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Atomic bandpass filters are used in a variety of applications due to their narrow bandwidths and high trans-
mission at specific frequencies. Predominantly these filters in the Faraday (Voigt) geometry, using an applied
axial(transverse) magnetic field with respect to the laser propagation direction. Recently, there has been interest
in filters realized with arbitrary-angle magnetic fields, which have been made by rotating permanent magnets
with respect to the k-vector of the interrogating laser beam. However, the magnetic-field angle achievable with
this method is limited as field uniformity across the cell decreases as the rotation angle increases. In this work,
we propose and demonstrate a new method of generating an arbitrary-angle magnetic field, using a solenoid
to produce a small, and easily alterable, axial field, in conjunction with fixed permanent magnets to produce a
large transverse field. We directly measure the fields produced by both methods, finding them to be very simi-
lar over the length of the vapor cell. We then compare the transmission profiles of filters produced using both
methods, again finding excellent agreement. Finally, we demonstrate the sensitivity of filter profile to changing
magnetic-field angle (solenoid current), which becomes easier to exploit with the much improved angle control
and precision offered by our new design.

I. INTRODUCTION

Narrowband magneto-optical bandpass filters [1–7] find
great utility across a range of disciplines, including solar mon-
itoring [8–12], atmospheric LIDAR [13–15], and intra-cavity
laser frequency stabilization [16–19]. The spectrum of the
light transmitted through an atomic vapor cell subject to an ex-
ternal magnetic field is dependent on the relative orientation of
the magnetic field and the k-vector of the light. The most com-
monly used geometries are the Faraday configuration [20–22],
where the magnetic field is parallel to the k-vector of the inter-
rogating light, and Voigt configuration [23], where the mag-
netic field is perpendicular to the k-vector [24–32]. The gen-
eral case with an arbitrary angle between the magnetic field
and the axis of propagation is more difficult to treat math-
ematically – and to optimize experimentally – as the work-
ing angular range of the magneto-optical filter is limited and
slight deviations from the optimum angle lead to reduced fil-
ter efficiency and spectral distortion. Consequently, there are
far fewer experimental studies of this case owing to difficul-
ties in setting and controlling the magnetic-field angle without
encroaching the line-of-sight propagation [33–35]. Neverthe-
less, there has been a recent burgeoning of interest in this ge-
ometry, as it offers the possibility of realizing better magneto-
optical filters, when compared to Faraday and Voigt geome-
tries [35, 36]. Ongoing research and development efforts aim
to address the experimental challenges and improve the per-
formance, stability, and cost-effectiveness of these devices.

In our previous work involving arbitrary-angle filters [36]
the magnetic field was controlled using a pair of permanent
magnets positioned either side of the vapor cell, like those
used in a Voigt geometry set-up, but rotated relative to the
beam axis. The field strength was set by the magnet rema-

* i.g.hughes@durham.ac.uk

BP

θB 

Nsz

xy

B
B

B

P

T

θB

d

ll

d

s N
sN

Ns

S

b)a)

FIG. 1. An arbitrary magnetic-field angle with respect to the axis
of the laser beam (i.e. along z), represented by the vertical, black,
dashed line, can be produced by either: a) A Voigt magnetic field
(B⃗P) set-up rotated by θB about the y-axis, as shown by the blue vec-
tor arrow or; b) A fixed Voigt magnetic field (B⃗P, blue arrow) and
a tuneable solenoid magnetic field (B⃗S, red arrow) produce a com-
bined magnetic field (B⃗T, pink arrow) at an angle of θB with respect
to the z-axis. The red-blue rectangles represent a N-S permanent
magnet, while the orange circles represent the solenoid, with either
a dot or cross showing the current direction. The light blue rectangle
shown in the center of the magnet arrangements represents a cylin-
drical atomic vapor cell of length l and diameter d.

nence field and separation, while the angle was set by physi-
cally rotating the magnets with respect to the k-vector of the
laser beam; this concept is illustrated in Figure 1a).

Maintaining magnetic field homogeneity at the 1% level
over millimeter vapor cell length scales is trivial [37], but the
use of these short cells comes at the expense of the require-
ment of elevated operating temperatures to produce sufficient
atomic vapor density; this leads to self-broadening of spectral
lines [38] and ultimately reduced magneto-optical filter per-
formance [39]. With open-source magnetic field computation
programmes [40] becoming readily available, designing be-
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spoke magnetic field profiles with field homogeneity extend-
ing tens of millimeters is now feasible [41], meaning standard
‘off-the-shelf’ vapor cells – with length of tens of millimeters
– can be used, with correspondingly lower operating tempera-
tures required. However, this homogeneity along a given axis
does not remain when the magnets are rotated, so the angular
range of permanent magnet arbitrary-angle filter set-up is still
limited, and the longer the cell, the greater the limitation.

To address these challenges, we suggest and implement an
alternative approach to generate an arbitrary magnetic-field
angle while maintaining the same field strength. Our approach
involves incorporating an air-core solenoid between a pair of
Voigt geometry permanent magnets generating a strong trans-
verse magnetic field, with the vapor cell seated within the bore
of the solenoid. A weak axial magnetic field is generated by
the solenoid, and the magnitude of this field, and therefore
the angle of the total field, can be regulated by controlling the
current. This concept is illustrated in Figure 1 b).

In this paper, we demonstrate that this combination of
Voigt-geometry permanent magnets and a Faraday-geometry
solenoid effectively addresses the experimental challenges as-
sociated with precise control of small magnetic-field angles,
as well as removing the physical limit on achievable angle.
Throughout the paper we will refer to this new method as
‘solenoid-plus-permanent’, and the old method as ‘rotated-
permanent’.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: in Sec-
tion II we explain the requirements of the magneto-optical
filter and how we come to realize the parameters; in Sec-
tion III we present the magnetic field computation and com-
pare the rotated-permanent and solenoid-plus-permanent con-
figurations; in Section IV we present measurements of the
magnetic field using a Hall probe for the two geometries and
compare the filter performance of each; and finally conclu-
sions are drawn and an outlook provided in Section V.

II. REQUIREMENTS OF THE MAGNETO-OPTICAL
FILTER

Figure 2 a) i) illustrates a schematic of the optical apparatus
required for a Rb magneto-optical filter and the geometry of
the set-up. Light emitted from an external cavity diode (ECD)
laser with a center wavelength of 780 nm traverses an optical
isolator (OI) and is divided into two separate beams using a
polarizing beam-splitter (PBS) and a half-wave retarder plate
(λ /2); one path goes to the magneto-optical filter, the other is
for calibration of the frequency axis. Due to the non-linear
response of the laser piezo that controls the output frequency,
we need to calibrate the laser scan [43, 44] so that we can
compare our transmission spectrum with theory. We follow
the methods described in Pizzey et al. [43] and use a Fabry-
Perot etalon for linearization and a reference 50 mm length
natural abundance Rb cell for defining zero-detuning, which
is chosen to be the weighted center of the line [45].

In the magneto-optical filter, the magnetic field vector,
along the length of the vapor cell, is oriented in the x-z-plane at
an angle of θB to the z-axis, where θB = 0◦ and θB = 90◦ corre-
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FIG. 2. a) i) Schematic of the solenoid-plus-permanent magneto-
optical filter set-up and geometry. The filter consists of an atomic
vapor cell in an applied magnetic field (B⃗) formed from two rectan-
gular permanent magnets (PM) and a solenoid. The field strength is
determined by the separation of the magnets and is adjustable up to
190 G, while the magnetic-field angle θB is controlled by the current
through the solenoid. Shown in the inset a) ii) is an illustration of
the magnet set-up for the rotated-permanent set-up. In both meth-
ods the magnetic field is orientated in x-z-plane at an angle θB to
the z-axis. An input high-extinction Glan-Taylor polarizer (GT1) is
set at an angle θE with respect to the x-axis. The output polarizer
(GT2) is crossed at 90◦ to the input polarizer. The transmission of
the filter is measured via a lens (L) and photodetector (PD). Also
shown is the calibration set-up, which includes a Fabry-Pérot etalon
(FP) for linearizing the laser scan and a vapor cell (VC) for an ab-
solute frequency reference [42, 43]. b) Experimental transmission
(blue data points) as a function of linear detuning of an arbitrary an-
gle magneto-optical filter for a naturally abundant Rb vapor cell of
l = 75 mm. The magnetic-field angle θB was produced by rotating
permanent magnets, as shown in a) ii). A theoretical ElecSus fit (red
solid line), with corresponding residuals, is shown.

spond to the Faraday and Voigt geometries, respectively. The
vapor cell is positioned between two high-extinction polariz-
ers (shown in Figure 2 a) ii)). The angle between the electric
field vector of the light and the x-axis, θE , influences the cou-
pling between atomic transitions and polarization modes of
the light. The angle of the input polarizer, θE , can be adjusted,
but the relative angle of the two polarizers GT1 and GT2 re-
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mains constant at 90◦ (i.e., crossed polarizers). This ensures
that the transmission is zero in the absence of any atom-light
interaction.

Using the open-source computer program ElecSus [46, 47],
we model the transmission of a weak laser beam [48] through
an alkali-metal atomic vapor with a given input polarization,
magnetic-field strength and angle. We implement an exten-
sion to ElecSus to calculate the transmission spectrum of the
magneto-optical filter by calculating the subsequent transmis-
sion through a polarizer (crossed with respect to the input po-
larizer) after the vapor cell. A fitting routine can be imple-
mented to optimize the filter peak transmission and linewidth
by varying input parameters, such as the vapor temperature,
magnetic-field strength and magnetic-field angle.

In previous work [36], optimum magnetic-field strength,
angle, and atomic vapor temperature were found for a Rb D2
line filter (natural abundance ratio) using a 5 mm length cell.
In this work, however, the magneto-optical filter parameters
were not optimized. Instead, the parameters were chosen to
work robustly for a vapor cell of length 75 mm since the pri-
mary focus of this research is to conduct a comparative analy-
sis between two methods of generating an arbitrary magnetic
field, rather than fine-tuning the filter parameters for optimal
performance. We used ElecSus to identify suitable magnetic
field parameters, which give a filter profile with a narrow peak
and reasonable transmission at line center, for a filter using a
l = 75 mm vapor cell. We select a field magnitude of 190 G
at an angle, θB, of 86◦; these parameters also fall within the
allowable angle constraints of the rotated-permanent configu-
ration.

We construct a filter with these parameters using the
rotated-permanent set-up, the normalized transmission of
which is shown in Figure 2 b). Here, the atomic vapor
cell temperature is 368 K. Experimental data are displayed
as red points, and an ElecSus fit to the data is shown by a
solid blue line, with fit parameters as displayed in the figure.
Residuals are plotted underneath, showing very good agree-
ment between theory and experiment. As previously demon-
strated [36, 49], we see that the ElecSus model describes the
magneto-optical filter behaviour well, and we will use this
later in the work to further test the effectiveness of our new
arbitrary-angle-field generation method.

III. ARBITRARY-ANGLE MAGNETIC FIELD CONTROL

We will simulate the magnetic field profiles of two de-
signs – rotated-permanent (Figure 1 a)) and solenoid-plus-
permanent (Figure 1 b)) – and compare the field homogeneity
and tolerances. For the solenoid-plus-permanent configura-
tion to produce a magnetic-field angle of θB = 86◦, we require
the solenoid to produce an axial magnetic field of 13 G over a
length scale of l = 75 mm.

We use Magpylib [40], an open-source python pack-
age for magnetic field computation, to simulate the mag-
netic field geometry. To produce the field strength required
for the magneto-optical filter discussed in Section II, we
employed “off-the-shelf” commercially available strontium

ferrite permanent magnets of grade Y30BH, due to their
easy availability. These magnets are cuboidal, measuring
15 mm x 20 mm x 60 mm along the x, y, and z axes, re-
spectively. They are magnetized along the x-axis, with each
individual magnet having a slightly different strength, with a
variation of 5% between the weakest and strongest. To en-
sure field homogeneity across the 75 mm length of the vapor
cell, we stacked three magnets along the z-axis for each half
of the set-up. This arrangement resulted in a total of six mag-
nets forming the Voigt permanent magnet configuration. 3D
printed plastic holders were used, each holding three magnets.
A pair of symmetrical holders constituted the Voigt perma-
nent magnet geometry, with the separation of magnets along
the x-axis being adjustable. The field strength is determined
by the distance between the permanent magnets, which we
set to be 74 mm, giving a field strength of |B| = 190 G. The
Voigt permanent magnet configuration is mounted on a Thor-
labs rotating breadboard featuring a removable center portion
(RBB300A/M). This set-up enables the vapor cell to remain
fixed with respect to the laser beam axis (i.e. z-axis) while
allowing for the rotation of the Voigt magnets to generate the
desired arbitrary magnetic-field angle. Figure 3 a) illustrates
the Magpylib simulations of the rotated-permanent configu-
ration. The arrows indicate the direction of the magnetic field
vectors, while the color and accompanying colorbar illustrate
the strength of the field. The black dashed line between the
Voigt magnets illustrate the physical profile of the l = 75 mm
vapor cell.

The solenoid is required to be longer than the length of the
vapor cell for magnetic field homogeneity, and possess a cen-
tral bore capable of accommodating both the vapor cell and
its heater. Additionally, the solenoid should generate an ax-
ial magnetic field of 13 G without requiring excessive current
to prevent overheating of the solenoid wires. According to
Magpylib simulations, we established that a solenoid with a
length of 140 mm and an inner diameter (ID) of 45 mm, con-
sisting of two layers of 156 turns of wire with a thickness
of 0.9 mm, would yield the desired axial field when supplied
with less than 1 A of current. The solenoid is formed by wind-
ing copper wire around a cylindrical PTFE former of the ap-
propriate dimensions, ensuring thermal isolation between the
vapor cell and the solenoid; this allows us to have indepen-
dent control over the magnetic field and the temperature of
the vapor cell. The solenoid is also mounted within the center
portion of the rotating breadboard, such that when the Voigt
permanent magnets are rotated, the solenoid and vapor cell
remain stationary. Figure 3 b) illustrates the Magpylib sim-
ulations of the solenoid-plus-permanent configuration, with a
solenoid current of 525 mA. It can be seen that along the z-
axis, within the z-range of the vapor cell (dashed black lines)
the field magnitude and direction of the two configurations are
almost identical. This is shown explicitly in the theory lines
of Figure 4.

We also use Magpylib to simulate the effect of chang-
ing angle on the uniformity of the magnetic field over the
extent of the vapor cell for the two methods. We see that
|B| is much more uniform over the extent of the vapor cell
using the solenoid-plus-permanent method; for example, at
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FIG. 3. Magpylib magnetic field simulations for the magnetic field configurations shown in Figure 1 for six permanent magnets labelled A-F.
The physical profile of each individual magnet is shown by a black solid line in the contour plots and the field strengths of each magnet, which
vary by 5% between the weakest and strongest, are accounted for in the Magpylib model. The arrows indicate the magnetic field vector’s
direction, while the color, and accompanying colorbar, represent the magnitude of the magnetic field. a) rotated-permanent configuration –
Voigt permanent magnets rotated by an angle θB = 4◦. b) solenoid-plus-permanent configuration – Voigt configuration permanent magnets,
and a solenoid current of 525 mA, which generates a B-field along z of 13 G. The physical profile of the solenoid wires are not displayed in the
contour plot.

θB = 70◦ the solenoid-plus-permanent configuration has a
range of 0.3 G and rotated-permanent has range of 4 G.

IV. RESULTS

We compare the two methods of generating the arbitrary-
angle magnetic field through two approaches: first, by mea-
suring the axial and transverse magnetic fields using a Hall
probe; and second, by utilizing the atoms as magnetic field
sensors within the magneto-optical filter.

A. Hall probe measurements

A transverse Hall probe (Magnetic Instruments GM08
Gaussmeter) was employed to measure the transverse field
component, Bx, along the axis of the laser beam (z-axis).
Figure 4 a) shows two experimentally measured field profiles

(data points) as a function of z: the rotated-permanent geom-
etry (black), and the solenoid-plus-permanent (red). Theoret-
ical field profiles, calculated with Magpylib, are represented
by solid or dashed lines in the corresponding colors. Notably,
the maximum measured transverse magnetic field of two con-
figurations was the same, at 190 G, and field homogeneity is
maintained at 1.5% over the region occupied by the vapor cell,
indicated by the dashed black lines. The residuals show excel-
lent agreement between the data and Magpylib model.

The axial magnetic field component Bz was measured using
an axial Hall probe, and the results are depicted in Figure 4 b).
Results show good agreement between the two methods. For
both, the maximum measured value of the field was 13 G,
as expected. Residuals show excellent agreement between
the experimental measurements and theoretical predictions.
Again, the uniformity of the magnetic field along the length
of the vapor cell was confirmed.

The magnetic-field angle, θB, for the two configurations
was calculated from the Bx and Bz using tan−1(Bz/Bx), and
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FIG. 4. Comparison of measured magnetic field components: (a) The
transverse magnetic field (Bx) is plotted for the two different meth-
ods: solenoid-plus-permanent (red squares), and rotated-permanent
(black circles). The theoretical model for each configuration is
shown as a black solid line (rotated-permanent geometry), and a red
dashed line (solenoid-plus-permanent). The two methods produce
similar, uniform fields of 190 G over the position of the vapor cell,
which is indicated by vertical black dashed lines. (b) The axial mag-
netic field (Bz) is plotted for the same configurations and has a value
of 13 G over the length of the vapor cell. (c) θB, the angle of the mag-
netic field vector with respect to the z-axis. This is calculated from
the measurements in a) and b). In both configurations, θB is approx-
imately 86◦. Residuals are shown below each subplot, illustrating an
excellent agreement between the measured data and the theoretical
model predictions [50].

is depicted in Figure 4 c). θB is approximately 86◦ for both
geometries, with a RMS error of 0.2◦ between the two meth-
ods.

B. Magneto-optical filter measurements

The results presented in Section IV A indicate minimal dis-
crepancies in the magnetic-field strength and angle between
the two magnetic field configurations. Therefore we expect
magneto-optical filter transmission profiles realized with the
two configurations to be very similar. In this section, we con-
struct magneto-optical filters with both field configurations,
and compare their profiles. In addition, we tune the angle of
the magnetic field by changing the current in the solenoid.

Figure 5 compares the performance of the arbitrary-angle
magnetic-field filter produced by the rotated-permanent ge-

FIG. 5. Comparison between rotated-permanent (red points) and
solenoid-plus-permanent (blue points) filter profiles. Both are for
a natural abundance Rb D2 transitions through a 75 mm vapor cell
in the weak probe regime as a function of linear detuning. Plotted
underneath are the difference between the two experiments which
shows excellent agreement.

ometry with that produced using a solenoid-plus-permanent
set-up. The difference between the two profiles is shown in
the bottom subplot. We see that there is excellent agreement
between the two methods of producing the arbitrary magnetic-
field angle; all the features of the profile are reproduced.

The solenoid offers an additional benefit by providing us
with more efficient and rapid tuning capabilities. In contrast to
the rotated-permanent configuration, where rotating the mag-
nets to generate the arbitrary-angle magnetic field can be a
slow process, we can swiftly adjust the magnetic-field angle
by simply changing the current supplied to the solenoid. The
solenoid method also makes precisely selecting the angle eas-
ier, as this fine tuning is difficult when rotating permanent
magnets by hand. This enhances the versatility and respon-
siveness of our experimental set-up.

Figure 6 a) demonstrates the diverse filter spectra generated
using the solenoid-plus-permanent configuration with varying
current, as well as the effect on filter characteristics. The dark
blue trace shows the filter spectrum when a current of 0.325 A
is applied to the solenoid. Increasing the solenoid current in-
creases not only the height of the central peak, but also the
height of the other peaks. However, once the current reaches
0.625 A (i.e. θB = 85◦), an interesting change occurs: the
transmission of the central peak starts to decrease, while the
peaks at the wings continue to rise. A zoom in to the central
region of the filters, as shown in Figure 6 b), highlights the re-
sponse of the main peak to varying currents. We also note that
as the current increases, the main peak width increases con-
tinually. This central peak height and width behaviour with
changing angle, θB, are shown in the inset in Figure 6.

The sensitivity of the magneto-optical filter response to
a small angle change further reinforces why the solenoid-
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FIG. 6. a) Experimental Rb D2 line magneto-optical filter transmission, through a natural abundance Rb vapor cell of length l = 75 mm, as a
function of linear detuning in the weak probe regime. The plot shows the effect of changing solenoid current, and correspondingly the angle,
θB, of the total magnetic field, on the filter spectra with the solenoid-plus-permanent configuration. Quoted angles are extracted from ElecSus
fits. b) shows an expanded view of the central peaks of the spectra. The inset shows theoretical predictions from ElecSus of the behaviour of
the full-width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) and the maximum transmission of the central filter peak as magnetic-field angle is varied.

plus-permanent configuration is better suited for optimiz-
ing magneto-optical filters, compared to using the rotated-
permanent approach, since the angle can be precisely con-
trolled. Indeed, the solenoid-plus-permanent configuration
has recently been used to demonstrate the magneto-optical fil-
ter with the highest recorded figure of merit to date [51]. Fig-
ure 6 b) demonstrates that a large change in peak transmission
can be achieved by a small angular change of the direction of
the magnetic field; this has the potential to be the basis of an
optical switch [52, 53].

The largest angle solenoid-plus-permanent filter created
and analysed here had θB of 84.5◦. However the equip-
ment used in this work has been used to produce an angle
of θB = 66◦. This value is limited by the chosen solenoid
characteristics, and the power supply. Larger Bz, and corre-
spondingly smaller θB could easily be produced using a dif-
ferent solenoid/power supply combination. Indeed, solenoids
have been used to generate fields exceeding 4 kG in magneto-
optical filter experiments, though this requires water cooling
[22]. It would therefore be possible to create a solenoid-
permanent magnet set-up capable of producing any chosen
field orientation. It should be noted, however, that in the case
of large magnetic-field angles using this set-up, the resultant
field magnitude is highly dependent on the field angle.

This wide range of achievable angles is in contrast to
the rotated-permanent configuration, which has a physical
limit (for our chosen magnets) of 70◦, though the field-non-
uniformity over the cell is a limiting factor well before this
angle is reached.

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we proposed a new method for generating an
arbitrary magnetic-field angle, combining a fixed Voigt ge-
ometry permanent magnet pair with a solenoid. This method
allows for more precise and flexible control of the magnetic-
field angle than the previously used method of rotating the per-
manent magnet pair. We simulated the fields produced by the
two methods with Magpylib, to select appropriate solenoid
parameters to replicate the magnetic field created using the
old method, with our new set-up. We then conducted an ex-
perimental comparative analysis of the fields produced by the
two methods, finding excellent agreement with comparable
measured field strengths and magneto-optical filter profiles.

The main limitation of the rotated-permanent method is
the non-uniformity of the field produced over the length of
the cell at larger rotation angles. This problem is resolved
in the solenoid-plus-permanent configuration because the per-
manent magnets remain fixed relative to the cell, and the rel-
ative uniformity of the solenoid is independent of the field
produced. Therefore larger angles can be created, and longer
vapor cells can be used with this method, which will allow
for better magneto-optical filters to be realized [36]. We also
show how small changes in magnetic-field angle can create
vastly different filter profiles, which the precise angle control
and flexibility of our new design make easier to exploit.
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