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1.1 $BE EFP &} LT
I T X IICHE 25 5 T8 2 75 B8 K iy e AU A% 25 45 4 ) KR i gE O LRI R 1 TR B BE B EFP )5
g R T O R bl B R . S AL ST T VS S G5 SR R R AR o R R RE R
gy B R 48 R 225 Mose IR G5 S 5 (B 25 48 D 2E 253 8 H R WA g Mt R R o) & it
mk 1R,
F 1 EBREKSHSHET

Table 1 Design of charge and shell’s structural parameters

D, /mm H/mm B/(® t/mm
100 90 45 5

1.2 FEEEERARAE

AHEGE BT T A BR T = 4E 0 BB RSN 2 B . fR TSR 2 2 B 0 T Y TR LA AE R AR R
i B FE PF Er R ] ALE 530k 1H 5000 K AR AR I R 3l ) 8 1Y 2R RE 4= 1RO it 2
YEZ 2GRV EE 23 SR I BRPL S 1, JE 24 25 A0 B8 s A 5 A ) 9 R E AR PSR L [ R 5 vk . 2 R R
FFEAR B AL 55 0 358 FHAH AT 45 8K, AN 44 7 72 € ] Johnson-Cook #5Y IR 25 7 2 A Griineisen Jy f# 5 32 2&
25 TH-2 ¥E24 RS BRI JWL (Jones-Wilkins-Lee) 77 f2 . #1418 # Johnson-Cook 744 77 FE %
HESHOLER 2V R s SR IR BRSO 3 3P P . CLS .S Sy IR RS A
MOBHIER 25 T IR I J7 . By 28 A ZR B, n Dy S B AR B m IR R B D NIRE, po N
Chapman-Jouguet/% 17,

Detonation point
Detonator |

Booster i S Shell (45 steel)
B
Shell R
v T ' Explosive (JH-2)
Explosive HiH
M i i
Liner & i i :‘ f Liner (Ta)
R e iataie . ! Air
e D, il
F 1 fHE EFP -4 E K2 AIRJCRR
Fig. 1 Diagram of tantalum liner EFP warhead Fig. 2 Finite element model

N T ARATH 25 BB S5 R 2O EFP 403 o0 i e AR T B 5 i B L SR BODR 15 R S RUE AL L BF
P — SRR R B 7 . SR RS HE AR o IR AR D 1357~ 155" (S B & 4°) (24
RUSEREJRE s 7R AL 2.0~3. 0 mm(Z 8345 0. 2 mm) (25 RIS RINEAR R 192205 ol 40~

85 mm(BEME N5 mm).,

x2 SEHRI-CAMFTESHE
Table 2 Parameters of J-C constitutive equation for tantalum
A/MPa B/MPa n C m
142 164 0.3148 0. 057 0.8836

[12]
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Table 3 Parameters of air,shell and explosive'*

) C Yo S, S, Ss o/ (kg+m *)
Air
0. 344 1.4 0 0 0 1.25
A/MPa B/MPa C n m o/(g+cm™?)
Shell (45 steeD)
496 434 0.014 0. 26 1.03 7.83
D/(km=+s ') e /GPa A/GPa B/GPa G o/(g+cm™?)
Explosive (JH-2)
8.425 29. 66 854.5 2.05 — 1. 845

1.3 EFP B HgEIERR

KT AR TG S IE AR SR 14 1, 781 3
g5 T EFP BB PERE TS A5 0 L, Hirp . 1 Sl 4 Xt
SCDK LR EFP L0 # B K s d A xd S20 H

D,——

—d

] —

120248 EFP S0 i R E# L, i EFP K, & - Ly
18 EFP 2D, b EFP HA2. /245 EFP I K H#E K3 EFP A fE 15 AR 7 1A
*HXﬂ’;@L‘{tgﬁq Z/Lp F2 o5, M RS20 A2 d/Dp Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of molding

performance indicator of EFP

FR .
2 SEERLEMISET EFP ERERIEH M

2.1 RREBYMERERYHE
2.1.1 HESHERNZM

PEHL s=2. 4 mm R="50 mm, %} 25 RVBEHES o 19 6 7 RIFATEUE DT B 15 I &4 RAE 200 ps B Z)
EFP (363058 B v, MILRURIEZS AN 4 FR . TR T EFP S5 o0 1 ) R M RE 48 b L 45 4 X 5120
KB L X900 AR d X SLOKE 1/ L, MR SO0 EAR d/ D, s e AR LR i 5 BiR.

230 ¢ Value of simulation 1o - F?“?ng curve for UL 0 — Fitting curve forl
2.95 — Fitting curve oof s : ;‘I‘Eng curve for d/Dy g 120} T }:itting curve for d
= 220 4 r i, 5 o d
@ o 0.8} Z 90t
é 2‘15‘ l E 0.7\ % 60
£ 210t NN E
905 0.6} - ] s
% 00 . . . 0.5] @ ULyand d/D, ol ol (®landd .
135 140 145 150 155 135 140 145 150 155 135 140 145 150 155
al(°) al(®) /(%)
P4 S o 2 AL R A A 1 2 Ak Kl 5 EFP AR5 i bl 25 71 B8 4 A i 28 1 ith 26
Fig.4 Variation of v, along « Fig.5 Variation of molding performance indicator of EFP along «

PP 4 R 5 25 B A A T 14375 o phy T 24 108 oy TR 5 TR 11 P i e 2 O B e ASHE . - B EFP 119
P BEZHTI N . TESE AN 14T I AR A Sk 30 B A P 4 A A 4 Dt PR 2 oy T 2 R 5 R A e
h BRI I o B HE A OSSN 33 TR O A B4 FIALEE , EFP T A 8 A RE s o

B 5 o] 2 2 R B A A o 135S BN ZE 15070, B 2 24 Y B A VR R A U o 55495 o B 1R B9 il
] 71§t R A% 1) WAL A7 B8 0 980/ 0N o CHEAR OGS S0 B2 R AR B T ARG 5 2 25 U R HE AR o KT 150° I, 25 2 58
JIRY A X 78 g R e AR I S8 A0 0 o A ) il 1) iz e R A 1] W 46 BE 7 R IR I 55 . 5 8 EFP K K AR B
ol AT 240 0F S50 1 JBE /IR T o o 200 00 20 AR B R AR L CHO R S0 B e AR A S . Ak, 25
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SRR A o S e 4 ) 24 Y kA A I A 58 e Al ) A B AR e WL I BE D

ZEAHTE 4 FNIEl 5. 425 B R A /N T 14370 BOARAZ AT AR Sk 0 R R AR S0 K B BLAR K
Sk R B 25 0 K ) 1 W 5 24 25 AU B84 A KT 147 B8 e 4 X S0 K B kR R T AR .
ML 256 5 RS i o i B M i L SR AR 25 BB A AR o Ty 143°~147°,
2.1.2 HBEBEENEIMW

FEHL a=143° \R="50 mm, X 25 AU B BE [ 6 > 7 AT BUE D7 5,45 1 & 7 B 7E 200 ps B %] EFP
1 3k FR R BE v, M RRVE A, Qs 6 i, 1A T E T EFP B Jo iy RN AR A L 45 1 4 0 S0 K2
[ AT S0 EHAR d ARXT SO R /L, S0 EAR d/D, FEREJE B AS (LR A IR, &l 7 B,

2.5 105

¢ Value of simulation L0 — Fitting curve for l/L,
2.4 — Fitting curve I — Fitting curve for d/D, 90
N\ o /L, £ i
23 09F N\ diD, £
T, N i:) 75
& 2.2 .2 0.8} g — Fitting curve for |
< 21} & £ 60 — Fitting curve for d
= ’ 0.7} £ "l
L 4 5 L
2.0 ; -<o o d
Lol 0.6} e
’ (a) l/Lyand d/D, I 30F  (b)landd
1.8 L . ) ) 0.5 . L L L — ¢ . . *
20 22 24 26 28 30 20 22 24 26 28 30 20 22 24 26 28 30
s/mm s/mm s/mm
6 S Bl A i 2 AL B BE SR A fb 7 EFP R A8 b i 24 0 55 BE JEL % A8 Al i £&
Fig. 6 Variation of vy, along s Fig. 7 Variation of molding performance indicator of EFP along s

HH &1 6 AT B G 24 AU BERE SR 3 L EFP R ER A W 24 4% Wl s . Y2 AL EEREJRL < (2.0 mm
HEINZE 3.0 mm B, EFP 13k 35058 B 2/ stk #a g, R FE T 23.8%.,

AyHTE 7 M2 RN EREE s fy 2.0 mm BN 2. 6 mm B, 5405 70 R F K 2L I 4 O W L R R Ah ik
MG B Wy s, 3 EFP KB | B AR 38 W 1S O, T 48 % S0 K B B LA /NI JR0N L B0 EFP R X 520 K
JE EAR I RS Y2 BB RE R 5 KT 2.6 mm B, S5 o0 R B IR R B 05, B A sk BL
SN FEIG R L 5200 F 0 b 1o P B A 1 U A AR AN O AR SO K B R R G TR,
I, 24 780 8 R JEL 2 A o) EFP 5805 0 14 Sk 30 a8 B G R S 1 W 2 5 AR sk L

LR AT 6 FNIEL 7. FEARGE EFP B AR X S20 K B L BRI TS B0 T L 2 R ISk 3 B A X 8K
R e JR2 8 Ui 284 J5 e AF X A5 /N 1Y) B 5 TG A B A BB A T . T I A B O 1 A 24 Y R BE TR s ) UM
$7:0. 024D, ~0. 026D, ,

2.1.3 ABEBRNFEMNZN

PEH @=143° 5=2. 4 mm, X} 2B E R4 0 10 A7 R A7 BB B, 45 BB R AE 200 ps
%) EFP {13k 08 B vy, BILBRIE A W 8 i, i H & T E T EFP 845 oo i B 48 F5 . 45 A
PSR /L, XSG EAR d/D, BERTRE R AR L R M 4 il 9 s

WL 8 AT 2y R B RN A2 KT 75 mm J . H T 25 1 E8 0 B R 2 2 2 A Oy o8 4 B G A0 L L
EFP 58475 70 1Y Sk 308 55510 0 52 38 W 080 55 229 2% S84 T I S0 A8 S B IR A I ST I KR AT I . 4 2 AL B B g~
R 40 mm ¥ ZE 85 mm B, EFP By Sk &2 B 2 2 Pk /a2 ik %, B FRE T 11.5%.,

&9 mIAN: 225 R BN AR Rt 40 mm BN 85 mm B, 5 22 I X 55 U005 e 5 1 AR 3 4
K il 245 780 B[] SRR 43 4% T80T AR AT 900 4R 32 2 BE S TR ST o 0 528 3 46 L F TS B0 EFP 48 % 52
AR TR R /N 5 7 HBR 5 Y 0T B8 T e s v RN DR 484 K [ i, 8 5 I % B84 3 1) v s fn 28 4 L AR R
A fifi 24 70 SRR ) R 32 Bl R R R N B L 3 3 EFP SRR B i . BRI RRCE AR R
40 mm N A 85 mm Bf, EEHIHG T EFP 55050 0 fll i A, H I L0 500K BN T 72.8% . i,
EFP AR 5200 1 B Bl 152 90 42 1% 386 i 2 S0Pl B R s b g 3, M2y AU RE 2 R KF 50 mm

035104-4



532 % S0 TR A L AH B S5 K SO0 EFP R B R A0 1 e A 4 o %3

Jei B A5 e AR In) WL A BE ) FEAR RS AT L O HR AR R T, IR, 25 R E R R AR
4l EFP 1k 5B 25 S B4 3 sz KB

2.30 — . 1.0 — 120 —
¢ Value of simulation — Fitting curve for l/L, — Fitting curve for [
2.25 — Fitting curve 09} — Fitting curve for d/D,)| — Fitting curve for d
s UL, £ 100} .l
03} © diD, £ . d
E)
o 0.7 = 80f
; ey . s o
0.6r . 2 oot
0.5} . 2
< 40}
0.4} (a)l/L,and d/D, (b)land d
1.95 P M M L 0.3 M L L 20 e o o o o o o o |
40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85
R/mm R/mm R/mm
8 SRR B 2 B B R AR R 9 EFP B 48 br b6 24 2 55 (5] 912 428 1 78 £l 1ty 48
Fig.8 Variation of vy, along R Fig. 9 Variation of molding performance indicator of EFP along R

ZEAATHTIE 8 RN 9 AEARIIE EFP 93k 500k 3 vh A 185 0L T+ %5 R 8 IR R T 25 AR R e o 4 % 5100
FEAAXT ALK B A TC R B TC . TP MU SR e i 25 B B RS2 R A BUE SRR 0. 7D ~0. 8D,
2.2 RHEEERE S

BT LR B A SO0 EFP SR P RE B9 45 BT ST, B 0T B A5 0 A 5 A 1) R B 4 ) S BUREL
Fil, % EFP {20199 %8 P RE k47 1F 28 %3 #E MR 45 89, R 5F 2 160 mm X 160 mm. JEFF 4 200 mm,
38 of B 5 BH BE A5 8 S 40 EFP R 1M e p 4 LA L 45 ) EFP BB SR M B B AR R B A5 =
BAGTE.

2.2.1 EXFITAR

V4 24 ) B 25 R SR (2 T B A o 24 TR R RE R

s ARV R AR ROME R IESC R 1) 3 MR E L &

F4 EXEUHEERRKER
Table 4 Orthogonal design at each level

Factor
%I 3 A KT 54 KT R 4, Level - p
2.2.2 HEERERSW 1 143 2.4 70
TEAZ BT I A P X 42 T K F-2H 4 rp Pkt HL 2 145 2.5 75
ARIER 3K A AT 0. SRR 4 b 3 3 147 2.6 80

2 3RO, T A T IE 23R Ly (b L3RR IE A2
.9 FRRAPLHEN 9 KA S AT ST,
Lo PRIE TR o BREADKFESHEE s R B R KCE 45T — 0, 20 A B AU PR, BB A% Eh 42 T M
PO XY BEA TS B . Lo J2 EFP Bt oz ML RESR An (R ITRE PR MIALAE DY WK S5,
x5 EXIHEFRQ ps)
Table 5 Orthogonal table (200 ps)

Factor Indicator of penetration performance
Project

a s R P/mm D/mm
1 1 1 1 143. 26 50. 16
2 1 2 2 137. 37 52.44
3 1 3 3 135.91 49. 36
4 2 1 2 131. 38 49. 24
5 2 2 3 130. 88 49.98
6 2 3 1 148.01 50.12
7 3 1 3 129. 46 50. 78
8 3 2 1 131.77 52.06
9 3 3 2 131. 38 50. 88
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BEI[R) — I 20 9 EFP R PEREE A5 BEAT A B AR 22 20 B vk %) 9 R iy LA SR HEAT 20 A7 L 15T
BHKE T R ZE Sl i S B R/ AT A5 3 4 P20 25 48 b5 5 W 19 2 OB L B 22 20 A 4 2R ULk 6,
HKy(IN=1.2. ) FRRIELKRFENZT 9 AT EHF PR N KR4 A 1R DIERE R bR Z #1.

x6 WMEFWE

Table 6 Polar difference analysis

Indicator of P Indicator of D
Result of analysis
a s R a s R
K, 416. 54 404. 1 423.04 151. 96 150. 18 152. 34
K, 410. 27 400. 02 400. 13 149. 34 154. 48 152. 56
K; 392.61 415.3 396. 25 153.72 150. 36 150. 12
K./3 138. 85 134.7 141. 01 50. 65 50. 06 50.78
K,/3 136.76 133. 34 133. 38 49.78 51.49 50. 85
K;/3 130. 87 138.43  132.08 51.24 50.12 50. 04
S 7.98 5.09 8.93 1. 46 1.43 0.81

SYBTAIAS 25 RLEE RN AR R J2 40 B EFP B i oC R MR Y e R R L & S5 SO0
EFP RN W 89 ERMF 70500 : R avs. [RRE SR AT 25 0 A ik 5 45 I & 0 B B EFP B fioo iR
MALAR RS R . SRR L Y LB HE A o R WA B EFP B iR W1 ALAR 1Y i EE N R L 5451
Z RO EFP AR TR BE R B 2 IR 7353108 s s R

N T o e BRI ZR R 25 KT Xt P AR A0 B 6 s 194 52 W17 DL+ B 4% 435 A Bl TR 28 0K 7 A2 A 9 1 2
MEDE R AN 10 Prs . K A BLC UK 25 BB HE S o 25 BB REJS 5 | 25 0B [ JF 42 R 45
3AGHIE M SR, 1.2.3 4P RRE S HCT 3 4K 3R 7T LTS AE 3t 3 B % TR 3R 0 A 1 1 g
B B85 W) LR R AN [i] PR 3R 22 1) X ] — 46 o 1) 52 0 22 52

200 56
(a) Indicator of P Bl EFP (b) Indicator of D B ErpP

180

160

P/mm
D/mm

140

120

100
Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 C3 Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 C3

Factor Factor

10 AW EZRAKT T EFP R4 GE 46 bn
Fig. 10 Indicator of penetration performance from EFP along factors

H T 24 TR SR A R MR DY 4 A e T 0 TR O e i E A RO I . LR 10 ml . 24 Y R
HE A SR MR E 16 b BAT SO SR BIALAR IR b BAT IE A OC 1 L DN B 255 25 AR 101 1A 6 AR 19 4R 19
PERE . PRI 25 R SR ) o O 145° 5 245 B BEBE JRL G /N 2 S BURA R R R BT 20 4 ™ o AR 100 IR B8 AR L IR ke
VB2 UL BE IS 5 O 2.6 mom s 24 B 58 (B 904 A58 5 4R V) IR B8 45 A B AT SROR S L T AR 100 AL AR A R I 42
KT 70 mm J5 /NN PG 8 M2 B BE R 9 42 R R 70 mm, H 25 5] 52 0 42 14 9% B 95 b i H 2
F18 DR 2R A Sk B | S AL T 24 T R A R T 0 i 4 R A A D el g o e R Sk TS T i 7
AN AT [ I S OB KA o 45 20 W7 2% 245 K 2 BO0S 1 SAR AT 1R RE 98 s B9 52 i), B I 25 R B HE A o O 1457, 2Y
RUBEREEL s O 2.5 mm ARV IR R 70 mm, BURAHE K S 841G T R oA A2B2CLY T
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EAZ BT R AR L5 T 5 DR e e BRI AL 5 19 05 58 JRORT kA7 B (B33, 44 1 % 05 2 T #L S EFP
ST B R KR I PERESE R ANk 7 B .
x7 RUFRTHEEFP WRBEREHNEESH

Table 7 Formation and penetration performance parameters of Ta EFP in optimization

Formulation Parameter of forming performance Parameter of penetration performance
picture v,/ (me s ) l/L, d/D, P/D, D/ D,
- 1973 0. 55 0. 67 1. 46 0.51
A\
3 %

i 1 4 L 5T 4H 25 Y B A5 H S R0k EFP R R AR I RE (L A5 2 L R 4598

(1) f7R T 2GR 550 2800 EFP B8 PR g i 42 ) A0 AR , JL v, 2 8 B8 4 AR #2 ) EFP A% Bl ) 7
il B A% ) W4 (R E ), 24 U B RE R AR ) EFP 1Y Sk B 3R K R B 24 5 Ah sk A Bl L 24 R B [ I o AR 4 o
EFP 13k FIE 28 S H 4 % 520K B

(2) 3R1% T EFP BRI Al 4 A 04 B B8 45 40 S BOBUE 0 [, FLrp 24 T B4 £ O 143°~ 1477, 24 1 B RE

JELVEIRA A2 505 0. 024D, ~0. 026D, 1 0. 7D ~0. 8D\,

(3) FFHIEAS BT 7 245 3 7 48 B 450 2 506 EFP (2 W00 BE K A2 100 FL AR 52 R 9 38 W 43 51
K R.a.s Fla. s R:#iE T EFP R X AZWIVERE AL B A5 S 80 5 25 RV S A Oy 1457, 25 AL B
BEJEE R IR AR 53 501 0. 025Dy (0. 70Dy,

S 3k
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Controlling Effect of Tantalum Liner’s Structural Parameters
on EFP Formation and Penetration Performance

GUO Tengfei, L1 Weibing, LI Wenbin, HONG Xiaowen

(ZNDY o f Ministerial Key Laboratory , Nanjing University of Science
and Technology s Nanjing 210094 ,China)

Abstract: Aiming at the problems concerning the application of tantalum in a shaped charge warhead,
we investigated the influences of the arc-cone tantalum liner’s structural parameters (cone angle,wall
thickness and radius of curvature) on the formation and penetration performance of EFP using the
LS-DYNA finite element software, revealed how these various structural parameters affected the
formation performance of EFP:the cone angle of the liner determines the capacity of the axial tension
and the radial shrinkage of EFP,the head velocity and tail fracture and outward expansion of EFP are
determined by the thickness of the liner, the head shape and the absolute solid length of EFP are
determined by the radius of the curvature. The range of the structural parameters of the tantalum liner
with better formation performance of EFP was obtained:the cone angle ranged from 143° to 147°, the
thickness and radius of the curvature ranged from 0. 024 to 0. 026 and 0. 7 to 0. 8 times of the charge
diameter. The order was found out in which various structural parameters exert their influence on the
penetration depth and aperture of EFP:the radius of the curvature, the cone angle, the wall thickness
and cone angle, the wall thickness, the radius of the curvature. The optimal combination of the structural
parameters of the tantalum liner that would bring about a better formation and penetration performance of
EFP was proposed:the cone angle is taken for 145°,the thickness and radius of the curvature are taken
for 0. 025 and 0. 70 times that of the charge diameter.

Keywords: EFP; tantalum;liner;solid length;numerical simulation
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