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Sliding Frictional Characteristics with the Change of Dynamic Parameters
in the Friction Measurement
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Table 2. Comparison of coefficients of friction and normal force fluctuation values under
both dead weight and pneumatic loading in steady state. (Dead weight/Pneumatic)

Coefficient of Friction RMS Value of Fluctuation ( N )
0.1 m/s 1 m/s 0.1 m/s 1 m/s
Applied Load 0.38/045 0.35/0.30 0.63/0.53 142/1.23
19.6 N
Applied Load 0.62/0.58 1.74/0.84 -
49 N
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