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panel-steel plate which su

d to static and fatigue loads respectively, were in atéd with both numerical and

experimental methods. Different parameter sets of hybrid joint specimens v@@lgned and fabricated. Static and

fatigue four-point bending experiments were implemented to study the b Strength, stiffness and failure modes

of joints. ABAQUS and MSC. Fatigue softwares were also adopt iomrlate their failure characteristics. The in-
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ted that fatigue cycles with smaller loading amplitudes have little influence on their loading capacities.
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