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Elasticity and onset offrictional

dissipation at a non-sliding m ulticontact

interface

B y L.Bureauy,C .C aroliand T .Baumberger

Groupe de Physique des Solides,2 place Jussieu,75251 Pariscedex 05,France

W em easuretheelasticand dissipativeresponsesofam ulticontactinterface,form ed

between the rough surfaces oftwo contacting m acroscopic solids,subm itted to a

biased oscillating shearforce.W eevidencethatbeyond a linearviscoelasticregim e,

observed atlow shearam plitude,theinterfaceresponseexhibitsa dissipativecom -

ponentwhich correspondsto the onsetoffrictionaldissipation.The latterregim e

existswhereasthe tangentialforce applied,farfrom the nom inalstatic threshold,

doesnotprovokeany sliding.Thisresult,akin to thatofM indlin fora single con-

tact,leadsustoextend hism odelof‘m icroslip’tothecaseofan interfacecom posed

ofm ultiple m icrocontacts.W hile describing satisfactorily the elastic response,the

m odelfails to account quantitatively for the observed energy dissipation,which,

webelieve,resultsfrom thefactthatthekey assum ption oflocalCoulom b friction

in M indlin’s m odelis notlegitim ate at the sub-m icrom eterscale ofthe m icroslip

zoneswithin m icrocontactsbetween surfaceasperities.

K eyw ords:contact sti�ness,frictionaldissipation,H ertz-M indlin contacts

1. Introduction

Thefrictionalresponseofthecontactbetween two m acroscopicsolidssubm itted to

ashearforceiscom m only described,in thefram eworkofAm ontons-Coulom b’slaw,

in term sof:(i)a staticforcethreshold,Fs,below which no relativedisplacem entis

supposed to occur,and (ii)a dynam ic friction coe�cientde�ned when stationary

sliding isestablished.

However,itisknown thatfrictionaldissipation in m echanicalcontactsstartsto

build up forshearforceslower than the nom inalstatic threshold.Thisbehaviour,

which is im portant in m echanicalengineering,for instance in problem s of fret-

ting ordam ping in structuraljoints(see e.g.G oodm an 1959,O lofsson 1995),also

presents a fundam entalinterest related to the understanding ofthe m icroscopic

m echanism s responsible for m acroscopic friction.This issue was �rst extensively

studied by M indlin etal.(1951),Johnson (1955),Courtney-Pratt& Eisner(1956)

and G oodm an & Brown (1962),who evidenced thatthe displacem entresponse of

Hertzian m acroscopic contactssubm itted to an oscillating tangentialforce ofam -

plitudeF � Fs exhibited a hysteresisloop attributableto an interfacialdissipative

process.In order to account for this energy loss,M indlin et al.(1951) proposed
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2 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

a m odelof’m icroslip’within the contactzone,based on the following description

(Cattaneo 1938):whereverin the contactzone the tangential(�) and norm al(�)

localstresses obey � < �� (with � the friction coe�cient) no relative tangential

displacem entoccurs.O therwise,shearprovokesslip sothat,in thecorrespondingre-

gion,thestressessatisfy locally a Coulom b friction law:� = ��.Itisthen predicted

thatthe sheared contactiscom posed ofa circularnon-sliding zone surrounded by

an annularslipping region whosewidth increaseswith the applied shearforce.

Still,M indlin’sdescription ofincipientsliding raisesa question:down to which

length scaleissuch an assum ption oflocalfriction valid ?Indeed,m acroscopicsolids

generally exhibit rough surfaces which,when broughtinto contact,form a m ulti-

contactinterface (M CI),i.e.an interfacecom posed ofa dilutesetofm icrocontacts

between asperities.W hen addressing the problem offriction atsuch an interface,

onem ay thereforewonderwhethertheuseofa localfriction law islegitim atewhen

dealing with them icrom eter-sized contactsbetween surfaceasperities.Thisin turn

raisesthe question ofthe spatialscaleofthe elem entary dissipativeeventsrespon-

sible for solid friction,a cuto� length below which a localfriction law cannot be

m eaningful.

Recently,experim entsperform ed onsuch M CIsshowedthat(Berthoud & Baum -

berger1998):

� for tangentialforces F � Fs,the pinned interface responds elastically,via

the reversible deform ation ofthe load-bearing asperities.In thisregim e,the

shearsti�ness � ofthe interface can be m easured and is wellaccounted for

within thefram eworkofG reenwood’sm odelofcontactbetween roughsurfaces

(G reenwood & W illiam son 1966).

� forF . Fs,a creeplikeirreversiblesliding ofthe solidsoccurs.

A detailed study ofthis regim e ofincipient sliding,below the nom inalstatic

threshold,should therefore provide inform ation about the physicalprocesses un-

derlying frictionaldissipation.In order to achieve the force controland the dis-

placem entresolution required to perform such a study,we have developed an ex-

perim entalsetup which allowstoprobetheresponseofam ulticontactinterfacetoa

biased oscillating shearforce,ofam plitudeFac abouta �nitem ean valueFdc,while

the m axim um force applied Fdc + Fac = Fm ax . Fs (Baum bergeretal.1998).W e

thus showed thatthe displacem entresponse ofa m acroscopic slidersubm itted to

such a harm onic tangentialforce exhibited three di�erent regim es,depending on

the am plitude Fac (Bureau et al.2001).These are illustrated on �gure 1,which

showsthe response to a shearforce m odulation ofslowly increasing am plitude:in

region (i),at sm allFac,the center ofm ass ofthe slider oscillates about a con-

stant average position,which m eans that no irreversible sliding occurs;in region

(ii),corresponding to highershearam plitudes,the sliderentersa creeplike regim e

where the slipped distance increasescontinuously,up to a �nalregim eofabruptly

accelerating m otion (region (iii)).

In thepresentarticle,wereportan experim entalstudy which focuseson the�rst

regim e ofsm allshear am plitudes,in which the interface is pinned,i.e.oscillates

abouta �xed position.In section 2,webriey presenttheprincipleofoperation of

the experim entalsetup.By m easuring the in-phase and out-of-phase com ponents

ofthedisplacem entresponseofa M CIsubm itted to a harm onicshearforce,wecan
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Figure 1.Tim e-plot ofthe instantaneous (line) and averaged (�) displacem ent response
ofthesliderto a biased oscillating shearforce ofincreasing am plitude.O n therightscale
is plotted the reduced shear am plitude (�) ac(t) = Fac(t)=W ,where W is the norm al
load.The biased used for this experim ent is dc = Fdc=W = 0:36 and the frequency of
oscillation f = 80 Hz.

probeaccurately both theelasticand dissipativeresponsesoftheinterface(section

3).W e evidencethat:

� the shear sti�ness evolveswith the ‘age’ofthe interface,i.e.with the tim e

elapsed since the solids were brought into contact,in agreem ent with the

creep ageing ofthe load-bearing asperitiesalready identi�ed forsuch M CIs,

which resultsin theslow logarithm icincreaseofm icrocontactradii(Dieterich

& K ilgore1994,Berthoud etal.1999a),

� frictionaldissipation appears at shear forces wellbelow the nom inalstatic

threshold,while no grosssliding isdetected yet.

Thislatterpointleadsusto propose an extension ofM indlin’s m odelto the case

ofa m ulticontact interface,within the fram ework ofG reenwood’s description for

the contactofrough surfaces.W e �nd that such a m odelofm icroslip within the

contactsbetween asperitieslargely overestim atesthe energy dissipation,which we

believe pointsoutthata localdescription offriction isno longervalid atthe sub-

m icrom etric scale ofthe slip zoneswithin the m icrocontactsform ing m ulticontact

interfaces.

2. Experim ents

(a) Sam ples

Them ulticontactinterfacestudied hereisform ed between asliderand atrackof

com m ercialgradepoly(m ethylm ethacrylate)(PM M A).PM M A isa glassy polym er

atroom tem perature (Tg ’ 120�C),ofdynam ic shearm odulusG 0 = 2 G Pa and

lossangle� such thattan� = 0:1 at100 Hz(Ferry 1980),and ofquasi-staticYoung

Article subm itted to RoyalSociety



4 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

m odulusE ’ 3G Pa,Poisson ratio� = 0:44and hardnessH ’ 300M Pa(Berthoud

etal.1999b).

Thenom inally atsurfacesoftheslider(20� 20 m m2)and ofthe track (25� 30

m m 2)arelapped with an abrasiveaqueoussuspension ofSiC powder(m ean particle

size23�m ).Thisleadstoarm sroughnessofthesam plesR q = 1:3�m ,aspreviously

characterized (Berthoud & Baum berger1998).

Using G reenwood’s result (G reenwood & W illiam son 1966), assum ing that:

(i) the sum m it heights ofasperities follow an exponentialdistribution ofwidth

s = 1:3�m ,and (ii) their m ean radius ofcurvature � = 20�m (taken,as a con-

servative value,ofthe order ofm agnitude ofthe abrasive particle size),one can

estim atey, under the norm alload W ’ 2 N, the num ber N of m icrocontacts:

N ’ W =(
p
�s�E �s) ’ 100 (where E � = E =[2(1 � �2)]),and their m ean radius

�a ’
p
s� ’ 5�m .

(b) Experim entalsetup:an inertialtribom eter

The experim entalsetup,extensively described elsewhere (Baum berger et al.

1998)isbased on the following principle.The track,on which theslidersitsunder

its own weight m g,is �rst inclined at a given angle � such that the ratio ofthe

tangential(Fdc) to norm al(W ) load Fdc=W = tan� � �s.A harm onic m otion,

ofcontrolled am plitude and frequency,isthen im posed to the track,which results

in an inertialoscillating shearforce acting on the centerofm assofthe slider(see

�gure2).In orderto avoid torquesand tiltm otion,theslidersam pleisclam ped in

a m etalpartspecially designed such thatthecenterofm assofthesliderislocated

in the planeofthe interface.

Theharm onicshearforceon theinterfacethusreads,in thelow frequency lim it

where the slider responds quasi-statically (see Baum berger et al.1998),F (t) =

Faccos(!t)with Fac = m �,where � isthe im posed acceleration am plitude ofthe

track.W ede�nedc = Fdc=W and ac = Fac=W .Thesecontrolparam eterscan be

setin theranges0� dc � 0:58 and 0 � ac � 0:6.Thefrequency oftheoscillating

tangentialforce can be chosen between 15 and 100 Hz,this upper lim it ensuring

the quasi-staticcondition forthe sliderm otion.

W e m easure,in response to thisexcitation,the displacem entx(t)ofthe slider

relatively to thetrack,by m eansofa capacitivegauge.Itssignalissentto a lock-in

am pli�er,which allowsto detect,within 1 nm ,the in-phase (x0)and out-of-phase

(x90)com ponentsofthedisplacem entwith respectto theharm onicinput.W ethus

haveaccessto the elastic and dissipativeresponsesofthe m ulticontactinterface.

(c) Reproducibility

The scattering ofthe results thus obtained depends crucially on the way the

interfaceisprepared.W e havetested two di�erentprotocols:

y Thisestim ation assum esthatcontacting asperitiesare deform ed elastically.A ctually,G reen-

wood’s plasticity index  = (E =H )
p
s=� ’ 2:5 for our surfaces,which indicates that m ost con-

tacting asperitieshavestarted to yield plastically.H owever,since isstilloforderunity,thesetof

asperitiesisin factin an elastic-plastic state ofdeform ation (Berthoud etal.1999b),farfrom the

fully plastic lim it.W e therefore use,forourrough estim ate ofN ,the expression corresponding to

the elastic lim it(evaluating N in the fully plastic lim itwould lead to a num ber ofm icrocontacts

 tim es larger).
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Figure 2.Principle ofoperation oftheinertialtribom eter:theslideron theinclined track
is subm itted to a constant tangentialforce Fdc = m gsin� on which is superim posed a
harm onic shearforce ofam plitude m �,where � isthe im posed acceleration am plitude of
the track.W e m easure the displacem entx ofthe sliderwith respectto the track.

(i)afterthesliderisputinto contactwith theinclined track,a tim etw iswaited

during which the interface is leftunder constantnorm aland tangentialloads.At

the end ofthis waiting tim e,ac is turned on for a tim e � tw during which we

m easurex0 andx90.W hen perform ingseveralsuchexperim entsin thesam enom inal

conditions,the relativedispersion observed ison the orderof25% .

(ii) the second protocolconsists,assoon asthe interface hasbeen created,in

applying to the slidera large am plitude harm onic shearforce in orderto m ake it

slide a few m icrom etersin the direction ofFdc.The oscillating shearforce isthen

suddenly stopped and atim etw iswaited,afterwhich m easurem entsareperform ed.

The dispersion observed when using this second protocolis reduced to 11% .W e

willtherefore present,in the restofthe paper,resultsthathavebeen obtained on

interfacesprepared thisway.

This e�ectofthe interface preparation on the reproducibility isillustrated on

�gure3.
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Figure3.Inuenceoftheprotocolofinterfacepreparation on thereproducibility.In-phase
response x0(ac) obtained with protocol(i) (�),and with protocol(ii) (�).Four sets of
m easurem entsare plotted,perform ed atf = 60 Hz,with dc = 0:27 and aftertw = 300 s.
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6 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

Tounderstand,atleastqualitatively,theorigin ofthise�ect,notethefollowing.

W hen the slider is put into contact with the inclined track,the only m echanical

condition which constrainsthe state ofthe M CIisthat the totaltangentialforce

F = W tan�.This is obviously insu�cient to de�ne uniquely the distribution of

shearforceson the variousm icrocontacts.Hence,a huge num beroflocalcon�gu-

rationsare possible:the interface isa highly m ultistable system .O n the contrary,

sliding producesa reproducibledistribution which ism aintained during the elastic

recoilfollowing a stop (Caroli& Nozi�eres 1996,de G ennes 1997).Preparing an

interfaceby interruption ofsliding can thereforebeexpected to im provethedegree

ofreproducibility.Therem aining scatteringof11% isindeed in agreem entwith the

statisticaldispersion � N�1=2 � 10% due to the �nite num ber ofm icrocontacts

estim ated above.

3. R esults

W e present on �gures 4 and 5 typicalresults obtained for the in-phase (x0) and

out-of-phase (x90)com ponentsasa function ofthe reduced shearforce am plitude

ac.W edo notobserveany dependenceoftheelasticordissipativeresponseon the

levelofaveragetangentialforcedc (i.e.on theangleofinclination ofthetrack,up

to dc ’ 0:36),and do notnote any frequency dependence in the explored range

15{100 Hz.
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x 0
 (
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(a)

Figure 4.In-phase displacem entam plitude x0 asa function ofac,atf = 80 Hz and
aftertw = 600 s.(�):dc = 0,(�):dc = 0:09,(� ):dc = 0:27.

Both x0(ac) and x90(ac) exhibit a linear regim e atlow shear am plitude,up

to ac ’ 0:1 above which the interface responds non-linearly.For allthe results

presented in thisarticle,in the rangeofac explored,no sliding is detected within

the experim entalresolution . 20 nm .
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Figure 5.O ut-of-phase displacem entam plitude x90 asa function ofac,atf = 80 Hz
and aftertw = 600 s.(�):dc = 0,(�):dc = 0:09,(� ):dc = 0:27

(a) Linear response

In the linear regim e,we m easure the interfacialshear sti�ness,which reads

� = acW =x0.M oreover,we know that,fora m ulticontactinterface,thissti�ness

variesproportionally to the norm alload:� = W =�,where � isan ‘elastic length’

which liesin them icrom eterrange(Berthoud & Baum berger1998,seealso section

4a form oredetails).Theslopeofx0(ac)isthus� = dx0=dac.W e m easure,after

a waiting tim e tw = 300 s,� = 0:26� 0:015�m .

Thislength can also be determ ined by analyzing the frequency responseofthe

system .Indeed,we expect that the response ofthe slider,ofm ass m ,sitting on

the elastic foundation ofsti�ness � form ed by the set ofload-bearing asperities,

exhibitsa resonanceata circularfrequency !0 =
p
�=m =

p
g=� (with W = m g),

asalreadyobservedbySherif& K ossa(1991).W hen lookingatthespectralresponse

shown on �gure6,oneclearly identi�esa peak atf0 = 1000 Hzwhich corresponds

tothatresonanceand leadsto avalueoftheelasticlength � = 0:25�m ,in excellent

agreem entwith the valuereported above.

Letusnow trytoidentifytheoriginofthedissipation in thisregim eofverysm all

shearam plitudes.W e notethatthe inverseofthe quality factor1=Q = 0:03 ofthe

resonanceof�gure6iscom parablewith thetangentofthelossangletan� ’ 0:05of

bulk PM M A at1kHzand T = 300K (Ferry 1980).Besides,theratiox90=x0 = 0:18

is constant and on the order of tan� � 0:1 at f . 100 Hz.This leads us to

attribute the observed dissipation to the viscoelastic losses within the bodies of

contacting asperities{ m oreprecisely,foreach ofthem ,within thevolum eoforder

roughly �a3 (with �a the m ean contact radius) in which stresses concentrate.The

discrepancy observed between x90=x0 and thelossanglem easured on bulk sam ples

can be assigned to the fact that these m icrom etric volum es lie in the interfacial

region,and hence m ost probably present m echanicalproperties slightly di�erent

Article subm itted to RoyalSociety



8 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger
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Figure6.Spectralresponse:thesliderissubm itted toan acceleration ofconstantam plitude
and variable frequency.The ratio ofthe displacem ent am plitude �x to the acceleration
am plitude isplotted,in arbitrary units,asa function off.The biasdc = 0.

from those ofthe bulk.Indeed,our m ethod for surface abrasion (see x2a) m akes

use ofwater,known asa plasticizerofPM M A.

(b) Ageing

W hen perform ing m easurem entsin the linearregim e atvariouswaiting tim es

tw ,we note that the interfacialshear sti�ness,or equivalently the elastic length

�,evolvesslowly with tw :the longertw ,the lower�,i.e.the higherthe sti�ness.

Thisageing ofthe interface isillustrated on �gure 7.The elastic length decreases

quasi-logarithm ically with the ageofthe interface:

�(tw )= �0 � �� ln(tw =t0) (3.1)

with the reference tim e t0 = 1 s,�0 = 0:33 and the logarithm ic slope �� = 1:07�

10�2 .

(c) Non-linear regim e:interfacialdissipation

At shear am plitudes ac > 0:1,the in-phase and out-of-phase com ponents of

the response increase non-linearly.In this regim e,while the bulk response ofthe

asperitiesrem ainslinear(onecan estim atea m ean shearstrain astheratio ofx0 to

them ean contactsize�a,which stayslowerthan 2% ),theratiox90=x0 isnotconstant

anym ore,hence the energy losscannotbe attributed to bulk viscoelasticity only.

W eshow on �gure8 theevolution,with shearam plitude,ofthenon-viscoelastic

partofthe dissipative response,which we de�ne asx90 � x0 tan�,using fortan�

the value x90=x0 = 0:18 determ ined in the linearregim e.
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Figure 7.D ecrease ofthe elastic length � with the waiting tim e tw .f = 80 Hz,
dc = 0:18,ac = 0:04.
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Figure 8. Non-viscoelastic com ponent of the dissipative response, x90 � x 0 tan�, as a
function ofac.f = 80 Hz and tw = 600 s.(�):dc = 0,(�):dc = 0:09,(� ):dc = 0:18,
(�): dc = 0:27,(�):dc = 0:36.

4. D iscussion

(a) Interfacialshear sti�ness

Let us consider the case of an in�nitesim alshear m odulation.In this lim it,

the shear sti�ness ofa single contact is sim ply given by the M indlin expression
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10 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

calculated in the absence ofslip,nam ely Ga,with a the contact radius and G =

4G =(2� �),where � and G are respectively the Poisson ratio and shearm odulus

ofthe contacting m aterials(M indlin 1949).The shearsti�nessofthe m ulticontact

interfacethen reads(Berthoud & Baum berger1998):

� �= N G�a (4.1)

with N thenum berofm icrocontactsand �atheirm ean radius(thisresultisrederived

in the Appendix).An im portantfeatureofG reenwood’sdescription ofthe contact

between rough surfacesisthatthenum berofm icrocontactsvarieslinearly with the

norm alload W ,whereas their m ean size is independent ofW .So,the interfacial

sti�nessisproportionalto the load,i.e.� = W =�,with an elasticlength reading:

� �=
H

G

p
s� (4.2)

Using forthePM M A shearm odulusitsquasi-staticvalueG ’ 1 G Pa,Berthoud &

Baum bergerfound from equation 4.2an elasticlength � ’ 1�m ,in agreem entwith

theirquasi-staticm easurem entsofthe sti�nessduring loading-unloading cycles.

O ur results,however,lead to values of� ’ 0:25�m m uch sm aller than those

previously reported.Thism arked di�erence m ay havetwo distinctorigins:

� First,we clearly see from our experim ents that the linear regim e ofinter-

facialresponse correspondsto elastic displacem ents ofthe slider ofatm ost

20 nm (see �gure 4).Such a resolution could not be achieved in the previ-

ous quasi-static experim ents,and the sti�ness m easured in that study was

m ost probably underestim ated,due to non-linear e�ects,which thus led to

overestim ated valuesof�.

� M oreover,note from expression 4.2 that the elastic length is inversely pro-

portionalto the shear m odulus.W e thus expect the elastic response ofthe

m ulticontact interface to be governed,in our experim ents,by the dynam ic

m odulusatthe excitation frequency,i.e.G 0’ 2 G Pa (see x2a).

W ith thislattervalueforthe dynam icm odulus,along with thoseforthe hardness

and thesurfacecharacteristicsgiven in section 2a,weobtain � ’ 0:39�m .Theelas-

tic length thatweestim ate from the elastic propertiesofPM M A atthe excitation

frequency isthereforein good agreem entwith ourexperim entalresults.

(b) Ageing

W enow addressthe question ofthe tim e-dependence oftheelasticlength.Itis

wellestablished,since the pioneerwork ofBowden & Tabor(1950),thatthe real

area ofcontact(�r)between rough surfacesis in generala very sm allfraction of

the nom inalarea.The norm alstresseson the load-bearing asperities are thus on

theorderoftheyield stressofthecontactingm aterials,which resultsin bulk plastic

creep oftheseasperities.Asa consequence,therealareaofcontactslowly increases

with the ‘age’ofthe interface,i.e.with the tim e ofcontactbetween asperities,as

unam biguously evidenced by Dieterich & K ilgore(1994).From an extensive study

ofthem echanicalpropertiesofpolym erglasses,Berthoud etal.(1999a)haveshown
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Frictionaldissipation ata non-sliding interface 11

thatcreep oftheload-bearingasperitiesresultsin aquasi-logarithm icgrowth of�r:

�r
�= �r0

�

1+ m ln

�

1+
tw

tc

��

(4.3)

with m and tc twom aterialparam etersthatcan beidenti�ed from bulk m echanical

tests.ForPM M A atroom tem perature,m 2 [0:04� 0:05],and a higherboundyfor

the cut-o� tim e istc < 5� 10�3 s.

From expression 4.1 ofthe shearsti�ness� = N G�a = W =�,and with the real

area ofcontact�r
�= N �a2,we�nd thatthe elasticlength reads:

� �=
W

G
p
N �r0 [1+ m ln(1+ tw =tc]

(4.4)

To �rstorderin m ,thisexpression reads:

� �=
W

G
p
N �0| {z }
�0

�

1�
m

2
ln

�

1+
tw

tc

��

(4.5)

W e thus expect the elastic length to decrease quasi-logarithm ically with tw ,

with a logarithm ic slope ofm =2.Indeed,when �tting the data of�gure 7 with

an expression of the form � = �0 [1+ � ln(1+ tw =tc)],leaving � and tc as free

param eters,the best �t is obtained for � = 0:024 and tc = 10�3 s,these values

being in fullagreem entwith the expected ones.The observed dependence ofthe

interfacialshearsti�nesson thewaiting tim etw thusresultsfrom thecreep ageing

ofthe m icrocontacts.

It is interesting to note that up to now,this m echanism ofinterfacialageing

has always been characterized through the tim e-dependence ofthe static friction

threshold (seeBerthoud etal.1999a,and referencestherein),which isa‘destructive’

m ethod in the sense that the set ofload-bearing asperities is renewed by sliding

when them easurem entisperform ed.O n thecontrary,ourlow-am plitudeoscillating

shearexperim entsprovideawaytoprobeaccuratelytheslowlyevolvingviscoelastic

response ofa given set ofm icrocontacts,without any m acroscopic sliding at the

interface.

(c) Non-linear elasticity and energy dissipation:extension ofM indlin’s m odel

Figures4 and 5 clearly show that,forac & 0:1,theinterfacialelasticresponse

becom es non-linear,while no gross sliding is observable.In the sam e regim e,a

non-lineardissipative response developson top ofthe linear term attributable to

bulk viscoelasticity (�gure 8).This contribution m ust therefore be considered as

resulting from interfacialdissipation proper.

The decrease ofthe ‘local’interfacialsti�ness,dac=dx0,with increasing shear

am plitude m ay be interpreted qualitatively as follows.The diam eters ofthe m i-

crocontactswhich form theinterfacearestatistically distributed abouttheaverage

value �a.A �nite shearnecessarily leadsto destroying the sm allerones.The larger

y Thecut-o� tim etc could notbedeterm ined accurately atroom tem perature,and wasinferred

from the velocity dependence ofthe friction force (Baum berger etal.1999,Bureau 2002).
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12 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

the shearam plitude,the sm allerthe num berofm icrocontactswhich are stillable

to sustain the stress,hencea decreasing sti�ness.

In order to describe quantitatively this regim e,we now extend M indlin’s de-

scription to the caseofa m ulticontactinterfaceasfollows:

(i) The contact between the two rough surfaces is described �a la G reenwood,

with theassum ption ofan exponentialdistribution ofsum m itheights,and ofelastic

deform ation ofasperities.W ebelievethelatterassum ption tobeinessential:indeed,

we saw in x2a thatthough contacting asperitiesare in an elastic-plastic state,the

value ofthe plasticity index  is oforder unity,which suggests that the norm al

stresspro�lein m icrocontactsisstillcloseto the Hertz pro�le(Johnson 1985).

(ii)M indlin’s resultsgive,fora given m icrocontact,the expression ofthe tan-

gentialforce associated with a rem ote shear displacem ent x.This displacem ent,

equalto thatofthe centerofm assofthe slider,iscom m on to allm icrocontacts.

(iii) For any �nite x,there always exists a set ofsm allm icrocontacts which

arecom pletely slipping.Forthese,the tangentialforceissaturated atitsconstant

m axim um value�w,wherew isthe norm alload on the m icrocontact.

(iv)Thetangentialforceon thesliderissim ply thesum ofthoseon thevarious

m icrocontacts.

The detailed calculation isperform ed in the Appendix.Ityields the following

results:

x0 = 2��

"
ac

2�
+

�
ac

2�

� 2

+
5

4

�
ac

2�

� 3

+ O

�
ac

2�

� 4
#

(4.6)

x90 =
4��

�

��

1�
2�

ac

�

ln

�

1�
ac

�

�

� 2

�

=
2��

3�

"�
ac

�

� 2

+

�
ac

�

� 3

+ O

�
ac

�

� 4
#

(4.7)

with � the elastic length de�ned above.The localfriction coe�cientofM indlin’s

m odel,�,isoursingle�tting param eter.

Figure 9 shows the best �t thus obtained for the elastic part ofthe response

x0,which isseen to be excellent.Itcorrespondsto � = 0:49.O n the otherhand,

from the response to a linear ram p of shear am plitude (see �gure 1),we have

estim ated the(‘global’)staticfriction coe�cient� s ascorrespondingto a threshold

ofaccelerated sliding.W ethus�nd �s = 0:59� 0:03 (Bureau etal.2001).Thiscan

only beconsidered asarough estim ate,in view ofthearbitrarinessin thede�nition

ofthe threshold.The agreem entthereforeappearsquite satisfactory.

Atthisstage,wehavedeterm ined alltheparam etersofthem odel,and arethus

in a position to truly check its validity by com paring its prediction for x90(ac)

with the experim entalresults.The dissipation calculated from equation (4.7)with

� = 0:49 isplotted on �gure10:itisseen to bem uch largerthan theexperim ental

one.In orderto geta decent�tofthe data,we have to use a value of� aslarge

as1.3,i.e.m uch largerthan any value ofthe friction coe�cienteverreported for

PM M A.Thequestion thereforearisesofwhatm ightbethephysicalreason forsuch

a discrepancy which a�ectsprim arily the dissipativepartofthe response.

In M indlin’s m odel,dissipation results from the slip at the periphery ofthe

contact.The inner radius of this annulus is,for an average m icrocontact,c =
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Frictionaldissipation ata non-sliding interface 13
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Figure 9.(�):experim entaldata forx0(ac)atf = 80 Hzand dc = 0:09.(| -):extended
M indlin’sm odelwith � = 0:23�m and � = 0:49.
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Figure10.(�):experim entaldataforx90(ac)atf = 80Hzand dc = 0:09.(| -):extended
M indlin’sm odelwith � = 0:23�m and � = 0:49.({ { {):extended M indlin’sm odelwith
� = 0:23�m and � = 1:3.

�a[1� f=(�w)]
1=3

.For�a = 5�m and taking f=w = 0:2y we �nd,for� = 0:49 that

thewidth oftheannulus�a� c= 750 nm .O verthisdistance,theshearstressvaries

from its m axim um value to zero atthe edge ofthe contact.W e have thustacitly

y W e use for the ratio f=w a typicalvalue ofthe m acroscopic ratio F=W .This am ounts to

assum ing that N identicalm icrocontacts ofsize �a bear the sam e fraction ofnorm al(w = W =N )

and tangential(f = F=N )load.
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14 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

assum ed thatthe Coulom b law isvalid on a spatialscale m uch sm allerthan this

width.

Itisnow welldocum ented thatfrictionaldissipation resultsfrom thedepinning

ofstructuralelem entslocated within the adhesive junctionsbetween load-bearing

asperities.The typicalsize ofthese elem entsisfound to be nanom etric (Nakatani

2001,Baum bergeretal.1999,Bureau etal.2002).Thefriction force,asitisusually

de�ned,isan averageoverthedynam icsofa largeensem bleofsuch elem ents.So,a

reasonablym eaningfulfriction coe�cientcannotbede�ned on ascalesm allerthan,

say,ahundred nanom eters.Thism ustbeunderstood asacut-o�length below which

theM indlin stresspro�leprobably becom esinaccurate.Theaboveestim ateof�a� c

therefore suggeststhat m ulticontactinterfaceswith m icrom etric roughnessm ight

be outofthe rangeofquantitativeapplicability ofM indlin’sm odel.

A ppendix A . Extension ofM indlin’s m odel

(a) M indlin’s results

W e�rstrecalltheresultsderived by M indlin forthecontactofidenticalelastic

spheressubm itted to a tangentialforce(M indlin etal.1953,Johnson 1985).W hen

thecontactis�rstloaded from zero,therelationship between therem otetangential

displacem entx and the applied shearforcef reads:

x =
3(2� �)�w

8G a

"

1�

�

1�
f

�w

� 2=3
#

(A 1)

with G theshearm odulus,� thePoisson ratio,a theHertzradiusofcontact,w the

norm alload and � the localfriction coe�cient.

Iftheshearforceisthen decreased,afterhavingreached am axim um valuefm ax,

the displacem entx& in thisunloading phase is:

x& =
3(2� �)�w

8G a

"

2

�

1�
fm ax � f

2�w

� 2=3

�

�

1�
fm ax

�w

� 2=3

� 1

#

(A 2)

By sym m etry,ifthe shearforce is then reversed from a value � fm ax,the dis-

placem entx% (f)= � x& (� f).

(b) Contactbetween rough surfaces

Thecontactgeom etry isthatoftworough surfacesofidenticalrm sroughness�.

W eshallconsider,within thefram ework ofG reenwood’sm odel,thecaseofcontact

between a rigid,ideally sm ooth,reference plane and a com posite rough surface

whose sum m it heights are distributed exponentially:�(z) = s�1 exp(� z=s),with

s=
p
2� (Berthoud & Baum berger1998).Thecoordinatez isnorm alto them ean

plane ofthe random surface.

The e�ective elastic m odulus ofthe deform able m aterialis de�ned as E � =

E =[2(1� �2)],and theequivalentradiusofcurvatureatthetip ofasperitiesforthe

com positesurfaceisR � = R=
p
2.

Fora given norm alload on thesolids,wenoteh thedistancebetween them ean

plane ofthe rough surface and the reference at.The com pression ofa contacting

asperity ofheightz > h isthus� = z� h (G reenwood & W illiam son 1966).
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Frictionaldissipation ata non-sliding interface 15

(c) Firstloading ofthe m ulticontactinterface

W e now calculate the interface response when the shear displacem ent x �rst

increasesfrom 0 to xm ax.

Foreach m icrocontact,theHertzradiusa and thenorm alload w depend on the

com pression � = z� h:

a =
p
R � (z� h) (A 3)

w =
4

3

E �

R �
a
3
=
2

3

E

(1� �2)

p
R � (z� h)

3=2
(A 4)

Plugging (A 3)and (A 4)into equation (A 1),and using G = E =(2(1+ �)),we

obtain:

�

1�
f

�w

� 2=3

= 1�
xs

��(z� h)
(A 5)

where� = s(2� �)=[2(1� �)].

W e note thatthe rhsterm ofequation (A 5)is� 0 for:

z� h �
xs

��
(A 6)

This m eans that m icrocontactswhose com pression z� h satis�es condition (A 6)

bearatangentialforcef � �w.M icrocontactssuch thatz� h = xs=(��)aretotally

sliding,i.e.f = �w.

In thefollowing,wewillassum ethat‘sm all’contactssuch thatz� h < xs=(��)

arealso sliding and beara tangentialforceequalto �wy.

Hence,form icrocontactssuch that(A 6)isveri�ed,equation (A 5)leadsto:

f

�
=

2E

3(1� �2)

p
R � (z� h)

3=2

"

1�

�

1�
xs

��(z� h)

� 3=2
#

(A 7)

The totaltangentialforce on the system is obtained by integration over the

heightdistribution:

F

�
=

2E

3(1� �2)

p
R �N 0

( Z
+ 1

h0

"

(z� h)
3=2

�

�

z� h �
xs

��

� 3=2
#
1

s
e
�z=s

dz

+

Z h0

h

(z� h)
3=2 1

s
e
�z=s

dz

)

(A 8)

where N 0 is the totalnum ber ofasperities,and h0 is given by condition (A 6).

The�rstintegralcorrespondsto thecontribution ofm icrocontactswhoseresponse

isgiven by (A 7),while the second term correspondsto totally sliding contacts.

y A ctually,when theinterfaceissheared,thesm allestm icrocontactsaredestroyed and replaced

by new ones,thecontribution ofwhich wecannotcalculate.W ewillseefurtherthatthe interfacial

response isnotsigni�cantly a�ected by this assum ption.
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16 L.Bureau,C.Caroliand T.Baum berger

Setting � = (z� h)=s,and noting that the totalnorm alload on the interface

reads,according to G reenwood:

W = (4=3)E
�
p
R �N 0s

3=2
e
�h=s

| {z }
W 0

Z
+ 1

0

�
3=2

e
��
d� (A 9)

we�nally getthe following expression forthe m acroscopicshearforce:

F = �W

�
1� e

�
x

� �

�
(A 10)

Inverting (A 10)yields:

x = � ��ln

�

1�
F

�W

�

(A 11)

In the lim it ofsm alltangentialdisplacem ents,to lowest order in x=�� � 1,

F = W x=�.W e thus�nd theexpression oftheinterfacialshearsti�ness� = W =�,

where � = s(2 � �)=[2(1 � �)]is the elastic length.For num ericalpurposes,we

willhowever not estim ate � from this expression but willrather m ake use ofits

experim entally m easured value� ’ 0:25�m .

Finally,evaluating,from equation (A 8),therelativecontribution oftotally slid-

ingm icrocontacts,we�nd thattheycontributelessthan 10% tothecalculatedshear

forceywhilethetangentialdisplacem entstayslowerthan 60nm (which corresponds

to reduced shearforce am plitudesac . 0:2,see e.g.�gure 4).Theircontribution

isatm ost20% forx ’ 100 nm .

(d) Unloading from (Fm ax;xm ax)

Letusnow study thecasewherethetangentialdisplacem entofthesliderisde-

creased,afterhavingreached am axim um valuexm ax,correspondingtoam axim um

shearforceFm ax.Two fam iliesofm icrocontactsm ustthen be considered:

(i) M icrocontacts such that(z� h)< xm axs=(��)

Atthe end ofthe �rstloading,these m icrocontactsaretotally sliding.Forx =

xm ax,the shear force on one ofthem is fm ax = �w,and its response when x is

decreased isgiven by (M indlin etal.1953,Johnson 1985):

x& = xm ax �
3(2� �)�w

4G a

�

1�
b2

a2

�

(A 12)

wherebistheinnerradiusofthecorresponding slip zone:b= a[1=2+ f=(2�w)]1=3.

W e thusobtain:

�
1

2
+

f

2�w

� 2=3

= 1�
(xm ax � x& )s

2��(z� h)
(A 13)

y This estim ate is done using � = 0:49,the value which leads to the best �t ofx0(ac) (see

�gure 9).A highervalue of� would lead to an even weaker contribution ofsliding contacts.
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Asin xc,thisequation yieldsthe following condition:

z� h �
(xm ax � x& )s

2��
(A 14)

M icrocontacts whose com pression satis�es condition (A 14) respond according to

equation (A 13),while those forwhich z� h < (xm ax � x& )s=(2��)are assum ed

to be totally sliding and beara tangentialforcef = � �w.

Forthe contactswhich are notfully sliding during unloading,equation (A 13)

yields:

f

�
=

2E

3(1� �2)

p
R �

(

2

�

z� h �
(xm ax � x& )s

2��

�3=2
� (z� h)

3=2

)

(A 15)

(ii) M icrocontactssuch that(z� h)� xm axs=(��)

The response of these m icrocontacts,which were not totally sliding when x

reached itsm axim um value,isgiven by (M indlin etal.1953,Johnson 1985):

x& =
3(2� �)�w

8G a

"

2

�

1�
fm ax � f

2�w

� 2=3

�

�

1�
fm ax

�w

� 2=3

� 1

#

(A 16)

From equation (A 5)weget:

�

1�
fm ax

�w

� 2=3

= 1�
xm axs

��(z� h)
(A 17)

which,onceplugged into(A 16),leadstothefollowingexpression fortheshearforce

on oneofthesem icrocontacts:

f

�
=

2E

3(1� �2)

p
R �

(

2

�

z� h �
(xm ax � x& )s

2��

�3=2

�

�

z� h �
xm axs

��

�3=2
� (z� h)

3=2

)

(A 18)

(iii) Totalshear force

The m acroscopic shearforce when the interface is unloaded is the sum ofthe

contributions(A 15),(A 18),and ofthatresultingfrom fully sliding m icrocontacts:

F

�
= W 0

( Z
+ 1

x m ax

� �

"

2

�

� �
xm ax � x&

2��

� 3=2

�

�
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e
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(A 19)
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which yields:

F

�W
= 2e

�
x m ax � x

&

2� � � e
�

x m ax

� � � 1 (A 20)

Setting  = F=W yields:

x& = xm ax + 2��ln

�

1+
 � m ax

2�

�

(A 21)

with xm ax asgiven by (A 11):

xm ax = � ��ln

�

1�
m ax

�

�

(A 22)

Finally,by sym m etry,the relationship x(F ) when the displacem ent,having

reached a m inim um valuexm in,isreversed up to xm ax,reads:

x% = xm in � 2��ln

�

1�
 � m in

2�

�

(A 23)

with the m inim um valueofthe displacem ent:

xm in = xm ax + 2��ln

�

1�
m ax � m in

�

�

(A 24)

W ith a m acroscopicshearforceoftheform F (t)=W = (t)= dc+ accos(!t),

weobtain forthe displacem entresponse:

x& = � ��ln

�

1�
m ax

�

�

+ 2��ln

�

1+
ac(cos(!t)� 1)

2�

�

(A 25)

and

x% = � ��ln

�

1�
m ax

�

�

+ 2��ln

�

1�
ac

�

�

� 2��ln

�

1�
ac(cos(!t)+ 1)
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(A 26)

(e) In-phase and out-of-phase com ponents

Theelastic and dissipativeresponsesaregiven by:

x0 =
2

T

Z 2�

!

0

xcos(!t)dt=
!

�

( Z �

!

0

x& cos(!t)dt+

Z 2�
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(A 27)

x90 =
!

�

( Z �

!

0

x& sin(!t)dt+

Z 2�

!

�

!

x% sin(!t)dt

)

(A 28)

W e expand in powerofac=(2�)� 1 the tim e-dependentlogarithm ic term sin

equations(A 25)and (A 26),and �nally getforthe in-phaseam plitude:

x0 = 2��
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ac
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�
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� 2
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(A 29)
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The out-of-phasecom ponentcan be calculated exactly and reads:

x90 =
4��

�

��

1�
2�

ac

�

ln

�

1�
ac

�

�

� 2

�

(A 30)
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