
Journal of Physics: Conference
Series

     

PAPER • OPEN ACCESS

Mechanical anisotropy of energetic polycrystals as
possible initiation mechanism
To cite this article: D K Ilnitsky et al 2019 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1147 012040

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

You may also like
Colliding in the Shadows of Giants:
Planetesimal Collisions during the Growth
and Migration of Gas Giants
Philip J. Carter and Sarah T. Stewart

-

Statistical Significance of Mission
Parameters on the Deflection Efficiency of
Kinetic Impacts: Applications for the Next-
generation Kinetic Impactor
Mallory E. DeCoster, Emma S.G. Rainey,
Thomas W. Rosch et al.

-

The Bombardment History of the Giant
Planet Satellites
William F. Bottke, David Vokrouhlický,
David Nesvorný et al.

-

This content was downloaded from IP address 3.144.161.116 on 10/05/2024 at 07:05

https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1147/1/012040
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/abaecc
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/abaecc
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/abaecc
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/ac7b2a
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/ac7b2a
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/ac7b2a
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/ac7b2a
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/ad29f4
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.3847/PSJ/ad29f4
https://pagead2.googlesyndication.com/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjstlfIIs9zdEasSb9Iv0b-MrViO1ZaAbKfUBdzPAlfhJFdLUT3rHEvYqaQzqyJlj2q8POPrgQ5UOuw24LeU_dQm9Fb0XfLfgN1erBuoI2exabkV6ZyERJvvzPzd6ymIDXrYS_aAxUjqWZizrL8PCAwL2Ek8Ufm6i67QLqnANLDUhyMT6O-O7Cnx6Ply-rsAm61sUDannfPnLWMzwzCbXosyZWrPvZ8diUQYBO3xec5K1o3Blzmc_J82sHFQ6nVzT_Tbdh7MW_2ZkRnmw7wYYBPobaYTFGp2v1kdsEex-UA8UNTwzEVmPw6LhC6Wi3p0-nquTkRi8r0zZAtKdDqJyIZuYkF0qMg&sig=Cg0ArKJSzLl7zM7SQbjJ&fbs_aeid=%5Bgw_fbsaeid%5D&adurl=https://iopscience.iop.org/partner/ecs%3Futm_source%3DIOP%26utm_medium%3Ddigital%26utm_campaign%3DIOP_tia%26utm_id%3DIOP%2BTIA


Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution
of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOI.

Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd

XXXIII International Conference on Equations of State for Matter

IOP Conf. Series: Journal of Physics: Conf. Series 1147 (2019) 012040

IOP Publishing

doi:10.1088/1742-6596/1147/1/012040

1

Mechanical anisotropy of energetic polycrystals as

possible initiation mechanism

D K Ilnitsky1,2, S A Dyachkov1,2, N A Inogamov1,2 and

V V Zhakhovsky1,2

1 Dukhov Research Institute of Automatics (VNIIA), Sushchevskaya 22, Moscow 127055,
Russia
2 Landau Institute for Theoretical Physics of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Akademika
Semenova 1a, Chernogolovka, Moscow Region 142432, Russia

E-mail: denisilnitskiy@gmail.com

Abstract. The dislocation model is used to estimate the plastic strain in high explosive (HE)
crystals at relatively low impact velocities. Due to anisotropic distribution in orientation of HE
grains the localization of heat production is observed. At certain impact velocities this heating
is sufficient to induce chemical reactions with energy release.

1. Introduction

Safety of different devices contained high explosives (HE), such as octahydro-1,3,5,7-tetranitro-
1,3,5,7-tetrazocine (HMX), is determined largely by chemical reactions initiated by impact on
HE with different velocities. The impact loading may lead to high pressure (more than 10 GPa)
or to low pressure (less than 1 GPa). Many phenomenological models were developed for high-
pressure impacts [1,2]. These models are widely used for HE reactions predictions in engineering.
But the commonly accepted models for low-pressure impacts are lacking. This fact is connected
with complex and multiscale processes involved in the phenomena in question. The complexity
of determination of the leading process stems from many reasons for generation of detonation
centers such as HE heterogeneity, HE deformation process instability, and friction of material
grains.

In the work, we consider localization of heat production by means of plastic deformation due
to anisotropic orientation distribution as leading process of chemical reactions beginning.

2. Dislocation model for plastic strain in a single crystal

The elasto-plastic deformation of conglomerate of grains of a material is known to be anisotropic
of the essence, and thus its behavior depends on loading direction. The anisotropic mechanical
properties of the material are defined by its bulk anisotropic elastic characteristics and
various plasticity deformation mechanisms (dislocations, twins and martensite transformations)
for different spatial orientations of material grains. Complicated picture of elasto-plastic
deformation is formed on account of anisotropic properties of material grains and its interaction.
The equations set for single HE crystal with accounting for dislocation motion in Lagrangian

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0
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coordinates for 1D case [3–5] is as follows:
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where ρ is the density, u is the mass velocity, σxx is the stress tensor, Sxx is the stress tensor
deviator, P is the pressure, V is the dislocation velocity, ρD is the dislocation density, Y is the
yield stress, G is the shear modulus. For dislocation density evolution equation [4]

dρD
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+ ρD
∂uk
∂xk

=

(

δ0
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Gb
+ δf

√
ρD − kabρD

)

|V |ρD (8)

is used. Yield stress is determined using the Taylor relation [6]:

Y = Y0 + αGb
√
ρD. (9)

Parameters for the dislocation motion are taken from [5], where the phonon drag coefficient is
calculated via the molecular dynamics.

The system of equations described above is written for the case of loading direction along the
[001] direction. The elasto-plastic deformation of a material grains conglomerate is known to
be sufficiently anisotropic. So we need to extend this model for any loading direction. For this
reason the angles between loading direction and [001] direction are set in each grain. Then the
stress and the strain tensor are transformed from laboratory to local coordinate system, which
relates to the [001] direction. For simplicity, we consider 2D case of orientation distribution of
crystals, where the orientation axes are varied in xy–plane (θ is the material orientation angle):

σL = qTσq, (10)

εL = qT εq. (11)

The orthogonal transformation matrix is given by

q =





cos(θ) − sin(θ) 0
− sin(θ) cos(θ) 0

0 0 1



 . (12)

After calculation, the stress is transformed back to the laboratory system:

σ = qσLq
T . (13)

This dislocation deformation model was implemented in CSPH-VD3 code [7]. This code is
developed at VNIIA and based on contact smoothed particle hydrodynamics method [8]. The
software was tested on flying plate experiment [9] for aluminum. In this experiment aluminum
impactor with velocity 660 m/s and 0.4 mm thickness strikes at aluminum target with 2.93 mm
thickness. Free surface velocity time dependence was measured. Single aluminum crystal was
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Figure 1. Free surface velocity of aluminum target at temperature 688 K. Simulated data is
shown by the red line, black line is the experimental data [9]. Material fracture is not considered
at simulation.

Figure 2. Schematic view of 16 HE crystals system is shown (side view). System motion is
shown by the red arrow. Dislocation motion in each grain is shown by blue arrows.

simulated with impact direction alongside material orientation direction [001]. Parameters for
aluminum dislocation model are taken from [5]. Experimental and simulated data comparison is
illustrated in figure 1. It is seen from this figure that shock wave thickness for calculated results
is larger than experimental. This fact is due to temperature non linearity of model parameters
such as phonon drag, dislocation multiplication and annihilation coefficients.

3. Strain localization for HE

Consider the shock wave loading of HE crystals system with the strong anisotropy in mechanical
properties (figure 2).
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Figure 3. Stress deviator profile (Pa) at time 6.06 × 10−8 s. Impact velocity is 200 m/s.
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Figure 4. Temperature of heating profile (K) at time 6.06×10−8 s. Impact velocity is 200 m/s.

16-grain complex is chosen. 4 grains of those have [001] orientation of material along impact
direction. Remain grains orientations are chosen for motion of dislocations perpendicularly for
impact direction, so plastic deformation is almost inhibited here. Each grain is a cube with 50
micrometers leg. Dislocation deformation model from the previous section is set for each grain.
Available model parameters for anisotropic elastic modulus for HMX are taken from [10]. We
assume, due to the lack of data, that all the plastic work is converted to heat. For burn rate the
Arrhenius-type relation is applied:

dλ

dt
= Z(1− λ) exp

(

− Ea

RT

)

, (14)
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Figure 5. Stress deviator contour at time 6.06 × 10−8 s. Impact velocity is 200 m/s.

Figure 6. Temperature of heating contour at time 6.06 × 10−8 s. Impact velocity is 200 m/s.
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Figure 7. Temperature of heating profile (K) at time 6.52×10−8 s. Impact velocity is 350 m/s.

where T is temperature, Z is kinetic rate constant, E is activation energy per mole, R is the
universal gas constant, λ is burn rate (λ = 0 means no reaction, λ = 1 corresponds to fully
burned). These parameters for HMX are taken from [11]. Let the system impacts the rigid wall
at the velocity of 200 m/s. Results of the simulation are shown in figures 3–6. At this impact
velocity the heating temperature is about 120 K; the burn fraction is very low (∼ 10−16). Let
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Figure 8. Temperature of heating profile (K) at time 1.05×10−7 s. Impact velocity is 350 m/s.

us increase the impact velocity up to 350 m/s. The temperature of heating due to mechanical
energy dissipation is shown in figure 7; this temperature is sufficient for HE chemical reaction
initiation (figure 8) with the energy release.

4. Conclusion

We have demonstrated that the process of HE explosive transformation can be initiated by the
localization of plastic work due to the mechanical anisotropy of HE crystals.
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