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Rkr – kurtosis: for Gaussian amplitude distribution Rkr 
is 3 and surface is called mesokurtic, whereas for flat sur-
face kurtosis is smaller than 3 and the surface is called 
platykurtic, while for surface with more peaks than val-
leys kurtosis is higher than 3.

2) Arithmetic average height; Sa – arithmetical mean 
height; Sq – root mean square height;

Ssk – skewness of the height distribution: a negative 
Ssk indicates that the surface is composed of mainly one 
plateau and deep and fine valleys. In this case, the dis-
tribution is sloping to the top. A positive Ssk indicates 
a surface with a lot of peaks on a plane, therefore, the 
distribution is sloping to the bottom. Due to the large 
exponent used, this parameter is very sensitive to the 
sampling and noise of the measurement;

Skr – kurtosis of the height distribution: it qualifies the 
flatness of the height distribution;

Sp – maximum peak height; Sv – maximum pit height; 
St – maximum height.

FE and FE-OBD 

A comparison between Fig. 1b-A and Fig. 1d-A as well 
as Fig. 1b-B and Fig. 1d-B show a rough surface of FE 
with tall peaks and deep valleys and a smooth surface 
of  FE-OBD with small peaks. This result clearly could be 
confirmed by comparison of  Fig. 1b-C and Fig. 1d-C as 

well as by comparing Fig. 1b-D and Fig. 1d-D. The latter 
comparison shows that for FE, the height distribution is 
very wide but for FE-OBD it is very narrow. Figures 4 and 
5 further support these results quantitatively. 

Figure 4a shows that AFM roughness parameters (Ra, 
Rq and Rt) of FE-OBD decreased considerably compared 
to that of FE. This shows that after subjecting FE to OBD 
the roughness is decreased. Figure 4b shows that for scan 
scale of 50 × 50 µm, Rsk of FE is negative and lower than 
Rsk of FE-OBD which is positive. The same figure shows 
that Rkr of FE is lower than 3 and also is lower than Rkr of 
FE-OBD and that Rkr of FE-OBD is more than 3. The nega-
tive skewness of FE indicates that the surface was more 
planar and valleys were predominant. Besides the skew-
ness moment is positive for FE-OBD, therefore, the sur-
face had more peaks than valleys. In addition, kurtosis is 
smaller than 3 for FE showing that the surface was flat 
(according ISO 23926-2). But in the case of kurtosis higher 
than 3 for FE-OBD the surface had more peaks than val-
leys. Furthermore, for FE, Rsk near zero and Rkr close to 3 
show that the height distribution was symmetrical and 
amplitude distribution was Gaussian for FE. Considering 
all of above mentioned results it could be concluded that 
FE had tall peaks and deep valleys and rougher surface 
compared to FE-OBD which had mostly shorter peaks.

The same behavior also could be seen for height pa-
rameters (average height, Sq and Sa) and also other height 
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Fig. 3. AFM images and profiles of: a) 10 × 10 µm of CNT/FE, b) 50 × 50 µm of CNT/FE, c) 5 × 5 µm of CNT/FE-OBD, d) 10 × 10 µm of 
CNT/FE-OBD, e) 50 × 50 µm of CNT/FE-OBD; in subfigures: A – 3D AFM image; B – 2D AFM image; C – cross-section height profile 
parallel to the X-axis across the middle of image B; D – surface height distribution of image A
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parameters (Ssk and Skr) of FE and FE-OBD in Fig. 5a and 
Fig. 5b (for scan scale of 50 × 50 µm). Generally from the 
height parameters it could be concluded that FE had more 
height variations (taller peaks, deeper valleys and rough-
er surface) compared to FE-OBD that had lesser height 
variations (mostly shorter peaks and smoother surface). 
Additionally, for FE the height distribution was more 
symmetrical and amplitude distribution was closer to 
Gaussian compared to that of FE-OBD. For scan scale of 
10 × 10 µm also similar behavior could be seen.

As shown in Fig. 5c for scan scales of 50 × 50 µm and 
10 × 10 µm, the Sp, Sv and St of FE are bigger than those 
of FE-OBD what indicates more height variations in the 
case of FE.

All of the above mentioned AFM results show that 
the original pure rubber (FE) is not resistant to OBD and 
by subjecting it to OBD test, its rough surface could be 
smoothed, degraded and tall peaks and deep valleys 
could disappear and the reasons of these phenomena will 
be mentioned at the end of the paper.
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Fig. 4. AFM roughness parameters of FE and filler/FE before and after subjecting to OBD test: a) Ra, Rq and Rt, b) Rkr and Rsk
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Fig. 5. AFM height parameters of FE and filler/FE before and after subjecting to OBD test: a) average height, Sq and Sa, b) Ssk and Skr, 
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T a b l e  1.  Percentage weight gain, swelling and change of dimensions of FE and filler/FE in OBD

Sample m1 
g

m2 
g

m3 
g

m4 
g

∆m 
%

∆V 
%

FE-OBD 5.23 2.93 5.34 3.40 2.1 -15.7
CB/FE-OBD 5.30 2.94 5.48 3.51 3.4 -16.2
CNT/FE-OBD 5.02 2.39 5.14 2.36 2.4 5.7

Sample L0 
mm

L 
mm

∆L 
%

T0 
mm

T 
mm

∆T 
%

W0 
mm

W 
mm

∆W 
%

FE-OBD – – – 2.22 2.30 3.6 26.68 27.30 2.3
CB/FE-OBD – – – 2.17 2.30 6.0 25.99 26.60 2.3
CNT/FE-OBD 49.78 49.78 0.0 2.17 2.24 3.2 24.33 24.42 0.4

CB/FE and CB/FE-OBD 

From Fig. 2, and also Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, it could be 
seen that all of the comparisons mentioned for FE and 
FE-OBD are the same for that of CB/FE and CB/FE-OBD. As 
a general conclusion the roughness and average height of 
CB/FE-OBD were decreased considerably compared to 
that of CB/FE. Furthermore, CB/FE had a rougher sur-
face with more height variations, taller peaks and deeper 
valleys compared to CB/FE-OBD that had smoother sur-
face with shorter peaks. For CB/FE the height distribu-
tion was wider than that of CB/FE-OBD. For CB/FE, the 
surface was more planar and valleys were predominant, 
while for CB/FE-OBD the surface had more peaks than 
valleys. Additionally, for both CB/FE and CB/FE-OBD the 
height distributions were nearly symmetrical and ampli-
tude distributions were close to Gaussian. 

Again, the above mentioned AFM results show that the 
CB/FE is not resistant to OBD and by subjecting it to OBD 
test, its rough surface could be smoothed, degraded and 
tall peaks and deep valleys could disappear. Therefore, 
CB could not induce OBD resistance to FE and the rea-
sons of these phenomena will be mentioned at the end 
of the paper.

CNT/FE and CNT/FE-OBD 

Similar to comparisons mentioned above, Figs. 3–5 
show that AFM 3D and 2D images, cross-section height 
profile, surface height distribution, roughness parame-
ters (Ra, Rq, Rt, Rkr and Rsk) and height parameters (aver-
age height, Sq, Sa, Ssk, Skr, Sp, Sv and St) of CNT/FE and 
CNT/FE-OBD are nearly the same. These results show 
that changes in surface properties of nanocomposite 
(CNT/FE) due to subjecting to OBD test (CNT/FE-OBD) 
were minor. These figures also show that for both CNT/FE 
and CNT/FE-OBD had surface with more peaks than val-
leys, the height distributions were nearly symmetrical 
and amplitude distributions were close to Gaussian. The 
height distributions for both CNT/FE and CNT/FE-OBD 
were much less wide compared to FE,  FE-OBD, 
CB/FE and CB/FE-OBD. Furthermore, the roughness of 
all filled and unfilled FE under study had the following 

order: CB/FE > FE > CB/FE-OBD > FE-OBD > CNT/FE and 
CNT/FE-OBD.

The above mentioned AFM results show that the 
CNT/FE is resistant to the OBD and its surface could not 
be changed due to subjecting to OBD. Therefore, CNT 
induces OBD resistance to FE and the reasons of these 
phenomena will be mentioned at the end of the paper.

Aged and unaged elastomers surfaces perfection

Figure 6 shows surfaces perfection of filled and un-
filled FE before and after subjecting to OBD (DF) test. As 
shown in these figures for CNT/FE there were no blis-
ters, cracks, swelling and deformed or uneven surfaces. 
However, for FE and CB/FE the surfaces were deformed, 
cracked, swelled and also blisters could be seen. That’s 
why FE or CB/FE could not stand high temperature and 
high pressure OBD but CNT/FE could do. The above re-
sults show that original compound rubber (FE) could not 
resist the OBD and also CB is not able to induce resistance 
of FE to OBD, instead introducing CNT into FE induce 
resistance of FE to OBD. These results further supported 
AFM results.

Swelling and dimension changes

The swelling and percentage weight gain results of 
filled and unfilled FE in OBD test are shown in Table 1. 

These results show that CNT/FE had very low swell-
ing, while for others (FE and CB/FE) the swelling were 
negative. Negative volume changes indicate the chemi-
cal degradation of rubber in that fluid [15]. Therefore, it 
could be concluded that FE and CB/FE were degraded 
in OBD under high temperature and pressure. Accord-
ing to the reference [16] the acceptable swelling percent-
age of rubbers in OBD is < 10 % for the application of 
 O-ring. Furthermore, NORSOk M-710 [17] or ISO  23926-2  
[18] defines the swelling or volume change of elastomer 
for most of oil field applications. According to these 
standards the volume change out of the range of -5 % 
to 25 % is not acceptable. Therefore, CNT/FE could be 
used as  O-rings in oil-based drilling mud, while FE and 
CB/FE not. Percentage weight gain was low for all samples 
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Fig. 6. Photos of: a) FE, b) CB/FE, c) CNT/FE, d) FE-OBD, e) CB/FE-OBD, f) CNT/FE-OBD 
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