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118 2 Composite honeycomb sandwich panels

¥ 1 Mechanical properties of orthotropic USN150 and
aluminum honeycomb core

Carbon fiber/epoxy| Aluminum
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Density, p(kg/m’) 1540 833
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Transverse modulus, Ey(GPa) 10.5 0.003
Shear modulus, Gxy(GPa) 5.06 0.001
Shear modulus, Gyz(GPa) 3.38 0.214
Shear modulus, Gzx(GPa) 5.06 0.427
Possion's ratio, v, 0.28 038
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PSD res. for random input
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