Strong dynamical effects during stick-slip adhesive pediig
Marie-Julie Dalbe, 2P Stephane Santucc? Pierre-Philippe Cortet,® and Loic VaneP

(Dated: November 14, 2013)

We consider the classical problem of the stick-slip dynamieserved when peeling a roller adhesive tape at a congtiauity.

From fast imaging recordings, we extract the dependendidiseostick and slip phases durations with the imposed pgelin
« velocity and peeled ribbon length. Predictions of Maugid Barquins [inAdhesion 12edited by K.W. Allen, Elsevier ASP,
 -London, 1988, pp. 205—-222] based on a quasistatic assumgtiazeed to describe quantitatively our measuremente afittk
O\l ‘phase duration. Such model however fails to predict thesfidk-slip cycle duration, revealing strong dynamicaéeft during
> the slip phase.
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zZ 1 Introduction ity solely cannot be satisfactory and that the role of crémpge
deformations and temperature gradient in the adhesiveialate

< Everyday examples of adhesive peeling are found _in appligaimportant (refsﬂ 4 and references therein).
g?niziﬁhn%iézbeésdr"?:]an:E:' ti@ﬁrzongfr?hzzg'ggnzgﬁf_z Experimentally, the stick-slip instability was first chefra

" oSt i b'I't. f thgf tp 9 di ' i gé{rized thanks to peeling force measurements which regdeale
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D oceur. This stick-slip instability has been an industriacern Since then, it has also been studied through indirect measur

e , ) ) nents of the periodic marks left on the t&%e>1®or of the
E since the 1950’s because it leads to noise levels aboventhe f"mitted acoustic nois¥:18 Thanks to the progress in high

its set by work regulations, to adhesive layer damage an g

E i hanical probl biv i N d thi eed imaging, it is now possible to directly access the-peel
0 mechanical problems on assembuly ines. Nowacays TiS;il fracture dynamics in the stick-slip regim&:2!

TI5 stability is still a limiting factor for industrial produisity due , }
to the limitations of generic technical solutions appliectp- !N the late 1980's, Barquins and co-workérs performed

press it, such as anti-adhesive silicon coating. a series of peeling experiments of a commercial adhesive tap
From a fundamental point of view, the stick-slip instailit(3M Scotck® 602) at constant pulling velocity and for var-

—of adhesive peeling is generally understood as the consequdCUs lengths of peeled ribbdn For the considered adhesive,
— of an anomalous decrease of the fracture enéiyy) of the the velc_JC|ty range for wh|ch stick-slip was evidenced, #san
S adhesive-substrate joint in a specific range of peelingtfven 0 peeling force flucltuat|ons measurements, was shoyvn to be
¢ locity vp.2® Indeed, when the peeling process also involvBP6 <V <21ms. Ina slubrange of unstable peeling ve-
(\] ‘a compliance between the point where the peeling velocity@§ity 0.06 <V < 0.65 m s, the authors succeeded to ac-
<f imposed and the fracture front, this decreasing fractueeggn CesS the stick-slip cycle duration thanks to the post-mode-
) ‘naturally leads to oscillations of the fracture velosigyaround tection of periodic marks left on the tape by stick-slip egen
" the mean velocity imposed by the operator. Often, it is simMoreover, they managed to model quantitatively the measure
ply the peeled ribbon elasticity which provides a COmp|-E-,m§tick—sIip period®® assuming the fracture dynamics to remain a
to the system. From a microscopic perspective, such anoffié@sistatic problem during the stick phase and backing @ me
lous decrease of the fracture enefdy,) (correctly defined for Surements of the stable branch of the fracture enBtgy) at
stable peeling only) could correspond (but not necesgadly /oW peeling velocities below the instability onset.
.— ‘transition from cohesive to adhesive failéreor between two  In this article, we revisit these experiments by studying th
>< different interfacial failure mode$? More fundamentally, this stick-slip dynamics during the peeling of a roller adhesae
S
©
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decrease of the fracture energy has been proposed to bathegoan imposed velocity. The principal improvement compared
sequence of the viscous dissipation in the adhesive miaferigp Barquins’s seminal work is that, thanks to a high speed cam
De Genne#? further pointed out the probable fundamental rokera coupled to image processing, we are able to access the dy-
of the adhesive material confinement (which was evidenced gamics of the peeling fracture front. We focus on the study of
perimentally in refl13) in such viscoelastic theory. Sirtert, it the duration of the stick-slip cycle and its decompositiotoi
has however appeared that a model based on linear visgoelastick and slip events, which data are inaccessible throtiggr o
8 aboratoire de Physique de 'ENS Lyon, CNRS and Univerkté yon, teChn_iques' we present exper_imental data Qf the stick amd sl
France durations for a wide range of imposed peeling velo®itand
bInstitut Lumiere Matiére, UMR5306 Universitée Lyon 1-RS|, Universite for different peeled ribbon lengths We show that the model
de Lyon, France. proposed by Barquins and co-work&fsdescribes the evolu-
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— > operator but discards the changes in the elastic energgdstor
adbesive tape foller S in material strains (terniF /b)2/2Eein eqn [2)#3 which are
a pulley Zvylﬁﬁzg negligible here. Indeed, the maximum encountered force in
our experiments is typically of about 2 N, which giviegb ~
100 J n72, to be compared t¢F /b)?/2Ee~ 0.12 J 2,

In the context of elastic fracture mechanics, the condfibon
afracture advance at a constant veloepys a balance between
the release rat€ and a fracture enerdy(vp) required to peel
a unit surface and accounting for the energy dissipatiom nea

Figure 1 (Color online) Schematic view of the experimental setup.

The anglesy and B are orientectlockwiseandcounterclockwise the fractu_re front. When_ the fracture velocity gpproaches
respectively. Roller diameter: 40 mm2R < 58 mm, roller and tape the Raylglgh wave Ve|0C't.va r(Vp_) also .takes In.to account
width: b= 19 mm. the kinetic energy stored in material motions which leada to

divergence whewp — VR.24 In our system, the strain energy
: release rat&, computed through eghl(1), therefore stands as a
2 Experimental setup measure of the fracture energgv,) when the peeling is stable
only, i.e. whenv, is constant. We will nevertheless compute

In this section, we describe briefly the experimental set@pfor the experiments in the stick-slip regime for which the
which has already been presented in details in a recent #orkeeling fracture velocity,(t) is strongly fluctuating in time.

We peel an adhesive tape roller (3M Scdtcb00, made of In such a caseG cannot be used as a measure of a fracture
a polyolefin blend backing coated with a layer of a synthe%ergy: it is simply the time average of the peeling fofcin
acrylic adhesive, also studied in reB,Zl), mounted Qhits of G.

a fregly rotatingl pulley, by winding up the pegled ribbon ex- Fig.[, we plotG as a function of the imposed peeling
tremity on a cylinder at a constant velochy using a servo- ye|ocity \ for three different peeled tape lengths When
controlled brushless motor (see Hig. 1).0The experiments Nge peeling is stable, the peeling force is nearly constant i
been performecl at a temperature of23" and a relative hu- time whereas it fluctuates strongly when stick-slip iniitgb
midity of 45+ 5%. The width of the tape ib = 19 mm, its s present. The standard deviation of these fluctuatiorepis r

thicknesse = 38 um and its Young modulug = 1.26 GPa.  resented in Figil2 with error bars. Large error bars are ativie
Each experiment consists in increasing the winding velQgihe presence of stick-slip.

ity from O up to the target velocity. Once the velocity BetweerV — 00015 m st andV = 0.10+ 003 m s 1. we
is reached, it _is maintained_ constant during two secqnds BB'serve thaG = F /b increases slowly wit’ and that its tem-
fore decelerating the velocity back to zero. When stick-slo 5 fluctuations are nearly zero, revealing that the pget
is present this 2-second stationary regime of peeling AEi saple. This increasing bran@(V) is therefore a measure of

sufficient statistics to compute well converged stick-slifan he adhesive fracture energyv, =V) = G(V) forV < 0.10+
features. We have varied the imposed velodifyom 0.0015t0 53 m 51, Our results are compatible with the data reported

2.5 m s ! for different values of the peeled tape length betwew Barquins and Ciccofli for the same adhesive tape (see

L =0.08 and 131 m. During an experiment, the peeled tap€qy @), However, they explored a much larger range of veloci
lengthL (Fig.[1) is submitted to variations, due to the stick-sligag in this stable branch of peeling, dowrMo= 10> m s,

fluctuations and to slow oscillations of the peeling poirgalar  sing poth series of measurements, it is reasonable to model
position, which however always remain negligible compaeed,q staple peeling branch with a power l&®V) = aV", with

its mean value (less than 0.3%). n=0.146 anda=137. For 010+0.03ms 1<V <25ms?t,
we observe that the measured valu&¥) decreases with.
3 Peeling force measurement This tendency, which was already observed in previous éxper

ments22 is accompanied with the appearance of temporal fluc-

Thanks to a force sensor (Interf4eSML-5) on the holder tuations which are the trace of the stick-slip instabiligrom
maintaining the pulley, we are able to measure the mean vdfigse data, we can elstlmate the onset of the |_nstab|I|ty to be
of the forceF transmitted along the peeled tape during one el = 0-10£0.03 m s=. The measured decreasing branch of
periment. When peeling is stable, we compute the strairggneP(V) forV > Va appears as a direct consequence of the anoma-

release raté from the mean value of the forée following the ous decrease of the fracture energy at the origin of theinst
traditional relation for the peeling geome#323 bility. It is important to note that the measured mean valtie o

G = F/bis nearly independent of the length of peeled ribbon
= 1 /E\? F L. This result is natural in the stable peeling regime but was a
G=(1—cost)+ = <E> ~ 5 (1) priori unknown in the stick-slip regime.

Barquins and Ciccotfisucceeded to measure a second stable
for a peeling angl® ~ 90° (see Fig[ll). The quantit® cor- peeling branch fo¥ > 19 m s'1. This increasing branch con-
responds to the amount of mechanical energy released bystitates a measure of the peeling fracture enérgy =V) =
growth of the fracture by a unit surface. The right-hand tefm G(V) in a fast and stable peeling regime. In lef. 8, this branch
eqn Q) finally simply takes into account the work done by tliginferred to exist for velocities even lower then=19 m s,
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Figure 2 (Color online) Mean value of the peeling forEein units of ) ) . . .

strain energy release raB= F /b, as a function oV for 3 different  Fi9ure 3 (Color online) (a) Peeling point positidf(t) in the rloller
peeled tape lengtHs Stars report the data of Barquins and Cicébtti 'éference frame for an experiment performetf at 0.55 m s and
for the same adhesive. Solid line is a power lavGfit 1370146 of L = 0.47 m. The dashed line showig = V't, with V the average
the data in the low velocity stable branch. Errorbars regnethe peeling velocity. (b) Corresponding phase averaged peelimt

standard deviation of the force fluctuations during one gmpent.  POsition as a function df (Tss) (see main text). (c) and (d) .
Corresponding instantaneous (c) and phase averaged (ohgoeeint

velocity vp. The dashed horizontal lines show the average peeling

. . . . velocityV and the continuous horizontal lines show,31n (b) and
although it was not possible to measure it. Backing on tha dg ..the vertical lines show the transitions between theksti

of ref. |6 for_ avery close adhesive, one can however guess pt< 3Va) and the slipp > 3Va) phases.
the local minimum value o&(V), corresponding to a velocity
in the range 3m st <V <19 m s, would be bounded by

Go1=18<G < Gpp=33JnT2 lower velocities during the slip phase. Another effect teatls

to uncertainties on velocity measurement is the emissica of
) ) . transverse wave in the peeled tape when the fracture welocit
4 Peellng point dynamlcs abruptly changes at the beginning and at the end of slip ghase
Figs.[3(a) and (c) represent the fracture positigft) and
The local dynamics of the peeling point is imaged using a higblocity vp(t) as a function of time for a typical experiment
speed camera (Photron FASTCAM SA4) at a rate of 20000 fpsrformed a¥ = 0.55 m s 1 andL = 0.47 m. In these figures,
The recording of each movie is triggered once the peeling lesobserve alternate phases of slow —stick phase— and figst —s
reached a constant average velodityensuring that only the phase— peeling which are the signature of the stick-slipanot
stationary regime of the stick-slip is studied. Througtedir These large velocity fluctuations are quite regular in teoins
image analysi€! the movies allow access to the curvilinear paturation and to a lesser extent in terms of amplitude at least
sition of the peeling point,(t) = Ra in the laboratory frame at the considered peeling velocity. Our general data aisalys
(with o the angular position of the peeling point @Rthe roller further consists in the decomposition of the signal of insta
diametera > 0 in Fig.[1). Image correlations on the adhesianeous peeling velocityy(t) into stick-slip cycles by setting
tape roller contrast pattern further allow direct acceststan- the beginning of each cycle at timiggn denoting theit" cycle)
gular velocitydB/dt(t) in the laboratory frame (wherg is whenvp(ty) =V anddvp/dt(ty) < 0. From this data, we extract
the unwrapped angular position of the rollr> 0 in Fig.[d, the durationTss of each stick-slip cycle for which we define a
£g(t) = RB). We finally compute numerically the curvilinearescaled time¢’ = (t —tn)/Tss. We further compute the phase
position/p(t) = £a(t) + {4 (t) and velocityvy(t) = dfp/dt of averaged evolution of the peeling fracture velogigyt’) from
the peeling pointin the roller reference frame. t' = 0 to 1 considering all the stick-slip cycles in one experi-
The curvilinear position of the peeling poifit(t) in the lab- ment. With this procedure, we finally extract for each peglin
oratory frame is actually estimated from the position of thwelocityV and peeled tape lengththe typical fracture velocity
peeled ribbon at a small distanc&0-0.05 mm from the peel- evolution during a stick-slip cycle getting rid of intrirsiluc-
ing fracture front on the roller surface. We therefore dodwt tuations of the stick-slip period. In Fids. 3(b) and (d), vhew
tect strictly the peeling fracture front position but a veftyse the phase averaged position and velocity profiles, correspo
quantity only. This procedure can consequently introdooess ing to Figs[B(a) and (c) respectively, as a function-eft’ (Tsg)
bias in our final estimation of the fracture front velocigy(t). ({) denotes the ensemble averaged value over all the cycles in
This bias is notably caused by the changes in the radius of cure experiment).
vature of the tape at the junction with the substrate whieh ar From these phase averaged velocity profiles, we define, for
due to the force oscillations in the peeled tape charatitriseach experimental condition andL, stick events as continu-
of the stick-slip instability. Such effect actually biagske mea- ous periods during whickip(t) < 3V, and slip events as con-
surement toward larger velocities during the stick phask amuous periods during whickip(t) > 3Va. According to the



model of Barquingt al.2® a natural threshold in order to sep-
arate the stick and slip phases is the onset of the instalijit
(as defined in Fid.J2). However, as discussed previously, due
to the procedure used for the detection of the peeling point,
measurement of the fracture velocity can be affected byebias
caused by the variation the tape curvature at the peeling poi
and by the propagation of transverse waves in the tape. The
effect of the later can be observed in Fiy. 3(d) in the eadyet
of the stick phase. In order to avoid taking into account the
velocity biases in the decomposition of the stick-slip eyele
chose for the threshold separating the stick and slip pheses
value little larger the “theoretical” threshold, that is to say
3Va.

Finally, as we have shown recently in ref| 21, when the peel-
ing velocityV is increased, low frequency pendular oscillations
of the peeling angl® develop. Due to a dependence of the

Ass (mm)
O L N W A OO N 0 ©

*

*

*iﬁk—*i

*

i*

*

L =047 m
L=131m
V=030ms "]
V =0.55ms
V =1.00 m s’li

*
o

5

Tss (ms)

10

stick-slip instability onset with the mean peeling angheeste Figure 4 (Color online) Stick-slip amplitudéss as a function of
oscillations lead to intermittencies in the stick-slip dymcs stick-slip periodTss for each stick-slip cycle in 6 different

for peeling velocitiey/ > 1.5 m s 1. We therefore exclude theexperiments witi. = 0.47 and 131 m andv = 0.30, 055 and
experiments with/ > 1.5 m s™1 in the sequel. For the studiedL.00 m s™1. The lines represent the curvlgs =V Tss,

experiments, we have a mean peeling ari@le= 90+ 3° with
slow temporal variations in the rang® = +15° during one
experiment.

5 Stick-slip cycle duration

From the signal of peeling point positidp(t) (see Fig[B(a)),
we define the stick-slip amplitud®;s as the distance travelled
by the fracture during a stick-slip cycle. In Higd. 4, we refibis
amplitudeAgs for each stick-slip event as a function of the cor-
responding stick-slip periotks, for all events in 6 different ex-
periments. These data gather close to the cAgye V Tss The
large spread of the data along the cufvg=V Tssreflects the
statistics of the stick-slip cycle amplitude and duratiomiai
could be due for instance to adhesive heterogeneities. ©n th
contrary, the dispersion of the data around the cilege- V Tgs

is much smaller. It actually estimates the discrepancy beitw
the imposed velocity and the averaged fracture velocity for
each stick-slip cycle. The observed small discrepancyadlgtu
both traces back measurement errors on the instantaneaus fr
ture velocity and intrinsic fluctuations of the dynamics.

In Fig.[4, one can already see that the statistically average
values ofAss and Tss increase withl for a given peeling ve-
locity V. In the following, we will focus on the study of the
statistical averagé€Tss) of the duration of the stick-slip oscil-
lation and its decomposition into stick and slip phases with
mind the aim of testing the description of Barquins, Maugid a
co-workers28 There is no need to study the averaged stick-slip
amplitude(Asg) since it is univocally related tdTsg) through
(Asg) =V (Tsg).
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Figure 5 (Color online) Average stick-slip cycle duratidgsas a

In Fig.[8(a), we plot the mean stick-slip duratidig as a function of the average peeling velocly for different lengths of the
function of V for three different length& of the peeled rib- peeled ribbori. (b) Average stick-slip, stick and slip durations as

bon. The data corresponds to the averd@ig) and the er-
ror bars to the standard deviation of the statisticSgfove
all the stick-slip events in each experiment. In the follogyi
since we will consider the averaged values only, we will skip

function of the average peeling velocity foe= 0.47 m. Each data
r point corresponds to the average and each error bar to tidesth
. deviation of the statistics over one experiment.



6 T ‘ ‘ ‘ e The peeled ribbon remains fully stretched during the peel-
O L=04Tm ing, which means
5t 4 * L =097 m , . E
OL=131m €
G=—=— 2
Al | F=T Y (2)
§ X whereu is the elongation of the tape of Young modulus
"z 37 1 and thickness.
& ol & | ° The slip duration is negligible compared to the stick dura-
tion.
1t %é%i 1 Backing on these hypothesis, itis possible to derive a ptiedi
% ﬁ@ é é for the stick-slip duratioffss. Introducing the inverted function
0 : ; vp = I1(G) and noting thatlu/dt =V — v, (see next para-
0 0.5 V (m 571)1 15 graph and reDl), eqhl(2) leads to the dynamical relation
dG Ee B
Figure 6 (Color online)Tstick/ Tsiip Vs. V for 3 differentL. Each data at = T (vV-r 1(6))7 )
point corresponds to the average and each error bar to theesth ) ) )
deviation of the statistics over one experiment. which can be integrated over the stick phase to get
L /Ca dG
TStiCk - E_e s -1 /~" (4)
the brackety). At first sight, it appears that, within the er- JGo V=T g0u(G)

ror bars, the stick-slip duratioRsis stable over the major parts_ is the maximum value of (vp) at the end of the “slow”
of the explored range of peeling velocitf. One can how- giaple branci siow(Vp). Go is the minimum value of (v;) at
ever note that, independently bf Tss tends toldef:rease Wlththe beginning of the “fast” stable bran€is{(Vp) (see FiglR)
V for V<V =06401ms*. Such behavior is compati-anq is assumed to be also the valuSaft which the stick phase
ble with the observations of Barquiles al.> but appears herestarts on the slow branch after a slip phase.
over arather limited velocity range. The characteristios®y | this model, the ribbon is assumed to remain taut during the
Ve =0.6:£0.1 m st above whictiTs s nearly constant seemsyhole stick-slip cycle. In order to challenge the validifytiis
not to depend strongly on the length of the peeled ribbon  yyhothesis, let us estimate the evolution of the elongation

In Fig.[5(b), we show the mean durations of stick and sl the tape as a function of time. If we nd&t) the peeling
events, Tsiick and Tsiip respectively, as a function of the imygint position andvl the point where the peeled tape is winded,
posed peeling velocity for the experiments performed withye can define the quantity(t) as the difference between the
the peeled length = 0.47 m. Interestingly, we observe thajjjstance[MP(t)| and the length of the peeled tape in the un-
the stick and slip phases evolve differently with the stick strained state. Ifi(t) is positive, this quantity indeed measures
duration decreases witf, while the slip duration increasespe elongation of the tape as in effh (2), whereas it measuzes t

over the whole explored range ®. In consequence, theeycess of slack tape if it is negative. Following fefl 21, oae
ratio Tetick/ Tslip, Presented in Fid.16, decreases withfrom ghow that

TStiCk/TSIip ~ 441 down tOTstick/Tslip ~ 0.3+0.2. Such be- 1 t

havior of Tsiick/ Tsiip appears to be very little dependentbn u(t) = u0+/ (V —vp(t))dt— cose/ (RB —vp(t))dt.  (5)
according to Figll6. Fo¥ > 0.9040.05 m s, Tetick/ Tslip 0 0

becomes smaller than 1, meaning that the slip phase is lorfgi@ce in our experiments the peeling anlis close to 99 and
than the stick one. Our data therefore show that it is notipoghke roller rotation velocityR d3 /dt sticks to the imposed peel-
ble to neglect the slip duration compared to the stick danatiing velocityV to a precision always better thail.5%,2 we

in general. finally haveu(t) ~ ug+ f(t)(v — Vp(t))dt. The elongation/slack
u(t) increases ofAu = fOTSmk(V — vp(t))dt during the stick
hase and decreases of the same amplifude — [{* (V —
6 Model P b Frga

Vp(t))dt during the slip phase. This compensation is ensured by
fact the averaged velocity over the stick-slip cycleahas

e imposed velocity, i.e. fOTSS(V —Vp(t))dt =0, and is valid

'ﬁther or not the tape remains always taut during the stipk-

In this section, we compare our experimental data with t
model proposed by Barquins, Maugis and co-workers in re
H[6. This model is based on measurements of the stable bralt
of the fracture energ¥ (vp) for low peeling velocities below cycle. . .
the instability onset,, and on the following assumptions: TO_ test the relevance of the hypothe_S|s of a tape always in
tension, one can actually compare the increase/dectesse

e During the stick phase, the equilibrium between the ithe quantity(t) during the stick/slip phase to the one predicted

stantaneous energy release 1@te- F /b and the fracture by the quasistatic model of Barquins and co-workers

energyl (vp) (of the low velocity stable branch) is still L L

valid dynamicallyj.e. G(t) = I (vp(t)). AUtheo= @J(Fa— Fo) = E—e(Ga— Go), (6)



for an always taut tape. Throughout our data, the relatise di
crepancy(Auneo— Au)/Au is typically less than 15% which
confirms the relevance of the assumption of a tape in tension
during the whole stick-slip cycle.

An equivalent but more instructive way to test the model of
Barquins and co-workers s to integrate numerically &djav)
compare it to experimental measurements of stick durafion.
do so, we use the fit of the data of energy release G4t
of Fig.[2, i.e. G(V) = gow(V) = aV", with n = 0.146 and
a=137. The value o6y is affected by a significant uncertainty
in our data. We will therefore use two different guessesesorr
sponding to the limit values introduced at page 3 Gg¢ and 5F
Go 2 in Fig.[2). These values @, correspond to two limit val-
ues of the fracture velocity at the beginning of the stickggha
Vo1 = 10® m s measured in another adhesive but with a
close behaviof, andVp, = 6.3 x 10> m s~! which is an up-
per limit for Vg according to the data of Figl 2.

In the insert of Fig[17(b), we report the measured data for
Tss/L as a function o¥ for three different lengthk as well as
the predictions of eqii{4) witlf 1 (solid line) andvy » (dashed
line). The model appears compatible with the experimental
data only for a marginal range of very low peeling velocities
OnceV > 0.5 m s'1, the measured values ofs/L indeed de-
viates more and more from the theoretical prediction. A first 0
natural explanation for this discrepancy is that the asgiomp
of a negligible slip duratiorTy;, (barely verified for low ve-
locities for which 025 < Tgjip/Tstick < 0.5) becomes more and
more false a¥ is increased (see Figl 6).

In Fig.[4(b) we therefore directly plof;ick/L as a function
of V, along with the predictiori{4). One can note that the the-
oretical predictions using the two limit guesses VYgrare not
very different. A first interesting result is that the stiakrdtion
appears, to the first order, proportional to the peeled &pgth 2t
L as evidenced by the reasonable collapse of the Tata/L
on a master curve, which is compatible with the analyticat pr
diction of the model{4). But more importantly, we observatth 0
for the range of velocity explored, the model Bk, which
do not use any adjustable parameter, reproduces very veell th
experimental data. Figure 7 (Color online) (a)Tslip/L, (b) Tstick/L andTss/L (insert)vs.

Obviously, one can consider an equivalent quasistation¥r{pr 3 differentL. Each data point corresponds to the average and
approximation during the slip phase in order to predict tfgach errorbar to the standard deviation of the statisties owe

slio duration usinar-(G) instead ofr =% (G) in ean _ experiment. In (a), the curve close to thexis represents the
P 9 faSt( ) S'OW( ) an [3) theoretical prediction for a quasistationnary slip phasé€b), the

Here, I'f;it(G) corresponds to the inverse of the energy fragsas show the predictions of edd (4) wkl — 0.10 m s X and

ture G = last(Vp) in the fast and “stable” peeling regime o{;, , — 106 m 51 (solid line) orV » = 6.3 x 105 m s 1 (dashed
Fig.[d. The integration using the model of the fast brangRe). '

Mast(V) = 6.5 x 107°V4S (see Fig[R) however leads to values
of Tsiip always 2 orders of magnitude smaller than the exper-
imental values as evidenced in Hig. 7(a). It is however worth
noting that the collapse of the dafg;,/L for the differentL
shows thaflgi, increases nearly linearly with

Totip/ L (ms m1)
IN)

Tutick/L (ms m™1)

7 Discussion

In this paper, we report experiments of a roller adhesive tap
peeled at a constant velocity focusing on the regime of stick
slip instability. From fast imaging recordings, we extréut
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The stick phase duratiofyc of the stick-slip oscillations
is shown to be nearly proportional to the peeled tape Ienﬁ
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