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PARAMETRIZATION OF MATERIAL EOS BY USE OF
STRESS VS TME PROFILE

Jiang H oum an®, Zhang Ruoqi, Zhang Shouq?
(aDeparmentof App lied P hysics, N ationalUnwersity
of D efense T echnology, Chang sha, 410073)
(b China A cadeny of Engineering Physics P. 0. Box 501 Chengdu, 610003)

ABSTRACT A new method applying nonlinear optim ization for param etrization ofm aterial
equation of state(EOS) is put fow ard by use of stress vs tine profile recorded by a La-

grangian gauge If s utility is dem onstrated w ith the results The effect of w eight factor se-

lection on the final optim ized results is also studied
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