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ABSTRACT The increasing exposure of Mediterranean coastal regions to tsunami risk, also due to 
climate changes, leads to the need of tools to support disaster risk management and 
loss assessment. This study presents a tsunami structural vulnerability model for Italian 
residential buildings based on numerical analysis and Monte Carlo simulation. Starting 
from national building census repositories, typical building typological classes and main 
attributes are defined. Monte Carlo simulation is performed to simulate building stocks 
statistically representative of existing Italian residential buildings, and analytical models 
are adopted for the structural damage assessment of such buildings under tsunami 
inundation. The structural damage is classified according to a unified damage scale 
adapted for different structural typologies, and a damage index is computed to describe 
the structural vulnerability to tsunami hazard. Based on the analytical vulnerability curves, 
tsunami vulnerability classes for Italian residential buildings are finally proposed to be used 
for an informed definition and prioritisation of risk mitigation strategies. Results from this 
study can be also applicable to other Mediterranean regions with a similar construction 
practice.

Key words: tsunami vulnerability class, tsunami risk, tsunami loss assessment, tsunami fragility, Variable 
 Depth Pushover.

1. Introduction

The structural vulnerability to tsunami hazard represents the susceptibility of buildings to 
structural damage during an inundation of a given intensity. In the context of risk analysis and 
loss assessment at regional scale, vulnerability classes are usually defined to easily identify the 
performance of buildings against natural hazards for an effective disaster management. Indeed, 
vulnerability classes categorise buildings based on their response to a generic hazard, irrespective 
of their structural typologies. In the field of seismic risk assessment, several methods have been 
developed over years to assess the seismic vulnerability of existing assets (Calvi et al., 2006), 
and well-assessed seismic vulnerability classes are incorporated in risk analysis at regional scale 
(Grünthal, 1998, among others).

In the field of tsunami risk analysis, limited empirical data are available to define tsunami 
vulnerability classes of buildings. Post-tsunami survey reports allow to identify the main damage 
mechanisms for buildings depending on the construction material (EERI, 2011; Suppasri et al., 
2012). These data have been used to derive empirical fragility curves for the damaged building 

© 2022 - OGS



556

Bull. Geoph. Ocean., 63, 555-574 Del Zoppo et al.

typologies, useful for a local loss assessment (Koshimura et al., 2009; Reese et al., 2011; Suppasri 
et al., 2013). Structural vulnerability of buildings to tsunami hazard can be influenced by the 
number of storeys. Indeed, past post-tsunami surveys revealed that mid- and high-rise structures 
(i.e. 3 or more storeys) exhibit a better structural behaviour under tsunami inundation than low-
rise buildings with 1 or 2 storeys (Suppasri et al., 2013). Dias and Edirisooriya (2019) derived 
the relative vulnerability of single-storey timber, masonry and concrete buildings, starting from 
empirical fragility curves. A thorough review of current gaps in physical vulnerability assessment 
of assets to tsunami hazard is reported in Behrens et al. (2021).

Italian coastal communities are exposed to tsunami hazard (Antoncecchi et al., 2020), but 
studies about the vulnerability of Italian building typologies for an informed disaster planning 
are currently lacking. In the framework of the European Scenarios for tsunami Hazard-induced 
Emergencies Management (SCHEMA) project (Tinti et al., 2011), five structural vulnerability 
classes for building typologies typical of European coastal regions are identified based on 
structural material, number of storey and occupancy (i.e. residential or other use). This 
classification was built analysing the empirical damage to constructions observed in Banda Aceh 
after the Indian Ocean tsunami (2004), and then adapted to European buildings (Valencia et 
al., 2011). However, empirical data are strongly influenced by the location and by the costal 
morphology, the construction material properties and the local construction techniques.

The main aim of this paper is to assess and classify the vulnerability of Italian residential 
buildings to tsunami hazard to perform risk analysis at regional scale. To this scope, an extensive 
probabilistic simulation is performed to assess the damage caused by tsunami loading on different 
Italian building typologies [i.e. masonry and reinforced concrete (RC) frame buildings]. Typical 
building types are identified from a detailed analysis of available building census data, and main 
attributes for the classification of vulnerability are considered. A damage scale is also proposed 
for a consistent structural damage assessment of different structural typologies; other types 
of damage are not considered (i.e. water entrance). Finally, analytical vulnerability curves are 
derived and vulnerability classes for Italian residential buildings are proposed based on data from 
numerical modelling and probabilistic simulation. The definition of such vulnerability model can 
be also helpful to define and prioritise risk mitigation strategies in Italian coastal areas exposed 
to tsunami hazard (Belliazzi et al., 2021b; Fabbrocino et al., 2021). It is important to note that 
the vulnerability curves proposed are related only to structural damage while damage to other 
building components (e.g. doors, windows, furniture, etc.) are not considered in this study.

2. Methodology

This study investigates the vulnerability of Italian residential building stock to tsunami hazard 
with focus on structural damage through mechanical models and Monte Carlo simulation. 
Indeed, limited information is currently available about attributes that affect the definition of 
vulnerability classes for Italian residential buildings to perform tsunami loss assessment and risk 
analysis at regional scale, and empirical data from past events are lacking. 

Analytical vulnerability curves are herein derived for the most diffused Italian typological 
classes of residential buildings. Attributes for the definition of typological classes are preliminary 
selected based on the GED4ALL (Silva et al., 2018) building taxonomy for multiple natural hazards 
(e.g. earthquakes, floods, volcanoes, strong winds, tsunamis, and drought). In detail, according to 
the simplified multi-hazard GED4ALL taxonomy, the minimum attributes needed to characterise 
the vulnerability of a building stock are: material of lateral-load resisting system, lateral-load 
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resisting system, height, date of construction, occupancy, ground floor hydrodynamics, and roof 
shape. The latter is not significant for tsunami inundation and is herein neglected. A detailed 
description of the building attributes considered in this work is reported in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1 - Building attributes for the vulnerability assessment (GED4ALL).

Data for the definition of Italian residential building typological classes are herein taken from 
opensource national building census repositories (i.e. ISTAT database), which collect all the 
residential building attributes before mentioned, except for the ground floor hydrodynamics. 
Given the lack of data, assumptions are made for the ground floor hydrodynamics (e.g. opening 
ratio) of residential buildings in coastal areas using the Monte Carlo simulation.

After the definition of typological classes, a simulated residential building stock is generated 
for each typological class through Monte Carlo simulation, explicitly accounting for the design 
code in force at the time of construction, the uncertainties related to geometrical and mechanical 
properties and the building-to-building variability. The damage assessment under tsunami 
inundation is performed for each building realisation in the simulated building stock through 
global or local structural analysis (Belliazzi et al., 2020; Del Zoppo et al., 2022), and accounting 
for uncertainties related to tsunami loading. For the damage assessment, a unified damage scale 
is proposed to classify the structural damage for different structural typologies in a consistent 
approach. Finally, to derive tsunami vulnerability curves, a Damage Index (DI) is introduced to 
correlate the tsunami inundation depth (Hw) [selected as intensity measure (Park et al., 2017)] 
with the damage level experienced by residential buildings. Based on vulnerability curves 
obtained for different typological classes, homogeneous vulnerability classes are proposed for 
the Italian residential building stock to be used in tsunami loss assessment and risk analysis at 
regional scale.

2.1. Definition of typological classes

Typological classes are defined for the Italian residential building stock from available national 
building census data (ISTAT, 2001, 2011), which provide information about structural system 
material (i.e. masonry, RC, steel, etc.), age of construction and number of storeys, among others. 

According to the most recent available ISTAT (2011) data, the total number of Italian 
residential buildings is 12,187,698, 57% of which corresponds to masonry buildings, 29% are 
RC buildings, and the remaining 14% refers to other structural materials. Based on ISTAT data 
and on the traditional Italian construction practice, the tsunami vulnerability analysis, herein 
developed, focuses on unreinforced masonry buildings and RC frames with unreinforced 
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masonry infill walls, which represent the most diffused Italian structural typologies for 
residential buildings. 

Statistics about the distribution of number of storeys and age of construction are derived from 
ISTAT (2001) data and reported in Figs. 2a and 2b for masonry and RC buildings, respectively. The 
data about the number of storey distributions show that about 79% of the existing masonry 
building stock is characterised by 1 or 2 storeys (Fig. 1a), whereas about 66% of the existing RC 
building stock has 1 or 2 storeys (Fig. 2b). Buildings with more than 5 storeys are less than 0.6% 
and 4% for masonry and RC constructions, respectively.

(a) (b)

Fig. 2. - Building distribution depending on number of storeys and age of construction: a) masonry and b) RC buildings 
(ISTAT, 2001).

Data related to the age of construction distribution show that masonry buildings built 
before 1919 constitute 29% of the masonry existing building stock, whereas modern masonry 
constructions (construction age > 1991) represent 3% of the stock (Fig. 1a). Conversely, less than 
3% of RC buildings dates back prior to 1945, whereas 60% was constructed between 1946 and 
1981 and 37% thereafter (Fig. 1b).

It is worth noting that the historical evolution of Italian design codes plays an important role 
in the classification of the lateral-loads resisting system. Indeed, after the Irpinia earthquake of 
1981 most of Italian regions have been classified as seismic zone (see Fig. 3), and buildings built 
after the 1980s are mostly designed following seismic design criteria (D.M., 1975). Conversely, 
before that date, only a few areas were classified as seismic, and buildings were designed either 
for gravity or seismic actions, as shown in Fig. 3.

Typological classes for Italian residential buildings are preliminary defined assuming a 
constant number of storeys for each class. In details, building typological classes characterised 
by 1 to 5 or 6 storeys are considered to assess the effect of the building’s height on the structural 
vulnerability during a tsunami inundation. Buildings with a higher number of storeys are neglected 
since they represent a negligible portion of the existing Italian residential building stock. Based 
on the statistics derived from census data and on the historical evolution of Italian design codes, 
three different ages of construction are considered to further define the typological classes, as 
reported in Table 1. In detail, the AGE0 is defined only for masonry buildings built before 1919 
and designed for gravity loads (i.e. AGE0_Gravity). Conversely, AGE1 includes both masonry 
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and RC buildings built between 1920 and 1980 and designed for either gravity loads or seismic 
actions (i.e. AGE1_Gravity and AGE1_Seismic). Finally, AGE2 is defined for both masonry and 
RC buildings built after the 1980s and designed for gravity or seismic action (i.e. AGE2_Gravity 
and AGE2_Seismic). The class AGE2_Gravity is considered only for masonry buildings, since a 
negligible difference in design criteria and material properties for RC structures is observed 
between AGE1_Gravity and AGE2_Gravity; by contrast for masonry buildings, the design criteria 
affect the geometrical characteristics of the masonry walls in terms of maximum wall length or 
wall thickness (mainly gravity or seismic building classes), while the age of construction has a 
significant influence on the masonry mechanical properties. Table 1 also reports the number of 
storeys considered for each typological class.

2.2. Mechanical models for structural damage assessment

The analytical structural damage assessment is herein performed by means of simple 
mechanics-based models developed by the authors for masonry (Belliazzi et al., 2020) and RC 
buildings (Del Zoppo et al., 2022) subject to tsunami loading. Both procedures implement the 
nonlinear static analysis called Variable Depth Pushover for Breakaway Infilled Frames (VDPO-
BI) (Del Zoppo et al., 2021a, 2021c), which consists in assessing the performance of buildings 
for increasing tsunami Hw, accounting for the damage to both structural and non-structural 
components. It is noted that in the case of masonry buildings, all exterior walls are structural 
components; non-structural components (i.e. interior walls) are neglected in the analysis for 
both masonry and RC buildings. The procedure is implemented in Matlab code for both masonry 
and RC buildings.

In the VDPO-BI analysis the tsunami-induced hydrostatic (qs) and hydrodynamic (qd) loads 
are applied to the structure in their actual distributions, and are progressively increased up to 

Fig. 3 - Italian seismic zone classification in 1976 (a) and 1984 (b).

(a) (b)
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the structural collapse. The hydrostatic load is modelled as a triangular pressure distribution 
(Petrone et al., 2017), while a uniform pressure distribution is adopted for hydrodynamic loads 
as prescribed by the American code for the design of tsunami evacuation buildings ASCE 7-16 
(ASCE, 2017), see Fig. 4. Tsunami-induced hydrodynamic loads are herein computed following 
the empirically-validated model proposed by Foster et al. (2017) for steady flows. The effect of 
tsunami-induced uplift loads on interior slabs is neglected in the analysis since it provides relevant 
structural damage (i.e. blow-out slabs) only for mid to high-rise buildings with 6 or more storeys 
(Del Zoppo et al., 2021b). However, such buildings are not typical for existing Italian assets and are 
not included in the typological classes investigated herein, as reported in Table 1. Other effects 
induced by tsunamis on structures, such as debris impact, are not considered in this study given the 
high uncertainties in floating debris generation and propagation inland. However, it is recognised 
that fragility and vulnerability curves that ignore debris impact loads are unbiased for residential 
areas due to the relevant shielding provided by surrounding buildings (Reese et al., 2011).

Table 1 - Definition of Italian residential building typological classes based on age of construction and number of 
storeys (M = masonry, RC = reinforced concrete).

	 Age	of	 Period	of	 Description	of	design	criteria	 Design	 Structural	 No.	of 
	 construction	 construction	 	 criteria	 material	 storeys

 AGE0 ≤ 1919 This typological class includes residential  Gravity M 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 
   buildings built before 1919. The 1919 is the  
   oldest reference year according to the ISTAT  
   census data. In 1919 only a restricted part of  
   Calabria region and some Sicilian cities were  
   classified as seismic areas after the Reggio  
   Calabria earthquake (1908); therefore, it is  
   assumed that the buildings built before 1919  
   were designed only for gravity loads. It should  
   be noted that this building class refers  
   exclusively to masonry buildings, given the  
   limited percentage of RC buildings built  
   prior 1945

 AGE1 1920-1981 This typological class includes residential  Gravity,  M 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 
   buildings built between 1920 and 1980.  Seismic 
   Buildings built in such period can either be  
   designed for gravity loads or seismic actions   RC 1, 2, 3, 4, 
   according to RD 1937 and RD 1939   5, 6

 AGE2 > 1981 This typological class considers residential  Gravity,  M 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 
   buildings built after 1980s. In this  Seismic 
   construction period, buildings are designed  Seismic RC 1, 2, 3, 4, 
   for seismic actions based on the DM 1975   5, 6

Fig. 4 - Tsunami-induced loads on structures  
for the structural analysis.
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2.2.1. Masonry buildings

For existing masonry structures, the analysis of global collapse mechanisms is not 
straightforward due to the premature activation of local failure mechanisms. Hence, the 
damage assessment for masonry buildings is performed focussing on the development of local 
mechanisms on exterior walls through simple mechanics-based models. Both in-plane (IP) or 
out-of-plane (OOP) damage mechanisms are considered for masonry walls.

The IP shear capacity of masonry walls at ultimate limit states is based on Mohr-Coulomb 
(Labuz and Zang, 2012) and Turnšek-Cačovic (Turnšek and Cačovic, 1971) capacity criteria, 
respectively for sliding and diagonal shear failures (Augenti and Parisi, 2019), according to 
Eurocode 6 (CEN, 2005a) and Italian building code (NTC, 2018). Conversely, shear force thresholds 
at cracking are conventionally defined as one half of the ultimate capacity, as shown in diagonal 
compression experimental tests results available in literature (Prota et al., 2006). The bending 
moment capacity of masonry walls at cracking is evaluated in the elastic field, whereas ultimate 
bending moment equations are taken from Lignola et al. (2008).

Horizontal and vertical flexural failures are considered as main OOP damage mechanisms of 
masonry walls; conversely, flexural failure, sliding shear failure, and diagonal shear failure are 
identified as main IP damage mechanisms.

For the OOP damage assessment of exterior masonry walls, the generic wall is modelled as a 
simply supported beam, as a safety criterion (Belliazzi et al., 2018).

IP damage mechanisms are analysed by means of a macro-elements modelling (Augenti and 
Parisi, 2019) assuming three different types of structural modelling of the walls depending on 
the level of connection between consecutive piers (Fig. 5). In detail, in Wall Model I, the masonry 
walls are modelled as isolated cantilevers (Fig. 5b); in Wall Model II, masonry walls are modelled 
as cantilevers connected by trusses (Fig. 5c), while in Wall Model III, the entire structure is 
modelled as shear-type frame (i.e. indefinitely rigid beams) (Fig. 5d).

Fig. 5. - Physical model (a), Wall Model I (b), Wall Model II (c), and Wall Model III (d).

2.2.2. RC buildings

In the case of RC frame buildings with unreinforced masonry infill walls (i.e. breakaway walls), 
the structural performance of the frame under tsunami loads is assessed via simplified structural 
analysis suitable for large-scale applications (Del Zoppo et al., 2022). The VDPO-BI analysis is 
performed on 2D central frames of residential RC buildings under the assumption of shear-
type frames. In detail, the structural performance of a 2D frame under tsunami lateral loads 
is computed by adopting the Stiffness Method, whilst the ultimate capacity is evaluated from 
the energy approach by means of the Virtual Work Principle (Fig. 6). The activation of the first 

a cb d
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shear failure in columns is assessed comparing the tsunami demand with the shear capacity 
of structural components, computed according to the Eurocode 8-3 (CEN, 2005b). A detailed 
description of the structural modelling can be found in Del Zoppo et al. (2022) and it is not 
reported herein for the sake of brevity.

The OOP performance of masonry infill walls at each storey is explicitly modelled within 
the VDPO-BI analysis, since it affects the tsunami-induced loads magnitude and distribution 
on structural components. In detail, the activation of the double-arch failure mechanism is 
assessed analytically for infill walls in RC frames subject to tsunami inundation (Del Zoppo et al., 
2021a). Openings in infill walls are modelled as a reduction of OOP capacity in the masonry panel 
according to the empirical model proposed by Liberatore et al. (2020).

This simplified structural analysis procedure has been validated against refined analysis 
performed in OpenSees, showing an accuracy greater than 95% in predicting the performance 
of RC frames subject to tsunami lateral loads (Del Zoppo et al., 2022).

Fig. 6 - Mechanics-based VDPO-BI: Lateral Stiffness Method (a) and Virtual Work Principle (b).

a

2.3. Structural damage levels classification

Empirical damage caused by tsunami inundation is commonly classified following the Ministry 
of Land, Infrastructure and Transportation of Japan (MLIT) guidelines. According to MLIT, six 
damage levels are identified ranging from minor damage to washed away. Even though the 
qualitative nature of this classification, it is helpful to understand the progression of damage. 
Damage states DS1-3 (i.e. minor to major) are mainly related to non-structural components. 
Conversely, only damage states DS4-5 (i.e. complete and collapsed) focus on structural damage. 
Damage state DS6 (i.e. washed away) refers to the observed complete destruction of a building.

The structural damage level classification herein adopted has been proposed by Del Zoppo 
et al. (2021b) based on the HAZUS Tsunami Model Technical Guidance (FEMA, 2017), that 
provides a quantitative estimation of damage levels for risk and loss assessment purpose. This 
classification originally proposed for RC frames is herein extended to unreinforced masonry 
buildings as reported in Table 2.

In detail, four structural damage levels are considered herein, from slight to complete (FEMA, 
2017). Following the HAZUS approach, structural damage associated with a global ductile 
failure mechanism is considered for RC buildings. Indeed, the HAZUS classification neglects the 
occurrence of local failure mechanism of structural components and, hence, does not provide 
any information on how this kind of damage mechanism should be classified for a vulnerability 
analysis. However, previous numerical studies have found that the brittle failure of RC columns 
due to shear can be a damage mechanism for such structures (Alam et al., 2017; Petrone et 
al., 2017). It is also noted that several uncertainties arise with the shear failure prediction for 
RC structural components, and no data or models are currently available for the case of RC 

b
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members subjected to tsunami loading. Hence, the vulnerability of RC members to local brittle 
mechanisms (i.e. shear failure of one vertical member) is herein investigated independently.

Conversely, for masonry buildings only local damage mechanisms at vertical-member level 
are considered, as previously discussed in Section 2.2. For such buildings, damage mechanisms 
are defined as summarised in Table 2, and only moderate to complete damage levels are 
identified. Indeed, the slight damage is hard to be defined for masonry walls subjected to 
tsunami inundation. In detail, a moderate damage is associated with the achievement of the first 
cracking in exterior masonry walls either due to IP or OOP loads. Extensive damage is defined as 
the failure of any non-load-bearing wall (i.e. walls not carrying gravity loads) due to IP or OOP 
mechanisms. Conversely, the failure of a load-bearing wall is considered as a complete damage 
for the buildings, compromising the stability of the entire structure.

With respect to the qualitative damage scale provided by the MLIT, the proposed damage 
classification considers a more detailed quantification of the structural damage, introducing 
slight and moderate damage levels. The definition of extensive and complete damage levels 
is in agreement with the qualitative definition of DS4-5 of the MLIT. Damage to non-structural 
components is not included in the proposed damage classification as the present vulnerability 
assessment refers to structural damage only.

Table 2 - Structural damage levels classification for RC and masonry buildings.

	 SLIGHT	 MODERATE	 EXTENSIVE	 COMPLETE

First achievement 
in any vertical member 

of concrete cracking 
 

N.A. 
 
 

First achievement 
in any vertical member 

of ½ steel yield 
strain in the longitudinal 

steel

First achievement 
of masonry cracking in 
any exterior wall for IP  
or OOP mechanisms

First achievement 
in any vertical member 

of steel yield strain 
in the longitudinal steel 

First achievement 
in any non-load-bearing 

structural wall of IP 
or OOP failure

Maximum base 
shear capacity 

 
 

First achievement in any 
load-bearing structural 
wall of IP or OOP failure 

RE
IN
FO

RC
ED

 
CO

N
CR

ET
E

M
A
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N
RY

3. Vulnerability assessment of Italian residential building stock

To assess the structural vulnerability of the previously defined Italian typological classes of 
buildings to tsunami loads, simulated residential building stock is generated through Monte 
Carlo simulation for each typological class. The structural performance of masonry and RC 
buildings is, then, assessed as discussed in the previous Section 2.2., and Hw, corresponding to 
the achievement of selected mechanical damage mechanisms, is computed for each building in 
the simulated stock. 

In line with previous vulnerability studies performed for seismic hazard at regional scale (Rosti 
et al., 2020), the tsunami damage is expressed in terms of mean DI, representing the normalised 
mean damage grade of the damage distribution given the intensity measure (i.e. tsunami Hw), as 
reported in Eq. 1:

(1)
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where fi is the frequency of occurrence of a given damage level (i = 1-4 for ductile mechanisms 
in RC buildings and i = 1 for the local brittle mechanism; i = 1-3 for masonry buildings) and n is 
the total number of damage levels considered for masonry and RC buildings, respectively. The 
DI ranges between 0 and 1, where 0 indicates the absence of damage and 1 corresponds to a 
complete damage.

The distribution of DI derived for each typological class is fitted by a lognormal function to 
provide a continuous description of DI as a function of the tsunami Hw, which represents the 
vulnerability curve for a typological class.

3.1. Residential building stock definition

For each typological class identified in Section 2.1. (i.e. homogeneous number of storeys, age 
of construction, and design criteria), a simulated building stock is generated to derive analytical 
vulnerability curves. Geometric and mechanical properties are treated as random variables for 
the generation of the stock, as reported in Tables 3 and 4 for RC frames and masonry buildings, 
respectively. In detail, 104 building realisations are generated for each typological class for both 
masonry and RC buildings, and a Monte Carlo simulation with a Latin Hypercube sampling is 
performed to derive a vector of random variables that characterise each building realisation in 
the stock. 

Buildings are assumed to be regular in both plan and elevation. Statistics for random variables 
are taken from the National Group for the Defence against Earthquakes (GNDT) database, which 
provides data in terms of storey gravity loads, interstorey height, and mechanical properties of 
materials. Bay lengths in RC structures are limited to the range of 4.0-6.0 m (Borzi et al., 2020), 
whereas the minimum and maximum bay lengths for masonry buildings are fixed depending 
on design criteria and existing building codes. Different mechanical properties of construction 
materials are considered before and after the 1980s, due to the improvement in the quality 
control of materials over time. To assess the influence of material mechanical properties in typical 
Italian masonry buildings, five masonry types are considered: poor stone, tuff stone, hollow 
clay brick, clay brick, and full clay brick. The compressive and shear strength are derived from 
available building code limits for each of the coded masonry types (CIBC, 1981, 2009, 2019). For 
RC buildings, five classes of concrete characterised by a poor to good quality are considered and 
randomly selected. Similarly, for the reinforcing steel four mean values typically found in Italian 
existing buildings are considered, as reported in Table 3.

Assumptions are made about the opening ratio at ground storey level, which affects the 
ground floor hydrodynamics (Fig. 1). Since the vulnerability assessment focuses on typical 
residential buildings in coastal areas, it is reasonable assuming that several windows are present 
in the façade. Hence, an opening ratio randomly ranging between 8% and 30% is adopted to 
consider the reduced capacity of exterior walls caused by the openings.

Geometrical dimensions of structural components (i.e. masonry walls thickness, RC column 
cross-sections, and reinforcement details) are, then, computed for each building realisation 
through a simulated design procedure according to the Italian code in force at the considered 
construction period.

It is worth underlining that masonry buildings built before the 1920s are not designed 
according to a proper simulated design procedure. Indeed, empirical equations retrieved from 
historical literature (Augenti and Parisi, 2019) are adopted to define the wall thickness depending 
on structural geometric characteristics such as number of storeys, length, or height of building.

Uncertainties in tsunami loads are also considered when deriving analytical vulnerability 
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Table 3 - Variables for the RC building stock generation.

	 	 	 Before	1981	 After	1981

	 Parameter	 Distribution	 Mean	(CoV)/Range	 Mean	(CoV)/Range

 Number of bays uniform              2 - 7

 Bays length uniform              4 - 6 m

 Interstorey height constant              3 m

 Infill walls thickness uniform 0.12 – 0.35 m 0.24 – 0.35 m

 Steel yielding strength normal 315 – 375 – 430 MPa 375 – 430 – 500 MPa

 Concrete compressive normal 15 – 20 – 25 MPa 25 – 30 – 35 MPa 
 strength  (10%) (10%)

 Masonry compressive normal             1.5 MPa (14%) 
 strength (infill walls)

 Dead load –  normal             3.0 (0.5) kN/m2 
 intermediate floor

 Dead load – roof normal             2.5 (0.5) kN/m2
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Table 4 - Variables for the masonry building stock generation (Belliazzi et al., 2021b).

	 	 	 	 Before	1981	 After	1981

	 Parameter	 Masonry	substrates	 Distribution	 Mean	(St.Dev)/range	 Mean	(St.Dev)/range

  Poor stone normal 3.5 m (1.13)

  Tuff stone normal 3.5 m (1.1)

 
Interstorey

 Hollow clay brick normal 3.1 m (0.9)

 
height

 Clay brick normal 3.4 m (1.1)

  Full clay brick normal 3.22 m (1.1)

  Poor stone uniform 1.0-3.0 MPa 2.5-3.0 MPa

  Tuff stone uniform 6.0-8.0 MPa 6.0-10.0 MPa

 
Compressive

 Hollow clay brick uniform 1.5-2.0 MPa 3.0-8.0 MPa

 
strength

 Clay brick uniform 3.0-8.0 MPa 4.0-10.0 MPa

  Full clay brick uniform 3.0-4.4 MPa 5.0-10.0 MPa

   Poor stone normal 2.64 kN/m2 (1.4)

   Tuff stone normal 2.92 kN/m2 (1.3)

  Flat roof Hollow clay brick normal 3.02 kN/m2 (3.4)

   Clay brick normal 2.82 kN/m2 (1.1)

   Full clay brick normal 2.48 kN/m2 (0.7)

 
Dead loads

  Poor stone normal 4.7 kN/m2 (3.6)

   Tuff stone normal 4.5 kN/m2 (2.2)

  
Generic

 Hollow clay brick normal 4.16 kN/m2 (3.2)

  
floor

 Clay brick normal 4.07 kN/m2 (2.2)

   Full clay brick normal 3.75 kN/m2 (1.3)
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curves. In detail, a Froude number ranging between 0.7 and 2 is considered, and both conditions 
of dense and sparse urban environment are randomly adopted to compute tsunami loading 
according to Foster et al. (2017).
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3.2. Typological vulnerability curves for masonry buildings

Vulnerability curves derived for each building stock representative of the Italian masonry 
building typological classes are plotted in Figs. 7 and 8 as a function of DI and Hw. In detail, Fig. 7 
shows the DI curves grouped by age of construction and design criteria; conversely, Fig. 8 shows 
the DI curves grouped by number of storeys.

The plots attest that the number of storeys significantly affects the tsunami vulnerability 
curves of masonry buildings. This is reasonable since structures with a high number of storeys 
are characterised by larger cross-section of structural elements at the ground storey level that is 
mainly responsible of the entire behaviour of a structure.

Fig. 7 - DI curves for masonry building 
typological classes.

Age of construction and design criteria slightly affects the vulnerability of masonry buildings 
with less than three storeys (Fig. 8). Conversely, the effect of such attributes is more evident for 
buildings with a higher number of storeys. Indeed, Fig. 8 shows that masonry building classes 
AGE1_Gravity and AGE1_Seismic have a quite similar vulnerability to tsunami independently 
from the number of storeys. Similarly, little difference is visible in DI curves for building classes 
AGE0_Gravity, AGE2_Gravity, and AGE2_Seismic. This leads to the possible conclusion that the 
seismic design criteria do not play a significant role in tsunami vulnerability of masonry buildings, 
and the age of construction can be considered as the most significant attribute for such buildings. 
It is also noted that buildings built in AGE0 and AGE2 exhibit a similar vulnerability under tsunami 
loading. This result may appear unrealistic; however, the improvement in construction materials 
quality and design equations adopted in AGE2 lead to masonry buildings with lower exterior 
walls thickness with respect to AGE1 buildings. Thus, such light buildings are more vulnerable to 
tsunami damage with respect to buildings with thicker walls.
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3.3. Typological vulnerability curves for RC buildings

DI curves as a function of the Hw are depicted in Fig. 9 for RC residential building typological 
classes. In details, Fig. 9 shows the variation of DI as a function of the number of storeys for a fixed 
age of construction and design criteria (i.e. AGE1_Gravity, AGE1_Seismic, AGE2_Seismic). The 

Fig. 8 - Effect of design criteria and 
age of construction of vulnerability 
curves for masonry buildings.

Fig. 9 - DI curves for RC building 
typological classes (ductile 
mechanisms).
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comparison shows that the number of storeys affects the structural vulnerability of RC buildings 
designed for AGE1_Gravity and AGE1_Seismic. Conversely, vulnerability curves are only slightly 
affected by the number of storeys for buildings designed after the 1980s according to modern 
seismic standards (AGE2_Seismic). This can be related to the seismic detailing requirements in 
ground storey columns that only slightly differs for low-rise and mid-rise frames. 

Focusing on the effect of the age of construction and design criteria on tsunami vulnerability 
curves for ductile mechanisms, DI curves are grouped in Fig. 10 for different number of storeys. 
The comparison shows that both age of construction and design criteria significantly affect the 
structural vulnerability for RC buildings with less than 5 storeys. For 6 storeys, the different 
performance of buildings designed for gravity and seismic loading is still significant, whereas the 
DI curves are quite similar for AGE1_Seismic and AGE2_Seismic.

Fig. 10 - Effect of design criteria and age of construction of vulnerability curves for RC buildings.

DI curves are also derived for the local brittle mechanism to assess the vulnerability of single 
structural components. Curves are reported in Fig. 11 for the 2-storey and 6-storey building 
stock for each age of construction to show the influence of number of storeys and design criteria 
on the vulnerability to such failure mechanism. The figure clearly shows that both parameters 
significantly affect the DI curves related to brittle mechanism. It is observed that the DI values 
related to such local mechanism are higher than ductile ones for the same Hw in AGE1, confirming 
that analytical models identify the shear failure of RC columns as a possible local damage 
mechanism under tsunami loading for such building typologies. Conversely, in AGE2 buildings 
the shear failure can be prevented due to the modern seismic detailing adopted for columns. 
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4. Analytical tsunami vulnerability classes

In previous sections, tsunami vulnerability curves have been derived for each identified 
typological class of residential masonry and RC building stock. However, the association of building 
typologies to tsunami vulnerability classes is not straightforward. Conventional approaches 
for risk assessment at regional scale define vulnerability classes with decreasing vulnerability 
and identify typical attributes of buildings to easily allow the classification without performing 
specific analysis. In the context of seismic risk assessment, the European Microseismic Scale 
EMS98 (Grünthal, 1998) identifies six vulnerability classes for masonry, RC, steel, and timber 
constructions. In the Italian framework, Borzi et al. (2018) defines five seismic vulnerability classes 
for Italian residential buildings. Based on empirical data from the 2009 L’Aquila earthquake, Rosti 
et al. (2020) observed that the lowest three vulnerability classes refer to masonry buildings and 
the other two to RC buildings.

To provide a similar vulnerability classification for Italian residential buildings subject to 
tsunami loading, a cluster analysis is first performed to obtain only two vulnerability sub-classes 
for each age of construction by grouping the buildings by number of storeys (i.e. low-rise and 
mid-rise). The clustering procedure assesses the similarity between DI curves and iteratively 
merges typological classes with the shortest inter-distance in a single macro-class. The outcomes 
of the cluster analysis for masonry buildings result in two sub-classes with similar vulnerability 
consisting of low-rise buildings with 1-2 storeys and mid-rise buildings with 3-5 storeys. 
Conversely, for RC buildings, the low-rise sub-class refers to 1-3 storey frames whilst the mid-rise 
sub-class refers to 4-6-storey buildings. This classification is consistent with the building classes 
provided by the HAZUS Tsunami Model (FEMA, 2017), that identifies low-rise (1-2 storeys) and 
mid-rise (+3 storeys) unreinforced masonry bearing walls, respectively named URML and URMM, 
and low-rise (1-3 storeys) and mid-rise (4-7 storeys) concrete frames with unreinforced masonry 
infill walls, called C3L and C3M, respectively.

The merged vulnerability curves are plotted in Fig. 12 for both masonry and RC buildings, for the 
latter considering only the global damage mechanisms reported in Table 2. As aforementioned, 
local failure mechanisms of single structural components are not herein included for the 
definition of global damage states for the vulnerability classification of buildings, following the 
HAZUS approach. More investigation should be performed to include local failure mechanisms 

Fig. 11 - DI curves for local brittle mechanisms of single RC columns (2 and 6 storeys).
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into a global damage classification similar to that proposed by the HAZUS Tsunami Model. To 
derive the merged vulnerability curves for low-rise and mid-rise buildings, the real proportion of 
Italian residential buildings by number of storeys for each age of construction is taken from ISTAT 
data (Fig. 1). For instance, the vulnerability curve for low-rise RC buildings in AGE1 comprises 
21% 1-storey, 57% 2-storeys and 22% 3-storey buildings.

Fig. 12 - Vulnerability curves for low-rise and mid-rise residential buildings with different age of construction and 
design criteria.

To further classify the vulnerability of residential buildings, DI curves for the merged sub-
classes are compared to define a list of classes with decreasing vulnerability for tsunami hazard. 
Results are summarised in Table 5 for both masonry and RC buildings and 5 vulnerability classes 

Table 5 - Proposed tsunami vulnerability classes.

	 VULNERABILITY	CLASS	 MASONRY	 RC

 
A

 AGE0_gravity_lowrise 
  AGE2_gravity_lowrise

  AGE1_gravity_lowrise 
 B AGE2_seismic_lowrise 
  AGE1_seismic_lowrise

 
C1

 AGE1_gravity_midrise 
AGE1_gravity_lowrise

 
  AGE2_seismic_midrise 

 
C2

 AGE2_gravity_ midrise AGE1_seismic_lowrise 
  AGE0_gravity_midrise AGE1_gravity_midrise

   AGE1_seismic_midrise 
 D AGE1_seismic_midrise AGE2_seismic_lowrise 
   AGE2_seismic_midrise
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Table 6 - Mean and lognormal standard deviation (μ [m] and β) of DI curves.

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 MASONRY	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 RC

  μ	 β	 μ	 β

 AGE0_gravity_low-rise 0.8 0.47 - -

 AGE0_gravity_mid-rise 1.7 0.78 - -

 AGE1_gravity_low-rise 1.1 0.49 1.3 0.58

 AGE1_gravity_mid-rise 1.3 1.0 2.0 0.52

 AGE1_seismic_low-rise 1.2 0.52 1.8 0.51

 AGE1_seismic_mid-rise 2.4 0.82 2.5 0.50

 AGE2_gravity_low-rise 1.0 0.39 - -

 AGE2_gravity_mid-rise 1.7 0.58 - -

 AGE2_seismic_low-rise 1.0 0.51 2.4 0.61

 AGE2_seismic_mid-rise 1.5 0.55 2.7 0.57

are proposed for tsunami hazard, following the approach already adopted for seismic risk (Borzi 
et al., 2018). Vulnerability classes A and B refer to low-rise masonry buildings, while classes 
C1, C2, and D comprise mid-rise masonry buildings. Mid-rise masonry buildings designed with 
seismic criteria resulted the less vulnerable to tsunami loading among the masonry typological 
classes investigated.

RC buildings are classified in vulnerability classes C1 to D, where the latter class refers to RC 
buildings designed with modern seismic criteria (AGE2) and mid-rise buildings designed with 
obsolete seismic criteria (AGE1). Mean and lognormal standard deviation of the analytical DI 
curves are finally reported in Table 6.

5. Conclusions

This paper assesses the structural vulnerability of Italian typical residential buildings to 
tsunami hazard through numerical analysis and Monte Carlo simulation. To perform the structural 
vulnerability analysis, a deep investigation of typical Italian residential building typologies 
and their attributes is performed, based on data from opensource national building census 
repositories. Structural material, number of storeys and age of construction/design criteria are 
selected as main attributes for the preliminary definition of building typologies according to 
cited repositories. Structural models able to assess structural damage under tsunami loading 
are presented for different building typologies (i.e. unreinforced masonry buildings, RC frame 
buildings with unreinforced masonry infill walls), and a homogeneous damage scale is adopted to 
classify global structural damage in a consistent approach. Monte Carlo simulation is performed 
to simulate building stocks, statistically representative of Italian existing residential buildings, 
and analytical vulnerability curves are derived for each typological building stock. A DI has been 
selected as indicator of the global damage level of buildings to derive structural vulnerability 
curves, and the tsunami Hw has been selected as intensity measure.

The outcomes of the analysis attested that both number of storeys and age of construction/
design criteria can significantly affect the structural vulnerability of buildings to tsunami loading. 
This is more evident for RC building built before the 1980s. For masonry buildings, the design 
criteria affect the geometrical characteristics of the masonry walls in terms of maximum 
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wall length or wall thickness, while the age of construction has a significant influence on the 
mechanical properties of masonry.

Masonry buildings are generally more vulnerable to tsunami loading with respect to RC 
buildings in terms of structural damage.

The analysis of structural vulnerability curves for each residential building typology allowed 
to define sub-classes and relevant vulnerability curves by grouping the buildings as function of 
number of storeys (for different age of construction): low-rise buildings with 1-2 storeys or 1-3 
storeys for masonry or RC buildings, respectively; and mid-rise buildings with 3-5 storeys and 
to 4-6 storey buildings for masonry or RC ones. Finally, vulnerability classes for tsunami hazard, 
from A to D, have been proposed for the specific sub classes.

The local vulnerability of single structural components to brittle failure mechanisms has also 
been analysed in RC buildings. The results allowed to assess for which classes of buildings such 
kind of local damage mechanism can be achieved. However, more research is needed for the 
inclusion of local brittle failure mechanisms in a global damage classification that follows the 
HAZUS Tsunami Model approach for the vulnerability assessment of existing assets. Future studies 
will also look at the inclusion of non-structural components in the vulnerability classification of 
buildings.

The presented tsunami vulnerability curves can be adopted for simulating tsunami structural 
damage at regional scale and for supporting informed disaster risk management planning within 
a more comprehensive disaster risk reduction approach. The definition of such vulnerability 
models can be also helpful to define and prioritise risk mitigation strategies in Italian coastal 
areas exposed to tsunami hazard; however, due to the general lack of empirical vulnerability 
functions in the literature for tsunami hazard, further data are necessary for the validation of 
the proposed ones.

Acknowledgments. This work is performed in the framework of the H&RA Lacinia (Hazard and Risk 
Analysis Lacinia) project, funded by the Italian Ministry of Economic Development. The support of Reluis 
is also kindly acknowledged.

REFERENCES

Alam M.S., Barbosa A.R., Scott M.H., Cox D.T. and van de Lindt J.W.; 2018: Development of physics-based tsunami 
fragility	functions	considering	structural	member	failures. Journal of Structural Engineering, 144, 04017221.

Antoncecchi I., Ciccone F., Dialuce G., Grandi S., Terlizzese F., Di Bucci D., Dolce M., Argnani A., Mercorella A., 
Pellegrini C., Rovere M., Armigliato A., Pagnoni G., Paparo M.A., Tinti S., Zaniboni F., Basili R., Cavallaro D., 
Coltelli M., Firetto Carlino M., Lipparini L., Lorito S., Maesano F.E., Romano F., Scarfì L., Tiberti M.M., Volpe 
M., Fedorik J., Toscani G., Borzi B., Faravelli M., Bozzoni F., Pascale V., Quaroni D., Germagnoli F., Belliazzi 
S., Del Zoppo M., Di Ludovico M., Lignola G.P. and Prota A.; 2020: Progetto	SPOT	-	Sismicità potenzialmente 
innescabile	 offshore	 e	 tsunami. MiSE/DPC/CNR/ISMAR/INGV/EUCENTRE/ReLUIS, Roma, Italy, Report 
integrato di fine progetto, 44 pp., doi: 10.5281/zenodo.3732887.

ASCE (American Society of Civil Engineers); 2017: ASCE 7-16 - Minimum design loads for buildings and other 
structures. American Society of Civil Engineering, Reston, VA, USA, 873 pp., doi: 10.1061/9780784414248.

Augenti N. and Parisi F.; 2019: Teoria	 e	 tecnica	 delle	 strutture	 in	muratura:	 analisi	 e	 progettazione. HOEPLI 
editore, Milano, Italy, 752 pp.

Behrens J., Løvholt F., Jalayer F., Lorito S., Salgado-Gálvez M.A., Sørensen M., Abadie S., Aguirre-Ayerbe I., Aniel-
Quiroga I., Babeyko A., Baiguera M., Basili R., Belliazzi S., Grezio A., Johnson K., Murphy S., Paris R., Rafliana I., De 
Risi R., Rossetto T., Selva J., Taroni M., Del Zoppo M., Armigliato A., Bureš V., Cech P., Cecioni C., Christodoulides 

P., Davies G., Dias F., Bayraktar H.B., González M., Gritsevich M., Guillas S., Harbitz C.B., Kânoğlu U., Macías J., 
Papadopoulos G.A., Polet J., Romano F., Salamon A., Scala A., Stepinac M., Tappin D.R., Thio H.K., Tonini R., 
Triantafyllou I., Ulrich T., Varini E., Volpe M. and Vyhmeister E.; 2021: Probabilistic	tsunami	hazard	and	risk	
analysis:	a	review	of	research	gaps. Front. Earth Sci., 9, 114, doi: 10.3389/feart.2021.628772.



573

Analytical structural vulnerability to tsunami hazard Bull. Geoph. Ocean., 63, 555-574

Belliazzi S., Lignola G.P. and Prota A.; 2018: Textile	 reinforced	mortars	systems:	a	sustainable	way	to	 retrofit	
structural masonry walls under tsunami loads. Int. J. Masonry Res. Innovation, 3, 200-222, doi: 10.1504/
IJMRI.2018.093484.

Belliazzi S., Lignola G.P. and Prota A.; 2020: Simplified	approach	to	assess	the	vulnerability	of	masonry	buildings	
under tsunami loads. In: Proceeding of the Institution of Civil Engineers-Structures and Buildings, pp. 1-13, 
doi: 10.1680/jstbu.20.00147.

Belliazzi S., Lignola G.P., Di Ludovico M. and Prota A.; 2021a: Preliminary	tsunami	analytical	fragility	functions	
proposal	for	Italian	coastal	residential	masonry	buildings. Struct., 31, 68-79, doi: 10.1016/j.istruc.2021.01.059.

Belliazzi S., Ramaglia G., Lignola G.P. and Prota A.; 2021b: Out-of-plane	retrofit	of	masonry	with	fiber-reinforced	
polymer	and	fiber-reinforced	cementitious	matrix	systems:	normalized	interaction	diagrams	and	effects	on	
mechanisms	activation. J. Compos. Constr., 25, 04020081, doi: 10.1061/(ASCE)CC.1943-5614.0001093.

Borzi B., Faravelli M., Onida M., Polli D., Quaroni D., Pagano M. and Di Meo A.; 2018: IRMA	Platform	(Italian	Risk	
Maps). In: Proc. 37th Convegno Nazionale, Gruppo Nazionale di Geofisica della Terra Solida, Bologna, Italy, 
pp. 382-386.

Borzi B., Faravelli M. and Di Meo A.; 2020:	Application	of	the	SP-BELA	methodology	to	RC	residential	buildings	
in	Italy	to	produce	seismic	risk	maps	for	the	national	risk	assessment. Bull. Earthquake Eng., 19, 3185-3208, 
doi: 10.1007/s10518-020-00953-6.

Calvi G.M., Pinho R., Magenes G., Bommer J.J., Restrepo-Vélez L.F. and Crowley H.; 2006: Development of 
seismic vulnerability assessment methodologies over the past 30 years. ISET J. Earthquake Tech., 43, 75-104.

CEN; 2005a: Eurocode	6.	Design	of	masonry	structures	-	Part	1-1:	General	rules	for	reinforced	and	unreinforced	
masonry structures. European Committee for Standardisation, Brussels, Belgium, 123 pp.

CEN; 2005b: Eurocode	8.	Design	of	structures	for	earthquake	resistance	-	Part	3:	Assessment	and	retrofitting	of	
buildings. European Committee for Standardisation, Brussels, Belgium, 94 pp.

CIBC; 1981: Istruzioni per l’applicazione	della	normativa	tecnica	per	la	riparazione	ed	il	rafforzamento	degli	edifici	
in	muratura	danneggiati	dal	sisma. Circolare Ministero dei Lavori Pubblici, Roma, Italy, n. 21745, 39 pp.

CIBC; 2009: Istruzioni per l’applicazione delle «Nuove norme tecniche per le costruzioni» di cui al decreto 
ministeriale 14 gennaio 2008. Circolare Ministero delle Infrastrutture e dei Trasporti, Roma, Italy, n. 617, 
447 pp.

CIBC; 2019: Istruzioni per l’applicazione dell’«Aggiornamento delle “Norme tecniche per le costruzioni”» di cui 
al decreto ministeriale 17 gennaio 2018. Circolare Ministero delle Infrastrutture e dei Trasporti, Roma, Italy, 
n. 7, 338 pp.

Del Zoppo M., Di Ludovico M. and Prota A.; 2021a: Methodology for assessing the performance of RC structures 
with	breakaway	infill	walls	under	tsunami	 inundation. J. Struct. Eng., 147, 04020330, doi:10.1061/(ASCE)
ST.1943-541X.0002900.

Del Zoppo M., Rossetto T., Di Ludovico M. and Prota A.; 2021b: Effect	of	buoyancy	loads	on	the	tsunami	fragility	
of	 reinforced	 concrete	 frames	 including	 consideration	 of	 blow-out	 slabs. Res. Square, ???, 36 pp., doi: 
10.21203/rs.3.rs-1178101/v1.

Del Zoppo M., Wijesundara K., Rossetto T., Dias P., Baiguera M., Di Ludovico M., Thamboo J. and Prota A.; 2021c: 
Influence	of	exterior	infill	walls	on	the	performance	of	RC	frames	under	tsunami	loads:	case	study	of	school	
buildings	in	Sri	Lanka. Eng. Struct., 234, 111920, doi: 10.1016/j.engstruct.2021.111920.

Del Zoppo M., Di Ludovico M. and Prota A.; 2022: A	mechanics-based	method	towards	risk	assessment	of	RC	
buildings	under	tsunami	and	flow-type	hazards. Eng. Struct., 264, 114452.

Dias W.P.S. and Edirisooriya U.; 2019: Derivation	of	tsunami	damage	curves	from	fragility	functions. Nat. Hazards, 
96, 1153-1166, doi: 10.1007/s11069-019-03601-8.

D.M. (Decreto Ministeriale); 1975: Decreto Ministeriale 3 marzo 1975. Approvazione delle norme tecniche per le 
costruzioni in zone sismiche. Gazzetta Ufficiale - Supplemento ordinario - 8 aprile 1975, n. 93, 6 pp.

EERI; 2011: The	Tohoku,	Japan,	tsunami	of	March	1,	2011:	effects	on	structures. Learning from Earthquakes, 
Special Earthquake Report, Oakland, CA, USA, 14 pp.

Fabbrocino F., Belliazzi S., Ramaglia G., Lignola G.P. and Prota A.; 2021: Masonry	walls	retrofitted	with	natural	
fibers	under	tsunami	loads. Mater. Struct., 54, 115, doi: 10.1617/s11527-021-01707-9.

FEMA; 2017: Hazus tsunami model technical guidance. NiyamIT Inc., Herndon, VA, USA, Contract n. HSFE60-
17-P-0004, 183 pp.

Foster A.S.J., Rossetto T. and Allsop W.; 2017: An	experimentally	 validated	approach	 for	evaluating	 tsunami	
inundation	forces	on	rectangular	buildings. Coastal Eng., 128, 44-57, doi: 10.1016/j.coastaleng.2017.07.006.

Grünthal G. (ed); 1998: European Macroseismic Scale 1998. Cahiers du Centre Européen de Géodynamique et 
de Séismologie, Luxembourg, 15, 99 pp.

ISTAT; 2001: 14th	Permanent	census	on	population	and	housing. Istituto Nazionale di Statistica, Roma, Italy, 
<www.Dati.Istat.it>.



574

Bull. Geoph. Ocean., 63, 555-574 Del Zoppo et al.

ISTAT; 2011: 15th	Permanent	census	on	population	and	housing. Istituto Nazionale di Statistica, Roma, Italy, 
<www.Dati.Istat.it>.

Koshimura S., Oie T., Yanagisawa H. and Imamura F.; 2009: Developing	fragility	functions	for	tsunami	damage	
estimation	using	numerical	model	and	post-tsunami	data	from	Banda	Aceh,	Indonesia. Coastal Eng. J., 51, 
243-273, doi: 10.1142/S0578563409002004.

Labuz J.F. and Zang A.; 2012: Mohr-Coulomb failure criterion. Rock Mech. Rock Eng., 45, 975-979, doi: 10.1007/
s00603-012-0281-7.

Liberatore L., AlShawa O., Marson C., Pasca M. and Sorrentino L.; 2020: Out-of-plane	capacity	equations	 for	
masonry	 infill	 walls	 accounting	 for	 openings	 and	 boundary	 conditions. Eng. Struct., 207, 110198, doi: 
10.1016/j.engstruct.2020.110198.

Lignola G.P., Flora A. and Manfredi G.; 2008: Simple method for the design of jet grouted umbrellas in tunneling. 
J. Geotech. Geoenviron. Eng., 134, 1778-1790, doi: 10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0241(2008)134:12(1778).

NTC; 2018: Nuove	norme	sismiche	per	il	calcolo	strutturale. Decreto Ministeriale 17 gennaio 2018, Ministero 
delle Infrastrutture e dei Trasporti, Roma, Italy, 372 pp.

Park H., Cox D.T. and Barbosa A.R.; 2017: Comparison	of	inundation	depth	and	momentum	flux	based	fragilities	
for	 probabilistic	 tsunami	 damage	 assessment	 and	 uncertainty	 analysis.	 Coastal Eng., 122, 10-26, doi: 
10.1016/j.coastaleng.2017.01.008.

Petrone C., Rossetto T. and Goda K.; 2017: Fragility	assessment	of	a	RC	structure	under	 tsunami	actions	via	
nonlinear	static	and	dynamic	analyses.	Eng. Struct., 136, 36-53.

Prota A., Marcari G., Fabbrocino G., Manfredi G. and Aldea C.; 2006: Experimental	 in-plane	behavior	of	 tuff	
masonry	 strengthened	 with	 cementitious	 matrix-grid	 composites. J. Compos. Constr., 10, 223-233, doi: 
10.1061/(ASCE)1090-0268(2006)10:3(223).

R.D.L.; 1937: Regio	Decreto-Legge	22	novembre	1937	n.	2015.	Norme	tecniche	di	edilizia	con	speciali	prescrizioni	
per le località	colpite	dai	 terremoti. Gazzetta Ufficiale 27 dicembre 1937 n. 298, Supplemento Ordinario, 
Roma, Italy, 28 pp.

R.D.L.; 1939: Regio	 Decreto-Legge	 16	 novembre	 1939	 n.	 2229.	 Norme	 per	 la	 esecuzione	 delle	 opere	 in	
conglomerato	 cementizio	 semplice	 od	 armato. Gazzetta Ufficiale 18 aprile 1940 n. 92, Supplemento 
Ordinario, Roma, Italy, 24 pp.

Reese S., Bradley B.A., Bind J., Smart G., Power W. and Sturman J.; 2011: Empirical	building	 fragilities	 from	
observed	 damage	 in	 the	 2009	 South	 Pacific	 tsunami. Earth Sci. Rev., 107, 156-173, doi: 10.1016/j.
earscirev.2011.01.009.

Rosti A., Del Gaudio C., Di Ludovico M., Magenes G., Penna A., Polese M., Prota A., Ricci P., Rota M. and Verderame 
G.M.; 2020: Empirical	vulnerability	curves	for	Italian	residential	buildings. Boll. Geof. Teor. App., 61, 357-374.

Silva V., Yepes-Estrada C., Dabbeek J., Martins L. and Brzev S.; 2018: GED4ALL	-	Global	exposure	database	for	
multi-hazard	risk	analysis	-	Multi-hazard	exposure	taxonomy. GEM Foundation, Pavia, Italy, Technical Report 
n. 2018-01, 81 pp., <www.gfdrr.org/sites/default/files/publication/Exposure data schema_final report.pdf>.

Suppasri A., Koshimura S., Imai K., Mas E., Gokon H., Muhari A. and Imamura F.; 2012: Damage	characteristic	
and	field	survey	of	the	2011	Great	East	Japan	tsunami	in	Miyagi	Prefecture. Coastal Eng. J., 54, 1250005/1-
30, doi: 10.1142/S0578563412500052.

Suppasri A., Mas E., Charvet I., Gunasekera R., Imai K., Fukutani Y., Abe Y. and Imamura F.; 2013: Building	
damage	characteristics	based	on	surveyed	data	and	fragility	curves	of	the	2011	Great	East	Japan	tsunami. 
Nat. Hazards, 66, 319-341, doi: 10.1007/s11069-012-0487-8.

Tinti S., Tonini R., Bressan L., Armigliato A., Gardi A., Guillande R., Valencia N. and Scheer S.; 2011: Handbook	of	
tsunami	hazard	and	damage	scenarios	(EUR	24691	EN). SCHEMA (Scenarios for Hazard-induced Emergencies 
Management), JRC Scientific and Technical Reports, European Union, Luxembourg, Project n. 030963, 41 pp.

Turnšek V. and Cačovic F.; 1971: Some	experimental	results	on	the	strength	of	brick	masonry	walls. In: Proc. 2nd 
International Brick Masonry Conference, Stoke on Trent, UK, pp. 149-156.

Valencia N., Gardi A., Gauraz A., Leone F. and Guillande R.; 2011: New	tsunami	damage	functions	developed	in	
the	framework	of	SCHEMA	project:	application	to	European-Mediterranean	coasts. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. 
Sci., 11, 2835-2846.

Corresponding	author: Marco Di Ludovico
 Department of Structures for Engineering and Architecture
 University of Naples Federico II
 Via Claudio 21, 80125 Napoli, Italy
 Phone: +39 081 7683900; e-mail: diludovi@unina.it


