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Experiments on the Performance of Thin Steel Plate Structures Using One-side Bolt
Part2. Test Results of BH shaped steel Beam
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In this paper, the test results of BH steel beams are compared as the final failure pattern, load-displacement curves and maximum
load.
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a) Compared for continuous fillet weld and intermittent welding
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b) Compared for difference the way jointing of thin steel panel
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¢) Compared for difference of direction of through beam
Fig.3 load-displacement curves



