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ABSTRACT 

We report a study about the electrical response from a sliding contact made of a silver-graphite brush and 
a brass ring. This study focuses specifically on the voltage variations due to the mechanical interactions across 
the contact according to the rotational speed. This study is part of the research and the development about 
the monitoring of dynamical interfaces. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

In some devices such as a rotary current collector the transfer of power currents or any signals is 

carried out through a sliding contact, often established between a conductive brush, or a metallic 

wire, and a metallic ring. However, signals sent through such a sliding contact always emerge with 

a noisy component, leading to the jamming of signals. Such noise comes from the electromechanical 

interactions (coupling) between contacting asperities at the interface [1, 2]. 

The electromechanical characterization of electrical contacts and its associated difficulties are not 

that clear [3-7]. Despite this, the use of voltage noise across the contact as a mean to probe the 

surface state has been successful for over a decade [8-17]. As instance, a complete study of the 

long-term evolution of the main electrical properties of a gold-coated ring-wire sliding contact was 

earlier reported [8]. This study based on measurable relevant quantities such as the voltage noise 

revealed the ageing of the contact. Subsequently, a numerical study was made on the electrical 

response from a mechanical model describing the contact disturbances versus sliding speed [9]. 

This leads to the improvement of a monitoring method in real time and very sensitive of contacts 

quality. 

The present work focusses on the description of the contact disturbances between a silver-

graphite brush and a brass ring versus the rotational speed. The ring-brush contact is particularly 

complex: the pressure exerted on the brush has to be optimal [18, 20]. It must be strong enough to 

ensure continuous contact on the ring under all working conditions, and so to avoid arcing problems 

[21, 22], and must be weak enough to not increase friction (heat) and wear. The optimum brush 

pressure is got from the combination of both electrical and mechanical considerations: the suitable 

pressure is thus a compromise between the wear processes of each of these physical phenomena 

(Fig.1) - which are also related to the contact heating [23-27]. Silver-graphite brushes have a higher 

conductivity than copper-graphite ones and form a special low resistance film due to the conductivity 

of silver oxide. Moreover, silver grade brushes are also known to be able to transfer low voltage 

current signals without degradation. 
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Fig. 1. Wear evolution as function of the contact pressure of the brush. 

Ring-brush contact has another particularity: the heterogeneity of contacting materials leads to 

the polarization of the system. At the cathode the oxidation is favored and the electric field leads 

metallic ions into the third body [28]. At the anode the graphite deposit is favored and the voltage 

fluctuations are very weak or null [29-32]. Also at the cathode, the contact resistance is higher [4]. 

Moreover, the polarization has influence on the friction wear: since the anode favors the deposit of 

graphite, hence the wear track is lubricated by the brush [28] leading to a correlation between 

electrical and tribological properties [33]. 

Therefore, our study follows two steps: (i) get the pertinent observables through measurements 

versus rotational speed and (ii) model the electromechanical coupling to emphasize the 

interpretation and the meaning of experimental data. The model, based on a phenomenological 

description of the mechanical interactions, combines the tribological aspects of the sliding contact to 

the electrical ones and lies on two main assumptions: (i) the contact spots are mechanically and 

electrically independent and (ii) the contact number and its fluctuation are respectively piloted by the 

contact load 𝐹, i.e. the contact pressure, which tends to maintain the surfaces in contact, and the 

rotational speed 𝜔. 

Note that, despite the previous identification of additional contributions to the electrical contact 

noise as chemical inhomogeneity [8], heating, or any tribo-films, the present work is only focus on 

the exploration of the mechanical influences. 

2. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND RESULTS 

2.1 Materials 

The experimental setup, shown on figure 2, is composed of a spindle of five rotating brass rings. 

Each ring has a diameter of about 6 cm, and the spindle have a misalignment of less than 1 mm. On 

each ring slides dryly a pair of brushes, with a mass of 1.5 g each, that are pressed on the ring with 

a force of about 1 N by a spring with a stiffness of about 200 N/m. Due to the geometry of the 

contacting elements and the effect of the rotation, the contacting zone is smaller than those given 

initially by the brush – about 1/3 of the total area – and is estimated to about 8 mm² (Fig.3a). Figure 

3b gives an image of the contact surface after lapping which will be representative of its state during 

measurements. 
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Fig. 2. Experimental bench. 

      

Fig. 3. (a) Contact zone of the brush (dotted square). (b) SEM micrograph of the contact zone, free of arcing marks. 

The chemical composition of the contact area was characterized using a scanning electronic 

microscope - Quanta 200FEG, with a microanalyzer X INCA Oxford type SDD 80 mm2. Such 

composition was acquired at high vacuum and 10 KeV, and is given in Table 1. Images of the 

chemical distribution of each detected element are shown is figure 4. The main chemical components 

of the brush were silver (73 %w), copper (14 %w) and carbon (7 %w). 

 

Table 1. Chemical composition of brushes. 

2.2 Protocol 

In each pair of brushes flowed an imposed DC current, 𝐼, equal to 200 mA, and the voltage across 

them, 𝑉, was recorded as a function of time using a Keithley SourceMeter 2611A using the 4 points 

method at a sampling of 10 points/s in a window of 100s (1000 points). The recording was made for 

different rotational speeds, 𝜔𝑟, on each of the five rings. The value of the probing current (200 mA) 

was chosen according a primary analysis that showed that the contact resistance was independent 

of the applied current when this one is between 200 mA and 500 mA. 
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Fig. 4. Chemical distribution of the contact zone. 

2.3 Experimental results 

Figure 5 shows the electrical equivalent of the system and highlights what is accessed through 

the measurement: 𝑍𝑤 is the contribution of wires, 𝑍𝑟 the contribution of the ring bulk, and both 𝑍𝑐 

and 𝑍𝑐
′  are the contribution of interface phenomena. 

 

Fig. 5. (a) Scheme of the experimental setup, and (b) its electrical equivalent. 

Figure 6 shows a typical measurement (a) and its associated Fourier transform (b). Figure 7 

shows the evolution of the average value, A0, of a measurement (null frequency component) versus 

the rotation speed. Data are fitted by two complementary approaches: the first one treats separately 

the two behaviors (fit1 and fit2 – linear laws) and the second treats globally the evolution (fit3 – power 

law). Figure 8 shows the evolution of the main frequency, A1, and its third first harmonics, A2, A3, and 

A4. Figure 9 shows the evolution of the average power spectral density (PSD) of the DC component 

of the spectrum. 

Note that the mains values and their respective error bars are calculated from a statistical 

operation over the set of the five rings. 
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Fig. 6. (a) Ratio 𝑉(𝑡) 𝐼⁄  for 𝐼 = 200 mA and 𝜔 = 13.69 rpm, fitted using the “cftool” toolbox from MatLab R2018b, and (b) 
its Fourier transform. 

 

Fig. 7. Evolution of the null frequency component, A0, versus the rotational speed. 

3. ELECTROMECHANICAL MODELING 

To model the behavior of the ring-brush contact we need to distinguish two complementary 

mechanical contributions: the macroscopic ones, i.e. the brush displacement along its slot – normal 

to the surface, and the microscopic ones, i.e. the contact noise (asperities interactions) due to the 

relative displacement – tangent to the surface. 

3.1 Macroscopic scale 

As shown in figure 5a, each brush is flattened on the ring with a force �⃗� from a spring of stiffness 𝑘. 

Due to the ring waviness and/or misalignment, brushes are displaced periodically around a mean 

position during the rotation: the displacement leads to a compression or a dilation of their respective 

spring and therefore leads to module the force applied on their associated contact.  
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Fig. 8. Evolution of the four first harmonics versus rotational speed. 

 

Fig. 9. Evolution of the average DC component of the power spectral density (PSD), versus the rotational speed.  
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Restricting to a 1D problem by assuming that the motion of the brush holds within the applied 

force axis, we can advantageously model the displacement as the space fluctuations of the ring 

radius 𝛿𝑅, which is a periodic function of the angle 𝜃 along the ring: 𝛿𝑅 = 𝑓(𝜃). This displacement is 

accompanied by its own acceleration, �̈�𝑅, that appears in the system as an inertial force, 𝐹𝑖
⃗⃗⃗, related 

to the rotational speed, 𝜔𝑟 =  𝑑𝜃 𝑑𝑡⁄ , and related to the surface state. Indeed, since 𝛿𝑅 = 𝑓(𝜃(𝑡)), it 

yields: 

�̈�𝑅 =
𝑑2𝑓

𝑑𝑡2 =
𝑑2𝑓

𝑑𝜃2 ∙ 𝜔𝑟
2 +

𝑑𝑓

𝑑𝜃
∙

𝑑𝜔𝑟

𝑑𝑡
            [1] 

where 𝑑2𝑓 𝑑𝜃2⁄  is the term directly related to the surface curvature of the ring (topography). 

During the rotation, the brush and the ring remain in contact. Thus, making the balance of the 

forces applied on the system, neglecting the friction of the brush in its slot, it yields: 

�⃗� + 𝐹𝑖
⃗⃗⃗ + �⃗⃗�𝑛 =  0⃗⃗              [2] 

which, once detailed, gives: 

−𝑘 ∙ 𝛿𝑅 − 𝐹0 − 𝑚 ∙ �̈�𝑅 + 𝑅𝑛 = 0            [3] 

and finally, for a constant rotational speed, we have: 

𝑅𝑛 = 𝑘 ∙ 𝑓(𝜃(𝑡)) + 𝑚 ∙
𝑑2𝑓(𝜃(𝑡))

𝑑𝜃2 ∙ 𝜔𝑟
2 + 𝐹0           [4] 

where 𝑚 is the mass of the brush and 𝐹0 the constant force around which the modulation is made: 

〈𝐹〉𝜃 = 𝐹0. 

Eq. [4] highlights through the expression of the normal reaction, 𝑅𝑛, how the contact undergoes 

the modulation of the applied force. For low rotational speeds, the contact undergoes a load directly 

proportional to the force applied by the spring. For higher rotational speeds, according to the sign 

of 𝑑2𝛿𝑅 𝑑𝜃2⁄ , the contact undergoes a load that can significantly increase, decrease or even be null. 

A null, or negative, normal reaction means that the contact between the brush and the ring is open 

– and leads consequently in this context to an interruption of the current flow. Eq. [4] therefore 

indicates the condition of stability of the ring-brush contact. 

3.2 Microscopic scale 

The contact between the ring and a brush is a multi-contact interface [34]. During sliding, 

asperities from the brush and the ring create successively temporary junctions through which the 

current flows. Thus, from an electric point of view, the contact interface can be interpreted as a large 

circuit of parallel impedances, where each one has a switch, 𝑆(𝑡), that open (𝑆 = 0) and close (𝑆 =

1) by following the influence of the surface state (roughness), the applied force, and of the sliding 

speed (Fig. 10). The mathematical expression describing the switch function for the ith contact in a 

given interface is presented by Eq. [5], where 𝐻 is the function of Heaviside, and 𝑡𝑗 the instant when 

the shock happen. 

𝑆𝑖(𝑡) = ∑ 𝐻(𝑡 − 𝑡𝑗) − 𝐻(𝑡 − 𝑡𝑗 − 𝑡𝑐)𝑗             [5] 

The next shocking instant is defined by: 𝑡𝑗+1 = 𝑡𝑗 + 𝑡𝑐 + 𝑡𝑐̅, where 𝑡𝑐 and 𝑡𝑐̅, are respectively the 

contact duration and the no-contact duration, which are distributed each around a mean value, fixed 

by mechanical parameters, that remains to be determined. 
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Fig. 10. Scheme of the multi-contact interface from an electrical point of view. 

Le Bot [2] estimated the colliding rate, 𝑛𝑠, for a metal/metal interface based on the work of 

Rabinowicz [1] founding that is directly proportional to the sliding speed, 𝑣: 

𝑛𝑠 =
𝑁0

𝐿𝑐
∙ 𝑣               [6] 

where 𝑁0 is the assumed initial contacts number in the interface, and 𝐿𝑐 a characteristic length 

relative to the surface state and which ranges from 1 to 10 µm. The mean contact durations, 𝑡𝑐, and 

the no-contact durations, 𝑡𝑐̅, can then be estimated as respectively described in Eq. [7] and Eq. [8], 

where 𝐷 is the average diameter of a contact spot. These two parameters can thus be estimated 

according to the distribution of contact diameters (𝐷�̅�). 

𝑡𝑐 = 2𝐷�̅� 𝑣⁄                [7] 

𝑡𝑐̅ = (𝐿𝑐 − 2𝐷�̅�) 𝑣⁄               [8] 

The diameter of contact spots is a sensitive parameter both related to the surface state and to the 

applied load: it follows the law of contact defined by Eq. [9] which remains true for ring-brush contact 

[31, 34], where 0 < 𝛼 < 1 and 𝐾 is a parameter gathering the average mechanical and the 

geometrical properties of coupling asperities. 

𝐷 = 𝐾 ∙ 𝐹𝛼/2               [9] 

By combining Eq. [7] and Eq. [9] we obtain Eq. [10], showing us the antagonist role between the 

load and the sliding speed: the contact is better at slow sliding speed and under high load. Moreover, 

the statistical distribution of durations, 𝑡𝑐 and 𝑡𝑐̅, is related to those of 𝐷 through the distribution of 

the mechanical and geometrical parameters gathered in 𝐾′. 

𝑡𝑐 = 𝐾′ ∙ 𝐹𝛼/2 𝑣⁄             [10] 

3.3 Electrical considerations 

According to the definition of Holm, the contact resistance, 𝑅𝐻, for a heterogeneous micro-contact 

is thus defined by Eq. [11], where 𝜌𝐴 and 𝜌𝐵 are the resistivity of each material. 

𝑅𝐻 =
(𝜌𝐴+𝜌𝐵)

2𝐾
∙ 𝐹−𝛼/2            [11] 

During sliding, the load applied on the contact will varies according to the modulation of the force 

described previously at macroscopic scale. Furthermore, the condition of existence of the contact 

will follow the description at the microscopic scale through the switch function, where durations are 

directly related to the applied load. Finally, it yields: 

1

𝑅(𝑡)
=

2

(𝜌𝐴+𝜌𝐵)
∙ (

𝑅𝑛(𝑡)

𝑁(𝑡)
)

𝛼/2
∙ ∑ 𝐾𝑖 ∙ 𝑆𝑖(𝑡, 𝑅𝑛(𝑡))

𝑁0
𝑖=1         [12] 
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CONCLUSION 

The processing of the measurements leads to identify an operating regime for our system. Beyond 

100 rpm the system undergoes disturbances which significantly increase both the average value and 

the standard deviation of the measured voltage. Processing the power spectral density helps to 

reinforce this observation. However, we note for the amplitudes of the harmonics, just as for the 

PSD, that a minimum seems to be reached between 60 and 90 rpm. The speed does indeed have 

a notable influence on the contact impedance. It remains to consider additional measurements on 

the spectral properties in order to reveal a bandwidth of the contact (transfer function). This will allow 

us to know and to understand the limits of use of this kind of system for the transfer of information 

or control signals. 

The simple - but relevant - model established leads to highlight an important parameter at the 

origin of contact losses during rotation: the geometry of the surface on which the brush slides. The 

slightest disturbance in the geometry, due to misalignment or local deformation of the ring, can cause 

contact loses depending on the speed regime. This first model makes possible to estimate the 

degree of precision required when installing the system or when machining the parts in contact. 

However, this model needs to be reinforced and completed, particularly at the microscopic scale by 

considering more the production of the third body (patina) which contributes to the lubrication of the 

contact and at the same time to the improvement of current flow conditions. 
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