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Fig. 5.19.--Comparison of

= permanent regime with transient
200 OQPOA profile of second shock.
oa O Run #67108-2, 4x = .01,
o At = .0025 wsec, t = 157
~ & Run #67108-3, 4ox = ,001,
'S;() At = .OOOS’usec, t = 2.257
— Permanent regime profile
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Fig.5.19. --Comparison of Permanent Regime with Transient
Profile of Second Shock.
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is T = 1/3 usec, so Lx = 2.4 UIIT‘ Profiles obtained from

the transient calculation at t = 2.257, 1571, 22.57 are shown
for comparison. The agreement is very good at 157. This
agreement is additional evidence of the validity of the inte-

gration procedure for the transient case.




