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a b s t r a c t
The equilibrium problem of unreinforced masonry vaults is analyzed via a constrained thrust network
approach. The masonry structure is modeled as no-tension membrane (thrust surface) carrying a discrete
network of compressive singular stresses, through a non-conforming variational approximation of the
continuous problem. The geometry of the thrust surface and the associated stress ﬁeld are determined
by means of a predictor–corrector procedure based on polyhedral approximations of the thrust surface
and membrane stress potential. The proposed procedure estimates the regions exposed to fracture damage according to the no-tension model of the masonry. Some numerical results on the thrust network and
crack pattern of representative vault schemes are given.
Ó 2010 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction
The use of force network models for the form ﬁnding and stability analysis of masonry vaults and domes has attracted the interest
of architects and scientists since antiquity. Some of the main ingredients of such models are the determination of funicular curves (or
inverted hanging chains) of given force systems (Poleni, 1991;
Heyman, 1966); the slicing technique for the subdivision of 2D
thrust surfaces into suitable arches or strips (Wittmann, 1879;
Ungewitter, 1890; Heyman, 1966, 1977; Boothby, 2001; Como,
2010); physical or virtual hanging chain models (Tomlow et al.,
1989; Kilian and Ochsendorf, 2005; Andreu et al., 2007; Kilian,
2007), famous for their use in the architecture by Antoni Gaudí;
and the equilibrium approach to the limit analysis of no-tension
structures (Heyman, 1966, 1995; Del Piero, 1998; Huerta, 2001).
The latter allows the designer to formulate the structural stability
problem as the search for at least one purely compressive state of
thrust in equilibrium with the applied loads. Recent contributions
to the ongoing research in this area have been proposed by
O’Dwyer (1999), Fraternali (2001), Fraternali et al. (2002a,b), Block
and Ochsendorf (2005, 2007), and Ochsendorf and Block (2009),
dealing with analytical, computational and graphical methods for
the design of statically admissible thrust networks. Particularly
interesting is the use of polyhedral stress potentials to generate
equilibrated force networks (Fraternali et al., 2002a,b). For a review
of the available approaches to the statics of masonry vaults and do* Tel.: +39 089 964083.
E-mail address: f.fraternali@unisa.it.
0093-6413/$ - see front matter Ó 2010 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.mechrescom.2009.12.010

mes we refer the reader to Di Pasquale (1975), Heyman (1995),
Lucchesi et al. (2008), Tomasoni (2008), Como (2010), and Block
(2009).
This work presents a thrust network approach (TNA) to the
equilibrium problem of unreinforced masonry vaults. The proposed TNA assumes that such structures resist to the external loads
through a compressive membrane state of stress ‘‘condensed”
across a material surface S (thrust surface), which is contained in
a bounded region of the 3D space. The membrane stress is described through a discrete network of compressive forces, according to the no-tension model of masonry (Giaquinta and Giusti,
1985; Del Piero, 1989; Heyman, 1995). Use is made of a variational
formulation of the membrane equilibrium problem, and polyhedral
test functions for the thrust surface and membrane stress potential. An iterative procedure is proposed to enforce the no-tension
constraint and suitable geometric bounds on the thrust surface,
through geometrical and topological adaption of an initial candidate solution. Numerical results are given for a hemispherical
dome, a groin vault, and a cloister vault, predicting equilibrated
thrust networks and associated crack patterns of the examined
structures, and showing the ability of the proposed TNA in predicting frequently observed real crack mechanisms.

2. A variational formulation of the equilibrium of masonry
vaults
Let us refer to a masonry vault as a no-tension membrane or
thrust surface S contained in a bounded region of the 3D space
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Fig. 1. Thrust surface S.

(Fig. 1). We introduce the projection X of S onto the horizontal
plane (platform of S), and Cartesian coordinates {x1, x2, x3}, with
unit base vectors {e1, e2, e3}, such that x3 is perpendicular to X.
Looking at x1 and x2 as curvilinear coordinates on S (Monge’s coordinates), we are led to deﬁne the following covariant base vectors

a1 ¼ e1 þ @f =@x1 e3 ;

a2 ¼ e2 þ @f =@x2 e3 ;

a3 ¼ 1=Ja1  a2 ;

ð1Þ

where f = f(x1, x2) is a function describing the graph of S (shape function of the thrust surface), and it results:

J¼

qﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃ
1 þ ð@f =@x1 Þ2 þ ð@f =@x2 Þ2 :

ð2Þ

It is convenient to project the equilibrium equations of S onto the
non-orthogonal basis {e1, e2, a3}, obtaining:

@Pab
þ qðaÞ ¼ 0;
@xb

@2f
@f
P ab 
q þ qð3Þ
@xa @xb
@xa ðaÞ

¼ 0 ðsummation on a; bÞ:

ð3Þ

Here, q(i) (i = 1, 2, 3) denote the external forces per unit area of X
acting on S, while Pab = JNab (a, b = 1, 2) denote the projections of
the membrane stress resultants Nab (Fig. 1) onto X. Assuming pure
vertical loading (q(1) = q(2) = 0), we derive the projected stresses Pab
from the Airy potential (or stress function) u such that:

P11 ¼ @ 2 u=@x22 ;

P22 ¼ @ 2 u=@x21 ;

P12 ¼ @ 2 u=@x1 @x2 ;

ð4Þ

reducing (3) to the second order differential equation:

aab @ 2 u=@xa @xb  q ¼ 0 in X;

ð5Þ

where

a11 ¼ @ 2 f =@x22 ;

a22 ¼ @ 2 f =@x21 ;

a12 ¼ @ 2 f =@x1 @x2 ;

q ¼ qð3Þ :

If the surface tractions along the boundary of S are prescribed, one
can solve (5) with the aid of the boundary condition

u ¼ lðsÞ on @ X

ð6Þ

where s is the arc-length of oX, and l(s) is the moment of the
boundary tractions with respect to a vertical axis along oX. A variational formulation of (5) and (6) consists of seeking u such that it
results:

Z

@ u @du
aab
dX þ
@xa @xb
X

Z

qdu dX ¼ 0

ð7Þ

X

for each du that vanishes on oX. It is not difﬁcult to show that the
no-tension model for the masonry implies that u in addition must
be concave (Giaquinta and Giusti, 1985).

3. Thrust network approach
Conforming ﬁnite element formulations of (7) are obtained on
introducing C1 approximations ^f of the shape function f and C0
^ of the stress function u. We hereafter instead
approximations u
consider a partially non-conforming scheme (cf. Ciarlet, 1978),
which assumes C0 approximations to both f and u, i.e. polyhedral
^ deﬁned on a triangulation Xh of X (Fig. 2).
test functions ^f and u
Such an approximation scheme leads to the following discrete
version of (7):

X
^i
^j  u
bj u
^ j  du
^ iÞ þ
^ i ¼ 0;
A
ðdu
Q i du
i
j
hi
edges
nodes
X

ð8Þ

j

where hi is the length of the edge of Xh connecting nodes i and j;
b j is the jump of the derivative
^ N are the nodal values of u
^; A
^ 1; . . . ; u
u
i
^
@ f =@n along the normal to the edge i–j; Qi is the resultant vertical
force in correspondence with node i.
It is not difﬁcult to show that (8) corresponds to the system of
linear algebraic equations:

Ri ¼

X
j

^ ^
X
bj f i  f j  Q i ¼
^ j ^f k  Q i ¼ 0;
P
U ijk u
i
j
hi
j;k

i ¼ 1; . . . ; N;

ð9Þ

b j is the jump of the normal derivative @ u
^ =@n across the edge
In (9), P
i
i–j of Xh; Uijk are coefﬁcients depending only on the geometry of the
mesh; the summations are extended to all the nodes connected to
the node i; and N is the total number of nodes forming Xh. One
b j as the axial forces carried by the bars
can regard the quantities P
i
of a planar truss structure having the same geometry of the skeleton
b j ð^f j  ^f i Þ=hj as
of Xh. Analogously, one can look at the quantities P
i
i
the axial forces carried by the spatial truss Sh, which is obtained
from Xh through the mapping x3 ¼ ^f ðx1 ; x2 Þ. Eq. (9) furnishes the
nodal equilibrium equations of Sh, associating a unique polyhedral
^ to a given polyhedral shape function ^f , and vicestress function u
^ gives rise to all comversa. A concave polyhedral stress function u
pressive forces in the bars of Sh and Xh. It is worth noting that the
modeling of a continuous membrane through a pin-jointed bar network actually corresponds to a non-conforming (or external) variational approximation of the membrane equilibrium problem.
4. Constrained TNA
Let us assume that the vertical load q and the boundary values
^ on oXh are prescribed. The search for the corresponding
of ^f and u
^ ) such that the disthrust surface consists of seeking a couple (^f ; u
crete equilibrium equation (9) is satisﬁed, under geometry constraints of the form

^f lb 6 ^f 6 ^f ub
i
i
i

ði ¼ 1; . . . ; NÞ;

ð10Þ
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Fig. 2. Polyhedral approximations to f (left) and u (right).

^ . Limitations (10) require that the
and the concavity constraint on u
thrust surface is contained in a given 3D domain D, coinciding either
with the region comprised between the extrados and the intrados of
an existing vault, or with a suitable design space. A constrained
thrust network approach (CTNA) can be formulated as follows,
assuming that an in initial guess ^f 0 of ^f is available:
^ 0 from the linear system ðU ijk ^f 0k Þu
^ 0j ¼ Q i ;
(1) compute u
0
0
^ ;
^ of u
(2) compute the ‘‘concave-hull” u
(3) compute a new shape function ^f 0 from the linear system
^ j Þ^f 0k ¼ Q i ;
ðU ijk u
0
^
(4) if f satisﬁes the geometry constraints (10) stop with ^f ¼ ^f 0
^ ¼u
^ 0 ; otherwise correct ^f 0 so as to verify (10), set
and u
^f 0 ¼ ^f 0 and go back to 1.
^ub
Overall, the CTNA admits the quantities Q i ; ^f lb
i ; f i ði ¼ 1; . . . ; NÞ,
^
^
and the nodal values of f and u on oXh as input. It produces the
^ i at the inner nodes of Xh as output, according to
quantities ^f i ; u
the elastic no-tension model of masonry (cf. Giaquinta and Giusti,
1985; Del Piero, 1989). It is worth noting that the concave-hull
construction of step (2) provides topological adaption of the current force network, while step (3) performs geometrical adaption
(see the results of the next section). The CNTA allows one to obtain
a statically admissible, purely compressive thrust network. This
ensures the stability of the structure under consideration, according to the master ‘safe’ theorem of no-tension materials (Heyman,
1966, 1995; Del Piero, 1998), if the geometrical constraints (10)
can be satisﬁed. The no-tension model assumes that fracture damage can occur in regions where the material is subject either to
zero stress, or uniaxial compressive stress. In the latter case, frac-

tures are expected to run along the compressive principal stress
^ ) of the CTNA is known, one
directions. Once the solution (^f ; u
can predict the portions of Sh and Xh exposed to fracture, as it will
be shown in the next section. The continuum limit u of the poly^ will exhibit either a ﬂat (zero stress) or
hedral stress function u
a single-curvature (uniaxial stress) proﬁle in correspondence with
such regions. Cracks will run at the extrados if the thrust surface
lies towards the intrados, and vice-versa.

5. Numerical examples
In order to show how the CTNA operationally works and its
capability in predicting the state of stress and the crack pattern
of real masonry structures, we applied such a procedure to some
benchmark examples, examining the equilibrium problems of a
hemispherical dome, a groin vault, and a cloister vault.
Fig. 2-left shows the examined hemispherical dome (co-latitude
opening equal to 0.9p), while Fig. 2-right illustrates the stress func^ obtained by letting ^f coincide with the middle-surface, and
tion u
applying a uniform vertical load per unit area of the platform. The
above stress function assumes a convex shape towards the basis of
the structure, which is associated with not-admissible circumferential tensile stresses. The concave-hull construction is able to
transform the initial guess of Fig. 2-right into the concave proﬁle
shown in Fig. 3-left, which corresponds to the no-tension thrust
network depicted in Fig. 3-right. The latter predicts biaxial compression towards the crown of the dome, and uniaxial meridian
compression towards the basis. We are hence lead to predict a
meridional crack pattern near the basis of the structure (‘‘orange-

Fig. 3. Stress function (left), thrust network and potential crack pattern (right) of a hemispherical dome under uniform vertical loading.
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Fig. 4. Geometry and loading data for a groin vault.

Fig. 5. Thrust surface and stress function of an unreinforced groin vault under vertical loading.

Fig. 6. Final meshing (left) and force network (right) of a groin vault under vertical loading.
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Fig. 7. Geometry and loading data for a cloister vault.

Fig. 8. Thrust surface and stress function of an unreinforced cloister vault under vertical loading.

slice” cracking mode), accordingly to what is observed in many real
masonry domes of similar shape (cf. e.g. Heyman, 1995).
The second example deals with a groin vault with base dimensions 7.5 m  7.5 m, parabolic web panels of thickness 20 cm, diagonal ribs of thickness 40 cm, and maximum rise equal to 3.2 m. The
vault has self-weight of 20 kN/m3, and bears a material with weight
of 6 kN/m3 ﬁlling the space in between the extrados and the horizon^ ¼ 0 and let ^f
tal plane through the vertex (Fig. 4). We assumed u
bj
^, P
coincide with the middle-surface on oXh. The quantities ^f ; u
i

and the potential crack pattern obtained for the present example
are illustrated in Figs. 5 and 6. One observes from Figs. 5 and 6 that
cracks may run parallel to the wall ribs at the extrados (‘‘Sabouret”
cracks), along the groin ribs, and near the crown at the intrados of
the examined vault, which is in good agreement with the cracking
‘‘pathology” frequently observed in real quadripartite vaults (cf.
Heyman, 1995; Como, 2010). As a matter of fact, the ﬁnal proﬁle of
the stress function shown in Fig. 5 bottom-right, and the associated
thrust network depicted in Fig. 6-right, indicate that the no-tension
state of stress is uniaxial in such regions. The topology of the ﬁnal
thrust network is illustrated in Fig. 6-left.
As a ﬁnal example, we examine the cloister vault shown in
Fig. 7, which has a 3.5 m  3.5 m wide platform, and maximum rise
of 1.2 m. The vault is made of tufe bricks with unit weight of 18 kN/

Fig. 9. Potential crack pattern of a cloister vault under vertical loading.
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Fig. 10. Comparison between predicted (left) and experimentally observed (right) fracture damage of a cloister vault under the combined action of vertical loads and vertical
movements of corner supports.

m3, and thickness varying from 37 cm to 17 cm. It carries the selfweight, a ﬁlling of 10 kN/m3, and a dead load of 18 kN/m2 per unit
area of the platform (cf. Fig. 7).
b j ob^ , and the forces P
The thrust surface ^f , the stress function u
i
tained for such a vault through the CTNA are illustrated in Figs. 8
^ on oXh, with l
^ computed
^ ¼l
and 9. In this case, we assumed u
from a ﬁnite element analysis of the vault under simply supported
boundary conditions (Formato, 2007). The results presented in
Figs. 8 and 9 underline that the crack pattern of the vault under
examination may include diagonal fractures along the web joints
and radial fractures along the walls at the extrados, in conjunction
with crown cracks at the intrados (we refer e.g. to Tomasoni (2008)
for typical cracking mechanisms of cloister vaults). We analyzed
the cloister vault also under the combined action of vertical loads
and upward/downward movements of the base supports, in correspondence with a corner of the supporting perimeter. For this case,
we compared the CTNA predictions with an experimental study
carried out on a real scale sample of the structure (Formato,
2007). Fig. 10-left shows the numerically computed thrust network
and the associated crack pattern, while Fig. 10-right illustrates the
experimentally detected cracking mechanism of the vault sample,
after few cycles of lifting and release of the corner supports. One
notices a rather good matching between the CNTA predictions
and the experimentally observed damage.
6. Concluding remarks
The CTNA presented in this work allows for the prediction of the
thrust surface and the crack pattern of unreinforced masonry
vaults. Some numerical results have shown the potential of such
an approach in predicting the equilibrium conﬁguration and the
crack pattern of real vaulted structures. It has been sown that
the modeling of a membrane as a thrust network has a variational
foundation, and that the concave-hull of the membrane stress
function provides statically admissible force networks for no-tension materials, through topological and geometrical adaption of
an initial candidate solution.
The no-tension constraint can be suitably relaxed and piecewise enforced over selected portions of a given structure, analyzing
substructures, mixed structures, pre-deﬁned arrangements of masonry bonds, and reinforced masonry.
It is interesting noting that the no-tension model is symmetrical
of the so-called tension ﬁeld model of wrinkling membranes
(Mansﬁeld, 1968; Steigmann, 1990; Wong and Pellegrino, 2006).
On replacing the concavity constraint of the stress potential with

a specular convexity constraint (convex-hull technique, cf. Avis
and Fukuda, 1992), one can easily generalize the CNTA presented
in this work to membranes carrying only tensile stresses.
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