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Optimization of the Bias Magnetic Field
of Shear Wave EMATs

Julio Isla and Frederic Cegla

Abstract— The main advantage of electromagnetic acoustic
transducers (EMATs) over piezoelectric transducers is that no
direct contact with the specimen under test is required. Therefore,
EMATs can be used to test through coating layers. However,
they produce weaker signals, and hence, their design has to
be optimized. This paper focuses on the design of a Lorentz
force shear wave EMAT and its application in thickness gag-
ing; special emphasis is placed on the optimization of the
design elements that correspond to the bias magnetic field of
the EMAT. A configuration that consists of several magnets
axisymmetrically arranged around a ferromagnetic core with
like poles facing the core was found to give the best results.
By using this configuration, magnetic flux densities in excess
of 3 T were obtained in the surface of a specimen; the maximum
value achieved by a single magnet under similar conditions is
roughly 1.2 T. If the diameter of an EMAT ultrasonic aperture
is 10 mm, the proposed configuration produces signals roughly
20 dB greater than a single magnet, while for a given overall
EMAT volume, signals were greater than 3–6 dB. Linear and
radial shear wave polarizations were also compared; a higher
mode purity and signal intensity were obtained with the linear
polarization.

Index Terms— Electromagnetic-acoustic transducer (EMAT),
non-destructive evaluation (NDE), ultrasonic transducers.

I. INTRODUCTION

ELECTROMAGNETIC acoustic transducers (EMATs) do
not require direct contact with the specimen under test,

and they outperform piezoelectric transducers in applications
where couplant cannot be used, where there are unfavorable
coating layers, or simply when noncontact transduction is
required [1]–[4]. Moreover, EMATs are very versatile and
various configurations exist that can be used to generate
a whole range of ultrasonic waves, for example, longitudinal,
shear, and different types of guided waves [5]–[13]. However,
EMATs commonly operate at hundreds of volts, which tend to
make the electronics bulky. Moreover, any devices operating
at such voltage levels are unsuitable in environments where
intrinsic safety certification is required, for example, in the oil
and gas industry. Lower voltages can be used, but averaging
is then required to increase the signal-to-noise ratio. In many
applications, the properties of the specimen under test change
while the test is being run, and this corrupts the results
produced by averaging. Therefore, it is necessary to study how
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to increase the sensitivity of EMATs, so that they can be driven
by compact, low voltage, and intrinsically safe electronics. The
outcome of this paper can be applied to extending the battery
life of battery-powered EMATs, which may lead to their use
in long-term monitoring applications.

EMATs comprise a source for the bias magnetic field,
such as that generated by permanent magnets, and a coil
carrying alternating current [1], [2]. EMATs may rely on
various transduction mechanisms, but this paper focuses on
the Lorentz force as the dominant transduction mechanism in
mild steel and ignores the influence of other mechanisms, such
as magnetostriction; this assumption is sound based on [1]
and [14]–[17]. When considering the Lorentz force as the
dominant transduction mechanism, the bias magnetic field is
of paramount importance, since the strength of the signal/wave
increases in proportion to its magnitude on both transmission
and reception.

According to recent publications, the strength of the bias
magnetic field of EMATs can be increased by introducing
other configurations more complex than a single magnet,
which can be grouped under magnetic flux concentrators
and repelling magnet configurations. In [18], a soft magnetic
ribbon was placed between a permanent magnet and the coil.
This acted as a flux concentrator for the bias magnetic field,
which increased the flux density and the signal strength.
In [19], a capped cone of ferromagnetic material was placed
between a magnet and a ferromagnetic specimen. The capped
cone concentrated the flux from the wider area of the magnet
into a smaller area over the specimen, thereby increasing the
flux density.

Two magnets arranged in a repelling configuration were
employed in [20] and [21]. An increase in the magnetic flux
density by a factor of almost two, compared with a single mag-
net, was achieved in the area between the repelling magnets.
However, this improvement was constrained to small areas
between the repelling magnets, and hence, its application was
limited to small ultrasound apertures.

Configurations that combine flux concentration and repul-
sion mechanisms have already been proposed [22]–[24]. These
basically consisted of a core of ferromagnetic (magnetically
permeable) material surrounded by magnets with like poles
facing the core. A strong magnetic field resulted inside the
core, due to repulsion mechanisms between the magnets,
which then escaped through the two remaining faces that
are normal to the axis of symmetry. However, the dimen-
sions of the core and the magnets that maximized the mag-
netic flux density within a given ultrasonic aperture and/or
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Fig. 1. Conventional EMAT comprising a single magnet and a pancake coil.

produce ultrasonic waves with high mode purity are still
unknown.

Despite all these new configurations, there remains a need
for more quantitative studies of the optimal configurations and
dimensions of EMATs, such as that conducted in [25]. In [25],
the effect of the ratio between the width of the magnet and coil
area on the strength of the signal was investigated; the authors
concluded that beyond a certain ratio, no major improvement
in the signal strength was possible.

In this paper, we investigate several EMAT configurations
that can be used for thickness gauging applications and
compare their performance. Especial emphasis is given to that
configuration that consists of a ferromagnetic core surrounded
by repelling magnets. In addition, we studied the combined
effect of the magnet configuration and the size of the ultrasonic
aperture on the signal quality and intensity; the difference
between linear and radial polarizations of shear wave EMATs
was also addressed.

The organization of this paper is as follows. First, the basic
theory behind the Lorentz force, as the dominant transduction
mechanism of EMATs in mild steel, and the bias magnetic
field will be introduced. Second, the configuration of the
ferromagnetic core surrounded by the permanent magnets
is described. The distribution of the magnetic flux density
within this configuration and the specimen is studied by using
finite-element (FE) simulations; the results are then compared
with other configurations. Later, the effect of the size of the
ultrasonic aperture on the signal strength and the mode purity
of the ultrasonic waves in pulse-echo mode are investigated
using the FE analysis. Following that the optimal dimensions
of the core–magnet arrangement that maximizes the signals
in the pulse-echo mode are investigated and compared with
other configurations. Finally, the experimental results that
show the superior performance of the optimized core–magnet
arrangement are presented, and the conclusions are drawn.

II. BACKGROUND

A. EMATs Based on the Lorentz Force

EMATs comprise a bias magnetic field and a coil that
carries alternating current. One of the simplest commonly
used configurations for EMATs is shown in Fig. 1. It consists
of a single cylindrical permanent magnet placed on top of

a pancake-like coil, such that radially polarized waves are
generated [7].

EMATs exploit various transduction mechanisms
(i.e., the Lorentz force, magnetostriction, and so on) depending
on their configuration and the specimen properties [1], [2].
In mild steel, the main focus of this paper, the Lorentz force
is assumed to be the predominant transduction mechanism
for bulk waves; this assumption is sound based on [1]
and [14]–[17]. It can be understood as follows. First, the coil
of the EMAT induces eddy currents in a conductive specimen,
whose path tends to mimic that of the coil. Then, these eddy
currents with density Je interact with the bias magnetic field,
whose flux density is B, and the resulting Lorentz force
density on the charged particles (electrons) is given by

f = Je × B. (1)

The charged particles interact with the atomic structure of the
material, which results in deformations that generate ultrasonic
waves. In this paper, B refers to the bias magnetic field due
to permanent magnets only, and any other contributions to
the bias magnetic field, e.g., due to the eddy currents, are
neglected.

The inverse effect also applies whereby an ultrasound wave
forces the charged particles to move which, under a bias
magnetic field, produce eddy currents under the surface of
a conductive specimen with density

J′
e = σ(v × B) (2)

where σ is the conductivity of the material and v is the
velocity of the charged particles. These eddy currents are then
inductively picked up by the coil of the EMAT. It should be
noted that for an EMAT in pulse-echo configuration, the result-
ing signal is proportional to the square of the magnetic flux
density B, since it contributes twice on transmission and
reception.

B. Formulation of the Bias Magnetic Field

The magnetic field H and the magnetic flux density B are
related as follows:

B = μ0(H + M) (3)

where M is the magnetization vector. Magnetization can be
expressed as

M = χmH + M0 (4)

where M0 is the remanent magnetization and χm is the
susceptibility of the material. A useful figure of merit for
permanent magnets is its remanent flux density Br = μ0M0.
For static fields

∇ × H = 0. (5)

Thus, a scalar magnetic potential Vm can be defined as

H = −∇Vm . (6)

Substituting this back into (3) and using the fact that

∇ · B = 0 (7)
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Fig. 2. Concentric arrangement of ferromagnetic core and permanent magnets
with a butterfly coil. (a) Front view. (b) Top view of ideal configuration
with cylindrical symmetry. (c) Top view of practical configuration with four
magnets. (d) Direction of currents in the butterfly coil.

it is obtained

∇ · (−μ∇Vm + Br) = 0 (8)

where μ = μ0(χm+1). As discussed later in this paper, (8) can
be solved using FE methods in order to obtain the distribution
of H within a given volume, where a permanent magnet is
present.

III. CONCENTRIC ARRANGEMENT OF FERROMAGNETIC

CORE SURROUNDED BY PERMANENT MAGNETS

A. Ideal Configuration and Practical Approximations

First, an ideal configuration is introduced to facilitate the
FE simulations of the concentric arrangement of ferromagnetic
core surrounded by permanent magnets. This ideal core–
magnet configuration consists of a cylindrical magnet with its
remanent flux density Br oriented toward its center, where
there is a permeable core [Fig. 2(a) and (b)]. This ideal
approach is useful to simplify simulations due to its cylindrical
symmetry. However, in practice, it is difficult to achieve
such an orientation of Br with only one magnet. By ideal
configuration, we mean that it consists of an axisymmetric
magnet whose remanent flux density is oriented toward the
center, which is difficult to make in practice; the word ideal
does not imply that the configuration itself is necessarily the
optimal global solution to the problems or scenarios discussed
in this paper. A good approximation can be obtained by several
magnets, each having Br oriented toward the ferromagnetic
core. Fig. 2(c) shows an example using four magnets.

The rationale behind this core–magnet configuration can
be understood as follows. Magnets with like poles facing
each other produce an increase in the magnetic flux density
in the space between them. An extra increase in the flux
density is obtained by filling the gap between the magnets with
permeable (ferromagnetic) material. It is interesting to mention
that the permanent magnet arrangements with different magnet
orientations in combination with permeable materials have
been used in the past to significantly increase the magnetic
flux density that can be generated by the magnet arrangement

compared with a single magnet. These magnet arrangements
can achieve 3 T [26], [27], 4 T [28], and 5 T [29]; however,
they were developed for other purposes not related to EMATs.

Moreover, the use of the permeable core provides other
advantages. For example, a flat distribution of the normal
component of the flux density Bn can be obtained under the
core for certain ranges of core and magnet dimensions. All of
the cases discussed herein approximate this type of distribution
for Bn . The core can also be made of nonconductive material,
such as ferrite or laminated iron, so that the eddy currents,
and the subsequent ultrasonic waves generated in the core, are
practically eliminated.

B. Finite-Element Simulations of the Ideal Core–Magnet
Configuration

The ideal cylindrical magnet was simulated in COM-
SOL Multiphysics 4.3b using the magnetic field, no current
interface of the ac/dc module model library. This interface
solves (8) by means of a Lagrange element formulation [30].
An axisymmetric (2-D) model was employed as a result of the
magnet cylindrical symmetry.

The maximum length of the quadrilateral mesh elements
(distance between the furthest nodes) was set to less than
0.1 mm under the core. Then, the length of the elements was
increased progressively, so that the elements furthest from the
core and the magnets reached a maximum length of 2 mm.
A convergence test was conducted to confirm that the results
did not change by more than 1% when using a denser mesh.

The space surrounding the structure was modeled as air. The
height of the area simulated as air was three times the height
of the structure, whereas the width of the area simulated as
air was twice the width of the structure. Magnetic insulation
boundaries were employed to enclose the region modeled as
air; the axis of symmetry did not require a magnetic insulation
boundary. The magnet had a height of 20 mm, a width (inner
to outer radii difference) of 6.2 mm, and Br = 1.42 T [31].
Br was oriented toward a soft iron core in the center,
which had a radius of 5 mm. The magnet-core arrangement
was positioned above a soft iron specimen, whose thickness
was 10 mm. A 0.5-mm gap was left between the magnet-core
arrangement and the specimen.

Due to the fact that the permeability of soft iron changes
with the intensity of the field H, a curve relating B versus H
has to be used in the simulations to obtain the accurate results.
This curve was obtained from the COMSOL library [30].
However, no significant changes were found in the distribution
of Bn beneath the core when using other curves (e.g., for mild
steel), because the strength of the field was very high in that
region, and therefore, the different materials saturated easily.

C. Magnetic Flux Density Distribution of the Ideal Core–
Magnet Configuration

Fig. 3(a) shows the results from the simulation. The absolute
value of the flux density distribution is plotted using a gray
scale in tesla, while the black lines represent the field lines.
The field lines pass through the magnet toward the core, where
their density increases as an effect of repulsion in the center of
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Fig. 3. Simulations of absolute magnetic flux density distribution of different EMAT configurations represented by a gray scale in tesla. Field lines are
plotted with black lines. (a) Core–magnet arrangement. (b) Single magnet with a capped cone. (c) Single magnet.

the magnet. The lines then escape through the bottom and top
sides of the core. Since the ferromagnetic specimen creates
a higher permeability path compared with air, the flux density
in the surface of the specimen beneath the core increases
significantly.

At frequencies above a few tens of kilohertz, the eddy
currents induced by the EMAT coil are concentrated within
a few micrometers under the surface of a mild steel specimen
due to the electromagnetic skin effect. That is where the
transduction mechanism takes place, and hence, it is sufficient
to study the normal and tangential components of the flux
density (Bn and Bt , respectively) within that region in order
to fully characterize the transduction mechanism. The flux
density was found to vary little between 0 and 0.1 mm below
the surface of the specimen; therefore, the simulations that
employ resolutions higher than 0.1 mm will not add extra
information to the results but will increase the computational
burden.

The distributions of Bn and Bt at 0.1 mm below the
surface of the specimen that correspond to Fig. 3(a) are shown
in Fig. 4(a). It can be observed that Bn is fairly constant
beneath the core, where it reaches the values above 2.5 T and
then drops abruptly. When a butterfly coil is used, as shown
in Fig. 2(a) and (b), this distribution of Bn is convenient to
generate shear waves under the core that have single polarity
and high mode purity.

The highest values of Bt appear under the magnet, where
its mean value is roughly half of that achieved by Bn under
the core. Bt is responsible for the generation of longitudinal
waves; the longitudinal waves generated by this configuration
have been found to be of much lower intensity than the shear
waves.

D. Comparison With Other Configurations

The core–magnet arrangement is now compared with
other EMAT configurations. A cylindrical magnet is shown
in Fig. 3(c), and only half of the cross section of the magnet
is shown due to its symmetry. To give a fair comparison,

the volume of this single magnet is equal to that of the core
and the magnet of Fig. 3(a) combined. Its Br = 1.42 T is also
the same but oriented toward the specimen.

Fig. 4(c) shows Bn and Bt distributions that correspond to
the single magnet case at 0.1 mm below the surface of the
specimen. The highest values of Bn are reached beneath the
magnet, and these do not increase far above 1.2 T regardless
of the size of the magnet. The maximum values of Bt occur at
the edge of the magnet, and they are of equivalent magnitude
to those of Bn .

It is important to highlight that the use of a single magnet
to produce single polarization shear waves is impractical,
because the coil tracks must have a single orientation under
the magnet and a return path elsewhere. This return path adds
extra volume to the EMAT. A pancake-like coil, as shown
in Fig. 1, is a volume efficient solution for a single magnet,
but radially polarized waves are generated instead. The dis-
advantages of the radially polarized waves will be addressed
later on.

Fig. 3(b) shows the same single magnet but on top of
a capped cone of ferromagnetic material; this configuration
was reported in [19]. The radius of the bottom face of
the capped cone is 5 mm—this is equal to the radius of
the core–magnet arrangements of Fig. 3(a) to give a fair
comparison—whereas the height of the capped cone is 5 mm.
Different values were explored through simulations revealing
that when the cone height was either increased or decreased
by a few millimeters, no significant differences were found in
the results.

In Fig. 3(b), the field lines from the magnet go through
the capped cone, where the flux density increases as the
transversal area of the cone is reduced. Most of the lines do not
abandon the cone before entering the specimen, because a high
permeability path exists between the cone and the specimen.
However, when the gap between the bottom of the cone and the
specimen increases, a high reluctance region is introduced and
a significant part of the field leaves the cone without reaching
the specimen. This makes this particular configuration very
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Fig. 4. Normal Bn (black line) and tangential Bt (gray line) flux density distribution simulations at 0.1 mm under the specimen surface for different EMAT
configurations. (a) and (b) Vertical dashed lines on the left indicate the radius of the core/capped cone face closest to the specimen, whereas the ones on the
right indicate the outer diameter of the EMAT. (c) Vertical dashed line indicates the outer diameter of the EMAT.

sensitive to the EMAT liftoff (i.e., the gap between the bottom
of the cone and the specimen).

Fig. 4(b) shows the corresponding Bn and Bt distributions
at 0.1 mm below the surface of the specimen. It can be
observed that the behavior of the field within the footprint of
the cone is similar to that of Fig. 4(a) but with smaller values.

Overall, the use of any conical core has a detrimental
effect on the intensity of the field in the specimen, espe-
cially when the liftoff increases. This is one problem found
in [22] and [23], where a core–magnet arrangement was
proposed similar to that of Fig. 3(a), but whose core bot-
tom section had a conical shape. As a result, the magnets
surrounding the core had to be separated from the specimen.
The authors have observed that in the case of a core–magnet
arrangement, the greatest flux densities within the specimen
are achieved when the bottom face of the core is aligned with
that of the surrounding magnets, as shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b).

IV. INFLUENCE OF THE ULTRASOUND APERTURE

AREA AND POLARIZATION ON SIGNAL

STRENGTH AND QUALITY

When extracting the time of flights of signals for thickness
gauging applications, the signals received should have very
low distortion and the greatest amplitudes possible in order
to avoid errors. Therefore, it is important to understand how
the aperture area and the polarization affect the received
signals. To do so, FE simulations using the COMSOL Multi-
physics 4.3b Solid Mechanics module were carried out.

A. Finite-Element Simulations Setup

In a first stage, a circular aperture with radial polarization,
as shown in Fig. 1, was investigated. An axisymmetric (2-D)
model sufficed, because cylindrical symmetry could be
exploited. In the second stage, the same aperture area was
studied but using linear polarization, as shown in Fig. 2, and
a 3-D model due to the lack of cylindrical symmetry. In both
stages, the general procedure was: 1) to apply a boundary load
to the surface of a mild steel specimen within the aperture area;
2) to simulate the propagation of the ultrasonic waves;

and 3) to record the velocity of the reflected ultrasonic waves
on the same surface where the boundary load was applied.

The axisymmetric model comprised a rectangular region
simulated as mild steel (the density of 7850 kg/m3, the Young
modulus of 205 GPa, and the Poisson ratio of 0.28). The
thickness of this region was set to 5, 10, and 15 mm in
a parametric study. The width of this region matched the area
of the aperture and was varied from 2.5 to 10 mm in 2.5-mm
intervals. One side of the rectangle was set as the axis of
symmetry, whereas the other side was coupled to multiple
absorbing regions, as described in [32]—this is to reduce wave
reflections from this side. The outer boundary of the absorbing
region parallel to the axis of symmetry was fixed to prevent
the displacement of the whole structure when the load was
applied; the remaining boundaries were free to move.

The mesh employed quadrilateral elements with the maxi-
mum length (distance from the furthest nodes) of 0.27 mm,
and this is roughly 1/6th the shear wavelength in mild steel at
2 MHz (1.6 mm). A time domain simulation was conducted
using the time steps with a period equivalent to a sampling
frequency of 32 MHz. The excitation signal was a three-
cycle Hanning tone-burst centered at 2 MHz. The excitation
was applied as a force (boundary load) tangential to the
surface. The force density on the surface was in the order
of a few nN/m2—the exact values were not relevant, since
only relative values were used in the analysis of the results.
Once every parameter was specified, a convergence test was
conducted to confirm that neither a denser mesh nor a higher
sampling frequency improved the results by more than 2%.

The results from the simulations are shown in Fig. 5(a)–(c),
and these are the sum of the radial component of the velocity
of the reflected signals at the excitation nodes. The signals
are normalized to the maximum value of the first echo to
establish a qualitative comparison between the signals. Note
that some of the excitation bursts were clipped because of this.
The aperture diameter and the specimen thickness are specified
in each case.

The 3-D model used to investigate the linearly polarized
aperture was obtained by revolving the 2-D model, a quarter of
a circumference around its axis of symmetry. Then, symmetric
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Fig. 5. Signals from FE simulations. (a)–(c) Radially polarized apertures (gray traces). (d)–(f) Linearly polarized apertures (black traces). All of the signals
are normalized to the maximum value of the first echo.

and antisymmetric boundaries were used appropriately with
respect to the orientation of the load, which was applied in
a direction parallel to the symmetric boundary. The remaining
settings were the same used in the 2-D simulation, except for
the use of tetrahedral elements in the mesh. To establish a fair
comparison, the same aperture diameters and the specimen
thicknesses of the 2-D model were simulated. The tangential
component to the aperture area of the velocity of the reflected
signals (also parallel to the symmetric boundary) is shown
in Fig. 5(d)–(f).

B. Signal Distortion in Pulse-Echo Mode

By looking at the signals in Fig. 5, three main observations
can be drawn: 1) radially polarized apertures produce higher
distortion; 2) distortion decreases when the aperture area
increases; and 3) distortion decreases when the thickness
increases. We analyzed the wave fields in each particular case
and determined that the distortion of the signals was caused by
the direct generation of the longitudinal mode and by mode
conversion upon reflections. In Fig. 5(c), the echoes due to
the longitudinal and shear modes are labeled as L and S,
respectively, whereas the mode converted is labeled as L + S.

In the case of the radially polarized shear aperture, the lon-
gitudinal mode is generated in its center and edge. This is
because the discontinuity of the applied forces in those regions
causes compression and rarefaction, creating a point source in
the center of the aperture and a curved line source on the edge.
Fig. 6(a) shows an axisymmetric view of a radially polarized
aperture, where the location of the longitudinal apertures can
be appreciated. The reflection paths of the pure modes, shear,
and longitudinal are also shown. Fig. 6(b) shows an example

of mode conversion from longitudinal to shear (L + S); other
combinations are omitted for simplicity.

On the other hand, when the aperture is linearly polarized,
the longitudinal mode is mainly produced on that section of
the edge of the aperture perpendicular to the applied force.
This explains why the linearly polarized aperture produces less
distortion (or a weaker longitudinal mode) than the radial one.

Distortion decreases when the aperture area increases,
because the proportion of the area that generates the shear
mode increases with respect to the length of the line (and
point) sources that generate the longitudinal mode. Finally,
distortion decreases when the thickness increases, because the
line sources are more affected by beam spreading than the
larger areas that generate the shear mode.

C. Signal Amplitude in Pulse-Echo Mode

The following inequation sets an upper bound for the
intensity of the reflected signals S given a transducer area A :

S ≤
∫∫

Gt Gr d A (9)

where d A is the infinitesimal area of the aperture, while
Gt and Gr are the transduction gains on transmission and
reception, respectively. This inequation is necessary to account
for the beam spreading effect.

Assuming that the Lorentz force is the main transduction
mechanism and that eddy currents follow a uniform distrib-
ution, (9) can be rewritten, such that the transduction gains
Gt and Gr are expressed as a function of the magnetic
flux density B . This is because in the pulse-echo mode,
the magnetic flux density distribution and the aperture area
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Fig. 6. Longitudinal mode generation in radially polarized shear aperture
(axisymmetric view). (a) Traction force discontinuities generate compression
and rarefaction, which trigger longitudinal point (center) and line (edge)
sources. (b) Example of mode conversion L + S; other possible combinations
are omitted for simplicity.

are the same on reception and transmission. Provided the coil
shape is also the same on reception and transmission, it can
be written as

S ≤ α′
∫∫

B2d A (10)

where α′ is a constant.
Fig. 7 shows the amplitude of the first echo of the sim-

ulated signals for different aperture diameters and specimen
thicknesses. The black markers stand for the linearly polarized
apertures, whereas the gray markers represent the radially
polarized apertures. For simplicity, and without loss of gen-
erality, Gt and Gr can be assumed constant. Then, they can
be combined into a single constant α. The black continuous
curve in Fig. 7 was obtained by evaluating the upper bound
of (9) and choosing α, so that the curve matches the marker
with the greatest value in Fig. 7.

It can be observed in Fig. 7 that the markers that correspond
to aperture diameters larger than 10 mm and specimen thick-
nesses smaller than 15 mm lie very close to the solid black
curve. In other words, the amplitude S of each of the reflected
echoes that correspond to these markers is very close to their
maximum value, which is the right-hand side of (9). This is
because in these cases, the beam spreading is negligible.

In general, the linearly polarized aperture (black markers)
achieves greater echo amplitudes than the radially polarized
aperture (gray markers) for each aperture diameter and speci-
men thickness. The difference in echo amplitudes between the

Fig. 7. Maximum amplitude of the first echoes of the simulated signals
for different aperture diameters, polarizations, and specimen thicknesses. The
black continuous curve was obtained by evaluating the equality in (9) and
choosing α so that the curve matches the marker with the greatest value.

linear and radial apertures increases, as the aperture diameter
decreases and the specimen thickness increases. Note that for
10-mm apertures and thicknesses greater than 15 mm, this
difference is greater than 3 dB.

V. OPTIMAL DIMENSIONS OF THE

CORE–MAGNET ARRANGEMENT

In this section, the optimal dimensions of the core–magnet
arrangement are explored. The optimization objective is to
maximize (10). Results from the core–magnet arrangement
are compared with those of other configurations, especially
the single magnet EMAT. At the end of this section, the effect
of the specimen thickness on the results is investigated.

A. Effect of Height, Core, and Overall Diameter

The ideal cylindrical core–magnet arrangement of Fig. 2(a)
was simulated in COMSOL Multiphysics 4.3b employing
cylindrical symmetry. A parametric study was conducted,
where the height of the arrangement was set to 10, 20, and
40 mm; the diameter of the core was set to 10 and 20 mm;
and the width of the magnet (inner to outer radii dif-
ference) was changed to obtain EMAT overall diameters
between 15 and 50 mm. The remanent flux density was set to
Br = 1.42 T (N52 [31]) and oriented toward a soft iron core
in the center. Both magnet and core had a liftoff of 0.5 mm
from a soft iron specimen that had a thickness of 10 mm. As in
Section III-B, a curve relating B versus H was employed for
soft iron, which was obtained from the COMSOL library [30].

The value of Bn under the surface of the specimen was
squared and integrated over the area of the core to compute the
expected signal strength based on (10)—the results are shown
in Fig. 8(a). Continuous gray and black curves represent 5- and
10-mm-diameter cores, respectively, whereas the dashed gray
curves correspond to 20-mm-diameter cores. Different EMAT
heights were employed (10, 20, and 40 mm) for each core
diameter represented by each family of curves. The position
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Fig. 8. Simulations of the signal strength according to (10) versus EMAT overall diameter for the core–magnet arrangement. (a) Continuous gray and
black curves represent 5- and 10-mm-diameter cores, respectively, whereas the dashed gray curves correspond to 20-mm-diameter cores; for each diameter,
there are different EMAT heights (10, 20, and 40 mm) that correspond to each family of curves from bottom to top. (b) Black and gray curves represent the
liftoffs of 0.5 and 2 mm; the overall height in each case is 20 mm; the continuous curves represent the envelope of the resulting family of curves for different
core diameters of the core–magnet arrangement (fourth-order interpolation for core diameters between 5 and 25 mm in 5-mm intervals), whereas the
dashed curves correspond to the single magnet. Curves were arbitrarily normalized. The circle markers correspond to a 3-D model of an EMAT with
a height of 20 mm, a core with a square base of 10 × 10 mm2, and the magnets with the rectangular bases of 5 × 10 mm2, as shown in Fig. 2(c).

of the curves in the family is positively correlated with the
height of the EMAT, such that the smallest heights correspond
to the curves with the smaller values. Curves were arbitrarily
normalized since only the relative values are of interest.

Overall, the improvement when increasing the height of the
core–magnet arrangement from 10 to 20 mm is nearly 3 dB;
from 20 mm onward, the signal increase is not greater
than 2 dB. In addition, an increase in the width of the magnet
(inner to outer radii difference) produces a steep increase in
the signal when the width is less than the radius of the core.
When the magnet width is greater than the radius of the core,
the signal still increases but at a lower rate. Then, it can be
inferred that there is a core diameter that maximizes the signal
strength per overall unit area of the EMAT.

To investigate the effect of liftoff on the signal intensity,
the calculations were repeated for core diameters between
5 and 25 mm in the intervals of 5 mm using an overall
height of 20 mm and the liftoffs of 0.5 and 2 mm. Fig. 8(b)
shows the envelope of the resulting family of curves using
a fourth-order interpolation—the continuous black and gray
curves correspond to 0.5 and 2 mm, respectively. For example,
it can be observed that when the liftoff is 0.5 mm, the optimal
overall diameter for a 10-mm-diameter core is roughly 17 mm,
whereas for a 20-mm-diameter core is roughly 30 mm [see
corresponding curves in Fig. 8(a)]. Then, the optimal ratio
between the core and the overall diameter was found to be
roughly 2:3 for these cases.

If the liftoff increases to 2 mm, the signal drops. The
difference between the curves of 0.5- and 2-mm liftoffs
is 5 and 10 dB for lower and higher overall diameters,
respectively, so the larger the core, the smaller the signal drop
with liftoff. Moreover, this drop also implies that the optimal
ratio between the core and the overall diameter is roughly 1:2
for 2-mm liftoff.

Finally, a core–magnet arrangement with a core of square
base of 10 × 10 mm2 and magnets with the rectangular
bases of 5 × 10 mm2, as shown in Fig. 2(c), was simulated
using a 3-D model. This type of core–magnet arrangement
is easier to build in practice. The height of the core–magnet
arrangement was set to 20 mm, and the rest of the parameters
of the simulation were kept the same. The relative amplitude
of the signal and the outer diameter of the EMAT for this
configuration are shown in Fig. 8 with a circle marker. The
results show that there is roughly 2.5-dB signal loss when
using this configuration compared with the ideal cylindrical
case irrespective of the liftoff. This can be explained by the
loss of magnetic material in the core–magnet arrangement
volume compared with a fully axisymmetric magnet encircling
the core. For this overall diameter and height, there could be
a different combination of core–magnet dimensions that opti-
mize the signal amplitude, but this was not further explored,
because it is computationally expensive.

B. Comparison With Other Configurations

Using (10), the performance of the core–magnet arrange-
ment was compared with those of a single magnet as in the
EMAT of Fig. 3(c) and a single magnet with a capped cone
beneath it [Fig. 3(b)]. The distribution of Bn , required to
calculate the expected signal strength in (10), was obtained
through the simulations, as in Sections III-C and V-A.

To give an unbiased comparison, the diameter of the bottom
base of the capped cone was set to 10 and 20 mm to match
the diameter of the core of the core–magnet arrangement
of Fig. 8(b); the height of the capped cone was set to 5 mm.
For each configuration, the magnet height was set to 20 mm
and the width/diameter was changed, so that the resulting
diameter of the EMATs was between 5 and 50 mm. All the
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Fig. 9. Simulation of the maxima of Bn (continuous line) and
Bt (dashed line) at 0.1 mm beneath the specimen surface versus specimen
thickness. The black lines correspond to the core–magnet arrangement, while
the gray ones correspond to the single magnet.

remaining parameters of the simulations were the same as
those used to obtain the results of Figs. 3 and 8.

The strength of the signal produced by the single magnet
according to (10) was shown in Fig. 8(b) using the dashed lines
(black and gray for 0.5- and 2-mm liftoffs, respectively). It can
be observed that when the liftoff is 0.5 mm, the optimal core–
magnet arrangement outperforms the single magnet by more
than 3 dB when the overall diameter is greater than 20 mm.

In practice, the difference between the optimal core–magnet
arrangement and the single magnet should be greater, because
the single magnet EMAT is assumed to have a linearly
polarized aperture. Such an aperture requires an extra space for
the return path of the coil, which increases the EMAT overall
diameter. Moreover, if pancake-like coils were to be used,
the resulting wave would be radially polarized, which also
produces weaker (and more distorted) signals, as discussed in
Section IV.

The gray traces in Fig. 8(b) show how the signal intensity
is affected when the liftoff of the EMAT increases to 2 mm.
Compared with the core–magnet arrangement, the single mag-
net EMAT is less affected by liftoff increase especially for
smaller aperture diameter.

The single magnet with a capped cone beneath was found to
produce the weakest signals among all the configurations for
each case. Different heights for the capped cone were explored
without significant changes in the results. These simulation
results are not shown for the sake of brevity.

C. Influence of the Specimen Thickness

In the following simulations, a single magnet (40-mm height
and 20-mm diameter) and a core–magnet arrangement
(10-mm-diameter-core, 50-mm outer diameter, and 40-mm
height) both with a liftoff of 1 mm from a ferromagnetic
specimen were employed. The thickness of the ferromagnetic
specimen was varied between 2 and 25 mm. The maximum
of the normal flux density Bn and tangential flux density Bt

was computed for every case at 0.1 mm below the surface;
the results are shown in Fig. 9.

Fig. 10. Core–magnet arrangement used in the experiments. A black polymer
casing holds the magnets and the core. The height of the magnets and the
core is 40 mm. The core base is 10 × 10 mm2, and the magnet bases are
10 × 20 mm2.

Regardless of the EMAT configuration and its dimensions,
there is a minimum thickness, whose exact value depends
upon the EMAT configuration and dimensions, in Fig. 9, it is
roughly 7 mm, where Bn starts decreasing and Bt increasing.
The reason is that for thin specimens, the field is trapped
inside the saturated specimen, due to its permeability being
higher than air, and consequently, the field is forced to bend
immediately when entering the specimen in order to reach the
opposite pole.

VI. EXPERIMENTS

The goal of the experiments was to assess the accuracy
of (10) and the simulations, so that the results shown in Fig. 8
could be validated. To do so, the magnetic field produced
by a single magnet and the core–magnet arrangement was
measured and compared with the simulations in Section VI-A.
In addition, the signals produced by different magnet configu-
rations on the same coil were investigated and then compared
with the simulation results in Section VI-B.

A. Magnetic Field Measurements

A photograph of the core–magnet arrangement that was
constructed is shown in Fig. 10. It consists of four cuboid
magnets with dimensions 40 × 10 × 20 mm3, which were
made out of Neodymium N42 with remanent flux density
Br = 1.32 T (Part No. F401020-1, Magnet Expert Ltd., U.K.).
Like poles of each magnet were oriented toward a ferromag-
netic mild steel core, which had dimensions 40×10×10 mm3.
The magnets and the core were encased in a cylindrical
container made out of polymer.

Two single magnets were built by stacking four
10-mm-thick magnets to mimic 40-mm-height magnets. Two
different sets using 10- and 20-mm diameters were built
(Part No. F674-4 and F646-1, respectively, Magnet Expert
Ltd., U.K.).

The magnetic flux density from the stacked magnets and
the core–magnet arrangement were measured using a Gauss-
meter (GM08, Hirst Magnetic Instruments Ltd., U.K.) and
a transverse Hall probe (TP002, Hirst Magnetic Instru-
ments Ltd., U.K.). Both a single magnet and the core–
magnet arrangement were placed on top of a mild steel
block (200 × 200 × 50 mm3) using a plastic layer that had
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Fig. 11. Magnetic flux density of a core–magnet arrangement and a cylindri-
cal magnet. (a) Core–magnet arrangement consisting of four cuboid magnets
with dimensions 40 × 10 × 20 mm3 and a mild steel core with dimensions
40 × 10 × 10 mm3; the field is measured from the center of the core
and beneath one of the magnets. The dashed curve in (a) corresponds to
a simulation of the core–magnet arrangement using cylindrical symmetry.
(b) Cylindrical magnet with a diameter of 10 mm and a height of 40 mm.
All the magnets are made out of Neodymium N42 with remanent flux density
Br = 1.32 T. The circle markers correspond to the measured fields and the
solid black lines to the simulations.

a thickness of 1 mm. The plastic layer had a slot, along which
the Hall probe was slid in 0.5-mm steps from the center of the
magnets or core. In the case of the core–magnet arrangement,
the slot was aligned with one of the magnets and the center
of the core.

Fig. 11(a) and (b) shows the measured magnetic flux density
of the core–magnet arrangement and single magnet using
circle markers, respectively. Two sets of measurements are
shown for each case to provide an overview of the variability
of the results. The solid lines in Fig. 11(a) and (b) correspond
to simulations; the procedures to conduct these simulations
were the same as those described in Section III for cylindrical
and 3-D models. Overall, there is good agreement between
simulations and measurements.

As a comparison point, a simulation of the core–magnet
arrangement using cylindrical symmetry is shown in
Fig. 11(a) with a dashed curve. This cylindrical configu-
ration corresponds to a 10-mm-diameter core with 50-mm

Fig. 12. D-shape coil with 22 turns of enameled wire used in the experiments.
In different experiments, the circular magnets of diameter 10 and 20 mm and
the 10 × 10 mm2 square section core were centered in the straight region of
the D-coil as shown.

overall diameter. It produces a greater flux density, but is also
more difficult to build in practice.

B. Signals From Single Magnet and Core–Magnet Arrange-
ment Configurations

A D-shape coil was built, as shown in Fig. 12, by winding
22 turns of enameled wire with a diameter of 0.4 mm,
so that the resulting width of the coil in its straight section
was 10 mm. One core–magnet arrangement and two single
magnets of diameters 10 and 20 mm were placed over the
straight section of the D-coil at a time, as shown in Fig. 12.
The same coil was used in each case to avoid different coil
shapes/impedances affecting the results. A D-shape coil was
employed, because it is easy to build and produces linearly
polarize waves under its straight section.

The coil was connected to a pulse-echo system
(WaveMaker-Duet—custom made for the NDE Group
of Imperial College London), which comprises a driver with
an output trigger signal and a receive preamplifier. The
driver of the system was configured to excite the coil with
a three cycle Hann tone-burst at 2 MHz with a maximum
peak-to-peak current of 200 mA. The shape and intensity of
the tone-burst was monitored throughout the experiments with
a noninvasive current sensor (Bergoz CT-B0.1-B) connected
to an oscilloscope (LeCroy WaveRunner 44Xi).

The receive preamplifier of the system was set to amplify
the signal by 60 dB; the receive signal amplitude was in the
millivolt range. The output of the receive preamplifier and the
output trigger signal from the driver were also connected to
the oscilloscope. For each EMAT, the acquired signals were
synchronized with the trigger signal from the driver and then
averaged 4000 times in the oscilloscope, so that the electrical
random noise was attenuated far below the coherent noise
present. Any remaining coherent noise could be due to the
generation and reverberation of ultrasonic waves inside the
magnets and/or the electronics.

Fig. 13 shows the signals from the measurements on
a 50-mm-thick specimen (with parallel flat surfaces and
free from defects) corresponding to the three cases tested.
Since the purpose of the experiments was to compare
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Fig. 13. Signals from pulse-echo measurements on a 50-mm-thick mild steel
specimen. (a) Core–magnet arrangement. (b) 20-mm-diameter single magnet.
(c) 10-mm-diameter single magnet. Signals are normalized to the maximum
value and plotted with different scales in each case.

different configurations, and the absolute voltage measured
is dependent on the instrumentation used, the results were
arbitrarily normalized—note that the amplitude scale of
Fig. 13(a)–(c) is different in each case.

The reflected echoes from the back wall of the specimen
can be observed at the right end of the plots at ∼33 μs.
As expected, the core–magnet arrangement produced the
strongest signals followed by the 20-mm-diameter single
magnet. The coherent noise floor is the same in each case
and is shown in Fig. 13(c) to be ∼±0.05; the noise amplitude
corresponds to roughly 5% of the signal produced by the
core–magnet arrangement.

In Fig. 13(b), two echoes were identified at ∼21 and 28 μs
(6.4-μs difference), which corresponds to the thickness of the
10-mm-height magnets that were stacked to mimic the single
magnet EMAT. The echoes are likely to be reverberations
inside the magnets, which have also been observed previ-
ously [33]. Similar echoes are likely to be present in Fig. 13(c),
but they could not be identified due to the level of the noise.

Finally, the relative signal amplitudes of the three EMATs
were estimated using (10), where the magnetic flux den-
sity distribution beneath the surface of the specimen was
obtained from simulations; simulation details are discussed
in Section III for cylindrical and 3-D models. The estimated
liftoff for each configuration was 0.5 mm. Simulated and
experimental results are compared in Fig. 14. The results
are normalized to the values corresponding to that of the
20-mm-diameter magnet to simplify the analysis of the results.

Fig. 14. Relative signal amplitude for the single magnets of
10- and 20-mm diameters and the core–magnet arrangement. Results are
normalized with respect to the 20-mm-diameter magnet.

The asterisk markers show the measured relative signal
amplitude for each configuration. The cross markers corre-
spond to 3-D simulations considering the contribution of the
field beyond the core/magnet, i.e., considering the nearby coil
sections, while the triangle markers only consider the field
beneath the intersection of the coil and the core or cylin-
drical magnets, i.e., the active aperture. The circle markers
correspond to the maximum flux density from simulations
using cylindrical symmetry over the core active aperture area.
In the case of the core–magnet arrangement, this corresponds
to a core diameter of 10 mm and a overall diameter of 50 mm.

In general, there is good agreement between the measured
and simulated results, which confirms the validity of (10).
In every case, the contribution of the field outside the active
aperture is relatively small, less than 1.5 dB, with the greater
difference corresponding to the core–magnet arrangement.
It can be concluded that when the diameter of the ultrasonic
aperture is 10 mm, the core–magnet arrangement produces
signals roughly 20 dB greater than that of the single magnet.

In the core–magnet arrangement case, the experimentally
measured values are roughly 3 dB higher than the simulated
results (using the 20-mm-diameter magnet as the reference
point). A combination of several factors could have caused this
difference, for example, dimensional differences, the signals
from the 10- and 20-mm-diameter magnets being overes-
timated due to the coherent noise of the amplifier or the
influence of other transduction mechanisms, such as magne-
tostriction.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper presented an in-depth analysis of the bias mag-
netic field strength and resulting signal amplitude of different
magnet configurations for shear wave EMATs on mild steel.
The Lorentz force was assumed to be the dominant trans-
duction mechanism neglecting any other mechanisms, such as
magnetostriction; experimental results showed no contradic-
tion with this assumption. A particular core–magnet arrange-
ment was found to produce pulse-echo signals, from a flat
back wall, greater than 3–6 dB compared with a single magnet
when EMATs of the same overall volume were compared—the
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exact difference depends on the EMAT geometry in each
particular case. The configuration that consists of a single
magnet with a ferromagnetic capped cone beneath it was found
to perform worse than the single magnet of equivalent overall
volume. The core–magnet arrangement also produces signals
20 dB greater than a single magnet when the aperture diameter
is 10 mm. This is due to the high magnetic flux density
generated beneath the core in the center of the EMAT, which
can exceed 3 T.

The enhanced performance of the presented core–magnet
arrangement relies on increasing the magnetic flux density
within a given area of interest by exploiting two mecha-
nisms: 1) repulsion between magnets and 2) the flux guide
formed by both the ferromagnetic core between the repelling
magnets and the ferromagnetic specimen itself. The effective
use of these mechanisms could be in principle generalized to
others EMAT configurations.

It was also found that for each overall diameter of the core–
magnet arrangement, there is a core diameter that maximizes
the signal. When the height of the core–magnet arrangement
is 20 mm and the liftoff is 0.5 mm, the optimal ratio between
the core and overall diameter is roughly 2:3 for core diameters
between 10 and 25 mm. This optimal ratio decreases to
roughly 1:2 when the liftoff increases to 2 mm. It should
be highlighted that these ratios only apply to their respective
configurations when placed on mild steel specimens.

Moreover, another finding was that linearly polarized
apertures, as in the core–magnet arrangement with a butterfly
or D-shape coil, produce pulse-echo signals with greater
amplitude and less distortion than the radially polarized aper-
tures, as in the case of a single magnet with a pancake-like
coil. Distortion is caused by the generation of the longitudinal
mode; its effect decreases when either the area of the aperture
or the thickness of the specimen increases.

In general, the core–magnet arrangement produces high
purity shear waves, but this is limited by the thickness of
the ferromagnetic sample. The tangential component of the
magnetic flux density is responsible for the intensity of lon-
gitudinal mode, which causes distortion, and it was found
to increase steeply for mild steel samples with thickness
below 7 mm.

VIII. SUPPORTING INFORMATION AND DATA ACCESS

In order to gain access to supporting information and
underlying data readers are asked to contact the group via
ht.tp://w.ww.imperial.ac.uk/non-destructive-evaluation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors would like to thank Prof. P. Cawley for discus-
sions about the topic and suggestions about this paper. They
would also like to thank Prof. R. Challis, Prof. M. Lowe, and
Dr. P. Huthwaite for their comments on this paper.

REFERENCES

[1] R. B. Thompson, “Physical principles of measurements with EMAT
transducers,” Phys. Acoust., vol. 19, pp. 157–200, Dec. 1990.

[2] M. Hirao and H. Ogi, EMATs for Science and Industry: Noncontacting
Ultrasonic Measurements. Norwell, MA, USA: Kluwer, 2003.

[3] K. S. Ho, T. H. Gan, D. R. Billson, and D. A. Hutchins, “Application
of pulse compression signal processing techniques to electromagnetic
acoustic transducers for noncontact thickness measurements and imag-
ing,” Rev. Sci. Instrum., vol. 76, no. 5, p. 054902, 2005.

[4] E. R. Dobbs, “Electromagnetic generation of ultrasonic waves,” in
Physical Acoustics, vol. 10, W. P. Mason and R. N. Thurston, Eds. New
York, NY, USA: Academic, 1973, pp. 89–127.

[5] P. Wilcox, M. Lowe, and P. Cawley, “Omnidirectional guided wave
inspection of large metallic plate structures using an EMAT array,” IEEE
Trans. Ultrason., Ferroelectr., Freq. Control, vol. 52, no. 4, pp. 653–665,
Apr. 2005.

[6] P. D. Wilcox, M. J. S. Lowe, and P. Cawley, “The excitation and
detection of Lamb waves with planar coil electromagnetic acoustic
transducers,” IEEE Trans. Ultrason., Ferroelectr., Freq. Control, vol. 52,
no. 12, pp. 2370–2383, Dec. 2005.

[7] X. Jian, S. Dixon, I. Baillie, R. S. Edwards, J. Morrison, and Y. Fan,
“Shear wave generation using a spiral electromagnetic acoustic trans-
ducer,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 89, no. 24, p. 244106, 2006.

[8] S. Wang, L. Kang, P. Xin, and G. Zhai, “Characteristic research and
analysis of EMAT’s transduction efficiency for surface detection of alu-
minum plate,” in Proc. 9th Int. Conf. Electron. Meas. Instrum. (ICEMI),
Aug. 2009, pp. 4-949–4-955.

[9] S. Wang, P. Xin, L. Kang, and G. Zhai, “Research on influence of
Lorentz force mechanism on EMAT’s transduction efficiency in steel
plate,” in Proc. 5th IEEE Conf. Ind. Electron. Appl. (ICIEA), Jun. 2010,
pp. 196–201.

[10] R. Ribichini, F. Cegla, P. B. Nagy, and P. Cawley, “Study and comparison
of different EMAT configurations for SH wave inspection,” IEEE Trans.
Ultrason., Ferroelectr., Freq. Control, vol. 58, no. 12, pp. 2571–2581,
Dec. 2011.

[11] X. Chen, R. Su, H. Zhang, S. Wang, and G. Zhai, “Influence of coil
parameters on transduction performance of unidirectional EMATs for
Rayleigh wave,” in Proc. Far East Forum Nondestruct. Eval./Test., New
Technol. Appl. (FENDT), Jun. 2013, pp. 150–154.

[12] M. Seher, P. Huthwaite, M. Lowe, P. Nagy, and P. Cawley, “Numerical
design optimization of an EMAT for A0 Lamb wave generation in
steel plates,” in Proc. 40th Annu. Rev. Prog. Quant. Nondestruct. Eval.,
Incorp. 10th Int. Conf. Barkhausen Noise Micromagn. Test., 2014,
vol. 1581. no. 1, pp. 340–347.

[13] P. B. Nagy, F. Simonetti, and G. Instanes, “Corrosion and erosion
monitoring in plates and pipes using constant group velocity Lamb wave
inspection,” Ultrasonics, vol. 54, no. 7, pp. 1832–1841, 2014.

[14] A. Wilbrand, “EMUS-probes for bulk waves and Rayleigh waves.
Model for sound field and efficiency calculations,” in New Procedures
in Nondestructive Testing. Berlin, Germany: Springer-Verlag, 1983,
pp. 71–80.

[15] A. Wilbrand, “Quantitative modeling and experimental analysis of
the physical properties of electromagnetic-ultrasonic transducers,” in
Review of Progress in Quantitative Nondestructive Evaluation, vol. 7,
C. D. Thompson, Ed. New York, NY, USA: Plenum, 1987, pp. 671–678.

[16] R. Ribichini, F. Cegla, P. B. Nagy, and P. Cawley, “Experimental
and numerical evaluation of electromagnetic acoustic transducer per-
formance on steel materials,” NDT & E Int., vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 32–38,
2012.

[17] R. Ribichini, P. B. Nagy, and H. Ogi, “The impact of magnetostriction
on the transduction of normal bias field EMATs,” NDT & E Int., vol. 51,
pp. 8–15, Oct. 2012.

[18] R. Dhayalan, V. S. N. Murthy, C. V. Krishnamurthy, and
K. Balasubramaniam, “Improving the signal amplitude of meandering
coil EMATs by using ribbon soft magnetic flux concentrators (MFC),”
Ultrasonics, vol. 51, no. 6, pp. 675–682, 2011.

[19] R. H. Koch, A. May, and J. Li, “Electromagnetic acoustic transduc-
ers for use in ultrasound inspection systems,” U.S. Patent 7 426 867,
Sep. 23 2008.

[20] B. Dutton, S. Boonsang, and R. J. Dewhurst, “Modelling of magnetic
fields to enhance the performance of an in-plane EMAT for laser-
generated ultrasound,” Ultrasonics, vol. 44, pp. e657–e665, Dec. 2006.

[21] B. Dutton, S. Boonsang, and R. J. Dewhurst, “A new magnetic config-
uration for a small in-plane electromagnetic acoustic transducer applied
to laser-ultrasound measurements: Modelling and validation,” Sens.
Actuators A, Phys., vol. 125, no. 2, pp. 249–259, 2006.

[22] A. De Graff and M. De Waechter, “Elektrodynamischer Ultraschallwan-
dler,” DE Patent 4 011 686, Jul. 11, 1991.

[23] A. Graff and M. Wachter, “Electrodynamic ultrasonic transducer,”
U.S. Patent 5 148 414, Sep. 15, 1992.



1160 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON ULTRASONICS, FERROELECTRICS, AND FREQUENCY CONTROL, VOL. 63, NO. 8, AUGUST 2016

[24] D. T. MacLauchlan, “Electromagnetic acoustic transducer (EMAT) for
ultrasonic inspection of liquids in containers,” U.S. Patent 5 837 898,
Nov. 17, 1998.

[25] K. Mirkhani et al., “Optimal design of EMAT transmitters,” NDT & E
Int., vol. 37, no. 3, pp. 181–193, 2004.

[26] Z. Wang, W. H. Yang, X. B. Zhang, L. L. Hu, H. X. Wang, and
Y. X. Zhang, “Design and manufacture of a near 3 T high field
permanent magnet assembly,” IEEE Trans. Appl. Supercond., vol. 22,
no. 3, Jun. 2012, Art. no. 4302304.

[27] C. Li and M. Devine, “Strong permanent magnet dipole with
reduced demagnetizing effect,” IEEE Trans. Magn., vol. 45, no. 10,
pp. 4380–4383, Oct. 2009.

[28] M. Kumada et al., “Development of high field permanent magnet,” IEEE
Trans. Appl. Supercond., vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 129–132, Mar. 2002.

[29] M. Kumada, E. I. Antokhin, Y. Iwashita, M. Aoki, and E. Sugiyama,
“Super strong permanent dipole magnet,” IEEE Trans. Appl. Supercond.,
vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 1287–1289, Jun. 2004.

[30] Introduction to the AC/DC Module, COMSOL, Burlington, MA, USA,
May 2013.

[31] Permanent Magnets, Hitachi Metals America, LLC, Arlington Heights,
IL, USA, 2015.

[32] P. Rajagopal, M. Drozdz, E. A. Skelton, M. J. S. Lowe, and R. V. Craster,
“On the use of absorbing layers to simulate the propagation of elastic
waves in unbounded isotropic media using commercially available finite
element packages,” NDT & E Int., vol. 51, pp. 30–40, Oct. 2012.

[33] X. Jian, S. Dixon, R. Edwards, K. Quirk, and I. Baillie, “Effect
on ultrasonic generation of a backplate in electromagnetic acoustic
transducers,” J. Appl. Phys., vol. 102, no. 2, p. 024909, 2007.

Julio Isla received the Engineering (summa cum
laude) degree in telecommunications and electronics
and the M.Sc. degree in radio-electronics from the
Instituto Superior Polytechnic José Antonio Echev-
erría (ISPJAE), Havana, Cuba, in 2009 and 2012,
respectively. He is currently pursuing the Ph.D.
degree with the Non-Destructive Evaluation Group,
Imperial College London, London, U.K.

He was with the Bioengineering Department, ISP-
JAE, from 2009 to 2011, and the Institute of Cyber-
netics, Mathematics and Physics, Havana, from 2011

to 2013. He has been with Permasense Ltd., Horsham, U.K., since 2014, a
company that commercializes the low-power electromagnetic acoustic trans-
ducer technology that he developed with colleagues. He has also consulted
for other international companies. His current research interests include low-
power transduction, arrays, instrumentation, and signal processing.

Frederic Cegla was born in Freiburg im
Breisgau, Germany, in 1980. He received
the M.Eng. and Ph.D. degrees in mechanical
engineering from Imperial College London, U.K.,
in 2002 and 2006, respectively.

He was a Postdoctoral Research Fellow with
the University of Queensland, Brisbane, Australia.
In 2008, he started work at Imperial College
London, as a Lecturer with the Dynamics Section,
Mechanical Engineering Department, and in 2014,
he was promoted to Senior Lecturer. He is a director

of Permasense Ltd., a spin out company that exploits the high temperature
wall thickness monitoring technology that has been developed by him
and his colleagues. His current research interests include on the topics of
high temperature ultrasonic monitoring, structural health monitoring, and
ultrasonic manipulation of particles and bubbles.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /Impact
    /Kartika
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MVBoli
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Required"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


