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Study of blast wave propagation using 3-D Burgers equation
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2. 3X+2 Burgers equation
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Fig 1. Normalized pressure plot of a blast wave

as a source condition of 3-D Burgers equation
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Fig 2. Comparison of measured pressure(=s) and
calculated pressure by 3-D Burgers equation with

nonlinear effect module(--).
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Fig 3. Comparison of measured pressure(=) and

calculated pressure by 3-D Burgers equation
without nonlinear effect module(-:-)
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