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Change in response value of building due to breakage of viscous damper
On the response increase due to the loss of viscous damping
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Abstract: The vibration control damping device developed in recent years may exceed the input energy assumed at the
time of designing. The study of Masaki Tsuji’s team argued that if the brace breaks before the time when the building’s
response is maximized, the maximum response will be larger than when the damper is not installed. we would like to
clarify the cause in this paper.
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Figure5. Analysis result
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Tablel. Study case
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Table3. Increase rate of response displacement
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