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TITLE: Tabula Peutingeriana 
DATE: First century A.D. 
AUTHOR: Castorius (?) 
DESCRIPTION: Shown here are reproductions of an early road map of the imperial 
highways of the Roman world, covering the area roughly from southeast England to 
present day Sri-Lanka. It is not a world ‘map’ in the true sense of the word, but a 
cartogram, or itineraria. There is no exact proportion between the representation and the 
actual physical elements, but rather a road map that prefers to indicate the road system 
marked with stopping places and the most prominent towns, while neglecting 
geographic elements (represented only schematically). No copies of the original have 
survived but a copy of it, now in Vienna, was purportedly made in 1265 by a monk at 
Colmar who fortunately contented himself with adding a few scriptural names, and who 
seems to have omitted nothing important that appeared in the original. The entire map 
was originally a long, narrow parchment roll and in its present state measures 22 feet, 
1.75 inches long by 13.25 inches wide (6.75 meters long but only 34 centimeters wide). 
Only one of these ‘original’ twelve segments, or section, is now lost. The fact that 
Britannia, Spain and the western part of Africa are missing, leads scholars to suppose 
that part of the Tabula has been lost. 

 
 

Tabula Peutingeriana, edited by Konrad Miller (1887/88). 
The map depicts the region between England/Spain and the Middle East 

 
According to most authorities, about A.D. 250 the original tables were, themselves, 
copied from a larger original map of the first century A.D. (some scholars have 
identified that the author may have used M.V. Agrippa’s world map as his source (#118). 
About A.D. 350 the presentation of the coastal regions was improved and some islands 
were added. At the turn of the fifth - sixth centuries the world ocean was added and 
improvements were made to the seas; at about the same time, the influence of this map 
appears in a work by an anonymous cosmographer of Ravenna (see #203), who made use 
of some new material recently added to his source. Since the Ravenna cosmographer 
names a certain Castorius as the author of his source in connection with material also 
found in the Tabula Peutingeriana, it has been inferred by early historians that this was 
the maker’s name for the original. The overall form of the Colmar edition, which is the 
basic form of the Tabula as it has reached us today, must have been fixed at this period, 
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about A.D. 500; although a few local corrections were made subsequently, for example, 
in the eighth and ninth centuries. 

This Colmar copy was found by Konrad Celtes (1459-1508), a German poet and 
scholar for the Emperor Maximilian I and later turned over to Konrad Peutinger (1465-
1547), Chancellor of Augsburg, in 1508 and has since been known as the Tabula 
Peutingeriana or Peutinger Tables or Itineraries. After Peutinger’s death, two of the twelve 
sections of the Colmar manuscript were engraved and published in 1591 with annotated 
text and place-names taken from the sections reproduced. A second edition by Abraham 
Ortelius was published in Antwerp in 1598 as part of his Theatri Orbis Terrarum Parergon, 
which contained eight of the twelve sections of the Table. Numerous other engraved 
reproductions were made until 1753 when it was finally reproduced in its entirety. 

 In its design, the Peutinger Table makes no pretense of showing the whole world 
or even its major parts in correct proportion. It is merely a graphic compendium of 
mileages or basically an itinerary route map with the roads delineated predominantly by 
straight lines, often with curious jogs. The routes are drawn in red, while the sea is 
indicated by greenish-blue. The map does not conform to the rules of any projection, nor 
is it possible to apply a constant scale to determine distances from place to place; for 
these measurements we have to refer to the figures written in by the author. Also the 
Table was not apparently designed for military use, but instead gives prominence to 
trading centers, mineral springs, places of pilgrimage, mountain chains (in profile) and 
in three great cities (Rome, Constantinople and Antioch) set three rulers, believed to 
represent the sons of Constantine enthroned as symbols of a tripartite empire. The use of 
vignettes and/or medallions is also found depicting the city of Alexandria, while 
smaller towns are illustrated by little houses; three forest districts, two in Germany and 
one in Syria, are represented by sketches of trees. 

Looking closely at the map, you can count 555 cities and 3,500 other place names 
that include settlements and rivers, mountains and islands, all meticulously colored and 
labeled. As mentioned, the roads are in red, with each hook in the road representing a 
day’s travel, estimated to be between 30 and 67 miles. 

The public roads, or cursus publicus, marked on the Tabula Peutingeriana were 
built in the first century under Emperor Augustus to improve imperial communication. 
There were stations throughout the empire, located at 12 mile or so increments, where 
foot couriers could hand off messages. Later, horses and carriages sped things up and 
removed the middlemen. Way station operators were expected to provide food and 
board to travelers, and only travelers with a government certificate could get the full 
treatment.   

The proportions of the Peutinger Table are such that distances east-west are 
represented at a much larger scale than distances north-south; for example, Rome looks 
as though it were nearer to Carthage than Naples is to Pompeii. The archetype may well 
have been on a papyrus roll, designed for carrying around in a capsa [tool box]. As such, 
its width would be severely limited, whereas its length would not. In the extant map a 
north-south road tends to appear at only a slightly different angle from an east-west one, 
and distances are calculated not by the map’s scale but by adding up the mileages of 
successive staging posts. 
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The date of the archtype is likely to have been between A.D. 335 and 366. Such 
dating is suggested by the three personifications placed on Rome, Constantinople 
(labeled Constantinoplis, not Byzantium) and Antioch; and it fits in well enough with 
biblical references on the map. Sometime after the foundation of Constantinople in A.D. 
330 as a new Rome on the site of Byzantium, Antioch was recognized as the important 
bastion against the Parthians. Put the suggestion that this fourth century archetype was 
based on a much earlier map would account for the inclusion of Herculaneum, Oplontis, 
and Pompeii, which had been destroyed in the eruption of Vesuvius in A.D. 79 and not 
rebuilt, except for parts of Pompeii.  It is also perhaps easier, on this supposition, to see 
why certain roads are omitted, such as the major routes through the Parthian empire 
mentioned in the Mansiones Parthicæ [Parthian Stations] of Isidorus of Charax. This work 
is believed to have been compiled in the late first century A.D. 

Except for a very few instances, where the interpolation may be easily traced, 
there is nothing in the Peutinger Table which has any reference to a time later than 
Diocletian; and the greater number of the names it contains may be referred to an era 
earlier than the death of Augustus in A.D. 14. The arrangement of the barbarian tribes 
on the frontiers of the Empire seems to agree pretty nearly with what we know of them 
in the reign of Marcus Aurelius; and the importance of the name of Persia, for instance, 
in the far East, perhaps points to a revision of this part of the Table as late as the third 
century, at some time subsequent to the great Persian revival of A.D. 226 - but these 
details leave the essential character of the plan strictly classical. 

In the Jansoon edition of the Peutinger Table (1652), the first sheet shows a section 
of southeastern England protruding from the title cartouche, with the roads and harbors 
marked. France, Spain, and North Africa with roads, cities and some prominent 
buildings are also depicted, along with major Mediterranean islands being Corsica and 
Sardinia. The second page, comprising Segments III and IV, shows Italy with 
surrounding islands and landforms bordering adjacent seas. Special prominence is given 
to Rome, with many roads leading to it, of course. A royal figure, probably a Pope, or 
perhaps an allegory of Christ the King is portrayed as representative of the city along 
with a building that resembles St. Peters Basilica (or the personage could be that of one 
of Constantine’s sons). Further south is the city of Naples drawn inland, next to it is a 
dark mound that might represent the buried cities of Pompeii and Herculaneum. Segments 
V and VI illustrate the eastern Mediterranean by prominently showing the Grecian 
archipelago and present-day Turkey and Crete. The seventh Segment shows Cyprus, 
present-day Saudi Arabia, a large allegorical representation of the Holy City, and the 
area southeast to Mesopotamia. The last, or eighth Segment depicts Babylon to the 
Caspian Sea, the Indian peninsula and, in the bottom right corner, the island of 
Taprobane, the Ptolemaic name for Ceylon/Sri Lanka. 
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This “reconstruction” segment shows the elaborate network of roads studded with milestones that 
fringed the Mediterranean, between Crete and the mouths of the River Nile (from Brown) 

 
The Colmar manuscript of the Peutinger Tables, also known as Codex 

Vindobonensis 324, is presently in the National Bibliothek, Vienna and has been divided 
into sections for preservation. Its date of transcription is 12th or early 13th century, but it 
has long been recognized as a copy of an ancient map. In his will of 1508, the humanist 
Konrad Celtes of Vienna left to Konrad Peutinger (in whose hands it had been since the 
previous year) what he called Itinerarium Antonini. This was not justified as a title: it is 
indeed a road map, but not connected with the Antonine emperors and different from 
the Antonine Itineraries. It was first published in 1591 by Markus Welser, a relative of the 
Peutingers’ and since 1618 has generally been known as the Tabula Peutingeriana or 
translations of that phase. Tabula is one Latin word for map, but forma is more common. 
Inexplicably the word tabula has been translated “table” rather than “picture” or “map” 
in popular usage. It is now time to call it the “Peutinger Map” to avoid any 
misconception that the original image was somehow carved on a table or was like a 
statistical table. The alternative naming of the Peutinger Map as the “world map of 
Castorius” has met with very little support. Castorius, a geographical writer of the 
fourth century A.D., is several times mentioned as a source in the Ravenna 
cosmography; but there is no evidence to link him directly with the Peutinger Map. The 
original roll at the time of its transcription in the early Middle Ages was of eleven sheets, 
but as such it was incomplete, since much of Britain, Spain, and the western part of 
North Africa were already missing at the time of copying; there may also have been an 
introductory sheet forming part of an earlier prototype version. It was evidently not, as 
was once thought, the work of the Dominican monk Konrad of Colmar, who in 1265 
quite independently produced a mappamundi that he says he copied onto twelve 
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parchment pages; the paleography suggests an earlier 
date. The second sheet of the Peutinger Map was treated 
as if it had been the first, with spellings of truncated 
names containing false initial capitals (for example, 
Ridumo for what was originally Moriduno). Hence a total 
of twelve sheets extant at the time of copying can be 
accounted for only by assuming that, when the copyist 
mentioned this number, he was including a title sheet.  

The Peutinger Map was primarily drawn to show 
main roads, totaling some 70,000 Roman miles  (104,000 
km), and to depict features such as staging posts, spas, 
distances between stages, large rivers, and forests (represented as groups of trees). It is 
not a military map, though it could have been used for military purposes but the words 
of Vegetius give an indication of its possible function. They suggest that, whether or not 
the term itinerarium pictum [painted itinerary] was in current use, it is a convenient 
phrase for this unique map. The distances are normally recorded in Roman miles, except 
for Gaul they are in leagues, for Persian the distances are expressed in parasangs, and for 
India evidently in Indian miles.  

Around the personification of Rome – a female figure on a throne holding a 
globe, a spear, and a shield – are twelve main roads, each with its name attached, a 
practice not adopted elsewhere. The Tiber River is correctly shown with 90 percent of 
the city on its left bank. But owing to the personification the city surround is formally 
shown as a circle, enlarged in proportion to the very narrow width of the Italian 
peninsula. The Via Triumphalis is indicated as leading to a church of Saint Peter; the 
words ad scm [sanctum] Petrum are given in large minuscules on the medieval copy. 
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Ostia is shown with a harbor occupying about one-third of a circle, in a fashion 

similar to that of miniatures in the early manuscripts of Virgil’s Aeneid. Constantinople is 
represented by a helmeted female figure seated on a throne and holding in her left hand 
a spear and a shield. Nearby is a high column (rather than a lighthouse) surmounted by 
the statue of a warrior, presumably Constantine the Great. Antioch has a similar female 
personification, perhaps originating in a statue of the Tyche [fortune] of the city, together 
with arches of an aqueduct or possibly of a bridge. Nearby is the park of Daphne, 
dedicated to Apollo and other gods and famous for its natural beauty and as a leisure 
center. Even though the temple of Apollo was burned down in 362, there were many 
other temples, so that this is not necessarily a guide to the dating. It has been claimed 
that in A.D. 365-66 all three personified cities were important, since the pretender 
Procopius had his seat of power in Constantinople, Valentinian I in Rome and his 
brother Valens in Antioch. But in fact, although Valens set out for Antioch, he was 
diverted to fight Procopius and he cannot be correctly associated with the last-named 
city. 

Throughout the map mountains are marked in pale brown and principal rivers 
in green. Names of countries and some tribes are recorded. Apart from the 
personifications, cartographic signs include representations of harbors, altars, granaries, 
spas, and settlements. A unique sign is that for a tunnel, used for the Crypta Neapolitiana, 
near Pozzuoli. Harbors, if indicated, are given the accurate shape mentioned in 
connection with Ostia. The sign for a spa is an ideogram of a roughly square building 
with an internal courtyard, often with a gabled tower at each end of the near side. There 
are fifty-two such buildings represented, of which twenty-eight are at places specifically 
called Aquae; in some other cases there is reason to think that a place so denoted had 
prominent baths. There are also in the Peutinger Map places with cartographic signs for 
granaries, denoted as rectangular roofed buildings. One such is Centumcellæ 
[Civitavecchia], which had a corn-importing harbor of some size. Variants of a two-
gabled building were used to depict some settlements, but most were distinguished by 
no more than a name. Attempts to differentiate between types of settlements on the map 
and to establish criteria for the attribution of signs have not been entirely successful. 
Certain important cities are shown with walls: Aquileia, Ravenna, Thessalonica [Salonika], 
Nicæa [Iznik], Nicomedia and Ancyra. But why would the triple-gable sign appear only at 
Forum Iulii  [Frejus], Augusta Taurinorum [Turin], Luca  [Lucca], Narona  [on the Neretva 
River] and Tomis [Constanta?]. It is interesting to see that, just as there is one 
personification in the West and two in the East, so two cities of the second rank, 
symbolically given walls, are in the West and four in the East. Important cities like 
Carthage, Ephesus, and Alexandria are not shown with a distinctive sign. 

The road network is thought to have been based (at least within the empire) on 
information held by the cursus publicus, responsible for organizing the official transport 
system set up by Augustus. This system, extended under the late empire to troop 
movements, relied very largely on staging posts at more or less regular intervals; 
couriers traveled an average of fifty Roman miles (74 km) a day. 

The part of the British section of the Peutinger Map that survives is so 
fragmentary that it covers only a limited area of the southeast, not even including 
London, and an even smaller area around Exeter. Colchester, surprisingly, is given no 
cartographic sign. The most northerly place extant in Britain appears as Ad Taum, but it 
is very far removed from the river Tay. This name, however, really consists of the ends 
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of [Ven]ta [Icenor]um (Caistor Saint Edmund, Norwich), and the only unusual feature is 
ad, which may have belonged to an adjacent name. 

One of the important features of the map is that it records so many small places. 
This can be well illustrated by a name in Italy otherwise recorded only (in corrupt form) 
in the Ravenna cosmography. On the Gulf of Naples, marked as being six Roman miles 
from Herculaneum and three miles each from Pompeii and Stabiae [Castellammare di Stabia], 
is shown a large building with the name Oplont[i]s. Until recently scholars could not 
place this name, like a number of others. But since 1964 a large palace, which probably 
belonged to Nero’s empress Poppæa, has been excavated at Torre Annunziata, and it 
seems to authenticate the detail on the map. Or again, a much earlier discovery near 
Aquileia in 1830 appears to correspond to an entry on the Peutinger Map. A large bathing 
establishment, mentioned also by the elder Pliny, was discovered on the lower reaches 
of the river Isonzo. This is probably the place given the cartographic sign for a spa, with 
the words Fonte Timavi [spring of the river Timavus]. Its fresh waters by the sea were 
regarded as an unusual phenomenon and obviously worth mapping. 

Owing to the shape of the map, the Nile could not be represented as a long river 
if it were made to flow northward throughout its course. Instead it is made to rise in the 
mountains of Cyrenaica and to flow “eastward” to a point just above the delta. The delta 
itself is shown in less compressed form from south to north than most parts of the 
Peutinger Map. The distributaries of the Nile are shown to have many islands, three of 
them marked with temples of Serapis, three with temples of Isis, while the roads are 
somewhat discontinuous. On the Sinai desert we find the words desertum ubi quadraginta 
annis erraverunt filii Israelis ducente Moyse [the desert where the children of Israel who 
wandered for forty years guided by Moses], and there are other biblical references. 
There is also an area in central Asia labeled Hic Alexander responsum accepit usq[ue] quo 
Alexander [Here Alexander was given the oracular reply: “How far, Alexander?”]. 
Perhaps these ample descriptions, whether Christian or pagan, were added on otherwise 
empty space about the fifth or sixth century A.D. In several areas research is in progress 
combining fieldwork with study of the Peutinger Map and of the history of place-names. 
One such is the area between the Gulf of Aqaba and Damascus. 

Late antiquity is considered as a relatively autonomous historical period, that 
according to certain scholars is extended from 200 A.D. to 700 A.D., while according to 
others it is encompassed from 395 A.D. to 600 A.D. The corpus of late antique 
cartography comprises two categories of sources: sources in written form (itineraria 
scripta) and depicted documents (itineraria picta). The itineraria scripta, compiled in Latin, 
were works designed to provide assistance for travelers. They recorded a network of 
itineraries over a vast area and listed the cities and stations on the routes that 
crisscrossed the empire, together with the distances between them. The Itinerarium of 
Antoninus deals with the land and sea routes from western into Eastern Europe, from 
Gadeira (Cadiz, SW Spain) to Caesarea in Palestine and from the Crimea to Alexandria. It 
must have taken its final form between 280 and 290 and is thought to be based on the 
figures provided by the department responsible for the cursus publicus, the roman 
imperial road office.  In the early Byzantine period, especially after the fourth century, 
with the barbarian raids and in particular, the founding of Constantinople, a more 
general need emerged for knowledge of the world: for travel, itineraries, and 
cartographic descriptions. To the political and economic incentives was now added the 
desire of the pilgrims of the new Christian world to travel east to the Holy Land. The 
itinerarium Burdigalensis, dealing with the route from Bordeaux to Jerusalem records also 
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the cities, towns, stations, and points where horses could be changed, and was drawn up 
in 335.  Another known Christian itinerary is the Itinerarium Egeriae ad loca sancta, made 
by the pilgrim Aitheria from Spanish Galicia in the 380 A.D.   

The itineraria scripta were closely associated with the production of road maps. 
According to the military manual of Vegetius (383–395), military commanders possessed 
itineraria that not only were written (scripta) but also contained drawings in color (picta).  
These maps were used with a multitude of functions, including the use of maps as 
cadastral and legal records, as aids to travelers, to commemorate military and religious 
events, as strategic documents, as political propaganda and for academic and 
educational purposes. Also, the display of world maps was part of an ideology of 
extended rule, used both by the emperor Theodosius II at Constantinople, in the fifth 
century, and later by Pope Zachary II in the Lateran Palace at Rome, in the eighth. 

The object of this study is focused on the cartographic genre of itineraria picta and 
more specifically on the Tabula Peutingeriana, a road map prepared in order to show the 
roads of the empire over a total distance of 104,000 km. It contains the network the main 
roads (about 100,000 km), the network of settlements, of overnight stations (mansiones)	
and stations of horse changing that were found in the routes that crossed the late 
empire. A number of natural and cultural characteristics are also recorded, such as, 
rivers, mountains and forests, distances between nodes, public buildings, holy places, 
thermal baths, etc. Almost 300,000 toponyms are reported on map according the cursus 
publicus. The digital copy of the Biblioteca Augustana shown herein emanates from 1888 
Konrad Miller’s publication. In regard to the representational system used in the map, 
Dr Dimitris Drakoulis’ observations have been grouped into three levels of geographical 
space: interregional, regional level and urban level.   
  According to actual cartographic terminology Tabula Peutingeriana is a typical 
example of a thematic road map preserving mainly the topology of geographic 
continuity rather than the conventional cartographic representation. The strongly 
deformed shape, mainly in terms of latitude, does not preserve any rational cartographic 
scale or orientation in any of Tabula’s twelve sheets. 

Depicting in topological consistency the road network and offering travel 
information to its users (by showing the road network, the settlements, the staging 
posts, the partial distances, the cities of various type, depending on their size and 
significance etc. – hundreds of functional place symbols, used with classified 
differentiation, are used for the depiction of all these features – see figures below), the map 
proves its obvious utility value: showing to the traveler, in a schematic way, what lay 
ahead of him and how far. The deformations of the coastline course and of the geo-
shapes in Tabula makes today its reading unfamiliar and complicated for the non-
experts, but the thematic information contained is considered of great significance, 
mostly for the depiction and the semantics of the ancient road net- works in late roman 
antiquity.   
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Samples of symbols used in Tabula Peutingeriana: road, cities (commercial, administrative, 

military centers), baths, buildings, pharos, distance between stations, geographical characteristics 
(mountain, river, sea, gulf, forests) 

 
Interregional Level  
As discussed in the article by Dr Dimitris Drakoulis,  “The study of late antique 
cartography through web base sources”, e-Perimetron, Vol. 2, No. 3, Summer 2007 [16-0-
172], the main interregional axes of the road network in the Balkan peninsula in late 
antiquity were two: first, the diagonal military road, the via militaris, also called by the 
Byzantines the imperial road [Bασιλική Oδός], ran from northwest to southeast and was 
the principal axis connecting Constantinople with the West. This road was the 
continuation of the great military highway that began on the shores of the North Sea, 
ascended the valley of the Rhine, passed through Milan and Aquileia and then 
descended the valley of the Drava to cross the Sava River at Sirmium [Mitrovica]. Then, 
passed through Singidunum [Belgrade], Viminacium [Kostolac] and Ratiaria. There it 
turned south along the valley of the Margos [Morava] to Naissos [Nisˇ] and southeast in 
the direction of Serdica [Sofia]. From Serdica continued, along the left bank of the river 
Hebros to Philippopolis [Plovdiv], continued to Hadrianopolis [Edirne] and from there 
through Heraclea [Perinthos] in the Propontis to Constantinople (see Figure 2).  
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The second most important road axis, the Via Egnatia, ran crosswise through the Balkans 
and provided communications between the Adriatic, the Aegean, and the Propontis, 
between Rome and Constantinople. It was an extension of the Via Appia from Rome to 
Brindisi. From that port, travelers crossed by sea to Dyrrachion and Apollonia and then 
on to Clodiana, passing various stations on the way around Lake Ohrid to the north, 
entering Macedonia toward Thessalonike. It passed through Lychnidos and Herakleia 
Lynkestis (Bitola) and continued passing Lake Vegoritis and descending the upper 
valley of the Aliakmon to Pella. From there it crossed the Axios and the Echedoros 
(Gallikos) River before arriving at Thessalonica. Then it followed the Lakes Koroneia 
and Volve before continuing to Apollonia and Amphipolis. After that it crossed the 
lower course of the Strymon River and the north slopes of Mount Pangaion on its way to 
Philippoi, after which it headed south toward the sea again, reaching it at Neapolis 
(Kavala). After Neapolis, the Via Egnatia headed northeast, through Akontisma (3 km 
from modern Nea Karvali) and turned inland to Topeiros, where the Nestos River was 
crossed. Then continued eastward along the coast to Traianopolis and through Heraclea 
arrived to Constantinople (Figure 3). 
 The borders of the Roman Empire in his northern regions correspond to the flow 
of the river Danubius, while the eastern limits correspond to the flow of the Tigris River. 
In fragment XI, westwards the Euphrates River we find the text Areae fines Romanorum 
[end of Roman limits] that is followed by representations of Mesopotamia, Persia and 
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India. A number of natural characteristics are represented also in graphic form, for 
example, mountain ranges (Monte Taurus), rivers (fl. Danubis, fl. Nilus), Seas (Adriaticum), 
gulfs (Sinus Corinthus). The administrative organization and the borders between the 
provinces of later empire are not represented, while instead of these are entered 
geographic localities and regions (e.g., Bithynia) (Figure 4). 

 
 

 



Tabula Peutingeriana 
#120 

 12 

 
 The road network is represented with red distressed (zigzag) line, that denotes 
the corresponding changes of horses, with distances between stations, expressed in 
roman miles (milia passus = 1,4815 km) for all the territory. Exception constitute the 
regions of Galatia, measured in galloroman leyges (leugae = 2,222 km), the regions of the 
Persian empire in parasangas, (6 km) and India expressed where the distance are in 
Indian miles (2 km).   
 There exist three cities of the First Level, Roma, Constantinopolis and Antiocheia, 
represented as female incarnations, typical of the cities that constitute the three capitals – 
imperial residences of the Empire. A possible chronology is the simultaneous existence 
of three capitals, that corresponds to the period of the successors of the Constantinian 
Dynasty and more specifically the period that the three sons of Constantine the Great, 
(Constantine II – Constantius II and Constas 337-38 A.D.) co-ruled the empire for nine 
months (Figure 5). 
 

 
  
There exist six Second Level cities, which are represented in the form of fortresses with 
walls, bastions and deferring number of towers. These are: Aquila (with 7 towers and a 
big residential complex), Ravenna (5 towers), Thessalonica (5 towers), Nikomedeia (8 
towers), Nicaea (6 towers and a temple or basilica) and Ankara (7 towers) (Figure 6). We 
have to note the absence of Alexandria which is represented with the use of a big 
lighthouse as symbol, but without a name, fact that is considered a copyist’s error.   
 Most of the pictures represent Third Level cities, provincial capitals (metropoleis) 
and important commercial centers (Figure 7). They are portrayed with two towers, but 
there exist, between them, iconographic differences which can be categorized in two 
sub- classes: a) those with two towers with a cupola and knots, called emporia, e.g., 
important commercial turning-points and harbors on the basic communication roads. 
E.g., Megara in Greece, an important passage, Patras, central harbor for ships and troops 
and Elateja, known for her importance in the ca. 4th century A.D. (Figure 8). In Thrace, 
Fons Col. Close to Neapolis [Kavala] in the Via Egnatia, in the Mysiae, Sardice [Sofia], Tomis 
in the junction of Danube with Pontus Euxeinus, in Crete the important port city Cydonia, 
in Arabia Petris [Petra], in Asia Minor, Amaseia, in Syria, Europus. B) two towers with a 
circular environment, e.g. in Italy, Lucca, Mediolanum, Placentia, Altino, Antium, Ostia 
Eterni, Castra Minervae, in Dacia – Sarmategte and others (Figure 9).  
 As harbors are characterized about 20 places (Portus), however, depictions do not 
exist. Exceptions constitute the two harbors of Rome, the Portus Claudius and the Portus 
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Traiani. The first, exterior harbor that later was used only as space of reception of boats 
they were separated from the interior with a peninsula with the imperial Palatium, the 
theatre, the baths and the Forum. The interior harbor was delimited by the deposits of 
unloading of boats and a gallery (porticus), which were renovated by Constantine the 
Great. With simpler representations are portrayed the passages between Europe and 
Asia, in present day Istanbul: Sycas in Europe), Chrisoppolis, in the Asiatic side (Figure 
10).   
 The network of settlements is supplemented with the insertion of stations – 
mansions and points of change of horses – mutations that constitutes the intermediary 
turning-points between the various central places. They do not have representations, but 
appear with the name and the distance between them.   
  
Urban Level  
 A number of settlements are represented according to particular uses and functions of 
space that are attributed with the particular characteristics of the shells that support the 
function. The basic functional uses, which incorporate corresponding social practices 
and are drawn with their shells are: 1) religious, 2) political, 3) defensive, 4) recreational 
and 5) remaining uses.   
 There exist in total 33 temples located usually in colonies and points of local 
adoration, for example in the Balkans (Ad Dianam), in Africa, (Ad Herculem, Temple Jovis, 
Ad Mercurium, Temple Veneris), while in Egypt can be found three temples of Serapis and 
three of Isis. The only Christian reference in the map is the insertion Ad Scm. Petrum, 
close to Rome, a reference to the Basilica that was built in the Vatican hill (Mons 
Vaticanus), by Constantine the Great and his mother Helen in the place of Circus 
Neronianus, inaugurated in the 326 A.D. The presence of Jerusalem in the map is of 
small importance, as the text next to her, that “first was called Jerusalem, but now Aelia 
Capitolina”, makes reference to the emperor Adrian who gave this name to the city. It 
becomes comprehensible that in the period of map’s creation, Christianity, even if 
present, is not found in the center of interest, in the context of later roman empire. Altars 
exist in the borders between Africa and Cyrenaica, as well in the Far East, where two 
altars with the text “Hic Alexander responsum accepit: Usque quo Alexander?” [Here 
Alexander received the question: till where will you reach, Alexander?], indicating the 
limits of the then known world (Figure 11).  
 Public Buildings, that are categorized in three subclasses: i) Praetorja, for example 
in Italy, Pretorium Laverianum, in Dalmatia, Ad Pretorium, ii) Horrea publica, government 
owned barns, for example Ad Horrea, in Africa, iii) government owned factories of 
ceramic production, e.g. Ad teglanum, in Italy (Figure 12).   
 The defensive function is present in all the representations of cities, a fact that is 
considered in the context of a period after the imperial pax romana. Walled settlements 
constitute the majority of the central places of empire. 
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Recreational functions are represented with thermal baths, portrayed with square 
structures, with a closed facade and in the center a swimming pool. In Italy 15 structures 
are found, in the Balkans five, in the Asia Minor and in Syria one each, while in Africa 
there are eight such thermal complexes (Figure 13).   
 Lighthouses are found in Alexandria, Egypt, in Chrissopolis [Uskudar] and in 
Jovisurius in the entry of Euxeinus Pontus.   
 
Concluding Remarks   
The iconographic system of the Tabula Peutingeriana is based upon a hierarchical 
structure that represents the settlements network, with a process of symbolic 
generalizations and personifcations, in the period of the successors of Constantine the 
Great. At the top are found three first level cities (Rome, Constantinople, Antiocheia) 
and then follow six second level cities (Aquilla, Ravenna, Thessalonica, Nicomedeia, 
Nicaea, Ancara). Third level cities are numerous and constitute the provincial capitals, 
followed by groups of settlements with military, commercial, administrative, religious 
and recreational functions (walled cities, commercial centers, public administrative 
buildings, temples, thermal installations), while at the bottom of the hierarchy belong 
the towns (mansio) and villages (mutatio).  

The reliability of the map has been placed under contestation by many scholars, 
in regard to the precision of settlements, locations and distances represented. The 
administrative organization and the provinces of late empire are not present and one 
would have to seek information in other texts of late antiquity (Laterculus Veronensis, 
Notitia Dignitatum and Hierocles Synekdimos) in order to have a picture of larger 
administrative divisions. However, at the settlements level, we consider that the map 
represents symbolically, but with précision, the hierarchy of network, a fact that is 
particularly useful for the study of regional and urban organization of late antiquity. 
Developing further the information it contains, scholars generally think that the Tabula 
Peutingeriana, despite the inaccuracy of the design, despite the fact that it does not obey 
to any type of projectional system, still constitutes an epitome of geographic knowledge 
of late antiquity, knowledge that is precious for the study of the historical geography of 
the Roman Empire.  
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For a closer look, an interactive map at http://peutinger.atlantides.org/map-a/allows 
you to zoom in on any section of the map and also lets you highlight specific routes, 
symbols, or landmarks. If you’d like to see a close-up of the 12 individual segments, 
check out Bibliotheca Augustana,  
http://www.hs-augsburg.de/~harsch/Chronologia/Lspost03/Tabula/tab_pe00.html. 
 Even cooler is a Roman Route Planner, OmnesViae, http://www.omnesviae.org which 
allows you to toggle with the Tabula as you would with Google Maps. For example, 
going from Vico Aquaria to Ad Flexvm will take you through 99 rest stations, over eight 
rivers, and include stops in Burdegalo (Bordeaux), Aqvis Caladis (Vichy), and Samvlocenis 
(Rottenburg am Neckar).  
 Benet Salway summarizes this unique document in the following manner: The 
place of the Tabula Peutingeriana in the history of both ancient and medieval geography 
and cartography is controversial. Many basic questions as to its sources, dating and 
purpose remain unanswered. In the light of various pieces of new evidence these 
problems are have been reassessed. It is argued that the Tabula Peutingeriana does derive 
from a Roman original but that, without precedent in Roman cartography or impact on 
later medieval cartography, the mapping of itinerary data onto a base map of the 
oecumene is likely to be a genuine innovation of the designer of the archetype. There is no 
need to suppose the map to be an officially state-sponsored product. The sources relied 
upon were commonly available and would have been familiar to the public in late 
antiquity. The purpose of the map is more likely to have been ornamental than practical. 
It is impossible to determine a precise date or location for the creation of the archetype, 
but the cultural viewpoint embodied in the map is undoubtedly antique, Latin and 
western.  
 Salway’s argument is that it was precisely this sort of private initiative, and not 
the official archives, that formed the basis of the Antonine Itinerary and underlies the 
route network shown on the Tabula Peutingeriana, and that explains why both the 
itinerary and the map embody material of such variable date. There can now be little 
doubt that a private individual would have had little difficulty getting access to sources 
for either of the two main elements of the Tabula Peutingeriana. After all, the provincial 
city of Autun cannot have been unique in having on public display both a map of the 
oecumene and a tabellarium listing routes in the region and beyond. By contrast the 
relatively cursory treatment of maritime itineraries in the Antonine Itinerary and their 
almost complete absence from the Tabula Peutingeriana suggest that this class of 
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information was not so readily available or accessible, at least to those unable to read 
Greek.  

Scott Fitzgerald Johnson states that sometime in the late fourth or early fifth 
century C.E., a map was prcdured covering the whole of the known world. This famous 
map, called the Peutinger Table (Tabula Peutingeriana) after its early modern owner 
Konrad Peutinger (1465-1547), has long been the subject of scholarly investigation and 
debate. The copy that has come down to us dates to around 1100 but is thought to 
reproduce its predecessor more or less accurately. In conception, the Peutinger Table is 
schematic, not resembling anything modern viewers might recognize as a map. It is 
severely elongated, and its horizontal length, as much as 8.6 meters at one estimate, is 
the determining visual characteristic. At 33 cm high, the map squeezes the ancient world 
into an extra ordinarily narrow frame: ltaly is completely horizontal, and the 
Mediterranean Sea occupies a narrow strip of water at its center. Its visual depiction of 
the oikoumene [known world] is thus quite striking and even disorienting for modern 
viewers who are used to looking at scale maps. The Peutinger Table has been read in 
recent scholarship as a prime exemplar or Roman imperial mapping techniques and, 
more generally, as a cipher of the perception of space by late Roman travelers.  

As such, the Peutinger Table's second most salient feature is the huge quantity of 
cities and smaller towns listed on the map, all connected by a vast network of highways 
and roads. Icons of varying sizes repre!ient cities, hostels, wavpolnts, baths, and 
imperial capitals: basic information for a user of the map on the ground but 
comprehensive in its scope. Not unlike the comparable Notitia Dignitatum, also from the 
fourth or fifth century, the Peutinger Table appears to be an attempt to take account of the 
entire material and topographical infrastructure of the late Roman world. Significantly, 
both documents express this infrastructure through a geographical depiction of the 
world, however schematic or stylized it may be.  

The title tabula is a modern moniker and not the standard word for "map" (forma) 
in the Roman world. Nevertheless, the title can perhaps be helpful as an interpretative 
tool. The modern English adjective tabular has connotations of the Latin tabula, both in its 
meaning "table" and in its metaphorical meaning "accounts table" or "register." Here. 
both connotations deriving from tabula are appropriate: certainly, the Peutinger Table is 
able to be spread out and viewed on a table - in fact, that is one of the few ways to view 
it as a whole - and, moreover, it retains a workmanlike aesthetic in its accumulation of 
topographical ephemera of the empire. In addition, the word tabula also has the meaning 
"picture" or "painting" (tabula picta), which perhaps carries a connotation of the viewer's 
appreciation of the flat surface of the work. One might adduce here Ptolemy's comments 
on globes versus planar (i.e., flat) maps in Geography 1.20-21: "[Making the map on a 
globe] does not conveniently allow for a size [of map] capable of most of the things that 
have to be inscribed on it, nor can it permit the sight to fix on [the map] in a way that 
grasps the whole shape all at once. So perhaps the Latin word tabula is helpful after all. 
Thus interpreted, it calls to mind three provisional qualities identifiable in the Peutinger 
Table and, indeed, in geographical literature from Late Antiquity in général, some of 
which has already been discussed:  

1. The accumulation and organization of complete knowledge, 
« encyclopedism » especially as an aesthetic choice or argument.  

2. Two-dimensionality, often on a grand scale but with anendant distortion.  
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3. A precarious balance between the apparent intentions of the work and 
the requirements of the viewer or reader (i.e., with or without practical 
benefits).  

These three fundamental qualities appear in different guises, depending on the 
work in question, be it visual or literary, but they show up repeatedly, a fact suggesnng 
that the Peunnger Table can be viewed as a product of geographical thought in Late 
Antiquity as much or more than as a product ofhs Roman sources. 

The interplay between the collection of information, practicable or not, and the 
aesthetic rendering of that information is crucial also to the emergence of pilgrimage 
literature in the Christian Roman empire. There is thus an important connection 
between the Peutinger Table and the pilgrimage texts. The scholarly debate over the 
Peutinger Table centers on just how fundamental the itinerarium genre is to the 
composition of the map. Talbert has argued for a "holistic" approach, reading the route 
network alongside the more decorative elements of the map. In Talbert's words : 

  
I see it as a project of a single designer, who was already an experienced 
cartographer, but who was sufficiently creative and ambitious to experiment 
here both with the map's shape and with featuring land routes. He aimed above 
all to convey how civilized, peaceful, and united an appearance the entire orbis 
terrarum presented under Ronun sway, with the city of Rome at its center and 
focal point. 

  
This statement stands in contrast to the approach of Kai Brodersen, particularly in his 
preference to understand the Peutinger Table as merely a visual key to a list of 
destinations. a true itinerarium pictum. In Brodersen's view. the Peutinger Table behaves 
most like the London Tube map, which connects stations without direct reference to 
overland geography. Like the Table's Mediterranean strip of water, the only real-world 
geographical feature on a Tube map is the River Thames (one crucial datum, however. 
being which side of the river you are on). Talbert, by contrast, underscores the fact that 
numerous labels of gulfs, inlets, and islands seem to reveal a cartographer very 
concerned about the physical geography of the seas. However, the Bosporus and Golden 
Horn are uncharacteristically exaggerated on the Peutinger Table, and Sardinia's route 
network (known from the Antonine Itinerary,. c. 300) is completely absent. Thus, the 
accuracy of the physical geography, even with regard to maritime détails, is uneven. 
Nevertheless, emphasizing the detail of its physical features rather than its hodological 
qualities, Talbert states that no one was ever meant to consult it seriously as a guide to 
land routes: referring to both the Peutinger Table and the Forma Urbis Romae, he claims. 
neither was ever seriously intended for use.  

While these two views of the Peutinger Table, the hodological and the 
physical/aesthetic, have each been helpful in teaching us how to read this complex map. 
a central vexing question still remains: why did the author of the Peutinger Table care so 
much about cartographic detai? If it is merely a route map, or primarily meant to adorn. 
 We may conclude by reiterating the key points of the argument for a Roman not 
a Carolingian, still less a later medieval, origin for the Tabula Peutingeriana. For, although 
the visual mapping of land routes is not unequivocally attested elsewhere in Graeco-
Roman cartography, there is a strong case for the Tabula Peutingeriana being descended 
from an archetype originally drawn up sometime in the later Roman period. The 
landscape portrayed is fundamentally Roman, although there are traces of early 
medieval amendment. The basic itinerary data represent a collection formed between c. 
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AD 50 and 300, while the range of cities given special treatment best suits the fourth to 
fifth centuries and certainly is hard to imagine in any context much beyond the end of 
the sixth. Despite the likely Roman date of the Tabula Peutingeriana’s archetype, all the 
indications are that it did not belong to a venerable or a widely disseminated genre, and 
it probably never circulated beyond the northern shores of the Adriatic and the region of 
southwestern Germany. The form and content of the map suggest that it is the product 
of private initiative rather than a state-sponsored project promoting an official view of 
the world. The distortions in the base map do not necessarily represent how any Roman 
ever conceived of the world but are more likely to be the result of a deliberate aesthetic 
rationale and a way of getting the intended map to fit the medium (the papyrus roil).  
 The fact that the compiler could apparently assume that the user would have no 
difficulty in recognizing the outlines and details of the oecumene from the Tabula 
Peutingeriana implies that such images were widely known. In contrast, it is quite 
possible that its most distinctive feature, the cartographical portrayal of a network of 
routes, was an innovation. Despite the possible potential usefulness of such a feature, it 
seems most likely that the map served a primarily decorative or commemorative 
function. The sources of information from which the map was compiled would certainly 
have been in the public domain in the later Roman period, but it has to be admitted that 
the search for a precise date may be fruitless. The chronological inconsistencies both 
between and within each category of information depicted on the map mean that it 
cannot represent an up-todate snapshot of the world at any precise time. Whenever it 
was first created, the archetype of the Tabula Peutingeriana, in some respects at least, 
must always have been an historical map. 
 
LOCATION:   Österreichische National Bibliothek, Vienna (Codex Vindobonensis 324) 
 
SIZE: 22 feet (6.71 meters) 
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Colored map segments from a copy of the Tabula Peutingeriana, engraved and printed at “half-
size” by Johannes Moerentorf (Moretus) in 1598 
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Tabula Peutingeriana: Greece, Crete 

 
 

Tabula Peutingeriana: Macedonia 
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Tabula Peutingeriana: Mesopotamia 

 

 
Tabula Peutingeriana: Cyprus, Syria 
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Tabula Peutingeriana: Rome 

 
Tabula Peutingeriana: Taprobana, Asia 
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Tabula Peutingeriana: Rhodes 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tabula Peutingeriana: Palestine 
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Copy of the Tabula Peutingeriana produced by Konrad Miller in his Itineraria Romana, 1916, 

where he interpolates the missing original segment that includes Britain 
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Antioch (Antakya) Turkey 
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Constantinople 

 
 
The following eleven segments are from the Tabula Peutingeriana conserved at the 
Austrian National Library (Österreichische Nationalbibliothek). 
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Section 1: Britain, Gaul, North Africa (Great Britain, Belgium, France and Algeria). 

 

 
Section 2: Germania, Helvetia or Switzerland, Italy (Southern Germany, Switzerland and 

Northern Italy). 
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Section 3: Germania, Helvetia, Italy, Transpadana, Noricum, Istria, Africa (Southern Germany, 

parts of Switzerland, Austria, Slovenia, Tunisia and Northern Italy). 
 

 
Section 4: Noricum, Pannonia, Picenum, Etruria, Rome, Africa (parts of Austria, Slovenia, 

Hungary, Croatia, Italy and Tunisia). 
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Section 5: Dalmatia, Pannonia, Moesia, Campania, Apulia, Africa (parts of Serbia, Croatia, Italy, 

and Tunisia). 
 

 
Section 6: Dacia, Epirus, Macedonia, Dalmatia, Achaia, Sicily, Cyrenaica (parts of Romania, 

Serbia, Montenegro, Macedonia, Bulgaria, Greece, Libya, Mali and Niger). 
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Section 7: Dacia, Thrace, Macedonia, Achaia, Cyrene and Crete (parts of Ukraine, Moldova, 

Romania, Bulgaria, Greece, Libya and Niger). 
 

 
Section 8: Pontus, Bithynia, Asia, Galatia, Lycia, Egypt (parts of Ukraine, Russia, Turkey, Crete 

and Egypt). 
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Section 9: Pontus, Colchis, Iberia, Cappadocia, Cilicia, Syria, Judea (parts of Russia, Georgia, 

Turkey, Cyprus, Lebanon, Syria, Israel and Jordan). 
 

 
Section 10: Armenia, Syria, Mesopotamia, Adiabene, Characene (parts of Armenia, Azerbaijan, 

Syria and Iraq). 
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Section 11: Persia, Media, Bactria, Hyrcania, India, Taprobane, Sina (parts of Iran, Afghanistan, 

Pakistan, Sri Lanka, India, Bangladesh and China). 
 

 
Peutinger Table contents overlaid on a modern map with GIS routes & places 
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Born in Augsburg 1465, Konrad Peutinger (1465-1547) acquired all the accolades of the 
Renaissance man, studying al the prestigious Italian universities of Padua and Bologna, holding 
several official positions in his native country, serving as counselor to both Emperor Maximilian 

I and then Charles V, and publishing numerous written works of his own. Peutinger was 
passionate about all areas of antiquity, and these interests resulted in the eponymous Tabula 

Peutingeriana', a 13th century map depicting the Roman Empire’s extensive network of roads, 
which stretched from the British Isles to India. The ancient map had been discovered in 1494 by 

Konrad Celtes, who handed it over to Peutinger for publication.  
Around 1660, Wolfgang Kilian, a member of the notable German family of engravers, produced a 

portrait of Peutinger, which is quire remarkable in that it bears no resemblance to any of the 
earlier images of the antiquarian, who is typically depicted as a rather fat man with chin-length 

hair and no beard, rather than the refined bearded gentleman shown by Killian. However, there is 
no doubt that it is the some Peutinger meant as he is described in the oval frame that surrounds 

his image. 


