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A Study on Tire Labeling Performance for Tire Stiffness Design
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ABSTRACT

Tire labeling is an important issue to reduce CO, and to secure the safety of tire/vehicle on wet
road. A basic study on the effects of tire basic stiffness design on tire labeling performance has been
done through experimental test. The pass-by noise is affected by tire structural design. The tire with
lower side part stiffness and lower tread part stiffness has the lowest PBN level and the best wet
grip. And the tire with higher tread part stiffness and higher side part stiffness has the better RR
performance. Also it is observed that the trade-off between RR and wet grip exists for various tire
stiffness design.
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