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Abstract

The shear Alfvén spectrum is computed in the presence of symmetry breaking
perturbations that introduce chaotic magnetic field trajectories. Quadratic flux minimised
surfaces allow the creation of pseudo straight field line coordinates in the chaotic region.
With these coordinates, the reduced ideal MHD equations are cast into an eigenvalue
problem and solved numerically. The spectrum is computed with varying perturbation
strength, showing how shear Alfvén waves change as increasing number of flux surfaces are
destroyed. Solutions on specific flux surfaces are shown to remain relatively unchanged
while the flux surface remains intact, and retain some original features at large
perturbations where the flux surface is destroyed.

1 Introduction

Shear Alfvén waves are a low frequency plasma wave propagating along the magnetic field. These
waves are of particular interest in fusion plasmas due to energetic particle drive leading to
instability. Discrete shear Alfvén waves pose the greatest risk, as they can exist in gaps in the
frequency spectrum, experiencing minimal continuum damping [1]. The most typical example being
the toroidal Alfvén eigenmode (TAE) [2], residing inside gaps created by poloidal mode coupling
due to toroidal geometry. The excitation of TAEs has been demonstrated in plasma experiments
showing a significant fast ion loss, decreasing confinement and causing damage to the first wall [3].

Resonant magnetic perturbation (RMP) coils have become a standard feature of modern
tokamaks [4]. Originally created to suppress edge localised modes, RMP coils introduce a
symmetry breaking magnetic field that can introduce magnetic island chains and chaotic magnetic
field trajectories. Experimental evidence [5-7], has shown that RMP coils also effect the growth
rate of TAEs. This means that RMP coils may prove a powerful method for TAE suppression if
phased to suppress. However, if resonant, RMP fields will amplify TAE drive.

Numerical simulations compared with these experiments [6, 7] have shown that RMP coils can
modify the energetic particle distribution and therefore change the drive. Underlying this work is
the assumption that the structure and frequency of shear Alfvén waves remain unchanged from the
unperturbed state. However, if this assumption is not valid, then direct modification of a TAE or
the continuous spectrum by RMP coils may be a contributing factor to the modified growth rates.

Typically, the shear Alfvén continuum is theoretically studied in tokamaks by assuming perfect
toroidal symmetry and perfect nested flux surfaces. Under these circumstances it is possible to
construct straight field line coordinates, or treat the magnetic field lines as a Hamiltonian system
with action-angle coordinates [8]. Using these coordinates, much of the complexity in the dynamics
are shifted into the coordinates allowing for simple representation and computation of shear Alfvén
waves.

One of the simplest symmetry breaking perturbations is a single resonant magnetic island
chain. Under such perturbation, the remaining helical symmetry can be exploited to construct
straight field line coordinates [9]. These coordinates have been employed both analytically [10] and
numerically for tokamak [11] and stellarator [12, 13] geometries. A single island chain has revealed
a rich spectrum of shear Alfvén waves including frequency gaps and the so called magnetic island
Alfvén Eigenmode (MiAE).

However, these coordinates are not sufficient for studying the more general case of a TAE
interacting with an RMP field. First, there is a coordinate singularity at the magnetic island
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separatrix, meaning computations must be done entirely inside or outside the magnetic island
chain, whereas a TAE will exist in both regions. Second, these coordinates do not generalise to
cases with multiple islands and, the focus of this work, overlapping island chains where the
magnetic field becomes chaotic.

In this case, straight field line coordinates are not constructable as the Hamiltonian system
describing the field line evolution is non-integrable. Despite this, some structure remains in the
magnetic field; for example the Kolomogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) [14] theorem tells us that for
sufficiently small perturbations some flux surfaces persist. Taking advantage of the residual
structures, the construction of action-angle coordinates for an integrable system can be generalised
to pseudo action-angle coordinates in the non-integrable case.

Originally proposed by Dewar et al. [15], then expanded by Hudson and Suzuki [16], the
invariant action surfaces of the integrable system are generalised to surfaces which are quadratic
flux minimising (QFM). With these surfaces, a pseudo magnetic field can be produced, allowing the
construction of an approximately straight coordinate system for non-integrable systems. These
coordinates simplify the dynamics of shear Alfvén waves allowing more feasible numerical
computation.

In this work, we employ the pseudo straight field line QFM coordinates to compute the shear
Alfvén continuum in cylindrical geometry under a symmetry breaking perturbation. First, we
outline the geometry and the magnetic field, followed by the computation of the QFM surfaces in
section 2. Section 3 covers the numerical method we employ, including the conversion to the QFM
coordinates and selection of QFM surfaces. We next compute the spectrum in a chaotic magnetic
field, and show how the resulting continuum evolves as the perturbation increases in section 4.
This is followed by a direct discussion of the effects the magnetic island chains have on the chaotic
spectrum in section 5. Finally, we have some concluding remarks and a discussion on future work
in section 6.

2 Theory
We consider the cylindrical limit of a circular cross section tokamak, with equilibrium magnetic field
1
By =ViY x V0 — —Vi x Vo, 1
’ a00) W

where ¢ is field line helicity; the number of of toroidal circuits of the field per poloidal circuit. This
is written in terms of the straight field line coordinates, (1,6, ), where the radial coordinate, 1), is
the toroidal flux, 6 is the poloidal angle and ¢ is the toroidal angle. In these coordinates the flux
surfaces are nested cylinders and the geometric and magnetic axis align at ¢y = 0. The metric
tensor and Jacobian of these coordinates are given in appendix A.

To model the broken symmetry and create a chaotic field, we add a perturbation of the form,

B = k[sin(30 — 2¢) + sin(40 — 3¢p)| VO x Vo, (2)

where k is the amplitude of the perturbation. Magnetic island chains will then form on the
resonant flux surfaces, where the helicity of the perturbations match the helicity of the equilibrium
field. We take a g-profile of the form

1
1 —/2’

resulting in a (4, —3) island chain at ¢ = 1/2 and a (3, —2) island chain at ¢) = 2/3. For large
enough k, the two island chains will overlap leading to a chaotic region. A Poincaré map with this
perturbation for k = 1.3 x 1072 is shown in figure 1.

To compute the shear Alfvén spectrum, we assume zero beta and constant equilibrium current
profile, such that the linearised ideal MHD equation can be reduced to [17, 18],

-V (jgvlcb) =B.-V <312 [v- (BQVl (?))D -V (“Ol; J[V X (b(v|<1>))h>, (4)

where w is the wave frequency, va = B/\/nop is the Alfvén velocity, p is the mass density, taken to
be uniform, B = |B| is the magnitude of the magnetic field, ® is the perturbation to the
electrostatic potential, b = B/B is the normalised magnetic field vector, J is the equilibrium
current, V|| = b -V is the gradient operator parallel to the magnetic field and V; =V — bV is the
gradient operator perpendicular to the magnetic field.

Once the perturbation is added, the (¢, 0, ¢) coordinates are no longer straight field line
coordinates as the system is no longer integrable.

q(¢) 3)
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Figure 1: Poincaré plot of the magnetic field including the perturbation from equation 2, with
k=13x1075

2.1  Quadratic-Fluz-Minimising Surfaces

To produce approximate straight field line coordinates, we follow the work of Hudson and Suzuki
[16], employing the specific algorithm and notation given in the appendix of Helander et al. [19].
The pseudo field lines defining the QFM surfaces are found by extremising the constrained-area
action integral,

SfA~dl+z/{1%9V<p~dlb7ra , (5)

2ma

noting that ¢ is playing the role of time in the Hamiltonian system. The integers a, b' define the
rational surface ¢(v) = a/b, v is a Lagrange multiplier and A is the vector potential. The
parameter « is chosen to be between 0 and 27 /a and will be used in the construction of the pseudo
straight field lines coordinates below.

Considering variations in (), 8(p) and v gives three equations,

0S8

R, v _ 0

55 = 07B? — JB?, (6a)

6S ,

5= JBY —yJB¥ +v/(2na), (6b)
2ma

05 _ 1 Odp — brr — «. (6¢)

5 " 2ma ),

Extrema are found by determining zeros of these equations. For our chosen ¢ profile, it is possible
to eliminate i from above, reducing the degrees of freedom, however we will consider a more
general case without this substitution. Our variables are expanded as a trial curve in the form,

alN
V() = U6 + Y [, cos(np/a) + ¢ sin(ng/a)] (7a)
alN
0(¢) = 05+ bp/a+ Y _ (05, cos(np/a) + 05, sin(ng/a)] (7b)

where N is the Fourier resolution. This particular trial curve automatically enforces the
periodicity, ¢¥(¢ + 2ma) = ¥ (p) and 8(p + 2ma) = 6(p) + 27b, while also allowing efficient numerical
integration with the fast Fourier transform. Projecting the gradient equations onto sin and cos
gives 2aN + 1 equations for the coefficients of both 1 and 6. Combining these with the final
equation for v yields a total of 4aN + 3 equations for the unknown coefficients in the trial curve.
Once solved, the coefficients are used to construct a pseudo straight field line poloidal angle,

¥ =a+bp/a. (8)

ITypically q,p are used for this, but to avoid confusion with the g-profile we take a, b instead.
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We then vary the chosen value for «, building up the QFM surface from each of the pseudo field
lines. This process is then repeated with different values of a,b to build up a set of QFM surfaces.
We can then write our original cylindrical coordinates in terms of the new QFM coordinates,

(8’ /19’ C)? Via

U(s,9,¢) = Z P, o (5) cos(md — n(), (9a)

m=0,n=0

(s,9,¢) = Z 07, (s)sin(md — n(), (9b)

m=0,n=0

(P(Sv 197 C) = <7 (9C)

using interpolation for values in-between the surfaces.

An example of QFM surfaces are shown in figure 2a. These surfaces have been overlaid on a
Poincaré plot with & = 1.3 x 1073 showing that the QFM surfaces cling to the residual structures.
In particular, surfaces pass through the X and O points of each of the island chains.

In figure 2b we have plotted the same perturbed magnetic field in the QFM coordinates
constructed from the QFM surfaces. Here we can see the structure imposed by the new
coordinates, as intact flux surfaces have been straightened and island chains have been organised.
This will simplify the numerical computation of shear Alfvén waves.

Figure 2: Quadratic-Flux-Minimising (QFM) surfaces on Poincaré map with k& = 1.3 x 1073 (a) and
Poincaré map with the same magnetic field, in QFM coordinates (b).

3 Numerical Method

To numerically solve equation 4 with QFM coordinates, we employ the finite element Galerkin
method [20], implemented in the Julia package ChaoticShearAlfvenWaves.jl!. We approximate
the perturbation to the electric field as a linear combination of basis functions,

where u; are the coefficients to be determined, and S; are given by the tensor product of 1d cubic
Hermite splines. We then obtain the weak form by multiplying by a test function, ¥, which is also
an expansion of cubic Hermite functions, and integrating by parts, noting that each term has been
manipulated to ensure the operators are self adjoint [21, 22],

w /‘gf (VO) - (V.D)dr = f/BQV (VE';I’) (vL <VB'(D>) dr (11)

Ji1
—/“0 '[vlm-(val@)Jrvl@-(vaL\p) dr.

B 2

1The package is freely available using the Julia package manager or at https://github.com/Syndrius/
ChaoticShearAlfvenWaves
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This is then converted into matrix form with matrix elements given by
P = /\If,ﬁ@jdr, (12a)
Qij = /\PiQ(pde, (12b)

where the integration is done via Gaussian quadrature. The two operators, P and Q are the
differential operators defining the right and left hand side of equation 11 respectively. Further
details and expressions for the two operators, P, Q7 are given in appendix B. These two operators
are given in terms of the metric tensor, allowing the spectrum to be computed in arbitrary
coordinates.

To specifically compute these in QFM coordinates, we must transform the metric tensor and
magnetic field from the original cylindrical coordinates, (1,6, ), into the new QFM coordinates,
(s,9,¢). From equation 9, we compute the Jacobian matrix of the transformation,

0zt 0,0, 9)

T ozt 0(s,9,0)’ (13)

T

where Greek indices are used to denote summation over the new QFM coordinates, and Latin
indices for the old cylindrical coordinates. We then compute the new metric tensor and covariant
magnetic field,

9w = T T 9ij» (14a)
Bt = (7J,)'B". (14b)

Additionally, we need the derivatives of these terms, requiring some care to ensure the derivatives
are with respect to the new coordinates, for example, the derivative of the metric tensor is,

We then iterate through the grid of (s, 4, () values, at each point we use the QFM surfaces to
determine the (1&,“”7”, ann) coefficients in equation 9, interpolating values and their derivatives
between surfaces with 5th order B-splines. Summing over the coefficients, we compute (1, 6, ¢) and
the Jacobian matrix. With the original coordinates, we can determine the original cylindrical
metric and the magnetic field given by equations 1 and 2, which are then converted to the new
coordinates using the Jacobian matrix. Finally, the matrix elements are computed with the new
metric tensor and new magnetic field.

These matrix elements are collated into two matrices, allowing us to write this equation as a

generalised eigenvalue problem,
Pu = w?Qu, (16)

where u is the vector of unknown coefficients, and w? is the eigenvalue.

Directly solving for the entire spectrum is impractical for even moderate grid sizes, instead a
shift-and-invert transformation is applied [23]. A target frequency, o, is selected and the eigenvalue
problem is transformed into

1
w?—o

(P—0Q)"'Qu=

u. (17)

Under this transformation, the eigenvalues closest to o are now the largest eigenvalues of the
system and many eigenvalue solvers are able to efficiently find the largest eigenvalues [23]. To build
up a larger portion of the spectrum, multiple shift-and-invert transformations can be taken.

Solutions of the new system are found with the Krylov-Schur algorithm [24], inside the Scalable
Library for Eigenvalue Problem Computations [25] (SLEPc). This library is an extension of the
Portable, Extensible Toolkit for Scientific Computation [26] (PETSc) library, allowing the matrices
to be stored and solved in parallel.

3.1 Choosing QFM Surfaces

The selection of QFM surfaces, which has some degree of freedom, is the final consideration for the
QFM coordinates. Our method starts by taking a small set of surfaces that roughly divide up the
domain. These are chosen to be low order rationals, i.e. small values for a, b, such that the
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algorithm outlined in section 2.1 is efficient. With this first guess of surfaces, we compute the
squared radial component of the magnetic field, (B*)?, which approximates the quadratic flux. We
can then view this over regions of our domain, and for s values where (B*)? is large, we add extra
surfaces. Typically, this is done by determining the mediant, (a3 4+ a2)/(b1 + b2), of the two
surrounding surfaces.

While repeating this process, we track both the quadratic flux and the derivative of the
Jacobian of the coordinate transformation, 0.7 /9s, as shown in figure 3. Additional surfaces tend
to increase Jacobian derivative which can cause instabilities in the matrix construction and for very
large values can even prevent solutions of the eigenvalue problem. Figure 3 also shows that it is
possible for additional surfaces to increase rather than decrease the quadratic flux.

It is important to note that the number of surfaces axis label in figure 3 is somewhat
misleading. In regions far from the chaotic regions, an arbitrary number of surfaces can be added
without significant changes to the Jacobian, however, these make negligible difference to the
quadratic flux. Adding more surfaces inside the chaotic region, in particular, surfaces with large
(a,b) values or surfaces close to the nearly intact separatrixes and the nested flux surfaces of the
main island structures, is much more volatile.

These surfaces are typically more deformed, resulting in problematic interpolation between
surfaces. By tracking the quadratic flux and Jacobian derivative we are able to manually remove
surfaces that cause issues, leaving us with a smooth coordinate system.

10°H—(B*? 10 /0s| | |

Number of QFM Surfaces

Figure 3: Key metrics vs number of QFM surfaces. Chosen number of surfaces is based on minimising
(B*)? while maintaining a smooth Jacobian.

4 Chaotic Spectrum
Combining the quadratic flux minimised (QFM) coordinates with our numerical method, we are
now equipped to solve the shear Alfvén wave governing equation (equation 4). We will investigate
the behaviour of solutions as the perturbation amplitude, k, increases.

To give a broad overview of the change with increasing k, we first consider the continuum,
constructed from all solutions. Each eigenfunction, ®, is decomposed into Fourier harmonics,

®(s,9,0) = ) (s)e’mI ), (18)

and the radial location of the peak is then paired with the normalised eigenvalue, w. The
continuum is then split into branches, based on the Fourier mode numbers, (m,n).

Additionally, as representations of the general behaviour of individual solutions, we will
highlight the change of two specific solutions. In the unperturbed case, the first has a frequency of
w = 0.357, located on the flux surface with irrational rotational transform, ¢ = 1/¢, of
11 = 1.37016..., located at 1 =~ 0.547. Importantly, this flux surface will be intact until a critical
perturbation of k.; = 1.005 x 1073, computed by Greene’s reside [16, 27, 28]. The second solution
exists on the flux surface with a critical perturbation of k., = 1.385 x 10~3 with irrational
rotational transform to = 1.43622..., at 1) = 0.609 and has a frequency of w = 0.173.

We consider 4 different amplitudes of the perturbation, k = 0,k = 0.5 x 1073,k = 1.2 x 1073
and k = 1.7 x 1073, with a grid resolution of N, x Ny x N¢ =150 x 40 x 30, where roughly 2/3 of
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Figure 4: Change of the Poincaré map (left column) and corresponding continuum (right column) for
increasing perturbation amplitude k. Specific solutions are highlighted in the continuum plots that
are localised to the flux surfaces highlighted in the Poincaré maps. Continuum plots are constructed
in QFM coordinates, (s, 9, (), while Poincaré maps are computed in original cylindrical coordinates,

(¥, 0, 0).
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the radial points are placed in the chaotic region. The different amplitudes result in the Poincaré
plots shown in the left column of figure 4. Within these Poincaré plots we have highlighted the two
flux surfaces, ¢; and (o, by tracing an orbit with periodicity closely matching the irrational
frequency. With a small perturbation of k¥ = 0.5 x 10~2, shown in figure 4c, the unperturbed
straight flux surfaces distort to conform to the first order island chains and there is an introduction
of a second order (7, —5) island chain at ¥ ~ 0.57. However, most flux surfaces, in particular ¢; and
L2, remain intact and there are no visible chaotic trajectories. Increasing the perturbation to a
moderate k = 1.2 x 1073, figure 4e, we see higher order island chains forming and destroyed flux
surfaces, leading to chaotic trajectories, most notable for 1) < 0.55. Here we can see that the orbit
closely following the surface ¢; is no longer constrained to a single surface, showing that this flux
surface has broken. In figure 4g with a large perturbation of k = 1.7 x 1073, we can see that all
flux surfaces in this region have been destroyed and the entire region becomes chaotic.

On the right hand side of figure 4, we have shown the computed continuum, the radial peak
location of each eigenvalue for each solution. We have also plotted in black the analytical
continuum for k£ = 0, given by,

vy (m
wQ:P:%(q—l-n). (19)

We have chosen to specifically highlight the (6, —4) branch and have also highlighted the two
specific solutions with triangle dots.

As soon as the perturbation is non-zero, the introduction of island chains causes a significant
distortion to the spectrum, shown in figure 4d. For low perturbation, many flux surfaces are still
intact and the continuum in regions of intact flux surfaces remains relatively unchanged from the
unperturbed case. Increasing to a moderate perturbation, figure 4f, we see larger distortion due to
the larger island and formation of higher order island chains. Despite this, the spectrum still
maintains most of the same structure as the unperturbed case, even in the region between the
(4,—3) and (7, —5) island chains, around s = 0.55, where very few flux surfaces are still intact. In
the fully chaotic case with no intact flux surfaces over the plotted domain, the continuum is
notably distorted but surprisingly, still contains some of the original structure, shown in figure 4h.
To understand this, we now focus on the specific highlighted solutions.

The first of these solutions is shown in figure 5. The left hand column shows the Fourier
harmonic structure of this solution in the QFM coordinates, (s,9, (), as k increases. The right
hand solution shows the contour plot of the potential, but here we have mapped the solution from
the QFM coordinates back to the original cylindrical coordinates, (1,6, ¢). This allows us to gain a
physical understanding of what is happening to the solution as it evolves with & and to compare
with the Poincaré maps.

In the unperturbed case, figure 5a, we have perfect symmetry and straight field line coordinates,
so the solution appears as a single harmonic with a sharp localised peak. Increasing to
k = 0.5 x 1073 in figure 5c, we can see that the harmonic structure remains mostly unchanged,
with the slight increase of other harmonics. The contour plot, figure 5d, shows the modification of
the solution due to the distorted flux surfaces. However, because the flux surfaces are still intact,
we can see that this solution remains relatively unchanged, it has just conformed to the new flux
surface. This distortion shows the importance of the QFM coordinates. In the QFM coordinates,
we see a simple representation, but in cylindrical coordinates, we see a distorted peaked structure,
demanding significantly more numerical resources to accurately resolve.

At k= 1.2 x 1073, figures 5e and 5f, we are above the critical threshold for the first flux surface,
and we can now see a dramatic change in the structure of this solution. We see a significant
modification to the harmonic structure, however, we still see the original (6, —4) harmonic as the
largest with roughly the same shape. In contrast, the contour plot only shows the smallest residue
of the original structure and we can see that the solution has smeared across the chaotic region.

Despite the flux surfaces being destroyed, the original harmonic persists, which is why the
continuum plots still have much of the unperturbed structure. This is further shown in the next
plots, figures 5g and 5h, where all flux surfaces are destroyed. The contour plot is again
unrecognisable, but we still see the persistence of the (6, —4) harmonic, leading to similar
continuum structure.

The flux surface for the second solution remains intact for a larger perturbation. This is
reflected in the structure shown in figure 6. The unperturbed and k = 0.5 x 103 cases show
similar behaviour to our last example. However, now that the flux surface is still intact for
k =1.2 x 1073, we see that the solution is still sharp and clearly recognisable for this moderate
perturbation, shown in figures 6e and 6f. While the solution is mostly unchanged from the
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Figure 5: Specific solution residing on ¢; as k increases. Left column shows the Fourier harmonics
in QFM coordinates, (s,%,¢). Right column shows contour plot mapped back to original cylindrical
coordinates, (v, 0, ), at ¢ = 0.
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unperturbed case, we do see minor differences. Because the flux surface is still intact, this is likely
due to the imperfections in the numerical QFM coordinates and the destruction of neighbouring
flux surfaces. Once the perturbation exceeds the critical perturbation of this flux surface, figures 6g
and 6h, we again see the persistence of the original (6, —4) harmonic and the smearing across the
chaotic region as before.

The two solutions we have shown in detail are representative of the entire spectrum. In
particular, two key observations are reflected in the majority of solutions. First, provided a flux
surface is still intact, solutions on that surface will only have minor modification compared to the
same solution in the unperturbed case. The level of modification is typically correlated to the
nearby flux surfaces, if a solution is found in region where all flux surfaces are intact, the solution
will be almost unchanged from the unperturbed case. In contrast, if the specific flux surface is in a
region of broken flux surfaces we expect to see a much larger distortion.

Second, above the critical threshold where a flux surface is destroyed, we see that the original
Fourier harmonic persists while gaining other harmonics. Additionally, the original harmonic
maintains a similar structure to the unperturbed case. Surprisingly, this behaviour persists even
well above the critical threshold where all flux surfaces are broken.

Physically, this is most likely due to the cantorus [28, 29] that forms when a flux surface is
broken. A cantorus acts as a ‘leaky’ flux surface with gaps, which allows the magnetic field to pass
through. However, it will still act as a partial barrier, with the same frequency as the original flux
surface. This persistent structure appears to be sufficient for the original Fourier harmonic to still
be observed, as the magnetic field line can remain contained to a cantorus for many orbits. The
gaps however, explain why we see a smearing of the wave as it is no longer perfectly constrained to
the single surface and can leak to a wider region.

Considering the same cases in a lower resolution of 100 x 20 x 15, much of the same behaviour
is observed. As a specific example, figure 7 shows the harmonic structure of two solutions that are
closest in frequency to the high resolution cases for £ = 1.2 x 1073. Here we can see the same
general properties, both have a dominant (6, —4) harmonic. The first solution, figure 7a, on a
broken flux surface, also includes a variety of other harmonics while the second, figure 7b, existing
on an intact flux surface, is predominantly this single harmonic.

While the general trends are consistent across different resolutions, we can see that the exact
structure is not. One reason for this is due to the numerical construction of the QFM coordinates.
Different perturbation strengths require a different set of QFM surfaces, resulting in a slightly
different mapping between QFM, (s, ¥, (), and cylindrical, (¢, 8, ¢), coordinates. Because these
solutions are immersed in a continuum, determining the exact same solution across different cases
is not possible without infinite resolution.

Therefore, the low resolution solutions are not the same solutions presented before, but instead
are neighbouring solutions. With a chaotic field, this minimal difference in coordinate mapping can
still result in large differences in magnetic field trajectories and may explain the variation in the
additional harmonics seen.

Despite both Fourier plots showing the unperturbed solutions remaining mostly unchanged for
intact flux surfaces and the persistence of the original harmonic for destroyed flux surfaces, there
are some notable exceptions to these trends. Any solutions that have a strong interaction with the
magnetic island chains, at either resolution, do not follow these observations. This includes
solutions localised inside the island chains, with helicity matching the islands or particularly broad
structure, such as the m = 41 solutions. Examples of these solutions are shown in the next section
where we further investigate the effect of the magnetic island structures.

5 Single Island Chain
We now consider the simpler perturbation of a single island chain to understand how these
structures effect the spectrum. This case allows a more direct comparison with the use of
pre-existing straight field line coordinates, (k, @, ), where & is the radius from the O-point, & is
the helical straight field line angle and 7 is the extend toroidal angle along the island magnetic
axis, see appendix C for details. These coordinates are only defined inside or outside the magnetic
island chain, with a coordinate singularity at the separatrix, given by x = 1. Previous work
employing these coordinates [10-13] has revealed a rich structure in the shear Alfvén spectrum
inside magnetic islands.

We will consider the simplest possible island chain, m = 1,n = —1, such that we maximise the
number of grid points for resolving the structure inside the island chain. This is introduced in a

10



IOP Publishing  Journal vv (yyyy) aaaaaa

Author et al

1.0F

0.8

0.6 |
0.4F
0.2r
0.0
—0.2r

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65

(a) k=0

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65

(c) k=0.5x10"3

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65
S

(e) k=1.2x10"3

i SN
BN A
A\l

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65
S

(g) k=17x10"3

Figure 6: Specific solution residing on t2 as k increases. Left column shows the Fourier harmonics
in QFM coordinates, (s,%,¢). Right column shows contour plot mapped back to original cylindrical

coordinates, (v, 0, ), at ¢ = 0.

0.65
0.60
=
0.55
O'500 1 2 3 4 5 6

() k=0

0.65
0.60
=
0.55
00T s 4 5 6

(d) k=0.5x1073

0.65
0.60
=
0.55
00T e s 4 5 6

(f) k=12x10"3

0.65
0.60
=
0.55
00, s 4 5 6

(h) k=1.7x 1073

0.75
0.50
0.25

(=1

—0.25
—0.50
—0.75

0.75
0.50
0.25

f=]

—0.25
—0.50
—0.75

0.75
0.50
0.25

f=1

—0.25
—0.50
—0.75

1.00

0.50
0.25

f==}

—0.25

—0.50

11



IOP Publishing

Journal vv (yyyy) aaaaaa Author et al

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65

(a) (b)

Figure 7: Fourier harmonics of the first (a) and second (b) solutions computed with a lower grid
resolution.

similar way as before, with a perturbation of the form,
B; = Asin(f — )V x V. (20)

We employ the same algorithm as before and again make use of QFM coordinates which will align
our coordinate system with the flux surfaces outside the island. The ¢-profile is chosen such that
the island coordinates are analytical [11], this is given by,

1 1 4.
T w (¢ — vo) (21)

where we have taken ¢y = 0.5,¢' = 1.0 and ¢g = —mg/ng = 1.0. We take an island width of
w = 0.1, allowing us to compute the amplitude via,

q/w2

A=Y
16

=6.25 x 1074, (22)

One of the most notable features of the spectrum inside a magnetic island is the new frequency
gap and discrete magnetic island induced Alfvén eigenmodes present in the gap. These both occur
at low frequencies [10-13], so we will focus on this region. The spectrum produced under this
perturbation is shown in figure 8, where the black lines show the unperturbed continuum. Notably,
we can see branches that previously go down to zero instead flatten out at w ~ 0.03. We have also
labelled 3 specific solutions, a, b, c. The Fourier harmonics of these are shown on the left column of
figure 9, with the corresponding contour plots shown in the right column.

The Fourier harmonics shown here resemble the harmonic structure of the island induced mode
found by Cook et al. [30]. Looking at the contour plots, we can see that these modes are clearly
conforming to the island structure and are highly localised inside the separatrix, shown in black.

0.06

0.04 |

0.02

0.00 [
0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55

Figure 8: Continuum computed in QFM coordinates, (s,4, (), with a single magnetic island chain.
Highlighted are 3 likely global modes.
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Figure 9: Three likely island global modes computed using QFM coordinates, (s,%,(). Left column
shows Fourier harmonics and right column shows contour plot at ¢ = 0, with the island separatrix
in black.
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For a more quantitative comparison, we employ the straight field line coordinates used in
previous work [11] to recompute the same spectrum, focusing on the inside of the island.
Additionally, we use the continuum calculation of Qu and Hole [11] to verify this result.

The spectrum computed with these coordinates is shown in figure 10a, where we have
highlighted 3 global modes found, which provided the frequencies for choosing the modes selected
earlier. This figure also shows the previous computation of the continuum in black, showing good
agreement.

To compare directly, we have mapped the calculation performed in QFM coordinates, (s, 4, (),
into the coordinates used for the island calculation, (k, @, 7), noting that only solutions that peak
inside the island are mapped. This mapping is shown in figure 10b, again with the previous
continuum calculation shown in black. Here we can see some small aspects of the continuum
predicted with straight field line island coordinates, there is a small gap in frequency around
w = 0.03, however, it is much smaller than expected. We also see that gap modes at similar
frequencies, but there are many more than predicted by the island coordinates. Finally, the
continuum branch at w ~ 0.04 appears to have a few matching solutions but it is clear the
continuum is not adequately computed.

.
0.06
°
o
0.04 l
3
0.02 F 0.02 l
O
JA [;]~
g e o 5eeggessessen,
0.00 | 0.00 on
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
K K

(a) (b)

Figure 10: Shear Alfvén spectrum inside a magnetic island. Computed with island coordinates,
(k,a,7) (a) and computed in QFM coordinates, (s,%,(), then mapped to island coordinates for
comparison (b).

Looking closer at the specific gap modes, we can compare the harmonic structure when
computed with island coordinates, shown in the left column of figure 11, against those computed in
QFM coordinates, then mapped to island coordinates, shown in the right column. These three
eigenmodes computed in island coordinates qualitatively match the solutions a, b, ¢ shown in figure
2 of Konies et al. [13], noting that the z-axis used here is the square of the z-axis used by Konies et
al.

The first of the mapped solutions, figures 11a and 11b, show excellent agreement, however, the
other two show less, despite all solutions existing at very similar frequencies. One notably
difference is the prevalence of the (0,0) harmonic. This may just be an issue of numerical
resolution, however, it could be hinting that these island modes, existing at low frequencies, are
interacting with the (0,0) harmonic outside the island chain. This behaviour could not possibly be
predicted with the island coordinates due to their limitations at the separatrix.

These results clarify the observations seen when investigating the chaotic spectrum. Without
island coordinates, the intricate structures inside the islands are not adequately resolved. We can
understand this further by consider the effect of our QFM coordinates. Most notable in figure 2,
the QFM coordinates straighten intact flux surfaces and provide structure to the magnetic field,
however, they have minimal effect on the magnetic island chains.

Because the magnetic island chains still exist as nested flux surfaces in the QFM coordinates,
the rectangular grid we apply is poorly aligned with the elliptical flux surfaces of the islands. The
numerical benefit we are gaining with the QFM coordinates in the chaotic region is not true for the
magnetic island chains. We can then assert that the QFM coordinates and our current numerical
approach are not sufficient for resolving the shear Alfvén waves inside magnetic island chains.

5.1  Numerical Demand
One technique to increase the accuracy of the results is to increase the grid resolution used. Here
we will consider a rough estimate of the numerical demand for resolving the solutions inside the
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with QFM coordinates, (s,4, (), then mapped to island coordinates for comparison (right column).
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island chains present in the cases covered in section 4. We used a grid resolution of 150 x 40 x 30,
with multiple shift and inverts each targeting 1000 eigenvalues. At this resolution, the two sparse
matrices we construct, P and Q, require approximately 5GB to store, however, in the process of
solving, the Krylov-Schur algorithm [24] requires a partial factorisation of the matrix system. This
factorisation is performed by MUMPS [31], requiring approximately 500GB for the factorisation. As
this step has the highest memory demand we will neglect the remaining use of memory in this
discussion.

Above, we have shown that a grid resolution of roughly 66 x 50 x 30 per island node is capable
of resolving some global modes while not being sufficient for the continuum structure. If we naively
take this as an adequate resolution for island modes, we can estimate the expected demand to fully
resolve the spectrum in the chaotic case. In order to have a sufficient resolution for the second
order (7,—5) island chain, we would require at least 350 poloidal and 150 toroidal grid points to
have the same number of points per node. Approximating the (7, —5) island chain as extending
across 20% of the chaotic region, this same resolution for the entire chaotic region would require at
least 300 radial points, then a much smaller amount outside the chaotic region.

Taking the total resolution as 350 x 350 x 150, assuming the same density of non-zeros in the
sparse matrices P, Q of approximately 1.5 x 10™%, these sparse matrices would require over 500 TB
to store. Then, to actually solve the problem, assuming the same memory scaling for the
factorisation, we would require memory of the order 50 petabytes.

Naturally, these calculations are very approximate, but we can see that even for an
underestimate of the required grid resolution, the memory demands are completely infeasible. This
highlights the need for an improved approach for handling the island chains that form as part of a
symmetry breaking perturbation, as this brute force approach will not scale adequately.

This is especially impactful for our solutions residing on broken flux surfaces, which smear
across the chaotic region. The broadening of these solutions increases the interaction with the
magnetic islands. Because the island structures are not fully resolved, we cannot make conclusive
statements on the specific harmonics produced or their specific shape in this smearing process.

This also limits our ability to model global modes such as the TAE, as this will also interact
strongly with the magnetic islands. For specific modelling of a TAE with an RMP-like field, we will
therefore need a different method. This may require a serious modification to the numerical
approach taken here, for example, instead of solving the equilibrium eigenvalue problem it may be
more practical to consider the time dependent evolution of a TAE. Alternatively, we may want to
modify the grid used, for example, it may be possible to partially use the island coordinates and
‘stitch’ them together with a different coordinate system outside the island chains, avoiding the
coordinate singularity at the separatrix. Another option is to introduce an unstructured mesh grid
that aligns with the magnetic field inside the islands, which the finite element method is well
equipped to handle. So far we have relied on magnetic coordinates to capture the geometry of the
problem, but perhaps a combination of a mesh grid and magnetic coordinates would reduce the
numerical demand inside the island chains.

Regardless of any future modifications made, we can see that the QFM coordinates will likely
be an essential aspect of future solutions. Outside the islands, QFM coordinates provide a clear
benefit to the numerical scheme. Additionally, as shown in figure 2, the QFM coordinates add
structure and regularity to the magnetic island chains, meaning that any future modifications used
are likely to be much simpler when using QFM coordinates.

This highlights a key aspect of this study, QFM coordinates provide pseudo straight field line
coordinates for chaotic perturbations, and may well be an essential tool for this kind of work.
However, because they do not make significant difference to the alignment of the numerical grid
with the magnetic field inside the magnetic islands, QFM coordinates alone are not sufficient for
computing the entire spectrum of shear Alfvén waves.

6 Conclusion and Future Work
Pseudo straight field line quadratic flux minimising coordinates have provided a method for
computing the shear Alfvén spectrum under symmetry breaking perturbations with chaotic
magnetic field trajectories. We have shown that while a given flux surface remains intact, shear
Alfvén waves localised to that surface remain relatively unchanged compared to the unperturbed
case. Additionally, once the flux surface is broken, we find that the original Fourier harmonic
structure persists with the addition of a smearing across the chaotic region.

We have also highlighted the limited effect QFM coordinates provide for resolving the spectrum
inside the magnetic island chains and shown that additional tools will be required for accurately
computing the full spectrum, and eventually the interaction of a TAE with an RMP field. While
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this does limit the practical usage of our current method, it does clarify where QFM coordinates
excel and where they offer limited benefit. We also have a clear problem to solve in future work;
the magnetic island chains are the obvious bottleneck for this research. If we can accurately and
practically determine the spectrum inside a magnetic island, combining this method with QFM
coordinates should allow accurate computation of the full spectrum and further verification of the
trends we have observed.

Provided such methods are possible, it will then become practical to study the interaction of a
TAE with a chaotic region providing an understanding of the influence of an RMP field. Of
particular interest will be the computation of changes to continuum damping of a TAE, requiring a
simple, already implemented, non-ideal addition to equation 4 [32].

We also note that there are other physically interesting additions that could be made to this
problem. One example is that near the island separatrix, especially at the X-points, the length
scale of the problem becomes comparable to the ion Larmor radius, invalidating some of the
assumptions present in ideal MHD. Inclusion of additional non-ideal effects may provide a more
realistic picture of the behaviour of the spectrum near the islands, in particular, it would include
the addition of kinetic Alfvén waves [33], which may provide a physical connection between the
inside and outside of the magnetic islands.

Throughout this work we have also assumed the g-profile is unchanged under the perturbation,
which is imposed on top of the equilibrium field. Instead, we may consider a self consistent
magnetic field, which would modify the g-profile and may have a large effect on the spectrum [34].
Our code is set up to handle generic geometry for both the construction of QFM coordinates and
the solution to the eigenvalue problem for shear Alfvén waves. It should therefore be
straightforward to adapt our code use a more realistic equilibrium generated by equilibrium codes
such as SPEC [35], and allow us to compute the spectrum in more realistic scenarios.
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A Cylindrical metric tensor and Jacobian
The metric tensor in cylindrical geometry is given in the limit Ry — oo of the usual toroidal metric
[36], expressed in terms of the toroidal flux v,

1
Jyy = ﬁ? (Ala)
goo =17, (Alb)
Jop = R(%a (Alc)

where r = y/21). The off-diagonal terms are zero and the Jacobian is given by
J = Ry. (A2)

B Weak Form
To convert the weak form, equation 11, into a matrix equation we define a vector containing the
unique derivatives of the basis functions,

O*® = (0y @, 0p®, 0, ®, Dy ®, Do ®, o ®, Dpo®, Vg o ®, Dy ®). (B1)

This is then contracted with the two differential operators, P and Q The term containing the
eigenvalue, w?, and shown on the left hand side of equation 11, is define by (), which is computed
via

Nij HopP 7 ij
QJZJ?DJ (B2)
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with
DY = ¢ — B'B7/|BJ?. (B3)

where Latin indices run from 1 to 3, as this term is only contracting with the first derivative terms
of the vector defined in equation B1. The second operator, P, contains the right hand side of
equation 11, which we split up into two terms; the Laplacian-like first term, 7}, and the second
term containing the parallel current, T;. The first term is given by

v =gcrpicy, (B4)

where Greek indices run from 1 to 9 and the non-square C' matrix is given by,

BY B B? B B?
(BZ)w (?)w (32)y %= 5= 2 0 0 0
0 @ 0 @
cr=| (&), (&), &), o & o & & o |, (B5)
(%) (&) (&), 0 o & o & =
@ ®

where the subscript denotes differentiation and B? = B*BJ gij- The final term is split into two
parts which are identical when swapping the test and trial functions. Each of these is given by two
matrices,

Y J5e9%0;(TY) TY Joe%0;(1))  TY J5e%9;(IF)
Ty=| 1¢ } @RO;(I}))  Tfzeiho,(I]) T eko,(ry) (B6)
If J5ek0;(Ty) Tf 5eho;(T)) TF Joe7*0;(TF),
and
TV evhTy NP e I¥evkry
IYeVRT) + TV 0Ty TOVRT) + DY) T erTy 4+ TY e Ty
(1) = L D3R DY + D3Ry T9eVITY + D0WrT) TPVRDY + D eiehT) (B7)
g CTyetkTy - Tlethry TfettTy
TYeOFTY + TYe#RT)  TI0TY 4+ T0e9hT)  TPeFTf + T eiehTY
TV ehTy Lfeiekry NS0 be
) k % k % k
Where (¢, 0, p) = (1,2,3), €7* is the Levi-Civita symbol, and we have defined
- (5{ - gikbkbj> . (BS)

The current term, 7}, is given by the sum of T3, 15 and the transpose of this to reflect the
symmetry of the two terms in equation 11.

C Island Metric Tensor
The metric tensor for the straight field line coordinates is computed following the method of Konies
et al. [13], using the notation of Qu and Hole [11]. Notably, we start with the toroidal flux, ¢,
rather than the geometric radius squared, v2. Additionally, the resulting straight field line radial
coordinate, k, used here is the square of the coordinate used by Konies et al.

These coordinates are defined only for x < 1 and require a linear rotational transform to be
analytical. The original coordinates are the cylindrical coordinates defined in appendix A.

From [11], we have

= (= o) +sin (ma/2), ()

where k acts like a radial coordinate inside the island, with x = 1 defining the separatrix and x = 0
the O-point. We have also defined the helical angle o = 6 — ¢/qo, with gg = —mg/ng. We next
introduce an intermediate coordinate transform satisfying

Vi sin 8 = sin(ma/2). (C2)
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The metric tensor for this intermediate coordinate system, (k, 3,7), is given by

321/)/{

Vi -Vk = cos? B + br; sin? B,

Vk-Vg = (—M + 2) cos (B sin 3,

Vk-Vr = 2 \/Eblnﬁ 1 — ksin? B,
0

V3.V = j—isinzﬂ—F%COSQ,B,

VB -V1 = \fR2 cos /1 — ksin? 3,

V71 -Vr= R% ,
where
2 2
(o
Y =1 + 2VE s B.
The coordinate system is then straightened via the transformation

(C3a)
(C3b)
(C3ce)

(C3d)
(C3e)

(C3f)

where K (k), F(8, k) are the complete and incomplete elliptical integrals of the first kind

respectively. The two derivatives of this are

ot

3oz s )
8ﬂ 2K( )\/l—nsm B,

K sin 3 cos 3

an 41— R)RK () (ZW) ) 1_mn25> ’

(C7a)

(CT7h)

where Z(8,k) = E(8,k) — E(k)F(B,k)/K(k), is the Jacobi Zeta function. Inverting the

transformation,
B =am(2K (k)a/m, k)
we can then write the trigonometric functions as,

sin 8 = sn(2K (k)a/m, k),
cos 8 = ecn(2K (k)a/m, k),

\/1— rsin? B = dn(2K (k)a/T, k).

(C9a)
(C9b)

(C9c)

Finally, we can define the metric tensor, in terms of the straightened coordinate system (k, @, 7).

o = 311/’%12(2;((,@)@/77, k) + brsn® (2K (x)
wa Oa oa
g = VK + %wy V3,

= ?\/Esn(ZK(/f)@/W)dH(QK(H)@/W)7
0

A da da da
ar O 5“

g = 9 Vk - VTJr@ﬁvB v,

.1

g 7R35

a/m),

Y o,

(C10a)
(C10b)
(C10c)
(C10d)
(C10e)

(C10f)

where the unspecified expressions are given in equation C3, using the expressions defined in

equation C9.
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