QI A1 o L1 ™ (111" PR (115 o o511 11 P 1111l 11l P (1 B 1117 ol 1 P 111 P 11117 P L1 o (11

Highol MoMIES L 2KES ERHT
B3 EESIAY BEE

Il 1S P D A (311 A i1 ol s

K.

................................................................

b
2
haf]

2. MoyAEEGES Ak
3. EKERRES EHENT
4. %5

il

Ht
il |

Rivet\} Bolt#so 2, &7 &S =
BEEE 2 HirkEd A HES %
%3] f{lem Ha=7 L Aol H#olxm, uw
2] o] ob-e ZERRY] ENMEHTE T oz &
2o Rl v BESo R (ES)
3 Sk Al Bk EMEHEAN oA A
=3 ¥ E “Moment resistant connection” o &
it St =, ERAEE HAl A= 70%,
80% =& 90%8 FHRE AFE ¥olz, R
100%9 FlEdess = ¢+ Zolsh

%@@2”‘@%4 RERH= TR D}%iﬂr 7
el £HE T st Ao FH9 Yk O

1) ne -&:d‘Oﬂ A&, A BY EE

L, g T2 BiMixiE .
wate A7l =
$AES HEA du FEtatch
HEE BEARBERE BT
Bt o BBEFD

b oo

rlo

2) 7] =& Frame actiono]

“A Historical Review for the Stress Analysis
of Partially Rigid-Jointed Structures”

T A T G A A P (T A AU R T P D R T T P T o 1 P T P Y P T P (1S P I

110 o {11 ol (1 P (110 P llIo

S ol il

& = A
<AEKRBE THADLHE>

3) Bt 71F9 #AeL, KEHE e EAME
ol K% BHE HEY ddls Moz
R 5E gt

Bl BE BEHT ddls, RHMEEEC gl

A9 HRHRE RS Aelek ), &
BREA oA EHEFY o2 7R B
Bt giEE w2ilEde s REdz Iikste
Aol Figel o

ol 8472 [RiEd] K3t HEL W=, =
FZZA ke AL A, zE Y F4

FErEsr (ES Tl BHERE et o, &
o 2 Hvls WHEMEY RIFES) %} Tu} z
2l ESEmoREseR Ur g o @
7t A Lo RiLd AL 1934F John F. Baker
Iioﬂ {Z{SHX‘] O]D]-, 2)5012)

g«;eso] Rivet, Bolt 5-& oz #4539
Qg o HEPE) BelA = Bk U HERC 1T
B °=1 FArep VYOOV ola] FEREER whE
< Fol ENEIES RER 2 EY fiJ7} A
‘D}-, 2)5)6)8)9)1001D) D}’\:zoﬂ 131 -si_ @f-/] Eﬂ;
N R I R B I 0

2. MABIEAEHR Bk

FHol] 419 F/ERIE V1P {Keld, Rivetz
A B 7l 5E Badg S B8 7 iR d
o148 MSEWHREMRE FlAstnz4d, 2&
BEol T 20% Eifvdirts WEEHe] leta



$ESY gt = BERE YA e
0] ol o] A Aol stk
t}-%-o J.L. Brandess¢} R.M. Mains K=
19444F0]] FRIF 15 WMLV A WoHBES
9 Bite]l 50% 79 100% HnEIRAA o RETE
&dd 7, ZEREG) B wHEERe
2 &d /Mg nE AR Joke e H@HKE
& Aelztxn wetx etk
= Bruce Johnstonz} Edward H. Mount W
= Top and seat anglefl®] Rivetr} IE#E
&o 2 oA GBS WARYIIRIEM et
o BA4Y BEE HT ¢ Ae RS BHET
2,9 23 15% =& 2 Llke EREe| i
Hebz BEEeL® 2eln BKRE BRA 17
sl 2l ENERISEEZRES  &ETA B HEE iR
Hatgzt
Brnce Johnstonz} Robert A. Hechtman ﬁ
= 194050 TEIF 2EY RUVAA,
%&01 WomEEal BERE 27T 53—01
REL FHEES A4 Fi BRT 15%HE
20% 7biA "Ackx RSt e wst
o ESHMEY HeaAdo HiEE TRREsSR
ul= = olo] IREESHZ] o] o], 100% Restraint
o wrb k=4 AR EEe2 F EEel Y
= AL ohm, 40%St 75% Y ol tAst
ol A 2 W] oty WK fEREstsieh
o] 7] o] s 4= B.Johnstonz} E.H. Mount 7
KX 1933%F0] BRT 289 HVA4 100%
Restraintq] #2852 2= RSB, B4 &
e 2 2 ekl Jd& A ezl dkx
2 FiheEA s 2R E
1) 100% #FREAST T +
27 Beky]  BY R
S0%79%E 75% HMR{EAE T A& A
b= BEe v
2) B o] EfEC] FAT o4& RS
2 B FEte] HelAY Bt ERY
HWHEMERC 100%al EBRLE 75%d
7} arh
o] 2)Hel M AE, T EBA 29 EH ¥
2B e KBSl rma4, & KT
F S¢ Aeleh 2212 #ifiel oAl Rest-

[e]
9l

1
= i

T—,d ?2 !‘J r!O

Moment

raint’t  50%9F 75% Rl U&=l mE
An g WERBTIAE, B iy Fri=
E9 kel fE® zv, = 75% LIk Restrai-
ntd] FBdl =, MEHERSIEY o] zZtie
2 BT ukgk HEeIh

19364Ed] J. Charles Rathbunige] (&3t f7
St Al BEEae] kg HHEA Y wRY
As, EAMY gfolE7t = 2 Beamdls, ¥
of Bl BES HEE Qo Eed FRT W
dlel Kimsl #E-E vt e ook
= 2&K7F 7R (LR 8Re R 5eY
Aol A= 71e3t MY BEnEE fE
of HES #ikot X1 dARk, #Eael BE
T& HES B0 e ouA BEs 34 ¢
= A 7‘D}L SUEY dvt ez AKE 17
@ |EAS BT BR B Jdd49
M—gihfR-2 éé%‘ﬂ 2 mofe S <dgich
E o] ffifRel A E, EEERS  FEREY
s e A el

2l kel f7sked Al we HEBERCA &
5= Rivet:l Bolt 5 BiEEo s #&3 HE
2R iRkl M- = @& #Emie] ot

£ 0% Aol kel fFAY =97l = M3,
B d 49 FFa Y MY BEA
Eel #bhele FAfkE, KM Figl.1 m2 Fig
1.29) bl A AP H9 A5E & F ek

rlr

Maximum Moment~ Not Less Than 243z Design Momant
ky Test

CGeneral Yiald—Notless than 139 Oovign Momart by Trat__|

sign Moemend

Relative Rotation Between Joint C-nfer and €nd of Beam
Fis §o] MomenT~Roration Dmanm Minivum TesT Vacues



55 Permissible e
£ 3_ Yination ot ““;c-‘-‘an
w2 6
S 3
a /
g inimura Behavior
= -
= 4 i
b
73
€
k=3
=2
é‘ 4
'2 s
-
3 34
&
<
R
&
-~
[
“Pin End” Behawior
0] M=0

Relative Angle Change, ¢, Between Column and End of Beam

#3642 Trrtcar M~4 Rrramion v e Txsr oF 4 Weroep o Riverep Bram-Corvm ConvecTio

BD &gl Y 2ewl= Ml Bl 3l
o] A9 FEs RHIEMS HEBROEEEREEL
¢sle] BAfRE, KR JEREEHS ez
Sleh, DOOMO {7 o] 59 FEo) ol R
Byoh= EiEel Herd n9 s BER
ol 1, MoAEEY Biks MERGs A
€ deldE obE Aol zE|x giEY M—¢
BRfRE v 3B = prol el 101D g
@ﬁ&ﬁ*"“ M=} 67} KBE HERRGR 2z o)

+ B #a&9 BRelth U mkd BE
T 2 EME i@fnel st A REEE
fbé7t EZEom Binste FIRe2A, Wi
BE BfReln, HdE BEEE 22 B
Kt &€ ol2yl= HBET A @

o] A BAEHEIS] Steve R. Lionbergerft=M
— R RS Bilinear® &+ ERstg el W =g

J:*nv? E—RiEs BeY FH REEE
o} = WMOoMESEEY BEA oiHd £
% BRAOHEAEY g, Bz sigd o
WinEEAe]l 2 Aoy, WMEY EAaREY
Boll = Kimsl 2 WS 24 2 BE B

§ Lo o K

stae 2N WoREadRhl Habo niEd
o o FELAC ik 10 zejm o] HEY B
Bole Rl Z EREE EEok 2 A
olt}.

3. MEBRES EAHREN

thg-o] o]= g EERFER nviEE T WA
Bt 25 il SEREEZAY 88
BEBY EHERES WFlEstgE HE FESY
»r 2 sz}
-B.Jobnston® R.A.Hechtman FHEK+® 1940%
of I TEY WV, Hifhel WoRIEE
&9l BEEREY LE a3 2ol FHT AL
REFA Le B Bz FX =
SR Bl fgste] FZEtel chgol RAE
Bl ol A Y S| TRIEY et ke HE
o] mlE] #EfEr EFER EE, o Mol GRS
EE %z 3= Koz 7 (Reduction
factor)o] gt AL Rarvh. olSe] HEiins
A HEY 2o EERE of WMAHEE Fotd



B OBES BSmo e REdY. oL B
A LT LR BEHA P2 v

SEhOl A8 RO fr HEE TE
FEe MPAAs BHEHR ol

2
il

ofs
-

I do
2,
fuy
Fas iy
jaid
=
_>.:,

e
g A StrEA BME I5%HE 20% L B\

%; g% & etz sk Zlelsh

19394 T3+ B. Johnston! E.H. Mount
S Vol A = EiEe] MiEZs (Percentage-
rigidity) & =}-&3} ko] dle kst vk B
FEiZho) sl A =9l EMs) Bkl A9 7]
T3 RS MEHNEEAEE s BHRS
re A r=-t2d gD o 1% HAWK

(Connection constant)z} £3ch. 9% o] 7=

BEpo = 1 hEA S AL Ed BEE vk
1=

ad A re REESREe] e [
etz E5Y 45 9 Aotk = oWl HE
2FE1

ne} EES, Spand] a4 s a=S77=2EK7

e MRS SelAT R aE SR
Aol

o ohodl B@Efl ERSES E A WEUJE
Ase J=oL=E 2 maee 1o B

7]z ¢t B. Johnstonst R.A.Hechtman
=, 1940%Fe) & 1E WVNA,
JE EiE %%ﬁ(]omt constant)z} B3k J9
WER B3 HOoOREEEHE ol M—9¢
g FIER B BRSO S WEE Mk
EZ [R3 kol %"@Sﬂ Alds BEryez ER

=gk FEmd Aeleh. zelmE Jo 3ol
% FoRsts  ubeiA
, @%’:%}L %2‘*‘”—— ERE

=

=
E-?—“i_E_Oﬂ—‘:— 1’4?‘1 = ff’é%

ru[o
—{N

el S dol, fFIESIS MRES Bl 5
o

mErgnn Seigeh. aen olddl, K
e M
S HHESUE Mer My=TJER924

Ehf Avh (B G714 Mers REEREEL 5
B9 FEMEEHRESDE)E #Endle 2o

oh. 294 s MoREAEES Percentage
rigidity= v}&3 o] vleb el

Percentage rigidity =100 1{\;“" =100 _ 100

1+a 1+21
JL
o] Aell w}2w, Percentage rigidity 50%, 75%

o] 7o ke s 2, S8
2 e o A 23 BERE GEREE
o REERA, 50%FE] 5% A ER o] wis
A s, 80% & atel I EIBRMEZERY &
KBER2A BRT £ 98 Aozz Y
At

B. Johnston™@® R.A. Hechtman FK: o}
&3 2 BREEE RSt Y

1) gighe 7150 EHEE o2 devin
BESFAE dol oleldriy A7Ax=
SHIEESH 2% & (Partially fixed end
moment) B4 #i}alc).

2) 2t 7% EHEE oj2q]
A7ls BAEPRBR-S
Ekida

3) HEESt WE- HiEolztn RET.

4) EiBtEEES RWiHEZEL 50%=2  REsk.

L)_I:-»]- 7‘*?: BREN EWE v 715 E
25T 9E Res sel, B Slope-de-

flectlon equation& »7]& 3}i, m X ABd
a4 = MWEEREIEERSE 50%2 e M

~EI(1.25 Oat0.25 Op) 001 Me®: At

ol 343 EEREEL =9 FEM)E}“ A
Hatm o] 7le] S FMSHA, Oa=(-)
sPhs BAMRE A4 Mmmewle Ko zd

M
MABZEK&A“‘Z—R

e K& Fastsich chdol BIRTEXE #
Hsto

gl 80%¢

ws]

&

)

T2 (ZEZ}KC—FLKB)

. Ma® RE Bhgs 7ol

Mps= ()M (5 +1KB
SKc



8 4714 Ksg Kce &% 2% 7159
Bolot. 2y shd BB JRSHE M
€, M BfinzA8 Rl dneyiE
2 8o g3t o] b

Me=Mq+Myg=Mg— Mg/~

2+KB/

2.Kc
el sk, HiRRItEERC] 75% ATl EBee
Mot BRE Slof, & oAl ket &Etd
o} ohooll Bftines it 29 BEREe
FHE RPFEFE Bhest 2ol ) Rk

F=-e

=T )
2Kc

ol shzto] te] F glo] wiEslul, Mc=F M
B Xy AR SRE ME ATR FHEH
3 4 gl

BRozA a3t 2ol REEFE A4 3
et

D 8% 2E Biiney FX Ingal=Ed

#ele g&Etatel.

2) mel] Yo Ka—-—-9Jr 715l Hate n

—ol A _E T EKc=27:—C~% HE i
t}.
3) LK 2 #Esln et AT Perce-

ntage rigidity & $Este], BB WER
B @ BAE FE SETH

4) BfinaA HED 29 HEAREA, B
BFE F3td B3 AEERERE vid2
2 89 2E oA &EHe

5) F.E.M. Mgd] {B%E3t Percentage rigidity
E Tt WoREAR eRES HE

2}

6) MK WAREER =eded BE
3} Percentage rigidity2 uwlelo 2 &to #£)

& EEL

C Bathos} H.C. Rowan B+, 1934480
DL sl RARES R Y M—¢

fﬁ*— Ve = Bk b ‘2] #8F Design

[

2.00 Aty 1
va

265«

7@,
N

ROMENT APPUED TO COMNECTION

Auned End M covers ¢

2

¢ ~-ROTATION BE'NEEN BEANOOQU.WN «~ RADIANS
Fig 13 Typical Moment-Rotation Curves



requirement line” =& {83 ¢sle “Beam
Ine”ol2l= AL 2014, Eilboll oA Him
2Bt 26 HEES S MmEEEE BR
22 RESE Ay #Buskdck
EHHE wo FHiEA SEHY ZREM
o {EfME& = Span Aol LY EffxR.e] el
A8 EEAS MEIBAA ofe whel o]
e Koy Fofalvh
gL wl® ML
24EI ~ 2EI
o714 Bl #at ¢3k M 3> EiEES 2A
o] HMES s I A gow 4+E Aok k

K 65 Mol By B ST, o] Koz
FolAE BHE AT EEE o2AA ok

o dhal o] WEERFES] ¥ Beam lineo]zli
C. Bathoﬁel— o] _:3_“-1;] r,]_ 16319 J:;:oﬂ 010.1,(.} @

=02 l—c':*__.‘:‘% M—TE 50% I-iﬁ.\rrﬁio] 7—?%@
Eel 7T 3l olA] o] BiE Fig1.39) M

3
B kol Ttk chgel M=02 ¥3 g=—pr
2 Qo oA BMifing EEIT Ak ® o]
258 Fig.1.39 ¢gfi kel AErl. ol&bgo] F
B EBE A 4ed pEd 7 OBE HE
§ln 24 Beam line& HmEAA A}

WOMEAEES BRBE oy RYR F &in
o B Rel e "Aeb 2d K2

Fig.1. 3014 Eighe) M—¢ #hifFsk Foizl 19
Beam lines}d] #ZpZho 2yl o) BB HE
2 29A = A P BEIE M3 ¢vt o
oA Al Hehe Zlelvh ¥

t}2o] Beam lineS o] —#EfHicl B2
eld el skl vheak el © Zolrh Al

M=8oBEaEHiEESHE

e=R e 7150 B AEHEEA

M.= 2ol se2EEd =9 F.EM.e} s=

M+ 2ﬁ1¢ M

2 =l o]Ae] ZlFeol EHEE o=y A] dert
6E1

M= Tl =12 {2L380a+ LOs— (2Lg+L)R) +

6£1

Msga m:_z‘{szAﬁs‘f'LﬁA QL+ LYR} + 7

2 o) o HEHEC s “29 Design reqiur-
ement line"Ro] HA HAolrl zelzm old
B EAEEY WoRESREE $Hig B8
d AL ol

A7t R BoREEGEHS 2 8F
RIES BEtel A= BR giEAA Y #RpRA
PES A4S AHEE d2A BLA =%

& 7ol MiBE ougk EheR e A
A7t H& HFES BT Zloln g Ha
Al#Eal REE éﬁ%iﬁ 2 ENENTES W
g A ohgiek zal o] Hske] LITe) R
= J.C Rathbuni%«l FikS gigel I
MlEael REEA S EHFETES RABET Aol
o},

J.C. RathbunK+ BTt 173 HHS
Abot ifholl Aol MR AMESY HEL EE
o] HoRlEAMRE A= Xe HETD
o]X& M 4] Slope-Deflection methodi} =H-
Moment Distribution methodE ] 4 Z2#8]
BT BHst dvb o] B8 AARE
#iEghol] ool A i@ Slope-Deflection Equ-
ationd] JEHE sl o}& B EiBho] WMo EC]
71 ol EiEhel A RMImEEMAEY 3Ho)
EINEY Qe Bholeh Rl #iBhe] HWoREIES
o #E WAL HEHWEEAEIS gz s
A= i—‘%ﬂdEMoﬂ plete slom st ¢=2%
M2 Fnsty, MiGEEAES RT o o HE
s AbA = »miﬂiiﬂl AT HHEY Aol
th. 9714 ZE EiBiE B (Joint constant)e] %
e AorA, 7 HROE REA S RECL
Zloleh. &71A EEeloF & AL, WHHIES
el WitES FHEel keld WET o, fmeE
E%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬂ BETA A RET REL 29 3%

< 22 fliiEol %%@H%éﬁ%ﬂkﬁ%ﬂ 38N
E%o}&‘i &&7h e MERA Efier 27}
Q& Aolm Z%OL» Hirel e Hiolslns
B E A kert. AMEZd 2KE 284 3
224, ABHY HmrtdERE vh&a 2ol
S st el

64 2Lnp%, —L%
L 4L,aLop— L2

64 20,a%— L%,
4LpLlyy— L2

!




@8 4714
A=y 2= EEe T
L= Aol
fa= Aol A8l GiZiEm s
05 =Biel A 9 EEhEA

R=1# EHE A

T=fl A YR =@ EOA Y
P

Ti=HiEdl 4 LD EREY BOAAY
PEHE

Loa=L+3E1Z,
Lys=L+3EIZ,.

B. Johnstons} E.H.Mount K& 194244

Rathbunf%7t #F#Eal Ast, Aol ¢ K& H
Hotodch. MERE TOREAHES 2
71SE Arelel A EiEel Rifeves HmaA g
g A At S MR A =
& #i Haunchiy} Cover plateo]] 43t Bgist
REz 424 4 detxn shget. z2lm FE
£ 43 GiB5] MoBEA BB EHER
o ] A 7MY BE EPsE 2L
Az REE FEAI = Azt
ZE] Y2 Zto] ].C. Rathbung:e ;:j:t]-
EDF of ZIEMY S EWsd RiiER

= B2, = 2Ry IEE—:—“LE_%
ié{ﬁl of ##E7t el ol 9bzke] sl EiE 50*1‘1
8 Rflel RS B8t BEY 159 e

l

%ﬂa—r‘lmbi

w7

o)

r[r

BRI LEY w4, A4 F@ea J.C 3 2L Aok
";:
4 ‘- J{ gk—:’s* jo‘ Yoo M. T
O Rt L, V
Lu ) 1; v" s az Mag —3 < VM T
(I 2 AT
Iy Ly = M
'% ! L2 Lbg t bt Hlps

(@) SEMIRIGID CONNECTIONS AND
FINITE WIDTH OF MEMBER

C

Fid 4 Der TI08 ar M

— 1
IM"“'1+2a+,32+3a,/3
MBA:"

1+2a+26+308

L&l A HEH CaaCaCuc,Ci,CoaCae,
Fpp,Fas, Fpa, Fep, B0 259 BB E
gholl #kshe] REE = Aol WEKY Wy =
A EBE ast g5 EASEY e Qo
LRl A EHIEE RS EB =, B s
=bga=02 Fow J.C. Rathbunf& X3t —%%
A H3 ol A& BRY ozl shA}.
E ERelA as} g BAWE 19t 15 R5
a=2EK7,9 B=2LK7s2 FRGBEAAALE A &
Brolvh. Mgpaz® Mgpas Spanzloe) 7} 19l Fids
FEEEES EEY F.EMelx Vag'd Vade
Span Ao[7t /o] MmEMIZAIRED S Wi
ol dedAS BEEH =& KHolvl o]ghzte]
o] ME el ERo]l ReH AR, =z e
— 2

(5) DEFORMATION OF MEMBER WITH SEM!-RIGID
CONNECTIONS AND FINITE JOINT WIDTH

Bzma-Riarp Comwxcrions awp Foars Joiwr Wiors

EZEK(CAAOA+CABOB_CACR) _FAAMRAB_FABMRBA]'_'V/AB Z'AB

1 [2EK (Cyp0p+CpaOa—CpcR) + FapMraa+ FaaMpap]-+ Vs ss

Slope-Deflectiongsoll 4£35+e] Mppob Mp, 28

RE 7 Qorlets AL FREEA] EEY

RS HE 2o o HmyEne
2 2 skshe Ao}

Vap=Vap= (—)MMABiMBA +Vs8

TWAB'{:MBA

e

~ V'

Span Zol7b Lol B
ol stzfelsie]  #

of EaEFl elA

g ReE KT F

VBA=I78A=(—)
g7 A Vap'st Vaa's
BORREE & MimsiEi el o
Bisg g Ie] kb Aw o
9 EERE Mapst Mpate
At
My =Mys+Vanbas
Myp=Mpp+ Vaabsa

2._



VA AAEHY Be é?f%zﬁ,%fa} el
el AU £% 7ad
AR Bl QoA &% @i@ﬁq 6a 0250 o}
o SHEEE RE oelvlT, = FEel {F
$9e o HMEZIRE Munsh Max® vheb

¢ EHEHESY wax . Figl 4o
GOl A #el fFASHE meRES Ee) i
g u ABS Asist Briel EEAS A ZAa
BB Be RE 48 % ok

~R—TasMa=5 e Mss —5 70

Apgzr B

Moy — 1
BATET ¢

A
Mas— 47

Ma

108—R“TBAMBA:§1%MBA_(ﬁ

=1
J Man= 1+2a+28+3a8

_ 1
IMBA“ 1+2e¢+2384+3a8

ERe] HEHEE EEe A9

2(2x,—T)A
e

2 X} o]A]
_687T, A
12

:(_){6{3?14‘2(2?1"
N

92(21—8T)A 2(l—-3T)A
( = ) + B 3 )

—(1+28)

=

6azx A
1, 2

2(2-’”‘:7"1)f1 (6T +2(2%F —7,)) ;3

1

JM“: 1+ 2a+28+aB

_ 1
LMBA_1+2a+Zﬁ+3a.B

el 99 X2 B. Johnstonz} E.H, M-
ount MK T HEL —BRell A4 JFHY
fBe A4 of Fol ol B K3 HS
s dol A= HAE BB B sk
R HART ZAelel. B olael=, Fig.l. 404
bas=0pa=07} F 2 B Mup=Mup, s Mpa=Msz,
2 3oz, olA S B. Johnstonz}l E.H. Mount
MEY —fERl RAF dolAA R}

19614Fell A Edgar Lightfortd] &

sl X AB7} giEE

[2EK {(38-+2)05+ 05—

[2EK {(3¢+2)65+6,—3(a+1)R}

[2EK {(38+2)6a+ 65—

[2ERK {(3a+2)8p+as—

o] Al kKo, 7a= ZEK’% Tp=
sta, = EES fEst 8] 85 #EHE
EK(0a—R)=¢,d EK(s—R)=¢2 ETz.%
Eolwd vl-25 go] =t}

f (3a+2)MAB MBA 6(‘0A AM

)

1 "MBA+(3,3+2)MBA=6(¢B+‘7:C—)
o] RE& MppSt Mpaoll $i35te] Eirez Ex

east 938 g meElgld
67,4 T, -F)A
s(a+1)R) — 824 _ 227, 2 )4 -
L 60TA | 2QF-TF)A
5 7 -

2(7,—2% 227, —%)A
(Fo2®) |, 207, - F)

=—(142a)

I-37)A | 20—
=~ (1+2a) f;r) o202 IBZZ)A

s Wil ke F.EM. Cup®al Cpp®

2 3,

rir

C.o= 227, —Z)A _ 2(2—=3%)A
AB — 72 - 72

2(x,—27)_ 2(—3%)4
IE - IE

ol #E, My Myt B v el o}
B A ¢ & AA9

—Cpa®=

3(B+1)R} — (28+1)Cxp®—Cs4"]

3(a+1)R} 4 (2a-+1)Cpa+aCy3p)

“Moment Distribution”?Pe] 4= 7] 542 18
S EWRSI D, WOREAHEC o4, Bkl
sl Al memlEMsh 5ol $HI B A8
HryElEge # 671 K2 —XEEfRA vt
= RE T HBEEA] HI Hipzsxsy
# & $HEsIg el Fig.l. 5014 1129 (1)#sh
@)iell A8, menlE M3t EEA M BIGRE
Mp=60,"% Muy=(=) &0z} = Q)4
7150l EESG 61E o2 Fy & M,



column

4 4
6,=6,+6

£7 constant
lengthl

Fig. 15

Effect of column rotation at one end of an elastically-
connected beam

RE ohg3k o] FEstgel. 284 dhe o
o2 BE (l)monxu StiffnessE EF &I}z
E SBEHEE Rz A& RBHETA

- ZEK
Mlz— 1+2a;,+ 2a,+3a, a2(3(12+2)€1

e - :

€3

B a=
223 ay= B. Johnnstonz} E.H. Mount 7
B S ol st Aol kool shasl

A2 MaR & FEst, FEEE vhia Fol
K s+ }‘
My, 2+ 3,

E. Lightfoot£9] e t©}E o}zl B. Joh-
ustonz E.H. Mount K7} E#;Hsl EFEVEEL
78] Mg A A g=rh.  ®= E. Lightfootl
T M=«"z2 RESE ZAd HEStY Ar=
RET REHE HiAlA A7 M3 679 &
EHell #3le = PigfHel #HESI= o ;e E
et 224 BEE zelztz BBt 8
I LK BEe FHds ZEACdAY M3
6" FAfRL Mitke]l Al #Haol /Y HEAEY 7
Bl tErste] ol EffRelslE RS "X
Frt

chgol] Bl & (1) w2 () wm EaR
BEHHESHE Cpot Cupf vhest zho] o
ket oA EEEEAS oA ge
stx, RO WHWEEAS &K 6,09 0.3 3
"l ol Cpst Cue g3k o] el A

N

t}.
El
Clz=‘2“r(291+ 02) +C1°= —€,4,

2E]
Cau= T, (205+6,) +Cq°= —e,0,

o] Rz 2H 6,7 6,9 ;L& RItd 1A
T L FE g4 Chel Gkl MRRA B Co,
G Cug ¢ 4 97 Besh ol B

{(2a,4+1)C,*—a,Cy%

C.a= 1
12 142a;,+2a,+ 3a,a,

lczxz 1+2a1—|—21a2+3a1a2 {2, +1)C;)°—a,C,%

sl BET MRt Coed Cud FHS 4
% B. Johnstons} E.H. Mount K —pgsk
o] Rk BBl —BARoE YEHE T o4
A & vk AL gEel

R.K. Livesley[G= 19644F el #H= =29 =
& “Matrix Method of Strnctural Analysis,”2®
ol A HiBhel IHoMIEEE] FriE WHEEMEAY
ol Esle] StiffnessE FHEIG . &K
H A% GiEEEAs HHmEEAY 2o
Holshs 29wl Bes EEst s Aoe RESY
o} Zelx & il fFAE ReYE M
BHue MR EEA 499 KRS &%
Atk BB = RE A4S RS g3 2

o} vbebleh.
1
¢=4EKkM
FlE —‘é—fﬂ; HiBG Al EiBs Bell gol4l, &%



—_ 1 U .
¢A——mMA‘§l = iEKE, Mp2 T+ &

s+ el RS webe] gsk ME —kIMED fRel
A& ohrl, KBk (Iterative method)
€ EAst KBRS FREAA= BEw
wie RRA MRSIL o] 59 MAE kelm
24 VBT BEY- HENRET fk

3ka+dkaks
2k

0] =
P:¢ S

Mys=4EK

6a + 2EK

g2 7 g

ol Al EiRtol MAMBA it Hslok &
K7 B #MAlE Matrix2 e Mns
HE M3h Fiel A9 EiEEEA ¢ 9 A EE
B RIS HARS Bol dduw chgsl 3ol

ek,

2kaky

.
3 fs+6EK ._ifﬁ‘_‘?fékLR

ERE
= 28Kk ZZ» A ((3+4kg)0a+ 2kaOp+3(1+ 2k5) R)

M= 2EK kg

{8 k=2(1+kA)(1+kB)—.;_

‘—k——{(3+4kA)03+2kAﬁA+3(1 +2k) R}

o1 Ly qadly 1 1
E=2(155) (4 5g) — 5 =55 (1204264 32)
n 3, 4 _ 38+2
Statdbals =30t 55 = “oap
1
Dhaly =5k
hatObghy=+ 2. L= A11

2a ' 2a’ 28 228
2 HEz o] &e KA EE MRS

( £ , , l

J MAB:ﬁ%{\35+2)0A755—3(ﬁ71).R)}
9 -

!\M S -{(8a+2)6p+64—3(a+1)R}

2 x5 d 4, #F B. Johnstons} E.H. Mount /i
Foh mEe R —EEA 94 ok

Steeve R. Lionbergers}: William Weaver, Jr.
KT 1969%F BRI W3 VANA BRI R
a9 BB EMESZY EdA ves 2
o] Efist vt

giBhe] HAMIEEUY BBV WEA BistE
WELE AWM BB HEY KfA 1olE, 29
B e B > tEd KY REdrkn
Sha, I EEA-S EiEe] ¥dle] Flexible slrlzn
BESFA . 22l A 2ol A Action-
DisplacementBth & vFel il & iR JEfRIZC]
n 2 Step-by-Step methodE FHsle, 2=
A9 R EBEE - mH A wmE
£FPo = BTt 7 #ME Reomes @k
s o}

Ml 49 MoEESS MR Sti-

ffness7t % & Sei% Sexhe E#stE Springe.
2 ovhe T BERREE 29 TS M
2 BEstd S nEA, HMmrsnEs K
& Bwusch BUSEacR Jehy EE
Sk Springg iR FEeow IUREY
t}.

R~ e Witk Matrixz ¥, ##AB
of $shel MuAIRE 4AA ¢, BETH @
S BEEY Mapsh Mpa®) R Hishe) 2w
chgst o] .

1
(MAB: 25] ‘le‘(zeskﬁA+05+Besz)
J
‘ E
Mpp= 211_1%(2335034‘191\4‘392513)
B ERl 4 R ##AB] E#EfAE el

e=12¢;ex+4(e;+ex) +1



ez;=2ej+1, ezr:2ek+1y
€3;=3¢€;+41, éx=3er+1,

El1 El
G="TI5v  e=g5 %

Moa= 35570k, 1 ky) 7 2hi3

o} el HoA4 FRH RK. Livesleygel K}
Ze R 53, oel4 x B Johnstonzk E.H.
Mount@ K7t s —RAE —HEFE ¢
& 9o "k

Lk #8353t B. Johnstons} E.H.Mount i/
Kot FEE —fRe] = BEE olFa gleo
o} J.C. Rathbun, E. Lightfoot,® R.K. Liv-
esley¢} S.R. Lionbergers} W. Weaver,Jr. 7
RE% #K7T 58 XNEL £ o —#ke
2 e Zold F gS& ofvh ol AR Hifhe]
MoRlEESal 1E8, Slope-Deflection Equation
< FEsE BAREY o 2rle Aoz nlFo]
EiEs] RSl Sl

2 v EEE A RPANAE o] 3%
Holl dAA Higol BESA < B
AV 7)o BEsShd &2k H
o o fine BEMZRRE S #

+ 1BF
A=y
T

TEE %

= Se=4EKk= ==l o]l#] S.R. Lionkergerf%
O] MRS ERell Se;=4EK%H Sck=4K Iks
= fRASY nzd, Bk

EK __EK _ 1

a9l o el SAEEA ool 975 T 1BER th
Sejy ool Sek—ooz AAY & gm, webA ek:_yg_
e;—09 e,—02 ¥ Zol7] o Foll e=ey—ey= °
emon=12 Ho4 HBTONERE (L e= m}efkg +e (4,, +Ilk‘) +l
o] FERMIER HEERY K3k —FEHA R _ 3+4(katk) +4kaks
t}. YN
ol Al EiFsel msiAl RSREF Mozt St ey= 2 11=Lt2k
ol Aol MESHE nitHel 77%011 s sy 4hs 2ha
WA 62 oldelt BARMEAHES en= 112
Stiffness7} Scel Springe = L}E}ﬂr} geoenrnz M o
49 Bithe M=Scd2 febf Aol = Aol 63":2%;“:3_:154?_
t} o] BIHEES R.K. Livesley= M=4EKkp= 5 dy
el o] glon e SR. Lionbergerfd Spring o =1
2] Stiffness S¢oF R.K. Livesleye] £s19) EiFR & zho] ¥lm g
Mas= 3+4(1§ffkt§i34k,;kg { Z(SZ'ejkB) fatls + 3(12+k2k5) R
T (34 48) 0, 2h0 314 2 )
4EK ks

{(3+4ky) 05 +2ks0a+3(1+2E,) R}

MoRIESREY Q= 29l 2 3% #FA
Pet= Aol oArlol EHE c}E EHEA
BB ol WMOoMBEEEY EHES EE
Vo R s shA 3 iR HstE gk
o] MIMIEA il Mt ERE HHE
] bR o EIRES  EHETES  SHe
eF el
J. Sterling KinneyK & 19574 R =

98 =2 “Indeterminate Structural Analysis”26)

o4 Gimiel WHREE B EHRITE
E9RE HRES A4 G3E HiEE B

o =% AEE 2ol Foh

Fig.1.6o] glol4 BMiszfFsl MRS 4B
T AH43 Afﬂoﬂ BEtA AR oathe
WIS o 27 R4NES FAAAD
shel, Biel EHfS KRR KRR g



;<

Fig. 6

7R Aelwh ZRAd AF BHE WHBEE
7k fodl WA D =, B Hise
EEA fo BRI FHOR fh=(1—fa) 2
=4 gonl Gtk B EMEAR Bl
= wEtet FRoE Sl de MmEEAd
2slE ESRE Med A AF 2
SRS Y B old AW EEAE 0
aAZ $A Bl Atle 5 2L St
dek 2SR ESL EmE e geh A z}sﬂ ok 4
Acleh. el shdel stol Afisk Bl m4WE
% A 44 e 2ol ek

[\]

wu rlo

5]

’ ]
My= 451 S8 fa= ZELfB 'R

E
My= 351 Oa + % ZEIfB 6a=(3+/3) LI Oa

284 el Apite B‘“iifﬁ] BB L

My _ 2E1fg/L 2fs
My GB+f)EIL)  3+[s

w Aol 9ol A9 Stiffness

My El
2 5] o] A& Biio] mARES HBe 7t B
ALy g oo gre 30 o) mer

7;] E]LE_ 7:{0] ’E]— Dl— Oﬂ A[m]A %%MU%AF;

7t fadl B Afel  SlelA e AHERY  Stiff-
ness_fA—qylalz 2 3 Aolx =i o]AL

AA SEZEe Bt Er FEEE HES £ IS
Zelet.

WoBEEEY &5 Ll

faQl AB#S) Himel elAe BMEEERZS

HEE et shd ol 2 Widmel SEEEE

1 £8Y FEME £& Cu'2d Cu'st
7o

ol RS

[

Ris

thg-3h ol she] skeked Alvh. £ Biell 2ol Al
o f39] BEES ERESY Biidl (1-f3)Cea’2t:
DRl EE G ot KRR ERAAZS T
g dhd Affend FFERoYUEE (ng}A)x

A—f3)Caa®2 =t & QAo zm AfS faol
Rt HEe EZEte] olwols Afdl Can®St
R Frez nemE (1-f)CuE FA 4
ek 284 3 ol Biez] FE 29

mes (2 ) 4-f)Cwz S5t s 2

3+ fa

o she] Azt Biel gl MAEEHES
E Cush Canls & M1 Q1A #4 A 1
B9 e aRnE RdAT &% Best

et

Can=/faCas’+ (

o]

M B L

—_—
DN

3_{}A ) (1—f8)Can°

Con=/5Csa"+ ( 2/

=) 1=fCust

EEEES FHMEeTE il Fﬁ o B
Foll {78t Al Z BIERE BERE v HED
ko) 288 o & gvh ukuiA Hgmﬁﬁ
4 @ A, ERHESFLE RESZ ed
o] A 713k BESL AA Zolm ¥ty F2R|
o2 EEHIE HES = HEfd MER QA

il

N



AU, &4 TS Fike] vl stzaE K
BeE A AR Aolct. 25w, FHECZS W
SRR st Fu HEM EH®RFI
EtE slokd Aolrh m A FEEA, 15
%THE 20% ELEY HEE &Y F U
B/EY WWEsT Bl sk vk oeElehe #
Bho] WARIEA BMEREY BN Bt
BESY WEE Reviewstgol v} o] & W
Feol A= R ol fiEeE ket o] TRI
Bl oA gevhe Bir vl A4 EH=
Ei%ES] MoRESES s AL XL 2 ER
ol sl v AENQl METREY EHRE
Prke BUE o gon) MERRR oS Be
of ®lF7] = gch

2 £ x K

1. Batho, C., and Rowan, H.C.,

“Investigations on Beam and Stanchion
Connections,” Second Report, Steel Struc-
tues Research Committee, Dept. of Scienti-
fic and Industrial Research of Great
Britain. H.M. Stationery Office, London
1934. pp. 61~137.

2. Baker, J.F.,

“The Stress Analysis of Steel Building
Frames,” Second Report, Steel Structures
Research Committee, Dept. of Scientific
and Industrial Research of Great Britain,
H.M. Stationery Office,” London, 1934,
pp. 200~241.

3. Brandes, J.L., and Mains, R.M.,

“Reports of Tests of Welded Top-plate
and Seat Building Counections,”

Jr. AWS, Welding Research Supplement
Vol. 23, March, 1944, pp .146~165.

4. Hechtman, R.A., and Johnston, B.G.,

“Riveted Semi-Rigid Beam-to-Column
Connections,”

Progress Report No. AISC, 1, Committee
on Steel Structures Research, Nov. 1947.

5. Johnston, B.G., and Mount, E.H.,

“Analysis of Building Frames With
Semi-Rigid Connections,”

Trans.,, ASCE, Vol. 107, 1942, pp. 993
~1018.

6. Lionberger, S.R.,

“Statics and Dynamics of Building
Frames With Nonrigid Connections,” thesis
presented to Stanford University at Stan-
ford, Calif.,, in April, 1967, in partial
fulfillment of the requirements for the
degree of Doctor of Philosophy.

7. Munse, W.H., Bell, W.G., and Chesson,
E Jr,

“Behavior of Riveted and Bolted Beam-
to-Column Connections,”

Trans., ASCE, Vol. 126, Part T, 1961,
pp. 729~749.

8. Rathbun, J.C.,

“Elastic Properties of Riveted Connec-
tions,” Trans., ASCE, Vol. 101, 1936,
pp. 524~563.

9. Johnston, B,G., and Mount, E.H,,

“Designing Welded Frames for Contin-
uity,” the Welding Journal, Vol. 18, No.
10, October, 1939.

Welding Research Supplement, pp. 355
-$-374-s.

10. Johnston, B.G. and Hechtman, R.A.,

“Design Economy by Connection Rest-
raint,” Engineering News-Record,

Vol. 125, No. 15, October 10, 1940,
pp-484~487.
11. Lionberger, S.T., and Weaver, W.]r.,

“Dynamic Response of Frames With
Nonrigid Connections,” J, ASCE, Vol. 95,
No. EMI, February, 1969, pp. 95~114.

12. Baker, J.F.,

“Method of Stress Analysis,” the First
Report of the Steel ;Structures Research
Committee, Dept. of Scientific and Indu-



strial Research of Great, Britain, p. 179,
Second Repor1, p. 200.
13. Johnston, B.G., and Green, L.F.,
“Flexible Welded ' Angle Connections,”
J. AWS, October, 1940. pp. 402~405-s.
14. Lyse 1., and Gibson, G.J.,
“Welded Beam-Column Connections,”
J. AWS, Research Suppl., pp. 34~40,
Vol. 15, No. 10, October 1936. and pp.
2~9 Vol. 16, No. 10, October 1937.
15. Lyse, 1., and Schreiner, N.G.,
“An Investigation of Welded Seat An-~
gle Connections,” J. AWS, 14(2),
Research Suppl., 1~15(February, 1935)
16. Johnston, B.G., and Deits, G.R.,
“Tests of Miscellaneons Welded Build-
ing Connections,” September, 1941.
17. Lawson, H.,
“The Design of Welded Seat angle Con-
nections,”
J. AWS, Vol, 14, No.6, p.23, 1935.
18. Wilson, W.M.,
“Tests to Determine the Feasibility of
Welding the Steel Frames of Buildings
for Complete Continuity,”

J. AWS, Vol. 15, No. 1, pp. 28~38, 1936, .

19. Lyse, 1., and Mount, E.H.,

“Effects of Rigid Beam-Column Conne-
ctions on Column Stresses,”

JLAW S, Vol. 17, No. 10, pp.25~31, 1938.

20. Wilson, W.M., and Moore, H.F.,

“Tests to Determine the Rigidity of
Riveted Joints of Steel Structures,” Univer-
sity of Illlinois Bulletin No. 104, 1917.

21. Young, C.R., and Jackson, K.B.,

“The Relative Rigidity of Welded and
Riveted Connections,” Canadian Journal
of Research, Vol. 11, p. 62, 1934.

22. Wilson, W,M., and Maney, G.A.,

“Wind Stresses in the Steel Frames of
Office Buildings,” Bulletn No. 80, Engin-
eering Experiment Station, University of
Ilinois, 1915,

23. “The Analysis of Engineering Struc-
tures,” by Pippard, A.].S., and Baker, J.
F. Longmans, Green and Co., New York,
N.Y., 1936.

24. L RSN WRESRIM B ER
HARBERGRICRESR F1275 BR414E9IA

25. {LESEA : BETER - KETEBORE (1)
HABSFEGRAEER H1815% IHFI463F

26. “Indeterminate Structural Analysis,” by
Kinney, J. S., Addison-Wesley Publishing
Company, Inc. 1957.

27. “Moment Distribution,” by Lightfoot, E.,
Wiley, New York, 1961.

28. “Matrix Methods of Structural Analy-
sis,” by Livesley, R.K., McMillan Com-
pany, New York, 1964.

29. “Design of Steel Structures,” by Gay-
lord, E.H., McGraw-Hill Book Company,
Inc. 1957.

30. “Statically Indeterminate Frameworks,”
by Hickerson, T.H., University of North
Calorina Press, 1937.

31. “Theory of Modern Steel Structures,”
by Grinter, L.E., Vol. 2, McMillan Co.,
1937.

32. Wilson, W.M., Richart, F.E., and We-
iss, C., “Analysis of Statically Indeterm-
inate Structures by the Slope- Deflection
Method,” Bulletin No. 108, Engineering
Experiment Station, University of Illinois,
1918.

33. ZRFEHE  EENE W Smmt EimsE

M. RE % BENBOERMERET> ) X~

5)7LE, PRTN42E



