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Abstract: A three-dimensional magnetic probe system has been designed and implemented at the
Space Plasma Environment Research Facility (SPERF). This system has been developed to measure the
magnetic field with high spatial and temporal resolution, enabling studies of fundamental processes
in space physics, such as magnetic reconnection at the Earth’s magnetopause, on the basis of SPERF.
The system utilizes inductive components as sensors, arranged in an array and soldered onto a printed
circuit board (PCB), achieving a spatial resolution of 2.5 mm. The system’s electrical parameters
have been measured, and its amplitude–frequency response characteristics have been simulated.
The system has demonstrated good performance with response capabilities below 50 kHz. The
experimental setup and results are discussed, highlighting the system’s effectiveness in accurately
measuring weak magnetic signals and its suitability for magnetic reconnection experiments.
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1. Introduction

The Space Plasma Environment Research Facility (SPERF) is a pivotal component
of Space Environmental Simulation and Research Infrastructure (SESRI), which is a sig-
nificant national science and technology infrastructure [1]. The near-Earth subsystem of
SPERF has successfully achieved the world’s first ground-based simulation of Earth’s
three-dimensional magnetospheric structure [2]. This facility enables the study of numer-
ous fundamental processes in space physics, such as wave–particle interactions in radiation
belts and the response of the inner magnetosphere to magnetic perturbations during ge-
omagnetic storms. Notably, it will be the first facility to simulate a three-dimensional
asymmetric magnetic reconnection at the Earth’s dayside magnetopause [3,4].

The magnetic field is one of the most critical parameters in the magnetic-reconnection
process [5–8]. Accurate measurement of the three-dimensional magnetic field in the diffu-
sion region using sensors is essential in simulation experiments for revealing the structure of
the electron diffusion region and study related to physical phenomena associated with mag-
netic reconnection [9,10]. Common magnetic field sensors include magnetic probes, hall
sensors, magneto-optical sensors, micromechanical sensors, and so on [11–17]. Magnetic
probes typically utilize inductive coils to detect magnetic fields [18]. They possess advan-
tages such as high spatial resolution and fast temporal response, making them widely used
as magnetic field sensors in plasma experiments for physical diagnostics [19]. For example,
in the SUNIST spherical tokamak device, high-frequency Alfvén waves were detected
using 21 fixed-ring magnetic probes and 60 movable radial magnetic probes, demonstrating
strong coupling between these waves and the plasma [20]. A two-dimensional magnetic
probe array was employed in a KMAX device to measure the spatial evolution of the
internal magnetic field during the field-reversed configuration (FRC) collision merger [21].
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In a Plasma Liner Experiment (PLX), magnetic probes are utilized to precisely measure
the magnetic field in the interaction region between the railgun nozzle and the plasma
jet [8]. The C-2 field-reversed device employs magnetic probes to directly verify the reverse
magnetic field structure of the translational compact toroid (CT) and the final merged FRC
state [22]. The experimental results demonstrate that using magnetic probes as magnetic
field sensors allows for accurately capturing magnetic field variations, thereby providing
robust diagnostic support for plasma physics research.

In the SPERF, flux core coils are discharged to generate simulated solar-wind plasma [23],
which rapidly moves outward and compresses a simulated Earth’s magnetosphere pro-
duced by an electron cyclotron resonance (ECR) plasma discharge within the magnetic field
of a dipole magnet. This interaction causes the magnetic field carried by the simulated solar-
wind plasma and the simulated Earth’s magnetic field to merge [24], enabling simulation
of the magnetic field reconnection at the Earth’s magnetopause on our ground-based de-
vice [1]. During magnetic reconnection, as the magnetic field energy converts into plasma,
the topology of the magnetic field changes, leading to the emergence of magnetic null points
and a reversal of the magnetic field direction on either side of these null points [7,25,26].
To accurately diagnose the physical phenomena occurring during magnetic reconnection,
it is crucial for the magnetic probes to have high temporal and spatial resolution and to
be configured as a movable multi-point array. Specifically, the spatial resolution should
be on the order of the electron inertial length, and the temporal resolution needs to reach
several ion cyclotron periods. Additionally, due to the complexity of the electromagnetic
environment in the near-Earth subsystem, there are stringent requirements for the magnetic
probes’ sensitivity and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

To meet the requirements for magnetic diagnostics, we have designed a movable three-
dimensional array of magnetic probes. This paper will discuss the design and analysis of
the magnetic probe system in Section 2. The experimental setup for testing the array will be
described in Section 3, and the results of the magnetic probe experiments will be analyzed
in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 will summarize the main findings and conclusions.

2. System Analysis and Design
2.1. Magnetic Field Measurement Requirements

The principle of magnetic probes is relatively straightforward. However, to accurately
measure the variations in the magnetic field during magnetic-reconnection experiments,
the magnetic probe must also meet specific requirements in terms of spatial resolution,
reconnection growth rate, and sensitivity.

Magnetic probes measure magnetic fields based on Faraday’s law of electromagnetic
induction:

ε = −dϕ

dt
= −NS

dB
dt

(1)

where ε is the induced electromotive force, ϕ is the magnetic flux, t is the time, NS is the
effective area of the magnetic probe, and B is the magnetic induction intensity. By measuring
the induced electromotive force within the magnetic probe, we can infer variations in the
magnetic field traversing the probe’s measurement area.

The first important parameter of the magnetic probe is spatial resolution. To investigate
the physics within the electron diffusion region of magnetic reconnection, the spatial
resolution of the magnetic probe must be on the order of the electron inertia length, which
is given by

de =
c

ωpe
(2)

where de is the electron inertia length, c is the speed of light, and ωpe is the plasma frequency.
The plasma frequency ωpe can be expressed as

ωpe = (
ne2

ε0me
) (3)
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where n is the plasma density, e is the elementary charge, ε0 is the permittivity of vacuum,
and me is the electron mass.

The plasma density in the SPERF can reach up to 1012 cm−3 [3]. At this density, the
electron inertia length is approximately 5 mm. Consequently, the spatial resolution of the
magnetic probe must be finer than 5 mm.

The second key parameter of the magnetic reconnection is the reconnection growth
rate, which generally corresponds to the duration of a few ion cyclotron periods. The ion
cyclotron frequency Ω can be calculated using the following equation:

Ω =
eB
mp

(4)

where e is the elementary charge, mp is the proton mass, and B is the magnetic induction
intensity. For an estimated reconnecting magnetic field strength of 100 Gauss, the frequency
response of the complete magnetic probe system must be at least 20 kHz.

The last important parameter is sensitivity. The signal strength obtained by the
magnetic probe needs to exceed the maximum resolution of the recording equipment. This
requires an initial estimation of the magnetic field strength to determine the effective area
of the magnetic probe. In the SPERF, the flux core coils and the dipole magnet generate
the reconnecting magnetic fields. In a typical experimental scenario, the discharging
voltages for the flux core coils and the dipole magnet are 4 kV and 2 kV, respectively. In
the absence of plasma discharge, the magnetic fields generated in the reconnection region
are approximately 100 Gauss. The rise time of the magnetic field generated by the flux
core coils is approximately 260 µs, while that of the dipole magnet is about 17 ms. Figure 1
illustrates the typical waveforms of the magnetic fields generated by these magnets in the
reconnection region.
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Figure 1. (a) Dipole magnet magnetic induction waveform; (b) flux core coil magnetic
induction waveform.

The highest resolution of our data acquisition card is 1 mV. To ensure accurate signal
acquisition, the effective area of the magnetic probe needs to be on the order of 1 × 10−4 m2.
With this effective area, the magnetic probe can generate an induced voltage of 1 mV for the
magnetic field of the dipole magnet and 70 mV for the magnetic field of the flux core coils.

2.2. Inductive Component Selection

Based on the magnetic field diagnostic requirements mentioned in the previous sec-
tion, we require a sensor with high spatial resolution, good frequency response, and high
sensitivity for use as the probe. We have selected the 1812CS ceramic core inductor (Coil-
craft, Cary, IL, USA) as the sensor. This inductor features a substantial effective area, on
the order of 1 × 10−4 m2, and maintains an inductance of 33 µH, which remains virtually
constant up to a frequency of 2 MHz. Moreover, this inductor provides a spatial resolution
of 2.5 mm, which sufficiently meets our precision requirements.
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2.3. System Design and Construction

The magnetic probe system consists of a magnetic probe array, transmission lines, and
a data acquisition card. The overall system architecture is illustrated in Figure 2. The probe
comprises multiple small magnetic coils soldered onto two PCBs, with the signals from
each PCB being routed through SubMiniature version A (SMA) connectors. The probe head
is covered with a grounded aluminum foil layer to reduce the interference from the plasma.
The system’s tail features an aluminum enclosure that houses the PCBs and shields them
from the magnetic field. Signals induced in the magnetic coils are transmitted through
coaxial cables connected to the SMA connectors, routed via a D-Sub connector on a flange
and collected by the data acquisition card.
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Figure 2. Overall view of the magnetic probe system.

The inductors are soldered onto a framework composed of two PCBs spliced together.
This configuration creates a single-direction array of eight inductors spaced 2 cm apart,
thereby providing an effective detection length of 14 cm. The PCBs are made from rigid
FR-4 material, which helps eliminate measurement errors caused by deformation when
laid flat. As illustrated in Figure 3, the magnetic probe system features two mutually
perpendicular PCBs: one oriented horizontally and the other vertically. The horizontal PCB
measures the magnetic field in the X and Y directions, while the vertical PCB measures
the magnetic field in the Z direction. Inductors aligned in the X, Y, and Z directions are
integrated, enabling the magnetic probe to diagnose three-dimensional magnetic fields.
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Figure 3. Design drawings of the horizontal and vertical magnetic probes.

The horizontally oriented PCB uses a four-layer board design, with the positive and
negative terminals routed in separate layers. The total thickness of the PCBs is 1.6 mm,
and the line spacing of each magnetic probe is 0.127 mm. This design reduces the stray
area caused by the lines to the order of 1 × 10−5 m2, significantly improving the signal-to-
noise ratio.

Each directional PCB has eight SMA connectors positioned in parallel at its ends. To
save space, right-angle SMA connectors are used on the horizontally oriented PCB, while
straight SMA connectors are used on the vertically oriented PCB. To prevent interference
between the leads, the SMA connectors are staggered in different orientations.
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One end of the PCB is housed in an aluminum enclosure consisting of a top and a
bottom part. The enclosure measures 150 mm in length, 110 mm in width, and 30 mm in
height, with a wall thickness of 3 mm. It is secured to the robot arm using three fixing
holes at one end. The aluminum enclosure’s bottom part features M3 threaded holes,
allowing horizontal and vertical PCBs to be fixed through two L-brackets. Insulating
spacers are included inside the enclosure to isolate the SMA connector bases from the
metal. Additionally, the sides of the enclosure are equipped with coaxial cable connectors
to ensure smooth cable routing and optimize space utilization. The assembly drawing is
shown in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. Assembly drawing of the magnetic probe and metal aluminum box.

After completing the system assembly, we used an LCR meter to measure the electrical
parameters of the magnetic probe and the subsequent circuitry. The purpose was to assess
whether the system’s frequency response meets the experimental requirements. The typical
inductance value L is 36 µH, the capacitance C is 50 nF, and the resistance R is 23 Ω. Based
on the measurement results, we simulated the amplitude–frequency response curves of the
system. The simulation results are shown in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. Magnitude–frequency response curves of the magnetic probe system.

From Figure 5, it can be seen that below 50 kHz, the amplitude response of the magnetic
probe is good, and the curve of effective area NS is smooth. Below 20 kHz, the offset of
the phase is below 5◦. According to the target magnetic field detection requirements, this
magnetic probe meets the needs of magnetic-reconnection experiments well.
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3. Experimental Settings

The SPERF measures 10 m in length and 2.5 m in radius. Figure 6 provides the overall
image of the SPERF. Magnetic reconnection is achieved by the combined discharge of the
flux core coils and the dipole magnet. The head of the magnetic probe is 1.5 m away from
the flux core coils and the dipole magnet, while the middle group of the magnetic probes is
2.5 m away from the bottom of the vacuum tank. Figure 7 shows the SPERF device and the
location of the probes.
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We conducted discharge experiments under atmospheric conditions, setting the dis-
charge voltage of the flux core coils to 4 kV and that of the dipole magnet to 2 kV. The
magnetic field generated by the flux core coils has a rise time of approximately 260 µs,
while the magnetic field generated by the dipole field has a relatively slow rise time of
about 17 ms. The control system triggers the discharge of the dipole field with a delay
of 4 ms after initiating the magnetic probe acquisition. Then, it controls the discharge of
the flux core coils with an additional delay of 17 ms. The magnetic field generated by
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the flux core coils compresses the magnetic field produced by the dipole magnet, thereby
driving changes in the magnetic field topology. Magnetic probes detect these changes in
the regional magnetic field with an effective measuring length of 14 cm.

Since the discharge of the magnetic coils and plasma sources is stable, the repeatability
of the magnetic-reconnection experiment is relatively high. This stability allows us to use a
mechanical motion structure to move the magnetic probe and measure spatial variations in
the magnetic field within the region of interest. The motion structure has four degrees of
freedom: three translational (X, Y, and Z directions) and one rotational. The translational
motion ranges in the X, Y, and Z directions are 1100 mm, 600 mm, and 2400 mm, respectively,
and the rotational range is 90◦. The positioning accuracy of the motion mechanism is
0.2 mm, and the angular positioning deviation is less than 10 arc minutes. We take the
position 2.5 m from the bottom of the vacuum vessel as the reference point in the Z direction.
The experiment is repeated multiple times, and before each test, the position of the probe
array in the Z direction is adjusted. Magnetic measurements are performed every 10 cm
with the probe array moving from −20 cm to 20 cm in the Z direction.

4. Experimental Result

To obtain accurate and reliable experimental results, it is necessary to determine the
effective area of the magnetic probe. We collected the original differential signals in the
Z direction when the probe array was at the Z = 0 position, as shown in Figure 8a. In
the Sino-United Spherical Tokamak device [16], the 1812CS inductor is also used as the
magnetic probe, and its calibrated effective area is 8.6 × 10−4 m2, which is much larger than
the stray area introduced by the lines on the PCBs of our magnetic probe system. It meets
the effective area requirement to measure the weak signals of the dipole magnet. After
subtracting the accumulated noise, we obtain the reduced magnetic field signal through
numerical integration, as shown in Figure 8b.
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Figure 8. (a) Raw differential signal of the magnetic field discharged by a flux core coil; (b) Results of
integration after denoising the differential signal.

Although the effective area of the inductive element is highly accurate, stray magnetic
fields along the signal path of the probe system can interfere with the actual signal. This
influence can be accounted for in the total effective area of the probe. To address this, a
method is employed to determine the total effective area, thereby enhancing the accuracy
of magnetic field measurements. The theoretical magnetic field generated can be calculated
using finite-element simulation by analyzing the discharging currents of the flux core coils.
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Comparing the actual measurement data with the simulation results allows us to determine
the total effective area. The details of this method are outlined below.

Firstly, the theoretical magnetic field magnitude Bsi is computed with the flux core
coils excited by the measured currents, while the measured magnetic field Bmi is obtained
by integrating the original differential signal based on the effective area of the probing
inductor itself. They are shown in Figure 9a,b, respectively. Suppose that the total ef-
fective area of a probe is 1/a times the effective area of the probe itself. Then, the error
of the real and simulated magnetic fields is equal to aBmi − Bsi. The correction coeffi-
cient a can be obtained by minimizing the sum of squares of the errors for measurement at
five locations (i = 1, 2, . . . , 5). The sum is a function of a and can be expressed as

f (a) = ∑5
i=1 (aBmi − Bsi)

2 (5)
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To minimize the sum of squares of the probe errors, then f ′(a) should be equal to
zero, namely,

f ′(a) = ∑5
i=1 2(aBmi − Bsi)× Bmi (6)

Thus, we can get the correction factor a as

a =
∑5

i=1 (BmiBsi)

∑5
i=1 (B2

mi)
(7)

By applying the correction algorithm, we obtain the magnetic correction coefficients for
the inductive elements and adjust their effective areas accordingly. As shown in Figure 9c,
the actual magnetic field is computed based on the corrected effective areas, which closely
align with the theoretical values. Figure 10 demonstrates that the errors between the
corrected and theoretical magnetic fields can be controlled within 3%.
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Figure 10. Corrected error at each measurement point of the magnetic probe.

We have processed the magnetic field data from the combined discharge of the dipole
magnet and the flux core coils using the magnetic correction coefficients, focusing on
the changes in the topological configuration of the magnetic field around the magnetic
null point. As shown in Figure 11a, the theoretical magnetic field has a magnetic null
point in the area of the magnetic probe array, on both sides of which the direction of the
magnetic field reverses. The magnetic zero point and magnetic field reversal are also
observed in the measured real magnetic field corrected according to the previous correction
coefficients. The measurement error is large since the magnetic field around the magnetic
zero is small, and the measurement signal is easily interfered with by noises. Nevertheless,
the measurement can identify the magnetic null point and the structure change around
the point.
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During magnetic reconnection, the magnetic field upstream of the reconnection area
compresses and accumulates, causing more sudden changes in the magnetic field near the
magnetic null point. This leads to higher magnetic field values on either side of the null
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point compared to situations without plasma discharge. Therefore, the magnetic probe
array can effectively measure the magnetic field evolution during magnetic reconnection in
the SPERF. This capability was confirmed by an initial test, with the results to be detailed
in an upcoming physical research paper.

5. Summary

This paper discusses the design and construction of a movable three-dimensional
array of magnetic probes for the SPERF, a key component of the Space Environment
Simulation and Research Infrastructure (SESRI). The magnetic probe system is intended
to measure the magnetic field with high resolution and accuracy, facilitating research into
space plasma processes such as magnetic reconnection. After analyzing the requirements
for magnetic field measurement, the 1812CS inductive component was selected as the
sensor, achieving a spatial resolution of 2.5 mm. Measurements of the system’s electrical
parameters combined with circuit simulation determined that the response frequency
can reach 50 kHz. Through the design of a multilayer electrical board, the stray area
has been controlled at the 1 × 10−5 m2 level, while the effective area is maintained at the
1 × 10−4 m2 level, ensuring measurement accuracy. A method for calibrating the effective
area of the magnetic probe has been proposed. After calibration, the error in the effective
area of the magnetic probe can be controlled to within 3%. Under atmospheric conditions,
the magnetic probe system successfully detected changes in the magnetic topology around
the magnetic null point formed by the flux core coils and dipole magnet, which simulate
the interplanetary and Earth’s magnetic fields, respectively. Since the changes in the
magnetic field around the magnetic null point are more dramatic in actual magnetic-
reconnection experiments, the magnetic field values on either side of the magnetic null
point are higher than those observed under atmospheric conditions. Therefore, this system
can accurately sense the magnetic fields in magnetic-reconnection experiments and can be
used for magnetic field diagnostics.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: P.E. and H.Z.; methodology: J.Y., H.T.,and W.L.; software:
H.T., W.L. and J.Y.; validation: J.G., K.H. and P.E.; formal analysis: W.L. and J.Y.; investigation: J.Y.,
J.X., F.C. and G.P.; resources: H.T. and W.L.; data curation: J.Y., W.L. and H.T.; writing—original draft
preparation, J.Y.; writing—review and editing: W.L. and J.Y.; visualization: J.Y. and W.L.; supervision:
H.T. and W.L.; project administration: P.E. and H.Z.; funding acquisition: P.E. and W.L. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the National Key Research and Development Program of
China (Grant No. 2022YFA1604600), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant
No. 11705039), the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (Grant No. 2018M631918), National
Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) (No. 12205298), and National Key Laboratory of Space
Environment and Matter Behaviors (No. 2023-JCJQ-LB-059).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within this article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Ling, W.; Jing, C.; Wan, J.; Mao, A.; Xiao, Q.; Guan, J.; Cheng, J.; Liu, C.; E, P. Design and Construction of the Near-Earth Space

Plasma Simulation System of the Space Plasma Environment Research Facility. J. Plasma Phys. 2024, 90, 345900101. [CrossRef]
2. Ji, H.; Daughton, W.; Jara-Almonte, J.; Le, A.; Stanier, A.; Yoo, J. Magnetic Reconnection in the Era of Exascale Computing and

Multiscale Experiments. Nat. Rev. Phys. 2022, 4, 263–282. [CrossRef]
3. Ling, W.; Jin, C.; Yin, M.; Guan, J.; Zhu, G.; Xu, F.; Chen, C.; Lu, Y.; Wu, J.; Li, L.; et al. Design and Construction of the

Magnetopause Shape Control Coils of the Space Plasma Environment Research Facility to Regulate the Field Configuration of the
Simulated Earth’s Magnetopause Magnetic Reconnection. Vacuum 2023, 212, 111975. [CrossRef]

4. Mao, A.; Ren, Y.; Ji, H.; Peng, E.; Han, K.; Wang, Z.; Xiao, Q.; Li, L. Conceptual Design of the Three-Dimensional Magnetic Field
Configuration Relevant to the Magnetopause Reconnection in the SPERF. Plasma Sci. Technol. 2017, 19, 034002. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022377823001460
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-021-00419-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vacuum.2023.111975
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-6272/19/3/034002


Sensors 2024, 24, 5302 11 of 11

5. Lee, J. Dimensionality of Solar Magnetic Reconnection. Rev. Mod. Plasma Phys. 2022, 6, 32. [CrossRef]
6. Frey, H.U.; Phan, T.D.; Fuselier, S.A.; Mende, S.B. Continuous Magnetic Reconnection at Earth’s Magnetopause. Nature 2003, 426,

533–537. [CrossRef]
7. Hesse, M.; Cassak, P.A. Magnetic Reconnection in the Space Sciences: Past, Present, and Future. J. Geophys. Res. Space Phys. 2020,

125, e2018JA025935. [CrossRef]
8. Hsu, S.C.; Moser, A.L.; Merritt, E.C.; Adams, C.S.; Dunn, J.P.; Brockington, S.; Case, A.; Gilmore, M.; Lynn, A.G.; Messer, S.J.; et al.

Laboratory Plasma Physics Experiments Using Merging Supersonic Plasma Jets. J. Plasma Phys. 2015, 81, 345810201. [CrossRef]
9. Ren, Y.; Yamada, M.; Ji, H.; Dorfman, S.; Gerhardt, S.P.; Kulsrud, R. Experimental Study of the Hall Effect and Electron Diffusion

Region during Magnetic Reconnection in a Laboratory Plasma. Phys. Plasmas 2008, 15, 082113. [CrossRef]
10. Yamasaki, K.; Inoue, S.; Kamio, S.; Watanabe, T.G.; Ushiki, T.; Guo, X.; Sugawara, T.; Matsuyama, K.; Kawakami, N.; Yamada, T.;

et al. Laboratory Study of Diffusion Region with Electron Energization during High Guide Field Reconnection. Phys. Plasmas
2015, 22, 101202. [CrossRef]

11. Everson, E.T.; Pribyl, P.; Constantin, C.G.; Zylstra, A.; Schaeffer, D.; Kugland, N.L.; Niemann, C. Design, Construction, and
Calibration of a Three-Axis, High-Frequency Magnetic Probe (B-Dot Probe) as a Diagnostic for Exploding Plasmas. Rev. Sci.
Instrum. 2009, 80, 113505. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Ochoukov, R.; Bobkov, V.; Bruhn, C.; D’Inca, R.; Faugel, H.; Fuenfgelder, H.; McDermott, R.; Schneider, P.; Suarez-Lopez, G.;
Noterdaeme, J.-M.; et al. Major Upgrades of the High Frequency B-Dot Probe Diagnostic Suite on ASDEX Upgrade. EPJ Web Conf.
2017, 157, 03038. [CrossRef]

13. Chen, G.; Jin, Z.; Chen, J. A Review: Magneto-Optical Sensor Based on Magnetostrictive Materials and Magneto-Optical Material.
Sens. Actuators Rep. 2023, 5, 100152. [CrossRef]

14. Liu, C.; Shen, T.; Wu, H.-B.; Feng, Y.; Chen, J.-J. Applications of Magneto-Strictive, Magneto-Optical, Magnetic Fluid Materials in
Optical Fiber Current Sensors and Optical Fiber Magnetic Field Sensors: A Review. Opt. Fiber Technol. 2021, 65, 102634. [CrossRef]

15. Ouyang, H.; Yao, X.; Chen, J. Development of a Transient Magnetic Field Sensor Based on Digital Integration and Frequency
Equalization. Sensors 2021, 21, 4268. [CrossRef]

16. Marconato, N.; Cavazzana, R.; Bettini, P.; Rigoni, A. Accurate Magnetic Sensor System Integrated Design. Sensors 2020, 20, 2929.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Niekiel, F.; Su, J.; Bodduluri, M.T.; Lisec, T.; Blohm, L.; Pieper, I.; Wagner, B.; Lofink, F. Highly Sensitive MEMS Magnetic Field
Sensors with Integrated Powder-Based Permanent Magnets. Sens. Actuators Phys. 2019, 297, 111560. [CrossRef]

18. Wang, J.; Si, D.; Tian, T.; Ren, R. Design and Experimental Study of a Current Transformer with a Stacked PCB Based on B-Dot.
Sensors 2017, 17, 820. [CrossRef]

19. Romero-Talamás, C.; Bellan, P.; Hsu, S. Multielement Magnetic Probe Using Commercial Chip Inductors. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2004,
75, 2664–2667. [CrossRef]

20. Liu, Y.; Tan, Y.; Pan, O.; Ke, R.; Wang, W.; Gao, Z. Design and Calibration of High-Frequency Magnetic Probes for the SUNIST
Spherical Tokamak. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2014, 85, 11E802. [CrossRef]

21. LIAO, H.; HU, C.; LI, Y.; REN, B.; SUN, X. Experimental Study of Single-Translated Field-Reversed Configuration in KMAX.
Plasma Sci. Technol. 2022, 24, 095103. [CrossRef]

22. Gota, H.; Thompson, M.C.; Knapp, K.; Van Drie, A.D.; Deng, B.H.; Mendoza, R.; Guo, H.Y.; Tuszewski, M. Internal Magnetic
Field Measurement on C-2 Field-Reversed Configuration Plasmas. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2012, 83, 10D706. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Peng, E.; Ling, W.; Mao, A.; Jin, C.; Zhu, G.; Tan, L.; Chen, C.; Lu, Y. Design and Construction of the Flux Core Coils of the Space
Plasma Environment Research Facility (SPERF). Vacuum 2021, 192, 110468. [CrossRef]

24. Trattner, K.J.; Petrinec, S.M.; Fuselier, S.A. The Location of Magnetic Reconnection at Earth’s Magnetopause. Space Sci. Rev. 2021,
217, 41. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Zweibel, E.G.; Yamada, M. Magnetic Reconnection in Astrophysical and Laboratory Plasmas. Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 2009,
47, 291–332. [CrossRef]

26. Yamada, M.; Yoo, J.; Jara-Almonte, J.; Ji, H.; Kulsrud, R.M.; Myers, C.E. Conversion of Magnetic Energy in the Magnetic
Reconnection Layer of a Laboratory Plasma. Nat. Commun. 2014, 5, 4774. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s41614-022-00096-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02084
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JA025935
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022377814001184
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2936269
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4932345
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3246785
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19947729
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201715703038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snr.2023.100152
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yofte.2021.102634
https://doi.org/10.3390/s21134268
https://doi.org/10.3390/s20102929
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32455732
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2019.111560
https://doi.org/10.3390/s17040820
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1771483
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4886423
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-6272/ac64f1
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4729497
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23126880
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vacuum.2021.110468
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-021-00817-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34720216
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082708-101726
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5774

	Introduction 
	System Analysis and Design 
	Magnetic Field Measurement Requirements 
	Inductive Component Selection 
	System Design and Construction 

	Experimental Settings 
	Experimental Result 
	Summary 
	References

