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his researcheplores thegroundline as adynamic threshold in themorphological
eolutionof thecity inestigating its role in shaping uran spaceandmoility n
traditional citymodels thegroundline is often conceiedas a staticoundaryetween
theuilt enironment and the susurface oweer this studychallenges this notion
yeamining how theground line shifts oer timedue toecaation adaptation
andconstruction altering the spatial and social dynamicsof thecity he research
inestigates the interplayetween solids and oids the creationof lost spacesand
the impact of undergroundmoility on uran form articular attention is paid to the
relationshipetween surfaceandunderground spaceseploring their historical social
andpolitical implications y applying this framework to thecity of urin the study
assesses the impact of underground infrastructureon landuseproperty alues and
accessiility ltimately this researchoers newperspectiesonuranplanningarguing
for an integrateddesign approach that considers theevolving natureof theground in
contemporary cities

heconceptof the susoil focuseson the humaneperienceofwhat lieseneathour
feet his contrastswith the notionof landscapewhich eokes a senseof frontality
representingeerythingwithin our lineof sight he suterranean howeer remains
hidden hus there is an apparent oppositionetween landscapeand suterranean
the landscape is the spacewecan immediately perceieandarticulatewhereas the
suterranean reuires timeandeploration herefore the superficial uran landscape
changed its formwith underground transportdefining a spaceasedon its temporal
achieement t createdacity that could no longereassimilated as a unicumut as
separate areas that couldonlye ideally connected

ince theeginning humans haehadacomple relationshipwith the underground
initially perceiedas aplaceofdarkness anddanger n ancientreece for instance
ades ἀ- ἰδ inisile ruled the realmof thedeadaworld hidden fromsight that
reinforced thecultural fear ofwhat layeneath theearth hroughahistorical analysis of
undergrounduranismanda focuson the ertical layeringof the suterraneancity the
research introduces a newperspectie toanalyse thecity as a threedimensional oect
y theconceptsdescried in theigureround heory introducedy rancik et al
0 the study seeks to understand the relationshipetweendierent areas and leels
in thecity heusual relationshipetween solids and oids in the twodimensional city
is etended to the erticalcreating aparadowhat is usually perceiedas solid aoe
ground is representedas oid undergroundand ice ersa urthermore theground line
which seres as aoundary in traditionalfiguregroundanalysis ecomesaprolematic
threshold ather than acting as a simplediider it highlights the amiguity of
interpreting solids and voids across vertical levels: it appears as a support for built forms
ut alsodefines a solid container for undergroundecaations oreoer themoement
of theground line has changedoer thecenturies adapting to social andeconomic
needs f fromageographical point of iew it ismainly inuencedy the topography
historically and socially the threshold hasmoedaccording to technological inentions
such as the sewerage system the lift or the need for antiaircraft protection hese
oscillations havebrought about somechanges in theperceptionof theground: it has
gone fromeinga spiritual oect toe enerated in the traditional city toeing the
remnantsof thelood in themodern city anda structural reference in thecontemporary
world

hecity of urin haseenchosen as acase studyand through the studyof its historical
maps after the arrial of the underground line the numer of people using underground
pulic transport the changes in landuse and the alueof the land it is proidedwith
amirror of how thecity has changedaccording to the land transformations hen
according to the results otained thepreiousones are added to the newmetropolitan
line

Howdoes thegroundline function as adynamic threshold
in themorphological evolutionof the city, andwhat impact
does it haveon urbandesign,with particular reference to
the caseof Turin?

Unveiling theGround(line) HiddenPotential.
AMorphological Analysis of Torino’s Threshold and its
Role in Shaping theCity’s Identity.
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