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Abstract: The multi-coil sensor consisting of a series of sub-coils provides a reliable way to avoid
signal distortion from excitation field. Compared with conventional coil sensors, the multi-coil sensor
exhibits more complex signal conversion performance, and the conventional equivalent circuit cannot
reveal the possible attenuated oscillation, which seriously degrades the detection reliability. Based on
a novel equivalent circuit model, this research investigates the causes of signal oscillation and proposes
and validates an effective solution, which contributes to the signal transmission characteristics of
multi-coil sensors for engineering applications.
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1. Introduction

Multi-coil is an effective tool for detecting electromagnetic fields. Magnetic sensors based on
air-core coils are widely used as a transducer in transient electromagnetic (TEM) exploration [1–6]
and metallic crack detection [7–10], and coil sensors with integrated excitation module are commonly
used in aeronautical transient electromagnetic detection [11], mine transient electromagnetic detection,
and small loop towed systems [12].

To avoid signal distortion caused by the excitation mixing phenomenon, the multi-coil designs
that can effectively reduce the mutual inductance of the transmitter coil (TX coil) and the receiver
coil (RX coil) are widely concerned. For example, the opposing design [13] and the gradient design
respectively use two reverse-series sub-coils as transmitter or receiver modules, as shown in Figure 1a,b.
Another coil design consists of non-uniform sub-coils, such as the bucking design [14] and cross-loop
design [15] shown in Figure 1c,d, in which the cross-loop design adopting the forward-series mode has
obvious advantages in detection sensitivity.

Due to the miniaturization of coil sensors, the spacing of its sub-coils is significantly
compressed [16]. However, in practice, we observed that the miniaturized cross-loop design may
superimpose an attenuated oscillation in the non-periodic magnetic field response, as shown by the
red dotted line in Figure 2. This signal oscillation seriously degrades the detection reliability [17], so it
is necessary to analyze the signal mechanism of the multi-coil sensor to solve this problem.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of four multi-coil designs. (a) The opposing design. (b) The gradient design. (c) The 

bucking design. (d) The cross-loop design. 
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Based on the equivalent circuit model of the coil sensor, this section studies its signal transfer 

features under normal conditions. 

Figure 3 depicts the equivalent circuit of a general air-core coil. 휀(𝑡)  denotes the induced 

electromotive force (EMF) of the coil, and 𝑢(𝑡) is the output signal. Parameters 𝐿, 𝑅, and C are the 
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of four multi-coil designs. (a) The opposing design. (b) The gradient
design. (c) The bucking design. (d) The cross-loop design.
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2. Signal Transfer Features of General Coil Sensors

Based on the equivalent circuit model of the coil sensor, this section studies its signal transfer
features under normal conditions.

Figure 3 depicts the equivalent circuit of a general air-core coil. ε(t) denotes the induced
electromotive force (EMF) of the coil, and u(t) is the output signal. Parameters L, R, and C are the
inductance, the internal resistance, and the parasitic capacitance of the coil, respectively, Rb is the
damping resistance connected in parallel with the coil. Assume that no initial energy is stored in L and
C. Then, ε(s) and U(s) in the s-domain can be related by the transfer function:

H(s) =
U(s)
ε(s)

=
1

s2LC + s
(

L
Rb

+ RC
)
+

R+Rb
Rb

. (1)
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Equation (1) can be transformed into:

ε(t)
LC

=
d2u(t)

dt2 + 2δ1
du(t)

dt
+ω2

pu(t) (2)

where δ1 = 1
2

(
R
L + 1

RbC

)
, and ωp =

√
1

LC

(
R
Rb

+ 1
)

is the coil resonance frequency. Define the
damping coefficient

ξ =
δ1

ωp
=

RbRC + L

2
√

LCRb(R + Rb)
. (3)

In the case of ξ = 1, the coil works under the critical damping state and its unit step response
is shown by the solid blue line in Figure 4; in the underdamped state ξ < 1, the unit step response
oscillates, as shown by the red dotted line in Figure 4; in the over-damped state ξ > 1, the response
attenuation is slow, as shown by the yellow dotted line in Figure 4 [18].
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Under the condition of critical damping ξ = 1, we obtain the critical damping resistance

Rbd =
L

RC + 2
√

LC
. (4)

In general, a damping resistance with a value less than Rbd can avoid oscillation for the coil sensor.
However, the multi-coil sensor is possible to output a non-periodic magnetic field signal in the form
of attenuated oscillations, as shown by the red dotted line in Figure 2, even if the damping resistor
is in the overdamped range. Therefore, the cause of signal oscillation needs to be found to ensure
sensor reliability.

3. Modeling of Multi-Coil Sensor

In general, if an evenly arranged coil is arbitrarily divided into two parts, their parameters
satisfy R1

R2
= L1

L2
≈

C2
C1

, where R1, R2, L1, L2, C1, and C2 respectively represent the internal resistance,
inductance, and parasitic capacitance of the two sub-coils. Here, coils satisfying the above condition
are marked as the matching coil system, which generally provides a stable signal transmission, such as
the two sub-receiver coils of the gradient design. However, for the non-matching receiver coils of the
bucking design or the cross-loop design, the signal oscillation is often triggered when the sub-coils are
closely distributed or there are good conductors near the coils. Therefore, we speculate that this signal
oscillation phenomenon is related to the parasitic capacitance between non-matching sub-coils.

To verify this conjecture, we explore the effect of the matching state and parasitic capacitance
distribution of the sub-coils on the signal oscillation, and try to find an equivalent circuit model,
which can simulate the signal oscillation properly.
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The equivalent circuit model 1, which is composed of two sub-coils simply connected in a series,
is established, as shown in Figure 5. The internal resistance and inductance of the two sub-coils are
connected in series in the same branch. The equivalent lumped capacitances of the two sub-coils are
connected in series in the other branch, and the two branches are in parallel with the damping resistor
Rb. Assuming i(t) is the induced eddy current of the measured object, the coupling coefficients of the
eddy current source and the two sub-coils are denoted as M1 and M2, respectively; thus, the EMF of
the multi-coil sensor system can be solved by

ε(t) = ε1(t) + ε2(t) = −(M1 + M2)
di(t)

dt
. (5)
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Figure 5. Model 1: Equivalent circuit with a single damper resistance.

Setting parameters of a matching coil system: R1 = R2 = 8 Ω, L1 = L2 = 60 mH, C1 = C2 = 0.5 µF,
Rb = 1.02 kΩ. Setting parameters of a non-matching coil system: R1 = 8 Ω, L1 = 60 mH, C1 = 0.5 µF,
while R2 = 32 Ω, L2 = 960 mH, C2 = 2 µF, and the damping resistance Rb = 1.02 kΩ. The values of
both damping resistance Rb ensure that model 1 is in an overdamped state.

Taking di(t)
dt as the system input and u(t) as the system output, the unit impulse response of

model 1 does not oscillate under the two parameter samples regardless of the value of M1 and M2,
as shown by the blue dashed line in Figure 6 in the case of M1 = 1× 10−5, M2 = 5× 10−5, i(t < 0) = 0,
and i(t ≥ 0) = 1. Therefore, model 1 cannot be used to simulate the signal oscillation.
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Next, a novel equivalent circuit model 2 shown in Figure 7 is established, in which the equivalent
lumped capacitances of the two sub-coils are connected in parallel to the respective inductance branches.
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Regardless of the value of M1 and M2, the unit impulse response of Model 2 does not oscillate for
the matching coil system. However, the signal oscillation phenomenon cannot be masked under the
non-matching coil system, as shown by the solid black line in Figure 6 in the case of M1 = 1× 10−5 and
M2 = 5× 10−5. Therefore, model 2 successfully simulated the signal oscillation phenomenon under
the non-matching parameters case.
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For the multi-coil system, it can be seen from the above analysis that the non-matching parameters
of the sub-coils and the discontinuous arrangement of the parasitic capacitance are the key factors in
signal oscillation.

4. Solution for Signal Oscillation

To eliminate the signal oscillation phenomenon of the non-matching coil system, we propose the
sub-damping solution: Set a damping resistor at each sub-coil port, and the ratio of each sub-damper
is consistent with that of the corresponding inductance coefficients, that is, Rz1

Rz2
= L1

L2
. With this

scheme, a double-damping equivalent circuit is established in Figure 8, which is marked as model 3.
The parameters of the two sub-coils are kept the same as those of the equivalent circuit model 2, and the
matching sub-damping resistors: Rz1 = 60 Ω, Rz2 = 960 Ω, while the total port resistance is taken as
Rb = 100 kΩ. In this case, the decay oscillation of the unit impulse response is eliminated, as shown by
the red dotted line in Figure 6.
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It can be seen from Figure 6 that the circuit model 2 can simulate the signal oscillation of
non-matching coil systems and adding the sub-damping resistor to each sub-coil is an effective scheme
to eliminate the oscillation phenomenon, which is called the sub-damping solution.
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5. Simulation

Based on the transfer function of the multi-coil sensor, this section analyzes the mechanism of the
sub-damping solution.

Taking di(t)
dt as the system input and u(t) as the system output, the transfer function of model 2 is:

H1(s) = −
f1s2 + g1s + h1

a1s4 + b1s3 + c1s2 + d1s + e1
. (6)

where
a1 = L1L2C1C2Rb;
b1 = L1C1C2R2Rb + L2C1C2R1Rb + L1L2C1 + L1L2C2;
c1 = L1C1R2 + L1C2R2 + L2C1R1 + L2C2R1 + C1C2R1R2Rb + L1C1Rb + L2C2Rb;
d1 = L1 + L2 + C1R1R2 + C2R1R2 + C1R1Rb + C2R2Rb;
e1 = R1 + R2 + Rb;
f1 = L2C2RbM1 + L1C1RbM2;
g1 = C2R2RbM1 + C1R1RbM2;
h1 = Rb(M1 + M2).
According to the relationship between system stability and zero-pole distribution [19], if all system

poles are on the real axis, the system is an over-damped system, and its unit impulse response is a
non-periodic waveform. When the system has a conjugate complex pole, its unit impulse response
exhibits a damped oscillation process. The pole-zero diagram of model 2 under the non-matching
parameter is plotted in Figure 9. Due to the existence of the conjugate complex pole, the signal must
have a damped oscillation as shown by the red dotted line in Figure 6.
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Similarly, the transfer function of model 3 is:

H1(s) = −
f1s2 + g1s + h1

a1s4 + b1s3 + c1s2 + d1s + e1
. (7)

It also takes di(t)
dt as the system input and u(t) as the system output, where

a2 = L1L2C1C2Rz1Rz2Rb;
b2 = L1L2C1Rz1Rz2 + L1L2C2Rz1Rz2 + L1L2C1Rz1Rb + L1L2C2Rz2Rb + L1C1R2Rz1Rz2Rb +

L2C1R1Rz1Rz2Rb;
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c2 = L1C1Rz1Rz2Rb + L2C2Rz1Rz2Rb + L1C2Rz1 + L1C2Rz2 + L1C2R2Rz1Rz2 + L2C1R1Rz1Rz2+

L1C2R2Rz2Rb + L2C1R1Rz1Rb + L1L2Rb + L1C1Rz1Rz2R2 + L2C2Rz1Rz2R1 + L1C1Rz1RbR2

+L2C2RbRz2R1 + C1C2R1R2Rz1Rz2Rb;
d2 = L2Rz1Rz2 + L1Rz1Rz2 + L2Rz1Rb + L1R2Rb + C2R2Rz1Rz2Rb + C1R1Rz1Rz2Rb + L1R2Rz1+

L2R1Rz2 + L1R2Rz2 + L2R1Rz1 + L1R2Rb + L2R1Rb + C2R1R2Rz1Rz2 + C1R1R2Rz1Rz2 +C2R1R2Rz2Rb +

C1R1R2Rz1Rb;
e2 = R2Rz1Rb + R1Rz2Rb + Rz1Rz2Rb + R2Rz1Rz2 + R1Rz1Rz2 + R1R2Rz1 + R1R2Rz2 + R1R2Rb;
f2 = L2C2Rz1Rz2RbM1 + L1C1Rz1Rz2RbM2;
g2 = (C2R2Rz1Rz2Rb + L2Rz1Rb)M1 + (C1R1Rz1Rz2Rb + L1Rz2Rb)M2;
h2 = (R2Rz1Rb + Rz1Rz2Rb)M1 + (R1Rz2Rb + Rz1Rz2Rb)M2.
In the case of Rz1 = 60 Ω, Rz2 = 960 Ω, Rb = 100 kΩ, the pole-zero diagram of model 3 is shown

in Figure 10. It can be seen that all poles are moved to the negative real axis, thus the system enters an
overdamped state, and thus avoids the signal oscillations.
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For the matching parameter system, the conjugate pole based on circuit model 2 is cancelled by
the zero point, as shown in Figure 11, thereby avoiding signal oscillation.

Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 10 

 

𝑒2 = R2𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑏 + 𝑅1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏 + 𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏 + R2𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2 + 𝑅1𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2 + 𝑅1R2𝑅𝑧1 + 𝑅1R2𝑅𝑧2 + 𝑅1𝑅2𝑅𝑏； 

𝑓2 = 𝐿2𝐶2𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏𝑀1 + 𝐿1𝐶1𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏𝑀2; 

𝑔2 = (𝐶2R2𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏 + 𝐿2𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑏)𝑀1 + (𝐶1𝑅1𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏 + 𝐿1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏)𝑀2; 

ℎ2 = (R2𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑏 + 𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏)𝑀1 + (𝑅1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏 + 𝑅𝑧1𝑅𝑧2𝑅𝑏)𝑀2. 

In the case of 𝑅𝑧1 = 60 Ω, 𝑅𝑧2 = 960 Ω, 𝑅𝑏 = 100 kΩ, the pole-zero diagram of model 3 is 

shown in Figure 10. It can be seen that all poles are moved to the negative real axis, thus the system 

enters an overdamped state, and thus avoids the signal oscillations. 

 

Figure 10. Zero-pole diagram of double-damped circuit model 3. 

 

Figure 11. Zero-pole diagram of symmetrical circuit model 2. 

For the matching parameter system, the conjugate pole based on circuit model 2 is cancelled by 

the zero point, as shown in Figure 11, thereby avoiding signal oscillation. 

6. Comparison Test 

This section examines the effect of the sub-damping solution on the signal oscillation 

phenomenon by a comparative experiment. 

Two multi-coil systems are built with non-matching sub-coils: One 300-turn coil with a diameter 

of 220 mm is marked as Coil 1, and the other 150-turn coil with a diameter of 200 mm is marked as 

Coil 2. In the first coil system, the output port of Coil 1 is directly connected in series with the input 

port of Coil 2, and only one resistor is arranged at the ports of the multi-coil sensor to form a single-

damped coil system in an overdamped state, as shown in Figure 12a. Another coil system adopted 

the sub-damping solution, thus sub-damper resistors matching the corresponding sub-coil 

Figure 11. Zero-pole diagram of symmetrical circuit model 2.

6. Comparison Test

This section examines the effect of the sub-damping solution on the signal oscillation phenomenon
by a comparative experiment.
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Two multi-coil systems are built with non-matching sub-coils: One 300-turn coil with a diameter of
220 mm is marked as Coil 1, and the other 150-turn coil with a diameter of 200 mm is marked as Coil 2.
In the first coil system, the output port of Coil 1 is directly connected in series with the input port of
Coil 2, and only one resistor is arranged at the ports of the multi-coil sensor to form a single-damped coil
system in an overdamped state, as shown in Figure 12a. Another coil system adopted the sub-damping
solution, thus sub-damper resistors matching the corresponding sub-coil inductance are respectively
added to the ports of Coil 1 and Coil 2 to form a double-damped coil system, as shown in Figure 12b.
The two sub-coils are separated by less than 12 mm. When the DC voltage source connected in parallel
to the total ports of each coil system is quickly cut off, the corresponding impulse response waveforms
that caused by the zero-input response are as shown in the oscilloscope [20], which can be used as an
indicator of system stability. It is known from Figure 13b that the double-damper coil system avoids
the oscillation phenomenon that occurs in the single-damper coil system, which is shown in Figure 13a.
Therefore, the sub-damping solution proposed in this paper can effectively solve the signal oscillation
problem of the multi-coil system.
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7. Conclusions

In the case where the sub-coils pitch is too small, the multi-coil sensor with non-matching
parameters has a pair of conjugate complex poles, which is the main cause of the signal oscillation.
There are three ways to solve this problem: One is to select the sub-coils with matching parameters,
but it is difficult to get matching sub-coils for the bucking design and the cross-loop design shown
in Figure 1; another method is to increase the spacing between sub-coils to balance the distribution
state of the parasitic capacitance, so that signal oscillation is avoided, but this requires a fairly high
wiring technology of the miniaturized coil sensor; the third solution is to set a sub-damping resistor
for each sub-coil, as shown in Figure 8; the sub-damping resistor acts to move the original conjugate
complex pole to its real-axis, thus eliminating the signal oscillation. The third solution, named the
sub-damping solution, is universally applicable, which provides a theoretical basis for the study of the
signal transmission features of the multi-coil sensor and its calibration work.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.H.; data curation, W.F.; formal analysis, H.W.; funding acquisition,
J.H.; methodology, H.W.; project administration, H.W.; resources, Z.F.; validation, W.F.; writing—original draft,
H.W.; writing—review and editing, J.H. and W.F.

Funding: This research was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (grant no. 51777017).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Lin, J.; Wang, L.; Wang, X.G.; Min, C.; Lei, F.; Shang, X.L. Research and development on the air-core coil
sensor for mine transient electromagnetic exploration. Chin. J. Geophys. 2016, 59, 721–730.

2. Chen, C.; Liu, F.; Lin, J.; Zhu, K.; Wang, Y. An Optimized Air-Core Coil Sensor with a Magnetic Flux
Compensation Structure Suitable to the Helicopter TEM System. Sensors 2016, 16, 508. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Chu, X.; Zhang, S.; Chen, S. An optimal transfer characteristic of an air cored transient electromagnetic sensor.
In Proceedings of the 2012 International Conference on Industrial Control and Electronics Engineering, Xi’an,
China, 23–25 August 2012; pp. 482–485.

4. Badewa, E.; Unc, A.; Cheema, M.; Kavanagh, V.; Galagedara, L. Soil Moisture Mapping Using Multi-Frequency
and Multi-Coil Electromagnetic Induction Sensors on Managed Podzols. Agronomy 2018, 8, 224. [CrossRef]

5. Casterad, M.; Herrero, J.; Betrán, J.; Ritchie, G. Sensor-Based Assessment of Soil Salinity during the First
Years of Transition from Flood to Sprinkler Irrigation. Sensors 2018, 18, 616. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s16040508
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27077862
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/agronomy8100224
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s18020616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29462981


Sensors 2019, 19, 3563 10 of 10

6. Dang, B.; Yang, L.; Liu, C.; Zheng, Y.; Li, H.; Dang, R.; Sun, B. A Uniform Linear Multi-Coil Array-Based
Borehole Transient Electromagnetic System for Non-Destructive Evaluations of Downhole Casings. Sensors
2018, 18, 2707. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Yoshioka, S.; Gotoh, Y. Proposal of thickness measurement method of steel plate with high liftoff using
pulsed magnetic field. IEEE Trans. Magn. 2017, 53. [CrossRef]

8. Wang, Q.; Cui, L.; Wang, J.; Yang, W. Defects detection based on sparse regularization method for
electromagnetic tomography (EMT). In Proceedings of the 2017 IEEE International Instrumentation and
Measurement Technology Conference (I2MTC), Turin, Italy, 22–25 May 2017.

9. Tsurubuchi, K.; Hiroki, S.; Haga, N.; Motojima, K.; Tsurubuchi, K. Defect detection method for metal tubes
through electromagnetic wave propagation characteristics analysis. IEEJ Trans. Ind. Appl. 2017, 137, 786–790.
[CrossRef]

10. Mamun, K.; Deo, R.; Islam, F.; Pota, H.; Chand, A.; Prasad, K.; Cakacaka, A. A Prototype of an Electromagnetic
Induction Sensor for Non-Destructive Estimation of the Presence of Corrosive Chemicals Ensuing Concrete
Corrosion. Sensors 2019, 19, 1959. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Schamper, C.; Auken, E.; Sørensen, K. Coil response inversion for very early time modelling of helicopter-borne
time-domain electromagnetic data and mapping of near-surface geological layers. Geophys. Prospect. 2014,
62, 658–674. [CrossRef]

12. Yu, C.; Fu., Z.; Zhang, H.; Tai, H.M.; Zhu, X. Transient process and optimal design of receiver coil for
small-loop transient electromagnetics. Geophys. Prospect. 2014, 62, 377–384. [CrossRef]

13. Xi, Z.; Long, X.; Huang, L.; Zhou, S.; Song, G.; Hou, H.T.; Chen, X.P.; Wang, L.; Xiao, W.; Qi, Q.X. Opposing coils
transient electromagnetic method focused near-surface resolution. Geophysics 2016, 81, 279–285. [CrossRef]

14. Chen, S.D.; Wang, Y.Y.; Zhang, S. Bucking Coil Used in Airborne Transient Electromagnetic Survey.
In Proceedings of the 2012 International Conference on Industrial Control and Electronics Engineering, Xi’an,
China, 23–25 August 2012; pp. 478–481.

15. Fu, Z.; Wang, H.; Wang, Y.; Fu, N.; Tai, H.M.; Qin, S. Elimination of Mutual Inductance Effect for Small-Loop
TEM Devices. Geophysics 2019, 84, 143–154. [CrossRef]

16. Cha, Y.J.; Kim, K.H.; Shon, J.S.; Kim, Y.H.; Kim, J. Surface Flaws Detection Using AC Magnetic Field Sensing
by a Thin Film Inductive Microsensor. IEEE Trans. Magn. 2008, 44, 4022–4025.

17. Peng, B.; Sun, G.; Zhao, D. Design of Transient Electromagnetic Signal Acquisition System Based on FPGA.
Appl. Mech. Mater. 2014, 602, 2184–2187. [CrossRef]

18. Wang, H. Characteristics of damping coefficient effect on transient electromagnetic signal. Chin. J. Geophys.
2010, 53, 428–434.

19. Wang, J.; Zhao, Y.; Cui, T.; Varahramyan, K. Synthesis of the modeling and control systems of a tunneling
accelerometer using the MatLab simulation. J. Micromech. Microeng. 2002, 12, 730. [CrossRef]

20. Wang, H.; Fu, Z.; Wang, Y.; Tai, H.; Chen, W. On-site calibration of air-coil sensor for transient electromagnetic
exploration. Geophys. Prospect. 2019, 67, 1595–1610. [CrossRef]

© 2019 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/10.3390/s18082707
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30126138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2017.2717480
http://dx.doi.org/10.1541/ieejias.137.786
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s19091959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31027349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2478.12104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2478.12093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0564.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1190/geo2018-0278.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.602-605.2184
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/12/6/302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1365-2478.12737
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Signal Transfer Features of General Coil Sensors 
	Modeling of Multi-Coil Sensor 
	Solution for Signal Oscillation 
	Simulation 
	Comparison Test 
	Conclusions 
	References

