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Abstract

We present calculations that reconstruct electronic current densities in two stacked layers at known
depths, using magnetic field data. Solving this inverse problem requires knowledge of the magnetic field
in two planes – one above both current layers, one below – corresponding to non-invasive measurements
of the field. We corroborate the accuracy of current density reconstruction from the resulting system of
equations using a numerical simulation. This method is anticipated to be applicable to non-destructive
current imaging for quality assurance in a range of applications featuring two-layer geometries, including
printed circuit boards, capacitors, fuel cells, and battery cells; we focus particularly here on battery
cells, due to their rapidly increasing relevance for automotive applications. This method also offers a
framework for generalising the model to more than two layers in future work.

1 Introduction

Inverse problems are very general in the mathematical sciences, with applications ranging from medical
imaging [1, 2, 3] to geophysics [4, 5, 6]. This article is concerned with solving the magnetic inverse problem, in
which electric current density is reconstructed from the magnetic field that it produces. It is often especially
useful to consider non-invasive measurements of the magnetic field, whereby data are taken only outside of
the current-carrying volume under consideration. This is because, in many cases, invasive measurements
would destroy, or at least in some way compromise, that current source.

The underlying physics of an inverse problem may be understood through its corresponding forward
problem: formulating and using a model to predict observable data. Here, the relevant model is the Biot-
Savart law, in which current density is used to calculate a resulting magnetic field. Inverse problems are often
ill-posed, as defined by Hadamard [7]. Indeed, it has previously been reported that the general problem of
inverting the Biot-Savart law, in order to reconstruct a three-dimensional current source from magnetic field
data, is ill-posed, due to non-uniqueness – see Ref. [8], for example. However, it has been demonstrated by
Roth et al. [9] that, if one of the components of the current density is neglected, then this inverse problem may
be solved uniquely using two-dimensional Fourier transforms and spatial filtering. The procedure outlined
by Roth et al. assumes that the thickness of the current layer involved is much smaller than the separation
between that layer and the measurement of the field. This assumption has also been made in more recent
studies, including investigations of current density mapping in thin films of superconductors [10, 11, 12], and
of electron transport in graphene [13]. However, this thin current layer requirement was relaxed in the more
general treatments of Jooss et al. [14] and Zuber et al [15].

There is considerable interest in using current density reconstruction methods for the characterisation
of electronic and electrochemical devices, such as, respectively, printed circuit boards [9] and battery cells,
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particularly for the detection of hot-spots or defects prior to failure [16, 17]. Using magnetometers in
conjunction with such reconstruction techniques offers the possibility of non-destructive testing and real-
time imaging capabilities [16].

The problem of reconstructing current densities in two stacked layers is addressed in this article. Exact
expressions for the current densities are provided, assuming that magnetic field data are taken both above
and below the two current layers. Our approach also forms a basis for further work involving stacks of more
than two current layers. We mainly consider battery cells here, but this approach should also be applicable to
a range of other applications, including printed circuit boards, capacitors, and fuel cells. Since certain types
of battery cell feature two flat, separated current collectors [18, 19, 20], it is anticipated that this work would
be beneficial for the assessment of such cells, either at the end of a production line or as part of a maintenance
programme. This assessment could be carried out using whichever type of magnetometer is most appropriate
for the application in question, depending on requirements of sensitivity, dynamic range, length-scale, etc.
One of these types is the flux-gate. These devices work by producing a voltage in response to the asymmetrical
magnetic saturation of a ferromagnetic core in the presence of an external magnetic field [21]. Flux-gates can
achieve noise densities of a few pT/

√
Hz [22]. By contrast, sensors that operate using quantum-mechanical

principles can achieve much greater sensitivity. These include: superconducting quantum interference devices
(SQUIDs), which use the discrete nature of magnetic flux and the Josephson effect to modulate the electronic
properties of a loop of superconductor [23]; and optically pumped magnetometers (OPMs), which use laser
light to probe a magnetic resonance of an atomic ensemble (often an alkali metal vapour) in order to infer an
external magnetic field. Examples of SQUIDs and OPMs can achieve noise densities of the order of fT/

√
Hz

[24, 25, 26], and it is these types of sensor that are of particular interest for the non-invasive imaging of
electrochemical phenomena, especially in battery cells.

2 Reconstructing current densities in two stacked layers

2.1 The Biot-Savart law

It is assumed here that all magnetic fields involved, and the current densities that give rise to them,
are static in time. This is not a severe restriction, since the quasi-static approximation may be used in
many cases [27], provided any dynamics present are sufficiently slow – i.e., the system is small compared
with the electro-magnetic wavelength associated with the dominant time-scale of the problem [28]. Indeed,
the quasi-static approximation is more accurate than expected, since any time dependence in the current
density cancels out to first order [29]. Consequently, we assume that the Biot-Savart law holds:

H(r) =
1

4π

∫∫∫
V

J(r′)× (r − r′)

|r − r′|3
d3r′. (1)

Here, r and r′ are position vectors: the former gives the location of a measurement of the magnetic field,
H(r), outside the current-carrying region; the latter is a variable with which to integrate contributions
from the electric current density, J(r′), over the volume, V , containing the current-carrying region. All
vectors here are three-dimensional. The general non-uniqueness of calculating J can be appreciated from
the fact that, when produced by bounded currents, the H in a current-free region can be derived from a
scalar potential satisfying Laplace’s equation, which admits the possibility of adding or subtracting source
distributions that have no effect on the resulting field [8]. The connection to Laplace’s equation and its
solutions (harmonic functions), links the magnetostatic inverse problem closely to the study of potential
fields [4]. An important general property of potential fields is that one can use the field at one location in
space to calculate the field at a different location, via so-called upward or downward continuation [30]. This
property will be exploited in this article.
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Figure 1: A schematic of the problem, featuring two current layers, S1,2, respectively of thickness δ1,2, and
two measurement planes, M1,2, all parallel with the x-y-plane and stacked in the z-direction. The separations
between the current layers and measurement planes are measured with respect to the middle (in z) of each
current layer. In this figure, δ2 > δ1, but this is only for the sake of example and to emphasise that they need
not be equal. It is implicit that δ1,2 < ∆S, but no other constraints are placed on δ1,2 within the model. All
layers and planes are considered to be infinitely extended in x and y, prior to performing spatial filtering on
the problem. However, non-zero current densities will only be localised to small portions of S1,2.

2.2 The layout of the problem

We will use Cartesian coordinates and consider two layers of current, S1,2 – generally of different thick-
nesses, δ1,2, and with current densities JS1,2

(r′1,2), each respectively generating magnetic fields H1,2(r1,2) –
and two measurement planes, M1,2, with one plane above the current stack, and one below, as illustrated
in Fig. 1. S1,2 are situated at z = zS1,2 and M1,2 at z = zM1,2 . The x-y-plane is sandwiched equidis-
tantly between S1 and S2, and all measurement planes and current layers are parallel with the x-y-plane
and stacked in the z-direction. The following positive differences in z, between the current layers and the
measurement planes, may be defined: ∆S := zS2

− zS1
= 2|zS|, ∆1 := zS1

− zM1
= |zM1

| − |zS1
|, and

∆2 := zM2
− zS2

= |zM2
| − |zS2

| – see Fig. 1. The resultant magnetic field due to both current layers,
H = H1 +H2, is considered to be sampled continuously within M1,2.

2.3 Finding a unique solution for each current layer

Equation (1) is assumed to apply to each current layer, S1,2. In order to express (1) in such a way that it
can be easily inverted to find JS1,2

, it is necessary to neglect the z-component of JS1,2
, and to assume that

its x- and y-components do not vary in the z-direction. As a preliminary, we consider two z′ variables, z′1,2,
with which to integrate over their respective current layers, and define two additional positive differences:
∆′

1 = z′1 − zM1
= |zM1

| − |z′1| and ∆′
2 = zM2

− z′2 = |zM2
| − |z′2|. Taking i = 1, 2, and focusing on the

x-component of the magnetic field, Hx,Mi
, produced by its nearest current layer, Si, (1) then becomes

(−1)iHx,Mi
(x, y,∆i) =

1

4π

∫ zSi
+δi/2

zSi
−δi/2

∫ +∞

−∞

∫ +∞

−∞

Jy,Si
(x′, y′)∆′

i

((x− x′)2 + (y − y′)2 +∆′2
i )

3/2
dx′dy′dz′i. (2)

The minus-sign on the left-hand side is introduced by considering the relative positions of M1,2 with respect
to S1,2, whilst keeping ∆′

i > 0 for clarity.
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2.4 Performing spatial filtering

By changing the order of integration, (2) may be seen as a convolution in x and y between Jy,Si and the
Green function, Gi, where

Gi(x, y,∆i) =
1

4π

∫ zSi
+δi/2

zSi
−δi/2

∆′
i

(x2 + y2 +∆′2
i )

3/2
dz′i. (3)

In order to find the current components Jy,Si by inverting (2), the convolution theorem (in two dimensions)
may be employed to convert the integral into a product of two Fourier-transformed functions [31]. This
two-dimensional Fourier transform (F) pair is defined here as

f̂(kx, ky) = F(f(x, y)) =

+∞∫
−∞

+∞∫
−∞

f(x, y) exp(−i(kxx+ kyy))dxdy, (4a)

f(x, y) = F−1(F(f(x, y))) =
1

(2π)2

+∞∫
−∞

+∞∫
−∞

f̂(kx, ky) exp(i(kxx+ kyy))dkxdky, (4b)

where kx,y are angular wavenumbers, and f̂(kx, ky) and f(x, y) are bivariate functions resulting from the
forward and inverse transforms, respectively [9]. An exact solution to the two-dimensional Fourier transform
of the convolution kernel in (3) has been demonstrated by reducing the problem to a Hankel transform
[4, 14, 15, 32, 33]. The resulting Fourier space equivalent of (2) is

(−1)iĤx,Si
(kx, ky, ∆i) = Ĝ(kx, ky, ∆i)Ĵy,Si

(kx, ky), (5a)

Ĝ(kx, ky, ∆i) =
1

2

∫ zSi
+δi/2

zSi
−δi/2

exp
(
−∆′

i

√
k2x + k2y

)
dz′i. (5b)

The spatially decaying behaviour here is characteristic of upward continuation – i.e., moving away from the

source of a measured signal [30]. Evaluating the integral over z′i, and using k =
√

k2x + k2y, yields

(−1)iĤx,Mi
(kx, ky, ∆i) =

1

k
sinh

(
kδi
2

)
exp(−k∆i)Ĵy,Si

(kx, ky). (6)

To reiterate, (6) expresses the magnetic field generated by its respective current layer. It is worth noting
that, for kδi/2 << 1, the hyperbolic sine prefactor reduces to δi/2, consistent with Refs. [8, 9, 16].
By expressing (2) as (6), it becomes straightforward to calculate the current density in each current layer
in terms of the magnetic field that it produces. It should be noted that a prerequisite for this upward
continuation in z to be valid is that there be no current sources within the region through which the
continuation is carried out [4]. At first glance, this appears to rule out the applicability of this technique
to the two-layer problem. However, in this case, upward continuation will only be performed from each
current layer independently – i.e., without accounting for the other layer; it will be shown next that, by
considering the resultant fields from both current layers at the measurement planes, a second type of inverse
problem may be formed and solved to reconstruct the current densities in each layer. The applicability of
this approach will then be corroborated with a numerical experiment.
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2.5 Forming a ‘continuation matrix’

Having obtained expressions describing the Ĥx,Mi
component independently produced by each current

layer, Si, which are each suitable for inversion, the next step is to consider the resultant component due
to both layers, as detected at each measurement plane. Since magnetic fields sum vectorially, and by the
linearity of the Fourier transform, the total Fourier-transformed field component at a measurement plane is
simply given by the sum of the Fourier-transformed fields due to each current layer. In order to consider
fields detected at both measurement planes, the previous notation needs to be generalised.

For both i, j = 1, 2, let Ĥx,Mi
denote the x-components of the Fourier-transformed fields detected at

measurement planes Mi, and let Ĵy,Sj denote the y-components of the Fourier-transformed current densities

of current layers Sj . Moreover, let Ĝij represent the Green function associating Ĵy,Sj
to Ĥx,Mi

. In this way,

the problem can be expressed in terms of a ‘continuation matrix’, Ĝ, as

Ĥx = ĜĴy, (7)

where Ĵy = (Ĵy,S1
, Ĵy,S2

)⊺ and Ĥx = (−Ĥx,M1
, Ĥx,M2

)⊺. Ĝ is a 2× 2 matrix containing all the information
about the attenuation of each field away from each current layer:

Ĝ =

(
Ĝ11 Ĝ12

Ĝ21 Ĝ22

)
. (8)

Ĝ may then be inverted to solve (7) for Ĵy. Here, Ĝ takes the following form:

Ĝ =
1

k

(
sinh(kδ1/2) exp(−k∆1) sinh(kδ2/2) exp(−k(∆1 +∆S))

sinh(kδ1/2) exp(−k(∆2 +∆S)) sinh(kδ2/2) exp(−k∆2)

)
. (9)

∆1,2 each denote the distance between a measurement plane and its nearest current layer, and ∆S is the
spacing between the two current layers. Note that upward continuation has been assumed in the off-diagonal
elements in assuming further attenuation of the field over ∆S. It is worth emphasising here again that each
current layer is treated independently – i.e., the upward continuation involved is not compromised by the
presence of the other current layer.

2.6 Reconstructing the current densities in each layer

Solution of (7) for the Ĵy components in each current layer gives the following:

Ĵy,S1
= −k

2
csch

(
kδ1
2

)
csch(k∆S)(exp(k(∆1 +∆S))Ĥx,M1 + exp(k∆2)Ĥx,M2), (10a)

Ĵy,S2
=

k

2
csch

(
kδ2
2

)
csch(k∆S)(exp(k(∆2 +∆S))Ĥx,M2

+ exp(k∆1)Ĥx,M1
). (10b)

The corresponding expressions for Ĵx may be found by making the replacements Ĵy → Ĵx and Ĥx → −Ĥy.
Taking the inverse Fourier transform yields the corresponding component of the current density in terms
of x and y. The spatially growing terms are characteristic of downward continuation – moving towards the
source of a measured signal [30]. In this way, by taking measurements in one plane above and one plane
below the current stack, the current densities in each current layer can be reconstructed exactly.

As a numerical demonstration of (10), two vertically separated current layers – and components of their
resultant magnetic flux densities, Bx;M1,2 , at two different measurement planes, M1,2 – were simulated in
MATLAB. Magnetic flux density, as the experimentally accessible quantity, was simulated, rather than the
magnetic field; it was assumed that Bx;M1,2

= µ0Hx;M1,2
, where µ0 is the vacuum permeability. The current

density in each layer was then reconstructed from the magnetic flux densities using (10). The results are
illustrated in Fig. 2.

5



Figure 2: Results from a numerical simulation, in MATLAB, of the reconstruction of current densities in
two layers, from magnetic flux densities in two different measurement planes – one above the current stack
and one below. (a) and (b) show the original y-components of the current densities, Jy,S1,2

, in layers S1,2.
(c) and (d) show the resultant x-components of the magnetic flux densities, Bx,M1,2

, in planes M1,2; the
contributions from the two layers partially overlap. (e) and (f) show the reconstructed Jy,S1,2

, calculated by
taking fast Fourier transforms (FFTs) of Bx,M1,2 , then using (10), before taking inverse FFTs of the result.
Blackman-Harris and Hann functions were used to mitigate windowing effects caused by the FFTs used to
implement this method, although some small aberrations remain, which increase the range of values for the
reconstructed current densities. The currents (all in the y-direction) through S1 and S2 were −0.8 A and 0.7
A, respectively; the respective widths of the layers (in the x-direction) were 80 mm and 120 mm. The other
parameters were: ∆1 = 14 mm, ∆2 = 13 mm, ∆S = 11 mm, δ1 = 1 mm, and δ2 = 1.2 mm.
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2.7 Non-invasive measurements in terms of the continuation matrix

Non-invasive measurements here correspond to measurement planes being placed outside of the current
stack. A necessary but insufficient condition for Ĝ to be invertible is that the number of measurement
planes be equal to the number of current layers, so that Ĝ is a square matrix. At each measurement plane,
knowledge of the field components due to each current layer is lost, since only their sum is known. This can be
compensated in the case of two current layers by placing one measurement plane above the current stack and
one below, since the resulting system of equations is linearly independent. If, however, both measurement
planes are placed on the same side of the current stack, then the resulting system of equations is linearly
dependent, so the associated continuation matrix is rank-deficient, making the problem non-invertible.

More generally, if more than two current layers are considered, then the requirement of matching the
number of measurement planes to the number of current layers implies more than one measurement plane on
one or both sides of the current stack, resulting in a non-invertible problem. This suggests two approaches
– one invasive and one non-invasive: The invasive method is to intercalate measurement planes between
current layers such that the problem is invertible. The non-invasive option involves adopting a more general
definition of matrix inversion [34, 35], which would allow for non-matched numbers of current layers and
measurement planes, but at the expense of the accuracy of the approximate reconstruction. It would then
be a matter of refining this reconstruction using realistic prior assumptions about the layered structure of
the current-carrying stack in question. The latter approach, based on generalised inversion of the associated
continuation matrix, is to be considered in future work.

3 Summary

We have demonstrated calculations that reconstruct electric current densities in two stacked layers,
based on knowledge of their resultant magnetic fields in two planes – one above the stack, one below. After
deriving the relevant system of equations, the efficacy of the reconstruction was demonstrated in a numerical
experiment. This showed that, aside from small aberrations due to windowing effects arising from FFTs,
the current densities in the two layers were reconstructed accurately. In working with the magnetic flux
densities in this numerical demonstration, the vacuum permeability was used – i.e., it was assumed that no
significantly magnetic materials were present. This would be consistent with aluminium or copper current
collectors in certain types of battery cell, for example [18, 19, 20]. As well as the non-invasive characterisation
of battery cells, this work is also anticipated to be useful for imaging electrical activity in printed circuit
boards, capacitors, and fuel cells. In addition to applying generalised inversion and regularisation schemes
to the continuation matrices associated with multi-layer magnetic inverse problems, future work will also
consider the consequences of discretisation of the measurement plane(s), in the form of one or more regular
arrays of magnetometers.
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