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[ ABSTRACT]

slopes was constructed in the test site. The shock wave overpressure on the slope was obtained using the overpressure meas-

In order to study the influence of slope on the propagation of shock wave, slope topography with different

uring system. It is found that, at the front of the slope, the peak overpressure and its reaching time on the slope are basical-
ly the same as the shock wave on the flat ground, and the impulse increases. In the uphill propagation, the peak overpres-
sure and impulse increase with the increase of slope, while the arrival time of peak overpressure decreases with the increase
of slope. In the downhill propagation, the peak overpressure and impulse decrease with the increase of absolute slope val-

ue, while the arrival time of peak overpressure increases with the increase of absolute slope value. The corresponding calcu-
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lation formulas of peak overpressure and arrival time of peak overpressure at different slopes are obtained.
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