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R ubber friction: role of the ash tem perature

B N J. Persson
IFF, FZ-Julich, 52425 Julich, Gem any

W hen a rubber block is sliding on a hard rough substrate, the substrate asperities w ill exert
tin edependent deformm ations of the rubber surface resulting In viscoelastic energy dissjpation in the
rubber, which gives a contribution to the sliding friction. M ost surfaces of solids have roughness
on many di erent length scales, and when calculating the friction force it is necessary to include
the viscoelastic deform ations on all length scales. T he energy dissipation w ill result in localheating
of the rubber. Since the viscoelastic properties of rubber-like m aterials are extrem ely strongly
tem perature dependent, it is necessary to include the local tem perature increase In the analysis. At
very low sliding velocity the tem perature increase is negligible because ofheat di usion, but already
for velocities of order 10 2 m =s the localheating m ay be very in portant. Here I study the In uence
ofthe localheating on the rubber friction, and Ishow that in a typicalcase the tem perature increase
resuls In a decrease In rubber friction w ith Increasing sliding velocity for v > 0:01l m=s. Thism ay
result In stick-slip instabilities, and is of crucial In portance in m any practical applications, eg., or
the tireroad friction, and in particular for A B S-breaking system s.

1 Introduction

Rubber friction is of extrem e practical in portance,
eg., In the context of tires, w fper blades, conveyor belts
and sea]s'E,']. Rubber friction on sm ooth substrates,
eg. on snooth glass surfaces, has two contributions,
namely an adhesive (surface) and a hysteretic (pulk)
contribution 'E:, :_2]. The adhesive contrbution results
from the attractive binding forces between the rubber
surface and the substrate. Surface forces are often dom i
nated by weak attractive van derW aals interactions. For
very an ooth substrates, because ofthe low elasticm oduli
ofrubber-likem aterials, even w hen the applied squeezing
force is very gentle this weak attraction m ay result in a
nearly com plete contact at the interface B, :ff, [_'ﬂ], leading
to the large sliding friction force usually observed i_é]. For
rough surfaces, on the other hand, the adhesive contri-
bution to rubber friction w illbe m uch sn aller because of
the am all contact area. T he actual contact area between
a tire and the road surface, for exam ple, is typically only

% ofthe nom inal ootprint contact area ij, 3_?';, -'_E’l]. Un-
der these conditions the bulk (ysteretic) friction m ech—
anisn is believed to prevail E, -'_Q]. For exam pl, the
exquisite sensitivity of tireroad friction to tem perature
Just re ects the strong tem perature dependence of the
viscoelastic bulk properties of rubber.

W hen a rubberblock is slid on a hard rough substrate
the surface asperities of the substrate w illexert uctuat-
Ing forces on the rubber surface w hich, because of the in—
temal friction ofthe rubber, w ill result In energy transfer
from the translationalm otion ofthe block into the irreg—
ular them alm otion. This will result In a contrdbution
to the friction force acting on the rubber block. The en—
ergy dissipation w ill result in Jocalheating ofthe rubber.
Since the viscoelastic properties of rubber-lke m ateri-
als are extrem ely strongly tem perature dependent, it is
necessary to include the localtem perature increase when
calculating the friction force. At very low sliding veloc—
ity the tem perature increase is negligible because ofheat

di usion, but already for velocities of order 10 2 m=sthe
localheating m ay becom e very in portant. Here I study
the iIn uence ofthe localheating on the rubber friction. T
show that in a typical case the tem perature increase w ill
resul in a friction which decreasesw ith increasing sliding
veloclty orv > 001 m=s. Thismay result in stick-slp
Instabilities, and is of crucial in portance In m any prac—
tical applications, eg., for the tireroad friction, and in
particular for A B S-breaking system s.

2 Surface roughness and m acro-asperity contact

The In uence of surface roughness on rubber friction is
m ainly determ ined by the surface roughness pow er spec—
trum C () de ned by

C@-= &Fx th (x)h 0)ie 9 * @)
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Here h (x) is the substrate height m easured from the av—
erage plane de ned so that thi= 0. The h::d4 stand for
ensam ble averaging, or averaging over the surface area.
W e have assum ed that the statistical properties of the
substrate are translational invariant and isotropic so that
C (@ only depend on the m agnitude g= fjofthe wave
vector g. Note that from (1) Pollow s

Z
th®h©@i= d&qgC @e?*
so that the root-m ean-square (m s) roughness am plitude
hg = th?i'"? is determ ined by
Z Z
dqc @=2

m?i= dg oC @) @)

0
In reality, there w illalwaysbe an upper, ¢, and a lower,
q, , lim it to the g-integralin (2). T hus, the largest pos—
sible wave vector w illbe of order 2 =a, where a is som e
lattice constant, and the an allest possible w ave vector is
oforder 2 =L where L is the linear size of the surface.
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FIG .1l: Surface roughnesspower spectrum ofa surface which
is self a ne fractal or g1 > g> . The long-distance roll-
o wave vector o and the short distance cut-o wave vector
o depend on the system under consideration. The slope of
the logC logq relation for q > o detem ines the fractal
exponent of the surface. The lateral size L of the surface (or
ofthe studied surface region) determ ines the am allest possble
wave vector ¢, = 2 =L.

M any surfaces tend to be nearly selfa ne fractal. A
selfa ne fractal surface has the property that if part
of the surface is m agni ed, with a m agni cation which
In general is appropriately di erent in the perpendicular
direction to the surface as com pared to the lateral di-
rections, then the surface \looks the sam e", ie., the sta—
tistical properties of the surface are invariant under the
scale transform ation. For a selfa ne surface the power
spectrum has the power-law behavior

c(q) q2(H+l);

w here the Hurst exponent H is related to the fractaldi-
mension D f ofthe surfacevia H = 3 D¢. O f course,
for real surfaces this relation only holds In some nie
wave vector region ¢y < q < ¢, and in a typical case
C (@) has the form shown iIn Fjg.-'_]:. N ote that In m any
cases there is a rolto wavevector gy below which C ()
is approxin ately constant.

A sphalt and concrete road pavem ents have nearly per—
fect selfa ne fractal power spectra, wih very well-
de ned wllo wave vector g = 2 =, of order
1000 m !, corresponding to ¢ 1 an, which re ect
the largest stone particles used in the asgphalt. This is
lustrated in FJgu_Z for two di erent asphalt pavem ents.
From the slope of the curves for g > ¢ one can deduce
the fractaldimension D¢ 22, which is typical for as—
phalt and concrete road surfaces.

Assume that an elastic solid wih a at surface is
squeezed against a hard, random ly rough substrate. F ig.
:_3 show sthe contactbetw een tw o solids at increasingm ag—
nication . At low magni cation ( 1) i looks as
if com plete contact occurs between the solids at m any
m acro-asperity contact regions, but when the magni —
cation is increased am aller length scale roughness is de—
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FIG.2: The surface roughness power spectra C (q) or two

asphalt road surfaces.

tected, and it is observed that only partial contact oc—
curs at the asperdties. In fact, if there would be no short
distance cuto the true contact area would vanish. In
reality, how ever, a short distance cut-o willalwaysexist
since the shortest possible length is an atom ic distance.

Them agni cation refersto some (arbitrarily) chosen
reference length scale. Thiscould be, eg., the lateralsize
L of the nom lnal contact area in which case = L=,
where isthe shortest roughnesswavelength com ponents
which can be resolved at m agni cation . In this paper
wew ill consider surfacesw ith pow er spectra’s of the form
shown in Fig. :}', and we w illuse the rollo wavelength

0 = 2 = as the reference length so that = (= =
o= -

I now explain the concept of m acro-asperity contact
area, which is in portant for my treatm ent of the In u-
ence ofthe ash-tem perature on rubber friction. A ssum e
that the surface roughnesshasthe qualitative form shown
n Fig. -'14' wih a rollo wave vector gy corresponding to
them agni cation = 1. In this case the m acro-asperiy
contact is the contact region betw een the solidswhen the
system is studied at low magni cation = 2 5
(see Appendix A ) .Atthism agni cation, at low squeezing
pressures one observe a dilute distribution of random ly
distrdbuted m acro-asperity contact regions w ith lateral
size typically of order 0=m - Asthemagni cation is
Increased each m acro-asperity contact region breaks up
Into a relative dense distrbution ofmuch am allerm icro—
asperity contact regions. This is illustrated in Fig. ¢
which shows the result of a M olecular D ynam ics M D)
calculation I_l-(_i] w here the surface roughness pow er spec—
trum was assum ed to be of the form shown In Fig. -r_]:
(w ith the fractaldin ension 22).

C onsider the contact between two solids at low nom —
nal contact pressure ( = Fy=A,, where the contact
area is proportionalto the load. Consider rst the sys—
tem on the length scale =, . On this length scale the



solids w ill m ake (@pparent) contact at a low concentra-—
tion of (widely separated) contact areas. Since the sep—
aration between these m acro-asperity contact regions is
very large we can neglect the interaction between the
m acro contact regions: in this case the pressure In the
m acro-asperity contact regionsw illbe oforder ohoE ,
where hy is the m s roughness am plitude, and E the
elastic m odulus. Thus, the (average) pressure in the
m acroasperity contact regions is independent of the nom —
nal contact pressure o = Fy =Ay. Now, each m acro—
asperity is covered by am aller m icro asperities, and the
an aller asperities by even am aller asperities, and so on.
Tt is easy to see that at short enough length scale the
m icro-asperity contact regions w illbe very closely sepa-—
rated and it is therefore in possble to neglect the (elastic
or them al) interaction between the asperities at short
enough length scale.

In Sec. 4 wewillcalculate the ash tem perature in the
asperity contact regions as a rubber block is sliding on
a rough substrate. W e w ill neglect the them al coupling
(or overlap) between the m acro-asperity contact regions,
which should be a good approxin ation as long as the
contact area at them agni cation o ismuch sm aller
than the nom inal contact area Which in plies that the
distance between the m acro-asperity contact regions is
much larger than the linear size 0= mn Of these re—
gions). However, ow Ing to the high density of m icro—
asperiy contact regionsw ithin a m acro-asperiy contact
region, it is not possible to neglect the themm al coupling
(or overlap) between the m icroasperity contact regions
w ithin each m acroasperity asperity contact region.

T he tam perature increase in the m acro-asperity con—
tact regions between a tire and a road surface has re—
cently been studied using infrared cam era. Fig. 5 show s
a photo ofa tire as it rotates out of contact w ith the road.
T he red-yellow color indicate the \hot" sootsarising from
m acro-asperity contacts in the tireroad footprint.

3 Rubber friction w ithout ash tem perature

Them ain contrbution to rubber friction when a rub—
ber block is sliding on a rough substrate, ie., a tireon a
road surface, is due to the viscoelastic energy dissipation
In the surface region of the rubber as a result ofthe pul-
sating forces acting on the rubber surface from the sub-
strate asperities, see F Jg-_é R ecently Thave developed a
theory which accurately describes this energy dissipation
process, and which predicts the velocity dependence of
the rubber friction coe cient[l, 4]. The results depend
only on the (com plex) viscoelastic m odulus E (!) of the
rubber, and on the substrate surface roughness power
soectrum C (). Neglecting the ash tem perature e ect,
the kinetic friction coe cient at velocity v is determm ined

FIG.3: A rubber block (dotted area) in adhesive contact
with a hard rough substrate (dashed area). The substrate
has roughness on m any di erent length scales and the rubber
m akes partial contact w ith the substrate on all length scales.
W hen a contact area is studied at Iow m agni cation ( = 1)
it appears as if com plete contact occurs in the m acro asperity
contact regions, but when them agni cation is increased it is
observed that In reality only partial contact occurs.
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FIG .4: The contact area between an elastic solid wih a at
surface and a hard random ly rough substrate shown at low
m agni cations ( = 4), keft, and high m agni cation ( = 216),
right. The surface has the fractaldimension D¢ = 22 and
@=q = 3.Adapted from [0].
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where ( is the mean perpendicular pressure (load di-

vided by the nom inal contact area), and  the Poisson

ratio, which equals 0.5 for rubber-likem aterials. The fac-

torP (@) =P ( @)= A ( )=Ay isthe (nom alized) area of

contact when the system is studied at the m agni cation
= .



FIG .5: Infrared photo oftire as it rotates out of contact w ith
the road. T he red-yellow color indicates the \hot" spots aris-
Ing from m acro-asperity contacts in the tireroad fotprint.
A dapted from Ref. E@, 22_']

The theory takes into account the substrate surface
roughness com ponents w ith wave vectors In the range
g < g< g, where ¢, is the snallest relevant wave
vector of order 2 =L, where (in the case ofa tire) L is
the lateral size of a tread block, and where ¢ m ay have
di erent origins (see below). Sihce g Por a tire tread
block is smaller than the rolko wave vector gy of the
pow er spectra of m ost road surfaces (see Fi_:;.:_zl), rubber
friction is very insensitive to the exact value ofq, .

The large wave vector cut o o may be related to
road contam ination, or m ay be an intrinsic property of
the tire rubber. For exam pl, if the road surface is cov—
ered by an all contam ination particles (diam eterD ) then
e} 2 =D . In this case, the physical picture is that
w hen the tire rubber surface is covered by hard particles
of linear size D , the rubber w illnot be able to penetrate
nto surface roughness \cavities" w ith diam eter (orw ave—
length) sm aller than D , and such short-range roughness
w ill therefore not contribute to the rubber friction. For
perfectly clean road surfaces we believe instead that the
cuto o is related to the tire rubber properties. T hus,
the high local ( ash) tem peraturesand high localstresses
which occur in the tire rubber+road asperity contact re—
gions (seebelow ), m ay result in a thin (typically of order
a few m icrom eter) surface layer of rubber w th m odi ed
properties (@ \dead" layer), which m ay contribute very
little to the observed rubber friction (see Sec. 10). Since
the stresses and tem peratures which develop in the as—
perity contact regions depend som ew hat on the type of
road [via the surface roughness power spectrum C ()],
the thickness of this \dead" layer m ay vary from one
road surface to another, and som e run-in tim e period

FIG .6: The road asperities exert pulsating forces on the slid—
ing rubber block, leading to energy dissipation in the rubber
via the intemal friction ofthe rubber. M ost of the energy dis—
sipation occurs in the volum e elem ents bound by the dashed
Iines. T he rubber viscoelastic deform ations in the large vol-
um e elem ents are induced by the large road asperities, while
the an aller dissipative regions result from the sm aller asper—
ities distrdbuted on top of the large asperities. In general, in
calculating the rubber friction, the viscoelastic energy dissi-
pation induced by allthe asperity sizesm ust be included, and
the localtem perature increase ( ash tem perature) in the rub—
ber resulting from the energy dissipation m ust also be taken
into account in the analysis.

w ill be necessary for a new \dead" layer to form when
a car sw itches from one road surface to another (such
\run—-n" e ects are well known experin entally).

4 Rubber friction w ith ash tem perature
The temperature eld T (x;t) In the rubber block is
determ ined by

8T ppop o &M ©6)
@t Cv

where @ is the energy production per uni volum e and
unit tim e as a result of the intemal friction In the rub-
ber. The heat diusivity D = = Cy, where is the
m ass density and  the heat conductivity. For rubber
we typically have 10° kg=m 3, Cy  10% J=kgK and
01 W =mK . This gives D 10 7 m®=s. Consider
now a rubberblock wih a at surface sliding on a rough
hard substrate. A ssum e that there is an asperity contact
areaw ith diam eterd, seeF ig. -j. D uring sliding at the ve—
locity v the asperity w ill generate pulsating foroes on the
rubber surface characterized by the frequency !¢y v=d,
which will result In energy dissipation in a volim e ele—
m ent oforder d° . Ifthe velocity v ishigh enough, negligi-
ble heat di usion w ill take place during the tin e period
d=v and the tem perature Increase In the rubber in the
vichhity of the asperity willbe T Q= Cy,whereQ
the the am ount of frictional heat energy (per uni vol-
um e) in the volum e elem ent d°. T he assum ption of neg—
ligble heat di usion requires that the e ective contact



tine d=v is sm aller than the di usion time d?=D, ie.,
vd > D . Thus, for example, if v= 0:d m=s, heat di u-
sion w illbe unin portant ifd> D=v 10 ® m . However,
after the substrate asperity { rubber contact is \broken",
the peak tem perature w illdecrease, and the tem perature
distrbbution w ill broaden w ith increasing tine, In a way
determm ined by the heat di usion equation.

In this section we will develop a theory for the in u-
ence ofthe ash tem perature on rubber friction w hen the
substrate has roughness on very m any di erent length
scales. W e consider rst an idealized case where surface
roughness occurs on a single length scale, and then the
m ore com plex case of roughnesson m any di erent length
scales.

FIG.7: A rubber block sliding on a rough hard substrate
w ith surface roughness on a single length scale. The region
in the vicinity of a substrate asperity is shown. T he heat en—
ergy production @-(x;t) per uni volum e and unit tin e occurs
mainly within the volum e elem ent surrounded by a dashed
Iine.

W e consider a surface with random ness on a sihgle
length scale ¢ = 2 =g and with the root-m ean-square
roughness am plitude hy. The surface roughness power
spectrum C (q) = (hé=2 @) @ ). The (@verage) ra—
dius of curvature of the asperities isR ~ 1=(gho). Fig—
ure ::/: show s the contact between one substrate asperity
and the rubber. The diam eter of the contact area is of
orderd. W e assum e that no roughness occurs on sm aller
length scale than the size of the asperity In F ig. fz The
tin e it takes to slide the distance d is d=v. D uring this
tin e the heat energy produced in the volum e elem ent

d® at the asperity is given by Fyd, whereFy = d°
is the nom alasperity load ( isthe average perpendicu-—
lar stress in the contact area). T hus the energy produc—
tion per unit volm e Q Fy d=d® = . Neglcting
heat di usion thisw ill result In the tem perature ncrease

T Q= Cy = Cy . But we have shown earlier

that ]

In E (!O;T).
£ (o;T)F

where !y = vg. From standard contact m echanics the—
ory one expect gphoE (10;T)J Thus the friction

h ImE (!;T) )
B T

and the tem perature increase

,TE (10;T)

T h
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where T is the background tem perature. N ote that the
com plex elastic modulus E (! ;T) depends on the (lo—
cal) tem perature T . For \simnple" @n lied) rubber the
W illiam s-Landel¥Ferry equation W LF') [_1-;%'] equation can
beused to (@pproxin ately) describe the tem perature de—
pendence ofE (! ;T):

E(;T)=E (!lar=ar,;To) (9a)

w here
T T4 50-

log; 2 886 :
o8t 515+ T T,

(9b)

For any given viscoelastic m odulus E (! ;Ty), equations
(7)-(9) form a com plete set of equations from which the
tem perature T and the friction coe cient can be ob—
tained by, eg., fteration. Here I will only discuss quali-
tatively how the tem perature ncrease T in uence the

rubber friction.

In order to understand the qualitative in uence of the

ash tem perature on rubber friction it necessary to know

the general structure of the viscoelastic m odulus E (!)
of rubber-like materials. Tn Fig. & we show the real
E; = ReE and the Imaghary part E;, = InE ofE (!)
and also the loss tangent E,=E;. At \low" frequencies
the m aterial is in the \rubbery" region where ReE (!) is
relative am all and approxin ately constant. At very high
frequencies the m aterial is elastically very sti (orittle—
lke). In this \glassy" region ReE isagain nearly constant
butmuch larger (typically by 3 to 4 orders ofm agniude)
than In the rubbery region. In the iInterm ediate frequency
range (the \transition" region) the loss tangent is very
large and it ism ainly this region which detemm ines, eg.,
the friction when a tire is sliding on a road surface.

The n uence ofthe ash tem perature on rubber fric—
tion di ers depending on if the perturbing frequency
1y = v is am aller or Jarger than the frequency !; where
ImE (! ;To)=E (! ;Tg)jismaxinal. Since an Increase in
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FIG.8: (a) The viscoelasticm odulusE (! )= E; + iE, ofa

typical mubber-like m aterial, and (o) the loss tangent E,=E ;.
(Schem atic.)

the temperature (Tp ! T > Ty) shifts the viscoelastic
spectrum  to higher frequencies (see the W LF fiinction),
ifly < 'y, the ash-tem perature w ill decrease the fric—
tion. On the other hand, if 'y > !; the opposite e ect
occur. However, In m ost applications, eg., In tire appli-
cations, the perturbing frequencies are (@In ost) always
below !; and the firiction will decrease when the ash
tem perature is taken Into account. This has extram ely
In portant practical consequences, aswe w illbe discussed
later.

W e consider now the roke ofthe ash tem perature for
the general (and m ore com plex) case where roughness
occurs on m any di erent length scales. W e consider rst
stationary sliding and then non-stationary sliding.

4.1 Stationary sliding

In this section we w ill develop a general expression for
the friction acting on a rubberblock sliding at a constant
velocity on a random ly rough substrate. W ew illtake into
acocount the e ect of the ash tem perature. W e will in—
cluding the themm al overlap between the heat produced
In the m icro-asperity contact area Inside every m acro—
asperity contact area. That is, the tem perature rise at
one m icro-asperity contact area will produce a subse—
quent tem perature rise at a neighboring m icro contact.
W ew illm akeuseofa \mean eld" type ofapproxin ation
where we laterally am ear out the heat sources associated
w ith the m icro-asperity contactsw ithin a m acro-asperiy
contact, which should be an excellent approxin ation in

FIG.9: A rubber block sliding on an asperity w ith shorter
wavelength asperities on top of it. T he tem perature ncreases
To < T1 < T».

m ost cases.

Let usnow discuss the ash-tem perature when a rub-
ber block is sliding on a hard substrate wih surface
roughness on many di erent length scales. The basic
problem is illustrated schem atically in Fig.'d in the case
ofonly two length scales, where a \large" agperity is cov—
ered by \am all" asperities. In regponse to the large as-
perity there w ill be a heating of the rubber In the big
volum e elem ent of linear size d; . If Ty denote the back—
ground tem perature, then the ash tem perature In the
large volum e elem ent w illbe higher, say T = Tg+ T ;.
The ash temperature in a am allasperity volum e ele—
ment (linear size d;, see F ig. :_9) w ill be even higher, say
T, = T1+ T,. Forsurfaces with surface roughness on
m any length scales the tem perature w ill increase as we
go to sm aller and am aller asperity contact regions. W e
now study the tem perature distrbution quantitatively.

The average shear stress which acts in the macro
asperity-contact area is

n =t 10)

where ¢ isthenom inalfrictionalshear stress, and A ()
the m acro asperiy contact area ocbserved at the m agni-

cation = [ = (= n = =% which usually is of
order uniy (see Appendix A).Using (3) and (10) and
thatP (@) = A ( )=A, gives

Z
P @) E (v cos
Im
c (q)P @) 1 2

iTq)

d2qq2 cos

N

1)
where T4 isan e ective tem perature in the volum e ofthe
rubber nvolved in the calculation of the contrdbution to
rubber friction from surface roughnesson the length scale

= 2 =q (seebelow ). T hus the energy \dissipation" per



unit tin e and unit area In a m acro contact area
Z

J=g dzqq2 cos

P @ E (v cos
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iTq)

12)

T he energy production per uni volum e, from asperities

on the length scale = 2 =q, decay into the solid as

e 29 o that the energy production per unit volum e

and unit tin e n a contact area is obtained by introducing
In the integrand In (12) the factor

e 29z

R— = 2qe?® 13)

, dze 2qz

U sing this equation the energy production per unit vol-
um e and uni time In the rubber in a m acroasperiy
contact area is given by:
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w here we have assum ed that the energy production start
att= 0.W e write the step function (t) as
Z
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where isa posiive In nitesin alnumber. W e can also
w rite
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To solve the heat di usion equation (6) we need a bound-
ary condition on the surface z= 0. W e willassum e that
@T=QRz= 0 for z = 0, ie. we neglect heat transfer from

the rubber to the substrate. T his is an excellent approx—
In ation at high enough sliding velocity. At low sliding
velocity it w ill give rise to an overestim ation ofthe ash
tem perature, but in this case the ash tem peraturee ect
is anyhow not very im portant. T he boundary condition
@T=Q@z (z= 0) = 0 isequivalent to solving the heat di u-
sion equation for an extended solid ( 1 < z< 1 )wih

a sym m etric heat source obtained by replacihgexp ( 29z)
In (14) by exp( 2gk). Thuswe get
2

T (zit)= To+ dq f @
0
(1) 2 1 1 4q
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Perform ing the ! -integration gives
Z 1
T (z;D)= To+ da £ @)
0
Z
T Y . S S P
2 D k2 k2 + 4cf

Theoptinum (spatially uniform ) tem perature to be used
when calculating the contrbution to the friction from
surface roughness on the length scale = 2 =q can be
obtained using

1
dz T @z;t)e 2qz

Ty= -2 19)
K 01 dz e 2%
U sing (18) this gives
Z
Tq=To+  df g@ddf @ 20)
0
w here
121 1
0y _ Dk 2t
H = — dk 1 e
9@ 0 D k?
4 4
< T 1)
k? + 49® k2% + 4P
where ty R=v is roughly half the tim e a rubber patch

is In contact w ith the m acro asperiy. The radiisR ofa
m acro-asperity contact region is estim ated in A ppendix
A . Note that the complex elastic modulus E (! ;T) de-
pends on the (local) tem perature T . In generalone m ay
writeE (! ;T)= brE (ar ;Tp), wherear and by depend
on the temperature T but with ar, = by, = 1. For
un lled rubber br 1 and ar is (@pproxim ately) given
by the W LF equation. The functions ar and by are to-—
day m easured routinely using standard rheologicalequip—
m ent.

W hen T4 has been ocbtained from (20) and (21), the
friction coe cient can be calculated using the equations
derived in Ref. [41:

Z a

1 3
> dgag C @P @

E (v cos ;jTq)
0 1 2) o



sinx 5
P@=— dx —exp x°G (@
0
w here

Z Z 2

1 4 2 E (v cos ;Tq)
G(CI)=§ darc @ d qv—zq
D 0 @t ) o

4 .2 N on-stationary sliding
Here we develop a com pltely general theory of non—
stationary sliding. Consider again the heat di usion

equation
@T 2 Q-(z;0) .
— DrT= — 22
ot r cy R X ri®I 22)

where r(t) = Rx () is the position vector of the bottom
surface of the rubber block, and where R is the radius of
a m acro—asperiy contact region which we assum e to be
circular. Using (14) and (16) gives

Z

He
lin _ dq £ (qit) e 2% : @3)
Cy 0

Let us ntroduce a new coordinate system , m oving w ith
the bottom surface of the rubber block:

x'=x r{)

Substituting this in (22), and replacing x° ! % for sin —
plicity, gives
QT QT Q2T Q-(z;b)
—_— rt) — D——= ] 24
et~ ex ez o, B ¥
W e now introduce the Fourier transformm
Z
T p;k;t) = ) #xdz T (x;z;t)e @ *tk2) (o5
Z
T (xjz;t) = d?pdk T (p;k;t)et® **k2) 26)

Using 5) we get from (24):

er r@©T + DK°T
ec © F
kit 1 2
= = drrJ, kr) @7)
Cv 2

where J; (x) is the zero order B essel fiinction and where
Z
1 ikz

-k;t) = 5 dz Q-(z;t)e : (28)

Equation (27) is easy to integrate to get
Z t
T (o k;t) = Gt e D k7€ £+ oy ke (®) x ()

0

Z
kit 1 F

drrJ 29
ce 2 rJo kr) @9)

The laterally averaged tem perature in the contact area

1S
Z

1
T ki) = —; Fx T (x;k;t)
R® xxr
z z

= &Ex  dp e® *T ki)

, 2 Z 5
= =z dp  drrd, ko)T ;k;t) 30)
0

Substituting (29) in (30) gives after som e sin pli cations

Z t 0
Hw
TR = a tde ke ) EKiT) 31)
0 Cv
w here
Z 4
0 2 0
tt) = RZ dppdo Pk x@E)])
0
|
Z g c 2
drrJg (er)
0
Now since
Z R

wegetwih pR = y
Z

Gth=2 dyytJdo@wy) @i @) =hw) G2)

0

where
w=wEt)= k@) xE)E2R 33)
Perform ing the integralin (32) gives

o 2
2172 L resin ) 34)

forw < 1whileh= 0forw > 1. Uslhg (23) we get

Z
kit 107 4q
= — dq f (@t) ——— 35
o 2, g f @ )k2+ = (35)
N ext, using that
Z 1
Ty () = 29 dz T (z;t)e °F
0
Z
1 4q2
=2 dk ————T k;b) (36)

0 k? + 4P



we get from (31), (32), (35) and (36)
Z t Z 1

Tq () = To+ a® ;th
0 0

do’t )

4t 4

dk
0 k? + 4F k% + 4®

eDkZ(t t9 37)

Let us sum m arize the basic equations derived above.
T he friction coe cient

Z a

dad C @P @t

o

E @v() cos ;T4 (D)

d cos Im 3
) o

0 @

(38)

where ¢ = Fy (©)=A o, where A is the nom Inal contact
area. In this equation enters the ash tem perature at
tine t:

Z t Z 1
To) = To+ d® t?) ad’t ;%)
0 0
121 4t 4P 2 (0
- dk — > e Pk EED 39)
0 k2 + 4@ k2 + 4@
where @t = hw @t)) with w@t) = k)

x ) E2R depend on the history of the sliding m otion.
T he function

v , P (@)
f@t) = — e
@t qu C (q)P P
z E Qv iTq )
d cos m O s iTaO). 40)

1 2

where v = x(t) depends on time. The function P (g;t)
Wwhich also depends on tim e) is given by the standard
formula:

Z
27t sinx 5 1
P @b = — dx —exp xX°G @b = erf —p—
0 X 2 G
41)
where
Z Z 2
1749 2 E (@) cos ;Tq()
G@v=-: dafc@ o —— -l
8 o 0 @ ) o
42)

4.2.1 Lin iting cases and physical interpretation
ofhw)
W hen the heat di usivity D = 0 equation (39) takes
the fom
Z . Z .

q
To)=To+ d &t9) dd’f ) —— @3)
N 0 0 g+

InthelmiD ! 1 wegetasexpected T = Ty.

F inally, let us consider stationary sliding so that x (t) =
wot. In thiscasew = p=2R) ¢t t°) and f (@;t) = £ Q)
is independent of tim e. Thus (39) takes the form

Z 1
Tq®) To+ do’G @ )E @) 44)
0
where
Z 1
4 4
G @)= = dk M 45
) 0 k2 + 4 k% + 4@ k) @3
where
Z t
M (k)= At’h w)e Pk E D 46)
t 2R=v

Changing the integration variable from t° to w gives

2

2R g hw)e @R=voD KW @7)

M k)= —
Vo 0
The result (45) is the same as (21) but wih a slightly
di erent (@nd m ore accurate) function M (k). Thus, in
(21) occur Instead ofM (k) the factor

Z

2
1 ePk'™ =g
D k2 .

toD k?w

dw e

Since ty isoforder R=vy and h W) of order 1, these two
expressions for the steady rubber friction are of sim ilar
m agniude.

2w

FIG .10: The comm on region (dotted area) between the two
circles hasthearea hWw).

Here I present an altemative derivation of the factor
hw) = g@;t®) which gives a direct physical nterpreta—
tion of this factor. In the theory above this finction
em erged purely m athem atically, as a resul ofan integral
of a product of three Bessel functions.

Let us assum e that the heat di usivity D = 0 and
consider the equation
QT .
o K@zt R ¥k r®) 48)

whereK = Q= Cy and where (x) is the step function.
Here R is the radius of the m acro contact area and r(t)



the position vector of the contact area. Integrating (48)
gives
Z t

T (x;z;t) = To + at®
0

R xk r®IK @t @9

Averaging the tem perature (49) over the contact area
gives

d’ K (z ;to)
0

R2

Fx R k+re r®)) (50)

XXR

If we change integration variable x° = x=R and denote
x%w ith x for sin plicity, we get from (50)

Z Z
l t
T=To+— dt'K z;¥) Fx @ k+2w) 6G1)
0 KK 1
w here
w=[t rt)FR
N ote that the integral
lZ
hw)= = dEx Q@ k+2w) (52)
K1

isthe comm on area (divided by ) between two circular
regions (with uni radiis) w ith the origins separated by
the distance 2w, see Fig. 10. Tt is easy to calculate

—arcsin W) (53)

forw < 1whikhw)= 0 forw > 1. This form ula agrees

wih (34). Notethatw = w ) andhw) = t% so
that (51)-(53) gives
Z t
1 0 0 0
T=Ty+ — dat Gt)K (z;t) 54)
0
Finally, using (14), (16) and (19) in (54) gives
Z t Z 1
q
Tq®) = To+ df @&t  df’f @) ——
a4 0 0 g+

which is the same as (43). Thus, we conclude that the
factorh w) = (;t% 1 (37), isequalto the overlap area
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FIG .11l: The friction coe cient (@), the ash tem perature

©), and the logarithm of the (nhomm alized) area of contact
(c), as a function of the logarithm of the sliding velocity. For
a rubber block (tire tread rubber) sliding on an asphalt road
surface. T he background tem perature Top = 60 C and pax =

400. In (@) we show the kinetic friction coe cient both w ith

and w ithout the ash tem perature. In () and (c) we show
results both for = 1 and at the highest m agni cation =

400.

(divided by ) between the contact area at tITl e t, and
the contact area at an earlier tine t°, see Fig. :_lg

5 Sliding dynam ics: num erical results

In this section we w illpresent num erical results for the
friction force acting on a rubber (tire tread) block, slid—
Ing on an asphal road surface. W e w ill study the friction
as a function of the velocity of the bottom surface of the
block. In realexperin ents it is, of course, not possble to
speci esthem otion ofthebottom surface directly (unless
steady sliding occur), but usually one specify the m otion
ofthe top surface ofthe rubberblock (or som e other dis—



tant part ofthe system ). W e w ill consider this case later.
In this section we assum e the rubber background tem per—
ature Ty = 60 C,the substrate isan asphalt road surface
(w ith the power spectrum given in Fig. :;) and include
the substrate roughness down to the wave vector cut-o
G = max® With nax = 400 and o = 1500m ! so that
g =6 10°0or ;1=2 =g 10 m.Allcalultions is
for the nom nal (squeezing) pressure (= 04 MPa.
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FIG.12: The friction coe cient (@), the ash tem perature
©), and the logarithm of the (nhomm alized) area of contact
(c), as a function of the logarithm of the m agni cation. For
a rubber block (tire tread rubber) sliding on an asphalt road
surface. The background tem perature Tp = 60 C and the
sliding velocity v = 1 m=s. In @) and (c) we show resuls
both w ith and w ithout the ash tem perature.

5.1 Stationary m otion

Fig. :_i]_: show sthe friction coe cient (@), the ash tem —
perature (), and the logarithm ofthe (nom alized) area
of contact (c), as a function of the logarithm of the slid—
Ing velocity. In (@) we show the kinetic friction coe -

cient both wih and without the ash tem perature. In
) and (c) we show results both for = 1 and at the
highest m agni cation = 400. Note that wihout the
ash tem perature the rubber friction coe cient ncreases
m onotonically up to the highest studied sliding velociy
v 100 m=s. W hen the ash tem perature is included in
the study the friction is m axin al for v 1 an=s. The
decrease ofthe friction observed when the ash tem pera—
ture is included in the analysis is easy to understand (see
also Sec. 4): when the rubber heats up the viscoelastic
modulus E (!) shift towards higher frequencies and the
rubber becom es m ore elastic (less viscous) resulting in
Jess energy dissipation.

Fig. :_1-]_J'(b) show s that the ash tem perature at the
magni cation = 400 (ie., the tem peratureabout 10 m
below the rubber surface) is 140 C, ie. about 80 C
above the rubber background tem perature. O n the other
hand the tem perature increase a few mm below the sur-
face (corresponding to the magni cation = 1) is just
a few degree. W e note that during steady sliding the
tem perature in the whole rubberblock w ill ncrease con—
tinuously wih increase tin e, but this e ect is not in—
cluded in the discussion above, unless one allowed for
the background tem perature Ty to increase w ith increas—
Ing tine. The calculation of the tin e dependence of
Ty require the know ledge of the tem perature of the sur-
roundingm edium , and the heat transfer coe cient to the
surrounding. This topic is iIn portant in m any practical
applications, but does not interest us here.

Fig. :_i}' (c) show s that the area of (@pparent) contact
at Jow m agni cation ( = 1) decreases continuously w ith
Increasing sliding velocity. This result is expected be-
cause the frequencies ! of the pulsating deform ations of
the rubber increases w ith increasing sliding velocity v
(! v), and rubber becom es elastically sti er at higher
frequencies, resulting in an (@pparent) sm aller contact
area at high sliding velocity. However, at the highest
magni cation = 400, g. :_Z-Li (c) shows that the area
of contact increases w ith increasing sliding velocity for
v > 01 m=s. This is caused by the Increase in the
tem perature In the surface region of the rubber, which
shift the viscoelastic m odulus tow ards higher frequencies
faster than the linear increase ! v iIn the perturbing
frequencies arising from the increase in the sliding veloc—
ry.

Fig. 12 shows (a) the friction coe cient, () the ash
tem perature, and (c) the logarithm of the (omm alized)
area of contact, as a function of the logarithm of the
m agni cation, for the sliding velocity v = 1 m=s. In

@) and (c) we show results both with and w ithout the

ash tem perature. Fig. |2(a) show s that when the ash
tem perature is inclided, the surface roughness on every
decade in length scale contrbutes roughly w ith an equal
am ount to the rubber sliding friction. F ig. :_1-2_5 (c) shows
that at low m agni cation the contact area is the same
w ith and w ithout the ash tem perature included in the



analysis, whilke for largem agni cation the area of contact
Increases when the ash tem perature is nclided, as ex—
pected from the elastic softening of the rubber at higher
tem peratures (see above).
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FIG.13: Non-uniform sliding motion. (@) The velocity of

the bottom surface of the block increases linearly wih time
from zero to 1 m =s and then decreases back to zero. In case
1 the tin e for the whole velociy cycle is 0002 s and for case
2, 0004 s. (b) The friction coe cient exhibit hysteresis as a
function ofthe sliding velocity, and is sm aller during the retar—
dation tim e period than during the acceleration tin e period.
This behavior re ect the build up of the ash tem perature
during the sliding cycle.

5.2 N on-stationary m otion

Tt isusually assum ed In sin ple treatm ents of friction,
that the friction coe cient is a function only of the
instantaneous slip velocity v, (t), ie., () = v (©),
where v, () is the velocity of the bottom surface (in con-
tact with the substrate) of the sliding block. However,
this approxin ation fails badly for rubber friction. The
reason is the strong dependence of rubber friction on the
tem perature distrbution in the rubber block. Since the
tem perature distribbution T (x;t) at tine t depends on
the sliding m otion for allearlier tinest® t, it ©llows
Inm ediately that or rubberlkem aterials the ction co—
e cient w illldepend on the sliding history, ie., it willbe
a finctionalofw, ©): = (% );t° ). In thissection
I present num erical results w hich illustrate this fact.
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FIG.14: The ash temperature (@) and the frictional shear
stress (o) as a function of tim e as the bottom sur@l_oe of the
rubberblock perform them otion indicated in F ig. E:f @), and
wih v, = 0 or t > 0:002 s and 0:004 s or case 1 and 2,
respectively.

Let us assum e the velocity of the bottom surface of
the block rst increases linearly with time from zero to
1 m =s and then decreases back to zero, as indicated in
Fig. 13@). In case 1 the tine Hr the whol cyck is
0002 s and fr case 2, 0:004 s. In Fig. 13 b) we show
the resulting friction coe cient. Note that exhbits
hysteresis as a fiinction of the sliding velocity, and that

is an aller during the retardation than during the ac—
celeration tin e perdod. T his behavior just re ectsthe -
nite slip-distance necessary forbuilding up the ash tem -
perature, and the nite tine nvolved In heat di usion,
and shows that does not just depend on the instan-
taneous sliding velocity but on the whole sliding history
(m em ory-e ects). N ote that the slip-distance is given by
V2 ,,=a, where v oy = 1 m=s is them axinum ofthe ve-
locity and the acoeleration a = 1000 and 500 m =& for
case 1 and 2 respectively, giving the slip distances 1 and
2 mm , regpectively. These values are both an aller than
the diam eter ofthe m acro-asperity contact regionsw hich
is 2R 33 mm . The larger slip distance forcase 2 in —
plies that m ore energy is deposited (in the rubber) at the
rubber-substrate contact regions than for case 1, which
will result in a higher ash tem perature In case 2 than
In case 1. This explains why the friction coe cient is
smaller orcase 2 (seeFig. 13 0)).
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FIG .15: (a) the friction coe cient, () the ash-tem perature

at the highest m agni cation and (c) the (relative) contact
area at the highest m agni cation, as a function of timn e. The
bottom surface of the block m oves w ith the constant velocity
VWw = 2m=s for 0 < t< 0:002 s, and at t = 0:002 s i is
abruptly reduced to 10 ® m=sand is kept at this velocity for
0:0005 s (case 1), 02001 s (case 2), 0:002 s (case 3), 0:003 s
(case 4), and then retumed to v, = 2 m =s.

T he tem perature buildup during the sliding m otion is
ilistrated in Fig. 4. This gure also show s that after
the sliding m otion has stopped, ie., for t > 0002 s and
t> 0004 sforcase l and 2, respectively, the tem perature
at the surface decreases m onotonically because of heat
di usion. Note that as a function of the slip velocity
v, (ot shown), the ash tem perature in Fig. il4() is
always higher for case 2 as compared to case 1. Fig.
:_l-l_i () show s the frictional shear stress () = (o (£) as
a function oftim e.

Assum e now that the bottom surface of the block

moves w ih the constant velocity v, = 2 m=s for 0 <
t< 0002 s, and at t= 0002 s it is abruptly reduced to

10 ° m=s, and isthen kept at thisvalue for 0:0005 s (case
1), 0001 s (case 2), 0:002 s (case 3), 0003 s (case 4),
and then retumed to v, = 2 m =s. For this sliding history
we show In Fig. :_Z[§' (@) the friction coe cient, () the

ash-tem perature at the highest m agni cation and (c)
the (relative) contact area at the highest m agni cation,
as a function oftin e. N ote that the longer the system is
kept in the ow-velocity state wWhere v= 10 ° m=s), the
higher the \start-up" peak in the friction will be when
the velocity is sw itched back to 2 m=s. The reason for
this is that, because of heat di usion, in the low <elocity
state the tem perature in the rubber w ill decrease con-
tiuously w ith increasing tin e, see Fig. 115 (), and the
rubber friction increases when the rubber tem perature
decreases. Fig. :_15 () illustrate that, as expected, the
contact area between the rubber and the substrate In—
creases when the rubber heats up and when the rubber
sliding velocity decreases.

Xt (1) V()

XN ()

X2(t)

Xp(t)

FIG.16: A rubber block (thickness d) pulled on a rough
hard substrate. The upper surface is clam ped and m oved
w ith a prescribed velocity v (t) = x+. In them athem atical de—
scription of the sliding m otion, the block is discretized into N
layers of thickness d= d=N . The coordinatesx ; (t) = xp (t),
Xy (B); Xy (©);Xn+1 = Xt (£) depend on tin e. T he continuum
lim it is obtained asN ! 1 .

6 R ubber block dynam ics

W e consider the sin plest but m ost findam entalcase of
a rubber block massM ) squeezed against a substrate,
and w ith the upper surface clam ped and in prescribbed
lateralm otion as indicated n Fig. :_i§

T he shear stress that acts on the lower surface of the
rubberblock istreated asa spatially uniform stress ¢ ().
In the m ost generalcase, where inertia e ects are in por—
tant, we discretize the block (thickness d) into N layers
ofthickness d= d=N andmassm = M =N . The coor-
dinates x; (£) = Xp ©), X2 ©); 25Xy ©ixn+1 0 = X ©
depend on tine. The continuum lim it is obtained as
N ! 1 . The non-stationary sliding of the rubber block
[see Fig. :_Z[g:] is determ ined by the equations ofm otion

mxpt)=F1 0 Foke®I

mx; ) =Fx() Fi1();



mx3 ) =Fs3{) F2@©);

mxy (t)=Fy ® Fy 1 ©; (55)

whereF( isthe friction force acting on thebottom surface
ofthe block, and F; the shear force acting on layer i from

the layer i+ 1 above. Fy is the force acting on layer N

from the drive (the black slab on top of rubber block in
Fig.i16).

N ote that the friction force F [y, ()] is a finctional of
Xy (t) since it depends on the whole history fxy (t0);t°
tg. The shear force F; acting on layer i from the layer
above, can be derived from the equation relating the
shear stress (! ) to the shearstran (!) via

(); (56)

where G (!') is the com plx frequency dependent shear
modulis. In ourcase (i= 1;:5N)

= ki1 ® =xiOF d; 67

where d is the thickness of the rubber block. Ifwe
multiply (56) with theareaAg = L,L ofthe tread block
we get the shear force

Fi(l)=2.G () (1);
or in tin e-space:
Z
Fih= d! Fi()e™"
Z
= dl A,G (1) (Mert: (58)
Substituting
Z
(y=— a® @'t
n Eqg. (58) gives
Z 1
Fil) = aa,c & ) ©); (59)
1
where
Z 1
1 ilt
G )= - d! G (1)e Mt (60)

1

Ifweassume that () = 0 ort< 0 and if we use that
G (t) must vanish for t< 0 because of causality (see Sec.
7), we get

Z t

Fif) = a2 .6 & 9 ©); 61)
0

or, ifweuse (57),

Z t
Fig= d'K ¢ Ok =) (62)
0
and In particular
Z t
Fy ©= dK ¢ Ok xv O (63)
0
w here the m em ory spring
K (t) = AyG (b= d: (64)

The equations above can also be applied when the
properties of the rubberblock depends on the vertical co—
ordinate z ifone replace themassm ! m; and m em ory
soringK ! K;. If = (z) is the rubberm ass density,
then m i= Ay d (Zi) and sin JJarJyK 1= AgG (Zi;t)= d.
Since the rubber friction F( depends extrem ely strongly
on the sliding velocity for very am all sliding velocities,
the system of di erential equations given above is of
the sti nature, which requires special care in the tin e-
Integration in order to avoid num erical instabilities.

7 V iscoelastic m odulus
M any experin ental techniques can be used to obtain
the com plex, frequency dependent, shear m odulus G (!)
or Young m odulus E (! )]. This quantity enters directly
In the calculation of the rubber frictional shear stress
£. But in the rubber block dynam ics theory described
In Sec. 6 we also need the tim edependent real shear
m odulus
Z
1 it

G(t)=2— dal G (l)e* " (65)

1

Since G (!) usually is known only In a nite frequency
Interval, 'g < ! < !4, i is not easy to calculate G (t)
directly from (65) using, eg., the Fast Fourier T ransform
m ethod. Another, even m ore serious problem is that n
som e cases G (t) is not a \perfect" linear regponse fnc-
tion (see below ), which gives rise to serdous problem s if
one tries to calculate G (t) directly from (65), eg., one
nds that G (t) is com plex rather than real.
Let us st assum e that G (! ) is the viscoelastic m od—
ulus of a linear viscoelastic solid. N ow , the shear stress
(t) In a solid at tin e t can only depend on the deform a—
tions (or strain) the solid has undergone at earlier tin es,
ie., i cannot depend on the future strain (causality).
Thuswe can w rite
zZ t
) =

a’c e t) ©:

1

T he Fourier transform of this equation gives

=6 )



9 S S——
(a) //
/ ‘—\\\\

T 4
S A
0] 6 e
o N
= / ImG

3

ol ® P

//
£ 7
o
o p y/. \
O ReG\ .7/ .
(o)) ,,’_,//H o / 4
// ImG
6t
0 4 12 16
log ® (1/s)
FIG.17: The realand the in aghary part of the viscoelastic

modulus G (!') for Styrene Butadiene copolym er (a) without
ller, and (o) wih 30% caroon black ller. The red and
green lines are the origihaldata and the t-data obtained by
tting the experim entalG (! ) to a sum over relaxation tin es
as described by (68). For the tem perature T = 60 C.

w here
Z

G ()= dt G et

0
SinceRe(@!'t) < 0 fort> Oand Im (! ) > 0 it ©llow sthat
G (!) is an analytical function of ! in the upper half of
the com plex frequency plane. Thus all the singularities

(poles and branch cuts) ofG (! ) must occur in the lower
part of the com plex ! plane and we m ay w rite
Z
OOH()
G()=G, d ——— (66)
0 1 il

w here the spectraldensity H ( ) isa realpositive function
ofthe relaxation timne . T his representation ofG (! ) has
the correct analytical properties (all the sihgularities oc—
cur in the lower part ofthe com plex ! plane, as required
by causality). The idea is now to determ ine G; and
H (!) sothatthedierence G (!)= G peas(!) G (1)
between the m easured G eas shearm odulus and the an—
alytical expression G (! ) given by (66) becom es as an all
as possbl. Thus, wem inin ize the quantity
Z !
1 o 3G (1)

V= ———m d! ———: (67)
. Fmeas ()]

N ote that
Z

G:Gmeas(!) G, + d L
0 1 il
In practice, G eas is only known at a set of discrete fre—
quencies !y, n= 1;2; 23N . Thus, (67) must be replaced
w ih
1% 5603
vo L7 36¢a3,
N n=1 j;meas(!n)]
Furthem ore, In num erical calculations it is only possible
to nclude a nite number of relaxation tines  in the
spectral representation ofG (! ) and w rite

X H
X 1. x

w here

X
H () Hy | x)

k

TIfthe relaxation tim es are distributed exponentially (ie.,
k = oexp(x), where  are uniform ly distributed), it
isusually enough to incluide 10 15 relaxation tin es,
or one relaxation tim e for each decade in frequency. If
the measured Gpeas('), 'o < ! < !'1, corresoond to
a true linear response function then one can nd G
and H (!) so that V vanish. Since In many cases G (!)
is not a true lnear response function (see below) it is
In possible to choose the real function H (!) so that V
vanish. However, f wecan nd H (! ) and G; so that
V << 1 we have a very good representation ofG (!') of
the form (66). Usihg (66) it is easy to integrate (65) to
obtain

Gi=G1 (t) d

or, fora nite set of relaxation tin es,

— k

G =G © © —
L K
The m Inin ization of V wih respect to G; and Hy
can be perform ed by using a random num ber generator:
First som e (arbitrary) set ofparam etersG; and Hy are
chosen and V calculated. Next, one replace G; and H g
withG; 1+ )andHyx 1+ y),where and y aresnall
random numbers. If the new V , calculated using these
param eter values, is an aller than the original one, then
the new param eters are accepted as In proved param e—
ters; otherw ise they are refcted and the old param eters
kept. Ifthis procedure is repeated (iterated) m any tim es
the e ective \potential" V w ill converge tow ards a m in—
In a, and the parameters G; and Hy at them nim a of
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FIG.18: The spectral density Hx as a function of the re—
laxation tine x as obtained by tting the measured G (!)
to the spectral representation (68). The squares and circles
correspond to the un lled and lled SB copolym er. For the
tem perature T = 60 C.

V are the best possbl ones, which we use in calculating
G (t) as described above.

As an exampl, n Fig. i]'(a) we show the real and
the In aginary part of the viscoelastic m odulus G (!) for
Styrene Butadiene copolym er (@) wihout lkr, and ()
wih 30% carbon black ller. The red and green lines
are the experin ental data and the t-data, respectively,
where the t-data was obtained by approxin ating the
experin entalG (! ) by the sum (68) as described above.
N ote that for the un lled rubber koth the realand im ag—
nary part ofG (! ) are very well tted by suiable choice
ofa sihgl real (positive) function H ( ). This ispossble
only because ReG (! ) and In G (! ) are not independent
but related via a K ram ersK ronig relation (see below).
For the lled rubber the t ofReG isequally good, but
there is a small deviation for InG . W e have ocbserved
the sam e for other rubber com pounds, and som etin es
the deviation G between measured and thted InG is
lrger than in Fig. 170), but the calulted G (t) is
still accurate enough for our applications. The devi-
ation G re ects the fact that for lled rubber G (!)
is not a \perfect" linear regponse functions, but exhiit
non-linearly. O ne source of non-linearity is the so called
Payne e ect, due to the strain-induced break-up of the

ller netw ork {_l-l_l', :_l-ﬁ]

Fig. :_fij' show s the spectral density Hy as a func—
tion of the relaxation time x as obtained by tting
the measured G (! ) to the spectral representation (68).
T he squares and circles correspond to the un lled and

lled SB copolym er. Note that the m ain di erence be-
tw een the tw o casesoccur for the longest relaxation tin es
> 10® s, where the lked rubber has a much higher
spoectral density H ( ). This inplies that for the Iled
rubber, in contrast to un lled rubber, there isa high spa—
tialdensity of (relatively) high-energy-barrier rearrange—
ment processes. This results from polym er m olecules

bound to the surfaces of the carbon ller particles; the
bound layers,whichm ay be 1nm thick, are in a glassy—
like state and exhb it Jargerenergy barriers or (them ally
activated) rearrangem ents, as com pared to the polym er
segm ents further away from the ller particles.

W e em phasize that only when G (! ) corresponds to a
linear response function causality will result n a welk
de ned analytical structure for G (! ). In this case the
realpart G; = ReG and Imaghary part G, = InG of
G (!) are related via K ram ersK ronig relations:

Z

0
G,(') G, = =P qro82¢)

1o

i (69)

Z

1 0
G,(l)= EP dgow.

10 !

(70)
1

where G; = G (1 ) is the (mal) high frequency shear
m odulus. For lled rubbers, (69) and (70) only hold ap—
proxim ately. In particular, due to the Payne e ect (see
above) the rubber behaves In a non-lnearway ie., G (!)
isnot a \perfect" linear response fiinction, and egs. (69)
and (70) willonly hold approxim ately.

8 N um erical results: rubber block dynam ics

In this section we present results for the sliding dy-
nam ics ofa rubberblock w ith thickness 0:5 an , squeezed
against an asphal road w ith the nom nalpressure ( =
04MPa.

Assume rst that the upper surface of the rubber
block is clam ped and undergoes uniform acceleration
a = 500 m=¢ for 0:004 s. Fig. {19 shows (a) the ve-
locities v and v, of the top and bottom surface of the
rubberblock, respectively, and (o) the shear stress acting
on the bottom surface of the rubber block, as a finction
of the distance x; the top surface hasm oved. N ote that
the bottom surface oftheblock ise ectively pinned until
the shear stress reaches g 044 M Pa, corresponding
to the friction coe cient = = g 1:d. A fter the de-
pihning, the velocity of the bottom surface of the block
Increases towards the velocity of the top surface, while
the shear stress approaches a constant value determ ined
by the kinetic friction coe cient. T he physical reason for
the peak in the shearstressat x 007 an isdue to the

ash tem perature; the fill ash tem perature is not built
up until the slip distance is of order the diam eter of the
m acro asperity contact regions, ie. oforder 04 an In
the present case.

N ext, let us consider a case when the upper surface of
the rubber block rst accelerates w ith a = 500 m=s* for
0< t< 0004 s, and then retardswith a = 500 m =¢
fr 0:004 < t < 0008 s. In Fig. 20(@) we show the
shear stress, divided by the nom inalpressure o, acting
on the bottom surface of the rubberblock, as a finction
of velocity v of the top surface of the block. In Fig.
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FIG.19: A rubberblock with thickness 05 an sliding on an
asphal road. Thenom nalpressure o = 0:4M Pa. Theupper
surface of the rubberblock is clam ped and undergoes un iform

acceleration a = 500 m=¢ for 0:004 s. (a) The velocities v
and v, of the top and bottom surface of the rubber block,
respectively, as a function of the distance x: the top surface
hasm oved. () The shear stress acting on the bottom surface
of the rubber block, as a function of x¢. In the calculation
the block is \divided" into N = 12 layers.

2-(_5 () we show the velocity v, of the bottom surface of
the rubber block, as a fiinction of tim e.

9 C om parison w ith experim ent

A lot of experin ental data has been presented in the
literature related to rubber friction. However, in or-
der to quantitatively com pare the rubber friction the—
ory with experin ental data, both the viscoelastic m od—
ulusE (! ;T ) and the substrate surface roughness pow er
spectrum C (g) m ust be known, but this Infom ation was
never reported In any experin ental nvestigations of rub—
ber friction which T am aware of. Thus, In the present
section we w ill only consider general (universal) aspects
of rubber friction, and show that the theory is in good
qualitative agreem ent w ith the presented experim ental
data.

Let us rst consider stationary sliding. F ig. :_2-]_; show s
them easured kinetic rubber friction coe cient asa func—
tion of the logarithm of the sliding velocity, for a tread
rubberblock sliding on an asphalt surface {_l-E_;] T he veloc—
ity dependence of  (v) is In good qualitative agreem ent
w ith the theory (com pareF ig. :_i]_: w ih F ig. :_1-1: @)).M ore

1.2
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FIG .20: A rubberblock with thickness 0:5 an sliding on an
asphal road. Thenom nalpressure o = 0:4M Pa. Theupper
surface of the rubberblock is clam ped and undergoes un iform

acceleration a = 500 m=¢ Hrt< 0:004 s, and then uniform

retardation a = 500 m=¢ for 0004 < t< 0:008 s. @) The
shear stress, divided by the nom inalpressure o, actingon the
bottom surface of the rubber block, as a function of velocity
ve of the top surface of the block. (o) The velocity v, of the
bottom surface of the rubber block, as a function oftime. In
the calculation the block is \divided" nto N = 12 layers.

generally, Thave found that the theory, and allthe exper—
In ents known tom e, gives a m axin al friction coe cient
of order unity, and the position of the m axinum in the
range 10 > 10 ! m=s, depending on the rubber com —
pound and the substrate surface. In the absence of the

ash tem perature, according to the theory them axin um
would instead occur at much higher sliding velocities,
typically in the range 10° 10* m =s. T his illustrates the
crucialrole ofthe ash tem perature.

Next, ket us consider the dependence of the friction
coe cient  on the background tem perature. Fig. 2_2_:
show s experim entaldata (cbtained using a portable skid
tester[_ié, :_i]‘]) for a tread rubber block sliding on a road
surface. The theory data in the same gure is calcu—
lated for a rubber block sliding on an asphal road sur-
face (W ih the power spectrum given in Fig. :_2, surface
1) at v= 1 m=s. The viscoelastic m odulus of the rubber
used in the calculation is fora tread rubber. A sexpected,
the rubber friction decreasesw ith increasing background
tem perature.
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FIG .21: The friction coe cient asa function of the loga-
rithm ofthe sliding velocity. For a rubber tread block sliding
on an asphalt road surface at T = 18 C. (Courtesy of O laf
Lahayne).
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FIG .22: The friction coe cient asa function of the back-

ground tem perature, during sliding of a rubber block on a
rough substrate. The experin ental data was cbtained using
a portable skid tester@@,:}j] for tread rubber on road surface.
T he theory data was calculated using the viscoelastic m od-
ulus of a standard tread rubber, sliding on an :alsphalt road
surface (wih the power spectrum given in Fig. 4, surface 1)
atv= lm=s.

Let us now consider non-stationary sliding. Fig. 2-2_5
show s results fora (soft) rubberblock (thickness1:d an)
sliding on a w et concrete surface at the nom inalpressure
02 M Pa. Thevariation ofthe e ective friction coe cient
w ith the velociy v of the drive is shown for non-uniform
sliding (see fnset) nvolving acceleration @ 5 m=¢)
Plowed by retardation (a 5m=¢)[4]. Note that
the experin ental data is of the general form predicted
by the theory (see Fig. :_2-1_1) w ith a \start-up" peak due
to the ash-tem perature; the rubber block must slide a
distance of order the linear size of the m acro asperity
contact regionsbefore the full ash tem perature hasbeen
developed, and this is the origin of the \start-up" peak.

Note that the \startup" peak In Fig. E-Z:' and in the

v [mm/s]
201 1000.

1.6 + 500.

0.1
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FIG .23: A soft mubberblock (thickness1l:d am) sliding on

a wet concrete surface at the nom nalpressure 02 M Pa. The
variation of the e ective friction coe cient w ith the velocity

v of the drive is shown for non-uniform sliding (see inset)
nvolving acceleration (a _5‘m =sz) followed by retardation
(a 5m=¢).From Ref. [._LQ] (w ith permn ission).

calculations 24 has nothing to do w ith the static friction
coe cient, but rather is a kinetic e ect related to the
nie sliding distance necessary in order to fully build
up the ash tem perature. In fact, rubber on rough sub-
strates does not exhibit any static friction coe cient, but
only a kinetic friction which (for sm all sliding velocities)
decreases continuously w ith decreasing sliding velocity.
F inally, let us check if the theory agrees w ith the ob—
servation that tires for racer cars (or racer m otorcycles)
exhibit m uch larger friction (out also much larger wear)
than tires for passenger cars. In Fig. 2-5 I show the
calculated kinetic friction coe cient, using the m easured
viscoelastic m odulus of a rubber com pound from racer
tires, and for a passenger car tire, assum ing all other
conditions identical. The maxinum kinetic friction is
about 50% higher for the racer com pound which is also
what is typically und experin entally 0. T his caloula—
tion indicates that even for racer tires the m ain origin of
the friction is due to the intemaldam ping of the rubber
rather than an adhesive tireroad interaction.

10 On the origin of the short-distance cut-o

The rubber friction theory presented above assum es
that the friction is due to the intemal friction of the
rubber. That is, the substrate surface asperities exert
forces on the rubber surface and result in pulsating de—
form ations ofthe rubber. T he deform ations cannot occur
com pltely adiabatically, but result In transfer of energy
Into random heat m otion in the rubber. In calculating
this asperity-induced contribution to the friction I in—
clude only the road surface roughness w ith wavevectors
g< ¢ . Here Iwilldiscuss the origin ofthe short distance
cuto . In principle, therem ay be severaldi erent ori-
gins of g . For exam ple, if the road is covered by an all
particles, eg., dust or sand particlks, w ith typical diam —
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FIG.24: A rubberblock (thickness 0:5am ) sliding on an as—
phalt road surface at the pressure 02 M Pa. The (calculated)
variation of the e ective friction coe cient w ith the velocity
Ve is shown for two di erent cases where the drive st ac—
celerate @ 5 m=¢ and 50 m=¢’) Dllowed by retardation
@ S5m=¢ and 50m=¢).
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FIG .25: Thekinetic (steady state) rubber friction coe cient
for typical tire tread com pounds for racer car (top) and per—
sonal car (pottom ), sliding on an asphalt road surface. The
background tem perature T = 60 C.

eter D , then one m ay expect ¢ 1=D . Sim ilarly, on a
wet road, the water trapped in the surface cavities m ay
act as an e ective short-distance cut o [2-1_:] H ow ever,
for clean dry road surfaces, Ibelieve that the cuto may
be determ ined by the rubber com pound properties.

If no shortdistance cut o o would exist the ash
tem perature and the surface stresses in the contact areas
would increase aswe study the contact regions at higher
and higherm agni cation. H owever, when the ash tem -
perature and surface stresses becom es high enough, the
rubber w ill degrade I_Z-Z_i] In fact, m easurem ents on bulk
sam ples have shown that natural rubber rapidly ther—
m ally degrades already at T 200 C . T he surface layer
ofthe tire rubber is exposed to oxygen and ozone and w i1l
degrade even faster than in the bulk, even ifthe tem pera—

ture would be the sam e. T he them aldegradation resuls
In a thin Jayer ofm odi ed rubber at the surface, and we
w ill m ake the basic assum ption that the deform ation of
the rubber on length scales shorter than the thickness
of the m odi ed layer, gives a negligbl contribution to
the tireroad friction. T hus, w ith respect to friction, we
assum e that the m odi ed surface layer acts as a \dead"
layer.

The form ation of a m odi ed surface layer is a ther—
m ally activated m echanicchem ical process nvolving the
breaking of chem ical bonds (and the form ation of new
bonds). The rate of bond-breaking (at the tem perature
T and the tensile stress ) is assum ed to be given by the
standard expression of activated processes:

W woe e)Tke T (71)

where the attempt frequency wg is usually of order
10'? s ! ,and where E isthe activation energy Hrbond
breaking, and . the stress necessary for bond-breaking
at zero tem perature. The weakest (chem ical) bonds In
rubber crossdinked with sulfiir, are m ultisulfir cross-
links forwhich E isoforder 2 36&V. Assuminga
typicalcross-link density, and that the applied stress dis—
tributes itself entirely on the cross-links Wwhich requires
so high tem perature that the rubber is liquid-like betw een
the cross-links), and assum ing that the sam e foroe acts
on all the crosslinks, one can estin ate the stress . to be
oforder 1 GPa. However, in inhom ogeneousm aterials
such as rubber, there w illbe a large distrbution of local
forces acting on the cross-links, and the cross-linksw here
the Iocal stress is highest w ill in generalbreak rst.

T he contact tin e of a tire tread block in the footprint
area is typically of order 0:01 s, and since the dead layer
has been wom out in about 100 contacts, the rate w
mustbe oforder1 s?!.Takingw 1s! gives

E @ )=k T = mwo=w) 28 (72)

N ote that the RH S ofthis expression is not very sensitive
to the value ofw . W e can use (72) as a criteria to deter—
m ining the optimum cut-o o : W e determ ne g so that
Eqg. (72) is satis ed, where T isnow the ash tem pera—
ture in the contact area and  the stress in the contact
area.

W e have found that using E 125 &V and
100 M Pa result in a friction coe cient In good agree—
ment wih experin ent. Note that E is an aller than
the typical energy to break sulfiir cross Iink Wwhich is of
order2 3 é&V) orthe energy to break a C-€ bond along
a carbon chain wWhich isoforder3 4 &V). However, In
the present case the bond breaking is lkely to involve re—
action w ith foreign m olecules, e g., ozone or oxygen, and
the e ective activation energy for such processesm ay be
much an aller than when the bond break in vacuum . The
value for . is higher than the rupture stress of m acro-
scopic rubber blocks, but . refer to the rupture stress



of very am all rubber volum e elem ents, which is higher
than for m acroscopic rubber blocks due to the absence
of (large) crack-lke deﬁcts{_Z-I_i]. It is clear that the pro—
cesses w hich determ ines the cuto o are closely related
to tire tread wear.

11 Sum m ary and conclusion

W hen a rubber block slips on a hard rough substrate,
the substrate asperities w ill exert tin e-dependent defor-
m ations of the rubber surface resulting in viscoelastic
energy dissjpation in the rubber, which gives a contribu—
tion to the sliding friction. M ost surfaces of solids have
roughness on m any di erent length scales, and when cal-
culating the friction force it is necessary to inclide the
viscoelastic defom ations on all length scales. The en—
ergy dissipation w illresul in localheating of the rubber.
Since the viscoelastic properties of rubber-like m aterials
are extrem ely strongly tem perature dependent, it is nec—
essary to nclide the local tem perature increase in the
analysis. In this paper I have developed a theory which
describe the In uence ofthe ash tem perature on rubber
friction. At very low sliding velocity the tem perature in—
crease is negligble because ofheat di usion, but already
or velocities of order 10 ? m =s the Iocalheating m ay be
very in portant, and I have shown that in a typicalcase
the tem perature increase result In a decrease In rubber
friction w ith increasing sliding velocity forv > 0:01 m =s.
Thismay result in stick-slip instabilities, and is of cru-
cial in portance in m any practical applications, eg., for
the tireroad friction, and in particular for A B S-breaking
system s.

A cknow ledgem ent Ithank O .A bohr form any use—
ful discussion. I also thank P irelli P neum atici for sup-—
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A ppendix A : A verage size of a m acro-asperity
contact region

Consider the contact between two solids with nom &
nally at surfaces. Fig. ZQ‘ show s the contact area at
Increasing m agni cation (@)-(d). At low magni cation

< 1 it appears as if com plete contact occur between
the solids. The m acroasperity contact regions typi-
cally appear for a m agni cation som ew here in the range

n = =% 2 5 depending on the substrate surface
and the rubber com pound, where A=A, 025 03 is
slightly below the site percolation threshold (fora hexag—
onal lattice). The m acroasperity contact regions (c)
breaks up Into am aller contact regions (d) as the m ag—
ni cation is ncreased.

Let us now estin ate the (@verage) size of the m acro—
asperity contact regions. Assume that the contact
patches have the surface areas A; 1= 1;:u3N ). Let

FIG.26: The contact area at increasing m agni cation (@)—
(d). The m acro-asperity contact area (c) breaks up into
an aller contact areas (d) as them agni cation is increased.

us de ne the probability distrdboution

1 X
Pa = N_ . @ Al)

1

where N is the number of contacting asperities. The
average area of a contact patch
Z
1 X

a= dAPAA=N— Aj A1)

i
A ssum e that the distrdbution Py, of summ it heights is a
G aussian,

h i

1
exp h?=2h 2 ;

P, = ———
h (2 )1=2h

®a2)
whereh is the root-m ean-square am plitude of the sum —
m i height wuctuations. A ssume that we can neglect
the (elastic) interaction between the m acro-contact ar-
eas. Thus, using the Hertz contact theory the (hom al-
ized) area of real contact is R4, g5]

dh b d)Py A 3)
where A is the nom inal contact area, Ry the radius of
curvature ofthe asperity, ny the num ber of asperities per
uni area, and d the separation betw een the surfaces. The
num ber of contacting asperities per unit area

Z
N

— = no

dh Py,
Ay 4

@a4)

Substituting A 2) n @A 3) and @A 4), and introducing the
new integration variable = (h d)=h gives

- x+ )

@®5)

A
—— =ngRogh — d ex]
Aq oRo > . P



and
Z 1
al 1o d Lt 7 @6)
—_— = - &
a, @z, O P 3

where x = d=h . Thus, the average m acro-asperity con—
tact area

R, h A
A Rh ; d  exp 3 &+ ) A
a= — = K T 3
N 1 1 2
o d exp &+ )

W e can estin ate the concentration ofasperities, ng, the
(average) radius of curvature R ofthe asperities, and the
m s summ it height uctuation h as ollows. W e expect
the asperities to form a hexagonaldike (put som ewhat
disordered) distridbution w ith the lattice constant , =
2 =q, so that

P
No 2=(§] 3)=24<§P*3

The height pro Je along som e axis x In the surface plane
w ill oscillate w ith the wavelength of order n roughly
ash ) hjoos(q, x) whereh; =~ 2hy Where hp is the
m s roughness am plitude). T hus,

0:029¢

Ri h?0)= ¢ h; = pzcﬁhoz
Fnally, we expect the m s ofthe uctuation in the sum -
m i height to be som ewhat sm aller than hy. In what
Plowswe usef6] ng = 0:023¢¢ , 1=Ro = 0:92h, , and
h = 0:#%63 hy:Using these results and de ninga = R?
we obtain from @AD5) and A 7):

Z 4

A 2
— = 0:0198 d - x+ 8
2 . &p S x ) ®8)
h i
Rl 1 2
) o d exp &+ ).
R )” = 0:688x h - @ 9)
, d exp 2 (x+ )

In Fig. 2-]' we show the radiuis R of a m acro-asperity
contact region as a function of the relative contact area
A=A . The num ericaldata are well approxin ated by

Rg, = a+ b(A=A ()¢ ®10)

where a = 0526, b= 3%636 and ¢ = 0:729. This t
fanction is also shown in Fig. 27. Tn a typical case when
a tread block is slipping on a road surface, A ( )=A¢o =
A=A , 025.Usihg Fig. 27 this gives the diam eter of
the m acro-asperity contact regions 2R 3=. g =
600m ! thisgives2R 0:5 am .
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FIG .27: The (average) radiusR ofam acro-asperity contact
area as a function of the (nom alized) progcted contact area
A=A g.
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