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The magnetic scalar potential can be used to design electromagnets accurately and efficiently.
I will describe a practical construction algorithm: the prescribed field in a “Target” region (con-
strained only by Maxwell’s equations) specifies boundary conditions which uniquely determine the
potential in the surrounding field “Return” region. As required by the physical representation of the
magnetic scalar potential, the conducting elements of the resulting coil are directed along equipo-
tentials on the surface of each region, at equal increments of the potential. I give some examples
and comments on the limits of precision of the constructed field.

PACS numbers: 07.55.Db, 41.20.Gz, 03.50.De

I. MAKING A MAGNETIC FIELD WITH A
COIL

The practical use of magnetism often requires the de-
sign of a current-carrying collection of wires (a “coil”)
that creates a specified magnetic field. Some examples
are: a) NMR requires a very uniform field, so that a spin
precesses at the same rate no matter where it may be
in the experimental volume [1, 2]; for example searches
for the electric dipole moment of the neutron [3] require
gradients smaller than 1 pT/cm [4, 5]. b) Transporting
polarized atoms or neutrons [6] requires a holding field
that varies slowly with position so that the spin can follow
the field adiabatically. c) Active magnetic shielding can
be constructed to cancel the field of a fixed source [7]. d)
Guiding particle beams while maintaining stability of the
trajectory and pulse duration requires a field with speci-
fied magnetic moments [8, 9]. The characteristic problem

requires a magnetic field ~B(~r) of specified form within a
“Target” volume, to a stated tolerance. Of course, the
desired field will have to obey the conditions

~∇× ~H = 0 (1)

(since it would be undesirable to have currents inside the
region of study and the scalar potential must be well
defined) and

~∇ · ~B = 0, (2)

where the fields ~B and ~H are related by a constitutive

equation, for example a proportionality ~B = µ ~H. In
much of what follows, it will be assumed that µ = µ0

everywhere, although this is not a requirement.
In general there must be a surrounding “Return” re-

gion, since components of the magnetic field normal to
the surface of the Target cannot be canceled. It is usu-
ally desirable (but not required for this method) that the
Return is a bounded region and that no field extends out-
side these regions, both to prevent the created field from
interfering with other devices, and to avoid having mag-
netizable objects outside the coil becoming part of the

FIG. 1: (Color online). Cross section of one quadrant of a
magnetic coil that creates a uniform transverse field in a tube
of circular cross-section (the Target), enclosed in a Return
with square outer boundary. The field is tangent to the lines,
and the separation between lines indicates the field strength.
There are currents flowing perpendicular to the page on the
circle and square borders, corresponding to the discontinuity
in the parallel component of the field.

magnetic system (see Figure 1). The current-carrying
wires are on surfaces at the boundary between the Tar-
get and the Return, on the exterior surface of the Return,
and possibly on other surfaces dividing the Target and
the Return into disjoint regions.

The traditional workflow for designing coils involves
starting with a basic design, calculating the magnetic
field, and iterating changes to the windings to converge
on the desired field configuration. Many techniques ex-
ist in the literature [10] for streamlining this process, for
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example: a) through the use of basis current loops to op-
timize the target field numerically [11–16], either solving
the linear system of equations for the currents, or opti-
mizing nonlinear coil parameters. The progression from
a single coil to the Helmholtz [17, 18] and Maxwell [19]
arrangements is the ancestor of this approach, and has
been extended to higher harmonics [20]. Since the field
and currents are related by linear equations, this method
is sure to work, but the relationship between the desired
field and the required coil is only as clear as one’s un-
derstanding of an integral equation involving a tensor
Green function. Surface and bulk current distributions
have been described as fictitious magnetization densi-
ties [21–24] which can take an arbitrary form in the limit
of infinitesimal dipoles. Various optimiation procedures
include variational principles [16, 24] and linear program-
ming [15].

In problems with either real or fictitious magnetiza-
tion density, the net pole density plays the role of electric
charge in an analogous boundary value problem to that
of the electric field [21, 25–27]. For real current distribu-
tions stream functions specify the resulting discontinuity
of the scalar potential [2, 28, 29], which has also been ap-
plied to eddy currents [30] and the analysis of fields [31].
[32] showed that any volume containing surface currents
can be divided into topologically simple regions in which
the scalar potential is well-defined. This technique has
been applied in cylindrical, spherical, and planar geome-
tries to calculate surface current windings of coils with
minimized higher order multipoles [9, 27].

In this paper I will describe a construction algorithm
based on the physical interpretation of the magnetic

scalar potential that can create any field ~B(~r) satisfy-
ing (1) and (2) within any set of Target regions, and
with only weak physical constraints on the boundaries
and necessary Return regions deriving from (1) and (2),
though practical and technical considerations such as
ease of construction, tolerance requirements, and power
management add further constraints. These will be dis-
cussed subsequently. The particular focus is on extremely
well characterized fields, with relative variation as little
as 10−6 from the design field, with tight geometric con-
straints on where currents may be placed. This method
inverts the process of magnet design, starting from the
desired field and calculating the required windings on
specific surfaces to produce this field.

Because this technique involves the design of surface
current coils, it is applicable to low-field precision coils,
with low enough current densities that they may be
formed as a single layer of conducting strips or wires,
still dissipating an acceptable amount of power. This
limits the field to about 10 G (though much larger for
superconductors), but the generalization to multiple lay-
ers is straightforward. This approach follows an intuitive
physical interpretation of the magnetic scalar potential,
which allows visualization of any electromagnetic coil and
the currents required to create it.

II. THE MAGNETIC SCALAR POTENTIAL,
AND THE CONSTRUCTIVE ALGORITHM

BASED ON IT

A. Theory

Inside a region with no currents, Eq. (1) implies that
we can construct a magnetic scalar potential U such that

~H(~r) = −~∇U(~r) (3)

Within the Target, the field ~H is completely specified
(this is the starting point for the problem to be solved),
and thus we are given U for that region. The fields in
the Return must have the same normal component of B
at the interface with the Target, and vanishing normal

component of ~B at the exterior surfaces for a hermetic
coil, or other constraints, such as zero current, on parts of
the surface. In order to explain how these are connected
and determine the coil windings needed to relate them,
it is convenient to introduce (conceptually) a thin layer
between adjacent regions, and ascribe windings to the
surface of each region separately. The property of this
“Transition” region will be that the H field is normal to
the two surfaces; there is no tangential field. Thus the
magnetic scalar potential on the Transition side of the
surface does not vary as one moves along the surface and
thus is a constant at the surfaces of the Target and the
Return, which can be set to zero by making the Transi-
tion arbitrary thin; thus, we can avoid having to make a
detailed study of it.

Imagine a set of equipotential surfaces that correspond
to values of the scalar potential that differ by multiples of
a small constant amount ∆U . The neighboring surfaces
cannot intersect, and they separate the boundary of the
Target into ribbons that form closed loops (Figure 2).
The magnetic field usually has a component parallel to
the boundary, while within the transition region it does
not, by construction; then there is a current sheet on the
ribbon. Its magnitude is determined according to the
integral form of Ampere’s law∮

~H(~r) · d~r = I (4)

For a path near the surface that encloses a ribbon, the
part of the path inside the Target gives the difference
in the magnetic scalar potential; since the field is nor-
mal to the surface in the transition region, there is no
contribution. Thus the current in the ribbon is given by
I = −∆U [9, 28, 33, 34] (in S.I. units), where the ∆
implies the difference between the two edges of the rib-
bon. Choosing n̂ to be the outward directed normal to
the surface, this describes a surface current density

−n̂× ~H = n̂× ~∇U = ~K(~r) (5)

on the boundary that flows along lines of constant mag-
netic potential. This is an expression of the continuity
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FIG. 2: (Color online). The field and scalar potential near
a boundary. The boundary (black line) separates the Target
from the Transition region. The equipotentials of the mag-
netic scalar potential (blue lines) divide the boundary into
segments, which are parts of the ribbons around the region.
The field lines (red) are perpendicular to the equipotentials.
The scalar potential in the Transition region is constant along
the boundary and can be set to zero; it is related to that
within the Target only by having the same normal compo-
nent of ~B at the boundary. The green polygon is a path of
integration for Ampere’s law, such as that described in the
text.

boundary condition arising from (1) by replacing ∇ with

n̂, ~H with ∆ ~H (the difference in ~H between the outer
(Transition) and inner (Target) sides of the surface), and
~J with ~K. The second continuity equation deriving from
(2) is

∆n̂ · ~B = 0 (6)

or equivalently

∆∂n(µU) = 0 (7)

Equations (5) and (7) are discrete versions of ∇× ~H = ~J

and ∇ · ~B = 0. The fields in the Return can also be
described by a magnetic scalar potential U ′ which satis-
fies the Laplace equation. At the boundaries the normal

component of ~B is specified (Neumann boundary con-
ditions): at the boundary with the Target, the normal

component of ~B is given by the normal component of
~B in the Target) from (7); at the exterior boundary the

normal component of ~B is zero, since there is no field out-
side the Return. Dirichlet boundary conditions may be
substituted on a portion of either boundary to constrain
a region with specified surface currents (for example, no
current); however this will result in slight modifications
of the specified fields in the Target or leakage fields out
of the Return. This boundary value problem determines
the magnetic scalar potential up to an immaterial addi-
tive constant; it can be found numerically using Finite
Element Analysis [35]. As in the case of the Target, the
equipotentials of U ′ slice up the boundary of the Re-
turn into closed ribbons, which carry current I ′ = −∆U ′

to cancel the tangential field just outside the boundary.
The introduction of the Transition region separates the
boundary conditions for the Target from those for the
Return, allowing for the simple physical significance of
the scalar potential, which is local to each region. The
way U and U ′ are defined directly determines the surface
current density on the boundaries, so that these prescribe
the coil windings in the actual device. It should be noted
that the potentials in the various regions are not continu-
ous across the boundary, and are related only by (5) and
(7). The utility of winding separate currents around each
region is that the distribution of branching at the junc-
tion path of 3 or more regions is automatically handled.
In some cases, it is advantageous to combine the Target
and Return portions of current along adjacent sides of
the boundary into a single set of windings calculated by
discretizing the combined potential U − U ′; however in
these cases, junction currents must be handed by manu-
ally splitting the currents [36] or double-winding on a sep-
arate boundary, such as the end-caps of a single-wound
long double-cylinder coil [6].

The essential point is that the magnetic scalar poten-
tial U has a direct physical meaning: its series of equipo-
tential contours on the boundary of a region represents
the path and current of source windings needed to gener-

ate the field ~H = −~∇U within that region. In particular,
the current flows along the isocontours of U , and the to-
tal current flowing between any two isocontours of values
U1 and U2 is equal to I = U1−U2 as in stream functions.
These windings and their corresponding contours of the
scalar potential “fence in” the field by terminating its

transverse component n̂ × ~H at the boundary, leaving
only the normal component to pass through the Transi-
tion to the next region. Fencing the fields in all regions
sharing magnetic flux lines establishes an electromagnetic
coil that not only guides the magnetic field, but also gen-
erates it. However, if the windings from one region are
omitted then the field will not be normal in its adacent
Transitions, invalidating the interpretation of the scalar
potential in the surrounding regions.

The result of this construction algorithm is a coil as-
sembly that can create a magnetic field of arbitrary form
(consistent with Maxwell’s equations (1) and (2) within
the Target and with no field escaping beyond the Re-
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The magnetic scalar potential cor-
responding to Figure 1. The colored bands represent regions
across which the scalar potential differs by a constant amount
∆. There are current sheets on the circular and square bound-
aries directed along the axis of the cylinder (perpendicular to
the view), with equal current within each colored zone at the
surface.

turn, in the form of a surface current density flowing in
closed loops along the equipotential lines. The solution
is unique, once the shape of the Return is chosen. Al-
though it is possible to replace the two current sheets on
either side of the Transition by one, leaving them sepa-
rated avoids the problem of getting the surface currents
to split up correctly at the junction of three or more
boundaries [6].

The magnetic scalar potential describes the free cur-
rent analog of bound surface currents, which effectively
circulate around the boundary of regions of magnetic ma-

terial when the magnetization field ~M(~r) is irrotational.
This accounts for the similarities in bound and unbound
design techniques. For example, a Dirichlet boundary
condition in the magnetic scalar potential and its corre-
sponding surface currents can be represented by a mag-
netic dipole layer [27], just as an electric dipole layer
generates a discontinuity in the electric potential.

A shortcut for handling the Return, eliminating the
need for calculation, is to replace the Return with a shell
of a ferromagnetic material (µ → ∞) thick enough that

B << Bsat, which satisfies the same condition ∆ ~Ht = 0
as imposed in the Transition [33]. Inside the ferromag-
netic Return, windings are only required along equipo-
tentials of the Target region. If the entire boundary is
perpendicular to Target field then the inner windings also
vanish almost everywhere except between the north and

south pole tips where magnetic flux enters and exits the
Target, respectively.

The scalar potential method for determining the wind-
ing geometry of a coil extends naturally to regions with
spatially varying magnetization, either expressed as lo-
cal permeability µ(~r) and/or permanent magnetization
~M(~r), by replacing Laplace’s equation with the scalar

elliptic equation

−~∇ · µ~∇U = −µ0∇ · ~M0 = ρM , (8)

derived from the full constitutive equation, where M0 is
the portion of magnetization not included in µ. This
equation is the analog of electrostatic problems, with a
magnetic charge source term ρM and a flux source σM =

−n̂ · ~M0 on the boundary. The magnetic scalar potential
U still represents the free currents which must be added
to generate the Target field.

Interior surface currents ~K or discontinuities in µ ne-
cessitate partitioning the volume into separate regions
Ri, with potentials Ui related by the continuity equations
(5) and (7). In some cases it may be desirable or nec-
essary to separate the Target or the Return into several
compartments with a current layer separating each. This
might allow a larger field for the same current, by avoid-
ing surfaces where the magnetic field has a large change
in tangential component. In the case of the Target, where
the internal fields are completely specified, the boundary
conditions require continuity of the normal component of
~B, and determing the current layer ~K from the disconti-

nuity in the parallel component of ~H. In the case of the
Return, any current sheet on the interface between dif-
ferent regions of the Return is undetermined and must be
specified in the continuity boundary conditions (5) and
(6) between the two scalar potentials, which are solved
for as one boundary value problem.

B. Practice

For a practical coil, the current will be discretized into
either a) a 3-dimensional printed circuit board [37, 38]
with solid ribbons of conductor between pairs of equipo-
tential contours, such that the current density in each
ribbon approximates a step function, as determined by
Ohm’s law; or b) wires wound along each equipotential
contour carrying all of the current assigned between it
and the contour of the next wire, which has the advan-
tage of a a precisely known current density (a delta func-
tion at each wire) which does not depend on geometry
and the local thickness of conductive traces in the first
method. The discretization from a continuous current
density K(~r) to either a step function of constant K
across each ribbon or a delta function of constant I in
each wire causes an alteration of the field inside the Tar-
get near the boundary that falls off exponentially as one
goes away from the boundary, with a scale length given
by D/2π (where D is the wire spacing)[44]. In regions of
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nonlinear variation of K across each ribbon, the field can
die off much slower than exponential. In practice, one
minimizes the residual fields by tuning the actual values
of each equipotential used for each winding. For exam-
ple, previous design placed the wire at the barycenter of
current in each ribbon [39].

The coil as constructed by this algorithm consists of
independent closed loops, each carrying the same cur-
rent. These can be connected together in series, allowing
the entire boundary to be wound with a single wire, by
winding around the highest U -contour first, then cross-
ing over to the next contour with a short leader, winding
that contour, and so on to the end. After winding the
last contour, the wire is traced back along each leader to
cancel the current that is not part of the real solution
[40]. The two ends of the wire are now near the same
point, to be connected to the current supply power by a
twisted pair or coaxial line. This process of joining the
loops into a series must be done for each region of nonzero
field to obtain a complete coil producing the desired field
in the Target.

This strategy of following the equipotential line and
joining to the next contour at a step avoids a pair of
problems. Evening out the displacement (as is done in a
helically wound solenoid) introduces a new surface cur-
rent parallel to the magnetic field. This will give an er-
ror field in the interior, except for rotationally symmetric
windings. In any case, the current has to be in a complete
circuit; having wound around the Target, there has to be
a connection back to the power supply. The field due to
one wire circling back will depend on the wire spacing
D and the distance R of the return wire from the target
δH ≈ I/R, so that RδH/H ≈ D/R ≈ 10−3. Having
the return current right over the steps joining the turns
allows one problem to solve the other.

The cancellation of the field of the crossing leaders
is only first order, replacing the H1 ≈ I/2πr field of
the string of leaders by a line of dipoles with a field
H2 ≈ Iδ/r2 where δ is the average separation between
the leaders and the current return line (δ can be smaller
than the average spacing D between wires, but is compa-
rable to it). To put these estimates in context, the field
in the Target is H0 ≈ I/D; for a coarsely wound coil
the wire spacing is of order 10−2 the smallest dimension
of the coil, so that H1 ≈ 10−2H0 and H2 ≈ 10−4H0.
In what follows I will continue to describe the coil as if
it were the collection of loops, while asserting that the
practical implementation as a series circuit is a negligible
change.

III. SOME EXAMPLES

The technique described above is applicable to arbi-
trary geometries and target fields. In the following sec-
tion, we describe highly symmetric geometry, for which
the winding geometry is readily apparent by visualiz-
ing the magnetic equipotentials. A few nontrivial exten-

sions are described through their corresponding bound-
ary value problems.

A. Solenoids

A uniform magnetic field has regularly spaced, parallel,
planar equipotentials. An infinite solenoid of arbitrary
fixed cross-section will have uniform axial field H = I/D
if the coil is wound with current I around the perime-
ter of cross-sectional slices with spacing D normal to the
field lines. Segments of straight solenoid can be joined to
produce a “bent solenoid” meeting at an angle 2α. The
two cylinders meet at a curve in a plane whose normal
is tilted by the angle α from the field lines in either seg-
ment. Close to the bend, the equipotentials run along
the plane of intersection perpendicular to the field lines
on either side. The ovelapping windings on the inter-
face of both segments generates a planar current density
K = 2I

D sinα, which kinks the field, reversing the tangen-

tial component of ~H between neighboring sections [37].
This gives a straightforward geometric interpretation of
a detailed analysis result based on Biot-Savart integra-
tion [41].

A finite solenoid with uniform field inside can be con-
structed by adding current-carrying end caps. The cur-
rent distribution on the end caps is calculated by solv-
ing the scalar potential in the infinite region outside the
solenoid with constant flux boundary conditions at each
end face. The field outside the cylindrical surface of the
solenoid is in the opposite direction as the constant field
inside the solenoid, and therefore the outside windings
are in the same direction as the inside ones. The equipo-
tentials outside are closest together near the ends, indi-
cating a higher current density at the ends to prevent
fringing inside the finite-length solenoid.

B. Cos-theta coils

A uniform magnetic field perpendicular to the axis of
a circular cylinder (with radius A and axis ẑ) has a mag-
netic scalar potential U = −H0x = −H0ρ cosφ, giving
rise to the name, with θ instead of φ. This can be cre-
ated with inner windings that are equally spaced in x
with current I = H0∆x. The field outside the cylinder
is described by the potential U ′ = −H0(A2/ρ) cosφ =
−H0x(A/ρ)2. Thus the outer windings have exactly
the same current as the inside windings, for double the
total surface current. That design has an infinite Re-
turn; for a Return in the form of a larger concentric
cylinder with radius B, the magnetic scalar potential
is U ′ = −H0A

2(ρ/B2 + 1/ρ) cosφ has zero flux escap-
ing the outer cylinder. The form of the modified field is
shown in Figure 4. The infinite cylinder solution is well
known [39], and can also be calculated by considering a
second cos-theta coil at radius B with the opposite mag-
netic moment HAA

2 = −HBB
2 = (B−2 + A−2)−1H0,
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FIG. 4: (Color online). Field lines (red) and equipotentials
(blue) for the cos(θ) coil. The potential is discontinuous across
the boundaries, corresponding to the current sheet flowing on
the surfaces.

where HA,B are the interior fields of cos θ coils of radii
A, B, with current densities KA,B = 2HA,B cosφ, respec-
tively, such that the total field is H0 at the origin. How-
ever, the physical interpretation of the magnetic scalar
potential immediately yields the winding configuration
required to truncate the double-cos θ coil to finite length
while preserving the z-symmetry: both the cylindrical
sections and the end caps are wound on equally spaced
contours of U and U ′. Ascribing separate boundaries and
windings to each region simplifies the winding patterns
at edges where three or more regions meet compared to
single windings, in which current must be diverted be-
tween multiple surfaces where they meet. The design of
a transverse adiabatic radio frequency spin rotator based
the double-cos-theta coil designed in this manner is de-
scribed in [36].

As with solenoids, transverse coils can be wound on any
interior and exterior cross section, for example a square
inside of an octagon, and the field strength can taper
along z [6]. The case of a square outer boundary is shown
in Figures 1 and 3.

C. Active Magnetic Shielding

This is the spatial inverse of the magnet coil. We are
given a surrounding field due to external flux sources and
nearby magnetic materials. One can solve the bound-
ary value problem for U in the neighborhood outside
the shielded room that either: a) is consistent with the

sources and has vanishing normal component of ~B at the

surface; or b) has no external sources except the opposite
flux through the surface as that caused by the external
sources. The external region may contain permeable ma-
terials as described above. The resulting contours of con-
stant potential on the surface of the proposed shielding
coil tell how to wind it most effectively and with best use
of power. The coil can be wound fairly coarsely, since
the field penetration will exponentially decrease with a
length scale given by the wire spacing. Separate coils can
be calculated independently for a few discrete sources of
flux, or two or three basis functions of a uniform back-
ground field of variable direction to tune out individual
interferences.

D. Use of magnetizable materials and
superconductors

When the magnetic field in the Target is already nor-
mal to the surface, the magnetic potential is a constant
on the surface and all surface current occurs between the
regions on the boundary with inward and outward mag-
netic flux. This technique used to design pole tips along
equipotentials of the desired field [42] for electromagnets.
By using a highly permeable (µ→∞) “flux-return yoke”
outside the Target with windings, the generated magnetic
flux distributes along the pole tips, in the desired config-
uration. Conversely, when the desired magnetic field is
parallel to the surface, the surface currents confine the
flux inside the target. Here a perfect diamagnet (µ = 0—
a superconductor) can be used in place of windings to
satisfy the boundary conditions; supercurrents will serve
to fence the flux inside.

IV. LIMITATIONS

The attainable accuracy of the resulting field in a re-
alization is determined by the deviations from the as-
sumptions of the theory. Here is a brief discussion of the
leading concerns:

a. Geometrical accuracy of the construction of the
coil Misplacement of a wire from its ideal position by
δx over a span Y creates an error field of dipolar form
with magnitude δH/H ≈ δxDY/R3 at distance R from
the wire (D is the spacing between wires. The extra fac-
tor D/R is the fractional contribution of one wire to the
total field). Since D and δx will typically be of order
10−3R, this might be ignorable, but a systematic dis-
placement of a region will give coherently adding errors.
For example, shifting the windings of an infinite solenoid
of radius A by a distance δx in a finite region of length L
gives an effect equivalent to an extra turn carrying cur-
rent Iδx/D at the two ends of the region, and gives rise
to an error field of magnitude Iδx/DA. The wire form
must be accurately constructed, and care be taken that
the wire follows the intended path, especially at corners.
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b. Effects of the conversion of independent loops to
a series-connected coil As already noted, this gives a
dipolar field of order δH/H ≈ 10−4. Weaving the step
and the return current lines to give alternating sign
dipoles might decrease this by another factor of 10−2 but
would not be practical in many construction techniques.
Another option is to double wind the coil, spiraling up
and then down again; this cancels the effects of the con-
version to a helical winding in a uniform way, again at
the cost of complexity.

The current has to be in a complete circuit; having
wound around the Target, there has to be a connection
back to the power supply. The field due to one wire
circling back will depend on the wire spacing D and the
distance R of the return wire from the target δH ≈ I/R,
so that δH/H ≈ D/R ≈ 10−3. The schemes discussed in
the previous paragraph avoid this error.

c. Discretization of the current sheet As discussed
above, this is exponentially suppressed, so that the dis-
turbance falls off as exp(−2πz/D) as one moves away
from the surface. For wire spacing D, the error field at
distance 2D is of order exp(−4π) = 3 × 10−6; the ex-
ponential suppression assumes that discrete wires differ
from the surface current density required by the algo-
rithm only by a periodic correction. The discreteness be-
comes important where the wires are widely spaced, be-

cause the scale length becomes large, or when the width
varies, so that the exponential form is invalid. For exam-
ple, the winding on a sphere to give a uniform field inside
has the wires widely spaced towards the poles, with the
result that the field is inaccurately produced there[43]

d. Maximum field For normal metals the largest at-
tainable field is set by the limit on surface heating, which
in term depends on the resistivity of the coil material and
the surface current density. There are related by K ≈ H;
the Joule heating/area is P ≈ ρK2/D ≈ H2/D, where
ρ is the resistivity and D is the thickness of the winding
layer (effective thickness of the wires used). Thus for 1
W/cm2, D = 10−3 m, and ρ ≈ 10−8Ωm, H < 300 Oe.
For a superconducting winding, the limit is set by the
critical field.
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