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Quantitative Sensitivity Analysis of Surface
Attached Optical Fibre Strain Sensor

Kai Tai Wan

Abstract—Optical fibre strain sensors, especially the fibre
Bragg grating (FBG) type, are widely applied in different applica-
tions. The most common installation method is surface-attached.
In principle, optical fibre strain sensor with adequate sampling
and signal processing techniques is usually more accurate than
electrical resistive strain gauge. However, the strain of the
surface of structure may not transfer to the sensing element
perfectly. The ratio between the measured and actual strain
can be correlated by a strain transfer factor (STF). However,
it depends on the material and geometrical properties of the
optical fibre and adhesive. It is non-economical and impractical to
measure STF for every installed sensor. It is desirable to identify
the most sensitive parameters on the variation of STF so that
the quality control and assurance procedure can be performed
more efficiently. In this paper, a quantitative global sensitivity
analysis, called extended Fourier amplitude sensitivity test will be
performed to compute the first-order and total sensitivity indexes
based on a well-established semi-analytical/empirical mechanical
model of three material and five geometrical parameters of both
integral and OFBG type optical fibre strain sensor with two
different kinds of polymeric coating under three types of strain
field in sixteen different configurations. From the detail analysis,
the most sensitive parameters on STF are bond length, the
thickness of adhesive beneath the optical fibre and the deviation
of grating position, which are related to workmanship instead of
the material properties of optical fibre and adhesive.

Index Terms—optical fibre strain sensor, strain transfer, ex-
tended Fourier amplitude sensitivity test, global sensitivity anal-
ysis.

I. Introduction

OPTICAL fibre strain sensor is widely used in many appli-
cations. It possesses many advantages over conventional

resistive strain gauge. It is small size, intrinsically immune
to electromagnetic interference and low signal attenuation in
transmission cable. With proper packaging techniques, the
sensor is versatile, robust and durable. Optical fibre strain
sensor can be divided into two major types, integral and
point sensor. Integral strain sensors are mostly interferometric
based, such as Mach-Zehnder interferometer [1], Fabry-Perot
interferometer [2], [3] and white light interferometer [2], [4].
They measures the interference pattern of two separate optical
paths from the same source. The most popular point type
sensor is optical fibre Bragg grating (OFBG) strain sensor [5],
[6]. There are many methods available to interrogate the Bragg
wavelength from OFBG sensors [6], [7]. The most common
applications of optical fibre strain sensor are to measure strain
for structural health monitoring/evaluation [8]–[10], damage
detection of fibre reinforced polymeric composites [11]–[13],
fatigue crack monitoring [14] as well as many experimental
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works in structural and material engineering [15], [16]. In
addition, OFBG strain sensors are used as the major sens-
ing component for monitoring different physical (force, ac-
celeration, pressure, displacement,temperature, humidity) and
chemical (pH, chemical concentration) quantities [17]–[19].

Optical fibre strain sensors are commonly attached on the
surface of structure similar to resistive strain gauges [20], [21].
In principle, with adequate sampling and signal processing
techniques, the accuracy of optical fibre strain sensor is
better than electrical counterparts. However, from the previous
studies [22]–[27], the mechanical strain transfer from the
surface of structure to the sensing element of optical fibre
strain sensor (the core or grating of the optical fibre) may
not be perfect. The effectiveness of strain transfer depends
on bond length, sensor position, the material and geometrical
properties of the optical fibre as well as the adhesive. In
practice, all influential factors are incorporated by a single
calibration factor. To improve the reliability, reproducibility
and repeatability of surface attached optical fibre strain sensor,
the most sensitive parameter(s) on calibration factor should
be identified and quantified, hence, the sensor fabrication and
installation techniques can be optimised in order to minimise
the uncertainties efficiently.

From the previous studies [26]–[28], only local sensitivity
analysis was performed. They could not provide quantitative
correlation on the calibration factor among those parameters.
In this paper, a computationally efficient algorithm is used
to quantitatively compute the global sensitivity indexes on
the calibration factor from different material and geometrical
parameters under different types of strain field. The effects on
the strain measurement variation by the uncertainties of optical
properties as well as different sampling and peak evaluation
techniques will not be in the scope of this paper. Section II
briefly reviews the mechanical strain transfer model of surface
attached optical fibre strain sensor and the quantitative global
sensitivity analysis algorithm called extended Fourier Ampli-
tude Sensitivity Test (eFAST). Section III describes the cases
in this study with different fibre coating materials, geometries,
strain fields and sensor types. Section IV discusses the results
of the sensitivity analysis. The important insights from this
study will be summarised in Section V.

II. Summary of theMechanicalModel and Global
Sensitivity Analysis

In this section, the mechanical model of surface attached
optical fibre strain sensor and the extended Fourier Amplitude
Sensitivity Test are briefly reviewed for completeness.



JOURNAL OF IEEE SENSORS JOURNAL, VOL. , NO. , 2

Structure

Silica core

Polymer coating

Adhesive (Original)

Adhesive (Axisymmetric model)

Bottom thickness
(t)

(Gc, rc)

(E f , r f )

(Ga, ra)

Fig. 1. Typical cross-section of a surface attached fibre optic strain sensor

A. Mechanical model of surface attached optical fibre strain
sensor

Typical cross-section of a surface attached optical fibre
strain sensor is shown in Fig. 1. The core and cladding are both
made of silica. They possess similar mechanical properties but
different in optical properties. In later part of this paper, they
are referred collectively as silica core.

The mechanical strain transfer from the surface of structure
to the silica core is approximated by an axisymmetric shear
lag model [29]. The model assumes (i) all materials are
linearly elastic, (ii) all material properties are isotropic and
homogeneous, (iii) no debonding at all interfaces, (iv) the
silica core carries pure axial stress except at the interface with
the polymeric coating, (v) the polymeric coating and adhesive
are deformed by shearing and do not carry any axial stress
and (vi) the stress distribution is axisymmetric. From these
assumptions, the shear stress at any point can be related to the
shear stress at the silica core/coating interface.

By considering the force equilibrium of the silica core from
the free-body diagram in Fig. 2 and the shear lag model in the
polymeric coating and adhesive layer, the relationship between
the mechanical strain of the silica core (ε f ) and the strain of
the surface of structure (εs) is given by Equation 1 [26].

d2ε f (z)
dz2 − α2

0ε f (z) = −α2
0εs(z) (1)

where α0 is referred as shear lag characteristic, which incorpo-
rates all the material and geometrical properties of the optical
fibre and adhesive layer. It is given by Equation 2.

α2
0 =

2
k r f E f

(2)

where r f and E f are the radius and elastic modulus of
silica core, respectively, and k relates the shear modulus and
geometrical properties of the polymeric coating and adhesive
layer and it is given in Equation 3.

k = r f

(
1

Gc
ln

rc

r f
+

1
Ga

ln
rc

ra

)
(3)

where rc and ra are the radii of coating and adhesive, respec-
tively and Gc and Ga are the shear moduli of coating and
adhesive, respectively. The radius of the adhesive layer in the

axisymmetric model is equal to
√

( rc + t )2 + r2
c where rc is

the radius of polymeric coating of the optical fibre and t is the
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Fig. 2. Free body diagram of the silica core and protective coating

0.5L

Structure

Adhesive Optical FibreOFBG Sensor

L
∆z

Lg

Fig. 3. Typical configuration of surface-attached OFBG strain sensor

thickness of adhesive beneath the optical fibre. The constants
of the general solution of Equation 1 can be determined by
specifying the boundary conditions that there is no mechanical
strain at both ends of the bonded section of the optical fibre,
i.e. ε f (0) = ε f (L) = 0.

It was found that the solution of Equation 1 deviates from
the results of experiments and finite element model when shear
lag characteristic is larger than 0.4 (the units of length and
modulus are in mm and N/mm2, respectively) [26]. The reason
is that the assumptions (v) and (vi) may not be valid when the
axial stiffness of the adhesive is non-negligible compared to
the silica core. To preserve the elegant form of the mechanical
model, [26] suggested modifying the shear lag characteristic
semi-empirically by Equation 4.

α =

α0, when α0 < 0.4

A
(

1 − e−Bα0
)
, otherwise

(4)

where the values A and B are determined by the thickness of
adhesive layer underneath the optical fibre (t in mm) and they
are given in Equation 5.A = 0.48 − 0.59 ln t

B = 1.71 t + 0.41
(5)

Hence, the shear lag characteristic α0 in Equation 1 is
replaced by the effective shear lag characteristic α.

For OFBG strain sensor, the gauge length (grating) Lg is
shorter than the bond length (L). The grating may be located
at ∆z from the mid point of the bonded section (Fig. 3). For
integral strain sensor (such as interferometer), the gauge length
is equal to the bond length and ∆z = 0. The calibration
factor or more precisely the strain transfer fraction β can
be computed by Equation 6, where ε f (z) can be obtained by
solving Equation 1 with given strain of the surface of structure
εs(z) and appropriate boundary conditions.
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β(α,∆z, Lg) =

∫ L+Lg
2 +∆z

L−Lg
2 +∆z

ε f (z) dz∫ L+Lg
2

L−Lg
2

εs(z) dz
(6)

B. Global sensitivity analysis - extended Fourier Amplitude
Sensitivity Test

Sensitivity analysis (SA) is a tool to investigate how the
model output depends on the input factors. In practice, there
are two different schools of philosophy can be identified,
local SA [30] and global SA [31]–[33]. For the first one, the
local response of the output is investigated by varying one
of the input factors while holding the others unchanged at
their central (nominal) values. This involves partial derivative
with possibly normalisation by the nominal value of the factor
or by its standard deviation. The school of global SA tries
to explore the domain of the input factors globally within a
finite region and examines the variation of the model output by
all factors collectively. The classical method is Monte Carlo
simulation. However, it explores the domain randomly and
hence, the computational efficiency is low. The more efficient
methods of global SA are Fourier amplitude sensitivity test
(FAST) [34], [35] and its modified version extended FAST
(eFAST) [36] that explore the multidimensional space spanned
by the input factors from a suitably defined search-curve. It
can compute both the first-order and total sensitivity indexes
efficiently. The total sensitivity index of the i-th factor S Ti

is defined as the sum of all sensitivity indexes in all order
involving factor i [32]. For example, for a model with three
input factors, the total sensitivity index of the second factor
on the output variance S T2 is given by Equation 7.

S T2 = S 2 + S 21 + S 23 + S 123 (7)

where S 2 is the first-order sensitivity index for the second
factor, S 2 j is the second-order sensitivity index for the coupled
effects by factor 2 and j ( j , 2) and S 123 is the third-order
sensitivity index.

The principle of eFAST is that each parameter oscillates
with different frequencies ωi. While the value of each input
factor (Xi) is normalised to a range between 0 and 1 (xi) and
then parameterised by a real number s. Equation 8 shows a
set of searching curves oscillating between 0 and 1 with s.

xi(s) =
1
2

+
1
π

arcsin ( sin (ωis + ϕi )) (8)

where ϕi is a random phase-shift of the i-th factor chosen
uniformly in [0, 2π). Consider a model y = f (x(s)) where y
is the model output and x is the vector of the normalised
input factors, it can be transformed to y = g(s), which can
be expanded in a Fourier series as in Equation 9 and the
Fourier coefficients (ck) can be computed by Equation 10 or
numerically by fast Fourier transform algorithm.

y = g(s) =

∞∑
k=−∞

(
ckeiks

)
(9)

ck =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

g(s)e−iks ds (10)
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Fig. 4. Frequency spectrum for calculating the first-order sensitivity indexes
of all factors at the same time

TABLE I
The oscillating frequencies (ωi) for the first-order and total sensitivity

indexes

r f rc t E f Gc Ga L ∆z

For S i 23 55 77 97 107 113 121 125

For S Ti 1 17 33 49 1024 65 81 97

To compute the first-order sensitivity index of the i-th factor
(S i), the set of oscillating frequencies is chosen to be linearly
independent integers. The oscillating frequencies used in this
study for computing the first-order sensitivity indexes are
shown in the first row of TABLE I. Fig. 4 shows the frequency
spectrum for computing the first-order sensitivity indexes of
one of the cases of the sensitivity analysis in the following
section. The Fourier coefficients (ck) are then used to estimate
the total variance (D) and the variance of the i-th factor (Di)
of the model output in Equation 11 and 12, respectively. S i

can then be computed from Equation 13.

D = 2
∞∑

k=1

| ck |
2 (11)

Di = 2
∞∑

p=1

∣∣∣ cpωi

∣∣∣2 (12)

S i =
Di

D
(13)

The accuracy of the estimation can be improved by re-
sampling scheme by choosing Nr different sets of random
phase-shift (ϕi1, ϕi2, · · · , ϕiNr

) and then different sets of search-
ing curves can be generated. In the re-sampling scheme, the
minimum sample size Ns is given by Equation 14.

Ns = Nr ( 2Mωmax + 1 ) (14)

where ωmax is the maximum oscillating frequency of all input
factors and M is an integer ≥2. In this study, M and Nr are
both set at 4. D and Di are computed independently over each
of the random searching curves and their arithmetic means are
calculated for the estimation of S i in Equation 13.
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Fig. 5. Frequency spectrum for calculating the total sensitivity index of
factor i, which oscillates at 1024 Hz

To calculate the total sensitivity index of the i-th factor
(S Ti), ωi is set at several times higher than all other factors. To
save the computational effort, D(−i) in Equation 15 is computed
and it represents the variation of all factors except the i-th
factor. The set of oscillating frequencies adopted in this study
and an example of frequency spectrum for total sensitivity
indexes computation of the i-th factor are given in the second
row of TABLE I and Fig. 5, respectively. From Equation 11
and Equation 15, S Ti can be computed by Equation 16. Unlike
the first-order sensitivity indexes, which can be computed
efficiently by a single set of oscillating frequencies, the total
sensitivity indexes must be computed one by one.

D(−i) = 2
ωi−1∑
k=1

| ck |
2 (15)

S Ti =
D − D(−i)

D
(16)

III. Details of the Cases for Sensitivity Analysis

In this section, the details of the sixteen cases for sensi-
tivity analysis in TABLE II will be discussed. They are the
combinations of four categories. The first is fibre coating
types. There are two common coating materials, acrylate and
polyimide, for optical fibre with silica core. The second is bond
length. When there is enough space for sensor installation,
the bond length is usually at least 30 mm to allow sufficient
strain transfer. When the strain sensor is used as the sensing
component which transforms other quantity into strain, due to
the space limitation in some situations for sensor miniature
and geometrical constraints [10], the bond length may be only
15 mm or even shorter. Hence, two different bond lengths
15 mm and 30 mm, are considered. The third category is strain
field type. Three different types of strain field are considered.
They are (i) uniform, (ii) quadratic and (iii) reciprocal strain
fields, which will be further discussed in later part of this
section. The last category is the sensor type, integral or grating.
For integral sensor, such as interferometer, it measures the
integral length change of the whole gauge length and ∆z = 0.

TABLE II
List of the simulated cases

Case coating bond length strain field sensor
1 acrylate 15 mm uniform grating
2 acrylate 15 mm uniform integral
3 acrylate 15 mm quadratic grating
4 acrylate 15 mm reciprocal grating
5 acrylate 30 mm uniform grating
6 acrylate 30 mm uniform integral
7 acrylate 30 mm quadratic grating
8 acrylate 30 mm reciprocal grating
9 polyimide 15 mm uniform grating

10 polyimide 15 mm uniform integral
11 polyimide 15 mm quadratic grating
12 polyimide 15 mm reciprocal grating
13 polyimide 30 mm uniform grating
14 polyimide 30 mm uniform integral
15 polyimide 30 mm quadratic grating
16 polyimide 30 mm reciprocal grating

TABLE III
List of material and geometrical properties

min max
r f (µm) 62.15 62.85
rc (µm): acrylate 117.5 130
rc (µm): polyimide 90 105
t (mm) 0.05 0.5
E f (GPa) 50 90
Gc (GPa): acrylate 0.2 0.3
Gc (GPa): polyimide 0.9 1.5
Ga (GPa) 0.8 3.0
L (mm): short gauge length 10 20
L (mm): long gauge length 25 35
∆z (mm) -3 3

For grating type, the strain sensitive region is only the grating
part that may deviate from the mid-point of the bond length
by ∆z.

A. Material and geometrical properties

Eight material and geometrical related parameters of the
optical fibre as well as adhesive will be considered. They are
(i) radius of silica core (r f ), (ii) radius of coating (rc), (iii)
thickness of adhesive beneath the optical fibre (t), (iv) elastic
modulus of silica core (E f ), (v) shear modulus of coating (Gc),
(vi) shear modulus of adhesive (Ga), (vii) bond length (L) and
(viii) deviation of the center of the grating from the mid-point
of the bond length (∆z) for OFBG strain sensor (see Fig. 1
and 3). TABLE III shows the ranges of those parameters in
the global sensitivity analysis. The properties of silica core is
referred to SMF28, which is one of the most popularly used
optical fibre for strain sensor. The shear modulus of adhesive
is referred to cyanoacrylate type while its thickness covers the
range of common practical installation methods.

B. Uniform and nonuniform strain field

Based on interrogation techniques, OFBG strain sensor can
measure non-uniform strain field [13], [37]. However, no mat-
ter how sophisticated and accurate interrogation techniques are
used to recover non-uniform strain field along the grating from
the reflective spectrum, it is impossible to recover the strain
field of the surface of structure if the sensitive parameters
of mechanical strain transfer are not well controlled. In this
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study, the mechanical strain transfer of three different types
of strain field are considered. They are uniform, quadratic and
reciprocal.

1) Uniform strain field: When the bond length is small
compare with the structure and the strain gradient is negligible
along the bond length, the strain field can be considered as
uniform and assumed to be constant (εs(z) = εs). The general
solution of Equation 1 under uniform strain field is given by
Equation 17.

ε f (z) = εs

(
1 + tanh

αL
2

sinhαz − coshαz
)

(17)

2) Quadratic strain field: When the strain sensor is attached
on the bottom surface of a simply-supported beam under uni-
formly distributed load and the bond length is comparable with
the span, the strain field is quadratic and the strain distribution
can be generally represented by εs(z) = c1z2 + c2z + c3, where
c1, c2 and c3 are constants. The solution of Equation 1 under
quadratic strain field is given by Equation 18.

ε f (z) =

(
c3α

2 + 2c1

α2 tanh
αL
2
−

c1L2 + c2L
sinhαL

)
sinhαz

−
c3α

2 + 2c1

α2 coshαz + c1z2 + c2z +
c3α

2 + 2c1

α2 (18)

3) Reciprocal strain field: When the strain sensor locates
near a circular hole or a crack tip, the strain field is reciprocal.
The strain field is highly nonlinear near stress concentration
region. In Fig. 6, a circular hole is at the centroid of a thin
homogeneous plate that the thickness is small enough so that
the plane stress assumption is valid. Assume the radius of
the hole is small compared with the width of the rectangular
plate and take the origin at the center of the circular hole,
the stress state in polar coordinates can be solved analytically
as in Equation 19. The stresses in polar coordinates can be
transformed to rectangular coordinates by Equation 20. When
the optical fibre strain sensor is attached on the plate along the
longitudinal direction and with distance b from the center of
the circular hole (Fig. 6), the polar coordinates of the optical
fibre can be calculated by Equation 21. With considering the
Poisson’s effect, the longitudinal strain field along the optical
fibre is given by Equation 22.
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TABLE IV
Values of the coefficients of different strain fields

Uniform strain field Quadratic strain field Reciprocal strain field
εs = 1 c1 = 0.5 a = 50

c2 = 1 b = 55
c3 = 2


σr =

σ0
2

(
1 − a2

r2

)
+

σ0
2

(
1 + 3a4

r4 −
4a2

r2

)
sin 2θ

σθ =
σ0
2

(
1 + a2

r2

)
−

σ0
2

(
1 + 3a4

r4

)
cos 2θ

τrθ = −
σ0
2

(
1 − 3a4

r4 + 2a2

r2

)
sin 2θ

(19)


σz = σr cos2 θ + σθ sin2 θ − 2τrθ sin θ cos θ

σx = σr sin2 θ + σθ cos2 θ + 2τrθ sin θ cos θ

τxz = (σr − σθ) sin θ cos θ + τrθ

(
cos2 θ − sin2 θ

) (20)

r =
√

z2 + b2

θ = arctan b
z

(21)

εs(z) =
1
E

(σz − νσx ) (22)

It is difficult to have a close-form solution of Equation 1
with the right hand side as Equation 22. However, it can be
solved numerically by finite element method. Fig. 7 shows an
example of the strain distribution along the optical fibre under
different types of strain field. The values of the coefficients of
all three different strain fields are shown in TABLE IV.

IV. Results and Discussion of Numerical Simulations

Fig. 8 shows the strain transfer fractions (β) and the first-
order sensitivity indexes (S i) of all cases in TABLE II. There
are three material and five geometrical parameters investigated
in this global sensitivity analysis. The numerical values of
the average, minimum and maximum strain transfer fraction
during the computation of the sensitivity indexes are shown
in TABLE V. According to TABLE VI, the total contribution
of the first-order sensitivity indexes by the variations of radius
and elastic modulus of silica core, radius and shear modulus
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TABLE V
Strain transfer fractions of all simulated cases

Case Ave. β Min. β Max. β ∆β
1 0.904 0.543 1.000 0.457
2 0.846 0.701 0.928 0.227
3 0.910 0.515 0.995 0.480
4 0.913 0.625 0.992 0.367
5 1.000 0.993 1.000 0.007
6 0.925 0.879 0.959 0.080
7 0.984 0.948 0.995 0.047
8 0.983 0.966 0.995 0.028
9 0.922 0.572 1.000 0.428
10 0.875 0.739 0.949 0.210
11 0.928 0.550 0.997 0.447
12 0.931 0.646 0.996 0.350
13 1.000 0.997 1.000 0.003
14 0.939 0.895 0.971 0.076
15 0.989 0.961 0.997 0.036
16 0.988 0.974 0.997 0.023

of polymeric coating as well as shear modulus of adhesive
is less than 10 percent in all cases and the variations of the
strain transfer fraction due to these 5 parameters are less than
1 percent. That means the strain transfer fraction is insensitive
to the variation of material and geometrical properties of
typical optical fibre strain sensor and the material property
of the adhesive beneath the optical fibre. The remaining three
sensitive parameters are bond length, thickness of adhesive
beneath the optical fibre and the deviation of the mid-point
of the grating from the mid point of the bond length. All
three parameters are related to workmanship of surface attach
optical fibre strain sensor. The first-order and total sensitivity
indexes of these three parameters are listed in TABLE VII.

A. Effects of coating materials

The coating material of cases 1 to 8 is acrylate while it
is polyimide for cases 9 to 16. Although polyimide coating is
thinner and stiffer than acrylate, the strain transfer fraction with
polyimide coating is only a few percents better than the acry-
late counterparts in all cases. This phenomenon is supported
by the negligible values of the first-order and total sensitivity
indexes of the radius and shear modulus of polymeric coating.
According to the first-order and total sensitivity indexes, in

TABLE VI
Change of strain transfer fraction by the variations of the geometrical and

material properties of optical fibre

Case Sum of S i for r f , rc,
E f , Gc and Ga

∆β by r f , rc, E f , Gc
and Ga

1 0.004 0.16%
2 0.043 0.99%
3 0.005 0.22%
4 0.007 0.25%
5 0.047 0.03%
6 0.092 0.73%
7 0.095 0.45%
8 0.114 0.32%
9 0.002 0.09%
10 0.021 0.45%
11 0.003 0.12%
12 0.004 0.15%
13 0.048 0.01%
14 0.034 0.26%
15 0.038 0.14%
16 0.043 0.10%

TABLE VII
List of the first-order and total sensitivity indexes

t L ∆z
Case S i S Ti S i S Ti S i S Ti

1 0.016 0.028 0.736 0.832 0.150 0.231
2 0.264 0.277 0.672 0.691 — —
3 0.022 0.035 0.700 0.823 0.151 0.261
4 0.030 0.045 0.712 0.848 0.099 0.200
5 0.160 0.413 0.315 0.673 0.092 0.323
6 0.562 0.572 0.333 0.342 — —
7 0.592 0.618 0.107 0.164 0.132 0.191
8 0.674 0.702 0.001 0.030 0.137 0.193
9 0.021 0.038 0.687 0.814 0.163 0.273
10 0.457 0.478 0.495 0.520 — —
11 0.030 0.047 0.658 0.803 0.158 0.304
12 0.041 0.061 0.658 0.823 0.114 0.243
13 0.183 0.585 0.209 0.665 0.067 0.356
14 0.759 0.771 0.193 0.202 — —
15 0.762 0.793 0.059 0.100 0.083 0.122
16 0.824 0.859 0.000 0.020 0.074 0.112

general, sensors with acrylate coating are more sensitive to
bond length, while the sensors with polyimide coating are
more sensitive to the thickness of adhesive beneath the optical
fibre. It is because the shear modulus of acrylate coating is
much lower than adhesive, the shear deformation is mainly on
the acrylate coating layer, and hence it is less sensitive to the
thickness of adhesive beneath the optical fibre.

B. Effects of bond length

The bond length of cases 1 to 4 and 9 to 12 is short (15 mm)
while it is long (30 mm) for cases 5-8 and 13-16. For long
bond length, the strain transfer fractions are close to hundred
percent in most cases except the integral type strain sensor. If
the structure allows sufficient bond length, long gauge length
should be chosen. Hence, the uncertainties due to variation of
workmanship can be minimised.

However, when OFBG strain sensor is used to transform
other physical or chemical quantities to strain while the bond
length is limited for miniature of sensor or other constraints,
short bond length is the only choice (as in the case of 3D strain
sensor in [10]). For short bond length, even under uniform
strain field, the strain transfer factor varies from about 60% to
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100%. The most sensitive parameters for short gauge length
is the bond length, which contributes about 70% of variation
alone and more than 80% with the combined effects with
other parameters. Hence, to minimise the variation of the strain
transfer fraction of OFBG strain sensor with short bond length,
the most efficient way is to control the variation of the bond
length. The second most sensitive parameter for short bond
length cases is the deviation of the grating position from the
midpoint of the bond length, which contributes about 15% of
variation alone and about 30% of variation with the combined
effects with other parameters. On the other hand, the strain
transfer fraction of short bond length OFBG strain sensor is
insensitive to the thickness of adhesive beneath the optical
fibre.

C. Effects of strain field
For uniform strain field, the difference between OFBG and

integral strain sensor will be discussed in Section IV-D. In
this section, only the OFBG strain sensor is discussed. Cases
1, 5, 9 and 13 are OFBG strain sensors under uniform strain
field. For long bond length, the strain transfer fraction is close
to hundred percent. For short bond length, the strain transfer
fraction varies between about 55% and 100%. From the first-
order sensitivity indexes, for short bond length, the bond length
and the deviation of the grating from the mid-point of the
bond length contributes about 70% and 15%, respectively of
variation. From the total sensitivity indexes, about 10% of
additional variation is contributed by combined effects with
other parameters.

Cases 3, 7, 11 and 15 are the OFBG sensors under quadratic
strain field. For long bond length, the strain transfer fraction
is higher than 95%. The major sensitive factor is the thickness
of adhesive beneath the optical fibre, which contributes about
60% and 76% for acrylate coated and polyimide coated optical
fibre, respectively. For short bond length, the strain transfer
fraction varies between about 50% and 100%. The most
sensitive factor is the bond length, which contributes about
70% of variation alone and 10% additional variation with
effects of other parameters. While the strain transfer fraction
is insensitive to the thickness of adhesive beneath the optical
fibre, the deviation of the grating from the mid-point of
the bond length contributes about 15% alone and 30% with
combined effects of other parameters.

Cases 4, 8, 12 and 16 are the OFBG strain sensors under
reciprocal strain field. For long bond length, the strain transfer
fraction is more than 96%. For short bond length, the strain
transfer fraction varies between 62% and 100%. The variation
of bond length contributes about 65% variation alone and 15%
more with combination of other parameters. With short bond
length under reciprocal strain field, the strain field in fibre
may not be able to capture the high strain gradient near the
stress concentration region (the double peaks in Fig. 7). With
noise of the measured strain the optical fibre, it is difficult to
reconstruct the original strain field.

D. Sensor types
The cases 2, 6, 10 and 14 are integral type strain sensors

while all others are OFBG strain sensors with 10 mm grating.

Since all OFBG sensors have been discussed, only the integral
strain sensor under uniform strain field will be discussed in
this section. For integral strain sensor with long bond length,
the strain transfer fraction varies from about 90% and 98%, the
range of which is larger than OFBG strain sensor with long
bond length. The most sensitive parameter is the thickness
of adhesive beneath the optical fibre. However, it contributes
more than 75% of variation for polyimide coated sensor while
less than 60% for acrylate coated sensor. On the other hand, the
variation of bond length contributes more than 30% of acrylate
coated sensor while it is about 20% of polyimide coated
sensor. For short bond length, the strain transfer fraction varies
between 70% and 95%. Unlike the short bond length OFBG
cases as well as short bond length integral sensor with acrylate
coating, for which the most sensitive parameter is bond length,
the sensitivity of the thickness of adhesive beneath the optical
fibre of polyimide coated sensor is approximately the same
as the bond length. It can be explained by the relatively low
shear modulus of acrylate coating compared to adhesive, so
the shear deformation is mainly in the coating instead of the
adhesive layer.

V. Conclusions

In this paper, the first-order and total sensitivity indexes on
the strain transfer fraction based on a well-established semi-
analytic/empirical model from the typical ranges of three ma-
terial and five geometrical properties of common configuration
of surface attached optical fibre strain sensor were investigated.
Based on the quantitative global sensitivity analysis, it was
found that all the most critical parameters, which are (i) the
thickness of adhesive beneath the optical fibre, (ii) the bond
length and (iii) the deviation of the grating from the mid-point
of the bond length, are related to the workmanship instead of
the properties of materials used.

The strain transfer fraction of the polyimide coated sensors
are always a few percent higher than the counterparts of
acrylate coated sensors. For polyimide coated sensor, the
thickness of adhesive beneath the optical fibre is the most
critical parameter while it is the bond length for those acrylate
coated sensors. If the situation is permissible, long bond length
can reduce the variation due to workmanship and achieve
much less variation of strain transfer fraction of OFBG strain
sensors under various types of strain field. Under non-uniform
strain field, the deviation of the grating from the mid-point
should be controlled, especially when strain gradient is high
as the reciprocal strain field in this study. For integral strain
sensor, the variation due to the thickness beneath the optical
fibre is comparable to the bond length.
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