sle/cjaa Aladlel olate £X 2 stiction M
Characteristics of friction and stiction
in head/disk interface
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Abstract

In recent years the recording density of hard disk has been increasing largely due
to the decreasing flying height of head. However, as the flying height is decreased
the reliability issue becomes ever more critical. This is because the reliability and
durability of hard disk is related to the head/disk interaction as the two components

come into partial or full contact.

In this work characteristics of friction and stiction in head/disk interface was
invest.gated using constant speed drag test and CSS(contact-start-stop) test. The
purpose of this research is to identify the frictional properties of head/disk interface
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Fig. 7 Friction coefficient vs disk
velocity for CSS test (35 gf, 20
T, 20 %, Class 100)
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