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Moment-Rotation Relation of Steel Connections with Fixed-End Restraint
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The actual behavior of joint is traditionally disregarded in steel frame design. In fact, the
structural analysis of steel frames is generally carried out by assuming that joints fulfil the
ideal condition of either a hinge or a fixed-end restraints. In this way, calculations are made
somewhat simpler, but the structural model
response. Therefore, steel frame classification
behavior of steel frame should be established, and range that each connections belongs should
be divided definitely. This research presents
through investigation and analysis of steel frame beam-to—column classification system.
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Abstract

realistic and practical moment-rotation relation

not able to reflect the actual structural
system for estimation or analysis about
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