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Table 1. Mechanical properties of GFRP in use

Mechanical property Value Unit
Tensile Strength 420 MPa
Young's Modulus 22 GPa
Compressive Strength 320 MPa
Compressive Modulus 20 GPa
Flexural Strength 450 MPa
Flexural Modulus 21 GPa
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Table 2. Mechanical properties of PLA used

Mechanical property Value  Unit
Ultimate Tensile Strength 73 MPa
Yield Strength 70 MPa
Elastic Modulus 3500 MPa
Elongation at Break 11.3 %
Shear Modulus 1287 MPa
Poisson's Ratio 0.36 -
Flexural Strength 106 MPa
Izod Impact Strength (Notched) 195 J/m
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Fig 1. GFRP sandwich panel specimens after cutting to dimensions of 150
x 150 mm.
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Fig 2. Geometry of the sinusoidal corrugated core
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Fig 10.b. Energy-time curves for lattice cores at different impact energies
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Fig 11. Absorbed energy of lattice and corrugated samples at different
impact energy levels. Error bars represent the standard deviation of data
from three test repetitions.
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Fig 12. a - Failure images in the impact test for lattice cores
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Fig 12. b - Failure images in the impact test for corrugated cores
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Fig 13. a - Complete detachment of the bottom face sheet and cracking
in the core and face sheet during the 60 J impact test
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Fig 13.b - Complete detachment of the bottom face sheet and cracking
in the core and face sheet during the 80 J impact test
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Table 3. Comparison of impact test results—each value is the average of
three test repetitions, and the error bars in Figure 11 represent the data SD.

(Sl E:::gc; Maximum Penetration Absorbe-d
i) force (kn) depth (mm) energy (j)

Corrugated 30  5.62+0.25 11.18+0.30 24.45+12
Lattice 30 423+0.22 847+0.27 28.71+1.1
Corrugated 40  6.95+0.28 14.23+0.35 35.88+1.3
Lattice 40  7.83+0.29 13.64+0.32 39.25+1.3
Corrugated 60  7.83+£0.29 18.39+040 41.34+12
Lattice 60 6.11+£0.26 15.72+0.33 4792+14
Corrugated 80  8.56+0.30 21.85+0.42 52.17+1.3
Lattice 80  9.02+0.32 20.44+0.39 50.83+1.2
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Force-Time Curves (Flat Indenter) - Corrugated Core (CP), Time = 0.1 s
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Fig 16.a. Force-time curves for corrugated cores at different impact
energies

Force-Time Curves (Flat Indenter) - Lattice Core (LP), Time = 0.1 s

—— 40 (LP)
8 — 60 (LP)
— 80){LP)

Force (kN)
B

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
Time (s)

syl 3 Sude glaaius gl gloj-gm Gixie —o W b

Fig 16.b. Force-time curves for lattice cores at different impact energies
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Fig 17.a. Energy-time curves for lattice cores at different impact energies
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Fig 14. No through-thickness crack formation in the sandwich panel with
lattice core during the 80 J impact test
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Fig 15. Deformation shapes of lattice and corrugated cores after impact
tests with different energies
i Sy dwsin S 358 (o
6l 0lej=5 5 lojms w8 slaguly e yweS 3985 (a3 13
Glegizie . 3ab ghixiwl Joj Av g #o Fe Gawl (5551 ok
915z 90 sloaiwa hls sladigel gloj-s35 5 loj-g,
15 5h8 g et Sy 4 waie b S35h 395y wod Sade
oo iloa s eals oLis WY g\ la S 55 yioGlao
b g 5x blizo Zohhw yd ea iz (555l glalio slagal
el oaids ABlINA S 53 dids £55 93 3o (gly
S3g85 3950 e30lidio Gloj-gym (slaionie ;3 45 b len
Y adsl b 5 S5 eled b Juds 4 s S
Ghoye 3 (59,5p (sS04 ol |y 5l (98 rtdion
wys—ody Zsl (g9 A (555l LISl L aiS e sl
diwd ghls sladiges 4S5 sbds talise Gl wBlsis
IS (50 i |y 9 ylae Gy o3 Ar 5351 5> S
03l baswgl oadb i (650l iyt (355l GAl8I L el 5 0gMe
Lol czunsl 05 s 93 oy IS g la 4251 abioe 38l 3
ol (g iy (555 iz Side i Joj A xhw
(Blio yd .l b BY] g5 £+ 50 Sl 50 a0

Volume 26, Issue 08, August 2026



Ssi alipy 355 53 dgde ol 1 IS 55 a5 jobgyles
3115 & e S5 15 @ 35 J35 Ar 5 B (50 ol 5 s
o3 diud (Sase) 5 S50 S Syo Lines (555l 5
Pl it jlislo 53 copdd wad (g3 Gl b el
Joj Ae g #e slasinl )3 Jlszse dtus (¥e JSb b 39450
5 &y SABS Jof A 03 g ead Jemie (5 yidy aml
slodive (lio 3 am3pe glid GRése SiduuSens!
S50 @398 Sl o Wilandls ) Copd Glixe oyieS Sude
3 U onytn gl Sy 1l 53 lag)T YL coglie 5,4

el i olad

lodter - penetmaron.
s enebatin- YoJ- it

X

lossice e N
0w e tratin . b - Flat

oy

7T YN

19442 - Penerat . gog. Lt

et
’ ¢

(S aliy) wlite sl
Fig 19. Deformation shapes of lattice and corrugated cores after impact
tests with different energies (flat-nosed projectile)
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Fig 20. Deformation shapes of corrugated cores after impact tests
with energy levels of 60 and 80 J
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Fig 17.b. Energy-time curves for corrugated cores at different impact

energies

Energy-Time Curves (Flat Indenter) - All 6 Tests (LP & CP)
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Fig 17.c. Energy-time curves for corrugated and lattice cores at different
impact energies
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Table 4. Comparison of impact test results for the flat-nosed projectile

Corruiated 40 7.54 15.37 37.41
Corruiated 60 6.80 19.46 46.27
Corruiated 80 6.89 23.58 53.14
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Fig 18. Bar chart of absorbed energy with the flat-nosed projectile
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Fig 21.b. Force-time curves for corrugated cores under conical-nosed
impactor at 30 and 60 J energies
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Fig 22. Energy-time curves for corrugated and lattice cores under conical-
nosed impactor at 30 and 60 J energies
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Fig 23. Bar chart of absorbed energy for sandwich panels with corrugated
and lattice cores under conical-nosed impactor at 30 and 60 J energies
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Table 5. Comparison of impact test results for the conical projectile
Impact

AR e Maximum Penetration Absorbefi
@ force (kn) depth (mm) energy (j)
Corrugated 30 4.66 15.97 29.84
Lattice 30 3.36 14.82 27.41
Corrugated 60 2.30 22.45 45.32
Lattice 60 2.07 20.86 43.15
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Fig 24. Deformation shapes of lattice and corrugated cores after impact
tests with energies of 30 and 60 J (conical projectile)
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Fig 25. Deformation shapes of the face sheets of lattice and corrugated
cores after the 60 J impact test
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