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Abstract: We present a microwave method for the dielectric characterization of small liquids based on
a metamaterial-based sensor The proposed sensor consists of a micro-strip line and a double split-ring
resonator (SRR). A large electric field is observed on the two splits of the double SRRs at the resonance
frequency (1.9 GHz). The dielectric property data of the samples under test (SUTs) were obtained
with two measurements. One is with the sensor loaded with the reference liquid (REF) and the other
is with the sensor loaded with the SUTs. Additionally, the principle of extracting permittivity from
measured changes of resonance characteristics changes of the sensor loaded with REF and SUTs is
given. Some measurements were carried out at 1.9 GHz, and the calculated results of methanol–water
mixtures with different molar fractions agree well with the time-domain reflectometry method.
Moreover, the proposed sensor is compact and highly sensitive for use of sub-wavelength resonance.
In comparison with literature data, relative errors are less than 3% for the real parts and 2% for the
imaginary parts of complex permittivity.
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1. Introduction

Generally, materials can be divided into electric and magnetic media. Dielectric materials are
represented only using relative complex dielectric constant, while magnetic materials are denoted
by relative complex dielectric constant and magnetic conductivity. Therefore, for dielectric materials,
complex permittivity measurement plays an important role in microwave engineering, and is essential
study in a number of applications [1–3], such as biological materials and cells [4], mixtures of coal and
limestone, and electromagnetic compatibility (EMC) [5–8].

Dielectric spectroscopy that measures dielectric properties operates in real-time, is on-line
24 h a day, is label-free, is easy to integrate with other microwave circuit, and yields high-volume
production [9]. Therefore, there are different methods of the complex permittivity determination of
dielectric materials, including transmission-only, reflection-only, transmission-reflection, and resonant
cavity methods [10–18]. These methods can be divided into two categories: resonant and non-resonant.
In all methods, resonance technology has the highest accuracy and is used to test low-loss materials.
In the classical resonance method, the SUT is placed into a resonant cavity, and the electromagnetic
characteristics of the SUT can then be estimated from the change of the quality factor (Q) and resonant
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frequency of the cavity. However, this method suffers from a narrow band, complicated calibration
procedures, and a destructed test for dielectric materials.

Recently, a new type of microwave resonance device has been developed using artificial
electromagnetic materials (meta-materials) [19–21]. Meta-material-inspired devices are employed
to ensure dielectric characterization of the SUT because of their compactness and high Q-factor.
Furthermore, they are made of sub-wavelength resonators and are extremely sensitive to environment
changes. Several novel or modified microwave and terahertz sensors using meta-materials are being
presented for various measurement applications, for instance, thin-film and electrically small sample
sensing, rotation, displacement, and strain sensing [22–24].

In the paper, we propose and demonstrate a new two-port metamaterial-based microwave
sensor to obtain a non-invasive measurement of complex permittivity of small liquids. The complex
permittivity is determined from changes in the magnitude and phase of the transmission coefficient of
the sensor loaded and unloaded with the SUT. Moreover, the sensor is designed to work at 1.9 GHz
and can be fabricated using PCB technology. Therefore, it satisfies the demands for miniaturization,
a compact size, a low cost, and high sensitivity in sensing applications.

2. Theoretical Analysis

As sketched in Figure 1, the proposed sensor consists of a micro-strip line and two SRRs. Each SRR
is composed of a square metal ring with a split upon one side. Two splits are symmetrical about the
plane AA’ and the middle section of the micro-strip line is overlapped one side of the outer SRR as
shown in Figure 1. The metallic structure is also supported by the ground plane on its bottom side.
By doing so, the dimension of the SRR can be reduced to less than one wavelength to increase the
resonant Q factor. Moreover, multiple solutions can be avoided for two-port measurement. Since the
SRRs are etched in the same plane with the micro-strip line, which is used to excite the electric field of
the SRRs. The complex permittivity of samples is determined from the measured information of the
sensor, which is suitable to analyze the concentration and determine the composition of liquids [21].
The proposed method is contact and nondestructive for the SUTs directly placed on the region with
the strongest electrical field.
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Figure 1. Layout of the proposed sensor with dimensions as follows: W1 = 1.7 mm, g = 0.9 mm,
d = 1 mm, W2 = 0.9 mm, W = 10 mm, L = 10 mm, and L1 = 3.1 mm.

From [19], we know that SRRs behave as an LC resonator, which can be excited by an external
magnetic flux, exhibiting a strong diamagnetism above their first resonance. SRRs also exhibit
cross-polarization effects (magneto-electric coupling) so that excitation by a properly polarized
time-varying external electric field is also possible. Therefore, the equivalent-circuit mode of the
sensor can be expressed as Figure 2. An incoming microwave signal a1 from Port 1 will arrive to Port 2
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via the SRRs. The quasi-TEM electromagnetic wave propagation mode developed in the micro-strip
line will excite the SRRs by the side overlapped the feed-line. Specifically, the SRR ring and gap are
accountable for the electrical inductance Ls and the capacitance Cs respectively, as shown in Figure 2.
Therefore, the SRRs form a series RLC resonant circuit and the impedance of the resonance device can
be expressed as

Zs = Rs + jωLs +
1

jωCs
. (1)
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If we do not take into account the mutual inductance M between the SRR and feed line. Then,

Cs =
Cs1Cs2

Cs1 + Cs2
, Ls =

LsLm

Ls1 + Lm
, Rs =

Rs1Rs2

Rs1 + Rs2
. (2)

The resonance frequency and Q factor are

f0 =
1

2π
√

LSCS
, Q = RS

√
CS
LS

. (3)

If the SUT is placed on the measurement region of the sensor, the capacitor Cs is affected by
changes of the dielectric property of it. Therefore,

CS = C0 + εSUTCe (4)

where C0 represents the parasitic capacitance. Ce is the capacitance of the measurement region of the
empty sensor. εSUT denotes the complex permittivity of the SUT and can be defined as:

εSUT = ε′SUT + jε′′SUT . (5)

Thus, from Equations (1)–(4), we can obtain the relation expression for complex permittivity of
the SUT, which is the function of the resonance frequency and the Q factor of the sensor and can be
expressed as

f0 = 1

2π

√
LS

[
C0 + (ε′SUT + jε′′SUTCe)

] = Fx(ε′SUT , ε
′′
SUT)

Q = RS

√ [
C0 + (ε′SUT + jε′′SUTCe)

]
LS

= Fy(ε′SUT , ε
′′
SUT).

(6)

3. Simulations and Experiments

In order to validate the proposed method, a prototype described in Section 2, was designed on a
Rogers R4350B substrate with relative dielectric constant εr = 3.48, substrate thickness h = 0.76 mm,
and top copper foil thickness t = 18µm. The performance of the sensor was simulated with ANSOFT
HFSS in the bandwidth from 0.8 to 3.5 GHz. The simulated results of the empty sensor are shown in
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Figure 3. It can be seen that the transmission magnitude is lower than−42 dB at the resonant frequency
1.9 GHz, namely, a very high-Q factor resonance of the SRRs.Sensors 2018, 18, x FOR PEER REVIEW  4 of 10 
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As sketched in Figures 1 and 2, Cs1 = Cs2 =
PCpul

2 , where P is the perimeter of the square ring with
the side length 2L1, and Cpul is the per unit length capacitance between the rings, while the inductance
Ls can be approximated by that of a single ring with average perimeter Side L1 and width C. Moreover,
Cpul can be obtained from the well-known expression: Cpul =

β
ωZ0

. β and Z0 denote the propagation
constant and characteristic impedance of a micro-strip line. Therefore, the inferred element values of
the equivalent circuit model are Cs = 0.99 pF, Ls = 1.19 nH.

Furthermore, a large electric field is observed on the two splits of the double SRRs at 1.9 GHz.
The strongest electric field is distributed in the two regions of the outer SRR as shown in Figure 4a:
one is the split of the outer SRR, and the other is in parallel to the feed line. Therefore, the SUT is
placed on the above-mentioned two areas, namely the measurement region, which can ensure an
electric field that can affect the SUT and improve the measurement sensitivity. We also present the
magnetic field distribution on the SRR of the sensor. It can be observed that a large magnetic field
is located in the side of the outer SRR that is nearest to the split of the inner SRR, whereas, in the
strongest part of the electric field, that is, at the split of the outer SRR, the magnetic field is very weak.
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The SRR-based sensor was manufactured and is displayed in Figure 5. The substrate is also the
Rogers R4350B high-frequency laminate with a thickness of 0.762 mm, a relative permittivity of 3.48,
a loss tangent of 0.0027, and a gold-coated copper foil thickness of 0.017 mm.

In order to inject sample solution, a plastic pipe whose diameter and height equal 2 mm and 8 mm,
respectively, was glued by the epoxy silicone adhesive on the measurement region. A photograph of
the fabricated sensor with the proposed plastic pipe attached is shown in Figure 5. Some experiments
are carried out using a vector network analyzer (AV3629D) and the fabricated sensor.

In Figure 5, Ports 1 and 2 were jointed with a vector network analyzer via the same two SMA
connectors, whose characteristic impedances are 50 Ω. The simulated and measured transmission
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response of the sensor unloaded with the SUT is displayed in Figure 6. We found that the measured
result agrees well with that of the simulation. The difference between them can be attributed to the
measurement system, the environment, and the attached plastic pipe.
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4. Sensor Characteristics

From Equations (1)–(6), a simple model between the complex permittivity and the resonance
characteristics of the sensor is obtained as follows:

∆ f0 = m1∆ε′SUT + m2∆ε
′′
SUT (7)

∆|S21| = n1∆ε′SUT + n2∆ε
′′
SUT (8)

where ∆ε′SUT = ε′SUT − ε′REF, ∆ε
′′
SUT = ε

′′
SUT − ε

′′
REF, and ∆ f0 = f0SUT − f0REF. The subscript SUT and

REF denote the samples under test and the reference sample, respectively. In this paper, the de-ionized
water is considered as the reference. f0SUT and f0REF are the resonant frequency of the sensor each
loaded with the SUTs and the reference sample. Furthermore, εre f = ε′re f + jε′′re f . The harmonic
frequency fre f and quality factor Qref are generated by the reference sample.

The m1, m2, n1, n2 in Equations (7) and (8) are undetermined coefficients. They can be determined
from the measured resonance parameters of two samples with known complex permittivity.

Some experiments were carried out using the proposed sensor and a vector network analyzer
(AV3629D). Methanol–water mixtures with different molar fractions were used to determine the
coefficients of m1, m2, n1, and n2, whose complex permittivity has been well studied in the microwave
regime [25]. In this measurement, different molar fractions of methanol (Xm) in the methanol–water
mixtures were changed, from Xm = 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6 to Xm = 0.8. Moreover, every resonant frequency
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and attenuation of the sensor loaded with different samples was recorded. The results are shown in
Figure 7.
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Figure 7. Measured transmission responses for the mixtures of methanol and de-ionized water.
(a) Amplitudes; (b) phases.

As seen, the resonant frequency shifts from 1.9 down to 1.15 GHz, corresponding to the methanol
molar fraction increases from Xm = 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6 to Xm = 0.8. The peak attenuation also changes
with different measured samples, and the minimum and maximal peak attenuations are Xm = 0.1 and
Xm = 0.8, respectively. Remarkably, the peak attenuation of the sensor with different samples changes
nonlinearly. It might be that, between the water content and loss, there is a nonlinear function for water
mixtures. According to the Debye model equation, the complex permittivity of the methanol–water
mixtures can be denoted as

εSUT = ε∞ +
∆εD

1− jωτD
. (9)

The high frequency relative permittivity ε∞, dielectric decrement ∆εD, and Debye relaxation time
τD are obtained from the literature [25]. The calculated complex permittivity of the different molar
fraction methanol–water mixtures at 1.9 GHz is displayed in Figure 8.
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Based on these datasets, the coefficients of m1, m2, n1, and n2 shown in Equations (7) and (8) are
obtained, and the matrix expression between the complex permittivity and the resonance characteristics
are yielded as follows: [

∆ f0

∆|S21|

]
=

[
0.0000686 0.007154

7.984 −0.019

][
∆ε′SUT
∆ε
′′
SUT

]
. (10)
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By comparing Equations (7), (8), and (10), it can be observed that |m2| ≈ 100|m2|, |n1| ≈ 400|n2|.
Therefore, Equation (9) is simplified as[

∆ f0

∆|S21|

]
=

[
0 0.007154

7.984 0

][
∆ε′SUT
∆ε
′′
SUT

]
. (11)

5. Results and Discussions

To verify the proposed sensor model in Equation (11), binary mixtures of ethanol and de-ionized
water were employed. In this measurement, the molar fraction of methanol (Xe) was changed from
Xe = 0.1, 0.2, 0.4 to Xe = 0.6. Figure 9 shows the measured responses of transmission parameters
(including resonance frequency, peak attenuation, and phase) of the sensor with these liquids. It can
be observed that the corresponding frequency shift for Xe = 0.1 to Xe = 0.6 of the ethanol molar
fraction is about 500 MHz, which is five times more sensitive with respect to results from [21] showing
a 100 MHz shift.
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Figure 9. Measured transmission responses for the mixtures of ethanol and de-ionized water.
(a) Amplitudes; (b) phases.

During testing, the reference sample (REF) is the mixture of methanol and de-ionized water with
Xm = 0.4. Then, the sample complex permittivity can be determined from Equation (11) using the
measured changes of resonance characteristics of the sensor loaded with different SUTs. The calculated
results are shown in Figure 10.
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We can observe that an acceptable accuracy of the proposed method is demonstrated. The small
disagreements of complex permittivity between the measurements and those of [25] are mainly due
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to the test uncertainties and approximation of the equation [11]. The proposed method can also be
employed to measure other liquids covering a wider range of dielectric constant values to establish a
much more precise calculating model.

The obtained results from the proposed method have been demonstrated by the comparison with
other published literature values of the same SUTs. There are two main advantages of the presented
sensor. One is that the sensor has the ability to avoid multiple solutions of extracting dielectric
properties of the SUTs for the two-port test, and the other is that the measurement sensitivity is greatly
increased because of the overlap of the middle section of the feeder line and one side of the outer SRR.

To illustrate the factor that influences the accuracy of the device. Figure 11 shows the measured
variation of frequency f0 with different ethanol–water mixtures at a different height h of the test
plastic pipe.
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During the experiment, the test plastic pipes have the same diameter (2 mm). The higher the
height h is, the larger the frequency shifts are for the same SUT. Therefore, the test accuracy of the
sensor is affected by the volume of SUT. However, the height of the SUT will not influence the test
result of the device if h is greater than or equal to 4 mm, as can be seen from Figure 11, because two
curves (h = 4 mm and h = 5 mm) are already parallel. That is, only a small amount of sample volume
(50.3 mm3) is required for the sensor to generate the necessary frequency variations.

Compared with the methods found in [26–29], the proposed method has the following two
advantages: one is that the one side of the sensor overlaps the middle section of the feed line. This king
of incentive method ensures that the electric field strength of the measurement region achieves
2.8 × 104 V/m. Therefore, on resonance, the magnitude of the transmission coefficient is lower than
−42 dB. That is, we obtain a very high sensitive sensor. The other is the simplified calculation equation
about the complex permittivity of the SUT is proposed. Furthermore, we identify the factor influencing
the accuracy of the sensor. That is, only a 4 mm height of the SUT is required for the device to obtain
accurate measurement results when the diameter of the test plastic pipe is 2 mm.

6. Conclusions

A simple and meta-material-based microwave sensor for measurement complex permittivity of
small liquid is presented. The sensor has been designed by the micro-strip line technology. It includes
double SRRs—namely, the outer and inner SRR, and a micro-strip line. Specially, the middle part
of the feed line and one side of the outer SRR overlap. Therefore, the sensitivity of the sensor is
dramatically improved. Additionally, the complex permittivity of the SUTs can be obtained by two
simple measurements. One is that the sensor loaded with the reference liquid and the other is the sensor
loaded with the SUTs. Furthermore, we provide a simplified equation to extract complex permittivity
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from the measured changes of resonance characteristics of the sensor. By using sub-wavelength
resonance, the sensor has a very compact size and can be integrated with other microwave circuits.

The experiments with liquid binary mixtures, including ethanol–water and methanol–water,
successfully validate the concept. Owing to its capability of composition quantification and
characterization, the proposed sensor and its associated technique are promising for dynamic
environments in analytical chemistry. Further work will consist in developing a data processing
method and the design of an SRR-inspired sensor with multiple ports. We shall also conduct broadband
measurement technology using other metamaterial-based sensors.

Author Contributions: W.L. conceived the idea and prepared the manuscript drafts. H.S. performed simulations
and optimizations. L.X. fabricated the sensor and carried out the experiments.

Acknowledgments: This project was supported by the Science and Technology projects of Henan province
(No. 172102310238), the Youth Foundation of Henan Normal University (No. 5101029279083), and the Key
Scientific Research Projects of Henan High Education (No. 17B510003).

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

References

1. Hasar, U.C.; Barroso, J.J.; Bute, M.; Kaya, Y.; Kocadagistan, M.E.; Ertugrulb, M. Attractive method for
thickness-independent permittivity measurements of solid dielectric materials. Sens. Actuators A Phys. 2014,
206, 107–120. [CrossRef]

2. Liu, C.; Tong, F. An SIW Resonator Sensor for Liquid Permittivity Measurements at C Band. IEEE Microw.
Wirel. Compon. Lett. 2015, 25, 751–753.

3. Yang, Y.; Zhang, H.; Zhu, J.; Wang, G.; Tzeng, T.R.; Xuan, X.; Huang, K.; Wang, P. Distinguishing the viability
of a single yeast cell with an ultra-sensitive radio frequency sensor. Lab Chip 2010, 10, 553–555. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Leroy, J.; Dalmay, C.; Landoulsi, A.; Hjeij, F.; Mélin, C.; Bessette, B.; Giraud, S.; Lautrette, C.; Battu, S.;
Lalloué, F.; et al. Microfluidic biosensors for microwave dielectric spectroscopy. Sens. Actuators A Phys. 2015,
229, 172–181. [CrossRef]

5. Liu, S.; Ocket, I.; Cauwe, M.; Schreurs, D.; Nauwelaers, B. Sensitivity Analysis of Broadband On-Wafer
Dielectric Spectroscopy of Yeast Cell Suspensions up to 110 GHz. IEEE Microw. Wirel. Compon. Lett. 2015, 25,
199–201. [CrossRef]

6. Douglas, M.G.; Kanda, M.Y.; Luengas, W.G.; Ballen, M.; Babij, T.M.; Chou, C.-K. An algorithm for predicting
the change in SAR in a human phantom due to deviations in its complex permittivity. IEEE Trans.
Electromagn. Compat. 2009, 51, 217–226. [CrossRef]

7. Ocera, A.; Dionigi, M.; Sorrentino, R. A novel technique for permittivity and moisture measurements using a
planar hybrid junction. In Proceedings of the IEEE European Microwave Conference, Munich, Germany,
9–12 October 2007; pp. 210–213.

8. Staszek, K.; Rydosz, A.; Maciak, E.; Wincza, K.; Gruszczynski, S. Six-port microwave system for volatile
organic compounds detection. Sens. Actuators B Chem. 2017, 245, 882–894. [CrossRef]

9. Liu, W.N.; Yang, Y.; Huang, K.M. A Radio Frequency Sensor for Measurement of Small Dielectric Property
Changes. J. Electromagn. Waves Appl. 2012, 26, 1180–1191. [CrossRef]

10. Zhao, C.; Jiang, Q.; Jing, S. Calibration-Independent and Position-Insensitive Transmission/Reflection
Method for Permittivity Measurement with One Sample in Coaxial Line. IEEE Trans. Electromagn. Compat.
2011, 53, 684–689.

11. Haase, N.M.N.; Fuge, G.; Trieu, H.K.; Zeng, A.-P.; Jacob, A.F. Miniaturized Transmission-Line Sensor for
Broadband Dielectric Characterization of Biological Liquids and Cell Suspensions. IEEE Trans. Microw.
Theory. Tech. 2015, 63, 3026–3033. [CrossRef]

12. Patricia, L.R.; David, E.B.; David, P.M.; Frank, W. Comparison of metal-backed free-space and open-ended
coaxial probe techniques for the dielectric characterization of aeronautical composites. Sensors 2016, 16, 967.

13. Liu, W.; Xu, L.; Yang, X.; Shi, Y.; Zhan, H. Complex permittivity determination based on a radio frequency
device. Sens. Actuators A Phys. 2018, 272, 75–82. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2013.11.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b921502f
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20162228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2015.04.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LMWC.2015.2390542
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEMC.2008.2011994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2017.01.194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09205071.2012.710566
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2015.2472009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2017.12.015


Sensors 2018, 18, 1438 10 of 10

14. Reinecke, T.; Hagemeier, L.; Spehlbrink, H.; Guenther, S.; Klintschar, M.; Zimmermann, S. Open-ended
coaxial probe for the quantification of edema in human brain tissue. Sens. Actuators B Chem. 2014, 204,
763–769. [CrossRef]

15. Ocera, A.; Dionigi, M.; Fratticcioli, E.; Sorrentino, R. A novel technique for complex permittivity measurement
based on a planar four-port device. IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Tech. 2006, 54, 2568–2575. [CrossRef]

16. Janezic, M.D.; Williams, D.F.; Blaschke, V.; Karamcheti, A. Permittivity characterization of low-k thin films
from transmission-line measurements. IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Tech. 2003, 51, 132–136. [CrossRef]

17. Liu, C.; Pu, Y. A Microstrip Resonator with Slotted Ground Plane for Complex Permittivity Measurements of
Liquids. IEEE Microwave Wirel. Compon. Lett. 2008, 18, 257–259.

18. Krupka, J. Frequency domain complex permittivity measurements at microwave frequencies. Meas. Sci. Technol.
2006, 17, 55–70. [CrossRef]

19. Dong, J.; Shen, F.; Dong, Y.; Wang, Y.; Fu, W.; Li, H.; Ye, D.; Zhang, B.; Huangfu, J.; Qiao, S.; et al. Noncontact
Measurement of Complex Permittivity of Electrically Small Samples at Microwave Frequencies. IEEE Trans.
Microw. Theory Tech. 2016, 64, 2883–2893. [CrossRef]

20. Ebrahimi, A.; Withayachumnankul, W.; Al-Sarawi, S.; Abbott, D. High-Sensitivity Metamaterial-Inspired
Sensor for Microfluidic Dielectric Characterization. IEEE Sens. J. 2014, 14, 1345–1351. [CrossRef]

21. Withayachumnankul, W.; Jaruwongrungsee, K.; Tuantranont, A.; Fumeaux, C.; Abbott, D. Metamaterial-based
microfluidic sensor for dielectric characterization. Sens. Actuators A Phys. 2013, 189, 233–237. [CrossRef]

22. Horestani, A.K.; Abbott, D.; Fumeaux, C. Rotation Sensor Based on Horn-Shaped Split Ring Resonator.
IEEE Sens. J. 2013, 13, 3014–3015. [CrossRef]

23. Withayachumnankul, W.; Lin, H.; Serita, K.; Shah, C.M.; Sriram, S.; Bhaskaran, M.; Tonouchi, M.; Fumeaux, C.;
Abbott, D. Subdiffraction thin-film sensing with planar terahertz metamaterials. Opt. Express 2011, 20,
3345–3352. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Melik, R.; Unal, E.; Perkgoz, N.K.C.; Puttlitz, H.V.D. Metamaterial-based wireless strain sensors. Appl. Phys Lett.
2009, 95, 011106. [CrossRef]

25. Mashimo, S.; Umehara, T.; Redlin, H. Structures of water and primary alcohol studied by microwave
dielectric analyses. J. Chem. Phys. 1991, 95, 6257–6260. [CrossRef]

26. Abdolrazzaghi, M.; Daneshmand, M.; Iyer, A.K. Strongly Enhanced Sensitivity in Planar Microwave Sensors
Based on Metamaterial Coupling. IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Tech. 2017, 99, 1–13. [CrossRef]

27. Zarifi, M.H.; Daneshmand, M. Wide dynamic range microwave planar coupled ring resonator for sensing
applications. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2016, 108, 232906. [CrossRef]

28. Su, L.; Mata-Contreras, J.; Vélez, P.; Fernández-Prieto, A.; Martín, F. Analytical method to estimate the
complex permittivity of oil samples. Sensors 2018, 18, 984. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Zarifi, M.H.; Daneshmand, M. Non-contact liquid sensing using high resolution microwave microstrip
resonator. In Proceedings of the 2015 IEEE MTT-S International Microwave Symposium (IMS), Phoenix,
AZ, USA, 17–25 May 2015; pp. 1–4.

© 2018 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/10.1016/j.snb.2014.08.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2006.872914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2002.806925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-0233/17/6/R01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2016.2588487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2013.2295312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2012.10.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2013.2264804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.20.003345
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22330572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3162336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.461546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2018.2791942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4953465
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s18040984
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29587460
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Theoretical Analysis 
	Simulations and Experiments 
	Sensor Characteristics 
	Results and Discussions 
	Conclusions 
	References

