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Recent simulations (White et al., 2022; White, 2022, 2025) have shown that, even when the
magnetic field of a stellarator possesses nested toroidal flux surfaces, the orbits of passing
energetic particles can exhibit islands. These ‘drift islands’ arise near rational flux surfaces,
where they are likely to enhance alpha-particle transport—flattening the alpha density
profile locally—unless they can be avoided by suitable design of the stellarator magnetic
field. To investigate how this might be achieved, we derive an equation for the drift-island
shape in a general stellarator. This result follows from the solution to a more fundamental
problem: that of calculating the orbits of passing particles near a rational flux surface. We
show that these orbits are determined by conservation of an adiabatic invariant associated
with the closed rational-surface field lines. We use this ‘transit adiabatic invariant’ to
prove that there are no drift islands, for all passing particles, if and only if the magnetic
field satisfies a weaker version of the Cary & Shasharina (1997a) condition for omnigeneity;
we call such magnetic fields ‘cyclometric’. The drift-island width scales as ∼(ρ⋆δ/s)

1/2 a
(ρ⋆ is the normalized gyroradius, δ is the deviation from cyclometry, s is the magnetic
shear, and a is the minor radius), so large drift islands could arise in low-shear stellarators
that are insufficiently cyclometric. To ensure accurate results for very energetic particles,
we compute higher-order corrections to the transit invariant. Our calculations agree
extremely well with ASCOT5 guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations of alpha particles
in reactor-scale equilibria, even at 3.5MeV. Finally, we show how our results can also be
derived using Hamiltonian perturbation theory, which provides a systematic framework
for calculating passing-particle orbits on both rational and irrational surfaces.

1. Introduction
In stellarator reactors, deuterium–tritium fusion will produce energetic, 3.5MeV alpha
particles. To minimise losses of energy from the plasma and avoid unsustainable damage
to the reactor walls, these fusion-born alphas must be well confined by the stellarator
magnetic field, at least until their energy is transferred back to the thermal plasma by
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Figure 1. Poincaré plots, constructed in the ϕ = 0 plane using cylindrical coordinates (r, ϕ, z),
for (a) magnetic field lines and (b) guiding-centre orbits of passing alpha particles, in a W7-X
equilibrium scaled up to reactor size. The alpha particles in (b) are co-passing relative to the
magnetic field and have energy 3.5MeV and pitch-angle µ/E = 0.143T−1, where µ is their
magnetic moment and E is their kinetic energy per unit mass. The chosen value of µ/E coincides
with the trapped–passing boundary at the last closed flux surface, so the orbits in (b) are barely
passing. The field lines and guiding-centre orbits were computed using the ASCOT5 code; more
details about the equilibrium and simulation method are provided in §3.4.

collisions. This collisional slowing-down process takes ∼0.1 s for typical reactor parameters
(densities of ∼ 1020 m−3 and temperatures of ∼15 keV), which is long enough for the
alpha particles, travelling at ∼107 ms−1, to complete many orbits through the device.
Together with the fact that their ∼5 cm gyroradii are a small fraction of the minor radius
of a reactor-scale stellarator, this means fusion-born alphas are commonly modelled using
collisionless, guiding-centre equations (e.g. Lotz et al., 1992; Bader et al., 2021; Velasco
et al., 2021; LeViness et al., 2022; Paul et al., 2022; Albert et al., 2023; Bindel et al., 2023;
Figueiredo et al., 2024).

Recently, White et al. (2022) simulated the collisionless, guiding-centre motion of alpha
particles in stellarators and observed a striking difference between the behaviour of passing
particles in stellarators and tokamaks (see also White, 2022, 2025). It is well known that,
in tokamaks, axisymmetry constrains the magnetic field lines to lie on nested toroidal flux
surfaces and the particle orbits to lie on nested toroidal drift surfaces. If axisymmetry
is broken by a magnetic perturbation, rational flux surfaces break into magnetic islands
and nearby drift surfaces break into ‘drift islands’ (e.g. Brambilla & Lichtenberg, 1973;
Mynick, 1993a,b). In stellarators—which are inherently nonaxisymmetric—White et al.
(2022) found that the orbits of passing particles generally contain drift islands, even when
the magnetic field is unperturbed and still possesses a full set of nested toroidal flux
surfaces (as shown in figure 1; see also Grad, 1967; Marcal, 1982; Wobig & Pfirsch, 2001;
White, 2022, 2025; Chambliss et al., 2025).

These ‘equilibrium-induced’ drift islands grow with energy, raising concerns that they
could be a source of enhanced alpha-particle transport specific to stellarators (Paul
et al., 2022; White et al., 2022; White, 2022, 2025; Chambliss et al., 2025). Wide islands,
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in the low-collisionality regimes relevant for fusion-born alphas, allow particles to make
large radial excursions through the device. Furthermore, collisions or orbit-class transitions
will enable particles to ‘hop’ in and out of these wide orbits, expediting their progress
towards the reactor walls. As a result, drift islands are likely to be sites of enhanced
neoclassical transport, unless they can be avoided by suitable design of the stellarator
magnetic field.

To investigate how this might be achieved, we derive simple equations for the drift-island
shape in a general stellarator. In this paper, we focus on passing-particle orbits, while in
Paper II (Foster et al., 2025), we generalize our theory to include trapped particles that
complete multiple toroidal transits before bouncing, whose orbits can also form wide drift
islands. The question of how drift islands modify collisional transport of alpha particles
around rational surfaces is left for future work.

The drift-island shape follows from the solution to an even more fundamental theoretical
problem: that of calculating the orbits of passing particles near a rational flux surface.
We estimate the width of these orbits in §2. Then, in §3, we show that these orbits
are determined by conservation of an adiabatic invariant associated with the closed
rational-surface field lines. We derive this ‘transit adiabatic invariant’ by expanding the
guiding-centre equations for particles close to the rational surface, then applying an
orbit-averaging procedure. Similar adiabatic invariants have been used to describe locally
passing particles in stellarators with a small rotational transform per field period or per
ripple well (e.g. Dobrott & Frieman, 1971; Cary et al., 1988; Todoroki, 1993; Rome, 1995;
Smirnova, 1997). These adiabatic invariants described in previous work are not the same
as the transit invariant; one difference is that the transit invariant depends explicitly on
which low-order rational surface the particles are close to. An adiabatic invariant more
similar to the transit invariant was derived by Hastie et al. (1967) (see also Bhattacharjee
et al., 1992) for passing particles in a magnetic field with either closed field lines or a
small rotational transform. Our work generalizes the derivation of Hastie et al. (1967)
to the case of particles near low-order rational surfaces in a stellarator with a rotational
transform of order unity. Furthermore, we compute higher-order corrections to the transit
invariant (see below and §6) and compare with simulations, conducted using the ASCOT5
code (Varje et al., 2019), of particle orbits in various modern stellarator designs.

In §4, we discuss how the drift-island width depends on properties of the stellarator
equilibrium field, such as its number of field periods, aspect ratio, and magnetic shear. In
§5, we derive a necessary and sufficient condition for the drift-island width to vanish for
all passing particles; we refer to magnetic fields that satisfy this condition as ‘cyclometric’.
We also consider nearly cyclometric fields and determine how the drift-island width scales
with the deviation from cyclometry.

To model fusion-born alphas in a reactor, it is crucial that our calculations remain
valid even at high energies. However, for sufficiently energetic particles, the accuracy
of orbit-averaging, which we use to obtain the transit invariant, has been questioned
(e.g. Paul et al., 2022). To ensure accurate results even at high energies, in §6 we calculate
higher-order corrections to the transit invariant. We derive these corrections by expanding
in √

ρ⋆ ≪ 1, where ρ⋆ = ρ/L is the energetic-particle gyroradius divided by a typical
length scale of the magnetic field. The appropriate expansion parameter is √

ρ⋆ because
the orbit width for passing particles near a rational surface scales with √

ρ⋆, in contrast
with the familiar scaling with ρ⋆ for particles on irrational surfaces (these estimates are
obtained in §2). When the higher-order corrections are included, our analytical results
are in excellent agreement with simulations, indicating that orbit-averaged guiding-centre
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equations and the transit adiabatic invariant can accurately model passing alpha particles,
even at 3.5MeV.

Finally, in §7, we show how Hamiltonian perturbation theory can be used to calculate
the orbits of passing particles on both rational and irrational flux surfaces in a general
stellarator. This framework provides a clear criterion for which flux surfaces are ‘rational
enough’ that particle orbits in their vicinity need to be described using the transit
invariant.

2. Drift islands: physical picture and estimates
Drift islands arise in the orbits of passing particles near rational flux surfaces. The
drift-island width is, therefore, equal to the orbit width of these particles, by which we
mean the typical size of the radial excursions they make from their initial flux surface. In
§2.1, we estimate this orbit width using a physical picture of the particle motion. It is
well known that the orbit width of passing particles typically scales with ρ⋆ (e.g. Bishop
& Smith, 1966; Galeev et al., 1969). However, we will find that, near low-order rational
surfaces, the orbit width is wider, scaling instead with √

ρ⋆ (Grad, 1967). In §2.2, we show
that the same estimates can also be obtained using an analogy with magnetic islands.

2.1. Orbit width of passing particles near rational surfaces
First, we review a standard argument that the orbit width of passing particles typically
scales with ρ⋆ (e.g. Helander, 2014) and point out why it does not apply to particles near
rational flux surfaces.

A generic flux surface has an irrational rotational transform. Therefore, each magnetic
field line covers the surface densely and a particle streaming along one of these field
lines will explore the entire surface (see figure 2(a)). This means that the net radial drift
accumulated by the particle over long times is proportional to the flux-surface average of
its radial drift velocity divided by its parallel streaming rate, which weights each region of
the flux surface according to how long the particle spends there (e.g. Helander, 2014). It
can be shown that this flux-surface average vanishes, so passing particles do not experience
a secular radial drift. Thus, the width w of a generic passing orbit can be estimated using
the size of the radial drift velocity, |vd| ∼ ρ⋆v (v is the particle speed), and the typical
time required for this drift to average out:

w ∼ |vd|
L

v
∼ ρ⋆L . (2.1)

This estimate is accurate for most particles but is incorrect for particles close to a low-
order rational surface. Near a rational surface, the magnetic field lines almost close on
themselves, as shown in figure 2(c), so a particle streaming along one of these field lines
will take a very long time to explore the entire surface. In this time, the particle can drift
radial distances larger than ∼ρ⋆L.

To estimate the orbit width of particles near a rational surface, it is helpful to have in
mind the following physical picture. A particle streaming along a closed field line on
the rational surface will not sample the entire surface, which means it can experience a
net radial drift. This drift will carry the particle onto neighbouring flux surfaces, where
the field lines no longer perfectly close on themselves (assuming the magnetic shear is
non-zero); compare figures 2(b) and 2(c). By streaming along these nearly closed field
lines, the particle will migrate tangentially across the rational surface—this is clearest
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(a) (b) (c)Irrational flux surface Rational flux surface ψr Flux surface near ψr
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Figure 2. (top row) Illustration of how the rotational transform of a flux surface affects the
magnetic field lines in physical space, with colour showing the magnetic field strength. For the
flux surface shape, we used a precise-QA equilibrium from Landreman et al. (2021). (bottom
row) Cartoons showing how the rotational transform affects the field lines in straight-field-line
coordinates for a single-field-period stellarator, with grey contours representing the magnetic
field strength. (a) On an irrational surface, field lines cover the surface densely and never close.
(b) On a rational surface ψr, field lines close on themselves. (c) Near the rational surface ψr, field
lines require many toroidal turns to explore the entire surface.

from a picture like figure 2(c). Eventually, its radial drift, which averages to zero over the
entire rational surface, must change sign. The particle will then drift back towards the
rational surface but will overshoot. By streaming along nearly closed field lines again, the
particle will migrate tangentially across the rational surface, in the opposite direction to
before, back to its starting point. In a Poincaré plot, this cyclic motion traces out a drift
island.

To estimate the width of such an orbit, it is convenient to use straight-field-line coordinates
(ψ, θ, ζ) (e.g. Helander, 2014). The radial coordinate ψ is the toroidal magnetic flux
contained by the flux surface divided by 2π, and θ and ζ are the poloidal and toroidal
angles, respectively. Let the rotational transform be ι(ψ). Suppose the particle is near
a low-order rational surface, ψ = ψr, with ι(ψr) = N/M , for coprime integers N and
M > 0. The orbit width is the radial distance the particle can drift in the time required
for it to migrate across a significant fraction of the rational surface by streaming along
nearly closed field lines, such as those depicted in figure 2(c). We denote this orbit width,
measured by the variation in the particle’s ψ coordinate, by ∆ψ.

Consider the motion of the particle from ζ = 0 to ζ = 2πM , where the orbit nearly ‘bites
its tail’; throughout the paper, this motion is referred to as a ‘transit’. In a single transit,
θ changes by ∆θ ≃ 2πM [ι(ψ) − N/M ], as shown in figure 3. Assuming M ∼ N ∼ 1,
this means ∆θ ∼ ι′r∆ψ, where ι′r := (dι/dψ)(ψ = ψr) is related to the global magnetic
shear by s := |(ψ/ι)(dι/dψ)|. The number of transits required for the particle to move
over a significant portion of the flux surface, by streaming along nearly closed field lines,
is ∼ 1/∆θ. Thus, the time required for the particle to migrate over the flux surface is
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Figure 3. Cartoon showing the difference between a closed curve of constant θ − (N/M)ζ
(shown in red) and a field line (black) in straight-field-line coordinates on a flux surface near the
rational surface. In this case, the stellarator has a single field period, N = 1, and M = 2. Grey
contours represent the magnetic field strength. The change in poloidal angle, ∆θ, when the field
line is followed for one full transit (∆ζ = 2πM) is indicated.

∼(1/ι′r∆ψ)(L/v).1 In this time, the change in ψ due to drifts is

∆ψ ∼
(

1

ι′r∆ψ

)
(ρ⋆δ)Ψt , (2.2)

where Ψt is a typical value of the toroidal flux through a flux surface, and δ is a factor
that reduces the radial drift rate in nearly omnigeneous stellarators and certain other
configurations (viz. cyclometric configurations; we introduce cyclometry and define δ more
precisely in §5). Note that δ ∼ 1 in an unoptimized device. Solving (2.2) for ∆ψ gives

∆ψ

Ψt
∼

(
ρ⋆δ

s

)1/2

. (2.3)

As claimed, the orbit width for particles near rational surfaces, which is equivalent to the
drift-island width, scales with √

ρ⋆ instead of ρ⋆. For context, birth alpha particles in a
reactor-scale stellarator might have ρ⋆ ∼ 0.03 (using parameters from Ku et al. (2008)
or Drevlak et al. (2014); ρ⋆ will be lower in a high-field stellarator). Stellarator designs
usually have s between 0.01 and 1 (Landreman & Paul, 2022; Komori et al., 2006) and
δ between 10−4 and 10−1 (Velasco et al., 2023). Thus, for birth alphas, estimate (2.3)
suggests that the drift-island width can reach ∼50% of the minor radius.

Estimate (2.3) does not capture the dependence of the island width on N and M , since
we ordered N ∼ M ∼ 1 and disregarded order-unity factors. This dependence will be
revealed by the full calculation in §3. Physically, if the flux surface is rational, but with
high order (meaning M is large), the particle will sample most of the rational surface
before the field lines close, so the radial drift will very nearly average out and the particle
will not drift far. We will find that the island width typically decays exponentially with
|N | and |M |.

1Here, we neglect the tangential drift, which could also be responsible for moving the particle
across the flux surface. This can be justified a posteriori given the island-width estimate (2.3).
The change in θ in one transit due to the tangential drift is ∼ρ⋆, while (2.3) implies that the
change due to streaming along sheared field lines is ∼(ρ⋆δs)

1/2, which usually dominates. If the
drift term dominates, the drift islands simply shift to a new radial location, as explained in §5.3.
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2.2. Drift-island width by analogy with magnetic islands
The drift-island width can also be estimated using well-known facts about magnetic
islands. This is possible because it can be shown that passing orbits follow the field lines
of a modified magnetic field. To demonstrate this, we write the guiding-centre velocity,
whose direction determines the trajectory of a particle’s guiding centre through space, as2

dX

dt
=
v∥

B

(
B +∇×

(
v∥B

Ω

))
. (2.4)

Here, X is the guiding-centre position, t is time, B is the magnetic field, B := |B| is the
magnetic field strength, and Ω := ZeB/mc is the gyrofrequency, where Ze and m are the
particle charge and mass, respectively, and c is the speed of light (we use CGS units). All
functions are evaluated at the guiding-centre position. The parallel velocity in (2.4) is

v∥ := σ
√
2(E − µB) , (2.5)

where E is the kinetic energy per unit mass of the particle, µ is its magnetic moment,
and σ := v∥/|v∥|, and the curl in (2.4) is taken at fixed E and µ. We have ignored the
electrostatic potential in (2.5) because it is negligible for sufficiently energetic particles.

According to (2.4), the particle does not perfectly follow magnetic field lines. Instead, it
moves along the field lines of the divergence-free field (Morozov & Solov’ev, 1959, 1966)

B⋆ := B +∇×
(
v∥B

Ω

)
, (2.6)

where E and µ are treated as fixed parameters. For passing particles, this field B⋆ exists
throughout a toroidal region and is a small perturbation to the real magnetic field B,
which we assume has nested toroidal flux surfaces. It is well known that when a magnetic
field with nested toroidal flux surfaces is perturbed, rational flux surfaces break up into
magnetic islands. Therefore, the field lines of B⋆, which actually represent guiding-centre
trajectories through space, will exhibit islands: these are the drift islands.

If a magnetic field with nested toroidal flux surfaces is modified by a small perturbation,
the width of the resulting magnetic islands scales with the square root of the ratio of the
perturbation amplitude to the magnetic shear (e.g. Boozer, 2005). Applying this result to
the field in (2.6), where the size of the perturbation is ∼ vB/ΩL ∼ ρ⋆B, we find that the
drift-island width scales with (ρ⋆/s)

1/2.

The scaling with √
ρ⋆ is recovered,3 but what about the factor of

√
δ, which reduces the

drift-island width in optimized configurations? Later in the article (in §5.2, where we give
a precise definition of δ), we will explain how the argument above may be extended to
obtain this factor. To summarize, we will show that, in a perfectly cyclometric stellarator,
B⋆ is integrable to higher order in ρ⋆. Therefore, in a nearly cyclometric stellarator, the
perturbation to B⋆ that breaks integrability comes from the magnetic drift due to the

2Equation (2.4) gives the correct velocity along the field lines to order v and across the field lines
to order ρ⋆v (Hazeltine & Waelbroeck, 2018). In White et al. (1982), it was pointed out that the
right side of this equation could be divided by the near-identity factor 1 + (v∥/Ω)(b̂ · ∇× b̂) to
ensure that Liouville’s theorem is satisfied exactly. Since we are only interested in the direction
of the guiding-centre velocity, this modification is unnecessary.
3This is a special case of a general result concerning nearly integrable Hamiltonian systems:
perturbations of size ∼ε (relative to the unperturbed Hamiltonian) that remove integrability
cause invariant tori in phase space to break up into islands of width ∼√

ε around resonances
(e.g. Chirikov, 1979; Lichtenberg & Lieberman, 2013).
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non-cyclometric piece of the field. The size of this perturbation is ∼ ρ⋆δB. Using this
perturbation size in the magnetic-island-width formula leads to the scaling (2.3) that we
found previously for the drift-island width, including the factor of

√
δ.

3. Drift islands and the transit adiabatic invariant
In this section, we derive an equation for the drift-island shape by expanding the guiding-
centre equations around a rational surface (§§3.1–3.2), which will reveal the existence of
an adiabatic invariant (§3.3). The shape of the drift islands, as they would appear in a
Poincaré section, can be visualized by plotting the level curves of this invariant (§3.4).

The calculations in this section rely on three main assumptions. First, we use the guiding-
centre equations; in §A we compare guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations to verify
that the guiding-centre model is accurate in reactor-scale stellarators even for the most
energetic alpha particles. Second, we assume that the stellarator magnetic field does not
change in time and that it possesses nested toroidal flux surfaces. In fact, this assumption
is not necessary; in §B we explain how the analysis can be generalized to stellarators whose
magnetic field contains magnetic islands. Finally, we assume that drift-island overlap
does not occur. It is well known that, when the drift islands around two nearby rational
surfaces become large enough to overlap, the islands are replaced by a region of stochastic
orbits (Chirikov, 1979), a phenomenon not described by our theory. The assumption of
no drift-island overlap is discussed further in §4.3.

3.1. Coordinate system
Near a rational surface, passing particles rapidly execute almost-closed orbits by streaming
along almost-closed field lines. Meanwhile, they slowly drift perpendicular to the field
lines and they slowly migrate tangentially across the rational surface as described in §2.1.
It will be useful to choose coordinates that separate the fast and slow timescales.

In §2, we introduced the straight-field-line coordinates (ψ, θ, ζ). We will still use ζ, which
varies on the fast timescale of a transit, and ψ, which changes on a slower timescale due
to drifts. Instead of the poloidal angle θ, we will now employ a combination of angles that
changes more slowly,4 namely

η := θ − N

M
ζ . (3.1)

As above, N/M is the rotational transform of the rational surface ψr, where N and M > 0
are coprime integers. On the rational surface, η coincides with the usual field-line label
α := θ− ι(ψ)ζ. On nearby flux surfaces, however, curves of constant η remain closed, with
the helicity of the rational-surface field lines, so these curves are not perfectly tangent
to the magnetic field. We can think of η as an extension of the rational-surface field-line
label to nearby flux surfaces, or as a way of telling us which rational-surface field line a
particle is close to (see figure 4).

We take ζ ∈ [0, 2πM) to describe position along each constant-η curve. Then, each of
these curves can be uniquely labelled using η ∈ [0, 2π/M).

4An analogous change of coordinates is routinely used in the theory of motion close to a resonance
in quasi-integrable Hamiltonian systems. In this context, the resulting coordinate, which is a
linear combination of angle coordinates that does not change for particles exactly on-resonance,
is called the ‘slow angle’ (e.g. Lichtenberg & Lieberman, 2013; Hamilton et al., 2023).
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ζ

Rational surface ψr

η = const.

ψ

Figure 4. Diagram of the coordinate system that we use. The outermost flux surface displayed
here is the rational surface ψr, on which a magnetic field line is drawn. The constant-η surface
that coincides, on ψr, with this field line is shown in red.

3.2. Orbit calculation
The coordinates (ψ(X), η(X), ζ(X)) of a particle’s guiding-centre position X evolve
according to the guiding-centre equations

dψ

dt
= vd · ∇ψ , (3.2a)

dη

dt
= v∥b̂ · ∇η + vd · ∇η , (3.2b)

dζ

dt
= v∥b̂ · ∇ζ . (3.2c)

Here, b̂ := B/B is the unit vector parallel to the magnetic field, v∥ is the parallel velocity,
defined in (2.5), and

vd :=
v∥

B
∇×

(
v∥B

Ω

)
(3.2d)

is the drift velocity, where the curl in (3.2d) is taken at fixed E and µ. All functions of
position in (3.2) are evaluated at the guiding-centre position X. As a reminder, we did
not include the electrostatic potential in the definition (2.5) of the parallel velocity, which
means the E × B drift does not appear in (3.2d), because potential variations have a
negligible effect on the motion of sufficiently energetic particles. Potential variations can
easily be incorporated into the following calculations by including the potential in v∥.

The physical interpretation of the expressions for dψ/dt and dζ/dt is straightforward:
ψ changes due to the radial magnetic drift, while ζ changes due to parallel streaming
along field lines. Meanwhile, the expression for dη/dt in (3.2b) consists of two terms. The
vd · ∇η ‘drift term’ represents the magnetic drift pushing the particle tangentially across
the flux surface. The v∥b̂ · ∇η ‘shear term’ accounts for changes in η due to the slight
misalignment between the magnetic field lines, along which the particle rapidly streams,
and the curves of constant η on the particle’s current flux surface (see figure 3). This
misalignment increases with distance from the rational surface, since the shear term can
be expressed as

v∥b̂ · ∇η = v∥

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
b̂ · ∇ζ . (3.3)

We now introduce the assumption that the particle is close to the rational surface, in the
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sense that ∣∣∣∣ι(ψ)− N

M

∣∣∣∣ ≪ 1 . (3.4)

In a low-shear device, this condition may be satisfied everywhere in the plasma. In a
higher-shear stellarator, condition (3.4) is equivalent to |ι′r(ψ − ψr)| ≪ 1; this defines
narrow regions around low-order rational surfaces where our calculations are applicable.

When (3.4) is satisfied, the rate of change of η is small, as expected. We refer to ψ and
η as the ‘slow coordinates’. To predict the evolution of the slow coordinates over many
nearly periodic transits, we average, at fixed ψ and η, over the transit motion,〈

dψ

dt

〉
t

= ⟨vd · ∇ψ⟩t , (3.5a)〈
dη

dt

〉
t

= ⟨v∥b̂ · ∇η⟩t + ⟨vd · ∇η⟩t . (3.5b)

Here, we have defined the transit average

⟨. . .⟩t :=
1

τt

∮
(. . .)

|v∥| b̂ · ∇ζ
dζ , (3.6a)

where the transit time is

τt :=

∮
1

|v∥| b̂ · ∇ζ
dζ . (3.6b)

Throughout the paper, the closed-contour integral symbol denotes a line integral along a
curve of constant ψ and η, in the direction of the magnetic field (without loss of generality,
we assume b̂ · ∇ζ > 0 so that the transit time is positive). Therefore, in (3.6), where the
integration variable is the toroidal angle, the integrals are taken from ζ = 0 to ζ = 2πM .

We need to evaluate the transit averages appearing in (3.5). Using (3.2d), the drifts
appearing in these equations may be written as

vd · ∇ψ =
v∥

B
∇ ·

(v∥
Ω

B ×∇ψ
)
, (3.7a)

vd · ∇η =
v∥

B
∇ ·

(v∥
Ω

B ×∇η
)
. (3.7b)

The Jacobian for the (ψ, η, ζ) coordinate system is ((∇ψ×∇η) · ∇ζ)−1 = (B · ∇ζ)−1,
so evaluating the divergences in (3.7) leads to

vd · ∇ψ = v∥b̂ · ∇ζ
[
∂η

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ηx
)]
, (3.8a)

vd · ∇η = v∥b̂ · ∇ζ
[
∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)]
. (3.8b)

Here, x(ψ, θ, ζ) denotes the point in physical space with coordinates (ψ, θ, ζ). Throughout
the paper, unless otherwise specified, the partial-derivative symbols ∂ψ, ∂η and ∂ζ always
represent partial derivatives with respect to one of the coordinates (ψ, η, ζ), with the
other two held fixed (and with E and µ fixed). Thus, the vectors ∂ψx, ∂ηx and ∂ζx are
the contravariant basis vectors for our straight-field-line coordinate system. Using (3.8),
the transit-averaged drifts are

⟨vd · ∇ψ⟩t =
mc

Zeτt
∂ηI , (3.9a)

⟨vd · ∇η⟩t = − mc

Zeτt
∂ψI , (3.9b)
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where

I(ψ, η, E , µ) :=
∮

|v∥| b̂ · ∂ζx dζ . (3.10)

Formulas (3.9) are reminiscent of the usual identities for the drift rate of trapped particles
(see, e.g. Helander, 2014, equations (60) and (61)). Interestingly, formulas (3.9) are exact
in the following sense: their derivation, starting with (3.7), did not require anywhere that
the particle is close to the rational surface ψr. We will make use of this fact in §6.3. Of
course, transit-averaging is only meaningful if the integration contour approximates the
actual particle trajectory, which is only the case when |ι−N/M | ≪ 1.

We also need the transit average of the shear term, which follows from (3.3),

⟨v∥b̂ · ∇η⟩t =
2πMσ

τt

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
. (3.11)

This equation is physically transparent: in one transit, which takes time τt, the change in
η due to streaming is 2πMσ [ι(ψ)−N/M ], as shown in figure 3.

Finally, using results (3.9) and (3.11) in (3.5), we find that the transit-averaged rate of
change of the slow coordinates is〈

dψ

dt

〉
t

=
σmc

Zeτt
∂ηI , (3.12a)〈

dη

dt

〉
t

= −σmc

Zeτt
∂ψI . (3.12b)

Here, we have introduced the ‘transit adiabatic invariant’

I(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) := σI(ψ, η, E , µ)− 2πMZe

mc

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ , (3.13)

which, according to (3.12), is conserved on average over multiple transits:〈
dI
dt

〉
t

= ∂ψI
〈
dψ

dt

〉
t

+ ∂ηI
〈
dη

dt

〉
t

= 0 . (3.14)

The existence of the adiabatic invariant (3.13) for passing particles near a rational flux
surface is one of the key results of this paper.

3.3. Transit adiabatic invariant
We now discuss the physical meaning of the transit adiabatic invariant. Its definition
in (3.13) is a sum of two terms. The first is a ‘kinetic’ term I(ψ, η, E , µ), which can be
simplified using the fact that b̂ is parallel to ∂ζx to leading order in |ι−N/M | ≪ 1,

b̂ = (b̂ · ∇ζ)

[
∂ζx+

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
∂ηx

]
≃ (b̂ · ∇ζ) ∂ζx . (3.15)

Then,

I ≃
∮

|v∥| dl . (3.16)

Here, l denotes arc length along the integration contour, which, as before, is the closed
curve obtained by holding the values of ψ and η fixed. The kinetic term, in the form (3.16),
is similar to the usual second adiabatic invariant for trapped particles (e.g. Helander, 2014).

The second term in (3.13) is a ‘geometric’ term that depends only on the distance ψ − ψr
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from the rational surface; it is independent of E and µ. This term has a simple physical
interpretation: it is proportional to the ‘helical flux’ χr(ψ) (Boozer, 2016) passing between
flux surface ψ and the rational surface ψr,

χr(ψ) :=

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ . (3.17)

The reason χr(ψ) is called the helical flux is as follows. It is straightforward to check that
B = ∇×A for a vector potential A := (ψ − ψr)∇η − χr(ψ)∇ζ. Then, we have∮

A · dx = −2πMχr(ψ) . (3.18)

The name ‘helical flux’ is appropriate because we can apply Stokes’ Theorem to the line
integral on the left side of (3.18) to conclude that −2πMχr(ψ) equals the magnetic flux
through the two-dimensional surface bounded by the two curves labelled by (ψ, η) and
(ψr, η), which will look similar to the red helical strip in figure 4.

Using formulas (3.10) and (3.18) for the kinetic and geometric terms, respectively, the
transit adiabatic invariant can be expressed as

I =

∮ (
v∥b̂+

Ze

mc
A

)
· dx . (3.19)

Equation (3.19) is similar to the standard formula

A =

∮
p · dq (3.20)

for adiabatic invariants in Hamiltonian systems (Hazeltine & Waelbroeck, 2018). Here,
q is the vector of generalized position coordinates and p is the associated canonical
momentum. In Cartesian coordinates, the canonical momentum for a charged particle in
a magnetic field is p = mv + (Ze/c)A. For trapped particles, (3.20) leads to the usual
second adiabatic invariant because the vector potential term in the canonical momentum
cancels out upon integrating along both halves of the bounce motion (along the field
line and back). However, for passing particles, this vector potential term does not vanish,
because the integral is taken along a closed loop circulating in one direction around the
stellarator.

3.4. Drift-island shape
We have shown that passing-particle orbits near a rational surface ψr conserve the transit
adiabatic invariant I. Plotting the level sets of I allows us to visualize these orbits, and
any drift islands they trace out, as they would appear in a Poincaré plot. For example,
plotting the level sets of I in the (η, ψ) plane shows the drift islands as they would appear
in a Poincaré plot of ψ versus θ at a fixed toroidal angle.

Before making such a plot, we can further simplify formula (3.13) for I. So far, the only
assumption we have made regarding proximity to the rational surface is |ι−N/M | ≪ 1,
which, if the shear is low, may still be satisfied at relatively large values of |ψ − ψr|. We
now make the stronger assumption that |ψ − ψr| ≪ Ψt, since the drift islands usually fall
inside a small region around ψr. We will see, in §5.3, that this is equivalent to assuming
that the magnetic shear satisfies s≫ ρ⋆. The condition |ψ − ψr| ≪ Ψt allows us, in (3.13),
to replace I(ψ, η, E , µ) with its value at the rational surface, for which we write

Ir(η, E , µ) := I(ψr, η, E , µ) =
∮
r

|v∥|
b̂ · ∇ζ

dζ . (3.21)
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Figure 5. (top row) Examples of possible Ir(η, E , µ), normalized by a typical value Ir0 ∼ vL,
plotted against η. (bottom row) Particle orbits near the rational surface, visualized by plotting
level sets of the invariant Ir(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) (defined in (3.22)) corresponding to the Ir functions
above. These level sets are plotted against ψ−ψr (normalized to be dimensionless) on the vertical
axis and η on the horizontal axis. Co-passing (σ = 1) and counter-passing (σ = −1) orbits are
plotted in red and blue, respectively. For these plots, ι′r was assumed to be negative.

Throughout the paper, the subscript ‘r’ denotes an integral taken along the rational-surface
field line labelled by (ψr, η). With this replacement, together with the approximation
ι(ψ)−N/M ≃ ι′r(ψ − ψr), the transit invariant becomes5

I(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) ≃ Ir(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) := σIr(η, E , µ)−
πMZe

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

2 . (3.22)

The level sets of this function are drawn in the (η, ψ) plane in figure 5 for two possible
forms of Ir(η, E , µ). In the top row of figure 5, we show the two example functional forms
of Ir(η, E , µ). In the bottom row, we plot the levels sets of Ir(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) corresponding to
the Ir functions above, for both possible signs of σ: co-passing (σ = 1) and counter-passing
(σ = −1) orbits are plotted in red and blue, respectively. The two functional forms of
Ir(η, E , µ) in the top row were chosen because they give rise to qualitatively different
drift-island shapes in the bottom row; the case on the left is more representative of what
is observed in real stellarators.

In each case, the level sets of Ir(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) display a clear island structure. We also
see that co- and counter-passing particles trace out different drift islands. The reason is
that, in (3.22), the sign of Ir is different for co- and counter-passing particles, while the
sign of the geometric term is not. This is a consequence of the fact that, in the canonical
momentum p = mv + (Ze/c)A, the first term depends on the direction of circulation
around the torus, while the second term does not.

The discussion in this subsection shows that the transit-invariant equation, (3.13) or (3.22),

5The approximation (3.22) for the transit invariant is equivalent to the standard ‘pendulum
approximation’ for the Hamiltonian close to a resonance in a quasi-integrable Hamiltonian system
(e.g. Lichtenberg & Lieberman, 2013; Hamilton et al., 2023).
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Figure 6. (left panels) Poincaré plot of the guiding-centre orbits of passing alpha particles in a
reactor-scale W7-X equilibrium, simulated using ASCOT5. These Poincaré plots are taken at
cylindrical angle ϕ = 0. The radial coordinate is ψ normalized by its value at the last closed flux
surface, ψLCFS. The coordinate on the horizontal axis is the poloidal straight-field-line angle
θPEST that corresponds to the cylindrical toroidal angle. The alphas are freely passing, with
energy 100 keV and µ = 0. They are co-passing (σ = 1) in the upper panel and counter-passing
(σ = −1) in the lower panel. (right panels) Level sets of Ir(ψ, η, E , µ, σ), defined in (3.22), for
particles near the ι = 10/11 rational surface. In each panel on the right, the sign of σ is the same
as in the corresponding panel on the left.

Figure 7. Poincaré plot and theory comparison similar to figure 6 but for alphas with energy
3.5MeV. We see that the theory predicts the drift-island width accurately but fails to capture the
θ dependence of the shape of the island chain or its radial shift away from the rational surface.
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Figure 8. (a) Rotational transform of the W7-X equilibrium we use to trace alpha orbits in
figures 6 and 7. (b) Plot of the magnetic field strength in Boozer coordinates on the rational
surface with ι = N/M = 10/11.

can be thought of as an equation for the drift-island shape. In figures 6 and 7, we compare
this theory with Poincaré plots obtained from collisionless, guiding-centre simulations
conducted using the ASCOT5 orbit-following code (Varje et al., 2019). The guiding-centre
equations simulated by ASCOT5 are not exactly the same as the guiding-centre equations
we used for our calculations because ASCOT5 includes relativistic effects; this makes very
little difference to the alpha-particle trajectories at the relevant energies..

The equilibrium used for these simulations was a β = 2% W7-X (Beidler et al., 1990)
standard-configuration equilibrium scaled up to reactor size (throughout this article, all
equilibria were scaled to the same volume, 444m3, and volume-averaged magnetic field
strength, 5.86T, as the ARIES-CS reactor design, as in Bader et al. (2021)). We provide
more information about this equilibrium in figure 8. The rotational-transform profile
shows that there is a rational surface with ι = N/M = 10/11 in the plasma; drift islands
form around this flux surface. This W7-X equilibrium is from the examples directory
for the DESC stellarator optimization package (Dudt & Kolemen, 2020). We used a
scaled-up DESC equilibrium to evaluate our theoretical expressions. In order to load the
magnetic-field data into ASCOT5, we created a VMEC file (Hirshman et al., 1986) for the
equilibrium and evaluated the magnetic field on a cylindrical grid using the EXTENDER
code (Drevlak et al., 2005).

In figures 6 and 7, we see that the level sets of Ir accurately match the Poincaré plots from
the simulations at 100 keV but differ at 3.5MeV. Typically, the theory begins to deviate
from the simulations at higher energies. Nevertheless, while (3.13) may not satisfactorily
capture all of the features of the drift islands at high energies, it does usually give an
accurate prediction of the drift-island width. For this reason, in the next two sections, we
use (3.13) to investigate how the drift-island width depends on certain properties of the
stellarator equilibrium. Later, in §6, we will carry out a more accurate calculation of the
drift-island shape that precisely matches the simulations even at very high energies.
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4. Drift-island width in different stellarators
Although the lowest-order transit adiabatic invariant fails to capture all features of the
drift islands at high energies, it does provide an accurate prediction of the drift-island
width. We can, therefore, use (3.13) or (3.22) to find out how the stellarator magnetic
field should be designed to ensure that any drift islands are small. In this section, we
investigate how the drift-island width depends on properties of the equilibrium magnetic
field, such as the number of field periods (§4.1), aspect ratio (§4.2), and shear (§4.3).

4.1. Number of field periods
First, we discuss how the drift-island width depends on the number of field periods, Nfp.
In simulations, White et al. (2022) and White (2022) observed drift islands only around
rational surfaces whose values of N share common factors with Nfp; they describe this
as a ‘resonance with the modulation of the background field’. Below, we explain this
observation by showing that the drift-island width predicted by (3.22) is significantly
larger if N and Nfp share common factors.

For particles that cross the rational surface at η = ηr, (3.22) is equivalent to

ψ − ψr = ±

√
mcσ [Ir(η, E , µ)− Ir(ηr, E , µ)]

πMZeι′r
. (4.1)

The drift-island half-width is the maximum value of this square root, so we must determine
the maximum value of |Ir(η, E , µ)− Ir(ηr, E , µ)| as η varies. Recall that Ir is defined by

Ir =
Zeσ

mc

∮
r

V dζ , (4.2)

where we introduce V := (mc/Ze)(v∥/b̂ · ∇ζ) for later convenience. We may expand V
in (4.2) as a Fourier series in the angular coordinates,

V =
∑

(p,q)∈Z2

Vpq e
i(pθ−qζ) . (4.3)

We assume that the straight-field-line coordinates are chosen to have the same periodicity
as the magnetic field strength; that is, the straight-field-line coordinates are chosen so
that b̂ · ∇ζ is periodic under ζ-increments of 2π/Nfp. An arbitrary straight-field-line
coordinate system need not have this property—Boozer coordinates are one example of a
coordinate system that does. With this choice, many of the coefficients Vpq are zero; the
fact that there are Nfp field periods means the only non-zero harmonics have q = Nfpn
for some n ∈ Z. Therefore, we have

Ir =
Zeσ

mc

∫ 2πM

0

∑
(p,n)∈Z2

Vp,Nfpl e
ipη ei((N/M)p−Nfpn)ζ dζ (4.4)

since the integral in (4.2) is taken over a curve with η = θ − (N/M)ζ fixed. In (4.4), the
only terms in the sum which do not integrate to zero are those with

Np−MNfpn = 0 . (4.5)

The solutions to this linear Diophantine equation take the form (p, n) = (kM̃, kÑ) for
some k ∈ Z, where M̃ := MNfp/ gcd(N,Nfp), Ñ := NNfp/ gcd(N,Nfp), and we have
used the fact that N and M are coprime. Here, gcd(a, b) stands for the greatest common
divisor of a and b; thus, |Ñ | is the smallest positive integer divisible by both N and Nfp,
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(a) (b)

0

2π

θ

ζ
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2π
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0 ζ 2π2π

Figure 9. Illustration of the difference between (a) a generic rational surface (in this case,
M = 2, N = 3, and Nfp = 4) and (b) a rational surface for which N shares common factors with
Nfp (in this case, M = 1, N = 4, and Nfp = 4). When N and Nfp share common factors, field
lines visit equivalent points in different field periods. In each case, one field period is highlighted
in red.

while M̃ is the integer that makes Ñ/M̃ = N/M . Consequently, (4.4) is equivalent to

Ir =
2πMZeσ

mc

∑
k∈Z

V
kM̃,kÑ

eikM̃η . (4.6)

Typically, the dominant harmonics are those with the smallest values of |p| and |q|, so we
can approximate Ir by keeping the k = 0 and k = ±1 terms only. Then,

Ir ≈
2πMZeσ

mc

(
V00 + V

M̃Ñ
eiM̃η + V

∗
M̃Ñ

e−iM̃η
)
, (4.7)

where the asterisk denotes complex conjugation. Substituting this approximation for Ir
into (4.1), we find that the drift-island half-width is

∆ψhw ≈

√∣∣∣∣8VM̃Ñ

ι′r

∣∣∣∣ . (4.8)

We learn that the drift-island width in a stellarator is determined by resonant harmonics
of V . If the magnetic field is analytic, then the amplitudes of these harmonics decay expo-
nentially with |N | and |M |, which means the drift-island width also decays exponentially
with |N | and |M |.

Using (4.8), we can now explain why the drift islands are widest when N and Nfp share
common factors: increasing gcd(N,Nfp) reduces |Ñ | and |M̃ |, which typically makes
|V
M̃Ñ

| larger. There is a simple physical explanation for this effect (see figure 9). We
remind the reader that, on irrational surfaces, the radial drift experienced by passing
particles rapidly averages out because they sample the entire flux surface. Meanwhile,
near rational surfaces, passing particles experience the same radial drift again and again,
so they accumulate much larger radial displacements. If there are multiple field periods,
then particles can experience the same radial drift before returning to their starting point;
their orbit simply has to pass through a point equivalent to their initial position but in a
different field period. For such particles, the extent to which their radial drifts reinforce,
instead of averaging out, is amplified, leading to wider drift islands. For a rational-surface
field line to pass through a point equivalent to the initial point but in a different field
period, Nfp and N must share common factors; for example, see figure 9(b). The more
factors N and Nfp share, the more times particles will experience the same drifts before
returning to their starting points, and the larger the drift islands will be. As an example
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of this effect, figures 6 and 7 show that drift islands arise in W7-X at the rational surface
with ι = 10/11, for which the numerator N = 10 is divisible by Nfp = 5.

In summary, to avoid wide drift islands, the most important low-order rationals for the
rotational-transform profile to avoid are those whose numerators N share common factors
with Nfp.

4.2. Aspect ratio
Usually, the major radius R of a stellarator is much larger than the minor radius a;
most stellarators constructed to date have values of ϵ := a/R around 0.1– 0.3 (Beidler
et al., 2011). However, so far, in our estimates of the drift-island width, we have ordered
gradients of the field using a single length scale L. In this section, we investigate how the
drift-island width scales in a large-aspect-ratio stellarator with ϵ≪ 1. For this discussion,
we define ρ⋆ := ρ/a; this is the only subsection in which we do not take a ∼ R ∼ L.

It will be convenient to use Boozer coordinates (ψ, θB, ζB) (Boozer, 1981), since
b̂ · ∇ζB = B/(Gpol + ιGtor) depends on the angular coordinates via the magnetic
field strength only. Here, cGtor(ψ)/2 is the toroidal current inside flux surface ψ
and cGpol(ψ)/2 is the poloidal current linked outside the flux surface. If we define
G(ψ) := Gpol(ψ) + (N/M)Gtor(ψ), then in Boozer coordinates (4.2) reads

Ir = Gr

∮
r

√
2(E − µB)

B
dζB , (4.9)

where Gr := G(ψr). In a large-aspect-ratio stellarator with β := 8πP/B2 ≲ ϵ (P is
pressure), the magnetic field strength satisfies

B(ψ, θB, ζB) = B0(ζB) +B1(ψ, θB, ζB) , (4.10)

where B1 ∼ ϵB0 (d’Herbemont et al., 2022). The currents in such a stellarator satisfy
Gtor ∼ RB and Gpol ∼ aB. We expand Ir in ϵ≪ 1 by substituting (4.10) into (4.9) and
ordering v∥ ∼ v for passing particles. The result is

Ir = Gr

∮
r

√
2(E − µB0)

B0

(
1− 2E − µB0

2(E − µB0)

B1

B0
+O(ϵ2)

)
dζB . (4.11)

The first term in (4.11) is independent of η, since B0 depends on ζB only, so
Ir(η, E , µ)− Ir(ηr, E , µ) ∼ ϵvR ∼ va. Using this result in (4.1), with Ψt ∼ a2B and
ι′r ∼ s/a2B, we find that the drift-island width in a large-aspect-ratio stellarator is

∆ψ

Ψt
∼

(ρ⋆
s

)1/2
. (4.12)

Thus, increasing the aspect ratio by making the major radius larger, at fixed ρ⋆ = ρ/a,
does not reduce the drift-island width as a fraction of the minor radius.

Interestingly, there is one case where increasing the aspect ratio in this way does lead to
smaller drift islands. This is the case of stellarators with ‘mirror ratios close to unity’,
which means the variation of the magnetic field strength along each field line is small in ϵ,
as in a large-aspect-ratio tokamak. The magnetic field strength in such a device takes the
form (d’Herbemont et al., 2022)

B(ψ, θB, ζB) = B0 +B1(ψ, θB, ζB) , (4.13)

where B1 ∼ ϵB0 and B0 is now a constant rather than a function of ζB. With (4.13), and
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assuming that E − µB0 ≫ µB1 for passing particles sufficiently far from the trapped–
passing boundary, the expansion (4.11) for Ir becomes

Ir =
Gr

√
2(E − µB0)

B0

(
2πM − 2E − µB0

2(E − µB0)

1

B0

∮
r

B1dζB +O(ϵ2)

)
. (4.14)

Important information about the integral appearing in (4.14) can be derived from MHD
force balance. In MHD equilibrium, it is well known that, for the current density on ψr to
be divergence-free, the ‘Hamada condition’ (Hamada, 1962) must be satisfied:

P ′
r ∂η

(∮
r

dl

B

)
= 0 , (4.15)

where P ′
r := (dP/dψ)(ψ = ψr) is the pressure gradient at the rational surface. For a

large-aspect-ratio magnetic field with mirror ratio close to unity and a non-zero pressure
gradient, expanding the Hamada condition (4.15) to order ϵ gives

∂η

(∮
r

B1dζB

)
= O(ϵ2B) . (4.16)

This tells us that the integral in (4.14) does not vary with η to leading order in ϵ ≪ 1,
which implies Ir(η, E , µ)− Ir(ηr, E , µ) ∼ ϵ2vR.6 Therefore, the drift-island width becomes

∆ψ

Ψt
∼

(ϵρ⋆
s

)1/2
, (4.17)

which is smaller than the result (4.12) for a generic large-aspect-ratio stellarator. Thus, if
the mirror ratio is close to unity and the Hamada condition is satisfied with a non-zero
pressure gradient, then, for passing particles sufficiently far from the trapped–passing
boundary, a large aspect ratio helps to reduce the drift-island width as a fraction of the
minor radius.

4.3. Magnetic shear
We conclude this section with a few observations about the relationship between the
drift-island width and the equilibrium magnetic shear. Scaling (2.3) shows that the drift-
island width increases as the shear decreases. It might, therefore, seem that drift-island
overlap is more likely to occur when the shear is low. However, the distance between
two given rational surfaces scales with 1/s, while the drift-island width scales with 1/

√
s.

Thus, as s decreases, the rational surfaces move apart faster than the drift islands get
wider (similar reasoning is valid for islands due to other types of resonance, e.g. Paul
et al., 2023). Therefore, drift-island overlap is, in fact, less likely to occur at low shear, for
a given ρ⋆.

In principle, drift-island overlap will eventually occur if the particle energy is increased
(i.e. making ρ⋆ larger) at a fixed s. In our simulations, we did not observe drift-island

6This result can also be obtained using the equations for the radial drift velocity and MHD
equilibrium in a large-aspect-ratio stellarator derived by d’Herbemont et al. (2022). Their equation
(3.19) can be combined with their (3.14) and (B4), provided P ′ ̸= 0, to conclude that vd · ∇ψ
is the partial derivative with respect to l of a complicated function, up to corrections of order
ϵ2ρ⋆v Ψt/L. This partial derivative vanishes under a transit average for passing particles that
are sufficiently far from the trapped–passing boundary. So, the transit-averaged radial drift
rate of these particles is order ϵ2ρ⋆v Ψt/L, a factor of ϵ smaller than it would be in a generic
large-aspect-ratio stellarator.
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overlap for passing alpha particles away from the trapped–passing boundary7 in any of
the stellarator equilibria that we studied, even at energies of 3.5MeV or more. As a result,
we expect stochastic transport due to drift-island overlap not to be a relevant transport
mechanism for passing alpha particles in the equilibrium magnetic field of a reactor-scale
stellarator.

Low magnetic shear has one other important consequence for the drift islands: it allows
them to shift, radially, away from their associated rational surface. This phenomenon will
be discussed in §5.3 and §6.

5. Cyclometric stellarators
We have shown that scaling certain parameters of the stellarator magnetic field—for
example, increasing its aspect ratio or magnetic shear—can reduce the drift-island width.
In this section, we investigate whether there are stellarator magnetic fields for which the
drift-island width vanishes completely. In §5.1, we show that the there are no drift islands
in perfectly omnigeneous stellarators, which is equivalent to a result in appendix C of
Burby et al. (2023). This is fortunate because modern stellarator designs are invariably
optimized for omnigeneity (an omnigeneous stellarator is one in which the bounce-averaged
radial drift velocity of every trapped particle vanishes; see, e.g. Hall & McNamara, 1975;
Cary & Shasharina, 1997a,b; Parra et al., 2015). Surprisingly, we also find that there
are no drift islands in some highly non-omnigeneous configurations: we show that the
drift-island width is zero for all passing particles if and only if the magnetic field has
a property we call cyclometry. We discuss nearly cyclometric stellarators in §5.2 and
determine how the drift-island width scales with the deviation from cyclometry. The
scaling changes when the magnetic shear is extremely low (viz. s ≲ ρ⋆); we discuss nearly
cyclometric stellarators with such low values of the magnetic shear in §5.3.

5.1. Stellarators without drift islands
According to (4.1), the width of any drift islands around rational surface ψr will be zero
if and only if

∂ηIr = ∂η

(∮
r

√
2(E − µB) dl

)
= 0 (5.1)

for all passing particles (Grad, 1967; Burby et al., 2023). Physically, (5.1) ensures that
the net radial drift vanishes for particles that stream all the way around a closed field
line on the rational surface.

In this subsection, we assume that (5.1) is satisfied for all passing particles and investigate
what this implies for the magnetic field. In fact, our arguments only require that there exists
some open neighbourhood N of zero such that (5.1) is satisfied for all passing particles with
µ/E ∈ N. The arguments in this subsection only apply to energetic particles, for which
the electrostatic potential is negligible, but could be generalized to thermal particles if
the electrostatic potential is close enough to a flux function that the dominant radial drift
is the magnetic drift. For low-collisionality main ions in nearly omnigeneous stellarators
(Calvo et al., 2017) and large-aspect-ratio stellarators (d’Herbemont et al., 2022), the
electrostatic potential satisfies this condition in some, but not all, collisionality regimes,

7From a Poincaré plot, it can be difficult to say whether drift-island overlap is occurring close to
the trapped–passing boundary and causing orbit stochasticity there. This is because, usually, the
trapped–passing boundary is already surrounded by a region of stochastic orbits due to particles
undergoing transitions between different trapping states.
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as discussed in Calvo et al. (2018). Initially, we assume the magnetic field is a smooth,
well-behaved function; we consider more general stellarators with discontinuous magnetic
field strengths in §5.1.4.

5.1.1. Constraint on the minimum and maximum field strength
Suppose (5.1) is satisfied for passing particles with µ/E in some open neighbourhood N
of zero. Then, we can Taylor expand the integrand in (5.1) to find

√
2E

∞∑
n=1

cn

(µ
E

)n
∂η

(∮
r

Bn dl

)
= 0 , cn =


1

22n
(2n)!

(1− 2n)(n!)2
if n > 0,

1 if n = 0 ,
(5.2)

for values of µ/E ∈ N that are within the radius of convergence. For these values of µ/E ,
the series in (5.2) is identically zero, so its coefficients must all vanish. This means

∂η

(∮
r

Bn dl

)
= 0 for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (5.3)

For example, when n = 0, (5.3) says that every field line on the rational surface is a
closed curve with equal length. More generally, if Y (B, E , µ, σ) is any analytic function of
B, then (5.3) implies

∂η

(∮
r

Y (B(ψr, η, l), E , µ, σ) dl
)

= 0 . (5.4)

We can use (5.4), with a specific choice of Y , to derive a constraint on the minimum
and maximum values of B along any field line on the rational surface. Let these values
be Bm(η) and BM (η), respectively, for a field line η. We will use (5.4) to prove, by
contradiction, that Bm(η) and BM (η) must be independent of η.

Starting with Bm, suppose Bm(η1) = B1 and Bm(η2) = B2 ̸= B1 for two field lines η1
and η2. Without loss of generality, assume B1 < B2. Now, choose Y in (5.4) to be highly
concentrated around B1 and extremely small for B ⩾ B2 (we need Y to be ‘extremely
small’, rather than zero, because an analytic Y that vanishes for B ⩾ B2 would have to be
zero everywhere). This choice would make the integral in (5.4) much larger on field line η1
than it is on field line η2, but (5.4) says these integrals must be equal. This contradiction
proves that, in fact, Bm(η1) = Bm(η2). Since η1 and η2 were arbitrary, we conclude that
Bm must be independent of η. Identical reasoning can be used to show that BM must
also be independent of η.

It is well known that a similar constraint must be satisfied by the value of B at any
local minimum or maximum of the field strength on an omnigeneous flux surface (Cary
& Shasharina, 1997a,b; Parra et al., 2015). The traditional proof of this result is quite
different from the argument we gave above; it is worth explaining the reason for this
difference. The precise statement of the constraint for omnigeneous flux surfaces is as
follows. If we use α as a field-line label and write Blm (BlM ) for the value of B at a local
minimum (maximum), then, on an omnigeneous flux surface, we must have ∂αBlm = 0
(∂αBlM = 0), for all α. The usual proof of ∂αBlm = 0 considers the orbits of deeply
trapped particles that only sample field-strength values close to Blm in a single well (Cary
& Shasharina, 1997a,b; Parra et al., 2015). We cannot use this approach to prove that
Bm(η) is independent of η because passing particles stream over multiple wells and never
sample just the values of the field strength near Bm.
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5.1.2. Constraint on the well widths
Next, we use (5.1) to obtain a constraint on the magnetic field involving a quantity we
call the well width, ∆lW (η,B). To define ∆lW (η,B), consider a field line η and let B
satisfy Bm ⩽ B ⩽ BM . In general, as l varies, there will be multiple intervals within
which B(ψr, η, l) ⩽ B. We refer to these intervals as different ‘wells’; they are the regions
accessible to trapped particles with µ/E = 1/B. Then, ∆lW (η,B) is the width of well W ,
treated as an interval in l (examples are shown in figure 10(b)).

The sum of the well widths of every well going around a rational-surface field line η will
be denoted by L(η,B):

L(η,B) :=
∑

W∈W(η,B)

∆lW (η,B) , (5.5)

where W(η,B) is the set of wells, for a given B, along this field line. We will show that, if
(5.1) is satisfied for all passing particles with µ/E ∈ N, then L(η,B) must be independent
of η. To prove this statement, we begin by changing integration variables in

Ir =

∮
r

√
2(E − µB(ψr, η, l)) dl (5.6)

from l to B = B(ψr, η, l). Taking into account the multi-valued nature of this substitution,
we find

Ir =

∫ BM

Bm

√
2(E − µB)

∑
i

∣∣∣∣ ∂li∂B

∣∣∣∣ dB , (5.7)

where li(η,B) is the l coordinate of the ith point at which the field strength equals B
along the field line (ψr, η). The sign of ∂li/∂B alternates on opposite sides of each well,
so

∑
i |∂li/∂B| = ∂L/∂B. Thus, integrating by parts gives

Ir =
√
2(E − µBM )LM +

∫ BM

Bm

µL(η,B)√
2(E − µB)

dB . (5.8)

The quantity LM := L(η,BM ) is the total length of the closed field line η. In §5.1.1,
we showed that LM , Bm, and BM must all be independent of η. Therefore, the only η
dependence in (5.8) is contained in L(η,B), inside the integral. Since the integration
limits are constants, we cannot apply the Abel-inversion technique of Cary & Shasharina
(1997b) to prove that ∂ηIr = 0 implies ∂ηL(η,B) = 0. Instead, as before, we use the fact
that µ/E < 1/BM ⩽ 1/B to Taylor expand the integrand, finding

Ir =
√
2(E − µBM )LM +

µ√
2E

∞∑
n=0

1

22n
(2n)!

(n!)2

(µ
E

)n∫ BM

Bm

BnL(η,B) dB . (5.9)

For Ir to be independent of η for passing particles with µ/E ∈ N and within the radius of
convergence of the sum in (5.9), every coefficient of (µ/E)n in the sum must be independent
of η; that is,

∂η

(∫ BM

Bm

BnL(η,B) dB

)
= 0 for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (5.10)

A standard result in real analysis states that two continuous real functions on a closed
interval with equal moments must be equal (e.g. Rudin, 1976, p.169). Applying this result
to L(η1, B) and L(η2, B), for any two field lines η1 and η2, we conclude that L(η,B) must
be independent of η.8 We refer to magnetic fields with this property as ‘cyclometric’.

8Note that this argument uses the fact that Bm and BM are independent of η. Also note that
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Cyclometry is a strong constraint, from which we can deduce two further statements
about the magnetic field. First of all, (5.4) must hold, regardless of whether the integrand
is analytic; that is,

∂η

(∮
r

Y (B(ψr, η, l), E , µ, σ) dl
)

= 0 , (5.11)

for any Y (B, E , µ, σ). To show this, we change variables in (5.11) from l to B(ψr, η, l),
integrate by parts, and use ∂ηL(η,B) = 0. Second, on the rational surface, there cannot
be any tangential intersections between field lines and contours of constant B. Therefore,
these contours must close toroidally, helically, or poloidally; the magnetic field must
be ‘pseudosymmetric’ (Mikhailov et al., 2002; Skovoroda, 2005). We provide a proof of
this second statement in §C. As in §5.1.1, the proof is different from the proof of the
analogous result for omnigeneous stellarators. In omnigeneous stellarators, the possibility
of tangential intersections can be ruled out by considering particles that are trapped
in wells near a hypothetical tangential intersection. This kind of argument cannot be
used in the cyclometric case because passing particles stream over multiple wells and
never sample just the values of the field strength near a tangential intersection. Note
that the proof we give in §C uses the fact that the magnetic field is smooth. Cyclometric
fields that are not pseudosymmetric are possible if the field strength is allowed to have
discontinuities; we discuss this possibility further in §5.1.4.

5.1.3. Boozer-coordinate formulation
Using Boozer coordinates, it is possible to define cyclometry without making reference to
arc lengths along field lines. This alternative formulation will be necessary when we discuss
nearly cyclometric magnetic fields in §§5.2–5.3. Furthermore, it provides a convenient way
of extending the definition of cyclometry to flux surfaces other than the rational surface
ψr, which will be important in §5.3.

The condition that cyclometric fields must satisfy can be written in Boozer coordinates as

∂ηI = ∂η

(
G

∮ √
2(E − µB)

B
dζB

)
= 0 for passing particles with µ/E ∈ N. (5.12)

Here, we have used I(ψ, η, E , µ) instead of Ir(η, E , µ); this will allow us to define cyclometry
on a general flux surface. In writing (5.12), we also used the fact that b̂ · ∂ζx becomes
[Gpol + (N/M)Gtor]/B = G/B in Boozer coordinates. Note that, while I(ψ, η, E , µ) is
defined on any flux surface, its definition involves an integration curve with rotational
transform equal to a specified rational number, N/M . Cyclometry on a general flux surface
ψ is only useful if N/M is approximately equal to the magnetic rotational transform,
ι(ψ), on that surface.

Let ∆ζB,W (ψ, η,B) be the cumulative change in the Boozer toroidal angle when we move,
along the curve of constant η = θB − (N/M)ζB, between the endpoints of well W . We
define wells on a general flux surface in a similar manner to wells on the rational surface,
except as intervals along curves of constant η instead of along field lines. Let

ZB(ψ, η,B) :=
∑

W∈W(η,B)

∆ζB,W (ψ, η,B) , (5.13)

which is the Boozer-coordinate analogue of (5.5). Following exactly the same steps as in

we are careful to apply this argument to L(η,B), which is a continuous function of B, rather
than to ∂ηL(η,B), which need not be a continuous function of B, as can be seen from (C6).



24 T. E. Foster et al.

(a)

(b)

0 2π

θ

ζ l

B(ψr, η, l)(c)

(d)

∆lW

2π

2π

2π

l0

θ

B(ψr, η, l)

ζ

Figure 10. Difference between omnigeneous (isometric) and cyclometric magnetic fields on a
rational surface (with Nfp = 1). (a) An omnigeneous magnetic field. The red and purple lines
show two wells with the same bounce-point magnetic field strength, which must have equal
widths. (b) Sketch of the field strength against distance along a field line in this omnigeneous
field, with a single well indicated. (c) A cyclometric magnetic field. The red and purple dashed
lines represent two closed field lines. The solid line segments show the different wells along these
field lines, for a given bounce-point field strength. The sum of the widths of these wells must be
the same for each field line. (d) Sketch of the field strength as a function of distance along one of
these field lines, with the well widths that must be summed to obtain L(η,B) indicated.

§5.1, we can show that (5.12) is satisfied if and only if ZB(ψ, η,B) is independent of η,
for all B. Thus, cyclometry is equivalent to the condition that, in Boozer coordinates, the
sum of the toroidal-angle well widths is the same along each curve of constant η, for all B.

5.1.4. Discussion
We have shown that no drift islands exist at a given rational surface if and only if
the magnetic field is cyclometric on that surface. Cyclometry is a weaker condition
than omnigeneity; in an omnigeneous field, the width of each well individually must
be independent of the field-line label.9 Thus, perfectly omnigeneous stellarators are
automatically cyclometric on every rational surface and do not contain drift islands
(Burby et al., 2023). The difference between omnigeneous and cyclometric magnetic fields
is illustrated in figure 10.

The fact that omnigeneous fields are cyclometric on rational surfaces raises the question
of whether cyclometric fields might possess other properties of omnigeneous fields. For
example, it is well known that omnigeneous fields have a contour of maximum B that
is a straight line in Boozer coordinates, and also that analytic, non-quasisymmetric
omnigeneous fields do not exist (Cary & Shasharina, 1997b). In fact, neither of these
properties carry over to cyclometric fields because the proofs in the omnigeneous case
require the rotational transform to be irrational. To demonstrate this, figure 11 shows

9This property is sometimes called ‘isometry’ (Cary & Shasharina, 1997b; Skovoroda, 2005),
which is the reason we chose the name ‘cyclometry’.
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Figure 11. Example of how an analytic, omnigeneous magnetic field strength may be constructed
on a rational surface. (a) First, it is simplest to write down such a field as a function of ζB and
η = θB− (N/M)ζB. In a contour plot of B in the (ζB, η) plane, magnetic field lines are horizontal
lines. Thus, for the field strength to be omnigeneous, the horizontal distance between opposing
sides of each well much be independent of η. This can be achieved, for example, if the field
strength is simply shifted horizontally by different amounts at each η. In the case shown, the field
strength is B(η, ζB) = B0[1 + 0.1 cos(ζB + 0.5 cos η)], where B0 is a normalization constant, and
M = 1. (b) Contour plot of the same field strength in the conventional (ζB, θB) plane, obtained by
changing the vertical-axis coordinate from η to θB = η + (N/M)ζB, which amounts to shearing
the plot vertically. In this case, we took the rational surface to have N =M = 1.

how an analytic, omnigeneous magnetic field strength, with a contour of maximum B that
is not straight in Boozer coordinates, may be constructed when the rotational transform
is rational.

Omnigeneous magnetic fields are automatically cyclometric on rational surfaces but the
converse is not true. That is, it is possible for there to be no drift islands around a highly
non-omnigeneous rational surface. The reason is that the field may be cyclometric despite
the fact that individual wells widen or shrink as η varies; an example is shown in figure 12.

Interestingly, there is a class of magnetic fields for which cyclometry and omnigeneity are
equivalent. This is the case if, for every B, there is only one (non-identical) well along each
rational-surface field line; then, L(η,B) is a multiple of the width ∆l(η,B) of this single
well. This can occur, for example, if the field-strength contours wrap around the torus
toroidally and the rotational transform is ι = 1/M , for some M ∈ Z>0 (see figure 13(a)).
It can also occur if the field-strength contours wrap around the torus poloidally, there
is a single well in every field period, and ι is a multiple of Nfp (see figure 13(b)). This
second scenario is probably of academic interest only because the required rotational
transform is very high. For magnetic fields such as these, cyclometry forces ∆l(η,B) to
be independent of η for all B, and hence cyclometry implies omnigeneity on ψr.

To complete our discussion of cyclometric magnetic fields, it is worth pointing out that
some of the constraints derived in this subsection may be relaxed if we permit the magnetic
field strength to be a discontinuous function. Recently, by allowing the field strength to
be discontinuous, more general omnigeneous magnetic field strengths were discovered
(Velasco et al., 2024; Calvo et al., 2025; Velasco et al., 2025). These piecewise omnigeneous
field strengths are automatically cyclometric on rational surfaces because their values of
ZB (see (5.13)) are independent of η on ψr. Similarly, it is possible to construct more
general cyclometric field strengths that are discontinuous; we refer to these fields as
piecewise cyclometric. The idea behind this construction is easiest to understand with a
picture such as figure 14. This figure shows a piecewise-cyclometric magnetic field strength
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Figure 12. Cartoon depiction of a magnetic field strength (with Nfp = 1) that is cyclometric
but not isometric. The sum of the well widths along the red and purple field lines is the same,
even though individual wells change size.
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Figure 13. Cartoon showing two magnetic field strengths (with Nfp = 1) in straight-field-line
coordinates for which cyclometry implies omnigeneity. (a) A case with ι = 1/2. (b) A case with
ι = 1. (c) Sketch of how the field strength varies, in both cases, as a function of distance along a
closed field line.

that assumes only two values, Bm and BM . In figure 14(a), the field strength is plotted
against ζB and η. In these coordinates, the constant-η curves are straight horizontal
lines; measured along these lines, the widths ∆ζB,W of the purple regions change as η
varies. Thus, on ψr, a particle trapped in a single well (within which the field strength
is Bm) would experience a changing well width as η varies, so this field strength is not
omnigeneous. Crucially, when the width of one purple region increases, the corresponding
width of the other purple region along the same horizontal line decreases, so that sum of
these widths, ZB, is constant. Therefore, this field strength is piecewise cyclometric. In
figure 14(b), the same field strength is replotted against ζB and θB, which amounts to
shearing the plot in figure 14(a) vertically. Since there are closed constant-B contours
that do not encircle the torus toroidally, helically, or poloidally, this figure demonstrates
that piecewise-cyclometric fields do not need to be pseudosymmetric.

The results of this subsection may be useful for stellarator optimization. In a stellarator
containing a low-order rational surface, the size of any drift islands could be reduced
by optimizing the magnetic field for cyclometry on that surface. Since cyclometry is a
property of the magnetic field only, this may be more convenient than optimizing for
∂ηIr = 0 at a number of different pitch angles. Of course, the drift islands could also be
removed by optimizing for better omnigeneity around the rational surface; however, the
fact that cyclometry can be achieved even when there are relatively large deviations from
omnigeneity means cyclometry is a less stringent optimization target that might be more
compatible with other objective functions.
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Figure 14. Plots of the magnetic field strength on a flux surface, in Boozer coordinates, for a
piecewise-cyclometric field. The field strength is Bm in the purple region and BM in the orange
region. (a) Plot in (η, ζB) coordinates, where η = θB − (N/M)ζB. The white lines are two curves
of constant η on the flux surface. (b) Plot of the same field strength in conventional (θB, ζB)
coordinates, assuming N = 1 and M = 2. The same constant-η curves are shown in white.

5.2. Nearly cyclometric stellarators
In real stellarators, small deviations from perfect cyclometry are inevitable. In this
subsection, we investigate how the the size of these deviations affects the drift-island
width. For this discussion, we assume an order-unity aspect ratio (i.e. ϵ ∼ 1).

For any flux surface ψ close to ψr, we will refer to a magnetic field as ‘nearly cyclometric
on ψ’ if it is possible to split

B(ψ, θB, ζB) = B0(ψ, θB, ζB) +B1(ψ, θB, ζB) , (5.14)

where B0 is a cyclometric field strength and B1 ∼ δB0, with δ ≪ 1, is a small perturbation.
That is, B0 is a function of the Boozer angles for which ZB in (5.13) is independent of η,
for all B.

In this subsection, we only consider magnetic fields that are nearly cyclometric on the
rational surface ψr. Expanding (4.9) for such a field, using (5.14), we find

Ir = Gr

∮
r

√
2(E − µB0)

B0

(
1− 2E − µB0

2(E − µB0)

B1

B0
+O(δ2)

)
dζB . (5.15)

Since B0 is cyclometric, (5.12) is satisfied for this magnetic field strength. This tells us
that the leading term in (5.15) is independent of η, so Ir(η, E , µ) − Ir(ηr, E , µ) ∼ δvL.
Therefore, the drift-island width in a nearly cyclometric stellarator scales as10

∆ψ

Ψt
∼

(
ρ⋆δ

s

)1/2

. (5.16)

This result shows that optimizing a stellarator for omnigeneity should reduce the width
of any drift islands, unless this optimization also forces the magnetic shear to be very

10One might think that (5.16) requires the radial drift due to B1 to be smaller, pointwise, than
the radial drift due to B0, by a factor of δ. In fact, the argument leading to (5.16) is valid even
when the radial drift due to B1 is of the same order as the drift due to B0; this occurs when B1

varies on short lengthscales ∼ δL, so that its gradient is ∇B1 ∼ ∇B0. The fact that (5.16) is
valid even when the perturbation varies on lengthscales ∼δL means it is possible to use (5.16) to
derive the drift-island width (4.12) for large-aspect-ratio stellarators. To do this, we set L ∼ R
and consider B1 in (4.10) as a deviation from omnigeneity of order ϵ varying on lengthscales
a ∼ ϵL (we must also remember that ρ⋆ in the large-aspect-ratio case is defined by ρ⋆ = ρ/a).
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low. In the next subsection, we show that, when the shear is low, scaling (5.16) must be
modified.

Scaling (5.16) agrees with the estimate obtained in §2.1. In §2.2, we used an analogy with
magnetic islands to argue that the drift-island width scales with (ρ⋆/s)

1/2, but we did
not obtain the factor of

√
δ which reduces the drift-island width in nearly cyclometric

stellarators. Now we are in a position to explain how the argument of §2.2 could be
extended to obtain this factor. The key point is that, in a perfectly cyclometric field,
the field B⋆ that the guiding centres follow is integrable (up to order ρ2⋆ terms, which
are beyond the level of precision of our calculations so far). Therefore, the size of the
perturbation that should be used in the formula for magnetic-island width is not the ∼ρ⋆
drift term in B⋆ (see (2.6)), but rather the ∼ρ⋆δ drift due to the non-cyclometric piece
of the magnetic field.11 With this modification, the magnetic-island width formula also
predicts scaling (5.16).

5.3. Nearly cyclometric stellarators with low shear
Stellarators that have been optimized to be highly quasisymmetric or quasi-isodynamic—
and, therefore, highly cyclometric—often have very low magnetic shear (e.g. Landreman
& Paul, 2022; Goodman et al., 2023; Nies et al., 2024). This may be concerning in light
of scaling (5.16), which suggests that, even if δ is small, a low enough shear will produce
large drift islands. Fortunately, it turns out that (5.16) does not apply when the shear is
sufficiently low. In this subsection, we show that, as the shear is reduced, the drift-island
width saturates at ∆ψ ∼

√
δ Ψt once s ≲ ρ⋆. We demonstrate this by deriving an equation

for the drift-island shape in a nearly cyclometric stellarator with s ∼ ρ⋆.

Importantly, when s ∼ ρ⋆, the drift islands shift radially away from their associated
rational surface. This radial shift has been observed in simulations of alpha particles in
stellarators (e.g. White et al., 2022; White, 2022; Chambliss et al., 2025) and, in some
cases, can cause the drift islands to move all the way into or out of the plasma volume
(White et al., 2022; White, 2022). The same radial shift is known to affect runaway-electron
and energetic ion orbits in perturbed tokamaks (e.g. de Rover et al., 1996; Motojima &
Shishkin, 1999; Heyn et al., 2012; Matsuyama et al., 2014; Shinohara et al., 2020; He
et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2021), as well as thermal-ion orbits in the presence of small-scale
neoclassical tearing modes (Imada et al., 2018; Dudkovskaia et al., 2023). Physically, the
radial shift is caused by the tangential magnetic drift, for the following reason. Drift
islands form around closed orbits, which occur when the rotational transform of the
passing orbits—the kinetic rotational transform—is rational. Tangential drifts cause the
kinetic rotational transform ι to deviate from the magnetic rotational transform by an
amount ι− ι ∼ ρ⋆ (the precise definition that we use for ι is not needed for the present
discussion, but it can be found in (7.29)). As a result, the flux surface ψs on which the
kinetic rotational transform assumes a given rational value is shifted, with respect to
the corresponding rational surface ψr, by ψs − ψr ∼ (ρ⋆/s)Ψt, as shown in figure 15. This
estimate for the radial shift will be confirmed by the calculations below. Note that the
shift becomes order unity when s ∼ ρ⋆.

11For this order-ρ⋆δ term to be more important than order-ρ2⋆ corrections that we neglect, we need
δ ≫ ρ⋆. In fact, all our estimates and calculations up to this point require δ ≫ ρ⋆; this condition
ensures the particle drifts a radial distance of ∆ψ ∼ (ρ⋆δ)Ψt in a single transit, as we assumed for
our estimates in §2.1. Once δ ≲ ρ⋆, the stellarator is close enough to perfect cyclometry that the
radial distance drifted in a single transit is affected by higher-order guiding-centre drifts, which
we do not consider in this article. Thus, for particles with normalized gyroradius ρ⋆, optimization
for cyclometry beyond δ ∼ ρ⋆ does not reduce the orbit width any further.
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Figure 15. Cartoon illustrating how the tangential magnetic drift causes the drift islands to shift
radially. (a) A magnetic field line on a rational surface is plotted in straight-field-line coordinates.
Grey contours represent the magnetic field strength. (b) The rotational-transform profile for
this magnetic field, with the rational surface ψr indicated. (c) Now consider a passing particle
that streams along this field line, while experiencing a tangential drift in the poloidal direction,
as shown. The resulting orbit is depicted in red. The slope of this line is the kinetic rotational
transform, which, in this case, is larger than ι. (d) The red curve shows the profile of the kinetic
rotational transform on each flux surface for this particle. The drift islands will appear on the
surface ψs, where the kinetic rotational transform is rational. Thus, the islands shift away from
ψr by an amount that scales with the size of the tangential drift and scales inversely with the
shear. (e) A passing particle streaming in the opposite direction to the particle in (c) and (d)
still experiences the same tangential drift as that particle, so the kinetic rotational transform is
now lower than ι. (f) This will cause the drift islands to shift radially in the opposite direction.

To study particle orbits in a device with s ∼ ρ⋆, we can still use the transit-invariant
formula (3.13). The derivation of (3.13) in §3 remains valid because η and ψ still vary
slowly compared with the fast angle ζ. However, the simplified island-shape equation
(3.22) is no longer correct since it assumes that the drift islands are close to ψr.

We first determine the shifted location of the drift islands, ψs. The closed particle orbits
at the centre (O-point) of the drift islands must have ⟨dη/dt⟩t = 0. In nearly cyclometric
stellarators, equation (3.12b) for ⟨dη/dt⟩t, which includes tangential drifts, reads〈

dη

dt

〉
t

=
2πMσ

τt

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
− mc

Zeτt
∂ψI0 +O

(
ρ⋆δv

L

)
. (5.17)

Here, I0(ψ, E , µ) is the leading-order term when I(ψ, η, E , µ), defined in (3.10), is expanded
for a nearly cyclometric magnetic field: I = I0 + I1 +O(δ2vL), where

I0 := G

∮ √
2(E − µB0)

B0
dζB , (5.18a)

I1 := −G
∮

2E − µB0

B0

√
2(E − µB0)

B1

B0
dζB . (5.18b)

The stellarator needs to be nearly cyclometric to ensure that, despite the low shear,
the drift-island width is smaller than the minor radius. In §5.2, we considered magnetic
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fields that are nearly cyclometric on the rational surface ψr. Now that the drift islands
can shift an order-unity distance away from ψr, the magnetic field strength on ψr is no
longer relevant; instead, we need to assume that the magnetic field is nearly cyclometric
in a region containing ψs. The reader might wonder whether, in a device with s ∼ ρ⋆,
cyclometry is actually a stronger condition than necessary to avoid drift islands at ψs.
After all, we derived cyclometry in §5.1 by requiring that the transit-averaged radial drift
vanishes on ψr for all passing particles; but, when s ∼ ρ⋆, the transit-averaged radial
drift only needs to vanish on ψs for those passing particles whose drift islands arise on
ψs. Nevertheless, it turns out that cyclometry is still necessary; in fact, to remove drift
islands from a stellarator with s ∼ ρ⋆, every flux surface that the islands can shift to
needs to be cyclometric. We prove this claim in §D.

Resuming our calculation of the shifted island position, we find that ψs satisfies

2πMσ

(
ι(ψs)−

N

M

)
− mc

Ze
(∂ψI0)s = 0 , (5.19)

since (5.17) must vanish at ψs. Here, the subscript ‘s’ indicates quantities evaluated at
ψs. Note that (5.19) implies ψs − ψr ∼ (ρ⋆/s)Ψt, confirming our estimate above. Also,
note that ψs depends on E and µ, which means the drift islands appear at different
radial positions for particles with different speeds and pitch angles. Furthermore, the
drift islands shift radially in opposite directions for co- and counter-passing particles; this
can be understood from figure 15. Therefore, in a stellarator whose rotational transform
profile has been designed to pass through a low-order rational at the plasma edge to allow
an island divertor, drift islands will shift into the plasma for either co- or counter-passing
alpha particles. These drift islands may be wide because the low-order rational surface at
the edge typically has N = Nfp, which, as explained in §4.1, promotes large drift islands.

To obtain an equation for the drift-island shape, we expand I for particles that satisfy
ψ − ψs ∼

√
δΨt. We find

I(ψ, η) = σ

(
I0s + I1s(η) +

1

2
(∂2ψI0)s(ψ − ψs)

2

)
− 2πMZe

mc

∫ ψs

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ − πMZe

mc
ι′s(ψ − ψs)

2 +O(δ3/2vL) , (5.20)

where we have suppressed any velocity-space arguments. The level sets of I(ψ, η) describe
the drift-island shape in a low-shear device; instead of (4.1), which was valid when s≫ ρ⋆,
we now have

ψ − ψs = ±
√

mcσ [I1s(η, E , µ)− I1s(ηs, E , µ)]
πMZe[ι′s − (mcσ/2πMZe)(∂2ψI0)s]

, (5.21)

for particles that cross ψs at η = ηs. This equation confirms that our initial estimate
ψ − ψs ∼

√
δΨt was correct.

From (5.21), we learn that there are two important modifications to the drift-island shape
when the shear is small. First, the radial shift means that all functions of position are
evaluated at ψs instead of ψr. Second, the magnetic shear ι′r has been replaced with
ι′s − (mcσ/2πMZe)(∂2ψI0), which is the shear in the kinetic rotational transform of the
particle orbits. The new term (mc/2πMZe)(∂2ψI0) is the radial derivative of the (transit-
averaged) tangential drift rate, which is an order-ρ⋆ correction. Even when the magnetic
shear becomes vanishingly small, this term will allow particles to move tangentially across
ψs and will set a finite width for the drift islands. Indeed, taking the subsidiary limit
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s≪ ρ⋆ in (5.21), we see that the island width ∆ψ does not increase beyond ∼
√
δΨt, as

claimed at the start of this subsection. Once s ≪ ρ⋆, the orbits essentially follow level
sets of I(ψ, η, E , µ), which is the adiabatic invariant discussed by Hastie et al. (1967) for
passing particles in magnetic fields with closed field lines (see also Elbarmi et al., 2020).12
Interestingly, in this limit, there is no longer any difference between the drift islands for
co- and counter-passing particles. In a stellarator with s≪ ρ⋆, it is possible to describe
all passing orbits using an adiabatic invariant because, as explained in §4.3, stochastic
orbits due to drift-island overlap do not occur at such low values of the magnetic shear.

6. Higher-order transit adiabatic invariant
In §3, we used the transit adiabatic invariant to determine the drift-island shape. Our
results agreed well with simulations at lower energies but began to deviate at higher
energies. This is unsurprising because we expanded in ρ⋆ ≪ 1, which means we neglected
higher-order corrections that become more important at larger energies. In this section,
we derive a more accurate equation for the drift-island shape by calculating the first-order
correction to the transit invariant. We use a method similar to the one described in
appendix B of Cary et al. (1986). The resulting, improved drift-island shape agrees very
well with simulations, even for alpha particles at 3.5MeV.

6.1. Higher-order adiabatic invariant
The calculation in §3 used two small parameters: ρ⋆ ≪ 1 and |ι−N/M | ≪ 1. The higher-
order calculation is more straightforward if there is only one expansion parameter. Since
we are interested in the particles that move around an island of width ∼(ρ⋆δ/s)

1/2Ψt, in
this section we order s ∼ δ ∼ 1 and ψ − ψr ∼

√
ρ⋆ Ψt.13

When this ordering is satisfied, the results of §3 can be summarized as follows. Both
η and ψ evolve slowly, at rates dη/dt ∼ √

ρ⋆v/L and dψ/dt ∼ ρ⋆Ψtv/L. The transit
invariant I is also slowly varying (viz. dI/dt ∼ √

ρ⋆v
2) because it depends only on the

slow coordinates η and ψ. The special importance of I lies in the fact that changes in I
do not accumulate over long times: the transit average ⟨dI/dt⟩t ∼ ρ⋆v

2 is an order (in√
ρ⋆) smaller than the instantaneous value of dI/dt. According to the general theory of

adiabatic invariants (Lenard, 1959; Kruskal, 1962; Henrard, 1993), it should be possible
to construct an asymptotic series

I(ψ, η, ζ, E , µ, σ) = I(ψ, η, E , µ, σ) + I(1/2)(ψ, η, ζ, E , µ, σ) + . . . , (6.1)

with I(n/2) ∼ ρ
n/2
⋆ vL, that is conserved to all orders in √

ρ⋆. Any finite truncation of
this series, up to and including the term I(n/2), gives a quantity I that has a small time
derivative, dI/dt ∼ ρ

(n+1)/2
⋆ v2, but an even smaller transit-averaged time derivative,

⟨dI/dt⟩t ∼ ρ
(n+2)/2
⋆ v2. Therefore, knowledge of the higher-order terms in (6.1) allows us

to more precisely constrain the position of the particle over long times.

In this section, we calculate I(1/2). The resulting higher-order transit invariant changes
by less than ∼ρ⋆vL over one transit and will therefore capture order-ρ⋆ effects, such as

12A similar result is known to hold for one-and-a-half dimensional Hamiltonian systems whose
unperturbed Hamiltonian H0(J) (J is the action coordinate) has Ω(J) := ∂H0/∂J = 0, which is
the appropriate generalization of the low-magnetic-shear condition (see Arnold et al., 2006, the
remark after Theorem 17, p.187).
13Ordering δ ∼ 1 allows us to study both non-omnigeneous and omnigeneous stellarators, since
we may take the subsidiary limit δ ≪ 1 to describe an optimized device.
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tangential drifts (which cause the drift islands to shift radially, as discussed in §5.3) and
finite radial orbit widths.

6.2. Guiding-centre equations
For this derivation, we must ensure that our guiding-centre equations of motion are correct
to a high enough order in ρ⋆. When ψ − ψr ∼

√
ρ⋆ Ψt, the guiding-centre equations (3.2),

including error estimates, read

dψ

dt
= vd · ∇ψ +O

(
ρ2⋆
v Ψt

L

)
, (6.2a)

dη

dt
= v∥

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
b̂ · ∇ζ + vd · ∇η +O

(
ρ
3/2
⋆

v

L

)
, (6.2b)

dζ

dt
= v∥b̂ · ∇ζ +O

(
ρ⋆
v

L

)
. (6.2c)

The order-ρ2⋆ error in (6.2a) is due to higher-order guiding-centre drifts. The order-ρ3/2⋆

error in (6.2b) is due to parallel drifts projected in the ∇η direction, while the order-ρ⋆
error in (6.2c) is due to the magnetic drift in the ∇ζ direction.

To find I(1/2), we will need the equations of motion for ψ, η, and ζ to one order (in √
ρ⋆)

beyond leading order. Thus, the guiding-centre equations (6.2) are sufficiently accurate
for our purposes. In §E, we explain why we do not need to consider variations in the
magnetic moment, despite the fact that its rate-of-change, dµ/dt ∼ ρ⋆v

3/BL, is as large
as, for example, the higher-order corrections to dη/dt that we must retain in (6.2).

6.3. Calculation of higher-order invariant
We proceed to impose dI/dt = 0 order-by-order on (6.1). At lowest order, we find

∂ψI
dψ

dt
+ ∂ηI

dη

dt
+ ∂ζI(1/2) dζ

dt
= 0 (6.3)

because the time derivatives of the coordinates satisfy dψ/dt ∼ ρ⋆Ψt v/L, dη/dt ∼ √
ρ⋆v/L

and dζ/dt ∼ v/L, and I has a large radial gradient: ∂ψI ∼ (1/
√
ρ⋆) vL/Ψt. Let

Γψ :=
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ
, Γη := ι(ψ)− N

M
+

vd · ∇η

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ
. (6.4)

Integrating (6.3) to find I(1/2) gives

I(1/2)(ψ, η, ζ) = −
(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γψ dζ ′ + ∂ηI
∫ ζ

0

Γη dζ
′
)
+ I(1/2)(ψ, η, 0) . (6.5)

We no longer write out the velocity-space arguments (E , µ, σ). In (6.5), we have found
the dependence of I(1/2) on ζ. However, we still need to determine the constant of
integration I(1/2)(ψ, η, 0), which depends on the slow coordinates only. Its value is fixed
by a solvability condition derived from the next-order analogue of (6.3):(

∂ψI + ∂ψI(1/2)
) dψ

dt
+
(
∂ηI + ∂ηI(1/2)

) dη

dt
+

(
∂ζI(1/2) + ∂ζI(1)

) dζ

dt
= 0 . (6.6)

We can eliminate the unknown quantity I(1) from this equation by dividing by dζ/dt and
integrating over ζ:

∂ψI
∮
Γψ dζ + ∂ηI

∮
Γη dζ +

∮ (
Γψ ∂ψI(1/2) + Γη ∂ηI(1/2)

)
dζ = 0 . (6.7)
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We found, back in (3.12), that∮
Γψ dζ =

mc

Ze
∂ηI ,

∮
Γη dζ = −mc

Ze
∂ψI . (6.8)

Therefore, the first two terms in (6.7) cancel. This cancellation had to occur at order√
ρ⋆v

2, as in (6.3), since I is an adiabatic invariant to lowest order. The cancellation also
occurs at order ρ⋆v2 because the transit-averaged identities (3.9a)–(3.9b) are satisfied
exactly, as we pointed out in §3.2. Therefore, (6.7) becomes

0 =

∮ (
Γψ∂ψI(1/2) + Γη∂ηI(1/2)

)
dζ . (6.9)

In §F, we show that, after substituting (6.5) into (6.9), the resulting equation can be
manipulated into the Poisson-bracket form

∂ψF ∂ηI − ∂ηF ∂ψI = 0 , (6.10)

where

F (ψ, η) := I(1/2)(ψ, η, 0)− Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
(ζ ′ − πM)Γψ dζ ′ +O(ρ⋆vL) . (6.11)

Equation (6.10) implies that F (ψ, η) depends on ψ and η only through I. Thus, we can
write F (ψ, η) = f(I(ψ, η)), for some function f . Substituting this result into (6.5) gives

I(1/2)(ψ, η, ζ) =
Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ−ψr)

(∫ ζ

0

2πMΓψ dζ ′+

∮
(ζ ′−ζ−πM)Γψ dζ ′

)
+f(I) . (6.12)

In (6.12), we have determined I(1/2) up to a function of the lowest-order adiabatic
invariant. We have complete freedom to pick f(I)—we explain why in §G—so we choose
f = 0 for simplicity. Furthermore, we make a negligible error by evaluating the line
integrals in (6.12) at the rational surface ψr, which, as above, we represent using a
subscript ‘r’ next to the integral sign. Overall, the higher-order transit adiabatic invariant
is

I = σI − 2πMZe

mc

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ +

Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
r

(ζ ′ − ζ − πM)Γψ dζ ′

+
Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∫ ζ

0,r

2πMΓψ dζ ′ , (6.13)

where

Γψ =
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ
=
mc

Ze

[
∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx)− ∂ζ(v∥b̂ · ∂ηx)

]
. (6.14)

Equation (6.13) is the main result of this section. Before considering the implications of
(6.13) for the drift-island shape, we first discuss certain consistency checks that (6.13)
must pass in order for the higher-order transit invariant to be well-defined.

The first requirement is that I must be a continuous function of position on each flux
surface. As written, (6.13) does not manifestly possess this property. The reason is that
the higher-order correction terms in (6.13) contain the toroidal angle explicitly, but the
definitions we adopted for our coordinates restricted η ∈ [0, 2π/M) and ζ ∈ [0, 2πM), so
there are adjacent points on any given flux surface which have very different values of ζ.
For example, suppose we pick a point and increase its poloidal angle until the point crosses
the curve η = 2π/M . Then, the η coordinate of this point will jump discontinuously from
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η = 2π/M to η = 0, while its ζ coordinate will change discontinuously by a multiple of 2π.
It is not necessarily clear that the value of I is unchanged by these discontinuous jumps.

In fact, (6.13) can be rewritten in a form which explicitly shows that I is a continuous
function of position. To achieve this, we change the dummy integration variables in the
higher-order correction terms in (6.13) to

ξ :=

{
ζ ′ − ζ if ζ ⩽ ζ ′ ⩽ 2πM

2πM + ζ ′ − ζ if 0 ⩽ ζ ′ ⩽ ζ ,
(6.15)

which removes any reference to an arbitrary origin for the toroidal angle coordinate. After
this change of variables, (6.13) becomes

I = σI − 2πMZe

mc

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ +

Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
r

(ξ − πM)Γψ dξ . (6.16)

The line integral in the last term of (6.16) starts at ξ = 0 (the particle position) instead of
at the arbitrary origin ζ = 0, and extends along the curve of constant η for a full transit.
This geometric prescription for the integration curve, together with the fact that the
integrand depends on on ξ and η in a continuous manner, ensures that this line integral
does not change discontinuously anywhere on the flux surface. Therefore, the higher-order
transit invariant is a continuous function of position.

The second requirement which (6.13) needs to satisfy is that the value of I must be the
same, up to terms of order ρ⋆vL, in any set of straight-field-line coordinates. This is a
form of gauge invariance. It is not obvious that I is gauge invariant in this way because
of the explicit toroidal-angle dependence in the higher-order correction terms in (6.13) or
(6.16). Furthermore, the curves in physical space corresponding to fixed η = θ − (N/M)ζ
(which we used to define the kinetic term I) are different in different straight-field-line
coordinate systems. In §H, we prove explicitly that formula (6.13) is, nevertheless, gauge
invariant.

6.4. Higher-order island shape
We now use the higher-order transit invariant, defined by (6.13) or (6.16), to determine
the drift-island shape more accurately. Since the higher-order transit invariant depends
not just on ψ and η but also on ζ, the shape of the drift islands varies slightly as we move
toroidally around the device. To visualize the islands as they would appear in a Poincaré
plot at a fixed toroidal angle, we must plot the level sets of I(ψ, η, ζ, E , µ, σ) with ζ fixed;
for this discussion, we fix ζ = 0.

The modifications to the drift-island shape can be most easily understood by Taylor
expanding (6.16) around the rational surface, remembering that ψ − ψr ∼

√
ρ⋆ Ψt and

discarding terms of order ρ⋆vL or smaller:

I(ψ, η, 0, E , µ, σ) ≃ σIr(η, E , µ) + σ(ψ − ψr) ∂ψI(ψr, η, E , µ)

− πMZe

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

2 − πMZe

3mc
ι′′r (ψ − ψr)

3

+
Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
r

(ξ − πM)Γψ dξ , (6.17)

where ι′′r := (d2ι/dψ2)(ψ = ψr). This invariant coincides with (3.22) to lowest order but
includes new terms that modify the drift-island shape in the following ways.

The first line of (6.17) contains the familiar term σIr(η, E , µ) plus a linear (in ψ − ψr)
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Figure 16. (left panels) Here, we repeat the Poincaré plots of figure 7 for passing alpha particles
with energy 3.5MeV and µ = 0 in a reactor-scale W7-X equilibrium. (right panels) This time,
we plot the level sets of the higher-order transit invariant I(ψ, η, 0, E , µ, σ), given by (6.16).

correction that shifts the centre of the islands radially. This correction is proportional
to the transit average of the particle’s tangential magnetic drift, according to (3.9b).
Therefore, this term allows the tangential drift to shift the position of the drift islands
radially, as discussed in §5.3.

In the second line of (6.17), the geometric term now has a cubic correction involving ι′′r .
This shows that, at higher order, the island shape is sensitive to the curvature of the
ι-profile around the rational surface.

Finally, in the third line of (6.17), we find another linear term that shifts the islands
radially. This is the only term that takes different values as we follow a curve of constant
ψ and η around the stellarator: it is different at ζ = 0, 2π, . . . , 2π(M − 1). Therefore, this
is the term that allows the higher-order transit invariant to describe deformed island
chains in which each island in the chain has a slightly different shape and radial location.

In figure 16, we compare the higher-order drift-island shape of (6.17) with the simulations
presented earlier, in figure 7. It is clear that, with the higher-order corrections, the theory
does a much better job of capturing the drift-island shape and position.

7. Hamiltonian perturbation theory for passing particles
We have shown that the orbits of passing particles near a rational flux surface can be
calculated using the transit adiabatic invariant. We derived this invariant using a local
expansion in which ι − N/M was ordered as small. There are two disadvantages to
such an expansion. First, given the initial coordinates of a particle, there is no clear
criterion for which rational surface should play the role of ψr; after all, there are infinitely
many rational surfaces to choose from. Second, according to the general theory of nearly
integrable Hamiltonian systems, when the drift islands from two nearby rational surfaces
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become large enough to overlap, the islands are replaced by a region of stochastic orbits
(Chirikov, 1979). It is difficult to see that such a transition should occur when using the
local expansion.

In this section, we address these issues by describing another method—based on
Hamiltonian perturbation theory—for calculating the orbits of passing particles. This
method can be applied to particles on rational or irrational surfaces. Within this framework,
a finite set of ‘low-order’ rational surfaces are naturally identified, around which the
particle orbits must be described using the transit adiabatic invariant.

The version of Hamiltonian perturbation theory that we use is essentially the Hori
(1966) and Deprit (1969) Lie-transform approach to Poincaré–von Zeipel perturbation
theory (for reviews, see Cary, 1981; Morbidelli, 2002; Arnold et al., 2006). However, we
avoid Lie transforms and instead use Littlejohn’s phase-space Lagrangian formulation
(Littlejohn, 1983; Cary & Brizard, 2009; Parra & Calvo, 2011). The phase-space Lagrangian
makes it straightforward to use non-canonical coordinates, which we find more convenient
for describing guiding-centre motion. The calculation is similar to the calculation of
the distorted magnetic surfaces in a perturbed magnetic field, to which the phase-space
Lagrangian method has also been applied (e.g. Cary & Littlejohn, 1983; Viana et al., 2023;
Escande & Momo, 2024; Chu et al., 2025).

7.1. Phase-space Lagrangian formulation
Littlejohn (1983) showed that the guiding-centre equations of motion can be obtained
from a phase-space Lagrangian of the form

Lgc :=
(
A+

v∥

Ω
B + . . .

)
· dX
dt

−
(mc
Ze

)2
µ
dφ

dt
− mc

Ze
E . (7.1)

The phase-space coordinates employed here are the guiding-centre position X, the energy
per unit mass E , the magnetic moment µ, and the gyrophase φ; these coordinates must be
defined appropriately in order for the Lagrangian to take this form (e.g. Littlejohn, 1983;
Parra & Calvo, 2011). All other symbols have the same meaning as before, and functions
of position, such as the parallel velocity v∥ = σ

√
2(E − µB), are evaluated at the guiding-

centre position.

In (7.1), the ellipses indicate that higher-order corrections (in powers of ρ⋆ ≪ 1) can be
included so that the associated guiding-centre equations are accurate to higher order,
thus describing the particle motion accurately over longer times. In this section, we ignore
these higher-order corrections because we have argued (in §6) that, to calculate the first
correction I(1/2) to the transit adiabatic invariant, the usual guiding-centre equations—
without higher-order drifts—are sufficiently accurate. It is worth bearing in mind that
the calculation we describe in this section could be continued to arbitrarily high order in
ρ⋆, but this would require higher-order accuracy in the starting phase-space Lagrangian
and in the definitions of the guiding-centre coordinates.

We are only interested in the shape of the guiding-centre trajectory through space, not
the rate at which the particle advances along this trajectory. As a result, the calculation is
simpler if we parametrize position along the trajectory using the toroidal angle ζ instead
of time t. The relevant phase-space Lagrangian is then

Lζgc :=
(
A+

v∥

Ω
B
)
· dX
dζ

−
(mc
Ze

)2
µ
dφ

dζ
− mc

Ze
E dt

dζ
, (7.2)

where t is now treated as a phase-space coordinate. Since E and µ are both constant,
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and since we are not interested in calculating how φ or t evolve with ζ, we can lower the
dimensionality of phase space by using, instead of (7.2), the reduced Lagrangian

L :=
(
A+

v∥

Ω
B
)
· dX
dζ

. (7.3)

In (7.3), E and µ are treated as fixed parameters. This fact will be important whenever
we add a total ζ derivative to the Lagrangian (7.3). There will be no need to include E or
µ derivatives when using the chain rule (i.e. df/dζ = ∂ψf (dψ/dζ) + ∂θf (dθ/dζ) + ∂ζf).
The reduced Lagrangian (7.3) can also be obtained by enforcing E = const. and µ = const.
as holonomic constraints in (7.2) (e.g. Goldstein et al., 2002). We can think of (7.3) as
the field-line Lagrangian (Cary & Littlejohn, 1983) for the fictitious magnetic field B⋆

which, as explained in §2.2, the guiding centre follows. We will use (7.3) to calculate the
guiding-centre orbits of passing particles in a stellarator magnetic field.

7.2. Drift surfaces
First, we express the Lagrangian in the straight-field-line coordinates (ψ, θ, ζ) appropriate
for magnetic fields with nested toroidal flux surfaces. For the vector potential, we can
take (e.g. Helander, 2014)

A := ψ∇θ − χ(ψ)∇ζ , (7.4)

where χ(ψ) :=
∫ ψ
0
ι(ψ′) dψ′ is the poloidal flux contained inside flux surface ψ. Then, (7.3)

becomes

L =
(
ψ +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂θx

)dθ
dζ

+
v∥

Ω
B · ∂ψx

dψ

dζ
− χ+

v∥

Ω
B · ∂ζx . (7.5)

Throughout this section, the partial derivatives ∂ψ, ∂θ and ∂ζ are taken with respect to
one of the coordinates (ψ, θ, ζ), with the other two held fixed. Note that this changes the
definition of ∂ζ , which in previous sections denoted a derivative at fixed ψ and η.

It is useful to think of (7.5) as a small perturbation to the Lagrangian for the field lines
of the magnetic field, which is

LB := ψ
dθ

dζ
− χ(ψ) . (7.6)

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion corresponding to (7.6) are simply

dψ

dζ
= 0 ,

dθ

dζ
= ι(ψ) . (7.7)

The first equation states that B has flux surfaces, while the second states that θ and
ζ are straight-field-line coordinates. The reason these equations are so simple is that
LB is independent of the angles θ and ζ.14 By contrast, the equations of motion for the
guiding-centre Lagrangian (7.5) are

dψ

dζ
=

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

+O(ρ2⋆ Ψt) , (7.8a)

dθ

dζ
= ι(ψ)−

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

+O(ρ2⋆) . (7.8b)

In comparison with (7.7), each equation here has an additional, order-ρ⋆ term that depends
on both angles θ and ζ; physically, these terms represent spatially varying drifts. The

14The coordinates ψ and θ are action-angle coordinates for the Hamiltonian system described by
phase-space Lagrangian LB .
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key idea of Hamiltonian perturbation theory is to look for a coordinate transformation
that removes the angle dependence from the Lagrangian (7.5), so that the guiding-centre
equations of motion become as simple as (7.7).

Since the angle-dependent terms in (7.5) are small in ρ⋆, we will look for a near-identity
coordinate transformation of the form

ψ = ψ + ψ(1)(ψ, θ, ζ) , (7.9a)

θ = θ + θ(1)(ψ, θ, ζ) , (7.9b)

where ψ(1) ∼ ρ⋆Ψt and θ(1) ∼ ρ⋆ are small corrections. At this stage, (7.9) is a completely
general near-identity coordinate transformation. Shortly, we will make a particular choice
for ψ(1) and θ(1) that eliminates any dependence on θ and ζ from the Lagrangian (or,
at least, relegates this dependence to higher order). Equation (7.9) defines the new
coordinates ψ and θ implicitly, analogous to how the guiding-centre position is often
defined implicitly by

x = X + ρ(X, E , µ, φ) , (7.10)
where x is the particle position, X is the guiding-centre position, and ρ is the gyroradius
vector.

Using (7.9) to change coordinates in the Lagrangian gives

L =
(
ψ + ψ(1) +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂θx

)(dθ

dζ
+

dθ(1)

dζ

)
+
v∥

Ω
B · ∂ψx

(
dψ

dζ
+

dψ(1)

dζ

)
− χ− ιψ(1) +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂ζx , (7.11)

where we drop terms of order ρ2⋆ from the Lagrangian throughout the rest of this section.15
From here on, functions of position without arguments written explicitly are assumed to
be evaluated at the point with magnetic coordinates (ψ(ψ, θ, ζ), θ(ψ, θ, ζ), ζ), rather than
at the actual guiding-centre position (ψ, θ, ζ).

Recall that a total time derivative can be added to a Lagrangian without modifying the
associated equations of motion. To remove the derivatives of the as-yet-undetermined
functions ψ(1) and θ(1) from (7.11), we subtract the total ζ derivative

d

dζ

[(
ψ + ψ(1) +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂θx

)
θ(1) +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂ψxψ(1)

]
. (7.12)

Furthermore, we anticipate that we may need to add other ζ derivatives to the Lagrangian
to put it in a form that has no angle dependence. To allow for this possibility, we subtract
dS(1)/dζ for some ‘generating function’ S(1) ∼ ρ⋆Ψt, which we will choose later. The
result is

L ≡
(
ψ + ψ(1) +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂θx− ∂θS

(1)
) dθ

dζ
+
(
−θ(1) +

v∥

Ω
B · ∂ψx− ∂ψS

(1)
) dψ

dζ

− χ− ιψ(1) +
v∥

Ω
B · ∂ζx− ∂ζS

(1) , (7.13)

where we use the symbol ≡ to denote equality up to a total ζ derivative. We can remove

15More precisely: if we represent our Lagrangian in the form L = Λψ(dψ/dζ) + Λθ(dθ/dζ)−H,
then we drop terms of order ρ2⋆ from the symplectic parts Λψ and Λθ, and from the Hamiltonian
H. Such terms are as small as the higher-order terms that we neglected, ab initio, in (7.1).
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some of the angle dependence in (7.13) by picking

ψ(1) := −
v∥

Ω
B · ∂θx+ ∂θS

(1) , (7.14a)

θ(1) :=
v∥

Ω
B · ∂ψx− ∂ψS

(1) , (7.14b)

for whatever choice of S(1) we eventually make. This leaves

L ≡ ψ
dθ

dζ
− χ+ V −

(
∂ζS

(1) + ι∂θS
(1)

)
, (7.15)

where, as in §4.1,

V =
v∥

Ω
B · (∂ζx+ ι∂θx) =

mc

Ze

v∥

b̂ · ∇ζ
. (7.16)

The remaining angle dependence in (7.15) would be eliminated if we could choose S(1) to
satisfy the magnetic differential equation

∂ζS
(1) + ι∂θS

(1) = V − ⟨V ⟩ . (7.17)

Here, we have introduced the average over the poloidal and toroidal angles

⟨. . .⟩ := 1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

(. . .) dθ dζ . (7.18)

We included the term ⟨V ⟩ in (7.17) because the left-hand side clearly vanishes under this
average, so the right-hand side must as well. Unfortunately, we will find that (7.17) is not
always solvable for S(1). Furthermore, even when (7.17) is solvable, the solutions have
certain deficiencies that make them unsuitable for completing the construction of our
near-identity coordinate transformation. In the next subsection, we discuss these issues
with (7.17) in more detail.

7.3. Solvability of the magnetic differential equation
For a general inhomogeneous term V , magnetic differential equations of the form
(7.17) have been extensively studied (e.g. Kruskal & Kulsrud, 1958; Newcomb, 1959;
Hamada, 1962; Rüssmann, 1975; Imbert-Gérard et al., 2024). In this subsection, we
investigate when (7.17) can be solved in the specific case where V = (mc/Ze)(v∥/b̂ · ∇ζ).

Equation (7.17) specifies the rate of change of S(1) along magnetic field lines, since it can
be recast as

b̂ · ∇S(1) =
mc

Ze

(
v∥ − b̂ · ∇ζ

〈
v∥

b̂ · ∇ζ

〉)
:= U . (7.19)

Symbolically, the solution to this equation is

S(1) ?
=

∫ l

U dl′ , (7.20)

where the integral is taken along field lines. However, it is unclear whether (7.20) defines
a continuous function of position on each flux surface. On an irrational surface, two
arbitrarily close points could be connected by an arbitrarily large distance along a single
field line, meaning their values of S(1)—calculated by integrating U along this line—
could be very different. The problem with (7.20) is that it does not ‘know about’ the
toroidal periodicity of the domain.

This observation suggests we look for a periodic solution to (7.17) using a Fourier expansion.
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Let

S(1) =
∑

(p,q)∈Z2

S(1)
pq ei(pθ−qζ) , V =

∑
(p,q)∈Z2

Vpq e
i(pθ−qζ) . (7.21)

In terms of these Fourier coefficients, (7.17) becomes

−i(q − ιp)S(1)
pq =

{
Vpq if (p, q) ̸= (0, 0) ,
0 if (p, q) = (0, 0) .

(7.22)

Formally, this means

S(1) ?
=

∑
(p,q)∈Z2\{(0,0)}

iVpq
q − ιp

ei(pθ−qζ) , (7.23)

where we have chosen the solution with zero average over the poloidal and toroidal angles
(S(1) is determined up to an arbitrary additive constant).

Now, the question of whether the magnetic differential equation (7.17) is solvable becomes
the question of whether the Fourier series in (7.23) converges. This series will not, typically,
converge if the rotational transform ι is rational: in this case, there are combinations of p
and q that make the denominator vanish, which is called a ‘resonant’ denominator. It
turns out that the series also diverges at certain irrational values of ι (Rüssmann, 1975;
Yoccoz, 1992).

The series (7.23) converges in two physically relevant scenarios, which are summarized
below.

(i) The series converges for certain ‘highly irrational’ values of ι. For example, a
sufficient condition for the series to converge for all analytic V is that ι satisfies
the following Diophantine condition: there are constants C > 0 and ς > 0 such
that ∣∣∣ι− N

M

∣∣∣ > C

|M |2+ς
, (7.24)

for all integers N and M (see Arnold, 1963b, §3). This condition prevents ι from
being too close to any rational number. When (7.24) is satisfied, the terms in the
series (7.23) decay fast enough for convergence because the numerators Vpq decay
exponentially for analytic V while the denominators decay at most algebraically.

(ii) The series converges if the numerators vanish whenever the denominators do. This
is clearly a necessary condition for convergence; interestingly, it is also sufficient,
according to the following result of Newcomb (1959). Let (ψ1, ψ2) be an interval in
which the shear ι′(ψ) never vanishes. The series (7.23) converges for all ψ ∈ (ψ1, ψ2)
if (1) V is sufficiently smooth and (2) for every rational surface ψMN ∈ (ψ1, ψ2)
and for all k ∈ Z, we have VkM,kN (ψMN ) = 0, where N and M > 0 are coprime
integers defined by ι(ψMN ) = N/M . When condition (2) is satisfied, certain terms
in the series in (7.23) have an indeterminate ‘0/0’ form at rational surfaces. This
indeterminacy arises because (7.22) does not fix the quantities S(1)

kM,kN (ψMN ); as
a result, we can freely choose their values. To ensure continuity with the irrational
surfaces, we must choose

S
(1)
kM,kN (ψMN ) = − i∂ψVkM,kN (ψMN )

kMι′(ψMN )
, (7.25)
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and we assume that this choice has been made when interpreting (7.23) on rational
surfaces.

The condition VkM,kN (ψMN , E , µ, σ) = 0 (where we have temporarily restored
the velocity-space arguments) arises naturally in the context of passing-particle
orbits in stellarators. We showed in §4.1 that this condition is equivalent to the
absence of drift islands around rational surface ψMN , for particles of energy E
and magnetic moment µ. If VkM,kN (ψMN , E , µ, σ) = 0 for all passing E and µ,
then the magnetic field must be cyclometric on ψMN , as discussed in §5.2. Since
omnigeneous stellarators are always cyclometric, this condition is automatically
satisfied in omnigeneous devices. The fact that S(1)—and, therefore, ψ—is always
well-defined in perfectly omnigeneous stellarators is unsurprising, as it is well-
known that (ψ, α,B) coordinates may be used to derive a formula equivalent to
(7.30) for ψ which does not involve a sum and which, therefore, never suffers from
convergence issues (e.g. Helander & Nührenberg, 2009; Landreman & Catto, 2012).

To summarize, the Fourier series (7.23) sometimes converges, for example when ι is ‘highly
irrational’ or when the stellarator is perfectly cyclometric in a neighbourhood of the
flux surface of interest. Unfortunately, even in these cases, the resulting S(1) cannot be
used to complete the construction of our near-identity coordinate transformation, for the
following reasons.

(i) In the case of highly irrational flux surfaces, the Fourier series for S(1) converges on
these surfaces. However, it still (generically) diverges on the dense set of surfaces
that do not satisfy (7.24); this set includes, for example, all rational surfaces.
Therefore, S(1) must be discontinuous in the radial direction. Our perturbative
change of coordinates required S(1) to have a well-defined radial derivative—in
particular, the definition of θ(1) involved ∂ψS(1)—so this is a problem.

(ii) In the case of cyclometric stellarators, the Fourier series for S(1) diverges if any
harmonic VkM,kN (ψMN ) is non-zero, regardless of how small the harmonic may be.
A formalism that breaks down in the presence of an infinitesimal deviation from
cyclometry is inadequate for describing real devices.

In the next subsection, we explain how these problems associated with the resonant
denominators may be circumvented.

7.4. Dealing with resonances
Our approach is based on two key ideas (other methods exist; see e.g. Morbidelli, 2002).
The first idea is that we do not need to eliminate the angle dependence in the Lagrangian
completely; we only need to eliminate it to order ρ⋆. To use this idea, we follow
Arnold (1963a) and introduce an ‘ultraviolet cutoff’ by splitting the perturbation into
V = V <K + V ⩾K , where V <K and V ⩾K are defined as follows. The first term, V <K ,
contains all harmonics of V that have |p|+ |q| < K for some cutoff K > 0. The second
term, V ⩾K , contains all the remaining harmonics. Crucially, we define the cutoff K to be
large enough that V ⩾K is an order (in ρ⋆) smaller than V <K ; thus V ⩾K ∼ ρ2⋆Ψt. For a
sufficiently smooth V , we can always find a K large enough to satisfy this requirement.
The ultraviolet cutoff is useful because V ⩾K is small enough that it can be neglected in
the Lagrangian, so we only need to eliminate the angle dependence contained in V <K .
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Resuming our calculation from (7.15), we can write

L ≡ ψ
dθ

dζ
− χ+ V <K −

(
∂ζS

(1) + ι∂θS
(1)

)
, (7.26)

since we are dropping terms of order ρ2⋆ or smaller from the Lagrangian. The calculation
now proceeds as before, but with V replaced by the smoother function V <K . Thus, to
eliminate the angle dependence in (7.26), we take

S(1) :=
∑

(p,q)∈ I<K

i(V <K)pq
q − ιp

ei(pθ−qζ) , (7.27)

where the index set is I<K := {(p, q) ∈ Z2 : |p|+ |q| < K and (p, q) ̸= (0, 0)}. Equation
(7.27) replaces the problematic definition (7.23). The series in (7.27) converges on all flux
surfaces except a finite set of rational surfaces: those that resonate with one of the finitely
many harmonics of V <K . We will refer to these surfaces as ‘low-order’ rational surfaces.

To avoid these divergences on low-order rational surfaces, we introduce the second key
idea: our perturbative construction does not need to be valid for all passing particles
simultaneously. Instead, we can restrict attention to particles in a region that does not
contain any low-order rational surfaces; in such a region, the rotational transform is, in
some sense, ‘sufficiently irrational’. From now on, we assume ψ ∈ R0, where R0 is a
spatial region that does not contain any of the low-order rational surfaces. Note that we
will slightly refine the definition of R0 below, in definition 7.1.

Within R0, the series (7.27) converges and the near-identity coordinate transformation
specified by (7.9), (7.14) and (7.27) is well-defined. The Lagrangian in these new
coordinates is

L ≡ ψ
dθ

dζ
− χ(ψ) , (7.28)

where χ := χ− ⟨V ⟩. We have achieved our aim of removing angle dependence from the
Lagrangian; any angle dependence is now hidden in higher-order terms that have been
suppressed in (7.28).

According to (7.28), the new coordinates ψ and θ evolve with ζ in a trivial way. One
equation of motion simple states that ψ is constant (to leading order; its ζ derivative
can be non-zero at order ρ2⋆ Ψt due to the suppressed higher-order terms). Physically, this
means passing particles on irrational surfaces do not experience a secular radial drift over
long times of order (1/ρ⋆)(L/v), as stated in §2. The other equation of motion is

dθ

dζ
= ι(ψ) +

mc

Ze
∂ψ

〈
v∥

b̂ · ∇ζ

〉
:= ι(ψ) , (7.29)

which means θ changes with ζ at a constant rate (again, there may be deviations from
this behaviour at order ρ2⋆). This rate ι is the kinetic rotational transform of the orbit;
it is determined by a combination of the rotational transform of the field and the flux-
surface-averaged tangential drift—which is a small correction—as discussed in §5.3.

Upon inverting the coordinate transformation (7.9) to first order in ρ⋆, we find that

ψ(ψ, θ, ζ) = ψ +
(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)
(ψ, θ, ζ)−

(
∂θS

(1)
)
(ψ, θ, ζ) +O(ρ2⋆Ψt) (7.30)

is a conserved quantity. This is an equation for the passing-particle drift surfaces in regions
of sufficiently irrational rotational transform in any stellarator. It is consistent with a less



Energetic-particle orbits near rational flux surfaces: I. Passing particles 43

Figure 17. (a) Poincaré plot of the guiding-centre orbits of passing alpha particles in a
reactor-scale LHD equilibrium, simulated using ASCOT5. The alphas have energy 3.5MeV,
µ/E = 0.111T−1, and σ = 1. Drift surfaces beyond ψ/ψLCFS ≈ 0.8 are missing because we have
not plotted orbits that crossed the last closed flux surface. (b) Level sets of ψ, defined by (7.30).
The plotted contour levels were chosen as follows: a contour level was computed for each particle
by averaging ψ over the points plotted in (a) for that particle.

Figure 18. (a) Rotational transform of the LHD equilibrium we use to trace alpha orbits in
figure 17. (b) Plot of the magnetic field strength in Boozer coordinates on the ι = 1 flux surface.

general result derived in Tykhyy & Yakovenko (2006, equation (12)) and Kolesnichenko
et al. (2006, appendix A) for a magnetic field whose field strength is equal to a constant
plus a small angle-dependent term, provided an ultraviolet cutoff is used to make the
Fourier series in these references well-behaved.

In figure 17, we compare this calculation of particle orbits in a region of sufficiently
irrational rotational transform with an ASCOT5 simulation for a reactor-scale LHD
equilibrium. More detail about the equilibrium is provided in figure 18. Despite the fact
that the rotational transform passes through many rational values, there are no visible
drift islands; the same is true at all other pitch angles. This must be a consequence of the
high shear and smallness of any resonant harmonics of V .
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Figure 19. Diagrams showing the regions of validity for the orbit calculations presented in
§§7.4–7.5. In each case, a Poincaré plot is drawn with drift-island chains around two low-order
rational surfaces. (a) Region R0 must remain much further than ∼√

ρ⋆Ψt from either low-order
rational surface. (b) Region R1 contains one of the low-order rational surfaces and must remain
much further than ∼√

ρ⋆Ψt from the other.

Before moving on, it is instructive to see how the above calculation fails close to a
low-order rational surface. Let the nearest low-order rational surface to R0 be ψr. The
calculation can fail because, when |ψ − ψr| is too small for some ψ ∈ R0, S(1) becomes
large enough to violate our orderings. For the relations ψ(1) ≪ Ψt and θ(1) ≪ 1 to hold,
we need S(1) ≪ Ψt and ∂ψS(1) ≪ 1. From (7.27), S(1) diverges as S(1) ∼ ρ⋆Ψt/ι

′
r(ψ − ψr)

(we show this explicitly in §I—see (I 11)), which means ∂ψS(1) ∼ ρ⋆Ψt/ι
′
r(ψ − ψr)

2. Thus,
for our construction to be valid, we need |ψ − ψr| ≫ (ρ⋆/s)

1/2 Ψt. The lower bound in
this inequality is the width of the drift islands around ψr. Therefore, for our coordinate
transformation to be valid throughout R0, we need R0 to stay much further than a
drift-island width away from any low-order rational surfaces, as shown in figure 19(a).
For reference, we now state the complete definition of R0.

Definition 7.1. R0 is an interval (ψ1, ψ2) whose distance to any low-order rational
surface, ψr, satisfies dist(ψr,R0) ≫ (ρ⋆/s)

1/2 Ψt.16

Of course, we would also like to be able to describe orbits near the low-order rational
surfaces, since this is where drift islands can appear. We consider this problem in the
next subsection.

7.5. Drift surfaces in the presence of a single resonance
By modifying the method above, it is possible to calculate orbits in a region R1 that
contains a single low-order rational surface. Let this surface be ψr, with ι(ψr) = N/M as
usual. The key idea here is that we can still eliminate most of the angle dependence from
the Lagrangian by following the same steps as before. However, to avoid divergences, we
must exclude all harmonics that are resonant at ψr from the Fourier expansion of S(1).

16Note that, as ρ⋆ → 0, the condition V ⩾K ∼ ρ⋆V
<K means we must have K → ∞. As K

increases, the number of low-order rational surfaces grows without bound. Thus, any region R0

that satisfies definition 7.1 must decrease in size as ρ⋆ → 0. In order to construct a theory that
remains valid within a finite region as ρ⋆ → 0, we could fix the value of K and use K ≫ 1 as an
additional expansion parameter, independent of ρ⋆.
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First, we split the perturbation as V = Vr + V <Knr + V ⩾K
nr , where

Vr :=
∑
k∈Z

VkM,kN eik(Mθ−Nζ) (7.31)

contains all resonant harmonics of V , V <Knr contains all non-resonant harmonics with
|p|+ |q| < K, and V ⩾K

nr contains the non-resonant harmonics with |p|+ |q| ⩾ K. As before,
we choose K large enough that V ⩾K

nr ∼ ρ2⋆Ψt. Then, the Lagrangian in (7.15) becomes

L ≡ ψnr
dθnr
dζ

− χ+ Vr + V <Knr −
(
∂ζS

(1)
nr + ι∂θS

(1)
nr

)
. (7.32)

In moving from (7.15) to (7.32), we have introduced new notation because we are now
dealing with particles in R1 instead of R0. To avoid confusion, when we are working in
R1 we denote the generating function by S(1)

nr and the corresponding barred coordinates
by ψnr and θnr. To be explicit, ψnr and θnr are defined by

ψ = ψnr + ψ(1)(ψnr, θnr, ζ) , (7.33a)

θ = θnr + θ(1)(ψnr, θnr, ζ) , (7.33b)

where

ψ(1)
nr := −

v∥

Ω
B · ∂θx+ ∂θS

(1)
nr , (7.34a)

θ(1)nr :=
v∥

Ω
B · ∂ψx− ∂ψS

(1)
nr , (7.34b)

analogous to (7.9) and (7.14). This time, however, we choose

S(1)
nr :=

∑
(p,q)∈I<K

nr

i(V <Knr )pq
q − ιp

ei(pθ−qζ) , (7.35)

where I<Knr := {(p, q) ∈ Z2 : |p|+ |q| < K and (p, q) ̸= (kM, kN) for any k ∈ Z} contains
only non-resonant harmonics. This choice of generating function satisfies

∂ζS
(1)
nr + ι∂θS

(1)
nr = V <Knr , (7.36)

so the Lagrangian (7.32) becomes

L ≡ ψnr
dθnr
dζ

− χ+
∑
k∈Z

VkM,kN eik(Mθ̄nr−Nζ) . (7.37)

We can write (7.37) in a simple form by introducing the ζ-average

⟨. . .⟩ζ :=
1

2πM

∮
(. . .) dζ , (7.38)

where we integrate over a curve of constant ψ and η as usual. This average is useful
because it extracts Fourier modes with the helicity of the rational surface:

⟨V ⟩ζ =
∑
k∈Z

VkM,kN eikMη = Vr . (7.39)

Then, using ηnr := θnr − (N/M)ζ as a coordinate instead of θnr, the Lagrangian (7.37)
becomes

L ≡ ψnr
dηnr
dζ

−Hr(ψnr, ηnr) , (7.40)
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where Hr := χr−⟨V ⟩ζ and χr is the helical flux introduced back in (3.17). This Lagrangian
is the generalization of (7.28) to the case where there is a single low-order rational surface
in the domain of interest.

In (7.40), the dependence on the fast angle ζ has been eliminated. Thus, in the presence
of a single resonance, although we could not eliminate both angular coordinates as in
§7.4, it is still possible to significantly simplify the Lagrangian. The ζ independence of
this Lagrangian implies conservation of

Hr(ψnr, ηnr) =

∫ ψ̄nr

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ − 1

2πM

mc

Ze

∮
v∥b̂ · (∂ζx+ ι∂θx) dζ

′ . (7.41)

Here, as in the Lagrangian, all functions are evaluated at a ψ coordinate of ψnr(ψ, η, ζ)
and an η coordinate of ηnr(ψ, η, ζ). To express the conserved quantity (7.41) in the original
guiding-centre coordinates, let χr(ψ, η, ζ) := Hr(ψnr(ψ, η, ζ), ηnr(ψ, η, ζ)). Substituting
the definitions of ψnr and ηnr into (7.41) and Taylor expanding, we find

χr(ψ, η, ζ) =

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ − 1

2πM

mc

Ze

∮
v∥b̂ · (∂ζx+ ι∂θx)dζ

′

+

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)(mc
Ze

v∥b̂ · ∂θx− ∂θS
(1)
nr

)
+O(ρ2⋆Ψt) , (7.42)

where all functions on the right are now evaluated at (ψ, η, ζ). This conserved quantity
χr determines the orbits of all passing particles in R1, just as ψ did for particles in R0.
Region R1 contains both the low-order rational surface ψr, around which the orbits trace
out drift islands, and irrational surfaces away from ψr, where the drift surfaces are intact
(to this order). Both types of orbit are described by a single invariant χr, whose definition
(7.42) is uniformly valid throughout R1.

In §I, we prove that, in two opposite limits, (7.42) is consistent with results from earlier
in the paper. For particles close to ψr, conservation of χr is equivalent to conservation of
the transit adiabatic invariant, including the higher-order corrections derived in §6. For
particles on irrational surfaces far from ψr, conservation of χr is equivalent to conservation
of ψ, defined by (7.30) for particles in a region, R0, of sufficiently irrational rotational
transform.

In §7.4, we discussed a restriction on region R0: it needed to remain much more than a
drift-island width away from any low-order rational surfaces. Similar reasoning shows that
R1 must remain much more than a drift-island width away from any low-order rational
surfaces other than ψr, as shown in figure 19(b).

These restrictions on R0 and R1 can only be satisfied if the drift-island width is much
smaller than the distance between low-order rational surfaces. This condition may not be
satisfied if ρ⋆ is insufficiently small; then, our perturbative construction would fail. Such
a failure could be anticipated on physical grounds because, once the drift-island width
is comparable to the distance between rational surfaces, drift-island overlap can occur.
Overlapping islands are known to give rise to stochastic orbits (Chirikov, 1979), which
cannot be described by conservation of an invariant such as ψ or χr.

In figures 20–23, we compare the analytical results of this subsection with ASCOT5
simulations. Figures 20(a) and 20(b) show a Poincaré plot of simulated guiding-centre
orbits of freely passing, 3.5MeV alpha particles with µ = 0 and σ = −1 in a reactor-
scale NCSX equilibrium. The equilibrium was taken from the DESC examples directory;
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Figure 20. (a) Poincaré plot, at cylindrical angle ϕ = 0, of passing alpha orbits in a reactor-scale
NCSX equilibrium, simulated using ASCOT5. The alphas have energy 3.5MeV, µ = 0, and
σ = −1. Multiple chains of drift islands are visible. (b) Zoomed-in view of the (3, 5) drift-island
chain. (c) Level sets of χr(ψ, η, ζ = 0), computed using (7.42) and plotted for particles in a region
containing the ι = 3/5 rational surface. (d) Similar to (c), except we plot the level sets of the
higher-order invariant H2,r(ψnr(ψ, η, ζ = 0), ηnr(ψ, η, ζ = 0)), defined by (7.48)–(7.52), in red.
We also underlay the simulation data from (b) in blue; the close agreement between the theory
and simulation results is evident. In (c) and (d), the contour levels are equal to the average value
of the plotted invariant for each particle in the ASCOT5 simulation shown in (b), as in figure 17.

Figure 21. (a) Rotational transform of the NCSX equilibrium we use to trace alpha orbits in
figure 20. (b) Plot of the magnetic field strength in Boozer coordinates on the rational surface
with ι = N/M = 3/5.

more information about it is provided in figure 21. There is a rational surface with
ι = N/M = 3/5 in the plasma—note that this rational surface has N = Nfp, which,
according to the discussion in §4.1, promotes large drift islands. In figure 20(c), we have
plotted the level sets of χr(ψ, η, ζ = 0), taking the low-order resonance in R1 to be
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Figure 22. Similar to figure 20 but for a reactor-scale WISTELL-A equilibrium. (a) Poincaré plot,
at cylindrical angle ϕ = 0, for passing alpha particles with energy 3.5MeV, µ/E = 0.1425T−1,
and σ = 1. (b) Zoomed-in view of the prominent drift-island chain. (c) Level sets of χr(ψ, η, ζ = 0),
plotted for particles in a region containing the N = 1, M = 1 resonance. (d) Similar to (c),
except we plot the level sets of H2,r(ψnr(ψ, η, ζ = 0), ηnr(ψ, η, ζ = 0)), in red. We also replot the
simulation data from (b) in blue to allow easy comparison. In (c) and (d), the contour levels are
equal to the average value of the plotted invariant for each particle in the ASCOT5 simulation
shown in (b), as in figure 17.

Figure 23. (a) Rotational transform of the WISTELL-A equilibrium we use to trace alpha
orbits in figure 22. (b) Plot of the magnetic field strength in Boozer coordinates on the flux
surface ψ/ψLCFS = 0.3.

(N,M) = (3, 5). Figure 20(d) shows the level sets of a higher-order version of the χr

invariant, which will be introduced in §7.6. We see that conservation of χr provides a very
accurate prediction of the simulated alpha-particle orbits.

Similarly, figures 22(a) and 22(b) show a Poincaré plot, constructed from an ASCOT5
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simulation, for barely passing, 3.5MeV alpha particles with µ/E = 0.1425T−1 and σ = 1
in a reactor-scale WISTELL-A quasi-helically symmetric equilibrium (Bader et al., 2020).
This equilibrium was taken from the DESC examples directory. Despite the fact that
the rotational-transform profile shown in figure 23 avoids the low-order rational value
ι = 1, wide drift islands corresponding to an N =M resonance are visible in the Poincaré
plot. This occurs because the kinetic-rotational-transform profile of the co-passing orbits
is lowered—relative to the magnetic rotational-transform profile shown in figure 23—
by the tangential magnetic drift, as discussed in §5.3. This allows the kinetic rotational
transform ι to pass through ι = 1; equivalently, it means the N = M resonance shifts
into the plasma. In figure 22(c), we plot contours of χr(ψ, η, ζ = 0), taking the low-order
resonance in R1 to be (N,M) = (1, 1). Figure 22(d) shows contours of the higher-order
version of χr that will be discussed in §7.6. Once again, the agreement between theory
and simulations is excellent.

Before we move on to discuss higher-order corrections, we explain some interesting features
of the drift islands in figure 22. First, these drift islands are particularly large. This may be
surprising, since figure 23 shows that WISTELL-A has a relatively small quasisymmetry
error. One reason for their size is that these drift islands are situated near a local minimum
of the rotational-transform profile (around ψ/ψLCFS = 0.3; see figure 23). This means they
are located in a region where the magnetic shear is small, and low shear tends to produce
wider drift islands. A second reason why these islands are large is that they correspond
to an N =M = 1 resonance. This resonance is very low order and has Ñ = Nfp (in the
notation of §4.1), which promotes wide drift islands for the reasons set out in §4.1.

The drift islands in figure 22 also have an unusual shape. They do not resemble the
phase portrait of a pendulum, as might be expected from the simplified lowest-order
transit invariant formula (5.20) that we derived for stellarators with s ∼ ρ⋆ (this is the
appropriate ordering to use here because the drift islands in figure 22 are not located close
to their associated rational surface; in fact, there is no rational surface with ι = N/M = 1
in the plasma). Their unusual shape is caused by the magnetic shear vanishing near
the resonance, so the linear approximation ι(ψ)−N/M ≃ ι′s(ψ − ψs)—which we used
to derive (5.20) for drift islands near a shifted resonant surface ψs—is not appropriate
here. Nevertheless, provided this approximation is not used, the transit invariant (3.13),
or the more complicated invariants plotted in figures 22(c) and 22(d), still correctly
describe the shape of these drift islands.17 The fact that ι′s ≈ 0 at the location of the
drift islands means the usual island-width estimate ∆ψ ∼ (ρ⋆δ/s)

1/2Ψt does not apply
in this case. However, we can still estimate the island width using the method of §2.1 if
we employ ∆θ ∼ ι′′s (ψ − ψs)

2, where ι′′s := (d2ι/dψ2)(ψ = ψs), for the amount by which
a near-resonant orbit fails to close after one transit. With this modification, we obtain
a corrected island-width scaling of ∆ψ ∼ (ρ⋆δΨt/ι

′′
s )

1/3. The fact that this width scales
with ρ1/3⋆ , instead of the typical scaling with √

ρ⋆, is another way of understanding that
the drift islands are wider if they arise near a local minimum of ι(ψ).

A final noteworthy feature of the drift islands in figure 22 is that they only exist for
a very narrow range of pitch angles. This is because the pitch angle must be close to
the trapped–passing boundary, where the tangential distance through which a particle
drifts in a single transit is largest (this tangential distance diverges logarithmically as

17More generally, when an integrable Hamiltonian map is perturbed, unusual island shapes
like those of figure 22 are known to arise if the unperturbed map is a ‘nontwist’ map
(del-Castillo-Negrete et al., 1996).
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µ approaches the trapped–passing boundary). A large tangential drift is needed so that
the kinetic-rotational-transform profile is lowered enough—relative the the magnetic
rotational-transform profile shown in figure 23—to reach the low-order rational value
N/M = 1. In the case shown in figure 22, reducing µ by a few percent removes the drift
islands, since µ is then too far from the trapped–passing boundary for the N/M = 1
resonance to be present in the plasma. The fact that wide drift islands can arise at
extremely specific pitch angles suggests that a scan across many different pitch angles
could be necessary to check that a given stellarator design does not contain any large
drift islands like these.

7.6. Higher-order Hamiltonian perturbation theory
To conclude this section, we explain how these Hamiltonian calculations may be system-
atically extended to higher order. We begin with the higher-order calculation of orbits in
R0. The Lagrangian (7.28) that we derived in §7.4 for particles in R0 takes the form

L ≡
(
ψ + Λθ2(ψ, θ, ζ)

)dθ
dζ

+ Λψ2(ψ, θ, ζ)
dψ

dζ
− χ(ψ) +H2(ψ, θ, ζ) , (7.43)

where Λθ2, Λψ2, and H2 are order ρ2⋆ and contain all higher-order terms that we previously
suppressed in this Lagrangian. These terms contain angle dependence which complicates
the higher-order equations of motion.

We can now repeat the procedure that lead to (7.43). That is, we look for a near-identity
change of coordinates from (ψ, θ) to a new set (ψ, θ), defined implicitly by

ψ = ψ + ψ(2)(ψ, θ, ζ) , (7.44a)

θ = θ + θ(2)(ψ, θ, ζ) , (7.44b)

where ψ(2) ∼ ρ2⋆Ψt and θ(2) ∼ ρ2⋆. We will choose ψ(2) and θ(2) so that any dependence on
θ and ζ in the Lagrangian is removed—or rather, pushed to even higher order. We will
need to add the total ζ derivative of a new generating function S(2) ∼ ρ2⋆Ψt to achieve
this. Then, with a suitable choice of ψ(2) and θ(2), the Lagrangian can be put in the form

L ≡ ψ
dθ

dζ
− χ+ V2 −

(
∂ζS

(2) + ι∂θS
(2)

)
, (7.45)

for some V2(ψ, θ, ζ) ∼ ρ2⋆Ψt whose precise form is not important for understanding the
general method. In (7.45), we are suppressing angle-dependent terms of order ρ3⋆Ψt.

As before, in order to avoid resonant denominators in R0, we can split V2 = V <K2
2 +V ⩾K2

2 ,
for some new cutoff K2 that makes V ⩾K2

2 ∼ ρ3⋆Ψt (typically, K2 will be larger than the
cutoff K that we introduced at the previous order). Then, we choose S(2) to solve the
magnetic differential equation

∂ζS
(2) + ι∂θS

(2) = V <K2
2 −

〈
V <K2
2

〉
. (7.46)

We can solve for S(2) as a Fourier series as long as R0 does not contain any resonances
with harmonics of V <K2

2 . The final result is a Lagrangian of the form

L ≡ ψ
dθ

dζ
− χ(ψ) , (7.47)

where χ := χ − ⟨V2⟩. The equations of motion tell us that ψ(ψ, θ, ζ) is approximately
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conserved; its ζ derivative is dψ/dζ ∼ ρ3⋆Ψt, so ψ is conserved more accurately than the
quantity ψ that we constructed at first order in (7.30). Therefore, ψ(ψ, θ, ζ) = const. is a
more accurate equation for the drift surfaces of passing particles in a region of sufficiently
irrational rotational transform.

This procedure can be iterated to obtain more and more accurate equations for the
drift surfaces. However, it cannot be continued indefinitely. Eventually, for any given
R0, we will reach an order at which the angle-dependent perturbation Vn ∼ ρn⋆ Ψt in the
Lagrangian contains a harmonic that resonates with a rational surface in R0 and has an
amplitude of order ρn⋆ Ψt. Such a harmonic is too large to be ‘hidden’ in a higher-order
remainder term. From this point onwards, we need to use the approach of §7.5 to describe
motion in a region containing a single resonant surface. If we wish to keep going to higher
order beyond this point, then we need to know how to continue the calculation of particle
orbits in R1 to higher order.18

The higher-order calculation of orbits in R1 proceeds in a similar manner: we iteratively
look for near-identity coordinate transformations that simplify the Lagrangian. The
difference is that we look for transformations that eliminate all angle dependence except
for dependence on the resonant combination η = θ − (M/N)ζ. At every order, we will
obtain an integrable Lagrangian of the form (7.40), which gives a higher-order conserved
quantity generalizing (7.42).

The calculation of orbits in R1 is carried out to next order in §J. In this calculation, we
neglect the order-ρ2⋆ correction to Littlejohn’s guiding-centre Lagrangian (7.1). Neglecting
this term means we are calculating higher-order corrections to the orbit that would be
observed in a guiding-centre code, such as ASCOT5, that uses equations derived from
the usual guiding-centre Lagrangian (without higher-order corrections). The results of
this calculation are summarized below.

The higher-order conserved quantity can be expressed in the form

H2,r(ψnr, ηnr) := χr(ψnr)− ⟨V ⟩ζ(ψnr, ηnr)− ⟨V2⟩ζ(ψnr, ηnr) = const. , (7.48)

where ηnr = θnr − (N/M)ζ and V2 is defined by

V2 := V ⩾K
nr +

(
ψ(1)
nr ∂ψVr + θ(1)nr ∂θVr

)
+

1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2 − ψ(1)
nr

(
∂ζθ

(1)
nr + ι∂θθ

(1)
nr

)
. (7.49)

The new coordinates ψnr and ηnr appearing in (7.48) are defined by

ψnr = ψnr + ψ(2)
nr (ψnr, θnr, ζ) , (7.50a)

θnr = θnr + θ(2)nr (ψnr, θnr, ζ) , (7.50b)

where

ψ(2)
nr := ψ(1)

nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

+ θ(1)nr ∂θψ
(1)
nr + ∂θS

(2)
nr , (7.51a)

θ(2)nr := θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ψψ
(1)
nr − ∂ψS

(2)
nr , (7.51b)

18For completeness, we point out another issue that may be encountered at higher orders. At
each order, we calculate the corrections ψ(n), θ(n), and S(n), which are assumed to be smaller,
by a factor of ρ⋆ ≪ 1, than ψ(n−1), θ(n−1), and S(n−1), respectively. These corrections typically
contain coefficients that grow rapidly with n. Therefore, n will eventually become large enough
that the nth-order corrections are no smaller than the corrections from the previous order,
violating our orderings.
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and the generating function is

S(2)
nr :=

∑
(p,q)∈I<K2

nr

i(V <K2
2,nr )pq

q − ιp
ei(pθ−qζ) , (7.52)

for V <K2
2,nr defined by V2 = ⟨V2⟩ζ + V <K2

2,nr + V ⩾K2

2,nr .

We compare this higher-order theory with ASCOT5 simulations in figures 20(d) and 22(d).
The agreement between the theory and simulations is striking, and consistent across all
orbits in all equilibria that we have examined. Thus, perturbative calculations based on a
asymptotic expansion in ρ⋆ are able to describe the orbits of passing alpha particles in
reactor-scale stellarators with impressive accuracy, even at 3.5MeV.

7.7. Discussion
The calculation in this section was motivated, in part, by the need to find a clear criterion
for which flux surfaces count as ‘rational’ for the purposes of calculating passing-particle
orbits; that is, around which rational surfaces must particle orbits be described using the
transit adiabatic invariant? There are infinitely many rational surfaces, so it cannot be
the case that we can choose any one of them to be ψr.

The answer obtained in this section is that the transit adiabatic invariant describes
particle orbits around those rational surfaces that resonate with low-order harmonics of
V = (mc/Ze)(v∥/b̂ · ∇ζ). These harmonics depend on the velocity-space coordinates E
and µ, so it may be possible to treat a flux surface as ‘irrational’ for one particle despite
the fact that it must be treated as ‘rational’ for another. As we continue the calculation to
higher order in ρ⋆ ≪ 1, the set of rational surfaces that give rise to a resonant denominator
gets larger and larger; higher-order calculations are able to detect smaller and smaller
drift islands. Therefore, the answer to which flux surfaces count as ‘rational’ also depends
on the order of accuracy of our calculation. This makes sense physically: at higher order,
we compute the particle orbits more accurately and we can, therefore, follow a given
particle for a longer time. As a result, higher-order calculations can detect orbits that
close on themselves after longer times, which occur on higher-order rational surfaces.

8. Conclusions
In this paper, we have calculated the guiding-centre orbits of passing particles in a general
stellarator. These orbits contain drift islands around rational flux surfaces, as observed in
recent simulations (White et al., 2022; White, 2022, 2025). We derived simple equations
for the drift-island shape and used them to investigate how the stellarator magnetic field
might be designed to ensure that these islands are small. Our key findings are as follows.

(i) We characterized stellarator magnetic fields in which the drift-island width
vanishes for all passing particles, finding that they must be cyclometric (see §5.1).
Cyclometry is similar to the well-known Cary & Shasharina (1997a) condition
for omnigeneity, but is less restrictive. Therefore, to remove a set of drift islands
around a rational surface, optimizing for cyclometry on that surface may be more
compatible with other objectives than simply optimizing for better omnigeneity.

(ii) The drift-island width usually scales as w ∼ (ρ⋆δ/s)
1/2a, where ρ⋆ is the energetic-

particle gyroradius divided by a typical length scale of the field, δ is the deviation
from cyclometry, s is the magnetic shear, and a is the minor radius. Therefore, wide
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drift islands may arise in stellarators that are insufficiently cyclometric and have
low magnetic shear. The drift islands can shift away from their associated rational
surface by a radial distance ∼(ρ⋆/s)a. Therefore, when there is a low-order rational
surface at the plasma edge, as is the case in stellarators with an island divertor,
wide drift islands may shift into the plasma for either co- or counter-passing alphas.

(iii) Passing particles near a low-order rational surface conserve the transit adiabatic
invariant, defined in (3.13). We calculated higher-order corrections to the transit
invariant, which become more important at higher energies. The resulting theory
agrees extremely well with guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations conducted
using ASCOT5. This suggests that the transit invariant and orbit-averaged guiding-
centre equations can accurately describe the motion of passing alpha particles in
reactor-scale stellarators, even at 3.5MeV.

(iv) We showed that the orbits of passing particles in a general stellarator, on
both rational and irrational surfaces, can be systematically calculated using
Hamiltonian perturbation theory. These calculations match simulations almost
perfectly (e.g. figure 20), indicating that passing alpha orbits in stellarator reactors
can be modelled using an asymptotic expansion in ρ⋆ ≪ 1, even at the birth energy.
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Appendix A. Comparison of guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations
To verify that the guiding-centre model accurately describes the orbits of alpha particles
in a stellarator reactor, we compared some of our guiding-centre simulations with full-orbit
ASCOT5 simulations. This is particularly important in light of recent concerns that the
guiding-centre model may not be valid for energetic alphas (Burby et al., 2025). figures 24
and 25 show side-by-side Poincaré plots created from the guiding-centre and full-orbit
simulations. To construct the Poincaré plot in the full-orbit cases, we used ASCOT5
to compute the coordinates of the guiding centre from the particle coordinates at each
timestep and recorded a point in the plot whenever the guiding centre crossed the Poincaré
plane. These figures show excellent agreement between the guiding-centre and full-orbit
simulations. The agreement was equally good in other equilibria and for other particle
energies and pitch angles (for passing particles and trapped particles away from the
trapped-passing boundary) that we checked.

These results indicate that observed discrepancies between the alpha-particle losses in
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Figure 24. Comparison of guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations for passing alpha particles
with energy 3.5MeV, µ/E = 0.096T−1, and σ = 1, in a reactor-scale NCSX equilibrium. We
provide more detail about this equilibrium in figure 21.

Figure 25. Comparison of guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations for trapped alpha particles
with energy 3.5MeV and µ/E = 0.177T−1, in a CIEMAT-QI equilibrium with Nfp = 4 and
β ∼ 4%. CIEMAT-QI is a modern quasi-isodynamic stellarator design (Sánchez et al., 2023;
Velasco et al., 2023; García-Regaña et al., 2024); we used it for the trapped-particle comparison
because trapped alphas are rapidly lost from the other, less well-optimized reactor-scale equilibria
considered in this article. To construct these Poincaré plots for trapped particles, we recorded a
point whenever the guiding centre crossed the ϕ = π/4 plane (ϕ is cylindrical angle; this plane is
roughly midway between the particles’ bounce points) with v∥ > 0.

guiding-centre and full-orbit simulations (e.g. de Assunção, 2023; Rodrigues et al., 2024;
Carbajal et al., 2025) are not caused by breakdown of the perturbative guiding-centre
expansion. Instead, our results support the explanation proposed by Rodrigues et al.
(2024) for the primary cause of these discrepancies: full-orbit simulations should lose
additional particles through the last closed flux surface (LCFS) because the guiding centre
of a particle can remain inside the LCFS even though the particle itself crosses the LCFS
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as it completes its gyro-orbit. The additional lost particles are those whose orbits carry
their guiding centre within roughly a gyroradius of the LCFS; note that such particles
can be born on flux surfaces far from the edge if their orbit width is large. Although the
number of alpha particles that satisfy this condition is small when ρ⋆ ≪ 1 (relative to
the total number of alphas in the device), the alpha losses could still be enhanced by a
considerable factor in cases where the losses in a guiding-centre simulation are very small
to begin with, as might be the case for a well-optimized stellarator.

Appendix B. Relaxing the assumption of flux surfaces
Throughout the paper, we assume that the magnetic field possesses nested toroidal flux
surfaces. The reader may be concerned that this assumption is inappropriate for particles
near rational surfaces, since rational surfaces can easily be broken into magnetic islands by
small magnetic perturbations. In this appendix, we argue that the assumption of nested
flux surfaces is not a problem for sufficiently energetic particles.

Our orbit calculations remain accurate in the presence of magnetic islands around the
rational surface ψr provided the magnetic-island width is much smaller than the drift-
island width. The physical reason is that particles circulating around a drift island spend
most of their orbit in regions where the flux surfaces are intact. To make this argument
more rigorous, we proceed to explain how our calculations can be modified to include the
effect of magnetic islands whose width is comparable to the drift-island width.

Suppose the magnetic field is B = B0 +B1, where B0 possesses nested toroidal flux
surfaces and B1 is a small island-generating perturbation. To make the magnetic-island
width comparable to the drift-island width, we order B1 ∼ ρ⋆B0. Then, for particles a
distance ψ − ψr ∼ (ρ⋆/s)

1/2 Ψt from the rational surface, the equations of motion for the
guiding centre, (3.2), become

dψ

dt
= v∥

B1

B0
· ∇ψ + vd · ∇ψ , (B 1a)

dη

dt
= v∥b̂ · ∇η , (B 1b)

dζ

dt
= v∥b̂ · ∇ζ , (B 1c)

to leading order. Here, the magnetic coordinates (ψ, θ, ζ) are constructed from the
unperturbed field B0, as are B0 = |B0|, b̂ = B0/B0, and

v∥(x, E , µ, σ) = σ
√

2(E − µB0) , (B 1d)

vd(x, E , µ) =
v∥

B0
∇×

(
v∥B0

Ω0

)
, (B 1e)

where Ω0 = ZeB0/mc. To this order, the same equations would arise if the guiding centre
moved along field lines of

B⋆ = B0 + B1︸︷︷︸
∼ρ⋆B0

+∇×
(
v∥B0

Ω0

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∼ρ⋆B0

. (B 2)

We see that the drift-island-generating perturbation in B⋆ now consists of two parts: a
part which is simply the magnetic perturbation B1, and a part due to the magnetic drift
caused by B0.
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We can calculate the drift-island shape from (B 1) by following the same steps as in §3.
The resulting island-shape is the same as (3.22) but with Ir(η, E , µ) replaced by

Idmr (η, E , µ, σ) := Zeσ

mc

∮
r

A1 · ∂ζx dζ +

∮
r

|v∥| b̂ · ∂ζx dζ , (B 3)

where B1 = ∇ × A1 . Therefore, the particle orbit traces out islands whose shape is
determined by a combination of drifts and the magnetic perturbation; we call these
‘drift-magnetic’ islands. Higher-order corrections to the shape of the drift-magnetic islands
may be derived using the methods of §6 and §7.

Using (B 3), we can investigate when it is legitimate to assume that the field has nested
toroidal flux surfaces for the purposes of calculating particle orbits around a rational
surface ψr. This assumption is legitimate when the second term in (B 3) dominates the
dependence of Idmr on η. This occurs when |B1| ≪ ρ⋆|B0| or, more precisely, when the
harmonics of b̂ ·A1/ b̂ ·∇ζ that are resonant at ψr are much smaller than the corresponding
harmonics of (mc/Ze)(v∥/b̂ · ∇ζ).

Appendix C. Proof that field-strength contours cannot intersect field
lines tangentially in cyclometric magnetic fields

In §5.1.2, we state that, if the magnetic field is cyclometric on a rational surface ψr, then
there cannot be tangential intersections between field-strength contours and magnetic
field lines on ψr. In this appendix, we provide a proof of this claim, assuming the field
strength is a smooth, well-behaved function.

We will use the following coordinates. All quantities will be evaluated at the rational
surface ψr; therefore, we suppress any ψ arguments. We describe position on ψr using
coordinates η and l, where l is arc length along the field lines. We use ∂l and ∂η to denote
partial derivatives with respect to one of l or η, respectively, with the other held fixed.

Suppose a field-strength contour and a field line intersect tangentially, as shown in
figure 26. At the intersection point, we have (1) ∂lB = 0 and, provided the intersection
point does not happen to be a stationary point of B on the flux surface, (2) ∂ηB ≠ 0. We
will prove that, in a cyclometric field, ∂ηB = 0 at any point where ∂lB = 0. This means
there cannot be tangential intersections between field-strength contours and field lines in
a cyclometric field, since it is not possible to have tangential intersections only at the
stationary points of B.

To prove that ∂ηB = 0 wherever ∂lB = 0, our strategy will be as follows. We will
consider two rational-surface field lines labeled by η = η∗ and η = η∗ + δη, where
|δη| ≪ 1, as well as two values attained by the magnetic field strength on these field
lines, namely B = B∗ and B = B∗ + δB, where δB is small. We will derive an
expression for δL := L(η∗ + δη,B∗ + δB)− L(η∗, B∗ + δB). In a cyclometric field, δL
must be independent of δη, for all δB. We will find that this implies ∂ηB = 0 at each
point where ∂lB = 0 along η∗.

First, we introduce some helpful notation. Along any rational-surface field line η, there
will be a number of points at which the magnetic field strength takes a given value B. As
in §5.1.2, we write li(η,B) for the l-coordinates of these points, which we label using a
discrete index i. Also, we set li∗ := li(η∗, B∗).

Suppose ∂lB(η∗, li∗) is non-zero for some i. Then, for sufficiently small δη and δB, every
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(a) (b)
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Figure 26. (a) Plot, in straight-field-line coordinates, of a field line (shown in red) that has a
tangential intersection with a field-strength contour. At the intersection point i, we must have
∂lB = 0. (b) Sketch of the field strength as a function of distance along this field line.

point li(η∗, B∗ + δB) on field line η∗ where the field strength is B∗ + δB is accompanied
by a nearby point li(η∗ + δη,B∗ + δB) on field line η∗ + δη where the field strength is
also B∗ + δB; we assume these nearby points are indexed by the same i. Then, their
l-coordinates are related by

li(η∗ + δη,B∗ + δB)− li(η∗, B∗ + δB) ≃ −∂ηB(η∗, li∗)

∂lB(η∗, li∗)
δη . (C 1)

When ∂lB(η∗, li∗) is non-zero for all li∗, we can compute δL by summing (C 1) over i,
and accounting for whether the change in li increases the size of a well (contributing
positively to δL) or decreases the size of a well (contributing negatively to δL). We find

δL = −
∑

i∈P(η∗,B∗)

∂ηB(η∗, li∗)

|∂lB(η∗, li∗)|
δη , (C 2)

where P(η∗, B∗) denotes the set of points along field line η∗ where the field strength is
B∗.

If ∂lB(η∗, li∗) = 0 at any of the points li∗, then these points will need to be treated
separately, since (C 1) is incorrect for them. These points are the locations of local minima
or maxima when B is plotted against l along field line η∗. For simplicity, we do not
consider magnetic fields with points of inflection when B is plotted against l, although it
is not difficult to generalize (C 4) below to include such points.

Consider a point li∗ with ∂lB(η∗, li∗) = 0 and suppose that it is a local maximum, meaning
∂2l B(η∗, li∗) < 0. Then, there are two wells on either side of li∗ that touch at li∗. If the
field strength is changed from B∗ to B∗+δB, there are two possibilities, as shown in figure
figure 27. If δB > 0, then the two wells on either side of li∗ merge into one larger well. In
this case, the point li∗ does not smoothly connect to another point in P(η∗, B∗ + δB).
On the other hand, if δB < 0, then the two wells on either side of li∗ move apart. In
this case, the point li∗ splits into two points in P(η∗, B∗ + δB), separated by a region
where B(η∗, l) > B∗ + δB; we will use i− and i+ to index these two points. The distance
between them is

li+(η∗, B∗ + δB)− li−(η∗, B∗ + δB) ≃ 2

√
2δB

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)
. (C 3)

Now suppose li∗ is a local minimum of B along η∗. We can think of such a point as being
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(a) (b)
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Figure 27. Sketch of how the wells (indicated by solid red lines) corresponding to a field strength
B change when B is slightly increased (δB > 0) or decreased (δB < 0). In each case, there is a
point li at which the field strength is B and ∂lB = 0. (a) In this case, ∂2

l B < 0 at li. If δB > 0,
the wells on either side of li merge. If δB < 0, these wells move apart. (b) In this case, ∂2

l B > 0
at li. If δB > 0, a new well opens up. If δB < 0, there will be no well here.

the location of an infinitesimal well. Then, when δB < 0, the well disappears. When
δB > 0, the well widens and li∗ splits into two points i− and i+, which also satisfy (C 3).

The local minima or maxima behave in a similar way when we simultaneously change the
magnetic field by δB and the field-line label by δη. Therefore, the generalization of (C 2)
to the case where some li are local maxima or minima is

δL ≃ −
∑

i∈Q(η∗,B∗)

∂ηB(η∗, li∗)

|∂lB(η∗, li∗)|
δη

−
∑

i∈PM (η∗,B∗)

[
2

√
Ξ

(
2[δB − δη ∂ηB(η∗, li∗)]

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)

)
− 2

√
Ξ

(
2δB

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)

)]

+
∑

i∈Pm(η∗,B∗)

[
2

√
Ξ

(
2[δB − δη ∂ηB(η∗, li∗)]

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)

)
− 2

√
Ξ

(
2δB

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)

)]
. (C 4)

In (C 4), Ξ(x) := xΘ(x), where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, and we write PM (η,B)
for the subset of P(η,B) that are local maxima, Pm(η,B) be the subset of P(η,B) that
are local minima, and Q(η,B) for all other points in P(η,B).

In (C 4), for sufficiently small δη and δB, the terms linear in δη are negligible com-
pared to the terms containing square roots. Assuming B∗ < BM , we can choose
δB to be a large enough positive number that δB − δη ∂ηB(η∗, li∗) > 0 for all i in
PM (η∗, B∗) ∪ Pm(η∗, B∗), over a range of δη. Then,

δL ≃
∑

i∈Pm(η∗,B∗)

[
2

√
2[δB − δη ∂ηB(η∗, li∗)]

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)
− 2

√
2δB

∂2l B(η∗, li∗)

]
. (C 5)

For δL to be independent of δη within this range, we need

∂δL

∂δη

∣∣∣∣
δB

=
∑

i∈Pm(η∗,B∗)

−
√
2 ∂ηB(η∗, li∗)√

[∂2l B(η∗, li∗)][δB − δη ∂ηB(η∗, li∗)]
= 0 . (C 6)

Since 1/
√
δB − δη ∂ηB(η∗, li∗) are linearly independent functions of δη and δB when all

the values of ∂ηB(η∗, li∗) are different from each other, (C 6) requires ∂ηB(η∗, li∗) = 0 at
every local minimum.
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Similar reasoning, with δB chosen to be sufficiently negative, allows us to conclude that
∂ηB(η∗, li∗) = 0 at every local maximum. Therefore, ∂ηB = 0 at all the points where
∂lB = 0, which is what we set out to prove.

Appendix D. Proof that low-shear (s ∼ ρ⋆) stellarators without drift
islands must be cyclometric

In §5.1, we prove that cyclometry is the necessary and sufficient condition for there to be
no drift islands, for all passing particles, at a given rational surface ψr. Our proof uses
the fact that a particle orbit contains no drift islands if and only if its transit-averaged
radial drift vanishes on ψr. This follows from (3.22), which is valid as long as any resonant
(closed) passing orbits, around which drift islands could form, are located near ψr.

In stellarators with a very low magnetic shear, however, the drift islands can shift
significant radial distances away from ψr, as discussed in §5.3. When the shear is as
low as s ∼ ρ⋆, the shifted position of the drift islands depends on E and µ. In order to
remove the drift islands at a given flux surface ψ, it is only necessary to ensure that the
transit-averaged radial drift vanishes for those passing particles that have closed orbits
on this flux surface. This is less stringent than requiring that the transit-averaged radial
drift vanishes on this flux surface for all passing particles. Therefore, one might wonder
whether cyclometry is a stronger condition than necessary for the elimination of drift
islands from a stellarator with s ∼ ρ⋆.

In this appendix, we extend the arguments of §5.1 to stellarators with s ∼ ρ⋆ and show
that, to avoid drift islands in these devices, cyclometry is still required. In fact, stellarators
with s ∼ ρ⋆ need to be cyclometric throughout a volume—on all flux surfaces that the
drift islands could shift to—rather than on a single rational surface.

As usual, we assume the rotational transform is close to N/M . Then, as discussed in §3.4,
passing orbits trace out level sets of the transit invariant I(ψ, η, E , µ, σ). Drift islands are
present when I has isolated local extrema in the (η, ψ) plane, which represent drift-island
O-points, as shown in figure 28(a). Therefore, we must ensure that either

(i) I has no local extrema in the plasma, or

(ii) I only attains its extremal values on continuous curves in the (η, ψ) plane, as
shown in figure 28(b), and never at isolated points.

Local extrema of I represent resonant passing orbits that close on themselves after
precisely M toroidal and N poloidal turns (this can be seen from (3.12)). Condition (i)
ensures that there are no such closed orbits in the plasma, which is a trivial way to avoid
any associated drift islands. We are interested in stellarators that do contain such closed
orbits. In such devices, condition (ii) must be satisfied, which ensures the closed orbits
are surrounded by topologically toroidal drift surfaces instead of drift islands. We proceed
to investigate what this implies for the magnetic field.

For this discussion, it will be convenient to change our velocity-space coordinates: instead
of E and µ, we will employ the particle speed v, defined by E = v2/2, and the pitch-angle
coordinate λ := µ/E . The key idea is that, whereas in §5.1 the cyclometry condition
follows from the fact that the drift-island width vanishes for a range of values of λ, here
(for stellarators with s ∼ ρ⋆) we must use the fact that the drift-island width vanishes
even as we vary λ and v simultaneously.

Let ψ = ψs(η, v, λ, σ) be the curve in the (η, ψ) plane on which I attains its extremal
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Figure 28. Three possible topologies of the level sets of I in a contour plot in the (η, ψ) plane.
(a) Typically, I will have isolated extrema, which represent the O-points of the drift islands.
(b) A case where I reaches its extremal value along a continuous curve. (c) Here, I attains its
extremal value on the flux surface ψ/ψLCFS = 0.5.

value (see figure 28(b)). We begin by proving that ψs(η, v, λ, σ) must be independent of
η—that is, I attains its extremal value on a flux surface, as shown in figure 28(c)—for
all passing particles. By definition of an extremum, every point along the curve satisfies

∂ηI = σ∂ηI = 0 (D 1a)

and

∂ψI = σ∂ψI −
2πMZe

mc

(
ι− N

M

)
= 0 . (D 1b)

It will be useful to work with these conditions in Boozer coordinates because the definition
of cyclometry on a general flux surface, given in §5.1.3, was formulated in Boozer
coordinates. Conditions (D 1a) and (D1b) are equivalent to

∂η

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
= 0 (D 2a)

and

σv∂ψ

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
− 2πMZe

mc

(
ι− N

M

)
= 0 , (D 2b)

respectively. We should think of (D 2b) as defining the curve ψ = ψs(η, v, λ, σ), and (D 2a)
as an additional condition that must be enforced at each point along this curve. The
reason (D 2a) should not be used to define the curve is that this equation cannot always
be inverted for ψ; it may, for all passing λ, be satisfied throughout a finite area in (η, ψ)
space. For example, (D 2a) holds everywhere in a stellarator that is cyclometric on every
flux surface. Equation (D 2b), on the other hand, does not have this problem. While it is—
in principle—possible that (D 2b) might hold throughout a finite area for a particular
value of v, this cannot be the case for all v. Thus, for generic v, we can invert (D 2b) to
determine ψ = ψs(η, v, λ, σ).

We now use the fact that (D 2a) and (D 2b) hold for particles with different speeds v to
prove that ψs(η, v, λ, σ) must be independent of η—that is, I attains its extremal value
on a flux surface, as shown in figure 28(c)—for all passing particles. Differentiating (D 2a)
with respect to v and (D 2b) with respect to η, we find that

(∂vψs) ∂ψ∂η

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
= 0 (D 3a)
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and

σv∂η∂ψ

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
+ σv (∂ηψs) ∂

2
ψ

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
= 0 , (D 3b)

are satisfied at each point along the curve ψ = ψs(η, v, λ, σ). Since ∂vψs is generically
nonzero, (D 3a) implies

∂ψ∂η

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
= 0 . (D 4)

Then, using the commutativity of partial derivatives, (D 3b) becomes

(∂ηψs) ∂
2
ψ

(
G

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
= 0 . (D 5)

Generically, the integral in (D 5) has a nonzero second derivative with respect to ψ, so
∂ηψs = 0. Hence, ψs(η, v, λ, σ) must be independent of η.

From here on, we assume that, whenever I has an extremum in the plasma for some v, λ,
and σ, the extremal value is attained everywhere on a flux surface ψs(v, λ, σ), as shown
in figure 28(c), on which (D 2a) and (D 2b) are satisfied. Then, we can fix our attention
on a single flux surface, ψ, and, as we vary λ, we can imagine simultaneously adjusting v
in such a way that ψs(v, λ, σ) = ψ remains constant.19 In other words, we are considering
the passing particles whose orbits are resonant on flux surface ψ; their speed vs(ψ, λ, σ)
is given by

vs =
2πMZe

mc

(
ι− N

M

)/
∂ψ

(
σG

∮ √
1− λB

B
dζB

)
. (D 6)

Only one sign of σ gives a positive vs, which means resonant orbits only occur at ψ for
particles circulating in one direction.

For all possible passing λ, we need to impose condition (D 2a) on flux surface ψ. In fact,
as in §5.1, we will only need (D 2a) to hold for all λ in some open neighbourhood of zero,
provided the denominator in (D 6) does not vanish at λ = 0; this assumption is satisfied
on generic flux surfaces. From this point onwards, we can follow essentially the same
steps that we took in §5.1 to obtain the cyclometry constraint for stellarators with higher
shear. Wherever we Taylor expanded in µ/E in §5.1, we now Taylor expand in λ. This
leads to the result that ZB(ψ, η,B), defined in (5.13), must be independent of η, which
means flux surface ψ must be cyclometric. Identical reasoning could be used for any flux
surface ψ on which vs, defined in (D 6), at λ = 0 is below the maximum alpha-particle
speed. Physically, this means that cyclometry is necessary on all flux surfaces on which
resonant passing orbits are possible for alpha particles with energies below 3.5MeV.

Appendix E. Why µ-variation can be neglected when calculating I(1/2)

In our calculation of I(1/2) in §6, we neglect changes in µ. This is inconsistent because
dµ/dt (gyroaveraged) is non-zero at order ρ⋆v3/BL, so a term of the form ∂µI (dµ/dζ)
should appear in (6.6). In this appendix, we explain why neglecting changes in µ in this
way still leads to the right formula for I(1/2) at order √

ρ⋆vL.

19This reasoning is valid unless the stellarator has |ι−N/M | ≪ ρ⋆ everywhere. In such a device,
the second term in (D 2b) can be neglected and the resulting equation cannot be solved for vs.
We do not consider this possibility further because, for |ι−N/M | ≪ ρ⋆ to hold everywhere, the
magnetic shear must satisfy s≪ ρ⋆, which is much smaller than the already low s ∼ ρ⋆ ordering
adopted here.
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The main idea is that µ is the lowest-order term in a series, analogous to (6.1), for an
improved adiabatic invariant µ that is conserved to all orders in ρ⋆:

µ(X, E , µ, φ, σ) = µ+ µ(1)(X, E , µ, φ, σ) + µ(2)(X, E , µ, φ, σ) + . . . , (E 1)

where µ(n) ∼ ρn⋆ v
2/B and φ is the gyrophase. For example, the first correction is

µ(1) =
v2∥

B
(b̂ ·∇b̂ ·ρ)+ Ze

2mc
v∥(ρ ·∇b̂ · (b̂×ρ))− mc

2Ze

v∥µ

B
b̂ · (∇× b̂)+O

(
ρ2⋆v

2

B

)
, (E 2)

where ρ = (mc/ZeB)(b̂× v) is the gyroradius vector and all functions of position are
evaluated at the guiding-centre position X (e.g. Parra & Calvo, 2011). Imagine using µ̄
as a coordinate instead of µ in §6. Then, it would be completely rigorous to neglect dµ̄/dt
to the relevant order. Thus, the calculation would proceed exactly as in §6, but with µ
replacing µ everywhere. We would obtain the same formula (6.13) for the higher-order
transit invariant, but with µ replacing µ. This replacement only modifies (6.13) at order
ρ⋆vL, which is higher-order than I(1/2). Therefore, our formula for I(1/2) is correct to
the order of interest.

There is a subtlety in this argument: the higher-order magnetic moment µ in (E 1) contains
a term proportional to b̂ · (∇× b̂) ∝ j∥/B, where j∥ is the parallel current density. The
equations of ideal MHD with nested flux surfaces can make this current density singular
around rational surfaces (Helander, 2014), which would cause µ(1) to diverge. This
divergence indicates that the guiding-centre ordering is broken, which is expected because
a sufficiently narrow current sheet creates a magnetic field with sharp gradients. In a
real stellarator, singular currents will be regulated by the formation of magnetic islands
(e.g. Reiman & Boozer, 1984; Cary & Kotschenreuther, 1985; Hegna & Bhattacharjee, 1989)
or by transport processes (e.g. Boozer, 1981; Hazeltine & Catto, 2015), which add non-
ideal terms to the MHD equations. Nevertheless, layers of finite but enhanced current
density may still arise around rational surfaces. It is therefore an assumption in this work
that any such layers are insignificant enough that the guiding-centre expansion remains
valid as particles move across rational surfaces.

Appendix F. Manipulations required for the higher-order correction to
the transit invariant

In this appendix, we show how to obtain (6.10). We will repeatedly use the fact that
radial derivatives can make certain functions an order larger in √

ρ⋆; in particular,
∂ψI ≃ −(2πMZe/mc)ι′r(ψ − ψr) ∼ vL/

√
ρ⋆Ψt and ∂2ψI ≃ −(2πMZe/mc)ι′r ∼ vL/ρ⋆Ψ

2
t .

Note, however, that ∂ηI does not have a large radial gradient: ∂ψ∂ηI ∼ vL/Ψt ≪ ∂ψI.

First, substituting (6.5) into (6.9), we find

0 =
mc

Ze

[
∂ψI(1/2)(ψ, η, 0) ∂ηI − ∂ηI(1/2)(ψ, η, 0) ∂ψI

]
−
∮
Γψ∂ψ

(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′ + ∂ηI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
η dζ

′
)
dζ

−
∮
Γη∂η

(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′ + ∂ηI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
η dζ

′
)
dζ . (F 1)

Here, we write Γ ′
ψ and Γ ′

η for the values of Γψ and Γη at toroidal angle ζ ′ (this notation
is only necessary to avoid ambiguity in certain double integrals in this appendix, so we
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do not use this notation in the main text). The last two lines of (F 1) contain four double
integrals, which we simplify as follows. For the first integral, we have∮

Γψ∂ψ

(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ ≃ ∂2ψI

∮
Γψ

(∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ , (F 2)

due to the large radial gradient of I. Realizing that

2Γψ

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′ = ∂ζ

[(∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)2]
, (F 3)

we find ∮
Γψ

(∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ =

1

2

mc

Ze
∂ηI

∮
Γψ dζ , (F 4)

where we have employed (6.8) to write this expression in a form that will be convenient
later. Then, using ∂2ψI ≃ −(2πMZe/mc)ι′r, the first integral becomes∮

Γψ∂ψ

(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ ≃ −(∂ηI)πMι′r

∮
Γψ dζ . (F 5)

The second integral on the middle line of (F 1) is∮
Γψ∂ψ

(
∂ηI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
η dζ

′
)
dζ ≃ (∂ηI)ι′r

∮
ζΓψ dζ , (F 6)

where we have used Γη ≃ ι′r(ψ − ψr) (by (6.4)) and the fact that ∂ηI does not have a
large radial gradient.

For the first integral on the last line of (F 1), we have∮
Γη∂η

(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ ≃ (∂ψI)ι′r(ψ − ψr)∂η

[∮ (∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ

]
, (F 7)

because ∂ψ∂ηI is small. Integrating by parts gives∮ (∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ = 2πM

∮
Γψ dζ −

∮
ζΓψ dζ , (F 8)

from which we obtain∮
Γη∂η

(
∂ψI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
ψ dζ ′

)
dζ ≃ −(∂ψI)ι′r(ψ − ψr)∂η

(∮
(ζ − 2πM)Γψ dζ

)
. (F 9)

Finally, the last integral in (F 1) can be simplified using∮
Γη∂η

(
∂ηI

∫ ζ

0

Γ ′
η dζ

′
)
dζ ≃ ι′r

2
(ψ − ψr)

2(∂2ηI)
∮
ζ dζ

≃ −(∂ψI)πMι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
Γψ dζ , (F 10)

where the last line follows from (6.8).

Replacing the integrals in (F 1) with the four expressions (F 5), (F 6), (F 9) and (F 10)
gives (6.10).
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Appendix G. Origin of the arbitrary constant in I(1/2)

In this appendix, we explain why an undetermined function f(I) arises, in (6.12), in our
calculation of the higher-order transit adiabatic invariant, and why we are free to set this
function to zero. The fact that arbitrary choices like this one need to be made in the
construction of higher-order adiabatic invariants is well known (e.g. Lenard, 1959).

In §6, we find I(1/2) by enforcing the condition〈
d(I + I(1/2))

dt

〉
t

∼ ρ
3/2
⋆ v2 , (G 1)

which makes I+I(1/2) an approximately conserved quantity. For any small, but otherwise
arbitrary, function f(I) ∼ ρ

1/2
⋆ I, we also have〈
d(I + I(1/2) + f(I))

dt

〉
t

∼ ρ
3/2
⋆ v2 , (G 2)

which means I(1/2) + f(I) is an equally valid choice for the higher-order correction to
the transit adiabatic invariant. Since f is arbitrary, we can choose f = 0.

This freedom in the definition of I(1/2) is related to the fact that a function of an
adiabatic invariant is also an adiabatic invariant. Equation (G 1) states that I + I(1/2)

is a approximately conserved quantity. For any function g, g(I + I(1/2)) must also
be approximately conserved. Suppose g(I) = I + f(I), for some small f(I) ∼ ρ

1/2
⋆ I.

Expanding g(I+I(1/2)) ≃ I+I(1/2)+f(I), we learn that I+I(1/2)+f(I) is approximately
conserved, so I(1/2) + f(I) is an equally valid choice for the higher-order correction to
the transit adiabatic invariant.

Appendix H. Gauge invariance of the transit adiabatic invariant
In this appendix, we verify explicitly that formula (6.13) gives the same value for I in
any straight-field-line coordinate system (up to terms of order ρ⋆vL). We will use a new
set of straight-field-line coordinates (ψ, θ̃, ζ̃), defined by

ζ̃ = ζ + ν(ψ, θ, ζ) , (H 1a)

θ̃ = θ + ι(ψ)ν(ψ, θ, ζ) , (H 1b)

where ν(ψ, θ, ζ) is 2π-periodic in both its θ and ζ arguments. This is not the most general
transformation between two sets of straight-field-line coordinates: we could also add two
flux functions whose ratio is not the rotational transform ι(ψ) to the right sides of (H 1a)
and (H 1b). We ignore this possibility because adding a flux function to either θ or ζ is
equivalent to changing the location where that angle is zero, and (6.16) shows that this
would not change the value of I (as discussed in §6.3).

To begin, we introduce some helpful notation. We write (ψ, η̃(ψ, η, ζ), ζ̃(ψ, η, ζ)) for the
new coordinates describing the point (ψ, η, ζ). Similarly, we write (ψ, η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃), ζ(ψ, η̃, ζ̃)
for the old coordinates corresponding to (ψ, η̃, ζ̃). For any other function f(ψ, η, ζ) of the
old coordinates, we define

f̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) := f(ψ, η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃), ζ(ψ, η̃, ζ̃)) . (H 2)
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Then, the definition of the new coordinates can be expressed in two equivalent ways:

ζ̃ = ζ + ν(ψ, η, ζ) or ζ = ζ̃ − ν̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) , (H 3a)

η̃ = η +

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
ν(ψ, η, ζ) or η = η̃ −

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)
ν̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) . (H 3b)

For the rest of this appendix, we suppress the (E , µ, σ) arguments of any functions that
depend on the particle velocity.

We write K̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) for the value of the higher-order transit invariant that someone
working exclusively in the new coordinates would obtain using (6.13). To be explicit, this
means K̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) is defined by

K̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) :=

∮
(v∥b̂ · ∂ζ̃x)˜ (ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′) dζ̃ ′ − 2πMZe

mc

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′

+
Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

[∫ ζ̃

0

2πM

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ̃

)˜
(ψr, η̃, ζ̃

′) dζ̃ ′

+

∮
(ζ̃ ′ − ζ̃ − πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ̃

)˜
(ψr, η̃, ζ̃

′) dζ̃ ′

]
. (H 4)

To prove the gauge invariance of (6.13), our aim will be to show that, in fact,
K̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) = I(ψ, η, ζ) (up to terms of order ρ⋆vL). Using (H 2), we find

K̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) =

1︷ ︸︸ ︷∮
(v∥b̂ · ∂ζ̃x)(ψ, η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃

′), ζ(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′)) dζ̃ ′ −

2︷ ︸︸ ︷
2πMZe

mc

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′

+
Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

[∫ ζ̃

0

2πM

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ̃

)
(ψr, η(ψr, η̃, ζ̃

′), ζ(ψr, η̃, ζ̃
′)) dζ̃ ′

+

∮
(ζ̃ ′ − ζ̃ − πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ̃

)
(ψr, η(ψr, η̃, ζ̃

′), ζ(ψr, η̃, ζ̃
′)) dζ̃ ′

]
.︸ ︷︷ ︸

3

(H 5)

In the arguments of the integrands here, η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′) is not the value of η corresponding to
the guiding-centre position: for that we would write η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃), or simply η. The difference
between η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′) and η is order √

ρ⋆ and, therefore, cannot be neglected in 1 . This
difference is given by

η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′) = η +

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)[
ν̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃)− ν̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′)

]
. (H 6)

Thus, we should Taylor expand the integrand of 1 in its η argument using (H 6). The
result is

1 ≃
∮

(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx)(ψ, η, ζ ′) dζ ′

+ ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
[ν(ψr, η, ζ)− ν(ψr, η, ζ

′)] ∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx)(ψr, η, ζ
′) dζ ′

− ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∮
(∂ζν v∥b̂ · ∂ηx)(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′ +O(ρ⋆vL) , (H 7)
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where we have also employed

∂ζ̃x = ∂ζ̃ζ [∂ζx− ι′r(ψ − ψr)∂ζν ∂ηx] +O(ρ⋆L) (H 8)

and changed the integration variable from ζ̃ ′ to ζ ′ = ζ(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′) (which means
dζ ′ = ∂ζ̃ζ dζ̃

′).

We also need to manipulate the terms labelled 3 (the higher-order correction terms). In
these terms, we can use η(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) ≃ η and b̂ · ∇ζ ≃ ∂ζ̃ζ b̂ · ∇ζ̃, which are both correct
up to relative errors of order √

ρ⋆. Changing integration variables to ζ ′ = ζ(ψ, η̃, ζ̃ ′), as
above, we obtain

3 ≃ Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

[∫ ζ

ζ0

2πM

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

+

∫ ζ0+2πM

ζ0

(ζ ′ − ζ + ν(ψr, η, ζ
′)

− ν(ψr, η, ζ)− πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

]
(H 9)

(up to an error of order ρ⋆vL), where ζ0 = ζ(ψr, η̃, ζ̃=0). In fact, we can replace ζ0 with
0 in (H 9). This can be seen by performing, in (H 9), the following manipulations:∫ ζ0+2πM

ζ0

(ζ ′ − ζ + ν(ψr, η, ζ
′)− ν(ψr, η, ζ)− πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

=

(∫ 2πM

0

−
∫ ζ0

0

+

∫ 2πM+ζ0

2πM

)[
(ζ ′ − ζ + ν(ψr, η, ζ

′)

− ν(ψr, η, ζ)− πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′)

]
dζ ′

=

∫ 2πM

0

(ζ ′ − ζ + ν(ψr, η, ζ
′)− ν(ψr, η, ζ)− πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

+

∫ ζ0

0

2πM

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′ . (H 10)

Finally, using (6.14) and integrating by parts, we obtain

3 ≃ Ze

mc
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

[∫ ζ

0

2πM

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

+

∫ 2πM

0

(ζ ′ − ζ − πM)

(
vd · ∇ψ

v∥b̂ · ∇ζ

)
(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

]

+ ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∫ 2πM

0

[ν(ψr, η, ζ
′)− ν(ψr, η, ζ)] ∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx)(ψr, η, ζ

′) dζ ′

+ ι′r(ψ − ψr)

∫ 2πM

0

(∂ζν v∥b̂ · ∂ηx)(ψr, η, ζ
′) dζ ′ . (H 11)

Summing 1 , 2 , and 3 gives K̃(ψ, η̃, ζ̃) = I(ψ, η, ζ), up to terms of order ρ⋆vL. Therefore,
formula (6.13) for the higher-order transit invariant is gauge invariant, as claimed.
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Appendix I. Limiting forms of χr

In §7.5, we show that passing orbits in the region R1 (which contains a single low-order
rational surface) conserve χr, defined in (7.42). In this appendix, we show that this
conservation law reproduces the correct behaviour for orbits close to (§I.1) or far from
(§I.2) the rational surface.

I.1. Close to the rational surface
First, we discuss particles whose distance to the rational surface is on the order of a drift-
island width. In §6, we described such particles by ordering s ∼ 1 and ψ − ψr ∼

√
ρ⋆ Ψt.

Here, we will show that, when this ordering is satisfied, χr becomes (up to a constant
factor) the transit adiabatic invariant, including the higher-order corrections derived in
§6.

With s ∼ 1 and ψ − ψr ∼
√
ρ⋆ Ψt, formula (7.42) for χr becomes

χr(ψ, η, ζ) =

∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ − 1

2πM

mc

Ze

∮
v∥b̂ ·

(
∂ζx+

N

M
∂θx

)
dζ ′

+
mc

Ze
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

(
v∥b̂ · ∂θx− 1

2πM

∮
r

v∥b̂ · ∂θx dζ ′
)

− ι′r(ψ − ψr)∂θS
(1)
nr +O(ρ2⋆Ψt) . (I 1)

In the second and third lines of (I 1), all functions of position except ψ−ψr are evaluated on
the rational surface, at (ψr, θ, ζ). To make further progress, we need to know ∂θS

(1)
nr (ψr, θ, ζ).

We make a negligible error by restoring, in the definition (7.35) of S(1)
nr , all non-resonant

harmonics with |p|+ |q| ⩾ K. This gives

S(1)
nr (ψr, θ, ζ) ≃

∑
(p,q)∈I<K

nr

i(V <Knr )pq(ψr)

q −Np/M
ei(pθ−qζ) +

∑
(p,q)∈I⩾K

nr

i(V ⩾K
nr )pq(ψr)

q −Np/M
ei(pθ−qζ) , (I 2)

where I⩾Knr := {(p, q) ∈ Z2 : |p|+|q| ⩾ K and (p, q) ̸= (kM, kN) for any k ∈ Z}. Restoring
these harmonics is allowed because the fact that we are working precisely on the rational
surface means their size can be bounded as follows. Since |Mq−Np| ⩾ 1 for non-resonant
harmonics, we have∣∣∣ ∑

(p,q)∈I⩾K
nr

i(V ⩾K
nr )pq(ψr)

q −Np/M
ei(pθ−qζ)

∣∣∣ ⩽M
∑

(p,q)∈I⩾K
nr

∣∣(V ⩾K
nr )pq(ψr)

∣∣ . (I 3)

If the Fourier series of V (ψr, θ, ζ) is absolutely convergent, then the sum on the right side
of (I 3) converges and will be small when K is large. Hence, the approximate form of
S
(1)
nr (ψr, θ, ζ) in (I 2) satisfies(

∂ζ +
N

M
∂θ

)
S(1)
nr (ψr, θ, ζ) ≃ V (ψr, θ, ζ)− ⟨V ⟩ζ(ψr, θ, ζ) . (I 4)

This magnetic differential equation is useful because we can solve it by integrating along
rational-surface field lines to derive a simple integral formula for S(1)

nr . The result is

S(1)
nr (ψr, θ, ζ) ≃

∫ ζ

0,r

(V − ⟨V ⟩ζ) dζ ′ + h(η) , (I 5)

for some function h(η). This function can be determined using the fact that S(1)
nr contains
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no eik(Mθ−Nζ) harmonics, for any k ∈ Z, according to definition (7.35). Therefore, we
may impose ⟨S(1)

nr ⟩ζ = 0. This gives

⟨S(1)
nr ⟩ζ = 0 ≃ 1

2πM

∮
r

(∫ ζ

0,r

V dζ ′
)
dζ − 1

2πM

∮
r

ζ⟨V ⟩ζ dζ + h(η)

= πM⟨V ⟩ζ −
1

2πM

∮
r

ζ V dζ + h(η) , (I 6)

where we have integrated by parts. Solving for h, we find

S(1)
nr (ψr, θ, ζ) ≃

∫ ζ

0,r

V dζ ′ +
1

2πM

∮
r

(ζ ′ − ζ − πM)V dζ ′ . (I 7)

Now we substitute this result into (I 1). Using ∂θ = ∂η and ∂ζx+ (N/M)∂θx = ∂ζx|η,
where we have temporarily introduced the notation ∂ζx|η to indicate a ζ derivative
holding η fixed, as well as V = (mc/Ze)v∥b̂ · ∂ζx|η on the rational surface, we find

χr(ψ, η, ζ) ≃
∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ − 1

2πM

mc

Ze

∮
v∥b̂ · ∂ζx|ηdζ ′

+
mc

Ze
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

(
v∥b̂ · ∂ηx−

∫ ζ

0,r

∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx|η) dζ ′

+
1

2πM

∮
r

[
(ζ ′ − ζ − πM)∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx|η)− v∥b̂ · ∂ηx

]
dζ ′

)
. (I 8)

From here on, we use ∂ζ to denote ζ derivatives at fixed η. Integrating by parts allows us
to express χr in the form

χr(ψ, η, ζ) ≃
∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ − 1

2πM

mc

Ze

∮
v∥b̂ · ∂ζx dζ ′

− mc

Ze
ι′r(ψ − ψr)

(∫ ζ

0,r

[
∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx)− ∂ζ(v∥b̂ · ∂ηx)

]
dζ ′

+
1

2πM

∮
r

(ζ ′ − ζ − πM)
[
∂η(v∥b̂ · ∂ζx)− ∂ζ(v∥b̂ · ∂ηx)

]
dζ ′

)
, (I 9)

which is proportional to the higher-order transit adiabatic invariant (6.13), as claimed.

I.2. Far from the rational surface
Next, we discuss particles that are far from the rational surface, by which we mean
ι−N/M ∼ 1. The particle orbits that satisfy this ordering are contained in a subregion
of R1 that lies much further than a drift-island width from the rational surface ψr. This
subregion is a permissible choice for the region R0 introduced in §7.4, according to
definition 7.1. Therefore, for such particles, we expect conservation of χr to be equivalent
to conservation of ψ, defined by (7.30). We proceed to show that this is the case.

First, since the formula for ψ involves S(1) while the formula for χr involves S(1)
nr , it will

be useful to relate these two functions. The difference between S(1) and S
(1)
nr consists

entirely of resonant harmonics:

S(1) = S(1)
nr +

∑
k∈Z\{0}

|kM |+|kN |<K

iVkM,kN
k(N − ιM)

eik(Mθ−Nζ) . (I 10)
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This difference clearly blows up as ψ → ψr; however, we are now working in a subregion
of R1 that excludes this divergence. Thus, since ι−N/M ∼ 1, we make a small error by
restoring, in the sum, the harmonics with |p|+ |q| ⩾ K:

S(1) ≃ S(1)
nr +

∑
k∈Z\{0}

iVkM,kN
k(N − ιM)

eik(Mθ−Nζ) . (I 11)

Only the θ derivatives of S(1) and S(1)
nr appear in ψ and χr, so we differentiate (I 11) with

respect to θ and find

∂θS
(1) ≃ ∂θS

(1)
nr +

⟨V ⟩ζ − ⟨V ⟩
ι−N/M

. (I 12)

With this approximation, equation (7.42) for χr becomes

χr(ψ, η, ζ) ≃
∫ ψ

ψr

(
ι(ψ′)− N

M

)
dψ′ +

(
ι(ψ)− N

M

)(mc
Ze

v∥b̂ · ∂θx− ∂θS
(1)

)
− ⟨V ⟩ .

(I 13)

To lowest order, our conserved quantity is χr(ψ, η, ζ) ≃ χr(ψ), which means ψ is constant.
Therefore, it must be possible to re-express conservation of χr in the form

ψ + ψ[1](ψ, θ, ζ) + ψ[2](ψ, θ, ζ) + . . . = const. , (I 14)

where Ψt ≫ ψ[1] ≫ ψ[2] ≫ . . . Note that we are using square brackets in the superscripts
to distinguish these corrections from ψ(1) and ψ(2) defined in (7.9) and (7.44), respectively.
Equation (I 14) is consistent with χr(ψ, θ, ζ) = const. if we take

ψ[1](ψ, θ, ζ) :=
mc

Ze
v∥b̂ · ∂θx− ∂θS

(1) . (I 15)

Note that we are free to add any function of ψ to ψ[1], by reasoning similar to that of §G.
With the choice (I 15), we recover (7.30) as claimed.

Appendix J. Higher-order drift surfaces in the presence of a single
resonance

In this appendix, we show how the higher-order conservation law (7.48) for particles in
region R1 is obtained. To begin, we must retrace the steps leading up to Lagrangian
(7.37) and restore all terms of order ρ2⋆ that we previously suppressed. We find

L ≡
(
ψnr + ψ(1)

nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)
− ∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂θψ
(1)
nr

)dθnr
dζ

+
(
θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ψψ
(1)
nr

)dψnr

dζ

− χ− 1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2
+ ψ(1)

nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

+ θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ζψ
(1)
nr + Vr + V ⩾K

nr , (J 1)

where all functions are evaluated at (ψnr, θnr, ζ). Here, and for the remainder of this
appendix, we drop terms of order ρ3⋆ or smaller. Next, we make the near-identity change
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of coordinates defined by

ψnr = ψnr + ψ(2)
nr (ψnr, θnr, ζ) , (J 2a)

θnr = θnr + θ(2)nr (ψnr, θnr, ζ) . (J 2b)

Substituting (J 2) into (J 1) gives

L ≡
(
ψnr + ψ(2)

nr + ψ(1)
nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)

− ∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂θψ
(1)
nr

)(dθnr
dζ

+
dθ

(2)
nr

dζ

)
+
(
θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ψψ
(1)
nr

)(dψnr

dζ
+

dψ
(2)
nr

dζ

)
− χ− ιψ(2)

nr − 1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2
+ ψ(1)

nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

+ θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ζψ
(1)
nr + Vr + V ⩾K

nr , (J 3)

where all functions are now evaluated at (ψnr, θnr, ζ). We now subtract the following total
ζ derivative from the Lagrangian:

d

dζ

{(
ψnr + ψ(2)

nr + ψ(1)
nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)
− ∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂θψ
(1)
nr

)
θ(2)nr

+
(
θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ψψ
(1)
nr

)
ψ(2)
nr + S(2)

nr

}
, (J 4)

where S(2)
nr ∼ ρ2⋆Ψt is an as-yet-undetermined function. The result is

L ≡
(
ψnr + ψ(2)

nr + ψ(1)
nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)

− ∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂θψ
(1)
nr − ∂θS

(2)
nr

)dθnr
dζ

+
(
−θ(2)nr + θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ψψ
(1)
nr − ∂ψS

(2)
nr

)dψnr

dζ

− χ− ιψ(2)
nr − 1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2
+ ψ(1)

nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

+ θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ζψ
(1)
nr + Vr + V ⩾K

nr − ∂ζS
(2)
nr .

(J 5)

In order to eliminate the ζ-dependent terms in the symplectic parts of this Lagrangian,
we pick

ψ(2)
nr := ψ(1)

nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

+ θ(1)nr ∂θψ
(1)
nr + ∂θS

(2)
nr , (J 6a)

θ(2)nr := θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)
− ∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr ∂ψψ
(1)
nr − ∂ψS

(2)
nr , (J 6b)
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for whatever choice of S(2)
nr we eventually make. This leaves

L ≡ ψnr
dθnr
dζ

− χ− 1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2
+ Vr + V ⩾K

nr

+ ιψ(1)
nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)
− ∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

+ ψ(1)
nr

[
∂ψ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ψx
)]

+ θ(1)nr

[
∂θ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂ζx
)
− ∂ζ

(v∥
Ω

B · ∂θx
)]

− θ(1)nr

(
∂ζψ

(1)
nr + ι∂θψ

(1)
nr

)
−

(
∂ζS

(2)
nr + ι∂θS

(2)
nr

)
, (J 7)

After some algebra, using the relations (7.34), (7.36), and (v∥/Ω)B · (∂ζx + ι∂θx) ≃
Vr + V <Knr to rewrite several terms, this Lagrangian simplifies to

L ≡ ψnr
dθnr
dζ

− χ+ Vr + V ⩾K
nr +

(
ψ(1)
nr ∂ψVr + θ(1)nr ∂θVr

)
+

1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2
− ψ(1)

nr

(
∂ζθ

(1)
nr + ι∂θθ

(1)
nr

)
−

(
∂ζS

(2)
nr + ι∂θS

(2)
nr

)
. (J 8)

Let V2 be defined by

V2 := V ⩾K
nr +

(
ψ(1)
nr ∂ψVr + θ(1)nr ∂θVr

)
+

1

2
ι′
(
ψ(1)
nr

)2 − ψ(1)
nr

(
∂ζθ

(1)
nr + ι∂θθ

(1)
nr

)
, (J 9)

as announced in (7.49). Then, the Lagrangian takes the form

L ≡ ψnr
dθnr
dζ

− χ+ Vr + V2 −
(
∂ζS

(2)
nr + ι∂θS

(2)
nr

)
. (J 10)

Let V2 = ⟨V2⟩ζ+V <K2
2,nr +V ⩾K2

2,nr . We choose S(2)
nr to remove the angle dependence contained

in the low-order, non-resonant harmonics V <K2
2,nr ; that is, we take

S(2)
nr :=

∑
(p,q)∈I<K2

nr

i(V <K2
2,nr )pq

q − ιp
ei(pθ−qζ) , (J 11)

as in (7.52), so that ∂ζS
(2)
nr + ι∂θS

(2)
nr = V <K2

2,nr . If we define ηnr = θnr − (N/M)ζ, then our
final result may be written

L ≡ ψnr
dηnr
dζ

− χr + ⟨V ⟩ζ + ⟨V2⟩ζ . (J 12)

This Lagrangian does not depend on ζ, so the Hamiltonian

H2,r(ψnr, ηnr) = χr(ψnr)− ⟨V ⟩ζ(ψnr, ηnr)− ⟨V2⟩ζ(ψnr, ηnr) (J 13)

is conserved, as claimed.
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