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Analysis of rubber wear on a substrate with roughness using the discrete element method
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Upper body shows rubber, lower shows road surface.

Fig.2 Relaxation modulus of rubber A and B Fig. 3~ Simulation model
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Fig. 4 Comparison of wear rates for different Tg
rubber

Fig. 5 Snapshot of wear simulation for rubber A

Fig. 6 Snapshot of wear simulation for rubber B
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Fig. 7 Comparison of frequency distribution of maximum
principal stress
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