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Abstract: In this short paper we present the first application of the IMAS compatible code NICE
to equilibrium reconstrution for ITER geometry. The inverse problem is formulated as a least square
problem and the numerical methods implemented in NICE in order to solve it are presented. The
results of a numerical experiment are shown: a reference equilibrium is computed from which a set
of synthetic magnetic measurements are extracted. Then these measurements are used successfully
to reconstruct the equilibrium of the plasma.
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1 Introduction

Numerical reconstruction of the plasma equilibrium in a tokamak is an important and long standing
subject in fusion plasma science [2, 24, 27, 34, 37, 39]. The resolution of this inverse problem
consists in the computation of the poloidal flux function and of the plasma boundary as well as the
identification of two non-linear source term functions known as 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ in the Grad-Shafranov
equation [18, 26, 35]. It is needed on the one hand for a posteriori analysis of experimental
equilibrium configurations and on the other hand for real time control of the plasma during a
discharge. The basic set of measurements needed and used are magnetic probes and flux loops
which provide values of the poloidal magnetic field and flux at several points surrounding the vacuum
vessel and the plasma. All free boundary reconstruction codes (e.g. [3, 4, 6, 9, 10, 25, 28, 30, 40])
primarily use these magnetic measurements which proved to be sufficient to identify correctly the
plasma boundary and the averaged plasma current density profile [4]. The goal of this paper is to
present a first test of the adaptation of the numerical tools developed by the authors, namely the
code NICE [9], to the foreseen ITER configuration. NICE stands for "Newton direct and Inverse
Computation for Equilibrium".

Next Section 2 is devoted to the formulation of the direct model and the inverse problem.
In Section 3 we discuss the numerical methods which we have developed for their resolution and
finally in Section 4 a first test numerical experiment is presented for ITER configuration.

2 Inverse problem formulation

2.1 Free-boundary plasma equilibrium

The equations which govern the equilibrium of a plasma in the presence of a magnetic field in a
tokamak are on the one hand Maxwell’s equations satisfied in the whole of space (including the

– 1 –



plasma):
∇ · B = 0, ∇ × (B

`
) = j, (2.1)

and on the other hand the equilibrium equation for the plasma itself

∇𝑝 = j × B, (2.2)

where B is the magnetic field, ` is the magnetic permeability, 𝑝 is the kinetic pressure and j is the
current density. We refer to standard text books (e.g. [2, 15, 17, 23, 38]) and to [20] for details of
the derivation and only state the needed equations in what follows which is a summary of what can
be found in [9].

Introducing a cylindrical coordinate system (𝒆𝑟 , 𝒆𝜙, 𝒆𝑧) (𝑟 = 0 is the major axis of the tokamak
torus) and assuming axial symmetry equations (2.1) and (2.2) reduce to the following equation for
the magnetic poloidal flux 𝜓(𝑟, 𝑧) in the poloidal plane Ω∞ = (0,∞) × (−∞,∞):

− Δ∗𝜓 = 𝑗𝜙, (2.3)

where 𝑗𝜙 is the toroidal component of j, and the second order elliptic differential operator Δ∗ is
defined by

Δ∗𝜓 := 𝜕𝑟

(
1
`0𝑟

𝜕𝑟𝜓

)
+ 𝜕𝑧

(
1
`0𝑟

𝜕𝑧𝜓

)
:= ∇ ·

(
1
`0𝑟

∇𝜓
)
. (2.4)

Here ∇ is the 2D operator in the (𝑟, 𝑧)-plane and `0 is the magnetic permeability of vacuum (in this
work we consider only air-transformer tokamaks such as ITER).

The magnetic field can be decomposed in poloidal and toroidal components

B = B𝑝 + B𝜙, B𝑝 =
1
𝑟
[∇𝜓 × 𝒆𝜙], 𝑩𝜙 = 𝐵𝜙e𝜙 =

𝑓

𝑟
𝒆𝜙, (2.5)

where 𝑓 is the diamagnetic function. Equation (2.5) shows that the magnetic surfaces are generated
by the rotation of the iso-flux lines around the axis of the torus.

The toroidal component of the current density 𝑗𝜙 is zero everywhere outside the plasma domain
and the poloidal field coils (and possibly the passive structures). The different sub-domains of the
poloidal plane of a schematic tokamak (see Fig. 1) as well as the corresponding expression for 𝑗𝜙

are described below:

• ΩL is the domain accessible to the plasma. Its boundary is the limiter 𝜕ΩL.

• Ωp is the plasma domain where equations (2.2) and (2.1) imply that 𝑝 and 𝑓 are constant
on each magnetic surface i.e. 𝑝 = 𝑝(𝜓) and 𝑓 = 𝑓 (𝜓). One then deduces the so-called
Grad-Shafranov equilibrium equation in the plasma [18, 26, 35]

− Δ∗𝜓 = 𝑟 𝑝′(𝜓) + 1
`0𝑟

( 𝑓 𝑓 ′) (𝜓). (2.6)

The right-hand side of (2.6) is the toroidal component 𝑗𝜙 of the current density in the plasma.

The plasma domain is unknown, i.e. Ωp = Ωp(𝜓), and this is a free boundary problem. This
domain is defined by its boundary which is the outermost closed 𝜓 iso-contour contained
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Figure 1: Left (a): schematic representation of the poloidal plane of a tokamak. Ωp is the plasma
domain, ΩL is the limiter domain accessible to the plasma, Ωc𝑖 represent poloidal field coils and the
central solenoid (corresponding to the IMAS pf_active IDS), Ωps the passive structures. Right (b):
example of a plasma whose boundary is defined by the contact with limiter (left) or by the presence
of an X-point (right).

within the limiter ΩL. The plasma can either be limited if this iso-contour is tangent to the
limiter 𝜕ΩL or defined by the presence of an X-point (see Fig. 1). Functions 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ are
zero outside Ωp.

The current density is non-linear in 𝜓 due to the non-linear functions 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ and the
definition of the plasma domain Ωp(𝜓). While Ωp(𝜓) is fully determined for a given 𝜓, the
two functions 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ are not determined in this modelization. It is the goal of the inverse
equilibrium reconstruction problem to determine them. For now let us consider that we are
given two functions A(𝜓N) and B(𝜓N) such that

𝑗𝜙 = _( 𝑟
𝑟0
A(𝜓N) +

𝑟0
𝑟
B(𝜓N)). (2.7)

Here 𝑟0 is the major radius of the tokamak vacuum chamber and _ is a scaling coefficient.
The normalized poloidal flux 𝜓N(𝑟, 𝑧) is

𝜓N(𝑟, 𝑧) =
𝜓(𝑟, 𝑧) − 𝜓a(𝜓)
𝜓b(𝜓) − 𝜓a(𝜓)

. (2.8)

with 𝜓a and 𝜓b being the flux values at the magnetic axis and at the boundary of the plasma.

• Each domain Ωc𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . 𝑁𝐶 represent one of the 𝑁𝐶 coils carrying currents that is to say
poloidal field coils as well as the central solenoid (this corresponds to the IMAS pf_active
IDS). The expression of the current density in the 𝑖-th coil is

𝑗𝜙 =
𝐼𝑖

𝑆𝑖
, (2.9)
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where 𝑆𝑖 is the section area of the coil and 𝐼𝑖 is a given measured current.

• Ωps represents passive structures where the induced current density is assumed to be 0 in this
work but can be considered to be measured and given in the same form as Eq. (2.9)

To sum up, given functions A and B, and currents I = {𝐼𝑖}𝑁𝐶

𝑖=1 in the coils, the free-boundary
equilibrium equation for 𝜓(𝑟, 𝑧) on Ω∞ is the following non-linear boundary value problem

−Δ∗𝜓 =


_( 𝑟

𝑟0
A(𝜓N) +

𝑟0
𝑟
B(𝜓N)) in Ωp(𝜓),

𝐼𝑖

𝑆𝑖
in Ωc𝑖 ,

0 elsewhere,
𝜓(0, 𝑧, 𝑡) = 0,

lim
‖ (𝑟 ,𝑧) ‖→+∞

𝜓(𝑟, 𝑧) = 0.

(2.10)

This formulation on an infinite domain is not used directly in computations where we use
finite elements on a truncated bounded domain. The infinite domain is reduced to a semi circular
computational domain by an uncoupling procedure [1, 16]. We chose a semi-circle Γ of radius
𝜌Γ surrounding the coil domains Ωc𝑖 and define the computation domain Ω having boundary
𝜕Ω = Γ ∪ Γ0, where Γ0 = {(0, 𝑧), 𝑧 ∈ [−𝜌Γ, 𝜌Γ]}.

The weak formulation of the equilibrium problem on which the finite element method relies
uses a function space 𝑉 defined in [20] and can be written as:
Given function A and B, and currents I, find 𝜓 ∈ 𝑉 such that for all b ∈ 𝑉

a(𝜓, b) + c(𝜓, b) − Jp(𝜓, b;A,B) − ℓ(I, b) = 0, (2.11)

where
a(𝜓, b) :=

∫
Ω

1
`0𝑟

∇𝜓 · ∇b 𝑑𝑟𝑑𝑧,

Jp(𝜓, b;A,B) :=
∫
Ωp (𝜓)

_

(
𝑟

𝑟0
A(𝜓N) +

𝑟0
𝑟
B(𝜓N)

)
b 𝑑𝑟𝑑𝑧,

ℓ(I, b) :=
𝑁𝐶∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼𝑖

𝑆𝑖

∫
Ωc𝑖

b 𝑑𝑟𝑑𝑧,

(2.12)

and the bilinear form c : 𝑉 × 𝑉 → R is accounting for the boundary conditions at infinity. We
refer to [20] for its precise expression and to [19, Chapter 2.4] for the details on its the derivation.
Alternative approaches for the incorporation of boundary conditions at infinity were more recently
presented in [12].

2.2 The inverse reconstruction problem

Magnetics constitute the basic set of experimental measurements used in equilibrium reconstruction
for the identification of functions A and B. They consist in measurements of projections of the
poloidal magnetic field, B𝑝 · d at several locations around the vacuum vessel of the tokamak (the
unit vector d varies with each B-probe) and of flux loops measurements, noted 𝐹 (𝜓), at several
locations too.
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At this point we have defined a direct model given by the equilibrium equation (2.11), control
variables A and B, and measurements to which are attached experimental errors represented by the
standard deviations 𝜎s in Eq. (2.14) below. The identification problem can now be formulated as a
constrained minimization problem for the following cost function:

𝐽 (𝜓,A,B) := 𝐽𝑜𝑏𝑠 (𝜓) + 𝑅(A) + 𝑅(B), (2.13)

where the least-square misfit term is

𝐽𝑜𝑏𝑠 (𝜓) :=
𝑁𝐵∑︁
𝑖=1

1
2𝜎2

𝐵𝑖

((B𝑝 (𝑟𝑖 , 𝑧𝑖) · d𝑖) − 𝐵𝑖
𝑝,𝑜𝑏𝑠)

2 +
𝑁𝐹∑︁
𝑖=1

1
2𝜎2

𝐹𝑖

(𝐹 (𝜓)𝑖 − 𝐹𝑖
𝑜𝑏𝑠)

2 (2.14)

and the regularization term 𝑅(A) is defined as

𝑅(A) :=
YA
2

∫ 1

0
(A ′′(𝑥))2𝑑𝑥 + 𝛼A

2
|A(1) |2. (2.15)

The 𝑅(B) term is defined similarly. Parameters Y enable to tune the smoothness of the identified
functions whereas parameters 𝛼 tune the penalization to zero of their value on the plasma boundary.
The inverse problem consists in the minimization of 𝐽 (2.13) under the constraint of the model
equation (2.11).

3 Numerical methods

3.1 Discretization of the direct model

Equilibrium equation (2.11) is discretized using a P1 finite element method based on a triangular
mesh. From now on let us also assume that functions A and B are decomposed in a basis of
functions 𝜙𝑖 defined on [0, 1]. We use cubic spline functions in this work and

A(𝑥) =
𝑁A∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑢A𝑖𝜙𝑖 (𝑥), B(𝑥) =
𝑁B∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑢B𝑖𝜙𝑖 (𝑥). (3.1)

Let us denote u = (uA , uB) of size 𝑁𝑢 the vector of degrees of freedom of A and B in the

decomposition basis. Classically approximating 𝜓 by 𝜓ℎ =

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜓𝑖_𝑖 (𝑟, 𝑧) on the finite element

approximation space as well as the operators of (2.11) and taking all basis elements _𝑖 as test
functions leads to the following non-linear system of 𝑁 equations:

(𝑨 + 𝑪)𝝍 − J𝑝 (𝝍, u) − 𝑳I = 0 (3.2)

where 𝝍 denotes the vector of finite element coefficients {𝜓𝑖}𝑁𝑖=1 and other notations are obvious.

3.2 The discrete identification problem

Using the discrete variables of the preceding section, cost function (2.13) can also be discretized
leading to the following expression

𝐽 (𝝍, u) :=
1
2
| |𝑯𝝍 − m) | |2 + 1

2
| |𝑹u| |2. (3.3)
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In order to lighten notations the
1
𝜎

terms have been dropped and are assumed to be included in
the observation operator 𝑯 and in the measurements m. The last term involving matrice 𝑹 is
the discretization of the regularization terms in which we have gathered the contributions from
functions A and B.

The discrete identification problem can now be stated as

min
𝝍,u

𝐽 (𝝍, u) (3.4)

subject to the constraint of the non-linear model

(𝑨 + 𝑪)𝝍 − J𝑝 (𝝍, u) − 𝑳I = 0 (3.5)

This problem is solved thanks to a quasi-SQP algorithm with reduced Hessian (QSQP). SQP
methods are well documented [21, 31] and for fusion application we refer to [5, Appendix A] and
[9, 11]. An SQP method can be seen as a Newton method to solve the non-linear system given by the
fisrt order optimality condition for the Lagrangian of the PDE-constrained optimization problem.

The QSQP method we use is the following 2 steps iterative algorithm:

1. control variable update step
𝑴 (u𝑛+1 − u𝑛) = −h (3.6)

2. state variable update step

𝝍𝑛+1 = 𝝍𝑛 + 𝛿𝝍 + 𝑺(u𝑛+1 − u𝑛) (3.7)

where
𝛿𝝍 = −[(𝑨 + 𝑪)𝝍𝑛 − 𝐷𝝍J𝑝 (𝝍𝑛, u𝑛)]−1 [(𝑨 + 𝑪)𝝍𝑛 − J𝑝 (𝝍𝑛, u𝑛) − 𝑳I], (3.8)

𝑺 = −[(𝑨 + 𝑪)𝝍𝑛 − 𝐷𝝍J𝑝 (𝝍𝑛, u𝑛)]−1 [−𝐷uJ𝑝 (𝝍𝑛, u𝑛)], (3.9)

𝑴 = 𝑹𝑇 𝑹 + 𝑺𝑇 𝑯𝑇 𝑯𝑺 (3.10)

and
h = 𝑹𝑇 𝑹u𝑛 + 𝑺𝑇 𝑯𝑇 (𝑯𝝍𝑛 − m) + 𝑺𝑇 𝑯𝑇 𝑯𝛿𝝍 (3.11)

At each iteration this algorithm demands the resolution of 𝑁𝑢 + 1 linear systems (3.8)-(3.9) of
size 𝑁 involving the same matrix with different righ-hand sides which can be done very efficiently
and of one smaller linear system of size 𝑁𝑢 in (3.6).

The performance of the QSQP method used for the resolution of the identification problem
relies on the accuracy of the derivative terms 𝐷𝜓J𝑝, 𝐷uJ𝑝. In this work we have implemented the
exact derivatives of the fully discretized operators. This essential but very technical work is not
further detailed here and we refer to [20, section 3.2 and 3.3] for details.
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4 Numerical experiment

The numerical methods presented in the previous sections are implemented in the code NICE [9]
with which the following numerical experiment is conducted. ITER machine description providing
the points defining the limiter contour, the poloidal field coils and a description of the magnetic
sensors (196 poloidal magnetic field probes and 22 differential flux loops) are read from the wall,
pf_active and magnetics Interface Data Structure (IDS) from the ITER Integrated Modelling and
Analysis Suite (IMAS) [22]. From this machine description NICE builds the triangular mesh used
with the finite elements computations.

We generate a reference equilibrium by solving the so-called inverse static equilibrium problem
[9, 20] that is to say finding the currents in the coils giving a desired prescribed plasma boundary.
For this reference computation the unknown function are given analytically as A(𝑥) = (1− 𝑥1.5)0.9

and B(𝑥) = (1− 𝑥0.9)1.5. The scaling factor _ in the current density (2.7) is computed such that the
total plasma current is 𝐼𝑝 = 12 [𝑀𝐴]. The vacuum toroidal field is 𝐵0 = 5.3 [𝑇] and 𝑟0 = 6.2 [𝑚].
Synthetic magnetic measurements are computed from this reference equilibrium.

Then in a second step these measurements are plugged in cost function (3.3) and the optimiza-
tion problem is solved using the iterative QSQP algorithm presented above. The initial guess for this
resolution consists in a given circular plasma domain in which the flux 𝜓 is a constant and outside
of which it is 0, as well as affine functions A(𝑥) = B(𝑥) = 1 − 𝑥. Convergence is assumed when
the relative residue for the vector of unknowns X = (𝝍, u) satisfies | |X𝑘+1 − X𝑘 | |/| |X𝑘 | | < 10−12.

The finite element mesh is composed of 𝑁 = 11856 nodes among which 11772 correspond to
free values of 𝜓 (the remaining correspond to the imposed boundary condition 𝜓 = 0 on the axis
𝑟 = 0). Each function to be identified is decomposed in 11 cubic splines defined on [0, 1] with
knots at 0, 0.1, ..., 1. Therefore X is a vector of size 11772 + 2 × 11 = 11794.

The regularization parameters Y are tuned to their lowest value, typically 10−2, avoiding oscil-
lations in the reconstructed profiles or non convergence of the code. The penalization parameters
are set to 𝛼 = 1012.

Starting from the initial guess described above, which is far from the reference solution we
want to recover, the algorithm needs 16 iterations to converge to a relative residue of 4 × 10−14. In
this test configuration one iteration takes about 800 ms on a laptop with an Intel CPU at 2.90 GHz.
This computation time is highly dependent on the mesh size and is limited by the performance
of the linear solver. The reconstructed flux map is shown on Figure 2. The plasma boundary is
perfectly recovered. The fit to measurements is excellent with a root mean square error of 10−4 on
magnetic probes and flux loops.

Figure 3 shows the reference and identified 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ profiles. A typical feature of the equi-
librium reconstruction inverse problem using only magnetic measurements appears: the computed
error bars on the reconstructed profiles increase when approaching the magnetic axis. However even
if the 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ profiles are not perfectly identified for low 𝜓N values, the flux surface averaged
current density profile 𝑗 𝑡𝑜𝑟 =< 𝑗𝜙/𝑟 > /< 1/𝑟 > and the safety factor 𝑞 are very well recovered.
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Figure 2: Reconstructed poloidal flux map (𝜓 in [Wb]). The plasma boundary with an X-point and
the magnetic axis are shown in red.

Figure 3: Top row: reference and reconstructed 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ profiles as function of the normalized
flux 𝜓N with computed error bars. Bottom row: same for the average toroidal current density 𝑗 𝑡𝑜𝑟

and safety factor 𝑞 profiles.
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5 Conclusion

The equilibrium code NICE is ready to use ITER data. A first equilibrium reconstruction numerical
exercice using synthetic magnetic measurements has been successfully conducted. The code is
fully IMAS compatible, can read and write IDS. It is also ready to use other measurements such as
pressure measurements, motional Stark effect (MSE) as well as interferometry and polarimetry. The
polarimetry Stokes vector modelization can also be used [13]. These internal measurements will
most likely be needed to improve the accuracy of the reconstruction of the 𝑝′ and 𝑓 𝑓 ′ profiles for
ITER discharges. The code NICE is already routinely used at WEST and has been tested on different
tokamaks and validated against other codes within the EUROfusion program [8, 14, 29, 33, 36].
NICE is a robust code which exhibits excellent convergence properties thanks to the use of Newton
and SQP methods. The code can be used for equilibrium reconstruction but also for direct static
or evolutive simulations. It can also be used to solve the inverse problems consisting in finding
the currents or voltages in the poloidal field coils which enable to have a desired plasma shape [9].
Finally the code NICE can be used with high order finite elements providing a smooth representation
of the magnetic flux and field in the plasma [7, 32].
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