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Abstract: The design and optimization of antennas for specific boundary conditions and parameters,
such as size and frequency, for a given application, is a highly complex and time consuming process,
which usually involves elaborate computer-aided software packages and/or methods. Additionally,
trade-offs and co-dependencies have to be considered, when optimizing for a specific parameter,
i.e., a high antenna gain goes usually hand-in-hand with a large antenna. Therefore, we implemented a
method that involves the automated design and optimization of asymmetrical pixelated antennas using
evolutionary algorithms, where arbitrary parameters can be optimized for chosen boundary conditions.
In contrast to other approaches, shifted cross elements were employed as pixels to avoid point contact
defects. We present results for antennas with an exemplary resonant frequency of 868 MHz and sizes of
3 × 3, 4 × 4 and 6 × 6 cm. The agreement between measurements and simulations for the antenna gain
and reflection coefficient is excellent, with a maximum error of 1.15% for the single resonant frequency
(relative error) and 1.35 dB for the antenna gain (mean absolute error).
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1. Introduction

Even today, more than a century after Heinrich Hertz first examined wave propagation according
to Maxwell’s theory, antennas and specifically their design remains an active research field. Examples
include the design of antennas for medical applications [1], antenna (arrays) for terahertz communications
and photodetectors [2,3], magnetoelectronic antennas [4] and recently also antennas for 5G applications [5].
The core problem of antenna design is that each antenna must be specifically chosen or designed for certain
boundary conditions and thus inevitably, there is always a tradeoff between the antenna gain and the
antenna size or the impedance respectively. The size of an antenna is inherently determined by its chosen
resonant frequencies, and thus it cannot simply be reduced for a given topology, without changing the
frequency. Furthermore, simple structures such as dipole antennas aside, antenna design and optimization
is a highly complex mathematical problem and thus a time-consuming and costly process. This is why
usually computer-based methods such as simulation software packages have to be employed [6,7].

To develop antennas for specific scenarios with challenging boundary conditions or multiple
parameters that have to be optimized, such as for multi-carrier systems, a step towards a fully automated
antenna design needs to be taken in order to reduce development time. Using pre-defined topologies
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such as dipole-structures or thin wire antennas for optimization can lead to problems due to the fact that
the optimization’s potential is limited to the maximum performance of the pre-defined topology. Thus,
techniques are used for topological optimization such as Scalar Isotropic Material with Penalization (SIMP)
as well as level set method (LSM). SIMP algorithms inevitably generate structures with zig zag boundaries
and LSM algorithms tend to simplify the topology of the model, thus limiting the discovering ability [8].

Another technique for topology optimization was introduced by dividing a predefined area into
small pixels, leading to pixelated or fragmented antennas [9–19]. However, most of them lack a correct
handling of singular point contacts and/or measurement results, i.e., impedance measurements and the
antenna gain [9–13,15–17,19,20]. Additionally, in a majority of cases symmetric structures are optimised,
which further limits the solution space [9–15,21]. In studies of asymmetric topologies, the feedpoint is
placed after optimization with the help of characteristic mode analysis [22]. This results in different feed
points for different resonant frequencies and, furthermore, simulations were not compared to gain and
reflection coefficient measurements.

We present results on pixelated antennas for UHF RFID at 868 MHz that were optimized using the
simulation tool Sonnet Software combined with an evolutionary algorithm implemented in Matlab.
The presented method results in a fast and efficient optimization, with a mean time of two hours
for generating antennas with sizes of 4 × 4 cm (correspond to 0.11 × 0.11 λ). In order to deal with
point contacts, shifted crosses as pixels for defined contacts between single elements are implemented.
Additionally, symmetry was not used as a boundary condition in order to not limit the solution
space. With the implemented algorithm antennas of three different sizes have been designed and
optimized. Their performance (i.e., reflection coefficient and antenna gain) is confirmed in experiments.
The agreement between simulation and experimental results is excellent, thus supporting the quality of
the presented method.

2. Employed Optimization Technique

To achieve the desired high degree of automation, a pre-defined area has to be initially pixelated.
In principle, the pixels can be represented by any geometrical shape. However, rectangles lead to
singularities, as depicted in Figure 1a, which in turn would lead to a decrease of simulation accuracy [23]
and introduce errors in the measurement, due to the limited production accuracy. Regular hexagon pixels
as depicted in Figure 1b are thus a superior choice. However, because of restrictions to rectangular cells in
some simulation tools such as Sonnet Software, errors are again introduced due to the limited resolution
of the angled sides of the hexagon. Thus, the structure used in this publication is cross-shaped as depicted
in Figure 1c. This structure also exhibits no singularities and is ideal for simulation tools that employ
rectangular cells. Every second row is shifted by half an element in order to avoid non-conducting areas
between the crosses. How this pixelation process manifests on a pre-defined area can be seen in Figure 2a.

Figure 1 also shows the division of the geometry into different cells. Sonnet Software suggests a cell
size smaller than 1/20 of the wavelength. Further specifications refer to geometric smallest sizes which
correspond to 1/4 of the cross size for the cross structure. The cross size may therefore be a maximum of
4 × 1/20 of the wavelength. Furthermore, the elements should be chosen to be small enough not to restrict
the simulation space too much, which depends mainly on the maximum possible antenna size defined
as a boundary condition. Thus, the pre-defined area is pixelated with shifted cross shaped structures as
depicted in Figure 1c. Every cross has a Boolean value that represents a conductive or non-conductive
element (0,1). If the value of an element is 1, a 35 um thick copper layer is placed on top of the substrate.
After the construction of this pixelated area, all Boolean values are combined into a matrix, which can be
adjusted by an evolutionary algorithm.
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Figure 1. Possible connections between copper elements of different shape: (a) rectangles, (b) hexagons,
(c) crosses. The red elements show vertical and diagonal neighbours. In (a) it is shown that vertically
spaced elements result in an adequate connection, whereas diagonal elements result in singularities, due to
a (theoretically) infinitesimally small connection. In (b) and (c) no singularities can occur, regardless of how
neighbouring elements are connected to each other. In (c) the cross size (Scross) is defined and its seperation
into different Sonnet Software cells with size Scell is shown.

The algorithm itself is implemented in Matlab by calling the ga-function. At the beginning of the
optimization, the evolutionary algorithm generates a random initial population with a uniform distribution
as depicted in Figure 2b. This population is handed to the electromagnetic simulation tool Sonnet Software
via the Sonnet Software Matlab Plugin. Sonnet simulates the structures of the initial population and feeds
the parameters needed for the calculation of a fitness function, such as the reflection coefficient, into Matlab.
With this information, a second population is generated by using evolutionary methods such as selection,
crossover and mutation. First the fitness score is scaled by the squareroot of the rank of an individual.
The rank is equal to the individual’s position inside of the sorted scores. The selection function determines
the parents for the crossover and mutation function. A line is generated on which each individual’s length
is proportional to its scaled fitness function. The algorithm moves along this line in steps of identical
size. Each time the algorithm lands on an individual it is selected as a parent. Thus, an individual has
the chance to be chosen several times as a parent. This is followed by the crossover function. It builds
a child crossover from two parents. First a random bit-string is generated. If an entries value inside the
bit-string is 1 the child inherits the value from parent 1, otherwise from parent 2. The mutation function
works in two steps: first elements are selected with a probability of 1 %. In a second step these elements
are replaced by random values (0,1) [24].

This second population is again simulated with Sonnet and the result of the fitness function is used to
form a third population with the help of evolutionary methods. This process is continued iteratively until
a maximum limit for the number of populations is achieved or the termination criterion for the fitness
function is reached. The termination criterion of the fitness function is chosen to be a reflection coefficient
of −15 dB or a maximum of 100 populations needed for the optimization.

A problem that may arise is that no solution can be found for these termination criteria. This is a
consequence of a too small number of crosses (or too large cross size). Further design considerations can
be found in Section 3.3.

To proof the plausibility of the optimization conducted with Sonnet Software, post-optimization
simulations are carried out employing Ansys HFSS. Therefore, all reflection coefficients as well as antenna
gain simulations shown in this paper have been computed with Ansys HFSS. The difference between
optimization result (Sonnet) and post-optimization simulation (Ansys HFSS) is outlined by their relative
difference. A flowchart of the proposed concept is shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Flowchart of the proposed optimization technique. (a) First a predifined area is pixelated. (b) After
pixelation an initial population is created with Matlab and fed into Sonnet where the antenna is simulated.
The results are then handed back to Matlab and the fitness function is computed from the optimized
parameters. The population is rated and if it does not meet the termination criteria, a new one is created
based on the first optimization.

3. Results and Discussion

The proposed method is tested for the exemplary application scenario of Ultra-High-Frequency Radio
Frequency Identifcation (UHF RFID). There is usually no prior knowledge of the transponder’s position
relative to a interrogator in RFID applications which is why the reflection coefficient is chosen as the
fitness function, instead of the directivity. Due to regulations in Europe for UHF RFID, as a target a single
resonant frequency of 868 MHz is chosen [25]. Also worth mentioning is the fact that the most efficient
rectifier structures for UHF RFID tags have a balanced input such as Differential-Drive CMOS Rectifiers.
However, these do not necessarily have to be connected to antennas that have a balanced output. This is
due to the fact that for RFID chips, isolated from ground, there is no difference between balanced and
unbalanced. Therefore, UHF RFID antennas do not necessarily need to be balanced, extending the solution
space [26].

The boundary conditions are initially set to allow the antenna to evolve in a 6 × 6 cm planar area with
a cross size of 4 mm on a 1.55 mm thick hydrocarbon ceramic substrate (RO4350B, ROGERS [27]). With all
boundary conditions and the fitness function for a single resonant frequency of 868 MHz configured,
the optimization resulted in the antenna depicted in Figure 3a. Additional antennas of different sizes
(3 × 3 cm, 4 × 4 cm) were also simulated and verified by measurements.
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Figure 3. Different exemplary antennas generated with the proposed method. (a) 6 × 6 cm and 4 mm cross
size, (b) 4 × 4 cm and 2 mm cross size, (c) 3 × 3 cm and 2 mm cross size. The red structure in the center of
the respective antennas mark the ports.

3.1. Impedance Measurement

Due to the asymmetrical balanced nature of the produced antennas, the measurement method
published by Qing et al. [28] is chosen for the measurement of the antenna parameters. A differential
fed asymmetrical balanced antenna can be represented by a two port network. Therefore, it is possible
to determine the antennas differential impedance ZD by measuring the two-port scattering parameters.
Considering the same currents I0 are present in both arms of the antenna, the normalized impedance is
expressed as

Z̃D =
VD

I0
=

V1 −V2

I0
. (1)

Based on the definition of the Z-parameters, it is possible to calculate the normalized
differential impedance

Z̃D = Z11 − Z21 − Z12 + Z22. (2)

The absolute impedance can be calculated using ZD = Z̃D · Z0 and converting the Z to S parameters
which results in

ZD = 2 Z0
1− S11 S22 + S12 S21 − S12 − S21

(1− S11) (1− S22)− S21 S12
(3)

This equation is implemented in a Matlab script which is able to read out VNA scattering
parameter values.

Prior to the measurement, the VNA is calibrated using TOSM calibration [Rohde und Schwarz,
ZV-Z170]. In order to eliminate the influence of the test fixture, a standard port extension technique of
the employed VNA using shorted test fixture connectors is used. After calibration and port extension,
the scattering parameters are measured and the differential impedance is calculated via Equation (3).

For Antenna A (Figure 3a) the measured resonant frequency ( fmeas) is 874.9 MHz with a reflection
coefficient (S11,meas) of−17.21 dB and the simulated resonant frequency ( fsim) is 861.5 MHz with a reflection
coefficient of −16.06 dB (S11,sim) as depicted in Figure 4a. The optimizations target frequency is 868 MHz
which means that the relative error (ε) between optimization and the measured resonant frequency is 0.79%.
The difference in resonant frequency between initial optimization and post-optimization simulations (∆) is
0.75%, thus demonstrating the excellent agreement between simulation and experiment.

The differences between simulation and measurement of the reflection coefficient amplitudes and
resonant frequencies can be explained by the experimental setup, which leads to a slight detuning of the
resonant frequency. Furthermore, the accuracy of the employed electromagnetic simulation tools and the
accuracy of the employed measurement method further limit the agreement.

Two additional antennas (Antenna B: Figure 3b, Antenna C: Figure 3c) have been developed, in order
to further verify the proposed method. Again, the resonant frequency is chosen at 868 MHz and the
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reflection coefficient is used as the fitness function. This time the antenna areas are chosen to be 4 × 4 cm
and 3 × 3 cm, respectively, both with a cross size of 2 mm. The optimization results of the antennas are
depicted in Figure 3b,c. The measured and simulated reflection coefficients are depicted in Figure 4b,c
respectively. The results of all Antennas A–C are presented in Table 1.

a) b) c)

Figure 4. Reflection coefficient plots of the manufactured antennas from the simulations shown in Figure 3.
(a) 6 × 6 cm, (b) 4 × 4 cm, (c) 3 × 3 cm.

Table 1. Comparison of resonant frequencies and reflection coefficients.

Antenna fsim [MHz] S11,sim [dB] fmeas [MHz] S11,meas [dB] ffl [%] ∆ [%]

Antenna A 861.5 −16.06 874.9 −17.21 0.79 0.75
Antenna B 863 −15.87 875.1 −38.08 0.81 0.58
Antenna C 873.5 −15.99 878.8 −8.32 1.15 0.63

3.2. Antenna Gain Pattern Measurement

To verify the capability of radiating electromagnetic fields, the antenna gain patterns are obtained at
the antenna’s respective measured resonant frequencies. The simulated far field 3D antenna gain patterns
are shown in Figure 5 (1) for Antenna A (a), Antenna B (b) and Antenna C (c). Furthermore, simulations
and measurements of the antenna gains are compared for azimuth (sphercial coordinates: ϑ = 90◦, ϕ) in
Figure 5 (2) and elevation angles (spherical coordinates: ϑ, [ϕ = 0◦,ϕ = 90◦]) in Figure 5 (3) for Antenna
A (a), Antenna B (b) and Antenna C (c).

To measure the antenna’s total system gain patterns, we used a horn antenna as a reference inside
an anechoic chamber. With the help of the Friis transmission equation, it is possible to calculate the ratio
between a receiver antennas received power PR and a transmitting antennas transmitted power PR:

PR

PT
= GR GT

(
λ

4 π d

)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
1/Df

(4)

The ratio depends on the antenna gain values of the receiving antenna GR and transmitting antenna
GT as well as the free-space path loss factor Df. By connecting the two antennas to a VNA, the power ratio
is calculated with the measured scattering parameters using:

PR

PT
= |S12|2 = |S21|2 (5)

By knowing the reference antennas gain Gref and measuring the distance between the two antennas d
it is possible to calculate the wanted antenna gain Gmeas by
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Gmeas = |S21|2
Df

Gref
(6)

This measurement is performed twice (horizontal and vertical reference antenna) to obtain the total
system gain. Due to the asymmetrical, differential structure of the optimized antennas a quarterwave sleeve
Balun has to be employed [29]. Otherwise unbalanced currents occur on the coaxial cable, thus making the
coax cable no longer shielded but rather a radiating element leading to errors such as pattern squint.

3) Elevation

2) AzimuthMeasurement Simulation Simulation �=0° Measurement �=0°  Simulation �=90° Measurement �=90°yx z
���� yx z yx z�����

a) b) c)
1) 3D Pattern -1-2-3-4-5-6-7-8-9Gain (dBi) -4-5-6-7-8-9-10Gain (dBi)20-2-4-6-8-10-12-14Gain (dBi)Antenna A Antenna B Antenna C

Figure 5. Simulated 3D antenna gain pattern (1) and the simulated and measured azimuth (2) and elevation
antenna gain patterns (3) for the antennas A (a), B (b) and C (c) depicted in Figure 3a–c.

Antenna A exhibits a simulated maximum gain (Gsim) of 1.3 dBi compared to a measured maximum
gain of 1.49 dBi (Gmeas). The mean absolute error (MAE) of the gain at azimuth angles is 1.32 dB, the MAE
of the gain at elevation angles at ϕ = 0◦ is 0.92 dB and at ϕ = 90◦ 1.03 dB.

The results of Antennas A–C are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Comparison of measured and simulated antenna gains.

Antenna Gsim [dBi] Gmeas [dBi] MAEazi [dB] MAEele0 [dB] MAEele90 [dB]

Antenna A 1.3 1.49 1.32 0.92 1.03
Antenna B −1.37 −0.11 0.96 0.59 0.91
Antenna C −3.9 −2.02 0.87 1.35 1.3
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The mean development time of the presented antennas was 2.65 h (6 × 6 cm), 2.04 h (4 × 4 cm)
and 4.8 h (3 × 3 cm) using a simulation setup consisting of a Ryzen Threadripper 2990WX processor
(AMD, Santa Clara, CA, USA), 128 GB DDR4-3000 (HyperX, Fountain Valley, CA, USA) RAM, 512 GB
XPG SX8200 Pro M.2 PCIe (ADATA, New Taipei City, Taiwan) SSD and a ROG STRIX X399-E mainbord
(Asus, Taipei, Taiwan).

If the boundary conditions become more and more challenging (such as antennas submerged in
conducting material with a badly defined permittivity, multiple resonant, small size), a fully automated
design and optimization process is expected to save time and costs compared to conventional approaches
(e.g. capacitive-, inductive- and dielectric loading, stubs), due to the low amount of human resources
needed during the optimization process itself.

Compared to other reported RFID-antennas high antenna gains can be achieved, while maintaining
small dimensions, which is usually a challenging task, as can be seen from Table 3. In order to compare
antennas of different design and topology, the factor Dn is introduced, which is the maximum dimension
(diagonal) normalized to the wavelength. This is the same criterion used to determine electrically small
antennas [30]. Antenna A exhibits a gain of 1.4 dBi, thus outperforming structures of similar Dn [31,32]
or having comparable characteristics [33]. Antenna B and Antenna C also show a good performance
considering their size, as can be seen in comparison to other structures [31,32,34].

Table 3. Comparison of different published antennas. Publications marked with an asterisk (*) did not
directly measure the antenna gain and publications marked with a cross (x) only included simulations of
the gain.

Antenna Material X × Y [cm] Dn [%] Gain [dBi] Freq. [MHz]

[33] (*) FR4 7.77 × 3.55 26.22 1.75 920
[34] (*) EPDM 4 × 4 16.23 −13.8 860

[31] PTFE 8.28 × 1.95 24.59 −0.53 866.5
[32] (x) FR4 8 × 5 27.06 −1.6 860

A RO4350B 6 × 6 24.57 1.4 868
B RO4350B 4 × 4 16.38 −1.4 868
C RO4350B 3 × 3 12.28 −3.9 868

3.3. Design Considerations

First findings showed that the simulation accuracy of Sonnet is not increasing with a cell size of
smaller 0.58% of the wavelength for these specific pixelated antennas. Therefore, the maximum cross size
is equal to 2.32% of the wavelength. If larger crosses are required, the cell size should be bisected until
the described criterion for the cell size is met. Furthermore, it is assumed that the antenna gain depends
slightly on the cross size.

First investigations have shown that the minimum number of crosses (n × n) to create a possible
topology with an impedance of 50 ohms is approximately determined by the following empirical formula:

n = 3.743 + e3.918−19.6078Asize

Asize is one sidelength of the quadratic pixelated antenna per wavelength. This observation is limited
to antennas of sizes in between 5.79% and 34.74% sidelength per wavelength. Also, this formula is derived
from a very limited dataset. Further research must be done to confirm this formula and measurements
need to be made. However, at this point it should facilitate the entry into this optimization process.
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From the optimization process itself it was observed that smaller pixels (or more pixels n × n) do not
lead to an improved antenna performance. At a certain point described at the above formula, a smaller
pixel size did only result in a longer optimization time.

4. Conclusions

This paper presents the implementation of evolutionary algorithms for the optimization of pixelated
UHF RFID antennas for 868 MHz. The presented method uses shifted crosses as individual pixels in order
to avoid point contacts and generates asymmetrical differential structures. The 2.5 D MoM simulation
software Sonnet is employed, leading to mean optimization times of just 2.04 h for an antenna size of
4 × 4 cm.

To check the validity of the implemented method, measurements of the reflection coefficients and
total system gains in a fully anechoic chamber were conducted. The agreement between simulations and
experimental results is excellent and within an error of 1.15 % for the resonant frequency and 1.35 dB
for the antenna gain. Furthermore, the developed antennas perform very well concerning the gain in
comparison to structures of comparable maximum dimensions. Thus, the implemented optimization
concept employing shifted crosses for pixelation proves to be an excellent method for designing antennas.
Additionally, it expands on the well established method on genetic evolution of pixelated antennas by
eliminating point defects and increasing the solution room by optimizing asymmetric structures, which is
especially relevant for UHF RFID tags.

The influence of cross and antenna size on the resonant frequency, bandwidth and antenna gain
will be investigated in future research. Furthermore, the presented method will be extended to optimize
antennas for directivity, multi-objective optimization, which includes the use in harsh environments and
challenging boundary conditions. An example of this are badly defined material properties of surrounding
objects, as is the case for encapsulated electronics and tagged devices.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.M.; Methodology, D.M.; Software, D.M., A.P. and M.R.; Validation, D.M.
and M.R.; Formal analysis, D.M.; Investigation, D.M. and M.R.; Resources, D.M., M.R. and T.U.; data curation, D.M.;
Writing–original draft preparation, D.M. and M.R.; Writing–review and editing, D.M. and M.R. and T.U.; Visualization,
D.M. and M.R.; Supervision, M.R.; project administration, D.M., M.R. and T.U.; funding acquisition, D.M., M.R.
and T.U. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Austrian Research Promotion Agency (FFG) within the project “BaKoSens 4.0”
(grant number 859218), by “Förderungsbeiträge Aktion D. Swarovski KG 2019” and partially by the University
of Innsbruck.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Mario Pauli for his input concerning the measurement setup.

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

References

1. Karnaushenko, D.D.; Karnaushenko, D.; Makarov, D.; Schmidt, O.G. Compact helical antenna for smart implant
applications. NPG Asia Mater. 2015, 7, e188. [CrossRef]

2. Luk, K.M.; Zhou, S.F.; Li, Y.J.; Wu, F.; Ng, K.B.; Chan, C.H.; Pang, S.W. A microfabricated low-profile wideband
antenna array for terahertz communications. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 1268. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Luo, Y.; Zhang, J.; Chen, H.; Huangfu, J.; Ran, L. High-directivity antenna with small antenna aperture.
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2009, 95, 193506. [CrossRef]

4. Nan, T.; Lin, H.; Gao, Y.; Matyushov, A.; Yu, G.; Chen, H.; Sun, N.; Wei, S.; Wang, Z.; Li, M.; et al. Acoustically
actuated ultra-compact NEMS magnetoelectric antennas. Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 296. [CrossRef]

5. Al-Yasir, Y.I.; Abdullah, A.S.; Parchin, N.O.; Abd-Alhameed, R.A.; Noras, J.M. A new polarization-reconfigurable
antenna for 5G applications. Electronics 2018, 7, 293. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/am.2015.53
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-01276-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28455511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3264085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00343-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/electronics7110293


Electronics 2020, 9, 1856 10 of 11

6. Cho, C.; Park, I.; Choo, H. Design of a circularly polarized tag antenna for increased reading range. IEEE Trans.
Antennas Propag. 2009, 57, 3418–3422. [CrossRef]

7. Zhang, J.; Long, Y. A Miniaturized via-patch loaded dual-layer rfid tag antenna for metallic object applications.
IEEE Antennas Wirel. Propag. Lett. 2013. [CrossRef]

8. Wang, J.; Yang, X.S.; Ding, X.; Wang, B.Z. Antenna radiation characteristics optimization by a hybrid topological
method. IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag. 2017, 65, 2843–2854. [CrossRef]

9. Thors, B.; Steyskal, H.; Holter, H.F Broad-band fragmented aperture phased array element design using genetic
algorithms. IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag. 2005, 53, 3280–3287. [CrossRef]

10. Steyskal, H.; Hanna, D. Design aspects of fragmented patch elements for phased arrays. In Proceedings
of the IEEE Antennas and Propagation Society, AP-S International Symposium (Digest), Honolulu, HI, USA,
10 June 2007; pp. 141–144. [CrossRef]

11. Herscovici, N.; Ginn, J.; Donisi, T.; Tomasic, B. A fragmented aperture-coupled microstrip antenna.
In Proceedings of the IEEE International Symposium on Antennas and Propagation and USNC/URSI National
Radio Science Meeting, APSURSI, San Diego, CA, USA, 5–11 July 2008; pp. 25–28. [CrossRef]

12. Gregory, M.D.; Werner, D.H. Optimization of broadband antenna elements in a periodic planar infinite array.
In Proceedings of the IEEE Antennas and Propagation Society, AP-S International Symposium (Digest), Honolulu,
HI, USA, 1–5 June 2009; pp. 8–11. [CrossRef]

13. Ellgardt, A.; Persson, P. Characteristics of a broad-band wide-scan fragmented aperture phased array
antenna. In Proceedings of the 2006 First European Conference on Antennas and Propagation, Nice, France,
6–10 November 2006; pp. 6–10. [CrossRef]

14. Masotti, D.; Costanzo, A.; Del Prete, M.; Rizzoli, V. Genetic-based design of a tetra-band high-efficiency
radio-frequency energy harvesting system. IET Microwaves Antennas Propag. 2013, 7, 1254–1263. [CrossRef]

15. Ehrenborg, C.; Gustafsson, M. Physical bounds and automatic design of antennas above ground planes.
In Proceedings of the 2016 URSI International Symposium on Electromagnetic Theory, EMTS, Espoo, Finland,
14–18 August 2016; pp. 233–235. [CrossRef]

16. Kiesel, G.; Cook, K. Optimization of pixelated antennas. In Proceedings of the IEEE Antennas and Propagation
Society, AP-S International Symposium (Digest), Vancouver, BC, Canada, 19–24 July 2015; pp. 1328–1329.
[CrossRef]

17. Yang, C.; Wang, G.; Ding, D. Design of tiny versatile UHF RFID tags of fragment-type structure. Prog. Electromagn.
Res. M 2014, 37, 161–173. [CrossRef]

18. Tao, Y.; Zang, X.; Wang, C.; Yang, C. Design of a fragment-type UHF RFID tag integrated into printed circuit
board. Microw. Opt. Technol. Lett. 2019, 61, 676–681. [CrossRef]

19. Jayasinghe, J.W.; Anguera, J.; Uduwawala, D.N. A simple design of multi band microstrip patch antennas
robust to fabrication tolerances for GSM, UMTS, LTE, and Bluetooth applications by using genetic algorithm
optimization. Prog. Electromagn. Res. M 2012, 27, 255–269. [CrossRef]

20. Lamsalli, M.; El Hamichi, A.; Boussouis, M.; Touhami, N.A.; Elhamadi, T.E. Genetic algorithm optimization for
microstrip patch antenna miniaturization. Prog. Electromagn. Res. Lett. 2016, 60, 113–120. [CrossRef]

21. Jayasinghe, J.M.; Uduwawala, D.N. Design of broadband patch antennas using genetic algorithm
optimization. In Proceedings of the 5th International Conference on Industrial and Information Systems,
ICIIS, Mangalore, India, 29 July–1 August 2010; pp. 60–65. [CrossRef]

22. Ethier, J.L.; McNamara, D.A. Antenna shape synthesis without prior specification of the feedpoint locations.
IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag. 2014, 62, 4919–4934. [CrossRef]

23. Thiel, D.V.; Shahpari, M.; Hettenhausen, J.; Lewis, A. Point contacts in modeling conducting 2-D planar structures.
IEEE Antennas Wirel. Propag. Lett. 2015, 14, 978–981. [CrossRef]

24. MathWorks. Genetic Algorithm and Direct Search Toolbox; The MathWorks Inc.: Natick, MA, USA, 2004.
25. EPCglobal. EPC Radio-Frequency Identity Protocols Generation-2 UHF RFID; EPCglobal Inc.: Brussels, Belgium, 2013.

[CrossRef]
26. Kotani, K.; Sasaki, A.; Ito, T.; Member, S. High-Efficiency Differential-Drive CMOS Rectifier for UHF RFIDs.

IEEE J. Solid-State Circuits 2009, 44, 3011–3018. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2009.2028707
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LAWP.2013.2281842
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2017.2688918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2005.856340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/APS.2007.4395450
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/APS.2008.4620013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/APS.2009.5171608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/eucap.2006.4584710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/iet-map.2013.0056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/URSI-EMTS.2016.7571361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/APS.2015.7305053
http://dx.doi.org/10.2528/PIERM14040302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mop.31631
http://dx.doi.org/10.2528/PIERM12102705
http://dx.doi.org/10.2528/PIERL16041907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICIINFS.2010.5578733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2014.2344107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LAWP.2014.2387437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40261-017-0531-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSSC.2009.2028955


Electronics 2020, 9, 1856 11 of 11

27. Rogers Corporation’s Advanced Circuit Materials Division. RO4000 R© Series High Frequency Circuit Materials Some
Typical Applications: #92-004; Rogers Corporation’s Advanced Circuit Materials Division: Chandler, AZ, USA,
2006; pp. 1–4.

28. Xianming Qing.; Chean Khan Goh.; Zhi Ning Chen. Impedance Characterization of RFID Tag Antennas and
Application in Tag Co-Design. IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Tech. 2009, 57, 1268–1274. [CrossRef]

29. Thomas A. Milligan. Modern Antenna Design; McGraw-Hill, Inc. Professional Book Group: New York, NY, USA,
1985; p. 408.

30. Wheeler, H.A. Small Antennas. IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag. 1975, 23, 462–469. [CrossRef]
31. Erman, F.; Hanafi, E.; Lim, E.H.; Mahyiddin, W.A.W.M.; Harun, S.W.; Umair, H.; Soboh, R.; Makmud, M.Z.H.

Miniature compact folded dipole for metal mountable UHF RFID tag antenna. Electronics 2019, 8, 713. [CrossRef]
32. Tatomirescu, A. Compact UHF RFID Antenna for On-body Applications. In Proceedings of the 13th European

Conference on Antennas and Propagation, EuCAP, Krakow, Poland, 31 March–5 April 2019.
33. Rokunuzzaman, M.; Islam, M.T.; Rowe, W.S.; Kibria, S.; Singh, M.J.; Misran, N. Design of a miniaturized

meandered line antenna for UHF RFID tags. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0161293. [CrossRef]
34. Chen, X.; Ukkonen, L.; Bjöninen, T.; Virkki, J. Comparison of E-textile dipole and folded dipole antennas for

wearable passive UHF RFID tags. Prog. Electromagn. Res. Symp. 2017. [CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

c© 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/10.1109/TMTT.2009.2017288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.1975.1141115
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/electronics8060713
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0161293
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/PIERS-FALL.2017.8293246
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction
	Employed Optimization Technique
	Results and Discussion
	Impedance Measurement
	Antenna Gain Pattern Measurement
	Design Considerations

	Conclusions
	References

