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Abstract

Transmit Array Spatial Encoding (TRASE) is an MRI technique in which spatial encoding is

achieved using phase gradients of the B1 field. This approach offers potential advantages such as

hardware simplicity and reduced acoustic noise. In this study, we present an assessment of various

winding patterns for twisted solenoid phase-gradient coils, including the simple twisted solenoid

(with and without return wire), a double-wound twisted solenoid, and a discrete-loop twisted

solenoid. We analyze the magnetic field uniformity and phase linearity of these configurations

using Biot–Savart simulations. Our results show that both the double-wound and discrete loop

designs offer similar improvements over the simple twisted solenoid with return wire. The discrete

loop pattern requires less wire than the double-wound version, making it the preferred option for

practical coil construction and operation in a TRASE MRI system.

Keywords: Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), Transmit array spatial encoding (TRASE), RF phase gra-

dient coils, Twisted solenoid, Stream function
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I. INTRODUCTION

Transmit array spatial encoding (TRASE) provides an innovative replacement for tradi-

tional B0 gradient-based spatial encoding in magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) technology.

Originally proposed by Sharp and King1, TRASE makes use of phase gradients of the ra-

diofrequency (RF) or B1 field to achieve spatial encoding, thus avoiding the necessity of

static-field gradient coils, along with their accompanying hardware and challenges such as

acoustic noise. Further work by these authors demonstrated the potential of TRASE for

high resolution imaging2. TRASE MRI continues to be an active area of research3–7, includ-

ing hardware development8–11 and the potential impact of RF pulse-related artefacts12–14.

As is the case with any MRI methodology, RF coil design is critical to furthering the devel-

opment of TRASE. RF phase-gradient coils are still novel, however, and while inspiration

has been drawn from standard design methods – including Maxwell-Helmholtz arrays15 and

target field approaches10,16–18 – TRASE has not yet had the benefit of the decades of RF

coil research that has driven innovation in conventional MRI.

A more recent line of exploration for TRASE MRI is the twisted solenoid, which grew

out of double-helical coil designs19–22 and was originally employed by Sun et al.23 to gen-

erate linear RF phase profiles with enhanced efficiency for MRI systems having transverse

or vertical B0 magnetic field geometries. Subsequent innovations included (i) geometrically-

decoupled twisted solenoid coil sets to further improve phase linearity while reducing mutual

inductance between transmit elements24, and (ii) truncated designs to reduce the length of

twisted solenoid coils while preserving phase gradient strength and field uniformity25. In

this paper, we investigate alternative winding patterns for twisted solenoid coils, employ-

ing Biot-Savart computations to compare key characteristics of the B1 field with previous

designs23,25. We find that our double-wound and discrete loop designs offer improved mag-

nitude and phase-gradient homogeneity, which are both desirable for TRASE MRI. Neither

design should increase the complexity of actual realizations of twisted solenoid coils, and

the discrete loop pattern has the added advantage of requiring essentially the same length

of wire as existing designs. The process of coil truncation25 readily extends to the discrete

loop design as well.
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II. PARAMETRIC CURVES AND WINDING PATTERNS

The Cartesian coordinates of the winding pattern at the heart of previous twisted solenoid

designs7,23–25 are given by the parametric curve

P (θ) =

[
a cos(θ), a sin(θ), An sin(nθ + φ) +

h

2π
θ

]
, (1)

with each quantity (and its associated SI unit) defined as follows22:

• θ (rad) – the azimuthal angle in cylindrical coordinates.

• a (m) – the radius of the cylindrical former on which the coil is wound.

• n – the multipole order of the coil. (For TRASE coils, n = 223.)

• An (m) – the multipole modulation or twist amplitude. (For a uniform solenoid, An

= 0.)

• φ (rad) – the winding shift. (This selects the phase gradient direction. See Table 2 in

Ref.23.)

• h (m) – the coil turn advance. (The coil pitch (turns/m) is 1/h.)

In the limit of a tightly-wound coil with thin wires, this can be represented by a surface

current (on a cylinder of radius a) comprising three terms:

j(θ, z) =
I

ha

[
a θ̂ +

(
Ann cos(nθ + φ) +

h

2π

)
ẑ

]
. (2)

The first term is a uniform azimuthal surface current; the second is a cosine-theta surface

current along the axial direction; while the third term is a uniform axial surface current

which, by Ampere’s law, generates zero magnetic field inside the coil itself22.

In light of this last observation, we disregard the third term and seek to employ the

apparatus of the stream function ψ(θ, z), commonly used in coil design26–28. The usefulness

of the stream function lies in the properties that (i) contours of ψ represent the stream

lines (or flow lines) of current on the cylindrical surface, and (ii) evenly spaced contours

of ψ contain equal integrated surface current. As a result, evenly spaced contours of ψ

provide one directly with the discrete current paths (i.e. the wire winding patterns) that

approximate j.
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To within a constant, then, the stream function here can be written as

ψ(θ, z) = Kz −KAn sin(nθ + φ) , (3)

which gives the desired surface current components

jθ =
∂ψ

∂z
= K and jz = −1

a

∂ψ

∂θ
=
KAnn

a
cos(nθ + φ) , (4)

where the constant K is the magnitude of the uniform azimuthal surface current (equal to

I/h in the above example). The parametrized curve

P (θ) = [a, θ, An sin(nθ + φ) + zi] (5)

gives the cylindrical components of a contour of value ψ = Kzi set by by the constant zi.

This can be verified by substituting z = An sin(nθ+φ)+ zi into Eq. 3. (The subscript i will

serve as a loop index in due order.) Converting to Cartesian components, the parametrized

curve for contours of ψ is

P (θ) = [a cos(θ), a sin(θ), An sin(nθ + φ) + zi] . (6)

To highlight the difference between the winding patterns resulting from Eq. 1 versus

Eq. 6, we present two examples of each, side by side in Fig. 1. Uniform solenoids (An = 0)

are shown in the top row, while twisted solenoids of the type used in TRASE (n = 2)

are shown in the bottom row. Evenly spaced contours of the stream function of Eq. 3 for

An = 0 and n = 2 are also shown. All coils comprise ten turns. As can be seen in the

left-side examples, Eq. 1 results in coils wound of a single contiguous wire that, owing to the

winding pitch, traverses a region of equal integrated surface current (of Eq. 4) following each

turn. Conversely, as seen in the right-side examples, Eq. 5 results in coils made of discrete

loops centred within each region of equal integrated surface current.

In the remainder of the paper, we will explore and compare twisted solenoid coils based

on these two different winding pattern concepts. We will consider the four archetypal coil

models presented in Fig. 2. They are all defined by the parametric curve
Px(θ)

Py(θ)

Pz(θ)

 =


a cos(θ)

a sin(θ)

A sin(2θ + φ) +H(θ)

 , (7)
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1
FIG. 1: Conceptual examples of wire-wound approximations of the uniform (top row) and

twisted (bottom row) solenoid. Left-side: single-wire pitch models via Eq. 1. Right-side:

discrete-loop models via Eq. 6. For all drawings, the red lines are the wires, while the

dashed lines indicate stream function contours (of Eq. 3) containing equal integrated

surface current. These contours are the same (left and right) for each of the two coil types

(top with An = 0 and bottom with n = 2).

where we have dropped the subscript on A for simplicity and the function H(θ) is specific

to each coil type as described immediately below.

For the simple twisted solenoid (STS), often contemplated in Biot-Savart simulations in

Refs.23–25, H(θ) = hθ/2π. The parameter θ runs from −Nπ to Nπ, where N is the number

of turns in the coil. As shown in Fig. 2(a), there is no return wire associated with this

model. As such, it is suitable for exploring the broad characteristics of the twisted solenoid,

but in general should not be relied upon to provide detailed information about any practical

realization of such a coil. To address this, we also consider the return-wire twisted solenoid

(RWTS). Here a single current segment at fixed azimuthal angle connects the last point of

the last turn (i.e. θ = Nπ) to the first point of the first turn (i.e. θ = −Nπ) of an STS,

thereby providing a closed current loop as shown Fig. 2(b).

The double-wound twisted solenoid (DWTS) is the first of our alternative approaches to

the RWTS. As shown in Fig. 2(c), it features a return STS to form a closed current loop

and is thus the twisted-solenoid analogue of a two-layer uniform solenoid. For the outgoing

STS, H(θ) = hθ/2π with θ ∈ [−Nπ,Nπ] as above. For the return STS, H(θ) = Nh−hθ/2π
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with θ ∈ [Nπ, 3Nπ], which connects the two sections at both ends.

The discrete-loop twisted solenoid (DLTS) is our second alternative to the RWTS and

is based on the stream function design method described above. Here, via Eq. 6 with

zi = hi, H(θ) = −h(N + 1)/2 + hi, where i is the loop index that runs from 1 to N and

θ ∈ [−π, π] for each loop. For example, the first loop (i = 1) follows the parametric curve of

Eq. 7 with H(θ) = −hN/2 + h/2, and lies at the midpoint between the contours of ψ with

H(θ) = −hN/2 and H(θ) = −hN/2 + h. For the DLTS, then, h is the distance between

evenly spaced contours of ψ (for fixed θ). It is equivalently the loop-to-loop spacing (for

fixed θ), and 1/h is therefore the axial loop density. For direct comparison to the STS,

RWTS or DWTS (Figs. 2(a)–(c)), one should choose h to match the winding pitch of those

models, as was done in Figs. 1 and 2. In practice, the individual loops of the DLTS are

connected in series, with a single return wire from the end of the N th loop to the start of

the 1st loop, as shown in Fig. 2(d). The overlap of the connecting wires with the return wire

nullifies their net magnetic field, and one need consider only the closed current paths of the

individual loops for Biot-Savart simulations26,28.

III. B1 FIELD EVALUATION

As was done by the authors of Refs.23–25, we use Biot-Savart simulations to evaluate the

B1 field produced by the various twisted solenoid designs explored here. Consistent with

their approach, we take the x-axis to be the vertical direction (along B0), and consider the

B1 field comprising the transverse components B1y and B1z only.29 We produce field maps

and profiles of the magnitude of B1

|B1| =
√
B2

1y +B2
1z , (8)

the spatial phase of B1

ϕB = tan−1

(
−B1y

B1z

)
, (9)

and the spatial gradient of ϕB

Gr =
∂ϕB

∂r
, (10)

where r is the phase gradient direction (±x, ±y) set by the winding shift φ23. Numerical

simulation is achieved by splitting the coils into many small straight-line current segments

set by 1◦ steps of the parameter θ in Eq. 7, and subsequently calculating their contributions
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(a) STS (b) RWTS

(c) DWTS (d) DLTS

1
FIG. 2: Examples of the four archetypal twisted solenoid winding patterns consider in this

work: (a) the simple twisted solenoid (STS), (b) the return-wire twisted solenoid (RWTS),

(c) the double-wound twisted solenoid (DWTS), and (d) the discrete-loop twisted solenoid

(DLTS). The red lines in the RWTS, DWTS and DLTS indicate return wires/windings.

The following parameters were used for all coils here: a = 78 mm, A = 40 mm, φ = 90◦,

h = 50 mm, and N = 3.

to the net magnetic field vector at a given point via in-house code (MATLAB) using the

form of the Biot-Savart law for a filamentary segment from Ref.30. The straight return wire

of the RWTS coil is treated as a single current segment. We use 18, 000 sample points for

the 2D plots featured in the following sections, and 200 sample points for the 1D plots. The

phase gradient of Eq. 10 is determined numerically using the built-in gradient function in

MATLAB.
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IV. RESULTS

A. Comparison of the four archetypal twisted solenoid winding patterns

The winding parameters for all coils in this study are N = 10, a = 7.8 cm, A = 5.5 cm,

φ = 0, h = 3.0 cm. This is a Gx coil. The parameters were taken from coil number #1 in

Table 3 of Ref.23, which was the top ranking design that came out of a parameter search

study, subject to selection criteria on the basis of B1 field uniformity and phase gradient

strength, followed by a ranking criterion based on a coil efficiency metric. A version of this

coil was constructed and used along with a uniform saddle coil for a successful demonstration

of 1D TRASE MRI23. Field mapping with a pick-up coil showed close agreement with Biot-

Savart simulations23.

The winding patterns explored here are shown in Figs. 3 through 6, along with contour

plots of B1 magnitude and phase at three axial planes (z = −5, 0, and 5 cm). The B1 field

magnitude is normalized to its value at the coil isocenter (0, 0, 0) for each coil type. Figure 7

provides a side-by-side comparison of all coils for B1 magnitude, phase, and phase gradient

along the x−axis at y = 0 in each of the three aforementioned axial planes. Table I provides

a summary of the nominal characteristics of the four different coil types, including the mean

phase gradient and total wire length.

As can be observed in Figs. 3 through 7, the STS, DWTS and DLTS coils all produce

very similar B1 field distributions, with near equivalent phase and phase gradient profiles.

For the RWTS coil, on the other hand, the return wire introduces a strong asymmetry,

resulting in significant degradation of all B1 field characteristics. Given that an STS coil

cannot be realized in practice (since it lacks a return wire), the DWTS and DLTS designs

emerge as excellent alternative winding patterns for twisted solenoid coils for TRASE MRI,

offering improved characteristics over the hitherto employed RWTS design. Of these two,

the DLTS offers the additional advantage of requiring much less wire to construct, as it

does not need two layers. Wire length can be an issue if it becomes comparable to the

electromagnetic wavelength at the operating frequency23. (A rule of thumb is that it should

be kept to less than λ/2031.) As can be seen in Table I, the DWTS coil requires nearly twice

the length of wire as the DLTS coil. The DLTS coil itself only requires about 3% more wire

than the RWTS coil, however, making its substitution into existing and future TRASE MRI
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implementations an obvious and highly beneficial decision. This is further supported by the

fact the DLTS design provides the same desired central field and phase gradient strength

produced by the idealized STS coil.

TABLE I: Summary of nominal characteristics of the four different coil types: the magnitude

of B1 at the coil isocenter, the mean phase gradient, and the total wire length. The value

of Ḡx is calculated along the x−axis at y = z = 0 over the imaging volume diameter used

in Ref.23 (i.e. 70% of the coil diameter or 10.9 cm). For the DLTS, the total length also

includes the connecting wires and return wire, which are not shown in Fig. 6 for clarity.

Coil type |B1(0, 0, 0)| (µT/A) Ḡx (deg/cm) Wire length (m)

STS 36.61 5.38 6.81

RWTS 36.71 4.50 7.11

DWTS 72.96 5.37 13.62

DLTS 36.52 5.36 7.35
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FIG. 3: Results for the simple twisted solenoid (STS). The left plot shows the STS

winding pattern. The top row of contour plots on the right displays B1 magnitude maps at

three axial planes (left: z = −5 cm, middle: z = 0 cm and right: z = 5 cm.), while the

bottom row shows the corresponding B1 phase maps. The dashed line indicates the coil

winding surface.
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FIG. 4: Same as Figure 3, but for the RWTS coil.
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FIG. 5: Same as Figure 3, but for the DWTS coil.
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FIG. 6: Same as Figure 3, but for the DLTS coil.
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FIG. 7: B1 magnitude, phase, and phase gradient along the x-axis for y = 0 in three axial

planes z = −5 cm (left), z = 0 cm (middle) and z = 5 cm (right) across the four coil

designs. The single legend refers to all panels.

B. Effect of shifting the angular location of the RWTS return wire

As noted in the previous section, the RWTS coil exhibits the poorest performance in

terms of B1 magnitude uniformity and phase linearity. This degradation is due to the

additional return wire segment, which significantly alters the RF magnetic field distribution,

in particular the B1y component. It is worth noting, however, that the impact of this current

segment can be mitigated to make the RWTS coil more suitable for TRASE MRI.

To address this issue, the position of the return wire can be adjusted to minimize its

contribution to B1y, thereby improving the overall magnetic field performance of the coil.
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This can be achieved by an appropriate combination of winding shift φ and physical rotation

of the coil about the z-axis to change the angular location of the return wire and preserve the

desired phase gradient direction of the coil. For clarity, and to avoid conflating the primary

purpose of the winding shift, we propose a different, and in our opinion simpler, schema. The

specific steps are the following: (i) φ is chosen as usual to set the phase gradient direction;

(ii) an offset θoffset is added to the parameter θ of Eq. 7 to shift the start and end points of

the coil, thereby relocating the return path; and (iii) the B1 field of the coil is evaluated at,

and relative to, its physical central plane, where imaging will occur.32

For the RWTS coils of interest here, the domain of Eq. 7 becomes θ ϵ [−Nπ+θoffset, Nπ+

θoffset], where N remains the total number of turns. To illustrate the effect of shifting the

angular location of the RWTS return wire, we employ the same coil parameters of the

previous section with θoffset = 0, π/2, π, and 3π/2. For θoffset = 0 and π, the return wire

lies in the y = 0 plane (at x = +a and −a, respectively) and most strongly contributes to

B1y. For θoffset = π/2 and 3π/2, the return wire lies in the x = 0 plane (at y = +a and −a,

respectively) and most strongly contributes to B1x, which does not factor into the definition

of the transverse rf field B1 as given in Section III. Results of B1 evaluation in the central

plane of each RWTS coil are shown in Fig. 8, along with the those of the DLTS coil for

comparison. The results for the RWTS coil with θoffset = 0 and the DLTS coil are the same

as those presented in the central column of Fig. 7.

As can be seen in Fig. 8, moving the return wire to the x = 0 plane, i.e. choosing

θoffset = π/2 or 3π/2, greatly improves the B1 field characteristics of Eqs. 8 through 10.

The results also show that the DLTS coil is still the better choice across all metrics: |B1|

homogeneity, B1 phase linearity, and Gx homogeneity. It should also be noted again that

the main RF field contribution of the improved RTWS coils is still present; it has just been

shifted from B1y to B1x. If B0 ≫ B1x, the impact of this term is expected to be negligible15,23.

This would certainly not be the case in very low B0 field, however
12. Either way, the strong

RF field, and its potentially deleterious effects, generated by the return wire of an RTWS

coil can be completely eliminated by switching to a DLTS design.

13



x (cm)
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

B
1

M
a
g
n
it
u
d
e

(n
o
rm

a
li
ze

d
)

0.95

1

1.05

1.1

1.15

1.2 3o,set = 0

3o,set = :
2

3o,set = :

3o,set = 3:
2

DLTS coil

x (cm)
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

B
1

P
h
a
se

(D
eg

re
e)

-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

30

x (cm)
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

B
1

P
h
a
se

G
ra

d
ie

n
t

(D
eg

re
e/

cm
)

-2

0

2

4

6

8

1

FIG. 8: Comparison of the RWTS coil for four different offset angles and the DLTS coil:

B1 magnitude (left), phase (middle), and phase gradient (right) along the x-axis in the

central plane. The single legend refers to all panels.

C. Comparison of truncated RWTS and DLTS

To reduce the length of twisted solenoid coils while preserving phase gradient strength and

field uniformity, a truncated coil design was introduced by Sedlock et al.25. This approach

minimizes the z-coordinate of each point on the coil via the following formula:

P ′(θ) =


P (θ), if |P (θ)| ≤ L

2
− pg

L
2
− pg, if P (θ) > L

2
− pg

pg − L
2
, if P (θ) < pg − L

2

, (11)

whereP (θ) is from Eq. 7, L is the desired axial length of truncated coil, g is the gap between

the truncated end windings, and p is a non-negative integer starting from zero, used to

define where the truncation process considers the “next turn” to begin25. The overall effect

of Eq. 11 is to flatten the outermost turns (or loops) of a twisted solenoid coil – as can be

seen in Figs 9 through 12 – thereby improving usable imaging volume relative to length.

The truncation process of Eq. 11 is easily applied to our DLTS designs on a loop-by-loop

basis, starting with p = 0 for the outer most loops and working inward.

For the comparison in this section, we choose the #1 inner and outer coils in Table 1

of Ref.25, which were the top ranking designs that came out of a parameter search study,

subject to selection criteria on the basis of B1 field uniformity and magnitude, as well as

phase gradient strength. These coils were constructed and used as part of a decoupled,

truncated coil pair for a successful demonstration of 1D TRASE MRI25. Field mapping was

performed and again showed close agreement with Biot-Savart simulations25. The winding

14



parameters for the inner coil are N = 16, a = 5.0 cm, A = 2.44 cm, φ = 90◦, and h = 1.5 cm.

For the outer coil, they are N = 15, a = 6.25 cm, A = 3.32 cm, φ = 90◦, h = 1.7 cm. Both

were designed as G−y coils, but the outer coil was deployed with a physical rotation of 90◦

about the z-axis, effectively turning it into a G+y coil (see Table 2 in Ref.23). The truncation

parameters for both coils are L = 20 cm and g = 0.5 cm . The decoupling solenoids employed

in Ref.25 to reduce cross-talk between the inner and outer TRASE coils are not consider here.

Figures 9 through 12 show contour maps of B1 magnitude and phase from Biot-Savart

simulations of the RTWS and DLTS versions of the inner and outer truncated coils using

the parameters listed above. The DLTS winding pattern again provides clear improvement

in field and phase uniformity over the standard RTWS design. There is negligible difference

in the central field and phase gradient strength between corresponding versions of the coils

(see Table II). And with the DLTS requiring only about 3% more wire to construct, there

is no compromise in switching to this design.

TABLE II: Summary of nominal characteristics of the inner and outer truncated RWTS

and DLTS coils: the magnitude of B1 at the coil isocenter, the mean phase gradient, and

the total wire length. The value of Ḡy is calculated along the y−axis at x = z = 0 over the

imaging volume diameter used in Ref.25 (i.e. 80% of the inner coil diameter or 8 cm). For

the DLTS coils, the total length also includes the connecting wires and return wire, which

are not shown in Figs. 10 and 12 for clarity.

Coil type |B1(0, 0, 0)| (µT/A) Ḡy (deg/cm) Wire length (m)

RWTS inner 78.57 -5.67 6.02

DLTS inner 78.38 -5.75 6.21

RWTS outer 68.44 5.13 7.09

DLTS outer 68.33 5.12 7.28
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FIG. 9: Results for the truncated version of the inner RWTS coil. The left plot shows the
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bottom row shows the corresponding B1 phase maps. The dashed line indicates the coil

winding surface.
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FIG. 10: Same as Figure 9, but for the truncated inner DLTS coil.
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FIG. 11: Same as Figure 9, but for the truncated outer RWTS coil.
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FIG. 12: Same as Figure 9, but for the truncated outer DLTS coil.

V. CONCLUSION

Overall, this comparative study provides valuable information for improving the design of

RF phase-gradient coils for TRASE MRI systems employing vertical B0 magnets. The main

goal of this work was the introduction of alternative winding patterns for twisted solenoid

coils that have improved B1 field uniformity and phase linearity over existing designs. The

simple twisted solenoid (STS) has previously been used to guide TRASE coil design, but it

fails to capture the deleterious effects of the return wire that must be present in any physical

implementation of such a coil (i.e. an RWTS). The magnitude of the impact of the return

wire depends on its azimuthal location as well as the phase gradient direction of the coil.

In all cases, the unwanted RF field contributions of the return wire can be eliminated by

switching to the proposed double-wound (DWTS) or discrete-loop twisted solenoid (DLTS)

designs. This was demonstrated through Biot-Savart simulations using the design parame-

ters of a variety of RWTS coils (e.g. Gx, Gy, truncated, rotated) described in the literature.

The DLTS requires less wire to construct than the corresponding DWTS, however, making

it the more practical choice of the two and less prone to potential finite wavelength effects.

The DLTS also lends itself very well to truncated coil designs, and its design principles based

on the stream function may be advantageous for future innovation. Given that 3D printed
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coil formers are presently employed for making twisted solenoid coils for TRASE MRI, a

switch to either the DWTS or DLTS design should be very straightforward and beneficial.

Lastly, we also presented a novel schema for shifting the location of the return wire in an

RWTS coil, should one choose to stick with that design.
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