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Abstract6

Gridshell roofing constructions are favoured in modern engineering and architecture for7

their capacity to produce expansive, lightweight roofs using slender main structural ele-8

ments, yet their complex and costly fabrication limits broader adoption. The Multi-body9

Rope Approach (MRA) is effective in computing structurally efficient geometries in grid-10

shells, emphasizing the need to optimize design configurations for minimal internal stresses.11

This paper presents two strategies, Multiple Order MRA (MO-MRA) and Repulsive Nodes12

MRA (RN-MRA), to improve the MRA and streamline gridshell construction by reduc-13

ing the necessary types of structural components. These approaches are combined in an14

improved MRA (i-MRA), reducing manufacturing costs and increasing efficiency in con-15

struction management. The i-MRA was implemented in Matlab and tested on four case16

studies of increasing complexity, demonstrating its effectiveness.17

Keywords: Form finding, Gridshell, Structural Optimization, Construction18

Process, Structural engineering19

1. Introduction20

In recent years, there has been a growing demand for architectural struc-21

tures that offer greater internal distribution flexibility and allow for free-form22
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designs in big-span roofing projects. Double-curved shells and domes have23

emerged as a feasible alternative for achieving at the same time column-free24

spaces and complex shapes [1]. Free-form shell structures, also known as25

curved shell structures, have gained significant attention due to their unique26

and aesthetically pleasing qualities [2]. These structures feature complex,27

curved shapes that challenge traditional construction methods and require28

innovative design and engineering solutions.29

Free-form shell structures are widely used in the construction of large-30

scale buildings. Shells are self-supporting thin structures with single or dou-31

ble curvature that can cover broad-span areas without the need for beams,32

columns, or walls. Their curved shape provides an ideal morphology for vari-33

ous load patterns and multiple stress paths, making them highly efficient. In34

shell constructions, membrane actions are primarily related to plane stress,35

while bending deformation can result in secondary forces. The most desirable36

behaviour for shells is the membranous one, as it exhibits higher structural37

efficiency. However, if compressive membrane states are present, sufficient38

bending stiffness must be provided to prevent local (buckling) and non-local39

(snap-through) instability problems.40

A gridshell is a type of free-form shell structure that comprises a three-41

dimensional grid of linear elements interconnected by nodes. This unique42

structure exhibits the mechanical behaviour of shells and combines the soft43

curves of shell structures with the rigidity and strength of structural grids.44

As a result, gridshells offer a range of structural and aesthetic benefits. They45

are lightweight, self-supporting structures that can span large areas while46

minimizing material usage. Recent studies have demonstrated the potential47
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Figure 1: Free-form gridshell structure generated with Multi-body Rope Approach.

of gridshells for structural applications, including in the fields of architecture,48

engineering, and design [3, 4].49

Gridshell structures have a rich history dating back to the mid-20th cen-50

tury, when architects and engineers began to experiment with innovative51

materials and structural systems. Among the earliest examples of gridshell52

design was the Zeiss Planetarium in Jena, Germany, completed in 1923, fea-53

turing a dome made of thin, curved wood panels.54

In the 1960s and 70s, architects and engineers like Frei Otto [5] and Ted55

Happold [6, 7] pioneered new approaches to gridshell design. They used56

lightweight materials and computer modelling to create complex, double-57

curved forms. Early gridshells were commonly built with materials such as58

timber [8] or fabric and were used to create vast open spaces like exhibition59

halls, sports arenas [9], and airport terminals.60

In recent decades, advances in digital design and fabrication technologies61

3



have allowed architects and engineers to push the boundaries of gridshell62

design even further. Gridshell structures are now commonly made from ma-63

terials such as steel [10, 11], aluminium [12], wood [13, 14, 15, 16], and elastic64

composite materials [17, 18, 19].65

Despite their many advantages, the construction of gridshell structures66

remains limited due to the complexity of their geometry and structural chal-67

lenges [20]. In addition, the need for expensive assembly technologies and68

precise form-finding to ensure stability has made the design and construction69

of gridshells a challenging task.70

Moreover, the lack of data on this structural typology has hindered its71

wider adoption in the industry [21]. However, recent advancements in com-72

puting systems have greatly improved the ability to analyze increasingly com-73

plex systems, making gridshell architecture an increasingly viable option [22].74

As a result, continued growth in the use of gridshells in the design and con-75

struction of large, open structures can be expected in the years to come.76

Gridshell structures are defined by the interaction between their shape77

and stress distribution. Because of this relationship between shape and78

forces, designing such structures directly, as in the case of conventional struc-79

tures, is ineffective. In this scenario, the search for a suitable structural shape80

is critical, both for design aesthetics and, more importantly, for the struc-81

ture’s capability to support loads. To achieve a feasible shape, it is necessary82

to balance the internal forces and loads acting on the structure and minimize83

the bending moment within the resisting elements [23]. Form-finding is a vi-84

tal step in designing free-form gridshell structures, where the optimal shape85

and layout of the structural elements are determined under a specific load86
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pattern. Various form-finding methods have been developed over the years to87

facilitate the design of these complex structures, including both physical and88

computational modelling techniques [24]. Among the most popular form-89

finding methods are the force density method [25], thrust network analysis90

[26], dynamic relaxation method [27], particle-spring system [28], multi-body91

rope approach [29], and others [30, 31, 32].92

The primary objective of these techniques is to identify a structural shape93

that meets the boundary requirements, reduces the cost of construction, and94

has an aesthetically pleasing appearance. The cutting-edge trend in struc-95

tural design research involves coupling innovative shapes and free-form struc-96

tures with structural optimization [33, 34, 35]. A significant challenge lies in97

defining a structural model that is optimized not only structurally but also98

geometrically and constructively. Additionally, optimizing the production of99

the structural elements and managing the construction stages poses a final100

challenge in form-finding and optimization.101

To overcome these challenges, architects and engineers have developed102

several techniques and tools to optimize the design of structural elements,103

panelling patterns [36, 37], and nodes [38, 39] in gridshells. These may in-104

clude digital simulations and models, advanced material analysis techniques,105

and the use of parametric design tools to explore and refine different design106

options.107

This paper presents an original development for the form-finding method108

developed specifically for gridshells: the improved Multi-body Rope Ap-109

proach (i-MRA). The i-MRA method builds on the Multi-body Rope Ap-110

proach (MRA) [29], a form-finding technique used in structural engineering111
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for designing complex shell and gridshell structures.112

In MRA, a structure is represented as a network of masses connected by113

flexible ropes or cables. This allows for the definition of the geometry of114

the structure by minimizing bending moments and stresses [40]. The MRA115

approach defines the structural geometry by minimizing the eccentricity of116

applied compression forces [41].117

The i-MRA method improves on MRA by integrating techniques that118

optimize the structural geometry for both structural reasons and automation119

of the construction process. There are two main improvements to i-MRA:120

• Multiple Orders MRA (MO-MRA): groups structural elements with121

identical lengths, reducing the number of types of structural compo-122

nents required for construction.123

• Repulsive Nodes MRA (RN-MRA): applies a repulsive force field to the124

dynamic model, which allows for minor adjustments to the geometry125

to reduce the number of structural components required.126

Implemented in MATLAB, i-MRA provides a powerful tool for generating127

optimal structural geometries with minimal bending moments and stress. It128

also reduces the types of structural components required for construction,129

leading to lower production costs, encouraging mass production, and reducing130

expenses related to construction management.131

The i-MRA method has been tested on four examples of increasing com-132

plexity, demonstrating its effectiveness in generating optimal structural ge-133

ometries.134
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To verify that the geometries obtained by the proposed new method135

did not have significant structural disadvantages (in terms of internal so-136

licitations) compared with those calculated by pure form-finding methods,137

a structural analysis of the structures obtained by basic MRA and i-MRA138

was carried out. For this purpose, finite element analyses were conducted139

using SOFiSTiK software [42]. Axial force, bending moment, and Von Mises140

stresses acting on the two structural geometries were compared by imposing141

a unit load of -1 kN in the vertical direction on each unrestrained structural142

node. The study assumed that CHS 200 5 profiles and S275 structural steel143

were used.144

The comparison was made in terms of axial force since the structural type145

studied is mainly subject to this type of internal action. The comparison in146

terms of bending moment was chosen because form-finding methods typi-147

cally aim to minimize the bending moment acting on structures. Therefore,148

it was important to demonstrate that small deviations from the geometry149

obtained by pure form-finding did not produce significant increases in the150

acting bending moment.151

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 the basic equation of the152

MRA method and the i-MRA are introduced. In particular, in sections 2.1153

and 2.2 the techniques for the improvement of the MRA method are pre-154

sented. Then, in section 3 the results of the application of the new method155

on different case-studies in terms of obtained geometries and structural anal-156

yses are reported. Finally, section 4 is focused on the conclusions and some157

possible future developments of the presented research topic.158
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2. Methodology159

The Multibody Rope Approach (MRA), developed by [29], is an origi-160

nal method for determining the form of gridshell structures, even for highly161

complex geometries and for any type of forming load. It is specifically de-162

signed for gridshell constructions that use free-forms and standardized build-163

ing elements. MRA utilizes a dynamic model of falling bodies in space and164

time domains, in which the final equilibrium configuration is calculated iter-165

atively for each node using the D’Alembert’s principle. The special feature166

of the method is to consider structural elements as ropes connecting masses167

to nodes. The aim of this approach is to generate a geometry that is both168

structurally optimal and composed of the greatest possible number of parts169

of identical length. The final equilibrium configuration of the structure is170

an inverted representation of the hanging net (funicular configuration). Like171

particle-spring models, MRA assumes that the self-weight of the nodes and172

the load of the ropes are localized at the nodes. However, MRA differs from173

these approaches in its use of ropes to model the hanging network. The174

ropes have a specific slack coefficient that allows for regular forms. In MRA,175

the system of forces acting on individual nodes is distinct from those in the176

spring-particle (SP) and dynamic relaxation (DR) methods. Specifically, the177

rope element exerts forces on the masses so that they do not move apart be-178

yond the prescribed distance, which is precisely the length of the rope. When179

the distance between the ends is smaller than the predetermined length of180

the rope (lrope), no force is applied. By defining l as the distance between181

the two ends of the rope and k as the axial stiffness of the rope, the forces182

F applied to the end nodes can be expressed as follows:183
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Frope = 0 if l < lrope

Frope = k(l − lrope) if l ≥ lrope

(1)

Where the length of the rope lji between the two nodes i and j can be184

calculated as:185

lji =
√

(xj − xi)2 + (yj − yi)2 + (zj − zi)2 (2)

In general, the MRA approach aims to minimize axial deformations by186

assuming extremely high stiffness values. The goal of MRA is to find a187

geometric configuration that ensures the equilibrium of nodes subjected to188

external forces and those emerging from the ropes connected to them. Let’s189

consider a generic node i with a mass of mi in the structural network of190

nodes and ropes. The node i is connected to a number ni of other nodes191

through ropes. If there is an external load pi acting on node i, the equilibrium192

equation can be written as:193

R⃗i = p⃗i +

ni∑
j=1

F⃗rope,ji + F⃗ I
i + F⃗ II

i = 0 (3)

In this equation, the vector R⃗i represents the net force acting on node i,194

which is the sum of several forces including the applied load pi, the forces195

transmitted by the ropes connected to the node F⃗ rope, ji, the inertial force196

F⃗ II
i , and the damping force F⃗ I

i . The magnitude of the inertial force F⃗ II
i197

can be determined using equation (4), which is calculated as the product of198

the node’s mass mi and the magnitude of the acceleration vector a⃗i, with199

the direction of the inertial force being opposite to the direction of node200
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acceleration.201

F⃗ II
i = −mi · a⃗i (4)

The damping force F⃗ I
i is represented by the product of a constant damp-202

ing coefficient ci and the velocity vector v⃗i with direction opposite to the203

direction of the velocity. This relationship is expressed in equation (5).204

F⃗ I
i = −ci · v⃗i (5)

Expressing the position of the generic node i as u⃗i = (xi, yi, zi), the205

velocity and the acceleration can be obtained by deriving the position in206

time, as in the relations (6).207

v⃗i = ˙⃗ui = (ẋi, ẏi, żi) a⃗i = ¨⃗ui = (ẍi, ÿi, z̈i) (6)

Thus, the equation (3) can be rewritten as in (7).208

R⃗i = p⃗i +

ni∑
j=1

{
k · F⃗rope,ji

}
− ci · v⃗i −mi · a⃗i = 0 (7)

Finally, the equilibrium equation (7) can be projected in the three space209

dimensions, obtaining the system of equation (8).210


pix +

∑ni

j=1

{
(xj−xi)

lji
· Frope

}
− ci · ẋi −mi · ẍi = 0

piy +
∑ni

j=1

{
(yj−yi)

lji
· Frope

}
− ci · ẏi −mi · ÿi = 0

piz +
∑ni

j=1

{
(zj−zi)

lji
· Frope

}
− ci · żi −mi · z̈i = 0

(8)

The system of equations can be solved by considering a time increment211

of ∆t. The positions of the nodes at time t = 0 are assumed to be known,212
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and initial velocities and accelerations are assumed to be zero for each node i213

(vi(0) = 0 and ai(0) = 0). By knowing the position, velocity, and acceleration214

of each node at time t, these quantities can be determined at the next instant,215

t+∆t. To do so, a coefficient C3 can be defined as a function of the known216

node positions at time t∗, as shown in equation (9).217

C3 = p⃗i +

ni∑
j=1

{
k · F⃗rope,ji

}
(9)

The coefficient C3 depends solely on the position of the nodes at time t∗,218

and it defines the vector Frope. Consequently, Equation (7) can be reformu-219

lated as shown in (10).220

¨⃗u+
c

m
˙⃗u = C3 (10)

In addition, the natural frequency of the system ωn and critical damping221

ζ can be defined as in the equations (11) and (12).222

ωn =

√
k

m
(11)

ζ =
c

2ωnm
(12)

where k is the stiffness, m is the mass, and c is the damping coefficient223

of the system. The natural frequency ωn represents the frequency at which224

the system vibrates when it is not subjected to any external forces. The225

critical damping ζ is the damping coefficient value that results in the system226

being critically damped, which means that it returns to its equilibrium state227
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as quickly as possible without oscillating. Thus, a non-homogeneous second-228

order differential equation is obtained:229

¨⃗u+ 2ωnζ ˙⃗u = C3 (13)

The solution to the equation (13) can be obtained by adding the partic-230

ular solution to the associated homogeneous differential equation, which is231

expressed as (14).232

u⃗(t) = C1e
−2ωnζ + C2 +

C3

2ωnζ
t (14)

The coefficients C1 and C2 can be calculated based on the initial condi-233

tions of the system. In this case, they can be obtained by using the positions234

and velocities of the nodes at the immediately preceding instant t − ∆t, as235

shown in the following equations:236

C1 = −
2ωnζ ˙⃗u(t−∆t) − C3

(2ωnζ)2
(15)

C2 = −
(2ωnζ)

2u⃗(t−∆t) + 2ωnζ ˙⃗u(t−∆t) − C3

(2ωnζ)2
(16)

The coefficients C1, C2, and C3 in the solution depend on the positions,237

velocities, and accelerations of the system’s nodes at the previous time in-238

stant. Starting from the initial state where the location of the nodes in the239

three-dimensional space is known and velocity and acceleration are zero, the240

positions of the nodes at succeeding instants can be calculated progressively.241

The velocity vector ˙⃗ut can be obtained by taking the difference between the242

positions of the nodes at instants t − ∆t and t, and dividing by the time243

increment ∆t:244
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˙⃗ut =
u⃗t − u⃗t−∆t

∆t
(17)

Finally, the acceleration ¨⃗ut can be determined by computing the ratio of245

the incremental change in velocity between two time instants t −∆t and t.246

Specifically, this can be achieved by calculating the difference between the247

two velocities and dividing it by the time interval ∆t.248

¨⃗ut =
˙⃗ut − ˙⃗ut−∆t

∆t
(18)

The proposed method is designed to calculate the final configuration of249

a gridshell from its initial mesh, which represents the initial state of the250

net. Since the initial position of nodes is known, and their initial velocities251

and accelerations are assumed to be zero, the new locations, velocities, and252

accelerations of nodes can be determined sequentially using equations (14),253

(17), and (18). This process is repeated until an equilibrium configuration254

is reached that represents the optimal structural geometry with respect to255

the applied force field p⃗. The estimated structural geometry is a function256

of various parameters, including the nodal masses m, the system stiffness257

k, damping parameters c, the rope slack coefficient ρ, and the applied force258

field p⃗. The slack coefficient ρ is defined as the ratio of the initial distance259

between nodes to the target length of the ropes, as shown in equation (19).260

ρij =
lrope

u⃗i(0)− u⃗j(0)
=

lrope√
(xi − xj)2 + (yi − yj)2 + (zi − zj)2

(19)

The objective of applying MRA is to generate a structural geometry that261

is optimal in terms of both structural effectiveness and ease of construction.262
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To evaluate the ease of construction, the number of beam elements of equal263

length is used as a measure. In practice, the complexity of gridshell assembly264

increases exponentially as the number of different elements to be assembled265

grows. Therefore, it is crucial to determine the number of elements in the266

final configuration that have a length equal to the target length lrope, while267

considering a certain tolerance toll. Based on their length, structural ele-268

ments are classified into three categories: those with a length less than lrope269

are called loose elements, those with a length greater than lrope are called270

over elements, and those with a length equal to lrope are referred to as target271

elements. The presence of over elements can be reduced or eliminated by ap-272

propriately choosing the model parameters, including the stiffness coefficient273

k, the slack coefficient ρ, and the time interval ∆t. In contrast, the presence274

of loose elements is determined by the physics of the problem and arises from275

ropes that do not experience tension as a result of the applied force field.276

This paper introduces two methods, Multiple Orders MRA (MO-MRA)277

and Repulsive Nodes MRA (RN-MRA), that can be used to reduce the num-278

ber of loose elements obtained through MRA. These methods can be applied279

after MRA to update the final configuration, resulting in a structure with280

fewer components of different lengths, making it easier to assemble. When281

combined, these methods are referred to as Improved MRA (i-MRA), which,282

with a wise selection of model parameters and target lengths, can produce283

geometries that are both structurally effective and optimal in terms of ease284

of fabrication.285
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2.1. Multiple Orders MRA286

The Multiple Order MRA is a method that aims to reduce the number of287

different structural elements obtained by using classical MRA. The structural288

geometry obtained by applying MRA will be defined by a number of struc-289

tural elements of length lrope,1 and the remaining loose elements. The use290

of MO-MRA involves introducing new families of ropes each characterized291

by a length shorter than lrope,1. The assignment of each rope to each family292

will be determined for each iteration and will be defined as a function of the293

distance between the two nodes connected by the rope. After the geometric294

configuration using the MRA is obtained, consider adding a new family of295

ropes with a final length of lrope,2 < lrope,1. In this scenario, the force F⃗rope296

exerted by each rope will depend on the family to which it belongs, and as a297

result, it will be a function of the distance between the two nodes connected298

by the rope. In particular, F⃗rope can be calculated as in the equation 20.299



Frope = 0 if l < lrope,2

Frope = k(l − lrope,2) if lrope,2 < l ≤ γ(lrope,1 − lrope,2) + lrope,2

Frope = 0 if γ(lrope,1 − lrope,2) + lrope,2 < l < lrope,1

Frope = k(l − lrope,1) if l ≥ lrope,1

(20)

The resulting equilibrium configuration is iteratively calculated using300

equations (14), (17), and (18) and will correspond to a new structural ge-301

ometry. In the new configuration, the structural element will belong to302

three different element groups, the two characterized by the target lengths303

lrope,1 and lrope,2, and, eventually, the third group composed by the loose el-304
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ements. The procedure can be repeated adding new families of ropes until305

all structural elements correspond to an assigned category. The proposed306

method reduces the cost and complexity associated with the construction of307

gridshells by grouping structural components with the same length, which308

enables the possibility of producing the elements in series and facilitates the309

ease and speed of the structure’s construction. On-site management of the310

groups of elements is simple and straightforward.311

The MO-MRA method offers users the flexibility to set parameters such312

as the coefficient � and rope lengths (lrope,2, lrope,3, etc.) to tailor the structural313

geometry to their design needs. These parameters are user-defined and allow314

for the optimization of the structural design to meet specific construction315

or manufacturing constraints. For instance, lrope,1, defining the first family316

of structural elements, can determine the structure’s height (see Figure 3).317

However, in cases where cutting steel billets of a constant length is involved,318

setting lrope,1 may lead to material wastage. Therefore, the lengths of other319

structural element families can be adjusted to minimize waste. Similarly,320

the coefficient γ plays a crucial role in assigning the ropes that remain slack,321

after the application of the MRA, to different structural element families. It322

determines the proportion of ropes with intermediate lengths between the323

target lengths of two families that are assigned to each family. The process324

of defining the final structural geometry involves configuring both γ and the325

target lengths for each family, which can vary widely depending on each326

project’s unique requirements. An alternative approach is to create an ob-327

jective function based on specific design requirements. This allows for the328

formulation of an optimization problem, where the mentioned parameters329
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become design variables. By applying optimization algorithms to solve this330

problem, it is possible to automatically obtain parameter values that best331

align with the design requirements [43].332

2.2. Repulsive Nodes MRA333

The Repulsive Nodes MRA is a method designed to reduce the number334

of loose elements generated by applying the basic MRA. The basic idea is to335

introduce a repulsive force field q⃗ between the nodes of the geometric configu-336

ration obtained through the use of MRA. This force field q⃗ is introduced after337

the final equilibrium configuration is established using the MRA, which re-338

quires a new iterative computation process to determine the new equilibrium339

condition. The repulsive forces act on the ends of each slack rope, allowing340

the end nodes to move apart as if they possess electrical charges of the same341

sign that repel each other until the rope tensioning. Therefore, for each node342

connected by a slack rope, Equation (7) must be modified by introducing the343

repulsive force field q⃗. As a result, a new system of equations will be obtained344

in which equation (7) will continue to apply for nodes connected to tensioned345

ropes, and equation (21) will be introduced to each node i connected to slack346

ropes.347

R⃗i = p⃗i + q⃗i +

ni∑
j=1

{
k · F⃗rope,ji

}
− ci · v⃗i −mi · a⃗i = 0 (21)

Equation (21) introduces the repulsive force field q⃗ to each node i con-348

nected to slack ropes. This force field q⃗ is linearly proportional to the dif-349

ference between the target length lrope and the distance between nodes con-350

nected by a slack rope lij. To calculate the repulsive force field q⃗, Equation351
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(22) can be used, where krep is the proportionality constant that connects352

the modulus of the repulsive force to the distance between nodes i and j.353

qi = −krep(lrope − lij) (22)

The value of the elastic coefficients k and krep depends on many factors.354

For example, the coefficient k must be selected depending on the length of355

the ropes, the applied loads, the value of the nodal masses, the time interval356

∆t defining each iteration, etc. The elastic coefficient k must be big enough357

to avoid the presence of over elements and, at the same time, not so big358

as to ensure convergence of the system. For the application cases reported359

in this paper, a k value of 1.2MN/m with a ∆t = 0.005s was used. These360

values can be considered as a starting point for different applications. The361

procedure involves to increase the value of k until no more over elements are362

present in the final configuration and consequently to reduce ∆t in case the363

system does not reach the convergence status. Similarly, the value of krep364

must be selected so that repulsive forces between nodes do not produce over365

elements in the final geometric configuration. In the case studies presented366

in this work, a krep of 2kN/m was used, which can also be used as a first367

attempt value for applications other than those presented.368

It should be noted that the force field introduced in RN-MRA is not a369

representation of the actual loads on the structure. Therefore, the resulting370

structural shape may differ from the optimal solution obtained through the371

pure form-finding process. While the RN-MRA method improves the con-372

structability of the structure, it may also result in suboptimal and unattrac-373

tive shapes, particularly when applied to models with a significant number of374
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loose elements, as shown in Figure 11. Therefore, it is important to apply the375

RN-MRA method only to apply minor changes to the geometry obtained by376

applying the MO-MRA in order to strike a balance between enhancing con-377

structability and achieving the best structural geometry. Ideally, RN-MRA378

should be applied to models with few loose elements relative to the number379

of tensioned ones, and where their length is close to the target length lrope.380

In this section, two MRA advances are discussed to produce structural381

solutions that are more advantageous in terms of construction convenience.382

The i-MRA technique combines these approaches to achieve a geometry with383

the optimal balance of structural functionality and ease of construction. The384

first approach involves increasing the families of elements in the MO-MRA385

until a configuration is obtained in which most of the ropes are under tension.386

The second approach, RN-MRA, is then used to improve the geometry by387

tensioning the remaining loose elements. As a result, the final shape may388

differ slightly from the geometry obtained using MO-MRA alone, but it is389

characterized by the smallest possible number of loose elements.390

An example of how the structural geometry evolves gradually from the391

shape generated using only MO-MRA initially and then the combination of392

MO-MRA and RN-MRA is shown in Figure 20. Here, you can observe how393

the two newly introduced methods take effect collaboratively to reduce the394

number of structural components with varying lengths.395

3. Application and results396

In this section, four applications of the proposed method on structural397

geometries of increasing complexity are presented. A custom Matlab code398
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[44] was developed for applying the proposed methods. The geometries are399

represented as quadrilateral meshes where the nodes have a concentrated400

mass and the edges are ropes that connect the nodes. The MRA is applied401

to each mesh to produce the equilibrium configuration, which represents the402

final structural form. By varying the method parameters, different structural403

shapes are generated, and the variation of the geometries and the number of404

equal elements as a function of the slack coefficient is studied. It is observed405

that appropriate parameter selection, especially in the setting of the cor-406

rect time interval, allows for the reduction and elimination of over elements.407

Finally, the structures generated by the various form-finding algorithms dis-408

cussed in section 2 are compared in terms of structural analysis as well as the409

number of structural components of equal length that constitute the struc-410

ture. The comparison shows that the i-MRA allows for reducing the costs411

related to the realization of gridshell structures while respecting the struc-412

tural optimal solution produced by a pure form-finding method. Overall, the413

proposed method is shown to be effective in producing structural solutions414

that are both functional and easy to construct.415

3.1. Application 1: Corner constrained square-plan structure416

The structural geometry of a square gridshell is defined using the MRA417

method applied to a square mesh with a side of 15 meters and lines placed418

in an orthogonal grid linking nodes at a distance of lij = 1.25m, as shown in419

Figure 2. The structure is designed to be constrained only in the corners of420

the square plan, and the constraints are represented as triangular points in421

Figure 2.422

Although this is a basic case study from a theoretical perspective, the423
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Figure 2: Base mesh for corner constrained square-plan structure

Parameters MRA

K[MN/m] m[kg] ζ[s−1] ∆t[s] itermax[/]

1.2 20 0.95 0.005 100000

Table 1: MRA parameters.

structure is demonstration of the ability of this structural typology to gener-424

ate constructively complex shapes from the simplest of forms. The resulting425

structure is composed of 312 structural elements and 169 nodes. By using an426

appropriate parameter setting, as detailed in Table 1, it is possible to obtain427

a structural geometry where all beam elements have the same length, with a428

tolerance of one centimeter.429

The ratio of the maximum horizontal structural dimension to the height430

of the structure is referred to as the degree of sag, denoted as η. By varying431

the slack coefficient ρ, it is possible to generate different structural shapes432

with varying degrees of sag. The relationship between the degree of sag η433

and the slack coefficient ρ for the specific geometric configuration examined434
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Figure 3: Degree of sag η as function of the slack coefficient ρ

in this section is illustrated in Figure 3. The graph clearly indicates that for435

values of ρ > 1.1, the height of the structure increases in proportion to the436

slack coefficient. The graph can be utilized by designers to determine the437

target length lrope as a function of the design structural height.438

Figure 4 displays four different geometric configurations that can be gen-439

erated from the same basic mesh, each having a distinct slack coefficient ρ440

and consequently a different height. It is noteworthy that having the ability441

to produce several geometries from a single basic plan is crucial. The choice of442

a specific geometric form over another may be influenced by various factors,443

such as architectural or structural considerations. The parameters utilized to444

create the different structural geometries are listed in Table 1. It is evident445

that each geometric configuration necessitates a specific number of iterations446

iter, and the more the final configuration varies from the initial one, the more447

iterations are needed. Therefore, higher structures require more iterations448

and, as a result, longer computation times.449
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(a) ρ = 1.06 (b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.20 (d) ρ = 1.28

Figure 4: MRA application on corner constrained square-plan structure for different slack

coefficients ρ.
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3.2. Application 2: Boundary constrained square-plan structure450

In the second scenario, a square mesh with a side length of 15 meters451

was used, which is similar to the one shown in Section 3.1. However, in452

this case study, all points on the mesh’s edge were constrained, unlike the453

previous scenario. This means that there are fewer options to adapt the final454

design due to the increased restrictions placed on the structure. Despite this,455

the MRA method alone still enabled designs with a significant proportion of456

structural components having the same length. The method’s robustness457

was demonstrated by creating two different starting configurations from the458

same edge constraints. The first configuration used a square grid mesh with459

perpendicular elements connecting nodes at a distance of 1.25m, as shown460

in Figure 5a. In the second case, the mesh was constructed by connecting461

the constrained nodes on the edges with diagonal elements, resulting in a462

final mesh with more nodes and structural components, as shown in Figure463

5b. The two meshes differ significantly in terms of node and component464

quantity and layout. The first case has 165 nodes and 264 elements arranged465

parallel to the base square’s sides, while the second case has 313 nodes and466

576 elements aligned at a 45° angle.467

The figures presented in Figure 7 illustrate four examples of structural468

geometries that were derived from the same basic mesh in Figure 5a. By469

varying the slack coefficient ρ, it is apparent that even minor increases in470

structural complexity, which are solely determined by the arrangement of471

constraints, make it impossible to achieve 100 percent equal-length structural472

elements using the basic MRA. The structural components with lengths that473

differ from the target length Lrope are highlighted in red in Figure 7.474
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Figure 5: Base mesh for boundary-constrained square-plan structure
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Figure 6: Percentage of loose ropes as a function of the slack coefficient ρ
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Parameters RN-MRA

K[kN/m] ∆t[s] itermax[/]

2.0 0.005 3000

Table 2: RN-MRA parameters

The graph in Figure 6 illustrates how the number of different elements475

increases proportionally to the slack coefficient ρ. When ρ = 1.5, 30% of476

elements have lengths different from the target one. However, due to the477

simple and symmetrical nature of the initial geometry, managing the presence478

of these elements during construction should be straightforward. Despite the479

simple geometry, the provided example demonstrates that loose ropes can be480

generated using the basic MRA. For instance, in Figure 7c, which has ρ =481

1.20, the structure comprises 6 different structural elements, even considering482

the structural symmetry. Nearly 20% of elements have a length l ̸= 1.50m.483

In such cases, the usage of i-MRA can help reduce the number of different484

structural components. Figure 9 shows the application of i-MRA to calculate485

the structure in Figure 7c. The use of i-MRA with the slack coefficients486

ρ = (ρ1; ρ2; ρ3) results in a structure comprising only three different structural487

element types. Table 2 reports the parameters used to apply the repulsive488

nodes MRA (RN-MRA).489

In the geometry depicted in Figure 9a, where the slack coefficients are490

set to ρ = (1.20; 1.12; 1.06), every element has a length of either 1.5, 1.4,491

or 1.3 meters, demonstrating the clear advantages of using i-MRA. Even492

in this relatively simple scenario, the method allows for a reduction in the493

number of element types from 6 to just 3, resulting in 50% reduction in the494
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number of element types that need to be managed during construction, even495

when considering a precision of just one centimeter. Figure 9b presents the496

results of applying i-MRA to the same structural scenario but with different497

slack coefficients set at ρ = (1.20; 1.08; 1.00). This configuration generated498

a structure composed exclusively of elements measuring 1.50, 1.35, or 1.25499

meters in length, and once again, only three different structural element types500

were required. This further highlights the versatility of i-MRA in allowing501

designers to customize the parameters to achieve various configurations that502

meet project requirements without increasing the complexity of construction.503

Histograms were employed to illustrate the distribution of element lengths,504

aiming to enhance understanding of the variation in the quantity of different505

types of structural elements. Specifically, Figure 8 presents the distributions506

of element lengths for the case studies depicted in Figure 7. The histograms507

clearly demonstrate how both the types of structural elements and their508

lengths increase with the rise in the slack coefficient. Additionally, Figure509

10 illustrates the distribution of element lengths corresponding to the cases510

depicted in Figure 9. In this case, it is evident that the use of the i-MRA511

results in a significant reduction element typologies.512

An example of misapplication of the method is shown in Figure 11. In this513

case, the RN-MRA method was applied directly after MRA, without utilising514

MO-MRA as an intermediate step. The geometry obtained through MRA515

had excessive loose elements, making it unsuitable for direct application of516

RN-MRA. The result is a geometry that does not find a good balance of517

convenience in construction and structural efficiency.518

Figure 12 displays four examples of basic MRA applied to the base mesh519
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(a) ρ = 1.06 (b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.20 (d) ρ = 1.28

Figure 7: MRA application on boundary constrained square-plan structure with orthogo-

nal mesh, for different slack coefficients ρ.
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(a) ρ = 1.06 (b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.20 (d) ρ = 1.28

Figure 8: Application 2 with orthogonal base mesh: Structural element lengths distribu-

tion applying the MRA.

(a) ρ = (1.20; 1.12; 1.06) (b) ρ = (1.20; 1.08; 1.00)

Figure 9: i-MRA application on boundary constrained square-plan structure with orthog-

onal mesh for different slack coefficients ρ.
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(a) ρ = (1.20; 1.12) (b) ρ = (1.20; 1.08)

(c) ρ = (1.20; 1.12; 1.06) (d) ρ = (1.20; 1.08; 1.00)

Figure 10: Application 2 with orthogonal base mesh: Structural element lengths distribu-

tion applying the i-MRA.

Figure 11: Incorrect application of RN-MRA application on boundary constrained square-

plan structure with orthogonal mesh and ρ = 1.20.

30



from Figure 5b, generated by varying the slack coefficient. It is clear from this520

scenario that the resulting structures differ greatly from those in the previous521

case, both in terms of shape regularity and degree of sag η. The degree of sag522

η is plotted as a function of the slack coefficient ρ in the graph in Figure 3.523

The function trend is identical to that obtained with other basic geometries,524

but the obtained values here are quantitatively different. Diagonal gridshells525

are typically higher than those produced by the orthogonal mesh with the526

same slack coefficient. Additionally, Figure 6 reports the percentages of el-527

ements that differ from the target ones after applying basic MRA. In this528

scenario, the number of different elements out of the total is evidently smaller529

than in the previous case, with a maximum of 5% compared to the previous530

maximum of 30%. Moreover, for specific slack coefficient values, privileged531

configurations are revealed. The function representing the percentage of dif-532

ferent elements as a function of the slack coefficient presents local minima533

for certain values of ρ, which may be advantageous from a design perspective534

as they enable the reduction of the number of different structural element535

classes. Comparing the cases presented in this section, it is evident that the536

choice of mesh and initial parameters is critical to the final design output.537

A good initial choice of parameters can have a great influence on the final538

structural geometry, regardless of the form-finding method used to calculate539

it. In Figure 13, the distribution of element lengths is illustrated for the540

case studies with different slack coefficients depicted in Figure 12. This fig-541

ure highlights once again that increasing the slack coefficient ρ results in an542

increase in the number of element typologies.543

The application of i-MRA to the geometry with ρ = 1.20 provided in Fig-544
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(a) ρ = 1.06 (b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.20 (d) ρ = 1.28

Figure 12: MRA application on boundary constrained square-plan structure with diagonal

mesh, for different slack coefficients ρ.
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(a) ρ = 1.06

(b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.20

(d) ρ = 1.28

Figure 13: Application 2 with diagonal base mesh: Structural element lengths distribution

applying the MRA.
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ure 12c is presented in Figure 14. The geometry produced by the basic MRA545

results in 5 different types of structural elements assuming structural symme-546

try is taken into account. However, the i-MRA approach allows for reducing547

the variety of structural elements even in this straightforward situation. The548

gridshell calculated with the i-MRA and slack coefficient ρ = (1.2; 1.09) can549

be realized using only 2 types of structural elements, demonstrating the effec-550

tiveness of the newly presented method in reducing the variety of elements to551

be handled during the construction process. Additionally, in Figure 14a, it is552

highlighted that using only MO-MRA allows for obtaining a geometry com-553

posed of 3 types of elements. The power of i-MRA can be further appreciated554

by obtaining a structure composed of only two types of elements through the555

wise use of RN-MRA properly combined with MO-MRA, as shown in Fig-556

ure 14b. The reduction in the number of element typologies resulting from557

the application of i-MRA is evident in Figure 23, where the distribution of558

element lengths is represented by the mean of histogram graphs.559

Figures 16 and 17 present a comparison of the structural analysis results560

obtained with basic MRA and i-MRA methods for S275 structural steel grid-561

shells composed of CHS 200 5 profiles and loaded on each node with a unity562

load in the gravitational direction. These figures show, on the left, the anal-563

yses conducted on structures obtained with basic MRA and, on the right,564

those obtained with i-MRA. Specifically, Figure 16 shows the analyses for the565

configuration shown in Figure 7c on the left, and those for the configuration566

in Figure 9a on the right. Figure 17 shows the analyses of the structure in567

Figure 12c on the left, and the analyses of the structure in Figure 14b on568

the right. The comparisons in both figures are presented in terms of axial569
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(a) MO-MRA (b) MO-MRA + RN-MRA

Figure 14: i-MRA application on boundary constrained square-plan structure with diag-

onal mesh.

(a) MO-MRA (b) MO-MRA+RN-MRA

Figure 15: Application 2 with diagonal base mesh: Structural element lengths distribution

applying the i-MRA.
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force at the top, bending moment in the middle, and Von Mises stress at the570

bottom.571

The i-MRA produces geometries that deviate from the funicular struc-572

tural form. However, the differences in terms of stresses between the i-MRA573

and basic MRA geometries appear to be minimal. Although the geometries574

are different, they have similar structural behavior. In the cases presented575

in this section, the i-MRA produces a significant improvement in terms of576

minimizing the types of elements that make up the structure. The cost of577

the geometric variation produced from the viewpoint of structural optimum578

seems to be small, as demonstrated by the reported comparisons.579
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(a) MRA: |N |max = 6.05kN
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(b) i-MRA: |N |max = 6.12kN
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(c) MRA: |M |max = 0.04kNm

�����

�����

�����

�����

�����

�����

�����

�����

����

����

����

����

����

����

����

(d) i-MRA: |M |max = 0.04kNm
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(e) MRA: |σVM |max = 2.15kPa
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(f) i-MRA: |σVM |max = 2.22kPa

Figure 16: Structural analysis performed on the structures obtained by applying basic

MRA (left) and i-MRA (right) on the application example with orthogonal mesh in Section

3.2. Comparison in terms of axial force [kN] (top), bending moment [kNm] (middle) and

Von Mises stress [kPa] (bottom). 37
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(a) MRA: |N |max = 7.2kN
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(b) i-MRA: |N |max = 7.1kN
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(c) MRA: |M |max = 0.14kNm
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(d) i-MRA: |M |max = 0.13kNm
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(e) MRA: |σVM |max = 3.09kPa
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(f) i-MRA: |σVM |max = 3.06kPa

Figure 17: Structural analysis performed on the structures obtained by applying basic

MRA (left) and i-MRA (right) on the application example with diagonal mesh in Section

3.2. Comparison in terms of axial force [kN] (top), bending moment [kNm] (middle) and

Von Mises stress [kPa] (bottom). 38



3.3. Application 3: Symmetrical structure with a non-canonical geometric580

plan and opening in the center.581

The third example structure features a ground plan that is divided into582

five primary zones. The main zone is a large rectangular space with a square583

opening in the center, while four smaller rectangular areas overlap the main584

one at the corners of the central zone. Figure 18 displays the structure’s mesh,585

which consists of 1419 elements measuring 1.20 meters in length connecting586

the 760 nodes. The structure is constrained on each outer corner as well as587

around the entire perimeter of the central hole. This scenario was chosen to588

introduce some complexity and demonstrate how the approach can handle589

complex situations. Nevertheless, this structural design has a regular plan590

characterized by two axes of symmetry. Similar to the previous cases, the591

relationship between the slack coefficient and the height of the structure,592

as determined by the form-finding process, was investigated. As depicted593

in Figure 3, the height trend as a function of the slack coefficient exhibits594

qualitatively the same behavior as that observed in the simpler examples,595

even for a complex structural geometry like the one under consideration.596

Figures 19 and 20a show four examples of structural geometries obtained597

with different slack coefficients. It can be observed that the number of loose598

ropes, which corresponds to the number of structural elements of varying599

lengths, increases as the slack coefficient increases. Figure 6 depicts this600

trend, revealing that the progression is not monotonically increasing and601

that there are preferred configurations with a smaller percentage of different602

elements.603

This section effectively demonstrates the potential of i-MRA through604
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Figure 18: Base mesh symmetrical structure with non-canonical geometric plan and open-

ing in the center.

the analysis of the geometry obtained with a slack coefficient of ρ = 1.20, as605

shown in Figure 20a. The analysis reveals that over 3.5% of the structural el-606

ements are shorter than the target length. However, since the entire structure607

can be completed using only 11 different types of components, the basic MRA608

is deemed highly efficient. By incorporating structural symmetries and regu-609

lar initial meshes, the number of required element types can be significantly610

reduced. Figure 20 illustrates the structural configurations obtained in the611

successive steps of the i-MRA application. In particular, Figure 20a depicts612

the application of MO-MRA with two orders of structural elements. This613

configuration is obtained by setting target lengths Lrope = (1.44m; 1.35m),614

corresponding to slack coefficients ρ = (1.20; 1.13). This initial step re-615

duces the required types of elements from 11 to 10. Figure 20b shows616
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(a) ρ = 1.06

(b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.28

Figure 19: MRA application on symmetrical structure with a non-canonical geometric

plan and opening in the center, for different slack coefficients: (a) ρ = 1.06, (b) ρ = 1.12,

(c) ρ = 1.28. 41



the next step, which utilizes MO-MRA with three distinct target lengths,617

Lrope = (1.44m; 1.35m; 1.30m), corresponding to ρ = (1.20; 1.13; 1.08). As a618

result, a geometry is produced that can be constructed using only 5 different619

types of pieces, further reducing the required element typologies from 10 to620

5. Finally, the RN-MRA is applied to the system in Figure 20b, taking into621

consideration that the loose ropes are only slightly shorter than the target622

lengths. This results in the geometry depicted in Figure 20c, which can be623

constructed using only 3 types of structural elements.624

The changes in the distribution of element lengths for the distinct case625

studies in Figures 19 and 20 are depicted in Figures 21, 22, and 23. In626

particular, in Figure 21, the histograms illustrate the distribution of lengths627

after the application of the basic MRA. In addition, the reduction in element628

typologies resulting from the application of MO-MRA is evident in the distri-629

butions depicted in Figure 22. Finally, in Figure 21, the lengths distribution630

for the final configuration obtained through the complete i-MRA application631

is presented.632

The third example highlights the significant benefits of using i-MRA on633

complex-shaped structures by simplifying the construction process manage-634

ment. By adopting this approach, the number of structural element classes635

that need to be managed on the construction site can be reduced from a636

maximum of 11 different types of components to just 3. Minor adjustments637

are made to the structural shape obtained with the basic MRA to achieve638

this reduction. The final geometry of the structure exhibits regularity and639

consistency with shapes determined using only form-finding techniques. This640

is crucial as it allows the structure to avoid significant deviations from the641
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(a) MRA ρ = 1.20 (b) MO-MRA ρ = (1.20; 1.13)

(c) MO-MRA ρ = (1.20; 1.13; 1.08) (d) Complete i-MRA ρ = (1.20; 1.13; 1.08)

Figure 20: i-MRA application on symmetrical structure with a non-canonical geometric

plan and opening in the center.
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(a) ρ = 1.06

(b) ρ = 1.12

(c) ρ = 1.20

(d) ρ = 1.28

Figure 21: Application 3: Structural element lengths distribution applying the MRA.
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(a) MO-MRA ρ = (1.20; 1.13)

(b) MO-MRA ρ = (1.20; 1.13; 1.08)

Figure 22: Application 3: Structural element lengths distribution applying the MO-MRA.

Figure 23: Application 3: Structural element lengths distribution applying the complete

i-MRA.
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funicular shape, which represents the optimal shape from a structural point642

of view.643

The structural analyses presented in Figure 24 demonstrate that the ge-644

ometries produced by basic MRA (on the left) and i-MRA (on the right) are645

very similar in terms of axial force (top), bending moment (middle), and Von646

Mises stress (bottom). This indicates that the deviations from the funicular647

shape obtained with i-MRA are minimal. In this case, the use of i-MRA648

results in a reduction of the structural components by five times, while the649

static behavior of the structure remains virtually unchanged.650
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(a) MRA: |N |max = 20.7kN
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(b) i-MRA: |N |max = 20.6kN

�����

�����

�����

�����

���	�

����


�����

�����

����

����

����

����

���


��	�

���


(c) MRA: |M |max = 0.56kNm
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(d) i-MRA: |M |max = 0.64kNm
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(e) MRA: |σVM |max = 11.13kPa
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(f) i-MRA: |σVM |max = 11.64kPa

Figure 24: Structural analysis performed on the structures obtained by applying basic

MRA (left) and i-MRA (right) on the application example in Section 3.3. Comparison

in terms of axial force [kN] (top), bending moment [kNm] (middle) and Von Mises stress

[kPa] (bottom). 47



3.4. Application 4: Free-form geometry651

The final application example aims to evaluate the effectiveness of the652

proposed approach in a highly general scenario. The method is applied by653

considering a base plan that is defined by a free-form curve, and the mesh654

is generated automatically using parametric design software. The analysis655

focuses on two types of meshes: the quadrangular mesh and the mesh formed656

by hexagonal and pentagonal elements. The meshes are generated with the657

goal of covering the reference surface as smoothly as possible. In this partic-658

ular example, the basic mesh’s constituent parts result in various sizes and659

shapes due to the surface’s irregular layout. Consequently, this is the most660

complex application of MRA, as the proposed objective is to obtain equal661

structural elements from a geometry composed of different elements.662

Both meshes presented in this section are made up of edges with an663

average length of about 1.50m. However, the elements that make up the664

quadrangular mesh in Figure 25a range in length from a minimum of about665

0.80m to a maximum of about 2.30m, resulting in a considerable degree of666

variability in the starting elements.667

In this example, each rope has its unique slack coefficient since the defi-668

nition of the slack coefficient ρ is based on the initial distance between nodes669

(Equation 23) and takes into account that this distance varies for each pair670

of connected nodes. This implies that the coefficient � is depicted as a vector671

with a length equal to the total number of ropes. To offer a comprehensive672

measure, ρavg is defined as the average of all the slack coefficients within673

the � vector. Therefore, the definition of ρavg is reported in the following674

expression:675
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Figure 25: Different base mesh for free-form structure

ρavg =

∑nropes

i=1 (ρi)

nropes

(23)

The structural configuration obtained using the basic MRA with a ρavg =676

1.20 for the quadrangular mesh case (Figure 25a) is shown in Figures 26a677

and 26c. In this case, red is used to indicate structural elements whose final678

length deviates from the target length of Lrope = 1.78m (loose ropes). These679

elements constitute more than 13% of the 750 structural components that680

form the gridshell due to the basic geometry irregularities. As a result, more681

than 100 different structural elements are different from the target one in682

the actual structure. Although this may be manageable on the construction683

site, it can be challenging for generic and complex structural forms, mak-684

ing construction phase management more difficult than observed in previous685

examples.686

The distribution of lengths for the structural elements in this case study is687
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depicted in Figure 27. The structure is characterized by 44 different element688

typologies, highlighting the variability of element types in this specific case689

study.690

However, the structural configuration obtained by applying the i-MRA691

presented in this paper is shown in Figures 26b and 26d. The improvement692

achieved in this scenario is significant. The technique allowed for the calcula-693

tion of a structural geometry that can be realized by employing only 6 struc-694

tural component types of length Lrope = [1.78; 1.58; 1.45; 1.35; 1.25; 1.15]m.695

Figure 28 represents the distribution of structural elements among the 6 tar-696

get lengths. This result is impressive and demonstrates how the techniques697

presented in Section 2 can substantially reduce construction complexity.698

The results of the structural analyses presented in Figure 4 indicate that699

the changes in structural geometry achieved through i-MRA do not cause a700

significant increase in stresses. The structure calculated with i-MRA (right)701

experiences similar values of axial force and bending moment compared to702

the basic form-finding geometry (left). The application of i-MRA resulted in703

a decrease in the 6. Despite the geometric changes introduced, the imposed704

Von Mises stresses increased by less than 0.7 percent, which is a negligible705

increase. Moreover, the construction complexity of the work, as defined by706

the different types of structural elements used, was reduced by almost 10707

times.708

Finally, Figure 25b shows an interesting case of mesh composed of alter-709

nating hexagonal and pentagonal elements. This type of mesh is commonly710

used in geodesic dome design [45, 46, 47]. The advantage of this pattern711

lies in its ability to cover curved regular surfaces with geometrically regu-712
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(a) MRA planimetric view (b) i-MRA planimetric view

(c) MRA 3D view (d) i-MRA 3D view

Figure 26: Comparison between MRA and i-MRA on a free-form structure with quadran-

gular mesh.
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Figure 27: Application 4: Structural element lengths distribution applying the MRA.

Figure 28: Application 4: Structural element lengths distribution applying the i-MRA.
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(a) MRA: |N |max = 6.0kN
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(b) i-MRA: |N |max = 5.5kN
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(c) MRA: |M |max = 2.76kNm

�����

�����

����	

���
�

�����

�����

�����

�
�	�

�
���


�




���


�	�


���

����

����

(d) i-MRA: |M |max = 2.79kNm
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(e) MRA: |σVM |max = 21.53kPa
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(f) i-MRA: |σVM |max = 21.67kPa

Figure 29: Structural analysis performed on the structures obtained by applying basic

MRA (left) and i-MRA (right) on the application example with quadrangular mesh in

Section 3.4. Comparison in terms of axial force [kN] (top), bending moment [kNm] (mid-

dle) and Von Mises stress [kPa] (bottom). 53



Figure 30: MRA application on a free-form structure with hexagonal mesh and ρ = 1.10.

lar planar elements. In fact, spherical domes are often designed using this713

pattern.714

In the presented example, the benefit of adopting this particular mesh715

is related to the fact that each node is connected to a maximum of three716

adjacent nodes. As a result, each node is constrained by a maximum of717

three ropes, and the three degrees of freedom related to spatial translations718

are tied by three ropes. This less restrictive system can evolve towards an719

equilibrium configuration in which all the ropes composing the entire network720

are tense. The direct outcome is that the geometry obtained by applying the721

basic MRA is very shallow and consists of a single type of structural element,722

as shown in Figure 30.723
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4. Conclusions724

This paper presents a form-finding method that is specifically designed for725

gridshell structures. The method builds upon the Multi-body Rope Approach726

(MRA) developed by [29]. Once a load condition is defined, the basic MRA727

allows for the definition of the structural geometry that is characterized by728

the smaller eccentricity of applied compression forces. This helps to reduce729

bending moments and applied stress. The structure is modeled as a network730

of masses that are connected by loose ropes, and the solution of the dynamics731

of the system, subject to a specific load condition, allows the definition of a732

final equilibrium configuration that represents the structural geometry with733

the lowest bending moment.734

To further minimize the complexity of structural construction manage-735

ment and reduce computational effort, two improvement techniques are pro-736

posed for the basic MRA. The first technique involves defining groups of737

structural elements with identical lengths, which helps to minimize the types738

of structural elements required for constructing the calculated structures.739

The second technique involves applying a repulsive force field to the dynamic740

model, which allows for tiny adjustments of the geometry to limit the num-741

ber of structural components that do not fit into the previously established742

groups. The combination of these two techniques is referred to as i-MRA.743

The effectiveness of the proposed method was tested in four applica-744

tion examples of increasing complexity. The results showed that the i-MRA745

method leads to a significant reduction in the number of structural com-746

ponents required, especially as the geometric complexity of the structure747

increases.748
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The results of the structural analyses indicate that i-MRA induced changes749

on funicular structures calculated with basic MRA do not have significant750

impacts on their static behaviour. The increases observed in terms of inter-751

nal actions and stress were less than 1 % for almost all of the cases studied.752

Consequently, reducing the number of components analyzed has no adverse753

consequences from a structural perspective. However, it has important im-754

plications such as reducing production costs, encouraging mass production,755

and lowering expenses related to construction management.756

The studied examples also demonstrated that the base mesh has no dis-757

cernible influence on the law connecting the slack coefficient to the structural758

height, which remains consistent in its qualitative trend.759

However, the research also revealed that the initial mesh has a signif-760

icant impact on the final structural geometry. Thus, the selection of the761

basic mesh type is crucial. The research presented in this paper provides762

a foundation for further investigations on the subject, with potential future763

developments including an analysis of how the introduced methods may af-764

fect structural performance. Specifically, future research could investigate765

how the introduced geometric variations may impact the instability of the766

analyzed structures. Such an analysis could prove beneficial to both science767

and design practice.768

Moreover, the proposed approach could be introduced into a structural769

optimization procedure, which could identify the optimal parameters for gen-770

erating the most effective structural shape while minimizing the costs asso-771

ciated with the projected structure. Finally, exploring and optimizing the772

optimal shapes for the panels and nodes that constitute the structure of the773
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gridshell could also represent an interesting research topic.774

Indeed, while the methods presented in this paper can be helpful in775

achieving more efficient and cost-effective structures, the role of the designer776

remains critical. The designer’s knowledge and experience are essential in777

making informed decisions and balancing the trade-offs between structural778

performance, aesthetic appeal, and cost-effectiveness. The proposed methods779

should be seen as tools that can support the designer in the decision-making780

process, rather than a substitute for their expertise. It is through the col-781

laboration between the designer and the computational tools that the most782

optimal and effective design solutions can be achieved.783
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