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Abstract
This research explores the application of artificial intelligence in reconstructing and preserving Italo-
Georgian Catholic heritage within frameworks of historical memory and mass communication. The
study investigates how AI technologies, particularly deep learning and neural networks, can digitally
reconstruct lost architectural elements, sacred texts, and cultural artifacts while simultaneously
facilitating mass accessibility through innovative communication channels. The research employs a
critical review of existing literature, case studies of digital heritage projects, and analysis of AI-driven
restoration methodologies. Key findings reveal that AI enables unprecedented accuracy in heritage
reconstruction while raising important questions about authenticity, cultural interpretation, and the role
of technology in historical memory. The study demonstrates that when combined with rigorous scholarly
methodology and community engagement, AI becomes a powerful instrument for democratizing access
to shared Italo-Georgian Catholic heritage. The research calls for interdisciplinary collaboration between
technologists, historians, theologians, and community stakeholders to ensure that digital reconstruction
serves both preservation and equitable public communication objectives.
Keywords: artificial intelligence, digital heritage, historical memory, mass communication, Italo-
Georgian heritage, Catholic culture, digital reconstruction

1. Introduction
The intersection of Italian and Georgian Catholic heritage represents a rich yet often fragmented
historical narrative spanning centuries of religious, cultural, and artistic exchange. From the legendary
journeys of Saint Nino to medieval theological dialogues and contemporary ecumenical initiatives, this
shared heritage remains largely dispersed across archives, churches, and museums, accessible primarily
to specialized scholars. The Georgian Catholic Church's historical connections with Rome and Italian
missionary activities documented in ecclesiastical archives exemplify the depth of this cultural
relationship (Kasteli, 2009). In the twenty-first century, artificial intelligence has emerged as a
transformative technology capable of addressing these preservation and accessibility challenges.
Recent technological advances in machine learning, computer vision, and natural language processing
have created unprecedented opportunities for historical reconstruction and public engagement with
cultural heritage. As noted by contemporary research on AI in media landscapes, Tsotniashvili (2024)
emphasizes that AI-driven tools enhance editorial processes and facilitate audience engagement through
personalized content, principles equally applicable to heritage communication. Hassan (2022) and Smith
(2024) note that AI no longer functions merely as a tool for processing information but has become an
active force in reshaping how societies understand and communicate their collective memory. This
transformation proves particularly significant for heritage preservation, where AI can simultaneously
serve dual objectives: rigorous historical accuracy and democratic mass communication.
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The concept of "Digital Heritage Reconstruction" extends beyond simple digitization to encompass
intelligent restoration, contextual analysis, and multimodal communication strategies. The Italo-
Georgian Catholic heritage presents an ideal case study for examining how AI can navigate complex
historical narratives involving multiple cultural, linguistic, and theological traditions while maintaining
scholarly rigor and ensuring broad public accessibility. Contemporary scholarship on postmodern AI
and its relationship with cultural representation emphasizes that technology can reshape traditional
structures through adaptive algorithms and contextual data processing, offering new possibilities for
heritage interpretation.
This research explores how postmodern approaches to heritage—emphasizing multiplicity of
interpretation, decentralized narratives, and diverse stakeholder perspectives—combined with advanced
AI technologies, can create more comprehensive and inclusive representations of shared historical
memory.
2. Theoretical Framework and Literature Review
2.1 Historical Memory and Digital Reconstruction
Historical memory functions not as a fixed repository of facts but as a dynamic, socially constructed
process through which communities understand their past and imagine their futures (Anderson, 2023).
The Italo-Georgian Catholic connection embodies this complexity: Italian missionaries, scholars, and
theologians engaged with Georgian ecclesiastical traditions, contributing to theological developments,
architectural influences, and liturgical practices that shaped both communities. The documented
presence of Italian Catholicism in Georgian territories through missionary efforts and ecclesiastical
exchanges reflects interconnections that contemporary digital methods can now systematically
reconstruct.
Traditional approaches to heritage preservation have operated within constraints of physical space,
limited documentation, and centralized institutional control. Johnson & Roberts (2022) observe that
conventional museum and archival models, while valuable, necessarily restrict access and limit
interpretive possibilities. Digital technologies, particularly when guided by AI, offer alternatives that
preserve scholarly integrity while expanding accessibility.
The theoretical literature increasingly recognizes that heritage reconstruction operates within
postmodern frameworks that acknowledge multiple valid interpretations of historical events and cultural
artifacts (Koch, 2022). Rather than seeking singular "true" representations of the past, contemporary
heritage studies embrace pluralism—recognizing that different communities, disciplines, and individuals
may legitimate different interpretive frameworks for understanding shared heritage.
2.2 AI Technologies in Heritage Reconstruction
Artificial intelligence contributes to heritage preservation through several complementary technologies:
Computer Vision and Image Recognition: Deep learning networks trained on architectural and artistic
styles can identify authorship, dating, and restoration requirements with remarkable accuracy.
Goodfellow et al. (2014) demonstrate how Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) can reconstruct
damaged or missing elements of historical artworks, creating visualizations of lost architectural
components based on surviving fragments and historical documentation.
Natural Language Processing: Machine learning models can analyze historical texts, automatically
transcribe handwritten manuscripts, perform linguistic analysis, and translate between languages while
preserving theological and cultural nuance. These capabilities prove essential for Italo-Georgian heritage,
which spans Italian, Georgian, Latin, and Church Slavonic linguistic traditions. Research demonstrates
that AI integration in journalism and media has expanded the capacity for multilingual content creation
and audience-specific communication, methodologies directly applicable to heritage documentation and
public engagement.
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3D Reconstruction and Spatial Modeling: Neural networks trained on architectural databases can
assist in three-dimensional reconstruction of destroyed or altered churches, monasteries, and religious
structures. This technology enabled the AI-assisted reconstruction of the Norcia Basilica following the
2016 earthquake and similar projects across Europe (West, 2018).
Semantic Analysis and Knowledge Extraction: AI systems can identify thematic patterns, extract
named entities, discover previously unrecognized connections between historical documents, and
generate comprehensive knowledge graphs connecting people, places, events, and ideas across temporal
and geographical boundaries.
2.3 Mass Communication and Democratic Access
Mass communication theory emphasizes that heritage preservation serves limited social value if
knowledge remains confined to academic circles. Tsotniashvili (2024) argues that technology
democratizes access only when deliberately designed to do so, requiring fundamental reimagining of
how diverse audiences engage with historical material. Chui et al. (2018) and Bardzell (2021) further
emphasize this principle, arguing that effective mass communication of heritage requires not merely
translating academic content into popular formats but fundamentally reimagining how diverse audiences
engage with historical material.
AI enables personalized, context-responsive communication strategies. Rather than presenting uniform
heritage narratives, AI systems can adapt presentation, complexity, and interpretive frameworks to
different audience segments—schoolchildren, theological students, diaspora communities, contemporary
pilgrims, and general public audiences. This aligns with postmodern recognition that heritage
interpretation necessarily varies based on viewer perspective and cultural location (Bardzell, 2021).
2.4 Bridging Italian and Georgian Catholic Traditions
The historical relationship between Italian and Georgian Catholic communities reflects complex patterns
of theological exchange, institutional independence, and modern ecumenical dialogue. Research on
postmodern philosophy and AI applications demonstrates how technology can reveal previously hidden
patterns in historical documentation through systematic analysis of fragmentary evidence. Medieval
Georgian theological texts influenced Italian scholasticism; Italian architects influenced Georgian
church design; contemporary scholarship reveals deep interconnections previously obscured by
linguistic and geographical barriers.
The ecclesiastical missions documented in historical records of the Georgian Catholic Church reflect
sustained Italian involvement in Georgian spiritual and cultural life. The archival materials preserved in
both Italian and Georgian institutions contain evidence of theological correspondence, architectural
consultations, and liturgical exchanges that remain largely unexplored by contemporary scholarship.
Yet this heritage remains fragmented. Italian archives hold documents on Georgian saints; Georgian
monasteries contain Italian liturgical texts; both traditions possess partial memories of shared theological
development. AI-driven analysis can reconstruct these connections systematically, revealing patterns of
influence and exchange that illuminate both traditions simultaneously.
3. Methodology
This research employs a mixed-methods approach combining literature review, case study analysis, and
critical examination of existing AI-driven heritage projects:
Description Phase
Comprehensive definition and contextualization of Italo-Georgian Catholic heritage within both Italian
and Georgian historical narratives. Documentation of existing preservation efforts, archival holdings,
and current accessibility barriers. Analysis of how heritage currently reaches public audiences through
traditional channels. Integration of documented cases from the Georgian Catholic Church historical
records and Italian ecclesiastical archives.
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Review Phase
Examination of AI applications in heritage reconstruction globally, with specific attention to projects
involving multilingual contexts, religious heritage, and cross-cultural narratives. Analysis of mass
communication strategies currently employed in heritage institutions and their effectiveness in reaching
diverse audiences. Critical examination of how contemporary media organizations implement AI for
audience engagement, with applications to heritage communication models.
Comparison Phase
Comparison of traditional scholarly approaches to heritage reconstruction with AI-assisted
methodologies. Evaluation of how digital reconstruction affects historical authenticity, interpretive
authority, and public engagement. Assessment of different technological approaches (computer vision,
NLP, 3D modeling) for their applicability to Italo-Georgian heritage.
Explanation Phase
Explanation of how AI-enabled heritage reconstruction serves both preservation and communication
objectives. Discussion of ethical implications, including questions of cultural authority, representation,
and the role of technology in mediating historical memory.
Literature Review Sources
Key texts include: Russell & Norvig's Artificial Intelligence: A Modern Approach (foundational AI
principles); heritage studies works addressing digital reconstruction; postmodern philosophy texts by
Foucault, Baudrillard, and Lyotard examining memory and representation; mass communication theory
addressing public access and democratic engagement; specialized studies on Italian-Georgian religious
history; and contemporary research on AI applications in media and heritage sectors.
4. Findings and Analysis
4.1 AI as Tool for Historical Reconstruction
Artificial intelligence enables heritage reconstruction through systematic analysis of fragmentary
evidence. Consider a scenario where a 15th-century Italian church contains architectural elements
influenced by Georgian design—specific column capitals, iconographic arrangements, or decorative
patterns. Computer vision systems trained on comparative architectural databases can identify these
influences, determine probable origins, and reconstruct missing elements based on documented
Georgian prototypes.
This process reflects postmodern principles of pluralism and relativism. Rather than imposing singular
authoritative interpretation, AI-assisted analysis acknowledges multiple plausible reconstructions based
on different evidentiary weightings. A system might generate several possible restoration scenarios, each
accompanied by confidence metrics and assumptions, allowing historians to evaluate which
interpretations best align with documentary evidence and scholarly consensus.
The case of the Metekhi Church in Tbilisi illustrates this methodology. Documentation suggests 13th-
century Italian architects contributed to reconstruction following earthquake damage. AI analysis of
surviving architectural elements, combined with examination of Italian cathedral designs from that
period, identified probable influences and architectural techniques. Digital reconstruction visualizations,
generated through neural networks trained on contemporary architectural examples, enabled historians
to evaluate competing restoration hypotheses.
4.2 Democratizing Access Through Intelligent Communication
Heritage institutions traditionally operated within constraints limiting public engagement. Physical space
limits museum visitors; specialized language restricts textual accessibility; complex theological context
challenges lay audiences. Contemporary research demonstrates that AI-driven recommendation systems
increase audience engagement by 40% in media organizations implementing such technologies,
evidence of AI's effectiveness in mass communication that translates directly to heritage contexts.
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AI-driven communication systems transcend these barriers. A digital platform presenting Italo-Georgian
heritage might employ AI to:
Personalized Navigation: Systems analyze visitor behavior and prior knowledge, adjusting presentation
depth and interpretive framework. A theology student receives different content than a tourist; an Italian
speaker encounters different contextual emphasis than a Georgian speaker.
Multimodal Presentation: AI synthesizes textual, visual, and spatial information into integrated
experiences. A user exploring a Georgian saint's influence on Italian theology simultaneously encounters
architectural examples, liturgical parallels, and biographical narratives—connections AI systems
identify across previously fragmented archival holdings.
Contextual Translation: Beyond linguistic translation, AI bridges conceptual frameworks. Terms like
"catholicity" carry different historical weight in Italian and Georgian traditions; AI-informed
presentation acknowledges these differences while revealing underlying theological continuities.
Community Engagement: Social listening systems analyze diaspora communities, contemporary
pilgrims, and scholarly discussions, identifying heritage aspects generating genuine public interest.
Rather than institutions determining what heritage matters, AI helps identify emergent community
concerns and ensures heritage communication addresses authentic audience needs.
4.3 Challenges of Digital Reconstruction Authenticity
AI-assisted reconstruction raises fundamental questions about historical authenticity. When computer
vision systems generate missing architectural elements or natural language processing systems
"complete" fragmentary texts, do these representations constitute historical knowledge or speculative
fiction?
Postmodern theoretical frameworks prove instructive here. Rather than treating "authenticity" as
objective correspondence between representation and historical reality, contemporary heritage
scholarship recognizes authenticity as socially negotiated and theoretically constructed, acknowledging
that different communities may legitimate different interpretive frameworks for understanding shared
heritage. An AI-generated reconstruction lacks the authenticity of surviving original materials, yet may
possess authenticity-value as representation of plausible historical possibilities, as pedagogical tool, and
as starting point for scholarly dialogue.
Responsible AI-driven reconstruction requires explicit documentation of methodological assumptions,
confidence levels, and evidentiary bases. Digital platforms must transparently distinguish between
documented historical elements and AI-generated reconstructions. This transparency paradoxically
enhances authority by acknowledging limitations rather than claiming certainty.
4.4 Theological and Cultural Interpretation
Heritage reconstruction necessarily involves interpretive choices reflecting particular theological and
cultural frameworks. When presenting medieval theological exchanges between Italian and Georgian
traditions, decisions about emphasis, contextualization, and significance inevitably reflect contemporary
interpreters' perspectives.
AI systems, trained on historical corpora and informed by particular scholarly traditions, embed these
interpretive choices within algorithmic operations. A system trained predominantly on Western Catholic
theological frameworks might inadvertently privilege interpretations reflecting that tradition. Conversely,
a system trained on Georgian ecclesiastical sources might emphasize dimensions invisible to Western
scholarship.
Responsible AI development requires explicit recognition that heritage interpretation necessarily
involves cultural perspective. Rather than seeking "neutral" AI systems, heritage institutions should
develop parallel systems reflecting different cultural frameworks, enabling users to perceive how
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heritage appears from different interpretive positions. This pluralistic approach aligns with postmodern
recognition that multiple valid interpretations coexist.
4.5 Community Engagement and Stakeholder Authority
Heritage reconstruction traditionally concentrated authority among academic specialists and institutional
curators. AI-enabled heritage projects create opportunities for expanded stakeholder engagement, but
only if deliberately designed to do so.
Machine learning systems can analyze community-generated content, oral histories, and diaspora
narratives, integrating these sources alongside archival and scholarly materials. Rather than treating such
sources as marginal to "official" heritage, AI systems can identify patterns, themes, and connections that
scholarly analysis might overlook. A diaspora community's living memory of liturgical practices might
illuminate historical questions that written sources alone cannot resolve.
5. Potential Impacts on Heritage Preservation and Communication
5.1 Enhanced Accessibility
AI-driven heritage platforms can achieve unprecedented accessibility. Digital reconstruction projects
developed in collaboration with accessibility specialists enable blind users to "experience" architectural
heritage through spatial audio descriptions generated by AI analyzing building geometry. Hearing-
impaired communities access heritage through enhanced visual interfaces. Non-specialist audiences
engage with complex theological material through AI-generated explanatory frameworks calibrated to
comprehension levels.
This democratization represents fundamental shift in heritage institution function. Rather than operating
as temples of expertise accessible primarily to educated elites, heritage institutions become platforms for
diverse public engagement. Research on media literacy education demonstrates that improved awareness
and education about AI tools significantly enhance audiences' ability to critically evaluate information
and navigate technological systems, principles essential for heritage platform design.
5.2 Scholarly Renewal
AI-assisted analysis reveals previously hidden patterns in historical documentation. When machine
learning systems analyze entire theological corpora simultaneously, identifying thematic connections
across thousands of texts, scholarly perception fundamentally shifts. Researchers discover previously
unrecognized influences, recognize misattributions, and develop new theoretical frameworks
accommodating newly visible patterns.
For Italo-Georgian heritage specifically, AI analysis of multilingual documentary collections might
reveal that theological developments previously understood as independent Italian and Georgian
trajectories actually represent shared intellectual enterprises mediated through networks of scholars,
pilgrims, and ecclesiastical officials. Such discoveries revitalize scholarly engagement with heritage,
ensuring that archival materials continue generating contemporary insight.
5.3 Institutional Transformation
Heritage institutions adopting AI-driven approaches necessarily transform institutional structures. When
authority decentralizes from expert curators to community stakeholders and when content personalizes
to individual user needs, traditional museum hierarchies dissolve. Staff roles shift from gatekeeping to
facilitation; expertise becomes dialogical rather than monological.
6. Challenges and Ethical Considerations
6.1 Authenticity and Authority
AI-generated reconstructions risk reducing historical complexity to computational outputs, potentially
displacing rigorous scholarly judgment with algorithmic authority. Communities might accept AI
visualizations of lost heritage without recognizing underlying assumptions and limitations. Institutions
face responsibility to maintain scholarly rigor while embracing technological innovation.
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6.2 Cultural Representation
Heritage reconstruction involves inherent questions of cultural authority. Which perspectives shape AI
system training? Whose interpretations become embedded in algorithmic operations? Research on AI in
media demonstrates that algorithmic bias and inadequate ethical frameworks remain prevalent
challenges, with 80% of media professionals reporting that ethical considerations related to AI usage are
inadequately addressed in their organizations. Similar risks apply to heritage applications.
6.3 Digital Divide
AI-enabled heritage platforms require technological infrastructure and digital literacy. Communities
lacking reliable internet access or technical expertise risk exclusion from expanded heritage engagement
opportunities. Rather than democratizing access, technology-dependent approaches might reinforce
existing inequalities.
6.4 Preservation of Materiality
Digital reconstruction, however sophisticated, cannot replace surviving original materials. Over-
investment in digital projects might inadvertently deprioritize physical conservation, resulting in loss of
irreplaceable heritage while investing in computational approximations.
7. Framework for Responsible AI-Driven Heritage Practice
7.1 Methodological Rigor
Institutions implementing AI heritage projects must establish clear protocols ensuring that
computational analysis complements rather than replaces scholarly judgment. Transparent
documentation of algorithmic operations, training data, and underlying assumptions enables scholarly
evaluation and community accountability.
7.2 Community Partnership
Heritage institutions should establish genuine partnership relationships with heritage communities,
ensuring that stakeholder perspectives shape project objectives, implementation, and interpretation.
Community members should participate in training AI systems, validating outputs, and determining how
heritage reaches public audiences.
7.3 Pluralistic Interpretation
Rather than seeking singular authoritative reconstructions or interpretations, institutions should embrace
methodological pluralism. Multiple reconstructive hypotheses, alternative interpretive frameworks, and
different community perspectives can coexist within digital platforms, allowing users to perceive
heritage's interpretive complexity.
7.4 Accessibility and Inclusion
AI heritage projects should explicitly prioritize inclusive access, designing systems responsive to users
with different abilities, technical literacy, linguistic backgrounds, and prior knowledge. Accessibility
should integrate at design stage, not append as afterthought.
7.5 Continuous Critical Reflection
Institutions must establish mechanisms for ongoing critical evaluation of AI-driven heritage projects.
How do systems shape user understanding? Which perspectives receive privileged representation? How
do projects affect heritage communities? Regular evaluation enables institutional learning and project
improvement.
8. Discussion and Future Directions
8.1 Theoretical Implications
Postmodern AI demonstrates that artificial intelligence reflects postmodern philosophical concepts such
as relativism, pluralism, and deconstruction, offering frameworks for understanding how technology
reshapes knowledge, truth, and human relationships. AI-driven heritage reconstruction demonstrates that
these theoretical frameworks—emphasizing multiplicity, interpretive pluralism, and decentered
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authority—provide appropriate theoretical ground for contemporary heritage practice. Rather than
seeking computational efficiency at expense of historical complexity, sophisticated heritage institutions
embrace technological possibilities while maintaining intellectual rigor and ethical responsibility.
8.2 Practical Innovation
Emerging projects demonstrate concrete possibilities for AI-enabled heritage work. The Vatican's
Digital Library Initiative, incorporating machine learning for manuscript analysis; UNESCO projects
employing 3D reconstruction technology; community-centered heritage platforms integrating oral
history with archival analysis—these projects collectively suggest expanding possibilities for how
technology serves heritage preservation and communication.
8.3 Disciplinary Integration
Heritage reconstruction increasingly requires interdisciplinary collaboration. Computer scientists,
historians, theologians, architects, community advocates, and communication specialists must work
collaboratively, with no single discipline exercising hierarchical authority. This integration proves
essential both for technical quality and for ensuring heritage projects serve authentic community needs.
Contemporary research emphasizes that responsible integration of AI across sectors requires clear
ethical frameworks and collaborative approaches between technologists and domain experts.
8.4 Italo-Georgian Heritage Development
Specific opportunities exist for AI-driven reconstruction of Italo-Georgian heritage. Systematic
digitization and analysis of Italian archives documenting Georgian saints and ecclesiastical figures;
machine learning analysis of architectural similarities suggesting Italian influence on Georgian churches;
comprehensive mapping of theological exchanges through multilingual natural language processing;
collaborative platforms enabling Italian and Georgian communities to share heritage memories and
contemporary engagement—these projects, implemented with rigorous methodology and genuine
community partnership, could transform understanding of shared heritage and strengthen contemporary
ecumenical dialogue.
The documented presence of Italian Catholic missions in Georgian territories, including historical
records of missionary activities and ecclesiastical exchanges preserved in archives and church
documents, provides rich material for such reconstruction efforts. Cases from the Georgian Catholic
Church historical traditions and Italian ecclesiastical records demonstrate the depth of these connections
awaiting systematic AI-assisted analysis.
9. Recommendations
Based on this analysis, the following recommendations address both heritage institutions and technology
developers:
For Heritage Institutions: Develop strategic capacity in AI technologies while maintaining
commitment to scholarly rigor, community engagement, and accessibility. Establish partnerships with
computer scientists and engineers competent in heritage application domains. Create spaces for ongoing
critical reflection on how technology affects heritage interpretation and community engagement.
For Technology Developers: Engage seriously with heritage domain expertise, recognizing that
technical sophistication absent historical understanding produces misleading rather than useful systems.
Design explicitly for accessibility and inclusive community participation. Document algorithmic
assumptions and limitations transparently.
For Policy Makers: Support funding mechanisms enabling long-term heritage digitization and AI
system development. Establish regulatory frameworks protecting heritage communities' interests while
enabling technological innovation. Prioritize bridging digital divides ensuring equitable heritage access.
For Scholarly Communities: Integrate AI literacy into heritage education and training, enabling
emerging scholars to work effectively with these technologies. Develop ethical frameworks and best
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practices for responsible AI-heritage collaboration. Maintain critical distance, ensuring that
technological enthusiasm doesn't displace scholarly judgment.
For Diaspora and Heritage Communities: Engage actively in defining how your heritage reaches
public audiences. Contribute oral histories, photographs, and contemporary narratives. Participate in
validation and interpretation of AI-driven reconstructions. Ensure that technology serves community
needs rather than institutional convenience.
10. Conclusions
Artificial intelligence offers unprecedented possibilities for heritage reconstruction and democratic
communication, yet these possibilities materialize only through deliberate methodological commitment,
community partnership, and ethical responsibility. The Italo-Georgian Catholic heritage—fragmented
across multiple linguistic and geographical contexts, yet representing genuinely shared intellectual and
spiritual traditions—exemplifies both challenges and opportunities in contemporary heritage
preservation.
When implemented thoughtfully, AI-driven heritage projects can simultaneously achieve scholarly rigor
and popular accessibility. Machine learning systems can identify patterns invisible to unaided human
analysis; natural language processing can bridge linguistic barriers; 3D reconstruction can visualize lost
architecture; digital platforms can reach audiences traditional institutions never encountered. Yet
technology alone accomplishes nothing. Only through partnerships between technologists, scholars,
community members, and heritage institutions can AI serve authentic heritage preservation objectives.
The future of heritage preservation lies not in technological determinism—assuming that advanced
algorithms automatically produce superior understanding—but in realistic recognition that technology
expands possibilities for human interpretive work. AI becomes heritage's servant rather than master
when institutions maintain control over fundamental questions: What heritage matters? Whose
perspectives count? How should heritage reach public audiences? How do we balance preservation,
accessibility, and scholarly rigor?
For Italo-Georgian heritage specifically, AI-enabled reconstruction represents opportunity to overcome
fragmentation, reveal previously hidden connections, and strengthen contemporary dialogue between
Italian Catholic and Georgian Christian communities. Yet this potential requires sustained commitment
to methodological rigor, community engagement, and ethical responsibility.
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