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Story Drift of a Frame with Column Flange Bolted-Beam Web
Welded Double Angle Connections
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Yang, Jae-Guen Kim, Ho-Keun Kim, Ki-Hwan
Abstract

Frame is one of the most commonly used structural systems for the resistance of applied loads. Many
researchers have recently conducted their studies to investigate the effect of several parameters such aos the
connection flexibility, boundary condition of each support, beam-to-column sfiffness ratio. These parometers play

important roles on the characteristic behavior of frames.

A simplified spring model is proposed tfo obtain the sfory drifts of frames with various beam-to-column
connection stiffnesses in this research. A point bracing system with adequate spring stiffness is also suggested to
establish the relationship between the applied load and the resisting translational spring stiffness within the  limit

state of story drift.
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