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Electrical Tapes
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13.4 Source Level Factors that Could Decrease the Signifi-
cance of an Association:
13.4.1 Common formulation of tape.

Some form of
alteration

13.4.2 Limited number of features available for comparison.

13.4.3 Limited size.

13.4.4 Contamination, degradation, or damaged condition
of the sample(s).

What does a post-blast tape sample look like? And how does it compare

with a pristine one?
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Experimental Design
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FTIR - Example 2
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FTIR - Example 3
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FTIR Spectroscopy
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FTIR Spectroscopy
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GCMS
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EDS Analysis
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EDS Analysis
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Conclusion

FTIR and EDS

More sensitive

GCMS

More robust

Recommendation for post-blast samples
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Questions?

Author: Swathi Murali (sxm223@shsu.edu)
Pl and co-author: Patrick Buzzini, PhD (patrick.buzzini@shsu.edu)
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