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Abstract. Shock wave energy generated by a blast can cause severe damage to buildings, as well 
as result in the loss of lives and properties. As explosive becomes increasingly powerful, the 
damaging effects generated by blast waves have become a weapon, not only on the battle field. 
Even explosions of gas utilized in various industries can be a source of great threat and destruction. 
Therefore, the study of the blast stress wave under the dynamic loading effect of an explosion is 
a subject to be carefully considered before construction planning and design, and research in this 
field is urgently needed. This study adopts the methods of field blasting experiment and numerical 
simulation analysis to analyze the shock wave energy and its attenuation characteristics by 
comparing the experimental results with data from the numerical simulation. The numerical 
analysis utilizes the Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian algorithm with a 3-dimensional (3D) solid 
structural model and 8-node solid elements. The results show an increasing trend for blast pressure 
as the amount of explosive increases. With the same amount of explosive, the blast pressure 
extreme shows a decreasing trend as the distance from the blast center increases. The results of 
this study can facilitate accurate analysis of shock wave energy of a blast, assess its destructive 
power and provide references for the calculation of blast safe quantity-distance for the human 
body, as well as for the planning of building safety zones, facility shock absorption measures and 
disaster prevention, in order to reduce the potential danger of blast waves and ensure the safety of 
human lives and properties. 
Keywords: explosion, free-field blast, dynamic pressure, shock wave, blast wave. 

1. Introduction 

Blast hazard can severely damage buildings and result in losses of properties. Because of the 
lack of shock-resistant and blast-resistant structural design requirements in their general design 
specifications, existing buildings have limited blast-resistant capability. Therefore, the shock 
wave is a phenomenon that should receive close attention in blast research. Improved 
shock-resistant protection in structural design is also an important topic in construction 
engineering, concerning situations such as high-speed collision and explosion, in order to ensure 
the safety of the population when disasters strike. Research in related fields is urgently needed. 

An explosion is a process of fast release of physical or chemical energy, a phenomenon caused 
by the fast release of energy inside a limited space within a short amount of time. When an 
explosion occurs, the surrounding air will instantly be filled with high-pressure and 
high-temperature gases. A blast wave travels outward at an extremely high speed. When a shock 
wave comes into contact with other objects during its transmission process, it produces a shock 
pressure upon the objects. When an object is subjected to a blast effect, a strong stress wave occurs 
within it and affects its internal stability [1-5]. A blast wave causes damage to objects primarily 
by its impact force. Damage to facilities, buildings and various objects caused by the impact of a 
blast wave is called direct damage [2]. Near the blast center, an air shock wave has high speed and 
strength. These are key parameters in determining the effect of destruction caused by an explosion 
[1, 2, 6]. Scholars have adopted the energy conversion viewpoint, along with the theories of mass, 
energy and momentum conservation as the basis for discussing the blast wave parameters. 
According to the characteristics of shock waves, the effect of a blast can be analyzed by its 
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vibration speed, acceleration, stress, displacement, etc. Therefore, analysis of the extent of hazard 
of near-ground and surface blasts is primarily based on the characteristics of the air shock wave 
[7, 8]. Kivity et al. [9] simulate an ammunition depot explosion experiment. The results indicated 
that, with same amount of explosive, the free-field blast pressure extreme was about 1/3 that of a 
surface blast. Also, when the simulation data were compared with the experimental results, the 
blast pressure extreme showed a 15 % relative error. Related research showed that the simulation 
results had higher errors near the blast center, and that the relative errors were smaller farther away 
from blast center [1, 4, 6, 10]. 

Because of its specificity and complexity, research concerning the shock wave phenomenon is 
conducted primarily by experiments and numerical methods to analyze the physical phenomenon 
of the blast. The execution of experiments can be time consuming, dangerous and costly, while 
numerical methods focus on obtaining parameters, as well as understanding and controlling errors. 
This study mainly focused on investigating explosions in the free air by analyzing the shock wave 
energy and the transmission characteristics of the pressure wave generated by the blast. The results 
can be used as a reference for rescue operations and safety protection engineering. 

2. Research methods 

The dynamics of the blast effect is extremely complex and should be treated as one of the 
geometric nonlinear, material nonlinear and contact nonlinear dynamic analysis problems. 
Because of the difficulty in carrying out a precise analytical analysis, research on blast effects is 
mostly conducted by mutual comparison and verification of experimental results and numerical 
analysis data. In this study, shock wave energy generated by free-field blasts was analyzed, field 
blasting experiments and numerical analyses were conducted and the experimental results and 
simulation data were mutually compared and further verified by the empirical equations of 
TM5-1300 [2] specifications. 

2.1. Free-field blasting experiment 

To provide a reference for comparison with data from the numerical analysis and the empirical 
equations, this study planned field experiments of free-field blasts. Blast pressure values were 
measured by a PCB 137A23 blast pressure gauge and retrieved by an Agilent oscilloscope; the 
data acquisition system included a signal conditioner and a power supply. Explosive was 
positioned 115 cm above the ground; blast pressure gauges were placed at 200 cm and 300 cm, 
respectively, from the blast center. Blast pressure values generated by 0.25 lb (113.389 g), 0.5 lb 
(226.796 g) and 1.0 lb (453.593 g) of TNT explosive were measured. The layout of the experiment 
site is shown in Fig. 1. 

 
Fig. 1. Field configuration scheme of blasting experiments 

2.2. Numerical simulation method 

This study employed hydrodynamic finite element code LS-DYNA to analyze the dynamic 
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mechanical behaviors of a high-speed blast load. The program uses explicit time integration to 
process dynamic time integration problems. It also uses continuum dynamics theory as the basis 
for its hydrodynamic program. 

2.2.1. Element type 

LS-DYNA’s element types include mass element, beam element, link element, flat shell 
element, solid element, spring damping element, etc. This study used the Arbitrary 
Lagrangian-Eulerian algorithm with 3D solid elements to conduct the analysis. Elements are 
defined by 8 nodes. Eq. (1) is the shape function of the element [11, 12]. This type of element was 
used to simulate the three types of materials: soil, air and dynamite: 

߶ = 18 ൫1 + ൯൫1ߦߦ + ൯൫1ߟߟ + ,൯ߞߞ (1)

where ߦ, ߟ, and ߞ are ±1 depending on different node positions. 
Eqs. (2) and (3) are the stable conditions of the solid element. Eq. (4) is the characteristic 

length (ܮ) of an 8-node solid element: Δݐ = ቄቂܳܮ + ሺܳଶ + ܿ௩ଶሻଵ ଶൗ ቃቅ, (2)ܳ = ൜ܥܿ + ,|ሶߝ|ܮܥ ሶߝ < 0,0, ሶߝ ≥ 0, ܮ(3) = ୫ୟ୶. (4)ܣݒ

The wave transmission speed of common elastic material is shown in Eq. (5), and the wave 
transmission speed of elastic material of a fixed volume modulus is shown in Eq. (6). The smallest 
time step is calculated automatically by the program during the calculation, as shown in Eq. (7): 

ܿ௩ = ቈ൬ ߩ3ܩ4 + ൰௦ଵߩ∂∂ ଶൗ , (5)

ܿ௩ = ඨ ሺ1ܧ − ߭ሻሺ1 + ߭ሻሺ1 − 2߭ሻߩ, (6)Δݐାଵ = ߙ ⋅ minሼΔݐଵ, Δݐଶ, Δݐଷ, … , Δݐேሽ, (7)

where ܳ is the function of volume viscosity coefficients ܥ and ܥ; ܮ is the characteristic length; ߝሶ is the strain rate tensor; ݒ is the element volume; ܣ୫ୟ୶ is the area at the longest side; ܿ௩ is 
the sonic velocity in materials; ߩ is the mass density; ܧ is Young’s modulus; ܩ is shear modulus; ߭ is Poisson’s ratio; and ܰ is the number of elements. 

2.2.2. Time integration 

For transient finite element problems, it is better to utilize explicit time integration in the 
calculation process of the non-linear iterative method to avoid the convergent problem of 
non-linear numerical solutions. Because it uses smaller time steps, the calculation will take a 
relatively longer amount of time; however, because the duration of an explosion is short, smaller 
time steps can be used to meet its convergent conditions. Time step control, as described above, 
uses the smallest element to decide its value. If a time step scale factor is not set, LS-DYNA uses 
the smallest time step of all elements to perform the calculation; this is the conditional stability in 
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explicit time integration. It uses the speed matrix of a known time moment in Eq. (8) to calculate 
its acceleration matrix, then uses Eqs. (9) and (10) to calculate the speed and displacement 
matrices [11, 12]: ሷܷ ሺݐሻ = ሻݐଵൣܲሺିܯ − ሻݐሺܨ + ሻݐሺܪ − ܥ ሶܷ ሺݐሻ൧, (8)ሶܷ ൬ݐାଵଶ൰ = ሶܷ ൬ݐିଵଶ൰ + ሷܷ ሺݐሻΔݐ, Δݐାଵଶ = Δݐ + Δݐାଵ2 , (9)ܷሺݐାଵሻ = ܷሺݐሻ + ሶܷ ൬ݐାଵଶ൰ Δݐାଵଶ, (10)

where ሷܷ ሺݐሻ is the nodal acceleration matrix at ݐ; ሶܷ ሺݐሻ is the nodal velocity matrix at ݐ; ܯ is 
the mass matrix; ܲሺݐሻ is the matrix of external force vector; ܨሺݐሻ is the sum of element internal 
force and contact force; ܥ is the damping matrix and ܪሺݐሻ is the hourglass resistance force. 

2.2.3. Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) algorithm 

The LS-DYNA program provides a Lagrangian algorithm, n Eulerian algorithm and an 
Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) algorithm. A Lagrangian algorithm is suitable for analyzing 
the deformation process of the material and tracking the substance particle’s time history. It can 
accurately describe displacements and deformation and is mainly used to analyze the stress and 
strain of solid structures. Its disadvantage is that the mesh will produce a severe twist deformation 
or negative volume in large displacement and large deformation problems and cause the 
calculation to stop because of numerical error. In an Euler algorithm, the mesh is independent of 
the object being analyzed; thus, the mesh system is fixed and will not produce a severe twist 
deformation. An Euler algorithm can effectively analyze the flow of fluid as well as the diffusion 
and mixing of gases. The disadvantage of an Euler algorithm is that the physical ratio taken up by 
the material in the mesh cannot be obtained easily, and that the element mesh has to cover the 
whole material space being described. The ALE algorithm uses Eqs. (11), (12) and (13) for the 
mass conservation equation, momentum conservation equation and energy conservation equation. 
This overcomes the disadvantages of the Lagrangian and Eulerian algorithms while keeping their 
advantages, i.e., improving the problem of interrupted numerical calculation caused by mesh 
deformation, as well as effectively controlling and tracking the movement of the boundary of the 
structure. It is often utilized in the dynamic real time analysis of coupled fluids and solids [13-16]: ݀݀ݐ න ݒ݀ = − න ݑሺߩ − ሻݓݒ ⋅ ሻݐሺݏሻݐሺݏ߲ݏ݀݊ , ݐ݀݀(11) න ݒ݀ݑ = − න ݑሺݑߩ − ሻݓݒ ⋅ ሻݐሺݏሻݐሺݏ߲ݏ݀݊ − න ∇ ⋅ ሻݐሺݏݒ݀ , ݐ݀݀(12) න ݒ݀ܫ = − න ݑሺܫߩ − ሻݓݒ ⋅ ሻݐሺݏሻݐሺݏ߲ݏ݀݊ − න ݑ ⋅ ሻݐሺݏݒ݀ , (13)

where ܵሺݐሻ is a spatial region with unitary activities; ߲ݏሺݐሻ represents the region boundary; and ݓݒ is the velocity of ߲ݏሺݐሻ. 

3. Implementation of numerical simulation 

A numerical analysis was conducted to analyze the dynamic responses of the blast waves. The 
scenario being considered was a free-field TNT explosive explosion, which formed a point blast 
center and transmitted energy outward in wave form. The actual situation was quite complicated. 
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In the dynamic analysis, the stresses were the dynamic stresses generated by the explosion. In the 
analysis of free-field blast pressure extreme and its attenuation pattern, explosive and air were set 
up using Eulerian mesh, soil was set up using Lagrangian mesh and the ALE algorithm was used 
to construct the fluid-solid coupled numerical analysis model to analyze the shock wave generated 
by the blast. The simulation data was compared to the blast pressure duration curves from the 
experiment and mutually verified with data from the empirical equations of the TM5-1300 
specifications. 

3.1. Numerical model 

Fig. 2 show the simplified 1/4 model used in the numerical analysis. Mathematical and 
physical models of the free-field blast numerical analysis were planned according to the conditions 
of the field blasting experiment. The analysis used the ALE algorithm, with 3D Solid 164 solid 
elements, to conduct the simulation. The surrounding air dimensions were 260×260×180 (cm), 
with a non-reflective boundary to simulate a blast in unlimited space. The TNT had dimensions 
of 6.56×6.56×9.3 (cm), with a density of 1.63 g/cm3; dimensions of the soil were 
260×260×20 (cm). The finite element mesh sizes for air, explosive and soil were 1.64 cm, 1.64 cm 
and 3.28 cm, respectively. The time step scale factor was set at 0.3 [11]. Numerical simulation 
models constructed as described above were used to analyze the free-field blast pressures at 
horizontal distances of 50, 100, 150 and 250 cm from the blast center, respectively, as well as the 
blast pressure duration curve. 

 
Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of simplified 1/4 model of free-field blast 

3.2. Material parameters and equation of state (EOS) 

An explosion is a highly non-linear problem with complex mechanical behaviors. The material 
constitutive law of the parameters is represented by the relationship between stress and strain. If 
the material contains a large deformation, a corresponding EOS (equation of state) should be 
adopted to describe the behavior of its volume change in order to realistically simulate its dynamic 
responses and ensure the accuracy of the analysis. EOS describes the relationships between the 
pressure, volume, density, temperature, volume change, material internal energy or specific 
internal energy of the material constitutive law. 

Table 1 shows the material parameters of the TNT explosive, air and soil used in this study. 
According to the EOS provided in the explosive manual of the U.S. Lawrence Livermore National 
Laboratory (LLNL) [17], the MAT_HIGH_EXPLOSIVE_BURN material model was used to 
simulate the high explosive model, together with the Jones-Wilkins Lee (JWL) EOS, to describe 
the material behaviors of the explosive model. The equation is shown in Eq. (14). The air model 
also required EOS to describe its material behaviors. This study used the MAT_NULL material 
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model, together with the EOS_LINEAR_POLYNOMIAL, to describe the air material, as shown 
in Eq. (15) [18]: 

ܲ = ܣ ൬1 − ܴ߱ଵܸ൰ ିோభܧ + ܤ ൬1 − ܴ߱ଶܸ൰ ିோమܧ + ܸܧ߱ , (14)

where ܤ ,ܣ, ܴଵ , ܴଶ  and ߱ are constants representing characteristics of the explosive, ܸ  is the 
relative volume, ܧ the initial energy of a unit volume, and ܧ the material internal energy: 

ܲ = ܥ + ଵܥ + ଶߤଶܥ + ଷߤଷܥ + ሺܥସ + ߤହܥ + ߤ ,ܧଶሻߤܥ = 1ܸ − 1, (15)

where ܧ is the initial internal energy in unit volume, ߤ is the coefficient of dynamic viscosity, ܥଵ, ܥଶ, ܥଷ, ܥସ, ܥହ, and ܥ are constants and ܸ is the relative volume. 
The selection of the soil composition model should consider the porosity and its crushing and 

compacting behaviors, because the material, such as soil, rock or concrete, is compressible 
According to the above description, the MAT_SOIL_AND_FOAM was selected as the material 
model for the free-field blast numerical analysis [19]. 

Table 1. Material parameters of TNT explosive, air, and soil 
Element Material and equation of state parameters (unit system: g, cm, μ-second) 

Air 

MAT_NULL ߩ ܲ ߤ TEROD CEROD ெܻ ோܲ 
0.00129 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

EOS_LINEAR_POLYNOMIAL ܥ ܥଵ, ܥଶ, ܥଷ ܥସ ହܥ ܥ ܧ ܸ 
–1.07E-06 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 2.53-06 1.0 

TNT 

MAT_HIGH_EXPLOSIVE_BURN ܦ ߩ ܲ BETA ܩ ܭ SIGY 
1.63 0.693 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

EOS_JWL ܤ ܣ ܴଵ ܴଶ OMEGA ܧ ܸ 
3.712 0.03231 4.15 0.95 0.3 0.07 1.0 

Soil 
MAT_SOIL_AND_FOAM ܩ ߩ BULK ܣ ଵܣ ଶܣ ܲ  

1.8 0.000639 0.3 3.40E-13 7.03E-07 0.3 –6.9E-08 

In the Table 1: ߩ is the mass density, ܲ  is the pressure cutoff, ߤ is the dynamic viscosity 
coefficient, TEROD is the relative volume for erosion in tension, CEROD is the relative volume 
for erosion in compression, ெܻ is the Young’s modulus, ோܲ is the Poisson’s ratio, ܧ is the initial 
internal energy per unit reference specific volume, ܸ  is the initial relative volume, ܦ  is the 
detonation velocity, ܲ is the chapman-Jouget pressure, BETA is the beta burn flag, ܭ is the bulk 
modulus, ܩ is the shear modulus, SIGY is the yield stress. 

4. Results and discussion 

4.1. Blasting experiment 

The purpose of the free-field blasting experiment was to obtain the blast pressure extreme and 
the attenuation characteristics of the blast wave to be used in the mutual verification of the 
numerical analysis and the TM5-1300 specifications’ empirical equations. Fig. 3-6 show the 
free-field blast pressure duration curves. The experimental results indicated a growing trend of the 
blast pressure as the amount of explosive increased. With the same amount of explosive, the blast 



1440. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL VALIDATION OF THE DYNAMIC PRESSURE OF SHOCK WAVE UNDER FREE-FIELD BLAST LOADING.  
IAU-TEH WANG 

 © JVE INTERNATIONAL LTD. JOURNAL OF VIBROENGINEERING. NOV 2014, VOLUME 16, ISSUE 7. ISSN 1392-8716 3553 

pressure extreme decreased as the distance from the blast center increased. It can also be seen in 
the figures that the peak blast pressure showed a faster attenuation pattern with an increasing 
amount of explosive, and a slower attenuation pattern with an increase in distance. 

 
Fig. 3. 0.25 (lb) TNT blast pressure duration curve at 

300 cm from the blast center, maximum peak 
pressure 18.00 kPa 

 
Fig. 4. 0.25 (lb) TNT blast pressure duration curve at 

200 cm from the blast center, maximum peak 
pressure 43.12 kPa 

 

 
Fig. 5. 0.5 (lb) TNT blast pressure duration curve at 

200 cm from the blast center, maximum peak 
pressure 60.44 kPa 

 
Fig. 6. 1.0 (lb) TNT blast pressure duration curve at 

200 cm from the blast center, maximum peak 
pressure 114.01 kPa 

4.2. Dynamic finite element method 

Peak blast pressures at horizontal distances (cm) of 50, 100, 150, 200 and 250 from the blast 
center were measured to analyze the transmission pattern of the blast wave. Fig. 7 shows the 
free-field blast pressure duration curves. Peak blast pressure values (kPa) were 586.77, 199.89, 
133.00, 100.82 and 64.77, respectively. As can be seen in the figure, the peak blast pressure value 
showed a decreasing trend as the transmission distance increased. 

Figs. 8(a)-(f) show the free-field blast pressure wave transmission duration curves. The blast 
pressure wave pushed outward at a fast speed and its energy attenuation cycle was completed in 
several milliseconds. The blast pressure was not interfered with by a reflection wave while 
traveling in the air; a dynamic pressure similar to the wind pressure formed behind the blast 
pressure wave. 

4.3. Comparison of numerical results and experimental results 

Fig. 9 shows a comparison of the blast pressure duration curves from the blasting experiment 
and simulation at a measuring point 200 cm from the blast center. The figure indicates that the 
transmission pattern of the free-field blast pressure matched the trend of the ideal blast pressure 
wave curve. The simulation’s peak blast pressure value of 100.82 kPa had a relative error of  
–11.57 % when compared to the experiment’s peak blast pressure value of 114.01 kPa. Relative 
error percentage (%) = (Blast pressure of numerical analysis − blast pressure of experiment) / 
Blast pressure of experiment × 100 %. At 200 cm from the blast center, the peak blast pressure of 
109.6 kPa based on the TM5-1300 specifications’ empirical equations had a relative error of  
–3.87 % when compared to the peak blast pressure of the experiment. Relative error percentage 
(%) = (Blast pressure of the empirical equations − blast pressure of the experiment) / Blast 
pressure of the experiment × 100 %. Results from the numerical analysis were consistent with 
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related literature and validated the accuracy, as well as the applicability, of the analysis and 
physical models in this study.  

A comparison between the blast pressure duration curves from the experiments and the 
numerical analyses indicated that the blast pressure diffusion behavior of the explosions controlled 
by the EOS matched that of the experiments. The peak blast pressure had a relative error of  
–11.57 % and was within a reasonable range. This showed that the ALE algorithm could be used 
in the numerical analysis of the free-field blast to effectively analyze the pressure changes at 
various points during the pressure wave’s transmission process. 

 
Fig. 7. Free-field blast pressure duration curves 

a) ݐ = 1017 μs b) ݐ = 2008 μs 
 

c) ݐ = 3027 μs 

d) ݐ = 4018 μs e) ݐ = 5006 μs 
 

f) ݐ = 6000 μs 
Fig. 8. Free-field blast pressure wave transmission duration curves 

 
Fig. 9. Blast pressure duration curves of experiment and simulation at 200 cm from the blast center 

4.4. Comparison with TM5-1300 specifications 

Fig. 10 shows a comparison of the peak blast pressure value between results from the 
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simulation and the TM5-1300 empirical equations. Relative error percentage (%) = (Blast pressure 
of numerical simulation − blast pressure of empirical equations) / Blast pressure of empirical 
equations × 100 %. At a distance of 50 cm from the blast center, the peak blast pressure value of 
586.77 kPa from the simulation had a relative error of –74.887 % when compared with the peak 
blast pressure value of 2,336.5 kPa from the empirical equations. When the distance was increased 
to 250 cm, the relative error (of peak blast pressure 69.3 kPa) dropped to only –6.537 %, which 
showed that the blast pressure from the simulation near the blast center could contain large errors. 
While the results from the simulation did not match that of the empirical equations exactly, they 
were basically consistent with the objective facts. The difference was caused mainly by the 
complexity of the explosion and the experimental conditions of the empirical equations. The 
overall trend was consistent with the attenuation characteristics of the shock wave energy. 

 
Fig. 10. Peak blast pressure values from numerical analysis and empirical equations 

As described above, the results of this study showed that the free-field blast pressure at 200 cm 
from the blast center had an experimental value of 114.01 kPa, an empirical equation value of 
109.6 kPa and a numerical analysis value of 100.82 kPa. The field experiment produced the 
highest pressure value and the numerical analysis produced the lowest pressure value. Therefore, 
it is recommended that data values from the numerical analysis should be adjusted by a proper 
magnification factor when used as a reference in blast-resistant engineering planning and design. 

5. Conclusions 

When explosions occur, the powerful shock wave transmitted to target objects by the flow of 
air affects the surrounding environment, facilities and personnel differently. This study, from the 
perspective of safety and disaster prevention, analyzed the transmission characteristics and 
attenuation pattern of the free-field blast wave and examined the shock wave effect and 
corresponding safety distance. Results of this study could be applied in determining safety 
distance and serve as a reference in safety protection design. The numerical simulation can 
eliminate the dangers associated with the blasting experiments. The use of a reasonably 
constructed numerical analysis model and a physical model, verified by the mutual verification of 
experimental results and simulation data as the basis for the blast analysis. 

The results of this study confirmed that numerical analysis using the Arbitrary 
Lagrangian-Eulerian algorithm, with a 3D solid structural model and 8-node solid elements, could 
effectively analyze the shock wave energy generated by a blast. The results indicated that the blast 
pressure showed an increasing trend with an increasing amount of explosive; with same amount 
of explosive, the blast pressure extreme showed a decreasing trend as the distance from the blast 
center increased. However, data values from the numerical analysis should be adjusted by a proper 
magnification factor according to specific requirements when used as a reference in the design 
and planning of blast-resistant engineering and blast safe quantity-distance in order to minimize 
potential hazards caused by explosive. 

0.0E+00

5.0E+02

1.0E+03

1.5E+03

2.0E+03

2.5E+03

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Distance (cm)

Pe
ak

 p
re

ss
ur

e 
(k

Pa
)

TM5-1300 empirical equations

Numerical simulation data



1440. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL VALIDATION OF THE DYNAMIC PRESSURE OF SHOCK WAVE UNDER FREE-FIELD BLAST LOADING.  
IAU-TEH WANG 

3556 © JVE INTERNATIONAL LTD. JOURNAL OF VIBROENGINEERING. NOV 2014, VOLUME 16, ISSUE 7. ISSN 1392-8716  

Acknowledgements 

This study was partially supported by the National Science Council in Taiwan through Grant 
NSC 102-2218-E-145-001. 

References 

[1] Henrych J. The Dynamics of Explosion and its Use. Elsevier Scientific Publishing Company, New 
York, 1979. 

[2] Structures to resist the effects of accidental explosions, technical manual TM5-1300. US Army 
Engineers Waterways Experimental Station, Washington, DC, 1990. 

[3] Fundamental of protection design for conventional weapons, technical manual TM 5-855-1. US Army 
Engineers Waterways Experimental Station, Washington, DC, 1998. 

[4] Wu C. Q., Hao H. Modeling of simultaneous ground shock and airblast pressure on nearby structures 
from surface explosions. International Journal of Impact Engineering, Vol. 31, 2005, p. 699-717. 

[5] Lu W., Yang J., Chen M., Zhou C. An equivalent method for blasting vibration simulation. 
Simulation Modelling Practice and Theory, Vol. 19, 2011, p. 2050-2062. 

[6] Chapman T. C., Rose T. A., Smith P. D. Blast wave simulation using AUTODYN2D: A parametric 
study. International Journal of Impact Engineering, Vol. 16, 1995, p. 777-787. 

[7] Stein L. R., Gentry R. A., Hirt C. W. Computational simulation of transient blast loading on 
three-dimensional structures. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, Vol. 11, 
1977, p. 57-74. 

[8] Jialing L. Numerical simulation of shock (blast) wave interaction with bodies. Communications in 
Nonlinear Science and Numerical Simulation, Vol. 4, 1999, p. 1-7. 

[9] Kivity Y., Shafri D., Ben-Dor G., Sadot O., Anteby I. The blast wave resulting from an accidental 
explosion in an ammunition magazine. International Symposium on Military Aspects of Blast and 
Shock Conference, Canada, 2006. 

[10] Klomfass A. Numerical investigation of fluid dynamic instabilities and pressure fluctuations in the 
near field of a detonation. Proceeding of the 20th International Symposium on Military Aspects of 
Blast and Shock Conference, Norway, 2008, p. 1-13. 

[11] LS-DYNA Theoretical Manual. Livermore Software Technology Corporation, 1998. 
[12] LS-DYNA Theory Manual. Livermore Software Technology Corporation, 2006. 
[13] Cook R. D., Malkus D. S., Plesha M. E. Concepts and Applications of Finite Element Analysis. John 

Wiley & Sons, Inc., London, 1989. 
[14] Benson D. J. Computational Methods in Lagrangian and Eulerian Hydrocodes. Dept. of AMES R-011 

University of California, San Diego La Jolla, CA 92093, 1990. 
[15] Attaway S. W., Bell R. L., Vaughan C. T., Goudy S. P., Morrill K. B. Experiences with coupled 

codes for modeling explosive blast interacting with a concrete building. Proceedings of the Workshop 
on Coupled Eulerian and Lagrangian Methodologies, 2001. 

[16] Wang Y. T., Zhang J. Z. An improved ALE and CBS-based finite element algorithm for analyzing 
flows around forced oscillating bodies. Finite Elements in Analysis and Design, Vol. 47, 2011, 
p. 1058-1065. 

[17] Dobratz B. M. LLNL Explosive Handbook Properties of Chemical Explosives and Explosive 
Simulants. Lawrence Livemore National Laboratory, 1981. 

[18] LS-DYNA Version 971 User’s Manual. Livermore Software Technology Corporation, 2007. 
[19] Wang J. Simulation of Landmine Explosion Using LS-DYNA 3D Software: Benchmark Work of 

Simulation in Soil and Air. Aeronautical and Maritime Research Laboratory DSTO-TR-1168, 2001. 

 

Iau-Teh Wang received his Ph.D. degree from Department of Civil Engineering, Graduate 
Institute of Disaster Prevention on Hillslopes and Water Resources Engineering, National 
Pingtung University of Science and Technology, Taiwan, R.O.C. in 2013. Presently, he is 
assistant professor of the Department of Civil Engineering, Chinese Military Academy, 
Taiwan, R.O.C., from 2007 till now. His research areas including: explosion mechanics, 
dynamic finite element methods and slope stability analysis. 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth 8
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages false
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [4000 4000]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


