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Fig.1 Images of cosmetic sponges; sponge a

(left) and sponge b (right). bar = Imm.
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Tactile feel and friction properties of cosmetic sponges
A.YAMAGUCHI, A TAKAHASHI, S.OH, Y.IMAI, Y.NONOMURA (YAMAGATA Univ., nonoy@yz.yamagata-u.ac.jp)

= sliding time, t” = sliding term.

We evaluated tactile feel and friction properties of six cosmetic sponges. The favorability score of their

tactile feel depends on the temporal pattern of friction profiles.



