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Many experiments in liquid Helium, such as the optical imaging of exploding electron and ion
bubbles, which enables research on individual particles under applied conditions, involve the usage
of ultrasound generated by piezoelectric transducers. Previous studies either use planar transducers,
which limits the maximum sound intensity and the spatial resolution, or curved transducers, which
only allow observations at fixed foci and make it difficult to apply uniform electric fields. In this
paper, we introduce the usage of acoustic diffraction plates in liquid Helium to amplify ultrasonic
pressure oscillations at an arbitrary set of primary foci coupled with large counts of secondary foci,
all of which can be freely moved around by changing the ultrasound frequency. The frequency
dependence also allows us to generate controlled Faraday instabilities at the surface, which enables
the generation of multi-electron bubbles with desired parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Helium atoms repel electrons due to their fully-filled
1s2 electronic configurations [1]. This fermionic repulsion
causes the displacement of liquid Helium upon the ap-
proach of high-energy electrons, generating vacuum bub-
bles that trap the incoming electron. The resulting single
electron bubbles (SEBs) possess spin relaxation and de-
phasing times as large as a few hours, making them a
very strong candidate for quantum computing applica-
tions [2]. This knowledge has driven many efforts to trap
SEBs, manipulate their spin states, and read them out. It
is thus important to develop techniques to study individ-
ual SEBs under applied electric and magnetic fields. One
powerful method is to explode these SEBs using strong
ultrasonic pressure oscillations, and image the explod-
ing SEB using an optical camera, as shown in Fig. 1(a).
While this method is destructive in nature, it does not
effect the spin state of the trapped electron, allowing the
indirect measurement of the SEB spin from the observed
trajectories under applied fields.

In the previous imaging studies, the ultrasound was
generated using piezoelectric transducers with planar [3]
or curved [4] shapes, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). While
the former enables the detection of SEBs in a large region
above the transducer at the cost of spatial resolution and
maximum sound intensity, the latter focuses the sound
into a fixed region, making us blind to any events away
from their focus. Also, the usage of curved transduc-
ers makes it very difficult to introduce uniform electric
fields in the experiments. Thus, we examine the util-
ity of diffraction zone plates as focusing devices that can
achieve large pressure amplification with sub-wavelength
spatial resolution at movable focal points, without intro-
ducing any curvature in the system to enable the inclu-
sion of uniform electric fields. Since these devices work
on diffraction, they also generate considerable pressure
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amplification in many secondary regions which allows us
to make observations away from the focus.

Fresnel Zone Plates (FZPs) consist of an opaque plate
with transparent zones in the shape of concentric rings
with well-defined radii, that focus coherent plane waves
into a point on their axis of symmetry by the means of
diffraction. Initially introduced in the field of optics, re-
cent experiments have confirmed their principles to work
even for acoustics for media such as air [5] and water [6].
In this paper, we computationally examine the applica-
tion of FZPs for focusing ultrasound in liquid Helium,
for an experimental setup as shown in Fig. 1(c). We also
attempt to further extend the concept of diffraction zone
plates, in order to generate desired distribution of pri-
mary foci.

II. METHODS

Fig. 2(a) shows our coordinate system. The diffraction
plate is placed in the xy plane and centered around the
origin, so that the sound waves propagate along ẑ. The
transducer surface is parallel to the diffraction plate and
has a spacing of d with the xy plane in the −z direc-
tion. The diffraction pattern is produced in the z > 0
region. In previous studies, the complex pressure distri-
bution P (x, y, z) = A(x, y, z) · eiφ(x,y,z) was calculated
by means of a 2D real-space Fresnel integral from each
source point S ≡ (u, v, 0) in a given plane (here z =
0) to each point I ≡ (x, y, z) in the imaging space [7].
For ultrasound of wavenumber k, this method involves
calculating:

P (I) =
k

2πi

∫
P (S) · f(S, I) · dS (1)

f(S, I) ≡ f [l(S, I), θ(S, I)] =
eikl

l

(
1− 1

ikl

)
cos θ (2)

where l(S, I) is the distance between points the S and
I, and θ is the angle between the direction of incident
wave velocity (here ẑ) and the line segment SI. Hence
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we have cos θ = z/l for our calculations. The pressure
P ′(x, y, 0) incident at the zone plate is calculated from
the known pressure distribution generated by the trans-
ducer P (x, y,−d), using equations 1-2 between the source
plane z = −d and the image plane z = 0. The emergent
pressure distribution P (x, y, 0), which acts as a source for
the imaging space, is calculated using the known trans-
parency profile t(x, y) of the zone plate:

P (x, y, 0) = t(x, y) · P ′[P (z = −d)](x, y, 0) (3)

While this method gives accurate results as evident
from the literature, we utilize an approximate method [8]
based on the technique of Fourier space optics. We
start with a source plane perpendicular to the direc-
tion of propagation ẑ at which the pressure is known
(here z = 0) and carry out a 2D Fourier transform
Fx,y : (x, y) → (kx, ky). We can then calculate the
wavenumber k2z = k2 − k2x − k2y along the wave veloc-
ity for each Fourier component, and propagate the same
to an image plane z, so that:

Fx,y[P (x, y, z)] = eikzz · Fx,y[P (x, y, 0)] (4)

P (x, y, z) = F−1x,y
[
eikzz · Fx,y[P (x, y, 0)]

]
(5)

Our method is equivalent to a far-field approximation
of equations 1-2 above. Again, we use equation 3 to move
from transducer to diffraction plate to image planes. We
have contrasted this method with the Fresnel integrals
and found a difference of less than 1% in the results, jus-
tifying our use of this faster algorithm. All of our codes
have also been verified against the previous experimental
date on FZPs for acoustics in air and water.

For our calculations we have taken the source pres-
sure P (x, y,−d) to be 1 throughout the transducer and
0 everywhere else, with a circular transducer of radius
12 mm. The diffraction plate is taken to have a trans-
parency profile t which is optimized to produce maximum
amplification at the selected primary foci. For an FZP,
we directly use the analytical result so that t(r(x, y))
alternates between 0 and 1 at discrete values of radii
rn = nλf + (nλ/2)2 for n = 1, 2, ..., nmax determined
by the wavelength λ of the ultrasound. This pattern is
known to produce a single primary maxima at r = 0 and
z = f . In this study we use a focal length f = 5 mm and
1 MHz ultrasound to calculate the transparency profile
of our FZP. We take the speed of sound in liquid Helium
to be c = 234 m/s.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Fig. 2(b) shows an FZP with nmax = 60, i.e, a to-
tal of 30 transparent zones. Since the pattern is radially
symmetric, the diffraction pattern would have cylindrical
symmetry. So we only need to calculate P (x, y, z) in the
xz plane to get the full pressure distribution. Fig. 2(c)

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of an SEB imaging experiment. (b)
Illustration of the previously employed methods of generating
strong ultrasound in liquid Helium (LHe). (c) The proposed
setup for focusing ultrasound using a diffraction zone plate.

FIG. 2. (a) Definition of coordinate axes illustrating the plane
of transducer (green), plane of diffraction plate (blue), and
plane of imaging (red). (b) Transparency profile of an FZP
with f = 5 mm for ultrasound of frequency 1 MHz in liquid
Helium, and (c) the pressure amplification it produces, with
two different colour scales.

shows the result of this calculation in two different colour
scales. The colour plot in the left side demonstrates the
focusing strength of the FZP with the colour scale ex-
tending to the maximum pressure amplification of around
36×. In contrast, the plot in the right shows the large
number of secondary maxima by setting the final colour
at 16× pressure amplification. We can see that the sec-
ondary maxima, which have a smaller spatial extent in
comparison to the primary maxima, are well distributed
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FIG. 3. (a) Position of global pressure maxima and (b) the
pressure amplification achieved by an FZP with f = 5 mm at
frequency 1 MHz. (c) Full-width at half-maximum (FWHM)
pressure amplification and (d) Extent of region with pressure
amplification greater than 16×, in the focal planes y = 0 and
z = zmax.

all around the primary focus. Also, we can get around
8× pressure amplification in these secondary maxima.
Thus, we already confirm that the spatial resolution of
our imaging experiments is improved by the diffraction-
based focusing, without introducing any curvature in our
system, and also retaining the possibility of observing
events away from the focus by simply increasing the sup-
ply voltage.

Fig. 3(a) shows the position (0, 0, z) where maximum
pressure amplification is generated by an FZP, as a func-
tion of the number of transparent zones nmax/2, and
Fig. 3(b) shows the pressure amplification obtained at
this global maximum. The former confirms that the peak
is obtained at the intended location z = f for zone plates
with three or more zones, and the latter shows that the
amplification increases as more sound is incident, both
of which are expected results. Fig. 3(c)-(d) shows the
FWHM and spatial extent of the primary focal maximum
in the y = 0 abd z = zmax focal planes. In all cases, we

FIG. 4. Pressure distribution for d = (a) 1.0 mm, and (b) 1.1
mm with no reflection (left), and after 10 reflections (right).
(c) Focal pressure amplification as a function of d and the
number of reflections for (d) an FZP of radius 4 mm designed
to focus 1 MHz ultrasound at f = 5 mm. (e) Focal pressure
amplification as a function of the number of reflections for
various values of d (left) and as a function of d after different
numbers of reflections (right). The latter only shows the data
for 5 or more reflections.

see that the spot saturates to a diffraction limiting size
between 200-600 µm, which is of the order of the ultra-
sound wavelength of 234 µm. This means that we can
get close to the best possible spatial resolution with as
less as 10 transparent zones in our FZP, making it much
simpler to fabricate a diffraction plate and include it in
SEB imaging experiments. Also, from Fig. 2(b) we see
that the zones closer to the center are wider than those
away from the center, so that the resolution required to
fabricate an FZP is lower for smaller number of zones.
Hence we can make the FZPs cheaper by trading off the
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FIG. 5. (a) Shifting of the peak position as a function of the
sound frequency, for different values of the spacing d, shown
for 0.9 MHz and 1.1 MHz ultrasound. (b) Position of the
global pressure maxima and (c) corresponding amplification,
as well as the FWHM of this primary focal spot in focal planes
(d) y = 0 and (e) z = zmax, as a function of sound frequency.

maximum amplification, as per the experimental require-
ments.

In all of the above calculations, we have neglected any
reflections between the FZP and the transducer. While
our previous calculations hold strong for short pulsed
measurements, in longer measurements we need to con-
sider the interference of the reflections with the source
patterns. This was not important for the previous ex-
periments in air and water since the transducer was kept
far away from the FZP to ensure plane wave incidence.
This was necessary since the larger speed of sound, and
hence the larger wavelength, forced the FZP to be much
larger than the transducers. In our case the small wave-
length allows us to place the transducer close to the FZP
which enables us to maximize the incident pressure am-
plitude, but makes the effect of reflections more signif-
icant. Fig. 4(a)-(b) demonstrates this effect consider-
ing perfect reflection at all surfaces, and shows that it
strongly depends upon the spacing between the trans-
ducer and the FZP. For this calculation we have taken

FIG. 6. Diffraction zone plates designed to produce (a) two
maxima, (b) three maxima at the vertices of an equilateral
triangle, (c) a 3×3 lattice of maxima and (d) a 5×5 lattice of
maxima. Plot (e) shows the pressure distribution generated
by profile (a) in the y = 0 focal plane. Plots (f)-(i) show the
pressure distributions generated in the z = f focal plane by
diffraction plates of transparency profiles (a)-(d) respectively.

an FZP with nmax = 10, as shown in Fig. 4(d), which
we have already fabricated for our SEB imaging experi-
ments.

From Fig. 4(a) and (b), the most prominent effect
change is observed in the spatial distribution of secondary
maxima away from the focus, as well as a distortion and
amplification change in these regions. The shape of the
primary maxima is not affected as strongly, but its ampli-
fication changes significantly. Fig. 4(c) shows the varia-
tion of the focal amplification as a function of the spacing
d, and the number of reflections. We see that the ampli-
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fication can be changed from its initial value of around
10× to over 25× or less than 4×. The horizontal and ver-
tical cuts of this data, which are plotted in Fig. 4(e), show
that the amplification quickly saturates to its equilibrium
value after 5-8 reflections, which oscillates between 0.4-
2.5× the initial amplification depending on the spacing
d between the FZP and transducer. We observe a max-
imum whenever 2d = nλ, which is exactly the amplifi-
cation condition of a resonant cavity of size d for sound
waves of wavelength λ. Thus the reflections between the
FZP and transducer in the region around the primary fo-
cus is effectively equivalent to coupling a resonant cavity
before the diffraction-based focusing.

Now that we have accounted for all major effects in
our calculations, we study the changes in the diffrac-
tion pattern when we modify the ultrasound frequency
by controlling the AC supply to the piezoelectric trans-
ducer. As shown in Fig. 5(a), the primary focus shifts on
changing the frequency. Fig. 5(b)-(e) shows the shift in
the focal position, the change in the maximum amplifica-
tion, and the corresponding changes in the FWHM in the
y = 0 and z = zmax focal planes respectively. These cal-
culations do not take the reflections into account, since
we can decouple their effects near the focus. All parame-
ters are found to depend linearly on the sound frequency,
making it easy to control the pressure distribution during
an experiment. With just a 10% change in frequency, we
can move the focus by over 500 µm, which is more than
twice the sound wavelength! Also, the amplification and
radial FWHM change just around 2% with this, meaning
that we are essentially moving the same primary region
along the z-axis by making controlled adjustments in the
supply frequency.

While the previous analysis already demonstrates
the utility of an FZP to focus ultrasound in liquid

Helium, diffraction plates can be made with different
goals than to focus all incident sound to a single point.
Fig. 6(a)-(d) demonstrate some of the simplest extension
one can make. In order, we have solved the optimization
problem for desired pressure distributions consisting of
two identical maxima, three maxima arranged in an
equilateral triangle, a 3×3 lattice of maxima and a 5×5
lattice of maxima, all in the same plane perpendicular to
the direction of sound propagation. The co-planarity is
employed so that we can simultaneously observe events
at the various maxima, even for short-pulsed measure-
ments. Fig. 6(e) and (f) show the diffraction pattern
generated by a diffraction plate with transparency
profile as shown in Fig. 6(a), while Fig. 6(g)-(i) show the
pressure distribution generated by transparency profiles
as shown in Fig. 6(b)-(d) respectively. In all cases
we are able to closely achieve the intended patterns,
demonstrating the flexibility of this technique.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, our calculations show that diffraction
plates can be zero-curvature focusing device to generate
strong pressure oscillations in liquid Helium, which al-
low the flexibility to move the primary focus and observe
events away from the focus in addition to improving the
spatial resolution to sub-wavelength length scales and the
ultrasound intensity by over 1200×. The focal intensity
can also be further enhanced to over 7500× by adjusting
the size of the resonant cavity between the diffraction
plate and the ultrasound transducer. This comes with
the additional capability to directly control the focal po-
sition by means of the ultrasound frequency, and design-
ing customized transparency profiles to generate desired
pressure distributions!
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