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A Consideration on Rubber Cutting Mechanism during Cylinder Penetration
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70. Fig. 4 ox contour map at 6=4.115 mm
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Fig. 7 Fractured surfaces of

Fig. 5 Distribution of ox at the smallest cross Fig. 6 Relation between indentation depth & rubber specimens

section under the cylinder at 6= 4.115 and the maximum tensile stress oxmax
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