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Study on High Friction of Rubber Blocks under Liquid Lubrication
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Fig. 1 Friction coefficient of rubber tread block with end-face
corner radius of 0.11 mm under various lubrication
conditions®
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Fig. 2 (a) Experimental results of cross-sectional shape of rubber blocks and
fluid pressure distribution between rubber tread block with different Fig. 3 Relation between minimum fluid film
end-face corner radius (r = 0.06 mm and 1.36 mm) and mating surface thickness and friction coefficient®

under glycerol lubrication® and (b) schematic diagram of negative fluid
pressure distribution at an expansion gap
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Fig. 4 Effect of groove shape in the cross-sectional plane on the friction coefficient and fluid force®
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Fig. 5 Effect of groove shape in the horizontal plane on the fluid pressure distribution and friction force®
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