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Rough Hertzian Contact

The interfacial contact pressure and shear traction distributions are found for a sphere
pressed onto an elastically similar half-space whose surface is populated by a uniform
array of spherical asperities, when the normal load is constant and an oscillatory shear,
less than that needed to cause sliding, is imposed. Details of the load history suffered by

asperities in an outer sliding annulus and an inner disk, where they experience partial

D. A. Hills

Department of Engineering Science,
University of Oxford,

Parks Road,

0X1 3PJ, Oxford, UK

slip, are found, together with the effects of the roughness on the overall tangential
compliance and the frictional energy losses. It is shown that for the example combination
of parameters chosen, under light shear loads, the rough contact absorbs less energy
than a smooth one subject to the same loading history, but that for larger shearing forces
the reverse is true. [DOIL: 10.1115/1.3063697]
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1 Introduction

A topographically smooth incomplete contact, such as a Hert-
zian contact (Fig. 1(a)), will dissipate energy by frictional hyster-
esis when it is subjected to a constant normal load and oscillatory
tangential shear. The details of the mechanism underlying this
phenomenon have been known for over 60 years, since the pio-
neering solution of Cattaneo [1], rediscovered about 10 years later
by Mindlin [2]. Mindlin went on to refine the solution for various
loading histories [3,4], and a very comprehensive summary of this
piece of work was provided by Deresiewicz [5]. It has proved
extremely helpful in understanding the performance of many
problems in so-called “partial slip,” where fretting damage occurs
[6]. Although the dissipation of energy is, in some ways, a phe-
nomenon to be avoided, because it leads to surface damage, it is,
at the same time, useful in a range of circumstances where absorp-
tion of mechanical energy is desirable, such as a frictional energy
damper.

The Cattaneo—Mindlin solution is exact only when applied to
the plane form of the contact. This is because, when superposition
is used with a three-dimensional problem the transverse compo-
nent of slip displacement is modified [7], and hence the orthogo-
nality requirement of Coulomb friction is not strictly satisfied.
Nevertheless, the solution has been shown to describe well the
stick-slip pattern present [8], and the error is usually very small
for contacts where the contacting materials have only low or mod-
erate Poisson’s ratios [7]. An important generalization of the
Cattaneo—Mindlin procedure was developed independently quite
recently by Jiger [9] and by Ciavarella [10], who showed that in
any singly or multiply connected plane contact the Cattaneo pro-
cedure for scaling the corrective shear traction will apply and, as
with the Cattaneo problem, the technique may be applied with
only limited error to a three-dimensional problem.

The design of frictional dampers is currently of considerable
interest, particularly in the gas-turbine industry, and the limita-
tions of the classical solution are becoming more apparent in vari-
ous ways. For example, it is not clear that a classical friction law
will continue to apply at very small contact dimensions, and an-
other problem addressed here is the effect of surface roughness.
There are many ways in which roughness can be tackled in con-
tact problems, and the approach taken is a very idealized one,
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intended (a) to expose the general nature of the behavior of
partial-slip contacts in the presence of imperfections, (b) to give
some idea of the different distributions of dissipation present in a
rough contact compared with a smooth one, and (c) to reveal the
tangential compliance of the contact, together with its hysteresis
loop.

The problem we have tackled here is geometrically very simple,
and it is shown in Fig. 1(b). An axisymmetric problem has been
chosen because it means that the absolute values of both normal
and tangential compliances can be found, and these terms have no
unique definition in a plane analysis. A sphere of radius R is
pressed normally by a force P onto a surface consisting of an
array of spherical asperities of radius p (Fig. 2). The asperities are
regularly spaced on a grid composed of equilateral triangles of
side b, and there is one asperity that is located immediately be-
neath the center of the sphere. All the asperities are assumed to
have the same height in this very simplified model, although it
would not affect the behavior of the system if the asperities were
present on the surface of the sphere instead. It is simply easier to
think of the problem if we display it in this way. Extensions to the
problem by allowing the tip radii of the asperities, or their heights,
to vary would be very straightforward, following the Greenwood
and Tripp model of roughness [11] and no significant change in
the formulation would be needed, although, of course, the number
of independent variables would increase.

The first step in the calculation is to determine the number of
asperities in contact for a given applied load, the load each indi-
vidual asperity carries, and the resultant contact pressure distribu-
tion. This is done by treating each individual contact as a conven-
tional Hertzian contact, and by thinking of each contact as a point
force when its effect on other contacts is being found. Clearly this
will not be precisely correct if the asperity spacing is not much
bigger than an individual contact disk, but it will improve in qual-
ity as the sparseness of the asperity positions, relative to the indi-
vidual contact diameters, increases. The advantage of this ideali-
zation is that it means that the resulting family of simultaneous
equations to be solved is linear everywhere except on the leading
diagonal. Note, though, that there are two levels of approximation
in the procedure. The first is in approximating the effect of an
individual asperity by a point force, and the second is in assuming
that each individual contact responds as an axisymmetric Hertzian
contact, so that the details of the influence of any local surface
normal displacement gradient are not taken into account, beyond a
constant depression. The primary output in this paper, though, is
not the effect of normal load but of shear. When once the normal
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Half-space

Idealised rough half-space

Fig. 1 (a) Hertzian contact problem and (b) equivalent ideal-
ized rough contact

contact pressure distribution has been found, use may be made of
the Jiager—Ciavarella principle to find the effect of a monotonically
increasing shearing force. Most applications of this idea to date
have centered on single contacts, but there is no reason why it
cannot be applied to multiply connected contacts, as Ciavarella
noted [12]. If the coefficient of friction between the contacting
surfaces is f, and the applied shearing force has been increased to
a value Q(<fP), the net shearing traction can be found by taking
the slipping distribution g(x) (where g(x,y)=fp(x,y) everywhere)
and subtracting from it a scaled form.

Guided by an earlier plane form of the calculation [13], we can
infer the general response to be expected: If the contact were
smooth, it would consist of a central stick disk surrounded by an
annular slip region. In the rough form of the contact, we expect
those asperities lying in the macroscopic stick region to be in

Fig. 2

“Isometric” asperity distribution
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partial slip, and those in the macroscopic slip region to be in
sliding, although the “smooth” stick/slip boundary may not coin-
cide exactly with the boundary between partial-slip/sliding asperi-
ties.

We will begin by solving the normal contact problem.

2 Normal Contact Problem

The standard Hertzian contact solution for a sphere (see Fig.
1(a)), of radius R, pressed onto the flat surface of an elastically
similar half-space by a contact force P, gives the approach of two
deep points: one within each body A as

9
A= ( , )P2 1
16E*’R W

where

y E

£ 2(1-v7%) @
E is Young’s modulus and v is Poisson’s ratio. Thus, for a solitary
Hertzian contact Ao« P*3. We will use this expression to describe
the effect of the deformation of an individual asperity at its own
location [14]. We need now to find the effects of the forces de-
veloped at all other asperities on the one under consideration. For
the other asperities, it is not necessary to allow for the distributed
nature of the contact pressure, and, by appealing to St. Venant’s
principle, we may idealize their influence as point forces. Thus,
the second result we need is the approach of two deep points, one
within each body, due to a normal force P applied to the contact-
ing bodies as a point force at the origin of the coordinate system.
This is given by

A(r) = 3)

wE*r
where

rP=xt+y’ 4)
Consider now the problem depicted in Fig. 1(b). First, note that

for any individual asperity of radius p, in contact with the sphere
of radius R, the relative radius of curvature R, is

I 1 1 1 R
—=—+—=—<1+—> (5)
R, R p R p

For any given asperity i, the total surface normal displacement w;,
due to both its own contact load and those present at all other
asperities, is given by

13
) 2/3 1 P
i sk /

By V(Xi—xj)z +(y; —)’j)z
where the first term represents the effect of the force transmitted
by asperity i while the remaining terms, under the summation
sign, give the influence of all other asperities. If the two bodies
approach each other by an amount A, the normal approach of a

pair of surface points, evaluated at the center of asperity 7 is given
by

Wi= ( 16E72R ©

2,2
X;+y;
Alx,y) =Ag— ——— 7
(x;,y7) 0 2R (7)
Within the (initially unknown) contact patch
w;=Ax;;) (8)

which now forms a set of simultaneous equations, while outside
the contact patch

w; < Alx;,y;) )

which is the usual inequality for finite separation exterior to the
contact. We also require that
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Fig. 3 Example problem: pressure distribution

P;>0, Vi within the contact
(10)

This pair of inequalities, encapsulating the Signorini conditions, is
sufficient to define the size of the contact or, here, the specific
number of asperities in contact. Lastly, overall equilibrium de-

mands that
P=>P (11)

where P is the applied normal load on the macroscopic rough
contact.

(no tensile forces are permitted)

2.1 Solution. As stated earlier, in the example problems ex-
amined so far, the asperities are distributed on the half-space using
an “isometric” grid (Fig. 2), where the distance between each
asperity and its closest neighbors is constant and equal to b. We
have chosen p/R=0.02, and b/R=0.0025, and an applied load
such that 37 asperities are pressed into contact. Of course the
contact size is unknown initially, and a first guess may be found
from the solution of the equivalent smooth contact problem. In
practice we choose a value for the remote approach Ay/R and this
is set to 5X 1073, The nonlinear simultaneous system of Egs.
(6)—(8) is solved using the conjugate gradient technique imple-
mented within a commercially available nonlinear solver, and is
followed by conducting checks for the inequalities in Egs. (9) and
(10). The number of asperities in contact is modified and iteration
is carried out until Egs. (9) and (10) are satisfied. P is then com-
puted using Eq. (11). Once the solution to the rough normal prob-
lem has been found, each asperity can be treated as an individual
Hertzian contact and the individual contact diameters found. Fig-
ure 3 shows the pressure distribution found; the x—y axes repre-
sent coordinates in the plane of the contact normalized with re-

. . P ———
spect to the equivalent smooth contact radius ay=V3PR/4E",
while the altitude denotes the pressure normalized by the maxi-
mum Hertzian pressure for the equivalent smooth contact pyy
=2{6PE"?/R?. Not only is the pressure distribution at each as-
perity in the form of a rotated ellipse, as expected, but the ordi-
nates of the individual asperity contact pressure distributions
themselves lie approximately on an overall elliptical form, as
might be expected.

3 Effect of an Increasing Shear Force

The next step is to determine the influence of the shearing force
applied to the macroscopic contact and to find how it is appor-
tioned among the asperities. A direct approach would involve first
calculating the tangential compliance of each asperity. This would
then permit the individual asperity shear forces to be found, using
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the concept of a set of springs in parallel. While this is perfectly
feasible it is quite tricky to implement, and it is also not necessary.
The Ciavarella—Jdger principle demonstrates that, for any half-
plane contact problem, whether singly or multiply connected, the
shearing traction distribution in a partial-slip problem may be
found by the following three step procedure.

1. Solve the normal contact problem and corresponding contact
pressure distribution.

2. Note that the sliding shearing traction distribution is the
same function as the contact pressure distribution but scaled
by the coefficient of friction.

3. The net shearing traction in partial slip is found by subtract-
ing a further shearing traction distribution. This is scaled in
magnitude and extent, compared with the sliding distribu-
tion, and corresponds to the contact pressure distribution,
which would be present at a lower contact force.

It is this powerful result which obviates the need to conduct the
detailed individual contact model procedure described. It is
straightforward to find subsequently, for each individual asperity,
the shear load supported, and hence the ratio Q;/ Q. The Cattaneo—
Mindlin problem can hence be solved at the asperity level for the
ith asperity.

It should be pointed out that if we increase the tangential load
QO monotonically from zero, all asperities will initially transmit no
shear, and may be thought of as “stuck.” As the shearing force is
increased, what appears macroscopically as a slip annulus will
start to develop from the outside of the contact, and the stick-slip
boundary will migrate inwards as the shearing force is applied.
Further, those asperities, which are in the macroscopic stick re-
gion will themselves exhibit partial slip, while those in the mac-
roscopic slip region, will slide. Therefore, all asperities not near
the contact boundary will go into partial slip as the shearing force
is applied, and if the shearing force becomes large enough, they
will experience a transition to full sliding. Figure 4(a) shows the
rings on which asperities are centered (labeled A-F, which will be
referred to shortly) while Fig. 4(b) shows an example distribution
of asperity responses, for the particular load Q/fP=0.5. Here only
six asperities belong to the slip annulus (schematically approxi-
mated by the dotted lines) and all the other asperities are still
within the macroscopic stick region and therefore are themselves
experiencing partial slip. The results are shown in detail in Fig. 5.
As expected, there is an outer annulus of sliding asperities and an
inner array of asperities, over an apparently adhering disk, which
are, in fact, in partial slip, as the magnified view of the central
asperity, which is the one exhibiting the smallest tendency to
slide, shows. A more quantitative display of the same information
is provided in Fig. 6, which shows the shearing traction distribu-
tion through the central plane y=0. It should be noted that the
Cattaneo—Mindlin solution at the single asperity level is recovered
and the results obtained using the 2D plane strain equivalent for-
mulation [13] can be easily retrieved. Figure 7(a) shows the evo-
lution of the dimensionless shearing force Q;/fP; supported on the
ith asperity, as the overall shearing force Q/fP is increased. The
letters A—F refer to the radial position of asperities introduced in
Fig. 4(a).

We now turn to the tangential displacements at the contact in-
terface. The load-displacement characteristic for partial-slip load-
ing can be expressed as a relationship between the component of
the tangential displacement at the ith asperity, in the same direc-
tion as the applied shear force Ai, the loading regime Q;/fP;, and
the elastic material constants, and is given by [2]

Ai-=3<2—v)ﬂ°,»[1_<1 g-)”}

-— 12
16ua; fP; (12)

The tangential displacement at each asperity Ai increases with
overall applied shear (Fig. 7(b)). There are six curves, correspond-
ing to rings of asperities A-F (Fig. 4(a)) and they are labeled at
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(b)

Fig. 4 A discrete evolution of the stick region as a function of
the tangential load Q. (a) Due to the discrete nature of the prob-
lem, the asperities centered on “rings” A—F (central asperity)
will enter the slip annulus discontinuously while varying the
tangential load Q monotonically from 0 to fP. (b) Example dis-
tribution for Q/fP=0.5: Here only six asperities belong to the
slip annulus (schematically approximated by the dotted lines).

the right-hand side of the plot. The important feature, here, are the
“steps” in displacement evident at several points in the curves
(and indicated by the black arrows). These are not caused by
numerical problems, but they arise as asperities toward the edge
of the macroscopic stick region reach the sliding condition and so
make the transition to the broadening slip annulus (the progres-
sion is also indicated by the letters A—E adjacent to the vertical
arrows identifying the ring of asperities entering the slip annulus
corresponding to each step, and first used in Fig. 4(a)).

We now consider the effect of a cyclic shear force. The com-
putation of the energy dissipated during repeated partial-slip load-
ing cycles requires both the evolution of shear traction and rela-
tive tangential displacements to be determined at asperity level. In
order to calculate the shear tractions for a varying shear force Q,
two corrective terms describing the redistribution of shear are re-
quired during the unloading and reloading phases. Again this may
be treated using the Ciavarella—Jiger principle and the shearing
tractions evolving found. The expression for the shearing force at
each asperity is now given by the superposition of three terms,
with the second and the third contributions scaled in both magni-
tude and extent.

4 Energy Absorption

A very powerful technique was evolved by Mindlin and col-
leagues [4] for determining the frictional energy expenditure, and
hence the formation of hysteresis loops. The most direct way of

021401-4 / Vol. 131, APRIL 2009

Fig. 5 Shear traction distribution for Q/fP=0.5: (a) overall and
(b) localized (central asperity) three-dimensional distributions

evaluating frictional losses would, of course, be to look at the
shearing tractions present within the contact and to determine the
slip displacement experienced during a loading cycle. This would
reveal the density of frictional work expended, which could then
be integrated over the true contact area. However, the approach is

P(x,0).9(x,0)

P fpou
6

—+—Shear Traction
— Pressure

0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

fxo

Fig. 6 Normalized pressure and shear traction distribution for
Q/fP=0.5 and y=0
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Fig. 7 Dimensionless (a) shearing forces and (b) displace-
ments at asperity level as a function of the dimensionless tan-
gential load Q/fP

numerically intensive and tedious, and Mindlin noted that the
losses are also manifested in the form of the changing tangential
compliance/shearing force hysteresis loops of the contact. By
looking at the losses in this way, the need to integrate the effects
over the contact area is avoided, and, in this particular case, the
economy in computational effort is even greater than in the case
of a solitary contact. Details of the calculation are given in Refs.
[3,5], and, for a single, topographically smooth Hertzian contact,
the hysteresis loop is displayed in Fig. 8(a), for reference. During
the application of the initial shear, the deep-point tangential dis-
placement A, is given by

A= 3(2—V)fP[1_<1_2)2/3]
16pa fP

during loading. During unloading,
max \ 2/3
-2
fP

max 2/3
_3(2—V)fP[2<]_Q —Q)/_<
(14)

(13)

A, =
i 16a 2fP

and finally during reloading,
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Fig. 8 Normalized displacements versus normalized shear
force loops for Q™2*/fP=0.5: (a) smooth equivalent contact and
(b) asperities

AN:_MM

Qmax + Q)2/3 <
16ua - -

max \ 2/3
-2
2fP fP

(15)

The last two equations define the form of the curve in the steady
state partial-slip cycle. The resultant energy expenditure can also
be found in closed form as reported in Ref. [5].

_9(2—v)f2P2[1 (1 @)5“
T e

max max \ 2/3
_SQ [1+(1—Q_ >/H
6fP fpP

Although this technique is very ingenious and can be applied
both at the macroscopic scale (for a smooth contact) and at the
asperity scale for a rough contact, it cannot be used to determine
the work done against friction by those asperities, which are slid-
ing. However, it is still not necessary to carry out an integration of
the work over the asperity contact area. Instead, we simply treat
each asperity contact as a sliding point force. Care is still needed
when calculating the sliding distance, as this is controlled by both
the macroscopic contact compliance (which drives the asperity
toward sliding) and the compliance of the individual contact
(which reduces slightly the distance slid). Details are given in the
Appendix.

In Fig. 8(b) hysteresis loops are plotted for three individual
asperities present on the surface of the example rough macro-
scopic contact being studied. The normalization is itself now per-
formed at the asperity level, and the evolution of 16ua,A’/3(2

(16)
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—v)fP; is plotted as a function of Q;/fP. It should also be noted
here that for the asperity in the slip annulus (A), the flat portion of
the loop corresponds to saturated values of Q;=fP; and A;™
—AM™ represents the maximum relative displacement of the slid-
ing asperities with respect to the stick region. The central asperity,
which is the one experiencing the lowest ratio of Q;/fP;, gives the
narrowest loop (F), while those on the rings E-B in Fig. 4 are
characterized by slightly wider loops, progressively larger as the
asperities approach the slip annulus (see B). However, most strik-
ing are the loops for the sliding asperities, which form the ex-
tremely broad loops with saturated shearing forces. It is quite
clear that, for problems of this kind, the vast majority of the en-
ergy is expended in sliding the asperities backward and forward in
the slip annulus, while the energy absorbed by those in the mac-
roscopic stick region is small. However, it should be again em-
phasized that the slip displacement exhibited by the partial-slip
asperities does control the overall tangential compliance of the
configuration, and therefore the magnitude of the slip displace-
ment of those asperities, which slide. They therefore effectively
control the “width” of the sliding asperity loops, in the sense of
the width of the parallelogram, which constitutes the work asso-
ciated with sliding. Note that the “barreled” sides of the loop
remain the same for any sliding asperity, regardless of the sliding
displacement and are, in fact, of exactly the same shape as the full
hysteresis loop of an asperity about to undergo incipient sliding.

5 Discussion of Results

For the example geometry and for a fully reversing shearing
force, oscillating between Q™** and —Q™** the energy absorbed by
the contact as a function of the magnitude of Q™**/fP is shown in
Fig. 9(a). This clearly shows how the hysteresis losses, while
remaining a monotonically increasing function of the dimension-
less shearing force range, exhibit distinct steps in behavior as the
force range is increased. Also shown on the same graph is the
energy absorbed by a perfectly smooth spherical contact, devoid
of asperities, experiencing the same shearing force history. The
nondimensionalization of the energy expenditure used here is
10paEs/9(2—v)f*P?, plotted against Q™*/fP. When there are
relatively few asperities sliding, and the contact (as shown at a
larger scale in Fig. 9(b)) is in a near full-stick condition, the rough
contact absorbs less energy than the smooth one. However, at a
ratio of QM**/fP of about 0.37 this property is reversed, and the
rough contact absorbs more energy. The gap between the two
solutions shows a very complicated trend, and this feature can be
traced back to the effect of asperities moving discretely from the
bulk stick to the bulk slip region, described in some detail in Sec.
4. When plotted in this form, though, the effect is much more
pronounced.

loop found both at the asperity level and at the aggregate level of
the macroscopic contact. It has been shown that the energy ab-
sorbed depends on the range of shearing force. For the example
case studied, a very lightly loaded smooth contact absorbs very
slightly more than the rough one, but when the shearing force
exceeds about 37% of the sliding value, the rough contact starts to
absorb more, and the difference increases as the sliding condition
is approached.

Clearly there are many combinations of parameters, which can
be varied here, and the function of this paper has simply been to
display the method and show its effectiveness. Natural extensions
are to vary the degree of shear load reversal, so that frictional
shakedown is possible, together with a more realistic roughness
model allowing for a variation in asperity heights and tip radii.
This will be undertaken in due course.

During preparation of this paper two articles have appeared (in
electronic form) on related topics. The first, by Kasarekar et al.
[15], seeks to address wear of rough surfaces in partial slip and
uses a formulation based on a Fourier representation of the sur-
face. The second, by Luan and Robbins [16] follows previous
studies by the same authors on comparing continuum contact me-
chanics to atomistic simulations. It should be noted that some of
the results obtained in terms of atomic interactions can be ex-
plained at the continuum level using the approach described here.
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Appendix: Surface Relative Tangential Slip Displace-
ment

The relative displacement between the adhered macroscopic
contact area and the asperities belonging to the slip annulus, when
they undergo gross sliding, is required to compute the energy
expenditure corresponding to those asperities. Therefore, the con-
tribution of every asperity to the relative surface displacement in
the tangential (x) direction needs to be taken into account. Once
the shear tractions at the interface have been computed at each
asperity, the tangential displacement can be computed following
the formulation given in Ref. [17]. For a fully reversing cycle, the
relative tangential displacement at the ith asperity at the maximum
load is given by

. Ai = E “i’j(ri,j(xi’)’i)) = Audhered (A1)
6 Conclusion vj
The stick-slip regime prevalent in an idealized rough axisym-  where
metric Hertzian contact, subject to a constant normal load and an i, (o) = i (A2)
oscillatory shear, has been found. The details of frictional dissipa- 1 (ri (0 yi)) = u, = iy
tion at the asperity level have been revealed, and the hysteresis and
a4, i=y)\? (i-x)\?
T 42— )= (4 )| L) - @ - 3 SE ) ry) =4
32 ij\ s i j
i M a; a;
= ragy, D3] 1 1Y (A9
P i, P
_3é7L (2 - V) DZ,»J- sin I(D()iyj) + D_O'L + EVDliJ (E) sin l(DOI"j) + DOi,jD3i,jD2i,j N ri,j(xi,yi) > a;
ij L]
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Fig. 9 (a) Normalized frictional energy dissipated as a function of the macroscopic normalized shear force.
Two examples of shear traction distributions corresponding to two loading conditions are also displayed as
an inset to the figure. (b) Zoom-in of the plot in Fig. 9(a) at low levels of normalized tangential forces. Two
examples of shear traction distributions corresponding to two loading conditions are also displayed as an
inset to the figure.
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(A4)
1> |6E*P;
qoj=JPoj= p 2 (A5)
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ci=aj\/1- f—QIZJL (A6)
JEj
rij(xnx) =N - x)° + (v = y)* (A7)
0 .= —%4 (A8)
H r; j(x.x;)
DOc,»j = - (A9)
o))
Dli,jz[(xi_xj)z—(yi—yj)z] (A10)
2
D2;;= [2 - (‘u’ '(z"_’x')> ] (Al1)
J
2
chh]:[z_(zw) ] A
. c
2
D3;;= 1—(—# ,(z:x.)> (A13)
2
D3c;;= 1—<4C'—) (A14)
! ri j(XiX))

Here A, gpereq 18 the (constant) displacement of the asperities be-
longing to the stick region, induced by the shear traction distribu-
tions at the asperity level.

V (xy) C Q; = fP; (A15)

The total displacement at the asperity level along the direction of
application of the load can hence be computed as

_ Al
Aadhered - Ax’
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Al = ATy Al (A16)
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