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Abstract: The electrostatic pull-in instability (EPI), within the framework of the nanoelectromechanical systems 
(NEMS) has been shown as a robust and versatile method for characterizing mechanical properties of 
nanocantilevers. This paper aims to investigate the surface effects, specifically residual surface stress and surface 
elasticity, on the EPI of micro and nano-scale cantilevers as well as double clamped beams. Since the cantilever 
has one end free, it has no residual stress, thus the strain-independent component of the surface stress or intrinsic 
surface stress has no influence on the EPI, as long as it has small deformation. The strain-dependent component 
of the surface stress or surface elasticity changes the bending stiffness of the cantilever and, consequently, induces 
shifts in the EPI. For double clamped beams, the effective residual surface stress comes into play and modifies 
the effective residual stress of the beam. The nonlinear electromechanical coupled equations, which take into 
account the surface effects are solved numerically. The theoretical results presented in this paper indicate that the 
EPI is very sensitive to the surface effects, especially when a double clamped beam is employed. The results show 
that the influence of surface effects on the EPI of cantilevers become more profound when the thickness is below 
50 nm, while the influence on double clamped beams is significant even at sub-micron scale. The present study 
can provide helpful insights for the design and characterization of NEMS switches. Moreover, the results can be 
used to provide the proof of concepts of a new surface stress sensing method using EPI in nanomechanical sensor 
systems. 
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1. Introduction 
 

Surface stress has a great impact on a wide range 
of surface-related phenomena, such as surface 
reconstruction [1], phase transformation [2-4], 
epitaxial growth [5], and self-assembled domain 
patterns [6, 7]. Due to the very high surface-to-volume 
ratio in micro and nanomechanical structures such as 
cantilevers, double clamped beams, nanowires and 
nanotubes, the role of surface stress effects on the 
mechanical properties are very significant and thereby 

have been extensively studied by several researchers 
using experimental measurements [6, 8-13] and 
theoretical investigations (through both atomistic 
simulations [2, 14-17] and modifications to continuum 
theory [16, 18-20,] as explanations for the observed 
size effects at ultra-small scales. One of the most 
commonly used experimental approach to measure the 
surface stress effects is bending of a 
micro/nanocantilever arising from the changes in the 
surface stress, which was first proposed by Stoney [8]. 
Later, this method has been shown as the most 
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appropriate method for work in liquid environment 
[21-23]. The other technique is to monitor changes in 
the resonance frequency of cantilevers or double 
clamped beams, and has been shown as the best suited 
for use in gaseous or vacuum environment [24]. This 
was first reported by Lagowski et al. [25], who studied 
the resonance frequency of GaAs cantilevers as a 
function of surface preparation and ambient 
atmosphere. They proposed a one-dimensional model 
in which the surface stress was replaced by a 
compressive axial force. Later on, Gurtin et al. [26] 
showed that this model is incorrect and when is 
corrected, yields a resonance frequency that is 
independent of surface stress. In order to explain the 
experimental results, carried out by Lagowski, the 
effects of surface elasticity or strain-dependent surface 
stress on the stiffness, and, consequently on the 
resonance frequency of cantilevers have been 
examined by many researchers [20, 26-30]. However, 
they concluded that the effect on the resonance 
frequency of micro/sub-micron cantilevers is 
negligible. As an example, Lu et al. [27] theoretically 
showed that on a clean silicon cantilever of 1 μm 
thickness, one finds shift in the resonance frequency 
of about 10 ppm. in practical purposes, the mass 
loading effects are the same order of magnitude or 
larger than the surface stress effects and, therefore, it 
is almost impossible to distinguish between shift in the 
resonance frequency due to surface effects and that of 
the loading mass, thus sensing the changes in surface 
parameters with the use of shifts in the resonance 
frequency is extremely difficult, if not impossible. 
Therefore, the lack of a sensitive, accurate and reliable 
sensing method for measuring the surface stress 
parameters exists. Since the surface effects influence 
the stiffness of nanomechanical structures, a sensing 
method, which is solely based on the changes in the 
stiffness can be very useful in studying the surface 
effects. 

Recently, Sadeghian et al. [30] experimentally 
demonstrated the use of electrostatic pull-in instability 
(EPI), within the framework of the 
nanoelectromechanical systems (NEMS), for the 
characterization of micro/nano suspended structures 
such as cantilevers. If a voltage is applied between the 
cantilever and a fixed electrode, which is separated 
from the cantilever by a dielectric medium, the beam 
deflects toward the fixed electrode. Once the voltage 
exceeds a critical value, an increase in the electrostatic 
force becomes greater than the mechanical restoring 
force, resulting in an instable behavior (collapsing of 
the beam to the fixed electrode) known as the 
electrostatic pull-in instability phenomenon. The 
uniqueness of the pull-in method lies in its well-known 
sharp instability and the possibility of applying a force 
distributed along the length of the beam. The 
measurement is independent of mass-loading effects 
and the method-induced error is the lowest among all 
characterizing methods in NEMS [30]. More recently, 
the application of EPI on sensing adsorbate stiffness in 
nanomechanical resonators has been presented  
[31, 32]. Because the method is very sensitive to the 

changes in the elastic behavior, while being 
independent of mass loading effects, it can be used for 
studying the surface effects. 

The EPI phenomenon is also very important in 
Microelectromechanical systems based on the 
electrostatic actuation such as microwave variable 
capacitors [33], MEMS switches [34, 35], Digital 
micromirrors [36, 37] and microvalves for fluidics 
applications [38], where the size of the system is in the 
range of hundreds of micrometer. At this scale the 
surface effects can be reasonably neglected. However, 
recent experimental demonstrations reported the 
development of NEMS switches with thicknesses and 
gaps smaller than 50 nm [39, 40]. They offer very low 
pull-in voltages and also simultaneously offer very 
short switching times in the sub-microsecond range. 
Like MEMS switches, in NEMS switches 
determination of the EPI is critical in the design 
process. Since the characteristic sizes of these devices 
shrink to nanometers, thus exhibiting inherently large 
surface to volume ratio, surface effects may play a 
crucial role in their behavior and specifically on their 
EPI phenomena. 

Up until now, extensive studies have been carried 
out on the investigation of the EPI, but the 
investigation of the surface effects on the EPI is rare. 
Using the generalized Young-Laplace equation and 
implementing it in Euler-Bernoulli beam model, 
Bryan Ma et al. [41] investigated the surface effects 
on a cantilever that is electrostatically actuated. Fu et 
al. studied the size effects on the electrostatic pull-in 
instability of nanobeams at the presence of surface 
energies. In this paper, the surface effects on the EPI 
of both cantilevers and double clamped beams are 
investigated. The effects of various geometrical and 
physical parameters such as thickness, length and 
residual stress at the presence of the surface effects are 
investigated. Due to the nonlinearity of the elastic-
electrostatic interaction, exact analytical solutions are 
generally not available. For this, the generalized 
differential quadrature (GDQ) algorithm is employed 
to solve the nonlinear differential equation [42]. The 
results demonstrates the application of EPI on the 
study of surface effects. In the first part of the paper, 
the electromechanical coupled models of the 
cantilever and the double clamped beam subjected to 
an applied voltage are presented, in which, the effects 
of surface stress and surface elasticity are taken into 
account. The second part of the paper, is the results 
and discussion. 
 
 

2. Surface Elastic Properties: an 
Overview 

 

Atoms at or near the surfaces experience different 
environment and lack some of the atomic neighbors 
present in the bulk state. Consequently, the energy of 
these atoms are different from that of the atoms in the 
bulk. This excess energy associated with the surface 
atoms is called surface energy [43]. The Lagrangian 
description of the surface energy is given by [44]: 
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ߛ  = ଴ܣ1 	෍൫ܷ(௡) − ܷ(଴)൯,ஶ
௡ୀଵ  (1) 

 
where U(n) is the total energy of the atom n under the 
area A0 and U(0) is the total energy of an atom in a 
perfect lattice far away from the free surface. In 
contrast to the surface energy, surface stress is defined 
as the forces which oppose an elastic deformation of 
the surface and changes the interatomic distance at a 
constant number of atoms [45, 46]. The surface stress 
tensor can be determined from the change in the 
surface energy due the deformation of the area, thus, 
the change in the surface energy is equal to the work 
done by the surface stress in deformation of the area 
through an infinitesimal elastic strain ݀ߝఈఉ 
 

(଴ܣߛ)݀  = ఈఉ௦ߪ଴ܣ  ఈఉ, (2)ߝ݀
 
where ߪఈఉ௦  is the surface stress tensor and is defined as 
 

ఈఉ௦ߪ  = ఈఉߝ݀ߛ݀ = (߬଴)ఈఉ + ܵఈఉఒ఑, (3) 

 
where ߬଴ is the residual surface stress or intrinsic 
surface stress, and sometimes is called ”strain-
independent” p of the surface stress [26, 27]. The 
surface elasticity tensor, S, can be defined as 
 

 ܵఈఉఒ఑ = ݀ଶߝ݀ݕఈఉ݀ߝఒ఑ (4) 

 
The surface elastic properties can be determined from 
atomistic calculations [47, 48]. 
 
 
3. Nonlinear Distributed 

Electromechanical Coupled Model 
Incorporating Surface Effects 

 
When a driving voltage is applied between the 

electrodes (cantilever or double clamped beam as 
movable electrodes and the substrate as a fixed 
electrode), the electrostatic pressure deflects the 
movable electrode. The mechanical bending strain 
energy Ub of the bulk is given by 
 

 ܷ௕ = න න ஺,ݔ݀ܣ௫௫݀ߝ௫௫ߪ12
௅
଴  (5) 

 
where A is the cross-sectional area of the uniform 
beam, L is the length of the beam, ߪ௫௫ is the axial 
stress, and  ߝ௫௫ is the normal strain, respectively. 
Using the linear strain-displacement relation 
 

௫௫ߝ  = ݔ߲ݑ߲ = ݖ− ݀ଶݔ݀ݕଶ (6) 

 
we obtain 
 

ܷ௕ = න න 2ܧ ቆ−ݖ ݀ଶݔ݀ݓଶቇ ݔ݀ܣ݀ 	 = න 2ܫܧ ቆ݀ଶݔ݀ݓଶቇଶ ௅,ݔ݀
଴஺

௅
଴  (7) 

 
where u and w are in-plane and transverse 
displacement components of the midplane, E is the 
Young’s modulus, and I is the effective moment of 
inertia of the cross section, respectively. The 
transverse coordinate is z and the midplane coincides 
with ݖ = 0. The total surface energy ௦ܷ, at the entire 
beam surface is  
 

௦ܷ = 2න൫(ߝ)ߛ − ௦ݏ൯݀(0)ߛ = 2න12 ௦ݏଶ݀ߝܵ 	
= නܾܵݐଶ ቆ݀ଶݔ݀ݓଶቇଶ ௦,ݔ݀  

(8) 

 
where S is the surface elasticity, b is the width of the 
cantilever, s is the surface area of the beam and t is the 
thickness of the cantilever, respectively. Residual 
stress, due to the inconsistency of both the thermal 
expansion coefficient and the crystal lattice period 
between the substrate and thin film, is unavoidable and 
the residual force can be expressed as [49]: 
 

 ௥ܶ = ௥(1ߪ −  (9) ,ݐܾ(ߥ
 
where ߪ௥ is the biaxial residual stress (equal to zero for 
the cantilever beams), and ν is the Poisson’s ratio. In 
double clamped beams, the intrinsic residual stress, or 
the strain-independent surface stress τ0 modifies the 
residual stress, therefore, the energy stored in the beam 
due to the residual stress and strain-independent 
surface stress is. 
 

 ௥ܷ = න ௥ܶ ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ ௅ݔ݀
଴ + න 2ܾ߬௢ ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ ௅ݔ݀

଴= න (1 − ܾ(ߥ ൬ߪݐ௥௅
଴+ 2߬଴(1 − ൰(ߥ ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ  .ݔ݀

(10) 

 

When a beam is in tension, the actual beam length ܮሖ  is 
longer than the original length L. In double clamped 
beams, although there is no displacement in the x-
direction at the beam ends, the bending of the beam 
generates an axial force, i.e. 
 

 ௔ܶ = ܮܣܧ ൫ܮሖ − ൯ܮ ≈ ܮ2ݐܾܧ න ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ ௅ݔ݀
଴  (11) 

 

The surface elasticity, or strain-dependent surface 
stress modifies the axial force in the double clamped 
beam, consequently, the effective axial force is written 
as 
 

 ෨ܶ௔ ≈ ൬ܮ2ݐܾܧ + ܮ2ܾܵ ൰න ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ ௅ݔ݀
଴  (12) 

 

and the energy stored in the beam due to axial force is 
expressed as 
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 ܷ௔≈ න ቆܮ2ݐܾܧ ൬4 ௅ݐܧܵ
଴+ 1൰න ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ ௅ݔ݀

଴ ቇ ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ  ݔ݀

(13) 

 
The electrical co-energy ௘ܷ∗, which is the sum of the 
electrostatic energy stored between the upper and 
lower electrode of the beam and the electrostatic 
energy of the voltage source is given by: 
 

 ௘ܷ∗ = 12න ߳௥߳௢ܾܸଶ(݃ − ((ݔ)ݓ ௅ݔ݀
଴  (14) 

 
The total potential energy U of the system is 
 

 ܷ = ܷ௕ + ௦ܷ − ௥ܷ − ܷ௔ + ௘ܷ. (15) 
 
The variation of total energy is zero at the equilibrium 
position, i.e. 
ܷߜ  = ௕ܷߜ + ߜ ௦ܷ − ߜ ௥ܷ − ௔ܷߜ + ߜ ௘ܷ = 0 (16) 
 
Therefore, the nonlinear integro-differential equation 
of a double clamped beam subjected to an applied 
voltage with surface effects can be written as 
 

ߣ24)ܫܧ  + 1) ݀ସݔ݀ݓସ− ቆܾߪݐ௥(1 − 1)(ߥ + (ߚ2
+ ܮ2ݐܾܧ ߣ4) + 1)න ൬݀ݔ݀ݓ൰ଶ ௅ݔ݀

଴ ቇ ݀ଶݔ݀ݓଶ= ߳௥߳௢ܾܸଶ2(݃ − ଶ((ݔ)ݓ ൫1 + ௙݂൯ 
(17) 

 
where non-dimensional parameters λ and β are defined 
as 
 

ߣ  = ௌா௧ and ߚ = ఛబ(ଵିఔ)ఙೝ௧ (18) 
 
and 
 

 ௙݂ = 0.65 ൬݃ − ܾ(ݔ)ݓ ൰ (19) 

 
is the first-order fringing field correction. Cantilevers 
have no residual and axial stress, thus, the nonlinear 
differential equation is written as 
ߣ24)ܫܧ  + 1) ݀ସݔ݀ݓସ = ߳௥߳௢ܾܸଶ2(݃ − ଶ((ݔ)ݓ ൫1 + ௙݂൯ (20) 

 
In cantilevers, only surface elasticity changes the 

bending stiffness, but in double clamped beams, both 
surface elasticity and surface stress come into play. 
One can get the traditional electromechanical coupled 
equation of cantilevers and double clamped beams 
[42], without surface effects if λ = β = 0. 

4. Results and Discussion 
 

The numerical examples of a cantilever and a 
double clamped beam made of single crystal silicon 
subjected to a voltage are now presented. The 
generalized differential quadrature method (GDQM) 
[42] is used to transform the aforementioned nonlinear 
integro-differential equations into the corresponding 
discrete forms and the NewtonRaphson method is 
implemented for solving the set of nonlinear algebraic 
equations that result from the application of GDQM. 
The material properties are given as follows [50]: 
Young’s modulus E is 169 GPa, Poissons ratio is 0.06, 
and the permittivity of air is 8.85 pF/m. The width is 
kept constant and is 4 μm. 

Fig. 1 shows 
|୼௏|୚ (%) as a function of surface 

elasticity S and thickness, where ΔV is the shift in the 
EPI due to the surface effects and V is the EPI without 
the surface effects. It can be seen that reducing the 
thickness of cantilever results in a bigger change in the 
EPI for a constant S. For cantilevers thinner than  
50 nm, the EPI is sufficiently sensitive to the surface 
elasticity and, therefore, in practice, it is possible to 
track the changes in the surface elasticity due to either 
molecular adsorption [51, 20] or surface 
reconstruction [52, 20, 16]. The bending of the 
cantilever subjected to a voltage is also influenced by 
the surface elasticity. According to equation 8, 
negative/positive surface elasticity reduces/increases 
the bending stiffness of the cantilever, and that 
changes the bending behavior. This is shown in Fig. 2. 
The inset shows the non-dimensional difference of the 
end tip of the cantilever versus non-dimensional 
parameter λ. The cantilever modeled in Fig. 2 is 10 nm 
thick and 10 μm long. 
 
 

 
 

Fig. 1. Non-dimensional changes in pull-in voltage, |୼௏|୚ (%), of cantilever due to surface elasticity  

for various thicknesses. 
 
 

Fig. 3. (a)-(f) shows the results for double clamped 

beams. Fig. 3. (a) shows the 
|୼௏|୚ (%) for various lengths 

and thicknesses. τ0 and S are kept as 1 N/m [27]. The 
initial gap g is 1 μm and the residual stress σr is 
assumed zero. One can learn from the figure that 
increasing the surface to volume ratio (reducing the 
thickness), while keeping the lateral dimensions 
constant, results in a higher shifts in the EPI. 
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Fig. 2. Normalized deflection of a 10 nm thick silicon 
cantilever for different. The inset shows relative difference 
between the end tip of the cantilever incorporating surface 
elasticity and the end tip of the cantilever with no surface 
elasticity. 

Increasing the length would cause increase in the 
EPI as well. Moreover, it can be seen that even for 
thicker double clamped beams, i.e. 1 μm, the shift in 
the EPI is significant. This is due to the fact that unlike 
cantilevers, in double clamped beams the residual 
surface stress τ0 modifies the residual stress in the 
beam, because the beam is clamped in both sides and 
therefore it cannot release the stress. It has been shown 
that the residual stress is the most dominant effects on 
the EPI [42], and, consequently, the residual surface 
stress has a great impact on the EPI of double clamped 
beams. 

Fig. 3. (b) shows the effects of τ0, while varying 
the thickness. τ0 is varying from negative 
(compressive surface stress) to positive values (tensile 
surface stress). As it is expected, reducing the 
thickness would increase the sensitivity of the EPI to 
τ0. Longer double clamped beams also show the same, 
see Fig. 3. (c). 

 
 

 
 

Fig. 3. Non-dimensional changes in pull-in voltage, 
|୼௏|୚ (%), of double clamped beam due to surface effects. (a) Effects of 

the thickness and the length on 
|୼௏|୚ , (b), (c), and (d) Effects of ߬଴	in different thicknesses, lengths and residual stress on |୼௏|୚ (, (e) and (f) Effects of surface elasticity S on 

|୼௏|୚  for various thicknesses and lengths. (g) Effects of surface elasticity as 

well as residual stress. 
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The results are demonstrated for a  
100 nm thick beam and σr is zero. As discussed above, 
the residual stress, which is exhibited due to 
fabrication, plays a substantial role for the EPI  
[42, 53]. The residual stress, σr can be either 
compressive (negative) or tensile (positive). The 
compressive one causes buckling of the beam, 
reducing the gap between the beam and the substrate, 
and consequently, decreasing the pull-in voltage. 
Negative τ0 induces the same. This is shown in Fig. 3. 
(d). As it is shown in equations 8 and 13, the surface 
elasticity S modifies the bending stiffness as well as 
the axial force. The negative S causes softening of the 
beam and the positive one induces a stiffening effect. 
Figs. 3 (e) and 3 (f) show the effect of S on the pull-in 
voltage, while changing the thickness and the length 
of the double clamped beam. Increasing the surface to 
volume ratio (Figs. 3. (e)) increases the sensitivity of |୼௏|୚ (%) to S. For a fix thickness, scaling the lateral 

dimension, i.e., changing the length does not influence 

the 
|୼௏|୚ (%), see Fig. 3 (f). The bending properties of 

the double clamped beam, due to applied voltage also 
depend on the surface effects. 

Under the same voltage, when the surface effects 
are considered the bending is significantly different 
from the case of no surface effects. This is shown in 
Fig. 4. Unlike cantilevers, not only the surface 
elasticity S influences the bending, but also the 
residual surface stress τ0. 
 
 

 
 

Fig. 4. Deflection of a 500 nm thick, 100 µm long double 
clamped beam subjected to applied voltage. The surface 

effects induce changes in the bending properties. 
 
 

5. Conclusions 
 

In this paper, the effects of surface stress and 
surface elasticity on the electrostatic pull-in instability 
(EPI) of micro/nano cantilevers and double clamped 
beams were studied. The nonlinear electromechanical 
coupled model of cantilevers and double clamped 
beams incorporating the surface effects were 
developed. The model showed in detail the 
contribution of residual surface stress and surface 

elasticity on the bending stiffness, effective residual 
stress, and the axial stress. A major conclusion is that 
unlike the resonance frequency method, the EPI is free 
from mass loading effects, and thus it can be used for 
quantitative measurements of surface stress and 
surface elasticity. Compared to resonance frequency 
measurements, with EPI a relatively thicker structures 
can be used for surface stress sensing. Moreover, the 
theoretical results reveal that a high quality factor 
cantilever or double clamped beam, which is still 
required and this appears to rule out the use of the 
resonance frequency method for bio-molecular 
sensing, is not an issue for the EPI. 
 
 

Acknowledgments 
 
This research was financially supported by Early 

Research Program (ERP) 3D Nanomanufacturing at 
Netherlands Organization for Applied Scientific 
Research (TNO). 
 
 
References 
 
[1]. R. J. Needs, M. J. Godfrey, M. Mansfield, Theory of 

surface stress and surface reconstruction, Surface 
Science, 242, 1-3, 1991, pp. 215-221. 

[2]. J. Diao, K. Gall, M. L. Dunn, Surface-stress-induced 
phase transformation in metal nanowires, Nat Mater, 
2, 10, 2003, pp. 656–660. 

[3]. F. D. Fischer, T. Waitz, D. Vollath, N. K. Simha, On 
the role of surface energy and surface stress in phase-
transforming nanoparticles, Progress in Materials 
Science, 53, 3, 2008, pp. 481–527. 

[4]. J. Lao, D. Moldovan, Surface stress induced structural 
transformations and pseudoelastic effects in palladium 
nanowires, Applied Physics Letters, 93, 9, 2008,  
p. 093108. 

[5]. H. Ibach, The role of surface stress in reconstruction, 
epitaxial growth and stabilization of mesoscopic 
structures, Surface Science Reports, 29, 5-6, 1997,  
pp. 195–263. 

[6]. R. Berger, E. Delamarche, H. P. Lang, C. Gerber, J. K. 
Gimzewski, E. Meyer, H.-J. Guntherodt, Surface 
Stress in the Self-Assembly of Alkanethiols on Gold, 
Science, 276, 5321, 1997, pp. 2021–2024. 

[7]. D. Sander, Surface stress: implications and 
measurements, Current Opinion in Solid State and 
Materials Science, 7, 1, 2003, pp. 51–57. 

[8]. G. G. Stoney, The tension of metallic films deposited 
by electrolysis, Proceedings of the Royal Society of 
London. Series A, 82, 1909, pp. 172–175. 

[9]. E. Carlen, M. Weinberg, A. Zapata, J. Borenstein, A 
micromachined surface stress sensor with electronic 
readout, Review of Scientific Instruments, 79, 1, 2008, 
p. 015106. 

[10]. S. Kim, K. D. Kihm, Effect of adsorption-induced 
surface stress change on the stiffness of a 
microcantilever used as a salinity detection sensor, 
Applied Physics Letters, 93, 8, 2008, pp. 081911. 

[11]. J. Tamayo, V. Pini, P. Kosaka, N. F. Martinez,  
O. Ahumada, M. Calleja, Imaging the surface stress 
and vibration modes of a microcantilever by laser 
beam deflection microscopy, Nanotechnology, 23, 31, 
2012, pp. 315501. 



Sensors & Transducers, Vol. 208, Issue 1, January 2017, pp. 14-21 

 20

[12]. J. Tamayo, J. J. Ruz, V. Pini, P. Kosaka, M. Calleja, 
Quantification of the surface stress in microcantilever 
biosensors: revisiting stoneys equation, 
Nanotechnology, 23, 47, 2012, pp. 475702. 

[13]. R. B. Karabalin, L. G. Villanueva, M. H. Matheny,  
J. E. Sader, M. L. Roukes, Stress-induced variations in 
the stiffness of micro- and nanocantilever beams, 
Phys. Rev. Lett., 108, 2012, pp. 236101. 

[14]. R. J. Needs, Calculations of the surface stress tensor at 
aluminum, 111, pp. and, 110, pp. surfaces, Phys. Rev. 
Lett., 58, 1, 1987, pp. 53–56. 

[15]. R. Dingreville, J. Qu, A semi-analytical method to 
compute surface elastic properties, Acta Materialia, 
55, 1, 2007, pp. 141–147. 

[16]. Effects of size and surface on the elasticity of silicon 
nanoplates: Molecular dynamics and semicontinuum 
approaches, Thin Solid Films, 520, 1, 2011,  
pp. 391 – 399. 

[17]. H. Sadeghian, H. Goosen, A. Bossche, B. Thijsse,  
F. van Keulen, On the size-dependent elasticity of 
silicon nanocantilevers: impact of defects, Journal of 
Physics D: Applied Physics, 44, 7, 2011, pp. 072001. 

[18]. F. H. Streitz, R. C. Cammarata, K. Sieradzki, Surface-
stress effects on elastic properties. i. thin metal films, 
Phys. Rev. B, 49, 15, 1994, pp. 10699–10706. 

[19]. R. Dingreville, J. Qu, Interfacial excess energy, excess 
stress and excess strain elastic solids: Planar 
interfaces, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of 
Solids, 56, 5, 2008, pp. 1944–1954. 

[20]. H. Sadeghian, J. F. L. Goosen, A. Bossche, F. van 
Keulen, Surface stress-induced change in overall 
elastic behavior and self-bending of ultrathin 
cantilever plates, Applied Physics Letters, 94, 23, 
2009, pp. 231908. 

[21]. H.-J. Butt, A sensitive method to measure changes in 
the surface stress of solids, Journal of Colloid and 
Interface Science, 180, 1, 1996, pp. 251–260. 

[22]. S. J. O’Shea, M. E. Welland, T. A. Brunt, A. R. 
Ramadan, T. Rayment, Atomic force microscopy 
stress sensors for studies in liquids, Journal of Vacuum 
Science and Technology B: Microelectronics and 
Nanometer Structure, 14, 1996, pp. 1383–1385. 

[23]. R. McKendry, J. Zhang, Y. Arntz, T. Strunz,  
M. Hegner, H. P. Lang, M. K. Baller, U. Certa,  
E. Meyer, H.-J. Gntherodt, C. Gerber, Multiple label-
free biodetection and quantitative DNAbinding assays 
on a nanomechanical cantilever array, Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States 
of America, 99, 15, 2002, pp. 9783–9788. 

[24]. Y. T. Yang, C. Callegari, X. L. Feng, K. L. Ekinci,  
M. L. Roukes, Zeptogram-scale nanomechanical mass 
sensing, Nano Letters, 6, 4, 2006, pp. 583–586. 

[25]. J. Lagowski, H. C. Gatos, J. E. S. Sproles, Surface 
stress and the normal mode of vibration of thin crystals 
:gaas, Applied Physics Letters, 26, 9, 1975,  
pp. 493–495. 

[26]. M. E. Gurtin, X. Markenscoff, R. N. Thurston, Effect 
of surface stress on the natural frequency of thin 
crystals, Applied Physics Letters, 29, 9, 1976,  
pp. 529–530. 

[27]. P. Lu, H. P. Lee, C. Lu, S. J. O’She, Surface stress 
effects on the resonance properties of cantilever 
sensors, Physical Review B, 72, 8, 2005, pp. 085405. 

[28]. R. E. Miller, V. B. Shenoy, Size-dependent elastic 
properties of nanosized structural elements, 
Nanotechnology, 11, 3, 2000, pp. 139–147. 

[29]. G.-F. Wang, X.-Q. Feng, Effects of surface elasticity 
and residual surface tension on the natural frequency 

of microbeams, Applied Physics Letters, 90, 23, 2007, 
p. 231904. 

[30]. H. Sadeghian, C. K. Yang, J. F. L. Goosen, E. van der 
Drift, A. Bossche, P. J. French, F. van Keulen, 
Characterizing size-dependent effective elastic 
modulus of silicon nanocantilevers using electrostatic 
pull-in instability, Applied Physics Letters, 94, 22, 
2009, p. 221903. 

[31]. H. Sadeghian, J. F. L. Goosen, F. Van Keulen, C.-K. 
Yang, A. Bossche, P. French, Quantitative analysis 
and decoupling of mass and stiffness effects in 
cantilever mass sensors, in Proceedings of the IEEE 
Sensors, 2010, pp. 631–634. 

[32]. H. Sadeghian, H. Goosen, A. Bossche, F. van Keulen, 
Application of electrostatic pull-in instability on 
sensing adsorbate stiffness in nanomechanical 
resonators, Thin Solid Films, 518, 17, 2010,  
pp. 5018–5021. 

[33]. D. Klymyshyn, D. Haluzan, M. Borner, S. Achenbach, 
J. Mohr, T. Mappes, High aspect ratio vertical 
cantilever RF-MEMS variable capacitor, IEEE 
Microwave and Wireless Components Letters, 17, 2, 
2007, pp. 127 –129. 

[34]. C. Goldsmith, J. Randall, S. Eshelman, T. Lin,  
D. Denniston, S. Chen, B. Norvell, Characteristics of 
micromachined switches at microwave frequencies, 
in: IEEE MTT-S International Microwave Symposium 
Digest, 1996, pp. 1141 – 1144. 

[35]. H. Sadeghian, G. Rezazadeh, Comparison of 
generalized differential quadrature and Galerkin 
methods for the analysis of micro-electro-mechanical 
coupled systems, Communications in Nonlinear 
Science and Numerical Simulation, 14, 6, 2009,  
pp. 2807–2816. 

[36]. V. Aksyuk, F. Pardo, D. Carr, D. Greywall, H. Chan, 
M. Simon, A. Gasparyan, H. Shea, V. Lifton, C. Bolle, 
S. Arney, R. Frahm, M. Paczkowski, M. Haueis,  
R. Ryf, D. Neilson, J. Kim, C. Giles, D. Bishop, Beam-
steering micromirrors for large optical cross-connects, 
Journal of Lightwave Technology, 21, 3, 2003,  
pp. 634 – 642. 

[37]. B. Mi, D. Smith, H. Kahn, F. Merat, A. Heuer, S. 
Phillips, Static and electrically actuated shaped 
MEMS mirrors, Journal of Microelectromechanical 
Systems, 14, 1, 2005, pp. 29 – 36. 

[38]. M. Huff, M. Mettner, T. Lober, M. Schmidt, A 
pressure-balanced electrostatically-actuated 
microvalve, in Proceedings of the IEEE Solid-State 
Sensor and Actuator Workshop, 4th Technical Digest, 
1990, pp. 123 –127. 

[39]. W. W. Jang, J.-B. Yoon, M.-S. Kim, J.-M. Lee, S.-M. 
Kim, E.-J. Yoon, K. H. Cho, S.-Y. Lee, I.-H. Choi,  
D.-W. Kim, D. Park, NEMS switch with 30nm-thick 
beam and 20nm-thick air-gap for high density non-
volatile memory applications, Solid-State Electronics, 
52, 10, 2008, pp. 1578–1583. 

[40]. X. L. Feng, M. H. Matheny, C. A. Zorman, M. 
Mehregany, M. L. Roukes, Low voltage 
nanoelectromechanical switches based on silicon 
carbide nanowires, Nano Letters, 10, 8, 2010,  
pp. 2891–2896. 

[41]. J. B. Ma, L. Jiang, S. F. Asokanthan, Influence of 
surface effects on the pull-in instability of NEMS 
electrostatic switches, Nanotechnology, 21, 50, 2010, 
pp. 505708. 

[42]. H. Sadeghian, G. Rezazadeh, P. M. Osterberg, 
Application of the generalized differential quadrature 
method to the study of pull-in phenomena of  
MEMS switches, IEEE/ASME Journal of 



Sensors & Transducers, Vol. 208, Issue 1, January 2017, pp. 14-21 

 21

Microelectromechanical Systems, 16, 6, 2007,  
pp. 1334–1340. 

[43]. J. W. Gibbs, H. A. Bumstead, W. R. Longley, R. G. V. 
Name, The Collected Works of J. Willard Gibbs, 
Longmans, Green and Co, 1928. 

[44]. R. Dingreville, J. Qu, M. Cherkaoui, Surface free 
energy and its effect on the elastic behavior of nano-
sized particles, wires and films, Journal of the 
Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 53, 8, 2005,  
pp. 1827 – 1854. 

[45]. R. Shuttleworth, The surface tension of solids, 
Proceedings of the Physical Society. Section A, 63, 5, 
1950, pp. 444–457. 

[46]. D. Kramer, J. Weissmller, A note on surface stress and 
surface tension and their interrelation via 
Shuttleworth’s equation and the Lippmann equation, 
Surface Science, 601, 14, 2007, pp. 3042–3051. 

[47]. P. Mller, A. Sal, Elastic effects on surface physics, 
Surface Science Reports, 54, 5-8, 2004, pp. 157–258. 

[48]. J. C. Hamilton, W. G. Wolfer, Theories of surface 
elasticity for nanoscale objects, Surface Science, 603, 
9, 2009, pp. 1284–1291. 

[49]. R. K. Gupta, Electrostatic pull-in test structure design 
for in-situ mechanical property measurements of 
microelectromechanical systems MEMS), PhD 

Thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. Dept. 
of Electrical Engineering and Computer Science, 
1997. 

[50]. P. Osterberg, S. Senturia, M-test: A test chip for 
MEMS material property measurement using 
electrostatically actuated test structures, Journal of 
Microelectro-mechanical Systems, 6, 1997,  
pp. 107–118. 

[51]. J. Zang, F. Liu, Theory of bending of Si 
nanocantilevers induced by molecular adsorption: a 
modified stoney formula for the calibration of 
nanomechanochemical sensors, Nanotechnology, 18, 
40, 2007, p. 405501, (4 pp). 

[52]. J. Zang, M. Huang, F. Liu, Mechanism for nanotube 
formation from self-bending nanofilms driven by 
atomic-scale surface-stress imbalance, Physical 
Review Letters, 98, 14, 2007, pp. 146102. 

[53]. H. Sadeghian, G. Rezazadeh, E. Abbaspour, A. 
Tahmasebi, I. Hosainzadeh, The effect of residual 
stress on pull-in voltage of fixed-fixed end type mem 
switches with variative electrostatic area, in 
Proceedings of the 1st IEEE International Conference 
on Nano/Micro Engineered and Molecular Systems, 
(NEMS ’06), 2006, pp. 1117–1120. 

 

__________________ 
 

 

 

Published by International Frequency Sensor Association (IFSA) Publishing, S. L., 2017. 
(http://www.sensorsportal.com).  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

http://www.sensorsportal.com/HTML/BOOKSTORE/Nanosensors_IFSA.htm
http://www.sensorsportal.com/HTML/BOOKSTORE/Nanosensors_IFSA.htm

