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Abstract

The failure of the building is not the consequence of the not strong enough elements of the structure in the majority of the cases,

but the bracing elements inappropriate places. We consider a 4 x 4 and 4 x 5 braced frames to understand the connections between

the lateral stiffnesses, and bracing graph to achieve the stiffest and the more safety design. In our consideration, we study those

relationships that based on our frame using their finite element analyses and some new result in optimizations of structural design.

We offer some conclusions, including perspectives and future developments in the rigidity of scaffolds and tall building as symmetrical

and grid-like bar-joint frameworks.
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1 Introduction

In this study, we investigate the scaffolding assembled on
construction; to use discrete optimization, we try to predict
the rigidity or the stiffness of the ideal square grid frame-
work and to determine the maximal displacement of the
structure.

The goal is to establish not the measures but the struc-
ture of the framework to prevent accidents as the collapse
of improperly structured bar-joint scaffolding and in a tall
building.

We offer some conclusions, including perspectives and
future developments in the rigidity of scaffolds and tall
building as bar-joint frameworks.

Failures of the scaffoldings, stand structures, and tall
building led to the versions of national standards [ 1-7]. The
Scaffolding structures made from prefabricated components
such as modular scaffolds, and scaffolds made from steel
tubes fitting some joint-type object [8—11] or bamboo [12].
Comparing the European practice, we found that tube-and-
fitting scaffolds used a variety of different system.

This paper shows that braced scaffold structures fail pri-
marily by not adequate structural design instead of elas-
tic instability. Some of the designers put the bracing ele-
ments inappropriate places. Harung et al. [13] constructed
model single story tower scaffolds, which were loaded by

dead loads on the top. A stability-function [14, 15] based
finite element program to analyze the structures. However,
in the models, all joints were either pinned or fixed, and no
eccentricity of either member or connection was included —
the later research show new result of the stiffness for some
scaffolds [16].

The deflection analysis of multi-story frameworks uses
the analysis of the scaffolding if they consider only the shear
loading of the structure, i.c., this consideration neglect the
lateral movements that are combined with rotation.

The mathematical problem of parallel beams intercon-
nected by cross bars in tall buildings frameworks was pre-
sented in [17]. The method was applied to wind load. The
author disregards the effect of the axial deformation of the
columns or beams or both of them. Similarly, the theoretic
result of Maxwell [18] for the frameworks that consist of
ideal bars and joints presents a necessary and sufficient
assumption for the rigidity of the arbitrary framework.
For periodical structures in the 3-dimensional space was
given a better characterization by Bolker and Crapo’s one
story building and in the case n-story building of Radics,
and the annex building of Nagy [19-32]. Numerous meth-
ods were published for the stability of periodic frameworks
as bracing, shear walls, cores, or actuators [5, 33—43].
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Zalka presented practical results in [44—46] and nearly in
[47—49], which can determine the maximum deflection of
multi-story buildings. These results used the continuum
method and gave a useful general practical application.
Some other considerations as discrete methods as simu-
lation and FEM provide the characterization of the stability
for the given but could be general enough configuration.
The aim of our paper is:
» To revisit the accuracy of the procedures based on the
results of the test cases 4 x 4 structure in papers [16].
» To present the usefulness of the discrete method for
the lateral stiffness of the two and three-dimensional
braced grid-type structure.

2 The Braced 4 x 4 Frameworks

The wind and earthquakes loads of buildings are the main
challenges for structural engineers to increase the height
of the building keeping the displacements under control
and cover expenses. The tallest buildings consist of the
well-designed structural system, that we can use model-
ing by bar-joint systems that easy to produce and to build,
although the manufacturer and the assembly workers go
against this statement. Innovative design, building meth-
ods, combined with the reinforced materials as high-
strength concrete widely used in high-rise buildings and
scaffolding [1, 3, 13-15, 50—60].

2.1 The properties of the elements of the structure

The structures are regular, i.e., the properties of the ele-
ments of the structure do not change the height, and the
horizontal beams and the vertical column can rotate freely
around the connected joints in case that will be considered
by FEM. In this case, the deformations are small, and the
material of the structures is linearly elastic.

In the braced bar-joint framework, the bracing arrange-
ments will decrease the lateral displacement and raise
the stability. Perhaps, the Steel bracing has the stiffest
construction in resisting lateral loads. The Reinforced
Concrete frameworks also a good candidate to resist the
statical and the dynamical lateral loads. Many results
showed that the braced frame with strong enough elas-
tic bracing elements resisted higher lateral loads than the
moment frames see the left picture of Fig. 1, the bracing
element and provided the stability of the all building. On
the right, a "reinforced" concrete framework with shear
walls that could regard as good practice in design, since
the consequence of the high loads of the collapsing the struc-
ture remained intact most places, but it was catastrophic
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Fig. 1 On the pictures, we can see the frameworks of the demolished
buildings without diagonal braces. In the top picture, a wooden
framework, that lost their walls as braced elements at the 1995 Kobe
earthquake (photo by Michio Miyano) [62]. In the picture below we
can see the side view of the building that lays on its front side at 2016
earthquake Tainan, southern Taiwan (captured picture from [63]). We
can see both of the cases the shear deformation of the structure

in the practice of the quality management [61]. Designing
the 2-dimensional braced frames for an acceptable seis-
mic and wind load is the first step in the development of
designing high buildings.

2.2 The two-dimensional case
For the lateral stiffness of bar-joint square grid frame-
work, we use diagonal bracing elements. In this paper, we
consider the effective arrangement of brace members for
stabilizing the structure and making stiffer frameworks.
The optimal arrangement of bracing elements in a
framework is a multidisciplinary problem that has been
studied using distinct approaches. One is based on statics
concepts, the second is the computer-based optimization,
and the third one is the approach of combinatorial optimi-
zation. The basic concept of the first two methods consid-
ers the physical and geometrical (sizes) properties of the
structures. Generally, the topology of the structure is given.
The optimization provides the sizes and the materials of the
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Fig. 2 On the left up and down, we can see the two frameworks with the two greatest displacements, with the normal forces (perpendicular to the

cross-section) of the elements. On the rights, the displacements are visualized of the stories

member, using loads in a defined bracing system. It does
not significantly improve structural efficiency disregard-
ing the topology optimization. The results of combinatorial
optimization for bar joints structures give useful input to
find the optimal bracing patterns. The well-known brace
configurations are shown X, V, K mega bracing patterns.
The [8, 16] consider a 4 x 4 braced frame to understand
the connections between the lateral stiffnesses, and bracing
patterns to achieve the stiffest design. In our consideration,
we study those relationships that based on a four-bay and
four-story braced frame using their analyses. Similarly, we
placed two bracing elements arbitrarily in each of the stories.
The authors put the two diagonal braces into four locations
(flats) in each of the stories. Hence the number of cases is

4
[2] =6. )

There are two directions of the diagonals; hence, the
number of cases are multiplied by four. Hence, the number
of all cases is 24* possible arrangements in their consider-
ation, and our there would be the number of the possible
arrangements 24° = 7962624 in our review.

In this study, we also consider the steel pipe assembled
scaffolding, in the plane, we reconsider the four-story build-
ing framework to test how they response lateral loads by
finite element analyses.

Comparing the responses of the frameworks in the
regards of the earlier consideration of the calculated dis-
placement in [16], using the Axis VM 13 structural analy-
sis with the linear method in our consideration, there was
almost full accordance with five digits.

On Fig. 2, we can see our FEM model of the 4 x 4 build-
ing. The diagonal braces are under tension and compres-
sion loads. On the right, we can see the deformation of



Fig. 3 We can see the three scaffolding frameworks with the largest

displacements that possible in the lateral direction if we use the same
number or diagonal braces

the elements, and the maximal displacement readable on
the upper right corner of the building. On the left-hand
side of the FEM, figures show the forces of the bars — is
compression, + is the tension in Newton. The right-hand
side picture of the FEM figures shows the horizontal
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displacement of the endpoint of the last slab elements of
the floor in mm-s. The movement of the framework is
visualized in the right picture with an affinity map to the
displacements of the original framework. The bars con-
nect by joints and to the ground also. The bending rigidity
of the bars is the same, the geometry also the in the case
of columns and beams, steel S235, and the loads are 500—
500N in the right horizontal direction in the upper corner
point in central force manner. Hence, the exact measure
of the date is insufficient. The calculated displacements
can change the ratio of the loads, in the case of elastic
deformation, i.e., neglect the overstrain of the framework.

We can see the frameworks which present the largest
displacements in Fig. 2. Hence they are the less stiff con-
figuration of the scaffolding. However, they have used in
the architectural industry, see the pictures of Fig. 3. The
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Fig. 4 On the left up and down, we can see the two frameworks with the fewest displacements, with the normal forces of the elements. On the right,

we can see the displacements of the stories
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Fig. 5 On the left up, we can see the graph that shows that in the case of 22 pieces of diagonal will be the smallest displacement to unit mass of the
optimal 4 x 4 framework. On the right, we can see the corresponding braced framework

diagonals are in the same columns above each other, and
our calculation showed that these are one of the less rigid
configurations. However, they are stiffer than we do not
use any diagonals as the building on Fig. 1.

The frameworks, which present the smallest displace-
ments show a mega-diagonal pattern. We verify that the
mega X brace is the stiffest brace pattern.

It is evident that if we use more diagonals than the min-
imum movement of the all possible pattern will be smaller.
Hence we get a stiffer structure. On the right of Fig. 5,
we can see the maximal stiffness of framework, which are
braced not less than eight symmetrical diagonals. On the
right picture, we can see the greatest stiffness in the ratio
of the mass M of the used elements (8—32 diagonals, 16
beams and 20 column that are increased by their length).
Bottom of the left we can see the table, that first two row
adapted from [16]. M is the sum of the length of the used
elements in the braced structure, which proportionate the
mass of the scaffolding where #B means the number of the
used diagonal braces.

Confront this right-hand side pattern of Fig. 5 with the
upper framework of Fig. 4 we ask the next questions:

1. Why are there fewer diagonals on the first floor than

the uppers?

2. Why are these patterns different from the pattern of
the optimal cantilever that is considered in for exam-
ple in [64, 65]?

Another important question is raised:

3. Can we find a good characterization that describes
the deflection of an n-story two-dimensional build-
ing in the function of the bracing patterns, and one
or more lateral loading force?

3 The Braced 5 x 4 Frameworks

Some of the standards or their guide, for example, the OSHA
Guide [4, 66] show the tube assembled scaffolding on Fig. 6
with two long-braces on the inner side and the outer side of
the 5 x 4 frameworks scaffolding.

3.1 A false practice and a corrected mistake

In the guide of the OSHA standard, the long tubes are fixed
to the left columns down and fixed to the right columns up.
If the left-handed side columns are not fixed to the ground,
then the force F, could lift the first column, (some other
mistakes in these and other standards are mentioned in [6]).
The signed connection of the next picture solved this
problem, another case we have to fix all column, it is also
important in the case of low traction.

A

.\
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o

Fig. 6 On the left, we can see a picture of a suggested scaffold from the

guide of OSHA standard. On the right, we can see a revised scaffold in

a picture of Scaffolding eTools [66] site which is also controlled under
the OSHA[4], but the guide of the standard has not changed yet
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Fig. 7 In the middle, we can see the rigidity graph of the lefthanded
2-dimensional five-story square grid building, the node of the ground
floor is bigger than the others. On the right, we can see the finite
element model of the 3-dimensional scaffold of the Guide of OSHA [4]

In [16] study the 256 symmetric one and select the bests
and the worsts patterns of the total patterns are reviewed.
However, we test a four-bay and five-story structure sim-
ilarly, because of the precedent of the standard of OSHA
U.S. Department of Labor [66].

We consider the 2-dimensional 5-story building that we
can see on the left in Fig. 7 is simpler than the 3-dimen-
sional scaffold, their FEM designed projection we can see
on the right-hand side of this figure.

3.2 The rigidity of the 2-dimensional building

This section will review the methods of determining con-
nection and section properties, followed by examining
scaffold and falsework models as 2-dimensional building,
finally reviewing scaffold and falsework safety.

Firstly, we give a simple model to decide the rigidity of
the ideal structure, where the elements are not deformable.

Let the bracing graph of the 2-dimensional braced
building the next:

Definition: Each of the slabs of the stories including the
ground floor and the ceiling of the upper story correspond
a node, and there will be an edge with multiplicity k in
the graph between two nodes if there are & pieces diagonal
braces between the corresponding slabs (or upper ceiling).

There is a light colored diagonal brace in the c-th story
3-rd flat on the left picture of Fig. 7. For this reason, there
is a light colored edge in the bracing graph in the middle of
Fig. 7. Between nodes which correspond to the c-th floor’s
slab D-th and ceilings of the ¢-th floor or slab C-th. There
is a long brace on the left-hand side building, for this rea-
son, there is a long edge between the corresponding nodes
ground node F (larger node) and the ceiling node A.

The next theorem describes the kinematic properties of
the braced 2-dimensional n-stories building crosslinked
by long diagonals as bracing elements (diagonal as short
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brace, or real long diagonal as sections between two joints
as grid points, whose endpoint coordinate difference may
be greater than one as long brace). Similar results are pub-
lished in [67-73] for periodical frameworks.

Theorem 1: the two-dimensional square grid building
using some long diagonals as bracing elements is infinites-
imally rigid, if and only if the bracing graph of the two-di-
mensional building is connected.

Proof: the consequence of the not deformable elements
if there is an infinitesimal horizontal displacement one of
the slabs (or upper ceiling) then there is the other slab (or
upper ceiling) that connect to the former one with bracing
elements. Hence, we get to along bracing elements to the
ground floor. It is fixed that imply the other slab also fixed.
Conversely: if the bracing graph is not connected, then
there are at least two components, just one they include
the node of the ground. The corresponding slabs of this
component will be infinitesimally fixed to the ground. The
other slabs can move independently of the ground floor; the
framework is not rigid.

Consequence 1: This theorem describes the rigidity of
an ideal structure, but inefficient for deciding the displace-
ment in the case of real structure. It is obvious from the
result of section second; the displacement depends on the
bracing pattern, while the bracing graphs of the 2-dimen-
sional braced buildings are the same in the considered cases.
However, this model is a good candidate to decide the
safety of the bracing elements of the structure.

3.3 The safety of the 2-dimensional building

The redundancies of the bracing elements are substan-
tially from the safety point of view of the framework [74].
Real frameworks consist of redundant connections. In the
earlier section each of the floor there were two bracing ele-
ments if one of this element is lost than the others hold the
rigidity of the building.

The framework is safety if some of the elements col-
lapse while the remainders have kept the rigid structure
yet, i.e., its bracing graph is connected in our case. Similar
problems are significant and well-studied optimization
problems in graph theory, and network analysis [75].

Let the definitions of the braced safety of the braced
building the next one:

Definition 1: The braced structure is s order safety
braced if any of the s—1 pieces of bracing elements are
ruined then the framework is infinitesimally rigid, and
there are s pieces of bracing elements, which are ruined,
then the framework is infinitesimally not rigid.
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For the braced building, if there are two bracing ele-
ments in each story than the building is second order rigid,
but not in third order since both of the bracing elements of
one of the floor are ruined, then the framework is not rigid.
The framework on the right-hand side picture of Fig. 5 is
4-th order safety braced.

The connectedness of the bracing graph of the 2-dimen-
sional n story building characterizes the safety of the brac-
ing structure, but not characterizes the safety of the build-
ing, because we assumed that the column and beam are not
ruined under the loads. They have to remain unhurt in any
cases of loads in our cases.

Theorem 2: The 2-dimensional braced # story building
is s order safety braced if and only if the bracing graph is
s-th order edge connected.

Proof: if the bracing graph is s-th order edge con-
nected, then after the catastrophe that ruined s—1 pieces of
bracing elements there remain least one on each floor that
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is unhurt. If there is an infinitesimal displacement one of
the slabs (or upper ceiling), then there is the other slab (or
upper ceiling) that connect the former one with one of the
bracing elements that remain unhurt.

If the bracing graph is not s-th order edge connected, then
there is least two component after the catastrophe that ruined
s—1 pieces of bracing elements. The corresponding slabs of
the components can move independently of each other.

Consequence 2: The 2-dimensional braced n story
building using diagonal braces (not allowed long braces)
is least s order safety braced if there are at least s pieces of
diagonal braces on each floor.

3.4 The real 2-dimensional 5 x 4 building

On the right-hand side of Fig. 8, we can see the FEM model
of the OSHA Scaffolding. In this section, we focus on the
displacements 5 % 4 buildings. We consider the stiffness of
this object to find the bracing pattern that gives the minimal
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Fig. 8 On the 5-th floor, we copy the bracing pattern of the 4-th floor. On the left, we can see the normal forces in the bars; they are the same in the

diagonal bars disregarding the compression or tension, hence the difference of the maximal displacement independent from the displacement that is

given from the diagonals



response regarding the horizontal displacements of the
upper right corner of the building. These horizontal loads
consist of two forces at the upper corners mimicking the
wind or seismic loads. As we can see in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9,
the given response of the five-story two-dimensional build-
ing is nearly two times more in the case of the same loads.

The optimization could show that the mass of the brac-
ing material decreases the height of the building (see ques-
tion 2, at the end of section 2). The upper parts of the struc-
ture became slim the consequence of the decreasing torque.
The number of the bracing elements is growing in the lower
parts of the building where the torque is the most. If we are
disregarding the two diagonal brace per floors assumption
than the likely distribution of the diagonal braces would be
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3,2, 2, 1 raising the floors respectively in case of the 4 x 4
building, and 3, 2, 2, 2, 1 in the case of 5 x 4 building. The
verification of these conjectures is not to hard work after
we find the convenient Script features of the FEM software.
The pattern optimization of the case of the cantilever is a
very similar object as we can see in Fig. 9, where we can see
one of the most stiffer patterns of the 5 x 4 building.

In these cases, the patterns are more similar, than the
structures of nature or the architecture like pine trees or the
pyramids.

The results of the 5 x 4 building showed that the upper
framework in Fig. 9, and Fig. 10 was more effective, with
a 25 % reduction in lateral drift or requiring about 75 %
less bracing steel.
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Fig. 9 On the 5-th floor we also copy the bracing pattern of the 4-th floor in case of the stiffest structures. On the right, we can see the normal forces

in the bars
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Fig. 10 On the left picture the 5-th floor we also copy the bracing pattern of the 4-th floor in case of one the stiffest structures.
On the middle cases show better patterns regarding the horizontal displacement, we can see the normal forces in the bars on the upper row and the

exact displacements in the bottom row

The middle patterns of Fig. 9 show a similar trend as
the optimization of the cantilever in [65] or the diagrid
pattern some skyscraper.

The above result is in the 2-dimensional space, there
are few results in 3-dimensional optimizations, so even
if we are designing with a 2-dimensional structure and
extrude it along the z-axis in the 3-th dimension.

4 Application in the 3-dimensional space
Some of the optimization algorithms are developed to find
the optimal member sizes for a given braced frame; they
increase the forces of the loads or decrease the size of the
members. An appropriate algorithm examines loads of all
element and feedback at the weakest links [1, 6, 14, 35, 52,
53, 56, 65, 76, 77]. We could find the optimal bracing pat-
terns also in this manner.

The used brace pattern form in case 3-dimensional
building X, V, 4 or K capital letters [16] similarly than the
stiffest plane pattern in the earlier sections.

4.1. The rolled up the ideal 2-dimensional braced
structure
Let us roll up our 4 x 4 braced ideal plane structure into the
3-dimensional space. Hence we get 1 x 1 x 4 spatial cubic grid
framework as a 4-story building with bracing elements. The
slabs of this framework will be rigid. Similarly, we could
roll up an n x 4k braced plane structure into the 3-dimen-
sional space, and we get a k x k X n cubic grid framework as
an n-story building, the slabs of this framework will also be
rigid. We can present the next theorem for these ideal bar-
joint frameworks; we denote them rolled up frameworks.

Theorem 3: If the diagonal braces (least two on each
floor) are symmetrical position in the n x 4k braced plane
structure, then the rolled up 3-dimensional k£ X k x n cubic
grid framework as an n-story building will be rigid in the
case of shear deformation.

Proof: we have to prove there is no shear any of the
floor and any of the direction x or y the consequence of
the statement of the rigidity in case of shear deformation.



Contrary put the case that there is shear in one of the floors
into the x horizontal direction. In this case, there are no
any bracing elements on this floor that prevent the shear,
i.e., there is no diagonal for example in the first £ column
and also there is no diagonal in the third £ column in the
plane structure. In this case, there is no diagonal in the
fourth k£ and the second & column, since they are symmet-
rical to the recent columns. Hence, there are no diagonals
on this floor; it is impossible because there are at least two
bracing elements on each floor. Hence, there are diago-
nals both of the direction, one of them prevents the shear
motions into the direction x or y; its reflection prevents the
shear motion into the other direction y or x.

Easier we can find an example in the case of not sym-
metrical plane pattern when the rolled up framework
could be rigid or not. If there are diagonals on each floor of
the rolled up framework on the neighboring fagade, then
it is rigid in case of the shear deformation. What does this
mean in case of the n x 4k braced plane structure? A group
of least three diagonals is on the same floor is denoted by
alternated, if the integer of their serial numbers divided by
k are least three different number. In the cases of concen-
tric force, there could be rotation besides the shear defor-
mation. Hence, the framework could collapse. The next
theorem gives a good characterization for the building that
has rigid slabs.

Theorem 4: If the diagonal braces (least three on each
floor) are alternate position in the n x 4k braced plane struc-
ture, then the rolled up 3-dimensional k x k x n cubic grid
framework as ann-story building withrigid slabs will berigid.

Proof: there is no shear any of the floor and any of the
direction x or y the consequence of Theorem 3. On each floor,
there are fixed least three facades against the share. Hence,
the corresponding least two corners are fixed. Hence, the
slabs are fixed to each other with the diagonals of the facades.

In the simplest 1 x 1 x n cases Kaveh and Radics present
good results. In the latter paper, we can find a good char-
acterization for the more general n-story building with the
tools of combinatorial optimization, in these cases, the slabs
consist of bar and joint square grids.

4.2 An almost "real" 3-dimensional building under
eccentric load

From 1989, the SZIE Ybl Mikloés Faculty of Architecture
and Civil Engineering in Budapest have been model The
Great Exhausting that was established by Karoly Zalka on
other international structural spaghetti competition [78].
Towers, columns, cantilevers, beams, or bridges have been
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designed for these events. The aim of the competition to
find the model that the relative fracture loads are highest.
The project: Create a tower with 700mm height, with max-
imal 120mm X 120 mm regular polygon cross-section, and
the load on the top of the tower with 50 mm eccentricity.
In the 1999 competition, a model of Gabor Drindczki on
Fig. 11 was tested. The mass of the structure was 54,5g
and the fracture force 3,13N; this was one of the mod-
els, which were fractured upper than the connection of
the fracture object. http:/mechanika. On the left side of
Fig. 11, we can see the model that similar to a rolled up
building. Disregarding the reinforced first and upper floor
which provides the adequate distribution of the loads we
can see the one of the discussed five-story building. We
regard the primal framework 5 x 4 Mega X-braced struc-
ture superposed the bracing elements of the front part of
the construction. We could regard the latter front part of
the building as an erected plane cantilever. On the middle
picture of Fig. 11, we can see the model during the load-
ing. In the middle part of the structure, we can see the bent
vertical elements the consequence of the bending moment
that was implied by the eccentrical load.

On the right of the Fig. 11, we can see the structure
after the fraction, which could be prevented using some
extra bars that hold the bent vertical bar against the defor-
mation. We can see the missing horizontal bars from the
building likely the consequence of the decrease of the
mass and the missing normal forces in the FEM mod-
els. Considering the structure, we identify rigid tetrahe-
dra connected along their edges. These edge connections
enable rotations around them. However, these rotations
are constrained by the vertical bars that are reinforced in
the front of the building.

Fig. 11 On the left side, we can see the original model, in the middle

during, and on the right after the loading. The left-sided direction of the
load is eccentric (the thick cable just for the safety of the model)
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Remarkable that the structure of our simple 2d braced
framework or the spaghetti model mentioned above is
reflected in some new diagrid type tall building as Bank
of China Tower, Hearst Tower or Poly International Plaza.

5 Conclusions

The stability of the grid-type braced bar-joint frameworks
was considered. We list the contribution of our work to the
advancement of the knowledge, technology, and safety, and
who will take advantage of our results and in what ways.

5.1 The contributions

A very near published result of scaffold structure based on
FEM [16] has been considered. The deformation of them
frameworks and the maximal displacement on the upper
right corner of the building has been verified. We asked
some question at the end of section 2., which leads to a better
understanding ofthe motion of the scaffolds and tall building.

In section 3. we consider the deformation and the maxi-
mal displacement of framework 5 x 4, and we have drawn
the reader’s attention for a false practice guided by the
OSHA [4, 66]. We presented the definitions of the braced
safety of the braced building and stated a new theorem that
characterizes the safety of the building.

We provide a new condition for the rigidity of the
rolled-up three-dimensional scaffolding structure applied
some further diagonal brace of its faces in section 4.

Considering the real 3-dimensional structures under
fracture load, we can connect the behavior our structure
with the verified result of [16], contrary to the general
method of the practice we show the optimized structures
which are at least four times better than those that were
used earlier regarding the horizontal deflections.

5.2 The advantages
Who will take advantage of our results and in what ways?

The researchers who will answer the asked questions at
the end of section 2, could provide new results which lead
to a better understanding of the motion of the scaffolds
and tall building.

It is necessary to change the safety engineering prac-
tice of scaffolding rising so far the consequence of the
described false practice of the OSHA guided scaffold as
we consider in section 3.

The structural designer or software designer using the
characterization of the rigidity of the braced scaffolding
and the two or three-dimensional grid-like bar and joint
framework by graph-theoretic results could decrease the

complexity of the stability analysis. These results provide
useful inputs to the further optimization methods in topol-
ogy optimization and the design of the tall buildings.

References

[1] Beale,R.G."Scaffold research—Areview", Journal of Constructional
Steel Research, 98, pp. 188-200, 2014.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcsr.2014.01.016

[2] CEN"BSEN 1993-1-1:2005. Eurocode 3, Design of steel structures:
part 1.1: general rules for buildings" British Standards Institution,
London, United Kingdom, 2005.

[31 Gunel, M. H., Ilgin, H. E. "A proposal for the classification of struc-
tural systems of tall buildings", Building and Environment, 42(7),
pp. 2667-2675, 2007.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.BUILDENV.2006.07.007

[4] OSHA, U.S. Department of Labor "A Guide to Scaffold Use in the
Construction Industry", Washington, DC, United States, 2002.

[5]1 Patil, D. M., Sangle, K. K. "Seismic Behaviour of Outrigger Braced
Systems in High Rise 2-D Steel Buildings", Structures, 8(1), pp.
1-16, 2016.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ISTRUC.2016.07.005

[6] Prabhakaran, U., Beale, R. G., Godley, M. H. R. "Analysis of
scaffolds with connections containing looseness", Computers &
Structures, 89(21-22), pp. 1944-1955, 2011.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2011.03.016

[71 Liew, J. Y. R., Balendra, T., Chen, W. F. "Multistory Frame
Structures, Structural Engineering Handbook", (C. Wai-Fah, ed.).
CRC Press, Boca Raton, Florida, United States, 1999.

[8] Ji, T. "Concepts for designing stiffer structures", The Structural
Engineer, 81(21), pp. 36-42, 2003. [online] Available at: https://
pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bf73/eb3abebd8ec6a8d13a895a99617cde-
9cedbf.pdf [Accessed: 25.02.2019]

[9]1 Liu, H., Jia, L., Wen, S., Liu, Q., Wang, G., Chen, Z. "Experimental
and theoretical studies on the stability of steel tube-coupler scaffolds
with different connection joints", Engineering Structures, 106, pp.
80-95, 2016.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J. ENGSTRUCT.2015.10.015

[10] Youssef, M. A., Ghaffarzadeh, H., Nehdi, M. "Seismic performance
of RC frames with concentric internal steel bracing", Engineering
Structures, 29(7), pp. 1561-1568, 2007.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J ENGSTRUCT.2006.08.027

[11] Yu, W. K., Chung, K. F., Chan, S. L. "Structural instability of
multi-storey door-type modular steel scaffolds”, Engineering
Structures, 26(7), pp. 867-881, 2004.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J. ENGSTRUCT.2004.02.006

[12] Yu, W. K., Chung, K. F., Chan, S. L. "Axial buckling of bamboo
columns in bamboo scaffolds", Engineering Structures, 27(1), pp.
61-73, 2005.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2004.08.011

[13] Harung, H. S., Lightfoot, E., Duggan , D. M. "The strength of scaf-
fold towers under vertical loading", Structural Engineer, 53(1), pp.
23-30, 1975.

[14] Beale, R. G. "Review of Research into Scaffold Structures", In:
Civil Engineering Computations: Tools and Techniques, Saxe-
Coburg Publications, Stirlingshire, United Kingdom, 2007.
https://doi.org/10.4203/csets.16.12


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcsr.2014.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.BUILDENV.2006.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ISTRUC.2016.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2011.03.016
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bf73/eb3abebd8ee6a8d13a895a99617cde9ce4bf.pdf 
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bf73/eb3abebd8ee6a8d13a895a99617cde9ce4bf.pdf 
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bf73/eb3abebd8ee6a8d13a895a99617cde9ce4bf.pdf 
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENGSTRUCT.2015.10.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENGSTRUCT.2006.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENGSTRUCT.2004.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2004.08.011
https://doi.org/10.4203/csets.16.12

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

(21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

He, Y., Zhou, X., Liu, J. "Dynamic property and seismic per-
formance of square-based membranous latticed shells", Soil
Dynamics and Earthquake Engineering, 43, pp. 25-32, 2012.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.s0ildyn.2012.07.024

Yu, X., Ji, T., Zheng, T. "Relationships between internal forces,
bracing patterns and lateral stiffnesses of a simple frame",
Engineering Structures, 89, pp. 147-161, 2015.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2015.01.030

Chitty, L. "On the cantilever composed of a number of parallel
beams interconnected by cross bars", The London, Edinburgh, and
Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science, 38(285),
pp. 685-699, 1947.

https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444708521646

Maxwell, J. C. "L. On the calculation of the equilibrium and stiff-
ness of frames", The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical
Magazine and Journal of Science, 27(182), pp. 294-299, 1864.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786446408643668

Bolker, E. D., Crapo, H. "How to brace a one-story building",
Environment and Planning B: Planning and Design, 4(2), pp. 125—
152, 1977.

https://doi.org/10.1068/b040125

Bolker, E. D. "Bracing Rectangular Frameworks. II", SIAM
Journal on Applied Mathematics, 36(3), pp. 491-508, 1979.
https://doi.org/10.1137/0136037

Bolker, E. D., Crapo, H. "Bracing Rectangular Frameworks. 1",
SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, 36(3), pp. 473—490, 1979.
https://doi.org/10.1137/0136036

Nagy Kem, Gy. "Bracing rhombic structure by one-dimensional
tensegrities", Meccanica, 52(6), pp. 1283—-1293, 2017.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11012-016-0477-0

Nagy, Gy. "Rigidity of an annex building", Structural and
Multidisciplinary Optimization, 22(1), pp. 83-86, 2001.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001580100126

Nagy Kem, Gy. "Tessellation-like Rod-joint frameworks", Annales
Universitatis Scientiarum Budapestinensis de Rolando Eotvos
Nominatae, Sectio Mathematica, 49, pp. 3-14, 2006. [online]
Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266958988
Tessellation-like rod-joint frameworks [Accessed: 25.02.2019]
Nagy Kem, Gy. "Diagonal bracing of special cube grids", Acta
Technica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae, 106(3—4), pp.
256-273, 1994. [online] Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/266361309 Diagonal bracing_of special cube grids
[Accessed: 25.02.2019]

Nagy Kem, Gy. "The Rigidity of Special D Cube Grids", Annales
Universitatis Scientiarum Budapestinensis de Rolando Eo6tvos
Nominatae, Sectio Mathematica, 39, pp. 107-112, 1996. [online]
Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268252534
The rigidity of special d cube grids [Accessed: 25.02.2019]
Nagy, G., Katona, J. "Connectivity for rigidity", Studies of the
University of Zilina. Mathematical Series, 24(16), 2010. [online]
Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/267437886
[Accessed: 28.02.2019]

Radics, N. "Rigidity of multi-story buildings", Discrete Applied
Mathematics, 115(1-3), pp. 187-198, 2001.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-218X(01)00224-4

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

(44]

Kovacs and Nagy Kem | 349
Period. Polytech. Civ. Eng., 63(2), pp. 338-351, 2019

Radics, N., Recski, A. "Applications of combinatorics to statics—
rigidity of grids", Discrete Applied Mathematics, 123(1-3), pp.
473-485,2002.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-218X(01)00350-X

Recski, A. "Applications of combinatorics to statics — a second sur-
vey", Discrete Mathematics, 108(1-3), pp. 183—188, 1992.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-365X(92)90673-4

Recski, A. "Matroid Theory and its Applications in Electric Network
Theory and in Statics", 6th ed., Berlin, Heidelberg, Springer,
Germany, 1989.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-22143-3

Recski, A. "Bracing cubic grids — a necessary condition", Discrete
Mathematics, 73(1-2), pp. 199-206, 1988-89.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-365X(88)90148-3

Ellenbroek, W. G., Hagh, V. F., Kumar, A., Thorpe, M. F., van
Hecke, M. "Rigidity Loss in Disordered Systems: Three Scenarios",
Physical Review Letters, 114(13), 2015.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.135501

Jordan, T., Domokos, G., Toth, K. "Geometric Sensitivity of Rigid
Graphs", STAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 27(4), pp. 1710—
1726, 2013.

https://doi.org/10.1137/110860872

Kaveh, A. "Graph theoretical methods for efficient flexibility analysis
of planar trusses", Computers & Structures, 23(4), pp. 559564, 1986.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-7949(86)90099-4

Kaveh, A. "Topological transformations applied to structural
mechanics", Computers & Structures, 63(4), pp. 709718, 1997.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0045-7949(96)00069-7

Kaveh, A., Hoseini Vaez, S. R., Hosseini, P., Ezzati, E. "Layout
Optimization of Planar Braced Frames Using Modified Dolphin
Monitoring Operator", Periodica Polytechnica Civil Engineering,
62(3), pp. 717-731, 2018.

https://doi.org/10.3311/PPci.11654

Kaveh, A. "Structural Mechanics: Graph and Matrix Methods", 3rd
ed., Research Studies Press, Exeter, United Kingdom, 2004.

Kaveh, A. "A combinatorial study of the rigidity of planar struc-
tures", Acta Mechanica, 62(1-4), pp. 189-196, 1986.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01175866

Kaveh, A. "Optimal structural analysis", 2nd ed., John Wiley &
Sons, Hoboken, New Jersey, United States, 2011.

Mitschke, H., Robins, V., Mecke, K., Schroder-Turk, G. E. "Finite
auxetic deformations of plane tessellations", Proceedings of the
Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences,
469(2149), 2013.

https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2012.0465

Mohr, D. P, Stein, 1., Matzies, T., Knapek, C. A. "Redundant robust
topology optimization of truss", Optimization and Engineering,
15(4), pp. 945-972, 2014.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11081-013-9241-7

Patil, D. M., Sangle, K. K. "Seismic Behaviour of Different Bracing
Systems in High Rise 2-D Steel Buildings", Structures, 3, pp. 282—
305, 2015.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2015.06.004

Zalka, K. "Global Structural Analysis of Buildings", 1st ed., CRC
Press, London, United Kingdom, 2000.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203184295


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soildyn.2012.07.024 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2015.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786444708521646
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786446408643668
https://doi.org/10.1068/b040125
https://doi.org/10.1137/0136037
https://doi.org/10.1137/0136036
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11012-016-0477-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001580100126
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266958988_Tessellation-like_rod-joint_frameworks
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266958988_Tessellation-like_rod-joint_frameworks
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266361309_Diagonal_bracing_of_special_cube_grids  
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266361309_Diagonal_bracing_of_special_cube_grids  
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268252534_The_rigidity_of_special_d_cube_grids
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268252534_The_rigidity_of_special_d_cube_grids
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/267437886
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-218X(01)00224-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-218X(01)00350-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-365X(92)90673-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-22143-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0012-365X(88)90148-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.135501
https://doi.org/10.1137/110860872
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-7949(86)90099-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0045-7949(96)00069-7
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPci.11654
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01175866
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2012.0465
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11081-013-9241-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2015.06.004
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203184295

350 | Kovacs and Nagy Kem

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

Period. Polytech. Civ. Eng., 63(2), pp. 338-351, 2019

Zalka, K. A. "A simple method for the deflection analysis of tall
wall-frame building structures under horizontal load", The Structural
Design of Tall and Special Buildings, 18(3), pp. 291-311, 2009.
https://doi.org/10.1002/tal.410

Zalka, K. A., Armer, G. S. T. "Stability of large structures".
Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, United Kingdom, 1992.

Zalka, K. A. "Torsional analysis of multi-storey building structures
under horizontal load", The Structural Design of Tall and Special
Buildings, 22(2), pp. 126-143, 2013.
https://doi.org/10.1002/tal.665

Zalka, K. A. "Maximum deflection of asymmetric wall-frame build-
ings under horizontal load", Periodica Polytechnica Civil Engineering,
58(4), pp. 387-396, 2014.

https://doi.org/10.3311/PPci.7084

Zalka, K. A. "Maximum deflection of symmetric wall-frame buildings",
Periodica Polytechnica Civil Engineering, 57(2), pp. 173—184, 2013.
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPci.7172

Bacigalupo, A., Gambarotta, L. "A multi-scale strain-localization
analysis of a layered strip with debonding interfaces", International
Journal of Solids and Structures, 50(13), pp. 2061-2077, 2013.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.1IJSOLSTR.2013.03.006

Badoux, M., Jirsa, J. O. "Steel Bracing of RC Frames for Seismic
Ret-rofitting", Journal of Structural Engineering, 116(1), pp. 55-74,
1990.

https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9445(1990)116:1(55)
Btazik-Borowa, E., Gontarz, J. "The influence of the dimension
and configuration of geometric imperfections on the static strength
of a typical fagade scaffolding", Archives of Civil and Mechanical
Engineering, 16(3), pp. 269-281, 2016.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acme.2015.11.003

El-Ariss, B., Zaneldin, E. "Optimal arrangement for an efficient scaf-
fold support system", International Journal of Structural Engineering,
7(1), pp. 89-125, 2016. [online] Available at: https://www.inder-
scienceonline.com/doi/abs/10.1504/IJSTRUCTE.2016.073684
[Accessed: 28.02.2019]

Chilton, J. "Space Grid Structures", 2nd ed., Routledge, Abingdon,
United Kingdom, 2007

Dobé, P, Domokos, G. "Computer-Aided Geometric Sensitivity
Analysis of Plane Trusses with a Square Grid Topology", Periodica
Polytechnica Electrical Engineering and Computer Science, 58(2),
pp. 55-68,2014.

https://doi.org/10.3311/PPee.2207

Fateh, A., Hejazi, F., Jaafar, M. S., Karim, 1. A., Adnan, A. B.
"Design of a variable stiffness bracing system: Mathematical
modeling, fabrication, and dynamic analysis", Soil Dynamics and
Earthquake Engineering, 80, pp. 87-101, 2016.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SOILDYN.2015.10.009

Friedman, N., Farkas, Gy., Ibrahimbegovic, A. "Deployable/
retractable structures towards sustainable development", Pollack
Periodica, 6(2), pp. 85-97, 2011.
https://doi.org/10.1556/Pollack.6.2011.2.8

Friedman, N., Ibrahimbegovic, A. "Overview of Highly Flexible,
Deployable Lattice Structures Used in Architecture and Civil
Engineering Undergoing Large Displacements", YBL Journal of
Built Environment, 1(1), pp. 85-103, 2013.
https://doi.org/10.2478/jbe-2013-0006

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

(71]

[72]

[73]

Ghaffarzadeh, H., Maheri, M. R. "Cyclic Tests on the Internally
Braced RC Frames", Journal of Seismology and Earthquake Engi-
neering. 8. pp. 177-186, 2006. [online] Available at: https://www.
researchgate.net/publication/228704374 [Accessed:28.02.2019]
Mabheri, M. R., Sahebi, A. "Use of steel bracing in reinforced con-
crete frames", Engineering Structures, 19(12), pp. 1018-1024, 1997.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0296(97)00041-2

Yan, S., Castillo, M. "Taiwan earthquake: Tin cans found in the
construction of toppled high-rise", CNN, 2019. [online and video
online] Available at: https:/edition.cnn.com/2016/02/08/asia/tai-
wan-earthquake/ [Accessed:28.02.2019]

Maki, N., Tanaka, S. "WHE Housing Report", Earthquake
Engineering Research Institue (EERI), Oakland, California,
United States, Rep. 86, 2019. [online] Available at: http:/
db.world-housing.net/pdf view/86/ [Accessed:28.02.2019]
Almasy, S., Wang, K. "5 dead after magnitude-6.4 earthquake
shocks Taiwan" CNN, 2019. [online and video online] Available
at:  https://edition.cnn.com/2016/02/05/asia/taiwan-earthquake/
[Accessed:28.02.2019]

Kaliszky, S., Logo, J. "Optimal design of elasto-plastic structures
subjected to normal and extreme loads", Computers & Structures,
84(28), pp. 1770-1779, 2006.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2006.04.009

Lo6go, J. "On the optimal layout of structures subjected to prob-
abilistic or multiply loading", Structural and Multidisciplinary
Optimization, 48(6), pp. 1207-1212, 2013.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00158-013-0975-9

OSHA U.S. Department of Labor "Scaffolding eTool", [online]
Available at: https:/www.osha.gov/SLTC/etools/scaffolding/sup-
ported/tubeandcoupler.html [Accessed:28.02.2019]

Baglivo, J. A., Graver, J. E. "Incidence and symmetry in design
and architecture", Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom, 1983.

Gaspar, Zs., Radics, N., Recski, A. "Square grids with long "diag-
onals" ", Optimization Methods and Software, 10(2), pp. 217-231,
1998.

https://doi.org/10.1080/10556789808805712

Gaspar, Z., Radics, N., Recski, A. "Rigidity of square grids with
holes", Computer Assisted Mechanics and Engineering Sciences,
6, pp. 329-335, 1999.

Ito, Y., Kobayashi, Y., Higashikawa, Y., Katoh, N., Poon, S-H.,
Saumell, M. "Optimally bracing grid frameworks with holes",
Theoretical Computer Science, 607(3), pp. 337-350, 2015.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcs.2015.07.062

Roth, B. "Rigid and Flexible Frameworks", The American
Mathematical Monthly, 88(1), pp. 6-21, 1981.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.1981.11995175

Owen, J. C., Power, S. C. "Frameworks Symmetry and Rigidity",
International Journal of Computational Geometry & Applications,
20(6), pp. 723750, 2010.
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218195910003505

Power, S. C. "Crystal Frameworks, Symmetry and Affinely
Periodic Flexes", New York Journal of Mathematics, 20, pp. 665—
693, 2014. [online] Available at: http://eprints.lancs.ac.uk/70172/
[Accessed:28.02.2019]


https://doi.org/10.1002/tal.410
https://doi.org/10.1002/tal.665
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPci.7084
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPci.7172
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IJSOLSTR.2013.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9445(1990)116:1(55)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acme.2015.11.003
https://www.inderscienceonline.com/doi/abs/10.1504/IJSTRUCTE.2016.073684
https://www.inderscienceonline.com/doi/abs/10.1504/IJSTRUCTE.2016.073684
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPee.2207
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SOILDYN.2015.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1556/Pollack.6.2011.2.8
https://doi.org/10.2478/jbe-2013-0006
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/228704374
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/228704374
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0296(97)00041-2
https://edition.cnn.com/2016/02/08/asia/taiwan-earthquake/
https://edition.cnn.com/2016/02/08/asia/taiwan-earthquake/
http://db.world-housing.net/pdf_view/86/
http://db.world-housing.net/pdf_view/86/
https://edition.cnn.com/2016/02/05/asia/taiwan-earthquake/ 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2006.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00158-013-0975-9
https://www.osha.gov/SLTC/etools/scaffolding/supported/tubeandcoupler.html
https://www.osha.gov/SLTC/etools/scaffolding/supported/tubeandcoupler.html
https://doi.org/10.1080/10556789808805712
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcs.2015.07.062
https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.1981.11995175
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218195910003505
http://eprints.lancs.ac.uk/70172/ 

[74]

[75]

[76]

Zhang, H., Chandrangsu, T., Rasmussen, K. J. R. "Probabilistic
study of the strength of steel scaffold systems", Structural Safety,
32(6), pp- 393-401, 2010.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strusafe.2010.02.005

Frank, A. "Connections in Combinatorial Optimization", Oxford
Lecture Series in Mathematics and Its Applications, 8, Oxford
University Press, Oxford, United Kingdom, 2011.

Kaveh, A. "Topological properties of skeletal structures",
Computers & Structures, 29(3), pp. 403—411, 1988.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-7949(88)90393-8

[77]

(78]

Kovacs and Nagy Kem | 351
Period. Polytech. Civ. Eng., 63(2), pp. 338-351, 2019

Obiala, R., Ivanyi, P., Topping, B. H. V. "Genetic algorithms
applied to partitioning for parallel analyses using geometric enti-
ties", In Computational Fluid and Solid Mechanics, pp. 20782081,
2003.

https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-008044046-0.50510-8

Ybl Miklés Epitéipari Miiszaki Féiskola, "Az 1989-es “NAGY
OSSZEOMLAS” verseny", (The 1989 “GREAT COMBINATION”
competition) [online] Available at: https://www.ymmf.hu/index.
php/hu/keptar/modellepito-versenyek/223-nagy-osszeom-
las-verseny-1989 [Accessed: 28.02.2019]


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strusafe.2010.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/0045-7949(88)90393-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-008044046-0.50510-8
https://www.ymmf.hu/index.php/hu/keptar/modellepito-versenyek/223-nagy-osszeomlas-verseny-1989
https://www.ymmf.hu/index.php/hu/keptar/modellepito-versenyek/223-nagy-osszeomlas-verseny-1989
https://www.ymmf.hu/index.php/hu/keptar/modellepito-versenyek/223-nagy-osszeomlas-verseny-1989

	1 Introduction
	2 The Braced 4 × 4 Frameworks
	2.1 The properties of the elements of the structure
	2.2 The two-dimensional case

	3 The Braced 5 × 4 Frameworks 
	3.1 A false practice and a corrected mistake
	3.2 The rigidity of the 2-dimensional building
	3.3 The safety of the 2-dimensional building
	3.4 The real 2-dimensional 5 × 4 building

	4 Application in the 3-dimensional space
	4.1. The rolled up the ideal 2-dimensional braced structure
	4.2 An almost "real" 3-dimensional building under eccentric load

	5 Conclusions
	5.1 The contributions
	5.2 The advantages 


