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ABSTRACT

Here a minimum power dissipation coil transducer has been designed to allow in-flight noise char-
acterization of a low-frequency magnetic measurement system. The coil was produced using PCB
technology to provide mechanical stability and easy integration close to the magnetic sensors. The
transducer design strategy relies on an inverse boundary element method, which has been efficiently
adapted to produce optimal multilayer PCB coils subjected to different geometrical and performance
constraints. The resulting coil transducer was simulated and experimentally validated under realistic
conditions where the payload is magnetically shielded from low-frequency fluctuations by using a
three-layer cylindrical mu-metal enclosure. The results show that the specific transducer coil proposed
efficiently produces stable magnetic conditions for adequate validation of the magnetic diagnostic
system while providing reduced power dissipation and optimal mechanical stability.

Keywords PCB Coil Design · AMR · Magnetic field

1 Introduction

Detection and precise measurements of magnetic fields have become essential tasks in many fields, such as industrial
processes, medical applications and space research. A good example of the latter is the observation of Gravitational
Waves (GWs) [1].

The extreme weakness of GWs, along with the harsh environmental conditions found in space, give rise to a crucial
technical problem: it must be possible to distinguish the GWs from undesired non-gravitational noise [14], such as that
generated by interplanetary magnetic fields or magnetic sources on the spacecraft itself. This raises the need for precise
electronic measurement systems capable of mapping the magnetic forces acting on the spacecraft [12].
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Of all the different sensing techniques employed in magnetic diagnostic systems for space-based GW detectors,
anisotropic magnetoresistive (AMR) sensors are preferred to other technologies due to their small size, low magnetic
impact on the surroundings, low power consumption and high sensitivity [6]. This is the case of initiatives such as
MELISA-III (Magnetic Experiment for the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna). 1 MELISA-III aims to validate
a compact magnetic measurement system for use in future space-based gravitational wave detectors. The main
objective of MELISA-III is the in-flight sub-millihertz noise characterization of a set of magnetoresistive sensors with
dedicated electronic noise reduction techniques. With the aim of enhacing the sensitivity and linearity of the magnetic
measurements, the core of an AMR magnetic sensor is made up of an all-element varying Wheatstone bridge, i.e., the
four elements of the bridge are magnetoresistances.

The excess noise at sub-millihertz frequencies is the critical part of the payload which arises from the intrinsic flicker
noise and the slow environmental temperature drifts coupled with the thermal coefficient of the electronics. Although
both noise contributions are dominated by the sensor itself, the latter contribution increases linearly with the magnetic
field. Accordingly, the AMR sensor also integrates a compensation coil that is used as part of a closed-loop controller
to balance the bridge during operations. This allows improvement of the thermal dependence of the sensor sensitivity
by using an integrator that supplies the compensation coil, generating an inverse field to cancel out the field component
along the sensor [13].

For the in-orbit validation of the MELISA-III experiment, a bias field must be applied by another external transducer
coil placed within a mu-metal enclosure to ensure stable magnetic conditions in the harsh Low Earth Orbit (LEO)
environment. This external coil will allow low-frequency noise performance over the whole magnetic measurement
range of the sensor, where the figure of merit will be the behavior of the flicker noise, the 1/f corner frequency and the
noise floor.

Other examples exist of space missions where on-board coils are needed to inject controlled magnetic fields during
in-flight scientific operations [5]-[21], yet none of them have the strict design constraints of the CubeSat missions in
terms off mass, volume and power. More precisely, in the case of the MELISA-III experiment the following technical
requirements must be taken into account in the design of an ideal transducer coil for the payload:

i) High mechanical stability, especially to ensure that the system will safely survive the launch mechanical
environment.

ii) Reduced physical dimensions and easy integration into the electronic magnetic diagnostic system.

iii) Proximity to the magnetic sensor, so as to achieve the desired magnetic field with the lowest possible current.

iv) Maximum desired magnetic field at the specific location of the sensor core within the integrated circuit.

v) Minimum resistance in order to reduce Joule heating losses, a fact which may become especially significant at
a small coil wire scale.

An interesting strategy to meet these requirements is the design of planar coils making use of the different metal layers
of the multilayer PCB structure where the magnetic diagnostic circuit is implemented. The use of multilayer PCB
technology has several potential advantages, such as the ease of fabrication of smaller transducers and the compact and
precise integration of the coil in the circuit assembly [8, 2, 15, 22, 17], which can both ameliorate mechanical stress due
to high accelerations/vibrations (compared to other external coil shapes) and reduce the distance between the transducer
and the magnetic sensors.

There is a considerable literature on the problem of coil design in electronics [26, 24, 25, 7], nonetheless these
approaches are based on heuristic algorithms, restricted to simple coil geometries such as cylindrical or planar shapes
and unable to satisfy the technical requirements described in i)-v). On the other hand, coil design problem (also known
as magnetic field synthesis) has been widely studied in other fields of engineering such as bio-engineering [19, 10] and
magnetic accelerators [11]. Moreover, among all the approaches developed in recent years to design coils there is an
especially successful series of techniques which incorporates the stream function of a current density within an inverse
boundary element method (IBEM) [18]. This approach has been efficiently applied to produce magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) gradient coils and transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) coils with arbitrary geometry, allowing
the inclusion of coil features in the design process such as maximization of the magnetic field in a specific region or
minimization of the resistance (power dissipation) [19, 20]. Stream function IBEM is therefore a strategy well suited
for use in electronics to design optimal transducers capable of covering the magnetic field range of AMR sensors with
reduced power dissipation.

1MELISA-III is part of an In-Orbit demonstration/Validation (IOD/IOV) activity developed at the University of Cádiz (UCA) and
selected by the European Commission and the European Space Agency (ESA) under the H2020 Programme [13].
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In this article, a stream function IBEM is applied to design a PCB coil that allows in-flight noise characterization of
a low-frequency magnetic measurement system. This scheme has been used to produce a set of optimal transducers
on two available surfaces of the multilayer PCB where the magnetic diagnostic system is implemented. The coil has
been designed to maximize the relevant magnetic field component of the corresponding AMR sensor while reducing
power dissipation. The transducer proposed was also simulated, built and experimentally validated. Its remarkable
performance allowed its implementation on the MELISA-III payload, which will be integrated in a 6-Unit CubeSat
platform by ISISpace.

This paper is structured as follows. Firstly, the stream function IBEM is outlined. Secondly, a brief overview is
given of the main characteristics of the proposed magnetic measurement system. Next, the geometrical and functional
requirements the coil transducer must meet are listed. Finally the coil prototype designed is introduced, with a
description and discussion of the results obtained from the numerical simulations and experimental measurements.

2 Methods

2.1 Stream function IBEM

The following is a brief outline of the method. For a more detailed description refer to the original works [19, 18].

A stream function IBEM for coil design is a current density technique, in the sense that it is based on the idea of wire
arrangements wound so as to approximate continuous current distributions. In this type of approach, the desired current
density is determined by solving an optimization problem formulated in terms of the stream function. In order to obtain
the current density, the conducting surface of the coil, S, is discretized in a triangle mesh elements and N nodes, which
are located at each vertex of the element. The current density on the conducting surface can be represented as:

J(r) ≈
N∑

n=1

ψn ȷn(r), r ∈ S, (1)

where [ψ1, ψ2, . . . , ψN ] are the stream function nodal values used as optimization variables, and ȷn is the current
element associated to the nth-node [19].

By using the current density model in Eq. 1, we can obtain the discretized expressions for the required physical
magnitudes involved in the design problem. For instance, the magnetic field created by the coil at a given point can be
written as:

B(r) ≈
N∑

n=1

ψnbn(r), (2)

where bn is the magnetic induction vector produced by a unit stream function at the nth-node [19]. Analogously, the
amount of resistive power dissipated by the coil can be expressed as:

P ≈
N∑

n=1

N∑
m=1

ψnψmRnm, (3)

where R is the resistance matrix, an N ×N sized fully symmetric positive definite matrix [19].

In an IBEM these discrete models are used to pose the coil design as a convex optimization, with the solution being the
optimal stream function. The final wire arrangement is achieved firstly by equally-spaced contouring of the stream
function [3], and secondly by connecting the resulting unconnected contour lines in series (which is by far the main
source of error of this technique). The stream function IBEM is frequently used to generate coil windings with wires
[8], but it can also be applied to variable or fixed-width copper tracks [23]. In this article, the latter was preferred to
produce a coil made from PCB tracks.

2.2 Magnetic measurement system

The magnetic measurement system incorporated on the MELISA-III payload consists of a four-layer PCB with a
sensor head made up of single axis (HMC1001) and two-axis (HMC1002) AMR magnetometers [9], along with the
corresponding analog and digital circuits that acquire the sensor measurements, digitize them and communicate with
the satellite’s on-board computer. Furthermore, the AMR sensors were placed within a cylindrical enclosure to shield
the magnetometers from the environmental magnetic field [16],[13], thus allowing in-flight noise characterization of the
sensors at sub-millihertz frequencies. The shielding consisted of three concentric cylindrical mu-metal layers with a
thickness of 0.254 mm attached to the payload by a cylindrical aluminum structure with a thickness of 1.2 mm. Each
mu-metal layer was separated by a gap of 1.7 mm, as shown in Fig. 1.
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Aluminum support

mu-metal layers

Uniaxial AMR
Biaxial AMR

Sensor Head{ {

Figure 1: Melisa-III payload consisting of four-layer PCB along with three mu-metal layers for the magnetic shielding
and the aluminium support.

2.3 Transducer design

The transducer coil was designed to fit in the available area of the multilayer PCB after implementation of the analog
and digital circuits. More precisely, the transducer was created taking into account the free surface of the two middle
layers of the four-layer PCB structure in the sensor head region, which allows a reduced distance between the transducer
and the sensor, thereby improving the strength and uniformity of the magnetic field over the magnetometers.

The transducer was designed in two selected areas (each in one of the two inner layers of the four layers PCB), with
having an initial feasible surface of 33.35 mm × 15.7 mm. Hereinafter, these two available PCB areas will be referred
to as Inner 1 and Inner 2, they are located 0.36 mm and 1.07 mm, respectively, below the top surface of the multilayer
PCB (z = 0 mm) where the AMR magnetometers are placed (see Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)).

The sensor head is made up of a uniaxial (HMC1001) and a biaxial AMR (HMC1002) [9], where the z-axis is the
sensitive direction for HMC1001, and x and y are the sensitive axes for the biaxial HMC1002, as shown in Figs. 2(a)
and 2(b).

According to this spatial distribution, the desired transducer coil must create a magnetic field for which the z component
is maximum in the HMC1001 region, whereas the Bx and By produced must also be maximum in the region occupied
by HMC1002. To this end, three regions of interest (ROIs) were set for maximization of the different magnetic field
components. The first region of interest ROI1 was located within the HMC1001 sensor at z = 2.5 mm over the top
layer surface (z = 0 mm) of the multilayer PCB with the aim of achieving a maximum Bz . ROI2 and ROI3 were
placed inside the HMC1002 sensor at z = 1.25 mm over the PCB surface with the objective of maximize the Bx and
By components, respectively. It is worth stressing that the exact sensing regions of each magnetometer is unknown,
nonetheless this placement of the three ROIs is a plausible choice according to the sensor characteristics [9].
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Figure 2: a) 3D schematic diagram and b) xz projection showing the sensor head region of MELISA-III payload with
the AMR magnetometers. The transducer coil is designed in the two available areas (Inner 1 and Inner 2) of the two
middle layers with the objective of maximizing BZ at ROI1, Bx at ROI2 and By at ROI3.

Furthermore, although the initial sensor head surface is 33.35 mm × 15.7 mm per layer, the actual surface available for
the transducer design must also meet the following geometrical restrictions:

i) Two ground tracks are implemented in the Inner 1 area (blue region in Fig, 3(a)). Consequently, these 2 mm wide
zones have not been considered as part of the available surface for the design.
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ii) HMC1001 is a through-hole component and so the area of insertion holes cannot be used in the design. Two
rectangular regions of 10.6 mm × 1.8 mm in both layers, Inner 1 and Inner 2 have not been considered as part of
the available surface in the design, these areas from which the coil tracks are excluded are shown in Figs. 3(a) and
3(b).

In addition, the conditions for fabrication of the PCB introduce the following requirements:

• Minimum width for the coil tracks of 0.15 mm.

• Minimum distance between coil tracks of 0.15 mm.

• PCB copper thickness of 0.035 mm.

In order to achieve the highest number of coil tracks (and so the highest magnetic field generated by the transducer), the
track width is considered as the minimum value prescribed by the fabrication conditions

HMC1001

HMC1002

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
x (mm)

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

y 
(m

m
)

Ground Connection

Coil Surface

ROI1
ROI2

ROI3

(a)

HMC1002

HMC1001

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
x (mm)

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

y 
(m

m
)

Coil Surface

ROI1
ROI2

ROI3

(b)

Figure 3: Available surfaces for the coil design at: a) Inner 1 and b) Inner 2. The ground tracks in Inner 1 are depicted
as two blue bands of 2 mm width. The HMC1001 AMR sensor is showed as a white rectangle to illustrate the region
where coil tracks are excluded due to the drill holes. The HMC1002 sensor location is showed as a dotted rectangle.
(The ROIs are shown for sake of clarity, but it is worth stressing that Inner 1 plane is at z = −0.36 mm, Inner 2 plane
is at z = −1.07 mm whereas ROI1 is the HMC1001 sensor at z = 2.5 and ROI2 and ROI3 are inside the HMC1002
sensor at z = 1.25.)

The transducer was also designed based on the following functional requirements:

• It must generate an average bias magnetic field with the desired direction in the corresponding ROI of each
sensor of the order of 4µT for Bx and By components and 10µT for Bz . Since the magnetic field range
for MELISA-III is ±10 µT and the electronic signal conditioning circuit is common for the three axes, the
proposed magnetic field generated by the PCB coil will be sufficient to effectively characterize the whole
magnetic measurement system.

• Low minimum coil resistance is required to reduce the power dissipation, so R has been set to be lower than
10Ω.

The different performance, geometrical and functional requirements listed above allow consideration of the coil design
as a multi-objective constrained optimization problem, the solution of which can be used to produce the desired PCB
tracks arrangement.

2.4 Numerical validation

COMSOL Multiphysics software (COMSOL AB, Stockholm, Sweden) [4] was used to numerically validate the
designed multilayer PCB transducer, which have proved to be an effective tool to simulate the performance of coils
in electronics [24, 7]. A 3D model of the coil was created at the COMSOL geometry section and the AC/DC Module
with the Magnetic Fields physics and Stationary study for an input coil current of 10 mA were employed to perform an
analysis of the magnetic field generated at each of the three ROIs. The resistance and the inductance of the transducer
coil were also simulated in the same manner.
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2.5 Experimental validation

Magnetic measurements were carried out with the MELISA-III payload to verify the theoretical and simulated results
of the PCB coil designed. For these measurements, the payload was calibrated with a triaxial Helmholtz coil, with the
current-to-field ratio previously estimated using an absolute optically pumped atomic magnetometer.

The payload was allocated in a magnetically shielded environment to screen out the Earth’s magnetic field and magnetic
sources in the lab. The measurements were performed both with and without MELISA-III’s three-layer cylindrical
mu-metal shielding (see Fig.1). This allowed assessment as to whether the magnetic field induced by the PCB transducer
on the sensor location is modified due to the proximity of the high-permeability mu-metal alloy. The current applied to
the coil is acquired by an external high-accuracy 7.5 digit multimeter (DMM). The corresponding block diagram of the
experimental set-up employed to validate the PCB transducer coil is shown in Fig. 4.
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Figure 4: Block diagram of the experimental set-up employed for validating the PCB transducer coil.

3 Results

3.1 PCB Transducer

By using the IBEM approach described in section 2.1 along with the requirements presented in section 2.3, the design
problem is posed as a constrained optimization from which the desired stream function (and so current density) can be
obtained. Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) show the stream lines produced by contouring the stream function solution at the Inner 1
and Inner 2 layers, respectively.
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Figure 5: Stream function contour lines of the a) Inner 1 layer and b) Inner 2 layer.

By connecting these contour lines in series, we obtain the final track pattern of the coil depicted in Fig. 6. It is a six
lobed coil, where Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(b) correspond to the PCB track arrangement of the Inner 1 and the Inner 2 layers,
respectively. A higher density of PCB wires can be appreciated in the PCB regions closest to the sensors, i.e. where the
highest magnetic fields are expected. In addition, it can be seen how the ground connection surface in Inner 1 (Fig.
3(a)) as well as the drill hole regions of the HMC1001 in both layers (Fig. 3) are free of PCB tracks, as expected since
they were defined as excluded regions in the design process (section 2.3).
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The input and output current connections are set on the Inner 2 and Inner 1 layers respectively, where the current flow is
guaranteed by three connection paths between layers (black circles in Fig. 6).
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Figure 6: PCB track distribution of the coil transducer at a) Inner 1 layer and b) Inner 2 layer. Input (In) and output
current (Out) are set on the Inner 2 and Inner 1, respectively. The connections between layers are depicted by black
circles (crosses within the circle represent an input current into the connection path whereas dots represent an output
current).

3.2 Numerical validation

Figs. 7(a), 7(b) and 7(c) show the colour-coded maps of the three components Bx, By and Bz of the magnetic field
produced by the transducer coil in Fig. 6 when simulated with COMSOL multi-physics using an input coil current of
10 mA. The fields Bx and By are shown on the xy-plane at z = 1.25 mm, whereas Bz is depicted on the xy-plane
at z = 2.5 mm. It is worth noting that the maximum values of Bx and By occur at the biaxial sensor locations,
Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) respectively, whereas the maximum strength of Bz occurs in the uniaxial sensor region, Fig. 7(c).
Consequently in all cases the maximum value of the desired magnetic field component coincides with the sensitive
axis of the corresponding magnetometer. In addition, the B-field strengths meet the initial requirements to efficiently
unbalance the Wheatstone bridge up to the maximum magnetic field range of the MELISA-III payload, i.e. ±10 µT.

These results indicate that the designed transducer fulfills the initial requirements (sections 2.3). Nonetheless, for an
accurate evaluation of the magnetic measurement system the shielding effect of the three cylindrical mu-metal layers
must also be considered in the analysis. To this end, the bias magnetic field produced by the coil within the cylindrical
shielding has also been simulated using COMSOL multi-physics. Figs. 8(a), 8(b),8(c) illustrate the colour-coded map
of the Bx, By and Bz in the equivalent xy-planes considering the influence of the magnetic shielding. It can be seen
that the maximum values of Bx, By and Bz occur again at the sensors locations. The presence of the magnetic shielding
does not significantly affect the magnetic field strength at the ROIs, as it can be seen in Figs. 7, 8 and in Table 1. The
B-field strengths are also met in this case in the range of the 4− 10 µT.

In addition, the maximum magnitudes of Bz , Bx and By at ROI1, ROI2 and ROI3 respectively are detailed in Table 1,
where it is noticeable that the COMSOL results are lower than those obtained in the theoretical analysis. This may be
partially explained due to the series connection that must be performed in the coil after the stream function contouring
process, as described in section 2.1. Nonetheless, it can be seen how the maximum values are withing the desired
B-field range (between 4 and 10 µT) mentioned in section 2.3.

Table 1: Transducer properties along with maximum and average magnetic field components produced by the transducer
at each ROI (Z, X and Y at ROI1,ROI2 and ROI3, respectively) for I = 10 mA.

Theoretical COMSOL COMSOL Experimental Experimental
µ-metal µ-metal

Resistance (Ω) 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.5 5.5
Bxmax (µT) 8.7 8.3 8.1 - -
Bymax (µT) 7.2 7.6 7.3 - -
Bzmax (µT) 10.8 10.9 12.7 - -
B̄x (µT) 6.7 6.0 5.7 4.6 4.3
B̄y (µT) 5.3 5.6 5.5 4.2 4.0
B̄z (µT) 10.0 9.9 11.8 10.5 12.3
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Figure 7: Colour-code map of a) Bx component of the magnetic field at z = 1.25 mm, b) By component of the
magnetic field at z = 1.25 mm and c) Bz component of the magnetic field at z = 2.5 mm. The ROIs are represented by
white rectangular dotted lines.

3.3 Experimental validation

The sensor head of the magnetic measurement system fabricated can be seen in Fig. 9, where the PCB tracks of the coil
may also be partially distinguished. The resistance of this transducer and the relevant maximum and average magnetic
fields produced in each ROI are presented in Table 1, where these experimentally measured values can be compared to
those theoretically derived from the IBEM or simulated by using COMSOL.

The measured resistance of the prototype transducer coil in Fig. 9 was found to be in accordance with the simulated and
theoretical values, which confirms the accuracy of modelling coils in this way. It should be noted that the resistance
may be influenced by the copper thickness tolerance, meaning that the transducer track thickness in some regions may
be less than the nominal value indicated by the manufacturer, leading to higher resistance measurements. The thickness
may be as low as 0.024 mm (instead of the 0.035 mm considered in the simulation), which may explain the discrepancy
between theoretical and simulated resistance with respect to the experimentally obtained value.

On the other hand, the measured (blue line) and numerically calculated (red line) values of each magnetic field
component considering the mu-metal shielding are shown for different current intensities through the coil transducer in
Fig. 10. The simulated fields are found as the average value of the relevant component in the corresponding ROI. In
order to evaluate the uncertainty, the standard deviation of the field component over the corresponding ROI has also
been included for each current. The errors in the experimental curves are of the order of nano tesla and so negligible.

It is worth noting that there is an appreciable difference between the average values of the simulated Bx and By

components and those measured by the HMC1002 sensor, as can be seen in Figs. 10(a), 10(b) respectively. This
fact indicates that ROI2 and ROI3 do not completely match the most sensitive regions of the biaxial magnetometer,
nonetheless the three regions of interest chosen proved to be a representative approximation to design coils able to
successfully characterize the entire magnetic measurement system. In addition, the deviation between simulations
and measurements may be justified, in part by the fact that the final chip height may change from the one originally
considered in Fig. 2 because of the deviations introduced by soldering (up to several tenths of a millimetre in the z
direction).The influence of these sources of error is not significantly high in the case of the z component of the magnetic
field, Fig. 10(c), as the average value of the simulated Bz over ROI1 offers a good approximation of the HMC1001
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Figure 8: Colour-code map of a) Bx component of the magnetic field at z = 1.25 mm, b) By component of the
magnetic field at z = 1.25 mm and c) Bz component of the magnetic field at z = 2.5 mm considering the µ-metal
cylindrical shielding. The ROIs are represented by white rectangular dotted lines.

Figure 9: Photographs of the Melisa-III payload. The figure depicts the sensor head region with the AMR sensors and
the coil designed.

sensor measurement. Regardless, all the B-field components produced by the transducer coil in both magnetometers
fully satisfy the initial functional and performance requirements.

4 Conclusion

This article describes a multilayer PCB transducer to ensure stable magnetic conditions in a technology demonstrator of
a magnetic diagnostic system for future space-borne GW detectors. The design method was based on a stream function
IBEM adapted to produce multilayer PCB coils, allowing consideration of complex coil geometries and prototyping
of different functional constraints such as minimum power dissipation in the design process. The performance of the
transducer presented was simulated and experimentally evaluated. The theoretical, numerical and measurement values
were found to be in good agreement, fulfilling in any case the performance requirements and efficiently controlling
the magnetic field in the magnetic measurement system, even when the sensors are placed within a magnetically
shielded enclosure made of three cylindrical mu-metal layers. Furthermore, the geometry-independent nature of this
coil design approach, its versatility for consideration numerous performance requisites and its direct implementation
using conventional PCB technology make the stream function IBEM a promising technique to produce specific PCB
coils in electronics.
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Figure 10: Magnetic field-current plot for the MELISA-III payload with the µ-metal shielding. a) Bx , b) By, and
c) Bz components of the magnetic field. The red curves depict the average value of the relevant component obtained
from Comsol simulation over a) ROI2, b) ROI3 and c) ROI1. The blue curves show the measured values. The errors in
the red curve are due to the standard deviation of the field component over the corresponding ROI. The errors in the
experimental curves are of the order of nano tesla and are associated with the uncertainty of the measuring instrument
and the resolution of the MELISA-III.

Acknowledgment

This work has been co-financed by the 2014-2020 ERDF Operational Programme and by the Department of Economy,
Knowledge, Business and University of the Regional Government of Andalusia (Project reference: FEDER-UCA18-
105867 and FEDER-UCA18-107380) and PAIDI-2020 Programme (Project reference: P18-FR-2721). The MELISA-III
experiment will be embarked on the first mission of the H2020 IOD/IOV program of the EU.

Rights Statement

© 2022 IEEE. Personal use permitted. The published version is available at: https://doi.org/10.1109/tim.2022.
3217843. This manuscript is the accepted version of the article published in IEEE Transactions on Instrumentation
and Measurement.

10

https://doi.org/10.1109/tim.2022.3217843
https://doi.org/10.1109/tim.2022.3217843


PCB Transducer Coil © [2022] IEEE. PERSONAL USE PERMITTED.

References

[1] Pau Amaro-Seoane et al. Laser Interferometer Space Antenna. 2017. DOI: 10.48550/ARXIV.1702.00786.
URL: https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786.

[2] Andrea Baschirotto et al. “A Fluxgate Magnetic Sensor: From PCB to Micro-Integrated Technology”. In: IEEE
Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 56.1 (2007), pp. 25–31. DOI: 10.1109/TIM.2006.887218.

[3] Michael A. Brideson, Larry K. Forbes, and Stuart Crozier. “Determining complicated winding patterns for shim
coils using stream functions and the target-field method”. In: Concepts in Magnetic Resonance Part A: Bridging
Education and Research 14.1 (2002), pp. 9–18. ISSN: 15466086. DOI: 10.1002/cmr.10000.

[4] COMSOL Multiphysics v.5.6. Comsol AB, Stockholm, Sweden. 2022. URL: www.comsol.es.
[5] Marc Diaz-Aguiló et al. “Design of the magnetic diagnostics unit onboard LISA Pathfinder”. In: Aerospace

Science and Technology 26.1 (2013), pp. 53–59. ISSN: 1270-9638. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ast.
2012.02.013. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1270963812000454.

[6] Marina Díaz-Michelena. “Small Magnetic Sensors for Space Applications”. In: Sensors 9.4 (2009), pp. 2271–
2288. ISSN: 1424-8220. DOI: 10.3390/s90402271. URL: https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/9/4/2271.

[7] Zhongya Ding et al. “Design of Bi-Planar Coil for Acquiring Near-Zero Magnetic Environment”. In: IEEE
Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 71 (2022), pp. 1–10. DOI: 10.1109/TIM.2022.3151939.

[8] Shi Fu et al. “Method of Segmented Turns Arrangement of PCB Rogowski Coil With Anti-Interference Ability”.
In: IEEE Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 70 (2021), pp. 1–12. DOI: 10.1109/TIM.2021.
3096260.

[9] Honeywell. “1- and 2-axis magnetic sensors HMC1001, 1002, 1021, 1022,” in: Rev C 900248 (2008).
[10] Lari M Koponen, Jaakko O Nieminen, and Risto J Ilmoniemi. “Minimum-energy coils for transcranial magnetic

stimulation: Application to focal stimulation”. In: Brain Stimulation 8.1 (2015), pp. 124–134. ISSN: 18764754.
DOI: 10.1016/j.brs.2014.10.002. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brs.2014.10.002.

[11] K. Koyanagi et al. “Development of Saddle-Shaped Coils for Accelerator Magnets Wound With YBCO-Coated
Conductors”. In: IEEE Transactions on Applied Superconductivity 25.3 (2015), pp. 1–4. DOI: 10.1109/TASC.
2014.2385962.

[12] I Mateos et al. “Interpolation of the magnetic field at the test masses in eLISA”. In: Classical and Quantum
Gravity 32.16 (July 2015), p. 165003. DOI: 10.1088/0264-9381/32/16/165003. URL: https://doi.org/
10.1088/0264-9381/32/16/165003.

[13] I. Mateos, R. Sánchez-Mínguez, and J. Ramos-Castro. “Design of a CubeSat payload to test a magnetic
measurement system for space-borne gravitational wave detectors”. In: Sensors and Actuators A: Physical 273
(2018), pp. 311–316. ISSN: 0924-4247. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2018.02.040. URL:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924424717317120.

[14] I. Mateos et al. “Noise characterization of an atomic magnetometer at sub-millihertz frequencies”. In: Sensors and
Actuators A: Physical 224 (2015), pp. 147–155. ISSN: 0924-4247. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.
2015.01.029. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924424715000382.

[15] Babak Noroozi and Bashir I. Morshed. “Design and optimization of printed spiral coils for wireless passive
sensors”. In: IET Wireless Sensor Systems 11.4 (2021), pp. 169–178. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1049/wss2.
12019. eprint: https://ietresearch.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1049/wss2.12019.
URL: https://ietresearch.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1049/wss2.12019.

[16] Clayton R. Paul. “Introduction to Electromagnetic Compatibility”. In: Introduction to Electromagnetic Compati-
bility. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2005. Chap. TEN, pp. 713–752. ISBN: 9780471758150. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1002/0471758159.ch10. eprint: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/
0471758159.ch10. URL: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/0471758159.ch10.

[17] Zhou You Qing Cao Peng Chun Yan and Zhi hun. “Design and Research on New PCB Air-core coil Current
Transducer.” In: High Voltage Engineering 31 (2009), pp. 85–94.

[18] S Pissanetzky. “Minimum energy MRI gradient coils of general geometry”. In: Measurement Science and
Technology 3.7 (July 1992), pp. 667–673. DOI: 10.1088/0957-0233/3/7/007. URL: https://doi.org/10.
1088/0957-0233/3/7/007.

[19] Michael Poole and Richard Bowtell. “Novel gradient coils designed using a boundary element method”. In:
Concepts in Magnetic Resonance Part B: Magnetic Resonance Engineering 31B.3 (2007), pp. 162–175. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1002/cmr.b.20091. eprint: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.
1002/cmr.b.20091. URL: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/cmr.b.20091.

[20] Clemente Cobos Sánchez et al. “Novel TMS coils designed using an inverse boundary element method”. In:
Physics in Medicine and Biology 62.1 (2017), pp. 73–90. ISSN: 13616560. DOI: 10.1088/1361-6560/62/1/73.

11

https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1702.00786
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2006.887218
https://doi.org/10.1002/cmr.10000
www.comsol.es
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ast.2012.02.013
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ast.2012.02.013
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1270963812000454
https://doi.org/10.3390/s90402271
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/9/4/2271
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2022.3151939
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2021.3096260
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2021.3096260
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brs.2014.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brs.2014.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1109/TASC.2014.2385962
https://doi.org/10.1109/TASC.2014.2385962
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/16/165003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/16/165003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/16/165003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2018.02.040
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924424717317120
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2015.01.029
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2015.01.029
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924424715000382
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1049/wss2.12019
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1049/wss2.12019
https://ietresearch.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1049/wss2.12019
https://ietresearch.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1049/wss2.12019
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/0471758159.ch10
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/0471758159.ch10
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/0471758159.ch10
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/0471758159.ch10
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/0471758159.ch10
https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-0233/3/7/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-0233/3/7/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-0233/3/7/007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/cmr.b.20091
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cmr.b.20091
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cmr.b.20091
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/cmr.b.20091
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/62/1/73


PCB Transducer Coil © [2022] IEEE. PERSONAL USE PERMITTED.

[21] Thilo Schuldt et al. “Design of a dual species atom interferometer for space”. In: Experimental Astronomy 39.2
(2015), pp. 167–206. ISSN: 0922-6435. DOI: 10.1007/s10686-014-9433-y. URL: https://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/s10686-014-9433-y.

[22] Nireeshma Ulkundakar, Rajesh Savarapu, and Pratap Kollu. “Design, simulation and fabrication of non-spiral
based fluxgate sensor on printed circuit board (PCB)”. In: Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 562
(2022), p. 169769. ISSN: 0304-8853. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2022.169769. URL:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0304885322006692.

[23] Peter T. While et al. “Theoretical design of gradient coils with minimum power dissipation: Accounting
for the discretization of current density into coil windings”. In: Journal of Magnetic Resonance 235 (2013),
pp. 85–94. ISSN: 1090-7807. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2013.07.017. URL: https:
//www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090780713001961.

[24] Jianzhi Yang et al. “Design of Biplanar Coils for Degrading Residual Field in Magnetic Shielding Room”. In:
IEEE Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 70 (2021), pp. 1–10. DOI: 10.1109/TIM.2021.
3108493.

[25] Fengwen Zhao et al. “Design of Gradient Magnetic Field Coil Based on an Improved Particle Swarm Optimization
Algorithm for Magnetocardiography Systems”. In: IEEE Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 70
(2021), pp. 1–9. DOI: 10.1109/TIM.2021.3106677.

[26] Fengwen Zhao et al. “Research on the Design of Axial Uniform Coils for Residual Field Compensation in
Magnetically Shielded Cylinder”. In: IEEE Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 71 (2022), pp. 1–9.
DOI: 10.1109/TIM.2022.3188525.

12

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10686-014-9433-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10686-014-9433-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10686-014-9433-y
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2022.169769
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0304885322006692
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmr.2013.07.017
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090780713001961
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090780713001961
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2021.3108493
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2021.3108493
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2021.3106677
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2022.3188525

	Introduction
	Methods
	Stream function IBEM
	Magnetic measurement system
	Transducer design
	Numerical validation
	Experimental validation

	Results
	PCB Transducer
	Numerical validation
	Experimental validation

	Conclusion

