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Ball Velocity Changes Depending on the Different Linear Momentum
of Putter Head during the Putting Strokes
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ABSTRACT

J. PARK, Ball Velocity Changes Depending on the Different Linear Momentum of Putter Head during the
Putting Strokes. Korean Journal of Sport Biomechanics, Vol. 17, No. 4, pp. 83-88, 2007. The purpose of this
study was to investigate the ball velocity changes depending on the different linear momentum of putter head.
For this study, two different moving conditions(25cm free fall and 35cm free fall) of putter head were set. And
two different types of ground conditions were used which are artificial grass green(180cm x 600cm x lcm) and
glass green(40cm x 130cm x lcm). Movements of putter head and ball were recorded with 2 HD video
cameras(60 Hz, 1/500s shutter speed). Small size control object(18.5cm x 185cm x 78.5cm) was used in this
study. Ball and putter head velocities were calculated by the First Central Difference Method(Hamill & Knutzen,
199). Linear momentum of ball and putter head were calculated with mass and its velocities. Before impact, the
velocity of the putter head of 35cm free fall was about 30% greater than that of the putter head of 25cm free
fall. Linear momentum of putter head of 35cm free fall was about 0.355-0.364kg - m/s and 25cm free fall was
0.251 kg - m/s . After impact, putter head lost its linear momentum about 14-19% and adjusting time of putter
head after impact would be 0.1 second. After 0.1 second, putter moved the route same as before impact.
Maximum ball velocities were appeared 0.08s-0.10s after impact no matter what the ground conditions are. Ball
velocities struck by 35cm free fall were 30 % faster than 25cm free fall. Linear momentum of ball struck by
putter head was greater than that of expected amount because the moving ball has translational energy and
rotational energy. Future study muwst treat three things. One is ball must struck by the different putters with
different materials. Another is two-piece ball and three-piece ball should be used for the same condition studies.
The other is height of center of rotation of club should be changed. In this study, the height of center of
rotation of club head is 7lem from the ground. But recently many golfers used the long putter. Therefore next
study should apply the different height of center of rotation of club head.
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