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the world (Kelly 1994; Warn apd Ryan 201 2000). or doubl
Applications |nclud s chos Foun investigated b uthors (Fenz and Constantinou 2006;
useum in Abu Dha ; Morgan and Mahin 2010; Lu, Wang, and Hsu LT F

Centern
%j rof bridge Japan a j 06). When compared to single concave isolators, th
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G d theone m ding system wij
1 E.. i i i gﬁ@m ffectlve radju %u to
ffective ra %} tto ; surfaces.

However, it is |m to n e geometric and
the single and double sliding
y affect the variability of the coefficient

et al. 1990; Chang et al. 1990; Mokha et al. 1991 a; Tsop
1996; Dolce et al. 2005; MatsagarandJ 2008) Later

primarily focused on anal mg the ori
proposed S|mpl ﬁ’ net and Filiatrault
nd Paul 2000; 5 , mostly due to the velocity and cycling effects
yi E] a et aI 2004, nsequence, a double concave isolator has a dlff Lﬁﬂ-
T F atanalyzeds rformance with respect to a theoretj I)’iq ngle
aIso r &n eficy of cave isolator, with the @r s arising from_the Dc,
u et al. 1990; Chang et al. 1990). wing: m H
11) presented comparable dependency of )thﬂg mlon in a doub ﬁ isdjalio ccur
coefficient on variations of the vertical loads and peak i ly on two surfi lg g velogi

velocity when using single concave isolators witmrocarbon
high-strength polymer slldlng sur cribed by

contact pressure and

Lomiento et al. (2013) o xperimental data
was able to ev IT of several ai eﬁ onthe eI’EV idi ' idi i | ﬂ_ 1
ﬂ%tl H). The mo % mdin effects -..% isolator is half the sliding velocity of its e ﬁmﬂ
c:f akaway effe ﬁlﬁe incre single Clgcave isolator); ﬁ:?
l E_ eqin t| nan ection reversal, 2) t iding motion at ¢ ea he double H (
AR th n of u forincreasing contact ge the one of g E
gessur {E’ the same I w
g effect’, i.e. the continued reduction of p with the e velocity of the sllderﬁ he
fast repetition of cycles due to the |ncreasmgt er, path b rter in comparison wi an single
of the sliding interface produced by ﬁ ﬁ ith same effectiv al properties;
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(Constantinou et al. 1990; Mgkha et al. prmaples%ﬁ ati onaI characteristics occurs
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The obtained results indicate th ﬁoﬂ'model is spectively, are different
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