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Abstract: In this work, we review single mode SiO2 fiber Bragg grating techniques for dilatometry
studies of small single-crystalline samples in the extreme environments of very high, continuous,
and pulsed magnetic fields of up to 150 T and at cryogenic temperatures down to <1 K. Distinct
millimeter-long materials are measured as part of the technique development, including metallic,
insulating, and radioactive compounds. Experimental strategies are discussed for the observation
and analysis of the related thermal expansion and magnetostriction of materials, which can achieve
a strain sensitivity (∆L/L) as low as a few parts in one hundred million (≈10−8). The impact of
experimental artifacts, such as those originating in the temperature dependence of the fiber’s
index of diffraction, light polarization rotation in magnetic fields, and reduced strain transfer from
millimeter-long specimens, is analyzed quantitatively using analytic models available in the literature.
We compare the experimental results with model predictions in the small-sample limit, and discuss
the uncovered discrepancies.

Keywords: single-mode fiber Bragg gratings; FBG; large pulsed magnetic fields; superconducting
magnets; magnetostriction; thermal expansion; quantum oscillations; phase transitions

1. Introduction

Bragg gratings are inscribed over a length of an optical fiber, normally tuned to reflect a particular
wavelength of infrared light used in telecommunication. As strain sensors, the Bragg-reflected
wavelength monitors the spacing of the grating, and hence provides a measure of strain along the length
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of the sensitive region with ∆L/L ~10−8 precision. As a result, fiber Bragg gratings (FBGs) are well suited
for sensing applications and have been used to measure dilation, temperature, pressure, gas (moisture)
absorption/diffusion, among other properties [1–5]. FBGs are especially appropriate for sensing under
extreme conditions due to their immunity to electromagnetic interference and the possibility for rapid
and accurate interrogation. By attaching small FBGs to millimeter-size single-crystalline samples,
one is able to detect small changes in sample length that are induced by extremely large magnetic
fields (magnetostriction), covering the range from a few Tesla in superconducting magnets to 150 T in
destructive pulsed electromagnets, or by changes in temperature (thermal expansion) at extremely low
temperatures from room temperature down to T < 1 K.

Thermal expansion and magnetostriction are fundamental thermodynamic quantities that are
directly derived from the Gibbs free energy G(p,T,H) of materials. Changes in G caused by varying
external parameters such as pressure (p), temperature (T), or magnetic field (H) can be studied by
the thermal expansion coefficient α = ∂2G/∂p∂T or the magnetostriction coefficient λ = ∂2G/∂p∂H,
respectively. Therefore, dilatometry techniques belong to the basic set of experimental probes present
in materials science laboratories. These techniques are used alongside other fundamental magnetic,
electric, and thermal capabilities to identify states of matter, to detect classical and quantum phase
transitions between different ground states, and to understand the characteristics and nature of such
transitions and transformations.

When compared to electrical transport or magnetic properties measurements for instance,
dilatometry techniques have been slow in catching up with advances in the area of fast and ultrafast
measurements, which are necessary when the timescales of extreme magnetic field pulses become as
short as microseconds. Sensing of magnetostriction with single mode SiO2 FBGs in pulsed magnetic
fields is successfully utilized at the National High Magnetic Field Laboratory (NHMFL) with a
resolution as good as a few parts per hundred million (∆L/L ≈ 10−8) in the best cases. This capability
allows for the study of a variety of insulating and metallic condensed matter systems including
geometrically frustrated magnets, quantum magnets, multiferroics, and uranium- and cerium-based
antiferromagnets [6–30]. Figure 1 shows an example of magnetoelastic effects in pulsed magnetic fields
to 60 T at cryogenic temperatures on a sample of uranium dioxide (UO2), which is the most commonly
used nuclear fuel. The intriguing behavior exhibited by this material, i.e., a field-induced strain
butterfly loop characteristic of piezomagnets, is due to its peculiar 3k-type antiferromagnetic state
below T = 30 K that breaks time-reversal symmetry. The record high switching fields at ±18 T mark
antiferromagnetic domains that flip [23]. In this review paper, we discuss experimental approaches
that are used in three different timescales (milliseconds, microseconds, and nanoseconds), as well as
the technique applicability, sensitivity, and advantages over traditional methods. We also consider
various artifacts including non-uniform strain transfer from gluing procedures and reduced sample
dimensions, and optical polarization (Faraday) rotation due to the large magnetic field.
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Figure 1. Magnetostriction vs. magnetic field for a single crystalline sample of UO2, measured at 2.5 
K and 4 K during a 25 millisecond pulsed field exceeding 60 T. The magnetic field was applied along 
the [111] crystallographic direction in the sequence indicated by numbers (1) through (5). An 
irreversible transition is observed when the magnetic field is first applied to 20 T (1). Upon reversal 
of the magnetic field, the magnetostriction changes sign too (piezomagnetism) and the irreversible 
transition now is much sharper (2). Two consecutive pulses in the same direction superimpose with 
no irreversibilities (3). The magnetostriction ΔL/L changes sign again when the magnetic field 
direction is reversed to positive (4) and becomes reversible when a second pulse is applied in the 
same direction (5). These results first discovered piezomagnetism in UO2, a technologically 
important material and also the strongest piezomagnet known [23]. These data were obtained using 
the 46 kHz line array InGaAs camera described in Section 2.2 below. The ΔL/L resolution achieved in 
this experiment is approximately 2 × 10−6. 

2. Materials and Methods 

Magnetostriction is most accurately measured in static magnetic fields using a capacitance 
dilatometer, where the change in length of the sample moves one plate of a parallel plate  
capacitor [31–34] with a sensitivity as good as ΔL/L = 10−10. A plastic-bodied device was previously 
tested in pulsed magnetic fields [35], but eddy currents in the relatively small capacitor plates, as 
well as the strong mechanical vibration that is induced by the field pulse limited the strain 
sensitivity to ΔL/L ~ 10−5. Other strain-sensitive techniques, such as those using resistive foil strain 
gauges [36], piezoresistors [37], and piezoresistive cantilevers [38] have been tested in similar 
environments with different degrees of success. The sensitivity of resistive strain gauges is, however, 
severely compromised by pervasive electromagnetic noise. The performance of piezomagnetic 
devices is, in turn, hindered by their strong temperature dependent elastic/electric properties, 
leading to strongly temperature dependent sensitivity, and intrinsic drift (time dependence) in their 
electrical properties.  

An optical FBG strain sensor has considerable advantages in this challenging environment. It is 
largely insensitive to electromagnetic interference, in particular electromagnetic induction and 
subsequent electromotive forces caused by the rapidly changing magnetic field, which can produce 
peaks of hundreds of volts on electrical wiring. Furthermore, their sensitivity to mechanical 
vibration can be reduced to much less than can be seen in capacitance dilatometers. This is an 
advantage shared by other strain gauges that are affixed directly to the sample. Because of the small 
diameter of optical fibers, however, a much smaller surface area is required than that for a classic 
resistive foil gauge. We estimate the force applied by a 125 μm telecom-type fiber on samples under 
study to be in the 1–3 Newton range (~1/20 of the force that can be applied with bare fingertips). 
Consequently, the sample is under very low applied stress from the bonding process, and smaller 
than traditional sample dimensions can be explored (see Section 4.4). 

FBG interrogation systems can be constructed with a frequency response that is appropriate to 
the time scale of the experimentally produced magnetic fields [39–43]. Continuous magnetic fields in 

Figure 1. Magnetostriction vs. magnetic field for a single crystalline sample of UO2, measured at
2.5 K and 4 K during a 25 millisecond pulsed field exceeding 60 T. The magnetic field was applied
along the [111] crystallographic direction in the sequence indicated by numbers (1) through (5). An
irreversible transition is observed when the magnetic field is first applied to 20 T (1). Upon reversal
of the magnetic field, the magnetostriction changes sign too (piezomagnetism) and the irreversible
transition now is much sharper (2). Two consecutive pulses in the same direction superimpose with no
irreversibilities (3). The magnetostriction ∆L/L changes sign again when the magnetic field direction is
reversed to positive (4) and becomes reversible when a second pulse is applied in the same direction
(5). These results first discovered piezomagnetism in UO2, a technologically important material and
also the strongest piezomagnet known [23]. These data were obtained using the 46 kHz line array
InGaAs camera described in Section 2.2 below. The ∆L/L resolution achieved in this experiment is
approximately 2 × 10−6.

2. Materials and Methods

Magnetostriction is most accurately measured in static magnetic fields using a capacitance
dilatometer, where the change in length of the sample moves one plate of a parallel plate
capacitor [30–33] with a sensitivity as good as ∆L/L = 10−10. A plastic-bodied device was previously
tested in pulsed magnetic fields [34], but eddy currents in the relatively small capacitor plates, as well
as the strong mechanical vibration that is induced by the field pulse limited the strain sensitivity to
∆L/L ~10−5. Other strain-sensitive techniques, such as those using resistive foil strain gauges [35],
piezoresistors [36], and piezoresistive cantilevers [37] have been tested in similar environments
with different degrees of success. The sensitivity of resistive strain gauges is, however, severely
compromised by pervasive electromagnetic noise. The performance of piezomagnetic devices is,
in turn, hindered by their strong temperature dependent elastic/electric properties, leading to strongly
temperature dependent sensitivity, and intrinsic drift (time dependence) in their electrical properties.

An optical FBG strain sensor has considerable advantages in this challenging environment.
It is largely insensitive to electromagnetic interference, in particular electromagnetic induction and
subsequent electromotive forces caused by the rapidly changing magnetic field, which can produce
peaks of hundreds of volts on electrical wiring. Furthermore, their sensitivity to mechanical vibration
can be reduced to much less than can be seen in capacitance dilatometers. This is an advantage shared
by other strain gauges that are affixed directly to the sample. Because of the small diameter of optical
fibers, however, a much smaller surface area is required than that for a classic resistive foil gauge.
We estimate the force applied by a 125 µm telecom-type fiber on samples under study to be in the
1–3 Newton range (~1/20 of the force that can be applied with bare fingertips). Consequently, the
sample is under very low applied stress from the bonding process, and smaller than traditional sample
dimensions can be explored (see Section 4.4).

FBG interrogation systems can be constructed with a frequency response that is appropriate to
the time scale of the experimentally produced magnetic fields [38–42]. Continuous magnetic fields
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in the range of tens of Tesla are produced with superconducting (20 T), resistive (35 T), and hybrid
(45 T) electromagnets [40]. Interrogation times in the millisecond range are, in these cases, sufficient.
Capacitor bank driven pulsed magnets to 100 T typically last tenths of milliseconds and require
acquisition rates in the microsecond domain [38,39,41]. Magnetic fields beyond these values, to 250 T,
can only be produced at present times with destructive single-turn type magnets [42]. Such magnetic
pulses only last for a few microseconds and FBGs attached to materials must be interrogated as fast as
every few nanoseconds.

2.1. Fast (Millisecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Swept-Wavelength Lasers

Swept wavelength laser systems based on tunable laser sources can be used in the 1500–1600 nm
range to interrogate FBGs at frequencies up to 5 kHz, such as the commercially available Hyperion®

family of instruments that is manufactured by Micron Optics, Atlanta, GA, USA. The sampling
rate permits convenient time averaging used to improve sensitivity, and a rapid response to phase
transformations in the material or to a changing environment. This class of interrogators includes a
light depolarization option that makes them suitable for high magnetic field environments, and is ideal
for FBG based dilatometry in continuous magnetic fields and/or hydrostatic pressures [27]. We have
implemented a compact and portable swept wavelength-based interrogation system. We successfully
used it at the NHMFL for dilatometry studies of materials in superconducting (15 T), resistive (35 T)
and hybrid (45 T) magnets at cryogenic temperatures down to 0.3 K (see Figure 2). The multiplexing
capabilities of the detection chain allowed for the simultaneous monitoring of several samples and
their respective reference channels. Moreover, the swept wavelength nature of the light source in this
type of application implies extremely low power (0.06 mW), when compared to broadband optical
sources in the same wavelength range, making this instrument an ideal companion in cryogenic
temperatures. The sensitivity of FBG interrogation systems is directly impacted by the spectral width
of the reflected light peak at the Bragg condition. As discussed below, the full width at half maximum
(FWHM) of the peak reflected by the FBGs is inversely proportional to the FBG length, with a 2 mm
long FBG (manufactured by Technica SA, Atlanta, GA, USA), typically reflecting a ≈ 1 nm wide peak.
The peak detection algorithm implemented in the Hyperion® family of instruments currently requires
FWHM ≤ 1 nm, making measurements of samples smaller than 2 mm challenging. The sensitivity
achieved with this method can reach a few parts in one hundred million (∆L/L ≈ 10−8), as shown
below, in Section 3.1.

Sensors 2017, 17, 2572  4 of 21 

 

the range of tens of Tesla are produced with superconducting (20 T), resistive (35 T), and hybrid  
(45 T) electromagnets [41]. Interrogation times in the millisecond range are, in these cases, sufficient. 
Capacitor bank driven pulsed magnets to 100 T typically last tenths of milliseconds and require 
acquisition rates in the microsecond domain [39,40,42]. Magnetic fields beyond these values, to  
250 T, can only be produced at present times with destructive single-turn type magnets [43]. Such 
magnetic pulses only last for a few microseconds and FBGs attached to materials must be 
interrogated as fast as every few nanoseconds.  

2.1. Fast (Millisecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Swept-Wavelength Lasers 

Swept wavelength laser systems based on tunable laser sources can be used in the  
1500–1600 nm range to interrogate FBGs at frequencies up to 5 kHz, such as the commercially 
available Hyperion® family of instruments that is manufactured by Micron Optics, Atlanta, GA, 
USA. The sampling rate permits convenient time averaging used to improve sensitivity, and a rapid 
response to phase transformations in the material or to a changing environment. This class of 
interrogators includes a light depolarization option that makes them suitable for high magnetic field 
environments, and is ideal for FBG based dilatometry in continuous magnetic fields and/or 
hydrostatic pressures [27]. We have implemented a compact and portable swept wavelength-based 
interrogation system. We successfully used it at the NHMFL for dilatometry studies of materials in 
superconducting (15 T), resistive (35 T) and hybrid (45 T) magnets at cryogenic temperatures down 
to 0.3 K (see Figure 2). The multiplexing capabilities of the detection chain allowed for the 
simultaneous monitoring of several samples and their respective reference channels. Moreover, the 
swept wavelength nature of the light source in this type of application implies extremely low power 
(0.06 mW), when compared to broadband optical sources in the same wavelength range, making this 
instrument an ideal companion in cryogenic temperatures. The sensitivity of FBG interrogation 
systems is directly impacted by the spectral width of the reflected light peak at the Bragg condition. 
As discussed below, the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the peak reflected by the FBGs is 
inversely proportional to the FBG length, with a 2 mm long FBG (manufactured by Technica SA, 
Atlanta, GA, USA), typically reflecting a ≈ 1 nm wide peak. The peak detection algorithm 
implemented in the Hyperion® family of instruments currently requires FWHM ≤ 1 nm, making 
measurements of samples smaller than 2 mm challenging. The sensitivity achieved with this method 
can reach a few parts in one hundred million (ΔL/L ≈ 10−8), as shown below, in Section 3.1.  

 

Figure 2. Experimental setup for fiber Bragg gratings (FBG) interrogation with a swept wavelength 
laser source, such as the Micron Optics Hyperion® instrument. λB is the Bragg wavelength, n is the 
fiber’s index of diffraction, and d is the grating spacing.  

Figure 2. Experimental setup for fiber Bragg gratings (FBG) interrogation with a swept wavelength
laser source, such as the Micron Optics Hyperion® instrument. λB is the Bragg wavelength, n is the
fiber’s index of diffraction, and d is the grating spacing.
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2.2. Very Fast (Microsecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Broadband Light and a Line Array Camera

In our 46 kHz interrogation scheme, the FBG is illuminated by a broadband white light source in
the infrared telecom spectrum (~1500–1600 nm) using a commercial superluminescent light-emitting
diode (SLED). The narrow spectral band around 1550 nm that is reflected by the FBG is diverted
via a circulator to a 0.5 m spectrometer, where it is spectrally dispersed and detected by an InGaAs
linescan camera. A schematic of an improved version of the setup used by Daou et al. [6], including a
light polarization scrambler, is shown in Figure 3. The theoretical limits on accuracy arise from the
specifications of available components, such as the FBG length, spectrometer grating specs and camera
dynamic range. For non-destructive pulsed fields (ms duration), line-array cameras that can capture
the entire FBG reflection spectrum at rates of up to 150 kHz (time span between spectra <10 µs) are
now available. The best signal-to-noise ratio is achieved by using the maximum necessary illumination
so that the full dynamic range of the camera sensitivity is utilized. The strain sensitivity achieved
with this approach can be as good as one part in 10 million (10−7), see examples below. In a more
recent work, we addressed subtleties and constraints related to the optical readout and experimental
environment, as described in Section 4.
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2.3. Ultrafast (Nanosecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Pulsed Lasers 

Magnetic fields in excess of 100 T can be achieved in the laboratory, but typically only for very 
short durations of a few microseconds, and typically resulting in the destruction of the magnet in the 
process. The so-called ‘single-turn magnets’ are examples of magnets of this type [43]. To measure 
magnetostriction using FBGs in such an environment, interrogation times of order 10 nanoseconds 
are desired, which is equivalent to an interrogation rate of 100 MHz. This greatly exceeds the 
readout rate of linescan cameras discussed in the previous section. Therefore, we turn to ultrafast 
optical techniques by using femtosecond pulsed lasers to map spectral shifts into the time domain. 
Figure 4 shows a schematic diagram of the approach. An ultrafast laser produces 90 fs optical pulses 
at a repetition rate of 100 MHz (10 ns between pulses). The pulses have a broad wavelength 
spectrum that is centered at 1560 nm, with a width of 100 nm (1510–1610 nm at the −10 dB points). A 
smaller part of this spectrum, ~1 nm wide, is reflected by the FBG. This reflected pulse is then 
directed through a very long (~50 km) optical fiber. Because of material dispersion in the optical fiber 
(i.e., the index of refraction of glass varies with wavelength), the arrival time of this reflected pulse 
depends sensitively on its center wavelength. In this way, spectral shifts are encoded onto temporal 

Figure 3. Experimental setup for high magnetic field FBG-based dilatometry implemented at the
National High Magnetic Field Laboratory (a) Superluminescent broadband light emitting diode,
operating in the 1500–1600 nm range. (b) Polarization scrambler. (c) Circulator. (d) Sample environment,
in our case cryogenic temperatures to 0.5 Kelvin, and magnetic fields to 100 T. (e) Spectrometer and
InGaAs line array combo, operating to 46 kHz. λB is the Bragg wavelength, n is the fiber’s index of
diffraction, and d is the grating spacing.

2.3. Ultrafast (Nanosecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Pulsed Lasers

Magnetic fields in excess of 100 T can be achieved in the laboratory, but typically only for very
short durations of a few microseconds, and typically resulting in the destruction of the magnet in the
process. The so-called ‘single-turn magnets’ are examples of magnets of this type [42]. To measure
magnetostriction using FBGs in such an environment, interrogation times of order 10 nanoseconds are
desired, which is equivalent to an interrogation rate of 100 MHz. This greatly exceeds the readout rate
of linescan cameras discussed in the previous section. Therefore, we turn to ultrafast optical techniques
by using femtosecond pulsed lasers to map spectral shifts into the time domain. Figure 4 shows a
schematic diagram of the approach. An ultrafast laser produces 90 fs optical pulses at a repetition rate
of 100 MHz (10 ns between pulses). The pulses have a broad wavelength spectrum that is centered
at 1560 nm, with a width of 100 nm (1510–1610 nm at the −10 dB points). A smaller part of this
spectrum, ~1 nm wide, is reflected by the FBG. This reflected pulse is then directed through a very long
(~50 km) optical fiber. Because of material dispersion in the optical fiber (i.e., the index of refraction of
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glass varies with wavelength), the arrival time of this reflected pulse depends sensitively on its center
wavelength. In this way, spectral shifts are encoded onto temporal shifts of the pulse arrival time,
which can be measured very accurately by using fast detectors and a fast (25 GHz) oscilloscope. Each
pulse arrival constitutes an independent measurement, and therefore, an FBG interrogation rate of
100 MHz is achieved. A more detailed description of the ultrafast setup is published elsewhere [16,17].
This system has also been used to measure other fast processes such as explosive detonations and
shock wave propagation [43]. The strain resolution achieved so far with this technique is better than
one part in ten thousand (∆L/L < 10−4). A variation of this method, with somewhat worse strain
resolution, uses an optical filter to detect spectral shifts encoded onto pulse intensity [44].
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Cu2+ (spin s = 1/2) arranged in orthogonal dimers placed on a square lattice. Layers of orthogonally 
coordinated dimers connected by BO3 complexes, and separated by Sr layers, form a quasi 
two-dimensional magnet. In spite of the Cu2+ magnetism, this material does not magnetically order 
at any temperature due to the formation of non-magnetic spin dimers between neighboring Cu2+ 
atoms and the concomitant spin energy gap that defines the ground state at cryogenic temperatures. 
External magnetic fields can be used, however, to induce a magnetic superstructure [11,15] that has a 
direct impact on the crystal lattice of the material. Figure 5 displays the magnetostriction of 
SrCu2(BO3)2 measured in continuous magnetic fields to 45 T in a hybrid continuous magnet at 
cryogenic temperatures. The technique used for these measurements is that described in Section 2.1, 
and the sensitivity achieved is ΔL/L ~ 2 × 10−8.  

Figure 4. Coherent pulse FBG interrogation system working at 100 MHz [16,17]. (a) Pulsed laser light
source, (b) circulator, (c) controlled sample environment in a 250 T single turn coil magnet, (d) 1 × 2
99:1 splitter sends 1% of the light to spectrometer, (e) 50–100 km spool of chromatic dispersive fiber,
(f) Erbium-doped fiber amplifier, (g) ultrafast 25 GHz oscilloscope, (h) line array camera used for
monitoring of the FBG reflection. λB is the Bragg wavelength, n is the fiber’s index of diffraction, and d
is the grating spacing.

3. A Review of Selected Recent Results

A number of materials of current scientific interest have recently been studied with FBG
dilatometry in high magnetic fields at cryogenic temperatures. We discuss some representative
examples in the following.

3.1. Magnetostriction Superstructure in the Frustrated Quantum Spin System SrCu2(BO3)2

Quantum magnets, i.e., low-spin (s = 1/2 or s = 1) magnets with a gapped ground state,
are excellent test beds for our current understanding of magnetism. These magnets may host
magnetic moments in different types of geometry (dimers, triangular lattices, plaquettes, etc.),
different dimensionalities (one dimensional, two dimensional, three dimensional), or different degrees
of magnetic frustration that hinder magnetic ordering. In the case of SrCu2(BO3)2 the magnetic
ions are Cu2+ (spin s = 1/2) arranged in orthogonal dimers placed on a square lattice. Layers of
orthogonally coordinated dimers connected by BO3 complexes, and separated by Sr layers, form a
quasi two-dimensional magnet. In spite of the Cu2+ magnetism, this material does not magnetically
order at any temperature due to the formation of non-magnetic spin dimers between neighboring Cu2+

atoms and the concomitant spin energy gap that defines the ground state at cryogenic temperatures.
External magnetic fields can be used, however, to induce a magnetic superstructure [11,15] that



Sensors 2017, 17, 2572 7 of 21

has a direct impact on the crystal lattice of the material. Figure 5 displays the magnetostriction
of SrCu2(BO3)2 measured in continuous magnetic fields to 45 T in a hybrid continuous magnet at
cryogenic temperatures. The technique used for these measurements is that described in Section 2.1,
and the sensitivity achieved is ∆L/L ~2 × 10−8.
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Figure 5. Axial magnetostriction along the crystallographic c-axis (∆c/c) in the frustrated quantum
magnet SrCu2(BO3)2 measured to 45 T at 1.6 K and 5.3 K taken with the Hyperion® model si155
interrogator by Micron Optics in a continuous 45 T hybrid magnet at the National High Magnetic
Field Laboratory (NHMFL). For these measurements, a 2 mm-long FBG manufactured by Technica SA
was used. The magnetostriction plateaus observed at 35 T and 39.65 T correspond to magnetization
plateaus observed at relative magnetization M/Ms = 1/4 and 1/3, respectively. The strain sensitivity
achieved in this measurement is approximately 2 × 10−8 [30].

3.2. Transverse Magnetostriction

The space available for experiments in a pulsed field cryostat has a typical diameter of a few
mm. It is much more straightforward to have the FBG aligned longitudinally, in the same direction as
the applied magnetic field, as the fiber can be kept straight. In order to be sensitive to strain that is
transverse to the applied magnetic field, which is essential to the study of volume magnetostriction,
the fiber must be bent at 90◦. On one hand, the minimum bend radius is around 5 mm, and, from
a mechanical stand point, such a sharp turn can cause leakage of >90% of the light from the fiber.
On the other hand, bright light sources available (several mW) enable sensitive measurements even
when a large fraction of the light escapes the fiber at the bent section. Successful measurements
of volume magnetostriction have been reported for LaCoO3 [10], SrCu2(BO3)2 [15], β-TeVO4 [19],
and URu2Si2 [29] single crystals. From our experience, it is possible to bend the fiber as long as the bent
section is a few millimeters away from the sample position in such way that the section of fiber that
contains the FBGs remains straight. Fiber bending close to the FBGs will, otherwise, cause background
signal fluctuations [45,46] and severely reduced sensitivity. When the bend is implemented correctly,
the sensitivity of the technique (∆L/L < 10−6) is not compromised (see Figure 6).
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Figure 6. Transverse magnetostriction of SrCu2(BO3)2 measured at cryogenic temperatures below
2 K. The data were taken in a 60 T long-pulse magnet (2.5 s long) at the NHMFL using the method
described in Section 2.2. Red curves were taken during magnetic field upsweep, blue curves during
downsweep. These curves do not completely overlap due to cooling/heating caused by magnetocaloric
effect. Superstructure in both axial and transverse magnetostriction is evident. The strain resolution
achieved in these measurements is better than 10−6 [15] as shown in the inset.

3.3. Quantum Oscillations in the Magnetostriction of Metals

Quantum oscillations arise when conductors are subjected to external magnetic fields such that
the electronic states at the Fermi level become separated into Landau levels whose degeneracy and
cyclotron orbit depend on the magnetic field. When the Landau level that is imposed by the magnetic
field matches a closed orbit in the Fermi surface, a change occurs in nearly all of the properties
of the material, including its length [47]. Scanning the magnetic field, thus, leads to oscillations
in all thermodynamic and transport properties of a material. In some cases these oscillations are
difficult to observe and can require a combination of clean samples, high magnetic fields, and low
temperatures that are challenging to achieve. Access to very high fields is one way to resolve quantum
oscillations that would otherwise be impossible to detect. The amplitude of quantum oscillations
scales as the magnetic field square, making them easier to detect in high fields, while the mean free
path of the sample can be shorter at higher fields, allowing the detection of quantum oscillations in
dirtier samples. Magnetostriction in particular is a bulk property, and thus is less susceptibility to
surface or impurity states than e.g., transport or magnetization. It is also easier to measure in high
fields than heat capacity. Thus, it is a uniquely bulk probe of quantum oscillations. The need to
distinguish between bulk, impurity, and surface states is of particular current relevance to the field of
topological insulators. We observed quantum oscillations in the magnetostriction of a semimetal single
crystal, GdSb, using the FBG technique in pulsed magnetic fields up to 55 T [9]. These data agree
well with the quantum oscillations seen in the magnetization, although the phases and amplitudes
of the oscillations are somewhat different. These differences are due the pressure dependence of
individual Fermi surface sheets, and provide valuable complementary information about the electronic
coupling and deformation potentials. Figure 7 shows a trace of the magnetostriction curve with a
smooth background, which is obtained from a second order polynomial fit, subtracted. At 33 T the
antiferromagnetic ground state is suppressed by the magnetic field and the quantum oscillations
change character. The oscillations are easily distinguished from Faraday rotation artifacts discussed in
Section 4.3 because they are periodic in inverse magnetic field, 1/B.
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Figure 7. Magnetostrictive quantum oscillations in GdSb at 2 K taken in a 55 T mid-pulse magnet
using the method described in Section 2.2. The resolution achieved in this measurement is considerably
better than 10−6 [9].

3.4. Spin Transitions in the 100 T Range in LaCoO3

We studied the insulating perovskite cobaltite LaCoO3, whose octahedrally-coordinated
Co3+ (3d6) ions are natural candidates to explore field-induced transitions of the electronic
configuration [10,14,16,17]. A small gap ≈ 12 meV separates the s = 0 spin singlet ground state
(6 electrons in the t2g orbitals) from the lowest excited magnetic configuration. Although the Co3+

ions are in their s = 0 state at low temperatures, thermal activation to a s 6= 0 magnetic state occurs
above 30 K, thus giving rise to a paramagnetic response. Even though considerable work has been
carried out on this thermally-induced spin crossover, the spin value of the first excited multiplet
is still controversial. Since spin-state transitions involve changes in the occupation of electronic 3d
orbitals, large changes in ionic radius and bonding occur, which, in turn, can lead to large overall
length changes. Thus dilatometry and magnetostriction are important tools for investigating spin-state
transitions. Figure 8 shows the magnetostriction of LaCoO3 that is measured in a single-turn coil
destructive magnet to 150 T. Two anomalies observed at 60 T and 75 T reproduce results obtained
in a 100 T, 15 ms, non-destructive magnet. A third anomaly observed at ~106 T has not yet been
fully identified. The data taken during magnetic field down sweep does not reproduce the anomalies,
signaling the detachment of the sample from the fiber. A likely reason for this is the field-induced
mechanical shockwave propagation along the sample.
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Figure 8. Axial magnetostriction obtained in a destructive 6 microsecond single-turn coil type magnet,
figure reproduced from [17]. (a). Magnetic field (left y-axis, blue line) and FBG shift (right y-axis, red
line) vs. time. (b). Computed ∆L/L vs. magnetic field for magnetic field upsweep (red) and down
sweep (blue). Spin transitions at 60 T and 75 T, as well as a previously unknown transition at ~106 T,
are indicated by arrows.
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4. Experimental Challenges, Artifacts, and Strategies Used to Address Them

4.1. Temperature Effects

The optical fibers from which FBG are constructed are made of SiO2. The relatively
weak coefficient of thermal expansion of SiO2 is advantageous to create a low background for
temperature-dependent strain measurements. The refractive index is, however, a strong nonlinear
function of temperature causing a measurable and reproducible shift in the Bragg wavelength.
This effect makes FBGs useful as chemically inert thermometers over a large temperature range.
The low thermal conductivity of silica, however, prevents a very rapid sensor response. FBG-based
thermometry has found some success in hostile environment monitoring.

The strong temperature dependence is also an obstacle for their use in thermal dilatometry, and
attention must be paid to the analysis of temperature dependent strain [3]. The Bragg wavelength λB
of an FBG changes with strain and temperature according to:

∆λB
λB

= (1− p)ε +
(

1
n

dn
dT

)
∆T; (1)

where the photoelastic coefficient p = 0.22 describes the sensitivity to strain in the 1550 nm band,
and does not significantly depend on the temperature. The change of refractive index with temperature
αδ = (1/n) dn/dT can be quite significant at high temperatures, although below 40 K it becomes
nearly zero.

The contributions to the total strain arise from the mechanical strain on the sample (εm) and
by thermal contraction of the sample (εs) such that ε = εm + εs. The second term can be written as
εs = αs∆T, where αs is the coefficient of thermal expansion of the sample, which includes a contribution
from the thermal expansion of the fiber. The mechanical strain on the sample, as measured by an FBG,
is therefore:

εm =
1
k

∆λB
λB
−
(

αs +
αδ

k

)
∆T; (2)

where k−1 = (1−p)−1 = 1.28. This expression is useful in the investigation of strain imposed on the
sample by the sample holder during the process of cooling or heating, but it requires a detailed
knowledge of αs and αδ. Alternatively, if the sample is free of applied mechanical strain (only attached
to the fiber in the probe, εm = 0) the coefficient of thermal expansion can be expressed as:

αs =
1
k

(
1

∆T
∆λB
λB
− αδ

)
; (3)

If a second FBG is included on the same fiber, near the first one and also free of external strain,
it can be used as reference. If the thermal expansion of the fiber is αf, then the resulting equation can
be written:

αs = α f +
1.28
∆T

(
∆λB
λB
−

∆λ
re f
B

λ
re f
B

)
; (4)

The temperature dependence of the refractive index is in this way eliminated.
There are essentially two alternative procedures at this point. When the material under study has

a coefficient of thermal expansion αs >> αf in the temperature range of interest, then αf can be neglected.
This approximation works very well at cryogenic temperatures when studying strongly correlated
condensed matter systems. This is the favored approach of the authors of this work. Figure 9 shows
an example of this approximation (i.e., neglecting αf) that is applied to the heavy-fermion material
CeRhIn5. Even though the absolute values are small, the reference FBG picks up systematic variations
that are common to the FBG attached to the sample.
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On the other hand, if the material under study does not change much with temperature, then a
calibration run must be carried out using a material of (small) known coefficient of thermal expansion
in the temperature range of interest.Sensors 2017, 17, 2572  11 of 21 
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remove systematic variations in the acquisition system that are common to both channels. (d) 
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displaying just raw data. Note that the magnitude of the anomaly at the antiferromagnetic phase 
transition TN ≈ 3.8 K is in good agreement with results using capacitive dilatometry [25].  

4.2. Magnetic Forces 

Magnetically anisotropic samples experience a net torque in an applied magnetic field that is 
equal to the cross product of magnetization and applied magnetic field  = M × H. A finite torque is 
present when the sample magnetic moment M is not aligned with the applied magnetic field H. A 
force can also occur in non-uniform applied magnetic fields. Torque or force on the sample can in 
turn cause an undesired extrinsic strain to be measured (a pervasive problem present in 
piezo-cantilever and capacitive dilatometers as well) or even the mechanical failure of the optical 
fiber. A characteristic feature of undesired torque or force effects contaminating magnetostriction 
data is a measured L/L  H when the sample magnetization is saturated, i.e., M(H) = constant. Here, 
the options to minimize torque-related artifacts include reducing the sample dimensions to 
needle-shaped samples, and improving applied magnetic field homogeneity as much as possible.  

Figure 9. (a) FBG reflection centroid vs. temperature for the sample channel when a CeRhIn5 sample is
glued to the fiber. (b) FBG reflection centroid vs. temperature for the reference channel. (c) Computed
dilation ∆L/L(T) that is obtained by subtracting the reference channel from the sample channel and
multiplying by a calibration constant. As it can be seen clearly here, the reference channel is essentially
constant in the temperature range of the experiment, yet it is essential to remove systematic variations
in the acquisition system that are common to both channels. (d) Computed coefficient of thermal
expansion α(T). The noise level is <1 ppm. No correction was applied, neither by the thermal expansion
of silica, or by strain transfer coefficient, with the notion of displaying just raw data. Note that the
magnitude of the anomaly at the antiferromagnetic phase transition TN ≈ 3.8 K is in good agreement
with results using capacitive dilatometry [25].

4.2. Magnetic Forces

Magnetically anisotropic samples experience a net torque in an applied magnetic field that is
equal to the cross product of magnetization and applied magnetic field τ = M × H. A finite torque is
present when the sample magnetic moment M is not aligned with the applied magnetic field H. A force
can also occur in non-uniform applied magnetic fields. Torque or force on the sample can in turn cause
an undesired extrinsic strain to be measured (a pervasive problem present in piezo-cantilever and
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capacitive dilatometers as well) or even the mechanical failure of the optical fiber. A characteristic
feature of undesired torque or force effects contaminating magnetostriction data is a measured ∆L/L ∝
H when the sample magnetization is saturated, i.e., M(H) = constant. Here, the options to minimize
torque-related artifacts include reducing the sample dimensions to needle-shaped samples, and
improving applied magnetic field homogeneity as much as possible.

4.3. Artifacts Due to Magnetic Field-Induced Faraday Rotation in the Optical Fiber

Faraday rotation (FR) refers to the polarization rotation of linearly-polarized light upon a passage
through an optically active material. It arises when a material’s indices of refraction for right and left
circularly polarized light are different. While only some materials are intrinsically gyrotropic (such
as sugar water) and can induce Faraday rotation even at zero applied magnetic fields, essentially
all materials exhibit some degree of optical activity (and therefore FR) in an applied magnetic field.
The amount of FR that is induced (per unit field and per unit length of material) is characterized by a
material’s wavelength-dependent Verdet constant. The Verdet constant for silica fibers at 1550 nm is
approximately 0.8 rad/Tm.

In principle, the center wavelength of the light that is reflected by a FBG is independent of the
incident light polarization. In practice, however, any transverse strain gradient on the FBG (arising, for
example, from the fact that the FBG is typically glued on only one side to a sample [5,45,46]) can lead
to a slight difference in the reflected spectrum depending on whether the incident light is polarized
along the transverse strain gradient, or orthogonal to it. Consider, then, the case where the incident
light is partially linearly polarized (e.g., the output from most SLEDs is partially linearly polarized).
During a high magnetic field pulse, the polarization direction of the light incident on the FBG will
rotate (by many radians) due to Faraday rotation in the fiber. This will slightly modulate the center
frequency of the reflected spectrum, giving an oscillatory artifact in the detected signal [45,46].

Oscillations due to FR can almost be entirely mitigated by using a polarization scrambler at the
output of the light source before the light is sent to the FBG. Later iterations of the initial setup [6] utilize
a polarization scrambler. In early experiments that did not use a polarization scrambler, however,
these oscillatory artifacts posed a significant problem, because their influence could easily overwhelm
smaller changes due to the true magnetostriction. We found, however, that in cases where a single
monolithic magnet coil was used, the artifacts due to FR were sinusoidal with the applied magnetic
field and had constant amplitude, and as such could be modeled and successfully subtracted from the
data [12]. In contrast, when multi-stage magnets (such as our 100 T multi-shot magnet) were employed
this procedure was less successful, because the different stages of the magnet, which are energized at
different times, exhibit very different fringe fields, and are therefore induced very different time- and
field-dependent Faraday rotations.

The effect of FR can be clearly seen in Figure 10a, showing magnetostriction data taken in a
non-destructive 100 T pulsed magnet. The sample under study, SrCu2(BO3)2 (Section 3.1) displays
magnetization plateaus when a magnetic field large enough to close the spin gap (H > 20 T) is
applied [11]. Figure 10b shows some of the same traces where (i) the low field traces were replaced by
data taken in a single-coil 50 T mid pulse magnet where the FR effect could be simulated mathematically
and subtracted, and (ii) the FR effect was subtracted from the high field (H > 50 T) data that was
collected during the ramping of the single innermost coil in the 100 T magnet. The Faraday rotation
artifact, as demonstrated here, can be quite detrimental to the sensitivity of the method and it is
desirable to prevent it.
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Figure 10. Magnetostriction ΔL/L vs. magnetic field of a SrCu2(BO3)2 single crystal measured in a 100 T 
magnet at cryogenic temperatures at the National High Magnetic Field Laboratory at Los Alamos 
National Laboratory [11]. (a) Magnetostriction measurement performed without a polarization 
scrambler in the experimental setup. The effects of Faraday rotation are evident in the oscillatory nature 
of data; (b) Magnetostriction data composed of results obtained in two different magnets, the 50 T mid 
pulse magnet for H < 45 T and the 100 T magnet for 35 < H < 97 T, after correcting for the effects of 
Faraday rotation. Red line is magnetic field up sweep, blue line is magnetic field down sweep. 
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crystals; the detrimental effects of eddy current heating in metallic samples or magnetocaloric effects 
in magnetic insulators; and, magnetic torque effects put limits to the sample dimensions. Typical 
sample dimensions, hence, do not exceed a few millimeters in length and a fraction of a square 
millimeter in cross section. It is natural then, to question whether such small specimens can 
effectively drive the length of silica fibers ‘at will’, and whether any significant strain is imposed on 
materials by the fiber during cool-down to cryogenic temperatures due to differential thermal 
contraction.  

Here, we present a very simple yet practical analysis. The governing equations are based on 
Hook’s law, in which applied stress is linearly coupled to the strain. The coupling constants are the 
tensile modulus (also known as Young’s modulus) of the sample (Es) and the fiber (Ef). When 
external parameters (T or H) change, and the change is small enough to assume a constant E, the 
sample under study dilates according to its coefficient of thermal expansion (α) or magnetostriction 
coefficient (λ). The force F necessary to bring the sample back to its original dimensions is given by = ∆ ⁄ , where ΔL/L is the relative deformation and A is the cross section. It is easy to 
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Figure 10. Magnetostriction ∆L/L vs. magnetic field of a SrCu2(BO3)2 single crystal measured in
a 100 T magnet at cryogenic temperatures at the National High Magnetic Field Laboratory at Los
Alamos National Laboratory [11]. (a) Magnetostriction measurement performed without a polarization
scrambler in the experimental setup. The effects of Faraday rotation are evident in the oscillatory nature
of data; (b) Magnetostriction data composed of results obtained in two different magnets, the 50 T mid
pulse magnet for H < 45 T and the 100 T magnet for 35 < H < 97 T, after correcting for the effects of
Faraday rotation. Red line is magnetic field up sweep, blue line is magnetic field down sweep.

4.4. Strain Measurements on Small Samples

An unavoidable constraint in the measurement of the magnetostriction of materials in high
magnetic fields is the small size of samples under study. The availability of large high-quality single
crystals; the detrimental effects of eddy current heating in metallic samples or magnetocaloric effects in
magnetic insulators; and, magnetic torque effects put limits to the sample dimensions. Typical sample
dimensions, hence, do not exceed a few millimeters in length and a fraction of a square millimeter in
cross section. It is natural then, to question whether such small specimens can effectively drive the
length of silica fibers ‘at will’, and whether any significant strain is imposed on materials by the fiber
during cool-down to cryogenic temperatures due to differential thermal contraction.

Here, we present a very simple yet practical analysis. The governing equations are based on
Hook’s law, in which applied stress is linearly coupled to the strain. The coupling constants are
the tensile modulus (also known as Young’s modulus) of the sample (Es) and the fiber (Ef). When
external parameters (T or H) change, and the change is small enough to assume a constant E, the
sample under study dilates according to its coefficient of thermal expansion (α) or magnetostriction
coefficient (λ). The force F necessary to bring the sample back to its original dimensions is given by
F = (∆L/L)× E× A, where ∆L/L is the relative deformation and A is the cross section. It is easy to
show that the condition that must be fulfilled to justify neglecting the force imposed by the optical
fiber on the sample during cooldown or application of a magnetic field is

As �
(

E f /Es

)
× A f , (5)
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where the subscripts refer to sample (s) and fiber (f ). The elastic modulus for fused silica is
approximately 70 GPa, roughly the value of most common metals, and the telecom-type 0.125 mm
diameter fiber cross section is Af ≈ 0.012 mm2. Consequently, a bar-shaped metallic sample 0.5 mm
on the side (cross section 0.25 mm2) fulfills Equation (5) quite satisfactorily. The elastic modulus of
most solids, including fused silica, does not change significantly with temperature [<5%], so these
considerations apply to the broad temperature range from 0.5 K to room temperature. Although the
effect of magnetic fields on silica fibers is negligible, magnetic materials often become stiffer as a
function of magnetic field and, as a consequence, even less susceptible to the force that is imposed by
the fiber. Of course, there are soft organic materials that are more challenging to measure than simple
metals. Equation (5), however, should suffice to estimate the required sample cross section to be used.

Another rather useful quantitative analysis is to estimate the total applied force by the fused
silica fiber on the sample due to differential thermal contraction from room temperature to cryogenic
temperatures given by the formula

Ff = E f A f

(
αs − α f

)
∆T, (6)

where αs and αf are the coefficients of thermal expansion of the sample and fiber, respectively. In the
case of copper for example, with αCu = 17 ppm/K, attached to a silica fiber (αSiO2 = 0.5–1 ppm/K) the
force applied by the fiber on the sample is estimated to be smaller than 3 N for a temperature span of
200 K. As a comparison, the spring in a classical capacitive dilatometer for cryogenic temperatures, as
the one described by Kuechler et al. [32,33] exerts a force estimated in 5 N on the samples under study.
The main difference between these two methods is that while the force is compressive in the case of a
capacitive dilatometer, it is tensile in the case of FBG grating dilatometry (except for materials that
expand on cooling, in which case it is also compressive). Further, because the force is applied to the
sample side, it can be non-uniform and cause birefringence-related artifacts [5,45,46].

Perhaps one of the most important issues that arises when an FBG-furbished optical fiber is
attached to the surface of a material is ‘shear lag’, i.e., the interface mechanical limitations to fully
transfer the strain. A number of analytical and experimental studies, by various authors, focus on this
problem [47–53]. A model proposed to estimate the effects of shear lag in the limit where the elastic
moduli of fiber coating and adhesive (acrylate glue) are negligible (only the shear moduli for these are
considered) estimates the strain transfer coefficient Kst as a function of the position along the fiber:

Kst =
ε f (x)

εs
=

1− cosh(k2x)/cosh(k2l/2)
k1

; (7)

where

k1 = 1 +
πr2

f

2hrp

E f

Es
; (8)

and

k2 =

√√√√k1·
2rp

πr2
f E f
·
∫ π

2

0

[
rp(1− sin θ)

Ga
+

rp

Gp
ln

(
rp

r f

)]−1

dθ (9)

Using values in Table 1 and Equations (7)–(9), we obtain the strain profile along the fiber, as
displayed in Figure 11. The x-axis origin is in the center of the FBG. The symmetric curve illustrates
how the strain transfer drops monotonically towards both ends of the sample. Ideally, the FBG should
be short enough (or the sample long enough) to occupy the central region of the sample, where the
transfer can be considered relatively uniform. The drawback is that shorter FBGs lead to a reduction in
sensitivity. We discuss this in more detail later. Figure 12 shows an example of two samples of different
length measured using the same length of FBG. The small differences in the results can be modelled
well using Equation (7).
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The consequence of using a long FBG that extends beyond the uniform center is the detection
of an asymmetric reflection peak. Equivalently, the observation of an asymmetric peak after cool
down or during a magnetic field excursion is the first hint of a less than optimal choice of FBG length,
fiber coating, sample dimensions, and adhesive. The data obtained in this way can, nevertheless, still be
useful to detect temperature- or field-induced phase transitions that do not require a quantitative
analysis of the magnetostriction coefficient.
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Figure 11. Schematics of a model to estimate the strain transfer (a) Cross-section of fiber plus sample
ensemble for strain measurement. Here h is the sample thickness, rp is the coating radius, rf is the
fiber cladding radius. (b) Fiber top view, indicating the sample length l, with respect to FBG position.
(c) Strain transfer coefficient Kst plotted as a function of position x on the fiber, computed using
Equation (3) with parameters in Table 1.

Table 1. Physical quantities and dimensions used for the computation of the strain transfer coefficient
Kst in Figure 11.

Description Symbol Value

Sample elastic modulus Es 100 GPa
Fiber elastic modulus Ef 70 GPa

Polyimide coating shear modulus Gp 8 Gpa *
Acrylate adhesive shear modulus Ga 50 Mpa *

Sample length l 3 mm
Sample thickness h 0.5 mm

Fiber radius rf 62.5 µm
Coating radius rp 75 µm

Coefficient of strain transfer at FBG center Kst 0.902

* The shear moduli used for coating and glue are those expected for cryogenic temperatures.
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Figure 12. c-axis dilation ∆c/c vs. reduced temperature T/TN, where TN = 25.5 K, for two samples of
U2Rh3Si5 of identical cross section and different lengths, 2 mm (green) and 3 mm (blue), respectively,
measured with a 0.5 mm long FBG. The magnitude of the effect of entering the antiferromagnetic
phase for T < TN is smaller for the smaller sample, with larger scattering (see inset). Data
taken with a capacitive dilatometer (•, Takeuchi et al. [54]) and inferred from x-ray diffraction (#,
Feyerherm et al. [55]) are included for comparison. The difference in magnitude between FBG and
X-ray data is satisfactorily explained by the strain transfer coefficient given by Equation (3) when using
the parameters listed in Table 1. Inset. Effect of the sample length on the measurement sensitivity.
The scattering is enhanced in the short (2 mm long) sample, likely due to inhomogeneous strain transfer
that translates to a broader reflection peak, as described by Equation (3) and displayed in Figure 13.

4.5. Impact of FBG Length on ∆L/L Sensitivity

A longer FBG produces a narrower reflected spectrum. Consequently, its position can be
determined with higher precision resulting in smaller experimental error. This effect is demonstrated
in Figure 13, where the reflection spectra for FBGs of different lengths ranging from 0.5 mm to 3 mm
are displayed. Measurements performed at room temperature at a data acquisition rate of several kHz
for a period of one minute were used to compute the standard deviation and the uncertainty in the
position ∆λB/λB. The uncertainty is found to double for an FBG four times shorter.
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Figure 13. FBG reflections at λB from sensors of different lengths (0.5, 1.0, 2.0 and 3.0 mm) manufactured
by Technica SA, relative to λB = 1550 nm. Inset. The standard deviation (SD) for the peak position
obtained using a center-of-mass algorithm was obtained over a data acquisition period of one minute,
and from it, ∆λB/λB is computed. As expected, narrower reflections lead to an increased sensitivity
when other parameters, such as intensity etc., are kept constant. Narrower peaks, however, require
longer samples in the experiment.
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In order to test Equation (7), we carried out a series of simple experiments to estimate the strain
transfer coefficient on brass samples with approximately 1 mm2 cross section and different lengths
close to room temperature. The samples were glued to the FBG (0.5 mm long) with Pattex® gel-type
acrylate, and we measured the dilation between two fixed temperature points (water-ice coexistence
and boiling water). We used our 46 kHz line scan array, as described in Section 2.2. The results are
displayed in Figure 14. We find that Equation (7), using the room temperature recommended values
Gp = 2 GPa and Gs = 25 MPa, clearly underestimates the strain transfer Kst for small samples (<1 mm),
while the results for 2–5 mm long samples show somewhat closer agreement (increased scattering
makes it difficult to be more conclusive). Note that much better agreement is found at cryogenic
temperatures (as shown in Figures 9 and 12), possibly due to improved fiber coating and adhesive
performances. Further investigations over a broader temperature range, using different adhesives,
are necessary to reach definitive conclusions.
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5. Conclusions

We present a review of three different experimental approaches to single mode SiO2 FBG
dilatometry studies of materials in extreme conditions of high magnetic fields and low temperatures.
A commercially off-the-shelf apparatus, the Hyperion® model si155, is used to interrogate FBGs
when magnetic fields are produced in a continuous fashion, achieving a strain resolution approaching
∆L/L ≈ 10−8 in the best cases. A 46 kHz setup based on an InGaAs line array camera is used in
cases where the sample is exposed to millisecond long magnetic fields, achieving typical resolutions
∆L/L≈ 10−7–10−5, depending on the type of magnet used. Finally, a time-delay dispersive pulsed laser
approach has been implemented for the most demanding sample environments in microsecond-long
magnetic field pulses that are produced by a single-turn type magnet. The strain sensitivity achieved
in this case is better than 10−4. We also discuss typical shortcomings and artifacts when measuring
mm-long samples in pulsed magnetic fields at cryogenic temperatures, and complete a quantitative
evaluation of analytic models that re available in the literature. We conclude that small samples in the
mm range perform better than predicted by available models. Additional studies performed with a
broader selection of adhesives, and sample lengths, is under way.

Acknowledgments: Work performed at the National High Magnetic Field Laboratory was supported by National
Science Foundation Cooperative Agreement No. DMR-1157490, the State of Florida and the US Department
of Energy. Work at Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL) was performed under the auspices of the U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of Basic Energy Sciences, Division of Materials Science and Engineering. MJ



Sensors 2017, 17, 2572 18 of 21

acknowledges support by the NHMFL User Collaboration Grant Program (UCGP). MJ and CCM acknowledge
support from the LANL Institute for Materials Science. The technique development work presented here would
have been impossible without the high quality oriented single crystal samples (not all shown due to manuscript
space limits) provided over a period of several years by E. Bauer at LANL (CeRhIn5, PuRhIn5), H. Dabkowska
and B. Gaulin at McMaster Univ. (SrCu2(BO3)2), K. Gofryk at INL & J. Lashley at LANL (UO2, UN), S. Süllow
at TU Braunschweig, M. Valiska and Vladimir Sechovsky at Charles Univ. (U2Rh3Si5), R. Baumbach at FSU,
and E. Bauer at LANL (URu2Si2), S. Bellave at Univ. of Virginia (UPt3), Y. Tanaka at Tokyo Inst. of Technol.
(Ba2CuSi2O6Cl2), R. Stillwell and J. Jeffries at Livermore, and N. Butch at NIST (USb2), M.J.R. Hotch at Florida St.
Univ. (LaCoO3), Ch. Ruegg at PSI, Villigen, Switzerland (BiCu2PO6), S.W. Cheong at Rutgers (Ca3Co2−xMnxO6,
Ni3TeO6), H. Berger at EPFL, Lausanne, Switzerland and A. Tsirlin at Univ. Augsburg, Augsburg, Germany
(β-TeVO4), B. Lake at Berlin Neutron Center & S. Zherlitsyn at High Mag. Field Lab Dresden (Sr3Cr2O8), B.
Maple & A. Breindel at Univ. of California, San Diego (doped URu2Si2), S. Sebastian at Cambridge Univ. (SmB6),
R. Fittipaldi, V. Granata and A. Vechione, Univ. Salerno, Italy (Sr4Ru3O10). Most FBG arrays used in this work
were manufactured by Technica SA, Atlanta, GA, USA. We are thankful to M.B. Salamon for a critical reading of
the manuscript.

Author Contributions: M.J., R.D., S.A.C. and G.R. conceived and designed the experiments; M.J., C.C.M., F.W.,
M.W., P.F.S.R., G.R., S.A.C. and R.D performed the experiments and analyzed the data; M.J., R.D. S.A.C., V.Z. and
F.F.B. wrote data acquisition software; M.J., R.D., S.A.C. and J.B. conceived and built experimental probes and
thermometry; M.J., R.D., S.A.C., F.W. and P.F.S.R. wrote the paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The founding sponsors had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the
decision to publish the results.

References

1. Application of Fiber Optic Sensors in Engineering Mechanics; Ansari, F., Ed.; ASCE SP: Reston, VA, USA, 1993;
pp. 1–300.

2. Othonos, A. Fiber Bragg Gratings. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 1997, 68, 4309–4341. [CrossRef]
3. Kersey, A.D.; Davis, M.A.; Patrick, H.J.; LeBlanc, M.; Koo, K.P.; Askins, C.G.; Putnam, M.A.; Friebele, E.J.

Fiber Grating Sensors. J. Lightwave Technol. 1997, 15, 1442–1463. [CrossRef]
4. Kreuzer, M. Strain Measurement with Fiber Bragg Grating Sensors; White Paper; HBM GmbH: Darmstadt,

Germany, 2006.
5. Latkaa, I.; Eckea, W.; Höfera, B.; Habisreuther, T.; Kallmeyerb, J.P. Fiber Bragg grating based measurement of

elastic properties at cryogenic temperatures. Proc. SPIE 2017, 6770, 677004.
6. Daou, R.; Weickert, F.; Nicklas, M.; Steglich, F.; Haase, A.; Doerr, M. High resolution magnetostriction

measurements in pulsed magnetic fields using fiber Bragg gratings. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2010, 81, 033909.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Doerr, M.; Haase, A.; Loewenhaupt, M.; Rotter, M.; Bartkowiak, M.; Daou, R.; Kampert, E.;
Perenboom, J.A.A.J.; Tsutaoka, T. Competition of two-ion and single-ion anisotropy in rare-earth systems:
Large anisotropy example of Tb5Ge3. Phys. Rev. B 2010, 82, 024422. [CrossRef]

8. Andreev, A.V.; Skourski, Y.; Kuz’min, M.D.; Yasin, S.; Zherlitsyn, S.; Daou, R.; Wosnitza, J.; Iwasa, A.;
Kondo, A.; Matsuo, A.; et al. Magnetic and magnetoelastic anomalies of an Er2Co17 single crystal in high
magnetic fields. Phys. Rev. B 2011, 83, 184422. [CrossRef]

9. Daou, R.; Haase, A.; Doerr, M.; Rotter, M.; Weickert, F.; Nicklas, M.; Steglich, F. Magnetoelastic quantum
oscillations in GdSb to 55 T. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2011, 273, 012111. [CrossRef]

10. Altarawneh, M.M.; Chern, G.W.; Harrison, N.; Batista, C.D.; Uchida, A.; Jaime, M.; Rickel, D.G.; Crooker, S.A.;
Mielke, C.H.; Betts, J.B.; et al. Cascade of Magnetic Field Induced Spin Transitions in LaCoO3. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 2012, 109, 037201. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Jaime, M.; Daou, R.; Crooker, S.A.; Weickert, F.; Uchida, A.; Feiguin, A.E.; Batista, C.D.; Dabkowska, H.A.;
Gaulin, B.D. Magnetostriction and magnetic texture to 100.75 Tesla in frustrated SrCu2(BO3)2. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 12404–12407. [CrossRef]

12. Kohama, Y.; Wang, S.; Uchida, A.; Prsa, K.; Zvyagin, S.; Skourski, Y.; McDonald, R.D.; Balicas, L.;
Ronnow, H.M.; Ruegg, C.; et al. Anisotropic Cascade of Field-Induced Phase Transitions in the Frustrated
Spin-Ladder System BiCu2PO6. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2012, 109, 167204. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Kim, J.W.; Kamiya, Y.; Mun, E.D.; Jaime, M.; Harrison, N.; Thompson, J.D.; Kiryukhin, V.; Yi, H.T.; Oh, Y.;
Cheong, S.W.; et al. Multiferroicity with coexisting isotropic and anisotropic spins in Ca3Co2−xMnxO6.
Phys. Rev. B 2014, 92, 060404. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1148392
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/50.618377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3356980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20370194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.024422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.184422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/273/1/012111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.037201
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22861888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1200743109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.167204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23215121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.060404


Sensors 2017, 17, 2572 19 of 21

14. Rotter, M.; Wang, Z.S.; Boothroyd, A.T.; Prabhakaran, D.; Tanaka, A.; Doerr, M. Mechanism of spin crossover
in LaCoO3 resolved by shape magnetostriction in pulsed magnetic fields. Nat. Sci. Rep. 2014, 4, 7003.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Radtke, G.; Saul, A.; Dabkowska, H.A.; Salamon, M.B.; Jaime, M. Magnetic Nanopantograph in the
SrCu2(BO3)2 Shastry-Sutherland Lattice. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2015, 112, 1971–1976. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

16. Rodriguez, G.; Jaime, M.; Mielke, C.H.; Balakirev, F.F.; Azad, A.; Sandberg, R.L.; Marshall, B.; La Lone, B.M.;
Henson, B.F.; Smilowitz, L.; et al. Insight into fiber Bragg sensor response at 100 MHz interrogation rates
under various dynamic loading conditions. In Fiber Optic Sensors and Applications XII; Book Series: Proceedings
of SPIE; Pickrell, G., Udd, E., Du, H.H., Eds.; SPIE: Bellingham, WA, USA, 2015; Volume 9480, p. 948004.

17. Rodriguez, G.; Jaime, M.; Balakirev, F.; Mielke, C.H.; Azad, A.; Marshall, B.; La Lone, B.M.; Henson, B.;
Smilowitz, L. Coherent pulse interrogation system for fiber Bragg grating sensing of strain and pressure in
dynamic extremes of materials. Opt. Express 2015, 23, 14219–14233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Kim, J.W.; Artyukhin, S.; Mun, E.D.; Jaime, M.; Harrison, N.; Hansen, A.; Yang, J.J.; Oh, Y.S.; Vanderbilt, D.;
Zapf, V.S.; et al. Successive Magnetic-Field-Induced Transitions and Colossal Magnetoelectric Effect in
Ni3TeO6. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2015, 115, 137201. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Weickert, F.; Harrison, N.; Scott, B.L.; Jaime, M.; Leitmae, A.; Heinmaa, I.; Stern, R.; Janson, O.; Berger, H.;
Rosner, H.; et al. Magnetic anisotropy in the frustrated spin-chain compound β-TeVO4. Phys. Rev. B 2016, 94,
064403. [CrossRef]

20. Okada, M.; Tanaka, H.; Kurita, N.; Johmoto, K.; Uekusa, H.; Miyake, A.; Tokunaga, M.; Nishimoto, S.;
Nakamura, M.; Jaime, M.; et al. Quasi-two-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensation of spin triplets in the
dimerized quantum magnet Ba2CuSi2O6Cl2. Phys. Rev. B 2016, 94, 094421. [CrossRef]

21. Stillwell, R.L.; Liu, I.-L.; Harrison, N.; Jaime, M.; Jeffries, J.R.; Butch, N.P. Tricritical point of the f-electron
antiferromagnet USb2 driven by high magnetic fields. Phys. Rev. B 2017, 95, 014414. [CrossRef]

22. Grachtrup, D.S.; Steinki, N.; Sullow, S.; Cakir, Z.; Zwicknagl, G.; Krupko, Y.; Sheikin, I.; Jaime, M.;
Mydosh, J.A. Magnetic phase diagram and electronic structure of UPt2Si2 at high magnetic fields: A
possible field-induced Lifshitz transition. Phys. Rev. B 2017, 95, 134422. [CrossRef]

23. Jaime, M.; Saul, A.; Salamon, M.; Zapf, V.S.; Harrison, N.; Durakiewicz, T.; Lashley, J.C.; Andersson, D.A.;
Stanek, C.R.; Smith, J.L.; et al. Piezomagnetism and magnetoelastic memory in uranium dioxide.
Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 99. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Shrestha, K.; Antonio, D.; Jaime, M.; Harrison, N.; Mast, D.S.; Safarik, D.; Durakiewicz, T.; Griveau, J.C.;
Gofryk, K. Tricritical point from high-field magnetoelastic and metamagnetic effects in UN. Nat. Sci. Rep.
2017, 7, 6642. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Ronning, F.; Helm, T.; Hirer, K.R.S.; Bachmann, M.D.; Balicas, L.; Chan, M.K.; Ramshaw, B.J.; McDonald, R.D.;
Balakirev, F.F.; Jaime, M.; et al. Electronic in-plane symmetry breaking at field-tuned quantum criticality in
CeRhIn5. Nature 2017, 548, 7667. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Zavareh, M.G.; Skourski, Y.; Skokov, K.P.; Karpenkov, D.Y.; Zvyagina, L.; Waske, A.; Haskel, D.;
Zhernenkov, M.; Wosnitza, J.; Gutfleisch, O. Direct Measurement of the Magnetocaloric Effect in
La(Fe,Si,Co)13. Compounds in Pulsed Magnetic Fields. Phys. Rev. Appl. 2017, 8, 014037. [CrossRef]

27. Rosa, P.F.S.; Thomas, S.M.; Balakirev, F.F.; Betts, J.; Seo, S.; Ronning, F.; Bauer, E.D.; Thompson, J.D.; Jaime, M.
An FBG optical approach to thermal expansion measurements under hydrostatic pressure. Sensors 2017, 17,
2543. [CrossRef]

28. Kim, J.W.; Mun, E.D.; Ding, X.; Hansen, A.; Jaime, M.; Harrison, N.; Yi, H.T.; Chai, Y.; Sun, Y.;
Cheong, S.W.; et al. Metastable states in frustrated triangular compounds Ca3Co2−x MnxO6 and Ca3Co2O6.
Phys. Rev. B 2017. under review.

29. Wartenbe, M.; Harrison, N.; Boebinger, G.S.; Baumbach, R.; Salamon, M.B.; Jaime, M. Magnetostriction and
octupolar order in URu2Si2. 2017; in preparation.

30. Jaime, M.; Thirunavukkuarasu, K.; Smirnov, D.; Lu, Z.; Christianen, P.; Ballotin, M.; Dabkowska, H.;
Radtke, G.; Saul, A. Raman Scattering and Dilatometry of Frustrated Spin Dimer Compound SrCu2(BO3)2 in
High Magnetic Fields to 45T. 2017, in preparation.

31. Schmiedeshoff, G.M.; Lounsbury, A.W.; Luna, D.J.; Tracy, S.J.; Schramm, A.J. Versatile and compact capacitive
dilatometer. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2006, 77, 123907. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep07003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25384532
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1421414112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25646467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.23.014219
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26072789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.137201
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26451580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.064403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.094421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.014414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.134422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00096-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28740123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-06154-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28747795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature23315
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28783723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.8.014037
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s17112543
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2403088


Sensors 2017, 17, 2572 20 of 21

32. Küchler, R.; Stingl, C.; Gegenwart, P. A uniaxial stress capacitive dilatometer for high-resolution thermal
expansion and magnetostriction under multiextreme conditions. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2016, 87, 073903.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Küchler, R.; Bauer, T.; Brando, M.; Steglich, F. A compact and miniaturized high resolution capacitive
dilatometer for measuring thermal expansion and magnetostriction. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2012, 83, 095102.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Doerr, M.; Lorenz, W.; Neupert, T.; Loewenhaupt, M.; Kozlova, N.V.; Freudenberger, J.; Bartkowiak, M.;
Kampert, E.; Rotter, M. Simultaneous measurement of magnetization and magnetostriction in 50 T pulsed k
magnetic fields. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2008, 79, 063902. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Bozorth, R.M.; Hamming, R.W. Measurement of Magnetostriction in Single Crystals. Phys. Rev. 1953, 89, 865.
[CrossRef]

36. Levitin, R.Z.; Milov, V.N.; Popov, Y.F.; Snegirev, V.V. Magnetostriction measurements under high magnetic
fields by a piezoelectric transducer glued on the sample. Phys. B 1992, 177, 59–62. [CrossRef]

37. Park, J.H.; Graf, D.; Murphy, T.P.; Schmiedeshoff, G.M.; Tozer, S.W. High resolution miniature dilatometer
based on an atomic force microscope piezocantilever. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2009, 80, 116101. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

38. Schillig, J.; Boenig, H.; Gordon, M.; Mielke, C.; Rickel, D.; Sims, J.; Martin, J.; Williams, R. Operating
experience of the United States National High Magnetic Field Laboratory 60 T Long Pulse magnet. IEEE Trans.
Appl. Supercond. 2000, 10, 526–529. [CrossRef]

39. Sims, J.; Baca, A.; Boebinger, G.; Boenig, H.; Coe, H.; Kihara, K.; Manzo, M.; Mielke, C.; Schillig, J.;
Eyssa, Y.; et al. First 100 T non-destructive magnet. IEEE Trans. Appl. Supercond. 2000, 10, 510–513. [CrossRef]

40. Bird, M.D.; Bole, S.; Dixon, I.; Eyssa, Y.M.; Gao, B.J.; Schneider-Muntau, H.J. The 45 T hybrid insert: Recent
achievements. Phys. B Condens. Matter 2001, 294–295, 639–664. [CrossRef]

41. Singleton, J.; Mielke, C.H.; Migliori, A.; Boebinger, G.S.; Lacerda, A.H. The national high magnetic field
laboratory pulsed-field facility at Los Alamos National Laboratory. Phys. B Condens. Matter 2004, 346,
614–617. [CrossRef]

42. Mielke, C.H.; McDonald, R.D. Single turn multi-megagauss system at the NHMFL-Los Alamos to study
plutonium. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Megagauss Magnetic Field Generation and
Related Topics, Herlany, Slovakia, 5–10 November 2006; pp. 227–231.

43. Rodriguez, G.; Smilowitz, L.; Henson, B.F. Embedded fiber Bragg grating pressure measurement during
thermal ignition of a high explosive. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2016, 109, 164101. [CrossRef]

44. Ikeda, A.; Nomura, T.; Matsuda, Y.H.; Tani, S.; Kobayashi, Y.; Watanabe, H.; Sato, K. High-speed 100 MHz
strain monitor using fiber Bragg grating and optical filter for magnetostriction measurements under ultrahigh
magnetic fields. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2017, 88, 083906. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Harasim, D. The influence of fibre bending on polarization-dependent twist sensor based on tilted brag
grating. Metrol. Meas. Syst. 2017, 24, 577–584. [CrossRef]

46. Caucheteur, C.; Guo, T.; Albert, J. Polarization-assisted fiber Bragg grating sensors: Tutorial and review.
J. Lightwave Technol. 2017, 35, 3311–3322. [CrossRef]

47. Chandrasekhar, B.S. A note on the possibility of observing de Haas-Van Alphen oscillations in
magnetostriction. Phys. Lett. 1963, 6, 27–28. [CrossRef]

48. Ansari, F.; Libo, Y. Mechanics of bond and interface shear transfer in optical fiber sensors. J. Eng. Mech. 1998,
124, 385–394. [CrossRef]

49. Wan, K.T.; Leung, C.K.Y.; Olson, N.G. Investigation of the strain transfer for surface-attached optical fiber
strain sensors. Smart Mater. Struct. 2008, 17, 035037. [CrossRef]

50. Her, S.-C.; Huang, C.-Y. Effect of coating on the strain transfer of optical fiber sensors. Sensors 2011, 11,
6926–6941. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Li, D.; Ren, L.; Li, H. Mechanical property and strain transferring mechanism in optical fiber sensors. In
Fiber Optics Sensors; Yisin, M., Harun, S.W., Arof, H., Eds.; InTech: Rijeka, Croatia, 2012; pp. 439–458.

52. Wan, K.T. Quantitative sensitivity analysis of surface attached optical fibre strain sensor. IEEE Sens. J. 2014,
14, 1805–1812. [CrossRef]

53. Wu, R.; Fu, K.; Chen, T. An investigation of interface transferring mechanism of surface-bonded fiber Bragg
grating sensors. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2017, 88, 085001. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4958957
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27475567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4748864
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23020414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2919882
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18601412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.89.865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0921-4526(92)90067-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3258143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19947765
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/77.828288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/77.828284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(00)00734-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physb.2004.01.068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4965842
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4999452
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28863652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/mms-2017-0038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2016.2585738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9163(63)90206-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9399(1998)124:4(385)
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/17/3/035037
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s110706926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22163993
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2014.2303145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4997069
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28863680


Sensors 2017, 17, 2572 21 of 21

54. Takeuchi, T.; Yamada, T.; Miyako, Y.; Oda, K.; Kindo, K.; Becker, B.; Ramakrishnan, S.; Menovsky, A.A.;
Nieuwenhuys, G.J.; Mydosh, J.A. Coupled spin-lattice transition in U2Rh3Si5: Thermal expansions and
magnetization. Phys. Rev. B 1997, 56, 10778–10781. [CrossRef]

55. Feyerherm, R.; Wiebe, C.R.; Gaulin, B.D.; Collins, M.F.; Becker, B.; Hendrikx, R.W.A.; Gortenmulder, T.J.;
Nieuwenhuys, G.J.; Mydosh, J.A. First-order transition to a noncollinear antiferromagnetic structure in
U2Rh3Si5. Phys. Rev. B 1997, 56, 13693–13696. [CrossRef]

© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.56.10778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.56.13693
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Fast (Millisecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Swept-Wavelength Lasers 
	Very Fast (Microsecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Broadband Light and a Line Array Camera 
	Ultrafast (Nanosecond Time Scale) FBG Interrogation Using Pulsed Lasers 

	A Review of Selected Recent Results 
	Magnetostriction Superstructure in the Frustrated Quantum Spin System SrCu2(BO3)2 
	Transverse Magnetostriction 
	Quantum Oscillations in the Magnetostriction of Metals 
	Spin Transitions in the 100 T Range in LaCoO3 

	Experimental Challenges, Artifacts, and Strategies Used to Address Them 
	Temperature Effects 
	Magnetic Forces 
	Artifacts Due to Magnetic Field-Induced Faraday Rotation in the Optical Fiber 
	Strain Measurements on Small Samples 
	Impact of FBG Length on L/L Sensitivity 

	Conclusions 

