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ANALYTICAL MODEL TO ANALYZE THE PASSIVE REACTIVE
CASSETTES

M. Brand, M. Mayseless, R. Genussov

RAFAEL Ballistics Center, P. O.Box, 2250 Haifa, 31021, Israel

A Passive Reactive Cassette (PRC) is areactive armor cassette that integrates a
passive cassetteinit. This paper presents an analytical model that calculatesthe
length of the precursor of a jet that penetrates through a PRC without disrup-
tion. The model analyzes the optimal configuration of the PRC, resulting in a
shorter precursor.

INTRODUCTION

For the last 25 years, reactive cassettes have been used widely and successfully as an
add-on-armor against shaped charge jets. There are two basic types of reactive cassettes:
explosive and passive. A typical Explosive Reactive Armor (ERA) cassette, shownin Fig.
1, consists of two metallic plates and an explosive layer in between [1-2]. The penetration
of thejet into the ERA cassette detonates the explosive, driving thetwo metal plates apart.
Theinteraction between the moving plates and the jet disruptsthe jet and reducing its pe-
netration (Fig. 1). The ballistic performance of the ERA cassette is determined by theresi-
dual penetration of the disrupted jet, mostly generated by the intact forepart of the jet —
the “precursor” (Fig. 2). An inert — passive cassette contains an inert layer instead of the
explosive layer [3]. The penetration of the jet into the passive cassette expands the inert
layer generating alocal bulge in the metal plates. The effectiveness of the local bulgein
disrupting thejet issmaller compared with that of the accelerated ERA metal plates.

It was suggested to integrate both reactive and passive cassettes. One such configura-
tion ispresented in reference[4] and shown in Figure 1. This cassette integrates areactive
cassette with three layers of backing (metal plate/ inert sheet / metal plate).
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Figure 1. Schematic view of the ERA cassettein action (left) and the PRC (right).

Figure 2. X-Ray viewgraphs of a reactive cassette interacting with a jet (on the left the
“precursor”).

This concept of Passive-Reactive-Cassette (PRC) sometimes performs better than
each one of its components, see for examplereference [4]. Theinert layer can beplaced in
various places within the cassette. In this paper, the analyzed PRC consists of an inert
layer placed at the backside of the cassettein between two steel layers. X-Ray viewgraphs
showed that the improved ballistic performance of the PRC is sometimes a result of a
shorter precursor, hence afaster interaction between the jet and the metal plates. Theintu-
itive explanation wasfirst that the back plate (the last forward-moving plate) movesfaster
compared to that of the standard ERA cassette and the interaction is therefore more in-
tense. However, this explanation was not supported by explicit experimental evidence.

In order to understand the mechanism, by which the PRC configuration disrupts the
jet effectively, we shall present, in the following chapters, the results of an analytical mo-
del clarifying and predicting the performance of PRCs.

Several experiments were carried out to defeat similar precision shaped-charges by dif-
ferent configurations of PRCs. The experiments were conducted according to the setup
presented in Fig. 3, defining the standoff and the distance between the charge and the target.

g, 0 w0t
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Figure 3. Schematic view of the experimental setup used to examine PRCs.
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ANALYTICAL MODEL

The ballistics performance of the ERA cassettes is sometimes determined by the resi-
dual penetration of the jet, mostly generated by theintact forepart of the jet —the “ Precur-
sor” [5,6]. The precursor penetrates through the cassette before the jet interacts with the
moving metal plates, asexplained in references[1,6].

Some of the experimental results showed that the precursor was indeed reduced. Ne-
vertheless, it seems that the main reason for this effect is not the added jet kinetic energy,
but rather a combination of the pressure created by the explosive and the material proper-
tiesof thethree F-layers.

The analyzed PRC consists of five layers. Thefirst layer that is being hit is the back-
ward moving plate (B-plate). The second layer is the explosive one. The third layer con-
sistsof ametal plate and it isnamed F1. Theforth layer istheinert plate, usually made of
low-density material, and it is named F2. The fifth and last layer is a metal plate named
F3. The B-plate moves backward with respect to the jet velocity vector while all three F
platesmove forward.

The sequence of events that occurs while the jet interacts with the cassette is as fol-
lows:

— Thejet penetrates plate B and the expl osive, detonating the explosive.

— Thejet perforates the rest of the plates rupturing elliptical holes in the oblique plates
[6] (Thedimensions of the holes arelarger than the diameter of thejet).

— The inert layer is being perforated, while moving sideways it push the adjacent F-
plates. The Fl1-plate is being pushed backward and therefore is slowed while the F3
plate isbeing pushed forward.

— Thehead of the eroded jet emerges from the hole at the back of the cassette.

— Theintact part of the jet: the precursor is stretched away from the back of the cassette.

— Thedetonation wave propagatesinto the explosive layer accel erating the two adjacent
plates apart: one plate backward and the second plate forward.

— Theforward moving plate F1 compressestheinert layer. Theincreased pressurein the
inert layer acceleratesthe last plate F3 forward.

— All three F-layers are moving forward and regain contact with the jet (cutting short the
precursor).

— Every timetheplatesinteract with thejet new elliptical holes areformed and the inter-
action breaks off. In this manner, severa intervals of interaction occur (the pebble
stone model [1]).

There are two significant parameters affecting the operation of various configurations
of PRCs: thetime it takes the plates to re-interact with the precursor and the mass flow of
the platesinto theinteraction zone.

Both parameters are governed by the exact profile in time of the velocity of the plates.
In order to find out the vel ocity-profiles of the plates a simple one-dimensional model of
concentrated masses and springswas used (Fig. 4).
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X3

Figure 4. A mass-spring model of the PRC configuration.

In the model, the metal plates are represented as concentrated mass points with infi-
nite rigidity. The inert layer is represented as a concentrated mass in between two identi-
cal springs. Hence, the mass of the inert layer is taken into account in the acceleration of
the F-plates by the explosive and the momentum balance between the B-plate and the F-
plates are maintained. The explosive is represented as an ideal pressurized gas. Three dy-
namic forces are acting in the model: Pg — the force of the explosive, Fk1 — the force of
the left side of the inert layer and Fx 3 —the force of the right side of the inert layer. Each
forceisgoverned by the momentary rel ative distance between its adjacent metal plates.

Once we know theforces, the plate's movement can be calculated by numerically inte-
grating their accelerationsin timeasfollows:

) mgXg = —Pg (Xg, X1)
ME1Xg = Pe(Xg,X1) —Fr1 (X1,X2)
ME2Xo = Fi1 (X1,X2) —Fka (X2, X3)
Me3X3 = Fk3 (X2, X3)

oy

Where X; is the position of the platei measured from afix point and m; are the plate’s
masses, as presented in Fig. 4.

Upon detonation there are explosive forces acting on the B-plate and the F1-plate
only. Both plates start to move simultaneously. While moving, the F1-plate compresses
the F2-plate (the inert layer) and therefore creating a new force Fyq that starts to accele-
rate the inert layer and slow down the F1-plate. When the inert plate starts to move Fy3
causes F3-plateto accelerate.

As stated above, the inert layer was modeled as a linear elastic element. The inert
layer actslike acompression spring that pushesthe F1 and F3 plates bot cannot apply ten-
sileforces. The changein the thickness of each part of theinertis calculated asfollows:
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Al=Tr—(X2—X1)
Fki=K -A1 if Tr>A1>0
Fri=0 if A1<0/A1=Tr
A2=Tr —(X3—X2) 2
Fia=K -A2 if Tr>A2>0
Fiz=0 if A2<0/A2=Tr

Tr—half theinert layer thickness,

K —the elastic constant of half of theinert layer,

A;j —the compression of theinert layer springi =1, 3

Fx —theforce acting onthei plate,

The elastic constant K was equal to pCOZ, where p istheinert layer density and Cg is
itslongitudinal sound speed.

To check the accuracy of the model, its prediction of velocity profiles was compared
to a numerical simulation conducted using the AUTODYN code. The first comparison
was made on abasic configuration of threelayers, hence reactive cassette. In this configu-
ration, the F-plate was much thicker than the B-plate in order to examine the validity of
themodel in extreme cases. Theresults of thiscomparison are presentedin Fig. 5.

As one can see, thereis agood correlation between the model and the FE analysisin
predicting the velocity of thethick plate. However, thereis some discrepancy between the
calculated vel ocities of the thin platesin the two procedures. The main reason for this dif-
ference is that the explosive pressure and its neutral line are not accounted well in our

simple model.
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Figure 5: A comparison between the velocities of the model and an AUTODY N simula-
tion.

Nevertheless, since our main interest is the velocity history of the thicker plate this
small discrepancy isof no importance.

The second compari son was made on amore complicated configuration, the PRC cas-
sette (Fig. 6). As one can see, both procedures predict that the F3-plate moves faster than
the F1 one, while the F1-plate slows down after a short period of acceleration because of
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the forces that are developed in the inert layer. Again, the velocity of the F3-plate in the
mass-spring model is faster compared with the predictions of the AUTODYN code, re-
sult, probably because of an even division of theinert layer, asimilar effect to that of the
explosive pressure. In addition, the elastic constant that is used is probably too high since
inthe AUTODY N simulation the inert layer has elasto-plastic strength model (Von-Mi-
SES).

The generation and the full size of the elliptical holesthat the jet ruptured in the plates
was calculated according to the formulations described in reference [6].

Knowing the characteristics of the velocity of jet and the rate of erosion during the
perforation phase of the cassette, we can now calculate the moment the precursor head
emerges from the back of the F3-plate and its velocity. By cal culating the plates vel ocities
and the holes diameters one can calculate the moment the edges of the hole re-interact
with the jet, disrupting the “tail” of the precursor. The outcome of this calculation is the
total length of the precursor.
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Figure 6: A comparison between the model predictions and an AUTODY N run for the
two F-plates of aPRC.

According to our model, the jet is disrupted during the interaction with the plate if the
ratio between the mass flux of the plate and of the jet reaches a minimum critical value.
Thefirst re-interaction that exceeds this value determines the length of the precursor and
thevelocity of itstail.

The D.O.P (Depth Of Penetration) was calculated from the precursor length, veloci-
tiesand the geometric data[6].

DISCUSSION

Two sets of PRCs were examined: the first set utilizing a thin inert layer, the second
set was with athick inert layer. In each set only the thicknesses of the two back metal
plates (plates F1 and F3in Fig. 1), were varied in a manner that kept the total weight of
the cassette, constant. DOP predictions of the model showed that for two different confi-
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gurations of PRC, differing in the thickness of the inert layer (thin or thick), there are two
different optimal thicknesses of the last F-plate, yielding minimal DOP. These predictions
arepresentedin Figure 7.

It can clearly be seen that the model predicts the existence of an optimal configuration
of the PRC. A thick F3-plate is accelerated slower and reaches the position of fully dis-
ruption the jet late in time, while athin F3 plate, although being fast accelerated, imposes
alow mass flux onto the jet and hence does not disturb the jet. Asaresult, thereisaways
an optimal F3 plate thickness, regardless of the inert layer thickness, that minimizes the
precursor D.O.P.

The series of experimentsis now being conducted to validate the model. The tests are
not yet completed.
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Figure 7: Model predictionsfor the DOP of the two types of PRCs.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented an analytical model capable of analyzing the structure
of PRC, for defined configuration of shaped charge jet and PRC, in order to minimize the
DOP.

Thismodel aso provides an explanation why PRC is more effective then an ERA cas-
sette with the same B-plate and explosive weight. The main reason is the ability to reduce
thelength of the precursor.
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