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M ECHANICAL PROPERTIESAND TESTM ETHOD FOR FOAM

CORE SANDW ICH STRUCTURE

N Chun-fang, XUE Yuan-de, HU Pei
(Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: The pgoer discusseesmechanical properties for foam core sandwich structure  The elastic modulus of
foan core and composite kinsand the stiffnessof sandwich are analyzed The stress and five failuremodesof sand-
wich are studied The fatigue strength of sandwich and mpact on sandwich are investigated
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