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This paper presents an analytical solution for the stress distributions within spherical ceramic pebbles
subjected to multiple surface loads along different directions. The method of solution employs a displace-
ment approach together with the Fourier associated Legendre expansion for piecewise boundary loads.
The solution corresponds to spherically isotropic elastic spheres. The classical solution for isotropic
spheres subjected diametral point loads is recovered as a special case of our solution. For the isotropic
pebbles under consideration, stresses within spheres are numerically evaluated. The results show that
the number of loads does have significant influence on the maximum tensile stress inside the sphere.
Moreover, the applicability of solutions using the series expansion method for stresses near surface load
areas is also examined. The stresses evaluated with large enough number of terms agree quite well with
those derived from FEM simulations, except around the edge of circle load area.

© 2011 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

In the development of fusion technology, ceramic pebbles con-
stituting pebble beds will be used in helium cooled pebble bed
(HCPB) blankets (Giancarli et al.,, 2000; Poitevin et al., 2005;
Boccaccini et al., 2009). The two kinds of ceramic pebbles under
consideration are: lithium orthosilicate (Li4,SiO4) pebbles having a
good spherical shape (Knitter, 2003; Knitter et al., 2007) and lith-
ium metatitanate (Li,TiO3) pebbles having an ellipsoidal shape
(van der Laan and Muis, 1999; Tsuchiya et al., 2005). Individual
pebbles might be crushed due to thermal mismatch between peb-
bles and their confinement walls. The crushed pebbles will lead to
negative consequence. For instance, the fragments of crushed peb-
bles might block the evacuation of helium gas which brings the
generated tritium away for further fusion reaction, i.e., deute-
rium-tritium reaction. Therefore, it is essential to study the
mechanical strength of the pebbles.

The strength of pebbles is considered to be a material property
characterizing when a pebble will fail. This pebble property has not
yet been identified in experiments although many crush tests have
been carried out where pebbles are crushed between two parallel
plates, as shown in Fig. 1 (1). Crush loads at which pebbles fail
are derived from the tests. The crush load is related to the pebble
strength in this given configuration. However, for pebbles in peb-
ble beds where each pebble has many contacts with neighboring
pebbles, as shown in Fig. 1 (2), the crush load from crush tests can-
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not predict when a pebble will fail under multiple contact loads.
Essentially, pebble failure should be dominated by the stress field,
i.e., pebble strength is some kind of critical stress, such as maxi-
mum tensile or shear stress. This work is not intended to identify
its strength, but to derive the stress field inside a pebble in pebble
beds. Note that Li,SiO4 pebbles under consideration have a good
sphericity (Lobbecke and Knitter, 2009), and can be considered as
a solid sphere consequently.

The number of neighboring contacts is defined as the coordina-
tion number N.. There are some analytical solutions for stress field
in an elastic sphere with different N.. For N. = 1, Dean et al. (1952)
have studied a sphere under a single load which is equilibrated by
body force. The single load is represented by uniform pressure. For
diametral load, i.e., N. =2, stress field in an isotropic sphere has
been derived by Hiramatsu and Oka (1966), and that in a spheri-
cally isotropic sphere has been derived by Chau and Wei (1999).
Evaluation of their solution for isotropic sphere subjected to uni-
form pressure shows the influence of Poisson’s ratio on the maxi-
mum tensile stress inside the sphere. A smaller Poisson’s ratio
leads to a higher maximum tensile stress while stresses around
the sphere center are almost independent of the Poisson’s ratio
(see Chau and Wei, 1999, Fig. 4). The Poisson’s ratio does not ap-
pear in the solution by Dean et al. (1952) for N, = 1, and the super-
imposed results using this solution for diametral load (see
Gundepudi et al., 1997, Fig. 4) show good agreement only near
the sphere center. For N, > 2, a solution for an elastic sphere sub-
jected to multiple concentrated loads has been obtained by
Guerrero and Turteltaub (1972). However, this solution cannot
represent real contact problems with a finite contact area. No
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Fig. 1. (1) crush tests for single pebbles; (2) pebbles in a pebble bed (Lobbecke and Knitter, 2009).

complete solution has been reported for stress field in a sphere
subjected to multiple contacts with a finite contact area. On the
other hand, superimposition of solutions for N.=1 or N.=2 has
been used to solve special problems for N. > 2 (Gundepudi et al.,
1997; Russell et al., 2009). The limit of the superimposed method
using the solution for N. = 1 will be the inaccuracy around where
maximum tensile stress inside sphere appears. The limit of the
superimposed method using the solution for N.=2 is that N,
should be even and contact forces must be pairs of diametral loads.

In this paper, we derive an analytical solution for stress distri-
butions within a spherically isotropic elastic sphere in equilibrium
subjected to multiple normal surface loads along different direc-
tions. Stresses tangential to the surface are taken to be zero, and
the body force is neglected. The general theory for a spherically
isotropic medium has been studied by Hu (1954) and Chen
(1966). This theory is suitable for considering multiple mechanical
loadings to the surface of a solid sphere. Chen (1966) has further
studied problems taking into account body forces. There have been
already some theoretical analyses by Ding and Ren (1991), Chau
(1995, 1998) and Chau and Wei (1999) for spherically isotropic
spheres. The method of solutions used in this work follows the
steps of Hu (1954), Ding and Ren (1991), and Chau and Wei
(1999). We make use of their methods, such as the proposed dis-
placement potentials (Hu, 1954) and introduced variables (Ding
and Ren, 1991), and conclusions, such as the requirements on the
roots (Chau and Wei, 1999) (see Section 2.5). New displacement
functions incorporating the direction of loads are proposed in this
paper. Correspondingly, the piecewise surface load functions are
expanded with Fourier associated Legendre functions. Each load
is distributed across a circular surface area. Note that the pebbles
mentioned before are of isotropic material which is a special case
of a spherically isotropic material. The solution can be reduced to
the case for isotropic spheres corresponding to spherical ceramic
pebbles, i.e., Li;SiO4. Numerical evaluation will be thus performed
mainly for isotropic spheres. The main focus here will be the effect
of N, on the maximum tensile stress in a pebble. In literature one
finds criteria for the strength of spheres for which other kinds of
stresses such as the maximum shear stress are of importance
(Russell and Muir Wood, 2009; Russell et al., 2009). The failure cri-
terion for the pebbles mentioned above is subject of a separate pa-
per (Zhao et al., submitted for publication).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, first the general
theory and problem formulation for spherically isotropic spheres is
presented. In Section 2.4, the displacement potential functions
used in this work are described. Then the solution methodology
of the boundary value problem (2.5-2.7) will be discussed followed
by the final solution (2.8) for the stress distribution in the form of
an infinite series. In Section 3, the numerical evaluation with a fi-
nite number of terms in the solution mainly for isotropic spherical
pebbles is presented. Maximum tensile stresses along a loading
axis are calculated for N.=2,4,6, respectively. Moreover, Hertz

contact theory and FEM simulation results have been used to val-
idate the present solution. The minimum number of terms needed
in the series solution to obtain a specific accuracy is investigated in
Section 4. Section 5 discusses the potential applicability of the
present solution to the failure analysis of pebbles. Finally, the con-
clusions are drawn in Section 6.

2. Theory
2.1. Hooke’s law

With the spherical coordinate system (r,0, ¢) as shown in Fig. 2,
the relations between the components of stress ¢ and strain & are
expressed by the generalized Hooke’s law for spherically isotropic
spheres (Hu, 1954; Ding and Ren, 1991; Chau and Wei, 1999) as

099 = (2A66 + A12) €00 + A12Epp + A138Er,
Opp = A28 + (2A66 + A12)¢p + A13&rr,
O = A13(€00 + €pp) + As3Err,

Oop = 2A66€0p, Oro = 2Aa4&r0,

(1)

Orp = 2A44 Ere,

where
E(VE + v2E) VEE E*(1-v)
Ap=——"—7-—-+, B=——=, Ap=——=—,
(1+V)E E E )
_ E _ T_r /2
Aﬁs_m7 Ay =G, E=E(Wv-1)+2V°E.

E and E’' are the Young’s moduli governing the deformation in the
isotropic plane and along the direction perpendicular to it, i.e., the
radial direction, respectively. The corresponding Poisson’s ratios
are v and V/, respectively. G' is the shear modulus governing the
shear deformation in the isotropic plane perpendicular to the radial

A

Fig. 2. Spherical coordinate system (1,0, @).
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direction. Spherical isotropy contains isotropy as a special case. For

the case of an isotropic material, the material parameters reduce to
E

ST 3)

2(1+v)

The relations between the components of small strains & and small

displacements u, are expressed as

E=E VvV=v, G=

ou, _1% u, 1 ou,

Er=——, & - +—, Epp =5 +ﬂ+@cot9
TTor T r o0 Tr Y " rsin6op r ot '
o1 1 ou u, Ou, o1 /10ou uy Ouy
*‘Wi(W%*T*W =3\t T Tar )
1 /10uy, uy 1 ouy
Sﬂfﬂ*§<FW‘—C"”+rsinaw>’

(4)

where uy, u, and u, are displacements in the directions of 6, ¢ and r,
respectively.

2.2. Equilibrium equations

The equations of equilibrium in spherical coordinates (ignoring
body force) can be written as

80'rr 1 6(7,—(/, 1 80,«() 26,7 — Opp — J(/)(/) + 0,9 coto _

or rsind d¢p ' r 90 r 0
90+ 1 004y 1009y  30rp+20p,c0t0 0
ar rsind ¢ r 90 r '
001 i 1 OO'M l Gy 30, + (0(;(} - G(P(P) coto —0
or rsin@ 9¢ r 90 T '
()

Substituting Eqs. (1) and (4) into (5), the equilibrium equations read
as

2 2 2
_ 2(/—\12 +A66)8T]+A13 <% + ﬁ _ 3rr> +A33 (agrr i 8rr>

or r r or r
1 0 2u
+ Ay L?zvfur + <81 - 7r>} =0,

or r
rlsq;; 0 g_iz; 2Ass (rsiln 0 %E—Z;p % % + 2(:—?“)30@)
A (222 o
o % Ass {r siln 0 8;$ % % + &rt(? (&0 — 8(/)(/})}
“% 6;(7 2Au <8§:) + 3?0) =0, (6)
where

&1 =& + €pog,

o B 1 & (7)
Vi fcotl—4—5— ——.
1 902 20 sin? g 0p?

2.3. Boundary conditions

For the sphere in equilibrium, the ith load of magnitude F; is ap-
plied on the ith circular load area A;, which subtends an angle of
2¢;from the center of the sphere as shown in Fig. 3. It is assumed that
the load is axisymmetrically distributed in each load area. The sym-
metry axis, namely loading axis, is the line across the center of the
load area (R, 0;, ;) and the sphere center. The position of the ith load
is denoted by (6;, ¢;) in the remainder of this paper. The pressure p;is
distributed along the radial direction in the range of 0 < ¢ < ¢;. Sub-
sequently, the boundary conditions can be written as

Hertz ! !

pressure I P
| | |

| | |

| | I

Uniform | IP

pressure |<—|>|
R 'R

| |

|

| e a
|

Load
area

Fig. 3. Left: sketch of a special load configuration where the centers of three load
areas lie on the same plane; right: two different choices of pressure distribution.

i [Pi(d) 0< @<y
() = {O in the other areas ®)
and
Jrq; =0 = 07 (9)

on r =R, where R is the radius of sphere. p; is a pressure distribution
which can be any kind of distribution in this work. In practice, the
pressure distribution is induced by contact, e.g., contact between a
plate and a sphere. The solution obtained in this work allows for
adopting such pressure distributions giving rise to the same stress
state in the sphere as that induced in a real contact. In order to ob-
tain an explicit pressure distribution, its distribution form and the
relation between pressure amplitude and resultant load have to
be assumed. The relevance of our solution in relation to, say, the
experiment depends on the choice of a realistic pressure distribu-
tion in the above sense.

Two pressure distributions, i.e., uniform pressure p“ and Hertz
pressure p", are considered

p1u(¢) = —Du; (10)

D) = P {1 - (Si”)zr, (11)

sin ¢;

where p, is the uniform pressure and pp,.x is the maximum pressure
in the load area. Both of them are determined by the relation be-
tween pressure and load. The Hertz pressure distribution in Eq.
(11) conforms to the Hertz pressure expression of Eq. (3.39) in
Johnson (1987) for isotropic material under smooth contact. It
would represent an approximation for a material having spherically
isotropic elasticity.
For the uniform pressure, the relation

bi
/p,-dA:/ pi2nR* sin pd¢p = —F;, (12)
A 0

has been used by Hiramatsu and Oka (1966) and Chau and Wei
(1999) to derive the analytical solutions for stresses in a sphere sub-
jected to a pair of diametral loads (for the case of R,; = Ry in Fig. 4).
Here, A is the initial surface load area. The pressure is applied on the
initial (undeformed) load area as shown in Fig. 4. The uniform pres-
sure reads as

Fi

= 13
b 27R%(1 — cos ¢;) 13
Substitution of Eq. (11) into (12) yields
F; 1
Pmax = : (14)

nR? 1 — arctanh (sin ¢;) cot ¢; cos ¢;
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Loading
axis

2
A4,=2nR(1-cosp) F

Fig. 4. Diametral loading on a sphere. R;; and R;; are two load radii. 0’ is a point on
the surface. ¢ ranging from 0 to 7/2 is the angle between the loading axis and the
line across O and O'.

Both pressure distributions, uniform and Hertz, will be used in
our analysis. The uniform distribution, namely Egs. (10) and (13),
will be used to validate the solution obtained in this work by com-
parison with the results calculated by Chau and Wei (1999). The
Hertz distribution, namely Eqs. (11) and (14), should be closer to
the one in an elastic contact. Thus, Hertz pressure is better than
uniform pressure to represent the case for elastic contact.

For the Hertz pressure distribution, another relation between
pressure and load reads as

Pi
/pidS = / p:ATR? sin ¢ cos ¢pd¢p = —F;, (15)
Js; Jo

where S is the area of the load circle with a radius R,. The pressure is
applied on the circular area along the load axis direction. The de-
rived pmayx is exactly the one derived by Hertz (1881) as

3F F 3

A L S 16
2 7R 27R® sin® ¢ (16)

Pmax =

The Hertz distribution together with Eq. (16) was used by Chau
et al. (2000) for the case of a pair of rigid plates compressing an
elastic sphere. However, the value py.x calculated from Egs. (14)
and (16), respectively, differ by a small amount. For example, the
difference is less than 0.2% for the same F;, R and ¢;=5°, which
means the corresponding stress difference at any point in the
sphere will be less than 0.2%. Accordingly, the pmax in Eq. (14) is
used in this work.

Force equilibrium requires that

ZF,- cos 0; = 0,
i

ZF,-sin(),-cos ¢, =0, (17)
i

ZF,» sin 6; sin ¢; = 0.
i

2.4. Displacement functions

It was proposed by Hu (1954) that the displacements under
consideration can be expressed by two displacement potential
functions. In order to get the explicit roots for the governing equa-
tions, Chau and Wei (1999) have made some changes of the vari-
ables introduced by Ding and Ren (1991). As a result, two
displacement potentials Z and & are derived, which satisfy

0’z oz
" (3'72+3'7> +AesViZ — 2(Ass — Ass)Z = 0, (18)

9 ) P 2 (& 9

{(M—F Bn> +2D(i5+ ) + MV3 (3 + ) ] ®=0. (19)
—4L 4 2(N — L)V? + NV2V?

Appendix A shows the details including the introduced variables,

such as Z, F, H and 7, and parameters, such as D, L, M and N. The dis-
placement components read as

1 oz 0P
Uy Z*M%Jr {d—n+2(a+b)}%,
oz 1 J 0P
u¢=%+m[d8n+2(a+b)}a¢, (20)

>? 9 )
u,_{h<8172 8n>+av -2b|®

The strain and stress components can be expressed in terms of Z
and & by substitution of Eq. (20) into (4) and (1) subsequently.
Now it is clear that when Z and ¢ are known, the problem is
solved.

Inspired by the displacement functions used by Chau and Wei
(1999), the solution form

Z= i Ze’"”Snm (0, @) (21)

n=0 m=

is sought for the displacement function Z, where
Sam(6, @) = (D}, cosmq + D2 sinm)PT (cos 6). (22)
D}, D%, and 4, are constants. P"(x) is the associated Legendre
function. S,,,,, satisfies

V2Sum (6, @) + n(n + 1)Sum (0, @) = 0. (23)

Both n and m are integers. n ranges from O to infinity and m ranges
from 0 to n. Substitution of Eq. (21) into (18) yields

24y —M, =0, (24)
where
_ Acs
My=24+n-1)(n+2)= (25)
A’
The two characteristic roots for Eq. (24) are
-1+ /1+4M, -1-1+4M,
m=———s——, lp=——. (26)
2 2
As a result, if 1,1 # Anp, Z reads as
Z= Z (D e + D e’ cos mePy (cos 0)
n=0 m=0
00 n
+ (De’m + Dy, e™2") sin mPy (cos 0), (27)
n=0 m=0

where D7 (i=1,2,3,4) are unknown coefficients. Similarly, the
solution form

=3 > €"S,,(0,¢) (28)
n=0 m=0
is sought for the displacement function &, where

'm(0,0) = (Chy sinme)Py' (cos 0). (29)

Substitution of Eq. (28) into Eq. (19) yields

cosme + Coy,

(12 + phy)* + 2P + 1) +Q, = 0, (30)
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where

Po=D-nm+ DM, Q= (m+2)n-DRL+nm+1N. (31)

2 b
The four characteristic roots for Eq. (30) are
g, _S14VE -G
K = Moz = Hos ==
-1-V&
Hng = #n’ (32)
where

gn=1—4(Pn+\/Im>., 5,1:174(1),17\/1)}(2”).

If these roots are distinct, @ reads as

=3
n=0
3

n=0 m=0

(33)

n
(Chyetn + Cryetn + Croetn!! 4 Ciietn'™) cosm@Py' (cos 0)

m=

:o

Cm3el‘n1’1 + lee/‘nz’i + Cnm7e/‘n3’7 + Cnmse/‘rm’l) sin m(pPZ’ (COS 9)

(34)

where Cj; (i=1,2,...,8) are unknown coefficients. The proposed Z
and @ depend on ¢, which enables to resolve the solution for asym-
metric boundary conditions. For example, when a sphere is sub-
jected to three loads along different directions, the load boundary
condition is asymmetric.

2.5. Characteristic roots

Chau and Wei (1999) concluded that all roots for 4, and p, with
a real part less than 1 would lead to infinite stresses at the sphere
center and have to be discarded. Furthermore, the analysis also
indicated that the real parts of 2, ty3 and pi,4 are less than 1. Con-
sequently, Di%, Dy, and Gy (i=5,6,7,8) should be set to zero. As
a result, Eq. (27) reduces to

n=0

n
[Dyy e cos mPy (cos 0) + Djye
m=0

‘m" sin mPy (cos 0)].

(35)

On the other hand, there are two cases for @.

Case I: Two real roots
If 2-Q,>0, & >0and ¢,>0, pin; and p,, are two
real unequal roots. If 11,7 > 1 and p,; > 1, the resultant
solution is

o = (Cyyetm + Ciiy ety cos mPy' (cos 0)
+ (Crzetn 4 Cryetn2') sin mePy (cos 0). (36)
If pny <1 and ppp < 1, there are no converging solutions.
Case II: Two complex conjugate roots
If Pﬁ —Q, <0, p,; and pu,, are two complex conjugates.
If the real part for both u,; and p,; is not less than 1, the
resultant solution is
@7 = (Ey el + E™ efn'l) cos m@Py (cos 0)
+ (Epyetn! + Em efnh) sinmePy (cos 0), (37)
where E;, =Ry, +il, (0 =1,2) are complex constants
and p, = x, + iy, with

-1 +\/1 — 4P, —i4,/|P2 — Q,|

Xy + 1Y, = 3

(38)

E™ and [i, are complex conjugates of Ey;, and u,, respectively.

Subsequently, the general solution for @ is

00 n

*=3 > o (39)
n=0 m=0

where @7 is defined either in Eq. (36) or (37), which depends on the

type of u,.
2.6. The general solution

Substituting Egs. (35) and (39) into Egs. (20), (4) and (1) subse-
quently, the stress components read as

1 L
Goozfﬁggmzol) il
g {ZAGG cscO(-1)'m [M—cot(ﬂ"(cos@)} i
Apl(l+1)T .
4 1 , )
_%ZZZC?P”"* [ (A13#U+2A12+2A66)/11j:| I'(cos0) cs;
=t dz CDS
I j=1 m=0 —2A Ty P[)()Z 0)
@ (RTk’I$<) COS(yn ll'lp) m
+1222: n P! L—Q1( —I. Ry sin(y, Inp) Py (cos0) .
R [QRE %) cos(y,Inp) T wencosn [
+Q(—I0 RY)sin(y,Inp)| o
(40)
1 2 h 8Pm(COSH)
Orp = Dr i = ; _1 hisc
o = 2:: ; mZ:() hil0 hi ) 56 1
Cc 4 1 .
R Z{A44C P [(1 _NU)FHAU]}
I j=1 m=0
x sgn;Py (cos O)css ;+LCGZ Z prn 1
n k=1 m=0
(R, IN) cos(y, In p) } o
; —1)"mP} (cos 0)sy, 41
L—H( e Rie) sin(y, In p) (=1)*mP™ (cos 0)s;, 1)
CSCOH SN A & '
Gr():_TZZZD ’hx )}”_1)( ‘l)lmpz—,(cose)sj
h=0 i=1 m=0
1 4 1 m BP;H(COSH)
EZI:;m o{A44C P [(I*HU)FUJrAU]}TCSJ
+1222: n pxn Rm<7121k)cos(yn]np) Msc}(
R s +I1 (I, Ryy) sin(y, In p) a0

(42)

Ass = o~ o o &P} (cos 0) AP (cos )
(’F”‘P*TZZZD i 7 —cot0—"

0 i=1 m=0
4 1
m -1
> Ciph i Tysgmm

I j=1 m=0

NH

2A¢6
Rsin0

+— Pm (cos O)} Sci +
sin®

s
“ {8P, (cos 0)

50— cot 0P} (cos 6)} CSs_j

2A55 k
RSIHO;;ZO nk7 nk )m
y {E)Pf(cos 0)

T cot 0P} (cos 0)} Sk, (43)

where p = r/R is the normalized radial coordinate. The notations and
functions

Sy = €S1 = €Sy = SC; = COS M, (44a)
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S1 = CS3 = CS4 = SC; = Sinme, (44b)
sgn, =sgn, = —sgn; = —sgn, = —1, (44c)
Up = W5 Mg = Hyps (44d)
Ty =dp;+2(a+b), (44e)
Ay = hpy(y + 1) = 2b — al(l + 1), (44f)
Q1(R,]) =4A44(A12 +Ags) [I(an + 1)y, —R(X3 -y JrXn)}
+Apn(n+1)[2d(ly, — Rx,) —4(a+b)R]
+2A40A13 (X + RY,) (2% + 1)y — (RXn — Iy,) (X5 = Vi + %)
+2[2b+an(n+1)][2(A2 +Ass )R+ A1z (Rx, — Iy,)],
(44g)
Q5(R,1) = 2A¢s[2d(ly, — Rx,) — 4(a + b)R], (44h)
_ Iy,[2d(1 — 2x,) — 4(a + b)]
(R, I) *A‘”{ FR2d(X2 — Y2 — x,) + 4(a + b) (Xq — 1)]
- 2A4214 [R(Xﬁ _Yﬁ +Xn) - I(an + 1)yn]
+ 2A44[2b + an(n + 1)IR, (44i)

on o -1 [ [RCos(y, Inp) —Isin(y, In p)][dx, + 2(a + b)]
2R =20 L0 gy Reintynpy }
(44j)

have been used.

The unknown coefficients in the above equations can be ob-
tained by evaluating the boundary conditions, i.e., Egs. (8) and
(9). All stress components can be derived when these coefficients
are known. Note that the first summation for [ is done for the case
of two real roots and the second summation for n is done for the
case of two complex roots. The relation

—m? 9*P™(cos 0) OP™(cos 0)
——P(cos 0) + —" + cot 0 —=
sin®0 " (cos6) 00 00
= —n(n+ 1)P;(cos 0), (45)

which is a variation of Eq. (23) has been used to derive these stres-
ses, namely Egs. (40)-(43). Note that there is a special case for n = 0.
For an isotropic material, it holds g, =(-1+|2n—-1|)/2 and
In2 =n + 1. Although p,, =0 <1 when n = 0, it does NOT lead to infi-
nite stresses at the sphere center because p#=~! in Eq. (40) is mul-
tiplied by a zero value. Therefore, the first term for n=0 in the
series should be treated separately. Moreover, for isotropic materi-
als n = 0 is the only exception of the root requirement concluded by
Chau and Wei (1999). Series terms for n = 0 of all stress components
are independent of positions in a sphere. The terms of 64, 4 and
o, forn=0 are A0 (see Eq. (47) below) while the terms for ¢,4,6r
and g, are always 0.

The expression for o, can be obtained by replacing A;,, (2Aes)
and Aqs, with A3, 0 and Assz in Eq. (40), respectively. Replacing
Az and (ZAGG) in Eq. (40) by (2A66 +A12) and (_2A66)v respectively,
yields the expression for 6.

2.7. Determination of unknown coefficients

The union of all loads p(0, ¢) = Upi(¢) on a sphere surface can be
expanded with the associated Legendre function (see Appendix B).

()(p:Z

n=0 m=

m=n

(Ay cosme + By sinme)Py'(cos 0), (46)

o

where A} and B} are two coefficients determined by

m_ (2n+1)(n / / 2 m
Ay = Zném(n+m p(0, @)P; ' (cos ) cosme sin 0d¢p do,
m_ (2n+1)(n / /2” m
B; _72n(n+m p(0, )P} (cos ) sinme sinOdedo,
(47)
where
2 m=0
Om = ’ 48
m { 1 m#0. (48)
Consequently, the boundary condition of Eq. (8) becomes
Orlr_g = P(0, @)
oo m=n
=YY (A} cosmg + By sinmg) Py (cos 0). (49)

n=0 m=0

The domain of the integrals in Eq. (47) is shown in Appendix C.
Moreover, in Appendix D the angle ¢ as a function of (0, ) is de-
rived. In Appendix E the relation between coefficients using the
boundary condition of Eq. (9) is obtained. These relations yield
the explicit forms of all coefficients in the stress expressions as

Dii=0, Dy =0

m_ AR m_ B'R
2 Loy +Jp” " LuaJu +Ji’ (50)
m m
Ry =G Ry
and
C[] = anclz, Cg = LllZC;Z~, IT] = KanR;np I n2 = KanRn2~, (51)
where
Ji = Ausl(l+ )Ty + (Ass j; + 2A13) A4y, (52a)
(A= pp)lp + 1p 1(1,0)
Lip=——+—""2"* "= Kjp=—+"7, 52b
" A )T A M2 T TI(0,-1) (52b)
Hp = 4A44A13 [Kn2 (2% + 1)y, — (x2 —y? +Xn)]
+Apzn(n+1)[2d(Knay, — X2) — 4(a + b)]
(Kn12Xn + ¥5) (2%, + 1)y,
+ 2A4A
aariss _(Xn - Kanyn)(X% —Yﬁ +Xn)
+ 2[2b + an(n + 1)][2A13 + Ass(Xn — Kn12,)]- (52c)

2.8. Final solution

Substitution of Egs. (50) and (51) into (40)-(43) gives the final
expressions for stress components as

T3S

LA By
—F———cosm ———sinm@| O
{ ¢ Loy +Jp (p} :

I m=0 L“Z]II +.]12
Bm
+y Z{ cosme + - smm(p} O, (53)
n m=0

1

B
Orp = = sinm —1 __ _cosm
v Z Z l[ an/n +Ji ¢ +L112]11 +Ji 90}

I

m

A, B}
x mesc 0P} (cos 0) + > Z“" {fH— sinme + ;- cosm(p}

n  m=0

x mcsc 6Py (cos 0), (54)
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B }
Gro= cosme +-——+——sinm
" Z Z {an]n +Ji ¢ LuaJn +Ji ¢
E)P, cosH [ BT } OP(cos0)
ZZ —cosm(p+—smm(p 2
— = 00
(55)
S 2 M sinme - % cosm
; mgou [’-nzln +n ¢ - LnaJn i (’0]’
Opp = n
; mgoE”(l,Km) {—’;—'; sinmg + 7 cos mcp]
2mAgs [OP]" (cos 0) - .
X< e cotOP;"(cos0)| (i=Iorn), (56)
where
2 [Alzl(l + )Ty + (Ars ity + 241 + 2A66)A,J}
= Z (S[jp'ulj_l n s
= xP*(cos 0) — 2Aes 'y » Pd(;os 0
(57a)
Q:1(1,K 1
{ 1(1,Kni2) C05(¥n np) }Pf(cos 0)
O — pir-! +Q1(—Kn12,1) sin(y, In p) (57b)
" . {92(17&112) cos(y,Inp) 9°P™"(cos 0)
+.Qz(7sz, 1) Sin(yn lnp) o
2
E= ohuph [ (1— )Ty + AU] (57¢)
j=1
Ep = p* I (1,Knz) cos(y, In p) + I (—Kma, 1) sin(y, In p)],
(57d)
=Lpap"n Ty + p*2 T, (57e)
L =1
5y = { 1112 I=1 (57f)
j=2

The expression for o, can be obtained by replacing A;,, (24ss) and
A13, with A3, 0 and Ass in Eq. (53). Replacing A and (24eg) in Eq.
(53) by (2466 + A12) and (—2Aeg), respectively, yields the expression
for 6,,. Note that for both cases, o, and 64, Egs. (52) remain
unchanged.

3. Numerical evaluation and discussion

In view of the application to pebbles, we will report mainly the
numerical evaluation for isotropic materials. Nevertheless, we will
also present some cases with spherical isotropy. As stated in Sec-
tion 2.6, it holds that p,1 =(—1+|2n — 1])/2 and pn; =n+1 for an
isotropic material. The roots are two unequal real numbers which
are not less than 1 for n > 2. Thus, there are only [=0,2,3,...,00
terms for the case of two real roots in the analytical solution ob-
tained in this work, namely Eqs. (53)-(56). The term for [ = 1 is dis-
carded because of the root requirement (see Section 2.5). The
analytical solution is evaluated numerically by summing a finite
number of terms. N, is defined as the number of summing terms
which are not equal to zero. Hiramatsu and Oka (1966) derived
the analytical solution for an isotropic sphere subjected to a pair
of diametral loads (for the case of R,; = R, in Fig. 4). As for that
solution, Wijk (1978) indicated that no good convergence can be
achieved if the number of summing terms N; is less than 20. The
convergence rate of our solution will be discussed in the next sec-
tion. Chau and Wei (1999) derived the corresponding solution for a

spherically isotropic sphere. Uniform pressure was used in both
analyses. However, the well-known Hertz pressure distribution
should be applied if the loads are induced by elastic contacts. It
is expected that different pressure distributions should have influ-
ence only on regions not far from the load area, and have little
influence on the sphere center. In the crush tests with elastic
plates, the radius of the load area R, can be measured or calculated
for different plates. The input parameter ¢; in Eq. (11) corresponds
to this radius. The relation between these quantities is R, = Rsin ¢;.
Hence, our solution for Hertz pressure should represent the exper-
imental situation when the two radii of the opposite load areas are
the same.

3.1. Validation of the solution for diametral loads: N, =2

Analytical solutions for stresses in a sphere subjected to diam-
etral loads, namely N, =2, have been derived by Hiramatsu and
Oka (1966) and Chau and Wei (1999) for isotropic and spherically
isotropic materials, respectively. Let the principal stresses be de-
noted by ¢, > 0, > 03, respectively. Applying Eq. (11) to the solu-
tion derived by Chau and Wei (1999) the influence of pressure
distributions is shown in Fig. 5. The principal stresses along the
loading axis are plotted for both pressure distributions, uniform
and Hertz pressure. The result for ¢; = 5° and v = 0.1 has been dem-
onstrated by Chau and Wei (1999) for the uniform pressure distri-
bution. A relatively small Poisson’s ratio v = 0.1 is used in Fig. 5, so
that the influence of pressure distributions can be distinctly illus-
trated. Note that tensile stresses are positive and compressive
stresses are negative. Besides, it holds o, = o, along the loading
axis for both pressure distributions. The maximum principal stress
at p ~0.85 for Hertz pressure becomes higher than for uniform
pressure. The minimum principal stress is hardly influenced by
the pressure distribution. Moreover, the pressure distribution has
little influence on stresses near the center of the sphere, as ex-
pected. The curves in Fig. 5 can be used to validate the solution de-
rived in this work.

Fig. 6 shows the numerical evaluation for our solution for the
same case as studied by Hiramatsu and Oka (1966) and Chau and
Wei (1999). The loads lie in (60°,36°) and (120°,216°) (coordinates
explained in Section 2.3), respectively. Both load areas correspond
to ¢; = 5°. Note that in our solution loads cannot lie near 0 = 0 and
0 =7 (see Appendix C). The numerical evaluations have been trun-
cated at N = 25. It should be noted that the terms with odd number
of n are zero because of load symmetry. The stresses along the
loading axis for v=0.1 coincide with those in Fig. 5, which vali-
dates our solution. The stresses for v =0.25 which is the Poisson’s
ratio of Li4SiO4 pebbles (Vollath et al., 1990) are plotted as well.
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Fig. 5. Normalized principal stress along the loading axis (0 = 0°) calculated from
the solution derived by Chau and Wei (1999). In addition, the proposed Hertz
pressure distribution, namely Eq. (11), has been implemented into the solution.
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Fig. 6. Normalized principal stress along the loading axis (6 = 60°, ¢ = 36°) calcu-
lated from our solution for N, = 2.

The difference between the two pressure distributions becomes
smaller when v increases.

To further validate our analytical solution, FEM simulations
have been performed. Table 1 lists the maximum tensile stress
and maximum shear stress along the loading axis derived from
our solution, FEM simulations and the Hiiber-Hertz solution
(Hiiber, 1904), respectively. Hiiber (1904) derived stresses within
the Hertzian elastic contact field in a cylindrical coordinate system
based on Hertz theory (Hertz, 1881). For the values in this table
computed from our solution, the input variables, such as F and ¢,
are the same as those for the Hertz pressure distribution and
v=0.25 in Fig. 6. The stresses are evaluated with more terms,
namely N, =300, in order to achieve high accuracy. The sphere ra-
dius is set to R =0.25 mm corresponding to the mean size of peb-
bles. Crush tests for Li,SiO4 pebbles by BK7 glass plates carried
out at Fusion Material Lab (FML) at Karlsruhe Institute of Technol-
ogy (KIT) are simulated by the finite element method. Young's
modulus and Poisson’s ratio of BK7 glass is 82 GPa and 0.206,
respectively. The spherical pebbles have a radius R=0.25 mm,
and interface friction is not taken into account. A Young’s modulus
of 90 GPa for Li,SiO4 pebbles as used by Gan and Kamlah (2010),
¢; =5° corresponds to a load of F=2.497 N according to the Hertz
theory. For the convenience of comparison, F=2.497 N is used to
calculate the stresses in each method. It is relevant to mention that
the mesh size along the loading axis is 0.125 pm. A single contact
between a sphere and a plate is considered in the Hiiber-Hertz
solution. Material parameters and the contact load are the same
as those used in the FEM simulation. The set of parameters for each
method corresponds to the same load case. Therefore, the results
are comparable for such a small load.

The maximum tensile stress from Hiiber-Hertz solution lies a
little closer to the load area than the other methods. All 6.« in
Table 1 appear nearly at the same location. The relative difference
between them is less than 3%. On the other hand, the maximum
shear stresses appear almost at the same position close to the
load area with a relative difference of less than 1.5%. This good
agreement validates our analytical solution and shows its applica-
bility even near the load area. Note that the stresses in the sphere
depend on the pair of loads in FEM simulations and our solution.
They only depend on a single contact load for the Hiiber-Hertz

Table 1
Maximum tensile tress gmax and shear stress Tmax along the loading axis.

Position: oax (MPa) Position: Tmax (MPa)

Our solution p=0811:23.2 p =0.955:797
FEM simulation p=0.812:23.8 p =0.956:801
Hiiber-Hertz solution p=0.825:22.9 p =0.957:808

solution. Accordingly, there could be a difference to some extent.
For example, o,.x ~ 1.6 MPa at the sphere center according to the
Hiiber-Hertz solution while ¢ y.x ~ 7.9 MPa according to the FEM
simulation and our solution. This difference indicates the invalid-
ity of applying Hiiber-Hertz solution at points away from the
load area.

3.2. Evaluation by our solution for general load scenarios: N. > 2

Our solution enables the stress analysis for a sphere subjected
to various loads, i.e.,, N.> 2. Fig. 7 shows the principal stresses
along one loading axis for v = 0.25 subjected to 6 Hertz pressures,
i.e.,, N.=6. The stresses are evaluated with N;=25. The loads lie
in (60°,36°), (120°,216°), (90°126°), (90°,306°), (150°,36°),
(30°,216°), respectively. In this way, they are arranged as three dia-
metrical pairs orthogonal to each other. Besides, the result for
N¢=2, v=0.25 and Hertz pressure from Fig. 6 is also plotted for
comparison. The same load F is applied on each load area with
the same size in both cases. In any case, the loads have to satisfy
Eq. (17). Compared to the case for N. =2 the maximum principal
stress for N. = 6 change significantly when p approaches zero. Ten-
sile stresses become compressive at the sphere center. Note that
the relation o, =07 holds for both cases under consideration,
namely N. =2 and N, = 6, and the peak value of ¢, is also the max-
imum tensile stress inside the whole sphere (the tensile stress on
the surface is not taken into account). On the other hand, the stres-
ses stay approximately the same for both cases for p > 0.8.

The stresses along one loading axis for N.=4 are shown in
Fig. 8. The stresses in this case are also evaluated with N;=25.
The loads lie in (60°,36°), (120°,216°), (90°126°), (90°306°),
respectively. They are two diametrical pairs orthogonal to each
other. Compared to the case N, = 2, the maximum principal stress
has increased significantly for a radius p <0.85. Its peak value
which is the maximum tensile stress inside the sphere increases
nearly by 25%. It is thus essential to consider the influence of the
coordination number N, if the tensile stress inside a sphere is of
big concern. Similar to Fig. 7, the stresses close to the load area,
that is, above a certain value of p, are not influenced by N.. The crit-
ical value of p which is approximately 0.9 in this case depends on
the contact area and Poisson’s ratio. The stresses at points that are
close to the load area are still dominated by Hertz theory.

3.3. Evaluation for spherically isotropic spheres

The practical significance of our solution lies in the application
to the computation of stress fields in isotropic pebbles in pebble
beds. On the other hand, since our analytical solution also applies
to a spherically isotropic material, we consider this more general
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Fig. 7. Normalized principal stress along the loading axis (6 = 60°, ¢ = 36°) calcu-
lated from our solution for N. =2 and N, = 6 for Hertz pressure.
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Fig. 8. Normalized principal stress along the loading axis (6 = 60°, ¢ = 36°) calcu-
lated from our solution for N. =2 and N, = 4 for Hertz pressure.

case in the following. Three parameters indicating the degree of
anisotropy are defined in agreement to Chau and Wei (1999):

p=g. a=t, =g (58)
Fig. 9 shows the principal stresses along the loading axis for the
configuration used for Fig. 8 in the case of N.=4. There are four
cases included in this evaluation: (i) f=0.95, «=1.0, ¢=1.0; (ii)
p=1.05 o=1.0, £=1.0; (iii) =10, x=0.95 ¢=1.0 and (iv)
B=1.0, o =1.05, ¢ =1.0. Fig. 9 (1) shows the variation of the stress
distribution due to a small perturbation of  while Fig. 9 (2) demon-
strates the influence of o. The case of f>1 means a sphere with a
higher stiffness in the spherical hypersurface of isotropy than along
the direction perpendicular to the plane, i.e., the radial direction. As
for the case g =1.05 shown in Fig. 9 (1), all principal stresses stay
almost the same compared to those for isotropic material in Fig. 8
except that the magnitude of all stresses in the region near the
sphere center decreases slightly in contrast to the isotropic mate-
rial. On the other hand, when g <1, e.g., f=0.95, holds, the first
principal stress in the range of 0 < p <0.85 increases significantly
compared to the isotropic material, and the second principal stress
also increases to some extent in this region. The minimum principal
stress increases as well but only around the sphere center, i.e., for
p <0.4. As to the influence of o on principal stresses, « <1, e.g.,
o = 0.95, hardly has any influence on the stresses inside the whole
sphere. On the other hand, « > 1, e.g., o = 1.05, has a similar influ-
ence on the stresses as  =0.95 as stated before. It should be noted
that small changes for both o and g have no influence on the prin-
cipal stresses in the region close to the contact area, e.g., p > 0.85 in
both figures.
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3.4. Discussion

Our solution has been validated in two ways. First, the three
cases studied in Figs. 7-9 have additionally been considered by
applying the method of superposition to the solution of Chau and
Wei (1999). For this purpose, the load distribution according to
Eq. (11) had to be implemented in this solution. Second, the two
cases according to Figs. 7 and 8 have been validated by FEM simu-
lation as well. It should be noted that our solution can solve prob-
lems for any multiple loads, irrespective of whether these loads
have symmetry properties or not. In particular, various sets of
equilibrium loads can be applied to a sphere and the stresses in
the sphere can subsequently be evaluated. It turns out that stresses
in a sphere depend not only on N, but also load positions. Thus, the
conclusion which can be drawn from Figs. 7 and 8 is that N does
have an influence on the stress field in the sphere. As another fea-
ture, our solution accounts for the possibility that the load area can
be different even for the same resultant load. For instance,
Ra1 # Ry in Fig. 4 can represent the load case that a sphere is com-
pressed by two parallel plates with different stiffnesses.

As mentioned in Section 2.3, the relevance of our solution de-
pends on the consistency between the assumed pressure distribu-
tion and the real pressure distribution in the contact zone. The
adopted Hertz pressure distribution, namely Eq. (11), and the pres-
sure-load relation, namely Eq. (12), can represent the elastic con-
tact case well for isotropic material according to the results in
Table 1. Nevertheless, other pressure distributions correspond to
other contact cases. For example, if an elastic sphere is compressed
by soft metals, plasticity may occur in the metal. For such a case, if
the contact pressure distribution can be derived, such as from FEM
simulation, it is expected that the results from our solution with
the derived pressure distribution are close to the real case.

There are some technical tips for the numerical evaluation. First,
it can be proven that Ay, =0 for [ =0 in Eq. (44f) holds, indepen-
dent of material parameters. This causes an exception for /=0 to
the root requirement, i.e., all roots x must be not smaller than 1
(see Section 2.5). In other words, even if 19, <1 holds stresses at
the sphere center are not infinite because @, in Eq. (57a) is a finite
value for p = 0 as a consequence of A¢; = 0, provided that g > 1.
Thus, the stress term for [=0 in Eq. (53) has to be added in the
summation of the stress series although the root po; is often smal-
ler than 1 which does not satisfy the root requirement as stated be-
fore. Second, for the stress term for I = 1 in Eq. (53) Lj;; in Eq. (52b)
is often infinite because the denominator is zero as a result of
111 =0 (see Eq. (32) where P; is sometimes negative which de-
pends on material parameters). Under this circumstance, both
C11 and Cq; can be set to zero such that Eq. (E.9) in Appendix E
can be satisfied consequently. Finally, for pairs of diametral equal
loads with the same load area, A] = B)' = 0 holds for all odd n.

——p=1.0, 0=0.95, £&=1.0
< = B=1.0,0=1.05,£=1.0

Normalized principal stress

=124

Fig. 9. Normalized principal stress along one loading axis for anisotropic materials: (1) f=0.95 or 1.05, «=1.0, ¢=1.0; (2) f=1.0, «=0.95 or 1.05, £=1.0. The load

configuration and ¢;, v are the same with N. =4 as in Fig. 8.
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The solution of Hiramatsu and Oka (1966) can be regarded as a
special case of the solution of Chau and Wei (1999). Our solution
obtained in this work is an extension of the solution of Chau and
Wei (1999). Note that Wijk (1978) speculated on the invalidity of
applying the solution from Hiramatsu and Oka (1966) in the vicin-
ity of the load areas. The applicability of such solutions is therefore
discussed in the next section.

4. Some aspects about the application of the proposed solution

In this section, we discuss the applicability of the solution ob-
tained in this work. However, the conclusions will also hold for
the solutions of Hiramatsu and Oka (1966) and Chau and Wei
(1999). The discussion includes two aspects. The first one is the
convergence rate of the solution. For convenience the stress o,
which can denote any stress component of Egs. (53)-(56), can be
written for isotropic materials as

n 00
On=Y Ow, G=00+y O
m=0 n=2

where g, is the nth term in the series. The numerical evaluation is
carried out by summing a finite number of terms. The number N; is
of concern as to the accuracy of the results. A fast convergence rate
leads to less terms to achieve a certain accuracy. Fig. 10 shows val-
ues of nth term of the normalized stress g, at various positions p
plotted versus the even number n at which the series has been trun-
cated. This corresponds to an elastic sphere subjected to a pair of

(59)

diametral loads with Hertz pressures where v=0.25 and
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Fig. 10. Truncated normalized stress oy, versus truncation number n plotted for
various positions p along the loading axis as calculated from our solution for N =2

and Hertz pressure. v=0.25 and ¢ = ¢, = 5°.
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Fig. 11. Normalized maximum principal stress on the surface, p;
in Fig. 4. Values of R, E, v, F are the same as those stated in the last section.

¢1 = ¢ = 5°. The terms for odd n are equal to zero because of load
symmetry and not counted into N, in this work. The maximum ten-
sile stress appearing around p =0.81 requires about N;=20 to
achieve a relative error of less than 0.1%. However, more terms
are needed with p approaching 1. In other words, the convergence
rate at points near the surface becomes slow. For example, to
achieve the same relative error of 0.1%, the numerical evaluations
show that N; ~ 140 at p = 0.95 while N; ~ 320 at p = 0.99.

The second aspect is the applicability of our solution on the
sphere surface. Fig. 10 illustrates that the slowest convergence rate
is found on the surface (p = 1). If good convergence, such as a rel-
ative error less than 1%, can be achieved only when Ny is very large,
this might lead to numerical problems. Fig. 11 shows the stresses
on the surface derived from three methods with parameter sets
as used in the last section for Table 1. The stresses are plotted with
respect to the normalized distance away from the center of the
contact area. The Hiiber-Hertz result is obtained by applying
z=0 in the solution of Hiiber (1904). The normalized maximum
tensile stress appearing around p;=1 is 66 corresponding to
420 MPa. The maximum tensile stress with N, =2000 terms for
our solution is 49.4. The relative change, compared to N; = 8000,
is less than 2%. This value is still much smaller than 66. In the
FEM simulations, three mesh sizes, namely 0.125, 0.25 and
0.5 um, on the surface are used, respectively. The derived maxi-
mum tensile stress becomes higher with smaller mesh size. Its po-
sition approaches to p;=1 with decreasing mesh size. The
maximum normalized tensile stress for the mesh size of
0.125 pm is only about 39.5. Except for the area around p;=1,
the stresses from FEM simulations and our solution are a little
higher than the Hiiber-Hertz result. Even so, both FEM results
and our solution agree well with each other in most of the surface.
This proves the applicability of our solution even on the surface. In
comparing the curves in Fig. 11, it has to be kept in mind that the
stresses from the Hiiber-Hertz solution are derived in a cylindrical
coordinate system referring to a deformed state of the sphere,
while the stresses from our solution and the FEM simulation are gi-
ven in a spherical coordinate system referring to an undeformed
state of the sphere.

As for the maximum principal or tensile stresses on the surface,
there are three different values derived from our solution, FEM
simulations and the Hiiber-Hertz solution, respectively. It is prob-
able that the convergence rate near the point, p; = 1, in our solu-
tion is too slow. Only summing nearly infinite terms could then
achieve a good accuracy. In this case, the maximum tensile stress
evaluated with a finite number would be underestimated. Besides,
the numerical integral in Eq. (47) for big n may be not accurate
anymore. As a result, there will be a numerical problem to evaluate
the maximum tensile stress around p; = 1. As for the FEM simula-
tions, in view of the high stress gradient around p; =1, it is not
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strange that the maximum tensile stresses depend on the mesh
size to some extent. This does not mean that there is a stress sin-
gularity. The stresses from FEM simulations will be always under-
estimated with a finite mesh size in principle. Thus, for the
calculation of stresses on the surface in the neighbourhood of
p1 =1, the Hiiber-Hertz solution is preferred. As for stress analysis,
all stress components in a sphere can be numerically evaluated.
The required information for our solution includes the load posi-
tions and ¢; or load areas. The spherical coordinate system can
be selected almost arbitrarily. The only requirement on the coordi-
nate system is that every load lies within ¢;<0;<7m — ¢; (see
Appendix C). The load areas can be obtained from experiments or
Hertz theory. For the Hertz theory, it is assumed that the load area
is independent of the other loads. By now, all stresses in a sphere
can be estimated with our solution. For example, the stresses in
spherical pebbles in crush tests (N, = 2, see Fig. 1) can be analyzed
by the following steps. First, the load positions have to be specified
like (0,¢) and (7 — 6, + m) where 6 and ¢ can be arbitrary angles.
Secondly, the load areas measured from experiments are converted
to ¢1 and ¢5. Finally, the stresses under consideration can be solved
by our solution with 0, ¢, ¢; and ¢,. Note that the stresses along
0 =0 and 6 = 7 are not available in our solution because of the arti-
ficial singularity, e.g., 6, in Eq. (54) and ¢, in Eq. (56). This may
not be a problem as an appropriate coordinate system can be nor-
mally found. The Hiiber-Hertz solution is preferred to calculate the
stresses at points around p; =1 for elastic contacts. For a sphere
compressed by various loads, i.e., N. > 2, stress analysis can be per-
formed with a similar procedure as in the above example.

5. Some considerations on pebble failure

It is often regarded that a brittle particle will fail when the max-
imum tensile stress inside the particle reaches its critical strength,
e.g., Jaeger (1967), Kschinka et al. (1986), and Chau et al. (2000). In
view of this failure criterion, it is of significance that our results
show that N. may affect stresses inside spheres to some extent.
On the other hand, failure of brittle spheres was found to be dom-
inated by the maximum shear stress (Russell et al., 2009). Table 1
shows that maximum shear stresses appear close to the load area.
As shown in Figs. 7 and 8, stresses close to the surface are not influ-
enced by N.. This means failure of brittle particles will only depend
on the maximum contact force, e.g., Marketos and Bolton (2007). In
this case, N, has no impact on failure. Similar, if it is assumed that
the maximum tensile stress on the sphere surface as shown in
Fig. 11 dominates pebble failure, N. will have no influence on fail-
ure, either. It is thus very important to apply a suitable failure cri-
terion for a particular brittle particle under consideration. As for
pebbles, we will publish related work in a later article.

There are few experiments to study the influence of N on the
failure of spherical particles. For instance, Couroyer et al. (2000) re-
ported the crush load distribution of alumina beads between a flat
plate and an assembly of fixed steel beads. In this case, the maxi-
mum tensile stress in these beads can be calculated using our solu-
tion, as long as pressure distribution is adjusted to the contact
conditions (e.g., elastic or plastic). Failure criteria can be developed
or validated using such experimental results and our analytical
solution.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, an analytical solution for the stresses in an elastic
sphere subjected to arbitrary surface loads is derived. The stresses
in the sphere have been obtained by summing a finite number of
terms in the solution. Two kinds of pressure distribution, uniform
and Hertz pressure, are applied in the load areas. The stresses

derived with Hertz pressure agree well with the results from
FEM simulations where a sphere is compressed by two parallel
elastic plates. Other pressure distributions in real contact, may
they be obtained by experiment, theory or simulation, can be ap-
plied to our analytical solution as well. The numerical evaluation
of our solution clearly shows the influence of the coordination
number N, of load on stresses inside the sphere. N, has to be taken
into account when the stresses inside a sphere are of big concern.

Our solution can be applied at any points in a sphere in princi-
ple. However, a large number of terms needs to be added up to
achieve a good accuracy at surface points around the boundary
of the load area. The Hiiber-Hertz solution is then preferred to cal-
culate the stresses at these points.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by the scholarship program CSC-HGF
(China Scholarship Council (CSC) and Helmholtz Association of
German Research Centres (HGF)) and the programme FUSION of
Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT). This work has been carried
out at Institute of Applied Materials (IAM, former IMF II) of KIT.

Appendix A. Displacement potential functions

The procedure to derive the displacement potential functions Z
and @ as done by Chau and Wei (1999) is described below.

Hu (1954) proposed that the displacement potential under con-
sideration can be resolved into two parts

U =ul+ul =0+w, (A1)
1 0¥ 10G
— _ or_ 2
U=+ =~ op T 00 (A-2)
U, fu +u 1%—L% (A3)

r o0 rsindop’

where ¥ and G are two displacement functions. Substitution of the
above equations into Eqgs. (4) and (6) subsequently yields

(‘Hb)vzc—ivz‘% 2g +£3< dr>+hv2w 0,

13 Tor 2 or
(A4)
1 0B 1 O0A 10A 1 OB
F%+rsin6@_ © 790 rsin0op (A-3)
where
_a_,. 2b &G 2(a+b) ow
A_fr—zle —G hﬁ w+dﬁ, a6
2y >’y 2y ’
2
= (hfb)<r—zv1¥’+r—2) +h(ar2r2>’
a=Ap+2A6, b=A~Au—Ass, C=Ass (A7)
(1:./'\13+A447 h=A44, g:d+h72(a+b). '
It has been proved that both A and B can be set to zero:
A=0, B=0. (A.8)
The following change of variables is introduced
r=Re'", ¥ =RZe", G=RFe", wf—rﬁz—%, (A.9)
or on

where Z, F and H are displacement functions with respect to the
dimensionless radial variable 7.
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Substitution of the above variables into Egs. (A.4), (A.6) and
(A.8) yields Eq. (18)

S ANYA
(8112+ 811) +AssV2Z — 2(Ass — Ass)Z =0
and

>? 9 )
{h<6112+817> +aV3 - 2b|F+

> d

(A.10)

(h— )Vz—dvzﬁF— a—3+8—2 hV2 +2 H=0.
&IV ton o on? an gan

(A11)

Another displacement function ¢ is introduced to uncouple F and H
in Egs. (A.10) and (A.11):

o )
F= {da—”zu(wb)a—n} b, (A.12)
F ;) )
H=- {h (anz 071) +av? Zb} b. (A.13)

It can be seen that such ¢ does satisfy Eq. (A.10). Substitution of Egs.
(A.12) and (A.13) into Eq. (A.11) leads to Eq. (19), i.e.,

o 9 2 (P 9
[ (W + im) +2D (();72 ()r,) + MV (0172 + ()17) ] ¢ =0,
—4L+2(N - L)V? + NV2V?

where

_hg—bc _ bg ac+h*—d* _a

b==G— l=gp M=—77— N=¢ (A14)
and @ is defined as

(D:—%. (A.15)

Subsequently, the displacement functions can be expressed by Z
and @, i.e., Eq. (20).

Appendix B. Fourier associated Legendre series

For the asymmetric and piecewise boundary condition at the
complete surface of the sphere the pressure function p(0,)
(0<0<m 0<@<2m), can be expanded with the orthogonal
functions

{Pf(cos()) cosmp (n > 0,n>m = 0),
P(cos0)sinlgp (k> 0k > [> 0)}, (B.1)

where P™ and P}, are the associated Legendre functions, and n, m, k, |
are integers. The orthogonality relations for any two functions in
the above system are

T 2n
/ P™(cos 0) cos m¢P},(cos 0) sin I sin §dp do = 0, (B.2)
0 0

L4 21
/ / (Py (cos 0) cos m(p)2 sin0dpdo
0 JoO

__2mig(nm)_

T 2n+1)n-m)’

T . 2 27k +1)!
[ _
/0 /0 (pk(cos 0) sml(p) sinfdpdo = ks k=11’ (B.4)

where sin6 is a weight function and

w3
So the function p can be expanded as
p0, ) = i T (A} cosme + By sinm) Py (cos 6), (B.6)
n=0 m=0
where
Al = %m /07I /027[ p(0, )P (cos 0) cosme sin Od ¢ do,
By = —(Zr;;(ln)inr;):n)! /On /0.27[13(6, @)P; (cos 0) sinme sin 0dg do.

(B.7)

Appendix C. The domain of integration

The load circle S;, is represented by an ellipse in the left sketch
of Fig. C.1. O; is the center of the load circle corresponding to (R co-
S ¢i, 0, i) in the spherical coordinate system, where R is the sphere
radius. The spherical load circle subtends an angle of 2¢;. O is the
center of the sphere and P is a point in the z-axis. O} is the projec-
tion of O; in the x-y plane. The line across the points O; and P lies in
the plane containing the load circle. The plane across the points O,
P and O; is perpendicular to the load circle. The points Q; and Q»
corresponding to the same 6 locate at the edge of S;. The line across
the points Q; and Q, is parallel to the x-y plane. Q) and Q) in the
right sketch are the projections of Q; and Q- in the x-y plane. It is
aimed to find the function ¢@q(0).

Care should be taken that the spherical coordinate system must
be appropriately chosen so that every load lies in ¢; < 6; <7 — ¢;.
Otherwise, if the z-axis goes through the inner of load circle, the
following construction will not work. Nevertheless, an appropriate
coordinate system can be normally found in case of a limited coor-
dination number and a small load area. The coordination number is
limited for spheres with a similar size. For example, the maximum
coordination number in a three dimensional space is 12 for mono-
sized spheres. Besides, for ceramic spherical pebbles compressed
by plates, the ¢; which is related to the ith load area is relatively
small before failure occurs. Therefore, it will not be a big issue to
identify an appropriate coordinate system. The geometrical rela-
tions read as

b=Rsin¢;, h=Rcos¢;, c=hltanby|, f=h|seco;,
d:\/R2+f2—2Rf\cos(9\, p:lwzﬂ,
2000 D> - €D
c
m=Rsin0, ¢@,(0)= arcsin%.

There is a special case for the load area with 6; = 7/2. In this case,

\/b2 — (Rcos0)?
- =

\/sin2 ¢; — cos2 0

®y(0) = arcsin S0

(C2)

As a result, the integral domain is [6; — 6o,0; + 6p] and [¢; —
@i — @o(0)].

@o(0),

Appendix D. Hertz pressure distribution

The Hertz pressure in Eq. (11) is expressed as a function of ¢
while the coefficients, A7 and B} in Eq. (47) are derived with the
pressure in terms of (6, ¢). Therefore, it is essential to obtain the
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Fig. C.1. The domain of the load area.

Fig. D.1. The acute angle between the lines (r,6, @) and (1, 6;, ;).

angle between (r,0;, ;) and (1,0, ). Note that for any point (R, 0, @)
in the load area, | — ¢;| is much smaller than 7/2 because the load
normally is very small. Accordingly, 0 < ¢ < m/2 (see Fig. D.1).

my; =Rsind, |, =R|cosd|, my =Rsin6;, I, =R|cosb;,
(D.1)

e = \/m% + m3 — 2mym; cos(| — ;)

= R\/sin2 0+ sin® 0; — 2 sin 0'sin 0; cos(|p — @), (D.2)
b1 = (l] - 12)2 =+ e%

= R\/i\/l — | cos 0 cos ;] — sin@sin 0; cos(|p — @y]). (D.3)
The angle between the line (1,0, @) and the line (r,0;, @;) is
¢(0, @, 0;, @;) = 2arcsin (%) (D.4)

Appendix E. The relations between coefficients in the general
solution and the boundary condition

The shear stress is 0 at any point on sphere surface. It is thus
independent of 6 and @. For 6,4~z = 01p|p-1 = 0, the independence
of 0 yields

Dy (Zm — 1) cosme + Dy (Ap — 1) sinme = 0, (E.1)

—(CiiTy + CTy) sinme + (C3Ty + CyTp) cosme =0, (E.2)

—H(RY, 1) sinme + (R, IT,) cosmep = 0 (E.3)
and for 6,g|r-g = 619|p-1 = 0, the independence of 0 yields

=Dy (Zp1 — 1) sinme + Dy, (Az — 1) cosme = 0, (E.4)
(ChTy + CyTy) cosme + (CpTh + CjyT) sinme = 0, (E.5)
(R, IT)) cosme + T(RY,, IT,) sinme = 0, (E.6)

where Tj=(1 — uy)l;i+ Ay (i=1,2). For Egs. (E.1) and (E.4), the
independence of ¢ yields

Dyi(4m —1)=0, Dp(ia—1)=0, (E.7)

however, /, depends on h. As a result

Dyi =0, Dp, =0. (E.8)

For Egs. (E.2) and (E.5), the independence of ¢ yields

{ CiTh +CpTp =0, (E9)
CiTn + CyTp =0,

which implies

O =~ 12Ch=LnCh. Ch= - 12CY = LinCl (E10)

it it

For Egs. (E.3) and (E.6), the independence of ¢ yields

TR I7) =0, (R, 1) =0, (E11)

which implies

I1T] = I—I[]((()l7 7_01)) = KanR;Tlv Inmz = % = Kananz (E12)

o, can be obtained by replacing Aq,, (2Ags) and A;3 in Eq. (40) by
A13, 0 and Ass. For p =1, o, read as
1 L [ (CiJn + Cilp) cosme ]
O =% >N . o Pl (cos 6)
T w0 L+(CiJn + Ciaip) sinme

1 < m m
+E Z Z [91 (Rny, Iny) cosme
n m=0

+ Qi (R, 1) sinme] Py (cos ) (E-13)

where Eq. (E.8) has been used. Applying the boundary condition,
Orrlr=r = 6rr|p=1 =p(0, ), yields

ij +Cm :—AmR,

{ :l in Z]lz 1 (E14)
CiJu + CuJp = —B/'R

and
Qi (R%IT) =ATR,

{ 1(: :) " (E.15)
Q(Ry, 1) = By R
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The coefficients, i (i =1,2,3,4), can be derived from the set of

equations of (E.9) and (E.14). The coefficients, (Rf,,I,) (k=1,2),
can be derived from the set of equations of (E.11) and (E.15).
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