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11 BARDE=

B A VIEME— BRI L T THm 2 X 2 2 EEREBERTH Y, TOEBREKITHE
W HEDOYEREZ AT D BERKF LR D[], BEICBIT D XA YRETIE, #A YLK
& DORITE Z > TV AHBGIZONWT, AW =X LRI & HBR S EAERLNLTEY,
Ny RRE =N K DR DRI~ DR SICONWTHBERELZ AWz I ab—
Ta v (Fig. 1-1 M) MM Thit TV 5[2][3].

VIalb—va VIZBWTEBREIIA TR RERTH Y, BETH T4 & KEOMA
A EICEREREIT, BREKAKRDLN TS, LL, F—0F 1Y - BKEh
ThoTh, BEAHIIRERESCT NVHEICLVET L2 EnMoNTEBY[4], ¥
Sal—var TREERIEBEEEZETERTHE LY L2 L, BRI DIEME
F a2 FOHRITEET S,

FEEREBRIC X DB L V2 2 R 2 AL, XA YA L REMOBERRG £
BT 2BET NEWMET L LIFHERICHATHS. LRORESCHE R L, Hia/ngk
T COBEBRBA BmOICAHTE 2 Z ENEEN TN D,

BUE, A YOEWMNIRIIL, ETHOZXAYOERIZLZ2=3 ¥ - (kAT
YZBR), Ly RTLAOKEE OBMEE (BEREE -V EZ LER) L3
F—r R, BIOY A YOREBRI D EXIEHUCL D= LF—r 2D 3 DOHERK NG
LHEENTWA. BrZ, HERLLTUL, EXTFV 220 8 HLLEabEbs L anT
5 [5][6].

LU, BEEREA BERRIC T3 2 DIIFER ICINEECTH 5. ZORKDOOE DL LT,
B ORMEA S 5. BEOERICIE, ~Z7 A7 —A0bRICAZRNI 7 A r—
JVETOMMABEEL, RT Eosflimfg & FZEICHEA L T2 HESEMmEITRE <
B s, F, BEOR 7=V TlEel, TL7eEOESTMENA T DR RRE
HLEBLRTZ RS20, BLETAHALND K HIC, T4 - BEMOBET, BBl
TALDFER SN D & AT U o APREORE R 72 MR T D EMERBIR TH S.

Fig. 1-1 Simulation of tire property (© Bridgestone Corporation).
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1.2 kDR

a5 - REEOEMERE AL ZE Lo BT, REM S &RMBMEREE R > - BHET L %
LU O THEZEE L= DI, Persson Th AH[7]. LA Ti, HEFEBEMmEEE & = L ORHIERHEIC
BT 2 B e 2 S BLICRT L, Persson 2MESE L7z = A - BT BEEESE T L OERY M4 &
AT ORFFEE N DWW CRLR T 5.

ek, @RI T 2B & Befiti g O BAFRIZ DV TiE, Amontons DVERI[8] Y K< Fn D
NTWD. ZOEANC KU, 2 BEEREO~ 7 0 OBEEEED)F IR ELICHEI L, Fr = puL% i
e, ZIT, plIw s a BT H Y, FAIRNT OBEMERICK SR L EhD.
D%, BEEBEMEIKICOWTOBEEO) D, BEN NS EEEAERIZFT 5 Z & AR
ENT-. ZNETIE, a2 EROBRITHE S RFmISHR LT, BERREZ IS0
T DIODFERRLT I 2 L—a UPMTORTNSHIEN[10], H—D A7 — L TR
RIS OALZETHHREET LV HE 2 HILTE 72 [11][12].

LrL, #AF - BEEO X 5723 A0BEEIY, £ < O Tl BERRE O BEERE & 1
RIpp2%8E 1. ZOBERNE LT, ILORBEREN BT O D, kiR 2 A9
DMV, A OREEE (BRERER]FRAEER) A2 EUEL U C, KSMERYD B TR
BRI BN AT [13]. £ DB, ZRAEEOIEMRRE 2 HIEL, BIOT 245
i3 578 %< ORI T T X 72[14]-[16].

S U 7R R MR O DWW T R AR A R & Rl 9 5 72D, E£ 7 Persson X, H—?
L& Z R 0B S - RIANT KT 5 = L O EEEHGR 2 A58 U7 [17][18]. % D1%, Persson
FEEOKE A AHANHNEKRH 2RO LIZEA L, A RAT— VORI ZZE L
R T L AR LIZ[7][19]. 2 @ Persson DFEEEE T /LI LA, BEREHAS ST —2
N7 MV & D LOREGERENS T LD AT U AT AR T D I A - B O BEEE
REAEFHET DN TE S, &5IT, Persson 1%, FEEIZ L5 = A0 RFTHIMEEZTY A
M, X0 IEMERBEEBIREOE N 2R A 72[20]. £7-, FHEMOESE T OWT HEAERRIC
FEDWIZFHI M T TV 5 [210[22]. KR, I ADORFTHIIMEADEEIZ OWTIE, HRED
(2 &0 BEEGEBRIC IS W3R & i 40TV 5 [23][24].

UREIOR L& 91, F AL KEMOBEERBIEOMLIZIESNT, A RETILNRER
INTEY, Persson DIEEEET MFEERE L TRIT D2ICHT > THDRFETHD &E
ZHiLDH. LoL, Persson OEEEET IV TIEI 7 ap A r—/WZBI 5 H v b4 7O
PRETFEIZ DN T O RMREN A7 TiE7ew. 51T, BEEGER & Persson DEEERE T L & & H
PRI L 72BN ERTEA 72 <, BEIRE T VOS2 EREICFHET 51213 E > T
V. LIeRo T, BERET L L O AIRE e X 5 ICBEBERBR A i L, BEEHESRICBIT
DEBET NOME ST 2T 2 L8R H 5.
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1.3 SAEDEK

L1EI Tl _7= X 91, BMERE LD A7 —/VE TCORENAr—LOMM%2F L, =
DXTEPER 2 2R B & KSR 2 2R E & A2 R REo TR Y, T4 - BEBOBEEIL, v ATV
AR, BEAEREEE, BOEZ LEBRREOERNORLIEMRBLTHD. L, #A
Y ALDEE, HESH—R 7T v 772 EOLEELE D BIRIE S D KEMERRE S B 2
TV ABBRICEET ST 5720, REMMZIEL>THEET S, Wbhwide A7) v 2n
AT EBMICTHIT S Z Lk, TLARAICE > THEARFEL 2D, LEN->T, K%
TIXL Y Eff7e e A7 U 20 ATHY T 5 BEEERZENT 52 L2 HE T 2.

FEEG D e AT ) U ABEBAME T 5120%, thoBBORELIERTILERD 5.
FTRYFEENRE L 2D EBEOMMOWERICKT HEEE AL, 2T LNEHOR
FEN BT 5720, AR TIEEND OFG /NI WREER COBEERBREZITS. 2L
T, AP TFNDREERT v P ORI 2 58 2 ERAIZRHE T 5.

O FERME L T 2720, EREOREM S 7 — & 0T — 2 12250 T,
ATV v AEEE A R BT D Persson DEEEETE T W L 5 BRI A BT 5. BEERRIC X
DeRT Y v Aa RALSNOREL EBET 5B R SAUE, BRI S,
FHREEZONDIE AT U 20 AHAYTHEEEEZ KD 5.

UEDXHICLT, BEARIBILZEAT Y VA0 A EKROEISE 2150 2 & THEE
AN =X LOIEEBRR 2 D, ~ I TF A —)Lip il b a2 BE 4 5 2 AT RE O
Fh HIET.
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1.4 KREEXDWER

AL OHERL Z LT ISR T

®1E ¥
AFFEOWF, FEROBIT, 3 L OBFRO HIZE 5.

B2E X4 Y - BiEEOBEREHE
S A Y - B OEEEIZ DWW T, B AR, ARBFZETHND Persson MO EEfilFEqG « FE#E
BRERIZOW T 5.

3 [EERR
ARFFETHO S T 5B L ORI OREE R L, Fhi L7 EBR SRR OB & R %
ML TEREITS.

AR EBRAETH
AR AR IS < BEBR B O R R A ATV, FIRAE & bl L CE AT ).

BHE RSB OBRE]
KAFZE DR & A% ORLEIC OV TR~ 5,
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2 Z Ay - i O R

21 BERIEZOTILFRy—)LiE

B <HWRE EA TR TLTAECLEERNE, £ LT, FARKE EOMMIZEY
A 72 BB ZATHOBICRAET DR VF -0 R LD AT U U R E, HEflFREMO
FIAEAER (LI van der Waals /7) (2L W /AE L 2888 (B3 HEEICEKT S, #ig, #
A X TLTBNTIHE, EAT U R AR, FHERELTUL 8 FILLEZHDD Z L35
TV B5[5][6].

KEOMMTIEH HP DA —/VTHEMET D (Fig. 2-1 Z8). FIZIE, HDAr— LV ThHRT
MiMORFZEILRKT S E, IDINSWMMBFET DI ERNmn5. 20X 5 72 MM
DA —IVETHEL, ZOXIBREE~ LT R r— ML 5. Persson 1X, H5
DDA — NV OEHE DM S DB N T 0 F 522 TEERTLHZ LT, [LEOHI&F
OWANCKT 5 T LOEERIRZ M LZ[19]. oFV, BHEHEHDO D LD A7 —/1Lol]
Mz T ANEET AERICAE L AR X —a ZAOEE, Thbbe AT U A0 ADEE
, BRI EEMEE 2T

KRETIE, ORI BRINT A —NAPICESS B AT Y 28 A% LT Persson D
T, BILOFIUCHRET 5 T4 L B ORHEC OV TR 5.

Rubber Block

/11717717177

Fig. 2-1 A rubber squeezed against a hard, rough, substrate.
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2.2 I LOMEMERE

T L Giema B, EOmSFEHOFF ORI LV Fr A7 ) 568 2 R T[4].
FREEPERIL, FERICH WIS U CIEMER 72, FEFISEWATICK LTI 7o iR
LEENERED., COXIREFHMEAT I LT LR v aRy NOHEET ML - TE
WTENIE, BRIV ZERNESICRD. 22T, KA R 72258 Th
L7V —=TFLISNTEMESE 2D, ZOWMEHZRBTLEDICERINTRENRET IV
2%, Voigt + Kelvin €5 /L & Maxwell €5 /v Ch 5 (Fig. 2-2 ).

FEEEOREHIEAR O N ZHRENIEMECTH D720, BRERZHEOL T, L0 IEMICEE)
BT 52 L2 b. 2T, ARICE T 2R E O R BT Fig. 2-3 1R T %1k
Maxwell €7 /L& V5. BUE, FEBEPEMAT CIEZ O—i%(k Maxwell &7 /LA S
TV 5. — ik Maxwell &7 L DS TFEF & FEFIRMERIZIZ N ENRD L HIcR SN D.

o(t) =0y + Zn: o; exp (— TL) (2.1)
i=1 ‘

E(t) =E, + zn: E;exp (— TL) (2.2)
i=1 ‘

ZIT, olUi), ERY 7 RTH D, tdMMEH & FFEI, 5y v a Ry b ORELREL
nEMWTt=n/EThHX6N5. £, BINLR (AL 2527256, 74bb

£ =¢gyelt, g =0yl @HODLETHE, e=gg=g = =5, L0,
Op Ok Ok
= — = k=1,2,'”,
¢ Ey, Eg " oy ( n)
E/el

oc=0y+oto,++o0,

FoT, BERMERITILITOL Y ICRSND.

o 0; . 1

ZIT, E(w*%,
E(w) = E' +iE"
LR UL X, E' RIS, B A BRI &I,
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Persson DEEEERGEG TIE, H(2.3) TH LI AR ML Z W CEBEE O R Z1T 5 .
7L, SAOEBHERIZIOTAHEENH Y, OTHINNINE XL, IBHEOTRIT
B ZROD, OFTHBKRE 72D & —IICITE B HIE R T 262 H 2 [25].
ZOw, BEMMI I AOERNBHET 256, TOOTHAELZER LI-EREMEEE

AN HERDD.
— %
(0

:

(@)
Fig. 2-2 (a) Voigt + Kelvin Model (b) Maxwell Model.

I
(i
:

Fig. 2-3 Generalized Maxwell Model.

2013 R ARG R HENVREREERERIC L A 24 - KR O~ LT 2 A — L EE



18

2 Z Ay - i O R

2.3 Persson 0D EEIRIEE

2.3.1 PEALIE R

EohFHEFOTLT By 7 ), HNEHREIZH LT O THDHREEZE RS,
ZoLE, AT ETLAORBREPEEICHEMM L TWD, BILMEEZ B, K0EEM
\ZHD &, 2 ZITITEEES & FEEAMENRE L T D, X HICZ OB A IR LTS
&, %@¢*%%@%k%ﬁ%%ﬁ@fbf®éG®24%%)*@iﬁ’ﬁﬂii@%
BRI T B R G R L - T L L, EOBEMGEEIT T OB L v L IEFIT/h &<
D,

Persson D FEEEEREGIZ WV CIEImE O MM A2 EZERI TR T, DF 0, BB A KmoM
&@&E@ﬁ%éﬂ;*@é.ﬁﬁiﬁﬂ%@:ﬁmb LU REWVEE (LS
£) OMMEZEBEMGERIIRE Y. 22T, »2EHOBEMNOBEEN~D%FH%2%5 2
L&, ERRIZILOEEEZ BT2b L, BENZHEET DI, OIS T 58847

RKIZBWT, AT ETALKREAEML T AESOATHD. I T, WHqlcBir5
AT EOBEMBEIROEIGP(QEZET L LI T, £RX 7 — Lo X 9 EE T
ZIELL RFELHZENAMREL 725, P(QITRD X I ICERIND.

T I T, AT AFrEEAGEL, A(OIIERAIB T 2 AT EogEfEk chH 5. £z,
q=q0¢, QLB —1LFT7THY, qPRE/DNIVERqDOUEOHBTHLH VD Z
LETRLTWS. AEITIE, ZOP(QOEHZHHTS.

BmREEc=1 £=100

Fig. 2-4 Elastic contact between a flat rubber surface and a hard solid substrate.
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ATy 7 EREOEMIZIBNT, Aghk APMERTEE (53] = 1CO 1T OEfitiE
W) L9 5 L, SmEFRYIRRICEIICREND.
Fv =00A
ZIT, oI AMEEISNTH D, REAT—NA=L/(xE %25, Z T, LITATEAE
MOBERTHD. qo=2n/LEEFRTDE, q=qolL b,

P(a)=P (1<) =P ().

EERUTRT D AT ORI O P REICT) 2 (o) &£ FITIE, EERIIFHICETHD
k<

oA =(a){ P($)A.

Lo T,
P(¢)=<—- (2.5)

L7edio T PQa RO LH120ICIE, £ (0) 2 RORITNITR B0 RS A —/A =L/t
T DI DREHR 347 2P (0,0) & E T,

deO‘P(G,C;)
(o), = IO@ : (2.6)
IO do P(O',é’)
YT, R6)FXEE)IMAALT,
“do P (o,
P(§)=Gij° 7Pl g)- @7
fo dO'O'P(O',é’)

BDHAT— VTR WT, T EOREMGER Tl T A & BimZm el @i LT s & RE
T5 &,

P(a,é’)=<5(0'—0'l(x))>,

(f(x) :i.[dzxf(x).

o, +Ac%, BEAZ—LL/+ MBI HEERNET DL,
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P(c.{+AS)=(5(c-0,—-Ac))
—J-da (0'-Ac)s(c-0,-0"))
—J.dO' o'- AO' (o*—o",é’),

(Y
(Y
fA

<50' AG :—Id< “A”>

Hil%NAo = 0DJEY) TT A7 —ERATL &,

(5(c'-Ac))= ij'dw<eiw"' [1— iWAo'—W72AO-2 +j>
=%J'dweiw"' {1—@} |

2L, BEEE 3 EOBUNEITESR L. Lo T,

w@aq

P06 +80) = [dorP(o—) - [awe [1_T

zj'dg-p(g_g',g){ (o )+%882I25(0')<Agz>}

o

:P(6,§)+<A: >82Pa(;’§).

%A= 0D TTF 4 7 —RBETE, RADBELNS. 72720, 2R EORU/NAIX
T 5.

(Ao >62P(a:)

AL = P(G §)+ 552

p(0,C)+ anZVCf)

_ P(0.g)_1{Ad?) &P(0.)
oc 2 A 000

LT,
oP o°P
o f (g)p, (2.8)
Z 2T,
1 (Ac?
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P(0,1) = Py(0) L 33< &,
R(c)=6(c-0).

REITIEHA DO FRRXTH 5. —RARIEE RIS 2 R BB RUT, 22 Mg
WTHEEISoICEZ BRI N TS, Lo T, fBRE EIF T (K/hSWARr—% 5
TWL) &, P(o,QIFoZEBI TR WIER > TV . RHBOEEITENE VW HIRETIE, 0=0
THIBEDE Z 5D T, BERSFMEIIRO L H 122 5.
P(O,g):
AN(2B)DMAIZcZENT T, ollbleo> THEST D
J. dGO‘— J.

=0.

Lo T,

o e
%J-o dooP(0,{)=

&
s
A

{CHA
J.:dO'O'P(O',g):GO, (2.9)

2L, MWEIEHLWL AT — /A TAREL W I REZ V.
KIZK@RB)ZolZDIz> TN T D L,

jda _jod

o L Fare(as)- <;>{8P<w’4>_6p<0’4>}

5( oo oo
% doP(0,¢)=— (4)—8P§((’7’§).
(TR LT
o N e @P(0,4))
Uo doP(o¢ )l =—[ (¢ )T
<:>I:dGP(O',C)—J:dGP(G,l):—'[fdé"f(é")%o’_é”)

oP(0.£")

2.10
. (2.10)

o[ doP(0.¢)=1-["d¢ 1 (<)
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HRICR2.9) L K1) E A LT,
)=1—fd§' f(¢

PO @)

RIZ, (Do®)ZFHHT 2.
2 1 2
o,”)=—|d%o,(X)o, (X

- ijd%az (x)[d*ao, (q)e*”

z% J¢a0,(-a)e. (q)

=Iﬁ'zq[Mzz(OI,QXV)]'TMH(—q,—ouv)]‘l(Z,ZTb u, (a)u, (-a)
0, (q) > h(q)& FHUE,
=] dzq['\"zz(q'qxvﬂl[Mzz(—q,—qu)]1(2,:)) (h(a)h(-a))

= [d*a[M,.(a.av)] M, (-a,-q,v)] C(a)
Z I T, MuldkTcsinsd.

1 Eq
(Ma) =307
£o7T,
2 1 2 2 E i
(0:%) =7 [ d"ag C(@‘W‘
1 E (qvcos¢)
_4.[dqq —l > ‘
L7z -T,
_1{a0?)
fe)=3 AC
A 2
=%_< AO(:] >qo ('°°q=qoé/)
—q Id¢‘ qvcos¢ ‘
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=2 f@Q =f(q L iEX, g(q) =f(q)/o2 T 5 &,

2

V COS
a(q (a)[d Y ar)or q ¢ 2.12)
Hix, RQ8)%EM< Z&xEx5H. XQR8)ZHET D &,
oP 0P
Z ot . 2.8
% (€) Py (2.8)
i8S LR
P(0,)=P(cy.¢)=0, (2.13)
P(c,1)=PR(0)=6(c—-0y). (2.14)
ZIZTE, MRS EREL, P(O,0II0<o<oy TOARAEFEIND & LIz, #IT,
oy = 009:?6 Z & TR R A E L. R8O ERIIRD L HlicEKREIND.

p— ZAh sm(”;mj (2.15)

Y

X(2.15) = K (28)ITMRA L T,

s8] e )

dA, nz
iy f(§)£®j A,
{CHDLT
A(S)= Cexp[ (G J I dg f (¢ )] (C =const.)
{=1Z2RATHIE,
C=A (1)
Lo T,

A(S)=A (1)exp“2—fj2 [fac (g-)}_

K(2.15)ITfRA LT,
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P=3 A (1)epo2—sz [ dcs (4')}"'(”;”) 2.18)

Y

—ABBOBEZNEL Y, ROFEXDHY L.

I:Ydasin(ansin(mwj:J—g% , 2.17)

Oy Oy

2T, n, miTEKRE LT 5. K(Q2.15)D A IZsin(mro/oy) % DT T, 0~oy £ THEYTH

bl

N[

Oy

grom] 2] i eon( )

NI HND &,

["do Psin(”;"j =A, (1)exp{[2—7:j2 [fac (;')]U_ZY.

b, =121,

Oy

= G—iIOGY d05(a—00)sin(n7r6}

Oy

A =2 [} dop(n 2] 22

= (2.18)
Oy
=771,

. = S0,. (2.19)
K(2.18) 2 K (2.16)ITfXA L T,

2 & Nz ’ < N |- [ o
P=G_ZS'”“n exp{(a—J L dg f (¢ )}sm{ o ] (2.20)

Y n=1 Y Y

MfRoy — 0% & 5 &,
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> —>Io dn=%fo ds (-;s:g—fj.
X o7, XQ20)TkDLHIT/hD.
P :%j:dssin(SUO)exp[—szfdg“' f (g')}sin(w), (2.21)
T, RIIFT]EEZD.

(Y
(Y

J =fd4"f(4")%,

FEL, REINED, PO =1—JThs. &@E21)LV,

% ZI dsssm(sao)exp[ SI dg f(¢" )}cos(sa)
Lo,
! :%I: dsssin(soy) 1061 (¢ exp -9°[ A" (<) | @22)
ZZT,

¢

[fdgt(¢) exn[ [Tdcmt(g Z[iz Idgfg)ﬂl
_ Siz(l—exp[—szfdé' f (C')D :
K(2.22)IT AL T,
J :ijdsssin(500)%(1—exp[_32fd§' f (é“)D
2 e 2 e o] et (6]

12070 %ot (4]

L
gj.oodssm(s%):
70 S
LW BRKEHW., Ko7,
P(¢)=1-1
2 sin(soy) 206 4 ,
_;Io dsTexp[—s L dg' f (¢ )]

sop =xLEXHRD L,
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:_I dx ﬂ Xp[ xzfdg'g(g')] (2.23)
72720, g(@) =9(qd) =g()THY, EE(Z.lZ) ko THExBND. £LDDE,
j dx —exp XZG(q)] (2.24)

2L, X212)k v,

2

E(qvcosg)

iv)o, |

EBIT, IFEAEDEE, 0y KEWO)THY, ZOHAG(q) » 1E720, F(2.24) DFE Sy

DOHNx K 1DOET DA G- OHDBHEMRIEET L. Lo T, sinx xx il T5Z L3 T
X, WOKDBED .

1 P
G(q)=gj'q(:dqq?’c(q)jo2 dg (2.25)

P(q)= %J‘:dxexp[—sz (q)]

=[G(a)] " (AT R,
ZDEX, P(Q~0 RV NEDODT, 232 HTEIMT HBEEEHEOX L S D &, BEEfR
BNAHEEIS oo \IKFE L RN ERDND. EBIT, G(q) » 0D EEP(g) » 15EE
T5 L, MMAXEY, ROEPHKD Y 2.

P(a)=(1+[z6(@)]") " (2.26)
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2.3.2 TR ER
ATETIL Persson D EELE T LT K 4 BEBURE OB H A3 5.
LT vy 7 POV AT D EEOZENSu(x, t)I DOV T

u(xt)=u(x—vt),
ERET D &,
1

(27)

u(q,)= _[dzxdtu(x—vt)e‘i(q'x‘“t),

T, x—vt=k&B L, VIIXITEF LW ddk/dx =140,

(271T)3_[d2 kdtu(k)e—iq-k+i(w—q-v)t

=6(w —q-v)u(q). (2.27)

Fig. 2-5 LV, X ELKEMOEAWEE 1ol 75 &, Kty D RITEERIZ X > Tk
45T %)L F¥—AElT,

u(qw) =

AE = o AVt (2.28)

F£72, Fig.2-6 D L D ICZAEZ T L DB bilc=rvF—L LTRT &,
AE = [d’xdtu(xt)-6(xt)

- Idedt{%szqdwu(q’“’)ei(q'x_ﬂ)]c(x,t)
= J.qu da)(—ia))u(q'w)[IdZthG(X,t)ei(q.x—gx)]

=(27)’ [d*qde(-io)u(q,0)-6(-9,-), (229)
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o, Ao
AR X
N

Rubber Block

Vi

Fig. 2-5 The energy dissipated during the time period ty (macro).

433
8

Rubber Block

/1117

Fig. 2-6 The energy dissipated during time period ty (micro).
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(Y
(Y
(A

U, (q’a)) =M, (q’a))o-z (q, a))’
£0,
o, (-0,-»)=[M,, (—q,—a))]_1 u, (-9,-o).

KQ220)ITARA LT, ®R27)EHN5 L,

AE =(27)’ [d*qda(-io)u, (9,0)[M,, (-0,-0)] " u, (-9,-o)
(27)’ J'dzq do(-iw)s(0—-q-v)5(-w+q-Vv)[ M, (—q,—co):lfluZ (q)u, (-9)
= (27)’ [d’qdo(-i)[5(0-a-v) ] [M, (-a,-0)] v, (a)u, (-q),

\’\’VC\\
— — 3

[6(w-q-v)] =5(0-q-v)5(0)
:5(a)—q-v)%fidt

1 b
:5(a)—q-v)gj'iodt

=2t—°”5(w—q-V),
WV BHRAE WD &,
AE = (27)'t,[dqdw(-i0) 6 (0-q-v)[M,, (-0,-0)] v, (a)u, (-a)
=(27)’t, [ d’q(io)[M,, (-a,-0) ] "u, (a)u, (-a).
X(2.30) & K(2.28) & bl L C,
o AVt =(27)'t,[d’0(<i0)[M,, (-0,-)] "u, (a)u, ()

o= firgciom. oo @ ()

(2.30)

(2.31)

ZIT, (e NET TR L,
1.,
(u, (Q)uz(—q)>=EId xu, (q)u, (-q)
:uz(q)uz(_q)l

EWVIOBREMWE. S6IS, FARTEUST D LTUE, 0 =vq, & EFEITLHDT,
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Ufz—i%JdZQQA ~q))[M,, (-a,~q,v)] " (2.32)

WHEORE T 07 7 A /MFTRDO L I IR SN D.

z=h(x) (x=(xY)).

TLANHHE LT ANLE, BEORE T 0T 7 A MZEEISENET S & T
uz = h(x),
LETLHOT, L2IA2)FKRDLIITKRINDS.

o =i %jdzq a,(h(a)h(-a))[M,, (-a.,-av)] . (2.33)

£, BEEREM I ANY —ZAX7 MUVTRICE S ITERIND.

1 .
C(q)= d?x(h(x)h(0))e ™",
(a) (27[)2] (h(x)h(0)) (2.34)
W2, (hR X)X — X' ODBRIHEGFTHZ LD E, ROBFREANELNS.
A
h(q)h(=q)) = c(q).
(h(a)h(-a)) 2x7 (a) (2.35)

(2.35) & M, % (2.33) I AT 4T,

(272')2 ) A, 2(1—1/2) N
o uTjd qqch(q){E(a})q}
—|—Id2q q°cos¢C(q) El(__az)) (2.36)

Gx =qcosp, E=E(w)=E(qucosp) TH 5. BFEIZITvd EEEIIKGET 503, ZDHKLF
BTG TE DT LS.
Amontons-Coulomb DERIL Y, BEELEEuEZp = of /oy L TEFRT D &,

E(qvcosy)

1
:Ejdzqqzcos¢c(q)P(q)|m 1-)o, (2.37)
0
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ZT, 231 HTHH L EEEEMEROTIEP() 2 EA L. &I, BEZERICEN
TELAZ AR D O ARPERE~ DI W E 2 D L

{qx =qcos¢ {dqx = oS ¢dq — qsin gd g

-
—

d, =gsing - dg, =singdq +qcosgdg
{dqx} {cos¢ —qgsin ﬂ{dq}
S =l . :
da, sing qcos¢ || d¢

|J|=qcos’® p+qsin’ g =q.

FHAOITFIY a7 I,

Lo T,
d’q =do,dqg, = qdadé.

LMo T, RR3INFKDO LI ICEREND.

E(qvcos ¢)

a0 (2.38)

1 2T
u =§qu q3C(q)P(q)j0 d¢ cos ¢ Im
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2.3.3 HREXREAI/NT—IARYT ~L
232 HTHA L7 X 912, BED/NRNT—AT MLC(QIE, BEENCHESLTNWEZ L
Db, ZIT, C(QQPEXRNTHHX(2.34) % FHIET 5

C(a)=

1
(27)

[d*>x(n(x)h(0))e . (2.34)

=721, hIIEX = (o, NICBITHEmE T 77 AL THY, (- NET7 o TN EE %
T, I TEHEEOEFEZIE L TN D728, BEREH S /8T —A7 MUITK
X7 R qOREHE|q| = qDRKAET . Fio, EZFRE OGP ITEEMEITK D
RNERELTWDTZD, BE 77 7 A /UIEBWTh(Xe +X)h(Xg) = h(X)h(0)THDH Z &
WCEBRESNZW. 2F 0, BEREMHI AT =27 MUV, BREEOES T 7 74
NOBECHBEBEEOT oY TN E T — ) BB LT b O L ERIND. MEICIE,
FIMRMEL S NT — 27 FUE, KM OB HORIS ThH LRI TE 2.
Fio, 7Ty RERLKEO LS e ARERIN-REL, Z<OHEELTT 7 4
TIIENKREHTHHZ ENMOENTWE., BT T 7400777 Z)VEREIL, REOD
BIEGRE LT D, @S2 FmEEE TR RDIEERTERT DL, BEEEREL LT 501
DODRMEFLEH TR T 7 ANVBROENLEmDOZ & THDH. BRITIE, ROK D 7RA
T NVEMEERD.
x - {x,y > {y,z— {Hz (2.39)
ZDLE, REOMAIEENMERETRIE CEL L RWREN VT T T 4 7T 7 H
NEETHD. 2T, HIFN—ZXMEETHY, 777 ZVIRoDy L, D=3 —HDBR
Nhn., SBIZ, BVIT 740777 ¥)IVFKETIE
C(q)~q2H+D (2.40)
DBERAE Y 325, BRIZAER I NI — KB RETEIRICR B DT — A7 b L L
BOBRE Fig. 2-1 1R, 22T, BT T 7420777 2T, < q < qu DFLPHTH
bND. qIREE e —VF 7 THY, YV TT T 4 T T 7 N RO R IME A
R @qEmEE Ty FAT7THY, TOWRIEIDTAT—LThHS.
L7eoT, BENENVTT 740777 ZNMEEFFOERET D &,

g \~2(H+1)
c@) =k ()

0

LERTZENTED. (W) =hl?2LEHFTDHE, X341V,

(k = const.),
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h,2 o
% = 27Z.|.q0 dgqC(q)

-2(H+1)
= 2”LT dg gk (q&j

0

:zqoz(Hu)k(qo_zH _ql—ZH ),

H

ZIZT, qp<Kq LV,

hy? w

5 =ik
Lo T,

;10

2w \qy

L7 »o T,

H /hoy2 —2(H+1)

C(q) = —(—0) (i> (2.41)

21 \qo qo

H(2.41) 2R (238)ITRALT, g=ql{ZHNTCuza{TELEEERITKDO L HIZh 5.

a1/40 E(¢qov cos ¢)

=770 (2.42)

2T
d{(—ZH“P(()f d¢ cos ¢ Im
1 0
iz, RRBNIKDO LI ICEEHmZ HND.

1 2
= 5= ko) |

E(qo¢'vcos §)|” (2.43)

_ 1 2 ¢ ; 1—2H+1 ar
G(f)—ﬁ(%ho) HL d¢’¢ J;) dqb‘ (1 —=v?)a,

log C(q)
tEE=-2(H+1)

A\

0 QO qll

log g [1/m]

Fig. 2-7 The surface roughness power spectrum of a surface which is a self-affine fractal for

Go<q<ds-
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3.1 dLY VT ILDFEEEYE

AR DOEEARR CHWD T LY VOl ET — 4 % Table 3-1 IZ/”7. 72721, phr
I3 = A E & 100 (233 2 & FE R A A 0O HE 8 T d 5 [26).

Persson DOFRFHIZ & 2 BEEMREOFHFEIZIZ T AV U TV OERBEEENMLECTH L. £ 2
T, FLAV U T IVOEREMERE R X o TRz, FHINITEROEESRMSET T
FEh L, WLF B8 kv Bl f4s 7 b LCERADYE, EET =300 [K], &6
PA5.0 X 1071~1.25 x 10° [Hz] TOE R IR AR H L7z, Fig. 3-1 (X5.0x 1071~1.25
106 [Hz] CORMISZE FBEIER) 1281k Maxwell €7 V2 @A L CTRoNTE7 4 v T
4 7R S, WLF A W CTREZEIZ X 5 I3 A OREMEREDO (L EZ R L TV 5.
B EHtans & 1%, BIPEPERE (S oh 3 D HERHMERE OFIS, 72 btan§ =E"/E'Th
5. BRIEHED T 4 v T 4 2 7RIV T, 100.0 Hz AR O#PE THOIREIN A b 5.
ZORTEREOT —ZIIIR b DO TH Y, FRICEELRIILES. 2ok, F
filfl 2 3£12100.0 Hz AR COEFZ MR OIE 2 Maxwell 5 /0 & FBNCEARITEI L7z, LLE X
D& LN T-EHREEMERE Fig. 3-2 12T,

1~10° [Hz] D JEREAIR I, Bpsiess, MR e BITHNT 228, KV REWVWE
BT A L DOITEEMERIT—EIC 2, BERRMERIY—7 20X 2%, BAICELD Z
EMM—RIZEN BTV B [27].

LY T VHOMELS X O OMAIERORRML, KRR O I, EREEREO—
At Maxwell €7V ~D 7 4 w7 4V TIIEAESHET U F 2 o hic k> Tfrbin-.

Table 3-1 Test piece properties.

Diameter [mm] 40
SBR [phr] 100
Carbon black [phr] 70
Softener [phr] 40
Sulfur [phr] 15
Others Age inhibitor, Rubber accelerator, etc.
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— T =300 [K]
05 ' — T =350[K]
T = 400 [K]

1 o0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
log f [Hz]

Fig. 3-1 The change on the loss tangent of the rubber, depending on temperature.

E(w) [Pa]

1.0E4+09 0.8
4 0.7
1.0E4+08
1 0.6
1.0E4+07
4 0.5
1.0E+06 104 5
[«9)
4 0.3
1.0E4+05 F ¢ Measured Re E(w) [Pa]
—— Fitted Re E(w) [Pa]
¢ Measured Im E (w) [Pa] 1 0.2
| —— Fitted Im E( P;
1.0E+04 I\/;Zt:sur?d tao:l)c?[ o 4 01
Fitted tan§
1.0E4+03 0
-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8

log f [Hz]
Fig. 3-2 The complex modulus of elasticity.
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32 BEYVTILOREHEI/INT—IARY ML

321 BEY>TIL
ARFZE D EEEABR 1L, iV 7L & LT Fig. 3-3 1R d 3M #Efl4 =y (kr T — 7T+
—TF 4 - UFr—r (XATB) ] WA, DIk, BT TKE BT 5.

Fig. 3-3 Surface sample.
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322 KEmST—RAE

BEY > S VORBMS T =27 ML E/DSED, T, BEMMOEST—4 %
WETHMENSHDH. RIS TIE, Fig. 3-4 12" 3~v27 v Axa—7 (KEYENCE VR-3100)
BILOL——Wi#sE (KEYENCE VK-9500) % HVCHIEZFT->7-. Table 3-2 (2 & 51+
AT v/ nAa—FIBO T, WERHER 0 G CEE T, L— B s
WL, 10 f5 2 100 20 2 FEOxH L v R & FV, JIEREEE 200 f% & 2000 [ CHIE 21T -
2. AKWETIE, 3 MOME[BRICLD, 103 <q <107 [1/m]OREEEF (103 <1<
1077 [m] DR RHEFH) ORMEHLE ST — 2T F 2GS,

(a) (b)
Fig. 3-4 (a) Macroscope[28] (b) Laser microscope.
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Table 3-2 Conditions of the measurements.

. . Macroscope Laser microscope
Measuring machine
(KEYENCE VR-3100) (KEYENCE VK-9500)
2.849 x 2.849 [mm?] (x 200)
Observed area 15.161 X 15.161 [mm?] (x 40)
0.281 x 0.281 [mm?] (x 2000)
Points 2048 x 2048 2048 x 2048
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3.2.3 KA S /INT—RRY MLOFHE

~ /R Aa—TBIR—F—BMECHE L-RHmmE ST —F00, BREORAHS
R =27 MV EFE LT, KD /RT — A2 kL% Fig. 3-5 107~3. BElhiTig,
eI NNT =27 FAC(Q)THDH. T21EL, ~7n2a—7ollEICBWT, F—4%
AT & Ao T2 RIS EHE ST L T0.23%DEIA TRAE L2, KELAE2E S
h=0[um]|DR & LTEREZITo/e. o, EREOREM I NT =27 MUZIEL DX
WIFET D720, C(Q)%&RDDEE, WFHqlixt+ 5 BB AT 7=, S 6, FHER
FIZBWTHED ) A AOZENHTND EEZ LN D EREMOT—213 0 v F LT

Fig. 3-5 [OREND L 91T, KED/NT — 227 b JVEARIEEAN T DOAKEER S & i 2o
TOMRHR D ZENEIRIFEMRTHEONTEY, BEORmNSeLV I T 7400777 X)L
PEERTDHZ N0 5 (Fig.2-71 8. HoONTo/T—AXT ML XD, 4 BOBEERE
TR THEL D N—Z MNMEHH, 71y N4 T7HEG,, BIOEEOEREM ShgZ L FD X
INIRDD. RKOBINT/NT A —2—% Table 3-3 IZ~"7.

@) N—R MEHH

A DA 45 A log € (q) > 4.00 [m™ Y] DO FEL CEARILL L, T HHEaziG5.
N=AMEBHER WD Z L CHE ITa= 2H+ 1) TEINDT=D, H=—(a/2+ 1)LV
HBEHNR5.

G) Av b TE#q,

log C(q) < 3.55 [m Y| DFEIK TDC(q) DB % Kb, ARBEAM D AKFEEH Sy DS S & 5.
H7% 3R 2 BEOMERR 7 OU Pl SN TZ BB Ky om S & —HT 5 (R%ET5H) Azt
FL, ZOROWEHL g oD, 20L&, KEF OB INC(q) & LTERINS.

(ii1) BREIDFREHE S hy

holZ, (h%) =h2/2L EFESH, BEOERMH ST 5. ~N—Z MEMH, Mg, B
K OB ORMEH S hg DI AL DOBEREP NS D, Lo T, g = qolldB W Tholdlh

ToOXICEED.
21 5
hy = ﬁ% C(q0)

LLEED, RDIH, qoB LT C(qo) 0 DheNFHHRSND.
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log C{g) [m"]
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-16

-18
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3.5 4.0 45 5.0 5.5
log g [m™]

Fig. 3-5 The surface roughness power spectrum.

Table 3-3 Surface properties.

6.0

Road specimen

Safety-Walk type B
(Sumitomo 3M Limited)

H 0.63069
qo [1/m] 5070.0
ho [um] 88.8859
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3.3 EFRERABROBE

AREEEEGRERIZIE, Fig. 3-6 |Z~ 3 E B R EGREREE TL201Ts (RSt b Y =7 1 —F &)
WS, RBRgL, Eia=v , m—RFREra=v |k, BLXUParbtr—Ry 7
ZTHERR SN D, BHEl=v N TIE, A—LRLDEERC LY BT — 7 L % il AT
WCHTEOBHECHREISE S, v—FREla=y ML, v— b, FEEh, BIOE
B E S T A2 THRY, sERET L2 CREMEL AR IED. KA EE
TLHBRICIE, BEABET — 7 BICEEL, 459 7 E EmgEi IRt v—
ReELa=y MZXmTH37 20818 ETHRETY ~ I 2#HWTREE T LH 710
MEADLEZITY. HEz=y MNCBWTBEI T — 7L E2RE L-HE CBE S8, n—
RE/MZ XD AWEE ) 2500 L, TEE A MW E & AR O s b BEERE Z K
W5, KikRg O % Table 3-4 [Z7-7.

KREEERERIC K > TR b 2 BURIRY 2R BEAR A & 3~ 0l O BIfR A Fig. 3-7 12”77, B
OB & & HICBEBREIIAMICIH R L T\ &, H LA TRKEL RS, Dk,
WAL, BEREIILE LIfiE~T L9107, RBFETIE, +0I0LE Lkl
LIRRIC 3 W CEE R B O I 2 B U, BEEERER 1 2461 2 BEEREE & LTIV .

Fig. 3-6 Straight type friction tester.
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Table 3-4 Specification of the friction tester.

Measuring range (Friction force) ~9.8 N (1000 gf.)
Measuring normal load ~4.9N (500g)
Sensitivity of normal load ~05¢g
Measuring speed 0.1~100 mm/s
Measuring distance 1~100 mm
2.5
20 F
1.5
2
1.0 +
0.5
0 1 1 1
0 50.0 100.0 150.0 200.0
Time [s]

Fig. 3-7 A typical experimental result.
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3.4 BE—IGATIZHEITHEBEERHER

34.1 AHEBRME

K2.3TREND L 91T, Persson OFLGHICISNTEEBMRE U T AFREE G 0 | HAFE
P, TAYUTAOEBICEL RN E LTS, KREITIE, B EEmEE A, [
JETNT 72 % K9 Zp BB A O G o 28 IR UGB 2 i 2.

AR TR L7 3RO 2 A% 7V % Fig. 3-8 1ZR 7. 2 A% 7L dSHEI, Fig. 3-8
£ X 1Y20.0mm x 20.0mm X 4.0 mm (LLF, 2249270 A), 28.3 mm X 28.3 mm X 4.0 mm
(LI'F, 23271 B), BLU40.0mm x40.0mm x 4.0mm (ULF, =A% 27/ C)
Thsn. TEMMEL, ZILH, 100g, 2008, FBLV400gx AR L, AFREEIELIIE
0o = 2450 [Pa] T—E & L7z, £72, Fig. 3-9 ITHEIIKEIIC RT L D12, KT LTz BN
T, EAAETFO 1oy DESEZRIRY L, AT EITo7 (LR, OB

ZlET UM ERRT D).
FTRYEFEITBWT, v = 1.0 [mm/s] LA O CIRIREE LA & BEFEDO B A 52 17F[29],
RET VOB TIIRNWAT 4 v 7 A v TBRRERBNL LG b H L (kA S
). KoTC, ABFETIE, v=10[mm/s]LL FOTRYFEECTCEREI T2, 22T, W
7Y T A= RiZ0.0018 & s/ h &<, HERRE20.0 mm T3 72 7 — Z R
R,
RS % Table 3-5 (2”7
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Fig. 3-8 Square rubber samples.

| Sliding Direction

Rubber Sample

Fig. 3-9 A cross sectional view of edge-processed rubber sample.
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Table 3-5 Conditions of friction tests of rubber samples A, B, and C.

) Sliding velocity Measuring The number of
Rubber sample Weight [g] ) )
[mm/s] distance [mm] trials
A 100 0.1 20.0 3
A 100 0.2 20.0 3
A 100 0.3 20.0 3
A 100 0.4 20.0 3
A 100 0.5 20.0 3
A 100 1.0 20.0 3
B 200 0.1 20.0 3
B 200 0.2 20.0 3
B 200 0.3 20.0 3
B 200 0.4 20.0 3
B 200 0.5 20.0 3
B 200 1.0 20.0 3
C 400 0.1 20.0 3
C 400 0.2 20.0 3
C 400 0.3 20.0 3
C 400 0.4 20.0 3
C 400 0.5 20.0 3
C 400 1.0 20.0 3
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34.2 AHERIER

ILAYTIVA TAYUTVB, BLOE ATV CORBERE, £ Eh, Fig.
3-10, Fig.3-11, B L OFig. 3-12 IZ/R 7. (@ TRENDHHDOT T ——F, T HE(IZ
B 52RT28 L COEERESZET. —FH, O)TORINIKOTT —"—F, %3
D HEEZ 31T DK FAT O ERADME (FEERAVY) SERT. EERZER L O
RO TR B 2SIz,

TLY TNV AICBWNT, 0.083<S<0.1048k57000.053<85<0.083L 7272, TLY
YT BIZBWT, 0.070<S<0.1168 X 000.025 <5< 0.046L 72o7-. TAY T LC
IZBWT, 0.041<S5<0.0678X700.033<5<0.038L 72~z FTLH T ILBLOK
TR EEIZ BN TR AES I ER A S I b RE Lo TWD. Zhix, R
DEBIRE D ZZR N BROEER KR IN DO TH D (T8 B M) . FEHERZE )

’?3‘59?‘5 L, ALY U TABEB LT LAY T CICE W TR LS/ E L,
FRBRICB T D EBBEOEEN NS W ERYND. —J, TAV UL A TR, HERE
ﬁ%ﬂFi@Sﬁ:nA#/7ﬂ/ BLIAY TN C I ERELSRSTEY, FRBRICKIT 5
BRBOEINRRE N ENSNDE. TLH 7L AICBW TEEREEHSHRE L o
2DiE, £FT LY T NAORTROERBIN/NI WD, BERBRP O Y0 o8 L%
FRT VNS TRV EEZ LS.

WIZ, % T2V TNV OREBRE O A Fig. 3-13 (12779, =7 —/3—(%, Fig. 3-13 (a)
B W CIIERERZES %, Fig. 3-13 (h)ICB W CITEHERZE YIS E R T . —4.0 < logv <
—3.0 [m/s]DHEEXFNZBNT, KV 7 &b BEEREMDNHEFEML CRBY, 30 3#HE
DOEAINZLE S IRIZR S —H L TWD. Frlg, T4 7V A L TLF VBT, B
BAREE ZOBMROM ST NELL L TWD Z B3 nnnsd. —Ji, L7V C OEEER
Bix, STV ABLOT LAY T VB L E L T0.053~0.086 KX 2R fi A /R L7z, 2
LY T C EDEE LT $ 5728, Fig. 3-13 DL KX % Fig. 3-14 (2777, Fig. 3-14
DTTF—=N"—TA LY T C OEREDOHIAT L, FHERESZBOERTELTND.
Fig. 3-14 TR ENTWAH XL DT, v=1.0[mm/s|iZEiT 25 T LV T B DEREZRE,
ILY TNV ABIOIT LAY TV B OEEEHIE, TAF TV C O T ——DHIH
AMZHFEL TS, ZoRKE LTy VAR L A EEEEOBDNEZ LD N, £

DFEMIL 3.6 HiTELT 5.

B ALY TN OBEERE O R MRS X A2 Table3-6 ICE &9 5.
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1.8

1.2 ! ! ! !
-4.0 -3.8 -3.6 -3.4 -3.2 -3.0

log v [m/s]
(@)

1.8

1.7 -

16 -

13 -
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log v [m/s]

(b)

Fig. 3-10 Experimental results of rubber sample A.
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1.8
1.7 +
1.6 R T P Gy '.
..... PRTTELY
Rl I S S PAL
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P
1.4 -
13
1.2 | | I I
-4.0 -3.8 -3.6 -3.4 ) -
(@)
1.8
1.7 +
1.6 R '.
..... PSRN
. NPT @
............... e
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1.4 +
13 -
1.2 | | I I
40 38 36 34 . ”
(b)

Fig. 3-11 Experimental results of rubber sample B.
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1.8
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1.4

13
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log v [m/s]
(@)

1.8

1.7
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log v [m/s]
(b)

Fig. 3-12 Experimental results of rubber sample C.
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log v [m/s]
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Fig. 3-13 Experimental results of rubber samples A, B, and C.
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3 EEERER

1.7
1.65 i
1.6 T
e
3155
i~
{ s
15 o
[ . ----@--- Sample A, 100g
1.45 Sample B, 200g
"
Sample C, 400g
1.4
-4.0 -3.8 -3.6 3.4 3.2 -3.0
log v [m/s]

Fig. 3-14 An enlarged view of experimental results of rubber samples A, B, and C.

Table 3-6 Friction coefficient properties of rubber samples A, B, and C.

Maximum friction coefficient Increase of friction coefficient
Rubber sample A 1.57 0.130
Rubber sample B 1.58 0.151
Rubber sample C 1.64 0.132
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35 Ty NEBOREIZE D EEREIRAER

35.1 AHEBRME

3.4 HiDOEEHERCIX, HEARRISO 102y VIR LI L SV EEH L.
ARETIE, Ty VB EES RN AT EANWERBRAEITY, =y VILEEAE LY
AT D LTy VABHOA I X DR EE e 5.

Ty VIR A HE S 220 S LAY TV OSHERK, 200mm x 200 mm X 2.0 mm (LR, =
LY7o A), 2863mmx283mmx2.0mm (LT, 2 A7 B), BILOW
40.0mm X 40.0 mm x 2.0 mm (LAF, FTAH%2 70 C) ThY, mEAMME, TI0H
B, BEXOVMIEREHHX 34 LA TH L. =y VB EI LS T 5720, TLF T
A, TAFTUB, BLOILAY T CIXdmm DESEZH LI-OIZxL, S
VA, TAFCTAB, BLOIAY I A CIE2mm OESEATS. LaL, BEE0
BV L DB NEL, BETE5E L ((f8kC2IR). BB % Table 3-7 12”7
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Table 3-7 Conditions of friction tests of rubber samples A’, B’, and C’.

) Sliding velocity Measuring The number of
Rubber sample Weight [g] ) )
[mm/s] distance [mm] trials
A 100 0.1 20.0 6
A 100 0.2 20.0 6
A 100 0.3 20.0 6
A 100 0.4 20.0 6
A 100 0.5 20.0 6
A 100 1.0 20.0 6
B’ 200 0.1 20.0 6
B’ 200 0.2 20.0 6
B’ 200 0.3 20.0 6
B’ 200 0.4 20.0 6
B’ 200 0.5 20.0 6
B’ 200 1.0 20.0 6
C 400 0.1 20.0 6
C 400 0.2 20.0 6
C 400 0.3 20.0 6
C 400 0.4 20.0 6
C 400 0.5 20.0 6
C 400 1.0 20.0 6

2013 FRJEARZERRSL HE)

BEEEABRIC K D = 4 - BIHEIH O~ b F 27— LRI




55

3.5.2 HEREER

Ty VHVBRIED S T A Y T L ORERFE R O g & Fig. 3-15 12" L, T AP0
JEBELRB OB AERS L O EAMEE Table 3-8 1cF & 5. F72, EMEICKIT STy VA
DA< il %, Fig. 3-16, Fig. 3-17, 3 X VFig. 3-18 IZ/R . (@ TrRENB D=
TN IE TR BEICBT A EERZESE R L, O)TRENDIKOT T — /3 —TK T
DB 3T DR HER A TS B T

Ty VA O LR, ST TV ABLONT LAY TV B ORBRRERITIRL —
FLTWD. Lol, T3 70 COBBIREIE, T2 7L ABIOILT 7L
B’ & bbiE L C0.102~0.158/ NS fliz R L, = v VABEEOLA L B2 0, ffE 400g OR
Bl LA B 100g 36 & OVRFEE 2009 OB S L% Flal> T 5.

F7o, FAYUTILAIZBNT, 0110< S < 0.14435 X 100.067 < S < 0.079 L 72 > 7-.
T LY T BIZE VT, 0.080 < S < 0.0985 L780.049 <S5 <0.069L o7z, TLY
L CIZBWT, 0.063 <S5 <0.075857000.039 <5 <0.051&2o7. Ty VMEHFOY
G LRk, =y VRBEOSE, AL TV ANRT ATV BBIRNT AT C
X VR E ISP R EL 2o TEY, BEEEORBINKRE N B9 5.

Table 3-6 35 L U' Table 3-8 Z bl 9% &, XV WHEITKT 2 BEEARBOEMFEIX, =~
VOO L THEVEL L2V, B RELI LT L20EIT LT B DY
ATHY, TV B OEEZEEIE, 01<v<1.0[mm/sicBW\WTxTy VAE ST
TN TV BITHART0.054 FEERNL TW 5. A, BEEEREOMHMEIZS LT 5%
FEoWMchsH. ULy, =y PRBOFRICHND LT, FHI L 723 0 R bk
BT 2 T LY TN OBEBRBOBINEIIRS —&T5LE25.

Ty VHLEL O A B LD S BEEAR B O RKNBRIZEBWTIE, TV T AR LY
7V AT EER0.053~0.085 K& <, TAY T BRI LY TV BIZHER0.054~0.121K
L, FA I Ona LY T CIT~0.103~0.128/hE < 725 TV 4. ffE100gD
TAY T ABLOA 25 NIHE200gD T LY 7V BBLIOBIZEBNTE, =y
WERAH OGN T v VIERIEDA L0 BRSNS hoTo. —JF, farE400gD = A
P TN CBIOCIZEBNTIE, =y VA OEENRT v DOUBEIEOSA X0 BEERK
MREL Y, RADBEREPTFHEEL TV 5.
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Fig. 3-15 Experimental results of rubber samples A’, B’, and C’.
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Table 3-8 Friction coefficient properties of rubber samples A’, B, and C’.

Maximum friction coefficient

Increase of friction coefficient

Rubber sample A 1.65 0.153
Rubber sample B 1.69 0.204
Rubber sample C 1.53 0.148
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Fig. 3-16 Experimental results of rubber samples A and A’.
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Fig. 3-17 Experimental results of rubber samples B and B’.
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Fig. 3-18 Experimental results of rubber samples C and C°.
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3.6 BEREIVEERRBMTAICANSERIER

AREITIE, FEREROELRL L4 EOBEBRRE TNV 5 ERMEORELZTT .

7, 34HITIT o 2R —Ii /1 FIZE 1T 2 BRI IS\ T, fif # 100g & fif B 200g (45
WU R B < —F LT\ 5 —7, fif 8 4009 D FEHEAREH M r B 1009 35 K OV 8 200g
DEEREE ERAERES. ZOFRKNELTEZLNDDON, Ty VIHIZ X 2 EH)
ERE DWW T 5. EREPED T IV, BB T L8 TV AR S D ARIEEIS S oyl
RELZ2450Pak V b mL< A, 2LV U7 EEL Ty VORI LY 1371%0.5mm
N EALOmmIEEEL o T2, 22T, FAaY T A, TAY T B, BLW
SR TN C DTy PIBIC K D IERO ARG & Z N E 0, o5, 3L UVacdT
e, 10N mmiEL o A, o4 = 2450 x 20/19.5 ~ 2512.82 Pa, op = 2450 X
28.3/27.8 ~ 2539,74 Pa, X Woc = 2450 x 40/39.5 ~ 2481.01Pat 72 %. F£7=, 1 W
1.0mm#%& < 22 > =B &, 0, =2450%20/19 ~ 2578.95Pa, o = 2450 x 28.3/27.3 ~
2539.74 Pa, B L Woc = 2450 x 40/39 = 2512.82Pat 72 5. LLED X 51T, EROAHE
EUSTRE LTIV E<RoT0NDH EEZXbIND. — KB T L DORTEEREIT
JEFIDE 2 D LD 2 L3S T 5 [30][31]. Ltﬂof,E%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#
R EWHFE 1009 35 L OVMAFEE 200g 23R B 400g (2xF L C/NS WEEBRE A R LTIz B2 6
5. UL, HEmEOZIZT Tidied, T 7 E K& OB BT 558
EISADIESSENELTNDHZEBEZLND. LEER-T, TAP T C BT LY
VTN ABLORI LY T BITK L TRERBEBEE AR LIZOIE, =y VARIZED
FEEEOKBES N THD EEZ D0, MOBERNLEZ LRHMNHD.

IHIT, 352 HIZRINTWD KL HIZ, =y VIEOA A < BEERBRIZHB VT,
WTHORMEIZB DTS TR B O D BEERHOBEMEIIRLS &KL, ffE
100g & 200g CIEEEMAHEBAARS B < —E L7272, & 400g O A EEELRER D K/ NEFR A 1
fixL72. MA T, 348 &LI1ZE7RY, 3.5 G TIIWE 4009 O FEELREH A E 100g 3 X UMar
H 2009 DEEARHA THl> Tnd.

Z DX DI E 400g DA B FER DA A LTEFRRIE, EREOMELH L EEZ 2 b
%. fafH 400g DEBREIT- TWAHES, T4 LKA EET 2 &, EE 7R & 1XmE DI
%, BElo=y hr—FKera=y FEDMENTNDL ZENRbHoT. ik
EEREE BB I W CHRBN S A AN E L 13T TH LN D, HESH TRV
BN AET TS Z EE/RLTWD. fWfHE 400g TiX Z OSE S D) DFEEZ T,
N E AR > - ATREMES B % . ffE 100g & 2009 ICBWTHEMO INFAEL TWDE EEZ
BAILDA, BRI NS oo L Bbind . #E 4009 (281 D BEELR S O R % 5
9~ 2ici, EBREEZm ESE, f7HE 3009 7¢ E B DM EICH YT 5 T L9 7 L EH
WIIBFEBREZAT O LENRH 5.

2013 4 AR EEBIEEERERIC L D 2 A - REM O~ /LT R 7 — LRk



62

FROBLRIRT L 91T, A 4009 12331 2 aREBRAS FE S 5 72 2 BEREGERBR AR 1T X ARl
MLETHY, BERETIICHNWLIOIZEY ThD L5270, Lo T, AT
KR ORE A /x4 1009 3 KUY 200g D FEBRAE R OFEAR 21T 5 .

fif# 100g LN 2009 ([ZBWT, v VEMEET 5 Z LIC X0 BEEREOK TR X
MTER, THUTE AW T 2=y DS O EMER S NIz TIERW N EHE
2D, Lo T, EAT Y AR AEEET 5 Persson DT /WD < BEERHT N,
Ty VHSCBIT =X X —a AR B SNy VRO T LAY T A BLOE
LY TN BIZESSOPEY THD. T, LAV UTNVAFTIT LAY T VB L0 FEYE
RATEISHKREL, BEBREOEINRKE W L3005 (342 HEMR). LBloT,
EER TINCIZ L VERE LM RERT I LAY 7L B OERMEZ V5.

LLEX Y, Persson DET /WAZE S HUEFE AT O B, = VALER % i L 7- 1w 8 2009 |2
BFDL (T T LB D) EREEZHWDLZ L E LT

2013 FFFE AR S0 IEEVREBEEGRABRIC K D = 4 - iR O~ L F R o — VRl



4 BEERECTHI

63

D
“§|.
g

BT A

£

2013 R AR S EEVRBE BRI L 2 T 4 - R O~ VT A — LRl



64

4 BEERECTHI

41 Hhy bATEE g OFEEIZED  EIRZREHFT A

4.1.1 HESH
ARKETHNWD 2 B TEH LBERBuOHERXEZLTICE LD 5.
_ 1 2 9/40 —2H+1 am E({qov cos )

u= E(Qoho) Hfl dg ¢—2H+ P(Z)J; d¢ COS¢Im(1——1/2)00 (4.1)

ZIC, EEEMBEOESP(OITROXTEEINDS.
PQ) = (1 + [G(O1/2)° (42)

_ 1 2 ¢ / 71—2H+1 am E(qo¢'vcos¢) 2 4

6©) = 1g7 okt [ a1 [Tap |KOELEDN g

Persson OEEEEHERIZIHWVTIEL, 7 2O )FHE Y DN OV TOBLENRE
LTHEY, By MA7HEq OBEGRIIREENR R I TRV, £ 2T, KRB CIIE
BB X o TIIE U 72 BE R S ey 9 DI L Ty ZIRET 5. Persson DETI/VIZE
WT, Iy b7 RGO L L TOREEFEUIHEFEN TH DD T, eyl LT
GI—EICEED. £, AFFEEOT N0 EEFERIZIBN T v M4 7 g, 1T —E T
b5 LT 5. AHZETIE, EEEOIRE R E AT 570012, RIERHIZE
WCTENTH DT Yy = 1.0 x 107 [mm/s|IC 31T 5 BEEIR M peyp & IV C, 3K
G OB ZHEIToT-. FHHESME Table 4-1 12777, q1(= {maxGo) Pt HIZIZ — 031k
RV, BHET A2 Y X A% Fig. 4-1 1277,
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Table 4-1 Calculation conditions.

Surface data

g [1/m] 5070.0
ho [wm] 88.8859
H 0.63069

Rubber data

Viscoelastic property
E(w) [Pa]

if w<2mx102

n
Re E(w) = z E;
i=0
0.15
X 106.634

ImE(w) = (%)

if w>2mx102

Eo + Z{(l/Ei) + (1/iwn,)}
i=1

Poisson’s ratio v

0.49

Normal stress o, [Pa]

2450

Sliding speed range [m/s]

1.0 x 107%~1.0x 1073
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[ SEBRIT LY PR R ey, DR E D

v

e HEv = 0.1 [mm/s]
T et 2 AR e

v

{max FAEREIH D T PR gy & EBRC g & B

v

Clow T Chigh
(mid‘_%

(low(_ (mid

v

N

FEBAR B % BH

a2 BN EE T D BRI RS 2 G B

v

T

Chigh < Smid

/I\Y ES

Fig. 4-1 The calculation algorithm of the {max.
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4.1.2 EER

71y M AT R EIEq = 1.52516 x 107 [1/m] & 7272, Fbit-q & AW CEHE Lizpu-v
TR E Fig. 4-2 17T, P OEBITFHRER, SRITERERZRL, EEERIC
DT — N [ TEHER S 2 R T

Bt I HEITo72v = 1.0 X 107* [m/s]| O BEELREUE, EBE & FHREN —H L T
W5, oL, v>1.0Xx107* [m/s]O#ERIZHB VT, FHEM/BRITERME L D KX
WEERE AR Lz, B1Z20E, v=1.0x% 1073 [m/s] CTiZ, ;@%‘ﬁfﬁ IXFLT0226 1F XK
T IREER AR LT,

-4.0 3.8 3.6 3.4 3.2 3.0
log v [m/s]
Fig. 4-2 p-v curves comparing the calculation with the experiment for rubber sample B.
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42 #7€y b EZBRE LE-EZEZRETA

421 TEEH

A, =y VA O I LY 70 B OEBREIZE LT, Persson DE T /VIZEIT D
EXAT VAR ALELWE UTEEBRETHZ1To7-. 352 HTWmLTWa Koz, fif
2009 IZB W Ty VIR Z 4 Z L2 LD, JX0 s OB LE D BEER kBN
D O PICEBEBRARIIERER TR T Lz, =y PAEicky, 2497V B Tlk=
v VE DEBNMEEM IS NI EBEZ LN, BRIy VOFBEE T LN TEE
LIXE AW, Thbh, ERObE AT Y A R IIHI/hENnWEEZBND. OF D,
ERDOE AT Y v A1 AN X 5 BB E R s 1T, FEBRIZ K0 KD & 172 BRI R B e 1 &
T P logtset & TN H DIZFHE LY (Unys = Hexp — Hoftset) & HERFD. Lo T, AHIT
BRI IS T 24 7' v N EBE L BEERR T AT . BERMICIE, v=10Xx
107* [m/s]ICHB VT, fexp & Hosrer =0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 THHE L, FHME A
Heale = Hexp — Hoffset £ 78D £ DN v bAT7WHq Z3HHT 5. £ LT, Gbitlcg ik
DWTHLEE COBEBMRER A FHET 5. FHHEEMEL, Aifio Table 4-1 LRETHD. A
7ty NEBELEGGOFET VAU X L% Fig. 4-3 12737
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SERIC S 0 BEBRR By PR E 5

A7y ]\Hoffset%égﬁ

v

o v = 0.1 [mm/s]
_{ﬁmﬁé@%%ﬁ%@

Cmad PRI TR gy & EFRGy g o ESE

\y Clow < Cmid

+ (s
- flow > chlgh

v

B R Bt %

N

{mid

Chigh < Smid

Healc >
(.uexp —Ho ffset)

Hcalc
Hexp — Hoffset

-1 <107

NO

Fig. 4-3 The calculation algorithm of the {max for the change on preet.
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4.2.2 EER

A 7% > Mugsrser & B U TZ BRI Tl & Fig. 4-4 (R T, X OFRTFHERSSE, &
MUITFEBRERZ R L, ERERICHT 227 — "~ JEER A RS ERT. 78
N OERICK PO AR R o> Tn D, ek, FHEBREOMKREEGIZT 520, ER
T NI BB R B ey, 2 DA Ty FEELGINWT T By FLTWD. £, &7
Ty Pstset /SR T DEE ST v b A TR I B L OIS T 2 EA (= 2n/9) %
Fig. 4-5 (7”7,

Fig. 45 2R L D12, 7Y Mgt @ KE LT D122 w = 1.0 X 107* [m/s] Tit
BINDH Y AT HEBG T LT D (ERAITHEINML TOD). pogrser S £ 0 g1 73
WA+ 5H5ZLT,1.0x107* < v <1.0x 1073 [m/s|ICB T 530 3 E DI LE - BE
AR DHEIN R T o rser DI RITHEVME T LTS (Fig. 4-4 Z) . posrser < 0.612F1F 5
FHETIE, v>1.0x107* [m/s]OEE CHAEENFERME A LR>Tnb. —7,
offset > 0.61231F DEMETIE, v > 1.0 x 107* [m/s] D I TRIEE A EBRE %2 FHl
STW5. FFIT, Uosrset = 0.6FTUTICINT, A CRIFE & EBRENRE L —E L
TS, T2RPD, Uogser = 0.600 & X RER(E poy, DIEINFIT, E ATV AR RAITLD
PEBAR R s DHIMR L B < —H LTV D,

----@-- Exp. (Offset 0.0
Exp. (Offset 0.2

)
)
Offset 0.4)
)
)

Exp. (
i ----@-- Exp. (Offset 0.6
19 | @« Exp. (Offset 0.8
< ---@--- Exp. (Offset 1.0)
1.0 Calc. (Offset 0.0)
0.8 Calc. (Offset 0.2)
Calc. (Offset 0.4)
0.6 Calc. (Offset 0.6)
0.4 Calc. (Offset 0.8)
Calc. (Offset 1.0)
0.2 1 1 1 1
-4.0 -3.8 -3.6 3.4 -3.2 -3.0

. log v [m/s]
Fig. 4-4 p-v curves comparing the calculation with the experiment for rubber sample B based

on the change on Poffeet.
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Fig. 4-5 Cut off wavenumber g; and wavelength A; depending on possset.
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43 7ty FORES XV ZENIZE D ERZRHTA

43.1 TEEH
AIEICRB T, 7%y M & lggreer = 0.6 & T 5 2 & T, T EHEOHINLE O SEERAE
Hexp DML R B ATV o A1 AN K D BEER R s\l £ 0 AEE b D 2 L VR E .
Lo T, RETIEER B ey, & 5T 5 £V IEMER fogrser & FHHT 5. BARIITER RS &,
v =1.0%10"* [mm/s|IZ BV CE AR B pcare & exp E D —ET DL DITH > M AT HE
GBI, FARRICY = 2.0 x 107* [mm/sIZF VN Tpicare & exp £ —ET 2 X 91
Uostset & 7T 5. v =2.0X 107* [mm/s|OHE 21T HRBRAE R 2 AW =0k, &)
ﬁi&ff‘é@ v =1.0x107* [mm/s]|DRIZILE EHOEEN/ NS NWEEZLNDTZDT
CRPRSME, 411TED Table4-1 ERIERTHD. T72, B K Puogrser & KD DB
—/\{ﬂgﬂqw‘_ FOEET LT Y X L% Fig. 4-6 |7 T
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FEBRIT LY B ey, DK E D

V

F7ky l\#offsetﬁﬁ%E@TBE#low& J:BE,Llhigh BRRIE

YES

\V How < Hmid

Mow T Hnigh
2

V

Hmid <

NO

Hhigh < Hmid

HEEvy = 0.1 [mm/s]
XY D PR o

WV

Coma FAEREIA D TR g & EFRGy g 5 ESE

7\77—>{

W (low < zmid

Clow T Chigh
fnﬁd‘_%

\V

BRI 10 2R

N

Chigh < Smid

Healc
> (.uexp_ﬂmid)

<max < (mid

V

HEEv = 0.2 [mm/s]
G R K e

o]

\

FEBEAR B e % 25

Healc
> (.uexp_ﬂmid)

Hoffset < Hmid

V

o frset 5 5 Oy 2 FENT I © D REBEEHCA 7HE

\

T

\. J

Fig. 4-6 The calculation algorithm of the {max and pofreet-
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4.3.2 HEER

Fig. 4-6 DFFHE 7L TV XA TRDTZA T ¥ v MMilosrser = 0.610E 720, ST DT » b
7 Wi kkitq, = 4.24508 x 10° [1/m] & 72~ 7=, BHbNi-q 2 AW TEE Li-u-v TR %
Fig. 4-7 12”7, P OEBRITFHERBER, SRIIERERZRL, ERERICHT T
— N IR RE S AR T, b, HEMSRE OWBRERFITT D0, ERTH
ONTEERE O A7y FE2ELGINT TRy FLTWS.

BB ZHETOTVDHD, v=1.0x10"*[m/s]HB L Vv = 2.0 x 107* [m/s] TDFt
FEIZERME & 4R —H L TWD. LiL, K0 RKEWVEEEHEE CHFHHEME & R E
BL—FHLTWDZERDND. £oT, toftser = 061012 &> T L 0 IEHEIC EBR I ey @
HMREZFAMT A Z ENTE, EROE AT U 28 AOFHMEIZ LY TSN =D TR
WINEFEZD.

1.2

0.6 1 1 1 1

-4.0 3.8 3.6 3.4 3.2 3.0
log v [m/s]
Fig. 4-7 u-v curves comparing the calculation with the experiment for rubber sample B based

on calculated pogtset aNd Cmax-
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44 ER

AREERBR T I LAY 7V ECERENE U0, ETERICOWVWTERT S, Hifl
THAZE 91, LB T B OFEBRMEICK LA 7T Y Pogrees 20.610TH- 2, §30
HEv = 1.0 X 107* [mm/s|IZ 3 THEBRIE pexp & 7T F e & 3 — BT 2L DI H >
h AT Wdhg, A Frg, = 424508 % 106 [1/m] (T 7b b, WA =2n/q, =
1.48011 [um]) % 157-. Lorenz D IIBIE SN2 /N OBEFER DR E I N bg, =5X
10° [1/m] (A; = 1.28938 [um]) & L CHEV[29], KWL TEOINT= N v M4 7 I T BEES -
BEREBRICB W CTHY A — X — 52 LTV HEEXD.

E72, UotsetdS R OGUTIED < peate & Hexpld, TV HEDOHIMNTAE 5 HMEN R —
L. ZRICEY, Fot 27U 20 ZAOFEITESWEEE 2 LA, LIKET
X, T Dpgsrset COWNTELET 5.

Poftset = 0.610 & 72 2 B[R & LT, qo < q < qu USOPEFEIKICI T 5 =R L F—n 20
EZoND. RS, 78y Muggsed T 0 3 ﬁkgﬁ‘*ﬂif%é ELTWAHl, I
R 2 DDOERNZHOWTT R B & DOBRURIZ OV TR S,

vV TT T 4T T ZAMERTREERI, Fig. 4-8 [IZXIRED £ HIC 3 DD
PG PT D ENTE D, I74bb, q <q<quD~7 a7tk fERD, ¢go<qg<q®
HRREAESE (FEIEC D), B L Vg < q X 7 mZefdlk (FEE D) THDH. I T, qlia sy
IV A KNS FNT DWEL, qolIm — VA 7, ql3h > P A 7B THS.
BNIZBIT 20X —r AL, ZHvE TR L T&E 72 Persson DEEEET ML HE AT
U T AR ADTARILF—IT 72 5 7e\. Lo C, fEIk |38 KO 23 tofreec (SR S U5
TNZENOMFEIZBIT D=L F—1 ROV THNEICFLR T 5.

log C(g) [m*]

q1 490 log g [1l/m] 91

Fig. 4-8 The surface roughness power spectrum for qp<q.
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G) fEE (g, <q<qp)

TR TAELTWDL EZEXLNHOE, HVEZ LEETH D, BT 2 2 miloERmIC
BV DFE LD, 2 mEICHEE ORL - DMFET D &, ML WNEREIZ ZILNEVIA
ATEIRBEL 72 %, ZOMRKET 2 W Z T XOE D &V E OZEEE DK DS MO 241 D
92 L10725[32] ZANMEVEZ LEETHS. D LEEIE, UTFD2o50%E
RIZEIbIHTons EEZHND.

121%, BEEREDO~ 7 w 2%k (W) 12X 288 THH[33]. K, ABFZETH
W OREMMIZ LD T LDBEESDTFEIZOWTHRERIEMITNITONATWND
[34][35]. & DHEBRERIEMATIC L D &, Fm M X2 1 A o B PRV R R A &
LI~13DOERTHMSE D, £, AR THEH LT T A2y, L0 R
LW CTITbN - BEGBR b S STV 5 [24]. Z OMETIk, BEEEO TR0 HE
WCRET DIRFEITRRD Do 7e. LB XY, =7 a Mo BEELREIC T 5 % 513,
TR HEEIEKS RN DTIIRW N EEZBRD.

H9100F, Ty UVHSICEAIVEZLTHS. 35HITHRRIZLIHIZ, =y VLD
AIAZ L0 50 R OB LE S BRI O M ERITE D & I BRI 2l g ©
BKFL7e., =2y V0B EHL TS, =y VHaOREZERICERTELLITEAT, %
T DTy VD Dlorset \ XS ND B Z BND. Thbb, =y VIO RKIZL -
TREDEISDH L LTH, =y UHON TR0 3HEIKAF LAWY 2 UL i
S5 ArREME T A,

LN T, BTz 2 DOBARIZE - T, w7 v 27— )L THEET HERE N, T
RO BRI LRWIR Y R - LB A RIS E- L 525, 2008, fEIK 1 IZBIT D tofrset
Thb.

Gi) $BE I (g, < q)

T I THELTCWDEEZLNDDIE, TLLKEEDESEE CTHD. BifE, I/n
IREEEII S TOEEICE D D EB X BN TEV[36], A7 — /IR THEE) Lk
EINFIREOBRLNH D Z & NS TV 5[37].

Friz, 4 - BEMOBBIZEBW TEEDRNEBEIZRDERAIAO A — /1T
1<0.1 [um] TH H[7]. BEAEFEBICIBNTUE, o FEORE NI TNV HE L & HITHEKRL,
ST OREBEIT TRV BEE L L HICHDT 5720, TR0 HEEICH ULRKEEZFFOEE X
BILTWA[2]. 2F 0, EEFBEEITT R0 EHEICHEVERT 2 E ST,
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% ZC, Persson OEEELEG S, A= 0.1 [um] & 72 HFF = 20000F TO =2 A - B HI[HE
DEEREMEAFERP(() %01 < v < 1.0 [mm/s]| O TR L7, 5H5E 5T Table 4-1 &
FEECdh 5. FHERMRA Fig. 49 17T, TRVBERICR2LEG2MH LTS, BRI
72 Fig. 4-9 (D)2 T Xk 912, TROBFEDOHIMFLNP(QOBN/NEL o TWD. g,
¢ = 2000013 Clidv = 0.1 [mm/s|iIZHB 1T HP(O)IE, v = 1.0 [mm/s]DHAITEE 1.45 (552
FEREL o TS, Ko, BEFEEIT, BEMmEEICHATL201E, X0 EENK
L BRDITONEDTHEEZEZLND.

0
— (0.1 mm/s
-1.0
— (0.2 mm/s
20 | 0.3 mm/s
— (0.4 mm/s
8.0
> = (.5 mm/s
E?l.o | 1.0 mm/s
5.0 \
6.0
_7-0 1 1 1
0 5000.0 10000.0 15000.0 20000.0
<
(@)
-5.2
53
54
N
S
A 55 |
Qo
o
5.6
—(.1 mm/s =—=0.2 mm/s
57 0.3 mm/s =—=0.4mm/s
(0.5 mm/s = 1.0 mm/s
58 1 1 1 1
15000.0 16000.0 17000.0 18000.0 19000.0 20000.0

(b)

Fig. 4-9 The calculation of the fraction of real contact area.
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LoL, A% - MO~ 7 0 REEBEO X r— L L3 A — W iI~1077 b D A 7 —
IVENFIELTED, 1=0.1[um]iL Persson O3 q LD /NSWRT—LTHbHTI=, hE
HOEBITIER TSN E STV B[19][38].

L7eo T, i 2T D pofrsed (X T D EREEEE O & 513, T X0 HENHMNT 5
WPV LG 208, ZORBIIEHE TELIEE/NENEEZEZ LN,

PULEXY, uogserldqr < q < qoDIEEXEIRIC BT 2400 i = LBERIC K VRS D &5
Zbih.
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5 fliwm & Atk ORRE

5.1 #5i&

ARFFETIE, EENVHEEEGRBRICFED & Persson DR TSNS T4 - KMo e
AT YA A&l L. fama LR ISRT.
FERRVERRBR O B A — ik k. Maxwell EF /L CTHIELL, =AY 7L ORGP ERE 215
7-.
iy OREMNYO &S T — 2 2 EL, BERmH S ANY — AT ML EE
B, Bz,
[F]— i 7] Iz 31t 2 BB L OV » LRI Z L5 < BRI & M L, W 100g
LM 200g IZBW TR —8 LRBREE R A 572, —7F, fard 400g (2317 2 BEES R
O ITEERIC L H5FMASLETH L Z & am L.
FEREOBmEB LT 2PMEOSMG 2 L, /b TR0 #EIZIB W T v M7 g,
EWETHIET, 78y Mosser & 5 8 U T- BEELREC T 24T - 7.
Uoffset = 0.610& T 5 Z L2 XV q = 4.24508 x 10° [1/m] & 45 C, FHERER & EHRER
2B DT R0 EE DA E ) BB OBEMERN R —H L, KV EMRERT
U2 ZADHiie 725 Z L &R LTz
Poftset [T EITHRE D L 2 LD BELZIT TNDHEBEILNDZ L ERLT
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5 i & 4k O RRE

52 SROAE

AW BNTIE, BARsElzAT5 3 MEO I L 7 & AT BRI 21T -
oo B —HLEREREBONERBRDSH -7 —FH T, MEEZKE S LB THEnY
B AMAEL D = LAVHIB L, EBROREZ M ESEANEENGH L = & NS hote. £
2, Jh - EEROEER S Z L0 SECRHi T 5 720101, B D MEIEREZ A 5
LY TAOMM, B DHERERS T — A M EATHREOE, BIO
RIp BIE - SN T CORROFENE T RETHS,

E72, Persson OB TIE, & v b 7 EMOYES MY T LEER L O
FEHS L DRSO I STV, LIets» T, AIRERIEMRT 2 & % ARt
B, Wy MATES, YR LR L 2 ERAICIHE L, YRR RERST R TE
5 EBHIESNG.
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A AT 4 v 7 AV v THG

FHRART v IRy THR

BRDH EE—EOHETT o TS L&, TRV TEENNETTLHZ L
Nbn., ZOBREAT v 7 A v 7 BIG L MES[39]. BIEEMREDN G IEBEEGAE L D /N
SNZEN, AT 4 v 7 A v TBG ARG SR ITIRAE S TWDH40]. = L8ECIEIZ
EANEDBEETRDIZBWTAT 4 v 7 A v TBRNEEL TR 4], BFEDORT7r—
IZBWT, IRET 2RO BB/ NE < 78D Z L BERMITH B IL TV 5 [41].

ARAFFETIT o T BEEGRBRIZ B W T H AT ¢ v 7 AU v TBIRMEIER I/, Table 3-7 12
RTEIE, Ty VU EESRNWT LAY TN, T TR, BAOEAY T
JL C T 6 FIOBEERERZ1T - 7278, ZOW 3 [A131.0 < v < 10.0 [mm/s]OFEEK T 65k
Bz Kl L=, 5370 BOv = 0.1 [mm/s]3 LU = 10.0 [mm/s|iZ35 1) 5 EEEER
DFEFRO—F %, FHFH Fig. A-1 B X O Fig. A-2 (1277, WRICBWT, RERBAEE T4
PRI 2N U C O BB R OIEEINRE L TRV AT 4 v 7 2 v THREBETH 2
EMTES. L2L, v=01[mm/s]TiLd 25— EDEELREHI% CTELH) L TBY L
ELTWDHDIZX L, v=10.0[mm/s] TIXRENKE S, ZE LEEEEHREZRLTND
EIXE A, 22T, AAFETIH01 < v < 10.0 [mm/s]|OE L TORAT 4 v 7 AY v
I LD BBIES 27T 5. 1.0 <v < 10.0 [mm/s|iZF 1 5 BEERER O R B %
Table A-1 127~ 7. 7288, LATFIZRT0.1 < v < 1.0 [mm/s[IZH 1T HRAE 5L, 3.5.2 IR
36 A4y DEEEGRBRKE R Tld /e <, Table A-11T-d BEEGRER 2 320 L 7= S 7z 3 [H]
S ORFAER LV HZICHEHLE LB THL Z EICHE I,

ALY TN, AT UTAB, BLOIT LAY TV CORBRERE, £ EN Fig.
A-3, Fig. A-4, BLOFig. A5 IZ7RT. @QTRENDKDT T — _—TK T Y HEE 21T
DAFHERZES R L, (D) TRINDKDOET —/N\— 35T XY HE|ZI 1T DAEUER =S
BRI Fio, BMEICBT 5T 0 Wy & ARSI L OWEHER 22 XS OBIfR % Fig.
A-6 1 L UVFig. A-7 (2”7,

I EE 1009 D = LY TV NITEWT, 0.1 < v < 0.4 [mm/s|IZ3 1T 5 EEELRE D EFEAu
1ZAu = 0144 TH > =Dk L, 0.4 <v <5.0 [ mm/siCBWTIEAu = 0.065& 7272, 3
RO FEENKE L RDITEVEEREO FHOREME T LTS, £/, v=>5.0[mm/s]
L v =10.0 [mm/s] & O TEEELRENT 0.037 b LTV 5.

i 200g O AP T BIZBWT, 0.1 <v < 1.0 [mm/s/iZBVTAu =0.219TH -
7=DIZHR L, 1.0 <v <50 [mm/s|iIZBWTiHAL =0.069L 72 o7-. T ROBEENKE AR
DIV S O EROBRENME T LTWD. 72, v=>5.0[mm/s] v =10.0 [mm/s] &
O R CEEERELIT 0.069 B LTS
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i 400g DT LY T CIZEWT, 0.1 <v < 1.0 [ mm/s[iZBWTAw = 0.145TH -
72DIZHR L, 1.0 <v < 5.0 [mm/s[iZBWTITAL =0.078L e o7, TRV BENKE L 7
DITHEVEERRHO EFOREMETFL TS, LavL., 24370 ABLOT LY
VB LR, 5.0 < v <10.0 [mm/s[IZEWV T HEEREIT 0.012 R L TRV, &%
JEIE T 28 L T BRBR L DHINE A TR L TV D 2 0D,

WIZ, BMEICET DT R0 I D IERERES I L OUEHEREFRSOBRICIER
T 5. Fig. A6 BLUFig. A-TIZTREND L DIZ, SESORE NI LY T VA, T LAY
TNB, BIOALY TN COIETEEE T/HNEL RoTNDS. TLY T C T,
BEERH ORI ORE A2 L RET H81E, TRV EERRE LS RDHITHEVEEL TV D.
ALY TNABIOELY TV B BEKIC, 0.1 <v<3.0 [mm/sZBWT, SIX#EE
THEEMRALND. LML, v=3.0[mm/s|iZBWT, SITAMARBMCEEL WD 2k
WD, Thbb, 2T 4 v 7 20 v FHENI VHEFEICEA TN,

ZOXHIZ, BRMEIZBNTTROEEOHNII ENAT ¢ 7 2V v TEGIZ LD
BRI LR L TWA. Bk L7zv = 0.4 [mm/s]<°v = 1.0 [mm/s]/fHiE 28R L LCER L
TeBRIZ R0 G DB AfE 5 BRI D EFEN 7 2 R80T, Z OFEBIREN —K &
o TWBHEEZBND. KIS, ST TV ABLOIT LY 7L B Ov = 3.0 [mm/s]PL
FOEES CIIBEBIRE N RFICRE LS 2o TEBY, AT 4 v 7 A v 7B K 5 EER
BA~OEBIIHATE 20,
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Fig. A-1 An experimental result of rubber sample B’ at a speed of 0.1 mm/s.
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Fig. A-2 An experimental result of rubber sample B’ at a speed of 10.0 mm/s.
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Table A-1 Conditions of friction tests of rubber samples A’, B’, and C’ (1.0 < v £10.0 mm/s).

) Sliding velocity Measuring The number of
Rubber sample Weight [g] ) )
[mm/s] distance [mm] trials
A 100 2.0 20.0 3
A 100 3.0 20.0 3
A 100 4.0 20.0 3
A 100 5.0 20.0 3
A 100 10.0 20.0 3
B’ 200 2.0 20.0 3
B’ 200 3.0 20.0 3
B’ 200 4.0 20.0 3
B’ 200 5.0 20.0 3
B’ 200 10.0 20.0 3
C 400 2.0 20.0 3
C 400 3.0 20.0 3
C 400 4.0 20.0 3
C 400 5.0 20.0 3
C 400 10.0 20.0 3
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Fig. A-3 Experimental results of rubber sample A’ (0.1 <v <10.0 mm/s).
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Fig. A-4 Experimental results of rubber sample B’ (0.1 < v <10.0 mm/s).
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Fig. A-5 Experimental results of rubber sample C’ (0.1 <v £ 10.0 mm/s).
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Fig. A-6 Standard deviation of rubber samples A’, B’, and C’.
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Fig. A-7 Standard deviation average of rubber samples A’, B’, and C’.

2013 AEFE A 3Een C EEVR BRI X D 2 - R O~ L F A — LR



90

i B FEHER AR L OMRERAED Y

18B BRERES L VREREDFEHE

BHISN-81E, ZhAKEREICES E52% 2L, TOELx 2|50
IR AES N BEASND[42]. T70bb, AZEICEIT 5 1 B0 EERER O ERASIX
BEBEEEOIE L& (FEORE) 22T b0 Ths. —iki, MEEOEEn, #HEH
x;, BXOZTOFEHRZL Y, EHERAESO 2ETHIOWMIIKRDO L IITERSND.

1 1<
= QD =) - G
i=1

i=1
Tbb,
s =s?
Tho.

ZIT, DT RYEE CmEEERBR AT o7 L X ORBEERER A E L COEERFE
St Z BT 5. 22T, jlElH OBEEGRBRIC BT DRSS = (T, %5:)/n— %% C
HY, ERRZIE L TOREBREO I ora (T orar = Ljeq /M (= LTy iy Xj/m - n)
Thd. 728, TNVEEFIHO D EESERORERHEHEFIXFR CThy, 7
J A — RiF0.001M & —ETHLDOT, BERREOT — 2 HniT—ETho. LLELD,
A(B.L)FERICS a1 P 2 R TH O A RD D ELUUTD L DI D.

1 m n
2 v 2
total m-n sz ( j.i total)
j=11i

j=1i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1 i=1
m n
1 2
= n xj,i m * NXyotal
j=11i=1
1 m 1 n 1 m-1 m
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_mZ(nzx]l x]>+m2 Z(J %i)
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ik B BEMEIR 72T & OMR (R 72 D ¥

L/f: i)§ D T, Stotal &i,

Suont = j 1S’ N iy Z?ij+12(fj - %)’ (B.2)
m m

Thd. ThDOL, Soum®PFHROFE 1 BIFKBEERBROSHMOEE 2R L, F 2 HITE

FEEGRER DEBUR D ED 2 OB 2RO 2 e THI 72D TH 5.

KB REIND LT, FEERESomlE, BEERRZEBELTCOXLSDXEZRL, A
BR1GE DB O ERZ ML TS, DY, SoulI AT 4 v 7 AU v THEREICK
DEBIREOREARRTLICTE S 2. LoT, £RBRAE L TOERIES) & £
DI DRTG A—F =B TH D, Z 2 THO D OPERERZE VS g TH Y, 5k
BROEERAZDOYEE L >l bDOTHSD. T7hbb, UTOXocRIND.

m g
j=15 (B.3)

Stotal =

FEEABRIC BT DR ER A IERELHOREEZRT O TH LN, TOVEE Lol
Stotal TR B Z 1H L COREBEHORELRT LEZXD.

AL I, F(B.2) TR SN DHIEHERAS T L O(B.3) TE 1L D F R A IS & A,
BREL LK TR EEIZB T 2 EREOFAMZ1T 5 .
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TERCESIDEL ST LYV TILLEE

35TV Ty VA O AT L 5 BEEREI T 2 B 2R il L7223, vz 4
7T amm (A% A, B, BXOC) & 2mm (ZAH TV A, B, BLOW
C) DEZSEZHL, BRAEDESEATILIIALY U T VERE L. LoT, AffEgTixa
LAY T NDRS OEWC K5I 5.

ALY TV A, B, BEOCRHER, BEREZITO T LV 7Ty DU A i S
2 WD T LAY 7 LOSFEIE, 20.0 mm X 20.0 mm X 4.0 mm (BT, 2 AY 7L A”),
28.3mm X 283 mm X 4.0 mm (LA F, 2 4527V B”), B L U40.0 mm X 40.0 mm X 4.0 mm
LAF, %70 C?) ThHhY, BEAMMMGE, FN0EE, IOHERMS 35 &
LREECH D, RERSMEZ Table C-1 127”7,

fif B O FRERAE B O el 2, Fig. C-1, Fig. C-2, X 'Fig. C-3 17, @) TrREN 5K
DT T —N—IKTRYFHEIZBIT HEREFESERL, O)TRINHIKDOT T — " — T
TR EEIT T DA ER A S B KT

AR, DWTROMEICBW TS 2mm JEO = L5 2 7L dmm JED T LY 7L
FVELS otz TRV T N NFI LY T APITH LS R K 0.061 F< 720, T4
TN BUEIE LY TV BICR LSRR 0.032 w2 Y, T AU ClEIT AT
JL CITRE LS K 0.035 E< 2o 7. AU 4mm JE D = A2 7L O SEEREIEAS 3 [A]72
ST L, 2mm JED T LY 7L ORBREFEIL 6 Bl E 3 [E5r% <, SIZFER DR
BOENPKRIND ((F5k B ZH) 729, FBREEOZ ) 2mm JETIESHRE L kol b
Ezonb. —J, SOZEX, i 100g TIEA KT 0.024, faf 8 200g TiIHA AT 0.019, fif
#4009 TIIm AR TO0.013 720, SITHATHo/hIn. LoT, TP U7 IVDEIITE
D R OIREN KT 2 BIIRRE TH D Z L1300 5.

i E 1009 TiX, TV Y = 0.1 [mm/s[iIZBWVWTIT AT )L APRI LY T A
X1 0.066 BN KE L ootz LvL, T4H 7 AES =0.110, L8 7 L A”
135 =0.083 TH VY, FEEHEAEGEIIEEREARIANTSH 5. o3~ 0 HEEIZ I TEEE
FREGEIT R TO0.016 £ 720, TLAV T NORIICEHLLTRLS —HK L.

i E 200g TIE, v = 1.0 [mm/s]iZB VT I LY 7V BT L% 7 )L B LV 0.067
BAREDKRE L Teodz. ALY 70 BIES =0.086 TH Y, FAH 27 B”ILS =0.077
Thb. BESEEGEL 20070 B OBEERZENGHINL DD, TLF T B

DIERRAFPAN TH 2. O TR0 IV CEBIREZE TR KT 0.020 £ 720, =
LY TNDORIICEHALL TR —& L.
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fiiE 400g TlE, v = 1.0 [mm/s|ICHBWTEEAHITIR < —Z L2y, o~y A
TEILY TN ORI LY TN C L BEERED/ NS 2o 7. FiZy = 0.4 [mm/s]

WZBWT, BEEMREGEIT 0.049 LroTz

Y7L CIES =0.074 TH Y,

=N

JU C7IES =0.038 Th 5. EERECET, TLY 7L COOEMERAENLAND b DO,
ThA TN CORERAEREAN TH 5. RS OT 0 AR T, BRI
LY TN CBIOIE LY T Cli S OIEHERZEGEANTH 5.

PLEXY, BEICBW Y I EoBEREREIIES —&LTEY,

EIICLEEBIEHETE T ENIEINWEEZLND.

TLY T D

Table C-1 Conditions of friction tests of rubber samples A”, B”, and C”.

) Sliding velocity Measuring The number of
Rubber sample Weight [g] ] ]
[mm/s] distance [mm] trials
A 100 0.1 20.0 3
A” 100 0.2 20.0 3
A 100 0.3 20.0 3
A” 100 0.4 20.0 3
A” 100 0.5 20.0 3
A 100 1.0 20.0 3
B 200 0.1 20.0 3
B” 200 0.2 20.0 3
B” 200 0.3 20.0 3
B” 200 0.4 20.0 3
B” 200 0.5 20.0 3
B” 200 1.0 20.0 3
c” 400 0.1 20.0 3
c” 400 0.2 20.0 3
c” 400 0.3 20.0 3
c” 400 0.4 20.0 3
c” 400 0.5 20.0 3
c” 400 1.0 20.0 3

2013 £ A 350 SC

ELED

il

JE&

BERBRIC & D 2 A - BB O~ LT R — LRl




94

{1k C RS DRI % T LY T

1.8
1.7 - - i i
| | I | - -4
l l ___&-—-— — T =
1.6 - . + R o | "+
—— T __4- | i |
-=--" | 1 . |
315 r - - !
1.4
— 4 — Sample A', 100g
13
—#@— Sample A", 100g
1-2 1 1 1 1
-4.0 -3.8 -3.6 -3.4 -3.2 -3.0
log v [m/s]
(@)
1.8
1.7

T I -
1.6 T ,__-.*-_-—.+-——-’-'-'—-';_-—--"
— - _JL =

315 & - 7
1.4
— 4 — Sample A', 100g
13
—#@— Sample A", 100g
1-2 1 1 1 1
-4.0 -3.8 -3.6 -3.4 -3.2 -3.0
log v [m/s]
(b)

Fig. C-1 Experimental results of rubber samples A’ and A”.
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Fig. C-2 Experimental results of rubber samples B> and B”.
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Fig. C-3 Experimental results of rubber samples C’>and C”.
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+ERD iEEAlZ A U - R R

FE i SR A2 B LB EERBR 21T o 7. RANCIE, N T R tilo s
VA @ ZVAATF L— (=7 /=& A7) ® B L Brookfield Engineering Laboratories,
Inc.BDT Y A AL CREVELREL : 960 cP) & H 7=, §BRS: % Table D-1 (2”7,

TV ABILOY a A A vz Az T o R4 21, Fig D-1 3 XU Fig.
D-2 IT7d. MO T —"—F, BEEFEEVFHSERT. £z, FHBAICET 5T
WY & SOBAfR % Fig. D-3 3 L UVFig. D-4 1273, 77U A D FIZH W T, 3EBRAE Rptexp 15
1.097~1.167% R L, F£720.026 <S5 <0.062L 72572, peypld, ZHOEEZRTHODT

P OHE N ﬁ?ﬁ%%ﬁ®ﬁmﬁigmfkék#zév>10Mmh@ﬁ§ﬁK
kwfv<Hﬂmwﬂkmﬁbf%mﬁﬁ@#k%<ﬁot L, TRVEENRRELI D

WZONSHEMLTWD Z ENR—RTIERWNEBZ BN, —F, YU ariA Lol
TIZBWT, FAV TNV ARTLAYF TV BBLOITLAY 7L C LY b O EERK
HexpZ R LTV DM, FI LY TN L BITT Y HE DB FE ey, B LTS
Fig. D-4 (2R ENTWD K 91T, EEERZAESITv = 0.2 [mm/s|iZBT 5 T L0 7L B &R
E, ALY TNVA, LTV B, BLOYITAY T COIEICKRELS 8> T 5.
VU ard A NERWEEADSIE, 7V ADEAICHRTEWVMEZ R LTS H0D, W
THOITLY T IIBNTH TR HEICREDL O SITERNLZE L TEBY, v avdg
A VO T CTldphexplE TRV EE OB BN ZRT DL F 2 5.

AR U727 T COBERBRICB W, BREEE o TV EBZ NG, Bz
VR Z W TRVEIRE & BEER M OBREZ R T HONA N T4 Xy 7 i ThH 5. Bifhix
¥EEED, TR0 EEY, BIWEIpE AW Tyv/peE L, I EER uE FT. WK
A NTAXy 7 @i %E Fig. D-5 IR T AR TR LI U ABLI VY arF A4 L0
IBIZFBUVTIE, Fig. D-5 2817 25 FHERRE ) HIR G IRERIZ 220 D IR REIC & 2 D
T EEDbNS. LL, A FTAXy ZihfideBAoMERELZRT DO TH
D, AKWFFEO T L - KEMOBEBASICBONTHLHEATX 20OV TITEZOA N H
5. AAHEROE T CORERERRICEO THEEAIOBAER ST —ETHDH EITERT,
K0 IEMEICEEREB AT 2121, EBRFIELAMSIL, £, BROIMMEREEAT S
HYEAIZ W57 EOBFERPMLETHD.
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Table D-1 Conditions of friction tests under lubrication.

Rubber ] Slidir-1g Measuring The number ]
Weight [g] velocity ) ] Lubricant
sample — distance [mm] of trials
A 100 0.1 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 0.2 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 0.3 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 0.4 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 0.5 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 1.0 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 2.0 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 3.0 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 4.0 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 5.0 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 10.0 20.0 3 Grease
A 100 0.1 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
A 100 0.2 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
A 100 0.3 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
A 100 04 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
A 100 0.5 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
A 100 1.0 20.0 2 Silicone Qil
B’ 200 0.1 20.0 3 Silicone Qil
B’ 200 0.2 20.0 3 Silicone Qil
B’ 200 0.3 20.0 3 Silicone Oil
B’ 200 0.4 20.0 3 Silicone Oil
B’ 200 0.5 20.0 3 Silicone Oil
B’ 200 1.0 20.0 3 Silicone Oil
C 400 0.1 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
C 400 0.2 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
c’ 400 0.3 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
c’ 400 0.4 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
c’ 400 0.5 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
c’ 400 1.0 20.0 2 Silicone Oil
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Fig. D-1 Experimental results under lubrication of grease.
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Fig. D-2 Experimental results under lubrication of silicone oil.
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Fig. D-4 Standard deviation average under lubrication of silicone oil.
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Table E-1 Calculated possset and gq on each rubber sample.

Offset uofrset Cut off wavenumber g; [m~1]
Rubber sample A 0.697 3.40249 x 10°
Rubber sample B 0.610 4.24508 x 10°
Rubber sample C 0.771 4.87302 x 10°
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Fig. E-1 p-v curves comparing the calculation with the experiment for rubber sample A based

on calculated pogtset aNd Cnax-
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Fig. E-2 p-v curves comparing the calculation with the experiment for rubber sample C based

on calculated pogtset aNd Emax-
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