ORDNANCE CORPS

Do, BALLISTIC RESEARCH LABORATORIES
Qo ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND, MD.

MEMORANDUM
REPORT No. 598 -
CLEARINEAOU o Y2
Em m! lc . ._" ._’.. fws N L
T P HNICAL INFORMATION EE T
py | Microfiche ‘ | \ | |
/3 ot - KOV18 1968 __.lt;
-l

$. $ 1 o
; RRVE GOP T o h

Note cn the Determination of the Form

of Air Shocks from the Decay Curve

JANE DEWEY




RESEARCH LABORITIES

BALLISTIC
MEMORANDUM REPORT NO. 598

February 1952

NOTE ON THE DETERMINATION OF THr FORM OF AIR SHOCKS FROM THE DECAY CURVE

Jane Dewey

-
—— —

(o

Project No. TB3-0112J of the Research and
Development Division, Ordnance Corps

PROVING GROUND, MARYLAND

ABERDEEN




SKC MATION
- o~

BALLISTIC BRSRARCH LABORATORIES MEMORANDUM ERPORT NO. 598

JDewey/so
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.

February 1952

NOTE ON THE DETERMIVATION OF THE FORM OF ATR SHOCKS FROM THE DECAY CURVE

ABSTRACT

Expressions connecting the first derivative of the shock parameters
Jjust behind the front with the decay curves are given in the form
convenient for comparison with experimental results, for plane, cylindrical
and shperical shocks. Comparison of pressure-time gage measurements on
"gpherical® shocks with the decay curve for shocks from spherical
Peatolite charges is included. The discussion is preliminary to the
determination of the form of the shock from these charges now being
undertaken by integration of the hydrodynamic equations along the
Kirkwood-Brinkley decay curve.
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The determination of the pressure-time relation at a point and
the pressure-distance relation at a given time from the decay of the
peak pressure of an air shock has been hampered by the small range of
peak pressures over which reliable msasurements were available. Recent
work in this Laboratory on spherical Pentolite charges has confirmed
the general form of the decay curve obtained by compilation of data
from a number of sources.,l In the tollowing note the slopes of the
pressure-time and pressure-distance curves just behind the front are
computed as a preliminary to a more complete study.

Following Kirkwood and Bz.*inklmr,2 we calculate the pressure-time
or pressure~distance variation at the shock front by combining the
Hugoniot conditions with the hydrodynamic equationsJ* For comparison
with experiment the Eulerian torm is more convenient than the Lagran-
gian torm used by Stanton and Cassen3 and will therefore be used from
the start, although the relaticns derived here can be obtained from
theirs. To distinguish the variation of a quantity at the front from
the usual total derivative, we write

where U is the shock velocity, r the space variable and R its value at
the front,

[
FrugoRh-C-wE-vGp-2F) (1a)

where u is material wvelocity in the shock front, p and Po the densities
in and without the shock front,

The hydrodynamic equations can then be specialized at the front in
the form:

Continuity equation and energy equation,
Po ov . au
_7(m-s-§)+¥+r-0 (2)

where p is the prussgro, P i3 the pressure at the front, and v is the
materisl velocity, a¢ is the variation of pressure with density at
constant entropy in the froat, a = O for a plane, 1 for a cylindrical,
and 2 for a spherical shock front,.

Dynamical equation,

Um-'—USQ-%-O (3)

or combining (2) and (3) and utilizing pouUe=P-p, vhere p is the
pressure of the undiaturbed air,

902 a(P - p,) 9202
Um —-55“ -——r—-ﬁ(:l-T!—)% . (3a)

In an appendix the notation, equations, and Hugoniot conditions are
sumarised.
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Since at very high peak pressures Dp/DP is very small, it is convenient
to express u in terms of P and p at the fronte The following ex~
pressions have been found usefui:

1 D n(p = p) P-p, pp %P =p,)
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Experimental work on spherical charges shows that decay is linear
both at very low and at very high peak pressures. The equation

(P -p,)z = (2,26 + T1.5 ——s) atm £t 1b"1/3, (8)
1+ 0423 W</°rt 2

where 2 = R/(charge weight)Y/3, has been found to £it data of this labara-
tory on spherical Pentolite over the range from the charge surface to Z =
100, within the dispersion of measurements. Calculations of peak pressure
from emuation (8) can be relied upon at large distances from a detonationm,
probably to better than 5%, as is shown by the agreement between indepen—
dent workers.,t At small distances the non-spherical form of the shock
produced by initiating a spherical charge with any existing detonator and
other so-far unidentified factors introduce an uncertainty of the order
of 10§, If the scaled distance is expressed in charge diameters,

instead of in ft lb-1/3, X = r/ro = 752 2

(p - po) x = (17,0 + 5317 =~ :2-) atm charge radii (8a)
1 + hol X 10 X

Figure 1 is a plot of the relevant parameters in these expressions
taken from the tables of Kirkwood, Brinkley and Richardson.> These
tables are also used in obtaining the peak pressure close to a charge
from the measured shock velocity. In neither case can the possible
errors in the equation of state used in the Hugoniot conditions intro-
duce an error in the results at high pressures camparable to the un-
certainty of measurement, as the relations between peak pressure and
shock velocity and between peak pressure and particle velocity are very
insensitivae to variations in density behind the front, while the terms
in equations =7 containing other parameters are small, We discuss
pressures above and below 100 atmospheres separately.

Within a few charge radii from the surface we have the rough approxi-
mation

2(P=-p)
P, DR v
D 1in(p = p,)
Considering a better approximation, BTN varies from O at the
0

charge surface to 1/3 at 100 atmospheres pressure, and can be neglected
in comparison Wi th p/p, over this range, while p, is negligible ocompared

to P Results of computations from the expression

%% . p/2p, + P/(p - p‘,)lt2 %g*‘ 2/R

PP _
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plp = p,)a
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Figure 1.

Properties of air at the shock
front, from Kirkwood - Brinkiey tables.
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are shown in Figure 2. The <lopes are given in charge radii for better
visualization of the shock,. P/% is the distance in charge radii from

the front to the intersection of the tangent to the pressure distance
curve at the front and the 1lina of P = Po* It is interesting that this

distance remains about 1/5 the distance between the front and the center
of the charge throughout the range of these measurements., _ % % is
computed from 1/P 3p/dr, using equation (1).

At pressures less than 100 atomospheres the perfuct gas approxima-
tion can be used., For a gas of specific heat ratio y, setting (P-po)/po-y

/3 1 3.1 (pl) @riyioply e 87 Dy, , axpel
wl (P‘P°’¥ i )I g 2_%_1 (9)
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+§ (F-Sp2)yeriyT)

bl)(3r2)y2+ 111+3)y»8f n@“/ 212
;}i (10)

The second form is obtviously convenient for the use of equation (8).
Results of this computation tor air (y = 1,4) are plotted in Figure 2.
Bquation (7) has been used to compare the observed slope of the pres-
sure-time curve recorded oscillographically with the slope to be expected
from the decay curve (peak pressure-distance relation). Agreement has usual-
ly besnottainaed vhen the shock was very long comparcd to the gage size.
Good agreement cannot be expected with data on shocks close to small
charges when large gages are used (the BRL gage and fractional pound
spheres, for instance) since the gage gives an average pressure over a
considereble part of the shock wave., A few points obtained in this way
wvith 1/L pound Pentolite charges are included in Figure 2.

It is obvious that the method ussed to obtain equation (L) can be
iterated, differentiating the hydrodynamic equations, to obtain succes-
sive derivatives at the front, These in turn can be inserted in a Tay-
lor's series in the distance from the front and the form of the pressure
time or pressure distance relation behind the front obtained to the
discontinuity in any derivative. This discontinuity would be expected
to be ths boundary between the explosive gases and air, at which even
the first derivative of the pressure is discontinucus, unless a second
shock has formed. Although theoretical discussion of the form of a
spherical shock is difficult,® it is clear that a second sphe:rical
shock will form much more slowly than & second plane shock. As experi-
mental studies on small charges have not been carried out with initiation




resulting in a spherical shock, the appearance of multiple shocks in
pressure-tims records cannot be regarded as evidsnce as to their forma-
tion from a detonation having spherical symmetry, The question of the
region of continuity thus remains unanswered until further theoretical
work has been done, It is doubtful that the experimental results are
sufficiently accurate so that reliance can be placed on higher deriva-
tives of equation (8) than the first, in any case. Computations of the
pressure bshind the shock front as a function of time by the method of
characteristics are being made, using the Kirkwood-Brinkley peak pres-
sure vs distance curve/. Similar computations will be made using the
experimental curve, if further experimental work shows significant dif-
ferences between the curves. The estimation of positive impulse from
decay may prove more accurate than its experimental determination3
close to charges.
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APPENDIX

T

Symbols used:

r = space variabla, for a spharical shock the distance from the
charge center

R(t) = the value of r at the shock front
t = time

p{z,t) = pressure

ier

T

o

P(R) = pressure at the front

P = density

2« 22fes)
S = entropy
U(R) = shock velocity relative to gas in front of shock

v(r,t) = meterial velocity relative to gas in front of shock

u{R) = value of v at the front

a is definedbyV--g;+;

W = charge weight
Ze E/Yl /3
- - /
y=(p=-p)p,
y = ratio of specific heats

The subscript o refers to the gas in front of shock, which is assumed
to be uniform,

No subscripts are used for quantities just behind the front.
. The one dimensional hydrodynamic equations are: in Bulsrian co-
ordinates

12




Continuity, g2+ veR+pVev=0
‘ Dynamical, p%';+pv%+§-0

Energy, %% + v gg =0
Hugoniot Conditions
A, For any material

poU = (U = u)

pouU-Pu P,

Change in internal energy of material passing through the front is

1 1 1
Z Po Po P

By, For a perfect gas
2 4
8 ® YP/P,

u - 2a°2 yz/y Ey +1l)y+ 21:]

Uztaoa E\'-& 1) y + 2y| /2y

P=pr, Er*l)y*Z:r—J / Ev-l)r*zzl
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