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Nomenclature

Al Aluminum.

AP Ammonium Perchlorate.

B.A Bonding Agents.

BAMO 3.3-Bis(AzidoMethyl) Oxetane

CSM Composite Solid Motor

CSP Composite Solid Propellant.

CTPB Carboxy Terminated Poly Butadiene.

DOS Diisooctyl Sebacate.

DOZ Diisooctyl Azelate.

Cyanox 2246   2,2'-methylenebis(4-methyl-6-tert-butylphenol)

AO                  N,N′-Diphenyl-p-phenylenediamine

BF                   Barium ferrite

CC Copper chromite

FO                  Ferric oxide

DMA Dynamic Mechanical Analysis.

DSC Differential Scanning Calormitry

FTIR Fourier Transfer Infra Red

HMDI            Hexamethylene diisocyanate.

HMX Octagen

HTPB Hydroxy terminated poly butadiene.

HX-752 l,l(Phenyl Dicarbonyl) bis (2- Methyl Aziridine).

IPDI Isophoron diisocyanate.

Is Specific Impulse

MAPO Tris [l-(2-methyl) aziridinyl] phosphine oxide.

MAT4            Condensation Reaction of 2.0 mole MAPO, 0.7mole Adipic Acid,

and 0.3 mole Tartaric Acid.

NCO Miligram equivalent of isocyanate per gram of diisocyanate.

PMAA Poly Methyl Acrylic Acid.


