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Buckling and shape control 
of prestressable trusses using 
optimum number of actuators
Ahmed Manguri 1,2*, Najmadeen Saeed 2,3, Marcin Szczepanski 1 & Robert Jankowski 1

This paper describes a method to control the nodal displacement of prestressable truss structures 
within the desired domains. At the same time, the stress in all members is unleashed to take any value 
between the allowable tensile stress and critical buckling stress. The shape and stresses are controlled 
by actuating the most active members. The technique considers the members’ initial crookedness, 
residual stresses, and slenderness ratio (S). Furthermore, the method is premeditated so that the 
members with an S between 200 and 300 can carry only tension before and after adjustment (i.e., the 
maximum compressive stress for the members with an S between 200 and 300 is zero). In addition, 
the derived equations are coupled with an optimization function that relies on five optimization 
algorithms (interior-point, trust-region-reflective, Sequential quadratic programming (SQP), SQP-
legacy, and active-set). The algorithms identify and then exclude inactive actuators in the subsequent 
iterations. The technique is applied to several examples, and its results are compared with a quoted 
method in the literature.

Buckling is considered a severe issue in compression members; it should be carefully dealt with in structural 
design1, especially in trusses2. Deformed geometry and displacements also affect the performance of systems3. 
Correspondingly, buckling is crucial in designing pin-jointed assemblies and is even more vital during the 
reshaping process. Hitherto, researchers worked on reshaping and even stress controlling; however, they neglected 
the issue of buckling and/or slenderness of the members on the structure’s health4–8. The shape-reforming idea, 
which is the process of controlling deformation and shape restoration9, was introduced by Weeks10 and then 
analytically formulated by Haftka and Adelman11. The position of nodes is sensitive to the length bar changing12,13, 
which is done by actuators.

Furuya and Haftka4 proposed two simple algorithms to statically reshape a 150-bar space truss without regard 
to the status of stresses. The shape of various structures, for example, intelligent structures6 and trusses7, has been 
controlled while the stress in members is underestimated. Kwan and Pellegrino14 stated that actuating active 
bars, which are the key element of controlling the structures in terms of geometry and stress, may significantly 
affect stress redistribution in members. Kawaguchi et al.5 attempted to control the displacement and internal 
bar force of a 3-bar prestressable truss while undervalued buckling and members’ slenderness. Furthermore, 
buckling and slenderness effects were also disregarded in the study conducted by Saeed and Kwan8 to shape and 
stress control of indeterminate structures.

The researchers worked on truss optimization; they neglected the effects of initial crookedness, residual 
stresses, and slenderness. Size and/or topology optimization was performed for several numerical models, such 
as a 72-bar truss15–19. At the same time, most members were slender, and their compressive strength by far less 
than the induced stress for the loading cases. In addition, cross-sectional area optimization was performed for a 
25-bar 3D truss20–23; most members’ S was far greater than the allowable limit, and most compression members 
exceeded critical buckling stress. In this study, the members were designed based on their S, and their initial 
crookedness and residual stress were considered while reshaping structures.

Based on the aforementioned literature, it was concluded that the buckling problem was underestimated 
during the process of structures’ reshaping. Heretofore, in shape and stress control, it has been assumed that 
the compressive strength is the same amount as the tensile strength, and such cases are hardly achievable in 
practice. Therefore, in this paper, a method has been developed to control nodal displacements and strictly 
consider buckling in compression members simultaneously. In addition, the members with an S greater than 
200 are not allowed to face compression, which is the aim of this research. Consequently, further improvement 
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has been made using as few actuators as possible in coupling derived formulations with the optimization 
algorithms. Moreover, the further aim is to consider the residual stress and initial crookedness in members 
while displacement adjustment.

One of the main objectives of this work is to implement optimization algorithms. Optimization algorithms 
are performed to minimize resources24–26. For the sake of the economy and practice minimizing the number of 
actuators is a good point in the controlling process. Consequently, finding the optimum location for the actuators 
is highly recommended14. Researchers conducted studies to find the optimum number of actuators to control 
the configuration of a morphing wing scissor mechanism27, cable structures28,29, pin-jointed assemblies30, and 
spatial structures31,32. Meanwhile, the optimum location of redundant bars in trusses could be identified while 
they considered buckling effects, as stated by Jalihal et al.33.

Saeed and Kwan8 derived Eq. (1) to control shape and stress in prestressable structures simultaneously, but 
they neglected to consider limits for either joint displacements or axial bar forces. They also ignored the effect 
of buckling, which is a severe failure case in compression members. Using their technique, the user must input 
precise numbers for nodal displacements and bar axial forces for specific joints and members, respectively. 
Nonetheless, the considered structure should be monitored step by step in case any joints or members exceed 
their limits. Their method is time-consuming and could lead to mistakes made by the user. The mentioned 
problems in Saeed and Kwan8 work are solved in this study.

Y is the matrix that links the observed nodal joints and the members embedded with actuators while Z 
connects the prescribed axial forces in members and those embedded with actuators. eo is the amount of 
actuation needed to attain the targeted displacement ( d ) and axial force ( t ), while dp and tp are the induced 
nodal displacements and internal bar forces due to nodal loadings only.

The paper’s outline is as follows: The study’s introduction is presented in Section "Introduction". It is followed 
by formulating the current technique and applying it to an illustrative example; in addition, nodal displacement 
control and axial force control in members are also presented in Section "Method formulation and an illustrative 
example". Moreover, Section "Validation of the current technique" presents the verification of the current 
technique based on the studies discussed in the literature. While, in Section "Implementation of the current 
technique", the presented technique is applied on a 12-bar truss and a 15-bar truss. Finally, the drawn conclusion 
of the study summarized in Section "Conclusion".

Method formulation and an illustrative example
In this section, the new technique is derived, and a pseudocode (see Fig. 1) is presented to demonstrate the steps 
of the current technique. In addition, the equations are developed and applied to a 5-bar truss shown in Fig. 2. 
The numerical model has only one degree of indeterminacy; its members have a modulus of elasticity of 70 GPa 
and square cross-sections of [13 13 20 10 10] mm . The dimensions were selected based on the yield stress 
(fy = 276 MPa) and slenderness ratio (S), in which the compression members are limited to having an S of up to 
200, while the tension members can have an S of up to 30034.

Nodal displacement control.  The displacement part of Eq. (1) can be expressed as

Y1 = active(Y) , Y1 is found by the optimization algorithm by identifying the active members that significantly 
influence the prescribed nodal joints. The sum of the absolute values of Column 3 in matrix Y is less than that 
of the other columns; thus, it can be said that Member 3 is the most effective member to change the position of 
nodes 1 and 2.

Due to the loadings shown in Fig. 2, the transposed vector of the induced nodal displacements becomes 
d′p = [− 0.196 1.137 − 0.196 − 1.137] mm . Firstly, all free nodes are unleashed to take a value within a 
given limit ([− 0.5 to 0.5] mm); thus, Eq. (2) becomes

For the given example, the upper limit is d′ = [0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5] mm , and the lower limit is 
− d′ = [− 0.5 − 0.5 − 0.5 − 0.5] mm.

The inequality relationship in Eq. (3) can be solved as below, based on the fmincon function in MATLAB35.

(1)
[

Y

Z

]

eo =

[

d − dp

tp − t

]

(2)Y1eo+dp= d

Embeded members with actuators
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In Eq. (4), the expression (c = []) is used to find eo such that displacements after applying actuation remain 
in the required domain.

When dd1= [dp − d] and dd2= [dp+d] , thus dd′1 = [− 0.696 0.637 − 0.696 − 1.637] mm and 
dd′2 = [0.304 1.637 0.304 − 0.637] mm.

Axial force control in members.  The internal force part of Eq. (1) is expressed as:

In which Z1 = active(Z) , Z1 is found by the optimization algorithm via detecting the most active members 
that have a substantial effect on the targeted members. The minimum sum value of columns in Z matrix indicates 
the effectiveness of the member. Columns 1–3 have the smallest sum, but Member 3 was the most active in 
displacement control. Considering displacement and internal force simultaneously, Member 3 is selected as the 
most active member.

(4)c =

[

Y1eo+dd1
−Y1eo − dd2

]

(5)Z1e0= tp − t

Figure 1.   The pseudocode of the presented method.
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The transposed vector of the induced axial forces due to external loadings shown in Fig. 2 becomes
t′p = [−3879 − 3879 106120 5485 5485] N . Equation (5) can be expressed as

Equation (11) should be expressed as an inequality to allow the user to input the upper limit in tension and 
lower limit in compression, which varies based on the members’ S.

The effectiveness of the current technique is that the allowable tensile and compressive forces are determined 
for each member, and for the allowable compressive force, initial crookedness, and residual stress of the members 
are considered. The detail of determining the limits are discussed in the following subsections.

Tension control. 

Buckling control (compression).  −t = allowable compressive force (tcomp) and tcomp = fcr ∗ A . There are 
two cases for determining critical buckling stress.
A.	 If Lk ≤ 4.71

√

E
Fy orFe ≥ 0.44Fy.

fcr = (0.658Fy/Fe)Fy where inelastic buckling dominates the members’ behavior because of the presence of 
residual stresses in the member.

Where Fe is the Euler load, Fe = π2EA
(L)2

 . The effective length coefficient is unity since the joints have a pin-pin 
connection.

B.	 if Lk > 4.71
√

E
Fy orFe < 0.44Fy.
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(6)t = tp − Z1eo

(7)t ≥ tp − Z1eo ≥ −t

t = allowable tensile force (tten) = fy ∗ A = [46644 46644 110400 27600 27600]′ N

Figure 2.   The 5-bar truss with one state of self-stress.



5

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2023) 13:3838  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-30274-y

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

fcr = 0.877Fe is dominant in the case of long and slender members; thus, 0.877 account for initial 
crookedness.

Part B is the case of the members in this example. For the current example, Fe = [27.027 27.027 63.97

7.9962 7.9962] MPa . Thus fcr = [−23.703 − 23.703 − 56.101 − 7.0127 − 7.0127] MPa . Consequently, 
tcomp’ = [−4005.8 − 4005.8 − 22441 − 701.27 − 701.27] N.

However, in this example, none of the tension members change their phase to compression after shape 
restoration. It should be noted that the members with S > 200 should not carry a compression load. This condition 
should be strictly considered during the design process and post-adjustment. In the sense of stress control during 
shape restoration, another condition should be added: the allowable compression force for members with S 
greater than 200 is 0 N. In other words, members with S > 200 remain in tension or zero force after actuation. 
This phenomenon is experienced in the subsequent examples.

To minimize eo based on the fmincon optimization technique, Eq. (7) is expressed as follows

Similar to Eq. (4), to keep the axial force within the domain after actuation of members, the inequality 
relationship in Eq. (7) is inserted to c = []. When tt1= [ − tp − t] and tt2= [tp+t] , in this case, tt′

1
= [− 127

− 127 128561 − 6186 − 6186] N and tt′2 = [42766 42766 216520 33085 33085] N.
Combining Eqs. (4 and 8) becomes

In this study, the fmincon function tries to find eo such that the displacements and axial forces remain in 
the required domains after prestressing. The relationship in Eq. (9) is subjected to Eq. (10), while Eq. (11) is 
well-preserved.

where n is the number of actuators. Equation (10) is the fmincon function35 that relies on five optimization 
algorithms (interior-point, trust-region-reflective, Sequential quadratic programming (SQP), SQP-legacy, and 
active-set). The fmincon function minimizes the number of actuators by identifying inactive members and 
excluding them in the subsequent iterations. In this study, the actuators with less than 0.1 mm actuation are 
assumed to be passive as illustrated in Fig. 1.

Lb and Ub are lower and upper actuation limits. In this example, the actuators were allowed to have actuation 
within − 5 to 5 mm. Lb and Ub were assigned based on the ability of the actuators and the length of the members 
−5 ≤ eo ≤ 5.

For the first iteration, all members are assumed to participate as actuators for controlling the nodal displacements 
and axial forces in members. The inputs were given to a code prepared in MATLAB; then, the total eo was found 
to be 1.3207 mm. e′o = [2.2148e− 07 2.1738e− 07 − 1.3207 − 3.1263e− 07 − 3.1325e− 07] mm.

The result proves that Member 3 is the most active member; thus, the size of matrix Y1 and Z1 is (4 × 1) 
and (5 × 1), respectively. The algorithm excludes inactive members in the second iteration, and only Member 
3 remains. Thus e′o = [0 0 − 1.3206 0 0] mm with a total eo of 1.3206 mm. The transposed nodal 
displacement vector after actuation ( da ) can be found in the expression below.

In this case, d′a = [− 0.09 0.50 − 0.09 − 0.50] mm . It can be seen that none of the nodes exceed the 
limit [− 0.5 + 0.5] mm; the actuation of members is also within the domain. The members’ axial force after 
actuation ( ta ) is determined as follows

In this example, t′a = [− 1705 − 1705 108290 2412 2412] N . Figure 3 shows the members’ stresses 
and the S to see the situation of axial stresses before ( Stp ) and after actuation ( Sta ) and compare them with the 
yield and critical compressive stresses. It can be seen that Stp and Sta are within the allowed domain; furthermore, 
the members with S greater than 200 did not face compression. In terms of Member 3, it has an S of around 100 
while the member is in tension. Its cross-sectional area was selected based on the induced tensile stress which 
is close to the materials yield stress. Numerically speaking, the tensile stress in Members 4 and 5 changed from 
almost 55 MPa to around 25 MPa, and the compressive stress in Members 1 and 2 changed from 23 to 10 MPa 
while their compressive strength is 25 MPa.

(8)c =

[

−Z1eo+tt1
Z1eo − tt2

]

(9)c =







Y1eo+dd1
−Y1eo − dd2
−Z1eo+tt1
Z1eo − tt2







(10)min f (x) =

n
∑

i=1

e0i

(11)Lb ≤ e0 ≤ Ub

(12)da= dp+Yeo

(13)ta= tp − ZeoD
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Validation of the current technique
The current technique was applied to a previously studied example by Farshi and Alinia-Ziazi20. They neglected 
the issues of buckling and slenderness ratio in their study. Most of the members would fail due to buckling for 
the given loading. In addition, according to the standards and even in practice, S for compression and tension 
members must not exceed 200 and 300, respectively. The domain of the nodal displacement can be preserved 
using the current technique. Meanwhile, none of the members face buckling, as presented in this example. 
A 72-bar 3D aluminum truss shown in Fig. 4 with an elasticity modulus of 70,000 MPa was loaded from the 
top joints in the Z-direction with 22241N downward. The numerical example was examined to optimize the 
size of the members by several researchers, including Lee and Geem36, and Sedaghati15, but they neglected to 
consider buckling effects and slenderness ratio limits. With the selected cross-sectional area and the loading 
case, all compression members would fail due to buckling; nonetheless, the S of all members is far greater than 
the allowable limits. In this study, the members’ areas (see Table 1) were selected based on the axial stresses 

Figure 3.   The stresses and S of the members of the 5-bar truss before and after actuation.

Figure 4.   The 72-bar 3D truss20.
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and slenderness ratio limits. It was noted that the tension members could have an S of up to 300, while the S of 
compression members cannot exceed 200.

Table 2 shows the nodal displacements of joints in the direction of loading pre (dp) and post (da)-actuation, the 
movements of the other directions were insignificant. It can be seen from the table, the maximum displacement 
(− 1.83 mm) occurred in the Z-direction of the top four joints. The goal was to adjust the displacements to up 
to ± 0.5 mm movement meanwhile keeping the stress in all members within the yield stress, and critical buckling 
stress. The targets were attained in four iterations by actuating only 45 active members [2 4− 9 11− 14 19

21 24− 27 29− 31 37 39− 42 44− 48 52− 54 58− 62 64 66− 70 72] with total actuation of 
25.6 mm. One can see that from Table 2, the displacement constraints were preserved after applying actuation, 
in other words, da has not exceeded the limit, which is ± 0.5 mm.

Table 3 shows the comparison between the current technique and the quoted method. The table shows the 
yield stress and allowable compressive stress as well as the allowable S based on the members’ stress states and 
lengths. Column 6, which represents Farshi and Alinia-Ziazi20 study results, shows that all compression members 
exceed the limit; meanwhile, Column 8 shows that sixty-four members’ S is greater than the allowable. On the 
other hand, Columns 13 and 15 of Table 3 present the current methods’ results. The results confirm that neither 
stress nor S passed the limits using the current method.

Numerically speaking, the stress in Members 1–4 is − 172.3 MPa, while the allowable compressive stress is 
2.16 MPa. The S in these members is 2.6 times greater than the acceptable value. Similarly, the stress in Members 
5–12 and 19–22 is about ten times greater than the compressive strength. Using the current method, all members 
are safe regarding stress and slenderness. The stress in Members 23–30 is compression, while the members’ 
slenderness ratio is 300. After applying actuation, the members’ stress changed to tension since the method 
guarantees that members with S > 200 do not carry compression.

The algorithm started with using all members as actuators; then, in the several iterations, the inactive 
members were excluded meanwhile the targets were unchanged. For the 72-bar truss, the minimum possible 
actuator number was 45, with the optimum amount of actuation of 25.6 mm, as presented in Fig. 5. The figure 
illustrates that the number of active actuators dropped almost with the same slope between the first and third 
iterations. Whereas there was a sharp and negligible decrease in the number of active actuators between the third 
to four and fourth to fifth iterations, respectively. In terms of changes in the total actuation in the five iterations, 
the difference was negligible between the first two. While the total actuation steeply and linearly declined from 
the second to the fourth iteration. Moreover, there was a slight decrease in the total actuation between the fourth 
and the last iterations.

Implementation of the current technique
In order to present the adequacy of the current technique, it is applied to two trusses with different geometries.

Example 1  A 12-bar aluminum truss shown in Fig.  6 with four states of self-stress was designed 
based on the tensile and compressive stresses as well as S. The members 1–12 have E = 70,000 MPa and 
Area = [1.47 23.04 17.64 9.0 9.0 9.0 28.19 9.0 24.50 9.0 35.28 9.0] mm2 , respectively. The 
maximum displacement occurred at Joint 5y, which was 2.01 mm, as presented in Table 4. It was planned to 
adjust the displacements to up to ± 0.5 mm in all joints and keep the tensile stress within the yield stress and 
the compressive stress below the critical buckling stress. It should be noted that the members with S greater 
than 200 cannot carry a compression force either before or after adjustment. Table 4 shows that the goals were 
achieved in terms of nodal displacements. Numerically speaking, the displacement of joints 3–6 in the y direction 
before adjustment was [−0.6 − 0.59 − 2.01 − 1.93] mm , respectively. After actuating Members 1, 3, and 
11 with [0.54 − 0.47 0.24] mm respectively, the nodal displacements of joints 3–6 in y direction become 
[−0.14 − 0.13 − 0.5 − 0.24] mm , respectively. To bring up the joints 5 and 6, Members 1 and 11 were 
lengthened, and Member 3 was shortened, while the amount of axial force in all members was considered to 
stay within the allowable limit.

Regarding the stresses, Fig. 7 shows the members’ stress states, limits and S before and after actuation. The 
figure illustrates that all members stayed within their limits with slight changes in the stresses in Members 8, 10, 
and 12. One can see that, the tensile stress in Member 3 has increased since the member has been shortened. 

Table 1.   The designed area for the 72-bar truss.

Members Area (mm2) Members Area (mm2)

1–4 696.7 37–40 696.7

5–12 3483.9 41–48 3483.9

13–16 1238.7 49–52 1238.7

17–18 2477.4 53–54 2477.4

19–22 1254.2 55–58 696.7

23–30 1548.4 59–66 3483.9

31–34 1238.7 67–70 1238.7

35–36 2477.4 71–72 2477.4
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Table 2.   Nodal displacement of Z-direction before and after actuation.

Joints dp (mm) da (mm) Joints dp (mm) da (mm)

1 − 1.83 0 9 − 0.99 0.3

2 − 1.83 0.08 10 − 0.99 0.36

3 − 1.83 0.07 11 − 0.99 0.18

4 − 1.83 − 0.3 12 − 0.99 0.22

5 − 1.35 − 0.21 13 − 0.47 0.19

6 − 1.35 − 0.17 14 − 0.47 0.23

7 − 1.35 − 0.14 15 − 0.47 0.2

8 − 1.35 − 0.31 16 − 0.47 0.09

Table 3.   Comparison between previous studies and the presented method.

Farshi and Alinia-Ziazi20 Current study

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10 11 12 13 14 15

Members Fy (MPa) Allowable S Stp (MPa) Fcr (MPa) C4/C2 or C4/C5 S C7/C3 Stp (MPa) Sta (MPa) Fcr (MPa) C11/C12 or 
C11/C2 S C14/C3

1–4 172 200 − 172.3 − 2.16 79.71 525 2.6 − 21.8 9.5 − 14.9 − 0.64 200 1

5–12 172 200 − 15.3 − 1.51 10.20 629 3.2 − 2.3 − 9.3 − 14.9 0.62 200 1

13–16 172 300 9.2 − 1.42 0.05 648 2.2 2.4 9.9 0 0.06 300 1

17–18 172 300 9.2 − 0.98 0.05 779 2.6 2.4 9.4 0 0.05 300 1

19–22 172 200 − 67.6 − 7.23 9.34 287 1.4 − 16.5 − 24.6 − 26.8 0.91 149 0.7

23–30 172 300 2.0 − 1.43 0.01 646 2.2 − 1.1 6.2 0 0.04 300 1

31–34 172 300 38.5 − 0.35 0.22 1315 4.4 2.9 5.3 0 0.03 300 1

35–36 172 300 38.5 − 0.17 0.22 1859 6.2 2.9 7.8 − 14.9 0.05 300 1

37–40 172 200 − 26.4 − 17.52 1.51 185 0.9 − 23.5 4.5 − 14.9 0.03 200 1

41–48 172 200 − 2.2 − 1.41 1.52 650 3.3 − 1.9 − 8.1 − 14.9 0.55 200 1

49–52 172 300 0.3 − 0.35 0.00 1315 4.4 2.5 6.5 0 0.04 300 1

53–54 172 300 0.3 − 0.17 0.00 1859 6.2 2.5 5.0 0 0.03 300 1

55–58 172 200 − 18.1 − 26.06 0.70 151 0.8 − 21.1 9.1 − 14.9 0.05 200 1

59–66 172 200 − 0.6 − 1.42 0.45 649 3.6 − 2.4 − 9.2 − 14.9 0.61 200 1

67–70 172 300 7.5 − 0.35 0.04 1315 4.4 4.5 21.2 0 0.12 300 1

71–72 172 300 7.5 − 0.17 0.04 1859 6.2 4.5 15.7 0 0.09 300 1

Figure 5.   Optimization of the number of actuators and actuation for the 72-bar truss.
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However, Members 1 and 11 are supposed to increase their compressive stress due to their lengthening; their 
axial stress remains under the allowable compressive stress. Furthermore, a noticeable increase in the tensile 
stress in Members 3, 4, 6, and 10 can be seen after applying eo due to shortening Member 3 and lengthening 
Members 1 and 11.

Example 2  A 15-bar steel truss shown in Fig. 8 with E = 200,000 MPa was loaded at all free joints. In this 
example, if the established loads were applied to the structure before actuation, some members would fail, 
as illustrated in Fig. 9. If the loads were applied before the actuation, Members 4, 5, and 7 would experience 
the axial stresses − 48, − 62, − 27 MPa respectively, while their compressive strengths are − 32, − 32 and 
− 18  MPa respectively. By applying the current technique by actuating members 1, 2, 8, 10, and 13 by 
[−0.70 − 0.35 − 0.29 − 0.22 − 0.24] mm , respectively, the axial stress in Members 4, 5, and 7 become 
0, − 30, and − 18 MPa, respectively. In addition, Member 9 with S = 266 would experience compressive stress 
of − 8 MPa, before actuation, but using the current technique, the member remains in tension with 233 MPa. 
Moreover, Members 10, 11, 14, and 15 have S greater than 200; their axial stress after actuation is almost zero 
since they cannot carry compression. The figure shows that all members are within the limit of corresponding 
Fcr, and Fy after actuation.

In terms of nodal displacements, the joints were unleashed to take any position within ± 0.5 mm displacement. 
Table 5 shows the nodal displacements of the free joints in the X- and Y directions due to external loading only 
(dp) and due to loading and member actuation (da). It can be seen that the maximum displacement occurred 
in the y-direction of Joint 7. The goal was to keep the nodal displacements in all joints in X and Y directions 
within ± 0.5 mm. Table 5 shows that the displacement targets were exactly attained after applying eo. Members 1 
and 2 were shortened to reduce the y-displacement of joint 7 from 1.45 mm to 0.5 mm. Meanwhile, Members 8, 
10, and 13 were shortened to adjust the axial stress of members 4, 5, and 7 from − 47 MPa to 0.35 MPa, − 61.9 MPa 
to − 29.7 MPa, and − 27.0 MPa to − 18.39 MPa respectively.

The optimization algorithm identifies and then excludes inactive members in several iterations. The actuators’ 
number dropped from 5 to 1, 12 to 3, and 15 to 5 in the 5-bar, 12-bar, and 15-bar trusses, respectively (see 
Fig. 10). The descending slope of the 12-bar truss is more stepper than that of the 5-bar truss. This is because 
the total actuation for both structures is almost the same, while the participated members as actuators in the 
12-bar truss in the first iteration is 12, while it is only 5 for the 5-bar truss. In the 15-bar truss, the reduction in 
the active members is almost linear in each iteration.

Figure 6.   The 12-bar aluminum truss with four states of self-stress.

Table 4.   Nodal displacements of the 12-bar truss pre and post-adjustment.

Joints Directions dp(mm) da(mm)

3
x − 0.20 0.34

y − 0.60 − 0.14

4
x 0.39 − 0.07

y − 0.59 − 0.13

5
x − 0.37 0.19

y − 2.01 − 0.50

6
x 0.72 0.27

y − 1.93 − 0.24
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Figure 7.   Stress redistribution and S of members of the 12-bar truss.

Figure 8.   The 15-bar steel truss with four self-stress states.

Figure 9.   Stress distribution of the 15-bar truss members.
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Moreover, the total actuation amount declined from 1.32 mm to 1.31 mm, 1.26 mm to 1.25 mm, and 5.26 mm 
to 1.79 mm for the 5-bar, 12-bar, and 15-bar trusses correspondingly as presented in Fig. 11. One can see that 
there is a fluctuation in the total amount of actuation in five iterations for the 15-bar truss. In contrast, the 
amount of actuation remains unchanged in two iterations for the 5-bar and the 12-bar trusses. Furthermore, 
the algorithm took only two iterations to find the optimum solution for the 5-bar and 12-bar trusses, while it 
took five iterations for the 15-bar truss.

Conclusion
A method based on the direct force method to control shape and stress as well as member buckling preservation 
was established and applied to several examples. In this study, the displacement of all joints is controlled 
within the desired limit; meanwhile, the tensile stress of tension members remains below the yield stress. The 
compressive stress of compression members stays below the critical buckling stress. Furthermore, the technique 
guarantees that members with S > 200 do not face compression after actuation. In addition, members’ residual 
stress and initial crookedness were considered in critical stress calculation. Nonetheless, force method controlling 
equations were coupled with optimization algorithms to minimize the number of actuators and the amount of 
actuation. Moreover, when larger loads than designed loads are expected to be applied to a specific structure, 
the stress can be redistributed using the current method.

Table 5.   Nodal displacements of the 15-bar free joints.

Joints Directions dp (mm) da (mm) Joints Directions dp (mm) da (mm)

2
x – – 5 x − 0.16 − 0.04

y 0.12 0.08 y 0.38 0.11

3
x − 0.07 0.00 6 x 0.30 − 0.04

y 0.20 − 0.15 y 0.39 − 0.09

4
x 0.32 − 0.11 7 x − 0.16 − 0.04

y 0.07 − 0.05 y 1.45 0.50

Figure 10.   Optimization of the number of actuators.

Figure 11.   Optimization of the total amount of actuation.
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Data availability
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study available from the corresponding author on 
reasonable request.

Received: 24 November 2022; Accepted: 20 February 2023

References
	 1.	 Dong, Y., He, L., Wang, L., Li, Y. & Yang, J. Buckling of spinning functionally graded graphene reinforced porous nanocomposite 

cylindrical shells: an analytical study. Aerosp. Sci. Technol. 82, 466–478. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ast.​2018.​09.​037 (2018).
	 2.	 Wang, C. M. & Wang, C. Y. Exact Solutions for Buckling Of Structural Members (CRC Press, 2004).
	 3.	 Dong, Y., Hu, H. & Wang, L. A comprehensive study on the coupled multi-mode vibrations of cylindrical shells. Mech. Syst. Signal 

Process. 169, 108730. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ymssp.​2021.​108730 (2022).
	 4.	 Furuya, H. & Haftka, R. T. Static shape control of space trusses with partial measurements. J. Spacecr. Rocket. 32(5), 856–865. 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​2514/3.​26696 (1995).
	 5.	 Kawaguchi, K.-I., Hangai, Y., Pellegrino, S. & Furuya, H. Shape and stress control analysis of prestressed truss structures. J. Reinf. 

Plast. Compos. 15(12), 1226–1236. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​07316​84496​01501​204 (1996).
	 6.	 Wang, Z., Chen, S.-H. & Han, W. The static shape control for intelligent structures. Finite Elements Anal. Des. 26(4), 303–314. 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0168-​874X(97)​00086-3 (1997).
	 7.	 Irschik, H. & Ziegler, F. Eigenstrain without stress and static shape control of structures. AIAA J. 39(10), 1985–1990. https://​doi.​

org/​10.​2514/2.​1189 (2001).
	 8.	 Saeed, N. M. & Kwan, A. S. K. Simultaneous displacement and internal force prescription in shape control of pin-jointed assemblies. 

AIAA J. 54(8), 2499–2506. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2514/1.​J0548​11 (2016).
	 9.	 Saeed, N., Manguri, A. & Al-Zahawi, S. Optimum geometry and stress control of deformed double layer dome for gravity and 

lateral loads. in 2021 7th International Engineering Conference “Research & Innovation amid Global Pandemic"(IEC) 84–89 IEEE. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1109/​IEC52​205.​2021.​94760​94.

	10.	 Weeks, C. J. Static shape determination and control of large space structures: I. The flexible beam. J. Dyn. Syst. Meas. Control 106(4), 
261–266. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1115/1.​31406​83 (1984).

	11.	 Haftka, R. T. & Adelman, H. M. An analytical investigation of shape control of large space structures by applied temperatures. 
AIAA J. 23(3), 450–457. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2514/3.​8934 (1985).

	12.	 Irschik, H. A review on static and dynamic shape control of structures by piezoelectric actuation. Eng. Struct. 24(1), 5–11. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0141-​0296(01)​00081-5 (2002).

	13.	 Liu, K., Wu, J., Paulino, G. H. & Qi, H. J. Programmable deployment of tensegrity structures by stimulus-responsive polymers. Sci. 
Rep. 7(1), 1–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41598-​017-​03412-6 (2017).

	14.	 Kwan, A. & Pellegrino, S. Prestressing a space structure. AIAA J. 31(10), 1961–1963. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2514/3.​11876 (1993).
	15.	 Sedaghati, R. Benchmark case studies in structural design optimization using the force method. Int. J. Solids Struct. 42(21–22), 

5848–5871. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijsol​str.​2005.​03.​030 (2005).
	16.	 Nguyen-Van, S., Nguyen, K. T., Luong, V. H., Lee, S. & Lieu, Q. X. A novel hybrid differential evolution and symbiotic organisms 

search algorithm for size and shape optimization of truss structures under multiple frequency constraints. Expert Syst. Appl. 184, 
115534. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​eswa.​2021.​115534 (2021).

	17.	 Degertekin, S. & Hayalioglu, M. Sizing truss structures using teaching-learning-based optimization. Comput. Struct. 119, 177–188. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​comps​truc.​2012.​12.​011 (2013).

	18.	 Kaveh, A. & Talatahari, S. Size optimization of space trusses using Big Bang-Big Crunch algorithm. Comput. Struct. 87(17–18), 
1129–1140. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​comps​truc.​2009.​04.​011 (2009).

	19.	 Mai, H. T., Lieu, Q. X., Kang, J. & Lee, J. A novel deep unsupervised learning-based framework for optimization of truss structures. 
Eng. Comput. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00366-​022-​01636-3 (2022).

	20.	 Farshi, B. & Alinia-Ziazi, A. Sizing optimization of truss structures by method of centers and force formulation. Int. J Solids Struct. 
47(18–19), 2508–2524. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijsol​str.​2010.​05.​009 (2010).

	21.	 Jawad, F. K. et al. Sizing and layout optimization of truss structures with artificial bee colony algorithm. Structures 30, 546–559. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​istruc.​2021.​01.​016 (2021).

	22.	 Awad, R. Sizing optimization of truss structures using the political optimizer (PO) algorithm. Structures 33, 4871–4894. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​istruc.​2021.​07.​027 (2021).

	23.	 Manguri, A., Saeed, N., Kazemi, F., Szczepanski, M. & Jankowski, R. Optimum number of actuators to minimize the cross-sectional 
area of prestressable cable and truss structures. Structures 47, 2501–2514. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​istruc.​2022.​12.​031 (2023).

	24.	 Shmerling, A. & Gerdts, M. Optimization of inelastic multistory structures under seismic vibrations using shape-memory-alloy 
material. Sci. Rep. 12(1), 1–17. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41598-​022-​20537-5 (2022).

	25.	 Choi, M.-J., Oh, M.-H., Koo, B. & Cho, S. Optimal design of lattice structures for controllable extremal band gaps. Sci. Rep. 9(1), 
1–13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41598-​019-​46089-9 (2019).

	26.	 Saeed, N. M., Manguri, A. A., Szczepanski, M., Jankowski, R. & Haydar, B. A. Static shape and stress control of trusses with optimum 
time, actuators and actuation. Int. J. Civ. Eng. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s40999-​022-​00784-3 (2022).

	27.	 Joo, J. J., Sanders, B., Johnson, T. & Frecker, M. I. Optimal actuator location within a morphing wing scissor mechanism 
configuration. in Smart Structures and Materials 2006: Modeling, Signal Processing, and Control 24–35 SPIE, https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1117/​12.​658830.

	28.	 Manguri, A. A., Kwan, A. S. K. & Saeed, N. M. Adjustment for shape restoration and force control of cable arch stayed bridges. Int. 
J. Computat. Methods Exp. Meas. 5(4), 514–521. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2495/​CMEM-​V5-​N4-​514-​521 (2017).

	29.	 Saeed, N. M., Manguri, A. A. H. & Adabar, A. M. Shape and force control of cable structures with minimal actuators and actuation. 
Int. J. Sp. Struct. 36(3), 241–248. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​09560​59921​10458​51 (2021).

	30.	 Saeed, N. M. Displacement control of nonlinear pin-jointed assemblies based on force method and optimization. AIAA J. 60(2), 
1024–1031. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2514/1.​J0605​68 (2022).

	31.	 Manguri, A., Saeed, N., Katebi, J., Mahmood, A. & Jankowski, R. Optimal reshaping and stress control of double-layer spherical 
structures under vertical loadings. Arch. Civ. Eng. https://​doi.​org/​10.​24425/​ace.​2022.​143056 (2022).

	32.	 Saeed, N. et al. Using minimum actuators to control shape and stress of a double layer spherical model under gravity and lateral 
loadings. Adv. Sci. Technol. Res. J. https://​doi.​org/​10.​12913/​22998​624/​155214 (2022).

	33.	 Jalihal, P., Utku, S. & Wada, B. Optimal locations of redundants for prestressing adaptive trusses with buckling considerations. in 
33rd Structures, Structural Dynamics and Materials Conference 2343. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2514/6.​1992-​2343.

	34.	 Design, A. S. Specification for structural steel buildings. AISC, December 27 (1999).
	35.	 MATLAB. Find minimum of constrained nonliner multivariable function, https://​www.​mathw​orks.​com/​help/​optim/​ug/​fminc​on.​

html (2023).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ast.2018.09.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ymssp.2021.108730
https://doi.org/10.2514/3.26696
https://doi.org/10.1177/073168449601501204
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-874X(97)00086-3
https://doi.org/10.2514/2.1189
https://doi.org/10.2514/2.1189
https://doi.org/10.2514/1.J054811
https://doi.org/10.1109/IEC52205.2021.9476094
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.3140683
https://doi.org/10.2514/3.8934
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0296(01)00081-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0296(01)00081-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-03412-6
https://doi.org/10.2514/3.11876
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsolstr.2005.03.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2021.115534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2012.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2009.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00366-022-01636-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsolstr.2010.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2021.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2021.07.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2021.07.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2022.12.031
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-20537-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-46089-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40999-022-00784-3
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.658830
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.658830
https://doi.org/10.2495/CMEM-V5-N4-514-521
https://doi.org/10.1177/09560599211045851
https://doi.org/10.2514/1.J060568
https://doi.org/10.24425/ace.2022.143056
https://doi.org/10.12913/22998624/155214
https://doi.org/10.2514/6.1992-2343
https://www.mathworks.com/help/optim/ug/fmincon.html
https://www.mathworks.com/help/optim/ug/fmincon.html


13

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2023) 13:3838  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-30274-y

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	36.	 Lee, K. S. & Geem, Z. W. A new structural optimization method based on the harmony search algorithm. Comput. Struct. 82(9–10), 
781–798. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​comps​truc.​2004.​01.​002 (2004).

Author contributions
A.M prepared the models, analyzed data, prepared figures, and wrote the manuscript. N.S. checked the results, 
and checked the manuscript. M.S. checked the pseudocode and revised the manuscript. R.J. checked the results 
and the references, he also revised the manuscript.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to A.M.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

D
o

w
nl

o
ad

ed
 f

ro
m

 m
o

st
w

ie
d

zy
.p

l

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2004.01.002
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://mostwiedzy.pl

	Buckling and shape control of prestressable trusses using optimum number of actuators
	Method formulation and an illustrative example
	Nodal displacement control. 
	Axial force control in members. 
	Tension control. 
	Buckling control (compression). 


	Validation of the current technique
	Implementation of the current technique
	Conclusion
	References


