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Abstract — The paper is an extreme synthesis of a multi-year research path (2013-2017)
carried out by DidaLab in Regional Design on behalf of the Livorno Port Authority. This
research, although born and developed within a specific context, the port one, is part of a
more general debate concerning the planning, design and evaluation of urban transformations
at a visual and scenic level in complex and stratified territories with historical permanence.
The protection and enhancement of the latter is important both on a cultural/identitarian level
and on a recognition of the local urban landscape and image of the city.

The ultimate aim of this contribution is represented by the results of the experiments
on the tools for measuring the visual and scenic impact, known at disciplinary level as View
Management. With this method, widely used in northern Europe, we want to overcome the
current rigid "zoning of the heights" which proved inadequate to manage most of the
transformations in the Italian port-cities.

The View Management method and tools have been "hybridized" with those
consolidated by Italian landscape planning, reaching a quali-quantitative approach. In fact,
the research ranges from the use of quantitative ICT tools, such as GIS-3D and Geodesign
modeling, at the base of the Northern European View Management plans, to the qualitative
tools of Italian regional and provincial landscape planning / design.

Of the visual impact measuring instruments used in the research, only those more
markedly quantitative related to Viewsheed Analysis and Line of Sight Analysis are
presented for synthesis. Their reproducibility is to be considered almost absolute, in fact also
in other places and other contexts the analyses can also be carried out with the same method
and the same technical specifications.

The landscape integration reduced to a problem of heights: The
paradigmatic case of Livorno

The case of Livorno is paradigmatic and very useful for understanding how
important it is to introduce the View Management tool also in Italy.

The works envisaged by the Livorno Port Master Plan approved in 2015 are very
substantial both as regards the construction and as regards the docks and spaces for large
ships. The new layout of the port is fundamental for socio-economic development and is
necessary to allow a global competitiveness of the logistic and production node. At the same
time the Port of Livorno, like many other Italian and Mediterranean ports, is "embedded" in the
city. There is no clear separation between the port and the city, just as there is no possibility
that one will renounce the other. The contact area of the port with the City is mostly in very
fragile places and important from an environmental, historical, social and economic point of
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view. The transformation of the Port must therefore in no way justify a break in the link between
the port and the city and must take into account the landscape and the "genius loci". The main
problem is therefore represented by the "close coexistence", and often conflictual, between
the operating port and the historic city, between the need to transform and that of protecting.

How can Port and Urban Planning manage to control transformations, both visually
and in terms of landscape, while safeguarding the operation of the Port and the historical and
cultural heritage?

The most common answer, at least in Italy, to this question is given by limiting the
heights of the artefacts by area, the so-called "Zoning of the heights". The case of the Port of
Livorno is paradigmatic. In 2013 the Port authority, in a table with the Municipality and the
province of Livorno, the Tuscany Region and the Superintendence for Cultural Heritage,
limited the heights of the buildings (except for technical systems and structures strictly
functional to port activities) inside of the port area according to four degrees: 0 meters,
absolute prohibition to build within a buffer of 300 meters around the tower of the Marzocco
of 1500; 20 meters, in the area of greatest port-city interaction where the new ferry / cruise
terminal will be built and on the more external works; 35 meters, in the construction site arca
adjacent to the oldest port, the Medici port; 40 meters, in the most operational north area.
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Figure 1 - Zoning map of the heights contained in the anticipatory variant of 2013 to the PRP.
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These limitations, if viewed with the "eyes" of urban and territorial planning, may
seem adequate if not superabundant. In fact, the Zoning of the heights, widely used in Italian
urban plans, rarely exceeds 40 m and often remains below 20 m. But these limitations seen
with the "eyes" of the Port prove to be much less adequate. As an example: 30 m is the
average height of a ferry or oil tanker, 40 m of a ro-pax ship such as those of the "motorways
of the sea" or container ships, over 50 m for cruise ships and container ships of last
generation. Furthermore, the aforementioned ships are also slightly less wide and at least
eight times longer respectively.

It is therefore easy to understand how the artefacts, facilities and spaces called to
welcome them must have an adequate dimensional consistency. The structures and port
spaces therefore, by their nature, will be of a higher scale than those of urban or territorial
landscapes. The height of buildings and artefacts must have a direct relationship not only
with the places frequented by boats but also with the latter which, although by their nature
"non-fixed", represent the real architectural and compositional reference. Zoning does not
allow you to modulate the heights, nor even to organically compose the full and empty spaces
necessary to safeguard the overall landscape as well as the skyline.

In addition, buildings and port structures, by virtue of their considerable
consistency, are powerful landmarks, in designing position and height they influence when
even miles of distance, and again, the zoning of heights does not allow in any way to control
visual and landscape impacts of large area.

The thesis supported by the research is therefore that of a paradigm shift passing from
height control (zoning) to the management of the visual and scenic impact (View Management).

Disciplinary references: The landscape and its perceptive scenic
components

The European Landscape Convention (CEP) defines the landscape as "an area, as it is
perceived by populations, which character is the result of the action and interaction between
natural and / or human factors and their interrelationships." (Council of Europe, 2000). Thus,
the CEP clearly emphasizes the sensory relationship between the observer and the landscape. The
main problem that arises is: how do we know and understand the landscape through perception?

Although "perceived by populations" refers to a holistic experience with all the
senses, visual aspects and the sense of sight are often the main vehicle of perception. This
clearly has to do with the “range” of our senses. Already Grand (1929) made the distinction
between “Nachsicht” and “Fernsicht”. The Nachsicht, or proximity, is the environment in
which we can experiment with all our senses, the Fernsicht, or landscape, is the part of our
environment we perceive mainly through experience related to vision.

"The landscape concerns a certain part of the territory, as perceived by people,
whose character derives from the natural and / or human activity and their interrelationships"
(E.L.C. art. 1, c. A).

The European Landscape Convention refers to the perception that we can define
"social", that is shared by a community, something quite different than that of their own
individual subjectivity. In fact, there are values that people, or mere observers, associate with
the landscape (among them the aesthetic value is the most relevant), these be investigated
mainly through direct inquiries on the population. There are landscapes and elements of this
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that play an identity ascertained value, documented by iconographic representations,
literature and social recognition.

The identification character of rural and urban environments is built on visual
perception, which is a key factor in the behavior and preference, and therefore important for
the protection of the landscape, monitoring, planning and management and design. We could
say that the visual component is the infrastructure, the network, which travels up the
landscape in all its complexity, even holistic, recognized by the European Landscape
Convention. In other words what is not visible is not even perceptible, appreciable and
recognizable by the community and therefore has a landscape value less almost to zero.
Obviously, the visual component is not isolatable from the cultural, or environmental, that
the supports and substantiates it. Certainly, the only visibility is no guarantee of landscape,
in fact although not sufficient is still a necessary and indispensable.

Legislative references: strategic port planning aligns with the
regional landscape plan

The introduction of these principles within the Italian port planners chain may seem
to be a constraint, as Law 84/94 "Reorganization of port legislation" clearly defines the
perimeter of competence of the Port Master Plan and the landscape, together with the visual
management, is not mentioned. But in recent years, the management of port-city interaction
and co-planning between territorial and port bodies is also gaining importance in the port
area. This thanks first to the more innovative Port Regulatory Plans, including for example
that of Livorno or Naples, and recently with two regulatory updates (Legislative Decree
169/2016; Legislative Decree 232/2017) which have officially introduced the theme of joint
planning of port-city "interaction areas" in the framework of a new governance. The view
management therefore becomes a theme fully in line with the Italian port planning chain.

But it is at a regional level where the need to manage in visual control assumes a
key role. In detail, the PIT-PPR (Territorial Guidance Plan with the value of the Landscape
Plan) of the Tuscany Region in the area files (Schede d’ Ambito). In particular, two directives
suggest the safeguarding of assets through visual management:

e 1.7 - requalify the large production and logistic platforms from a landscape point of view
(Livorno interport; Navicelli canal; Pontedera industrial area), ensure the compatibility
of the new interventions and promote projects for the recovery and reuse of industrial
structures abandoned;

e 2.5 - safeguard the recognizability, the historical and visual integrity of Livorno, enhance the
historically consolidated relationships between the city and the sea, through the redevelopment
of the entrances, the urban waterfront and the interface areas between the city and the port
area- industrial-commercial, as well as relations with the settlement system of the Livorno
hills, including by redeveloping the fabrics of the recent settlement dispersion.

These directives are superordinated not only to the Port Master Plan, but above all
to the DPSS (Port System Strategic Planning Document) under development. The latter has
the function of providing addresses to future PRPs. The DPSS must contain the View
Management Framework so as to ensure its introduction within future port and urban plans.
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Disciplinary references: The London method and Piedmont
instruments

London. Inside the London Plan is the plan for the economic, social and spatial
development of the city in the time frame between 2011 and 2031. The London View
Management Framework is one of the tools of this plan. It was conceived by mayor Boris
Johnson in 2011 and it was approved in 2012. Its goal is to protect the most historically valuable
parts of the city, but also to regulate future developments in the nearest area in a rational and
rigorous way. Among these valuable building, two are central for this plan: Buckingham Palace
and Saint Paul Cathedral. The document defines 27 assessment viewpoints that looks to
valuable buildings. From these points four type of representation are determined: London
Panoramas, Linear Views, River Prospects and Townscape Views. One of the pros of this
document is to regulate the procedure to present a project inside one of these protected views.
The project planner who wants to present a proposal for one of these areas would have to present
an adequate number of Accurate Visual Representations. These are photomanipulations of the
proposal inside the protected area, created in the most rigorous progress that can be always
replicated. The required detail level will be adequate to the level of development of the project,
and each elaboration will be judged by a commission of specialists. From this experience both
the structure of the boards and the Linear Views for experimentation were borrowed.

Figure 2 - Illustrative diagram of the linear
views of the London View Management.

Piedmont. From the research activity of the DIST (Dipartimento Interateneo di
Scienze del Territorio) of Turin University and Polytechnic for the regional direction for
heritage of Piedmont, the Linee guida per I’analisi, la tutela e la valorizzazione degli aspetti
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scenico-percettivi del paesaggio were born. Starting from the regional landscaping plan,
these directives focus to the local scale and introduce a method to take account to scenic and
perspectival aspects to landscape analysis, finding the best view channels, the definition of
viewshed for the investigation upon spatial and visual relations. This analysis takes both in
consideration areas that are universally acknowledged for their importance and “common”
places with situations of particular landscape value (or issues), in the light of the European
Landscape Convention of 2000. Moreover, these guidelines try to refine the ideas, tools and
methods of scenic analysis, in order to make decisions being built on objective parameters
and verifiable procedures. Scenic analysis has to be thought at human scale, because this is
our only way to perceive landscape, and this may be difficult to relate with regional-scaled
planning. For this reason, these guidelines aim to improve the take in charge of these themes
at a local scale. In particular, the methodology of recognition and representation of visual
fulcrums has been borrowed through overall panoramas. Another aspect taken up in the
experimentation is that related to the GIS analysis IT tools: the Viewshed Analysis.

Figure 3 - Representative analysis of the panoramas on a photographic basis, contained in the
Landscape Plan of the Piedmont Region.

Measure the visual influence of a landmark or landscape detractor
This type of analysis defines the portion of territory from which a given element
or structure is visible. The analysis can concern:

e “positive” elements, landscape-relevant or of historical-identity importance: for example,
historical towers, fortigations, monumental trees, etc.... In this case we will talk about
positive visual influence that future transformations will have to consider and conserve;
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Figure 4 - Exemplary scheme of the basin of influence (Text: “Check point™).

e '"negative" elements, impacting landscape and of no importance or identity relevance for the
community: for example production structures, industrial buildings, infrastructures, etc ...
In this case we will talk about negative visual influence or visual impact, which in the design
must be reduced by modifying shape and / or positioning or, in particular for new forecasts,
limited with the positioning of shields or structures that prevent intervisibility.

The analysis of visual influence and visual basins have already been used in the
PIT-PPR within the regional level report on "visibility and perceptual characteristics"
(Visibilita e caratteri percettivi). The research then started from this method and elaboration,
taking it as a basis and reworking the analysis on an urban scale starting from the valuable
historical-identity buildings in the port area.

Viewshed Analysis is used to obtain quantitative information on the actual visibility
of an artefact from the surrounding area. The basis of the 3D GIS model is raster and consists
of a DSM (Digital Surfaces Model) with cell size appropriately chosen according to the extent
of the area under consideration and the quality of the available base data. Several points are
identified, a grid, which follow the outline of the artefact from which the simulation is to start.
In this the analysis differs from that of the visual basins in which the simulation starts from a
single starting point, that of observation. A grid of points joined to the different facades and the
roof is created. The program detects from each point the portion of territory from which it is
visible. On the basic digital model, visibility at a zero altitude (i.e. coinciding with the surface
of the model itself) is not considered but the 1.6 m elevation i.e. the conventional height of the
eye of the hypothetical observer. In this way, a clear information is obtained on what is the
actual visibility of the artefact directly on the cartography through a classification of the points
visible from each single portion of the territory according to an appropriate chromatic scale.
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Figure 5 - Example of visual influence of the old fortress of Livorno performed in the GIS
environment with the View Sheed Analysis.

Identify the privileged observation places for the Analysis

Privileged Observation Places are public perimeter areas from which it is possible
to enjoy the vision of the landscape and the landmarks or identity elements of the landscape.

These places are identified by superimposing the visual influence analysis of the
elements of landscape importance (landmark, heritage buildings, etc.) with public areas or in
any case for public use (squares, streets, open spaces, terraces, prestigious public buildings
etc.). Through this interpolation, it is possible to identify Privileged Observation Places, that
is areas with a substantial coincidence between the potential visibility of the landscape and
public accessibility to its vision, being, according to the European Landscape Convention,
the landscape "a certain part of territory, as perceived by the populations ".

Figure 6 - Exemplary scheme of privileged observation places (Text: “Evaluation point”;
“privileged observation places”).
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Within each of these places, one or more Assessment Points are defined. In each of
these the observers are positioned for the analysis of the sets and the analysis of the visual line.

The positioning of these points is designated according to the type of analysis to be
carried out following different and ad hoc ratios. In the case of analysis of the sets, the
evaluation points will be positioned spaced apart from each other so that they can cover, with
the visual cones, the entire landscape around the observation site, trying to position the key
landmarks as close as possible to the bisectors of the cone. In the case of the analysis of the
visual line, the evaluation points will be positioned in places, taken from the analysis of visual
influence, where the landmarks are more visible or in such a way that along the lines the
transformation areas are intercepted if known or inferred from urban plans.

The points of origin of the simulations and those of photographic shooting must be
taken at the conventional height of the human eye, that is 1.60 m.

Measuring what is visible currently and in the project: viewshed
and line of sight analysis

This type of analysis defines the portion of territory or the elements visible from an
observation point. This can be achieved through two different analysis tools depending on
the specific targets:

e viewsheed analysis used to analyze the whole of the territorial or urban surface;
e line of sight analysis to analyze in particular elements and/or structures that develop
mainly in one dimension.

Figure 7 - Exemplary scheme of viewsheed analysis tool.
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In the first case the viewsheed analysis tool (which can be explained in other words
as "visual basin") performs a raster analysis referring to a DSM (Digital Surface Model)
where the height of the surfaces is absolute, topical, and does not allow to consider
transparency or permeability intermediate lines (holes or openings). In the face of this
limitation, however, the analysis allows to consider large portions of territory up to scales
greater than 1: 25000 (based on the PIT-PPR intervisibility maps).

It is therefore very useful for data at a territorial level and in contexts of open
territory. The accuracy of the analysis is linked to the discretization of the cartographic basis
of the digital model in which the cells considered depend on the base source and calculation
power of the machine used for processing.

Generally, the DTM (Digital Terrain Model) and DSM supplied by the Tuscany
Region (LiDar) have cells ranging from 50 cm x 50 cm up to 2 m x 2 m so as to allow both
urban and large area analysis. Among the parameters that can be controlled by the user are
the observer's height and his field of view, allowing both targeted analyses, with an amplitude
similar to the human visual field, and more general, with an amplitude of 180° or 360°.

In the second case, the line of sight analysis tool performs a terrain-based vector
analysis (DTM) and 3D vector elements and structures. For this reason, it manages to be
rigorous in the position and morphology of the soil and at the same time to evaluate the elements
in their real shape (including openings, holes, cuts etc.). The limitation of this analysis is related
to the fact that from the observation point it detects the visual pelvis according to defined points
or lines (target). In this case, once the observation point has been chosen, a series of lines are
projected starting from it, also in this case with an amplitude and density established by the user.

Having an absolute precision using vector files, it is very useful for detailed
analyzes on urban and architectural scale. We therefore speak of elements visible from the
observation point rather than portions of territory such as the previous one. This analysis is
particularly suitable for identifying obstacles to the view and its impact, geolocating the
points of interference along the lines, and distinguishing the visible areas in green and the
hidden ones in red. In this way it is possible to locate obstructions in space as well as to know
the amplitude in degrees of the obstructed visual field.

Figure 8 - View sheed analysis based on 3D GIS.
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Figure 10 - Extract of the analysis sheets relating to the strategic views of Livorno’s Port. At
the top, the GIS elaboration related to linear views; a textual analysis of visual characters and
visual interference; the real visibility of the protected historical buildings.
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The two types of analysis are therefore not alternative but rather complementary

based on the type and quantity of basic data, the territorial context in which we find ourselves
and the area we intend to analyze.

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]

(7]

References

Various Authors (2009) - Liverpool Maritime Mercantile City World Heritage Site
Supplementary Planning Document. Liverpool City Council, Liverpool.

Various Authors (2012) - London view management framework. Greater London
Authority, London.

Various Authors (2015) - Plan the city with the port. AiVP.

Various Authors (2015) - Re-Fact, internation workshop on industrial heritage.
AIPCN-PIANC World Association for Waterborne Transport Infrastructure — Italian
Section (2002) - Raccomandazioni tecniche per la progettazione dei porti turistici
Bruni F. (2011) - Elementi per una geografia del paesaggio e del territorio portuale,
in “Portus plus”.

Cassatella, C. (2014) - Linee guida per I’analisi, la tutela e la valorizzazione degli
aspetti scenico-percettivi del paesaggio. Diparimento Interateneo di Scienze, Progetto
e Politiche del Territorio (DIST), Politecnico e Universita di Torino e Direzione
Regionale per i beni culturali e paesaggistici del Piemonte.

Port Authority of Livorno (2012) - Piano regolatore portuale del porto di Livorno
2012. Relazione generale

Mati (2018) A. - Un approccio scenografico per la tutela del patrimonio storico-
testimoniale del porto di Livorno, Master’s degree thesis in “Architecture”, Firenze
Scamporrino M. (2014) - La costruzione del paesaggio portuale di Livorno.
Scamporrino M., Mati A., Montioni L. (2017) - Photogrammetric survey at the urban
scale of Livorno’s ditches, Proceedings of the workshop AACCP “Reformation,
regeneration and revitalization”

337



	title page
	copyright page
	index of papers
	Fabrizio Benincasa, Matteo De Vincenzi, Gianni Fasano, Alexander von Humboldt, da 250 anni il teorizzatore dello studio interdisciplinare dell’ambiente, pp. 21-XXXIII, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.01
	Giovanna Cera, Understanding the settlement dynamics of the Ionian coastal area of Salento (Puglia, Southern Italy): the contribution of new archeological data from the fortified Messapian centre at Li Schiavoni, pp. 45-16, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 Int
	Virginia Coletta, Paolo Allasia, Alessandra Bonazza, Alessandro Ciarravano, Stefano Federico, Davide Notti, Fernanda Prestileo, Rosa Claudia Torcasio, Mattia Crespi, Stefano Dietrich, Pyrgi: analysis of possible climatic effects on a coastal archaeologica
	Luigi Corniello, Andronira Burda, Adriana Trematerra, Davide Carleo, Angelo De Cicco, Martina Gargiulo, Fabiana Guerriero, Gennaro Pio Lento, The monastic heritage in the Saronic gulf (Greece). Architectural and environmental surveys of the architecture a
	Maria Carla de Francesco, Mauro Zappalorto, Diana de Francesco, Massimo Mangifesta, Angela Faraone, Maurizio Paluzzi, Claudia Minciarelli, Giulio Tatasciore, Andrea R. Natale, Archeological findings of ancient harbor in the pilot site of Interreg Adrion A
	Fabio Fabrizio, Il parco archeologico di Saturo (Leporano-TA) millenni di storia, decenni di incuria, pp. 85-57, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.06
	Ivan Ferrari, Aurora Quarta, San Cataldo (Lecce, Italy): The Historical Evolution Of The Coastal Landscape, pp. 96-68, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.07
	Mauro Fontana, Another Sicily, tuna-fishing structures and landscape: a diachronic and contemporary photographic journey along the Sicilian western coast, pp. 107-78, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.08
	Gianluca Grigatti, Pier Paolo Peruccio, Il design sistemico per la valorizzazione del patrimonio faristico italiano, pp. 117-84, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.09
	Antonietta Ivona, Coastal Heritage and Territorial Signs, pp. 123-94, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.10
	Ricardo Martín, Víctor Yepes, Alejandro Grindlay, Discovering the marina’s cultural heritage and cultural landscape, pp. 133-104, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.11
	Isabella Palano, Andrea del Corona, Laura Montioni, Francesca Pichi, Matteo Scamporrino, Strategic Planning Document of Port Authority System, a new City-Ports agreement: the case of Northern Tyrrhenian Sea AdSP, pp. 143-116, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 I
	Alessandro Pellegrini, Alessandro Asta, Evolution of the coastal landscape in eastern Veneto: new data from preventive archaeology; Il parco archeologico di Saturo (Leporano-TA) millenni di storia, decenni di incuria, pp. 155-126, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 
	Patrizia Tartara, Along the Caeretan coast and forward on, pp. 165-136, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.14
	Simon Luca Trigona, Archeologia subacquea in Liguria: un progetto integrato per la tutela e la valorizzazione, pp. 175-146, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.15
	Altavilla S., Caligiore A., Ceccarelli J., Corrente. G., Galeano F., Pappacena G., Pisconti M., Petrillo A., Rottino F., Puri P., Scatigna G., Simione F., Sinesi T., Spaccavento G., Ubaldi C., Environmental Training of the Italian Coast Guard Between Trad
	Thomas Bisiani, Matteo Savron, New Scenarios for a Development between Infrastructures and Innovation, pp. 202-173, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.17
	Alessandra Casu, Jlenia Zaccagna, New Features of the rivershore: climate change and new relations between town and water, pp. 212-182, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.18
	Alberta Cazzani, Stefano Barontini, Lake Garda lemon houses: a mediterranean landscape in an internal lake, pp. 221-193, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.19
	Corinne Corbau, Massimo Contini, Vittorio Gazale, Alexandre Lazarou, Umberto Simeoni, Donatella Carboni, Distribuzione del marine litter nelle spiagge della Sardegna: il caso di Cala dei Ponzesi e di Cala Spalmatore nell’isola dell’Asinara, pp. 232-213, ©
	Damiano De Marchi, Mirko Lalli, Alessandro Mancini, Monitoring online perception of environmental issues on coasts of Sicily, pp. 252-218, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.21
	Federica Epifani, Fabio Pollice, Stabilimenti balneari come presidi ambientali. Verso la multifunzionalità dei servizi di balneazione. Alcune riflessioni a partire dal progetto Interreg RE.CO.RD., pp. 257-228, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DO
	Maria Antonietta Esposito, Filippo Bosi, LaCoast Atlas: a consistent database to support sustainable coastal zone management, pp. 267-241, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.23
	Adriana Ghersi, Capo Mele: a story-telling experimental beach in Laigueglia (sv)., pp. 280-249, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.24
	Gabriella Nora Maria Giudici, Ferdinando Jannuzzi, Salvatore Patrizio, Fabrizio Pisani Massamormile, The coastal lakes of Campi Flegrei: between biodiversity and anthropization, pp. 288-258, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5
	Ilaria Lolli, The management of dredged materials: the «long and winding road» from waste to resource, pp. 297-269, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.26
	Giuseppe Mazzeo, Domitian Coast. Rehabilitation’ outlooks of the Northern coast of Campania, pp. 308-279, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.27
	Laura Montioni, Andrea Del Corona, Isabella Palano, Francesca Pichi, Matteo Scamporrino, Evaluation and monitoring of the Livorno‘s Fossi System, pp. 318-288, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.28
	Andrea Marçel Pidalà, Le coste dei Nebrodi tra mosaico paesaggistico, beni culturali e criticità complesse. Visioni e Scenari Strategici progettuali nel paradigma della sostenibiltà, pp. 327-298, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978
	Maria Russo, Salerno: il porto e le metamorfosi del waterfront, pp. 337-308, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.30
	Salaün Jessica, Pioch Sylvain, Dauvin Jean-Claude, Artificial reef along theFrench Mediterranean coastline: toward innovative integrated biodiversity management, pp. 347-315, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.31
	Claudio Saragosa, Michela Chiti, Spatial configurations and flows in the morphogenetic processes of settlements. A planning experience on the Tuscan coast., pp. 354-325, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.32
	Matteo Scamporrino, View management in city-port landscapes. Livorno applicative experience, pp. 364-337, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.33
	Giuseppe Tagarelli, Nicola Cantasano, Tommaso Caloiero, Gaetano Pellicone, Integrated Coastal Zone Management of Natura 2000 and cultural heritage sites in Calabrian coastal landscape (Southern Italy), pp. 376-347, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 Internationa
	Adriano Venudo, Valentina Rodani, Valentina Devescovi, Lagoon scenarios for the Bassa Friulana plain: a flooding archipelago, pp. 386-362, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.35
	Francesco Zullo, Lorena Fiorini, Alessandro Marucci, Bernardino Romano, Analysis of the theoretical settlement scenario implemented by the municipal plans. the case study of the Romagna coast municipalities, pp. 401-374, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 Intern
	Roberto Bedini, Paolo Colantoni, Christine Pergent-Martini, Coastal erosion in the Gulf of Follonica and Baratti and coastal defense methods, pp. 417-384, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.37
	Özlem Bulkan, Burak Yalamaz, M.Namık Cagatay, A Sedimentological Pattern of a Coastal Transitional Environment: from the Eastern Mediterranean Sea Shoreline Through the Lake Bafa, pp. 423-391, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88
	Di Leo A., Giandomenico S., Spada L., Cardellicchio N., Buonocunto F.P., Esposito E., Ferraro L., Giordano L., Milia A., Violante C., The offshore environmental impact by Sarno river in Naples bay (South-West Italy), pp. 430-401, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4
	Michele Di Natale, Stefania Di Ronza, Caterina Eramo, Water Circulation in Coastal Marine Areas - Case Studies, pp. 440-411, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.40
	Paula Gomes da Silva, Anne-Laure Beck, Jara Martinez Sanchez, Raul Medina Santamaria, Martin Jones, Amine Taji, Advances on coastal erosion assessment from satellite earth observations: exploring the use of Sentinel products along with very high resolutio
	Ismahane Kadri, Farid Atroune, Diachronic Evolution of the Coastline of Bordj El Kiffane (Algiers, Algeria) in Absence and Presence of Coastal Protection Structures, pp. 460-431, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.42
	Isabel López, José I. Pagán, Antonio J. Tenza-Abril, Luis Aragonés, Luis Bañón, Relationship between shoreline evolution and sediment wear, pp. 470-440, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.43
	José Ignacio Pagán, Isabel López, Luis Aragonés, Antonio J. Tenza-Abril, Experiences with beach nourishments on the coast of Alicante, Spain, pp. 479-450, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.44
	Giuseppe Piccioli-Resta, Sergio Fai, Andrea Picciolo, Drone remote sensing for coastal habitats protection, pp. 489-461, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.45
	Kristina Pikelj, Nina Furčić, Impact of cliff erosion on marine sediment composition - indication of local coastline evolution (Vrgada Island, Croatia), pp. 500-468, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.46
	Barış Akçalı, Ergün Taşkın, Gökhan Kaman, Alper Evcen, Hayati Çalık, Onur Akyol, Posidonia Oceanica Monitoring System on the Coast of Aegean Sea of Turkey, pp. 513-482, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.47
	Leonardo Beccarisi, Cosimo Gaspare Giannuzzi, Giorgio D’Andria, Marco Greco, Habitat and flora monitoring in the Regional Nature Reserve of “Palude del Conte e Duna Costiera di Porto Cesareo” (Puglia, Italy), pp. 521-491, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 Inter
	Roberto Bedini, Marco Bedini, Elisa Salvadori, A new transplanting method of Posidonia oceanica(Linnaeus) Delile, 1813 plants, pp. 530-500, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.49
	Andrea Francesca Bellia, Julian Evans, Sandro Lanfranco, A Drone’s Eye View: A Preliminary Assessment of the Efficiency of Drones in Mapping Shallow-Water Benthic Assemblages, pp. 539-509, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-551
	Giancarlo Bellissimo, Benedetto Sirchia, Vincenzo Ruvolo, Monitoring of Posidonia oceanica meadows in the Sicilian coasts under the Water Framework Directive (WFD), pp. 548-518, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.51
	Giancarlo Bellissimo, Benedetto Sirchia, Vincenzo Ruvolo, Assessment of the ecological status of Sicilian coastal waters according to a macroalgae based index (CARLIT), pp. 557-528, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1
	Maria Carla de Francesco, Igino Chiuchiarelli, Ludovico Frate, Maria Laura Carranza, Tommaso Pagliani, Angela Stanisci, Towards new marine-coastal Natura 2000 sites in the central Adriatic Sea., pp. 567-539, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 
	Halyna Humeniuk, Olena Voloshyn, Volodymyr Voloshyn, Seasonal Dynamics of Cadmium and Plumbum in the Turiya and Pripyat Rivers, pp. 578-546, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.54
	Hajar Idmoussi, Laila Somoue, Karim Hilmi, Omar Ettahiri, Tarik Baibai, Ahmed Makaoui, Ahmed Errhif, Phytoplankton assemblage Characterization along the Mediterranean coast of Morocco during autumn, pp. 585-556, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, 
	Carla Ippoliti, Susanna Tora, Carla Giansante, Romolo Salini, Federico Filipponi, Emanuela Scamosci, Massimo Petrini, Nicola Di Deo, Annamaria Conte, Sentinel-2 e campionamenti in situ per il monitoraggio delle acque marine dell’Abruzzo: primi risultati, 
	Maxence Morel, Blandine Lapierre, Alice Goossens, Eva Dieudonné, Philippe Lenfant, Lauriane Vasseur, Virginie Hartmann, Marion Verdoit-Jarraya, Métiers, effort and catches of a Mediterranean small-scale coastal fishery: the case of the gulf of Lion Marine
	F.V. Romano, V. Scalcione, P. D’Antonio, C. D’Antonio, E. Lacetra, Precision agriculture and conservation of coastal landscapes, pp. 618-585, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.58
	Cristina Rugge, Giulio Ciccarese, Antonio Longo, Salvatore Petrachi, Marco Marcello Niceta Potì, Interventi di tutela e valorizzazione della biodiversità del SIC ”Torre dell’Orso”- IT 9150004., pp. 624-596, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 1
	Domenico Sgambati, Erica Moura, Ala Eddine Said, Laura Rueda, Etienne Hoarau, Lidija Pribelja, Daniels Kļaviņš, Alba Fagnano, Antonella de Angelis, Antonino Miccio, Monitoraggio, conservazione e informazione nella Baia Di Ieranto: un modello circolare per
	Maurizio Simeone, Marco Solano, Paola Masucci, Silvia Mecca, Eliana Barra, 5 anni di monitoraggio, controllo e prevenzione della pesca illegale nel Parco Sommerso di Gaiola (Golfo di Napoli), pp. 648-619, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.
	Rossella Stocco, Laura Pirrera, Emilio Cellini, L’applicazione di tecniche innovative nel monitoraggio costiero degli habitat prioritari, pp. 658-631, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.62
	Ergün Taşkın, İbrahim Tan, Orkide Minareci, Ersin Minareci, Hakan Atabay, Çolpan Polat-Beken, The Pressures and the Ecological Quality Status of the Marmara Sea (Turkey) by Using Marine Macroalgae and Angiosperms, pp. 670-638, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 
	Andrea Bono, Martino Marini, Renewable power sources in coastal areas. A viability assessment in the scope of needs and regulations, pp. 683-655, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.64
	Antonietta Cioffi, Fedele Cuculo, Lucia Di Nucci, Gianmarco Orlando, The economic-environmental impact analysis in the choice of the management of the dredging materials od a port basin in relation to the classification and the quality of the same: the ex
	Daniele Colarossi, Paolo Principi, Feasibility study of a cold ironing system and district heating in port area, pp. 704-675, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.66
	Matteo De Vincenzi, Gianni Fasano, Monitoring coastal areas: a brief history of measuring instruments for solar radiation, pp. 714-687, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.67
	Annalisa Di Cicco, Remika Gupana, Alexander Damm, Simone Colella, Federico Angelini, Luca Fiorani, Florinda Artuso, Vittorio Ernesto Brando, Antonia Lai, Andrea Genangeli, Franco Miglietta, Rosalia Santoleri., “Flex 2018” Cruise: an opportunity to assess 
	Julie Droit, Areening areas in marinas, anchorages, and private shipyards. Status of implementation of the MSFD measure, pp. 736-704, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.69
	Federico Figueredo, Federico Girolametti, Silvia Illuminati, Cristina Truzzi, Anna Annibaldi, Sabina Susmel, Electrochemical phosphate detection in oligotrophic seawater with a stand-alone plastic electrode, pp. 743-712, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 Intern
	Nicola Ghirardi, Mariano Bresciani, Giulia Luciani, Gianfranco Fornaro, Virginia Zamparelli, Francesca De Santi, Giacomo De Carolis, Claudia Giardino, Mapping of the risk of coastal erosion for two case studies: Pianosa island (Tuscany) and Piscinas (Sard
	Pierfranco Ventura, Manlio Palmarocchi, New coastal protection and sea energy production, pp. 761-735, © 2020 Author(s), CC BY 4.0 International, DOI 10.36253/978-88-5518-147-1.72

