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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, (̂.) would refer to physical

dimensional quantities. The top movable electrode has a mass

m̂, and it is attached to a non-linear spring with constants

k̂1 and k̂3. The initial separation between the electrodes is

ĝ0. Permittivity of vacuum is ǫ̂0 and Â is the area of overlap

between the two electrodes. V̂ (t̂) = V̂ H(t̂) is the applied

voltage step input, where H(t̂) is the heaviside function. û(t̂)
is the time-dependent displacement of the movable electrode.

Neglecting energy dissipations, the dynamical equation of

the system is given as

m̂
d2û

dt̂2
+ k̂1û+ k̂3û

3 =
ǫ̂oÂV̂

2

2(ĝo − û)2
(1)

Fig. 1. Parallel plates model with non-linear suspension

We use the following dimensionless quantities to generalize

our subsequent discussion :

u(t) =
û(t̂)

ĝ0
, V =

√

ǫ̂oÂV̂ 2

k̂1ĝ0
3

, t =





√

k̂1
m̂



 t̂ , α =
k̂3ĝo

2

k̂1

Here u, V, and t represent dimensonless displacement, voltage

and time resepctively, and α will be called the stiffening

parameter. This gives us the following non-dimensional form

d2u

dt2
+ u+ αu3 =

V 2

2(1− u)2
(2)

We use the following two initial conditions -

u|t=0 = 0 , u̇|t=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 -

∫ ũ

0

u+ αu3du =

∫ ũ

0

Ṽ 2du

2(1− u)2
(4)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.06037v1


ũ represents the amplitude for a given applied voltage Ṽ .

Simplifying the above equation, we obtain

Ṽ =

√

(

ũ+
αũ3

2

)

(1 − ũ) (5)

We now use the condition of instability, which is

dṼ

dũ
= 0 (6)

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 α. The variation of the pull-

in displacements, along with their polynomial fits is shown

below.
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Cubic:  u = 0.0003409 3 - 0.007857 2 + 0.06553  + 0.5014

Exact

   cubic fit
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Linear:  y = 0.03579*x + 0.5019

Exact

   Linear fit

We observe that both pull-in displacement as well as pull-in

voltage increases monotonically with the stiffening parameter

α. Another interesting observation to note is that the pull-in

voltage is almost linear in vriation, for the given α 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,
u̇2

2
+

∫ u

0

x+ αx3dx =
V 2u

2(1− u)
(7)

Using this energy conservation, we get dimensionless velocity

as a function of dimensionless displacement, V and α.

u̇ =

√

V 2u

(1− u)
− u2 − α

u4

2
(8)

We make the phase plot for a given dimensionless applied

voltage of 0.7, to analyze the effect of the stretching parameter

α on the phase plot. We find that for this applied voltage to

be pull-in, the value of α is 5.41 from the pull-in parameter

calculation.
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As the pull-in voltage consistently rises with α, it is evident

that for values of α below 5.41, the condition V=0.7 surpasses

the threshold of 0.7, resulting in a non-periodic response.

Conversely, for higher α values, a periodic response ensues.

Therefore, the progressive increase in α 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

α within the framework of this non-linear spring and plate

model.



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 ũ, the oscillation period is written as

Tp = 2

∫ ũ

0

du

(du/dt)
= 2

∫ ũ

0

du
√

V 2u
(1−u) − u2 − αu4

2

(9)

For non-periodic response, the maximum amplitude is 1(till

plate hits the other base electrode). So, switching time can be

written as

Tnp =

∫ 1

0

du

(du/dt)
=

∫ 1

0

du
√

V 2u
(1−u) − u2 − αu4

2

(10)

We plot the oscillation frequencies for the periodic response,

namely 2π/Tp, and compare it with analogous graph for fixed

fixed beams, to analyze the effect of stretching modelled as

stiffening parameter α.
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As the applied voltage tends to the value of the pull-in

voltage for the respective α, 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 α, 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 Ê, Poisson’s ratio ν
and density ρ̂. L̂, b̂ and ĥ denote length, breadth and thickness

of the microbeam respectively. Î is the moment of inertia of

the cross section. Initially the two electrodes are separated by a

distance equal to ĝ0 and the permittivity of the free space is ǫ̂0.

The effective Young’s modulus of the microbeam material is

denoted by Ê∗ . For narrow microbeams (b̂ < 5ĥ), Ê∗ = Ê,

while for wide microbeams (b̂ ≥ 5ĥ), Ê∗ = Ê/(1 − ν2).
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

Fig. 2. Schematic of an electrostatically actuated fixed–fixed beam

response of the microbeam for sudden application of voltage,

i.e V̂ (t̂) = V̂ Ĥ(t̂), where V̂ is the magnitude of the voltage

signal and Ĥ(t̂) is the Heaviside step function. The governing

differential equation of motion of the microbeam under the

application of the step-voltage is written as

ρ̂b̂ĥ
∂2û(x̂, t̂)

∂t̂2
+ Ê∗Î

∂4û(x̂, t̂)

∂x̂4
−

(

b̂ĥÊ

2L̂

∫ L̂

0

(

∂û(x̂, t̂)

∂x̂

)2

dx̂

)

∂2û

∂x̂2

=
ǫ̂ob̂(V̂ (t̂))2

2(ĝo − û(x̂, t̂))2

(11)

We define the following dimensional quantities to non-

dimensionalize our equations for subsequent analysis:

u(x, t) =
û(x̂, t̂)

ĝ0
, x =

x̂

L̂
, t =

t̂
√

Ê∗Î
√

ρ̂b̂ĥL̂4

, V =

√

ǫ̂0b̂L̂4V̂ 2

2Ê∗Î ĝ30

M =
Ê

Ê∗

, ξ =

(

ĝo

ĥ

)2

(12)

Here, we call the parameter ξ as the stretching ratio, and M as

the modulus ratio. Thus, Eq.(11) is reduced to the following

non-dimensional form:

∂2u(x, t)

∂t2
+

∂4u(x, t)

∂x4
− 6ξ2M

(

∫ 1

0

(

∂u(x, t)

∂x

)2

dx

)

∂2u(x, t)

∂x2

=
V 2

(1 − u(x, t))2

(13)

The four spatial boundary conditions for the fixed fixed beam

are

u(0, t) = 0,
∂u

∂x
(0, t) = 0, u(1, t) = 0,

∂u

∂x
(1, t) = 0 (14)



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 φ(x), with a time varying amplitude

c(t). This mathematical representation can be expressed in a

form that separates variables as follows

u(x, t) = c(t)φ(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 :

φs(x) = (x2 − 2x3 + x4), φd(x) =cosh(λx) − cos(λx)

−
cos(λ)− cosh(λ)

sin(λ)− sinh(λ)
(sinh(λx) − sin(λx))

(16)

Value of λ 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:

∫ c̃

0





∫ 1

0

c

(

d2φ

dx2

)2

dx+ [6ξ2Mc3]

(

∫ 1

0

(

dφ

dx

)2
)2


 dc

=

∫ c̃

0

[

(Ṽ )2
∫ 1

0

φdx

(1− cφ)2

]

dc

(17)

Here, c̃ is the maximum amplitude of the time varying

amplitude c(t). We find it using the dynamic pull-in condition,

which is

dṼ

dc̃
= 0 (18)

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 ξ for an operating range of 0.4 ≤ ξ ≤ 4,

for the two trial functions.
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4th degree:  u (pull-in) = 0.003373 4 - 0.03071 3

 + 0.07866 2 + 0.01565  + 0.5766

Static Trial Function

   4th degree fit

Dynamic Trial Function
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Cubic:  V(pull-in) = - 0.06926 3 + 0.8175 2 

- 0.3745  + 7.785

Static Trial Function

   cubic

Dynamic Trial Function

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 ξ, suggesting that there

is an increased stiffness of the beam with ξ, leading to

larger voltages required for pull-in. This fact is emphasised

by modelling the stretching effect as the stiffening parameter

α 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.
(

1

2

∫ 1

0

(φ)2dx

)(

dca
dt

)2

+
c2a
2

∫ 1

0

(φ′′)2dx

+ c4a

[

3ξ2M

2

]

(

∫ 1

0

(

dφ

dx

)2
)2

=

∫ ca

0

[

(Va)
2

∫ 1

0

φdx

(1− cφ)2

]

dc

(19)

In Eq.(19), ca is the corresponding maximum time ampli-

tude for a given applied voltage Va. The left side is the sum



of the kinetic and stored elastic energies of the beam, and the

right side is the supplied electrostatic energy. Thus, we obtain

dca/dt as a function of ca as given below:

(

dca
dt

)2

=

[∫ ca

0

[

(Va)
2

∫ 1

0

φdx

(1− cφ)2

]

dc−
c2a
2

∫ 1

0

(φ′′)2 dx

−c4a

[

3ξ2M

2

∫ 1

0

(

dφd

dx

)2

dx

]

(

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ2 dx

)

]

(20)

Eq.(20) is analogous to Eq.(8) obtained for the parallel

plates model. Using this, we construct the phase plots for

different ξ, 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 ξ = 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 ξ, the response transitions from non-periodic to

periodic. At the critical ξ value corresponding to the pull-

in voltage Va, 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 ξ 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

dca/dt obtained in Eq.(20). We find oscillation period for

the periodic response and switching time for the non-periodic

response as shown below:

Tp = 2

∫ c̄

0

dca
(dca/dt)

, Tnp =

∫ 1

0

dca
(dca/dt)

(21)

Here c̃ 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 ξ.
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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 ξ, 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 ξ, 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.
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