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Detonations of gaseous mixtures containing isopropyl nitrate (IPN) were investigated in the GALCIT
detonation tube (280 mm diameter, 7.3 m long). Measurements were made of detonation pressures,
velocities and cell widths for a range of IPN-air mixtures. Tests were conducted for stoichiometric IPN-
air at initial pressures ranging from 10 to 100 kPa, and equivalence ratio was varied between 0.3 and
3.0 for a series of tests at 1 bar initial temperature. To ensure full vaporization of the liquid fuel, tests
were performed at an initial temperature of 373 K. Preliminary efforts have been made to interpret the
results using a detailed chemical reaction mechanism based on previous work on nitrated hydrocarbons,
including propellants and high explosives. The reaction mechanism is compared with existing shock
tube data, and applied in a tentative investigation of the reaction zone structure.

1 Introduction

Isopropyl Nitrate (IPN) is a flammable liquid at room temperature, and is of interest as a fuel ad-
ditive [1, 2] and as a sensitizer in explosives [3]. There has been a great deal of work done on the
ignition and detonation characteristics of the liquid fuel [4–8], as well as the thermal decompo-
sition of the substance in its gas phase [9–16]. There has been very little work to date, however,
investigating the properties of the gaseous fuel in detonations, and where this work has been done,
it has been primarily concerned with the application of IPN as a sensitizing agent in hydrocarbon
mixtures [3]. The purpose of the present study is to investigate the behavior of the pure material
under the conditions of a detonation.

From an experimental point of view, the most accessible measure of the sensitivity of a given mix-
ture is the detonation cell width. Beginning with the cell width, one may use empirical correlations
to arrive at a wide variety of useful properties, such as initiation energy and critical tube diameter
[17]. To this end, we have measured the detonation cell widths for mixtures of IPN, O2, and N2 for
a range of equivalence ratios and initial pressures.

Of general interest is the effect of the nitrate group on combustion chemistry. Recently, Pinard
et al. [18] added NO2 in to propane mixtures in concentrations between 10 and 50% and found
no effect on either the run up distance or detonation cell width, concluding that kinetic changes
brought about by the presence of NO2 are not significant to the initiation of detonations in a typical
hydrocarbon fuel. Lamoureux and others [19–23] found that mixtures oxidized with NO2, includ-
ing rich mixtures of nitromethane, exhibit a double cellular detonation structure due to the heat
release from NO2 reduction occurring over two different time scales.

It is desirable to develop a reaction mechanism for gas phase IPN chemistry. This will allow
us to perform calculations of the reaction zone thickness, which may then be correlated to the
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measured cell sizes and used as a predictive tool. For the present study, we have based our reaction
mechanism on existing work on nitrated hydrocarbons. Once assembled, the mechanism is used
in constant volume calculations for comparison with shock tube induction time data, and in one-
dimensional ZND calculations to compute the reaction zone thickness for an idealized detonation.
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Figure 1: (A) IPN molecular structure. (B) IPN vapor pressure curve.

2 Experiments

2.1 Apparatus and Procedure

The tests were performed in the GALCIT Detonation Tube (GDT), shown schematically in Fig.
2. The tube is 7.3 m long, with an inner diameter of 280 mm. It is constructed of three sections
of cast 304 stainless steel joined together by flanges and high strength fasteners [24]. Before each
test, the tube is evacuated to a pressure of less than 50 mTorr. The tube is filled using the method
of partial pressures, liquid IPN is injected into the tube through a septum, and N2 and O2 are added
through a gas handling system. The mixture is circulated through the tube with a metal bellows
pump during and after filling to ensure homogeneity.

Because some of the mixtures of interest had a high partial pressure of IPN, the tube was heated
to ensure full vaporization of the fuel. The tube has been outfitted with a heating system totalling
13.75 kW in 19 independent zones of temperature monitoring and control. For the present series,
the tube is heated to temperatures of around 100◦C. Comparison with IPN vapor pressure data
[25, 26] in Fig. 1B shows that this temperature is more than sufficient to ensure that the IPN is
fully vaporized for the compositions of interest.

To initiate mixtures of low sensitivity, an oxy-acetylene driver is used. A slightly rich mixture of
acetylene and oxygen is injected through a manifold of four tubes located at the ignition end of
the GDT. Depending on the sensitivity of the test mixture, the driver gas was injected to a partial
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Figure 2: Schematic diagram of the GDT

pressure of between 2 and 8 kPa, controlled by adjusting injection time. Ignition is achieved via the
explosion of a wire by capacitative discharge. A capacitor bank is charged to 9 kV and discharged
through a length of thin copper wire. A fuller description and characterization of the driver system
is found in Akbar et al. [24].

Prior to each shot, a sheet of aluminum (0.61 m by 0.91 m by 0.5 mm) is rolled along the long axis
to the approximate inner diameter of the tube. For stiffness, a steel ring is riveted to one end of the
rolled foil. The foil is then coated with a light layer of soot from a burning kerosene soaked rag,
placed at the bottom of a closed ‘chimney’ containing the foil. For shots which result in a large
amount of water formation, the foil is prepared prior to sooting by cleaning the inner side first with
soap and water, and then with acetone, then applying a very thin coating of Dow Corning DC200
20 centistoke silicone oil, which prevents the water from washing away the soot tracks. Care must
be taken with the application of the oil. It is typically applied in a very thin layer via a lightly
soaked paper towel, and then the foil is wiped off with a clean paper towel. Too much oil results
in poor contrast on the final soot foil. The sooted foil is then clamped into place just inside the
downstream end of the tube.

The pressure and arrival time of the detonation are measured using PCB piezoelectric pressure
transducers mounted along the tube, and this information is used to calculate the observed detona-
tion velocity. When the detonation passes over the sooted foil, a cellular pattern is scoured into the
soot. This pattern is associated with the instability of the detonation front, and the detonation cell
width is the average width of the transverse wave spacing recorded on the foil. Significant uncer-
tainty arises from the variation of cell size throughout the foil and the difficulty of identifying the
precise locations of the triple point tracks. Typically, 10 measurements are made of the transverse
distance between triple point tracks on each foil, and we report the minimum, maximum, and aver-
age of these measurements. Plotted cell widths are given “error bars” indicating the maximum and
minimum measured widths to indicate the spread of the data. In general, uncertainty in cell width
may be as high as 50%. It is important to note that this measurement is independent of confining
geometry only when the cell width is much smaller than the tube diameter.
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2.2 Results

Table 1 contains a summary of the shots performed to date. Primary studies have focused on
IPN-air mixtures with varying initial pressures and IPN fractions. In the table,Φ is defined from
Equation 1 below. Detonation velocities have been measured and the difference between the mea-
sured and Chapman-Jouguet (CJ) value (as obtained via STANJAN [27]) does not exceed 3%,
and is usually within 1%. The measured cell cize corresponding to the sole existing point in the
literature for an IPN-air detonation [3] has also been found to agree to within 3%.

ΦC3H7NO3 + 3.25(O2 + 3.76N2)→ products (1)
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Figure 3: Comparison of measured detonation velocities with CJ velocities computed from STAN-
JAN.

The measured detonation velocity is important in several ways. It allows us to verify the thermo-
chemical data which we use, and informs us of a good test. When the detonation velocity is close
to the CJ velocity, it indicates that the mixture composition is correct, the detonation has been suc-
cessfully initiated, and that the tube is long enough that the initiation transient due to the explosion
of the driver gas is not significant to the detonation in the region of interest (i.e. the soot foil).
Figure 3 contains a comparison of the computed and measured detonation velocities for a range of
mixtures.

Figure 4 contains a sample of the raw data obtained from a single experiment. Figure 5 contains
detonation cell widths plotted against initial pressure andΦ for IPN-air detonations. In a series
investigating the addition of IPN to hexane in mixtures with air, [3] obtained a single measurement
of cell width for stoichiometric IPN-air at 1 bar initial pressure, which is included in the plot.
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Figure 4: Raw Data from shot 1944, data from pressure transducers. (A) Pressure Traces. (B) 20 by
15 cm region of soot foil.
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Figure 5: Detonation cell widths plotted vs. (A) initial pressure and (B) Φ.

3 Chemical Kinetics

The range of mixtures and conditions we are able to investigate in the lab is limited, and it is
of interest to extend the applicability of the study to a broader range of conditions. Modeling of
the chemical kinetics of a reacting system is useful for these purposes. For instance, it has been
demonstrated that the reaction zone thickness computed from one dimensional kinetics calculations
can be correlated to the detonation cell size [28,29].

In order to reliably predict detonation cell widths from kinetics calculations, we must first develop
a reaction mechanism for the mixture. The mechanism must then be validated against shock tube
induction time measurements. Then it may be used to compute reaction zone thicknesses for
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correlation to experimental cell size data.

Previous work on reaction mechanisms for IPN combustion is scarce. There have been many
efforts to measure the activation energy for gas phase decomposition at various conditions [9–11,
15, 25], studies of the decomposition products through mass and IR spectroscopy [12, 13], and
Zaslonko [14] proposed a mechanism for the decomposition of methyl-, ethyl-, and propyl-nitrates
including IPN.

The reaction mechanism was assembled based on previous work. The rate constant for IPN decom-
position was taken from Zaslonko [14], the hydrocarbon sub-mechanism was taken from Curran
et al. [30], and the nitrogen submechanism taken from Yetter et al. [31]. Two types of calculations
which are of immediate interest are the solutions of the constant volume explosion, and steady
1-D (ZND) detonation equations. The pertinent differential equations are integrated in time, and
property and reaction rate calculations are performed using Cantera [32].
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Figure 6: Comparison of constant-volume calculation with published shock tube data.

For validation of the mechanism, we are using shock tube data from Toland and Simmie [16]. They
used a mixture of 1% IPN, 4% O2 and 95 % Ar. Ignition delay times were reported for temperatures
ranging from 1237-1510 K with final pressures of 3.5 kPa. Ignition delay time was defineded as the
time corresponding to the maximum intensity of light on the wavelength of the chemiluminescent
reaction of CO with O. To simulate this experiment, constant- volume calculations were run at these
initial conditions and the ignition delay time was taken as the time of maximum CO concentration.
Results of this comparison may be seen in Fig. 6. It should be emphasized that the mechanism
is still under development, and all reported data from kinetics modeling is indication of a work in
progress.

A problem with the use of shock tube data to validate a chemical mechanism for use with detona-
tions is the fact that shock tubes are incapable of approaching the von Neumann conditions typical
for detonations. In particular, post shock pressures are frequently much higher than are accessible
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Figure 7: Points available from Toland and Simmie [16] plotted on top of the approximate envelope
of post shock conditions in the present study.

in a shock tube. Figure 7 plots in pressure-temperature space the points reported in Toland and
Simmie [16] and the envelope of post-shock conditions in the detonations we have observed in the
lab.

As a preliminary step toward performing detonation calculations, we may model the detonation
as a constant volume explosion following a shock. The CJ velocity is computed using realistic
thermochemistry, and the jump conditions are used to get the state of the frozen reactant mixture
after the shock. This state is then used as the initial condition in a constant-volume explosion
calculation using detailed chemistry.
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Figure 8: Constant volume explosion calculations for Φ = (A) 1 and (B) 3.

Figure 8 contains plots of the time dependence of the mass fractions of a few pertinent species and
the temperature. The IPN rapidly dissociates at the beginning of the reaction zone, yielding up
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NO2 which is reduced in two steps, from NO2 to NO and NO to N2. On the rich side, this causes
a bit of spreading of the temperature rise, and we can that the temperature rise begins to level
off before NO reduction comes into play, at which point it climbs again. In mixtures with NO2

as the primary oxidizer, double cellular structures have been observed on soot foil measurements
[19–23]. The effect of the two-stage heat release on the reaction zone, and in turn the detonation
structure, is an interesting topic and warrants further study. However, double cellular structure has
not been observed in our measurements, and this effect is probably not of great importance to IPN
combustion, since there is simply not enough NO2 for the molecule’s size to make it the primary
oxidizing species.

There are several possible figures of merit to choose from in such a model to define the induction
time. We have chosen to use the time at which the maximum temperature gradient occurs. This
figure is multiplied by the previously calculated detonation velocity to obtain the thickness of the
induction zone. For the present investigation, this is fit via the method of least squares to a constant
multiple of the cell size. A comparison of the correlated calculation and the measured cell widths is
located in Fig. 9. The constant of proportionality is 1600. We typically find [24] the detonation cell
size to be between 10 and 100 times the reaction zone thickness, so it is clear that our mechanism
is dramatically overpredicting the speed of the heat release. This was not unexpected, as it can be
seen in Fig. 6 that computed reaction times at high temperature are much lower than were observed
in the shock tube. Again, this mechanism is very much a work in progress.
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Figure 9: Comparison of correlated reaction zone thickness from constant volume explosion calcu-
lation and measured cell size.

4 Conclusions

We have made progress toward an understanding of the behavior of isopropyl nitrate under det-
onation conditions. Detonation cell widths have been measured for previously uncharacterized
mixtures of IPN and air. The detonation velocity and cell size was measured as a function of
both equivalence ratio and initial pressure. The detonation velocities were found to be in very
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good agreement with those predicted by thermochemical calculation. For the sole case in which
comparison was possible, the cell width compared well with what was previously reported in the
literature.

The results of the chemical kinetic model are encouraging, but the model is still under development.
The comparison between the modeling and experimental cell widths shows that the equivalence
ratio trends are qualitatively correct, but the prediction of short ignition delay times in the shock
tube needs to be investigated further.

5 Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the Defense Threat Reduction Agency through Sandia National Labo-
ratories Contract No. 64992. We thank Mike Kaneshige, Marcia Cooper, Anita Renlund, and Mel
Baer of Sandia for their technical guidance and support of this work.

The authors thank Prof. John Simmie, Dr. Henry Curran and Dr. Charles Westbrook for dis-
cussions concerning IPN ignition chemistry in the shock tube. The work at Lawrence Livermore
National Laboratory was also performed under the auspices of the U.S. Department of Energy by
University of California, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory under Contract W-7405-Eng-
48.

References

[1] J. C. Oxley, J. L. Smith, E. Rogers, W. Ye, A. A. Aradi, and T. J. Henly.Energy and Fuels, 14 (2000) 1252–1264.

[2] J. C. Oxley, J. L. Smith, E. Rogers, W. Ye, A. A. Aradi, and T. J. Henly.Energy and Fuels, 15 (2001) 1194–1199.

[3] F. Zhang, R. Akbar, P. A. Thibault, and S. B. Murray.Shock Waves, 10 (2001) 457–466.

[4] C. Brochet.Astronautica Acta, 15 (1970) 419.

[5] M. F. Gogulya, A. Yu. Dolgoborodov, M. A. Brazhnikov, and S. A. Dushenok. Shock wave initiation of liquid
explosives. InConference on Shock Compression of Condensed Matter, pages 903–906. APS, 2000.

[6] B. E. Gelfand, S. V. Khomik, T. Eremenko, and S. A. Tsiganov. Basic features of the self-ignition of atomized
liquid nitro/nitrate/nitrite compounds in a gaseous medium. InProceedings of the Combustion Institute, Vol. 28,
pages 879–883, 2000.

[7] S. A. Sheffield, L. L. Davis, M. R. Baer, R. Engelke, R. R. Alcon, and A. M. Renlund. Hugoniot and shock
initiation studies of isopropyl nitrate. In12th APS Topical Group Meeting on Shock Compression of Condensed
Matter, 2001.

[8] F. Zhang and S.B. Murray. Shock initiation and detonability of isopropyl nitrate. In12th International Detonation
Symposium, 2002.

[9] J. F. Griffiths, M. F. Gilligan, and P. Gray.Combustion and Flame, 24 (1975) 11–19.

[10] J. F. Griffiths, M. F. Gilligan, and P. Gray.Combustion and Flame, 26 (1976) 385–393.

[11] P. Gray, J. F. Griffiths, K. Hasegawa, and M. F. Gilligan.Polish Journal of Chemistry, 55 (1981) 1297–1307.

[12] T. Hansson, J. B. C. Pettersson, and L. Holmlid.Journal of the Chemical Society. Faraday transactions II, 85
(1989) 1413–1423.

[13] H. Krause, N. Eisenreich, and A. Pfiel.Thermochemica Acta, 149 (1989) 349–356.

[14] I. S. Zaslonko, V. N. Smirnov, and A. M. Tereza.Kinetics and Catalysis, 34 (1993) 531–538.

9



2007 Fall Meeting of WSS/CI – Paper # 07F-40 Topic: Detonation

[15] M. A. Hiskey, K. R. Brower, and J. C. Oxley.Journal of Physical Chemistry, 95 (1991) 3955–3960.

[16] A. Toland and J. M. Simmie.Combustion and Flame, 132 (2003) 556–564.

[17] J. H. S. Lee.Annual Reviews of Fluid Mechanics, 16 (1984) 311–336.

[18] P. F. Pinard, A. J. Higgins, and J. H. S. Lee.Combustion and Flame, 136 (2004) 146–154.

[19] N. Lamoureux, C. Matignon, M. O. Sturtzer, D. Desbordes, and H. N. Presles. On the origin of the double
cellular structure of detonation in gaseous nitromethane. InProceedings of the 18th ICDERS, 2001.

[20] F. Joubert, D. Desbordes, and H. N. Presles. Double cellular structure in the detonation of mixtures or com-
pounds containing the NO2 group. In19th International Colloquium on Gasdynamics of Explosion and Reactive
Systems, 2003.

[21] D. Desbordes, V. Guilly, B. Khasainov, J. Luche, and H. N. Presles. Double cellular detonation structure. In
Minsk International Colloquium on Physics of Shock Waves, Combustion Detonation, and Non-Equilibrium
Processes, 2005.

[22] V. Guilly, B. Khasainov, H. N. Presles, D. Desbordes, and P. Vidal. Numerical study of detonation cells under
non-monotonous heat release. InProceedings of the 20th ICDERS, 2005.

[23] M. O. Sturtzer, N. Lamoureux, C. Matignon, D. Desbordes, and H. N. Presles.Shock Waves, 14 (2005) 45–51.

[24] R. Akbar, M. Kaneshige, and J. E. Shepherd. Detonations in H2-N2O-CH4-NH3-O2-N2 Mixtures. InGALCIT
Technical Report FM97-3, 1997. California Institute of Technology.

[25] D. E. G. Jones, H. T. Feng, R. A. Augusten, and R. C. Fouchard.Journal of Thermal Analysis and Calorimetry,
55 (1999) 9–19.

[26] B. T. Federoff and O. E. Sheffield.Encyclopedia of Explosives and Related Items, Vol. 8. Picatinny Arsenal,
Dover, NJ, 1972.

[27] W. C. Reynolds. Stanjan interactive computer programs for chemical equilibrium analysis. Technical report,
Stanford University, 1986.

[28] C. K. Westbrook and P. A. Urtiew.Combustion Explosions and Shock Waves, 19 (1984) 65–76.

[29] J. E. Shepherd.Progress in Aeronautics and Astronautics, 106 (1986) 263–293.

[30] H. J. Curran, W. J. Pitz, and C. K. Westbrook. A chemical kinetic mechanism for C4 hydrocarbons. Private
communication, 2007.

[31] R. A. Yetter, F. L. Dryer, M. T. Allen, and J. L. Gatto.Journal of Propulsion and Power, 11 (1995) 683–697.

[32] D. Goodwin. Cantera: Object-oriented software for reacting flows. http://www.cantera.org, 2005.

10



2007 Fall Meeting of WSS/CI – Paper # 07F-40 Topic: Detonation

Ta
bl

e
1:

Li
st

of
sh

ot
s

pe
rfo

rm
ed

in
IP

N
se

rie
s

A
ve

ra
ge

M
in

im
um

M
ax

im
um

S
ho

t
M

ix
tu

re
Φ

P
(k

P
a)

T
(◦

C
)

U
1
2

(m
/s

)
U

2
3

(m
/s

)
U

C
J

(m
/s

)
C

el
lW

id
th

C
el

lW
id

th
C

el
lW

id
th

N
ot

es
(m

m
)

(m
m

)
(m

m
)

19
36

IP
N

-A
ir

1
20

23
17

68
N

o
de

to
na

tio
n

19
37

IP
N

-A
ir

1
20

23
10

12
.2

84
9.

7
17

68
N

o
de

to
na

tio
n

19
43

IP
N

-A
ir

1
40

25
17

37
.9

17
36

.0
18

42
.3

so
ot

fo
il

sl
ig

ht
ly

cr
um

pl
ed

af
te

r
sh

ot
19

44
IP

N
-A

ir
1

30
26

18
20

.9
17

72
.5

18
36

.0
30

.5
23

36
19

45
IP

N
-O

xy
ge

n
1

50
80

23
16

.5
23

11
.7

22
44

so
ot

fo
il

ru
in

ed
by

w
at

er
19

46
IP

N
-O

xy
ge

n
1

50
10

0
23

15
.4

23
10

.3
22

44
so

ot
fo

il
ru

in
ed

by
w

at
er

19
47

IP
N

-A
ir

1
60

10
0

18
31

.8
18

15
.9

18
48

.1
m

uc
h

w
at

er
da

m
ag

e
to

fo
il,

bu
tu

sa
bl

e
ce

lls
ar

e
pr

es
en

t
19

48
IP

N
-A

ir
1

80
97

18
37

.3
18

37
.5

18
83

.7
so

ot
fo

il
ru

in
ed

by
w

at
er

19
49

IP
N

-A
ir

1
10

0
13

1
18

67
.3

18
59

.6
18

53
.9

so
ot

fo
il

ru
in

ed
by

w
at

er
19

50
IP

N
-A

ir
1

40
26

18
20

.9
18

19
.4

18
42

.3
23

.7
15

30
19

51
IP

N
-O

xy
ge

n
1.

5
15

72
22

79
.0

22
63

.7
22

98
.2

19
52

IP
N

-O
xy

ge
n

1.
75

15
57

23
34

.2
23

06
.0

23
28

.5
19

53
IP

N
-A

ir
1

60
84

18
28

.2
18

15
.9

18
48

.1
15

.7
12

20
po

or
co

nt
ra

st
on

so
ot

fo
il

19
54

IP
N

-A
ir

1
80

77
18

53
.5

D
riv

er
in

je
ct

io
n

fa
ile

d,
D

D
T

in
tu

be
do

w
ns

tr
ea

m
of

P
3.

R
ep

la
ce

d
lo

w
or

em
pt

y
ac

et
yl

en
e

bo
ttl

e
af

te
r

sh
ot

19
56

IP
N

-A
ir

1
80

85
18

24
.5

18
12

.3
18

52
.8

11
.3

9
13

po
or

co
nt

ra
st

on
so

ot
fo

il
19

57
IP

N
-A

ir
1

10
0

76
18

69
.3

18
69

.0
18

57
.7

8.
2

7
11

so
ot

fo
il

st
ill

no
t

th
e

gr
ea

t-
es

t,
co

nt
ra

st
ge

tti
ng

be
tte

r
th

ou
gh

19
58

IP
N

-A
ir

0.
9

10
0

11
3

18
11

.9
18

08
.8

18
29

.4
13

.2
11

16
so

ot
fo

ils
ge

tti
ng

be
tte

r,
st

ill
ne

ed
im

pr
ov

em
en

t
19

59
IP

N
-A

ir
0.

8
10

0
99

17
76

.7
17

72
.5

17
93

.9
17

.8
13

21
19

60
IP

N
-A

ir
0.

7
10

0
10

1
17

19
.9

17
51

.2
D

D
T

be
tw

ee
n

P
1

an
d

P
2,

m
ix

tu
re

pr
es

su
riz

ed
by

sh
oc

k
pr

io
r

to
de

to
na

tio
n

19
61

IP
N

-A
ir

0.
7

10
0

10
4

17
39

.5
17

36
.0

17
50

.9
22

.7
5

15
28

19
62

IP
N

-A
ir

1
20

92
17

85
.4

17
67

.4
18

19
.1

32
.6

22
43

C
on

tin
ue

d
on

ne
xt

pa
ge

11



2007 Fall Meeting of WSS/CI – Paper # 07F-40 Topic: Detonation

Ta
bl

e
1

–
C

on
tin

ue
d

fro
m

pr
ev

io
us

pa
ge

A
ve

ra
ge

M
in

im
um

M
ax

im
um

S
ho

t
M

ix
tu

re
Φ

P
(k

P
a)

T
(◦

C
)

U
1
2

(m
/s

)
U

2
3

(m
/s

)
U

C
J

(m
/s

)
C

el
lW

id
th

C
el

lW
id

th
C

el
lW

id
th

N
ot

es
(m

m
)

(m
m

)
(m

m
)

19
63

IP
N

-A
ir

1
10

10
1

18
98

.3
18

14
.1

18
02

.8
61

.0
8

45
75

19
65

IP
N

-A
ir

2
10

0
11

2
19

63
.5

19
59

.8
19

79
.3

11
.8

10
14

19
66

IP
N

-A
ir

0.
6

10
0

10
8

16
95

.3
M

is
fir

e
oc

cu
re

d
du

rin
g

in
-

je
ct

io
n.

F
la

sh
ar

re
st

or
s

cy
-

cl
ed

.
N

o
da

ta
fr

om
da

s.
20

29
IP

N
-A

ir
0.

6
10

0
10

3
16

92
.9

16
87

.0
16

95
.3

25
.7

20
30

20
30

”I
P

N
-A

ir”
0.

5
10

0
10

3
16

16
.6

16
15

.0
16

21
.3

36
.0

29
38

20
31

”I
P

N
-A

ir”
1.

5
10

0
10

4
19

32
.4

19
31

.2
19

42
.8

9.
2

7
13

20
32

”I
P

N
-A

ir”
2.

5
10

0
10

1
19

53
.0

19
78

.7
19

95
.0

12
.5

9
17

20
33

”I
P

N
-A

ir”
3.

0
10

0
10

5
19

89
.1

19
82

.9
20

01
.3

14
.7

13
19

20
34

”I
P

N
-A

ir”
0.

4
10

0
99

15
04

.9
14

98
.8

15
22

.7
66

.7
54

80
20

35
”I

P
N

-A
ir”

0.
3

10
0

10
1

13
99

.1
13

75
.4

P
oo

r
so

ot
fo

il,
λ
≈

16
0
−

18
0

m
m

12


