R bR
PGE/Phenolic HJ 3] 25 #f# XT 15 B 311 58 1) 52 i

Fom' o RAE EaE A
(1 SRR AE &I 7RIS A AT BT A AR L T30 100076)
(2 WERBHRLE T LT St RS AR R T 56505 IS0 100076)

X A E I M AR LT RS SRS T A2, FFR T PGE/Phenolic %) 3 & # i xR &
it FeyHm, e A S 3 @K e R A BEAT T AP oA, 45 R AW, &F PGE/Phenolic % /&3 &
AR REA RS B IR E T Fe9AE B AR HA S KA B B

X$##i7A PGE/Phenolic, ) & # M, #4& F B E i+ F

TS E5.V414.8 DOI:10.3969/j. issn. 1007-2330.2014. 03. 004

Effect of Dynamic Pyrolysis of PGE/Phenolic Composites on Temperature Field

JIANG Linglan' ZHANG Lisong' KUANG Songlian® LIU Na'

(1 Hypersonic Vehicle Thermal Protection & Insulation Technology Center, Beijing Institute of
Space Long March Vehicle,Beijing 100076)
(2 Science and Technology on Advanced Functional Composites Laboratory, Aerospace Research

Institute of Materials & Processing Technology, Beijing 100076)

Abstract The effect of the dynamic pyrolysis of PGE/Phenolic composites on the temperature field is studied
through the establishment of transient heat conduction differential equation under dynamic pyrolysis. A comparative a-

nalysis is performed between the theoretical and the experimental results. The results show that it can amend the tem-

perature field computational accuracy availabily, the theoretical mould are more close to the experimental ones.
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