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Abstract. The tuning of sensitivity and dynamic range in linear magnetic
sensors is required in various applications. We demonstrate the control and design
of the sensitivity in magnetic tunnel junction (MTJ) sensors with a vortex-type
sensing layer. In this work, we develop sensor MTJs with NiFe sensing layers
having a vortex magnetic configuration. We demonstrate that by varying the
pinned layer size, the sensitivity to magnetic field is tuned linearly. We obtain
a high magnetoresistance ratio of 140 %, and we demonstrate a controllable
sensitivity from 0.85 to 4.43 %/Oe, while keeping the vortex layer fixed in size.
We compare our experimental results with micromagnetic simulations. We find
that the linear displacement of vortex core by an applied field makes the design
of vortex sensors simple. The control of the pinned layer geometry is an effective
method to increase the sensitivity, without affecting the vortex state of the sensing
layer. Furthermore, we propose that the location of the pinned layer can be used
to realize more sensing functionalities from a single sensor.
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1. Introduction

Semiconductor Hall sensors are the mainstream
technology for linear magnetometer sensors [1].
Magnetoresistive (MR) sensing technologies, such
as anisotropic MR, giant MR, and tunneling MR
(TMR) are finding an increased use, due to the
evolving requirements in automotive, internet-of-
things (IoT), and biomedical applications [2]. Various
requirements of high sensitivity, wide dynamic range,
low nonlinearity, low power consumption, and low noise
are required for covering the needs of the emerging
applications. As an example of power sensing, an
IoT device needs to monitor its battery current in
the range of <100 nA in sleep mode, to 1.0 A
in communication mode [3, 4]. Some devices may
need a granular monitoring of critical subsystems
such as the power harvester, the RF transceiver, etc.
Such applications require low-power miniature sensors
that can measure in over 7–8 orders of magnitude.
Automotive applications also have multiple sensitivity
requirements for angle, position, and power sensing.
Therefore, there is a need for a linear magnetometer
sensor that can be designed into various dynamic
ranges.

The sensitivity in single MR elements, is usually
designed by the material choice of the ferromangetic
sensing layer, which set the magnetic anisotropy
field [5, 6]. High-sensitivity sensors are made from
low-anisotropy soft ferromagnetic layers, which form
domains and domain walls. The creep and depinning
avalanches of domain walls are a significant source
of auto-correlated noise [7, 8], and coercivity increase.
For obtaining a geometrically-designed sensitivity, a
suitable magnetic texture is the magnetic vortex [9].
Magnetic vortices are found in various magnetic micro-
structures, such as cross-tie domain walls [10–12],
confined domain walls [13], and most importantly
in micro-sized circular disks [14], and rectangles
[15, 16]. They are characterized as flux-closure
curling magnetization patterns with an out-of-plane
magnetization at the core position, and they form
due to a minimization of magnetization surface
charges against the exchange energy. Vortex-type
magnetic sensors have been in interest recently [17,18].
Additional merits of using a vortex configuration is the
possibility of lower noise due to topological protection
[19,20], and hysteresis is vanishingly small [20, 21].

The vortex sensitivity is determined by the
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Figure 1. (a) A schematic of the sensor geometry and
coordinates definitions. The core position sweeps linearly
through the area covered by the pinned layer, marked by a
dashed line. (b) A microscope photograph of a representative
element, during microfabrication.

saturation field Han, at which the vortex core is at the
edge of the disk. The ratio between free layer thickness
and radius (β = Lb/Rb) is the geometric parameter
for setting Han [22]. For the devices we will consider,
β � 1 and Han is linearly proportional to β [23]. By
increasing the sensor free layer diameter, the sensitivity
can be increased. However, above a critical diameter
usually near 10 µm for soft magnetic layers [20], the
vortex state will break into a multi-domain state. The
Han is then limited to a minimum bound of 80–100
Oe. The TMR effect in MTJ sensors results in a large
resistance readout sensitivity. The combination with
a soft ferromagnetic free layer is the best candidate
for fabricating vortex-type sensors. However, for a
typical TMR ratio of 160%, the maximum sensitivity
(TMR/2Han) for vortex MTJ sensors is capped at
1 %/Oe. Therefore, another control parameter for
vortex-type magnetic sensors is needed. In this
work, we show a method for sensitivity increase by
constraining the pinned layer diameter. Hence, the
sensitivity can be designed separately from the design
of the vortex free layer, while keeping the linearity and
low hysteresis.

2. Fabrication and Methods

We fabricated vortex MTJ sensor devices as depicted
in Fig. 1(a). The vortex is formed in a circular free
layer of a diameter 2Rb = 10µm. The pinned layer
for detection is at top with a smaller diameter of
2rt = 2.0–9.5µm. As the vortex core moves linearly
in response to magnetic field, the average inplane
magnetization in the area enclosed by 2rt is also
linearly dependent on the applied field. Therefore, we
can decrease the dynamic range and increase sensitivity
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by reducing the area covered by 2rt. The free
layer requires a soft magnetic property, with a small
magnetic anisotropy and small exchange stiffness, and
we choose permalloy (NiFe) for this purpose. The
magnetization in the pinned layer should be parallel
to the sensing axis, but with a minimal stray field that
does not affect the vortex response to measured field.
We used radio-frequency magnetron sputtering to
deposit MTJ films similar in design to previous reports
[5]: thermally-oxidized silicon substrate/Ta 5/Ru
10/Ta 5/Ni80Fe20 100/Ru 0.85/Co40Fe40B20 3/MgO
2.0/Co40Fe40B20 3/Ru 0.85/Co75Fe25 3.4/IrMn 10/Ta
3/Ru 5, where the numbers are the nominal thicknesses
in nanometers. We optimized the top synthetic-
antiferromagnet (SAF) pinned layer for a vanishing
stray mangetic field [24]. The magnitude of TMR
ratio is 140 %, and the blanket films magnetization
curves are typical for such a stack [5, 24]. During
deposition, a static magnetic field was applied in the
inplane direction using a permanent magnet on the
holder stage (defined as Y direction), to set the induced
magnetic anisotropy axis of NiFe layer [24–26]. We
micro-fabricated MTJ vortex sensor elements, using
electron-beam (EB) lithography and Ar ion etching.
During EB lithography exposures, we used in-field gold
alignment markers for patterning alignment, achieving
a misalignment error less than 30 nm. First, we
fabricated and etched the bottom disk with a fixed
diameter 2Rb = 10 µm. Then, we used a second EB
lithography step to define the top disk with a varying
diameter 2rt = 2.0, 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, 8.0, 9.5 µm, and etched
the top disk down to the MgO layer. We monitored
the etching processes with in situ secondary-ion mass
spectrometry, to monitor etching rate. The etching was
at 30◦ off-normal incidence, for a sharp side profile.
After that, we insulated the pillars with SiO2, and
deposited contact electrodes. A microscope image of
a representative device during a different fabrication
run is shown in Fig. 1(b). After microfabrication, we
applied a two-step magnetic annealing process at a 10-
kOe magnetic field for 1 hour, with directions shown
in Fig. 1(a) [5]. The first annealing was at 350◦C to
crystallize CoFeB and obtain high TMR ratio. The
pinning field during the first annealing was at the
same direction as the field applied during deposition (Y
direction) [24]. The second pin annealing was at a lower
temperature 300◦C to rotate the pinned layer direction
90◦ and define the sensing axis (X direction). This two-
step process improves response linearity, while keeping
the NiFe induced anisotropy [5], which stabilize vortex
nucleation along domain walls of reversal domains [24].

We simulated the static magnetization curves
using OOMMF micromagnetic simulator [27]. We
simulated a circular disk with a diameter of 2Rb =
800 nm and a thickness of 80 nm. We calculated
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Figure 2. (a) Magnetization-field loops of 10-µm circular disks
arranged in an array. (b) The conductance-field loop of a single-
disk MTJ. (c) Longitudinal and polar MOKE images at zero field
after etching until the NiFe free layer of the same sample in (a).
The white and black arrows indicate the sense of color.

the average magnetization within a smaller diameter
2rt, to be equivalent to the TMR measurements
using the smaller pinned top layer. We used the
following parameters, which represent soft magnetic
properties: a saturation magnetization of Ms = 800
emu/cm3, an exchange stiffness constant of Aex =
13 pJ/m, zero crytalline magnetic anisotropy, and
a discretization cell of 2 × 2 × 40 nm3. The
magneotostatic field of vortex state is from the side-
surface magnetic charges, which is the same as a simple
magnetic dipole [22, 28]. An inplane applied field Hx

will result in a linear orthogonal movement of the
vortex core and a linear change of the pillar average
magnetization. The saturation field Han is inversely
proportional to the zero-field susceptibility χ0. The
static magnetic properties depend on the normalized
Hx/Han, regardless of the pillar diameter. Therefore,
a quantitative comparison between our simulations and
experiments can be made after normalization.

3. Results and Discussions

In Fig. 2, we show the verification of the vortex
formation. First, we microfabricated an array of
400 × 400 disks spanning 8 × 8 mm2 area, where
each disk is 10 µm in diameter, and the pitch
is 40µm. We measured the M -H loops by a
vibrating-sample magnetometer (VSM). The center-
to-center disks separation is four times the radius,
and the inter-dot coupling can be neglected [28, 29].
Therefore, the measured magnetization is of an average
independent disk. In fig. 2(a), the M -H curves show
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the typical hysteresis loops of vortex nucleation and
linear displacement [23]. The M -H loops measured
along the directions of the first annealing (Y ) and
second annealing (X) have the same loop shape
and slope near zero field. The circular symmetry
makes the magnetization hysteresis loops independent
from H direction. The smooth transition at vortex
nucleation shoulder indicates that the nucleation field
has a distribution between 40–60 Oe, due to variation
in edge roughness. The saturation field is tightly
distributed at Han = 79 Oe, since it is determined
by the magnetostatic energy without effect from edge
roughness. In Fig.2(b), we show the dependence of
the tunneling conductance ratio (G(H)/GAP − 1) on
applied field, using a single MTJ device prepared by the
EB lithography process. The tunneling conductance
is directly proportional to the magnetization average
relative angle [6, 30–32]. Both of the G-H and M -
H loops match in shape, and the saturation fields
are nearly equal at 83 Oe for the G-H loop, and 79
Oe for the M -H loop. The reorientation fields of
the SAF pinned and free layers are at much higher
fields [Fig. 2(a,b) insets], and do not affect the vortex
magnetization process. Due to the large thickness of
NiFe compared to CoFeB layer, the Zeeman, exchange,
and magnetostatic energies are dominated by the
NiFe layer. Thus, the CoFeB free layer has anti-
parallel vortex configuration to that of the NiFe
layer. For the same array of Fig. 2(a), we etched
the sample to expose the NiFe surface. We imaged
the vortex magnetic configuration by a magneto-
optical Kerr effect (MOKE) microscope [Fig. 2(c)].
Before MOKE measurement, we applied a 10-kOe field
along X and out-of-plane directions in an external
electromagnet. The domain images were taken as
the difference from a reference image taken at 50
Oe. The longitudinal MOKE image shows the vortex
curling inplane magnetization configuration. The polar
MOKE image shows an out-of-plane magnetization at
the center of the disks, indicating a perpendicularly-
polarized vortex core. The core polarization flips
together with the vortex chirality. The fixing of
polarity-chirality product indicates the presence of
a bulk-type Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction [33],
which requires an extended investigation. The presence
of a small induced anisotropy affects the initial curling
in vortex nucleation, and we find that the vortex
formation is stable up to 2Rb = 30µm [24].

Figure 3 shows the control of sensitivity by
changing the top disk radius rt, which is the main
result of this work. From the normalized conductance,
we calculate the average normalized magnetization
projected to the pinned-layer direction (∆mx) in the
area covered by the pinned layer disk, as follows:

∆mx = 2
G−GAP

GP −GAP
− 1, (1)
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Figure 3. The effect of top disk size on sensitivity. (a) The
experimental normalized magnetization ∆mx major loops. The
curves are vertically-shifted for clarity. (b) The corresponding
minor loops. (c) The dependence of effective dynamic range 2Hk

and sensitivity on rt. (d) The simulated ∆mx loops. (e) The
simulated dyanmic range and empirically-estimated sensitivity.

where GAP and GP are the conductances in the
anti-parallel and parallel saturated configurations,
respectively. In Fig. 3(a), we show the experimental
major loops. As we reduce rt, the ∆mx-Hx slope
increases. The linearity of ∆mx-Hx is preserved in
the minor loops [Fig. 3(b)]. In Fig. 3(c), we show the
dependence of the effective dynamic range 2Hk on rt,
estimated from linear fittings to the major and minor
loops. The smallest 2Hk is 31 Oe at rt = 1.0µm, which
is in agreement of a linear scaling from 2Hk,max = 156
Oe obtained at rt = Rb = 5.0 µm. Correspondingly,
the sensitivity defined as TMR/2Hk increases 5 times
from 0.85 %/Oe to 4.43 %/Oe.

In the micromagnetic simulations, the dynamic
range is 2Hk,max = 1800 Oe, due to the smaller
Rb = 400 nm. However, after normalizing Hx by
Hk,max, the simulated ∆mx-H curves show the same
properties and the increase of slope by decreasing rt as
the experimental curves [Figs. 3(d)]. For a quantitative
comparison, we deduce the simulated sensitivity using
the empirical values of TMR ratio of 140 % and
2Hk,max = 156 Oe. We find the simulated sensitivity to
be 0.90%/Oe at rt/Rb = 1.0, and increases to 5.0%/Oe
at at rt/Rb = 0.2 [Fig. 3(e)], in agreement with
experimental results. The decrease in 2HK follows a
simple linear relation with rt, namely Hk/Hk,max =
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rt/Rb, both in simulations and experiments. This
linear scaling relation is due to the linear displacement
of vortex core by the applied field, until the core is
located at rt when Hx = Hk. More improvement in
sensitivity should be achievable by further reductions
in rt. However, as rt is reduced, the stray field from
the pinned SAF at the center of the disk increases,
even when SAF magnetization is fully compensated
at the blanket film level [34]. This can be seen as
a field offset in the ∆mx-Hx curves, which starts to
appear at rt = 2.0 µm, and become more pronounced
at rt = 1.0 µm. Further optimizations of the pinned
SAF stack and etching process are required to minimize
the effect of stray field. At rt/Rb ≤ 0.6, there are
small dips near Hx = ±50 Oe in Fig. 3(a), and at
Hx/Hk,max = 0.6 in Fig. 3(d). These are related to
the curling in pre-nucleation state [24]. However, they
should not affect the sensor performance, as they are
outside the dynamic range of the sensor.

The shift of the top pinned layer disk is also
important to control the sensor response. We measured
and simulated the effect of shifts either parallel or
transverse to Hx direction [Fig. 4]. A shift in the
X direction does not have a significant effect on the
sensor response [Figs. 4(a,c)]. On the other hand,
the shift in Y direction causes a drastic shift of the
transfer curve center [Figs. 4(b,d)]. The vortex core
moves perpendicular to an applied field. Therefore, a
shift of the pinned layer center (CY ) in the Y direction
will result in a shift in the sensor transfer curve center
by Hshift/Hk = CY /Rb, whereas a shift in the X
direction does not have a significant effect [the insets
in Figs. 4(a,b)]. We propose that a combination of
four off-centered top pinned disks on a single vortex

free layer would work as a multi-axis sensor. An
independent readout of TMR from each top disk can
be used to find the location of the vortex core, hence
the direction of magnetic field in the inplane direction.
Such a magnetic vector sensor would be more practical
to implement, compared with the common method
of using two separate sensors channels, which require
mechanical alignment at orthogonal sensing axes [35].

4. Conclusions

We demonstrate the control and design of the
sensitivity in vortex-type magnetic MTJ sensors.
We used the pinned layer size geometry as an
effective method to increase the sensitivity. This
is another degree of freedom in design, in addition
to the free layer dimensions. We validated this
approach experimentally in MTJ sensors, and with
micromagnetics simulations of a single NiFe disk. At
the current demonstration, by decreasing the pinned
layer diameter from 2rt = 9.5 to 2µm, we could tune
the effective dynamic range 2Hk from 156 to 31 Oe,
while keeping the vortex free layer diameter fixed at
2Rb = 10µm. The simple linear displacement of
vortex core by applied field makes the design of vortex
sensors straightforward for applications; the sensor
sensitivity becomes ∝ R2

b/rt. The combination of
varying vortex layer and pinned layer diameters covers
2–3 orders of magnitude in sensitivity design, which
makes vortex MTJ sensors as a candidate for a wide
range of magnetic sensing applications.
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S1. Magnetic properties and TMR characteristics of the sensor films

We show the magnetic properties of the blanket film in Fig. S1(a). We optimized the thickness of CoFe in the
pinned SAF for zero remnant magnetization, to reduce the effect of stray fields on the vortex core in the free
layer. The magnetization reversal process of the full stack is indicated by the colored arrows. Although NiFe is
rather thick, the coupling in the free layer between NiFe and CoFeB is antiferromagnetic through the Ru spacer,
indicating the uniformity of the Ru ultra-thin layer. Fig. S1(b) shows the TMR characteristics of large pillars
after the two-step field annealing process. The MTJ pillars have a 2:1 elliptical cross section, with a major axis
of 48 µm in length. After the first annealing process, we obtained a relatively high TMR ratio of 140–150 %,
and the transfer curve shows switching character. After the second annealing step, the pinned layer is rotated
orthogonal to free layer easy axis, and a linearized transfer curve is obtained.
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Figure S1. (a) Magnetic characteristics of the top pinned SAF (top), and MTJ films (bottom). (b) TMR characteristics after the
first (top) and second (bottom) annealing steps.
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S2. Induced magnetic anistropy in NiFe

The NiFe exhibit an induced magnetic anisotropy due to Ni-Fe pair ordering [SR1]. The pair ordering occurs
during the deposition in a magnetic field [SR2]. In Fig. S2, we show the results of magnetization loops of blanket
films of: thermally-oxidized silicon substrate/Ta 5/Ru 10/Ta 5/Ni80Fe20 100/MgO 1.5/Ta 1.0, where the numbers
are the nominal thicknesses in nanometers. We measured the magnetiztion loops along the easy and hard axes
in the as-deposited state, and after the first pin annealing with the same conditions as the main text, i.e. 350◦C
along the easy axis of induced anisotropy in NiFe (Y direction). We obtain a saturation magnetization of 800
emu/cm3, an anisotropy field of 4 Oe, and an anisotropy energy of 1.6 × 103 erg/cm3, similar to the literature
values [SR2]. The anisotropy field is not affected by pin annealing. However, coercivity is reduced and linearity
is improved in the hard axis loop.
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Figure S2. The magnetization loops along the easy (Y ) and hard (X) axes of NiFe films in the as deposited state, and after the
first annealing.
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S3. Critical size for vortex stability

We show the effect of induced anisotropy on the domain structure in Fig. S3. We fabricated circular disks
with varying diameters from the films in Sec. S2, after the first pin annealing. We used longitudinal MOKE to
image the domain structure during magnetization loops with field applied along the easy or hard axes. In large
diameter disks, a reversal domain forms at zero field [Fig. S3(a)]. The initial nucleation domains form parallel
to easy axis direction. When the anisotropy axis is transverse to the applied field, multiple vortices are formed
[indicated by black arrows in Fig. S3(a)]. At a critical diameter of 30 µm, the nucleation starts from a reversal
domain in the easy-axis loop, whereas the vortex state nucleates for the hard-axis loop [indicated by an arrow
in Fig. S3(b)]. Below that diameter, the vortex state is the stable reversal configuration, regardless of the field
direction [Fig. S3(c)].
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Figure S3. Longitudinal MOKE domain images of NiFe disks during field scans along the easy and hard axes directions. The disk
diameters are: (a) 60 µm, (b) 30 µm, and (c) 24 µm.
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S4. Nucleation features in the TMR-H curves

In Figs. 3(a,d), and 4(a–d) of the main text, there are dips that appear near ±50 Oe for small rt/Rb ratios. They
coincide with the nucleation field of the vortex state estimated from the VSM measurements of Fig. 2(a). We
show the explanation from simulation results in Fig. S4. Below the saturation field, and before the nucleation
event, a curly domain appears [Fig. S4(a)]. The magnetization vector becomes flat at the poles of the disk to
minimize the magnetostatic energy. This causes a rotation of the magnetization at the center of the disk towards
a ≈ 90◦ direction. After vortex nucleation, the magnetization at the center region returns back to 0◦ [Fig. S4(b)].
If the area enclosed by the pinned layer is small [orange curve in Fig. S4(c)], then before nucleation there is a
dip in ∆mx. After nucleation, ∆mx increases to 1, until the vortex position is close to the pinned layer edge. If
the area enclosed by the pinned layer is large, then the average ∆mx is smaller in the vortex state compared to
pre-nucleation state [blue curve in Fig. S4(c)].
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Figure S4. Simulations of the domain state before and after the vortex nucleation. (a) Before vortex nucleation, and (b) after the
vortex nucleation. In (a), we show a small area to be enclosed by the pinned layer, equivalent to a projection along the X direction
(blue arrow). (c) The ∆mx–Hx loops for a small enclosed area (rt/Rb = 0.2), or a large one (rt/Rb = 1.0). The states in (a) and
(b) are indicated on the curves.
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