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Possible Mechanism for Hammer Vibration in Rebound Hardness Test of Glass
Using Hammer with Pyramidal Indenter
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Fig. 1 Variation of the acceleration of the
top of the hammer obtained in the
previous study for glass specimen
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Fig. 2 Simple hammer model
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Fig. 4 Time variations of impact force
applied to the simple model hammer
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Fig. 6 Impact force waveforms before ~ Fig. 7 Acceleration waveforms at the

and after the threshold normal top of the hammer before and

stress change obtained by the

FEM change obtained by the FEM
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Fig. 5 Variations of the acceleration of the

top of the simple model hammer
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Fig. 8 Acceleration spectrum at the top

after the threshold normal stress

of the hammer after the impact
obtained by the FEM





