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Abstract

In the piezoceramic actuators, the ds effect is very attractive for the applications, as the shear
piezoelectric coefficient ds is higher than d3; and d33. The potential use of the d;5 effect of piezoceramics
near the resonant frequency excitation, such as in ultrasonic motors and torsional actuators, has led to the
close investigation of their behavior. At weak electric fields, the piezoceramics are usually described by
linear constitutive relations. However, typical nonlinear effects such as softening behavior were observed in
resonantly driven piezoceramic beams, which cannot be adequately defined by linear theories. In this paper,
this nonlinear behavior has been modeled using higher-order cubic conservative and nonconservative terms
in the constitutive equations. Series comprising orthogonal polynomial functions, generated using the
Gram—Schmidt method, are used in the Rayleigh—Ritz method to formulate the linear eigenvalue problem.
The linear eigenfunctions are used as shape functions to discretize the nonlinear equation of motion
obtained by Hamilton’s principle. The approximate solution of the nonlinear equation of motion is
obtained using the perturbation method. Using this solution, nonlinear parameters are identified by
comparing the theoretical and experimental results. The nonlinear effects and the modeling technique
described herein may help in optimizing the existing applications and developing new applications based on
the d,5 effect.
© 2004 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Fig. 1 shows a cantilever piezoceramic beam. The beam is polarized in the x;-direction and the
electric field is applied in the x;-direction. The applied electric field induces flexural vibrations of
the piezoceramic beam in the x;x3-plane due to djs-effect. In the experiments the piezoceramic
beam is excited near the first flexural resonance frequency at different excitation voltages. The tip
displacement u(h/2,1/2) is measured with the help of a laser vibrometer. The experimental results
obtained by exciting a piezoceramic beam (PIC 255 manufactured by PI Ceramic at Lederhose,
Germany) of the dimensions 18 x 14 x 8 mm? (/ x b x h) are shown in Fig. 2. Typical nonlinear
characteristics such as the dependence of the resonance frequency on the excitation voltage and a
decrease in the normalized amplitude with increase in excitation voltage can be observed here.

In the present study, the nonlinear behavior of piezoceramics exhibited in the presence of weak
electric field is studied. In contrast, the nonlinear behavior of piezoceramics in the presence of a
strong electric field is a well-known phenomenon. Dielectric hysteresis and butterfly hysteresis are
typical examples [1] of such behavior. Nonlinear behavior of the piezoceramics subjected to weak
electric fields was investigated by Beige and Schmidt [2]. They observed typical nonlinear
vibration behavior during an investigation of longitudinal vibrations of piezoceramics using d3;
effect. Drogmoller and Gerlach [3] studied the jump phenomenon of current in piezoceramics,
they attributed it to the nonlinear influence of the surrounding media. Jiang and Cao [4]
investigated nonlinear properties of PZT piezoceramics. Mueller and Zhang [5] examined the
nonlinear shear response of nonresonant excitation of PZT piezoceramics. Equivalent nonlinear
effects as described by Beige and Schmidt were also found by Parashar and von Wagner [6,7] in
the ds, effect, by von Wagner [8] in the d33 effect and by Parashar et al. [9,10] in d5 effect.

The use of the d,s effect is of particular interest as the shear piezoelectric coefficient is much
higher than the other piezoelectric coefficients d3; and d33. In the past few years, the interest in
shear actuators has increased continuously. In particular, the applications of shear actuators to
induce and control (smart structures) the flexural vibrations of beams and plates has been
addressed quite frequently in the literature. Sun and Zhang [11] studied the effect of the actuator
length and location on the actuation performance of an adaptive sandwich structure using the
shear mode of piezoelectric material. Later [12], they presented formulation for an adaptive
sandwich beam containing shear actuator by modeling the facing sheets as Euler—Bernoulli beam
and central core as a Timoshenko beam. However, due to the complexity of the obtained
electromechanical equations, the analysis was limited to a static case. This work was extended in
Ref. [13] for the analysis of a sandwich plate based on the shear mode of piezoelectric material.
The assumptions similar to the first-order shear deformation theory were used and Rayleigh—Ritz
method was used to find the approximate solution. Benjeddou et al. [14] presented a unified beam
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Fig. 1. x3-axis polarized piezoceramic beam.
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Fig. 2. Experimental normalized displacement response close to the first flexural resonance of piezoceramic cantilever
beam at various excitation voltages (electric field strengths): — 2V (0.25V/mm); — — — 15V (1.875V/mm); — - — - —
30V 3. 75V/mm); - - - - - - 60V (7.5V/mm).

finite element model for extension and shear piezoelectric actuation mechanisms. Trindade et al.
[15] demonstrated that shear actuators can be more effective than thickness poled actuators for
the control of bending vibrations. Aldraihem and Khdeir [16] investigated the feasibility of using
shear-mode actuators in smart beams. They presented comparison of the analytical models based
on first-order beam theory and higher-order beam theory. Vel and Batra [17] gave an exact
solution for the static bending of a simply supported sandwich plate with an embedded
piezoelectric shear actuator and compared the results with the one obtained from first-order shear
deformation theory. In another effort [18], they provided an exact three-dimensional state space
solution for the static cylindrical bending of simply supported laminated plates with embedded
shear mode piezoelectric actuators.

Some new devices utilizing the d;5 effect of the piezoceramics have also been reported in the
literature. Glazounov et al. [19,20] introduced two novel devices, namely a torsional actuator and
a torsional stepper motor based on piezoelectric d s shear response. Kim and Kang [21] presented
the design, test and improvement of the newly developed piezoelectric torsional actuator. A
piezoelectric shear—shear mode ultrasonic motor based on the ds effect is also proposed by Dong
et al. [22].

Many of these applications, in particular ultrasonic motors, torsional actuators and some smart
structures, discussed above utilize the piezoceramics near resonance frequency excitation.
However, all of these published studies on shear actuators were restricted to a linear description of
the piezoceramic behavior. The nonlinear effects observed in Fig. 2 are significant, and if ignored
can cause an error up to 100% in the prediction of the amplitude and a large error in the
prediction of the resonance frequencies. Hence, an efficient design of a device, utilizing the d;s
effect, demands a detailed investigation of the observed nonlinear behavior. Parashar et al. [9]
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investigated the nonlinear shear vibration of a free piezoceramic rectangular parallelepiped (with
aspect ratio close to unity) at weak electric fields. They presented a simplified two-dimensional
theory which takes into account only the shear stress in the structure. In the present paper, this
work is extended to incorporate the normal stresses necessary for explaining the flexural
vibrations of the piezoceramics. A detailed investigation of nonlinear shear-induced flexural
vibration of piezoceramic beams, and a complete mathematical modeling of this nonlinear
behavior, is believed to have not been reported in the literature before.

2. Linear modeling

In this section, first a reduced set of linear constitutive relations is obtained for the piezoceramic
beam. Then, various energy expressions are obtained to be used in Hamilton’s principle and in the
Rayleigh—Ritz method. The field equations along with the boundary conditions are obtained
using Hamilton’s principle. As no closed-form solution is known for the obtained field equations,
the Rayleigh—Ritz method is used to obtain eigenfunctions and eigenfrequencies of the system.
The eigenfunctions thus obtained are used in the next section to discretize the nonlinear equation
of motion in the Ritz method.

2.1. Linear constitutive equations

Under the assumption of plane stress (i.e. T, = T4 = T¢ = 0) and neglecting the electric field
E; in the transverse direction X, the linear constitutive equations for the piezoceramic beam can
be written as [23]

Ty =c1 S + 71383 —e3 B3, (1)
T3 =7¢1381 + ¢338; — ek, (2
T5=C4E4S5—€15E1, 3)
Dy =&} E1 +e15Ss, 4)
D3 =e33E3 + €315 + 3353 ®)

with

cl = 611 <612/511> 13 = Cl3 ( 12‘13/011) C33 = 033 <013/611>
e = e — (ches/cfy), @3 =e3— (chea/chy), T3 =63+ (€3,/ch))-

Here, S, (p = 1,2, 3) are the normal strains, while S, (p = 4,5, 6) are the shear strains. D; are the
dielectric displacements and E; are the corresponding electric fields. cg are the stiffness
coefficients, e; piezoelectric coefficients and &7}, 3, denote the dielectric constants measured at
constant strain. An overbar denotes a modified value of the material constant. In the present
paper, the compressed notation from the IEEE standards for piezoceramic materials [24] has been

used.
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2.2. Linear field equations

The kinematic relations between the strain S and the displacements u(x, x3, ) and w(x, x3, f) in
x1 and xj3 directions, respectively, are given by

S| = ui, S; = w3 and S5 = usz+w,i. (6)

Here the numbers (1,2,3) following the comma indicate differentiation with respect to (x , x2, X3),
respectively (e.g. u3 = Ou/0x3). The electric field E in terms of the electric potential ¢(x;, x3, 1) is
given by

Ey=—-0¢, and E; = —¢3- (7N

The field equations can be derived using Hamilton’s principle [23], which for a piezoelectric
continuum is

I h
5/ Ldt+/ SWdr =0, )
I I

with the Lagrangian
L:/(T—H)dV, 9
14

where T denotes the kinetic energy density, H the electric enthalpy density, 0 W the virtual work
and V the volume. However, the term H consists of purely mechanical, purely electrical and
coupling terms but still it is termed as electric enthalpy density. The name electric enthalpy density
was perhaps coined by Mason [25] and later it became standard in piezoceramic literature (e.g.
IEEE standards [24]). In the conservative case, the electric enthalpy density H is defined through

o0H o0H

Tp=@ and Di:_ﬁEi' (10)
Using Egs. (1)—(5) and (10), the electric enthalpy density can be expressed as
H= %5115% + %?333% + %cﬂSﬁ + 135183 —e31 81 E3
— 23383 E5 — e15SsE) — 16} ET — L3 ES. (11)
The kinetic energy is given by
/V TdV =1p /V(a2+w2)dv, (12)

where p is the density of the piezoceramic and a dot represents differentiation with respect to
time ¢.

Energy terms are substituted in Hamilton’s principle (8). Variation is performed with respect to
ou, ow and d¢ and integration by parts is used. Collection of various terms in the integral signs
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corresponding to the du, ow and ¢ leads to the linear field equations

pii = w1 + chyuss + (Ci3 + chy)wois + (@1 + e15) 3 (13)
piv = Cy3waz + cyw i + (Cr3 + i) uis + 83033 + €159, (14)
e+ 83033 = (€31 + e1s)u 13 + erswaz + ex3w 33, (15)
with the corresponding boundary conditions (i.e. for clamped-free case u = w =0 at x3 = —//2

and traction-free boundary conditions at all the free edges). The piezoceramic beam is used as an
actuator and an external electric field is prescribed at the boundaries with electrodes (i.e. at
x1 = —h/2, h/2). It is appropriate here to assume that the electric potential in the piezoceramic
vanishes at these boundaries [23]. Hence, electrodes are considered to be short-circuited in the
present case (i.e. ¢ = 0 at x; = —h/2, h/2). For the un-electroded sides of the piezoceramic beam
(i.e. at x3 =—1/2,1/2), as the dielectric constant of the air is negligible in comparison to the
dielectric constant of the piezoceramic material, the surface charge density is assumed to be zero
[24]. In the case when piezoceramic is used as sensor, an open-circuit assumption is more
appropriate for the electroded surfaces. For the field equations (13)—(15) with the given boundary
conditions, no closed-form solution is known.

2.3. Rayleigh—Ritz method

Bhat [26] proposed the use of orthogonal polynomials in the Rayleigh—Ritz method to obtain
the natural frequencies of rectangular plates with free edges. The first member of each set of
polynomials is constructed to satisfy the appropriate equivalent beam boundary conditions. The
higher orthogonal members of these polynomials are generated using the Gram—Schmidt process
and automatically satisfy the geometric boundary conditions. It is observed that the higher
members of the set do not satisfy the natural boundary conditions of the equivalent beam, thereby
relaxing the over-restraint encountered in the use of true beam functions. Dickinson and Di Blasio
[27] proposed even lower starting members as compared to those by Bhat. It is observed by
Oosterhout et al. [28] that in the Rayleigh—Ritz method the orthogonalization of the polynomials
by the Gram—Schmidt process results in a numerically stable process. It leads to high convergence
rates and accurate solutions for the higher modes. In the present work, the above-mentioned
method is extended for a piezoelectric continuum.

Assuming u, w and ¢ as

u(xy, x3, 1) = U(xy,x3) sin wt, (16)
w(x1, x3,1) = W(x1,x3) sin wt, (17)
@(x1,x3,1) = D(x1,x3) sin wt (18)

and using Eqgs. (6), (7) and (11), the maximum electric enthalpy can be expressed as
Hipax = %b/ (511 Ud + e Wi+ cUs + W2 + 203U W3 + 263U 1 D3
4

+2e33 W’g@j + 2e;5 U’3€D,1 + 2e;5 W}lép,] + 26’54 U,3 W,l — 8]91 @’21 — 53345’23) dA. (19)
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Here, w is the circular frequency and A4 indicates the integration domain over the area / x 4 (i.e.
from —//2 to 1/2 and —h/2 to h/2). Similarly, from Eq. (12), the maximum kinetic energy is

Tmax = 1 pbe? / (U* + w?)dA. (20)
A

For the free vibrations of the piezoceramic the displacement amplitudes U and W may be
expressed as

U= {(Gi(x1, 30V {Abasngenxs W = (Gax1,33)} (Blmg iyt 11 1
and the electric potential @ may be expressed as
® = {G3(x1,x3)} {Clr 1) 1)x1» (22)

where {A}, {B},{C} are the unknown coefficient vectors and
(Gl ana = B,
(G2} eyt 1 = ({sHOD,
{G3} o 1ys1)x1 = ({0} py")° (23)
with
B} = [Bos Brs- - B
D)} = o> 715 -3l
{6(x1)} = [00, 01, -, 0m]",
{C(x3)} = [Co, Cis e - ,Cn]T,
{0(x1)} = [60,01,...,0,]",

{p(x3)} = [Pgs P1s-- -, D] (24)

The  fi(x1), 7,(x3), Om(x1), (u(x3), 0:(x1) and ¢y(x3) are appropriate polynomial functions
(i,j,m,n,r,s =0,1,2,...) satisfying the geometric boundary conditions. Starting functions for
each of these terms, and the Gram—Schmidt process [26] to obtain the higher-order functions are
given in Appendix A. The stacks operator (.)° maps an (i + 1) x (j + 1) matrix into an (i +
1)(j 4+ 1) x 1 column vector. The stack of the matrix is a column vector formed by stacking the
columns of the matrix [29] .

Substituting the expression for U, W, ®@ from Eqgs. (21) and (22) in the maximum kinetic energy
(20) and the maximum potential energy (19) (the resultant form is shown in Appendix B), and
differentiating it with respect to the unknown coefficients {A}, {B}, {C} provide

5T (GG} A
max _ 2 T
{6coeff}—pba) /A (G2 }{G>} d4{ B (25)
[zeros] C

and

A
GHmaX [Kmech] [Kpiezo]
{acoeff} =0 /A ( ![Kpiezo]T [Kdielectric]] ) d4 i ) (26)
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Details of the matrices [Kmech], [Kpiezo] and [Kiclectric] are given in Appendix C. In the resultant
diagonal matrix obtained by differentiating the kinetic energy, the diagonal elements
corresponding to the coefficients {C} are zero. Therefore, before solving the eigenvalue problem,
it is reduced using the Guyan reduction. The reduced eigenvalue problem is obtained as

(1K1~ aﬂM]]{ . } =0, @7)
where
[K]="b /A ([[K mech] — [K piezol[ K dietectric] ™' [Kpiezo] ') d 4 (28)
and
M] = pb /A( (GIH{G)T . ) dA. (29)

After calculating the eigenvalues and eigenvectors from the reduced eigenvalue problem,
coefficients {C} are calculated from

A
{C} = _[Kdielectric]I[Kpiezo]T{ B } (30)

2.4. Convergence study

To observe the convergence behavior, the same number of polynomials are taken for all the
terms in both directions (i.e. i =j =m =n =r =s). For the calculation purpose, the material
parameters for the piezoceramic PIC 255 supplied by the manufacturer and displayed in Table 2
are used. Table 1 displays the convergence behavior of the first four flexural natural frequencies
Ni (k=1-4) of a cantilever piezoceramic beam of 18 x 14 x $mm?® dimensions. It can be
observed that the frequencies start to converge very rapidly and sufficient convergence is achieved
by using eight polynomials in both directions. After this, the maximum change in the values of the

Table 1

Convergence study

No. of polynomials N (kHz) N, (kHz) N3 (kHz) N4 (kHz)
3 9.735 39.042 94.755 121.506
4 9.601 37.417 85.595 114.110
5 9.600 37.278 79.020 111.469
6 9.599 37.253 78.560 107.996
7 9.598 37.250 78.450 107.831
8 9.597 37.248 78.440 107.705
9 9.596 37.247 78.437 107.696
10 9.595 37.246 78.435 107.693
11 9.595 37.245 78.434 107.692

12 9.595 37.245 78.433 107.692
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frequencies is less than 0.02%. However, in the present paper ten polynomials are used, till
complete convergence up to three significant digits after the decimal is achieved for the first
natural frequency.

2.5. Mode shapes

The solution of the eigenvalue problem (27) provides the eigenvectors {A},{B}, which can be
further used in Eq. (30) to obtain the coefficients {C}. Substituting these in Egs. (21) and (22)
provides the mode shape for the corresponding eigenvalue.

In Fig. 3, the first four flexural modes of the beam are displayed. In the Euler—Bernoulli beam
theory, it is assumed that the straight lines normal to the mid-plane before deformation remain
straight and normal to the mid-plane after deformation. However, in the Timoshenko beam theory
the normality assumption of the Euler—Bernoulli beam theory is relaxed and the straight lines
normal to the mid-plane before deformation are assumed to remain straight after deformation. It
can be observed from Fig. 3 that both the normality and straightness assumptions are defied.
Specially at higher modes, the bending of the lines is more pronounced (Fig. 3(d)). Hence, for very
thick beams neither of the assumptions of these two theories hold at the higher modes.

Fig. 4 shows the distribution of the electric potential @ along the thickness / and length / for the
same modes. It can be observed from this figure that the distribution of the electric potential is

z1[mm]

(a) z3[mm] (b) z3[mm]

z1[mm]

4

-8

-5 0 5 10 -5 0 5 10
(c) z3[mm)] (d) z3[mm]

Fig. 3. Mode shapes for the 18 x 14 x 8 mm? test piece. (a) First flexural mode at 9.595 kHz; (b) second flexural mode
at 37.246 kHz; (c) third flexural mode at 78.435kHz; (d) fourth flexural mode at 107.693 kHz.
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sinusoidal along the thickness direction for all the modes. To further understand the variation of
the displacements U, W and the distribution of the electric potential ¢, two-dimensional plots for
the first flexural mode are shown in Figs. 5 and 6. It can be seen from Fig. 5 that the electric
potential @, is sinusoidal along the thickness direction. The displacement W is linear and the
displacement Uj has small variation (from 0.97 to 1.00) along the thickness. However, along the
length direction, the variation of the Uy, W and the distribution of @, are more involved (Fig. 6).
The same is observed for the other higher modes. It can be noted that for the first mode electric
potential diminishes rapidly along the length direction (Fig. 6(a)). Therefore, sinusoidal nature of

0
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@ 05 05 (0) 05 05 *3

(W
'X\M%

0.5 0.5

0o 0 4
© 05 05 *3 ) 05 05 ¥

Fig. 4. Electric potential distribution for the 18 x 14 x 8 mm? test piece. (a) First flexural mode at 9.595 kHz; (b)
second flexural mode at 37.246 kHz; (c) third flexural mode at 78.435kHz; (d) fourth flexural mode at 107.693 kHz.

1 1 1
0.5 0.5

0.99
0 0

-0.5 0.5 0.98
-1 -1

-0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5
(a) x1/h (b) x1/h (C) x1/h

Fig. 5. Normalized variation along thickness: (a) @x; (b) Wy; (c) Uy for first resonance, i.e. k = 1 (x3 = 0mm).
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1 0 1
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(a) X3/| (b) X3/| (C) X3/|

Fig. 6. Normalized variation along length: (a) ®@; (b) Wy; (c) Uy for first resonance, i.e. k = 1 (x; = 2mm).

the electric potential along the thickness is not visible in Fig. 4(a) at the cross sections away from
the fixed end. However, in a normalized plot, such as in Fig. 5(a), its sinusoidal nature can be
easily verified for any cross section along the length of the beam.

For relatively thin beams, U; may be assumed constant and W, may be taken linear along the
thickness, as assumed in the Timoshenko beam. Hence, the modified Timoshenko beam theory,
which takes into account the sinusoidal distribution of the electric potential in the thickness
direction and a more general distribution along the length direction, will be sufficient for the
analysis of moderately thick beams. To model the vibration of the piezoelectric coupled structures
excited using the d3; effect, Wang and Quek [30] and Liu et al. [31] used the same assumption to
modify the Euler—Bernoulli beam theory and the Mindlin plate theory, respectively. A detailed
analysis of nonlinear shear-induced flexural vibrations of piezoceramic beams using a modified
Timoshenko beam theory and its comparison with the present work will be the subject of a future
publication.

3. Nonlinear modeling

In order to model the nonlinear behavior observed in the experiments, the corresponding
nonlinear constitutive relations are obtained in this section. Hamilton’s principle together with the
Ritz method are used to obtain a discretized equation of motion for a piezoceramic beam. The
equation of motion is solved using perturbation analysis.

3.1. Nonlinear constitutive equations

In the experiments, when the piezoceramics are excited at one-third of the first resonance
frequency, a superharmonic was observed at resonance frequency, revealing the presence of cubic
nonlinearities. A similar experiment performed at one-half of the first resonance frequency
showed the presence of quadratic nonlinearities of comparable order of magnitude. However,
Parashar and von Wagner [6] and von Wagner [32] found that: based on experimental
observations, if the quadratic nonlinearities are considered of the same order as that of the cubic,
they do not appear in the first-order approximation of the perturbation solution. Hence, in the
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present work, only the cubic nonlinearities are included in the model. The electric enthalpy term is
extended to include fourth-order terms, such as

H=1¢,57+1 03252 +5 C4E4S + 0135183 — 3181 E3 — e33S3E3 — e1sSsEy — L&t E] — 1833 E3
+ic)st —1VsiE —1s2E? 1S5 ET — 1D EY (1)

2) n @ 0

Here ¢, is the parameter of the cubic nondissi ative elastic term, es5,es,es are the
higher- order piezoelectric coupling parameters, and 8“ is the higher-order dielectric parameter.
A comparable energy function is given by Maugin [33]. In addition to these conservative
nonlinear terms, the constitutive relations are also extended by including dissipative linear [34]
and nonlinear terms as

T1 =218 + €133 — &1 E3 + ¢114(S1) + ¢134(53) — e314(E3), (32)
T3 = 01351 + 03353 — @33 E3 + ¢134(S1) + ¢334(S3) — e33a(E3), (33)
Ts = c,Ss — eisE1 + caa(Ss) — elSd(El)
DS NS, — (D5 — L
(S — L (SIEN - eﬁ?d<SsE2> — JeED, (34)
Dy = &}, E1 + e15Ss + e114(E1) + e154(Ss)
+1eVS3 + e VSIE| + e[USsEL + &
1l (8D + ¢ (SIED) + €2 (SSED) + 62 (ED), (35)
Dy =33 E3 + 83151 + @353 + £330(E3) + €314(S1) + €334(S3), (36)

where  ¢i1g, C13d, C33d, Cadd> €31d> €33d> €154, €11d» €33¢ are linear dissipative parameters,

cﬁ)d is the parameter of the cubic dissipative mechanical term, 8(121)d is the corresponding dielectric

parameter, and e(lg)d,e(lzs)d,e(l?d are the higher-order parameters for the dissipative piezoelectric
coupling.

Based on the observations [9] of free piezoceramic vibrations using the d,s effect, here only the
constitutive relations for the T's and D; are extended to include the cubic-order terms. It was
observed that the main nonlinearities stem from these two constitutive relations only. Even
though all other constitutive relations can be similarly extended, it is not possible to determine all

the individual parameters uniquely in the present analysis.

3.2. Nonlinear equation of motion

The nonlinear electric enthalpy density from Eq. (31), the kinetic energy from Eq. (12), together
with the 6 term obtained from the constitutive relations (32)—(36) are used in Hamilton’s
principle (8), to obtain the nonlinear equation of motion.

As described in Section 2.3, using the Rayleigh—Ritz method, the circular eigenfrequencies
wr (k=1,2,3,...) and the corresponding eigenfunctions (Uy, Wy, ®;) can be obtained. Using
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these eigenfunctions, approximate solutions are represented by

u(xy, x3, 1) = Z Ui(x1, x3)p(2), (37)
k

wxn,x3,0) = Y Wilxr, x3)p(0), (38)
k

@(x1,x3,1) = zk: Dr(x1, x3)pi (1) + % X1 cos Qr. (39)

Here Uy is the excitation voltage amplitude and Q is the circular excitation frequency. The Ritz
method with only one eigenfunction, namely the eigenfunction close to the excitation frequency, is
used for the discretization by von Wagner and Hagedorn [35] in a piezo-beam system. For
comparison, the calculations with up to four shape functions were performed considering full
nonlinear coupling. The results showed good agreement, with the eigenfunctions of the linearized
problem used as shape functions. Keeping this in mind, the following simplified solutions are used
in Ritz method for the discretization:

u(xy,x3, 1) = Up(x1,x3)p(0), (40)

w(xi, x3,1) = Wix1, x3)p (1), (41)
U

o(x1,x3,1) = Pr(x1, x3)p (1) + 70 x| cos Qt (42)

for the system excited close to the kth resonance frequency.
Introducing Egs. (40)—(42) in Hamilton’s principle leads to the discretized nonlinear equation of
motion for the piezoceramic beam as

" ) | 2 ) 2.
mypy + dipy + Cjc 'y + c;c )Pli + Cgcd)l’ipk

=\ cos Qr — f11Q sin Qt + £ cos Qup? + 21 cos Qe
— [ sin Qup;, + 1 05 Qipy + f ) cos® Qtpi — 2f (4@ cos Ot sin Qup,
—|—f§€4) cos® Q1 — 3f/(,;29 cos’ Qt sin Q¢ (43)

with
me = p /A(U,i+ W) d4,
dp = /A(cnd U1+ c3aWis + 20130 Uit Wiz + 2310 Uk Dics + 2633 Wi s s — €330 P 5
tcaaa(Ups + W) 4 2e150(Usz + Wi)Pry — 811(1@/2@1) d4,
cg) = /A(E“ Up, + ¢33 W,%,_; + 2613 U Wiz + 2831 Ug 1 D3 + 2833 Wi 3P 3 — €339 5

+cE(Ups + Wi)* +2e15(Uis + Wi P — &5, gbi’l) d4,
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Cf)z /( )(Uk;—i-Wkl) +3€15)(Uk3+ W) @i
4

_26(125)(Uk,3 + Wk,l)z‘plzcl 46(135)(Uk3 + Wy 1)¢k1 Sll)d)i 1) d4,

Cfd) = //1(3055;)[1((]1{,3 + W) + 46(115)d(Uk,3 + W) &,

_63(125)d(Uk3 + W) ‘pkl + 4315d(Uk3 + Wi, 1)‘15k1 33(121)4452,1) d4,

U
I 70 ’ (—e1s(Uis + W) + &), i) d4,

U
0= 70/(—615(1((7/(,3 + Wi1) + e11a®Pr,1) dA,
y

Uy
53) = ( A Uis+ Wia) + 36(125)(Uk,3 + Wi1) P

—3eD(Uss + Wi)d7, + 362 1) dA,

Uy
2 = 7/A< AV (Ups + Wia)® 43¢0 (Uis + Wit @,

3¢ ,(Uis + Wi}, + 367,01, ) da,

UZ
53) = h—z()/ <€(125)(Uk,3 + Wi — 23(135)(U/<,3 + Wi )P + 38(121)45;2(,1) d4,

o= (e%)d(Uk,a + W) =260, (Uis + Wi P + 38(121)(1@/%,1) d4,
24) / < 35)(Uk,3 + Wi + 8(121)45k,1> d4,
=3 | (R + Wi + o) da (44)

3.3. Solution by perturbation analysis

An approximate solution of the nonlinear equation of motion (43) is obtained using
perturbation analysis. For the perturbation analysis, we define a nondimensional time

T=wet with wg= \/c,(cl)/mk, (45)

n=—. (46)

as well as the frequency ratio
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Using Egs. (45) and (46), the equation of motion (43) can be expressed as

Pl 4exp +p+eup e p’p

= eq(hy cos nt + hy sin y1) 4+ eqyn(—hy cos yt + hy sin y1) + oy p* (I cos T + hy sin )

+2¢eapypp (hy cos nt+ hy sin yr) — oy p* n(—hy cos nt + hy sin y1)

+ &2 o3 p(hy cos nt + hy sin nr)? + &2 ozq p’ (hy cos nt + hy sin nr)’

1003

—2&% azq pn(hy cos nt + hy sin g)(—hy cos nt 4 hy sin 1) + & oy (hy cos yT + hy sin y1)’

— 3¢ augn (hy cos nt + hy sin y1)*(—hs cos nt + hy sin y1)

with
1 1
d dy (D _
I _ _ Jk _ kd
() — 1. K = 5 q= 2 qd - 5
dr emyy My emywy
2 2
o &
o = VS )
emyay emyo
4 3
a0 = s g =——0—, 3= » 03¢ = ;
EMj EM &My E“My o

(4) (4)
k kd

= Oag = .
emywt’ e3mpwg

04

(47)

Here the coefficients /; and /&, are introduced to allow for a phase shift between the excitation and
the response of the system. The parameter ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily, but has to be small. Now,
the Lindstedt—Poincaré method is used with

p=potep+--, n=l+ep+--- .

Introducing Eq. (48) into Eq. (47) for the zeroth order results in

Po+npy =0,

and for the first order in

Pl +np =

— Ky + 2P — 0Py — %1aPaPy

+ q(hy cos nt + hy sin nt) + g,m(—hy cos nt + h; sin n1)

+ oczp%(hl cos Nt + hy sin ) + 2004pepo(hi cos nt + hy sin nr)
— chdpgn(—hz cos yt + Ay sin 51).

The solution of Eq. (49) is given by

po=Pcosnr

(43)

(49)

(50)

(51)



1004 S.K. Parashar et al. | Journal of Sound and Vibration 285 (2005) 989-1014

with unknown amplitude P. Using Eq. (51) in Eq. (50), the condition of vanishing secular terms
leads to

20 P =300 P + (g + 300 PP + (—q, + Lona PPInhy = 0, (52)
kNP + SoumP? + (g — 300aPY i + (¢ + S0P )hy = 0. (53)

These two algebraic equations, along with the condition h% + hg = 1, yield a polynomial equation
of fifth order in terms of P?

asP" 4+ ayP® + a3 P° + ay P* + a\ P> + ap = 0, (54)

which can be solved using MATLAB®. The roots of this polynomial provide values of the
amplitude.

3.4. Calculation of the electric current

To get further information about the behavior of the piezoceramic, the electric current in the
piezoceramic is measured with the help of a resistance in series. In the model, the electric current
at one electrode is given by

do d
I(t)y=—=—-— | D;dF, 55
O=5=-5 /P (59)
where F is the area of an electrode. Using the constitutive equation (35), the amplitude of the
electric current can be calculated if the displacement response including the amplitude and the
phase shift are known. This is done symbolically using the MATLAB® 6.5 Symbolic toolbox.

4. Experimental setup

The experiments are carried out using cantilever piezoceramic beams of length / = 18 mm,
width » = 14mm and of two different thicknesses: 7 =8, 3mm. The piezoceramic beams are
excited close to the first flexural resonance, by a computer-controlled gain-phase analyzer
(Hewlett-Packard HP 4194A). The gain-phase analyzer applies a frequency sweep and
simultaneously records the gain. The excitation signals from the gain-phase analyzer are
amplified by the power amplifier (Briiel and Kjaer 2713), before being fed to the piezoceramic. A
digital oscilloscope (Yokogawa DL708E) is used to monitor the excitation voltage amplitude and
responses. The vibrations of the piezoceramic are measured with the help of a laser vibrometer
(Polytec). The laser vibrometer has two units (viz. optic unit and electronic unit). The optic unit
(OFV508) supplies the laser signals, and simultaneously senses the reflected signal. The reflected
signals are then processed by the electronic unit (OFV2802), and fed to the test channel of the gain
phase analyzer. The output of the power amplifier is also fed to the reference channel of the gain-
phase analyzer to measure the gain.

In order to measure the current flowing through the piezoceramic at different excitation
frequencies, the standard method described in Ikeda [34] (constant voltage method) is used. A
low-value resistance (shunt of r = 0.5Q) is placed in series with the piezoceramic. The laser
vibrometer circuit is then disconnected, and the voltage signals from the shunt are fed to the test
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Fig. 7. Experimental setup.

channel of the gain-phase analyzer. The voltage at this shunt is very small compared to the
excitation voltage and does not influence the applied voltage. Several shunts with different
resistance values were also used and no significant influence on the current measurement was
observed. All the shunts used were having resistance values several orders smaller than the
impedance of the piezoceramic at resonance frequency as recommended in Ikeda [34] (i.e.
|Z|/r=100). The experimental setup for the same is shown in Fig. 7.

5. Parameter identification and experimental verification

In the present work, piezoceramic cantilever beams of the material PIC 255 supplied by PI
Ceramic, Lederhose, Germany are used. The linear and nonlinear parameters are obtained for the
piezoceramics by fitting the experimental and model results. The fminsearch command of
MaTLABY 6.5 (based on Nelder-Mead simplex search method) is used to find here the optimized
values of various parameters.

5.1. Linear parameters

In the first step, the linear parameters are identified by fitting the normalized displacement
amplitude curve and the normalized current amplitude curve for the approximate linear behavior
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at Uy = 2'V. The linear identified parameters along with the approximate parameters supplied by
the manufacturer are shown in Table 2. All the identified parameters are close to the
manufacturer-supplied values, except for the parameter ¢7;, which has around 50% variation. A
small variation of 10% can also be observed between some of the identified parameters for
h =8mm and /& = 3mm. According to the manufacturer, the samples with different thicknesses
may have been produced from different charges of raw material, which could explain for this
variation.

It can be observed from the expression of the linear damping d in Eq. (44) that it is linearly
dependent on nine material parameters. Therefore, various combinations of these parameters are
possible to obtain the same results. To demonstrate this, for the piezoceramics with 4 = 8 mm, the
dissipative mechanical and dielectric parameters are optimized, and dissipative piezoelectric
coupling terms are assumed as zero. The resulting parameters are given in Table 3. Fig. 8 shows
the theoretical and experimental normalized displacement responses u(2/2,1/2)/Uy, at 2V
excitation voltage and at the first resonance. Fig. 9 shows the normalized current responses for the
same. It can be observed from these two figures that, with the identified linear parameters, the
theoretical response is in good agreement with the experimental results. At low voltage excitation
the current measured in the piezoceramic is of very small magnitude. Hence, for the normalized
current response some noise is observed in the measured data due to the instrument noise.
However, the theoretical response matches fairly well with measured data along the whole
frequency range. At higher voltage excitation the current measured in the piezoceramic is of
relatively large magnitude than that of instrument noise. Hence, the noise disappears.

Table 2
Linear material parameters

Manufacturer’s values 18 x 14 x 8 mm? 18 x 14 x 3mm?
p (kg/m?) 7800 7800 7800
el (N/m?) 1.108 x 10" 1.084 % 10! 1.092 x 10"
cf (N/m?) 6.326 x 10" 6.326 x 10" 6.326 x 10"
cfy (N/m?) 6.896 x 10" 7.162 x 1010 6.980 x 10"
ek (N/m?) 1.108 x 10! 1.084 % 10! 1.092 x 10"
ek, (N/m?) 1.909 x 10" 1.909 x 10'° 1.909 x 10"
e31 (N/mV) -5.6 -5.6 5.6
e33 (N/mV) 12.8 12.8 12.8
e1s (N/mV) 10.3 9.8 8.02
&5, /¢0 1161 1161 1161
&5, /o 1023 1582 1653

Table 3
Linear damping parameters, 4/ = 8 mm

g (N's/m?) ¢13¢ (N's/m?) ¢330 (Ns/m?) casa (N's/m?) e33a (Ns/V?) era (Ns/V?)

6000 —9000 290 5800 —1.0x 107" —1.0x 107"
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Fig. 8. Normalized displacement response for the beam with 4 = 8 mm at various excitation voltages (electric field
strengths): — theory 2V (0.25 V/mm); — — — experiment 2V (0.25V/mm); — - — - — theory 25V (3.125V/mm); - - - - -
experiment 25V (3.125 V/mm).

For the piezoceramic with 72 = 3 mm, the dissipative dielectric parameters are assumed as zero
and the elastic and piezoelectric dissipative parameters are optimized. Table 4 displays the
identified parameters. From Fig. 10 for the normalized displacement response and Fig. 11 for the
normalized current response, it is evident that identified parameters can simulate the experimental
results at low voltage values.

5.2. Nonlinear parameters

To identify the nonlinear parameters, experimental results at 25V are compared with the
model. The term c}{ in the nonlinear equation of motion can give rise to the observed softening
nonlinear behavior in the experiments. It was shown in Ref. [36] that the term with combined
parametric excitation and nonlinearity /{”c + can produce the decrease of the normalized amplitude.
Both the terms are rewritten here as

o = /( 2(Uks + W) + 365 (Uss + Wi
4
_26(125)(Uk,3 + Wk,l)zdslzc,l +%€(135)(Uk’3 + Wk,l)ds’il 8“)¢ ) dd,

U
@ = hO ( —V(Urs+ Wi1)* + 362Uk + Wi @y

—3eD(Ups + Wi @2, + 362 qskl) dA.

It can be seen from these expressions that f is llnearly dependent on the four higher-order cubic
parameters, which also appear in the expression of ck The term ck dddltlondlly depends on the
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Fig. 9. Normalized current response for the beam with # = 8 mm at various excitation voltages (electric field strengths):
— theory 2V (0.25V/mm); - - - - -- experiment 2V (0.25V/mm); — - — - — theory 25V (3.125 V/mm); — — — experiment
25V (3.125V/mm).

Table 4

Linear damping parameters, 7 = 3 mm

c11a (Ns/m?) c13¢ (Ns/m?) 330 (N's/m?) ca4q (N's/m?) e3¢ (Ns/mV) e33qg (Ns/mV)
6000 —9000 290 5800 —88x 1074 —1.0x107*

higher-order elastic parameter c Clearly, it is not p0551ble to determine all the five cubic
parameters uniquely. Similarly, the terms c}j} and f +; responsible for nonlinear damping are
linearly dependent on five higher-order dissipative parameters.

It is shown by Parashar et al. [9] that, choosing only one parameter each from the dissipative
and conservative higher-order terms, it is possible to simulate the experimental results. However,
choosing only the piezoelectric coupling parameter will not be thermodynamically consistent
[6,32]. It is observed by von Wagner and Hagedorn [35] for the piezo-beam systems that there is
nonlinear elastic behavior in those piezoceramics. Keeping this in mind, for the piezoceramic with

2) (2
h = 8mm, conservative nonlinear parameters 6514), 3(11) and dissipative nonlinear parameters

ﬁ)d, ?(121)d are optimized. For the piezoceramic with 7 =3mm, a different set consisting the

conservative nonlinear parameters LEM) , e(l5 and dissipative nonlinear parameters cﬁ)d, e(l?d is taken.
The optimized parameters are shown in Tables 5 and 6. Using identified linear and nonlinear
parameters, the results of the theoretical model are compared with the experimental results at
25V. Figs. 8 and 9 for # = 8mm, and Figs. 10 and 11 for # = 3mm show a good agreement

between the experiments and theoretical model.
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Fig. 10. Normalized displacement response for the beam with 7 = 3 mm at various excitation voltages (electric field
strengths): — theory 2V (0.666 V/mm); — — — experiment 2V (0.666 V/mm); — - — - — theory 25V (8.333 V/mm);
------ experiment 25V (8.333 V/mm).
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Fig. 11. Normalized current response for the beam with 7 =3 mm at various excitation voltages (electric field
strengths): — theory 5V (1.666 V/mm); - - - - - experiment 5V (1.666 V/mm); — — — theory 25V (8.333 V/mm); — - — -
— experiment 25V (8.333 V/mm).

It is worth mentioning here that the Eq. (54) given in Section 3.3 and used for computing
displacement amplitude will have five real solutions in general. For the parameters used in the
present case, there will only be three real solutions. The intermediate solution from these three
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Table 5

Nonlinear material parameters, 7 = 8 mm

il (N/m?) ity (Ns/m?) e (N/V?) iy (Ns/V?)
—58x10' 44 % 10" —5.0x 107" —1.1x 107
Table 6

Nonlinear material parameters, # = 3 mm

2 (N/m?) ) (N's/m?) D (N/mV) Y, (Ns/mv)
—1.6 x 102 23 x 107 —1.5x 10" 7.5 x 10

solutions is known to be unstable and cannot be observed in the experiments [37]. The remaining
two solutions provide the sweep-up and sweep-down amplitudes. However, in the present case,
due to the high damping of the piezoceramic material PIC 255 the jump phenomenon is not visible
as observed in the case of PIC 181 material [6-8] and both the solutions coincide.

6. Summary and conclusions

Typical nonlinear effects were observed in the experiments conducted with piezoceramic
cantilever beams subjected to weak electric fields. These nonlinear effects indicate a softening
behavior, and the reduction of normalized amplitudes with increase in the excitation voltage.

To model such a nonlinear behavior, first a reduced set of linear constitutive relations is used.
Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the beam were determined using the Rayleigh—Ritz method.
The methodology proposed by Bhat [26], to use the characteristic orthogonal polynomials in the
Rayleigh—Ritz method, was here extended to a piezoelectric continuum. A convergence study was
carried out to observe the convergence behavior of the used polynomials. The mode shapes for the
first four flexural eigenfrequencies were plotted. It was observed that for the present case the
assumptions of neither the Euler—Bernoulli beam theory nor the Timoshenko beam theory hold at
higher modes. The electric potential distribution at first four flexural modes was also studied. A
sinusoidal distribution of the electric potential along the thickness and more general distribution
along the length of the beam were noticed at all the mode shapes. For relatively thin beams, a
modified Timoshenko beam theory, which takes care of the above-mentioned electric potential
distribution, is suggested, and its detailed comparison with the present work will be the subject of
a future publication.

For nonlinear modeling, the electric enthalpy term was extended to include the cubic
nonlinearities. Similarly, the constitutive relations were extended to include the dissipative and
nondissipative cubic order terms. During modeling of the longitudinal vibration of transversally
polarized piezoceramics in Refs. [6,32], it was observed that quadratic terms did not appear in the
first-order approximation in the perturbation solution. To force the quadratic term to appear in
the first-order approximation, they had to be assumed to be of a higher order than cubic, which
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was against the experimental observation. However, they also observed that the cubic
terms alone can give rise to the nonlinear behavior, as observed in the experimental
results. Hence, in the present case the nonlinear constitutive terms were restricted to only the
cubic terms. Based on the observations in Ref. [9] of free piezoceramic vibrations using
the d;s effect, only the constitutive relations for 7's and D; were extended to include the
cubic-order terms.

Hamilton’s principle was used to obtain the nonlinear equation of motion of the piezoceramic
beam. Linear eigenfunctions were used as shape functions in the Ritz method to discretize the
nonlinear equation of motion. Perturbation methods were used to solve approximately the
nonlinear equation of motion. A good coincidence between the experimental and the theoretical
results was observed for the identified parameters of the piezoceramic. It was observed that, using
different small subsets of parameters, it was possible to match the theoretical response curves with
the experimental results.

The nonlinear effects observed in the present paper are not negligible. Therefore, they should be
taken into account in the design of the devices, such as ultrasonic motors and torsional actuators,
utilizing the d;5 effect near resonance frequency excitation.

Appendix A. Polynomial functions

The starting functions for U and W are
Bo(x1) = do(x1) = constant, y,(x3) = {o(x3) = constant x (x3 +1/2), (A.1)
while the starting functions for ¢ satisfying the electric boundary conditions are
0p(x) = constant x (1 — 4x%/h2), ¢y(x3) = constant. (A.2)
The higher-order functions are obtained using the Gram—Schmidt process [26] as follows:
Bi(x1) = (1 — Q)Po(x1),  ilx1) = (x1 — @iy (x1) — Rifi_r(x1) (A.3)

and

o 2, xie By () dxy "
I fh/zo'(xl)ﬁ,-z_l(m)dm , '

fh/z x10(x1)Bi1(x1)B; 2(X1)dX1

R =
s c(eD)BE 5 () doxy

(A.5)

a(x1) is the weighting function, and unlty in the present case. In case of y;(x3), {,(x3), ¢,(x3) the
interval is from —7/2 to //2. MATLABY 6.5 Symbolic toolbox is used in the present work to obtain
the higher-order polynomials.
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Appendix B. Expression for maximum Kkinetic and potential energies
Using Egs. (20) and (21), the maximum Kinetic energy can be written as
Tax = 5 pbo” /A (AY{GIHGI (A} + (BY{G2}{ G2} (B)) dA (B.1)
and using Eqgs. (19), (21) and (22), the maximum potential energy can be written as
Hoax = %b/A(Ell{A}T{Gl,I}{GlJ YHAY + 3 {BY (G2, HG2,} {BY + iy (A} (G H G, Y HA)

+ i {BY (G2, HG )T (B} + 2213{A}T{ G, }{ G2, } T {B) + 2e31{A} 1 {G1,}{G3,} T {C}
+ 2233{B} T {G2. }{G3,}T{C} + 2e15{A} (G, }{G3,}{C) + 2e15(B} { G2, HG3,} T {C)
+2c5{AY{G }Go ) {BY — &7 {CYT{ G5, H G5, ) T{C) — 23{C}T{ G5, }{G5,)T{C}) d4. (B.2)

Appendix C. Elements of the matrices

o [EGUHGLY + eGlGLHGL) elGHG,) + GG ) e
K] = (G WG T+ (G, 1 (GL)T el Gal(Ga)T + EGo HGr )T |7 (&
o [BIGHG) es(G)Gs,)! 2
Kriceo] = | (G G )T + ens{Go, MG )T | '
[Kgiclectric] = [—&71{G3, HG3,}T — &33{G3, HGs, )T (C.3)
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