






IX

Defensive Architecture of the Mediterranean / Vol. XV / Bevilacqua, Ulivieri (Eds.)
© 2023 Pisa University Press (CIDIC) / edUPV

Preface........................................................................................................................................................XV

Contributions

CHARACTERIZATION OF GEOMATERIALS

Stone materials and construction technology in the Piscinnì tower (South-western Sardinia, Italy): 
archaeometric investigations and digital survey........................................................................................ 941
S. Columbu, D. Fancello, G. Verdiani

Mannu tower (Central-western Sardinia, Italy): from petrographic, geomorphological investigations 
and digital survey to intervention proposal............................................................................................... 949
S. Columbu, R. T. Melis, P. E. Orrù, V. Demurtas, D. Fancello, G. Verdiani, G. Deiana

The Rocca Vecchia fortress in the Gorgona island (Tuscany, Italy): building materials and 
conservation issues.................................................................................................................................... 957
F. Fratini, S. Rescic, D. Pittaluga, F. De Vita

The building materials of the Rocca della Verruca fortress (Tuscany-Italy)............................................ 965
G. Pancani, A. Arrighetti, F. Fratini, S. Rescic

Caracterización arqueométrica de morteros históricos en las torres nazaríes del reino de Granada........ 973
L. Pérez-Lomas, J. Ruiz-Jaramillo, L. J. García-Pulido

Fortezza medicea di Volterra: progetto della ‘messa in sicurezza’ (restauro e recupero) del 
camminamento di ronda e degli elementi architettonici a sporgere -‘beccatelli’- del lato nord della 
cortina perimetrale (1472/1474)................................................................................................................ 981
D. Taddei, C. Calvani, A. Taddei, A. Martini

DIGITAL HERITAGE

Application of new survey technologies for 3D restitution and the architectural study of the Spanish 
fort Gourraya in Bejaia (Algeria).............................................................................................................. 991
N. Abderrahim Mahindad, S. Haoui Bensaada

The Fort of the Holy Savior in Messina. Historical cartography and digital surveys............................... 997
A. Altadonna, G. Martello, A. Nastasi, F. Todesco

Drawing and interactive architectural walkthrough to communicate complex spaces........................... 1005
A. Basso, A. Meschini, M. Russo

Studio preliminare sul complesso fortificato di Trogir (Croazia) basato su un approccio multi-
disciplinare .............................................................................................................................................. 1013
S. Brizzi, M. Ricciarini, S. Bertocci, C. Riminesi

Table of contents



X

Fruizione digitale dei paesaggi perduti. Il sistema fortificato di Palazzo d’Avalos a Procida................ 1021
P. D’Agostino, G. Antuono, A. Maglio, A. Carannante

Digital survey and 3D virtual reconstruction for mapping historical phases and urban integration of 
the fortified gates in the city of Pavia, Italy............................................................................................. 1029
R. De Marco, F. Galasso

Fortificación y control estratégico del Camino de la Raya en el s.XV: análisis geoespacial del dominio 
visual de un territorio de frontera ........................................................................................................... 1037
J.J. Fondevilla Aparicio

Il ruolo del rilievo integrato nell’interpretazione dell’edificio storico: Rocca di Sala a Pietrasanta 
(Lu).......................................................................................................................................................... 1047
G. Frosini, L. Parodi, A. Di Paola, S. Vecchio, S. Garuglieri, B. Verona

Levantamiento digital y modelización 3D de la Torre Rubia, del siglo XVI en Molinos Marfagones 
(Cartagena, Región de Murcia)............................................................................................................... 1055
J. García-León, P. E. Collado-Espejo, P. J. Martínez-Serrano

Levantamiento fotogramétrico de las atalayas medievales del Altiplano más septentrional de 
Granada.................................................................................................................................................... 1063
L. J. García-Pulido, J. Ruiz-Jaramillo

Taranto underground: digital survey and virtual exploration of the hypogea along the Aragonese 
walls......................................................................................................................................................... 1073
G. Germanà, G. Verdiani, S. Giraudeau

Digital artefacts for the knowledge and documentation of the fortified heritage. The Castle of Torres 
Vedras in Portugal................................................................................................................................... 1081
F. Guerriero

Castelnuovo: una fortezza dimenticata.................................................................................................... 1089
C. Monteleone, F. Panarotto

Le rocce raccontano: la cripta, le prigioni e i sotterranei del castello di Otranto. Dal rilievo al modello 
di fruizione virtuale.................................................................................................................................. 1097
G. Muscatello, C. Mitello

Rilievo architettonico remote sensing della Fortezza della Verruca sui Monti Pisani, Toscana (Italia).1105
G. Pancani, M. Bigongiari

Analysis and definition of intervention strategies for the conservation of the boundary walls in 
Verona...................................................................................................................................................... 1113
S. Parrinello, R. De Marco, E. Doria

Digitalizzare, ricostruire e fruire il Castello di Montorio. Un tassello nella definizione della rotta 
culturale dei castelli scaligeri................................................................................................................... 1123
F. Picchio, A. Pettineo

Levantamiento gráfico integral para el análisis de la Fortaleza de Santa Ana en Oliva (Valencia)....... 1131
P. Rodríguez-Navarro, T. Gil Piqueras, A. Ruggieri



XI

La fotogrametría SfM mediante UAS para la documentación de las fortificaciones de la Alpujarra 
(Granada y Almería, España).................................................................................................................. 1139
J. Rouco Collazo, J. A. Benavides López

A 3D integrated survey of fortified architectures: the medieval Canossa castle..................................... 1147
M. Russo, F. Panarotto, G. Flenghi, E. Rossi, A. Pellegrinelli

Architetture fortificate in Istria: analisi, restituzione BIM e comunicazione avanzata di due forti a 
Pola.......................................................................................................................................................... 1155
A. Sdegno, V. Riavis, P. Bašić

Elementi fortificati dal territorio di Palmi e Seminara: la cittadella di Carlopoli................................... 1163
F. Stilo, L. Pizzonia

Documentation, understanding and enhancement of Cultural Heritage through integrated digital 
survey: Ínsua fort in Caminha (Portugal)................................................................................................ 1171
R. Volzone, P. Becherini, A. Cottini

CULTURE AND MANAGEMENT

L’antico castello di Alba: studi per la conservazione e la valorizzazione di un sito archeologico......... 1181
F. Ambrogio

Culture, tourism and fortifications-Educational centre on St. John’s Fortress in Šibenik, Croatia........ 1189
G. Barišić Bačelić, I. Lučev

Bunker landscapes. From traces of a traumatic past to key elements in the citizen identity.................. 1195
G. Cherchi, D. R. Fiorino, M. R. Pais, M. S. Pirisino

Fortified city’s heritage and urban archaeology. The Neapolitan fortified port town through the 
archaeological discoveries....................................................................................................................... 1203
T. Colletta

Da struttura fortificata a centro per la comunità: il caso del castello di Hylton a Sunderland (UK)...... 1211
D. Dabbene

Identification and Prioritization of Conservation Measures at the Castle of Gjirokastra, Albania  ....... 1219
R. Eppich, E. Mamani, L. Hadzic, J. Alonso, M. Núñez García, I. Martínez Cuart

Andar per castelli: Calendasco lungo la via Francigena......................................................................... 1227
M. M. Grisoni, N. Badan, D. Zanon

Le mura invisibili..................................................................................................................................... 1237
M. Malagugini, S. Saj

Adaptive Reuse for Fortifications as a Strategy towards Conservation and Urban Regeneration. The 
case of ‘Canto di Stampace’ in Pisa........................................................................................................ 1245
L. Marchionne, E. Parrini

La Cittadella di Alessandria, ‘Faro’ di pace in Europa........................................................................... 1253
A. Marotta



XII

Identidad y memoria: nuevos enfoques para la gestión de los castillos en la provincia de Alicante 
(España)................................................................................................................................................... 1261
J. A. Mira Rico, G. Jover Roig

Recupero dei camminamenti in quota delle mura urbane limitrofe al Giardino Scotto di Pisa.............. 1269
M. Pierotti, M. Guerrazzi, G. Masiello

The Military Heritage and its natural environment of the Veracruz-Mexico Royal Road..................... 1277
D. Pineda Campos

La Real Piazza di Pescara: prospettive per la ricerca di un’identità urbana........................................... 1285
M. Pirro

Torri nel paesaggio urbano. La ‘turrita’ Forio d’Ischia tra alterazioni e possibilità di valorizzazione 
delle architetture fortificate...................................................................................................................... 1291
A. Ragosta

Architetture fortificate e gestione dell’emergenza post-sisma: nuovi possibili strumenti per il rilievo 
del danno.................................................................................................................................................. 1299
E. Zanazzi

MISCELLANY

Revitalization of tower fort Fort Monte Grosso and the restoration of the fortified path of Pula.......... 1309
P. Boljunčić

Il progetto incompiuto di Massimo Carmassi per il restauro della Fortezza Nuova di Pisa................... 1317
A. Crudeli

The Castle of Cleto in Calabria. Singular characteristics of a fortress................................................... 1325
C. Gattuso, D. Gattuso

Strategie di conoscenza e di progetto: un nuovo percorso urbano per il borgo storico di Massa 
Marittima................................................................................................................................................. 1331
E. Giomini, S. Pieri, M. De Vita

Esplorazione visuale del dibattito intorno al secondo fianco.................................................................. 1339
M. Pavignano



1147

Defensive Architecture of the Mediterranean / Vol. XV / Bevilacqua, Ulivieri (Eds.)
© 2023 Pisa University Press (CIDIC) / edUPV

A fortified architecture may show multiple 
morphologies depending on the construction 
technique, the territorial context and role, the 
historical origin, and structure development. 
The dimension can range from the territorial 
scale, such as city walls or military outposts, to 
the individual building (tower, palace, gate) or 
portion of walls. Fortified castles are an admirable 
example of layered and complex structures with a 
substantial scale variability. 

They are composed of multiple interconnected 
defensive systems and architectural 

superstructures. Besides, fortified castles build a 
relationship and dependence with the surrounding 
influence area, defining its development. The 
territory becomes a filter of access, especially in 
the case of fortified castles positioned in dominant 
positions. Therefore, the analysis of these 
buildings cannot be limited to the architecture 
study. It is essential to interpret the internal and 
external ecosystem development. 

The case study reported in the paper is the Castle 
of Canossa (Fig. 1), a complex fortified building 
close to Reggio Emilia, Italy. The Castle’s history 

A 3D integrated survey of fortified architectures: the medieval 
Canossa castle
Michele Russoa, Federico Panarottob, Giulia Flenghic, Elvira Rossid, Alberto 
Pellegrinellie

a Department of History, Representation and Restauration of Architecture, Sapienza University of Rome, Rome, Italy, 
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Onlus, Canossa, Italy, info@castellodicanossa.it, e Department of Engineering, University of Ferrara, Ferrara, Italy, 
alberto.pellegrinelli@unife.it

Abstract

Castles are complex fortified systems based on a solid relationship between the territory and the built 
architecture. The former defines the context of development, access, and defense conditions. The latter 
adapts to the context, proposing fortified structures in continuity with the orography of the territory. Both 
factors are crucial to understanding castles’ historical evolution and social roles over time. In this knowledge 
path, the survey process assumes a primary role as a tool to analyze and interpret the built environment 
through bibliographic and iconographic analysis and the study of reality. Within the castle domain became 
essential to manage multiple scales of knowledge, acquisition, and representation, deepening the territory 
and the fortress systems. The case study analyzed is the Castle of Canossa, the epicenter of some critical 
events in medieval times. The authors describe an integrated survey process between active and passive 
techniques at architectural and territorial scales. Several geometrical validation steps have been introduced 
to verify the geometrical reliability. The pipeline highlights also the crucial relationship between territory 
and buildings, laying the groundwork for a more articulated analysis of the entire architectural complex. At 
the end, a superimposition between the geometrical model and a historical mock-up is suggested, collecting 
helpful information for the next reconstruction step.

Keywords: fortified castle, integrated 3D survey, spatial analysis, territorial representation.

1. Introduction
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overlaps with Matilda of Canossa, an emblematic 
female figure in the medieval era. Today, the 
Castle has vestiges of its original shape, but most 
masonry portions have been lost during millennial 
history. The research project aims to study the 
entire building system in-depth from a historical, 
geometric, and material point of view, building 
a valuable information system to represent its 
original architecture. In the paper, the authors (1) 
suggest the first part of the project, the multiscale 
acquisition phase (Valenti & Paternò, 2021), and 
the first restitution of the Castle and its context, 
preparing the knowledge conditions for future 
interpretation.

2. Case study

Canossa Castle is located in the Reggio Emilia 
Apennines on a white sandstone hill (Fig. 1). 
The Castle is known for the famous “Walk to 
Canossa”, an event involving Emperor Henry 
IV, Pope Gregory VII, and Countess Matilda di 
Canossa. The building is part of an articulated 
system of fortifications in the Reggio Emilia 
Apennine territory. To this day, little remains 
of the Matildic-era fortress, leaving a trace of a 
past imposing fortress. These ruins primarily 
date from the late Middle Ages to later centuries; 
only part of the foundations seem to refer to the 
original time of Matilda. The ruins include the 
remains of a monastery and some palace walls, 
built by Ruggeri in the late 16th century. Part of 
an apse and ruins have survived in the southern 
area, probably used to store provisions. The 
foundations of the tower-gate, located south of 
the building, which separated the worship area 
from the residential area, are still visible. At the 
same time, a raised section of the eastern tower 
is visible. The National Museum of Canossa is 
located in the centre of the archaeological area, 
containing many remains and a valuable historical 
reconstruction of the Castle. This latter was 

created by the Reggiana Society of Archaeology 
suggesting the original appearance of the fortress 
in Matilda’s time. Starting from the plan of the 
excavations carried out by Gaetano Chierici in 
1880, the model is the result of archival and on-
site research. For this reason, this model has been 
analysed in the research, evaluating its reliability 
concerning the existing system.

3. Historical background

The Castle foundation traces back to the 10th 

century (Manenti Valli, 1987): Donizone reports 
that Adalberto Atto prepared, on the hill of the 
Reggio Emilia Apennines, a new fortified system 
(Donizone, 2008). The presence of a pre-existing 
settlement is not reported, even if recent research 
refers to a Roman settlement (Patrocini, 2001). 
The Castle faced the first two sieges in 953 
and 957 by Berengar II of Ivrea and Adalbert, 
Berengar’s son. It was still a little fortification 
composed of a tower with walls but already 
proved its impregnability. 

In 1077, there was a meeting between Gregory 
VII and Henry IV. The Castle had been enlarged 
to host an important event and accommodate 
Gregory VII’s court by that date (Fig. 2). In 1092, 
Henry IV attacked the Castle, losing the battle. 
A few years later, in 1106, the Castle underwent 
further expansion by Matilda di Canossa. Upon 
her death, the Canossian property in 1116 came 
into the possession of Emperor Henry IV, opening 
new claims from the Church. (Ferretti, 1884; 
Manenti Valli, 1987). In 1255, Reggiani people 
led by Albert of Canossa besieged the fortress 
reducing it to ruin. (Ferretti, 1884) A few years 
later, the Canossa family rebuilt it. Between the 
13th and 14th centuries, a landslide reduced the hill 
on the southern side, probably due to anthropic 
reasons. Thus, the northern access would later be 
strengthened in defence (Manenti Valli, 1987).

Fig.  1 - Images of the Castle. From left: bottom view of the sandstone hill, RPAS view of the system, 
detail of the most preserved portion of the area (photos by the authors)
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In 1409 all the Canossian castles were part of the 
plan to strengthen the fortified structures by the 
Estensi (Manenti Valli, 1987). However, three 
years later (1412), there was a new siege by the 
Reggiani, with the help of the Parmensi, which 
probably caused a second landslide, this time 
on the western slope (Aceto, 1878). Very few 
damages have been caused by this last siege in the 
architectonic system. Only the walls have been 
seriously damaged. In 1512, the Castles passed to 
the Papal State, and in 1523 the Este reoccupied 
Canossa Castle, carrying on military interventions 
(Manenti Valli, 1987).

In 1557/58, the most destructive event was the 
cannonades by Ottavio Farnese, who caused a 
landslide in the northern area, destroying the 
entrance structure on the north-eastern corner 
(Aceto, 1878; Ferretti, 1884; Confortini, 2001). 
A year later, the Este family proceeded to fortify 
the walls and restore the palace with necessary 
interventions (Manenti Valli, 1987). From 1570, 
the Castle changed hands several times, starting 
with the Ruggeri, who turned the Castle into a 
stately home and ending in 1642 with the Valentini 
of Modena, who held it until 1796. 

After this date, the fortress remains neglected 
and falls into ruin. The last significant destruction 
occurred in 1821 by the inhabitants of the 
surrounding area, while other natural events 
(1831-32 and 1846) caused further thinning of the 
cliff (Manenti Valli, 1987).

Finally, in 1878, the Italian state purchased the 
hill, declaring it a national monument. On the 
fortress site, the National Museum of Canossa, 
named Naborre Campanini, opened in 1893 
and was reorganized in 2002. Since 2017, the 
Matilda of Canossa Cultural Association has 
managed the area. Since 2018, the Ministry of 
Infrastructure and Transport has started to monitor 
the hill transformations, ensuring the stability of 
the rock faces of the cliff (Fig. 3). Based on the 
collected sources, in agreement with the Matilda 

of Canossa Cultural Association, an extensive 
survey campaign was planned to investigate all 
morphological aspects of the castle-hill system in 
detail.

4. 3D data acquisition

An integrated survey campaign based on active 
and passive 3D data acquisition methodologies has 
been planned to understand the Canossa system. 
The survey planning has foreseen three different 
one-day acquisition campaigns. A data system 
suitable for multi-scale analysis and representation 
has been acquired (Guidi et al. 2009), adapting the 
survey process to the different external conditions. 
Data redundancy made it possible to perform 

Fig.  2 - Schema with the main historical events that affected the castle-hill system (graphic elaboration 
by the authors).

Fig.  3 - Ideal reconstruction of the castle of 
Canossa by an anonymous 18th-century artist 
(Municipal Library of Reggio Emilia)
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metric validation on the quality of the acquired 
data, controlling the global and local accuracy 
(Magda Ramos & Remondino, 2015). Thus, the 
project pipeline included progressive validation 
steps to use the data at increasingly larger scales 
(Fig. 4).

4.1. Territorial survey

The Canossa hill presents a peculiar morphology, 
composed of rocky (south and north-east sides) and 
vegetation-covered areas: It has a high variation 
of ca. 60 m between the base and the summit. The 
entrance to the Castle is a narrow paved road that 
climbs among the trees of the south-west side. 
The survey was carried out by integrating a GNSS 
system with RPAS photogrammetry. Initially, 20 
ground targets with A3 and A2 dimensions were 
distributed in the whole area with a higher density 
on the top of the hill. These targets defined the 
initial reference network of points acquired by 
GNSS and the photogrammetric system (PFA). 

Most GNSS stations showed a sufficient satellite 
coverage but low or non-existent data signal. For 
that reason, the Network Real Time Kinematic 
(NRTK) configuration (Sokkya GCX3) was 
initially substituted with GNSS in static mode 
(Topcon GR3).

The master station was placed in the centre of 
the survey area, using a rover station with a 
minimum acquisition time of 10 minutes (1 epoch 
per second) for each target. Afterwards, NRTK 
acquisition problem was solved, turning the 
receiver on and off for each point, gaining priority 
access to the data band, and acquiring points with 
fewer epochs (5-10 epochs) and lower accuracy. 
Besides, three points for each hairpin bend of 
the paved way to the Castle have been acquired, 
bounding any change of staircase direction. This 
arrangement made it possible to contain the global 
alignment error within the 10 cm error highlighted 
at some points at the hill base. In addition, it 
defined a reference point’s network to avoid range 

scan misalignment due to the small number of 
vertical surfaces. 

The photogrammetric acquisition campaign was 
planned to use a DJI Mavic mini 2, equipped with 
a camera set up of 4 mm of focal length, f/2.8, 
ISO 100, and 1/1250 sec of exposition. The flying 
distance was 90 meters from the hill base. Two 
flights were scheduled with 13 to 15 waypoints 
with perpendicular flight directions, using the 
camera in the nadiral set-up. A third manual flight 
with the oblique axe to acquire the hillsides and 
the external walls of the Castle was integrated at 
the end. The final photogrammetric block was 
composed by 286 images with a mean GSD of 
about 3.2 cm at the bottom of the hill.

4.2. Architectonic survey

In the first stage, a photographic campaign related 
to the archaeological area and the Museum was 
carried out. It divided and coded the different 
areas, preparing a database structure to identify 
and optimize data management. 

The integration of 3D terrestrial laser scanning 
and RPAS photogrammetry allowed facing the 
multi-resolution required. The ground survey was 
carried out with a Focus M70 (Faro). Its reduced 
dimension and lightness helped face different 
levels and slopes. The first scan was positioned 
in a barycentre position. A resolution of 3 mm-
to-10m was set, acquiring a vast archaeological 
volume. The acquisition project foresaw 154 
scans, ranging a resolution of 6 to 24 mm-to-
10m, concerning the environmental conditions 
and the level of architectural details. The range-
based approach allowed sampling of all the 
surfaces except the high part of the wall, the 
museum roof, and the external wall of the Castle.  
The photogrammetric survey by RPAS was 
carried out using some images from the previous 
flight, integrated with a manual flight devoted to 
acquiring a detailed part of the archaeological 
area. 

Fig.  4 - Pipeline process of 3D acquisition and modelling (graphic elaboration by the authors)
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The final photogrammetric block has been 
composed of 356 images obtaining a ground GSD 
of 7-10 mm. 

4.3. Interpretative maquette

The maquette preserved in the Museum was 
acquired with both range-based and image-based 
techniques. Regarding the former technique, 
12 scans were planned with a 2.4 cm-to-10 m 
sampling step, working at an average distance 
of 2 meters and at different heights to reduce the 
shadows. As for the photogrammetric survey, the 
lighting conditions required a testing phase to 
reduce the effect of natural light coming from the 
museum exit. 

A Nikon D810 camera with a 35 mm focal 
lens, f/9 and 1/160 sec. set-up was used for the 
acquisitions. The image campaign involved a 
sequence of 40 photographs with converging axes 
on four highs, imposing a working baseline of 
about 50 cm, a working distance of 2 meters and a 
mean GSD of 0.3 mm.

5. Data process

The absolute coordinates of the master GNSS 
were firstly determined by downloading data from 
two permanent stations of the TopNet Network. 
Then, the coordinates acquired by the rover 
system were processed with short baselines and 

integrated with NRTK ones. All elevations were 
transformed from ellipsoid to geoid heights within 
IGM grids, ITALGEO2005 undulation model, 
obtaining the final list of coordinates framed 
in ETRF2000(2008.0)-UTM32. The standard 
deviation of the GNSS static points considered in 
the project has been lower than 3 cm, while an 
error within 10 cm has been accepted for NRTK 
coordinates.

The photogrammetric data have been processed 
in Metashape (Agisoft). An image pre-
processing activity has been developed to reduce 
light variation between rocky and vegetation 
areas, working on the brightness value of 
the photogrammetric block. In the general 
photogrammetric project, the average residual 
obtained using 25 PFAs at the end of frame 
orientation was around 4 cm, while around 10 cm 
on control points. Besides, in the architectonic 
survey project, the residual orientation error on 
the same PFAs was reduced to 2.7 cm, while on 
control points to 7 cm. The range-based clouds 
were aligned in JRC Reconstructor (Gexcel) by 
alternating ICP and bundle adjustment to stiffen 
some blocks, with an alignment error of a few 
millimetres consistent with the standard deviation 
(1 sigma) of the instrument. The entire system was 
roto-translated into the absolute reference system, 
with an average error of 3.7 cm between the 11 
targets used for orientation. A separate discussion 

Fig.  5 - Image sequence with the original maquette, the gripping pattern, the two range-based and image-
based models (bottom), and the comparison between the two models (graphic elaboration by the authors)
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deserves the entrance to the Castle. The paved 
entrance was oriented separately to control better 
the position of the key scans for each bend of the 
road concerning the visible targets. The other scans 
were then aligned using a bundle adjustment. 

In the end, the reconstructive model scans were 
aligned and globally oriented. Besides, the 
images were processed again in the Metashape 
environment. The two models were compared to 
validate the image-based models (Fig. 5), showing 
a mean distance lower than 2 mm.

6. Data integration and analysis

All point clouds were imported and managed in 
JRC Reconstructor platform (Fig. 6). 

The image-based and range-based clouds have 
been equalized to 1 cm, a suitable sampling step 
for 1:50 representations. The whole data system 
was cleaned and optimized (Fig. 7), reducing 
overlaps according to the following boundary 
conditions:

	- range-based data should define most of the 
archaeological areas and the access to the 
Castle;

	- the detailed photogrammetric data should 
define the wall ridges, the Museum roof, and 
all the surfaces not covered by the range-
based data;

	- the general photogrammetric data cover the 
rest.

Several products have been extracted to deepen 
the Castle-territory relationship. They include 
general orthoimages, sections, DTM with related 
contour lines, and urban representation (Fig. 8).

Besides, the image-based maquette was scaled to 
the real dimension and aligned to the global system 
once it was validated metrically. This comparison 
had supplied some helpful information on the 
historical reliability of the maquette to deal with 
the data interpretation process better (Fig. 9).

7. Conclusions

Castles and their territory represent examples of 
complex but closely interconnected systems.

A knowledge process based on historical, 
geometric, material, and technological analysis 

Fig.  6 - Integrated point cloud of the entire Castle-Hill system (graphic elaboration by the authors)

Fig.  7 - Schema on data integration between the 
three models (graphic elaboration by the authors)
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Fig.  8 - Drawing (scale 1:500) of the area with section superimposed (graphic elaboration by the authors)

Fig.  9 - On the left a superimposition between the sectioned point cloud of the area (red) and the scaled 
model (blue), on the right the comparison between the actual remains and the reconstructed ones (graphic 
elaboration by the authors)
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represents the basis for fully understanding the 
origin and development of these architectures. 
Besides, this pipeline must be adapted to the 
different scale levels contained in the fortified 
systems. The research regards Canossa Castle, 
a complex system located in the Reggio Emilia 
territory. The article suggests a consolidated 
survey methodology based on active and passive 
multi-resolution techniques integrated with source 
analysis. Some bottlenecks in data acquisition 
and management are discussed in the process, 
highlighting how to preserve accuracy related 
to the multi-scale specificity. These validation 
steps have been planned in the pipeline to obtain 

a reliable integrated model. The data extracted at 
the end of the process represent a substantial base 
to define some 2D representations of the area and 
prepare its 3D reconstruction. Some reconstructive 
analyses are collected at the end, comparing the 
actual castle and a historical reconstructive model.   

Notes

(1) The research is the result of joint and integrated 
work among the authors. In writing the article, 
M.R. was responsible for paragraphs 1 and 7, F.P. 
edited paragraphs 5 and 6, G.F. paragraphs 2 and 
3, and A.P. paragraph 4. Finally, E.R. had the role 
of verifying the general content.

References

Aceto, T. (1978) L’apparato difensivo di Canossa. In: Studi matildici. Atti e memorie del III convegno di 
studi matildici, 7-8-9 ottobre 1977, Modena, Italia. Modena, Aedes Muratoriana, pp. 370-393.

Campanin, N. (1894) Canossa. Guida storica illustrata. Reggio Emilia, Bassi.
Confortini, L. (2001) Il castello in epoca estense. In: Manenti Valli, F. (ed.) Canossa nel sistema fortificato 

matildico. Reggio Emilia, Diabasis, pp. 105-111.
Ferretti, A. (1884) Canossa. Studi e ricerche. Torino, Loescher. 
Donizone di Canossa (2008) Vita di Matilde di Canossa. Riedizione a cura di Golinelli, P. (ed.), Milano, 

Jaca Book. (testo originale: Donizone (1115), La Vita Mathildis)
Guidi, G., Remondino, F., Russo, M., Menna, F., Rizzi, A. & Ercoli, S. (2009). A multi-resolution 

methodology for the 3D modeling of large and complex archaeological areas. International Journal of 
Architectural Computing, 7 (1), 39–55.

Magda Ramos, M. & Remondino, F. (2015) Data Fusion in Cultural Heritage - A Review. In: Int. Arch. 
Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spatial Inf. Sci., XL-5/W7, 359–363. 

Manenti Valli, F. (1987) Architettura di castelli nell’Appennino Reggiano. Modena, Aedes Muratoriana.
Patroncini, L. (2002) Canossa come era. Perugia, Edizioni Italgraf.
Rossi, M. (2001) Gli assedi della rocca di Canossa del X e del XIII secolo. In: Manenti Valli, F. (ed.) 

Canossa nel sistema fortificato matildico. Reggio Emilia, Diabasis, pp. 73-79.
Valenti, R. & Paternò, E. (2021) 3D Integrated Survey for the Study of Archaeological Sites: the Case 

Study of Euryalus Castle in Siracusa. IOP Conf. Ser.: Earth Environ. Sci. 767, 1-8.


