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Since what is often referred to as the 'digital revolution' in architecture, novel materials and 
digital tools have significantly altered architectural ecologies. The paper compares two case 
study projects as part of ongoing research. Examining overlaps between the natural, the 
virtual, and the built environments, it explores a variety of overlaps, continuities, and 
interfaces. Each project operates on the threshold of what is conventionally considered the 
'natural' and the 'artificial' in material, shape, and experience contexts. Informed by theory, 
the projects establish nuanced interfaces between the digital and the material. Both projects 
were fabricated using robotic 3D printing with a variety of materials. The paper describes 
and compares them concerning sustainability and provides an overview of the different 
spatial concepts of the two projects.  

Keywords: Postdigital Architecture, Robotic 3D Printing, Sustainable Materials, Project, 
Hybrid Environments.

INTRODUCTION 
Climate change and global warming pressure 
architects, designers, and the building industry to 
operate more sustainably. While it is crucial to make 
existing processes more efficient, ecological, and 
sustainable new technologies and materials must 
also be explored. Besides new technological 
solutions, this also requires cultural adaptation. 
Architecture significantly impacts the organisation 
and design of urban natural environments. At the 
very latest, since the increasing digitalisation of our 
everyday life, architecture must engage with virtual 
environments too. Responding to those 
observations, the work presented here 
simultaneously engages with built, natural, and 
virtual environments. The research attempts to 
develop holistic design strategies that explore 
intricate forms while aiming to reduce the (usually 
associated) ecological footprint. Robotic 3D printing 

is a suitable strategy for developing such techniques. 
For this paper, the authors evaluated 3D printing as 
a construction method by reviewing its role in two 
projects. They are postdigital prototypes and lay on 
the threshold of virtual and real environments, 
sustainable design, digital technology, and media. 

The Anthropocene 
Our current time is increasingly described as the 
Anthropocene. It is a geological epoch defined by 
the effects of human activity. It has first been coined 
by Crutzen (2002) and its beginning is widely 
accepted to be the latter part of the 18th century. 
While there remains some debate about this exact 
date, it can be more generally defined as the 
moment when humans started to dominate the 
planet and long-lastingly alter its atmos-, geo-, and 
biospheres. (Klingan et al, 2015) In the context of this 
research, the Anthropocene is seen as an 
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opportunity which allows architects to rethink 
established dichotomies. Blok (2017) described it as 
a 'radical opportunity' that allows us to rethink the 
demarcations between 'nature-technology' and 
'nature-culture'.  

'Sustainability' 
Sustainability is broadly defined as a trifold of 'social, 
economic and environment'. (Purvis and Robinson, 
2019, p. 681) The presented approach aims to 
sustainably 3D print and, therefore, to address item 
12 of the UN's SDGs. In particular, item 12.5: to 
recycle plastics and 'substantially reduce waste 
generation through prevention, reduction, recycling 
and reuse'. (United Nations) 

Traits of postdigital architecture 
Twenty-five years ago, Negroponte (1998) 
announced that 'the Digital Revolution is over'. 
Throughout the past decade, postdigital research 
has emerged as a discipline (Andersen, Cox, & 
Papadopoulos, 2014). The postdigital is concerned 
with aesthetics (Andrew, 2002; Berry and Dieter, 
2015; Cascone, 2000; Contreras-Koterbay and 
Mirocha, 2016; Hodgson, 2019) as well as with ways 
we design and think in an age of mass media and a 
myriad of new technologies (Ayala, 2013; Coyne, 
2018; Kargl et al, 2019; Openshaw, 2015). In the 
context of architecture, two opposing strands can be 
observed. One, labelled 'quitters' by Carpo (2018), 
focuses on a mainly representational paradigm of 
collages without shading and aesthetics that are 
reactionary to digital architecture's topological 
complexity. The other strand embraces those digital 
tools and aesthetics, builds on them, and further 
develops paradigms of complexity, formal 
exuberance, and technological fetishisation.  

The two projects presented in this paper identify 
as part of the second strand – as a continuation of 
the digital. Their key traits are advanced digital 
fabrication techniques, mixed reality experiences, 
notions of sustainability and ecology, and haptic 
experiences of digital realities.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Hybrids 
Digital architecture has often been characterised as 
homogeneous, smooth, curvilinear, and 
unarticulated. However, such digital surfaces are a 
blank canvas to be articulated, decorated, and 
defined. The traces on surfaces resulting from digital 
fabrication techniques can be seen as an ornament 
(Lynn, 2004). In the context of the work presented in 
this paper, the resulting forms are digital-material 
hybrids. Domeisen (2008) argues that ornament per 
se is the realm of hybrids. With this hybrid nature in 
mind, the paper asks how such digital-material 
hybrids can be physically and virtually designed. 

METHODS 
It is part of this research to investigate sustainability 
objectives, postdigital architecture traits, and 
hybridity, alongside discussing two case study 
projects: Project A and B (Figures 1 and 8). The two 
projects are analysed concerning technical 
limitations, and their key design principles are 
outlined, created, and exhibited in two consecutive 
years at the Ars Electronica Festival 2022 and 2023. 
The two projects - here differentiated as A and B for 
practical reasons - share certain aspects but differ in 
others. Both were fabricated using robotic 3D 
printing. While project A mainly investigates the 
design technique and method for MR environments, 
including haptic surfaces, project B focuses on 
creating a more sustainable environment and 

Figure 1 
The weighting of 
project design foci 
of the two case 
study projects A 
and B 
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postdigital material ecologies. Both projects were 
designed and fabricated by the authors. The authors 
refer to the Acknowledgements at the end of this 
paper for a list of all involved parties. Interpreted 
sequentially, one builds upon the other, and certain 
aesthetic and methodic aspects are refined. The core 

of this paper focuses on the hybrid use of digital 
technologies and physical prototyping. Both 
projects document applied research into different 
sustainable materials for robotic 3D printing. They 
range from recycled to biomaterials, and reusable 
materials. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Project A – 'Triopic Spectacle' 
Project A consisted of three key aspects—a central 
structure around a tree in a park. The tree had been 
3D scanned using Lidar. It hosted a modular 3D-
printed structure. The structure's shape was derived 
from an ML process based on acanthus leaves. The 
morphology played with the history of natural, 
ornamental motifs as part of the architecture (Figure 
2). 

Project B – 'Postdigital Natures' 
Project B was a large-scale, robotically 3D-printed 1:1 
installation made of recycled plastic and other 
bespoke biodegradable materials. It proposed 
artificial-natural, physical-virtual, technological-
botanical hybridity as a metaphor for a future vision 
of a more intricate rapport between architecture and 
nature in the Anthropocene. It did this by exploring 
ambiguous overlaps and interfaces between the 
natural, the virtual, and the built environments. 

RESULTS 
The following paragraphs describe a series of key 
techniques consistently deployed for both projects. 
They include robotic 3D printing of various materials, 
the design of both virtual and physical, immersive 
environments, the use of machine learning to create 
artificial natures as well as for initial design studies,  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2 
Overview of project 
A's 3D printed parts 
(PETG) with haptic 
inlays (silicone) 

Figure 3 
Project A, titled 
'Triopic Spectacle' in 
Linz, 2021 
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and a design focus on haptic aspects of the 
experience of architectural spaces. 

Robotic 3D-printing 
Robotic 3D printing of various materials as a 
fabrication technique for large-scale architectural 
installations was explored. Based on previous 
experiences in this field by the authors and affiliated 
researchers, two materials were chosen for the main 
components of each installation. In the case of 
project A, it was transparent PETG (Figure 3) and in 
the second case, recycled PET (Figure 4). While A 
relied on a single material, B also used other, more 
sustainable, 3D-printed materials. While describing 
the details of the digital fabrication processes is 
beyond the scope of this paper, it is important to 
explain why this technique was chosen. 3D printing 
with a 6-axis robotic system allows each part to be 
different but also provides more flexibility in 
generating the tool path choreography, the heights 
of the printed layers, and the travelling speed of the 
printhead. Furthermore, the degree of freedom 
concerning morphology is great, and the process is 
scalable.  

Haptic experience 
Two sets of haptic experiences were designed for the 
projects. Both aimed to enhance the experience by 
providing intricate and soft textures to the hard 3D-
printed surfaces.  

Soft inlays. To enhance the haptic experience in 
project A, soft silicone inlays were integrated into the 
3D prints. This multi-material strategy created 
textured surfaces that mimicked the intricate digital 
surfaces of the VR experience. This fabrication 
technique is novel and was developed specifically 
for this project. Each silicone fin corresponds to a 
digital one. The silicone was CNC cut and manually 
positioned during the 3D printing process. Using a 
force-sensitive Universal Robot (UR) industrial robot 
allowed safe human-robot collaboration. Visually, 
the inlays remind of tree mushrooms and add 
another layer of mimicry to the structure. 
Conceptually, the soft tissues formed hybrid 

feedback points between the virtual and real 
environments (Figure 5). 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Soft coating. For project B, glass wax was applied to 
the hard PET surfaces to create a thin, transparent, 
and soft haptic layer. This layer creates the sensation 
of wet, organic tissue when touched, which is 
perceived with awe and disgust. In the case of 
project B, this haptic layer was allied after 3D 
printing. In the case of project A, the tactile 
experience was integrated into the printing process. 
(Figure 6) 

Eccentric, immersive environments 
The projects were intertwined with dynamic and 
interactive virtual environments, recognising the 
immersive tangibility of virtual realms in our times 
(Figure 7).  

 
Figure 4 
Project B, titled 
'Postdigtal Natues 
of Planet B', in Linz, 
2022 

Figure 5 
Haptic inlays (close 
up) of project A, 
Triopic Spectacle 
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In both cases, the fabricated material elements were 
central pieces around the experience. Whether this 
was mainly in the virtual realm, as in project A or the 
physical world, as in project B, is irrelevant to this 
paper; this surrounding field provided a certain 
eccentricity around central nodes in both cases. The 
constraints were either technological, e.g., the 
maximum range of a VR headset, or spatial, e.g., the 
size of a room. In the case of project, A, the physical 
structure was at the centre of the experience. All 

other virtual aspects were centred around this node. 
The natural part of the site, the tree, acted as a 
structural host for the artificial intervention onto 
which digital content was projected. This central 
point formed the visual and haptic core of the MR 
experience. In the case of project B, the physical 
elements were arranged as a field. The projections of 
an ML-generated jungle were mapped onto the 
surrounding perimeter walls, which acted as hard 
limits. Here, the room was not extended using VR, 
but the rigid walls became immaterial, extending the 
space beyond the datum through projections. While 
project B was contained and only took place on-site, 
project A operated on three levels. They were the 
physical experience on-site, the virtual experiences 
using VR headsets, and the participatory online 
broadcast via Mozilla:hubs (Mozilla, 2021). 

Sustainable materials for 3D-printing 
Project B had a more extensive scope in terms of 
scale and area. It also was indoors, while project A 
was outdoors (Figure 3 and 4). It aimed to focus on 
more sustainable materials for 3D printing for 
ecological reasons. Four material and printing 
strategies were pursued, helping to discover a broad 
field of possibilities and to compare their respective 
potentials. The objective was to understand the 
interplay between production, material properties, 
and material origin. The four approaches 
intentionally cover a spectrum of different 
sustainability concepts. 

 Recycled materials (PET) 
 Traditional, pure material (clay, ceramics) 
 Bioplastics 
 100% biodegradable material 

The choice of materials led to design paradigms that 
respond to the form-finding capacities and 
limitations of 3D printing architectural fragments. 
This basic research on technology and design 
intelligence enabled us to focus on materials that 
produce significantly fewer carbon emissions. 
Hence, they result in a lower environmental impact.  

Figure 6 
Soft coating (close 
up) of project B, 
Postdigital Natures 

Figure 7 
Spatial conditions 
and relationships of 
each case study 
project 
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In project B, the main elements of the installation 
('pistilis') were fabricated from recycled PET 
(Polyethylene terephthalate). The material is a 
petroleum-based product that has already 
undergone recycling processes. 

PET is a popular material for the beverage 
packaging industry due to its material properties like 
light weight, resistance to breakage and high level of 
resilience. PET is the most common thermoplastic 
polymer used in various applications, usually by 
injection moulding. However, the raw material was 
processed through material extrusion for the 
project. 

Two particularities of the printing process were 
integrated. First is the gradual inclination of the layer 
corresponding to the generative edges of the 
design. Second, the print speeds were locally varied 
to generate a porous surface (Mohite et al, 2019). The 
resulting glitch in the print path opens up the 
surface. This mutual feedback between the digital 
model and the physical (material and process) 
hybridise to a particular design paradigm eccentric 
of the scope of the Digital and thus could be 
understood as a postdigital trait. 

Of course, experimental 3D printing with 
materials not intended for 3D printing comes with 
challenges. Compared to other projects printed with 
PET-G or PLA - we remarked that PET is brittler - has 
a lower impact resistance, a higher shrinkage ratio 
and results in spontaneous cracking, mainly 
between the printed layers. Furthermore, PET is a lot 
more hygroscopic, which absorbs moisture more 
quickly.  

In the project's landscape surrounding the 
pistils, 21 objects made of clay are distributed. Clay is 
one of human history's oldest art, utility and building 
materials and is a 100% natural material. The 
project demonstrates the high precision, scalability 
and detailed surface articulation that 3D printing 
breathes new aesthetic and performative life into 
this traditional material. In addition, the targeted 

application of glazes allows the material's properties 
to be further specified. The product used has a white 
to light cream colour after firing.  

Considering the shrinkage of clay, the digital 
model is scaled up. Previous research by the authors 
has shown that approximately 6% of the volume 
shrinks after drying and a further 3-7% during firing. 
Depending on the geometric typology, shrinkage 
leads to stresses and cracks in the material and shape 
deformation. Furthermore, local path deviations 
resulted in glitches in the surface which had been 
utilised as a design potential to articulate the surface 
of the objects.  

In terms of a postdigital design strategy, the 
hybridisation of the digital design process and the 
mutual feedback to the physical process is a shift 
from a former digital imperative.  
Like the clay prints, seven objects were printed with 
biopolymers. The printing device of the PET printer 
was slightly adapted for the purpose.  

Biopolymers are a compromise between natural 
materials and plastics. The advantage of these 
materials for 3D printing derives from the availability 
and industrialised high-quality production meant for 
3D printing.  

Biopolymers are plastics made from biomass. 
Hydrocarbons made by fermentation of biomass 
(corn, soya, sugarcane) can be polymerised to make 
bio-polyethene (PE) and bio-polypropylene (PP) 
(Ashby, 2021). These so-called dropin biopolymers 
have properties identical to their oil-based 
equivalents, which they directly replace. Other 
biopolymers, such as polylactide (PLA) and 
polyhydroxyalkanoate (PHA), have a biological 
origin but require specific processing methods. The 
materials used in the project were Arboblend V3 NF15 
and UPM Formi 3D. Both materials consist mainly of 
PLA and are filled with natural reinforcing fibres of 
around 20% and organic additives. Wood-based 
cellulose fibres give extra stability and strength and 
provide wood-like post-processing possibilities.  
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The pistils and the clay objects are embedded in a 
landscape of 3D-printed cells made from 100% 
biodegradable material (Figure 8). The landscape 
covers an area of 12 m2. Biodegradable materials are 
typically composed of renewable natural raw 
materials. The goal to 3D print 100% biodegradable 
materials is the most experimental bottom-up 
approach yet since this has been researched by a few 
researchers only, to name Roche (2006), Oxman 
(2010), Armstrong (2019), and Vasiliki et al (2022). 
The mixture that was used for the project consisted 
of Wood (as chips or flour), water, acetic acid, starch, 
glycerine (E422), and methylcellulose (E461). Water 
solubility, gel-like consistency and final strength are 
key properties of these 3D printable mixtures. 

A second iteration of a low-cost printing 
extruder for pasty materials was developed for the 
project. Attached to a Cobot UR-10e, the printing 
setup could print elements in various sizes and 

shapes. Controlling the material behaviour was 
challenging, and different adaptations of the 
geometric typology had to be made to avoid 
collapsing the printed objects.  

These investigations are the first step to 
achieving similar design results as mentioned in the 
previous material approaches. Still, the development 
follows the hybridisation of digital and physical 
material.  

DISCUSSION 
Both projects engage with the dialectics of artificial 
and natural in architecture. They do this on materials, 
design processes, and environmental concerns. The 
resulting postdigital experiences suggest new forms 
of engagement between the built and the natural 
environment. While project A focuses on an 
autopoietic interactive narrative, the potential of 
transmedia and the permeability between the 

Figure 8 
Overview of 
projects A and B, 
parts, and materials 
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physical and the virtual. Project B focuses on a 
metaphorical narrative and the technological stance 
on developing sustainable materials and fabrication 
(Figure 8).  

In the bigger picture, both projects showcase 
essential aspects of the shifts in digital architecture. 
On a descriptive level of the Digital and in 
consideration of the seminal works of Carpo, Lynn, 
Cache and Spuybroek, the projects align with their 
concepts like 'multiplicity' (Lynn, 1999, p. 20), the 
'objectile' (Cache et al, 1995, p. 87), fuzziness, 
'excessive resolution' (Carpo, 2016, p. 80), and 
'ornamentation' (Spuybroek, 2011, p. 89). On the 
other hand, the aspects of transmediality as 
intertwined realms of reality fundamentally differ 
from the purely Digital notion; also, the non-
authorial approach towards materials and 
fabrication process is another difference which is not 
considered by digital imperatives of the before 
mentioned.  

In detail, the fabrication strategies in the projects 
show a clear stance towards more sustainability in 
architecture that is not capitalised in the Digital at all. 
The projects also demonstrate, with their narratives, 
recognising the Anthropocene as a task to meet 
nature in all its nuances halfway, linking to the 
historical discussions of biomimicry and the 
opposing abstraction. For instance, Carpo's (2017) 
critique of the streamlined aesthetic of the 90s could 
be understood as a critique of abstraction. However, 
the projects show that aesthetic traits cannot be 
associated with a specific technological paradigm 
since the streamlined objects of A and B derive the 
morphology from the digital printing technology 
and the properties of the materials.  

Thus, the historiographic paradigms of Digital 
Design may no longer apply to all extents. Building 
on past developments, the traits of the concepts like 
the integration of the virtual, the natural and the 
physical could be described as fulgurations of Digital 
Design towards a postdigital notion. 

Critical reflections 
Both projects explored postdigital architectural 
experiences within the limiting constraints of 
temporary installations. For a more comprehensive 
analysis of the experiences, an evaluation strategy 
should be deployed in the future, potentially helping 
to understand better and map individual users' 
different spatial experiences. Similarly, the research 
on sustainable materials for 3D printing requires 
further research concerning actual carbon footprints 
and material recycling. Furthermore, both projects 
relied heavily on quasi-natural aspects that mimic 
nature rather than directly incorporating natural 
agents such as flora or fauna through bio-
integration.  

Future works 
When reviewing the results, it becomes clear that a 
third project is required. Since buildings are (still) 
predominantly static and long-lasting structures, 
those aspects must be investigated in the future. If 
buildings are to become more heterogeneous, 
multi-species, multi-media, and diverse 
environments, those notions of static vs. dynamic 
must be overcome. While this is, admittedly, easy 
using digital tools such as projections and VR 
headsets, future work must explore how this can be 
done with non-electronic means such as materials 
and living organisms. 

CONCLUSION 
This study aimed to shift the conversation by taking 
a dialectical approach to postdigital design, 
emphasising the importance of materiality, 
sustainability, circularity, and their integral role in 
the design process.  

The relationships between the natural, the 
virtual, and the built environments are key to 
understanding architectural design in the 
Anthropocene. These aspects indicate the potential 
to develop concepts, tools, and processes to deliver 
appropriate actions to achieve the SDGs without 
compromising design quality. Quite the contrary, 
design intelligence in juxtaposition with materials, 
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fabrication processes, and avoidance of production 
by virtual realms could lead to aesthetic results that 
even carry the meaning of a sustainable endeavour.  

The two projects, designed and fabricated a year 
apart, document a change in focus from shape to 
material. While project A investigated the tangible 
interfaces between realms of virtuality, project B 
considered the material manifestation of digital 
design concepts in an ecological context. 

Reconsidering Digital Design may indicate a 
pause or linearity in the history of digital 
developments in architecture. However, Digital 
Design continuously develops with various 
furcations. Indeed, as demonstrated in this paper 
and the case studies of projects A and B, past 
fulgurations changed digital design paradigms. 
Hence the notion of digital design is not outdated 
but could be altered in its continuation to a 
postdigital understanding of design. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
The work presented in this paper has been conducted 
as part of the research project Postdigital Neobaroque 
(PDNB), funded by FWF Austria. Marjan Colletti led the 
research at the Institut für Experimentelle Architektur 
– HOCHBAU at Universität Innsbruck (UIBK). Projects A 
and B's principal investigators were Marjan Colletti, 
Peter Massin, Theresa Uitz, Andreas Körner, and Georg 
Grasser. The affiliated researcher within PDNB was 
Clara Jaschke. Research assistants were: Kilian Bauer, 
Julian Edelmann, Catalina Tripolt, Oliver Thomas 
Hamedinger, Mümün Keser, Julia Geisler, Elena 
Hagspiel, Simon Hildebrand, Mehmet Cakir, and 
Tobias Niederholzer. Ceramic 3D prints: cera.LAB (Jan 
Contala & Philipp Schwaderer). The projects were 
fabricated at the REX|Lab robotic lab at UIBK. The 
projects received additional funding from ARS 
Electronica Festival (2021 & 2022) and the Fakultät für 
Architektur, UIBK. 

REFERENCES 
Andersen, C.U., Cox, G., and Papadopoulos, G. (eds.) 

(2014). Post-Digital Research (APRJA). Aarhus: 
Digital Aesthetics Research Centre. 

Andrew, I. (2002). Post-digital Aesthetics and the 
Return to Modernism. Available at: https://ian-
andrews.org/texts/ (Accessed 3 March 2023) 

Armstrong, R. (2019). Experimental Architecture. New 
York: Routledge. 

Ashby, M. and Ansys Education Division (2021). 
'Sustainability Case Study'. Available at: 
www.ansys.com (Accessed 25 March 2023). 

Ayala, J. (2013). Cabinet of Post-digital Curiosities. 
Available at: 
http://designplaygrounds.com/workshops/cabi
net-of-post-digital-curiosities-by-jorge-ayala/ 
(Accessed 3 March 2023) 

Berry, D.M., and Dieter, M. (eds.) (2015). Postdigital 
aesthetic. Palgrave Macmillan.  

Blok, V. (2017). 'Earthing Technology', Techné, 21(2-
3), pp. 127–149. 

Cache, B., Boyman, A., & Speaks, M. (Eds.) (1995). 
Writing architecture. Earth Moves. Cambridge: 
MIT Press.  

Carpo, M. (2016). 'Excessive Resolution'. AD, 86(6), 
pp. 78–83.  

Carpo, M. (2017). The Second Digital Turn. 
Cambridge: The MIT Press.  

Carpo, M. (2018). 'Post-Digital "Quitters"', Metropolis, 
26 March.  

Cascone, K. (2000). 'The Aesthetics of Failure', 
Computer Music Journal, 24(4), pp. 12–18. 

Contreras-Koterbay, S. and & Mirocha, Ł. (2016). The 
New Aesthetic and Art. Institute of Network 
Cultures.  

Coyne, R. (2018). Network Nature. London: 
Bloomsbury Visual Arts.  

Crutzen, P.J. (2002). 'Geology of Mankind', Nature, 
415(6867), p. 23. 

Domeisen, O. (2008). 'The Quest for Ornament', 
DETAIL, 6, pp. 574–582. 

Hodgson, J. (2019). Post-digital Rhetoric and the New 
Aesthetic. Columbus: The Ohio State University 
Press.  

Kargl, M. and Thalmair, F. (2019). Originalcopy. De 
Gruyter.  

Klingan, K., Sepahvand, A., Rosol, C., and Scherer, 
B.M. (2015). 'Textures of the Anthropocene' in 

Volume 1 – Digital Design Reconsidered – eCAADe 41 | 517



Klingan K., Sepahvand A., Rosol C. and Scherer 
B.M. (eds.), Textures of the Anthropocene. 
Cambridge: The MIT Press. 

Lynn, G. (1999). Animate Form. New York: Princeton 
Architectural Press.  

Lynn, G. (2004). 'The Structure of Ornament' in 
Leach, N., Turnbull, and C. Williams (eds.), Digital 
Tectonics. Wiley-Academy, pp. 62-68. 

Mohite, A., Kochneva, M. and Kotnik, T. (2019). 
'Speed of Deposition' in Proc. of eCAADe 2019, 9-
13 Sep, pp. 729-738. 

Mozilla (2021). Hubs [Software]. Mozilla. Available at: 
https://hubs.mozilla.com/ (Accessed 2 October 
2021) 

Negroponte, N. (1998). 'Beyond Digital', WIRED.  
Openshaw, J. (2015). Postdigital Artisanse. Frame 

Publishers. 
Oxman, N. (2010). 'Material-based Design 

Computation', PhD thesis, MIT, Cambridge. 
Purvis, B., Mao, Y.  and Robinson, D. (2019). 'Three 

pillars of sustainability', Sustainability Science, 
14(3), pp. 681–695.  

Roche, F. (2006). ‘BIO-Politic|Robotic’. Available at: 
https://www.new-
territories.com/blog/architecturedeshume
urs/ (Accessed 31 March 2023). 

Spuybroek, L. (2011). The Sympathy of Things. 
Rotterdam: V2 Publishing.  

United Nations (2023). Sustainable Development 
Goals. Available at: 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/s
ustainable-development-goals/ (Accessed 31 
March 2023). 

Vasiliki, P., Koerner, A., Cruz, M., Parker, B., Beyer, B. 
and Giannakopoulos, S. (2022). '3D Extrusion of 
Multi-biomaterial Lattices Using an 
Environmentally Informed Workflow', Frontiers 
of Architectural Research, 11(4), pp. 691-708. 

 

518 | eCAADe 41 – Volume 1 – Digital Design Reconsidered



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [566.929 566.929]
>> setpagedevice


