. Several STs 
around the world have experimentally contributed to the 
creation of an ST database analysing the dependence of τE on 
engineering and dimensionless parameters. However, current 
ST devices do not operate in FPP relevant conditions. For 
this reason, a deep understanding of the physics, and 
particularly the turbulence and confinement characteristics, is 
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required to effectively extrapolate and design an ST FPP 
using existing models.  

Current state of the art nonlinear gyro-kinetic simulations 
have successfully shed light on the drive and saturation 
mechanisms for several of the observed turbulent phenomena 
in STs. Ion scale turbulence, related to ion temperature 
gradient (ITG) and kinetic ballooning mode (KBM), is 
strongly suppressed due to reduction of the bad curvature 
region along a field line and dβ/dr effects [1]. In addition, the 
large toroidal velocity shear [2][3] and fraction of beam ions 
[4][5][6] introduced by neutral beam heating is sufficient to 
suppress ion scale turbulence in the core. Electron scale 
electron temperature gradient (ETG) modes are also partially 
stabilised by the reduction of bad curvature region and dβ/dr 
effects. Although, the low aspect ratio can lead to trapped 
modes (TM) that can lead to significant transport [7][8][9]. 
Finally, due to higher β STs are also characterised by 
electromagnetic turbulence produced mainly from unstable 
micro-tearing modes (MTM) [10][11]. The radial extent of 
occurring magnetic islands can be of the ion Larmor radius ρi 
scale leading to large electron heat transport with velocity 
shear moderating those fluxes [12].  

However, first principle nonlinear gyro-kinetic simulations 
are computationally intensive and can suffer from numerical 
instabilities. As a result, their use forbids extensive parameter 
scans for the optimisation and design of future devices. In 
recent years, machine learning surrogate models are being 
developed based on databases build from existing nonlinear 
gyro-kinetic simulations [13][14], but their applicability is still 
limited and at early stages. On the other hand, quasilinear 
transport models provide an alternative faster and promising 
route to perform such calculations. In CTs, such models have 
been successfully used and reproduced both qualitatively and 
quantitatively several plasma regimes [15][16][17]. Although, for 
STs such models have not been robustly predicting the 
experimentally measured plasma profiles [18][19][20]. There are 
several reasons why this is the case, but it can be narrowed 
down to the importance of shaping, electromagnetic and 
trapped particle physics that are typically approximated if not 
absent. 

This work focuses on the use and applicability of the 
quasilinear model TGLF [21] as a reduced transport model to 
simulate ST40 hot ion plasmas [22]. Section(2) presents the 
ST40 hot ion plasma with details on the plasma parameters, 
geometry and kinetic profiles. In addition, a brief description 
on the interpretative and predictive modelling framework 
used is given. Section(3) focuses on the linear and nonlinear 
gyro-kinetic analysis of such plasmas using GS2 [23] and 
compares those results with the TGLF reduced transport 
model. Section(4) introduces the interpretative and predictive 
modelling workflow and presents fully predictive modelling 

using ASTRA [24] as a transport solver. Finally, Section(5) 
summarises the results. 

2. ST40 hot ion plasma description 

2.1 Integrated modelling of ST40 plasmas 

Integrated modelling is used both as an interpretative 
analysis tool and as a predictive simulation tool. In this work, 
the plasma equilibrium and LCFS was calculated with EFIT 
using magnetic probes and matching the measured total 
plasma current. Electron density and temperature profiles 
were obtained from Thomson Scattering (TS) measurements 
[25]. Ion temperature and toroidal velocity were measured at 
the very core of the plasma from the charge exchange 
recombination spectroscopy (CXRS) diagnostic [26]. To 
obtain ion temperature profiles Bayesian analysis [27] is used 
to infer profiles that match the CXRS and X-ray crystal 
spectrometry (XRCS) measurements. Lastly, to obtain the 
ion density profile, interpretative modelling was employed. 
The transport code ASTRA is used, coupled with SPIDER 
[28] for the equilibrium reconstruction using the EFIT LCFS, 
and NUBEAM [29] for the calculation of beam ion density 
and power deposition. Through detailed interpretative 
modelling fully consistent kinetic profiles and equilibrium 
are obtained to perform the transport analysis. In fully 
predictive simulations transport models are required, and 
ASTRA is coupled to NCLASS [30] and TGLF. Finally, a 
reduced model for the SOL [31] is used to obtained boundary 
conditions (BCs) for density and temperature at the LCFS. 
Such information can be used to inform the location of the 
EFIT LCFS in comparison to TS measurements or used as 
BCs in fully predictive simulations. The experimental 
particle source is unknown, and it is set to be proportional to 
the edge particle flux and scaled to match the measured line-
averaged density. Figure(2.1) gives a schematic of the 
modelling performed for ST40 plasmas.  

 

Figure(2.1) Schematic of the integrated analysis tools used in interpretative 
and predictive simulations of ST40 plasmas. 

2.2 ST40 Hot ion plasma characteristics 

ST40 is a high toroidal magnetic field spherical tokamak 
owned and operated by Tokamak Energy Ltd. One of its 
unique characteristics is that it can operate on a hot ion 
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regime where Ti>Te. In this paper, ST40 plasma pulse 
#11224 is examined in detail with respect to its transport 
characteristics.  

The deuterium plasma parameters are given in Table(2.1). 
The toroidal field is BT=1.8T and the plasma current 
IP=550kA. The plasma is heated by two deuterium neutral 
beams which provide in total 1.8MW of heating power with 
significant toroidal rotational torque and core particle 
fuelling. The core toroidal velocity reaches Vφ=295km/s 
providing sufficient γE×B shear to suppress core turbulence. 
The aspect ratio is small with A=1.7 considering R=0.43m 
and r=0.25m. The elongation of the LCFS is typically 
moderate for those plasmas with κ=1.35 and triangularity is 
low with δ=0.1. In this pulse, the core ion temperature was 
significantly higher than the electron with Ti/Te~2.5 
corresponding to a core ion temperature of 5 keV. 

 

Table(2.1) Global plasma parameters and geometry for ST40 hot ion plasma 
pulse #1224. 

The time evolution of the measured plasma quantities can be 
seen from Figure(2.2). A time window exists between t=50-
100ms where a slow varying state is reached that allows for 
reliable transport analysis to be performed. In addition, 
Figure(2.3) shows the electron kinetic profiles as measured 
from the TS  diagnostic.  

3. Transport analysis of ST40 hot ion plasma 

In this section, the profiles and equilibrium depicted in 
Figure(2.3) are used to perform the gyro-kinetic analysis. 
Linear gyro-kinetic stability analysis is performed to 
understand the underlying turbulent modes that exist in ST40 
hot ion plasmas using the GS2 code. Furthermore, nonlinear 
gyro-kinetic simulations examine the impact of beam ions 
and γE×B shear rate on the turbulent fluxes. Finally, the 
gyrokinetic results are compared with the reduced transport 

model of TGLF in terms of the linear and nonlinear 
characteristics of the model. 

 

Figure(2.2) Time trace of major global plasma parameters. a) Is the 
measured toroidal plasma current, b) the core temperature for ions and 
electrons as measured but CXRS and XRCS, c) the line average electron 
density as measured by TS and d) the core toroidal velocity as measured by 
the CXRS. 

 

Figure(2.3) Reconstruction of kinetic profiles and equilibrium geometry at 
t=90ms. a) Shows the electron, ion and beam ion density and electron 
density as measured by TS. b) Shows the electron and ion temperature and 
electron temperature as measured by TS and ion temperature as measured 
by CXRS. c) Depicts the EFIT equilibrium reconstruction of the flux 
surfaces from the magnetic measurements. 

3.1 Gyro-kinetic properties of ST40 hot ion plasmas 

Figure(3.1) provides an overview of the linearly unstable 
modes that exist in a typical ST40 hot ion mode for various 
plasma radii. A zoo of micro-instabilities is observed 
similarly to previous ST40 hot ion mode gyro-kinetic 
analysis [32]. ETGs are observed mainly at the edge of the 
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plasma and quickly get stabilised moving further in the core, 
as they are found stable for ψN<0.5 (rN<0.7). Trapped modes, 
TEMs (ω<0) and UMs (ω>0), are unstable across the whole 
plasma radius. Moving from the mid-radius to the core 
region for ψN<0.3 (rN<0.55) TEMs/UMs transition to ITGs, 
as it can be observed from the frequency and growth rate of 
the mode which becomes damped as kyρi→1. TEMs/UMs 
typically survive for kyρi>1. At the very core of the plasma 
for ψN<0.1 (rN<0.1) KBMs are found unstable and are driven 
from the beam, which leads to core total pressure with β~2%. 
Due to the large density gradient micro-tearing modes 
(MTMs) remain stable. Finally, as it can be observed from 
Figure(3.1) the estimated level of γE×B shear rate is sufficient 
to stabilise the core turbulence as it is larger than the growth 
rate of the instability. This is particularly important for 
stabilising core KBMs.  

 

Figure(3.1) a) show the normalised growth rates and b) normalised 
frequencies of the linearly unstable gyrokinetic mode for a wide range of kyρi 
spanning all the way from the ion to electron scale. The dashed lines in a) as 
the estimated γExB shearing rate. The ▲ symbol indicates modes drifting in 
the ion direction (ω>0), while the ● symbol indicates modes drifting in the 
electron direction (ω<0). 

There are a couple of characteristics to consider in ST40 hot 
ion plasmas. The first is the peaked electron density and the 
second the large population of beam ions. Both of those 
features have profound implications for the underlying 
turbulence. The large density gradient, as well as the low 
aspect ratio, leads to large trapped particle drive and hence 
the observation of strongly unstable TEMs and UMs. The 
parametric dependence on inverse aspect ratio ε and density 
gradient length scale Ln is examined in Figure(3.2) and 
Figure(3.3). As it can be observed that reducing ε, which 

leads to the reduction of the trapped particle fraction, results 
in the stabilisation of the dominant instability. In addition, 
the decrease of Ln results to further destabilisation of the 
dominant mode although η has decreased. This is indicative 
of trapped modes which are driven from the density gradient. 
In addition, TEMs survive at larger kyρi until they 
continuously transition to UMs. Although, decreasing the 
temperature gradient length LT (increasing η) is also a drive 
for UMs as can be observed from Figure(3.4). For such 
plasmas a strong coupling between trapped electrons and 
passing ions seems to exist.  

 

Figure(3.2) a) Normalised frequency ω/ωs and b) normalised growth rate 
γ/ωs as a function of the binormal wavenumber kyρs  for the dominant linear 
instability at ψN=0.9 with varying aspect ratio ε. 

 

Figure(3.3) a) Normalised frequency ω/ωs and b) normalised growth rate 
γ/ωs as a function of the binormal wavenumber kyρs for the dominant linear 
instability at ψN=0.9 and ψN=0.5 with varying the density gradient length Ln. 

 

Figure(3.4) a) Normalised frequency ω/ωs and b) normalised growth rate 
γ/ωs as a function of the binormal wavenumber kyρs for the dominant linear 
instability at ψN=0.9 and ψN=0.5 with varying the temperature gradient 
length LT. 

Secondly, the beam ions have a stabilising effect on 
turbulence as it can be observed from Figure(3.5). There are 
two main mechanisms for this stabilisation. Due to their high 
energy they lead to an increase in β and therefore dβ/dr. In 
addition, they decrease the density gradient of the main ions 
through dilution. A similar dilution effect is observed from 
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including impurities. However, because the beam allows the 
plasma core to reach higher β, KBMs can be destabilised. As 
it will be shown, with sufficient γExB shear rate those modes 
can be stabilised. 

 

Figure(3.5) a) Normalised frequency ω/ωs and b) normalised growth rate 
γ/ωs as a function of the binormal wavenumber kyρs for the dominant linear 
instability at ψN=0.5 and ψN=0.3 with and without beam ions and impurities. 

The impact of fast ions and γE×B shear rate is examined on the 
nonlinear gyro-kinetic turbulent flux at ψN=0.5 using GS2. It 
is observed that γE×B shear rate is a key mechanism for 
turbulence suppression. The velocity shear rate is computed 
through interpretative modelling. The torque as computed 
from NUBEAM is used as a source to evolve a diffusion 
equation for the toroidal velocity Vφ. The momentum 
diffusion coefficient is considered to have the same 
functional form as the ion diffusion coefficient and scaled to 
match the measured core toroidal velocity in time, i.e. χφ=cχi 
with c~0.7. In this way an estimate of γE×B shear rate can be 
obtained. As it can be observed from Figure(3.6) 15% 
increase of γE×B can lead to the complete suppression of heat 
flux. Moreover, it is found that beam ions do have a 
significant stabilising effect, reducing the turbulent heat flux 
by 30% as it can be seen in Figure(3.7). This is consistent 
with the linear stability where the inclusion of beam ions led 
to reduced growth rates. As a result, the combination of beam 
ions and strong rotation leads to the reduction of transport 
allowing the establishment of large core temperature. It 
needs to be noted that the transport of impurities and beam 
ions is rather in comparison to the main ion and electron 
species.  

 

Figure(3.6) Nonlinear gyro-kinetic heat flux Q [GB] at ψN=0.5 as a function 
of γExB shear rate. The dashed line indicates the estimated equilibrium value 
considering the rotation and pressure gradient profiles. 

 

Figure(3.7) Comparison of the nonlinear gyro-kinetic heat flux Q [GB] at 
ψN=0.5 a) with beam ions and b) without beam ions. 

3.2 Comparison of gyro-kinetics with the TGLF model 

Reduced transport models have been proven an extremely 
useful tool in predictive modelling of CTs due to their 
supreme balance between accuracy and speed. However, 
their application on STs has been limited due to the lack of 
robust predictive capabilities. TGLF is the most complete 
reduced transport model to date. Its applicability in STs has 
remained questionable due to its partial success in MAST [19] 
and its lack of reproducing NSTX [20] high performance 
plasma pulses. 

ST turbulence related to ITG is typically characterised by 
suppressed ion fluxes from the high rotation as well as the 
enhanced electromagnetic effects. Therefore, the calibration 
of the saturation mechanism and amplitude that TGLF is 
based on can deviate in STs. In addition, nonlinear gyro-
kinetic simulations of MTM turbulence for MAST and 
NSTX plasmas result in significant electron heat transport. 
Such modes are not accurately captured by the TGLF linear 
solver. In NSTX, coupled TEMs/KBMs are also observed to 
drive transport, but due to the lack of δB|| effects transport 
will be underestimated.  

In ST40 plasmas, the applicability of the TGLF model, and 
particularly the SAT2 model [33][34], is examined. ST40 due to 
the high BT is expected to demonstrate reduced 
electromagnetic turbulence (apart from the very core where 
β~O(1)%) as KBMs are stabilised by rotational shear and 
MTMs are stable. In addition, pedestal formation is not 
observed in hot ion plasmas and so TGLF could be 
applicable for a full radius predictive simulation. A large 
question that remains is the accuracy of the rotational physics 
and the effect of beam ions on turbulence stabilisation.  
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To begin with, it is important to understand if TGLF linear 
solver captures the correct physical instabilities. Figure(3.8) 
shows a comparison of the frequency and growth rate for a 
wide range of kyρi spanning from the sub-ion scale all the 
way to the electron scale. As it can be observed, the two 
models agree well with its other. It should be noted that this 
agreement becomes worse at the core of the plasma where β 
and the fraction of beam ions significantly increases. TGLF 
fails to capture the unstable KBMs observed with GS2, as 
δB|| is excluded from the TGLF model. Although, excluding 
the KBMs, the modes at marginal stability for ψN<0.3 are 
expected to deviate between the two codes. Overall, a good 
agreement is observed for the strongly driven modes for 
ψN>0.5 and TGLF correctly captures that the dominant drive 
comes from trapped particle effects.   

 

 

Figure(3.8) Comparison of GS2 ● and TGLF ▲ a) normalised frequency 
ω/ωs and b) normalised growth rate γ/ωs as a function of the binormal 
wavenumber kyρs for various flux surfaces. 

Table(3.1) shows the comparison of the nonlinear fluxes 
between GS2 and TGLF for the equilibrium γE×B/ωs~0.086 
shear rate. Although, a qualitative agreement is observed, 
GS2 predicts somewhat lower heat fluxes by 30% in 
comparison to TGLF which can have a significant impact on 
predictive simulations. 

 

Table(3.1) Comparison of GS2 and TGLF heat flux Q [GB] at at ψN=0.5 
considering the estimated equilibrium γE×B/ωs~0.086  shear rate. 

3.3 Comparison of the TGLF model with the interpretative 
heat fluxes 

Although TGLF and GS2 were in good agreement, it needs 
to be noted that the nonlinear fluxes are found to be several 
orders of magnitude larger than what the interpretative 
analysis would suggest. This is attributed to the stiff 
transport regime and the uncertainty in profile gradients, 
mainly the ion kinetic profiles and the toroidal velocity 
profile. For those reasons a parametric scan is performed in 
γE×B to examine the sensitivity to rotational effects. As it can 
be observed from Figure(3.9), γE×B is responsible for the 
suppression of turbulence at the core of the plasma. 
However, even doubling γE×B still leads to significantly 
higher heat fluxes. In addition, the TGLF rotational model 
seems to be less sensitive to γE×B in comparison to the 
nonlinear simulations done with GS2 for this case.  

 

Figure(3.9) Comparison of TGLF electron ● and ion ▲ heat flux Q [GB] as 
a function of normalised poloidal flux ψN with varying  γE×B/ωs shear rate. 

Moreover, the heat fluxes as computed from TGLF are 
highly driven from trapped particle effects, which is 
consistent with the linear gyro-kinetic analysis where trapped 
particles are a strong drive of turbulence. Figure(3.10) shows 
a scan of θtrapped, a parameters that scales the bounce location 
along the field line and therefore affects the amplitude of 
bounce averaging integrals. Reducing θtrapped below θtrapped 
<0.5 results in stabilisation of the linear modes and strong 
deviation from gyro-kinetic linear spectrum. 

 

Figure(3.10) Comparison of TGLF electron ● and ion ▲ heat flux Q [GB] 
as a function of normalised poloidal flux ψN with varying  θtrapped. 
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Finally, the beam ions and impurities were excluded from the 
TGLF simulation to assess their impact. It can be observed 
that they play a stabilising role reducing the heat fluxes as it 
can be seen from Figure(3.11), again in qualitative agreement 
with the nonlinear GS2 simulations.  

 

Figure(3.11) Comparison of TGLF electron ● and ion ▲ heat flux Q [GB] 
as a function of normalised poloidal flux ψN without (red) and with (blue) 
beam ions and impurities. 

4. Predictive transport simulation of ST40 hot 
ion plasmas 

The above analysis revealed that TGLF is in satisfactory 
agreement with gyro-kinetic simulations. Although much 
larger transport was observed, this can be attributed to the 
stiffness of turbulence on various input parameters, like the 
assumed ion, impurity and toroidal rotation profiles. In this 
section, fully predictive modelling is employed to assess the 
sensitivity of the system to such assumptions. The self-
consistent evolution of the profiles with the equilibrium and 
the transport will allow to properly assess the applicability of 
the TGLF model as a potential transport model for ST40 hot 
ion plasmas.  

 

Figure(4.1) Comparison of electron and ion interpretative (dashed line) and 
predictive (solid line) heat diffusion coefficient χ as a function of normalised 
poloidal flux ψN for a number of different time slices t.  

The procedure used to perform these simulations is depicted 
in Figure(2.1). ASTRA is used as a transport solver to evolve 
electron and main ion density n and temperature T, toroidal 
plasma current density jφ and toroidal velocity Vφ. ASTRA is 
coupled with SPIDER that is used as a fixed boundary Grad-
Safranov solver to calculate the equilibrium flux surfaces for 
given plasma profiles. The EFIT boundary is used as a 
reference for the plasma edge in time. Heating, particle and 
momentum sources are obtained from NUBEAM that is set 
to the two beam launcher configurations of ST40. Additional 
particle source coming from the wall/vacuum area is also 
considered and such a module exist already within ASTRA. 
The neoclassical and anomalous transport coefficients of 
particle D and heat χ diffusion are obtained using NCLASS 
and TGLF. The convective velocity due to neoclassical or 
anomalous effects is also included in the simulation. For the 
momentum diffusion it is assumed that χφ=0.7χi, and this 
coefficient is chosen such that core rotation is in good 
agreement with experimental measurements. It needs to be 
stressed that the goal of evolving Vφ is to provide an estimate 
of γE×B rather than a consistent evolution of the rotation 
profile. Finally, a novel addition to the simulation is the 
introduction of self-consistent edge boundary conditions for 
the electron density and temperature as well as ion 
temperature. The model is based on an extended two-point 
SOL model that includes power and particle balance. More 
details can be found in Ref[31].  

 

Figure(4.2) Comparison of electron and ion interpretative (dashed line) and 
predictive (solid line) temperature as a function of normalised poloidal flux 
ψN for a number of different time slices t.  

The fully predictive simulation resulted in a good agreement 
between experimental profiles and interpretative profiles. 
This reveals the large sensitivity of the anomalous transport 
to profile gradients, as the interpretative profiles led to very 
large transport. As it can be observed from Figure(4.1) the 
predicted ion heat diffusion is in good agreement with the 
interpretative analysis, although a smaller value is obtained. 
The main difference is the higher electron transport towards 
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the edge region and lower transport towards the core. This 
leads to narrower electron temperature profile in comparison 
to the measured TS Te with lower temperature gradients at 
the mid-edge region. This resulted in significant reduction in 
the predicted transport coefficients for both ions and 
electrons in comparison to the TGLF result associated with 
the interpretative profiles. Although, the smaller ion heat 
diffusion the predicted ion profiles are in good agreement 
with the interpretative ones. Figure(4.2) shows the 
comparison of interpretative and predictive temperature. 

 

Figure(4.3) Comparison of electron and ion interpretative (dashed line) and 
predictive (solid line) density as a function of normalised poloidal flux ψN 
for a number of different time slices t.  

Moreover, the comparison of electron density ne between the 
predictive simulation and TS measurements, resulted in good 
agreement, as can be seen from Figure(4.3). A key ingredient 
for this agreement is the introduction of adaptive wall neutral 
source to keep the electron line-average density the same as 
the experimental value. The level of particle flux to match 
the measured line-averaged density corresponds to ~1016 
particles in the vacuum chamber. However, experimental 
measurements do not exist for the neutral content in the 
vacuum region to assess the validity of these values, and 
therefore the level of particle transport as predicted by TGLF 
cannot be easily verified.  

 

Figure(4.4) Comparison of a) electron LCFS density and b) electron and ion 
LCFS temperature between the predictive simulation using the SOL model 
and the measured TS values.  

The SOL model requires as inputs the heat and particle flux, 
which are obtained from TGLF, and an estimate of the decay 
length λq and connection length L of the SOL region. To 
estimate those values, we assume that λq~2λqEich [35], 
considering the edge of a hot ion mode is like an L-mode 
plasmas, and L~2πqR at the plasma edge. As it can be seen 
from Figure(4.4) a good agreement is observed for the 
simulated electron density at the edge and the TS 
measurement, with a difference of 15%. For the electron 
temperature, it seems that Te is underestimated in comparison 
to the TS measurement by 35%, with the ion temperature to 
be almost double that of the electrons, i.e. Ti,LCFS~2Te,LCFS. It 
is not unlikely that this discrepancy in Te,LCFS exists due to 
errors between the true location of the LCFS between EFIT 
and TS. The assumption with respect to λq and L or the 
TGLF fluxes and impurity concertation do contribute to this 
discrepancy as well. It needs to be stressed though that the 
agreement is good.  

 

Figure(4.5) Comparison of various global plasma parameters between the 
interpretative (dashed line) and predictive (solid line) simulations.  

Finally, Figure(4.5) shows the comparison of global 
parameter, in terms of stored energy W [kJ], H98, energy 
confinement time τE [ms], βN, line averaged density ne and 
total absorbed power P [MW], between the predictive and 
interpretative simulations. There is a good agreement 
between the two simulations, with the main difference being 
the underprediction in the stored energy by 20%, and 
therefore βN, due to more narrow temperature profile for the 
electrons. This is depicted in the thermal component of the 
stored energy. Overall, the predictive simulation reproduced 
the interpretative global quantities. 

5. Summary 

To sum up, this work focused on examining the transport 
properties of ST40 hot ion plasmas using integrated 
modelling tools for interpretative and predictive simulations. 
To begin with, linear gyro-kinetic analysis was employed to 
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understand the underlying unstable turbulent modes that exist 
in a typical ST40 hot ion plasma. It was observed that 
trapped particle effects are the main mechanism for driving 
turbulence in those plasmas, due to the small aspect ratio and 
the peaked electron density profile. Using nonlinear gyro-
kinetic simulations, the beam ions and impurities are 
observed to have a stabilising effect leading to reduced 
transport, but at the core of the plasma rotational E×B shear 
seems to be the main mechanism through which transport is 
suppressed, and large Ti is reached.  

The comparison of the gyro-kinetic analysis with GS2 to the 
TGLF SAT2 model resulted in a good overall agreement, 
with TGLF qualitatively capturing the correct micro-
instabilities, but turbulent fluxes were ~30% larger. Using 
the interpretative profiles, the TGLF fluxes showed a huge 
discrepancy with the interpretative power balance. TGLF 
fluxes were order of magnitude larger which suggested that 
ST40 hot ion plasmas are found in a stiff transport regime. 
Accurate measurements for the ion temperature and toroidal 
rotation profiles are necessary to verify TGLF but also the 
interpretative levels of transport. The examination of the 
interpretative profiles alone can be therefore misleading.  

Moreover, performing fully predictive transport simulations 
with TGLF as the anomalous transport model resulted in 
good agreement between the experimental electron density 
and temperature as measured by the TS diagnostic system. 
This fact reveals the sensitivity of the reduced transport 
model to profile gradients and the stiff nature of the turbulent 
fluxes. However, the electron transport at mid-edge region 
seems to be overestimated by TGLF. Future work will focus 
on validating reduced quasi-linear models at the plasma edge 
as it is often a region where multi-scale and non-local effects 
can manifest. In addition, the reduced SOL model resulted in 
good agreement with the measured edge density and 
temperature conditions. Several key global parameters, 
where also reproduced by the predictive simulations.  

Finally, there are a few key areas that require further 
improvement to qualitatively assess the validity of both 
TGLF and the reduced SOL model. Better experimental 
quantification of the impurity concentration and impurity 
density profiles are required. The impurities can have an 
important impact on diffusive turbulent flux as well as 
convective particle velocity and electron density peaking. 
Particle fuelling from the vacuum region is also a very 
important aspect of predictive modelling due to its major 
implications for the electron density. In addition, the SOL 
model depends on λq and L. In ST40 hot ion plasmas such 
measurements are not available. Although from recent 
diverted configurations, λq was measured and future work 
will focus on assessing the accuracy and applicability of the 
reduced SOL model on those cases. 

Acknowledgements 

The authors are greatful for the hard work and dedication of 
the ST40 operations and diagnostics team. 

References 

[1] M. Kotschenreuther et al 2000 Nucl. Fusion 40 677 
[2] C.M. Roach et al 2009 Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 51 

124020 
[3] W. Guttenfelder et al 2011 Phys. Plasmas 18 022506 
[4] A. Di Siena et al 2018 Nucl. Fusion 58 054002 
[5] J. Garcia et al 2022 Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 64 

104002 
[6] D. Kim et al 2024 Nucl. Fusion 64 066013 
[7] W.X. Wang et al 2015 Nucl. Fusion 55 122001 
[8] C.F. Clauser et al 2002 Phys. Plasmas 29 102303 
[9] W. Guttenfelder et al 2013 Nucl. Fusion 53 093022 
[10] T. Rafiq et al 2021 Phys. Plasmas 28 022504 
[11] M. Giacomin et al 2023 Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 65 

095019 
[12] B.S. Patel et al 2024 arXiv:2409.08216v1 
[13] P. Rodriguez-Fernandez et al 2024 Nucl. Fusion 64 

076034 
[14] L. Zanisi et al 2024 Nucl. Fusion 64 036022 
[15] C. Angioni et al 2022 Nucl. Fusion 62 066015 
[16] G. Tardini et al 2021 Nucl. Fusion 61 126045 
[17] P. Mantica et al 2021 Nucl. Fusion 61 096014 
[18] G.M. Staebler et al 2008 Proc. 22nd IAEA Fusion Conf. p 

TH/P8-42 
[19] R.J. Akers et al 2008 Proc. 22nd IAEA Fusion Conf. p 

EX/2-2 
[20] G. Andeeva et al 2023 Nucl. Fusion 63 126020 
[21] G.M. Staebler et al 2007 Phys. Plasmas 14 055909 
[22] S.A.M. McNamara et al 2023 Nucl. Fusion 63 054002 
[23] M. Barnes et al 2024 GS2 v8.2.0 Zenodo  
[24] G.V. Pereverzev et al 2002 ASTRA. IPP (Garching: Max 

Planck Institute for Plasma Physics) 
[25] H.F. Lowe et al 2023 20th Int. Symp. on Laser-Aided 

Plasma Diagnostics   
[26] J. Wood et al 2023 JINST 18 C03019 
[27] M. Sertoli et al 2024 Plasma Phys. Control. 

Fusion 66 095011 
[28] A.A. Ivanov et al 2006 KIAM 7 
[29] A. Pankin et al 2004 Comput. Phys. Commun. 159 157 
[30] W.A. Houlberg et al 1997 Phys. Plasmas 4, 3230–3242 
[31] X. Zhang et al 2023 Nuclear Materials and Energy 34 

101354 
[32] Y. Ren et al 2023 Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 65 

075007 
[33] G.M. Staebler et al 2021 Plasma Phys. Control. 

Fusion 63 015013 
[34] G.M. Staebler et al 2021 Nucl. Fusion 61 116007 
[35] T. Eich et al 2013 Nucl. Fusion 53 093031 

 

javascript:;

