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ABSTRACT

Calculating magnetic signatures using analytical techniques becomes infeasible for complex
geometries such as submarines, hence numerical techniques, such as finite element analysis,
must be used instead. In this report we compare analytical and finite element solutions util-
ising COMSOL for calculating the magnetic induction of a permeable spherical shell with an
internal current band in uniform magnetic induction. The analytical and finite element ana-
lysis solutions were found to be approximately equal, this verifies that modelling of magnetic
signatures of submarines using COMSOL will generate correct data.
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Magnetic signatures of spherical bodies in Earth’s
magnetic field — a comparison of analytical and finite
element analysis solutions

Executive Summary

In this report we compare analytical and finite element solutions to validate the use of COM-
SOL software for calculating the magnetic signature of permeable materials with current bands
in background magnetic fields.

The analytical techniques used for determining the magnetic signature of a simple shape, such
as a spherical shell, cannot be used to calculate the magnetic signature of a submarine due
to its complex structure. Instead, the magnetic signature of a submarine must be numerically
calculated using finite element analysis. However, finite element analysis introduces both
discretisation and numerical errors. This report quantifies these errors.
The magnetic signature is calculated for the following domains:

e a permeable spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction By

e a permeable spherical shell with an internal current band

e a permeable spherical shell with an internal current band in uniform magnetic
induction By.

The finite element solutions were found to closely approximate the analytical solutions. These
solutions may be used to study the induced magnetic signatures of ferromagnetic bodies and

coils found on modern submarines.

COMSOL may be used to calculate the magnetic induction of permeable materials with in-
ternal current bands in background magnetic fields.
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1. Introduction

A comparison between analytical and finite element solutions has been conducted to validate
the use of COMSOL software for calculating the magnetic induction of permeable materials
in background magnetic fields with current bands. Calculating magnetic induction using
analytical techniques becomes infeasible for complex geometries, instead numerical techniques
such as finite element analysis must be used.

The analytical solution of a permeable spherical shell with an internal current band in uniform
magnetic induction By is given in [1], [2]. A comparison between the analytical and finite
element solution of a permeable spherical shell with an external current band is given in [3].
This report compares the analytical to finite element analysis solutions of a permeable spherical
shell with an internal current band in background magnetic induction By.

Calculation of the magnetic induction using the analytical method requires solving Laplace’s,
or Poisson’s, equation with boundary conditions, this is outlined in Section 2. The analytical
solution consists of a series expansion of associated Legendre functions. For simple geometries
solving Laplace’s equation is feasible. However, for complex geometries the number of bound-
ary conditions and the complexity of the solution renders analytical solutions infeasible, and
hence numerical techniques must be used instead. Finite element analysis, which is outlined
in Section 3, is a numerical method which may be used for calculating magnetic potential and
hence magnetic induction. Finite element analysis converts a second order partial differential
equation into a system of linear equations by discretising the spatial domain. However, dis-
cretising the spatial domain may introduce discretisation error, which will result in a numerical
solution unequal to the analytical solution. This paper quantifies the error created when using
finite element analysis for calculating magnetic signatures for three domains:

e a permeable spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction By
e a permeable spherical shell with an internal current band

e a permeable spherical shell with an internal current band in uniform magnetic induction
By.

Magnetic induction signatures, their absolute value comparisons, and errors are presented.
These solutions may be used to study the interaction of ferromagnetic bodies and coils found
on modern submarines.
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2. Background of magnetostatics

2.1. Magnetic scalar potential

The basic equations of magnetostatics are [4]:
V-B=0 (1)
VxH=J (2)
where B is the magnetic induction, H is the magnetic field, and J is the current. If there are

no free currents, i.e. J = 0, this means V x H = 0 and we can introduce a scalar potential
@MZ

H=-Voy (3)

Note that H = —V &), is analogous to E = —V®pg in electrostatics. If the medium is linear:
B =—-uVey (4)

V-B=V.(—uV®y)=0 (5)

where p is the magnetic permeability of the material. If p is piecewise constant then the
magnetic scalar potential satisfies the Laplace equation:

V20 =0 (6)
2.2. Laplace’s equation and associated Legendre functions

Laplace’s equation in spherical coordinates is given by [5]:

2
V2o = - L 0 <r28®M>+ = a(sinea(I)M)—i- L% _ (7)

r2 Or or r2sin 6 00 00 r2sin? @ O0¢?

where r is radial distance, 6 is the azimuthal angle, ¢ is the polar angle. Separating variables:

Oy = U(r)O(0)2(9) (8)
Substituting into equation (7) and multiplying by TUSg‘Qe.

rsin’6 <é (57“[2] * @1"2181119% (sm&cfi(;?)) * fllcczig =0 ©)

This gives three equations where m and n(n + 1) are constants:
—m? = (12?;;22 (10a)
0= 11 Qdie <S1H0ili§> (n(n +1) - SZ;@) ) (10Db)
L () et
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Figure 1: Associated Legendre functions of the first kind.

The solutions of these equations are [6]:

Q = Apm cosme + By sinme (11a)

© = Cpm P (cos ) (11b)
Dnm n

U= "7 + Bunr (11c)

where Ay, Bnm,Cnm,Dnm, and E,,, are constants, and P (x) are associated Legendre func-
tions of the first kind. The magnetic scalar potential is given by [5]:

Dy (r,0,9) = Z Z (Apm cos meo + By, sin me) Cp, Py (cos ) (% + Enmr"> (12)
T

n=0 m=0

The associated Legendre functions of the first kind for real argument z are given by [7]:

dm
Pt (x) = (=1)™(1 - w2)m/26m7mPn(w) (13)
where P, (z) is the Legendre polynomial and may be expressed using Rodrigues’ formula:

1 a
—onpl dan

Pu(a) (2 —1)" (14)

P™(z) are bounded in the interval —1 < x < 1. A plot of the P%(x) and P}(z) associated
Legendre functions of the first kind are given in Figure 1.
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3. Background of finite element analysis

3.1. Second-order partial differential equation

This section will focus on finite element analysis in two dimensions. Finite element analysis
solves the generic second-order partial differential equation given by [8]:

0 ou 0 ou
oz <%ax> oy (“yay) thu=g (15)

where o, oy, 3, and g are constants and u is the variable for which the equation is solved.
Laplace’s equation is a special case of equation (15) given by:

’®  9°D

57 t a7 =0 (16)

where u = ®, o, = ay = 1, B = 0, and g = 0. Similarly, Poisson’s equation is a special case
of equation (15) given by:

o ([ 0P o ([ 0P

ox <€8x)+8y <€8y> Pu (17)

where u = ®, a, = oy = ¢, =0, and g = —p,. Hence, finite element analysis may be used
to numerically solve electromagnetics problems, such as a permeable material in a uniform
magnetic field, or the magnetic field of a current band in a permeable spherical shell.

3.2. Discretisation of the domain

Consider the irregular shape given in Figure 2i. To use finite element analysis to determine
electromagnetic properties such as magnetic induction, the domain must be discretised into
finite elements. The most common shapes used are triangles such as those given in 2ii. Large
triangles give a large discretisation error, which may be improved by using small triangles
in areas with large variations. Once the domain has been meshed with finite elements the
interpolation functions must be developed for the triangles.

3.3. Interpolation functions

An interpolation function is used to determine the potential inside the triangular finite elements
given in Figure 2ii. The potential u inside the interior of a triangle finite element, as given in
Figure 3, is calculated as:

u = U?Nl + USNQ + u§N3 (18)

where u{, u§, and u§ are the potentials at the vertices of the triangle, and N1, N2, and N3 are
the interpolation functions. The interpolation functions must be continuous within the finite
element and at least once differentiable, hence the simplest choice is a polynomial of degree
one.
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(i) Irregular 2-D domain (i) Discretised 2-D domain

Figure 2: Triangular finite elements are used to discretise the irregular 2-D domain. ). rep-
resents the area of the triangle finite element.

3.4. The method of weighted residual

A weak formulation, where equation (15) is no longer required to be exact, may be obtained
by introducing a weighted residual element given by [8]:

e O ou 0 ou
= <ax6:£) + ay (ozyay) +pu—g (19)

where 7€ is the residual element. If the numerical solution is equal to the analytical solution
then the residual element should equal zero. However, as the domain has been discretised
this is not the case. The objective, then, of finite element analysis is to minimise the residual
element by multiplying r¢ with a weight function w, integrating over the area of the element
Q¢ and setting the integral to zero:

0 ou 0 ou
— | ap— — — —g| dxdy = 2
//ew[a$<a 6m)+8y(ay8y>+ﬁu g} xdy =0 (20)
Introducing the identity:
D (0N 0 (0w owdn o
Yor \ oz ) T 9x \"" o Y or Ox
Substituting this identity into equation (20) gives:
[ 12 (0.2 2 (20
oz "o oy Wy y vy
ow Ou ow Ou
— //e [ax@xaz‘ +ay8y8y} da:dy—i—/ o Bwu dxdy = //ewg dxdy (22)
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Us

U; u;

Figure 3: A triangular finite element with nodes 1, 2, and 3. The potential u is found by
interpolation of uy, us, and us.

Green’s theorem states that the area integral of the divergence of a vector equals the total
outward flux through the contour that bounds the area:

/ / (Vi A)dA = § A dydl (23)

where A is the vector quantity of interest, I'® is the boundary of the element, and a, is the
outward unit vector that is normal to the boundary of the element. Applying Green’s theorem
to the first integral of equation (22), and defining the normal unit vector as d,, = dyng + dyny,
the weak form of the differential equation becomes:

8w6u ow Ou
//e[ 890830 y@ 8}d:ﬁdy+/ Qeﬁwud:r:dy

// wg dxdy — %w(aajgunxﬁ-aygu )dl (24)

The weight function is w = N; for ¢=1,2,...n which means the weak form of the differential is
discretised given by:

ONZ» "\ . ON;
//e Ao g G vy ;ujayj d:vdy%—//geﬁNi Zuij dxdy

= //e Nig dxvdy — ?{e N; <axgznx +angny> dl for i=1,2,...,n (25)

The second-order partial differential equation has now been converted into a system of linear
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equations:
Ky, Kiy -+ Ki,| |uj 1
K¢ K¢ . Ken ué e
.21 .22 2 2| _ '2 (26)
Ko Koy - K5, |ug by
where:
K = Mj; + T (27a)
b = [+ (27b)
ON; ON; ON; ON;
Me& = — " L dad 27
K //e[a oz 8:L‘+ay0y 8y}xy (27c)
Tiej :/ o ﬁNiNj dxdy (27(31)
ff= / N;g dxdy (27e)
Qc
ps = — 7{@ N; (axg;tnx + angny> dl (271)

3.5. Boundary conditions

Equation (26) is singular, and thus does not have a unique solution. Imposing boundary
conditions allows calculation of a unique solution. A Dirichlet boundary condition, which
specifies the values a numerical solution must adhere to on the boundary of the domain,
reduces the size of the final linear system by the number of finite elements minus the number of
boundary conditions. Consider the boundary condition u{ = uf. To implement this boundary
condition the first line associated with the boundary condition is eliminated and u{ = wj is
substituted in all the remaining N — 1 equations given by:

K5, Kj3 -+ K5, | |u5 b5 — Ka1up
K¢ K& - K¢ | |ug b — Ky

AR I It I (28)
K5y Kz - Ko, |up by, — Kpiup

Solving equation (28) for u gives the potential, such as scalar magnetic potential, for all finite
elements.

To summarise, we started with a domain in which we wanted to calculate the magnetic field
or magnetic induction described by Laplace’s or Poisson’s equation. These may be solved
numerically by using the finite element analysis method. First the domain was discretised into
triangle elements, then the second order partial differential equations were converted into a
system of linear equations with boundary conditions. These linear equations are solved for u,
the magnetic potential.
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4. Magnetic induction of a permeable spherical shell
in uniform magnetic induction B

Consider the spherical shell of permeable material in uniform magnetic induction B = Byz
given in Figure 4.

Figure 4: Spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction By where Ry is the inner radius, Ro
1s the outer radius, p1 and pe are permeabilities, and 1, 2, 3 refers to the regions
considered.

4.1. Analytical solution

The potential due to the external field is ® y=—Hgr cos § where Hj is the background magnetic
field. The potential in the three regions is given by [5]:

[e.@]
o) = Z Apr" Py (cosf) region 1 (29a)
n=0
s C
by = Z <Bnr” + Tn—tl) P, (cosf) region 2 (29Db)
n=0
— D
&3 = —Hyrcos + Z Tn—:lpn(cos 0) region 3 (29¢)
n=0

where A,, B, C,, and D,, are constants. The solutions in different regions are connected by
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the boundary conditions [9]:

H;-n=""H;-n (30a)
i
Han:Han (30b)

where Hj is the magnetic field in region ¢, Hj is the magnetic field in region j, p; is the magnetic
permeability in region 7, u; is the magnetic permeability in region j, and n is a vector normal
to the boundary. Boundary conditions, Hy and B,, must be continuous at r = Ry and r = Rs.

01 09,

50 = 50 (31a)
Ml%{: = Mzagf (31b)
65{;2 = 8;;3 (31¢)
Mla(.;{? = MQ%{:S (31d)

For ®3 we have Earth’s constant field term —Hor cosf. As this is equated to P, (cos#), only
n =1 is allowed (i.e. Pj(cos@) = cos@), and all other n terms are equal to zero, giving:

®, = Arcosf (32a)
C
gy = |Br+ — | cost (32b)
T
D
&3 = —Hyrcosf + 2 cos 6 (32¢)

Solving by applying the boundary conditions gives the D coefficient:

(2 + 1)~ 1)

D= :
Rd
@p' + 1) +2) = 255 (0 = 1)?

(R3 — R})Ho (33)

where p' = po/p1. The magnetic field vector is given by:

0Py, 10Pp 1 0Py
H=-Vdy=—|—— - 34
Veu [87’ r+r 00 +rsin6’ 0o (34)
In region 3 the magnetic field is given by:
2D D A
Hs = [HO cosf + 3cos0] T+ [—Ho sin 6 + 3sin9} 0 (35)
r T
with spherical vector components:
2D
H, = Hycosf + 3 cos 0 (36a)
. D .
Hy = —Hpsinf + — sin6 (36b)
r
Hy=0 (36¢)
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Figure 5: Finite element analysis model created in COMSOL of a permeable spherical shell in

uniform magnetic induction By.

The spherical to rectangular vector transformations are given by:

H, = H,sinflcos ¢ + Hgycost) cosp — Hysin ¢
H, = H, sin0sin ¢ + Hy cos 0 sin ¢ + Hy cos ¢
H, = H,cos — Hysin6

The magnetic induction in region 3 is (using B = uH):

B 3Dzz
r ,ul(x2 +y2 _|_22)5/2
B _ 3Dyz
4 1 (22 + 2 + 22)5/2
D(22% — 2% — 4?)
B, =By +
z O (22 + 42 + 22)52

4.2. Finite element analysis solution

(37a)
(37D)
(37¢)

(38a)
(38b)

(38¢)

The finite element analysis model was created using COMSOL version 5.3 [10] and the AC/DC
Module [11]. The model contains a spherical shell of permeable material at its centre. The
inner surface of the spherical shell was meshed and the interior of the shell was swept with
a mesh of three layers. A plane at z = 20m, which is the plane used throughout this paper,
was finely meshed to ensure accurate results during post processing. The mesh of these two
domains is given in Figure 5i. Three concentric shells were created to slowly expand from a
very fine mesh near the permeable shell to a coarse mesh at the boundary. As COMSOL uses
a finite volume, and in reality magnetic fields extend to infinity, the infinite elements option
in COMSOL was applied to the outer concentric shell. The mesh of concentric shells are given
in Figure 5ii and encompasses the plane and spherical shell. Finally, a uniform magnetic field

was applied outside of the permeable spherical shell.
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4.3. Comparison between analytical and finite element analysis
solutions

A plot of the magnetic induction B, By, B, and By, in region 3 for a spherical shell in
uniform magnetic induction Bg is given in Figures 6, 7, 8, and 9 respectively. The analytical
and finite element analysis solutions are approximately equal. B, was calculated at y = 10m
due to the magnetic signature being zero at y = Om. The root-mean-squared errors are
B, =0.17nT, By, = 0.07nT, B, = 0.21nT, and Bjtq = 0.23nT.
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Figure 6: Magnetic induction B, (nT) of a spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction

By in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.98m, Rs = 10m, By = 55 000nT,
p1 = 4rx10""Hm™L, and ps/u1 = 80.
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in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.98m, Re = 10m, By = 55 000nT, uy =
4rx10~"Hm™', and ps/pu1 = 80.
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Figure 8: Magnetic induction B, (nT) of a spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction By
in the y-z plane where x = 20m, R; = 9.98m, Ry = 10m, By = 55 000nT, py =
4rx10""Hm™, and ps/pu1 = 80.
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Figure 9: Magnetic induction Bioq (nT) of a spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction
By in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.98m, Ry = 10m, By = 55 000nT,

p1 = 4rx10""Hm™, and ps/u1 = 80.
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5. Magnetic induction of a permeable spherical shell
with an internal current band

Consider the spherical shell with an internal current band in Figure 10.

(i) Schematic diagram.

(i) Cross section of the schematic.

Figure 10: Spherical shell with an internal current band where Ry is the current band radius, Ro
1s the inner shell radius, Rs is the outer shell radius, 1 and pe are permeabilities,
« 1s the angle of the current band considered from the centre of the spherical shell,
and 1, 2, 3, and 4 are the regions considered.

5.1. Analytical solution

The magnetic induction may be expressed as [1], [5]:
B=VxA (39)

where A is the magnetostatic vector potential. Using the constitutive relationship B = yH
and equation (2) then:

1
;VX(VXA):J (40)
where J is the current vector. Using the identity V x (V x F) = V(V - F) — V2F:
1
;(V(V CA)—V?A) =1 (41)

Using the Coulomb gauge V - A = 0 we get Poisson’s equation:
VA = —pJ (42)
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If J = 0, Poisson’s equation reduces to Laplace’s equation. The boundary conditions which
must be satisfied are:

ni; - (puHy — piH;) =0 (43a)
B; B;

nj; X ('] — > = Js (43b)
Hj i

where Jg is the surface current density. The spherical symmetry of the surface current density
implies that the vector potential has only an azimuthal component and is given by Poisson’s
equation [1], [4]:

62A¢ 2 8A¢ 1 82A¢ cot 0 8A¢ 1 82A¢
5 T t S or T2 + ) 2 =
or r or 12 90 r? 00  r2sin“0 0¢

—MJ¢(T, 0) (44)

Using separation of variables the general solution of the vector potential can be expressed as:

- B,
Ay = Z <Anr” + n+1> Pl(cos ) (45)
n=1

The magnetic induction is given by:

B A 0Ag\ (0 ( 1 0A, 0
B=VxA=— <6(A¢sm0) > + - (sin@ 90 &“(TA¢)>

rsin 6 fole}
b (o DA,
+ ¢ <87‘(TA0) ~ 9 > (46)

r

Only the Ay component is relevant in this example and therefore the magnetic induction is
given by:

1 0

= 090 —-(sinfAy) (47a)
10

By=-12(ra,) (471)

By =0 (47c)

The current may be expanded in associated Legendre functions:

Jp(r,0) =J i K,P2(cos ) (48)

n=1

where the constant K, is given by using the orthogonality relation:

2n+1

1
2nn+1 / P, (cos0) sin 6do (49)
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If the current is symmetrical around the z-y plane then K, may be expressed as:

2n+1

/2 1 /24« .
n= 5 7% P i P :
2+ 1) /7r ) (cos 6) sin 6df + / . (cos 0) sin 6d6

/2—a ™/2

The magnetic potential in the four regions are given by:

o0

Agr = (Ayr™) Pl (cos0)
n=1
A 3 " Cn ! 0
62 = Z B,r" + TR P, (cosb)
n=1
— n En 1
Apg = Z D,r™ + ) P, (cos®)
n=1
Aps = (L Pl(cos®
¢4 = Z L n (cos0)
n=1

(50)

(51a)

(51b)

(51c)

(51d)

where A,, B,, Cn, Dy, E,, and F,, are constants. Applying boundary conditions and solving

the simultaneous equations gives:

Jn(0) = J,
" o+l
_R§n+1 [1 + (L‘H&)}
nop2
X = "
H2
H L2+ 1)Ry "
Lo+ DR+ LX(n+ )R " - L+ DRy + Lnx P
Cn=1J,
E, =D,X

B, = —J,Ry, """V 4 D, + E, Ry "
—(2n+1

Ay = By + CpRy MY

F,=D,R3"" + E,

The magnetic induction in region 4 is given by:

1 > Fn a . 1
B, = papy ; ) %(sm 0P, (cosb))
1 & 1 n
BQZT;FRPN’(COSQ)W
By=0

UNCLASSIFIED
18

(52a)

(52b)

(52¢)

(53a)

(53b)

(53¢)



UNCLASSIFIED
DST-Group-TR-3530

The spherical to rectangular vector transformations are given by:

B, = B, sinf cos ¢ + By cos 0 cos ¢ — By sin ¢ (54a)
By = B, sinfsin ¢ + By cos fsin ¢ + By cos ¢ (54b)
B, = B, cos0 — Bgsinf (54c¢)

5.2. Finite element analysis solution

The finite element analysis model was created using COMSOL version 5.3 [10] using the
AC/DC Module [11]. The current band was created by removing lower and upper portions
of an infinitesimally thin spherical sheet as given in Figure 11i. The current band was then
meshed as given in Figure 11ii. The model has a spherical shell of permeable material at its
centre. The inner surface of the spherical shell was meshed and the interior of the shell was
swept with a mesh of three layers as given in Figures 11iii and 11iv. A plane at z = 20m was
finely meshed to ensure accurate results during post processing. Then three concentric shells
were created to slowly converge from a very fine mesh near the permeable shell to a coarse
mesh at the boundary. As COMSOL uses a finite volume, and in reality magnetic fields extend
to infinity, the infinite elements option in COMSOL was applied to the outer concentric shell.

5.3. Comparison between analytical and finite element analysis
solutions

A plot of the lower order terms of B, are given in Figure 12. Higher order terms become small
as n increases due to scaling by r— ("1 In equation (50) K, is equal to zero when n is even.
Hence B, values for even terms are also zero.

A plot of the B;, By, B., and total B are given in Figures 13, 14, 15, and 16 respectively.
The analytical and finite element analysis solutions are approximately equal. The root-mean-
squared errors are B, = 3.59 x 10~*nT, B, = 2.03 x 10~*nT, B, = 8.89 x 10~*nT, and
Biotal = 6.14 x 10~ 4nT.
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(ii) Close-up of current band mesh
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spherical shell.

Figure 11: Finite element analysis model created in COMSOL of a permeable spherical shell
with an internal current band.
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Figure 12: Lower order solutions of the magnetic induction B, (nT) of a spherical shell with
an wnternal current band where n denotes the order, v = 20m, y = Om, Ry = 9.68m,
Ry =9.98m, Ry =10m, J = 1Am™', a =1°, pu1 = 4rx10""Hm™', and po/p1 =

80.
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Figure 13: Magnetic induction B, (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band in

the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m, Ry = 9.98m, Rz = 10m, J = 1Am™!,
a=1° py =4rx10""Hm™, and pa/u1 = 80.
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Figure 14: Magnetic induction By (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band in
the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m, Ry = 9.98m, Rz = 10m, J = 1Am™!,

a=1° py =4rx10""Hm™, and pa/u1 = 80.
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Figure 15: Magnetic induction B, (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band in
the y-z plane where z = 20m, Ry = 9.68m, Ry = 9.98m, R3 = 10m, J = 1Am™!,
a=1° py =4rx10""Hm™, and pa/u1 = 80.
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Figure 16: Magnetic induction Bioq (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band in
the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m, Ry = 9.98m, Rz = 10m, J = 1Am™!,
a=1° py =4rx10""Hm™, and pa/u1 = 80.
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6. Magnetic induction of a permeable spherical shell
with an internal current band in uniform
magnetic induction B

Consider the spherical shell with an internal current band in a background magnetic induction
By given in Figure 17.

Figure 17: Spherical shell with an internal current band in uniform magnetic induction By
where Ry is the current band radius, Ro is the inner shell radius, Rs is the outer
shell radius, p1 and po are permeabilities, a is the angle of the current band con-
sidered from the centre of the spherical shell, and 1, 2, 8, and 4 are the regions
considered.

6.1. Analytical solution

The analytical solution is found, thanks to the superposition principle, by adding the magnetic
induction of the spherical shell in uniform magnetic induction By to the magnetic induction
of the current band in a spherical shell [2]. The final equations are given by:

o0

_ Hycos6 2D 1 E, 0,. .

br= m * s ey ; rptl %(Sm 0F, (cos0)) (55)
Hysiné D 1 . »

By = — o + = cos 6 + - pz:; FpP,(cos Q)TH (56)

By =0 (57)

The spherical to rectangular vector transformations are given by equations (54a) - (54c).
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6.2. Finite element analysis solution

The finite element analysis model was created using COMSOL version 5.3 [10] and the AC/DC
Module [11]. The model uses the same model given in Figure 11 with the addition of a uniform
magnetic field applied outside the spherical shell.

6.3. Comparison between analytical and finite element analysis
solutions

A plot of the B, By, B, and By are given in Figures 18, 19, 20, 21 respectively. The
analytical and finite element analysis solutions are approximately equal. The root-mean-
squared errors are B, = 0.20nT, By = 0.04nT, B, = 0.08nT, and Biq = 0.18nT.
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Figure 18: Magnetic induction By (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band

28

in uniform magnetic induction in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m,
Ry = 9.98m, R3 = 10m, J = —520Am™', By = 55,000nT, o = 1°, puy =
4rx10~"Hm™', and ps/p1 = 80.
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Figure 19: Magnetic induction By, (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band
in uniform magnetic induction in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m,
Ry = 9.98m, R3 = 10m, J = —520Am™', By = 55,000nT, o = 1°, 1 =
4rx10~"Hm™', and ps/p1 = 80.
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Figure 20: Magnetic induction B, (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band
in uniform magnetic induction in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m,
Ry = 9.98m, R3 = 10m, J = —520Am™', By = 55,000nT, o = 1°, 1 =
4rx10~"Hm™', and ps/p1 = 80.
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Figure 21: Magnetic induction Bioqr (nT) of a spherical shell with an internal current band
in uniform magnetic induction in the y-z plane where x = 20m, Ry = 9.68m,
Ry = 998m, Ry = 10m, J = —520Am~', By = 55,000nT, o = 1°, pu; =
4rx107"Hm™, and ps/pu1 = 80.
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7. Conclusions

In this report we compared analytical and finite element solutions to validate the use of
COMSOL software for calculating the magnetic signature of permeable materials with internal
current bands in background magnetic fields.

Importantly, the analytical solutions were in close agreement with the finite element analysis
solutions for the magnetic induction of a permeable spherical shell with an internal current
band in uniform magnetic induction By for z, y, z axes, and the total field.

Based on the results presented in this report, COMSOL may be used to calculate the magnetic
induction of permeable materials with internal current bands in background magnetic fields.

8. Further work

This work considered magnetic induction of a permeable spherical shell with an internal current
band in a uniform magnetic induction. Further work should consider the magnetic induction
of a permeable prolate spheroidal shell with an internal current band in a uniform magnetic
induction to better model a submarine.

This work may be used to study the induced magnetic signature of a submarine in a background
magnetic field. Future work should focus on accurately modelling the permanent magnetic
signature, and stress magnetisation, of a submarine using COMSOL.
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