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Owing to their dual-resonance enhanced sensitivity, cavity optomechanical systems provide an ideal
platform for ultrasound sensing. In this work, we realize high-sensitivity air-coupled ultrasound sensing
from kilohertz to megahertz frequency range based on whispering gallery mode microcavities. Using a
57-μm-diameter microtoroid with high optical Q factor (approximately 107) and mechanical Q factor
(approximately 700), we achieve sensitivities of 46 μPa Hz−1/2–10 mPa Hz−1/2 in a frequency range of
0.25–3.2 MHz. Thermal-noise-limited sensitivity is realized around a mechanical resonance at 2.56 MHz,
in a frequency range of 0.6 MHz. We also observe the second- and third-order mechanical sidebands, and
quantitatively study the intensities of each mechanical sideband as a function of the mechanical displace-
ment. Measuring the combination of signal-to-noise ratios at all sidebands has the potential to extend the
dynamic range of ultrasound sensing.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Miniaturized high-sensitivity ultrasound sensors are key
components in various applications, such as medical diag-
nostics [1], photoacoustic imaging and spectroscopy [2–4],
nondestructive testing [5], sonar [6,7], trace gas monitor-
ing [8], etc. Currently, piezoelectric transducers are most
widely used, but their sensitivities drop quickly when
the size becomes smaller, leading to a typical sensor
size of millimeter to centimeter scale [9–11]. In order to
realize both high sensitivity and spatial resolution, pho-
tonic ultrasound sensors that can be microfabricated on
a silicon chip have been developed. Among them, cavity
optomechanical systems [12–15] are attracting increasing
interest owing to their superior characteristics of high sen-
sitivity, broad bandwidth, low power consumption, and
chip-scale integration. In cavity optomechanical systems,
displacement of the cavity can be optically read out via
optomechanical coupling. As the response is enhanced by
mechanical resonance, and the readout sensitivity can be
also enhanced by optical resonance, cavity optomechanical
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systems have been found to be an ideal sensing platform
for displacement [16,17], mass [18–20], force [21–23],
acceleration [24,25], magnetic field [26–32], acoustic
waves [33–48], etc.

Ultrasound sensing using cavity optomechanical sys-
tems in a liquid environment has been demonstrated with
various microcavity systems. Polymer materials are gen-
erally soft and can be easily deformed by acoustic waves,
and therefore provide large sensing signals. Various poly-
mer microcavities, such as those of polystyrene [33,34],
SU8 [35], and polydimethylsiloxane [36], have been fab-
ricated for ultrasound sensing, and achieved sensitivity at
the pascal level and high bandwidth of tens to hundreds
of megahertz. A Fabry-Perot cavity has been fabricated at
the end of an optical fiber using UV-curable epoxy, which
realized a sensitivity of mPa Hz−1/2 at the tens of mega-
hertz frequency range [37]. Silicon microcavities have also
attracted increasing interest, as they can be mass pro-
duced on a chip and their fabrication techniques have been
well developed in the past few decades. Recently, Shnai-
derman et al. demonstrated miniaturized high-sensitivity
ultrasound sensing using an array of pointlike silicon
waveguide-etalon detectors on a silicon-on-insulator plat-
form, and realized a sensing bandwidth of hundreds of
megahertz [38]. Later, Westerveld et al. demonstrated an
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optomechanical ultrasound sensor using a silicon micror-
ing cavity coupled with a thin film, with a 15-nm gap in
between, and realized a sensitivity of mPa Hz−1/2 in the
tens of megahertz frequency range [39]. Silica microcav-
ities have also been extensively explored for ultrasound
sensing, due to their ultrahigh optical Q factors. Ultra-
sound sensing in a liquid environment has been demon-
strated using microtoroid [40,41] and microsphere [34,42]
cavities.

Air-coupled ultrasound sensing has specific applica-
tions such as gas photoacoustic spectroscopy [49] and
noncontact ultrasonic medical imaging [50]. Due to the
large impedance mismatch at the acoustic source/air inter-
face and the absorption loss of ultrasonic waves, air-
coupled ultrasound detection requires ultrahigh sensitiv-
ity. Ultrasound sensing in air has been demonstrated
using microbottle cavities, with sensitivities of the order
of mPa Hz−1/2 at tens to hundreds of kilohertz fre-
quency range [43,44]. Through detecting the acoustic-
wave-induced modulation of a Brillouin laser in a micro-
sphere, acoustic sensitivity of 267 μPa Hz−1/2 has been
realized in the kilohertz frequency range [45]. Basiri-
Esfahani et al. have realized ultrasound sensing in the
thermal-noise-dominant regime using a spoked microdisk
cavity, and achieved sensitivities of 8–300 μPa Hz−1/2 in
the frequency range from 1 kHz to 1 MHz [46]. Up to now,
high-sensitivity ultrasound sensing in air above 1 MHz has
not been reported.

In this work, we demonstrate air-coupled ultrasound
detection in the megahertz frequency range. To extend
the sensing frequency into the megahertz range, we use
a microtoroid with a diameter of 57 μm, which sup-
ports mechanical resonances in the megahertz range. To
decrease the constraint of the mechanical motion from
the substrate, we use a two-step etching process to make
a microtoroid with a thin silicon pedestal. This allows a
high mechanical Q factor of approximately 700 of the
first-order flapping mode at 2.56 MHz. Compared with
the spoked microdisk used in Ref. [46], the microtoroid
has less squeeze-film damping due to the larger allowed
undercut (distance between toroid and substrate). Com-
bining with the high optical Q factor of approximately
107, thermal-noise-limited sensitivity is reached in air,
within a frequency range of 0.6 MHz. We achieve sensi-
tivities of 46 μPa Hz−1/2–10 mPa Hz−1/2 in the frequency
range of 0.25–3.2 MHz. We also observe second- and
third-order mechanical sidebands in the noise power spec-
trum, when driving the sensor with an ultrasonic wave at
mechanical resonance, which is caused by the transduc-
tion nonlinearity. We measure the signal-to-noise ratios
(SNRs) under different ultrasound pressures (P), and find
that

√
SNRs of the first-, second-, and third-order mechan-

ical sidebands are approximately proportional to P, P2,
and P3, respectively, which agree well with our theoretical
results.

II. METHODS

The ultrasound sensitivity is determined by the noise of
the sensor. In our detection system, the main sources of
noise are laser noise from the probe light and mechanical
thermal noise from the nonzero temperature environment.
The laser noise mainly consists of classical noise (includ-
ing intensity noise and phase noise), which is the dominant
noise source in the low-frequency range, and quantum
shot noise, which is dominant at high frequencies. For
a microcavity with optical energy decay rate of κ and
mechanical damping rate of γ , the corresponding noise
equivalent pressure, i.e., the ultrasound sensitivity Pmin,
can be expressed as Eq. (1) [13,46]:

Pmin(ω) = 1
rζA

√
Sshot

xx + Sclassical
xx

|χm|2 + Sthermal
FF

= 1
rζA

√√√√ κ(1+4ω2/κ2)

16ηncG2 + Sclassical
xx

|χm|2 + 2mγ kBT, (1)

where r is the ratio of the pressure difference between the
upper and lower surfaces of the device to the peak pressure
at the antinode of the ultrasonic wave, as the cavity only
moves by feeling the pressure difference between the upper
and lower surfaces, ζ is the spatial overlap between the
incident ultrasound and the mechanical displacement pro-
file of the sensor, ω is the angular frequency of the incident
ultrasonic wave, and A is the sensor area. The first term
under the square root denotes the optical noise, with Sshot

xx
and Sclassical

xx representing displacement power spectral den-
sities of shot noise [51] and classical noise, respectively.
η is the total detection efficiency of light, and nc is the
number of photons in the cavity. G = dω/dx denotes the
optomechanical coupling coefficient, quantifying the cav-
ity frequency shift for unit mechanical displacement x. The
second term under the square root quantifies thermal noise
at temperature T, introduced by both the intrinsic damp-
ing of the mechanical resonator and collisions with the
gas molecules around the sensor. Here m is the effective
mass of the sensor and χm(ω) is the mechanical sus-
ceptibility, quantified by χm(ω) = 1/m(�2 − ω2 − iγω),
with � being the angular frequency of the mechanical
resonance. From Eq. (1), we can see that the sensitiv-
ity is fundamentally limited by the thermal noise, if the
measurement strength is strong enough to enable ther-
mal noise to dominate laser noise. As a result, reaching
the thermal-noise-limited regime is beneficial to achieving
better sensitivity. This can be realized by increasing the
optical Q factor, mechanical Q factor, and optomechan-
ical coupling coefficient G. A larger sensing bandwidth
can be obtained by increasing the thermal-noise-dominant
frequency range.
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The first-order flapping mode has a large spatial over-
lap with the ultrasonic wave coming from the top of the
sensor, which is beneficial to achieving good ultrasound
sensitivity. We then optimize the ultrasound sensitivity for
this mode, by changing the geometric parameters of the
toroid. We first simulate the resonance frequency for differ-
ent principal diameters of the cavity from 30 to 1000 μm,
with the result shown in Fig. 1(a). In the simulation, we
keep the minor diameter of the toroid to be 6 μm and the
disk thickness to be 2 μm. It can be seen that, with an
increase of the principal diameter, the resonance frequency
decreases monotonically. Thus, for ultrasound sensing at
high frequency, a microcavity with a smaller diameter (and
therefore higher mechanical frequency) is desired. We then
calculate the thermal-noise-limited ultrasound sensitivity
for different principal diameters of the toroid, as shown
in Fig. 1(b). In the calculation, we use the mechanical
Q factor of Qm = 700, obtained from our experiment. It
can be seen that with an increase of the principal diame-
ter, the sensitivity gets better, due to the increased sensing
area. For low-frequency ultrasound sensing, using a cav-
ity with a larger diameter is beneficial to achieving better
sensitivity. We then simulate the resonance frequency and
calculate the corresponding thermal-noise-limited sensitiv-
ity for different disk thicknesses from 200 nm to 5 μm,
as shown in Figs. 1(c) and 1(d), respectively. It can be
seen that, with the disk thickness increasing, the resonance
frequency increases, and the sensitivity gets worse.

In our experiment, in order to facilitate the fabrication of
a high-optical-Q toroid, we choose the disk thickness to be
2 μm instead of a thinner one. In order to optimize the
ultrasound sensitivity at megahertz frequency range, we

(a) (c)

(d)(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Simulated mechanical resonance frequency and
(b) calculated sensitivity of the sensor, with different princi-
pal diameters. (c) Simulated mechanical resonance frequency
and (d) calculated sensitivity of the sensor, with different disk
thicknesses.

use a toroid with a principal (minor) diameter of approxi-
mately 57 (6) μm, whose mechanical resonance frequency
of the first-order flapping mode is approximately 2.56 MHz
and corresponding effective mass is m = 12.1 ng. For an
ideal case, ζ = 1, r = 1, and the corresponding sensitivity
is calculated to be approximately 18.5 μPa Hz−1/2.

The microtoroid cavity is fabricated by standard micro-
fabrication processes [52] from a silica-on-silicon wafer,
including photolithography, hydrofluoric acid wet etch-
ing, xenon difluoride (XeF2) dry etching, and a CO2
laser reflow process. After the reflow process, we per-
form a second XeF2 dry etching to obtain a thin sili-
con pedestal of approximately 5 μm in diameter. This
can increase its mechanical compliance and decrease the
mechanical energy dissipation from the cavity to the sub-
strate, and therefore enable higher mechanical Q factor.
Figure 2(a) shows a top-view optical microscope image of
the microtoroid. Figure 2(b) is the finite-element-method
(FEM)-simulated optical field distribution of the funda-
mental whispering gallery mode (WGM) of the micro-
toroid, where the optical field is confined around the
periphery of the microcavity. The measured transmission
spectrum for one WGM of the microtoroid approximately
1550 nm is shown in Fig. 2(c). We can see a mode splitting
for the microtoroid, which is caused by the backscattering
from the surface roughness of the cavity. From the double-
peak Lorentzian fitting of the transmission spectrum (the
red curve), we can derive the intrinsic optical Q factor to
be about 107. The optical Q factor allows a 3-dB band-
width of 16.8 MHz, considering the frequency dependence
of the shot noise [Eq. (1)].

The measurement setup for ultrasound sensing using the
microtoroid is shown in Fig. 2(d), with a scanning elec-
tron microscope (SEM) image of the microtoroid included.
Light from a tunable narrow-linewidth fiber laser in the
1550-nm wavelength band is coupled into the WGMs of
the toroid through a tapered fiber [53]. The transmitted
light from the tapered fiber is detected by a photodetector,
and monitored by an oscilloscope to obtain the trans-
mission spectrum. The principle of ultrasound detection
is shown in the inset of Fig. 2(d). When an ultrasonic
wave is applied to the sensor, it can drive the mechani-
cal motion of the cavity and induce a change in the cavity
circumference or the taper-cavity coupling strength. Both
translate into an amplitude modulation of the intracavity
field, which can be optically read out. In our experiment,
we use a proportional-integral-derivative controller to lock
the laser wavelength on the side of the optical mode with
a detuning where the transmission has the largest slope, to
optimize the dispersive transduction of ultrasound signal.
The mechanical spectrum of the toroid is measured with an
electronic spectrum analyzer (ESA). The ultrasound signal
is produced by an ultrasonic transducer. For experimen-
tal convenience, the angle between the incident ultrasound
and the disk surface is kept to be approximately 30◦.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d)

FIG. 2. (a) Top-view optical microscope image of the micro-
toroid. Dprincipal, Dmajor, and Dminor denote the principal, major,
and minor diameters of the microtoroid, with Dprincipal =
Dmajor + Dminor. The scale bar corresponds to 10 μm. (b) Sim-
ulated optical field intensity distribution of the fundamental
WGM of the microtoroid, normalized to its maximum value.
(c) Measured transmission spectrum (black solid curve) of the
microtoroid around 1550 nm, with the red solid curve showing
the double Lorentzian fitting result, from which we can obtain
Qint ≈ 107. (d) Schematic diagram of the experimental setup
for ultrasound sensing, with the inset showing the principle of
ultrasound detection. PD, photodetector; VNA, vector network
analyzer; OSC, oscilloscope; ESA, electronic spectrum analyzer.
A SEM image of the microtoroid is shown in the setup.

We use a function generator to apply a single-frequency
sinusoidal voltage to the transducer to measure the single-
frequency response of the sensor, and use a vector network
analyzer to sweep the frequency of the applied ultrasonic
wave to obtain the system response of the ultrasound
sensor.

To obtain the sensitivity in a broad frequency range, two
piezoelectric ultrasonic transducers with center frequen-
cies at 1 and 5 MHz are used. Considering the attenuation
of ultrasonic waves in air, the relation between the ultra-
sound pressure at the sensor (Psensor) and that at the ultra-
sonic transducer (PPZT) is Psensor(ω) = e−α(ω)dPPZT(ω),
where d is the distance between the ultrasonic transducer
and the sensor, which is kept to be approximately 1 cm in
our experiment. α(ω) is the frequency-dependent acous-
tic attenuation coefficient, which is obtained from the
Stokes-Kirchhoff formula [54,55]:

α(ω) = ω2

2ρv3

[
4
3
η′ +

(
1

Cv

− 1
Cp

)]
, (2)

where ρ is the density, v is the speed of sound, η′ is the
dynamic viscosity coefficient, and Cv and Cp are the spe-
cific heat capacities at constant volume and constant pres-
sure, respectively. From this formula, we can see that the
absorption loss is proportional to the square of frequency.
For example, α is 0.30 and 122 dB/cm for ultrasonic
waves of 0.5 and 10 MHz, respectively. This frequency-
dependent absorption loss makes high-frequency ultra-
sound sensing in air challenging. The generated ultrasound
pressures at different frequencies are calibrated using a
hydrophone. We measure the ultrasound pressure gen-
erated by the transducer in water at different frequen-
cies with the hydrophone, and then derive the pressure
in air, taking into account the acoustic impedance mis-
match, Pair = PwaterZair/Zwater = Pwater/3580, where Z =
ρv is the acoustic impedance of the material.

III. RESULTS

We measure the ultrasound sensitivity of the microtoroid
cavity. In order to enable a thermal-noise-limited sens-
ing, but to avoid radiation-pressure-induced self-sustained
mechanical oscillation [56,57], we keep the input power to
be approximately 10 μW. At this input power, the laser
noise is dominated by shot noise in the megahertz fre-
quency range. The noise power spectrum measured with
the ESA is shown as the black solid curve in Fig. 3(a), in
which we can see a mechanical resonance at �/2π = 2.56
MHz. This corresponds to the first-order flapping mode,
with its mode profile shown in the inset. The thermal
noise, shot noise, and total noise in the frequency range
of 2–3.2 MHz, calculated from Eq. (1), are shown as the
orange dashed, blue dotted, and red dash-dotted curves
in Fig. 3(a). The corresponding displacement power spec-
tral density (Sxx) of the sensor is shown on the right-hand
axis of Fig. 3(a). From the linewidth of the resonance,
we can obtain the mechanical Q factor of this mode to
be approximately 700. Regarding the mechanical damp-
ing of the mode, we theoretically calculate the contribution
from the gas damping, which consists of the drag force
damping and squeeze-film damping [58]. The drag force
damping rate is calculated to be γdrag = μldrag/m = 561
Hz, with μ = 1.8 × 10−5 kg m−1 s−1 being the coeffi-
cient of viscosity and ldrag = 16r

√
m/M = 0.376 mm is

the geometry-dependent characteristic length, with r =
28.5 μm being the radius of the toroid. m = 12.1 ng is
the effective mass and M = 17.8 ng is the real mass of
the toroid. For the squeeze-film damping, the characteris-
tic length lsqueeze = (3πr4)/(2h3)

√
m/M = 0.32 mm, with

h = 20 μm being the distance between the cavity disk
and the substrate. Thus, the squeeze-film damping rate is
γsqueeze = μlsqueeze/m = 482 Hz. The measured mechani-
cal damping rate of γmeas = 2π × 3.66 kHz is much larger
than both γdrag and γsqueeze, and therefore we believe the
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 3. (a) Noise power spectrum (black solid curve) and the
response of the microtoroid (green solid curve) to ultrasound at
2.56 MHz, with a SNR of 41.39 dB. The orange dashed, blue
dotted, and red dash-dotted curves are the calculated thermal
noise, shot noise, and total noise, respectively, in the frequency
range of 2–3.2 MHz. The inset shows the simulated displace-
ment distribution of the first-order flapping mode, normalized to
its maximum value. (b) System response of the microtoroid ver-
sus the ultrasound frequency. (c) Derived pressure (left axis) and
force (right axis) sensitivity spectra of the microtoroid.

main damping rate of the microtoroid is induced by the
intrinsic damping of the cavity structure.

When we apply an ultrasound signal with a pressure
Papplied = 132.2 mPa to the microtoroid sensor at 2.56
MHz, we obtain a SNR of 41.39 dB, measured with a res-
olution bandwidth �f = 20 Hz, as shown as the green
solid curve in Fig. 3(a). The sensitivity at 2.56 MHz can
be calculated by the following equation:

Pmin(�) = Papplied(�)

√
1

SNR
1

�f
∼ 252 μPa Hz−1/2.

(3)

Using the parameters in our experiment, the relative
pressure difference ratio of the sensor is obtained to be

r = 1.17 at 2.56 MHz, which is larger than 1, due to the
substrate-reflection-enhanced ultrasound pressure at the
microtoroid. Considering the incident angle θ = 30◦ of the
ultrasound, the spatial overlap ζ between the incident ultra-
sound and the first-order flapping mode of the microtoroid
is 0.39. We can then derive the theoretical sensitivity at this
frequency to be 41 μPa Hz−1/2. The difference between the
experimental and theoretical sensitivities could be a result
of the misalignment of the ultrasonic transducer and the
microtoroid sensor.

We then use a network analyzer to drive the ultrasonic
transducer to obtain the system response of our sensor
for ultrasonic waves with different frequencies. In order
to obtain the sensor response in a broad frequency band,
we use two ultrasonic transducers, with center frequen-
cies at 1 and 5 MHz, respectively. System response in the
frequency range of 0.25–3.2 MHz is obtained, as shown
in Fig. 3(b). The lower frequency limit of 0.25 MHz is
not intrinsic, but rather limited by the low pressure of the
ultrasound produced by the transducer. The upper limit of
3.2 MHz is introduced by the larger attenuation of air at
higher frequencies (α = 12.5 dB/cm at 3.2 MHz). It can
be seen that the response of the sensor around the reso-
nance frequency of 2.56 MHz is significantly enhanced,
due to the high mechanical Q factor of the mode and the
large spatial overlap between the mode displacement and
the ultrasonic wave. Other peaks in the frequency band
correspond to other mechanical modes of the toroid or the
tapered fiber. These modes do not reach the thermal-noise-
dominant regime, and are therefore not seen in the noise
power spectrum in Fig. 3(a).

From the system response S(ω) and the noise power
spectral density N (ω), combined with the sensitivity
Pmin(�) at �/2π = 2.56 MHz, we can derive the sensi-
tivity over the entire frequency range:

Pmin(ω) = Pmin(�)
Papplied(ω)

Papplied(�)

√
N (ω)

N (�)

S(�)

S(ω)
, (4)

where Papplied(ω) is the applied ultrasound pressure to the
sensor at different frequencies. The pressure sensitivity in
the frequency range of 0.25–3.2 MHz is shown on the left-
hand axis of Fig. 3(c). Multiplying the sensor area, we
can obtain the force sensitivity of the sensor, as shown
on the right-hand axis of Fig. 3(c). The achieved pres-
sure (force) sensitivity is 46 μPa Hz−1/2–10 mPa Hz−1/2

(118 fN Hz−1/2–26.4 pN Hz−1/2) in the frequency range
of 0.25–3.2 MHz. The peak sensitivity is achieved at
0.29 MHz where no mechanical mode of the toroid is
shown from our simulated results. The sensitivity at this
frequency could be enhanced by the mechanical reso-
nance of the tapered fiber (see Appendix A for details).
Around the mechanical resonance frequency, thermal-
noise-limited pressure (force) sensitivity is reached of
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130–475 μPa Hz−1/2 (0.34–1.21 pN Hz−1/2) in the fre-
quency range of 2.24–2.84 MHz.

When we apply ultrasound at the mechanical reso-
nance frequency �/2π = 2.56 MHz, in addition to a
response peak at 2.56 MHz, we also observe responses
at the second- and third-order mechanical sidebands, as
shown in Fig. 4(a). It can be seen that, when ultra-
sound pressure is applied, three peaks at �, 2�, and
3� frequencies appear in the noise power spectrum. At
the input power of 10 μW, the radiation-pressure-force-
induced mechanical oscillations can be neglected, and the
higher-order mechanical sidebands are induced by nonlin-
ear transduction. Since the cavity mode is a Lorentzian
lineshape, the optical readout signal for displacement is
a harmonic oscillation only for a small displacement. In
the large-displacement case, the readout signal becomes
anharmonic. Previous works have experimentally stud-
ied the intensities of the high-order mechanical sidebands
as a function of the optical power [59–63] and theoreti-
cally studied the dependence of the high-order mechanical
sidebands on the displacement [64]. Here we experimen-
tally study the intensities of the high-order mechanical

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Noise power spectrum with (black curve) and
without (red curve) applying a single-frequency ultrasound at
2.56 MHz. (b)

√
SNRs versus ultrasound pressure at � (black

squares), 2� (red circles), and 3� (blue triangles) frequencies,
with the black dashed line, red dash-dotted line, and blue dotted
line representing the corresponding fitting results.

sidebands with different mechanical displacements, driven
by an ultrasonic wave. Figure 4(b) shows the measured
SNRs at the first-order (black squares), second-order (red
circles), and third-order (blue triangles) sidebands. By per-
forming exponential fittings to these experimental results,
we obtain that

√
SNR(�) ∝ P1.13,

√
SNR(2�) ∝ P1.90,

and
√

SNR(3�) ∝ P3.04. In the following we theoreti-
cally study the dependence of the SNR on the mechanical
displacement at the three sidebands.

From the equation of motion of the cavity mode ȧ =
−κa/2 + i�a + √

κes, we can obtain the intracavity pho-
ton number to be nc = (4κes/κ2)[1/(1 + δ2)], with s being
the number of photons injected into the microcavity per
unit time and κ = κ0 + κe being the total energy decay rate
of the cavity mode. κ0 is the intrinsic decay rate of the
cavity mode and κe is the coupling rate with the tapered
fiber. δ = 2�/κ is the dimensionless detuning, with � =
ω − ω0 denoting the frequency detuning between the input
light and the cavity mode. Taylor-expanding the detuning
δ, we can obtain the intracavity photon number to be

nc ≈ nmax
c [c0(δ) + c1(δ)u + c2(δ)u2 + c3(δ)u3] (5)

where nmax
c is the introcavity photon number when � =

0, c0(δ) = 1/(1 + δ2), cn(δ) = (1/i!)(di/dδi)c0(δ). u =
2Gx/κ represents the normalized frequency shift of the
cavity mode caused by the mechanical displacement.
Using the input-output relation aout = √

s − √
κea, we can

obtain the photocurrent arriving at the photodetector at a
certain detuning:

Z = |aout|2 ≈ s − 4κeκ0s
κ2

[
c0(δ) + c1(δ)

2G
κ

x

+ c2(δ)

(
2G
κ

)2

x2 + c3(δ)

(
2G
κ

)3

x3

]
.

(6)

Expressing the displacement of the cavity caused by the
ultrasonic wave with x = x0cos(�t), we can obtain the fol-
lowing coefficients of the photocurrent for dc, �, 2�, and
3� frequency components:

Zdc = s − 4κeκ0s
κ2 c0(δ), (7a)

Z� = −4κeκ0s
κ2 c1(δ)

2G
κ

x0cos(�t), (7b)

Z2� = −4κeκ0s
κ2

[
c2(δ)

(
2G
κ

)2 x2
0

2
cos(2�t)

]
, (7c)

Z3� = −4κeκ0s
κ2

[
c3(δ)

(
2G
κ

)3 x3
0

4
cos(3�t)

]
. (7d)

As the amplitude of the mechanical displacement x0
is proportional to the ultrasound pressure P, we can
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obtain the dependence of SNR on the ultrasound pres-
sure P at the three mechanical sidebands,

√
SNR(�) ∝

P,
√

SNR(2�) ∝ P2, and
√

SNR(3�) ∝ P3, respectively,
which explains our experimental results well. Measuring
the combination of SNRs at all the mechanical side-
bands has the potential to extend the dynamic range of
displacement sensing [59].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We demonstrate air-coupled high-sensitivity megahertz-
frequency ultrasound detection based on a microtoroid
cavity with both high optical and mechanical Q factors.
We extend the air-coupled ultrasound sensing into the
megahertz frequency range, and achieve sensitivities of
46 μPa Hz−1/2–10 mPa Hz−1/2 in the frequency range
of 0.25–3.2 MHz, with a thermal-noise-limited range of
0.6 MHz. In addition, we observe the second- and third-
order mechanical sidebands when driving the sensor with
ultrasound at the mechanical resonance frequency, and
the measured intensities at three mechanical sidebands
are consistent with our theoretical results. This nonlinear
transduction provides a way to extend the dynamic range
of displacement sensing.

The ultrasound sensitivity can be further improved by
using a larger and thinner cavity, realizing a larger pres-
sure difference ratio r by designing the structure, and
optimizing the incident angle of the ultrasound. The use
of mechanical modes with stronger optomechanical cou-
pling coefficient [17] and squeezed light [31] can reduce
shot noise and expand the thermal-noise-dominant regime.
Integrated waveguide-coupled microcavities [65] and on-
chip arrays of sensors can be designed in the future for
photoacoustic imaging and spectroscopy [2–4]. This work
broadens the frequency range of ultrasound detection in
air, which is of great significance for applications in gas
photoacoustic spectroscopy, noncontact ultrasonic medical
imaging, etc. The photoacoustic signal near the resonance
frequency has an enhanced response, which can be applied
to high-sensitivity biomedical measurements [49,50].
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APPENDIX A

In Sec. III, we achieve a peak sensitivity of
46 μPa Hz−1/2 at 0.29 MHz, where no mechanical mode
of the microtoroid is shown from our simulated results.

FIG. 5. Enlargement of system response of Fig. 3(b) in the
main text, normalized by the ultrasound pressure of the trans-
ducer at different frequencies.

We infer that the sensitivity at this frequency is enhanced
by a mechanical resonance of the tapered fiber, which has
a large response to the ultrasound pressure and can be
optically read out by the microcavity through dissipative
optomechanical coupling between the taper and the cav-
ity. The mechanical mode of the taper is not observed in

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. (a) Noise power spectrum of the taper-microdisk cou-
pled system, showing multiple mechanical resonances of the
tapered fiber and the microdisk in the range of tens to hun-
dreds of kilohertz. (b) The simulated normalized displacement
distributions of the three taper modes at 90, 180, and 282 kHz.
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the noise power spectrum in Fig. 3(a), because it does not
reach the thermal-noise-limited regime, due to the weak
optomechanical coupling between the taper and the micro-
toroid. Figure 5 is an enlargement of the system response
of Fig. 3(b) in the main text, normalized by the ultrasound
pressure of the transducer at different frequencies. We can
see a peak response from 0.27 to 0.30 MHz, indicating a
taper mode around this frequency.

To confirm this, we use a microdisk cavity with a wedge
angle to measure the mechanical modes of the tapered
fiber. The taper can be coupled with the microdisk from the
wedge area. The mechanical motions of the tapered fiber
induce a change in the gap between the tapered fiber and
the disk, and therefore allow a strong dissipative coupling.
As a result, the thermal mechanical motions of the tapered
fiber can be optically read out. As shown in Fig. 6(a),
several mechanical peaks appear in the noise power spec-
trum of the taper-microdisk coupled system, in the range of
tens to hundreds of kilohertz. These resonance peaks corre-
spond to the string modes of different orders of the tapered
fiber and two disk modes (at 152 and 210 kHz). The mode
profiles of three taper modes at 90, 180, and 282 kHz are
shown in Fig. 6(b), obtained from FEM simulations.

[1] X. D. Wang, Y. J. Pang, G. Ku, X. Y. Xie, G. Stoica, and
L. H. V. Wang, Noninvasive laser-induced photoacoustic
tomography for structural and functional in vivo imaging of
the brain, Nat. Biotechnol. 21, 803 (2003).

[2] B. Dong, H. Li, Z. Zhang, K. Zhang, S. Chen, C. Sun,
and H. F. Zhang, Isometric multimodal photoacoustic
microscopy based on optically transparent micro-ring ultra-
sonic detection, Optica 2, 169 (2015).

[3] T. Minamikawa, T. Masuoka, T. Ogura, K. Shibuya, R. Oe,
E. Hase, Y. Nakajima, Y. Yamaoka, T. Mizuno, M. Yam-
agiwa, Y. Mizutani, H. Yamamoto, T. Iwata, K. Minoshima,
and T. Yasui, Ultrasonic wave sensing using an optical-
frequency-comb sensing cavity for photoacoustic imaging,
OSA Contin. 2, 439 (2019).

[4] J. T. Friedlein, E. Baumann, K. A. Briggman, G. M. Cola-
cion, F. R. Giorgetta, A. M. Goldfain, D. I. Herman, E. V.
Hoenig, J. Hwang, N. R. Newbury, E. F. Perez, C. S. Yung,
I. Coddington, and K. C. Cossel, Dual-comb photoacoustic
spectroscopy, Nat. Commun. 11, 3152 (2020).

[5] B. Fischer, Optical microphone hears ultrasound, Nat. Pho-
tonics 10, 356 (2016).

[6] M. P. Hayes and P. T. Gough, Synthetic aperture sonar:
A review of current status, IEEE J. Ocean. Eng. 34, 207
(2009).

[7] A. Elfes, Sonar-based real-world mapping and navigation,
IEEE J. Robot. Autom. 3, 249 (1987).

[8] H. Wu, L. Dong, H. Zheng, Y. Yu, W. Ma, L. Zhang,
W. Yin, L. Xiao, S. Jia, and F. K. Tittel, Beat fre-
quency quartz-enhanced photoacoustic spectroscopy for
fast and calibration-free continuous trace-gas monitoring,
Nat. Commun. 8, 15331 (2017).

[9] B. W. Drinkwater and P. D. Wilcox, Ultrasonic arrays for
non-destructive evaluation: A review, NDT E Int. 39, 525
(2006).

[10] Z. Zhang, F. Li, R. Chen, T. Zhang, X. Cao, S. Zhang, T. R.
Shrout, H. Zheng, K. K. Shung, M. S. Humayun, W. Qiu,
and Q. Zhou, High-performance ultrasound needle trans-
ducer based on modified PMN-PT ceramic with ultrahigh
clamped dielectric permittivity, IEEE T. Ultrason. Ferr. 65,
223 (2018).

[11] T. Zheng, Y. Zhang, Q. Ke, H. Wu, L. W. Heng, D.
Xiao, J. Zhu, S. J. Pennycook, K. Yao, and J. Wu, High-
performance potassium sodium niobate piezoceramics for
ultrasonic transducer, Nano Energy 70, 104559 (2020).

[12] T. J. Kippenberg and K. J. Vahala, Cavity optomechanics:
Back-action at the mesoscale, Science 321, 1172 (2008).

[13] M. Aspelmeyer, T. J. Kippenberg, and F. Marquardt, Cavity
optomechanics, Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 1391 (2014).

[14] M. Metcalfe, Applications of cavity optomechanics, Appl.
Phys. Rev. 1, 031105 (2014).

[15] B.-B. Li, L. Ou, Y. Lei, and Y.-C. Liu, Cavity optomechan-
ical sensing, Nanophotonics 10, 2799 (2021).

[16] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, M. R. Abernathy, F.
Acernese, K. Ackley, C. Adams, T. Adams, P. Addesso, and
R. X. Adhikari et al., Observation of Gravitational Waves
from a Binary Black Hole Merger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
061102 (2016).

[17] A. Schliesser, G. Anetsberger, R. Rivière, O. Arcizet, and
T. J. Kippenberg, High-sensitivity monitoring of microme-
chanical vibration using optical whispering gallery mode
resonators, New J. Phys. 10, 095015 (2008).

[18] W. Yu, W. C. Jiang, Q. Lin, and T. Lu, Cavity optomechan-
ical spring sensing of single molecules, Nat. Commun. 7,
12311 (2016).

[19] J.-J. Li and K.-D. Zhu, Nonlinear optical mass sensor with
an optomechanical microresonator, Appl. Phys. Lett. 101,
141905 (2012).

[20] F. Liu, S. Alaie, and Z. C. Leseman, and M. Hossein-
Zadeh: Sub-pg mass sensing and measurement with an
optomechanical oscillator, Opt. Express 21, 19555 (2013).

[21] E. Gavartin, P. Verlot, and T. J. Kippenberg, A hybrid
on-chip optomechanical transducer for ultrasensitive force
measurements, Nat. Nanotechnol. 7, 509 (2012).

[22] L. F. Buchmann, S. Schreppler, J. Kohler, N. Spethmann,
and D. M. Stamper-Kurn, Complex Squeezing and Force
Measurement Beyond the Standard Quantum Limit, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 117, 030801 (2016).

[23] S. Schreppler, N. Spethmann, N. Brahms, T. Botter, M. Bar-
rios, and D. M. Stamper-Kurn, Optically measuring force
near the standard quantum limit, Science 344, 1486 (2014).

[24] A. G. Krause, M. Winger, T. D. Blasius, Q. Lin, and
O. Painter, A high-resolution microchip optomechanical
accelerometer, Nat. Photonics 6, 768 (2012).

[25] F. Guzmán Cervantes, L. Kumanchik, J. Pratt, and J.
M. Taylor, High sensitivity optomechanical reference
accelerometer over 10 kHz, Appl. Phys. Lett. 104, 221111
(2014).

[26] S. Forstner, S. Prams, J. Knittel, E. D. van Ooijen, J. D.
Swaim, G. I. Harris, A. Szorkovszky, W. P. Bowen, and H.
Rubinsztein-Dunlop, Cavity Optomechanical Magnetome-
ter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 120801 (2012).

034035-8

https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt839
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.2.000169
https://doi.org/10.1364/OSAC.2.000439
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16917-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2016.95
https://doi.org/10.1109/JOE.2009.2020853
https://doi.org/10.1109/JRA.1987.1087096
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15331
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ndteint.2006.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1109/TUFFC.2017.2778738
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2020.104559
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1156032
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.86.1391
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4896029
https://doi.org/10.1515/nanoph-2021-0256
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/9/095015
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12311
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4757004
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.21.019555
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2012.97
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.030801
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1249850
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2012.245
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4881936
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.120801


ULTRASOUND DETECTION USING... PHYS. REV. APPLIED 18, 034035 (2022)

[27] S. Forstner, E. Sheridan, J. Knittel, C. L. Humphreys, G. A.
Brawley, H. Rubinsztein-Dunlop, and W. P. Bowen, Ultra-
sensitive optomechanical magnetometry, Adv. Mater. 26,
6348 (2014).

[28] C. Yu, J. Janousek, E. Sheridan, D. L. McAuslan, H.
Rubinsztein-Dunlop, P. K. Lam, Y. Zhang, and W. P.
Bowen, Optomechanical Magnetometry with a Macro-
scopic Resonator, Phys. Rev. Appl. 5, 044007 (2016).

[29] J. Zhu, G. Zhao, I. Savukov, and L. Yang, Polymer encapsu-
lated microcavity optomechanical magnetometer, Sci. Rep.
7, 8896 (2017).

[30] B.-B. Li, D. Bulla, V. Prakash, S. Forstner, A. Dehghan-
Manshadi, H. Rubinsztein-Dunlop, S. Foster, and W. P.
Bowen, Invited article: Scalable high-sensitivity optome-
chanical magnetometers on a chip, APL Photonics 3,
120806 (2018).

[31] B.-B. Li, J. Bílek, U. B. Hoff, L. S. Madsen, S. Forstner,
V. Prakash, C. Schäfermeier, T. Gehring, W. P. Bowen,
and U. L. Andersen, Quantum enhanced optomechanical
magnetometry, Optica 5, 850 (2018).

[32] B.-B. Li, G. Brawley, H. Greenall, S. Forstner, E. Sheri-
dan, H. Rubinsztein-Dunlop, and W. P. Bowen, Ultrabroad-
band and sensitive cavity optomechanical magnetometry,
Photonics Res. 8, 1064 (2020).

[33] C. Zhang, T. Ling, S.-L. Chen, and L. J. Guo, Ultrabroad
bandwidth and highly sensitive optical ultrasonic detector
for photoacoustic imaging, ACS Photonics 1, 1093 (2014).

[34] J. Sun, J.-W. Meng, S.-J. Tang, and C. Li, An encapsu-
lated optical microsphere sensor for ultrasound detection
and photoacoustic imaging, Sci. China Phys. Mech. Astron.
65, 224211 (2022).

[35] H. Li, B. Dong, Z. Zhang, H. F. Zhang, and C. Sun, A
transparent broadband ultrasonic detector based on an opti-
cal micro-ring resonator for photoacoustic microscopy, Sci.
Rep. 4, 4496 (2014).

[36] H. Li, B. Dong, X. Zhang, X. Shu, X. Chen, R. Hai,
D. A. Czaplewski, H. F. Zhang, and C. Sun, Disposable
ultrasound-sensing chronic cranial window by soft nanoim-
printing lithography, Nat. Commun. 10, 4277 (2019).

[37] J. A. Guggenheim, J. Li, T. J. Allen, R. J. Colchester, S.
Noimark, O. Ogunlade, I. P. Parkin, I. Papakonstantinou,
A. E. Desjardins, E. Z. Zhang, and P. C. Beard, Ultrasensi-
tive plano-concave optical microresonators for ultrasound
sensing, Nat. Photonics 11, 714 (2017).

[38] R. Shnaiderman, G. Wissmeyer, O. Ulgen, Q. Mustafa, A.
Chmyrov, and V. Ntziachristos, A submicrometre silicon-
on-insulator resonator for ultrasound detection, Nature 585,
372 (2020).

[39] W. J. Westerveld, M. Mahmud-Ul-Hasan, R. Shnaiderman,
V. Ntziachristos, X. Rottenberg, S. Severi, and V. Rochus,
Sensitive, small, broadband and scalable optomechanical
ultrasound sensor in silicon photonics, Nat. Photonics 15,
341 (2021).

[40] F. Monifi, B. Peng, S. K. Ozdemir, L. Ma, K. Maslov, L.
V. Wang, and L. Yang, in 2013 IEEE Photonics Conference
(IEEE, Bellevue, WA, USA, 2013), p. 215.

[41] K. Huang and M. Hossein-Zadeh, Underwater acoustic sig-
nal detection and down-conversion using optomechanical
resonance and oscillation, J. Lightwave Technol. 38, 3789
(2020).

[42] M. V. Chistiakova and A. M. Armani, Photoelastic ultra-
sound detection using ultra-high-Q silica optical resonators,
Opt. Express 22, 28169 (2014).

[43] K. H. Kim, W. Luo, C. Zhang, C. Tian, L. J. Guo, X.
Wang, and X. Fan, Air-coupled ultrasound detection using
capillary-based optical ring resonators, Sci. Rep. 7, 109
(2017).

[44] J. Pan, B. Zhang, Z. Liu, J. Zhao, Y. Feng, L. Wan, and Z.
Li, Microbubble resonators combined with a digital optical
frequency comb for high-precision air-coupled ultrasound
detectors, Photonics Res. 8, 303 (2020).

[45] J. Yang, T. Qin, F. Zhang, X. Chen, X. Jiang, and W.
Wan, Multiphysical sensing of light, sound and microwave
in a microcavity Brillouin laser, Nanophotonics 9, 2915
(2020).

[46] S. Basiri-Esfahani, A. Armin, S. Forstner, and W. P. Bowen,
Precision ultrasound sensing on a chip, Nat. Commun. 10,
132 (2019).

[47] G. Wissmeyer, M. A. Pleitez, A. Rosenthal, and V.
Ntziachristos, Looking at sound: Optoacoustics with all-
optical ultrasound detection, Light Sci. Appl. 7, 53
(2018).

[48] S. M. Leinders, W. J. Westerveld, J. Pozo, P. L. van Neer,
B. Snyder, P. O’Brien, H. P. Urbach, N. de Jong, and
M. D. Verweij, A sensitive optical micro-machined ultra-
sound sensor (OMUS) based on a silicon photonic ring
resonator on an acoustical membrane, Sci. Rep. 5, 14328
(2015).

[49] H. Quang Tri, P. Verboven, X. Yin, P. C. Struik, and B.
M. Nicolai, A microscale model for combined CO2 diffu-
sion and photosynthesis in leaves, PLoS ONE 7, e48376
(2012).

[50] G. Rousseau, A. Blouin, and J.-P. Monchalin, Non-contact
photoacoustic tomography and ultrasonography for tissue
imaging, Biomed. Opt. Express 3, 16 (2012).

[51] W. P. Bowen and G. Milburn, Quantum Optomechanics
(CRC Press, Boca Raton, 2016).

[52] D. K. Armani, T. J. Kippenberg, S. M. Spillane, and K. J.
Vahala, Ultra-high-Q toroid microcavity on a chip, Nature
421, 925 (2003).

[53] J. C. Knight, G. Cheung, F. Jacques, and T. A. Birks, Phase-
matched excitation of whispering-gallery-mode resonances
by a fiber taper, Opt. Lett. 22, 1129 (1997).

[54] G. G. Stokes, On the theories of the internal friction in flu-
ids in motion, and of the equilibrium and motion of elastic
solids, Trans. Camb. Philos. Soc. 8, 287 (1845).

[55] G. Kirchhoff, Ueber den Einfluss der Wärmeleitung in
einem Gase auf die Schallbewegung (The effect of heat con-
duction in a gas on the movement of sound), Ann. Phys.
210, 177 (1868).

[56] T. Carmon, H. Rokhsari, L. Yang, T. J. Kippenberg, and
K. J. Vahala, Temporal Behavior of Radiation-Pressure-
Induced Vibrations of an Optical Microcavity Phonon
Mode, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 223902 (2005).

[57] T. J. Kippenberg, H. Rokhsari, T. Carmon, A. Scherer,
and K. J. Vahala, Analysis of Radiation-Pressure Induced
Mechanical Oscillation of an Optical Microcavity, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 95, 033901 (2005).

[58] M. Bao, Analysis and Design Principles of MEMS Devices
(Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2005).

034035-9

https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201401144
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.5.044007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-08875-1
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5055029
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.5.000850
https://doi.org/10.1364/PRJ.390261
https://doi.org/10.1021/ph500159g
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-021-1806-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep04496
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12178-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-017-0027-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2685-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-021-00776-0
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.2973195
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.22.028169
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00134-7
https://doi.org/10.1364/PRJ.376640
https://doi.org/10.1515/nanoph-2020-0176
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08038-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41377-018-0036-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep14328
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0048376
https://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.3.000016
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01371
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.22.001129
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511702242.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.18682100602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.223902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.033901


HAO YANG et al. PHYS. REV. APPLIED 18, 034035 (2022)

[59] U. A. Javid, S. D. Rogers, A. Graf, and Q. Lin, Cavity
optomechanical sensing in the nonlinear saturation limit,
Laser Photonics Rev. 15, 2100166 (2021).

[60] M.-A. Miri, G. D’Aguanno, and A. Alù, Optomechanical
frequency combs, New J. Phys. 20, 043013 (2018).

[61] M. Poot, K. Y. Fong, M. Bagheri, W. H. P. Pernice, and H.
X. Tang, Backaction limits on self-sustained optomechani-
cal oscillations, Phys. Rev. A 86, 053826 (2012).

[62] P. Djorwe, J. Y. Effa, and S. G. Nana Engo, Multistabil-
ity, staircases, and optical high-order sideband combs in
optomechanics, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 37, A36 (2020).

[63] H. Xiong, L. Si, X. Lv, X. Yang, and Y. Wu, Review of
cavity optomechanics in the weak-coupling regime: From

linearization to intrinsic nonlinear interactions, Sci. China
Phys. Mech. Astron. 58, 1 (2015).

[64] C. Doolin, B. D. Hauer, P. H. Kim, A. J. R. MacDonald,
H. Ramp, and J. P. Davis, Nonlinear optomechanics in the
stationary regime, Phys.Rev. A 89, 053838 (2014).

[65] L. Chang, S. Liu, and J. E. Bowers, Integrated optical fre-
quency comb technologies, Nat. Photonics 16, 95 (2022).

Correction: The third and fifth affiliations were inadvertently
repeated, so the fifth affiliation was removed and the affiliation of
the eight author was changed from 5 to 3. The postal code of the first
affiliation contained an error and has been set right.

034035-10

https://doi.org/10.1002/lpor.202100166
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aab5c6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.053826
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.396237
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-015-5648-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.053838
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-021-00945-1

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. METHODS
	III. RESULTS
	IV. CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX A
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


