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Hucmumym ammonozuu u anmpononozuy um. HH. Muxnyxo-Maxnas PAH,
119991, Jlenunckuii np., 0. 32a, Mockea, Poccus

JUCKPETHBIE IIPU3HAKH HA YEPEIIAX M3 KYPTAHA 1
HEILTIOEBCKOI'O MOTHMJIbHUKA 1 HEKOTOPBIE ITPOBJIEMbI
BHYTPUTPYIIIIOBOTO AHAJIN3A ®EHETUYECKHUX JAHHBIX

B cmambe paccmampuearomcsi pe3yribmamsbi aHanu3a OUCKPemMHbIX Npu3Hakos 8 Hebosnbwol
KpaHuosnozgu4yeckol ebibopke 3rnoxu 6poH3bI (cpybHo-anakynbckull KynbmypHbll mur) u3 KypeaHa 1
Henntoescko2o mozaurnbHuka 6 HOxHom 3ayparnbe. CpasHugaromcs pasfiudHble criocobbl nodcHyema yacmom
napHbix OUCKPeMHbIX NPU3HaKo8, a makxe 06cy»0aromcsi Umoau CornocmassieHusi U3y4eHHo20 Mamepuarna
€0 cbopHbIMU cepusMu cpybHoU u aHOpoHosckoU Kyrbmyp. OmdenbHO mecmupyromcsi pasfiudHbie criocobbl
onpedeneHusi buonoau4eckoz2o «podcmea» y 3axOPOHEHHbIX UHOUBUOO8 C UCMOMb308aHUeM OUCKPEeMHbIX
rpu3HaKkoe 4yepera.

MaTtepuanbl u metoabl. M3ydeHHbIUd Mamepuarn eknodaem 19 uepernog pasnu4Hol coxpaHHocmu,
uccrnedosaHHbIX M0 KpaHUOCKonu4yeckol rnpoepamme, ekrrodaroweli 38 npusHakos (U3 HUx 9 HenapHbIX u 29
napHeix). Yacmomsi 6unameparnbHbix 0cobeHHocmel nodcyumbieanucb mpemMs pasfnuyHbIMU criocobamu.
lpu conocmasneHuu ¢ cymmapHbIMU 8bi60pkamu cpybHuKoes lNodHernposbs u aHOpoHosUes Animasi, Yacmomb!
rnodsepearuck yarnoeol mpaHcghopmayuu, a caMo cpasHeHue npoeedeHo C UCMoMb308aHUEM CmamucmuKu
X2 U «Mepbi pacxox0eHusi» Cmuma. AHannu3 803MOXHbIX «POOCMBEHHbLIX» cesizeli Mex0y no2pebeHHbIMU 8
KypeaHe no cucmeme OUCKPemMHbIX MPU3HaKoe rnpousgedeH ¢ UCMNosb308aHuUeM crnocobos, 0CHOBaHHbLIX Ha
npunoxeHuu chopmynel batieca (nodxod asmopa), asmopckoli Modughukayuu criocoba I Ynnbpuxa, criocobax
npednazaemsbix B. XatiHpuxom u M. Tawnep-Hukona, a makxe 5. Llgpyekom ¢ coasmopamul.

Pe3ynbratbl. Ha amMnupu4eckom yposHe uccrie0o8aHusi ommeyaemcs, 4Ymo 4acmomsl MUHUMyM 8 u3
36 duckpemHbix ripu3Hakos, npu obbix criocobax pacyema, npesbiliarkm eepxHue npedesibi Mupo8ozo
pasmaxa eapuayud. [ns 08yx rnpu3Hako8 amo rnodmeepxxoaemcs cmamucmu4Yyecku rnpu cpasHeHuUU co
COOpPHbLIMU cepussMu U3 naMsmHUKo8 cpybHol u aHOpOHosckolU Kynbmyp. [JaHHoe obcmosimenbcmeo He
npomueopedum rnpednorioXeHU O NpUHadnexHocmu 3axopoHeHuUl uHAusudam, MexAy KomopbiMu Mo2slu
umembcsi podcmeeHHble c¢es3u. 1o rnonyyeHHbiM 0aHHbIM Hauboniee onmumaribHbIM crnocobom pacyema
yacmom napHbIX OUCKPEMHbIX MPU3HaKo8 518/IIemcs pacyem «Ha 4Yepern» usiu «Ha OaHHYH CMOPOHY»
(ocobeHHO 8 cryyae cusnbHO thpaeMeHmuposaHHO20 Mamepuara). CpasHeHue pa3Hbix criocob08 8bisierneHust
UHOuUBUAO8, MexXAy KOMOPbIMU 8ePOSIMHO Hanudue buonoaudeckoz2o «podcmea», rnokasasno cxodcmeo
pe3yibmamos, MosyYeHHbIX C UCMOb308aHUEM PasfiuYHbIX M0OX0008, MPUMEHUMESIbHO K OOHUM U MeM Xe
ux napam.

3aknt4eHue. Cyds no ocobeHHocmsam pacripedenieHUss QUCKPemMHbIX rpu3Hakos, Hauboree
8epPOSIMHbLIMU BUOI02UYECKUMU «POOCMBEHHUKaMU» MO_aym S18M1simbCsi UHOUsUOb! u3 noepebeHuli 2a(1) u
26, 2a(2) u 26, a makxe napbl uHOusudos 26—30 u 28(1)-32(2). NpedcmaesreHHble OaHHbIe MnaHupyemcs
sepuchuyuposame pesynibmamamu fnaseo2eHemu4yecko2o aHasnusa. B kasecmee pekomeHdayuu 0Ons
crieyuanucmos, 3aHuUMaruuxcs OUCKPemHbIMU npu3Hakamu, MOXHO yKkazamb Ha Heobxodumocmb
muwamernesHol u rnodpobHol, He oepaHuyuesarowelics npedcmasneHUueM mosibKo Yacmom u obujeeo
Konu4yecmea HabmodeHud, nybnukayuu nep8uydHbIX aHHbIX MO UX pacrpedernieHuro.

KnioueBble crnoBa: naneoaHTpononorusi; KpaHmodgeHeTnka; Guonornyeckoe «poacTeo»; cpybHo-
anakynbCKuin KynbTypHbIn TUn; KOxxHoe 3aypanbe
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Bsegenue

B nogaensitowem 60mbLWMHCTBE OTEYECTBEHHbIX
paboT, NOCBALLEHHbIX aHanM3y AUCKPETHbLIX NPU3Ha-
ko (AI1), B wacTHocTn [l 4yepena, nccnegosatenu
3a4acTylo NepexoaaT HenocpeacTBEHHO OT noacuye-
Ta YacTOT K MEXIPYNnnoBbIM CONOCTaBMNEHNsIM. BHyT-
pUrpynnoBoOV aHanm3 orpaHu4MBaeTca B OCHOBHOM
nuwb aMnupunyecknm yposHeM. O4eBMOHO, YTO Ta-
KOW Noaxop Aaneko He B NMOfHOM Mepe pacKkpbiBaeT Mno-
TeHuman [N npu aHanuse naneoaHTpononornyeckoro
mMartepuara. BoaMoXXHOCTb MCNOMNb30BaHNSA AUCKPETHbBIX
MPU3HAKOB MpWU 3TOM, HaNpumep, Ans UHAnBUAyarb-
HOW AmarHocTuku bbina nokasaHa A.l. KosuHueBbiM
6onee 40 net Hasapg [Ko3uHues, 1973].

dyHoameHTanbHbIN 0630p amMmepuKaHCKMX U Ka-

Haacknx cneynanuncTos [Stojanowski, Schillaci, 2006]

OEMOHCTPUPYET, 4TO HEHOTUNUYECKUA NOAXOS MO-

XKET M JOIMKEeH UCMOoNb30BaTbCH AN BbISBNEHUsS Ca-

MbIX Pa3fnYHbIX acreKToB BHYTPUIpynnosor Gruonoru-

Yeckon nameH4MBocTn. Ocobbli UHTEPEC B 3TOWM CBA3M

npeacrtaensieT cobor aHanua GMonorn4yeckux pog-

CTBEHHbIX CBSA3EW BHYTPMW rpynnbl MHOMBMOOB, U3BECT-

HbIA B niuTepartype kak «kinship analysis», B paspabort-

Ky NPUHLMIMOB KOTOPOIO BHECITN BECOMbIV BKINa HEMEL-

kme aHnTpononoru [Ullrich, 1969; Rosing, 1982, 1986; Alt,

Vach, 1991, 1992; Meyer et al., 2012]. Pag Takux nccne-

[J0BaHWIN BbINOSHEH MO OTHOLLEHWUIO K AUCKPETHBLIM Npu-

3Hakam Ha 4Jepene [Strouhal, 1992; Rubini, 1996;

Veleminsky, Dobisikova, 2005; Cesnys, Tutkuviene,

2007]. B HekoTopbix paboTax napansesnibHO UCrosb3ay-

}OTCS1 HECKOMBbKO CUCTEM, Uin AaHHble no [l yepena

paccMaTpuBatoTCsl MPUMEHWUTENBLHO K NMOMYYEHHbLIM MO

apyrum npuaHakam [Prowse, Lovell, 1996; Veleminsky
et al., 2008; Ricaut et al., 2010]. B oTeyecTBeHHON
nutepaTtype npuMmep YCMNeLWHOro MCnonb30BaHuUs

YyepenHbix [ ong BHyTpUrpynnoBoro aHanmnsa kKpa-

HUONOIrMYECKON cepun M3 YNaHroMcKoro Morusb-

HWKa npegctaBngaeT nybnuvkauusa A.A. MoBcecsH n

H.H. MamoHoBown [MoBcecsH, MamoHosa, 2013]. MNo-

nbiTka ucnonb3osaHusa [l no3BoHOYHMKA Ang onpe-

OEereHns pOACTBEHHbIX CBA3EW BHYTPU MOTUMbHUKA

Oblna OTHOCUTENBHO HeaaBHo npeanpunaTa M.K. Ka-

panetsH [KapaneTsaH, 2016].

B HacTosawen nybnvkauuu npu nccrnegoBaHnm
OMNCKPETHBIX MPU3HAKOB Yepena B HEBONbLUOW KpaHu-
orornyeckor Belbopke anoxu 6poH3el n3 KoxHoro 3a-
ypanbsi peLlaroTcsa crieytoLmne OCHOBHbIE 3adaqm:
1. 3OMnupuyeckoe cpaBHEHME pasnnYHbIX cnocoboB

noAcyeTa 4acToT napHbIX (bunaTepanbHbIX) AUC-
KPETHbIX MPU3HAKOB.

2. ConocTaBneHue n3y4eHHow BeIGOpKK, Npeanoso-
XWUTENbHO BKMOYAKLEN UHAMBUOOB, MEXy KO-
TOPbIMM HE UCKITKOYEHO Hanm4me poaCcTBEHHbIX CBS-
3eil ¢ 3aBeOMO Pas3HOPOAHLIMW (CyMMapHbLIMW)
BblIGOpKaMu Mo GrM3KMM B KyNbTYPHO-XPOHOMOMU-

Ta6nuua 1. Onucb KpaHMONOrnYeckon BbIGOPKU U3
KypraHa 1 HenntoeBckoro MorunbHuKa,
Mcnonb30BaHHOM NpU aHanNu3e AUCKPETHbIX
NpU3HaKoB
Table 1. Cranial sample from Neplyuevsky cemetery
(kurgan 1) used in non-metric trait analysis

Ne (Hc(l):e]?;i?;m [Ton | BospacthHas rpynna | Bospacr, ner
2a(1) 4 adultus 18-20
2a(2) Q adultus 20-25

26 3 adultus 20-25
3 ? infantilis [ 4+12 mec.
4 Q adultus 20-25
6 ? infantilis [ 5+16 mec.
7 ? infantilis 11 12430 mec.
8(1) Q adultus 18-22
10(2) ? infantilis 11 7+24 mec.
13 ? infantilis 11 8+24 mec.
25 Q? adultus 25-30
26 Q juvenis 15-16
28(1) ) adultus 25-35
28(2) Q adultus 25-35
30 I adultus 18-22
31 ? infantilis [ 5+16 mec.
32(1) 4 maturus 35-50
32(2) Q adultus 25-35
33 ? infantilis | 4+12 mec.

4YeCKOM OTHOLLEHUM rpynnaM (cpybHas v aHgpo-
HOBCKasi KynbTypbl).

3. TecTupoBaHue pas3nuyHbIX CNOCOOO0B BbISIBNEHMUS
noTeHuManbHbIX OMONOrMYeckux «PoOACTBEHHU-
KOB» C MCMOMb30BaHWEM YepernHbIX AUCKPETHbIX
NpPU3HaKoB.

MaTtepHaasl 1 METOIBI

B ocHoBY uccriegoBaHUs NonoxeHbl matepuarnsi
n3 packonok C.B. Wapanoson kypraHa 1 Henntoesc-
KOro MorunbHuKa, nonyyeHHole B 2016—2017 rr. 1 Ha-
XoOdLmMecs B HacTosLEee BPEMS Ha XpaHEHWUWN B OOH-
nax NHctutyTa muctopum n apxeonorum YpO PAH (r.
EkatepunHOypr). MornnbH1K pacnonoxeH Ha TeppuTo-
pun KOxHoro 3aypanes (KapTanuHckuin paoH Yens-
BuHckon obnactn), a camu norpebanbHble KOMMANEeK-
cbl KypraHa 1 gatupytotcs XX-XVIII BB. 40 H.3. n, no
MHEHUIO aBTOpa PacKOMOK, COOTHOCHATCS C NaMsTHU-
Kamu cpybHO-anakynbCKoro KynsTypHoro Tvna [Kapa-
neTsH ¢ coasT., 2019, c. 35]. Onuck KpaHnonoruyec-
KOW KOMnnekuum, UCronb30BaHHOM Npu aHanuse Ouck-
PETHbIX NMPU3HAKOB, NpeacTaBneHa B Tabnuvue 1.

HyXHO OTMETUTb, YTO NpVBEAEHHbIE HaMK BO3-
pacTHble onpedeneHus B psge cryvyaeB OTNnYatoTes
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OT TaKoBbIX, nonyyeHHbIx M.K. KapanetsaH npu nonesbix
N KameparbHbIX UCCNeNoBaHUSX AaHHbIX MaTtepuarnos
[KapaneTtsH ¢ coaBrt., 2019]. 310 CBA3aHO C TEM, YTO
aBTOPOM NPV BO3PACTHOM AMArHOCTVIKE MCMOMb30BauCh
WCKIIOYUTENBHO NoKasaTteni WOBHOro 1 3y6Horo Bo3pa-
CTa, YTO B MpMHUMNE OnpaBAbIBAETCS LiENbio HAcTod-
wero nccnegosanus. Mpu aHannse pacnpegeneHus
yacTtot [I1, pasdbreHunsa matepmana no nomny He npo-
n3sogmnock. [Anga makcummsauum HabnogeHui npu-
Brekanucb 1 AeTckue Yepena (B Bo3pacte ot 4-5 net
n ctapwe). Npn 3TOM NpU3HaKK, CTAaTUCTUYECKN LO-
CTOBEPHO CBSA3aHHblEe C BO3pPacToM (B 4aCTHOCTH,
oTBepcTMe Ha 6bapabaHHOM KorbLe), Ha HUX He duK-
CUpOBarnucChb.

B 06LLel cnoXxHoCTK pernctpupoBanuch 36 anck-
peTHbIX npusHakoB (A1) nporpammbl A.A. MoBcecsiH
[MoBcecsH, 2005], k koTopbiM gobaBneHbl 2: Takas
0COOEHHOCTb KaK BCTaBOYHbIE KOCTOYKM B CTPENOBUA-
Hom wBe (Ossa Wormii suturae sagittalis) n npusHak,
0603Ha4YaeMblIi B 3apybexxHON nutepaType 4valle Bce-
ro kak «frontal grooves» («nobHble 6opo3abi») — cne-
bl BETBMEHNS COCYLOB Ha cynpaobuTanbHOM Kpae
NOGHOM KOCTK, KOTOPbIV B AAHHOM MCCreaoBaHMn 060-
3Ha4eH Kak sulcus supraorbitale [Schunk, Maruyama,
1960]. 9 n3y4eHHbIX AUCKPETHLIX MPU3HAKOB ABMNSAOT-
cs HenapHbIMK, a 29 — napHbiMKU (bunaTtepansHbIMK).
Mpn domkcaumm AN n nx mopd, B Ka4ecTBe MeToan-
Yyeckoro nocobus ncnonb3opancsa poTorpaduyeckmn
aTtnac, NnogroToBMneHHbIN aMepuKaHCKUMM cneumanm-
ctamn [Mann et al., 2016].

YacToTbl NpM3HakoB (p) v ownbkn penpeseHTa-
TUBHOCTHU (S), BbIMUCIIEHHbIE NO hopmyre:

S, = [Nakun, 19901,

npeacTaBneHbl Ans pasnuyHbiX cnocobos pac-
yeTa no HenapHbiM 1 NapHbIM A1 oTaensHO. YacToThl
bunatepanbHbIX MPU3HAKOB NOACHUTLIBANMChL TPEMS
pa3nuyHbIMK cnocobamMun: 13 pacyeTa Ha OAMH Yepen
(B 9TOM criyyae yuTeHbl TOMbKO MOSHbIE Criyyan — C
BO3MOXHOCTbIO HabnoaeHms Ha obenx CTopoHax)
[Czarnetzki, 1971], u3 pacyeta Ha 0gHY CTOPOHY (34€eCb
peyb MOET O p’ — B3BELLEHHOW CpeaHen U3 4acToT npu-
3HaKa Ha NpaBou U neBon ctopoHax) [Berry, Berry, 1967]
W, HAaKOHeL, 13 pacyeTa Ha AaHHYI0 CTOPOHY (TOrbKO
npaBylo UNK TONbKO NneByto) [Zegura, 1975]. JocTtonH-
CTBa M HeJocCTaTKU pasnuyHbIX cnocoboB nogcyeta
yactoT napHbix AN nogpobHo paccmotpeHsl Al Ko-
3uHUeBbIM [Ko3uHLes, 1980]. Mpu cpaBHUTENBLHOM aHa-
nu3e, YacToTbl NIPe0bpa3oBbLIBANUCH B YIIbl, UISMEPEH-
Hble B pagunaHax [Ypb6ax, 1975], no coopmyne:

¢ = 2arcsin \/;

lMpn conocTaBneHnn B Ka4ecTBe CPaBHUTENBHOMO
mMaTepuana Mcnonb3oBaHbl COOpHbIE cepun cpyBHom
KyneTypbl MNogHenposbsa (29 4yepenoB) [MoBcecsiH,
2005] n angpoHoBckon KynbTypbl AnTas (6onee 80

100 —p

px——

yepenos) [Typ, 2011]. MNMpu cpaBHeHUN BbIGOPKN K3
HenntoeBckoro kypraHa 1 ¢ aTummn cepmusiMm ucnonb-
30Banncb TPaHCHOPMUPOBAHHLIE YacCTOTbI, MOJy4EH-
Hble ans ounartepanbHbix O npy pacyete Ha Yepen
[Czarnetzki, 1971]. ConocTaBneHne nNpon3BOaUIIOCH
C MCMONb30BaHWEM OTHOLLEHMS KBagpaTta pasHOCTU
YITOB, pacrnpeaeneHHoro Kak x2 ¢ 0O4HOW CTeneHbto
cBobogpl [Sjovold, 1973, 1977] n «mepbl pacxoxae-
Hua» (MD) C. CwmuTta [Sjovold, 1973; Green, Suchey,
1976; de Souza, Houghton, 1977].

Ocobbin HTEpPEC NpeacTasnseT cobon BeisBne-
Hue cpeau norpebeHHbIX B KypraHe 1 HenmtoeBckoro
MOTUMbHMKA NOTEHUMAanbHbIX BUONOrMYecKnx «poa-
CTBEHHMKOBY. Hanunune TakoBbIX npegnonaraercsa Ha
OCHOBaHUM peakmMx Mopdhonormyeckmx ocobeHHocTen
1 nx B6onbLLOro «CxoAcTBay y psaa nap norpebeH-
HbIX. [naH kypraHa 1, ¢ o6o3HavyeHem norpebeHuni
WHOMBMOOB, MEXAY KOTOPbIMU NpegnonaraeTcs Hanm-
yne «POACTBEHHLIX» CBA3EN NpeAcTaBneH Ha PUCYH-
ke 1 (Ha ocHoBe HeonybnukoBaHHbIX AaHHbIX M.K. Ka-
paneTtaH n H.A. Ilenboson).

[ns nogTeepXaeHWst 3Toro NpeanonoXeHns Ha
OCHOBaHWM aHanM3a AMCKPETHbIX MPU3HAKOB Hamu 6o
onpoboBaHo YeTbIpe criocoba. NepBbii, NpeanaraembIin
Hamu, Ba3npyeTcs Ha NPUNoXeHun Teopembl (opmy-
nbl) barieca, B camom 06LLEeM BUAE NPEACTaBNSOLLEN
BblpaXeHue:

P(B|A) P(A)

P(B)

roe P(A) — anpropHas BEPOSATHOCTb TMNoTesbl
A, P(A|B) — anoctepropHasi BEpOATHOCTb (BEpOSIT-
HOCTb rMnoTe3bl A Mpu HacTynneHun cobbitnsa B),
P(B|A) — BEpOATHOCTb HacTynneHus cobbiTusa B npu
WCTUHHOCTM runoTesbl A, P(B) — nonHas BEPOSITHOCTb
HacTynneHus cobbitusa B [Milton, Arnold, 2003].

Bropon cnocob ocHoBaH Ha npegaraemom I, Yrinbe-
puxomMm npuHumne «polysymptomatische Ahnlichkeit
Verwandtschaft Diagnose» («MHorocpakTopHas auarHo-
ctuka cxogctay) [Ullrich, 1969]. OTmeTuM, 4TO Npun
Ncnonb3oBaHuKM 3Tux cnocobos, napHele A1, B cnyyae
OTCYTCTBUS UX Y 0B6ONX CpaBHUBaAEMbIX MHOMBMOOB Ha
obenx cTopoHax, paccmaTpuBarnmch kak «obumia M.
Ecnn 6unaTtepanbHbIi NpU3HaK NpucyTCTBOBan y oa-
HOro M3 napbl Ha O4HON CTOPOHe, a Y ApYroro npu-
CyTCTBOBAaI Ha TOW e CTOPOHE, NPU HEBO3MOXHOCTU
HabnroaeHnsa Ha ApYron, MPU3HaK Takke cymTarncs «ob-
WmM». Takum obpasom, B Hallem criydae, u B Moau-
drumpoBaHHoOM Hamu cxeme [. Ynnbpuxa, B3aumHoe
orcytcteue [l y cpaBHMBaEMbIX MHOVBWOOB YCMOB-
HO coyTeHo «obLumm OM».

Tpetuin n 4yeTBepPTLIA CNOCobbI, pa3paboTaHHbIe
B. XanHpuxom n M. Tawnep-Hukona [Heinrich, Teschler
-Nicola, 1991], a Takke A. LiBpyekom c coaBTopamm
[Cvrcek et al., 2018], ncnonb3oBanucek B BUAE, Npea-
naraeMomM aBTopamu, 6€3 OTMEYEHHOTO BbiLLe METOAV-
Yyeckoro gonyLueHust. [Npumepbl pasnuyHbiX cnocobos

P(AIB) =
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PucyHok 1. MNnaH obbekToB KypraHa 1 Henntoesckoro moruneHuka (no C.B. Wapanosow)
Figure 1. Plan of the kurgan 1 of Neplyuevsky cemetery (according to S.V. Sharapova)
Mpumeyanus. LiBeTHbIMK kpyramu o603HaveHbl norpebeHns MHAMBMAOB, MeXy KOTOPbIMU NpeanonaraeTcs Hanu-
Yme BMOIOrMHECKOro «POACTBA»: KpacHble — MHaMBMALI 2a(1) u 26 (ocHoBaHWe — areHesns nesbix P,); cHue — nHanBK-
Abl 2a(1) n 26 (ocHoBaHWe — CXOACTBO MOPOMETPUYECKMX OCOBEHHOCTEW MOCTKpaHWarbHbIX CKENeToB) U MHAMBUADI
2a(2) n 26 (ocHoBaHue — apxaudHas Mopdonorus M,); seneHble — nHanenabl 2a(1) n 24 (ocHoeaHve — peakas dopma
KOpPOHKM M, — Hanuuue AOMONHUTENBHOMO MesnanbHoro Gyropka); xentole — uHausuael 1(2), 26, 28(1), 30 n 32(2)

(ocHoBaHue — akTonust amanu M?2).

Notes. The colored circles indicate burials of individuals for whom biological “kinship” is assumed: red — individuals
2a(1) and 26 (assumed on the basis of agenesis of the left lower P2); blue — individuals 2a(1) and 2b (on the basis of
similarity of postcranial morphometrics) and individuals 2a(2) and 2b (on the basis of archaic morphology of lower M3);
green — individuals 2a(1) and 24 (on the basis of rare form of the crown of lower M1 — the presence of an additional
mesial tubercle); yellow — individuals 1 (2), 2b, 28 (1), 30 and 32 (2) (on the basis of ectopic enamel of upper M2).

pacyeTa 1 BbIABIIEHNA Nap NOTEHUMarbHbIX «pona-
CTBEHHUKOB» NMPUBOOATCA B pasgerie HMxe.

Pe3ynabrarsl

YacToTbl HenapHbIX OUCKPETHbLIX MPU3HAKOB
(OrT), pesynbTraTbl UX YrIoBOro npeodpasoBaHunst U Co-
MOCTaBIMEHUSA CO CPaBHUTENMbHBLIMWU AaHHbIMK Mpea-
cTaBneHbl B Tabnuuax 2 n 3.

B tabnuuax 4—6 cogepxuTtcs nHdopmauus no
yacToTaMm napHbIX (OunaTtepanbHbIX) OUCKPETHbIX
npu3Hakos (1), npy pasnmyHbIX cnocobax nx pac-
yeTa, pesynbrarbl TPUrOHOMETPUYECKON TpaHcop-
Mauuy 4acToT N CPaBHUTENBHOIO COMOCTaBMEHUS.

Tabnuua 7 OEMOHCTPUPYET UTOTM CpaBHEHUSI
KpaHuornormyeckon BblIbopkM n3 kypraHa 1 Hennto-
€BCKOro MOrusrbHUKa ¢ cepusiMu cpybHom n aHapo-
HOBCKOM KynbTyp no Yactotam psga Al ¢ nomoLsio
«Mepbl pacxoxgeHusa» CmuTa.

B Ttabnuue 8 npuBoasaTcs AaHHble MO MHAMBU-
OyanbHOMY pacnpefeneHnto AUCKPETHbIX NPU3HaKOB
y norpeBeHHbIX, Mexay KoTopbiMU npeanonaraeTcs
HanuuMe «POACTBEHHbLIX» CBA3EN.

Ha pucyHkax 2—4 npounntoctpupoBansbl [, ya-
CTOTbI, KOTOPbIX AOCTOBEPHO MOBbILLEHbI B Henntoes-
CKOWN BbIOOpPKE, a Takke NpuMep OOBOSMBHO peakoro
aHaTOMU4YeCKOro BapuaHTa — MOSIHOro pasaeneHus
CKyNOBOW KOCTM NOMNepeyHbIM LUBOM (0S japonicum) y
nHamemaa m3 norpeberHuns 25.

Ha yncTto amnmnpryeckom ypoBHe uccrneaoBaHns
MOXXHO OTMETUTb, YTO YaCTOThbl MUHUMYM 8 13 36 A1
(22,2%), npn nobbix cnocobax pacyeTta, NpeBbILLa-
0T BEpXHME npeaenbl MMPOBOro pasMaxa Bapuauui
[MoBcecsH, 2005]. CkazaHHOe OTHOCMUTCS K crieqyto-
LM O0COBEHHOCTSAM: BCTaBHbIE KOCTOYKU B obnacTu
3aHero poHMYKa U B BEHEYHOM LLBE, LLOBHbIE KOC-
TOYKM NAMBOOBUAHOrO WBa (B TOM YuCne, MHOXe-
CTBEHHbIE), AaNUMNTEPHbIE KOCTU, PACNONOXeHHbIE BHE
LWBa COCLieBMOHbIE OTBEPCTUS, Cnedpbl 3apoabllLeBbIX
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Tabnuua 2. YacToTbl HeNapHbIX AUCKPEeTHbIX NPU3HAKOB U pe3ynbraTbl X TPUrOHOMEeTpPUYeCcKomn
TpaHccopmMaLmm B KpaHMonornyeckon Bbibopke U3 KypraHa 1 HenntoeBckoro MormnbHuKa
Ha ¢hoHe CpaBHUTENbHbIX AaHHbIX
Table 2. Frequencies of unpaired non-metric traits and results of their angular transformation in cranial

sample from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1) and comparative data

Mpussax N |n| po%is% | o Kyﬁpbifgj‘f‘% Af;;‘fjg;‘;f‘ﬁj"

Sutura metopica 1710 0 0,246 9,0 4,3
Ossa Wormii suturae sagittalis 16 | 1| 6,25+6,05 | 0,507 ? ?

Os Incae 171 0 0 0,246 4,5 ?

Os triquetrum 1710 0 0,246 0 ?

Os apicis lambdae 10 | 2 | 20,0+£12,65 | 0,927 13,6 13,6
Processus interparietale 111 9,1+£8.67 | 0,613 5,8 ?
Torus palatinus 9 |2 |222+13,85 | 0,981 23,0 ?
Sutura palatina transversa concavus | 8 | 2 | 25,0+£15,31 | 1,047 13,6 ?
Sutura palatina transversa fractus 8 | 1] 12,5+11,69 | 0,723 0 ?

Mpumeydanus. * MNpu p = 0 yacToTbI NOABEPranuck yrnoBoMy npeobpasoBaHuio ¢ BHECEHNeM nonpaskn baptnetra:

p = 1/4N [Eisenhart, 1947].

Notes. * When p = 0 the frequencies were subjected to an angular transformation with a Bartlett correction: p =1/

4N [Eisenhart, 1947].

Ta6bnuua 3. Pe3ynbratbl conocTaBneHus
KPaHUOJNorn4yeckon BbIGOpPKM U3 KypraHa 1
HennioeBckoro morunbHuKa ¢ cepusiMmu cpy6Hom
M aHOPOHOBCKOM KyNbTyp MO 4YacToTaM HenapHbIX
AUCKPETHbIX NPU3HAKOB (3HAaYeHUA KpuTepus 2
npu df = 1)*

Table 3. Results of comparison of cranial sample
from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1) with
Srubnaya and Andronovo culture samples based on
frequencies of unpaired non-metric traits
(Chi-square values at df = 1)*

Tpusuax CpyOHast | AHOpOHOBCKas
KyJlbTypa KyJbTypa

Sutura metopica 1,42 0,41
Os Incae 0,36 —
Os triquetrum 0,38 —
Os apicis lambdae 0,22 0,16
Processus interparietale 0,13 -
Torus palatinus 0,00 —
Sutura palatina 0.54 B
transversa concavus ’
Sutura palatina 2,76 B
transversa fractus

Mpymevanms. * Pacyetbl npon3Boannmcb no opmyne:

d2

x*= (Vin+11y,), T0€ d= (¢, — @,) [Sjovold, 1973, 1977,
p. 14-15].
Notes. Calculated using formula:
. _ d? _
Chi-square values = (1/~1+1/~z)’ where d= (¢, — ¢,)
[Sjovold, 1973, 1977, p. 14-15].

LLIBOB 3aTbINTOYHON YeLUyW, ABYXCOCTaBHbIE 3aTbITOYHbIE
MbILLENKMA U BOrHyTas popma nonepeyHoro HebHoro
wea. Ana sutura mendosa noBbiWeHHasa 4acToTa
BCTPEYaeMOCTV NOATBEPXKAAETCA U CTAaTUCTUYECKN Ha
(hOHe CpaBHUTENbHbLIX AaHHbIX MO COOPHBIM Cepusm
CpyOHOM 1 aHOPOHOBCKOM KynbTyp. TO e KacaeTcs 1
4YacToTbl BCTpeYaeMocT A06aBOYHbIX MEeHTanbHbIX
oTBepcTu B HenntoeBckow BbIGOPKE MO OTHOLUEHMWIO
K cepun cpyOHukoB NogHenpoBbs (Tabn. 6 n 7).

Hanee, no gaHHbIM Tabnuubl 8, npueegem npu-
Mepbl Pa3nyHbIX CNOCOBOB BbISIBNIEHNS NOTEHLMATb-
HbIX OMONOrMYECKNX «POACTBEHHMKOBY» B BbIDOPKE U3
HenntoeBckoro KypraHa 1 Ha OCHOBaHUW NPUCYTCTBUSA
Y 9TUX UHAMBMOOB TEX UMW NHBIX MOPXOIOrMYECKNX
ocobeHHOCTeNn, MOryLuMx oTpaxaTb Hannuue poa-
CTBEHHbIX CBs3er. [ns ynpoLLeHns U3NOXeHUs, NH-
AVBWabl U3 onpedeneHHblx norpebeHu obosHave-
Hbl MPOCTO «MHAMBKUA 26» nnun «mHavemg 28(1)», rae
umdpa 3a ckobkamu 0603HayYaeT HoMep ckeneTa, a
nepsas umdpa — Homep norpebeHus.

lMpumep 1. NMycTtb gons «obwmx» AN y nHamem-
Aa 26 = 0,53 (p,), a y uHamenga 26 = 0,78 (p,). B
nepBoM cry4ae cornocTasnsanock 15 npusHakos (n,),
BO BTOpoM (n,) — 23. C KakoW BEpOATHOCTbIO AaH-
Hble MHAMBMAbI ABNAOTCSA BMONOrMyeckumMmn «pog-
CTBEHHUKamMn» nHamnemga 2a(1)? Cobuitne (B) — Be-
POATHOCTb POACTBEHHbIX CBA3EN, CobbiTe A, — 61o-
NOrMYECKUM «POOCTBEHHMKOM» ABMAAETCA MHAMBWA |.
Torpa:

P(A)=n/N,tae N=n_ +n, a P(B|A) = p,

Mo dpopmyrne nonHom BEpPOATHOCTMU:

P(B) = Z%.1F(B | 4))P(4).
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Ta6nuua 4. YacToTbl NapHbIX AUCKPETHbLIX NPU3HAKOB U pe3ynbTaTbl UX TPMrOHOMEeTPUYecKon TpaHccopmMaLmm
B KpaHuonormyeckou BbIGopke u3 kypraHa 1 HennroeBcKoro MorunbHuKa
Table 4. Frequencies of paired non-metric traits and results of their angular transformation in cranial sample

from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1)

Pacuer «Ha yepen» PacueT «Ha OHY CTOPOHY»
Tpushax N | n p,%ﬂcs,%p o* N | n p’,%iz' Yo : y(p*
Foramen supraorbitale 14 | 4| 28,6£12,08 | 1,129 | 31 | 8 25,8+7,86 | 1,066
Foramen frontale 12 | 2| 16,7£10,77 | 0,842 | 29 | 4 13,8+6,40 | 0,761
Sulcus supraorbitale 12 | 2] 16,7£10,77 | 0,842 | 29 | 3 10,3+5,64 | 0,653
Spina trochlearis 11 2] 182+11,63 | 0,881 | 25| 3 12,0+£6,50 | 0,707
Foramen infraorbitale acc. 11 |2 ] 182+11,63 | 0,881 | 23 | 3 13,0+£7,01 | 0,738
Os zygomaticum bipartitum 5 11]20,0+£17,89 | 0927 | 12 | 2 | 16,7+10,77 | 0,842
Spina processus frontalis (otp.) | 8 | 2 | 25,0+15,31 | 1,047 [ 20 | 2 10,0+£6,71 | 0,644
Ossicula suturae coronalis 7 |2]28,6£17,08 | 1,129 | 16 | 3 18,8+9,77 | 0,897
Stenocrotaphia 210 0 0,723 | 8 | 0O 0 0,354
Os epiptericum 212 100,0 2419 | 9 | 4 | 44,4+16,56 | 1,459
Proc. frontalis squam. temp. 210 0 0,7231 9 | 0 0 0,336
Ossicula suturae squamosae 210 0 0,723 | 11 | 0 0 0,304
Os postsquamosum 310 0 0,584 | 12| O 0 0,291
Os astericum 310 0 0,584 |1 12| 0 0 0,291
Foramen parietale 13|14 30,8+12,80 | 1,177 | 29 | 8 | 27,6+830 | 1,106
Ossicula suturae lambdoideae 10 | 7 | 70,0+14,49 | 1,982 | 23 | 13 | 56,5+10,34 | 1,701
Sutura mendosa (ciepi) 10 | 4 | 40,0£15,49 | 1,369 | 22 | 7 | 31,849,93 | 1,198
Foramen mastoid. exsuturale 3 (2|66,7£2721 | 1,911 | 13 | 10 | 76,9+11,69 | 2,139
Os Wormii sut. occip.-mast. 310 0 0,584 112 ] 0 0 0,291
Canalis condylaris 8 | 4] 50,0£17,68 | 1,571 | 24 | 13 | 54,2+10,17 | 1,655
Canalis hypogloss. bipartitum 9 |2 |222+13,85 (0,981 |24 | 4 16,7+7,61 | 0,842
Facies condylaris bipartitum 8 | 4] 50,0+17,68 | 1,571 | 17 | 7 | 41,2+11,94 | 1,394
Tuberculum praecondylare 1110 0 0,304 122] 0 0 0,210
Foramen tympanicum 4 1 1|250+21,65] 1,047 |19 | 4 | 21,149,36 | 0,955
Foramen spinosum apertum 2 1 1150,0+3536| 1,571 | 9 | 3 | 33,3+15,71 | 1,230
Foramen pterygospinosum 3 | 1] 33,3227,21 | 1,230 | 7 1 | 14,3+13,23 | 0,776
Torus mandibularis 1110 0 0,304 [ 25| 0 0 0,200
Foramina mentalia acc. 11 | 2] 18,2+11,63 | 0,881 | 26 | 2 7,7+5,23 0,562
Canalis mylohyoideus 1010 0 0,318 ]123] 0 0 0,210

Mpumeyanus. * MNpwu p = 0 YacToTbl NOABEpPranu1ch yrnosomy npeobpaszoBaHuio ¢ BHECEHUEM nonpasku baptnertTa:
p = 1/4N; yactoTa p = 1 npu aTom 3ameHanacb Ha p = 1 — 1/4N [Eisenhart, 1947].

Notes. * When p = 0 the frequencies were subjected to an angular transformation with a Bartlett correction: when p
= 0 frequencies were replaced by p = 1/4N; when p = 1 frequency was replaced by p = 1 — 1/4N [Eisenhart, 1947].

Mo cdopmyne baneca:
PB4 IR(A)) PB4 P4}
P (B) T Piplapla )+ (Bl 40P(4,)
©.53%15/38 = 0,31,
0. 72x23/38+0,53x15/38

P(A,B) =

_ By f N _
T pongf NP R N

AnanorudHo P(A,|B) = 0,69. Takum o6pasom, ¢
HanbonbLUen BEpPOATHOCTbIO MOXHO MpeanonaraTtb
Guonormyeckoe «POACTBO» CyObLeKkToB U3 norpebe-
HUI 2a(1) n 26, XxapakTepu3yHoLLUXCH HanMynem are-
He3nn NPeMonspoB.

lMpumep 2. Myctb fons «obwmx» Oy nHaneu-
Aa 28(1) = 0,50 (p,), y vHameuaa 30 = 0,64 (p,), ay
nHaveuaa 32(2) = 0,67 (p,). B nepeom cny4yae corno-
craensAnock 14 npusHakos (n,), BO BTopom (n,) — 14,
B TpeTbeM (n,) — 12. C Kakon BEPOATHOCTbIO AaHHbIe
MHAMBUAObI ABNATCA BMONOrMYEeCcKMMU «pPOOCTBEH-
Hukammn» nHgmeuga 267 Cobbitue (B) — BEpOATHOCTL
POACTBEHHbIX CBA3EN, COObITUE A, — BMOMNOrMYecKknm
«POACTBEHHMKOM» SIBNSAETCA nHAmMBug, i. Torga:

P(A)=n/N,tae N=n_ +n,+n, a P(BIA) = p.

Mo cdopmyrne NoNHOM BEPOATHOCTH:

P(B) = Zi-1 P(B | A)P(4)
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Tabnuua 5. YacToTbl NapHbIX AUCKPETHbIX MPU3HAKOB U pe3ynbraTbl X TPUrOHOMEeTpPUYecKomn
TpaHccopmMaLumm B KpaHMonornyeckom Bbibopke u3 KypraHa 1 HennroeBckoro MorunbHuKa npu pacyeTte
«Ha AaHHYH CTOPOHY»

Table 5. Frequencies of paired non-metric traits and results of their angular transformation in cranial sample
from kurgan 1 of Neplyuevsky cemetery (counting per right/left side)

IIpaBas cTopoHa JleBasi cropoHa
IpuzHak N P p,%is,"z o N [ n p,%is,"p/o o* p** Pup. > Pies.
Foramen supraorbitale | 16 | 5 | 31,3£11,59 1,187 | 15 | 3 | 20,0+10,33 0,927 | 0,214 0,063
Foramen frontale 16 | 2 12,5+8,27 0,723 | 13 | 2 15,4+10,01 0,807 | 0,167 0,019
Sulcus supraorbitale 16 | 1 6,3+6,07 0,507 | 13 | 2 15,4+10,01 0,807 | 0,083 0,010
Spina trochlearis 13 |2 15,4+10,1 0,807 | 12 | 1 8,3+7,96 0,584 | 0,091 0,013
For. infraorbitale acc. 12 |1 8,3+7,96 0,584 | 11 | 2 18,2+11,63 0,881 0 0,015
Os zygomat. bipart. 7 | 2| 28,6£17,08 1,129 | 5 | 0 0 0,451 0 0
Spina proc. front. (ot.) | 12 | 1 8,3+7,96 0,584 8 |1 12,5+11,69 0,723 0 0,010
Oss. suturae coronalis 9 | 3| 33,3+15,71 1,230 710 0 0,382 0 0
Stenocrotaphia 4 10 0 0,507 4 |10 0 0,507 0 0
Os epiptericum 4 |2 50,0+£25,0 1,571 5 |2 40,0+21,91 1,369 | 0,500 0,200
Proc. front. sq. temp. 4 10 0 0,507 | 5 |0 0 0,451 0 0
Oss. suturae squam. 510 0 0,451 6 |0 0 0,413 0 0
Os postsquamosum 510 0 0,451 710 0 0,382 0 0
Os astericum 510 0 0,451 710 0 0,382 0 0
Foramen parietale 14 | 5| 35,7+12,80 1,281 | 15 | 3| 20,0+£10,33 0,927 | 0,077 0,071
Oss. suturae lambdoid. | 11 | 7 | 63,6+14,51 1,846 | 12 | 6 | 50,0+14,43 1,571 | 0,400 0,318
Sutura mendosa (ci.) 10 | 4 | 40,0+15,49 1,369 | 12 | 3 | 25,0+£12,50 1,047 | 0,300 0,100
For. mastoid. exsut. 5 3] 60,0+£21,91 1,772 8 | 7| 87,5+11,69 2,419 | 0,667 0,525
Os W. sut. occ.-mast. 510 0 0,451 710 0 0,382 0 0
Canalis condylaris 14 | 9| 64,3£12,80 1,861 | 10 | 4 | 40,015,449 1,369 | 0,250 0,257
Canalis hypogl. bipart. | 14 | 3 | 21,4+10,96 0,962 | 10 | 1 10,049,49 0,644 0 0,021
Facies condyl. bipart. 9 | 5| 55,6£16,56 1,683 8 | 2| 25,015,731 1,047 | 0,250 0,139
Tubercul. praecondyl. 1110 0 0,304 [ 11 | 0O 0 0,304 0 0
Foramen tympanicum 8 | 2| 25,0+1531 1,047 | 11 | 2 18,2+11,63 0,881 0,250 0,046
For. spinosum apert. 4 |0 0 0,507 513 60,0+21,91 1,772 0 0
For. pterygospinosum 310 0 0,584 | 4 | 1| 25,0£21,65 1,047 0 0
Torus mandibularis 1310 0 0,277 | 12 | 0 0 0,291 0 0
For. mentalia acc. 1310 0 0,277 | 13 | 2| 15,4+10,01 0,807 0 0
Canalis mylohyoid. 1210 0 0,291 | 11 | O 0 0,304 0 0

Mpumedanus. * MNpu p = 0 YacToTbl NOABEPranuch yrnoBoMy npeobpasoBaHuio ¢ BHECEHUEM nonpasku baptnetTa:
p = 1/4N [Eisenhart, 1947]. ** YacToTa ABYCTOPOHHEro NPOSIBNEHUSA NpU3HaKa.

Notes. * When p = 0, the frequencies were subjected to an angular transformation with a Bartlett correction: p = 1/
4N [Eisenhart, 1947]. ** Frequency of bilateral trait appearance.

Mo dopmyne Barieca:
P(B AL IP(A,) -
P(E)
P(B AL IP(AL) _
P (5 145 P(A)+P (5 | A3P(A 4P (B 14 0R(4,)
pyny /N -
pghigf N+pgng/N+pyny /N

P(A,|B) =

0,50x14/40
0.67%12/40-+0,64X14/40+0,50X14/40

AnanoruiHo P(A,|B) = 0,37 n P(A,|B) = 0,34. B
pesynbrate NogobHbIX pacyeToB Ans nHameugos 30
1 32(2) no oTHOLWEHMIO K uHAMBUAY 28(1) nony4yeHsl
BepodaTtHocTn 0,41 n 0,59 cooTBeTcTBEHHO. [1Ns WH-
avevaa 30 no oTHoLeHMo K nHaneugam 32(2) n 28(1) —

=0,29.

BeposiTHocTh 0,50. Takum obpasom, cpean MHOUBU-
[JOB C 3KTOMMEN amanu Hambornee BepOSATHbIMU BUo-
NOTNYECKUMMN «POLACTBEHHUKAMUY» MOTYT ABMATHCS
cybbekTbl U3 norpebeHnn 32(2) n 28(1).

lMpumep 3. Mexay unHansugamm 28(1) n 30
npegnonaraeTcs Hanuune BMONOrMYECcKoro «poga-
CTBa» Ha OCHOBaHWM Cx0ACcTBa MopdonorMm Yepena
N Hanuums y HUX e 3KToNuu amanu. AHanormyHas
CBSA3b NpeanonaraeTca Mexay nHamsngamm 2a(2) um
26 Ha ocHoBaHUM apxavyHoi Mopdosorvn M, ¢ fo-
MONTHUTENbHbLIM BYrOPKOM C Me3uarnbHOM CTOPOHBI. 10
MoaMdmuMpoBaHHON aBTopoM cxeme [. Ynnbpuxa
[Ullrich, 1969] npu conoctaeneHnn nap MHAMBUOOB,
npu3Haky, UMerLeMy OANHAKOBOE MPOsiBIEHne y
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0boux u3 HUX, Npuceamneanock 3HayeHme +2. CxogHo-
My MpU3HaKy (MMeloLLemMy pasnuyaroLLytocs Mopdy, B
TOM YKcrie, NPOSIBIIEHNE HA APYrovi CTOPOHE) NpUcBan-
Banocb 3HayeHue +1, a pasnmyaroLwymMcs npmM3Hakam
3HayeHue -1. Npu nogcyeTte bunartepanbHbIX 0COBEH-
HOCTEl Y4YWUTbIBANMCb TOMbKO MOSHblE cryyau (BO3-
MOXHOCTb HabnogeHus Ha obeux CTopoHax) unm
crny4vau ¢ NposiBNeHVeM npusHaka Ha O4HOW U3 CTo-
POH y OQHOro 13 NHAMBMAOB (Korga HabnwaeHne Ha
APYro — HEBO3MOXHO) MPU HaNMyMM ero y Apyroro
(npuceamBancs 6ann +1). Ecnu kakast nnbéo ocobeH-
HOCTb OTCyTCTBOBana y oboux 4neHoB napbl, npu-
cBamBancsa 6ann +2. lNMony4yeHHas cymma Gannos
Aennnacb Ha KonuyecTBo AOCTYMNHbIX Anst obcneno-
BaHWs Np13HakoB. B nepBom crnyyae oHa coctaBuna
BenmunHy 10 (gns 20 A1, 10/20 = 0,5), BO BTOpOM —
13 (ans 13 A, 13/13 = 1,0). Takum obpazom, amnu-
puyeckoe conocTaBneHue no3sonset 6ornee Bepo-
ATHLIM CYMTaTb OMONOrMYECKNMM K POLACTBEHHMKAMUNY»
MHONBMAOB M3 norpebeHnn 2a(2) n 26.

lNpumep 4. AHanNOrMYHbIE pacyeTbl ONa TeX Xe
nap, 6bIIM NpoBeaeHbl MO CNOCoby, KOTopbI Npeana-
ratoT B. XanHpux n M. Tawnep-Hukona [Heinrich,
Teschler-Nicola, 1991]. B atom crniyyae, oueHnBaeTcs
Tak HasblBaeMbln KoadpdumumeHT Koppensaumm R (He
nyTaTb C COOCTBEHHO KOIPULIMEHTOM KOPPENALNm
r!), nsmeHsowunca B guanasoHe ot +1 go -1. Ecnm
MpPU3HaK NPUCYTCTBYET Y 000MX MHONBUAOOB, 3HAYEHUE
paBHO +1, ecriv oTCYTCTBYET Yy OAHOr0, HO MPUCYTCTBY-
€T y Apyroro 3HayeHve paBHo -1. 3HayeHue 0 o3Ha-
YyaerT, YTO CXOACTBO He oveBuaHo. lNMporHocTuyeckas
LEHHOCTb KoadhduumneHTa NpsaMo nponopumoHarbHa
KONMMYEeCTBY OLEHEHHbIX NpM3HakoB. Takke B gonor-
HEHWe paccynTbIBaETCA KOI(PPULIMEHT COOTBETCTBUSA
U — NpoLeHT B3aMMHOIO MPUCYTCTBUSI NMpU3HaKa no
OTHOLLIEHMIO K OBLLEMY KOMUYECTBY OLLEHEHHbLIX 0CO-
6eHHocTen. 3HaveHve R ans napel nHgnesugos 28(1)
n 30 coctaBuno senuuumHy -0,48 onsa 21 npusHaka u3s
36 Bo3mMOXxHbIX (58,3%), npn U = 0. AHanorn4Hble co-
OTHOLUEHUS ANS napbl UHANBUAO0B 2a(2) 1 26 paBHbl
-0,15 gnsa 13 npusHakoB 13 36 BO3MOXHbIX (36,1%),
npn U = 15,4%. Takum obpasom, conoctaeneHne un
no 3ToMy Cnocoby AenaeTt nHAMBUAOB 13 norpebdeHni
2a(2) n 26 6onee BEPOATHLIMU «POLACTBEHHUKAMUY,
Yem nHamenaoB 13 norpedenunn 28(1) n 30. Bnpouem,
HeobxoaMMO OTMETUTb, YTO OrpaHu4eHnem crnocoba
aBnseTcs ydeT He meHee 70% crnyydaeB Ans Bcen co-
BOKYMHOCTW COMOCTaBnsieMbIX Npu3HakoB. [oaTomy
nonyyYeHHble pesyrbTaThl HeMnb3st NPpU3HaTb CTaTUCTU-
YeCkn OOCTOBEPHbBIMMU.

lMpumep 5. Mo cnocoby, npegnaraemomy A.
LiBpuekom ¢ coaBTopamu [Cvrcek et al., 2018], mex-
4y BCeMU napamu npegnonaraembix OMONorn4eckmx
«POACTBEHHMKOBY» Obln paccuUntaH «Ko3ddUUNEHT

Ta6bnuua 6. Pe3ynbraTtbl conocTaBneHus
KpaHMoNornyeckon BbIGOPKK U3 KypraHa 1
HennroeBckoro MorunbHuKa ¢ cepusimm cpyoHom
M aHOPOHOBCKOM KyNnbTyp MO YacToTaM HeKOTOpPbIX
NapHbIX AUCKPETHbIX MPU3HAKOB (3Ha4YeHUA
kpuTepua x2 npwm df = 1)*

Table 6. Results of comparison of cranial sample
from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1) with
Srubnaya and Andronovo culture samples based on
frequencies of some paired non-metric traits
(Chi-square values at df = 1)*

i CpyOHast | AHAPOHOBCKast
KyJIbTypa KyJIbTypa
Foramen supraorbitale 1,86 1,77
Foramep infraorbitale 1,02 0.15
accesorium
Os zygomaticum
bipartitum (ciess) Sl 001
Os postsquamosum 0,00 0,29
Os astericum 0,00 0,27
Sutura mendosa (cnenpr) 10,37** 5,41%%*
Os W_ormii sutgrae 0.41 0,04
occipito-mastoideae
Canalis condylaris 0,73 2,55
Canalis hypoglossalis bipartitum 0,03 0,03
Tuberculum praecondylare 0,18 2,63
Foramen tympanicum 2,59 1,02
Foramina mentalia accesorium 3,85%** 2,38
Canalis mylohyoideus 0,53 1,63

Mpumeydanns. * PacyeTbl npomssogmnmc no dopmyne:
x2= WZH) rae d= (¢, — @,) [Sjovold, 1973, 1977,
h N2

p. 14-15].

** [locToBepHO Ha ypoBHe p < 0,01. *** [loctoBepHO
Ha ypoBHe p < 0,05.

Notes. Calculated using formula:

Chi-square values = sz), where d= (¢, - ¢,)

[Sjovold, 1973, 1977, p. 14-15].
** Statistically significant at p < 0.01. *** Statistically
significant at p < 0.05.

cxopctear (“similarity coefficient”), Bblumcnsemsi no
dopmyne:

AjtA AT .. HA,
SC = 100 x

(Ai+AstAs+ . +A,) H(Bi+BytByt .. +By)

roe sennunHa A, A, ... A npeacrasnset cobon
CTeneHb «cornacusay mexay ABYMS UHAMBUAAMMU MO
npusHakam ¢ Homepamn 1 -n,a B,, B, ... B, — cTe-
NneHb «Hecornacusi» Mexagy AByMsi MHOMBUOAMMU MO
npusHakam ¢ Homepamu 1 — n. Ecnu cteneHb cxoa-
CTBa Mexay MHAMBMAAMM N0 CPaBHUBAEMbIM NpU3Ha-
kKam He yctaHaBnuBaeTcs, SC paBeH 0. HyxHo oT-
METUTb, YTO MOACYET «COorfnacusa» — «Hecornacusay
Npon3BOAUTCA B Cryvae NpUCyTCTBMS CpaBHNUBaEMO-
ro npusHaka («+») xoTsa Obl y 0gHOro U3 MHAMBUAOB.
[nsa 6unatepanbHbIX NPU3HAKOB, NPUCYTCTBUE TOW
NN MHoM ocobeHHOCTU 0bsA3aTenbHO XOTSa Obl AN
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Tabnuua 7. Pe3ynbraTbl cOnocTaBNeHUs KpaHUONOrMYecKon BbIGOPKM U3 KypraHa 1 HennroeBckoro
MOrunbHUKa ¢ cepusiMm cpybHOM M aHOPOHOBCKOM KYJbTYp MO YacToTaM HEeKOTOPbIX AUCKPETHbIX NPU3HaKoB
c nomMowbl «Mepbl pacxoxaeHus» (MD) C. Cmuta*

Table 7. Results of comparison of cranial sample from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1) with Srubnaya and
Andronovo culture samples based on frequencies of some paired non-metric traits using Smith’s measure of
divergence (MD)*

CpyOHas KyJnbTypa AHJIPOHOBCKas KyJIbTypa
Tpusnax MDpy sg prDSl lel)p SD Mﬁl

Sutura metopica 0,039 0,132 | 0,295 | -0,041 | 0,099 | -0,414
Os apicis lambdae -0,105 | 0,189 | -0,556 | -0,087 | 0,165 | 0,527
Foramen supraorbitale 0,082 | 0,148 | 0,554 | 0,064 | 0,120 | 0,533
Foramen infraorbitale accesorium 0,002 | 0,177 | 0,011 | -0,092 | 0,153 | -0,601
Os zygomaticum bipartitum (cmempr) 0,309 | 0,331 | 0,934 | -0,216 | 0,311 | -0,695
Os postsquamosum -0,366 | 0,519 | -0,705 | -0,250 | 0,495 | -0,505
Os astericum -0,366 | 0,519 | -0,705 | -0,255 | 0,495 | -0,515
Sutura mendosa (ciezpi) 1,256** | 0,189 | 6,645 | 0,511 | 0,164 | 3,116
Os Wormii suturae occipito-mastoideae | -0,220 | 0,519 | -0,424 | -0,337 | 0,496 | -0,679
Canalis condylaris -0,043 | 0,225 | -0,191 | 0,227 | 0,206 | 1,102
Canalis hypoglossalis bipartitum -0,141 | 0,205 | -0,688 | -0,121 | 0,177 | -0,684
Tuberculum praecondylare -0,103 | 0,177 | -0,582 | 0,179 | 0,156 | 1,147
Foramen tympanicum 0,450 | 0,402 | 1,119 | 0,001 | 0,373 | 0,003
Foramina mentalia accesorium 0,352 | 0,176 | 2,000 | 0,147 | 0,153 | 0,961
Canalis mylohyoideus -0,063 | 0,189 | 0,333 | 0,074 | 0,165 | 0,448
MMD 0,072 -0,013

Mpumeyanus. * PacuyeTbl nponssoamnuck no dopmynam: MD = (@, — ¢,)* — (1/y,+14y,), MMD (mean measure of

divergence) — pesynbtaTr cymmupoBaHus MD

no BCeM

npu3Hakam, ageneHHoe Ha WUX 4Yucno.

8D, = v/ VARwp, rae VAR, =2Xx (1IN1+1/N1)2- MD_, = MD/SD, BenuumHsl, npesbiliatowme 2,00 cTaTUCTUHECKN 3HaUUMbI
npu p < 0,05 [Sjovold, 1973; Green, Suchey, 1976; de Souza, Houghton, 1977]. ** loctoBepHo Ha ypoBHe p < 0,05.
Notes. Calculated using formulas: MD = (¢, — 9,)? — (1/y,+1/y,), MMD (mean measure of divergence) — result of the

summation of MD by all traits divided by their number. SD,

= [ VARwp, Where VAR, = 2 x (17y,+1/y,)%. MD_, = MD/SD,

values greater than 2,00 are statistically significant at p < 0.05 [Sjovold, 1973; Green, Suchey, 1976; de Souza, Houghton,

1977]. ** Statistically significant at p < 0.05.

O[HOW M3 CTOPOH, Y OOHOIO 13 napbl CpaBHUBaEMbIX
nuauengos [Cvrcek et al., 2018]. Mexagy Bcemu na-
pamMu NoTeHLManbHbIX «POACTBEHHUKOBY KOadhuLm-
eHTbI cxoacTea SC pacnpegenununce criegyowmum oo-
pa3om (B nopsgke ybbiBaHUSA 3HadveHun): 46,4 (MH-
avenabl 26 n 30), 38,5 (28(1) n 32(2)), 30,0 (2a(1) n
26), 27,3 (2a(2) n 26), 23,1 (2a(1) n 26), 20,8 (26 1
32(2)), 14,3 (26 n 28(1)), 13,2 (28(1)n 30) n 12,5 (30
n 32(2)). Takum obpasom, no cnocoby A. LiBpueka n
COaBTOPOB, C HanbonbLUen BEPOATHOCTLIO Bruonoru-
YeCKUMUN «POACTBEHHMKAMWY», Cyasi MO pacnpenene-
Huo [I1, asnswTca cybbekTl M3 norpebeHnn 26 u
30 (c aktonmen amanu), 28(1) n 32(2) (c akTonmen
amanu) un 2a(1) n 26 (c areHe3suen NpemMonsapos).

00cy:KIeHue

PaccmoTpeHne gaHHbix Tabn. 4 no3BonsaeT oT-
METUTb, YTO NPU pacyeTax YacToT «Ha Yepeny» 1 «Ha
OfHYy CTOpPOHY» (B3BELUEHHasi cpegHsa vactora p’),
BO BTOPOM cryyae ABa bunateparnbHbIX NpusHaka u3

20 (10%) nokasanu 3aBblLLEHNE YACTOTbl BCTpevae-
MOCTW, OCTarbHble — 3aHWmkeHune. [JaHHble Tabnuupl
5 cBMAETENLCTBYIOT, YTO Pe3ynbTaTbl NEPEMHOXEHMS
YacToT Ha NpaBon 1 neBon ctopoHax B 10 crnyyasax
n3 12 (83,3%) HWxke AeNCTBUTENbHON YacTOTbl MX
OBYCTOPOHHETO NPOSIBNEHUS (Y4TEHbI TONbKO NOMHbIE
cnyyan). 3TO CBMAETENLCTBYET O HANNYMM CUNBHOMN
Koppensiuun Mexgy CTopoHamu B MPOSABNIEHWN OBY-
CTOPOHHUX ocobeHHocTeln. B 31O CBA3KN, MOXHO CO-
rnacutbesa ¢ Al KoauHueBbIM, YTO cnocob noacye-
Ta YacToT «Ha OfHY CTOPOHY» (MPUHSATLIA, OA4HaKO, B
3Ha4YMTENBLHOM KonmnyecTtse paboT) aBngeTcs ogHUM
N3 HaMeHee afeKBaTHbIX, MOCKOMbKY HE YYUTbIBAET
KOppensuuio Mexay CTOPOHaMu U MOXET NpuBECTH
K MICKYCCTBEHHOMY 3aBblLLEHNIO MH(bopMmaumm (B3Be-
LUMBaHWE YaCcTOThbl Ha KaXKOoW N3 CTOPOH HeonycTu-
MO B Criy4ae HeOOUHAKOBOW BEPOATHOCTU NposiBne-
HUSA npu3Haka cnpaea u cneea) [KosnHues, 1980].
Mo-Bngnmomy, Hambornee onNTMManbHbIMU ABMAKOTCA
Cnocobbl pacyeTa «Ha Yepen» (Y4eT TOMbKO NOMHbIX
cny4yaeB!) UnNn «Ha OaHHY0 CTOPOHY» (OCODEHHO B
crny4vae CuibHO parMeHTMPOBaHHOIO Martepuarna).
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Ta6bnuua 8. PacnpepeneHne gUCKpPeTHbIX NPM3HAKOB Yy MHAMBMAOB M3 KypraHa 1 HenntoeBckoro morumnbHuka,
MeXxAay KOTopbIMW npepnonaraeTcsi Hanm4yne 6MONOrMYecKoro «pPoacTBay
Table 8. Distribution of cranial non-metric traits in individuals from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1) for
whom biological “kinship” is assumed

Ne norpeGenust

[MpuznHax* 2a(1) 2a(2)

26 26 28(1) 30 3202)

up. | nes. | mp. | ses.

up. | nes. | np. [ ne. [ mp. | mes. | mp. | nes. | mp. [ ses.

Sutura metopica — -

Foramen supraorbitale — — - —

Foramen frontale _ _ _ _

Sulcus supraorbitale - - | = =

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
9|~ |
|
|

Spina trochlearis - — _ _

Foramen infraorbitale access. — — — —

Os zygomaticum bipartitum ? ? - —

|
|
|
+
|
|
.\3|
SCERCE N

Ossa Wormii suturae coronalis — — ? ?

N+ |+
ECIECE Y|
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Ossa Wormii suturae sagittalis — —

Foramen parietale + | - | = | =

Forma spina processus front.** | n B

|

Proc. frontalis squam. temp. — -

0
Stenocrotaphia — — ?
5
5

Os epiptericum - +

Ossicula suturae squamosae — — -

oo fo|o |+

Foramen tympanicum — - -

ECIECEBGH BUE BN BN |

Os postsquamosum - — _

oo oW |+

ACHBCE G BCE BCR PR I+
S
VI B BN BE BCE B |
|
|
ECIECIBGH BUE BOE BN |
|

Os Incae _ _

Os triquetrum

Sutura mendosa — _ _ _

Os apicis lambdae

Processus interparietale -

Ossiculasuturae lambdoideae + + + -

Os astericum — — —

Ossa Wormii suturae occ.-mast. | — - —

Foramen mastoideum exsut. + +

|00+
|
|
|

+
I
I

Canalis condylaris - -

Facies condylaris bipartitum - = - -

Canalis hypoglossalis bipart. — — - —

+
+|+

|

!

Tuberculum praecondylare - - — -

Foramen spinosum apertum ? + - ?

N
I
+
I
I
I

Foramen pterygospinosum - + ? ?

VN AR RGN EEGR BV EEVE RGN EEVR BV RV

ST SO PRCY PRCY PRCY R DRTY RO RO

Sut. palat. transversa concavus -

Sut. palatina transversa fractus —

Torus palatinus - ?

Torus mandibularis — — — —

— =1 =T=12T21-T-1=7172

Foramina mentalia access. - - — +

— ? — — ? ? — — ? ?

Canalis mylohyoideus — - — _

— e =T =Tl 2 -1T=-1T-1>

*

MNpumeyaHus.

«+» — NPU3HaK NPUCYTCTBYET, «—» — MPU3HAK OTCYTCTBYET, «?» — He onpeaennMvble 1 COMHUTEIbHbIE

cnydyan. ** dopma nareparnbHOro kpast ToGHOTO OTPOCTKA CKYNOBOWM KOCTU: «M» — NPSIMON Kpa, «B» — BbICTYT, «0» — OTPOCTOK.

Notes. * “+” — trait is present, “~” — trait is absent, “?”

“n” — straight edge, “B

“ "

— protruding edge, “o

Kak yxe oTmMe4yanocCb, NOBbILLIEHUE YaCTOTbl
BCTPEYaEMOCTHU psifia ANCKPETHbLIX NPU3HAKOB B Bbl-
b6opke n3 kypraHa 1 HennoeBCKOro MorunbHUKa B
MMPOBOM MacLUTabe prKcMpyeTcsa Ha AMNUPUYECKOM
ypoBHe. o kpariHeln mepe, Ana ABYX NPU3HAKOB 3TO
NnoaTBEPKOAETCA CTAaTUCTUYECKU MPU CPaBHEHUN CO
CcOOpPHBbIMU CEpPUAMN 13 Pa3HbIX NAMSATHUKOB CpyBHOI

— observation not possible. ** The form of spina zygomatica:
— processus marginalis of Sommering.

W aHOPOHOBCKOM KynbTyp. [laHHOe 0bCcTosATEensCTBO
HEe WUCKIoYaeT BO3MOXHYK MPUHAANEXHOCTb 3aXo-
POHEHWI Tpynne MHOUBMOOB, MeXOy KOTOPbIMU MOr-
N UMETBLCS POACTBEHHbIE CBA3MW.

Obcyxaasa nocnegHee ob6CTOATENLCTBO, OTMETUM,
YTO OOHUM U3 NMyTEWN BbISIBIEHUSI NOTEHUMASBHBIX «POA-
CTBEHHUKOBY», Be3yCcrioBHO, aABNseTcs dukcauus
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PucyHok 2. Sutura mendosa, os epiptericum incompletum n os zygomaticum bipartitum (os japonicum) Ha Yepene u3
norpebenus 25 kypraHa 1 HenntoeBckoro morunsHuka. doto M.K. KapanetsH. O6pabotka B.B. KydTepuHa
Figure 2. Mendosal suture, incomplete epipteric bone and os Japonicum on the skull from burial 25 of Neplyuevsky
cemetery (kurgan 1). Photo by M.K. Karapetian. Edited by V.V. Kufterin

PucyHok 3. Sutura mendosa Ha cparmeHTe yepena u3 norpebeHus 4 (cnesa) u Yepene us norpeberns 30 (cnpasa)
kypraHa 1 Henntoesckoro moruneHuka. ®oto M.K. KapanetaHn. O6paboTtka B.B. KydhtepuHa
Figure 3. Mendosal suture on the skull fragment from burial 4 (left) and on the skull from burial 30 (right)
of Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1). Photo by M.K. Karapetian. Edited by V.V. Kufterin

«peakumx» ocobeHHoCTeln, reHeTu4eckass Hacrnepye-
MOCTb KOTOpPbIX [JOKa3aHa onpefeneHHo. B Haluem
crny4ae Takux «pefkuxy» OQUCKPETHbIX Npu3Haka — aABa
(pasgeneHHasi nonepeYHbIM LWBOM CKyroBasi KOCTb Y
nHameuaa u3 norpeberHnsa 25 n BcTaBHas KOCTb B
CTPENOBUAHOM LUBE Y MHAMBMAA U3 norpebeHusn
32(2)). OueBnaHO, YTO HaxXOXaeHNe B Npegenax of-
HOW KypraHHOWM HacbINM CyObEKTOB C aHaNOrMYHbIMA
0COBEHHOCTAMW AenaeT NpeanonoxeHne o6 mx Bos-
MOXHOM B1ONOrMYeckoM «POACTBE» BECbMa BEpOAT-
HblM. Ho B cryyae He[oCTaTO4HO XOpOLUEe COXpaH-
HOCTW, a TaKkKe CaMOon «peaKoCTU» NogoOHbIX 0COBEH-

HOCTeWN, NepPCneKTUBHbIM NpeacTaBnsaeTcs n cnocob,
OCHOBaHHbI/ Ha CONOCTaBNEHUN MOTEHUManbHbIX
«POOCTBEHHMKOBY MO BCEWN COBOKYMHOCTU AOCTYMHbIX
[r. CpaBHeHMe pa3sHbiX CMOCOOOB BbISIBIIEHUSA UH-
ONBVAOB, MEXAY KOTOPbIMU BEPOATHO Hanu4me 6uo-
NOrMYecKoro «poacTea» Nokasano CXOACTBO Pe3yrib-
TaToB, MOJTYYEHHBIX C UCMOMb30BAHMEM Pa3NUYHbIX
NoAXOA0B NPUMEHMTENBHO K OAHVMM M TEM Xe UX
napam. 3TOT akT MOXHO paccmaTpumBaTb Kak
KOCBEHHOE noaTBepXaeHMe NpeanoXeHHoOro Hamm
MeToauMyecKkoro gonyuleHus — dpukcaumo Al B ka-
yecTBe «06LLEero npuaHaka», B criyyae ero B3aumMHo-
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PucyHok 4. Foramen mentale acessorium Ha HWXHeEW YentocTu u3 norpebeHuns 2a (ckenet 2) KypraHa 1
Hennesckoro mornnbHuka. ®oto M.K. KapanetaH. O6pabotka B.B. Kydprepura
Figure 4. Double (accessory) mental foramen on the mandible from burial 2a (skeleton 2) of Neplyuevsky cemetery
(kurgan 1). Photo by M.K. Karapetian. Edited by V.V. Kufterin

ro OTCYTCTBMS Y 06OMX CpaBHMBaEMbIX MHOAVBUOOB
(onsa dunatepanbHbIX MPU3HAKOB XenaTenbHa npu
3TOM BO3MOXHOCTb HabnwogeHnss Ha obeunx cTopo-
Hax). [NocnegHee MOXeT B Ka4eCcTBe NoOACMNOPbs Cry-
XWTb NpKU peLueHnn nogobHbIX 3adad B cnyvae pa-
60Tbl C MaTepmarnoM MNI0XoM COXPaHHOCTU, HO Tpe-
OyeT BepudmKkauumn anstepHaTUBHbIMKU crnocobamm
(y4eT TOMbKO MPOSIBMEHUA NMPU3HAKOB, a He MX OT-
cytcTBus). EcTecTBeHHO, He crneyeT 3abblBaThb, YTO
Koraa peyb nget 06 yCTaHOBMNEHUN «POLACTBEHHbBIX»
CBSA3€N C NCMONb30BaHNEM CUCTEMbI AUCKPETHbIX
NMPU3HaKoOB, UMeEeTCs1 B BUAY TONbKO «Buonoruyec-
Koe», a He «coumanbHoe» poacTBO.

3akiaoueHue

Mo pesynbTaTtaM NpoBeAEHHOro MccreaoBaHus
MOXHO cchopmynupoBaTth crnegytowlee. Boibopka 13
KypraHa 1 HenmoeBCcKoro MornnbH1Ka Xxapakrepmsyer-
CS1 3aBblLLEHMEM YaCTOT BCTPEYAEMOCTM psifia ANCKPET-
HbIX MPU3HAKOB Yepena, B TOM YMCIle CTaTUCTUYECKN
[OCTOBEPHOrO A1 HEKOTOPbIX U3 HMX MO CPaBHEHUIO
CcO COOpPHbLIMK cepusiMn CPyOHOM 1M aHOPOHOBCKOM
KynbTyp. 3TOT pakT MOXET CBUOETENbCTBOBaTb O
NPUHAANEXHOCTU 3aXOPOHEHUI B KypraHe (Unu umx
YacTu) rpynne nuu, HaxXoAsLMXCA B onpegeneHHoM
poactee. Cyast no ocobeHHOCTAM pacnpeneneHns
OVCKPETHbIX NPM3HakoB, Hanbonee BepoATHbIMY KO-
NOrM4YEeCKUMUN «POACTBEHHUKAMU» MOTYT SIBNSATLCSH
nHameuabl n3 norpebeHun 2a(1) n 26 (xapakrepuay-
oLLMEeCs HaNM4MeM areHe3nn nNpemornspos), 2a(2) n

26 (metoLme apxanyHyto opmy M,), a Takke napbl
nHameupoB 26 — 30 n 28(1) — 32(2), y KoTopbIX Me-
etcs aktonus amanu M2, MNpeacTaBneHHble AaHHble
B BGrnivkanwem Bygywiem ByayT BepmdmumpoBaHbl pe-
3ynsratamMm naneoreHeTU4eCcKoro aHanuaa. HakoHel,
B Ka4ecTBe pekoMeHdauMn Ansi CneumanmncToB, 3aHn-
MatoLLMXCHA ANCKPETHBIMM NMPU3HaKaMK, MOXHO yKasaTb
Ha HeOBXOOUMOCTb TLAaTeNbHOM U NOAPOBHON, He or-
paHu4nBaloLLEenCsa nNpeacTaBneHnemM TOMbKO YacToT U
obLero konuyecTsa HabnogeHwn, nyonvkaumm nep-
BMYHBLIX JaHHbIX MO UX pacnpegenennto. MNocnegHee
0COBEHHO KacaeTcs MaTepuanoB UCCNeaoBaHns He-
SonbLnx BbIBOPOK M OTKPLIBAET MEPCNEKTUBLI AN
yrny0neHHoro BHyTPUIPYNMNoBOro aHanmaa.
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NON-METRIC TRAITS IN CRANIAL SAMPLE FROM NEPLYUEVSKY
CEMETERY (KURGAN 1) AND SOME ASPECTS OF INTRA-GROUP
ANALYSIS OF PHENETIC DATA

The article outlines results of cranial non-metric traits (NMT) analysis in a Bronze Age craniological
sample (Srubnaya and Alakul culture complexes) from Neplyuevsky cemetery (kurgan 1) in the Southern
Trans-Urals. Different methods of counting of bilateral NMT frequencies are compared. Results of the
comparative analysis of the studied sample with combined samples of Srubnaya and Andronovo cultures are
discussed. Separately, various methods of “kinship analysis” using cranial NMT are tested.

Materials and methods. Studied material includes 19 skulls of various degree of preservation, examined
according to cranial non-metric program, which includes 38 traits (9 of them are unpaired and 29 paired). The
frequencies of bilateral traits were counted in three different methods. In comparative analysis with the samples of
Srubnaya culture of the Dnieper region and the Altai Andronovo culture, the frequencies were subjected to angular
transformation. Comparison was carried out using Chi-square statistics and Smith’s “measure of divergence”.
“Kinship analysis” of possible relatives according to the NMT distribution was carried out using methods based on
the application of the Bayesian formula (author’s approach), the author’s modification of the Ullrich’s method
[1969] and approaches proposed by Heinrich and Teschler-Nicola [1991], Cvrcek et al. [2018] as well.

Results. It is noted that frequencies of at least 8 out of 36 NMT, using any method of calculation, exceed
the upper limits of the global range of variations. For two traits, this is confirmed statistically when compared
with samples of Srubnaya and Andronovo cultures. This fact does not exclude the assumption that burials
from kurgan 1 belong to a group of relatives. According to results, the most optimal methods of paired NMT
frequencies calculation is counting “per cranium” or “per right or left side” (especially in the case of highly
fragmented material). Comparison of different methods of identifying individuals, between whom biological
‘*kinship” is assumed, showed the similarity of results obtained using different approaches.

Discussion. Judging by the distribution of NMT, the most likely biological “relatives” can be individuals
from burials 2a(1) and 26, 2a(2) and 2b; as well as pairs of individuals 2b — 30 and 28(1) — 32(2), with the
ectopic enamel of upper M2. Presented data will be verified with forthcoming results of aDNA analysis. As a
recommendation for scholars involved in NMT studies, we can point out the need for detailed publication of
primary data, not limited to the presentation of frequencies with total number of observations.

Keywords: cranial phenetics; physical anthropology; “kinship” analysis; Srubnaya and Alakul culture
complexes; Southern Trans-Urals
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