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E lasticity and onset of frictional
dissipation at a non-sliding m ulticontact
nterface

By L.Bureauy, C.Caroliand T .Baumberger

G roupe de P hysique des Solides, 2 place Jussieu, 75251 P aris cedex 05, France

W em easure the elastic and dissipative responses ofa m ulticontact interface, form ed
between the rough surfaces of two contacting m acroscopic solids, subm itted to a
biased oscillating shear force. W e evidence that beyond a linear viscoelastic regin g,
observed at low shear am plitude, the interface response exhibits a dissipative com —
ponent which corresponds to the onset of frictional dissjpation. T he latter regin e
exists whereas the tangential force applied, far from the nom inal static threshold,
does not provoke any sliding. T his result, akin to that of M indlin for a single con-
tact, lradsusto extend hism odelof h icroslip’ to the case ofan interface com posed
ofmultiple m icrocontacts. W hile describing satisfactorily the elastic response, the
m odel fails to account quantitatively for the observed energy dissipation, which,
we believe, results from the fact that the key assum ption of localC oulom b friction
In M Indlin’s m odel is not legitin ate at the sub-m icrom eter scale of the m icroslip
zones w thin m icrocontacts betw een surface asperities.

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

1. Introduction

T he frictional response of the contact betw een tw o m acroscopic solids subm itted to
a shear force is com m only describbed, in the fram ew ork ofAm ontons< oulom b’s law,
In tem s of: (i) a static Porce threshold, F ¢, below which no relative displacem ent is
supposed to occur, and (i) a dynam ic friction coe cient de ned when stationary
sliding is established.

However, it is know n that frictional dissipation in m echanical contacts starts to
build up for shear forces Iower than the nom inal static threshold. T his behaviour,
which is inportant In m echanical engineering, for nstance In problem s of fret—
ting or dam ping in structural pints (see eg. G oodm an 1959, O Iofsson 1995), also
presents a fundam ental interest related to the understanding of the m icroscopic
m echanisn s responsible r m acroscopic friction. This issue was rst extensively
studied by M indlin et al. (1951), Johnson (1955), Courtney-P ratt & E isner (1956)
and Goodm an & Brown (1962), who evidenced that the displacem ent response of
H ertzian m acroscopic contacts subm itted to an oscillating tangential force of am —
pliude F Fs exhbied a hysteresis loop attrbutable to an interfacialdissipative
process. In order to account for this energy loss, M indlin et al. (1951) proposed
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a m odel of m icroslip’ w ithin the contact zone, based on the follow Ing description
(C attaneo 1938) : wherever in the contact zone the tangential ( ) and nom al ( )
local stresses cbey < wih  the fiiction coe cient) no relative tangential
displacem ent occurs.O therw ise, shearprovokes slip so that, in the corresponding re—
gion, the stresses satisfy locally a Coulomb friction law: = . It isthen predicted
that the sheared contact is com posed of a circular non-sliding zone surrounded by
an annular slipping region whose w idth increases w ith the applied shear force.

Still, M indlin’s description of Incipient sliding raises a question: down to which
length scale is such an assum ption of local friction valid ? Thdeed, m acroscopic solids
generally exhibit rough surfaces which, when brought into contact, om a muli-
contact interface M C1I), ie. an Interface com posed of a dilute set ofm icrocontacts
between asperities. W hen addressing the problem of friction at such an interface,
onem ay therefore wonder w hether the use ofa local friction law is legitim ate w hen
dealing w ith the m icrom eter-sized contacts betw een surface asperities. T his in tum
raises the question of the spatial scale of the elem entary dissipative events respon—
sble for solid friction, a cuto length below which a local friction lJaw cannot be
m eaningfil.

R ecently, experin entsperform ed on such M C Isshowed that Berthoud & Baum -
berger 1998):

for tangential forces F E, the pinned interface responds elastically, via
the reversble deformm ation of the load-bearing asperities. In this regin ¢, the
shear sti ness of the interface can be m easured and is well accounted for
w ithin the fram ew ork 0fG reenw ood’sm odelofcontact betw een rough surfaces
G reenwood & W illiam son 1966).

forF . E, a creeplike irreversible sliding of the solids occurs.

A detailed study of this regin e of incipient sliding, below the nom inal static
threshold, should therefore provide inform ation about the physical processes un—
derlying frictional dissipation. In order to achieve the force control and the dis-
placam ent resolution required to perform such a study, we have developed an ex—
perin entalsetup which allow sto probe the response ofa m ulticontact interface to a
biased oscillating shear foroe, ofam plitude F . about a nitem ean valueF 4., whilke
them axinum force applied Fgc+ Fac = Fpax - Fs Baumbergeret al 1998).W e
thus showed that the displacem ent response of a m acroscopic slider subm itted to
such a ham onic tangential force exhibited three di erent regim es, depending on
the am plitude F,. Bureau et al. 2001). These are illustrated on gure 1, which
show s the response to a shear force m odulation of slow Iy increasing am plitude: n
region (i), at small F,., the center of m ass of the slider oscillates about a con—
stant average position, which m eans that no irreversble sliding occurs; In region
(1), corresponding to higher shear am plitudes, the slider enters a creeplike regin e
w here the slipped distance increases continuously, up to a nalregin e of abruptly
accelerating m otion (region (iff)).

In the present article, w e report an experin entalstudy which focuseson the rst
regin e of an all shear am plitudes, n which the interface is pinned, ie. oscillates
about a xed position. In section 2, we brie y present the principle of operation of
the experim ental setup. By m easuring the in-phase and out-ofphase com ponents
ofthe displacem ent response ofa M C I subm itted to a hamm onic shear force, we can
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Figure 1. T In eplot of the Instantaneous (line) and averaged ( ) digplacem ent response
of the slider to a biased oscillating shear force of increasing am plitude. O n the right scale
is plotted the reduced shear amplitude () ac(t) = Fac(t)=W , where W is the nom al
Joad. The biased used for this experinent is 4. = Fqc=W = 0:36 and the frequency of
oscillation £ = 80 H z.

probe accurately both the elastic and dissipative responses of the interface (section
3).W e evidence that:

the shear sti ness evolves w ith the age’ of the interface, ie. with the tine
elapsed since the solids were brought into contact, in agreem ent w ith the
creep ageing of the load-bearing asperities already identi ed for such M CIs,
which results in the slow logarithm ic increase ofm icrocontact radii O ieterich
& K ilgore 1994, Berthoud et al 1999a),

frictional dissipation appears at shear forces well below the nom inal static
threshold, while no gross sliding is detected yet.

T his lJatter point leads us to propose an extension of M indlin’s m odel to the case
of a m ulticontact interface, w thin the fram ew ork of G reenw ood’s description for
the contact of rough surfaces. W e nd that such a m odel of m icroslip within the
contacts betw een asperities lJargely overestin ates the energy dissipation, which we
believe points out that a local description of friction is no longer valid at the sub—
m icrom etric scale of the slip zones w ithin the m icrocontacts form ing m ulticontact
Interfaces.

2. Experimn ents
(@) Samplks

T hem ulticontact nterface studied here is form ed betw een a slider and a track of
com m ercialgrade poly m ethyln ethacrylate) PMMA).PM M A isa glassy polym er
at room tem perature (I’ 120 C), of dynam ic shear m odulus G%= 2GPa and
Iossanglke suchthattan = 01 at100Hz Ferry 1980), and of quasistatic Y oung
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moduluiskE ’ 3GPa,Poisson ratio = 044 and hardnessH ’ 300M Pa (Berthoud
et al. 1999%).

The nom fnally at surfaces ofthe slider 20 20 mm?) and ofthe track 25 30
mm ?) are lapped w ith an abrasive aqueous suspension ofSiC pow der (m ean particle
size23 m).Thislkadstoam sroughnessofthesamplesR4 = 13 m,aspreviously
characterized @Berthoud & Baumberger 1998).

Using G reenwood’s result G reenwood & W illiam son 1966), assum ing that:
(1) the summ i heights of asperities follow an exponential distribution of width
s= 13 m, and (i) their m ean radius of curvature = 20 m (taken, as a con—
servative value, of the order of m agniude of the abrasive particke size), one can
estin atey, under the nomal load W ' 2 N, the number N of m icrocontacts:
N’ W=( s Es)’ 100 WhereE = E=R@  ?)]), and their mean radius
a’ s 5 m.

() Experim ental setup: an inertial tribom eter

The experin ental setup, extensively described elsswhere (Baum berger et al
1998) isbased on the follow ng principle. T he track, on which the slider sits under
its own weight m g, is rst inclined at a given anglke such that the ratio of the
tangential Fgc) to nomal W ) load Fgc=W = tan s-A ham onic m otion,
of controlled am plitude and frequency, is then in posed to the track, which resuls
In an inertial oscillating shear force acting on the center ofm ass of the slider (see

gure 2).In order to avoid torques and tilt m otion, the slider sam ple is clam ped In
a m etalpart specially designed such that the center ofm ass of the slider is located
In the plane of the interface.

T he ham onic shear oroe on the interface thus reads, in the low frequency lin it
where the slider responds quasistatically (see Baumberger et al 1998), F (t) =
Focoos(lt) with Fo,o = m , where is the in posed acceleration am plitude of the
track.W ede ne 4= Fge=W and ,.= F, =W .These controlparam eters can be
set in the ranges 0 dc 058 and 0 ac 0:6. T he frequency ofthe oscillating
tangential force can be chosen between 15 and 100 H z, this upper lim it ensuring
the quasistatic condition for the sliderm otion.

W e m easure, in regoonse to this excitation, the displacam ent x (t) of the slider
relatively to the track, by m eans ofa capacitive gauge. Its signal is sent to a lock=in
am pli er, which allow s to detect, w thin 1 nm , the In-phase x() and out-ofphase
(%909) com ponents of the displacem ent w ith respect to the hamm onic input.W e thus
have access to the elastic and dissipative responses of the m ulticontact interface.

(c) Reproducibility

T he scattering of the results thus ocbtained depends crucially on the way the
Interface is prepared. W e have tested two di erent protocols:

y T his estin ation assum es that cignictjng asperities are deform ed elastically. A ctually, G reen—
wood’s plasticity index = E=H ) s= '’ 2:5 forour surfaces, which indicates that m ost con—
tacting asperities have started to yield plastically.H ow ever, since  is stilloforder unity, the set of
asperities is in fact in an elasticplastic state of deformm ation B erthoud et al 1999), far from the
f1lly plastic 1im it. W e therefore use, for our rough estim ate ofN , the expression corresponding to
the elastic lim it (evaluating N in the fully plastic lim it would lead to a num ber of m icrocontacts

tim es larger).
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Figure 2.P rinciple of operation of the inertial tribom eter: the slider on the inclined track
is subm itted to a constant tangential force Fyc = mgsin  on which is superin posed a
ham onic shear force of am plitudem , where isthe Inposed acceleration am plitude of
the track. W e m easure the displacem ent x of the slider w ith respect to the track.

(d)after the slider is put nto contact w ith the inclined track,a tinet, iswaied
during which the interface is left under constant nom al and tangential loads. At
the end of this waiting tine, .. is tumed on ora tine t, during which we
m easurexp and Xqg .W hen perform ing severalsuch experin ents in the sam enom nal
conditions, the relative digpersion observed is on the order of 25% .

(i) the second protocol consists, as soon as the interface has been created, in
applying to the slider a large am plitude ham onic shear force In order to m ake it
slide a f&w m icrom eters in the direction ofF4.. T he oscillating shear force is then
suddenly stopped and a tin e t,, iswaied, affer which m easurem ents are perform ed.
T he dispersion observed when using this second protocol is reduced to 11% . W e
w il therefore present, In the rest of the paper, results that have been obtained on
Interfaces prepared this way.

This e ect of the interface preparation on the reproducibility is ilustrated on
gure 3.
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Figure 3.In uence ofthe protocolof interface preparation on the reproducibility. In-phase
response xo ( ac) obtained wih protocol (i) ( ), and with protocol (i) ( ).Four sets of
m easurem ents are plotted, performed at £ = 60 Hz, with 4. = 027 and aftert, = 300 s.
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To understand, at least qualitatively, the origin ofthise ect, note the ollow ing.
W hen the slider is put Into contact w ith the inclined track, the only m echanical
condition which constrains the state of the M CI is that the total tangential foroce
F = W tan .This is obviously insu cient to de ne uniquely the distrbution of
shear forces on the various m icrocontacts. Hence, a huge num ber of local con gu—
rations are possible: the interface is a highly m ultistable system . O n the contrary,
sliding produces a reproducible distribution which ism aintained during the elastic
recoil llow ng a stop (Caroli & Nozieres 1996, de G ennes 1997). P reparing an
Interface by interruption of sliding can therefore be expected to In prove the degree
of reproducibility. T he rem aining scattering of11% is indeed in agreem ent w ith the
statistical dispersion N 72 10% due to the nite number of m icrocontacts
estin ated above.

3. Resuls

W e present on gures 4 and 5 typical results obtained for the In-phase (x¢) and
out-ofphase (x99) com ponents as a function of the reduced shear force am plitude

ac-W e do not observe any dependence of the elastic or dissipative response on the
levelof average tangential force 4. (ie. on the anglk of inclination of the tradk, up
to 4c ’ 0:36), and do not note any frequency dependence In the explored range
15{100 H z.
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Figure 4. In-phase digplacem ent am plitude xo as a function of ,.,at £ = 80 Hz and
aftert, = 600 s. (): qac= 0, (): ac= 009, (): 4= 027.

Both X ( 2c) and Xgg ( ac) exhbit a linear regin e at low shear am plitude, up
to sic ’ 0:d above which the interface responds non-linearly. For all the resuls
presented In this article, n the range of .. explored, no sliding is detected w ithin
the experin ental resolution . 20 nm .
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Figure 5.0 ut-ofphase displacem ent am plitude x99 as a function of ,.,at £ = 80 Hz
and aftert, = 600 s. (): gac= 0, (): gc= 009, (): gc= 027

(@) Linear response

In the linear regin e, we m easure the interfacial shear sti ness, which reads

= LW =xg.M oreover, we know that, for a m ulticontact interface, this sti ness

varies proportionally to the norm alload: = W= ,where isan ¥lastic length’

which lies in the m icrom eter range Berthoud & Baum berger 1998, see also section

4a form ore details). T he slope 0of Xy ( a¢) Isthus = dxo=d 5..W em easure, after
awaltingtinet, = 300s, = 026 0015 m.

This length can also be determ ined by analyzing the frequency response of the
system . Indeed, we expect that the resoonse of the slider, of m ass m , sitting on
the elastic oundation of sti ness fomed by tli@ set of ]Ba@earjng asperities,
exhibits a resonance at a circular frequency ! = =m = g= WithW =mg),
asalready observed by Sherif& Kossa (1991).W hen looking at the spectralresponse
shown on gure 6, one clkarly identi es a peak at £5 = 1000 H z which corresponds
to that resonance and leadsto a value ofthe elastic length = 025 m,in excellent
agream ent w ith the value reported above.

Letusnow try to identify the origin ofthe dissipation in this regin e ofvery sm all
shear am plitudes. W e note that the inverse of the quality factor 1=Q = 0:03 ofthe
resonance of gure 6 is com parable w ith the tangent ofthe lossangketan ’ 0:05o0of
bulk PMMA atlkHzand T = 300K Ferry 1980).Besides, the ratio xgp=xg = 0:18
is constant and on the order of tan 01 at £ . 100 Hz. This leads us to
attrbute the observed dissipation to the viscoelastic losses within the bodies of
contacting asperities { m ore precisely, for each ofthem , w thin the volum e of order
roughly a® @ih a the mean contact radius) in which stresses concentrate. T he
discrepancy observed between xq99=%X¢ and the loss angle m easured on buk 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 echanical properties slightly di erent
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Figure 6.Spectralresponse: the slider is subm itted to an acceleration ofconstant am plitude
and variable frequency. T he ratio of the displacem ent am plitude x to the acceleration
am plitude is plotted, in arbitrary units, as a function of £. The bias 4. = 0.

from those of the bulk. Indeed, our m ethod for surface abrasion (see x2a) m akes
use of water, known as a plasticizer ofPM M A .

) Ageing

W hen perform ing m easurem ents In the linear regin e at various waiting tim es

t, » we note that the interfacial shear sti ness, or equivalently the elastic length

, evolves slow Iy w ith t, : the longer t, , the lower , ie. the higher the sti ness.

T his ageing of the interface is illustrated on gure 7. T he elastic length decreases
quasilogarithm ically w ith the age of the Interface:

)= o In (6 =to) @31

w ih the referencetinety = 1s, ¢ = 0:33 and the logarithm ic slope = 107
10 2.

(c) Non-linear regim e: interfacial dissipation

At shear amplitudes ,. > 0:, the in-phase and out-ofphase com ponents of
the response increase non-lnearly. In this regin e, whik the buk response of the
asperities rem ains linear (one can estin ate a m ean shear strain asthe ratio ofxy to
them ean contact size a, which stays lowerthan 2% ), the ratio x99=x¢ isnot constant
anym ore, hence the energy loss cannot be attributed to bulk viscoelasticity only.

W e show on gure 8 the evolution, w ith shear am plitude, of the non-viscoelastic
part of the dissipative resgponse, which we de ne as xg9 % tan , usihg for tan
the value x99=%x¢ = 0:18 determm ined in the linear regin e.
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Figure 7.D ecrease of the elastic length wih thewaitingtimet, .f= 80Hz,
dec = 01181 ac = 0:04.
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Figure 8. Non-viscoelastic com ponent of the dissipative response, x90 Xotan , as a
function of sc.f£f= 80Hzandt, = 600s. (): 4= 0, (): gc= 009, (): 4= 018,
(): ac= 027, (): 4gc= 036.

4. D iscussion
(@) Interfacial shear sti ness

Let us consider the case of an iIn nitesin al shear m odulation. In this lim i,
the shear sti ness of a single contact is sin ply given by the M indlin expression
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calculated in the absence of slip, nam ely Ga, w ith a the contact radiis and G =
41G=Q2 ), where and G are resoectively the Poisson ratio and shear m odulus
of the contacting m aterdals M indlin 1949). T he shear sti ness of the m ulticontact
Interface then reads Berthoud & Baum berger 1998):

= N Ga @1)

with N thenum berofm icrocontactsand a theirm ean radius (this resul is rederived
In the Appendix).An in portant feature of G reenw ood’s description of the contact
betw een rough surfaces is that the num ber ofm icrocontacts varies linearly w ith the
nom al load W , whereas their m ean size is independent of W . So, the interfacial
sti ness is proportionalto the Ioad, ie. = W = , wih an elastic length reading:

P —
s “2)

Q=

Usihg forthe PM M A shearm odulus its quasistaticvalieG ’ 1 GPa, Berthoud &
B aum berger found from equation 42 an elasticlength '’ 1 m, In agreem ent w ith
their quasi-static m easurem ents of the sti ness during loading-unloading cycles.
Our results, however, lead to valuesof ' 025 m much sm aller than those
previously reported.Thism arked di erence m ay have two distinct origins:

First, we clarly see from our experin ents that the linear regim e of inter—
facial response corresponds to elastic digplacem ents of the slider of at m ost
20 nm (see gure 4). Such a resolution could not be achieved in the previ-
ous quaskstatic experim ents, and the sti ness m easured In that study was
m ost probably underestin ated, due to non-linear e ects, which thus ld to
overestin ated valies of

M oreover, note from expression 42 that the elastic length is Inversely pro—
portional to the shear m odulus. W e thus expect the elastic response of the
m ulticontact interface to be govermed, In our experin ents, by the dynam ic
m odulus at the excitation frequency, ie.G%’ 2 GPa (see x2a).

W ih this lJatter valie or the dynam ic m odulus, along w ith those for the hardness
and the surface characteristicsgiven in section 2a,weobtain ' 039 m .Theels-
tic length that we estin ate from the elastic propertiesof PM M A at the excitation
frequency is therefore in good agreem ent w ith our experim ental resuls.

b) Ageing

W e now address the question of the tim e-dependence of the elastic length. It is
well established, since the pioneer work ofBowden & Tabor (1950), that the real
area of contact ( ) between rough surfaces is in generala very am all fraction of
the nom Inal area. T he nom al stresses on the load-bearing asperities are thus on
the order ofthe yield stress ofthe contactingm aterials, which results In buk plastic
creep ofthese asperities. A sa consequence, the realarea of contact slow Iy Increases
w ith the age’ of the interface, ie. w ith the tin e of contact between asperities, as
unam biguously evidenced by D ieterich & K ilgore (1994).From an extensive study
ofthem echanicalproperties ofpolym er glasses, Berthoud et al. (1999a) have shown
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Frictional dissipation at a non-sliding interface 11

that creep ofthe load-bearing asperities results in a quasi-logarithm icgrowth of ,:

tw
L= o l+mh 1+ & 423)
° t

wih m and t. twom aterialparam eters that can be identi ed from bulk m echanical
tests.ForPM M A at room tem perature,m 2 P04 0:05], and a higher boundy for
the cuto tineist.< 5 103 s.

From expression 4.1 ofthe shearsti ness = N Ga= W= , and wih the real
area ofcontact , = N a?,we nd that the elastic length reads:

W
=P 4 4)
G N fl+mhd+ & =t]

To rst order in m , this expression reads:

W m
= =1 Eh 1+

i E

W e thus expect the elastic length to decrease quasidogarithm ically wih t,,
with a logarithm ic slope of m =2. Indeed, when tting the data of gure 7 wih
an expression of the form = o0+ h@+ §=t)], kaving and t as free
param eters, the best t is obtained for = 0:024 and & = 10 3 g, these values
being in 11l agreem ent w ith the expected ones. T he observed dependence of the
Interfacial shear sti ness on the waiing tim e t,, thus resuls from the creep ageing
of the m icrocontacts.

Tt is Interesting to note that up to now, this m echanism of interfacial ageing
has always been characterized through the tin e-dependence of the static frdiction
threshold (seeBerthoud etal. 1999a, and references therein), w hich isa destructive’
m ethod in the sense that the set of load-bearing asperities is renewed by sliding
w hen them easurem ent is perform ed.O n the contrary, our low -am plitude oscillating
shearexperin entsprovide a w ay to probe accurately the slow Iy evolring viscoelastic
response of a given set of m icrocontacts, w thout any m acroscopic sliding at the
Interface.

(c) Non-linear elsticity and energy dissipation : extension of M indlin’s m odel

Figures 4 and 5 clearly show that, or . & 0:, the Interfacial elastic regoonse
becom es non-linear, whilke no gross sliding is observable. In the same regine, a
non-lnear dissipative response develops on top of the linear term attrbutable to
bulk viscoelasticity ( gure 8). This contrbution m ust therefore be considered as
resulting from interfacial dissipation proper.

T he decrease of the Yocal interfacial sti ness, d ,.=dX(, w ith increasing shear
am plitude m ay be interpreted qualitatively as follow s. The diam eters of the m i~
crocontactswhich form the Interface are statistically distrdbuted about the average
valile a.A nite shear necessarily leads to destroying the sm aller ones. T he larger

y Thecut-o tin etc could notbe detem ined accurately at room tem perature, and was inferred
from the velocity dependence of the friction force B aum berger et al. 1999, Bureau 2002).
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12 L.Bursau, C.Carliand T . Baum berger

the shear am plitude, the am aller the num ber of m icrocontacts which are still able
to sustain the stress, hence a decreasing sti ness.

In order to describe quantitatively this regin e, we now extend M indlin’s de-
scription to the case of a m ulticontact interface as ollow s:

(i) The contact between the two rough surfaces is described a la G reenwood,
w ith the assum ption ofan exponentialdistribution of sum m it heights, and ofelastic
deform ation ofasperities.W e believe the latter assum ption to be inessential: indeed,
we saw In x2a that though contacting asperities are in an elasticplastic state, the
valie of the plasticity lndex  is of order uniy, which suggests that the nom al
stress pro le in m icrocontacts is still close to the Hertz pro ke (Johnson 1985).

(i1) M indlin’s results give, for a given m icrocontact, the expression of the tan-
gential force associated with a rem ote shear displacem ent x. T his displacem ent,
equalto that of the center ofm ass of the slider, is comm on to allm icrocontacts.

(i) For any nite x, there always exists a set of sm all m icrocontacts which
are com pletely slipping. For these, the tangential force is saturated at is constant
maxinum valie w, wherew isthe nom alload on the m icrocontact.

(I7) T he tangential force on the slider is sin ply the sum ofthose on the various
m icrocontacts.

T he detailed calculation is perform ed in the Appendix. It yields the ©llow ing
resuls:

" #

— +0 — (4 .6)

[\
Q
[\]
Q
IR NG|
[\
Q
[\
Q

ac ac ac

2
xp=— 1 — n 1 = 2= 4 2 40
@.7)

wih  the elastic length de ned above. T he local friction coe cient of M indlin’s
model, ,isour sihgle tting param eter.

Figure 9 shows the best t thus obtained for the elastic part of the response
Xo, which is seen to be excellent. It corresponds to = 0:49.0n the other hand,
from the response to a lnear ramp of shear am plitude (see gure 1), we have
estin ated the (Ylobal) static friction coe cient ¢ as corresponding to a threshold
of accelerated sliding.W ethus nd = 059 003 Bureau et al 2001).Thiscan
only be considered as a rough estin ate, n view ofthe arbitrariness in the de nition
of the threshold. T he agreem ent therefore appears quite satisfactory.

At this stage, w e have determ ined allthe param eters of the m odel, and are thus
In a position to truly check its validity by com paring its prediction for xgg ( ac)
w ith the experim ental resuls. T he dissipation calculated from equation (4.7) wih
= 049 ispotted on gure 10: i is seen to be m uch larger than the experin ental
one. In order to get a decent t of the data, we have to use a value of as large
as 1.3, ie.much larger than any value of the friction coe cient ever reported for
PM M A .The question therefore arises ofw hat m ight be the physical reason for such
a discrepancy which a ects prin arily the dissipative part of the response.
In M Indlin’s m odel, dissipation resuls from the slip at the periphery of the
contact. The mner radiis of this annulus is, for an average m icrocontact, c =
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Figure 9. ( ):experim entaldata for xo ( ac) at £ = 80 Hz and 4. = 0:09. (| -) : extended
M indlin’smodelwih = 023 m and = 0:#49.
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Figure 10. ( ):experin entaldata orxgo ( ac) at £ = 80Hzand 4. = 0:09. (| - :extended
M Indlin’smodelwith = 023 m and = 0:49. ({ { {):extended M indlin’sm odelw ith

=023 m and = 13.

all f=(w){7.Fora= 5 m and taking f=w = 02y we nd, or = 0:49 that
the width ofthe annulusa c¢= 750 nm .O ver this distance, the shear stress varies
from itsmaximum valie to zero at the edge of the contact. W e have thus tacitly

y W e use for the ratio f=w a typical value of the m acroscopic ratio F=W . T his am ounts to
assum ing that N identicalm icrocontacts of size a bear the sam e fraction of nom al w = W =N )
and tangential (f = F=N ) load.
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14 L.Bursau, C.Carliand T . Baum berger

assum ed that the Coulomb law is valid on a spatial scale m uch an aller than this
width.

Tt isnow welldocum ented that frictionaldissipation resuls from the depinning
of structural elem ents located w thin the adhesive Jjunctions between load-bearing
asperities. T he typical size of these elem ents is found to be nanom etric N akatani
2001,Baumbergeret al. 1999, Bureau et al. 2002) . T he friction force, as it isusually
de ned, is an average over the dynam ics ofa large ensem ble of such elem ents. So, a
reasonably m eaningfiil friction coe cient cannotbe de ned on a scale sm aller than,
say, a hundred nanom eters.T hism ust be understood asa cut-o length below which
theM indln stresspro ke probably becom es naccurate.The above estin ate ofa ¢
therefore suggests that m ulticontact interfaces w ith m icrom etric roughness m ight
be out of the range of quantitative applicability ofM indlin’s m odel.

A ppendix A . Extension ofM indlin’s m odel
(@) M indlin’s resuks

W e rst recallthe results derived by M indlin for the contact of identical elastic
spheres subm itted to a tangential force (M indlin et al. 1953, Johnson 1985).W hen
the contact is rst loaded from zero, the relationship betw een the rem ote tangential
digplacem ent x and the applied shear force £ reads:

"
_ 3@ ) w 1 1 f 1
X = a - A1)
w ith G the shearm odulus, the P oisson ratio, a the Hertz radius of contact, w the
nom alload and the local friction coe cient.

Ifthe shear force is then decreased, afferhaving reached am axin um value £, 5%,

the digplacem ent x¢ in this unloading phase is:

3@ ) W fin ax f 2 fin ax 2

8Ga 2w w

1 @ 2)

By symm etry, if the shear force is then reversed from a valie £ ., the dis—
plcament x5 () = x ( f).

) Contact between rough surfaces

T he contact geom etry is that oftw o rough surfaces of identical im s roughness
W e shall consider, w ithin the fram ew ork of G reenw ood’sm odel, the case of contact
between a rigid, ideally sm ooth, reference plane and a com posite rough surface
whoge_sum m it heights are distrbuted exponentially: (z) = s 1 exp( z=s), wih
s= 2 ([Berthoud & Baumberger 1998).T he coordinate z is nom alto the m ean
plane of the random surface.

The e ective elastic m odulus of the deform able m aterdial is de ned as E =
E=R@ 2)], and the equjyaﬁn_t radius of curvature at the tip of asperities for the
com posite surface isR = R= 2.

Fora given nom alload on the solids, we note h the distance between the m ean
plane of the rough surface and the reference at. T he com pression of a contacting
asperity ofheight z> h isthus =z h Grmenwood & W illiam son 1966).
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Frictional dissipation at a non-sliding interface 15

(c) First loading of the m ulicontact interface

W e now calculate the interface response when the shear displacem ent x st
ncreases from 0 to Xy ax -

Foreach m icrocontact, the H ertz radius a and the nom alload w depend on the
compression = z  h:

a= R (z h) @A 3)

4E 4 2 =2

=_——a’=—"_"R h 4

W= oo 3T z hy @ 4)

P lugging @A 3) and @A 4) into equation @A 1), and usingG = E=Q1+ )),we
obtain:

2=3
1 i =1 Xis @ 5)
w (z h)
where = s(2 =R Qa )1
W e note that the rhs term ofequation @ 5) is 0 for:
XS
z h — @® o)

T his m eans that m icrocontacts whose com pression z  h satis es condiion @ 6)
bear a tangential force £ w .M icrocontactssuch thatz h = xs=( ) aretotally
sliding, ie. f= w.

In the ollow ing, we w illassum e that wn all’ contacts such thatz h < xs=( )
are also sliding and bear a tangential force equalto wy.

Hence, form icrocontacts such that @ 6) is veri ed, equation A 5) leads to:

" #
f 2F p— XS 3=z

- ) M R R 7
@ RN @ h) &

T he total tangential force on the system is obtained by integration over the
height distribution :
( Z " #
F 2E P— 1 i} xs 7
L hy™

= — R N z
3¢ 29 o s

1 _
+ z hy?le?®Sdz @ 8)
h S

where N is the total number of asperities, and hy is given by condition @ 6).
The rst integral corresponds to the contrbution ofm icrocontacts whose response
isgiven by @ 7), while the second term corresponds to totally sliding contacts.

y A ctually, when the interface is sheared, the sm allest m icrocontacts are destroyed and replaced

by new ones, the contribution ofwhich we cannot calculate. W e w ill see further that the interfacial
response is not signi cantly a ected by this assum ption.
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16 L.Bursau, C.Carliand T . Baum berger

Setting = (z h)=s, and noting that the total nomm al Ioad on the interface
reads, according to G reenwood:
P— Z +1
W= (4=3E RN 05  Ze 7S e d @ 9)

| { } 0

F= W 1 e @ 10)
Inverting @A 10) yields:
n1 — @ 11)
% = _
W
In the lin i of am all tangential displacem ents, to lowest order in x= 1,
F =W x= .Wethus nd the expression of the Interfacial shearsti ness =W =,
where = s@ =R1 )] is the elastic length. For num erical purposes, we

w ill however not estin ate  from this expression but w ill rather m ake use of its
experim entally m easured value ' 025 m.

F inally, evaluating, from equation @ 8), the relative contrbution oftotally slid—
Ingm icrocontacts,we nd that they contribute lessthan 10% to the calculated shear
forcey w hile the tangentialdisplacem ent stays lower than 60 nm (w hich corresponds
to reduced shear force am plitudes ;. . 02, see eg. gure 4). T heir contribution
isatmost 205 forx’ 100 nm .

(d) Unlading from En ax; Xm ax)

Let usnow study the case where the tangential digplacem ent of the slider is de—
creased, after having reached a m axin um value xy 5% , COrresoonding to a m axim um
shear force Fp, 4 - Two fam ilies of m icrocontacts m ust then be considered:

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

At the end ofthe rst Ioading, these m icrocontacts are totally sliding. Forx =
Xn ax s the shear force on one of them is f, ,x = w, and its response when x is
decreased is given by M indlin et al 1953, Johnson 1985):

3@ ) w %
x& = Xm ax - 1

4Ga a? & 12)

where b is the nner radius of the corresponding slip zone:b= a[l=2+ f=2 w)}=>.
W e thus obtain:

2=3
1 f (% X% )S
e — =1 ——max =7 @ 13)
2 2w 2 (z h)
y This estin ate is done using = 0:49, the value which leads to the best t of xg ( ac) (see

gure 9).A higher value of would lead to an even weaker contribution of sliding contacts.
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Frictional dissipation at a non-sliding interface 17

A's In xc, this equation yields the follow ing condition:

;. h &max % )S @ 14)
2
M icrocontacts whose com pression satis es condition A 14) respond according to
equation @A 13), whik those or which z h < G ax X% )s=(@2 ) are assumed
to be totally sliding and bear a tangential force £ = W .
For the contacts which are not fully sliding during unloading, equation @ 13)
yields:

f 2FE p— (xm ax % )S = =2
—= —— R 2 h ——— h 15
TR z > (z hj @ 15)

(i) M icrocontacts such that (z  h) ®axs=( )

The response of these m icrocontacts, which were not totally sliding when x
reached itsm axin um value, is given by M indlin et al. 1953, Johnson 1985):

" #
2=3 2=3

3@ w f f f,

X& — ( ) 2 l m ax l m ax l (A 16)
8Ga 2w w
From equation @A 5) we get:
2=3

o ax Xm ax S
1 =1 —FF— 17
\ (z h) ® )

which, once plugged Into @ 16), leads to the follow ing expression for the shear force
on one of these m icrocontacts:

£_ 28 P Gmax %S
3@ 2) 2
% s 3=2 )
z h 2T z n¥? @ 18)

(iil) Total shear force

T he m acroscopic shear force when the interface is unloaded is the sum of the
contrbutions @ 15), @ 18), and ofthat resulting from fiilly sliding m icrocontacts:

( Z A\l #
F +1 x % 3=2 x 3=2
=W, 2 m ax m ax 3=2 e d
o 2
"
7 im ax . X #
+ 2 m ax 3=2 e d
Xm ax Xg 2
: 9

2
+ =2¢ 4 . @A 19)
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18 L.Bursau, C.Carliand T . Baum berger

w hich yields:

x x
m ax & Xm ax

F
— = 2e 2 e 1 20
- @ 20)

Setting = F=W yilds:
Xg = Xpaxt2 h 1+ —22% @ 21)
with x, 2x asgiven by @ 11):

Xmax = n 1 moE @A 22)

Finally, by symm etry, the relationshi x ) when the displacem ent, having
reached am inin um value xy i, , 1S reversed up to x, ax , reads:

m in

Xe = Xpim 2 h 1 — @A 23)
w ith the m lnin um value of the displacem ent:
Xnin = Xmax+2 I 1 _max min @ 24)
W ith a m acroscopic shear orce ofthe form F (©)=W = ()= gct accos(!b),
we obtain for the displacem ent response:
cos(! t 1
Xy = ni1 /= +2 h1+%) @ 25)
and
x cos(!t)+ 1
Xy = nh1 22 4+2 ;w1 = 2h1$
A 26)
(e) In-phase and outofphase com ponents
T he elastic and dissipative responses are given by:
%5 bz Z 2 )
x0= o  xcos(!tdt= — Cxg cos(lt)dt+  xy cos(lbtdt @ 27)
0 0 -
| (g _ Z 2 )
Xgg = — xe sinh(!tde+ xs sin (! t)dt @A 28)
0 T
W e expand in power of =@ ) 1 the tin edependent logarithm ic term s in
equations @A 25) and @A 26), and nally get for the in-phase am plitude:
2 5 3 4#
= 2 _ac + _ac + — _ac + O _ac 29
o0 2 2 1 2 2 ® 29)
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T he out-ofphase com ponent can be calculated exactly and reads:

iNy

N
)
Q

Xgo= — 1 — nh 1 — 2 @ 30)

ac
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