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Comparing the Result of Complete run-down Method
with that of Bruceton Up-and-Down Method Used to
Evaluate Reliability and Safety of Initiating Device
LI Qin-hua ZHOU Bin CHEN Xi-wu QIN Zhi-chun  TIAN Gui-rong XU Zhen-xiang
Department of Chemical Engineering, Nanjing University of Science and Technology Nanjing 210094

Abstract  Using the sensitivity test data of the stab detonator compares the complete run-down method and
Bruceton up-and-down method. The results show that Bruceton up-and-down method is more optimistic than the
complete run-down method when the 0.999 responses is evaluated, and the stimulated value obtained by Bruceton
up-and-down method is 20% lower than that obtained by the complete run-down method.
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