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Abstract

Laboratory experiments and 30-mm-caliber  gun tests have been pursued in order to explore
the action time of the M230  guu using laser ignition. The laboratory tests explored the response
of black powder (BP) to energy levels from 0.2 to 0.5 J. Tests with class 5 and class 7 BP show
that response will probably not be fast enough to use BP as the primary initiator for this gun
unless more laser energy is available. The limitation is in the time required for initial laser
ignition of the BP. In the gun tests, pyrotechnic materials were also used and showed excellent
response times well under the 4-ms requirement. Those tested include perchlorates and would
not be acceptable for gun use. Several possible cartridge igniter configurations were tested.
Low-cost windows were successfully demonstrated.
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1. Introduction

As laser ignition in large-caliber gun systems matures along the path to fielded systems [ 11, the

research community has begun to address other gun systems. An obvious next choice is the

application of medium-caliber guns. Limited study has been done with laser ignition of experimental

charges in medium-caliber guns [2], but the emphasis in that study was on charge function. The

interest in laser ignition for the medium-caliber gun is also attractive because of the electrical

ignition used in many of these guns and the resulting susceptibility to electromagnetic radiation.

While there are many issues to be addressed (including cost, durability, producibility), the primary

issue of performance must be addressed or these other issues are mute.

Among the many differences in laser ignition between the large- and medium-caliber systems,

a few are worth noting. The windows in a large-caliber (bag charge) weapon are part of the breech

and must survive many firings. Because of this fact, they can be substantial and cost effectiveness

is not beyond reach. Jn the medium-caliber systems, which use a full, metallic cartridge case, the

window is a part of the case itself and thus becomes a single-use item. The cost must then drop more

than a hundred fold to be considered an economically viable alternative. Concepts using a weak

window backed by a stronger, permanent window in the firing-pin assembly have also been

proposed.

The second difference of note is the opportunity to impact the design of both the weapon and the

round. In the 155mm systems, the issues of existing charges and multiple weapons systems have

limited the possible changes to charges, even when they are under development because of the

requirement for compatibility with existing systems. In the medium-caliber cannons, the opportunity

has presented itself to impact the round design completely within performance limits. Part of this

difference is a result of the large number of rounds fired from the medium-caliber systems.

The third significant difference with medium-caliber systems is the importance of action time.

In large-caliber cannons, the delay times may be larger than with primer ignition, but consistency and



good interior ballistic perfoxmance  are the key metrics. Because of the rate of fue and the

mechanical time required for placing the next round in the chamber, the total interior ballistic action

time (firing pulse to projectile muzzle exit) for a typical 30-mm  cannon must be less than 4 ms. This

could be problematical with laser ignition, which tends to be slow when used with convention primer

materials such as black powder (BP) or a clean-burning igniter. In order to get robust ignition, the

laser energy is usually concentrated onto a limited area on the igniter material. After that material

ignites, there is a delay while the flame spreads through the igniter bed and pressure rises. While

solutions may be had by changing to pyrotechnic materials, as is seen later in this paper, there is a

strong incentive to stay with familiar materials for both cost and assembly reasons.

In this paper, we show some of the attempts to understand the small-chamber laser ignition of

BP on a scale that emulates a medium-caliber primer. The results are not reported in this paper in

chronological order; the laboratory and gun tests were interleaved, and the results of each were used

to drive the other.

2. Experimental

2.1 Laboratory Tests. A chamber was constructed for these tests specifically to have the

approximate volume and length-to-diameter characteristics of a 30-mm  PA520 primer. It was also

designed to be easily cycled through experiments so that a large number of data could be readily

obtained. A schematic drawing of the chamber is shown in Figure 1. A Mylar diaphragm is used

to release the pressure at a predetermined pressure. Values are typically 0.006 in (0.15 mm) thick

for a release near 2,000 psi for these measurements. The chamber is mounted vertically so that the

propellant rests on the diaphragm; the goal of this is to attempt to make heat loss to the membrane

independent of loading density. The major diagnostic is pressure that was measured with a Kistler

2 11 B 1 0-Kpsi transducer.

The laser used for these tests (Kigre MK-480) has a Nd:glass rod with a nominal 100~ps  pulse

width This laser is highly multimode, which gives it an approximately uniform spatial energy

2
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Figure 1. Schematic of Chamber for Laboratory Tests.

distribution. Most tests were done with 0.2 to 0.5 J of laser energy to the -target. The laser output

beam was used either unfocused, with a spot size of 0.35 cm, or softly focused to a spot size of

0.15 cm. The corresponding energy densities for 0.5 J are 5 and 28 J/cm2,  respectively. When the

light was unfocused, an additional glass window was placed in the optical path to have the same

optical losses from surface reflection.

Most of the measurements reported here were made with BP. The materials used were Goex

commercial F!F’Pg  (approximately class 5) and Goex class 7. Nominal specifications for these are

for sieve sizes 1.2 to 0.4 mm and 0.4 to 0.15 mm, respectively. In most cases, we were limited to

amounts below 100 mg of powder or a loading density of 1 .O g/cm3. Other observations were made

with finely  ground BP, with BKN03 in pellet and powder form, and with a variety of pyrotechnics,

as can be inferred from the gun firings. Most of these are not discussed here in detail.

2.2 Gun Tests. All range ftigs were done with an M230 30-mm  chain gun in a single-shot

mode. The light from the laser was coupled into an optical fiber. The output end of the fiber was

3



mounted into the firing-pin housing of the gun centered with the end near or against the cartridge

window. The use of the fiber coupling was chosen for simplicity and safety. It allowed the laser to

be in the control room so that it could be disabled while personnel were in the gun vicinity. The

laser used was Nd:glass with a pulse of 1 J in 1 ms. Output energy from the fiber was typically about

0.7 J, unless otherwise noted. Various cartridges were designed, assembled, and tested as discussed

later.

3. Results

3.1 Laboratory Tests: Black Powder. Although the ignition behavior of the BP was fairly

reproducible, there were apparently random variations in how the light coupled into the material and

in the response. Two typical pressure-time traces are shown in Figure 2 for 90 and 44 mg. Note that

the light pulse is short on this time scale. One pressure starts to rise immediately at a slow rate,

while the other delays before rising more sharply. This behavior was independent of loading density.

In analyzing the records, an arbitrary value of 250 psi (1.7 MPa) was chosen for ignition;

flamespread was measured as the time from 250 psi (1.7 MPa)  to 1,000 psi (7 h4Pa). The choice of

the higher value is not critical since the pressurization rate is usually very high once this level is

reached.
2.0

time?, ms
Figure 2. Typical Pressure-Time Records for 44 (Right Peak) and 90 mg of BP.
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The amount of energy deposited (or more precisely the energy density) is a controlling factor in

the ignition of energetic materials. Figure 3 shows the measured variation in ignition and

flamespread (as previously defined). The lines are ieast-sq?lare  fits to the measured points. For this

series, sample sizes between 65 and 70 mg of FFFg  BP were used. The laser was unfocused. The

behavior is nominal, with energy accelerating the ignition process but having no effect on the

flamespread through the bed of powder. While larger values of deposited energy would clearly

decrease the ignition time, it was anticipated that the energy available to the igniter in the gun would

be close to 0.5 J. This was chosen as a maximum value here.

0.5t~‘~~“.““‘..‘.~~~I~.~~~~~~.I~~.~~..,,,l
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

energy, J

Figure 3. Ignition Delay (Upper) and Flamespread Time (Lower) vs. Energy for F’F’Fg  BP.

The behavior of ignition as a function of loading density is also of interest. In Figure 4, the

behavior for both sizes is shown over the range from 0.2 to 0.9 g/cm3. The laser energy was fixed

near 0.55 J, unfocused. In spite of the variations, two trends are clear. The first is that the FFFg

ignites more rapidly. The second is that the class 7 powder is slower at the highest densities. This

effect may be due to heat loss or some other interaction with the powder against the Mylar that the

larger-particle-sized FFFg does not suffer.

5
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Figure 4. Ignition Delay vs. Loading Density for Class 7 (0) and FFFg  (0) BP, Laser
Unfocused.

A second series of ignition tests was performed under similar conditions, but with the laser

focused to the smaller spot size. The results for three series are shown in Figure 5. Two sets of

class 7 data were taken because of the scatter observed the first time. The FFFg is more systematic

but is clearly slower than unfocused values of Figure 4. There is also a definite trend toward faster

ignition with higher loading densities, unlike the unfocused case. The higher-density FFFg values

are close to the unfocussed times for ignition. Some of the high-loading-density class 7 values are

near the unfocussed class 7 values. The variation in the data probably has to do with the smaller

number of particles that interact with the laser beam at the smaller spot size. It appears that, if a very

limited number of particles are ignited under these conditions, low-pressure flamespread to adjacent

particles is assisted by loading density. Since the powder is ignited from the bottom of the pile, this

is not expected.

The second phase of the ignition process (flamespread) is clearly more dependent on the loading

density. Figure 6 shows the variation for both classes of BP. The class 7 data include both focused

6



Figure 5.
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Ignition Delay vs. Loading Density for Class 7 (Cl, 0) and FFFg (0) BP, Laser
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Figure 6. Flamespread Time in Class 7 (Cl) and FFFg  (0) BP.
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and unfocused. The trend toward much faster pressurization with the smaller particle sizes is clear,

but, as the loading density approaches 1 g/cm3,  the two curves are close enough that particle size is

not important if this density can be achieved.

3.2 Laboratory Tests: Zirconium Potassium Perchlorate. As seen in the gun tests, action

times with zirconium potassium perchlorate (ZPP) were fast. It thus became desirable to compare

this material in a more direct fashion with BP. A very limited number of 220-mg ZPP pellets were

available from other ongoing tests in the laboratory. One of these was shaved down to fit into the

chamber shown in Figure 1. It was also shortened so that it did not press against the Mylar

diaphragm. The mass of this smaller pellet was measured to be 160 mg. Ignition was with 0.5 J of

energy focused to a 0.15cm spot. The last pulse was 100 ps long.

The result was a very sharp report and displacement of the chamber. The pressure-time record

and the photodiode signals are shown in Figure 7. The pressure rise is very sharp and into saturation

before 400 ps. Venting of the chamber was complete in about 600 us. The light signal, while

routinely recorded, is used primarily as a trigger signal for the recording device. Thus, the gain

settings are not good for observing signals. The first pulse is due primarily to the laser flashlamp.

The second should only be present after the diaphragm has broken and venting has started. The

duration suggests that a significant portion of the ZPP burned while venting. This difference from

BP may have to do with the flamespread behavior of the two materials or to effects from pellet

behavior. (BP pellets are typically slower than the powders used here.)

In addition to the short times of the pressure and light signals, there were other indications that

this material would be more effective than the BP. The first was that the ZPP was almost totally

consumed. Typically with BP, a significant part of the test sample is recovered unreacted. This lack

of unreacted residue indicates that flamespread is sufficiently fast to propagate the flame throughout

the pellet material before the pressure wave reaches the Mylar and depressurization  can take place.

The second observation was that the focusing lens, which is subject to the venting process, was

severely “sandblasted” by the venting combustion products. With BP, it is coated with a layer of

easily removed products. This damage was probably caused by the temperature, quantity, and

8
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Figure 7. Pressure-Time Record and Photodiode Signals.

1.5

velocity of the venting gas/particle mixture. Recall that this chamber was deliberately configured

to mimic the size and shape of the cartridge primer. Thus, this output is directly indicative of the

output of a primer filled with a ZPP pellet in the gun tests.

Because of the violence of the test with ZPP and limited test time availability, these tests were

not repeated with ZPP or the other pyrotechnic materials.

3.3 Gun Tests. The purpose of these tests was to get experience with laser ignition on a

medium-caliber gun and to demonstrate that an action time of under 4 ms was a reasonable

expectation. Rather than serve as a strict chronology, this report is a summary of observations. The

round used for all firings was the M788 30-mm training round. This round uses a primer and

flashtube assembly to ignite a main charge. Only components in this igniter train were modified.

Standard ball powder was used as the main charge. In some cases, the amount of propellant was

reduced slightly to facilitate the assembly process. This is reflected in slightly lower muzzle

velocities; it is not thought to affect action time significantly.

9



A sketch of the standard igniter conf@ration  is shown in Figure 8. An electric primer (primary

plus booster) contains about 2.2 grains of lead styphnate, barium nitrate, and calcium silicide with

modest confinement. The flashtube is loaded with three lB52 pellets (90% BKN03/10% ball

propellant) with a total weight of about 5 grains.

electric
primer

Figure  8. Schematic of Standard M788 Ignition System.

The first laser ignition attempt used a simple replacement for the primer. Shown schematically

in Figure 9, it consisted of a sapphire window and a small amount of energetic material mounted into

a standard primer shell. In some tests, there was no material immediately inside the window.

Although it is reasonable to expect that this would be slower, it greatly facilitated the assembly

process for the test rounds. (It would not be expected to affect a production round as much.) Small

pellets (-20 mg) of titanium potassium perchlorate (TPP) that could be inserted into the first lB52

pellet or used near the window with class 5 BP filling the remainder of the cavity were available.

The results of this first series of tests are shown in Table 1.

.
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I .

IB52 pellets)
cl&~ BP

Figure 9. Modified Igniter for First Gun Test Series.

Table 1. Results of First Gun Test Series

Window Cavity Flashtube

Empty lB52 with BP Fill

Empty BP

Empty TPP and IB52

Empty TPP and BP

BP BP

BP JIB52 With BP Fill

TPP and BP BP

TPP and BP lB52 With BP Fill

Velocity Action Time .

Mw (ms>

807.5 9.15

804.6 8.65

807.9 16.49

801.0 7.41

801.7 4.93

804.6 5.10

798.6 3.74

801.1 3.23

11



In this first series of tests, one of the positive results, in addition to the smoothness of the test and

the reasonable action times, was that the rounds with a BP-filled flash tubes had action times

comparable to those with the I&52 pellets. This configuration has the potential of being less

expensive to produce. Overall, the action times, though obviously not all meeting the 4-ms

benchmark, were encouraging. It does appear that very fast primary ignition is important in a

multistage igniter such as this one.

In an attempt to determine if the booster process could be made faster by reducing the flashtube

time, a design was tested, as shown schematically in Figure 10. In the original design, it is not clear

how much the long flashtube is required for ignition of the charge and how much of it is a location

transfer to deposit the energy into the main bed of the propellant, away from the end wall of the

cartridge. The design of Figure 10 has the potential of allowing a fast robust ignition fairly deep into

the propellant bed. A limited number of this design were assembled and tested, along with several

more of the flat window, sapphire window design from Figure 9. The window of Figure 10 was a

3-mm glass ball. The test results of this design were plagued with gas leakage and were

inconclusive. Overall, this second set of firings was not as successful as the first and demonstrated

the importance of careful control of the cartridge assembly process. Among the many contributing

factors to large variations in results were thought to be the use of nonstandard seals on the flashtube

exit end.

During the second series of firings, the effect of laser energy deposited to the round was

measured with BP-loaded primers. The energy is the energy recorded at the end of the optical fiber.

A loss of about 15% is expected from surface reflections with the sapphire window. (The

corresponding loss for glass is about 8%.) The results are shown in Figure 11. As can be seen, the

action time does not appear to be adversely affected as the energy is reduced until near 0.25 J.

Below this energy, there were also frequent misfires that were almost certainly due to being below

ignition threshold at the BP.

12
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Figure 11. Gun Action Time With Reduced Laser Energy.
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A third series of rounds was prepared to test both new igniter materials and a new window

design. The window design was based on 8-mm  borosilicate glass balls that were mounted into a

primer-sized mount. The balls were considered a good candidate both because they can act as a lens

to focus the laser energy (recall that energy density is supposed to be the key to ignition) and because

they are quite inexpensive. Small-quantity costs of the sapphire window and the ball were about ten

dollars and six cents, respectively, at the time of these tests. A diagram of the assembly is shown

in Figure 12. Not shown in the figure is a Mylar seal between the primary igniter material and the

flashtube. An effort was made to minimize the free volume in the “primer” region, especially with

the (class 5) BP. The flash tubes used were production-sealed. Rounds were fired at ambient

temperature and conditioned to -54” C.

class 5 BP

Figure 12. Ball Window Configuration for Third Gun Test Series.

.

The results of the third set of rounds are shown in Table 2. In addition to the overall good

success rate of meeting the 4-ms target, several other points are notable on this table. The first is the

short action time with the cold ZPP using the ball window. The total time is near the expected total

interior ballistic time for functioning of the main propellant charge, which implies not only a prompt

14



Table 2. Results of Third Gun Test Series

.

.

Igniter Temperature Window Numbed Velocity Time
Ws) (ms)

TPP Ambient Plat 4 774 3.73

ZPP Ambient Plat 5 777 3.71

ZPP Cold Flat 5 762 3.58

BP (Class 5) Ambient Ball 4 773 9.87

TPP Ambient Ball 5 788 3.33

TPP Cold Ball 5 737 5.46

ZPP Ambient Ball 5 796 2.94

ZPP Cold Ball 3 779 1.88

a Five rounds were loaded for each configuration. Misfires and outliers have not been listed.

primary ignition but very rapid transfer. Since five equally cold ZPP rounds with a nonfocusing flat

window had more “normal” times, there is not an immediate explanation for this result. The ZPP

fired at ambient temperature with the ball lens is also faster than the results with ZPP ambient and

a flat lens; so, it could be concluded that a particularly prompt ignition is taking place with the high

energy density of this configuration. The TPP shows, at most, a slight indication of the same trend.

The BP continues to be too slow, in spite of encouraging indications from laboratory studies. The

perchlorates are not a satisfactory solution because of concerns for gun barrel life.

4. Discussion

The results with BP in the gun firings indicate that a primary igniter of BP is not likely to yield

the action times in the configurations we are testing. The laboratory tests indicate that smaller grain

size does enhance the flamespread and pressurization rate, but that the class 5 is sufficiently small

if the loading density is reasonably high. Since perchlorates are not expected to be an acceptable

solution, even in small quantities, other pyrotechnics will be explored. It would appear that a small

15



amount of a pyrotechnic used as a primary igniter or sensitizer with a BP booster and BP or IB52

pellets in the flashtube will yield good action times.

.

The results with the perchlorates do show that sufficient  action times can be achieved with laser

ignition with relatively small amounts of energy deposited in a modest spot size. That is to say, the

light, having been conducted to the cartridge via a 0.8~mm fiber optic and only focused by the ball

windows, or not at all, is promptly igniting the pyrotechnics. The ignition time of the BP might be

enhanced with more energy (and possibly with a smaller focus), but that approach does not appear

to be reasonable for this weapon, where the volume, weight, and energy consumption of the laser

must be minimized.

5. Future Work

The studies discussed in this paper meet the limited objectives for the first stages of this program.

Two other objectives now need to be achieved in order to bring the laser ignition of this class of guns

nearer to reality. The first is to identify materials and an igniter tram that will be both prompt (at all

temperatures) and cost-effective to produce. The second is to design and demonstrate laser ignition

in the M230 in a burst-fire mode. Both of these objectives are being pursued presently and are

expected to be met during FY98.

16



6. References

1. Hamlin, S. J., R. A. Beyer, B. E. Forth,  J. J. O’Reilly,  H. Kerwien, C. Perazzo, M. E. Todaro,
and R. L. Cooley. “A Breech Mounted Laser Igniter for the Crusader XM297 155~mm
Howitzer.” 1997 JANIVAF  Combustion Meeting, 1997.

2. Clayson,  A. E., R. L. Smith, C. D. Marrs, and C. Gilbert. “Laser Ignited Caseless  Ammunition.”
NAWCWPNS TP 8198, September 1994.

I *

I l



bTENTIONALLY  LEFT BLANK.

18



NO. OF
COPIES

2*

1

1

1

. 1

NO. OF
ORGANTZATION

DEFENSETECHNICAL
INFORMATION CENTER
DTIC DDA
8725 JOHN J KJNGMAN  RD
STE 0944
FT BELVOIR VA 22060-62 18

COPIES

1

HQDA
DAMOFDQ
D SCHMIDT
400 ARMY PENTAGON
WASHINGTON DC 203 1+0460

1

OSD
OUSD(A&T)/ODDDR&E(
RJTREW
THE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON DC 20301-7100

1

DPTY CG FOR RDE HQ
usARMYMATERIELcMD 3
AMCRD
MG CALDWELL
5001 EISENHOWER AVE
ALEXANDRIA VA 22333-0001

INST FOR ADVNCD TCHNLGY
THE UNIV OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN
PO BOX 202797
AUSTIN TX 78720-2797

4

DARFA
B KASPAR
3701 N FAIRFAX DR
ARLINGTON VA 22203-1714

NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CTR
CODE B07 J PENNELLA
17320 DAHLGREN RD
BLDG 1470 RM 1101
DAHLGREN VA 22448-S 100

US MILITARY ACADEMY
MATH SC1 CTR OF EXCELLENCE
DEBT OF MATHEMATICAL SC1
MAJMDPHILLlPS
THAYER HALL
WEST POINT NY 10996-1786

ORGANIZATION

DIRECTOR
US ARMY RESEARCH LAB
AMSRLD
RWWHAIdN
2800 POWDER MILL RD
ADELPHI  MD 20783-l 145

DIRECTOR
US ARMY RESEARCH LAB
AMSRLDD
J J ROCCHIO
2800 POWDER MILL RD
ADELPHI  MD 20783-l 145

DIRECTOR
US ARMYRESEARCHLAB
AMSRL CS AS (RECORDS MGMT)
2800 POWDER MILL RD
ADELPHJ MD 20783-1145

DIRECTOR
US ARMYRESEARCHLAB
AMSRL CI LL
2800 POWDER MILL RD
ADELPHI  MD 20783-1145

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND

DIR USARL
AMSRL CI LP (305)

19



UNCLASSIFIED

NO. OF NO. OF
COPIES ORGANIZATION O R G A N I Z A T I O NCOPIES

1 PROGRAM EXECUTIVE OFFICE
AVIATION
BLDG 5681 WOODS RD
REDSTONE ARSENAL AL 35898

1 PM APACHE
NEALE  BRUCHMAN
REDSTONE ARSENAL AL 35898

1 COMMANDER
US ARMY ARDEC
AMSTA AR CCL B
W BUNTING
PICATINNY ARSENAL NJ
07806-5000

5 COMMANDER
US ARMY ARDEC
AMSTA AR CCL C
J HJRLINGER
PICATINNY ARSENAL NJ
07806-5000

1 COMMANDER
US ARMY ARDEC
AMSTA AR CCL D
J GUELPH
PICATINNY ARSENAL NJ
07806-5000

1 COMMANDER
US ARMY ARDEC
AMSTA AR WEE
T DORIS JR
PICA’IINNY ARSENAL NJ
07806-5000

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND

41 DIR, USARL
AMSRLWM-B,

A.W. HORST
AMSRIrWM-BD,

B.E. FORCH
G.F. ADAMS
W.R. ANDERSON
R.A. BEYER
S.W. BUNTE
C.F. CHABALOWSKI
s. COLEMAN
A. COHEN
R. CUMPTON
R. DANIEL
D. DEVYNCK
R.A. FJFER
J.M. HEIMERL
B.E. HOMAN
A. JUHASZ
A.J. KOTLAR
R. KRANZE
E. LANCASTER
W.F. MCBRATNEY
K.L. MCNESBY
M. MCQUAID
N.E. MEAGHER
M.S. MILLER
A.W. MJZIOLEK
J.B. MORRIS
J.E. NEWBERRY
S.V. PAI
R.A. PESCE-RODRIGUEZ
J. RASJMAS
P. REEVES
B.M. RICE
P. SAEGAR
R.C. SAUSA
M.A. SCHROEDER
R. Sm
L.D. SEGER
J.A. VANDERHOFF
D. VENIZELOS
A. WHREN
H.L. WILLIAMS

20

UNCLASSIFIED



REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE Form Approved
OMB No. 0704-0188

‘ubllc  rqrorllng  burden  lor this  collecUon  of Inlomm!Jon  I5  eMlmmad  to nage 1 hour pa nsponw,  lncludlng  the tlme  lor rwlewing  IwUu~Uon&  SoarchIng  existing  data somW5,
atharlng  and  malntalnlng  the data nmdad,  and  compkting  l d mvbwlng  the collection  of Inlmmmlan. Send commn@ regwdlng  this burden &hnMa or any other  apOcl  of thls
~Heedon 01 Information, lncludlng qgsstimm  lor mduclng this  burden, to Wghlngton  Headqu8rMra 9avlcaq DlrecWmtefor  bfomm5on  DpwaUmm  l d RspMta  1215 Jaflemon

lL161102AH43

tichard A. Beyer and John M. Hirlingeti

J.S. Army Research Laboratory
YI’lN AMSRL-WM-BD
Aberdeen  Proving Ground, MD 21005-5066

REPORT NUMBER

ARL-TR-1864

I. SPONSOl?lNG/MONlTORlNG  AGENCY NAMES(S).AND  ADDRESS 10.SPONSORING/MONITORlNG
AGMCY REPORT NUMBER

Il. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

kkS. hy Annarnent Research, Development, and Engineering Center

Iti. DlSTRlBUTlONlAVAlLABlLlTY  STATEMENT

4pproved for public release; distribution is unlimited.

12b. DISTRIBUTION CODE

13. ABSTRACT(Maximum  200 woe)

Laboratory experiments and 30-mm-caliber gun tests have been pursued in order to explore the action time of the
H230  gun using laser ignition. The laboratory tests explored the response of black powder (BP) to energy levels from
).2 to 0.5 J. Tests with class 5 and class 7 BP show that response will probably not be fast enough to use BP as the
primary  initiator for this gun unless more laser energy is available. The limitation is in the time required for initial laser
.gnition  of the BP. In the gun tests, pyrotechnic materials were also used and showed excellent response times well
mder the 4-ms  requirement. Those tested include perchlorates and would not be acceptable for gun use. Several
Fssible  cartridge igniter configurations were tested. Low-cost windows were successfully demonstrated.

14. SUBJECT TERMS

laser ignition, black powder, medium-caliber gun, action time

15. NUMBER OF PAGES

24
15. PRICE CODE

17. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION
OF REPORT

UNCLASSFIED
N.SN 7!=&?A1-!JMk%llfl

18. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION
OF THIS PAGE

UNCLASSIFIED

19. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION 20. LlMlTATION  OF ABSTRACT
OF ABSTRACT

UNCLASSIFIED UL
Standard Form 298 (Rev. 2-89)

21 Prescribed by ANSI std.  23418 298-l 02



IlTTENTIONALLY  LEFTBLANK.

22



,

USER EVALUATION SHEET/CHANGE OF ADDRESS

This Laboratory undertakes a continuing effort to improve the quality of the reports it publishes. Your comments/answers
to the items/questions below will aid us in our efforts.

1.

2.

3.

ARL Report Number/Author ARL-TR-1864 (Bever) Date of Report Januarv  1999

Date Report Received

Does this report satisfy a need? (Comment on purpose, related project, or other area of interest for which the report will
be used.)

4. Specifically, how is the report being used? @formation  source, design data, procedure, source of ideas, etc.)

5. Has the information in this report led to any quantitative savings as far as man-hours or’dollars saved, operating costs
avoided, or efficiencies achieved, etc? If so, please elaborate.

6. General Comments. What do you think should be changed to improve future reports? (Indicate changes to organization,
technical content, format, etc.)

Organization

CURRENT
ADDRESS

Name

Street or P.O. Box No.

E-mail Name

City, State, Zip Code

7. If indicating a Change of Address or Address Correction, please provide the Current or Correct address above and the Old

or Incorrect address below.

Organization

OLD
. ADDRESS

Name

Street or P.O. Box No.

City, State, Zip Code

(Remove this sheet, fold as indicated, tape closed, and mail.)
(DO NOT STAPLE)



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

OFFICIAL BUSINESS

UNITED STATES

POSTAGE  WILL BE PAID BY ADDRESSEE

DIRECTOR
US ARMY RESEARCH LABORATORY -

ATTN AMSRL WM BD
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND MD 210064066


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-07-02T02:05:40-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




