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Relationship between Strain Distribution and Normal Load for Friction

between Rubber and Resin Sphere
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Fig. 1 Schematic of cross-section of rubber sheet
specimen

Fig. 3 Subset in deformed surfaces
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Fig. 5 Minor principal strain distribution at D = 0.50mm Fig. 6 Minor principal strain distribution at D = 0.97mm
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Fig.7 Variation of maximum major and minimum minor principal strains in the rubber surface with depth
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