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Sex determination by metric

method using femur in Thailand
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TuN13m3298 ANl YAAAFIYIINITIZYINA NITITYINARIN
Tasanszgnuyudifiuiayanief ddydmsunisduaiunazinniy
nsgiAuniy agiunszgnsuangnlilunisssymeanaignisin
(metric method) a&ian3192979 mi"zé’ﬂﬁﬁﬁmqﬂizanﬁtﬁmﬂ%ﬂmﬁﬂu
AHLANAILAIAINITIANIATINLDINTEANAULITERINANATELAY
najaluAulnauazn1sssymAtaslasinszgnAntisuisludssinalng
Taalisatinanszansiuen 9149% 100 FIate (WA te 50 Fating
LWASIWAREIY 50 A2at11) ua\aﬂwﬁsmuﬁmif’uqmﬁwua\iamﬁu
fifineNA1ER3 N3ENINYAEIIN AINITIANIATZINIANNIZANFANLN
(@edreuazedn) 91unineay 3 A1 (Three standard osteometric
dimensions) [AWA Vertical head diameter (VHD), Midshaft
circumference (MSC), Bicondylar breadth (EB) AtAsns#iiayaninain
(stepwise discriminant analysis) Lﬁaﬁ'\u'smmaumsuaz%aﬂa:
AN IUAITTTYINATaTLAALALLSIHN1TIR HaNTITRNEINLTN
nssmfuassulsiliauusinigegalunisszume Aa Vertical
head diameter (VHD) & Bicondylar breadth (EB)Tmﬂaumﬂumiszu
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wAndadunszansineinedeuasinong
fa DS = 0.181VHDL + 0.227EBL - 24.762
Lay DS = 0.1776VHDR + 0.231EBR - 24.909
AINEIAY 815U Direct method n15ldAN
N13IAFLLALAILATRAFILS (univariate
and multivariate variable) WU Bicondylar
breadth uaunszAnsANL1ded1e (EBL)
Lﬂur;'huﬂiﬁﬁﬁam‘lumsi:umﬁ (AANNUAIUEN
Tun1sssymAnIesanas 94 wasIWARG Y
%araz 100) 151NN IaTaNELLS
(multivariate variables) WU THRAHLAUEN
Tun1sszymAzasnssanitedauazuan
Jaeay 97-98

ArdrAn: nazanfiuan, adfin13dtAsnzi
FIUUNNAN, N1FIZYINA, N1INGaNARAN Mol
YAAA

= Abstract

Sex is determined in human identity
testing. Determination of sex from human
skeletal remains provides crucial investigation
and assists tracking of missing persons.
Currently, it is reported that sex can be
determined from femur by metric method.
The aim of this research is to compare the
differences of standard measurements
between male and female femur and the
sex determination of the unidentified human

skeletal remains in Thailand from a total

number of 100 samples (50 males and
50 females) under the possession of
the Central Institute of Forensic Science,
Ministry of Justice. Three standard
osteometric dimensions, the vertical head
diameter (VHD), midshaft circumference
(MSC) and bicondylar breadth (EB), were
measured from both left and right femurs.
Then, stepwise discriminant analysis was
carried out to determine the equation and
percentage of accuracy for each variable.
Results revealed that vertical head diameter
(VHD) and bicondylar breadth (EB) are the
optimal combination with highest accuracy
for sex diagnosis. Equations for the
determination of sex from left and right
femurs are DS = 0.181IVHDL + 0.227EBL -
24.762 and DS = 0.1776VHDR + 0.231EBR -
24.909, respectively. Direct method
analysis using predetermined univariate
and multivariate variables revealed that
bicondylar breadth of left femur (EBL) was
the best variable (94% accuracy in males
and 100% accuracy in females); and the
multivariate variables under all three
osteometric dimensions showed 97-98%
accuracy of sex determination from left and

right femurs.

Keywords: Femur, Discriminant analysis,

sex determination, Human Identification
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diafimsumiilassnszgnanud Aodndnign
Tunusnuiifayseineuaslusuasting,
Aasainsadimsnzinszaniialflfanzsiaya
n19833N81 (biological profile) Iattiaya
et inanisznaude e any &nge e
athalsAmalasanszaniinusaefinnsuseifiuneg
AeuThidusuusnifarinlugnisuseidivany dauni
kazAINET (Bayer, 2002 ; Langley & Tersigni-
Tarrant, 2017) miszummﬂuéauwﬁwaﬂmi
seufautaaNywd wazfadnfudednfy
Tunansfuaruniengnang aunsninlug
nsfiamumunieluiufiinulasanszgn
i =) Teaaly Tufuddngweinen
(forensic anthropology) N13UTsLdNINA
wusaaniilu 2 35Aa Ien15UsTNAINgUS
é’nwmzﬁé'}ﬁ'mﬂa\msz@‘n (non-metric
method) WaENTINAFANN =) LUNTEAN (Metric
method) NMsUszidumARTAN UL Tign
Taannszanidensnumednisdsedivain
suUsnraenszanidensulaelailinisin
(non-Metric assessment) ABTTUUNNT LK
ASUUU (scoring system) Tm2 Buikstra and
Ubelaker (1994) LLa¥ Phenice (1969) WENITNL
anlasenszanandauiiinmsiaualy
flaznunszgniiensuniaanaazwunszgn
@ansnuluannldanysal n1sdimansh
sufiuatnefiefiezdasissuiayannfign
wirfaziuluigeniudunseaniinunas
Tasanseanilaianysal sodu suiusacli

n3EANTHAY *) Wan1sUssifiume s miungu

q

A32931ANzANszRN luilaqiiutasa3ufidl
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nM3suTmgwanunszgniinutiugaunszan
ayufiiliasuse uaeAwuiEnszanAu
1 tiu Aslumnadiuadeliaunsauszidiume
91ngUs RN IEANEN TAmMInTEANE ) T8
(non-metric method) 8111 A3EANH UL
nIANANLIN nIzAnUataLTuLATUaNEYN
nszaninlani nszanastin uaznseantiawin
dusu dmfunszansuaniunseanis
Auudaiunidolusranie uanadefiny
TAsunszanlainsusNfiasnuNITANEULN LY
anwaNyIom3e [anysalusna1NN309zn
uedmansEansumN Taadalunns
Uszifiunelupsinaiuls fou nszqn
Fuunfimnumunzanagnafiafiazinunld
Tun1sussiiunazalasinssnanIn
limsusne MeAdn13Tnrs1e *) uunsEgN
AN (metric method)
meufafnaudeilagiufinisfnuinis
UssiliumAnnIEanAuLmeIin13Inatne
n31ene Thun n1sfnsnlunauiszannsdu
(Iscan & Ding, 1995; Wu, 1989) Aulfe
(Chatterjee et al., 2020; Purkait & Chandra,
2004) fjtlu (Tagaya, 1987) aw5fu-Bulie
(American-Indians) (Black, 1978; Duttrick &
Suchey, 1986) nq’mﬂ‘sﬂ (European White)
(MacLaughin & Bruce, 1985 ;Trancho et al.,
1997) uanw3nu (Affricans) (Steyn & Iscan,
1998) UAUIIALNINUALANIATIUAZYD
(North American blacks and Whites)
(DiBennardo & Taylor, 1982; Iscan &
Miller-Shaivitz, 1984) N%ﬂtﬁa (Alunni-Perret,
Stecini, & Quatrehomme, 2008) TusAiNna
(Curate et al, 2017) waztaunisy (Timonov,
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Fasova, Radoinova, Alexandrov, & Delev,
2014) fiudu wanandldfin1sAnuise
Tuiszannsina Tae King, Can, and Loth (1998)
lisatnnszgnausnasAntatuiang
snenalifuniaitinieiniaAEans
ANSUNNE ANERS NA1 T nendeTaelng
n153981lds1at18 104 Alae19 (WAL
N = 70, INARE N = 34) liAIN133ANNAIgIU
(standard femoral dimensions) 41474 6 A1
Taadaninnszpnaueiinedne wazlinig
FIATITANARFBAAANITTILUANA N
(discriminant analysis) WAN1IITUNUIN
NAAIASITHNNERAS N TAdNnS
FUUNNGUINA LR BAIUINAINITIUNN
ﬂa:m'Wﬁ (Discriminant Score-DS) G‘f\jﬁ

DS = 0.3229101(maximum head
diameter) + 0.1298626(bicondylar breadth)
- 23.86411

21NN1TNAFALANUINEN IUNTITUNA
ABIFDANIIAATIZAIIUUNNGN (discriminant
analysis) Taald38 stepwise method
d1%3UN19391AY maximum head diameter
WaT bicondylar breadth 271AFNAIT WU
TAArAnus Ut lun 195y InAS aaas
94.2 NNT13ANHIUAN King et al. (1998)
finl¥insnudnA1nsTaunasgIufiananse
druunngulfafign Aa maximum head
diameter (vertical head diameter) Wag
bicondylar breadth uanmnﬁ uITEEaY
King et al. [ANAdaUAIAINNKANNEIHANS
SLUWNAATEIE direct method wazlmAn
Demarking point Lﬁamsszmwmanuﬁia:

AINITIANIATZIU 914U 3 A1 NHAIAIN

windgelun1sszumalsninniniasas 85
TAun maximum head diameter (vertical head
diameter), bicondylar breadth W82 midshaft

Yo v

circumference fasiudmIueuians §3de
JudanliAIn197ANIAIZINIININ 3 AN
fananafifienAnuuinggelunsssywe
TAwA maximum head diameter (vertical head
diameter), bicondylar breadth a¥ midshaft
circumference ianagaLiBuasiUSaufieuiu
FNAENgUANINUIAWY King et al. Wazyinn15IAn
nszanduunlufatnlszans inaluiud

NUWANFINAY
m IUsEvA

1. WallSauifinualuuans1a1ne
N13TANIATFINLAINTSANAUUITENIG
mATIEuazAg s lulszansIngluR uia
LANFANIANNAAETAEAMSUNNEANERS
w1 ingaudaeludzas King et al. (1998)
wazidszannsinalunauniAnatamauand

2. 1 ALY INAIINNTEANF UNUDY
Andisunlulsznsna

m 35n1S3DY

n13AHNNTT33E lisatnanssansiuen
nafeFeuazaI1InANTIUINE 1Y
100 ARatne winlluslatnansTanEuLaY
IWALE 971972 50 FA2aH1Y LWASIWARY
1 50 fhathe luAnlATINIEANANTTUN
fAknfugnsAwasantiuilAdnaAans
Tud0ll w.A. 2545 fn W.A. 2560 uas



tnunsilelungquematinesian 27 1 amm
HINNSEaEAANUAINEIINTIRIUIAAANEG
Thsenseanfianysel axfin1ssnifiunisunam
TAsanszRNINAHTHINNAN Lazdnatin
AMaEzann Aoliukiuasdaifuusazlagg

nIzANAEINNARINTZATY WAATNARNRY

¥
=1

ANSAINUARNELAUANNTINEDE N5
\danalatninazgninafidainuauysal

]
o (%

fadasing nadifinszansunnan wynsau
#3adsagsanranlsaniadinisuialdunau
\FadinazgnAnaan

T AdeilifuninisinAanasgu
UANNITANANYT 914U 3 AN (Three standard
osteometric dimensions) lAwn Vertical head
diameter (VHD), Midshaft circumference
(MSC) wa2 Bicondylar breadth (EB) Taaifin#ium
Ftiatagsauysudasanfialilunsiiuan
0886 Aauansluasef 1 uazand 1
LERIAIUAUINTTIAAINIATZINLRINTEAN
2!

N33 mieuiadwns) idanianszen
funntisineneuazianmasnuan Tneliigunsed
A9IATAKA sliding caliper, osteometric board
Lae steel tape (mwﬁ 1)
nsdlAsehtiayanuana laelilusunss
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spss afiffild Taun (1) adfdanssn
(descriptive statistic) aRIANRALLAY
ﬁhtﬁﬂﬂmummg'\u (standard deviation)
YAIUA AZFTIUAN IAIN1TIA (2) @6
independent t-test Lag Mann -Whitney test
IR aNAREUAINUANAIITEATNINATATAD
119160 waz (3) adANI9AATIZAIUUNNGN
(Discriminant analysis) Lﬁan'ﬁﬁhuunmju
INARE AL ASENYATAINITIA LALATNIN
waNn1suazIatazANLiEN NNy
AasuAazFLUs 1AM IR utinnsiimsnze
nsatRaamiy 2 wuy Aa (3.1) direct
method iiaa31888N13N1TIATIZHNIEINA
N33R uaT (3.2) stepwise method LBk
fudsnsiafafigafazsinllaieaunns
FiAs12H wazilSeufisuA1AINuauEN
TunisssyinATaguAasAILLINITIALLY
AAuLSLAL (univariate variable) WazALLS
ANIIANANEFILUS (multivariate variable)
uauTiI3S direct method WAY stepwise method
W annaun13A AU galunis
FEUNA

m wan1sJdoY
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A13°91 1 AINUIN1IIRAINIATFIN LUNIEANAULENeEauatinen uasAdtiarafuls

A5A15IA

AUT5ENE

AqtiazagfaulsuasAINIsIn

A1IANIATIIN

1 Vertical head
diameter (VHD)

a maximum diameter of femoral
head. It was measure with a
sliding caliper. It measures the
straigth distance between the
highest and deepest points of

the femoral head

uaunsEAnANTingdauasun

VHDL #anafia Vertical head diameter
raunsEansANIinede
VHDR #aneifiu Vertical head diameter
URINTEANANLEIIYIN

2 Midshaft
circumference
(MSC)

circumference at the midshaft,
steel tape following the contour

of the bone

MSCL #isnaifia Midshaft circumference
ragnsznANntinadne
MSCR #isngifis Midshaft circumference
1ensEANANINE1aNIN

3 Bicondylar
breadth (EB)

maximum width between the

epicondyles

EBL %1&1fid Bicondylar breadth
ragnsEnANntinadne
EBR %1260 Bicondylar breadth
1aINsEANANINE1NIN

2NN 1 wanvsitunten1sInAINIAIgINLRINIZANGWLEN8YIN: (a) Vertical head diameter (VHD),
(b) Midshaft circumference (MSC) Ua% (c) Bicondylar breadth (EB)




A0ATINIIUUILDIAIULUINITTAAN
NIRIgINTRINTEANANINinedeLaTen
§1uaU 3 Aunkt 193U 100 Fratna (e
nagaunITLAnNUAIUNAREI ANAFAY
Komogorov-Smirnov Wud1 Raunnaluys
AN15UNUIUVUUNA BntI UA LS
Midshaft circumference ﬂﬂﬂﬁhﬂ'\i’iﬂﬂi:@ﬂ
Buaningsdn (MSCR) lumenng uazisianagay
ANUANFANINTFERTEAININATRg A RE
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AUIN15IR AIBEDR independent ttest
Uaz Mann-Whitney test WUINHANLANGG
seRINuNALaLasHajsatedlidad AN
Fautls (pValue = 0.000) aaANAINERNY
95% A1 p-Value < 0.05 TpaIAILRAEN15A
AT INIA TR NINNARED S WAATAY
A13197 2 WATLAAIAT minimum WAL
maximum 1287)NAIN1IIALRIAINLS

A1579N 3 UEAIAIAINUNNE LAY

A1519N 2 WERYAN Means, Standard deviations, minimum-maximum LAZAINWANATT

NENAIDIAINITIA LUINARG SRS INALE

Female (N = 50) Male (N = 50)
Variables Min-Max Min-Max P < 0.05 P -Value

(mm.) (mm.)

VHDL |39.3846| 1.63969 | 35.85 — | 45.5188| 2.28258 | 41.68 — | t =15.433* 0.000
42.94 49.98

VHDR | 39.4744 1.61116 | 36.55 — | 45.6950 | 2.32270| 41.40 — | t =15.560* 0.000
43.65 49.46

MSCL 78.310| 4.3105| 70.0 — 86.770 | 4.3404| 79.0 — | t=9.779* 0.000
89.0 96.0

MSCR 78.380| 4.4223| 70.0 - 86.640| 4.6369| 78.0 — |**U=242.00| 0.000
90.0 100.0

EBL 69.990 2.7414| 63.0 — | 80.400| 3.3897| 73.0 — | t =16.885* 0.000
75.0 87.0

EBR 70.300| 2.6030| 64.0 — 80.870 3.4917| 73.5— | t=17.162%* 0.000
76.0 88.5

*t = indepent ttest **Mann-Whtiney U test
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A1579N 3

(univariate variable)

Original accuracy (%)

ANAINUNUEN INATITIUUANAREDRF Discriminant analysis 1%5UAUUSIAY

Cross-validation accuracy (%)

Variables Demarking
points (mm) Female | Overall Overall
VHDL Female<42.45 <Male 94.0 98.0 96.0 -4.0 94.0 98.0 96.0 -4.0
VHDR Female<42.59 <Male 92.0 96.0 94.0 -4.0 92.0 96.0 94.0 -4.0
MSCL Female<82.54 <Male 78.0 84.0 81.0 -6.0 78.0 84.0 81.0 -6.0
MSCR Female<82.51 <Male 82.0 82.0 82.0 0 82.0 82.0 82.0 0
EBL Female<75.20 <Male 94.0| 100.0 97.0 -6.0 94.0| 100.0 97.0 -6.0
EBR Female<75.59 <Male 94.0 98.0 96.0 -4.0 94.0 98.0 96.0 -4.0

A1 Demarking points lUA1SIUUNLNARLE
&0 Discriminant analysis AMM3UAIWUILAN
(univariate variable) 32N LEATAT sex bias
TatA1n13TAuAazAulshunn3I 1A
Demarking points lulsiazauazsuunily
AT LaTAINITIALAasFuLsRitiaandn
Demarking points aza1uuniduiwAne
NHANTITAATIZANNERANUIIAIAINY
Wb lun13ITUIWALFAZFAILLsEaaNATNE
(original) aglute3aeas 78-94 Tnasauils
VHDL, EBL, EBR fiAnAsusiugnlun1sssy
LWﬂmﬂmnﬁqm (original) Aia Sa81a% 94 UAY
ATANINUANNEN I UNITTEYINALAATA NS
unaINAREN (original) atlutau3atas 82100
Taaifauls VHDL, EBR, EBL AA1A1MUAINEN
Tun1sszymAnedge (original) Aa Sanay
98-100 WAMIITAIULS VHDL, EBR, EBL
i 3 #iusudsiFlunisszyme Toasuils

NANFAINAITITYWATIY (5aEAT 94) uaT

N1338YANEe (5a8as 100) Aa Bicondylar
breadth 1auanszANAUIILNedY (EBL)
AnFuAIAMNKINEIUATTEYINA LY
Cross-validation accuracy &T3UIWALE ag_‘ﬂ,u
d705auar 78-94 uasinAndge aglubag
Jauay 82-100 TAaIAulls VHDL, EBR, EBL
fifnanauwsingnlunsszymaiaanige
LtazLWﬂmﬁnajnmﬁauﬁu original accuracy
uaziuls EBL THenAmusingnunfign
(cross-validation)Tumii:utwﬂﬁ’lﬂ (%aﬂa::
94) uazneli (3a8a 100) Aa ALUSIAEIAY
original accuracy a1®3usILUS EBL fiA1
AMNUNUETHAITISYINATING v LAY
Predicted group membership (388182 97)
TaeshutlsifenlFauusindnlunsssume
TAeisan (overall) gufinlaeasy 94-96 uay
96-97 Aa Vertical head diameter (VHD) uag
Bicondylar breadth (EB) ANN&1AL

A1307 4 uansAIAdNusiuE1 1NN
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A15NN 4 A1ANLNNENIUAITIUNNINARILEDA Discriminant analysis §TH3URANFILLS

(multivariate variable), Canonical Discriminant Function Coefficients Wag Group

Centroids

Canonical

Cross-validation accuracy (%)

Original accuracy (%)

PR Variables Discriminant | Group Wilk’s
Function Centroids lambda
Coefficients Male | Female | Overall Male | Female | Overall
1. All 3 VHDL 0.179 M = 1.737 0.245 96.0 100.0 98.0 -4.0 96.0 100.0 98.0 -4.0
variables MSCL 0.003 F =737
(Left side) EBL 0.226
(Constant) -24.836
2. Al 3 VDHR 0.175 M = 1.765 0.239 94.0 100.0 97.0 -4.0 94.0 100.0 97.0 -4.0
variables MSCR 0.001 F =-.765
(Right side) | EBR 0.230
(Constant) -24.937
3.Stepwise | VDHL 0.181 M = 1.737 0.245 96.0 100.0 98.0 -4.0 96.0 100.0 98.0 -4.0
variables EBL 0.227 F =737
(Left side) (Constant) -24.762
4.Stepwise | VDHR 0.176 M = 1.765 0.239 94.0 100.0 97.0 -4.0 94.0 100.0 97.0 -4.0
variables EBR 0.231 F=-.765
(Right side) | (Constant) -24.909

IWUNNARAILEANA Discriminant analysis
dansSunanasaus (multivariate variables)
132nAUAIEAT Canonical Discriminant
Function Coefficients Wa¥ Group Centroids,
Wilk’'s lambda, accuracy rates, WAZA
sex bias A1%3UN13IINAIUUIAINIIIA
umsgIutasnszgndunndauenifiuineding
uaziinauaitalilddun1slunisssyna
dmiunszanaueiinedrauasiternuuy
38 (1) direct method WaI8 (2) stepwise
method TAEN13a319auATSIRATUUALINA
IRAIMIAT discriminant score (DS)

v
of

ludun1suay Function 1-4 adunalAmud
ANSE510ANNASUAAL Function AKAN31ET 4
TA91nA1 Canonical Discriminant Function
Coefficients WazAN discriminant score (DS)

AAINENNIT HINISIWUANA TAAINITO

FMUNNALARINAT Group Centroids 970
A13767 4 A1 Group Centroids SANLANANG
Tussazrnafiminfuiuinannisliisatng
UAINITANAULWATEILASINAN AT 11N 9
i (aeingas 50 Fating) Mun13eIuNn
IWATIELAZREDE d1181909uUnlAINAN
sectioning points fa 0 6 discriminant score
(DS) taguFazAUIAAININATT 0 9TQNFIUNN
WuwAg1e wazdnAn discriminant score
Waendn 0 azgndnuuniiuwAndge dmiu
nax original AMAINUIUENIUNNTTEYINA
LULNTTIINAMUIUULAS direct method
(Functions 1-2) agjlute3aeas 94-96 d113u
IWATNELAZANANUNNEN IUNTTEYIWARE)
atllutie3aeas 100 uaTNEN crossvalidation
ArANLNNE U TIsYWATE g g
Saras 94-96 uazlwmAnd atlutoianas
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100 #a3aaazAnuuininlunIszYNATA
N&Y original M1AUNAN cross-validation

A1M3UNEY original AIAINNIUENTNATS
STUWALLUNIIIINIUUTUULAT stepwise
method (Functions 3-4) 1aain1531A51LH
neadRazmfulsiafgaiasseaunns
Aa FWLS VHD uas EB taenssansiueninating
wazingn dmsuAiAdsuiug U1y
wAnnzatludaianas 94-96 waTwAng
atllutie3aeas 100 uaTNEN crossvalidation
AIANWINEN TUN I YWATY g lutag
Jaras 9496 uazluwandg adludnsaeas
100 #a3aaazAnuuininlunsszyNATA
N&N original M1AUNAN cross-validation

d1%3U Function 1 U5¢nausIan1337
gasaNAnlIdmTunszanfunninedae
ANN191UNITISYINAAD 0.179VHDL
+0.003MSCL +0.226EBL -24.836 (Female
<Sectioning point (0) <Male) THANANNEN
Tun1338UmATIN (overall) Aasauas 98
ﬁww%’unzﬁm original Ll,a:ﬂfju cross-validation
i

43U Function 2 U3ENAUAIENITIMN
zasdNAUUIE NI UNTTANFAUINE19E1
#3N151UN193LYINAAA 0.175VHDR
+0.001IMSCR +0.230EBR -24.937 (Female
<Sectioning point (0) < Male) THANAMNINEN
11n1338YmAIN (overall) Aadatas 97
é'm%'uneju original u,a:naju cross-validation
i

43U Function 3 U3ENAUAIENITIMN
zandaefulsdmSunszgnauinedie
ANNN3 1UNNITUNA A 0.18IVHDL +0.227EBL

-24.762 (Female < Sectioning point (0) < Male)
THANAMANLINEIUNTIEYINATIN (overall)
fia Jauar 98 dM3UNEAY original LATNAN
cross-validation 11114

AMM3U Function 4 U92NauAENITIIN
ravdaefulsdmiunsEanAunineeln
ANN151UNITITYINA Aa 0.176VHDR +
0.231EBR -24.909 (Female < Sectioning
point (0) < Male) 1#R1AMMLaIEN ALY
WA (overall) Aa 3azay 97 Amiungy
original LLazna;aJ cross-validation N1Au
TAENTIITYWALAY Function 1-4 2ZFUUNLNA
21nA1 discriminant score TWNUAINITIA
1asuAaFIulIIINAULATALABAAT
1AM discriminant score 11AN71 0 N
druuniluiwang d1andiscriminant score
Waunn 0 azgnduunidumAnds Adauas
ANUAUENTNAITITYINATINLAY Function
ta aflutiadouaciigefin 97-08 Hetieiiin
ANNT3LAETI Function 14 1§un155986uLs
fiflunnsssyne

®m 3Dseu

AMIuN13ITUINAIINTATINIZANANY O]
azidanlinszanidensuuasnslnanfsue
IWFIANNT0 IHANANUINEN TUNTTE YA
fie5aeaz 100 (Duric, Rakocevic, & Donic,
2005) #eluAuiiuasemnuuansiua
AnHaINIINIEAINTAINTEANLTINTIN
Aun3alRAIANLINE IUNNTTTYINAT Y
Sazaz 100 (Duric’ et al., 2005) WFN3ed
fimuilasanszan bisuysoinIanuiia et



#3adanmnIzAnITINIIN HiantlnanAue
wnndnidanialdansnsalilunisssumala
n19RIAIITAnszandniusanlinazgn
fiuduiing 91nnnsfnwnilidanlinszgnsum
ian1sszymAnnlinunsEgnIEnIIuLAY
nzlnanAswe Wiasannszgniiuansiainy
uisusearndnwaiznianianmiiiasassy
imiintaginenieuaziisnasefinunsegn
sunnlusouiiamauazwulunsdawann
Tidmsusne den13fnuradeillirnisin
NIAIFIH 91U 3 Aunde [Aun vertical
head diameter, bicondylar breadth Wag
midshaft circumference FaifiuA1n13IflH
ATAHLNHE 19N I ATUAITTSY LNA
(overall) (5at1as 85.6-93.3) lunausnating
dszaanslng aanunrineauiuelag
(King et al., 1998) Aauun13AnEisudan
iAnn1353A3RIgIU 3 Finurie Tun1939y
ngutsznnstngluuaunianans e Beuidiens
fuN133982a4 King et al. 1998 uasna#au
ANUN N1 TUAITITYINALAEAINITT A
NIMIZIULAY 3 AR au1A1IN13TR
WAsgMAlHaInnATaanlflunsssyme
wdasuifin1sdeanisassinfulsilaann
n1939au7 1ifngei1u35 validation method

naffifonssuansionisefi 2
WU fhudsn1sTanemun 6 fus Tasuen
aaniudulstanszanduunined e
3 AIus (VHDL, MSCL, EBL) uastineuin
3 u1l3 (VHDR, MSCR, EBR) ALRAHUUTA
124NITANAUIINAFINUTINATI8TLUA
TnainiwAndge wangliiulnlanginnsa
NANUANATITAY AR AT AT
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Wi lfunnssunnnszansuuIwAtLAY
ARG IlS warnuInAuARABINIATaY
nszniuninsdnanasiulsteaasuls
Aun1sAne1ludssannsinauauniamila
(King et al., 1998) fimnuuAnAEnuLanTias
Tupuls Vertical head diameter Waz Bicondylar
breadth usiuAnFIANAANTNININTNAILS
Midshaft circumference ‘zd"\‘]ﬂ’J‘mLmﬂﬁh\ma\‘]
ARALINIATaIT 1A NF TN IR T A0
Demarking points 2295KUSN15IAGUUILFYY
fumnsnafussrinelszins inaeannisfin
121 King et al. (1998) uaZ Monum et al. (2007)
Faidlusatienszansuuirasaulnauoy
AAmdakaznIzanAutTasau ingluuay
A1ANA1E 91nN15A BT waRelF IR I
nsidanliimsnuilsnisiaunnsguioanae
(Vertical head diameter, Midshaft
circumference Wa¢ Bicondylar breadth)
AdstdanldusiazAsaulslidanmaniny
nanUszinsingluusiaziing anslisus
AN5TARILLUSLAYY (univariate variable)
AIINEINITAIUAITITYINAT AN LS UED
wanAeAUIantaaluAIuls Vertical head
diameter Wa< Bicondylar breadth 22dn3SAN
sugninednauazinea uarAIANILLNEN
U133y InATa NN 18 ef uUTHIna 17
WANFANININALFLLST Midshaft circumference
Sasutls MSCL uaz MSCR THANAINsiugn
Tun1sssymAsIn (Saras 81-82) tiaundn
VHDL, VHDR, EBL uas EBR (3a8ay 94-97)
nnsliEulsnsTasulsAenflHaaN
usindnlun1sIsmAsINNNAgaAa EBL
(3anay 97) Heaanadasiunanisfneiuas
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King et al. (1998) 1ag Monum et al. (2007)
fotiu Fauvsnisiasulsiieafianunseli
Tunsszumalamasnssansiun luuszunsng
fAa Bicondylar breadth (EB)

n1sld A audani19ianatam uls
(multivariate variable) f28 Discriminant
analysis #1A13797 4 wu31 n15l838
stepwise method Lﬁﬂ1ﬁ1ﬁﬁh§thﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ
Tunsaseannisflilunsszyme Taaay
1#N[AI1A1 Wilk's lambda 284 Function 3-4
§iA16N (0.245 WAZ0.239) UAATINENNTITLE
AusaSuNnAT LAz Ra s [AR Fosauis
filfa1n35 stepwise method dammAnIfiy
NANTIIANEINITTIUANAINATTANAUY
Tutszaansinauauaimmiia (King et al.,
1998) AIEAIAMNLNUENTUNITTEYINA
figonindasaz 94 fotlu fudsnisTanans
faulsfaunsalilunisszymaldfnas
n3zanFAuLN lNUsEE1Ns[naan3g stepwise
method Aa Vertical head diameter Uay
Bicondylar breadth

N5l Faulsn1sTaRaulsAafi AN
AN lun1sszynAgaiindselond
Tun13sTUINAINNTEANFNINA Tan N
Taisarys0d iy umntin ustaramdaunediud
fifumisdfryfianunsaineuinsgiuuas
nszansiun i Tugnisssywa

M3TAAINNIATFINN 3 Faulsfinanaan
FlaSeufiuaedenunntatusazitioni
Vi na:mjszmns Chinese, South African,
American whites L8 American blacks
AUNANUIEEINT NG WUINSANNUANFAGAN
Tnemuaifeazfidnadasulsnisiannen

flnddaeiy lunaciauadaeziisiaie
nnAsLLsNsTaRtiasndn tauansan s
(South African) LAZIMALNGTUEIITILATENIAT
(American whites) Wae (American blacks)
(King et al., 1998) Aaww aun1sfililunis
§runnnATIiaMuenIztatusazidan

= asu

nIBEUTUANLANGNT LN TTTUINA
INNNTEANFUINIAINANFNaEIUEEINT INe
woun1Anan laalidaulsn1edia 3 Auis
Taun Vertical head diameter (VHD), Midshaft
circumference (MSC) W& Bicondylar breadth
(EB) A7aIdfif Discriminant analysis Wu1
FULIN13IRFILLUILAL (Univariate variable)
Alfauninglunsszymegeigaaa
Bicondylar breadth (EB) wafauulsn1sdn
WAFULS (multivariate variable) 1438
stepwise method Wluadinnsiasnzidnuun
nquLiani s A gafiazinlasie
ANNIIATIEA WU FulsAlHAsusEn
Fo5Al1N13ILYNA Ra Vertical head diameter
(VHD) uae Bicondylar breadth (EB) Wagddn1g
Tunsszumalaeutniunszansuuninedne
uaziinguan Aa DS = 0.181VDHL + 0.227EBL
-24.762 uay DS = 0.176VDHR + 0.231EBR
- 24.909 ANdY TaglRAANLIINEN
TunsszymAianas 97-98

NNITLUNAINATEANANIIAINAINTIA
NIAIFIUN 1 upBasng NsTEINT U
AuffiuanstefunuIndanedsnisind
uansnefiu Setiaasdanlfisunisfinunzas
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