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To this day, achieving broadband low-frequency sound absorption remains a challenge even with the possibilities
promised by the advent of metamaterials and metasurfaces, especially when size and structural restrictions exist. Solv-
ing this engineering challenge relies on stringent impedance matching and coupling of the multiple independent local
resonators in metasurface absorbers. In this letter, we present an innovative design approach to broaden the sound
absorption bandwidth at low-frequency regime. A hybrid metasurface design is proposed where four coupled planar
coiled resonators are also coupled to a well designed thin planar cavity. This hybrid metasurface creates a broad sound
absorption band (130-200 Hz) that is twice as wide as that of the traditional single layer metasurface utilizing four coiled
cavities at a deep sub-wavelength thickness (< λ/51). This design strategy open routes towards engineering a class of
high performance thin metasurfaces for ultra-broadband sound absorption while keeping the planar size unchanged.

The creation of thin rationally designed materials, namely
metasurfaces1, capable of high sound absorption with broad-
band capability at a deep subwavelength scale is highly de-
sirable for a wide range of applications : room acoustics, au-
tomobiles, aerospace etc. In traditional sound-absorbing ma-
terials such as foam, fiber glass and mineral wool, the rela-
tionship between the wavelength and the material thickness
constrains the absorption spectrum. This makes decreasing
the material thickness difficult while maintaining the desired
sound absorption performance at low frequency2. Fortunately,
the advent of acoustic metamaterials has reshaped the en-
tire field of acoustics and particularly the sound absorption
with the emergence of ultrathin metasurfaces capable of deep-
subwavelength high sound absorption3–11.

Still, the research within the field of acoustic metasurfaces
shows that the realization of a broadband high absorption rate
at low-frequency regime remains challenging, with the thick-
ness being the leading limiting factor12,13. One of the initial
strategies adopted for the design of sound absorbing metasur-
faces is the utilization of thin membranes distributed in a rigid
grid panel14–17 . However, this type of thin resonating struc-
ture relies on mastering the mechanical tension of the mem-
branes which poses challenges in fabrication. A different de-
sign methodology consists on combining a perforated panel
with a resonator coiled in a planar configuration such that
the total thickness of the whole structure can be reduced in
the third dimension (z-direction)3,5,10,18,19 . This design strat-
egy enables perfect absorption at deep subwavelength scale,
but with a narrow frequency band corresponding to the res-
onance frequency of the structure. Optimization methods on
the resonant cavity design were conducted to drive the high
sound absorption capability into low frequencies using inter-
nal patterning7,20, or embedded and shaped neck21–25.

Broadband sound absorption capability was later demon-
strated with a super-cell encompassing multiple unit-cells
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with coiled cavities. The resonance frequencies of the lat-
ter were chosen judiciously to enable their mutual coupling
and achieve broadband high absorption rate6,7,9,11,17,26. Re-
cently, nonlocal coupling has been considered as a route for
broadening the absorption band13,27,28. In addition to coupling
nearest-neighbor resonators, nonlocality consists of coupling
the cavities of second and higher order neighboring cavities to
broaden further the bandwidth. These strategies for broaden-
ing the bandwidth of high absorption are mostly based on cou-
pling resonant units where a supercell has to be constructed
with multiple units which increases the size of the absorber in
the planar direction. In other words, the bandwidth interval
strongly depends on the number of unit cells which limits the
metasurface practicability. In this letter, we aim on overcom-
ing this limitation for coiling-up space geometry cavity-based
metasurfaces.

Starting from a system of four coupled coiled cavities5,7,
we present an innovative design solution to broaden the sound
absorption bandwidth beyond what is allowed by the classical
coupled cavities and without change in the planar size of the
metasurface. To do so, a hybrid concepts is introduced where
the four coupled coiled resonators are also coupled to a ratio-
nally designed thin planar back cavity in the normal direction
(Fig. 1a). We will demonstrate that judicious design of the
planar back cavity enables an enlargement of the bandwidth
by a factor of two. We aim for a design that one can inte-
grate in the airplane fuselage wall to significantly mitigate the
motor-noise normally heard by the passengers, which ranges
from 100 to 500 Hz. Our proposed absorbing metasurface de-
sign uses non-local coupling for wide-band absorption below
200 Hz with a sub-wavelength thickness of 50 mm (λ/51).

We attain our design using the formulas (2 & 5) from Li and
Assouar5 from which we create an optimized super-cell with
equally spaced unitary absorption peaks between 150 and 180
Hz. Making use of the commercial numerical simulation soft-
ware Comsol Multiphysics, we further optimize the design of
the metasurface. Figure 1(a) illustrates our hybrid metasur-
face that combines the four coiled resonators with a perforated
plate and a back-cavity that were placed between the coils and
back rigid wall. This added back cavity is shared between the
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FIG. 1: (a) Hybrid meta-surface made of four coiled resonators and a planar back-cavity. A perforated plate with four holes is
located between the coiled resonators and the back cavity where each hole connects each to the back cavity. The coiled
(unit-cells) are numbered 1 through 4 and consist of an inlet hole and a coil, its backplate is perforated to allow flow through to
the shared back-cavity. (b) Top-view of the metasurface indicating three different configurations for the positions of the holes
connecting the coiled resonators to the back-cavity. These positions are labeled Pos.#1, Pos.#2, and Pos.#3. The values of the
geometrical parameters in (a) and (b) are provided in Table I. (c) The sound absorption coefficient for the three connecting
holes configurations presented in solid line with symbol : Pos.#1 (blue circle), Pos.#2 (green diamond), and Pos.#3 (olive
square), with the hole diameter dc being 0.85 mm. The dashed line corresponds to the four coiled metasurface without back
cavity. (Symbols for illustration purposes only.)

TABLE I: The design parameters depicted in Fig. 1a & 1b & Fig. 3a being static unless locally otherwise specified.

di,N [mm] L1 [mm] L2 [mm] L3 [mm] L4 [mm] W [mm] h∗ [mm] Wc [mm] dc [mm] t [mm] tbc [mm]
7 460 430 410 380 165 40 12 1 2 4

four unit-cells and connected with four holes of the same di-
ameter (dc). The geometrical parameters of the hybrid meta-
surface are indicated in Fig. 1a, and their values are provided
in Table I which are adopted throughout the entire letter unless
otherwise specified.

In our design optimization, it is important to realize that the
holes connecting the coiled cavities to the back-cavity (con-
necting holes) can be located at any position along the length
of each coiling, which divides the channels of the coiled res-
onator into different resonating domains thereby greatly af-
fecting the absorption behavior. In order to find the optimal
location, an optimization process was conducted, and three of
the possibilities for the connecting holes localization consid-
ered are shown: at the corners (Position 1), at the end of the
coiled cavity (Position 2), and at the same position as the inlet
holes (first end of the cavity) (Position 3). These positions are
illustrated in Fig. 1b and labeled Pos.#1, Pos.#2 and Pos.#3.

Figure 1c presents the sound absorption rates for differ-
ent configurations of the metasurface. The dashed line cor-
responds to the classical metasurface with the four coiled cav-
ities without a back cavity nor its adjoining perforated plate.
The three solid lines with markers correspond to the hybrid
metasurface which includes the back cavity with its perforated
plate. These three curves are associated with the three consid-
ered positions of the connecting holes as described previously:

circular marker for Pos.#1, diamond for Pos.#2, and square for
Pos.#3. The case of the classical metasurface (dashed line)
(w/o back cavity) exhibits near unitary absorption rate at four
frequencies equally spaced between 150-180 Hz and the cou-
pled coiled resonator super-cell acquire a 32 Hz bandwidth at
50% absorption (155-187 Hz). When adding the back cav-
ity with the perforated panel, two observations can be made.
First, the absorption bandwidth increases no matter the loca-
tion of the connecting holes (solid line curves in comparison
with the dashed line curve) by between 5 to 16 Hz. Secondly,
the absorption coefficient is reduced when considering posi-
tions #2 and #3 of the connecting holes while the bandwidth
increases. The enlargement of the bandwidth of high absorp-
tion is made at the cost of not reaching unitary absorption rate.
Hence, there is a trade-off between the absorption bandwidth
and coefficient: the increase of the absorption band causes
a reduction of the absorption coefficient. However, even if
perfect absorption could not be attained when widening the
bandwidth, the hybrid metasurface still provides high absorp-
tion coefficient of at least 70% (Fig. 1c). Taking this trade-off
into account alongside our objective, we argue that the loca-
tion of the connecting holes at ‘Pos. #1’ is comparatively the
best scenario.

Considering ‘Pos. #1’ for the connecting holes, we have
also conducted further optimization on their diameter and the
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FIG. 2: (a) The sound absorption coefficient dependence on the hole diameter (dc) of the connecting holes in the design
displayed in Fig. 1a for the holes location ”Pos. #1”. (b) The absorption dependence on back-cavity thickness (tbc) when the
connecting hole diameter dc is equal to 1 mm and the total thickness is kept at 50 mm while altering the thickness h* through
the formula h* = 50[mm]−3t− tbc. (Symbols for illustration purposes only.)

back-cavity thickness, and the results are illustrated in Fig. 2.
In figure 2a, the increase of the diameter increases the band-
width significantly while the absorption coefficient is reduced.
Also from 2b, it is clear that the thickness of the back cavity
has a significant impact on the absorption bandwidth and rate.
Considering the trade-off evident throughout these paramet-
ric optimizations, we state the optimal diameter for the con-
necting holes and the back cavity thickness as dc = 1mm and
tbc = 4mm respectively, leading to an absorption coefficient
above 50% for a bandwidth of 70 Hz (130-200 Hz).

Further improvements of the absorption quality and band-
width are acquired by amending the back-cavity design
through splitting it in four equal parts, one per coil as de-
picted by Fig. 3a. The new super-cell consists of four paral-
leled unit-cells, each one consists of a series of two connected
resonators. The first layer remains the same, the prior indi-
vidualized four coiled resonators while, the second layer now
consisting of four identical resonators each of which individu-
ally connects to a unit-cell in the first layer without any of the
latter sharing any of the former. The new design uses the same
parametric values from Table I as well as the previously opti-
mized connecting hole locations and dimensions. Considering
the fact that the back-cavities are no longer shared among the
unit-cells, the connecting hole location previously optimized
might no longer be in its optimal position. To check the va-
lidity hereof, two of the resulting graphs are depicted in Fig.
3b, from which it can be deduced that the optimal connecting
hole location remains to be ‘Pos #1’. In fact, while the config-
uration of Pos.#2 tend to offer a larger bandwidth, it displays
a low absorption coefficient at around 170Hz (below 50%),
while the configuration of Pos.#1 maintains a relatively high
absorption coefficient of 70% at the same frequency.

A comparison between the shared back-cavity design (Fig.

1a) and the split back cavity design (Fig. 3a) is made for the
sound absorption performance. The results are presented in
Fig. 3c. The comparison shows that splitting the back cavity
has the effect of smoothing the absorption curve while main-
taining the desired bandwidth and the overall absorption rate.
The smoothing effect improves the overall absorption quality
by getting rid of the local minima. Besides, to compare our
hybrid metasurface capability to that of the classical coiled
resonator based metasurfaces, we have added in Fig. 3c the
curve of the absorption spectrum for the classical metasur-
face (w/o back-cavity). The addition of the optimized shared
back cavity doubles the absorption bandwidth from 155-187
Hz (18.7%) to 130-200 Hz (42.4%) at absorption coefficient
of 50%, without passing the minimum local absorption coef-
ficient at 180 Hz in the design w/o back cavity, leading to a
doubling of total amount absorbed sound energy even though
the maximum absorption is decreased from unity to 80%. In
addition, the smoothing effect caused by the split in the back-
cavity creates a further overall increase of the absorption by
smoothing away the local minima and so, improving the min-
imal absorption within the absorption band by roughly 15%
without having any effect on the bandwidth. The split also
smooths the highest absorption peak whereby reducing the
maximal absorption by 5% (25% comparatively to the case
without back-cavity).

Figure 3b contains four arrows labeled 1a,b and 2a,b at 164
Hz and 212 Hz, respectively, indicating the largest difference
in the absorption coefficients for the two different connecting
holes locations. These arrows are chosen to display the pres-
sure amplitude distribution within the four coiled cavities and
back cavities, displayed in Fig. 4. The objective is to un-
derstand the coupling mechanism between the resonators that
lead to these absorption coefficient differences. We also indi-



4

2
1

4
3

h*

di,N

W W

t

t

t

tbc

dc

(a)

100 150 200 250
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
(1a)

(1b)

(2a)

(2b)

Frequency [Hz]
A

bs
or

pt
io

n
co

ef
fic

ie
nt Pos. #1

Pos. #2

(b)

100 150 200 250
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Frequency [Hz]

No b.c.
Unsplit b.c.
Split b.c.

(c)

FIG. 3: (a) The hybrid metasurface similar to the one in Fig. 1a but with individual back-cavities acquired by splitting the
shared back-cavity in equal dimensions. (b) The sound absorption dependence on the hole locations shown in Fig. 1b, for the
split back-cavity design in (a). 1a,b and 2a,b indicate two frequencies 164 Hz and 212 Hz, respectively, for both curves to
compare the different designs by their pressure field and intensity which are presented in Fig. 4. (c) Absorption spectra for both
the designs shown in Fig. 1a and Fig. 3a (solid lines with markers) along with the case where no back-cavity is included in the
design (dashed line). (Symbols for illustration purposes only.)
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FIG. 4: Acoustic pressure amplitude fields (in Pa) along with the intensity flow fields (indicated by the arrows) at the middle
plane through the coiled resonators (upper panel) and back-cavities (bottom panel) of the design depicted in Fig. 3a. The green
dots indicate the holes location for the configurations Pos. #1 and Pos. #2 (Fig.1b). The fields are presented at frequencies 164
Hz (a) and 212 Hz (b) indicated by (1a,b) and (2a,b) respectively in Fig. 3b.

cate in the Fig. 4 the intensity flows (black arrow heads) at
the mid-planes of the coils and cavities. At 164 Hz (1a,b in
Fig. 3b), we observe in Fig. 4a that for the case of connect-
ing holes located at in Pos.#1 (1a ), the four coiled cavities
display high acoustic pressure amplitudes along with the back
cavities, comparatively to the low amplitude in the coils in

case of the situation for Pos.#2 (fields corresponding to 1b ).
This lead to a higher absorption coefficient in the spectrum at
164 Hz. In addition, all four coiled cavities are “active” in 1a
meaning that nonlocal coupling is acquired, though the largest
coiled cavity (coil 1 ∼ the bottom right coil) clearly absorbs
the largest percentage of the acoustic energy. However, in
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the case of 1b corresponding to the back holes at Pos.#2, the
coiled cavities contribution to the sound absorption capability
is almost negligible giving the low pressure amplitude while,
the back-cavities display a relatively high pressure amplitude
hence being essential to the absorption. For all the observation
made from Fig. 4(a), we can conclude that better absorption
is attainable when all coiled and back cavities couple and con-
tribute to the overall absorption.

Furthermore, is the orderly nature of the intensity flow in
the coils (1a & 1b), proof that the design has good impedance
matching. In the coils of 1a the orderly flow becomes dis-
orderly and dies down after the connecting hole, suggesting
that the acoustic intensity flow of the acoustic wave after the
connecting hole becomes low and eventually negligible likely
meaning: almost perfect destructive interference exists in this
part of the coil after the hole.

At 212 Hz (2a,b in Fig. 3b, the absorption is highest for con-
necting hole location at Pos. #2 (2b) and nonlocal coupling is
once more acquired among the paralleled unit-cells. Figure
4b shows high pressure amplitude in the shortest coiled cavi-
ties (top ones) which is logical as these operates at higher fre-
quency in comparison to the case of 1a,b. Furthermore, the top
back cavities display a high pressure amplitude for the case
of connecting holes in Pos.#2 (bottom right panel of Fig.4(b))
in comparison to Pos.#1 (bottom left panel of Fig.4(b)). The
combination of resonating back cavities and coiled cavities
(highlighted by the high pressure amplitude) lead to an en-
hancement of the absorption coefficients. Proper impedance
matching still exists as shown by the intensity flow in Fig. 4b
as per the same reasoning previously mentioned.

So, the aforementioned comparisons make two things clear:
first, the back-cavities are the stronger absorbers, and second,
the highest rate of absorption is acquired when both the coils
and the back-cavities work in tandem.

In summary, a new sub-wavelength (50 mm∼ λ/51) thick
design has been introduced, consisting of four coiled res-
onators in parallel and each independent resonator being in
series with another resonator, bringing about low-frequency
broadband absorption from 130-200 Hz at 50% absorption.
The design doubles the bandwidth of the classical super-cell
design of only four paralleled HR, even though it’s peak ab-
sorption is lowered by 25%. The improvements are attributed
to the combination of the proper impedance matching and the
nonlocal coupling seen from the intensity flow and pressure
fields respectively, and the back-cavities are responsible for
the majority of the absorption within the design. The latter
being easily introduced to other designs, makes it a good can-
didate to improve future designs.
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