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Fundamental Study on Seismic Design of Buildings Utilized Response Reduction Effect

Due to Uplift
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Previous researches pointed out that uplift motion during earthquakes can reduce seismic forces in buildings. But the current
standards or provisions does not take this beneficial reduction effect into account. In this study, problems to be solved for taking
account of reduction effect due to uplift are investigated. More specifically, two themes, design seismic forces in buildings allowed

to uplift and dynamic ultimate strength of soils regarding uplift, are studied.
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