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Abstract: Flexible, self-powered and miniaturized sensors are extensively used in the areas of sports,
soft robotics, health care and communication devices. Measurement of vibration is important for
determining the mechanical properties of a structure, specifically the string tension in strings. In this
work, a flexible, lightweight and self-powered sensor is developed and attached to a string to measure
vibrations characteristics in strings. Electrospun poly(vinylidene) fluoride (PVDF) nanofibers are
deposited on a flexible liquid crystal polymer (LCP) substrate for the development of the sensor.
The electrospinning process is optimized for different needle sizes (0.34–0.84 mm) and flow rates
(0.6–3 mL/h). The characterization of the sensor is done in a cantilever configuration and the test
results indicate the sensor’s capability to measure the frequency and strain in the required range.
The comparison of the results from the developed PVDF sensor and a commercial Laser Displacement
Sensor (LDS) showed good resemblance (±0.2%) and a linear voltage profile (0.2 mV/µε). The sensor,
upon attachment to a racket string, is able to measure single impacts and sinusoidal vibrations.
The repeatability of the results on the measurement of vibrations produced by an impact hammer
and a mini shaker demonstrate an exciting new application for piezoelectric sensors.

Keywords: PVDF nanofiber sensor; sensor on string; vibration sensor; strain sensor;
impact measurement

1. Introduction

The advent of flexible electronics and Internet of Things (IOT) has led a surge in the development
of smart devices in different facets of life. The applications of these devices cover key areas such as
healthcare, sports, robotics and communication devices [1–4]. The heart of these smart devices are
sensors that can measure properties like strain and vibration [5,6]. Vibration is an important mechanical
phenomenon that can be generated by a disturbance produced in a mechanical structure. The vibration
produced can be desirable as in the case of musical notes and energy harvesters or undesirable as in
the case of bridge or building oscillations [7,8]. Numerous sensors have been developed to measure
vibrations in structures such as tall buildings, machine parts, human motion monitoring and cantilever
structures [9–11]. Although in the past, sensors have been developed for vibration measurement, to
the best knowledge of the authors, the majority of them are designed for flat surfaces and not for small
curved surfaces, for example, strings.

Strings are important components of many natural and artificial structures around us, for example,
human ligaments, cable suspension bridges, sports rackets, musical instruments, humanoid robots
and fabrics. Measurement of impact and vibrations in strings are important because they can provide
information about the mechanical properties of the strings such as the string tension. Taking an
example of tennis rackets, larger vibrations are produced when the impact of the ball on the racket
is near the center than an off-center impact. The sweet spot which is the desired impact point for a
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tennis player produces the least vibration and most power in the shot [12]. Hence, the measurement
of vibrations from the string can help improve the player performance in tennis by providing the
player with information on location of the ball hit on the racket. Grimes [13] established a relationship
between the frequency of a single guitar string and string tension upon the impact of a force. This
tension can be determined through the measurement of frequency of vibration during the plucking
action of a guitar string. The measurement of the frequency of vibrations has been utilized to determine
the string tension in the tuning of guitar strings [14] as well as estimating the cable tension in bridge
structures by Wei-Xin [15].

There have been various research works involving sensors used to determine strain and frequency
of vibration. Traditionally, piezoresistive films [16,17] have been used to measure vibrations in
several applications. Also, optics-based techniques such as fiber Bragg gratings and optical fiber
cantilevers have been developed for the measurement of vibration [18,19]. However, these sensors
require an external power source and hence are difficult to miniaturize. Another set of sensors
relates to piezoelectric sensors which have gained popularity mainly for mechanical energy harvesting
applications. These sensors can be self-powered during operation and make use of inorganic nanofibers
which have outstanding piezoelectric properties. They are however found to be brittle and hence lack
flexibility [20–22], so their use for measuring vibration on a flexible and elastic surface such as string
can be restrictive. In more recent works, piezoelectric polymers like poly(vinylidene) fluoride (PVDF)
are used for strain sensing and monitoring of composite structures and wearable devices [23–25]. These
PVDF films are found to be sensitive and flexible. Hence, they are suitable for applications with larger
strain values. The use of these films is however limited as they need to be electrically poled before
they can be adopted [26–28]. Piezoelectric nanofibers made from polymer materials with the use of
electrospinning such as PVDF do not have such limitations. They do not need additional poling as it is
achieved during the electrospinning process itself and they are also more flexible and sensitive than
the film. Also, PVDF nanofibers have an elongation to break value of 17% which is significantly larger
than the highest strain found in films [29,30]. Hence, they have been used in fabrication of a plethora
of sensors like biosensors, sensors for robotics, wearable sensors, tactile sensors, electronic yarns and
pressure sensors [31–36]. Their superior properties have been utilized to fabricate sensors that can
measure vibration signals such as those generated by a force of impact or by acoustic waves [37–39].
By using PVDF nanofibers generated by electrospinning, small, lightweight and self-powered sensors
could be developed and placed on strings for high strain and accurate vibration measurements.

Amongst the studies pertaining to sensors utilized to measure string properties, a few studies
taking a racket string as an example have focused on developing sensors for determining strain and
frequency. One commercial device by Stringmeter [40] involves making use of two metal rods to
provide a torque to the string at the point of overlap. The device has a spring inside which measures
the resistance of the string relative to the torque which in turn is used to determine the string tension.
Another device by the name of ERT 300 [41] measures the vibration response in a string by impacting
the string with a metal object. By monitoring the vibration response, it seeks to predict the string tension
via an established relationship between these two parameters. In another work by Cross et al. [42],
a set of piezo discs was used to measure the vibration response of a racket string. Piezo disks were
attached to the strings and generated an electrical output upon impact on the string. Through an
established relationship between string tension and vibration frequency, the string tension would be
obtained. This approach is however not very accurate as the mass of the piezo discs is needed to be
compensated by adding a factor to the frequency values obtained. It was found that the string tension
values over time can vary by as much as 40% from the time of stringing. More recently, Valentine [43]
used a linear variable displacement transducer (LVDT) to determine the displacement of the strings in
a tennis racket upon being impacted by a tennis ball. The work involved attaching LVDT sensors to
the strings of a tennis racket with a tennis ball being tossed from a ball launcher. Preliminary results
reported that the LVDT sensors can measure the deflection of the strings as well as the frequency of
vibration of the strings upon impact of the tennis ball. In another work, Hennig [44] made use of a
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set of steel wires wound around the strings to measure impact location of the ball on a tennis racket.
The change in the electrostatic charge in the steel wires was measured upon impact of the ball on
the racket strings. Based on the measured charge distribution profile in each of the individual wires,
the approach seeks to predict the location of the impact force. Although there have been attempts
to develop sensors to measure different string characteristics, in most cases, the sensor mass or the
attached mass is large and hence changes the mechanical properties of the string. Also, these sensors
require an external voltage source to operate. These limitations would make it difficult to miniaturize
the sensor for practical application and hence affect the performance of the string.

This research focuses on the development of a self-powered, flexible and lightweight sensor that
can be attached to a string. The sensor should be able to withstand high impact forces and yet be able
to measure strain and vibration characteristics in the desired application range. In the present study, a
vibration sensor made from electrospun PVDF nanofibers has been developed for the measurement of
vibration on a string. Improved β-phase is obtained by varying the needle size and flow rate in the
electrospinning of the PVDF nanofibers which in turn is known to improve the voltage output of the
sensor. The sensor is tested in cantilever mode first for the required range of vibration frequencies and
strain. The performance of the sensor is measured against a commercial Laser displacement sensor
(LDS) and the sensor shows correct and repeatable performance. A linear voltage-strain relationship is
obtained in the required range of strain. The sensor is attached to the string and tested for vibration
measurement. The sensor shows accurate and repeatable readings on single impact and sinusoidal
displacement of the string.

2. Materials and Methods

PVDF nanofibers are formed using an electrospinning set-up with a needle and a rotating drum
collector that is shown in Figure 1a. The set-up is a commercial electrospinning system (NE-300,
Innovenso Technologies, Boston, MA, USA) which allows for better control of humidity and temperature
compared to an open system. To form the nanofibers, 2.0 g of PVDF powder, with a molecular weight
of 534,000, is first dissolved in 4 mL of acetone and 6 mL of dimethylformamide (DMF) (chemicals
purchased from Sigma Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) to obtain a 20% weight by volume solution.
The above composition is selected as it has been shown to produce uniform nanofibers without beads
and a ratio of 6:4 of DMF and acetone produces a smoother flow compared to one with more acetone.
This is due to the higher evaporation of acetone in the latter case which causes the needle to be
clogged [45]. The composition is stirred magnetically for 3 h on a hot plate to obtain a clear, transparent
and viscous solution. The solution is extracted into 10 mL syringes for use in the electrospinning
process. Different sized needles are used as nozzles, with the internal diameter varying from 0.34
to 0.84 mm. Also, flow rates ranging from 0.6 mL/h to 3.0 mL/h are used to see their effect on the
electrospun nanofibers. The collector consists of a 10 cm diameter rotating drum with aluminum
foil wrapped around it for deposition of the nanofiber samples. As can be seen from Figure 1a, the
nozzle is connected to the positive terminal with the collector connected to the ground of the machine.
For the formation of nanofibers, the rotational speed of the drum collector is set at 1000 rpm to facilitate
adherence of nanofibers to the drum. A digital picture with an enlarged view of the needle and the
drum collector used for electrospinning has been shown in Figure 1b.

The voltage applied is kept constant at 15 kV for all the experiments as the electrospinning process
is found to be most stable at this voltage. The flow rate of the solution is kept constant at 2.0 mL/h
which enables a smooth formation of the nanofibers. The distance between the needle tip and the
collector is set at 150 mm. To ensure the quality of the nanofiber samples, scanning electron microscopy
is used to examine the morphology of the nanofibers generated. The sample is prepared at a flow rate
of 2.0 mL/h and a needle size of 0.34 mm. The SEM image in Figure 1c shows a generally uniform
electrospun sample. Based on the SEM image of a nanofiber sample, most fibers are found between
150–300 nm size after 30 min of electrospinning time as shown in the histogram in Figure 1d. The mean
size of the nanofibers is found to be (218 ± 53) nm and the nanofibers are free of beads.
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the electrospinning system used for formation of PVDF nanofibers; (b) 
Enlarged view of the needle and the drum collector arrangement of the electrospinning system; (c) 
SEM image of a sample of PVDF nanofibers collected from electrospinning; (d) Histogram of the 
nanofiber diameters present in the sample. 
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maintain its properties in harsh environments [48–50]. It also has good mechanical robustness and 
can take large impact force [50]. In the current work, 50 μm thick LCP was bought from Roger 
Corporation (Chandler, AZ, USA). The set of electrodes for the sensor are formed by placing copper 
electrode tapes on top of the LCP. The substrate with the electrodes is attached to the drum collector 
and nanofibers are deposited by the electrospinning process for a period of 30 min to form a thick 
enough layer of nanofibers. This attachment method in depositing nanofibers onto the substrate to 
form the sensor represents a direct-write method which does not require the process of transfer of 
PVDF nanofibers onto the substrate [51]. The sensor development process is shown in Figure 2a and 
the schematic of the final sensor with a thin layer of transparent polyamide protective sheet is shown 
in Figure 2b. 

The structure and the composition of the different phases of the polymorphic PVDF nanofibers 
after electrospinning is obtained by Fourier-transform infrared (FTIR, Nicolet 6700, Thermo Scientific, 
Waltham MA, USA) spectroscopy. The surface morphology of the nanofiber samples is obtained 
using Field Emission Scanning Electron Microscope (FESEM, JEOL Ltd., Tokyo, Japan). The 
frequency of different sizes of nanofibers present in the sample is obtained using Image J which is an 
open-source image processing software. 

The vibration and strain inputs are provided using a mini shaker controlled by a frequency 
generator and amplifier (Data Physics, San Jose, CA, USA). A laser displacement sensor (LDS) 
(Keyence Corporation, Osaka, Japan) is used to compare the frequency and strain readings of the 
sensor. A Babolat 19 Gauge string (Lyon, France) is used for the string testing. The string is subjected 
to the required tension using a spring weight machine. 

Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the electrospinning system used for formation of PVDF nanofibers;
(b) Enlarged view of the needle and the drum collector arrangement of the electrospinning system;
(c) SEM image of a sample of PVDF nanofibers collected from electrospinning; (d) Histogram of the
nanofiber diameters present in the sample.

The sensor is composed of liquid crystal polymer (LCP) as the substrate, a set of copper electrode
tapes and PVDF nanofibers as the sensing material. LCP is chosen as the substrate since it can be of
low thickness, lightweight and highly bendable [46,47]. It has good chemical resistance and hence can
maintain its properties in harsh environments [48–50]. It also has good mechanical robustness and can
take large impact force [50]. In the current work, 50 µm thick LCP was bought from Roger Corporation
(Chandler, AZ, USA). The set of electrodes for the sensor are formed by placing copper electrode tapes
on top of the LCP. The substrate with the electrodes is attached to the drum collector and nanofibers
are deposited by the electrospinning process for a period of 30 min to form a thick enough layer of
nanofibers. This attachment method in depositing nanofibers onto the substrate to form the sensor
represents a direct-write method which does not require the process of transfer of PVDF nanofibers
onto the substrate [51]. The sensor development process is shown in Figure 2a and the schematic of
the final sensor with a thin layer of transparent polyamide protective sheet is shown in Figure 2b.

The structure and the composition of the different phases of the polymorphic PVDF nanofibers
after electrospinning is obtained by Fourier-transform infrared (FTIR, Nicolet 6700, Thermo Scientific,
Waltham MA, USA) spectroscopy. The surface morphology of the nanofiber samples is obtained using
Field Emission Scanning Electron Microscope (FESEM, JEOL Ltd., Tokyo, Japan). The frequency of
different sizes of nanofibers present in the sample is obtained using Image J which is an open-source
image processing software.

The vibration and strain inputs are provided using a mini shaker controlled by a frequency
generator and amplifier (Data Physics, San Jose, CA, USA). A laser displacement sensor (LDS) (Keyence
Corporation, Osaka, Japan) is used to compare the frequency and strain readings of the sensor.
A Babolat 19 Gauge string (Lyon, France) is used for the string testing. The string is subjected to the
required tension using a spring weight machine.
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Figure 2. Development of the PVDF nanofiber sensor. (a) Schematic of the fabrication steps of the
sensor; (b) Schematic of the final developed sensor.

3. Results and Discussion

The following sections describe the results of the composition study of PVDF, frequency and
strain characterization of the sensor in cantilever mode and single impact and sinusoidal vibration
testing of the sensor attached to the string.

3.1. FTIR and DSC Characterization for β-phase Composition

PVDF is a polymorphic polymer which can be found in five phases, α, β, γ, δ and ε phase [52].
The naturally occurring phase is the α-phase which is the constitutive phase in the raw powder of
PVDF. The electrospinning of the PVDF solution in acetone and DMF, converts the α-phase into the
β-phase, due to the stretching of the nanofibers under a high electric voltage. The β-phase is the
phase that has the highest contribution to the piezoelectricity of PVDF. Thus, the voltage output of
the nanofibers formed by electrospinning is greater for samples with a larger β-phase fraction [53].
The amount ofα-phase that gets converted to theβ-phase depends on the parameters of electrospinning
which need to be optimized for a given electrospinning system for better voltage output from the
nanofibers. The effect of voltage on the fraction of β-phase in electrospun PVDF has been studied in
detail in previous studies and it was shown that at the electrospinning voltage value of 15 kV, the
electrospinning sample had the maximum β-phase fraction [53]. Hence, this voltage value is chosen
for the present study for electrospinning. As for spinning distance, an increase in the distance allows
for the electrospun nanofibers to stretch more and provides sufficient time for the solvents, in this
case, DMF and acetone, to evaporate. However, further increase in the spinning distance caused jet
instability and random deposition of the nanofibers. Hence, a mid-range value of 15 cm is chosen as
the spinning distance for nanofiber deposition. For the collector drum speed, at very low drum speeds
the fiber formation speed is higher than the drum speed and hence causes the fibers to entangle with
each other while at higher drum speed the diameter of the nanofiber increases without any effect on
the β-phase fraction of the sample [54,55]. Hence, the RPM of the drum collector, which can be varied
between 100 and 1900 for the current set-up, is kept at a mid-range value of 1000. The aim of this set
of experiments is to study the effect of needle size and flow rate on the electrospinning of the PVDF
nanofibers and their effect on the β-phase of the nanofibers formed by keeping other parameters at
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a constant value. The range of values for flow rate and needle size for comparison has been chosen
which have shown to produce fibers without beads in previous studies on PVDF nanofibers [56,57].

Three different sizes of needles with internal diameters of 0.84, 0.60 and 0.34 mm (18 G to 23 G) are
used to form the nanofibers through electrospinning. Seven different flow rates ranging between 0.6
mL/h and 3.0 mL/h are used. The corresponding FTIR plots for the electrospun samples for different
flow rates are shown in Figure 3a. The peak at 1275cm−1 corresponds to the β-phase which is the main
contributing phase to the piezoelectricity of PVDF. The peak at 840 cm−1 signifies β-phase, however,
it is debated in the literature that this peak also belongs to γ-phase [58]. The larger magnitude of
the β-phase peak compared to the α-phase peak at 766 cm−1 signifies the dominance of β-phase
in the electrospun nanofibers. This occurs due to the stretching under high voltage applied in the
electrospinning process, as the raw powder consists purely of α-phase. The β-phase content in the
electrospun nanofibers can be calculated from the FTIR spectra with the assumption that the absorption
spectrum follows the Beer-Lambert law. The absorption coefficients were calculated by Gregorio [59]
at the respective wavenumbers corresponding to the α-phase and the β-phase which are 766 and
840 cm−1. The relative fraction of β-phase in the sample is given by the following formula [59]:

F(β) =
Aβ(

Kβ
Kα

)
Aα + Aβ

(1)

where F(β) represents the fraction ofβ-phase in the sample; Aαand Aβcorrespond to the absorbance values
at 766 and 840 cm−1 and Kαand Kβare the absorption coefficients at 766 and 840 cm−1. The absorption
coefficients values were given as 6.1 × 104 and 7.7 × 104 respectively [59]. The corresponding percentage
of β-phase for different flow rates and needle size are shown in Figure 3b,c, respectively.
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Figure 3. FTIR absorbance data of PVDF nanofibers prepared by electrospinning: (a) FTIR plot of
absorbance for different flow rates. The peaks at 840 and 1275 cm−1 denote the presence of β-phase
in the sample; (b) Fraction of β-phase (in percentage) present in the sample against the flow rate;
(c) Fraction of β-phase (in percentage) present in the sample against three different needle size.
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The effect of flow rate and needle size is initially studied by the use of two needle sizes of 0.84 mm
and 0.34 mm and flow rates of 0.6 mL/h and 1.2 mL/h. The results show a higher β-phase percentage
at the lower needle size of 0.34 mm and a higher flow rate of 1.2 mL/h. The effect of flow rate is then
calculated by keeping the needle size fixed at 0.34 mm and increasing the flow rate up to 3 mL/h. It is
seen in Figure 3b that the percentage of β-phase is increased with the increase in flow rate at lower
values of flow rate till a flow rate of 2.0 mL/h and then starts to reduce for higher values. These results
are in support with the some of the literature in which the β-phase percentage was seen to increase
with flow rate at lower values of flow rates [57] while the results are in contrast to some research in
which there was no or negative effect of flow rate shown on β-phase fraction [60]. The effect of needle
size is calculated by keeping the flow rate fixed at 1.2 mL/h and use of three different needles with
internal diameters of 0.84 mm, 0.6 mm and 0.34 mm. The results are shown in Figure 3c in which the
β-phase percentage fraction is seen to increase as the needle size is reduced. These results seem to be
in agreement with the study by Jiyong et al. [56]. The initial increase in β-phase percentage due to
increase in flow rate for different needles can be attributed to the shear force exerted by the needle
on the viscous solution however it also causes flow instability and has been linked to formation of
beads in the electrospun nanofibers. The flow instability is seen at the lower flow rate of 0.6 mL/h but
improved when it is increased to 1.2 mL/h. At very high flow rates, the solution doesn’t get enough
time to evaporate due to the high rate of formation of nanofibers and hence the stretching of the jet
is reduced. As a result, the poling stretch of the nanofibers is reduced and hence the percentage of
β-phase conversion reduces in the electrospun nanofibers for higher flow rates. The increase in the
β-phase with the reduction in the needle size from 0.84 mm to 0.34 mm can be explained by the higher
shear force exerted by the smaller needles which aid in jet stretching.

Besides the larger fraction of β-phase for good piezoelectric response from the nanofiber web,
the crystallinity or the preferential poling of the piezoelectric material is also an important factor
that establishes whether the piezoelectric material will produce sufficient piezoelectric response to a
stimulus such as strain. For this purpose, a differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) was performed for
different nanofiber samples. It is also to be noted that according to one of the studies, it was reported
that electrospinning of nanofibers with a rotating drum collector does provide a preferential poling for
the CF2 dipoles. Hence, there is no need for any additional poling for PVDF nanofibers electrospinning
as is required in the case of the PVDF films [61]. The DSC was done on a Q 200 DSC purchased
from TA Instruments (New Castle, DE, USA). It was conducted at a heating rate of 10 ◦C/min from
room temperature to 250 ◦C under a nitrogen flux of 50 mL/min. The variation in the percentage
crystallinity of the electrospun nanofibers is investigated, over a range of flow rates and needle sizes.
The degree of crystallinity (Xc)for a given sample can be determined from its enthalpy of melting by
the following relation:

Xc(%) =
∆Hm

∆H0
× 100 (2)

where ∆Hm the melting enthalpy of the material and ∆H0 is the enthalpy of melting of the perfectly
crystalline form of the material.

To determine the degree of crystallinity in this paper, the value of ∆H0 for PVDF is taken as
104.7 J/g [62]. The DSC plots for the first heating cycle of the sample for the different flow rates of
electrospun PVDF nanofibers samples are shown in Figure 4a. The peak temperature of the endothermic
curve for the samples was found to be around 158 ◦C which is consistent with a previous reported
finding [63]. A small endothermic peak is seen around 54 ◦C for all the samples which is said to be
indicative of an upper glass transition temperature and associated with the αc form [64]. Although the
polymorphic forms of PVDF can sometimes be deduced from the DSC thermograms, certain research
works had advised against it because of the closeness of the melting point temperatures of the α and β
phases [65].



Sensors 2019, 19, 3739 8 of 18

Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 17 

 

between the nozzle and the collector under a constant electric field which can lead to a reduction in 
the degree of crystallinity of the nanofibers. This is in agreement with [56] where the authors found 
that the crystallinity increased in the range of (0.5–1.0 mL/h) but reduced with a further increase in 
flow rate (1–3.0 mL/h). 

 
(a) 

  
(b) (c) 

Figure 4. DSC characterization of various samples made with different flow rates and needle sizes: 
(a) the DSC thermograms for nanofibers obtained from different flow rate for the electrospinning 
process, the melting point was approximately around 158 °C for the nanofiber samples; (b) the 
variation of the crystallinity for different flow rates; (c) the variation of the crystallinity for different 
needle sizes employed for electrospinning. 

For the variation of Xc with needle size as shown in Figure 4c, the Xc is observed to be almost 
constant with the needle size ranging from (0.34–0.84 mm). The ineffectiveness of the size of the 
needles on the crystallinity of the sample suggests that the shear force exerted by the capillary does 
not affect the chain orientation of the dipoles. This result is in contrast to [55] where a slight increase 
was seen in Xc values with a reduction in needle diameter. 

It has been shown in the past by various researchers that a larger percentage of β-phase in the 
FTIR calculations and a high degree of crystallinity leads to a larger voltage output hence the flow 
rate of 2.0 mL/h and a needle size of 0.34 mm is used to obtain nanofiber samples in further vibration 
sensor fabrication. These parameters are also utilized because the electrospinning jet is found to be 
continuous and process flow was smooth during electrospinning. The different compositions used 
for the preparation of the samples and their corresponding β-phase percentage and thermal 
properties have been summarized in Table 1. 

Table 1. Effect of flow rate and needle size on β-phase percentage and thermal properties of PVDF 
nanofibers. 

Sample 
Flow Rate 

(mL/h) 
Needle (nozzle) Size 

Gauge (mm) 
F(β) (%) 

Peak Temperature, 𝑻𝒎𝒑 (°C) 
ΔHm, Melting 
Enthalpy (J/g) 

Xc (%) 

A 0.6 18 G (0.84) 66.9 158.14 53.53 51.1 
B 0.6 23 G (0.34) 72.2 158.04 55.07 52.6 

Figure 4. DSC characterization of various samples made with different flow rates and needle sizes:
(a) the DSC thermograms for nanofibers obtained from different flow rate for the electrospinning
process, the melting point was approximately around 158 ◦C for the nanofiber samples; (b) the variation
of the crystallinity for different flow rates; (c) the variation of the crystallinity for different needle sizes
employed for electrospinning.

On the variation of Xc with flow rate, this is shown in Figure 4b and variation in needle size
is shown in Figure 4c. Xc is seen to slightly reduce with an increase in the flow rate (0.6–3.0 mL/h).
The slight reduction in the Xc values, with an increase in the flow rate, can be attributed to the reduced
solvent evaporation at higher flow rates. This reduces the effective stretching of the nanofibers between
the nozzle and the collector under a constant electric field which can lead to a reduction in the degree
of crystallinity of the nanofibers. This is in agreement with [56] where the authors found that the
crystallinity increased in the range of (0.5–1.0 mL/h) but reduced with a further increase in flow rate
(1–3.0 mL/h).

For the variation of Xc with needle size as shown in Figure 4c, the Xc is observed to be almost
constant with the needle size ranging from (0.34–0.84 mm). The ineffectiveness of the size of the
needles on the crystallinity of the sample suggests that the shear force exerted by the capillary does not
affect the chain orientation of the dipoles. This result is in contrast to [55] where a slight increase was
seen in Xc values with a reduction in needle diameter.

It has been shown in the past by various researchers that a larger percentage of β-phase in the
FTIR calculations and a high degree of crystallinity leads to a larger voltage output hence the flow
rate of 2.0 mL/h and a needle size of 0.34 mm is used to obtain nanofiber samples in further vibration
sensor fabrication. These parameters are also utilized because the electrospinning jet is found to be
continuous and process flow was smooth during electrospinning. The different compositions used for
the preparation of the samples and their corresponding β-phase percentage and thermal properties
have been summarized in Table 1.
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Table 1. Effect of flow rate and needle size on β-phase percentage and thermal properties of
PVDF nanofibers.

Sample Flow Rate
(mL/h)

Needle (nozzle)
Size Gauge (mm) F(β) (%) Peak Temperature,

Tmp (◦C)
∆Hm, Melting
Enthalpy (J/g) Xc (%)

A 0.6 18 G (0.84) 66.9 158.14 53.53 51.1
B 0.6 23 G (0.34) 72.2 158.04 55.07 52.6
C 1.2 18 G (0.84) 69.5 158.24 53.91 51.5
D 1.2 20 G (0.6) 70.4 158.03 53.59 51.2
E 1.2 23 G (0.34) 73.0 157.94 53.84 51.4
F 1.5 23 G (0.34) 74.7 157.75 50.29 48.0
G 2.0 23 G (0.34) 75.8 157.71 51.62 49.3
H 2.2 23 G (0.34) 74.6 157.63 52.29 49.9
I 2.5 23 G (0.34) 74.3 158.34 49.85 47.6
J 3.0 23 G (0.34) 69.9 157.85 52.01 49.7

3.2. Vibration Frequency Detection by the Sensor in Cantilever Configuration

The sensor is first subjected to several frequencies in the cantilever configuration and tested
against a commercial laser displacement sensor (LDS) system to characterize its vibration response.
The schematic of the experimental set-up is shown in Figure 5a and a digital photograph is shown in
Figure 5b. The sensor is fixed at one end to a rigid support and the other end is free, hence resulting
in a cantilever configuration. A mini shaker connected to an amplifier and frequency generator is
used to test the sensor for different frequencies and amplitudes of the displacement. The vibration of
the mini shaker results in displacement of the free end of the sensor, hence generating corresponding
strain in the PVDF nanofibers. The (LDS) is used to measure the tip displacement of the free end of the
cantilever sensor. The voltage output from the sensor is measured by an analog input data acquisition
system (DAQ). The laser displacement sensor and the DAQ are connected to computer systems to
enable the timestamps.
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Figure 5. Experimental set-up for the vibration characterization of the sensor in cantilever configuration:
(a) The schematic of the set-up shows the sensor attached to the support in a cantilever configuration
and the corresponding equipment for the vibration testing; (b) A digital photo of the experimental
set-up that shows the laser light from the LDS at the tip of the sensor.

The results of vibrating the sensor with six different frequencies are shown in Figure 6a–f. Each test
is repeated three times or more. The frequency range is chosen such that it lies within the vibrational
natural frequency experienced by the racket string after being impacted by a ball [66] or during the
playing of a guitar which is at around 200 Hz [67]. The frequency generator produced a sinusoidal
signal that drives the mini shaker. The voltage output from the PVDF sensor is a sinusoidal wave as
can be seen from Figure 6a–f. It can be seen that the output of the sensor increases with frequency
for Figure 6a–d which correspond to the frequency values of 2, 5, 10 and 40 Hz, respectively. This
increase in the voltage output with the frequency is attributed to the increase in strain rate. The higher
frequency of the mini shaker results in the reduction of the time taken between two subsequent stretch
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and release cycles of the cantilever than at a lower frequency. This means that the same amount of
strain is applied to the sensor in a lesser amount of time and hence generates a higher strain rate.
Thus, it can be deduced that the voltage output is also influenced by strain rate beside strain. This
increase in the voltage output of the sensor with the strain rate in PVDF nanofibers has been reported
previously [68,69]. The amplitude of the mini shaker vibrations is tried to be maintained at a constant
value for all the frequency tests. However, after a frequency of 40 Hz, the amplitude of the mini
shaker starts to decrease sharply. This is because the power of the mini shaker is proportional to
its frequency and amplitude. After a frequency of 40 Hz, the mini shaker is not able to provide the
required amplitude of displacement even at the highest displacement setting. Hence, it can be seen
in Figure 6e,f that the voltage output has decreased as compared to other frequencies. This is due to
reduced displacement and hence a reduction in strain in the PVDF nanofibers.
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Figure 6. (a–f) Sensor voltage output to mini shaker amplitude perturbations at frequencies of 2 Hz,
5 Hz, 10 Hz, 40 Hz, 90 Hz and 180 Hz respectively.

The voltage output of the sensor corresponding to its tip displacement at a frequency of 90 Hz
is shown in Figure 7. The mini shaker is turned on after 5 s from the start of data acquisition and is
continued to vibrate till 25 s after which it is turned off. The tip displacement is zero for the first 5 s as
well as from 25 s to 30 s and hence there is no voltage output from the sensor corresponding to no
change in strain. There is a corresponding voltage output from the sensor for the time the mini shaker
is on. A zoomed in view of the plot shows that the tip displacement and the voltage output are both
sinusoidal curves. This also seems to suggest that a repeatable voltage output can be obtained from
the sensor for tip displacements.

The comparison between the frequency measured by the PVDF sensor and that measured by the
commercial LDS sensor for the frequency plots shown in Figure 6 has been summarized in Table 2.
The first column represents the reading of the manual knob for the frequency generator. The next two
columns depict the frequencies obtained from the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) of the voltage output
of the sensor and the displacement output from the LDS. The results show that the sensor can predict
the frequency within ±0.2% of the value measured by the LDS.
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Figure 7. Voltage output from the sensor plotted against the tip displacement of the cantilever on the
same scale for a frequency of 90 Hz: (a) Voltage output from the sensor against the tip displacement
for a total testing duration of 30 s where the mini shaker is on between 5 and 25 s; (b) A zoomed in
version of the voltage and tip displacement plot which shows the waveforms of the strain input and
the corresponding voltage output of the sensor.

Table 2. Comparison between frequency measured by the mini shaker, LDS and the developed
PVDF sensor.

Frequency (Hz) Obtained by
Mini–Shaker (Reading of the

Manual Knob)

Frequency (Hz)
Obtained by LDS

Frequency (Hz) by
PVDF Sensor

Percentage Deviation in Frequency
(Hz) Measured by PVDF Sensor

Compared to the LDS

2 1.82 ± 0.01 1.82 ± 0.04 0
5 4.74 ± 0.01 4.73 ± 0.14 0.2
10 9.63 9.64 0.1
40 36.60 36.60 ± 0.01 0
90 89.92 ± 0.05 89.90 0.02

180 183.41 183.43 0.01

3.3. Strain Characterization of the Sensor

The second set of tests involves subjecting the proposed sensor to a range of tip displacement
amplitude profiles ranging from 0.4–2.7 mm. The range of tip displacement amplitude is chosen as the
span of deflection experienced near the end of a taut string at the edge of the racket frame considering
a maximum displacement of 30 mm at the string centre. The range of strain was also suggested in
other research work such as Maeda [70] where the highest peak to peak value of strain in a string was
reported as 1300 µε. The range of strain was reported as between 350 to 1300 µε. Different values of tip
displacements for the sensor are obtained by subjecting the sensor to mini shaker inputs at different
amplitudes for less than 1 Hz frequency. The tip displacement values can be adjusted and controlled
by adjusting the output amplitude of the signal generator. The tip displacement in this experiment is
also measured using the LDS system. The tip displacement is then converted into corresponding strain
value in the PVDF nanofibers by using cantilever relations. The strain experienced by the nanofibers
due to a vertical tip displacement h of the free end of the cantilever is given as:

ε =
3yh
2L2 (3)

where ε is the strain in the nanofibers, y is the height above or below the neutral axis and L is the total
length of the cantilever.

The results from the tests are shown in Figure 8. The plot shows a linear relationship between
the voltage output and the applied strain due to the tip displacement provided to the sensor in the
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cantilever configuration. The sensitivity of the sensor to strain inputs was calculated to be 0.2 mV/µε

for the range of strain between 200 to 2300 µε.
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3.4. Sensor Attachment on String for Impact Detection and Frequency Measurement

The characterization of the sensor for frequency and strain in cantilever mode is necessary to
understand the behaviour and the performance of the sensor. The tests are also necessary to determine
the suitability of the sensor in the working range required for the applications mentioned in Section 1.
This section discusses the performance of the sensor on attachment to a string when subjected to impact
and sinusoidal vibrations.
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A racket string is fixed between two C-clamps with a tension of 40 lbs achieved by pulling the
string with a spring weight scale to the required tension value and clamping. The PVDF sensor is
attached to the string with a resin-based glue and left overnight for the bond to strengthen. The output
from the sensor is connected to a data acquisition system for recording the voltage output obtained
from the sensor. The data acquisition is controlled by a computer connected to the DAQ unit. The mini
shaker connected to a signal generator and amplifier is used to provide a sinusoidal displacement to
the string. The mini shaker can be replaced with another object such as a hammer to characterize an
impact on the string. The schematic of the experimental set-up is shown in Figure 9a. The placement
of copper tape electrodes is changed to suit the attachment of the sensor on the string and the direction
of the electrospun nanofibers is kept parallel to the string length direction. The schematic of the sensor
is shown in Figure 9b and a close-up view of the sensor attached on the string is in Figure 9c.

3.4.1. Single Impact Hammer Vibration Testing of the Sensor on String

An impact hammer test is first done to examine the performance of the sensor on a single impact
force subjected to the string. The string is struck at the center with a light hammer constituting of a flat
tip at intervals of around 5 s. The output of 5 such hits with the hammer is shown in Figure 10. The peak
to peak output voltages vary between 25–35 mV and the output shows a repeatable voltage profile.
The hammer impact on the string generates a very short cycle of stretch and release, causing the string
to vibrate which produces the corresponding voltage output profile generated by the piezoelectric
PVDF nanofiber sensor. The vibration quickly reduces to zero due to the damping produced by the
clamping of the string to the fixed iron C-clamps.
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Figure 10. Sensor voltage output of the impact hammer on the string.

3.4.2. Sinusoidal Vibration Testing of the Sensor on String

The string is then subjected to a vibrational impact provided by the mini shaker and the output
of the sensor is recorded. The output performance of the sensor is shown in Figure 11 against
different frequencies.

The output voltage generated by the sensor varied from 10 mV for 180 Hz frequency to 50 mV
peak to peak for a frequency of 40 Hz. The voltage output follows similar trend to the cantilever testing
pattern with the output increasing with the frequency till 40 Hz and then dropping due to reduction in
displacement amplitude as explained in Section 3.2. It can be observed that the output of the sensor for
the same amplitude of strain and frequency for the string is less than in the cantilever configuration.
There can be a few factors that can affect this. First, the size of the sensor attached to the string is less
than that of the sensor tested under cantilever configuration. Hence the number of the nanofibers
stretched in the string attachment is lesser than the cantilever configuration.
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Secondly, the interface between the string and the sensor could lead to a reduction in the overall
strain experienced by the sensor. The results in Figure 11 show the repeatable nature of the sensor to
predict the strain produced in the string. The hammer test is done to understand the performance of
the sensor in application with impact on the string. Sports rackets are one such area where the ball
makes an impact on the string and leaves. The results of the developed sensor show that it can be used
for impact characteristics measurement in strings.

4. Conclusions

A self-powered, flexible and light-weight PVDF nanofiber sensor on LCP substrate, that is capable
of accurately measuring the vibration frequency and strain in the given range of applications has
been developed. The sensor’s characteristics of being light-weight and self-powered makes it suitable
for miniaturization. These characteristics enable its attachment to a string and measurement of the
vibration characteristics of an impact force as well as a periodic force on the string.

PVDF nanofibers were formed with the use of electrospinning technique. The characterization of
the nanofibers was done for morphology using FESEM which showed fibers were formed without
any beads and the mean diameter of the fibers was (218 ± 53 nm). The percentage of β-phase was
optimised between three different needle sizes of 0.84, 0.60 and 0.34 mm and flow rates ranging
between (0.6–3.0 mL/h). Since, for electrospun nanofibers in general, a higher β-phase leads to a higher
voltage output from the nanofibers, the needle size of 0.34 mm and flow rate of 2.0 mL/h was used for
sensor development.

The experimental results of testing the sensor in the cantilever configuration showed a good
agreement between the developed PVDF sensor and a commercial LDS system in identifying vibration
frequencies between 2 to 180 Hz (± 0.2%). The output voltage of the sensor was seen to vary with the
strain as well as the frequency of strain or the strain rate.

For a free cantilever motion, the sensor readings show a linear relationship between voltage output
and strain (0.2 mV/µε) in the range of strain between 200 to 2300 µε. This indicates the suitability of
the sensor for the range of applications involving a string.

The attachment of the developed PVDF sensor on a racket string was successfully achieved and
the sensor showed a good response to vibration testing on the string. The results from a single impact
hammer force on the string showed a repeatable voltage output of 25–35 mV from the sensor obtained
with a light hit. The sensor also produced repeatable voltage output on the application of sinusoidal
displacement of the string with a mini shaker. The development of a sensor that can be attached to a
smaller curved surface like a string, opens a new area in the miniaturization of flexible sensors in the
series of smart devices for IOT.



Sensors 2019, 19, 3739 15 of 18

Author Contributions: R.K.S. and J.M. conceived the idea. R.K.S. designed and conducted the experiments,
analyzed the data and developed the reasoning for the results. R.K.S. wrote the original manuscript. S.W.L.
reviewed and edited the manuscript and supervised the work. All the authors were involved in the discussion of
the results.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Acknowledgments: This work was supported in part by Institute of Sports Research, 50 Nanyang Dr, Nanyang
Technological University, Singapore.

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

References

1. Lu, N.; Kim, D.H. Flexible and stretchable electronics paving the way for soft robotics. Soft Robot. 2014, 1,
53–62. [CrossRef]

2. Magalhaes, F.A.D.; Vannozzi, G.; Gatta, G.; Fantozzi, S. Wearable inertial sensors in swimming motion
analysis: A systematic review. J. Sports Sci. 2015, 33, 732–745. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Nathan, A.; Ahnood, A.; Cole, M.T.; Lee, S.; Suzuki, Y.; Hiralal, P.; Bonaccorso, F.; Hasan, T.; Garcia-Gancedo, L.;
Dyadyusha, A. Flexible electronics: The next ubiquitous platform. Proc. IEEE 2012, 100, 1486–1517. [CrossRef]

4. Yeo, J.C.; Lim, C.T. Emerging flexible and wearable physical sensing platforms for healthcare and biomedical
applications. Microsyst. Nanoeng. 2016, 2, 16043.

5. Tanaka, Y.; Nguyen, D.P.; Fukuda, T.; Sano, A. Wearable skin vibration sensor using a PVDF film. In
Proceedings of the 2015 IEEE World Haptics Conference (WHC), Evanston, IL, USA, 22–26 June 2015;
pp. 146–151.

6. Wang, X.; Li, J.; Song, H.; Huang, H.; Gou, J. Highly stretchable and wearable strain sensor based on
printable carbon nanotube layers/polydimethylsiloxane composites with adjustable sensitivity. ACS Appl.
Mater. Interfaces 2018, 10, 7371–7380. [CrossRef]

7. Pourzeynali, S.; Datta, T. Reliability analysis of suspension bridges against flutter. J. Sound Vib. 2002, 254,
143–162. [CrossRef]

8. Tao, K.; Tang, L.; Wu, J.; Lye, S.W.; Chang, H.; Miao, J. Investigation of multimodal electret-based MEMS
energy harvester with impact-induced nonlinearity. J. Microelectromech. Syst. 2018, 27, 276–288. [CrossRef]

9. Vishwakarma, M.; Purohit, R.; Harshlata, V.; Rajput, P. Vibration analysis & condition monitoring for rotating
machines: A review. Mater. Today: Proc. 2017, 4, 2659–2664.

10. Yang, W.; Chen, J.; Wen, X.; Jing, Q.; Yang, J.; Su, Y.; Zhu, G.; Wu, W.; Wang, Z.L. Triboelectrification based
motion sensor for human-machine interfacing. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2014, 6, 7479–7484. [CrossRef]

11. Zhang, D.; Guo, J.; Lei, X.; Zhu, C. A high-speed vision-based sensor for dynamic vibration analysis using
fast motion extraction algorithms. Sensors 2016, 16, 572. [CrossRef]

12. Cross, R. The sweet spots of a tennis racquet. Sports Eng. 1998, 1, 63–78. [CrossRef]
13. Grimes, D.R. String Theory-The Physics of String-Bending and Other Electric Guitar Techniques. PLoS ONE

2014, 9, e102088. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Kemp, J.A. The physics of unwound and wound strings on the electric guitar applied to the pitch intervals

produced by tremolo/vibrato arm systems. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0184803. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Ren, W.X.; Chen, G.; Hu, W.H. Empirical formulas to estimate cable tension by cable fundamental frequency.

Struct. Eng. Mech. 2005, 20, 363–380. [CrossRef]
16. Qin, Y.; Zhao, Y.; Li, Y.; Zhao, Y.; Wang, P. A high performance torque sensor for milling based on a

piezoresistive MEMS strain gauge. Sensors 2016, 16, 513. [CrossRef]
17. Zhang, L.; Lu, J.; Kurashima, Y.; Takagi, H.; Maeda, R. Case studies of a planar piezoresistive vibration

sensor: Measuring transient time history signal waves. Microelectron. Eng. 2016, 165, 27–31. [CrossRef]
18. Huang, J.; Zhou, Z.; Zhang, L.; Chen, J.; Ji, C.; Pham, D. Strain modal analysis of small and light pipes using

distributed fibre bragg grating sensors. Sensors 2016, 16, 1583. [CrossRef]
19. Kimura, M.; Toshima, K. Vibration sensor using optical-fiber cantilever with bulb-lens. Sens. Actuators

A Phys. 1998, 66, 178–183. [CrossRef]
20. Ha, S.K.; Keilers, C.; Chang, F.K. Finite element analysis of composite structures containing distributed

piezoceramic sensors and actuators. AIAA J. 1992, 30, 772–780. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/soro.2013.0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2014.962574
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25356682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2012.2190168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.7b17766
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jsvi.2002.4090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JMEMS.2018.2792686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am500864t
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s16040572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1460-2687.1999.00011.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0102088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25054880
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0184803
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28934268
http://dx.doi.org/10.12989/sem.2005.20.3.363
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s16040513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mee.2016.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s16101583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0924-4247(98)00005-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.2514/3.10984


Sensors 2019, 19, 3739 16 of 18

21. Hanagud, S.; Obal, M.; Calise, A. Optimal vibration control by the use of piezoceramic sensors and actuators.
J. Guid. Control Dyn. 1992, 15, 1199–1206. [CrossRef]

22. Sunar, M.; Al-Bedoor, B. Vibration measurement of a cantilever beam using root embedded piezoceramic
sensor. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part C J. Mech. Eng. Sci. 2008, 222, 147–161. [CrossRef]

23. Fuh, Y.K.; Chen, P.C.; Huang, Z.M.; Ho, H.C. Self-powered sensing elements based on direct-write, highly
flexible piezoelectric polymeric nano/microfibers. Nano Energy 2015, 11, 671–677. [CrossRef]

24. Wang, X.; Wang, S.; Yang, Y.; Wang, Z.L. Hybridized electromagnetic–triboelectric nanogenerator for
scavenging air-flow energy to sustainably power temperature sensors. ACS Nano 2015, 9, 4553–4562.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Wang, Z.L.; Chen, J.; Lin, L. Progress in triboelectric nanogenerators as a new energy technology and
self-powered sensors. Energy Environ. Sci. 2015, 8, 2250–2282. [CrossRef]

26. Alluri, N.R.; Saravanakumar, B.; Kim, S.J. Flexible, Hybrid Piezoelectric Film (BaTi (1–x) Zr x O3)/PVDF
Nanogenerator as a Self-Powered Fluid Velocity Sensor. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 9831–9840.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Sun, C.; Shi, J.; Bayerl, D.J.; Wang, X. PVDF microbelts for harvesting energy from respiration.
Energy Environ. Sci. 2011, 4, 4508–4512. [CrossRef]

28. Yang, J.; Chen, J.; Liu, Y.; Yang, W.; Su, Y.; Wang, Z.L. Triboelectrification-based organic film nanogenerator
for acoustic energy harvesting and self-powered active acoustic sensing. ACS Nano 2014, 8, 2649–2657.
[CrossRef]

29. Delnavaz, A.; Voix, J. Flexible piezoelectric energy harvesting from jaw movements. Smart Mater. Struct.
2014, 23, 105020. [CrossRef]

30. Zeng, W.; Tao, X.M.; Chen, S.; Shang, S.; Chan, H.L.W.; Choy, S.H. Highly durable all-fiber nanogenerator for
mechanical energy harvesting. Energy Environ. Sci. 2013, 6, 2631–2638. [CrossRef]

31. Chang, J.; Dommer, M.; Chang, C.; Lin, L. Piezoelectric nanofibers for energy scavenging applications.
Nano Energy 2012, 1, 356–371. [CrossRef]

32. Khan, H.; Razmjou, A.; Ebrahimi Warkiani, M.; Kottapalli, A.; Asadnia, M. Sensitive and Flexible Polymeric
Strain Sensor for Accurate Human Motion Monitoring. Sensors 2018, 18, 418. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Li, B.; Xu, C.; Zheng, J.; Xu, C. Sensitivity of pressure sensors enhanced by doping silver nanowires. Sensors
2014, 14, 9889–9899. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Sapountzi, E.; Braiek, M.; Chateaux, J.F.; Jaffrezic-Renault, N.; Lagarde, F. Recent advances in electrospun
nanofiber interfaces for biosensing devices. Sensors 2017, 17, 1887. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Wang, X.; Sun, F.; Yin, G.; Wang, Y.; Liu, B.; Dong, M. Tactile-sensing based on flexible PVDF nanofibers via
electrospinning: A review. Sensors 2018, 18, 330.

36. Zhou, Y.; He, J.; Wang, H.; Qi, K.; Nan, N.; You, X.; Shao, W.; Wang, L.; Ding, B.; Cui, S. Highly sensitive,
self-powered and wearable electronic skin based on pressure-sensitive nanofiber woven fabric sensor. Sci. Rep.
2017, 7, 12949. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Lang, C.; Fang, J.; Shao, H.; Ding, X.; Lin, T. High-sensitivity acoustic sensors from nanofibre webs.
Nat. Commun. 2016, 7, 11108. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Wang, Y.; Zheng, J.; Ren, G.; Zhang, P.; Xu, C. A flexible piezoelectric force sensor based on PVDF fabrics.
Smart Mater. Struct. 2011, 20, 045009. [CrossRef]

39. Yu, A.; Jiang, P.; Wang, Z.L. Nanogenerator as self-powered vibration sensor. Nano Energy 2012, 1, 418–423.
[CrossRef]

40. Tourna. Available online: https://www.tourna.co.uk/product/tourna-stringmeter/ (accessed on 6 July 2019).
41. ERT 300. Available online: https://www.ert300.com/ (accessed on 6 July 2019).
42. Cross, R.; Bower, R. Measurements of string tension in a tennis racket. Sports Eng. 2001, 4, 165–175. [CrossRef]
43. Valentine, R. Application of sensors to investigate tennis racquet dynamics. Procedia Eng. 2012, 34, 449–454.

[CrossRef]
44. Hennig, E.M.; Schnabel, G. A method to determine ball impact location and its movement across the strings

of a tennis racket. In Proceedings of the 16 International Symposium on Biomechanics in Sports, Konstanz,
Germany, 21–25 July 1998.

45. Gee, S.; Johnson, B.; Smith, A. Optimizing electrospinning parameters for piezoelectric PVDF nanofiber
membranes. J. Membr. Sci. 2018, 563, 804–812. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.2514/3.20969
http://dx.doi.org/10.1243/09544062JMES621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2014.10.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b01187
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25844537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5EE01532D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b01760
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25901640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1ee02241e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn4063616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/23/10/105020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ee41063c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2012.02.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s18020418
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29389851
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s140609889
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24901980
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s17081887
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28813013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-13281-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29021591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27005010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/20/4/045009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2011.12.006
https://www.tourna.co.uk/product/tourna-stringmeter/
https://www.ert300.com/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1460-2687.2001.00082.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2012.04.077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2018.06.050


Sensors 2019, 19, 3739 17 of 18

46. Kanhere, E.; Wang, N.; Kottapalli, A.G.P.; Asadnia, M.; Subramaniam, V.; Miao, J.; Triantafyllou, M.
Crocodile-inspired dome-shaped pressure receptors for passive hydrodynamic sensing. Bioinspir. Biomim.
2016, 11, 056007. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Kottapalli, A.G.P.; Asadnia, M.; Miao, J.; Triantafyllou, M. Touch at a distance sensing: Lateral-line inspired
MEMS flow sensors. Bioinspir. Biomim. 2014, 9, 046011. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Culbertson, E.C. A new laminate material for high performance PCBs: Liquid crystal polymer copper clad
films. In Proceedings of the 1995 45th Electronic Components and Technology Conference, Las Vegas, NV,
USA, 21–24 May 1995; pp. 520–523.

49. Wang, N.; Kanhere, E.; Kottapalli, A.G.P.; Miao, J.; Triantafyllou, M.S. Flexible liquid crystal polymer-based
electrochemical sensor for in-situ detection of zinc (II) in seawater. Microchim. Acta 2017, 184, 3007–3015.
[CrossRef]

50. Wang, X.; Engel, J.; Liu, C. Liquid crystal polymer (LCP) for MEMS: Processes and applications.
J. Micromech. Microeng. 2003, 13, 628. [CrossRef]

51. Persano, L.; Dagdeviren, C.; Su, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Girardo, S.; Pisignano, D.; Huang, Y.; Rogers, J.A. High
performance piezoelectric devices based on aligned arrays of nanofibers of poly (vinylidenefluoride-co-
trifluoroethylene). Nat. Commun. 2013, 4, 1633. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Salimi, A.; Yousefi, A. Analysis method: FTIR studies of β-phase crystal formation in stretched PVDF films.
Polym. Test. 2003, 22, 699–704. [CrossRef]

53. Shao, H.; Fang, J.; Wang, H.; Lin, T. Effect of electrospinning parameters and polymer concentrations on
mechanical-to-electrical energy conversion of randomly-oriented electrospun poly (vinylidene fluoride)
nanofiber mats. RSC Adv. 2015, 5, 14345–14350. [CrossRef]

54. Motamedi, A.S.; Mirzadeh, H.; Hajiesmaeilbaigi, F.; Bagheri-Khoulenjani, S.; Shokrgozar, M. Effect of
electrospinning parameters on morphological properties of PVDF nanofibrous scaffolds. Prog. Biomater.
2017, 6, 113–123. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Yee, W.A.; Kotaki, M.; Liu, Y.; Lu, X. Morphology, polymorphism behavior and molecular orientation of
electrospun poly (vinylidene fluoride) fibers. Polymer 2007, 48, 512–521. [CrossRef]

56. Hu, J.; Zhu, Y.D.; Zhang, H.; Gu, Y.; Yang, X.D. Mixed effect of main electrospinning parameters on the
β-phase crystallinity of electrospun PVDF nanofibers. Smart Mater. Struct. 2017, 26, 085019.

57. Ribeiro, C.; Sencadas, V.; Ribelles, J.L.G.; Lanceros-Méndez, S. Influence of processing conditions on
polymorphism and nanofiber morphology of electroactive poly (vinylidene fluoride) electrospun membranes.
Soft Mater. 2010, 8, 274–287. [CrossRef]

58. Benz, M.; Euler, W.B. Determination of the crystalline phases of poly (vinylidene fluoride) under different
preparation conditions using differential scanning calorimetry and infrared spectroscopy. J. Appl. Polym. Sci.
2003, 89, 1093–1100. [CrossRef]

59. Gregorio, J.R.; Cestari, M. Effect of crystallization temperature on the crystalline phase content and
morphology of poly (vinylidene fluoride). J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 1994, 32, 859–870. [CrossRef]

60. Zheng, J.; He, A.; Li, J.; Han, C.C. Polymorphism control of poly (vinylidene fluoride) through electrospinning.
Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2007, 28, 2159–2162. [CrossRef]

61. Mandal, D.; Yoon, S.; Kim, K.J. Origin of piezoelectricity in an electrospun poly (vinylidene
fluoride-trifluoroethylene) nanofiber web-based nanogenerator and nano-pressure sensor.
Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2011, 32, 831–837. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Merlini, C.; Barra, G.; Araujo, T.M.; Pegoretti, A. Electrically pressure sensitive poly (vinylidene
fluoride)/polypyrrole electrospun mats. RSC Adv. 2014, 4, 15749–15758. [CrossRef]

63. Sarvi, A.; Silva, A.B.; Bretas, R.E.; Sundararaj, U. A new approach for conductive network formation in
electrospun poly (vinylidene fluoride) nanofibers. Polym. Int. 2015, 64, 1262–1267. [CrossRef]

64. Teyssedre, G.; Bernes, A.; Lacabanne, C. Influence of the crystalline phase on the molecular mobility of PVDF.
J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 1993, 31, 2027–2034. [CrossRef]

65. Mohamadi, S.; Sharifi-Sanjani, N. Crystallization of PVDF in graphene-filled electrospun PVDF/PMMA
nanofibers processed at three different conditions. Fibers Polym. 2016, 17, 582–592. [CrossRef]

66. Hennig, E.M. Influence of racket properties on injuries and performance in tennis. Exerc. Sport Sci. Rev. 2007,
35, 62–66. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-3190/11/5/056007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27545614
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-3182/9/4/046011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25378298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00604-017-2280-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/13/5/314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23535654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9418(03)00003-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4RA16360E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40204-017-0071-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28895062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2006.11.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1539445X.2010.495630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.12267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/polb.1994.090320509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/marc.200700544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/marc.201100040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21500300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4RA01058B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pi.4915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/polb.1993.090311316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12221-016-5038-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/JES.0b013e31803ec43e
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17417052


Sensors 2019, 19, 3739 18 of 18

67. Gorrostieta-Hurtado, E.; Pedraza-Ortega, J.C.; Ramos-Arreguin, J.M.; Sotomayor-Olmedo, A.;
Perez-Meneses, J. Vibration analysis in the design and construction of an acoustic guitar. Int. J. Phys. Sci.
2012, 7, 1986–1997. [CrossRef]

68. Chang, C.; Tran, V.H.; Wang, J.; Fuh, Y.K.; Lin, L. Direct-write piezoelectric polymeric nanogenerator with
high energy conversion efficiency. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 726–731. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Pan, X.; Wang, Z.; Cao, Z.; Zhang, S.; He, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Chen, K.; Hu, Y.; Gu, H. A self-powered vibration
sensor based on electrospun poly (vinylidene fluoride) nanofibres with enhanced piezoelectric response.
Smart Mater. Struct. 2016, 25, 105010. [CrossRef]

70. Maeda, H.; Okauchi, M.; Shimada, Y. A model for analysis of the impact between a tennis racket and a ball.
In Proceedings of the ISBS-Conference Proceedings Archive, Hong Kong, China, 25–30 June 2000.

© 2019 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/10.5897/IJPS11.1603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl9040719
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20099876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/25/10/105010
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results and Discussion 
	FTIR and DSC Characterization for -phase Composition 
	Vibration Frequency Detection by the Sensor in Cantilever Configuration 
	Strain Characterization of the Sensor 
	Sensor Attachment on String for Impact Detection and Frequency Measurement 
	Single Impact Hammer Vibration Testing of the Sensor on String 
	Sinusoidal Vibration Testing of the Sensor on String 


	Conclusions 
	References

