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Abstract

The non-linear vibrations of a linear beam with cantilever-Hertizian contact boundary conditions are
investigated. The method of multiple scales is used to analyze this problem in which it is assumed that the
beam remains in contact with the moving surface at all times. One primary result from this analysis is the
amplitude—frequency relation for the various flexural modes. The amplitude—frequency curves exhibit
softening behavior as expected. The amount of softening is shown to depend on the linear contact stiffness
as well as the specific mode. In addition, the associated non-linear normal modes of this system are derived.
The modes include a non-linear modification to the linear, harmonic component as well as a static offset
term and second and third harmonic components.
© 2003 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The dynamics of moving surfaces that are in contact with each other is important in a number
of scientific and engineering applications. The vibrations of such contacts have been examined
previously by a number of authors [1-3]. The focus in these studies was primarily on a single-
degree-of-freedom (SDOF) system in Hertzian contact with a moving surface. Although Bryant
[2] was interested in the vibrations of a beam in Hertzian contact, for modelling actuator
dynamics, the beam was ultimately simplified to a SDOF system as well. The flexural vibrations of
beams with non-linearities has been examined in a variety of other forms using many different
methods. Non-linear vibrations of linearly elastic beams with non-linear boundary conditions
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have been studied far less using techniques including the harmonic balance method [4], the
method of Shaw and Pierre [5], and the method of multiple scales [6]. Non-linear normal modes
have been observed in many other contexts as well [7].

More recently, the problem of a cantilevered beam in Hertzian contact with a moving surface
has been applied to atomic force microscope (AFM) applications [8,9]. Dynamic AFM methods
rely on the relative motion between the AFM tip and the specimen surface. These techniques are
used to extract quantitative information about the surface stiffness with high resolution [9]. These
techniques utilize the dynamic response of the AFM beam, specifically in terms of the flexural
cantilever modes. A stiff cantilever with high contact force is typically used to confine the tip—
surface forces to the Hertzian contact regime. In these studies, the amplitude of the surface motion
is kept small such that the motion may be analyzed by linearizing the non-linear tip—surface
interaction forces. Such linearization has proven very effective for a variety of materials. As the
surface amplitude increases, the motion eventually becomes non-linear. If the motion is very large,
the non-linear motion is chaotic [10]. Before chaotic motion occurs however, there is a range of
non-linear motion that is stable. It is anticipated that a perturbation approach may be applicable
to describe this motion. It is in this regime that the effects of this softening non-linearity have been
observed experimentally in terms of the shifts of resonant frequencies as a function of amplitude
[8]. The method of harmonic balance was recently used to examine a similar contact AFM
vibration problem [11].

In this article, the non-linear vibrations of an elastic beam with cantilever-Hertzian contact
boundary conditions are examined. It is assumed throughout that the beam remains in contact
with the vibrating surface at all times. In addition, the vibrational amplitude in the beam is
assumed to remain small such that the beam remains in the linear regime. Experimental evidence
suggests that the beam loses contact before non-linear effects in the beam are important [§]. In the
next section, the appropriate boundary value problem is described. The method of multiple scales
is then used to analyze this problem. The primary results from this analysis include the amplitude—
frequency relation for the various flexural modes as well as the non-linear normal modes. Finally,
example results are presented. It is shown that the non-linear behavior, in terms of the non-linear
frequency shift and the change in mode shape, are sensitive to the particular mode and to the
linear contact stiffness. The dependence on the non-linear parameters of the problem is clearly
defined. The theoretical results have the same qualitative features as experimental AFM results. A
similar type of analysis was also recently used to examine the non-linear vibrations of the first
flexural mode when the AFM tip is under the influence of a Lennard-Jones potential [12].

2. Problem description

A uniform, homogeneous beam of constant cross-section is cantilevered at one end as depicted
in Fig. 1. At the end opposite of the cantilever (x = L), a massless tip with small radius is attached.
The tip is in contact with a surface as shown. The boundary value problem for this system has a
governing equation given by

Elq"(x, 1) + pAG(x,1) = 0 (1)
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the problem. The linearly elastic beam is in contact with a surface. Initial contact is made when the
surface offset, z, is zero. This static offset causes a static beam deflection, y(x). The dynamic motion, w(x, ¢), is defined
relative to y(x). The contact forces between the tip and sample are assumed Hertzian with no attractive forces.

with boundary conditions

gx,H)=0 atx=0, ¢(x,)=0 atx=0, ¢'(x,))=0 atx=1L, (2—4)

EI
Elf"(x.0) =373 0(L) + Kolzo = ¥(L) — g(x. 0P ? = 0 at x = L. )

In Egs. (1)—(5), g(x, t) defines the cantilever position relative to its initial static deflection y(x).
Also, the primes indicate spatial derivatives, while the overdots indicate time derivatives. The
beam is defined by the modulus E, the area moment of the cantilever 7, the volume density p, and
the cross-sectional area 4. Here, EI and pA are assumed uniform over the length of the beam. The
boundary conditions given by Egs. (2)—(4) correspond to conditions of zero displacement and zero
slope at x = 0, and zero moment at x = L.

The boundary condition given by Eq. (5) is the force balance between the shear force in the
beam and the interaction force associated with the tip and the surface. Here, this interaction force
is assumed to be the Hertzian contact condition of a sphere in contact with a plane [13,14]. It is
through this contact that the non-linear behavior of the beam manifests itself. Therefore, the
specific properties of the contact interaction, such as adhesion, friction, and attractive forces, will
have a profound effect on the non-linear behavior of the beam. Regardless of the form of the
non-linear contact, the perturbation analysis formulated here will be similar. The use of Hertzian
theory in this article provides the first step towards the analysis of more complex contact forces. In
Eq. (5), the Hertz coefficient, Ky = %E * \/E, is defined in terms of the reduced elastic modulus,
E*, and the tip radius, R. The reduced modulus is defined by the material properties (elastic
modulus, £, and Poisson’s ratio, v) of the surface and tip. It is defined by

1 1 —v?2 1—v§
E* E,[+ E, ©)

where the subscripts ¢ and s denote the tip and surface, respectively.

The function y(x) in Eq. (5) defines the static deflection of the cantilever due to the surface
offset. A static offset results from changes in the relative position between the beam and the
surface. The end deflection, y(L), will be slightly less than the surface offset, z;. The difference
between the two is the result of deformation. The end deflection is defined by consideration of the
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static problem. The initial deflection of the cantilever is written in terms of the end deflection as

1 x\2 X
0 =30(7) (3= 7)- ()
The end deflection is governed by
EI
=375 0(L) + Koz = 9(L)? =0, (8)

which defines y(L) in terms of the surface offset, zo. Without loss of generality, it is assumed that
zo 18 zero when the tip first comes in contact with the surface. This assumption also implies that
the cantilever is horizontal when it first makes contact with the surface. In Egs. (5) and (8), the
quantity A = zo — y(L) may be identified as the static Hertz deformation. Note that no attractive
forces are assumed present.

The non-linear analysis which follows requires a more amenable form for the non-linear
contact. The contact boundary condition (5) is first rewritten as

EI
Emwxg—}ﬁuwA—U+K¢Wu—mLmW:o at x =L, )

where w = ¢/4 defines the beam deflection relative to the static Hertz deformation. Note that the
beam remains in contact with the surface as long as w(L, )< 1. Finally, the term in Eq. (9) with the
3/2 exponent is expanded in a Taylor series expansion about the equilibrium position, w(L, f) = 0.
The result is

EW'" = kw — kyw? — 1w’ (10)

where the linear and non-linear spring constants are given by
K:%KOAI/Z, K1 :%KoAl/z, Kzzll—f,KOAl/z‘ (11
The error in this expansion is less than 1% over the range in which the contact is not lost. A

similar type of expansion has been successfully used to model Hertzian contact vibrations in
single-degree of freedom systems [2,3].

3. Method of multiple scales
The non-linear vibration problem described in Section 2 is now solved using the method of

multiple scales. The problem is first recast in dimensionless form. The governing equation is thus
given by

oW =0 (12)

with boundary conditions
w=w =0 at x=0, w' =0 atx=1, (13)
w" — pw — e + efw? + 2w’ = 2FcosQt at x = 1, (14)

where ¢ is a dimensionless parameter introduced to order the different scales of the problem. A
viscous damping term (as observed experimentally) and a forcing term (typical of dynamic AFM
experiments) have been added to the final boundary condition. A uniformly valid approximation
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requires the damping, forcing, and the cubic non-linearity to occur at the same level of
perturbation, in this case at &2 [15]. In Eqs. (12)—(14), the position along the beam is measured in
units of L and time is measured in units of /(pAL)/(EI/L?). The dimensionless linear and
non-linear spring constants are defined by

3 KgA'/? B B

_——_— = -_— = - . 15
2 EI/L3 5 ﬁl 45 ﬂz 24 ( )
Thus, f defines the stiffness of the contact relative to the stiffness of the beam. The contact
stiffnesses are determined by 4 which is related to the static offset through Eq. (8).

The method of multiple scales is applied to this non-linear boundary value problem [6]. We look
for solutions of the form

w(x; To, Th, T) = wo(x; To, Ty, To) + ewi(x; To, T, To) + - (16)

B =

where Ty, T, and T, are the different time scales of the problem, 7, = ¢"t. The expansion is
substituted into Egs. (12)~(14) and like orders of ¢ are collected. This procedure defines the &°
problem as

w)” + Diwo = 0, (17)
wo=wy =0 at x=0, wy=0 atx=1, (18)
wy = pwy at x=1. (19)
The ¢' problem is given by
Wllm + D%Wl == *2DOD1W0, (20)
wi=w, =0 atx=0, wi =0 atx=1I, (21)
W' = pw; — pywi at x =1 (22)
and for &2,
le/” + D%Wz = —2DgDw; — (D% + 2Dy D7)wy, (23)
wr=wh=0 atx=0, w)=0 atx=1I, (24)
wh' = Bwy + cDowy — Bywowy — Bowy — FcosQt  at x = 1. (25)
Each of these problems is now solved.
3.1. Order & problem
The ¢ problem has solution
wo(x; To, Ty) = Aw(Ty, To)e " W (x) + cc (26)

for the mth mode where cc denotes the complex conjugate of the previous expression. The modal
subscripts on A4,, and w,, are implicit throughout the remainder of the article. The linear mode
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shape W(x) is given by
W (x) = Wy(sin yx — sinh yx — Hy(cos yx — cosh yx)), (27)

where

cosy + cosh y siny + sinh y
Wy = — - , Hy=—"-—"-. 28
0 2(sin y cosh y — sinh y cos y) 07 cos y 4+ coshy 28)

The normalization factor W is included to ensure that the displacement of the cantilever end
W (1) does not lose contact, such that W(1) = 1.

The values of the dimensionless wave numbers y are determined from the characteristic
equation of the linear problem

y3(cosh y cosy + 1) — f(sinh y cos y — siny cosh y) = 0. (29)

The wave numbers are related to the natural frequencies through the dispersion relation w? = y*.
3.2. Order &' problem

The solution for wy is necessary for the order &' problem. The problem for wy is given by

w" + D3wy = —2iwD; AeT W (x) + cc, (30)
wi=wi =0 atx=0, wi=0 atx=1 (31)
and the contact boundary condition is given by
Wi’ = Bwy — Bi[A47eP T + 244 + A% Hn ] at x = 1. (32)
First we seek solutions of the form
wi(x: To, T1, To) = g1(x; Ty, To)e' ™. (33)
The problem for ¢; is then
g]" — 0*g1 = —2iwD AW (x) (34)
with boundary conditions
g1=4¢,=0 at x=0, gi=0 atx=1, (35)
gl =Py at x=1. (36)

Because the homogeneous equations for g; have a non-trivial solution, the non-homogeneous
equations for g; have a solution only if a solvability condition is satisfied. By virtue of the
characteristic equation defining y, Eq. (29), the solvability condition implies that D14 = 0, or

A = A(T»).
The two other parts of the w; solution are also found. One solution is of the form
wi = ga(x)e? 7. (37)
Thus, the solution is
pA*
g2(x) = 5= G(12, ), (38)

2
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where 3, = /2w and the function G(y, x) is defined as

(cos y 4 cosh y)(sinh yx — sin yx) 4 (cos yx — cosh yx)(sin y + sinh y)

G = . .
() 73(1 4 cos y cosh y) — B(sinh y cos y — sin y cosh )

(39)

The final part of the w; solution is related to the static shift due to the non-linearity. Such a
response is expected in systems with quadratic non-linearities [6]. We look for solutions of the
form

w1 = go(x). (40)
Substitution into the boundary conditions gives
prAA
=— - 3). 41
90 = 557 (41)
The complete solution for w; is thus
piA4 p 4> DiwT
— _ _ 3 G 10 1 () 42
wi TR (¢ = 3) + 5= G, )™ + cc, (42)

where A4 is found from the &> problem. As expected, the w; solution is proportional to 8, and
quadratic in amplitude.

3.3. Order & problem

The solutions obtained for wy and w; are necessary for the order > problem. The & problem is
written in terms of these solutions

Wy + Diwy = —2iwA'e T W(x), 43)

where A’ = D>A. The appropriate boundary conditions are

wy=wh=0 atx=0, wy =0 atx=1, (44)
Wi = pwy + ciwAeT0 + <ﬁ%G(;{2, 1) — 3252 - 3B2> AAe T
+ (B1G(a, 1) = p AT + cc.
Next, we seek solutions of the form
wa(x; To, T2) = hi(x; To)e ™. (45)

The homogeneous equations for 4, have a non-trivial solution. Thus, the non-homogeneous
equations for /; require a solvability condition. This condition is

_ 2 _
P()iwd' = cioA + 144> (G(}Q, 1) — m) —3p,44°, (46)
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where
3y?(cosy + cosh 9)(1 + cos y cosh ) — y3sin y sinh y(sin y + sinh y)

P(v) —
@ 73(cos y + cosh y)?

ny sin y sinh y(cos y + cosh y) + (1 + cos y cosh y)(cosh y — cos y)

73(cos y + cosh y)?

The dependence of Eq. (46) on the particular mode is implicit in the factors of P(y) and G(y,, 1).
The solution for the harmonic component of w; is then

_ 2 _
h(x) = [ciwA + prAA* (G(Xz, 1) — m) — 3B2AA2] H(x), 47)
where
1 2(1 + cosy cosh y) ) siny +sinhy . )
H(x) ==———|(cos yx — cosh yx —x ) — x———(sinyx + sinh yx)|.
() 23’31’(?)[( ’ ’ )< (cos y + cosh y)* cosy+coshy( ’ )

The final part of the solution for w, is found in a similar manner to that for g, in the order &!
problem. The solution is thus

3
() = ~ 5 (G0 1)~ F)Gts, ), @)

with G(y, x) defined in Eq. (39) and y; = v/3w.
The complete non-linear mode that tends to the linear mode when f; and /5, tend to zero is then
w(x; Ty, To) = (W(x) + icwH(x))AenTo
25 B,AA
2 1 1
+ G(xp, 1) —
<ﬂ1 (22, 1) 3+ B 23+ )

ﬂlAz 2ioTy A_3 2 1) — 3iwTy
> G(y2, X)e 5 (B1G(x25 1) — B)G(x3,x) | + cc,

where A4 is defined by Eq. (46). '
To solve Eq. (46) we look for solutions of the form 4 = % pe'? where p and ¢ are real functions
of T,. Substitution into Eq. (46) gives

T : 1 2 3 io' 77i
P()iop' — wpq) = ciop + 7 Fip’ (G(m, - m) = (B} 2R (49)

Next we define = 6T, — ¢ such that ¢’ =’ — o. Separating Eq. (49) into real and imaginary
parts gives

- 3ﬁ2) AA*H(x)elTo — x2(x — 3)

_l’_

POX-opt! + op0) =P (G 1) 2} = 30— 2R cosy (50)
4 > 3+p) 4 ’
P(y)wp’ = cowp — 2F sin . (51)
Steady state motion occurs when /' = p’ = 0. Thus,

2.3
2 cos = P0G 1) = 25} = S = P (52
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2F siny = cwp. (53)
Eqgs. (52) and (53) are squared and added. The result is solved for ¢ giving

[BI(GG. 1) = 2/B + B) — 3B4] 5 1 4F?
o = U1 P00 p-+ PO)o p—2 — w2c2. (54)

The detuning parameter o is related to p in Eq. (54). The phase shift y is then found from

4
Y= tan~! 55 cw 5 s (55)
Bip*(G(x2,1) = 2/(3 + B)) — 3Bop* — 4P(y)wo
such that 4 = % pel?T>= ¥ The maximum value for p is
2F
Pmax = — (56)
cw

which occurs when

_ <£>2 Bi(G(12, 1) = 2/(B+ P) — 3B, (57)

cw P(y)w

In terms of the parameters p and ¢, the non-linear normal mode reduces to (damping has been
dropped from the mode as discussed by Nayfeh [6])

) 26
w(x; To, T2) = <W(X)P + </31G(;{2, 1) —

3+p
2(x—3
_5%57%f+%am@fw“m%+h)

(B G021) ~ f2)Glra, ) g 05 GoTy + 39) (58)

The non-linear amplitude—frequency relation (54), and the non-linear normal mode (58), are the
main results of this derivation. The dependence of the non-linear response on the different modes
is included in the amplitude—frequency relation by the functions P and G.

The various components of the non-linear normal mode include a harmonic component and
static offset as well as second and third harmonic components. The static shift due to the
non-linearity is proportional to 8, /(3 + f) and quadratic in amplitude. The spatial dependence of
the second and third harmonics are proportional to G(y, x), for y = y, or y = x5, respectively. The
second harmonic is quadratic in amplitude and proportional to ;. The third harmonic is cubic in
amplitude and dependent on f3;, f,, and G(x,, 1). In the next section, example results are presented
using Egs. (54), (58), and (39).

-3 )10 1 Jeos T + )

4. Example results

The non-linear amplitude—frequency behavior for several modes using Eq. (54) is first
presented. It should be noted that the dependence of ¢ on the forcing amplitude F is inverse to
the dependence of ¢ on damping c. Plots for fixed ¢ and increasing F are presented in Figs. 2
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(@ Detuning Parameter, o (b) Detuning Parameter, o

Fig. 2. Example results for the primary non-linear response for f = 300 and four values of F (= 1,2, 3,4) with ¢ = 0.12.
The (a) first and (b) second modes are shown.
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Fig. 3. Example results for the primary non-linear response for f = 500 and four values of F (= 1,2, 3,4) with ¢ = 0.08.
The (a) third and (b) fourth modes are shown.

and 3. Similar behavior is observed for fixed F and decreasing c. Fig. 2 is a plot of amplitude
versus ¢ for modes 1 and 2 for § = 300 and ¢ = 0.12 for several values of F. The values of ¢ for
both modes are of the same order over the range of amplitude shown, as large as —0.5. The
response of mode 1 to the higher amplitudes (F = 3,4, and 6) leads to a response that is larger
than 1. In terms of the quantities defined here, these values would lead to a loss of contact. Mode
2, however, does not have a response larger than 1 for any of the values of forcing used. Similar
results for modes 3 and 4 for f = 1800 and ¢ = 0.08 are shown in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 4. Non-linear frequency shift of the (a) first and (b) second modes for two values of linear stiffness f (solid: f = 50;
dashed: = 500) with ¢ = 0.025.
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Fig. 5. Non-linear frequency shift of the (a) first and (b) fourth modes for two values of linear stiffness f (solid:
B = 500; dashed: f = 2300) with ¢ = 0.025. These plots illustrate the modal sensitivity to the contact as has been
examined previously for linear AFM vibrations [16].

Another important effect in the results is shown in Figs. 4 and 5. In this case, fixed values of F
and ¢ are used with results for two different values of linear stiffness f shown. In Fig. 4,
amplitude—frequency plots are shown for the first and seconds modes for § = 50 and 500 (F = 1;
¢ = 0.025). The frequency shift for the first mode is larger than the second for f = 50. However,
for f = 500, the second frequency is observed to shift more than the first. In Fig. 5, a comparison
between the first and fourth modes is shown for § = 500 and 2300 (F = 1; ¢ = 0.025). The fourth
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0 0..2 O..4 Oj6 Oj8 1
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Fig. 6. Comparison between the first linear and the non-linear normal mode (harmonic component) for f = 100
(—, linear; -- -, non-linear). Note the softening effect of the non-linearity.
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Amplitude (Mode 2)
(=]

-0.5¢

0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Beam Position (x/L)

Fig. 7. Comparison between the second linear and the non-linear normal mode (harmonic component) for f = 1900
(—, linear; - - -, non-linear).

mode is observed to shift much more when f = 2300 in comparison with the first mode. The
behavior of the first mode is very similar for both of these values of f. It was observed that the
modal amplitudes and ranges of ¢ for each mode could be significantly different depending on f.
The linear stiffness is primarily dependent on the static surface offset, defined in Eq. (5) by z¢. This
type of modal sensitivity has also been noted for the case of an elastic beam coupled to a moving
surface by a linear spring [16]. Because the non-linearity is localized to a single position of the
beam, the mode shape greatly affects the influence of the non-linearity.

Plots of the harmonic component of the mode shapes are shown in Figs. 6 and 7. In both of
these figures, the linear (Eq. (27)) and non-linear (the term in Eq. (58) that multiplies cos(w?))
components are shown as solid and dashed lines, respectively. In Fig. 6, the amplitude of the first
mode is shown for = 100. The linear and non-linear components are almost identical for the
portion of the beam closest to the cantilevered end. The difference between the linear and
non-linear in this case is at the end (x = 1) of the beam. The softening effect is clearly shown. For
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large amplitudes, such that the cubic dependency on amplitude is important, the spring is
effectively less stiff. Thus, the beam at x =1 has a larger amplitude relative to the linear
amplitude. The second mode is shown in Fig. 7 for § = 1900. A similar behavior is observed for
this mode as well. The deviation from linearity is largest at the end with the contact. The deviation
of the non-linear mode shapes from the linear mode shapes follows the trend observed for the
detuning parameter. For a given value of ff, a mode may have a small or large non-linear response.
The modal sensitivity to a contact non-linearity is dependent on the linear mode shape.

Finally, plots relevant to the second and third harmonic components of the non-linear
responses are shown in Figs. 8-10. In Fig. 8, G(y,, x) for the first mode is plotted for values of
linear stiffness § = 10, 100, 500, and 1000. Although only a few results may be presented here, the
general trends observed are summarized. As f§ increases, the overall amplitude of G decreases and
the position of the node moves toward the cantilevered end of the beam. The trends for G(y,, x)
for the second and third modes, as shown in Figs. 9 and 10, respectively, are similar to the plot for
the first mode in that the amplitude decreases for increasing 5. The positions of the nodes of G for
these modes are also observed to move toward the cantilevered end of the beam as f§ increases. In

0.04

0.03 e
0.02 ‘

0.01 ‘

2
K
N

-0.01 A% e

G(x,X), Mode 1

-0.02 S Tse-- K

-0.03 ‘“~ ke

-0.04 =
0 02 04 06 08 1

Beam Position (x/L)

Fig. 8. Plot of G(y,,x) for mode 1 as a function of beam length [ = 10 (---); f =100 (---); f = 500 (—); p = 1000
(....)]- The second harmonic component of the displacement is proportional to G.

0.04

G(xzx), Mode 2

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Beam Position (x/L)

Fig. 9. Plot of G(x,, x) for mode 2 as a function of beam length (key as in Fig. 8). The second harmonic component of
the displacement is proportional to G.
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G(xzx), Mode 3
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-0.015

0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Beam Position (x/L)

Fig. 10. Plot of G(y,, x) for mode 3 as a function of beam length (key as in Fig. 8). The second harmonic component of
the displacement is proportional to G.

addition, it may be observed that an additional node is introduced in these shapes when f3 is above
a certain value. For example, the first mode results, Fig. 8, have a node between x/L = 0.6—0.7
for the higher three values of f3, but not for f = 10. For the third mode, Fig. 10, the additional
node is only apparent for the highest value of f shown. Thus, each mode has some threshold value
of  for which the function G has an increase in number of nodes.

5. Discussion

The non-linear vibrations of a beam with cantilever-Hertzian contact boundary conditions have
been investigated using the method of multiple scales. The non-linear amplitude—frequency
relation was derived and was shown to depend on the mode number and linear contact stiftness.
The linear contact stiffness is primarily dependent on the static offset of the surface. Example
results show the expected softening behavior in terms of the forcing amplitude and damping.
These results may also be used to predict which modes may be most suitable for non-linear
experiments. In particular, it was observed that the first mode lost contact (p > 1) in many cases
before a significant change in frequency was achieved. The derivation of the non-linear normal
modes was also presented. The non-linear modes included terms of a modification to the
harmonic linear mode, a static offset, and second and third harmonic components.

The non-linear analysis showed the amplitude—frequency shift that has been observed
experimentally in the weakly non-linear regime for atomic force microscope experiments [8].
These non-linear effects provide important information about the contact mechanics. The
non-linear behavior of the beam vibrations have been analyzed here using a Hertzian contact
model for the tip—surface interaction. The results showed that the influence of the non-linearity on
each mode is a function of the surface stiffness relative to the stiffness of the cantilever. The modal
sensitivity is also seen to influence the non-linear behavior. Each mode has a different amplitude
near the end of the beam such that the role of the non-linearity changes. Results from other
contact models will provide necessary insight into the expected effects from other factors
important for AFM imaging.
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