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Abstract: Built heritage documentation involves the 3D modelling of the geometry (typically using 3D 10 

computer graphics, photogrammetry and laser scanning techniques) and information management of 11 

semantic knowledge (i.e., using Geographic Information System (GIS) and ontology tools). The recent 12 

developed Building Information Modelling (BIM) technique combines 3D modelling and information 13 

management. One of its modern application is heritage documentation and has generated a new concept of 14 

Historic/Heritage Building Information Modelling (HBIM). This paper summarises the applications of 15 

these information techniques on the built heritage documentation. We utilise Web of Science Collection to 16 

monitor the publications on built heritage documentation. We analyse the research trend in heritage 17 

modelling by comparing the attention paid by researchers before and during the 2010s. The results show 18 

that photogrammetry is always the most popular method in heritage modelling. More and more works in 19 

heritage modelling have begun to use laser scanning, computer science, GIS and especially BIM 20 

techniques. Ontologies and 3D computer graphics are traditional ways for heritage documentation. 21 

Moreover, we pay attention to the roles of BIM on heritage documentation and conduct a detailed 22 

discussion on how to extend the HBIM capabilities by integrating with other techniques. The integration 23 

provides possible enhanced functions in HBIM, including accurate parametric modelling from computer 24 

graphics, automatic semantic segmentation of 3D point cloud from reality-based modelling, spatial 25 

information management and analysis by GIS, and knowledge modelling by ontology.  26 
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1. Introduction 28 

1.1. Background 29 

Heritage is our legacy from the past, what we live with today, and what we pass on to future 30 

generations. The documentation of built heritage involves the 3D modelling of the geometry and 31 

information management of semantic knowledge. Currently, lots of information techniques benefit for built 32 

heritage modelling, management and conservation, including 3D computer graphics, photogrammetry, 33 

laser scanning, Geographic Information System (GIS), ontology and recently developed Building 34 

Information Modelling (BIM). 35 

The traditional concept of built heritage modelling entails either accurate geometric modelling or 36 

virtual reconstruction, such as the open-source platforms of MicMac1 (photogrammetry), MeshLab2 (3D 37 

triangular mesh) and 3DHOP (3D Heritage Online Presenter) [1]. These 3D models, mainly from 3D 38 

computer graphics, photogrammetry and laser scanning, aspire to illustrate the shape of the heritage yet do 39 

not make access to additional information possible [2]. In addition to highly accurate geometry, more 40 

considerable efforts are needed for the management of historical buildingss with more details (semantic, 41 

attribute, material, temporal and relationship) of the object and its sub-elements. 42 

Heterogeneous knowledge is another essential asset for built heritage. A complete representation of 43 

architectural heritage also requires a large amount of knowledge related to its history, physical 44 

configuration and condition and a high number of social, political, economic, and cultural issues relating to 45 

the external environment [3]. Knowledge and information model, from ontology and GIS, play important 46 

roles in the knowledge management and analysis of the attribute, semantic and relationship information for 47 

the heritage documentation. But they are limited to describe the detailed geometric information, especially 48 

referring to the complex and irregular structures of heritage. 49 

The recent developed Building Information Modelling (BIM) technique combines 3D modelling and 50 

information management. One of its modern application is heritage documentation and conservation [4–8] 51 

and has generated a new concept of Historic/Heritage Building Information Modelling (HBIM). Murphy et 52 

al. [9] firstly defined HBIM in 2009, which clearly expressed the prospects of the BIM technique in historic 53 

scenes. HBIM of a historical building can provide: (i) a complete survey and parametric modelling on the 54 

                                                           
1 MicMac: https://micmac.ensg.eu/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
2 MeshLab: http://www.meshlab.net/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
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geometry aspect; (ii) attribute, material and relationship information of the sub-elements; (iii) possible 55 

deformations and changes over time.  56 

In brief, four kinds of 3D models (Figure 1) are discussed in this paper. (i) Geometric model 57 

reconstructs the real entity with a holistic shape. (ii) The semantic model recognises and endows the 58 

meaning of the elements of heritage. (iii) Parametric model defines and alters the shape of the elements by 59 

parameters [10–12]. (iv) Information model builds a database with the attached attribute, material, and 60 

relationship information about the entity and its components as well as the 3D geometry. Besides, a 61 

knowledge model is considered, which pays more attention to heterogeneous semantic details of the 62 

heritage instead of geometric aspect.  63 

 64 

Figure 1. A column described in different types of 3D models, including geometric, semantic, parametric and 65 

information model 66 

In literature, related review papers from different views for built heritage modelling are available. 67 

Chane et al. [13] surveyed the imaging systems and their applications for the study of cultural 68 

heritage. Remondino [14] reviewed the actual optical 3D measurement sensors and 3D modelling 69 

techniques, with their limitations and potentialities, requirements and specifications on heritage 70 

recording. Rüther et al. [15] presented the pipeline and challenges of laser scanning in heritage 71 

documentation. Vanegas et al. [16] provided an overview of methods spanning computer graphics and 72 

related fields involved in complex building modelling, rendering, visualization and simulation. Yang et al. 73 

[5], Pocobelli et al. [17], and Logothetis et al. [18] described the potential and challenges of HBIM on 74 

historical buildings modelling, while Bruno and Roncella [19] introduced the capability and workflow of 75 

HBIM on heritage conservation. 76 

(a) Geometric model of holistic entity

(b) Semantic model w ith segmented column (d) Information model w ith attached properties(c) Parametric model w ith rule definition
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However, there still does not exist a synthetic review of (i) what kinds of roles of these techniques on 77 

heritage documentation, and (ii) how to extend the capability of HBIM by integration to other techniques. 78 

In this paper, we revealed the research trend in heritage documentation in a broader sense from the 79 

conventional 3D modelling and knowledge management to recently developed HBIM. Also, we present the 80 

primary roles of HBIM on heritage documentation and pay attention to how to extend the functions of 81 

HBIM and what kinds of problems exist when integrating it with other information techniques. 82 

1.2. 3D modelling 83 

1.2.1. 3D computer graphics 84 

3D computer graphics is the earliest to model heritage and is normally dedicated to virtual 85 

reconstruction. Virtual reconstruction commonly refers to a virtual replica of the heritage object 86 

(disappeared, damaged or existing), in which the data source may come from digitalised historical materials 87 

recording the heritage, reality-based photographs and measurable drawings representing the surface. 88 

Therefore, virtual reconstruction may resurrect the past once more, virtualize the current, and predict the 89 

future; yet the visual models are mostly 2.5D models. 90 

Currently, advances in computer graphics allowed the parametric design of heritage composing of any 91 

irregular shaped object with high accuracy and very close to the truth by using modelling tools (such as 92 

Rhino 3D3, 3ds Max4, Maya5, and Blender6). The parametric design consists of variable parameters, such as 93 

the values of all sizes, and invariable parameters, such as the relationships between the geometric elements. 94 

The system can automatically maintain the constant settings when the variable parameters change. After 95 

predefinition of a set of programs, the revision of the built model just needs to modify several invariable 96 

parameters [20–22]. 97 

Also, 3D computer graphics used procedural modelling to model buildings with similar and repetitive 98 

structures by using a rule-based description in a rapid manner [16][23][24]. Procedural modelling has 99 

succeeded in modern urban building modelling [25][26], and some works have extended it to different 100 

styles of historic architectures [27][28][29]. For example, a Generative Modelling Language (GML), 101 

                                                           
3 Rhino 3D: https://www.rhino3d.com/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
4 3ds Max: https://www.autodesk.com/products/3ds-max/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
5 Maya: https://www.autodesk.com/products/maya/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
6 Blender: https://www.blender.org/  (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
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allowing the generation of highly complex objects based on a set of formal construction rules, is developed 102 

and performed the procedural construction of Gothic church windows efficiently [30]. 103 

1.2.2. Reality-based modelling 104 

Until now, multi-platform-based imagery and laser scanning data are all used to geometrically model 105 

the heritage, which focuses on the outline structures and measurement information for the real object. It is 106 

no longer a problem to obtain an accurate 3D geometric model, either by a laser scanner or imagery dense 107 

matching approaches [31]. Although aerial photogrammetry and Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) 108 

can be used to generate the Digital Surface Model (DSM) of heritage sites, it is difficult to meet the 109 

demands of heritage applications with regard to accuracy and detail [32][33,34]. Built heritage modelling 110 

requires more complex and accurate geometric representations, so terrestrial data combined with 111 

low-altitude UAV data have frequently been adopted thus far [35][36,37]. 112 

Photogrammetry and laser scanning have generated the accurate 3D point cloud and holistic mesh to 113 

record the shape of heritage. The current challenge is to extend these holistic geometries to semantic [38], 114 

parametric [39] and knowledge [40] models. Particularly, it is anticipated to realise semantic segmentation 115 

and labelling of sub-elements (from façades and roofs to columns, openings, etc.) and microstructures 116 

(sculptures and unique structures peculiar to heritage), and related fields, such as pattern recognition and 117 

machine learning, are rapidly developing. For example, many approaches have been proposed to label 118 

façade elements, typically by inverse procedural modelling [41], RANSAC based segmentation [42], 119 

region growing algorithms [43], Manhattan World assumption [16], and grammar-based methods [44,45]. 120 

However, these automatic and semiautomatic segmentation works assumed buildings as a regular structure 121 

with crossing and repetitive pattern, which excluded the complex historical buildings. 122 

1.3. Information and knowledge management 123 

3D computer graphics, photogrammetry and laser scanning paid attention to the documentation of the 124 

geometric aspect of built heritage. On the contrary, GIS and ontology provide the enhanced relative 125 

database for the management and analysis of the semantic, attribute and relationships among the 126 

sub-elements composing heritage. GIS “lets us visualise, question, analyse and interpret data to understand 127 

relationships, patterns and trends” [46], which focuses on managing the spatial relationship and semantic 128 

information [47,48]. Ontology is used to formally represent knowledge and rules of a particular domain to 129 

facilitate computer processing, reasoning, knowledge sharing and re-use [49–51]. 130 
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1.3.1. Geographic Information System 131 

GIS pays attention to managing, querying and analysing spatial, attribute, and relationship 132 

information among elements. As a tool for heritage site management, GIS can establish databases for 133 

archaeological sites and monuments at regional and national levels [52] [53]. GIS provides tools to query 134 

the data for preservation purposes and to realise advanced analysis [54]. Also, 3D WebGIS is widely 135 

adopted for 3D built heritage models to be visited on websites, which benefits the product management and 136 

popularity. In this manner, a user-centred system is obtained to extend the interoperability and exchange of 137 

data to reach more potential users [55][56,57]. For example, a 3D WebGIS for archaeological research, 138 

called the MayaArch3D project [58], offers a system architecture for managing 3D models and their 139 

associated data so that researchers can view them on the Internet in real-time, analyse them, and compare 140 

them with other models. 141 

GIS is not only a management and analysis tool but also a modelling tool that has been widely used to 142 

procedurally model large-scale heritage scenes [26]. For example, ESRI CityEngine [59] is a tool that 143 

allows for the efficient modelling of 3D scenes at large scale and with arbitrary detail. The ancient Roman 144 

town, Pompeii, was automatically reconstructed utilizing CityEngine on the basis of ground plans 145 

(footprints) and drawings/sketches of selected building types [60]. The famous Rome Reborn 2.0 [61] 146 

reconstructed approximately 7000 domestic buildings using grammar-based procedural modelling [62] and 147 

CityEngine based on manual creation of typical monuments and buildings with computer graphics 148 

techniques.  149 

1.3.2. Ontology 150 

GIS is characterized by managing spatial-related information. By comparison, an ontology provides a 151 

complete representation of built heritage related to its history, physical configuration and condition and a 152 

high number of social, political, economic, and cultural issues relating to the external environment [51][3]. 153 

It is increasingly used to overcome the barriers to heterogeneous semantic data sharing and integration 154 

about cultural heritage. Specifically, several advantages of ontology semantics in built heritage include (i) 155 

Homogenous representation. The main advantage of using ontologies is the ability of homogenous 156 

representation and management of all the knowledge related to heritage in a unified semantic network, 157 

including concepts, relationships, functions, rules and constraints [57]. (ii) Sharable and readable in a 158 

scientific community. Ontology semantics can share consensual knowledge agreed by a scientific 159 

community to increase the interoperability in individuals and organizations [63][64]. (iii) Understandable 160 
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by a computer. The rules defined by an ontology allow checking the data and inferencing new knowledge 161 

[63][57][65]. 162 

In the cultural heritage context, International Committee for Documentation Conceptual Reference 163 

Model (CIDOC CRM) is the main ontological reference model [66]. This ontology was initially towards 164 

the establishment of standard description and maintenance of museum artefacts. It became the ISO 165 

standard7 in 2006 to allow the formal and highly specific representation of information about historical 166 

buildings. To date, CIDOC CRM facilitates integration and interchange of heterogeneous cultural heritage 167 

information and support operations of reasoning and inference. While the CIDOC CRM model was 168 

developed mainly to manage the cataloguing of cultural heritage documentation, some other 169 

domain-specific ontologies have been progressively introduced to represent other aspects of the heritage 170 

conservation process [57,67]. Geneva City Geographic Markup Language ontology (Geneva CityGML) 171 

[68] is an ontological equivalent of the CityGML standard and allow to create 3D models of historical 172 

buildingss. The Monument Damage Information System (MONDIS) supports the documentation and 173 

analysis of damaged historical structures, their diagnosis, and possible interventions [69]. 174 

1.4. BIM and HBIM 175 

BIM was originally used for the management of the life-cycle construction process in the architectural 176 

industry. As-built BIM contributes to the representation of physical and functional characteristics of 177 

existing buildings by reality-based data acquisition and reverse engineering [70]. The aim of introducing 178 

the BIM/as-built BIM technique into heritage modelling underlines the strict relation between object 179 

modelling and information involving various attributes, temporal change and spatial constraints [71][72].  180 

HBIM is suitable for the recreation of a historical building from the existing description data (such as 181 

historical documents, bibliographic references, photographs, drawings, etc.), especially for the 182 

past/disappeared heritage. As-built HBIM is increasingly used to restore, model and manage existing 183 

valuable constructions and historic structures by using reality-based recording data (typically 3D point 184 

cloud from laser scanning and photogrammetry). 185 

According to the description documents (for HBIM) and reality-based recording data (for as-built 186 

HBIM), a library of parametric and semantic elements (such as wall, roof, stair, door and window) can be 187 

created and then used to establish the heritage [73–77]. The model is not only a virtual representation of the 188 

construction. It is a vital part of the project, where the different elements of the building become advanced 189 

                                                           
7 CIDOC CRM: http://www.cidoc-crm.org/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
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objects with parametric intelligent, including the quantitative and qualitative description and strict 190 

relationship information. As a typical parametric design application, HBIM realises the linkage of the 191 

information storage and modification, in which the elements can be modified by altering parameters and the 192 

relations to other objects remain unchanged. 193 

Currently, the HBIM modelling workflow tends to combine both descriptive and reality-based data to 194 

document the built heritage [4,78,79]. BIM software is firstly used to construct the parametric elements 195 

regarding the historical buildings based on documentation. The application of inverse engineering, which 196 

maps the parametric elements to the reality-based data, makes it possible to refine the parameters and obtain 197 

a current-state diagnosis [80][81]. Therefore, an HBIM project needs to organise the protocol created 198 

simultaneously or interactively by analysing documentation- and reality-based data. That is, how to fit the 199 

standard shapes and BIM components into the 3D point cloud are essential processing that could be 200 

performed via manual interpretation (currently) and 3D structure similarity measurement [82]. 201 

1.5. Brief Summary 202 

As in the above description, each technique has an advantage in built heritage modelling and covers 203 

the heritage documentation from data sources to different levels of models (Figure 2). 3D computer 204 

graphics focus on accurate description using parametric design, large-scale areas using procedural 205 

modelling and virtual reconstruction with enhanced visual effect. Reality-based shape information is 206 

obtained by photogrammetry and laser scanning with non-contact tools, which is accordant with the 207 

concept of heritage conservation. Automated or semi-automated algorithms are expected to realize 208 

semantic segmentation of the holistic geometry. GIS is used to manage the attribute and spatial information, 209 

and webGIS provides an available web access tool for 3D models. Ontology deals with the heterogeneous 210 

knowledge describing the heritage. Recently developed BIM techniques provide a more powerful 211 

environment that combines 3D geometric modelling and information management. 212 
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 213 

Figure 2. The overall scheme of built heritage modelling with combined techniques 214 

2. Literature Analysis 215 

On the basis of the Web of ScienceTM Core Collection, we indexed the publications with combinations 216 

of key terms and analysed the tendency of each technique. To limit the broad scope to 3D built heritage 217 

modelling, structured queries on Web of Science using combinations of key terms and their synonyms 218 

(heritage/"historic* building*" AND 3D) were conducted, yielding a total of 2848 records until the year of 219 

2019. Then, to analyse the transformation from geometric modelling to semantic- and information-enriched 220 

heritage modelling, typical publications utilizing BIM techniques are marked. 221 

Due to the applied query method, the review excludes research currently underway that is not 222 

available in the mentioned databases, journals or conferences that are not included in the Web of ScienceTM 223 

Core Collection, or studies that have not been published in English yet. 224 

2.1. What types of techniques are popular within certain time span 225 

We firstly take related key terms (Table 1) to monitor the publications on heritage documentation 226 

using different techniques. Two periods are considered, including all years in the database (from 1975 to 227 

2019) and 2010s. The number of publications can reflect the focuses of the researchers in the field of 228 

heritage documentation. The result shows heritage documentation draws increasing attention, considering 229 

that 87% of the works are published in the 2010s. 230 
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A rate (Eq. 1) is calculated by the ratio of publication numbers during the 2010s among the total 231 

publications, which are dedicated to mirroring the change of the hotspot issues. That is, the higher the value 232 

is, the more attention has been paid in recent days. As shown in Figure 3, built heritage modelling (with the 233 

rate 87%) has been attracting emphasis in the 2010s, which serves as the baseline to find the increasingly 234 

popular and potential techniques in the field of heritage documentation. 235 

���� =  
publication numbers during the 2010s

all publication numbers
             (1) 236 

Table 1. Key terms used to estimate the publication number (during the 2010s/total) 237 

Terms (indexed on 01 January 2020) Results 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND "3D") 2465/2848 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND "3D" AND ("computer graphics" OR "3D graphics")) 70/100 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND "3D" AND (Image OR photogrammetry)) 1125/ 1304 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND "3D" AND ("laser scan*" OR LiDAR)) 700/770 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND "3D" AND ("feature matching" OR "computer vision" OR "machine learning")) 78/86 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND (BIM OR "building information model*")) 258/260 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND "3D" AND (GIS OR "Geograph* information system*" OR CityGML)) 164/184 

TS = ((heritage OR "historic* building*") AND (ontology OR ontologies)) 327/409 

 238 

 239 

Figure 3. Publication rate during recent years. The vertical dash line indicates the publication rate in the field of 240 

built heritage modelling. Generally, the higher rate of the specific technique means the potential, while the lower 241 

rates suggest the traditional or not well-known techniques. 242 
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Through this study, it becomes clear that photogrammetry is the most popular method in heritage 243 

modelling. The reasons may be that photogrammetry can provide not only images for documentation 244 

purposes but also accurate geometry models with low costs in time and money. Imagery is also an 245 

interesting supplement for laser scanning, and machine learning in computer vision provides new 246 

opportunities for image-based semantic modelling. 247 

More and more works in heritage modelling have begun to use laser scanning, computer science, GIS 248 

and especially BIM techniques. Laser scanning is becoming cheaper and portable, which broadens its 249 

applications. With the easy acquisition of accurate geometry by photogrammetry and laser scanning, the 250 

semantic segmentation has become a critical issue. BIM techniques can create the parametric element 251 

library, restore the graphics geometry information and non-graphic attribute and relationship information, 252 

and manage the 3D temporal model. These advantages make it go further in the necessity of semantic 253 

modelling, although the time-consuming manual operation is needed, especially when preserving complex 254 

and irregular structures. GIS can manage and analyse the multi-dimensional information in the web access, 255 

which is accordant with the heritage conservation and popularity demands. Once BIM and GIS deal well 256 

with complex structures, semantic or information modelling of built heritage will be solved. However, there 257 

will still be a long road for semi-automatic or automatic parameterization of the elements. Currently, 258 

objects in certain scenes can be recognised and labelled with machine learning and pattern recognition 259 

approaches. It is highly anticipated to realise the semantic segmentation of 3D heritage geometric models or 260 

2D imagery, although such an application needs a large amount of training data and addresses simple 261 

scenes. 262 

The role of ontologies on built heritage documentation has not yet obtained due attention. The early 263 

research paid more attention on the management of artefacts [57], similarly to the CIDOC CRM that was 264 

originally developed for the standard description and maintenance of museum artefacts. Ontology-based 265 

knowledge model for architectural heritage is growing in recent years, especially with the integration of 266 

geometric modelling, BIM and GIS. 267 

It seems that computer graphics is developing relatively slowly in the heritage modelling field. The 268 

reasons may be that virtual reconstruction has been relatively mature compared to semantic information, 269 

and business corporations spend more effort than academic fields on better visual effects. 270 

2.2. Roles of BIM techniques in built heritage 271 
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We selected about 60 typical articles related to built heritage modelling utilizing BIM techniques 272 

(Table 2). Via the research statistics, current BIM in heritage modelling has focused on semantic modelling 273 

by historical materials with the BIM concept or reality-based data with the as-built concept. Documentation 274 

materials, including 2D drawings [83], 2D floor plans [84], archival documents [85] and architectural 275 

pattern books [86], are used to re-create the heritage by parameterizing the new elements in the BIM library. 276 

Yet some firstly build a virtual or geometric model using computer graphics software and just improve it to 277 

a parametric model using BIM software [71,87]. Laser scanning has been widely used to reconstruct 278 

existing heritage and import it into BIM software to build the elements as a reference. Most works utilizing 279 

combined data from documentation and photogrammetry just follow the common HBIM process, mapping 280 

the parametric elements to the point cloud [62,88], although several works obtained two separate models 281 

with separate procedures under the BIM and as-built BIM concept [71,89]. The ideal model deduced from 282 

historic architectonic patterns and real geometry can be compared between the past and current [90]. 283 

Some have also explored specific analytical applications and heritage management on the basis of 284 

BIM parametric models. Meanwhile, some works have proposed approaches dedicated to heritage 285 

modelling applications while just conducting them in modern buildings at the present stage. Many works 286 

have realised the semi-automatic segmentation of the point cloud and built the semantic model in the BIM 287 

platform [91], while current results are conducted in regular buildings and expected the further 288 

development of heritage buildings. The irregular and complex shapes of heritage yield more difficulties, 289 

especially for semi-automatic element extraction.  290 

There are also three reviews to explore the potential of BIM in heritage modelling. [92] focused on the 291 

3D modelling of heritage building by point cloud and analysed “as-built” BIM characterization including 292 

element shape, relations and attributes; [18] mainly summarised the current BIM platforms and illustrated 293 

the common HBIM process for historical buildingss; and [17] reviewed the parametric modelling of 294 

heritage structures in BIM platform and the potential of HBIM for cultural heritage conservation and 295 

management.  296 

 297 

 298 

 299 

 300 

 301 

 302 
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 303 

 304 

Table 2. The roles of BIM in built heritage documentation 305 

Roles of HBIM References 

3D 

parametric 

modelling 

Documentation-bas

ed (Red)  

Laser scanning 

based (Blue) 

Photogrammetry 

based (Green) 

Analysis, management, & 

conservation 
[6,7,19,51,71,86,90,93–100] 

Expected to HBIM [101–105] 

Review [17,18,92] 

 306 

3. Discussion on the integration of HBIM and other techniques 307 

BIM provides the possibility to combine the geometric, semantic and parametric modelling and 308 

attribute, temporal and relationship information management to the uniform platform. However, it still 309 

exists lots of limitations, especially when it comes to heritage documentation. It is highly anticipated to 310 

extend BIM functions on heritage-related issues by integrating traditional information techniques. 311 

3.1. Generate complex element by the combination with computer graphics 312 

It is usually a manually time-consuming concept in BIM software to parametrically model the 313 

historical elements, and they are limited in their ability to create complicated irregular geometry. That is, 314 

the time complexity and geometric accuracy for parameterizing the complex and irregular historic structure 315 

elements are the main challenges.  316 

Thus far, there exist mainly two ways to parametrically model the irregular elements not included in 317 

the BIM library. The first one is the manual modelling of the elements in a BIM software platform directly 318 

 

[76,80,87,133,148] 
[107,108,141–144] 

[104,111,145–147] 

[4,84,99,133–137] 

[11,89,138–140] 

[4,71,79,88,106]  

[78,83] 
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(e.g.Revit8 and ArchiCAD9). The main drawback is its low efficiency and how hard it is to ensure geometric 319 

accuracy. The other is the resort to programming, including the Geometric Description Language (GDL) of 320 

ArchiCAD library parts and Autodesk Dynamo visual programming for Revit. The parametric GDL and 321 

Dynamo elements could be completely described as 2D symbols, 3D geometric models, attribute 322 

specifications and additional spatial relationships in the BIM platform. 323 

Both the computer graphics and the original BIM concept for built heritage modelling have formed 324 

documentation-based parametric modelling using historical materials, such as historical documents, 325 

bibliographic references, photographs and drawings. BIM goes further than computer graphics to improve 326 

the virtual reconstruction of an information-rich model by semanticizing the elements. 327 

Currently, BIM is increasingly paying attention to irregularly shaped modelling by introducing 328 

computer graphics modelling techniques. Some works build the irregular structures with the help of 329 

computer graphics software, such as Rhino 3D [106,107] or Sketchup [108], which could address any 330 

irregularly shaped object compared to BIM platforms [99]. For example, Rhino 3D software is able to 331 

generate accurate and free-formed models of complex and irregular geometries, especially using NURBS to 332 

represent surfaces. 333 

The current tight combination of graphics geometry modelling and BIM semantic modelling, such as 334 

the Rhino 3D-Grasshopper-ArchiCAD connection developed by ArchiCAD and Rhino 3D, empowers 335 

architects to start and modify their designs in any of the three design environments (Rhino 3D, Grasshopper 336 

or ArchiCAD). Also, Rhino 3D builds BIM semantic models and has been expanded to Rhino BIM. The 337 

design of Rhino 3DBIM is 3D-centric, where the design is modelled and captured in a 3D database 338 

compared to the conventional BIM software. 339 

3.2. Automate as-built HBIM based on point cloud processing approaches 340 

Built heritage geometric modelling has often been conducted using reality-based data [109–111]. BIM 341 

goes further than the traditional geometric model with parametric and semantic elements. As a 3D 342 

information modelling environment, BIM software is increasingly supportive of 3D point cloud 343 

representing the entity surface, which is called as a scan-to-BIM process. By importing the point cloud into 344 

the BIM software, the solid building components can be created using the existing BIM IFC classes and 345 

self-defined structures. 346 

                                                           
8 Revit https://www.autodesk.com/products/revit (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
9 ArchiCAD: https://www.graphisoft.com/archicad/ (Accessed on April 20, 2020) 
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Unfortunately, the scan-to-BIM process remains mostly a manual process [81,106,112], and a key 347 

challenge today is thus to automate the process leading to as-built BIM from a point cloud. To reduce the 348 

manual work in such scan-to-BIM process, many commercial tools and algorithms exist. Many works 349 

utilised the commercial scan-to-BIM plugins in Autodesk Revit platform, including ClearEdge3D 350 

Edgewise, IMAGINit Scan to BIM, Pointsense and Leica CloudWorx. Some tried to automate the 351 

scan-to-BIM process by self-developed algorithms [91,113,114]. Although they show excellent progress 352 

for the automation reconstruction of as-built BIM from point clouds, those works only deal with planar 353 

walls and floors and some other regular structures (i.e., rectangular openings and cylinder columns). 354 

That is, most commercial BIM packages and scan-to-BIM algorithms were mainly developed for 355 

modern buildings with regular shapes. Historical buildingss are composed of complicated and irregular 356 

architectural elements, which makes it problematic to segment and parameterise the elements. For the 357 

irregular structures widely existing on built heritage, the current scan-to-HBIM process is time-consuming 358 

manual modelling. Although existing BIM platforms are supportive of the point cloud, the parametric 359 

modelling tools are still limited because most of BIM software is not 3D-centric modelling environment 360 

and cannot directly parametrically design the shape on the reference of the point cloud in 3D space. It is 361 

usually a manually time-consuming concept in BIM software to parametrically model the historical 362 

elements, and they are limited in their ability to create complicated irregular geometry. That is, the time 363 

complexity and geometric accuracy for parameterizing the complex and irregular historic structure 364 

elements are the main challenges. 365 

Besides, there have been lots of point cloud processing libraries and algorithms available in the field 366 

of reality-based modelling. These approaches pay attention on the semantic segmentation of the holistic 367 

geometric models, and they need additional platforms to manage the semantic and relationship information. 368 

In contrast, the relationship and parametric description is the core for (H)BIM technique. The 369 

scan-to-(H)BIM obtain the semantic, parametric, attribute and relationship during the modelling process. 370 

The scan-to-(H)BIM is still a new topic and its integration with point cloud processing algorithms can help 371 

to reduce the human involvement in the modelling process. But this kind of integration relies on the 372 

progress of the BIM platforms to support advanced point cloud processing algorithms. 373 

3.3. Information management by BIM-GIS integration 374 

BIM provides high editing functionalities for parametric modelling and achieves semantic models. 375 

But BIM is limited to storing semantic and attribute aspects thus far since it lacks query (attribute and 376 
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spatial) functions. GIS has a priority in information management (attribute, semantic, and relationship 377 

information analysis and management). 378 

The current trend concerns the convergence of both concepts on lots of fields, such as the AEC 379 

industry [115], facility management [116], urban architectural [117], and so on. The separate standards, for 380 

instance, the two most popular standards of Industrial Foundation Class (IFC) for BIM and CityGML for 381 

GIS, seem to be widely accepted for exchanging semantic 3D information and geographical for BIM and 382 

GIS [118]. During the integration process, some significant details are lost due to the extraction and 383 

simplification of data from one system to another [38,115]. 384 

When it comes to the historical buildingss composed of complex elements, the BIM-GIS integration is 385 

also the trend. It faces the new challenge because both BIM and GIS are originally developed for modern 386 

buildings. A typically two-stage outline involving HBIM for 3D modelling and GIS for further 387 

management and analysis has been defined by Dore and Murphy [119]. But it is critical to minimise 388 

information loss in the conversion process [120,121]. Many studies have been performed to minimise the 389 

information loss in integrating BIM and GIS. The common process is to extend the models from BIM to 390 

GIS, and a CityGML extension called GeoBIM to get semantic IFC data into the GIS context is developing 391 

well [122]. BuildingSMART IFC is also extending itself for GIS project application, such as the new entity 392 

for spatial zones, geographic elements and external spaces. A united system integrating GIS and BIM 393 

concepts without information loss is not foreseen. 394 

It benefits information consistency among the different BIM software, GIS software and other 395 

modelling software if the representation of the complexity of the irregular shapes of the elements tends to 396 

be simplified. Unfortunately, when the simplification causes the loss of the details of the architectural 397 

surface, it goes against the aim of heritage conservation. The complexity of many elements and the lack of 398 

unified criteria make it difficult to simultaneously minimise information loss and optimise geometric 399 

architectural conservation during the exchange process between the two types of information systems.  400 

3.4. Heterogeneous knowledge management by the connection with ontology 401 

HBIM provides a modelling environment where geometrical information and some intangible data are 402 

structured in a coherent database, and GIS provides a management environment where geometrical, 403 

attribute and relationship can be queried and analysed. But they still leave out of the model a large amount 404 

of knowledge, not directly relatable to heritage's components but still needed to fully represent the object 405 

[51]. 406 
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Thus, ontology plays increasingly important roles in connection with HBIM to comprehensively 407 

represent the historical buildings [123–125]: 408 

(i) Knowledge modelling: Ontology-based knowledge model is combined with HBIM to enrich the 409 

semantic information. Ontology serves as a data collector to represent a large amount of semantics 410 

possibly independent from the built heritage (for example historical context, social information, 411 

environmental resources, other heritage information, etc.) [126]. 412 

(ii) Information extraction and querying: The combination of ontology can extend the HBIM model with 413 

the capabilities of information extraction and querying. The typical workflow is to use Autodesk Revit 414 

as HBIM platform and Protégé for editing ontologies and then to export the project database and query 415 

the information by Revit DBLink [127]. Besides, based on ontology-based feature modelling, ifcXML 416 

is utilised to conduct query processing to extract information relevant to construction practitioners 417 

from a given HBIM [128]. 418 

(iii) Connect and transfer the information between HBIM and GIS: Ontological framework can be built for 419 

dealing with the interoperability issue between BIM hierarchy structure and GIS relational database. 420 

HBIM model and GIS model are first mapped to ontology respectively and then connected and queried 421 

using ontology rules [129,130].  422 

(iv) Help to create the parametric model: This kind of combination could be the basis for automated HBIM 423 

parametric design, although no work has thus far paid attention to the ontology-based BIM modelling. 424 

Lin [131] mentioned the possibility to applied ontology to computer graphics parametric design which 425 

can automate the modelling work to some degree. 426 

To fully represent and comprehend a historical/archaeological artefact, an integration with BIM and 427 

ontology can provide both object-oriented information (typically found in BIM software) and semantic 428 

information (typically found in ontological modelling systems). Currently, ontology semantics can be 429 

connected to BIM by direct ad-hoc development in BIM platform [51], migrating IFC files to RDF/OWL 430 

[132] and developing a unified platform [57]. 431 

3.5. Brief summary 432 

HBIM environment increasingly facilitates the interoperability of data sets and data exchange with 433 

reality-based modelling, computer graphics, ontology and GIS. Shown as Figure 4, the integration can 434 

extend HBIM capabilities, such as accurately parametric modelling of irregular structures by computer 435 

graphics, enhanced semantic segmentation based on reality-based modelling approaches, enhanced 436 
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management and analysis of semantic knowledge and spatial information, and structural analysis for 437 

conservation. 438 

But the integration and transformation among different environments still face various challenges, 439 

including how to address the irregular and complex structures in the scan-to-HBIM and HBIM-GIS 440 

integration, how to realize the interactive parametric design between computer graphics and HBIM, and 441 

how to avoid the information loss during the model transfer. 442 

 443 

Figure 4. Merits (in green colour) and challenges (in red colour) in the integration of HBIM and other 444 

techniques. 445 

4. Conclusions 446 

This paper reviewed studies on heritage documentation using geometric modelling (3D computer 447 

graphics and reality-based modelling), knowledge management (GIS and ontology) and recently developed 448 

BIM technique. The monitoring of publications indicated that heritage documentation had drawn 449 

increasing attention in recent years, considering that 87 percent of papers were published in the 2010s. 450 

Also, the publication in the field of heritage documentation displayed that laser scanning, GIS and 451 

especially BIM techniques became increasingly important, photogrammetry was always the most popular 452 

method, and ontologies and 3D computer graphics were traditional ways. 453 

This paper also reviewed the typical roles of HBIM, firstly proposed in 2009, in recent years to 454 

reconstruct, manage and conserve the built heritage. HBIM provided a unified platform for 455 

semantic/parametric modelling, 2D/3D visualization, and spatial/attribute database and management of the 456 

built heritage. The integration of existing techniques can extend the capability of HBIM on heritage 457 

documentation and management, such as computer graphics for parametric modelling of irregular 458 

structures, reality-based modelling for automated semantic segmentation, GIS for spatial information 459 
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analysis and ontology for heterogeneous semantics management. However, the integration still faces 460 

challenges to enhance interoperability and reduce information loss among different platforms. A unified 461 

HBIM platform for better heritage documentation can be generated when addressing these challenges. 462 

References 463 

[1] M. Potenziani, M. Callieri, M. Dellepiane, M. Corsini, F. Ponchio, R. Scopigno, 3DHOP: 3D Heritage Online 464 

Presenter, Comput. Graph. 52 (2015) 129–141. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cag.2015.07.001. 465 

[2] É. Meyer, P. Grussenmeyer, J.P. Perrin, A. Durand, P. Drap, A web information system for the management 466 

and the dissemination of Cultural Heritage data, J. Cult. Herit. 8 (2007) 396–411. 467 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2007.07.003. 468 

[3] D. Simeone, S. Cursi, I. Toldo, G. Carrara, Bim and Knowledge Management for Building Heritage, Acadia 469 

2014. (2014) 681–690. 470 

[4] M. Murphy, E. McGovern, S. Pavia, Historic Building Information Modelling - Adding intelligence to laser 471 

and image based surveys of European classical architecture, ISPRS J. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 76 (2013) 472 

89–102. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2012.11.006. 473 

[5] X. Yang, M. Koehl, P. Grussenmeyer, H. Macher, Complementarity of historic building information 474 

modelling and geographic information systems, in: Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci., 475 

2016: pp. 437–443. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XLI-B5-437-2016. 476 

[6] I. Jordan-palomar, P. Tzortzopoulos, E. Pellicer, Protocol to Manage Heritage-Building Interventions Using 477 

Heritage Building Information Modelling ( HBIM ), Sustainability. 10 (2018) 908. 478 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su10030908. 479 

[7] J.F. Reinoso-Gordo, C. Rodríguez-Moreno, A.J. Gómez-Blanco, C. León-Robles, Cultural Heritage 480 

conservation and sustainability based on surveying and modeling: The case of the 14th century building Corral 481 

del Carbón (Granada, Spain), Sustain. 10 (2018). https://doi.org/10.3390/su10051370. 482 

[8] D.F. Laefer, L. Truong-Hong, Toward automatic generation of 3D steel structures for building information 483 

modelling, Autom. Constr. 74 (2017) 66–77. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2016.11.011. 484 

[9] M. Murphy, E. McGovern, S. Pavia, Historic building information modelling (HBIM), Struct. Surv. 27 (2009) 485 

311–327. https://doi.org/10.1108/02630800910985108. 486 

[10] L. Barazzetti, Parametric as-built model generation of complex shapes from point clouds, Adv. Eng. 487 

Informatics. 30 (2016) 298–311. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aei.2016.03.005. 488 

[11] D. Antón, B. Medjdoub, R. Shrahily, J. Moyano, Accuracy evaluation of the semi-automatic 3D modeling for 489 

historical building information models, Int. J. Archit. Herit. 12 (2018) 790–805. 490 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15583058.2017.1415391. 491 

[12] J.E. Nieto, J.J. Moyano, F. Rico Delgado, D. Antón García, Management of built heritage via HBIM Project: 492 

A case of study of flooring and tiling, Virtual Archaeol. Rev. 7 (2016) 1. 493 

https://doi.org/10.4995/var.2016.4349. 494 

[13] C.S. Chane, A. Mansouri, F.S. Marzani, F. Boochs, Integration of 3D and multispectral data for cultural 495 

heritage applications: Survey and perspectives, Image Vis. Comput. 31 (2013) 91–102. 496 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.imavis.2012.10.006. 497 

[14] F. Remondino, Heritage recording and 3D modeling with photogrammetry and 3D scanning, Remote Sens. 3 498 

(2011) 1104–1138. https://doi.org/10.3390/rs3061104. 499 

[15] H. Rüther, R. Bhurtha, C. Held, R. Schröder, S. Wessels, H. Ruther, R. Bhurtha, C. Held, R. Schroder, S. 500 



 20 of 28 

 

Wessels, Laser scanning in heritage documentation: The scanning pipeline and its challenges, Photogramm. 501 

Eng. Remote Sensing. 78 (2012) 309–316. https://doi.org/10.14358/PERS.78.4.309. 502 

[16] C. a Vanegas, D.G. Aliaga, P. Wonka, P. Müller, P. Waddell, B. Watson, Modeling the Appearance and 503 

Behavior of Urban Spaces, Comput. Graph. Forum. 28 (2009) 1–18. 504 

https://doi.org/http://www3.interscience.wiley.com/journal/123233569/abstract?CRETRY=1&SRETRY=0. 505 

[17] D.P. Pocobelli, J. Boehm, P. Bryan, J. Still, J. Grau-Bové, BIM for heritage science: a review, Herit. Sci. 6 506 

(2018) 23–26. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40494-018-0191-4. 507 

[18] S. Logothetis, A. Delinasiou, E. Stylianidis, Building Information Modelling for Cultural Heritage: A review, 508 

ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. II-5/W3 (2015) 177–183. 509 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-ii-5-w3-177-2015. 510 

[19] N. Bruno, R. Roncella, HBIM for Conservation: A New Proposal for Information Modeling, Remote Sens. 11 511 

(2019) 1751. https://doi.org/10.3390/rs11151751. 512 

[20] L. De Luca, P. Veron, M. Florenzano, Reverse engineering of architectural buildings based on a hybrid 513 

modeling approach, Comput. Graph. 30 (2006) 160–176. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cag.2006.01.020. 514 

[21] L. Barazzetti, F. Banfi, R. Brumana, M. Previtali, Creation of Parametric BIM Objects from Point Clouds 515 

Using Nurbs, Photogramm. Rec. 30 (2015) 339–362. https://doi.org/10.1111/phor.12122. 516 

[22] F. Banfi, L. Chow, M. Reina Ortiz, C. Ouimet, S. Fai, Building Information Modeling for cultural heritage: 517 

The management of generative process for complex sistorical buildings, in: Conf. Marie Sklodowska-Curie 518 

Initial Train. Netw. Digit. Cult. Herit., 2018: pp. 119–130. https://doi.org/10.3390/mti2030058. 519 

[23] U. Krispel, C. Schinko, T. Ullrich, A survey of algorithmic shapes, Remote Sens. 7 (2015) 12763–12792. 520 

https://doi.org/10.3390/rs71012763. 521 

[24] G. Zotti, Tangible heritage: Production of astrolabes on a laser engraver, Comput. Graph. Forum. 27 (2008) 522 

2169–2177. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8659.2008.01193.x. 523 

[25] P. Wonka, M. Wimmer, F. Sillion, W. Ribarsky, Instant Architecture, ACM Trans. Graph. Assoc. Comput. 524 

Mach. 22 (2003) 669–677. 525 

[26] M. Schwarz, P. Müller, Advanced procedural modeling of architecture, ACM Trans. Graph. 34 (2015) 526 

107:1-107:12. https://doi.org/10.1145/2766956. 527 

[27] R. Berndt, D.W. Fellner, S. Havemann, Generative 3D models: A Key to More Information within Less 528 

Bandwidth at Higher Quality, WEB3D - Int. Conf. 3D Web Technol. 1 (2005) 111–121. 529 

https://doi.org/10.1145/1050491.1050508. 530 

[28] P.J. Birch, S.P. Browne, V.J. Jennings, A.M. Day, D.B. Arnold, Rapid procedural-modelling of architectural 531 

structures, in: ACM Proc. 2001 Conf. Virtual Reality, Archeol. Cult. Herit., 2001: pp. 187–196. 532 

https://doi.org/10.1145/585021.585023. 533 

[29] P. Merrell, D. Manocha, Model synthesis: A general procedural modeling algorithm, IEEE Trans. Vis. 534 

Comput. Graph. 17 (2011) 715–728. https://doi.org/10.1109/TVCG.2010.112. 535 

[30] S. Havemann, D. Fellner, Generative parametric design of gothic window tracery, Proc. - Shape Model. Int. 536 

SMI 2004. (2004) 350–353. https://doi.org/10.1109/SMI.2004.1314525. 537 

[31] P. Grussenmeyer, T. Landes, M. Doneus, J.L. Lerma, Basics of range-based modelling techniques in cultural 538 

heritage 3D recording, in: 3D Rec. Doc. Manag. Cult. Herit., 2016: pp. 64 pages. Whittles Publishing, ISBN 539 

978-184995–168. https://doi.org/Whittles Publishing, ISBN 978-184995-168-5, 388 pages. 540 

[32] L. Gimenez, J.L. Hippolyte, S. Robert, F. Suard, K. Zreik, Review: Reconstruction of 3D building information 541 

models from 2D scanned plans, J. Build. Eng. 2 (2015) 24–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2015.04.002. 542 

[33] J. Höhle, Oblique Aerial Images and Their Use in Cultural Heritage Documentation, ISPRS - Int. Arch. 543 



 21 of 28 

 

Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL-5/W2 (2013) 349–354. 544 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W2-349-2013. 545 

[34] X. Yang, X. Qin, J. Wang, J. Wang, X. Ye, Q. Qin, R. Gloaguen, P.S. Thenkabail, Building Faç ade 546 

Recognition Using Oblique Aerial Images, Remote Sens. (2015) 10562–10588. 547 

https://doi.org/10.3390/rs70810562. 548 

[35] F. Remondino, S. El-hakim, Image-based 3D modelling: A review, Photogramm. Rec. 21 (2006) 269–291. 549 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1477-9730.2006.00383.x. 550 

[36] F. Bernardini, H. Rushmeier, The 3D model acquisition pipeline, Comput. Graph. Forum. 21 (2002) 149–172. 551 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8659.00574. 552 

[37] D. Oreni, R. Brumana, S. Della Torre, F. Banfi, L. Barazzetti, M. Previtali, Survey turned into HBIM: the 553 

restoration and the work involved concerning the Basilica di Collemaggio after the earthquake (L’Aquila), 554 

ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. II–5 (2014) 267–273. 555 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-II-5-267-2014. 556 

[38] G. Gröger, L. Plümer, CityGML – Interoperable semantic 3D city models, ISPRS J. Photogramm. Remote 557 

Sens. 71 (2012) 12–33. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2012.04.004. 558 

[39] X. Xiong, A. Adan, B. Akinci, D. Huber, Automatic creation of semantically rich 3D building models from 559 

laser scanner data, Autom. Constr. 31 (2013) 325–337. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2012.10.006. 560 

[40] P. Drap, O. Papini, E. Pruno, M. Nucciotti, G. Vannini, Ontology-Based Photogrammetry Survey for 561 

Medieval Archaeology: Toward a 3D Geographic Information System (GIS), Geosciences. 7 (2017) 93. 562 

https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences7040093. 563 

[41] P. Musialski, P. Wonka, D.G. Aliaga, M. Wimmer, L. Van Gool, W. Purgathofer, A survey of urban 564 

reconstruction, Comput. Graph. Forum. 32 (2013) 146–177. https://doi.org/10.1111/cgf.12077. 565 

[42] H. Boulaassal, T. Landes, P. Grussenmeyer, F. Tarsha-kurdi, Automatic segmentation of building facades 566 

using Terrestrial Laser Data, in: ISPRS Work. Laser Scanning 2007 SilviLaser 2007, 2007: pp. 65–70. 567 

[43] S. Pu, G. Vosselman, Knowledge based reconstruction of building models from terrestrial laser scanning data, 568 

ISPRS J. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 64 (2009) 575–584. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2009.04.001. 569 

[44] N. Ripperda, C. Brenner, Application of a Formal Grammar to Facade Reconstruction in Semiautomatic and 570 

Automatic Environments, 12th Agil. Int. Conf. Geogr. Inf. Sci. (2009) 1–12. 571 

http://www.ikg.uni-hannover.de/agile/fileadmin/agile/paper/44.pdf. 572 

[45] S. Becker, N. Haala, Grammar Supported Facade Reconstruction From Mobile Lidar Mapping, in: ISPRS 573 

Work. C. - City Model. Roads Traffic, 2009: pp. 229–234. 574 

[46] What is GIS., Available Online: (n.d.). https://www.esri.com/en-us/what-is-gis/overview. (Accessed on 10 575 

Feb. 2019). 576 

[47] R. Catulo, A.P. Falcão, R. Bento, S. Ildefonso, Simplified evaluation of seismic vulnerability of Lisbon 577 

Heritage City Centre based on a 3DGIS-based methodology, J. Cult. Herit. 32 (2018) 108–116. 578 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2017.11.014. 579 

[48] H. Liang, W. Li, Q. Zhang, Semantic-based 3D information modelling and documentation of rockeries in 580 

Chinese classical gardens: A case study on the rockery at Huanxiu Shanzhuang, Suzhou, China, J. Cult. Herit. 581 

37 (2019) 247–258. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2018.11.015. 582 

[49] C. Kuster, J.L. Hippolyte, Y. Rezgui, The UDSA ontology: An ontology to support real time urban 583 

sustainability assessment, Adv. Eng. Softw. 140 (2020) 102731. 584 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advengsoft.2019.102731. 585 

[50] A. Zamora Corona, Coyote drums and jaguar altars: Ontologies of the living and the artificial among the 586 



 22 of 28 

 

K’iche’ Maya, J. Mater. Cult. (2020) 1–24. https://doi.org/10.1177/1359183520907937. 587 

[51] D. Simeone, S. Cursi, I. Toldo, G. Carrara, B ( H ) IM - Built Heritage Information Modelling. Extending BIM 588 

approach to historical and archaeological heritage representation, ECAADe. 1 (2009) 613–622. 589 

[52] J.D. Richards, Recent trends in computer applications in Archaeology, J. Archaeol. Res. 6 (1998) 331–382. 590 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02446083. 591 

[53] J. von Schwerin, H. Richards-Rissetto, F. Remondino, G. Agugiaro, G. Girardi, The mayaarch3d project: A 592 

3D webgis for analyzing ancient architecture and landscapes, Lit. Linguist. Comput. 28 (2013) 736–753. 593 

https://doi.org/10.1093/llc/fqt059. 594 

[54] E. Cerutti, F. Noardo, A. Spanò, Architectural Heritage Semantic Data Managing and Sharing in GIS, Proc. 595 

1st Int. Conf. Geogr. Inf. Syst. Theory, Appl. Manag. (2015) 121–128. 596 

https://doi.org/10.5220/0005387801210128. 597 

[55] I. Bianco, M. Del Giudice, M. Zerbinatti, A database for the architectural heritage recovery between Italy and 598 

Switzerland, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 40 (2013) 103–108. 599 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W2-103-2013. 600 

[56] C. Pisu, P. Casu, Cloud GIS and 3D modelling to enhance Sardinian Late Gothic architectural heritage, ISPRS 601 

- Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL (2013) 489–494. 602 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-xl-5-w2-489-2013. 603 

[57] M. Acierno, S. Cursi, D. Simeone, D. Fiorani, Architectural heritage knowledge modelling: An 604 

ontology-based framework for conservation process, J. Cult. Herit. 24 (2017) 124–133. 605 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2016.09.010. 606 

[58] M. Auer, G. Agugiaro, N. Billen, L. Loos,  a. Zipf, Web-based Visualization and Query of semantically 607 

segmented multiresolution 3D Models in the Field of Cultural Heritage, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote 608 

Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. II–5 (2014) 33–39. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-II-5-33-2014. 609 

[59] Esri CityEngine-Advanced 3D city design software., Available Online: (n.d.). 610 

https://www.esri.com/en-us/arcgis/products/esri-cityengine/overview. (Accessed on 10 Feb. 2019). 611 

[60] P. Müller, T. Vereenooghe, A. Ulmer, L. Van Gool, Automatic reconstruction of Roman housing architecture, 612 

Rec. Model. Vis. Cult. Herit. (2005). 613 

[61] K. Dylla, B. Frischer, P. Müller, A. Ulmer, S. Haegler, Rome reborn 2.0: A case study of virtual city 614 

reconstruction using procedural modeling techniques, Comput. Graph. World. 16 (2008) 25. 615 

http://scholar.google.dk/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=da&user=zzMlobMAAAAJ&citation_for_vie616 

w=zzMlobMAAAAJ:0EnyYjriUFMC. 617 

[62] C. Dore, M. Murphy, Semi-Automatic Modelling of Building Façades With Shape Grammars Using Historic 618 

Building Information Modelling, ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL-5/W1 619 

(2013) 57–64. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W1-57-2013. 620 

[63] T. Messaoudi, P. Véron, G. Halin, L. De Luca, An ontological model for the reality-based 3D annotation of 621 

heritage building conservation state, J. Cult. Herit. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2017.05.017. 622 

[64] R. Quattrini, R. Pierdicca, C. Morbidoni, E.S. Malinverni, Conservation-oriented HBIM. The bimexplorer 623 

web tool., Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 42 (2017) 275–281. 624 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-Archives-XLII-5-W1-275-2017. 625 

[65] K. Kim, H. Kim, W. Kim, C. Kim, J. Kim, J. Yu, Integration of ifc objects and facility management work 626 

information using Semantic Web, Autom. Constr. 87 (2018) 173–187. 627 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2017.12.019. 628 

[66] M. Doerr, The CIDOC Conceptual Reference Module: An Ontological Approach to Semantic Interoperability 629 



 23 of 28 

 

of Metadata, AI Mag. 24 (2003) 75. https://doi.org/10.1609/aimag.v24i3.1720. 630 

[67] O.P. Zalamea Patino, J. Van Orshoven, T. Steenberghen, Merging and expanding existing ontologies to cover 631 

the Built Cultural Heritage domain, J. Cult. Herit. Manag. Sustain. Dev. 8 (2018) 162–178. 632 

https://doi.org/10.1108/JCHMSD-05-2017-0028. 633 

[68] T.H. Kolbe, Representing and Exchanging 3D City Models with CityGML, 3D Geo-Information Sci. (2009) 634 

15–31. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-87395-2_2. 635 

[69] R. Cacciotti, J. Valach, P. Kuneš, M. Čerňanský, M. Blaško, P. Křemen, Monument damage information 636 

system (mondis): An ontological approach to cultural heritage documentation, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. 637 

Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 2 (2013) 61–66. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-II-5-W1-55-2013. 638 

[70] Y. Arayici, Towards building information modelling for existing structures, Struct. Surv. 26 (2008) 210–222. 639 

https://doi.org/10.1108/02630800810887108. 640 

[71] D. Oreni, R. Brumana, A. Georgopoulos, B. Cuca, Hbim for Conservation and Management of Built Heritage: 641 

Towards a Library of Vaults and Wooden Bean Floors, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 642 

II-5/W1 (2013) 215–221. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-II-5-W1-215-2013. 643 

[72] R. Brumana, D. Oreni, B. Cuca, L. Binda, P. Condoleo, M. Triggiani, Strategy for integrated surveying 644 

techniques finalized to interpretive models in a Byzantine Church, Mesopotam, Albania, Int. J. Archit. Herit. 8 645 

(2014) 886–924. https://doi.org/10.1080/15583058.2012.756077. 646 

[73] A.A. Fernández, E. Soria, L. Agustín, BIM aplicado al Patrimonio Cultural. Documento 14. Guía de usuarios 647 

BIM. Building SMART Spain Chapter., in: Build. Smart Spain Chapter, 2018: p. 46 pages. 648 

[74] S. Antonopoulou, P. Bryan, BIM for Heritage, 2017. 649 

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/bim-for-heritage/. 650 

[75] P. Parisi, M. Lo Turco, E.C. Giovannini, The value of knowledge through H-BIM models: historic 651 

documentation with a semantic approach, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 42 (2019) 652 

581–588. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W9-581-2019. 653 

[76] A. Almaimani, N.O. Nawari, BIM-Driven Design Approach for Islamic Historical Buildings, Arab. J. Sci. 654 

Eng. 44 (2019) 4947–4960. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13369-018-3653-9. 655 

[77] H.A. Abd ElWahab, A.F. Bakr, R.A. Raslan, Towards a parametric plug-in for conservation of built heritage, 656 

Alexandria Eng. J. 58 (2019) 325–331. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aej.2018.12.001. 657 

[78] V. Bagnolo, R. Argiolas, A. Cuccu, HBIM for archaeological sites: from SFM based survey to algorithmic 658 

modeling, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XLII–2 (2019) 57–63. 659 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W9-57-2019. 660 

[79] C. León-Robles, J. Reinoso-Gordo, J. González-Quiñones, Heritage Building Information Modeling (H-BIM) 661 

Applied to A Stone Bridge, ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Information. 8 (2019) 121. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi8030121. 662 

[80] M. Ludwig, G. Herbst, D. Rieke-zapp, R. Rosenbauer, S. Rutishauser, A. Zellweger, The advantages of 663 

parametric modeling for the reconstruction of historic buildings. The Example of the in war destroyed Church 664 

of St. Catherine (Katharinenkirche) in Nuremberg, ISPRS Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL 665 

(2013) 161–165. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W1-161-2013. 666 

[81] S. Fai, J. Rafeiro, Establishing an Appropriate Level of Detail (LoD) for a Building Information Model (BIM) 667 

– West Block, Parliament Hill, Ottawa, Canada, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. II–5 668 

(2014) 123–130. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-II-5-123-2014. 669 

[82] Z. Zhang, J. Li, X. Li, Y. Lin, S. Zhang, C. Wang, A fast method for measuring the similarity between 3d 670 

model and 3d point cloud, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XLI (2016) 725–728. 671 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XLI-B1-725-2016. 672 



 24 of 28 

 

[83] F.I. Apollonio, M. Gaiani, Z. Sun, 3D Modeling and Data Enrichment in Digital Reconstruction of 673 

Architectural Heritage, XXIV Int. CIPA Symp. XL-5/W2 (2013) 43–48. 674 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W2-43-2013. 675 

[84] J. Lee, J. Lee, J.W. Kim, K. Kang, M.H. Lee, Virtual reconstruction and interactive applications for Korean 676 

traditional architectures, SCIRES-IT - Sci. Res. Inf. Technol. 6 (2016) 5–14. 677 

https://doi.org/10.2423/I22394303V6N1P5. 678 

[85] M. Del Giudice, A. Osello, BIM for cultural heritage, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 40 679 

(2013) 225–229. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W2-225-2013. 680 

[86] A. Cina, M. Piras, H.I. Bendea, Structural calculations by horizontal and vertical interoperability for the 681 

redevelopment of existing buildings, ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL-5/W3 682 

(2014) 131–137. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W3-131-2013. 683 

[87] S. Cursi, D. Simeone, I. Toldo, A semantic web approach for built heritage representation, in: Int. Conf. 684 

Comput. Archit. Des. Futur., 2015: pp. 383–401. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-47386-3_21. 685 

[88] C. Dore, M. Murphy, M. McCarthy, C. Casidy, E. Dirix, Structural Simulations and Conservation Analysis 686 

-Historic Building Information Model (HBIM), ISPRS-The Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. 687 

Sci. XL-5/W4 (2015) 351–357. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W4-345-2015. 688 

[89] Y. Li, Z. Song, K. Dong, Application of BIM in the protection of historical buildings based on Riegel historic 689 

value theory, in: Int. Conf. Eng. Manag. Eng. Educ. Inf. Technol., 2015: pp. 283–288. 690 

https://doi.org/10.2991/emeeit-15.2015.57. 691 

[90] J. He, J. Liu, S. Xu, C. Wu, J. Zhang, A gis-based cultural heritage study framework on continuous scales: A 692 

case study on 19th century military industrial heritage, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 40 693 

(2015) 215–222. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W7-215-2015. 694 

[91] H. Macher, T. Landes, P. Grussenmeyer, From Point Clouds to Building Information Models: 3D 695 

Semi-Automatic Reconstruction of Indoors of Existing Buildings, Appl. Sci. 7 (2017) 1030. 696 

https://doi.org/10.3390/app7101030. 697 

[92] N. Hichri, C. Stefani, L. De Luca, P. Veron, Review of the “As-Built Bim” Approaches, ISPRS - Int. Arch. 698 

Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL-5/W1 (2013) 107–112. 699 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W1-107-2013. 700 

[93] S. Bruno, M. De Fino, F. Fatiguso, Historic Building Information Modelling: performance assessment for 701 

diagnosis-aided information modelling and management, Autom. Constr. 86 (2018) 256–276. 702 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2017.11.009. 703 

[94] F. Rodrigues, J. Teixeira, R. Matos, H. Rodrigues, Development of a Web Application for Historical Building 704 

Management through BIM Technology, Adv. Civ. Eng. 2019 (2019) 1–15. 705 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/9872736. 706 

[95] D. Simeone, S. Cursi, M. Acierno, BIM semantic-enrichment for built heritage representation, Autom. Constr. 707 

97 (2019) 122–137. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2018.11.004. 708 

[96] M. Lucarelli, E. Laurini, P. De Berardinis, 3D and 4D modelling in building site working control, ISPRS Ann. 709 

Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XLII–2 (2019) 441–446. 710 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W9-441-2019. 711 

[97] F. Fadli, M. AlSaeed, Digitizing vanishing architectural heritage; The design and development of Qatar 712 

historic buildings information modeling [Q-HBIM] platform, Sustain. 11 (2019). 713 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su11092501. 714 

[98] R. Quattrini, R. Pierdicca, C. Morbidoni, Knowledge-based data enrichment for HBIM: Exploring 715 



 25 of 28 

 

high-quality models using the semantic-web, J. Cult. Herit. 28 (2017) 129–139. 716 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2017.05.004. 717 

[99] L. Barazzetti, F. Banfi, R. Brumana, G. Gusmeroli, M. Previtali, G. Schiantarelli, Cloud-to-BIM-to-FEM: 718 

Structural simulation with accurate historic BIM from laser scans, Simul. Model. Pract. Theory. 57 (2015) 71–719 

87. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.simpat.2015.06.004. 720 

[100] A. Osello, A. Acquaviva, C. Aghemo, L. Blaso, D. Dalmasso, D. Erba, G. Fracastoro, D. Gondre, M. Jahn, E. 721 

Macii, E. Patti, A. Pellegrino, P. Piumatti, F. Pramudianto, J. Savoyat, M. Spirito, R. Tomasi, J. Virgone, 722 

Energy saving in existing buildings by an intelligent use of interoperable ICTs, Energy Effic. 6 (2013) 707–723 

723. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12053-013-9211-0. 724 

[101] N. Hichri, C. Stefani, L. De Luca, P. Veron, G. Hamon, From point cloud to BIM: a survey of existing 725 

approaches, ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL (2013) 343–348. 726 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W2-343-2013. 727 

[102] J.C.P. Cheng, L.Y.H. Ma, A BIM-based system for demolition and renovation waste estimation and planning, 728 

Waste Manag. 33 (2013) 1539–1551. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2013.01.001. 729 

[103] R. Laing, M. Leon, J. Isaacs, Monuments visualization: From 3D scanned data to a holistic approach, an 730 

application to the city of Aberdeen, Proc. Int. Conf. Inf. Vis. (2015) 512–517. 731 

https://doi.org/10.1109/iV.2015.91. 732 

[104] H. Rua, A.P. Falcão, A.F. Roxo, Digital Models – Proposal for the Interactive Representation of Urban 733 

Centres, City Model. 1 (n.d.) 265–274. 734 

[105] H. Macher, T. Landes, P. Grussenmeyer, E. Alby, Semi-automatic segmentation and modelling from point 735 

clouds towards historical building information modelling, in: Euro-Mediterranean Conf., 2014: pp. 111–120. 736 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-13695-0. 737 

[106] S. Garagnani, A.M. Manferdini, Parametric accuracy: building information modeling process applied to the 738 

cultural heritage preservation, ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL–5 (2013) 87–739 

92. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-xl-5-w1-87-2013. 740 

[107] D. Oreni, R. Brumana, F. Banfi, L. Bertola, L. Barazzetti, B. Cuca, M. Previtali, F. Roncoroni, Beyond Crude 741 

3D Models : From Point Clouds to Historical Building Information Modeling via NURBS, in: Digit. Heritage. 742 

Prog. Cult. Herit. Doc. Preserv. Prot., 2008: pp. 166–175. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-13695-0_16. 743 

[108] Y.C. Lin, N.W. Zheng, W.L. Chen, T.C. Wu, M.F. Hsu, Improvingtraditional building repair construction 744 

quality using historic building information modeling concept, ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 745 

Spat. Inf. Sci. XL (2013) 691–694. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-xl-5-w2-691-2013. 746 

[109] P. Grussenmeyer, T. Landes, T. Voegtle, K. Ringle, Comparison methods of terrestrial laser scanning, 747 

photogrammetry and tachometry data for recording of cultural heritage buildings, Int. Arch. Photogramm. 748 

Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. Vol. XXXVI (2008) 213–218. 749 

[110] E. Karachaliou, E. Georgiou, D. Psaltis, E. Stylianidis, UAV for mapping historic buildings: from 3D 750 

modelling to BIM, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XLII–2 (2019) 397–402. 751 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W9-397-2019. 752 

[111] P. Martínez-Carricondo, F. Carvajal-Ramírez, L. Yero-Paneque, F. Agüera-Vega, Combination of nadiral and 753 

oblique UAV photogrammetry and HBIM for the virtual reconstruction of cultural heritage. Case study of 754 

Cortijo del Fraile in Níjar, Almería (Spain), Build. Res. Inf. 0 (2019) 1–20. 755 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09613218.2019.1626213. 756 

[112] F. Maietti, M. Medici, F. Ferrari, A.E. Ziri, P. Bonsma, Digital Cultural Heritage: Semantic Enrichment and 757 

Modelling in BIM Environment, in: Conf. Marie Sklodowska-Curie Initial Train. Netw. Digit. Cult. Herit., 758 



 26 of 28 

 

2018: pp. 104–118. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-75826-8_9. 759 

[113] C. Thomson, J. Boehm, Automatic geometry generation from point clouds for BIM, Remote Sens. 7 (2015) 760 

11753–11775. https://doi.org/10.3390/rs70911753. 761 

[114] H. MacHer, L. Chow, S. Fai, Automating the verification of heritage building information models created 762 

from point cloud data, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. 42 (2019) 455–460. 763 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W9-455-2019. 764 

[115] Y. Song, X. Wang, Y. Tan, P. Wu, M. Sutrisna, J. Cheng, K. Hampson, Trends and Opportunities of BIM-GIS 765 

Integration in the Architecture, Engineering and Construction Industry: A Review from a Spatio-Temporal 766 

Statistical Perspective, ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Information. 6 (2017) 397. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi6120397. 767 

[116] C. Mirarchi, X. Wang, A. Pavan, Y. Song, F. De Marco, Supporting Facility Management Processes through 768 

End-Users’ Integration and Coordinated BIM-GIS Technologies, ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Information. 7 (2018) 769 

191. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi7050191. 770 

[117] T. Krijnen, A. Diakité, J. Stoter, H. Ledoux, K. Arroyo Ohori, Processing BIM and GIS Models in Practice: 771 

Experiences and Recommendations from a GeoBIM Project in The Netherlands, ISPRS Int. J. 772 

Geo-Information. 7 (2018) 311. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi7080311. 773 

[118] Y. Deng, J.C.P. Cheng, C. Anumba, Mapping between BIM and 3D GIS in different levels of detail using 774 

schema mediation and instance comparison, Autom. Constr. 67 (2016) 1–21. 775 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2016.03.006. 776 

[119] C. Dore, M. Murphy, C. Dore, M. Murphy, Integration of HBIM and 3D GIS for Digital Heritage Modelling 777 

Integration of HBIM and 3D GIS for Digital Heritage Modelling, in: Int. Conf. Virtual Syst. Multimed., 2012: 778 

p. 13154636. https://doi.org/10.1109/VSMM.2012.6365947. 779 

[120] G. Saygi, G. Agugiaro, M. Hamamcıoğlu-Turan, F. Remondino, Evaluation of GIS and BIM roles for the 780 

information management of historical buildings, in: ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci., 781 

2013: p. 38123. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-II-5-W1-283-2013. 782 

[121] M. El-Mekawy, A. Östman, I. Hijazi, A Unified Building Model for 3D Urban GIS, ISPRS Int. J. 783 

Geo-Information. 1 (2012) 120–145. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi1020120. 784 

[122] R. De Laat, L. Van Berlo, Integration of BIM and GIS: The development of the CityGML GeoBIM extension, 785 

Adv. 3D Geo-Information Sci. (2011) 211–225. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-12670-3_13. 786 

[123] P. Pauwels, R. Bod, D. Di Mascio, R. De Meyer, Integrating building information modelling and semantic 787 

web technologies for the management of built heritage information, Proc. Digit. 2013 - Fed. 19th Int’l VSMM, 788 

10th Eurographics GCH, 2nd UNESCO Mem. World Conf. Plus Spec. Sess. FromCAA, Arqueol. 2.0 Al. 1 789 

(2013) 481–488. https://doi.org/10.1109/DigitalHeritage.2013.6743787. 790 

[124] A. Rodrigues Gonçalves, E. Alba, J. Sebastián, J. Rodrigues, C. Portalés, Digital Cultural Heritage: Semantic 791 

Enrichment and Modelling in BIM Environment, Multimodal Technol. Interact. 2 (2018) 58. 792 

https://doi.org/10.3390/mti2030058. 793 

[125] E. Iadanza, F. Maietti, A.E. Ziri, R. Di Giulio, M. Medici, F. Ferrari, P. Bonsma, B. Turillazzi, Semantic web 794 

technologies meet BIM for accessing and understanding cultural heritage, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote 795 

Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XLII–2 (2019) 381–388. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W9-381-2019. 796 

[126] X. Yang, Y.-C. Lu, A. Murtiyoso, M. Koehl, P. Grussenmeyer, HBIM Modeling from the Surface Mesh and 797 

Its Extended Capability of Knowledge Representation, ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Information. 8 (2019) 301. 798 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi8070301. 799 

[127] R. Quattrini, R. Pierdicca, C. Morbidoni, Knowledge-based data enrichment for HBIM: Exploring 800 

high-quality models using the semantic-web, J. Cult. Herit. (2017). 801 



 27 of 28 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2017.05.004. 802 

[128] M.P. Nepal, S. Staub-French, R. Pottinger, J. Zhang, Ontology-Based Feature Modeling for Construction 803 

Information Extraction from a Building Information Model, J. Comput. Civ. Eng. 27 (2013) 555–569. 804 

https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)CP.1943-5487.0000230. 805 

[129] E.P. Karan, J. Irizarry, J. Haymaker, BIM and GIS Integration and Interoperability Based on Semantic Web 806 

Technology, J. Comput. Civ. Eng. 30 (2016) 04015043. 807 

https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)CP.1943-5487.0000519. 808 

[130] A.-H. Hor, A. Jadidi, G. Sohn, Bim-Gis Integrated Geospatial Information Model Using Semantic Web and 809 

Rdf Graphs, ISPRS Ann. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. III–4 (2016) 73–79. 810 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsannals-III-4-73-2016. 811 

[131] C.J. Lin, The STG pattern–application of a “Semantic-Topological-Geometric” information conversion 812 

pattern to knowledge-based modeling in architectural conceptual design, Comput. Aided. Des. Appl. 14 813 

(2017) 313–323. https://doi.org/10.1080/16864360.2016.1240452. 814 

[132] P. Pauwels, T. Krijnen, W. Terkaj, J. Beetz, Enhancing the ifcOWL ontology with an alternative 815 

representation for geometric data, Autom. Constr. 80 (2017) 77–94. 816 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2017.03.001. 817 

[133] K. Li, S.J. Li, Y. Liu, W. Wang, C. Wu, Coordination between Understanding Historic Buildings and BIM 818 

Modelling: A 3D-Output oriented and typological data capture method, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 819 

Spat. Inf. Sci. - ISPRS Arch. 40 (2015) 283–288. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W7-283-2015. 820 

[134] D.P. Andrews, J. Bedford, P.G. Bryan, A comparison of laser scanning and structure from motion as applied to 821 

the Great Barn At Harmondsworth, UK, ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL 822 

(2013) 31–36. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-xl-5-w2-31-2013. 823 

[135] A. Baik, R. Yaagoubi, J. Boehm, Integration of jeddah historical bim and 3D GIS for documentation and 824 

restoration of historical monument, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. - ISPRS Arch. 40 825 

(2015) 29–34. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W7-29-2015. 826 

[136] H.-M. Cheng, W.-B. Yang, Y.-N. Yen, BIM applied in historical building documentation and refurbishing, 827 

ISPRS - Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL-5/W7 (2015) 85–90. 828 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W7-85-2015. 829 

[137] F.J. López, P.M. Lerones, J. Llamas, J. Gómez-García-Bermejo, E. Zalama, A Framework for Using Point 830 

Cloud Data of Heritage Buildings Toward Geometry Modeling in A BIM Context: A Case Study on Santa 831 

Maria La Real De Mave Church, Int. J. Archit. Herit. 11 (2017) 965–986. 832 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15583058.2017.1325541. 833 

[138] A. Murtiyoso, P. Grussenmeyer, D. Suwardhi, R. Awalludin, Multi-Scale and Multi-Sensor 3D 834 

Documentation of Heritage Complexes in Urban Areas, ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Information. 7 (2018) 483. 835 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi7120483. 836 

[139] A. Baik, J. Boehm, S. Robson, Jeddah historical building information modeling" JHBIM" Old Jeddah-Saudi 837 

Arabia, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. XL (2013) 73–78. 838 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-xl-5-w2-73-2013. 839 

[140] X. Yang, M. Koehl, P. Grussenmeyer, Mesh-to-bim: From segmented mesh elements to bim model with 840 

limited parameters, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. - ISPRS Arch. 42 (2018) 1213–1218. 841 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-1213-2018. 842 

[141] X. Yang, M. Koehl, P. Grussenmeyer, Parametric modelling of as-built beam framed structure in bim 843 

environment, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. - ISPRS Arch. 42 (2017) 651–657. 844 



 28 of 28 

 

https://doi.org/10.5194/isprs-archives-XLII-2-W3-651-2017. 845 

[142] C. Rodríguez-Moreno, J.F. Reinoso-Gordo, E. Rivas-López, A. Gómez-Blanco, F.J. Ariza-López, I. 846 

Ariza-López, From point cloud to BIM: an integrated workflow for documentation, research and modelling of 847 

architectural heritage, Surv. Rev. 50 (2018) 212–231. https://doi.org/10.1080/00396265.2016.1259719. 848 

[143] A. Fryskowska, J. Stachelek, A no-reference method of geometric content quality analysis of 3D models 849 

generated from laser scanning point clouds for hBIM, J. Cult. Herit. (2018). 850 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.culher.2018.04.003. 851 

[144] C. Biagini, P. Capone, V. Donato, N. Facchini, Towards the BIM implementation for historical building 852 

restoration sites, Autom. Constr. 71 (2016) 74–86. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2016.03.003. 853 

[145] Z. Sun, Y.K. Cao, Data processing workflows from low-cost digital survey to various applications: Three case 854 

studies of Chinese historic architecture, Int. Arch. Photogramm. Remote Sens. Spat. Inf. Sci. - ISPRS Arch. 40 855 

(2015) 409–416. https://doi.org/10.5194/isprsarchives-XL-5-W7-409-2015. 856 

[146] Z. Sun, Y. Zhang, Using drones and 3D modeling to survey Tibetan architectural heritage: A case study with 857 

the multi-door stupa, Sustain. 10 (2018). https://doi.org/10.3390/su10072259. 858 

[147] A. Adami, F. Fassi, L. Fregonese, M. Piana, Image-based techniques for the survey of mosaics in the St 859 

Mark’s Basilica in Venice, Virtual Archaeol. Rev. 9 (2018) 1. https://doi.org/10.4995/var.2018.9087. 860 

[148] Y. Li, K. Dong, G.F. Li, The Application of BIM in the Restoration of Historical Buildings, Appl. Mech. 861 

Mater. 638–640 (2014) 1627–1635. https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/amm.638-640.1627. 862 

 863 




