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Abstract - Construction of multi‐storey building is rapidly 
increasing throughout the world. Recently diagrid structural 
system is adopted in tall buildings due to its structural 
efficiency and flexibility in architectural planning. The diagrid 
structure of each storey height is designed with diagonals 
placed at various uniform angles as well as gradually 
changing angles along the building height in order to 
determine the optimal uniform angle for each structure with a 
different height. As the height of building increase, the lateral 
load resisting system becomes more important than the 
structural system that resists the gravitational loads. The 

lateral loads are resisted by axial action of diagonal members. 
The aim of this study is to find the optimal diagrid angle to 
minimize the lateral drift and displacement in high-rise 
building. Five different diagrid angle configurations ( 36.8°, 
56.3°, 66°,77.5° and 83.6°) have been considered for 24-storey 
circular buildings. The results were tabulated by performing 
finite element analysis using ETABS software. The comparison 
of analysis of results in terms of lateral displacement, storey 
drift, storey shear and time period. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
The rapid growth of urban population, scarcity and high cost 
of available land greatly influenced the construction 
industry. So that the taller structures are preferable now a 
days. So when the height of the structure increases then the 
consideration of lateral load is very much important. For that 
lateral load resisting system become more important than 
the structural system that resist the gravitational loads. The 
lateral load resisting systems are widely used in rigid frames, 
shear wall, wall frame, braced tube system, outrigger system 
and tubular system. Recently the diagrid – diagonal grid 
structural system is widely used for tall buildings due to its 
structural efficiency and aesthetic potential provided by the 
unique geometric configuration of the system. Structural 
efficiency of diagrid system makes the number of interior 
column decrease, therefore much flexibility on the plan 
design. The primary idea behind the development of the 
diagrid system was the recognition of the savings possible in 

the removal of the vertical columns. The vertical columns 
were only engineered to carry gravity loads and were 
incapable of providing lateral stability. The diagonal grid, if 
properly spaced, was capable of assuming all of the gravity 
loads as well as providing lateral stability due to its 
triangular configuration.  Hence the diagrid, for structural 
effectiveness and the aesthetic has generated renewed 
interest from architectural and structural designers of tall 
building. So when the diagrid structural system is provided 
in tall buildings, there is very much important the angle of 
diagrid. The questions are arises in our mind that, (1) what 
should be the optimum angle of diagrid? , (2) Is that angle is 
economical for tall structures? , (3) why we are selecting 
such an angle instead of vertical structure? So, to evaluate 
these problems, the present work is carried out using 
different angles by considering different storey module. 
ETABS software is used for modelling and analysis for 
structural members. The results are discussed in terms of 
lateral displacement, storey drift, storey shear and time 
period by considering static and dynamic properties. 

In present work, five different models of a 24 storey circular 
building is considered with provision of different angle of 
diagrid, that is 31°(1-storey module), 50.2°(2-storey 
module), 61°(3-storey module), 74.5°(6-storey module) and 
82.1°(12-storey module). This five models are labelled as 
model-A, model-B, model-C, model-D and model-E. The 
modelling and analysis of this five models were done by 
using ETABS software to find the optimum angle of diagrid 
for high-rise buildings. 

 

2. BUILDING CONFIGURATION 

 
2.1 Types of Models 
 

In this work, five different models of 24 storey buildings 
are considered which are having different angle of 
inclination i.e. 36.8°(1-storey module), 56.3°(2-storey 
module), 66°(3-storey module) ,77.5°(6-storey module) and 
83.6°(12-storey module) which are represented by letter A, 
B, C, D and E respectively. The building is circular 
symmetrical in shape and the diameter used is 30.7m and 
total height of the building is 86.4m. The same sections were 
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considered for the diagrid members and other members in 
each model type. The plan view of all the models is shown in 
fig -1.  

 
 
Fig -1: Plan view of all models 

2.2 Geometry Data 
 

The general geometry data for all the models are as 
follows 

i. Plan dimension : 30.7 diameter 
ii. Number of storeys : 24 storeys 

iii. Storey height : 3.6 m 
iv. Slab thickness : 0.120 m 
v. Characteristic strength of concrete : 40 N/mm² 

vi. Characteristic strength of steel : 500 N/mm² 
 

The angle of diagrid is decided on the basis of the storey 
module. The module means that the number of stories 
stacked per model. In this study, five different storey module 
is considered, that is 1-storey module, 2-storey module, 3-
storey module, 6-storey module and 12-storey module. The 
angle is obtained from the height of the storey module to the 
base width of diagrid. The diagrid angles varies with varying 
of height of storey module.   
For example: 2-storey module then,  

Angle (θ) = tan-1 (height of module / base width)  
Angle (θ) = tan-1 (7.2/4.8)  
Angle (θ) = 56.3°  
 

The geometry of the basic triangle model plays a major 
role in the internal axial force distribution, as well as in 
conferring global shear and bending rigidity to the building 
structure. Since the optimal angle of the columns for 
maximum bending rigidity is 90°, (i.e. vertical columns in 
traditional buildings) and that of the diagonals for maximum 
shear rigidity is about 27° (only one storey stacked per basic 
triangle model), it is expected that the optimal angle of 
diagonal members for diagrid structures will fall between 

these angles. So the selected the angles for analysis is in 
between these angles. 

2.3 Structural plan 
 

Here, fig -2 is showing the structural plan view of all the 
models, in which the beam notations B1, B2 and B3 are 
shown. There are 3 types of beams namely as B1, B2, B3 and 
different beams shown with different color. The beam B1 is 
the larger span beam in the structure. And there are four 
columns with same dimensions at the center square portion 
of the building. 

 

Fig -2: Structural plan 

          The member sizes for all models are preliminary 
decided same but after analysis results and designing results, 
the sizes are modified to prevent failure and excessive top 
storey displacement. Table 1 showing the member sizes for 
all the models. There are three types of beams and the size of 
the columns for all the structure are same. The member D1 
indicates the diagonal member which passes through the 
outer periphery of the structure and it is same in size for 
throughout the structure. The size of all the members are 
same for five models namely as A, B, C, D and E.  

Table -1: Member sizes for all models 

Member Notation Dimension 

Beam 

B1 500 X 1100 

B2 300 X 650 

B3 300 X 450 

Column C1 1400 X 1400 

Diagrid D1 650 X 650 
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          The design dead load and live load is considered as per 
IS 875 Part I and Part II and are 3.75kN/m² and 3kN/m² 
respectively. . Self-weight of the structural members will be 
calculated by the software ETABS. The design earthquake 
load is computed based on the zone factor 0.16, soil type II, 
Importance factor 1, Response Reduction 5 as per IS-1893-
2002. The design wind load is computed based on location 
Calicut, Wind speed 39 m/s, Terrain category 2, Structure 
class B, Risk Coefficient 1, Topography factor 1. The load 
combinations are considered according to IS 1893(Part 
I):2002. Modelling, analysis and design of diagrid structure 
are carried out using ETABS 15.2.0 software. The end 
condition for diagrid is assumed as hinged. The support 
conditions are assumed as fixed. The design of member is 
carried out on the basis of IS-456-2000. 
 

3. ANAYSIS RESULTS 
 
The analysis results of model-A, model-B, model-C, model-D 
and model-E in terms of lateral displacement, storey drift, 
storey shear and time period are presented. 
 

3.1 Lateral displacement Results 
 

The lateral displacement of any building increases with 
increasing the height of the building due to its lateral load 
effect. Here, chart -1 shows the lateral displacement 
corresponding to each storeys for Model-A, model-B, model-
C, model-D and model-E. For all the models, wind load 
govern the design. So the results are shown in terms of wind 
load cases only. 

 

 

Chart -1: Displacement results for all models 

As per code IS: 456-2000, clause: 20.5, page no. 33, the 
maximum top storey displacement due to wind load should 
not exceed H/500, where H is the total height of the building. 
The displacement results for all the models are within the 
permissible limit. It can been seen that when the height of 

the building is increasing, the top storey displacement is also 
increased but for the case of all models, displacement value 
is smaller for model-C by comparing others.  
  

3.2 Storey Drift Result 
 

Storey drift is the difference of maximum lateral 
displacements of any two adjacent floors under the factored 
loads, divided by respective storey height. In terms of elastic 
deflections, the storey drift, S is given by    
    

S =      

                 
  

Where,      
 = maximum elastic deflections of the  

floor under the factored loads.   

 = deference of the elastic deflections 

between two neighboring floors.  

                    = storey height. 

           The relative lateral deflection in one storey under the 
characteristic wind load to a maximum of H/500, where H is 
the storey height. Higher value of storey drift limitation Sm 
are permitted to vary between 0.004 and 0.008 when non-
structural elements are isolated from and not integrally 
connected to the main structure. Here chart -2 shows the 
storey drift results for all models. The results are shown for 
the earthquake load. Model-E shows large variations in 
storey drift by comparing with other models. 

 

 

Chart -2: Storey drift results for all model 

For earthquake load, as per code IS: 1893-2002, clause: 
7.11.1, page no: 27, the storey drift in any storey due to 
minimum specified lateral force with partial load factor of 
1.0 should not exceed 0.004 times storey height that is 
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H/250, where H = storey height in meter. The storey drift 
value is within the permissible limit. It can be seen that the 
excessive drift for the model-E. Model-C and model-D are 
giving the better results as compared to other models as 
shown in above figure.     
  

3.3 Storey Shear Result 
 

Here, the Storey shear results for model-A, model-B, 
model-C, model-D and model-E are shown in chart -3. 
Results are shown for the earthquake load. The four models 
A, B, C and D shows small variation in storey shear by 
comparing with each other but the model-E shows large 
variation in shear by comparing with other models. 

 

 

Chart -3: Storey shear results for all model 

From the analysis results, it can been seen that the 
storey shear for model-E is more as compared to the others. 
From the above figure the gradual variation is noticed for the 
model-C and it gives better result by comparing with others. 
From the analysis of above graph it is clear that model-C and 
model-D gives less storey shear by comparing the five 
models in that graph. 

 

3.4 Time Period Result 
 

By performing the dynamic analysis, time period is 
found out by considering 12 mode shape for all models, is 
presented here. Chart -4 shows the results of modal analysis 
for model-A, model-B, model-C model-D and model-E 
respectively. It shows the time period results against 12 
mode shape. 

The building’s natural time period is obtained from the 
equation,  

T = 2π  

Where, m = mass of the structure and  

                 k = stiffness of the building 

 

 

Chart -4: Time period results for all model 

           From the above equation, it can been observed that, 
time period depends upon the mass and stiffness of the 
structure. If the time period is more, the modal mass is more 
but the stiffness of the building is less vice-versa. It can been 
noticed that the time period is minimum for the model-C, so 
the stiffness of that models is more as compare to others. 
The time period for the model-E is very much more as shown 
in above chart. 
 

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
The For the diagrid structural system, the angle of diagrid is 
the most important and considerable point because it is 
directly affected to the stiffness, displacement, storey drift, 
storey shear, time period and material consumption of the 
structure. These factors are directly affected the structural 
cost if the proper angle is not provided. So, by considering 
above factors, economical and optimum angle is evaluated. 

4.1 Top Storey Displacement   
     
           From analysis and design result (Chart -1), it is clearly 
seen that the displacement is less for the diagrid angle 66° 
for Model-C. But from considering the results of all models, 
the displacement results is less for the angle 66° (model-C) 
and 77.5° (model-D) as compared to others. So the angle of 
diagrid is optimum in the region of angle 65° to 75°. 

4.2 Storey Drift     
         
          From the results of storey drift, it is clearly noticed that 
the model-C and model-D gives better results, which is 
clearly indicating that the angle region 65° to 75° is 
optimum. 
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4.3 Storey Shear    
          

          From the results of storey shear, it is clearly noticed 
that the model-C and model-D gives better results, which is 
clearly indicating that the angle region 65° to 75° is 
optimum. 

4.4 Time Period  
 
          By considering chart -4 ,it can been observed that the  
time period is minimum for angle region 66° (model-C) and 
77.5° (model-D)  and also when the no of storey is increased, 
the time period is decreased. So the optimum angle is in the 
region of 65° to 75°. 

 
5. CONCLUSION 
 
The current study is carried out by considering the different 
angles for a 24 storied circular diagrid building. The circular 
plan of 30.7 diameter is considered with five different types 
of angles of diagrid that is 36.8°, 56.3°, 66°, 77.5° and 83.6° A 
comparative study is carried out using the parameters 
lateral displacement, storey drift, storey shear, time period. 

Concluded from the study that, 

 Diagrid angle in the region of 65° to 75° provides 
more stiffness to the diagrid structural system 
which reflects the less top storey displacement. 

 The storey drift and storey shear results are very 
much lesser in the region of diagrid angle 65° to 75°. 

 The time period is observed less in the region of 
diagrid angle 65° to 75° which reflects more 
stiffness of the structure and lesser mass of 
structure.  

 The effect of lateral force to stories is less in the 
structure with  diagrid angle 65° to 75° 

 When number of storey increases means height of 
building increases, diagrid angle in the region 65° to 
75° gives better results in terms of top storey 
displacement, storey drift, storey shear, time period 
and effect of lateral force. 

 The optimum angle of diagrid is observed in the 
region of 65° to 75° 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
 
I gladly present this report titled “Optimal Diagrid Angle of 
High-Rise Buildings Subjected to Lateral Loads” fulfilment 
for the award of the degree of Master of Technology in 
Structural Engineering. I express my sincere thanks to the 
Principal Mrs. Kavitha Murugesan for her all support to 
present the project successfully. I express my sincere thanks 
to the head of the Department of Civil Engineering Dr. 
Raneesh K.Y for his support and advice. I would like to 

express my deep gratitude towards my project guide and 
course co-ordinator Mr. Rahul Krishnan K (Assistant 
Professor in Civil Engineering Department) for his support 
and guidance during the preparation of this report. 

I once again express my sincere thanks to all the staffs in 
Department of Civil Engineering who helped me directly or 
indirectly to bringing this training with stipulated time. I 
express again grateful thanks to parents and friends for their 
help and support. 

 
 

REFERENCES 
 
[1] Harish Varsani , Narendra Pokar , Dipesh Gandhi 

“Comparative Analysis of Diagrid Structural System and 
Conventional Structural System for High Rise Steel 
Building” International Journal of Advance Research in 
Engineering, Science & Technology (IJAREST), Volume 
2,Issue 1, January- 2015 

[2] J. Kim, Y. Jun and Y.-Ho Lee “Seismic Performance 
Evaluation of Diagrid System Buildings” 2nd Specialty 
Conference on Disaster Mitigation June 9-12, 2010 

[3] Khalid K. Shadhan “Optimal Diagrid Angle To Minimize 
Drift In High-Rise Steel Buildings Subjected To Wind 
Loads” International Journal Of Civil Engineering And 
Technology (IJCIET) Volume 6, Issue 11, Nov 2015 

[4] Khushbu Jani, Paresh V. Patel “Analysis and Design of 
Diagrid Structural System for High Rise Steel Buildings” 
Chemical, Civil and Mechanical Engineering Tracks of 
3rd Nirma University International Conference on 
Engineering (NUiCONE-2012) 

[5] Kyoung Sun Moon “Diagrid Structures for Complex-
Shaped Tall Buildings” The Twelfth East Asia-Pacific 
Conference on Structural Engineering and Construction, 
Procedia Engineering 14 (2011) 1343–1350 

[6] Nishith B. Panchal, Dr. V. R. Patel, Dr. I. I. Pandya 
“Optimum Angle of Diagrid Structural System” 
International Journal of Engineering and Technical 
Research (IJETR) ISSN: 2321-0869, Volume-2, Issue-6, 
June 2014 

[7] Nishith B. Panchal, Vinubhai R. Patel “Diagrid Structural 
System: Strategies to Reduce Lateral Forces on High-
Rise Buildings” IJRET: International Journal of Research 
in Engineering and Technology, Volume: 03 Issue: 04 | 
Apr-2014 

[8] Raghunath .D. Deshpande, Sadanand M. Patil, 
Subramanya Ratan  “Analysis and Comparison of Diagrid 
and Conventional Structural System” International 
Research Journal of Engineering and Technology (IRJET)  
Volume: 02 Issue: 03 |June -2015 

[9] Rohit Kumar Singh, Dr. Vivek Garg, Dr. Abhay Sharma 
“Analysis And Design of Concrete Diagrid Building and 
its Comparison with Conventional Frame Building” 
International Journal Of Science, Engineering And 
Technology www.ijset.in Volume 2, Issue 6, August 2014 

[10] Sree Harsha J, K Raghu, G Narayana “Analysis Of Tall 
Buildings For Desired Angle Of Diagrids” IJRET:   



          International Research Journal of Engineering and Technology (IRJET)      e-ISSN: 2395 -0056 

               Volume: 03 Issue: 09 | Sep -2016                      www.irjet.net                                                               p-ISSN: 2395-0072 

 

© 2016, IRJET     |    Impact Factor value: 4.45         |              ISO 9001:2008 Certified Journal           |                 Page 846 
 

International Journal Of Research In Engineering And 
Technology, Volume: 04 Issue: 04 | Apr-2015 

 

 

BIOGRAPHIES 
  

I am Jayesh Venkolath. I am 
pursuing my Master of Engineering 
study in Structural engineering 
branch from the University of 
Calicut. I am doing my dissertation 
work under the guidance of Mr. 
Rahul Krishnan K. I have 
completed my Bachelor of 
Engineering (civil engineering) 
study from M.G. University. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


