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Effect of fluid pressure on enhancement of friction of tread rubber in lubricant
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Fig. 1 Contact surface observation of tread rubber under
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Fig. 2 Schematic of tread rubber deformation
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Fig. 3 Photograph of rubber block specimen and orientation
of rubber block relative to sliding direction®
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Fig. 4 Experimental appartus®
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Fig. 5 Fluid pressure distribution and tread shape for each sliding direction (HS = 40, v =0.10 m/s) ¥
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Fig. 6 Effect of estimated total normal force on friction
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Fig. 7 Effect of minimum film thickness on friction
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