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a Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering, Universitat Politècnica de Catalunya (UPC-BarcelonaTech), Jordi Girona 1-3, 08034 
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A B S T R A C T   

This research presents a cost-effective surveying methodology to assist the seismic assessment of 
complex heritage buildings, based on terrestrial structure-from-motion (SfM) photogrammetry. 
The method was applied to the study of the seismic performance of the church of San Juan 
Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará, Peru, an emblematic case study due to its complex archi
tecture and coexistence of different construction materials. The geometrical model for the seismic 
assessment was developed with an error of less than 2 % using SfM photogrammetry. Non-linear 
static pushover analyses were performed on 3D FEM models of the nave and the towers to 
evaluate their individual response under seismic loading. Mechanical properties of different 
structural materials of the church were evaluated based on laboratory experimental tests on 
mortar and adobe, contemporary and ancient fired brick, Inca stone, colonial stone and rubble 
stone units. Non-linear pushover analyses were conducted in four directions perpendicular to the 
perimeter walls, and the response of the structure was compared with the seismic demand 
specified in Peruvian Standards. The simulations show that damage-prone areas are the western 
and eastern facades, with cracking at the connections between orthogonal walls, as well as at the 
interface of adobe masonry with Inca stone masonry. The towers exhibit similar seismic response, 
with lower strength capacities compared to the main nave. In this case, flexural overturning 
mechanisms and cracking at the interface between stone and adobe masonry were observed. The 
displacement-based seismic assessment using the N2 method shows that a peak ground acceler
ation of 0.21 g could lead to the collapse of the north and south facades of the main nave. The 
towers showed a much smaller capacity with PGA leading to collapse of approximately 0.09 g. 
Overall, this study contributes to the understanding of the seismic performance of the Huaytará- 
Huancavelica church, highlighting vulnerabilities and providing valuable information for its 
preservation and future interventions. Future investigations should focus on on-site tests that will 
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allow the estimation of the effect of existing damage on the structural response and their 
incorporation in the numerical model.   

1. Introduction 

Sun-dried earth construction is widespread throughout the world, like in the Middle East, Western Asia, North Africa, West Africa, 
South and North America, as well as in Europe [1–3]. Adobe masonry, in particular, is one of the primary traditional construction 
materials and one of the most recurrent building techniques in numerous countries [1,2]. The widespread use of adobe masonry is due 
to the low cost and large availability of the required resources for its construction. Indigenous peoples of the Americas had primarily 
employed adobe for several thousand years, as in Añancusi. Even though the Spanish Conquistadors introduced the use of fired clay 
bricks, adobe construction remained the main building material for centuries in many countries of South America, and it is still widely 
used in vernacular construction in rural areas. 

Adobe structures are vulnerable to different types of actions due to their limited strength and brittleness, and especially to seismic 
actions, as recently recorded after the earthquakes occurred in El Salvador (2001), Iran (2003), Peru (1970, 1996, 2001, 2007, and 
2021), Mexico (1932, 1941, 1973, 1985, 1995, 2003 and 2017) [4–6], Ecuador (1856, 1906, 1979, 1987, 1998, 2010, 2014, 2016, and 
2022) [7], Chile (1835, 1868, 1877, 1906, 1939, 1922, 1943, 1949, 1960, 1985, 1995, 2010, 2014, and 2015) [8], Pakistan (2005), 
and China (2008 y 2009) [9]. The lack of box behaviour in these structures, due to the poor wall-to-wall connection combined with the 
common presence of a flexible diaphragm, results in separation of orthogonal walls and their out-of-plane failure. For in-plane actions, 
the poor mechanical strength of adobe results in in-plane damage in the form of diagonal shear cracking or flexural cracking for high or 
low axial load ratios, respectively. 

There are numerous studies and databases [9–11] about the mechanical behaviour of adobe, with different characterisation results 
according to the country of origin, e.g. Cyprus [11], Iran [12], France [13], Portugal [14], Italy [15,16], Morocco [17], China [18,19], 
Mexico [20], Colombia [21–23], and Peru [24,25]. These studies indicate a compressive strength of adobe ranging between 0.29 and 
3.2 MPa. Besides seismic actions, other hazards are those related to settlements, wind loading, water erosion, and damp, among others. 

Adobe in many countries is often combined with other traditional building materials, resulting in a wide range of mixed structural 
forms. Some emblematic examples are the adobe-timber mixed structures in Peru and Chile [26–28], as well as the adobe-stone mixed 
structures existing in Peru that constitute the meeting point of Inca and Spanish Colonial architectures. Current research still requires 
the development of novel methods for inspecting and analysing this type of structures, according to the modern approaches for 
conserving historical buildings [29,30]. 

The analysis of historical structures usually requires the preparation of computer-aided 3D geometric models (CAD) due to the 
complex geometry and coexistence of different members with elaborated shapes and morphology. This activity is preliminary to build 
numerical models, like those based on the Finite Element Method (FEM), applicable to execute the structural assessment and decide the 
possible need of complementary studies or ad-hoc interventions for preservation. Architectural survey based on topography is a rather 
popular technique, as well as other emerging ones like laser scanning and photogrammetry, either terrestrial or supported by un
manned aerial vehicles [31–41]. Most of these techniques allow the generation of a point cloud that is helpful to build a 3D geometrical 
model as input for the FEM software. Different semi-automatic [42–46] and, recently, automated approaches for the generation of 3D 
geometrical models [47] or FE models [48] of regular geometries have been proposed in the literature. 

Building a reliable FEM model of a historical structure is still very challenging nowadays, as the analyst often has to make hy
potheses to simplify the complexity of the model, correctly represent the distribution of the composing construction materials, and 
accurately describe their mechanical behaviour. These aspects are even more challenging to address in unique heritage buildings, 
which result from several construction stages during their history, have experienced damage and degradation, and have diverse 
coexisting architectural styles, structural members, and construction materials. The realistic elaboration of a numerical model of a 
historical structure should include evidence from physical in-situ or laboratory experimental tests (e.g. [49–53]) and calibrated such 
that numerical results correlate well with existing damage and/or deformation (e.g. [34,47–51,54,55]. In this way, calibrated nu
merical models can be useful for identifying the main structural weaknesses, quantifying structural capacity, and subsequently aiding 
to a data-drivel retrofit strategy [52,53,56]. 

This research contributes to the abovementioned issues by presenting a cost-effective methodology to support the numerical 
seismic assessment of historical complex adobe and masonry structures. The proposed methodology is based on the generation of the 
numerical model through images and structure-from-motion photogrammetry. The method was applied to the study of the church of 
San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará, Peru, as it constitutes a unique case due to its complex architecture and coexistence of 
different materials (dry-joint stone masonry, adobe, stone and brick masonry), which is the result of a long construction period dating 
from the Inca period up to modern times. After presenting the photogrammetric surveying approach, the paper presents a study of the 
selected historical complex, including all the necessary complementary activities required in modern conservation, ranging from the 
historical survey, the in-situ fieldwork, the experimental laboratory tests, and the non-linear structural analysis based on the use of a 
FEM model. The experimental tests are an important reference for the mechanical properties of clay and adobe bricks, as well as Inca 
stone elements used in similar structures of the region. Seismic assessment was performed through non-linear static analyses with 
mass-proportional earthquake-equivalent loading pattern, providing results in terms of observed damage in agreement with the 
current condition and past structural performance. The research gives insights on the current state of conservation of the structure and 
the causes of the observed damage (especially those due to Pisco earthquake in 2007), which could constitute the base for future 
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preservation studies of this important heritage construction site. 

2. Photogrammetric survey 

One of the intrinsic characteristics of ancient heritage structures is the complex geometry, which is a result of the architectural 
design and the multiple structural alterations that occurred during the history, as well as of the damage (both environmental and 
anthropogenic). The digitalisation of complex geometry often requires important resources, expensive equipment, and time-inense 
fieldwork and desk post-processing of acquired data. All these constitute currently important limitations for the managers of the 
historical sites. 

Structure-from-Motion (SfM) Photogrammetry [57] is currently a low-cost alternative to more traditional surveying techniques. 
The efficiency and accuracy of SfM has been validated by LIDAR techniques and Terrestrial Laser Scanner (TLS) [58]. Works using 
photogrammetry are available in the field of geosciences [58–62], and more recently in the field of the analysis of historical buildings 
[39,40,62,63]. 

This paper presents a low-cost application of SfM photogrammetric surveying on a highly complex case study, showing to be cost- 
effective, versatile and applicable to other types of heritage structures. Fig. 1 shows the flowchart summarising the main steps of the 
used workflow, which are also described in the following.  

- Preliminary desk survey to gather all the existing historical information, e.g. documents, photographs, and plans. If available, 
geographic maps and satellite images can also contribute to defining a first remote approach to the location of structure. This is 
important for identifying the on-site route for image-acquisition and any possible limitations.  

- Analysis and interpretation of climatic summary data in light of probable impacts on fieldwork operations. Preliminary careful 
assessment of weather and light conditions during the days planned for the photogrammetry plays a crucial role since the possible 
presence of shadow or bad weather conditions (e.g. rain, snow) can jeopardise the quality of the SfM photos [60,64]. 

- Regarding the schedule of photo-taking operations, it is advisable to consider different times of the day to correct shadows, re
flections, and excessive brightness that might appear on other portions of the structure, as all these aspects may jeopardise the 
quality of the SfM model [60]. According to the authors’ experience, taking pictures on different days with different light con
ditions is also advisable to improve the photogrammetric model’s quality. 

- Study the routes for image-taking operations according to the site’s morphology, access, topography and the presence of neigh
bouring properties. The routes for photo taking should be parallel to the facades of the building, as shown in Fig. 2 [65], but if this is 
not possible it is convenient to increase the number of photographs from different angles, i.e. the so-called ‘tie pictures’ [39,40]. In 
terrestrial photogrammetry, the access to hidden parts of the buildings, such as roofs and towers, might be adequately addressed by 
photo taking from neighbouring buildings or hills and using platforms.  

- Choose the camera parameters. Higher resolution results in higher quality reconstructions, but also to a larger amount of data 
(images and processed files). The choice of the camera resolution depends therefore on the desired accuracy [66]. 

Fig. 1. Flowchart of the workflow for the proposed methodology of photogrammetric surveying.  
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- On-site photo-taking should produce at least double overlapping pictures to generate the necessary overlapped points to build the 
point cloud.  

- During the field work, it is advisable to place markers easily accessible from different positions (e.g. corners between main and 
lateral façades) so that many photos can capture them. The distances between the markers must be measured precisely on-site to 
provide reference lengths to scale the 3D model.  

- Post-processing using software can keep control of all the different steps of the digitalisation of the 3D model to edit possible 
defects. Several open-access algorithms and software are available for all the different levels of the digitalisation of the model 
[66–69].  

- Filtering of the photos according to their quality.  
- Alignment of the photos using markers. This operation consists of identifying common points in pictures sharing an overlap. 

Alignment allows deriving the geometric coordinates of the photo capture position. Common points in overlapping photographs 
can be on corners, edges of towers, basement walls, corners of doors and windows, etc.  

- Scaling of the model by inserting the distances between markers previously measured on site, i.e. the so-called scale bars.  
- Building the scattered point cloud calculated from the positions of the photos’ capture after filtering pictures with a limited number 

of scattered points.  
- Building the dense point cloud through the interpolation of the encountered scattered points. All the points that do not pertain to 

the surveyed object have to be deleted, e.g. those referring to neighbouring trees, buildings, vehicles, people, etc.  
- Generation of the 3D mesh surface starts from the vector generation of the dense point cloud. This information can be exported to a 

CAD software to edit the model, delete mistakes and generate the 3D geometric model.  
- Texturization of the 3D model using scaling and overlapping of figures up to the final execution of the 3D photogrammetric model. 

3. Case study: Church of San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará, Peru 

3.1. Historical survey 

The historical complex of the church of San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará (Fig. 3), located in the department of 
Huancavelica, Peru, has been a witness of all times in Peruvian history. Due to its strategic location on the road of penetration to the 
Peruvian Andes, Ushkush Inkañan, it was visited by Chankas, Incas, Conquistadors, independentists, republicans, invaders, and fighters 
of the internal armed conflict. 

The construction of the temple started around of 1470 D.C [70,71] under Astohuarakata by order of the Inca Pachacutec as a 
structure that allowed expanding the influence of the nascent Inca empire on rebel populations [72]. The structure of the Inca temple 

Fig. 2. Example of routes for photo taking parallel to the perimeter of the building.  

Fig. 3. a) Exterior, b) interior views of the church of San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará, and c) drawing by Max Uhle in 1902[73].  

E. Cuadros-Rojas et al.                                                                                                                                                                                               



Engineering Failure Analysis 158 (2024) 107984

5

remained intact until the church’s construction over it at the time of the Viceroyalty of XVI century [71]. Since then, the building has 
undergone multiple alterations that make it a unique heritage site in Peru, as its structure includes practically all the most important 
traditional construction materials of Latin America, e.g. carved stone with dry joint, adobe, brick, mud mortar, and timber. It is 
possible to identify five different construction stages over more than six centuries (XV – XXI), related to five important historical 
periods in Peru (see Fig. 4).  

1) Construction of the Inca temple in the XV century [70,71]. Composed of dry-joint carved stones, the Inca temple had a trapezoidal 
shape, with the east wall longer than the west wall. A triangular Inca adobe wall still exists over the west stone wall, which had the 
function of supporting the original Inca gable roof made of logs and Ichu [74], see Fig. 5a. The temple had two entries on the south 
wall, one entry on the north wall, and most probably one on the east wall as typical in Inca architecture.  

2) Construction of the Colonial church in the XVI century [71]. The church’s construction over the ancient Inca temple required the 
demolition of the east wall, which probably resembled the west wall composed of a lower stone and an adobe upper triangular part. 
The removed stones from the demolished east wall and mud mortar served as basements of the extensions of the north and south 
adobe walls and for constructing the towers’ foundation [72]. Adobe walls were built on top of the existing Inca walls [71] along 
the north and south façades up to 7.70 m, including three windows to provide more light to the interior. The height of the Inca 
triangular adobe wall on the west side was raised with a new adobe addition to increase the size of the nave up to 11.00 m. The new 
main façade was built on the east side, as well as the lower part of the two towers, including the basement made of rock and mud, 
the adobe walls, and the interior corridors, and the upper part of the south tower composed of four squat columns roofed by tiles, 
see Fig. 5b.  

3) Additions during the Republican period (early XX century). This construction stage corresponds to the completion of the north 
tower (1925, [75]), including the upper hollow columns and the dome, everything made of clay brick masonry of the time. This 
new addition was employed to host the belfry that was moved from the dismantled south tower, see Fig. 5c.  

4) Additions during the late XX century. This period refers to the construction of the sacristy behind the north tower in the 1980s. The 
upper part of the south tower was constructed with brick units and cement mortar in the 1990s, see Fig. 5d. A reinforced concrete 
slab was placed on the base of the four hollow masonry columns and the masonry block that supports the dome. The dome has 
arched windows on all four sides. The total height of this tower, including the dome, is 16.75 m.  

5) Recent additions during the XXI century. The dome of the north tower was demolished by the 2007 Pisco earthquake (Mw 8.0), see 
Fig. 5e, and its reconstruction was completed in 2009 by maintaining the original shape. The total height of the north tower is 
currently 16.75 m, see Fig. 5f. 

The historical survey provided valuable information about the construction of the heritage site and events that left evidence on the 
structure. Besides the 2007 Pisco earthquake already mentioned, according to the chronicles available [76], another earthquake of 
Modified Mercalli intensity VIII occurred in 1470, which coincided with the initial construction stage of the Inca temple. Therefore, the 
possible damage could have been repaired at that time. In addition, the church suffered three major fires, in 1914, 1938, and 1984 
[72]. The 1938 fire was the most disastrous and consumed the wood panelling of the interior walls. The evidence of this fire on the 
stone walls can still be seen today from the interior. More information on the historical survey can be found in [77]. 

3.2. Construction materials 

According to the historical survey and the in-situ inspection, eight different types of construction materials were identified, cor
responding to the various construction periods, see Fig. 6 and Fig. 7. 

Fig. 4. Parts of the structure according to construction period: light blue denotes the Inca period, brown the Viceregal period, green the Republican 
period, red the late XX century, and pink the XXI century (colours visible in the electronic version of the manuscript, a) south-east, b) north-west, 
and c) plan views. (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.) 
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1) Inca carved stone masonry with dry joints. The edges of carved stones have recesses highlighting the joints with other rocks. No 
texture or type of rock differences have been found throughout the structure. The quarry where the stones come from is 25 km 
above the mountains adjacent to the archaeological centre of Inca-Huasi. The stone blocks are larger for those located at higher 
heights. The vertical joints are cut for each course, giving more consistency to the wall. The windows’ lintels and jambs are made of 
a single piece of rock.  

2) Viceroyalty stone masonry. This masonry is part of the foundation of the Viceregal structures, such as the later extensions of the 
original lateral north and south walls, and the façade. It is formed by an arrangement of rocks with mud, almost orderly. The stone 
units came from the Inca wall of the east side that was dismantled during the Viceroyalty.  

3) Adobe masonry. There are two types of adobe, one dating from the Inca period, which forms the triangular part of the west wall, 
and the other from the Viceroyalty period, which includes the third upper part of the west, north and south walls. The units are 
approximately 0.50 × 0.30 × 0.15 m3 and joined with 10 to 20 mm thick mud mortar.  

4) Old brick masonry. This material is located in the second part of the north tower in elevation, identified with the green colour in 
Fig. 6. It is characterised as masonry made of handmade fired clay brick units of 0.25 × 0.13 × 0.05 m3 and lime mortar, and these 
materials date from the 1930 s. 

Fig. 5. a) Reconstruction of the original Inca temple, b) photo by Max Uhle in 1902, c) photo by Luis E. Valcárcel in 1940, d) photo by Mario Ibáñez 
during the reconstruction of the south tower in 1990, e) north tower damaged by 2007 Pisco earthquake, and f) current appearance of the church 
in 2019. 
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5) Contemporary brick masonry. This material covers the two reconstructions carried out in the 1990 s and 2009 in both towers, and it 
is made up of handmade fired clay brick units of 0.21 × 0.12 × 0.086 m3. The mortar is made of cement and sand, and the thickness 
of joints varies between 5 and 20 mm.  

6) Rubble stone masonry. This masonry is the foundation of the current sacristy, and it is composed of stones of different sizes and 
shapes according to an irregular arrangement. The stone units do not come from the Inca wall; they are joined with earth mortar of 
variable thickness.  

7) Concrete. Material used to construct the slabs in the 1990 s by local craft in both the north and south towers.  
8) Timber. The gable roof of the church is made up of timber trusses, on which there are zinc-aluminium sheets (calaminas), which 

only rest on the adobe side walls. 

3.3. Damage survey 

After centuries and almost no conservation, the structure’s damage is evident nowadays. The Inca walls evidence stone separations, 
the presence of vegetation in between the blocks, especially in the lower courses, and section loss due to erosion and previous fires. The 
adobe walls of the nave (north and south) present cracks and loss of integrity due to humidity. The north tower shows important cracks 
in its interior, especially near the corridor. Both towers also exhibit horizontal cracks in the boundary zone between stone and adobe 
masonry. There is damage due to rainwater erosion at the edge between the south wall and the south tower. At the top of the towers 
made of brick masonry, there are problems of efflorescence and loss of mortar section, and moisture damage at the base of the columns 
and the dome. Fig. 8 shows a graphic summary of the damage reported during the field visit. 

Fig. 6. Construction materials of the church of San Juan Bautista (colours visible in the electronic version of the manuscript). a) south-east, and b) 
north-west views. 
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4. Construction of the 3D geometric model through photogrammetry 

4.1. Photogrammetric survey 

The methodology presented in Section 2 was applied to the church of San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará, Peru, to obtain 
the 3D geometric model. The following steps were considered during the research and more information is available in [77].  

- Analysis of the historical information, whose outcome has already been presented in Section 3.1. Available drawings were executed 
in the past by Max Uhle in 1902 [72] (Fig. 3-c), and by Graziano Gasparini in 1977 [73]. In addition, some plans were available in 
the archives of the Ministry of Culture and Province of Huaytará.  

- The climatic study was obtained for the site, which is located in the Peruvian Andes at 2,720 m height, and also derived from the 
closest meteorological station Estación Tambo about the SENAMHI (Servicio Nacional de Meteorología e Hidrología del Perú), with 
historical temperatures ranging from − 4◦C and 21.2 ◦C.  

- The schedule was established for different days and times, both in the morning and afternoon, to capture photos with other light 
conditions according to the meteorological conditions.  

- The routes for photo taking were established around the perimeter of the construction, as shown in Fig. 2. Surrounding hills allowed 
photo taking also from convenient positions to capture tall objects, e.g. the roof and the bell towers.  

- The camera settings considered 6,000 × 4,000 pixels and 18 mm focal length. The camera was handheld without a tripod. 

Fig. 7. Construction materials: a) Inca carved stone masonry with dry joints in the south and b) north walls, c) viceroyalty stone masonry at the base 
of the towers, d) adobe in the south wall, e) old masonry in the north tower, f) contemporary masonry in the south tower, g) rubble masonry in the 
basement of the sacristy, h) concrete slab in the south tower, and i) view of the timber roof. 
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- During the fieldwork, the photos were taken from many positions, see Fig. 9a, on different days trying to achieve the same lighting 
conditions for all sides of the structure. References distances between markers were measured by using a laser distance meter, 
allowing the creation of scale bars in the photogrammetric model, see Fig. 9j. Markers were redundant (Fig. 9b) and placed in 
strategic points within the overlaps among different photos, e.g. in corners of façades, doors, windows, etc.  

- The software Agisoft Metashape [65] was used to post-process the photos, after appropriately filtering the images to select the 
highest quality. 

Fig. 8. Damage survey: a) East, b) west, c) north, and d) south façades.  

E. Cuadros-Rojas et al.                                                                                                                                                                                               



Engineering Failure Analysis 158 (2024) 107984

10

Fig. 9. Construction of the photogrammetric model of the church of San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará: a) positions of captures of photos, 
b) control points for the calibration of the photogrammetric model, c) scattered point cloud, d) dense point cloud, e) 3D surface mesh, f) front, g) 
south, h) north-east, i) west, and j) plan views of the textured model. 
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Fig. 10. Legend of the views of the 3D geometric model: a) Plan view of the constructed model, b) north exterior view, c) north interior view, d) 
south exterior view, e) west exterior view, f) east exterior view, g) north-east perspective of the 3D model, h) south-east perspective of the 3D model 
with translucent effect. 
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- The alignment and scale of the model were executed according to the scale bars established previously.  
- Mistakes in reference distances were checked after using a 2 % threshold, according to previous studies [63], to verify the 

coherence between the reference distances measured on-site and the relevant ones in the photogrammetric model, see Fig. 9j.  
- A 3D scattered point cloud was obtained based on photo alignment, see Fig. 9c. The points outside the investigated object were 

deleted, e.g. those on neighbouring buildings, trees, vehicles, people, clouds, etc. The 3D dense point cloud was then obtained 
(Fig. 9d) to be exported as a 3D surface mesh (Fig. 9e), allowing the recognition of the morphology of structural members and 
architectural elements (Fig. 9e).  

- The photogrammetric model was exported to a CAD 3D environment to create the 3D geometric model.  
- The 3D model was finally texturised applying the photos taken. Figures Fig. 9i show different views of the texturised model. 

4.2. construction of the 3D geometric model 

The 3D photogrammetric model was exported to a CAD environment for its improvement towards a 3D geometric model, including 
the necessary metric information for building the FEM model but discarding all the information not relevant from the structural point 
of view, such as architectural decorations, niches, statues, friezes, etc. 

The construction of the 3D geometric model began with the base perimeter of the church, cutting the photogrammetric model at 
ground level. As mentioned in the previous section, checking the coherence between references distances in the model with those 
measured on site with a laser distance meter was paramount to guarantee the highest quality of the model. The model was oriented 
based on the geometric north derived from GPS reference points obtained on the building. 

Due to the complexity of the church, the geometric model was built from the base to the roof, considering the changes in geometry 
of all structural members. All the layers were joined together to form 3D solids. Irregular elements such as the accesses to the towers 
(Fig. 11c) and the characteristic triangular niches required ad-hoc special site measurements due to their complex geometry in plan 
and height. Dimensions of interior structures and inner morphology of some parts were obtained from localised pits. 

The 3D solids, which contain the metric information of the building, were grouped according to the different types of material 
(Fig. 10) to optimise the development of the FEM structural model. Finally, the 3D model was texturised to visually represent the 
construction (see Fig. 12). 

The 3D CAD model of the church is composed of four parts, i.e. the nave (composed of north, east, south and west walls), the 
sacristy, the north tower, and the south tower. 

The nave is almost rectangular, with a central entrance doorway. It is composed of the Inca stone walls, which practically form the 
base of the church and the upper additions of the Viceroyal adobe walls. The nave has six entrances, three of which are open and three 
are closed with adobe. The Inca structure presents three trapezoidal-shaped closed doors distributed along the north and south walls. 
Two other arch-shaped entrances are located north and south of Viceroyal adobe walls. The main entrance is located on the façade. 
There are two types of windows, i.e. Inca and Viceroyal. The windows from the Viceroyal period are 6.10 m above the floor, rect
angular, with three located on the south wall and three on the north wall. 

The east façade stands on a 1.20 m high rock and mud basement. This adobe wall is staggered, with a base thickness of 1.90 m until 
a height of 6.30 m, followed by a thickness of 1.12 m up to the top. The entrance is arched with a width of 2.80 m and a height of 5.00 
m, above which there is an arched window and then an arched niche. At the top of the wall is a half-moon gable reaching a total height 

Fig. 11. Morphology and geometry of parts of the structure: a) sacristy and north tower, b) higher part of the north and south towers, c) interior of 
the north and d) south tower, and e) front view of both towers. 
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of 11.20 m. On the façade of this main entrance, there are several architectural elements, such as circular columns and reliefs of arch- 
like niches (Fig. 1 a). 

The north wall comprises nine rows of dry-joint carved stone blocks from the Inca period and has an average height of 3.30 m and a 
length of 27.80 m. The wall has eight trapezoidal-shaped niches of 2.10 m height, with small trapezoidal-shaped near the top of the 
niches. Over the stone Inca wall, there is the 7.70 m high Viceroyal adobe wall. The adobe wall has three rectangular windows of 1.34 
m in width. Below these windows, there are arched entrances sealed with adobe. 

The church’s south wall is also composed of the lower stone part, 27.82 m long and 3.30 m high, and of the upper Viceroyal adobe 
wall until the height of 7.70 m. The Inca wall presents two trapezoidal closed doors of 2 × 2.30 m2 shape. Next, there are six double 
jamb niches with small windows, and at their sides, there are small trapezoidal niches, very similar to those on the north wall. The 
adobe masonry wall has three rectangular windows of 1.15 m width, 6.0 m above ground level, and an arched entrance of 2.65 × 3.40 
m2. 

The west wall is composed of a stone wall and adobe masonry from the Inca period, and adobe masonry from the Viceregal period 
(Fig. 4). The wall is 11.45 m long and 11 m high, with the triangular gable on top. The Inca wall has three niches (closed) with double 
jambs of dimensions 1.80 × 2.75 m2, with small trapezoidal niches at their sides. At the top of the Inca adobe wall are two small 
rectangular windows. 

The sacristy, in the corner of the north wall and north tower, is made of an adobe wall founded on a rubble masonry basement of 
1.75 m height. The entry is from the nave with an arched door and from the north tower through an adobe staircase of 1.0 m width. The 
external wall of the sacristy has one window of 1.35 m width at a height of 4.0 m from ground level. The sacristy has a single slope roof 
supported by the north wall at 7.0 m height and 6.30 m on the other side (Fig. 11a) 

The north tower has a section of 4.80 × 4.90 m2 and a total height of 16.75 m. It also has a trapezoidal entrance, currently closed. 
The south tower is square with a 4.95 m side. Regarding the access to the bell towers, there is an interior corridor with steps ranging 
from 0.6 m to 0.7 m wide and rising in a spiral shape. The entries to these corridors are trapezoidal and are located on the front side of 
the north tower and the side of the south tower. This corridor is connected to the exterior by small windows on the front side of the 
towers (Fig. 11). On top of the main body of each tower, there are four hollow columns of 1 m. Arches are joined at the top by 50 m side, 
2.25 m height and 0.15 m thickness. These columns are covered by a 0.15 m thick reinforced concrete slab that forms the base for the 
upper portion supporting the semi-spherical domes. The columns sustain the upper part of the tower, with a 4.10 m side and 2.95 m 
height, with an interior core made of masonry allowing access to the domes, presenting four small windows in their lower part. 

Fig. 12. Render of the church of San Juan Bautista – Inca temple of Huaytará derived from the 3D geometric model. a) West, b) southwest, c) west, 
d) north, e) east and f) west perspective views. 
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5. Experimental testing of the materials in the laboratory 

Besides constructing the 3D geometrical model of the church, the careful evaluation of all the mechanical parameters is of para
mount importance to feed correctly the FEM model of the building. For this reason, a comprehensive experimental program was 
carried out on extracted samples to assess the behaviour of the main historical construction materials. The experimental program took 
place in two laboratories, i.e. the Laboratory of Structures (LEDI) of the Pontifical Catholic University of Peru in Lima (PUCP) and the 
Laboratory of Technology of Structures and Materials (LATEM) at the Technical University of Catalonia in Barcelona (UPC- 
BarcelonaTech). 

All the samples were extracted on site without affecting the integrity and cultural heritage, i.e. considering the original historical 
materials (pieces of Inca stones, old and contemporary units, etc.) available as remains inside the historical site. Due to the limited 
number of specimens available, the experimental program focused on the execution of compression tests on the materials, according to 
the European standard EN 772-1 [78] and the Peruvian standard E.070 [79] for bricks, the Peruvian standard E.080 [80] for adobe, the 
European standard EN 1926 [81], EN 14580 [82], the German standard DIN 18555-9 [83] for mortars, and the American Standard 
ASTM D 7012 [84] for stone. 

5.1. Contemporary bricks 

Five specimens of size approximatively 200 × 100 × 80 mm3 were tested under compression at PUCP, see Fig. 13 a), d). The 
specimens were obtained from units collected on-site as remains of the reconstruction of the north tower in 2009. The loading rate was 
100 kN/min, and the average compressive strength was 5.79 MPa (CV = 31 %) after applying the correction shape factor of 0.89 in 
compliance with the standard [78]. Table 1 presents a summary of the results for all the specimens tested. 

5.2. Old bricks 

Six specimens of size approximatively 100 × 100 × 50 mm3 were tested under compression at PUCP, see Fig. 13 b), e). The 
specimens were obtained from units collected on-site as remains of the upper part of the north tower collapsed after the 2007 Pisco 
earthquake. The loading rate was 50 kN/min, and the average compressive strength was 8.53 MPa (CV = 31.8 %) after applying the 
correction shape factor of 0.75 in compliance with the standard [78]. Table 1 presents a summary of the results for all the specimens 
tested. 

5.3. Adobe units 

Six specimens of size approximatively 100 × 100 × 100 mm3 were tested under compression at PUCP, see Fig. 13c), f). The 
specimens were obtained from units collected inside the historical site. The loading rate was 5 kN/min, and the average compressive 
strength was 0.56 MPa (CV = 8.8 %). Table 1 presents a summary of the results for all the specimens tested. 

5.4. Stone 

Nine specimens were tested at PUCP, and thirteen samples were tested at UPC, with a diameter of approximately 55 mm for both 
series of samples, with a height of around 115 mm for the first series and of 55 mm for the second series, see Fig. 14. The specimens 

Fig. 13. Compression tests on various masonry units carried out at PUCP laboratory, a) Preparation of whole units of contemporary bricks, b) 100 
mm × 100 mm specimens of old bricks, c) 100 mm cubic specimens of adobe bricks and specimens of old bricks, d) Compression test of 
contemporary bricks, e) Compression test of old bricks, and f) Compression test of adobe bricks. 
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were obtained from remains of original Inca stone blocks collected inside the historical site. The measured density of the stone was 
2,290 kg/m3. The average compressive strength was 96.9 MPa (CV = 15.8 %) for specimens tested at PUCP, and 118.4 MPa (CV = 20.2 
%) for samples tested at UPC. One of the specimens tested at the UPC was used to evaluate Young’s modulus, yielding a value of 26,653 
MPa. Table 2 presents a summary of the results for all the specimens tested. 

5.5. Mortar 

Small lime and cement mortar samples were extracted on site from old and contemporary masonry respectively, and were tested 
according to the double punch test setup [85] by applying a loading rate of 1 kN/min, see Fig. 15. Lime mortar joint specimens 
provided a mean compression strength of 5.31 MPa (CV = 55.40 %). In contrast, cement mortar joint specimens provided a mean 
compression strength of 8.27 MPa (CV = 13.33 %). Table 3 presents a summary of the results for all the samples tested. 

6. Structural analysis 

6.1. Description of the numerical model and materials properties 

The investigation of the seismic performance of the Huaytará-Huancavelica church was performed through a non-linear finite 
element analysis using the software DIANA-FEA [86]. The structural model was prepared using the 3D geometry obtained through 
photogrammetry, as described in Section 4. As in-situ inspection revealed that the flexible timber roof of the main nave and the sacristy 
is connected with the surrounding walls only through friction connections, the roofs were not included in the model. Still, their weight 
was considered as a distributed load of 7.2 kN/m2 at the top of the surrounding walls of the main nave. Separate analyses were carried 
out for the nave and the towers for two reasons. First, as the towers were a posterior addition, there is a visible physical separation 
between them and the nave and, therefore, no proper connection, as confirmed by the in-situ inspection. Second, the separate analysis 
of each element permitted us to obtain the full force vs. displacement response under the local failure mechanism. For all cases, the 

Table 1 
Summary of compression tests results from old bricks, contemporary bricks, and adobe units.  

Type of unit Specimen Dimensions (mm3) Compressive strength (MPa) 

Old bricks 1 102 × 102 × 54  5.64 
2 102 × 101 × 52  6.85 
3 100 × 102 × 50  13.46 
4 102 × 101 × 54  8.08 
5 103 × 102 × 52  7.81 
6 103 × 100 × 54  9.33 

Mean = 8.53 CV = 31.80 %  

Contemporary bricks 1 210 × 117 × 86  6.20 
2 212 × 117 × 85  3.61 
3 216 × 116 × 81  7.57 
4 212 × 114 × 83  7.31 
5 215 × 117 × 84  4.25 

Mean = 5.79 CV = 30.96 %  

Adobe units 1 207 × 105 × 110  0.63 
2 108 × 105 × 107  0.50 
3 109 × 109 × 108  0.61 
4 118 × 109 × 107  0.54 
5 103 × 106 × 105  0.57 
6 105 × 108 × 112  0.53 

Mean = 0.56 CV = 8.82 %  

Fig. 14. a) Core drilling of cylindrical specimens from remains of Inca stone blocks, b) core samples obtained, c) compression test, and d) evaluation 
of Young’s modulus at UPC laboratory. 
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only boundary conditions are the constraints of all movements at the base of the walls and not considered the interaction among them. 
Fig. 16 presents the finite element mesh of the 3D model, which is composed of 38 solids according to the material Fig. 6, that 

contains 746,472 isoparametric 4-node tetrahedral elements (TE12L). The side-length of the finite elements is between 0.1 m and 0.6 
m, Furthermore, a higher concentration of elements is observed at the top of the tower to accurately represent its irregular geometry 
and ensure the convergence of the numerical model. 

All the analyses considered geometrical and material nonlinearity. The numerical solution of the discrete problem was solved at 
each step of the analysis through a Quasi-Newton method, and the convergence was checked based on an energy norm using a 
threshold of 10-3 [86]. The non-linear behaviour of masonry was represented using the smeared crack Total Strain Rotating Crack 
Model (TSRCM) implemented in DIANA FEA [86]. 

Table 4 presents the properties of the materials in the temple and the towers. While the location of cracks has been identified with 
the use of photogrammetry, these are not included in the numerical model due to the lack of in-situ experimental testing that would 
allow the estimation of local changes in the material properties. This can be achieved in future investigations through the use of 
dynamic identification techniques and a manual mapping of cracks, as shown in [87,88], while an automatic mapping of damage on 
the geometrical model based on photogrammetry has been recently presented in [89]. 

The compressive and tensile fracture energies for all the materials were computed using the following two expressions [90], which 
enable a direct correlation between strength and fracture energies: 

Table 2 
Summary of compression tests results from stone specimens.  

Laboratory Specimen Diameter(mm) Height(mm) Compressive strength(MPa) 

PUCP – Peru A 55.4 116.8 94.42 
B 55.3 115.7 88.23 
C 55.3 116.5 92.31 
1A 55.5 116.4 82.72 
1B 55.3 117.3 108.24 
1C 55.5 118.0 126.52 
2A 55.5 116.2 77.05 
2B 55.5 116.2 93.27 
2C 55.3 115.4 109.47 

Mean = 96.91 CV = 15.80 %  

UPC – Barcelona P_01 55 55 130.11 
INCA_01 55 55 166.35 
INCA_02 55 55 139.17 
INCA_03 55 55 102.73 
INCA_04 55 55 153.25 
INCA_05 55 55 104.39 
INCA_06 55 55 104.75 
INCA_07 55 55 108.84 
INCA_08 55 55 79.43 
INCA_09 55 55 106.28 
INCA_10 55 55 107.44 
INCA_11 55 55 129.72 
INCA_12 55 55 106.40 

Mean = 118.37 CV = 20.20 %  

Fig. 15. Double punch test on mortars according to DIN 18555-9 [85] on a 10 kN capacity loading machine (Ibertest). a) Old lime mortar test, and 
b) contemporary cement mortar. 
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Gft = 0.04f 0.7
t (1)  

Table 3 
Summary of double punch tests results from mortar joint specimen.  

Type of mortar Specimen Thickness(mm) Height(mm) Compressive strength (MPa) 

Cement DPT_CEMT_01 20.0 314.0 9.35 
DPT_CEMT_02 17.0 314.0 7.79 
DPT_CEMT_03 16.0 314.0 8.98 
DPT_CEMT_04 15.0 314.0 6.95 

Mean = 8.27 CV = 13.33 %  

Lime DPT_CAL_01 29.0 314.0 9.84 
DPT_CAL_02 28.5 314.0 3.16 
DPT_CAL_02_TRO_02 30.0 314.0 6.87 
DPT_CAL_02_TRO 27.0 314.0 7.42 
DPT_CAL_05 14.0 314.0 4.42 
DPT_CAL_06 17.0 314.0 8.39 
DPT_CAL_07 17.0 314.0 3.76 
DPT_CAL_08 11.0 314.0 0.97 
DPT_CAL_09 10.0 314.0 2.94 

Mean = 5.31 CV = 55.40 %  

Fig. 16. Finite element model and mesh used in the numerical analysis. The top right figure shows a detail of the mesh of the interior of the towers 
supporting the domes. 

Table 4 
Material properties used in the numerical analyses.  

Material Density [kg/m3] Young’s modulus, E [MPa] Poisson’s ratio[-] fc[MPa] ft[MPa] Gfc[N/m] Gft[N/m] 

Ancient brick masonry 1,800 935  0.25 1.7  0.085 2,720 7.12 
Contemporary brick masonry 1,800 1,780  0.25 3.24  0.16 5,186 11.19 
Adobe masonry 2,000 200  0.2 0.45  0.04 155 10 
Inca Stone masonry 2,290 26,653  0.25 11.48  0.57 18,368 16 
Colonial Stone masonry 2,140 2,340  0.25 3  0.15 4,800 4.35 
Rubble stone masonry 1,900 330  0.25 0.6  0.03 1,500 10 
Concrete C12 2,350 27,088  0.2 20  1.57 32,000 125.7  
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Gfc = dfc (2)  

With a ductility index d = 1.6 mm in Eq. (2) following [91]. Unless differently stated, for materials that had not been referenced in the 
literature, Young’s modulus E was computed as a function of the compressive strength fc by using the relationship E = 550 fc [90]. The 
same stands for the tensile strength, defined as 5 % of the compressive one. 

The selection of the rest of the mechanical properties for each material is described in the following subsections. 
In the case of adobe, the average compressive strength obtained from tests on adobe cubes (see Section 5) was 0.56 MPa. This value 

is close to the results reported in the literature for adobe walls in Peru, which range between 0.45 and 1.64 MPa [92–94]. However, 
laboratory tests on cubic specimens neglect the presence of joints in adobe walls, which are expected to reduce further their actual 
compressive strength. For this reason, a compressive strength of 0.45 MPa was selected in agreement with Tarque et al. [95,96]. The 
tensile strength was defined as 10 % of the compressive one [95] , while Young’s modulus was considered equal to 200 MPa ([95], 
Norma Peruana E.80 [80]). 

In both contemporary and ancient brick masonry, a unified approach has been adopted, treating them as a composite and ho
mogeneous material. The determination of the properties of this material is derived from the mechanical characteristics of both mortar 
and brick, following the guidelines of Eurocode 6 and according to Eq. (3). 

In the case of the contemporary brick masonry, the compressive strength was computed equal to 3.24 MPa according to the 
expression of Eurocode 6 [97], 

fc = Kf 0.7
bc f 0.3

mc (3)  

where fbc and fmc are the brick and the mortar compressive strengths, respectively, as obtained by the experimental tests presented in 
Section 5, K is a constant equal to 0.55 for clay bricks [97]. This value of 3.24 MPa (fbc) and 0.16 MPa (fmc) were within the limits given 
by the Peruvian standard [79] and other national standards [98,99]. Finally, a density of 1,800 kg/m3 was defined according to [100]. 

In the case of ancient brick masonry, the compressive strength given by Eq. (3) is equal to 3.39 MPa, considering the experimentally 
obtained compressive strengths of the brick and mortar, as derived in Section 5. The density was 1,800 kg/m3, equal to the value used 
for a similar masonry typology in [25]. 

In the case of Inca stone masonry, made of large subvolcanic, intrusive igneous rock (Microdiote) carved into polyhedral shapes 
that fit perfectly and exquisitely with the neighbouring ones, the compressive strength is 95.52 MPa (see Section 5). The result of this 
construction practice is solid walls without any mortar. This ingenious construction typology based on the complex interlocking 
between blocks enhances the resistance of the walls. Experimental tests of this masonry typology are scarce in the literature [101,102], 
while research shows that dry stack masonry with smooth surfaces, such as the Inca one, has superior compressive strength compared 
to masonry with the same stone and mortar joints [103]. Considering the superior compressive strength of dry stack masonry, the 
compressive strength of the Inca masonry in this work was defined as equal to 11.48 MPa, corresponding to the highest value proposed 
by the Italian standards for squared stone masonry considering the coefficients of 1.4 [99]. The Young’s modulus corresponding to this 
masonry typology equals 26,653 MPa, as obtained experimentally. The chosen value of the density is equal to the stone one measured 
in laboratory (Section 5). 

In the case of Colonial stone masonry, the compressive strength and Young’s modulus of the colonial ashlar stone masonry were 
defined following the same procedure as Lourenco et al. [49] for the analysis of Casa Arones building at Cusco, which features the same 
masonry typology. Both values fall within the range proposed by OPCM 3431 [104] and NTC [100] standards. The density value is also 
the same as that used for the analysis of the Casa Arones [49]. 

In the case of rubble stone masonry, used in the colonial time in the church’s sacristy, the compressive strength and Young’s 

Fig. 17. Stress–strain relationships depicting constitutive law curves for (a) compression and (b) tension across all materials used in the study.  
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modulus were defined following the suggestions of existing codes and considering the relevant literature on similar structures. In 
particular, a value of fc = 0.6 MPa and E = 330 MPa (i.e. E = 550 fc [90]) were considered, similarly as the values of [49]. The 
compressive strength value corresponds to the minimum reference value of OPCM 3431 [104]. 

In the case of concrete, owing to the lack of experimental evidence on the mechanical properties of the elements at the two towers 
(slabs and rings), their mechanical properties were selected conservatively equal to a C12 typology of Eurocode 2 [105]. The curves of 
the constitutive laws for all church materials are shown in Fig. 17a for compression and Fig. 17b for tension. 

6.2. Numerical analysis and seismic vulnerability 

The seismic behaviour was analysed using a non-linear pushover analysis, and the seismic performance was evaluated using a 
displacement-based approach (N2 method). The analysis was conducted using DIANA FEA®, a finite element-based software, with 
incremental lateral load analysis. For the nave, four analyses were performed by considering loading in all directions perpendicular to 
the perimeter walls, see Fig. 18. For the towers, we performed two analyses corresponding to the directions pushing towards the free 
sides, i.e. North and East for the North tower and South and East for the South tower. All the analyses were performed in two steps, 
including applying the self-weight at the first step and the incremental application of the horizontal forces proportional to the mass 
distribution in the second one. 

In addition, a modal analysis has been performed and is visualised in Fig. 19. Fig. 19a presents the four initial nodes of the church 
ranging from 2.69 Hz to 3.10 Hz. Furthermore, Fig. 19b and Fig. 19c shows the first five modes of vibration of the north and south 
tower respectively, where the period ranges between 1.87 and 8.32 Hz and between 1.98 and 6.67 Hz for the south tower. 

Among the four considered loading cases for the analyses of main nave, the lowest base shear corresponds to loading towards the 
South direction, with damage affecting mainly the western façade, see Fig. 20c. For loading towards the west (Fig. 20a), vertical cracks 
appear at the adobe walls along the connections of the façade with the transversal walls at the same location where cracks appear today 
in the structure (see Section 3.3), and horizontal cracks at the interface with the Inca stone masonry. Cracking also occurs at the base of 
the gable in the eastern façade, but to a lesser extent than the western one. Damage at the eastern façade is more prominent for loading 
towards the East (Fig. 20b). The adobe walls present substantial vertical cracking at the connections with the transverse walls and 
above the door and window openings. Horizontal cracks appear at two locations, i.e. at the interface with the stone masonry at the base 
and at the height where the width of the façade decreases. 

The damage in the structure for loading towards the South-North direction are similar to each other (Fig. 20c-d), affecting mainly 
the southern and eastern walls. In these cases, horizontal cracking occurs at the interface between the adobe walls and the Inca stone 
masonry, overturning the former. For loading towards the south, cracks appear at the intersection between orthogonal walls, which are 
visible today. Some cracking is also present at the eastern façade above the openings. The smaller thickness of the southern wall results 
in the earliest initiation of its out-of-plane failure when loading towards the south. This justifies the lowest acceleration capacity 
among the four studied cases. 

Fig. 21 presents the results of the pushover analyses of the main nave in terms of base shear vs. displacement capacity curve. The 
maximum base shear was very similar for all four loading directions, with values ranging between 220 and 240 kN. For all the cases, 
the structure’s response is characterised by an approximately linear branch, followed by a parabolic branch up to the maximum ca
pacity. The post-peak response is characterised by a sudden drop for the east, south and north loading directions occurring in a single 
analysis step. For the west loading direction, the post-peak response is characterised by a more gradual loss of capacity. 

Fig. 18. The four loading directions of the pushover analyses.  
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Fig. 22a and b present the capacity curves and the cracking distribution for the South and North tower pushover analyses, 
respectively. The seismic response of the two towers is very similar in strength capacity and damage distribution. The capacity of the 
northern tower is slightly lower than that of the southern one, which could be related to the smaller effective section on the north tower 
due to the larger internal open volume for the staircase. The base shear capacity of the two towers is much lower than that of the 
temple’s nave, as presented previously. The capacity curves of the towers present a linear branch up to approximately 80 % of the 
maximum strength. This is followed by a short parabolic hardening part up to the maximum strength. The post-peak part presents a 
softening behaviour, with a critical strength decrease for increasing displacement. For all the cases, the numerical analyses could 
continue up to a 20 % drop in the strength. 

The towers behaved as a cantilever and developed a flexural overturning mechanism characterised by important cracking at the 
interface between stone and adobe masonry (see Figures Fig. 23 and Fig. 24) for all analysed cases. The northern tower’s northern wall 
also presents important vertical cracking in the interior at the location of the internal staircase, which was also observed during the in- 
situ inspection (see Section 3.3). Similar damage does not appear in the southern tower due to the limited width of the staircase 
compared to that of the northern tower. Compressive damage was also observed at the base of the adobe walls, which started appearing 
close to the peak base shear and interior corridor of the north tower, see Figures Fig. 23c and Fig. 24c. 

6.3. Displacement-based assessment – N2 method 

The most vulnerable parts of the structure were identified using the N2 method developed by Fafjar and Fischinger in 1988 [106] 

Fig. 19. Modal shapes obtained from numerical models representing (a) the first four modes of the nave of the church, (b) the first five modes of the 
north tower, and (c) the first five modes of the south tower. 
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and later implemented in Eurocode 8 [107], among other standards. The N2 method has been applied in the numerical analysis of some 
complex structures obtaining adequate responses in terms of collapse mechanisms, verification of seismic performance through the 
evaluation of the displacement demand on the capacity curve [37,108–113]. However, it is acknowledged that pushover analysis 
based on a single loading pattern ignores the effect of higher modes, which could be play an important role in slender structures such as 

Fig. 20. Distribution of the crack width for the four pushover analyses of the main nave: (a) West direction, (b) East direction, (c) South direction, 
and (d) North direction. 

Fig. 21. Pushover curves base shear – horizontal displacement for the main nave.  
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towers [114]. 
For each analysis direction, we obtained the PGA, which leads to the maximum displacement capacity, conventionally defined as 

the displacement corresponding to a 20 % drop in the horizontal strength. In this way, a quantitative comparison between the seismic 

Fig. 22. Pushover curves of base shear – horizontal displacement: a) East and South direction on South tower, and b) East and North direction on 
North tower. 

Fig. 23. Failure mechanism for the north tower: a) Crack width for the east direction, b) crack width for the east direction, and c) compression 
damage in the interior corridor of the north tower, showing considerable deformation at the base of the adobe structure. 
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demand necessary to result in a collapse for different loading directions can be identified. 
The reference elastic spectra are one of the Peruvian seismic standards E.030 for a return period of 475 years [115]. This was 

defined by assuming a 5 % damping factor corresponding to the geographical position of the site (Zone 4, Z = 0.45 g), soil type S3 Soft 
Soils (S = 1.10, Tp = 1.00 and TL = 1.60), Seismic Amplification Factor C = 2.5, category of use C (U = 1.00), and seismic reduction 
coefficient R = 1. This spectrum corresponds to the PGA acceleration of the reference site, see Fig. 23. When implementing the N2 
method, we down-scaled the spectrum by changing the PGA to find the one that results in the conventional collapse of the structure. 
Fig. 25 shows an example of the computation of the PGA corresponding to the collapse of the nave when loaded towards the south. 

The bilinear curve for each analysis was computed considering as stiffness the secant stiffness corresponding to 70 % of the 
maximum strength given by the pushover analysis and as ultimate displacement the one corresponding to a 20 % drop in the strength. 
The maximum force is then defined to ensure that the area below the bilinear and pushover curve is the same. 

Table 5 presents the PGA values resulting in target displacement equal to the yield displacement and the ultimate displacement 
(collapse) for different loading directions of the main nave, south tower and north tower, respectively. The results show that the most 
vulnerable parts of the nave are the south and north facades for a loading direction South-North, with a PGA leading to collapse equal 
to approximately 0.21 g. The PGA leading to a target displacement equal to the yield displacement of the bilinear curves is also the 
lowest for these two facades for loading towards South-North, equivalent to 0.17 g. The towers show a much lower capacity, with PGA 
leading to the collapse of 0.09 g and PGA corresponding to a yield of 0.08 g. 

During the 2007 Pisco earthquake, which occurred 150 km away from Huaytara the San Juan Bautista church experienced localised 
damage in the North tower, resulting in the collapse of the dome, as depicted in Fig. 5e. Specifically, the top part of the north tower 
collapsed, and cracks appeared at the connection with the neighbouring walls of the nave. Additionally, there is no record of PGA in the 
area. The pushover analysis with a loading pattern proportional to the mass distribution could not represent this type of failure. There 
are two potential reasons for this. First, the interaction of the towers with the adjacent nave influences their dynamic response, which 

Fig. 24. Failure mechanism for the Southern tower: a) crack width for the east direction, b) crack width for the north direction, and c) compression 
damage in the interior corridor of the south tower, showing deformation at the base of the adobe structure. 

Fig. 25. a) Peruvian seismic standards E.030 to Huaytara in Acceleration – Period, and b) Application of the N2 method for estimating the PGA 
leading to the collapse of the nave when loaded towards south. Curves correspond to the equivalent Single Degree of Freedom (SDOF) system. 
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could be better represented with a dynamic time history analysis of the whole structure (nave with towers). Secondly, during the in- 
situ inspection, it became evident that a weak interface existed between the dome and the south tower. This issue arose due to the 
absence of anchorage while constructing the dome’s base with the tower. Given the structural similarities between the two towers, it 
was inferred that the north tower also had a similar interface (see Fig. 26 and Fig. 5d). Simulating this structural interface necessitates 
information about the properties of the interface between the dome and the underlying material. Unfortunately, such information was 
unavailable because the section of the north tower in question had been reconstructed after the 2007 earthquake. 

7. Conclusions 

The paper has presented a cost-effective methodology for the digital survey and numerical assessment of historical structures based 
on photogrammetry. The method is demonstrated through its application to the seismic assessment of a symbolic case study; the San 
Juan Bautista church – Inca Temple of Huaytará, Peru. To the knowledge of the authors, this is the first numerical assessment of a 
complex structure featuring adobe-brick-stone masonry. 

The methodology begins with a comprehensive historical survey of the construction phases of the heritage complex. Subsequently, 
the 3D geometrical model is derived and the current pathology is identified based on structure-from-motion photogrammetry. This is 
followed by the characterisation of the construction materials through in-situ field work and laboratory experimental tests in PUCP 
(Lima, Peru) and UPC (Barcelona, Spain). In the final step, this information is used to prepare the numerical model and run a 
displacement-based assessment under seismic loading. 

The model is composed by various masonry types including adobe masonry, contemporary brick masonry, ancient brick masonry, 
Inca stone masonry, colonial stone masonry, and rubble stone masonry, as well as concrete elements, each assigned with different 
material properties. The mechanical properties were determined based on laboratory tests and using relationships in codes and relative 
literature. 

Non-linear analyses were executed considering gravitational actions and earthquake-equivalent static loading. For the main nave, 
four pushover analyses were conducted corresponding to four directions perpendicular to the perimeter walls. The analyses confirmed 
that damage-prone areas are the connections between different masonry types and the interface of adobe with the Inca stone masonry. 

Table 5 
Summary of the PGA values resulting in target displacement equal to the yield displacement and the ultimate displacement (collapse) for different 
loading directions of the main Nave, South tower and North tower .  

Main nave South tower North tower 

Loading 
direction 

PGA corresponding 
to yield [g] 

PGA for 
collapse [g] 

Loading 
direction 

PGA corresponding 
to yield [g] 

PGA for 
collapse [g] 

Loading 
direction 

PGA corresponding 
to yield [g] 

PGA for 
collapse [g] 

West + X  0.40  0.50 East -X  0.08  0.09 East -X  0.09  0.10 
East -X  0.38  0.47 South + Y  0.08  0.09 North -Y  0.08  0.09 
South + Y  0.17  0.21       
North -Y  0.17  0.22        

Fig. 26. Platform constructed as basement of the dome and collapsed dome of the North tower.  
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For the towers, analyses were carried out in two directions, i.e. East and South for the South tower, and East and North for the North 
tower, respectively. In this case, the analyses resulted in flexural overturning mechanisms and cracking at the interface between stone 
and adobe masonry. 

The seismic performance of the main nave and the towers was analysed by using the N2 method. The results show that the most 
vulnerable parts of the nave are the south and north facades with a PGA leading to collapse equal to 0.21 g. The towers show a much 
lower capacity, with PGA leading to the collapse of 0.09 g. 

This work shows how photogrammetry can aid the generation of geometrical models of existing structures, as well as the docu
mentation and visualisation of the existing condition and pathology. Overall, the numerical analysis provided insights into the seismic 
performance of the Huaytará-Huancavelica church and the vulnerability of its different structural elements. The results can be used to 
assess the church’s structural integrity and inform potential retrofitting or preservation measures. Along this line, in-situ testing such 
as dynamic identification would allow the calibration of the developed model and the incorporation of existing damage through a 
modal updating approach. Moreover, a more thorough investigation of the seismic behaviour of the church with time-history analysis 
would help to identify any effect of higher modes that could lead to the local collapse of one of the two towers. This information is 
necessary in order to assess possible retrofit strategies that will improve the seismic resistance of this valuable monument. 
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