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This paper presents the resuts of the comparison between the U.S. and Japanese seismic design codes and provisions. Recently, the
seismic design codes in U.S. and Japan have been revised in seismic design force nonlinear dynamic procedures. The comparison
of the spectral response acceleration as the seismic design force and dynamic procedures between U.S. and Japan are presented, then

the structural provisions on steel construction are briefly introduced.
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