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Abstract: In order to improve the fabrication efficiency and performance of an ultrasonic transducer
(UT), a particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm-based design method was established and
combined with an electrically equivalent circuit model. The relationship between the design
and performance parameters of the UT is described by an electrically equivalent circuit model.
Optimality criteria were established according to the desired performance; then, the design parameters
were iteratively optimized using a PSO algorithm. The Pb(ZrxTi1−x)O3 (PZT) ceramic UT was designed
by the proposed method to verify its effectiveness. A center frequency of 6 MHz and a bandwidth
of −6 dB (70%) were the desired performance characteristics. The optimized thicknesses of the
piezoelectric and matching layers were 255 µm and 102 µm. The experimental results agree with
those determined by the equivalent circuit model, and the center frequency and −6 dB bandwidth
of the fabricated UT were 6.3 MHz and 68.25%, respectively, which verifies the effectiveness of the
developed optimization design method.

Keywords: ultrasonic transducer; equivalent circuit model; optimization design; particle swarm
optimization algorithm

1. Introduction

Pezoelectric ultrasonic transducers (UTs), as common energy conversion devices, have been widely
used in nondestructive testing [1–3], ultrasonic positioning, [4,5] medical imaging and diagnoses [6–8].
The advantages of using such devices include their low cost and high efficiency, as well as the fact
that they are safe, easy to use, and nonradiative. Typically, the performance indexes of UTs, such as
center frequency (CF), −6 dB bandwidth (BW), sensitivity, etc. are mainly determined by their design
parameters [9–11]. Therefore, it would be highly beneficial to establish an efficient design parameter
optimization method for fabricating UTs with excellent performance.

In past decades, the design of UTs was mainly conducted by the equivalent circuit model (ECM)
and finite element method (FEM). In 1970, the KLM (Krimholtz, Leedom and Mattaei) [12] model
for UTs was proposed. In the KLM model, the acoustic and mechanical parameters of UTs are
determined by the electrical components, which can accurately describe the effects of the design
parameters on performance. Based on ECM, various kinds of ultrasonic devices with different center
frequencies and broad bandwidths have been designed and fabricated. Based on the KLM model,
Qian et al. [13] designed a high frequency (>30 MHz) UT using a new single-layer matching layer
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technology. Compared with double layer matching, the −6 dB BW of the fabricated UT with an
acceptable loss in sensitivity is 70%. Also, Lau et al. [14] presented the multiple matching scheme
for broadband phased-array transducers based on the KLM model. The designed UT with double
matching layers achieved 110% of −6 dB BW and −46.5 dB of bidirectional insertion loss. In addition,
Ma et al. [15] optimized the matching layer of a high frequency UT for vessel imaging based on the
KLM model. The experimental results were basically consistent with the results determined by the
KLM model, and the CF and −6 dB BW of the fabricated UT were 50.47 MHz and 74.94%, respectively.
In recent years, some FEM software, including COMSOL Multiphysics, PZFlex, ANSYS and so on,
has been used to design the UT. Bawiec et al. [16] developed a finite element model to optimize the
geometric parameters of a 20–100 kHz flexural UT, which can be used for ultrasound-assisted chronic
wound healing and percutaneous drug delivery. In addition, using PZFlex, Fei et al. [17] designed a
(1−x)Pb(Mg1/3Nb2/3)O3−xPbTiO3 (PMN-PT) single crystal ultrasonic transducer with a half-concave
geometry for intravenous ultrasound (IVUS) imaging. Compared with the flat ultrasonic transducer,
the aforementioned ultrasonic transducer had higher CF and broader −6 dB BW. FEM can accurately
simulate UTs with complex geometries and boundary conditions, and provides useful information for
the design of UTs. Fiorillo et al. [18,19] designed a cochlear-shaped ultrasonic transducer similar to the
biological cochlea, using the COMSOL Multiphysics software. The fabricated ultrasonic transducer
had good emission and reception performance in the specific frequency range of 20–80 KHz. Using the
COMSOL Multiphysics software, Chen et al. [20] designed a cone-shaped, ultrasonic transducer
for three-dimensional ultrasonic positioning; it had a larger beam width and fewer receivers than
commercial piezoelectric ceramic UT. In these traditional optimization design methods, the design
parameters generally come from trial and error [21–24], which relies heavily on expert experience,
thus greatly increasing the time and cost of the development cycle. Generally, the FEM method has
a heavy calculation burden, and is highly time-consuming, which decreases the efficiency of the
optimization design for UTs. In contrast, the ECM is easy to use, and has a low computation burden.
So, it can be easily combined with an optimization algorithm to develop an effective design method
for UTs.

Due to the complex effects of design parameters on the performance of UTs, the optimization of
design parameters is the primary consideration. Generally, traditional optimization methods, such as the
Newton, quasi-Newton and conjugate direction methods, obtain the optimal solution using operations
of derivatives [25–27] which require the objective function be derivable. However, this condition
cannot be satisfied in the optimization design of UTs. In recent years, intelligent optimization
algorithms, including the genetic algorithm, particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm, the ant
colony algorithm and the simulated annealing algorithm have been proposed and widely used in the
processing optimization of metals and alloys [28,29] and the optimization design of pressure sensors
and gyroscopes [30–32], as the objective function need not be derivable. Therefore, the intelligent
optimization algorithm can be utilized in the optimization design of UTs.

In this paper, an intelligent, optimization algorithm-based design method for UTs is established,
combined with the ECM. In the proposed method, the relationship between the design and performance
parameters of UTs is described by ECM. The optimality criteria were established based on the
performance parameters, and the PSO algorithm was used to optimize design parameters based on the
established optimality criteria. The UT was fabricated using the optimized design parameters, and its
performance was tested to verify the effectiveness of the proposed method.

2. Optimization Design Method for Ultrasonic Transducer

Generally, the performance of a UT is affected by its design parameters once the functional
materials (typically, piezoelectric material, matching and backing materials) have been selected.
Therefore, the optimization of design parameters plays an important role in fabricating the desired UT.
In this work, a design optimization method for UTs is proposed. The ECM was adopted to describe the
relationship between the design and performance parameters. According to the optimality criteria for
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the performance indexes of UTs, the PSO algorithm was adopted to optimize the design parameters of
the UT. Figure 1 shows a flowchart of the process.Micromachines 2020, 11, x 3 of 14 
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the developed design optimization method for an ultrasonic transducer.

2.1. Equivalent Circuit Model

The equivalent circuit for the thickness mode UT is shown in Figure 2. It should be noted that the
electrodes are sufficiently thin so that their influence on wave propagation through the piezoelectric
medium can be ignored. The ECM allows an intuitive approach to be used in the design of the UT,
and the two acoustic ports representing the front and back face of the UT, respectively. In this model,
the piezoelectric UT is described by an acoustic transmission line tapped at its center, and driven by a
perfect transformer of ratio (1:Φ). In addition, the effects of matching and backing layers on the UT can
be readily included.
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Figure 2. Equivalent circuit for the thickness mode UT with one matching layer.

In the equivalent circuit for the thickness-expander disc (as shown in Figure 2), the element values
can be calculated as [33] 

C0 = εS
33

S
t0

ω0 = π c
t0

Z0 = ρcS
1
Φ = kt

√
π

ω0C0Z0
sin c

(
ω
ω0

)
X = k2

t
1
ωC0

sin c
(
ω
ω0

)
(1)

The parameters are defined as follows: C0 piezoceramic clamped capacity; t0 thickness of the
piezoelectric element; S area of the piezoelectric element; εS

33 ceramic permittivity with zero or constant
strain; ω0 half-wavelength resonant frequency; c longitudinal velocity of the piezoelectric element;
Z0 acoustic impedance of the piezoelectric layer; ρ density of the piezoelectric element; Φ ratio of
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transformer; kt effective piezoelectric coupling coefficient of piezoelectric element; ω angular frequency;
X reactance of piezoelectric element.

Based on the transmission line theory, the input impedance can be deduced by straightforward
circuit analysis, and can be expressed as

Zin =
1

jωC0
+ jX +

1
Φ2 ·

Zp1Zp2

Zp1 + Zp2
(2)

where Zp1 and Zp2 are the input impedance of the acoustic transmission line looking towards the front
and back acoustic ports, respectively, and they can be expressed as [10]

Zp1 = Z0
Z1 cos

(
k0t0

2

)
+ jZ0 sin

(
k0t0

2

)
Z0 cos

(
k0t0

2

)
+ jZ1 sin

(
k0t0

2

)

Zp2 = Z0
Zb cos

(
k0t0

2

)
+ jZ0 sin

(
k0t0

2

)
Z0 cos

(
k0t0

2

)
+ jZb sin

(
k0t0

2

)
(3)

where k0 is wave number of the piezoelectric element, and Zb is the acoustic impedance of the backing.
Z1 can be calculated by

Z1 = Ze
Z f cos(kete) + jZe sin(kete)

Ze cos(kete) + jZ f sin(kete)
(4)

where ke and te are the wave number and thickness of matching layer, respectively. Ze and Z f are the
acoustic impedances of the matching layer and front load, respectively.

According to the theory of the acoustic transmission line, the transmission matrix of a piezoelectric
layer with half-thickness t0/2 can be expressed as [34,35]

N0 =


cos

( k0t0
2

)
jZ0 sin

( k0t0
2

)
j sin

(
k0t0

2

)
Z0

cos
( k0t0

2

)
 (5)

Similarly, the transmission matrix of the matching layer with thickness te can be expressed as

N1 =

 cos(kete) jZe sin(kete)

j sin(kete)
Ze

cos(kete)

 (6)

The UT is a multilayer structure, and the matching layer is added at the front of the piezoelectric
layer. Therefore, the piezoelectric layer and matching layer can be regarded as two acoustic transmission
lines. The total transmission matrix of the output can be obtained by multiplying each transmission
matrix, and can be expressed as

N = N0 ·N1 =

[
N11 N12

N21 N22

]
(7)

Based on the above analysis, the output voltage of the UT can be calculated as

u f =
us

Φ
·

Zp2Z f

(Rs + Zin)
(
Zp1 + Zp2

) · 1
N21Z f + N22

(Rs = 50Ω) (8)

By using the Fourier transform method, the pulse/echo response of the UT can be predicted with
good accuracy. Then, the design of the UT can be conducted based on ECM. In this study, the design
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parameters of the UT are the thicknesses of the piezoelectric and matching layers, and the performance
parameters include center frequency (CF) and bandwidth (BW), which can be calculated as [36]

CF =
f1 + f2

2
(9)

BW =
f2 − f1

CF
× 100% (10)

where f1 and f2 represent the lower and upper frequencies at which the amplitude drops to the−6 dB peak.

2.2. Optimality Criteria of Ultrasonic Transducer

The optimality criteria of the UT are established based on the performance parameters, and can
be expressed as

J = α(CF−CFdes) + β(BW − BWdes) (11)

where CFdes and BWdes represent the desired CF and BW, respectively, and α and β are their weight
coefficients.

The optimality criteria should be normalized to avoid the effects of magnitude; the normalized
optimality criteria can be calculated as

J = α

(
CF−CFdes

CFmax −CFmin

)
+ β

(
BW − BWdes

BWmax − BWmin

)
(12)

where CFmin, CFmax, BWmin and BWmax are the minimum and maximum values of CF and BW, respectively.

2.3. Design Parameter Optimization Method under the Framework of PSO Algorithm

Based on the optimality criteria and ECM, a design parameter optimization method is proposed
under the framework of the PSO algorithm. Because the PSO algorithm with linear decreasing
inertia weight (PSO-LDIW) has superior search abilities [37,38], it was adopted to optimize the design
parameters of the UT. A flowchart of the proposed design parameter optimization method is shown in
Figure 3; it comprises six main steps:
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Step 1: Initialize the parameters of ECM, optimality criteria and the PSO algorithm. The parameters
of ECM, optimality criteria and the PSO algorithm should be presented according to the specific UT.

Step 2: Determine the performance parameters of the UT by ECM. Based on the presented design
parameters, the performance of the UT can be determined by ECM.

Step 3: Evaluate the best fitness according to the optimality criteria. Based on the performance
parameters determined by ECM, the best fitness can be calculated by the established optimality criteria.

Step 4: Determine the optimal design parameters by using the PSO algorithm. According to
the optimality criteria, the design parameters can be optimized by the PSO algorithm. The optimal
solution can be calculated as

vi(t + 1) = w(iter)vi(t) + c1r1(pi − xi(t)) + c2r2
(
pg − xi(t)

)
(13)

xi(t + 1) = xi(t) + vi(t + 1) (14)

Step 5: Adjust the inertia weight for the next optimization step. In the PSO-LDIW algorithm,
the inertia weight is linearly decreased for the next optimization step, and can be adjusted as

w(iter) =
itermax − iter

itermax
(wmax −wmin) + wmin (15)

Step 6: Obtain the optimal design parameters for the desired ultrasound transducers.

3. Application and Verification of the Developed Optimization Design Method

In this work, a 6 MHz UT was designed and fabricated to verify the effectiveness of the proposed
optimization design method.

3.1. Optimization Design of Ultrasonic Transducer

The designed UT includes three functional layers: the piezoelectric layer, the backing layer and the
matching layer; its ECM is presented in Section 2.1. Table 1 shows the parameters for ECM. It should
be noted that the design parameters are the thicknesses of the piezoelectric and matching layers;
the backing layer is determined ideally.

Table 1. Parameters for equivalent circuit model.

Materials Function Velocity (m/s) Density (kg/m3) Acoustic Impedance (MRayl) Dielectric Constant

PZT (PIC255) Piezoelectric layer 4044 7860 31.79 748
Gold Electrode 3240 19,700 63.8 -
Water Front load 1540 1000 1.54 -

E-Solder Backing layer 1850 3200 5.92 -
Ag-epoxy Matching layer 1900 3100 5.89 -

The parameters of optimality criteria and the PSO-LDIW algorithm for the desired UT are shown
in Table 2. The desired CF and BW are 6 MHz and 70%, respectively. To fabricate a UT with high BW,
the weight coefficient of BW must be 0.6, which is larger than that of CF. In the PSO-LDIW algorithm,
the inertia weight is decreased from 0.9 to 0.4.

Table 2. Parameters of optimality criteria and PSO-LDIW algorithm.

Parameters of Optimality Criteria
Desired CF CFdes = 6 MHz
Desired BW BWdes = 70%

Weight Coefficients α = 0.4, β = 0.6

Parameters of PSO-LDIW algorithm

Constant parameters c1 = 2, c2 = 2
Range of inertia weight w ∈ [0.4, 0.9]
Maximum generation MaxG = 100

Population size N = 50
Range of particle position xt0 ∈ [2, 10] × 10−4, xte ∈ [1, 50] × 10−5

Range of particle velocity vt0 ∈ [−5, 5] × 10−4, vte ∈ [−5, 5] × 10−5
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In this research, the optimization design method for the UT was determined by 30 independent
runs to decrease the effect of random error in the PSO-LDIW algorithm. Figure 4 shows the best
fitness of the proposed method. In order to ensure the accuracy and efficiency of the simulation,
the number of iterations was set to 100. The final best fitness approached zero, which implied that the
desired performance of the UT had been achieved. Also, the similar best fitness of 30 independent
runs indicated that the proposed method is stable and effective.
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Figure 5 shows the design parameters of the UT optimized by the developed method.
After 30 independent runs, the optimized design parameters were relatively consistent, and the thicknesses
of piezoelectric and matching layers were around 255 µm and 102 µm, respectively. The performance
parameters of the optimized UT are shown in Figure 6, and the CF and −6 dB BW were about 6 MHz and
70%, respectively, i.e., almost achieving the desired performance. The design parameters of the UT can be
effectively optimized by the developed optimization design method.Micromachines 2020, 11, x 8 of 14 
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Figure 5. Optimized design parameters of ultrasonic transducer: (a) thickness of piezoelectric layer;
(b) thickness of matching layer.

Micromachines 2020, 11, x 8 of 14 

 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 5. Optimized design parameters of ultrasonic transducer: (a) thickness of piezoelectric layer; 199 
(b) thickness of matching layer. 200 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 6. Performance parameters of ultrasonic transducer obtained at the optimized design 201 
parameters: (a) center frequency; (b) −6 dB bandwidth. 202 

Based on the design parameters determined by the developed method, the ECM results are 203 
shown in in Figure 7. Obviously, the electrical impedance and phase vary with frequency, and there 204 
were two peaks, as shown in Figure 7a. Figure 7b shows the time-domain pulse/echo response and 205 
normalized frequency spectrum, and the CF and −6 dB BW are 5.99 MHz and 70.40%, which agree 206 
with the desired performance characteristics. 207 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 7. Equivalent circuit model results: (a) electrical impedance and phase; (b) time-domain 208 
pulse/echo response and normalized frequency spectrum. 209 

0 10 20 30
2.4

2.5

2.6

2.7

T
h
ic

k
n
es

s 
o
f 

P
Z

T
 (

1
0

-4
m

)

Run number

0 10 20 30

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

T
h
ic

k
n
es

s 
o
f 

A
g
-e

p
o
x
y

 (
1
0

-4
m

)

Run number

0 10 20 30
5.8

6.0

6.2

C
en

te
r 

fr
eq

u
en

cy
 (

M
H

z)

Run number

0 10 20 30
68

70

72

B
an

d
w

id
th

 (
%

)

Run number

4 6 8 10

20

40

60

80

Frequency (MHz)

 Impedance

Im
p
ed

an
ce

 (
Ω

)

Frequency (MHz)

4 6 8 10

-90

-60

-30
 Phase

P
h

as
e 

(D
eg

re
e)

3 4 5 6

-5

0

5

Time (ms)

 Amplitude

A
m

p
li

tu
d

e(
m

V
/V

)

Frequency (MHz)
2 4 6 8 10

-30

-20

-10

0

 Magnitude

M
ag

n
it

u
d

e 
(d

B
)

Figure 6. Performance parameters of ultrasonic transducer obtained at the optimized design parameters:
(a) center frequency; (b) −6 dB bandwidth.
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Based on the design parameters determined by the developed method, the ECM results are shown
in in Figure 7. Obviously, the electrical impedance and phase vary with frequency, and there were two
peaks, as shown in Figure 7a. Figure 7b shows the time-domain pulse/echo response and normalized
frequency spectrum, and the CF and −6 dB BW are 5.99 MHz and 70.40%, which agree with the desired
performance characteristics.
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Figure 7. Equivalent circuit model results: (a) electrical impedance and phase; (b) time-domain
pulse/echo response and normalized frequency spectrum.

3.2. Verification

In order to validate the effectiveness of the proposed optimization design method, a UT was
fabricated according to the optimized design parameters. The fabrication process of the UT is shown
in Figure 8. Firstly, the prepared piezoelectric disc was ground to the desired thickness (255 µm). Then,
the top Au electrode with a thickness of 20 nm was patterned and deposited on the PZT (PIC255,
Physik Instrumente, Karlsruhe/Palmbach, Germany) layer by the sputtering technique. Subsequently,
Ag-epoxy with a ratio of 1.25:3 was used as the matching layer to broaden the bandwidth of the UT,
and then it was ground to a thickness of about 102 µm after curing for 24 h at 300 K. Then, the electrode
was plated on the back of the piezoelectric disc. An E-Solder 3022 with a thickness of 1.5 cm was used
as backing layer to suppress unnecessary vibrations and eliminate the reflection on the back of the
piezoelectric wafer. Finally, the UT was packaged. The fabricated UT is shown in Figure 8f.
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Figure 8. Schematic of the fabrication process of ultrasonic transducer.

The fabricated UT was tested to verify its performance; the detailed testing procedure is
described in our previous research [39]. The test results of the fabricated UT are shown in Figure 9.
Obviously, the electrical impedance and phase of experimental results were almost consistent with
those determined by ECM. Also, the time-domain pulse/echo response and normalized frequency
spectrum of experimental results agreed with those simulated by ECM. Figure 9c shows the two-way
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insertion loss (IL) of the fabricated UT. It can be seen that the maximum IL was about −17.2 dB at 5 MHz
and 7.3 MHz, which indicates that the fabricated transducer has good sensitivity. The experimental CF
and −6 dB BW were 6.3 MHz and 68.25%, respectively, i.e., nearly achieving the desired performance.
Therefore, the proposed design method is practicable and efficient.
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3.3. Comparison and Discussion

The performance parameters of the designed, simulated and fabricated UT are presented in Table 3.
The CF and −6 dB BW determined by ECM agreed with the designed ones. The CF of the fabricated
UT was 6.30 MHz, which was slightly higher than that of the designed CF. However, the −6 dB BW
of the fabricated UT was 68.25%, i.e., slightly lower than the designed BW. The resonance at 4 MHz,
as shown in Figures 7a and 9a, was caused by the matching layer; the latter was more evident than
the former. Due to the deviation of the fabrication process for the UT, the testing performance varied
within a certain range, and the relative error of the testing result was less than 10%. The relative errors
of CF and −6 dB BW were 5% and 2.5%, respectively. Therefore, the established optimization method
could be used to design UTs with excellent performance.

As shown in Table 3, the ECM can accurately describe the performance of the UT. In addition,
the PSO algorithm is an effective optimization algorithm and can overcome the limitations of traditional
optimization algorithms. Therefore, the optimization results are reasonable and effective. Furthermore,
the developed optimization method can be automatically conducted on a computer, and does not
rely on human intervention, which effectively decreases the time and cost of the development.
In this study, only the fundamental performance characteristics (CF and −6 dB BW) were considered.
In future research, the performance characteristics such as resolution, sensitivity and energy conversion
efficiency, etc. will be comprehensively taken into consideration for the design and fabrication of a
high-performance UT.

Table 3. Performance of designed, simulated and fabricated transducers.

Performance
Pulse-Echo

f 1(MHz) f 2(MHz) CF(MHz) BW(%)

Design / / 6 70.00
Model 3.89 8.11 5.99 70.40

Experiment 4.15 8.45 6.30 68.25
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4. Conclusions

A PSO algorithm-based design method for UTs was developed combined with the ECM. In the
developed method, the ECM was utilized to describe the effects of design parameters on the performance
of the UT. The performance parameters, including CF and −6 dB BW, were considered to establish the
optimality criteria of the UT. Based on ECM, the PSO algorithm was utilized to iteratively optimize the
design parameters of the UT according to the established optimality criteria. The optimized thicknesses
of the piezoelectric and matching layers were 255 µm and 102 µm, respectively. The CF and −6 dB BW
determined by ECM were 5.99 MHz and 70.40%, respectively. In addition, the CF and −6 dB BW of
the fabricated UT were 6.3 MHz and 68.25%, respectively, almost achieving the desired performance.
Therefore, the design parameters can be effectively optimized by the proposed optimization method to
fabricate the desired UT.
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Symbols

t0 Thickness of the piezoelectric material
te Thickness of the matching layer
C0 Piezoceramic clamped capacity
S Area of the transducer
εS

33 Ceramic permittivity with zero or constant strain
Z0 Acoustic impedance of the piezoelectric layer
ρ Density of the piezoelectric material
c Longitudinal velocity of the piezoelectric material
Φ Ratio of transformer
kt Effective piezoelectric coupling coefficient
ω0 Resonant frequency
X Reactance of piezoelectric element

Zp1
Input impedance of the acoustic transmission line looking towards
the front acoustic port

Zp2
Input impedance of the acoustic transmission line looking towards
the back acoustic port

k0 Wave number of the piezoelectric material
ke Wave number of the matching layer
Ze Acoustic impedance of the matching layer
Z f Acoustic impedance of front load(acoustic impedance of water)
Zb Acoustic impedance of the backing
CF Center frequency
BW Bandwidth
f1 Lower frequency at which the amplitude drops to the −6 dB peak
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f2 Upper frequency at which the amplitude drops to the −6 dB peak
J Optimality criteria of ultrasonic transducer
CFdes Desired CF
BWdes Desired BW
α Weight coefficients of CFdes
β Weight coefficients of BWdes
CFmin Minimum values of CF
CFmax Maximum values of CF
BWmin Minimum values of BW
BWmax Maximum values of BW
vi The ith particle’s velocity and position
xi The ith particle’s position
w Inertia weight
c1, c2 Two constants
pi Best previous positions of the ith individual in current generation
pg Best previous positions of the ith all particles in current generation
r1, r2 Two random values distributed in the range of [0, 1]
iter Current iteration
itermax Maximum of the current iteration
wmax Maximum of inertia weight
wmin Minimum of inertia weight
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9. Gudra, T.; Opieliński, K.J. Influence of acoustic impedance of mutilayer acoustic systems on the transfer
function of ultrasionic airborne transducers. Ultrasonics 2002, 40, 457–463. [CrossRef]

10. Fei, C.L.; Ma, J.G.; Chiu, C.T.; Williams, J.A.; Fong, W.N.; Chen, Z.Y.; Zhu, B.P.; Xiong, R.; Shi, J.;
Hsiai, T.K.; et al. Design of matching layers for high-frequency ultrasonic transducers. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2015,
107, 123505. [CrossRef]

11. Yang, X.Y.; Fei, C.L.; Li, D.; Sun, X.H.; Hou, S.; Chen, J.; Yang, Y.T. Multi-layer polymer-metal structures for
acoustic impedance matching in high-frequency broadband ultrasonic transducers design. Appl. Phys. 2020,
160, 107123.

12. Krimholtz, R.; Leedom, D.A.; Matthaei, G.L. New equivalent circuits for elementary piezoelectric transducers.
Electron. Lett. 1970, 6, 398–399. [CrossRef]

13. Qian, Y.; Harris, N.R. Modelling of a novel high-impedance matching layer for high frequency (>30 MHz)
ultrasonic transducers. Ultrasonics 2011, 54, 586–591. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2019/1026934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2019.07.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s19194156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31557925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2012.01.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s20010017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31861444
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41377-019-0173-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2011.04.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2018.06.062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0041-624X(02)00159-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4931703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/el:19700280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2013.08.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24025461


Micromachines 2020, 11, 715 12 of 13

14. Lau, S.T.; Li, H.; Wong, K.S.; Zhou, Q.F.; Zhou, D.; Li, Y.C.; Luo, H.S.; Shung, K.; Dai, J.Y. Multiple matching
scheme for broadband 0.72Pb(Mg1/3Nb2/3)O3-0.28PbTiO3 single crystal phased-array transducer. J. Appl. Phys.
2009, 105, 094908. [CrossRef]

15. Ma, J.P.; Xue, S.D.; Zhao, X.Y.; Wang, F.F.; Tang, Y.X.; Duan, Z.H.; Wang, T.; Shi, W.Z.; Yue, Q.W.;
Zhou, H.F.; et al. High frequency transducer for vessel imaging based on lead-free Mn-doped (K0.44Na0.56)
NbO3 single crystal. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2017, 111, 092903. [CrossRef]

16. Bawiec, C.R.; Sunny, Y.; Nguyen, A.T.; Samuels, J.A.; Weingarten, M.S.; Zubkov, L.A.; Lewin, P.A. Finite element
static displacement optimization of 20–100 kHz flexural transducers for fully portable ultrasound applicator.
Ultrasonics 2013, 53, 511–517. [CrossRef]

17. Fei, C.L.; Yang, Y.H.; Guo, F.F.; Lin, P.F.; Chen, Q.; Zhou, Q.F.; Sun, L. PMN-PT single crystal ultrasonic
transducer with half-concave geometric design for IVUS imaging. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2018, 65,
2087–2092. [CrossRef]

18. Fiorillo, A.S.; Pullano, S.A.; Bianco, M.G.; Critello, C.D. Ultrasonic transducers shaped in archimedean and
fibonacci spiral: A comparison. Sensors 2020, 20, 2800. [CrossRef]

19. Fiorillo, A.S.; Pullano, S.A.; Critello, C.D. spiral-shaped biologically-inspired ultrasonic sensor. IEEE Trans.
Ultrason. Ferroelectr. Freq. Control 2019, 67, 635–642. [CrossRef]

20. Chen, J.; Zhao, J.Y.; Lin, L.; Sun, X.Y. Truncated conical PVDF film transducer for air ultrasound. IEEE Sens. J.
2019, 19, 8618–8625. [CrossRef]

21. Wang, Z.P.; Luo, Y.; Zhao, G.Q.; Yuan, F.G. Design and optimization of an OPFC ultrasonic linear phased
array transducer. Int. J. Mech. Mater. Des. 2015, 13, 57–69. [CrossRef]

22. Feeney, A.; Kang, L.; Rowlands, G.; Zhou, L.Q.; Dixon, S. Dynamic nonlinearity in piezoelectric flexural
ultrasonic transducers. IEEE Sens. J. 2019, 19, 6056–6066. [CrossRef]

23. Zhang, Z.; Xu, J.L.; Yang, L.L.; Liu, S.X.; Xiao, J.J.; Li, X.B.; Wang, X.A.; Luo, H.S. Design and comparison of
PMN-PT single crystals and PZT ceramics based medical phased array ultrasonic transducer. Sens. Actuators
A Phys. 2018, 283, 273–281. [CrossRef]

24. Takpara, R.; Duquennoy, M.; Ouaftouh, M.; Courtois, C.; Jenot, F.; Rguiti, M. Optimization of PZT ceramic
IDT sensors for health monitoring of structures. Ultrasonics 2017, 79, 96–104. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Wan, Z.; Chen, Y.; Huang, S.; Feng, D.D. A modified nonmonotone BFGS algorithm for solving smooth
nonlinear equations. Optim. Lett. 2014, 8, 1845–1860. [CrossRef]

26. Huang, S.; Wan, Z.; Deng, S.H. A modified projected conjugate gradient algorithm for unconstrained
optimization problems. ANZIAM J. 2013, 54, 143–152.

27. Huang, S.; Wan, Z.; Chen, X. A new nonmonotone line search technique for unconstrained optimization.
Numer. Algorithms 2015, 68, 671–689. [CrossRef]

28. Chen, D.D.; Lin, Y.C. A particle swarm optimization-based multi-level processing parameters optimization
method for controlling microstructures of an aged superalloy during isothermal forging. Met. Mater. Int.
2019, 25, 1246–1257. [CrossRef]

29. Chen, D.D.; Lin, Y.C.; Chen, X.M. A strategy to control microstructures of a Ni-based superalloy during hot
forging based on particle swarm optimization algorithm. Adv. Manuf. 2019, 7, 238–247. [CrossRef]

30. Zhang, J.; Zhao, Y.; Ge, Y.; Li, M.; Yang, L.; Mao, X. Design optimization and fabrication of high-sensitivity
SOI pressure sensors with high signal-to-noise ratios based on silicon nanowire piezoresistors. Micromachines
2016, 7, 187. [CrossRef]

31. Chen, D.D.; Hou, C.X.; Fei, C.L.; Li, D.; Lin, P.F.; Chen, J.; Yang, Y.T. An optimization design strategy of
1-3 piezocomposite ultrasonic transducer for imaging applications. Mater. Today Commun. 2020, 24, 100991.
[CrossRef]

32. Gu, H.; Su, W.; Zhao, B.; Zhou, H.; Liu, X. A design methodology of digital control system for MEMS
gyroscope based on multi-objective parameter optimization. Micromachines 2020, 11, 75. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Zhou, Q.F.; Lau, S.T.; Wu, D.W.; Shung, K. Piezoelectric films for high frequency ultrasonic transducers in
biomedical applications. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2011, 56, 139–174. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Oakley, C.G. Calculation of ultrasonic transducer signal-to-noise ratios using the KLM model. IEEE Trans.
Ultrason. Ferroelectr. Freq. Control 1997, 44, 1018–1026. [CrossRef]

35. Van Kervel, S.J.H.; Thijssen, J.M. A calculation scheme for the optimum design of ultrasonic transducers.
Ultrasonics 1983, 21, 134–140. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3065476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4990072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2012.09.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TBME.2017.2784437
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s20102800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TUFFC.2019.2948817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2019.2922552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10999-015-9317-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2019.2911158
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sna.2018.09.067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2017.04.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28458063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11590-013-0678-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11075-014-9866-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12540-019-00265-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40436-019-00259-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/mi7100187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mtcomm.2020.100991
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/mi11010075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31936635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2010.09.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21720451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/58.655627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0041-624X(83)90033-1


Micromachines 2020, 11, 715 13 of 13

36. Liu, H.W.; Ren, W.; Zhao, J.Y.; Zhao, H.F.; Wu, X.Q.; Shi, P.; Zhou, Q.F.; Shung, K. Design and fabrication of
high frequency BNT film based linear array transducer. Ceram. Int. 2015, 41, S631–S637. [CrossRef]

37. Dai, H.P.; Chen, D.D.; Zheng, Z.S. Effects of random values for particle swarm optimization algorithm.
Algorithms 2018, 11, 23. [CrossRef]

38. Nickabadi, A.; Ebadzadeh, M.M.; Safabakhsh, R. A novel particle swarm optimization algorithm with
adaptive inertia weight. Appl. Soft. Comput. 2011, 11, 3658–3670. [CrossRef]

39. Yang, X.; Li, Z.X.; Fei, C.L.; Liu, Y.B.; Li, D.; Hou, S.; Zhang, L.; Li, F.; Yang, Y.T.; Zhou, Q.F.; et al. High frequency
needle ultrasonic transducers based on Mn doped piezoelectric single crystal. J. Alloys Compd. 2020, 832,
154951. [CrossRef]

© 2020 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.ceramint.2015.03.256
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/a11020023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2011.01.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2020.154951
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Optimization Design Method for Ultrasonic Transducer 
	Equivalent Circuit Model 
	Optimality Criteria of Ultrasonic Transducer 
	Design Parameter Optimization Method under the Framework of PSO Algorithm 

	Application and Verification of the Developed Optimization Design Method 
	Optimization Design of Ultrasonic Transducer 
	Verification 
	Comparison and Discussion 

	Conclusions 
	References

