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Fig. 3. Result of searching process in boundary for a
wear debris.
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Fig. 7. Measuring length of a curve.
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Table 1. Boundary data of wear debris for Fig. 3

Step size Perimeter Log(s) Log(p)
1 166.8528 0 2.2223
2 156.0188 0.301 2.1932
3 152.1487 04771 2.1823
4 147.1573 0.6021 2.1678
5 145.8841 0.699 2.164
6 141.2213 0.7782 2.1499
7 139.5247 0.8451 2.1447
8 135.067 0.9031 2.1305
9 131.4494 0.9542 2.1188
10 128.4654 1 2.1088
11 127.1408 1.0414 2.1043
12 130.067 1.0792 2.1142
13 117.9396 1.1139 2.0717
14 122.0049 1.1461 2.0864
15 123.8511 1.1761 2.0929
16 120.7142 1.2041 2.0818
17 114.6777 1.2304 2.0595
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Fig. 9. Fractal descriptors of boundary for a wear
debris.

Hoge A= Jeplia ko] ¥ind & 108k
ole] YHAXE structure TG AA(D)elEkE A
ogte] AL 1A 54, & EFE B APk

AR Ale] e SRR ohg) skihe] & 2
2J3 Az} Ao ey B4 vehd €ar) qith
AANC] a0 FEHE olgale] vhEUAe] Hel
3 texture® structure TG AL ALIch
obE structure TS S PRl W] vl Yzt
o] WolA e AaF AAY TRIIRE F F79] Y
g o] e, 34e] 7h7o] vlwA A& 108}
4 o)3te] gAoll] 8 3 texture ZHE XU (D)
o2 AHojsly HylAol vwa & 1084 o] 4
QoMEe o F2A BA, & He 23 EHE
e structure ZHE ZA(D,YolEk A oste] nt
gzl wel Feld A& X3} g

42. OpatEie] ZYE X8l

slele] T AL rhg YrpRe] TAY A9
g Axske A3 Lol mHawe] G4 ol i
g0 5% ol Aol olgshs OB PPAAS
Ealo] Yolmiawol QY J9E Faiol 3 57
Wl Y BReS] thsle) 9w g ez o
B3 1A (sep)ihs Woi7 sistel BYel Aolg
5% @la, T Sihel 3e gelsiel B X
g 78 F olE Ui ghoE Wkl 14 /)
2718 a0 o HHe) 71271 1-D ROE 4
HolAm, olzle 2P ZdY A DE A,

Journal of the KSTLE

gy - xdy

O

@ caotured image of rubbed surfaceJ
¥

Sum of intensity differences

(SD)=LL(S (x+step, ¥) - f (x,7)
¥

Lvtep & step + step size

LLogarithm of SID and step size J
¥

A linear relationship
log (SID) = ¢ - d log ( step size)
¥

Detecting fractal dimension J

D=1-d

Fig. 10. Flow chart of algorithm for fractal dimension.

s & € @
(a) (b) (©) (d)

e ¢ 3
(e ® (® (h)

Fig. 11. Result of image processing for HBsC3 wear
debris in lubricant.

4.3, CieFet OfHEO| chet =24E X1

Fig. 119] (a)~Mells F4AT Ao A28 B
B9} slipper-pad® A= &5 HBsC3E A3t
FEAY S 483 T FET vHEHE 45 eI
2] Table 2= Fig. 112) @~ ®)2 gt »FEY
Al sl AAIE Bl texture 2 structure TG
20E Faled Yepd Aoz JREAC e texture
zag Ade & zo] glo) fARE A3 JEE
QA Bae) el ke gajel BAS veh)
= UAAEAY structure ZHE 2L Fig. 11914
Y e 4L 7HRESFE g Ve vk
714 AA texture T YL Fig. 1104 &
F USR] FAe F4L FHEFE & 7S Ve



shs) phEE AN S A9 A A0 48

Table 2. Boundary and surface fractal dimensions for
Fig. 11

Boundary Surface
:ng-lirs Texture  Structure  Texture  Structure

D) D) 2 2]
a 1.047 1.1492 1.7388 1.7456
b 1.0992 1.2032 1.7678 1.7058
c 1.0936 1.2738 1.6546 2324
d 1.1058 1.2781 1.5962  2.0079
e 1.0781 1.2883 1.7047  2.6995
f 1.0877 1.3115 1.5814 1.51
g 1.085 1.4123 1.4365 2.8031
h 1.1077 1.6278 1.8249  3.7255
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