
  
Crepidoma  

   

Reconstruction 

 

 
 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_3 
 
Drawing_nr_15 
 
Drawing_nr_16 

Report_nr_1_Pages25-26 

Report_nr_2_Pages9-

12+60 

 

 

 
 

Uncertainty 
 
 

Several preserved marble 
ashlars of the euthynteria 
and the lowest step. No 
fragments of the second 
step and the stylobate 
are preserved or can be 
assigned to the temple 
any more  
 

3 

Argumentation 
On the basis of the preserved building stones and the traces of toolmarks, as 
well as the masons’ letters, the crepidoma can be reconstructed 
 



 

 

Temple Walls  

Reconstruction 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_3 

Drawing_nr_16 

Photo_nr_9 

Report_nr_1_Page

38 

Peport_nr_2_Page

30-33 

 

 

 

Uncertainty 

Fragments and 

better preserved 

orthostates that 

can be assigned to 

the walls 

3/2 

Argumentation 

From the archaeological finds together with comparisons to the Hepaisteion, 

the ground plan of the walls can be reconstructed. The height follows the 

columns and can be considered certain. The height of the entrance can only 

be reconstructed from the comparison with the Hephaisteion. 

 

 



Columns 

Reconstruction 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_1 

Drawing_nr_2 

Drawing_nr_3 

Drawing_nr_4  

Photo_nr_10 

Report_nr_1_Page20-24 

Report_nr_2_Page12-16 
 

 

Uncertainty 

Finds of several column 

fragments that can give 

information about the 

original shape  

3 / 4 

Argumentation 
Preserved fragments as well as comparisons with the Hephaisteion allow a 

sufficient reconstruction. 



Column Ring 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_5 

Drawing_nr_17 

Report_nr_1_Pages2+9+13-24 

 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

Dinsmoor's calculations based on the 

construction dimensions and 

comparisons (Report_nr_1) 

2 

Argumentation 

The dimensions of the foundation and the crepidoma allow a reconstruction 

of a 6x13 column temple. These construction dimensions, fragments of 

building blocks, mason's letters and reconstruction of the columns as well as 

comparisons with the Hephaisteion, temple of Poseidon in Sunion and temple 

of Nemesis in Rhamnus allow an exact calculation of the placement. 

 



 

Anta Columns 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources Report_nr_1_Page26-27  

 

Uncertainty 

 

Assumption cannot be backed up by finds 2 

Argumentation 

Based on comparisons, it is assumed that the columns must be smaller (but 

otherwise identical) than the columns of the outer ring. However, the factor 

of reduction is hypothetical. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Anta Capital 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_4 
Drawing_nr_5  

Report_nr_1_Page39+44 

Report_nr_2_Pages36-37 

 
 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

two fragments that 

provide information 

about the shape  

3 / 2 

Argumentation 
From the remaining fragments and comparisons with the Hephaisteion, the 

shape and course can be reconstructed (drawing_nr_5)  

 

 

 

 



 

Architrave 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_4  

Drawing_nr_18 

Report_nr_1 _Pages27-29 

Report_nr_2_Page16+20+56-60 
 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

Four fragments are extant   3/4 

Argumentation 

 

The extant fragments of the architrave as well as the architectural elements 

(regulae, triglyphs) allow a reconstruction of the dimensions and shape. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Taenia and Metopes 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_6 

Report_nr_1_Pages27-29 

Report_nr_2_Pages20-22+60 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

Four fragments of the 

metopes could be recovered; 

the taenia is also recognisable 

on these fragments  

3/4 

Argumentation 

 

Mason letters on several fragments as well as correspondence with fragments 

of the triglyphs allow a reliable assignment as metopes with subsequent 

taenia. A possible relief of the metopes is not recognizable. 

 

 

 

 



 

Triglyphs 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used Soures 

Drawing_nr_6 

Drawing_nr_7 

Photo_nr_2  

Photo_ nr_3 

Report_nr_1_Pages11-

12+27-29 

Report_nr_1_Pages28-29 

Report_nr_2_Pages16-20 

 

 

Uncertainty Several well preserved 
fragments  

4 

Argumentation 
Reconstruction is based on the preserved fragments and accordance with the 

other architectural elements (metopes, regulae). 

 



 

Regulae and Guttae 

Reconstruction  

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_6  

Drawing_nr_8 

Photo_ nr_4  

Report_nr_1_Pages27-29 

Report_nr_2_Pages16-17 

 

Uncertainty Extant Fragments 4 

Argumentation 
Reconstruction based on the preserved fragments and accordance with the 

other architectural elements (metopes, triplyphs). 

 



 

Geison and Raking Geison 

Reconstruction 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_4 

Drawing_nr_9 

Photo_nr_5  

Report_nr_2_Pages23-24+60 

 
 

  

 

Uncertainty 

 

Extant fragments + modern 

reconstruction with 

architectural context 

(Photo_location_nr_5) 

3/4 

Argumentation 

 

Reconstruction based on the preserved fragments and accordance with the 

other architectural elements. 



 

Sima 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_4 

Drawing_nr_9 

Report_nr_1_Page32-35 

Report_nr_2_Pages27+44+60 

 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

Several extant fragments  3/4 

Argumentation 

 

Modelling on the basis of the reconstruction drawings resulting from the 

preserved components and comparisons with the Hephaisteion.  

 

 



 

Mutules 

Reconstruction 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_4 

Drawing_nr_9 

Drawing_nr_14 

Photo_nr_5  

Report_nr_1_Pages11-12+27-29 

Report_nr_2_Pages16-20+23-24 

 

 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

Several preserved fragments that 

give information about the 

original shape 

4 

Argumentation 
Reconstruction is based on the preserved fragments and accordance with the 

other architectural elements (triglyphs, metopes, regulae). 

 



 

Roof 

Reconstruction 

 

 

 

Used sources 
Drawing_nr_4 

 Report_nr_2_Page28 

 

 

Uncertainty 

 

 3 

Argumentation 

 

The other construction components (sima, geison and raking geison) result in 

the reconstructed roof shape. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Roof Tiles 

Reconstruction 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_10 

Drawing_nr_11 

Drawing_nr_12  

Report_nr_2_Page28 

Article_nr_3_Page230 

  

 

Uncertainty 
Three extant fragments 

of the roof tiles  
3/2 

Argumentation 

The preserved fragments are too fragmentary to be able to deduce the 

structure from that. However, a comparison with the Hehaisteion allows a 

corresponding reconstruction.  

 



 

Acroterion Plinth 

Reconstruction 

 

 

Used sources 

Drawing_nr_13 

Drawing_nr_14  

Photo_nr_6  

Photo_nr_7 

Report_nr_1_Pages36-37+45 

Article_nr_1_Pages689-

690+724 

Article_Nr_2_Page694 

 

 

Uncertainty 
Comparisons with the 

Hephaisteion 
2 

Argumentation 

The reconstruction is only possible on the basis of comparisons with the 

Hephaisteion. Photo_nr_6 was initially attributed to the temple of Ares but is 

today assigned to the Hephaisteion. 

 

 



 

Water Spouts 

Reconstruction 

 

 

Used sources 

Photo_nr_7 

Photo_nr_8  

Report_nr_1_Pages 32+35-37 

 

Uncertainty 

Extant fragments + preserved 

depiction on a sherd from 

antiquity  

4 

Argumentation 

On the basis of the lionhead-waterspouts that can be attributed to the temple 

of Ares, as well as the depiction on a sherd from a crater, the lion waterspouts 

can be reconstructed along the broadsides. 
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