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The three-dimensional linear dynamic elasticity problem formulation and solution for a generally asymmetric
sandwich plate consisting of core and face sheets that are orthotropic, and subjected to blast loading, is presented.
Laplace transforms are used to obtain ordinary differential equations in the complex Laplace space (with the variable
being the through-thickness coordinate), which are subsequently solved in closed form for a simply supported plate,
with the solution involving a cubic characteristic equation with complex coefficients. Subsequently, the time response
is obtained by a numerical inverse Laplace transform by use of the Euler method. A realistic material and blast case is
used to demonstrate the transient behavior for the displacements and face sheet/core interfacial transverse normal
and shear stresses. The elasticity results are compared with the predictions of the first-order shear deformation plate
theory as well as a high-order sandwich panel theory. This dynamic elasticity solution can serve as a benchmark in

assessing the accuracy of sandwich-plate theories.

Nomenclature

length of the sandwich plate

width of the sandwich plate
half-thickness of the core (total core thickness is 2¢)
stiffness constants

axial extensional (Young’s) modulus
Laplace transform of F(t)

thickness of the top face

thickness of the bottom face

shear modulus

time

in-plane displacement (along x)
in-plane displacement (along y)
transverse displacement (along z)
shear strain

normal strain

mass density

normal stress

= shear stress
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Introduction

HE accurate prediction of stress and strain fields in the transient

phase of response to dynamic loading is important in assuring
structural integrity. In particular, when it comes to blast loading, it is
generally believed that if the structure survives the first few
milliseconds, then it has survived the blast. This research aims at
investigating this transient phase via a dynamic elasticity approach.
The configuration is a sandwich plate, consisting of two face sheets
and a core, all assumed to be orthotropic in their constitutive. The
general asymmetric construction is treated (i.e., face sheets may not
be of the same thickness and/or material).
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When aplate is subjected to an impulsive load, reflections of waves
from the top and bottom surfaces as well as higher modes and short
wavelength disturbances are not easily accounted for by the plate
theories. Thus, these theories may not perform well even if they may
be adequate for static problems or natural vibrations. Thus, an
elasticity solution, being most accurate, would serve in determining
the limitations of various plate theories in addressing sudden loading
problems. This is also true for the various numerical methods such as
the finite-element method.

For a three-dimensional sandwich plate consisting of orthotropic
material, static elasticity solutions have been developed by Vlasov [1]
for isotropic plates and by Pagano [2] for a restricted case of material
sandwich combination. And these solutions have been extended
to cover all possible orthotropic face sheet and core combinations
by Kardomateas [3]. A static elasticity solution for the sandwich
shell configuration has also been developed by Kardomateas [4].
Regarding the dynamic case, an elasticity solution for the free
vibration of homogeneous and laminated plates was presented by
Srinivas et al. [5]. Regarding the blast loading case, a sandwich beam/
wide-plate elastodynamic solution has recently been developed by
Kardomateas et al. [6].

The work in this paper aims at extending the sandwich beam/wide-
plate elasticity formulation and solution by Kardomateas et al. [6] to
the three-dimensional elasticity sandwich plate case. The sandwich
plate consists of orthotropic face sheets and core and is subjected to
blast loading; also, the simply supported case is considered. The
formulation begins with the three-dimensional dynamic equilibrium
partial differential equations. The time space is then transformed to
the Laplace complex space, and the solution is obtained in closed
form in the Laplace space following the solution of a cubic
characteristic equation with complex coefficients. Numerical
inversion to the time domain follows. The Euler numerical Laplace
inversion has been selected because its accuracy has been proven for
this type of problem in Kardomateas et al. [6]. Results are derived for
realistic material and for blast conditions as presented in Gardner
et al. [7]. The elasticity results are also compared to the first-order
shear deformation plate theory.

Three-Dimensional Dynamic Elasticity Formulation

We consider a sandwich plate consisting of orthotropic face sheets
of thickness f and f, for the top and bottom, respectively, and an
orthotropic core of thickness 2¢ (Fig. 1). The plate is simply
supported and of length @ and width b. A Cartesian coordinate system
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CORE
Fig. 1 Definition of the geometry for the sandwich plate.

is defined as shown in Fig. 1, with the origin being at the middle of
the core.

Let us denote each phase by i, where i = f for the upper face
sheet, i = f, for the lower face sheet, and i = ¢ for the core. The
displacements along x, y, and z are denoted by u, v, and w,
respectively:

u,v,w = fn(x,y,z,1) (1a)
Using the strain-displacement relations results in

€ = U, €yy = Vy; €, =W (1b)

and

Yy: =V + W y3 Vxz = Uz + W s Yy = Uy + U x (]C)

The governing dynamic equilibrium equation are

Oxxx T Txyy + Ty = Py (2a)
Toyx T Oyyy T Tyr e = PUy (2b)
Tyzx T Tyzy T 0z = Wy (2¢)

For each phase i (i.e., face sheets and core), the constitutive laws for
orthotropic material are

o] el e s 0 0 o |[e]

ai’y) ¢y ¢y iy 0 0 0 €§'))

09) Cli3 C§3 653 0 0 0 6(1)

D17 1o 0o 0 ¢ o o0

Y 00 0 0 cs 0 [fy

e 0 0 0 0 0 cll|sW
(i=fi.c.f2) 3)

where cfij are the stiffness constants (where subscript ij refers to
elements in the stiffness matrix).

Substituting Egs. (1b) and (lc) into Eq. (3) results in stress-
displacement relations, which when substituted into the dynamic
equilibrium equations [Eq. (2)] give the following partial-differential
equations for the displacements:

i i i i i i i
ClyU e F Ceellyy T 55U oz + (Clp + Co6) Uy + (€13 + C55)W

=plu, (4a)

i i i i i
(€12 + Co6)txy + Co6Voxx T CoVyy + Ciyv .

+ (653 + CEM)w,yz = piv,n (4b)

(cis + cE)u e, + (chy + ciyvy, + chsw

+ iy + W =pwy, (4¢)

In the following derivation, the superscript i shall be dropped for
convenience with understanding that the derived relations hold
within each phase. Appropriate displacement solutions for a simply
supported plate are

u = U(z,t)cos px sin qy (5a)
v = V(z,t)sin px cos qy (5b)
w = W(z,t)sin px sin gy (5¢)
where
p="" ¢="" (mn=123..)
a b

These assumed solutions satisfy the simply supported boundary
conditions.
Then, when the assumed solutions are substituted into Eq. (4), the
dynamic elasticity equilibrium equations become
¢ssU . = (c11p? + ceq”)U = (c12 + ce6) PqV
+ (c13 + cs5)pW . = pU (6a)

cuV o — (e + o) PqU — (cng® + ce6p>)V
+ (co3 + ca)gW . = pV (6b)

e3W = (c13 + ¢55)pU ;= (co3 + caa)qV
— (cssp* + cug) )W = pW , (6¢)

Let us denote the Laplace transform of a function F(¢) by F(s), ie.,

e

F(s) = / F(r)e™* dt )

0

Taking the Laplace transform of Eq. (6), and assuming zero initial
displacements and velocities, results in three homogeneous ordinary
differential equations for the Laplace transforms of the displace-
ments, U(z), V(z), and W(z):
essU - = (cup® + cesq® + ps)U = (c12 + ces) pqV
+ (13 +ess)pW. =0 (8a)

1V . — (cia + ca)PqU — (co6P + c22q* + ps*)V
+ (3 + C44)‘IW.z =0 (8b)

C33W,zz —(ci3 + 555)170,: —(c3 + 044)‘1‘7.z
= (cssp* + caug® + psHW =0 (8c)

Next, let us set
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[z (2) l:]o
V@) | =| Vo |¢*
W(z) Wy

&)

where U, and W, are unknown constants, and substituting Eq. (9)
into Eq. (8) results in the following system of algebraic equations:

(—essA? + e p? + cesq” + PSZ)UO + (e + 066)174‘70
— (€13 + 55)pAW, =0

(c12 + ce6)PqUp + (—caah® + cesp® + cnq® + ps*) Vo
— (23 4 Caa)gAWy =0

(13 + ¢55)pAUy + (c23 + €44)gAV,
+ (et + cssp? + cauq? + psHWy =0

(10a)

(10b)

(10c)

For nontrivial solution of the system of equations, the determinant of
the coefficients is zero. This results in a sixth-order polynomial

equation:
A()}LG +A1/14 + A2/12 +A3 = 0
where

Ap = c33C44C55

Ay = [e33¢55€66 — Caalcis — cp1ca3 + 2¢13¢55)]1p?
+ [e33¢44c66 — C55(C33 — CnC33 + 2¢03¢a0)]q* +

+ [c33(cas + ¢55) + Caacsslps?

Ay = [2¢1p¢03¢55 — €1,¢33 + 2¢10€aC55 — 2¢12C33C66
+ 2¢23¢55€66 + 4CasCs5Co6 — Cl3Can+
+ 2¢13(co3 + cag)(c1n + Co6) — 2€13Cs5C00 — €11C33
+ criencsy = 2cqcucnlp? P+
+ (€anCaass — €33¢66 + C2C33Ce6 — 2€23€a1Ce6)q"
+ (c11€33¢66 + Cr1€a4Cs5 — C13¢66 — 2¢13C55C66) P+
+ (¢33 + Ccaa + c55)p*s* + (cascss + c33¢66 + C55C66
— 13 = 2c13¢55 + cr1¢33 + Ci1Caa) PSP+
+ (c2233 — €33 — 2¢23€40 + €055 + CaaCss + C33C66

+ casCe6)q7ps”

and

_ 6 6 2
A3 = —c1¢55C66D° — €22C44Co6q° + (Clzcss — C11€22C55
4.2
— C11C44Ce6 + 2C12C55C66) PTG+
2 2 4
+ (c1aCa4 — €11C20Cus + 2€12C44C66 — C22C55C66) PG
4.2
—(c11¢55 + €11Co6 + C55C66) P PS™+
2 . ) .
+ (€y = C11€2 = €11Cas — €22C55 + 2C12Ce6
22,2
— C44Ce6 — C55C66) PG PS~—
— (cppCas + CanCes + Cances) g ps — (c) + c55 + co6) P>
22C44 22C66 44C66)9 P 11 55 66)P°P

— (can + Ccaq + cee)q*p7s* = p7s°

Let us set

(11a)

(11b)

(11c)

(11d)

2S4

(11e)

u= (12a)
then Eq. (11a) is represented as a cubic polynomial equation:

Aoy +Ayp? + App +A; =0 (12b)
Equation (12b) is a cubic equation with complex coefficients. The
case of a cubic equation with real coefficients is straightforward, and
the corresponding explicit form for the three roots is well known. This
is not the case, however, when the coefficients are complex. Instead,
the roots of Eq. (12b) can be determined in closed form through a

series of change of variables as follows.
The substitution

A,
=p-—=— 13
H=P- o (132)
eliminates the y2 term and results in
P rep+f=0 (13b)
where
A? A, 243 A1A, Az
=——+-—"; = - — 13
=3 tay T ma Tz ay (13¢)
Further, we proceed with the substitution (known as Vieta
substitution):
e
={-— 13d
p=t-5 (13d)
This results in the equation
6 ;€
P——==0 13
S+ -5 (13e)
Finally, setting
F=n (13f)
results in the quadratic equation with complex coefficients:
2 e
-—==0 13
- (13g)
In terms of the discriminant A of (13g), which is complex:
2 e’
A= 4— 13h
N T (13h)
the two complex solutions of the quadratic equation are
-f£ VA ,
Ma= ff (131)
and can be set in the polar form:
M2 = ri2(cos 0 + i sin 6, 5) (13j)

Then, from Eq. (13f) to the first root (17;) there correspond three

solutions for ¢:

0, + 2k 0, + 2k
{103 = r{/3 (COS%-F i sin%);

k=0,1,2

(13k)

Another set of three roots correspond to the second root (i,).
Plugging back gives two sets of solutions for p and u (each
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corresponding to each of the two 77;), but these two sets are the same,
and so finally, the three complex solutions of the cubic equation
[Eq. (12b)] are

e Al

- 131
Hi123 = §|23 3§123 34, (13D

with {55 given in Eq. (13k) for k =0, 1, 2.
Therefore, from Eq. (12a), the six roots of Eq. (11a) are

Ao =E/p, Aa = £, s =tz (13m)

Corresponding to these six roots, the general solutions (transformed
displacement functions) are

6 6
W@ =) aehs V)=) be'
i=1 i=1

6
U(x)=> die" (14)
i=1

where a;, b;, and d; are complex constants.

Of the 18 constants in Eq. (14), only six are independent. The
remaining 12 constants can be determined in terms of the six
independent constants by substituting the transformed displacements
[Eq. (14)] into Egs. (8a) and (8b). We could also select other pairs, for
instance either Egs. (8a) and (8c) or Egs. (8b) and (8c); they both
would yield the same result.

For convenience, let us set

f1i = (c13 + ¢55)pAis fai = (c23 + cas) g4 (152)

_ 2 2 2 2.
f3i = —cnp” —ceeq” — ps° + csshi;

fai = —cesP” = c2q” = ps® + caud; (15b)

Then, in terms of the coefficients in the expression for W(z), a; we
obtain

_ Jiilein + ce6)pq + faifzi
i 222 4ai
(c12 + c66)°P*q” + f3ifa4i

(16a)

_ Jailep + Cee)Pq + f11f4z
(c12 + c66)*P*q* — frifui

(16b)

[

wherei = 1,2,3,4,5,6.

Thus, for each phase, there are six complex constant unknowns,
which are d;, i = 1, ... 6. The transformed displacement functions
take the following form:

6
ii(x,y,2) = cos pxsinquth(CIZ+CG6)pq+fltf4ta

4
 (17a)
~ (cin+ce0)* P2 q* = f3if ai

8 fri(cin+ces) g+ foif3i iz

v(x,y,z) =sin pxcos qy i (17b)
; (cra+cee)P*q* + frifai '
6
zi)(x,y,z)=sinpxsinqua,«e’liZ (17¢)

i=1

The corresponding transformed stresses are derived by substituting
the previous displacement expressions into Eqs. (1) and (2). We
present the explicit expressions for the stresses in the following.

By setting
g, = failcin + cee)Pq + frifai |
Y (e + o) PPd - faifui
_ frilcrn + cee) g + frif3i
8vi = (18)

(c1a + ce6)*P*a* + f3ifai

the transformed transverse normal stress 6, (x, y, z) is in the form

6
6, = X:a,-bzz,»e*"z sin px sin qy (19a)
i1
where
bi = —C138uiP — €238vi9 + €334 (19b)

The transformed transverse shear stresses 7,,(x, y, z) and 7, (x, y, z)
are in the form:

6 6

~ Xz gi Loz 42 g

Ty, = E aiby e’ sin pxcos qy; Ty, = E a;b, e’ sin pxcos qy
i=1

i=1
(20a)
where

byi = caa(guidi + q); byrj = ¢55(8uiki + p) (20b)

The transformed axial stresses 6., and 6, are in the form:

6 6
Z a;bje"*sin pxsingy; 6,,= Zaib),},ielfz sin px sin gy
(21a)

where

by = —C118uiP — €128viq + C134is
byyi = —C128uiP — €228viq + €234 (21b)

Finally there is an in-plane shear stress 7., (x, y, z) in the form:

6
= Z a;b,y;e"< cos px cos qy (22a)
i=1

where
bxyi = C66(qgui + pgvi) (22b)

From this analysis, we can see that, within each phase (i), where
i = f1,c, f», there are six constants: af ,J =1, ... 6. Therefore, for
the three phases, this gives a total of 18 constants to be determined.
These 18 constants are determined from the conditions on the
bounding surfaces and the face sheet/core interfaces as follows.
There are three traction conditions at the lower face-sheet/core

interface, 7z = —
(C) ~(f2)

Condition 1: 637 = 63 at z = —c, which gives
() ,—cA'? (c) (/2) —cd? (f2) 2
>t = 30 @
Condition 2: r(c) = T)((f D at z = —c, which gives

Zb(a) —ca? (c) Zb(fz) —ca? (fZ) (23b)

xzj
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Condition 3: 7\ = 7\ at z = —c, which gives

0 g=oi 410 =
me ‘

Zb(fz) —caf? (f2) (23¢)
j=1

There are also three displacement continuity conditions at the lower
core/face-sheet mterfaces
Condition 4: U9 = UY? at 7 = —c, which results in

6 6
e 2~ (12
2 : c) cl; — 2 g% )e A a](‘f) (23d)

= j:]
Condition 5: V©© = VU2 at 7 = —c, which results in

6 6
—ca? 2) —cA¥? (2
E gffj)e ¢ (L) E gx )™ a;f) (23e)

j=1 j=1
Condition 6: W9 = WU at z = —¢, which gives

6 6
a9 (e —_eav? (f2
E e a;‘) = E e a}f) (231)

j=1 j=1
Next, there are three traction conditions at the upper face-sheet/core

interface, z = +c.
Condition 7: 6

(©) jei (t)
me

500 = 59 at 7 = +c, which gives

Z b(fl) C/l(“) (fl) (24a)

Condition 8: 7V = 79 at z = +¢, which gives

(t)
N

Z b(fl) Mm) (fl) (24b)

(C) (f 1)

Condition 9: 7y; at z = +c, which gives

Zb(C) i g0 = Z UVt gV (24c)

The corresponding displacement continuity conditions at the upper
face-sheet/core interface, z = +c are as follows.
Condition 10: UYY = U at z = +c, which gives

Zg(c) (/l"

6
=Y e e
j=1

Condition 11: V© = VUV at 7 = 4, which results in

6
29 D eV (f1
X:g(‘)er j a ng)’; )¢t a}f ) (24e)

=1
Condition 12: WYV = W at 7 = +¢, which gives

6 6
© (¢ 20 (F1
el =" e al) (24f)

J=1 Jj=1

Finally, two traction conditions exist on each of the two bounding
surfaces. The traction free conditions at the lower bounding surface,
z = —(c + f3), can be written as follows.

Condition 13: 6., = 0 at z = —(c + f2), which gives

6
3 U2 TG = (252)

e
j=1

Condition 14: 7., = 0 at z = —(c + f2), which gives

Zb(fz) *(¢+fz)/1(r2) (fZ) =0 (25b)

xXzJj

Condition 15: 7,, = 0 at z = —(c + f2), which gives

6
Zb(ﬁ) f(amu”” (f2> -0 (25¢)

yzj

We assume that a transverse distributed loading g (x, y, #) per unit
width is applied at the top face sheet. If the form of the distributed load
is

mruy

b = Qy(#)sin px sin gy (26)

nmx
qo(x,y, 1) = Qo(?) sm7sm
and the Laplace transform of Q() is Qo(s), then at the upper
bounding surface, where the transverse load g (x, y, f) is applied, we
have the condition: .
Condition 16: 6..|,_(.4 1y = Qo(s) sin px sin gy, which gives

6
me) (i g (fl) = 0o(s) (272)

2zj
j=1

For example, for an exponential decay loading Qy(f) = Age™"/¢,
we would have Qg(s) = Agc/(1 + sc). For a pulse loading of
amplitude A, and of infinite duration, Qy(t) = A¢H(t), where H is
the Heaviside unit function, we would have Qy(s) = Ao /s, and fora
pulse loading of amplitude A, and of finite duration f,, we would
have Qy(s) = Ag(1 — e %) /5.

Moreover, we have the second traction condition at the bounding
surface of the top face sheet.

Condition 17: T..|,_ 41, = 0, which gives

Z b(fl) erron , <f1> -0 (27b)

and the third traction condition at the bounding surface of the top
face sheet

Condition 18: 7| = 0, which gives

z=(c+f1)

yzj

6
Z pYDe (et , (fl) -0 (27¢)

Therefore, we have a system of 18 linear algebraic equatlons inthe 18
(in general complex) unknowns, aﬁf 2), aﬁc), and a;f ,j=1,6.
Solving for these determines in closed form the Laplace transforms of
the displacement and stress fields.

The next step is the inversion back to the time space, which is
done numerically. This a critical part of this research because there
exist many approaches to numerical inversion of Laplace transforms
[8], and each method is suitable for certain physical problems;
for example, different methods would be needed for heat transfer
problems as opposed to structural vibration problems. The Euler
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method, as described in Abate and Whitt [9], was found to provide
excellent accuracy by comparing its application to the closed-form
classical beam-theory vibration equations of a simple homogeneous
beam of the same overall stiffness as our sandwich beam. As dis-
cussed also in [3], the numerical inversion based on the Euler method
produced results in the time space that were exactly the theoretical
results up to a time of about 10 ms.

The Euler method, so named because it employs Euler summation,
is based on the Bromwich contour inversion integral, which can be
expressed as the integral of a real-valued function of a real variable by
choosing a specific contour [6]. The integral is calculated by use of
the Fourier-series method (the Poisson summation formula) and the
Euler summation to accelerate convergence. In addition to confirm-
ing the numerical inversion by comparing to the closed-form simple
vibration equation, the accuracy was further confirmed in the time
scale of interest by comparing with the results from the Post-Widder
method, again described in [9]. It should be noticed that both the
Euler and the Post—Widder methods are variants of the Fourier-series
method but are dramatically different so that they can be expected to
serve as useful checks on each other.

First-Order Shear Sandwich-Plate Theory

Letusdenote by y; (x, y, t) andy, (x, v, f) the rotations of the cross
sections originally perpendicular to the x and y axes, respectively, and
w(x, y, t) the transverse deflection (i.e., along the z axis and taken as
one for the entire section). The plate is loaded with a transverse load
qo(x, y, t). Based on the assumptions of the theory, the displacements
are assumed in the form:

u(x,y,z,t) = up(x,y, 1) + 2y (x,y, 1) (28a)
v(x,y,2, 1) = vo(x, ¥, 1) + 2w (X, y, 1) (28b)
w(x,y,z,1) = wy(x,y,1) (28¢c)

The static first-order shear deformation (FOSD) theory equations for
a sandwich plate can be found in Carlsson and Kardomateas [10] and
can be directly extended to the dynamic case following the general
dynamic plate equations in Birman [11].

For the transverse displacement and shear functions, these are

D11y + (D12 + Deg)Wa xy + DesWi,yy — KDss(pry + wo )

o’y
= (pl
(/) )eq 6l2

(29a)

Dypwrayy + (Dig + D)W vy + Dega s — kD (2 + woy)

02
= (pl)eq FYZ

(29b)

kDss (1 x + Wory) + kDag(ay + woyy) + q(x, ¥, 1)
Pw
= (Pheg— 5" (29¢)

We shall present results in the next section for a symmetric sandwich;
thus, we assume a symmetric constructlon that would simplify the
relations, and in this case Ef , = E1 , = E1 ,and f1 = f, = f and
the densities p, = p;, = py.

Therefore, the bending rigidities about the y and x axes per unit
width, Dy, D»,, respectively, are

3 i 3
--—2[E§{2+E§f(§ )]+E;(21C2) ;o j=1.2

The rigidity associated with the in-plane shear (twisting rigidity) is

3
+ G, (]—C+ )]+G12(26) . j=1.2

2 12°

f?
Dgs = 2| G
66 |:G12 12

(30b)

In the most-followed version of this theory, the contribution of the
core is neglected in Egs. (30a) and (30b) [10], but we include it here to
bring it closer to the elasticity theory assumptions.

In addition, because the core is assumed to be the only contributor
to the transverse shear, the rigidity constants associated with the
transverse shear are

Dss = G{5(2¢); Dyy = G5(2¢) (30¢c)
Although the shear correction factor in homogeneous sections is
taken typically as k = 5/6, in a sandwich section the shear stress
distribution in the core is largely uniform, and therefore we setk = 1
as the shear correction factor.

Furthermore, (ph). is defined from the densities and thicknesses
of the faces and the core as

(ph)eq = 2pff + P (26) (30d)
and (p[)q is defined from the densities and the moments of inertia of

the faces and the core with respect to the neutral axis for the sandwich
section as

3 3
(PDeq = 2py [{—2 +f (g + c)j + pc[(zc) + (20)22] (30e)

12
Setting
wo(x,y,1) = Wy (1) sin px sin gx (31a)
wi(x,y,1) = ¥ (1) cos px sin gy (31b)
Wwo(x,y, 1) = P, (1) sin px cos qy (31c)

with p = nz/a and ¢ = mz /b and with the load in the same manner
as Eq. (26), and substituting in Eqs. (29a-29c¢) leads to

—Dy; p*¥(1) — (D12 + De6) pq¥1 (1) — Desq* ¥ (1)

kDD + PWo(0] = (oD (322)
—Dq*¥,(1) — (D15 + D) pg¥1 (1) — D p* W1 (1)
dZ‘Pz(t)
= kDy[¥2 (1) + gWo(D)] = (pD)eq (32b)
—kDss[p¥ (1) + p*Wo(1)] — kDas[q¥ (1) + ¢*W(1)]
2
+0u(1) = (ph)y S22 (320)

dr?
Taking the Laplace transforms of the foregoing equations gives

[(PDeqs* + D11 p* + Desg” + xkDss]'P,
+ (D12 + Des) pg'¥2 + kDsspWo = 0 (33a)

(D15 + Des) pq® + [(pDegs® + Dag* + Desp* + kDy]'P,
+ kD yugWy =0 (33b)
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kDssp'¥) + kDyuqP; + [(ph)egs® + kDssp* + kDyug? W = Oy ey = 1—(1 ~ basva) cp=E, Wi+ visvs)
(33¢) Co Co
¢ = E (V13 +CV12V23) (362)
Thus, we have three algebraic equations in three unknowns, ¥, ¥, 0
and W, and these can be solved in closed form in the Laplace space.
In particular, in terms of the determinant:
(p1)eqs* + Dy1 p* + Desq* + KDss (D12 + Deg) g kDssp
D= (D12 + Des) Pq (PDeqs® + D22g* + Desp* + KDy kDyq (34a)
kDssp kDysq (Ph)eqs* + kDssp* + kDysq?

the solution is

- ~ Dyy(Dy1y 4 Deg)g? — Dss[(pD)eqs* + ¢*Day + p* D + kDyy]

and

Notice that this theory would predict no normal strains (e,, = 0) and
shear stresses in the core that have no z variation and are of the form:

Ty = Gi3(w1 + Wo,);
The inversion of the previous equation is implemented in the

same way as for the elasticity (i.e., the Euler method, as described
in [9]).

¥ = pxQy D (34b)
- ~ Dss(Dyy + Do) p? — Dygl(pD)egs® + p*Dyy + ¢*Deg + kD
¥, = gx0, ss(Dp2 66) P wl(p )z;; P L T g Leg 55 (34c)
- ~ [(/’1)ch2 + p*Dyi + ¢*Des + KDSS][(/)I)chZ + ¢*Dy + p*Des + kDs] — p*¢* (D15 + Deg)*
Wy = 0y D (344)
S (1 —v3v31) : ey = E (V23 +121113) :
Co Co
— c 1-—
7y, = G5 (y2 + wo ) (34e) c33 = E4 % (36b)
0
cy = Go3; css = Gay; ces = G2 (36¢)
where

Results and Discussion

The material used in the calculations is based on the experiments of
Gardner et al. [7]. Both top and bottom face sheets are made from
glass vinyl ester with E = E = E = 13.6 GPa; G% = Gf3 =
G|, =52GPa; v, =1, = —0.25 and vf, =035 and density
py = 1800 kg/ m?. The core is made from Corecell foam with £ =
E§ = E§ = 0.032 GPa; G$; = G§3 = Gf, = 0.020 GPa; 1/‘1'2 =
v$; =0.25 and 15, = 0.35 and density p, = 58.5 kg/m>. The
sandwich plate is symmetric with face thickness f = 5 mm, core
thickness 2¢ = 38 mm, length a = 152.4 mm, and width b =
102 mm.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume single half-wave sinusoidal
loadings in x and y, i.e., in Eq. (26), n = 1 and m = 1. Note that a
general loading can be expanded in a series of terms of the type of
Eq. (26) anyway.

The time dependence of the loading is constructed from the shock-
wave history reported in Gardner et al. [7] and is expressed in the form
of an exponentially decaying blast:

0,(1) = 051125 GN/m? (35a)

where ¢ is given in seconds.
Thus, the Laplace transform of the load is

Qo(s) = —0.51/(s + 1.25) (35b)

For each phase (top and bottom face sheet and core), the stiffness
constants c;; that enter into the elasticity solution are found from

Co = 1= (Viavp + va3vzp + vi3s1) — (Wialasls) + Vo V133)
(36d)

Plotted in Fig. 2a is the transverse displacement w of the midtop face,
midcore, and midbottom face, at plate center,x = a/2,y = b/2,asa
function of time during the first millisecond. It can be seen that the
bottom face is lagging the top face, whereas the core is also following
a different path. At about 0.20 ms, it can be seen that the top face is
displacing by about 4 mm more than the bottom face; thus, the core is
substantially compressed. Beyond about 0.35 ms, the bottom face
starts displacing more than the top face, which means that the core is
expanding, but this expansion is of smaller scale than the core com-
pression, with the maximum being about 1 mm. Atabout 0.48 ms, the
core compression resumes. Notice also that the displacements are of
the same scale as the measured ones in Wang and Shukla [12].

The commonly used first-order shear deformation (FOSD) theory
predictions are shown in Fig. 2b. It can be seem that the FOSD theory
cannot capture the divergences and lag behavior between faces and
core because it is in terms of only one transverse displacement for the
entire structure and that the FOSD theory significantly overestimates
the dynamic displacements; in fact, the peaks and troughs of the
FOSD are about 50% over the corresponding ones from elasticity.
Although the FOSD is not adequate, high-order theories are expected
to be more accurate. In fact, the extended high-order sandwich-panel
theory (EHSAPT) recently developed by Phan et al. [13] was proven
to be very accurate in its static-beam version [13] and in its dynamic-
beam version [14]. This theory was extended to its dynamic plate
version [15] and is compared to the elasticity results in Fig. 2b. It can
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Fig.3 Representations (during the first 2 ms) of a) axial displacement u at the middle of the faces and the core, and b) axial displacements z and v at the

middle of the core.

be observed that the EHSAPT is very accurate and on top of the
elasticity and can capture very well the differing behaviors of the face
sheets and the core.

Figure 3a shows the axial displacement u of the midtop face,
midbottom face, and midcore at x = a/4 and y = b /4 as a function
of time during the first 2 ms. The core experiences higher axial
displacement and cyclic behavior in comparison with the top and
bottom sheets. It can also be observed that the two face sheets
displace in an opposing manner.

Figure 3b compares the two axial displacements u and v at the
middle of the core, and it can be seen that they show only small
differences in magnitude and follow the same cyclic behavior.

Figure 4 shows the transverse normal stress at the top face/core
interface and the bottom face/core interface at the plate center,
x=a/2and y = b/2, as a function of time during the first 2 ms.
Both the top and bottom interfaces encounter compression and
tension alternatively. The maximum compressive stress of 0.58 MPa
is at the top interface and occurs at 0.22 ms, and the maximum tensile
stress of 0.34 MPa is at the bottom interface and occurs at 1.65 ms.
Furthermore, it can be observed that the top interface is mostly in
compression, whereas the bottom interface undergoes fairly evenly
tension and compression. It can also be seen that the interfacial
normal stress o, follows the cyclic behavior of the core axial
displacements.

Figure 5 shows the shear stress 7., at the top and bottom face sheet-
core interfaces at quarter-distance, x = a/4, y = b/4. We observe
that the shear stress follows the same cyclic behavior as the transverse
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Fig. 4 Transverse normal stress ¢,, at the face/core interfaces during
the initial phase of blast.
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Fig. 5 Shear stress 7,, at the face/core interfaces during the first
millisecond.

displacement (Fig. 2a). The shear stress is, in general, higher for the
bottom face/core interface and peaks at about 0.45 ms. It switches
sign at about 0.70 ms. The peak transverse shear stress is comparable
in magnitude to the peak tensile transverse normal (Fig. 4). Similar
trends and values hold for the other transverse shear z,,. The
magnitude of the shear stress at the interfaces is considerable, and
given the fact that inside the core there would be shear stresses of
similar magnitude, it can explain the core cracking initiating at about
0.5 ms, which was observed in experiments [7].

Conclusions

A dynamic three-dimensional elasticity solution for the transient
response of a sandwich plate consisting of orthotropic core and face
sheets and subjected to blast loading at the top face sheet was
presented. The problem was formulated with the three-dimensional
dynamic equilibrium equations in time domain, which are then
transformed to the Laplace domain. Subsequently, the Laplace
domain solutions are obtained in closed form, with the solution
involving a cubic characteristic equation with complex coefficients.
The Laplace domain solutions are numerically inverted back to the
time domain by use of the Euler method, which is based on the
Bromwich contour inversion integral. The results for a certain
realistic case were produced and showed that the sandwich structure
exhibits a cyclic displacement response with appreciable lags and
leads between top and bottom face sheet and core. Moreover, the
structure exhibits both transverse normal compression and tension at
the face/core interfaces, with the normal compression stress
dominating the top interface and the bottom interface showing fair
amounts of both. Finally, the interfacial shear stresses also showed a
remarkable magnitude and the same cyclic behavior as the transverse
displacement. This elasticity solution can be used as a benchmark in
assessing the accuracy of the various sandwich-plate theories.
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