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Fig. 2. Relation between carburized carbon
and increase of electric resistance of

iron wire.
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On the Hardness Distribution of Cold
Work Roll Body.
(On the edge-effect of residual stress)
| Shinsaku Onodera, Yutaka Amléida.
Tsurno Shibazaki, Kiyoshi Hori.
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Table 1.

tested cold-work rolls.

Chemical composition of

C Si Mn P S Cr Mo | V
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Fig. 1. Spots, hardness measured. (X markes).
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Fig. 2. Scraping test of a cold-work roll.
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Fig. 3. Comparison of hardness distrib-
ution and residual stress distribution
of cold-work rolls by scraping test.
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Fig. 4. Hardness distribution on the axial
section of small specimeh taken
out of cold work roll:body.
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