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1. Research objectives

We propose to build a Flexible Stellarator Physics Facility to explore promising regions of the
vast parameter space of disruption-free stellarator solutions for Fusion Pilot Plants (FPPs).

The FESAC Long Range Plan recognized the quasi-symmetric stellarator as “the leading
US approach to developing disruption-free, low-recirculating-power fusion configurations” [1].
To deliver the ambitious Decadal Vision for Commercial Fusion Energy, we must establish
a persuasive stellarator program in parallel to the tokamak one: the stellarator will prove
to be a better path to a reactor if theoretical predictions are confirmed and novel optimiza-
tion techniques and strategies work as desired. Since the release of the Long Range Plan in
2020, stellarators have arguably made the most significant advances of all fusion concepts.
Groundbreaking results from W7-X demonstrated low neoclassical transport [2] and the suc-
cessful operation of the island divertor [3]. Advances in theory and modeling now allow us to
minimize turbulent transport [4, 5, 6], to achieve equilibria with precise quasisymmetry [7],
to reduce neoclassical transport and fast ion loss to levels far below what has been previously
achieved [8, 9], and to minimize the effect of coil manufacturing errors [10, 11]. If realized,
these advances will lead to cost-effective stellarator designs with confinement comparable to
tokamaks but without the fundamental challenges of disruptions and current drive.

At present, no planned or existing facility in the world can test these theoretical advances
at the necessary scale (see section 3). For this reason, we propose a new, flexible mid-scale
stellarator user facility for confinement and divertor studies that will validate these theoretical
advances and deliver the physics basis needed by the fusion industry:

• Confinement. In this area, the new facility’s mission is
– Understand and control turbulent transport in a variety of 3D magnetic geometries;
– Demonstrate the reduction of thermal and fast ion losses and of impurity accumulation

to acceptable levels; and
– Enable the exploration of quasi-symmetric configurations at high ion temperature.

• Divertors. The mission of the divertor in the proposed facility is
– Test the physics basis of the potentially revolutionary non-resonant divertor [12]; and
– Robustly handle power and particle exhaust and retain impurities across a range of

core configurations.

These objectives are connected through the ultimate goal of demonstrating core-edge inte-
gration. While this proposal is focused on these two highest priority objectives, the facility
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would also be able to address secondary objectives, such as finite-beta MHD stability limits.

2. Description

The design strategy for the proposed facility will focus on specific scientific gaps on the stel-
larator path to a disruption-free, steady state FPP: energetic particle confinement, turbulent
ion transport and core/divertor optimization. The facility will also demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of quasi-symmetry, the most promising strategy to minimize both neoclassical losses
and energetic particle transport. Quasi-symmetry was first validated in the pioneering HSX
experiment [13, 14], but has not been demonstrated in larger, hotter plasmas relevant to
FPPs, and it cannot be tested in existing facilities such as W7-X.

Mid-scale machines cannot simultaneously match core (let alone edge) parameters (β,
ν∗, and ρ∗) for its FPP counterpart [15]. We focus on reactor relevant ν∗, and ρ∗, and
acknowledges that this results in β values that may be lower than a reactor may need.
To deliver its confinement mission, the facility should target ρ∗ < 10−2 (crucial for the
demonstration of energetic particle confinement), ν∗ < 10−2 (so that stellarator neoclassical
transport is in the 1/ν or lower collisionality regimes, and Trapped Electron Modes, TEMs,
can grow), temperatures above 1 keV and a minor radius of the order of half a meter to
prevent excessive neutral penetration. By reducing the confinement mission to understanding
and controlling turbulent transport by itself and not in combination with neoclassical and
energetic particle losses, and the divertor objectives to testing the non-resonant divertor
strike-line geometry only, both ρ∗ and ν∗ can be increased, resulting in a smaller device that
would need tailored wall materials or other strategies to reduce the effect of neutrals.

We propose a two stage approach to the facility:

• Stage 1: Exploration – Flexible magnetic configurations: Explore magnetic con-
figurations to optimize for minimum turbulent transport, validate fast-ion confinement,
and study plasma transport physics in non-resonant divertor configurations.

• Stage 2: Exploitation – High-power core-edge integration: With candidate opti-
mized configuration(s) from Stage 1, upgrade auxiliary power and device power handling
capabilities to confirm desired core transport properties, compatible with divertor particle
and power exhaust solutions.

This two-stage approach is similar in spirit to previous mid-scale stellarator white papers [8],
though with more emphasis on a wider range of magnetic configurations.

2.1. Stage 1: Exploration – Flexible magnetic configurations

The focus of Stage 1 is to provide the configuration flexibility that is needed to validate the
recent advances in our understanding of transport in 3D fields, and to provide a testbed for
scientific discovery in confinement physics. As such the focus of the design will be on magnetic
and actuator flexibility to identify magnetic configurations that achieve key optimization
targets of i) high neoclassical confinement, ii) good fast ion confinement and iii) turbulence
optimization. We will assess a range of quasi-symmetric configurations to target, including the
feasibility and cost of achieving both Quasi-Axisymmetry (QA) and Quasi-Helical-symmetry
(QH) in a single device.

The flexibility described here has historically been achieved via a base configuration of
modular coils with varying currents supplemented with smaller coils to trim the field (e.g.
[16]). While this approach remains viable, we will also explore alternative means of achieving
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flexibility, with options including: (1) 2D continuous metal coils configurable with multiple
voltage leads [17, 18], (2) dipole magnet setups on modifiable surfaces to be configured during
major maintenance upgrades, and (3) multiple window pane coils individually controlled.
The final choice will be made balancing technical maturity with potential benefits, with a
preference for proven technologies that can deliver the mission.

The flexibility of this facility should extend to heating (anticipated to be mostly by neutral
beams initially) and fuelling. Diagnostics will focus on the key profiles, the confinement of
fast ions (e.g. neutral particle analyzers or loss probes), and ion scale turbulence diagnostics.

A primary mission of this facility is to assess the behavior of non-resonant divertors.
Unlike other stellarator divertors (see section 3), non-resonant divertors are predicted to be
resilient to changes in the plasma equilibrium [19], a property currently being investigated in
CTH. The next step is testing non-resonant divertors in a device with appreciable bootstrap
currents and high-recycling divertor operation. Focus areas include stability of strike-point
locations and variations in heat flux concentration as a function of equilibrium. Boroniza-
tion or lithium wall conditioning may be employed to control density and edge impurities.
We anticipate that for this stage of operation, a larger vacuum chamber and open divertor
configuration will facilitate evaluation of the key physics.

While this paper does not offer a definitive operating point, we have explored represen-
tative global parameters which could achieve the mission. We employ a simple 0D power
balance analysis which uses the ISS-04 confinement time scaling, similar to the model in
[20]. As an example operating point, a device with R = 3 m, Pinj = 6 MW (likely neutral
beam heating of appropriate voltage), A = 5, and B = 2.5 T yields ne,0 = 1.5 × 1020 m−3,
Ti,0 = 3.5keV, β = 1.3%, ν∗ = 2 − 5 × 10−3 and ρ∗ = 3 − 6 × 10−3, and appears to be an
appropriate point from which further optimization can be pursued. A magnetic field of 2.5
T facilitates flexibility – it also enables the use of existing 140 GHz gyrotron technologies if
ECRH is considered of interest, but this is not a strong constraint at present. The energy
confinement time of ∼ 0.2 seconds at these parameters implies a pulse length of at least
10τE = 2.0 seconds, setting minimum requirements for the wall armor and heating systems
at this operating point. If the mission is de-scoped to be turbulence and divertor geometry
studies only, a pathfinder machine with 1.7 T, R = 2 m and 6 MW can reach ne,0 = 1020

m−3, Ti,0 = 2.8 keV, ρ∗ ∼ 10−2 and ν∗
∼ 1. The conceptual design process would further

refine the physics requirements and machine parameters.

2.2. Stage 2: Exploitation – High-power core-edge integration

Stage 2 will entail upgrades to the heating and power handling capabilities of the facility, with
the goal of exploiting the physics understanding from Stage 1 to study integrated core/edge
solutions with simultaneous good core confinement and control of core impurity accumulation
and scrape-off-layer (SOL) transport. The design of a divertor with high particle exhaust
performance requires a known strike-line geometry, and therefore leads to a limitation on
flexibility in magnetic configuration at high power. For this stage, we will select one or two
optimized and validated magnetic configurations from Stage 1 for further development of the
divertor concept.

Upgrades of the facility during Stage 2 will focus on divertor modifications, including
closed divertor designs, new Plasma Facing Components (PFCs), baffling and targets, and
active pumping (cryopumps or potentially a lithium system). Demonstration of good core
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confinement together with FPP-relevant wall material is an important next step in developing
the stellarator path to fusion energy [21]. It is our preference to utilize inertially cooled high-
Z PFCs for Stage 2 studies in order to fully address the relevant impurity physics, though
other materials will be considered, and the final choice will be informed by Stage 1. Multiple
iterations of the divertor structures may be necessary to complete the Stage 2 mission, and
modularity of design will be a key focus. If the non-resonant divertor proves to be as robust
in practice as predicted, these iterations of the structure may be of modest scope.

The diagnostics for Stage 2 will need to advance to support the evolving mission. The
divertor structures will be diagnosed for measurements of particle and heat fluxes, baffle pres-
sures, and material erosion. The diagnosis of core impurity content will be enhanced. These
measurements will allow a comprehensive exploration the physics of of core-edge integration,
supporting both public and private sector research initiatives.

As an example operating point, the R = 3 m device with an increased heating power of
14 MW attains ion temperatures of 3.9 keV and maintains the low values of ν∗ and ρ∗ with
β = 2.5%, while increasing available heating power for challenging divertor systems.

3. National and international context

3.1. The US program

In section 1 we have listed some of the most impressive recent successes of the US stellarator
theory program that justify the construction of this mid-scale facility. The cutting-edge
experiments of the US stellarator program, such as the Helically Symmetric experiment
(HSX) or the Compact Toroidal Hybrid (CTH), are at the forefront of the field, having
validated quasi-symmetry [13, 14] and having confirmed the absence of disruptive MHD
events in 3D fields [22, 23]. These US-based machines contribute with substantial expertise
and insights in terms of the design, construction and operation of stellarator experiments.
The US program also has a strong presence in W7-X through the installation and operation of
advanced diagnostics. The user facility that we propose is complementary to these programs.

3.2. The international stellarator program

A new mid-scale US stellarator has the potential to fulfill a unique and important role within
the international stellarator program. Two major stellarator facilities are currently in oper-
ation: the Large Helical Device (LHD) in Japan, and W7-X in Germany. LHD has been in
operation since 1999 [24] and is scheduled to be permanently decommissioned in 2025. W7-X
has been active since 2015 [25] and anticipates many years of future operation. Both devices
can run long pulse discharges (30+ minutes) at magnetic fields of 2.5–3 T.

The proposed new US stellarator facility would immediately take on a global role as the
most advanced stellarator and one of only two operating major stellarator facilities in the
world after the shutdown of LHD. The cost of this new facility will be lower than the cost of
W7-X because of advancements in coil design and because it can deliver its mission without
long-pulse high-power operation, a technological challenge already addressed by W7-X.

The objectives of the mid-scale US stellarator proposed in this paper focus on critical
research areas that cannot be addressed by W7-X due to its particular design:

• Confinement. W7-X recently provided experimental confirmation of the success of its
optimization strategy (different from quasi-symmetry) to reduce neoclassical losses [2].
However, its ability to confine energetic particles is inferior to that of more recent de-
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signs [7, 8, 9], and its performance is limited by turbulent transport that clamps the ion
temperature [26]. While turbulence in W7-X can be suppressed through careful plasma
profile shaping [27, 28, 29], a steady-state, high-power, high-performance scenario has yet
to be developed. Many advances have been made in stellarator optimization for turbu-
lence reduction [30, 31, 32, 5, 6]; with a new mid-scale stellarator, we can test new plasma
equilibria that reduce turbulent and energetic particle losses.

• Divertors. The W7-X divertor has capably handled large heat loads and facilitated
detached discharges [3], but its particle exhaust capabilities to date have been weaker than
comparable tokamaks [33]. In addition, the W7-X divertor concept, known as an island-
divertor, is generally only compatible with a limited class of stellarator configurations that
have the property of low bootstrap current. Due in part to its water cooling infrastructure
required for long pulse operation, upgrades of the W7-X divertor take several years to
complete, slowing the ability to qualify improved designs. The divertor of the proposed
mid-scale device, by contrast, will be easier to replace, leading to more rapid design
iterations tailored to different magnetic configurations.

3.3. Private industry

At present, there are at least eight private fusion companies advancing the stellarator concept
[34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41] with a declared a total investment of over $120M in funding
altogether [42]. Of the three of these companies founded within the US (Type One Energy,
Thea Energy, and Stellarex), the first two have been selected to participate in the DOE’s
Fusion Milestone Program.

A public user-facility mid-scale stellarator would provide a national research program to
leverage expertise across universities, national laboratories and private industry, flexibility
to pursue a broad research program, safe experimental access, and an ideal environment to
foster workforce development across a breadth of disciplines including at the Ph.D level. The
facility would be an attractive opportunity to leverage public investment with private support
at all stages of design, construction and operation. That companies may propose experiments
with similar research missions only enhances such opportunities for collaboration. We are
supportive of public-private partnerships as long as they prioritize open science.

4. Readiness of the facility

The proposed facility is at the pre-conceptual (pre CD-0) level. The physics understanding
needed to design the facility exist and is mature, as well as the tools needed to develop a
detailed engineering design (see section 1). We have identified two extreme operating points:
one targeting neoclassical, turbulent and energetic particle transport simultaneously, and
non-resonant divertor performance; and the other focusing on turbulence and non-resonant
divertor strike-line physics only. Both extremes can be achieved with copper or LTS magnets
and with proven heating systems (gyrotrons and neutral beams) within the stipulated budget
($180M – $720M), although a final decision on the size and magnetic field of the facility can
only be made after a more thorough design effort. We categorize the readiness of this facility
as "(b) significant scientific/engineering challenges to resolve before initiating construction."
Technical readiness is high with several optimized stellarator experiments having been suc-
cessfully built (notably HSX, W7-AS, and W7-X) and several pre-conceptual, but detailed,
design studies having been completed (e.g. [43]). Aspects of technological demonstration
could be made part of the mission scope in collaboration with private industry.

5



Acknowledgements

Prepared in part by PPPL under Contract DE-AC02-09CH11466 and LLNL under Contract
DE-AC52-07NA27344. The United States Government retains a non-exclusive, paid-up, ir-
revocable, world-wide license to publish or reproduce the published form of this manuscript,
or allow others to do so, for United States Government purposes.

References

[1] Troy Carter et al. Powering the future: Fusion & plasmas. Tech. rep. US Department
of Energy (USDOE), Washington, DC (United States), Office of Science, 2020. url:
https://doi.org/10.2172/1995209.

[2] CD Beidler et al. “Demonstration of reduced neoclassical energy transport in Wendel-
stein 7-X”. In: Nature 596.7871 (2021), pp. 221–226. doi: 10.1038/s41586-021-03687-w.

[3] M. Jakubowski et al. “Overview of the results from divertor experiments with attached
and detached plasmas at Wendelstein 7-X and their implications for steady-state oper-
ation”. In: Nuclear Fusion 61 (2021), p. 106003. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ac1b68.

[4] G. T. Roberg-Clark et al. “Critical gradient turbulence optimization toward a com-
pact stellarator reactor concept”. In: Phys. Rev. Res. 5 (3 2023), p. L032030. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L032030 .

[5] R. Jorge et al. Direct Microstability Optimization of Stellarator Devices. 2023. arXiv:
2301.09356 [physics.plasm-ph].

[6] Patrick Kim et al. Optimization of Nonlinear Turbulence in Stellarators. 2023. arXiv:
2310.18842 [physics.plasm-ph].

[7] Matt Landreman and Elizabeth Paul. “Magnetic fields with precise quasisymmetry
for plasma confinement”. In: Physical Review Letters 128.3 (2022), p. 035001. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.035001.

[8] Aaron Bader et al. “Stellarator equilibria with reactor relevant energetic particle losses”.
In: Journal of Plasma Physics 85.5 (2019), p. 905850508. doi: 10.1017/S0022377819000680.

[9] E Sánchez et al. “A quasi-isodynamic configuration with good confinement of fast ions at
low plasma β”. In: Nuclear Fusion 63.6 (2023), p. 066037. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/accd82.

[10] Florian Wechsung et al. “Single-stage gradient-based stellarator coil design: stochastic
optimization”. In: Nuclear Fusion 62.7 (2022), p. 076034. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ac45f3.

[11] R. Jorge et al. “Single-stage stellarator optimization: combining coils with fixed bound-
ary equilibria”. In: Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion 65.7 (2023), p. 074003. doi:
10.1088/1361-6587/acd957.

[12] Alkesh Punjabi and Allen H. Boozer. “Simulation of non-resonant stellarator divertor”.
In: Physics of Plasmas 27.1 (2020), p. 012503. doi: 10.1063/1.5113907.

[13] Stefan P Gerhardt et al. “Measurements and modeling of plasma flow damping in the
Helically Symmetric eXperiment”. In: Physics of plasmas 12.5 (2005). doi: 10.1063/1.1876293.

[14] J. M. Canik et al. “Experimental Demonstration of Improved Neoclassical Transport
with Quasihelical Symmetry”. In: Physical Review Letters 98 (8 2007), p. 085002. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.085002.

6

https://doi.org/10.2172/1995209
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03687-w
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ac1b68
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L032030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.09356
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.18842
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.035001
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022377819000680
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/accd82
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ac45f3
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6587/acd957
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5113907
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1876293
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.085002


[15] DG Whyte et al. “Reactor similarity for plasma–material interactions in scaled-down
tokamaks as the basis for the Vulcan conceptual design”. In: Fusion Engineering and
Design 87.3 (2012), pp. 234–247. doi: 10.1016/j.fusengdes.2011.12.011.

[16] Brandon F Lee et al. “Stellarator coil optimization supporting multiple magnetic config-
urations”. In: Nuclear Fusion 63.1 (2022), p. 014002. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/aca10d.

[17] E. Kolemen et al. “Single-Torus-Liquid-Metal-Coil Fusion Device To Obtain All Stel-
larator And Tokamak Configurations”. In: Invention disclosure Princeton Number 96601
(2023).

[18] E. Kolemen. “Some Midsize Research Stellarator Options for the US”. In: Hidden Sym-
metries Simons Hour seminar (2024). url: https://hiddensymmetries.princeton.edu/meetings/sim

[19] A. Bader et al. “HSX as an example of a resilient non-resonant divertor”. In: Physics
of Plasmas 24.3 (2017), p. 032506. doi: 10.1063/1.4978494.

[20] J.A. Alonso et al. “Physics design point of high-field stellarator reactors”. In: Nuclear
Fusion 62.3 (Feb. 2022), p. 036024. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ac49ac.

[21] Joris Fellinger et al. “Tungsten based divertor development for Wendelstein 7-X”. In:
Nuclear Materials and Energy 37 (2023), p. 101506. doi: 10.1016/j.nme.2023.101506.

[22] M. C. ArchMiller et al. “Suppression of vertical instability in elongated current-carrying
plasmas by applying stellarator rotational transforma)”. In: Physics of Plasmas 21.5
(2014), p. 056113. doi: 10.1063/1.4878615.

[23] M. D. Pandya et al. “Low edge safety factor operation and passive disruption avoidance
in current carrying plasmas by the addition of stellarator rotational transform”. In:
Physics of Plasmas 22.11 (2015), p. 110702. doi: 10.1063/1.4935396.

[24] A. Iiyoshi et al. “Overview of the Large Helical Device project”. In: Nuclear Fusion 39
(1999), p. 1245. doi: 10.1088/0029-5515/39/9Y/313.

[25] T. S. Pedersen et al. “Key results from the first plasma operation phase and outlook for
future performance in Wendelstein 7-X”. In: Physics of Plasmas 24 (2017), p. 055503.
doi: 10.1063/1.4983629.

[26] M. N. A. Beurskens et al. “Ion temperature clamping in Wendelstein 7-X electron cy-
clotron heated plasmas”. In: Nuclear Fusion 61 (2021), p. 116072. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ac1653.

[27] J. Baldzuhn et al. “Enhanced energy confinement after a series of pellets in Wen-
delstein 7-X”. In: Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion 62 (2020), p. 055012. doi:
10.1088/1361-6587/ab8112.

[28] S. A. Bozhenkov et al. “High-performance plasmas after pellet injections in Wendelstein
7-X”. In: Nuclear Fusion 60 (2020), p. 066001. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ab7867.

[29] D. Carralero et al. “An experimental characterization of core turbulence regimes in Wen-
delstein 7-X”. In: Nuclear Fusion 61 (2021), p. 096015. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ac112f.

[30] H. E. Mynick, N. Pomphrey, and P. Xanthopoulos. “Optimizing stellarators for turbu-
lent transport”. In: Physical Review Letters 105 (2010), p. 095004. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.095004

[31] P. Xanthopoulos et al. “Controlling turbulence in present and future stellarators”. In:
Physical Review Letters 113 (2014), p. 155001. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.155001.

7

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fusengdes.2011.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/aca10d
https://hiddensymmetries.princeton.edu/meetings/simons-hour-talks
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4978494
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ac49ac
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nme.2023.101506
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4878615
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4935396
https://doi.org/10.1088/0029-5515/39/9Y/313
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4983629
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ac1653
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6587/ab8112
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ab7867
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ac112f
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.095004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.155001


[32] J. H. E. Proll et al. “TEM turbulence optimization in stellarators”. In: Plasma Physics
and Controlled Fusion 58 (2016), p. 014006. doi: 10.1088/0741-3335/58/1/014006.

[33] U. Wenzel et al. “Gas exhaust in the Wendelstein 7-X stellarator during the first divertor
operation”. In: Nuclear Fusion 62 (2022), p. 096016. doi: 10.1088/1741-4326/ac7ac4.

[34] Type One Energy. https://typeoneenergy.com/. Company website.

[35] Thea Energy. https://thea.energy/. Company website.

[36] Stellarex. https://stellarex.energy/. Company website.

[37] Proxima Fusion. https://www.proximafusion.com/. Company website.

[38] Gauss Fusion. https://www.gauss-fusion.com/. Company website.

[39] Helical Fusion. https://www.helicalfusion.com/en. Company website.

[40] Renaissance Fusion. https://renfusion.eu/. Company website.

[41] nT-tao Fusion. https://www.nt-tao.com/. Company website.

[42] The global fusion industry in 2023: Fusion Companies Survey by the Fusion Industry
Association. Washington, DC: Fusion Industry Association, 2023.

[43] A. Bader et al. “Advancing the physics basis for quasi-helically symmetric stellarators”.
In: Journal of Plasma Physics 86.5 (2020). doi: 10.1017/S0022377820000963.

8

https://doi.org/10.1088/0741-3335/58/1/014006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-4326/ac7ac4
https://typeoneenergy.com/
https://thea.energy/
https://stellarex.energy/
https://www.proximafusion.com/
https://www.gauss-fusion.com/
https://www.helicalfusion.com/en
https://renfusion.eu/
https://www.nt-tao.com/
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022377820000963

	Research objectives
	Description
	Stage 1: Exploration – Flexible magnetic configurations
	Stage 2: Exploitation – High-power core-edge integration

	National and international context
	The US program
	The international stellarator program
	Private industry

	Readiness of the facility

