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Surface-acoustic-wave- (SAW) based devices emerge as promising technology in magnetic field sensing
by integrating a magnetostrictive layer with the giant �E/�G effect. However, almost all SAW magnetic
field sensors require a bias field to obtain high sensitivity. In addition, the true nature of magnetoacous-
tic coupling still presents a major challenge in understanding and designing this kind of device. Here, a
dynamic magnetoelastic model for the �E/�G effect is established in consideration of the important role
of the dipole-dipole interaction. The model is also implemented in finite-element-method software to cal-
culate the resonance-frequency responses of multiple fabricated sensors with different ψ angles between
the acoustic wave vector and the induced uniaxial magnetic anisotropy. The measured results are in excel-
lent agreement with the simulated ones. A strong resonance-frequency sensitivity (SRF) of 630.4 kHz/Oe
is achieved at zero bias field for the device with an optimizedψ angle. Furthermore, the SRF measurements
along different directions verify its vector-sensing capability.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic field sensing is critical for many applica-
tions, including positioning, navigation, electrical current
monitoring, and biomagnetic field detection. Recently,
the �E/�G effect was used to detune cantilever [1–3],
surface-acoustic-wave (SAW) [4–15], or bulk-acoustic-
wave (BAW) [16–19] devices coated with a magnetostric-
tive film. The �E effect is known as the modification of
the Young’s modulus with respect to a magnetic field.
The giant �E effect exists in amorphous magnetostric-
tive materials with high saturation magnetostriction and
low anisotropy [20]. Taking SAW devices, for example,
the phase velocity of the piezoelectric substrate becomes
dispersive upon depositing a magnetic layer onto [4–
8] or between [9–13] the interdigital electrodes (IDTs).
Similarly, replacing the nonmagnetic IDTs with magnetic
ones can also cause a phase velocity or frequency disper-
sion [14,15]. An ultrahigh dc magnetic field sensitivity
of 2.8 Hz/nT and a limit of detection of 800 pT were
reported by Li et al. using an AlN/Fe-Ga-B resonator
[17]. Additionally, a very low magnetic noise level of
100 pT/

√
Hz and a bandwidth of 50 kHz were demon-

strated by Kittmann et al. [11] using a Love-mode delay
line. Even higher sensitivity was achieved by Schmalz et
al. [13] using a Love-mode SAW magnetic field sensor
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upon optimizing the pitch width of IDTs. This is because
the Love wave, also called a horizontal shear wave, prop-
agates parallel to the magnetic film plane and is thus
sensitive to changes of shear modulus (the �G effect),
which is more pronounced than the �E effect under a
magnetic field.

However, these attractive sensitivity values are real-
ized by applying certain bias magnetic fields (4 Oe for
Fe-Co-Si-B, 12 Oe for Fe-Ga-B, and even 400 Oe for
Terfenol-D) [11,17,21]. When used for navigation or bio-
magnetic applications, a precision range of only a few
Gauss or even lower is sufficient. A large bias field
inevitably makes a SAW sensor bulky and consumes more
power. Although self-biased magnetic sensors were previ-
ously reported by Liu et al. [5], the nonzero resonance-
frequency sensitivity (SRF) was attributed to the relatively
high residual magnetic moment and large coercive field,
contributing to the nonzero change of the Young’s modulus
at zero magnetic field. However, a large magnetic hystere-
sis causes poor sensing linearity. In addition, a true vector
sensor is characterized by a highly selective sensitivity to
one direction but not to the other vertical directions, which
is absent in Ref. [5]. Alternatively, the exchange-bias effect
can be employed to design self-biased sensors [3,22].
However, an antiferromagnetic layer can only effectively
pin a neighboring ferromagnetic layer below a certain
thickness (typically <100 nm), which clearly sets a limit
on magnetoacoustic coupling, and thus, the sensitivity of
the magnetic field sensors.
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of multilayered Love-mode
SAW resonator.

Here, we propose a self-biasing approach based on
a dynamic magnetoelastic model of the �E/�G effect.
Vector SAW magnetic field sensors are designed and fabri-
cated by adjusting the angle between the in-plane-induced
uniaxial anisotropy and the SAW propagation direction. A
very high SRF of 630.4 kHz/Oe is demonstrated at zero bias
field.

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we provide
a dynamic magnetoelastic model for the �E/�G effect
(Sec. II A) and a magnetoacoustic finite-element-method
(FEM) model of a multilayered SAW structure (Sec. II B)
to calculate the resonance-frequency response of SAW
magnetic sensors. Then, the methods of device fabrica-
tion and measurement are presented in Sec. III. Section
IV is devoted to a discussion of the experimental results
and the impact of dipole-dipole interactions on the magne-
toacoustic coupling (Sec. IV A), which is used to design
self-biased vector magnetic field sensors (Sec. IV B).

II. THEORY

Figure 1 shows the configuration of the SAW magnetic
field sensor. A ST-X90°-cut quartz is selected as the piezo-
electric substrate to generate a Love-mode surface acoustic
wave. The acoustic wave is excited by the IDTs deposited
on the piezoelectric crystal and resonates from reflections
of the short-circuited reflector on both sides. A ferromag-
netic Fe-Co-Si-B film is deposited over the entire IDTs and
reflector grating, with a SiO2 waveguide layer.

As an important parameter for evaluating device perfor-
mance, the magnetic field sensitivity of a magnetic SAW
resonator can be described as

SRF = ∂f
∂H

= ∂f
∂v

∂v

∂c
∂c
∂H

, (1)

FIG. 2. Schematic illustration of the Cartesian coordinates
used in the calculation.

where f, v, and c are the resonance frequency, the phase
velocity, and the elastic modulus of the resonator, respec-
tively.

As can be seen, the SRF is determined by three factors.
The foremost factor, ∂c/∂H , represents the variation of
elastic modulus with an external magnetic field, which is
more familiar as the �E/�G effect. ∂c/∂H arises from
magnetostrictive strain, and the static �E/�G effect is
modeled in previous works [23–27].

Upon applying an external magnetic field, the phase
velocity of the SAW changes due to the variation of
the effective elastic modulus of the magnetostrictive-
piezoelectric multilayer. The term ∂v/∂c depends on the
ratio between the magnetostrictive-layer thickness and the
acoustic wavelength, the acoustic impedance of materials,
and the acoustic mode of the structure. In the current mul-
tilayered resonator, the Love wave propagates unevenly in
each layer, making it difficult to determine ∂v/∂c by ana-
lytical expressions, particularly when coupled with mag-
netic energy, which increases the complexity of the system.
Therefore, a magnetoacoustic coupling model is built in
Sec. II B, using the finite-element method.

Finally, the term ∂f/∂v is determined by the geomet-
ric period of the interdigital electrodes. Although mag-
netostriction also affects the wavelength and causes the
resonance-frequency shift, this effect is negligible [28]. So,
∂f/∂v is equal to 1/λ in subsequent calculations.

A. Dynamic magnetoelastic model of the �G effect

As shown in Fig. 2, a Cartesian coordinate system is
built to model the magnetoelastic wave in the ferromag-
netic film with the x axis parallel to the acoustic wave
vector, kSAW. Let us consider a spontaneously magnetized
ferromagnet,

M = mMs, with |m| = 1, (2)

where Ms is the saturation magnetization and m is the unit
magnetization vector. The internal energy per unit volume
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of a magnetic material can be written in the form [29]

Etot = −μ0H · M + K(1 − (m · I)2)+ 1
2
μ0(N · M) · M

− μ0hdip · M + EME + Eel, (3)

where H is the external magnetic field, K is the first-order
uniaxial anisotropy, I = (cos ψ , sin ψ , 0) is the uniax-
ial anisotropy direction, and N is a 3 × 3 demagnetization
factor tensor. hdip is the dipole-dipole interaction field
resulting from the inhomogeneous distribution of magnetic
moments in the space. EME and Eel are the magnetoelastic
coupling and the elastic energies, respectively, and given
by [29]

EME = B1(η11m2
1 + η22m2

2 + η33m2
3)+ B2(η12m1m2

+ η13m1m3 + η23m2m3), (4)

Eel = 1
2

cijpqηij ηpq i, j , p , q ε {1, 2, 3}. (5)

Here, B1 and B2 are the magnetoelastic coupling coef-
ficients, and B1 = B2 for isotropic amorphous films. ηij
and ηpq are the strain tensors, and cijpq are the tensors of
the elastic constants. In Eq. (5) and below, the repeating
indices (i, j , p , q) are assumed to be summed.

As we are interested in acoustic wave propagation,
we consider only small dynamic perturbations around an
equilibrium orientation of magnetic moment:

m = m0 + δm, (6)

with δm � m0. In spherical coordinates,

m0 =
⎛
⎝

cos θ0 cos ϕ0
cos θ0 sin ϕ0

sin θ0

⎞
⎠ , (7)

δm =
⎛
⎝

cos θ0 cos ϕ0 −sin θ0 sin ϕ0
cos θ0 sin ϕ0 sin θ0 cos ϕ0

−sin θ0 0

⎞
⎠
(
δθ

δϕ

)
, (8)

and the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation is as follows:

(
α −sin θ0

sin θ0 α sin2 θ0

)(
∂θ
∂t
∂ϕ

∂t

)
= − γ

μ0Ms

( ∂Etot
∂θ
∂Etot
∂ϕ

)
, (9)

with damping factor α and gyromagnetic ratio γ . (θ0, ϕ0)

defines the orientation of the magnetic moment in the equi-
librium state with minimum local energy. According to
the Stoner-Wohlfarth model [30], (θ0, ϕ0) can be calcu-
lated for any particular H by finding the zeros of ∂Etot/∂θ

(or ∂Etot/∂ϕ) for ∂2Etot/∂θ
2 > 0 (or ∂2Etot/∂ϕ

2 > 0). The
acoustic perturbation rotates the magnetization to a new
θ and ϕ orientation, where θ = θ0 + δθ and ϕ = ϕ0 + δϕ.
δθ and δϕ are the offset angles under the disturbance with
δθ � θ , δϕ � ϕ. Consider an infinite magnetic thin film
of thickness d with its normal parallel to the z direc-
tion (Fig. 2), the dipolar field can be approximated by its
average over the film thickness as [31–33]

hdip = −Ms

[(
1 − 1 − e−|k|d

|k|d
)

k · δm
|k|2 k

+ 1 − e−|k|d

|k|d (�z · δm)�z
]

, (10)

with k = kSAW as the wave vector of the magnetoelas-
tic wave. The spontaneous strains of the ferromagnetic
film are considered to be zero because of the constraint
of the substrate. Then, Etot can be expanded around the
equilibrium position:

Etot = E0 + Eθθ
2
δθ2 + Eϕϕ

2
δϕ2 + Eθϕδθδϕ

+ Eθηij δθδηij + Eϕηij δϕδηij . (11)

Eθθ , Eϕϕ , Eθϕ , Eθηij , and Eϕηij are the second-order deriva-
tions of Etot to θ , ϕ, and ηij , respectively. Making a plane-
wave ansatz for offset angles δθ = ϑexp(i(kr − ωt)) and
δϕ = �exp(i(kr − ωt)), Eq. (9) can be solved by δθ and
δϕ and written as

(
δθ

δϕ

)
= 1

D

(
− iωα

γ
sin2θ0 − Eϕϕ

μ0Ms
− iω

γ
sin θ0 + Eθϕ

μ0Ms
iω
γ

sin θ0 + Eθϕ
μ0Ms

− iωα
γ

− Eθθ
μ0Ms

)

×
(

hθ
hϕ

)
, (12)

with

D =
(

iωα
γ

+ Eθθ
μ0Ms

)(
iωα
γ

sin2θ0 + Eϕϕ
μ0Ms

)

−
(
ω

γ
sin θ0

)2

− E2
θϕ

(μ0Ms)
2 . (13)

As shown in Fig. 2, hθ and hϕ are the equivalent driv-
ing fields of the strain, respectively, along the θ and ϕ
directions:

(
hθ
hϕ

)
= 1
μ0Ms

(
Eθηij

Eϕηij

)
ηij . (14)

Now, we get the offset angles δθ and δϕ caused by an
acoustic wave under any initial condition. At this point,
a stress-strain constitutive equation of the magnetoelastic
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material needs to be found. The Piola-Kirchoff stress tensor
can be defined as [34]

σij = ∂Etot

∂ηij
= ∂Eel

∂ηij
+ ∂EME

∂ηij
= (cijpq +�cijpq)ηpq. (15)

As can be seen, the extra magnetoelastic term, EME, is the
source of the �G effect, with

�cijpq = ∂2EME

∂ηij ∂ηpq
. (16)

Equation (16) defines the relationship between the elastic
tensor and the magnetoelastic energy term. The shear mod-
ulus, G, is equivalent to �c1212 (abbreviated as �c66). If
m lies within the film plane (θ0 = 90◦), we find the rela-
tionship between �c66 of the magnetic film and the local
internal energy:

�c66 = −B2
2cos22ϕ0

μ0MsD

(
iωα
γ

+ Eθθ
μ0Ms

)
. (17)

In Eq. (17), terms above the quadratic are ignored. Three
independent parameters, ω, H, andψ , contribute to the�G
effect. For frequencies ω � ωs (ωs represents the natural
ferromagnetic resonance frequency) and a low α, Eq. (17)
can be further reduced to

�c66(H ,ψ) = −B2
2 cos2 2ϕ0

Eϕϕ
, (18)

with

Eϕϕ = μ0H · M + 2K cos 2(ϕ0 − ψ)+ EME
ϕϕ

+ μ0M 2
s

(
1 − 1 − e−|k|d

|k|d
)

sin2 ϕ0. (19)

A similar expression to Eq. (19) was reported in Ref. [27],
except for the last term, which is critical to the �G effect.
In Sec. IV, we will discuss the variation trend of�c66 with
respect to H and ψ in detail.

B. FEM analysis of magnetoacoustic coupling

To illustrate coupling between the elastic wave and
the magnetization dynamics in a multilayer structure, a
frequency-domain FEM model is built using commercial
COMSOL Multiphysics simulation software, which includes
the micromagnetics, piezoelectrics, elastic dynamics, and
feedback of the magnetostrictive strain from the magnetic
system to the elastic system in a fully coupled manner.

ST-X90°-cut quartz is chosen as the piezoelectric sub-
strate with Euler angles (0°, 132.75°, 90°). Aluminum
electrodes of 150 nm, a 0.8-μm SiO2 waveguide layer,
and a 140-nm-thick Fe-Co-Si-B layer are subsequently

constructed on the ST-X90°-cut quartz. Simulation param-
eters for the ferromagnetic film come from Ref. [22,35],
whereas the rest are available in the COMSOL material
library. The length of the piezoelectric substrate is equal
to the SAW wavelength, λ= 10 μm, and its thickness is
set as 3λ. A perfectly matched layer and fixed constraints
at the bottom prevent interference of body-reflected waves
with SAWs. For simplicity, only one acoustic wavelength
scale is simulated, and periodic boundary conditions are
imposed on both sides of the SAW propagation direction,
which corresponds to extending the structure infinitely to
both sides.

The elastodynamic process describes the entire system
using Newton’s equations:

−ρω2u = ∇ · σ , (20)

where ρ and u are the material density and the displace-
ment field, respectively. The behavior of ST-X90°-cut
quartz follows the linear piezoelectric equation:

σ = CEηel − eE,
D = eTηel + ξE, (21)

where D and E are the electrical displacement and elec-
tric field, respectively. CE , ξ , and e are the elastic stiff-
ness, permittivity tensor, and piezoelectric coupling tensor,
respectively.

In ferromagnetic films, the damped spin behavior in a
magnetic field can be described by micromagnetic Eq. (8).
Equations (12) and (14) describe how elastic strain affects
the magnetization state, as mentioned in Sec. II A. Further-
more, to determine how magnetization affects the elastic
behavior of a ferromagnetic film, Eq. (15) is substituted
into Newton Eq. (20) and we obtain

−ρω2u = ∇ ·
(
∂Eel

∂η

)
+ ∇ ·

(
∂EME

∂η

)
. (22)

Equation (22) contains the contribution of magnetoelastic
stress, so the influence of magnetization on the properties
of the acoustic waves can be analyzed.

The theoretical formulas above are available in the
corresponding solid mechanic and piezoelectric modules,
while the micromagnetic equations are developed utilizing
weak-form partial differential equation modules, which are
coupled to the solid-mechanic modules. This model allows
us to analyze magnetoacoustic-electric coupling within
the multilayered structure. Additionally, the resonance fre-
quency, deformation, and admittance changes of the struc-
ture caused by the magnetic field can be extracted from the
eigenfrequency and frequency-domain calculations.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. (a) M -H curves of the Fe-Co-Si-B thin film along the easy axis and hard axis, and (b) measured and fitted permeability
spectra from 10 MHz to 5 GHz.

III. METHODS OF DEVICE FABRICATION AND
MEASUREMENT

Magnetic SAW resonators are fabricated on ST-X90°-
cut quartz substrates. Aluminum IDTs with a thickness of
150 nm are deposited by thermal evaporation and then
patterned by a photolithography lift-off process. All res-
onators consist of 100 pairs of IDTs and two sets of
60-electrode reflectors on each end of the device with
a wavelength (λ) of 10 μm and pitch of 200λ. A SiO2
layer is deposited onto IDTs and thinned to a thickness
of 800 nm by chemical mechanical polishing. A 140-nm-
thick Fe-Co-Si-B film is then deposited on the SiO2 layer
by magnetron sputtering using a (Fe90Co10)78Si12B10 tar-
get. An in situ magnetic field of about 200 Oe is applied
during sputtering to induce in-plane uniaxial anisotropy.
Six samples with different angles (ψ = 0°, 8°, 22.5°, 45°,
67.5°, and 90°) between the easy axis (EA) and the SAW
propagation direction are fabricated, denoted as devices
D1–D6.

Figure 3(a) shows the in-plane magnetization versus
external magnetic field (M -H ) curves for the Fe-Co-Si-B
film measured by a vibrating sample magnetometer (BHV-
525, Japan). The sample shows a clear EA with an in-plane
saturation field, Hk, of about 20 Oe and a low hard-
axis (HA) coercive field, Hc, of 1.7 Oe. To obtain the
high-frequency properties, we further measure the perme-
ability spectra using a shorted microstrip transmission-line
perturbation method [36], as shown in Fig. 3(b). The mea-
sured natural ferromagnetic resonance (FMR) frequency
is about 1.7 GHz, which is much higher than the operat-
ing frequency of SAW resonators. Fitting the imaginary
permeability spectrum yields an effective damping fac-
tor of α= 0.009, which ensures the low FMR loss at the
operating frequency.

The frequency response of the SAW resonators upon
applying an external magnetic field is measured by trac-
ing the S11 scattering parameter using an Agilent network

analyzer (N5230A). A rotatable Helmholtz coil driven by
a current source (ITECH-6502A) is used to provide a uni-
form in-plane magnetic field, which is calibrated by a
Gauss meter (Lake Shore 425). A continuous magnetic
field sweep ranging between +80 and −80 Oe is sufficient
to magnetize the Fe-Co-Si-B film to saturation in any mea-
suring direction. All experiments are carried out at room
temperature.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Field-dependent magnetoacoustic coupling

Figure 4 shows that the S11 spectrum of a bare SAW
resonator with no magnetic overlayer exhibits a strong

FIG. 4. Measured S11 as a function of frequency from SAW
resonators with and without Fe-Co-Si-B film. Displacements at
resonance frequencies are obtained through COMSOL simulations.
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resonance peak at about 477 MHz. The presence of a 140-
nm-thick Fe-Co-Si-B layer with ψ = 0° (D1) significantly
downshifts the resonance frequency (fr) to about 447 MHz,
due to the lower shear-wave velocity of Fe-Co-Si-B
(2821 m/s, calculated by

√
c66/ρ) compared with those of

SiO2 and ST-X90°-cut quartz, 3748 and 5047 m/s, respec-
tively. Meanwhile, the amplitude of the resonance peak
decays from 8 to 0.9 dB. This can be attributed to the large
extra capacitance between the magnetic film and the IDTs,
together with the power absorption by the magnetoacoustic
coupling [37,38]. FEM simulations show that the displace-
ments of both devices at the resonance frequency can be
assigned to the Love-mode resonance.

The magnetoacoustic responses of devices D1 and D6
are then measured upon applying a magnetic field along
the HA, as schematically illustrated in the inset of Figs.
5(a) and 5(d). A test cycle consists of three steps: initializa-
tion (magnetic field from 0 to 80 Oe), backward sweep (80
to −80 Oe), and forward sweep (−80 to 80 Oe). Despite a
small offset caused by hysteresis, the frequency responses
of the three sweeps almost overlap, so only the forward
sweep is plotted here. Figures 5(a) and 5(d) plot the
resonance-frequency shift of devices D1 and D6, respec-
tively, which clearly show the difference between the two
devices. A strong �G effect is observed for device D1 at
low sweeping fields from −15 to +15 Oe, corresponding
to a maximum frequency shift (�fmax) of 3.9 MHz. The
highest SRF (or df/dH ) is about 634 kHz/Oe under an exter-
nal field of 3.3 Oe. However, the �G effect is negligible

for device D6 at low sweeping fields and only becomes
much stronger at high fields above ±15 Oe.�fmax is about
6.8 MHz and the highest df/dH reaches 775 kHz/Oe under
a field of −16.6 Oe. The frequency response of the for-
mer was reported in previous studies [11] and interpreted
from a magnetic mean field model, i.e., the angular disper-
sion of magnetic moments, arising from stray fields, local
stresses, or an intrinsic distribution of the easy axis. How-
ever, it cannot explain the frequency response or the �G
effect observed for device D6.

To understand the nature of the resonance-frequency
response, FEM simulations are carried out using the mag-
netoacoustic model in Sec. II. As shown in Figs. 5(b) and
5(e), the displacements and angular distributions of the
magnetic moment in the Fe-Co-Si-B film are extracted in
the case of kSAW ‖ M0 and kSAW⊥M0. Due to the smaller
wavelength of the magnetoelastic wave compared to the
film size, magnetic moments are nonuniformly perturbed,
leading to a nonzero phase relationship between adjacent
magnetic moments. In contrast to Fig. 5(b), a nonzero
phase distribution of the magnetic moment perpendicular
to kSAW in Fig. 5(e) yields a dipole field, hdip. Using Eqs.
(8), (10), and (12), for ω � ωs, the in-plane component of
the dipole field parallel to hϕ can be expressed as

hdip,ϕ = −μ0M 2
s

sin2ϕ0

Eϕϕ

(
1 − 1 − e−|k|d

|k| d

)
hϕ . (23)

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 5. Results for devices D1 and D6 along HA. (a),(d) Measured and simulated frequency responses as a function of magnetic
field. Insets illustrate the measurement setup, where M0 is parallel to kSAW for D1 but is perpendicular to kSAW for D6, and the
sweep field is perpendicular to M0. (b) Simulated displacements and magnetic moment distributions at resonance frequency. (c),(f)
Calculated magnetoelastic driven field hϕ , in-plane dipole field hdip,ϕ , and effective perturbation field hϕ + hdip,ϕ , all of which are
normalized. Vertical axis on the right shows the variation of magnetic moment orientation as a function of applied field.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 6. Measured (a),(c) and simulated (b),(d) frequency
responses of devices D1 and D6, respectively, upon applying a
field along the EA. Inset shows the amplified frequency response.

Therefore, Eq. (18) can be rewritten as

�c66 = − μ0MsB2 cos 2ϕ0

μ0H · M + 2K cos 2 (ϕ0 − ψ)+ EME
ϕϕ

hϕ + hdip,ϕ

η12
, (24)

where hϕ + hdip,ϕ is defined as the effective perturbation
field. Normalized hϕ , hdip,ϕ , and hϕ + hdip,ϕ are calculated
as a function of magnetic field H using Eqs. (14) and (23),
and plotted in Figs. 5(c) and 5(f), assuming a constant η12.

As far as H is applied along the hard axis, there is a consis-
tent relationship between hϕ and H for both devices D1 and
D6, but hdip,ϕ heavily depends on the angle (ϕ0) between
M0 and kSAW. When ϕ0 is close to 90° [high-field region
in Fig. 5(c) and low-field region in Fig. 5(f)], |hdip,ϕ| is sig-
nificantly enhanced, but when ϕ0 is close to 0°, |hdip,ϕ| is
reduced to zero. In Fig. 5(f), the sum of hϕ and hdip,ϕ is
quite small, in the range of 0 to +20 Oe, leading to a sup-
pressed �G effect, according to Eq. (24). As seen in Figs.
5(a) and 5(d), our FEM simulation results (black solid line)
are generally in accordance with the experiments.

The measured frequency responses of devices D1 and
D6 are also significantly different from each other upon
applying a field along the EA. As shown in Fig. 6(a), dur-
ing both forward and backward sweeps, device D1 exhibits
almost a similar magnitude of �fmax to that in Fig. 5(a),
and fr jumps at small magnetic fields (±1.94 Oe). Both of
them can be explained by the term μ0H · M in Eq. (24),
which is enhanced by parallel applied field H and reduced
by an antiparallel one. Meanwhile, magnetic moments flip
180° upon applying an antiparallel field, causing �c66 to
jump near the coercive fields [see Fig. 3(a)]. For device D6
with kSAW⊥M0, the initial magnetic moment orientation,
ϕ0, is 90° and does not change with the applied field, which
corresponds to a large hdip,ϕ . This makes the second term
(hϕ + hdip,ϕ) in Eq. (24) very small, and thus, the�G effect
is attenuated. Figures 6(b) and 6(d) plot the simulated
results for devices D1 and D6 upon applying a magnetic
field along the EA. According to Fig. 6(d), the amplitude
of the frequency response of device D6 is around 2 orders
of magnitudes weaker than that of device D1, and thus,
is nearly buried by noise. Therefore, almost no frequency
response can be observed for device D6 [Fig. 6(c)].

In this section, a dipole field is used to explain the dif-
ferent frequency responses of devices D1 and D6, which
are in good agreement with the experimental results. The
deviation between the measured and simulated ones, espe-
cially between Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), may be attributed to
dispersed magnetic moments or magnetic domains, which
are not considered in the Stoner-Wohlfarth model. Fig-
ures 5(d) and 6(c) demonstrate that device D6 is a true
vector magnetic field sensor. However, notice that a bias
field of about 16.6 Oe is still required to obtain a high
SRF.

B. Angle-dependent magnetoacoustic coupling

We now turn to the resonance-frequency response of
devices D2, D3, and D4 (ψ = 8°, 22.5°, and 45°, respec-
tively). The measured frequency responses upon apply-
ing a magnetic field along the HA are plotted in Figs.
7(a)–7(c). Compared to device D1, devices D2, D3, and
D4 show butterflylike frequency-response curves, and the
minimum resonance frequency (fmin) shifts to the right
(left) side during the forward (backward) sweep. A higher
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

FIG. 7. Measured frequency responses of devices (a) D2, (b) D3, and (c) D4. (d) Three-dimensional (3D) plot of the calculated
dependence of �c66 on ψ and applied field. (e) Calculated variation of�c66 with H when ψ = 0° and ψ = 9.5°, respectively. At point
A, a magnetic field of 3.3 Oe rotates the magnetic moment orientation, ϕ0 , from 0° to 9.5°. At point B, magnetic moments are aligned
at ϕ0 = 9.5◦ under zero bias field by setting ψ = 9.5°. All magnetic fields are applied along the HA.

ψ angle leads to a larger fmin offset being seen in Figs.
7(a)–7(c). The steep frequency response at zero field
ensures the high sensitivity of these devices, even without
a bias field.

In Eq. (24), �c66 exhibits a pronounced ϕ0 dependence,
which is controlled by both H and ψ . In other words, spe-
cific magnetization orientation, ϕ0, can be referenced to
different combinations of (H, ψ). Figure 7(d) further plots
the 3D dependence of �c66 on the ψ angle and H field
along the HA. It is clear that, when ψ changes, the mini-
mum point deviates from zero applied field. According to
Fig. 5(a), the magnetic moment is rotated to a special ϕ0
angle (about 9.5°) by applying a 3.3-Oe magnetic field to
maximize df/dH. Likewise, this angle can also be achieved
by directly setting ψ = 9.5o during magnetic film depo-
sition. Figure 7(e) plots the calculated �c66 with applied
field along the hard axis for ψ = 0° and ψ = 9.5°, respec-
tively. The change of ψ from 0° to 9.5° shifts the entire
curve from right to left, which is almost equivalent to a bias
field of 3.3 Oe, although the magnitude of �c66 is slightly

different. As a result, a nonzero SRF can be obtained at zero
bias field.

One obvious strategy to improve the self-biased SRF is to
select an appropriate ψ that maximizes ∂f/∂H |H=0. Next,
we calculate the relationship between ∂f/∂H |H=0 and ψ in
the range of ψ ∈ [0◦, 90◦]. As shown in Fig. 8, self-biased
SRF values can be obtained at almost any ψ angles, except
0°, 45°, and 90°, and the highest ∂f/∂H |H=0 appears when
ψ ≈ 7°. As mentioned above, a large hdip,ϕ suppresses the
�G effect when ψ (ψ = ϕ0 in this case) is close to 90°.
This will deteriorate SRF, thus making it unsuitable to
select ψ in the interval [45°, 90°]. We measure the SRF val-
ues of devices D1–D6 (ψ = 0°, 8°, 22.5°, 45°, 67.5°, and
90°) at zero field, and these are marked in Fig. 8 as well.
Again, the measured results are in good agreement with
the simulated ones. It should be emphasized that the opti-
mal ψ angle with the maximum self-biased SRF is strongly
affected by hdip. For different operating frequencies, mag-
netostrictive materials, layer thicknesses, or structures of
devices, the optimal ψ angle must be recalculated. For

014010-8



SELF-BIASED MAGNETIC. . . PHYS. REV. APPLIED 19, 014010 (2023)

FIG. 8. Simulated and measured ψ angle-dependent SRF at
zero bias field. Measurement results are extracted from devices
D1–D6, with ψ = 0°, 8°, 22.5°, 45°, 67.5°, and 90°, respectively.

example, a 20-nm-thick Fe-Co-Si-B film has an optimal
ψ angle of 15° instead of 7°, according to our simulation.

Finally, the magnetic field sensitivity of device D2 is
measured along different directions. Figure 9 plots the cal-
culated df /dH and experimental results at zero magnetic
field. An “8”-like shape is clearly seen. The angles are
referenced to the maximum and minimum SRF located
at about 94° and 4°, respectively, slightly off the HA
and EA. The measured highest SRF at zero field is about
630.4 kHz/Oe. This demonstrates the ability of our sensor
to identify vector magnetic fields. For example, an arbi-
trary magnetic field direction can be determined by com-
paring the frequency differences between three vertically

FIG. 9. Simulated and measured SRF results for device D2
at zero magnetic field. Experimental results are obtained by
applying an external magnetic field along different directions.

placed sensors, and thus, provides a solid foundation for
future array applications of SAW magnetic field sensors.

V. CONCLUSION

A dynamic magnetoelastic model of a thin magne-
tostrictive film on a piezoelectric substrate is established.
The magnetoacoustic coupling is evaluated by measuring
the resonance-frequency shift of Love-mode SAW sen-
sors. In comparison with traditional models, our dynamic
magnetoelastic model considers the importance of the
dipole-dipole interaction and can explain the distinct fre-
quency responses of SAW sensors with different ψ angles
between the acoustic wave vector and the in-plane-induced
anisotropy. Regulation of the dipole field is achieved by
setting an optimized ψ angle during magnetic film deposi-
tion, which yields a high SRF of 630.4 kHz/Oe at zero bias
field. This approach enables a simple implementation of
self-biased SAW magnetic field sensors. Furthermore, the
FEM simulation model developed in this work can be used
for future investigations of the magnetoacoustic-electric
coupling of other types of SAW magnetic field sensors or
NEMS magnetoelectric antennas [39].
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[35] M. Jovičević Klug, L. Thormählen, V. Röbisch, S. D.
Toxværd, M. Höft, R. Knöchel, E. Quandt, D. Meyners,
and J. McCord, Antiparallel exchange biased multilayers
for low magnetic noise magnetic field sensors, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 114, 192410 (2019).

[36] Y. Liu, L. Chen, C. Y. Tan, H. J. Liu, and C. K. Ong,
Broadband complex permeability characterization of mag-
netic thin films using shorted microstrip transmission-Line
perturbation, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 76, 063911 (2005).

014010-10

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5054977
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-665X/ab7857
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.014053
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2012.2201928
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4868530
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-18441-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.13.044001
https://doi.org/10.3390/s20123421
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2015.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.8.024001
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep02115
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4979694
https://doi.org/10.1109/LED.2019.2962876
https://doi.org/10.1109/TUFFC.2020.2995412
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2002.802467
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4812706
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3306
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssa.2210700228
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(90)90764-H
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(94)00918-X
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1318388
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3687928
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4939846
https://doi.org/10.1088/0143-0807/29/3/008
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1656388
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/19/35/014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.13.044018
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5092942
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1935429


SELF-BIASED MAGNETIC. . . PHYS. REV. APPLIED 19, 014010 (2023)

[37] L. Dreher, M. Weiler, M. Pernpeintner, H. Huebl, R. Gross,
M. S. Brandt, and S. T. B. Goennenwein, Surface acoustic
wave driven ferromagnetic resonance in nickel thin films:
Theory and experiment, Phys. Rev. B 86, 134415 (2012).

[38] M. Küß, M. Heigl, L. Flacke, A. Hefele, A. Hörner, M.
Weiler, M. Albrecht, and A. Wixforth, Symmetry of the

Magnetoelastic Interaction of Rayleigh and Shear Hori-
zontal Magnetoacoustic Waves in Nickel Thin Films on
LiTaO3, Phys. Rev. Appl. 15, 034046 (2021).

[39] T. Nan, et al., Acoustically actuated ultra-compact
NEMS magnetoelectric antennas, Nat. Commun. 8, 296
(2017).

014010-11

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.134415
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.15.034046
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00343-8

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. THEORY
	A. Dynamic magnetoelastic model of the G effect
	B. FEM analysis of magnetoacoustic coupling

	III. METHODS OF DEVICE FABRICATION AND MEASUREMENT
	IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	A. Field-dependent magnetoacoustic coupling
	B. Angle-dependent magnetoacoustic coupling

	V. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


