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1. ABSTRACT

Polyurethane sandwich panels are commonly used in a variety of applications such as
industrial buildings, agricultural facilities, and residential constructions. In the present
paper, rigorous finite element models are performed for the prediction of the panel’s shear
and bending moment capacity, while a number of full-scale experimental tests are also
conducted for the verification of the numerical models. The panels under consideration are
fabricated by laminating two skin steel sheets to a prefabricated polyurethane foam core. A
crushable-foam model with isotropic hardening is used in the commercial software
ABAQUS/Standard for describing rigorously the polyurethane core response under severe
loadings. The comparison between numerical results and experimental data indicates that
the strength of a full panel can be predicted with good accuracy using the advanced finite
element modeling tools presented.



2. INTRODUCTION

Sandwich panels with a polyurethane core and skin steel sheets are commonly used in
cases where both low weight and high mechanical strength are required. From a general
point of view, these polyurethane panels have some benefits compared to conventional
materials, such as the high strength-to-weight ratio and high energy absorption capacity [1]
to [5]. The combination of different length and overall thickness allows the engineer to
choose a suitable panel, depending on whether shear or bending strength may be critical.
More specifically, the core material supports the shear load and the two skin steel sheets
sustain bending through tension and compression [6]. There exist several failure modes in
those panels: shear or compression failure of the core material, and failure along the
skin/core interface [7]. However, it is necessary to study the effect of panel thickness and
length on the failure mode and its evolution, so that the dominant failure type is identified.

The scope of the present study is the numerical calculation of shear and bending design
capacity of polyurethane panels. For this purpose, the methodology proposed in the EN
14509 standard is adopted. In order to calibrate and validate the numerical model data a
series of experimental tests are also performed. The tests refer to tension, compression and
shear coupon tests of pieces of the panels, conducted at the laboratory of Metallemporiki-
Th.Makris S.A., in addition to a series of large-scale four-point bending tests of entire
panels conducted in the Laboratory of Reinforced Concrete Technology and Structures of
the Dept. of Civil Engineering at the University of Thessaly.

3. FINITE ELEMENT MODEL
3.1 Constitutive model

According to the EN 14509 standard, the capacity of a full polyurethane panel can be
calculated with a series of full experimental testing. More specifically, the shear capacity
can be determined by a 4-point bending test of a full panel with recommended length
L <1000 mm, while the bending capacity can be determined by a multi-point bending test
with a length that varies depending on the panel thickness. The proposed experimental
testing is simulated herein using rigorous finite element models. A critical step towards
simulation of the above experiments is the selection of an appropriate material curve for
the polyurethane core. The fact that the ultimate goal of this study is the prediction of the
design capacity of the panels leads to a selection of a material curve provided by
Metallemporiki-Th.Makris S.A., that is lower than most of the experimental material
curves. Material modeling of the polyurethane is performed with the crushable-foam
plasticity model with isotropic hardening, which is capable of describing the behavior of
the polyurethane material during the panel’s structural deformation. In order to determine
the necessary parameters associated with the plastic flow and material hardening,
compression tests conducted by Metalemporiki-Th. Makris S.A were used in such a way
that the stress-strain curve of the material used in the model is lower than the
corresponding experimental material curves. The material of the two outer skin steel sheets
has been simulated using an isotropic-hardening von Mises plasticity model with a reduced
yield stress equal to 243 MPa (corresponding to a safety factor equal to 1.15 on the
nominal yield stress of 280 MPa) and a Young modulus of 200 GPa.



3.2 Model calibration

Based on the ‘small-scale’ test results, two uniaxial compression curves were chosen for
calibrating the FEM model. The upper and the lower material curves were used for the
calibration of two sets of parameters for the crushable foam material model. For the case of
the upper material curve used a model with cross-sectional dimensions of 50x50 mm and a
height equal to 50 mm, while for the case of the lower material curve used a model with
cross-sectional dimensions of 100x100 mm and a height equal to 120 mm. The comparison
between the experimental data and the numerical results, shown in Figure 1, demonstrates
that the numerical model can predict the response of the polyurethane material quite
satisfactorily.
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Figure 1. Numerical and experimental results of the compression tests corresponding to
the upper (FEM - 1) and lower (FEM - 2) material curves for the foam core.

Shear tests were used for verifying the numerical model. All shear tests provided by
Metallemporiki-Th.Makris S.A. have been simulated using the “upper-bound” and the
“lower-bound” material curve. The comparison between experimental data and numerical
results, for the case of a specimen with a height equal to 50 mm and the “upper-bound”
material, is shown in Figure 2. The compression and the shear test were simulated using
the numerical model shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 2. Shear test results versus numerical results corresponding to the upper- (FEM - 1)
material curve for a 100x50x1000 mm specimen.
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Figure 3. (a) Numerical simulation of the compression test; (b) Numerical simulation of
the shear test.

It should be underlined that determining the material data used in the numerical simulation
may not be a trivial issue. Herein, the FEM - 2 material is selected for the finite element
model, based on the fact that more than 90% of the experimental results fall above this
curve; therefore, it is a conservative assumption, suitable for developing design rules.

3.3 Three-dimensional numerical model

A finite element model was developed using a commercial software package ABAQUS in
order to investigate the structural performance of the panels. More specifically, the
geometry of the panels was simulated according to the manufacturing drawings provided
by Metallemporiki-Th. Makris S.A. Due to symmetry, only half of the panel was
simulated, as shown in Error! Reference source not found.4a, in order to reduce the
computational time. The two skin steel sheets were simulated using reduced integration
shell elements while the polyurethane core was modeled using three-dimensional solid
elements. The specimens’ hinge and roller supports were simulated with appropriate
coupling between a reference point and the corresponding area of the panel. Loading was
applied through rigid shell plates of width equal to 100 mm as shown in Figure 4a. A
sensitivity analysis with respect to the size of the elements was conducted and the final size
of the elements for the polyurethane core was chosen equal to 6 mm. The mesh of the
polyurethane is shown in Figure 4b and the mesh of the shell part of the two skin steel
sheets is shown in Figure 4c. A special constraint was applied to the interface between the
polyurethane and the steel sheets, which does not allow separation and relative sliding
between the solid part (polyurethane) and the shell part (steel sheets) of the numerical
model.
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Figure 4. (a) Plane of symmetry and loading plates; (b) Mesh of polyurethane part; (c)
Mesh of the two skin steel sheets.

4. SHEAR AND BENDING CAPACITY FOR ENTIRE PANELS
4.1 Experimental setup

Sixteen (16) 4-point bending tests were performed up to failure according to the EN 14509
provisions. The specimens were full-length panels with 1-meter width, while the thickness
ranged from 30 to 100 mm and the length from 1.5 to 3 m. Deflection at midspan was
measured with two DCDT’s located symmetrically along the width of the panel. The
agreement between the experimental and numerical results (Figure 5) was satisfactory.

4.2 Experimental-numerical comparison

In this section, a comparison between experimental and numerical results is presented. For
the case of the 3-meter long panel with thickness 30 mm, the curves of applied load versus
midspan displacement are shown in Figure 6. Initially the response of the panel is linear.
Then, a first drop of the load was observed due to the local buckling of the upper steel
sheet, followed by second drop of the load due to the polyurethane core’s failure that led to
the overall failure of the specimen (Figure 6). This “brittle” structural behavior of the panel
is attributed mainly to the fracture of the polyurethane core.



Figure 5. Experimental failure and numerical simulation for a 1.5meter-long panel with a
thickness of: (a) 30 mm and (b) 100 mm.
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Figure 6. Numerical and experimental results for the 4-point bending test of the 3-meter
long panel with a thickness of 30 mm.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The ultimate capacity of sandwich polyurethane panels has been investigated in the present
paper, using numerical modelling, supported by experimental data. The failure mode of
polyurethane panels may be either shear failure (mainly for high thickness over length ratio
values) or bending failure in the region between the two supports due to positive bending
or at the supports due to negative bending, or a combined mode. The numerical models
developed for simulating the entire panel behavior provides satisfactory results in terms of



the deformed shapes and failure mode, which are in good agreement with the experimental
results. It should be noticed that the finite element models under consideration generally
underestimate the real performance of the panel. This is mainly due to the conservative
choice of the properties for the polyurethane core material used in the numerical model; the
properties correspond to the weakest compression curve from the ‘small-scale’ tests. In any
case, the satisfactory agreement of the test data and the numerical results demonstrates that
the finite element models under consideration are capable of predicting the structural
behavior of polyurethane panels and can be used for developing relevant design rules.
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IHEPIAHYH

Ta mavel molvovpeddvng ¥pNOILOTOOHVTOL GE TOIKIAEG EPUPLOYES, OTMOC Propmyavikd
KTipLO, YEOPYIKES EYKOTUGTAGELS KOl KTNPLUKEG KOTAOKEVEG. XuVNOmG, 0 VITOAOYIGUOC TNG
UNYOVIKNG AVTOXNG TOV TAVEL YIVETOL LEGH TEPOUATOV KAUYTG TECOAP®Y Kl TOALOTADY
onueiov. H de€ayoyn melpopdtov yio Tov DToAoYIGHO TG SOTUNTIKNG Kol KOUTTTIKNG
OVTOYNG YIVETOL GOUPMOVO LLE TO, GYETIKA TPOTLTO TOL GYETILOVTAL UE TNV TGTONOINGT TOL
TPOIOVTOG. € VTN TN UEAETT XPNOLOTOIOVVTOL LOVTEAN TEMEPUCUEVMV CTOLYEI®V Y10 TOV
VTOAOYICUO TNG SOTUNTIKNG KOl KOUTTIKNG avToyng. Emumiéov, yuo v emainfevon tov
apluntikev povtédwv de&nydnoav nelpapatikéc dokpés. Ta mdvel Katackevaloviot pe
v KOAAnon 0o YoAOPdvev elocUdTOV GE VoV TPOKATOCKEVOGUEVO TUPTVE CPPOV
moAvovpeBdvng. XtV TPOCOHOINOCT TEMEPUCUEVOV OTOLKEIOV (EUTOPIKO AOYICHIKO
Abaqus) ywo TV TEPLYPAPN TNG UNYOVIKAG GUUTEPIPOPAS TNG TOAVOLPEDdVNG KAT® amd
1oYVPEG POPTICELG YpMoIoTOIEiTOL TO HOVTELD «crushable foam with isotropic hardeningy.
H cOykpion peto&d Tov aplOunTikov Kol TOV TEPUUATIKOV OTOTEAEGUATOV OEiyVEL OTL 1|
avToyN TOV TAVEL umopel vo ekTiunbei pe wavomomtikn axpifeie  pe Pdon 1o mopdv
BelTiopUEVO HOVTELD TEMEPUGUEVOV CTOLXEI®V.



