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Abstract. Thanks to miniaturisation, it is today possibldn@agine self-powered systems that
use vibrations to produce their own electrical ggeMany energy-harvesting systems already exist.
Some of them are based on the use of electretdrieddly charged dielectrics that can keep chafges
years. This paper presents an optimisation of astieg system and proves that electret-based
electrostatic energy scavengers can be excelléutists to power microsystems even with low-level
ambient vibrations. Thereby, it is possible to lestvup to 200uW with vibrations lower than 1G of
acceleration (typically 50pygpat 50Hz) using thin SiQelectrets with an active surface of 1 cm? and a
mobile mass of 1g. This paper optimises such aesystgeometric, electrostatic and mechanical
parameters), using FEM (Finite Element Method) veafe (Comsol Multiphysics) and Matlab to
compute the parameters and proves the importansaalf an optimisation to build efficient systems.
Finally, it shows that the use of electrets witlghhisurface potential is not always the best way to
maximise output power.

1. Introduction

Today, one of the goals of Micro-Electro-MechaniSgstems (MEMS) researchers is to build an
autonomous microsystem made of sensors, actuatats,processing units and an energy source to
power all these elements. Until now, this energgrisvided by batteries whose main disadvantage is
the lifetime (refilling). Thanks to miniaturisatipsystems are consuming less and less energy giving
them the opportunity to produce their own eledlyicby extracting their surrounding ambient
environment energy. Presently, existing energy excging systems for microsystems are focused on
three types of energy: (i) mechanical energy hainvgsusing piezoelectric, electrostatic, or
electromagnetic transducers (a good review carolnedfin [1]); (i) thermal energy harvesting using
Seebeck’s effect [2] or (iii) solar energy harvegtusing photovoltaic cells [3]. In this paper, fweus
on vibration energy harvesting. All conversion piptes (piezoelectric, electromagnetic or
electrostatic) have both pros and cons and thecehoi the technology to use to harvest energy
depends on the application. For example, for anliggiipn in ambient energy scavenging,
electrostatics systems seem to be particularly rddgaous especially due to their ability to work
under low frequencies and/or on wide frequency bédiths. They also take advantage of
miniaturisation. Indeed, electrostatic systems wdrknks to the displacement of an electrode
compared to another one, generally separated bgiragap. The power output is linked to its
thickness: decreasing the air gap thickness thamksiniaturisation increases the power output.
Electret-based energy harvesters are part of eltatic generators. Electrets are mainly known for
their use in microphones but their potential inrggeharvesters has already been proven [4, 5].
Demonstrators using this technology have alreadynldeveloped [6-7], and, recently, prototypes
from Omron Company [8] and Sanyo [9] have beert lamitl are currently tested on real environments



(roads, elevators...).

In order to optimise systems and to increase enleagyesting, it is necessary to develop models.
Generally, the electrostatic system is modelledHgysimple laws of electrostatic such as the plane
capacitor [5, 10]. Nevertheless, some researchave hvorked on models for other electrostatic
systems such as comb-drive scavengers (with omuithlectrets). For example, Sterkenal. [11]
have used an equivalent electrical circuit to re@né both the electrostatic and the mechanicalgbart
their energy harvester. By using this circuit, tin@ye proven that it was also possible to optirtiige
structure. Contrary to Sterkezt al, Peancet al [12] have used the standard laws of electricity and
mechanics to make a model of their system. Theg lso made a procedure to optimise their energy
harvester. Another model from Tvedt et al. [13)vastigates the effects of linear and non-linear
models of an electrostatic in-plane overlap varyengrgy harvester using PSPICE: IReano et al
the mechanical system is solved by transformingtd its equivalent electrical circuit. Generaltiie
main problem of all these models is to neglectftimge effects that appear and become predominant
when working with small dimensions. Neverthelesset al. [14] have developed an analytical model
for computing the capacitance variation for anlemp overlap plate transducer. Based on an analytic
expression, it partially considers fringe effeatsl deads to a better modelling of the structure.

In this study, we have decided to use a Finite ElmMethod (FEM) software (Comsol
Multiphysics) to compute the capacitance of theegysconsidering all fringe effects. Thereforesit i
possible to obtain a better result on the capaoitastimation. Then, by parameterizing the geometry
of the structure, an optimisation using both Conialtiphysics and Matlab has been implemented
and has proven the importance of the geometricnpetexs to maximise the power output. A method
is then developed to design efficient energy scg@enwith electrets. This paper firstly introduties
existing systems and the energy harvester studiéigei next sections. This latter can be divided int
two parts: an electrostatic converter and a mechastructure. In section 3, we present our moélel o
the electrostatic converter using FEM, that willdmimised in section 4. Section 5 is aimed atiggtt
the optimisation of the entire structure and thevéstable power with ambient vibrations.

2. Introducing the structure and the parameters

2.1 State of the art

Since 1978, and the first electret generator madeldiimenko [4], many electrostatic energy
harvesters using electrets have been built. Tablgels some examples of those electret generators:



Table 1. Electrets energy harvesters.

Author Ref Vibrations / Rotations éo‘ ctive Electr(_et Output Flgure of
urface Potential Power meritx
Jefimenko  [4] 6000 rpm 730 cm2 500V 25 mw 5.94E-08
Tada [15] 5000 rpm 90 cm? 363V 1.02 mW 2.76E-07
Boland [5] 4170 rpm 0.8cm2z 150V 25 pw 1.47E-04
Genda [7] 1'000’000 rpm 1.13cm? 200V 30.4 W 6.51E-06
Boland [10] 1mm,,@60Hz 0.12cm? 850V 6 pW 3.73E-02
Tsutsumino [6] 2mm,,@20Hz 4 cmz 1100V 38 uwW 4.79E-02
Lo [16] 2mm,,@60Hz 4.84cm? 300V 2.26 pW 8.72E-05
Sterken  [17] 2um,,@500Hz 0.09cm? 10V 2nW 7.17E-03
Lo [18] 1mm,,@50Hz 6 cm? 1500V 17.98 pWw 3.87E-03
Omron [8] 1.2mm,,@20Hz 4 cmz 700V 10 uWw 3.50E-02
Zhang [19] 2mm,,@9Hz 4 cmz 100V 0.13 pW 1.80E-09
Yang [20] S5pum,,@560Hz 0.3cm? 400V 46.14 pW 5.65E-06
Suzuki [21] 2mm,,@37Hz 2.33cm2 450V 0.28 uW 9.56E-05
Sakane  [22] 1.2mm,,@20Hz 4 cm? 640V 0.7 mw 2.45E+00
Sanyo [9] 50mm,@2Hz 9 cm? 40pW 3.58E-02
Halvorsen [23] 5.6um,@596Hz  0.48 cm? 1pw 5.06E-02
Kloub [24] 0.16um,@1740Hz 0.42cm? 25V S5pw 1.42E+01
Edamoto  [25] 1mm,,@21Hz 3 cm? 600 V 12pwW 6.97E-02
Miki [26] 0.2mm,;@63Hz 3 cm? 180V 1pw 5.37E-03
Honzumi  [27] 18.7um,@500Hz 0.01cm? 52V 90 pW 3.32E-05

It is hard to find a criterion to compare systemse they do not work with the same vibrations, the
same electrets and above all the same mass. Awapdo normalise the output powers is to build a
figure of merit. We have chosen to build our figofemerit y by dividing the output poweP] by the
active surface) and the available mechanical power from the emwvirent. This latter is got by the
product of the inertial force (%) and the speed of the moving part of the eneayydster ()',
whereY is the amplitude of the vibrations aatthe angular frequency of these vibrations.

__P 1
X = 5N 1)

The architecture studied by Sakatel.[22] is the second one with our figure of merit bworks
with ambient vibrations and, consequently, has lobesen for the rest of this study. Nevertheldss, t
method that will be developed in the next partddtte adapted to other systems by changing only the
computation of the capacitance in the FEM software.

2.2 Presentation of the energy harvester

¢ Mechanical model of vibration energy harvesters
All resonant structures that harvest energy frobrations can be modelled as a moving mags (
maintained in a fixed frame by a sprifg &nd amortised by forces. The vibrations of th@renment
y(t) (amplitudeY, frequencyf) induce a displacemerft) (amplitude:X, frequencyf) of the moving
mass [n) relative to the frame. Part of the kinetic eneofyhe moving mass is lost due to mechanical

damping {,.9 modelled as a viscous friction forég.=b, X ,while the other part is converted into

electricity, which is modelled by an electrostdticce (., in electrostatic energy harvesters (figure
1). As ambient vibrations are generally low ampléu this mass-spring structure enables to take
advantage of a phenomenon of resonance that califyathe amplitude of vibrations perceived by
the mobile mass. According to the fundamental jpiecof dynamics (gravity is neglected):

mX + b, X+ kx+ f .. =—my (2)

elec

! For rotating energy scavengers, we have taken W#Rre R is the radius of the energy scavenger.



Figurel. Mechanical system

e Conversion using electrets
As the mechanical part is described, we can nowysthe principles of the conversion. In the
system introduced in figure 2, the electret hasedfchargeQ, and is deposited on an electrode. A
counter-electrode is placed opposite the electamdispaced with an air gap. Because of electrostati
induction and conservation of charg€},= Q;+Q, at any moment, wher®; is the charge on the
electrode an€), the charge on the counter-electrode.

electrode
Figure 2. Electrostatic converter using electret

Vibrations from the environment induce changeshia ¢eometry of the capacitor (e.g. counter-
electrode moves parallel to the electrode) andéihee of the capacitance changes. The chargeson th
electrode and on the counter-electrode reorgahismgelves through the lo&l This generates a
charge variation and a current circulation throuble load: mechanical energy is turned into
electricity.

« Complete electromechanical system
To build an electrostatic energy harvester, thetedstatic converter (figure 2) must be integrated
into the mechanical system (figure 1). Figure 3egiva schematic structure of the complete
electromechanical system (studied in particulatheyUniversity of Tokyo [22].)

o sprin < > sprin
Mobile mass
counter-electrodes M M M M
electrets —>
electrodes - - - -

Figure 3. Complete energy harvester

The system is composed of two plates in front aheather. The upper plate moves respectively to
the lower one thanks to springs when a vibratiocum: The relative displacement between the two
plates is used to convert mechanical energy irgotetity thanks to a converter made of patterned
electrodes, counter-electrodes and electrets.
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Figure 4. Parameters of the complete system.

The system is parameterised in figurend:is the mobile mass the spring stiffnessx(t) the
displacement of the upper electrodes relative ¢éoldhver onesy(t) the ambient vibrationd . the
friction forces and.. the electrostatic forces which represents the éddgnetic energy converted
into electricity. To maximise the output power, #ectrostatic forces must be optimised: if they ar
too weak, too little energy is converted from ambigibrations. If they are too strong, too much
energy is converted per displacement unit andlfirtakere is not enough kinetic energy to maintain
the displacements of the mobile mass, which is teradlly blocked: there is little relative displacemhe
between the upper and the lower electrodes of tmwerters, and little energy is converted. To

maximise the output power, both the electrostatioverter and the mechanical part must be
optimised.

3. Modelling of the electrostatic converter

Before optimising the electrostatic converter o #mergy harvester introduced in figure 3, it is
necessary to develop an accurate model of itshMar@pacitor.

3.1 Present modelling — Boland’s formulas — Defects

Boland [5] already did a modelling of this kind efectrostatic converter in 2003. This simple

analytic model consists in a variable capacitomwinich the upper electrode moves parallel to the
lower electrode (figure 5).

A(t)

L #—— Upper electrode
Q; :

9
AN~

Electret —_ d =6 - Q
1

+—— Lower electrode

Figure 5. Parameters of the simple analytic model.

A(t) is the surface of coincidence of the two aledes,d andg are respectively the thickness of the
electret and the thickness of the gap between leret and the upper electrode. The results of
Boland in terms of converted power and optimal lasglsummarised in (3):

. d
K4 dt(A(t)) g

1 d g
Pmax_i and Rﬂax:[+ j
Bts[ 59 14 &S (Ap)\& & ©
d led dt

with &, & andg, respectively the permittivity of vacuum, the dgric constant of the electret and
the dielectric constant of the dielectric which agpes the upper electrode from the elecRgly is

the maximum power outpuBn,.x the optimal load, and the surface charge density of the electret.
These results are obtained by using the standarsl ¢é& electricity (Kirchhoff's laws) and does not



consider fringe effects: they are only valid whiea surface of the capacitor is large compareddo th
thickness of the air gapA(t) > 20x g ).

Therefore, the major defect of this analytic moiekto neglect fringe effects. This leads to an
overestimation of the capacitance variation betwthentwo electrodes. Moreover, as the converted

power is intimately linked to the maximum capaciwariation ratio 4C,, = Cona ¢ ) of the system

when the upper electrode moves, by neglecting drigfflects, the output power is overestimated. The
use of FEM allows consideration of fringe effeatsl detter approximation of the output power.

3.2 FEM model

The goal of FEM simulation is to compute the cagexe of the electrostatic converter. This
system is simulated by using the electrostatic feodes module of Comsol Multiphysics and the
capacitance is deduced from the electrical enahgy dgiven by the software when the capacitari@e (
is charged undev..

W, = %cvj (4)

Figure 6(a) shows the boundary conditions and é&gbfb), the electric field given by Comsol
Multiphysics. The potential of the upper electrogeset to+V,, the potential of the lower electrodes
is set toGND. The boundary conditions of electrets are sebtdinuity.

fringing fields
+Ve +Ve +Ve

continuity

GND

@)

(b)=
Figure6. (a) FEM model. (b) Solution: electric field

Figure 6(b) proves the existence of fringe effamisthe sides of the bumps: part of the electric
field is outside the gap.

3.3 Comparison between the analytic model and the FEMeah- Capacitance

The chart in figure 7 shows the comparison betwhertheoretical formula (5) and the simulation
results under Comsol Multiphysics, which takes iatgount fringe effects. It presents an example of
the capacitance value as a function of the relatigplacement between the upper and the lower
electrodex(t) .

1

g+d (5)
&

C=¢,A(t)

e FEM results

Capacitance (nF/ecm?)
q

------- theoretical results
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Figure 7. Comparison of the capacitance obtained by FEMta@ory.

While ACax is huge (varies fronCpax [A(t) is maximal] to nearly O[A(t) equals 0) when the
system is modelled by the simple analytic modehppears that, in fact, it is difficult to reach a
capacitance variation higher than 3. Figure 7 shtvas the capacitance variation is significantly
overestimated when using the theoretical formutasanfirms that fringing fields cannot be ignored.



3.4 Capacitance as a sinusoidal function

The biggest problem with FEM models is the timedsekfor the simulation. In fact, it would take
too much time to compute the capacitance varia®@a function of the displacement point by point.
To limit the simulation duration, the problem hasbe reduced to the determination of some values
and the use of an interpolation function. The FEMuits curve presented in figure 7 looks like a
cosine function with two extrem&.,,, and C..ax Therefore, with only this function of interpolatti
and C, and Cna, One can estimate the capacitance value as aidonof the displacement.
Obviously, Cy,i» and Cax depend on the geometrical parameters of the steictWe have chosen to
call them:g, d, b, ande, whereg is the air gap between the upper and the lowedrgbdhe structureg
the thickness of the electrdt,the width of the bumps arelthe width of the spaces between them

(figure 8). As for the height of the bumps, it lssall effect compared with the other parameters as
soon as they are at least ten times bigger thagape

Counter-
electrode

Ts

Electret
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Counter-
electrode

Counter-
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Electret

Electrode
b

€ Electrode]

Figure 8. Geometrical parameters of the structure.

ConsequentlyC(x) can be expressed as:
C(X) - Cmax ; Cmin + [Cmax ;Cmin ]X CO{ 27K j

(6)

To validate this expression (6), different configtions have been tested and compared to point-by-

point FEM results.
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Figure 9. Comparison of the capacitance obtained by theutarand FEM software.

Figure 9 shows the good agreement between the atiml(point-by-point) and calculation (from
Cmin and Cp,y results. The limited number of bumps (30 bumps}his simulation can explain the
differences that appear for big displacements, evtfile use of the function supposes an infinite
number of bumps. Thus, the capacitance of the mystn be well fitted by an analytic function in
which only two parameters have to be computed WithFEM software. This has two advantages:
first, it is fast and more correct than the thdoettformula to estimate the output power and sdlyon
it is easier to implement under a numerical solMdranks to this formula, we can optimise the

electrostatic converter.



4. Optimisation of the electrostatic converter

The goal of this optimisation is to maximise thenaerted power of the electrostatic converter for a
given surface and for a given relative displacenwrthe upper electrodes compared to the lower
electrodesx(t)). The whole structure working with ambient viboas will be studied in section 5.

4.1 Ordinary Differential Equation (ODE)

The output power of the electrostatic convertasbtined from the current that circulates through
the load R). Boland [5] has proven that the ODE of the sysiem

dQ, _ ad _ Q, x[d +g]_v_ Q, x(d +gj

dt  Reg, AMR "R AMR (7)
whereQ; is the charge on the upper electroddhe surface charge density of the electt) the
surface of coincidence between the upper and therlelectrodesd the thickness of the electre,
the thickness of the air gapthe relative permittivity of the electreg,the permittivity of vacuum and

d g 1
V the surface voltage of the electret. To add frieffects, the capacitan(cggo+%]xA(t) is replaced

&, &

&, &

by its equivalent computed by FEM:
dQZ = Ud —(22x|:1i‘ :V_(22x|:1il (8)
d¢ Re, R [Cley R R |Clmy

Equation (8) is implemented in Matlab/Simulink ahd average output power is calculated with (9),
whereteqis the end time of the simulation:

_ 1 tend d(g2 2
I:)average_ti I R(dtj (9)

end 0

4.2 Validation on experimental data coming from Tsutsion6]

Our model and (8) were tested on experimental datgng from Tsutsumino [6f£20Hz, X=1mm,
g=100um, d=15um, e=1mm, b=1mm,V=-950V, R=60MQ). The simulation (figure 10) and the
experimental data give the same magnitudes of pdiveroutput power expected by the simulation is
46 W while it is 37.7uW in [6] and the shape of thieves are more or less the same [6].
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Figure 10. Output voltage obtained by our model
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This confirms that the results obtained with ourdedcare similar to experimental data. The small
differences observed are probably due to uncemrasinr differences between the values given in the
paper and the real values of the experiment.

4.3 Output power as a function of X, f, Vand S

The problem is now to get a simple expression efdbnverted power as a function of the relative
displacement of the upper electrode§))]. Equation (8) was numerically solved in Matlali8link.
First, the maximum of converted power for differgatues of the surface voltage of the electtétas
been computed using (8). Each time, the optimal isafound using an optimisation program. The
other parameters(f, e, b, g, d) are kept constant. The results are presentaduref11.
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Figure 11. Converted power as a function\éfthe surface voltage of the electret.

Boland's formula says that the output power isracfion ofV2: this is what has been found with our
simulation. Moreover, other simulations with otheariables have proven that, for a given
displacement of the upper electrodes, the maxinumrerted poweP,, (output power when the load
is optimised) can be easily expressed as a fundtiof the relative displacement amplitude of the
upper electrodes compare to the lower electrddies frequencyy the surface voltage of the electret
andSthe surface of the active part (bumps+spaces).

P
ﬁn‘l{tﬁs = constant= P, (10)

As Py is a constant depending only on the geometricamaters, it can be considered as a figure
of merit able to compare the efficiency of the adf@ace geometries. It will be referred as the
Normalised Output Power.

4.4 A first limit on V coming from Paschen’s effect

To maximise the converted power, it seems Yhaas to be taken as high as possible. Nevertheless,
by decreasing the air gap between the two electratderder to increase converted power, risks of
sparks increase. Therefore, the potenfian the electret must be limited because of thaka@wvn
voltage of the air. The chart in figure 12 gives treakdown voltage/f,.y) of the air as a function of
the air gap between two electrodes due to Pasclem’él1l). Some experiments [28] have proven that
Paschen’s law is valid for ambient air until 3umgdadelow this distance, the electric field is lieait
by field emission.

__a(py
" In(pg) +

With p the pressure in atrg,the gap distance in meters am@ndf two constants depending on the
composition of the gas. In our case (ambient al2@b), N(80%)), p=1atm, a=43.6E6 V/(atm.m)
andf=12.8 .[28, 29]

(11)
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Figure 12. Breakdown voltage of the air in function of thetdince between electrodes: modified
Paschen’s law taking field emission into account

For technical reasons (clean-room processes)eimét partsg will be limited to 5um. For these
dimensions, Paschen’s law is valid.

4.5 Optimisation of the geometrical parameters

Figure 13(a) presents results of our model forotlput power using various values of the bump and
the space widthsb(and e respectively) while the air gag and the electret thicknessare kept
constant (Each time, the valueR®fs optimised). Figure 13(b) presents the equivalesults with the
simple analytic model (3).
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Figure 13. (a) Normalised Output Power converted as a funatid ande (FEM) (@=5pm,d=1pum)
and (b) comparison to Boland’s formulas

The same protocol is applied to get the output paagea function ofd, d) while (g, b) is kept
constant. Figure 14(a) is obtained with our model figure 14(b) is got thanks to (3) (Boland’s
model).
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FEM model and Boland’'s model give the same redaltsthe Normalised Output Power as a
function of @,d) while (eb) is kept constant: the output power increases tith decrease of the
thickness of the electret and of the air gap. Hawefor the converted power as a function ef],
the results are very different. Actually, Boland®del states thatA/dthas to be maximised to reach
the maximum output power. Looking for a maximumaavariation per displacement unit induces to
choosee and b as little as possible. By considering fringe efedt is obvious that it does not
maximise the capacitance variation and the outputep. A maximum clearly appears fa, @); it
will be computed using an algorithm of optimisation

4.6 Algorithm of optimisation and best result obtained

The goal of the optimisation is to find the beduea for g, b, R) for a given ¢, d). The following
algorithm is applied. Two optimisations are ovepleg: the optimisation oR is included into the
optimisation of €, b). These two optimisations ugmainsearchMatlab function.

Change the value of e and b
using fminsearch

until e, et by, are found
(Matlab)
Constants : Calculate C_ Optimize R
gdXf [ andCh. | C:‘;Z:tll":;)l’ | with fiminsearch —> Pvat\f;z’:;;w) - Pvpt((eﬁ;zﬁ;’)l‘opt)
(Matlab) (Comsol) (Matlab)
€0 bO) RO
(Matlab)

Figure 15. Principle of the optimisation for the electrostatonverter

The optimisation starts witly, by andRy, initial values ofe, b andR. The value ofy, d, X andf are
considered as fixed parameters of the system an#élegat constant during the optimisation. All these
parameters are entered in Matlab, which drivesofitamisation. In a first loop, Matlab asks Comsol
for Cnin and Craxand then computes the converted power and optintieevalue of the load to
maximise the power output usifiinsearchfunction. This loop is inserted into the optimieatof e
and b which is also carried out by thininsearchfunction. We have chosen to separate the
optimisation ofe andb because they are the parameters that can beettljust most easily during the
fabrication, contrary tg andd that are given by technological constraints (Fegli). This separation
into two loops limits the complexity of the algdnib and thus the time needed for the optimisation.

Figure 16 presents the geometry that maximise®titygut power. The gap between electrodes is
chosen equal to 5um for technical reasons (cleam mrocesses and Paschen’s effect).
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Figure 16. Optimal geometric parameters fogd)=(5um,1um)

We have optimised the first part of the energy baier: the geometry of the electrostatic converter
and we have also proven that this optimisatiom@ependent of the surface of the converter, the
surface voltage of the electret and above all thplacement of the upper electrode@)j. The whole
electromechanical system can now be optimised.

5. Optimisation of the whole electr omechanical system

The objectives of this section are to optimise wh®le system by using the optimised geometry
sized in section 4. Now, the optimisation is nodmavith the relative displacememx(t)) but with the
ambient vibrationsy(t)) that create the relative displacemex(t)j. Therefore, in this sectiom(t) is
the response of the mechanical system to ambibrations.

5.1 Ordinary Differential Equations (ODES)

The system presented in figure 4 can be modellgd®y The mechanical equation is deduced from
Newton’s second law:

Q, _ v _Q, |1 , 2
dt B E E g E simulation (eIeCtrOSitICS) Wlth felec = (i([gé} (12)
mX+b, X+kx+ f .. =—-my (mechanigs

To finish the optimisation of the system, we haveptimise both the electrostatic damping and the
mechanical structure. The surface of the activeéipdixed to 1cm?, enabling to get a mobile mafss o
1g on a silicon structure. As for the mechanicalpeeters, we suppose that the vibration is well

known and equals tg{t) = Y.sin(27f t) , the mobile mass and the quality factor of the Systé@he.
are given, and the natural frequency of the deyig is tuned to the frequency of the ambient
vibrations (f ). Asb, =ma,/Q,.. the global optimisation can be restrained to fincgnd R that

maximise the harvested power.

5.2 Effect of V and R on the device

Figure 17 shows the output power as a function adind R and establishes the existence of an
optimum that maximises the harvested power.
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Figure 17. Effect of (V,R) on the whole system

Therefore, figure 17 proves the importance of thgingisation of ¥,R) for the entire
electromechanical system and shows that, even amhbient vibrations (50u@50Hz), up to
200uW can be harvested with an electrostatic enscgyenger using electrets if the quality factor of
the mechanical system is good (Q=100). It alsofiesrithat wherV is too big, it blocks the mobile
mass and the harvested power decreases to neéilyally, the optimisation shows that the maximum
harvested power is obtained whéiis just below the critical limit that causes adiage of the mass.

5.3 Comparison to the reference model developed byaniland Yates [30] with optimised parameters

The model developed by William and Yates [30] ie tleference model for energy harvesting
from vibrations using a resonant system. It conrsitleat energy harvesters can be modelled by a mass
(m) maintained by springs in a support and damped Imechanical and an electrical forces, like us.
The difference with our model lies on the electtstforce that is treated as a viscous force. igll
and Yates have proven that the maximum power thatlie extracted from this kind of energy
harvester is:

_ mAY,
max 4(56 +Em)2a)n (13)
where A is the acceleration of the ambient vibrationg, the natural angular frequency of the
system,&, the mechanical damping coefficient afidhe electrical damping coefficient. The value of
Prax is maximum wherge=¢,,,=¢=1/2Qnec
Table 2 gives the output power with the model dewetl by William and Yates and by our model
for different masses and different mechanical fiesctd quality.

Table 2. Comparison between our model and William and Y atexlel [30]

William and Yates

Our model [30]
m Optimised V Optimised R Output power
Output power (mW
@ % W (MQ) (mw) put power (mW)
1 10 56 4.5 0.029 0.024
1 50 75 1.3 0.142 0.121
1 100 77 0.8 0.218 0.242



2 10 79 5.0 0.059 0.048
2 50 106 1.2 0.284 0.242
2 100 109 0.8 0.436 0.484
5 10 126 5.0 0.147 0.121
5 50 168 1.2 0.711 0.606
5 100 172 0.8 1.091 1.211
10 10 178 4.9 0.294 0.242
10 50 239 1.2 1.421 1.211
10 100 242 0.8 2.200 2.422

Table 2 shows a good correlation between our reswtthe results given by the model developed
by William and Yates. The differences observed cdroen the fact that the electrostatic force in
electret-based energy scavengers cannot be simpiieliad by a viscous force. It proves moreover
that, with optimised \{, R) the output power is proportional to the mobilessyaTherefore, with
ambient vibrations (50ug@50Hz), it seems possible to get up to 218uW witlaetive surface of 1
cm? and a mass of 1g. This corresponds to a fighimaerit of 112, which is 8 times better than the
best structure in the state of the art. It alscdesponds to a power density of 218uW/gram with a
quality factor of 100 and 29uW/gram for a qualiactor of 10. Table 2 also proves that for MEMS
(m=1g), the use of high voltage electrets is not U480V are largely sufficient), as soon as the gap
is small g=5um). This value can be for example obtained orpl&n$iQ corona electrets that can
keep up to 10mC/mz (350V/um) [31].

Finally, we have proven the validity of William arhtes’ model even for electrostatic energy
scavengers using electrets. Indeed, even if thetretgatic force in our converter cannot be simply
modelled as a viscous force, the results in terfrsutput power are similar to the output power in
William and Yates’ model. Therefore, William and téa’ model is a good approximation for
estimating the available power whatever the teaimol used (piezoelectric, electrostatic,
electromagnetic), as soon as the system is res@gnanthe energy absorbed in each cycle is small
compared to the mechanical energy stored in ths4s@sng system).

6. Conclusion and Per spectives

We modelled an in-plane multibumps electret-bageetgy scavenger with a FEM software. We
proved that the variable capacitance can be singpgressed with a cosine function and the
determination of two extreme values: this gredthits computation times compared to point-by-point
simulation. It has also been proven that the adstatic part of the system and especially the gize
bumps and spaces should be optimised to maximseukput power of the energy harvester. The
optimised structure established that, up to 218 0Md be obtained with ambient vibrations: this
gives the best result with our factor of merit. Tdmimisation finally proves that electrets thahca
keep high surface voltage on small thicknessespargcularly well adapted for energy harvesters:
SiO,-based electrets meet this criterion.

To conclude, even if electrostatic energy harvestge at a less advanced stage of development
compared to electromagnetic or piezoelectric systehis study proves that they are as interesting a
the other solution quoted above in terms of haetepbwer as long as the gap can be in the order of
magnitude of some microns.
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