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Fig.1 Geometric parameters of honeycomb sandwich plate
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Fig.2 Finite element model of honeycomb sandwich panels

vibration system
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Tab.1 Material parameters of honeycomb base paper at 50% humidity

G/ T/ o/ E./ E,/ E./ G,/ G,./ G,./
it [ ., . ‘ ) : My s Hye
(gom %) mm (kg'm °) MPa MPa MPa MPa MPa MPa
T 4% 230 0.32 718.75 7762 1642 38.81 1382 141.1 46.92 0.135 0.01 0.01
Bt 110 0.18 611.11 6 251 708.8 31.25 814.6 113.6 20.25 0.099 0.01 0.01
ogis 140 0.22 636.36 7 340 964.7 36.70 1030 133.5 27.56 0.106 0.01 0.01
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Tab.2 The experimental results are compared with the theoretical models
- Reissner 4 20 Y Ekavall % 5 51 7 BRI g LR/
I A7 4%/ Hz W/ B WA/ Hz 3R/ % BEAWAR/Hz 3R=E/ % Hz
140-6-10 510.09 —3.08 540.84 2.76 587.33 11.60 526.29
140-6-20 400.12 —14.58 494.99 5.67 440.02 —6.07 468.42
140-6-30 220.07 —49.36 407.39 —6.25 361.45 —16.82 434.55
140-6-40 163.04 —56.42 357.37 —4.47 310.97 —16.88 374.10
140-6-50 128.39 —54.12 332.30 18.74 275.03 —1.73 279.86
140-8-20 400.12 —10.27 432.05 —3.13 395.90 —11.22 445.94
140-8-40 163.04 —51.90 319.10 —5.85 278.03 —17.97 338.94
140-10-10 510.09 —0.02 501.32 —1.74 500.46 —1.91 510.19
140-10-20 400.12 0.03 388.61 —2.85 362.90 —9.28 400.01
140-10-30 220.07 —37.15 322.70 —7.84 295.82 —15.51 350.14
140-10-40 163.04 —47.06 298.35 —3.13 254.19 —17.47 307.99
140-10-50 128.39 —57.45 289.98 —3.90 225.02 —25.43 301.74
140-12-20 400.12 18.35 356.53 5.46 337.42 —0.19 338.07
140-12-40 163.04 —46.30 284.38 —6.33 236.17 —22.21 303.59
110-6-20 400.14 —10.97 413.90 —7.90 373.92 —16.80 449.42
110-8-20 400.14 16.54 361.25 5.21 332.00 —3.31 343.36
110-10-10 510.09 6.39 456.97 —4.69 433.93 —9.50 479.46
110-10-20 400.14 11.23 325.02 —9.65 302.15 —16.01 359.73
110-10-30 220.08 —29.64 283.08 —9.50 246.29 —21.27 312.81
110-10-40 163.05 —41.74 270.65 —3.29 216.32 —22.70 279.86
110-10-50 128.39 —48.26 247.85 —0.12 209.40 —15.61 248.14
110-12-20 400.14 34.71 300.49 1.16 280.83 —5.45 297.03
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Fig.4 Influence of structural parameters on modal frequency error of equivalent plate model
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Fig 5 Single degree of freedom vibration model
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Tab.3 Correction factors of paper honeycomb sand-

wich panels with different structural parameters

RS = IE 47 931 5/ He 2

140-6-20 494.99 0.565
140-6-30 407.39 0.573
140-6-40 357.37 0.581
140-6-50 332.30 0.605
140-8-20 432.05 0.569
140-8-40 319.10 0.599
140-10-10 501.32 0.514
140-10-20 388.61 0.573
140-10-30 322.70 0.585
140-10-40 298.35 0.627
140-12-20 356.53 0.575
140-12-40 284.38 0.654

x4 BEEMEBTERRER

Tab.4 Error rate of natural frequency analysis results

SLma R/ TR/

WG R/ N
Hz Hz
110-6-20 44942 435.38 —3.12
110-8-20 343.36 377.09 9.82
110-10-10 479.46 484.97 1.15
110-10-20 359.73 337.30 —6.23
110-10-30 312.81 273.92 —12.43
110-10-40 279.86 246.59 —11.89
110-10-50 248.14 221.28 —10.82
110-12-20 297.03 307.93 3.67
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