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Abstract. An ancient Crucifixion icon has been studied using imaging techniques 
integrated with appropriated visualizations. Relevant parameters and suitable al-
gorithms have been selected in a proper sequence to segment the studied images 
into meaningful elements functional to the attribution of the icon through analysis 
of the employed materials and techniques. The cross-referencing of the results 
allowed to identify three main phases in the realization of the painting, to describe 
their extension, character and determine the possible authors as: Cretan/Ionian 
painters, '500-' 600 (1st phase); Hristofor Žefarović, Western Balkans or Vienna, 
1730-1753 (2nd phase); Placido Fabris / Michelangelo Barbini, Venice, mid 19th 
c. (3rd phase). 
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1 Introduction  

This paper illustrates the application of an appositely elaborated ontology-based 
knowledge model (Stoyanova, 2014) (Stoyanova,  2015) (Stoyanova & Lukić, 2015) 
(Stoyanova & Pavlova, 2017), (Stoyanova, Stoyanov & Pavlova, 2018) dedicated to 
digitization of Byzantine and post Byzantine painting and functional to archaeometric 
and conservation purposes. It is intended to assist authentication, attribution and dating, 
reasoning through defined semantic data collected from digital multimodal & multidi-
mensional images which describe the physical and chemical characteristics of the stud-
ied objects.  

In the present case, with the help of particular digital visualizations an ancient Cru-
cifixion icon has been studied by optical microscopy, macro photography in VIS/raking 
light, ultraviolet fluorescence, infrared reflectography and X-ray. Technically relevant 
parameters and suitable algorithms have been selected in a proper sequence to segment 
the studied images into meaningful elements functional to the attribution of the icon 

mailto:pavlova.lilia@gmail.com


194 
 

through analysis of the employed materials and techniques (Stoyanova, Stoyanov & 
Pavlova, 2020).   

The introduction into the state-of-the-art and the description of the critical points that 
hinder the authentication and attribution of the painting is followed by a section which 
presents the methodological approach and workflow phases of the digital reconstruc-
tion and analysis. In the exposition, the outcomes of the spectral measurings are dis-
cussed considering historic, art-historic and iconographic aspects, technical infor-
mation derived from painting treatises of the epoch and from leading research and res-
toration centers’ databases. The conclusive part summarizes the main phases in the re-
alization of the painting and advances hypothesis about their authors.  

Application of ontology-based knowledge models aimed to provide logical repre-
sentation of any particular domain of interest (Jakus, Milutinović, Omerović & 
Tomažič, 2013), (Cruz & Xiao, 2003), (Brewster & O’Hara, 2007) evolved in recent 
years from conventionally defined standards for meta-, para-, and provenance infor-
mation1 to semantic technologies such as expressed through Web Ontology Language 
(OWL) (Antoniou & Van Harmelen, 2004). However, as regards the field of cultural 
heritage, in these new computational artifacts potential of reasoning through defined 
semantic facts is often ignored or limited to recognition (Durand, Derivoux, Forestier 
&Wemmert, 2007), (Maillot, 2005). The existing interactive platforms for digitization  
of CH objects as the CIDOC Conceptual Reference Model (CRM)2 only structure bio-
graphical and provenance information related to a physical object (Gosden& Marshall 
1999) giving museums and archives the possibility to publish and link their existing 
databases, but do not help much the technical - scientific exploration of the items3. 
From the other side, accessible technical databases (OPPRA, e.g.: Odat, 2014) do not 
provide the information needed for our concrete purpose. 

2 The Artifact 

The object of this case study is an ancient panel painting (Fig.1) depicting the Cruci-
fixion4, about whose place of origin, date and vicissitudes there is any information. The 
whole representation is denoted by profound dichotomy between the iconographic com-
position, on the one hand, and the technical realization of the painting and its ornamen-
tation – on the other. For example, at the foot of the cross, in front of the Virgin, we do 
not find Longinus, as traditional, but a figure that would be compactable with that of 
John the Theologian, however, of such feminine traits as to confuse him with Mary  

 
1 Examples of XML schema-based standards are LIDO (Coburn, Light, McKenna, Stein & 
Vitzthum, 2010) and MIDAS Heritage (English Heritage, 2012). 
2 CIDOC-CRM, designed as standard to archive biographical heritage information, is the most 
prominent and widely used ontology within the cultural heritage community (Le Boeuf, Doerr, 
Ore &Stead, 2018). 
3 Among these are, for example, the Europeana (2022) (Fernie, Gaverilis, & Angeli, 2013) or the 
Louvre collection (2022). 
4 The icon, actually in the Ferdinando Mazzei collection (Rome), has been purchased few years 
ago at an auction in Rome. 
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Fig.1.The Crucifixion icon in: a) VIS b) backside, c) VIS monochrome shadowed, d) UVf, 
e) IR at 950-1100 nm, f) IRr at 1650-1800 nm, g) XR shadowed, h) XR, i) XR color inversion 

Magdalene. That this may not be authentic springs from the relief of the pictorial layer 
in raking light. Besides, from the naked eye observation is visible that the wooden sup-
port should be much older than the style of painting, indicative for the religious art of 
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the reformed Catholic Church (17th – 18th centuries)5 does presume. Other perplexities 
arise from the fact that under Golgotha one does not see the usual for Orthodox icono-
graphy, module with the  skull of Adam, the rivers of paradise and the woods of which 
the cross was built6.  Embarrassing are as well the flattened geometric and underlined 
in relief shapes of the stones that, with a sort of hyperrealism, depict the wall of Jeru-
salem in the background. And not least, the only preserved inscription on the painting, 
JNRJ (Jesus Nazarenus Rex Judaeorum) is in Latin, while on the back side we can see 
the typical cross dating formula in Greek, as used by post Byzantine iconographers 
(Fig.1.b). 

For to solve the doubts about the origin and age of the icon scattered from the sty-
listic, iconographical and technical anomalies and peculiarities, it was decided to inte-
grate the historical-artistic study with a complex non-destructive technical-technologi-
cal investigation, based on spectral analysis (UV, IR and XR), on particular visualiza-
tion techniques and comparisons with the technical treatises of the epoch.  

The results allowed to identify the remains of a much older image painted in tempera 
and consonant with the Byzantine iconography of the Crucifixion. The radiography 
brought to light an inscription (partially preserved on the sides of the cross at the top, 
invisible at normal light) that names the depicted scene Σταυρωσις (Crucifixion in 
Greek), while in the halo of Christ reappeared the typical Byzantine tituli α and ω (Fig. 
1.h). These discoveries put in doubt the originality of the overlying stucco decoration 
around the central field and on the punched aureoles. 

3 Methodological Approach 

The diagnostic campaign conducted on the icon has been limited to spectral analysis by 
imaging techniques: photo documentation of the support, of the painting and the gilding 
in VIS/raking light, examination in UV fluorescence, IRr at 950-100 & 1650-1800 nm, 
and XR. In the course of the case study was collected and put in use a considerable 
amount of inhomogeneous data (referential art historic material included7). All infor-
mation necessary to the study (analogue pictures, texts, tables etc.) has been digitized. 
Contemporary, with external devices & software have been generated the digital images 

 
5 At that time, throughout all the Latin area the wooden supports had long since been replaced 
from textile fabrics and the egg tempera - from oil painting, whose invention mid 15th c. is at-
tributed to the great Flemish painter Jan van Eyck.   
6 These elements not rarely are encountered even in Italian Renaissance art, i.e.: The master of 
san Francesco,  Processional cross, double sided, 1275 ca. Perugia, National Gallery of Umbria; 
Bonaventura  Berlinghieri?, The way to the Calvary, Crucifixion and Deposition, Uffizi diptych, 
1250 ca; Landini Jacopo detto Jacopo Del Casentino (1297/1349), Crucifixion, 1340,Uffizi, Flor-
ence; Andrea Mantegna, Pala of San Zeno with Crucifixion,1457-1459, Louvre; Antonello da 
Messina, Crucifixion (oil on linden wood, cm 59,7×42,5) 1475, Koninklijk Museum voor Schöne 
Künsten, Anvers. 
7 Of particular utility for the attribution of the painting has been the documentation collected in 
occasion of the STSM “Spectral investigation of Serbian Baroque icons” carried out in Galerija 
Matica Srpska November 2014 funded by the COST COSCH Action TD1201(Stoyanova 2015) 
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of the icon in VIS/raking light, UVf, IRr and XR. The raw data have been subjected to 
digital processing following the guidelines developed by (Stoyanova, Stoyanov & 
Pavlova, 2018). The general workflow is illustrated at Fig. 2. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Fig. 2. Workflow diagram 

Large files have been reduced and transformed to formats that allow to visualize them 
contemporary by an internal image viewer. All images have been rendered more legible 
by denoising, histogram adaptation, selection of the color palette and color inversion, 
by monochromatic filtering of the visible light and chromatic transformation of halftone 
images, morphological filtration, edge detection, opportune highlighting or shading of 
the surface relief (Stoyanova, Stoyanov & Pavlova, 2018). This last, for example, com-
parable to raking light photography in its capacity to emphasize details, has the ad-
vantage of producing shadings from any angle anytime (Phong, 1975). Besides the 
“moveable virtual light source”, the “color mapping”, “layer-structure”, “transparency” 
and “edge filter” functionalities have been of great efficacy for enhancing the visibility 
of the processed images, particularly regarding their intensity, color, density, homoge-
neity; the presence of dark or clear areas and lines which are of primary importance for 
the evaluation of the chemo-physical properties of the artifact.  

The protocol for cross-referencing followed best practices for nondestructive inves-
tigation of paintings resulting from assessment of big data collected in the last decen-
nials and updated on the possibilities of the actually used techniques (Stoyanova, 
Maximova, Mazina, & Provorova, 2017). Concretely in this case, the experiments 
aimed to study the reaction of gesso, paint and varnish layers together as well as sepa-
rately to UV, IR and XR radiation. To the purpose to permit a combined contemporary 
visualization of the various spectral profiles of the analyzed painting and of their digital 
transformations, they were reported to the same scale and arranged in a palimpsest (Fig. 
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1); high resolution details were “mapped” on the background of the entire image in 
VIS. Using the coordinates of each image, corresponding information about determined 
matching points of all them could be searched and found contemporary, without loss of 
data as it could happen in case of overlapping. The issues were further correlated with 
the materials and techniques for icon paining described in medieval treatises as well as 
with issues of laboratory analyses of analogue cases, with external sources (scientific 
databases, museum’s collections etc.). 

4 The Investigation by Imaging Techniques Integrated 
with Technical Visualizations  

4.1 The Investigations under Radiation Induced by UV Fluorescence  

The entire surface of the painting has been subjected to radiation induced UV fluores-
cence. The reflectography (Fig.1.d) showed diffuse fluorescence on the maphorion of 
the Virgin, her tunic, the lower parts of the mantle of Magdalene and the faces of the 
three figures. This renders the colors misty and opaque and is a sign that the protective 
layer there is very new and, probably, lies on layers of old paints. The major intensity 
of reflection was noted on the wound of Christ, on his loincloth, on some folds of the 
Virgin mantle, on the white rocks at the foot of the cross, on the crossbar of the cross 
with the inscription JINRJ and on the Jerusalem wall, especially on some of its deline-
ations in relief: a sign that there the paint is relatively new and thinner than the rest. 
Traces of partial removal of the original protection appeared on the pinnacle to the left 
of the Cross, whose round shape has been modified in an earlier restoration. Retouching 
on partially removed varnish revealed the numerous patches ranging from red to yellow 
on the red coat of Magdalene, and from dark blue to green – on her tunic.  

Increased absorption intensity, due to local loss of gilding and to the properties of 
the underlying bolus, was observed along the profiles of the frame with pastille deco-
ration as well between the left arm of Christ and the pinnacles. The pronounced UV 
density of the pigments used to paint the stones under the cross showed that these are 
younger and less affected by aging in comparison to the oldest areas which, to the con-
trary, appear more dull. Finally, thanks to the characteristic UV fluorescence, it has 
been possible to identify some of the used pigments without taking samples. Among 
them of particular archaeological importance are the whites. Lead white (biacca, 
(2PbCO3 * PB (OH)2)) has been attested in the original figures, while zinc white - on 
the rocks at the foot of the cross, on the JNRJ inscription and in the accents on the 
maphorion of the Virgin (right shoulder). The lack of UV luminescence and the char-
acteristic black flashiness of the gilding bolus and of the shadows at the foot of the cross 
suggested presence of ocher.  
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4.2 The Investigation in the IR Register 

The underlying layers were studied by infrared shooting at 950-1100 nm and infrared 
reflectography, conducted with a high-resolution scanning system with InGaAs detec-
tor, capable of recording infrared radiation between 1650 and 1800 nm). Infrared re-
flectography (Fig.1.e-f) helped to identify the extent of the various modifications to 
which the original painting has been subjected over the centuries, and to define their 
character. These touch-ups match especially the design of the anatomical parts and the 
cross. IRr also highlighted a widespread crackle (in shape of cells, in the central and 
lower part of the table), and fragments of very articulated drawing - in the mantle of 
Magdalene, for example, made by brush with carbon containing substance and visible 
as black lines. Under the inscription JNRJ appeared another, difficult to read, however 
compatible with the typical for the Greek - Byzantine Crucifixions «βαζιλιας». Under 
the canopy of the pinnacle to the right of the cross took shape a small figure of a person 
raising a cross (perhaps the converted to Christ soldier Longinus).  

Regarding the chemical composition of pigments, judging from their reflection to 
infrared rays it was established that the tunic of Magdalene has been painted with indigo 
(Déribéré, 1954), (Gibbson, 1978) as well as the piece of the Virgin’s mantle which 
comes down from her left arm. The rest of this mantle, as visible also from the X-ray, 
has undergone remakes: in IRr at 1650-1680 it appears dark gray, reaction that is com-
pactable with that of the blue of Prussia or of the artificial lapis lazuli. This chronolog-
ically places the intervention in the third phase because the white, with which it is light-
ened, is not biacca and is transparent to X rays (Stoyanova, 2022).  

The blood painted at the base of the cross results thoroughly transparent to IR rays: 
considered its flashiness in VIS, UV and RX, this means that most likely it is obtained 
from madder. The strong fluorescence of the pigments used for the mantle of Magda-
lene and the tunic of the Virgin is compactable with the characteristics of madder, crim-
son and cinnabar, as well as with these of yellows mixed with biacca. The IRr reaction 
of the modifications visible at the foot of the cross (originally painted with biacca) and 
on the inscription JNRJ indicated the use of zinc white (ZnO).  

The thick brush shading along the arms of Christ, on the neck and eyes of Magda-
lene, and in the folds of her and those of the Virgin robes is performed with substances 
that strongly absorb in the infrared, therefore containing coal (soot or Chinese ink). 
Ambiguous reading and need for deepening represent the clear areas on the trunk of the 
cross, at the bottom (very probably painted with organic substances on imprimatur 
based on biacca), and the composition of metals used for the gilding and its preparation 
which, in addition to traditional ochre (compositions containing Fe), for the reaction to 
infrared rays seems to contain also cinnabar. 

4.3 The Investigation in the XR Register 

The radiographic analysis of the Crucifixion (Fig.1.g-h) could not give a definitive an-
swer to all the questions posed due to the domination of areas painted on white impri-
matur such as the faces of the three figures and the wall of Jerusalem. However, it 
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allowed to visualize the internal structure of the painting and to define three main ex-
ecutive phases in its creation (Stoyanova, 2022) thanks to the identification of some 
materials of archaeological importance. No traces of lining with fabric are visible on 
the X-ray. Natural dyes (madder or crimson, coal or soot black), respectively lacquers 
based on such, are visible as black spots on the delineations and shadows of the Mother 
of God tunic and in the preliminary drawing in black. The areas containing heavy ele-
ments such as Pb or Hg (the white areas of the original and the ancient name of the 
scene in Greek, written with cinnabar), strongly absorb the radiation and go back on the 
rest as light blotches. Pigments such as smalt, ultramarine and indigo (the latter is hy-
pothesized on the tunic of Magdalene and on the maphorion of the Virgin), which con-
sist of light elements, are penetrated by the X rays without great weakening, producing 
on the radiography gray areas. The mantle of Magdalene and the tunic of the Virgin, 
fluorescent in IR, in XR are dark, which means that they are painted with organic dyes 
(madder or crimson). The background gilded on bolus reveals a chemical composition 
with low percentage of Fe which is completely compatible with the recipes for its prep-
aration going back to the Byzantine period. The areas covered with metal leaf, however, 
are barely noticeable due to their very low thickness (of a few micrometers) or due to 
their chemical composition (Stoyanova, Maximova, Mazina, & Provorova, 2017).  

Besides helping to orient in the chemical composition of pigments and dyes of ar-
chaeometric value, the X-ray investigation showed numerous black dots on the back-
ground that are not due to grinders but can be explained solely by the property of prep-
arations based on gypsum or clay - unlike those based on oil or emulsions - to form in 
the levcas during brush application foam and air bubbles that later turn to craters on the 
surface.  

Radiography also helped to build an idea of what the composition was like in phase 
1 basing on the preliminary design, visible in areas not covered by imprimatur as white 
lines (for the accumulation in the handwriting of heavy material). It does not match the 
design of the second version visible in IRr as black lines, especially with regard to the 
loincloth of Christ (originally tied in a knot), the flaps of the robes of the Virgin and 
Magdalene, the silhouettes of the cross and the extremities of all the three figures and, 
above all, the skull of Adam with the heavenly rivers and driftwood, revealed by the 
XR. 

5 The Visible and Invisible Crucifixion: Digital 
Reconstruction and Attribution  

The cross-referencing of the results obtained in the course of the complex stylistic, 
iconographic, technical-technological and digital spectral investigation allowed the 
identification - without sample collection - of some of the pigments employed and of 
original parts under paints, thus providing substantial clues for the reconstruction of the 
various transformations of the original icon. The definition of their extent and date was 
possible mainly taking into account the differences that distinguish the Orthodox tradi-
tion from the Latin as regards the plastic construction of the figures, the type of per-
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spective, the painting technique, and the use of specific materials. Thanks to the abun-
dance of data of archaeometric value, a highly plausible periodization of the various 
interventions could be advanced according to which the original icon was created in 
post Byzantine style, with inscriptions in Greek on the verse and with the master's sig-
nature on the back. In the second phase were added the pastille ornaments (hiding the 
Greek name of the scene), the frames around the central field and the relief halos. On 
this occasion the thong of Christ was modified and in the background was introduced 
the now visible Jerusalem wall, with relief underlining of the stones. In the third phase, 
together with the touch-ups of the faces and hands with oil, the module with the skull 
of Adam was hidden and the Greek inscription on the cross replaced with JNRJ. Also 
the maphorion of the Virgin was repainted, hiding the original, detailed design of the 
folds and their graphic ornamentation visible in XR.  

The divergence between the graphic design - as documented in the preliminary draw-
ing - and the overlying layers of painting, as well as the iconographic and aesthetic 
changes threw more light on the cultural identity of the painters and suggested to iden-
tify them with Cretan/Ionian painters, '500-' 600 (1st phase); Hristofor Žefarović, West-
ern Balkans or Vienna, 1730-1753 (2nd phase); Placido Fabris/Michelangelo Barbini, 
Venice, mid 19th c. (3rd phase) (Stoyanova, 2022). The conceptual reconstruction of the 
now invisible phases could be visualized using the XR image as base for the earliest 
phase, and the IR reflectography – for the second phase (Stoyanova, Stoyanov & 
Pavlova, 2020). However, peculiarities that determine the character and quality of the 
painting (the exact coloring, the type of modeling, the transparency, brightness and 
dominance of the chromatic surfaces, the fineness of the brushstrokes and the exact 
course of preliminary drawings and delineations) are only occasionally recognizable 
and cannot be reconstructed for the entire painting. Both in terms of aesthetic ductus 
and exact compositions of the three versions still remains a considerable gaming space. 

References 

Antoniou, G., Van Harmelen, F. (2004) Web ontology language: Owl. Handbook  on 
ontologies (pp. 67–92). Springer Berlin Heidelberg. 

Le Boeuf, P., Doerr, M., Ore, C. E., Stead, S. (2018). Definition of the CIDOC Con-
ceptual Reference Model Produced by the ICOM/CIDOC Documentation Standards 
Group, Continued by the CIDOC CRM Special Interest Group. Version 6.2.4. from 
[26/11/2018].  

Brewster, C., O'Hara, K. (2007). Knowledge representation with ontologies: Present 
challenges - Future possibilities. International Journal of Human-Computer Studies 
65(7), 563–568.  

Coburn, E., Light, R., McKenna, G., Stein, R., Vitzthum, A. (2010) LIDO – Light-
weight Information Describing Objects. Version 1.0. [Online]  

Cruz, I. F., Xiao, H. (2003). Using a layered approach for interoperability on the se-
mantic web. Proceedings of the 4th IEEE International Conference on Web Infor-
mation Systems Engineering (WISE). (pp. 221–231).  

Déribéré, M. (1954). Les applications pratiques des rayons infrarouges. Paris: Dunod. 



202 
 

Durand, N., Derivoux, S., Forestier, G., Wemmert, C. (2007) Ontology-based object 
recognition for Remote Sensing image interpretation. Proceedings of 19th IEEE In-
ternational Conference on Tools with Artificial Intelligence, 2007, Paris, pp. 472–
479. 

English Heritage (2012) MIDAS Heritage – The UK Historic Environment Data Stand-
ard, v1.1. English Heritage. 

Europeana (2022). Retrieved  May 30, 2022 from https://www.europeana.eu/portal 
Fernie, K., Gaverilis, D., Angeli, S. (2013). The CARARE metadata schema v2.0. Eu-

ropeana Carare project. 
 Gibson, Н. L. (1978). Photography by infrared, its principles and applications (Walter 

Clark ed.), New York-Chichester-Brisbane-Toronto:  John Wiley & Sons.  
Gosden, C., Marshall, Y. (1999). The cultural biography of objects. World Archaeol-

ogy, 31(2), 169–178. 
Jakus, G., Milutinovic, V., Omerović, S., Tomažič, S. (2013). Concepts, Ontologies 

and Knowledge Representation. Springer Briefs in Computer Science. London: 
Springer Verlag. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-7822-5 

Louvre Collection (2022). Retrieved May 30, 2022 from https://www.louvre.fr/en/mo-
teur-de-recherche-oeuvres  

Maillot, N. (2005) Ontology based object learning and recognition. Ph. D. Thesis, Uni-
versity of Nice Sophia Antipolis, Nice. 

Odat, S. A. (2014). A semantic e-science platform for 20th century paint conservation 
(Doctoral dissertation). University of Queensland, Australia.  

Phong, B.T. (1975). Illumination for Computer Generated Pictures. Communications 
of the ACM 18, 6:3-7. 

Stoyanova, M., Pavlov,, R., Paneva-Marinova D., Pavlova, L. (2014). The IFIDA Pro-
ject: Intelligent Fast Interconnected Devices and Tools for Applications in Archae-
ometry and Conservation Practice. Digital Presentation and Preservation of Cul-
tural and Scientific Heritage, IV, 256-262. 

Stoyanova, M. (2015). Spectral Investigation of Serbian Baroque Icons for their Scien-
tific Documentation. (Technical Report Reference COST-STSM-TD1201-48807, 
Affiliation: COST TD1201, January 2015). 

Stoyanova, M., Stoyanov, D., Pavlova, L. (2018) . Non Algebraic Techniques for Dig-
ital Processing of Historic Painting Research Documentation. Digital Presentation 
and Preservation of Cultural and Scientific Heritage, VIII, 121-132. 

Stoyanova, M., Lukić, T. (2015). Mapping the Conservations Status of Easel Painting. 
Craquelure Structure Visualization by Binary Image Segmentation Approach. 
Digital Presentation and Preservation of Cultural and Scientific Heritage , V, 141- 
155. 

Stoyanova, M., Maximova, G., Mazina, A., Provorova, I. (2017). An Integrated Tech-
nicalTechnological. München: GRIN Verlag. 

Stoyanova, M., Pavlova, L. (2017). Deep Belief Networks for Multimodal, Images 
Based Non Contact Material Characterization. Digital Presentation and Preserva-
tion of Cultural and Scientific Heritage, VII, 191-204. 

Stoyanova, M., Stoyanov, D., Pavlova, L. (2020).  Digital Reconstruction by Imaging 
and Post Processing Techniques of the Nicopeia Icon Transformations. Digital 
Presentation and Preservation of Cultural and Scientific Heritage, X, 173-184. 

https://www.europeana.eu/portal
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-7822-5


203 
 

Stoyanova, M. (2022). Un’antica icona iella Crocifissione e la sua secolare storia. Atti 
dell’Istituto Veneto di scienze, lettere ed arti (forthcoming).  
 
 
Received: May 27, 2022 
Reviewed: June 20, 2022 
Finally Accepted: July 07, 2022 

 
  



204 
 

 


	1 Introduction
	2 The Artifact
	3 Methodological Approach
	4 The Investigation by Imaging Techniques Integrated with Technical Visualizations
	4.1 The Investigations under Radiation Induced by UV Fluorescence
	4.2 The Investigation in the IR Register
	4.3 The Investigation in the XR Register

	5 The Visible and Invisible Crucifixion: Digital Reconstruction and Attribution
	References


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



