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Non-sensitive axis feedback control is crucial for cross-coupling noise suppression in the
application of full-maglev vertical superconducting gravity instruments. This paper
introduces the non-sensitive axis feedback control of the test mass in a home-made
full-maglev vertical superconducting accelerometer. In the feedback system, special
superconducting circuits are designed to decouple and detect the multi-degrees-of-freedom
motions of the test mass. Then the decoupled motion signals are dealt with by the PID
controller and fed back to the side-wall coils to control the test mass. In our test, the test mass
is controlled successfully and the displacement is reduced by about one order of magnitude in
the laboratory. Accordingly, the noise level of the vertical superconducting accelerometer in
the sensitive axis is also reduced.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In full-maglev vertical superconducting gravity instruments (VSGI) [1,3], non-mechanical
connection exists between the superconducting test mass and the base. In order to keep the
test mass levitated stably, side-wall superconducting-current-carrying-coils [2] must be used
to provide the needed stiffness to suppress the motion of the test mass in the non-sensitive
axis, thus reducing the cross-coupling noise [5,6]. Due to the limit of the critical magnetic
field of superconductor, the current in the side-wall coils cannot be too large, so the stiffness
provided by these coils is also limited. In the quiet laboratory, the stiffness may be large
enough to achieve a good cross-coupling noise reduction. However, in the dynamic
environment, such as the field outside the laboratory, the quiet and even the plane [9-11], the
vibration level is many orders of magnitude higher than in the laboratory and the
cross-coupling noise will be much larger. In order to reduce the cross-coupling noise in the
dynamic noise, one needs to further suppress the motion of the test mass in non-sensitive axis
in case that the current in the side-wall coils cannot be increased. The feedback control is the
most suitable technique. By the non-sensitive axis feedback control, the equivalent stiffness
can be improved significantly.

Up to now, few papers about the feedback control of the test mass in full-maglev
superconducting gravity instruments have been reported, owing to the complex coupling
relationship in the system. The motion of the full-maglev test mass has
multi-degrees-of-freedom [12]. Due to the parameter mismatch and installation asymmetry of
side-wall coils, there will be different types of coupling in the system, such as magnetic
coupling between side-wall coils and motion coupling in different axes. The key for the
control lies in the decoupling of the system. One method has been utilized in Ref. [15], in the
method, superconducting circuits constructed with 8 side-wall coils at low temperature and
gain adjustable amplifiers at room temperature are combined to determine the difference
between the scale factors of the translational and rotational mode, and then motion of the test
mass can be decoupled by data processing. This method does not introduce additional noise
when the VSGI works in the open-loop state. While in the closed-loop state, the designed
controller is much more complex compared with the PID controller [13,14], additional
negative effects, such as the noise and time delay of the data processing, will be introduced
into the system.

To simplify the control, this paper proposed another motion decoupling method. In our
method, 16 side-wall coils were used to design special translational and rotational
superconducting detecting circuits. After precise attitude adjustment of the test mass, these
superconducting circuits can decouple the motion of the test mass directly. Then the
non-sensitive axis feedback control of the test mass can be carried out with the PID controller.
This method has been verified in the new-made VSGI. The motion of the test mass was
decoupled and detected by the superconducting circuits, the output signals of the circuits
were then dealt with by PID controller and feedback to the side-wall coils. The motion of the
test mass in the non-sensitive axes was controlled successfully. The equivalent stiffness was
increased by more than one order of magnitude. As a consequence, the noise level of the
detected signal in the sensitive axis was also reduced.

Il. PRICIPLE AND METHEOD

A. Superconducting decoupling circuits design

The working principle of the VSGI has been described in detail in Ref. [3-7]. In the
sensitive axis, planar coils are used to levitate the test mass to construct the magnetic
spring-oscillator structure, the displacement of the test mass is detected by the



superconducting circuits and superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) [16-18].
In the non-sensitive axis, side-wall coils are used to provide the needed stiffness to suppress
the motion of the test mass. The structure of the new-made VSGI is similar to the traditional
ones except for the quantity and distribution of the side-wall coils. 16 side-wall coils with the
same designed electromagnetic and geometrical parameters are evenly mounted on the inner
wall of the supporting cylinder, as shown in FIG. 1.

coil

FIG. 1. Basic structure of the new-made VSGI

The side-wall coils are divided into four groups, each group has four designated side-wall
coils. These four coils are connected to form the translational and rotational superconducting
detecting circuits. The structure of the circuits is shown in FIG. 2. FIG. 2(a) is the
translational detecting circuit, side-wall coils on the same side of the test mass are connected
in series. FIG. 2(b) is the rotational detecting circuit, diagonal side-wall coils on two sides of
the test mass are connected in series. The superconducting transformer and the SQUID on the
right side detect the displacement of the test mass in this axis, and the superconducting
transformer on the left side couples the feedback current into the circuit to generate the
feedback forces for controlling the test mass.
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FIG. 2. (a) translational detecting circuit and (b) rotational detecting circuit.

Detailed calculations of the translational detecting circuit are given here to explain the
working principle, and the rotational circuit is similar. In order to be close to reality,
mismatch of the side-wall coils is taken into account. After the test mass is levitated,
persistent current lo is injected into the side-wall coils to keep the mass at equilibrium
position. Supposing the test mass has tiny translational displacement x towards the right and
rotational angle & towards the left, the inductance of the four side-wall coils can be
approximately written as [1,7]:

L = L1+ A4 (-x+16))
L, = L1+ 4,(-x-10))
I-3 = L30(1+/13(X—|0))
L, = L1+ 4,(x+16))

(1)



Here, Lio (i=1...4) is the inductance of the four coils when the test mass is at the
equilibrium position; A; (i=1...4) is the linear coefficient associated with the displacement; | is
the length of the rotation arm.

The flux conservation of the superconducting circuits in FIG. 2 gives:

{(L1+L2+Le)|tl=(L10+L20+Le)|0 @)
(La + I—4 + Lf1)|t2 = (I-so + I—40 + Lfl)lo
Here
M 2
L=L,— =
e sl I—52+|—i (3)

is the equivalent inductance of the detecting transformer load; Lsi, Ls> and Ms are the primary,
secondary and mutual-inductance respectively; lo is the persistent current injected into the
circuit; Iy and Il are the changing current related to the displacement of the test mass; L is
the primary inductance of the feedback transformer.

Combining equation (1) and (2), we can get the relationship of I, lt> and the displacement
of the test mass. After Taylor series expansion, the result is:

I, =@+ Ax—BIg)I, @
I, =(@+Cx-DIO)I,
Here
A= Lioﬂi + L20/12 B = Lioﬂ1 — Lzoﬁz
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If LA = L4, and Ly, 4, = L, 4, could be achieved, then B and D will be zero, and equation
(4) can be simplified to:
{lu =1+ Ax)I,

6
I, =@+Cx)I, ©)
In this case, the current detected by the superconducting circuit and the SQUID is

proportional to the translational displacement of the test mass. So as for the rotational
detecting circuit, the final result is:

1, =(1+EI9)1,
I, =(1+FIO)1, ")
Here
{E _ Lo tlody b Lokt L -
L50+L80+Lel L60+L70+Lf3

and Lio (i=5...8) is the inductance of the four coils in FIG. 2 (b) when the test mass is at the
equilibrium position; 4; (i=5...8) is the linear coefficient associated with the displacement.
The specially designed superconducting circuits in FIG. 2 can decouple the translation and
rotation of the test mass in case that the parameters of the side-wall coils should be matched.
Though the side-wall coils were precisely matched with the same designed electromagnetic
and geometrical parameters, due to the installation error, the test mass is always in tilt when
levitated. The tile will introduce mismatch for the parameters of the side-wall coils. So the
key to eliminating the mismatch is adjusting the attitude of the test mass, ensuring that the
test mass and the side-wall coil base are coaxial. In practical, one could use the



cross-coupling coefficients between the non-sensitive and sensitive axes as the criterion for
the adjustment (see section IIL.A).

B. Control model of the test mass displacement

Once the motion of the test mass in non-sensitive axis is decoupled by the superconducting
circuits in FIG. 2, the coupled four-degrees-of-freedom motion system can be simplified as
the combination of four independent one-degree-of-freedom systems. And the control model
of the one-degree-of-freedom system is shown in FIG. 3:
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FIG. 3. one-degree-of-freedom control model
Here, ain and ar are the input and feedback accelerations respectively. H(s) is the transfer
function of the translational or rotational spring oscillator, which transfers the acceleration
signal to the displacement of the test mass. For translation or rotation mode, the transfer
function can be written as

1
s?+2&w 5+ m,° ®)

wn and & are the natural frequency and the damping ratio of the spring oscillator. wn is
determined by the superconducting circuits and can be calculated according to the method in
Ref. [5,20]. For translation and rotation mode, the natural frequencies are

: J[Lﬂzloz L L2 J

H(s) =

nt
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The damping mainly comes from the residual gas in the vacuum where the VSGI works.
Gyi Is the scale factor between the displacement of the test mass and the current detected by
the SQUID input coil, and can be obtained from equation (6) and (7):
M
Gt = —— Al
LsZ + I‘i 11
— Msl | ( )
Xi—r L54 + Li 0
Giv is the scale factor of the current to voltage conversion by the SQUID, and is 10° when
SQUID works in the medium sensitivity mode. C(s) is the transfer function of the controller.
Here the practical PID controller is used. The transfer function of PID controller is in parallel
form:

(10)

C(s) =P+ é + Ds (12)

Gyc is the scale factor of the voltage-to-current converter. Gea is the scale factor of the
feedback current to the feedback acceleration.



In the system, side-wall coils Lz and Ls work as the translational feedback acceleration
actuator, Ls and L7 as the rotational one. When parameters of the side-wall coils are the same,
the forces produced by the feedback current if injected into the feedback coils can be written
as:

1 .2 1 .
Fo=Fo= 2 LA (lo+in) =5 LAl + Lol
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F7:§L0/1(|0+'fr)2zELOMOQJFLoMo'fr (13)
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Then the translational feedback acceleration and the rotation feedback moment are
calculated to be:

a, =%=%(L0M02+2L0/1I0iﬂ)
(F —E ).| 1 (14)
a, =%=I—(ILO/IIOZ+2ILO/1IOi”)

The first items on the right side of equation (14) are the static force and moment, equal to
the force and moment produced by the rest coils in FIG. 2. The second items are proportional
to the translational and rotational feedback current, thus controlling the motion of the test
mass.

Once the parameters of the components in the system are known, the transfer functions and
scale factors of each link will be determined and the control model can be simulated by the
Simulink software to give the proper parameters of the PID controller.

The practical parameters of the components in the system are summarized in TABLE 1.

TABLE I. related design parameters

Parameter Symbol  Value
Mechanical

test mass m 0.1kg
moment of inertia I 4,410 kg m?
force arm I 0.0125m
Side-wall Coli

Inner diameter 6mm
Outer diameter 18mm
Number of turns 45
Spacing to test mass 0.5mm
Inductance Lio 6.5H
1st derivatives of coils inductance Lo 0.01H/m

Inductance of transformers (uH)
Ls1 Ls2 Ms Ln Lt Mt Li

1.6 35.4 0.3 1.6 33.1 3 2.6

In the simulation, the bandwidth and the phase margin are set as 30Hz and 60 “respectively.
Then the parameters of the PID are determined as P=0.6, 1=30 and D=0.006. In this case,
vibration of the platform where the VSIG is installed recorded by the 3T-CMG seismometer
is set as the input acceleration and the residual displacement of the test mass is given as
shown in FIG. 4.
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FIG. 4. displacement control simulation
Without the control, the translational displacement of the test mass is about 20nm, while
reduced to 2nm when the is in closed-loop. A similar simulation of the rotational model has
also been carried out.

I11. TEST RESULT AND DISCUSSION

A.  Motion decoupling verification

Before the control, the attitude of the test mass was adjusted first to eliminate the
parameter mismatch of the side-wall coils.

In the adjustment, Sinusoidal current with an amplitude of 10mA and frequency of 1Hz
was injected into the translational detecting superconducting circuits in FIG. 2 through the
feedback transformer on the left side. The forces produced by this sinusoidal current is the
same as the one in equation (13), this force will drive the test mass to vibrate. Due to the tilt
of the test mass, mismatch exists in the parameters of the coils, so both translation and
rotation will be produced. Then the translation and rotation in the non-sensitive axis will
couple to the vertical direction. The coupling coefficients (defined as the ratio of the two
amplitude of the response signals in the non-sensitive and sensitive axes to the applied forces)
between the non-sensitive and sensitive axes are directly determined by the tilt. The smaller
the tilt, the lower the coupling. This characteristic is a practical criterion for adjusting.

At the beginning of the adjustment, the initial cross-coupling coefficient was measured
after the sinusoidal current was injected. Then persistent current in one of the loops of the
rotational detecting circuit in FIG. 2(b) was changed to introduce additional static moment to
tile the test mass, and the cross-coupling coefficients were measured again. If the
cross-coupling coefficients became small when compared with the initial one, the adjusting
was in the right direction and the persistent current in this loop was precisely adjusted step by
step to approach the optimal state that the cross-coupling coefficient was the smallest. The tilt
in both the non-sensitive axes was adjusted, and the measured coefficients were shown in
FIG. 5:

1.6E-3

L —=— attitude adjustment in x-axis
14E-3 o —eo— attitude adjustment in y-axis
\

1.2E-3 ;
1.0E-3 -—
8.0E-4 ;
6.0E-4 ;

4.0E-4 -

cross-coupling coefficient

2.0E-4 |-

0.0

I I | 1 I I I | 1
-2 -10 -08 -06 -04 -02 00 02 04 06 08

adjusting current(A)

FIG. 5. Attitude adjustment of test mass by rotation circuits.



Both the optimal state had been found. Further, after the adjustment, the cross-coupling
coefficients were measured again to ensure that the adjustment between the non-sensitive
axes did not affect each other. The smallest cross-coupling coefficient was limited by the
intrinsic magnetic coupling of the instrument, including the coupling between the
superconducting coils, the transformers and the superconducting circuit loops. The intrinsic
magnetic coupling coefficient was measured to be at the level of 104,

After the tilt was adjusted, the mismatch of the side-wall coils would be eliminated in
theory. If so, when sinusoidal current was injected into the translational superconducting
circuit, only translational acceleration was produced. By measuring the amplitude-frequency
response of the translational detecting SQUID (SQUID1 in FIG. 2), one could find only one
peak at the natural frequency of the translation in the amplitude-frequency response curve.

In order to verify it, sinusoidal current with fixed amplitude was injected into the
translational superconducting circuit, the frequency of the sinusoidal current increased from
1Hz to 40Hz. The response of SQUID1 was also recorded and the amplitude-frequency
response curve could be plotted, as shown in FIG. 6. The amplitude-frequency response of
the rotational motion was also measured using the same method. One peak existed in the two
curves respectively at the rotational natural frequency 13Hz and the translational natural
frequency 19Hz. The measured result was consistent with the theoretical analysis, indicating
that the mismatch of the parameters of the side-wall coils had been eliminated and the
translation and rotation motion of the test mass was decoupled by the special designed
superconducting circuits.
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FIG. 6. The amplitude-frequency response of two kinds of superconducting circuits.

B.  non-sensitive axis displacement control

In the implementation of the non-sensitive axis displacement control, analog PID controller
was used. The parameters of the PID were set according to the simulated results. The
voltage-to-current converter was a highly precise resistor with 1KQ.

Firstly, the control of the translation in one non-sensitive axis was carried out, the control
result was shown in FIG. 7. Before the control, the translational displacement of the test mass
was about 20nm. After control, the translational displacement was within 2nm, reduced by
about one order of magnitude. In FIG. 7, there was a DC offset in the displacement before the
control, the DC offset was induced because of the working principle of the SQUID [19] and
did not contain any information of the displacement. Although this signal will change the
attitude of test mass through the corrective action of the controller. In the real closed loop
case, by increasing the sensitivity of the displacement to the voltage, the attitude effect
caused by DC offset can be ignored. On the other hand, a small DC current also can be
injected into the feedback transformer, adjusting the position of test mass slightly:
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FIG. 7. Translational motion of test mass before and after control

After the control method was verified in the translational motion, the
four-degrees-of-freedom (two translations and two rotations) displacement control was
carried out by controlling the displacement of the test mass in the four non-sensitive axes at
the same time. The final result was shown in FIG. 8. It can be seen that the four SQUID
outputs are pulled back to zero after the response time of each control system and the output
voltages of the four SQUIDs are suppressed, showing that the displacement of the test mass
in the four non-sensitive axes has been controlled successfully.

08 (1

translational-1 output (1000 smoothed)
translational-2 output (1000 smoothed)
rotational-1 output (1000 smoothed)
rotational-2 output (1000 smoothed)

o
o
‘E

> ‘

[ I

2 |

S

S

> o4l control on 4

|
0.8 ' 1
-1.2 L 1 | I | |
220 240 260 280 300 320
Time(s)

FIG. 8. Four-degrees-of-freedom displacement control
At the same time, the Power Spectral Density(PSD) of translation and rotation before and
after the control is given, as shown in FIG. 9. Displacement of test mass at low frequency in
closed loop is effectively suppressed compared with the one in open-loop state, showing that
the equivalent stiffness of test mass in the non-sensitive axis was improved.
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Then the noise level of SQUID output voltage of the VSGI in the sensitive axis was
compared before and after the four-degrees-of-freedom displacement control, as shown in
FIG. 10.
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FIG. 10. Sensitive axis signal before and after non-sensitive axis displacement control

The noise level of the VSGI in the sensitive axis was reduced by about a factor of
4-6@0.03-0.1Hz, showing that the cross-coupling noise between the non-sensitive and
sensitive axes has been suppressed by the non-sensitive axis control. The low-frequency
noise has not yet reached background noise, and the source of 1/f may be due to a slow tilt
change of the platform or a change in temperature, which requires further study. The noise
level in the middle frequency band has reached the background noise of the instrument. High
frequency is dominated by vertical vibration signals. Notice that there is an abnormal peak of
0.6Hz in the PSD. This may be a mode of motion caused by the cylindricity error of the test
mass, as there is no constraint on the rotation of test mass about z axis. Other peaks like
1.3Hz and 2.8Hz comes from the three-wire pendulum suspension system of the VSGI, these
peaks are the natural frequencies of the oscillation modes of the suspension system.

The non-sensitive axis feedback control has laid the technical foundation for suppressing
the cross-coupling noise of the full-maglev VSGI, especially for the superconducting gravity
gradiometer when working in the dynamic environment [9-11].

IV. CONCLUSION

The non-sensitive axis feedback control of the test mass in full-maglev VSGI has been
proposed and verified. The control system utilizes specially designed superconducting
circuits to decouple the four-degrees-of-freedom motion system of the test mass into the
combination of four independent one-degree-of-freedom systems, thus the PID controller can
be used in the system. Test result shows that the motion of the test mass was decoupled after
a precise attitude adjustment of the test mass and then the displacement of the test mass was
controlled within 2nm in the laboratory by a reduction factor of one order of magnitude.
Accordingly, the noise level of the VSGI in the sensitive was also reduced. The verification
of this technology is of great significance to the suppression of cross-coupling noise, which
lays a technical foundation for the stable operation of the instrument in dynamic environment.
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