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

               Volume: 04 Issue: 05 | May -2017                     www.irjet.net                                                                p-ISSN: 2395-0072 

 

© 2017, IRJET       |       Impact Factor value: 5.181       |       ISO 9001:2008 Certified Journal       |        Page 2840 
 

Comparative Study of Performance of High Rise Buildings with Diagrid, 

Hexagrid and Octagrid Systems under Dynamic Loading 

Pooja Liz Isaac1, Bennet A Ipe2 

1 PG Student, Department of Civil Engineering, SAINTGITS College of Engineering, Kottayam, Kerala, India 

2 Assistant Professor,  Department of Civil Engineering, SAINTGITS College of Engineering, Kottayam, Kerala, India 
---------------------------------------------------------------------***---------------------------------------------------------------------
Abstract - The developments in construction techniques, 
materials, structural systems and the analytical methods for 
analysis and design opened the door for the growth of high 
rise buildings. The structural design of tall buildings is 
governed by the action of lateral loads due to wind or 
earthquake. Lateral load resistance of a structure is offered by 
interior structural systems or exterior structural systems. 
Exterior structural system constitutes Diagrid, Hexagrid, 
Pentagrid and Octagrid Systems. Recently, Diagrid structural 
system is adopted in tall buildings due to its structural 
efficiency, superiority in aesthetic appeal and flexibility in 
architectural planning. Diagrids, Hexagrids and Octagrids 
contain triangular or diamond shaped modules, hexagons and 
octagons respectively, throughout exterior of structure and 
they don’t have any external vertical columns. Due to inclined 
columns, lateral loads are resisted by axial action of the 
diagonal. A regular floor plan of 36 m x 36 m size is 
considered. ETABS V15 software is used for modelling and 
analysis of structural members. Twelve models are created 
collectively of Exterior Braced steel frame structure, Diagrid, 
Octagrid and Hexagrid buildings with regard to variation in 
their diagonal angles and module density. Equivalent static 
and Response spectrum analysis of these models have been 
carried out to examine their performance. A comparison of 
parameters Storey Shear, Storey drift, Storey displacement, 
Time period and Structural weight is done to determine the 
efficient and cost effective structure.  
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1. INTRODUCTION  
 
High rise buildings are booming right now especially in 
major cities of world, due to the progression of efficient 
structural systems, advances in the construction technology 
and shortage of urban land available for construction. 
Lateral loading due to wind or earthquake are the governing 
factors in the design of high rise buildings along with the 
action of gravitational loading. In order to resist the lateral 
loads, either interior or exterior structural systems are 
employed. The widely used internal lateral load resisting 
structural systems include rigid frame, braced frame, shear 
wall and outrigger structure whereas the exterior systems 
constitute tubular, diagrid, pentagrid, hexagrid and octagrid 
structures. Lately, diagrid structural systems are adopted in 

tall buildings, owing to its structural competency, elegance in 
appearance and resilience in the aspect of architectural 
planning. 

In the diagrid structures, the vertical columns from the 
periphery of the structure are eliminated and it consists of 
diamond shaped modules. A triangulated configuration is 
formed in the diagrid structural systems because of the 
modules and due to this, diagrids are able to carry gravity 
and lateral loads and distribute them in a very uniform and 
regular pattern. In addition, by the usage of diagonals, lesser 
amount of material is used. Also, due to the elimination of 
columns, much space is available to make the structure more 
flexible. Module size or diagrid module height is the number 
of stories in the Diagrid module. Moreover, diagrid’s 
diagonal angle is the angle between the diagonal members 
and the horizontal beams in the exterior of the structure. 
Diagrid module size and Diagonal angles both play a key role 
in structural, architectural and aesthetic concepts of these 
structures. 

The hexagrid consists of multiple hexagonal grids at the 
exterior perimeter surfaces of building. The hexagrid system 
is a particular form of belt trusses mixed tubular system and 
resists lateral loads acting in tension or compression. 
Similarly, Octagrid contain several octagons arranged at the 
exterior of the structure. Module density of a hexagrid or 
octagrid denotes the number of hexagon or octagon modules 
around the periphery. If more number of modules can be 
incorporated around the periphery, the building is said to be 
of high module density and vice-versa. 

2. RESEARCH SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Construction of multi‐storey building is rapidly increasing 
throughout the world due to the rapid growth of urban 
population and limitation of available land. As the height of 
structure increases, the influence of lateral loads increases 
and requires lateral load resisting structures to resist them. 
The diagrid structural system is widely used for recent tall 
buildings due to the structural efficiency and aesthetic 
potential. Hexagrid structural system can be used to 
challenge the limit to building height in diagrid. The 
employment of Diagrid, Hexagrid or Octagrid structural 
systems in a building give rise to numerous advantages like 
reduction of interior columns giving large column free spaces 
that can be used as indoor sports auditoriums, exhibition 
halls etc. The inclined columns take up gravity as well as 
lateral loads unlike the conventional vertical columns. Also, 
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these systems lead to huge savings in terms of material cost. 
Hence, it is necessary to compare the three systems of 
Diagrid, Octagrid, and Hexagrid with an exterior braced steel 
structure to find out the efficient structural system.  

The objective of this paper is to study and compare the 
performance of Diagrid, Octagrid and Hexagrid buildings with 
varied diagonal angles and varied module density under 
dynamic loading and also to find the structural system that 
exhibits least top storey displacement and drift, the optimal 
range of diagonal angle possessing better stiffness and 
relationship of time period to lateral stiffness. Compare the 
structural weight and material cost of all building models to 
determine the most economical option among the models.  

3. BUILDING DESCRIPTION AND MODELING 

A square shaped 36 storey building of size 36m x 36m, storey 
height 3.6m and plan area 1296m2 is considered for the 
analysis and design. The four types of buildings that have 
been modelled include Exterior Braced steel frame structure, 
Diagrid, Octagrid and Hexagrid buildings. Diagrid buildings 
are modelled with regard to variation in their diagonal angles 
represented by their storey module size. Diagrid’s diagonal 
angle is the angle between the diagonal members and the 
horizontal beams in the exterior of the structure. Diagonal 
Angle = tan-1 (module height / base width). Hexagrid and 
Octagrid buildings are modelled to cater variation in the 
module density. Module density is a function of the number of 
modules in the buildings. If there are more number of 
modules, then the module density is high and vice-versa. The 
models are a) Diagrid with 2 storey modules [2DIA] with 
diagonal angle = 50.19˚, b) Diagrid with 4 storey modules 
[4DIA] with diagonal angle = 67.38˚, c) Diagrid with 6 storey 
modules [6DIA] with diagonal angle = 74.475˚, d) Diagrid 
with 8 storey modules [8DIA] with diagonal angle = 78.23˚, e) 
Diagrid with 10 storey modules [10DIA] with diagonal angle 
= 80.54˚, f) Diagrid with 12 storey modules [12DIA] with 
diagonal angle = 82.09˚) g) Hexagrid with 3m modules 
[3mHEX], h) Hexagrid with 6m modules [6mHEX], i) 
Hexagrid with 12m modules [12mHEX], j) Octagrid with 9m 
modules [9mOCT], k) Octagrid with 12m modules [12Moct] 
and l) Exterior Braced Steel Structure [EBSS]. 

The floor plan of Diagrid, Hexagrid and Octagrid Structural 
systems are shown in Fig 1. For these three structural 
systems, there are no vertical columns in the exterior of the 
structure and also, only 8 internal columns are there. For 
linear static and dynamic analysis, the beams and columns 
are modeled by flexural elements and braces are modeled by 
truss elements. The support conditions are assumed as fixed. 
All structural members are designed using IS 800:2007. 
Secondary effect like temperature variation is not considered 
in the design, assuming small variation in inside and outside 
temperature. Exterior Braced Tubular Steel Building contains 
vertical columns throughout the exterior of the structure 
unlike Diagrid, Hexagrid and Octagrid Structural systems. X - 
Bracings are also provided at the exterior within a height of 6 
stories. The base floor plan of exterior braced tubular steel 

structure is shown in Fig 2. The interior frame of the diagrid, 
hexagrid and octagrid structures is designed only for gravity 
load. Diagonals carry both lateral as well as gravity loads. The 
design live load on floor slab is 2.5 kN/m2. The wind loading 
is computed based on the basic wind speed of 30 m/sec and 
terrain category III as per IS: 875 (III)-1987. The design 
earthquake load is calculated considering medium soil, zone 
factor of 0.16, response reduction factor of 5 and importance 
factor of 1 (IS: 1893 (Part-I), 2002).The elevation of all 
models are given below.  

 
Fig -1: Floor Plan of Diagrid, Hexagrid & Octagrid Building 

 
Fig -2: Base Floor Plan of Exterior Braced Tubular steel 

structures (EBSS) 
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Fig -3: (a) Diagrid model with 2 storey module (2DIA),     

(b) Diagrid model 4 storey module (4DIA) 

 
Fig -4: (c) Diagrid model with 6 storey module (6DIA),           

(d) Diagrid model 8 storey module (8DIA) 

 

Fig -5: (e) Diagrid model with 10 storey module (10DIA),         
(f) Diagrid model with 12 storey module (12DIA)   

 
Fig -6: (g) Hexagrid with 3m module (3m HEX),  

(h) Hexagrid with 6m modules (6m HEX) 

 
Fig -7: (i) Hexagrid with 12m module (12m HEX),              

(j) Octagrid with 9m modules (9m OCT) 

 

Fig -8: (k) Octagrid with 12m module (12m OCT), 
(l) Exterior Braced Steel Structure (EBSS) 
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4. ANALYSIS, DESIGN AND RESULTS 
 
Equivalent Static Analysis and Response Spectrum Analysis 
are conducted for all the models. The sectional properties 
adopted after the analysis and design of these models to meet 
the safety criteria and lateral displacement limit thereby 
giving optimized sections are given in Table 1. The values of 
Lateral Displacement, Storey Drift, Storey Shear, Time period 
and Structural weight are compared for all models to 
determine the most cost effective and optimal structure. The 
results of the analysis are explained below. 

 
4.1 Storey Displacement 
 
As per IS 1893 (Part 1): 2002, Permissible Maximum Storey 
Displacement = H/500 = 129.6/500 = 0.2592m, where H is 
height of the building. The values of Storey Displacement of 
all the models for load cases of Earthquake and Wind load in 
X and Y direction are found to be within the limit. 

 
Chart -1: Storey Displacement 

The storey displacement of Diagrid with 4 storey module has 
the least displacement of all the models and the model with 
highest displacement is Octagrid with 12m module. In the 
case of Diagrids, it can be seen that the displacement 
reduced from 28.04mm of Diagrid with 2 storey module to 
19.69mm of Diagrid with 4 storey module and then there is 
an increasing trend in the displacement value to 58.69mm of 
Diagrid with 12 storey module. Whereas in the case of 
Hexagrids, displacement value is increasing with a decrease 
in the hexagrid density, i.e, displacement is highest for 
Hexagrid with 12m module and lowest for Hexagrid with 3m 
module. A similar pattern is found in Octagrid as in Hexagrid. 

 

4.2 Inter - Storey Drift 
 
The Permissible Inter - Storey Drift as per IS 1893 (Part 1): 
2002, is 0.004h = 0.004 x 3.6 = 0.0144 where h is the storey 
height of the structure. All models satisfy the Storey Drift 
condition. 

 

Chart -2: Inter - Storey Drift 

The lowest storey drift is that of Diagrid with 4 storey 
module which has a diagonal angle of 67.38˚. For hexagrids, 
under earthquake load, Storey drift value seems to reduce at 
first and then increase with a decrease in the hexagrid 
density; whereas under wind load, Storey Drift values follow 
an initial increase and then a decrease with decreasing 
Hexagrid density. Now considering octagrids, value increases 
with decrease in octagrid density for both earthquake and 
wind load cases.  

 

4.3 Storey Shear 
 

The highest storey shear value is possessed by the 
octagrid with 12m module and Diagrid with 4 storey module 
has minimum storey shear value. For Hexagrids and 
Octagrids, the value of Storey shear increases with a decrease 
in their corresponding module densities. For Diagrids, storey 
shear value decreases initially and then increases with an 
increase in their story module size. 
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Chart -3: Storey Shear 
 

4.4 Fundamental Time Period 
 

 

Chart -4: Fundamental Time Period 
Least Time period is for Diagrid with 4 storey module and 
highest time period is for Octagrid with 12m module. Except 
Diagrid with 4 storey module, all other models show a trend 
of increasing time period with increase in Diagrid module 
size and decrease in Hexagrid or Octagrid module density. 
 

4.5 Structural Weight 
 
On comparison of the structural weight of all the models, it 
was found out that the quantity of concrete is same for all the 
models and is equal to 17835.68618 tonf. The model with the 
least amount of steel is Diagrid with 12 storey module with 
8285.8484 tonf and Hexagrid with 12m module has the 

highest amount of steel equal to 12806.20693 tonf. Exterior 
Braced Steel structure consumes a quantity of steel equal to 
10350.0642 tonf which is greater than all models except 
Hexagrid with 12m module and Octagrid with 12m module.  

 

Chart -5: Steel Consumption 
 

4.6 Section Properties 
 
All the models were assigned same section property initially 
and these were modified after the analysis and design. All 
structural members except slab are made up of YST 310 
grade steel. Slab is made up of M30 grade concrete with 
150mm thickness. The Diagonal columns are Tube sections 
and the Interior columns are Built up columns with I section 
and top and bottom plates. The section properties of all the 
models were given in Table 1. 
 

 

Fig -9: Interior Column C1 
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Fig -10: Interior Column C2 

 
Fig -11: Interior Column C3 

 
Table -1: Section Properties 
 

Models 

Diagonal Columns 
Dimension(mm), 
Thickness(mm) Interior 

Columns 
Beam sizes 

From 1st To 
18th Storey 

From 19th To 
36th Storey 

2DIA 450, 25 375, 12 C1 

 
B1 – ISWB600  
with 250 x 25 mm 
top and bottom 
plates 
 
B2 - ISWB600 with 
250 x 50 mm top 
and bottom plates 
 
B3 – ISMB550 
 
B4 – ISLB600 
 
B5 - ISWB600 
 

4DIA 450, 25 375, 12 C1 

6DIA 450, 25 375, 12 C1 

8DIA 450, 25 375, 12 C1 

10DIA 450, 25 375, 12 C1 

12DIA 450, 25 375, 12 C1 

3m HEX 450, 25 400, 15 C1 

6m HEX 450, 55 400, 30 C1 

12m HEX 550, 75 450, 40 C2 

9m OCT 450, 55 400, 25 C1 

12m OCT 450, 55 400, 25 C2 

EBSS 450, 25 375, 12 C3 

 

 

5. CONCLUSIONS 
 

 The Equivalent static and Response spectrum analysis of 
Diagrid, Hexagrid, Octagrid and Exterior Braced steel building 
were performed. The performance of Diagrid buildings 
modeled with different diagonal angle, Hexagrid and Octagrid 
with different module density and Exterior Braced steel 
structure under dynamic loading were investigated and the 
values of parameters Storey Displacement, Storey Drift, 
Storey Shear, Time Period and Structural weight were 
compared. The inferences of the study are as follows: 

 Every model considered here has satisfied the limits 
for displacement and storey drift as per IS 1893(II) – 
2002.  

 Diagrid with 4 storey module exhibits lower 
displacement, storey drift, storey shear, time period 
and Structural weight. Parameters show a rising 
trend below and above this module size. Hence, it can 
be said that Diagrid building with 4 storey module 
having a diagonal angle of 67.38˚ is the optimal 
diagonal angle and it is the best, structurally efficient 
and cost effective model. 

 The structural performance of Hexagrid and Octagrid 
structural system deteriorates with decrease in 
module density. 

 All models except Hexagrid 12m module and Octagrid 
12m module, which are the low module density 
models, can be considered as an economical and 
efficient alternative to the exterior braced steel 
structures. 

 Diagrid structural system provides more flexibility in 
planning interior space and facade of the building. 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
 
I would like to thank God Almighty for granting me health 
and knowledge for completing this work. I am indebted to 
Asst. Prof. Bennet A Ipe, for helping me to opt a significant 
topic, and with his help I was able to gather scholarly 
sources that provided a plethora of technical information 
that was able to be incorporated into the paper and for 
offering his aid throughout the period of completion of this 
work. I am extremely grateful to my parents, brother, fiancé 
and friends for the support and constant encouragement 
they have given me throughout the stretch of this work.  
 

REFERENCES 
 
[1] Mobi Ria Mathews, Jerin M. George, Binu M Issac and 

Deepa Davis, “A study on the seismic performance of 
hexagrid system with different patterns,” Applied 
Mechanics and Materials, Vol. 857, pp 30-35, 2017. 

[2] Kiran Kamath, Sachin Hirannaiah, Jose Camilo Karl 
Barbosa Noronha, “An analytical study on performance 
of a diagrid structure using nonlinear static pushover 
analysis”, Elsevier, 2016. 



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

               Volume: 04 Issue: 05 | May -2017                     www.irjet.net                                                                p-ISSN: 2395-0072 

 

© 2017, IRJET       |       Impact Factor value: 5.181       |       ISO 9001:2008 Certified Journal       |        Page 2846 
 

[3] Deepika R, Shivanand C.G, Dr.Amarnath K, “Performance 
study of high rise buildings with diagrid and hexagrid 
systems under dynamic loading”, International Journal 
of Engineering Science and Computing, April 2016.  

[4] Khushbu D. Jani, Paresh V. Patel, “Design of diagrid 
structural system for high rise steel buildings as per 
indian standards,” ASCE Structures Congress, 2013.  

[5] Khushbu D. Jani, Paresh V. Patel, “Analysis and design of 
diagrid structural system for high rise steel buildings,” 
ScienceDirect, 2013  

[6] Sachin, Pradeep A R, Sanjith J ,L Sampath Kumar, 
Pushover analysis of circular steel diagrid structures,” 
International Research Journal of Engineering and 
Technology, 2016. 

[7] Kiran Kamath and Nawaz Ahamed, “Effect of aspect ratio 
on performance of diagrid structure circular in plan”, 
2015. 

[8] Taranath S. D, “Comparative study of pentagrid and 
hexagrid structural system for tall building”, Journal of 
Civil Engineering and Environmental Technology, 2014. 

[9]  Kiran Kamath, Sachin Hirannaiah, Jose Camilo Karl 
Barbosa Noronha, “Diagrid structure square in plan – 
pushover”, International Journal of Innovative Research 
in Science,Engineering and Technology, 2016. 

[10] Ravish Khan, S.B. Shinde, “Analysis of diagrid structure 
in comparison with exterior braced frame structure”, 
International Journal Of Research In Engineering And 
Technology, 2015 

[11] Lekshmi Mohan, C.K.Prasad Varma Thampan, 
“Numerical modelling and evaluation of hybrid diagrid 
structures” International Journal of Research in Advent 
Technology. 2015 

[12] Nishith B. Panchal, Dr. V. R. Patel, Dr. I. I. Pandya, 
“Optimum angle of diagrid structural system”, 
International Journal of Engineering and Technical 
Research., 2014 

[13] Nishith B. Panchal, Vinubhai R. Patel, “Diagrid structural 
system: strategies to reduce lateral forces on high-rise 
buildings”, International Journal Of Research In 
Engineering And Technology, 2014 

[14] Giulia Milana Pierluigi Olmati, Konstantinos Gkoumas, 
Franco Bontempi, “Ultimate capacity of diagrid systems 
for tall buildings in nominal configuration and damaged 
state”, Periodica Polytechnica Civil Engineering, 2015. 

[15] B K Raghu Prasad, Kavya A J “Comparative performance 
of octagrid and hexagrid lateral load resisting systems 
for tall building structure”, International Journal of 
Engineering Research and Applications, 2014. 

[16] Niloufar Mashhadiali, Ali Kheyroddin, “Proposing the 
hexagrid system as a new structural system for tall 
buildings”, The Structural Design Of Tall And Special 
Buildings, Wiley Online Library, 2012. 

[17] Boake, T. M., Diagrid structures: systems, connections, 
details. Walter de Gruyter, 2014. 

[18] Chopra, A. K. et al., Dynamics of structures, volume 3. 
Prentice Hall New Jersey, 1995. 

[19] IS 1893 (Part 1)- 2002. 

[20] IS 875 (Part III) -1987. 
[21] IS 800 - 2007. 
 

BIOGRAPHIES  
 Pooja Liz Isaac, 

M.Tech Student, 
Structural Engineering and 
Construction management, 
Department of Civil Engineering, 
Saintgits College of Engineering, 
Kerala, India 
 

  
Er. Bennet A Ipe, 
Assistan Professor, 
Department of Civil Engineering, 
Saintgits College of Engineering, 
Kerala, India 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


