Modeling And Analysis Of A Cantilever Beam Tip Mass System

Vamsi C. Meesala

Thesis submitted to the Faculty of the
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University
in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of

Master of Science
n
Engineering Mechanics

Muhammad R. Hajj, Chair
Saad A. Ragab
Shima Shahab

25 of April, 2018
Blacksburg, Virginia

Keywords: Parametric excitation, Cantilever beam mass systems, Boundary conditions,
Perturbation methods, Method of multiple scales, Sensitivity analysis, Uncertainty
quantification, Mass/gas sensing, Damage detection, Energy harvesting, Piezoelectric
materials, Nonlinear constitutive relation, Parameter identification.
Copyright 2018, Vamsi C. Meesala



Modeling And Analysis Of A Cantilever Beam Tip Mass System
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ABSTRACT

We model the nonlinear dynamics of a cantilever beam with tip mass system subjected to
different excitation and exploit the nonlinear behavior to perform sensitivity analysis and
propose a parameter identification scheme for nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients.

First, the distributed parameter governing equations taking into consideration the nonlin-
ear boundary conditions of a cantilever beam with a tip mass subjected to principal para-
metric excitation are developed using generalized Hamilton’s principle. Using a Galerkin’s
discretization scheme, the discretized equation for the first mode is developed for simpler
representation assuming linear and nonlinear boundary conditions. We solve the distributed
parameter and discretized equations separately using the method of multiple scales. We de-
termine that the cantilever beam tip mass system subjected to parametric excitation is highly
sensitive to the detuning. Finally, we show that assuming linearized boundary conditions
yields the wrong type of bifurcation.

Noting the highly sensitive nature of a cantilever beam with tip mass system subjected to
parametric excitation to detuning, we perform sensitivity of the response to small variations
in elasticity (stiffness), and the tip mass. The governing equation of the first mode is derived,
and the method of multiple scales is used to determine the approximate solution based on
the order of the expected variations. We demonstrate that the system can be designed so
that small variations in either stiffness or tip mass can alter the type of bifurcation. Notably,
we show that the response of a system designed for a supercritical bifurcation can change
to yield a subcritical bifurcation with small variations in the parameters. Although such a
trend is usually undesired, we argue that it can be used to detect small variations induced
by fatigue or small mass depositions in sensing applications.

Finally, we consider a cantilever beam with tip mass and piezoelectric layer and propose a
parameter identification scheme that exploits the vibration response to estimate the nonlinear
piezoelectric coefficients. We develop the governing equations of a cantilever beam with tip
mass and piezoelectric layer by considering an enthalpy that accounts for quadratic and
cubic material nonlinearities. We then use the method of multiple scales to determine the
approximate solution of the response to direct excitation. We show that approximate solution
and amplitude and phase modulation equations obtained from the method of multiple scales
analysis can be matched with numerical simulation of the response to estimate the nonlinear
piezoelectric coefficients.
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GENERAL AUDIENCE ABSTRACT

The domain of structural dynamics involves the evaluation of the structures response when
subjected to time-varying loads. This field has many applications. For instance, by observing
specific variations in the response of a structure such as bridge or a structural element such
as a beam, one can diagnose the state of the structure or one of its elements. At much
smaller scales, one can use a device to observe small variations in the response of a beam
to detect the presence of bio-materials or gas particles in air. Additionally, one can use the
response of a structure to harvest energy of ambient vibrations that are freely available.

In this thesis, we develop a mathematical framework for evaluating the response of a can-
tilever beam with a tip mass to small variations in material properties caused by fatigue and
to small variations in the tip mass caused by additional mass that gets bound to the struc-
ture. We also exploit the response of the beam to evaluate nonlinear material properties of
piezoelectric materials that have been suggested for use in charging micro sensors, vibration
control, load sensing and for high power energy transfer applications.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivation

To emphasize the importance of modeling and simulation of dynamical systems, I would like
to start with the definition of Model by Professor Marvin Minsky:

“A model (M) for a system (S) and an experiment (E) is anything to which E can be applied
in order to answer the questions about (.5).”

Abiding by the above definition, understanding a physical system is a process that involves
performing experiments to provide an insight into the principles governing the system and
their respective models. Although scientists are interested in understanding the system by
observing and developing a model for it, engineers are focused on applying and modifying
them it to their advantage [1]. Particularly, insights from models and experiments play an
important role in the prognosis of design, as they allow the designer to develop a mathemat-
ical model and simulate it. With the computational capabilities of the current digital age,
these simulations can provide a quick way to predict a behavior and control it accordingly,
which otherwise is done by performing time-consuming and arduous experiments.

Depending on the nature of the response, any mathematical model of a mechanical system
(equation/s of motion) can be classified into linear or nonlinear dynamical system. In most
cases, a complete mathematical description of the dynamical system is inherently nonlinear,
which under specified conditions may be reduced to a linear description. Some of the stan-
dard examples of mechanical systems exhibiting nonlinear response or nonlinear dynamics
can be found in [2-5]. In structures, the nonlinearities in the equation/s of motion arise
either due to large deformations (geometric nonlinearity), or due to the inertia of motion
(inertial nonlinearity) or due to the nonlinear constitutive relation between stress and strain
(material nonlinearity) or all of them together. A typical free and un-damped equation
of motion of a system including the inertial and geometric nonlinearities until third order
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approximation is of the form:

q(t) +wq(t) + 0 [a(t)d(t)* + a(t)*4(t)] + aq(t)’ =0

In this work, the nonlinear dynamics of a cantilever beam with tip mass are modeled and
exploited for interesting objectives as will be discussed in the following paragraphs.

1.2 Background - cantilever beam and tip mass
system

The cantilever beam with a tip mass is a generic system to study and assess different as-
pects of structural dynamics. It is utilized to model robotic arms [6,7], antenna masts [8,9],
wings with store configurations [10-15], energy harvesting devices [16-22], vibrating beam
gyroscopes [23,24] and bio/chemical sensors [25-31]. In all these applications, there is a
need to validate the mathematical model developed with experimental results to facilitate
the analysis and optimize the design for better performance. Moreover, most of the applica-
tions mentioned above utilize the dynamic resonant response or are implicitly nonlinear, that
produce large strains and induce geometric nonlinearity. This calls for accurate modeling
by considering the inherently present geometric nonlinearity up to an appropriate approx-
imation. Also, the dynamic resonant response is highly dependent on the geometric and
material properties of the device. Any uncertainty in the beam’s stiffness, the mass value
or material properties associated with operational conditions such as environmental thermal
effects, and fatigue induced by cyclic loading or manufacturing tolerances (or defects) can
result in discrepancies between the proposed cantilever beam-mass model and predicted val-
ues and experimental results; thereby compromising the fidelity of the model representing
the device. Such discrepancies can be anticipated by performing a sensitivity analysis of
the response to small variations in the parameters, which will strengthen the model. The
information of sensitivity can be precious as it can be used to detect damage or to sense a
target mass using bio/mass sensors.

The problem of nonlinearity in the case of the cantilever beam with tip mass energy harvesters
is even more complicated. This is because the piezoelectric material commonly employed
for energy harvesting applications [17], can behave in a nonlinear manner by exhibiting
amplitude dependent resonant frequency, super-harmonics in the response, saturation and
hysteresis behaviors [32-34]. It is important to understand the nature of the nonlinearity by
estimating the nonlinear parameters in the constitutive relations. An optimized curve fitting
procedure can be used to identify the parameters causing the nonlinear behavior. Yet, there
is a need for more parameter identification procedures that exploit the vibration response.
We cater to all ideas and issues mentioned above in this work with the following objectives.
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1.3 Objectives

The primary objectives of this work are:

e To accurately develop the governing equation of a cantilever beam tip-mass system
subjected to parametric excitation with particular consideration of nonlinear boundary
conditions and their effects on governing equation.

e To perform sensitivity of the parametric response of the cantilever beam tip-mass sys-
tem to small variations for design purposes or for exploring specific response dynamics
to detect variations.

e To propose a parameter identification scheme based on direct excitation of a cantilever
beam tip-mass system to identify and quantify the nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients
in constitutive relations.

We solve all the above-mentioned objectives using the framework of the method of multiple
scales.



Chapter 2

Response variations of a cantilever
beam tip mass system with nonlinear
and linearized boundary conditions

A crucial step in the design of any structure is to understand its dynamic response. This typ-
ically includes determining its natural frequencies, corresponding mode shapes, and dynamic
stresses. Such an exercise can be performed by reduced order mathematical models that pre-
dict this response. The cantilever beam with a tip mass has been used as a generic system to
assess modeling needs in different applications or as a structural system whose response can
be exploited for different purposes. For example, treating the boundary conditions at the
free end of the cantilever beam tip mass system can shed light on how to treat wing/store
configurations in flutter analysis of fighter aircraft [10-14]. In energy harvesting of ambient
vibrations, the tip mass is added to cantilevered piezoelectric layered beam structure to in-
duce large strains thereby generating high power density [16,17]. In microelectro mechanical
systems, adding a tip mass decreases the natural frequency, which otherwise would be of the
order of few GHz’s [18-22]. In gas/mass sensors, the response of the cantilever beam in con-
junction with added target mass can be used to sense the presence of bio-materials [25-31].
It is also modeled to understand coupling and energy transfer phenomenon in structures for
control purposes [35-37].

The governing equations and boundary conditions of continuous systems, which are usually
integro-partial differential equations, can be solved numerically using the Finite Element
Methods [38]. Alternatively, a reduced-order model or representation of the system’s dy-
namics can be treated analytically by using perturbation methods. The advantages of these
methods is their flexibility to investigate stability and characteristics of nonlinear response.
Direct [39-43] and Discretization [41,44,45] approaches can be used when implementing these
methods. In the direct approach, the method of multiple scales is directly applied to the
governing partial differential equation. By isolating the secular terms and using the adjoint
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description, solvability conditions are developed from which amplitude and phase modula-
tion equations that govern the system’s response are obtained [46]. In the discretization
approach, a Galerkin weighted residual method is used to develop the governing equation of
n modes from the distributed system given by the partial differential equation and boundary
conditions. Then, the governing equations are solved using the method of multiple scales
to develop amplitude and phase modulation equations by eliminating the secular terms [41].
That is, for an excitation near a particular mode, the problem of solving a PDE and boundary
conditions in the direct approach is reduced to one or more ODE in discretized approach.

It is usually assumed that linearizing the boundary conditions is justified especially when
the interest is in finding linear mode shapes and natural frequency of system. On the other
hand, it is fair to expect that the nature of the response of a nonlinear system may vary
significantly from the true one if the boundary conditions were linearized. This chapter
examines the extent of such variations in the response of a cantilever beam with tip mass
system. Furthermore, particular attention is paid to the effect of linearization on the dis-
cretized governing equations and their solution. Towards this objective, we develop the
distributed parameter governing equations and boundary conditions for a parametrically ex-
cited cantilever beam and tip mass system using the generalized Hamilton’s principle [47].
We then employ Galerkin discretization to the distributed model and determine the gov-
erning equation of the first mode (discretized equation) to study the principal parametric
resonance by considering and neglecting nonlinear boundary conditions. Thereafter, we solve
the distributed parameter system and discretized equation with nonlinear boundary condi-
tions using the method of multiple scales and compare the resulting modulation equations
with those obtained from the PDE solution to validate the discretization.

2.1 Mathematical Modeling

A schematic of the cantilever beam with a tip mass subjected to parametric excitation is
presented in figure 2.1. The beam with length [, width b, thickness A and mass per unit
length p, is clamped at the base where it is subjected to a harmonic excitation at twice its
natural frequency. Below, we derive the governing equation of the beam’s response, with
both the generalized Hamilton’s principle and Newton’s second law with the assumptions
that the Fuler-Bernoulli beam theory is applicable, i.e., the beam has a higher length to depth
ratio so that the rotational effects of the differential element and the angular distortion can
be neglected [47], and that the beam can be subjected to large bending motion without a
significant axial deformation, i.e., the beam is inextensible [4].
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2.1.1 Generalized Hamilton Principle

The generalized Hamilton’s principle is expressed as:

to
/ (0T — 81T + 6W,e) dt = 0 2.1)

t1

where 07T, §II and 0W,,. are variations in kinetic energy, potential energy and virtual work
by non-conservative forces respectively. Neglecting the gravity effects, the potential energy
of the system considering only the strain energy due to bending is given by

1
I = —/ /EZQI£2 dAds (2.2)
2Jo Ja

where F is the beam’s modulus of elasticity, z is distance from the neutral axis, s is the

I un=u(lt)

P1
dw  p;

ds

a(s ds

up(t) l h
77777 T,

Figure 2.1: Schematic of the cantilever beam-mass system. The vertical line represents the
undeformed state and the curved line represents a general deformed state. The schematic on
the right hand side is used to define the geometry and depict the in-extensibility condition,
pp1 = ppy

curvilinear coordinate along the length of the beam and « is the radius of curvature. Based
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on the assumption that the beam is in extensible, the curvature is expressed as

0 1
K= 8—@(3, t) = w9 (s, t) + §w(2’0)(5, HwP (s, t)? + ... (2.3)
s

where the notation (.)(™"2)(s t) denotes ni® derivative of (.) with respect to s and ni’
derivative of (.) with respect to t. This notation is followed quite extensively from here on.
Squaring equation 2.3 yields

k2 = (w29 (s, )] + [w0 (s, yw0 (s, 1)) + ... (2.4)

Dropping all terms that give rise to nonlinearities with order larger than three, i.e., O ([]">3) =
0, the potential energy, II is re-written as

/ / (s t)} + [w(z’o)(s,t)w(l’o)(s,t)f) dAds (2.5)

and noting that the area moment of inertia about the Y-axis is given by Iy = [ 4 22 dA, we
write the potential energy as

1 [ 1 [
I = —/ Ely [w(2’0)(s,t)]2 ds + 5/ Ely [w(l’o)(s,t)w(z’o)(s,t)f ds (2.6)
0

2 0

The kinetic energy of the beam-tip mass system is given by

T = %m ([um(t)]2 " {%] 2) +%/Ol” ([u(ovl)(s,t)f + [%D ds  (2.7)

where u(s, t) and u,,(t) represent respectively the vertical displacements of the beam and tip
mass. The relations between these displacements is determined from the geometry of figure
2.1. We write

afs,t) =sin~* (w(l’o)(s,t)) , and (2.8)
cos(a(s, t)) = %ﬁ(s,t) =1 —ul0(s,1) (2.9)

Expanding the inverse trigonometric and trigonometric functions, we re-write equations 2.8-
2.9 as

a(s, t) = w0 (s 1) + % [w0)(s, t)}g + ..., and (2.10)
10 1 1
W9(s,0) = (s, O = & fas, ] - (2.11)

Substituting equation 2.10 into equation 2.11, we obtain

u(l’o)(s,t):%[w(l’o)(s,t)] +0 (s, 1]°) (2.12)
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where O <[w(1 0) (s, t)} ) is used to represent higher order terms that are neglected in the

subsequent analysis. Representing the harmonic excitation of the base by w;, the vertical
displacement of the tip mass is then given by

U (1) = /0 %[w(l’o)(s,t)f ds — up(t) (2.13)

Similarly, the vertical displacement of any element on the beam at a distance s from the
base is given by

o1
s, ) = [ 5 [0 0w.0]" dy — wfe) .14
0
Substituting the values of u,, and us from equations 2.13 and 2.14 into equation 2.7, we

obtain
1 10 (ow(s,t)\” i 1/ 10 [ow(y,t)\’ i
T = §m [/0 5@ <T) ds — Ub(t) +§/0 P [A 5& (a—y) dy - ub(t)] ds

n (B (5 0

It has been assumed that the tip mass is treated as a point mass and, hence, the rotational
effects are not included when determining the kinetic energy.

The virtual work done by the non conservative forces is given by
!
IWe = —/ aw Y (s, t)0w(s, t) ds (2.16)
0

where, c; is structural damping coefficient.

Substituting equations 2.6, 2.15 and 2.16 into equation 2.1, we obtain the equation of motion
as

pw/ S 6_2 (
2 ot?

( // o v) dyd9+m/ at2< )ds—mﬂb—(l—s)pflb):o (2.17)

In deriving equation 2.17, we used the integration by parts as fo Iy Gly)dyds = fo
s)G(s) ds, where G(z) is any continuous function.

82 '
Using( (w/w//)) _ w//3+4w/ " ///+w/2 " and 2 (w/fl fOO atg d d9)

w/2) dy—l—pilbw’ —EIy(w""+w"3—|—4w’w”w’"+w'2w"”)

foﬁ

w"= f fo 8t2 2) dy df, equation 2.17 is further simplified to obtain

(w) dy
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p + c1 + Ely (W + [w'(w'w")']) + mipw” + = < //82 ?) dyd@)

" Lo
— piiy (W' + (s — Hw") > ) o (w?) ds=0 (2.18)
where iy, = —% VA% [ej (QTo+re) 4 o= (QTOHE)} and f is displacement of the excitation and 2 is

the forcing frequency. The natural nonlinear boundary conditions at s = [ are determined
from the moment and the shear boundary conditions as

(Eyw"w” + Elyw") [ =0 = w®9(,t) =0 (2.19)
62 w/2
(mubw’ — muw / prl ( ) ds + Ely (w"w” + w"uw' + ") — mw) =0 (2.20)
s=l
Since the beam is clamped, the geometric boundary conditions at s = 0 are given by
w(0,t) =0 (2.21)
ow(s,t)
=0 2.22
ds .o (2:22)

We shall note that in the above derivation, E, Iy, [, p and m are assumed to be constants,
that y and 6 are dummy variables, and that the primes and dots represent derivatives of
w(s, t) with respect to the coordinate s and time ¢ respectively. The MATHEMATICA code
Genhamilton1.0.nb, used for the complete derivation can be found in Appendix A.

2.1.2 Newton’s Second Law

The procedure of Nayfeh and Pai [4] is followed below to derive the fully nonlinear governing
equations of initially straight Euler-Bernoulli beams. A local orthogonal co-ordinate system
&yn is considered for a better representation of the forces. The free body diagram of an
element of beam of length ds is shown in the figure 2.2 where F; and F5 are surface traction
forces along the £ and 7 directions respectively. If i, and i, are unit vectors along = and
z axes and ¢¢ and ¢, are unit vectors along the { and 7 axes, there exists a transformation

matrix 7', such that,
Iy 1 cosa  sina
{i } = [T] {zé} ’ 7] = {— sina  cos a} (2.23)
z n

By considering u(s,t) and w(s,t) as the displacements along the x and z axes respectively
and using the in-extensibility condition, we write,

[1— a9 (s, )]" + w0(s,£)> = 1
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3

X
F1+F1'dS *
|

M+M'ds

F,+F,'ds

F2

F1

Figure 2.2: Figure showing the free body diagram of an element in the beam of length, ds
and the displacements

uls,t) = / <1—\/1— (10)(y, t )dyw/siw(l’o)(y,t)Qdy (2.24)

From figure 2.2, we have

sin(a(s, 1)) = w9(s,t) = a(s,t) =sin"H(w (s, 1)) (2.25)
cos(a(s,t)) =1— \/1 — w0 (s, )2 (2.26)
From Newton’s second law and figure 2.2, we have
8<F1i£a—£ Faiy) ds = pds(ugo’z)(s, t)ip + w®? (s, 1)i,) (2.27)
where u,(s,t) = —u(s,t) + uy(t). The negative sign is the consequence of contraction

of the beam due to the in-extensibility condition. Using equation 2.23 and equating the
components along i, and i,, the above equation is rewritten as:

885 [F cos(a(s,t))] — %[FQ sin(a(s,t))] = —pu®? (s, ) + piiy(t) (2.28)
%[Fl sin(a(s, t))] + %[Fg cos(a(s, t))] — ciw®V (s,1) = pw®? (s, 1) (2.29)

where ¢; is the linear structural damping coefficient.
Consistent with section 2.1.1, the rotational effects of the beam and the tip mass are ne-
glected. Therefore, the equilibrium of moments with respect to the to y — axis is,

0

3



Vamsi C. Meesala  Chapter 2. Modeling vibrations of nonlinear continuous systems 11

The bending moment of a beam is given by the relation, M = Elyk = Elya™(s,t) and
equation 2.25. Equation 2.30 is re-written as

0
Fy = —Elya®9(s,t) = —Efya— sin ™! (w9 (s, 1)) (2.31)
s

Since the beam is clamped at s = 0, the boundary conditions at s = 0 are
w(0,t) =0
w(0,1) =0

Applying the Newton’s second law at s = [, we write

X g
by
| Q,

—~

|/

Figure 2.3: Figure showing the free body diagram at the tip of the beam, s =

— Fycos(af(l, ) + Fysin(a(l, 1)) = —mu®P (1, ) + miiy(t) (2.32)
— Fysin(a(l,t)) — Fycos(af(l, t)) = mw®?(1, ) (2.33)

From moment equilibrium, we have
M(1,t)=0 = oaM(1,t) =0 (2.34)

Integrating equation 2.28 with respect to s from [ to s and using equation 2.32, we obtain

Fycos(a(s,t)) — Fysin(a(s,t)) — mu®? (1, t) + miiy(t) = —p /ZS u® (s, ) ds + (s — 1) piiy(t)
(2.35)
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From equations 2.24 and 2.35, the expression for F} is obtained as

= COS— {_-/ / g (WO (y, 1) dyd9+(s—l)piib(t)1
+m {FQSIH( (s,8) + 2 / o (w0 (s.1)°) ds—mub(t)} (2.36)

Substituting the expression for F} in equation 2.29 and using the trigonometric relations in
equations 2.25 and 2.26, we obtain

_p0 w w0 (y, 1)? _ (0,1)
- 20s (\/1—11)(10 s, 1)2 //8t2 t))dww) (s b)

. _ (170)
. CQw(O’l)(s,t)\w(o’l)(s,t)\ X 2 piip(t)(s — w0 (s, 1) 8 E
0s \/1 — w(l,O)(37t)2 \/1 — @ 0) S t)

0 w0 (s, 1) m (1 9?
o ) mo [0 1,0 2 . _ . (0.2) 9.
+ 5 (\/1 — 00 (5.1 [2 N (w (s,t) ) ds mub(t)] pw' (s, t) (2.37)

Substituting the expression for F; from equation 2.31, using Taylor series expansion of inverse
trigonometric functions and retaining the expression up to the third order, we obtain

/
P + 1 + co|wlw + Ely (w" + (w'(w'w")")") + mipw” + = ( //8152 ?) dyd9>

— piiy(t) (w' + (s — D) m;” /0 %(w'@) ds =0 (2.38)

Substituting the expressions for Fy, Fy, cos(a(s,t)), a9 (s,t) and sin(a(s,t)) into the

boundary conditions at s = [ i.e., equations 2.33 and 2.34, we obtain the modified boundary
conditions as

w'(1,t) =0 (2.39)

82 w/2
(mubw' — mw / 8t2 ( ) ds + EIY (w///w/Q +w//2w/ +w///) . mw)
The dashes and dots represent derivatives of w(s, t) with respect to s and time, ¢ respectively,
and y and 6 are dummy variables.

We observe that equations 2.18 - 2.20 and 2.38 - 2.40, representing governing equation and
boundary conditions derived using Newton’s second law exactly agree with those derived
using the generalized Hamilton’s principle.

=0 (2.40)

s=l
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2.2 Reduced order model - Galerkin discretization

Next, we perform modal analysis by solving for the exact mode shapes and orthogonal
equations. Then, we use the Galerkin discretization procedure to derive and note the differ-
ences in the governing equation of the first mode when considering linearized and nonlinear
boundary conditions.

2.2.1 Modal analysis

Modal analysis, used to determine the mode shapes and frequencies of the beam-mass sys-
tem, is performed by considering the linear undamped free vibration problem obtained by
dropping the damping, forcing and nonlinear terms in equations 2.18-2.22, which reduces
the equation of motion to

pto + Elyw" =0 (2.41)
and the boundary conditions to
w(0,t) =0 (2.42)
aw(gz, ) =0 (2.43)
(ELyw"w” + ELyw") [io =0 = 0|2 =0 (2.44)
(EIyw" — mw) |s= =0 (2.45)
Considering equation 2.41, we observe that the spatial and temporal derivatives of w(x,t)

can be explicitly decomposed into two degenerate equations. So, w(z,t) is decomposed into
a product of independent spatial and temporal functions and written as

w(s,t) = ¢(s)q(t) (2.46)
Substituting equation 2.46 into equation 2.41 and realizing that § = —w?q, where w,, is the
natural frequency of the n'’-mode, we obtain,
" = \¢ (2.47)
whose general solution is of the form
o(s) = Acos(As) + Bsin(As) + C cosh(As) + D sinh(\s) (2.48)

1

where \ = <;i}$> " and the linear boundary conditions are given by

9(0) = ¢'(0) = ¢"() = 0 (2.49)
(Ely¢" + mw?e) |s— =0 (2.50)
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Substituting the general solution in the linear boundary conditions and solving for non-trivial
solution yields the characteristic equation as:

p[cos (M) cosh (Al) 4 1] + mA [cos (Al) sinh (Al) — sin (Al) cosh (A)] =0 (2.51)

The characteristic equation is a transcendental equation. It has infinite solutions for A (and
w) and, hence, an infinite number of modes. For any two distinct modes, p and ¢, equation
2.47 follows the orthogonality conditions [47]:

1
/ p60(5)a(5) ds + My (D)a(l) = by
0 (2.52)

!
/ Ely¢(s)pu(s) ds = Spqw;
0

where 6,, is the Kronecker delta, defined as unity when p is equal to ¢ and zero otherwise.
Using the above discretization, the solution is then approximated by the sum of a finite
number of modes, i.e.

w(s,t) = Z $i(5)q(t) (2.53)

where the basis function ¢;(s) represents the mode shape, ¢;(t) represents the modal coordi-
nate, and M is the number of modes under consideration. We note that the basis function
is a comparable function as it satisfies the linear boundary conditions.

2.2.2 Third order non-linear equation of motion

To develop the third order non-linear equation of motion of modal coordinates, which from
now, will be referred as temporal amplitudes, we substitute w(s,t) = S_i0 | ¢i(s)qi(t) for
w(s, t) into equation 2.18, which yields

M M M M M
P Giditer Y Gbi+Ely | ¢"a+ Y aqan(di(@ie))) | +min Y dfa
i=1 i=1 i=1 g k=1 i=1
p M s o 2 ! M
+ ) Z <¢2%/ / ¢;¢§c@ (g5qx) dy d9> — Pl Z qi (¢ + (s = 1)¢7)
irj k=1 LJo i=1

M " l 2
me; q; d
— E 5 / ¢;¢;€@ (giqr) ds =0 (2.54)
0

i k=1

By considering only M modes, the discretization doesn’t fully satisfy equation 2.18 in that
the right hand side may differ from zero. One could then represent this difference in equa-
tion 2.54 by a residue R on its right hand side. We employ Galerkin’s weighted residual
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procedure, for the formulation of the equation/s governing temporal amplitudes ¢;(t) that
require the residue to be orthogonal to the comparison functions ¢;(s), linear mode shapes
or basis functions [48,49]. Therefore, the equation is multiplied with a mode shape ¢,.(s) and
integrated over the length of the beam. This procedure not only accounts for the residue but
also enables us to employ the orthogonality conditions as stated in equation 2.52 to develop
the governing equation/s of the temporal amplitudes.

Considering only one mode(M = 1) and using the orthogonal properties of the linear modes,
the individual terms in equation 2.54 are simplified as shown below:

I
Qi/ pp1o1ds = G — méiy (1)
0
! !
C1Q1/ ¢%d3:01q'1/ gb?ds
0
EIYQI/ o1 dr = wiq + Elyqd (1)¢1(1)
I
EIYQi)’/ o1 (¢)(0107)) ds = (BElyq;d1¢ ") s=1 — EfY(h/ P(
0
!
1nuwlja¢1Yds::nnn¢uw%¢aw——maw1/"¢?ds
0

/Nh(Cﬁ*‘Chdl)/l ¢1 (¢’1 /S /0 o dyd@), ds = —pq1(Gi+q1d1) / </ / ok dyd@)

—pubql/ o1(9) + (s = 1)) ds = —pubqlf(l—s) 2 ds

@m/@dsH+(/¢mQ]

The governing equation of first modal co-ordinate, ¢, is then written as:

—m611(Q1C'jl+CZ'%)/ 107 (/ o dy) ds = mq1(qG1+47)
0 0

2
Q1+01Q1/ o7 ds + wiq — EIYCh/ (1) + mai(qidn + ¢7) [/ ¢I12d5}

!
- miibfh/ ¢ ds — pqi(qids + Q%)/ T (/ / P dy d9> ds — Pﬁbfh/ (I—s)of ds
0 0 1 Jo 0

!
+ o1 ( magioy + Elyqo) (1 + Q%éb/f) —maq(q1G1 + CJ%) [/ ¢/12 dS] P+ mﬁb%(ﬂl) ls= =0
0
(2.55)

The subscripts representing the mode shape are disregarded in the following sections for the
sake of convenience.
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2.2.3 Governing equations assuming linear boundary conditions
The linear boundary conditions corresponding to the shear balance at s = [ is given by
(EIyw" — mw) |s= =0 (2.56)
Separating the variables, we rewrite equation 2.56 as
(Ely¢"q —moq) |s=1 =0

Using the linear boundary conditions, the governing equation 2.55 is re-written as
! ! ! 2
e [ st Biv [ 0206 +matadi+ ) | [ 0%as
0 0 0

l l s 0 l
~ miing / & ds — palariiy + di2) / e [ / / ¢’2dyd0] ds — piing / (1 — 5)¢” ds
0 0 l 0 0

l
+¢ (Efm’”cbaqi’ — mq(qg + ¢°) { /0 ¢ ds} ¢ + miibq1¢’) =0 (2.57)

s=1

where ¢ and ¢ are used respectively instead of ¢; and ¢, for the sake of convenience.

The governing equation is then simplified to
G+ w?q + 214 + 01q(qi + ¢*) + cuq(t)® = mqf cos(Qt + 7.) (2.58)

where

1 l
=z Cl/ ¢2 d87
2 " Jo

! ! 2 l I /0
0 = —mqb’(l)(b(l) (/o <;§’2 ds> +m (/0 ¢’2 ds) —|—p/0 <z§’2 </ /0 <;5’2 dydﬁ) ds, and (2.59)

[
o = Ely¢"()6™(1)é(l) — Ely /0 26/ ds (2.60)

Equation 2.58 constitutes a balance of forces that includes 2u,¢ which represents the force
due to linear damping, 8;q(¢*> + qG) which represents the inertial force exerted by the tip
mass on the beam, and is a function of the beam’s displacement, and «;¢® which represents
the force caused by geometric nonlinearities as a result of nonlinear strains arising from
large displacements. For a sinusoidal excitation with amplitude f and frequency €2, the base
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acceleration is given by u, = f cos(Q + 7.), which yields i, = —fQ? cos(Q + 7). As such,
we have

m=— 2[m¢< +m/ ¢’2ds+p/l<l >¢’2ds} (2.61)

where 1,qf cos(Qt + 7.) represents the effect of the external excitation, which is a function
of the displacement of the beam and tip mass.

2.2.4 Governing equations assuming non-linear boundary condi-
tions

The nonlinear boundary condition obtained by balancing the shear force at s = [ is given by

82 /
(mubw/ — mw / 8t2 ( ) dS + E]‘Y (w///w/2 + w//2w/ + w///) _ mw)

Separating the variables, equation 2.62 is re-written as

=0 (262

s=l

l
(—miﬂb + Elyq¢" (1 + ¢*¢”) — m¢'q(qi + ¢*) < /O ¢ dS) + mﬁbqu’) ez =0

Using the nonlinear boundary conditions, the governing equation 2.55 is re-written as,

o[ oo ([ [ #arm) o]

— Ely¢® / (¢ ¢") ds :qub{ / o ds—i—,o/o (I—s)¢” ds} (2.63)

where ¢ and ¢ are used to represent ¢; and ¢; respectively for the sake of convenience. The
governing equation is then simplified to

q—l—w q—+c q/ ¢2ds+q qq+q

G+ w?q + 211G + 06q(qi + ¢*) + ag® = ngf cos(QUt + 7.) (2.64)
where
1 l
o= ga / ¢* ds, (2.65)
(/ @ ds> + p/ ¢ (/ / " dy d9> (2.66)
a = —Fly / ¢"*(¢'¢") ds, and (2.67)
0
For a sinusoidal excitation with amplitude f and frequency 2, the base acceleration is given
by, up(t) = fcos(Qt + 7.), which yields ii,(t) = —fQ? cos(Qt + 7). As such, we have

! I
—Q? {m/ ¢ ds + p/ (I —5)¢” ds} (2.68)
0 0
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2.3 Principal parametric resonance

In this section, we determine the steady response of beam tip-mass system subjected to
a principal parametric resonant excitation using the method of multiple scales. First, we
attack the distributed parameter system as represented in equations 2.18 - 2.22 with MMS
- which from now on will be referred as direct approach. Later, we attack the governing
equations of the first mode represented by equations 2.64 or 2.58 with MMS - which from
now on will be referred as discretized approach.

2.3.1 Approximate solution - Direct approach

Finding a closed form solution for the governing equation 2.18 and the boundary conditions
2.19 - 2.22 is a magnum opus, if not impossible. So, we apply the method of multiple scales
directly to the partial integro-differential equations similar to Yabuno et al. [42] and study
the response and stability characteristics of principle parametric response of the beam-mass
system. The first step in the Method of Multiple Scales is to scale the equation of motion
with a bookkeeping parameter, ¢, that signifies the level to which the different terms in
equations affect the response [46,50]. To do so, we re-write the equations as:

/
P + ecri + Elyw"” + eEly[w' (w'w”)"] ( / / 8752 w') dy d0>
muw : 82 2 - " / "
— e @(w ) ds + ety [mw” — p (W' + (s — Dw") =0 (2.69a)
0
82 /
<emilbw' — emw / pYel ( ) ds + eEly (w’”w'2 + w"w’ ) + ELyw" — mﬂ)) ‘ =0
s=l
, (2.69b)
t
w0 (1, ¢) =0, % =0, and  w(0,t) =0 (2.69¢)
s=0

The parametric resonance of the cantilever beam mass system occurs when the excitation
frequency is assumed to be close to twice of natural frequency. As such, we represent the
nearness to the principal parametric resonant frequency as:

O =2w+eo

where w is the first natural frequency of beam and tip mass system and o is a detuning factor,
€ is used to signify that the excitation frequency is very close to 2w. This representation
has the advantage of identifying secular or nearly secular terms that lead to non-physical
solutions [50].
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To tackle the different rate of contributions in the system, we introduce two independent
fast and slow time scales Ty and T defined by

T, = €'t n=20,1
It follows that t = ¢(Tp, T1). Using the chain rule of differentiation, we let

D 0 o
= = 4te—=Dy+eD 2.
Dt~ 9T, +€3T1 o+ €D (2.70a)
and p: o o o
+ 2¢ + € —— = Dj +2eDyD; + €D} (2.70b)

D~ o1 ' T omoT, | OT:
The solution of w(s,t) is then expressed as a series in € of the form
w(s,t,€) = wo(s, Ty, T1) + ewy (s, Ty, Ty) + wa(s, To, Ty) + ... (2.71)

Next, we substitute equations 2.70a, 2.70b and 2.71 into the governing equation and bound-
ary conditions and retain terms up-to e'. Because € is a small number, terms of the order €’
and €' on the left and right hand sides of equations after making the substitutions must be
equal, which yields the O(€") equation and boundary conditions as

pD3wy + Elyw)” =0 (2.72a)
w0|5:0 = 0 w6|8:0 = O (272b)
wols=1 =0 |ETyw) = mDjwo|s— (2.72¢)

Equations 2.72a - 2.72c¢ represents a free vibration eigen value problem whose characteristic
equation 2.74 is transcendental and hence the solution is an infinite series. Since, this is
a principal parametric excitation, the contribution of higher modes will decay due do the
damping in system. Therefore, the solution of wy considering only the first mode can be
represented as:

wo = ¢o(s) [A(T1)e™™ + ] (2.73a)
sin (A1l) 4 sinh (A1)
cos (A1) + cosh (A1)

¢o(s) = sin (A1s) —sinh (Ays) — [ ] (cos (A1s) — cosh (A\1s))  (2.73b)

where, \; = <;—§5> is the smallest solution of the characteristic equation.
p[cos (M) cosh (Al) 4 1] + mA [cos (Al) sinh (Al) — sin (Al) cosh (A)] =0 (2.74)

The O(e') equation and boundary conditions are written as

1 s 0 !
pD3w; + Elyw!" = —c; Dowy — 2pDy Dywg — 3 (wé/ / D3awg dy d9)
1 Jo

1 l

" 2,2 "3 /)] 2, 1

+ 5™ Djwy ds — Ely (wo + dwywyw, + wy wy )
0

1 , .
+ §f92 [/ @Tot7e) I OT0FT)] (— p(w)) + (s — D)wg) + mawg)  (2.75a)
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U)1|s:0 =0 w'1|s:0 =0 U}il s=l = 0 (275b)

1 . .
—mDgwo + Elywy = 2mDyDywy + §me2w6 [ (Tote) =i (OTotre)]

1 !
+§mw(’)/ Diwy ds — ElIy (whw)? + wiw)') (2.75¢)
0

s=l

The solution of w; free of secular terms can be represented as:
wy (s, Ty, T1) = 1 (s, T1)e? ™ + c.c (2.76)

To identify secular terms and yield the solvability conditions, we multiply and integrate the
equation 2.75a with e 770, This treatment will retain only the secular terms in the equation
2.75a. Using Q = 2w + eo and €Ty = T}, we re-write the O(¢) equations as

s 0 /
— p* P + Ely ¢! = —jwAcidg — 2jpwpo A’ + 2w pATA (qsg / / o dy de)
1 Jo
!
— 2mw? A% A¢]] /0 o5 ds — BEIy A*A (¢ + 49000 + ¢ ¢y
1 . _
+ §f(2w + €0) 2 OTHT A (—p(dly + (s — 1)d) +mef) = Hy  (2.77a)
¢1(0) =0 ¢{(0) =0 1) =0 (2.77b)
1 . _
mw?¢) + Ely ¢’ = 2jmwey A’ + §fm(2w + e0)2e? T4 Ay

l
2 4G, [ 68 ds = SEATAG O + i)
0

s=l

Next, we multiply an adjoint solution, u(s), which will be specified later, by equation 2.77a
and integrate it over the domain, which yields

I I
/ (—pw?p1 + Ely ¢ Yuds = / Hiuds (2.78a)
0 0

using integration by parts, the integrals are transferred to u as,

l l
/ (—pw?u + Elyu™)¢y ds + [Ely¢'u — Ely¢'u' + Ely¢hu — Elyéyu]"=) = / Hyuds
0

0
(2.78b)
The adjoint equation of the homogeneous equation of 2.77a (H;=0) is defined as the coeffi-
cient of ¢; in the integrand on left-hand side as:

— pw*u+ Elyu"” =0 (2.78¢)
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Considering the homogeneous boundary conditions in equations 2.77b, 2.77c and 2.78c
(H5=0), equation 2.78b can simplified to

[—(mw*u+ ElLyu")py + Elydiu”]| _, — [Ely¢'uv — Ely¢iu'],_, =0 (2.78d)

The available boundary conditions don’t provide any information about ¢:(1), ¢/ (), ¢{"(0)
and ¢7(0). Nevertheless, irrespective of their values, equation 2.78d should be uniquely
satisfied. This imposes the boundary condition on the adjoint solution as:

w(0)=0 J0)=0 4" (I)=0 (2.78¢)

[mw?u + Elyu" )= =0 (2.78f)

From the adjoint system represented by the equations 2.78c, 2.78¢ and 2.78f and homo-
geneous O(e!) system, it can be said that the O(e') equations are a self-adjoint system.
Equations 2.78¢, 2.78e and 2.78f are identical to O(e) equations, therefore, the non-trivial
solution of the adjoint system is:

u(s) = ¢o(s) (2.79)
Because the homogeneous system has a non-trivial solution, the non-homogeneous system
requires a solvability condition for determined the solution [46], which is determined as

follows. Using the well-defined adjoint system from equations 2.78c - 2.78f and considering
the actual boundary conditions of ¢;, equation 2.78b can be re-written as:

l
/ qubg ds = ngbo(l) (280&)
0

s 0 /
—jwAcidg — cagidh — 2jpwdo A + 2w pA*A (¢6/ / o2 dy d9>
1 Jo

/

l
om0 [ 67 ds = SEILAA (G + kol + 6761)

+%f(2w + €0)2e? TTHAT A (—p(dh + (5 — D)dl)) + mgbg)} bods = ¢o [2jmwpeA’

1 , — — —
+5 fm(2w + eo)?? T Ag — 2muw? AZAg), /O ¢F ds — 3EIy AZAgy 0] (2.80b)

s=l

Using the polar representation of A, as A(Ty) = 3a(T3)e’?™), equation 2.80b can be simpli-
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fied as:

l 1 . . . 1 s 0 /
/ [—§Jwacl¢o — jpwao (' + jBa) + ;lw?pa?’ (% / / o5 dy d9>
0 l 0
1 [
—gmetabol, | o ds - SEIa® (0fF + 400000l + o0
0
1 . .
2 €T e (= (5 = )6f) + mof)| on s = du it o' + 67

1 . . 1 3
+me(2w + €0)?edOT1HTe) g 28 gt e a3 ¢, / P2 ds — gE]y 3(;562@56"} (2.81)

s=l

Separating the real and imaginary parts yields

l l 1 s 0 /
ot { / pw¢ods+mw¢o<l>2} — [— | 3 (do | ¢’§dyd9) o ds
l 3 l 1 l
v [ Smaan ([ aas)onas+ 2 [ mrianotstyons - oo ( [ o as)

l
=SB )] +jaf Qoo costoTirri=25) | [ (16 + (5 = D6k - mof) onds

8
+mao()o(l)]  (2.82a)

! !
a'w {—/ poa ds — mao(l) ] = 5aWe1 < on ds)
0

- iaf@w + e0)?sin(oTy + 7, — 28) [/ (s = Do) — may) ¢o ds + meo(1) ¢y (1)
0
(2.82b)
Defining
y=0T\+71.— 20 = Dlﬂzé[—Dﬂ—i—a]
1 c f(f 3 ds
T [ o ds + moo(0?
oy — o BIy(0(6006) )60 ds = Elyoo(Def (1) _ = Jy ELof(6hot) ds
I pdR ds +mao(1)? [ pdR ds + mao(1)?

pJo (66 17 I 95 dyas) oods —m [ [y (J; ¢ ds) onds — aen) (f; o6 ds)]
fo p¢g ds +meo(1)?

D =
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which can be re-written as

P Jo % (f Jo 98 dyde) ds+m<f0l¢62ds>2

6p =
fo P% ds + m¢0<l)2
and
= (@uea)? [fy (ploh + (5 — D] — met) do ds + moo()oh(0)]
= fo PR ds + may(1)?

which can be re-written as

—(2w + €0)? [p fol(l —s)pgds+m fol o ds}

Ip =

Jo P8 ds +mgo(1)?
yields the amplitude and phase modulation equations as:
ow 1 3 (3ap 0 pw? 1
e _ = _= 2.
a( 5 2w7) a ( 5 1 4af77D cos(7) (2.83a)
/ 1 :
wa' + appw = Zlafnp sin(7) (2.83b)

and the approximate solution is given by

w(s, t) ~ —qbo( Jae2d@Hme=) 4 (2.84)

2.3.2 Approximate solution - Discretized approach

Next, we tackle the discretized equation of the first mode determined in the previous section
2.2.4 with the method of multiple scales. To this end, we scale equations 2.64 in a similar
way to the equation 2.69 and write

G+ w?q + 2ep1q + €5q(¢* + q§) + eaq® = eng f cos(Qt + 7.) (2.85)

Using the same time scales defined in section 2.3.1 and expressing the solution of ¢(t) is then
expressed as a series in € of the form

q(t,e) = qo(To, Ty) + equ(To, Ty) + €qo(To, Ty) + ... (2.86)

we obtain the order € and €' equations as:
O(€%) equation
Digo + qow® =0, and (2.87)
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O(€') equation
Diqy + quw* = —dq0 (Dogo)” — 6q5D3go — 2411 Dogo — 2DoD1go — gy
1 . 1 o
T §fnqoezre+zT0Q + éfnqoeszeszOQ (288)
The solution of linear differential equation 2.87 is of the form:

qo = A(Ty)e? ™ + A(T))e %10 = A(Ty)e? ™ + cc (2.89)

Using this solution, we rewrite the different terms that contain ¢y in equation 2.88 as
0o (Doqo)? = Sw? A3e¥T0% — 5,2 A2 AT 4 cc

—5q§D(2]qo = dw?A3eMTow 1 3502 A2 Al 10w 4 e

=211 (Dogo) = —2jwAme™ +cc
—2(DoD1qp) = —2jwA’e?T 4 cc
—agy = —aAT0 _ 3eTTwq A2 A 4 cc

Using 2 = 2w + €0, the excitation terms are written as
1 JTe+1To82 1 —jTe—1T02 1 —joT1—jwTo—7T, 1 joT1+3jwTo+7T
5 naoe”™ + 5 fnae™ = 5fnde "5 nde © +cc

Because the solution is assumed to be periodic, the sum of all secular terms, which lead
to non-periodic solutions, is equated to zero. To this end, upon substituting the above
expansions into the equation 2.88, we obtain

_ 1 . . _ _
—3A%A + §ej°T1+JTef77A + 2A4%6w* A — 2jwD A — 25 Awpy = 0, and (2.90)

_ 1 . ) _ _ _
— 3A%A + §e*]”T1*JTEf77A + 2A0w*A? 4+ 2jwD A + 2§ Awpy = 0 (2.91)

These two equations provide valuable information about D; A and D;A that can be used
to study the progression of the amplitude of the response in time. The two equations are
complex conjugates to each other, so satisfying one equation will automatically satisfy the
other.

Substituting 1ae’” for A and ae™7” for A into equation 2.90 yields,

1 3 1 1 ,
— 2jw <—a’ - —jaﬁ’) — gaa:)’ + Za35w2 — japw + Zafne” — g1z =0 (2.92)
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where —23(T}) + 7. + o1 is replaced by v(T}) to remove the explicit dependence on Tj.
Therefore, '(T1) = 3 [—7/(T1) + o). Substituting for the value of ' and separating the real
and imaginary parts, we obtain the amplitude and phase modulation equations as

ow 1 5 (3w 1
a <7 5&)’}/) a (g T = 4af7] COS(’}/) (293&)
/ 1 .
wa' + apw = Zafn sin(y) (2.93b)

It is noted that the parameters uq,c,0,n defined above are equivalent to uip,ap,0p,np used
in the section 2.3.1. Therefore, amplitude and phase modulation equations 2.83a and 2.83b
derived using direct method by determining solvability conditions are identical to amplitude
and phase modulation equations 2.93a and 2.93b derived using the Galerkin discretization
and by considering nonlinear boundary conditions. This re-affirms the importance of con-
sidering the nonlinear boundary conditions while applying modal analysis.

The steady state equations are obtained by setting @ = 0 and 4 = 0 in equations 2.93a and
2.93b. Squaring and adding these equations yields a relation between the amplitude of the
response, a, and the system’s parameters as a function of the detuning parameter, o, and
the amplitude of the response f. By squaring and adding the , we obtain the amplitude

response function
3 S 2 2 2
[E + a® (__a + i)} + Wi = nl“g (2.94)

2.4 Results and discussion

In this section, we evaluate the importance of considering and neglecting nonlinear boundary
conditions while developing the discretized governing equations.

2.4.1 Linear vs non-linear boundary conditions

Comparing equations 2.59 - 2.61 with equations 2.66 - 2.68, we note assuming linearized
boundary conditions has resulted in additional terms for the forces related to geometric
nonlinearities, inertial nonlinearities and the external excitation. As will be shown below, the
options of considering or not considering these terms yield significantly differing responses.
To emphasize this, we consider a carbon fiber/epoxy resin composite beam and tip mass
system with the physical properties listed in Table 2.1.
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Table 2.1: Material and geometric properties of the beam-tip mass system.

Parameter [units] Value
Mass per unit length, p [g/m] 21
Young’s modulus, F) [GPa] 43
Length, | [mm] 150
Thickness, h [mm] 0.5
Width, b [mm] 30
Tip mass, m [gm] 5
Area moment of inertia, [y = ;5bh® [mm?] | 312.5

Using the characteristic equation 2.51 and modal analysis presented in section 2.2.1, we
determine that

¢(s) ~ 14.67 [ sinh(7.55s) — sin(7.55s) | + 15.76 [ cos(7.55s) — cosh(7.55s) |
Using equations 2.59 - 2.61 and the expression for ¢(s), we obtain

& ~ —1149.91 Kg 'm™2, o~ —148 x 10" Kg'm™2s7 %, and =~ —16.91Q* m's 2
(2.95)
Using equations 2.66 - 2.68 and the expression for ¢(s), we obtain

§ ~ 10776.1 Kg 'm 2, a~1.6x10"Kg 'm?s 2 and 5~ —8310°m 's™* (2.96)

Although there are considerable differences between the parameter values generated by con-
sidering linear or nonlinear boundary conditions, we note that the coefficients of cubic non-
linearities are affected the most. Particularly we note the change in its sign that suggests
a change from a softening response when linear boundary conditions are assumed to hard-
ening response when nonlinear boundary conditions are accounted for. From equations
2.59, 2.60, 2.66 and 2.67, the change in sign of coefficient of cubic nonlinearities can be

attributed to the fact that ¢ (1)¢?(1)é(1) << J. ¢*(¢'¢") ds and me'(1)é(1) ( Il ds) >

2
m <f0l " ds) + pfol @ (fsl f09 & dy d@) ds. Also, we note that the change in this behavior

is independent of E and Iy but has an implicit dependence on p, m and [. From equation
2.94, the steady state amplitude response relation is determined as:

1
pi + 7 (0 +17316.630°) " = 8.607f x 107 (2.97)

when assuming linearized boundary conditions, and



Vamsi C. Meesala  Chapter 2. Modeling vibrations of nonlinear continuous systems 27

1
i+ 7 (0 = 217475.360%)° = 2.070° % x 10 (2.98)

when the nonlinearities are accounted for in the boundary conditions.

: : : : 500 : : : :
1000 |-/ —Nonlinear boundary conditions ] —Nonlinear boundary conditions
. - - -Linear boundary conditions . - - -Linear boundary conditions
R % 4001
— 800 —
S S
Il Il
E scol E e N S
g g ] T A
E 400 L E 200 ,"
] o ‘\
£ ks
= 200( = 100}
0 : : : — : : 0 : : 1 : :
4 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5 52 4 4.2 44 4.6 4.8 5 52
—enf/w? x 103 —enf/w? x 10

(a) (b)

Figure 2.4: Principal parametric response of beam and tip mass system when p; = 0.05 s7*

and for (a) positive detuning ec = 0.038 rad/s and (b) negative detuning eo = —0.038 rad/s.
The response is represented as micro strain at 2 cm from the base excitation and appropriate
1 or 7m; has been chosen to nondimensionalize the forcing.

Figure 2.4(a) shows comparison the response of beam with a tip mass system for a positive
detuning, 0 = 0.038 rad/s for linearized and nonlinear boundary conditions. It is noted that
the response assuming nonlinear boundary conditions is of sub-critical bifurcation type and
that of assuming linear boundary conditions is of supercritical bifurcation type. The nature
of response is reversed when considering a negative detuning, o = —0.038 rad/s as shown in
figure 2.4(b).

2.5 Conclusions

In this chapter, we presented an extensive theoretical modeling of beam with a tip mass
system subjected to parametric excitation. We showed that the modulation equations de-
termined when the PDE and boundary conditions are directly attacked with the method of
multiple scales are equivalent to those determined when implementing the method of mul-
tiple scales onto discretized ODE which is developed by assuming full nonlinear description
of boundary conditions. We also showed that neglecting the nonlinear boundary conditions
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while developing the discretized governing equation of temporal modes can significantly alter
the response. In particular, we demonstrated that for the problem under consideration, the
sign of the cubic nonlinearity coefficients are opposite to the one obtained when assuming
linearized boundary conditions are neglected to that of when considered. From figure 2.4(a)
and 2.4(b) we showed that, nature of Hopf bifurcation is exactly opposite and the amplitudes
of response are considerably different when considering linearized and nonlinear boundary
conditions. From the analysis and results discussed in this chapter, it can be concluded that,
though neglecting nonlinear boundary conditions can simplify the math in determining the
governing equations, the representation of response can be significantly altered.



Chapter 3

Parameter sensitivity of cantilever
beam with tip mass to parametric
excitation

The cantilever beam with a tip mass configuration has been used to model robotic arms
[6,7], antenna masts [8,9], wings with store configurations [10-15], energy harvesting devices
[16-22], vibrating beam gyroscopes [23,24] and bio/chemical sensors [25-31]. In all of these
applications, there is a need for matching the system’s response with a predicted value
in order to determine a quantity of interest. For instance, in a bio/chemical sensor, the
objective would be to detect the presence of target bio-materials by assessing a very small
change in the static or dynamic response of the beam-mass system caused by the binding of
the bio-material mass to the beam. In the static response, the bending or deflection of the
beam is related to the value of the additional mass. In the dynamic resonant response, the
presence of the added mass is detected by measuring a shift in the resonance frequency of the
cantilever beam. Although the analysis seems straightforward, determining the resonance
frequency may require additional evaluation because the dynamic resonant response depends
on small variations in the beam’s dimensions, material properties, operational conditions
such as environmental thermal effects, and fatigue induced by cyclic loading. Subsequently;,
any uncertainty in the beam’s dimensions, the mass value or material properties can result
in inaccurate estimates of the natural frequency, which may induce discrepancies between
the proposed cantilever beam-mass model and predicted values and experimental results,
thereby compromising the fidelity of the model representing the device.

The effects of discrepancies in representative parameters on the response of a beam mass
system can be quantified by performing a sensitivity analysis of the response to variations in
these parameters. Alternatively, one may think of exploiting these effects in order to detect
changes in the parameters that can be associated with additional mass and manufacturing
or operational conditions such as the ones discussed above. The sensitivity analysis becomes

29
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more challenging in applications where nonlinear effects cannot be neglected or are of pri-
mary interest. For example in the case of the bio mass sensor, Younis and Nayfeh [51] noted
that accurate frequency response requires accurate representation of the nonlinearities of an
electrically actuated micro beam subjected to axial loading. Zhang et al. [30] and Zhang
and Turner [31] showed that the jump phenomenon in the principal parametric resonance
of a micro cantilever can be utilized for mass sensing with significantly higher sensing ca-
pability in comparison to linear resonant type sensors. Often, when considering a nonlinear
response, the type and point of bifurcation are highly sensitive to the system’s nonlinearities.
Perturbation analysis around this point provides a capability to assess the sensitivity of the
response to small variations in the model parameters.

In this chapter, we consider a cantilever beam with a tip mass under parametric excitation
and use the mathematical model developed in chapter 2 to assess its nonlinear response and
perform sensitivity analysis of the nonlinear response to variations in the elasticity (stiff-
ness) and additional mass of the beam and tip mass system. Using a discretized form of
the governing equation, we evaluate this sensitivity by implementing the Method of Mul-
tiple Scales [46,50]. We choose the discretized equation as the analysis is more intuitive
in comparison to the direct approach, which involves solving five nonlinear integro-partial
differential equations. Particular attention is paid to determining the effects of varying the
system’s parameter on changing the type of bifurcation under different resonance conditions.
Although nonlinear and damping terms in the governing equation are of O(€) and hence one
could assume that a solution considering the modulation equations up to O(€) is appropriate,
the small uncertainties in the nonlinear parameter are of the order O(e?) in the governing
equation, which requires a solution considering the modulation equations up to O(e?). To
be consistent and identify the sensitivity of the response from equilibrium solution, we will
compare the O(e?) solutions for the governing equations with and without small variations
in their parameters.

3.1 (Governing equations

A schematic of the cantilever beam with a tip mass subjected to parametric excitation is
presented in figure 3.1. The beam with length [, width b, thickness h, and mass per unit
length p, is clamped at the base where it is subjected to a harmonic excitation at twice its
natural frequency. Assuming that the beam is in-extensible and that the Euler-Bernoulli
beam theory is applicable the governing equation, derived in chapter 2, is written as
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p + 1w + Ely (w" + [w'(w'w")]") + miyw” + = ( //8152 ) dyd@)

82

— piiy (W' + (s — Dw") — T

(w?) ds =0 (3.1)

where the modulus of elasticity E, the damping coefficient ¢;, the second moment of the
area Iy, [, p, and tip mass m are assumed to be constants, and iy is the base acceleration.
The primes and dots represent respectively the derivatives of w(s,t) with respect to the
coordinate s and time ¢, and y and 6 are used as dummy variables. The natural nonlinear
boundary conditions at s = [ are determined from the moment and the shear boundary
conditions and are given by

(E[ w” 2 -+ EIY’IU ) |s=l =0 =54 w"(l,t) =0 (32)

62 /
(mdbw' — muw / ( ) ds + Ely (w’”w’2 + w"w' + w’”)

o2
i) =0 (33)
At s = 0, the essential boundary conditions are written as
ow(s,t)
0,t) =0 =0 3.4
wl(0,1) 5| (3.4

Implementing the Galerkin discretization, the governing equation of the first mode is written

as:
o[ s safon(] [ oam) o]

l l
—Efng/ ¢/2(¢/¢//)/d8+61Q/ ¢2d8
0

i [ /qs ds+p/< TS

where ¢ and ¢ are respectively the temporal modal displacement and linear mode shape
corresponding to the first mode. The governing equation is alternatively written as:

G+ wq+ qlqi + ¢%)

G+ w?q+ 211G + 0q(qi + ¢*) + ag® = nqf cos(t + 7.) (3.6)

where

!
| = %cl/ »*ds = (w, (3.7)
0
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P1
dw P1

ds

a(s ds

up(t) 1 h
77777 Ty

Figure 3.1: Schematic of the beam with tip mass system. The vertical line represents the
undeformed state and the curved line represents a general deformed state. The schematic on
the right hand side is used to define the geometry and depict the in-extensibility condition,
pp1 = ppy

5:m(/0l¢’2d3)2+p/0l¢'2(/Sl/oegb'Qdde) ds, (3.8)

!
a = —Ely/ ¢ (¢'¢") ds, and (3.9)
0

For a sinusoidal excitation with amplitude f and frequency €2, the base acceleration is given
by up(t) = fcos(Qt + 7.), which yields i(t) = —fQ?cos(Q + 7.). As such, we write

l l
= —0? 2d [ — ’Qd} 3.10
; [mfocb st [(1- 50 (3.10)



Vamsi C. Meesala Chapter 3. Sensitivity Analysis 33

3.2 Sensitivity analysis

Next, we employ the method of multiple scales to determine the approximate solution and to
study the stability characteristics of the response governed by equation 3.6 when subjected
to small variations in elasticity and tip mass. First, we investigate the principal parametric
resonance response characteristics of the beam tip mass system without any variations in
its parameters by appropriately scaling contributions of the different terms in the governing
equation 3.6 as:

G+ w?q + 2ep1q + €6q (¢ + ¢4) + eaq® = engf cos(U + 7.) (3.11)

where the forcing frequency is given by €2 = 2w + €o. Here, €0 is a small detuning param-
eter that quantifies the difference between the excitation frequency and twice the natural
frequency of the first mode of the beam and tip mass system.

As discussed above, any small uncertainty in the nonlinear parameters due to variations in
elasticity and tip mass is of order O(e?) in the governing equation 3.11, which requires the
derivation of the modulation equations up to O(€?) to capture their influence. As such, we
first compare the approximate solutions and response functions of the original system, with
no parameter variations, when implementing O(€) and O(€*) approximations.

3.2.1 Approximate solution

To obtain an approximate solution using the method of multiple scales, we introduce three
independent time scales Ty, T7 and T5 defined by

T, = €'t n=01,2
Using the chain rule of differentiation, we expand the derivatives up to O(e*) and write:

D 9 o 5,0
+ € + €

i =D D ’D 3.12
Dt o, Car, TCar, Tt (3.12a)

and
p: 0? 0 0
_ 9 2 (9 = D + 2eDyD
e m+%m%”(%%+W) o

+ € (D} +2DyD,) (3.12b)
The solution of ¢(t) is then expressed as

q(t, 6) = QO(TQ,Tl,TQ) + qu(To, Tl, Tg) + EQQQ(T(),Tl,TQ) + ... (313)
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Substituting equations 3.12a, 3.12b and 3.13 into the equation 3.11, retaining terms up-to
O(€?) and equating terms of the order €°, ¢! and €? on the left and right hand sides of equa-
tion 3.11, we obtain

eO— order equation:

D¢qo + gow® =0 (3.14)

e'— order equation:

D(%Ch + q1w2 = —2DyD:qy — 5QODOC]8 - 5(]3DSQO —0qo (DOCIO)2 - aqg — 2111 Doqo
1 L 1 o
+ §f,r]q0€z7'e+zTofl 4 5f,nqoe—m-e—ZTOQ7 and (315)

e2— order equation:

D3> + qew® = —2DyDyq1 — D3qo — 2DoDaqo — 20¢0DogoDoq1 — 260 Dogo D10
— 6q1Dogy — 20¢3 Do D1go — dq1 Dogy — 20g0q1 Diqo — 3avqrqy — 201 Doy — 2111 D1go
1 L 1 o
o e 0 4 eI (3.16)
By eliminating the secular terms that result from substituting the solution of ¢ from equa-

tion 3.14 into the e'-order equation 3.15, we obtain the amplitude and phase modulation
equations as:

a= 64—77@ siny — euqa, and (3.17a)
w
3o — 20w?
4 =e€o+ eg—z cosy — e%cﬂ (3.17b)

where the steady state equations are obtained by setting ¢ = 0 and 4 = 0. Squaring

and adding these equations yields a relation between amplitude of the response, a, and the

system’s parameters as a function of the detuning parameter, o, and the amplitude of the

response f.

2

o[l Ba—20) 1 p

P2 8w 16w?

Carrying the same procedure to the €2—order, i.e., finding the solution of ¢;, and substituting
it in equation 3.16, we obtain the following amplitude and phase modulation equations

(3.18)

@ = myiasiny + mara® siny + msi1a® + myra, and (3.19a)
Y = €0 — M9 COS Y — Mooa? coSy — m32a2 — Myy — m52a4 (3.19b)
where
fnleo — 2w) o fn(5a + 60w?)
mi = —€————F—— Mo = —

8w? ¢ 64w
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5 (B + 20w?) fn(eoc — 2w)
map = ¢ 32 , My = —€y, mi2 = ET’
o [n(a — 66w?) (3 — 20w?)
Moy = —€ ———F> Mgy = €e———
22 € 1603 ) 32 =€ Ao )
3ef?n? — 32ew? 3 —5a? — 12a0w? + 126%w?!
Mys = € €7 «“ “1, and  msy = 3€2 a Q0w + il (3.20a)

128w?
Squaring the steady state equations, obtained by setting @ = 0 and 4 = 0 and neglecting the
higher order terms [52], we obtain

3212w? [a”e (3 + 20w?) — 4w?] a? (3a — 20w?) — 4dow
[a%€ (5w + 66w?) + 8w(oe —w)] 16 [a2e (o — 66w?) + 4w (w — o]
—4f27]2) + 12a% ouw? (3@256 — 4) + 4a*w! (8 — 9a2(5e) + 6dow® + 128#%&)26]
— P (321)

[36 (5@4042

Table 3.1: Material and geometric properties of the beam-tip mass system.

Parameter [units] Value
Mass per unit length, p [g/m] 21
Young’s modulus, F) [GPa] 43
Length, { [mm] 150
Thickness, h [mm] 0.5
Width, b [mm] 30
Tip mass, m [gm] 5
Area moment of inertia, Iy = ;5bh? [mm?] | 312.5

The sensitivity of the approximate solution to solving for the steady state amplitude of re-
sponse, ag, up to O(e) and O(€?) can be determined by comparing the amplitude response
functions of equations 3.18 and 3.21 with numerical solutions of the governing equations as
shown in figures 3.2(a) and 3.2(b). The goemetric and material propoerties of the beam and
tip mass are presented in Table 3.1. Figure 3.2(a) shows the sub-critical type principal para-
metric response of the beam and tip mass system for a positive detuning, eo = 0.038 rad/s
and figure 3.2(b) shows the supercritical type response for a negative detuning eo = —0.038
rad/s. The plots also show that the response predicted from the numerical simulations are
in excellent agreement with the steady state response predicted with equation 3.21.
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Figure 3.2: Principal parametric response of the beam and tip mass, represented as micro
strain at 2 cm from the base excitation where s/l = 0.133, when (a) eoc = 0.038 rad/s, (b)
eoc = —0.038 rad/s. The dots and circles represent respectively the numerically simulated
results of backward and forward sweeps.

3.2.2 Sensitivity to stiffness variation

From the linear eigenvalue problem and equation 3.9, the natural frequency and geometric
non linearity coefficients are a function of the linear stiffness through the following relations

W= (E[Y)\4)2, and (3.22)
P
l
a = —Ely / ¢ (¢'¢") ds (3.23)
0

Given that the beam is in-extensible and the tip-mass and density of the beam are not altered,
the mode shape should not be affected. For the sake of analysis, we vary the elasticity and

write
E'=E(1+e¢og)

where, eop represents the non dimensional change in the elasticity and e denotes that the
term is smaller than 1. Consequently, we write

W’ = w4 wleop = W (1 +eog), and (3.24)

o = at+aeop = a(l+eog) (3.25)
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The forcing frequency is based on the natural frequency of the system and such that Q =
2w+ eo. Incorporating the change in the parameters into the governing equation, we rewrite
the governing equation of the first mode as,

G+ w’q + 2eu1g + €dg (¢° + qd) + e’ q® = eng f cos(Qt + 1) (3.26)

where o/ and w'? have been defined in equations 3.24 and 3.25.

Implementing the method of multiple scales as explained in the previous section, we obtain
the

eV— order equation:

Digo + qow* =0, (3.27)

et — order equation:

D3qy + qiw* = —2DyD1qo — 6¢2 D2qo — 50 (Dogo)” — agt — qooew? — 211 Dogo
1 o 1 .
+ 5Jcnqoem'e-i-zToQ + §f77Q[)6_”e_ZTOQ, and (328)

e2— order equation:

D2gs + quw® = —2DyDyq1 — D3qo — 2DoDaqo — 2060 DogoDoq1 — 260 Dogo D1qo
— 6q1 Dogg — 20g5DoD1go — 6q1Dogy — 20qoq1 Digo — 3aq1qg — aqpeor — qropw®

1 3 3 1 —1Te—1
— 21 Dogr — 2p1 Do + §f77611€”e“T0Q + §f77Q1€ =T (3.29)

By finding the solution of ¢y and ¢; while eliminating the secular terms that result from
substituting gy and ¢ respectively into the e-order equation 3.28 and e2-order equation
3.29, we obtain the amplitude and phase modulation equations as:

a =mqasiny + mora® siny + mara’ + myia, and (3.30a)
A = €0 — M12a COSY — Miaa@® COS Y — M32a® — Muo@ — Mis2a’ (3.30Db)
where
. fnleo — 2w) - 5 [n(ba + 60w?)
= —et¥0— = = —¢
11 8w2 ) 21 64(,()3 )
o (3a + 20w?) 11y In(eo — 2w)
m31 = ¢€ D) ) Mg = —€l, My =€———5—,
8w 4w
o fnla—60w?) _ (3ar—20w?)(2 4 eop)
Moo = € 16&)3 ) M3z = € 8w )
3ef*n? + 2wlop — 8ewro? — 32ew?p?
Mys = € , and

32w3
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—5a? — 1200w? + 126%w?
128w3 '

Squaring the steady state equations, obtained by setting @ = 0 and 4 = 0 in equations 3.30a
and 3.30b, we obtain:

Mmpso = 362

(3.30c¢)

3213w? [a?e (B + 20w?) — 4w?]  a? (Ba — 26w?) + dopw? — dow

a2e (5o + 66w?) + 8w(oe —w) 16 [a2e (o — 60w?) + dw(w — o¢€)]
—4f2772) + 12a*aw? (3&266 — 4) + 4a?ow? (8 — 9a25e)

+16w? [0 (a’€ (20w — ) + 20pw’e — 4w?) + 8ufe] + 640w’| = f*n® (3.31)
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Figure 3.3: Sensitivity of the parametric response of the beam-tip mass system to small
variations in elasticity £ = 43 GPa and 2 = 2w — 0.038 rad/s

Figure 3.3 shows the change in the amplitude response function when the modulus of elas-
ticity is varied. Of particular interest is the notion that small variations can induce a drastic
change in the response in terms of the type of bifurcation. For properties used in this partic-
ular problem, a decrease in elasticity by 0.167% of the actual value (i.e., eop &~ —1.67 x 1073)
changes the behavior from a supercritical Hopf bifurcation to a sub-critical one. In other
words, the extent of damage, represented by small reduction in the beam’s stiffness of a
beam-tip mass system that is designed for a supercritical response can be quantified by
testing it for a subcritical response under the same detuning conditions.

It is important to note the closeness of the bifurcation points for the original system and
for the one where the modulus of elasticity is reduced by 0.167%. It can be explained by
investigating the change in parameters governing the response of system. When the elasticity
is decreased by 0.167%, the value of modulus of elasticity is changed from F = 43 GPa to
E’' = 42.928 GPa causing the natural angular frequency to decrease from w = 45.596 rad/s
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to w’ = 45.558 rad/s. Because the set detuning is, ec = —0.038 rad/s and the excitation
frequency is Q = 2w+eo = 91.154 rad /s, the change in natural frequency alters the detuning
that is being exerted on the system, which is hereafter referred as the effective detuning. This
effective detuning (o.rs) can be calculated from ' = 45.558 rad/s, which yields, eo.ffr =
2—2w’ = 0.038 rad/s &~ |eo|. The minimum excitation amplitude that is required to produce
a non-zero response depends on the absolute magnitude of the detuning that is being exerted
on the system. As demonstrated above, since eo.sr ~ |ec|, the bifurcation point, representing
the excitation amplitude at which the system produces a non-zero response in the original
system and when the elasticity decreases by 0.167% are approximately the same.

3.2.3 Sensitivity to variations in tip mass

The tip mass affects the natural frequency and mode shapes in a complicated way. Because
the mode shape influences all the coefficients in the governing equation, we develop the
governing equation for each value of the tip mass. Figures 3.4(a) and 3.4(b) show the
sensitivity of response to small variations in the tip mass for a particular forcing frequency
in each case. In particular, figure 3.4(a) presents the sensitivity of the response to changes
in the tip mass without changing the forcing frequency when the unaltered system (m =5
gm) has a positive detuning of ec = 0.038 rad/s. As the tip-mass is slightly increased it can
be seen that the limits of the sub-critical response change. This change can be attributed
to the fact that the increase in mass decreases the natural frequency of the system, thereby
increasing the effective detuning for a constant forcing frequency. Figure 3.4(b) presents
the sensitivity of response to a small change in the tip mass without changing the forcing
frequency when the unaltered system has a negative detuning of e = —0.038 rad/s. As
explained above, increasing the tip mass increases the effective detuning of the system. For
a system that initially had a negative detuning, an increase in the tip mass can potentially
make the effective detuning positive and thereby alters the bifurcation from a supercritical
Hopf bifurcation to a subcritical one as seen when the tip mass is increased to m = 5.0096
gm. This is quite drastic change in the behavior for a very small change in tip mass (about
0.19% in this case) and can potentially be exploited in MEMS application for mass sensing
or detection.

Couple of sample MATHEMATICA files, mass vary.nb and mass vary Op0096.nb are in the
Appendix A.

3.3 Shift in bifurcation behavior - summary

In figures 3.3 and 3.4(b), we noted that a system excited with an expected response that
follows a supercritical bifurcation behavior can shift to a sub-critical behavior due to a
reduction in stiffness or the addition of tip mass. Next, we examine the extent to which this
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Figure 3.4: Sensitivity of parametric response of the beam-tip mass system to small variations
in tip mass when the excitation frequency (a) Q = 2w,,—5+0.038 rad/s and (b) Q2 = 2w,,,—5 —
0.038 rad/s. The parameters chosen for nondimensionalizing acceleration are w = 45.596
rad/s and n = —69127.320 m~*s~2 for postive detuning and n = —69012.193 m~'s~2 for
negative detuning.

change can be exploited to detect and quantify mass or stiffness variations. To this end, we
consider that a shift in bifurcation behavior can be detected when the bifurcation point of
the sub-critical curve meets the bifurcation point of actual supercritical curve exhibited by
the system. For instance, in the case of sensitivity of response to small variations in tip mass
retaining the stiffness as £ = 43 GPa, as represented in figure 3.4(b), we consider the shift
in bifurcation behavior to be detectable when the tip mass is increased by 0.19%.

For a fixed stiffness, tip-mass values and a given initial detuning value, eo, figure 3.5 shows
the range by which £, m or both of them should change to yield the change in the type of
bifurcation behavior. The results show that at higher detuning values, a larger change must
take place before a shift in the type of bifurcation takes place.

3.4 Conclusions

We performed a sensitivity analysis of the beam with a tip mass system subjected to para-
metric excitation for small variations in the values of the elasticity and tip mass. The analysis
was carried out by solving the system using the method of multiple scales with the objective
of detecting small variations in nonlinear parameters due small uncertainty in elasticity and
tip mass. For the problem considered, we illustrated that a decrease in elasticity can alter
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Figure 3.5: Required variation in stiffness and tip-mass to observe the change in the type of
bifurcation behavior for the considered beam and tip mass system (F = 43 GPa and m =5
gm) for various values of initial detuning in the system.

the response of a system that is designed to yield a supercritical bifurcation to result in a
sub-critical bifurcation. We explained this change in the response by defining effective de-
tuning, which accounts for the fact that the change in elasticity affects the natural frequency
of the system and thereby affects the actual detuning. From the sensitivity analysis of tip
mass, we showed that a very small change of the order of 0.19% in the tip mass can cause
an appreciable effect in the response by changing the type of bifurcation. This observation
can potentially be applied for using parametrically excited micro-cantilever beams as sens-
ing devices. Introspecting the definition of effective detuning suggests that the sensitivity to
change in the tip mass is directly proportional to the closeness of the excitation frequency to
twice the natural frequency of original system, i.e., the detuning parameter . In the light
of this observation, we noted that the sensitivity of tip mass can be increased by decreasing
0.



Chapter 4

Identification of nonlinear
piezoelectric coeflicients

Attention to piezoelectric materials has increased dramatically in recent years. This interest
rises from their potential for their use in many applications for various objectives. They
have been suggested for developing self powered micro systems and sensors [53-58], active-
passive vibration control and damping systems [59-64], broadband energy harvesters [65-68]
and impedance based structural health monitoring devices [57,69,70]. In more recent stud-
ies, piezoelectric/ceramic materials have been proposed in biomedical applications as load
and wear sensors for knee joints [71,72] and as receivers to oxygenate tumors and charge
pacemakers [73-75]. To augment the power generated, specific designs have been proposed
that produce large strains and thereby generating more power [76-78|. Extending the realm
of applications of piezoelectric materials comes with a price, as large strains can cause the
material to behave in a nonlinear manner and exhibit amplitude-dependent resonant fre-
quencies, super-harmonics in the response, saturation and hysteresis behaviors. As such,
identification of the nonlinear electromechanical constitutive relation must be performed to
design, analyze, optimize and/or exploit such behaviors.

Aurelle et al. [32] and Guyomar et al. [33] presented a nonlinear electromechanical consti-
tutive relation to study the saturation and hysteresis behavior that they observed in their
experiments on ultrasonic transducers. Wagner and Hagedorn [34] derived an equation for
the electric enthalpy density that accounts for nonlinearities in piezoelectric response. They
demonstrated that a bi-morph cannot be used to study the quadratic nonlinearities because
the symmetrical nature of the bi-morph eliminates the effects of quadratic nonlinearities. A
review of the nonlinear behavior of piezoelectric materials was presented by Leadenham and
Erturk [79]. We note that the most common approach employed to estimate the parame-
ters governing the nonlinear behavior in the above mentioned references has consisted of an
optimized curve fitting procedure and, postulate that there is a need to develop a holistic
parameter identification scheme that utilizes the vibration behavior.

42
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Analyzing the vibration behavior is probably the most insightful and physical way for pa-
rameter identification. Free vibration tests are commonly used for estimating damping ratio
of a structure and in piezoelectric energy harvesters. The frequency response functions of
displacement and voltage generated are used to identify characteristic capacitance and elec-
tromechanical coupling of the harvester. Nayfeh [80] presented a parameter identification
procedure for a generic nonlinear coupled oscillator that exploits the hysteresis and sub crit-
ical bufurcation exhibited by a generic oscillator. Zavodney [81] generalized the theory to
identify and estimate the nonlinearity in the system from random excitations and forcing
and frequency sweeps. Hajj et al. [82] combined perturbation techniques and bispectral
analysis to characterize nonlinear damping from experimental data of three beam and two
mass system. A concise review of nonlinear system identification in structural dynamics is
presented by Kerschen et al. [83]. To date, the parameter identification work for smart and
intelligent systems has concentrated on micro resonators, where the system is represented
as a Duffing oscillator with geometric nonlinearity [84,85] without a specific approach to
identify nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients.

In this paper, we consider an unsymmetrical piezoelectric energy harvester and propose a
parameter identification scheme to identify nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients by exploiting
the principal mode resonant response. We consider a beam with tip mass and a single
piezoelectric layer subjected to direct excitation as an unsymmetrical piezoelectric energy
harvester and first derive the governing equations of the first mode using the electric enthalpy
density representation introduced by Wagner and Hagedorn [34]. We then use the method of
multiple scales [46,50] to determine the approximate solution of the response to a principal
mode resonant excitation and under open circuit conditions (i.e., high load resistance). We
argue that the characteristic nonlinear response of the harvester predicted by the method of
multiple scales as approximate solution and steady state amplitude response relations can
be used for estimating nonlinear parameters and propose a holistic parameter identification
scheme. By choosing a numerical example, we validate the proposed parameter identification
scheme and estimate the material parameters governing the nonlinear behavior.

4.1 Mathematical Modeling

A cantilever beam system with a tip mass m, partially covered with piezoelectric layer,
subjected to direct excitation is considered for the analysis as shown in the figure 2.1. The
beam with length [, width b,, thickness hy and mass per unit length p, is bonded with a
piezoelectric layer of length [y, width b, thickness h, and mass per unit length p, that is
connected to a load resistance, R. To derive the governing equation and energy harvested,
we employ the generalized Hamilton principle for electronic transducers [34,86-89], which is
written as:

to
/ (6T — 6A + 6W,) dt = 0 (4.1)

t1
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Assuming that the beam is in-extensible, the horizontal displacement, u(s,t) can be repre-
sented as u(s,t) = 5 [ w'®ds [4]. Therefore, the kinetic energy of the system can be written
as:

1 119 1 qh 519 2 ) 2
T =2 i 2 - . - 2 _/ S/__ 2
Qm[/028t(w)ds}+2/0 pq[/o 2at(w)aly} ds+2 llp{ozat(w)dy ds

1 [ow(l,t 2 L[
+ -m wil, 1) +uy| + —/ Peq [w‘f‘ub]Q dS"“/ Ps [w_l'ub]Q ds (4.2)
2 ot 2 0 2 1

where p., = ps + pp. The neutral axis of the system is discontinuous because of the presence

Piezoelectric

ks

Cross section

Figure 4.1: Schematic of the beam and tip mass system with a piezoelectric layer. The
dashed circle represents the initial undeformed position of the tip mass.

of partial piezoelectric layer and as such, it can be derived by recalling that the stresses
through the cross section must be in equilibrium. By defining the neutral axis yq, as shown

in figure 4.1, we write:
Yﬁhp(hs+hp) 0< <
yo = 4 20kt Vi) = f=4 (4.3)
i <s<l

The corresponding strain up to the third order approximation can be written as [4],

1
€11 = —[y—yo]liz _[?J_yo] w” (1+ 51‘/2)

As discussed above, we wish to identify nonlinear coefficients in the constitutive relation of
the piezoelectric material, which can be represented by the electric enthalpy. To accomplish
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this, we account for the potential energy and use the electric enthalpy derived by Wagner
and Hagedorn [34] and write

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
A = / (iyﬁg%l + 5Yf”lg%l —eg1611 B3 — iagngf%l — §e§3E§ + éalefl - gagsi’lEg + §a45‘111) dv

(4.4)
where Y3, Y/}, es; and €35 are respectively the Young’s modulus of elasticity of the beam
(substrate), Young’s modulus of piezoelectric material, piezoelectric coupling co-efficient and
dielectric (or piezoelectric permittivity) constant. Ej is the induced electric field and is given

by
he (4.5)

where Vi (s,t) =V (t) [H(s) — H(s — 1) = V()Hf(s), Vu(s, ) =V ()" [H(s) — H(s — ;)] =
V(t)"H f(s) and H(x) is Heaviside step function.

The electric enthalpy in equation 4.4 can be re-written as:

1 [h "2 2 b " 1 2 Vi 1 [h "2 Vi
A:§ ; Y[eqw [1—|—w ] ds — ; 631A1U) (1"‘5?1) )h—pd8+§ . Oégjpw h—pdS
1 Iy V2b 1 I 1 I V
— —/ €531 ds — —/ ag Aow™ ds — —/ g~ Ao ds
1 [ 1/
+ é / 044/\3111”4 ds + 5 / Yvﬁ[sw//Q [1 + le] ds (46)
0 A

where Y1, = (YI), + Y}, 1,,

hs

B b
Y1), = /h Yiib(y = %)” dy = Y7

173 ; (4.7a)

h 3 h 3
(g - yo) + (35 +yo)
he > (h, ’
(E + hy — yo) — (3 — yo) ] , (4.7b)
h, 2 h, 2 b, | [ hs 4 h, 4
(E+hp—yo> —(?—yo)]> Azzzp <E+hp—yo) —(7—yo> ;

)
hs > [hy > b
(5 + hy — yo) - (E - yo) ] , and Is = Ehi- (4.7d)

s
2

b

Ay =2

The virtual work done by the non conservative forces is represented by

I
IWhe = —/ cw Y (s, t)6w(s, t) ds (4.8)
0
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where ¢; is structural damping coefficient. Substituting equations 4.2, 4.6, and 4.8 into
equation 4.1, we obtain the piece-wise distributed parameter governing equation of motions
as

s 0 952 /
. . " N /ANAl € !/ 8 /
— Pegl — 10 — Y Lo (w™ + [w (ww)])—%[w// @(uﬂ) dde}
151 0

" I 92 12 " ", 0 / "
0 VH VH VH
m / @ (w'Q) ds + 631[[p |:w f + v f + f :|

2 2hy, h, h,
VH ",,,012 2 " ///VH / "2 VH " //VH
+ OZQAQ f w —+ ww f + w f + ww f + alA [wmz + w//w////}
2hy, hy hy h,
VHf//w// 2Vhf/w/// Vwa”” 3
- ozgfp { hp + hp + h + 014A3 _ //w///2 2w//2w////
w”) dydf — peqiiy =0 (4.9
/h / (9752 Y Peqliv =0 (4.9)
for 0 < s < Iy,

— psth — cytb — Y L (w™ + [w'(w'w”)])

, mw// l 82 )
[ //8t2 ) dyd&] 5 | g (W) ds = puiis =0 (4.10)

for [y < s < [, and the corresponding electrical equation is

A ’LU” lwIQw/I A w//3
631A1 |:/ —ds + / dS:| + OZQAQ/
o Iy o 2h, o 6h,

l l "2
L ea3Vh L w
— asl. —ds = 4.11
+/0 h ds — p/o o, ds =Q(t) ( )

Since the beam is clamped at s = 0, the essential boundary conditions at s = 0 are given by
w(0,t) =0  w(0,t) =0 (4.12)

and the natural nonlinear boundary conditions at s = [, which are moment and shear force
balance equations, obtained from the generalized Hamilton principle are written as

VL (w'w? +w")| =0 = w'(l,t) =0 (4.13)

=0 (4.14)

s=l

[ 92 12
w
— iy + Ylslj (w///w/z + w"w' + w///) o mw// @ (7> ds — ma
0
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The generalized Hamilton’s principle also yields us the moment and shear force balance
equations at s = [y, which serve as the compatibility conditions at s = [; and are written as

WAVHf VHF] 1 1 1
A - A "2 - A H V "2 - A "3
€314\ [ oh, + I } + 2a1 W + 2hpa2 oH fVw 2044 3W
" H
_a?)jpwh—f _ Y]eq (w//w/Q + w//) + Y151]s (w//w/Q + w//) =0 (4‘15)
P s=l

w?VHf  VHFf
_631A1 ( 2h f _"_ h f > + Y[eq (w///w/2 _"_ w//Qw/ _"_ w///) _ -)/1511'8 (w///w/2 _"_ w//Qw/ + w///)
P P

w//2VH / VH wl/w/l/ w//VH / wIIIVH
—042/\2( o, / + J;Lp ) — g Agw"w" —i—ongp( h f + i f)
+ga4A3w”2w’” =0 (4.16)
s=l1

4.1.1 Reduced order model - Galerkin discretization

To simplify the representative model and to study the response to a principal mode resonance
excitation, we employ a Galerkin discretization and perform weighted residual method to
determine the governing equation of the first mode. To this end, we determine the linear
mode shapes of the system by considering the undamped, unforced, short circuited [V (t) = 0]
and linear free vibration description of motion as

. nr __
{ PeqW + Y Iqw _—é) 0<s<ly (4.17)

psW + Y5 Lw™ L <s<l

Assuming the discretization as

_ Zfil ¢i(s)qi(t) 0<s<hy
w(s;t) = { SV p(s)ast)  Lo<s <l (4.18)

and substituting into equation 4.17, while realizing that ¢ = —w?q, where w,, is the natural
frequency of the n*’-mode, we obtain

¢i" = Mo 0<s<l (4.19a)

O =X i <s <l (4.19D)

whose general solution is of the form

®i(s) = Aj cos(A;8) + By sin(Ay;s) + C1 cosh(Ay;8) + Dy sinh(Ay;s) 0<s<ly (4.20a)
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i(s) = Az cos(Ag;s) + Basin(Ag;s) + Co cosh(Ag;s) + Dy sinh(Agy;s) li <s<l (4.20b)

2 1 2 1
where \j; = (w" L €q> 4, Ao = (wi Ps > " and the linear short circuited boundary conditions are

Ve Yl
given by
¢(0)=¢'(0)=0,  "(l)=0, and (4.21a)
(lesllswm + mWQw) ’s:l == U. (421b)
The continuity relations and linear compatibility conditions are written as
() = (), ¢'(l1) = ' (l), (4.22a)
Yleq(bll(ll) = }/ﬁfsw”(ll)’ and Y[eq¢///(l1) = }/181[swm<ll)- (422b)

Moreover, for any two distinct modes, p and ¢, we assume

Iy I
s=l1 s=l1
i [ patiuds = V9o - VI T + [ Yiageas (123
0 0
I . . !
Wf;/l psibpibq ds = Ylsllswgli/’q’sdl - Yfﬁs%%‘s:zl +/l Yﬁfsl/é,'%' ds (4.23b)

Adding equations 4.23a and 4.23b and using the compatibility conditions, the orthogonality
relations are written as

I l
/ Peq®p(8)Pq(s) ds + / PsPp(8)1g(8) ds +mapy(1)hy (1) = dpg
0 | h l (4.24)
/0 Ylquzﬁg(s)gb;’(s) ds + / Yﬁ]swg(s)g/)g(s) ds = 5pqw§

51

where 4y, is the Kronecker delta, defined as unity when p is equal to ¢ and zero otherwise.
Using the above discretization, the solution is approximated as the sum of a finite number
of modes, i.e.,
M
w(s,t) = { Zzﬁl ¢i(s)qi(t) 0<s<lh (4.25)
i vi($)at)  h<s<l

where the basis functions ¢;(s) and 1);(s) represent the mode shape, ¢;(t) represents the
modal coordinate (temporal amplitude) and M is the number of modes under consideration.
For any given problem, the natural frequency w; and mass normalized mode shapes can be
uniquely determined by solving for non-trivial solution of eight equations 4.21a - 4.22b in
conjunction with the orthogonality relations represented by equation 4.24.
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Using the piece-wise description of w(s, t) from the equation 4.25, and the Galerkin-weighted
residual method, the equation of motion is written as

M M
- peq Z d)zQz — G Z ¢z% Yqu (Z gbm/qz + Z QzQJQk ¢ d) ) ] >
=1

=1 ij:l
M

e / ’ /ol 82 m g 7 82 h /ol : 1o
—% Z {@%’/ / %%@ (g5qr) dy d@} + Z 014 — (;q) { Oiords + [ Yy ds}
i,j,k=1 b 70 0

2
ijk_l 2 0Ot

—|—631[I [Z q:4 ]¢¢ f + Z q:9q ]¢//¢ VHf VHf

2h,
2,j=1
Z a4 ]cb”czﬁ;’

1]1

h
2,7=1 p

+OZQA2

f + Z 4iq ]¢//¢///2VHf

i,j=1

2h,,

z]l

+ Z 4iq ]¢///¢/// + Z 4iq ]¢//// //VHf
p

Z]l

" 2 H !/
rouhe S s (616 + 1] ~ool, lzw Iy g

1,j=1

+ Z z¢//IIVHf

P

M
+aihs Y qiqjqk[ 36161 — 201010} } S Lolq / / VU () dydf
i,5,k=1

i,5,k=1

— Peqity =0 (4.26)

M M
S e - VA, (ZWW S gl >1)
=1 =1

,5,k,l=1
M s 0 2 M 9
s 0 m 0 .
Ly [w;qi | [ i @a dyde] +Y Mty /1 Ui (40s) ds—paiy = 0
ik l=1 ij k=1 1

(4.27)
and the corresponding electrical equation is written as

l1 ll
i [3a / ol ds + S i [ s | st S i | o
1,7,k=1 i,7,k=1
h M
ez3V'b
+/ 32 ds — asl, Z ¢ gb” ;'ﬂ ds = Q(t) (4.28)
0 P ij=1

By considering only one mode(M = 1) and using the orthogonal properties of the linear
modes, the individual terms in equation 4.26 and 4.27 are simplified as shown below
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l1 ll

Yleq‘h 1 /1”/ dr = Yqu(h dS +YIEQQ1¢”/(Z1)¢1<ZI) - Y[qu1¢Y(l1)¢,1<l1) (4-29)
0 0

l1
Yleqq:f ¢1(¢,1(¢/1 '{)')’ds = (Y[qu1¢1 H/‘I’Yjeq%¢1¢1 H2)|s:l1
0

Iy
— (Y[eqq1¢ )’s=l1 —O—QYquqi’/ (b'12 ’1/2 ds (4.30)
0

A s 0 !
pents (@ +auii) / & (¢a / / ¢’Edyd0) ds = —pogir (i) / ( / / o dyde)
0 151 0 0 151

(4.31)

I

L !
—maq(1gr + Qf)/ P10} < /12 dy + 1/1/12 dy> ds =
0 I

0

! I l
maq (G + Q%) {_ (¢/1¢1)|s:11 ¢12 ds + / fb/12 ds 12 dS}
l1 0 5

I Iy 2
— (¢,1¢1/0 2 ds) | + (/0 2 ds) ] (4.32)

+maqi(qidy + 1)

\% \% N4
es1 1 1,q7 = 5 ¢1¢ CHf"ds = —ez1Migi— 2h S H [ oo ll+€31A1Q1h ¢1¢1¢ (H f"ds
P
2 V /3 /
+enhigi 5~ ¢1 Hf ds
2hy Jo
% 1%
= —631/\1(]%% ,12¢1Hf/ =, +€31A1Q%h— ¢1¢1¢ 'H f'ds
P
5 3V
+ 631/\191 o, 925 H f |s=t, — 631A1Q1 oh, ¢ /Hfds (4.33)
VoM 4 v v
—631A1h— o1 Hf"ds = — 631A1h—¢1Hf/ +€31A1h—¢/1Hf- —631A1h ¢ [H f ds
p Jo P s=l; P s=l; P

(4.34)
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%4 Vo o[k
—042A2Q%— ¢1 ¢H2Hf” ds = —a2A2q1 ¢1 ¢//2Hf/‘s=ll +042A2(J%— o1 ¢”/Hf/ ds
2h,, 2h, hy Jo

Vb
+a2A2q12h oL H f —OQAquﬁ / (91" +2¢, ¢ ¢") Hf ds (4.35)
p JO

s=l

v
- 042/\2th— ¢1¢ ¢”/Hf ds = a2A2q1h ¢1¢ ¢"le
P

s=l

L
+ OéQqu%h— (¢/1 ”/ + ¢1 2 + ¢1 I”/) Hf ds (436)
P JO

L
— CY1A2(]% qf)l ,1/ ,1/” ds = — OélAQq%le mlS I + Ozlqul / ¢1¢IIII2 ds
0

I
+ anagtofdfef], ., — oot [ (01 + ot
0

I

A 1
. 2 / " . 112 2 13
since, —ay Nagy P o ds = ——041A2q1¢1¢ s=l; T 5041/\291 1 ds
0 0

I I
2 Ui 2 /1 1112
—ahog; [ 01979 ds = — a1 Nagi 1 ¢ 6| iy -i—al/\qu P17 " ds
0

Iy

1
+ 041/\2(1 iy 1‘ 041/\261 ¢1¢”2 s=lh — —alAzfﬁ /1/3 ds (4.37)

S= ll 2 0
V " /1 /1 V
ol [ o (G + 6V - 2H6) ds = — sl 100!
D S=l1
+ I V H H " _[ V H //2 4
a3ph q (Hf'o1¢f + Hf$19)|  + s h_ fei™ds (4.38)
s=l
Iy
&4A3q? / (3¢1 ///2 + ¢1¢//2 //II) ds — §Oé4A3q1 ¢1¢/l2 "
0 s=l1

1 1 h
— §Q4A3q1¢1 /13 + 50[4]\3Qi3 §Z5/1,4 dS (439)
0

s=lq
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5 l 0 l 0
i) [ ool ( /l / w’fdyde) ds = —pu(@+aui) o1 (1), (1) ( /l / w'fdyde)
+ psld + ")[ l1¢’2d](/l/6w’2d d@) (4.40)
s S .
Ps\41 T 4141 ; 1 A 1 ay

I
Y Lq ¢1 Uds = YLy | ¥y ds+ YD, %W"%Ei Vi L | 51 (4.41)
1

Y Lq} wl(%w WYY ds = (Y L@y Py + Yo Lagiwn i) |52,

- (Y181 s‘h@b )|s i + 2V} 1 s(h Q/’ //2 ds (4-42)

oot (i) /Z oy (wi /l s /0 ew’fdyc%))/ds:—psqlwﬁqlql / ( / / ¥ dyd9>

T pean(d + i) s () (1) ( / / wfdyde) (4.43)

l l l
—maqi (@ +47) [ i’( gRdy + ¢12dy) ds =
l1 0 A l ;
Zds+ [ P ds/ 2 ds}
! " s=1 ’ ! 2
— (Wpl l 2 ds) + ( 2 ds) ] (4.44)
. s=1; I

From continuity, compatibility and the nonlinear boundary conditions along with normal-

l1

. . s=l

maq (1gr + Q%) {_ (¢1¢1)|5:11
0

+maq (qid1 + 47)
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ization conditions, we write the equation of motion of the first mode as

51

!
g1 +c1q ( prds+ | Ui ds) +wig
0 1

I
+ 243 (Yleq 2 ds + Y31, w 2 ds>
0

I 2 I I 2
</ ’fds) +2/ 2 ds ¢;2ds+(/ 1//12d5)]
0 0 l1 0

+ maq (q1G1 + Q%)

, 3V Vo Vo
— e\ igf — o, /12 1ds — 631A1h—p ; 1ds — azAsz%ﬁ ; 1% ds
1 l1 174 5 l1
— 50&1[\2(]% //3 ds + Oé3Iph q1 ; //2 ds + — OZ4A3q1 /1/4 ds
0

+ps<ql+q1ql){oh¢1 ds} ( /l / ¥ dyde)—peqqmq%qlql / ( /l / ¥ dyde)

et (i) / ( / / o dyde) ds = —iiy {mwwwq [“oras+a. wlds}
(4.45)

l1

and the corresponding electrical equation as

l1 3

A qQ1 h Cl Q1 /2 //d A q1 //Sd
ey | 5= ; +2h 1791 ds| + az 26h 1 as
P

ll b ll
+ / eV ds — asl,— a gzsg'?ds:Q(t) (4.46)
0

hy h

Using the electrical damping arising from dissipation from the load resistance [88], Q= —%,
we modify the above equation to write

@ (" 3Q1 ¢ @ "3

€31A1 — // / ¢ ll/dS + CVQAQ / ¢1 ds
hy Jo
"esVh
+ / €33 QIQI / ¢//2 d _|_ A (447)
o Iy

4.2 Approximate solution - Method of Multiple Scales

To determine the nonlinear response to principal mode resonance and to study the stability
characteristics of the system, we employ the method of multiple scales. To this end, we scale
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the contributions of the different terms in the governing equations 4.45 and 4.46 appropriately
and, by defining u, = f cos(Q2t + 7.), we re-write them as

i+ w2q 422G+ €0V + €017 + €265qV + €203¢° + €204q(¢% + qi) = enf cos(Q +7.) (4.48)

. . \%4
— 0,4+ C,V — €d2,qq + €p = 0 (4.49)
where
1 1A 1 o 1A
62#1 = 501 ( ¢§ ds + Qﬂ% ds) = (w, € =0, = —631A1h— 1ds, (4.50a)
0 151 p JO
bl 1 L 1 h
Cp = —833 1, 6(51 = —_OélAQ /1/3 dS, 6252 = 6621} = _043[[) /1/2 d37 (450b)
hp 2 0 hp 0
! !
1 1 1
265 = 2Yjeq 2o ds + 23 I, qp 2 ds + aahs 1 ds, (4.50¢)

0

2 2

6254:m[(/l1 'fds) / ¢ ds 1l¢;2ds+(/ll¢’fds)
([ f n) oo f (] [ )
_ / (//w dyde) (4.50d)

n=02 [mwl(l) + Peq Grds+ps | Un ds} , and Q=w+eo. (4.50e)
0 I

We note that the subscripts representing mode numbers were removed from the equations
for the sake of convenience.

We note that the piezoelectric coupling is usually small and one can scale the ¢?V terms to
O(€*) in equation 4.48 and to O(e?) in equation 4.49. We realize that this effect is not sig-
nificant and can often be in the range of electrical and mechanical noise during experiments,
hence these terms are neglected in the analysis.

To solve the equations 4.48 and 4.49, we introduce three independent time scales Ty, 177 and
Ty defined by
T, = €'t n=20,1,2

and expand the derivatives up to O(€?) and write:

D 9 o 5,0
+ € + €

— = =D D ’D 4.51
Dt o, Cor, TCar, Tt (4.51a)
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and
D> d? 0 0
_ 9 2 (9 = D2 +2eDyD
e otz T amar, € ( T, +6TE) (Rt

+ ¢ (D} 4+ 2DoD5)  (4.51b)
The solutions of ¢(t) and V (¢) are then expressed as
q(t, €) = qo(To, T1, Ta) + €qu(To, Th, Ta) + €q2(To, T1, Ta) + - (4.52a)

V(t, 6) == %(To, Tla Tg) + 6‘/1(T0, T17 Tg) -+ 62‘/2(To, T1> TQ) + ... (452b)

Substituting equations 4.51a, 4.51b and 4.52a into the equations 4.48 and 4.49, retaining
terms up-to O(e?), we obtain

eO— order equation:

D3qo + qow® = 0, (4.53a)
C,DoVy — 0,Doq0 = 0, (4.53D)
el'— order equation:
A 1 1 o
Dia +w’q = =2(DoDigo) — G5 — OVo + 5 freimetiTot 4 5 fe e (4.54a)
RC,DyVi + RC, Dy Vy — 83, RgoDogo — RO, Dogi — R8,D1q0 + Vi = 0, (4.54b)

e2— order equation:

Digs + w?qa = =043 D3qo — 04qo (Dogo) * — 2111 Dogo — 2DoD1gi — Diqo
— 2Dy Dagqy — 83g5 — 2014190 — 02Voqo — OV4, and  (4.55a)

RC,DyV3 + RC, D\ Vi + RC, D3V — 02, RgoDoq1 — 020 g0 D1qo — 62, RV1 Doqo
— RO,Doqs — RO,D1qy — RO,Daqo + Vi = 0. (4.55b)

0

From €”— order equations, we obtain,

qo(To, Ty, To) = A(Ty, Ty)e?*™ 4 c.c, and (4.56a)

Vo= —A(T1, Ty) ™ + c.c. (4.56b)

o=
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1

By substituting ¢y and Vj in €' — order equation 4.54a and eliminating secular terms we

obtain

__J iy jTetioTy
DiA= <2A109v FCye ) (4.57)

p

and solving for ¢; and V) yields

A5 A N A2§,e%Tow
w2 3w?

Q= + c.c, and (4.58a)

1

Vie —
! 6Rw2q§

[35ngwQCpA%e%T°“’ + 20, (A161 RC,e* ™ + 3iA1weiT°“)] +c.c.  (4.58b)
Next, by using ¢; and V; in the €2— order equation, 4.55a, and eliminating the secular
terms, we obtain the relation for Dy A. Using the relations for D1 A and Dy A, we obtain the
amplitude and phase modulation equations as

A=eDA+é2D,A (4.59)

writing the complex amplitude, A, in polar coordinates, A(Ty,T,) = %a(TO, T5)e?B(TT2) and
defining v = eat + 7. — 3 to remove the explicit dependence of time in amplitude and phase
modulation equations, we obtain

O —
4w?

1 60, f'r]éZ )
Zaf - — 2y | - ~y 4.
2a< Ru2C? “1) 8wiC, o ] and (4.60)

Y =—€|—0+

2wC, + 4aw? cosy

) 4 s, 2 2 42 )2 00
a (6540.) 9(53(«0 +1051) 0 91} _ f7799v Cosfy]. (461)

2 +
24w3 8wiC2  BawC,

+ €

To consider the steady state amplitude ap, for a given excitation, we set @ = 0 and ¥ = 0
and eliminate 7 in equations 4.60 and 4.61 to obtain the following steady state amplitude
response relation

A\ 2
16a3w?e? <2u1Rw205 + 991;)

" A\ 2
PapReCE (200, (3w — Q) — O,

N N . AN\2
a2 (—cg [a%€ (66,w* — 90502 + 1002) + 240w + 120w2C,0, — 39269,3)
+

— =1 (4.62)
9 f212C2 <2wcp(3w Q) - eeev)
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where the approximate solutions are written as

®1(s) [ao cos (Qt + 1. — ) + 6%30:2 cos (2[Q + 1. — y0]) — eﬁfﬁ + } 0<s<l
w(s,t) =
P1(s) [ao cos (Qt + 7. — 7o) + eaﬁgjﬁ cos (2 [Qt + 7. — y0)) — 63(23?21 + } h<s<lI
(4.63a)
a é’l} Qa A'[) N a26 év
V(t) = gp cos (U + 7. — ) — ER:‘)}CE sin (U + 7. — 7o) + 6607101) cos (2 [ + T — 7o)
CL(2)52U
+e o cos (2[Qt + 7. — 7))+ ... (4.63b)
P

or can alternatively be represented in frequency domain as

o1(s) [CL05<I/ - Q)+ eagélé(v —0) + 66%515(1/ —2Q) + ] 0<s<l

202 6w?

D1 (s) [aoa(y — Q) + €Dh6(v — 0) + X2 5(v — 20) + ] L<s<l
(4.64a)

aoby €2 az 6262 52
= 1+ ———d0(r—Q z (v — 20 4.64b
V=2 a9 T e g Tace? T2 (4.64b)

where ¢ is the dirac delta function.

4.3 Parameter identification

In this section, we propose a systematic methodology to estimate material nonlinear param-
eters in the considered enthalpy density representation, i.e., aq, as and a3. We assume that
the linear parameters in governing equation including the damping ratio, natural frequency,
capacitance and coupling coefficients can be estimated from free vibration tests, impedance
measurements or frequency response functions under linear excitation. To this end, we point
out that from the steady state amplitude response relation and the approximate solutions
of equations 4.62, 4.63 and 4.64, contain d;, 0o and d3. Furthermore, these coefficients in
the governing equations relate to the quantities of interest as shown in equations 4.50b and
4.50c. We wish to exploit the resonant response of the cantilever beam with tip mass sys-
tem to identify 7, do and d3 and estimate the material nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients as
described in the following paragraphs.

From the approximate solution of the transverse displacement w(s, t), presented in equations
4.63a and 4.64a, it is interesting to note that the quadratic non linearity gives rise to a non-
zero mean in the solution which corresponds to zero frequency in the frequency domain.
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That is, in an experiment one can estimate ag from the component of the displacement at
forcing frequency and then estimate d; from the D.C component. The parameter «; can
then be calculated from the estimated ¢; value using the equation 4.50b. Once ay and
01 are estimated with a reasonable confidence, we analyze the voltage generated to gather
more knowledge about the system. In particular, inspecting the approximate solution of
voltage V', presented in the equations 4.63b and 4.64b, if d,,(= J) is significant, it can be
extracted from the component of voltage corresponding to twice the excitation frequency
in the frequency domain. The parameter g can then be calculated from the estimated 0o,
using equation 4.50b.

a

lw(s,0)| =€ pi(s) 0°0;
) 1 2(02

1 L
—>€d; = _§a1A2f ¢,"3ds
0

|

Collect
experimental w(s,v), _ _ N a? 620,265,202
data : V(v) Y WED = dish vem=eye et TTace
— |
w(s,, V() Fourier !
transform

\ 4 L

Steady state amplitude
response relation

Figure 4.2: Flowchart presenting the systematic approach of analyzing data for parameter
identification.

The parameter d3 corresponds to cubic nonlinearity and is a function of geometric nonlinear-
ity due to curvature and material nonlinear parameter ay. Although, d3 explicitly doesn’t
appear itself in the approximate solution of the response, it implicitly affects the amplitude
of response, which can be understood by inspecting amplitude and phase modulation equa-
tions. In other words, for a given excitation conditions, one can solve for d3 from steady
state amplitude response relation given by equation 4.62 by using estimates of the parame-
ters of ag, 0; and d5 obtained with the procedure defined above. The strategy and important

relations discussed in this section towards parameter identification are summarized in figure
4.2.

4.4 Validation of parameter identification procedure

In this section, we consider a steel beam (substrate) and tip mass system with a piezoelectric
layer and implement the parameter identification strategy mentioned in section 4.3. The
geometric and material properties of the harvester are presented in table 4.1. Assumed
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Table 4.1: Material and geometric properties of the energy harvester.

Parameter [units] Value
Mass per unit length of substrate, ps [g/m] | 40.13
Mass per unit length of piezo, p, [g/m] 20.28
Young’s modulus of substrate, Y}5) [GPa] 210
Young’s modulus of piezo, Y} [GPa] 66
Length of substrate, | [mm] 60
Length of piezo, I; = % [mm] 54
Thickness of substrate, hy [mm)] 0.5
Thickness of piezo, h, [mm] 0.26
width, b [mm] 10

Tip mass, m [gm] 10
Piezoelectric coupling coefficient, e3; [C/m?] | —12.54
Piezoelectric permittivity, €33 [F/m] 1.328 x 1078
Damping ratio, ¢ 0.08
Load resistance, R [M Ohm] 10

values of the nonlinear constitutive parameters are presented in table 4.2. These parameters
will be used in performing numerical simulations for the purpose of validating the proposed
approach for parameter identification.

Table 4.2: Assumed nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients

Parameter [units| | Value
oy [Pa) 1 x 101
az [C/m?| -5 x 103
ay [Pa) —5 x 106

For the geometric and material property parameters presented in tables 4.1 and 4.2, the
coefficients in the governing equation of the first mode and the electrical circuit responses
are listed in table 4.3. The corresponding mass normalized linear mode shapes are determined
as

¢1(s) = 14.56 [cos(16.71s) — cosh(16.71s)] + 15 [sinh(16.71s) — sin(16.71s)] V 0 < s <[4
(4.65a)
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1(s) = 22.7cos(17.98s) — 27.26 cosh(17.98s) — 17.63 sin(17.98s)
+30.69sinh(17.985) : V ) < s <1 (4.65b)

Table 4.3: Coefficients in the governing equations corresponding to the parameters presented
in tables 4.1 and 4.2.

Parameter [units] Value

w [rad] 238.68

ey [s7 1.91

0 =0, [CKg™2 m™] —9.71 x 1073
€0y [Kg™/2m~1s72 41.15 x 109
€209 = €09, [CKg™! m™2] | —7.23

€203 [Kg™' m™2s7] —4.83 x 10"
€20, [Kg™' m™2] 8.37 x 10°

en [Kg=1/2s72 —0.110Q?

C, [nF] 27.58

First, we examine the response and investigate the significance of material and geometric
nonlinearities. In particular, by inspecting figures 4.3(b) and 4.3(d), we note the spectral
content in the response at twice and thrice the forcing frequency. The response at twice
the forcing frequency is related to the quadratic nonlinearity and that at thrice the forcing
frequency is related to the cubic terms. Although not explicit in the response, as discussed
earlier, the cubic nonlinearity affects the response at forcing frequency by causing internal
resonances which can be noted by inspecting the equation 4.62.

Following the parameter identification strategy described in section 4.3, we first identify the
component of the displacement at forcing frequency as w(s,Q)|s=5 em ~ 1.097 mm, which is
used to calculate af = 1.51 x 107* Kg'/?2m. From figure 4.3(b), w(s, 0)|s=sem =~ 6.58 x 1072
mm, which yields

ay?ed;

w(s,0) = 61(5) 25

We then use equation 4.50b to evaluate af &~ 1.1 x 10 Pa.

— 0F =45.33 x 10" Kg~/*m~1s72 (4.66)

Next, we estimate €20,(= €d3,) from the voltage generated in the frequency domain presented
in the figure 4.3(d), by noting that the parameters C,, w and 6, are known and that V' (2Q) =
2.53 V and by using equation 4.64b

*2 *\2 N2 2
_ag [(e07)705 | (€da0)
Vi) = cp\/ ot it (4.67)
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Figure 4.3: Principal mode resonant response represented by the displacement at 5 cm away
from the fixed end and the corresponding harvested voltage for a detuning value ec = 5
rad/s and excitation amplitude of fQ? = 2 m/s? in time domain (a and c¢) and frequency

domain (b and d).
~ —7.54 CKg~! m~2. Using

~

and the values of af and edf and V(212), we determine €d3,
equation 4.50c, we evaluate a} &~ —5.22 x 103 C/m?.

As discussed in section 4.3, equation 4.62 has to be used to estimate ay which requires the
value of €26,. We point that for a given problem, we can numerically evaluate €2d, using
the equation 4.50d. Using all the necessary parameters and by numerically solving for €2ds,
we obtain two solutions as €205 ~ —4.49 x 10'° Kg=! m™2s72 and €%§} ~ 7.39 x 10'° Kg™*

m~2s~2 respectively corresponding to a softening and hardening response. One solution can
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be eliminated by performing a frequency sweep for various values of detuning eo. In this
analysis, we assume a softening response and hence choose the solution for cubic nonlinear
parameter as €203 ~ —4.49 x 10 Kg=! m=2s72. Subsequently, using equation 4.50c, we
determine a4y ~ —4.85 x 10'¢ Pa.

Table 4.4: Summary of the results and efficiency of the parameter identification scheme
proposed.

Parameter [units] | Value Parameter [units] | Value % error
a; [Pa) 1x 10 | ot [Pa 1.1x 104 |10

az [C/m?] -5 x 10® | a3 [C/m?] —5.22 x 10% | 4.4

ay [Pal -5 x 10'® | o [Pa] —4.85 x 106 | 3

Table 4.4 compares the identified values of nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients with values
used in the numerical simulations. It is noted that, the nonlinear constitutive relation
parameters are estimated with a maximum error of 10%. We shall note here that using
different values of the detuning parameters can reduce the percentage errors or yield a trend
in the identification procedure that can be effectively exploited for more accurate prediction.

The MATHEMATICA file firstmodeeqs9lby10, and the MATLAB file final.m, used for gen-
erating the results can be found in Appendices A and B.

4.5 Conclusions

In this paper, we considered a beam with tip mass and a piezoelectric layer subjected to
direct excitation as an unsymmetrical energy harvester to identify nonlinear piezoelectric
coefficients. We derived the governing equations considering the electric enthalpy density
derived by Wagner and Hagedorn [34] followed by a Galerkin weighted residual method. We
note that the cubic nonlinearity is a combined affect of material and geometric nonlinearity
and that the geometric nonlinearity can be determined from the equations 4.50c and 4.50d.
Next, we used the method of multiple scales and determined the steady state amplitude
response relation and approximate solutions for displacement and voltage generated. We
then used the response characteristics in the frequency domain and approximate solutions
obtained with the method of multiple scales to implement a systematic procedure to identify
the nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients in section 4.3 and summarized it in the figure 4.2.
Next, we chose a numerical example, with properties of the beam with tip mass energy
harvester as mentioned in the tables 4.1-4.2 and performed numerical simulations to illustrate
the nonlinear response of the system. We showed that the proposed identification scheme
estimates the nonlinear parameters with a maximum error of 10%.
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Conclusions and future work

In this work, we first presented theoretical modeling of a cantilever beam with tip mass
system subjected to parametric excitation. We showed that, though neglecting nonlinear
boundary conditions can simplify the math in determining the governing equations, the
representation of the response can be significantly altered. In particular, we demonstrated
that for the problem under consideration, the nature of the Hopf bifurcation is exactly
opposite and that the amplitude of the response is considerably different.

We then performed a sensitivity analysis of a cantilever beam with tip mass system subjected
to parametric excitation for small variations in the values of the elasticity and tip mass. For
the problem considered, we illustrated that a decrease in elasticity and very small increase in
tip mass can alter the response of a system that is designed to yield a supercritical bifurcation
to result in a sub-critical bifurcation. This observation can potentially be applied for using
parametrically excited micro-cantilever beams as sensing devices. We also noted that the
sensitivity to small variations in the tip mass can be increased by decreasing o.

Finally, we considered the cantilever beam with tip mass and a piezoelectric layer subjected
to direct excitation as an unsymmetrical energy harvester to identify nonlinear piezoelectric
coefficients. We derived the governing equations considering the electric enthalpy density
derived by Wagner and Hagedorn [34]. We then used the response characteristics in the
frequency domain and approximate solutions obtained with the method of multiple scales
to implement a systematic procedure to identify the nonlinear piezoelectric coefficients. By
choosing a numerical example, we showed that the proposed identification scheme estimates
the nonlinear parameters with a maximum error of 10%.

For future work, it is proposed that approaches and results presented here are to be validated
further with experiments and higher-fidelity models such as finite elements.
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Appendix A

MATHEMATICA files

Below are the hyperlinked MATHEMATICA files:

e Genhamiltonl.0
® mass vary
e mass vary Op0096

Genhamilton2.0

firstmodeeqs9lby10

These above listed files are tested in MATHEMATICA 11.2 and 11.3.
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1iEEUExY9RXNx11TsdbE0mED05ScUBFOC/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1iIStI9EgUowi0Oir9fOgKPq1vjVTtP_0/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1iQ3wmiPoOjtMunr0tQssp756p3aR5UIb/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1i_gKft-rWp0879nwrRkesRP_z11x_ya7/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/14Y3CbszolShnhwM1SGggL0Os7hhcXzpz/view?usp=sharing

Appendix B

MATLARB files

Below are the hyperlinked MATLAB files:

final.m, which needs the following two functions:

® ppr.m

o forced/3peizoWHDIlby10.m
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1_G4dJwlbuMtiToaea3Xxqb8W_19MDwm-/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1VXcSXIUdobSXZPmS59kRYCp1xUJjuzgA/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Vaw4svj357kr9jrJ7-6Hfbf72zHsO10A/view?usp=sharing
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