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Fig. 1. Introduction of Triple Friction Pendulum A) Geometry [1] B) Behavioral Diagram [1] Intro-
duction of Triple Friction Pendulum A) Geometry [1] B) Behavioral Diagram [1]
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Fig. 2. Ultimate Behaviors of TFP A) Ultimate Contact [2] B) Uplift after Ultimate Contact [2] C)
Uplift in The Middle of Isolator Behavior [2]
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Fig. 3. TFP Components and Parameters [1]
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Fig. 4. Free Body Diagram of TFP Components A) Sliding Forces [1] B) Inertia and Contact Forces [1]
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Table 1. Validated TFP Characteristics [1]
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Table 2. Dynamic Properties of Superstructure Associated With a Isolator [16]
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Table 3. Characteristics of Selected Accelerometers in This Study
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Fig. 15. The Proposed Conversion Coefficients for Non-Ultimate Model Superstructure Drift
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