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Effects of Using HSS Effects of Using HSS -
Sectional Response
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Effects of Using HSS -
Frame Response
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Numerical Modeling
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Other Studies - MDOFs Comparison of Results
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Conclusions

= High-strength steel penalty:

15% on average for frames with all members
reinforced with high-strength steel

Decreases with number of stories (and number of
participating structural members)

= Needs to be compared with physical evidence




