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Fig. 2 Coefficient of Friction on Surface Roughness
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Fig. 7 Measured Friction Force at Sample Number 4

Table 1 Experimental Value of Sample Number 4

Warp -54.027847 4.597084
Weft -53.046659 2436797
45° bias -55.002065 4.189523
135° bias -60.862638 4.088571
Rotation x -20.201970 3.366347
Rotation y 70.657336 2.964556
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