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Static versus dynam ic friction: T he role of coherence
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A sinpl model for solid friction is analyzed. It is based on tangential springs
representing interlocked asperities of the surfaces In contact. Each spring is given
a m axin al strain acoording to a probability distrbution. At their m axim al strain
the sorings break irreversbly. Initially all sorings are assum ed to have zero strain,
because at static contact local elastic stresses are expected to relax. Reltive tan—
gentialm otion of the two solids leads to a loss of coherence of the initial state: T he
sorings get out of phase due to di erences in their sizes. This m echanian alone is
shown to lead to a di erence between static and dynam ic friction forces already. W e

nd that in this case the ratio of the static and dynam ic coe cients decreases w ith
Increasing relative w idth of the probability distribbution, and has a lower bound of 1

and an upperbound of 2.

W hile the facts that dry solid friction is proportional to the nom al load at the contact
and does not depend on the apparent contact area were established experim entally at least
asearly as in the 16th century by Leonardo da V inciand are now known under the nam es of
Amonton (1699) orCoulomb (1781) [I],  wasprobably Euler (1750) who rst distinguished
between static and dynam ic fiction @]. This di erence has been explained in several, con—
ceptually di erent ways. The reason was ddenti ed as: A collective depinning phencm enon
3], the tim e strengthening of ndividual pinning sites 4, 3], the shearm elting ofa ubrication

In [§], m cbik in purities at the interface [7], or the form ation and healing of m icrocracks
B1. The fact that all these m echanisn s kad to the sam e m acroscopic phenom enology raises
the question whether they can be classi ed in tem s of m ore abstract concepts.

An attem pt in this direction wasm ade by C aroliand N ozires [¢], who proposed a m odel
for dry solid friction based on the follow Ing physical picture: T he surfaces have random Iy
distrouted agperities w hich get Interlocked. T hese Interlocked asperities act aspinning sites
resisting tangential m otion. Under tangential load they are deform ed up to a threshold
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FIG.1l: a) Schem atic plot of the force F as a function of displacem ent s is presented. At the
threshold ' the spring breaks and inm ediately reattaches. b) By reversing the displacem ent
the force also changes sign. During the complte cyce O ! A ! B ! C ! O enemwy is
dissipated irreversbly and is num erically equalto the shaded area. T he size of the hysteresis loop

is proportional to the threshold length .

which these authors call \spihodal lim i"), where they break irreversbly releasing their
energy in the om of phonons into the buk. The threshold is a m easure for the pinning
strength. They argue that their m odel does not lad to a di erence between static and
dynam ic friction, unless the strain of the pinning sites has di erent statistics in the static
and In the sliding case or aging is taken into account. The latter aspect has been further
investigated i ref. ] and explains also the experin entally cbserved tin e strengthening and
velocity weakening of the pinning sites.

However, tin e strengthening is a slow process. This m otivates us to explore In m ore
detailwhat would be the In uence of strain statistics at the pinning sites on the static and
dynam ic friction coe cients, sand 4.A Ihough tim e strengthening w illnot be considered,
it can be included In addition to acoount for, eg., velocity weakening.

The m odelwe consider in the follow Ing captures, we believe, the essence of the physical
picture described above and at the sam e tin e highlights the concept of coherence, which
is an Igredient In several di erent m odels (see [L0] and references therein). For the sake
of clarity and analytical tractability we work out only a one-dim ensional version, but the
extension to the two-din ensional case is straightforward.

Consider two s0lid bodies in contact, one being the xed substrate (the \track") and the
other the body to be digplaced (the \slider"). To kesp the equations sin ple, we consider



only motion in a xed direction. R eversing the direction would lead to hysteretic behaviour
like in Fig.d. The friction force arises from nterlocked agperities in the contact area, which
are m odelled here by linear springs w ith zero equilbriim length (see also [11]), which only
act in the tangential direction. Each spring has one end attached to the slider, whik the
other end is attached to the track. W hen the sliderm oves, each soring gets stretched up to
an individual threshold length Y, where it breaks. The elastic energy stored In a soring is
com pltely dissipated when it breaks.

In contrast to previous work [l1]we take here explicitly into account that the interlocked
asperities are characterized by di erent threshold lengths  w ih a probability distrioution
P (%), nom alized as Rol p(Y) d¥= 1. There is experin ental evidence that this distrdoution is
approxin ately G aussian centered around a characteristic length [12].

In general the num ber of pinning sites and the distrbution of their strength p (') will
change w ith tin e during a transient until steady state sliding is reached. H owever, one can
In aginhe experim ental situations where both are tim e independent, at least In an average
snse [L3]. Here we m ake this assum ption delberately in order to show that a di erence
between static and dynam ic friction can ensue, even if the num ber of pinning sites and the
distrdoution of their strength are tim e independent. W ih this assum ption a new spring
w ith the sam e param eter ‘ has to becom e active whenever one breaks. Hence the elastic
restoring foroe from sorings of threshold length becom es sin ply a saw tooth-like fiinction of
the displacam ent s (see F igil}) . This displacam ent is assum ed to be the sam e for all springs
(approxin ation of a rigid slider). T he friction force is the sum of all these elastic restoring
forces. In the follow ing all soring constants k are assum ed to be the sam g, but this is not
crucial. For exam ple we checked that spring constants proportional to ‘ give qualitatively
the sam e resuls.

The crucial lngredient of our m odel w i1l be discussed now . D uring sliding all springs
w il be stretched In the sliding direction by a random fraction of their threshold lengths.
W hen the m otion is stopped, the slider w ill recoil so that som e springs get stretched in the
opposite direction until the net force on the slider is zero (in the absence of an extemal
shear force). In contrast to [9] we assum e here that then the strain distribution becom es
narrow er, because the sorings have tim e to relax. W e have to discard plastic ow asthem an
relaxation m echanian when relative m otion com esto a halt, since the soeed ofthisprocess is
proportionalto the di erence betw een applied stress and yield stress and should be therefore



too slow . A di erent m echanisn is required, which is slow com pared to the life tine =v of
stretched springs during sliding w ith velocity v, but fast com pared to the tin e a stationary
contact is at rest. O ne possibility m ight be visocoelasticity : D uring sliding a nonequilioriim

density of point defects in the inm ediate neighborhood of the surface is created. These
point defects can be viewed as a visoous uid penetrating the crystal Jattice: if the Jattice
is exposaed to tin e dependent stresses at very high frequencies during sliding, the defects
hardly have tim e to di use and contrbute to stress relaxation. H owever, if the frequency is
low oreven zero, as in the static case, the point defects m ove due to them al activation to
regions w here they reduce the elastic energy of the entangled asperities we note that this
isdi erent from plastic ow, which is due to the m otion of dislocations). D i usion ofpoint
defects isalso a slow process, but since the distances are at thenm to m scale, and since it
m ay be assisted by strain, which can considerably reduce activation energies, it is still faster
than plastic deform ation. Consequently we expect that m icroscopic interface strains relax
relatively fast in the static, but not fast enough in the sliding case. Conceptually this is
di erent from tin e strengthening, where atom ic di usion would shift the threshold lengths
Y tow ards Jarger values, an e ect that occurs In addition, but is neglected here for the sake
of working out the e ect of stain coherence m ore clearly.

In the context of our m odel we actually consider the extram e case, where all springs
relax to zero elastic energy, as soon as sliding stops (full \coherence"). W ith the assum ption
that all sorings are relaxed initially, the friction force as a function of displacem ent s foran
apparent (m acroscopic) contact area A and the num ber density n, of active pinning sites

(or springs) reads
4

fe)=An,k pMt(ys) dYy @
0

where t(Y;s) = smod " is a sawtooth-shaped function of periodicity ‘. The phase of this
periodic function is (Y;s) t(Y;s)=Y, which isa number between 0 and 1. T he behaviour

ofeq. {Il) is closely related to the probability distrbutions of these phases,

t(;s)

\

A
wi(;s)= p()
0
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For exampl w (0;s) is the probability density of sorings that break at disgplacement s. A's
these springs still contrbute their elastic restoring force to £ (s ds=2) but no longer to



f (s+ ds=2), the derivative ofeg. (1) is given by
f%)=Ank L w(0;s)]: 3)

This can be derived from eq. {Ii) using the expression @) given below .
W hereas the nitial state is coherent In the sense thatw ( ;0) = (), coherence gets lost

for large displacem ent, where all phases becom e equally lkely:
Jm w( ;s)= 1: @)
s 1

To prove this we evaluate the integral in eq. ) around each of the discrete values of * for
which the argum ent of the -finction vanishes and obtain

!
® s s
w(js)= S — w2 ©)

m=1
Introducing the variable x = m + )=s, which becom es quasi-continuous for large s, this
converges to the R iam ann-integral (provided p (') is a R iem ann-integrable fiinction)

7 1 7
Im w(js)= p - x= pydy=1; ©)
s!'1 X
0 0

X | =

where the variablk transform ation y = 1=x was used, and the last equality is just the
nom alization of the distribution. This show s that after su cient digplacem ent the system
forgets its Initially coherent state. An in portant consequence of this decmoherence is that
the friction force for Jarge displacam ents becom es constant. T his follow s In m ediately from
eq. {-_3), because w tends to 1. Then the value of the frriction force in eg. {-_]l) colncides w ith
its average,
| k? k.
hfi= AHPE p(Y) *d'=An, Eh‘l,' (7)
0

where h'i is the average m axinum spring length.

F igure Za show s the friction force f (s) as a fiinction of displacem ent s on a m icroscopic
length scale, forthree di erent distributionsp (V) . For the num erical evaluation it wasuseful
to rew rite the force £ (s) i eg. (1) by Integrating eq. @), after ormula @) hasbeen inserted:

2 3
@ Fm
6 7
f@)=Ankis p(s)s dss : @)
m=1 0

In this expression the Integrals can be caloulated analytically for sim ple distributions, eg.,

truncated G aussians. Allcurves in  g.Z2a have n comm on that they start from zero w ith
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FIG.2: a) Friction force £ as a function of digplacem ent s of the slider for di erent m axin um
soring length distrbutions p (). hfi is the dynam ic friction force, . is a characteristic m axin um
spring length. Solid Ine for a truncated G aussian distrbution, p(Y) / exp[ (Y W)?=2( Y) ?]wih
width ‘= 0:15 ‘.. Dashed line for the sam e G aussian distribbution, but with width ‘= 04 ..
D asheddotted lne orp(Y) / 1=[1 + (‘=‘c)3], width is Y= 1 . Note that the height of the
rst peak decreases w ith increasing width. b) Friction force £ as a function of displacem ent s
of the slider orp(Y) / expl| Y=2( Y ?]. Themaxinum valie of £ is approxin ately 1:098hfi at

displacement s 1087 .

a slope of 2 in the natural units, hfi and ‘., and converge to 1 for large displacam ents.
For the truncated G aussian distributions the foroe hasa m aximum at a digplacem ent close
to ., where a large num ber of relatively strong sporings are jist about to break. A s long
as an extemal driving force rem ains an aller than thism axin um , the position of the slider
willm ove only on the scal of ‘.. T herefore we Interpret the rst peak of the force as the
static friction force, the pulling force needed to Initiate m otion ofthe slider. O nce the ob £ct
m oves, the force necessary to m aintain its m otion decays to a an aller value w ith dam ped
oscillations, which die out again on the scale of .. Therefore we interpret the asym ptotic
force as the dynam ic friction force.

W e found num erically that the maxinum is less pronounced the wider the G aussian
distrbution is for a given ‘.. This m eans that the di erence between static and dynam ic
friction decreases. An Interesting question is what happens for a distrdoution with nite
average value, but n nite width. An example is shown in g. Za. In this case the force
m onotonically ncreasesto hf 1, so that acoording to our interpretation the staticand dynam ic
friction coe cients are equal. H owever, we regard this exam ple purely as an illustration. A s

m entioned above, the em pirically found distributions are approxin ately G aussian.



At thispoint we can clkarly om ulate the m ain m essage of this paper: In ourm odel the
presence of an mnitialpeak of the friction force, m eaning that them axim um static fidction is
largerthan the dynam ic friction, is the result ofan initial coherence in the strain distrioution
ofthe interlocked asperities. T he height ofthe peak depends on the distribution ofthreshold
lengths (or Joop sizes, see Figil). A fler displacem ent of the order of few tin es the average
threshold length the initial coherence is orgotten, the strains get out of phasse, and as a
consequence the friction force decays to the dynam ical friction force. W hile we assume a
com plte initial coherence in ourm odel, this isnot absolutely necessary : D ecreasing the level
of initial ocoherence still results in a peak of the friction force, although with a decreased
height (resuls not shown here).

Now we show that the ratio of static and dynam ical friction coe cients does not change
under a rescaling of loop sizes *! a‘. W ith the probability distribution

p(M! ap@Y); ©)

one gets according to eq. (1) that the elastic restoring frce at displacem ent s and hence
also tsm axin um value (static friction force) and its average value (dynam ical friction foroe)
transform as

f(s) ! }f @s): 10)
a

T herefore the ratio between static and dynam ic friction rem ains invarant.

A sm entioned above, the probability distribution p (') is approxin ately G aussian in m any

cases [12], ie. completely characterized by its rst and second m om ents, h'i and h'?i. As

under a rescaling ' ! a'the st and second mom ents scale di erently, h'i ! ah'i and

h¥i ! a%hV¥i, but the ratio &= 4 remains invariant, it cannot depend on h'i and h¥i

separately, but only on the nvariant com bination h¥i=h‘i?:
s h¥i h‘? ! ]

9 h'i2

11)
T he num erical analysis show s that g is a decreasing function of its argum ent (this tendency
can be seen In  g.%2a). T herefore the extrem e case, where the width of p (") is zero p (%) =
(Y  Y)lgives an upper bound on the ratio of the friction coe cients. This case is special,
as coherence never gets lost: A 1l sorings get stretched up to Y., break sin ultaneously and
are replaced by fresh, unstrained sorings, which again get stretched up to . and so forth.

(T he m athem atical reason why our proof that the force converges to the average value is



not valid in this case isthat the function is not R iem ann-integrable.) Because of the lack
of decoherence, the m odel gives stick-slip m otion. However, for dry solid friction this is
unphysical: Any an all random ness for exam plk of the tim es, when new nnterlockings fom ,
would have the e ect, that the sorings ultin ately get out of phase. Then the sawtooth-
oscillations of the force £ (s) = A np kt(';s) would be dam ped sim ilar to the oscillations
shown In g.2a and would converge to the average value hfi= A nyk =2, which we still
dentify wih the dynam ic fidction. Obviously it is half the m axin al value of £ (s), which
we dentify with the static firction. This gives an upper bound of 2 for the ratio between
the friction coe cients in eqg. (I1). Note that the upper bound would increase if tine
strengthening were taken into account.

Togetherw ith the lowerbound obtained ifthe relative w idth ofp (V) tendstowards In nity,

we conclude that the m odel restricts the ratio of the friction coe cients to the nterval
1 — 2 12)

A ctually, forG aussian distributions, a m ore stringent low erbound, approxin ately 1.098, can
be given. This value is cbtained, when the argum ent of g in eg. (1) tendsto in nity, which
corresoondsto the Iimi ='.! 1 . Then the force f (s) approaches the one ocbtained for
Y= 0,ie., Prp(Y) / exp[ ¥=2( ) ?]. Forthis case the ratio of the friction coe cients is
approxin ately 1:098 (see g.2b) independent of Y, due to eq. ($0). Lower valies can be
obtained ifp (‘) hasa power law tail, eg., p(Y) / 1=[L+ (=%)%],asshown in g.2a.

There is another interesting consequence of this theory. A ccording to the theory of
Bowden and Tabor ], the m icroscopic contact area of the pinning sites ad jasts quickly by
plastic ow such that the local stress drops to the yield threshold . ofthe m aterial. T hen

the nom al Joad is equalto the real contact area tines .:
f,= An, . h¥i; 3)

where we assum ed that a pinning site of loop size * contributes “ with a constant geom etry

factor oforder 1 to the real contact area. Combining thiswith eq. (%)
k .
fi= 4qfn= EAnph‘l 14)

one ndsthat !

An, k?
o g P . 15)




A s the friction ocoe cients should be Independent of £ ,, we conclude that the num ber of
pinning sites, A n,, ncreases proportionalto the nom alload. T his argum ent is not entirely
com pelling, as the pinning strength needsnot be directly related to them icroscopic contact
area, and also the sporing constant k m ight depend on the nom al force.

In thiswork we presented a sin plem odelofdry friction, w hich explainsw hy static friction

force can be larger than dynam ic friction force, in tem s of the conospt of coherence.
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