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Abstract

This paper studies the nonlinear evolution of magnetic field turbulence in proximity of steady ideal

MHD configurations characterized by a small electric current, a small plasma flow, and approximate flux

surfaces, a physical setting that is relevant for plasma confinement in stellarators. The aim is to gather

insight on magnetic field dynamics, to elucidate accessibility and stability of three-dimensional MHD

equilibria, as well as to formulate practical methods to compute them. Starting from the ideal MHD

equations, a reduced dynamical system of two coupled nonlinear PDEs for the flux function and the angle

variable associated with the Clebsch representation of the magnetic field is obtained. It is shown that

under suitable boundary and gauge conditions such reduced system preserves magnetic energy, magnetic

helicity, and total magnetic flux. The noncanonical Hamiltonian structure of the reduced system is

identified, and used to show the nonlinear stability of steady solutions against perturbations involving

only one Clebsch potential. The Hamiltonian structure is also applied to construct a dissipative dynamical

system through the method of double brackets. This dissipative system enables the computation of MHD

equilibria by minimizing energy until a critical point of the Hamiltonian is reached. Finally, an iterative

scheme based on the alternate solution of the two steady equations in the reduced system is proposed

as a further method to compute MHD equilibria. A theorem is proven which states that the iterative

scheme converges to a nontrivial MHD equilbrium as long as solutions exist at each step of the iteration.

1 Introduction

This study is concerned with the dynamics of the magnetic field around a magnetohydrodynamics (MHD)
equilibrium [1]

(∇×B)×B = µ0∇P, ∇ ·B = 0 in Ω. (1)

In this equation B (x) denotes the equilibrium magnetic field in a smooth bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
3, x =

(x, y, z) Cartesian coordinates, µ0 the vacuum permeability, and P (x) the equilibrium pressure field. For
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the purpose of the present paper, the dynamics around (1) is governed by the ideal MHD equations in Ω,

ρ
∂u

∂t
=− ρu · ∇u+

1

µ0

(∇×B)×B −∇P , (2a)

∂B

∂t
=−∇×E, (2b)

∂ρ

∂t
=−∇ · (ρu) , (2c)

∇ ·B =0. (2d)

Here, u (x, t), B (x, t), ρ (x, t), P (x, t), and E (x, t) denote the time-dependent velocity field, magnetic
field, plasma mass density, pressure field, and electric field respectively. The closure of system (2) can be
obtained by choosing an equation of state relating P to the other fields, and by determining E from the
electron fluid momentum equation. These aspects will be discussed in detail later. The MHD equilibrium
(1) can be obtained from system (2) by setting time derivatives to zero and taking a vanishing plasma flow
u = 0.

Despite its relevance for the confinement of magnetized plasmas and the development of nuclear fusion
reactors known as stellarators, a general theory concerning the existence of regular solutions (B, P ) of the
MHD equilibrium equations (1) is not available at present [2]. This is because the characteristic surfaces
associated with the first-order system of PDEs (1) depend on the unknown B [3, 4]. The existence of regular
solutions is known for the special cases in which the pressure is constant or the fields (B, P ) are invariant
under some combination of continuous Euclidean isometries of R3 (rotations and translations). In the first
case the magnetic field is a Beltrami field [5]. In the second case, equation (1) reduces to the Grad-Shafranov
equation, a nonlinear second order elliptic PDE for the flux function [6, 7, 8]. Both cases are however not
relevant for stellarators [9], which consist of toroidal vessels without trivial symmetries surrounded by coils
with complex shapes whose purpose is to generate the field line twist required to minimize particle losses
caused by cross-field drifts. In principle, stellarators achieve steady plasma confinement mostly through an
externally produced vacuum magnetic field, and are therefore more suitable for continued operation compared
to an axially symmetric tokamak where the field line twist is obtained by driving an electric current within
the plasma. However, the lack of axial symmetry results in the breaking of conservation of vertical angular
momentum, a fact that deteriorates the quality of plasma confinement. For this reason, in addition to (1)
the equilibrium magnetic field within a stellarator must satisfy additional conditions, such as quasisymmetry,
a property that ensures particle confinement by constraining particle orbits close to a given flux surface
[10, 11, 12].

In this context, the aim of the present paper is (i) to obtain a closed set of reduced equations preserving
the Hamiltonian structure [13, 14] of ideal MHD and describing the nonlinear evolution of the magnetic
field in proximity of MHD equilibria (1) and in a physical regime relevant for stellarator plasmas, (ii) to
use the derived equations to elucidate the stability properties of such equilibria, and (iii) to apply the
derived equations to formulate dissipative and iterative schemes to construct nontrivial MHD equilibria (1)
with nested flux surfaces and a non-vanishing pressure gradient in toroidal domains of arbitrary shape. In
addition to providing a toy model of magnetic field turbulence in a physically relevant setting, we conjecture
that the derived results may serve as a starting point for a mathematical proof of existence of nontrivial
MHD equilibria (1) in toroidal domains without Euclidean symmetries.

The present paper is organized as follows. In section 2 the ideal MHD equations (2) are reduced according
to an ordering in which the plasma flow u, the electric current ∇×B, and time derivatives ∂/∂t are small,
and the pressure field P is related to the mass density ρ and the velocity field u by a generalized Bernoulli
principle. This ordering also implies the existence of approximate flux surfaces Ψ for the magnetic field. This
fact is used to enforce at leading order a Clebsch representation [15, 16] of the magnetic field B = ∇Ψ×∇Θ
with Ψ the flux function and Θ a multi-valued (angle) variable. In the reduced system, the dynamics of the
magnetic field is thus described by a pair of coupled equations for the two Clebsch potentials Ψ and Θ.

In section 3 it is shown that under suitable boundary conditions and gauge conditions for the magnetic
vector potential the reduced dynamics preserves magnetic energy, magnetic helicity, and total magnetic flux.
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These conservation laws are then applied to describe steady states in terms of critical points of a functional
of Ψ and Θ given by a linear combination of magnetic energy and total magnetic flux. This variational
formulation can be physically interpreted in analogy with Taylor relaxation [18, 19] in which magnetic energy
is minimized under the constraint of magnetic helicity [17]. Here, functionals involving higher order derivatives
of the dynamical variables are dissipated at a faster rate by non-ideal (dissipative) mechanisms [20].

In section 4 the noncanonical Hamiltonian structure of the reduced equations is identified in terms of a
Poisson bracket and a Hamiltonian functional [21, 22]. In particular, it is shown that the Poisson bracket
satisfies all the Poisson bracket axioms, including the Jacobi identity [23].

In section 5 the Hamiltonian structure obtained in section 4 is used to prove that steady solutions of the
reduced dynamics are nonlinearly stable [24, 25, 26, 27] against turbulent fluctuations involving only one
of the two Clebsch potentials. Here, we recall that a positive second variation of the Hamiltonian is not
sufficient to guarantee nonlinear stability. In general, a norm on the space of solutions must be found such
that the deviation of the perturbed solution at a given time is bound by the discrepancy of initial conditions
in the prescribed topology. The type of nonlinear stability shown here effectively constrains the deviation of
the perturbed Clebsch potential from initial conditions on the level sets of the other unperturbed Clebsch
potential.

In section 6 the method of double brackets [28, 29] is used to formulate a dissipative dynamical systems
for the Clebsch potentials Ψ and Θ with the property that, instead of being constant, the Hamiltonian is
progressively dissipated. This pair of equations has the structure of coupled diffusion equations. Double
bracket dynamics is obtained by applying twice the Poisson bracket and represents an effective tool to
compute energy minima while preserving the Casimir invariants that span the kernel of the Poisson bracket
[30, 31]. The derived dissipative dynamical system may therefore be applied to compute MHD equilibria (1)
corresponding to critical points of the Hamiltonian in a dynamical fashion.

In section 7 a second iterative scheme based on the alternate solution of the two steady equations of the
reduced dynamical system obtained in section 2 is discussed. Here, a theorem is proven which states that the
iterative scheme converges to a nontrivial MHD equilbrium (with a non-vanishing pressure gradient) as long
as solutions exist at each step of the iteration. The dissipative and iterative schemes obtained in sections
6 and 7 may be regarded as alternative methods to the constrained minimizaition of the plasma energy
∫

Ω

(

B2

2µ0
+ P

γ−1

)

dV , where γ ≥ 0 is the adiabatic index, often used to numerically compute MHD equilibria

[32, 33].
Concluding remarks are given in section 8.

2 A reduced ideal MHD system for magnetic field turbulence in

plasmas with small currents and approximate flux surfaces

The aim of this section is to derive a reduction of the ideal MHD equations that determines the nonlinear
evolution of magnetic field turbulence within a plasma characterized by approximate flux surfaces. This
system should be appropriate to describe the confinement regime of a tokamak or a stellarator provided that
flux surfaces exist to some degree throughout time evolution. This statement will be made quantitatively
precise later.

We start by considering the ideal MHD equations (2) in a smooth bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
3. The

relationship between the pressure field P and the other field variables will be given later in the form of a
generalized Bernoulli principle. The relation between the electric field E and the other fields is given by a
generalized Ohm’s law following from the electron fluid momentum equation

mene
due

dt
= −ene (E + ue ×B)−∇Pe. (3)

Here, me, −e, ne (x, t), ue (x, t), and Pe (x, t) denote the electron mass, charge, number density, fluid velocity,
and pressure field, and we defined d/dt = ∂/∂t+ ue · ∇. Now recall that

u =
ui + δue

1 + δ
, ρ = min (1 + δ) , ue = u− ∇×B

eµ0 (1 + δ)n
, (4)
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where mi, δ = me/mi, ni, ui (x, t) are the ion mass, the electron to ion mass ratio, the ion number density,
and the ion fluid velocity, and we have assumed quasineutrality ni = ne = n. The electron momentum
equation (3) therefore gives the generalized Ohm’s law

E = B × u+
mi

eµ0ρ
(∇×B)×B +

mi (1 + δ)

eρ
∇Pe −

me

e

due

dt
. (5)

The closure of the MHD system (2) can thus be obtained by neglecting the last term involving the electron
inertia, and by a proper ansatz on the electron pressure Pe. Indeed, assuming a barotropic equation of state
for the electron pressure, Pe = Pe (ρ), we obtain

∇×E = ∇×
[(

κ

ρ
∇×B − u

)

×B

]

, (6)

with κ = mi/eµ0 a physical constant associated with the Hall effect. We also demand that the vector fields
u, B, and ∇×B, and the pressure P satisfy the boundary conditions

u · n = 0, B · n = 0, ∇×B · n = 0, P = constant on ∂Ω, (7)

where ∂Ω denotes the boundary of Ω and n the unit outward normal to ∂Ω. Notice in particular that the
boundary condition for ∇×B implies that there is no net current flow across the bounding surface ∂Ω, and it
is expected to hold true as long as both ue and ui are tangent to ∂Ω (recall equation (4)). We also emphasize
that the boundary conditions (7) describe what we expect from a physical standpoint. The set of boundary
conditions required for the existence of solutions will be described for each set of governing equations when
necessary.

Let ǫ > 0 denote a small ordering parameter, L ∼ Ω1/3 the characteristic size of the system (e.g. the
linear size of a stellarator), and T a reference time scale (for example, a small fraction of the confinement
time scale). Assuming ρ > 0, we start by considering the following ordering conditions

T

L
√
µ0ρ

B ∼ 1, (8a)

T

L
u ∼ T∇× u ∼ ǫ, (8b)

T√
µ0ρ

∇×B ∼ T 2

ρL2
P ∼ T

|u|
∂u

∂t
∼ T

ρ

∂ρ

∂t
∼ T

|B|
∂B

∂t
∼ T

|B|∇ ×E ∼ ǫ2 (8c)

Physically, these requirements describe a magnetized plasma regime with small flow and small electric current
and where the velocity field and the plasma density evolve slowly in response to the turbulent evolution of
the magnetic field, which is driven by the non-vanishing of ∇×E in equation (2b). This regime is relevant
for example within stellarators, which are designed to minimize internal flows and currents. Alternative
orderings leading to the same governing equations will be described at the end of this section. Later we
will also see that the smallness of ∇× E implies that the magnetic field is endowed with approximate flux
surfaces. Note that |B| /√µ0ρ is the Alfvén speed, and that the ordering (8) does not involve conditions on
the size of the typical particle number ρL3/mi. We now make the following ordering prescription,

T 3

L2
u ·

(

1

ρ
∇P +

1

2
∇u2

)

∼ ǫ4. (9)

When the density ρ = ρc ∈ R is constant this relationship can be satisfied through the Bernoulli principle
∇
(

P + ρcu
2/2 + h

)

= 0, where h is any function such that u · ∇h = 0. Hence, equation (9), which plays
a role analogous to an equation of state, can be interpreted as a generalized Bernoulli principle. Notice
also that equation (9) arises naturally from the plasma momentum equation (2a) when the system is steady
and the vorticity ∇× u and the electric current ∇×B are small (a regime that is particularly relevant for
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stellarators). Equations (6) and (9) and the ordering conditions (8) can then be used to reduce system (2)
to the leading order system

ρ (∇× u)× u =
1

µ0

(∇×B)×B −∇P − 1

2
ρ∇u2, (10a)

u ·
(

∇P +
1

2
ρ∇u2

)

=0, (10b)

∂B

∂t
=∇×

[(

u− κ

ρ
∇×B

)

×B

]

, (10c)

∇ · (ρu) =0, (10d)

∇ ·B =0. (10e)

Observe that in the limit u → 0 steady solutions of system (10) are described by the MHD equilibrium
equations (1) and a barotropic equation of state P = P (ρ). We also emphasize that, in addition to the
induction equation (10c) and the divergence-free condition (10e) for the magnetic field, system (10) com-
prises 5 other equations (momentum equation (10a), equation of state (10b), and continuity equation (10d))
involving 5 additional variables (u, ρ, P ). In particular, given the magnetic field B (x, t) at some instant t,
the 5 variables (u, ρ, P ) are determined by the 5 equations (10a), (10b), and (10d), which represent a first
order nonlinear system of PDEs.

In the following, we are concerned with non-vacuum configurations such that the electric current and the
magnetic field are not collinear, i.e. (∇×B)×B 6= 0. By dotting equation (10a) with u and using equation
(10b) we thus see that

u = α∇×B + βB, (11)

where α (x, t) and β (x, t) are functions determined by system (10), provided that it admits solutions. Equa-
tion (11) implies that the dominant contributions to the flow velocity u are either in the direction of the
electric current, or along the magnetic field itself.

Next, consider the ordering condition involving ∂B/∂t = −∇ ×E in (8) when the electric field is given
by the generalized Ohm’s law (6) and the velocity field has expression (11). It follows that for all t ≥ 0 there
exists a single valued function Ψ (x, t) such that

T 2

L2
√
µ0ρ0

[(

α− κ

ρ

)

(∇×B)×B − ǫ

T
∇Ψ

]

∼ ǫ2, (12)

where the factor ǫ/T in front of Ψ emphasizes the fact that Ψ scales asB ∼ L−2Ψ and that it has dimensions of
magnetic flux, and ρ0 ∈ R, ρ0 > 0, denotes a reference mass density. Equation (12) implies that the magnetic
field possesses approximate flux surfaces defined by level sets of Ψ. Recalling the boundary conditions (7),
from (12) we must also have

n = ± (∇×B)×B

|(∇×B)×B| = ± ∇Ψ

|∇Ψ| + o (ǫ) on ∂Ω, (13)

where in this notation the sign ± depends on the orientation of (∇×B) ×B on ∂Ω. Taking the square of
both sides of this equation shows that o (ǫ) = 0 on ∂Ω. Hence,

n = ± ∇Ψ

|∇Ψ| on ∂Ω, (14)

This result also implies that Ψ is constant on ∂Ω.
Since the magnetic field is solenoidal, equation (12) is sufficient to infer that there exists a single valued

function Θ such that

B = ∇Ψ×∇Θ +
L

T

√
µ0ρ0 o (ǫ) , (15)
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in any sufficiently small neighborhood U ⊆ Ω provided that B is sufficiently regular (Lie-Darboux theorem
[34]). Note that the normalization factor L

√
µ0ρ0/T must be kept because in general both B and ρ0 can

be large (only the size of the ratio TB/L
√
µ0ρ is controlled by the ordering (8)). At leading order we may

therefore set
B = ∇Ψ ×∇Θ. (16)

The local nature of the Clebsch representation (16) can be overcome by allowing Θ to be a multi-valued
potential (angle-type variable). Substituting the Clebsch representation (16) into the third equation in
system (10) for magnetic field induction, defining

ξ = u− κ

ρ
∇×B, (17)

and using standard vector identities leads to

∇∂Ψ

∂t
×∇Θ+∇Ψ×∇∂Θ

∂t
= ∇ (ξ · ∇Θ)×∇Ψ−∇ (ξ · ∇Ψ)×∇Θ, (18)

This equation can be rearranged as

∇
(

∂Ψ

∂t
+ ξ · ∇Ψ

)

×∇Θ = ∇
(

∂Θ

∂t
+ ξ · ∇Θ

)

×∇Ψ. (19)

If B 6= 0, the vector fields ∇Ψ and ∇Θ are linearly independent. Therefore, by dotting this equation by ∇Ψ
and ∇Θ one finds

∂Ψ

∂t
+ ξ · ∇Ψ =f (Ψ,Θ) , (20a)

∂Θ

∂t
+ ξ · ∇Θ =g (Ψ,Θ) , (20b)

where f (Ψ,Θ) and g (Ψ,Θ) are functions of Ψ and Θ such that ∂f/∂Ψ = −∂g/∂Θ. Next, observe that the
first (momentum) equation in the MHD system (10) implies that equilibria without flow satisfy

∂P0

∂Ψ
∇Ψ+

∂P0

∂Θ
∇Θ =

1

µ0

(∇×B)×B =
1

µ0

[(∇×B · ∇Θ)∇Ψ− (∇×B · ∇Ψ)∇Θ] , (21)

with P0 = P0 (Ψ,Θ) the pressure at the instant t = t0 in which the system is at equilibrium. Similarly, when
∂/∂t = 0 the induction equation (10c) implies that

A0 (∇×B)×B = A0µ0∇P0 = ∇Φ, (22)

for some function Φ and where A0 is the value of the function

A = α− κ

ρ
, (23)

at the instant t = t0. Equation (22) implies that A0 is a function of P0. Comparing these results with steady
states of (20), we find that at equilibrium

f0 = −µ0A0 (P0)
∂P0

∂Θ
, g0 = µ0A0 (P0)

∂P0

∂Ψ
. (24)

In order to fulfill the constraint ∂f0/∂Ψ = −∂g0/∂Θ, we demand that P0 = P0 (Ψ) so that f0 = 0 and
g0 = µ0A0 (P0) dP0/dΨ. The induction equation for the magnetic field can thus be written as

∂Ψ

∂t
+ ξ · ∇Ψ =0, (25a)

∂Θ

∂t
+ ξ · ∇Θ =µ0A0

dP0

dΨ
. (25b)
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Note that solutions of system (25) produce exact time-dependent solutions of system (10) such that steady
states without flow have pressure P0 (Ψ) and A0 = A0 (P0). Using equation (11), the vector field ξ can be
written as

ξ = A∇×B + βB. (26)

Recalling the Clebsch representation (16), system (25) can be equivalently expressed as

∂Ψ

∂t
+A∇ · [∇Ψ× (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] =0, (27a)

∂Θ

∂t
−A∇ · [∇Θ× (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] =µ0A0

dP0

dΨ
. (27b)

The two equations appearing in (27) can be regarded as a dynamical system which determines the nonlinear
evolution of the magnetic field. Here, the function A is evaluated through α, ρ, and P , which are determined
from the solution of the equations (10a), (10b), and (10d) for the variables (u, ρ, P ).

A simple closure of system (27) can be obtained through the following reasoning. Suppose that we are
interested in knowing the evolution of the magnetic field around some equilibrum (1) that we have obtained
at some instant t = t0, for example, within a stellarator. At t = t0 the electric field is irrotational since
0 = ∂tB = −∇×E. Recalling (6) we have (22) so that A is a function of P . Furthermore, we may identify
the flux function with the equilibrium pressure field, P0 = λΨ with λ ∈ R a constant bearing units of pressure
over magnetic flux, without loss of generality. When the system is perturbed at some t = t1, we may consider
a regime in which the fields u, ρ, and P react passively to changes in the magnetic field so that the functional
form of α, ρ, and P is preserved for t ≥ t1. This amounts to assuming relations of the type

A = A0 (P0) = A0 (Ψ) ∀t ≥ t0. (28)

Then, system (27) reduces to an independent nonlinear system of two coupled PDEs for the variables Ψ and
Θ,

∂Ψ

∂t
+A0 (Ψ)∇ · [∇Ψ × (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] =0, (29a)

∂Θ

∂t
−A0 (Ψ)∇ · [∇Θ × (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] =µ0λA0 (Ψ) . (29b)

A possible choice of boundary conditions for this closed dynamical system is

Ψ = constant, ∇Θ · n = 0 on ∂Ω. (30)

Notice that while these boundary conditions are compatible with B · n = 0 and P = constant on ∂Ω, they
do not necessarily imply ∇ × B · n = 0 on ∂Ω. We also observe that since in general Θ is a multi-valued
(angle) variable, for computational purposes it may be convenient to perform a change of variables. For
example, if Ω is a toroidal volume spanned by coordinates (ζ, µ, ν) where level sets of ζ define nested toroidal
surfaces within Ω and µ, ν are toroidal and poloidal angles, one may set Θ = Mµ+Nν + χ with M and N
integers, and consider system (29) in terms of Ψ and χ, where χ (x, t) is a single-valued function satisfying
∇χ · n = − (M∇µ+N∇ν) · n on ∂Ω.

In the following, we shall focus our attention on the derived dynamical systems (10) and (27) and, in
particular, on the model system (29). Finally, we observe that while the ordering (8) was considered for its
relevance in stellarator applications, the same governing equations (10), (27), and (29) can be obtained under
more general orderings. For example,

T

L
√
µ0ρ

B ∼ T

L
u ∼ T∇× u ∼ T√

µ0ρ
∇×B ∼ T 2

ρL2
P ∼ 1, (31a)

T

|u|
∂u

∂t
∼ T

ρ

∂ρ

∂t
∼ T

|B|
∂B

∂t
∼ T

|B|
∇×E ∼ T 3

L2
u ·

(

1

ρ
∇P +

1

2
∇u2

)

∼ ǫ. (31b)
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3 Conservation laws and relaxed states

In this section we first discuss the invariants of systems (10), (27), and (29). Then, these invariants are
used to construct a variational principle describing steady configurations of system (29). These steady states
correspond to MHD equilibria (1) and can be understood as the result of a constrained relaxation process in
which the weakest invariant is dissipated while the others are kept constant.

3.1 Conservation of magnetic energy, helicity, and flux

System (10) is endowed with invariants. To see this, first observe that the induction equation therein can be
written as

∂B

∂t
= ∇× [A (∇×B)×B] , (32)

where we used (11) and (23). The magnetic energy of the system is given by

MΩ =
1

2µ0

∫

Ω

B2 dV. (33)

From (32), it follows that

dMΩ

dt
=

1

µ0

∫

∂Ω

A [(∇×B)×B]×B · n dS =
1

µ0

∫

Ω

A
[

(B · ∇ ×B)B −B2∇×B
]

· n dS = 0, (34)

where we have used the boundary conditions (7). This shows that the magnetic energy MΩ is an invariant
of system (10). Let us verify that MΩ is also an invariant of the reduced systems (27) and (29) under the
first boundary condition in (30), i.e. Ψ = constant on ∂Ω. Noting that ∂Ψ/∂t = −A∇×B · ∇Ψ = 0 as well
as n×∇Ψ = 0 on ∂Ω, and that ∂Θ/∂t is single-valued, we have

dMΩ

dt
=

1

µ0

∫

Ω

(

∂Ψ

∂t
∇×B · ∇Θ − ∂Θ

∂t
∇×B · ∇Ψ

)

dV = −λ

∫

Ω

A0 (Ψ)∇×B · ∇Ψ dV

=− λ

∫

∂Ω

A0 (Ψ)B ×∇Ψ · n dS = 0.

(35)

Next, consider the magnetic helicity

KΩ =
1

2

∫

Ω

A ·B dV, (36)

where A (x, t) is a single-valued vector potential such that B = ∇×A. We have

dKΩ

dt
=

∫

∂Ω

{

1

2
A× ∂A

∂t
+A [(∇×B)×B]×A

}

· n dS

=

∫

∂Ω

{

1

2
A× ∂A

∂t
+A [(A · ∇ ×B)B − (A ·B)∇×B]

}

· n dS =
1

2

∫

∂Ω

A× ∂A

∂t
· n dS.

(37)

On the other hand, the induction equation (32) implies that

∂A

∂t
=

∂q

∂t
+A (∇×B)×B, (38)

where q (x, t) ∈ ker (curl), i.e. ∇× q = 0. Due to gauge freedom, the vector field q can be absorbed in the
definition of A without loss of generality so that at the boundary we have

∂A

∂t
× n = A [(∇×B)×B]× n = 0 on ∂Ω, (39)

8



where we used the boundary conditions (7). Hence, the magnetic helicity KΩ is an invariant of system (10).
The magnetic helicity KΩ is also an invariant of (27) and (29) under the boundary condition Ψ = constant

on ∂Ω. However, it degenerates to a trivial invariant KΩ = 0 when ∂Ω is connected [35]. To see this, consider
the single-valued vector potential

A = q0 (x) + Ψ∇Θ, (40)

with q0 (x) ∈ ker (curl) a time-independent gauge vector field such that ∇× q0 = 0. We have

KΩ =
1

2

∫

Ω

q0 · ∇Ψ×∇Θ dV =
1

2

∫

∂Ω

Ψ∇Θ× q0 · n dS, (41)

as well as

dKΩ

dt
=

1

2

∫

Ω

q0 ·
(

∇∂Ψ

∂t
×∇Θ +∇Ψ×∇∂Θ

∂t

)

dV =
1

2

∫

∂Ω

(

∂Ψ

∂t
∇Θ× q0 +

∂Θ

∂t
q0 ×∇Ψ

)

·n dS = 0, (42)

where in the last passage we used the fact that ∂Ψ/∂t = −A∇ ×B · ∇Ψ = 0 on ∂Ω due to the boundary
conditions (30), the fact that ∂Θ/∂t is single-valued, and the fact that n×∇Ψ = 0 on ∂Ω. This shows that
the magnetic helicity KΩ defined in equation (41) is an invariant of both systems (27) and (29). However, if
the boundary ∂Ω is a connected surface (e.g. the boundary of a solid toroidal volume), equation (41) can be
written as

KΩ =
1

2
Ψe

∫

Ω

∇ · (∇Θ× q0) dV = 0, (43)

where Ψ|∂Ω = Ψe ∈ R is the boundary value of Ψ. This shows that the magnetic helicity KΩ becomes a
trivial invariant whenever ∂Ω defines a connected surface. Nevertheless, KΩ is nontrivial when ∂Ω is not a
connected surface (such as when ∂Ω is the boundary of a hollow toroidal volume).

Now consider the functional

FΩ =

∫

Ω

f (Ψ) dV, (44)

where f is any function of Ψ. When f = Ψ, FΩ is the total magnetic flux

FΩ =

∫

Ω

Ψ dV. (45)

On the other hand, recall that system (27) corresponds to the induction equation of system (10) under the
assumption (12) regarding the existence of approximate flux surfaces. Therefore, the rate of change of FΩ

following from system (27) is given by

dFΩ

dt
=

∫

Ω

df

dΨ
{−A∇ · [∇Ψ× (∇Θ×∇Ψ)]} dV = −

∫

Ω

[∇A · ∇f × (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] dV. (46)

When A = A0 (Ψ) this integral identically vanishes. This shows that the functional FΩ is an invariant of (29).
It should be emphasized that the conservation of FΩ is, in general, a property that is favorable to plasma
confinement. Indeed, if we regard the density ρ ≈ ρ (Ψ) as a function of the magnetic flux, conservation
of total particle number

∫

Ω
ρ (Ψ) dV implies, for example, that large migrations of particles from regions of

large Ψ to regions of low Ψ cannot occur without breaking the constancy of the density weighted magnetic
flux

∫

Ω
ρ (Ψ)Ψ dV .

The invariants of systems (10) and (29) are summarized in table 1 and 2 respectively.

3.2 Steady states and relaxation

In the remaining part of this section we restrict our attention to the variational formulation of steady states
associated with the model system (29). From a physical standpoint one expects equilibrium states to corre-
spond to critical points of an energy functional. In the present setting, the energy involved is that associated
with the magnetic field B = ∇Ψ ×∇Θ. Here, we consider the target functional

WΩ = MΩ − λFΩ =

∫

Ω

[

B2

2µ0

− λf (Ψ)

]

dV =

∫

Ω

[

1

2µ0

|∇Ψ×∇Θ|2 − λf (Ψ)

]

dV, (47)
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Invariant Expression Field Conditions Boundary Conditions

Magnetic energy MΩ
1

2µ0

∫

Ω
B2dV B · n = 0, ∇×B · n = 0

Magnetic helicity KΩ
1

2

∫

Ω
A ·B dV ∂q

∂t = ∂A
∂t −A (∇×B)×B = 0 B · n = 0, ∇×B · n = 0

Table 1: Invariants of system (10). Field conditions for the conservation of magnetic helicity KΩ specify the
gauge ∂q/∂t of the vector potential A.

Invariant Expression Field Conditions Boundary Conditions

Magnetic energy MΩ
1

2µ0

∫

Ω
B2dV B = ∇Ψ×∇Θ Ψ = constant

Magnetic helicity KΩ
1

2

∫

Ω
A ·B dV B = ∇Ψ×∇Θ, A = q0 +Ψ∇Θ

Ψ = constant,
∂Ω not connected

Magnetic flux FΩ

∫

Ω
f (Ψ) dV B = ∇Ψ×∇Θ Ψ = constant

Table 2: Invariants of system (29). The magnetic helicity KΩ degenerates to a trivial invariant KΩ = 0 when
∂Ω is a connected surface.

Note that WΩ comprises the magnetic energy MΩ and the functional of the magnetic flux FΩ, which are
invariants of system (29). In practice, non-ideal processes involving dissipation result in faster violation
of ideal invariants that include higher order derivatives of the dynamical variables [20]. Hence, we expect
equilibrium states to be the result of the minimization by dissipation of MΩ under the constraint of preserved
magnetic flux FΩ. The constant λ thus plays the role of a Langrange multiplier. The relaxation scenario
described above is analogous to so-called Taylor relaxation in which a Beltrami state is produced as a result
of a dissipation process in which magnetic energy is minimized under the constraint of magnetic helicity [18].
Notice also that Taylor relaxation can be expected in the context of system (10), whose invariants include
the magnetic energy MΩ and the magnetic helicity KΩ.

One can verify [36, 37] that setting to zero the first variation of the functional WΩ with respect to Ψ and
Θ under the assumption that δΨ and δΘ identically vanish on the boundary, or δΨ = 0 and Ψ = constant
on the boundary, gives the system of equations

∇ · [∇Θ × (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] = −λµ0

df

dΨ
, (48a)

∇ · [∇Ψ × (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] = 0, (48b)

which are equivalent to the MHD equilibrium equations (1) with pressure P = λf upon substitution of
B = ∇Ψ × ∇Θ. Notice also that solutions of (48) give steady solutions of (29) when the choice f = Ψ is
made.

4 Hamiltonian structure

The aim of this section is to show that the model system (29) is endowed with a Hamiltonian structure. This
property will later be used to discuss the nonlinear stability of steady solutions.

Let δF/δΨ denote the functional derivative of the functional F : X → R on the state space X with respect
to Ψ ∈ X. We have

Proposition 1. System (29) is a Hamiltonian system with Poisson bracket

{F,G} = µ0

∫

Ω

A0 (Ψ)

(

δF

δΨ

δG

δΘ
− δF

δΘ

δG

δΨ

)

dV, (49)

and Hamiltonian

HΩ =

∫

Ω

(

1

2µ0

|∇Ψ×∇Θ|2 − λΨ

)

dV. (50)
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To verify proposition 1, first recall that in a Hamiltonian system the evolution of a physical observable F ∈ X
∗

satisfies the equation of motion
∂F

∂t
= {F,HΩ} , (51)

where X is a vector space, X∗ the set of differentiable functionals F : X → R, and HΩ ∈ X
∗ the Hamiltonian,

and the Poisson bracket {◦, ◦} : X∗×X
∗ → X

∗ satisfies the axioms of bilinearity, alternativity, antisymmetry,
Leibniz rule, and Jacobi identity,

{aF + bG,H} = a {F,H}+ b {G,H} , {F, aG+ bH} = a {F,G}+ b {F,H} , (52a)

{F, F } = 0, (52b)

{F,G} = −{G,F } , (52c)

{FG,H} = {F,H}G+ F {G,H} , (52d)

{F, {G,H}}+ {G, {H,F}}+ {H, {F,G}} = 0, (52e)

∀a, b ∈ R and F,G,H ∈ X
∗. For completeness, we remark that antisymmetry (52c) follows from bilinearity

(52a) and alternativity (52b) by evaluation of {F +G,F +G}. The Leibniz rule (52d) ensures that the
Poisson bracket acts as a differential operator, while the Jacobi identity (52e) assigns the Lie-algebra structure.

In the present setting, the state space X denotes the function space to which the dynamical variables Ψ
and Θ of system (29) belong, while X

∗ represents the vector space of differentiable functionals of Ψ and Θ.
Below, we show that system (29) can be cast in the noncanonical Hamiltonian form

∂Ψ

∂t
= {Ψ, HΩ} = µ0A0 (Ψ)

δHΩ

δΘ
, (53a)

∂Θ

∂t
= {Θ, HΩ} = −µ0A0 (Ψ)

δHΩ

δΨ
. (53b)

To see this, let us first verify that the bracket (49) correctly generates system (29). We have

∂Ψ

∂t
= {Ψ, HΩ} = µ0

∫

Ω

A0δ (x− x′)
δHΩ

δΘ
dV = −A0∇ · [∇Ψ × (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] , (54)

where we have assumed that variations δΘ vanish on the boundary ∂Ω when evaluating δHΩ/δΘ. The same
result can be obtained by setting Ψ = constant on ∂Ω instead of δΘ = 0 on ∂Ω. Similarly,

∂Θ

∂t
= {Θ, HΩ} = −µ0

∫

Ω

A0δ (x− x′)
δHΩ

δΨ
dV = A0∇ · [∇Ψ× (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] + µ0λA0, (55)

where we have assumed that variations δΨ vanish on the boundary ∂Ω when evaluating δHΩ/δΨ. This shows
that the bracket (49) generates system (29) according to (53).

We are now left with the task of verifying that the bracket (49) satisfies the Poisson bracket axioms
(52). The verification of bilinearity (52a), alternativity (52b), antisymmetry (52c), and Leibniz rule (52d)
is immediate. Denoting with � summation of even permutations, and introducing the simplified notation
FΨ = δF/δΨ for functional derivatives, the Jacobi identity (52e) can be evaluated as

{F, {G,H}}+ �=µ2
0

∫

Ω

A0

{

FΨ

δ

δΘ

[
∫

Ω

A0 (GΨHΘ −GΘHΨ) dV

]}

dV

− µ2
0

∫

Ω

A0

{

FΘ

δ

δΨ

[
∫

Ω

A0 (GΨHΘ −GΘHΨ) dV

]}

dV+ �

=− µ2
0

∫

Ω

A0

dA0

dΨ
FΘ (GΨHΘ −GΘHΨ) dV+ �

=0,

(56)

where we used the fact that terms involving second order functional derivatives [21, 22, 23] of F , G, and H
and terms containing dA0/dΨ cancel upon summation of even permutations. Equation (56) shows that the
bracket (49) also satisfies the Jacobi identity, and thus it is a Poisson bracket.
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5 Remarks on the nonlinear stability of steady solutions

Let χ = (Ψ,Θ) ∈ X denote a point in the space of solutions X of system (29). The Hamiltonian nature of
system (29) implies that critical points of the Hamiltonian HΩ, i.e. points χ0 = (Ψ0,Θ0) ∈ X such that the
first variation of HΩ vanishes,

δHΩ [χ0] = 0, (57)

correspond to steady states of system (29). Indeed, at χ0 both δHΩ/δΨ and δHΩ/δΘ vanish, implying that
∂Ψ/∂t = ∂Θ/∂t = 0 (recall equation (53)). Information on the stability of a critical point χ0 can be gained
with the aid of conservation of energy if norms ||·||

1
: X → R and ||·||

2
: X → R and positive real constants

C, C′ can be found such that

C ||χ (t)− χ0||21 ≤ |HΩ [χ (t)]−HΩ [χ0]| = |HΩ [χ (0)]−HΩ [χ0]| ≤ C′ ||χ (0)− χ0||22 ∀t ≥ 0. (58)

Here, the simplified notation χ (t) = χ (x, t) has been used. Note that if equation (58) holds, then a solution
χ of system (29) that initially differs from the critical point χ0 by the amount δχ0 = χ (0) − χ0 remains
close to χ0 at all later times t ≥ 0 as prescribed by the norms ||·||

1
and ||·||

2
. Usually, ||·||

1
and ||·||

2
satisfy

the norm axioms, and assign a topology to the state space X. However, this requirement can be relaxed
by demanding ||·||

1
and ||·||

2
to be positive real valued functions that provide some measure of the distance

between two points in some subspace of the state space X. Furthermore, it is common to have a single
distance function ||·|| = ||·||

1
= ||·||

2
. Using the expression (50) for the Hamiltonian HΩ and the boundary

conditions δΨ = δΘ = 0 on ∂Ω or δΨ = 0 and Ψ = constant on ∂Ω, one finds that

µ0HΩ [Ψ + δΨ,Θ+ δΘ]− µ0HΩ [Ψ,Θ] =

−
∫

Ω

{δΘ∇ · [∇Ψ× (∇Θ ×∇Ψ)] + δΨ∇ · [∇Θ× (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] + µ0λδΨ} dV

+

∫

Ω

[

1

2
(∇Ψ×∇δΘ+∇δΨ×∇Θ)

2
+∇Ψ×∇Θ · ∇δΨ ×∇δΘ

]

dV

+

∫

Ω

(∇Ψ×∇δΘ · ∇δΨ×∇δΘ+∇δΨ ×∇Θ · ∇δΨ ×∇δΘ) dV

+
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇δΨ×∇δΘ|2 dV.

(59)

Due to the presence of second order and third order terms in the variations δΨ and δΘ without a definite sign,
the difference (59) cannot be used to define the functions ||·||

1
and ||·||

2
in general. However, the situation is

different if we consider perturbations that involve only one of the Clebsch potentials Ψ and Θ, i.e. if either
δΨ or δΘ vanishes. In particular, we have the following

Proposition 2. Critical points χ0 = (Ψ0,Θ0) of system (29) are nonlinearly stable against perturbations of

Ψ0 in the distance ||Ψ||2
Θ
= 1

2

∫

Ω
|∇Ψ ×∇Θ|2 dV . In particular, for all t ≥ 0

||Ψ(t)−Ψ0||2Θ0
=

1

2µ0

∫

Ω

|∇ (Ψ (t)−Ψ0)×∇Θ0|2 dV = |HΩ [Ψ (t) ,Θ0]−HΩ [Ψ0,Θ0]|

= |HΩ [Ψ (0) ,Θ0]−HΩ [Ψ0,Θ0]| =
1

2µ0

∫

Ω

|∇ (Ψ (0)−Ψ0)×∇Θ0|2 dV = ||Ψ(0)−Ψ0||2Θ0
.

(60)

The proof of proposition 2 follows by evaluating the difference (59) for δΘ = 0. Similarly,

Proposition 3. Critical points χ0 = (Ψ0,Θ0) of system (29) are nonlinearly stable against perturbations of

12



Θ0 in the distance ||Θ||2
Ψ
= 1

2

∫

Ω
|∇Ψ ×∇Θ|2 dV . In particular, for all t ≥ 0

||Θ(t)−Θ0||2Ψ0
=

1

2µ0

∫

Ω

|∇Ψ0 ×∇ (Θ (t)−Θ0)|2 dV = |HΩ [Ψ0,Θ(t)]−HΩ [Ψ0,Θ0]|

= |HΩ [Ψ0,Θ(0)]−HΩ [Ψ0,Θ0]| =
1

2µ0

∫

Ω

|∇Ψ0 ×∇ (Θ (0)−Θ0)|2 dV = ||Θ(0)−Θ0||2Ψ0
.

(61)

Again, the proof of proposition 3 follows by evaluation of the difference (59) for δΨ = 0.

We conclude this section by observing that the distance functions ||Ψ||2
Θ
and ||Θ||2

Ψ
behave as seminorms

due to the degeneracy brought by the cross product. For example, the distance function ||Ψ||2
Θ
is degenerate

since ||Ψ||2
Θ
= ||Ψ+ g (Θ)||2

Θ
for any function g (Θ). Such degeneracy can be removed by restricting the state

space X to include only those functions Ψ such that
∫

ΣΘ

Ψ dS = 0 where ΣΘ = {x ∈ Ω : Θ (x) = c ∈ R} is

a level set of Θ with surface element dS. Then, ||Ψ||2
Θ

= 0 if and only if Ψ = g (Θ). On the other hand,
∫

ΣΘ

Ψ dS = g (Θ)ΣΘ = 0 if and only if g = 0. Alternatively, one may simply interpret propositions 2 and 3 as

constraints on the size of ∇ (Ψ (t)−Ψ0) and ∇ (Θ (t)−Θ0) across ∇Θ0 and ∇Ψ0 respectively (the gradients
of the variations are constrained on the submanifolds defined by level sets of Θ0 and Ψ0).

6 Construction of MHD equilibria by double bracket dissipation

In this section we are concerned with the following system of two nonlinear PDEs in Ω,

∂Ψ

∂t
=γA0∇ · [∇Θ × (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] + γµ0A0λ, (62a)

∂Θ

∂t
=σA0∇ · [∇Ψ × (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] , (62b)

subject to A0 (Ψ) > 0 and the boundary conditions (30) and where the positive constants γ, σ bear physical
units. System (62) has the following properties:

Proposition 4. Steady states of system (62) correspond to MHD equilibria

(∇×B)×B = µ0λ∇Ψ, ∇ ·B = 0, (63)

with B = ∇Ψ×∇Θ. Furthermore, the energy HΩ is progressively dissipated

dHΩ

dt
≤ 0 ∀t ≥ 0. (64)

Hence, if solutions (Ψ,Θ) exist in the limit t → +∞, they are nontrivial critical points of HΩ. We therefore
suggest that the dissipative system (62) can be applied to numerically compute MHD equilibria with nested
flux surfaces.

To prove proposition 4, let us first explain how system (62) is derived. Consider an n-dimensional
Hamiltonian system

żi = J ij ∂H

∂zj
i = 1, ..., n, (65)

where z =
(

z1, ..., zn
)

are the phase space coordinates, H = H (z) the Hamiltonian function (energy) of the
system, and J ij = −J ji, i, j = 1, ..., n, the components of the Poisson tensor J . The antisymmetry of J
ensures conservation of energy according to Ḣ = Hiż

i = J ijHiHj = 0. Here, the notation Hi = ∂H/∂zi

was used. Applying the Poisson tensor twice to the Hamiltonian H has the opposite effect: the dynamical
system

żi = J ijgjkJ kℓ ∂H

∂zℓ
, (66)
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where gjk = gkj are the components of a symmetric positive semi-definite covariant 2-tensor, dissipates the
energy H according to

Ḣ = −J ji ∂H

∂zi
gjkJ kℓ ∂H

∂zℓ
≤ 0, (67)

where the inequality follows from the positive semi-definiteness of the tensor g. The type of relaxation
described by system (66) is called ‘double bracket dissipation’ [28, 29], because it is obtained by repeated
application of the Poisson tensor J defining the Poisson bracket {f, g} = fiJ ijgj. Double bracket dissipation
can be used as an efficient method to compute nontrivial steady states of ideal dynamical systems such as
the Euler equations because the resulting equations preserve the Casimir invariants spanning the kernel of
the Poisson tensor [30, 31].

Now recall that system (29) has the Hamiltonian form (53), which can be equivalently written as

[

∂Ψ
∂t
∂Θ
∂t

]

= µ0A0 (Ψ)Js

[

δHΩ

δΨ
δHΩ

δΘ

]

= µ0A0 (Ψ)

[

0 1
−1 0

] [

δHΩ

δΨ
δHΩ

δΘ

]

, (68)

where

Js =

[

0 1
−1 0

]

, (69)

is the contravariant symplectic Poisson 2-tensor. Double bracket dissipation for system (68) can therefore be
obtained according to

[

∂Ψ
∂t
∂Θ
∂t

]

= µ0A0 (Ψ)JsΠJs

[

δHΩ

δΨ
δHΩ

δΘ

]

= µ0A0 (Ψ)

[

0 1
−1 0

] [

σ 0
0 γ

] [

0 1
−1 0

] [

δHΩ

δΨ
δHΩ

δΘ

]

, (70)

where the constant diagonal covariant 2-tensor

Π =

[

σ 0
0 γ

]

, (71)

which plays the role of g in eq. (66), serves the purpose of keeping the consistency of physical units. One
can verify that evaluation of (70) gives the anticipated system (62).

Let us now examine the main properties of system (62). Setting ∂Ψ/∂t = 0 and ∂Θ/∂t = 0 it is
immediately clear that the resulting solution (Ψ,Θ) is such that the magnetic field B = ∇Ψ × ∇Θ solves
equation (63). Now consider the rate of energy change,

dHΩ

dt
=

∫

Ω

[

1

µ0

∇Ψ×∇Θ ·
(

∇∂Ψ

∂t
×∇Θ+∇Ψ×∇∂Θ

∂t

)

− λ
∂Ψ

∂t

]

dV

=
1

µ0

∫

∂Ω

(

∂Ψ

∂t
∇Θ ×B +

∂Θ

∂t
B ×∇Ψ

)

· ndS

+
1

µ0

∫

Ω

(

∂Ψ

∂t
∇×B · ∇Θ − ∂Θ

∂t
∇×B · ∇Ψ

)

dV − λ

∫

Ω

∂Ψ

∂t
dV.

(72)

The boundary condition Ψ = constant on ∂Ω implies ∂Ψ/∂t = 0 there. Furthermore, recall that the unit
outward normal to ∂Ω satisfies n×∇Ψ = 0. Using (62) we thus find that

dHΩ

dt
=

1

µ0

∫

Ω

[

γA0 (µ0λ−∇×B · ∇Θ) (∇×B · ∇Θ)− σA0 (∇×B · ∇Ψ)
2
]

dV

− λ

∫

Ω

γA0 (µ0λ−∇×B · ∇Θ) dV

=− 1

µ0

∫

Ω

A0

[

γ (µ0λ−∇×B · ∇Θ)
2
+ σ (∇×B · ∇Ψ)

2
]

dV

=− 1

µ0

∫

Ω

A−1
0

[

γ

(

∂Ψ

∂t

)2

+ σ

(

∂Θ

∂t

)2
]

dV ≤ 0.

(73)
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In the last passage we used the hypothesis A0 (Ψ) , γ, σ > 0. This inequality shows that if the limit

lim
t→+∞

dHΩ

dt
= 0, (74)

exists, the corresponding solutions (Ψ∞,Θ∞) = limt→+∞ (Ψ,Θ) of the dissipative system (62) are nontrivial
solutions of (63). System (62) therefore provides a dynamical method to search for MHD equilibria that
correspond to critical points δHΩ [Ψ∞,Θ∞] = 0 of HΩ. Note that the key difference between the Hamiltonian
system (29) and the dissipative system (62) is that they allow the search for critical points in the state space
X along different directions. More precisely, in the former case if a steady solution is found it corresponds to
a critical point having the same value of HΩ as that associated with initial conditions due to conservation of
energy, while in the latter case steady solutions will exhibit a lower value of HΩ as a consequence of (73).

7 Construction of MHD equilibria by iteration

In this section we propose an iterative scheme to construct nontrivial MHD equilibria of the type (63) in Ω.
The iterative scheme is based on the observation that nontrivial steady solutions of system (29) are given by
the following system of 2 coupled PDEs for the Clebsch potentials (Ψ,Θ) in Ω:

∇ · [∇Ψ× (∇Θ×∇Ψ)] = 0, (75a)

∇ · [∇Θ× (∇Ψ×∇Θ)] = −µ0λ. (75b)

In general, taking 2 arbitrary functions (Ψ0,Θ0) ∈ X they will not solve system (75). The idea is to introduce
new Clebsch potentials Θ0,Ψ1,Θ1,Ψ2,Θ2, ...,Θi−1,Ψi, ... by iteratively solving equations (75a) and (75b) in
the volume Ω starting from some function Ψ0 (x), that is

∇ · [∇Ψ0 × (∇Θ0 ×∇Ψ0)] = 0, (76a)

∇ · [∇Θ0 × (∇Ψ1 ×∇Θ0)] = −µ0λ, (76b)

∇ · [∇Ψ1 × (∇Θ1 ×∇Ψ1)] = 0, (76c)

∇ · [∇Θ1 × (∇Ψ2 ×∇Θ1)] = −µ0λ, (76d)

∇ · [∇Ψ2 × (∇Θ2 ×∇Ψ2)] = 0, (76e)

... (76f)

∇ · [∇Θi−1 × (∇Ψi ×∇Θi−1)] = −µ0λ, (76g)

∇ · [∇Ψi × (∇Θi ×∇Ψi)] = 0, (76h)

... (76i)

and so on, so that limi→∞ (Θi−1,Ψi) = (Θ∞,Ψ∞) hopefully converges to a regular solution (Θ∞,Ψ∞) of
system (75). Here, we observe that the first equation in the iteration (76a) serves the purpose of determining
Θ0 (x) from the ‘initial condition’ Ψ0. In this context, a possible choice of boundary conditions is (30). The
following theorem states that, if at each step of the iteration solutions of a prescribed regularity exist, then
the iteration converges to a solution of (75) (and (63)) with the same regularity. More precisely we have

Theorem 1. Assume µ0λ 6= 0 and consider an iterative scheme in which equation (75a) and equation (75b)
are solved alternately in Ω

∇ · [∇Θi−1 × (∇Ψi ×∇Θi−1)] = −µ0λ, (77a)

∇ · [∇Ψi × (∇Θi ×∇Ψi)] = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, ..., (77b)

starting from a given pair (Θ0 (x) ,Ψ0 (x)) ∈ X such that

∇ · [∇Ψ0 × (∇Θ0 ×∇Ψ0)] = 0, (78)
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with ∇Ψ0×∇Θ0 6= 0. Suppose that during the iteration solutions exist and are nontrivial, i.e. ∇Ψi×∇Θi 6= 0

for i ≥ 1. Further assume that the limit

(Θ∞,Ψ∞) = lim
i→+∞

(Θi−1,Ψi) , (79)

exists. Then, the pair (Θ∞,Ψ∞) solves equation (75). Furthermore, the vector field B = ∇Ψ∞ × ∇Θ∞

defines a nontrivial MHD equilibrium solving equation (63).

Proof. Wemust show that the iteration procedure described above converges to the desired solution (Θ∞,Ψ∞)
of (75). We begin by noting that when a solution Ψi of equation (77a) is found, the quantity

Ψ̃i = Ψi −
∫

Ω

Ψi dV, (80)

is also a solution of (77a). Therefore, we can restrict the space of solutions X to those pairs (Θi−1,Ψi) such
that

∫

Ω

Ψi dV = 0. (81)

Next, we define

Hij = HΩ [Ψi,Θj] =

∫

Ω

(

1

2µ0

|∇Ψi ×∇Θj |2 − λΨi

)

dV ≥ 0, i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, ..., (82)

where (Ψi,Θj) ∈ X, i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, ..., are determined in Ω iteratively according to equation (77), and the
last inequality follows from the property (81). Next, observe that setting Ψ = Ψ1, Θ = Θ0, δΨ = Ψ0 − Ψ1,
and δΘ = 0 from equation (59) one has

H00 −H10 =
1

2µ0

∫

Ω

|∇δΨ×∇Θ0|2 dV ≥ 0. (83)

Suppose that H00 −H10 = 0. Then, Ψ1 = Ψ0 + f (Θ0) for some function f of Θ0. This implies that we have
found a nontrivial solution of system (75) given by Θ = Θ0 and Ψ = Ψ0. This solution also defines an MHD
equilibrium (63) with B = ∇Ψ0 ×∇Θ0. Indeed, Θ0 is, by construction, a solution of (78), while

∇ · [∇Θ0 × (∇Ψ1 ×∇Θ0)] = ∇ · [∇Θ0 × (∇Ψ0 ×∇Θ0)] = −µ0λ. (84)

We may therefore restrict our attention to the case H00 > H10. In a similar manner, one finds

H10 −H11 =
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇Ψ1 ×∇δΘ|2 dV ≥ 0, (85)

with δΘ = Θ0 −Θ1. Again, the case H10 = H11 gives a nontrivial solution B = ∇Ψ1 ×∇Θ0 of system (75)
since Θ1 = Θ0 + g (Ψ1) for some smooth function g (Ψ1). Indeed,

∇ · [∇Θ0 × (∇Ψ1 ×∇Θ0)] = −µ0λ (86a)

∇ · [∇Ψ1 × (∇Θ1 ×∇Ψ1)] = ∇ · [∇Ψ1 × (∇Θ0 ×∇Ψ1)] = 0. (86b)

Hence, either one finds a solution, or H00 > H10 > H11. Repeating this procedure one may therefore
construct a decreasing sequence

H00 > H10 > H11 > H21 > H22 > ... > 0, (87)

where the last inequality follows from the fact at each step of the iteration solutions are nontrivial (in
particular ∇Ψi ×∇Θi 6= 0 by hypothesis while ∇Ψi ×∇Θi−1 6= 0 since µ0λ 6= 0 for all i ≥ 1). As explained
above, the decreasing sequence may be interrupted if two contiguous steps possess the same energy, implying
that a solution has been found after a finite number of iterations.
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Next, consider the pair (Θi−1,Ψi). We may quantify the degree at which (Θi−1,Ψi) fails to be a solution
of system (75) through the functional

∆Hi = Hii−1 −Hii =
1

2µ0

∫

Ω

|∇δΘi ×∇Ψi|2 dV ≥ 0, (88)

where δΘi = Θi−1 − Θi. Indeed, when ∆Hi = 0, one has δΘi = g (Ψi) for some smooth function g (Ψi).
Hence,

∇ · [∇Θi−1 × (∇Ψi ×∇Θi−1)] = −µ0λ, (89a)

∇ · [∇Ψi × (∇Θi−1 ×∇Ψi)] = ∇ · [∇Ψi × (∇Θi ×∇Ψi)] = 0. (89b)

Now suppose that many iterations (77) are carried out, and that at each step i the functional ∆Hi is evaluated.
We claim that

lim
i→∞

∆Hi = 0. (90)

To see this, first note that ∆Hi < H00 < +∞ by construction. Next, let ∆Hn ∈ (0, H00) denote the value of
∆Hi at the nth iteration. Evidently, the number of times ∆Hi can be equal to or exceed ∆Hn is limited to
be at most the natural number N such that N < H00/∆Hn ≤ N+1. Hence, after a sufficiently large number
m of iterations we must have ∆Hi < ∆Hn for all i ≥ m > n. Now suppose that although the sequence ∆Hi

is decreasing, its limit inferior does not reach zero, i.e.

lim inf
i→∞

∆Hi = δ > 0, (91)

for some δ ∈ R. However, this is a contradiction, since one can always find a natural number M such that
Mδ > H00. We must therefore conclude that

lim inf
i→∞

∆Hi = 0, (92)

In particular, this implies that there exists some sufficiently large number of iterations s such that 0 ≤ ∆Hs ≤
ǫ for any arbitrarily small ǫ > 0. By the same argument as above, if ∆Hs > 0 the sequence ∆Hi can equal
or exceed ∆Hs a finite number of times after which

lim sup
i→∞

∆Hi = ∆Hs ≤ ǫ. (93)

The limit of the sequence ∆Hi therefore belongs to [0, ǫ] for any arbitrarily small ǫ > 0. Equation (90) thus
follows. This result implies

lim
i→∞

|∇δΘi ×∇Ψi|2 = 0. (94)

Recalling (79), it follows that limi→∞ δΘi = g (Ψ∞). We therefore find

lim
i→∞

∇ · [∇Θi−1 × (∇Ψi ×∇Θi−1)] = −µ0λ, (95a)

lim
i→∞

∇ · [∇Ψi × (∇Θi−1 ×∇Ψi)] = lim
i→∞

∇ · [∇Ψi × (∇Θi ×∇Ψi)] = 0. (95b)

Hence, the pair
(Θ∞,Ψ∞) = lim

i→∞

(Θi−1,Ψi) , (96)

defines a solution of system (75). Furthermore, µ0λ 6= 0 in (75) implies that the vector fieldB = ∇Ψ∞×∇Θ∞

is non-vanishing and that it is a solution of the MHD equilibrium equations (63).
Finally, we observe that if a solution (Θn−1,Ψn) of system (75) is found after a finite number of iterations

n, successive iterations will simply return the same solution, e.g. (Θn,Ψn+1) = (Θn−1,Ψn). Hence, in this
case (Θ∞,Ψ∞) = (Θn−1,Ψn).
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Remark 1. If Ω is a hollow toroidal volume with boundary ∂Ω corresponding to 2 distinct level sets of a
smooth function Ψ0 ∈ C∞ (Ω), with ∇Ψ0 6= 0 in Ω, and if level sets of Ψ0 foliate Ω with nested toroidal
surfaces, theorem 1 of [37] ensures that equation (78) always has a nontrivial solution Θ0 such that ∇Ψ0 ×
∇Θ0 6= 0. Furthermore, the angle variable Θ0 is not unique, but solutions exist in the form Θ0 = Mµ+Nν+
χ0, where µ, ν are toroidal and poloidal angle variables, the integers M,N determine the rotational transform
of the vector field ∇Ψ0×∇Θ0, and the function χ0 (x) is single-valued. The same result applies when solving
for Θi at any step (77b) of the iteration provided that Ψi satisfies the same properties listed above for Ψ0 in
Ω.

Remark 2. An argument analogous to that used in the proof of theorem 1 in [37] shows that for a given
angle variable Θi−1 in (77a), a solution Ψi can be obtained by reducing equation (77a) to a 2-dimensional
elliptic equation on each level set of Θi−1 and by joining solutions corresponding to adjacent level sets.

Remark 3. In light of remarks 1 and 2 above, if one could show that at each step of the iteration the solutions
Θi−1 and Ψi, i ≥ 1 preserve their properties (in particular, Θi remains an angle variable and Ψi foliates the
domain with nested toroidal surfaces) then, combining this result with theorem 1 proved in this section, one
would have obtained a proof of the existence of MHD equilibria (63) in hollow toroidal volumes of arbitrary
shape. In such construction, although no control is available on the form of the flux surfaces Ψ∞ within Ω,
one can conjecture that, if they exist, solutions B = ∇Ψ∞ ×∇Θ∞ with different rotational transforms can
be obtained by appropriate choice of the integers M,N mentioned in remark 1.

8 Concluding remarks

In this study, starting from the ideal MHD equations (2) and with the aid of Clebsch potentials, we derived
a reduced set of equations (10), (27), as well as (29) describing the nonlinear evolution of magnetic field tur-
bulence in proximity of MHD equilibria (1). The ordering (8) used to arrive at these equations is appropriate
for a plasma with small flow, small electric current, approximate flux surfaces, and slow time variation. This
setting is expected to be relevant for stellarator plasmas. The same governing equations can be obtained
under the more general ordering (31) in which both the plasma flow and the electric current are not small.
We showed that the reduced equations possess invariants. In particular, the closed system (29) preserves
magnetic energy, magnetic helicity, and total magnetic flux under suitable boundary and gauge conditions.
Furthermore, it exhibits a noncanonical Hamiltonian structure with Poisson bracket (49) and Hamiltonian
(50) (proposition 1 of section 4). Such Hamiltonian structure can be used to examine the stability properties
of steady solutions: we found that MHD equilibria (63) are nonlinearly stable against perturbations involving
a single Clebsch potential in the sense of propositions 2 and 3 of section 5. The Hamiltonian structure can
also be applied to obtain a dissipative dynamical system (62) with the property that the Hamiltonian of the
system is progressively dissipated as described by proposition 4 of section 6. System (62), which comprises
two coupled diffusion equations for the Clebsch potentials, thus provides a dynamical method to compute
nontrivial MHD equilibria (63) by minimizing the Hamiltonian (50). We further proposed a second scheme
to compute MHD equilibria (63) based on the iterative solution of the two coupled equations (75). Here,
theorem 1 shows that, if solutions exists at each step of the iteration, the process must converge toward a
solution of system (75) and thus to a nontrivial MHD equilibrium of the type (63).

The reduced equations derived in the present paper can be regarded as a toy model of turbulence that
can be useful to assess dynamical accessibility and stability of MHD equilibria in physically relevant regimes.
Furthermore, they provide two practical approaches (a dissipative one and an iterative one) to numerically
compute MHD equilibria. Finally, as outlined in the remarks at the end of section 7, we conjecture that
the iterative scheme of section 7 may represent the basis for a mathematical proof of the existence of MHD
equilibria with a non-vanishing pressure gradient in hollow tori of arbitrary shape (that is, configurations in
which the boundary ∂Ω is not invariant under some combination of Euclidean isometries).
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