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Abstract

Integrated photoelasticity is investigated for a soft material subjected to a three-dimensional stress state. In the
experiment, a solid sphere is pressed against a gelatin gel (Young’s modulus is about 4.2 kPa) that deforms up to 4.5
mm depending on the loading forces. The resulting photoelastic parameters (phase retardation, azimuthal angle,
and stress-optic coefficient) in the gel are measured using a polarization camera. The measured retardation and
azimuth are compared with the analytical prediction based on Hertzian contact theory. Remarkably, experimental
and analytical results of the photoelastic parameters show a reasonable agreement not only in the retardation but
also in the azimuth that is related to the direction of principal stresses and but rarely validated in previous studies,
is essential for reconstructing three-dimensional stress fields in soft materials. The stress-optic coefficient of the
gelatin gel used is 3.12×10−8 1/Pa. Such findings proved that integrated photoelasticity is useful for measuring the
three-dimensional stress field in soft materials, which is of importance in biomedical engineering and cell printing
applications.
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1 Introduction

Measurement of stress in a soft material is of significant
importance in biomedical engineering and cell printing
applications, such as it is used to identify the onset of
yield. In this way, it can be used to characterize, for e.g.,
the level of pain in needle-free drug delivery [1, 2]. Ad-
ditionally, understanding the stress field in the substrate
generated during the impact of droplets and liquid jets
is related to a wide range of engineering processes and
thus is of interest [3–6].

Photoelasticity is a well-known technique for the mea-
surement of stress fields in materials. Among other ap-
plications, it is used to measure residual stresses in glass
[7–16]. There are comparatively fewer studies that use
photoelasticity to investigate the stress in soft materi-
als [17–23]. Photoelasticity is based on the phenomenon
of birefringence, i.e., when the refractive index of a ma-
terial under stress changes in different directions, caus-
ing stress-induced optical anisotropy. The difference in

refractive indices along two mutually perpendicular di-
rections can be measured by observing the intensity of a
light ray as it emerges from the stressed body. In this
way, the stress state inside the material can be deter-
mined. The proportional relationship between the prin-
cipal stress difference σd in a material and the phase
retardation of transmitted light is known as the stress-
optic law [11, 24]:

∆ = C

∫

σd(y)dy (1)

The proportionality coefficient C is called the stress-optic
coefficient and its value is material-specific [11]. The
simple method for measuring retardation is the fringe
method [12,17,25–27]. This method measures the image
with fringe pattern using a polarizer and the two quarter-
wave plates. The retardation is calculated from the num-
ber of fringes. However, there are difficulties in calculat-
ing the number of fringes from the dense fringe pattern,
and information about retardation is discretized. In con-
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trast, the phase-shifting method can directly measure re-
tardation by images with multiple intensities obtained by
varying the angle of the wave plate or detector without
counting the fringe orders [25, 28–31].

Photoelasticity has advantages over other measure-
ment methods, such as pressure sensors, as it can mea-
sure the full-field of stress within a material and is non-
invasive. Methods that can calculate stress as the full-
field, such as digital image correlation [4, 32], measure
the local displacements of the materials and then calcu-
late the stress field based on the constitutive equation
of the material. In contrast, the photoelasticity relates
the measured data directly to the stress field as long as
Eq. (1) holds. In particular, a method for measuring
three-dimensional stress fields in a material is named in-
tegrated photoelasticity [12, 16, 33, 34]. The word “inte-
grated” means that the recorded retardation has picked-
up incremental retardation at every material point along
the travel of the light ray that depends on the stress state
at that point.

The measurement of stress fields in materials is im-
portant in various engineering fields. In particular, in
the field of medical engineering, understanding the stress
field around aneurysms is required to elucidate the rup-
ture mechanism of cerebral aneurysms [35–37]. Photoe-
lasticity is expected to be a useful method for such prob-
lems. However, photoelasticity has been mainly used for
hard materials such as glass [11, 16, 38, 39]. It has not
been sufficiently validated when applied to soft materials
such as biological tissues [24]. Previous studies have used
gelatin [17,17–20,40] as an effective analog for biological
tissues. These studies have been limited to verification
of the two-dimensional stress field and qualitative discus-
sions on the measured retardation distribution [23,38]. In
addition, the stress-optic coefficient of the material must
be known to reconstruct the stress field from the mea-
sured retardation field using Eq. (1). It has been sug-
gested that the stress-optic coefficient of gelatin varies
with concentration and temperature [18], but few data
have been presented [11, 19, 40].

Although photoelasticity has been applied to three-
dimensional stress fields for a long time [8,41,42], earlier
works have mainly focused on the magnitude of retar-
dation, i.e., the magnitude of the stress [22], and have
rarely mentioned the azimuthal angle (axis orientation
of the elliptically polarized light), i.e., the direction of
the principal stresses [15]. Physically, knowing the direc-
tion of the principal stresses in a material is crucial for
considerations on crack propagation [24, 43] and for the
rupture of cerebral aneurysms [35].

The azimuth is also very important for the measure-
ment of stress using photoelasticity since azimuth is
essential for reconstructing internal three-dimensional
stress fields from experimentally obtained photoelas-
tic parameters (retardation and azimuth) [9, 13, 44–48].
Previous studies have used photoelasticity to measured

three-dimensional stress field such as the Hertzian con-
tact problem [15,39,49,50] but only hard materials were
used.The contact problems for soft materials have not
been evaluated. Furthermore, studies that investigate
azimuth in three-dimensional stress fields in soft materi-
als are lacking.

Therefore, this study aims to validate integrated pho-
toelasticity as a means to obtain the three-dimensional
stress field in a soft material. The Hertzian contact prob-
lem is studied because the stress field in the material and
can be obtained analytically if the external force and
other contact conditions are known a-priori [26,51]. The
experimentally measured retardation and azimuth fields
using a simple setup are compared with their theoretical
counterparts. An accompanying paper of this work [52]
is probing deeper into the new insights on contact me-
chanics for soft materials, that this work has enabled.

In Sec. 2, the methodology used in determining the
photoelastic parameters and the experimental setup are
described. Section 3 discusses the comparison between
measurements and theory, while Sec. 4 highlights the
findings in the present study.

2 Methodology

2.1 Integrated photoelasticity

In this section, our measurement system using integrated
photoelasticity is explained. The fundamental compo-
nents of the optical elements used in our measurement
system are shown in Fig. 1. The unpolarized light from
the light source passes through a linear polarizer and a
quarter-wave plate to become circularly polarized light.
After that, the polarization state of the light passing
through the stressed model changes, and finally it is out-
going as elliptically polarized light with retardation ∆
and azimuth φ. The stressed model can be virtually cut
into N thin plates, each of which can be replaced by an
optical element with characteristic retardation and az-
imuth [53, 54]. The characteristic retardation of the i-th
thin plate ∆(i) can be represented by integrating Eq. (1)
for the thin plate, using the secondary principal stress

difference σ
(i)
d acting on the plate [53, 55–58]:

∆(i) = Cσ
(i)
d d(i), (2)

where d(i) is the thickness of the plate. The secondary

principal stress difference σ
(i)
d is expressed as

σ
(i)
d =

∣

∣

∣
σ
(i)
1 − σ

(i)
2

∣

∣

∣
.

Here, σ
(i)
1 and σ

(i)
2 are the maximum and minimum or-

thogonal values that can be obtained by all rotations in

the x-z system (see Fig. 1). σ
(i)
1 and σ

(i)
2 are called the

larger and smaller secondary principal stresses, respec-
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Figure 1: Illustration instead of principle of measurement system. The stressed model can be virtually cut into N thin plates.
Each plate can be replaced by an optical element with characteristic retardation and azimuth, which is called the “optically
equivalent model”. The effect of each optical element is represented using Mueller matrices.

tively. They are expressed as

σ
(i)
1 =

1

2

(

σ(i)
xx + σ(i)

zz

)

+

√

(

σ
(i)
xx − σ

(i)
zz

)2

+ 4σ
(i)
xz

2
, (3)

σ
(i)
2 =

1

2

(

σ(i)
xx + σ(i)

zz

)

−

√

(

σ
(i)
xx − σ

(i)
zz

)2

+ 4σ
(i)
xz

2
, (4)

where the σ
(i)
xx , σ

(i)
zz and σ

(i)
xz are the stress components

in the Cartesian coordinates system acting on the i-th
plate. Hence, secondary principal stresses are the princi-
pal stresses in the plane orthogonal to the light propaga-
tion direction. Here, we assume that the out-of-plane
stress components (i.e., along the y-axis, see Fig. 1)
do not affect the birefringence. Stress-induced optical
anisotropy of the material is obtained by the light inten-
sity observed by the photodetector. The direction of the

larger secondary principal stress σ
(i)
1 on the i-th plate

ψ(i) is

ψ(i) =
1

2
tan−1 2σ

(i)
xz

σ
(i)
xx − σ

(i)
zz

. (5)

The azimuth of the elliptically polarized light φ corre-
sponds to the direction of the secondary principal stress
with a smaller absolute value than the other one. There-
fore, the following equations hold.

If |σ1| < |σ2|, φ(i) = ψ(i). (6)

If |σ1| > |σ2|, φ(i) = ψ(i) +
π

2
. (7)

The stressed model replaced with an optical element with
characteristic retardation and azimuth is called the “op-
tically equivalent model” [53, 58]. Then, the polarized
light passing through the optically equivalent model goes
through the linear polarizer as an analyzer with a fast
axis orientation of 0◦, 45◦, 90◦, or 135◦. Here, the fast

axis corresponds to the minor axis of the transmitted el-
liptically polarized light. Finally, the light intensity of
the polarized light is measured by the photodetector.

The final (integrated) retardation ∆ and azimuth φ of
the outgoing light passing through the optical elements
are obtained by the Mueller calculus [56,59,60] using the
Mueller matrix and Stokes parameters. This calculation
is a matrix multiplication developed by H. Mueller to
characterize the effects of retarders, polarizers, etc. [56,
59, 60]. The general state of polarized light outcoming
from a series of optical elements is elliptical polarization.
This elliptical polarization can be characterized by four
Stokes parameters [61]. The corresponding Stokes vector
representation is:

S =









S0

S1

S2

S3









. (8)

Three of these parameters are independent and are re-
lated by the following identity,

S2
0 = S2

1 + S2
2 + S2

3 . (9)

The Stokes parameter of outgoing light S′ is expressed
as

S′ =









S′

0

S′

1

S′

2

S′

3









. (10)

The Stokes parameters of the outgoing light S′ are ob-
tained by multiplying the Stokes parameters of the inci-
dent light S by the Mueller matrices as follows:

S′ = AθX
(N)...X(i)...X(2)X(1)Q45P0S, (11)
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where P0 is the Mueller matrix of the linear polarizer set
with zero degrees,

P0 =
1

2









1 1 0 0
1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









. (12)

Q45 is the Mueller matrix of the quarter-wave plate at
45◦,

Q45 =









1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0









. (13)

X(i) is the Mueller matrix of the i-th thin plate (i = 1 →
N) with the characteristic retardation ∆(i) and azimuth
φ(i), which are obtained from Eq. (2-5):

X(i) =









1 0 0 0
0 X1 X2 X3

0 X2 X4 X5

0 −X3 −X5 X6









, (14)

where

X1 = 1− (1− cos∆(i)) sin2 2φ(i),

X2 = (1− cos∆(i)) sin 2φ(i) cos 2φ(i),

X3 = − sin∆(i) sin 2φ(i),

X4 = 1− (1− cos∆(i)) cos2 2φ(i),

X5 = sin∆(i) cos 2φ(i),

X6 = cos∆(i).

Aθ is the Mueller matrix of the linear polarizer as the
analyzer with a fast axis direction of θ = 0◦, 45◦, 90◦,
135◦,

Aθ =
1

2









1 cos 2θ sin 2θ 0
cos 2θ cos2 2θ sin 2θ cos 2θ 0
sin 2θ sin 2θ cos 2θ sin2 2θ 0
0 0 0 0









. (15)

Since the light intensity is proportional to the first
component of the Stokes parameters, the outgoing light
intensity I ′θ can be obtained from S′

0 of Eq. 10 for
each angle θ of the analyzer. Using the phase-shifting
method [24, 29, 31], the final retardation ∆ and azimuth
φ (corresponding to the fast axis) are expressed as

∆ =
λ

2π
sin−1

√

(I ′90 − I ′0)
2 + (I ′45 − I ′135)

2

I/2
, (16)

φ =
1

2
tan−1 I ′90 − I ′0

I ′45 − I ′135
. (17)

Here, I is the incident light intensity,

I = I ′0 + I ′45 + I ′90 + I ′135, (18)

and λ is the wavelength of the light source.

2.2 Experimental measurement

2.2.1 Experimental setup

The experimental setup for our study is shown in Fig.
2(a). The setup is very simple, consisting of the light
source, a polarization camera, and a measurement tar-
get. An acrylic container holding the gelatin (details of
the material are described in the next section) is placed
on an electronic balance, and a styrol sphere with a di-
ameter of 2R = 15.0 mm is vertically pressed against the
surface of the gelatin with a loading force F . This ex-
perimental setup is known as a Hertzian contact problem
between a sphere and a half-space [26]. The loading force
F is calculated from the appearant mass m measured
by the electronic balance (AS ONE, Electronic Balance
AXA20002) using F = mg, where g is the acceleration of
gravity of 9.81 m/s2. The light source (Thorlabs, SOLIS-
565C) generates the incident light of a typical wavelength
of 540 nm using a band-pass filter. Incident light is cir-
cularly polarized through a polarizer at 0◦ P0 (Eq. (12))
and a quarter-wave plate at 45◦ Q45 (Eq. (13)). Circu-
larly polarized light passes through the stressed gelatin
and is emitted as elliptically polarized light with retarda-
tion ∆ and azimuth φ. The retardation and azimuth of
the outgoing light can be simultaneously measured using
the polarization camera (Photron, CRYSTA PI-5WP).
The polarization camera takes the 8-bit grayscale inten-
sity image (848×680 pixels) of the stressed gelatin (Fig.
2(b)). Each of the linear polarizers with different angles
of 45 degrees is installed in the four adjacent pixels of
the image sensor. The linear polarizers play the role of
the oriented analyzer in Fig. 1 and are positioned at
clockwise angles of 0, 45, 90, and 135 degrees. Each im-
age sensor receives the intensity of polarized light that
oscillates at the angle of the polarizers (see the inset of
Fig. 2(b)). Therefore, a set of retardation and azimuth
data can be obtained by the software (Photron, CRYSTA
Stress Viewer) using a intensity image taken in a sin-
gle shot. Therefore, the retardation and azimuth fields
which are calculated using the measured intensity image
(848×680 pixels) will be 434×340 pixels. The detail of
the image sensor of the polarized camera is described in
the Refs. [31,62]. The circular object in the center of the
image is a sphere, pressed against the gelatin vertically.
In the center of the image, the surface of the gelatin is
represented by the dashed line in the horizontal direction
in Fig. 2(b).

Here, a brief overview of how the measurement results
are obtained is provided, while a detailed discussion will
be given in Sec. 3. The spatial distributions of the re-
tardation and azimuth in gelatin under stress are shown
in Fig. 3(a,b). The measured image is obtained with
a spatial resolution of 54.8 µm/pixel. The maximum
measurable value of the retardation is λ/4 (135 nm) be-
cause of Eq. (16). If the stress increases above a certain
value, the retardation exceeds λ/4 and phase wrapping
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Figure 2: (a) Schematic of the experimental setup and (b) intensity image taken by the polarization camera. As shown
in the inset of (b), a set of retardation and azimuth is obtained from the intensity values of four neighboring pixels. The
checker-like pattern of (b) is due to the intensity difference of the four neighboring pixels.

occurs, resulting in the appearance of a fringe pattern
(Fig. 3(c)). This means that the yellow region below the
sphere is more stressed than the red fringe surrounding
it. The azimuth data correspond to the principal axis of
the elliptically polarized light through the material for
the x-axis (see Fig. 1). Azimuth inverses by 90◦ accord-
ing to the phase wrapping of retardation if the stress
exceeds a certain value. The azimuth inversion occurs
when the retardation exceeds λ/4 (first phase wrapping)
and reaches 0 nm again (second phase wrapping) (Fig.
3(e,f)). In the experiment, the retardation at the second
phase wrapping cannot be measured accurately and has
inevitable noise because of discontinuous azimuth inver-
sion. Therefore, the two dark blue fringes appear. This
will be discussed in Sec. 3. This study investigates the
case of sphere masses m up to 20 g, which corresponds
to the loading force of 196.2 mN. If the loading force is
greater than 200 mN, the reaction forces from the side
walls and the bottom surface is increased. Additionally,
in these cases, the third and fourth phase wrappings oc-
cur and the measurement accuracy becomes even low.

2.2.2 Materials

For the soft material, a gelatin derived from porcine skin
(Sigma Aldrich, G6144-1KG) is used. The gelatin is dis-
solved in pure water (90◦C) at 5 wt% and the solution
is stirred at room temperature (20◦C) until it reached a
temperature of about 30◦C. The solution is placed in a
transparent acrylic container (44×44×47 mm3) and kept
in a refrigerator at 4◦C to solidify for over 18 hours. Be-
fore testing, the gelatin is left at room temperature for
about 2 hours until the gel temperature reached the same
level as room temperature.

The elastic modulus, E, of the gelatin, is estimated
from the surface deformation [63,64] as follows. When a
solid, rigid (i.e., much less compliant than the gelatin)
sphere of diameter 2R = 15.0 mm is lightly pressed
against the gelatin surface with a loading force F , the
maximum deformation δzmax is given by Hertzian con-

tact theory [26, 51, 65] as,

δzmax =

(

9F 2

16E∗2R

)1/3

, (19)

where δzmax is measured from the side view of the acrylic
container. Note that the Hertzian contact theory as-
sumes that the contact radius (the radius of the area
where the sphere contacts the substrate) is sufficiently
small relative to R [26, 65]. When the loading force is
117.7 mN, the contact radius exceed 80% of R in our
case. Nevertheless, the measured surface displacement
results followed the curve of Eq. (19) well. Hertzian con-
tact problem for highly deformable substrate is carefully
discussed in the accompanying paper of this work [52].
E∗ is the effective elastic modulus and is expressed as,
using E and the Poisson’s ratio, ν, of the material,

E∗ =
E

1− ν2
. (20)

In the literature [63,66,67], it has been reported that the
Poisson ratio of gelatin closely approaches a value of 0.5,
i.e., ν = 0.499. The value of ν = 0.499 is used in this
study. Then, E of gelatin is estimated by measuring F
and δzmax using the above equations and values, after
making sure that the forces applied are small enough
to not invalidate the assumptions of Hertzian contact
theory. As a result, the elastic modulus of gelatin with
a concentration of 5 wt% is about 4.2 ± 0.1 kPa. The
error is a standard deviation. This value varies from
another reported value of 2.4 kPa (5 wt%, 20◦C) [67],
but is still within the same order of magnitude. Because
the gelatin is of biological origin, the variation of the
elastic modulus increases with the concentration of the
gelatin. The density of gelatin is about 1,000 kg/m3.
To verify the elasticity of the gelatin, the mean retar-

dation after unloading is measured (Fig. 4). To avoid
viscoelastic effects, measurements are taken 1 minute af-
ter unloading and repeated after 2 minutes. For F < 200
mN, the retardation goes back to less than 6 nm (4.4%
of the maximum measurable value) after unloading. Re-
tardation after unloading varies in the region below 6 nm

5



Figure 3: (a,c,e) Measured retardation and (b,d,f) azimuth fields. The loading forces F are 9.8, 39.4, and 117.7 mN for (a,b),
(c,d), and (e,f), respectively. The physical dimensions are normalized with the radius of the rigid sphere.

and does not increase with the loading force. Therefore,
considering a measurement error of approximately 6 nm,
it can be said that the retardation returns to almost zero
after unloading. From these facts, in the region mea-
sured in this study, the gelatin can be assumed to be
elastic. Furthermore, it is reported that gelatin shows
elastic linearity up to a large strain of about 40 % [68].

2.3 Analytical stress field

The stress field in the elastic half-space where the sphere
is pressed can be obtained analytically using the Hertzian
contact theory [26, 69]. Here, we consider an elastic
half-space in cylindrical coordinates that extends from
0 ≤ z < ∞ and 0 ≤ r < ∞, which has material proper-
ties of E and ν and is subjected to a Hertzian pressure

distribution on the surface (z = 0) along 0 ≤ r ≤ a,
where r = a is the contact radius, as yet unknown (see
Fig. 5). Note that the origin and z-axis of the r-z plane
in analytical calculation, respectively, correspond to the
origin and z-axis of the x-z plane in experiments.
The normal pressure distribution corresponding to a

sphere loaded along the epicentral z-axis with F and R
is given by Ref. [26]:

σzz(r, z = 0) =
p0
a

√

a2 − r2, (21)

for 0 ≤ r ≤ a,

σzz(r, z = 0) = 0, (22)

for r > a,

where p0 = 3F/2πa2. The contact radius is given by

6



Figure 4: (a) Measured retardation field after unloading force F = 196.2 mN and (b) mean retardation ∆ in the measurement
area after unloading. R is the radius of sphere.

Fig.1

z

r

r = a

σzz(r, z = 0) =
p0

a
a2

− r2

E, ν

O

Figure 5: Hertzian contact pressure acts on the elastic half-
space.

a = (3FR/4E∗)1/3. The sphere is considered rigid
in comparison to the half-space, rendering the effective
modulus E∗ = E/(1 − ν2), per Eq. (20). It is assumed
that the contact is frictionless. The stresses and displace-
ments at any arbitrary point can be determined using the
Love stress function method [51].

The analytical stress fields in the r-z plane are shown
in Fig. 6 when a sphere of radius R = 7.5 mm and mass
m = 12 g (F = 117.7 mN) is pressed against the gelatin
with E = 4.2 kPa and ν = 0.499. The calculated domain
is −2 ≤ r/R ≤ 2, 0 ≤ z/R ≤ 2. The spatial resolution of
the calculated domain is 200 × 100 pixels.

In Fig. 7, the analytical fields of secondary princi-
pal stress difference and azimuth of secondary princi-
pal stress σ1 at the r-z plane are shown. The maxi-
mum secondary principal stress difference appeared at
a point slightly below the bottom of the sphere. From
the Hertzian contact theory, the maximum value of sec-
ondary principal stress difference appears at the point
of z ≃ 0.55a + δzmax for ν = 0.499 [26]. The azimuth
shown corresponds to the direction of the absolute maxi-
mum secondary principal stress, σ1 or σ2. It can be seen
from Fig. 7 that the secondary principal stress acts ra-
dially from the contact surface of the sphere. On the

z-axis, the secondary principal stress acts in the direc-
tion of 90◦, and further away from the z-axis, it reaches
0◦ or 180◦. Numerical errors in calculating the azimuth
appear near the surface away from the z-axis.
To calculate the characteristic retardation ∆(i) and az-

imuth φ(i) using Eq. (2) and Eq. (5)), the stress ten-
sors should be transformed to the Cartesian coordinates
σxyz at any point. These stresses and displacements
may be used in conjunction with the Mueller calculus to
approximate the characteristic retardation and azimuth
field for the Hertzian contact problem. The stress tensor
obtained here in the cylindrical coordinate σrθz must be
transformed using the following equation,

σxyz = R−1

z σrθzRz, (23)

where Rz is the rotation matrix around the z-axis:

Rz =





cos θ − sin θ 0
sin θ cos θ 0
0 0 1



 . (24)

Using integrated photoelasticity (Sec. 2.1) with Eqs. (2-
5), the characteristic retardation ∆(i) and azimuth φ(i) at
any point in the material are calculated. Then, the final
retardation ∆ and azimuth φ are obtained by the Mueller
calculus (Eq. (11)) as shown in Fig. 8. This calculation
of the characteristic retardation ∆(i) assumes that the
stress-optic coefficient C for gelatin is known.

2.4 Determination of the stress-optic co-

efficient

This section describes how to determine the stress-optic
coefficient of gelatin. The stress-optic coefficient is deter-
mined by a comparison between the experimental (Sec.
2.2.1) and analytical (Sec. 2.3) retardation fields. The
stress-optic coefficient is chosen to be the value that min-
imizes the root mean square error between the calculated
and experimental values. The procedure for determining
C is given below.

7



Figure 6: Components of the analytical stress field induced by a sphere of radius R = 7.5 mm and loading force F = 117.7
mN pressed against the gelatin with the elastic modulus E = 4.2 kPa and the Poisson’s ratio ν = 0.499.

Figure 7: (a) Analytical secondary principal stress difference and (b) orientation of a secondary principal stress at r-z plane
when a sphere of radius R = 7.5 mm and loading force F = 117.7 mN is pressed against the gelatin with the elastic modulus
E = 4.2 kPa and the Poisson’s ratio ν = 0.499.

1) Calculate the stress field within the gelatin when a
sphere of radius R is pressed with a loading force F
(see Fig. 6).

2) Select a certain value of the stress-optic coefficient C
and calculate the integrated retardation field using
the Mueller calculus using the value (as in Fig. 8(a)).

3) In the analytical and experimental results, plot the
retardation line profiles along the z-axis (x/R = 0)
(see Fig. 12(b) later on).

4) Calculate the root mean squared error (RMSE) be-
tween the profiles of experimental and analytical re-
tardation.

5) Change the value of C.

6) Perform the same calculation as in steps 2), 3) and
4) to obtain the RMSE with the changed value of
C.

7) Find a value of C with the smallest RMSE by re-
peating steps 5) and 6).

This procedure is carried out by varying the loading
force F in 16 steps from 9.81 to 196.2 mN using the same
gelatin.

3 Result and discussion

3.1 Stress-optic coefficient of gelatin

The result of the determination of the stress-optic coef-
ficient is shown in Fig. 9. The mean value is the dashed
line plotted in Fig. 9. In the range of F selected in these
experiments, the mean value of C is 3.12 ± 0.25 × 10−8

1/Pa, which is within the range of values (2-4×10−8

1/Pa) for gelatin reported in the literature [11, 19, 40].
The error is a standard deviation. When F = 196.2
mN, the surface deformation is approximately 4.5 mm.
Note that this amount of deformation is large compared
to that of glass and other materials treated in previous
studies of photoelasticity. This indicates that, at least
within the range of strains selected in this paper, in-
tegrated photoelasticity with suitable value of C holds
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Figure 8: (a) Calculated final retardation and (a) azimuth fields based on the stress field of Fig. 6 (F = 117.7 mN) using
the stress-optic coefficient of C = 3.12× 10−8 1/Pa.

Figure 9: Determination of stress-optic coefficient. The
dashed line indicates the mean value of the stress-optic co-
efficient of the gelatin gel used in this study, the value is
3.12×10−8 1/Pa. The values for gelatin reported in the liter-
ature are 2-4×10−8 1/Pa [19,40].

even under high-stress and large-deformation character-
istic of soft materials. Furthermore, the procedure pro-
posed in this paper (Sec. 2.4) can be useful to determine
the stress-optic coefficient of soft materials.

3.2 Comparison of experimental and an-

alytical results

Comparisons between experimental and analytical fields
of retardation are shown in Fig. 10. The analytical re-
sults are calculated using the stress-optic coefficient of
3.12×10−8 1/Pa. The overall trends of the experimental
and analytical retardation fields show reasonable agree-
ment. The measured retardation fields are symmetri-
cally distributed about the central axis of the sphere,
as expected for the Hertzian contact problem. As de-
scribed in Sec. 2.2.1, the first phase wrapping of the
retardation occurs, and a fringe appears when the load-
ing force exceeds a certain value (Fig. 10(c,d)). The
second phase wrapping occurs when the loading force

increases further (Fig. 10(e,f)). The inner area of the
fringe shows higher stress than that of the outer area.
Therefore, the maximum secondary principal stress dif-
ference appears at a point slightly below the bottom of
the sphere ((x/R, z/R) ≃ (0, 0.2), (0, 0.4) and (0, 0.7)
for Fig. 10(a,b), (c,d) and (e,f), respectively). The sec-
ondary principal stress difference decreases as the posi-
tion of z/R increases from that point. This result coin-
cides with what is shown in the nonwrapped field of the
secondary principal stress difference in Fig. 7(a).
The width of the fringe is narrower close to the contact

surface between the sphere and the gelatin and thicker
away from it. This corresponds to the distribution of the
gradient of the secondary principal stress difference in
the gelatin. The experimental result has a double-fringe
at the point of the second phase wrapping (∆ = 0 nm)
whereas a single-fringe appears in the analytical result
(Fig. 10(e,f)). This is because the measured retarda-
tion at the second phase wrapping has inevitable noise
since discontinuous azimuth inversion cannot be accu-
rately measured.
Fig. 11 shows the comparisons between an experimen-

tal and analytical field of azimuth. The azimuth is the
angle to the x-axis as defined in Fig. 1. The fields
show that the symmetrical distribution of azimuth to
the z-axis is obtained. As an example, by comparing
the azimuths of two points near (x/R, z/R) ≃ (±0.5, 1)
in Fig. 11(a,b), around (x/R, z/R) ≃ (−0.5, 1), the
value is approximately -30◦ (as its color is green), while
around (x/R, z/R) ≃ (0.5, 1), the value is approximately
30◦ (because its color is blue). As mentioned in Sec.
2.2.1, the azimuth inverses by 90◦ according to the phase
wrapping of retardation if the stress value exceeds a cer-
tain value (Fig. 11(e,f)). This phenomenon can be pre-
dicted by the Mueller calculus (Sec. 2.1). In the mea-
sured retardation field (Fig. 10(e,f)), a blue fringe (∆
= 0 nm) can be seen inside the red fringe (∆ = 135
nm). An azimuth inversion occurs and is distributed at
the region corresponding to this fringe. It is notewor-
thy that azimuth values are measured sufficiently even
in regions of small retardation (e.g., the point around
(x/R, z/R) ≃ (±1.5, 0.3) in Fig. 10(c,d)). As with the
retardation fields, all of the above have common occur-
rence in both the experimental and analytical retardation
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Figure 10: (a,c,e) Experimental and (b,d,f) analytical retardation fields. The loading forces F are 9.8, 39.4, and 117.7 mN
for (a,b), (c,d) and (e,f), respectively. The analytical fields are calculated using the stress-optic coefficient C of 3.12 × 10−8

1/Pa. Black solid curves show the deformed surface of gelatin on the x-z plane. The free surface in the analytical fields is
pixelated due to the discretization of the calculated domain. The dashed lines are used to create plots comparing data in
Figs. 12 and 13 for the z-location with the maximum secondary principal stress difference.

fields, and their overall trends show reasonable agree-
ment.

The experimental and analytical line profiles of retar-
dation along the black dashed lines in Fig. 12 for the
z-location with the maximum secondary principal stress
difference are shown in Fig. 12(a,c,e) as well as along the
z-axis (x/R = 0) in Fig. 12(a,c,e)(b,d,f).

At positions away from x/R = 0, the retardation is
low; closer to the center, the retardation increases (Fig.
12(a)). Phase wrapping occurs when the loading force
exceeds a certain value (Fig. 12(c)). The retardation
reaches 135 nm near x/R ≃ ±0.5, 1.25 for Fig. 12(c,e),
respectively. The distance between this first phase wrap-
ping point and the center of the sphere (x/R = 0) is
larger in the experimental result than in the analytical
result (Fig. 12(c)). It becomes larger with increasing
loading force (Fig. 12(e)). In the case where the load-
ing force is even higher (Fig. 12 (e)), a second phase
wrapping occurs. Both the experimental and analytical
retardation reach 0 nm near x/R = ±0.75. Around this
point, the experimental retardation reaches 0 nm twice,
while the analytical retardation reaches 0 nm once. This
result is shown in Fig. 10(e) as the double-fringes ap-
pear. These trends are similar for line profiles along the
z-axis (Fig. 12(b,d,f)). A comparison of the line profiles
on the z-axis shows that the difference between the ex-

perimental and analytical results is greater at the points
close to the bottom of the sphere.

The experimental and analytical line profiles of az-
imuth are shown in Fig. 13. These line profiles cor-
respond to the data along the black dashed lines and
z-axis (x/R = 0) in Fig. 11. In the region of |x/R| > 1
(Fig. 13(a)), the value of azimuth is noisy due to the
small stress (and the retardation). From x/R ≃ −1.5
towards x/R = 0, the azimuth gradually increases and
eventually reaches about 0◦ at x/R = 0 (Fig. 13(a,c)).
Apart from the region of |x/R| > 1, the experimental
and analytical results are in good agreement. When the
loading force is sufficiently large, an azimuth inversion
occurs at the same position as the second phase wrap-
ping of the retardation (Fig. 13(e)). As in the result of
retardation, the distance between the point of azimuth
inversion and the center of the sphere is larger in the
experimental result than in the analytical result. Here,
the analytical azimuth is critically inverted at the sec-
ond phase wrapping point of the retardation, whereas
the experimental azimuth shows a singularity-like inver-
sion. As mentioned before, the polarization camera can-
not measure accurately the discontinuous azimuth inver-
sion. This causes an inevitable noise in the measured
retardation at the second phase wrapping as the retar-
dation reaches 0 nm twice. After inversion, the azimuth
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Figure 11: (a,c,e) Experimental and (b,d,f) analytical azimuth fields. The loading forces F are 9.8, 39.4, and 117.7 mN for
(a,b), (c,d) and (e,f), respectively. The analytical fields are calculated using the stress-optic coefficient C of 3.12 × 10−8

1/Pa. Black solid curves show the deformed surface of gelatin on the x-z plane. The dashed lines are used to create plots
comparing data in Figs. 12 and 13 for the z-location with the maximum secondary principal stress difference.

increases and flips 180◦ at z/R near the center. Line pro-
files along the z-axis (x/R = 0) show a good agreement
between the experimental and analytical results when no
azimuth inversion occurs (Fig. 13(b,d)). When the az-
imuth inversion occurs, the value of the azimuth is noisy
at this point (Fig. 13(f)). Furthermore, the differences
between experimental and analytical results are observed
in the region near the bottom of the sphere.

As with the field comparisons in Fig. 10, the overall
trend is that the line profiles of retardation between ex-
periments and analyses match reasonably well, but there
are minor differences, as discussed above. The slight
asymmetry of the measurement results, e.g., the mis-
alignment between the central axis of the sphere and the
axis of symmetry of the distribution in the gelatin (Fig.
12(b)), are conceivably due to the directivity of the light
source, and the misalignment of the optical axes of the
light source and the camera. The sensitivity of the image
sensors in the polarization cameras is another possible
source of error. As mentioned in Sec. 3.1, the retar-
dation and azimuth are calculated from the variation in
light intensity from the unstressed state to the stressed
state. In regions where the variation in light intensity is
low, i.e., the retardation is close to 0 nm, the measure-
ment accuracy is considered to be poor. This may be the
reason why the experimental values reach 0 nm twice at
the second phase wrapping position of the retardation

(Fig. 12(e)) or why the azimuth shows a singularity-like
inversion at that position (Fig. 12(b)).

4 Conclusion

In this study, integrated photoelasticity is conducted on a
soft material subject to a three-dimensional stress state.
The Hertzian contact problem of a rigid sphere loaded
onto an elastic half-space is investigated through the pho-
toelastic parameters (retardation and azimuth). Mea-
surements are compared with theoretical predictions,
where the results show good agreement.

In the experiment, a solid sphere is pressed against a
gelatin gel with a concentration of 5 wt%. The retar-
dation and azimuth of the polarized light through the
gelatin are measured using a simple setup with polariza-
tion camera. The stress and displacement fields are ob-
tained in the analytical calculation by solving the Hertz
contact problem. When integrated photoelasticity and
the Mueller calculus are applied to the calculated stress
field, the final retardation and azimuth field of the polar-
ized light through the stressed media are calculated. The
overall trends of the experimental and analytical results
(phase retardation and azimuthal angle) show reasonable
agreement.

The stress-optic coefficient C is determined so that the
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Figure 12: (a,c,e) Comparison of retardation line profiles along the black dashed line in Fig. 10. (b,d,f) Comparison of
retardation line profiles along the z-axis (x/R = 0) in Fig. 10. (a,b), (c,d) and (e,f) correspond to (a,b), (c,d) and (e,f) in
Fig. 10, respectively. The loading forces F are 9.8, 39.4, and 117.7 mN for (a,b), (c,d) and (e,f), respectively.

difference between the analytical retardation and the ex-
perimentally measured retardation is minimized. In the
range of F < 196.2 mN selected in this study, an average
stress-optic coefficient of gelatin used is 3.12×10−8 1/Pa
and is within the range of values reported in the litera-
ture [11,19,40]. This indicates that integrated photoelas-
ticity holds even under three-dimensional stress state and
large-deformation regime characteristic of soft materials.

It is worth noting that as the loading force increases,
the second phase wrapping of retardation is accompanied
by the azimuth inversion, where the azimuthal angle in-
verses 90 degrees. Such a complicated relationship is
successfully predicted by the Mueller calculus, which is
particularly verified by the azimuth results. Note that az-
imuth value is essential when one reconstructs the stress
field (i.e., the tensor tomography) in material from the in-
formation obtained in the integrated photoelasticity ex-
periment.
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