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Structural Behavior of Sandwich Panels with Polymer
Concrete Facings

d A g ¥4

Yeon, Kyu-Seok

Ham, Hyung-Gil Kim, Kwan-Ho

()

7‘:] -.&i e

o] &+

Lee, Youn-Su

ABSTRACT

This study was performed to evaluate the flexural behavior of polymer concrete sandwich
panels which was made of unsaturated polyester resin. Bending tests under 4 point loading was
conducted for the 8 types of sandwich panel with different core and facing thickness.

Results show that Load - deflection, shearing force - shear strain, moment strength - strain
relationships were effected by core and facing thickness
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