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Magnetic fields are a standard tool in the toolbox of every physicist, and are required for the characterization of
materials, as well as the polarization of spins in nuclear magnetic resonance or electron paramagnetic resonance
experiments. Quite often a static magnetic field of sufficiently large, but fixed magnitude is suitable for these
tasks. Here we present a permanent magnet assembly that can achieve magnetic field strengths of up to 1.5 T
over an air gap length of 7 mm. The assembly is based on a Halbach array of neodymium (NdFeB) magnets,
with the inclusion of the soft magnetic material Supermendur to boost the magnetic field strength inside the
air gap. We present the design, simulation and characterization of the permanent magnet assembly, measuring
an outstanding magnetic field stability with a drift rate, |D| < 2.8 ppb/h. Our measurements demonstrate
that this assembly can be used for spin qubit experiments inside a dilution refrigerator, successfully replacing
the more expensive and bulky superconducting solenoids.

PACS numbers: 07.55.Db, 75.50.Ww, 03.67.Lx, 76.30.-v, 76.60.-k

I. INTRODUCTION

Experiments that require strong magnetic fields usu-
ally rely on superconducting solenoids, which are large,
expensive, and require both a stabilized current source
and cryogenic temperatures for operation. However,
many experiments only need a static magnetic field of
order of magnitude 1 T, that is “set-and-forget”, as is the
case for spin-based quantum computation with electron
spin states. With a g-factor of g ≈ 2 and a gyromagnetic
ratio of γe ≈ 28 GHz/T, electron spins in gate-defined
quantum dots or donors in silicon1–3 require only mod-
erate magnetic fields of B = 0.5 − 1.5 T to achieve a
Zeeman splitting γeB that is larger than the thermal en-
ergy kBT at typical dilution refrigerator temperatures of
T < 100 mK. This then allows for the read-out and ini-
tialization of the spin state via spin-dependent tunneling
to and from a thermally-broadened electron reservoir4,5
or via a spin relaxation process.6,7 Alternative spin ini-
tialization and readout methods, like singlet-triplet ini-
tialization for quantum dots7–10 or optical cycling for
colour centers in diamond and silicon carbide,11,12 do
not require γeB � kBT , and can therefore work at
higher temperatures7,11 or with quantum systems that
have smaller g-factors like electron spins in GaAs quan-
tum dots9 or hole spins in Ge quantum dots.10 Neverthe-
less, these systems still require external magnetic fields
for selective addressability of individual quantum bits10
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or to provide a well-defined quantization axis. In any
case, magnetic fields of B = 0.3 − 1.5 T are usually suf-
ficient for most quantum computation experiments.
In this article we present a permanent magnet assem-

bly that can be used for experiments that require mag-
netic fields between 0.35 T and 1.5 T for samples with
footprints of several square millimeters. To achieve these
high fields, we employ a design based on Halbach ar-
rays with strong neodymium (NdFeB) permanent mag-
nets, and use the soft magnetic material Supermendur to
boost the magnetic field strength even further. The dif-
ferent components are held in place by a copper box with
individual compartments and brass lids. One such per-
manent magnet assembly can be constructed for around
$750 USD, made up of $100 USD for the neodymium
magnets, $150 USD for the Supermendur pieces and
$500 USD for the machined copper box and brass lids.
In Sec. II we show detailed sketches of the design, and

use simulations in Sec. III to verify that fields of up to
1.5 T magnitude can be achieved. Furthermore, the fields
are tunable by varying the length of the Supermendur
pieces and, therefore, the length of the air gap. We then
characterise the assembly as a whole, by first presenting
cryogenic measurements in Sec. IVA to show that the
spin reorientation transition (SRT) of neodymium does
not cause any issues, and comparing the cool-down times
of a cryogen-free BlueFors dilution refrigerator with a
permanent magnet assembly to that of a superconduct-
ing magnet. Next, using a single donor spin qubit in
silicon - in Sec. IVB - we demonstrate that spin qubit
experiments can indeed be carried out in the permanent
magnet assembly. Monitoring the resonance frequency of
the spin qubit allows us to show the long-term stability
of the magnetic field is limited by magnetic field drift,
|D| < 2.8 ppb/h at the base temperature of our dilution
refrigerator. Moreover, this drift is at least an order of
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the permanent magnet assembly. N and S, and I and II denote north and south, and the two
permanent magnet shapes, respectively. (b) The magnet assembly as used in an experiment. The magnets are housed in a
copper enclosure 1© with the enclosure lids 2© and brackets 3© used to keep the magnets and Supermendur aligned and in
place. The device 4© is housed in its own copper enclosure 5© with DC and MW electrical access provided by DC lines 6©
(interfaced with MMCX connectors on the back of 5©) and a coplanar waveguide (interfaced with a 2.92 mm K connector 7©)
on a printed circuit board 8©. Thermal contact, in a dilution refrigerator, is ensured by bolting 1© to the mixing chamber
plate with the base plate 9©. (c) Cross-section of the magnet assembly in the yz-plane, at the position of the device 4©.

magnitude better than that of a commercially available
superconducting magnet fitted with a state-of-the-art low
drift rate option.

Our proposed design can, therefore, replace traditional
superconducting magnets at a significantly lower cost,
in experiments where moderate magnetic field gradients
can be tolerated. This is for example, the case for
Si/Ge quantum dot spin qubits which are routinely con-
trolled via electrically-driven spin resonance inside mag-
netic field gradients of∼ 1000 T/mm generated by micro-
magnets.13 Moreover, we outline a method to nullify the
magnetic field gradients, greatly expanding the applica-
bility of our proposed solution. Additionally, dilution
refrigerators can typically only accommodate a single su-
perconducting magnet. Due to the proposed design’s
light weight, relatively small size, and low stray fields,
several magnet assemblies can be mounted in the same
fridge and can be used alongside a superconducting mag-
net. This allows simultaneous measurement of several de-
vices and reduces cool-down times. Further advantages
are the stable magnetic field with only a few percent shift
in field between room temperature and mK, and the in-
herent absence of quenching when cryo-cooling fails.

II. MAGNET ASSEMBLY

We base our magnet assembly (see FIG. 1) on the de-
sign proposed in Ref. 14, a variation of the linear Halbach
array.15–17 The major point of difference between the de-
sign in Ref. 14 and the assembly described in this article
is the partial replacement of the center magnets with the
soft magnetic material, Supermendur (as discussed be-
low) which are then raised out of the magnet plane to
provide simple electrical access. A single linear Halbach
array is an arrangement of magnets constructed such that
the magnetic field is cancelled on one side of the array
and enhanced on the other.18 In the referenced design,
as in our design, two Halbach arrays are placed back-to-
back. In this configuration, the magnetic field outside of
the array is cancelled and a large and confined magnetic
field is generated between the two arrays, and specifically
between the two center magnets of the assembly. In the
design proposed in Ref. 14, this magnetic field would be
at the center of the air gap, which is where devices would
need to be mounted. This is a relatively confined space,
where it would be difficult to easily fit and route the nec-
essary electrical and microwave connections to operate
our devices. This poses difficulties when integrating the
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Figure 2. (a) Magnitude of the total magnetic field strength |B| along an xz-cross-section of the magnet assembly, with the
location of the qubit taken to be the origin. The dashed line shows the outline of the assembly, the 80 mT contour marks the
critical field of lead and the grey regions denote supermendur. (inset) Magnitudes of Bz (left) and Br =

√
B2

x +B2
y (right)

magnetic field components in the air gap. The desired spin quantization axis is the z-axis. (b) The norm of the magnetic field
gradient |∇B|. (c) The magnetic field strength at the origin as function of air gap length. The experimental data point is from
the measurement shown in FIG. 4(a). (d) The norm of the magnetic field gradient as a function of air gap length.

assembly into our experimental setup, as to mitigate this
issue would require extending the air gap length until the
field was impracticably weak or the assembly impracti-
cably large. However, when the Supermendur pieces are
raised, a large magnetic field is produced between them at
the surface of the assembly, where devices can be placed,
with enough space to fit necessary electrical connections.

In addition, a level of control over the magnetic field
strength at the air gap can be attained by the use of
brass spacers. The spacers, in conjunction with smaller
Supermendur pieces, allow the air gap length and hence,
the magnetic field produced by the assembly itself, to be
selected at its time of construction. In a more recent,
however untested, version of the magnet assembly, we
use Supermendur pieces with threaded holes to realize a
continuously tunable air gap, that can be tuned by the
turn of a screw.

Judicious selection of the magnetic material used is es-
sential in ensuring that the designed assembly produces

Magnet Size (mm) Elevation (mm)
I 20× 30× 60 0
II 10× 30× 10 0
Supermendur 10× 25× 50 13.5

Table I. The magnet dimensions (formatted as x × y × z)
and elevation from the bottom of the array (in the negative
y-direction).

a sufficiently large magnetic field while minimising its
dimensions. As NdFeB magnets are the strongest class
of available permanent magnets,19,20 N52 grade NdFeB
magnets with a typical residual magnetization of approx-
imately 1.45 T are used in the assembly. However, at
temperatures below 135 K, it becomes energetically fa-
vorable for the magnetic moments in the easy axis of
the Nd2Fe14B phase of the magnet to tilt from its room
temperature axis of [001]. At 4.2 K, the easy axis cants
±30.6◦ towards the [110] axis.21,22 This is the well doc-
umented spin reorientation transition (SRT) which has
the effect of reducing the magnetization of the NdFeB
permanent magnet. Consequently, the SRT lowers the
magnetic field produced by NdFeB magnet assemblies at
cryogenic temperatures.23,24 Nonetheless, it is expected
that the magnetization of N52 NdFeB magnets remains
large even after the SRT. It should be noted that, follow-
ing the SRT, although the magnitude of the magnetiza-
tion will decrease, we expect that due to effect of aver-
aging the tilt over the large number of Nd2Fe14B grains,
the direction of magnetization should remain the same
regardless of temperature (see Appendix).
The inclusion of a soft magnetic material with a low

residual magnetization and a high saturation magnetiza-
tion can be used to further strengthen the magnetic field
produced by the assembly. As mentioned above, the cen-
ter permanent magnets are partially replaced with Su-
permendur, a soft magnetic alloy of 2% vanadium, 49%
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iron and 49% cobalt that has a saturation magnetization
of approximately 2.4 T.25 That is ∼ 1 T greater than the
residual magnetization of NdFeB. Hence, the magnetic
field produced by the assembly can be enhanced by plac-
ing saturated supermendur near the air gap. To that
end, the center magnets are partially replaced by Super-
mendur which, given its low saturation induction,25 is
saturated near the air gap. Thus, the Supermendur pro-
vides a major contribution to, and hence substantially
increases, the magnetic field in the air gap. In addition,
based on the negligible decrease in saturation magneti-
zation observed for Supermendur at 4.2 K,26 we assume
that the cryogenic and room temperature behavior of Su-
permendur are similar.

As a consequence of the highly confined magnetic field
in conjunction with the use of strong magnetic materi-
als, the magnet assembly is compact with a footprint of
55 × 87 mm. For reference, the diameter of the mix-
ing chamber plates of Bluefors LD and XLD series dilu-
tion refrigerators are 290 mm and 500 mm, respectively.
Thus, we estimate that at least four magnet assemblies
can be mounted vertically to one side of the mixing cham-
ber plate of an LD series dilution refrigerator [that is,
mounted with the z-axis perpendicular to the mixing
chamber plate surface with the point of contact being the
base plate of the assembly - 9© in FIG. 1(b)]. If both, the
top and the bottom surfaces of the mixing chamber plate
are fitted with magnet assemblies, that number rises to
eight and would further increase for an XLD series dilu-
tion refrigerator. This enables multiple experiments to
be run in the same dilution refrigerator, with the upper
bound on the number of experiments set by the cabling
and necessary electronics and not by the bore of a super-
conducting solenoid.

III. SIMULATION

The magnet assembly was simulated in Radia, a
boundary integral method magnetostatics solver for Wol-
fram Mathematica, developed by the European Syn-
chrotron Radiation Facility.27,28 Given the large coerciv-
ity of NdFeB magnets at cryogenic temperatures,23 we
model the permanent magnets as insensitive to any exter-
nal magnetic field applied to the magnet and with a resid-
ual magnetization of 1.24 T. This is the room tempera-
ture residual magnetization rotated by 30.6◦ and then
projected onto the room temperature easy axis. While
this model is not an entirely accurate representation of
an NdFeB magnet, especially given the rising magnitude
of the residual magnetization below the SRT,21 it suf-
fices to estimate the worst case behaviour of the mag-
nets. We model the Supermendur as a non-linear mag-
netic material based on its room temperature magnetiza-
tion curve. Finally, to simulate the effect of varying the
air gap length, we correct our estimate of the magnetiza-
tion of the NdFeB magnets at millikelvin temperatures
from the electron spin resonance frequency in a silicon-

Figure 3. (a) Temperature dependence of the magnetic field
generated by the magnet assembly, with the NdFeB spin re-
orientation transition (SRT) indicated. (b) Pulse tube (PT,
left) and mixing chamber (MXC, right) temperature during
the two cool-down stages of a dilution refrigerator equipped
with either a superconducting solenoid or a permanent mag-
net assembly.

based single-atom spin qubit device29–31 mounted inside
the permanent magnet assembly (see Sec. IVB).
In FIG. 2 we plot the results of our magnetic field

simulations for an air gap of 7 mm (the assembly is with-
out brass spacers). The main panel in FIG. 2(a) shows
|B| the magnitude of the magnetic field strength for the
whole magnet assembly, plotted for the xz-cross-section
at the y-position of the qubit location. The bottom in-
sets are zoom-ins to the qubit region, showing the Bz and
Br =

√
B2
x +B2

y components with respect to the qubit
quantization axis. At the expected qubit position, we
compute a magnetic flux density of 1.44 T that is strongly
aligned to the z-axis and strongly confined to the air gap.
The high magnetic flux density ensures that the Zeeman
splitting of the electron spin is larger than the thermal
energy at dilution refrigerator temperatures, a prerequi-
site for many spin initialization and readout schemes.4–7
In addition, the strong magnetic field confinement to the
inside of the enclosure would, in the future, allow for
total electromagnetic isolation of the qubit by enclosing
the assembly and device inside a superconducting shield.
In FIG. 2(a), we mark the 80 mT iso-field line indicat-
ing where the stray field falls below the critical field of
lead, to approximate the dimensions required by such a
shielding enclosure. The outline of the magnet assembly
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is indicated by the dashed line.
In FIG. 2(b) we plot the norm of the magnetic field gra-

dient which we compute as |∇B| =
√∑

i,j(∂iBj)2 where
i, j ∈ {x, y, z}. We find |∇B| ∼ 18 mT/mm at the qubit
location. This is considerably greater than that which
can be achieved by shimmed superconducting solenoids
< 1 µT/mm32 or even ∼ 5 µT/mm - the value simu-
lated for the superconducting solenoid used in our setup
when generating a 1.55 T magnetic field.33 A more de-
tailed inspection reveals that the only non-zero gradient
components are ∂yBz = ∂zBy ≈ −12.6 mT/mm. Nullifi-
cation of this gradient term can be achieved by lowering
the elevation of the Supermendur pieces from 13.5 mm
to 2.5 mm, thereby, introducing mirror symmetry in the
xz-plane. Samples must then be placed, at the centre of
the assembly (at an elevation of 15 mm from the bot-
tom of the array). However, this approach comes with
the disadvantage of difficult electrical access. While the
moderate magnetic field gradient would be detrimental
to the performance of spatially extended qubit ensem-
bles and spatially separated qubits, they are not detri-
mental to single donor spins in silicon. In our setup a
magnetic field gradient can be transduced into magnetic
noise on the qubit if the magnet moves with respect to
the sample stage.13,32,33 This is to be expected in com-
mon cryomagnetic systems, where the sample plate and
the magnet are connected at very distant flanges - as is
the case with superconducting solenoids. The matter can
be particularly severe in cryogen-free refrigerators due to
the vibrations produced by the pulse-tube coolers. How-
ever, in the case of the permanent magnet assembly, the
magnet and sample form part of the same compact and
rigid structure. Relative motion between the magnet as-
sembly and the sample is suppressed, making the field
gradient inconsequential for qubit coherence.

Finally, in FIG. 2(c) and FIG. 2(d) we show how the
magnetic field strength and gradient at the qubit position
vary when the size of the air gap length is increased. This
can be accomplished for example by shortening the Su-
permendur pieces and inserting brass spacers near the air
gap to keep them in place. The simulations show that the
field strength can be adjusted from 1.44 T to 0.36 T when
the air gap length is varied from 7 mm to 50 mm. The
upper limit to the produced magnetic field is ∼ 2.74 T
and is the sum of the saturation magnetization of Super-
mendur and the magnetic field provided by the rest of
the assembly. This upper limit is achieved when the air
gap length approaches 0 mm. In order to ensure a large
enough sample volume to comfortably mount devices, we
limit the minimum air gap length to 7 mm. The air gap
length can be extended - by shortening the Supermendur
pieces - until no Supermendur remains. At this point the
assembly produces ∼ 0.35 T. This provides a large range
of magnetic fields for qubit experiments, albeit without
the possibility for in-situ tunability of the assembly in its
current form.

Figure 4. (a) Coherent nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR)
spectrum of the ionized 31P+ donor nuclear spin performed
with a permanent magnet assembly. (b) Free induction de-
cay T ∗

2 (left) and spin echo THahn
2 (right) times for ionized

31P+ donor nuclear spins from various devices of the latest
batches.30 The measurements were performed with either a
permanent magnet assembly or a superconducting electro-
magnet and were performed on different devices leading to
the spread in the measured T ∗

2 and THahn
2 values.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Cryogenic Behaviour of the Assembly

To measure the temperature response of the magnet
assembly, a Cryomagnetics Inc. HSU-1 calibrated Hall
effect sensor is placed in the air gap and the assembly
is installed inside a dilution refrigerator. The Hall volt-
age is measured during warm up of the fridge. FIG. 3(a)
shows the temperature response of the assembly with the
NdFeB spin reorientation transition (SRT) visible. We
attribute the relatively small change in magnetic field
over the temperature range to the saturated Superme-
ndur, which produces the bulk of the magnetic field at
the air gap and which is insensitive to fluctuations in the
NdFeB magnetization. Overall, the magnetic field inside
the air gap changes by only ∼ 6% over the whole tem-
perature range from 300 K down to mK,34 making it an
interesting option for wide-range temperature dependent
studies and measurements.
Next, we measure the cool-down time of a BlueFors
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BF-LD400 dilution refrigerator with either a permanent
magnet assembly or an American Magnetics 5-1-1 T su-
perconducting vector magnet mounted. We observe a
∼ 14 h improvement in the time taken for the pre-cool
step from room temperature to 4 K [see FIG. 3(b) - left
panel]. This is expected as the mass of the superconduct-
ing solenoid (38.1 kg) is considerably larger than that of
the assembly (2.83 kg). When using the superconduct-
ing magnet, the cooldown time from 4 K to 30 mK is
∼ 8 h shorter than that of the permanent magnet assem-
bly. As the superconducting solenoid operates at 4 K it is
not further cooled during the second cool-down step from
4 K to mK, however, the magnet assembly is cooled to
mK along with the sample. This, along with the weaker
cooling powers at lower temperatures, accounts for the
longer cooling time in the second cool-down step when
the magnet assembly is used [see FIG. 3(b) - right panel].
Nonetheless, there is a ∼ 6 h improvement in total cool-
down time when using the permanent magnet assembly.

There is one further distinct advantage of the perma-
nent magnet assembly compared to a superconducting
magnet. Superconducting magnets may quench and raise
the cryostat temperature by tens of kelvin. This situation
is particularly common in cryogen-free dilution refrigera-
tors that are critically dependent on a chilled water sup-
ply. The helium compressor of the pulse tube will shut
off within tens of seconds of any interruption to the cool-
ing water resulting in the overheating and quenching of
the superconducting solenoid. This is not an issue with
the permanent magnet assembly.

B. Spin Qubit Experiments

As a final test for the permanent magnet assembly, we
use it to provide the magnetic field for spin qubit ex-
periments with ion implanted, single 31P donors in iso-
topically enriched 28Si (see Appendix for more details).
The physical systems and devices have been described in
ample detail elsewhere,5,29,31 and we simply use them to
probe the magnetic field and its stability.

In FIG. 4(a) we show a coherent nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) spectrum of the ionized 31P+ nuclear
spin. In this charge configuration, the nucleus has no
hyperfine coupling. The NMR frequency is thus given
by νNMR = γnB, where γn = −17.23 MHz/T is the nu-
clear gyromagnetic ratio of 31P. By performing repeated,
non-destructive single-shot readout while varying the fre-
quency of an RF magnetic field, we can measure the z-
component of the applied magnetic field to a high degree
of precision. We extract Bz = 0.984082 ± 0.000004 T,
which is in good agreement with our simulations, as
shown in FIG. 2(c).

Figure 5. (a) Shift in the NMR frequency of a 31P+ nuclear
spin measured over the course of ∼ 13 h. The measurement
was performed using the permanent magnet assembly. The
data is fit to a line and a drift rate of −1.2 ± 0.8 ppb/h is
extracted. A 10-point rolling average filtered version of NMR
shift (light grey curve) has been provided to make the drift
in the NMR frequency shift more apparent. (b) The over-
lapped Allan deviation and its 95% confidence interval (CI)
of the data presented in (a) as function of integration time, τ .
(c) The long term shift in the resonance frequency of a 31P+

nuclear spin and a 31P0 electron spin in the permanent mag-
net assembly (orange circles) and a superconducting solenoid
(blue squares), respectively. (d) The shift in NMR frequency
and mixing chamber (MXC) temperature as function of time.
After time t = 4 h, the MXC heater is turned on, resulting in
the rise in MXC temperature. At t = 51 h, the MXC heater
is turned off and the temperature returns to the dilution re-
frigerator base temperature.

We try to gauge possible fluctuations in the magnetic
field produced by the assembly by conducting coherence
time measurements on the nuclear spin. Unfortunately,
we were not able to compare the same device and donor in
both a superconducting solenoid and a permanent mag-
net assembly. Hence, we show in FIG. 4(b) the free in-



7

duction decay coherence times T ∗
2 and Hahn echo coher-

ence times THahn
2 for a few devices belonging to similar,

recent fabrication batches.30 While the outcome of this
comparison is certainly not conclusive, the data suggests
that the permanent magnet assembly does not worsen
the qubit coherence, and possibly improves it compared
to a superconducting solenoid. A more conclusive test
of the possible fluctuations of the permanent magnet as-
sembly would be to perform spin noise spectroscopy, as
performed in Ref. 29 using the electron spin of a sin-
gle 31P donor. In that system, however, the frequency
fluctuations due to magnetic field instability would be
compounded with other effects, caused by, for example,
residual coupling to 29Si nuclei or electric field noise af-
fecting the electron g-factor or electron-nuclear hyper-
fine coupling.35 For this reason, we have chosen to uti-
lize the 31P nucleus as our magnetic field probe. How-
ever, because of the much longer (∼ 3 orders of mag-
nitude) coherence time of the nuclei compared to elec-
trons, nuclear spin noise spectroscopy would take an un-
manageable amount of time and has indeed never been
attempted.

Finally, we attempt to determine the long term stabil-
ity of the permanent magnet assembly using the NMR
frequency of a 31P+ nuclear spin. Previously we at-
tempted to gain insight into magnetic field fluctuations
that occur in the 1 Hz to 20 kHz regime; which strongly
affect qubit coherence and therefore may be detected by
the free induction decay or spin echo. Here, we measure
the magnetic field drift and fluctuations over the course of
hours and days. To gauge the magnetic field stability, we
compute the overlapped Allan deviation36 as presented
in FIG. 5(b) from the shift in NMR resonance frequency
shown in FIG. 5(a). We measure a minimum Allan devi-
ation on the order of ∼ 10−9 when the integration time
τ ∼ 1500 s.

To investigate the drift, we fit the NMR frequency
trace produced in the FIG. 5(a) to a line and extract
a drift rate, D = −1.2 ± 0.8 ppb/h. Additionally, we
measure the shift in NMR frequency over the course of
17 days [see FIG. 5(c)] but were unable to resolve any
drift beyond the fitting error. Thus, we set an upper
bound on the magnetic field drift rate to |D| < 2.8 ppb/h.
A possible source of the magnetic field instability is the

drift and fluctuations of the temperature of the perma-
nent magnet assembly. To that end we measure the shift
in the NMR frequency [see FIG. 5(d)] when the MXC
heater is turned on and the mixing chamber plate tem-
perature rises. We observe a ∼ 40 ppm shift in the NMR
frequency when the MXC temperature reaches ∼ 60 mK.
The significant lag in the NMR shift compared to the
change in the MXC temperature suggests that the effect
is indeed due to the very slow change in the magnetic
field while the permanent magnet assembly reaches ther-
mal equilibrium. In principle, it is conceivable that some
mechanisms internal to the device (paramagnetic spins,
Pauli magnetism in electron gases) might cause minus-
cule magnetic fields which are also temperature depen-

dant, but we would expect such effects to react much
more quickly to temperature change at the mixing cham-
ber. In any case, the results presented here provide am-
ple evidence that the normal temperature stability of a
dilution refrigerator results in remarkably low magnetic
field drift rates. In previous measurements with stan-
dard superconducting solenoids in a liquid helium bath
and operated in persistent mode, we noticed a decay of
∼ 15 ppm/h when the driving current through the leads
was off, and ∼ 1.5 ppm/h when the nominal driving cur-
rent was still fed through the leads.29 Using an Amer-
ican Magnetics superconducting magnet with low drift
rate option for the persistent mode switch reduces the
magnetic field decay to ∼ 40 ppb/h [see FIG. 5(c)]. This
corresponds to a change in the 40 GHz resonance fre-
quency of the electron spin qubit of about 1 MHz in a
month. The drift rate of the permanent magnet assembly
is over an order of magnitude lower than the drift mea-
sured with the state-of-the-art superconducting solenoid,
and compares favourably to the magnetic field drift spec-
ified for commercially available NMR spectrometers of
∼ 10 ppb/h37 and the ∼ 1 ppb/h that are practically pos-
sible.38 Moreover, the excellent magnetic field stability is
a strong indication that the use of permanent magnet
assemblies like the one described here can be a key en-
abling technology to achieve the best possible long-term
stability and for qubits whose energy splitting depends
upon a magnetic field.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have presented a permanent mag-
net assembly based on neodymium (NdFeB) magnets
that can provide magnetic field strengths of up to 1.5 T
over an air gap of 7 mm length. The assembly works
for a wide temperature range from 300 K to mK tem-
perature with only a few percent variation in magnetic
field strength. This makes it ideal for a wide variety
of experiments, including spin qubits, nuclear magnetic
resonance, and electron paramagnetic resonance spec-
troscopy, where medium-high fields with good stability
are required. Furthermore, with a production price of
∼ $750 USD, a size of 138 × 87 × 55 mm, and a weight
of 2.83 kg, the assembly is much cheaper and more com-
pact than superconducting solenoids, and allows several
experiments to be run in parallel on the same mixing
chamber plate of a dilution refrigerator.
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APPENDIX

A. Cryogenic Magnetization of NdFeB Magnets

As a quick test to check whether the magnetization
direction of the NdFeB magnets experienced a change in
magnetization direction when cooled, a Hall effect sensor
was placed at the center of three orthogonal surfaces of
a sample magnet and the magnetic field was recorded at
room temperature and at 1.5 K (see Tab. II). While this
measurement cannot be used to determine the cryogenic
response of the magnet, it serves to demonstrate that no
significant change in magnetization axis occurs.

Surface B at 300 K (T) B at 1.5 K (T)
〈x〉 0.00723 0.00663
〈y〉 0.576 0.449
〈z〉 0.0653 0.0737

Table II. Surface magnetic flux density of a 20× 30× 60 mm
N55 NdFeB magnet magnetized along the y-direction, at
300 K and 1.5 K. While the magnitude reduces by ≈ 20%,
the magnetization direction does not change. Note, that the
NdFeB magnets of this size that are used in the assembly are
actually magnetized in the x-direction.

B. Device Information

The devices used in these experiments consist of ion
implanted 31P donors in isotopically enriched 28Si with
a 29Si concentration of ∼ 800 ppm. For measurements
with samples mounted to a superconducting magnet, P+

2
molecular ions were implanted such that approximately
four donor pairs are created in a 90 × 90 nm2 window.

Measurements performed on samples mounted to a per-
manent magnet assembly were implanted with P+ ions
to yield a donor concentration of 1.25×1012 donors/cm2.
We estimate a mean donor separation of 8 nm and 4 nm
for the former and latter samples, respectively.

C. Measuring the Magnetic Field with a Single Nuclear
Spin

The shift in NMR frequency presented in FIG. 5(a)
was measured by side-of-fringe spin magnetometry.39,40
In such a scheme, following the initialization of the spin
to xi = |⇑〉 / |⇓〉 by measurement of Sz, the spin is put
into the state (in the rotating frame and up to a global
phase)

|ψ〉 = 1√
2
(
|⇓〉 ± i |⇑〉

)
(C1)

by a π
2 rotation about the x − axis. The spin is then

left to precesses in the xy-plane of the Bloch sphere for
a fixed time, τ . If there is a detuning, ∆ = ω−ω0 where
ω is the NMR frequency and ω0 is the frequency of the
rotating frame, then following the time τ the spin is in
the state

|ψ〉 = 1√
2
(
ei

∆τ
2 |⇓〉 ± ie−i∆τ

2 |⇑〉
)
. (C2)

A subsequent π
2 rotation about the y− axis is used to

put the spin - up to a global phase - to either,

|ψ〉 = cos
(

∆τ
2 −

π

4

)
|⇓〉 − i sin

(
∆τ
2 −

π

4

)
|⇑〉 , (C3)

if the initial state xi = |⇑〉 or

|ψ〉 = i sin
(

∆τ
2 −

π

4

)
|⇓〉 − cos

(
∆τ
2 −

π

4

)
|⇑〉 , (C4)

if xi = |⇓〉. We find that the spin flip probability, Pflip
- that is the probability of measuring xm = |⇑〉 given
xi = |⇓〉, or vice versa - is given by

Pflip = 1
2 + 1

2 sin ∆τ , (C5)

or equivalently,

∆ ≈ 2Pflip − 1
τ

. (C6)

From Eq. C6, it is apparent that the sensitivity is im-
proved with increasing τ . However, in practice we are
limited by decoherence which adds a factor of e−χ(τ) -
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where χ is the coherence function - to the denomina-
tor of Eq. C6. As we measure T ∗

2 = 51.1 ± 2.5 ms and
χ(τ) = (τ/T ∗

2 )2, we set τ = 25 ms as a compromise.
It can be shown41 that the uncertainty in Pflip is given

by

1
2C
√
N
, (C7)

where C is dimensionless efficiency parameter, depen-
dent on the spin readout fidelity and N is the number of
repetitions performed. For our 31P+ nuclear spin, C ∼ 1
and N = 300, resulting in an error in ∆ of 0.23 Hz or
14 ppb.
In FIG. 5(c), the magnetic field of the permanent mag-

net assembly was probed by measuring the NMR spec-
trum with the error in this measurement arising from
the uncertainty in determining its centre frequency. The
NMR linewidth is, in this measurement, is ∼ 307 Hz,
in contrast to the ∼ 4.25 kHz linewidth presented in
FIG. 4(a) which was measured using a higher RF power.
In both NMR spectra, the linewidth is power broadened.
The fitting error - specifically the length of the 95% con-
fidence interval - ranges from 13.5 Hz to 28.8 Hz, corre-
sponding to an accuracy between 0.80 ppm and 1.7 ppm
at ∼ 16.961 MHz.
To measure the magnetic field drift of the supercon-

ducting solenoid, a Ramsey interferometry scheme was
performed on a 31P0 electron spin. Here, instead of using
a rotation about x followed by a fixed τ and subsequent
rotation about y, both rotations are about x. The spin
flip probability is then

Pflip = 1
2 + 1

2e
−χ(τ) cos ∆τ . (C8)

By varying τ and measuring Pflip, the resulting data
may be fit to Eq. C8 and |∆| can be determined. To
determine the sign of ∆, two different values of ω0 may
be used. The advantage of such a measurement is that it
is not limited to small drifts as the scheme used to pro-
duce FIG. 5(a) is. The 95% confidence interval in this
scheme was ∼ 10 kHz at ∼ 43.332 GHz, corresponding
to an accuracy of 0.23 ppm. This measurement was also
applied when measuring the response of the NMR fre-
quency to temperature changes [see FIG. 5(d)]. In this
measurement the 95% confidence interval - ranges from
3.35 Hz to 43.5 Hz, corresponding to an accuracy between
0.2 ppm and 2.5 ppm at ∼ 16.961 MHz

REFERENCES

1T. D. Ladd and M. S. Carroll, “Silicon qubits,” Encyclopedia of
Modern Optics , 467–477 (2018).

2A. Morello, J. J. Pla, P. Bertet, and D. N. Jamieson, “Donor
spins in silicon for quantum technologies,” Advanced Quantum
Technologies , 2000005 (2020).

3A. Chatterjee, P. Stevenson, S. De Franceschi, A. Morello, N. P.
de Leon, and F. Kuemmeth, “Semiconductor qubits in practice,”
Nature Reviews Physics 3, 157–177 (2021).

4J. Elzerman, R. Hanson, L. W. Van Beveren, B. Witkamp,
L. Vandersypen, and L. P. Kouwenhoven, “Single-shot read-out
of an individual electron spin in a quantum dot,” Nature 430,
431 (2004).

5A. Morello, J. J. Pla, F. A. Zwanenburg, K. W. Chan, K. Y.
Tan, H. Huebl, M. Möttönen, C. D. Nugroho, C. Yang, J. A.
Van Donkelaar, A. D. Alves, D. N. Jamieson, C. C. Escott, L. C.
Hollenberg, R. G. Clark, and A. S. Dzurak, “Single-shot readout
of an electron spin in silicon,” Nature 467, 687 (2010).

6T. Watson, S. Philips, E. Kawakami, D. Ward, P. Scarlino,
M. Veldhorst, D. Savage, M. Lagally, M. Friesen, S. Copper-
smith, et al., “A programmable two-qubit quantum processor in
silicon,” Nature 555, 633–637 (2018).

7C. H. Yang, R. Leon, J. Hwang, A. Saraiva, T. Tanttu, W. Huang,
J. C. Lemyre, K. W. Chan, K. Tan, F. E. Hudson, et al., “Oper-
ation of a silicon quantum processor unit cell above one kelvin,”
Nature 580, 350–354 (2020).

8K. Ono, D. Austing, Y. Tokura, and S. Tarucha, “Current recti-
fication by pauli exclusion in a weakly coupled double quantum
dot system,” Science 297, 1313–1317 (2002).

9R. Hanson, L. P. Kouwenhoven, J. R. Petta, S. Tarucha, and
L. M. Vandersypen, “Spins in few-electron quantum dots,” Re-
views of modern physics 79, 1217 (2007).

10N. Hendrickx, W. Lawrie, M. Russ, F. van Riggelen, S. de Snoo,
R. Schouten, A. Sammak, G. Scappucci, and M. Veldhorst,
“A four-qubit germanium quantum processor,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2009.04268 (2020).

11M. W. Doherty, N. B. Manson, P. Delaney, F. Jelezko,
J. Wrachtrup, and L. C. Hollenberg, “The nitrogen-vacancy
colour centre in diamond,” Physics Reports 528, 1–45 (2013).

12D. D. Awschalom, R. Hanson, J. Wrachtrup, and B. B. Zhou,
“Quantum technologies with optically interfaced solid-state
spins,” Nature Photonics 12, 516–527 (2018).

13T. Struck, A. Hollman, F. Schauer, O. Fedorets, A. Schmid-
bauer, K. Sawano, H. Riemann, N. V. Abrosimov, L. Cywiński,
D. Bougeard, and L. R. Schreiber, “Low-frequency spin qubit en-
ergy splitting noise in highly purified 28Si/SiGe,” npj Quantum
Information 6 (2020), 10.1038/s41534-020-0276-2.

14V. Žežulka, J. Pištora, M. Lesňák, P. Straka, D. Ciprian, and
J. Foukal, “Intensity distribution of strong magnetic fields cre-
ated by opposing linear halbach assemblies of permanent mag-
nets,” Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 345, 7–12
(2013).

15K. Halbach, “Design of permanent multipole magnets with ori-
ented rare earth cobalt material,” Nuclear Instruments and Meth-
ods 169, 1–10 (1980).

16K. Halbach, “Physical and optical properties of rare earth cobalt
magnets,” Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research
187, 109–117 (1981).

17Q. Han, C. Ham, and R. Phillips, “Four-and eight-piece Hal-
bach array analysis and geometry optimisation for maglev,” IEE
Proceedings-Electric Power Applications 152, 535–542 (2005).

18J.-S. Choi and J. Yoo, “Design of a Halbach magnet array based
on optimization techniques,” IEEE Transactions on Magnetics
44, 2361–2366 (2008).

19A. K. Pathak, M. Khan, K. A. Gschneidner Jr, R. W. McCallum,
L. Zhou, K. Sun, K. W. Dennis, C. Zhou, F. E. Pinkerton, M. J.
Kramer, et al., “Cerium: an unlikely replacement of dysprosium
in high performance Nd–Fe–B permanent magnets,” Advanced
Materials 27, 2663–2667 (2015).

20T. Miyake and H. Akai, “Quantum theory of rare-earth mag-
nets,” Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 87, 041009 (2018).

21K. Tokuhara, Y. Ohtsu, F. Ono, O. Yamada, M. Sagawa,
and Y. Matsuura, “Magnetization and torque measurements on
Nd2Fe14B single crystals,” Solid State Communications 56, 333–
336 (1985).

22D. Givord, H. Li, and R. P. De La Bâthie, “Magnetic properties

https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-803581-8.09736-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-803581-8.09736-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/qute.202000005
https://doi.org/10.1002/qute.202000005
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-021-00283-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02693
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02693
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09392
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1038/nature25766
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2171-6
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1070958
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.1217
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.1217
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04268
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04268
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0232-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-020-0276-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-020-0276-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2013.05.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2013.05.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(80)90094-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(80)90094-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(81)90477-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0029-554X(81)90477-8
https://doi.org/10.1049/ip-epa:20045059
https://doi.org/10.1049/ip-epa:20045059
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2008.2001482
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2008.2001482
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201404892
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201404892
https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.87.041009
https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(85)90396-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(85)90396-5


10

of Y2Fe14B and Nd2Fe14B single crystals,” Solid State Commu-
nications 51, 857–860 (1984).

23T. Hara, T. Tanaka, H. Kitamura, T. Bizen, X. Maréchal,
T. Seike, T. Kohda, and Y. Matsuura, “Cryogenic perma-
nent magnet undulators,” Physical Review Special Topics-
Accelerators and Beams 7, 050702 (2004).

24C. Fredricksen, E. Nelson, A. Muravjov, and R. Peale, “High field
p-Ge laser operation in permanent magnet assembly,” Infrared
Physics & Technology 44, 79–84 (2003).

25H. Gould and D. Wenny, “Supermendur: A new rectangular-loop
magnetic material,” Electrical Engineering 76, 208–211 (1957).

26F. Ackermann, W. Klawitter, and J. Drautman, “Magnetic prop-
erties of commercial soft magnetic alloys at cryogenic tempera-
tures,” in Advances in Cryogenic Engineering (Springer, 1971)
pp. 46–50.

27O. Chubar, P. Elleaume, and J. Chavanne, “A three-dimensional
magnetostatics computer code for insertion devices,” Journal of
Synchrotron Radiation 5, 481–484 (1998).

28P. Elleaume, O. Chubar, and J. Chavanne, “Computing 3D mag-
netic fields from insertion devices,” in Proceedings of the 1997
Particle Accelerator Conference (Cat. No. 97CH36167), Vol. 3
(IEEE, 1997) pp. 3509–3511.

29J. T. Muhonen, J. P. Dehollain, A. Laucht, F. E. Hudson,
R. Kalra, T. Sekiguchi, K. M. Itoh, D. N. Jamieson, J. C. Mc-
Callum, A. S. Dzurak, et al., “Storing quantum information for
30 seconds in a nanoelectronic device,” Nature nanotechnology
9, 986–991 (2014).

30M. T. Mądzik, Two-qubit gates with ion-implanted phospho-
rus donors in silicon, Ph.D. thesis, Electrical Engineering and
Telecommunications, Faculty of Engineering, UNSW (2020).

31M. T. Mądzik, A. Laucht, F. E. Hudson, A. M. Jakob, B. C. John-
son, D. N. Jamieson, K. M. Itoh, A. S. Dzurak, and A. Morello,
“Conditional quantum operation of two exchange-coupled single-
donor spin qubits in a mos-compatible silicon device,” Nature
Communications 12, 1–8 (2021).

32J. W. Britton, J. Bohnet, B. Sawyer, H. Uys, M. Biercuk, and
J. Bollinger, “Vibration-induced field fluctuations in a supercon-
ducting magnet,” Physical Review A 93, 062511 (2016).

33R. Kalra, A. Laucht, J. P. Dehollain, D. Bar, S. Freer, S. Sim-
mons, J. T. Muhonen, and A. Morello, “Vibration-induced elec-

trical noise in a cryogen-free dilution refrigerator: Characteri-
zation, mitigation, and impact on qubit coherence,” Review of
Scientific Instruments 87, 073905 (2016).

34It should be noted that the measured dependence in FIG. 3(a) is
produced by assuming a first order temperature response of the
Hall sensor between the two calibrated points. Moreover, the Hall
sensor, while placed in the air gap, could not be placed at the
expected qubit location. Nonetheless, this measurement demon-
strates the relative changes in magnetic field strength and given
the high homogeneity of the field in the air gap, the measured
field should be similar to the field experienced by a spin qubit.

35A. Laucht, J. T. Muhonen, F. A. Mohiyaddin, R. Kalra, J. P.
Dehollain, S. Freer, F. E. Hudson, M. Veldhorst, R. Rahman,
G. Klimeck, K. M. Itoh, D. N. Jamieson, J. C. McCallum,
A. S. Dzurak, and A. Morello, “Electrically controlling single-
spin qubits in a continuous microwave field,” Science Advances
1, 1–5 (2015).

36D. A. Howe, D. U. Allan, and J. A. Barnes, “Properties of Signal
Sources and Measurements,” in Thirty Fifth Annual Frequency
Control Symposium (IEEE, 2008) pp. 669–716.

37Bruker, “Bruker expands Ascend(TM) NMR magnet series for
higher performance, easier siting and more economic operation,”
https://ir.bruker.com/press-releases/press-release-
details/2011/Bruker-Expands-AscendTM-NMR-Magnet-Series-
for-Higher-Performance-Easier-Siting-and-More-Economic-
Operation/default.aspx , accessed 27/09/2020 (2011).

38W. Kemp, “The NMR Spectrometer,” in NMR in Chemistry: A
Multinuclear Introduction (Macmillan Education UK, London,
1986) pp. 29–44.

39J. R. Maze, P. L. Stanwix, J. S. Hodges, S. Hong, J. M. Taylor,
P. Cappellaro, L. Jiang, M. G. Dutt, E. Togan, A. Zibrov, et al.,
“Nanoscale magnetic sensing with an individual electronic spin
in diamond,” Nature 455, 644–647 (2008).

40J. Taylor, P. Cappellaro, L. Childress, L. Jiang, D. Budker,
P. Hemmer, A. Yacoby, R. Walsworth, and M. Lukin, “High-
sensitivity diamond magnetometer with nanoscale resolution,”
Nature Physics 4, 810–816 (2008).

41C. L. Degen, F. Reinhard, and P. Cappellaro, “Quantum sens-
ing,” Reviews of Modern Physics 89, 035002 (2017).

https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(84)91087-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(84)91087-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.7.050702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.7.050702
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1350-4495(02)00179-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1350-4495(02)00179-2
https://doi.org/10.1109/EE.1957.6443037
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-0244-6
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0909049597013502
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0909049597013502
https://doi.org/10.1109/PAC.1997.753258
https://doi.org/10.1109/PAC.1997.753258
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.211
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.211
https://www.unsworks.unsw.edu.au/primo-explore/fulldisplay?vid=UNSWORKS&docid=unsworks_71944&context=L
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-20424-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-20424-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.062511
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4959153
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4959153
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1500022
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1500022
https://doi.org/10.1109/FREQ.1981.200541
https://doi.org/10.1109/FREQ.1981.200541
https://ir.bruker.com/press-releases/press-release-details/2011/Bruker-Expands-AscendTM-NMR-Magnet-Series-for-Higher-Performance-Easier-Siting-and-More-Economic-Operation/default.aspx
https://ir.bruker.com/press-releases/press-release-details/2011/Bruker-Expands-AscendTM-NMR-Magnet-Series-for-Higher-Performance-Easier-Siting-and-More-Economic-Operation/default.aspx
https://ir.bruker.com/press-releases/press-release-details/2011/Bruker-Expands-AscendTM-NMR-Magnet-Series-for-Higher-Performance-Easier-Siting-and-More-Economic-Operation/default.aspx
https://ir.bruker.com/press-releases/press-release-details/2011/Bruker-Expands-AscendTM-NMR-Magnet-Series-for-Higher-Performance-Easier-Siting-and-More-Economic-Operation/default.aspx
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-349-18348-7_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-349-18348-7_3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07279
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1075
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.035002

	An ultra-stable 1.5 tesla permanent magnet assembly for qubit experiments at cryogenic temperatures
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Magnet Assembly
	III Simulation
	IV Experiments
	A Cryogenic Behaviour of the Assembly
	B Spin Qubit Experiments

	V Conclusion
	 Acknowledgments
	 Data Availability Statement
	 Appendix
	Appendices
	A Cryogenic Magnetization of NdFeB Magnets
	B Device Information
	C Measuring the Magnetic Field with a Single Nuclear Spin

	 References



