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Dynamic Analysis of electrostatically actuated
fixed-fixed microbeams with midplane-stretching
effects
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Abstract—We explore the undamped response of step-voltage
driven parallel plates and fixed-fixed microbeams. We consider a
third order correction in the parallel plate system as a reduced
order system to model mid-plane stretching in fixed-fixed beams.
In both cases, we employ energy methods to determine the
threshold values displacement and voltage. This is the point
beyond which there is no oscillatory motion. The dynamic pull-in
parameters of the corresponding microactuator model are identi-
fied as these critical values. We thoroughly analyze the effects of
mid-plane stretching in fixed-fixed microbeams. Additionally, the
phase portraits for these actuators are also thoroughly examined.
Empirical relations for the oscillation period/switching time for
these microactutators are also developed. These results correlate
to a high accuracy to previously published results.

Index Terms—Dynamic Pull-in instability, Energy meth-
ods, Mid-plane Stretching, phase portraits, Oscillation Pe-
riod/Switching time

I. DYNAMIC ANALYSIS OF NON-LINEAR PARALLEL
PLATES MODEL

In this section, we conduct dynamic analysis for a standard
reduced order parallel plates model. However, we include a
cubic order correction in the spring force to model mid-plane
stretching, which is prominent in fixed-fixed beams. Many
researchers have analyzed the linear suspension parallel plates
model, using techniques such as the energy technique, hamil-
tonian approach, and numerical integration of the momentum
equation. We use the energy technique for the subsequent
analysis.

The schematic for our parallel plate system is shown in
1. Throughout our discussion, (7) would refer to physical
dimensional quantities. The top movable electrode has a mass
m, and it is attached to a non-linear spring with constants
ki and 153. The initial separation between the electrodes is
go. Permittivity of vacuum is é; and A is the area of overlap
between the two electrodes. V({) = VH({) is the applied
voltage step input, where H (%) is the heaviside function. (f)
is the time-dependent displacement of the movable electrode.

Neglecting energy dissipations, the dynamical equation of
the system is given as
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Fig. 1. Parallel plates model with non-linear suspension

We use the following dimensionless quantities to generalize
our subsequent discussion :
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Here u, V, and t represent dimensonless displacement, voltage
and time resepctively, and « will be called the stiffening
parameter. This gives us the following non-dimensional form
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We use the following two initial conditions -
ulg=o =0, =0 =0 3)

A. Determination of Dynamic pull-in parameters

Several past investigations reveal that at the critical pull-in
point, velocity of the moving electrode is 0. We use this fact
in our energy method, writing a balance between the stored
potential energy of the spring and the supplied electrostatic
energy, as shown below -
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u represents the amplitude for a given applied voltage V.
Simplifying the above equation, we obtain
. Y7L .
V= (u—i—T)(l—u) Q)
We now use the condition of instability, which is
av
— =0 6
du ©)

Using numerical root-finding methods, we find the pull-in
displacement for a given alpha, and thus the pull-in voltage.
We thus get the dynamic pull-in parameters as functions
of the stiffening parameter «. The variation of the pull-
in displacements, along with their polynomial fits is shown
below.
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We observe that both pull-in displacement as well as pull-in
voltage increases monotonically with the stiffening parameter
a. Another interesting observation to note is that the pull-in
voltage is almost linear in vriation, for the given « range.

B. Phase Plane Analysis

We find the numerical value of velocity at any instant in
time using energy conservation, i.e sum of the kinetic energy
of the electrode and elastic energy in the spring is the supplied
electrostatic energy. We can write it mathematically as shown
below,

u? v 3 VZ2u
— + r+oxr’dr = —/——
Using this energy conservation, we get dimensionless velocity
as a function of dimensionless displacement, V and .
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We make the phase plot for a given dimensionless applied
voltage of 0.7, to analyze the effect of the stretching parameter
« on the phase plot. We find that for this applied voltage to
be pull-in, the value of « is 5.41 from the pull-in parameter
calculation.
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As the pull-in voltage consistently rises with ¢, it is evident
that for values of a below 5.41, the condition V=0.7 surpasses
the threshold of 0.7, resulting in a non-periodic response.
Conversely, for higher « values, a periodic response ensues.
Therefore, the progressive increase in « distinctly transforms
the response nature from non-periodic to periodic.

A notable aspect worth highlighting is the compression or
flattening of the ellipse-like periodic orbits at the extreme
displacement end. This phenomenon is a direct consequence
of the reduction in the plate’s maximum amplitude.

In the subsequent section, our analysis will focus on fixed-
fixed beams. Within this context, we aim to provide a theoret-
ical explication of these observations, specifically addressing
the impact of the stretching effect. This effect has been
mathematically incorporated through the stiffening parameter
« within the framework of this non-linear spring and plate
model.
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C. Time Measures for the non-linear model

We can use the velocity expression obtained to form the
phase plots, and using it, find the oscillation period when the
response is periodic, and the switching time if the response
is non-periodic. If the maximum amplitude of normalized
displacment is u, the oscillation period is written as

du
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For non-periodic response, the maximum amplitude is 1(till
plate hits the other base electrode). So, switching time can be
written as

du

T /1 du /1
"y (du/dt) \/%—’lﬂ—a%

(10)

We plot the oscillation frequencies for the periodic response,
namely 27 /7, and compare it with analogous graph for fixed
fixed beams, to analyze the effect of stretching modelled as
stiffening parameter o.
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As the applied voltage tends to the value of the pull-in
voltage for the respective «, the frequency drops to 0 with
an extremely high slope, because it is the transition between
periodic to non-periodic response. To capture the high slope,
we have tried to include many data points close to the pull-in
voltage.

Some interesting observations that can be drawn from here are
that for smaller «, there is a monotonic decrease in oscillation
frequency, while for higher zeta, it rises to a maximum value
and then it starts to drop. We will come back to explain this
effect in the analysis of fixed-fixed beams.

II. DYNAMIC ANALYSIS OF FIXED FIXED BEAMS

Fig 2 shows a schematic of an electrostatically actuated
slender, prismatic fixed-fixed microbeam made up of linear
elastic material having Young’s modulus E, Poisson’s ratio v
and density p. ﬁ, b and h denote length, breadth and thickness
of the microbeam respectively. I is the moment of inertia of

the cross section. Initially the two electrodes are separated by a
distance equal to go and the permittivity of the free space is €g.
The effective Young’s modulus of the microbeam material is
denoted by E* . For narrow microbeams (b < 5h), E* = E,
while for wide microbeams (b > 5h), E* = E/(1 — v?).
We are neglecting fringing effects of the elctrostatic field
since it is a second order effect, and comes into role only
for extremely thin wire-like beams. We now analyze the
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Fig. 2. Schematic of an electrostatically actuated fixed—fixed beam

response of the microbeam for sudden application of voltage,
i.e V(f) = VH(f), where V is the magnitude of the voltage
signal and H () is the Heaviside step function. The governing
differential equation of motion of the microbeam under the
application of the step-voltage is written as
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We define the following dimensional quantities to non-
dimensionalize our equations for subsequent analysis:
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Here, we call the parameter ¢ as the stretching ratio, and M as
the modulus ratio. Thus, Eq.(11) is reduced to the following
non-dimensional form:

Pu(z,t)  u(z,t) 9 L du(z, b))\ 0?u(z,t)
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The four spatial boundary conditions for the fixed fixed beam
are

90,6 =0, u(t,t) =0, 22(1,6)=0 (14)

u(0,t) =0, . e



A. Determination of Dynamic pull-in parameters

We express the normalized downward deflection of the
microbeam, denoted as u(x, t), by approximating it using a
known spatial function ¢(z), with a time varying amplitude
c(t). This mathematical representation can be expressed in a
form that separates variables as follows

u(z, t) = c(t)¢(x) (15)

This is a single-mode approximation of the dynamic displace-
ment of the beam. We use a static trial function, denoted by a
subscript s, and a first mode shape of free vibration, denoted
by subscript d as follows :

bs(x) = (22 — 22° + 2),  ¢4(x) =cosh(\x) — cos(\z)
_cos(A) — cosh(})
sin(X) — sinh(\)

(sinh(Az) — sin(A\x))
(16)

Value of ) is taken as 4.73 for the fixed-fixed beam. We choose
two different trial functions to check the dependence of solu-
tion on the trial functions. Our system is now a 1 DOF lumped
parameter system. We can thus employ energy methods to find
the unknown amplitude c(t), for pull-in parameter calculation.
By previous studies, we know that at the dynamic pull-in point,
there is no kinetic energy, and the supplied electrostatic energy
equals the stored elastic energy in the beam. Appliyng this, we
get the following energy equation:

[ (B e ([ (2)7) |
[ o],

Here, ¢ is the maximum amplitude of the time varying
amplitude c(t). We find it using the dynamic pull-in condition,
which is
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We use the modulus ratio M = 1 for pull-in parameter calcu-
lation, for the study of narrow microbeams and for materials
with low Poisson’s ratio. We plot the variation in pull-in
parameters with ¢ for an operating range of 0.4 < ¢ < 4,
for the two trial functions.
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The graphs for the two different functions are nearly identical,
hence we use only the dynamic function for curve fitting and
in the subsequent analysis. For both the pull-in parameters,
there is a monotonic increase with £, suggesting that there
is an increased stiffness of the beam with &, leading to
larger voltages required for pull-in. This fact is emphasised
by modelling the stretching effect as the stiffening parameter
« in the parallel plates model, to increase the stiffness of the
spring by adding a cubic term. The nature of graphs was also
monotonic for that reduced order model.

B. Phase Plane Analysis

We use the following energy equation to get velocity as a
function of displacement to construct the phase-plane plots.

(2 [ orac) () 4 % [ @as
(L (@)) =L o [ a2
(19)

In Eq.(19), ¢, is the corresponding maximum time ampli-
tude for a given applied voltage V,. The left side is the sum
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of the kinetic and stored elastic energies of the beam, and the
right side is the supplied electrostatic energy. Thus, we obtain
dco/dt as a function of ¢, as given below:

o5 [
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Eq.(20) is analogous to Eq.(8) obtained for the parallel
plates model. Using this, we construct the phase plots for
different &, as shown below, for a given applied voltage 10,
similar to what was done for the plate model. We first find
from the empirical estimates for pull-in voltage that 10 is a
pull-in voltage for & = 2.1.
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The phase plot’s behavior mirrors that observed in the
parallel plates model. As the stretching effect intensifies with
the parameter £, the response transitions from non-periodic to
periodic. At the critical £ value corresponding to the pull-
in voltage V,, the phase plot briefly intersects the x-axis
before rapidly diverging into an unbounded orbit. Notably, the
periodic orbits, resembling ellipses, undergo compression or
flattening at the extremity of displacement. This phenomenon
is a consequence of the reduced maximum amplitude of the
plates.

To elucidate this behavior, we resort to the analysis based
on the parallel plate model. Two competing factors are at play:
the electrostatic softening induced by the applied voltage and
the beam’s stiffness, which incorporates both a linear Young’s
modulus term and a cubic stretching effect term. As £ in-
creases, the dominant stretching effect engenders a heightened
effective stiffness, effectively constraining the beam to periodic
orbits.

The subsequent section will delve into an in-depth ex-
ploration of the compression observed in the elliptical-like
orbits. This will be accomplished through an analysis of time-
measures specifically tailored for the fixed-fixed microbeam.

C. Time Measures for the fixed-fixed microbeam

We can use the same idea as for the reduced order model
to calculate the time-estimates, by using the expression for
dc,/dt obtained in Eq.(20). We find oscillation period for
the periodic response and switching time for the non-periodic
response as shown below:

€ de, L de,
T,=2 [ -2 p,=[ 2
p /0 (deg /dt)’ P /0 (dcg /dt)

Here ¢ represents the maximum time amplitude of c(t) for
the periodic response. We first plot the oscillation frequency
variation with dimensionless applied voltage for a periodic
response, for various values of &.
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The observed characteristics of the plots closely resemble
those obtained for the parallel plates model. A sharp drop is
observed near the pull-in voltage(indicated by a straight line
to the pull-in voltage in the plots).In instances characterized
by low values of &, the impact of stretching remains
negligible, with the dominance of electrostatic softening
effects. Consequently, an upsurge in the applied voltage
leads to a discernible reduction in the oscillation frequency.
This decline is attributed to the decreased effective stiffness,
thereby prolonging the oscillation period and subsequently
resulting in a lower frequency.

For intermediate values of &, approximately between 2
and 3, the frequency demonstrates relative stability across a
wide spectrum of applied voltage. However, an observable
increment is discernible as the applied voltage exceeds a
certain threshold. This phenomenon can be rationalized by the
association between higher voltages and amplified displace-
ments, consequently leading to the prevailing influence of the
cubic stretching term. Consequently, this elucidates the notable
rapidity of velocity changes proximate to the peak amplitude,
as depicted in the preceding section’s phase plots, which
can be attributed to the corresponding surge in oscillation
frequency.



[1]

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

REFERENCES

M.M. Joglekar, D.N. Pawaskar, Estimation of oscillation
period/switching time for electrostatically actuated microbeam
type switches, International Journal of Mechanical Sciences,
Volume 53, Issue 2, 2011, Pages 116-125, ISSN 0020-7403,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmecsci.2010.12.001.

He, Ji-Huan, et al. “Fast identification of the pull-in voltage of
a nano/micro-electromechanical system.” Journal of Low Frequency
Noise, Vibration and Active Control 41.2 (2022): 566-571.

Atul Kumar Sharma, R. K. Godara, and M. M. Joglekar. 2019. Static
and DC dynamic pull-in analysis of curled microcantilevers with a
compliant support. Microsyst. Technol. 25, 3 (Mar 2019), 965-975.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00542-018-4046-4

Joglekar, M. M. and Dnyanesh N. Pawaskar. “Closed-form empirical
relations to predict the static pull-in parameters of electrostatically
actuated microcantilevers having linear width variation.” Microsystem
Technologies 17 (2011): 35-45.

Anchit J. Kaneria, D.S. Sharma, R.R. Trivedi, Static Analysis
of Electrostatically Actuated Micro Cantilever Beam, Procedia En-
gineering, Volume 51, 2013, Pages 776-780, ISSN 1877-7058,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2013.01.111.

Yang, Xiaohui et al. “Study of Dynamics in Metallic MEMS
Cantilevers—Pull-In Voltage and Actuation Speed.” Applied Sciences
(2023): n. pag.

Sharma Atul Kumar, Arora Nitesh and Joglekar M. M. 2018DC dynamic
pull-in instability of a dielectric elastomer balloon: an energy-based
approach. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2017.0900

Farokhi, Hamed and Mergen H. Ghayesh. “Nonlinear size-dependent
dynamics of microarches with modal interactions.” Journal of Vibration
and Control 22 (2016): 3679 - 3689.+

Caruntu, Dumitru I. and Martin W. Knecht. “Microelectromechanical
Systems Cantilever Resonators Under Soft Alternating Current Volt-
age of Frequency Near Natural Frequency.” Journal of Dynamic Sys-
tems Measurement and Control-transactions of The Asme 137 (2015):
041016.

Joglekar, M. M.. “An Energy-Based Approach to Extract the Dynamic
Instability Parameters of Dielectric Elastomer Actuators.” Journal of
Applied Mechanics 81 (2014): 091010.



