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Abstract: Amorphous and nanocrystalline soft magnetic materials have attracted much attention in
the area of sensor applications. In this work, the magnetoimpedance (MI) effect of patterned soft
ferromagnetic meander-shaped sensor elements has been investigated. They were fabricated starting
from the cobalt-based amorphous ribbon using the lithography technique and chemical etching.
Three-turn (S1: spacing s = 50 µm, width w = 300 µm, length l = 5 mm; S2: spacing s = 50 µm, width
w = 400 µm, length l = 5 mm) and six-turn (S3: s = 40 µm, w = 250 µm, length l = 5 mm; S4: s = 40 µm,
w = 250 µm and l = 8 mm) meanders were designed. The ‘n’ shaped meander part was denominated
as “one turn”. The S4 meander possesses a maximum MI ratio calculated for the total impedance
∆Z/Z ≈ 250% with a sensitivity of about 36%/Oe (for the frequency of about 45 MHz), and an MI
ratio calculated for the real part of the total impedance ∆R/R ≈ 250% with the sensitivity of about
32%/Oe (for the frequency of 50 MHz). Chemical etching and the length of the samples had a strong
impact on the surface magnetic properties and the magnetoimpedance. A comparative analysis of
the surface magnetic properties obtained by the magneto-optical Kerr technique and MI data shows
that the designed ferromagnetic meander-shaped sensor elements can be recommended for high
frequency sensor applications focused on the large drop analysis. Here we understand a single large
drop as the water-based sample to analyze, placed onto the surface of the MI sensor element either by
microsyringe (volue range 0.5–500 µL) or automatic dispenser (volume range 0.1–50 mL).

Keywords: Magnetoimpedance effect; amorphous ribbons; patterned ribbons; meander sensitive
element; magnetic field sensor

1. Introduction

The magnetoimpedance (MI) effect is a classic electromagnetic phenomenon which can be
described as a significant change of the total impedance of a ferromagnetic conducting sensor element
applied to an external magnetic field when a high frequency alternating current flows through it [1–3].
The first magnetic field sensors working on the principle of the change of alternating current resistance
applied to an external magnetic field were reported by Makhotkin et al. [4] even before the MI
phenomenon was given its proper name [2,3].
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In recent years, MI sensors have attracted special attention for their promising technological
applications in different fields [5–8]. Cobalt-based amorphous ribbons show good MI characteristics
with high sensitivity with respect to applied magnetic fields, sufficient even for biosensor
applications [9,10]. Cobalt-based rapidly quenched materials have reasonably high saturation
magnetization and nearly zero magnetostriction constant value, characteristics that make them
good candidates for very different applications [11–13]. One of the shortcomings of the rapidly
quenched ribbon-based materials is their relatively large size. It was shown previously that the shape
anisotropy plays a crucial role and the MI ratio decreases significantly in the ribbons with a length of
less than a few centimeters [14,15]. One of the solutions to such a problem was to create patterned
elements in the shape of the meander [16–18] when the flat surface of the sensor element is required.
Although meander geometry was previously applied with success for the case of MI multilayered
structures [19–21], the proposed solution was shown to be useful in selected applications as the ribbon
patterning technology is cheaper in comparison with the thin films case, despite the disadvantage of a
lower degree of compatibility with semiconductor electronics, and the interaction effect resulting in
a decrease of the overall sensitivity. The effective length in a meander-shaped MI sensor element is
increased in comparison with the overall maximum dimension, providing the MI meander element a
special advantage. At the same time, possible interactions between the fields created by the different
parts of a meander can be complicated, and this geometry requires additional investigation.

Low working frequency is usually preferred for sensor applications as it makes the electronics
circuit cheaper and insures easier processing of the electronic signals. At the same time, the frequency
of the exciting current is an important parameter for determining the MI value [1,12]. Further
development of electronic circuits and measurement techniques have possibly extended the frequency
range of MI-based sensor applications [22–24] to higher frequencies where the signal-to-noise ratio can
be improved [12].

Despite the fact that MI materials with a very high MI ratio and sensitivity, combined with a small
size, have already been reported [25,26], there are particular biomedical applications for which flat
biosensors are required to measure liquids with a relatively large bioanalyte drop. Such applications can
be found in the environmental control and technological control of reservoirs. It is worth mentioning
the existence of similar solutions found earlier for giant magnetoresistance-based elements for magnetic
label detection [27]. In these cases, the resulting sensor elements consisted of wound lines forming the
spiral structures. They were assembled into the element consisting of tens of the elements incorporated
into the area of few squared millimeters. The signal for detection was collected from a number of
elements after appropriate biochemical treatment. Therefore, we proposed to design a relatively large
sensor element for the evaluation of the signal from one element. In future it might be useful for testing
the composition with four elements in a bridge configuration.

In this work, the magnetic properties and magnetoimpedance of patterned Co-based amorphous
ribbons were comparatively analyzed. We made the first step to work out the protocol of evaluation of
magnetic properties of such complex subjects. MI was measured in the extended frequency range of
1–200 MHz. The patterning was done by lithography and chemical etching in the shape of meander
sensor elements with three- or six-turns, with design focused on large drop analysis.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Fabrication of Ribbon-Based Patterned Soft Ferromagnetic Multi-Turn Sensitive Elements

First of all, we designed and developed small sensor elements in the geometry of the meander
shape close to a square, aiming to develop a particular type of detector focused on the single large
drop analysis of bioanalytes. Water droplet size is very important for different areas of analysis. Here,
we understand a single large drop as the water-based sample to analyze, laced onto the surface of the
MI sensor element either by microsyringe (volue range 0.5–500 µL) or automatic dispenser (volume
range 0.1–50 mL). The fabrication process of patterned ribbons constitutes a series of steps. Initially
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the as-cast ribbon was produced by the rapid quenching technique [24,25] followed by cutting, field
annealing, mechanical polishing and micromachining. Amorphous ribbons in the as-cast state were
obtained with Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 nominal composition and a thickness of about 20 µm. Afterward,
ribbons were cut in 4 × 3 cm pieces via the SPF-7100 die sawing system, and the subjected to transverse
magnetic field annealing treatment in order to induce transverse magnetic anisotropy. The magnetic
field during field annealing was applied perpendicular to the ribbon axis (perpendicular to the direction
of the ribbon movement during the solidification). The details of the annealing process can be found
elsewhere [23]. Mechanical polishing was performed by diamond sand-paper with a gradual reduction
of the grain size in order to reduce the surface roughness having a negative impact on the value of MI
sensitivity [28]. After polishing, the thickness of the ribbons was close to 15 µm. In order to reduce
the etching error, chemical etching was carried out in a thermostatic water bath. Micromachining
was done by micro electro-mechanical system (MEMS) technology, including bonding, lithography,
and chemical etching. After etching, all patterned ribbons in the meander shape were polished again to
ensure a smooth surface. The last request is especially important in biosensor applications for magnetic
label detection.

Although different geometries obtained by the employed technique were tested, we selected just a
few of them with reasonable quality (Figure 1). With the amorphous ribbons it is impossible to ensure
a flat cross-section of the samples for the individual line width below 0.1 mm. Planning the creation of
the magnetic marker sensor for the in-liquid detection, one must keep the surface geometry as flat as
possible. Meanders with a larger number of turns are difficult to fabricate by etching; therefore we
selected some simple options for testing. Figure 1a,b shows the surface features of the amorphous
ribbon after both chemical etching and polishing.
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Figure 1. Surface micrograph of the Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 ribbon after chemical etching (a). Surface
micrograph of the chemical etched Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 ribbon after polishing (b). The description of
the selected types of the patterned MI meanders (c,d). General view of the fabricated patterned MI
meanders S1 and S4 (e,f). Part (c) shows three-turn and part (d) shows six-turn meanders.
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The micropatterned ribbon sensor elements were designed as compact n-shaped meander
structures. Figure 1c,d shows selected examples of the meander geometry. The ‘n’ shaped meander
part was denominated as a “one turn” sample.

Three-turn meanders were denominated as S1 and S2, and six-turn meanders were denominated
as S3 and S4. Details of the geometries of all samples are given in Table 1. The length close to 8 mm was
previously described in the literature as a critical length for non-patterned amorphous ribbon [13,14].
The spacing of 50 µm and length of 5 mm were used for S1 and S2 meanders and the same spacing
of 40 µm and width of 250 µm were used for S3 and S4 meanders. Figure 1e,f shows a general view
of the fabricated S1 and S4 meanders. High magnification allows an estimation of the quality of the
fabricated sensitive elements.

Table 1. Selected parameters of Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meanders.

Sample Number of Turns Spacing Width Length

S1 3 50 µm 300 µm 5 mm
S2 3 50 µm 400 µm 5 mm
S3 6 40 µm 250 µm 5 mm
S4 6 40 µm 250 µm 8 mm

2.2. Measurement of Surface Magnetic Properties of the Samples

Surface magnetic properties of the samples were investigated by the magneto-optical Kerr effect
(MOKE) using a Kerr microscope (Evico magnetics GmbH, Dresden, Germany). MOKE measurements
were performed by collecting the signal in the longitudinal mode, i.e., the component of magnetization
lying in the sample plane and parallel to the direction of incidence of light was analyzed. Figure 1c,d
shows some selected positions—A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H for MOKE measurement (white squares) according
to the symmetric structure of the meander patterning. The signal was obtained from the plot area
of 0.5 × 0.5 mm2. Some characteristic positions named by the same letter were picked up for the
same location for different samples. The magnetic field up to 270 Oe was applied along the ribbon
axis coinciding with longer part of the “n”- shaped direction. Meanwhile the magnetic field was also
applied perpendicular to the ribbon axis for comparative analysis.

MOKE is a surface sensitive method that probes the surface magnetization. The origin of the
high frequency alternating current impedance is connected to the change of the dynamic magnetic
permeability and skin effect [1–3]. As the high frequency alternating current flows close to the surface,
it is the surface anisotropy that makes a significant contribution to the MI effect value.

We made the first step to work out the protocol of evaluation of the magnetic properties of such
complex subjects. On one hand, the bulk measurements with vibrating sample magnetometer (VSM)
could provide more complete information because the VSM signal comes not only from the surface but
also from the volume of the massive sample. On the other hand, the information obtained from the
whole meander is quite mixed as the shape anisotropy and interactions between different parts of the
meanders are crucial. There is no detailed evaluation of local magnetic properties of such structures in
the literature and we made a step in this direction. As will be shown below, the proposed methodology
seems to be working.

2.3. Measurement of MI

In order to ensure high-quality MI measurements and to minimize the “microstripe line” holder
parasite signal contribution, special sample holders were prepared in accordance with the size of
each sample (Figure 2b). The total effective impedance of the sample installed in a measuring circuit
(“microstrip” line in this particular case) consisted of two different parts. The first one was the intrinsic
impedance of the sample. It changes under the application of the external magnetic field. The second
one is the external impedance attributed to the circuit itself. The last contribution does not change in
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the course of the external magnetic field application. This means that the measured effect is lower than
the one corresponding to the intrinsic impedance of the MI sensor element.
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Figure 2. Schematic view of the MI measuring system for meander samples (a) and and “microstrype
line” type sample holder with incorporated meander sample (b).

The impedance was measured as a function of alternating current frequency in the frequency
range of 1 to 200 MHz using an automatic system based on a precision Agilent HP E4991A impedance
analyzer. The calibration of the system and mathematical subtraction of the contributions of the test
fixture were in accordance with a previously established procedure [29]. Total impedance (Z) was
measured as a function of the external magnetic field for the exciting current amplitude of 10 mA in all
measurements. The external quasi-static magnetic field (H) generated by Helmholtz coils was changed
in the interval +110 to −110 Oe and aligned with the long parts of the meander.

Measurements in the decreasing field were denominated as the “down” branch; measurements in
the increasing field were denominated as the “up” branch. The MI ratio for total impedance variation
and its real part in the external magnetic field were calculated as follows:

∆Z/Z = 100 × (Z(H) − Z(Hmax))/Z(Hmax) (1)

∆R/R = 100 × (R(H) − R(Hmax))/R(Hmax) (2)

where Hmax = 110 Oe. The maximum ratio at each frequency was denoted ∆Z/Zmax for the total
impedance and ∆R/Rmax for its real part. An important characteristic of the MI response is the maximal
sensitivity with respect to the external magnetic field. The MI sensitivity with respect to the applied
magnetic field was calculated as follows:

S(∆Z/Z) = ∆(∆Z/Z)/∆H (3)

S(∆R/R) = ∆(∆R/R)/∆H (4)

where ∆H ≈ 0.1 Oe is the field increment for calculation of ∆Z and ∆R.

3. Results and Discussion

The quasi-static magnetic properties of the meanders were measured by the MOKE microscope.
Hysteresis loops taken from the characteristic sections of the samples (Figure 1) are shown in the Figure 3.
The hysteresis loops in point A have the small coercive force and high magnetic permeability, which are
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common for amorphous magnetically soft ribbons [10,29]. More complex types of magnetization
reversal were observed for the non-external long sections of the meander due to the complicated
process of magnetization interactions with the adjacent parts of the element. Although, one can notice
a great difference between the magnetization processes in points B and C of the samples S1, S2 and S3.
In the case of the sample S4, only a slight increase in the coercive force takes place. As this sample is
longer than the others, one can suppose that the changes in the type of the hysteresis loops are caused
by an influence of the smaller contribution of the meanders’ round sections (as points D and H in
Figure 2) as well as due to the stronger contribution of the demagnetizing factor of the elongated parts.
Although the details of such a mechanism are not clear, the origin can be explained by the presence of
the stray fields of different meanders’ areas and surface, including the border defects that appeared
during the samples’ production process. At the same time, in order to obtain statistics and better
insight, M(H) loops were measured many times at the same position and allow a small displacement.
As the M(H) loops in these conditions did not change very much we have concluded that border effects
were not crucial.
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Figure 3. MOKE hysteresis loops taken from the corresponding characteristic sections A, B (G), C (F) of
different Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander samples. The external magnetic field is applied parallel to the
long side of the meanders and perpendicular to the induced magnetic anisotropy axis.

Also, one can notice that the magnetic properties of the turning sections of meanders (points D, E,
H) differ from the properties of the middle sections (Figures 3 and 4). In these regions the material
of the meander reaches a saturated state only in very high magnetic fields above 200 Oe. Moreover,
in the case of the sample S4 a certain increase in the coercive force is observed. This fact supports our
hypothesis about role of the shape, and to a lesser extent the defects caused by the etching on local
magnetic properties and effective magnetic anisotropy axis dispersion.
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Although point-by-point analysis of the local hysteresis loops is useful, one can also compare
the whole set of the obtained shapes of M(H) loops. It is clear that in the S4 case, M(H) loops for very
different points differ from each other to a lesser extent, i.e., the magnetic material shows a lower
degree of inhomogeneity in the sense of the dominating magnetization mechanisms. A similar concept
was previously discussed in the literature for non-patterned amorphous and nanocrystalline ribbon,
we refer to the role of the anisotropy distribution in the formation of the MI response [30,31].
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Figure 4. MOKE hysteresis loops taken from the same turning sections of the three-turn (a) and six-turn
(b) Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander samples.

As it can be seen (Figures 5 and 6), complex quasistatic magnetic properties of the meander
samples also reflect their MI responses. One can notice several field intervals with different curvature
of the MI curves, i.e., behavior, which is usually not observed for simple amorphous ribbon quenched
samples [10] in the shape of a single elongated stripe. These intervals are marked as A, B and C
(Figure 6) characteristic areas.
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Figure 5. Field dependence of the MI ratio for the total impedance (a,c) and its real part (b,d) for the
Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander samples; (c,d)—the same dependencies in a small field range. “Down”
curves for the magnetic field change from 100 Oe to −100 Oe are marked with solid symbols, “Up”
curves for the magnetic field change from −100 Oe to 100 Oe are marked with empty symbols.



Sensors 2019, 19, 2468 8 of 12

Sensors 2019, 18, x FOR PEER REVIEW  8 of 12 

 

with solid symbols, “Up” curves for the magnetic field change from −100 Oe to 100 Oe are 
marked with empty symbols. 

As it can be seen (Figures 5 and 6), complex quasistatic magnetic properties of the meander 
samples also reflect their MI responses. One can notice several field intervals with different curvature 
of the MI curves, i.e., behavior, which is usually not observed for simple amorphous ribbon quenched 
samples [10] in the shape of a single elongated stripe. These intervals are marked as A, B and C (Figure 
6) characteristic areas. 

-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

30

60

90

120

 S2 GMI
ΔZ

/Z
 (%

)

H (Oe)

-1

0

1

CB

 S2 A
 S2 B
 S2 C

M
/M

S

A

 
Figure 6. Comparison of the magnetization curves and field dependence of the MI ratio for 
total impedance of the three-turns Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander S2. Characteristic field 
intervals with different curvature of the GMI curves are marked as A, B and C. 

In small magnetic fields (interval A) the border parts of the meanders (point A) quickly 
magnetize, meanwhile the middle sections keep staying almost demagnetized and hence do not 
contribute significantly to the MI response. In the higher fields (intervals B and C) the border sections 
become saturated and stop contributing to the MI. The second change of curvature of M(H) curves is 
observed for both points B and C. Although the explanation of the origin of such behavior requires 
an additional investigation of the position of about 10 Oe, for both M(H) and MI, the curves indicate 
a strong contribution of the anisotropy field. 

Despite the complexity of the dynamic magnetization process described above the meander 
samples used in this work show high MI response and its sensitivity to an external magnetic field 
(Figures 7, 8). As is shown in Figure 8, the S4 meander demonstrates the highest values for both 
parameters: GMI response ΔZ/Z = 244% and its sensitivity S(ΔZ/Z) = 35%/Oe. It also correlates with 
Figure 3, which shows that there is only a slight difference in magnetization curves for the different 
sample areas. As expected, the highest MI effect and its sensitivity are observed for the case where 
the most uniform anisotropy is insured. Both effects can be explained by a lower anisotropy axis 
dispersion in comparison with the other samples because of its longer length, and hence a smaller 
impact of the turning sections or the shape anisotropy. 

The frequency dependences of the maximum of the MI ratio for total impedance and the real 
part of the total impedance are shown in Figure 7. The maximum ΔZ/Zmax ratio of about 250% 
appeared at a frequency of 42 MHz for the six-turn sample S4 (Figure 7a). However, the ΔZ/Zmax 
ratios (162% for S1 and 146% for S2) at a lower frequency of 32 MHz was larger than that of the six-
turn sample S3 (129%). The main reason may be that S1 and S2 samples had a better proportion of 
width and spacing. Compared with the ΔZ/Zmax ratios of the three-turn samples S1 and S2, we can 
find that the MI ratio of the sample S1 with a narrow line-width was larger than that of sample S2. 
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Figure 6. Comparison of the magnetization curves and field dependence of the MI ratio for total
impedance of the three-turns Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander S2. Characteristic field intervals with different
curvature of the GMI curves are marked as A, B and C.

In small magnetic fields (interval A) the border parts of the meanders (point A) quickly magnetize,
meanwhile the middle sections keep staying almost demagnetized and hence do not contribute
significantly to the MI response. In the higher fields (intervals B and C) the border sections become
saturated and stop contributing to the MI. The second change of curvature of M(H) curves is observed
for both points B and C. Although the explanation of the origin of such behavior requires an additional
investigation of the position of about 10 Oe, for both M(H) and MI, the curves indicate a strong
contribution of the anisotropy field.

Despite the complexity of the dynamic magnetization process described above the meander
samples used in this work show high MI response and its sensitivity to an external magnetic field
(Figures 7 and 8). As is shown in Figure 8, the S4 meander demonstrates the highest values for both
parameters: GMI response ∆Z/Z = 244% and its sensitivity S(∆Z/Z) = 35%/Oe. It also correlates with
Figure 3, which shows that there is only a slight difference in magnetization curves for the different
sample areas. As expected, the highest MI effect and its sensitivity are observed for the case where
the most uniform anisotropy is insured. Both effects can be explained by a lower anisotropy axis
dispersion in comparison with the other samples because of its longer length, and hence a smaller
impact of the turning sections or the shape anisotropy.
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The frequency dependences of the maximum of the MI ratio for total impedance and the real part
of the total impedance are shown in Figure 7. The maximum ∆Z/Zmax ratio of about 250% appeared at
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a frequency of 42 MHz for the six-turn sample S4 (Figure 7a). However, the ∆Z/Zmax ratios (162% for
S1 and 146% for S2) at a lower frequency of 32 MHz was larger than that of the six-turn sample S3
(129%). The main reason may be that S1 and S2 samples had a better proportion of width and spacing.
Compared with the ∆Z/Zmax ratios of the three-turn samples S1 and S2, we can find that the MI ratio
of the sample S1 with a narrow line-width was larger than that of sample S2. These results were
consistent with the earlier reports [26,30].
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Figure 8. Frequency dependence of the sensitivity of the MI ratio for (a) total impedance and (b) its
real part for Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander samples.

In the frequency range 100-200 MHz, there is no obvious difference for ∆Z/Zmax ratios of samples
S1 and S3. Compared with the six-turn meanders, the increase of length had a strong impact on MI
enhancement. The maximum ∆R/Rmax ratios was 254% obtained at a frequency of 53 MHz from
the sample S4 (Figure 7b). The tendency for (∆R/R)max is similar to that of (∆Z/Z)max. However,
the ∆R/Rmax ratios had a conspicuous distinction in the frequency range 1–200 MHz: the working
frequencies correspond to the ∆R/Rmax ratios for samples S1–S4 are higher than that ∆Z/Zmax ratios.

Figure 8 shows the frequency dependence of the sensitivity of the MI ratio for total impedance
and its real part for different meanders. A general view of the frequency dependence of the MI
maximum (both for real part and the total impedance) is quite similar to the (∆R/R)max (∆Z/Z)max

measured for single stripe amorphous ribbons. The origin of such behavior was previously discussed
in the literature. Under conditions of strong impedance variation, the constant external magnetic field
and transverse magnetic field created by the alternate current make a contribution to the transverse
dynamic permeability. With the frequency increase, the domain walls become affected by stronger
eddy-current damping, the anisotropy field gradually increases, magnetic permeability decreases
leading to decrease in MI value. More details can be found elsewhere [2,32–34].

The sensitivity for the total impedance MI ratio maxima S(∆Z/Z)max and for its real part maxima
S(∆R/R)max were calculated in the field of 7 Oe, 14 Oe and 12 Oe respectively. The ∆Z/Zmax sensitivity
of meander samples S4, S3, S2 and S1 were 36%/Oe, 9%/Oe 12%/Oe and 14%/Oe, respectively.
These dependences reveal the same tendencies as those found for the frequency dependence the MI
ratio maximum for the total impedance and its real part (Figure 8). The highest S(∆Z/Z)max and
S(∆R/R)max (36%) were observed in the case of the sample S4 with increased frequency. The sensitivity
of the MI ratio for total impedance and its real part of sample S3 were median. The values of sensitivity
were also adequate for sensor applications from the point of view of magnetic field sensitivity.

Table 2 lists the sensitivity of the MI ratio for total impedance and its real part for different
samples and the corresponding different magnetic fields and frequencies. The sample S4 had better MI
characteristics including a wider range of the fields suitable for application. Therefore, the field and
frequency dependence of the MI ratio of the S4 meander were investigated in more detail (Figure 9).
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Measurements in the decreasing field after magnetic saturation were defined as “down” branch and
the measurements in the increasing field after saturation were defined as the “up” branch.

Table 2. Comparison of sensitivity of the MI ratio for total impedance and its real part for
Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 meander samples, and the corresponding different magnetic fields and frequencies.

Sample S (∆Z/Z)(%/Oe) H (Oe) f (MHz) S (∆R/R)(%/Oe) H (Oe) f (MHz)

S1 14% 12 32 15 12 53
S2 12% 12 42 14 12 74
S3 9% 14 63 10 14 63
S4 36% 7 42 36 7 53
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Figure 9. (a) Field and (b) frequency dependence of the MI ratio of Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 patterned
meander element S4.

The MI value is almost constant in higher fields due to the saturated sample state.
Magnetoimpedance ratio in an external field of 30 Oe also varies slightly in the frequency range
40–200 MHz. A significant change in the MI ratio was observed by varying not only the magnitude
of the external magnetic field from 0 to 15 Oe but also the frequency of the exciting current. The
optimum mode of MI-detection by the S4 element is frequency range up to 40 MHz in low fields up to
15 Oe. As the biodetection of the magnetic markers requires the highest sensitivity with respect to the
applied field, due to the very small value of the stray fields of magnetic nanoparticles employed as
biomolecular labels [35], the S4 element seems to be the best candidate for this kind of application.

4. Conclusions

In summary, surface magnetic properties and the magnetoimpedance effect of patterned soft
ferromagnetic Co75Fe10Ni2Si8B5 ribbon-based meander sensor elements have been investigated.
Samples with a different number of turns, line width and length were fabricated and studied.
The results showed that the length of the samples plays the most important role in the formation of
well-defined magnetic anisotropy, and hence a higher homogeneity and MI response. The maximum
MI ratio of the total impedance of 250% for the exciting current frequency of 45 MHz, and its sensitivity
to the external magnetic field of 36%/Oe were observed for the longest six-turn meander sample.
These results can be used for further investigations and the production of magnetic field sensors based
on the MI effect for the cases focused on large drop analysis.

Author Contributions: Z.Y. and G.V.K. conceived and designed the experiments; P.G. contributed to the fabrication
and primary characterization of the sensor elements; S.O.V., Z.Y. and E.V.G. performed the MI measurements
and their primary analysis; S.V.S. fabricated the sample holder and discussed the high frequency resultsand the
manuscript; E.V.G., A.A.C. and Z.Y. performed the MOKE studies and analyzed the data; Z.Y., E.V.G., A.A.C.,
G.V.K. comparatively analyzed the whole set of the data, prepared graphical materials and wrote the manuscript
and responses to Reviewers.



Sensors 2019, 19, 2468 11 of 12

Funding: This research was funded in part by the grant Postdoc Ural Federal University UrFU-2018”, in part by
Natural Science Foundation of Henan Province of China (162300410233), in part they were obtained within the
financial support for state assignment of Minobrnauki of Russia (theme “Alloys”) and in part by µ4F ELKARTEK
grant of The Basque Country Government.

Acknowledgments: The authors are grateful to the Laboratory of magnetic sensors of Ural Federal University
and V.O. Vas´kovskiy for special support. We thank A.N. Gor’kovenko’s for advanced training with
MOKE measurements.

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

References

1. Landau, L.D.; Lifshitz, E.M. Course of theoretical physics. In Electrodynamics of Continuous Media; Elsevier
Science: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2013; Volume 8.

2. Beach, R.; Berkowitz, A. Sensitive field-and frequency-dependent impedance spectra of amorphous FeCoSiB
wire and ribbon. J. Appl. Phys. 1994, 76, 6209–6213. [CrossRef]

3. Panina, L.V.; Mohri, K.; Bushida, K.; Noda, M. Giant magneto-impedance and magneto-inductive effects in
amorphous alloys. J. Appl. Phys. 1994, 76, 6198–6203. [CrossRef]

4. Makhotkin, V.E.; Shurukhin, B.P.; Lopatin, V.A.; Marchukov, P. Yu.; Levin, Yu. K. Magnetic field sensors
based on amorphous ribbons. Sens. Actuators A 1991, 21, 759–762. [CrossRef]

5. Mohri, K.; Uchiyama, T.; Panina, L.V. Recent advances of micro magnetic sensors and sensing application.
Sens. Actuators A 1997, 59, 1–8. [CrossRef]

6. Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Portnov, D.S.; Beketov, I.V.; Larrañaga, A.; Safronov, A.P.; Orue, I.; Medvedev, A.I.;
Chlenova, A.A.; Sanchez-Ilarduya, M.B.; Martinez-Amesti, A.; et al. Nanostructured materials for magnetic
biosensing. BBA Gen. Subj. 2017, 1861, 1494–1506. [CrossRef]

7. Feng, Z.; Zhi, S.; Guo, L.; Wei, M.; Zhou, Y.; Lei, C. A novel integrated microfluidic platform based on
micro-magnetic sensor for magnetic bead manipulation and detection. Microfluid. Nanofluid. 2018, 22, 86.

8. Buznikov, N.A.; Safronov, A.P.; Orue, I.; Golubeva, E.V.; Lepalovskij, V.N.; Svalov, A.V.; Chlenova, A.A.;
Kurlyandskaya, G.V. Modelling of magnetoimpedance response of thin film sensitive element in the presence
of ferrogel: Next step toward development of biosensor for in-tissue embedded magnetic nanoparticles
detection. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2018, 117, 366–372. [CrossRef]

9. Machado, F.L.A.; de Argoldjo, A.E.P.; Puca, A.A.; Rodrigues, A.R.; Rezende, S.M. Surface magnetoimpedance
measurements in soft-ferromagnetic materials. Phys. Status Solidi A 1999, 173, 135.

10. Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Vazquez, M.; Munoz, J.L.; García, D.; McCord, J. Effect of induced magnetic anisotropy
and domain structure features on magnetoimpedance in stress annealed Co-rich amorphous ribbons. J. Magn.
Magn. Mater. 1999, 196, 259–261. [CrossRef]

11. Chen, L.; Bao, C.C.; Yang, H.; Li, D.; Lei, C.; Wang, T.; Hu, H.Y.; He, M.; Zhou, Y.; Cui, D.X. A prototype of giant
magnetoimpedance-based biosensing system for targeted detection of gastric cancer cells. Biosens. Bioelectron.
2011, 26, 3246–3253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Ripka, P.; Zaveta, K. Magnetic sensors: Principles and applications. In Handbook of Magnetic Materials;
Buschow, K.H.J., Ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2009; Volume 18, pp. 347–420.

13. Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Barandiaran, J.M.; Vazquez, M.; Garcia, D.; Dmitrieva, N.V. Infuence of geometrical
parameters on the giant magnetoimpedance response in amorphous ribbons. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2000,
215–216, 740–742. [CrossRef]

14. Chaturvedi, A.; Dhakal, T.P.; Witanachchi, S.; Le, A.T.; Phan, M.H.; Srikanth, H. Critical length and giant
magnetoimpedance in Co69Fe4.5Ni1. 5Si10B15 amorphous ribbons. Mater. Sci. Eng. B 2010, 172, 146–150.
[CrossRef]

15. Yang, Z.; Wang, H.H.; Dong, X.W.; Yan, H.L.; Lei, C.; Luo, Y.S. Giant magnetoimpedance based immunoassay
for cardiac biomarker myoglobin. Anal. Methods 2017, 9, 3636–3642. [CrossRef]

16. Rivero, M.A.; Maicas, M.; López, E.; Aroca, C.; Sánchez, M.C.; Sánchez, P. Influence of the sensor shape on
permalloy/Cu/permalloy magnetoimpedance. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 2003, 254–255, 636–638. [CrossRef]

17. Yuvchenko, A.A.; Lepalovskii, V.N.; Vas’kovskii, V.O.; Safronov, A.P.; Volchkov, S.O.; Kurlyandskaya, G.V.
Magnetic impedance of structured film meanders in the presence of magnetic micro-and nanoparticles.
Tech. Phys. 2014, 59, 230–236. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.358313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.358310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0924-4247(91)87083-F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0924-4247(97)80141-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbagen.2016.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2018.06.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-8853(98)00805-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2010.12.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21239159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-8853(00)00274-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mseb.2010.04.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7AY00981J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-8853(02)00926-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063784214020248


Sensors 2019, 19, 2468 12 of 12

18. Lodewijk, K.J.; Fernandez, E.; Garcia-Arribas, A.; Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Lepalovskij, V.N.; Safronov, A.P.;
Kooi, B.J. Magnetoimpedance of thin film meander with composite coating layer containing Ni nanoparticles.
J. Appl. Phys. 2014, 115, 17A323. [CrossRef]

19. Antonov, A.S.; Gadetskii, S.N.; Granovskii, A.B.; D’yachkov, A.L.; Paramonov, V.P.; Perov, N.S.; Prokoshin, A.F.;
Usov, N.A.; Lagar’kov, A.N. Giant magnetic impedance in amorphous and nanocrystalline multilayers.
Phys. Met. Metall. 1997, 83, 61–71.

20. Fernández, E.; Lopez, A.; Garcia-Arribas, A.; Svalov, A.V.; Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Barrainkua, A.
High-frequency magnetoimpedance response of thin-film microstructures using coplanar waveguides.
IEEE Trans. Magn. 2015, 51, 6100404. [CrossRef]

21. Vas’kovskii, V.O.; Savin, P.A.; Volchkov, S.O.; Lepalovskii, V.N.; Bukreev, D.A.; Buchkevich, A.A.
Nanostructuring effects in soft magnetic films and film elements with magnetic impedance. Tech. Phys. 2013,
58, 105–110. [CrossRef]

22. Kolding, T.E. A four-step method for de-embedding gigahertz on-wafer CMOS measurements. IEEE Trans.
Electron Devices 2000, 47, 734–740. [CrossRef]

23. Yang, Z.; Lei, J.; Lei, C.; Zhou, Y.; Wang, T. Effect of magnetic field annealing and size on the giant magnetoimpedance
in micro-patterned Co-based ribbon with a meander structure. Appl. Phys. A 2014, 116, 1847–1851. [CrossRef]

24. Handrich, K.; Kobe, S. Amorphe Ferro-and Ferri-Magnetika; PhysikVerlag: Weinheim, Germany, 1980; Mir:
Moscow, Rissia, 1982.

25. Mohri, K.; Uchiyama, T.; Panina, L.V.; Yamamoto, M.; Bushida, K. Recent advances of amorphous wire
CMOS IC magneto-impedance sensors: Innovative high-performance micromagnetic sensor chip. J. Sens.
2015, 2015, 718069. [CrossRef]

26. Hernando, A.; Lopez-Dominguez, V.; Ricciardi, E.; Osiak, K.; Marin, P. Tuned scattering of electromagnetic
waves by a finite length ferromagnetic microwire. IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag. 2016, 64, 1112–1115.
[CrossRef]

27. Brzeska, M.; Panhorst, M.; Kamp, P.B.; Schotter, J.; Reiss, G.; Pühler, A.; Becker, A.; Brück, H. Detection and
manipulation of biomolecules by magnetic carriers. J. Biotechnol. 2004, 112, 25–33. [CrossRef]

28. Amalou, F.; Gijs, M.A.M. Giant magnetoimpedance of chemically thinned and polished magnetic amorphous
ribbons. J. Appl. Phys. 2001, 90, 3466–3470. [CrossRef]

29. Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; De Cos, D.; Volchkov, S.O. Magnetosensitive transducers for nondestructive testing
operating on the basis of the giant magnetoimpedance effect: A review. Russ. J. Nondestruct. Test. 2009,
45, 377–398. [CrossRef]

30. Muñoz, J.L.; Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Barandiarán, J.M.; Potapov, A.P.; Lukshina, V.A.; Vázquez, M. Nonuniform
anisotropy and magnetoimpedance in stress annealed amorphous ribbons. Phys. Met. Metall. 2001, 91, S139–S142.

31. Pirota, K.R.; Kraus, L.; Knobel, M.; Pagliuso, P.G.; Rettori, C. Angular dependence of giant magnetoimpedance
in an amorphous Co-Fe-Si-B ribbon. Phys. Rev. B 1999, 60, 6685. [CrossRef]

32. Yang, Z.; Lei, C.; Zhou, Y.; Sun, X.C. Study on the giant magnetoimpedance effect in micro-patterned Co-based
amorphous ribbons with single strip structure and tortuous shape. Microsyst. Technol. 2015, 21, 1995–2001.
[CrossRef]

33. Kurlyandskaya, G.V.; Barandiarán, J.M.; Muñoz, J.L.; Gutierrez, J.; Vazquez, M.; Garcia, D.; Vas’kovskiy, V.O.
Frequency dependence of giant magnetoimpedance effect in CuBe/CoFeNi plated wire with different types
of magnetic anisotropy. J. Appl. Phys. 2000, 87, 4822–4824. [CrossRef]

34. Kraus, L. The theoretical limits of giant magneto-impedance. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 1999, 196–197, 354–356.
[CrossRef]

35. Baselt, D.R.; Lee, G.U.; Natesan, M.; Metzger, S.W.; Sheehan, P.E.; Colton, R.J. A biosensor based on
magnetoresistance technology. Biosens. Bioelectron. 1998, 13, 731–739. [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/10.1063/1.4865319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2014.2359991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063784213010222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/16.830987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00339-014-8343-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/718069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2015.2513428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2004.04.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1398072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1061830909060023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.6685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00542-014-2342-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.373171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-8853(98)00746-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0956-5663(98)00037-2
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Fabrication of Ribbon-Based Patterned Soft Ferromagnetic Multi-Turn Sensitive Elements 
	Measurement of Surface Magnetic Properties of the Samples 
	Measurement of MI 

	Results and Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

