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The Behavior of Tension Splices Fastened with Bolted Connections

=

Choi, Byong-Jeong

Abstract

The paper presented results of the strength distributions and tension failure behaviors of
splices subjected to tension forces. The bolting patterns in the tension splices are regular
and staggered patterns in the research. The finite element analyses were carried out to ex-—
amine the experimental results and evaluated the stress distribution patterns. The yield
stresses, maximum tension stresses, stress distribution ratios, and effective net areas were
analyzed through the tension experiments.

)
12
ol
28
82
T
r 3
N
0O

mE
mlo
o
)
3:
3
?.é
o =
Oi'ﬂ

Keywords : Tension failures, staggered pattern, regular pattern, net section area, net
section efficiency

A Z0of : AT, ARMX], AEujA], sHHEY, THEE
« R3S A7|heta A= me E-mail : bjchoi@kyonggi.ackr 031-249-9727
o E =R ti3 EZS 20001 3€ 31Y7HA TIE B
FAE 2000 78350 ERARE AAsAEU

HRPESACHES Mo Mis@es. 1) 225



A= Cochrane (1922)¢1 <
M Bx AFEHJTE Gaylord, Salmon & SIEH|
29 HE/] FEES /M4gz ARKIKGaylord et al.,
1992 ; Salmon et al, 2003). Davis &< (Davis
et al, 1939) ZQIES 4 Mo ZF(Gows of
rivets), ©2743 WiRel AdAH AF, ZHlE
ZRIES AF, Hle] & ”]iu 3ze] JIHHE),
& 5 . Brady (1933)=
wHe] Ha g -ﬂtﬂfﬂ 7]'%*3% T B AES S

“74]01] %ﬂr gt AEe Munse (1963)°] Al&HE At

o] Tk B IR MY THE O ES A
50“ g A+ ¢ o‘j’ﬂ«] o Sl Hate] A7t 73
Ho] gthHardash et al, 1985 Bennet et al,
1987 ; Kato, 2003).

ARG S FaA $HY RS A=A 4
e T SHEE 3 IAvddes HESI
A8e] At HludASE Heleln Gaylordol
s AXE THES dFET vlaste] 25 A%

7 V255 AHE-3FtHStrand 7, 2001). HE«] 484
< Zol7] HsllA 8EHY SolidgE AHEsHHa, 7+ &
Ao Af= 9 AEER Fig. 13 2tk

226 SRRAXSZICHE| M9 M15(2005. 1)

Fig. 1 88 & 2| solid element

e idds HsiA 3D Continum  Element
Group, Solid Continum Element Subgroup, 6 Degree
of FreedomsE AMESITE o9 rpazAlFE 045
£ 7Pk vk X AEY] 50 o)) blast HA

< PlaAAFT 0450)1de] 7hed AeR EHA
Aok (A4, 2003). HEHO RS point contact
elementE AFESHY o]S3ke] HES 1EsINTH (Fig.
2).

fien
HiEE

EF-2A 8 M (Blastic-plastic  analysis) < 93l
A von Mises's FEZHS AFESIN T, SE-HI T
< &AANRNAN 2 FEZR] 20AMPas ARSI
I ¥o]<&H](Poisson’s ratio)e 032 ARESIYTh
EE beam elementE AMESEISIAL, 7|50

FEEZY(11747 KNS =939tk Fig.
Hix)e} SAEH|Re] HHE G

ol
I
|

(b) A%l of + & Ef
Fig. 3 @zl & A=2ufx|2f oi 2



22 XAl

APA A AL AR 7)AA EAL Tors)
7] 9 FEHZES AAEAT AFAELS KS
B 03019 53 A3AS ARSIALh AMES 2~E

o]~ FA= 4 mm ot AilE, IEAE H 801
He 2% 24™3 Aoz Ueldth Table 19 &

AP ANE Attt 1AHEE =He oy
A wel g3Fe W Aoz dEA JrhARF,
194 5 A4, 1994, 244 92, 2000). =3
&R oo mEt Zxd zol7t Qe Aoz
TE v o (=97, 2RE, HAEYE, 2004). B 4
TFAXE 99 9 1HIIA ZUa, 2E= HE

IHxdS Stk

FN :Jhr

Table 1 Z Aol el¥ZT Aezdnt

A, 5400 Fy Fu Fu/Fy ANE

ol&¥, MPa 2942 353.0 0.85 345

iy

23 MedA ol "4

A9 7lEe 98l KNY w5 UTMS AHEst
A TDS-303& o]&ste] wFE =
3tk UIMelA 7HEE 352 AFEE FalA
s ASEHI, A8 FAl TDS-303S Sl A+

5 ASHEG H3e 489 V5EE Foko gdst
A ATt BEuX|(regular pattern)®t AR
X (staggered pattern) A@PA] FF L 74
Fig. 4% Fig. 59 YERTh.

o =

1
00 o o
50 56 100
o
% © 1
P
SeE— e
100 127 , 127 45,28, 1
| 600 L
4 7

Fig. 4 Mol x| MEA 2 &t

25 o o T
25
2 o O ooo 100
%5 i
P
T - e —»
| B00 |
1 i 1

Fig. 5 A =uf x| Aol et

APA Y] #2100 mm x 600 mmIFLE A3}
Atk MY sk ted] A2 olgste] At

P
slip/~ 1)

'

A7, Psvlmd §F o whAWe 4 Ni 2
Eo] 27)E9%E, u BHAS olt). £EREH&e
MunseZ} AAE &%E @A EEE R%Z 3
o guxst sluajRe] 48 SHe Table 2
of 25 uhe} ek

Table 2 A& &
EEH|X Line | Ale]AWZ ARA 54
FELE 12 123 RIL2, R2L2, R3L2
[RLR2R3) | L3 456 RIL3, R2L3, R3L3
Ll 12,34 SIL1, S2L1, S3L1
A=A L2 56,7 SIL2, S2L2, S3L2
(S1,52,53) > i i
L3 89,10,11 SIL3, S2L3, S3L3
SEZaHTN) SE I TA)
405 O 6 L3 |8 90O 10 11
1 Oz O3 2506 Of

L1 |12 O3 4

(a) YLul%|

Fig. 6 #Al0|X|2| F2te|R|, HS, stELet

HZPEEXCHES Mo Mi15(005 1) 227



2
o
2
rr
o
2
2
o
o
nli

& 2ol AelAe 4%

9l 54——}’3}1_01] %:'—l}ﬁ}‘}i‘:}(Fig 6) e SE¥ES

oo asae] A3E Fig 794 Fig. 100 23
217y =389tk Fig. 7oA vehd A3 vz
gufx|e] gEe BEFHA sEWEkE £AE
oilek(transverse  direction)o|A] §&o] & AHo=Z
eyt 39S 1304 oF 37IMPacllA  425MPa
ALZ Uegt)h ol AddM deatd fAe g
o7 motdet w3k 120 ME Alo)x)22] $x|oIA
336MPaz el

AGujx)e] HA=(strain)FhS Fig. 8 =319
ok L3elMe] ke oF 00632014 0096001 ol2&
o zA AAT} v FARE e Ak

Fig. 8 Ml x| 2| Strain

Fig. 9 A2t x| 2| Stress

Fig.10 S =8l X| 2| Strain

228 SRRAXSZICHE| M9 M15(2005. 1)

Fig. 9= Sxn H AH ol g SHEEES HYsF

SEHUAE oF 3BMPadllA 475

MPa9] 9ol Atk Figloe slmujx] AldA¢)

HYs BExs JepFn gtk @¥Eghe L2604
-

00761 011769 WIS groEA Azl =P
A wglth faace] ANNE slmaAEde

A% FEEUHIe] He 1264 2 $¥o] HE¥sE
el A9E bk

32 AlEAe 2-HHE S
) AGuAe) 28 MR AT
A

AR 7 29AE g wgwse) B
Figs. 11, 12 and 139 Z}7 =3ttt A%

SHEE
gauAe] S2e) Wake BATRNE HEHoR
Z7hS} BEFe) A 2470E AW F WEE

3

4 Wl 7o) Z2A vehd § F43 Fa99E
o7 dEe Yellth Fig 11914 Yehd RAHH
R19] FEAEE B3 MPadlA FEs= Zo= Y
ERgtal Hul$3- oF 481 MPa® YeRdTh

600

500
. 400
g
= 300
é
n

200

100

0 n
0 0.01 002 003 004 005 006 007 008 009 0.1
Strain
Fig. 11 R1A &R ol SH-HET
600
500 |
__________ ]

~ 400 F
g
P 300 —gauge 1 — -gauge 2
2

200 - - -gauge 3 — - gauge 4

100 F —gauge 5 =~ gauge 6

0

0 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 008 009 01

Strain

Fig. 12 R2 Alglxllo| S-Ha T



Fig. 12014 &E-3-8e oF 307 MPaZ Uehda,
Adelgsgde ok 476MPag YEldTh Fig. 139
R39] Az st §5-3H2 oF 378 MPaollA &
AetAs, HNIFsEHe < 48IMPaz it
A NS BEuR] A @A 9] L3olx o] W 3Y-HE
9] & Table 39 A=)stch

600

o
=}
=

IS
=3
S

— -gauge 2

- -gauge 3
— - gauge 4
— - gauge 5
- gauge 6

Stress (MPa)
N ow
28
g B

=
=

o

0 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 008 0.09 0.1
Strain

Fig. 13 R3A A ol S-HAET

Table 5 HLujx| AEA 2l 2t HO|X| HZolAMel HTF
23, L3 (MPa)

R1 R2 R3 Bt
APA 4 g4 g4 g4
Aol A s a5 g5 g5 -
g6 g6 g6
353 316 333
GBI =, Fy 353 302 373 348
368 302 378
431 476 4381
A4, Fu 431 476 4381 481
431 476 431

2) ARHjxe] $H-HPE AT

Simufx|e] Fe2 BEEHFE IGFAS AAAT
Fig. 1478 Fg 16714 $E31k Axajx] 4
Ao Wi FEATE 37460 MPaZ JER it
U ARTE 55210 MPaZ ERTh Simu)x]e)
L1, 12, L3dA9] Hi-g8-H3d= IAE 434 S1
9} S20 M= M3 AT UrE} o EE7} ARHlX]

2 A3 A9 AR ATE 1H s a9
2 o]ojF S BRIFYL. ol o|RoRE £HH
e 2HthE HIE fsdEe] AdelE d1Fo] WA
A== sS4 2 Ly7F WA gdd F2 HLAh

i ni rlo

600
500
- 400
% —gauge ] ——gauge2 -—gauge3
~ 300 —gauge 4 ——gauge 5 ——gauge 6
H
2 --gauge7 — - gauge8 ——gauge 10
n
PN T— gauge 11
100
0 L L s L L s L L L
0 001 0.02 003 004 005 006 007 008 009 0.1
Strain
Fig. 14 S1A & o S8-HE T HE
c
! —gauge] ——gauge2 ——gauge3
% 300 ——gauge4 ——gauge5S ——gauge6
g — - gauge7 — - gauge8 — gauge 9
200 e gage 100 gauge 11
100

0 L L L L L L L L L

0 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 008 009 01
Strain

Fig. 15 S2al g2 S-HA T

@
=3
3

o
=3
3

&
3
3

g ——gauge]l ——gauge2 —— gauge3

P 300 —gauge4d ——gauge5 ——gauge6

2 200 — - gauge7 —- gauge8 ——gauge9
e gaIge 10 - gauge 11

=)
S

=3

0 001 002 003 004 005 006 0.07 008 009 01
Strain

Fig. 16 S3& &AM 2| SH-HI L

HZPESAICHES Mo Mis(005 1) 229



33 Algdx e 85 F=d|e 2z

S1, S2, 2 S39] AN vepd FEZH E
%9 v 39 FxHolth Davis®] AT}olA
Y 7Pk BEELI)C $8o] WA AUEHI 3F
oA W EELDYFE £ AFAe stsol dl
g SEEIHT} golRte ARo|th

Table 4= ALGulx] R2 @A ook L)
2)e] FAFHL dteol FAFoE HEHE AoX
(456)eA Yvehd 139 o s gt
139 ¥¥S 139 Y #HoF roln Fapdst
AlZ tHnormalization). Al L3e] 100%2] &F
o] Med wf 120w oF 227%(12%T-&/ 3%
39)e] gYuto] AYHIULSS & F Utk Table 5
= ARAAY S2 AFAE AHE Bych A=H|H|
o] HA#FHL fFo| FAHoE HuEe AolA
(89,1011) oA Yehd 139 FHg SHFFS <
stk L2 2 139 22 609% 2 11%9] -$-&uto]
g5S & 4 UtHTable 5). ©& Davis® A$-

=
H a2 tEAR ZEdEe HH Sol=e 22 f
e

(¢}

o,

(R

(
o

Table 4 MU XA| R2o| BF SEZ
&%, MPa L3 L2
A, (481) 100% 2.21%

Table 5 G 2H{X|A| S22 WF2ER

&%, MPa L3 L2 L1
94 A, (554) 100% 60% 11%
A
3 | —
=
5
major slip
ik

Fig. 17 olng st&el 53

230 SRPEEXICHSIE| ®MoH M15(2005. 1)

34 olnEA e gzt

UREARL A A wILR(slip)o] A8k vl
e AE olgstd HIAER Atk
Fig. 172 v113815< hilinearS o834 -3l

ALujX|(Table 6)9F AXH|X|(Table 7)9 Hit
v 0613 06424 AREx) A@Ae vk
AG7E 2zt =A H7HE Ak

3.5 Efficiencyel HE

QoI Lol Bitgo] G4 oA A

el gttt & 93 UEhuAl Hed
o] LehHel F8(Net section efficiency)2kal 3t
o EHHES TS A AFe BAY 94
KD, &5 vl== WHEK2), F2=HAH digt A
o|A] HI&(K3), HoRHu(FTHA/ /g H oy
APHEA)(KL) 2 GEAZFEA] g FEHEAY
) 5 oloh

wep thest wol g 4t
992).

Jo
Ml
rd
-}
rlo

a

(Gaylor

A= KIRI3MAA, @

Table 6 0| 113 Al 5=(H Ll %)

R w1185k, MPa (KN) @A, T o
RIL3 358(143.2) 0.62
R2L3 307(122.8) 054
R3L3 378(151.2) 0.66
i 348(139.2) 061

Table 7 olnHA (R 28 x])

Ry w 11833}%, MPa (KN) W ZEAS, u
SIL3 401(160.4) 07
S2L3 392(156.8) 0.68
S3L3 309(1236) 054
B 375(150.0) 0.64




Kl 082+00032R (F¥74E, Rojx, K2
E g8 o)gslgermz 100tk K3E 16-70%
(A/A)E A8 Kis 1-DE 78 £ 9
o} Gaylord7} A|AIgE o] &4l HIFo] gh-Su) Ak
7} o] 2%kl o3t FETHAS HES Ay} Fdux|
(Table 8) @ SARHIX]|(Table 9) EFolA A& <3k
FaEHHAS e oz Hrt Hh

Table 8 RECHHME|W (YLl x|)

K Ar
35 A
; K1 K2 K3 K4 " 50 %/el;.
ul

RIL3 0.832 1.0 1.152 0.7 256 | 2482 1.817
R2L3 0832 1.0 1.152 0.7 256 | 2482 1.798
R3L3 0832 1.0 1.152 0.7 256 | 2482 1.816

B - | 2482 | 1810
Table 9 F2ctHAMH| W (4 2Hf x|)
K Ar
5 A
° Kl K2 K3 K4 4 A(2) YR
Far

S1L3 0.081 1.0 1.026 1.0 328 | 2763 2114
S2L3 0.081 1.0 1.026 1.0 328 12763 | 20983

S3L3 0.081 1.0 1.026 1.0 3.28 | 2.763 2.085
e Ein - 2.763 2.099
44 =

2 aToAE A RNz WeE <

AuAle AgAPe U H-NHE ATS A7

stk & A B9 thedt Lo Ard =9

ik

D feassite SN B4 23 oo SR
29 Ao gAREE FAP Lehtrh

2) B APEPNA et 2de 1ee waEn
Lo Aire BES s BEJ Y4
Qe 3% e AgAe] $o] ok 2
dekt Ao mHdd B¥YEE NFoz
o} 7%9] $Ao)} WAL

3)

4)

5)

Rt X &

8o FxHle ZAMT stFd AT EE
sHolA A JFuTe ABE YRl
L3, 12, L19] <22 §go] Agse e 3¢
=g

vngAge] HrrAn gEujx|et ARejA|7} B
S8 Aol QAT AR 9] AFATE R =
< 3k (9F 46%9] Aol UERAT:
Gaylordel] 9J3F f-awtHz o]2243 239
247, B AFe A ARMjx|9] o]&gte] A
HFHET O =4 PN 13%)E AoF HRlrh

o FMe

Aol A

B delre ok 299 g2 mulos Qs

urh PE9IF AP A BT g 2
7, 29 4, BES AT, Aol F 5
FgAom 1T We AYo| o)Fo] Ao} Hth
Az,

B ATE 0028 A7t SeaTe A9

@AME 200208000 SJstel FaEIRoR ol
WAE =gy,

ol

S
o1

b

ik]
Ho

234, A3 FFAR, BFEREFIA, Vol 15
No.4, December 2003, pp. 20-33.

A, “AHEES] npA g # 7|2A 477, o
=38ts] shednds] =23, 1994. 10.

HEE 3 T/S BEATAY, 734 4

ox
12
N

oy
P
1%
B K
[\

=

H
D
i

Bl ooy
J

. Cochrane, V.H, "Rules for Rivet Hole Deductions

in Tension Members”, Engineering New-Record,

IEExERCrEs Mo Mises. 1) 231

ror



No. 89, 1922, pp. 847-848.

7. Gaylord, EH, et al, Design of Steel Structures,
Third Edition, Mc. Graw Hill, 1992. p.131.

8 Salmon, C.G. and Johnson, JE. Steel Structures,
Haper Collins, 2003. p. 76.

9. Davis, Raymond E. Woodruff, Glenn B., and
Davis, Harmer E., “Tension Tests of Large
Riveted  Joints”, American Society of  Civil
Engineers, ASCE, May, 1939. pp. 805-857.

10. Brady, Gordon W., and Drucker, Daniel C,
“Investigation and Limit Analysis of Net Area
in Tension”, No. 296, 1953. pp.1133-1154.

11. AISC, Specification for the Design, Fabrication
and Erection of Structural Steel for Buildings,
AISC, 1961.

12. Munse, W. H., and Chesson, Jr. E., “Riveted
and Bolted Joints: Net Section Design”, Journal
of the Structural Division, Proceedings of the

232

ror

oSS M9A MI15(2005. 1)

—

Ja—

American  Society of Civil Engineers, STI13
1963. pp. 107-125.

. Hardash, S. G. et al, "New Design Criteria

for Gusset Plates in Tension”, Engineering
Journal, AISC, 2nd Quarter, 1985.

. Bennet, R. M and Shima Najem-Clark F,

"Reliability of Bolted Steel Tension Members”,
Journal of Structural Engineering, ASCE, No.
109, 1987. pp. 1865-1872.

. Kato, Ben, “Unified Strength Evaluation of

Bolted Joints of Shapes”, International Journal
of Steel Structures, Volume 3, Number 3,
September 2003. pp.145-154.

5. Strand 7, Strand 7 Program Manual, V.25,

2001.

(H=UAt - 20044 68 82) (F&)



