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Studies on Wooden Composite Beams

Report 1. Deflection Characteristics within Proportional
Limit of Wooden Composite Beams

By
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Fig. 1. Cross section of composite

S IOEHERLTES) LT, 2o beam.
BERORBToMTHEIKEEI 23 o5 &, Ef & E.: Modulus of elasticity of
face and core, respectively.
El = EI+E.] Gy & Go: Modulus of rigidity of

= E, T{1—(1—%) %) (L.1) face and core, respectively.
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Fig. 2. Stress-strain distribution in longi- Fig. 3. Shearing stress distribution in
tudinal section of composite beam longitudinal section of composite
in bending. . beam.
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Fig. 4. Schematic diagram of concentrated loading at mid
span of simply supported composite beam.

M : Moment diagram. : Shearing force diagram.
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Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of two points loading of
simply supported composite beam.
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Ratio of bending stiffness of composite beam to one of
solid bearn of face material, under same condition.

Fig. 6.
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Ratio of cote thickness to beam thickness
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Relationship among bending stiffness, ho/h-and k.
k: E./Ey.
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Ratio of shear deflection of composite beamn to one of
solid beam of face materiai, under same condition,
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Ratio of core thickness to beam thickness
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Fig. 7. Relationship among shear deflection, ko/h and m.

m: Go/Gr.
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Ratio of 8s/ Ob of composite beam fo one of
sokid beam of face materiai, by center point loading.

o 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
"
h

Fig. 8. 'Relationship among 3:/ds, ho/h ‘and m.

8s/0s: Ratio of shear deflection and bending
deflection of composite beam.
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Fig. 9. Shearing stress distribution in composite beam
with 5X5 cm cross section.
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Table 1. Construction of Lauan-plywood for facing material

Thickness of -

plywood Plies Thickness of veneers in plywood (mm)
{(mm)
3 3 0.75 1.50 0.75
6 3 1.50 3.00 1.50
9 5 1.50 2.25 1.50 225 1.50
12 5 2,00 3.00 2,00 3.00 2.00
15 5 2.50 3.75 2.50 3.75 2.50

Tabl 2. Properties of Lauan-plywood

Specimen  pyye, e Shecfe ok in bonding ey
u (%) % (cm) Ep (103kg/cm?)  Gys (108 kg/cm?)
F-1-1 5 153 69.0
2 5 156 65.2
3 5 154 69.9
4 5 156 67.8
5 5 152 72.2
6 5 155 68.2
7 5 1.56 73.1 086
8 5 155 75.1
9 5 155 727
10 5 155 70.2
11 5 1.55 689
12 5 1.56 76.3
Average 9.9 0.40 1.55 69.9 0.86
F-2-1 5 1.22 829
2 5 122 86.4
3 5 1.23 725
4 5 123 84.4
5 5 124 72.9
6 5 122 82.9
7 5 1.23 1100 085
8 5 1.23 999
9 5 123 100.1
10 5 122 104.1
11 5 123 . %8
5 1.22 98.9

12

Average 110 046 123 90.2 0.85
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Moisture

Specific

M.O.E.

Spt;:li:len Plies content gravity h in bending MOR.
u (%) Ty {cm) Ey (103kg/cm?) Gy (103 kg/cm?)
F-3-1 5 0.92 105.9
2 5 0.92 1075
3 5 091 116.2
4 5 0.92 109.0
5 5 0.91 110.0
6 5 0.91 113.1 151
7 5 0.92 94.6
8 5 0.93 - 984
9 5 0.92 98.3
10 5 0.92 102.7
11 5 0.92 96.2
12 5 0.92 106.4
Average 115 0.54 0.92 103.9 1.51
F-4-1 3 0.61 148.0
2 3 0.61 1487
3 3 0.62 136.5
4 3 0.60 133.1
5 3 0.62 147.3
6 3 0.61 164.7 192
7 3 0.61 148.0 ’
8 3 0.62 136.5
9 3 0.61 138.3
10 3 0.61 1425
11 3 0.62 139.3
12 3 0.60 141.2
Average 10.7 0.58 0.62 1435 1.22
F-5-1 3 0.30 133.8
2 3 0.30 133.7
3 3 0.30 118.0
4 3 0.30 126.6
5 3 0.30 143.1
6 3 0.31 120.9 121
7 3 0.30 1287
8 3 0.30 130.5
9 3 031 134.3
10 3 0.30 1289
11 3 0.30 131.3
12 3 0.31 127.3
12.8 0.61 0.30 130.9 1.21

Average
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Table 3. Properties of core
Core A (Vinyl-chloride: foarh)

. . ' M.OE. Modulus of
Specimens No. Specific gravity h in bending rigidity "
7u (cm) Ey (103kg/cm?) = G (108 kg/cm?)
C-A-1-1 2.03 0.935
2 2.02 0.982
3 2.03 1.006
C-A~2-1 2.63 0.980
2 265 ' 0.893
3 2.62 0.926
C-A-3-1 3.21 0.952
2 0.147 3.25 0.978 0.365
3 ' 3.20 1.009 )
C-A-4-1 3.74 0.983
2 3.75 0.981
3 3.82 0.921
C-A-5-1 445 0.924
2 4.46 0.919
3 4,44 0.996
Ave. 0.147 ' : 0.946 0.365
Core B (Yezomatsu)
; Moisture Specific M.OE. in Rolling: shear
Spec1:)nens content gravity h pure bending modulus
u (%) T (cm) E; (13kg/cm?) G (108 kg/cm?)
C-B-1-1-a 2.07 1773 s
b ‘ 205 1.708
c 8.3 0.435 2.05 1.671 0854
C-B-1-2-a , ( 2.07 1.823
b . . 2,07 1713
c 8.2 0.496 207 1744 0.522
C-B-1-3-a : 2.06 2.057
b 207 1.989
c 79 . 0.452 2.05 2.193 0.280
C-B-2-1-a 2.90 2.444
b 2.90 2.353
c 7.8 0.493 2.90 2.353 0.440
C-B-2-2-a 2.89 2.353
b : 2.89 ©2.293

c 82 - 0.470 288 2.228. o 0434

.
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Moisture Specific A "M.OE. in RSM.

.Speﬁlig‘lens content . gravity pure bending
u (%) 4 Tu {cm) E» (103kg/cm?) G (108 kg/cm?)

C-B-2-3-a 2.89 2.212

b 2.88 2477

c 9.3 0.468 2.88 2.150 0.421
C-B-3-1-a 3.30 2.216

b 3.29 2.229 '

c 85 © 0487 3.30 2.143 0.437
C-B-3-2-a 3.30 2.292

b 3.30 2.198

c 8.4 0.473 3.30 2.226 0.332
C-B-3-3-a 3.30 2.316

b 3.30 2.643

c 7.8 0.491 329 2.316 0.469
C-B-4-1-a 3.86 2945

b 3.82 2.643

c 94 0.486 3.82 2,652 0.280
C-B-4-2-a 381 2944

b 3.85 3.179

c 6.9 0.480 - 33 2,997 0.296
C-B-4-3-a 3.83 3.393

b o « 3.84 3471

c 73 0.473 3.85 3.361 0.262
C-B-5-1-a o 452 2397

b . 451 ) 2413

c 8.2 0.493 451 2815 . 0.356
C-B-5-2-a ) ) 451 2.330

b 450 2.183

c 79 ' 0.485 451 2.241 0.447
C-B-5-3-a 450 2.381

b 451 2.401

c 9.5 0.487 451 2.401 0.665

Ave. 8.2 0.478 2.384 0.406
Table 4. Calculated M.O.E. of veneer in Lauan-plywood
Specimen No.
F-1 F-2 F-3 F-4 F-5

Er (103kg/cm?) 97.0 125.0 144.1 1633 152.2

Er (13kg/cm?) .28 36 . 4.1 4.7 4.4
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DEEDH T, EKEIL1I0~13%, HE04~06, FRORROMBME T M ETciFy v
7 RBUL T0~144 tfem?, % D AWTHMEREE (Gor & Gra DABAE) 13 0.85~150 t/em?
El o T %,

i) BHCERL AN e =- 1 BEREG—=FHBE KK f=7vy s 2
H-115) XU B#M (= V' =v) OERHBEIZ—FEL T Table 3 wL L, ZOFHY
TefEi%d & 5 &, AdTlE, HE 0147, fiFv v 755 0.95 t/em?, ¥ A B SR8
0.365 t/cm?, B # ik, SKEH 8%, HE 048, ¥ v 7 %8k 24t/cm?, 1 AWM
¥ (Grr=rolling shear modulus) 0.4 t/cm? & 7z T\ 5,

i) MY V7 RBE Obe®d EHAE—MTHIIRMEXR-2, AR%Y
LB iz, 280X 5hFRECLI-Th EdFRIERELR W, Thbb, @A
HERIIEOEA MR (Fig. 10 BR) Kk T, BRERO E; @#E5H) & Er (8
BHE) OFGHMEEL LTE N 520h30THh00, BAROEMZE L TRANEKL
OhitTth B,
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//[/ T 77777 /7 7777
/////l [/ 77777
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77 777 77777
b=5e¢m
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ho=3.8cm he=4.4 cm
uz=0.38 u=0.44

Fig. 10. Cross section of tested composite beams.
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Fig. 11. Core B (yezomatsu bonded with U.F. resin).
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Fig. 12. Loading method to calculate pure E of core B.
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Fig. 13. Bending stress distribution in composite beam
with plywood face.
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Fig. 14. Cross section of plywood.
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Liy) ZABEERE G ORERE . BB O ANTEEREE L LD DI, TR

HTF TV b Ve 3R, EREEREOR b E OEEMICREIT A kL, HiEE
BHHOY Y 7B I OHET Y YLD, %, *ﬁ@;ﬁ@(éﬁ%ﬁﬁ)ﬁiiﬁ
HHR Clx, Zo@MCERE 46° 2T HEOT Y 7 FlE A CRRICHET 25
B, BIOBMBC ST AMESEEIS, FORANIENCE B HMEARE VLD, %
WO HMBELTL EDBHERENH D, ZORRTIE, BREBCHIF LA MELEK

MHOMBEREYRAVWAEI EIZ L., Tihbbh, £, 2HAWNESLA Fig. 12) iy, £o
—EHTE— AV FRECTHANICHOFEEOAS WiihiFc 5y v 7RG E b

kb, ¥, TOWGEYID LY, ASv— ) Zrl (h) & 4~6 TWER LicHR
EhHMEHFRCL28A 2L LD, 2OLEDRBIOY v I/HRHE »5 2.3) XX -
TRAMEREAER L,

Table 5. Properties of composite beams using core A

‘ Moisture Specific
Bﬁir_n I%gg:r Core L?:Z:r b vh 4 us __ k _ content gravity
o (em) {em) (cm) L u (%) Ty

B-1-1 F-1-1 C-A-1-1 F-1-2 495 507 75 0194 0019 7.8 0.325
B-1-2 F-1-3 C-A-1-2. F-1-4 482 509 75 019 0019 76 0.331
B-1-3 F-1-5 C-A-1-3 ~ F-1-6 49 510 38 0199 00194 7.8 0.343
B-1-4 F-1-5 C-A-1-3 "F-1-6 495 510 38 ,0.199 00194 7.3 0.325

B-2-1 F-2-1 C-A-2-1 F-2-2 493 505 75 0255 00154 6.2 0.310
B-2-2 F-23 C-A22 F-24 492 503 75 0257 00154 63 0.295
B-2-3 F-2-5 C-A-2-3 . F-2-6 491 503 38 -0254 00152 62 0.298
B-2-4 F-2-5 C-A<2-3 - F-2-6 --491 503 38- 0254 001527 65 0.305

B3-1  F-31 CA31 F32 49 509 75 0318 00133 66 0314
B-3-2  F-33 C-A-32 F34 49 506 75 0328 00134 65 0321
B-3-3  F-35 CA-33 F-36-481 500. 38 0316 00134 69 0309
B-3-4  F-35 C-A33 F36 491500 38 0316 00134 69 0319

B-4-1 F-41 C-A-4-1 F-4-2 494 497 75 0375 0.0120 5.3 0.270

B-4-2 F-43 C-A-42 F-4-4 492 494 75 0.374 0.0180 54 0.265

B-4-3 F-45 C-A-4-3 F-4-6 - 491 500 38 0376 00126 55 0.283

B-4-4 F-45 C-A-43 F-4-6 491 500 38 0376 0.0126 53 0.275
. i oL

B-51  F51 CAS51 F-52 494 '506. 75 0441 00128 39 0220
B-5-2  F-53 CA52 F-54 49 502 75 0441 00127 40 0230
B53  F55 C-A53 F-56 497 497 38 0441 00129 40 0228
B-54  F-55 C-A53 F-56 497 497 38 O04dlL 00129 - 41 0224

(Remarks) /: length of specimen , dz = %/2 ; k=Eg/Ey
[=75cm (span=70cm); /=38 cm (span=235cm).

£t



AERARCHT 5 (H18) RELE) . 27

G= % (”% (2.3

LoEB, HHAGHOES L, A—ARIVERLICA Yy TAZRBEELT
hZ0mmCis B & 5 KIEMBER A PR L, W5 ¥ Thik<, SOHETLEDbA
BEHD G 12 Car & Gra OARMTH Y, BHO Gy & LTHEMEE %2 e hidfs
LiewdoThHb, BHIZONTIE, AM (=7vy 2 }c) T, %@i ¥# 30 mm ’CL
EDORIDOREYD Lo THM, B# (= <) Tk, Fig. 11 DL CEE LR %AE
B THEB TS, |

22 WARMMEKOERY® ‘

- Z ORBC AT B EROWEHEIL Fig. 10 © L3 9 T, KH L ¢ 23, 0.40; 052;
0.64; 0.76 35 L X088 D5 B TH 5 (=902 <5 5bH L0 Fig. 10 TH5B), &<
&, BH B D= Y=Y OiXHE, HbhUDFRSHIERMMD Fig. 11 0L 5K
WMot b ORMCTV B, Ehe, EHAREIHEOBECIL, REMEERN COHE

Table 6. Properties of composite beams using core B

Moisture Specific
Bﬁzm L}gg:r Core Lfovcv:r b h ‘ uy k content  gravity
. a (cm) - (em) (cm) : u (%) Tu

B-W-1-1 F-1-7 C-B-1-1 F-1-8 492 506 75 0.194 003 8.3 0.440
B-W-1-2 F-1-9 C-B-1-2 F-1-10 495 506 75 0194 004 8.3 0.435
B-wW-1-3 F-1-11 C-B-1-3 F-1-12 493 510 38 019 004 8.2 0.442
B-W-1-4 F-1-11 C-B-1-3 F-1-12 495 510 38 019 004 84 0.438

B-W-2-1 F-27 C-B-2-1 F-2-8 - 506 524 v75 0.265 0.04 83 0.458
B-W-2-2 F-2-9 C-B-2-2 F-2-10 494 524 75 0265 0.03 8.3 0.463
B-W-2-3 F-2-11 C-B-2-3 F-2-12 492 521 38 0264 0.03 8.2 0.474
B-W-2-4 F-2-11 C-B-2-3 F-2-12 494 ©522 38 0260 0.04 83 0.462

B-W-3-1 F3-7 C-B-3-1 F-3-8 500 502 75 0316 003 81 0.471
B-W-3-2 F-3-9 C-B-3-2 F-3-10 492504 75 0316 003 85 0.474
B-W-3-3 F-3-11 C-B-3-3 F-3-12° 494 504 38 0316 003 8.6 0.480
B-W-3-4 F-3-11 C-B-3-3 F-3-12 498 503 38 0320 003 85 0.470

B-W-41 F-47 C-B-41 F48 493 498 75 038 003 85 0265 .
B-W-42 F-49 C-B42 F410 497 497 75 0375 003 85 0265
BW-43 F411 C-B4-3 F-4-12 495 496 38 0375 004 84 0268
" B-W-4-4 F-4-11 C-B-4-3 F-4-12 497 497 38 0375 004 - 84 0.269

BW-5-1 F-57 C-B51 F58 49 501 75 0440 003 = 81 0449 -
BW-52 F59 C-B52 F510 49 501 75 0440 003° 85 0450
B-W-5-3 F-511 C-B-53 F5-12 494 497 38 0440 003 86 0451 .
B-W-5-4 F511 C-B53 F5-12 49 493 38 0440 003 80 0450
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FEf, = —wf 11208 2FGCR D, BEREERY LBKRL ERBREPICKE L THD
FREDFTHICET Lic, ZoEduotbry ki, ) %#5cm, EX (A)dcm &
L, BXR Lo~ RRT LT, 38em DbD s TBem DL DL HE 2HRFOMHED,
MiELPRERFHER, BEXY2AFNEHL L., chboHik, HEBRE (@, 'S
My v 7 RE B, KR @ %), HE (r) ¥ LOEFRORTT /L E Y —HEL T Table 5
(&%t A) 35 X0 Table 6 (t5#t By ic Lo L1,

2.3 @iTRBA*

i)y pRERFHHEOIED RABEHCIZ2BRAOEE HOMN LD XK,
EIZFDAARY— Y BT ®T & LT, CDIEBD A ViE 35 cm t%ao =
I Fig. 5@l Tekh ThHs, ARVHRELOHMEIIFE I TA = (1072
mm HE, A Fr~—7 10mm F1% 30 mm) fvie, i, ZOHEGROME L
HRCEESRERY D ERAAR, ROERCH - T, ZOBKER W21 5E Ly LbTh
o TLBE L1 (Fig. 23~25 ),

lP

A ya¥
@ | |

| 175 cm —>|<—17.5 cm ——»’

j«—225cm »le——25¢cm —>i<—22.5¢cm—>

Fig. 15. Bending test method.

(a) Concentrated loading at mid span.
(b) Two points loading.

i) 28MEOEH  Fig.ls5biclddTidc, A-va 0cm, HREHE
SRS 25cm L L, FOERL, AAVHRIZEWT, XA VEETHLD (A
Wi X 2 mEEss &), BLY, PREELSMCBET2L0 (RANCL2BALEE
T HERENSFA TAY -~ I0PE L. 2olEdvh, FifdhrBEPHFEOESD
W EEE R UECERE 2 T EORBEET ORREBEL T\ 5, 7ok Fig. 16
CZDEHVOEREEX LD LY, FRHLLABEL, EEVTholdboi, &R
BRESERTE A L€ VR RBREE ©, TO0RBRESRORIICIE LT, #7) 5000kg 3
X0 250kg Db 0O EEFEEYR: THEA L, i, HERAC, JISKEDLRL
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MR 7 m v 7 2 v, 2R B
A S Gmm FE) #HC
Wa,
24 H B B B

i) R R B TV oy 7
AwHME LIl RAY B, = <Y
B LicboR BW i 538l 5 T
Hbbl, ARVHRROELY 0, &
LT, FOEME @ (hy/h) 1= X 52T Fig. 16. Beam and testing machine
e 5 s T, I [ (two points loading).
" Fig. 18 2 fififf) O LB THo, Tihbbh, »Thoddod, SHLoKCHE
o THZITZBIC S 2 DA Lo L (04SP <06 TIXIZ & A EENR D), $>07 T
Tl CImEL Ly, ¥, M A OLOTIX A=00120~00196 1% LT, 58 B o
DT, k=003~004 Thich KEv, Z DRy, Fig 17 £ X O Fig. 18 TOWE O
HehFEL o, TWhABITTHD,

WA FETLE L, rhRERHESRGEOB AWM INEER K& 0 T Fig. 17 o)
AlSHEOESRKELLTTWD LD EEbh s,

[
600+ Q
6 © B beam | o B beam ’O
m
exp &  BWhsam /‘o Sm . A BWbeam J.
150 /’ a
F "o 5004 la
o, ~
S / o / I
S Fig = & /|
s} o g /é/ / ~ ‘ [
3 . o i £ 400+ . /,
o / (] Ol
100 ‘ i i
= / = /,/ /
: /
5 P c 3001 o 8.8 4
S Ki .(—2 a8/
f—, A/‘,A/ O . & L
[=] o a8 o Aa T a
. a
50 QA 200
P ;1:'
0 0z o4 08 10 0O 02 04 06 08 10

0.6
ho/h ho/ h

Fig. 17. Experimented deflection at mid Fig. 18. Experimented deflection of composite
span (center loading). beam at mid span (two points loading).
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DER, On BLV 6 KOWTOHEEY 1.13) RB L0117 R X b b & HRE
EEHET 5L Table7 35X Table8 DX 5icie b, 7ok, ZORK LD LKA
BT 885 O REH 0n 205>, BARD EI £ BT b & D RBFEARE LDV b D TH
5, Chiids, PREFHEFEFTO= S~V EHEEGRUMEL, hichEHHEMEER
BHEEL E—FHLTWB I &bhd, ZOL5KR=TVy 7 ABHDOLORETOEEEN
B, ==Y EHDLD0MRE5TwBDIR, =V =V0Xb-HENLIFNKREVIE
2, EBERLL-TV5 G OREBCETHMENS S L2 LDOE-TW5L5ERb
néobwb,éﬁth,::maxbtﬁﬁﬁu&&ﬁ%kﬁmﬁ&ﬁbfmago

Table 7. Deflection of composite beams at mid span
by center loading

Beam 0m 10-3em/100 kg ds 10-3cm/100 kg &,
No. Exp. Cal. %;{- Exp. Cal. %;% 1oi&§§g
B-1-3 1164 1236 0946 829 804 0929 135.0
B-1-4 1050 1237 0847 707 894 0791 135.0
B-2-3 1128 1280 0882 82.4 976 0844 1287
B-2-4 1188 1280 0928 88.4 976 0905 1287
B-3-3 1125 1226 0918 82.2 924 0889 1180

T B34 1100 1206 0918 797 924 0862 1180
B-4-3 1350 1375 0982 843 95 0847 1110
B-4-4 1225 1375 0891 773 95 0776 1110
B-5-3 1540 1715 0900 833 101 0824 103.0
B-5-4 1765 1715 1030 1058  10L1 1046 103.0

Ave. 0923 0871

B-W-1-3 650 1070 0607 311 631 0492 99.9
B-W-1-4 650 1007 0645 311 669  0.464 97.4
B-W-2-3 689 1034 0666 411 784 0524 89.4
B-W-2-4 625 915 0689 . 358 648 0552 889

_ B-W-33 707 983 0719 4038 684 059 85.6
T pwa4 650 945 0688 350 645 0542 86.1
B-W-4-3 810 1079  0.751 467 726 0643 815
B-W-4-4 790 1071 0738 435 636 0683 813
B-W-5-3 1225 1643 0745 565 707 0799 76.0
B-W-5-4 1230 1653 0745 55.9 982 0569 763

Ave. 0.698 0586

(Remarks) dn=deflection at mid span.
ds=shear deflection at mid span.
05=computed shear deflection by KUENzI’s formula.
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LY IND XS5 THD, Fh, BELLT, KUENZD OX0 b AN EL 0, #3E L
TRRLICH, BRRAKIBLE KT DL, BHEOL ) RERED VAR TH T
DBEEIRSAAVISBbh s, ¥, Table9 KX O 10 LT X i, EAMD
BB o Rl EI w3 5 3HEAE & FHME & & BB, B A 0\ T s
096, M BT 110 L7ch, Tk, Z0EHVDOL S CEANBEZEE N T IUT
(ZREMERHGTOPRR—EMT £~ £« v FRECOERMFRIECE L 4 o), Fig. 19
DI, THEBEL CTHELCHIPRIMED 2L - CHE LTI L) BIFEE S
BROBEAYHET S Z LA TES (Table 9 and Table 10), 7z#3L, Zhix, AEHRO
L5 k DENREHD T (001~004) THHEHEHEHh, kikER B LEMN
5T, AOBELMKATEHE LG5 E Tt - OMOEES Fig. 20 1© L L,

Table 8. Deflection of composite beams at mid span
by two points loading

Beam dm 10-3cm/100 kg ds 1073 c¢m/100 kg 5
No. Exp. Cal. Ié};]i’ Exp. Cal. }(E;Il) : IOI&)ci{ng/
B-1-1 314.1 3384 0.930 877 109.6 0.800 188.7
B-1-2 290.0 346.0 0924 535 67.3 0.795 180.0
B-2-1 300.8 3412 0.882 98.0 143.8 0.682 163.3
B-2-2 2945 322.2 0.914 61.3 123.7 0.495 166.3
B-3-1 300.0 316.3 0.949 87.1 122.1 0.713 149.0
I B-3-2 306.5 322.0 0.955 100.4 119.1 0.839 149.0
B-4-1 369.5 367.0 1.000 139.7 122.2 1.143 149.0
B-4-2 390.6 400.0 0.978 120.3 138.1 0.871 1450
B-5-1 591.0 568.9 1.062 1116 1325 0.842 131.0
B-5-2 602.5 566.7 1.064 1295 125.2 1.034 132.4
Ave. 0.966 0.821
B-W-1-1 233.3 318.1 0.734 53.1 70.6 0.752 128.9
B-W-1-2 2423 305.6 0.794 485 772 0.624 1104
B-W-2-1 251.8 255.6 0.926 73.0 79.3 0.920 113.1
B-w-2-2 219.2 261.3 -0.840 68.3 80.8 0.845 113.1
. B-W-3-1 274.1 2859 0.971 1119 749 1.494 109.4
I B-W-3-2 2373 2824 0.830 61.6 815 0.756 110.6
B-W-4-1 2975 325.0 0.916 677 99.7 0.678 120.8
B-W-4-2 290.0 337.6 0.859 60.2 100.7 0.600 104.0
B-W-5-1 520.0 553.4 0.937 60.4 125.0 0.483 95.9
B-W-5-2 495.0 5629 0.879 219 111.8 0.195 96.0

Ave. 0.869 0.735
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D ¥z, Bl AR EL 0, ORRMITES 6, X 5 HAAGBH K ¢ B LT LT
WA EBT AR AL E Fig. 2l 8X U0 Fig. 22 0k 5icicb, ChThhr3bX5iL,
1313 9,=05 MHEICEBAEND D Exbh, RBRESEOSH A OL 0D AR MERK
K m (G./Gy) 11 F-#5% 0.34 (0.24~0.43), &4 B @ % D -Tix ¥4 0.40 (0.22~099) X /¢
5> TWBZ ENLBRHRICIL Fig. 8 BB L T, 6,/0, OEZHTE TIEMH 2.2, BF TR
HL9TLWEEAbh, ERMIE Fig. 21 225, FhFRA%, 2610718 Ligh,
YD ATV RIIHBHN, HEe LTIRALNLTH S,

i) #MORERR ASEIEE LTEAROMTRNE L CANGHOREBY Ol
BIREN TR T2 - LCEARBIrRTWARDIR, HERBRCOVWTIBETLED
FOBEBOFKERROBE 5 LOHBIRE (0s), HOIRER Gny) I XU T BERFER

Fig. 19. Bending stress distribution of composite beam
without the stiffness of core.

0.61

L,

1
0

02 04 06 08 l.
ho/ h 0

Fig. 20. Relationship between D and EL
D=E;lIy, EI=Es I+ E,..
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(Omax) B b EDITT ERL,

a) MTLOIRE (00p) TBHAOLDLBDL0L, BMEOMALE &L TER
LTED, A Tt 142~51kg/em? OFiE, B TiX, 239~65kg/cm? O#Hif% L L
(Table 9 and 10),

b) HABREZR Onpy A VHROBATADLE, A TiX25~146mm, B Tk
25~106mm OFHEL Ic - TV 52, hbEXHESE, R ol L O AR
B> TEHT20THAND, ThEESCOVLTRIERT b REVIEVLD,
KENBENHE OSE L L TUhhiTl,

c) BFEE (max) hEaibe, BHEPAKRE /2 LERT2HEXA LD
bhoh, MEEHCIPERIBELEALERADREVLY THD, i, HH B OFHH
ADLDIVEFRER-TWEY, HAEROEER»HARD L, BH A OFHIECRE
Flchr L Bbhs,

d) HHEOWRK  Table9 B IV 10 KHEBROBREX LD L2, TH ADLDT
BIREALEDLORHESE T CEMAROEENA LR (Fig. 26), & IWEWEM O
“H\iE Fig. 24, 25 3 X 0927 D & 5 i HHK D rolling shear ic X - CHEBT 230455,
' i B Tk Fig. 28 0 X 5 wmGHEERE T

65 exp| o B beam ® O AN, T 0@ TS T Fig. 29
6!) exp # Bwbeam o B beam
o o _6_59"_9 a BWbeom
o,/;n %\\‘o bexp
4/ \ 0.6- )
/ o\ ’
/° \ °
201 a \ 0.5 0~ ~ °
o~ AN
a N \ o/ o0
ra N 04 NN
a N ?/ \ \
v / a i \Y
/ \° 0.3 , )
I.O' ‘\ /2 \i‘ O\
\\2 02' \‘
ky
0. 14 \
\
A

6 02 04 06 08 T0 o535 o7 5655 To
hO/h ' 'ho ¥ ‘ '

Fig. 21. Experimented ratio of 9/ds Fig. 22. Experimented ratio of ds/ds
(center point loading). (two points loading).



Table 9. Bending test resuylts of composite beams using core A
. 2
Beam EI (10%kg cm?) E E D oop dmp Tmax Type of
No Ex Cal Exp. Elexp. ¢ failure*
) p- ) Cal. D (13kg/cm?) (103kg/cm?) (103kg-cm?) (kg/cm?) (10-3cm) (kg/cm?)
B-1-1 26235 26033 1.007 1015 48.80 5111 2586.4 116.7 739 2360 A&F
B-1-2 25110 25690 0981 0982 4479 51.31 2555.8 117.2 82 2397 A&F
B-1-3 2665.0 51.49 2656.0 815 32 1733 A, D& B
B-1-4 2665.0 51.49 2656.0 973 323 1943 A&D
B-2-1 29297 30136 0972 0975 55.37 64.90 3006.5 128.8 785 2507 A,B&F
B-2-2 25475 29365 0872 0889 4882 64.90 2867.0 119.3 858 2364 A, B&F
B-2-3 2941.6 65.10 2935.0 930 309 1940 A&D
B-3-4 2941.6 65.10 2935.0 845 324 1593 A &B
 B-3-1 27902 30314 0921 0936 5357 74.90 3015.0 1428 780 2529 A &C
B-3-2 28816 20229 0963 0992 53.92 74.50 2905.0 117.2 875 2322 A&C
B-3-3 29482 74.90 2935.0 92.4 315 180 A&D
B-3-4 29482 74.90 2935.0 92.4 424 1789 A &D
B-4-1 25850 24595 1.051 1.061 52.70 83.60 2438.0 132.8 1457 1925 A
B-4-2 21972 22592 0973 0988 44.45 84.40 22238 129.3 996 195.0 A
B-4-3 23386 78.80 2316.9 855 274 140.3 A
B-4-4 23386 78.80 2316.9 85.5 297 1717 A
B-5-1 12951 13523 0957 0984 24.23 78.20 1315.8 64.0 940 1174 A
B-5-2 12556 13367 0939 0955 24.06 78,50 1300.7 70.3 818 1213 A
B-5-3 1263.4 77.40 12415 55.6 293 14838 A
B-5-4 1263.4 77.40 12415 51.3 253 129.4 A
Ave. 0964 0977

{Remarks) Beam No.: last figures 1 & 2 show that was tested by 2 point loading. E: effective M.O.E. of composite beam. E: effective

M.O.E. of plywood face in composite beam. D: stiffness of composite beam whose core stiffness was neglected.
émp: deflection at proportional limit.
A; crushing of face or core under loading block. B: tensile failure of lower face.

stress at proportional limit.

* Type of failure.
D: shearing failure of face.

face.

6max: modulus of rupture.

E: shearing failure of core. 'F: delamination at glue line.

kv

agup: extreme fiber

C : compressive failure of upper

Ve
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Table 10. Bending test results of composite beams using core B
Beam EI _(103kg-cm?) P I D o o o Type of
No Ex Cal Exp.  Elexp. ’ ’ ’ failure
) p- ) Cal. D (103kg/cm?) (103kg/cm?) (103kg-cm?} (kg/cm?) (10-3cm) (kg/cm?)

B-W-1-1 3295.8 2595.8 1.269 1.273 62.05 51.77 2590.2 176.8 839 318.3 D
B-W-1-2 3065.0 2593.0 1.182 1.185 57.35 51.35 2588.9 1929 946 314.7 D
B-W-1-3 2637.6 51.38 2631.1 131.0 265 262.9 A, D&F
B-W-1-4 2648.3 51.40 2641.7 154.9 262 260.9 E&F
B-W-2-1 3995.0 3361.0 1.189 1.196 66.64 64.70 3339.3 186.8 1061 297.4 D,E&F
B-W-2-2 39354 3281.3 1.199 1.206 66.44 64.20 3260.1 238.9 990 311.0 D,E&F
B-W-2-3 3220.6 64.74 3201.8 78.6 243 274.8 E&F
B-W-2-4 3346.4 66.64 3325.7 109.2 253 222.3 D&F
B-W-2-1 3662.1 2983.0 1.220 1.286 69.47 72.00 2845.6 208.9 925 358.9 B&C
B-W-3-2 3380.4 29784 1.125 1.150 64.40 72.90 2938.6 183.6 919 357.3 B,D&E
B-W-3-3 2086.8 74.97 2958.6 125.0 292 273.3 E&F
B-W-3-4 2977.1 72.99 2949.9 125.5 278 270.3 E&F
B-W-4-1 2585.0 2629.7 0.983 1.006 50.95 87.84 2569.5 1435 777 257.3 C
B-W-4-2 2585.0 2500.8 1.020 1.050 51.05 83.91 24529 143.3 762 2705 C
B-W-4-3 2530.3 84.40 2455.9 94.8 266 2568.7 B&F
B-W-4-4 2509.4 83.90 24529 85.9 282 260.2 B&F
B-W-5-1 1295.2 1382.7 0.935 0.996 24,92 78.52 1297.6 65.4 344 158.9 B &C
B-W-5-2 1255.8 1333.1 0.942 1.000 24.30 76.28 1255.6 82.3 522 161.9 C
B-W-5-3 1352.9 78.50 12704 86.0 249 185.0 B
B-W-5-4 1322.0 78.50 1251.6 87.3 280 197.6 B

Ave. 1.109 1.135

(- mM) (%15 B £EIHEBEY

1
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LT LS REMHIEE AR E DB D, & USEMARETH B 1EDH VO IZ
E D & SIS R EENIZ LTI, Xl CHEMES 2 e LT4AHBRD

iy
xfEma Nz TP ELTH A,

3. & %
3.1 EERCHIZHMITHEDHEECDONT
ZOWRETE D B A RETRTEOR ES SO LOTHD, ZTDOHED
Tk ) ARG T v, Lo L, ZOMEORIEE, 24, FIHHE (b

FIOWH) OMEER (E 5L0°G) Ol Z Y4 THLMENIHPo Thd, DOF
D, MHBEIOEHO ERLPGoOELCHN&ERT 50 THE, Lich - T, Hi
ﬁanh:EM},%:EJG”k:EJEfﬁicim-G%GfﬁéﬂﬂﬁWH Wtk b aTthh

E, BHRNHER o SBoEL B L THMETE 2T Th L, ok xE, hiRER
MESLHFTOAASAvhROHiL A HI22 5 (1.13) iz THRDL &, 2 AT INBE AR &
LTs#&&ENIE

8 o RV g, ko \(RY

§= 20{/) (Af.qi.+Af‘(1"J( L ) - 20{) (/‘fT i /.")(14 ) (3.1
LD, k=P THARDEHIEON: LAWE, L= f(E0 k) TEHE v 7/ HE
WOBBEIBDT, Chbb & & Rl OFNEFHA L &~ THIIELA %2 < L
X inhed, £, REHE TS TS 8 5B O S i, (1.11)
REOEDI I EIHDDBENTED

0 =

$.MMdz [ h? \.00dx ] ,
e |5 (3.2)

aE 17 |1 T 20 {“"O*TOJ‘“JF'BO‘J"} $ MMdx

Z i,
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ay = 85— 15ut u,+ 1003 13— 313
Bo = k{15(up+cGuy) —10(cr 3+ c,ud) +3 (i3 +ud)}
7o = 85— 150 uy+10ud uj— 3
-V = (Wt ud)— (11— k) (3t uf)
a={d—1—ku}/k; = {B—(1-k)uf}/k
wy = R b EEHEE E COEBOLE ST 5
u, = p DD EEM LM L OBER E COEBOLE ST AL

Uz = l—ul, Uy = %—uz

Lichin T, FREGHETOAAVhROBALARETALANGMELR S 10X
DX,

s = % {(ao-H’o) Qf+ Bo qc} {—Z—}z | (3.3)

L, NHBROEB T
s = —537 {Zao gr+ ﬁoqc} {Li}2 (3.4)

Lo T, FiHOFERL ORLSREKIL,
¢ = ¢/4; Ay = lf/32; Bo = 2¢/16

Lnwb.z bitieh, ThbOER, FONME Po=h/h CBBLTED L S CEBT M

0.25 4
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Fig. 30. Nomogram of ap & 9. ao=4s/32; ¢'=¢/4.
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Summary

In this study, we derived the theoretical equations for deflection due to shear
and pure bending within proportional limit of composite beams using ‘elastic strain
energy method’. To compare the predicted values from the equations with the
experimental data, the 40 composite beams of Lauan plywood facings combined with
vinyl chlolide resin foam (A#rrex H-115) or Yezomatsu (Picea jezoensis) cores were
tested in static bending as shown in Figures 4 and 5. The core depth to beam
depth ratio (¥y=hy/h), the elastic constants (E & G) and the related properties of
the test beams are shown in Table 1~6. The test results are as shown in Table
7~10, and the predicted values for composite beam stiffness were considerably close
to the observed values. The computed values of beam stiffness from the equation
recommended by KUENZzZIY for computing the deflection of a structural sandwich
beam were close to the actual test values for 0.8~0.9 core depth/beam depth ratio.
From Equations (1.13) and (1.17), it can be seen that the shear deflection to bending
deflection ratio of composite beam has the maximum value at ¥,=0.5 as shown in
Figure 8.
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Theoretical equations are as follows:

Py =T11—SMde 1.3)

By = S QQdz (1.9)

* T 2046 | G :
where : dp = deflection ‘due to pure bending.

ds = deflection due to shear.
E = Young’s modulus.
G = shear modulus.
M = bending moment.
Q = shear force=dM/dzx.
I = moment of inertia.
A = cross-sectional area of composite beam.
f = facing material.
¢ = core material.
k = E,/E;,.
El = E;I¢=EI{1—(1—k)¥3}.
o = {1—(1—k) 93 /k.
A = 8—15%,+10¥3— 3¢5
2, = k(150 Po— 100 ¥3+3¢5).

For a simple beam of center loading in Figure 4:

_ Px(8L2—4%Y) 3 Jx; ]
b= ""4ETg [1 * 08 {lf%'+ chc} BIE—47 (1.12)
PL? A2
Om = 18E, 19 [1 + 208 (zfq,+ch,)( L)] (1.13)
x=LJ2
where : P = concentrated load.
L = span.
qr = E_f/Gf.
= E /G..
For a simple beam of two-point loading in Figure 5:
_ Pa(3Ll*—4a% 3 h?
Om = 4A8E;I¢ [1 + 106 (Argrt lch)m] 1.17)

x=1LJ2



