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For more than fifty years, scientists have been gathering evidence of the biological impacts of weak
magnetic fields. However, the lack of systematics in experimental studies has hampered research
progress on this subject. To systematically quantify magnetic field effects in cell biology, it is crucial
to produce fields that can be automatically adjusted and that are stable throughout an experiment’s
duration, usually operating inside an incubator. Here, we report on the design of a fully automated
1D Helmholtz coil setup that is internally water cooled, thus eliminating any confounding effects
caused by temperature fluctuations. The coils also allow cells to be exposed to magnetic fields from
multiple directions through automated controlled rotation. Preliminary data, acquired with the coils
placed inside an incubator and on a rat vascular smooth muscle cell line, confirm previous reports
that both microtubule and actin polymerization and dynamics are altered by weak magnetic fields.
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I. Introduction

The scientific community has long been intrigued by the effects of magnetic fields (MFs) on biology across
the tree of life, as reported by numerous studies [1–5]. Despite extensive research spanning more than half a
century, the mechanisms underlying the observed effects on cellular systems remain unclear and ambiguous.
In some instances, the effects themselves are contentious or difficult to replicate. Even though cell biology
also seem to respond to both strong fields and MF gradients, in this work we focus on the biological effects
of uniform and weak MFs [6–8]. By weak, we mean fields whose intensity are up to approximately ten times
that of the Earth’s MF, which is around 25–65 µT.

Weak MFs impact a myriad of cellular processes, including the regulation of gene expression [9], ion channel
functioning [10], and the production of reactive oxygen species [11–15]. MFs can also impact apoptosis in
both cancer and normal cells [16–21]. MFs influence metabolic pathways [22], inducing changes in cell growth
rate [23, 24], affecting cellular morphology [25–28], and promoting muscle cell development [29]. Finally, it
is important to recognize that MF effects do not necessarily monotonically increase with the strength of the
applied field: higher magnetic field intensities do not necessarily lead to more pronounced effects [6, 8].

As our environment becomes more polluted by electromagnetic fields from various sources, understanding
the effects of being exposed to these small-magnitude fields is a timely endeavor. Moreover, such an
electromagnetic ‘knob’ in biology could be, and has already been, rationally used for medical theranostics
[30, 31], with magnetic therapies proposed to accelerate diabetic wound repair [32] and pain management
[33], and to counter neurodegenerative diseases [34, 35] and cancer [36–39].

To unambiguously establish and understand the biological effects of weak MFs, it is crucial to perform
well-controlled and reproducible experiments. Some experiments on bioelectromagnetics use permanent
magnets, facing challenges such as fixed field strengths and non-uniformity. In contrast, coil setups,
such as those obeying a Helmholtz configuration, offer the advantage of controllably changing uniform
MFs [40–42]. Nevertheless, most current designs limit the MF application to a single direction, requiring
manual coil rotation for direction changes. Our new design of 1D Helmholtz coils for bioelectromagnetic
experiments overcomes the constraints of traditional setups by introducing complete automation of the MF
direction. Additionally, we incorporate an effective cooling mechanism to mitigate temperature rise effects
on cells. Many currently employed coils in bioelectromagnetic experiments lack an active cooling system,
posing challenges for conducting prolonged experiments under sustained MFs [43–45] and maintaining stable
temperature conditions.
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II. Coil design

We designed a set of Helmholtz coils with water cooling. Unlike conventional coils that often, during
operation, produce temperature fluctuations [46], this design efficiently prevents temperature rise by allowing
for the regulation of the water flow rate (Suppl. Fig. SF1). This set of coils can be controllably rotated
around its pivot using a servo motor. We could not detect any MFs generated by the servo motor within our
measurement accuracy of (1.0 ± 0.1) µT. By allowing the coil assembly to rotate, biological samples could
be subjected to uniform 1D MFs at various orientations.

We chose a design capable of producing MF as strong as 15mT, with this upper limit being determined
by the size of the copper wire thickness 0.71mm (22 gauge wire) chosen to wound the coils. Magnetic fields
were numerically simulated using the Biot-Savart law. The axial and radial MFs produced by each coil in
the Helmholtz configuration are mathematically given by [47]:

Ba =
B0
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√
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where

Ba is the field component aligned with the axis [G],

Br is the field component in a radial direction [G],

a0 is the loop radius [m],

µ0 is the permeability constant [4π × 10−7 N ·A−2],

x is the axial distance from the center of the coil [m],

r is the radial distance from the axis of the coil [m],

α = r/a0, β = x/a0, γ = x/r,

Q = (1 + α)2 + β2,

k = 4α
√
Q,

B0 = iµ0
2a0√
Q

is the magnetic field at the center of the coil [G],

i is the current in the loop wire [A],

K(k) is the complete elliptic integral function of the first kind, and

E(k) is the complete elliptic integral function of the second kind.

Using the formulas presented in Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), we determined the coil dimensions required to produce
an axial MF with a maximum chosen strength of 15 mT. Taking into account several factors, including the
desired dimension of our sample (we optimized the design for cells hosted within a 35 mm Petri dish), the
size of a typical cell incubator, MF homogeneity and our available water system, we chose the coil dimensions
as listed in Tab. I.

The enclosure of the copper coils is 3D-printed using thermoplastic material, which offers the advantages of
being lightweight, corrosion-free, and of not experiencing air condensation at lower temperatures, as opposed
to metals. A total of 96 turns of copper wires, each with a diameter of 0.71 mm, were wound around the coil
holder and we apply thermally conductive glue on the surfaces of the coils. The wound coils are placed within
the coil enclosure, and both electrical and water connections are established. A two-part epoxy is employed
to seal the electrical connections. To prevent water leaks, we apply silicone sealant and firmly fixed the caps
to the coil enclosure before screwing them. Fig. 1 depicts an exploded cross-section view to scale.
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TABLE I: Geometrical details of the designed coil.

Parameter Symbol Value

Inner diameter of enclosure (mm) Di 54

Outer diameter of enclosure (mm) Do 114

Width of enclosure (mm) w 20

Copper wire thickness (mm) t 0.71

Inner diameter of coil holder (mm) dcoil 80

Width of coil holder (mm) wcoil 16

Number of turns in each coil N 96

Resistance of coil (Ω) R 2.74± 0.01

Voltage drop in coil (V) ∆V 2.75± 0.01

Coil inductance (µH) L 870± 15.0

Inner diameter of water tube (mm) di 4

Outer diameter of water tube (mm) do 6

Length of water tube (m) l 4

114 mm 6 
m

m

26
 m

m

20
 m

m

9 mm

54 mm

16
 m

m

80 mm

85.6 mm

FIG. 1: Exploded cross-sectional view of a single coil in the designed holder with detailed dimensions.
It includes the water and electrical connections (1), the enclosure for the coil made of Delrin material (2), the 3D-
printed coil holder (3) and the wound copper coil with 96 turns of copper (4). The coil fits within the enclosure.

Fig. 2, left, features the computer-assisted design of the set of coils, highlighting its various components.
Fig. 2, right, shows a photo of the design; note the integration of a servo motor to rotate the coil. Additionally,
a thermocouple wire has been incorporated in a holder beneath the sample Petri dish for real-time monitoring
of temperature fluctuations. Following the assembly of the coils, we did water-leak tests and measured the
produced MF when different currents were applied. A 3-axes magnetometer is used to measure the produced
MF.

Detailed instructions for coil construction are freely available on our GitHub repository [48].

A. Field simulations and measurements

A Helmholtz configuration is achieved by placing the two coils in our arrangement at a distance of 43.4
mm, which is equal to the radius of each coil [49]. In order to confirm the simulated magnetic flux values
and the extent to which the produced MFs are homogeneous, we created a numerical model in COMSOL
Multiphysics [50]. Our simulated MF values are shown in Fig. 3, for a current of 1 A.
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FIG. 2: Computer-assisted design and photo of the water-cooled, 1D Helmholtz coil set. Left, components
of the designed coil, namely: (1) water cooling connections; (2) copper coil contained within the enclosure; (3) holder
for 35 mm Petri dish; (4) a pivot point demonstrating the swinging motion of the coils while the Petri dish remains
stationary; (5) electrical connections; and (6) temperature sensor employed to accurately monitor the temperature
directly below the Petri dish within the cell culture area (resolution of 0.1◦C). Right, fully assembled coil set.

When a simulated current of 1 A flows through the coils, the MF variation over a 35 mm Petri dish has a
maximum axial (radial) divergence of 4.2 (1.7 µT. We performed MF measurements along the axial (Ba) and
radial (Br) directions, and the results closely match our simulations. At a current of I = 1 A, we measured
Ba = (1.850± 0.015) mT and Br = (0.000± 0.002) mT. The measurement error typically grows with the
applied current due to imperfections in the coil winding process.

R

Side view                                                                        Top view

Z

FIG. 3: COMSOL simulation depicting the uniform magnetic field generated by the designed coil set.
This simulation, for a current of 1 A, indicates that the MF within the coil is uniformly distributed, measuring (1.80 ±
0.01) mT over the 35 mm Petri dish. This uniform MF primarily results from the axial component, as the symmetric
nature of the coil cancels out the radial magnetic components.

If changing the MF frequency is desired, it is crucial to acknowledge the physical limitations of producing
alternating MFs. One of these limitations is due to the coils’ inductance, which introduces a time delay in the
current buildup process. The coils are measured to have inductance L = 870µH, resistance R = 2.74Ω and
a voltage drop of ∆V = 2.75V. Although a voltage simulation indicates a rapid increase to 2.75 V within
a few microseconds, due to the inductive reactance of the coil, achieving a current of 1 A and returning to
zero, experimentally, takes about 130 ms when toggling the coil on and off. It is thus essential to ensure that
the switching frequency does not exceed f ∼ 7Hz in this situation; otherwise, the current in the coils will be
lower than expected. If there is a requirement to operate at higher frequencies, it becomes necessary to adjust
the voltage accordingly to achieve the intended current (in other words, to perform impedance matching).
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B. Efficient heat dissipation in the coils

We analyzed the temperature increase of the water within a coil subjected to electric currents (see
Suppl. Sec. SSI). The power dissipated by the coil contributes to heat transfer to water through convection.
Experimentally, there is no observed temperature increase exceeding 0.1 ◦C when the coils operate at a current
of 1A, generating approximately ∼ 1.8mT. Suppl. Fig. SF1 illustrates the simulated temperature rise in the
coils based on current and water flow rates, showcasing the system’s performance under various conditions.

C. Controlling moisture on coil surfaces

The dew point, denoting the temperature at which air becomes saturated with moisture and condensation
initiates [51], needs to be considered in order to avoid water droplets to form onto the sample dish.
Additionally, maintaining a higher dew point temperature can avert complications such as condensation-
induced corrosion and potential electrical issues. In Suppl. Sec. SSII, we have analyzed the dew point
temperature for the coils placed inside the incubator versus the incubator’s own temperature and humidity.
Under typical incubation parameters (namely, temperature 37◦C and humidity 60%), we thus must set
the water cooling temperature inside the coil enclosure to be above 28◦C to avoid moisture condensation
(Suppl. Fig. SF2).
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III. Weak magnetic fields effects in cytoskeleton dynamics

We deploy the coils to study the effects of weak MFs on the fundamental process of cell cytoskeleton
assembly, which is central in distinct stages of genesis and in the resolution of many diseases. We use A7r5,
a cell line of vascular smooth muscle cells (VSMCs) that is responsive to mechanical stimulation and that
has been shown to regulate tensional homeostasis by coupling local oxidant generation to actin cytoskeleton
remodeling [52]. To the best of our knowledge, the question of whether cytoskeleton remodeling in VSMCs
can be modulated by MF stimulation had not been previously addressed.

A. Weak magnetic fields disturb cytoskeleton reassembly after nocodazole exposure

We hypothesized that a weak MF would affect cytoskeletal organization in conditions in which more intense
reorganization takes place—e.g., during development or tissue repair responses. To model these conditions,
we exposed the VSMCs to a reversible microtubule (MT)-disrupting agent, nocodazole, and observed the
dynamics of cytoskeletal recovery after nocodazole withdrawal.

Fig. 4 depicts the experimental protocol, which starts with the seeding of approximately 10,000 A7r5
VSMCs in each well of a 8-well chamber (0.7 cm2/well). After 24 h, the serum-rich (10%) Dulbecco’s
Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM) culture medium is replaced with serum-free DMEM solution within the
wells for at least 1 h. Followed serum starvation, cells were treated with nocodazole 10 µM or vehicle (DMSO)
during 30 min. To eliminate any residual substances, the cells were washed twice with phosphate buffered
saline (PBS) before being supplied with fresh serum-free medium. Subsequently, the cells are subjected to a
MF of 480 µT, in a direction perpendicular to the bottom of the 8-well chamber, for a duration of 3 hours.
The magnetic field strength and exposure duration were chosen guided solely by existing literature [6]. After
completing the protocol, the medium was removed and the cells were fixed in paraformaldehyde 4% (15 min
at 37 ◦C). Subsequently, wells were washed with PBS, followed by permeabilization with Triton X-100 (0.1%
in PBS) for 10 min at 37 ◦C. Once done, cells were washed with PBS and incubated with blocking solution
(normal goat serum 10%) for 60 min at room temperature (RT). After removing the blocking solution, the
cells were subjected to staining using anti-mouse-tubulin antibody (1:200) for 12 h at 4◦C in a wet chamber.
The primary tubulin antibody was washed twice with PBS; the secondary antibody for tubulin, anti-mouse
488 nm (1:200), as well as nuclear and F-actin markers DAPI and phalloidin 635 nm, respectively, were
incubated during 60 min with protection from light and at RT. Finally, wells were washed twice with PBS
and slides were mounted with PBS/glycerol (1:1, v/v).

Growing 10,000 A7r5 
cells in an incubator

Change medium with 
serum-free medium

7 8 9 10

24 h

YOUR LABEL HERE

400mL

LABEL

YOUR LABEL HERE

400mL

LABEL

1 h 0.5 h

Add vehicle (DMSO) or 
Nocodazole as microtubule-

disrupting agent

Wash twice with PBS 1x

YOUR LABEL HERE

400mL

LABEL

3 h

Add serum-free medium and run 
magnetic field experiment at 480μT

Add primary antibody 
anti-mouse tubulin

Anti-mouse tubulin, F-actin 
marker phalloidin and nuclear 

marker DAPI

Mount slide and take fluorescent imageAdd Triton detergent for  
cell permeabilization

Add PFA 4% for fixing the 
cells' structures

6

10 min

1 2 3 4 5

15 min 37 °C37 °C

37 °C 37 °C

480μT

12 h4 °C

FIG. 4: Experimental procedure for examining cytoskeleton reassembly after nocodazole exposure.



8

Nucleus

F-actin

DMSO+geofield
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50 μm 

Noco+geofield

Noco+MF

DMSO+MF

-tubulin
B *

FIG. 5: Weak magnetic fields disturb cytoskeleton reassembly after nocodazole exposure, and influence
actin polymerization. (A) Cells exposed to the weak magnetic field exhibit impaired microtubule
recovery, F-actin fibers that are less aligned but higher in number, and a lack of mature focal adhesions.
Representative images out of 229 cells, obtained over the course of two identical experiments. Microtubule (α-tubulin
shown in red, leftmost panels) recovery was evaluated: in the absence (‘DMSO’) or after a 30min disruption with
nocodazole (‘Noco’); under the ambient magnetic field (‘geofield’) or during exposure to a vertical 480µT magnetic
field for 3 h (‘MF’). Actin cytoskeleton filaments (F-actin shown in green, middle panels) were altered by the weak
magnetic field. Nucleus staining (in blue) is depicted in all panels. The rightmost panels depict merged microtubule,
actin and nuclei stainings. (B) The weak magnetic field decreases F-actin alignment during recovery after
nocodazole. The F-actin alignment (between 0 and 100%) was quantified over 229 whole-cell images. The median
alignment level for the nocodazole-disrupted cells under the ambient field (14.5%) is ∼ 1.6 that of the nocodazole-
disrupted cells under the applied magnetic field (8.7%), with a p = 0.0278 ≤ 0.05 indicated with a star. (C) F-actin
polymerization is slightly increased in the presence of a weak magnetic field. Four independent plate
reader-based fluorescence assays were performed in 2N (with N = {3,3,3,12}) individual wells, with fluorescence
intensity being a proxy for actin polymerization levels. After 1 h of exposure to a vertical 480µT magnetic field, the
exposed cells emit ∼ 8% more fluorescence than the cells only exposed to the ambient geofield.

After the nocodazole challenge, MFs were observed to affect the reorganization of both the MT network
and the F-actin architecture, as shown in Fig. 5.

The fluorescence images in Fig. 5A are representative of 229 cells obtained over the course of two identical
technical replicates; they were all taken with identical exposure parameters. They reveal that the MF alone,
at least at this intensity (480 µT), direction (vertical axis) and time of exposure (3 h), does not affect the
architectures of MTs and F-actin (third row in the figure; cells similar to the control cells shown in the first
row). Moreover, MTs were recovered after nocodazole washout in control cells under the ambient geomagnetic
field (second row in the figure), as expected, but not in cells that were exposed to the external MF (fourth
row in the figure). That is, after a short challenge with nocodazole, the MF induced tubulin accumulation at
the cell periphery in patches disconnected with the core of the MTs. Given the strength of these effects and
the primary effects of nocodazole in MTs, we propose that MTs are the focus of MF effects and that the loss
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of proper MT polymer formation and direction could be affected by the weak MF application. In parallel,
application of the MF also affected the pattern of F-actin architecture during recovery after nocodazole:
there are more pronounced stress fibers (seen as increased F-actin staining), with decreased fiber alignment.
We then investigated in greater detail whether the loss of proper actin polymer formation and direction could
also be affected by the weak MF application.

We quantified the degree of F-actin alignment using the Image J [53] plugin OrientationJ [54]. Fig. 5B
shows the calculated F-actin alignment level (a parameter varying from 0 to 100%) over the 229 whole
cells, spanning the four experimental conditions (cells with or without nocodazole challenge; cells under the
ambient geomagnetic field, or exposed to the external MF). Values for individual cells are indicated with
a horizontal line; the violin shapes represent density curves whose width corresponds to the approximate
frequency of data in each region. The violin shapes have been truncated at 0 as this is the minimum actin
alignment level. The average value for each condition is indicated with a circle; the vertical bars indicate
one standard deviation above and below the average value. The medians (which are of relevance as the
data are not normally distributed) are indicated with a cross. Notably, the median alignment level for the
nocodazole-disrupted cells under the ambient field (14.5%) is ∼ 1.6 that of the nocodazole-disrupted cells
under the applied MF (8.7%). The data not being normally distributed, we employ the Mann-Whitney
statistical test to probe for a difference between those two populations, obtaining a p value of 0.0278; the
star represents a p ≤ 0.05 statistical significance. A similar plot for each one of the two biological replicates
composing the full dataset of 229 cells is found in Suppl. Fig. SF3.

Such effects on F-actin dynamics could be promoted either indirectly or directly. Indirectly, a tensegrity
response [55] of the cytoskeleton components resulting from MT disruption could modify F-actin organization
in order to dynamically redistribute cellular mechanical stresses. As an alternative model, we cannot exclude
a potential direct effect of the MF on F-actin fiber assembly. For that, we examined the effect of MF exposure
on assays of actin polymerization in the absence of nocodazole, as detailed below in Subsection III B.

In summary, the weak MF by itself did not strongly affect cytoskeleton dynamics in cells at rest—as it
is patent for the cells exposed to the MF but not to nocodazole in the third row of Fig. 5A. In turn, after
the nocodazole challenge, the weak MF interfered with the cells’ capacity to recover their MT assembly, and
altered their actin filament profile, notably yielding actin fibers that are less aligned yet higher in number.

B. Weak magnetic fields increase actin polymerization

Cells exposed to the weak MF (but in the absence of nocodazole) show a small increase in actin
polymerization, as measured by plate reader-based actin polymerization assays and depicted in Fig. 5C.
We performed four technical replicates of experiments with 2N (with N = {3,3,3,12}) individual wells seeded
with cells following the same procedure outlined in steps 1–4 in Fig. 4, using DMSO, not nocodazole, in step
3. N wells have been kept under the ambient geomagnetic field and N wells have been exposed to the MF.
In these assays, fluorescence intensity is a proxy for actin polymerization levels. The fluorescence of pyrene
actin (360 nm excitation and emission at 420 nm) was measured at baseline (3min), after exposure to the
ambient geomagnetic field or to the MF (480µT for 20 min, data not shown), and after incubation with
polymerization buffer during 1 h in the absence or presence of the same weak MF. Stimulation with the MF
in the absence of a polymerization buffer does not affect the fluorescence level (data not shown). The plotted
points represent the increment of fluorescence promoted by the 1 h-incubation with the polymerization
buffer, when the baseline fluorescence is subtracted. For each technical replicate, we plot with a circle the
average ratio of fluorescence between the MF-exposed cells and the cells kept under ambient conditions; the
vertical bars indicate one standard deviation above and below the average value, obtained with compound
error propagation. Again using compound error propagation statistics, we obtain as an average for the
four technical replicates a fluorescence ratio of 1.08 ± 0.07. The data not being normally distributed, we
ran a Mann-Whitney statistical test to check if the control and MF-exposed populations are significantly
different. Using the fluorescence intensity, normalized to 100%, of the four control conditions, versus the
control-normalized average values of fluorescence after MF exposure depicted with circles in Fig. 5C, we find
a p value of 0.0211 ≤ 0.05.
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The fluorescence images in Fig. 5A; the fluorescence images of the other 225 cells used to
produce Fig. 5B; and the code used to produce Figs. 5B and C can be found at [48].

IV. Conclusion

We designed a water-cooled and incubator-compatible Helmholtz coil setup specifically to enable the study
of magnetic fields effects on biological systems. The setup, whose full mechanical and electronic blueprints
are freely available, allows for multi-directional exposure of cells to 1D magnetic fields by automated rotation;
in turn, the water-cooling mechanism ensures temperature stability, thus eliminating potential artifacts in
experiments.

The designed coils setup is used to show the effect of short-term exposure (1 or 3 h) to a weak magnetic
field of 480 µT along the vertical direction on the cytoskeleton of a rat vascular smooth muscle cell line. We
observe that such a magnetic field influences how microtubules and actin reassemble after depolymerization
by nocodazole exposure; and increases actin polymerization, even in the absence of nocodazole, by a small
but significant amount.
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Supplementary materials

SSI. Thermal control in coil design

The rise in water temperature in a coil can be calculated using the power dissipated by it. Electric currents
generate heat due to resistance in the wire, which is then transferred to the water by convection. The heat
produced by the coil depends on both current and resistance. Effective transfer relies on water flow and heat
capacity. The power dissipated in each coil equals the rate of internal energy increase added to the rate of
energy transfer from the coil to its surroundings through its surface. In other words,

Pdiss =
dU

dt
+

∮
S

J ·E dA. (SE1)

The expression Pdiss represents the power dissipated [W], dU/dt is the rate of increase of internal energy
[J/s],

∮
S
J ·E dA denotes the rate of energy transfer from the coil to its surroundings [J/s], J is the current

density vector [A/m2], E is the electric field vector [V/m], and dA represents an infinitesimal area element
on the surface S [m2]. Once the system reaches a stationary state [56], only the second term in Eq. SE1
persists, determining the maximum temperature increase of the coil:

∆Tmax =
(IN)2ρ

4hfcA3/2
. (SE2)

In the above, I denotes the current [A], N represents the number of turns in the coil, ρ stands for the

electrical resistivity (Ω ·m), h is a heat transfer constant ranging from 5− 25W/(m
2 ·K) [57], fc signifies the

fill factor, and A represents the total cross-sectional area of the coil [m2]. The fill factor, representing the
fraction of the coil’s cross-sectional area filled with conductor material, is given by the formula fc = Nπt2/4A,
where t is the diameter of the wire. The fill factor gauges the efficiency of the conductor material in using
the space within the coil. In our coil, the fill factor is 0.74, which falls within the typical range of 0.6 to 0.8.
Operating the coils with a current of 1A to generate a magnetic field of B = 1.8mT results in a dissipated
power of Pdiss =2.74W. At this level of dissipated power, a flow rate of 1 L/min yields a temperature rise
of only 0.4 ◦C in the water exiting the coil enclosure (Fig. SF1). As this heat is also radiated into the
surrounding air (Eq. SE1), using a thermometer with a resolution of 0.1 ◦C, in practice we could not measure
any temperature increase in the space between the coils, where the Petri dish is placed during experiments.

FIG. SF1: Simulated temperature rise within coils whose initial temperature is 20 ◦C is in agreement
with measurements. Left, the simulated relationship between pressure drop and required flow rate for the 4m long
water pipes (inner cross section of 16 mm2) connected to the coils. The used chiller pump needs to be capable of
managing such a pressure drop. Right, numerical simulation of how the coils’ temperature responds to varying levels
of applied current up to 5A, as a function of the water flow rate in the system. For example, at an operational current
of 3A (generating a ∼ 3 × 1.8 ∼ 5.4mT magnetic field), a flow rate of 2 L/min effectively keeps the temperature
increase within a range of 0.4 ◦C for the water exiting the coil. At an operational current of 1A, no temperature rise
of 0.1 ◦C or above could be measured at the sample position.
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To avoid system overheating, a temperature control sensor has been integrated and attached to the surface
of the coil enclosure. The sensor is a passive thermostat (KSD9700), engineered to interrupt the circuit when
the coil overheats. With a flow rate set at 1 L/min, the pressure drop across the entire coil configuration,
starting from the point where water enters a 4mm inner diameter pipe and continuing until it exits the
enclosure, is simulated to be ∆P ∼ 0.33 bar. It must be noted that we considered a open flow setup and
didn’t take the back pressure [58] that your connected coil might feed into the system.

SSII. Addressing condensation on the coils

When using water to cool the coils, it is imperative to prevent air condensation on the enclosure. We
determined the lowest temperature (dew temperature) [51] under various incubator humidity levels below
which air condensation occurs. Eq. SE3 estimates the dew point temperature (Tdew) from relative humidity
(RH) and temperature (T ) using empirical constants.

Tdew (°C) = c ·
(
log

(
RH

100

)
+

b · T
c+ T

)
×
(
b− log

(
RH

100

)
− b · T

c+ T

)−1

. (SE3)

The numerical constants, a = 6.112, b = 17.62, and c = 243.12, used in this context are sourced from [59].
Our simulations suggest that, in an incubator accurately adjusted to the standard conditions of 37 ◦C and
60% humidity, the temperature of the water circulating within the coils needs to be above 28 °C in order to
prevent the air condensation (Fig. SF2).

FIG. SF2: Estimating the air’s dew point temperature in correlation to the temperature and humidity
levels within an incubator. To prevent moist condensation on the surface of the enclosure placed inside an
incubator, it is necessary to maintain the water temperature circulating within the enclosure above 28 ◦C. The dashed
line illustrates how to adjust the water cooling temperature in the coil for various incubator temperatures while
maintaining a constant incubator humidity level at 60%.
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SSIII. Biological replicates composing the dataset of Fig. 5B

The F-actin alignment data of Fig. 5B was obtained by analysis of 229 cells studied over the course of two
biological replicates. We present below a similar plot for each one of the identical experiments.

FIG. SF3: Separate data for each one of the biological replicates composing the dataset of Fig. 5B.
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