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Methods for Evaluating Flammability Characteristics
of Shipboard Materials

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to review the U.S. Navy passive fire protection
program and provide guidance on the near and long-term future direction of this
program. This report was prepared as part of a Naval Sea Systems Command task
entitled, "Passive Fire Protection Materials Requirements Analysis," which included the
following tasks.

Task 1 Collect, summarize, and evaluate all current passive fire protection
requirements, relative to relevance, expected full-scale performance, and
current state of fire testing technology. Summarize existing and near term
fire testing protocols and methods.

Task 2 Review existing documentation of fire performance objectives. Review fire
loss statistics, threat analyses (combat and self-inflicted). Identify key
performance areas (fire growth, ignition, flame spread, toxicity, smoke, fire
resistance, etc.). Develop a qualitative set of fire protection objectives.

Task 3 Evaluate current and proposed state-of-the-art fire testing protocols relative
to their performance in estimating full-scale behavior and their ability to be
used to attain quantitative fire protection goals.

Task 4 Identify and review, relative to availability and validity, the scaling
relationships necessary to derive full-scale behavior estimates from small-
scale results. Identify important material parameter (performance) groups
that relate small-scale to expected end use performance. Identify gaps in
necessary techniques. Evaluate near and long term efficacy and required
development, if any.

This report deals with findings of these tasks with some treatment of near-term
research and development requirements.

One of the primary goals of this project is to provide a method which will allow a
more quantitative analysis of the benefits associated with making future material
improvements and the risks of not doing so. A benefit of this approach is that is will
assist the integration of fire threats into more general ship survivability models, where
again the benefits of Improved flammability materials can be measured.

Manuscript approved Januay 26, 1993. 1
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5. It is not possible, in general, to screen other materials on the basis of the
small-scale tests;

6. f improved materials become available in the future, the entire process with
its limitations must be repeated; and

7. Since material behavior and its shipboard impact cannot be related;
costibeneflt and other trade-offs (e.g., active systems) cannot be integrated
into the process.

One goal, therefore, is to seek methods which may eliminate these drawbacks and
offr qualitative advantages for similar development costs. The essential technical goal
would be a system which enabled one to accomplish the following:

1. Establish required small-scale test performance based on full-scale

performance objectives; and

2. Specify materials based on required small-scale test results.

This requires that it be technically possible to relate full-scale performance to small-scale
material flammability properties via correlations or mathematical models. This report will
demonstrate that for some applications such a direct cross-connection is possible, but
has not been generated for materials and applications of general interest to the Navy and
cannot be done in general. However, modified approaches which preserve the benefits
desired and are in general technically feasible are proposed in this report. More
imponantly. improvements can be expected immediately or near term.

The remainder of the report discusses in more detail the philosophical and
technical problems and proposed solutions to meet the objective of a more rational
performance base to material selection and specification.

2.0 FIRE PERFORMANCE OBJECTIVES

The overall objective of setting material fire requirements is to minimize the
occurrence of fire and limit its consequences. These broad objectives can be further
reduced to a qualitative statement of requirements:

1. Ensure materials are not readily ignited;

2. Ensure that small fires do not grow quickly;

3. Maximize the time available before human tenability and/or equipment
damage limits are reached;

4. Minimize the occurrence of flashover or complete compartment involvement;
and

3



5. Ensure the fire containment, structural and mechanical functions of
boundaries under fire conditions.

These requirements are similar to the objectives stated in the development of fire
performance criteria for composite materials used onboard ships. These objectives are
of course relatable to flammability and other fire characteristics of materials and
assemblies. For example, Objective 1 can be related to ignition delay times of materials
exposed to a fixed radiative heat flux. Alternatively, Objective 1 can be related to the
performance of materials in bunsen burner-type small-scale tests. The key requirement
is that one be able to measure or calculate the full-scale performance of materials based
on small-scale results such that these real-scale performance measures are met. The
purpose of the section is to provide a discussion and recommendations relative to setting
objectives.

2.1 Top Level Approaches

Agreement on the performance objectives desired is a prerequisite for the
development of a sound plan for future passive fire protection program endeavors.
Ideally, one would like to state these objectives in terms of a measurable impact on Navy
operations. Examples of performance objectives include the following:

Ensure that no peacetime fire on board a U.S. Navy ship results in damage
exceeding $20,000.00; or

Ensure that no peacetime fire on board a surface combatant results in any
degradation in the ship's primary and secondary warfare systems; or

Ensure that combat-induced fires do not spread beyond the initial
compartment of origin (hence limiting combat damage to local effects).

The basic problem with establishing objectives like these is the difficulty in
measuring success. Bearing in mind the almost infinite range of fire initiabon scenarios.
fuel loading configurations, damage scenarios, active firefighting measures. etc.. and the
probabalistic nature of these parameters, measurement of success can degenerate into
a numbers game. This is particularly true when one starts with a flammability property
and intends to determine the post-fire state of a particular ship's specific weapons
systems. A more detailed critique of these types of fire risk assessment methods can be
found in DiNenno and Beyler (1990).

Another top level approach is to force any passive fire protection improvement to
pass a cost/benefit test. For example, no passive fire protecton imp ovelmet should be
undertaken unless its benefit exceeds its cost. The problems with this approach include
those previously stated plus the additional difficties associated with defirng beneft.
particularly in the context of military systems.

4
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3a. No furnishing item shall contribute more than 50 kW when exposed
to a 200 kW source fire; or alternatively

3b. The heat releose rate of a furnishing item when exposed to a 200 kW
source fire shall not exceed that which will cause flashover in a
compartment (approximately 800 kW for an insulated 10 ft cube with
door open).

C. Tenability

1. Visible smoke production will be limited such that the material when
exposed to a 200 kW exposure fire does not release sufficient smoke
to reduce visibility below 30 ft in a typical compartment for a period
of 300 seconds.

2. Smoke toxicity will not be greater than 2x, the normally accepted
smoke toxicity limit.

3. Smoke corrosivity shall be limited such that electronic equipment
damage shall not occur at levels greater than expected for a 200 kW
hydrocarbon fire in a typical compartment when burning for a period
of 600 seconds.

0. Fire Resistance

1. Fire zone boundaries shall have sufficient thermal insulation,
structural, and mechanical properties to provide a minimum of 30
minutes of fire resistance such that ignition of combustibles on the
unexpQJ.ed side does not occur. The fire threat shall be indicative
of a ventilation pressurized post-flashover compartment fire

2. Mechanical or structural elements requiring fire endurance shall
maintain their integrity under the exposure conditions of D.1.

These requirment assume that one can define fire performance in the context
of the thret or exposure to individual compartments. The assumptions and basis for this
spram is as follows:

I. ft is not possible to eliminate ignition sources and control all combustible
materials on board ship. Hence, these "uncontrolled" items form "threats"
to controled metedals. This further implies that uncontrolled items do not
form a sikF0cant fire thret in an of themsve. Examples of those types
of exposures include wastebaskets, incidental combtstibles (seabags,
pe , etc.). shipyad/mainteac fires, etc.

b. I one can design a ship or specify materials to survive these small
v p as fres, one can materily control the incidence and severity of fires.

7



c. The performance of individual components (e.g., mattresses, cables,
bulkhead sheathing, and deck covering will be indicative of real world
(system) performance for most of the time history of the fire development
process. This assumption implies the following:

1. it is not necessary (in general) to understand all of the
interactions between all combustibles in a compartment; and

2. one must set performance criteria such that fires do not grow
to a size where such system interactions are important.

Figure 2 illustrates the concept of treating compartments (e.g.
wall linings or rack of bunks/mattresses) independent of the
compartment. At some point in a fire development curve, the
temperature in the compartment is raised to a point where significant
heating of uninvolved combustibles occurs. This is typically in the
range of 200-3000C. This also implies that the fire has grown to a
threatening level. Before this point in time, the material and/or the
exposure fire behave effectively as if they were burning in the open
(assuming geometry effects such as corners are accounted for).

Hence, the impact of compartment effects can be ignored.
Beyond this point of time, the compartment heating effects become
significant. Tenability, visibility, and non-thermal equipment damage
are already problems. With another 200-3000C increase in
temperature, the compartment will flashover. Hence, for issues
associated with fire growth, tenability, toxicity, etc., attention can be
focussed on this initial growth phase and more importantly, the
behavior of these materials studied independent of each other and
compartment effects. A possible exception to this approach is in the
area of certain interior finish flame spread problems where modest
surface heating of unburned wall linings ahead of the flame front may
be significant.

d. The performance of individual components or materials can be related to
damage, temperature, heat flux, smoke, gas concentrations, etc., in a
compartment, which are the primary fire effects variables of interest.

This approach has been accepted as the basis for the regulation of composite
materials on submarines. It is also the basis for state-of-the-art hazard and risk
assessment methodologies [DiNenno and Beyler (1990)].

It is important to recognize that the performance limits, including time frames, can
be varied by ship class, compartment type, relative amount of material, fuel load, or any
other variable that impacts the fire hazard or risk associated with a particular material
usage. Such variables may also include provision of detection systems, fixed or
automatic systems and may account for some assumed level of manual firefighting.

8
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Consensus on these performance objectives and their quantitative base must be
reached. The primary variables in these objectives are size of exposure fire and time
framev of exposure.

2.3 Expoure Firm

The recnommendemd appoach assumes that most materials regulated under the
pessue fie protection program are subject to external threats. These external threats or
exposue fires we not subject to a priori control. The range of possible exposure fires
goes from matches through unexpended missile fuel fires. For purposes of analyzing fire
growth. the range of witerms in exposure fires is from 0 to approximately 500 kW At 500
kW. toe au fire IttW is a threat to the compartment. A 200-250 kW exposure
represents a large waste container or packed polyethylene trash bag with combustibles
Inside. 9 a eq..*vler to a pool fire of one ft2. ft is deemed a reasonable 'Worst case"
exposure fie Ilor purposes of evaluating fire growth contribution.

There a of course an extremely wide variation in the size of possible exposure
Areg. TaMs I sunrnmenzs somew of the data for asmaill" incidental exposures.

At the o0her end of the specrm= are the exposures posed by post-flashover fires
(and ViW aw unexpende midssl fuel fires). These fires will result in temperatures
approeching I OOIC or radian hea fires on the order of 200 kW/m2. The primary

int inese exposures is the behavior of fire zone boundary materials and structural
SW'IMel t~t we reqi~red to ran~ta~i the' integrity under fire exposure.

Oneftliror VMa 4 mauybe pansble to design materials to withstand the exposure
of an uinexpended missile hue Are Mee in Vie result of the HULVUL tests and related trials
ILeonerd at SL. (1991). Leonard aNd Former Mt al. (1993)]. Table 2 summarizes a small
suLss of oM n heot fluxes at the floo. ceiiing, and in the vicinity of the unexpended
burnerg solid missil fuel. Whl~e the heat fluxes are quite high, the durations are low,
typicaly on the order of one mrint.A Thes couped with the observation that oxygen levels
in goe ccmnpar~tier Oxing these peak heat fluxes are quite low indicate that materials
may be ava~lfle tha eIther wil not "git or the resultnt fires will not grow quickly, even
under these extm buil short lved exposure condKons.

The *mi scalses eo ac-ate w~it the performance objectves are based on several
perarnters. These iviude th oloig

1 . expectemdurabton of exposure fire;

2. c Itice tirne(s) for intervenrtion; and

3. Mni*mnu tine for %racefui degr-ad-ation

The dlcLt~y in pgigtie perfomaInce attria to the exposure fire durabwo lies
in fte prie~ naUv anid Lm xtalriy in fte character of these threats.

10



Table 1. Typical Exposure Fires

Peak Heat Duration
Release (>50% peak)

Item (kW) (sec)

Range of PE, 6 I

trash container 50 200

Trash bag, 2.5 lb 125 120

Trash bag, 7.5 lb 350 180

Trash (20 kg/m3) 300-350

Trash (100 kg/m3) 50-100

Trash Basket (1 Ib) 4-15

Mail bags, 4.5 ft
stack 400

Curtains (cotton) 130-600

Curtains (acrylic) 231-1177

JP-5 pool (1 ft2) 230

JP-5 pool (100 ft2) 2300

11



Tab* 2. S•lected Summary Data for Missile Fuel Exposures

Tim 11 2110 tb fue 5-10 ft:
165 kW/m 2 peak
time from start to end of peak 30 sec

F1om:
40 kW/m 2 peak
time frame 90 sec

Ce~ft: 2
32 kW/m peak
time 120 sec

Tot 12 150 I fue 5-10 ft:
150 kW/m 2 peak
time 30 sec

Floor:
42 kW/m 2 peak
time 45 sec

Ce&Vng2
45 kW/m 2 peak
time 60 sec

Test 13 200 bfue 5-10 ft:
250 kW/m 2

time 45 secFloor:

50 kW/m 2 peak
time 45 sec

Ceiling:
25 kW/m 2

time 50 sec

12



Critical times for manual intervention are a subject of great debate. In the
submarine community, a response time (pessimized) of 300 seconds is assumed
reasonable. This issue has never been directly addressed for surface ships and is known
to be a complex function of fire location, time to detection, type of fire, ship readiness
condition, etc.

The proposed criteria would require performance for longer time periods under
smaller exposure fires (e.g., 300 seconds for 50 kW exposure fires vs. 60 seconds for 200
kW exposure fires).

The rationale for this approach lies in the time dependence of the exposure fire
development, i.e., 60 seconds for a 200 kW exposure fire is in addition to the 300
seconds for a 50 kW exposure fire. It should be remembered that these values at this
point are arbitrary and the important issue is a recognition that this approach to setting
performance objectives is acceptable.

In order to relate an exposure fire of known size (heat release rate) to material
behavior, the relationship between exposure fire and heat flux must be known. There
have been several attempts at accomplishing this, the most useful data tamiug from
propane burners. Figure 3 gives peak heat flux vs. exposure fire size for exposure fires
ranging from 50 to 500 kW. The fire source is located against a wall and the heat flux
measured at the wall. The notable finding of this work is that the peak heat flux does not
vary greatly with fire size. Between 100 kW and 300 kW in fire size, the flux ranges from
60 kW/m 2 to 90 kW/m 2. These are relatively high flux levels. Figure 4 demonstrates that
this heat flux is attained over 50% of the exposed area.

These flux levels are probably conservative in that the fuel is propane gas with a
relatively high flame emissivity. However, normal combustible fires of similar heat release
rates are expected to yield lower flame emissivity but not substantially lower heat fluxes.
It is reasonable, however, to use gas burners as "design basis" exposure fires for
purposes of full-scale testing. This approach has been recently supported by Mowrer
and Williamson (1991).

2.4 Concluions

Based on the foregoing discussion, the following conclusions may be reached
regarding fire performance objectives:

1. Fire performance obectives can be stated in quantitative deterministic terms.

2. Fre perormance objectives for materials should be related to the
Incremental hazard posed by a material.

3. The performance requirements of materials should be cast in hs context
of the threat to these materials, in this case size and duration of an
exposure fire.
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4. It au amroach is acceptable. tute work in hi study should be directed
toward quaratywi and psti"ya the otlectrves.

5. The Prop06oe *acce•ablie wxremental hazard" criteria can be varied by
compartMerw. materi•l appbcation. and/or the existence of automatic
suppreson symn.

3.0 FLAM M TEST METHODS

3.1 Rrelw of Tes MeOxf

Current Navy material specifications utilize a wide range of flammability test
methods. They rengo from very sipl bunsen burner tests to the ASTM E 84 Steiner
tunnel. With the exception of requirements for composite materials, all of these test
methods possess the characteristics that the results obtained cannot in general be
related to full-scale performance. Appendix A summarizes the current habitability, wire
and cable, and packaging speosficatiors relative to material type and application, test
method, anrd acce tince criteria.

Appendix B gives a brief description of each test method. While it is well known
that most of these test methods may give misleading or incorrect results relative to full-
scle pe'formance (there is a caveat at the beginning of each ASTM standard listed to
the ffect). It should not be assumed that these materials are unsafe or not suitable for
shipboard use. This is due to the fact that the specification describes a generic type of
material (e.g., melamine) in a specific application (e.g., bulkhead sheathing) such that the
test method results help to describe the material the Navy wants based on some full-scale
testing or other knowledge prior to the specification being written.

An example of the utility and relevance of existing shipboard flammability
requirements can be seen in the requirements for berthing spaces. The flammability
requirements for habitability spaces are derived from analysis and full-scale testing by Lee
and Parker (1976, 1979). As early as 1976, it was proposed that rate of heat release be
included as a regulated flammability property. At that time, however, only experimental
heat release rate devices were available. The results of these tests and analysis indicate
that the combination of small-scale flame spread (ASTM E 162) and smoke properties
(ASTM E 662) given in MIL-STD-16231 for berthing spaces, particularly mattress and
mattress covers, yielded adequate performance under small flaming ignition sources (< 10
kW) applied directly to bedding/mattresses.

The results of these early studies developed interesting findings relative to the
behavior of materials in berthing spaces. These included the following:

1 Full titles of ASTM test standards and Military standards and specifications are given

In the Reference section.
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1. The enclosure of three of four sides (with a curtain) of a bunk had
substantial impact on this fire growth of the bunk.

2. If an ignition delay time of >60 seconds could be obtained from the NBS
ease of ignition apparatus, the growth rate was expected to be substantially
lower. The ease of ignition test, consisting of two parallel samples with a
two-inch gap exposed to a burner flame, yields a heat flux of approximately
32 kW/m over a small sample area.

3. The analyses were the first to attempt to "model" the fire growth and
resultant hazard using small-scale methods and simple mathematical
models. The success of the effort relative to modeling was mixed, primarily
due to the relatively early (and crude) mathematical models and the limited
test methods.

4. The importance of rate of heat release of the mattresses (a major fuel
component) was noted.

5. Rates of heat release of interior finish materials were measured and limits
proposed.

6. Requirements for interior finish material were based on time to ignition,
flame spread (ASTM E 162), critical heat flux for flame spread (early UFT),
heat release rate, potential heat and smoke (ASTM E 662). Criteria varied
depending upon the limitation of the material (overhead, bulkhead, or deck).
The rate of heat release values measured for melamine and vinyl laminate
exhibited relatively high rates of heat release at 20 to 60 kW/m2 exposure,
even though flame spread values were low (<25, ASTM E 162).

7. "Full-scale tests" were conducted in an approximate 10 ft x 10 ft x 8 ft (H)
compartment.

These tests and analyses demonstrated that, at least for small flaming ignition
sources, a combination of small-scale test methods and a generic description of the
component (e.g. neoprene mattresses) were developed; the effective control of
flammability properties was achieved. These pioneering studies also form some of the
earliest efforts to "calculate" full-scale performance based on small-scale results. They
further demonstrated the need for improved test methods and, in particular, the
importance of rate of heat release as a flammability property.

Rather than describe individual weaknesses with the test methods, this report
focuses on what the future direction the passive fire protection program should take. The
advent of newer test methods enables more direct connection between small-scale results
and real world performance. Since the objective is to develop and/or choose materials
on the basis of performance objectives, such test methods are required.
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In the cone calorimeter, specimens of a material or product to be tested are cut
into a 100 x 100 mm size. The thckness depends on tw type of product tested and can
range from 6 to 50 mm. The specimen edges wa protected from burning, and the
specimen can be oriented edth hoizontally or velcty, The specrmen is heated by an
electric heater in the shape of a truncated cone. hence, the name cone calorimeter

The wradiance to the specimen can be set to any desired value from zero to 110
kW/m2 . This irradiance can be related to the exposure to the material ft required.
external ignition of the specimen is provided by an electric spark, Siice a uniform,
contr " d irradiance is proviled, the ignto times themselves, as measured, constitute
a #- 3 test for ignitabdity. The specimen is mounted on a load cell. and its mass,

,;n~j ,ith all other instrument data, are recorded to provide mass loss rate data. The
ce measuring system is comprised of a He-Ne laser beam protected across the

Aha_. t duct. The nxmnochromatbc light is monitored by a solid-state detector. A second
:..;'.jctor serves as a reference to guard against effects of drift and of laser power

fluctuations. The optical system is designed to be self-purging and does not use optical
windows. To specify the test conditions fully requires specifying the irradiance. the
specimen orientation, the use of spark ignition, the test irradiance. and any specal
specimen preparation techniques.

The data to be derived from the bench-scale tests in the cone caorimeter
constitute a very large set and can be analyzed in a multitude of ways. The data reported
include the following:

(a) peak rate of heat release (kW/m 2);

(b) rates of heat release averaged over various time periods, starting with the
time of ignition (kW/m 2);

(c) effective heat of combustion (MJ/kg). This will be less than the oxygen-
bomb value of the heat of combustion since the combustion is incomplete;

(d) percent specimen mass lost (%);

(e) time to ignition (s);

(f) average smoke obscuration (m2/kg). Smoke production from a material
has the rational units of mi2 , representing the extinction cross-section of the
smoke. This is normalized by the amount of specimen mass lost (kg); and

(g) average yields of each of the measured gas species (kg/kg).

Each of these parameters can in principle be related to full-scale burning behavior of a
material.

20



3.2.2 ASTM E 1321. LIFT Mto

The UFT Method co~mie two separate test procedures: one to determine
ignitio and the other to determin lateral flame spread.

The saimple holder lxes the specimen in a len~w"is vertical onentation. A radiant
panel is positioned parallel !o "h sample at a 75' ang~q from the perpendicular. The
layout is represented in Fig. 6. The ignibon test requires sampleS. 150 x 150 mm, which
are exposed to a newrly uniform heat flux. A series of tests at different flux levels are
used to~ develop an qniton tin versa" the radian flux profile. From this profile, the
minim,. , Na for ognition is deterrmuned.

The flame pread tesU use 150 x 800 mmi sarrples. These samples are exposed
to a graduated heat &Ax which is 10 kW/m2 higher thain the minimum flux calculated
above at the hot end. The specrmens are preheated for a time which is based upon
ignition tes results. A horizontel pilot is "gwed aOte the preheat tzme is over. The flame
spreaid rate on the sample is then recorded.

Data reported include m .-i flux for ignetin. surface temperature necessary for
igiton. thermal inertia value. the flame heatin paramteter, and Rlame front velocitie

:: must be recognized that at some pcoW in the deeomn of a fire, increased
temperature and reduced oxygen in the coomvpa b ,ent ffec the burning behvio of the
rnaterW lof iferest conslider Wly. ft isexpkitlystaed that the timre span of interest relatve
to ignition, fie growth, and tenabity req-WwIkemet. occrs before any significant
co4Mpartme1Ntiflr/matelal intractioti. Thi is a logica Wn~tation in the sense that
controiri fire growth arld devwel opmenw t is best done prior to comp atmen wide damage
and most defiitl prior to flashover. The bscidea here is to establish limits on those
comnpartMent hazard variables and workc backward to a set of sinai-scale test results.

The question is, of course. is such an approach possible. The response is a
qualified yes. in the sens that such scaling has been demonx str ated for some

ppI MA.Wons.

Figure 7 is an illutration of the process of relating small-scale test results to full-
scale. There wre effectivel two steps. The first requnne predictin the burnin
characteristics of a material in a specific application. Characteristics of interest include

* heat release rate, 0, (kW) as a function of time;

* sample mass loss rate;

* smoke yield;
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• smoke optical properties; and

• (toxic) gas production rates.

In general, the prediction of these full-scale burning characteristics requires a set of
correlations or a mathematical model which relates small-scale properties to these full-
scale results.

While there has been some success in "scaling up," most notably in the area of
upholstered furniture and more recently in regard to flame spread over interior finish
materials, it should not be assumed that "canned" schemes exist for all materials in all
applications. It should be noted, however, that there is no reason at present to believe
that flammability characteristics measured with more modem test methods do not yield
reliable (in full-scale) indicators of performance. The difference between the two being
how good the scaling relationships or models perform, not one of test method validity.

3.2.3 Quantitative Basis for Relatina Material Flammability Properties to Fire Performance
Measures

Prior to addressing the extent to which these small-scale test methods can be
related to full-scale performance, it is useful to describe some of the relatively simple
relationships between the small-scale flammability data and full-scale hazard measures.
While certainly not exhaustive, this discussion describes the concept of scaling or relating
small-scale test results with real-scale performance. It is not intended to be in any sense
a final description of "how to scale" these results.

The flammability of a material has little meaning in and of itself. The proposed use
of a material, its environment, and possible exposure fires will determine to what extent
a material contributes to the hazard posed by a given fire scenario. In this section, the
basic hazard concept developed in Section 2.0 is described in terms of the relevant
quantitative relationships. Analytical methods for calculating critical hazard parameters
are presented. A quantifiable framework is developed to characterize burning materials,
in terms of quasi-steady burning and lateral flame spread. The input parameters used
in this model (e.g., framework) are derived from two small-scale test methods; the cone
calorimeter and the UFT/IMO flame spread apparatus. The derivation of these input
parameters are provided in the context of the particular small-scale test.

A. HAZARD VARIABLES

Several variables, including temperature, smoke visibility levels, and toxic gas levels
are typically used to measure the relative fire hazard associated with survivability,
damagability and mission criticality. The relationship between these hazard variables and
material flammability characteristics can be expressed quantitatively. These are meant
to be example calculations to demonstrate the cross walls between small-scale properties
and fire hazard.
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1. Temperature

Temperature is directly proportional to heat release rate, a critical material
flammability parameter. In turn, the rate of heat release is a strong function of the thermal
exposure to the material. This thermal exposure is the direct result of the fire size, and
if the fire is located in an enclosure, it is also dependent on the temperature conditions
in the enclosure.

Relatively simple correlations are available which relate the heat release rate
from a fire to the enclosure temperature. For example, a simplified expression for
estimating enclosure temperature for enclosures with noncombustible linings is

= T 00236 (1)
( hkAAv Fhv)"3

where
T = upper gas temperature
To = ambient gas temperature
q = heat release rate
hk M enclosure conductance
A = surface area of enclosure
Av = vent area
hv = vent height

This expression can be used for the simple case of natural ventilation to
estimate the temperature rise in an enclosure'due to the burning of a material, providing
the heat release rate parameters are known. Similar, but more complicated expressions
are available for enclosures with combustible linings or forced ventilation.

Note that heat release rate is the only material parameter in the correlation.
The remaining parameters are dependent on the geometry and construction of the space
where the material is used. Furthermore, the material's heat release rate is a function of
the thermal exposure and the surface area of the material exposed, both of which are
scenario and material application dependent. These relationships demonstrate the
importance of evaluating a material in terms of its intended use.

2. Smoke Visibility

The effect of smoke particulate production and transport on human visibility
is considered a critical fire hazard parameter with regard to survivability and mission
criticality. Quantitatively, for a closed space, visibility can be related to material
characteristics and its application based on
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v . c vo )067 (2)

where
V - visibility distance
am = specific extinction area
Am = mass of material burned

c = enclosure volume
a constant

The mass of material burned is a function of the thermal exposure to the
material, the area of material exposed, and the time the material has been burned. The
mass loss rate per unit area is strongly dependent on the thermal insult to the material.
The time dependence of visibility is driven by the time dependent nature of the burning
rate. In general this dependence is expressed as

Am= ft,1hA,dY (3)

where
Am = mass of material burned,
m = mass loss rate per unit area,
Af = area of fire (surface area of material involved), and
t - time.

In general, mu will be a function of time as well as the surface area of fuel involved. For
steady fires, this can be simplified to the following:

Am = rh" At (4)

3. Toxic Gas Generation

The concentration of toxic products can be related to hazard variables such
as incapacitation or death. The production of toxic gases is a function of the material
used and the environment and application under which it is expected to bum or be
exposed to fire. Umits on allowable concentrations of toxic gases or combinations of
gases can be set If all Important toxicants can be identified a priori. The yields of these
compounds (kg of gas n per kg of fuel burned) can then be related to the burning rate
of the material.

For conditions where the yield of gas n is constant with time, the mass
fraction of gas n in the upper layer of a compartment fire can be estimated as follows:
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frh" At ,d
mL (5)

where
Mn - mass fraction of gas n

" - material mass loss rate
*n = yield of gas n
AF - surface area of material involved
ml. - mass of layer gases

Recall that both m" and Af can be functions of time depending on the thermal exposure
and flame spread properties of the material.

The concentrations of toxicants can be related to incapacitation or death
through the N-gas models used in combustion toxicity. Interactions between carbon
monoxide, hydrogen cyanide and oxygen depletion are typically considered. Dose levels
resulting in death are derived and related to actual gas concentrations in a particular
application under a specific ignition and fire growth scenario.

B. FRAMEWORK FOR EVALUATING MATERIAL PROPERTIES

As demonstrated in the previous discussion, parameters used to evaluate the
hazard under specific conditions can generally be related to selected material flammability
parameters. Hazard variables such as temperature, smoke visibility and toxic gas
production can be related directly to material characteristics such as heat release rate,
flame spread, mass burning rate, smoke properties and gas species yields (all
measurable by small-scale test methods). Further, as discussed in Section 1.0, evaluation
of material flammability characteristics without consideration for its intended use and
potential exposure scenarios is simply incorrect. The importance of a particular hazard
variable or its time dependence (e.g., temperature) will be effected by end use
parameters which are entirely independent of the material. For example, the relative
importance of temperature with respect to visibility is expected to change depending on
where the material Is used (e.g., electronic space vs. airframe application).

1. The Use of a Pool Fire Analog

The issue of combustibility and related fire characteristics of composites can
be evaluated in the context of several different frameworks. The most widely used is the
analog of a burning material to a liquid pool fire. This very simple analog preserves the
most important aspects of material fire behavior given the current state-of-the-art in
testing. Bott steady state and unsteady state scenarios can be evaluated. This
framework is consistent with current hazard assessment and modeling procedures and
epresets the best available use of small-scale test methods.
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2. Quasi-Steady Fire Conditions

The simplest application of the pool fire analog to burning composite
materials can be described in terms of a horizontal slab under quasi-steady burning. The
two critical parameters are burning rate and flame spread. Burning rate can be
expressed as mass loss rate, and can be estimated by

ih (6)AH,.

where
m" = mass loss rate
qf heat flux from flame
q = energy loss terms
Al- = effective heat of vaporization

The heat flux from the flame is comprised of both convective and radiative terms with the
radiative terms dominating. The loss terms include conduction, convection and
reradiation losses from the fuel surface. External heat gain terms, such as radiation from
other burning objects or from heating gas layers in compartments can be included simply
by adding the energy term from external sources (q"e) in the numerator of equation 6.

In turn, several important hazard parameters can be determined by similar
calculation procedures. For example, the heat release rate per unit area of a burning
material under the exposure and heat loss condition accounted for in equation 6 can be
estimated by

th - A H, (7)

where
qr" = heat release rate
Hc = effective heat of combustion

Similarly, release rates of smoke and toxic gases can be predicted from the expression:

t, ., nth" (8)

where
mnN = mass loss production rate of species n

#n = yield of species n

The yields of species are determined by small-scale testing. The smoke production rate
of a simple quasi-steady fire can be estimated by accounting for the fraction of fuel
converted to particulate. Since these quantities are difficult to measure independently,
they are combined and reported as specific extinction area or in older fire literature as
mass optical density.
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These simple expressions describe the burning behavior of steady or quasi-
steady fires. Examples of such fires are liquid and thermoplastic fuels which do not form
char and fires of consistent area. In principle these expressions will describe
environmental effects such as oxygen depletion, enhanced radiation, burning in ventilated
atmospheres, etc., provided the dependence of a given parameter on the appropriate
environmental condition can be calculated or measured, and the appropriate material
characteristics are known.

3. Flame Spread

For most materials of practical interest the area of the fire is not constant.
The material is ignited and the area of burning increases as the flame spreads across the
surface. Equation 9 provides a means of measuring lateral flame spread velocity, based
on work by Quintiere (1984). Equation 9 is expressed as the following:

V-t12- 4" (x) . F(t)] (9)

where
V = flame spread velocity,
c = empirical constant from LIFT,
q1 minimum ignition flux,
q" = applied external heat flux, and
F(t) = function describing surface heat losses.

As discussed in Section 3.2.2, C and q"o are measured in the LIFT flame spread
apparatus. The use of the simple model fd?'flame spread enables one to estimate the
time dependence of the burning rate as the involved area of a material changes. The
primary environmental variable accounted for in this expression is the external flux to the
material.

C. APPLICATION OF SMALL-SCALE TEST METHODS

Consistent with the previous discussion and the simplified (but state-of-the-art)
description of material burning behavior and its relationship to hazard assessment, this
section develops the basic data required from two specific testing procedures, the cone
calorimeter and the IMO/UFT flame spread apparatus.

1. Modeling Parameters to be Derived From the Cone Calorimeter

The cone calorimeter is capable of providing data required for modeling the
performance of materials in their end use configuration. While it must be remembered
that the prediction of full-scale performance of materials from small-scale tests always
involves extrapolations which may not be valid universally, the cone calorimeter
overcomes many of the difficulties inherent with small-scale tests due to radiation.
Nonetheless, there may be some variations in species and smoke yields, though no
serious difficulties have been observed in the small number of experiments designed to
find such difficulties.
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The cone calorimeter is capable of generating modeling parameters for
ignition, gasification, and the generation of heat, gaseous species, and smoke. It is
important to note that modeling parameters for all these phenomena can be determined
in the same experiments. Procedures for the generation of material fire properties
relevant to fire and hazard modeling for each area will be derived in turn. In general, the
simplest available methods will be described. More complex methods are available and
could be employed depending on the ultimate degree of precision required.

a. Ignition

While the cone calorimeter is normally run with a spark ignitor just
above the sample, the following procedures can be used for both piloted and
spontaneous ignition tests. These procedures have not been used for spontaneous
ignition studies, but the underlying modeling principles have been successfully applied
to both piloted and spontaneous ignition. In general, piloted ignition behavior is more
important because it is generally not possible to fully eliminate contact between the
sample and any flame, spark, or ember from other fire sources.

The methods described here were originally utilized by Quintiere and
Harkleroad (1984) in the UFT flame spread apparatus. Their model of ignition assumes
that the material is thermally thick and that heat losses from the sample may be ignored.
The material is assumed to heat as a black inert material with constant thermal properties.
Given these assumptions the surface temperature, Ts, is given by

2 = 2•t', (10)W kp c

where
Ts = surface temperature,
To = initial temperature,
t = time,
k = mathematical thermal conductivity,
p = material density,
c = material heat capacity, and
q = incident heat flux.

This expression is taken to hold up to the surface ignition temperature and for all fluxes
sufficient to ignite the material; that is, for incident heat fluxes in excess of the critical
radiant flux for ignition, q"ign,min-

The critical radiant flux for ignition is determined by a bracketing
procedure. The highest heat flux which does not cause ignition must be found. The
usual test duration for such determinations is 30 minutes, though ignitions have been
known to have occurred at times in excess of one hour, even for charring materials.
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The ignition temperature may be defined by the critical radiant heat
flux. Ignition at the critical flux occurs under steady state heat transfer conditions. As
such, we can write a steady state heat balance at the critical heat flux:

•u~n "he (Ts4 - Tr) o 118 - 7411

- h r(8-Ta ( (12)

where T is the surface temperature at ignition, hc is the convective heat transfer
coefficient, and h is an overall heat transfer coefficient. The convective heat transfer
coefficient for a 10 cm upward facing horizontal surface is approximately 10 W/m 2 K and
approximately 15 for a similar vertical surface. Fortunately, at ignition temperatures,
radiative procesres dominate so a precise hc is not needed. Using equation 12 in
equation 10 yieds

4imh __ (13)
,•/' [ ,kpcJ

Piotting the ignition data on a plot of •q a versus 4,g yields a straight line of slope.
b. According to equation 13, this can used to find the effective thermal inertia of the
material, kpc, by the following:

kpc . - (hlb)2  (14)

Having determined the ignition temperature and the effective thermal inertia, equation 10

can be rearranged to find the time to ignition under a constant incident heat flux.

ý - 11,npc (15)

Under variable incident heat fluxes the Ignition time is defined by the following:
&/ II ~ (6

Because heat losses are ignored in this model, it is possible for a variable heat flux less
than the critical heat flux to "Ignite" the sample according to equation 16. Any ignition
time found for a flux less than the critical flux should be viewed as an underestimate.
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In summary, the ignition temperature, the critical radiant heat flux for
ignition, and the effective thermal inertia can be determined from the cone calorimeter.
The critical radiant heat flux for ignition is determined experimentally by bracketing. The
accuracy of the determination is directly related to the number of tests performed in the
bracketing procedure. The ignition temperature can be determined using the critical
radiant heat flux for ignition in equation 11. By performing a series of experiments at
fluxes above the critical radiant heat flux for ignition a plot of q"igmin/c", versus /tg can
be constructed. The slope, b, of the straight line is used in equation 14 to define the
effective thermal inertia. Having determined the ignition temperature and the effective
thermal inertia, equation 15 and 16 can be used to predict the time to ignition and if
ignition will occur at all.

b. Heat of Gasification

The heat of gasification is defined by the expression

df' = (4," - 4f)[&Hg (17)

where G"f is the mass loss rate and q"L is the heat loss from the sample. The heat of
gasification is a means of relating the fuel gasification rate to the heat absorbed by the
sample without resorting to a detailed heat transfer and kinetics calculation in the sample.

While the ratio of the heat absorbed to the mass of fuel gasified is
a constant for steady burning of a liquid, in general the heat of gasification is a function
of the progress of the decomposition process. Several investigators have made attempts
to develop a method of expressing the heat of gasification as a function of a single
progress variable. The choices of progress variables include the total heat released, the
total mass released, or the total energy absorbed up to the point in time under
consideration. Clearly, all of these progress variables are closely related. The most direct
and most studied progress variable is the total energy absorbed. This variable relates
directly to the state of the remaining sample and in principle can respond to differences
in the heat lost to the environment. It has been shown that this method will work for
charring and noncharring solids of various thicknesses, for both constant and linearly
increasing heat flux histories.

The total heat absorbed by a sample, q", is given by

q f t (41" - 4L') dt (18)

As a simple first order procedure, assume that the heat losses are zero during the pre-
ignition stage and are constant during burning. Rear face heat losses will be minimized
by backing the sample with a low density insulating board. It is well known that the
surface temperature is nearly constant during burning. After conducting experiments over
a range of incident heat fluxes, the heat losses from the surface can be found by plotting
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the maximum mass loss rate versus the incident heat flux. According to equation 17, the
slope of the resulting curve is the minimum heat of gasification and the intercept is the
constant surface heat loss, q"L'

With q"L known, it is now possible to process all the mass loss rate
data. From Equation 18:

AN(q- HO( (19)
f (q,)

This expression applied to the mass loss data yields the heat of gasification as a function
of the total heat absorbed. Further work is required to develop models of Ag(q") for
different classes of materials so that the function Ag(q") can be described parametrically.

Having determined Ag(q") and q"L. the mass loss rate from a sample
can be determined from

4;' () - 4k" (0
, AH, (qI)

This along with the heat of combustion are used to determine the heat release.

c. Generation of Heat. Gaseous Species, and Smoke

Given the fuel volatiization rate, it is straightforward to determine the
heat release rate, the generation rate of gaseous species, and smoke. These quantities
are related to the mass loss rate ttwough the tolowng:

AHe - - (21)

*1~ ~ -(22)

(23)

33



where Gf is the mass loss rate, q is the neat release rate measured by oxygen
calorimetry, Yi'exh is the mass fraction of species i in the exhaust, mexh is the measured
exhaust rate, kext is the measured extinction coefficient in the exhaust, and exh is the
measured gas density in the exhaust. AHc, q*i, and am can be determined as average
values or as functions of the total energy absorbed, q". These values can then be used
in hazard analysis procedures.

2. Modeling Parameters to be Derived From the LIFT/IMO Apparatus

The LIFT/IMO apparatus is capable of defining the minimum surface
temperature and minimum incident heat flux required for lateral or downward flame
spread as well as the flame spread modulus. The basic equation for lateral flame spread
is

v= (24)
kpc (T, - T0)2

where V is the flame spread velocity, 0 is the flame spread modulus, kpc is the thermal
inertia, Tig is the sample ignition temperature, and To is the ambient temperature. This
can be rewritten as

V-12 = C - (25)

F(t) is a function of the time and thermal properties of the material. Plotting V"'1/2 versus
qa1F(t) yields a straight line with a slope, c, and an intercept, q"ig'min. For accuracy and

simplicity it is desirable to allow sufficient preheat time that F(t) =1. " can be found from

4= 4 (26)
79c2b2

where b is the slope of the ignition plot.

The minimum external heat flux for flame spread, q"e, min is determined by
the location at which the flame travel stops in the test. The surface temperature required
for flame spread, Ts;min, can be determined from a steady state heat balance at that
location.

-. . h+ (TT-OT)•o(T -7) (27)

where hc = 15 W/m 2 K

The parameters o, Ts,min, and q"eimin can be used to model the rate
of lateral flame spread and hence the rate of heat release rate.
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D. MODELING LIMITATIONS

The limitations of the approach described in this section are primarily related to
limitations in the state-of-the-art of fire dynamics. There are limi:ations in the bench-scale
test procedures but these are primarily related t- the relatively simplified theories of
burning to which they are related.

The actual performance of these small-scale test methods in predicting full-scale
behavior is discussed in the next section.

4.0 SMALL-SCALE FLAMMABIUTY TESTS AND FULL-SCALE FIRE PERFORMANCE

This section summarizes tho state-of-the-art relative to the ability of the cone
calorimeter and LIFT flame spread apparatus to provide data which can be related to full-
scale behavior. As an indication of generic problems associated with existing test
methods, the following two examples are provided. These are not specifically Navy
materials.

Cleary and Quintiere (1991) have done extensive small-scale testing with foam
plastics. They have grouped their results in two tables which present selected small-scale
data reflecting various aspects of their fire performance as well as inherent material
property. The materials are grouped as Class I and Class II as determined by the ASTM
E 84 Tunnel Test, where to qualify for Type I, the material must achieve a Flame Spread
Index (FSI) of less than 25 and a smoke rating of no greater than 450. The most
inconsistent observation is the variation of the peak heat release rate for the material in
each class. In Class I, there is a factor of 4.2 disparity between the highest and the
lowest peak heat release rate as measured at 50 kW/m 2 irradiance in the cone
calorimeter. Translated to reel-scale fire performance, this is an unacceptable range of
minimum surface areas required for room flashover. The minimum heat flux (kW/m ) for
flame spread, as measured in the MFT test, also reflects this disparity as q$MIN" ranges
from 6.0 to 28.0 kW/m 2 a factor of 4.7. Similarly for Class II, there is a factor of 4.1 range
for the minimum heat flux for flame spread and a factor of 2.5 for the measured peak heat
release rate. These data are summarized in Table 3 for flame spread less than 25 and
Table 4 for flame spread greater than 25 by material.

Belles, et al. have also investigated the relationship between ASTM E 84 Tunnel
Test and heat release data from ASTM Room/Corner Test Method. The ASTM
Room/Corner Test Method can be used to calculate the heat release rate of a material
based upon oxygen depletion calorimetry. As can be seen from Table 5, there is a factor
of 28 Jisparity between 100% nylon (R) and 100% polyester (0) heat release rates both
of which have an ASTM E 84 flame spread rating of 15. This figure emphasizes the fact
that ASTM E 84 flame spread ratings are not indicative of the flashover potential in a room
fire nor the material's rate of heat release and more importantly, that heat release rate
properties more directly relate to full-scale performance.
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The prediction of full-scale fire behavior from small-scale test data is relatively new;
therefore, it is often more a question of the ability to apply the experimental data through
theoretical relationships which account for the difficult burning environments than a
question of the apparatus' ability to collect useful data.

The following measurements are available from the cone calorimeter and have
been used previously in the effort to model real-scale fire performance: ignitability (the
time to ignition at a specified irradiance), heat release rate per unit area, CO (carbon
monoxide) gas yield, CO (carbon dioxide) gas yield, HCN (hydrogen cyanide) gas yield,
HCI (hydrogen chloride? gas yield, and smoke production rate. What follows is a
presentation of results of various attempts to use cone calorimeter data to model real-
scale fire performance and the relative success or failure thereof.

4.1 Igition

Ignition of materials involves many considerations such issues as radiative versus
convective heating and piloted versus auto ignition; however, the issue of concern here
is scalability. There has been very little work done addressing this question. Ostman and
Nussbaum (1989) tried to correlate time to ignition at 25 kW/m2 exposure in the cone
calorimeter with time to flashover as measured in the full-scale room fire tests. Their effort
showed no correlation as reflected in Fig. 8. This finding is not particularly disturbing
since flashover is a strong function of heat release rate. Such correlation is indeed found
when heat release rate of the material is integrated into the correlation.

Wong et al. (1990) through a composite testing program have some interesting
results. Their work has shown that the LIFT ignition delay data found in Table 6 are
reflected in large-scale observation. These results apply directly to the Navy's use of
composites.

Test 3 exposed unfaced GRP to 15 kW/m 2 for twenty minutes without ignition.
UFT data shows no ignition at 15.0 kW/m 2. Test 8 exposed phenolic-faced GRP to 45
kW/m 2 for five minutes where the UFT data indicates no probable ignition before 325
seconds at 40 kW/m 2 exposure. Similarly, in Test 9, phenolic-faced GRP was exposed
to 32 kW/m 2 with spikes to 50 kW/m 2 for five minutes and again no ignition was obtained.
UFT data indicates 370 seconds of 35 kW/m 2 exposure before ignition. Test summaries
can be found for these three tests in Tables 7 through 9.

Janssens (1991) has obtained excellent correlation between a theoretical ignition
model and cone calorimeter ignition delay times across a wide range of wood materials
and exposure heat flux levels. Atreya and Abu-Zaid (1991) have developed a theoretical
ignition model which includes the effects of moisture content, air velocity, and oxygen
concentration. The model successfully predicts material ignition behavior under a radiant
heater (cone).
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Tbe 7. Compoute Module FIe Teat Sumiuy Dta Sheet
Mang et DL. (MR~

COMPOSITE DATE

TEST: 3 MATERIAL: Polyester OF TEST: 7/18/89

FIRE SIZE: 200 kW

FIRE LOCATION: Southeast corner of the east compartment, 24 in.
(61 cm) away from both the south and east walls.
The intent was to provide, as close as possible, a
flux at or just below the critical flux for
ignition at the walls.

DURATION OF EXPOSURE FIRE: 20 min

FIRE COMPARTMENT AIR TEMPERATURE (-C)
MAXIMUM OVERHEAD TEMPERATURE: 330

AVERAGE UPPER LAYER TEMPERATURE: 280

SURFACE FLAME SPREAD TEMPERATURES (-C): N/A

OVERHEAD SURFACE TEMPERATURES ("C):
Exposed 280

Unexposed 140

TOTAL HEAT FLUX TO EXPOSED SURFACE (kW/m 2 )
LOW (15 in., 41 cm) 15

HIGH (63 in., 160 cm) 15

ADJACENT COMPARTMENT TEMPERATURE (-C)
MAXIMUM OVERHEAD AIR TEMPERATURE: 60

HEAT TRANSFER THROUGH DIVISIONAL BULKHEAD: (7 ft, 213 cm level)
Exposed 1900C

Unexposed 1156C

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS (FROM TIME 0:00 IGNITION):
0:00 Ignition
2:00 Flames from the burner almost to the overhead, then

steadied out to 6 ft (183 cm) above the deck
3:10 Smoke layer 4 ft (122 cm) down from the overhead
6:00 Smoke layer 5.5 ft (168 cm) down from the overhead
7:20 Unexposed surface of Frame Bays 6 and 8 starting to

discolor (whitening)
20:00 Fuel shut off; no ignition of any surface observed (IR

camera used to view surfaces immediately after the fuel
was shut down). No water was used.
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Tale & Conpoelte Module F'e Test Summuy Data Sheet
Ife~q et SL (ImOl

COMPOSITE Phenolic DATE
TEST: 8 MATERIAL: coated OF TEST: 7-24-89

polyester

FIRE SIZE: 50 kW

FIRE LOCATION: East compartment, against South wall,
Frame Bay 8

DURATION OF EXPOSURE FIRE: 5 min

FIRE COMPARTMENT AIR TEMPERATURE ("C)
MAXIMUM OVERHEAD TEMPERATURE: 155

AVERAGE UPPER LAYER TEM.PERATURE: 100

SURFACE FLAME SPREAD TEMPERATURES (-C):
Lowest T/C (1 ft (30 cm)) above deck 3000C,

(1.5 ft (46 cm)) 400"C

TOTAL HEAT FLUX TO EXPOSED SURFACE (kW/m 2 )
LOW (15 in., 41 cm): 45 (NIST Lift data indicate no
HIGH (63 in., 160 cm): 5 ignition probable before

325 8 at 40 kW/m 2 )

ADJACENT COMPARTMENT TEMPERATURE ("C)
MAXIMUM OVERHEAD AIR TEMPERATURE: 40

HEAT TRANSFER THROUGH DIVISIONAL BULKHEAD: N/A

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS (FROM TIME 0:00 IGNITION):
0:00 Ignition
2:45 50-60"C backside (unexposed) temp
3:06 Very light smoke
5:00 Fuel off
5:30 No flame on bulkhead, small flames on burner

ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGE:
1. No charring evident; cured the material a little bit,

e.g., differential cure, blackened area could be wiped
clean to a glazed surface.

2. The fire damage/burn pattern could not be seen on the
unexposed side.

3. There vas no sustained burning on the wall.
4. No debonding of the phenolic and the GRP.

43



Tae 9. Conoshe ModiLe Fire Test Summay Data Sheet
IWon et SL (1m))

COMPOSITE Phenolic DATE
TEST: 9 MATERIAL: ciated OF TEST: 7-24-89

polyester

FIRE SIZE: 50 kW

FIRE LOCATION: East compartment, against southeast corner,
Frame Bay 7

DURATION OF EXPOSURE FIRE: 5 min

FIRE COMPARTMENT AIR TEMPERATURE ( C)
MAXIMUM OVERHEAD TEMPERATURE: 140

AVERAGE UPPER LAYER TEMPERATURE: 100

SURFACE FLAME SPREAD TEMPERATURES ("C):
Lowest T/C (1 ft (30 cm)) above deck reached max temp of 250"C

TOTAL HEAT FLUX TO EXPOSED SURFACE (kW/m 2 )
LOW (15 in., 41 cm): 32 with spikes to 50
HIGH (63 in., 160 cm): 4

AD3ACENT COMPARTMENT TEMPERATURE (-C)
MAXIMUM OVERHEAD AIR TEMPERATURE: 45

HEAT TRANSFER THROUGH DIVISIONAL BULKHEAD: N/A

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS (FROM TIME 0:00 IGNITION):
0:00 Ignition
2:05 Light smoke
3:10 A little smoke from the radiometer hole
5:00 Fuel off
5:22 Fire fighter in compartment, nothing burning in

bulkheads

ASSESSMEWT OF DAMAGE:
1. Flames extended to the 2 ft (61 cm) T-bar, and then

deflected away. Fire leaned toward east wall.
2. Thermal analyzer saw hot bolts.
3. East wall lowest (2 ft (61 cm)) horizontal frame bay

debonding of phenolic from polyester layers. No corner
delamination at the boundary angle. No debonding
evident in the lowest south wall frame bay.
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Kanury (1988) has also done some investigation to ignition characterization.
Although not in direct terms of ignition time, he has shown that the height of the sample
impacts the required flux for auto-ignition. A order of magnitude change in the height can
affect the required flux by a factor of two as seen in Fig. 9.

For cases where piloted ignition is the primary concern, a radiative heat source of
variable power should be directly relatable to full-scale ignition behavior. This was seen
dramatically in the Navy composite box testing. Flame spread is effectively a series of
ignitions of unessential(?) areas of a sample. Hence, an evaluation of the ability of small-
scale methods to predict flame spread is a de facto measure of their success in
predicting ignition.

42 Full-Scale Heat Release Rates

The most important material property impacting fire growth and hence fire hazard
is the rate of heat release of the material. The ability to relate small-scale measured heat
release properties to the full-scale heat release rate of upholstered furniture or of a wall
lining material is a critical test of the "scalability" of a test method.

A modest effort related at a few specific applications has been large body of work
has been attributed to this effort, to model/predict full-scale heat release rates from
bench-scale data [Braun, Shields, and Harris (1989); Cleary (1990); Cleary and Quintiere
(1991 a); Babrauskas and Wickstr6m (1989); Parker et al. (1991); Cleary and Quintiere
(1991b); Karlsson (1991); Babrauskas et al. (1988); Babrauskas and Krasny (1985);
Babrauskas (1986)]. This work has been very successful, demonstrating that it is very
feasible to model full-scale heat release rates. The majority of the work has been
performed on wall lining material [Cleary (1990); Cleary and Quintiere (1991a);
Babrauskas and Wickstr6m (1989); Cleary and Quintiere (1991b); Karlsson (1991);
Babrauskas et al. (1988)] and on upholstered furniture [Babrauskas and Wickstr6m
(1989); Parker et al. (1991); Babrauskas (1984); Babrauskas and Krasny (1985); Ames
and Rogers (1990)]. Both the wall linings method and upholstered furniture require
manipulation of cone calorimeter data in an algebraic equation which utilizes other
parameters that further characterize and distinguish the test specimen. The correlation
used to scale furniture test data has four factors: fabric factor, padding factor, frame
factor, and style factor. The correlations with scale wall lining materials used only a flame
heating parameter which is obtained from the UFT apparatus according to ASTM El 321.
These correlations have proved very successful in making accurate real-scale heat
release rate predictions.

4.3 Ful-Scale Room Flashover for Surface Unings

Three distinct areas of efforts have been made in the attempt to predict full-scale
room flashover for surface linings. The most basic is a simple empirical correlation
between measurable parameters in small and full-scale [(stman and Nussbaum (1989)].
Another area pursued was a physical correlation which incorporates some basic
phenomenological effects and small-scale data [Babrauskas (1984)]. Mathematical
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models have also been developed (Magnusson and Sundstrom (1985); Wickstrom and
G6ronsson (1987)].

The simple empirical correlation [Ostman and Nussbaum (1989)] was found to be
quite valid for 11 lining materials which resulted in flashover full-scale. Materials ranged
from paper and textile covered gypsum board to rigid polymethane foam. Figure 10
presents the best correlation that was found between the small-scale rate of heat release
parameter and the full-scale time to flashover. The relation which was used is

T = a x -tFJ + b (28)
A

where T = time to flashover full scale, s;
t = time to ignition small scale @ 25 kW/m 2 , s; 2

A = heat release during peak period @ 50 kW/m 2 , J/m2 ;
p = density of material, kg/m3;
a = constant, 2.76 x 106, J.(kg-m)°0 5 ; and
b = constant, -46.0 s.

A more physical correlation has been developed [Babrauskas (1984)]. This
correlation presumes that there is a relationship between the square root of the ceiling
area divided by the time to reach flashover full-scale tests and the bench-scale heat
release rates divided by the time to ignition. The bench-scale heat release rate is taken
to be a 60 second average for specimens exposed at 25 kW/m 2 . The results here show
a fair correlation as demonstrated in Fig. 11. The data that were used for Fig. 11 can be
found in Table 8. It is noted that this method had difficulty dealing with different strengths
of ignition burners in the full-scale tests as this led to substantial variations in flashover
times for the same material.

An excellent correlation of time to flashover versus bench-scale ignition and heat
release rate data was obtained by Karlsson and Magnusson (1991). Figure 12
summarizes the correlation of on the order of 100 full-scale tests.

4.4 Flame Spread on Interior Finishes

The area of most current active development relative to the use of small-scale test
results is in the prediction of flame spread on interior finish. There are at least five
interdependent approaches to this problem. They all include the use of small-scale
ignition and heat release rate data coupled with a theoretical method to predict flame
spread and full-scale heat release properties. At least one method [Ou~n'.Irre and Cleary
(1991)] uses results of the LIFT flame spread apparatus.
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The theoretical approaches used vary widely in their level of detail. The most
attractive, from the standpoint of simplexity in using small-scale data, is that of Quintiere
and Cleary (1991), Saito et al. (1986), and Mowrer and Williamson (1991). This approach
involves substantial simplification of governing equations and yields two critical
flammability parameters, obtained from bench-scale cone calorimeter data defined as
follows [Cleary and Quintiere (1991)]:

a = 1

b a - tgl t9

where k1 = constant approximately equal to 0.01 m2/kW for upward flame
spread;

= peak average heat release rate (kW/m2 );

t= burn time associated with peak value (sec); and
tig= time to ignition (sec).

0", tig, and t. are evaluated using bench-scale methods at the appropriate exposure flux.

The importance of these parameters can be seen in Fig. 13. For values of a>0
and b>O, the fire growth rate accelerates; for a=O, b=0, the fire does not spread below
the initial fire size. This simplification, if found to hold, has tremendous implications for
specifying material flammability properties relative to flame spread. The small-scale
parameters, 0", tr, and tB, relate directly to full-scale performance and performance
objectives, "e.g. a small-scale fire will not grow large."

The validity of this approach is more problematic. The method has been
correlated with reasonable success against a range of interior finish materials in a
wall/corner geometry. Figures 14 and 15 illustrate the range of agreement. Table 10
summarizes the relationship between the experimental (full-scale) measured time to reach
1000 kW versus model calculations under varying assumptions of external heat flux
and/or surface temperature. Table 11 provides experimental and model predictions on
time to peak and peak heat release rates for textile wall coverings.

Another promising approach is that taken by Delichatsios et al. (1991) and
Delichatsios and Saito (1991). The model here is slightly more complex, but the bench-
scale flammability data are used to predict full-scale flame spread performance. Again,
small-scale ignition and heat release rate data are used. Additional thermophysical data
required are inferred from the bench-scale data. Both charring and non-charring
materials have been tested. Good agreement is obtained between the model predictions
(based on bench-scale data) and full-scale experiments.
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Tabe 10. Tbne to Achimve a 1 MW Fie for the Swedish Room Test
IClewy mid Qi*ter (1991)1

Experimental Time Model Calculations
(25 kW/ml) (50 kW/W) (25 kIJ/m:)

(T, - 250C) (T, - 25C) (T, -80c)

(Maerial (a) (a) (a) (s)

Particle Board 157 198 143 145
Insulating Fiberboard 59 77 58 55
Medium Density Fiberboard 131 180 148 125
Wood Panel (Spruce) 131 165 143 117
Melamine on Particle Board 465 - 402
Wall Paper on Gypsum hu,,a 640 632 616 641
iVC on Gypsum Board 611 619 606 622
Textile on Gypsum Board 639 615 613 615
Textile on Mineral Wool 43 33 28 24
Paper on Particle Board 143 237 220 177
Rigid Polyurethane Foam 6 11 6 7
Expanded Polystyrene Foam 115 122
Gypsum Board * . .

- Data were not taken
* Did not reach I MW
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T 1e I. Textle WV Covering Room Fie Tests[Cbme w aud w ouN

Full Scale Screening Tests Model Calculations
(0.31 a width) (0.62 a width)

Material (30 kW/u2) (50 kW/m2)

(H) 85% wool 15% cotton 46 30 160 40 146 46
(C) 55% cotton 45% rayon 62 30 119 60 137 40 139 37
(G) 100% polyester 83 30 - 64 39 56 44
(B) 100% polyester 207 45 298 60 121 46 270 46
(Q) 100% polyester 207 40 480 40 145 50 293 55
(Qfr) 100% polyester 310 40 - 157 43 292 59
(R) 100 nylon 587 70 590 70 46 46 416 51
(AA) 70% acrylic 304 wool 684 30 725 109 744 106
(PPPF) polypropylene - 337 50 271 45 450 48

- Data were not taken Q0 - peak energy release rate
t; - time interval from start of 150 kW burner to peak energy release rate
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Karlsson and Magnusson (1991) offer a relatively simple method following Saito
et al. (1986) using bench-scale data to predict wall lining flame spread. They have further
correlated time to flashover with bench-scale ignitability, flame spread (LIFT), and the
cone calorimeter. Figure 12 is a plot of experimental versus predicted time to flashover
for several hundred tests. The goal of this work was to produce correlations that used
bench-scale test methods to yield full-scale performance. Figure 16 illustrates the
predictive capability of the bench-scale test based flame spread calculation procedure.

Mowrer and Williamson (1991) took a similar approach to Cleary and Quintiere
(1991) and Saito et al. (1986) in an attempt to fit independent data sets on textile wall
coverings. Their results show some degree of correlation, but they caution that the
bench-scale exposure level and the importance of using "as installed" samples is critical,
e.g. adhesive. Their results did verify that for specified values of heat release rate and
ignition delay, fires would not propagate. Qualitatively, their results support the work of
Cleary and Quintiere (1991).

Several approaches to calculating full-scale burning behavior of interior finishes on
the basis of bench-scale flammability properties have been demonstrated to show
significant promise. Clearly, more validation is required for the theoretical calculations.
All are consistent in the use of calorimeter and UFT-type property data, all show some
degree of correlation, and some indicate that the small-scale test data are inadequate.

4.5 Upholstered Furniture

A very successful area of application of using small-scale test data to predict
performance is upholstered furniture. An empirical correlation method was developed
with incorporated factors to account for physical attributes associated with different
furniture styles. Initial work [Babrauskas (1984)] used the following formulation:

4la= bx4l," x mass factor x frame factor x style factor (31)

where q6 = predicted full-scale heat release rate;
b = empirical fitting constant;
qb,"= bench-scale average heat release rate using 25 kW/m 2 irradiance

over 180 seconds;
mass factor = total combustible mass;
frame factor = reflects frame material; and
style factor = reflects ectlinear or curved style.

Figure 17 illustrates the agreement between the correlation and full-scale heat release
rate.

This was subsequently modified by adding a padding factor and fabric factor while
fixing the fitting factor at a set value [Babrauskas and Krasny (1985)]. Additional tests
were later run, and the new data were added to the previous work [Babrauskas and
Wickstr6m (1989)].
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The ability of such a simple correlation, based on a single parameter measured in
the cone calorimeter, to predict full-scale behavior over such a wide range of furniture
size, type, style, and materials is remarkable.

Other work [Parker et a/. (1991)] has shown that effects due to different fabrics
and foams can be separated out. By plotting full-scale (furniture calorimeter) heat release
rates against three-minute averages heat release rates per unit area from the cone
calorimeter, it is apparent that the foam components can be distinguished from the fabric
contribution as reflected in Fig. 18.

4.6 Scaling Smoke Emissions

There have been a number of papers focusing on the scalability of smoke
measurements [Ostman and Tsantaridis (1991); Babrauskas (1985); Mulholland, Henzel
and Babrauskas (198*7)] as well as othiers addressing smoke scalability through the
course of looking at the toxicity problem (Babrauskas et a/. (1991)]. Two of the sources
(Ostman and Tsantaridis (1991); Babrauskas et al. (1991)] present data for smoke yields
per mass burned show the cone calorimeter typically higher than the full-scale by
approximately a factor of 2. Ostman and Tsantaridis (1991) work with a wide range of
wall lining materials show, in Fig. 19, a factor of about 1.33 between the cone calorimeter
and room fire tests. These tests included a wide range of wall lining materials such as
rigid polymethane foam, textile wall coverings, polystyrene, wood paneling, etc. Two
previous works disagree with the factor of two. Mulholland, Henzel, and Babrauskas
(1987) find good agreement between bench-scale and real-scale fires with the cone
reporting slightly higher yields. Table 12 presents their results. Good results were
reported for heptane, crude oil, polyurethane, and wood. Their conclusion was that the
specific extinction area, when calculated on a smoke particulate mass basis, was
independent of fuel type. Babrauskas (1985) reports a factor of 3.0 difference between
full-scale and bench-scale measurements for specific extinction areas based upon per
mass ul sample pyrolyzed. This factor of 3 is reflected in Fig. 20. There were not
enough data presented to cross walk to a comparison of smoke yields.

4.7 Scaling of Fire Evolved Gases [Tewarson and Newman (1986)]

The consensus found in the literature is that the ability to predict full-scale behavior
of fire product gases is difficult at best. Babrauskas et aL. (1988) came to the conclusion
that predicting full-scale behavior of products with the cone calorimeter or other small-
scale tests is not completely reliable yet. To this end, Ostman and Tsantaridis (1991)
comment that the "production of smoke and gases is not primarily dependent on
materials, but to a higher degree on ventilation conditions and size and shapes of flames."
The most difficulties lie with the prediction of CO (carbon monoxide) as "the generation
of CO in fires has been shown to be predominantly associated with ventilation and
geometry effects in the actual real-scale environment" [Babrauskas et al. (1991)]. Yet,
even with the difficulties, good results have been obtained and reported [Braun et al.
(1987)].

6o



z• 1.6

1.4- E "

1.0 C 10

, 0.8- 0"
do

0.4 - F-Z 0.2- D..•:• or.
cc H- I I0 100 200 300 400

AVERAGE HEAT RELEASE RATE IN CONE (kW I in 2 )

FI 1 - Fzprbpna-t hogt msese rut dftafui-eoca pok vak" s
bms -e ýc aw vi•se for f8d0O W fomus
Pwmrw Mt a (191)!

61



FULL SCALE
200 smoke prod /hear elease /

ob~m3/HJ/

c.9/

100

smoke prod/heat release

100 200

FWg 109- SRMlc Pr~OUdfl PWamSMRS fOr wa "Vi materid
fts-80we v& ond-eci xpetn w"'s
vOsbnu aiW Tsw~twkIS (391

62



Table" I. LWg Wd SFa-Scf. pe emu Smoke Proc acUono Dta
R SioIM~ -.9 MW SebrMMn (IBM

Fuel/~oudltto U % Ir"ad. 4(• Comb.

Large Scale
310 i pool 70 25 0.89 0.009 0.07 7500 w Joel 240 is 0.94 0.012 0.10 8

Small Scale
8a - pool 0 3 10 0.99 0.010 0.06 8

10 7 24 0.94 0.013 0.08 7
20 10 33 0.97 0.010 0.07 a30 13 58 0.98 0.006 0.05 760 = pool 0 1 9 0.01.5 0.15 10
10 3 is 0.016 0.14 920 5 38 0.013 0.12 930 7 59 0.013 0.12 9

Large Scale
400 un pool 65 14 W4' 0.090 0.96 9.5600 m pool 185 (18) 0.085 . 8.7

small Scale
85 ma pool 0 1 3 41 0.098 1.06 11.725 2 38 0.096 1.01 10.8

40 4 18 37 0.083 1.00 12.530 5 24 36 0.084 0.98 11.7

Uarge Scale
Sugar pine

1 crib 56 9b 0.66 0.004 0.03 93 cribs 254 13 0.69 0.004 0.04 9

Small Scale
Led oak, 100 ma 25 1 9 0.55 0.002 0.02 11

50 1 12 0.56 0.004 0.04 11
75 2 15 0.56 0.006 0.07 13

100 2 19 0.60 0.011 0.09 10

Large Scale
I crib 125 12 b 0.68 0.085 0.74 9.12 cribs 310 14 0.68 0.101 0.81 8.5

SM,11 Scale
100 mE 50 3 S 0.85 0.080 0.89 9.4

small Scale
100 sm 25 5 16 0.96 0.015 0.16 L.50 7 i5 0.96 0.014 0.17 13

75 9 38 0.95 0.012 0.17 11100 12 47 0.96 0.016 0.16 11
---- . ..... ..........

-- The beat ofh combustion In .T/kg.,. The effective surface area for combustion is taken as half the
total surface arOa of all the individual sticks.
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Braun et a/. (1987) have shown for both fire retardant and non-fire retardant
polymethane foam excellent agreement for both CO and CO 2 yields between the NBS
Toxicity test, cone calorimeter, furniture calorimeter, and large-scale tests. Yield ratio
comparison data for both fire retardant and room fire retardant polyurethane foams are
found in Tables 13 through 16. It has also been noted that for post-flashover fires, the
CO yield appears to be material independent with approximately a 0.2 yield rate
[Babrauskas et al. (1991). Babrauskas et al. (1988) report dissimilar findings for CO
yields between the cone calorimeter and the furniture calorimeter. They has tested fire
retardant and non-fire retardant polystyrene, polyethylene, upholstered chairs, cable array
and polyester/glass circuit boards, and the cone CO yields were consistently lower than
the furniture calorimeter's CO yields as reflected in Table 13. Although the CO results
were not encouraging, the data reported for acid gas yield showed good agreement.
HCI, HBr, and HCN were measured in both the cone calorimeter and the furniture
calorimeter. These data are also presented in Table 17.

4.8 Cable Insulation

One of the most difficult applications of the prediction of full-scale behavior on the
basis of bench-scale test results is in the area of wire and cable insulation. The range
of application-dependent variables such as conductor size/weight, cable packaging
density, cable size, and geometry, etc. pose a formidable challenge. It is not currently
possible to predict the resultant time dependent full-scale fire behavior for a specific
wire/cable geometry and bundle.

Several studies on cable fire performance have indicated that the use of bench-
scale calorimeter tests are reliable indicators of full-scale fire performance. The work of
Tewarson and Khan (1989) at Factory Mutual utilizes a special purpose calorimeter. This
calorimeter uses the same principles as the cone calorimeter previously described. The
FM calorimeter is used as a basis for categorizing the flammability of wire/cable and has
been correlated to full-scale studies. The relevant flammability parameters include heat
release rate, time to ignition as a function of applied flux, and critical heat flux for ignition.

These properties are identical to those used to describe the behavior of other
combustible materials. Cables are categorized based on a fire propagation index (FPI)
which is a function of heat release rate, number of cables and cable diameter, and a
thermal response parameter which is a function of ignition time as a function of applied
heat flux. Cables are grouped in three categories. This approach has been validated in
full-scale.

Fernandez-Pello et a/. (1991) used a flame spread analysis similar to Quintiere and
Cleary (1991) to predict the vertical flame spread characteristics of cables. Their work
indicates that the flame spread approach provides a simple and systematic scheme for
ranking cable constructions.

There is substantial on-going work in this area using either cone calorimeter/UFT
bench-scale tests or specifically modified but similar bench-scale devices.

65



Tat. 13.
•Mn Ot OL (OT!!

Comparison of CO and COS Yields for Suall-Scale Tests. Furniture Calorimeter
and Large-Scale Compartment Tests of Non-Firs Retarded Polyurethane Foam 32

Cotton CO (kg/kc) 002 (kg/kg)
cover '7F _____F ___

NBS Toxicity Teat 0.02 0.03 1.6 0.2

Cons Calorimeter 0.01 0.03 2.3 1.7

Cons Calorlmeter + 0.03 2.0

Furniture Calorimeter + 0.04 0.244(0.12)d 1.9 9.06(3. 6 )d

Large-Scale Teat + 0.04 0.15" (0.09)' 2.9 1.0' (2.8)d

a - Flaming
b - Nonflaming
c - Smoldering
d - After smoldering-to-"flaming transition

T1.~ 14.

[mft ot 2L (1987)|

Comparison of Yield Ratios of CO/CO for the Small-Scale Tests.
Furniture Calorimeter and Large-Scale Compartment Tests of

Non-FIre Retarded Polyurechane Foam 32

Cotton Yield ratio of COI/CO
cover i Non- flamint

NIS Toxicity Tet - 806

Cons Calorimeter - 200 55

Cone Calorimeter + 65

Furniture Calorimeter + 50

furniture Calorimetor + 30* 40b

Large-Scale Tests + 70

Large-Scale Tests + 30s 7b

a After smoldering to flaming transition
b Smoldering
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Tsb~ 15.

Wbra"a et L (1"97)1

Comparison of CO and COs Yields for Small-Scale Tests,
Furniture Calorimeter, and Large-Scale Compartmenc Tests

of Fire Retarded Polyurethane Foam 32X

Cotton CO (kA/kg) CO, (kgsAS)

NBS Toxicity Test 0.05 0.04 1.5 0.3

Cone Calorimeter 0.05 0.03 1.9 1.7

Cone Calorimeter + 0.04 1.7

Furniture Calorimeter + 0.05 0.354 (0.1 3 )b 1.8 8.0a ( 1 .9)b

"Large-Scale Tests + 0.06 0.17" ( 0 . 1 2 )b 2.2 0.7" ( 2 . 7 )b

F - Flaming
NF - Non-flaming

a - Smoldering
b - After smolderlng-to-flaming transition

IMMn et OL (197]

Comparison of Yield Ratios of CO/CO for Small-Scale Tests,
Furniture Calorimeter and Large-Scale Compartment Tests of

Fire Retarded Polyurethane Foam 32X

Cotton
cover_ flmant lion-flamIL

MIS Toxicity Test 30 8

Cone Calorimeter 40 60

Cone Calorimeter + 40

Furniture Calorimeter + 40

Furniture Calorimeter + 150 20b

Large-Scale Tests + 40

Large-Scale Teats + 204 5b

a - After smoldering-to-flaming transition
b - Smoldering
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4.9 Summary and Conclusions

1. The ability of modern small-scale test methods to predict full-scale performance
has been demonstrated in certain applications.

2. The complexity of the correlation between small-scale tests and full-scale behavior
varies from simple algebraic expressions (upholstered furniture) to relatively
complicated computer-based calculations (interior finish).

3. The need to test materials in small-scale and large-scale to develop and validate
these correlations is obvious.

4. The flammability properties measured in the proposed test methods yield all of the
data necessary to characterize fire performance (ignition, flame spread, heat
release rate, smoke, and gases).

5. Current test methods can be used to evaluate a wide range of materials and
applications and are under active development for non-Naval use. The results of
these studies can be directly applied to Navy requirements. The knowledge base
is thus leveraged to the advantage of the Navy.

5.0 PROPOSED APPROACH AND NEAR-TERM DEVELOPMENT

This review and analysis has led to a proposed approach for developing criteria
and controlling flammability of shipboard materials. The approach is based on the
following:

(1) the establishment of performance criteria based on (allowable) full-scale
behavior of materials; and

(2) the need to correlate or predict the full-scale performance of materials
based on small-scale test methods.

5.1 Performance Objectives

The establishment of performance criteria should continue. The performance
objectives should be refined and prioritized. The quantification of these performance
objectives should be based on further refinement of a threat analysis, encompassing both
peacetime and combat exposure. This should include prioritization of applications based
on fire experience data, fuel load surveys, and the availability/interest in improved or
replacement materials. These are anticipated tasks under this current project.

52 Relaft FRammabilty Properties to Perfomnance Objecfives

The second major component of the proposed approach is the most technically
challenging. It is structured; however, to minimize the technical risk, the goal is to relate
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the allowable hazard indexes (performance objectives) to material burning behavior. The
near term effort to attain this goal for selected materials and applications requires the
following:

1. select two or three candidate applications (e.g. mattresses, wood crate
packaging, interior finish);

2. select two or three materials for each application which reflect the range of
(poor, moderate, excellent) fire performance;

3. conduct complete sets of small-scale cone calorimeter and UFT flame
spread measurements.

4. construct a test compartment capable of measuring heat release rate. The
test compartment should be approximately 10 x 10 x 10 ft (H) with the
ability to easily replace wall materials;

5. use the test compartment to characterize in terms of size, heat flux, and
duration a range of ignition sources and exposure fires using actual
incidental combustible arrays. Relate these to gas fired exposure fire
"simulants;"

6. conduct "full-scale" tests on assemblies of component materials (e.g. a
single mattress and a three-tier bunk assembly, a wall/corner interior finish
assembly, and/or individual crates and stacked crates with a flue space).
Use a range of exposure fire sizes and scenarios;

7. use existing methods and attempt to correlate small-scale results to full-
scale "component" results, relative to both full-scale burning behavior and
resultant hazard measurements (temperature, visibility, gas concentration)
in compartment;

8. evaluate efficacy of approach; and

9. set small-scale test criteria based on performance objectives. Note that in
general it will not be possible to set these small-scale criteria without having
performed steps 1 through 8 for other applications.

This approach has fairly low technical risk. The worst case scenario is that no
correlation is found between the small-scale test methods and full-scale burning behavior.
If this occurs, the Navy is still left with full-scale data from which to evaluate the selected
materials. These data can still be directly linked with the overall fire protection
performance objectives.

An independent decision could then be made relative to the use of cone
calorimeter and/or UFT test methods as a basis for updated passive fire protection
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requirements. Since the Navy already owns a cone calorimeter, this is not a major
impact.

6.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

6.1 Conclusions

1. Bench-scale flammability measurements based on the cone calorimeter and UFT
flame spread test methods have been shown to correlate to full-scale behavior in
several applications. Notable among these include the following:

a. vertical flame spread on interior finish;
b. time to flasr aver;
c. upholstered furniture;
d. ignition of combustibles; and
e. cable insulation.

2. The correlation methods for interior finish flame spread have been demonstrated
to be valid over a range of interior finish materials. All would require further
validation before being used for shipboard materials.

3. Modem bench-scale test methods have been shown to measure the important
flammability properties in a way that can be correlated to full-scale performance.
These properties include the following:

a. heat release rate;
b. minimum flux for flame spread;
c. thermal inertia;
d. time to ignition;
e. mass loss rate;
f. smoke properties; and
g. (toxic) gas yields.

4. Full-scale performance objectives based on these calculations are generally limited
to conditions where

(1) significant oxygen starvation has not occurred, and
(2) pre-flashover temperature conditions exist.

The degree of priority to these limitations is dependent on the hazard variable of
interest (e.g. compartment temperature vs. CO concentration).

5. The bench-scale methods proposed in this report have been proposed elsewhere
in both Navy and non-Navy applications for material flammability characterization.

6. The bench-scale test methods proposed in this study are consistent with a wide
range of hazard analysis and risk assessment procedures.
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7. It is not possible to set small-scale test criteria directly relatable to desired full-scale
performance without some full-scale testing to establish correlations and validate
any hazard calculations.

8. Any modification of the current passive fire protection requirements should follow

the near term development/testing described in Section 5.0 of this report.

6.2 Recommendations

1. Proceed with near term development recommendations detailed in Section 5.0 of
this report. The precise materials and applications selected are not crucial. They
should include at least one.

2. The Navy should decide which method of establishing performance criteria it
wishes to pursue so that the selected approach can be refined during this project.
It is, of course, recommended that the approach discussed in Section 2.2 be
pursued.

3. A project to evaluate the feasibility of regulating materials on the basis of extreme
but low duration thermal insult and low oxygen concentration conditions resulting
from unexpended missile fuel be pursued.

4. Proceed with more quantitative threat (exposure) analysis under this task. This
would require Naval Safety Center support relative to access to incident
summaries.
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Appendix A

Summary of Fire Test Requirements for Naval Shipboard Applications
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Appendix B

Summary of Flammability Test Methods
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ASTM D 92-85

Flash and Fire Points by Cleveland Open Cup

A liquid sample is placed into the test cup. The sample is then heated according to the

prescribed procedure. At approximately 500F below flash point, the small test pilot flame

(about 1 /8-inch to 3/16-inch in diameter) is passed over the surface of the sample in the

cup. The apparatus is schematically presented in Fig. B-1. The sample is continually

heated and a flame pass is made every 50F until the flash point is determined. Testing

can continue every 50F to determine the fire point.

Then results are reported: the flash point of the sample, the lowest temperature of the

sample for which the application of the test pilot flame ignites the vapors above the

surface of the liquid; and the fire point of the sample, the lowest temperature of the

sample where the application of the test pilot flame results in continuous burning of the

sample for at least 5.0 seconds.
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ASTM D 93-85

Flash Point by Pensky-Martens Closed Tester

A liquid sample is placed into the test cup. The sample is then heated and stirred

simultaneously according to the prescribed procedure. At a temperature in the range of

30-500 F below known flash point, the application of the test flame to the sample should

begin. The application of the test flame should then continue occurring every 20F

thereafter until the flash point is determined. The apparatus' dimensions and major

components are found in Fig. B-2.

The results reported are the barometric pressure and the flash point of the sample.

When the barometric pressure differs from 760 mm Hg (101.3 kPa), the adjusted flash

point shall be reported.
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ASTM D 568-77

Rate of Burning and/or Extent and Time of Burning of Flexible Plastics in a Vertical

Position

A plastic sample is fixed in the test apparatus, supported vertically at the top of the

specimen. The bottom, free end is subject to a gas flame.

Test specimens, 45 cm long by 25 mm wide by a predetermined thickness, are clamped

vertically to the apparatus. A gauge mark is to be made on the 38 cm from the free end.

A bunsen burner shall be used to apply a flame tip to the end of the specimen for a

maximum of 15 seconds. Once, ignited the flame shall be removed.

Average time of burning (ATB) and average extent of burning (AEB) will be reported if the

specimen does not burn to the gauge mark. A burning rate will be reported if the

specimen bums to the 38 cm gauge mark.
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ASTM D 635

Rate of Burning and/or Extent and Time of Burning of Self-supporting Plastics in a

Horizontal Position

A plastic is fixed in the test apparatus supported horizontally at one end. The free end

is subjected to a gas flame for 30 seconds.

Test specimens, 125 mm long by 12.5 mm wide by the characteristic thickness, are

clamped to the ring stand so that the specimen is horizontal and at a 450 angle width-

wise (see Fig. B-3). Two gauge marks, one 25 mm and the other 100 mm from the free

end, are made on the specimens. A bunsen burner, producing a 25 mm long blue flame,

shall be applied to the end of the specimen for 30 seconds or until the first 25 mm of the

specimen is consumed.

Average time of burning (ATB) and average extent of burning (AEB) will be reported in

the case where the specimen does not bum to the 100 mm work. In the case where the

specimen bums to the 100 mm mark from the ignited end, an average burning rate is

reported.
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ASTM 02843

Density of Smoke from the Burning or Decomposition of Plastics

The ASTM D 2843 smoke density test method is used to examine the smoke produced

by a burning piece of material. The sample is exposed directly to a premixed propane/air

flame which impinges on the corner of the sample. The sample is not subjected to

externally applied heat sources.

The sample is square in shape, measuring 25 x 25 mm. The sample is supported in a

horizontal position on a wire mesh screen. This allows it to burn completely on all six

sides. The sample and holder are inside a test enclosure which measures 300 x 300 x

790 iim high. The enclosure is sealed except for ventilation openings at. the bottom. Air

enters through these openings as needed for combustion of the sample. The apparatus

is pictorally presented in Fig. B-4.

Smoke obscuration is measured and observed by two methods. Light transmittance is

measured using a photoelectric system which transverses across a horizontal path at the

480 mm evaluation inside the test chamber. A compact filamTent microscope lamp is the

light source. A photoelectric cell photometer is the receiver. The receiver is temperature

compensated. No means is provided to prevent soot buildup on the lenses. Smoke

obscuration is also observed by viewing an exit sign onl the back wall of the test

chamber. The sign measures 90 x 150 mm and is hung at the same height as the

photoelectric system.

Values which are measured include time to ignition, time to extinguistiment, time for

obscuration of the exit sign, and percent light absorbed. Values which are then

calculated include smoke produced and smoke density rating.
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ASTM D 2863

Measuring the Minimum Oxygen Concentration to Support Candle-like Combustion of

Plastis (Oxygen Index)

This test method was developed to study the effects of oxygen concentration on ignition

and sustained burning. This test apparatus does not use a radiant heat source to

preheat the sample. Instead, the sample is exposed directly to a hydrocarbon diffusion

flame 6 to 20 mm long. The flame impinges at the top of the sample to produce candle-

like burning. This is a case where the heat and pilot ignition source are the same. The

test apparatus is found in Fig. B-5.

The sample is long and thin in shape. The samples' vertical length can vary from 70 to

150 mm. The sample is supported by the bottom end in a glass open top enclosure.

The enclosure measures a minimum of 75 mm in diameter and 450 mm in height.

Oxygen and nitrogen are premixed and then enter the enclosure at the bottom through

a bed of glass beads. The individual gas flow rates are controlled so that the velocity of

the gas in the enclosure is a constant 4 cm/s.

Values that are measured include individual gas flow rates, total burning time, and length

of downward flame propagation. Testing is repeated until the prescribed criteria are no

longer met. The oxygen index is then the minimum oxygen concentration for which the

criteria is met.
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ASIM D 3806-79

Small Scale Evaluation of Fire-retardant Paints (2-foot Tunnel Method)

A test panel is mounted into the flame tunnel test apparatus at an angle to the horizontal.

A gas burner is located at the base of the sample forcing ignition at the bottom of the test

panel.

The sample wood test panel, 100 mm wide by 605 mm long by 6 mm thick, is prepared

with coating and is placed in the sample holder. This orients the sample at 280 to the

horizontal. A detailed diagram of the test apparatus is provided in Fig. B-6. A gas burner

located at the base of the sample is used as the exposure source. Flame front

progression is recorded every 15 seconds with the gas burner in operation until 60

seconds after the last 15 second readings.

The results recorded is the calculated experimental flame spread rating (FS). Other

optional measurements include after flaming time, after glow time, panel consumption,

degree of intumescence, insulation value, and char dimensions and index.
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ASTM D 3850

This test method was developed to study the way in which the mass loss rate changes

as the exposure conditions and, in particular, the ambient air temperature surrounding

the sample change. With this apparatus, a small sample is submerged into a hot air flow

in a furnace. The furnace is run by a programmable controller which regulates the rate

at which the temperature of the air passing through the furnace increases. This rate can

be varied but a flow rate of 0.04 to 0.1 L/min is specified by the test standard.

The sample tested must weigh 2 to 20 mg. It is supported in a holder on a scale or load

cell assembly. The initial weight is measured, and the percentage lost is calculated from

continuous measurements taken during the test. The test is continued until the sample

is no longer loosing mass. The temperature of the air immediately above the sample is

also continuously measured.

When the sample has reached a zero mass loss condition, it is considered to have

completely volatized. At this point, all that is left is char. Therefore, the percent mass

remaining can be correlated to the amount of char produced.
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ASTM E 69

Combustible Properties of Treated Wood by the Fire Tube Apparatus

The specimens shall be chosen according to the sampling procedures prescribed. Each

sample is then tested in the fire tube apparatus. Two test procedures are given: one for

a continuous check on the percentage loss of sample weight, and the other for a final

percentage loss sample weight.

A sample, 40 inches long by 3/4-inches wide by 3/8-inches thick, are tested in the

apparatus found in Fig. B-7. The sample is exposed to an 11-inch high blue flame from

a bunsen burner that produces a temperature of 356 -t9*F at the top of the fire tube. The

sample shall be exposed to the flame for 4 minutes after which the flame shall be

removed. The test is completed when the flames extinguish or the sample is consumed.

Results reported are percentage moisture content of the samples, final percentage loss

of sample weight for each sample, and percentage loss of weight at intermediate times

is so desired.

B-16



IS"

FIg. B-7

B-I 7



ASTM E 84

Surface Burning Characteristics of Building Materials

The E 84 tunnel measures the spread of flame in a concurrent air flow. The tunnel does

not use a radiant heater to preheat the sample, but instead the air that is flowing through

the system is heated by the ignition burners and by the flame as it advances down the

length of the sample. This hot air passing over the surface of the sample provides the

necessary energy to bring the unburnt material up to its ignition temperature.

The ignition source for the apparatus is two burners located below the sample at the 305

mm position. The burners project a methane diffusion flame upward which impinges on

the sample for about 0.9 to 1.2 m down the length of the sample from the one-foot

position. The layout of the test chamber and component can be found in Fig. B-8.

The sample is rectangular in shape measuring 7.3 x 0.51 m. The sample and holder

become the roof of the tunnel when in place. The remaining walls are lined with fire brick.

Thermocouples are located at the 4.0 m and 7.2 m positions. Fresh air flow is regulated

with a damper at the inlet end of the tunnel. The flow rate is controlled so that the

velocity in the tunnel is 121 cm/s.

Attached to the exhaust end of the tunnel is a steel exhaust system. Air flow through the

exhaust system is a continuation of the flow through the test chamber. Measurements

of smoke obscuration are taken in the exhaust stack. Reduction of light transmittance

is measured using a photo meter system. The light path is across the stack,

perpendicular to the flow of the exhaust gases.

Values which are measured include time for flame to travel a measured distance, exhaust

gas temperature, and percent light transmitted. Values that are often calculated include

flame spread and smoke development indexes.
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ASTM E 162-83

Surface Flammability of Materials Using a Radiant Heat Energy Source

A sample is fixed in the test apparatus such that it is at an angle to the parallel of the a

radiant heat source. This forces ignition at the specimen's upper edge, and if there is

flame spread, it progresses downward. The test apparatus' dimensions and components

can be found in Fig. B-9.

A specimen of 6 inches wide by 18 inches long and no greater than 1.0 inch thick will be

placed in the sample holder. This is located in front of a 12-inch by 18-inch radiant panel

using air and gas as the fuel supply. A small pilot flame about 2 inches long is applied

to the top center of the specimen at the start of the test. The test commences when the

radiant panel is operating at 1238 ±70F. The test is completed when the flame front has

traveled 15 inches or after an exposure time of 15 minutes.

The exposure time and whether the specimen was destroyed will be reported as well as

any visual characteristics of the burning, such as running or dripping. An average flame

spread index will be reported.
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ASTM E 662

Specific Optical Density of Smoke Generated by Solid Materials

The NBS smoke chamber, identified as ASTM E 662, is used to examine the smoke

produced by materials either in the flaming or smoldering modes. The sample is

exposed either to a radiant heat source alone, or in conjunction with a pilot flame. The

radiant heat is supplied by an electrical radiant heater. The heater is circular, measuring

76 mm in diameter, and is mounted in a vertical orientation parallel to the sample. The

heater applies a uniform flux of 25 kW/m 2 to the surface of the sampie.

Piloted ignition of the sample is accomplished with a multiple flamelet premixed

propane/air burner. The bumer is located at the bottom of the sample. It is designed

so that some of the flamelets will directly impinge on the surface of the sample and some

will be projected up parallel to the surface of the sample. The apparatus can be seen in

Fig. B-10.

The sample is square in shape, measuring 76 x 76 mm. The thickness may be varied up

to 25 mm. The sample is supported in a vertical orientation. The sample, holder, burner,

and heater are located inside a test enclosure which measures 914 x 610 x 914 mm high.

The enclosure is sealed except for ventilation openings at the bottom and top. The

ventilation openings are only open if the pressure inside the chamber goes negative.

Smoke obscuration is measured using a photometric system which transverses across

a vertical path from the bottom to the top of the enclosure. An incandescent lamp is

used for the light source. A photomultiplier tube is used as the receiver.

Values which are measured include externally applied flux and light transmitted. Values

which are then calculated include specific optical density.

B-22



E*0

*~~~~8 Insidei m N-Ia W

I~~~ 
--- aV -O~a

A -4cmu~w siw tau -bvvii
0-G -fWP "Mngw flmW 'A PAv -- ,t" A

0 off va V*A Fig a 8 -10 sm v

a ZZ7= " OWN Na



ASTM E 1321

UFT Method

The UFT Method combines two separate test procedures: one to determine ignition and

the other to determine lateral flame spread.

The sample holder fixes the specimen in a lengthwise vertical orientation. A radiant panel

is positioned parallel to the sample at a 750 angle from the perpendicular. The layout is

represented in Fig. B-11. The ignition test requires samples, 150 x 150 mm, which are

exposed to a nearly uniform heat flux. A series of tests at different flux levels are used

to develop an ignition time versus the radiant flux profile. From this profile, the minimum

flux for ignition is determined.

The flame spread tests use 150 x 800 mm samples. These samples are exposed to a

graduated heat flux which is 10 kW/m2 higher than the minimum flux calculated above at

the hot end. The specimens are preheated for a time which is based upon ignition test

results. A horizontal pilot is ignited after the preheat time is over. The flame spread rate

on the sample is then recorded.

Data reported includes minimum flux for ignition, surface temperature necessary for

ignition, thermal inertion value, the flame heating parameter, and flame front velocities.
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ASTM E 1354

Standard Test Method for Heat and Visible Smoke Release Rates for Materials and

Products using an Oxygen Consumption Calorimeter

The apparatus, the cone calorimeter depicted in Fig. B-12, was initially presented as an

improved technique for measuring rate of heat release on bench-scale specimens. Its

operation involves an application of the oxygen consumption principle. The oxygen

consumption principle states that for most combustibles there is a unique constant, 13.1

MJ/kg 02, relating the amount of heat released during a combustion reaction and the

amount of oxygen consumed from the air. Thus, using this principle, it is only necessary

to measure the concentration of oxygen in the combustion system along with the flow

rate. The air flow past the specimen is generally set at 24 L/s. This results in a highly

fuel-lean combustion condition. In the cone calorimeter, specimens of a material or

product to be tested are cut into a 100 x 100 mm size. The thickness depends on the

type of product tested and can range from 6 to 50 mm. The specimen edges are

protected from burning, and the specimen can be oriented either horizontally or vertically.

The specimen is heated by an electric heater in the shape of a truncated cone, hence,

the name cone calorimeter. The irradiance to the specimen can be set to any desired

value from zero to 110 kW/m2 . If required, external ignition of the specimen is provided

by an electric spark. Since a uniform, controlled irradiance is provided, the ignition times

themselves, as measured, constitute a suitable test for ignitability. The specimen is

mounted on a load cell, and its mass, along with all other instrument data, is recorded

to provide mass loss rate data. The smoke measuring system is comprised of a He-Ne

laser beam projected across the exhaust duct. The monochromatic light is monitored by

a solid-state detector. A second detector serves as a reference to guard against effects

of drift and of laser power fluctuations. The optical system is designed to be self-purging

and does not use optical windows. To specify the test conditions fully requires specifying

the irradiance, the specimen orientation, the use of spark ignition, the test irradiance, and

any special specimen preparation techniques.
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ASTM E 1354 (continued)

The data to be derived from the bench-scale tests in the cone calorimeter constitute a

very large set and can be analyzed in a multitude of ways. The data reported include the

following:

(a) peak rate of heat release (kW/m2);

(b) rates of heat release averaged over various time periods, starting with the

time of ignition (kW/mj);

(c) effective heat of combustion (MJ/kg). This will be less than the oxygen-

bomb value of the heat of combustion since the combustion is incomplete;

(d) percent specimen mass lost (%);

(e) time to ignition (s);

(f) average smoke obscuration (m2/kg). Smoke production from a material has

the rational units of m2, representing the extinction cross-section of the

smoke. This is normalized by the amount of specimen mass lost (kg); and

(g) average yields of each of the measured gas species (kg/kg).
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ASTM F 501-88

Aerospace Materials Response to Flame with Vertical Test Specimen (for Aerospace

Vehicles Standard Conditions)

Test samples measuring 2-3/4 inches by 12 inches are placed in a cabinet equipped as

in Fig. B-1 3. The specimen is supported vertically and lengthwise. In the cabinet will be

a gas burner which will be removable. The burner will be positioned such that the top

3/4-inch of a 1-1/2-inch flame will expose the bottom of the sample. As soon as the gas

burner is moved so as to expose the sample, the timer is started and the door closed.

At the end of the exposure period, the burner is removed and moved at least 3 inches

away from the sample.

Results reported include flame time, which is the length of time after the burner is

removed that the sample continues to bum; glow time; drip flaming time as well as bum

length.
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Fire Resistance - A

MIL-C-19993A

Strips of fibrous glass tape, 6 inches long by 1-1/2 inches wide by 0.007 inches thick are

coated with a thin layer of the compound to be tested. These strips are then dried in a

heated oven at 2280F for 20 hours. A Meker burner is used to subject the bottom 1/2-

inch of the sample directly to the flame. The specimen is vertically suspended from a

clamp. After 5 seconds of exposure time to the flame, the burner is removed.

Reported information includes the observations as to residual flame and continuous

burning.
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Fire Resistance - B

MIL-C-22395B

Strips of fibrous glass tape, 6 inches long by 1-1/2 inches wide by 0.007 inches thick are

coated with a thin layer of the compound to be tested. The test strips are allowed to air

dry for 72 hours. The strips are then dried in a heated oven at 2280 F for 20 hours. A

Meker burner is used to subject the bottom 1/2-inch of the sample directly to the flame.

The specimen is vertically suspended from a clamp. After 5 seconds of exposure time

to the flame, the burner is removed.

Reported information includes the observations as to residual flame and continuous

burning.
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Fire Retardance

MIL-R-20092K

The specimens can be of any convenient length with a 1/4-inch by 1/2-inch cross section.

The sample is held horizontally. A candle flame is applied to the end of the sample for

1 minute. The flame is then removed, and the time that the specimen continues to bum

after the removal of the flame is recorded as the flame propagation time.
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Acid Gas Generation

MIL-C-17G, MIL-C-24640, MIL-C-24643

A weighed sample, 0.25 to 0.5 g, is placed in a silica boat which is placed in a silica tube.

An air supply which provides flow through the furnace and collection system will support

1 liter per minute. After the air passes through the furnace, it then passes through four

absorber flasks containing deionized water. The furnace is heated to 800 ± 100C over the

first 40 minutes. The temperature is held there for 20 minutes. The contents from the

absorbtion flasks are then analyzed to determine the total acid equivalent relative to

hydrochloric acid. See Fig. B-14 for the test apparatus.
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Flammability

MIL-C-17G

The specimen is to be approximately 24 inches in length. The apparatus is to be a 1 ft3

test chamber. The lower end of the sample is held by a clamp and the other end passes

over a pully at the top of the chamber. This allows a weight to be placed on the free end,

thus holding the cable sample taught and at a 6(r angle to the horizontal as well as in

a plane parallel to the back of the chamber. Both the top and front of the chamber are

open.

A gas burner having a 3-inch flame with a minimum of a 1-inch runer cone which has a

minimum flame temperature of 9540C is to be used. The burner is used to apply the

flame to the cable for 30 seconds at a point which allows 9-1/2-inches of vertical distance

between the point of application and a facial tissue suspended below.

Results reported include the distance of flame travel, the time of burning after flame

removal, the presence or absence of flames in the tissue as well as physical failure of the

cable.

B-36



Federal Test Method Standard No. 372

Test for Critical Radiant Flux of Carpet Flooring Systems

This method measures the critical radiant flux of carpet samples exposed to a flaming

ignition source in a graded radiant heat exposure environment. The quantity measured

is the critical radiant flux at flame-out.

The sample holder fixes the specimen in a horizontal orientation. A radiant panel is

positioned above the sample at a 30r angle from the horizontal. The apparatus can be

seen in Fig. B-1 5. A sample, 20 cm by 100 cm, is clamped as described with padding

over a piece of asbestos/cement board. The radiant panel is preheated, and then the

specimen is placed into apparatus after the pilot flame has been lit. After a two-minute

pre-heat, the pilot flame is applied to the sample for ten minutes. The point at which the

flame front stops at indicates the critical radiant flux at flame out.

Data reported includes burning characteristics and average critical radiant flux with

standard deviation.
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Quarter-Scale Room Fire Test

MIL-I-22023D

This method was developed in order to determine the relative flashover potential of wall

lining materials.

The "room" is a 30 x 30 x 24 in. air tight box constructed of a ceramic insulation board.

The vent is a 19.5 x 17 in. hole in the center of one wall. A pourous plate diffusion flame

burner (3.5 x 3.5 x 3 in.) is used to line the inside of the test "room." The burner is

positioned in one comer of the "room" and is calibrated to produce approximately 320

Btu. Thermocouples are located 1 in. and 3 in. below the top of the vent. Flashover is

considered to occur if one of the interior thermocouples reaches 600rC or if one of the

vent thermocouples reaches 500*C. Flashover should not occur within ten minutes to

pass standard test.
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