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A Study on Control of twist Response by Oil Damper Arrangement Method
Part 3 Relationship between the Vibration direction of the mode and the maximum value direction of the
response in the two-axis eccentricity
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Abstract: From the previous result, when we compared the model on which the damper was installed on the first and
second floor, it was found that the vector sum of the first floor can be suppressed from the second floor. In this research,
from the analysis results of the time history response, we use the same way and same model in the two-axis eccentricity.
Focusing on the relationship between the vibration direction of the mode and the direction of the maximum value of the

response.
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Figurel Model Without Damper
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Figure2 Model with Damper
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Figure3 3D model

Table2 Vibration direction of mode
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Figure4 El Centro 1940 NS Without Damper
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Figure5 El Centro 1940 NS Damper(2-6)
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Figure8 BCJ-L2 Damper(4-8)
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Figure9 BCJ-L2 Damper(8-12)
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