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We present a theoretical study on the magnetic signals of structural surface defects like cracks or
indents combined with inhomogeneities on the surface or subsurface inclusions of soft ferromagnetic
metals like body-centered cubic Fe or amorphous CoFeB. We discuss limits of early detection of small
surface defects on the basis of calculated magnetic stray fields few tens of nm above the surface. The
considered surface imperfections have extensions of a few nm which correspond to low multiples of
the magnetic exchange lengths of Fe or CoFeB. The detection of such small inhomogeneities requires
that the sensor is about as close to the surface as the size of the inhomogeneity is. Furthermore,
the step width of a scanning sensor must be of the same size as well. Both these requirements may
be fulfilled for instance by scanning microscopy with diamond nitrogen-vacancy-center quantum

Sensors.

PACS numbers: Keywords: crack detection, magnetic field measurment, NV sensor

I. INTRODUCTION

Detection of structural surface imperfections like few
nm small cracks or indents is of high technical relevance
for monitoring and estimating the time to failure of struc-
tural materials. Failure of metals by fatigue or fracture
often starts at the surface of a piece of metal. Non-
destructive testing (NDT) is an established approach
that can reduce maintenance costs and help to improve
reliability, durability and safety of components. There
are numerous macro-scale techniques like visual inspec-
tion, resistance strain gauges, piezoelectric transducers,
vibrational and modal analysis, as well as electric and
magnetic sensors. [T}, 2]

For example, at the micro-scale, cracks with an open-
ing of only 5 pum can be detected [3] 4] with the near-field
microwave technique.[5] The next step is consequently to
address the nanometer scale, which is the focus of this
work. To detect the origins of damage and failure as
early and as locally as possible, for example at a weld
seam of a steely (hydrogen) gas pipeline, or other metallic
building components which are exposed to static or cyclic
loading, is advantageous in various aspects. The observa-
tion and tracking of nanometer-sized defects can improve
component-design or lifetime-assessment models with re-
spect to mechanical fracture or fatigue. This is highly
desirable since current codes and standards dealing with
damage and failure of metals, need to be adapted to met-
als in heavy-duty environments [6], e.g. in hydrogen-gas
atmospheres.[7, 8] An actual topic is the investigation
of hydrogen related local damage in microstructures of
metals. This has been studied recently in e.g. Nickel
oligocrystals by Singh et al.[d]. The observation of initi-

ation and propagation of microstructural damage in such
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macroscale specimens is of importance for improvement
of understanding. However, the detection of material
damage from the beginning at the nanometer scale will
be even better [I0HI3]. With our micromagnetic model
calculations we estimate magnitude and spatial distri-
bution of magnetic stray fields due to nanometer-sized
indents and further inhomogeneities on magnetic metal
surfaces which is useful for the design and layout of mag-
netic quantum sensors for NDT of materials.

Magnetic sensors like scanning superconducting mi-
croscopy (SSM) based on SQUIDs (Superconducting
QUantum Interferometer Devices), magnetic force mi-
croscopy (MFM) and scanning nitrogen-vacancy (NV)
centre microscopy (SNVM) have currently the highest
spatial resolution down to 10~%m. Furthermore, the lat-
ter three mentioned methods are sensitive to small fields
down to 1 pT (for more information see e.g. the recent re-
view of Marchiori et al.[I4] and references therein) which
is sensitive enough for nm-sized defects as we will show
in the following.

However, real materials have surfaces and do not con-
tain only indents or cracks but also subsurface inclusions
or surface protrutions. Thus, the magnetic stray field sig-
nal above the surface of the sample under investigation
may be hard to interpret. With our theoretical study
we want to give answers to several questions which can
help to optimize the techniques and to clarify the require-
ments for such measurements. First of all: how strong
are the signals of nm-sized surface defects like cracks or
indents? Furthermore: how does the signal of an indent
scale with its volume and depend on its shape? What is
the influence of a rim around an indent? What is the ef-
fect of other surface imperfections nearby? How strong is
the effect of a magnetically different subsurface inclusion
below an indent? And finally: how does the magnetic
signal depend on the axial distance between the metal
surface and the sensor, and how dense does the lateral
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FIG. 1. Top: Distribution of the normalized magnetization
my= M,/M, around a cubic indent of edge length L= 48
nm with a rim. The geometry of the simulation model is
described in detail in Fig. 2a. The normalized bulk magneti-
zation points in the [110] direction, which amounts to values
of approximately 1/ V2 for m, and m,. Bottom: logarithmic
plot of the corresponding magnitude of the magnetic field B
in Tesla. The black dashed lines indicate the top and bottom
plane of the magnetic metal slab in the simulation box.

step width of the scanning sensor need to be?

To answer these questions we have set up various
micromagnetic surface models for two prototypical soft
magnetic metals, namely crystalline body-centered cubic
(bee) iron and amorphous CoFeB, which allow a system-
atic analysis of features of single defects as well as com-
binations of these. Already simple geometric shapes of
indents can lead to complex magnetic field distributions.
This can be seen in Fig. [I] where the stray field around a
cubic indent with a rim on a surface is displayed. Next,
before we discuss Fig.[I] and the other results of our mi-
cromagnetics simulation study in detail in section [[TI}
we describe in section [[]] the theoretical approach and
the model parameters of micromagnetics. A summary in
section [[V] concludes the paper.

II. THEORETICAL APPROACH
A. Simulation Details

For our three dimensional micromagnetics simulations
we have used the software package MuMax3 which is
able to treat systems with millions of discretization
cells in adequate times by means of its implementa-
tion for GPUs.[I5] We solve the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert

(LLG)[I6l [I7] equations for the normalized magnetiza-
tion m = M/M,

om 0 L=

ot 1i12 ¢ Her +
with the permeability of vacuum pg, the gyromagnetic
ratio v = 1.76086x10*!/(sT), and the Gilbert damp-
ing constant «, using the RK56 (Fehlberg) solver with
an adaptive time step. In the effective field Heg we
take into account demagnetization and exchange which
are the dominating field contributions for soft magnetic
materials. [18]

The material parameters for amorphous CoFeB and
bce Fe were taken from the literature: for CoFeB the
saturation magnetization is M, = 1.2x10°A/m [19]
and the exchange constant is A., = 18 pJ/m [20], re-
sulting in a magnetostatic exchange length[21] I., =
VAex/(oM2) =~ 4.0 nm. For Fe bec the saturation mag-
netization is My = 1.71x105A /m and exchange constant
is Aex = 21 pJ/m [22] yielding an exchange length I, =~
2.4 nm.

Since the computational cost of MuMax3 is dominated
by fast Fourier transform (FFT) using the cuFF'T library,
which performs best for sizes of powers of two[I5] we have
used discretized simulation boxes of either 512x512x256
nm? (large size) or 512x512x128 nm? (small size).

To achieve a numerically well enough converged total
energy, angles between discrete spins (normalized mag-
netization vectors) in adjacent cells should be less than
about 30° by choosing a small enough size for the mesh
cells.[I5] With a size of 2 x 2 x 2 nm?® for both CoFeB
and Fe this angle criterion was well fulfilled.

An example of a large model system can be seen in
Fig. It consists of a three-dimensional CoFeB sheet
with a thickness of d = 140 nm in z-direction (our small
model systems have d = 78 nm), and lengths of 512 nm
in both x and y directions. Above the sample surface in
the simulation box we included a vacuum region of 100
nm thickness for the large systems and 50 nm for the
small systems. This allows the analysis of the stray field
at different heights in the following.

In order to avoid artificial boundary effects in x and
y directions we used the implemented pseudo periodic
boundary conditions and repeated the box 12 times in
both x and y directions.[I5] Our models are thus two
dimensional arrays of periodically repeated surface defect
structures. Convergence tests confirmed that in order to
avoid interactions between those defects their extensions
have to be less than about one tenth of the x and y
extensions of the simulation box.

For most of the data analysis we have used the software
package Paraview (version 5.11.1).[23]

B. Model systems

We use a set of different model systems to investigate
the influence of different aspects of surface defects on
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Schematic sketches of the different model systems: a) cubic indent with or without rim in the center
of the simulation cell, b) cuboidal indent (with three different edge lengths), ¢) hemispherical indent (with or without rim), d)
pyramidal indent: step size is 2 nm, resulting in a depth of 12 nm (with or without rim). e) hemispherical indent combined
with 5 cubes with edge lengths 8 nm and randomly distributed on the surface and f) hemispherical indent with an additional
spherical subsurface inclusion below the indent with different magnetic properties than the surface slab.

magnetic field-sensor signals. Some of them are sketched
schematically in Fig. |2| and described in the following:

1. Indent on surface (only): We have modeled several
indents of different shapes: cubic indents and cuboidal
indents with different lengths in x, y and z directions,
hemispherical indents and pyramidal indents.

2. Indent with rim: Indents were combined with rims
of different thickness and height assuming that part of the
material by indentation is redeposited along the rim of
the indent on the surface. In the case of the hemispherical
indent the rim is a ring defined by an outer diameter (d; ),
an inner diameter (dz), and a height h. For the pyramidal
and cubic indents we have chosen quadratic rims defined
by an outer edge length (L;), an inner edge length (Ls),
and a height h.

3. Indent with rim and additional imperfections
nearby on a surface: The inhomogeneities on the sur-
face were modeled by arbitrarily putting five little cubes
onto the flat surface. These cubes have an edge length of

8 nm (see Fig. [6p).

4. Indent and inhomogeneit on a surface above a sub-
surface inclusion: As an additional feature we modeled
subsurface inclusions by spheres below the indents with
reduced saturation magnetization M,.q4 of 50%, 80% or
90% with respect to the bulk material value M. This
case is a simple model for a small precipitate (e.g., a ce-
mentite particle) or a small plastically phase-transformed
region (e.g., a fcc or hep iron particle) below an indent on
a surface of e.g. the bce iron, which has slightly different
magnetic properties than iron.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The focus is on the exploration of sensing limits for the
idealized case of nearly perfect surfaces of iron or CoFeB
with only magnetic single-domain states. We restrict
our study to magnetic single-domain solutions because
the presence of domain walls in multi-domain solutions
leads to variations in the magnetic stray-field strength,



Edge length  Ratio of = Ratio of Field signal Ratio of
[nm] wall areas  volumes [wT] field signals
4 1 1 16.5 1
6 2.25 3.38 52 3.15
8 4 8 115 6.97
16 16 64 770 46.67

TABLE I. Magnetic stray-field signals of cubic indents of dif-
ferent edge lengths L in CoFeB in relation to their volumes
and surface areas. The magnetic signal scales approximately
with the volume of the indent.

which are in the range of mT, much stronger than the
signals coming from nm sized indents to be studied, as
described below. Furthermore, we restrict our analysis to
low-energy states with the magnetization oriented along
the surface plane. A magnetization component out of the
surface plane would create a strong stray field and thus
lead to unfavourable high-energy states.

In the following we describe and discuss the results
of our numerical micromagnetics simulations on how the
magnetic field signals above the surface vary with sizes
and shapes of indents in the surface, of indents with rims,
of indents with other small particles nearby on the sur-
face, and of indents with inclusions below them inside
the surface. The simulation results for CoFeB and Fe
differed in most aspects only quantitatively within 10%.
Therefore we only present the results for CoFeB in the
following.

A. Signals of indents

For the case of cubic indents we have studied the size
dependence of the magnetic field signal. In Table [[] the
results of our simulations are summarized. We have set
the smallest cube of length L = 4 nm as reference for
the bigger cubic indents. For the total surface area we
have taken into account the five square-shaped walls of
size L x L which are created by the cubic indents. From
the results in the table we infer that the magnetic signal
approximately scales rather with the volume of the indent
than with the area of its walls.

The resulting preferred direction for the magnetization
is the [110] direction in the bulk region of the surface slab
model, because this arrangement minimizes the magnetic
stray field pointing out of side walls of the simulation
box.[I8] If we impose a magnetization in the [100] or [010]
direction the energy of the systems is higher due to the
increased stray field energy originating from the magneti-
zation pointing perpendicularly out of on one side wall of
the simulation box. As can be seen in Fig.[I] there are de-
viations from preferred [110] direction in the close vicin-
ity of the indent (within few multiples of the exchange
length). There the magnetization is aligned preferably
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FIG. 3. a) Magnitude of the magnetic stray field B of a

hemispherical indent with or without rim with the dimensions
given in Fig. ) plotted for different distances above the sam-
ple. At about 40 nm height above the surface an ideal sensor
starts to resolve the indent with rim (outer diameter d2= 38
nm, inner diameter d;=26 nm). The dip due to the indent
becomes visible at 30 nm. b) Sketch of the arrangements of
the hemispherical indents and the sensor positions: the paths
along which the magnetic stray-fields are plotted in a) are in-
dicated by the dashed arrows.

parallel to the surface (dark red regions correspond to
[100] orientation in Fig. |1)). Exl et al. show in Ref.[I§]
how the magnetization ends up in different low-energy
patterns depending on the ratio of exchange length and
the edge length of a magnetic object (in their case it is
a square). Since the sizes of our investigated objects are
maximally 50 nm, which is only about 25 times [, of
Fe and about 12 times [, of CoFeB, we always obtain
magnetization arrangements that Exl et al. call leaf pat-
terns, with preferred magnetization direction [110] and
little deviations at the surfaces of the defects.

Moving from the cubic indent to cuboidal indents with
different edge lengths in x and y directions, one gets mag-
netic field signals that differ significantly in x and y di-
rections. The lowest-energy solution is always the one
where the magnetization is pointing perpendicular to the
smallest side wall of the indent: e.g. if L, < L, then A,=
L,xL, < Ay= LyxL,, and the magnetization points in
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FIG. 4. Magnitude of the magnetic stray field B of pyrami-
dal indents with rims of different sizes (given by rim-to-indent
volume ratios) at a distance of 50 nm above the surface. Rims
can damp (30% volume ratio), nearly compensate (60% vol-
ume ratio) or even invert (90% volume ratio) the sensor signal.
The three rims have an outer extension L; of 16 nm, an inner
extension Ly of 12 nm and their heights are 2, 4 and 6 nm,

respectively (c.f. Fig. )

[100] direction. If edge lengths of the indent are similar
in all directions, like in the cases of cubic, hemispherical
and pyramidal indents, then the size and the shape of
the signal nearly do not depend on the direction paral-
lel to the surface plane. A typical signal produced by a
hemispherical indent of diameter d= 24 nm is plotted in
Fig.|3p (blue line). At 50 nm distance of the sensor above
the surface one has a stray field signal of about 0.7 mT
and the signal width in x or y directions is about 60 nm
(we have taken the width at decay to 1/e).

In summary, we have answered the first three ques-
tions posed in the introduction: a nm-sized indent in a
surface causes a magnetic stray-field signal in the range
from few uT to few mT, the signal scales approximately
with the volume of the indent, and there is a directional
dependence of the field signal if the shape of the indent is
strongly anisotropic like in the case of a cuboidal indent.

B. Signals of indents with rims

Depending on the material and the way an indent is
created, around its edge on the surface there may be a
rim of varying width, height, shape and volume. We have
modeled such rims having volumes outside the surface of
about 30%, 60%, and 90% of the volume of the indent
inside the surface. Figure [4] shows that the signal of a
pyramidal indent without rim (having itself a relative
volume V= 100%, see blue line) is not only weakened
by the rim (having a relative volume 30%, red line) but
nearly compensated (60%, orange line) or even reversed
(90%, green line) when the sensor is held 50 nm above
the surface.

The indent can only be resolved as a dip in the mag-
netic stray-field signal by approaching the sensor closer
to the surface. This is shown for the hemispherical indent
in Fig. Bh. At a distance of 40 nm between sensor and
surface (orange line in Fig. ) one resolves two peaks
coming from the rim. Approaching the sensor to 30 nm
the signal is even more pronounced: the dip in the mid-
dle caused by the indent is superposed with two peaks at
the left and right side due to the rim.

The stray field variation of the signal of about 0.69
mT (dip to plateau) for the indent without rim is in-
creased to about 1.7 mT (dip to peaks) for the indent
with rim. Thus, rims do not simply shade indents but
for close enough sensor position the signal variation is
even enhanced by rims.

This raises the question: at what distance one reaches
the maximum dip to peak variation? The answer is illus-
trated in Fig. [f] by plotting the magnitude of the mag-
netic stray field above the surface in z direction. For the
hemispherical and pyramidal indents we extracted the
magnetic field values directly above the center of the in-
dents (solid vertical arrows in Fig. 5b) and directly above
the middle of the rims (dashed vertical arrows in Fig 5b).
The difference between the respective curves in Fig. ba
is the dip-to-peak signal variation (compare the marks
1.7 mT in Figures 3 and 5a for the hemispherical indent
with rim) The maximum difference is always obtained
where the magnitude of the magnetic stray field above
the center of the indent vanishes: at z ~ 17 nm for the
pyramidal indent and at z ~ 23 nm for the hemispher-
ical indent. These distances correspond approximately
to the diameters of the respective indents. In the plot in
Fig.[Ip this point where the magnetic stray field vanishes
is situated in the center of the dark blue spot (”the head
of the man”) about 54 nm above the surface.

For larger distances beween sensor and surface the dif-
ference goes to zero. Already at z = 50 nm, about twice
the diameter of the hemispherical indent, the dip and the
pair of peaks cannot be resolved any more (compare the
green lines in Fig 5a) with the red line in Fig. )

From our calculations we derive the rule of thumb that
the sensor has to be approximately at a height z ~ d
where d is the diameter of the inhomogeneity if one wants
to resolve the surface modification by indents with rims.

From the experimental perspective the positioning of
a sensor to such a short distance above a metal sur-
face is a very ambitious task. To our knowledge the
best signal resolutions were achieved by scanning-probe-
microscopy set-ups for distances between 15 and 25 nm
with SNVM.[24, 25] The advantage of the SNVM over
the SSM and MFM is the potentially very small sensor
size since the single NV-center defect complex in diamond
employed as the sensor is of an atomic size. The SQUID’s
loop and the size of the MFM sensor are typically in the
range of micrometers.[20]

NV-center sensors, which have sufficiently long coher-
ence times for a measuring process, can be implanted
approximately 10 nm below the diamond surface[27] and



the diamond surface of the sensor can in principle be put
in contact with the surface of the soft-magnetic metal
specimen, which means that a spatial sensor resolution
of 10 nm is feasible.

C. Effect of additional imperfections on the surface

An important complication of detecting indents or
cracks on a surface is a hardly avoidable surface imper-
fection. As a simple structural model for this we add five
tiny cubes of edge length 8 nm (called particles in the fol-
lowing) on the otherwise flat surface with the indent. We
assume that these cubes are not too near to the indent,
i.e. within a radius of a few nm, as this arrangement
would have a similar effect as the previously discussed
rim on the magnetic signal of the indent.

However, as can be see from Fig. [6] even if the cubes
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FIG. 5. a) Dependence on the distance from the surface plane
in z direction of the magnitude of the magnetic stray field B
above a hemispherical indent with a large rim of 100% volume
and a pyramidal indent with a small rim of 30% volume (see
Fig. 2c and 2d for the dimensions). The solid green and the
red curves show the fields perpendicularly above the centers
of the indents. Moving the field sensor away from the indent
centers either 7 nm (pyramid) or 16 nm (hemisphere) in x
direction it is situated in the middle of the respective rim. The
respective magnetic stray-field signals are plotted as dashed
lines. b) Sketch of the arrangements of the indents with rims
and the sensor positions: the paths along which the magnetic
stray-fields are plotted in a) are indicated by the arrows.
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FIG. 6. a) top view on the surface: the blue spot in the centre
represents the hemispherical indent and the five red spots
indicate the additional, randomly set cubes (particles) on the
otherwise flat surface. b) Magnitude of the magnetic stray
field 50 nm above the surface for the hemispherical indent
together with the particles on the surface: the orange and
red curves are plotted along the x direction right across the
indent. The blue, green and black curves have offsets of 50
nm as shown in the top figure a). If a sensor misses the centre
of the indent by 50 nm even on a nearly smooth surface (with
only few small particles nearby) the signal of the indent can
not be clearly distinguished from the background variation if
the indent is too small relative to the other surface objects
(compare orange to green and blue curves).

are rather far away from the indent the signal becomes
strongly disturbed and the hemispherical indent, which
has an approximately seven times larger volume than the
other few particles on the surface (an indent with diame-
ter d= 24 nm), can only be seen when the sensor directly
passes above the center of the indent (compare red and
orange curves for flat and slightly imperfect surfaces). By
passing the indent with the sensor only 50 nm away in
lateral direction leads to a too small signal which is cov-
ered by the background variation coming from the other
few small particles (compare green and blue curves with
orange curve). One has to increase the size of a hemi-
spherical indent to a diameter d = 38 nm, which corre-



sponds to a volume that is 28 times bigger than that of
the other small particles, to get a significant stray-field
signal that exceeds the background variation of about
400 pT due to the few other small particles in our model
(compare green and black curves).

Hence, sensing magnetic fields above macroscopically
smooth surfaces, which are microscopically inhomoge-
neous due to arbitrarily dispersed, nm-sized particles,
require a dense scanning grid. Since surface defects
like indents or cracks can have other small surface inho-
mogeneities nearby, we conclude that the scanning grid
needs to have a step size d which is of order of the dimen-
sion of the surface defect. This may be technically cum-
bersome as it results in long times needed for scanning
surface areas of um? sizes. Furthermore, based on our
simulation results we suggest that indents need to have at
least about 30 times larger volume than the other objects
on the surface for being reliably detectable by a scanning
magnetic-field sensor of such high spatial resolution and
high signal sensitivity as, e.g., a modern SNVM.[24] [25]

D. Effect of subsurface inclusions on surface
indents

Kryzhevich et al. [28] illustrated in their theoretical
atomistic-simulation study on cracks in bcc iron that a
small region of close-packed (hep or fee) iron is formed
below a crack tip. Other small features with locally devi-
ating magnetic properties may be small precipitates sit-
uated close below the surface plane with different crystal
structure or chemical composition than bcc iron. Such
a feature, having slightly different magnetic properties
than bcc iron, can be phenomenologically incorporated
in a micromagnetic simulation model by modifying the
magnetic property data in a small spatial region of the
simulation box. In the following we refer to these regions
with different magnetic properties as inclusions, no mat-
ter what their origin is.

Figure [7] shows how the stray-field signal dip caused
by a hemispherical indent is modified by an additional
spherical inclusion directly below the indent. We assume
that the saturation magnetization of the inclusion is re-
duced either by 10% (i.e. M,.cq of the inclusion is 90% of
the bulk M), 20%, or 50% and that the exchange con-
stant A, is kept unchanged. The dip in the signal due to
the hemispherical indent is only about 700 p7". For incre-
mental reduction of M, by 10% the dip becomes about 80
wT deeper. Thus this additional change is approximately
linear if the position of inclusion remains unchanged, and
it is of minor importance for the total dip if M is only
modified by less than 20%.

We have also simulated the magnetic stray-field signals
of spherical inclusions of different volumes. The signal
size of a spherical inclusion increases in good approxi-
mation linearly with its volume. The dependence of the
signal on the depth of the inclusion is found to be not
linear. It approximately follows the decay of the mag-
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FIG. 7. Magnitude of the magnetic stray field for a hemi-
spherical indent with spherical inclusions with 90%, 80% or
only 50% of the bulk magnetization M, of CoFeB. For the
geometric arrangement see Fig. 2f).

netic dipole-dipole interaction as function of the distance
r, i.e., like 1/r3.

IV. SUMMARY

The detection of surface defects of iron-based materi-
als (i.e., steels), like cracks or indents with sizes of few
nanometers caused for instance by mechanical fatigue or
friction, is challenging since their magnetic signals are
in the pT range. However, such signal sensitivities are
achieved today by high-end magnetic field sensors like
SSM, MFM or SNVM.

There is a delicate balance in the magnetic signal com-
ing from material removed below the surface plane (e.g.,
an indent) or added above the surface plane (e.g., a rim
of an indent). Our micromagnetic simulations illustrate
that rims of indents often lead to a compensation of the
sensor signal for distances between sensor and surface
larger than the size of the surface defect, and clear sig-
nals can only be resolved if the sensor is close enough to
the defect. As a rule of thumb, the sensor distance has
to be about the same as the smallest dimension of the
defect. Additional inclusions below indents with reduced
saturation magnetization, originating for instance from a
plastic deformation zone ahead of a crack tip or from a
small precipitate particle close below the surface, can lead
to an enhanced stray-field signal. However, their effect
remains weak if the local reduction of the magnetization
is within 10% of the saturation magnetization M of the
host metal, and if their volume of the inclusion is about
the same as the volume of the indent. Furthermore, their
impact is weakened due to their increased distance to the
sensor (magnetic dipole interactions decay with 1/7%).

A significant complication for the interpretation of
magnetic stray-field signals of the surface defects of in-
terest (indents or cracks) comes from other small and
randomly dispersed imperfections on a macroscopically



smooth surface. Our micromagnetic simulation results
illustrate that such atomic-scale surface inhomogeneities
can cover the signal of indents since their magnetic sig-
nals are decaying quickly over few tenth of nm. This
means that a sensor that bypasses the center of a nm-
sized indent by only about 50 nm will not give a clear dip
or peak in the magnetic stray-field signal that is distin-
guishable from a background variation unless the indent
is more than at least 30 times bigger in volume than other
defect objects above or below the surface. This implies
the need of a dense scanning grid for the magnetic sensor
to detect surface defects of few nm size reliably. However,
practically this may require long measuring times with

stable scanning-sensor set-ups to get magnetic stray-field
maps of micrometer-sized areas of magnetic metal sur-
faces.
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