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A Development of Insensitive Munitions Technologies for
Tactical Rocket Motors

Jichang Yoo* - Changkee Kim* - Kabsung Hwang*

ABSTRACT

U. S. and NATO allies have recently increased their emphasis on reducing the hazards of tactical
munitions that contain energetic materials and actively started many investigations on Insensitive
munitions(IM) of missile propulsion. All subcomponents of rocket motor should be properly designed
and understood to increase IM properties. Insensitive propellant, motor case, ignitor and mitigation

devices are important components of IM technologies of rocket motors.
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Fig. 1 Schematic Diagram of a Proposed Insensitive
Propellant Screening Test Protocol
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