
1

Real-Time 3D Magnetic Field Camera for a
Spherical Volume

Fynn Foerger1,2,*, Marija Boberg1,2, Niklas Hackelberg1,2, Philip Heinisch4,5,6, Katharina Ostaszewski4,5,6, Jonas
Faltinath1,2, Florian Thieben1,2, Fabian Mohn1,2, Paul Jürß1,2, Martin Möddel1,2, and Tobias Knopp1,2,3
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Abstract—Accurate and efficient volumetric magnetic field
measurements are essential for a wide range of applications.
Conventional methods are often limited in terms of measure-
ment speed and applicability, or suffer from scaling problems
at larger volumes. This work presents the development of a
magnetometer array designed to measure magnetic fields within
a spherical volume at a frame rate of 10 Hz. The array consists
of 3D Hall magnetometers positioned according to a spherical
t-design, allowing simultaneous magnetic field data acquisition
from the surface of the sphere. The approach enables the efficient
representation of all three components of the magnetic field inside
the sphere using a sixth-degree polynomial, significantly reducing
measurement time compared to sequential methods. This work
details the design, calibration, and measurement methods of the
array. To evaluate its performance, we compare it to a sequential
single-sensor measurement by examining a magnetic gradient
field. The obtained measurement uncertainties of approx. 1%
show the applicability for a variety of applications.

Index Terms—3D magnetic field mapping, Hall-effect devices,
magnetic-field camera, magnetic-field sensors, magnetic sensor
arrays, magnetometers

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic fields play a crucial role in various areas, ranging
from consumer products over industrial processes to scientific
research and medical diagnostics. Their inherent ability to
penetrate matter and interact with it in various ways en-
ables a wide range of applications, including the transfer
of forces and torques. The spatial distribution of magnetic
fields is of high concern in most of these applications, as
it directly influences the functionality and accuracy of the
processes involved. One important area of magnetic fields
in healthcare is tomographic imaging, which enabled the
development of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) [1] and
magnetic particle imaging (MPI) [2]. Both imaging modalities
use the superposition of different kinds of magnetic fields
for signal generation and encoding. A detailed understanding
of the magnetic field configuration is essential, as it directly
underpins high-resolution imaging and precise diagnostics [3],

[4], [5]. As a result, precise magnetic field measurements are
frequently conducted and are essential for accurate imaging.

Often, magnetic field measurements in a volume relied on
a single 3D sensor positioned sequentially at grid points [6].
Although this approach is reliable, it is also time-consuming
requiring precise and repeated repositioning of the sensor [7].
To address these challenges, previous research has explored
the use of multiple sensors to achieve higher field capture
frame rates [8], [9], [10]. In addition, taking advantage of the
fact that in regions of zero current density the field components
satisfy the Laplace equation, each component can be expressed
by an expansion of spherical harmonics. Using the field
boundary values at the surface of the examined volume, the
expansion coefficients can be completely determined resulting
in a polynomial for the field inside the sphere [11], [12], [13],
[14], [15], [4], [16]. For a spherical volume, by incorporating
an efficient quadrature on the surface with points at spherical
t-design positions [17], [6], fields can be calculated with small
uncertainty using only a minimal number of measurement
points [6].

In this work, we aim to extend the approach proposed by
Boberg et al. [6] by combining it with a spherical magne-
tometer array. By simultaneously reading sensor data at the
t-design positions, we significantly reduce the measurement
time compared to the sequential single-sensor approach. With
86 3D magnetometers, the result is a polynomial representation
of the magnetic field with a degree of 6 that can be evaluated
at any point within the sphere with a diameter of 9 cm.

The choice of magnetometer technology depends largely on
the application, with key factors including the required field
strength and the fields rate of change [18]. In addition, the size
of the available sensor elements and the crosstalk between dif-
ferent sensors must be taken into account for the intended po-
sitioning. Various vector magnetic field sensors can measure in
the desired frequency range from DC to approximately 100Hz.
These include anisotropic magneto-resistance [19], giant
magneto-resistance [19], tunneling magneto-resistance [20],
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Fig. 1. Schematic representation of different magnetic field measurement methods. Depending on the measurement method, different measurement times
Tmeas and field accuracies are achieved. The specified times refer to empirical values for measurements of magnetic fields in a spherical measurement volume
with a radius of 4.5 cm. The simplest method, shown on the left, involves moving a single 3D Hall magnetometer sequentially to grid points within the
measurement volume using a robot, with the white dots indicating the measurement positions. This procedure can be very time-consuming, especially for
3D measurements and is limited by the speed of the mechanical movement of the robot. In the next step, prior knowledge of the underlying magnetic field
equations is utilized to measure only on a spherical surface, allowing the field inside the sphere to be determined, as illustrated in the middle image. Typically,
this method requires several minutes for sequential measurements. In this work, we combine this method with a magnetometer array, illustrated on the right,
which enables parallel field readout, resulting in volumetric magnetic field measurements at a rate of several Hertz.

and giant magneto-impedance [21] sensors, as well as flux-
gate [19] and Hall-sensors [22]. For AC-only measurements,
induction coils can also be used, operating in the sub-1 Hz
range [18].

Each of these sensor types differs in terms of accuracy,
dynamic range, and noise characteristics [18]. Since our mag-
netometer array is primarily intended for MPI magnetic field
sequence planning, it must accommodate field strengths of
several hundred mT [23]. Hall sensors in particular are well
suited for this field range, while remaining cost-effective [18].

By using Hall magnetometers, our system achieves fast
measurements of all three components of the magnetic field,
providing an improvement in both speed and functionality
while maintaining low hardware complexity compared to
previous work. For example, the field camera system devel-
oped by Dietrich et al. [4] uses nuclear magnetic resonance
(NMR) probes in a spherical configuration to measure the
magnitude of the field. However, the NMR sensor requires a
magnetic offset field and complex high frequency electronics
for signal generation and acquisition, and does not measure
the full field vector. Another commercially available magnetic
field measurement system uses NMR probes arranged in a
semicircular geometry and requires multiple measurements at
different angles to reconstruct the magnetic field [16]. As
a result, detection times are far from the sub-second range,
limiting its applicability.

The spherical magnetometer array opens up new possibili-
ties for real-time applications and facilitates scaling to larger
volumes or higher number of sensors due to its reduced
hardware complexity. The concept of field measurement is
outlined in Fig. 1, emphasizing the time savings compared
to the single sensor measurement approach.

II. THEORY

This section outlines the theoretical basis and mathematical
framework of the spherical magnetometer array using spherical
harmonics to measure the magnetic field across an entire vol-
ume in real time. Prior knowledge of the underlying physical
relationships is used to determine a field in a volume with a
minimum number of field probes. A more detailed analysis can
be found in the work of Boberg et al. [6], where the complete
derivation is included.

The fundamental equations governing electromagnetic phe-
nomena are unified in Maxwell’s equations. From these, in the
quasi-static limit and in the absence of current densities, the
magnetic flux density B : SR → R3 in the spherical volume
under consideration SR :=

{
a ∈ R3 : ∥a∥2 ≤ R

}
, with radius

R ∈ R+, is described by

∇×B (r) = 0

∇ ·B (r) = 0.

It follows from these two equations that B satisfies Laplace’s
equation

∆Bi(r) = 0, i ∈ {x, y, z}

for each component. This fundamental property allows for the
expansion of the magnetic flux density in terms of spherical
harmonics

Bi(r) =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

γi
l,mZm

l (r) ∀r ∈ SR (1)
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where γi
l,m ∈ R are the expansion coefficients and Zm

l (r) the
solid spherical harmonic functions with

Zm
l : R3 → R,

(r, ϑ, φ) 7→ K
|m|
l rlP

|m|
l (cos (ϑ))


√
2 cos (mφ) m > 0√
2 sin (|m|φ) m < 0

1 m = 0

.

Here, we have Km
l =

√
(l−m)!
(l+m)! , and the associated Legendre

polynomials Pm
l . The coefficients γi

l,m can be calculated by
applying the Dirichlet boundary condition

γi
l,m =

2l + 1

Rl4π

∫
SR

Bi(r)Z
m
l

( r

R

)
dr. (2)

The integral in equation (2) is solved by using a quadrature
that features spherical t-design positions {r1, . . . , rN} ⊆ ∂SR
as sampling points of the integral:

γi
l,m =

2l + 1

RlN

N∑
k=1

Bi(rk)Z
m
l

(rk
R

)
(3)

In addition to the property that the quadrature weights for a
t-design are the same for all points, it also holds that the
expansion in 1 with the approximation using the t-design
quadrature in (3) is exact if the integrand has a polynomial
degree of at most t. The consequence is that the field can be
expressed exactly inside the sphere if the polynomial degree
of B is ⌊ t

2⌋ or less.
Besides the spherical t-design, there are several other types

of quadrature that can be considered, most notably the class
of Gaussian quadratures [24]. For example, the combination
of the trapezoidal rule and the Gauss-Legendre quadrature can
provide an exact approximation for polynomials of the same
degree as the t-design, but with a higher number of nodes
[24], [6]. In addition, such Gaussian quadratures are limited
by the physical size of the sensors, as nodes accumulate near
the poles. Another advantage is that t-designs offer greater
robustness to variations in sensor placement and measurement
errors [25].

III. METHODS

The theory described in the last section is now applied
to a measuring device for determining magnetic fields in a
spherical volume. For this purpose, a magnetometer array
consisting of Hall magnetometers is considered in which the
field is measured simultaneously at positions defined by a
spherical t-design.

A. Magnetometer Array

The sensor array consists of 86 independent Hall mag-
netometers (Texas Instruments TMAG5273) arranged on the
surface of a 3D printed sphere as shown in Fig. 2 with
a radius of 45mm made of polyamide. To conform to the
spherical geometry, the individual sensors are mounted on
flexible printed circuit boards with a polyimide film substrate
that also serves as electrical connection between the sensors
and the central microcontroller. The positions of the individual

Fig. 2. Left: 3D rendering of the CAD model of the spherical magnetometer
array. The colored rectangular structures provide mechanical support for the
individual magnetometers and ensure correct alignment. Hexagonal cutouts
allow for easy routing of the flexible printed circuit boards used to connect
the magnetometers while still providing the necessary mechanical stiffness.
Right: Close up of a flexible sensor printed circuit board.

sensors were chosen based on a t-design with t = 12 and
the magnetometer local y-axis aligned longitudinally and the
local z-axis aligned to the position dependent surface normal.
To reduce the possibility of interference, the power supply,
data processing and communications are located on a separate
circuit board in the center of the sphere with a shielded
non-magnetic cable used for the USB connection. Multiple
temperature sensors are available to allow for temperature
compensation of the magnetometers. All upstream communi-
cations are handled via a 12 Mbps Full-Speed USB interface
to further reduce high-frequency electromagnetic interference.
The magnetometers have a total range of ±266mT with a
resolution of 8.12 µT. They are sampled simultaneously and
internally averaged to achieve an effective data rate of 10Hz.
This reduces sensor noise while also conserving transfer
bandwidth and computational requirements on the host system.
According to the sensors data sheet, sampling rates up to
10 kHz can be achieved [26].

B. Calibration Method

Hall magnetometer, by their nature, are sensitive to various
external and internal factors that can affect their readings,
hence a careful calibration is important, and the existing
literature contains a variety of methods for achieving this [18].
For the Hall magnetometer array, one additional challenge is
the uncertainty regarding the exact position and orientation of
each sensor within the array. Without a careful calibration,
the collected data can be misinterpreted, leading to significant
errors of the field representation. First, we describe how to
transfer the measured values of the individual sensors into a
shared coordinate system. Then we will discuss the calculation
of the exact sensor position on the sphere, which we need in
order to calculate the coefficients in (3).

1) Local Sensor Calibration: As it can be seen in Fig. 3 a),
each sensor in the array possesses its own local coordinate
system in which it outputs its field values bn, where the index
n denotes the sensor number. In the first part of the calibration,
the values bn from the local coordinate systems have to
be transformed into a global coordinate system, resulting in
values denoted by Bn illustrated in Fig. 3 b). Since the sensor
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Fig. 3. Calibration procedure for the magnetometer array. As shown in a), each Hall magnetometer at {r1, . . . , rN} outputs its value in a local coordinate
system {b1, . . . , bN} that may not be orthogonal. From a) to b), all local coordinates systems must be transformed into a global coordinate system obtaining
{B1, . . . ,BN} to solve the surface integral for calculation of the expansion coefficients. In a second step from b) to c), the corrected t-design positions
{r̃1, . . . , r̃N} in the coordinate system of the calibration fields are found by applying a global rotation around the axis η by the angle α

operates within the specified linear range, a linear calibration
model can be applied, expressed as

Bn = Rnbn +On.

Here, Rn ∈ R3×3 denotes the individual matrix of the n-th
sensor for scaling, skew, and rotation and On ∈ R3 represents
the offset correction.

To determine both, the rotation matrix and the offset correc-
tion, linearly independent homogeneous magnetic fields with
known strength and direction in the global coordinate system
are applied to the entire device. To obtain a unique solution
in this calibration model, J ≥ 4 different calibration fields
spanning R3 must be set, denoted by B̃j ∈ R3, where j is
the index of the respective field set. bnj are the corresponding
measured values of the n-th sensor when the j-th field is
applied. To determine Rn and On, the optimization problem

argmin
Rn,On

J∑
j=1

∥∥∥∥B̃j −
(
Rn On

)(bnj
1

)∥∥∥∥2
2

(4)

has to be solved.
In our case, this is done by reformulating the residuum

in (4). Since the second term of it is linear in
(
Rn On

)
,

a matrix Bbnj
∈ R3×12 exists such that(

Rn On
)(bnj

1

)
= Bbnj

(
vec (Rn)

On

)
By concatenating all Bbnj

vertically one can express (4) as

argmin
Rn,On

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
B̃1

...
B̃j

−

Bbn1
...

BbnJ

(
vec (Rn)

On

)∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

which is solved by a pivoted QR factorization.
2) Global Orientation Correction: The coordinate system

of B̃j now determines the new coordinate system of the sensor
array. However, we only know the positions of the sensors
{r1, . . . , rN} in the coordinate system of the CAD model of
the 3D printed sensor mount. In order to express the field

using the series expansion, the next step is to specify the sensor
positions in the calibration field coordinate system, resulting in
corrected t-design positions {r̃1, . . . , r̃N}. Assuming that the
calibration fields coordinate system is Cartesian, the correction
of the t-design positions can be represented by a global
rotation matrix M ∈ SO(3) that rotates all positions such
that

r̃n = Mrn, n ∈ {1, ..., N}.

Even if the sphere coordinate system is carefully aligned with
the calibration fields coordinate system, a slight sag in the
mounting can cause the sensors to rotate out of their expected
positions.

For the estimation of M , we use a measurement-based
approach, combining the calibration measurement data with
prior knowledge about the mounting of the sensors on the
sphere’s surface. In the case of our magnetometer array, the
z-axes of the sensors are assumed to be perpendicular to
the sphere’s surface and oriented outward. This allows for
an initial estimation of the sensor positions based on the
orientation of their coordinate systems, which were previously
derived from measurements with the calibration fields. The
z-axis of a sensor in the coordinate system of the applied
calibration fields points in the same direction as Rn

:,z , which
denotes the z column of Rn. We now assign to each sensor
an estimated position

r̂n = R
Rn

:,z∥∥Rn
:,z

∥∥
2

.

Due to measurement inaccuracies or sensor misalignment the
set of positions {r̂1, . . . , r̂N} are in general no spherical t-
design positions.

We now search for the rotation matrix M that op-
timally aligns the t-design positions from the CAD
model, {r1, . . . , rN} with the estimated sensor positions,
{r̂1, . . . , r̂N}. Specifically, we aim to minimize the sum of
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squared spherical distances between these two sets of positions
on the sphere SR with radius R

argmin
M∈SO(3)

N∑
n=1

dSR (Mrn, r̂n)
2
,

where dSR : SR × SR → R is the spherical distance.
To solve the optimization problem, we parameterize M

using a rotation angle α ∈ R and a rotation axis η ∈ R3 and
employ the Manifolds.jl [27] package to accurately compute
the spherical distances. The optimization is then performed
by gradient descent using Manopt.jl [28], which provides a
framework for optimization on manifolds as well as a Library
of optimization algorithms in Julia [29]. As it can be seen in
Fig. 3 c), the calculated rotation matrix M can then be applied
to the sensor positions.

C. Calibration Setup

For calibration, the sphere is placed in a homogeneous
magnetic field in J = 6 different orientations. It is generated
by a solenoid1 with an inner diameter of 30 cm. All calibration
measurements were performed at a field strength of 30mT
and lasted three minutes, providing 1800 individual measure-
ments that were averaged to determine all parameters of the
calibration model. The relative homogeneity of the solenoid
field, defined as the change in the field norm, in the spherical
region is approximately 1.1 · 10−3. Inside the volume of the
Hall magnetometer, a field component perpendicular to the coil
axis is generated that is approximately 1.15% of the nominal
flux density. We consider the values to be sufficiently small
to assume the field as homogeneous. Since the solenoid can
only apply the field in one direction, the sphere is placed in
the field in different orientations using a cubic cage mount.
The right-angled structure of the mount makes it possible to
record the calibration fields along the three orthogonal axes of
the sphere.

D. Experimental Setup

The field measurement method using a t-design quadrature
to discretize the field on the surface of the sphere to infer the
field is already well established [6]. We therefore compare the
data from the magnetometer array with a second measurement,
also using a spherical t-design with t = 12 and R = 9 cm,
and a spherical harmonic expansion, but recorded sequentially.
The data were obtained using a single 3D Hall magnetometer
(Model 460, Lake Shore, Westerville, USA) mounted on
a robot that moves the sensor to t-design positions. With
both measurement methods, a magnetic gradient field with a
characteristic field-free point (FFP) and a gradient strength of
0.22Tm−1 in y-direction and 0.11Tm−1 in x and z direction
is analyzed [30]. For a meaningful comparison, it is important
to ensure that we measure the same volume and in the
same orientation. By aligning the FFPs to the center of each
measurement volume it is guaranteed that both approaches
capture the same region. To achieve proper orientation, the
magnetometer array is initially rotated as precisely as possible

1Calibrating coil manufactured by Sekels, location: Ober-Mörlen, Germany
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Fig. 4. Measured positions of the field-free point (FFP) along a closed, oval
trajectory with a duration of 5 s. The field is acquired with 10Hz. Each circle
represents the FFP position at a consecutive point in time, with the color
scheme illustrating the chronological sequence for enhanced visualization.
The projections onto the coordinate planes are shown in gray.

to align its axes with those of the single sensor measurement.
Any remaining misorientation is corrected by applying an
additional optimization in a post-processing step by using
a simplex algorithm, which rotates the array’s field to best
match that of the single sensor measurement. Additionally, the
sphere’s radius is included in the optimization to compensate
for minor discrepancies in size due to possible inaccuracies
in the 3D printing process. To obtain statistical values for
the deviation of the two field measurement methods, the field
within the sphere is sampled Cartesian with a grid spacing of
0.5mm.

In a second experiment, a soft iron coil array [31] is
used to generate a time-dependent gradient field that provides
a dynamic FFP. The field is activated for about 5 s and
during this time the FFP performs a continuous oval periodic
motion with varying speed within the spherical shape of the
magnetometer array. The trajectory of the FFP is recorded live
at 10Hz using the magnetometer array. The measured data are
serially transferred to a computer via the USB interface, where
the field inside the sphere is calculated from the field values
at the t-design positions.

IV. RESULTS

We first consider the results for the measurement of the
static gradient field. Both, the single-sensor and the magne-
tometer array yield very similar magnetic field measurements,
but with very different scan times. While sequential measure-
ment with a single sensor and a robot takes about 3min, the
magnetometer array provides equivalent data in only 100ms.

The optimization in the post-processing step to align the two
field measurements with each other resulted in a tilt angle of
1.8◦. The optimized radius of the sphere is 45.41mm. After
correcting for the misalignment and scaling of the radius, the
average norm of the difference field of the two fields within
the sphere is (154 ± 66) µT (mean ± standard deviation),
while the maximum is 403 µT. In relation to the maximum
magnitude of the field within the sphere of 12.0mT, this
results in an average deviation of about 1% and a maximum
deviation of about 4%. A plot of the field obtained by the two
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measurement methods as a plot of the difference field on the
cross-sectional planes is shown in Fig. 5. A direct comparison
of the two measurement methods is presented in Fig. 6. The
figure shows the measured absolute field values (left column)
and the absolute value of the difference field (right column)
along the coordinate axes from Fig. 5. For both images it can
be seen that the largest absolute deviations are observed at the
edge of the sphere. Note that the approximation of the field by
a spherical harmonic expansion does not provide information
about the field outside this sphere [6], as indicated by the white
dashed line.

Fig. 4 shows the recorded trajectory of an FFP moving
inside the spherical volume. Within 5 s, 50 magnetic field shots
were taken. The trajectory is oval in shape and the speed of
the FFP varies according to its position, as can be seen from

the different distances between the recorded points along the
trajectory.

V. DISCUSSION

The results demonstrate that the calculated polynomial is
an accurate representation of the magnetic field. Measurement
accuracy depends on both the complexity of the spatial profile
of the magnetic fields being analyzed and the calibration
process. In particular, fields that can be well approximated by
a polynomial of degree 6 can be accurately measured. Since
the analyzed field fulfills this requirement, we can focus here
on errors originating from other sources of uncertainty.

A crucial requirement for the calibration method is that the
calibration fields B̃j must be highly homogeneous, and their
amplitudes must be determined with high accuracy. In our
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study, the expected errors due to minor inhomogeneities in
the calibration fields are an order of magnitude smaller than
the observed error. Therefore, additional sources of error must
be contributing. Another limiting factor is the susceptibility
of Hall magnetometers to temporal drifts, which can be
induced by temperature fluctuations [18]. So far, temperature
measurements within the array have not been used to model
potential drift effects. Additionally, there is some uncertainty
regarding the shape of the 3D printed sensor holder, which is
not perfectly spherical. For a field gradient of 0.2Tm−1, even
a 1mm radial displacement of a sensor would result in a field
variation of 200 µT. If multiple sensors systematically deviate
from the expected radial distance in a non-spherical manner,
this can lead to distortions in the measured field gradients that
cannot be captured by optimizing the sphere radius, potentially
affecting the accuracy of the field reconstructions.

Another source of uncertainty arises from the fact that the
earth’s magnetic field has not yet been incorporated into the
calibration, leading to an additional measurement deviation of
approximately 48 µT. Considering all these factors, the ob-
served average deviation of 131 µT between the two measure-
ment methods is in good agreement with the discussed sources
of errors, confirming the consistency of the measurements.

Comparing the measurement time of the sequential and
parallel method for a spherical volume with a diameter of
9 cm, the parallel measurement leads to a speedup by a factor

of about 1800. With this high frame rate, the movement of
an FFP in a field generator could be recorded live. The oval
trajectory and varying speed are expected, as the circular
motion was only roughly modeled via the coil currents without
a precisely controlled field sequence. The strong field inhomo-
geneity and varying gradient strengths throughout the volume
further prevent a uniform FFP movement.

VI. CONCLUSION

The method of measuring magnetic fields at spherical
t-design positions and reconstructing the field within the
sphere’s volume using a spherical harmonic expansion was
successfully applied to a magnetometer array. The presented
calibration methods enable monitoring of a magnetic field
that can be well represented by a polynomial of degree 6,
with a temporal resolution of 10Hz and an accuracy in
the 100 µT range. This capability opens up entirely new
application scenarios where the spatio-temporal distribution of
magnetic fields is of interest.

The magnetometer array is especially useful in measure-
ment scenarios where a large number of volumetric magnetic
field measurements need to be carried out. For example,
the shimming process in MRI systems involves repeated
magnetic field measurements to assess and correct for field
inhomogeneities [32]. This process, which typically involves
iterative adjustments, would particularly benefit from a fast and
volumetric field measurement approach like the proposed mag-
netometer array, enabling real-time feedback and improved
optimization. Another example is the operation of magnetic
field generators for Magnetic Particle Imaging Systems or
Magnetic Manipulation Systems, where numerous magnetic
field calibration measurements are required [23], [33]. Ad-
ditionally, the measurement method inherently offers good
scalability, allowing for its application to larger volumes and
the integration of additional sensors.

The ability to track an FFP’s position in real time highlights
the potential of the magnetometer array for dynamic field
measurements, making it particularly relevant for applications
in MPI and other imaging techniques. A precise knowledge
of the field and its change over time allows a higher accuracy
for the calculation of the imaging area, resolution [5] and
model-based reconstructions [34], [35]. Especially for the
planning and characterization of general multi-patch sequences
[23], a high frame rate of the field measurement device is
crucial. The device can be used to directly map how the
selection field changes during a sequence under the influence
of the field generating coils and additional eddy currents. The
measurement effort with the sequential single sensor approach
would be significantly greater here, as many individual time-
triggered measurements would have to be carried out during
the sequence.

VII. OUTLOOK

Future work will focus on refining the calibration process by
incorporating the earth’s magnetic field and improving sensor
positioning on the Hall magnetometer holder. For direct verifi-
cation, additional sensors can be placed within the sphere. Our
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current sampling rate of 10Hz does not yet reach hardware
limitations, suggesting that an increase by a factor of ten is
feasible. Furthermore, the integration of small receiver coils,
which are fed via multiplexers to a suitable analogue-to-digital
converter and digitized, is a promising approach for AC field
measurements. Another interesting direction is extending this
technique to ellipsoidal regions, using ellipsoidal harmonics
as the field expansion basis [36], [25]. Since magnetic fields
are often generated and analyzed in non-spherical regions,
an ellipsoidal approach could better adapt to the actual mea-
surement volume. For instance, tomographic imaging systems
typically operate in cylindrical regions, where an ellipsoidal
measurement device could provide improved spatial coverage
and more accurate field characterization.
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