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Abstract: In this paper, the response properties of galloping energy harvesters under bounded random parameter excitation are studied theoretically. The first-order approximate solution of the galloping energy harvester is derived by applying the multi-scales method. The expression for the largest Lyapunov exponent that determines the trivial solution is derived, and the corresponding simulation diagrams, including the largest Lyapunov exponent diagrams and time domain diagrams, verify our results. Then the steady-state response moments of the nontrivial solution are studied using the moment method, and the analytical expressions for the first-order and second-order moments of the voltage amplitude are obtained, respectively. The corresponding results show that wind speed enhances the steady-state response moments of the voltage amplitude. Meanwhile, the voltage output can be controlled by adjusting the cubic coefficient. To further verify the response characteristics of the galloping energy harvester, the stationary probability density functions of the displacement and velocity are obtained by the Monte-Carlo simulation method. The results show that the wind speed enhances the displacement of the bluff and the damping ratios should be reduced as much as possible to improve the performance. What’s more, the piezoelectric materials also impact the performance of the energy harvester.
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1  Introduction

In recent years, the emergence of the Internet of Things and the development of communication technology have promoted the employment of wireless sensors in various fields, such as medical and health care [1], environmental monitoring [2], industrial automation [3], etc. However, the expensive cost of replacing batteries often limits the availability of these devices. So, providing a sustainable power source for these devices is the main problem being faced. Vibration energy harvesters have been extensively studied for their potential to provide a permanent power source for the operation of these devices [4–11]. In particular, galloping energy harvesting technology has become a hot research topic in the field of flow-induced vibration energy harvesting due to the advantages of gathering high energy density during energy harvesting applications [12–17].

Generally speaking, there are five main types of flow-induced vibration energy harvesters: galloping energy harvesters [18], vortex-induced vibration (VIV) energy harvesters [19], wake-galloping energy harvesters [20], flutter energy harvesters [21] and hybrid energy harvesters based on VIV-galloping [22]. These devices can transform a part of the kinetic energy of flowing energy (e.g., wind energy, water energy) into mechanical energy, which is then into electrical power (but not limited to electrical energy) through piezoelectric materials. Among them, galloping energy harvesters with good performance in harvesting wind energy, simply designing and manufacturing, and operating in different sizes and scales, have attracted the attention and research of many scholars.

The galloping phenomenon is usually a self-excited nonlinear vibration with a high potential for high-level power output. However, due to the unstable source of wind energy, the output power of the galloping energy harvesters is sensitive to various factors. Kitio Kwuimy et al. [23] analyzed the output voltage of a galloping energy harvester under different airflow excitations and found that energy harvesting was most effective in the vicinity of the random resonance region for overcoming the potential barrier. Daqaq [24] investigated the effect of the probability density of wind direction and wind speed on the average output power of a galloping energy harvester, which given a theoretical reference for the application of small galloping energy harvesters. Xu et al. [25] obtained the optimal parameters and the critical wind speed affecting the mean square voltage of the galloping energy harvester in the fluctuating wind cases by the stochastic averaging method. Yang et al. [26] explored various factors of the average output power on a buoy platform through theoretical analysis and wind tunnel experiments, including the random excitation intensity, aerodynamic mass ratio, intrinsic frequency, and normalized electrical term. The results provide a guide toward the design of the galloping energy harvester for various requirements.

The galloping energy harvester output power is not only affected by environmental factors, but the design of the energy harvester also affects the output power. Abdelkefi et al. [27] compared the performance of galloping energy harvesters with square section and triangular section, respectively, and obtained the range of load resistance for the system to produce supercritical and subcritical instability. Yang et al. [28] compared the effects of different shapes of the bluff body with cross-section on the galloping energy harvesting efficiency, including square, rectangular, triangular, and D-shape. The results indicated that small wind energy harvesters should apply bluff bodies with square cross sections. Bibo et al. [29] found that nonlinear restoring force can enhance the output power of the galloping energy harvester. To further promote the performance of the energy harvester, Na et al. [30] changed the stiffness of the cantilever from linear to nonlinear by introducing magnetic force, broadening the range of working wind speed and improving the output power. Wang et al. [31] investigated the impact of the nonlinear magnetic force by varying the position and number of magnets, and found that the tristable energy harvester operated with lower wind speed and higher voltage output. Zhao et al. [32] changed the bluff body to a funnel shape to avoid vortex reattachment, which enhanced the fluid flow and improved the energy harvesting efficiency.

Sun et al. [33] studied a two-degree-of-freedom galloping energy harvester based on magnetically coupled, and found that the internal resonance can improve the performance of the energy harvester. In addition, scholars have also studied the effects of random noise [34,35], piezoelectric materials [36,37] and other factors [38] on the performance of the galloping energy harvester.

In recent research, environmental factors, the design, and the materials impact the harvesting efficiency of the galloping energy harvester. The cost and the inability to powerful storms also severely limit the efficacy of wind tunnel experiments. So far, scholars have only studied the effect of external excitation on the galloping energy harvester. Variations in the internal parameters of the galloping energy harvesters caused by external excitation have not been explored. Therefore, a rigorous mathematical analysis of the parametric excitation can reveal the response mechanism and provide good guidance for the design, manufacture, and optimization of the galloping energy harvester. Meanwhile, due to the vibration of the cantilever beam is always limited to a certain range, the bounded noise is used to replace the internal random factors of the galloping energy harvester.

In this paper, response characteristics of galloping energy harvester under the bounded random parametric excitation is studied theoretically. In Section 2, the theoretical model of wind energy harvester is introduced. In Section 3, the first-order approximate solution of the response displacement and output voltage of the galloping energy harvester is given, respectively. And the stability analysis is shown in Section 4. The response characteristic analysis based on the theoretical and numerical results is presented in Section 5. Some special results are obtained in the end.

2  Mathematical Model

Galloping typically occurs in flexile, lightweight structures with angular, non-streamlined cross-sections [39]. A schematic of the bluff body undergoing galloping is shown in Fig. 1. The bluff body starts to oscillate when the flow velocity U of the wind exceeds a critical value (i.e., cut-in wind speed). The oscillation of the bluff body increases the attack angle α, thus generating more aerodynamic forces Fz. In turns, the generating aerodynamic forces Fz further increase the vertical amplitude z of the bluff body, resulting in continuous self-excited vibrations until the structure that is the aerodynamic and restoring forces limits the amplitude.
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Figure 1: A schematic of the bluff body undergoing galloping

Due to the characteristics of galloping phenomenon, researchers added a pair of piezoelectric layers to the beam, using the piezoelectric effect to convert the vibration energy into electrical energy [40,41]. A schematic of the galloping energy harvester is plotted in Fig. 2, which mainly consists of load resistance, piezoelectric layers, cantilever beam, and bluff body. The bluff body makes an unstable motion in the y-direction under the wind speed U, which deforms the piezoelectric layer attached to the cantilever beam and then generates electricity and voltage across the load resistance R.
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Figure 2: A schematic of the galloping energy harvester

For galloping energy harvesters, the excellent design must consider the impact of the surrounding random factors on the performance in practical applications. Herein, this paper focuses on the response characteristics of the galloping energy harvester under random parameter excitation. According to [42,43], the corresponding mathematical model of the galloping energy harvester under random parameter excitation shown in Fig. 2 can be expressed as:

MY¨(t)+CY˙(t)+Fr(t)−θV(t)=Fy+Fξ(t)Y(t),(1)

CpV˙(t)+V(t)R+θY˙(t)=0,(2)

where Y(t) and V(t) represent the displacement of the bluff body in the y-direction and the voltage of the galloping energy harvester, respectively. M is the effective mass of bluff body and cantilever beam. C and θ are the damping coefficient and electromechanical coupling coefficient, respectively. Cp and R denote the equivalent capacitance and equivalent load resistance, respectively. Fr is the nonlinear restoring force. Fy is the aerodynamic force. ξ(t) is the bounded random excitation and F is the corresponding density. The dot represents the derivative with respect to time t.

For the model to describe the oscillation characteristics of the galloping energy harvester more accurately, a nonlinear restoring force is employed in this study [29]. The nonlinear restoring force Fr is assumed as Fr=k1Y+k2Y3, where k1 and k2 are the linear stiffness coefficient and the cubic stiffness coefficient, respectively. Meanwhile, the oscillation velocity of the bluff body is much smaller than the wind speed in the galloping phenomenon. Therefore, the aerodynamic force Fy is considered using the quasi-steady hypothesis that has been verified in many studies to simulate galloping effectively [25]. It can be expressed in the following polynomial for the velocity of the bluff body and the wind speed:

Fy=12ρU2S[a1Y˙U−a2(Y˙U)3],(3)

where ρ and U are the air density and the wind speed, respectively. S represents the area on the windward facing side of the bluff body. The corresponding expression is S=Ld, where L and d are the height and width on the windward side of the bluff body in Fig. 2, respectively. a1 and a2 are the aerodynamic coefficients and aspect ratio of the bluff body, respectively.

From the application perspective, it is unavoidable that the energy harvester will be influence by the stochastic factors from the system itself. Herein, an ergodic bounded random excitation ξ(t) with zero mean is employed in the model [44,45]. It can be expressed as follows:

ξ(t)=cos⁡(Ωt+β~W(t)),(4)

where Ω and β~ are the center frequency and the bandwidth of the random excitation, respectively. W(t) is the standard Wiener process.

Next, to facilitate the analysis, scaled transformed (y,v)→(Yd,CpθdV) is employed for Eqs. (1) and (2). The obtained equations can be expressed as follows:

y¨(t)+b1y˙(t)+b2y˙3(t)+ω2y(t)+γy3(t)−sv(t)=fξ(t)y(t),(5)

v˙(t)+αv(t)+y˙(t)=0,(6)

where b1=ζ−μa1U¯,b2=μa2U¯,ω2=k1M,γ=k2d2M,s=θ2CpM,f=FM,α=1CpR,U¯=Ud,ζ=CM, and μ=ρLd22M. Then, the theoretical analysis of the dimensionless model will be discussed in the next section.

3  First-Order Approximate Solutions

In this section, due to the property that the speed of the bluff body motion is much slower than the wind speed in the galloping phenomenon, the multi-scales method is used to analyze the approximate analytical solution. Firstly, assume that the approximate solutions under multiple timescales of Eqs. (5) and (6) can be expressed as follows:

y(t,ε)=y0(T0,T1)+εy1(T0,T1)+⋯,(7)

v(t,ε)=v0(T0,T1)+εv1(T0,T1)+⋯,(8)

where Tn=εnt and ε are a small parameter. Meanwhile, considering that the bluff body is affected by minor perturbations, the coefficients in Eq. (6) are assumed as follows:

b1→εb1,b2→εb2,γ→εγ,s→εs,f→εf.(9)

Defining the derivative operators represented by the partial derivative operators D0=∂∂T0,D1=∂∂T1 and D2=∂∂T2, the corresponding expressions can be obtained as follows:

ddt=D0+εD1+ε2D2+⋯,(10)

d2dt2=D02+2εD0D1+ε2(D12+2D0D2)+⋯,(11)

Substituting Eqs. (7)–(11) into Eqs. (6) and (7), then the coefficients of the same power of ε0 and ε1, respectively, can be obtained as follows:


ε0:

D02y0(T0,T1)+ω2y0(T0,T1)=0,(12)

D02v0(T0,T1)+αv0(T0,T1)=−D0y0(T0,T1).(13)


ε1:

D02y1(T0,T1)+ω2y1(T0,T1)=−2D0D1y0(T0,T1)−b1D0y0(T0,T1)−b2(D0y0(T0,T1))3−γy03(T0,T1)+sv0(T0,T1)+fcos⁡(ΩT0+βW(T1))y0(T0,T1),(14)

D0v1(T0,T1)+αv1(T0,T1)=−(D0y1(T0,T1)+D1y0(T0,T1))−D1v0(T0,T1),(15)

where β=β~ε. Then, according to Eqs. (12) and (13), the general solutions can be written as following:

y0(T0,T1)=A(T1)cos⁡(ωT0+φ(T1)),(16)

v0(T0,T1)=ωA(T1)α2+ω2(αsin⁡(ω T0+φ(T1)−ωcos⁡(ω T0+φ(T1)),(17)

where A(T1) and φ(T1) denote the amplitude and phase, respectively, and are both the functions of the time scale T1. Then, substituting Eqs. (16) and (17) into Eq. (14), the corresponding equation can be obtained as follows:

D02y1(T0,T1)+ω2y1(T0,T1) = 2ωA′(T1)sin⁡(ωT0+φ(T1))+2ωφ′A(T1)cos⁡(ωT0+φ(T1))+b1ωA(T1)sin⁡(ωT0+φ(T1))+b2ω3A3(T1)sin3⁡(ωT0+φ(T1))−γA3(T1)cos3⁡(ωT0+φ(T1))+sωA(T1)α2+ω2⋅(αsin⁡(ωT0+φ(T1)−ωcos⁡(ωT0+φ(T1))+fA(T1)2cos⁡((Ω+ω)T0+βW(T1)+φ(T1))+fA(T1)2cos⁡((Ω−ω)T0+βW(T1)−φ(T1)),(18)

It can be observed that Eq. (18) will produce resonance terms when the excitation frequency Ω≈2ω. For this, a tuning parameter σ is introduced to study the main resonance response of the energy harvester. The excitation frequency Ω is denoted as Ω=2ω+εσ and a new variable η(T1)=σT1+βW(T1)−2φ(T1) is employed. Then, substituting Ω and η(T1) into Eq. (18) and eliminating the resonance terms, the following equations can be driven:

A′(T1)=−b12A(T1)−3b2ω2A3(T1)8−sαA(T1)2(α2+ω2)+fA(T1)4ωsin⁡η,(19)

A(T1)η′(T1)=σA(T1)−3γA3(T1)4ω−sωA(T1)α2+ω2+fA(T1)2ωcos⁡η+βA(T1)W′(T1).(20)

After solving A and η, the first-order uniform expansions of the response displacement and the output voltage, respectively, are given as following:

y=A(εt)cos⁡(Ω2t−η(εt)2)+O(ε),(21)

v=ωA(εt)α2+ω2(αsin⁡(Ω2t−η(εt)2)−ωcos⁡(Ω2t−η(εt)2))+O(ε)=ωα2+ω2A(εt)sin⁡(Ω2t−η(εt)2−arttan⁡ωα)+O(ε).(22)

4  Stability and Moment Analysis

In this section, the stability of the trivial solutions and nontrivial solutions are discussed, respectively. Evidently, A=0 is the trivial solution of the Eqs. (19) and (20). Herein, the stability will be analyzed firstly. The corresponding linearized equations can be written as follows:

A′(T1)=−b12A(T1)−sαA(T1)2(α2+ω2)+fA(T1)4ωsin⁡η,(23)

A(T1)η′(T1)=σA(T1)−sωA(T1)α2+ω2+fA(T1)2ωcos⁡η+βA(T1)W′(T1).(24)

Let ρ=ln⁡A, and the Eqs. (23) and (24) can be expressed in the form of It^o stochastic differential equations as follows:

dρ=(−b12−sα2(α2+ω2)+f4ωsin⁡η)dT1,(25)

dη=(σ−sωα2+ω2+f2ωcos⁡η)dT1+βdW.(26)

It is apparent from Eqs. (25) and (26) that η(T1) is an ergodic random process and the corresponding stationary probability density function (PDF) p(η) can be derived based on the Fokker-Planck-Kolmogorov (FPK) equation as follows:

d2pdη2−ddη[(σ¯−f¯cos⁡η)p]=0,(27)

where σ¯=2(σβ2−sωβ2(α2+ω2)) and f¯=−fωβ2. Since p(η) satisfies both the normality condition (i.e., ∫02πp(η)dη=1) and the periodicity condition (i.e., p(η)=p(η+2π)), it can be derived from Eq. (27) as follows:

p(η)=exp⁡(σ¯(η+π)+f¯sin⁡η)4π2Iiσ(f¯)I−iσ(f¯)∫ηη+2πexp⁡(−σ¯x+f¯sin⁡x)dx,(28)

where Iiσ(f¯) and I−iσ(f¯) are the first kind of modified Bessel functions.

Next the Lyapunov exponent is employed to study the stability of the trivial solutions. For any initial values (A0,η0) of Eqs. (23) and (24), the corresponding Lyapunov exponent of any solutions A(T1,A0,η0) can be expressed as follows:

λ(A0,η0)=limT1→∞1T1ln⁡[A(T1,A0,η0)],w.p.1,(29)

where w.p.1 is with probability one. Meanwhile, the stability depends on the largest Lyapunov exponent, which can be derived as follows:

λ(A0,η0)=limT1→∞1T1ln⁡[A(T1)A(0)]=limT1→∞1T1(ρ(T1)−ρ(0))=−b12−sα2(α2+ω2)+limT1→∞1T1∫0T1f4ωsin⁡(τ)dτ=−b12−sα2(α2+ω2)+f8ω(I1−iσ¯(−f¯)I−iσ¯(−f¯)+I1+iσ¯(−f¯)Iiσ¯(−f¯)).(30)

The trivial solution of Eqs. (23) and (24) is stable when λ<0, and unstable when λ>0, which mainly depends on the above parameters.

Next, the moment method will be used to study the stability of nontrivial solutions. And the It^o stochastic differential equations can be derived as follows:

dA=(−b12A−3b2ω2A38−sαA2(α2+ω2)+fA4ωsin⁡η)dT1,(31)

dη=(σA−3γA24ω−sωα2+ω2+f2ωcos⁡η)dT1++βdW.(32)

For the deterministic case of β=0, the nontrivial solutions A∗ and η∗ of Eqs. (19) and (20), which can be obtained from A′=0 and η′=0, are governed by the following equations:

−b12−3b2ω2A∗28−sα2(α2+ω2)+f4ωsin⁡η∗=0,(33)

σ−3γA∗24ω−sωα2+ω2+f2ωcos⁡η∗=0.(34)

To explore the impact of random excitation, the perturbation terms A~ and η~ are introduce. Then the nontrivial solution of Eqs. (19) and (20) can be expressed as follows:

A=A∗+A~,(35)

η=η∗+η~.(36)

Substituting Eqs. (35) and (36) into Eqs. (31) and (32), the linearized differential equations with respect to the perturbation terms A~ and η~ can be obtained as follows:

dA~=(−3b2ω2A∗24A~+fA∗4ωcos⁡η∗η~)dT1,(37)

dη~=−(3γA∗2ωA~+f2ωsin⁡η∗η~)dT1++βdW.(38)

According to Eqs. (37) and (38), combining the moment method and the property as follows:

dEA~dT1=dEη~dT1=dEA~2dT1=dEA~η~dT1=dEη~2dT1=0,(39)

the perturbation terms A~ and η~ can be derived as follows for the first-order and second-order steady-state moments:

EA~=Eη~=0,(40)

EA~2=ωfcos2⁡η∗β23(3A∗2sin⁡η∗b22ω6+3A∗2cos⁡η∗b2ω3γ+2sin2⁡η∗b2fω3+sin⁡(2η∗)γf),(41)

EA~η~=b2β2ω4A∗cos⁡η∗3A∗2sin⁡η∗b22ω6+3A∗2cos⁡η∗b2ω3γ+2sin2⁡η∗b2fω3+sin⁡(2η∗)γf,(42)

Eη~2=ωβ2(3A∗2b22ω6+2fb2ω3sin⁡η∗+2γfcos⁡η∗)f(3A∗2sin⁡η∗b22ω6+3A∗2cos⁡η∗b2ω3γ+2sin2⁡η∗b2fω3+sin⁡(2η∗)γf).(43)

Therefore, the response moments of the nontrivial solutions of Eqs. (35) and (36) can be obtained from Eqs. (40) and (41) as follows:

EA=E(A∗+A~)=A∗,(44)

EA2=A∗2+ωfcos2⁡η∗β23(3A∗2sin⁡η∗b22ω6+3A∗2cos⁡η∗b2ω3γ+2sin2⁡η∗b2fω3+sin⁡(2η∗)γf).(45)

Next, from the Eqs. (22), (44) and (45), the corresponding response moments of the voltage amplitude can be obtained as follows:

Ev=ωα2+ω2A∗,(46)

Ev2=ω2α2+ω2EA2.(47)

5  Response Characteristics

In this section, the response characteristics of the galloping energy harvester are analyzed based on above theoretical results. The parameters are chosen as M=0.05,C=0.025,Cp=1×10−9,R=1×109,θ=1,L=0.1,d=0.4,k1=0.05,k2=0.625,ρ=1,a1=2.5,a2=12.8 unless other cases are stated.

For the case of A=0, Figs. 3a and 3b are the mesh surface and isohypse curves of the largest Lyapunov exponents (LLE) λ which is determined by Eq. (30), respectively. The solutions of the LLE is divided into two different regions by the plane where the Lyapunov exponent is zero. Near the resonance region, the LLE reaches the maximum in the center of the unstable region. And outside this region, the stability region is present. To verify the results, the time-domain results are shown in Figs. 4a and 4b, respectively. The trivial solution is unstable at point A(σ=0.575 and f=1.225) (Fig. 4a) and stable at point B(σ=0.575 and f=0.625) (Fig. 4b).
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Figure 3: Largest Lyapunov exponents: (a) Mesh surface; (b) Isohypse curves
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Figure 4: Time-domain response displacement of the galloping energy harvester: (a) f=1.225; (b) f=0.625

For the case of nontrivial solutions, since the displacement amplitude and voltage amplitude of the steady-state moments are proportional to each other, the response characteristics of the displacement amplitude are similar to those of the voltage amplitude. Herein, only the response characteristics of the voltage amplitude are investigated.

Fig. 5 shows the variations of the response moments Ev and Ev2 with tuning parameters σ. As the tuning parameter σ increases, Ev and Ev2 will have two solutions in a certain range. Meanwhile, the multi-solution region enlarges with the increase of wind speed U. For example, for U=1, the multi-solution region of Ev is [1.867,2.373], and for U=1.6, the multi-solution region of Ev is [1.996,5.403]. The maximum Ev increases as the wind speed become larger, which is consistent with the results of Daqaq [24] and Xu et al. [25]. Ev2 has similar results.

[image: images]

Figure 5: (a) First-order steady-state moment of voltage; (b) Second-order steady-state moment of voltage of the galloping energy harvester with tuning parameters

Fig. 6 shows the impact of the cubic stiffness coefficient k2. On the response moments of voltage Ev and Ev2. When k2=0, the galloping energy harvester has only linear restoring force. The higher the wind speed, the greater Ev and Ev2 will be. When k2>0,Ev and Ev2 always decreases with the increase of k2, which means that the nonlinear restoring force hinders the voltage output. Meanwhile, the higher the wind speed is, the faster the falling speed of Ev and Ev2. When k2 exceeds a certain range (i.e., k2>1.5), the wind speed has little effect on the voltage output. Therefore, the voltage output of the energy harvester can be controlled by adjusting the cubic coefficient k2.

[image: images]

Figure 6: (a) First-order steady-state moment of voltage; (b) Second-order steady-state moment of voltage of the galloping energy harvester with the cubic stiffness coefficient k2.

Fig. 7 shows the curve of the response moments Ev and Ev2 vs. the excitation intensity F under different wind speed U. When the excitation intensity F is very small, no voltage is generated. When the excitation intensity F exceeds the critical value (i.e., F>0.05 when U=1.6), Ev and Ev2 increases with the increase of the excitation intensity F. In particular, the greater the wind speed U is, the greater the critical value of excitation intensity F is, and the faster the Ev and Ev2 increase. This means that the greater the wind speed, the more violent the impact of random factors on the galloping energy harvester, but more voltage can be obtained from the wind speed. Therefore, it is necessary to find a suitable value between wind speed and random interference.

[image: images]

Figure 7: (a) First-order steady-state moment of voltage; (b) Second-order steady-state moment of voltage of the galloping energy harvester with the excitation intensity F.

Due to the fact that the spectral density of bounded noise is very complex, the analytical expression of PDF cannot be obtained by the currently known methods. Therefore, in order to further explore the impact of wind speed and random noise on the performance of the galloping energy harvester, Monte-Carlo simulation is used to numerically solve the stationary PDF of Eqs. (5) and (6). Fig. 8 shows the PDF of displacement and velocity under different wind speed. It can be seen that the PDF of displacement and velocity have similar curves in Figs. 8a and 8b, and both show two peaks and the “crater” phenomenon, which are caused by the galloping and demonstrates the quasi-periodic oscillatory properties of the galloping energy harvester.

[image: images]

Figure 8: (a) The displacement PDF; (b) The velocity PDF of the galloping energy harvester with β=0.001 and f=0.01.

Meanwhile, the higher the wind speed U is, the stronger the periodic galloping vibration due to the enhanced aerodynamic instability, and the more prone the bluff body to vibration. For example, when U=1, the vibration displacement is restrained into [−0.8,0.8]. And when U=1.6, the vibration displacement is restrained into [−1.44,1.44]. It is worth noting that the amplitude of the bluff body cannot exceed the range of the galloping energy harvester. Therefore, the ambient wind speed should be further considered in practical application.

Fig. 9 shows the PDF of the displacement and velocity under different damping ratios ζ, respectively. All the curves have two peaks and the crater. As the different damping ratio ζ increases, the peak value of the displacement PDF decrease, and the range of vibration decreases. the velocity PDF has the opposite phenomenon. The reason is that increasing to damping ratios ζ increases the critical wind speed for galloping, which in turn weakens the performance of the galloping energy harvester. Therefore, when designing the galloping energy harvester, the damping ratios should be reduced as much as possible to improve the performance.

[image: images]

Figure 9: (a) The displacement PDF; (b) The velocity PDF of the galloping energy harvester with β=0.001,f=0.01 and U=1.6 under the different damping ratios ζ.

Fig. 10 shows the PDF of the displacement and velocity under electromechanical coupling coefficients s. The curves in Figs. 10a and 10b are similar to Fig. 9a. The electromechanical coupling coefficient s=θ2CpM includes the capacitance Cp and the bluff body mass M. In general, the bluff mass M is hardly variable, and the capacitance Cp depends on the piezoelectric (PZT) materials used. Therefore, Fig. 10 could provide theoretical guidance for the performance of the energy harvester with different PZT materials.
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Figure 10: (a) The displacement PDF; (b) the velocity PDF of the galloping energy harvester with β=0.001,f=0.01 and U=1.6 under the different electromechanical coupling coefficients s.

6  Conclusions

A galloping energy harvester under bounded parameter excitation is investigated theoretically. Due to the properties of the galloping phenomenon, the multi-scales method is employed to study the first-order approximate solution of the galloping energy harvester, and an expression for the solution is derived. Then the stability of the trivial solutions and nontrivial solutions are discussed, respectively. Analytical expressions for the LLE, which determines the stability of the trivial solution, are obtained. The numerical results show that the LLE reaches the maximum at the center of the unstable region, which is around the resonance region, and beyond the region is stability. The analytical expressions for the response moments of the nontrivial solutions are obtained by the moment method. The results show that the tuning parameters, the cubic stiffness coefficient, and the excitation strength, have a significant impact on the dynamic characteristics of the steady-state moments. The tuning parameters will cause the system to generate a multi-solution region. And the voltage output of the energy harvester can be controlled by adjusting the cubic coefficient. In addition, the stationary PDF was obtained by Monte-Carlo simulation. It found that the performance of the galloping energy harvester is correlated with wind speed, the damping ratio, and the PZT materials. The output voltage of the energy harvester can be increased by adjusting the damping rate and selecting suitable PZT materials. And the damping ratios should be reduced as much as possible when designing the galloping energy harvester. In conclusion, the stochastic response properties of the galloping energy harvester under bounded random parameter excitation are revealed. In the future, the relevant results can provide a guide for the optimization and design of energy harvesters.
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