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The effect of presence or absence of a screw for fixing specimen on rebound hardness test

by using hammer with Vickers indenter.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the device

for the rebound hardness tester
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Fig. 2 Analytical models for finite element method (FEM)
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Fig. 4 Time variations of the hummer velocity
and velocity of specimen surface
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Fig. 6 Time variations of predicted energy for R=18mm





