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Abstract 

This paper presents a parametric study of the efficacy of an integrated vibration energy harvesting 
device under the environmental condition representative of an offshore wind turbine. A 
multifunctional glass fibre composite with an integrated Micro Fibre Composite (MFC) energy 
harvesting device was tested by swept sine vibration under environmental conditions that ranged 
from – 40°C to 70°C in temperature and 10%RH to 90%RH in humidity in order to characterise the 
sensitivity and dependence of energy harvesting on environmental conditions. Experimental vibration 
testing was complemented with theoretical analysis to investigate the relative contributions to the 
temperature dependence of energy harvesting. This included mechanical properties of the stiffness 
and strength of the cantilever structure and the electrical properties of the MFC transducer, including 
its dielectric constants and charge coefficients. An inverse proportionality was observed between the 
magnitude of harvested energy and the climatic temperature. The efficiency of energy harvesting was 
dominated by the stiffness of the cantilever, which displayed viscoelastic temperature dependence. 
The sample was also tested with a vibration profile obtained from a wind turbine in order to validate 
the temperature influence under typical service conditions. Numerical modal analysis was used to 
determine the shapes of resonance modes, the frequencies of which were temperature dependent. 
Humidity was observed to have a secondary influence on energy harvesting, with no significant short-
term effect on the structural properties of the samples within the limits of the experimental method. 

Keywords: Multifunctional composite structure, Energy harvesting, MFC.

Introduction

The increasingly widespread use of composites for lightweight structures has been encouraged by the 
continued development of new materials, including multifunctional composites [1, 2]. Multifunctional 
structures are valued for the efficiency with which they can provide additional functionalities that 
include Structural Health Monitoring (SHM) and energy harvesting, the latter of which has been 
demonstrated as a means of self-powering sensing and wireless communications [3, 4]. In contrast to 
wired sensors, considerable savings in the cost of manufacturing, time for assembly and weight 
reduction can be achieved by the use of remote sensors that do not rely on wired connections.
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Moreover, the reliability of multifunctional sensors can be significantly greater as built-in functional 
elements that are co-manufactured into the composite benefit from the physical protection afforded 
by the encapsulating layer of resin that lasts beyond the lifetime of the product [5, 6]. There has been 
a growing interest in these multifunctional composites for a wide range of applications, from small 
consumer electronic devices and prosthetics to large vehicles, aerospace structures and civil 
infrastructure [7-12]. For instance, wireless sensor networks within multifunctional composites can 
provide SHM capabilities for wind turbine blades that are susceptible to damage and fatigue and 
thereby lower the maintenance cost of offshore wind energy [13-17]. Similarly, multifunctional 
composites can provide effective monitoring and communications for aerospace applications that 
require stringent optimisation of weight and reliability [18-20].

Low cost piezoelectric sensors have been shown to be suitable for harvesting vibrational energy in a 
wide range of applications [21, 22]. For example, Macro-Fibre Composite (MFC) devices that contain 
piezo ceramic rods and interdigitated electrodes have been reported to efficiently harvest energy 
when built into aerospace grade unidirectional composite structures [23, 24].

Piezoelectric based energy harvesting has been studied mostly with cantilever systems whereby the 
magnitude of harvested energy is proportional to the axial strain that arises due to the bending 
moment applied to the beam [25]. Energy is harvested optimally at the first mode of resonance of 
bending since this excitation results in the greatest axial strain in the cantilever. A benefit of this 
methodology is that this resonance can be directly measured from the voltage response of the 
piezoelectric device since it is maximal at the natural frequency of the structure [26, 27]. The efficacy 
of this approach for energy harvesting from an MFC embedded within a multifunctional composite 
has been reported in both experimental measurements and computational predictions by Shi et al. 
[28, 29]. Their research demonstrated energy harvesting from vibration profiles that replicated the 
service conditions of various industrial applications [28-30]. There is an outstanding need to explore 
the efficiency of energy harvesting in typical environmental conditions at different temperatures and 
humidity levels since aerospace and wind energy applications are typically required to operate in 
relatively harsh environmental conditions [31].

In this work, the temperature and humidity dependence of energy harvesting for multifunctional 
composites was studied with respect to factors that would affect the mechanical and electrical 
properties of composites and MFC energy harvesting devices  [32, 33]. A series of vibration tests were 
conducted by replicating vibration profiles obtained from the in-service operation of wind turbines for 
a wide range of temperature and humidity levels that represented the environmental conditions 
experienced at an offshore wind farm. Parametric studies of the effect of temperature and humidity 
were undertaken to assess the efficacy of energy harvesting for realistic conditions of operation.

Fabrication of composite samples and experimental tests

The environmental parameters of temperature and humidity were experimentally measured for 
energy harvesting output by the multifunctional composite cantilever under vibration tests [30]. For 
this study, a woven fibre reinforced composite sample with an integrated MFC transducer was 
manufactured and tested; details of the fabrication process are provided in subsection section 2.1. 
The subsequent subsection section 2.2 explains how the sample was tested under certain 
environmental conditions and essential data processing used for excitation data. 

2.1 Fabrication of multifunctional glass-fibre reinforced composites



12 plies of glass fibre reinforced VTC401 epoxy pre-preg (SHD Composite Material, UK) were cut into 
60mm x 200mm strips and stacked ready for curing to obtain a cured laminate thickness of 
approximately 4mm. A Macro Fibre Composite (MFC) M8528-P2 (Smart Material, Germany) was 
selected for the energy harvester device; the active area of the sensor has dimensions of 85mm x 
28mm x 0.3mm. To ensure maximum efficiency of energy harvesting with minimal losses, the MFC 
was laid up onto the top of the pre-preg plies and co-cured in a convection oven based on the curing 
conditions offered by the prepreg supplier. Release tape was used to protect the electrodes from the 
ingress of resin during the curing cycle and to ensure their readiness for connection with experimental 
facilities, as shown in Fig. 1. 

2.2 Vibration tests set up 

Dynamic vibration tests were undertaken with a Data Physics SignalForce GW-V617/DSA5-10K shaker 
with a Weiss VCV³ 4060-5 climatic test chamber at the Energy Innovation Centre in Warwick 
Manufacturing Group (WMG), University of Warwick. The sample was fastened to an aluminium 6082 
fixture on the head expander of the shaker with a single M8 steel bolt tightened with a torque wrench 
to 10Nm. The fixture was instrumented with two PCB 256A32 piezoelectric accelerometers with cables 
that were rated for operation in the full range of temperatures attained by the climatic chamber. In 
order to avoid changing the resonance characteristics of the sample by adding mass to its structure, 
the accelerometers were placed onto the fixture as close as possible to the sample rather than onto 
the sample itself for the purpose of controlling and monitoring vibration tests. The MFC harvester was 
connected to a breadboard with a predefined 20kOhm load, which has been measured to be an 
optimal external load for the sample, as determined by previous work [29, 30]. The temperature was 
measured using K-type thermocouples placed at the edge of the sample and on the main body of the 
fixture. The temperature was recorded by a Pico TC-08 thermocouple data logger. The wires of the 
accelerometers and MFC sensor were connected to a Data Physics Abacus DSPcentric Signal 
Processing Hardware data acquisition system, which was used to control the drive voltage to the 
amplifier of the shaker and to monitor the signals from the sensors, as shown in Figs 2 and 3.

Energy harvesting was evaluated by swept sine tests in the frequency domain and by the replication 
of time-history collected from the offshore wind farm in the time domain. Swept sine tests were 
undertaken from 5Hz to 500Hz at a constant acceleration of 0.5g with a sweep rate of 2 
octaves/minute and these were repeated three times for each environmental condition. The quoted 
acceleration in this work thus represents the mean value of each of the three tests. The electrical 
output of the MFC device was quantified as voltage RMS in the frequency domain. The mean voltage 
RMS from each swept sine was also calculated by averaging the voltage measured at each frequency 
interval.

A vibration profile for replication of random vibration from a wind turbine tower in an offshore wind 
farm was provided by Titan Wind Power. The sample was obtained in the form of a 60 seconds 
segment of acceleration in the time domain that was recorded at a rate of 8000Hz. This segment was 
resampled at a lower resolution of 5120Hz for compatibility with the sampling range of the shaker 
controller. Random tests were conducted by operating the shaker for a period of five minutes, which 
was achieved by consecutively repeating this 60 seconds segment 5 times. The mean voltage RMS was 
thus calculated for the whole 300 second period, for a total of 307200 data points for each random 
vibration test. Vibration testing was performed with the following procedure for each temperature 
and humidity set-point:



Adjust the temperature set-point and wait for hygrothermal equilibrium when the temperature of the 
thermocouple attached to the sample has stabilised to within ±0.5°C of the set-point temperature and 
the climatic chamber has stabilised at ±2%RH; this waiting period was necessary to allow the PID 
controller of the climatic chamber to adjust to the new set-point.

Repeat individual swept sine tests for 3 times.

Random vibration replication of wind turbine time-history for a period of 300 seconds.

The temperature effect on energy harvester 

This section illustrates how the temperature dependence factors affect the energy harvester device 
based on theoretical analysis and experimental results. Firstly, a swept sine excitation test was 
undertaken to explore the overall trend of energy output with an increase in temperature. With 
reference to this trend, those factors that indirectly affect the energy output were theoretically 
deduced, analysed and compared with experimental results for verification. In the last subsection, an 
experiment to investigate the influence of temperature was carried out in an environment 
representing the humidity of a real offshore wind turbine in order to compare the results of the swept 
sine excitation test and to verify the reliability of the experimental results.

3.1 Swept sine tests and results analysis

Preliminary studies were undertaken to obtain the frequency range of the first several resonant modes 
of the sample, after which it was necessary to perform swept sine excitation to characterize the 
harvester device. In the experiment, the corresponding RMS voltage output value of each frequency 
was recorded instead of measuring the time domain when the frequency changes at a logarithmic 
rate, but essentially the same as in the time domain. The blue curve in Fig. 4 shows the change of RMS 
voltage generated by the integration system during the excitation frequency from 5Hz to 500Hz at a 
constant acceleration amplitude of 0.5g with a sweep rate of 2 octaves/minute (with a total duration 
of 3 minutes and 19 seconds). The measured temperature ranged from -40 to 70 °C, spaced at intervals 
of 10 °C. The humidity was set to 50%RH, as the wind blades are thought to be largely unaffected by 
structural defects related to humidity at a relative humidity below 50%RH [39]. From these subplots, 
it is simple to notice that their output voltage varies significantly at different test temperatures, 
especially the magnitude of the vertical axis. For ease of visualisation and reflecting the changing trend 
of these blue curves more intuitively, the trend lines were plotted through the data points using a 
Fourier fitting function, which is shown as red lines in Fig. 4. A common trend in all of the subgraphs 
is an increase in voltage from 5Hz to 100Hz, after which the curves tend towards a sinusoidal plateau. 
Variation in amplitude between tests conducted shows that temperature influenced the output 
voltage. But the position of the mutation cannot be reflected as the resonant frequency, as figure 
reflects the voltage amplitude generated by the system at various frequencies, rather than the 
frequency domain image converted from time frequency, therefore lack of accuracy. However, it could 
reflect a certain extent the temperature influence on energy output by calculating the average voltage 
of the sweep test. This establishes the assumption that temperature has an effect on the structure of 
the ensemble so that the research can proceed to the next step.

Figure 5 presents the averaged magnitudes of VRMS in the frequency domain for each measured 
temperature condition previously shown in Fig. 4, with a trend line smoothed through quadratic fitting 
shown in red. From the graph, it can be seen that the highest voltage was recorded at -10 °C, so this 



is the optimal temperature for the integrated structure to generate energy. In addition, it shows a 
non-linear relationship between mean VRMS and temperature with a general trend of greater energy 
harvested at lower temperatures. Considering the composition of the sample, this trend suggests that 
the temperature dependence of the magnitude of the electrical output is affected by a multitude of 
factors, including the strain of mechanical deformation of the cantilever and the electrical properties 
of the MFC device. Meanwhile, the suitability of the MFC device for harvesting energy over a wide 
range of temperatures and its greater performance at lower temperatures indicates the relevance of 
this technology for the proposed examples of aerospace and wind energy applications since they are 
known to operate at extreme temperatures. 

3.2 Theoretical analysis of related factors

MFC device considered by this investigation was contributed to by a variety of factors that influence 
the efficacy of energy harvesting. These include the dielectric constant and charge coefficient of 
electrical parameters of the MFC and the mechanical properties of the composite structure itself. The 
correlation between these parameters and temperature has been studied in other literature. For 
instance, Płaczek et al. investigated the influence of temperature on the energy harvesting efficiency 
of an MFC device oscillated under tension at a fixed frequency of 1.5Hz [35]. A negative linear 
correlation between peak voltage and the temperature was found by their work with a change in the 
maximum voltage of more than 50% from -30°C to 70°C. They concluded that this change was due to 
the temperature dependence of the dielectric constant of the MFC. However, the authors are unaware 
of any study that has shown how these parameters affect the performance of energy harvesting 
devices and which factor dominates in the case of their integration into a co-fabricated structure.

The charge coefficient determines the capacitance parameters and therefore and indirectly affects 
the reactance value, Zc, which can be expressed briefly by equations (1) and (2) [40]:

                                                                              (1)Z_c =
1

2πfC

                                                                              (2)C =  
kεpA

d

Where f is the standard electrical frequency, εp is the dielectric permittivity of MFC, A is the area of 
the conductive plate, k is the relative permittivity and d is the distance between the conductive plates. 

The capacitance at room temperature, C of the MFC used in this investigation was obtained from the 
product datasheet as the quoted value of 177nF (±20%) [37]. A capacitive reactance Zc (approximately 
17983Ω) was calculated from equation (1) using this value. According to the work of Płaczek et al., a 
linear relationship between the dielectric constant of the MFC and temperature can be assumed, 
resulting in a linear change of the capacitive reactance Zc from 20631.9Ω at -35°C to 16248.6Ω at 70°C 
[35]. Furthermore, an MFC can be equivalently modelled as a system in which capacitance and 
resistance are connected in parallel and voltage is connected in series [41], so that the total reactance 
of the MFC can be expressed by equation (3):

                                                                           (3)                                                                     Zi =
ZCZR

ZC + ZR

Where ZR is the internal resistance of the MFC. According to the material composition, and 
approximate resistance can be assumed based on the resistivity of PZT-5 and volume of the MFC used 
in this experiment, which is 12.6MΩ [42]. The total reactance Zi is equivalent to Zc, which means the 



internal resistance of MFC can be ignored. Therefore, the current generated by a piezoelectric 
transducer can be derived by equation (4) [29]:

                                                               (4)Isc(t) =  ω(t)d31σavA

Where ISC is the short circuit current and ω(t) is the frequency at which the piezoelectric transducer 
was excited. σav is the average stress acting on the piezoelectric layer and A is the active area of the 
piezoelectric domain. The M8528-P2 MFC device utilised in this investigation primarily harvests energy 
transverse to the axis of polarization, so it was assumed that the d31 mode was predominantly 
activated by the stresses produced under the peak-to-peak tension and compression caused by 
cantilever bending. 

The parameters of A and ω(t) are invariant, while the value of the charge coefficient d31 is 
approximately linearly proportional to temperature [38,43,44]. For a load current Iload and an external 
electrical impedance Zload, which is equal to 20kOhm, the electrical power of harvested energy P(t) can 
be calculated by equations (5) and (6) [29]:

                                                  (5)Iload(t) =
I2

sc(t)Zi

Z2
i + Z2

load
=

(ω(t)d31σavA)2 ∙ ( 1
2πfC)

( 1
2πfC)2

+ Z2
load

                                                       (6)P(t) = I2
load(t)Zload =

I4
sc(t)ZloadZ2

i

Z2
i + Z2

load

In equation (4), the temperature dependence of energy harvesting is influenced by d31, σav and C. As 

previously shown, C increases with temperature, so that the value of the quotient  ranges 
𝑍𝑖

𝑍2
𝑖 + 𝑍2

𝑙𝑜𝑎𝑑

from 0.718 to 0.630 based on the capacitive reactance Zi varying between 20631.9Ω at -35°C and 
16248.6Ω at 70°C. Furthermore, there is a positive correlation between d31 and temperature where 
the gradient of this relationship is dependent on the composition of the piezoelectric material. For 
instance, Wolf observed an increase of 29% in the magnitude of d31 for a PZT film with equal quantities 
of Zr and Ti over a temperature range from -55°C to 85°C [45]. By assuming a similar linear correlation 
for the M8528-P2 MFC device, it is estimated that the magnitude of d31 increases by 23.9% from -35°C 
to 70°C. It is notable that despite the positive correlation of d31 and small negative correlation of 

 with temperature, the actual output voltage of the energy harvester is negatively correlated 
𝑍𝑖

𝑍2
𝑖 + 𝑍2

𝑙𝑜𝑎𝑑

with temperature. According to the presented calculations, the value of the parameter σav at 70°C is 
0.535 times that at -40°C. This illustrates the significant effect of the parameter σav, which decreases 
with temperature due to the viscoelastic behaviour of the polymer matrix and therefore contributes 
to an overall reduction in output power P(t).

In order to verify this conclusion, a relationship describing the orthotropic stresses and strains that 
arises from thermal expansion and contraction is obtained from classical laminate theory and is 
expressed in equation (7) [46]:

                                                  (7)[ σ1
σ2
τ12

] = [Q11 Q12 0
Q21 Q22 0

0 0 Q66
][ ε1 ―α1∆T

ε2 ―α2∆T
γ12 0 ]

In equation (7), σi are the axial stresses, Qij is the reduced stiffness matrix, τ12 is the in-plane shear  
stress, γ12 is the in-plane shear strain, αi is the coefficient of thermal deformation and ∆T is the change 
in temperature. According to this equation, a change in temperature ∆T causes a thermal strain equal 
to  , which decreases the in-plane axial stresses σi for a positive coefficient of thermal ―𝛼𝑖∆𝑇



expansion αi. Thus, thermal expansion causes a decrease in the average stress σav generated on the 
active area of the MFC at elevated temperatures, as mentioned in equations (4), (5) and (6), which is 
consistent with the aforementioned inverse proportionality of σav with temperature.

From a micromechanical point of view, the viscoelastic behaviour of composites arises from greater 
polymer chain motion at higher temperatures, which results in a decrease in elastic modulus and a 
softening of the polymer matrix [47,48]. Assuming that the structure obeys a Hookean relationship of 
elastic deformation, the flexural stress of the cantilever will be proportionately lower for the same 
given strain at higher temperatures due to the corresponding decrease in stiffness. Similarly, to the 
effect of thermal expansion discussed for equation (7), viscoelasticity also serves to reduce the 
average stress parameter σav at higher temperatures, which causes an observed decrease in the 
output voltage of energy harvesting. A further contribution to the temperature dependence of the 
structure may be the relief of residual thermal stresses that arise during manufacturing. In contrast to 
the aforementioned effects of thermal expansion and viscoelasticity, the alleviation of thermal 
stresses is predicted to have a relatively minor influence on structural properties, although this is 
outside of the scope of this investigation.

Table 1 presents a comparison of reported findings on the influence of temperature on the energy 
harvesting of PZT materials or components [31,35,38,49]. These publications reported negative 
correlations between harvested energy and temperature, which is in agreement with the findings of 
this investigation. Prior research has focussed on the MFC transducer rather than multifunctional 
energy harvesting structures and there is variation in the methodologies employed by the researchers, 
including their investigation of different temperature conditions. As shown by the research 
opportunities identified by previous studies, the further investigation of the thermal dependence of 
energy harvesting in MFC devices will be pertinent to the practical application of smart composite 
structures.

3.3 Ambient noise vibration excitation test analysis of temperature influence

As previously shown in Fig. 5, -10 °C was found to be the optimal temperature for energy harvesting. 
Ambient vibration tests were conducted at temperatures between -30 °C and 30 °C at intervals that 
were representative of the trend observed in Fig. 5. By taking one offshore wind project from 
southeastern China as an example reference, tests were conducted with a humidity set-point of 
70%RH to represent typical environmental conditions [50]. 

As previously discussed in section 3.2, the viscoelasticity of the polymer matrix influences the stiffness 
of the cantilever, so its resonance frequency is also affected by temperature. As shown in Fig. 6, the 
frequency of the first three modes of cantilever resonance decrease with temperature; the 
corresponding mode patterns are shown to the right side of the graph. The maximum displacement 
occurring in the 1st and 2nd bending modes (Mode 1, 3) and the 1st torsion mode (Mode 2) are shown 
by the visualisations in Fig. 6. These were obtained from FEA analysis according to the location of MFC 
and its operating principle through COMSOL. The finite element modelling was completely consistent 
with the actual experiment, including the material properties of the integration sample used, 
boundary conditions and so on. It can be noted that higher-order modes were associated with greater 
absolute changes in the magnitude of the resonance frequency as a function of temperature. The 



associated changes in stiffness and resonance frequency thereby affect the energy harvested for a 
given amplitude of excitation. 

The overall trend of the RMS voltage output with temperature for ambient vibration, shown in Fig. 7, 
is similar to that observed for the swept sine tests in Fig. 5, although the comparable magnitude of 
the energy harvested for each temperature condition was different. For the wind replicator tests 
shown in Fig. 7, the output voltage at 10°C is greater than the output voltage at 30°C and output at -
20°C is greater than -30°C, which are inconsistent with the results previously shown for swept sine 
frequency experiments in Fig.5. This leads to the question, what is the reason for the difference 
between the results of these two experiments. One reason could be the measurement error of the 
experiment. As the data in Fig. 7 is the average of five measurements, their standard deviations were 
calculated to evaluate the dispersion, where the maximum standard deviation at -10°C is 
approximately 4.6% of the mean value, which is well within the acceptable margin of error. This 
difference between the results of two experiments can be due to the vibration profiles applied by the 
swept sine and wind replicator tests. In the former, the amplitude of input vibration was constant, 
whereas for the latter the amplitude varied in the frequency domain. Exploring the magnitude and 
reasons of the differences can verify the correlation between the results of swept frequency vibration 
experiment and ambient vibration experiment.

The harvested energy is maximal when the amplitude of bending of the cantilever is greatest, which 
occurs when the frequency of excitation coincides with the frequency of the first mode of resonance 
of the cantilever. This occurs between 21.23Hz and 22.366Hz for the range of temperatures shown in 
Fig. 6. Obviously, the frequency changing with temperatures for mode 1 is negligible. Meanwhile, as 
shown in Fig. 4, the output voltage of the MFC is substantially lower at frequencies below 100Hz for 
all temperatures and this serves to reduce the contribution of the first mode of resonance to the 
overall magnitude of harvested energy. In contrast, the second and third modes of resonance occur 
at frequencies above 100Hz for which the output voltage of the MFC device is greater, so their 
contributions to harvested energy are proportionately higher than might be suggested by the shape 
of their deflections. Figure 8 presented the input frequency domain signal of ambient vibration(blue) 
and swept vibration(purple) excitation. From the point of view of the input signal, the excitation 
amplitude of swept frequency signal is stable, while the ambient vibration profile is not smooth and 
is characterised by sharp peaks, as shown in Fig. 8. However, according to the nature of the resonance 
phenomenon, resonance occurs when the excitation frequency is close to the resonant frequency of 
the stimulated sample, where these resonant frequencies would change with temperature, as the 
yellow and red vertical line shown in Fig.8. No matter how large the peaks at other frequencies are, 
they have little effect on the energy output, and only the excitation amplitudes at resonance 
frequencies are more valuable. Therefore, it can be noted that there is a significant difference in the 
frequencies at which the second and third modes of resonance occur for temperatures of 10°C and 
30°C. As shown by the highlighted insets, this difference in frequency of the second and third 
resonance modes causes them to coincide with different amplitude peaks of the ambient vibration 
profile. Therefore, in addition to the general trend of greater energy harvesting at lower temperatures 
that was described in section 3.2, the magnitude of harvested energy from ambient vibration is also 
influenced by the temperature dependence of resonance excitation shown in Fig.6 and the nonlinear 
frequency dependence of voltage output shown in Fig. 4. Meanwhile, the overall trend of swept 
frequency vibration experiment and ambient vibration experiment results are basically the same. 
Thus, the swept frequency test result can predict the ambient test.

While the efficacy of energy harvesting of the MFC device has been shown to be dependent on 
temperature, the strong influence of resonance on the magnitude of VRMS in Fig. 6 highlights the 



importance of structural properties of the application in determining the performance of MFC energy 
harvesting devices. This includes the geometry and stiffness of the structure, the means by which it is 
constrained and excited and the profile of the random vibration that the application will experience 
during service.

The humidity effect on energy harvesting

As described in [51], The average temperature in England throughout the year is approximately 10°C, 
with maximum temperatures exceeding 30°C in summer. The influence of humidity on energy 
harvesting was studied at these two reference temperatures to represent a typical range of 
hygrothermal conditions in the UK. Similarly, FFT analysis of the first three modes resonance 
frequency for the cantilever was presented in Fig. 9. It demonstrates that there was a negligible 
variation in the frequency at which these resonance peaks occurred for tests at the same temperature 
of 30°C with variation in humidity at 10%RH, 30%RH, 50%RH, 70%RH, 90%RH, which suggests that 
humidity did not significantly affect the resonant properties of the cantilever.

It should be noted that this study of the influence of humidity was undertaken with the methodology 
described in section 2.2 so that tests were started immediately once the temperature and humidity 
within the climatic chamber had reached equilibrium. This timescale is insufficient for obtaining 
moisture equilibrium within composite samples due to the slow process of diffusion of water into the 
polymer matrix [52]. These results, therefore, do not reflect the long-term influence of moisture 
uptake on the composite sample. Since Young's modulus of glass fibre reinforced epoxy is known to 
decrease due to swelling of the matrix with water [53], it can be expected that longer exposure in 
more humid environments will decrease the harvested energy. Previous analysis classified that the EH 
change at 10°C and 30°C is caused by input vibration. Nevertheless, the swept and ambient test were 
processed at different humidity condition. Therefore, a comparison of the humidity sensitivity of 
measured voltage outputs in experiments at temperatures of 10°C and 30°C is illustrated to explain 
how much humidity matters in these two experiments, as shown in Fig. 10. 

It is showing a clear change of the output voltage measured at different humidity levels in Fig. 10, 
however, it is worth to notice that it is less significant  because the change was shown due to an 
enlarged scale of the vertical axis as a focus. With a calculation of the standard deviation of the voltage 
output generated at the humility of 10%RH, 30%RH, 50%RH, 70%RH, 90%RH, respectively, the errors 
are found to be 3.36% for 10°C and 2.87% for 30°C separately, both of errors are far under 5%. The 
humidity sensitivity is hence to be negligible than the findings tested for temperatures’ study in Fig. 
7.. Furthermore, according to the aforementioned conclusion by Fig.9, short-term exposure to 
humidity seemed to have a minor effect on the mechanical resonance properties of the cantilever, 
although it may be attributed to electrical parameters of the MFC transducer on humidity variation.  
This was proven by the work of Lipscomb et al., where the resistance of a single piezo-ceramic was 
indeed associated with humidity factors [54]. But our work is integrating the energy harvesters with 
composite structure together as a full functional device, that might be the reason to show a slight 
effect by humidity factor based on our experimental measurements. In our future study, r the focus 
to disambiguate the effects of humidity on the mechanical and electrical properties of such integrated 
composite structures, will be investigated.

Conclusion 



A glass fibre composite cantilever sample was subjected to swept sine frequency and wind field 
ambient vibration profiles in order to investigate the effect of temperature and humidity on the 
energy harvesting of integrated functional composite.

The swept sine tests showed strong correlations between the output voltage and temperature, with 
a general trend of greater energy harvesting at lower temperatures. In addition, swept sine testing 
also showed that the voltage amplitudes varied with frequency and tended to increase in magnitude 
from low frequencies towards a plateau at 100Hz. In addition, this investigation has considered the 
influence of electrical parameters, including the dielectric constant and charge coefficient on energy 
harvesting. Theoretical analysis confirms a negative correlation between the temperature and the 
flexural stiffness and strength of the structure, which is also the dominant factor affecting the power 
output of energy harvesting. 

Testing with a wind field ambient vibration profile demonstrated the suitability of the integrated 
energy harvesting device for the practical application of vibration harvesting from a wind turbine. The 
result analysis showed how the temperature dependence of the frequencies of flexural and torsional 
modes of resonance affected the magnitude of harvested energy, which resulted in minor differences 
from the outcome of the swept sine experiments. The output of energy harvesting was more strongly 
correlated with temperature than humidity. Resonance frequencies were not measurably affected by 
humidity for the short periods of hygrothermal conditioning permitted by the methodology, so the 
observed nonlinear influence of humidity on energy harvesting may have arisen from the effect of 
humidity on the electrical properties of the sensor. Further work should investigate temperature by 
including longer periods of climatic conditioning to investigate the long-term effect of moisture update 
on the efficacy of energy harvesting. 

In conclusion, the research has shown the feasibility of an energy harvester device integrated with 
MFC transducer under extreme environmental conditions, where the efficiency of the power output 
varied with the temperature and humidity. Temperature affected both the mechanical and electrical 
properties of the integrated energy harvesting device, while energy harvesting was dominated by the 
structural properties of the composite cantilever. This study promotes the practice of smart 
multifunctional composite materials and provides a parametric consideration for the potential 
influence factors in practical application from multiple perspectives.
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Figure:

Figure 1 Schematic diagram of the co-manufacturing of the glass fibre laminate sample with MFC 
device.



Figure 2 Experimental setup for vibration testing of the integrated MFC-on-GFRP sample. A pre-
defined excitation profile (swept sine or replicator vibration data) generated by the computer was 
amplified and transmitted to the shaker. The shaker is fixed in the climatic chamber. The voltage 

output through the external resistor (20kΩ) is recorded by the SignalStar Scalar control system, then 
feedback to the computer.

Figure 3 Cantilever sample and instrumentation for vibration testing in climatic chamber. K-type 
thermocouples were utilised for temperature measurement. Two accelerometers were applied for 

GFRP cantilever 
sample with MFC 
sensor

Monitor 
accelerometer

Head expander with 
aluminium fixture

Control 
accelerometer

Thermocouple

MFC



the control and monitoring purpose to ensure the consistency of the excitation condition near to the 
centre of the fixture with the excitation condition near to the sample.

Figure 4 The RMS voltage output of Swept test in the frequency domain at different temperatures 
with fitted trend lines shown in red. The humidity is set up at 50%RH, temperature ranges from -

38.5°C to 70°C

Figure 5 The averaged mean VRMS of Swept test in the frequency domain and trend line for a range 
of temperatures.



   

Figure 6 Temperature dependence at 70%RH of the ambient vibration test within the first three 
modes resonance frequency of the cantilever, which include the Mode 1(1st bending), Mode 2(1st 

torsion) and Mode 3(2nd bending).

Figure 7 Temperature dependence of mean VRMS of harvested electrical energy within ambient 
vibration test. Datapoints represent the average of five measurements and the error bars represent 

one standard deviation for these mean data.

  



Figure 8 The FFT of ambient vibration excitation input data to the frequency domain. The purple line 
is the input swept frequency excitation in frequency domain.  The yellow and red lines are the 

respective frequencies of the 2nd and 3rd modes of resonance of the sample at 10 and 30 °C. 
Subfigures are the enlarged view around the target frequency.

Figure 9 Variation of the frequency of the 1st, 2nd and 3rd modes of resonance with humidity at 30°C.



 

Figure 10 Comparison of effect of humidity on VRMS at 10°C and 30°C. The data is the average of 
five measurements and error bar represents one standard deviation from the mean for these data.



Table:

Authors/year Material Power/voltage 
vs 
temperature 

Temperature 
range   

Factors influencing the 
efficacy of energy harvesting

Kim, S./2011 
[49]

Soft and hard 
PZT

Negative 
correlation

25 – 150 °C Mainly the eletrical 
properties

Lin, X./2017 [38] PZT-51 fiber Negative 
correlation

-15 – 80 °C Mainly the eletrical 
properties 

Arroyo, E./2017 
[31]

PZT Negative 
correlation

20 – 160 °C 50% Mechanical quality 
factor and 30% thermal 
stresses

Płaczek, 
M./2019 [35]

PZT-5 (MFC-
8528-P2)

Negative 
correlation

-30 – 70 °C Mainly the eletrical 
properties 

Table 1. Comparison of reported findings of the influence of temperature on energy harvesting.


