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Fig. 30. Comparison of test data (symbols) with proposed empirical formula (14) (with � EMBED Equation.2  ���=1.4) for mean perforation energy [81]


1 ( maximum energy giving non-perforation; 2 ( minimum energy giving perforation; � EMBED Equation.2  ���>13





Fig. 31. Comparison of the short missile data base with Neilson's long missile correlation (14) [82]
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Fig. 33. Experimental velocity drop (points) and comparison with theory (lines) for perforation of 2024-0 aluminium plate (360 mm diameter, 1.27 mm thick) by a 12.7 mm diameter cylindro-conical projectile [15]
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