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NUMERICAL SIMULATION OF BLAST FIELDS FROM
NON-IDEAL EXPLOSION SOURCES
Peng Jinhua, Tang Mingjun
(East China Institute of Techuolugy , Nan jing)
ABSTRACT in this paper, numerical simulations of two-dimensional axisymmetric blast fields
from non-ideal explosion sources on the ground were carried out by use of finite difference
method-TVD schemes(Total Variation Diminishing , A. Harten, 1983). Numerical solutions are a-

greement with the experimental result.
KEY WORDS blast fields,numerical simulation.



