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structural optimization implementation towards the architect-
engineers collaboration. Based on this issue, three research concerns 
are developed as follows:

1.	 Examine di�culties in the traditional design work�ow that 
separate the architectural form generation process from the 
engineering aspect of structural performance.

2.	 Study the interoperability and integration of architectural 
parametric CAD tools and engineering analysis and 
optimization tools as well as the usability of these tools.

3.	 Examine the implementation of structural optimization in the 
architectural schematic design phase.

�ese research concerns are qualitatively examined using 
Grounded �eory for data collection and analysis process. �e 
term Grounded �eory was originated by Glaser and Strauss [12] 
as “the discovery of theory from data that is systematically obtained 
and analyzed.” Due to the lack of publications and studies on these 
concerns, the only viable research method for examining these issues 
is the qualitative approach. It is important to note that a qualitative 
research method such as Grounded �eory does not assume that the 
researcher knows enough to formulate speci�c hypotheses [13]. �us, 
unlike in traditional quantitative research methods, research questions 
are not formulated. Instead, research concerns are used to drive the 
research process. �e reason for using a qualitative research method 
as opposed to a quantitative research method is the fact that architects 
generally do not have su�cient knowledge of statics and structural 
mechanics to be able to su�ciently understand the process involved 
in structural optimization. �us, it is assumed in this research that it is 
necessary to have back and forth communication between participants 
(architects) and the researcher during the data collection process. 

�e communication is necessary to educate the participants about 
architectural, structural optimization such that the responses from 
the participants are the mix of the newly acquired education and their 
academic and design practice experiences.

�e target population for the qualitative study is the Clemson 
University architectural students and faculty. �e second section of this 
paper brie�y discussed form-�nding structural optimization so�ware 
that was developed during the study to facilitate the interviewing process 
and as an example method that can be used for implementing form-
�nding structural optimization in the design process. �e third section 
discusses the Grounded �eory procedure and how it is applied in this 
study for data collection and analysis to gain in-depth understanding 
towards the issues being raised above and for the so�ware development 
purpose. �e fourth section discusses the �ndings that are written as 
theoretical narrative re�ecting the research participants’ responses 
toward the issues being raised and the developed tools. �e ��h section 
presents how the outcomes of the research help develop the tool. 
Finally, the sixth section of this paper discusses the proposed design 
�owchart for implementing form-�nding structural optimization 
method in the design process.

Form finding architectural, structural optimization tool

�e developed optimization tool integrates Grasshopper (a visual 
programming language in Rhino), Abaqus (a �nite element so�ware) 
and Matlab (a scienti�c programming language). �is tool is initially 
used for the interview. �e responses from the interviews are then used 
to modify the so�ware further. Premade components in Grasshopper 
were made to allow parametric control over the structural analysis 
setup (loading conditions, element type, and section properties) and to 
manage the interoperability between Grasshopper and Abaqus. Matlab 
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manages the interaction between Grasshopper and Abaqus to initially 
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questions were prompted based on it. �e background module 
contextualized the scope of the research by informing the participants 
that the study was interested in the process of designing organic and 
free-from structures as opposed to more conventional structural 
systems. Buildings with organic and free-from structures are typically 
designed using a performance-based approach, which is well suited 
for optimization, rather than a prescriptive approach, which generally 
relies on prescriptive codes. �e education module introduced the 
participants to the basic concept of structural optimization and how to 
model a structural optimization problem. Finally, the demonstration 
module introduced the participant to the developed optimization tool 
[20,21].
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but, in practice, multitude exchanges of information can cost a lot of 
money and thus is not really possible.
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Figure 8: Theoretical coding using MAXQDA.



Citation: Wonoto N, Blouin V (2018) Using Grounded Theory for the Development of a Structural Optimization Tool as a Form-Finding Method for 
Architectural Schematic Design. J Archit Eng Tech 7: 217. doi: 10.4172/2168-9717.1000217

Page 8 of 13

Volume 7 • Issue 1 • 1000217J Archit Eng Tech, an open access journal
ISSN: 2168-9717 



Citation: Wonoto N, Blouin V (2018) Using Grounded Theory for the Development of a Structural Optimization Tool as a Form-Finding Method for 
Architectural Schematic Design. J Archit Eng Tech 7: 217. doi: 10.4172/2168-9717.1000217

Page 9 of 13

Volume 7 • Issue 1 • 1000217J Archit Eng Tech, an open access journal
ISSN: 2168-9717 

far as possible to create a structurally intelligent design before the 
collaboration took place.

Participant G described that in Europe, architectural education is 
closer to engineering education with a degree that is equivalent to an 
engineering degree and architects are legally allowed to evaluate the 
structure. In this case, he mentioned that architectural �rms are allowed 
to work all the way from the design to analysis without having to worry 
about the di�culties of the collaborative process. Participant G was 
educated in Europe and has eight years of design practice experience 
in Europe. Regarding the education issue, the education in Europe is 
di�erent from the typical architectural education in the U.S., which 
puts less focus on the structural aspect. For instance, some participants 
mentioned that in the U.S., graduate students are required to do some 
type of structural evaluation only once in their studio carrier, i.e., in the 
comprehensive studio, which is generally during the last semester of 
their graduate studies.

Some participants mentioned that structural optimization tools 
such as the one developed in this study should be incorporated at the 
very beginning of the schematic design phase to have a more informed 
design before the collaboration takes place. Participants mentioned that 
the advantages of allowing architects to do the form-�nding structural 
optimization are that the architect can include more constraints from 
the design perspectives, and improve the architect’s understanding and 
awareness of the structure which can then ease the communication with 
the engineer once the collaboration begins. Another mentioned how 
the tool, if used properly, can potentially help architects make a decision 
without the engineer’s presence. Despite the foreseen advantages and 
the fact that the tool can be used without requiring the users to have in-
depth technical engineering knowledge, some participants emphasized 
the need of architects to be able to at least formulate meaningful design 
constraints, goals and variables along with the structural constraints 
before or during the parametric modeling phase. �ey mentioned that 

architects should typically be able to formulate related geometrical 
constraints. However, the understanding of structural constraints and 
how they are related to the geometrical con�guration and sectional 
properties are o�en beyond architects’ comprehension. As a result of 
this technicality that is involved during the architectural schematic 
design phase, some participants foresee that the engineers’ involvement 
in the collaboration would be postponed if the tool was implemented. 
Participants expressed their concurrence with the notion that the 
proper implementation of the developed structural optimization in 
the schematic design phase can potentially build a common ground 
between architects and engineers once the collaboration takes place.

�ere was some interest of participants for using the tool. Some 
interviewed students were particularly interested in using the developed 
tool for their semesters' studios. Some faculty also mentioned that they 
would have used the tool if it had been available years ago when they 
were working in their architectural design practice.

Regarding the functionality of the tool, participants mentioned 
that combining architectural design with engineering analysis provides 
a powerful post-processor and more compatibility with engineering 
terminology. Regarding the results of the structural optimization 
process, in particular the type of results provided by the optimization, 
most participants preferred multiple optimal design options rather 
than a single optimum. Particularly, they mentioned that various 
feasible and improved design options are considered su�cient and that 
the variations can be used for further design tweaking. Participants 
also mentioned that they prefer a faster computational time with a low 
tolerance optimization process for the purpose of form-�nding during 
the architectural schematic design phase rather than an optimum 
design that necessitates excessive computational power to be identi�ed. 
�is is due to the fact that it is impossible to include all the constraints 
from all aspects into a design problem and there is always room for 
changes when relating to the aesthetic criterion. �us, having high 

Figure 9: Code-subcode-segments model of the generated themes using MAXQDA.
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precision results is not necessary during the schematic phase.

Responding to the Theoretical Narrative
A�er the second cycles of the Grounded �eory several research 

questions and corresponding hypotheses could be formulated from the 
theoretical narrative. Examples of hypotheses include:

1.
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by the architect. �is information is used to generate the form via 
the structural optimization procedure. It must be noted that the 
form-�nding structural optimization here does not only consider the 
structural aspect, but it may include variables and constraints that are 
relevant to the design such as manufacturability, sustainability, and so 
on. �e right-hand side of the related geometrical constraints such as 
total area can be easily evaluated by the geometric modeling system 
such as Grasshopper. �e incorporation of the sustainability aspect 
into the optimization model may require the inclusion of customized 
or commercial codes that are able to evaluate the necessary parameters 
(e.g., calculating daylight factor, thermal loads, etc.).

As shown in Figure 11, once the structural engineer is involved 
in the design process, the collaboration starts with the model that has 
already the performative aspect incorporated. �e �owchart re�ects 
participants’ opinion to push the architect’s role as far as possible in 
the design process before the collaboration takes place. �us, parts of 
the engineers’ tasks in the traditional design work�ow are shi�ed into 
the architects’ responsibilities by allowing the architect to incorporate 
the consideration of materiality, structural system, structural sizing 
and structural feasibility into the schematic design phase as factors 
that drive the form-�nding process. When using the proposed 
design process as shown in Figure 11, some of the suggestions from 
the structural engineer to the architect may include modifying or 

Figure 11:



Citation: Wonoto N, Blouin V (2018) Using Grounded Theory for the Development of a Structural Optimization Tool as a Form-Finding Method for 
Architectural Schematic Design. J Archit Eng Tech 7: 217. doi: 10.4172/2168-9717.1000217

https://doi.org/10.1108/17260530810918243
https://doi.org/10.1108/17260530810918243
https://doi.org/10.1108/17260530810918243
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.3.2.179
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.3.2.179
https://www.curee.org/architecture/docs/img-917144039-0001.pdf
https://www.curee.org/architecture/docs/img-917144039-0001.pdf
https://searchworks.stanford.edu/view/5645096
https://searchworks.stanford.edu/view/5645096
https://searchworks.stanford.edu/view/5645096
http://dergipark.gov.tr/download/article-file/83180
http://dergipark.gov.tr/download/article-file/83180
https://www.tib.eu/en/search/id/BLCP%3ACN003751521/Architectural-and-Engineering-Design-Two-Forms/
https://www.tib.eu/en/search/id/BLCP%3ACN003751521/Architectural-and-Engineering-Design-Two-Forms/
https://www.tib.eu/en/search/id/BLCP%3ACN003751521/Architectural-and-Engineering-Design-Two-Forms/
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/14637150110406768
https://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/14637150110406768
http://www.academia.edu/946082/An_investigation_of_critical_management_issues_in_ERP_implementation_emperical_evidence_from_Canadian_organizations
http://www.academia.edu/946082/An_investigation_of_critical_management_issues_in_ERP_implementation_emperical_evidence_from_Canadian_organizations
http://www.academia.edu/946082/An_investigation_of_critical_management_issues_in_ERP_implementation_emperical_evidence_from_Canadian_organizations
http://www.academia.edu/946082/An_investigation_of_critical_management_issues_in_ERP_implementation_emperical_evidence_from_Canadian_organizations
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/02683960010008944
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/02683960010008944
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/02683960010008944
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/25f2/a56626cd566a7962ce836ebae5e538af658e.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/25f2/a56626cd566a7962ce836ebae5e538af658e.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470261309.ch1
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470261309.ch1
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470261309.ch1
http://www.sxf.uevora.pt/wp-content/uploads/2013/03/Glaser_1967.pdf
http://www.sxf.uevora.pt/wp-content/uploads/2013/03/Glaser_1967.pdf
https://nyupress.org/books/9780814706954/
https://nyupress.org/books/9780814706954/
https://www.brikbase.org/sites/default/files/ARCC2017_Session2A_Bollo_Collins.pdf
https://www.brikbase.org/sites/default/files/ARCC2017_Session2A_Bollo_Collins.pdf


Citation: Wonoto N, Blouin V (2018) Using Grounded Theory for the Development of a Structural Optimization Tool as a Form-Finding Method for 
Architectural Schematic Design. J Archit Eng Tech 7: 217. doi: 10.4172/2168-9717.1000217

Page 13 of 13

Volume 7 • Issue 1 • 1000217J Archit Eng Tech, an open access journal
ISSN: 2168-9717 

15.	Strauss A, Corbin J (1998) Basics of qualitative research: Techniques and 
procedures for developing grounded theory. Sage Publications.

16.	Biernacki P, Waldorf D (1981) Snowball sampling: Problems and techniques 
RI�FKDLQ�UHIHUUDO�VDPSOLQJ��6RFLRORJLFDO�0HWKRGV�DQG�5HVHDUFK�������������

17.	)LHOGLQJ�1��������9DULHWLHV�RI�UHVHDUFK�LQWHUYLHZV��-RXUQDO�RI�1XUVH�5HVHDUFKHU�
1(3): 4-13.

18.	Konka B (2011) A case study on software testing methods and tools. Master 

of Science Thesis in Software Engineering and Management, University of 
Gothenburg.

19.	5XELQ�+��5XELQ�,��������4XDOLWDWLYH�LQWHUYLHZLQJ��7KH�DUW�RI�KHDULQJ�GDWD��&$��
Sage.

20.	%HUWHOVHQ�2��������7RZDUGV�D�XQL¿HG�¿HOG�RI�6(�UHVHDUFK�DQG�SUDFWLFH��,(((�
Software 14: 87-88.

21.	Mitchell M (1998) An introduction to genetic algorithms. MIT Press.

https://in.sagepub.com/en-in/sas/basics-of-qualitative-research/book235578
https://in.sagepub.com/en-in/sas/basics-of-qualitative-research/book235578
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/004912418101000205
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/004912418101000205
https://doi.org/10.7748/nr.1.3.4.s2
https://doi.org/10.7748/nr.1.3.4.s2
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/handle/2077/29086
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/handle/2077/29086
https://gupea.ub.gu.se/handle/2077/29086
http://dx.doi.org/10.4135/9781452226651
http://dx.doi.org/10.4135/9781452226651
https://doi.org/10.1109/TSE.2013.56
https://doi.org/10.1109/TSE.2013.56
https://mitpress.mit.edu/books/introduction-genetic-algorithms

	Title
	Corresponding authors
	Abstract 
	Keywords
	Inroduction 
	Form finding architectural, structural optimization tool 
	Grounded theory 
	Cyclic process of grounded theory 
	Sampling process using grounded theory 
	Organization of the semi-structured interview process 
	Theoretical coding 

	Theoretical Narrative 
	Responding to the Theoretical Narrative 
	Design Schema When Implementing the Method 
	Conclusion 
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Figure 5
	Figure 6
	Figure 7
	Figure 8
	Figure 9
	Figure 10
	Figure 11
	Table 1
	References 

