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ABSTRACT 

In this work, we have validated the application of Hertzian contact mechanics models and 

corrections in the framework of linear elasticity for the analysis of force vs indentation curves 

acquired using spherical indenters by means of finite elements simulations. We have systematically 

investigated the impact of both large indentations and vertical spatial confinement (bottom effect) on 

the accuracy of the nanomechanical analysis performed with the Hertz model for the parabolic 

indenter compared to the Sneddon model for the spherical indenter. We carried out a comprehensive 

characterization of the corrections for the Hertz model proposed in the literature in the framework of 

linearized force vs indentation curves, as well as a validation of a linearized form of the Sneddon 

model for the spherical indenter and of the combined correction for large indentations and bottom 

effect. Our results show that the corrected Hertz model in combination with the use of a spherical 

indenter allows to accurately quantify the Young’s modulus of elasticity of linearly elastic samples 

and represent a powerful toolkit to analyse experimental data acquired using micrometre-sized 

colloidal probes on samples with variable thickness at arbitrarily large indentations.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The micro- and nanoscale characterisation of the mechanical properties of systems and 

device components is of increasing importance in several fields like biology, where the elastic 

properties of cells, tissues, and extracellular matrix (ECM) can affect the behaviour and fate of 

an organ1–6, or medical engineering, where microdevices with specific elastic properties are 

employed7,8. 

Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) is an ideal tool for the quantitative and non-destructive 

characterisation of the mechanical properties of biological and non-biological samples at the 

sub-micrometer scale9–11, thanks to the high spatial and force resolution of, its versatility, 

including the ability to work in physiological solution and controlled environments, the freedom 

of choosing the best tip dimensions and geometry to match the typical length scales of the system 

under investigation12–14.   

While sharp AFM tips are mandatory when high spatial resolution is necessary, spherical 

probes (colloidal probes, CPs) possess several characteristics that make them suitable for the 

investigation of mechanical properties of soft or biological samples14. Indeed, a well-defined 

interaction geometry (sphere on flat, sphere on sphere) and reduced stress and strain in mechanical 

tests make the application of contact mechanics models more reliable, and the interpretation of results 

less ambiguous; the selection of the tip radius to match the characteristic length scales of the system 

under investigation provides better averaging of the mechanical signals together with a system-

adapted spatial resolution13,15. 

A simple contact mechanics model describing the deformation of elastic solids was 

proposed by Heinrich Hertz in 188216,17. The Hertz model can be used to describe the indentation 

of a purely elastic, semi-infinite half space under the pressure exerted by a paraboloidal indenter. 

It is well known that the application of the Hertz model to real systems is based on a series of 

assumptions and, in some cases, gross approximations: the sample must be uniform and 

isotropic; interfacial adhesion must be absent; the strain and stress must be sufficiently small to 

ensure a linear elastic response; the sample must not exhibit a constrained mechanical response 

due to its spatial confinement and/or finite dimensions (the Bottom Effect problem18–21). In 

addition, to apply the Hertz model to data collected using spherical indenters, the indentation d 

of the probe must be small compared to the radius R of the tip (d<<R), otherwise the parabolic 

approximation of the spherical profile will be inaccurate (the Large Indentation problem22,23). 
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Microscopic systems like single cells or thin tissue slices for histological analysis make 

the assumptions behind the use of the Hertz model to fit nanoindentation data hard to be 

respected. Cell height usually varies between 5-15 µm and its internal structure is extremely 

heterogeneous in all three dimensions, forcing to indent up to a few microns to characterise the 

overall mechanical response, and not just the elastic contribution of the cell membrane coupled 

to the actin cytoskeleton15,24.  

Achieving large indentions up to a few microns is even more critical for tissue or tissue-

derived samples. Indeed, these samples are usually far more heterogeneous than cellular systems, 

across a broader range of length scales (from 50 nm to 50 µm), which requires probing a larger 

volume with the indenter. In addition, their surface may present micron-scale roughness due to 

the above-mentioned structural complexity and to the slicing process, which produces irregular 

interfaces, due to cell detachment and disentangled ECM fibres. 

Excluding nonlinear effects, the consideration of wich goes beyond the aims of the 

present work, the requirement of achieving large indentations on cells and other finite-thickness 

systems (including thin tissues or ECM slices) exposes to the risk of having both, the large 

indentation, and the bottom effect issues, affecting the force vs indentation curves, and impacting 

on the accuracy of the Hertzian analysis.  

To mitigate the large indentation issue in the framework of the Hertz model, it is possible 

to increase the radius R of the tip to reduce the d/R ratio; this measure however can limit the 

maximum indentation achievable or force to use very rigid cantilevers, with consequent loss of 

force sensitivity, beside causing a severe loss of spatial resolution. Alternatively, the model 

developed by Sneddon to describe the indentation of an elastic half-space by a spherical indenter 
25 can be used; this model (hereafter simply called the Sneddon model) does not suffer from the 

constraint d<<R. Unfortunately, Sneddon’s equation for the contact radius of the spherical probe 

cannot be cast in an analytic close form but requires numerical methods to be solved (see section 

2.2). Mitigation of the bottom effect typically requires limitation of the maximum indentation to 

a small fraction (well below 1/10) of the sample thickness, or height, which may keep from 

sensing the elastic contributions of the deeper layers of the system under investigation. 

To overcome the above-mentioned limitations of the Hertz theory, the Bottom Effect 

Correction (BEC) 18–20,26 and the Large Indentation Correction (LIC)22,23 have been proposed. 

The aim of such corrections is to extend the applicability of the Hertz model for the paraboloidal 

indenter to those cases where the estimation of the Young’s modulus (YM) is biased due to the 

bottom effect and the large indentations, respectively. 
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Despite the increasing occurrence of application of BEC and LIC in published reports, a 

systematic validation and a suitable integration of both correction methods in a single 

experimental and data analysis approach are still missing. This is also due to the difficulty in 

producing suitable test samples for the nanomechanical investigation allowing to probe the 

influence of the varying thickness, spanning the range from the strong spatial confinement to the 

bulk conditions. The scarce availability of reference samples for nanomechanical tests limits the 

standardisation of the experimental and data analysis protocols 27,28. 

In this work we present a systematic characterisation of the validity of Hertz and Sneddon 

models for colloidal probes based on Finite Element Analysis (FEA). FEA is a suitable tool for 

the simulation of the mechanical response of materials subject to the stress applied by an indenter 

under controlled conditions26,29–32. We have used FEA to simulate force vs indentation curves on 

ideal elastic samples29,30. We here discuss the accuracy of the Hertz model33,34 compared to the 

Sneddon model for the spherical indenter, both in bulk systems and in conditions of vertical 

spatial confinement and assess the accuracy of the existing large indentation and bottom effect 

corrections for the Hertz model. We present a simplified linearised version of the Sneddon 

model, which can be implemented efficiently in the same data analysis framework we developed 

for the use of the linearised Hertz model. Eventually, we demonstrate that LIC and BEC can be 

coupled in a single correction function for the Hertz model. 

 

2. THEORETICAL MODELS AND CORRECTIONS 

We present here a concise summary of the theoretical models used in this work, under the 

assumption of linear elasticity. For a deeper presentation and discussion of contact mechanics models, 

the reader is referred to some recent review papers, see Refs 17,35 

 

2.1. Hertz model 

The Hertz model describes the non-adhesive contact between two uniform, isotropic elastic 

bodies, within the framework of linear elasticity (small strain and stress), thus considering the 

deformations small compared to the dimensions of the bodies36. Originally developed for describing 

the elastic contact between two spherical bodies16, the Hertz model strictly applies to the case of a 

paraboloidal indenter. It can be used to describe indentation by a spherical indenter provided the 

indentation is small compared to the tip radius (d<<R); in this case the parabolic profile represents a 
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fairly accurate approximation of the circular one. In the case of indentation by an infinitely rigid 

paraboloid of an elastic half space with Young’s modulus E and Poisson’s ratio ν, the relation between 

the applied force FHertz and the indentation δ is: 

  !!"#$% =	 &'
(

)*+	!√%&
' -.                                                              (1) 

where R is the radius of curvature of the indenter, identified in apical region of the tip. The contact 

region has circular cross section, and a simple relation links the tip radius R, the indentation d and the 

contact radius a (Figure S1): 

& = 	 /!0 	.                                                                         (2) 

From Eq. 2 it follows: ( = √&%	.  

 

2.2. Sneddon model for the spherical indenter 

Sneddon developed a solution37 for the case of the non-adhesive indentation of an elastic half-

space by a rigid spherical indenter, represented by the system of Eqs. (3) and (4):  

!12"3342 =	 (
-()*+!) )((

- + %-)	ln /07/0*/0 − 2(%3                                       (3) 

& = 	 )- ( ln /
07/
0*/0                                                                  (4) 

The Sneddon model is not subject to the limitation d ≪ R. The drawback of this model is the 

lack of an analytical solution linking the force to the indentation, since Eq. (4) cannot be inverted 

analytically to obtain the relation ( = ((&); hence, a numerical solution is required. It is worth noting 

that Eq. 2, valid for the Hertzian contact, represents the limit of Eq. (4) when ( %⁄ → 0, which justifies 

the use of the simpler Hertz model when using a spherical indenter as long as the indentation d is 

(very) small compared to the radius R (see Figure S1). 

 

2.3. Large indentation corrections for the Hertz model 

The Hertz model is simple (analytic and linearizable, see below), and it is therefore desirable 

to use it to fit indentation data obtained with spherical indenters and arbitrarily large indentations, 

typically up to	& = %. To this purpose, in this work we have used two different corrections, proposed 

by Kontomaris et al.22 and by Muller et al23. Both correction functions 1/88/: depend on the 
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nondimensional ratio 90(&) = &/% and transform the experimentally measured force-indentation 

curve F into an apparent Hertzian curve !!"#$% (Eq. (1)), which can be fitted by the Hertz model 

across the whole range of indentations: 

 !!"#$%(&) = 	 ;(<)
="/$(>%(<))

	                                                       (5) 

The function WK developed by Kontomaris et al.22 is a power series in g: 

88 = ;) + ∑ '
-? ;?9

?*&!@
?A-                                                           (6) 

, with coefficients: 

;) = 1.0100000	
;- =	−0.0730300	
;' = −0.1357000	
;& = 0.0359800	
;B = −0.0040240	
;@ = 0.0001653 

The function WM developed by Muller et al23 is a polynomial in g:  

8: = 1 − )
)C 9 −

)
D&C 9

- + ))
)B)-C 9

' + )'BE
@@B-DCC 9

&                                     (7) 

Both correction functions act pointwise on the force curve, since their values depend on the 

indentation through the ratio 9 (see Figure S2a). 

 

2.4. Bottom effect corrections for the Hertz model 

The presence of a rigid substrate underneath the sample represents a boundary condition, 

which, in the case of a large indentation to thickness ratio, can cause strong perturbation of strain and 

stress fields and therefore influence the measured elastic modulus17,27. The bottom effect is a special 

case of the more general case of three-dimensional spatial confinement of the elastic body, where the 

strain and stress fields are constrained also laterally38. This could be relevant, for example, when cells 

are at confluence, tightly arranged within a nearly two-dimensional monolayer, and firmly connected 

through cadherin bonds. Two correction functions for the bottom effect, 1/DD/G, by Dimitriadis et al. 
18 and by Garcia et al.19, respectively (Figure S2b), have been developed for the paraboloidal indenter, 

in the case of linear elastic response, and considered in this work. The correction developed by Long 
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et al26 , which takes into account the vertical confinement for a non-linear neo-hookean material, has 

not been investigated in this work. These corrections can be applied, similarly to the large indentation 

case, to transform the experimentally measured force-indentation curve F(d) into an apparent 

Hertzian curve !!"#$%(&), describing the case of an infinitely extended elastic half space across the 

whole range of indentations: 

!!"#$%(&) = ;(<)
∆'/((G%,*(<))

	        (8) 

The functions developed by Dimitriadis et al.18 for a paraboloidal indenter refers to the 

following cases: i) a sample bonded to the rigid substrate (∆HI423"3); ii) a sample that is allowed to 

slide over it (∆HJ2I423"3); iii) a sample that is partially bonded to the substrates (∆HK"LL, like for single 

cells13): 

∆HI423"3= 1 + 1.133F + 1.283F- + 0.769F' + 0.0975F&    (9)	
∆HJ2I423"3= 1 + 0.884F + 0.781F- + 0.386F' + 0.0048F&    (10) 

∆HK"LL= 1 + 1.009F + 1.032F- + 0.578F' + 0.051F&     (11) 

Here, the driving nondimensional parameter is F0,N(&) = 	√0<N , where h is the height (or 

thickness) of the sample measured with respect to the hard substrate. The parameter F represents the 

ratio between the Hertzian contact radius a (see Eq. 2) and the sample height h, which suggests that 

bottom effects are negligible in the limit a ≪ h (like for sharp probes, even though a higher stress 

would be produced). Noticeably, bottom effect depends on the ratio of horizontal (a) to vertical (h) 

dimensions, and not simply on d/h, which in turn reminds us that the elastic deformation of a body 

is a truly three-dimensional process. Moreover, this also suggests that large spherical tips are more 

prone to bottom effects than sharp pyramidal ones. 

The function DG developed by Garcia et al19 for a paraboloidal indenter on a sample bonded 

to the rigid substrate is: 

∆P= 1 + 1.133F + 1.497F- + 1.469F' + 0.755F&                                       (12) 

It is worth noting that the BECs rely on the assumption of incompressibility of the sample, 

thus imposing a Poisson’s ratio G = 0.5. 
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3. MATERIALS AND METHODS 

3.1 Finite Elements Analysis 

Finite elements simulations were performed using ANSYS Mechanical (ANSYS Student), the 

free version of ANSYS software, to produce ideal force vs indentation curves describing the 

mechanical response of elastic films in different regimes of spatial confinement, i.e., with different 

&/% and √&%/ℎ ratios. The large indentations option, which retains the quadratic terms in the 

deformation tensor39, was used in the simulations, to secure convergence. The resulting material 

shows, within the mesh-related error, ideal elastic behaviour across the whole tested indentation 

range, for both bulk and thin film configurations, as witnessed by the linearity of the effective strain 

vs effective stress figures of merit (according to Tabor’s definition30, see Figure S3). 

We took advantage of the axial symmetry of the system, which allowed to create two-

dimensional meshes and take full advantage of the reduced number of nodes available (Nmax = 

1.28*105). Simulated FCs were processed using the Hertz model with LIC and BEC and the Sneddon 

model for the spherical indenter. The simulated systems consist of a rigid spherical or paraboloidal 

tip with radius % = 5	IJ indenting an elastic medium of width 24R (following Ref. 29,31) and two 

different thicknesses, to simulate both the bulk and the thin film regime. The lateral dimension of the 

simulated system is considered large enough to neglect spatial confinement-related effects38. Three 

models in total were studied (see Table 1): Bulk-Sphere (B-S), Bulk-Paraboloid (B-P) and Thin Film-

Sphere (TF-S); the first two models mimic the indentation of an infinite elastic half space by a 

spherical and a paraboloidal indenter, respectively, whereas the latter model mimics the bottom effect 

in case of a spherical indenter. The material was simulated with nominal Young’s modulus K24Q =
0.5	LM(, Poisson’s ratio G = 0.49. The choice of G = 0.49	 was made to simulate a nearly 

incompressible material40 (the case  G = 0.5 cannot be simulated). In all models the media is bonded 

to a rigid substrate. 

The B-S model consists of a rigid spherical tip of radius % = 5	IJ, which indents a simulated 

sample with thickness ℎIJL? = 100%. This model was used to investigate the large indentation effect. 

No bottom effect is expected.  

The B-P model consists of a rigid paraboloidal tip of radius % = 5	IJ. The height of the 

indented simulated sample is ℎIJL? = 100%. This model was used to investigate the large indentation 

effect large indentation effect. No bottom effect is expected. 
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The TF-S model consists of a rigid spherical probe of radius % = 5	IJ which indents a 

simulated sample with thickness ℎ$NR2 = 2%. This model was used to investigate both large 

indentations and bottom effects. 

Representative simulated FCs are shown in Figure 3. The maximum indentation in all the 

cases shown in Figure 3 was & = 3	IJ. It is possible to observe the good agreement with the 

theoretical models in all three configurations (Figure 1a-c) Moreover, the impact of the indenter 

geometry and of the spatial confinement is negligible if the d/R ratio is below 0.2. For larger d/R 

values, irrespective to the indenter geometry, the bottom effect becomes dominant; it is evident that 

it is necessary to apply much higher forces to indent of the same amount a spatially confined material 

(compare TF-S with B-S and B-P). The Sneddon and the Hertz models represent the reference contact 

mechanics models to describe the indentation of an elastic half-space by spherical and parabolic 

indenters (B-S and B-P systems, respectively), irrespective to the value of the maximum indentation. 

Comparing B-S and B-P systems, it can be noticed that when indentation increases, the force 

needed to obtain the same indentation with the parabolic indenter increases; this is due the difference 

in the contact area (see Figure S1). Indeed, the parabolic contact area grows faster than the spherical 

one. The discrepancy between the simulated TF-S FC and the Hertzian FC corrected for the bottom 

effect is caused by the fact that the Hertz model is exact for the parabolic indenter, while the simulated 

curve assumed a spherical indenter. A suitable application of the large indentation correction is 

supposed to correct further this discrepancy (we will discuss this in Section 4.1.2). 

Model name Tip shape 
Tip Radius 

[!"] 
Sample 

thickness 
Sample width 

YM 
[MPa] 

Poisson’s 
ratio 

Corrections to 
the Hertz model 

B-S 

(Bulk-Sphere) 
Sphere 5 100R 24R 0.5 0.49 LIC 

B-P 

(Bulk-Paraboloid) 
Paraboloid 5 100R 24R 0.5 0.49 None 

TF-S 

(Thin Film-Sphere) 
Sphere 5 2R 24R 0.5 0.49 

BEC, LIC, 

BEC+LIC 

Table 1. Summary of the different systems simulated for this study. 
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Figure 1. Representation of the different simulated configuration. (a) Spherical indenter on the bulk sample (B-S). (b) 

Parabolic indenter on the bulk sample (B-P). (c) Spherical indenter on the thin film sample (TF-S; c=0.33). (d) 

Comparison of FCs simulated using FEA for the different systems and the different theoretical FCs created from the 

model. 

 

3.1.1 Mesh Optimisation 

The proximity of the indenter-sample contact interface was finely meshed, and a coarser mesh 

was used moving away from it. Depending on indentation range, elements up to a minimum size of 

0.035	IJ were used.  

To optimise the mesh, we studied how the number of nodes affects the measured Young’s 

modulus E obtained through a Hertzian fit when a rigid sphere indents a sample sufficiently thick to 

avoid the bottom effect.  

Figure S4 shows that increasing the number of nodes above N = 2•104 has a negligible impact 

on the value of the YM determined by extending the fit to increasingly wider ranges of indentation. 

Given that the computation time for carrying out a typical simulation on a desktop PC was below 60 

minutes, we decided to use the maximum number of nodes allowed Nmax = 1.28*105) within a given 

mesh configuration. 
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3.2. Data analysis 

3.2.1. Hertz model 

Linearizing the experimental force vs indentation curves and the Hertz model (Eq. (1)) would 

allow to apply a simple linear regression to the data to extract the Young’s modulus. However, both 

measured force and indentation values (F’, d') are typically shifted with respect to the true values 

(F, d) in Eq. 1. In terms of the measured quantities, the Hertz equation is:  

!′ − !C =	 &'
(

)*+	!√%(&′ − &C)
' -.     (13) 

In the case of the force, as long as adhesion is negligible (in principle, the Hertz model assumes 

no adhesion at all; when measuring in liquid, adhesion is typically very small, as the Van der Waals 

interactions are effectively screened by water), the offset F0 is due in general to a misalignment of 

the optical beam deflection system and can be easily subtracted during the pre-processing of the raw 

force curves. We will assume in the following that the offset on the force axis is not present, i.e. 

F’=F.  

On the other hand, an apparent indentation &S = & + &C is computed when rescaling the 

distance axis in the raw force curve, where &C represents the unknown location of the contact point; 

d0 must be therefore considered as a free parameter of the fit, as well as the Young’s modulus. The 

presence of the offset d0 in Eq. 13 does not allow to linearise the equation by taking the logarithm of 

both sides. Following Refs.13,41, we adopt a convenient way to linearise Eq. 13 through the variable 

transformation !∗ = !- '⁄ , which leads to the equation: 

&S = O!∗ + &C                                                                (14) 

where the parameter a depends on the Young’s modulus E: 

O = /'&
)*+!
(√0 0

!
&                                                                 (15) 

and Eq. (14) holds for & > &C.                                                           

The contact point &C represents the intercept of the &′ vs F* curve, while the Young’s modulus 

E can be calculated from the slope a, since both radius R and Poisson's ratio n are supposed to be 

known. The free parameters of the fit, &C and E, are not correlated in Eq. 14, and can therefore be 

determined independently; this is not the case in the original Hertz model (Eq. 1). 
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To precisely identify the position where the probe gets in contact with the sample, we used 

the protocol described in detail by Puricelli et al.13. &C and O are left as free parameters while fitting 

the data. To find the contact point &C of each force curve, the force curves are rescaled, linearised and 

a linear fit is performed over the first 10% of the indentation range13: &C is the offset of indentation, 

which represents the point where a null force is exerted on the sample, thus it equals the point where 

the linear fit function intercepts the horizontal axis. The choice to fit the linearised Hertz model to the 

first 10% of the FC when a spherical indenter is used is supported by the observation that when 9 =
<
0 ≤ 0.1 (Figure 1c) the FCs simulated using parabolic and spherical indenters are in excellent 

agreement. 

It is straightforward to generalise this approach to include large indentations and bottom effect 

corrections, or both. The correction functions 1/8 (Eq. 6,7) and 1/∆ (Eq.9-12), can be integrated into 

the pseudo force F* as follows13: 

!V∗ = /;=0
- '⁄

          (16) 

!∆∗ = /;∆0
- '⁄

           (17) 

, where Eq.16 corrects for the large indentation effect, while Eq.17 corrects for the bottom effects. 

In this work, we demonstrate that it is possible to combine both corrections into a single 

large indentations and bottom effect correction by defining the pseudo-force F* as: 

!W,V∗ = / ;
∆∙=0

- '⁄
                                                                  (18) 

The resulting pseudo-Hertzian F* vs d' curve (when both corrections are applied) is not 

affected by neither the large indentation issue, which depends on the specific geometry of the indenter 

(spherical vs parabolic), nor the finite thickness of the sample, and can then be fitted by the Hertz 

model across the whole indentation range achieved experimentally, to retrieve the correct/intrinsic 

YM of the specimen. 

Eq.14 assumes that F* does not depend on d0, which is true when no corrections are applied. 

However, the functions ∆ and 8 depend on &C through the relation &S = & + &C (see Eq.16-17-18). 

In principle d0 could be considered as a free parameter to be determined through a nonlinear fit, which 

would cause the loss of the advantages of the linearisation. In practice, one can follow the procedure 

describe above for the case when no corrections are applied to determine a first estimate of d0 with 

good accuracy, then use Eq. 14,16-18 with a new indentation axis shifted by d0, indicating a residual 
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intercept Dd0 in place of d0 in Eq. 14. Since Dd0 is typically very small compared to the maximum 

indentation considered in the fit, neglecting it in the definition of the independent variable of the 

correction functions has no tangible effect. 

 

3.2.2. Sneddon model 

If a spherical indenter is used and bottom effects are not important, the model developed by Sneddon 

(Eq. 3,4) can be used. This model accounts for arbitrarily large indentations, with the drawback of 

the lack of analytical solution. We assume here that both the measured force F’ and indentation &S 
contain unknown offset: !S = ! + !C; 	&S = & + &C. Eq. 3,4 is then replaced by Eq.19,20: 

!S − !C =	 (
()*+!) )((

- + %-)	(<S*<+)/ − %(3     (19) 

           &S − &C =	 )- ( ln /
07/
0*/0       (20) 

To obtain the YM from the experimental F’ vs &S curve, the system of Eq. 19,20 must be 

numerically solved, treating E, δCand F0 as free parameters. This can be done by first solving 

numerically Eq. 20 using an initial guess for d0, to obtain the relation ((&′), then substituting a in Eq. 

19 and evaluating the quadratic distance between the obtained curve and the experimental data; the 

best values of the free parameters E, F0 and δC are those that minimise this distance. This method is 

time consuming, given that typically several hundreds of force curves must be processed.  

 

3.2.3. Linearised Sneddon model 

We propose a faster method that once again takes advantage of linearisation. As for the Hertz 

model case, we assume that the vertical offset F0 can be easily determined and subtracted. We then 

assume that the non-corrected, linearised Hertz model (Eq. 14) provides a rather accurate estimation 

of d0 when applied to the first 10% of the indentation range, i.e. far from the large indentation limit. 

As for the force offset, also the indentation offset can be subtracted from the indentation axis, which 

allows to solve numerically only once the equation: 

                                                                     & = 	 )- ( ln /
07/
0*/0                                                        (21) 

, to obtain a(d). 



 14 

We then observe that the force in Eq. 19 depends linearly on the variable s* (with dimensions 

of an area) defined as:  

T∗ = )((- + %-)	</ − %(3    (22) 

, in terms of which Eq. 19 can be rewritten as: 

!S =	 (
()*+!) T

∗ + ∆!C                                                        (23) 

, where we have left for convenience, a residual force offset DF0. A linear regression of Eq. 23 

provides the Young’s modulus value. 

While the standard approach, treating E, δCand F0 as free parameters in Eq. 19,20, requires a 

complete minimisation procedure for each FCs (the numerical inversion of Eq. 20 representing the 

bottleneck), the new approach requires the numerical inversion of Eq. 21, to be done only once, and 

then a series of linear regressions, which can be parallelise easily due to their algebraic nature, 

leading to a tremendous cut of computation time (the processing of a FV made of hundreds of FCs 

takes several minutes on a standard  personal computer following the standard procedure and few 

seconds with the linearised one,). The free parameters ∆!C and E in Eq. 23 are independent, 

therefore a residual offset of the force does not affect the accuracy of the evaluation of the YM, 

assuming that &C can be determined with good accuracy. 

 

3.3 Errors analysis in FEA 

Since the Hertz model is mathematically exact for a paraboloidal indenter on a flat elastic 

medium for arbitrarily large indentations, we assume that the discrepancy between the nominal YM 

(Enom) and the one obtained fitting the Hertz model to the simulated force curve (EHertz) depends only 

on simulation-related artifacts (such as the finite mesh size) and can therefore be assumed as the 

smallest error that can be obtained. The error associated to the fit of the Sneddon model for the 

spherical indenter to the simulated curves for arbitrary indentations can be estimated in a similar way. 

Figure 2a shows that these errors are well below 1% across the widest range of indentations 

considered in this work (0 < d/R < 1). 
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4. RESULTS 

4.1. Validation of contact mechanics models and corrections by FEA 

We have used FEA to study the range of applicability of the Hertz and Sneddon model, as 

well as bottom effect and large indentations corrections (the three models used in the simulations are 

listed in Table 1). The Hertz model is exact for the paraboloidal indenter, while the Sneddon model 

is exact for the spherical indenter; both models, when used for the appropriate indenter geometry, are 

valid in principle for arbitrarily large indentations, if the material response is linearly elastic.  

We performed the simulations on several ranges of indentations and calculate the Young’s 

modulus via the Hertz and Hertz + corrections models, respectively, according to the Section 3.2. The 

models were fitted up to the maximum indentation achieved in each simulation. On bulk models, the 

simulation with the maximum indentation was equal to the tip the radius (& %⁄ = 1); in the thin film 

model this was not possible, since the convergence of the solution was not accurate, and we set the 

simulation with the maximum indentation & %⁄ = 0.6. 

 

4.1.1. Hertz and Sneddon models 

Artificial FCs produced simulating the B-S and B-P systems corresponding to different & %⁄  

ratios were fitted using the Hertz, Sneddon, and Sneddon linearised models. Figure 2a shows that on 

B-S systems the result of the fit performed using the Sneddon model agrees within 0.7% with the 

nominal Young’s modulus; a slightly larger maximum discrepancy (1%) is observed when the B-P 

system is analysed using the simple Hertz model.  

Noticeably, the linearised Sneddon (Figure 2 a, purple crosses) model performs similarly, if 

not better, than the standard Sneddon model, across the whole range of indentations, which represents 

a validation of our linearised Sneddon approach. Eventually, our results confirm that when the 

appropriate contact mechanics model is applied with respect to the indenter geometry (i.e., Hertz 

model over a parabolic indenter and Sneddon model over a spherical indenter), at least for bulk films, 

the result is independent on the range of indentation selected for the fit, up to d/R = 1, as far as the 

system is linearly elastic.  
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Figure 2. Relative discrepancies of the measured Young’s modulus E compared to the nominal one (#,-. = 0.5	)*+) 

for the bulk simulations for different ranges of indentation. The legends report the contact mechanics models used for the 

fit and the simulated systems (B-S and B-P) (see also Table 1). (a) Results for the appropriate matching of contact 

mechanics model and indenter geometry (Hertz model for the parabolic indenter, Sneddon and linearised Sneddon models 

for the spherical indenter). (b) Results for the Hertz model applied to the B-S system, with and without LIC. 

 

4.1.2. Hertz model and large indentations 

The Hertz (Section 2.1) and Hertz+LIC (Section 2.3) models have been used to fit the FCs for 

the B-S system. The results are shown in Figure 2b. When the Hertz model is applied for indentations 

up to the tip radius, it underestimates the true Young’s modulus of the media, with an error of 

approximately 10% when d = R; the error decreases almost linearly as the maximum indentation 

decreases, following the same trend of the LIC corrections (see Figure S2). The Hertz model, which 

is exact for the paraboloidal indenter, does not accurately reproduce the indentation by a spherical 

indenter when the condition d << R is not met. The Hertz+LIC models recover the true Young’s 

modulus within less than 1% (by default) for all indentation ranges up to d = R (the correction 

proposed by Muller provides slightly more accurate results). 

 

4.1.3. The Hertz model and simultaneous correction of bottom and large indentation effects 

The effect of the spatial (vertical) confinement of the sample was explored by fitting both the 

simple Hertz model, the Hertz+BEC and Hertz+BEC+LIC models to the FCs simulated on the TF-S 

system. Films of thickness was set at h = 2R and different maximum indentations d were used to 

cover a wide range of F values, up to c = 0.4 (see Section 3.3)  
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Figure 3a shows that as c increases, the impact of combined large indentations and bottom 

effects becomes more and more pronounced, leading to a 60% overestimation of the YM for c = 0.4 

(d/h = 0.3) and d/R = 0.6 (Figure 3a, simple Hertz model red circles). Noticeably, the bottom effect 

provides a discrepancy of 8% already at c = 0.05 (d/h = 0.005 and d/R=0.01).  

To decouple large indentations and bottom effects and appreciate the overestimation of the 

true YM due to the vertical confinement, the FCs must be corrected first from the large indentations 

effect (Figure 3a, grey symbols). The effect of the large indentations when the simple Hertz model is 

used is to underestimate the true YM value (in any case no more than 10% at the largest c and d/R 

values); nevertheless, it is clear form our data that the bottom effect dominates the inaccuracy of the 

Hertz model already at moderate values of c. Figure 2a, black symbols, shows the results of the 

application of the BEC only to the FCs; the true YM value is recovered with good accuracy, the 

residual discrepancy being due to the large indentation effect (again, with an underestimation not 

larger than 10% at the largest c and d/R values). 

The result of the combined simultaneous application of large indentations and bottom effect 

corrections to the Hertz model is shown in Figure 3b. The maximum relative discrepancy of the 

measured from the nominal YM value can be further reduced to ±2%, up to c = 0.4. According to our 

simulations, for c < 0.32 the residual deviation from the true YM value is comparable, in absolute 

terms, for Dimitriadis’ and Garcia’s BECs, while, for c > 0.32, Dimitriadis’ formula provides better 

results, with an absolute deviation never exceeding 2%.  
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Figure 3. Relative discrepancies of the measured Young’s modulus E compared to the nominal one (#,-. = 0.5	)*+) 

for the TF-S system for different maximum values of the parameter , =	√.//ℎ. (a) Results of the simple Hertzian fit, 

as well as of the application of the Hertz model to data corrected using only LIC or BEC. (b) The results of the combination 

of LIC and BEC. 

 

Our simulations confirm that due to their multiplicative nature, the large indentations and 

bottom effect correction functions can be applied together to the experimental FCs obtained using a 

spherical indenter, to obtain sets of FCs that can be fitted using the standard Hertz model.  The most 

accurate correction, according to our simulations, is obtained using Dimitriadis’ function (Eq. 9) for 

the BEC and Muller’s (Eq.7) for the LIC; coupling Kontomaris’ correction for LIC (Eq.6) to 

Dimitriadis’ provides only negligible worsening of the fit. 
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5. CONCLUSIONS 

In this work, we have validated the application of Hertzian contact mechanics models and 

corrections in the framework of linear elasticity for the analysis of force vs indentation curves 

acquired using spherical probes by means of finite elements simulations. We have systematically 

investigated the impact of both large indentations (d/Rà1) and vertical spatial confinement 

(c=√%&/hà 1) on the accuracy of the nanomechanical analysis performed with the Hertz model. 

Our results demonstrate that, on bulk systems (thick samples, for which c = √%&/h << 1), the 

standard Hertz model can be used to fit force vs indentation curves acquired using colloidal probes 

up to indentation d £ 0.2R with an error below 2%, while linearised versions of the Sneddon and 

Hertz+LIC models can be used to fit force curves up to d = R maintaining the same precision. These 

linearised models turned out to be as accurate as the standard Sneddon model, which is 

computationally more demanding. 

We also demonstrated that the bottom effect may lead to an overestimation of the 2% of the 

true YM for c as small as 0.05. The BEC successfully restores the true YM within the 2% by default 

if d/R < 0.2, but when the above condition is not met, the large indentation effect leads to a more 

severe underestimation. We demonstrated that it is possible to combine BEC and LIC into a single 

correction function to apply the Hertz model to the FCs, greatly expanding its range of use and 

reliability, thus allowing to characterise samples possessing ample variations of thickness (height) on 

the scale of the tip dimensions. Such combined corrections are relevant when using micrometer-sized 

spherical tip in the large indentation regime (both d/R and c are large) and allow to take full advantage 

of the use of colloidal probes in the nanomechanical analysis.  

The identification of reliable contact mechanics models and the standardisation of efficient 

and accurate data analysis methods are still open fields of investigation within the AFM and the 

nanoindentation community. Overall, the accurate correction of both large indentation and bottom 

effects can reduce the variability between results coming from different laboratories and increase the 

reproducibility of the nanomechanical experiments, supporting the standardisation effort. 
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Figure S1. Evolution of the contact radius a with the d/R ratio, for two geometries 

of the indenter: Paraboloid on Bulk (ahertz) and Sphere on Bulk (aSneddon). The inset shows an expanded 

view of the small d/R values region. 

 

 
Figure S2. Absolute values of the Hertz model correction functions W(g) and 

D(c) (g = d/R, c= a/h) for a bonded sample in the explored ranges of the parameters. (a) LIC, and 

(b) BEC functions. 

 



 

Figure S3. Effective stress vs effective strain (calculated using the Tabor’s relations1) 
for the Bulk-Paraboloid (B-P) and Thin Film-Paraboloid (TF-P) configurations simulated with 
ANSYS software with the large deformations option enabled. 

 

 

Figure S4. Young’s modulus ratio E/Enom measured from linearized force 

curves simulated with the Bulk-Sphere model. E is the Young’s modulus obtained 

from the linear fit, !!"# = 0.5	'() is the nominal value used in the simulations. As the d/R ratio 

increases and the contact departs from the hertzian model (large indentation effect), the Young’s 

modulus decreases, irrespective of the number of nodes. The dashed line refers to the ideal hertzian 

contact. The root mean square (RMS) values of each series are reported. 
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