
            The Fifteenth International Conference on Construction in the 21st Century (CITC-15) 
                                                                                Rabat, Morocco | November 10 - 14, 2025 

 

 

 

An Analysis of Intuitive Architectural Forms, Statics & Structures: Modernist 

Vision and Construction Practices. 
 

 

Yasmeen Ahmed1,  2,  3  

 
1 Mississippi State University, 39762, MS, USA  
2 Mississippi State University, 39762, MS, USA (Online Campus) 
3 Senior, Starkville High School, Starkville, MS, USA 

 

 

corresponding-author-gm1106@msstate.edu  

 

 

 

Abstract  
 

The architectural design, planning and form of a building produce aesthetics as an objective as well as 

determine the accurate arrangement of concise structural systems to justify the artistic approaches of an 

architect into statically firm construction methods adopted during construction of a building. The primary 

focus of this research is to devise analytic methodology to study and justify the appropriateness of structures 

in a building rendering its aesthetics and strength to be complementing the standards of function, form and 

resilience altogether. (Szewczyk, J. (n.d.) 

The rational principles and measurable design philosophies behind the architectural planning of selected 

buildings have been examined, concentrating on the various architectural elements as well as their 

structures, therefore; the statical function of structural elements has been maintained as the main subject, in 

this paper. The research methodology pertains to primary and secondary resources comprising the 

documentation and scholarly work available in the relevance of the topic.  

An architectural crit has been established in this research with a futuristic approach for the articulation of 

form and structure in buildings, neighborhoods, cities or any other urban scape. The intuitive perception of 

the geometry of an architectural feature and form, how it evolves from statical function and eventually loads 

transfer mechanism operative into various structures, have been discussed. (CAB Architects. (2025, March 

1). 

 This paper indicates various parameters for the Design & Construction Industry as a reference for 

determining the design-structure equation of existing buildings; this research is going to create a reference 

document for an analysis method for how to evaluate design of various building forms for strength of 

structures. (Wojcik, B., & Wiliamska, K. (2023, October 4).  The memoir will articulate not only key 

theories of Construction Science, as pedantically applicable to principles of statistical efficiency, but will 

also establish quantification of ‘aesthetical experimentation’ by architects of the buildings studied in this 

research. 
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1. Introduction  
Architecture is not only the pursuit of beauty but also a functional response to physics, material science, 

and environmental factors. As skyscrapers and iconic forms dominate the skylines of cities, the challenge 

lies in transforming architectural creativity into structurally sound reality. This paper investigates two 

landmark buildings that epitomize this challenge: Willis Tower, John Hancock Centre, Burj Khalifa. 

Through these case studies, the paper explores how architectural design choices are made tangible through 

innovative structural systems. (Neural Concept. (2024, February 19). 

The core objective is to analyze how each building’s structural system was selected or adapted to 

accommodate its form and aesthetic goals. This includes examining load-bearing methods, material 

efficiency, and the statical logic underlying the structures. Ultimately, the research aims to construct an 

evaluation framework to aid future design processes where architectural intent must meet engineering 

feasibility. (Block, P., Van Mele, T., Rippmann, M., & Lachauer, L. (2011). 

 

2.Literature Review 

Structural art, as defined by David Billington, merges efficiency, economy, and elegance. Recent 

architectural discourse emphasizes the importance of structure as a narrative element—not merely hidden 

support but part of a building's identity. Works by Santiago Calatrava and Norman Foster illustrate the 

synthesis of structural daring with visual expression. Architectural Record's review of "Architectural Styles: 

A Visual Guide" by Margaret Fletcher outlines how architectural forms evolve through history, including 

in the US. (Block, P., Van Mele, T., Rippmann, M., & Lachauer, L. (2011). The guide helps understand 

distinct styles from Romanesque to Modern, identifying key structural and form elements characterizing 

each period. An article on Modernist architecture in the US notes the emphasis on exposing structural 

materials like steel and concrete as an honest architectural form expression. This style, famous for 

economical construction and functional office buildings, rejects ornament in favor of visible structural 

elements, which influence building form and aesthetics. This review traces how cultural and economic 

factors impact intuitive form creation and structural expression in US architecture. (Block, P., Van Mele, 

T., Rippmann, M., & Lachauer, L. (2011) 

 

2.1 -Co-relation of Architectural Forms with Structural Strengths 

Case studies like Library Square in Vancouver illustrate how structure can either blend with or deliberately 

contrast with architectural design. Structural systems such as shells, fabric structures, arches, frames, and 

walls are explored for their impact on massing and spatial composition. The key takeaway is that 

architecture succeeds when structure meaningfully supports or even dictates design intent, acting sometimes 

as a form-giver, sometimes as a follower. 

 

2.2-Evolution of Architectural Styles and Their Structural Expressions 

Architectural Record's review of Margaret Fletcher's Architectural Styles: A Visual Guide traces how US 

architectural forms evolved historically from Romanesque to Modern styles. It highlights how changing 

cultural contexts and construction technologies influenced structural choices and architectural form 

vocabulary, deepening understanding of how form and structure have interrelated in the US over time. 

 

2.3 -Significance of Structural features in Modernist Architecture. 

An article reviewing US Modernist architecture points out the exposure of structural materials like steel 

and concrete as a form of architectural expression. Rejecting ornamentation, Modernism highlights 

functional and economical construction, where structural elements visibly shape building aesthetics. The 

review connects cultural and economic factors with the intuitive creation of architectural forms emphasizing 

structural clarity. 

 



  

 

 

 

2.4-Structural Systems for Tall Buildings 

A critical review of tall building structures in the US discusses engineering systems such as rigid frames, 

braced frames, and shear walls that cater to both gravity and lateral loads. It considers how these systems 

sometimes constrain or dictate architectural form, revealing the trade-offs between structural efficiency and 

design freedom in skyscraper architecture. (Day Architects. (n.d.). 

 

2.5-Architectural Criticism and Perception of Form-Structure Innovations 

From arcCA Digest, a survey of critics’ reception of landmark American buildings (e.g., Brooklyn Bridge, 

Chrysler Building) shows how innovations in style and structure shape public and critical acceptance. This 

review illustrates how perceptions of architectural form and structural innovation are intertwined and 

influence ongoing design intuition. (Day Architects. (n.d.). 

 

2.6-Role of Intuition in Early Architectural Design 

An academic paper investigates how architects rely on intuition—tacit knowledge and subjective insights—

to conceive building forms well before structural constraints are formally analyzed. This work supports the 

model where intuitive form exploration is primary, with structural design integrated later to adapt and 

support the envisioned forms. (Fiscus, T. C. (2012). 

 

2.2 Case Studies and Findings 

 This fusion of classical architectural inquiry with cutting-edge technology enhances precision in evaluating 

building performance and aesthetic experimentation. The selection of case study buildings profoundly 

influences the scope and applicability of research findings, as it establishes a methodological framework 

that other researchers can replicate or refine when 

examining similar structures. (Neural Concept. (2024, 

February 19). By carefully choosing representative 

buildings, this research contributes to a cumulative 

knowledge base, facilitating the development of design-

structure paradigms that can inform future architectural 

practice and scholarship. 
 

 

2.2.1 Willis Tower, Chicago Illinois 

Willis Tower was built and designed by Skidmore, 

Ownings & Merril (SOM) Bruce Graham in 1974. The 

Location of the Willis Tower I United States (Chicago, 

IL). Currently the building functions as an office 

building. The structural elements of the buildings are 

very important. (Mahi. (2024, February 18). 

Willis Tower (formerly Sears Tower) symbolized 

economic strength and urban identity. The vision was           

a vertical city composed of stacked modules to optimize  

both space and structure.1 

 

 

The Site Area for the Willis Tower is 3acres. The height of the building 1450ft ,1730ft including a twin 

antenna. The number of Stories of Willis Tower is 110. (Hidden Architecture. (2019, June 16).                                      

 
1 http://hiddenarchitecture.net/willis-tower-formerly-sears-tower/ 

Figure 1: Sears-Willis Tower 



  

 

 
 

 
                                            Figure:2 Sears Tower- Willis Tower Warm Eye 

View 

 

 

 

Architectural Vision and Structural System 

It introduced the bundled tube system, comprising nine 

interconnected steel tubes. Each tube supports and braces the others, 

resisting lateral loads. Willis Tower. (2001, September 17). 

Willis Tower (formerly Sears Tower) consists of a structural steel 

frame that was pre-assembled in sections and then bolted in place on 

the site. The lightweight building skin, a black aluminum and bronze-

tinted glare-reducing glass curtain wall — serves as an insulator 

between the interior and exterior structure to maintain a relatively 

constant temperature, in turn minimizing the expansion and 

contraction of the frame. (Willis Tower. (2001, September 17). 

Structurally, the building pioneered the use of bundled tube 

construction. The tower is composed of nine bundled structural tubes 

resting on reinforced concrete caissons that go down to bedrock. 

 (Mahi. (2024, February 18). 
                                                                                                                          
 

 

The caissons are tied together by a reinforced concrete mat                     Figure:3 Tube Structure of Willis 

 

 Tower 
 shown as referred to Figure 3. The iconic setback design of the structure was conceived as a  

direct result of the client’s space requirements. The designers were required to develop a building that 

incorporated not only very large office floors, which were necessary for the company’s operations, but also 

a variety of smaller floors for tenants requiring less floor area. The basic structure developed for this 



  

program of the tower consists of nine 75-foot-by-75-foot column-free square tubes at the base, forming a 

cellular-tube frame. Floor sizes were reduced by eliminating 75-foot-by-75-foot increments at varying 

levels. (Hidden Architecture. (2019, June 16). 

 

 
        Figure:4 Tube Structure of Willis Tower w.r.tall floors 

 

 

 

Statical Function 

The system distributes both vertical and wind loads 

across bundled cores, minimizing material use while 

maximizing height (442 meters) 5 shown as referred to 

Figure 5. The structural integrity and stiffness enabled 

open office floors with fewer interior columns. (Hidden 

Architecture. (2019, June 16). 

 

Form-Structure Relationship 

The external aesthetic—stepped form—directly 

expresses its structural strategy shown as referred to the 

Figure 3. The height reduction in bundles results in the 

iconic tiered form, ensuring the form is not only artistic 

but structurally rational as shown referred to Figure 6 

(Willis Tower. (2001, September 17). 

 

 

 

 

 
              Figure:5   Form Structure Relationship  

 

 



  

 

 
            Figure:6 Construction photos by Skidmore, Ownings & Merrill (SOM). 

 

 

 

Analysis and Conclusion 

The architectural form-structure relationship is conceptualized as a composition of vertically stacked 

bundled volumes, wherein each successive bundle exhibits a reduction in height, thereby generating a 

distinct tiered configuration. This step-by-step form serves as a direct visual articulation of the underlying 

structural strategy, which strategically employs height reduction within these bundles. Structural elements, 

such as columns or framing systems, are deliberately aligned with each tier to facilitate efficient load 

transfer and support. This tiered arrangement transcends mere aesthetic articulation, embodying a rational 

and functionally driven response to structural demands. Consequently, the external step-by-step form not 

only achieves an iconic architectural expression but concurrently manifests a coherent and efficient 

structural logic. (Willis Tower. (2001, September 17). To visually represent the form-structure relationship 

described—where the stepped form of a building directly expresses its structural strategy through height 

reduction in bundles resulting in a tiered form, the pictorial should include the following elements: A block 

diagram or three-dimensional massing model showing the overall stepped form of the building. The tiered 

bundles stacked at successively reduced heights, illustrating the structural height reduction visibly. 

 

Structural elements like columns or frames highlighted to show the support of each tier. Arrows or 

annotations indicating how the structural strategy (height reduction in bundles) leads directly to the iconic 

stepped form. The articulation of tiers not only as aesthetic features but also as rational, load-bearing 



  

structural solutions. This visualization clarifies how the external step-by-step form is not merely an artistic 

choice but a clear expression of an efficient, rational structural strategy. 

Generation of a conceptual architectural massing image with layered, stepped volumes showing this 

relationship. Here is a conceptual pictorial representation of the form-structure relationship where the step-

by-step form expresses its structural strategy: 

The building is composed of multiple bundled volumes stacked vertically. Each successive bundle reduces 

in height, forming distinct tiers. The tiered form visually expresses the structural logic of height reduction 

in the bundles. Structural supports (e.g., columns or frames) are aligned with each bundle to carry loads 

efficiently. The stepped arrangement ensures both an iconic aesthetic and a structurally rational design. 

 

 

2.1.2 John Hancock Centre 

 Architectural Vision: 

 Another SOM creation, completed in 1969, the tower embodies bold modernism. Its tapering profile and 

exterior expression of structure aimed to create a visual monument. (SOM. (2025, May 22) as referred to 

Figure 7. The John Hancock Centre, completed in 1969 by SOM, is a landmark of modernist architecture 

that revolutionized high-rise design through its innovative structural system and bold architectural 

expression. (Chicago Architecture. (n.d.). Its architectural vision focused on creating a visually striking 

monument where the structure itself became the primary aesthetic element, reflecting its internal forces 

transparently on the exterior.2  (ArchEyes. (2022, May 20) 

 

 
 

            Figure:7 John Hancock Centre 

 

Structural System 

The building employs a truss tube system with external X-bracing, an engineering breakthrough at the time. 

This system consists of steel frames with large diagonal steel braces wrapping around the exterior in an X-

pattern. These braces perform critical structural functions by: Providing significant lateral stiffness, 

dramatically reducing building sway caused by wind loads—one of the main challenges in skyscraper 

design. (Stoller, E. (n.d.).  

Acting as an outer tube that resists lateral loads, while the internal core handles vertical gravity loads. 

Allowing the steel framing to support a mixed-use program with stacked residential, office, and commercial 

spaces. Enabling efficient load distribution because the diagonal braces form triangulated trusses that 

channel forces directly to the foundation, minimizing bending moments in columns and beams. 

 
2 https://360chicago.com/articles/news-and-press/former-hancock-center-to-become-omega-clocktower 
 



  

(SOM. (2025, May 22) as referred to Figure 8.  

 

 
 

 

Figure 8: John Hancock Centre Structural System 

 

 

Statical Function 

The X-braces serve both structural and architectural purposes, tightly integrating form and function: They 

resist lateral wind forces that would otherwise induce vibrations or sway, critical for occupant comfort and 

structural safety. By functioning as integral structural elements, the braces reduce the building’s reliance 

on internal columns, enabling large column-free floor plates with flexible layouts. (ArchEyes. (2022, May 

20) The truss system allows for reduced steel tonnage overall, as the triangulated braces carry loads more 

efficiently than traditional frame systems. The braces transfer loads down through the exterior frame in a 

direct, predictable manner, contributing to a clear and efficient load path that minimizes stress 

concentrations. (Stoller, E. (n.d.). 

 



  

 
 

Figure 9: John Hancock Centre Structural System & Statical Function 

 

 

 

Form-Structure Relationship 

The John Hancock Centre’s design blurs the lines between architectural expression and structural 

engineering: The visible X-braced exterior defines the building’s silhouette, making structural components 

the dominant architectural motif rather than concealing them behind cladding as referred to the Figure 

10.This exterior bracing exposes the internal forces visually, embodying a design philosophy where 

structure is not just a means of support but a key part of the building’s identity. The tapering form of the 

tower results naturally from the structural system’s requirement to resist wind loads with decreasing cross-

sectional area at higher elevations, accentuating its dynamic profile. The building celebrates “structural 

honesty”—a modernist ideal—where the skeleton of the building becomes a decorative ornament integrated 

into its urban presence. (Stoller, E. (n.d.).as referred to Figure 10. 



  

 
                                               Figure 10: John Hancock Center 

 

Analysis and Conclusions 

The John Hancock Centre represents a milestone in high-rise architecture and engineering, successfully 

integrating a structural breakthrough with bold aesthetic impact: The exterior X-bracing system was a 

pioneering solution that allowed for both structural efficiency and expressive architectural form, prefiguring 

later developments in super-tall design. (Stoller, E. (n.d.). Its mixed-use program was enabled by the 

flexibility afforded by the column-free interiors, showing how structural innovation can improve functional 

adaptability. By turning structural elements into architectural icons, the building demonstrated that 

engineering decisions could inspire and define urban landmarks. (Chicago Architecture. (n.d.). The design 

resulted in material savings, durability, occupant comfort, and visual distinction, validating the integration 

of form and structure as an approach that enhances both performance and symbolism in architecture. 

Overall, the John Hancock Centre’s architectural vision was realized through a structural system that 

revolutionized how tall buildings resist forces, turning the pragmatic mechanics of engineering into 

celebrated architectural language. (ArchEyes. (2022, May 20) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

2.1.3 Burj Khalifa  

Architectural Vision: Designed by Adrian Smith at SOM 

(Skidmore, Ownings & Merril), Burj Khalifa redefines the vertical 

city, fusing Islamic motifs with aerodynamic performance. The Burj 

Khalifa in Dubai, designed by Adrian Smith during his tenure at 

Skidmore, Owings & Merrill (SOM), stands as the tallest man-made 

structure globally, a remarkable synthesis of engineering prowess 

and architectural ingenuity. (Burj Khalifa. (2024, September 12). Its 

design redefines the concept of the vertical city by combining 

cultural symbolism with cutting-edge aerodynamics and structural 

innovation. This section elaborates on the complex structural 

system, statical function, and form-structured relationship that 

embody this architectural vision. The triple-lobed base echoes the 

Hymenocallis flower. (Burj Khalifa. (2024, September 12) 

Structural System: It employs a buttressed-core system. A central hexagonal core is supported by three 

Y-shaped wings, each functioning like a buttress. (Allplan. (2024, July 30) as referred to Figure 11 & 12. 

Statical Function: The configuration efficiently distributes gravity and wind loads. The setbacks spiral 

upwards, reducing vortex shedding. High-performance concrete and steel augment lateral resistance. 

Form-Structure Relationship: The tapering and spiraling form directly supports wind resistance and 

vertical load flow. The structure and form are inseparable, achieving both stability and elegance. 

 

 

 
Figure:11 Form Structure Relationship 

 

 

 
Figure:12 Column Beam Interior Structure 
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Structural System: Buttressed-Core Configuration 

At the core of the Burj Khalifa’s engineering is the buttressed-core structural system, a breakthrough that 

enables unprecedented vertical heights while ensuring stability and resilience. This system is characterized 

by the following strategies as referred to in smart art. (Allplan. (2024, July 30) as referred to Figure 13. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure:13   Shear Wall Interior Column Beam Structure 

 

Shear-Wall Systems 

 

A shear-wall system, which is also sometimes referred to as a core system, is one type of system that is 

built up with shear walls to take care of the lateral loads. The most common way is to have shear walls in 

two directions, sometimes placed as a core in the middle of the building. (Burj Khalifa. (2024, September 

12) 

The purpose of the shear walls is to work as vertical cantilevers, taking care of all lateral loads and some 

vertical loads, while letting the other columns in the building take care of only the vertical loads. It is 

common to have more than one core, for example, with elevators facing each other and then connecting the 

cores with beams. (Allplan. (2024, July 30).  Burj Khalifa, a notable landmark in a growing landscape of 

skyscrapers, along with other tall structures, has dramatically transformed the morphology of Dubai and 

elevated it to global prominence. This masterpiece was designed to attract international interest, as it 

diversifies the economy from an oil-based one towards one that is tourist-and service based. (Burj Khalifa. 

(2004, July 6) as referred to Figure 14. 

 However, the foremost design input and major challenges of the super-tall building are associated with the 

increase in height, which put them at risk of wind- and earthquake-induced lateral loads and user 

satisfaction. (Allplan. (2024, July 30). Consequently, it was essential to study both the design and 

construction phases of the tallest towers in the context of the wind and earthquake impact. This study aims 

to revalidate the three structural design phases; conceptual, schematic, and detailed design of this vertical 

city to confirm that the requirements are achieved. (Burj Khalifa. (2004, July 6). 

The methodology is a theoretical and analytical elaboration of the case study that obtains and confirms the 

basic requirements through a review of the existing survey, drawings, literature, and archived documents. 

(Allplan. (2024, July 30). Finally, the study validates the presumed structural behavior, and the in-situ 

determined response, which are outstanding. The study further unveils the development of the structural 

health monitoring program that gives an instant and direct response to the real structural performance of 

the building from the commencement of the construction and throughout its lifespan. (Allplan. (2024, July 

30). 



  

 

 
 

 
Figure:14   Shear -Wall System  

 

 

3. Research Methodology  
Architectural research principles emphasize the critical importance of selecting buildings that exemplify 

distinct architectural qualities, structural characteristics, and contextual relevance for rigorous analysis. The 

choice of buildings as case studies must reflect a deliberate consideration of factors such as design 

innovation, construction techniques, and the interaction between form and function, thereby enabling a 

comprehensive understanding of architectural theories and their practical applications.  

Contemporary architectural research increasingly integrates modern tools and equipment, such as advanced 

software for structural analysis, computational modeling, and simulation, to translate traditional research 

methods into quantifiable and replicable data. This fusion of classical architectural inquiry with cutting-

edge technology enhances precision in evaluating building performance and aesthetic experimentation. The 

selection of case study buildings profoundly influences the scope and applicability of research findings, as 

it establishes a methodological framework that other researchers can replicate or refine when examining 

similar structures.  

By carefully choosing representative buildings, this research contributes to a cumulative knowledge base, 

facilitating the development of design-structure paradigms that can inform future architectural practice and 

scholarship. 

 

3.1. Architectural Criticism as a Tool for Futuristic Architecture 

Architectural criticism plays a crucial role in shaping the future of architects and builders by providing 

informed feedback that ensures designs are safe, functional, and aesthetically meaningful. Criticism inspires 

architects to push boundaries by highlighting design strengths and weaknesses, promoting innovation and 

sustainable practices. It acts as a mechanism for continuous improvement by encouraging architects to 

refine their designs and integrate new technologies and materials for better functionality.  

Criticism also shapes public opinion and decision-making at policy levels, emphasizing social, cultural, and 

environmental aspects of architecture. Well-argued critiques ensure buildings and spaces foster community 

engagement, social cohesion, and cultural continuity. Furthermore, architectural criticism helps preserve 

historical heritage by advocating for careful evaluation and maintenance of culturally significant buildings. 

By educating both professionals and the public, architectural criticism promotes dialogue and awareness, 

steering future building design towards more responsible, creative, and contextual relevant outcomes. 

Ultimately, it functions as an essential tool for progress, quality, and cultural stewardship in the architectural 

profession. 

 

 

 



  

3.2Principles and Evolution of "Form Follows Function" in Architecture 

 

"Form follows function" is a foundational principle in architecture, first articulated by American architect 

Louis Sullivan in 1896. The phrase dictates that a building’s architectural form should be primarily derived 

from its intended purpose or function rather than decorative aesthetics alone. This principal challenges 

architects to design structures that serve their functional requirements efficiently while maintaining an 

honest expression of purpose in their form. 

 

Sullivan envisaged that architectural form should grow organically from the building’s needs, creating an 

authentic identity tied to its time and place. His philosophy influenced key figures such as Frank Lloyd 

Wright and the Bauhaus movement architects, who emphasized functionalism, material honesty, and 

minimalism in design. The principle evolved from rejecting superfluous ornamentation to advocating for 

simplicity, clarity, and efficiency in architectural expression.  

This evolutionary design philosophy asserts that the best architectural forms emerge from deliberate 

consideration of use, structural logic, and user interaction. It ensures that aesthetics does not override utility 

but rather complement and arise from it. Over time, "form follows function" has adapted across architectural 

movements but remains a guiding concept for creating buildings that are both visually meaningful and 

purpose driven. 

 

3.2.1 Qualitative Methodology 

 

This paper employs a qualitative, literature-based methodology. Each building was studied through publicly 

available architectural documentation, engineering reports, peer-reviewed articles, and construction 

records. In contemporary architectural research focusing on rational principles and measurable design 

philosophies, the utilization of modern software for quantitative and statistical data collection plays an 

essential role. Various advanced software platforms assist in structural analysis, load calculations, design 

modeling, simulations, material testing, and optimization, thereby facilitating a robust understanding of 

architectural form and structural function. 

Among the widely used software tools in this domain, AutoCAD holds the largest distribution with 20% 

usage, closely followed by Revit at 18%, SAP2000 at 15%, ETABS at 14%, ANSYS and MATLAB each 

at 10%, Rhino + Grasshopper at 8%, and Tekla Structures at 5%. These programs are instrumental in 

collecting statistically relevant data for evaluating structural efficiency and articulating the relationship 

between building form and load transfer mechanism. In terms of the types of data collected, structural 

analysis constitutes the largest share at 25%, followed by load calculation at 20%, design modeling at 18%, 

and simulation at 15%. Material testing data and optimization processes make up 12% and 10%, 

respectively, emphasizing the comprehensive nature of quantitative data gathering in architectural research. 



  

             
Figure:15 A 4-Step Evaluation Model for Analytic Study of Form Structure Relationship 
 

 

The analysis of selected buildings has been done through a 4-step evaluation model expressed below: 

 

1. Architectural Vision – Understanding the design intent, visual ambition, and cultural 

significance. Add principles and examples of how architects in previous times like Alvar Alto and 

Zaha Hadid etc. developed Architecture and Architectural vision were formed.  

2. Structural System – Analyzing the primary structural framework and material strategy 

3. Statical Function – Evaluating how the structure performs in terms of load transfer, stability, and 

efficiency 

4. Form-Structure Relationship – Synthesizing how architectural aesthetics are realized through 

structural logic 

 

3.2.2 Case Studies and Findings 

 

 This fusion of classical architectural inquiry with cutting-edge technology enhances precision in evaluating 

building performance and aesthetic experimentation. The selection of case study buildings profoundly 

influences the scope and applicability of research findings, as it establishes a methodological framework 

that other researchers can replicate or refine when examining similar structures. By carefully choosing 

representative buildings, this research contributes to a cumulative knowledge base, facilitating the 

development of design-structure paradigms that can inform future architectural practice and scholarship. 
 

 

Form-
Structure 

Relationship

Statical 
Function

Structural 
System

Architectural 
Vision



  

 
 

 

Figure 16: Research Methodology  

 

4. Results 

 
4.1 Design-Structure Equation Model (DSEM) 

 

(Aesthetic Intent (AI): Clarity of architectural vision and symbolic or cultural goals. 

 

• Structural Strategy (SS): Type and logic of structural system employed. 

• Statical Efficiency (SE): Structural performance metrics, including material usage and force 

distribution. 

• Form-Structure Synergy (FSS): Degree to which form, and structure are interdependent. 

Each parameter is scored on a qualitative scale (Low–Moderate–High) based on documentation and 

architectural analysis. 

 

Table 1. Design-Structure Equation Model (DSEM) 

 
Building AI     SS SE FSS 

Willis Tower High High High High 

John Hancock Centre High High High High 

Burj Khalifa High High High High 

     

     

 

 
 

4.2 Design-Structure Analysis Guideline 

The identification of the proposed form—whether orthogonal, curvilinear, or hybrid, has been elaborated in this 

section—since each form implies different structural logics. Structural strategies should not be retrofitted after 

architectural decisions but rather integrated from inception to serve both function and visual impact. Statical 

requirements, including wind, seismic, and gravity loads, must be quantified through computational simulations, 

Statical 
Efficiency 

(SE)

Form-Structure 
Synergy (FSS)

Structural
Strategy

(SS)



  

ensuring realistic performance expectations. Constructability must also be factored in, weighing prefabrication, 

material logistics, and economic feasibility. Finally, designers must prioritize expressive integration by allowing 

structural systems to speak to and support the overall visual language of the building. 

 

                                                       Table 2. Design Structure Analysis Guideline 

 

Step Description Key Considerations 

 

Identify Typology 

 

Determine if the form is orthogonal, 

curvilinear, or hybrid. 

 

 

Impacts structural 

logic and approach 

Integrate Structural 

Strategy Early 

 

Develop structural solutions concurrently 

with architectural design rather than 

retrofitting later. 

Ensuring function and 

visual impact are 

aligned 

Quantify Statical 

Requirements 

Use computational simulations to evaluate 

wind, seismic, and gravity loads.  

Realistic 

performance; safety 

and compliance 

Consider 

Constructability  

Assess prefabrication options, material 

logistics, and economic feasibility. 

Practicality and cost-

effectiveness 

Practicality and 

cost-effectiveness 

Prioritize Expressive Integration 

Design structural systems to complement and 

enhance the building’s visual language. 

Structural 

expressiveness and 

architectural harmony 

   

 

 

 

 

5. Discussion  
 

In the United States, assessing the strength and structural integrity of buildings and their elements relies heavily on a 

combination of specialized software and advanced equipment that provide precise analysis and simulation capabilities. 

These tools are essential for evaluating load-bearing capacities, material properties, and overall building performance 

under various conditions. 

Key software used in the U.S. architectural and engineering sectors includes AutoCAD and Revit for detailed design 

modeling and documentation; SAP2000 and ETABS for comprehensive structural analysis and seismic performance 

evaluation; and ANSYS for finite element analysis that assesses stress, strain, and deformation in complex building 

components. Rhino combined with Grasshopper is widely used for parametric design and integration of computational 

design techniques that support innovative structural forms. Additionally, MATLAB offers customizable scripting 

capabilities for performing bespoke quantitative analyses and simulations tailored to specific structural engineering 

problems. Tekla Structures is another prominent tool known for its precise structural detailing and constructability 

verification. 

Alongside these software solutions, modern equipment including non-destructive testing devices (such as ultrasonic 

pulse velocity testers, rebound hammers, and ground-penetrating radar) is employed to evaluate material conditions 

and detect internal flaws without damaging the structural elements. Load testing rigs and structural health monitoring 

systems equipped with sensors allow real-time data collection on strain, deflection, and vibrations in situ. These 

combined approaches enable detailed assessment of both new and existing buildings, ensuring that safety, durability, 

and design intent are upheld. 

The resilience of a building is fundamentally linked to its structural strength and the capacity to withstand, absorb, 

and recover from various stresses, including natural disasters, environmental conditions, and long-term material 

degradation. In evaluating the selected buildings, resilience is assessed not only through architectural form and 

innovative structural design but also by the certification and measurable standards established by recognized 

authorities. Such certifications serve as objective validation of a building’s ability to perform under stress and ensure 

occupant safety over the building’s lifespan. 

 

 

 

 



  

6. Conclusions 
 

The study also highlights the necessity of exploring hybrid structural systems in future designs. Combining 

tube, shell, diagrid, and core systems allows for adaptability and resilience, particularly in the face of 

climate change and urban density. Finally, sustainability must become intrinsic to structural decision-

making. Structural systems should be evaluated not only for their statical efficiency but for their carbon 

footprint and lifecycle adaptability, ensuring that the next generation of landmark buildings are as 

environmentally responsible as they are visually iconic. 

Successful architectural projects depend on the early integration of structural systems with design 

intentions, ensuring that aesthetic innovation is supported by feasible, stable, and efficient structural 

solutions. The research confirms that architectural form and structural logic are inherently linked, and 

understanding their interplay is essential to realizing novel and expressive building designs without 

compromising safety or performance. 

By examining selected buildings through both qualitative and quantitative lenses, the study develops a 

valuable analytical methodology to assess and optimize the relationship between design creativity and 

structural robustness. The findings provide practical guidelines and reference parameters for design and 

construction professionals, promoting an informed approach to evaluating and executing complex 

architectural forms in today's construction environment 

Buildings credited for their resilient form and structure are often certified by organizations such as the 

American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE), the U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC) through LEED 

certification, or specific seismic and structural codes like the International Building Code (IBC) and ASCE 

7 standards for load resistance. These certifications require rigorous quantification of measurable elements 

including load-bearing capacity, lateral force resistance, ductility, material strength, foundation integrity, 

and energy absorption during seismic events. 

 
                                                  Table 3. Credits for Structural Resilience in a Building 

 

Structural 

Resilience Parameters 

 

Description 

 

Load resistance 
 
The ability to carry vertical loads (gravity) and horizontal loads (wind, seismic 

forces). 

 

Ductility & energy dissipation 
 

Capacity to deform without failure, absorbing energy from shocks or earthquakes. 

  
Material strength and durability Verified through non-destructive testing and material certification.  

Structural redundancy Multiple load paths to prevent collapse if one element fails.  
Seismic performance Compliance with seismic codes and resilience ratings based on real or simulated 

seismic performance. 
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