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A Study on the deformation due to stiffness ratio of seismic isolation layer beams and the P-A moment
Application to the design that Considered Stresses during an Earthquake
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In this paper, we check the displacement due to the P-A effect of the Mid-story isolation structures. It is revealed that displacement is
not negligible as compared to the seismic force displacement.
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Table6 Input earthquake motion
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Figure3 P-A displacement / Seismic force displacement
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Figure4 Positional relationship by the suggestion design

of the stiffness ratio technique

Table8 k and the cross-section of the relationship
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Figure7 Indicated stress magnification by the past study
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Figure8 Stress magnification by the suggestion design technique
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