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Modeling of Tapered Sandwich Panels Using
a High-Order Sandwich Theory Formulation
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A newly developed high-order sandwich theory formulationis presented, which enables the analysis of sandwich
beams or plates with variable core thickness. The faces are assumed to be of constant thickness and may be
inclined arbitrary angles o1 and o, respectively, relative to the sandwich panel reference plane. The core thickness
may change linearly over the length of the sandwich panel. The core is modeled as a specially orthotropic solid
possessing stiffness in the out-of-plane direction only, thus including the transverse core flexibility in the modeling.
The faces are modeled as laminated beams or plates including bending-stretching coupling and transverse shear
effects. To validate the proposed high-order theory, the numerical results are compared with results obtained
from finite element analysis, and a close match is observed. Furthermore, to demonstrate the features of the
developed high-order sandwich theory formulation, numerical results obtained for two different types of tapered
sandwich beams in three-point bending are presented. The characteristics of the elastic responses of the two
sandwich panel configurations are compared with special emphasis on the complicated interaction between the
faces through the core material. The analyses show that severe localized bending effects are displayed in the vicinity
of load introduction and support points and in the vicinity of points/llocations of abrupt geometric changes. These
localized bending effects induce severe stress concentrations and may severely endanger the structural integrity of

the sandwich panels under consideration.

Nomenclature or = transverse shear stress resultant
Al = extensional stiffness of faces, N - mm™" _ in faces, N- mm™"
Bj, = coupling stiffness of faces, N Q‘!l = in-plane stiffness coefficients for faces, N - mm~2
Cis = transverse shear stiffness of faces, N - mm~! 055 = transverse shear stiffness coefficient
c = core thickness, mm for faces, N - mm~?
¢ = partial core thicknessin tapered sandwich panel, Ue = in-plane (horizontal) displacement
¢, +c,, mm of core material, mm
c?, e = initial and end values of partial core thicknesses u; = in-pla_ne displacement of faces in local face
in tapered sandwich panel, mm coordinates, mm
Ck = initial and final values of core thickness ¢ over Uoi = in-plane displacement of midplanes of faces, mm
length L, where k =0, e, mm W, = out-of-plane(vertical) displacement of core, mm
Di, = bending stiffness of faces, N - mm w; = out-of-planedisplacements of faces
E. = Young’s modulus of core, N - mm-™—2 in lgcal facct, coordinates, mm
Ei, = Young’s modulus of faces, N - mm> X = horizontal (in-plane) coordinate, mm
fi = thickness of faces, mm X, = horizontal (in-plane) core midplane
G. = shear modulus of core, N - mm™> coor.dinate, mm )
Gi, = transverse shear modulus of faces, N - mm~2 z = vertical (out-of-plane) coordinate, mm
L = length of tapered sandwich panel or half-length Ze = out-of_-plane (vertical or horizontal)
of sandwich beam in three-pointbending, mm ?Oofdln?te of core, mm ) )
L; = partial lengths of combined section sandwich o; = inclinationangle of faces in tapered sandwich
beam in three-pointbending, panel, rad
where j =a,b, L=L,+ L;,, mm Bi = rotation of normals to face midplanes, rad
M; = bending moment resultantin faces, N I = number of plies in fgce. laminates
m;, n;,q; = distributed moments, in-plane face load, Veci = transverse shear strain in faces
and out-of-plane face loads, MPa i = slopes of faces
N, = normal stress resultantin faces, N - mm ™" oi = normal strains in faces
0 = angular coordinate in curved sandwich panel, rad
K; = face curvatures, mm~!
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coordinates at top, j =t, and bottom, j = b,
core/face boundaries, N - mm~2
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Tyz = core shear stress, N- mm~2 (MPa)
x;j(x,2) = distribution functions for core displacements
and stresses, where j =1,...,5
Introduction

TRUCTURAL sandwich panels can be considered as a spe-

cial type of composite laminate where two (or more) thin, stiff,
strongand relativelydense faces (which may themselvesbe compos-
ite laminates) are separated by a thick, lightweight, and compliant
core material. Such sandwich structures have gained widespread ac-
ceptanceas an excellentway to obtainextremely lightweightcompo-
nents and structures with very high bending stiffness, high strength,
and high buckling resistance.!?

Symmetric sandwich panels with constant core and face thick-
nesses represent the simplest possible design configuration that will
provide sufficiently lightweight structures for many purposes. How-
ever, if sandwich structures that are highly optimized with respect
to weight are required, it is often necessary to use asymmetric sand-
wich panels with variable core and face thicknesses.

Sandwich structures are notoriously sensitive to failure by the
application of concentrated loads, at points or lines of support, be-
cause of localized bending effects induced in the vicinity of points
of geometric and material discontinuities. The reason for this is
that, although sandwich structures are well suited for the transfer of
overall bending and shearing loads, localized shearing and bending
effects, as mentioned, induce severe through-thickness shear and
normal stresses. These through-thicknessstress components can be
of significant magnitude and may in many cases approach or exceed
the allowable stresses in the core material, in the faces as well as in
the interfaces between the core and the faces.'**

Sandwich panels with varying geometry are likely to experience
localized bending and shearing effects (as discussed) to a larger
extent than flat sandwich panels of constant geometry. Varying ge-
ometry in this context refers to sandwich panels with variable core
and face thicknesses, as well as sandwich panels where a change of
geometry occurs, for example, a transition from flat to tapered or
similar.

Very little research has been done to investigate such geomet-
rical change effects in sandwich panels. Exceptions from this are
the works presented by Thomsen and Vinson,> and by Skvortsov
et al.,” which include the analysis of transition zones between flat
and curved sandwich panels. Furthermore, tapering effects in sand-
wich panels were treated also in Ref. 6, as well as by Kassapoglou?
The latter reference is concerned especially with so-called ram-
pdowns, where sandwich panels are thinned down to monolithic
laminates. Such rampdowns are made to provide for the mounting
of mechanical fasteners or adhesive bonding.

The objective of the work presented was to develop a general for-
mulation for the analysis of sandwich beams or plates with variable
core thickness. The model is based on a high-order sandwich the-
ory formulation, which includes the transverse flexibility of the core
material. This enables the face sheets to deflect differently under the
action of external loading, thus making it possible to quantify and
evaluate the localized bending effects (as described), as well as the
overall bending and shearing action effects.

Modeling

Figure 1 shows the principal geometric layout of the considered
type of tapered sandwich panel section. For simplicity, the faces are
assumed to be of constant thickness and may be inclined arbitrary
angles oy and o, respectively, relative to the sandwich panel refer-
ence plane (defined by the Cartesian coordinate system x and z..).
Flat/straight sandwich panels can be analyzed by setting the incli-
nation angles «; and o, to zero. The thickness of the core material
may change linearly over the length of the sandwich panel. Because
the structural response is likely to include significant core shear
and transverse normal stresses, as described in the Introduction, the
modeling is performed using a high-order formulation in which the
elastic response of each face laminate is accounted for and in which
the transverse core flexibility is included. Thus, the model allows
the sandwich panel thickness to change during deformation, and
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Fig.1 Geometrical definition of variablecore thickness (tapered) sand-
wich panels.
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Fig.2 Equilibrium elements of tapered sandwich panel.

the existence of transverse normal stresses in the core material is
accounted for.

The face displacement components are denoted by u; and w;,
i =1, 2, and are defined relativeto the local face coordinatesystems,
& and ¢; in Fig. 2. The core displacement components u#. and w,,
are defined relative to the core coordinates x and z. (Fig. 2).

The adopted high-ordersandwich formulationis equivalentto the
high-ordersandwichformulationsoriginallyintroducedfor the anal-
ysis of flat sandwich panels by Frostig et al.’ Frostig and Shenar,'°
and Frostig and Baruch!!; for the analysis of tapered sandwich pan-
els by Peled and Frostig!? and Frostig and Peled'?; for the analysis
of adhesive bonded joints by Frostig et al.'*; for the analysis of
multilayer-sandwich-type structures by Thomsen'>:'®; and recently
for the analysisof sandwich aircraft fuselage structuresby Thomsen
and Vinson.>® In the present study, however, the high-order sand-
wich formulation is extended, compared to Refs. 5 and 9-16, to
include bending-stretching coupling and transverse shear effects in
the face sheets. These effects have proven to be important in some
cases of sandwich panels with laminated composite face sheets and
soft/compliant cores.® The reason is that the localized bending and
shearing effects can play an importantrole in such structures, where
the mechanical behavior of the face sheets is highly determined by
the bending-stretching coupling and transverse shear properties$
Thus, the buildup of localized stress concentrationsdue to localized
bending is highly influenced by the stiffness properties of the face
sheets.



THOMSEN AND VINSON 1869

As mentioned, the high-order model adopted in the present paper
includes the transverse flexibility of the core and, therefore, allows
the face sheetsto deflect differently under the action of externalload-
ing. This makes it possible to quantify and evaluate the localized
bending effects, as well as the overall bending and shearing action
effects. Note however, that because the faces are modeled using a
beam/plate/shell formulation the model does not provide very ac-
curate information about the local stress concentrationsin the faces
in the vicinity of load introductions, support points, and locations
of abrupt changes of geometry. The weak point in such structures,
however, is the core/face interfaces or the core itself in the vicin-
ity of discontinuitiesas already mentioned. Experimental results,!”
as well as comparisons with exact elasticity solutions for rectan-
gular sandwich plates with composite faces,'® have shown that the
interface and core stresses are predicted reasonably accurately by
the high-order sandwich theory models. Moreover, to obtain more
accurate results, it is necessary to apply much more complex ana-
lytical models, or alternatively to conduct elaborate finite element
analyses with solid elements and very fine mesh densities.

Kassapoglu? in principle, applied the same basic concepts as
presented in Refs. 5 and 6 and 9-16. Thus, in Ref. 8, a similar
continuumformulation for the core material is adopted,and the faces
are modeled individually as laminated beams or plates. However,
the analysis presentedin Ref. 8 is focused entirely on the solutionof
the rampdown problemin sandwich panels,and a general high-order
sandwich beam or plate theory is not derived.

Core Stress and Displacement Fields

To include the transverse core flexibility, the core material is
modeled as a special type of orthotropic linear elastic solid only
possessing stiffness in the out-of-planedirection. Consequently, the
core stiffnessis characterizedexclusively by the transverse Young’s
modulus E. and the transverse shear modulus G.. Because of the
zero in-plane stiffness, the in-plane normal stress is nil, and the
stress field is defined solely by the transverse normal stress o, and
the shear stress t,..

The responseof the core material is coupled with the responses of
the face sheets by requiring continuity of the displacements across
the core/face boundaries, that is, at z. =c¢|(x) and z, =—c;(x)
(Fig. 1).

The lengthwise variation of the core thickness c[c =c(x)] is de-
fined relative to the core reference plane (which can be chosen ar-
bitrarily) according to the following linear relationships:

ci(x) =) + 8x, 8 = (c?“d - C(IJ)/L
ey (x) = 5 + 8x, 8y = (c;“d - cg)/L
c(x) = c1(x) + c2(x) 1

where ¢ + ¢ = ¢, (¢, is the initial core thickness), ¢™ + ¢S =¢,
(c, is the final core thickness), and §;, i =1, 2, are the slopes of the
upper and lower face sheets, respectively.

When the equilibrium, the kinematic, and the constitutive re-
lations are utilized for the core material considered as a two-
dimensionalelastic continuum, together with the assumptionof zero
in-plane core stiffness, and with the conditions of continuity of dis-
placements across the core/face boundaries, the following closed-
form expressions for the core stress and displacement fields can be
derived:

T (X, 2) = T2 (%)
o.(x,z2) = [E./c(x){u, (&, — f1/2) sina; + w;(§)) cose,
—uy (&, f2/2) sina,—w, (&) cos a }

- T,\':.,\'{Z - [Cl ()C) - CZ(X)]/z}

We(x, 2) = —(Tezs /2E) |22 = [1(x) — ©2(0)]z = 1 (x)ea(x) }
Fuy (&1, — f1/2) sinay +wy (&) cos oy +{uy (&1, — f1/2) sinay
+wi (&) cosa — Uy (&, fo/2) sina
—wy(&) cosap}lz — ¢ (x)]/c(x)

U (x, 2) = gy (cosa; — sina; x; (X, 2)) 4 Uopx sinay xo (¥, 2)
—w (sina; +cosa, x; (x, 2)) + wy  ((fi/2){cos
— sinay x1 (x, 2)}H cos oy x2(x, 2)) + wy . (f1/2)

x sinay x2(x, 2) — (@) /1) /(2 CLs) (cosay — sina; xi (x, 2)
— (0. /)] (2CL) sinayxa (x, 2) + ugy sina, i (x, 2)

— Uy Sin X3 (X, 2) 4 Wy COS ey X1 (¥, 2) — wa, ((f2/2)

X sina x1 (X, 2)4 cos an x3 (X, 2)) + wo e (f/2)

X sinas x3(x, 2) + (02 f5) /(2 C%) sinan 1 (x, 2)

— (02 )/ (2C%) sinaa s (x, 2) = (7::/Go) ey (x) = 2)

+ T,\':./\'X4(x» Z) — Tezxx X5 ()C, Z) (2)

where Cés’ i =1, 2, is the transverse shear stiffness of the faces, f;,
i =1, 2, is the rotation of the normals to the midlines of the faces,
and

xi(x,2) = [1/e)*(@1 + 8 [e1(0)? /2 — 22/2]
+[B162(x) = 8,6, (0)][e1 (x) — 2])
0@, 2) =6 () = 2] = [1/c@Z/2+ e () /2 = ¢, (x)z)
X3(x.2) = xa(x, 2) — [e1(x) — 2]
xs(x.2) = (12E)((6) = 8)[e1(0)? /2 — 22/2]
+ (826 + 8,2 + 28,85x) ey (x) — z])
x5, 2) = (2B (0)* /3 = 23 = [e1(0) = ex(0)][en(x)* /2
—22] = cl)er ()l (x) — =) 3)

It is seen from Eqs. (2) and (3) that z,. is predicted to be constant,
thato, varies linearly, that w, varies quadratically,and that u,. varies
cubically across the core thickness.

Governing Equations for the Faces

The faces are modeled using classical lamination theory as lami-
nated beams or plates with inclusionof bending-stretchingcoupling
effects as well as transverse shear effects. Thus, the modeling of the
faces corresponds to a first-order shear approach. Dissimilar faces,
that is, faces of different materials, different laminate stacking se-
quences, and different thicknesses,can be included in the analysis.

Figure 2 shows the equilibrium elements of the tapered sandwich
panel element shown in Fig. 1.

When Figs. 1 and 2 are referred to, the face beam constitutive
relations in the straight, tapered, and curved panel sections read

i i
N[ = A]]‘EU[ + BIIK[’

Q= CésVégi’

M[ = BiIEU[ + DilK[
i=1,2 “4)

where g;, k;, and y,,,,; are the midplane normal strains, the curvature
change of the face sheet midlines, and the transverse shear strains.
Al Bi,, D\, and Ci, i =1, 2, are the principal face sheet exten-
sional, coupling, bending, and transverse shear stiffnesses obtained
from classical lamination theory?:
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l—i

A[11 = Z (Q[n)k(hk —hi_1)

k=1

o,
Bi1=52( ‘ll)k(hﬁ—hf_l)

k=1

l—i

. 1 .
Dy, = EZ( Lll)k(hi _hi—l)

k=1
o5&, 4
C35=ZZ(Q‘55)k|:hk—hk_l—S—f(h,f—k,f_l)i|, i=1,2
k=1 !
%)

where I'', i =1, 2, is the number of laminas in the upper and lower
faces, respectively, and where

. Ei
(Qlll)k =|—— ’

i — G[
(1 _ Uizvél) (QSS)k ( 13)k

i=1,2 (6)

In Egs. (6), (Ei)i. (V)i ). and (G, i=1,2 and

k=1,...,T", are the Young’s moduli, the in-plane Poisson’s ra-

tios, and the transverse shear stiffnesses of the kth laminas of the
upper and lower face laminates, respectively.

The analysis is limited to small strains and very small rotations,
and accordingly the strain-displacementrelations read

u; = ug + GiPi, & = &o t Giki, E0i = Uoi e

Wi = Yee, — Bis ki = B, i=12 @)

With reference to Fig. 2, the equilibrium equations can be ex-
pressed in the form

N, cosa; — o cosoy sinoy — rﬂ{cos2 o) — sinzal} +n =0
2 . _

Qi cosa — 0, cos” oy + T-2cosa; sinay +¢q; =0

M cosa; — Q1 + (f1/2)(crz’ cosa; sina;
2 ) _

+r”{cos o) — sin” «; }> —m; =0

N, cosa, + crz’7 cosa, sina, + r”{cos2 ay — sin’ az} +n,=0

0, cosar + crz” cos’ i — 7,.2cosa, sinay + ¢, =0

M, cosa, — Qs + (]‘2/2)(0;7 COS oy Sin oy

+ r”{cos2 oy — sin® a2}> —my, =0 ®)

The transformation between the face/core interface transverse
normal and shear stresses defined in local face coordinates &; and
¢; and the core transverse normal and shear stresses defined in the
core coordinates x and z. (Fig. 1) is carried out according to the
following expressions:

rj. = o/ cosa; sina; + r”{ cos’a; — sinzaj}
crj. = ch[ cos? o —21..cosa;sina;
i=t,b, j=12 (9
In Eqs. (8) and (9), note that the inclination angles «;, j =1, 2,

are considered positive in the counterclockwise direction (Figs. 1
and?2). AlsoinEgs. (8)and(9),n;,q;,andm;,i =1, 2,aredistributed

in-plane, lateral, and bending moment loads. Superscripts ¢ and b
refer to the top and bottom core/face boundaries, respectively.

Governing Equations and Boundary Conditions

When the face sheet equations (4-9) are combined with the
core layer equations (5-9), and displacement continuity is imposed
across the core/face boundaries, the set of governing differential
equations is obtained. The governing equations can be represented
in the general form of 14 coupled first-order ordinary differential
equations:

d
E{y(X)} =[A@)Hy @)} + {B(x)}
{y)} = {uor, wi, B1, Ni, My, Oy, Txz, Tz s Uo2, Wa,

ﬂZaNZaMZa QZ} (10)

In Egs. (4), {y(x)} is the vector of fundamental variables, [ A(x)]
is a stiffness matrix, and { B(x)} is a vector of nonhomogeneousload
terms.

The order of the set of governing equations is 14, and conse-
quently, the number of boundary conditions to be specified on an
edge x =const is % =7, three for each face and one for the core
material.

The governing equations together with the boundary condi-
tions constitute a boundary-value problem, which in the present
case was solved numerically using the multiple point shooting
method described in Ref. 19 and used recently in Refs. 5, 6, 15,
and 16.

Comparison with Finite Element Results
and Numerical Examples

To illustrate the features of the load transfer mechanismsin sand-
wich panels with varying core thickness, as well as to demonstrate
the applicability of the developed high-order sandwich theory for-
mulation, the results of a numerical study will be presented. For
simplicity, the case of a sandwich panel in three-point bending has
been chosen, and the two different sandwich panel configurations
shown in Fig. 3 are analyzed.

Example A is a sandwich beam with a continuous taper. Exam-
ple B is a sandwich beam with three sections, two flat sections next
to the simple supports at the ends and one tapered section in the
middle of the beam.

Specification of Boundary Conditions
With reference to Fig. 3, the boundary and continuity conditions
for the two sandwich beam configurationsare prescribed as follows:

L P/2
f”v Q‘Lr A )
c X I L ’
L — v c,
£ ¥
Q f, * Y
[£53
L
> X
Example A P/2
&3] A 4
A
f, L ? C,
Co I
fz h 4
T L,
Vertical
— X symmetry
plane
Example B

Fig.3 Tapered sandwich panel configurations in three-point bending.
(Only one half is shown due to symmetry.)
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Example A: Continuous Taper
With simple (rolling) horizontal supportat x =0,
N,cosa; — Q;sina; =0, Nysina; + Q;cosa; =0

M; =0, T, =0, Ur COS®r — Wy Sinay = 0

Uy sina, + wy cosan = 0, M, =0 (1D
With the vertical plane of symmetry at x =L,
u;cosa; — w; sine; =0,

B =0,

N, sina, + Q> cosa, = 0,

Nysina; + Qcosa; = —P/2
Ur COSOr — Wor Sinay, =0

B =0 (12)

7. =0,

Example B: Flat and Tapered Sections
With simple (rolling) support conditionsat x =0,

Ny =M =0,=0, . =0, w, =N, =M, =0 (13)
There is a junction between the flat and tapered part of the sand-

wich panel and continuity of the fundamental variables, that is,

ua:. = uy; cosa; + w; sina;, w;’ = —ugy; sine; + w; cosq;
B =8, N =N cosa; + Q] sing, M=M;
Qf = =N/ sine; + Q7 cosa;, =1
o=t i=1,2 (14)

In Eqs. (14) superscripts+ and — refer to the values of the funda-
mental variables when the junction is approached from the left and
the right sides, respectively.

In the vertical plane of symmetry,

Uy cosay — wi sine; = 0,
B =0,

N, sina, + Q5 cosa, = 0,

Niysina; + Q cosa; = —P/2

7. =0, Uy COSQy — Wy Sina, =0

B =0 (15)

Forboth examples A and B, the distributed surfaceloadsare given
by

ny=q =m =0, ny=my;=¢, =0 (16)
Geometry, Material Properties, and External Load

The constituent materials are assumed to be carbon/epoxy
T300/5208 unidirectionalfor both face sheets, together with a poly-
meric foam core. The material data are assumed to be as follows:

Disp ¥

EEENNEEEEOOCOE D

a)

Name; tapered

0.000E+000
-4.156E-001
-8.312E-001
-1.247E+000
-1.662E+000
-2.078E+000
-2.494E+000
-2.909E+000
-3.325E+000
-3.740E+000
-4,156E+000
-4.571E+000
-4.987E+000
-5.403E+000

-5.818E+000

For the foam core, E. = 100 MPa, and G, =38.5 MPa (Klegecell
PVC foam, density 100 kg/m3). For the face sheets, E;} =
153.0 GPa, G35 =5.6 GPa, v;3 =0.3, and v3; =0.021.

The geometry of the two sandwich beam examples is defined
by the following: For example A, symmetric with continuous ta-
per, L =1000 mm, ¢y =200 mm, ¢, =300 mm, f; = f, =5 mm,
and tana; = — tany, = 0.05 (@) = —a, & 2.9 deg). For example B,
flat and tapered configuration, L, = L, =500 mm, ¢, =200 mm,
¢, =300 mm, fi=f,=5 mm, tane; =0.2, and tana, =0
(o) = 11.3 deg, a; =0). The external point load is defined per unit
width of the sandwich beam, P = 100 N/mm.

Sandwich Configuration A: Comparison with Finite Element
Analysis Results

Comparative finite element analyses have been conducted with
the objective of validating the developed high-order sandwich the-
ory for sandwich beams and plates with varying core thickness. For
the purposes of the present paper, selected comparative results ob-
tained for sandwich panel configuration A (symmetric and with a
continuous taper) are presented.

The finite element analysis was performed using a four-node
MITC?-stabilized general shell element implemented in the soft-
ware package MUST developed at the Institute of Mechanical En-
gineering, Aalborg University?® The element has five degrees of
freedom (DOF) per node, but all out-of-plane DOF have been re-
strained in the analysis to enforce the two-dimensional conditions
of the high-order sandwich theory. Thus, the general shell element
was used as a pure membrane element.

The tapered sandwich panel (example A) was modeled using 10
elements through the thickness of each face sheet and 40 elements
throughthe thickness of the core. In all, 15,000 elementsand 15.311
nodes have been used for the model. Only one-half of the tapered
sandwich panel was modeled, and the boundary conditions of the
finite element model were adopted from the high-order sandwich
beam/plate model.

Figure 4a shows one-half of the tapered sandwich panel as pre-
dicted by the finite element analysis. The meshing of the finite ele-
mentmodelisalsoshowninFig. 4, and the contoursshown represent
the predicted lateral displacements.

Figure 4b also shows the vertical displacements of the midplanes
of the top and bottom faces and the core, as predicted by the high-
order sandwich theory HOST and the finite element analysis (FEA).
The displacement patterns obtained from the two methods gener-
ally compare very well. It is seen, however, that the FEA results are
slightly lower than the HOST results, which can be attributed to that
the finite element method generally exaggerates the stiffness of the
structure. The peak lateral displacementoccurs at the top face at the
vertical midplane and is predicted as 6.3 mm (w°5T) by the HOST
analysis, whereas it is predicted at 5.8 mm by FEA (w{F*). A char-
acteristic nontrivial feature of the displacement patterns predicted
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Fig.4 Deformed finite element model and comparison of vertical displacements predicted by HOST and FEA.
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by both methods is that the lower face tends to bulge upward lo-
cally in the vicinity of the vertical midplane of the sandwich panel.
This behavioris somewhat counterintuitiveand cannotbe predicted
by application of simpler classical sandwich or beam theories, as
described in Refs. 1 and 2, for example.

Figure 5 shows the distributions of the core stresses at the core
face/interfaces and the face normal stresses predictedby HOST and
FEA, respectively.

Figure 5a shows the core stresses at the top and bottom face/core
interfaces. The stresses are given in the local face coordinates. (See
Fig. 3 for definition of the stresses cr/’., cr/”., r/’., and r/”. .) The detailed
features of the predicted core stress distributions will be discussed
later, but it is seen from Fig. 5 that the overall patterns predicted by
HOST and FEA are very similar. The numerical values predicted
also match very well at the vertical plane of symmetry and in the
interior parts of the sandwich panel. At the left end, that is, in the
vicinity of the rolling support (Fig. 3), the match is less convinc-
ing with respect to the predicted numerical values even though the
overall distribution patterns are similar. The observed discrepancy
is especially pronounced with respect to the predicted values of the
transverse normal stresses at the lower core/face interface exactly
at the position of the rolling support (compressive peak values):
(cr/’.)HOST A~ —2.5 MPa, whereas (cr/’.)FEA ~ —4.5 MPa. The cause of
this discrepancy is not clear, but note that neither of the methods
can be expected to provide very accurate results exactly at the point
of contact between the support and the lower face.

Figure 5b shows the face stresses predictedby the two methodsin
the inner and outer fibers of the top and bottom faces, respectively.

(Here o™ and crl"“‘er are the normal stresses in the inner and outer

fibers of the top face, respectively,and o™ and o5"**" are the normal
stresses in the inner and outer fibers of the bottom face sheet.) As
for the core stresses, the detailed features of the predicted face stress
distributions will be discussed later, but it is seen from Fig. 5 that
both the overall distribution patterns as well as the actual numerical
values predicted by HOST and FEA display a close match. Thus,
the two methods agree with respect to the quantitative description
of both the overall and the localized bending phenomena that are
active in the chosen example.

In conclusion, it can be stated that the HOST and the FEA have
provided very similar results, with respect to both the overall distri-
bution features and the actual numerical values.

Numerical Results: Comparison of Sandwich Configurations A and B

The two cases of tapered sandwich panels shown in Fig. 3 will be
compared in some detail. The numerical results have been derived
using HOST as presented in this paper. Selected results will be
presented, and important features of the elastic response of the two
sandwich panel configurations will be compared.

Figure 6 shows the vertical displacementcomponentsof the faces
and of the reference plane of the core material. From Fig. 6 it is
seen that configuration B is stiffer than configuration A in a global
sense because the peak deflections are lower. It is also observed that
significant local bending effects are present in the vicinity of the
support point, x =0, and the load application point, x = 1000 mm.
Intheseregions,itis seen that the sandwich panel thicknesschanges
significantly due to indentation of either the bottom, x =0, or the
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top face into the core material, x = 1000 mm. For example B, it
is also seen that local bending effects occur in the vicinity of the
junction between the flat and the tapered sections at x =500 mm.

Figure 7 shows the distribution of horizontal stress resultants
in the faces and the core material. It is observed that the primary
contributions to the horizontal stress resultants stem from the in-
plane face resultants Ny and N,. Also, it is seen that there is no
net horizontal stress resultant as expected due to the simple support
conditions adopted.

Figure 8 shows the distribution of vertical stress resultants in the
faces and the core material. It is seen that the overall distribution
patternis complicated and that all of the stress resultants contribute
significantly to the vertical load transfer for both examples A and
B. When example A is considered, it is observed that the vertical
componentof the in-plane normal stressresultants contribute signif-
icantly despite the relatively modest taper (o} = —2 22.9 deg) of
the sandwich beam. However, the vertical resultantof the core shear
stresses O ore contributesmost significantly to the overall shearload
transfer, as expected. When example B is considered, it is seen that
the vertical load transfer changes significantly at the junction be-
tween the flat and the tapered beam sections. Thus, in the flat beam
section, the in-planestressresultantsdo not contributeat all, because
they do nothavea vertical component, whereas N, and N, contribute
significantly to the overall shear load transferin the tapered zone of
the beam. This observationis, in fact, the key to understanding the
principal difference between the load transfer mechanisms in later-
ally loaded flat and tapered sandwich beams. Thus, it is seen that
the core shear stresses (and, thereby, the core shear stress resultant

Q.ore) arerelieved considerablyin the tapered section because of the
increased shear load transfer capability of the faces in this zone. As
expected for the three-point beam bending problem, it is observed
that the total resultant of the transverse shear stress resultants Q.
is constant (Q, = —P/2=—50 N/mm) along the length of the
beam.

Figure 9 shows the distributionof the bending moment resultants
for examples A and B. Itis seen that the local face bending moment
resultants M, and M, are of very modest magnitude, compared to
the resulting bending moment resultant M ;. As expected for the
three-point beam bending problem, it is also observed that M.
varies linearly along the beam length.

Figure 10 shows the core stresses along the interfaces between
the core material and the faces. (See Fig. 3 for definition of the
stresses cr/’., cr/”., r/’., and r/”..) It is seen that the results for the two
examples are very similar. Considering the transverse normal stress
distributions, it is seen that very high compressive stress peaks are
present at the lower face/core interface at x = 0 (support point).

In Fig. 10 it is also seen that compressive stress peaks of signifi-
cantly smaller magnitude are presentat the upper face/core interface
atthe beam midspan,x = 1000 mm. These compressivestress peaks
correspond to the local indentations of the bottom and upper faces
displayedin Fig. 6. It is further observed that the peak value of cr/’.
(interface normal stress at top interface) at x = 1000 mm is signifi-
cantly lower for example B than for example A. The reason for this
is that the taper angle of the top face sheet is much larger for ex-
ample B than for example A. This increases the shear load transfer
capability of the top face in example B considerably, and a smaller
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amount of the applied load is thereby transferred directly into the
core material.

Finally, Fig. 11 shows the normal stresses in the faces of the two
sandwich panel configurations. In Fig. 9, ¢/™" and o™ repre-
sent the normal stresses in the inner and outer fibers of the top face,
respectively.Similarly, o, and "' representthe normal stresses
in the inner and outer fibers of the bottom face sheet. As also ob-
served from Figs. 6, 8, and 10, it is seen from Fig. 11 that significant

local bending effects are present in the faces in the vicinity of the
support and load application points. Thus, local stress peaks (both
compressiveand tensile) of very high magnitudeare induced at these
locations. Between the support point, x = 0, and the load applica-
tion point, x = 1000 mm, the face stresses display a linear variation
with compression in the bottom and tension in the upper face. This
pattern correspondsexactly to the magnitude and distribution of the
total bending moment resultant M,.; shown in Fig. 9. However, the
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local bending moment resultants M, and M, although numerically
small compared with M, (Fig. 9), increase sufficiently in the end
and midspan zones to induce the significant localized stress peaks
shown in Fig. 11. When example A is compared to example B, it is
seen that the local stress peaks induced at x = 1000 mm (midspan)
are much smaller for the latter. The reason for this is that taper
angle of the top face is much steeper for example B than for exam-
ple A and, thus, provides for a much more efficientload introduction
path.

Conclusions

A newly developed HOST formulation for the analysis of sand-
wich panels with varying core thickness and with nonparallel faces
(both faces can be inclined relative to the sandwich panel refer-
ence surface) has been presented. In this formulation, the elas-
tic response of each face is accounted for individually, including
bending-coupling and transverse shear effects. The core material is
modeled as a special type of orthotropic solid possessing stiffness
only in the through-thickness direction. Consequently, the model
includes the transverse flexibility of the core material, and the sand-
wich panel thickness can change during deformation.

To demonstrate the capability and the characteristics of the de-
veloped HOST formulation, two differentsandwich beams in three-
point bending have been analyzed: one with a continuous and
symmetric taper and the other with combined flat and tapered
asymmetric regions.

The results obtained for the continuous taper sandwich beam
problem were compared with results obtained from an elaborate
FEA. The comparison demonstrated a close match between the
results obtained using the two methods.

With respect to the comparison between the continuousand sym-
metric taperedsandwichpanel and the combinedsectionasymmetric
sandwich panel, the results of the analyses have shown that the faces
interact through the core material in a very complicated way. This is
especially the case in the vicinity of the load introduction and sup-
portpoints, as well as in the vicinity of locations of abrupt geometric
change, where severe localized bending effects are induced. These
localized bending effects induce severe stress concentrationsin the
core material as well as in the faces. In particular, the core stress
state is dominated by severe transverse normal stresses in regions
where the localized bending of the faces occurs. Furthermore, the
analyses have demonstrated that the face normal stresses induced
by localized bending can be very large, and in the two analyzed
examples, these local stress peaks by far exceed the face stresses
induced by overall beam bending. The local stress peaks may
severely endanger the structural integrity of the sandwich panels
under consideration.

Finally, the analyses have demonstrated quantitatively that the
principal difference between the load transfer mechanisms in lat-
erally loaded flat and tapered sandwich beams is that the faces in
tapered sandwich panels can contribute significantly to the over-
all shear load transfer. This will cause a relief of the core shear
stresses, and the effect may be significant even for relatively small
taper angles.
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