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Abstract:



In Atomic force microscope (AFM) examination of a vibrating microcantilever, the nonlinear tip-sample interaction would greatly influence the dynamics of the cantilever. In this paper, the nonlinear dynamics and chaos of a tip-sample dynamic system being run in the tapping mode (TM) were investigated by considering the effects of hydrodynamic loading and squeeze film damping. The microcantilever was modeled as a spring-mass-damping system and the interaction between the tip and the sample was described by the Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential. The fundamental frequency and quality factor were calculated from the transient oscillations of the microcantilever vibrating in air. Numerical simulations were carried out to study the coupled nonlinear dynamic system using the bifurcation diagram, Poincaré maps, largest Lyapunov exponent, phase portraits and time histories. Results indicated the occurrence of periodic and chaotic motions and provided a comprehensive understanding of the hydrodynamic loading of microcantilevers. It was demonstrated that the coupled dynamic system will experience complex nonlinear oscillation as the system parameters change and the effect of squeeze film damping is not negligible on the micro-scale.
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1. Introduction


Atomic force microscopy (AFM) has been developed to a nearly ubiquitous tool for studying physics, chemistry, biology, medicine and engineering at the nano-scale [1-5]. AFM could significantly impact many fabrication and manufacturing processes due to its advantages such as 3D topography of nano-fabrication and metrology for MEMS [2]. As a typical dynamic mode, the tapping mode (TM) is widely used in the operation of AFM where the cantilever is driven at a fixed frequency close or equal to the fundamental resonance frequency of vertical bending [4,6]; a schematic of the TM-AFM setup is shown in Figure 1. Moreover, the vibration amplitude of the cantilever is much bigger than the equilibrium separation between the tip and the sample. The TM-AFM has attracted extensive attention due to its ability to deal with compliant materials as well as to overcome adhesion forces.


Figure 1. Schematic of the typical TM-AFM setup.
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The inherently and highly nonlinear tip-sample interaction will give rise to complex dynamics of the cantilever in TM-AFM [7]. Nonlinearity is essential in understanding the dynamics of cantilevers as there are many nonlinear forces in TM-AFM, such as the attractive van der Waals forces, the short-range repulsive interactions, contact nonlinearities and capillary forces et al. [8-10]. Ashhab et al. [11] concluded that chaos in AFM depend on the damping, excitation and tip-sample distance, and suggested that a state feedback control can be used to eliminate the possibility of chaotic behavior. Using nonlinear analysis methods and numerical simulations, Basso et al. [12] found that the chaotic behavior may occur via a cascade of period doubling bifurcations. In their studies [11,12], Melnikov theory was used to predict the existence of chaos in AFM. The nonlinear dynamics to frequency sweeps in TM-AFM was simulated using the van der Waals forces and the Derjaguin-Muller-Toporov (DMT) and Johnson-Kendall-Roberts (JKR) contact models [6,13]. Lee et al. [6] carried out numerical analysis using modern continuation tools for computational nonlinear dynamics and bifurcation problems where the tip-surface interaction was represented by the van der Waals and DMT contact forces. Nonlinear hysteresis and jumps in the dynamic response were examined as the tip approaches to or retracts from the sample at a fixed excitation frequency [14]. Zitzler et al. [15] considered the influence of hysteretic capillary forces in TM-AFM and studied the effect of the relative humidity on the amplitude and phase of the cantilever oscillation. By using the forward-time simulation and numerical continuation techniques [15], Hashemi et al. [10] investigated the nonlinear dynamics of a TM-AFM with tip-surface interactions, which include attractive, repulsive, and capillary forces. Hersam [3] conducted experiments to verify the importance of nonlinear dynamics in TM-AFM measurements. Rutzel et al. [9] used the Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential to model the tip-surface interactions and carried out a comprehensive investigation to the nonlinear dynamics and stability of the TM-AFM, and the results showed that considering the LJ interaction potential in modeling the dynamics of AFM could improve the qualitative prediction of the real system response.



Nonlinear dynamics and chaos of the cantilever for the TM-AFM remain a challenging and critical issue. After experimental observations, Couturier et al. [16] mentioned that the motion of the cantilever could become chaotic under instability conditions. When the cantilever is driven close to the surface of the sample, the squeeze film between the cantilever and the sample surface contributes significantly to the damping and gives rise to the complicated nonlinear behavior [17,18]. When studying the frequency response of AFM cantilevers in liquid media contained in a commercial fluid cell, Motamedi and Wood-Adams [19] found that such systems could exhibit complicated dynamics. However, a rational connection of the tip-sample-interaction and the nonlinear dynamics analysis of the cantilever where the coupled effects of squeeze film damping and hydrodynamic loading are considered has not been presented and addressed satisfactorily. To order to make the TM-AFM achieve good performance, it is necessary to identify and so as to eliminate the possible chaotic motion of the cantilever of the AFM. In this paper, the cantilever is modeled as a single spring-mass-damper system and a nonlinear dynamic model is developed to study the cantilever-sample interaction by using the LJ potential including the long-range attractive forces and short-range repulsive forces. A comprehensive investigation of the nonlinear dynamics and chaos of the TM-AFM is carried out.



The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the mathematic model of the cantilever vibrating in air considering the effects of hydrodynamic loading and squeeze film damping and the physical model of the cantilever-sample interaction is established in Section 3 using the LJ potential. Numerical results and discussions of the quality factor and resonant frequency of the frequency response, and nonlinear chaos and bifurcation of the dynamic TM-AFM are presented in Section 4. Finally, we end the paper with our conclusions in Section 5.




2. Micro-Cantilever Vibrating in Air


2.1. Hydrodynamic Loading Effect


The gas flow around the cantilever is assumed to be incompressible and the Navier-Stokes equation is given by [20]:


[image: there is no content]



(1)




where ρ, v, p and μ are the density, velocity, pressure and viscosity of the gas, respectively.



It has been found that the wavelength of vibration greatly exceeds the dominant length scale in the flow [20,21]. The nominal width B is the dominant length scale in the gas flow and the appropriate Reynolds number Re can be expressed as [21]:
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(2)




where ω is a characteristic radial vibration frequency and Re is a normalized Reynolds number which indicates the importance of viscous forces relative to inertial forces in the gas fluid. It can be found that the gas could be considered to be non-viscous in the limit as Re → ∞, and the non-viscous gas model is applicable for practical cases where Re ≫ 1 [21]. However, if ω is close to the resonant frequency of the cantilever in vacuum, a reduction in dimensions of the beam will result in a reduction in Re.



The surrounding viscous fluid medium plays an important role on the dynamics of the cantilever in AFM, Sader et al. [21,22] studied the effect of viscous fluid medium on the AFM cantilever and found that the shift in resonant frequency of the cantilever from vacuum to fluid (gas or liquid) was strongly dependent on both the density and viscosity of the fluid. For a rectangular cantilever beam [21], when the quality factor of the fundamental mode of the cantilever in gas exceeds 1, which is typically satisfied when the cantilever is placed in air, the relationship between the vacuum resonant frequency ωvac and the resonant frequency in gas ωgas can be written as [20]:
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(3)




where ρc and H are the density and thickness of the cantilever, respectively, and the natural scaling parameter is [image: there is no content], which is defined as the ratio of the added mass of the gas to the mass of the cantilever.



To study the effect of hydrodynamic loading on the dynamics of the cantilever, the hydrodynamic functions Γ(ω), which represents the real and imaginary pressure of the surrounding on the cantilever in two dimensions, is given by [20,21]:
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(4)




where [image: there is no content] and [image: there is no content], and a1 = 1.0553, a2 = 3.7997, b1 = 3.8018, and b2 = 2.7364 are selected from [20].



The quality factor for the bending modes can be written as [20]:
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(5)







For small amplitude of the normal vibration of the cantilever, the local interaction stiffness in the vertical direction kn and damping coefficient Cn is given by [23]:
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(6)







And:
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(7)




where An0 is the free amplitude in the normal direction, An is the measured amplitude, φ is the measured phase of the cantilever, ω is the drive frequency, and kL is the normal bending stiffness and [image: there is no content], in which E, B, H and L are the elastic modulus, width, thickness and length of the cantilever, respectively. When the cantilever in AFM operates far below the resonance, the phase angle is close to zero, then kn and Cn become:


kn=kL(κ−1),Cn=0



(8)




where κ =An0/An.




2.2. Squeeze Film Damping Effect


When the cantilever is driven close to the sample, the squeeze film between the cantilever and the surface of the sample causes significant damping except for the fluid dissipation at the edges and above the cantilever. For the damping problems encountered at micro-scale [24], the squeeze film damping can be expressed by the nonlinear Reynolds equation:


[image: there is no content]



(9)







Under the basic assumptions including the gas in the gap has been regarded as a continuum and the gas undergoes an isothermal process, the squeeze film damping can be modeled as:
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(10)




where the pressure p is small compared to the ambient pressure pa (pa=1.013×105pa), μeff is the effective gas viscosity, and h is the gap between the cantilever and the surface of the sample. At micro-scale, when the ratio between the mean free path of the air λ and the film thickness h, i.e., Knudsen number Kn = λ/h, is not small, the no-slip boundary condition at the interface may be inadequate. Considering the effect of slip flow, the effective viscosity μeff can be expressed as [25]:
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(11)




where μ is the viscosity coefficient at 1 atm.



For the normal motion of parallel plates, h and μeff are not functions of the position. Equation (10) can be simplified as:


[image: there is no content]



(12)







Then, the damping pressure can be obtained by direct integration with the boundary conditions, i.e.:
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(13)







The damping force on the cantilever is:


Fs=∫−B/2B/2p(ξ,t)Ldξ=−μeffB3Lh3⋅dhdt



(14)




and the coefficient of damping force is given by:


Cs=μeffB3Lh3



(15)









3. The Physical Model


The AFM is composed of an elastic cantilever and the achievable sensitivity and resolution of AFM depend largely on the geometry of the cantilever [11,26]. Considering only the first vibration mode, the cantilever can be modeled as a simplified spring-mass-damping system, as shown in Figure 2. The tip is modeled as a sphere of radius R, and the cantilever-sample distance is characterized by z0, which is the distance between the equilibrium position of the cantilever and the sample when only the gravity acts on it. The cantilever position is given by x measured from the equilibrium position.


Figure 2. Schematic of the lumped spring-mass-damping model for the TM-AFM cantilever vibrating near a sample surface.
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The LJ potential models the dispersive van der Waals forces as well as the short-range repulsive exchange interactions between two molecules [9]. The interaction between a cantilever tip and sample surface can be modeled as the interaction between a sphere and a flat surface. The tip-sample interaction is modeled by the LJ potential given by [9,11]:


ULJ(x,z0)=A1R1260(z0+x)7−A2R6(z0+x)



(16)




where A1 and A2 are the Hamaker constants for the attractive and repulsive potentials, respectively. The Hamaker constants are defined as A1 = π2ρ1ρ2c1 and A2 = π2ρ1ρ2c2, in which ρ1 and ρ2 are the densities of the two interaction components, and c1 and c2 are the interaction constants, respectively.



When the cantilever is driven close to the sample, there are three different kinds of forces including the spring force, the van deer Waals attractive force which is proportional to the inverse square power of the distance between the cantilever tip and the sample, and the repulsive force which is proportional to the inverse eighth power of the distance between the tip and the sample. The LJ force can be defined as the sum of the attractive and repulsive forces and is expressed as [9]:


FLJ=−∂ULJ(x,z0)∂(x+z0)=A1R180(z0+x)8−A2R6(z0+x)2



(17)







During the AFM operates in the TM, a low-dimensional model reduction can provide an accurate description of the cantilever dynamics. As shown in Figure 2, the cantilever is driven by the harmonic driving force, the tip-sample interaction force FLJ (LJ force) and the force due to squeeze film damping Fs. The governing equation of the motion of the cantilever can be determined by:


mx¨+cx˙+kx+kcx3=FLJ(x,z0)+Fs(x,x˙,z0)+f0cosωt



(18)




where x is the instantaneous displacement of the cantilever tip measured from the equilibrium tip position in the absence of external forces with positive values toward the sample surface, and ẋ and ẍ are the instantaneous velocity and acceleration of the cantilever tip,. m, k and c are the equivalent mass, spring stiffness and damping coefficients of the cantilever in air, respectively, and k = kL + kn and c = mω1/Q + Cn, in which [image: there is no content] is the first-order mode frequency, and kc is the nonlinear cubic stiffness. f0 and ω are the amplitude and angular frequency of the harmonic driving force.



The damping force Fs(x, ẋ, z0) due to the squeeze film on the cantilever can be obtained from equation (14) and is given by:


Fs(x,x˙,z0)=csx˙=μeffB3L(x+z0)3x˙



(19)







In order to facilitate the investigation of the qualitative behaviors of the dynamic system, the equilibrium distance variable Zs is defined and Zs = (3/2)(2D)1/3 [11], in which D = A2R/(6k).



Introducing dimensionless variables:


τ=ω1t,y=xZs,y˙=x˙ω1Zs,d=427,α=z0Zs,β=kckZs2,γ=csmω1,χ=μeffB3Lmω1Zs3,F0=f0kZs,Ω=ωω1,σ=(A1A2)1/6,∑=σZs,ζ=1Q



(20)







Then, the LJ force FLJ and the squeeze film damping force Fs can be rewritten as:
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(21)







And:
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(22)







Therefore, the dynamic equation of the system can be given by:
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(23)




where, Γ = F0/ε, Δ = γ/ε, η = χ/ε, and ε is a small perturbation.




4. Results and Discussion


This section aims at numerically investigating the characteristics and nonlinear dynamics of a TM-AFM cantilever-sample system driven by the harmonic excitation. The general properties of the cantilever and interaction properties with the respective sample are referred to [9], are listed in Table 1. The 4th order Runge-Kutta method is used to integrate the set of Equation (23). A small integration step (2π/200) has to be chosen to ensure a stable solution and to avoid the numerical divergence at the points where derivatives of FLJ and Fs are discontinuous. The effects of system parameters on the dynamic behavior of the cantilever vibrating system are investigated by using the bifurcation diagram, Poincaré maps, largest Lyapunov exponent, phase portraits, time histories and amplitude spectrum.



Table 1. Parameters of the silicon tip tapping and silicon sample used in the numerical simulations.







	
Description

	
Value






	
Length

	
449 μm




	
Width

	
46 μm




	
Thickness

	
1.7 μm




	
Tip radius

	
150 nm




	
Material density

	
2,330 kg/m3




	
Young's modulus

	
176 GPa




	
Bending stiffness

	
0.11 N·m-1




	
First-order resonant frequency

	
11.804 kHz




	
Quality factor

	
100




	
Hamaker constant (Repulsive)

	
1.3596 × 10-70 J·m6




	
Hamaker constant (Attractive)

	
1.865 × 10-19 J










4.1. Effect of External Forcing Term Γ


The external forcing term is one of the most important parameters affecting the dynamic characteristics of the TM-AFM tip-sample system. Figure 3 and Figure 4 show the bifurcation diagram and largest Lyapunov exponent map of the dynamic system where the amplitude of the external excitation is the control parameter and the small perturbation ε = 0.1 is added.


Figure 3. Bifurcation diagram of the amplitude of the external forcing term Γ.
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Figure 4. Largest Lyapunov exponent map of the amplitude of the external forcing term Γ.
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It can be seen from Figure 3 that the system responses contain periodic and chaotic motions alternately at the interval of 0 < Γ< 80. When Γ = 6.8, the vibration amplitude of the cantilever is small, the motion is synchronous with period-eight (P-8), and eight points are correspondingly displayed in the Poincaré map, as shown in Figure 5(a). With the increase of the amplitude of the forcing term Γ, the motion becomes synchronous with period-two (P-2) at Γ = 33.0, as illustrated in Figure 5(b). Moreover, the period-1 motion with only one isolated point in Poincaré map and one circle in phase portrait can be observed at Γ = 65.0 in Figure 5(c), and the corresponding largest Lyapunov exponent becomes negative, according to Figure 4. At Γ = 75.2, the chaos is shown in Figure 5(d), the strange attractor has a fractal structure in Poincaré map, and it can be found in Figure 4 that the corresponding largest Lyapunov exponent is positive. Therefore, as the amplitude of the forcing term increases, the changes of the system responses are very complex, with alternative periodic and chaotic motions.


Figure 5. The Poincaré maps, phase portraits, amplitude spectrums and time histories of different Γ.
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4.2. Effect of Squeeze Film Damping η


At the micro-scale, the squeeze film damping coefficient and ratio are the key parameters for the dynamic responses of the micro-devices. The larger the squeeze film damping is, the higher the noise level results. The ratio of the fundamental resonant frequency in gas to that in vacuum ωgas/ωvac is numerically calculated from Equation (3). Figure 6 gives the ratio of resonant frequencies in vacuum and gas ωgas/ωvac as a function of the Reynolds number Re at different natural scaling parameter. ∏ It could be found that ωgas/ωvac is increasing with the increase of Reynolds number Re and ωgas/ωvac decreases with the increase of the scaling parameter ∏. Figure 7 gives the quality factor Qgas as a function of both natural scaling parameters, Re and ∏, which can be obtained directly from Equation (5). It is indicated that the quality factor Qgas increases with the increase of the Reynolds number Re and the decrease of the natural scaling parameter ∏. However, when the natural scaling parameter ∏ tends to be a larger value, i. e., ∏ = 10, the quality factor Qgas has small change. For example, when ∏ changes from 10 to 100, the quality factor Qgas has very small change, as shown in Figure 7.


Figure 6. The relationship between the vacuum resonant frequency ωvac and the resonant frequency in gas ωgas (ωgas/ωvac) as a function of the Reynolds number Re at different natural scaling parameter ∏.
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Figure 7. The quality factor Qgas as a function of the Reynolds number Re for the fundamental mode at different natural scaling parameter ∏.
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Microstructures undergoing motion transverse to a fixed plate exhibit damping effects that should be considered in the dynamics simulation. The heat transfer analogy is applied to obtain the damping and stiffness coefficients of the microstructures with PLANE 55 thermal elements in ANSYS 11.0 [28]. The effective damping and stiffness coefficients are determined by the finite element thermal analogy approach and theoretic analyses at different operation frequencies and the results are listed in Table 2. It can be seen that the damping coefficient decreases tardily with the increase of the operation frequency and the stiffness coefficient increases fleetly at the same time with slip and without slip. Meanwhile, the damping and stiffness coefficients with slip effect are smaller than those without slip. Figure 8 shows the pressure distribution of the damping component with slip at the resonant frequency. The pressure distribution is approximately parabola in the directions of length and width, and the peak appears at the center of the film.


Figure 8. Pressure distributions of the cantilever at the resonant frequency.



[image: Sensors 09 03854f8]






Table 2. Effective damping and stiffness coefficients of the squeeze film at different frequencies.







	
Frequency f (Hz)

	
Damping coefficient

	
Stiffness coefficient




	






	
PLANE55

	
Analytic(slip) [27]

	
PLANE55

	
Analytic(slip) [27]




	



	






	
No slip

	
Slip

	
No slip

	
Slip






	
1

	
1.5199e – 4

	
1.3499e – 4

	
1.2529e – 4

	
9.2051e – 10

	
7.2610e – 10

	
6.2304e – 10




	
1 000

	
1.5199e – 4

	
1.3499e – 4

	
1.2529e – 4

	
9.2051e – 4

	
7.2610e – 4

	
6.2304e – 4




	
11 804

	
1.5197e – 4

	
1.3497e – 4

	
1.2528e – 4

	
0.1282

	
0.1012

	
0.0868




	
50 000

	
1.5163e – 4

	
1.3473e – 4

	
1.2509e – 4

	
2.296

	
1.8118

	
1.555




	
100 000

	
1.5056e – 4

	
1.3398e – 4

	
1.2449e – 4

	
9.117

	
7.206

	
6.190










Figure 9 displays the bifurcation diagrams of squeeze film damping ratio η in the range of 0.05 < η < 0.1 for the coupling nonlinear dynamic system, from which it can be that the system response changes between periodic and chaotic motions alternately. Figure 10 shows the Poincaré maps and phase plane portraits of different squeeze film damping ratio η on the responses of the coupling system. The system response starts synchronous motion with period-4 at η = 0.0525 (shown in Figure 10a), and then becomes synchronous motion with period-1 at η = 0.0635(shown in Figure 10b), and then leaves synchronous motion with period-1 and enters chaotic motion at η = 0.07, which can be seen in Figure 10c. The strange attractor has a fractal structure and the corresponding largest Lyapunov exponent is positive. As indicated in Figure 10d, with the increase of squeeze film damping ratio, the system response becomes synchronous motion with period-1 from chaotic motion. Therefore, the effect of squeeze film damping on the system response cannot be neglected for structures at the micro-scale.


Figure 9. Bifurcation diagram of the squeeze film damping ratio η.
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Figure 10. The Poincaré maps and phase portraits of different squeeze film damping ratios η.
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4.3. Effect of material property parameter Σ


At micro-scale, the material properties of the AFM tip and sample play an important role on the surface force between them and, as a result, the dynamic response of the tip-sample system displays very rich nonlinear characteristics. Figure 11 is the bifurcation diagram of the material property parameter Σ for the coupling nonlinear dynamic system with different cubic stiffness ratios and squeeze film damping ratios. The system parameters are taken as follows: equilibrium parameter α = 1.2, excitation frequency ratio Ω = 1, integration step numbers N = 200 and the bifurcation step ΔΣ = 0.005.


Figure 11. Bifurcation diagram of th 1 cm e material property parameter Σ at different cubic stiffness ratios: (a) β = 0.3; (b) β = 0.5.
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Figure 11a shows the bifurcation diagram of the material property parameter in the range of 0.3 < Σ < 0.42 with the cubic stiffness ratio β = 0.3. The response of the coupled nonlinear system undergoes a complete process from chaotic motion through period-2, period-1, period-4 and period-8 motions to steady-state motion with period-1 by the forms of period-doubling and anti period-doubling bifurcations. At the interval of 0.42 < Σ < 0.47, the system response alters between chaotic motion with long time and periodic motion with short time. When Σ increases to Σ > 0.47, the system response becomes synchronous motion with period-1. With the change of the cubic stiffness ratio of the cantilever tip from β = 0.3 to β = 0.5, the response of the coupled system undergoes the process of chaotic and periodic motions alternatively. It comes into period-2 motion from chaotic motion with anti period-doubling bifurcation, and then enters period-1 motion in a large range of material property parameter (Σ > 0.39), as illustrated in Figure 11b. In addition, it is found that the chaotic motion disappears at higher Σ with the increase of cubic stiffness ratio (from β = 0.3 to β = 0.5). Therefore, with the changes of the measured samples in experimental tests, the values of Σ vary accordingly, and as a result the response of the coupled system displays various nonlinear dynamic behaviors.



Figure 12 is the bifurcation diagram of the cubic stiffness ratio β on the response of TM-AFM tip-sample system at the interval of 0.3 < β < 0.6 for various combinations of squeeze film damping ratios, material and equilibrium parameters, and the bifurcation step Δβ = 0.001. It can be observed from Figure 12(a) that the response of the coupled system has a complete process from chaotic motion through periodic motion and chaotic motion to period-1 motion. At the interval of 0.3 < β < 0.43, the system response enters periodic motion from chaotic motion, then it becomes chaotic motion again, and finally it comes into steady-state motion with period-1 in the range of 0.43 < β < 0.6. With the increase of squeeze film damping η (η = 0.14), the system response changes noticeably and it mainly contains the periodic components, such as period-1, period-3 and period-6 motions, as illustrated in Figure 12(c). As the equilibrium parameter α increases, the chaotic components of the system response decrease, while the periodic components increase and contain period-2, period-4 and period-8 motions with the case of α = 1.6, as shown in Figure 12(d).


Figure 12. Bifurcation diagram of the cubic stiffness ratio β at different combinations of squeeze film damping ratios, material parameters and equilibrium parameters: (a) η = 0.08, Σ = 0.3, α = 1.2; (b) η = 0.08, Σ = 0.5, α = 1.2; (c) η = 0.14, Σ = 0.5, α = 1.2; (d) η = 0.14, Σ = 0.5, α = 1.6.
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The Poincaré maps and phase portraits for different cubic stiffness ratios are displayed in Figure 13. When the cubic stiffness ratio is small, i.e., β = 0.35, the exhibited motion is period-6 motion, six points and circles can be seen in the Poincaré map and phase portrait respectively from Figure 13(a). As the cubic stiffness ratio becomes larger, the closed circle is decomposed and the points in the Poincaré map gradually scatter. At β = 0.42, the system response comes into chaotic motion, and then the points of the attractor are decomposed again and finally converge to one point. When β = 0.48, a synchronous motion with period-1 can be observed. Then the system response comes into period-4 motion. It is indicated that the components of chaotic motions become wider with the increase of the squeeze film damping. Material properties of the tip and sample and equilibrium coefficient ratio play very important role in the nonlinear dynamics of the coupled system.


Figure 13. The Poincaré maps and phase portraits of different cubic stiffness ratios β.
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4.4. Effect of Equilibrium Parameter α


Equilibrium coefficient ratio α is one of the important parameters for determining the equilibrium position of the cantilever tip in AFM and it becomes the key factor to reflect the dynamic responses of the tip-sample model. The dynamic behavior of the coupled system depends on the value of α. Figures 14 and 15 give the bifurcation diagram and largest Lyapunov exponent map of the dynamic system with the control parameter of the equilibrium parameter α at Ω = 1. It can be seen from Figure 14 that the dynamic responses are very complicated, and the components contain periodic and chaotic motions at the interval of 1< α < 2. The corresponding largest Lyapunov exponents are alternately positive and negative, as shown in Figure 15.


Figure 14. Bifurcation diagram of the equilibrium parameter α.
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Figure 15. Largest Lyapunov exponent map of the equilibrium parameter α.
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To explain the dynamic responses of the system clearly, Figure 16 shows the local bifurcation diagram and Poincaré maps of the dynamic system at the interval of 1.6 < α < 2. It can be found that the system responses exhibit the alternation of periodic and chaotic motions. The system response comes into steady-state synchronous motion with period-1 from chaotic motion, and enters period-2 motion from period-1 motion as the equilibrium parameter α increases, and then becomes chaotic motion with period-doubling bifurcation. Moreover, at 1.7 < α < 1.9, the system response changes between period-1 and period-2 motions alternately. When α > 1.9, the system response comes into steady-state synchronous motion with period-1. These phenomena indicate that the dynamic responses of the coupled system are very complex. The cantilever tip can undergo a period-doubling cascade to possible chaos about the original equilibrium. It is demonstrated that, away from the surface, the net force on the tip is always in the downward direction and causes the tip to accelerate the sample until it passes the key point, where the repulsive force plus the spring force becomes larger than the van der Waals force, and then the tip is forced away from the sample.


Figure 16. Local bifurcation and Poincaré maps of equilibrium parameter α.
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Figure 17 shows the bifurcation diagram of the equilibrium parameter α on the response of TM-AFM tip-sample system at the interval of 1.0 < α < 1.8, the squeeze film damping ratio is taken as η = 0.008 and the bifurcation step is Δα = 0.001. It can be seen from Figure 17(a) that the response of the coupled dynamic system comes into period-2 motion from period-1 motion and then enters chaotic motion with period-doubling bifurcation. With the increase of α, the system responses enters period-2 motion from chaotic motion, and it subsequently becomes period-1 motion again when Σ = 0.3 and Γ = 2. As illustrated in Figure 17(b), the response of the coupled system has a complete process from chaotic motion through periodic motion to chaotic motion with the forms of period-doubling bifurcation and anti period-doubling bifurcations at the interval of < α < 1.8 when Σ = 0.3 and Γ = 4. With the increases of the material parameter coefficients, as shown in Figure 17(c) and (d), the system response changes noticeably and it mainly contains the periodic components, such as period-1, period-2, period-3 and period-6 motions. Meanwhile, the chaotic components of the system response decrease and, on the contrary, the periodic components increase. In addition, the chaotic components of the system response shift to the smaller equilibrium parameter. It demonstrates that the components of chaotic motions become wider as the amplitude of external forcing term increases, and the material properties of the tip and sample and equilibrium coefficient ratio affect the nonlinear dynamics of the coupled system.


Figure 17. Bifurcation diagram of the equilibrium parameter α at different combined material parameters and external forcing terms: (a) Σ = 0.3, Γ = 2; (b) Σ = 0.3, Γ = 4; (c) Σ = 0.5, Γ = 2; (d) Σ = 0.5, Γ = 4.
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To illustrate the various motions, Figure 18 shows the nonlinear characteristics of the coupled system with the plots of the Poincaré maps and phase portraits for different equilibrium parameters α at different conditions. The motion of the coupled system changes between periodic and chaotic motions alternately. At α = 1.2, the motion with period-1 represented by a point in the Poincaré maps and characterized by a close curve in phase portraits is shown in Figure 18(a). As illustrated in Figure 18(b), the system response comes into period-6 motion at α = 1.42 from synchronous motion with period-1 at α = 1.2, as displayed in Figure 18 (a), then leaves period-6 motion and enters chaotic motion at α = 1.6, which can be seen from Figure 18(c). The strange attractor has a fractal structure and the corresponding largest Lyapunov exponent is positive. With the increase of the equilibrium parameter coefficient, as shown in Figure 18(d), the system response becomes periodic motion from chaotic motion again, and one can find the period-3 motion marked by three isolated points in Poincaré map and three circles in phase portrait at α = 1.74. It is indicated that the components of chaotic motions of the coupled system increases obviously with the increase of the amplitude of the force term. In general, the effect of equilibrium parameter on the system response should be considered for the design of the TM-AFM.


Figure 18. The Poincaré maps and phase portraits of different equilibrium parameters α.
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5. Conclusions


The cantilever in tapping mode Atomic force microscope (TM-AFM) is one of crucial components and so it is very important to carry out a thorough dynamic analysis for the cantilever to further enhance the performance of the TM-AFM. In this paper, the cantilever-sample interaction and a harmonically forcing term in the TM-AFM have been considered. Numerical simulations have been used to investigate the nonlinear behaviors between the tip and the sample. The chaotic behavior appears to be generated via various system parameters including the amplitude of the external forcing term, equilibrium parameter, squeeze film damping and material property. The dynamic system responses display very rich nonlinear dynamic characteristics under the effects of these parameters and show an alternate changing process among periodic motion, quasi-periodic motion and chaotic motion. The component of the chaotic motion in the system response increases with the increase of the amplitude of the external excitation, but will be weaken by the squeeze film damping. In addition, the increase of the equilibrium parameter coefficient would strengthen the component of the chaotic motion but weaken the component of the periodic motion increases in the system response. It is indicated that the external excitation and squeeze film damping are important for the design of dynamic TM-AFM. It is of significance to understand the cantilever dynamics in air/liquid and promote the development of the next generation of AFMs.







Acknowledgments


The authors would like to thank Prof. Z. K. Peng for his good suggestions. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No.10602033, the National Outstanding Youth Foundation of China under Grant No.10325209, and the Specialized Research Fund for State Key Laboratory of Mechanical System and Vibration.




References


	1. 
Finot, E.; Passian, A.; Thundat, T. Measurement of mechanical properties of cantilever shaped materials. Sensors 2008, 8, 3497–3541. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
Jalili, N.; Laxminarayana, K. A review of atomic force microscopy imaging systems: application to molecular metrology and biological sciences. Mechatronics 2004, 14, 907–945. [Google Scholar]

	3. 
Hersam, M.C. Monitoring and analyzing nonlinear dynamics in atomic force microscopy. Small 2006, 2, 1122–1124. [Google Scholar]

	4. 
Wei, Z; Zhao, Y.P. Growth of liquid bridge in AFM. J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 2008, 40, 4368–4375. [Google Scholar]

	5. 
Yacoot, A.; Koenders, L. Aspects of scanning force microscope probes and their effects on dimensional measurement. J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 2008, 41, 103001. [Google Scholar]

	6. 
Lee, S.I.; Howell, S.W.; Raman, A.; Reifenberger, R. Nonlinear dynamics of microcantilevers in tapping mode atomic force microscopy: a comparison between theory and experiment. Phys. Rev. B 2002, 66, 115409. [Google Scholar]

	7. 
Zhao, X.; Dankowicz, H. Characterization of intermittent contact in tapping-mode atomic force microscopy. ASME J. Comput. Nonlin. Dyn. 2006, 1, 109–115. [Google Scholar]

	8. 
Yagasaki, K. Nonlinear dynamics of vibrating microcantilevers in tapping-mode atomic force microscopy. Phys. Rev. B 2004, 70, 245419. [Google Scholar]

	9. 
Rutzel, S.; Lee, S.I.; Raman, A. Nonlinear dynamics of atomic-force-microscope probes driven in Lennard-Jones potentials. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 2003, 459, 1925–1948. [Google Scholar]

	10. 
Hashemi, N.; Dankowicz, H.; Paul, M.R. The nonlinear dynamics of tapping mode atomic force microscopy with capillary force interactions. J. Appl. Phys. 2008, 103, 093512. [Google Scholar]

	11. 
Ashhab, M.; Salapaka, M.V.; Dahleh, M.; Mezic, I. Melnikov-based dynamical analysis of microcantilevers in scanning probe microscopy. Nonlin. Dyn. 1999, 20, 197–220. [Google Scholar]

	12. 
Basso, M.; Giarre, L.; Dahleh, M.; Mezic, I. Complex dynamics in a harmonically excited Lennard-Jones oscillator: microcantilever–sample interaction in scanning probe microscopes. J. Dyn. Syst. Meas. Control 2000, 122, 240–245. [Google Scholar]

	13. 
Paulo, A.S.; Garcia, R. Tip-surface forces, amplitude, and energy dissipation in amplitude-modulation (tapping mode) force microscopy. Phys. Rev. B 2001, 64, 193411. [Google Scholar]

	14. 
Behrend, O.P.; Odoni, L.; Loubet, J.L.; Burnham, N.A. Phase imaging: Deep or superficial? Appl. Phys. Lett. 1999, 75, 2551. [Google Scholar]

	15. 
Zitzler, L.; Herminghaus, S.; Mugele, F. Capillary forces in tapping mode atomic force microscopy. Phys. Rev. B 2002, 66, 155436. [Google Scholar]

	16. 
Couturier, G.; Boisgard, R.; Nony, L.; Aime, J.P. Noncontacta tomic force microscopy: Stability criterion and dynamical responses of the shift of frequency and damping signal. Rev. Sci. Instr. 2003, 74, 2726–2734. [Google Scholar]

	17. 
Zhang, W.M.; Meng, G. Nonlinear dynamical system of micro-cantilever under combined parametric and forcing excitations in MEMS. Sens. Actuat. A: Phys. 2005, 119, 291–299. [Google Scholar]

	18. 
Zhang, W.M.; Meng, G. Nonlinear dynamic analysis of electrostatically actuated resonant MEMS sensors under parametric excitation. IEEE Sens. J. 2007, 7, 370–380. [Google Scholar]

	19. 
Motamedi, R.; Wood-Adams, P.M. Influence of fluid cell design on the frequency response of AFM microcantilevers in liquid media. Sensors 2008, 8, 5927–5941. [Google Scholar]

	20. 
Basak, S.; Raman, A. Hydrodynamic loading of microcantilevers vibrating in viscous fluids. J. Appl. Phys. 2006, 99, 114906. [Google Scholar]

	21. 
Sader, J.E. Frequency response of cantilever beams immersed in viscous fluids with applications to the atomic force microscope. J. Appl. Phys. 1998, 84, 64–76. [Google Scholar]

	22. 
Sader, J.E.; Chon, J.W.M.; Mulvaney, P. Calibration of rectangular atomic force microscope cantilevers. Rev. Sci. Instr. 1999, 70, 3967–3969. [Google Scholar]

	23. 
Matei, G.; Jeffery, S.; Patil, S.; Khan, S.H.; Pantea, M.; Pethica, J.B.; Hoffmann, P.M. Simultaneous normal and shear measurements of nanoconfined liquids in a fiber-based atomic force microscope. Rev. Sci. Instr. 2008, 79, 023706. [Google Scholar]

	24. 
Bao, M.H.; Yang, H. Squeeze film damping in MEMS. Sens. Actuat. A: Phys. 2007, 136, 3–27. [Google Scholar]

	25. 
Veijola, T.; Lahdenpera, J. The influence of gas-surface interaction on gas film damping in a silicon accelerometer. Sens. Actuat. A: Phys. 1998, 66, 83–92. [Google Scholar]

	26. 
Song, Y.; Bhushan, B. Atomic force microscopy dynamic modes: modeling and applications. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter. 2008, 20, 225012. [Google Scholar]

	27. 
Andrews, M.; Harris, I.; Turner, G.A. comparison of squeeze-film theory with measurements on a microstructure. Sens. Actuat. A: Phys. 1993, 36, 79–87. [Google Scholar]

	28. 
Ostergaard, D. Using a heat transfer analogy to solve for squeeze film damping and stiffness coefficients in MEMS structures; ANSYS Inc.: Canonsburg, PA, USA, 23 January 2003. Available online: http://www.ansys.com/assets/tech-papers/mems-thermal-analogy-fsi-damping.pdf.















































© 2009 by the authors; licensee Molecular Diversity Preservation International, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).







media/file4.png
70

60

50

Ea

30

10

2
Af-
-15
0






media/file30.png
1.6 1.65 1.7 1.75 1.8 1.85 1.9 1.95 2





media/file27.png
S R S e

e et gD
Ay.d..v.rl.w EPEIRIEE T A AT Ly Ve T
% 2 Lu.v.q.-..m.u..w.».a_ HIKD
AR LBk S

In..,. RS RT A LA

R

Bﬁ%«ﬁz_ﬁ«r RN T Y
2 ﬂ. "= AIOR SRR KO NS R Y
SN BRI N, L e
|-H.|h||t\ —~ . 3
sk B -,4 %&.&.ﬁxﬂ..ﬁ.ﬁn =
L Sy !

B RAL e
-.‘.-\Nf'a - LTI PR LR T Y
‘

ﬁvﬁéﬁ m

?ﬁa%@g? in Tt






media/file18.png
(a) n =0.0525 (b) n =0.0635 (c)n =0.07 (d) n =0.0835

031 15, 0s - 043
03, ! 048] 0.428
0s 04
. 029) * i . > . 0.6
o 035
028 os 0s 044
027 3 Kl LE 0422
07 072 074 ) 0 i 2 8s 06 07 08 09 0,685 066
y y y y
15 18, 15 1
1 1 1 05 -
-
0s 05 0s
| 0
> 0 > 0 > 0 > /
| s /
05 o5 a5 y
4 e 4 4 4 S
15 15, 15, 15,
2 ] 0 1 2 ] 0 1 2 A o 1 2 ] o





media/file13.png
10* — r ; - - |
E| =% I1=0.001 3
[| = [1=0.01
1% L| = m=0.1
E| — II=1
Fl - TI=10
[ - O=too
2
g 107
) E
5 f
& 'k
= E
% L
3wt J
&) E 3
100 3
i
10'2 Lol Ll Ll EEEE T | MR
10® 10 107" 10° 10’ 10°

Feynolds number Re





media/file31.png
1.6 1.65 1.7 1.75 1.8 1.85 1.9 1.95 2





media/file26.png
DRSO
ML LTS
e S8
SR
g, Ty

NN 2T
W3- R,






media/file9.png
(@) r=68 (b) r=33.0 (c) r=65.0 (d)r=752
08— 135 5 =
vas 13 25 2 N
b 125 2 2
> . . > ) 19)
os . 115 .- | 10
03 1 o5 I
95 om o7 o s dm om om s s 0 7 3 s o o5 T s 2
y y y y
2 © o s
| 0
o s
>0 > : > >
0 g )) 0
B @I .
2 - -
e S A T S ey e S S
y y y
i ) )
0.8 0.8 1 08
0.6 0.6 o8 06
> o8
0a 04 - 0a
02 02 02 02
| P o |
B s 2 2s (ST BT T S5 Ts 2 2s
Q 2} Q Q
s 5
| |
>0 >0
4 K K 4
2 2 2 2
3 s 3 3
. A - R R R
T T T T





media/file22.png
®)

03 035 04 045 05 055 03 035 04 045 05 055 3

13 (@

—n
85 0% 0s o@ 05 0% o5 b 0% o4 o0& 05 0% 0





media/file35.png
(a) a=12 (b) a=1.42 (c) =16 (d) a=1.74
2 2 2
1 - 1 * 1 M
> > 3\9 NS
. 0 - 0 7, 4 0
'y
Kl * Kl ‘&/ El d
[ 1 2 - [] 1 2 0 1 0 1
y y y y
2 2 2
1 1 1
>0 >0 >0
- - -
0 12 0 2 % 0 e 0
Y Y Y Y






media/file28.png
0.4+

L.6F

0.8

1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9

1.1





media/file23.png
®)

03 035 04 045 05 055 03 035 04 045 05 055 3

13 (@

—n
85 0% 0s o@ 05 0% o5 b 0% o4 o0& 05 0% 0





media/file10.png
o,
o

—— 1

- il

10" 10° 10’ 10°

Reynolds number Re

10°





media/file5.png





media/file15.png
1
— AN

STEFP=1 JUL 22 2008
SUE =1 1l:02z:49
FREQ=1180%

EREAL ONLY

TEMP [ &0E)

REYE=0

SMN =-Z.096

11
825781

-&. 096 -l.62 -1.164 - BI5E0E - E2EEET
-1.862 -1.297 -. 92147 - 465725 L]

Heat transfer analogy for squeeze film danping and stiffness






media/file32.png
15
@ s
et 18

1 - 4B
05 s

&

%
0 -
05 ¥

“
El “"”"mm....

-,

15
1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
16
©
14
12
1
08 -
06
04 -
ONTAT a2z s 14 s 16 a7 18 Y4 iz 13 15 16 17 18





media/file19.png
(a) n =0.0525 (b) n =0.0635 (c)n =0.07 (d) n =0.0835

031 15, 0s - 043
03, ! 048] 0.428
0s 04
. 029) * i . > . 0.6
o 035
028 os 0s 044
027 3 Kl LE 0422
07 072 074 ) 0 i 2 8s 06 07 08 09 0,685 066
y y y y
15 18, 15 1
1 1 1 05 -
-
0s 05 0s
| 0
> 0 > 0 > 0 > /
| s /
05 o5 a5 y
4 e 4 4 4 S
15 15, 15, 15,
2 ] 0 1 2 ] 0 1 2 A o 1 2 ] o





media/file14.png
NODAL SOLUT 10N

STEP=1
SUB =1
FREQ=11304
REAL ONLY
TEMP (&E)
REYS=0
SMN =-2.096

o

.09 1.62 1.164 6I560E

-1.562 -1.297 -.92147 - . 465725

Heat transfer analogy for squeeze film dauping and stiffness

AN

JUL 22 2008
11:02:49

11
. 825781

222867






media/file6.png
0.5

Xewl

eA]

05r

80

70

B0

50

40

30

20

10





media/file36.png





nav.xhtml


  sensors-09-03854


  
    		
      sensors-09-03854
    


  




  





media/file11.png
o,
o

—— 1

- il

10" 10° 10’ 10°

Reynolds number Re

10°





media/file29.png
0.4+

L.6F

0.8

1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9

1.1





media/file1.png
Photodetector

Feedback
loop

Dither Piezo

Cantilever

Sample Tapping mode

Piezo
scanner

Normal tip

——

Super-tip

Ultralever






media/file16.png
03
005 0055 006 0065 007 0075 008 008 005 0095

n






media/file2.png
Deflection

from
equilibrium Z, Equilibriu
position m position





media/file20.png
b3 0% o4 o4 05 0% 06 b3 0% o0: os 05 0% 08





media/file7.png
0.5

Xewl

eA]

05r

80

70

B0

50

40

30

20

10





media/file24.png
(@)f=035 (b)p =042 (©) =048 (d)p =055
1 1 1 1
S
05 05 s 05 05 .
>0 50 ’.'?‘ 5 0 : %0
05 : 05 {" 05 05
- - - -
0 1 05 1 05 1 0 1 15
y y y y
2 2 2 2
1 1 1
>0 >0 >0
-1 -1 -1
% 0 % 0 % 0 % 0 2
Yy Yy Yy Yy






media/file33.png
15
(@) o8 b)
e | 15
1 - . 48, |
o
e 1
05 it 1 oo pt S
& l,.ulxr
B 05
-
*
> 0 b
# o
05 . 05
voone R
] e ] A
DAt IR
15 . . . . . " . 45
1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 1
o
8 14
© (d)
14 4 12
1
12 . .\;
- 08
il
1 - |
Lot 0Bl .
> ot P [ovs®
08 ot 1 04 K ]
l ’ ' -
§ o4 02 :
08 é : -
¢ 0 1
04 " t 1 02 1
02 . . . . . . . 04 . . . . . .
1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 01 1.1 12 13 15 186 17 18





media/file12.png
10* — r ; - - |
E| =% I1=0.001 3
[| = [1=0.01
1% L| = m=0.1
E| — II=1
Fl - TI=10
[ - O=too
2
g 107
) E
5 f
& 'k
= E
% L
3wt J
&) E 3
100 3
i
10'2 Lol Ll Ll EEEE T | MR
10® 10 107" 10° 10’ 10°

Feynolds number Re





media/file3.png
Deflection

from
equilibrium Z, Equilibriu
position m position






media/file0.png
Photodetector

Feedback
loop

Dither Piezo

Cantilever

Sample Tapping mode

Piezo
scanner

Normal tip

——

Super-tip

Ultralever






media/file17.png
0.3
005 0055 006 0065 007 0075 008

n






media/file8.png
(@) r=68 (b) r=33.0 (c) r=65.0 (d)r=752
08— 135 5 =
vas 13 25 2 N
b 125 2 2
> . . > ) 19)
os . 115 .- | 10
03 1 o5 I
95 om o7 o s dm om om s s 0 7 3 s o o5 T s 2
y y y y
2 © o s
| 0
o s
>0 > : > >
0 g )) 0
B @I .
2 - -
e S A T S ey e S S
y y y
i ) )
0.8 0.8 1 08
0.6 0.6 o8 06
> o8
0a 04 - 0a
02 02 02 02
| P o |
B s 2 2s (ST BT T S5 Ts 2 2s
Q 2} Q Q
s 5
| |
>0 >0
4 K K 4
2 2 2 2
3 s 3 3
. A - R R R
T T T T





media/file25.png
(@)f=035 (b)p =042 (©) =048 (d)p =055
1 1 1 1
S
05 05 s 05 05 .
>0 50 ’.'?‘ 5 0 : %0
05 : 05 {" 05 05
- - - -
0 1 05 1 05 1 0 1 15
y y y y
2 2 2 2
1 1 1
>0 >0 >0
-1 -1 -1
% 0 % 0 % 0 % 0 2
Yy Yy Yy Yy






media/file34.png
(a) a=12 (b) a=1.42 (c) =16 (d) a=1.74
2 2 2
1 - 1 * 1 M
> > 3\9 NS
. 0 - 0 7, 4 0
'y
Kl * Kl ‘&/ El d
[ 1 2 - [] 1 2 0 1 0 1
y y y y
2 2 2
1 1 1
>0 >0 >0
- - -
0 12 0 2 % 0 e 0
Y Y Y Y






media/file21.png
b3 0% o4 o4 05 0% 06 b3 0% o0: os 05 0% 08





