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Abstract—We present a benchtop magnetic shield in which
ultra-sensitive quantum magnetometers may be developed and
tested. We optimise the geometry of four mumetal cylinders to
maximise shielding efficiency while maintaining Johnson noise
< 15 fT/

√
Hz. Experimental measurements at the shield’s centre

show axial shielding efficiency of (4.2± 0.1)×105 at 0.1 Hz.
Nine flexible printed circuit boards are housed inside the shield
to actively generate three uniform fields, which all deviate from
perfect uniformity by ≤ 0.5% along 50% of the inner shield axis,
and five linear field gradients and one second-order gradient,
which all deviate by ≤ 4% from perfect linearity and curvature,
respectively. Together, the target field amplitudes are adjusted
to minimise the remnant static field along 40% of the inner
shield axis, as mapped using an atomic magnetometer. The active
null reduces the norm of the magnitudes of the three uniform
fields and six gradients by factors of 19.5 and 19.8, respectively,
thereby reducing the total field from 1.68 nT to 230 pT.

Index Terms—electromagnetic measurements, flexible printed
circuits, Fourier transforms, magnetic shielding, magnetometers

I. INTRODUCTION

An exceptionally low and controlled magnetic field is re-
quired to reduce noise in fundamental physics experiments [1],
[2] and to benchmark ultra-sensitive quantum magnetome-
ters, including those based on NV-centres [3] and atomic
vapours [4]–[6]. In particular, zero-field Optically Pumped
Magnetometers (OPMs) [7], [8] have diverse applications
from functional neuroimaging [9], [10] to rapid diagnostics
of electric batteries [11], [12], but require low static fields to
reduce projection errors [13] and nonlinearities in sensor gain.

External magnetic fields may be attenuated by enclosing
a region with passive shielding material. For low frequency
shielding, high permeability materials, like mumetal, are used
to divert magnetic flux. However, high permeability materials
magnetise under applied fields, thereby limiting the shielding
effect. Although this is mitigated by degaussing [14], some
remnant magnetisation usually remains. Coil systems inside
passive shields are used to null offsets induced by magnetisa-
tion and cancel leakage fields. These coils may be designed
to account for the electromagnetic distortion induced by their
coupling to passive shielding [15]–[19].

In this paper, we build, test, and operate a magnetic shield
consisting of optimised nested mumetal cylinders and in-
ternal active coils. Firstly, we test the passive shielding of
the mumetal cylinders. Then, we construct nine active coils,
housed on nested flexible Printed Circuit Boards (flex-PCBs)

inside the inner mumetal shield, which are designed to null
static offset fields. The coupling of the active and passive
parts is included a priori in the design process to enhance
the nulling process. We characterise the flex-PCBs in situ and
use them to null the residual field along the inner shield axis,
which is mapped by a zero-field OPM.

II. PASSIVE SHIELDING

Fig. 1: The benchtop shield consists of four nested mumetal cylinders
of outer radius ρ4 = 150 mm and length L4 = 480 mm [red] and
inner radius ρ1 = 100 mm and length L1 = 300 mm [blue], which
enclose a co-axial and co-centred set of rolled flex-PCBs of outer
radius ρc = 95 mm and length Lc = 270 mm [yellow]. (a) Side
view of the shield and end caps, (b) a rolled PCB, and (c) multiple
PCBs housed inside the shield with the end cap removed.

The passive shielding is constructed from four benchtop-
sized nested co-axial and co-centred mumetal cylinders with
access holes (Fig. 1). The inner cylinder is of radius ρ1 =
100 mm and length L1 = 300 mm and is constructed from
0.5 mm thick mumetal to minimise the shield-induced Johnson
noise [20]. The geometries of the exterior mumetal cylinders
are selected using the NGSA-II genetic algorithm [21] cou-
pled to Finite Element Method simulations (COMSOL Mul-
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tiphysics®) to maximise the shielding efficiency, SEA,T =∣∣Bunshielded/Bshielded
∣∣, along and transverse to the shield’s

axis (A/T ), following the method in Ref. 22.

f SEA × 105

0.1 4.2± 0.1
1 5.5± 0.1
50 > 10

TABLE I: Axial shielding efficiency, SEA, at the centre of the
benchtop shield subject to a spatially-uniform oscillatory field of
frequency, f , and peak-to-peak amplitude B0z ∼ 90 µT, as measured
using a fluxgate magnetometer (Mag-13, Bartington Instruments).

We degauss the shield by driving sinusoidal current with
a peak-to-peak amplitude of 4 A at a frequency of 8 Hz for
15 s through four loops, which are wrapped along the axis of
the inner shield, and then ramping down the current linearly
over 45 s. We then apply time-varying fields with amplitudes
of ∼ 45 µT, matching the strength of the geomagnetic field.
These are generated using an external Helmholtz pair of radius
617 mm, which generates a field that deviates by < 1.5%
from perfect uniformity in free space along its axis between
z = [−L1/2, L1/2]. We determine SEA,T by calculating the
Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) of the measured field at the
shield’s centre. The SEA at the shield’s centre is presented
in Table I. As the applied frequency increases, eddy currents
induced in the shield increase and enhance SEA further. At
50 Hz, the axial field transmitted through the shield is less
than the magnetometer noise floor, and so SEA > 106.
Similarly, SET > 106 is measured at f = [0.1, 1, 50] Hz.
However, even in the scenario where the shielding efficiency
is lowest, SEA = (4.2± 0.1) × 105 at f = 0.1 Hz, the
axial field transmitted through the shield is much less than
the measured static field offset, > 1 nT, which results from
remnant magnetisation of the mumetal after degaussing.

III. FLEX-PCB COILS

Next, we consider how to null static offsets using active field
coils. Using the theoretical model in Ref. 15, we design nine
flex-PCBs to generate nine low-order magnetic field harmonics
within the central half length and diameter of the inner shield
cylinder. We choose to generate the full set of uniform fields
and linear field gradients (see Table II), and a single quadratic
field gradient with respect to axial position, d2Bz/dz

2, to help
offset the difference between SEA and SET . The PCBs are
co-centred and co-axial to the shield cylinder and extend over
an outer radius ρc = 95 mm and length Lc = 270 mm.

The wire patterns which generate the dBy/dx and Bz

fields are presented in Fig. 2. These patterns are selected
according to which best emulates the continuum current [15]
but is manufacturable, i.e. the individual wires are greater than
0.8 mm apart and do not intersect with the access holes. The
PCBs are made of polyimide of 0.26 mm depth into which
copper tracks comprising the wire patterns are printed and
are connected together in series across two flex-PCB layers
with vias. The unwanted magnetic fields generated by the
connecting tracks are reduced by including tracks on the
second PCB layer with opposite current flow. The current

Fig. 2: Uniform (a) dBy/dx and (b) Bz coil designs. Black
solid and dashed linestyles show opposite current flow directions;
green to white to pink colour shows the value of the current flow
streamfunction, ψ, from positive to zero to negative [scale right]; and
black circles show access holes. The uniform dBy/dx coil is rolled
along x to form a cylinder of radius 94.8 mm (Fig. 1b), whereas
the uniform Bz coil is rolled into a cylinder of radius 92.9 mm. The
coils have different radii to allow them to be nested inside each other.

pattern which generates the uniform Bz field is composed of
current loops in series, which are constructed by soldering
bridges across the PCB once it is rolled. The dBy/dx current
pattern does not require solder bridges as it does not cross
the edge of the PCB. The uniform Bz PCB has a track width
of 1.4 mm to allow 2 A of current to be passed to produce
strong axial biassing (∼150 µT, without heating the shield
above 40 ◦C from 20 ◦C) whereas the remaining PCBs have
track widths of 0.4 mm to allow 500 mA of current. The
flex-PCBs are nested inside a nylon tube and have a radial
thickness of 2.5 mm in situ, including solder bridges.

The magnetic fields generated by each flex-PCB are mea-
sured by driving sinusoidal current through each PCB sequen-
tially at a frequency of 1 Hz for 10 s and taking the FFT of
the measured field. We present the profiles generated by the
By , Bz , dBy/dx, dBy/dz, dBz/dz, and d2Bz/dz

2 PCBs in
Fig. 3, evaluated along the shield’s axis, except for the dBy/dx
PCB which is evaluated radially as it is designed to generate
zero field along the shield’s axis. The generated fields show
close agreement to the target fields within the target region,
and rapidly deviate outside of it, thus minimising the power
consumption required to generate the desired field profile. We
examine the deviation from perfect uniformity of the target
fields generated by the uniform By and Bz PCBs in Fig. 4. The
Bz profile deviates more than the By profile because of small
error fields generated by the connections across the Bz PCB.
Notwithstanding this, the fields generated by the uniform field-
generating PCBs deviate from target only by ≤ 0.5% within
the target region and compare favourably to other systems
optimised in similar contexts [23]. The remaining PCBs are
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N Target field Target field harmonic Coil efficiency, B0/I max
(∣∣∆(B/r(N−1))

∣∣) Active nulling ratio, |C|
(nT/(Amm(N−1))) (%)

1
Bx B0x̂ 68.9± 0.01 0.21± 0.01 11.3
By B0ŷ 68.7± 0.01 0.22± 0.01 34.0
Bz B0ẑ 74.2± 0.01 0.44± 0.01 13.1

2

dBx/dx B0(xx̂− yŷ) 0.97± 0.01 4± 2 −
dBy/dx B0(yx̂ + xŷ) 0.94± 0.01 4± 2 −
dBx/dz B0(zx̂ + xẑ) 0.43± 0.01 2± 1 62.4
dBy/dz B0(zŷ + yẑ) 0.44± 0.01 2± 1 6.0
dBz/dz B0(−xx̂− yŷ + 2zẑ) 1.10± 0.01 1± 1 9.4

3 d2Bz/dz2 B0(−3xzx̂− 3yzŷ + 2z2ẑ) 0.018± 0.001 4± 2 1.5

TABLE II: The benchtop shield contains nine nested flex-PCBs which generate three order N = 1 uniform harmonics, five N = 2 linear
harmonics, and one N = 3 quadratic harmonic, with specific variations along the Cartesian unit vectors, (x̂, ŷ, ẑ). The mean field strength,
B0, per unit current, I , is calculated by averaging the measured field along ẑ between z = [0, L1/4], except for the dBx/dx and dBy/dx
fields which are averaged along x̂ between x = [0, ρ1/2]. Over the same spatial regions, we also evaluate the maximum deviation from the
target field, ∆(B/r(N−1)) = B/r(N−1) −B0, as a percentage of B0. The fitted target field magnitudes between z = [−64, 56] mm reduce
by absolute ratios, |C|, after active nulling (see section IV; dBx/dBx and dBy/dBx ratios undetermined as the field is nulled along ẑ).

Fig. 3: Measured magnetic field (Mag-13, Bartington Instruments)
in the target direction [blue] generated inside the benchtop shield
of inner radius ρ1 = 100 mm and length L1 = 300 mm by the
uniform (a) By , (b) Bz , (c) dBy/dx, (d) dBy/dz, (e) dBz/dz, and
(f) d2Bz/dz

2, flex-PCB coils plotted along the z-axis except for (c)
which is along the x-axis. The norm of the magnetic field in the
other directions is measured [red] and is expected to be zero. Solid
blue lines show perfect representations of the target fields and dashed
grey lines show the edge of the target field region.

measured to generate fields which deviate from target by
≤ 4%; we note that intrinsic deviations are likely to be even
smaller as gradient field measurements are highly alignment-
sensitive.

IV. ACTIVE NULLING

We follow the methodology in Ref. 24 to find each flex-PCB
current required to null the remnant static field. We calculate
the offsets of a tri-axial QZFM OPM (QuSpin Inc.) and then
map the remnant field at 5 mm intervals along the z-axis by
extracting the (Bx, By, Bz) values required to zero the field

Fig. 4: Deviation between the measured and target fields for the
uniform (a) By and (b) Bz flex-PCBs plotted versus position along
the z-axis. Labelled as Fig. 3.

Fig. 5: Bx, By , and Bz [green, red, and blue] measured using
a tri-axial QZFM OPM (QuSpin Inc.) along the axis of the inner
shield cylinder with [solid] and without [light] DC active background
nulling between z = [−64, 56] mm [grey dashed lines].

using the onboard OPM coils. We then fit the measured fields
between z = [−64, 56] mm to a spherical harmonic model,
which assumes each coil generates the target field profile
perfectly, before inverting to calculate the nulling currents.
Finally, we re-measure the field along the z-axis with nulling
currents applied (max. 33 µA), as shown in Fig. 5. Averaged
over two runs, the active null reduces the mean magnetic field
from 1.68 nT to 230 pT. Re-fitting the field to the harmonic
model, we calculate that the norms of the magnitudes of the
three target uniform fields and six target gradients are reduced
by factors of 19.5 and 19.8 after nulling, respectively (see
Table II). The remaining field is dominated by contributions
from higher-order field harmonics at the edge of the null
region. These may be reduced by using retrofitted additional
coils, e.g. individually-driven simple building block coils [17].

In Fig. 6, we display the magnetic noise at the shield’s
centre measured over 5 minutes using the tri-axial OPM. Each
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Fig. 6: Magnetic Noise Spectral Density (BNSD) [noise limit shown
by black dashed line] measured by a tri-axial QZFM OPM (QuSpin
Inc.) over 5 minutes under active nulling. Labelled as Fig. 5.

flex-PCB is driven in series with a 47 kΩ resistor so that the
coil drivers do not add significant noise. Generally, the noise
is limited by the magnetometer sensitivity, and so the shield-
induced Johnson noise is < 15 fT/

√
Hz. The noise floor peaks

at ∼ 750 fT/
√

Hz at f = 50 Hz due to mains electrical noise,
with projections at f = [28, 72] Hz due to the OPM powerline.

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated a benchtop shield with low magnetic
noise and optimised internal flex-PCBs, which improve the
mean static shielding efficiency by a factor of 7.3 over 40%
the inner shield length by nulling targeted harmonics in the
residual field. Larger shields designed using the same methods
could be used similarly to lightweight shielded rooms [25] for
recording muscle [26] or gut activity [27]. Since these shields
would require larger access holes, additional field-generating
systems would be required to reduce leakage fields. Such coil
systems may also supplement existing shielding, enabling its
partial removal, e.g. for weight reduction in spacecraft [28].
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