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The Core Technique in the Determination of Age
at Death in Skeletons

Determining age at death beyond 50 years in skeletons has posed problems for physical
anthropologists, forensic scientists, and archeologists. Morphological aging methods such
as pubic symphyseal remodeling [/-5], cranial suture closure [/,2,6,7], and the degree
of osteoarthritis [§] are often inaccurate or not appropriate in aging skeletons of persons
older than 50 years. Histological methods of estimating age at death in skeletons [9-13],
overcoming many of the subjective criteria associated with morphological aging methods,
are receiving increasing attention for their ability to age skeletons accurately from birth
to old age. Of the histological methods that use cortical bone samples, Kerley’s method
[Z0] has been shown to be the most accurate. Current histological methods, however,
have shortcomings that limit their widespread application by physical anthropologists and
forensic scientists. The principal shortcoming is the need for complete cross sections of
diaphyseal bone. With Ubelaker’s recent finding [/4] that age-related histological changes
in bone may be population-specific, the need for a nondestructive technique of bone
sample acquisition becomes important. To confirm or reject the findings that populations
may vary in their rates of osteon turnover, thereby affecting age estimations obtained
by histological methods, it is necessary to acquire bone samples from large skeletal series
of known age at death. Access to these skeletons as well as forensically derived skeletons
depends on a technique that minimizes the physical damage to a skeleton.

The purposes of this study were (1) to propose a histological method that uses a small
core of cortical bone to estimate age at death, primarily beyond 50 years of age, in
skeletons; (2) to provide an objective method for quantifying cortical bone microstructures
used in age estimation; and (3) to examine the feasibility of obtaining estimates of age
at death from bones of the upper and lower extremities instead of the lower extremities
only.

Materials and Methods

Sample Description

The sample used in this study consisted of 116 human cadavers—64 males and 52
females. Age at death in years for each cadaver was obtained from death certificates.
Males ranged in age from 30 to 97 years with a mean of 71.48 years (standard deviation
SD = 12.90) and females from 43 to 94 years with a mean of 71.94 years (SD = 13.81).
The primary cause of death was known for each individual. In some cases more complete
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medical histories were available that indicated secondary causes of death and other
chronic conditions atfecting the individual prior to death.

Each cadaver was categorized into either a nonpathological or a pathological group
with respect to the primary cause of death. A nonpathological categorization denoted a
cause of death that had no apparent affect on cortical bone remodeling in the person’s
lifetime whereas a pathological categorization indicated a cause of death that has been
shown to affect cortical bone remodeling prior to death, for example, from renal insuf-
ficiency [/5-17] or diabetes mellitus [/8&,/9]. Other factors that may have further in-
fluenced cortical bone remodeling, such as the length of time persons were confined to
bedrest, medications administered, parity, and duration of illness prior to death, were
not available to the investigator. Sample sizes and age distributions for the entire series
and then the nonpathological group presented according to sex and bones sampled are
summarized in Table 1. The pathological group was not analyzed separately because
of the heterogeneous composition of the group with respect to the primary causes of
death.

Core Technique

Specially constructed bone corers were used to obtain diaphyseal cortical bone samples
from the cadavers. The corers, mounted in an high-speed Dremel drill, removed bone
cores 0.4 cm in diameter. The principal bones from which cores were removed included
the right and left femur and tibia. In certain cases one bone was missing from a cadaver
as a result of postmortem amputation. This resulted in uneven sample sizes for the bones
that were cored. A total of 429 bone cores was removed from the femurs and tibiae of
the 116 cadavers. Additionally, a total of 122 bone cores was removed from right and
left humeri and ulnas in 31 individuals. One bone core was removed from each of the
bones. The total sample sizes for each bone are presented in Table 1. The bone cores
were removed from the following locations on each of the bones: femur, midshaft, anterior
surface; tibia, midshaft, medial surface; humerus, midshaft, medial to deltoid tuberosity;
and ulna, one third of the distance from the distal end, lateral surface.

Description of Variables

Nineteen variables were ascertained from each bone core. Each variable used in this
study has been shown to vary as a function of age [20}. While other studies have relied
exclusively on histological variables to estimate age at death, this study was designed to
examine the feasibility of including variables other than those histologically derived, such
as cortical thickness, bone density, and bone mineral content.

Cortical thickness of the bone (measured from the core) was determined to the nearest
0.05 mm after adherent marrow and periosteum had been removed. The cores were ground
at their endosteal end with #800 carborundum paper to yield a cylinder as nearly per-
fect as possible. Wet bone density (g/cm’) was estimated from the bone core by dividing
the volume of the core by the wet weight of the core. The core weight was determined to
the nearest 0.0001 g by using a Mettler Model H207 balance. Core diameter and core
length were determined to the nearest 0.05 mm.

The mineral content of each core was measured by 21 photon absorptiometric analysis
(Norland-Cameron Bone Mineral Analyzer). The bone mineral index (g/cm?) was found
by dividing the mineral content (g/cm) by the core length (cm). The mineral content
(g/cm) was read directly from the Bone Mineral Analyzer and the core length was measured
with calipers as well as read directly from the Bone Mineral Analyzer. The principles of
photon absorptiometric analysis used in the determination of bone mineral have been
summarized by Cameron and Sorenson [2/]. During scanning each core was submerged
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TABLE 1—Sample sizes and age distributions for the groups used in this study.

Coefficient of

Group Bone” n Mean Age, years SD Variation
Whole series LF 91 69.47 13.56 0.20
RF 113 72.10 12.76 0.18
LT 112 71.64 13.33 0.19
RT 113 72.06 12.94 0.19
All males LF 53 69.94 13.20 0.19
RF 63 72.67 11.85 0.16
LT 62 71.87 12.97 0.18
RT 63 72.24 11.95 0.17
All females LF 38 68.82 14.21 0.21
RF 50 71.38 13.91 0.19
LT 50 71.36 13.89 0.19
RT 50 71.84 14.21 0.20
Nonpathological samples LF 68 70.68 13.23 0.19
RF 90 73.20 12.80 0.17
LT 89 72.90 12.95 0.18
RT 90 73.16 13.03 0.18
Nonpathological males LF 4] 71.49 12.13 0.17
RF 54 73.93 11.72 0.16
LT 53 73.45 12.01 0.16
RT 53 73.43 12.01 0.16
Nonpathological females LF 27 69.44 14.91 0.21
RF 36 72.11 - 14.38 0.20
LT 36 72.08 14.36 0.20
RT 37 72.76 14.54 0.20
Upper extremities LH 29 67.69 13.55 0.20
RH 31 68.00 13.60 0.20
LU 31 68.26 13.98 0.20
RU 31 69.42 13.74 0.20

“LF = left femur; RF = right femur; LT = left tibia; RT = right tibia; LH = left humerus;
RH = right humerus; LU = left ulna, and RU = right ulna.

in 3 cm of water in a Plexiglas® box and scanned from the periosteal margin to the endo-
steal margin. Scanner speed was 1 mm/s and the scan beam was collimated to 1.5 mm.
Four scans were made on each core and the mean of the scans was computed. After being
scanned each core was sectioned with a Buehler Isomet® saw. A section approximately
90 pm in thickness was removed from each core in a plane that was transverse to the
longitudinal axis of the long bone, ground to a thickness of 80 um, and ultrasonically
cleaned. The prepared bone sections were then mounted on microscope slides with syn-
thetic resin mountant.

Microscopic Examination of Cortical Bone Microstructures

Microscopic analysis of the bone sections was done with a phase contrast microscope
at X100. Measurements on secondary osteons and Haversian canals (including primary
osteons) in the bone sections were achieved by using stereological procedures of mor-
phometry outlined by Elias and Pauly [22], Frost [23], and Weibel [24]. A 10 by 10 grid
eyepiece disk micrometer (measuring 0.992 mm? at X 100) was used in the stereological
quantification of secondary osteons and Haversian canals. Three stereological principles
were employed.
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First, the aggregate areas of secondary osteon lamellae and Haversian canals were each
assessed and then summed together to yield the areal surface of a field containing osteons.
Aggregate osteon lamellae and Haversian canal areas were determined in four adjacent
periosteal fields by using the point count method described by Frost [23].

Second, the number of secondary osteons and Haversian canals was determined in the
same four adjacent periosteal fields. Primary osteons were included in Haversian canal
counts but not in secondary osteon counts. Osteons and Haversian canals bisected by the
grid’s outer perimeter and thus only partially contained in the grid were counted on an
alternate basis. The first such structure would be counted while the second would be
excluded. This procedure was continued until all structures were accounted for in the fields.

Third, the aggregate perimeters B4 of secondary osteons and Haversian canals were
quantified with the formula [24]

Bi= (/D)1

where I, is the number of intersections of a structure’s perimeter per unit length of test
line. In this study each grid line measured 0.992 mm and the 10 by 10 grid contained
22 test lines. The total length of test line was 21.82 mm. The value of I, was thus computed
by totaling the number of line intersections of first the secondary osteon reversal lines
and then the Haversian canal perimeters and dividing each number by 21.82 mm. Each
I was next multiplied by n/2 to yield the aggregate perimeters for secondary osteons and
Haversian canals (including primary osteons) in each of the four periosteal fields. Mean
aggregate perimeters, areas, and numbers were computed for secondary osteons and
Haversian canals for the four fields and used in all further analyses. Additionally, individual
secondary osteon and Haversian canal areas and perimeters were estimated by dividing the
mean aggregate areas and perimeters for each section by the respective mean number of
secondary osteons or Haversian canals.

Three ratios were also derived from these microstructural quantifications. Ratio 1 was
found by dividing the mean aggregate Haversian area by the mean aggregate secondary
osteon lamellae area for each section; Ratio 2 was found by dividing the mean aggregate
Haversian canal perimeter by the mean aggregate secondary osteon perimeter; and Ratio 3
was found by dividing the individual Haversian canal perimeter by the individual secondary
osteon perimeter for each section. The 19 variables are summarized in Table 2.

With age as the dependent variable, the 19 variables derived from each core were
subjected to stepwise linear regression analysis [25] to select the variable or combination
of variables that would estimate age at death in skeletons with the lowest standard error
of the estimate SEE and the highest coefficient of determination. Twenty-eight separate
regression analyses were performed with the data collected from the 116 cadavers (Table 3).
Inclusion of variables in an equation was based on the multiple correlation coefficient.

The regression equations are presented in their entirety so that future investigators
can select the equations best fitting their sample to be aged. The regression equation to
be used depends on the information available from the skeleton and the variables collected.
An archeologically derived skeleton would generally be accurately designated either male
or female, but the cause of death would be lacking. The appropriate equation in the
estimation of age in this skeleton would be the one lumping all males (Table 3, Analyses
5 to 8, depending on the bone used) or all females (Table 3, Analyses 9 to 12, depending
on the bone used).

Results

Stepwise linear regression analysis revealed one variable, the osteon area, to estimate
age at death consistently in this series with the greatest accuracy (Table 3). Of the 28



JOURNAL OF FORENSIC SCIENCES

906

19)ourtsad uoalso [enplalpul /193awiiad [euRd [RnpIAIpUL DOILVY
1233ur12d

u093s0 91edai8fe /1910wirad [eued ueisiasey ajedaiide dO1LVd
BaIL Qv[AWIE]

u093s0 Arepuodas sjedorife eore [pued ueysioaerl 9yedaidde VOILVd

Jaquinu [eued /1ajowiiad eued ajedar3Se vaDOHT

I2quInu Uoa1so/13)auwitiad uosyso syedarife v4g.LSOl

Py © ut yi3ua] Jajourtiad [eued ueisIoAeH [e10) vdaDH

pey & ur yiSuay 1232wzad uos)so (103 vd1sSO

I9QUWINU [BUBD URISISAEL] /B3I [BUED URISIIARY VOHANI

I9qUINU U03)SO ATEPUODIIS /BIIR SR[[DWIE] U0I)SO V.LSOQNI

PI3Yy ® ul suoajso Axewid pue s[eued Jo JoquInu DHIWNN

P[5l ® Ul SU03)SO AIPU0IIS JO IdqUINU ISOWNN

BaIE [PURD URISIaARY snid oefjawie] uosjso syedardde DHISO

sjeued Jurureiuod Sp{ay Jo eaie jo afejusozad VOH

Je[[oUIe] U03)SO JUIUTRIUOD SPIAIJ JO vare Jo afejuadiad VISO

Y3SUa] 5300 PAYSIULIRL/JUSIUOD [RISUIW DOND

JazA[RUY [RISUIIN Suog AQ $9100 Ul PaINSeIW DIND

3100 Jo swinjoA jun 1ad 2109 jo JySram NIaD

2105 paysiuijat jo JSam jom ILMII0D

s1adi[ed yIIM 2109 JoRIUT WOI] PAINSEIW SDIHLD

uondLIdsa(q S[qerIeA uoneIA3IqQY

£ oney
zoney

1 oney

urwr ‘xa3ounad jeued URISIOARH [eRpIAIPUL
ww ‘19jowrrdd uoajso [enpIAIpUl

ww ‘rejowrrad [eued ueisioArl 2jeJoi3fe
wuw ‘133urad uodjso ajedoide

9% ‘®olR [PUED URISISABY [enpIAIPUT

9, ‘BaJe JB[[3WIE] UOIISO [eNPIAIpUL
I2QUINU [RUBD URISISABH

13qUInyU U09)S0 AXEPuUO0d3s

9, ‘Baje Uo3)s0

9, ‘BaJe JRURD URISIAARY djeFo1dTe

9, ‘eaie ae[PWIR] U030 I)eJoidie

U0 /8 “¥apul [erauru

wod /3 “Judjuod [ersUTI

(WD /3 “A1suap suoq [ea1110d
3 ‘3y8rom 3100

WIuI ‘SS3UNDI] [BIILI0D

R R A R NN

aqenizp

"sasAjpup uo1ssa48ad ayl ul pasn SHODIAIIGGD 41dY] pup SIQUIIDA 6] ay7 Jo Lvunung—7 19V L



907

THOMPSON « CORE TECHNIQUE

YXGE6°89 — £X000°¢ —

8LLS'L 2699°0 0818°0 1x6,7°56 — 1X61€°0TT + #9601 = 4 JDOND b
Exop 1 ¢
€09L°L 86v9°0 1908°0  — ZX886°H6 — 1X67S6C1 + 0SL'EL = 4 VH41SO €
L8IE'S 6£65°0 LOLL'O IX0E8"LY — 'XL16°88 + 986°Th = 4 V4150l z eqn SaLIas
7T89°8 LESS'0 TPbL°0 TXG/p°T8 + 76907 = « DHLSO I €11 1S spoym ¢
YXL6EYS — EX967°T —
686¢'8 bLTI90 LS8L0 86106 — 'X99G°8IT + 19€°001 = 4 DIND 14
ExppG 1 —
8009'8 0S6S°0 PILLO IX[G0°LET — 'XTOE°0ET + 66146 = € LSONWNN €
6021°6 £0¥S°0 1S€L°0 IXTPG 1S — 1X097°88 + 919°Gh = « V4150l z eiqn saLIas
£915°6 0S6b°0 9€0L°0 X667 78 + S€8°07 = 4 DHILSO I ul 3ol soym ¢
SX8G0°T + PXT6L'T — EXPOT']
09LE"L L089°0 0ST8'0  — IXTSL'9T — 1X686°001 + LbL'GE = 4 LSOWNN S
PXE00°'T — FXEgI'T
8EPb L 81290 9618°0  — IX96L'pS — 1X780'Z01 +%8.Nm =d v4.1S0 v
X66¢° 1
660" L 8€99°0 LP18°0 — TXpET Iy — IXBYS 16 + SLU'TY = € MOIHLD €
LOOL'L w90 £108°0 Ix889'pE — IXTLI'V6 + €Lb°0¢ = 4 \£:82N0) 14 Tnway SaLI9s
68L8°L 1229°0 L88L'0 1X9¢6°16 + 60v°CT = & DHLSO 1 cIr BLiE S sloym
SX889°7 + YXEE9'L — EX¢HS
1590°L LEVLO ¥298°0 — X961 — 1X/8G"QTT + 8L6'8C = 4 LSOWNN S
YX6€L°T — EX616°E8
6T61°L IEL°0 1658°0 — Tx6L1 — 1X€S8LTT + 6S0°TL = € VH41SO v
£X065" L
8EVL'L 6¥89°0 9.78°0 — IXLSh'T — 1XP6€°96 + bH9' Ly = 4 V4150l €
vTIT'8 2059°0 £908°0 Ixp1ET — 1XQLT°S6 + 696°0C = 4 MDIHLD z Inway saLIs
SSH9'8 78650 vELL'O 1%9€6° 101 + £L9'9 = 4 DHISO 1 16 3ol oloym [
syeak uoneunu JuoIdI} uonenby uorssaiday pamduyg  ISqUINN u suog dnoin Iaquny
‘arewnsy -13190 -Jo0D J[qeLIeA dayg sisA[euy
Jo soury Jjo uoy}
prepuels LIk o ~B[a1I0))
-gpeo)  ddnnp

‘dpngs siy1 up pasn sdnoad gz ay1 fo sisdppuv uorssasdas asimdoss—¢ JIAVL



JOURNAL OF FORENSIC SCIENCES

908

vXZ19'9 — €XT66°6L

P66£°L 91$9°0 0108'0  — TXIETP8 + 'XSEC QI + £66°€S = 4 veaOH ¥
£x95/ 9
£908°L 9¢6S°0 S0LL'O — PO 6Y + 'XS09°18 + T00'8E = 4 V4.LSOI €
1780°8 0.85°0 £9v.L°0 x918°Sh + 1XIEI°SL + €8€°LT = 4 VOILVY 4 eIqn safewm
88Yh°8 8L0S°0 973L°0 X007 LL + T86'YT = £ DHILSO I €9 3 fle g
Sx68€° 11T
+ ¥x£09°€9T — £X96S°T — IXSTH THI
916¢'8 LST9°0 LY8LO — 1x/68'STT + LT0'90T = & LMIIO0D S
Yx8p9°8 — €XL9b°T — TX9p9°9¢T
S861°8 886570 8€LL°0 — 1x9€€°97T + L0001 = 4 DD ¥
EXQIST — Txg/87TET
8.19°8 208570 L1970 — IXELPTET + 198768 = £ LSOWNN €
$6S6'8 ¥8€S°0 8EEL°0 x0L0°6y — 'X780°68 + 1SE'Ey = 4 VHLSOI 4 elqn safew
L89T'6 LLEV'O $S0L"0 1X676°¥8 + 0Sp 61 = 4 DHISO 1 79 Ehel} ne £
YXg0p 9T — £x8GS T
190t°9 $97L°0 £7S8°0 — OITES — 1X€LT06 +m~t.~w =4 NHAD ¥
x089°1
€ELY9 6ST1L°0 194870 — IXTTI6b — 'X9ST°06 + €8L°0S = & MDIHID €
8TIL'O ¥689°0 £0£8°0 1xg0S'Th — %7868 + 950°6¢ = 4 V41LSOI 4 anuray safeur
SL90°L 66¥9°0 1908°0 1%949'48 + €TH'81 = 4 DHISO I €9 Wy3u e o
SX1€0°€ + YxsgL'L — €XQ18°TT
6.¥8°9 L9SL°0 6698°0 + IXT0S°T — 'XCISOTT + TEL°0T = £ LSOWNN S
YX0L0'T — EXCEL08
8IH0°L €LEL°0 9858°0 — WXOT9°T — TXpRSOTT + LET'E€L = 4 vaLso ¥
EXPITIS
YSET'L 891L°0 L9¥8°0 — IX7T6'T — 'XTIT'S6 + 686°¢S = £ V4LSOI €
8S0L°L £709°0 6618°0 XQ19°¢ — 1XS¢L°€6 + $10°ST = 4 MDIHLD 4 Inurey sarew
L91T’8 6619°0 €18L°0 TxgeT°00T + £8€'8 = 4 DHISO I €S el e ¢
sieak uopeutw JUOY uonenbyy uoissaxday paigyuy  JaquInp u auog dnoxny JaquinN
‘ajeuunisg -39 -J20) Jrqerrep daig siseuy
,«O uO.Em ,«O :O«u
—uuﬂ—u:muw u:vwo -B[3110D)
-gpo)  epduinpy

‘ponuiuo)—¢ JIgVL



909

THOMPSON « CORE TECHNIQUE

S066'9
6¥eT’L

¥866°L
SEES'8

1€86'9
809¢°L

9705’8
Sty

£L65°8
(422 K}
60€0°6
6586'6
9ETT'L
290¢€°L
1¥9¢€°L
9809°L
88LY'R
TITL
9SEY'L
0ST6°L

ISYT'8
S99¢°6

£6Tt"L

9LEL™0
SYIL0

95¥9°0
$06S°0

RLL'O
18vL°0

9959°0
S079°0

¥89°0
6L19°0
8¥65°0
0p6v'0
TUSLO
L9PL0
0LEL'O
I1€12°0
19€9°0
VELL'O
LSSL'0
ov1L'0

¥189°0
1LL5°0

6£59°0

6868°0
£SP8°0

SE08°0
$89L°0

77880
6¥98°0

£018°0
LL8L™O

7S08°0
198L°0
CILLO
6¢0L°0
0.8°0
1v98°0
S8S8°0
SH¥8°0
9L6L°0
S6L8°0
£698°0
0Sv8°0

§ST8°0
L6SL0

L8080

vx08S 1y — €X69%°C

— tx9¢/"16 — 1X€ES QI +%-.Nw =
X1€0°¢

— TXQLTL6 — "XILYIET + 19L°TUL =

tx008'8S — '*6y9 10T + €+9°0F

Ix£ZS 00T + 691°8

bx780°C — £XLE8F — LX99Z0LT
— 1x994°€TT + I€T' 1€
£xge7 T — £X90L°081

— 1xZZS° ¥ + SOTETLT =
IXG/E9p — 1Xp/1°S6 + B0E°LE =
1X90£°06 + 6911 =

vxpST' 1 — £X1Z0°S01T
— IxL19°T — 'XCIETCIT + 8¥T'88 =
£X509° 1t
— WXLy’ — 1X6SL'T8 + SILVS =
IxG/6'¢ — VX[ET9L + T19°9€ =
WXp19°6/ + SLOTT =
SXRE'YT + YXLb0' Y — EXLER'OTE

i

il

i

Yx010°7 ~ £X€L8°00€
+ XG0S 8YT — 'XTST'E€6 + SST' LT =
£XE60°86C
— TXQIT'9pT — 'Xp99°$8 + TOL'VT =
IX160'¥8 — 'X100°L8 + TTL¥T =
IXTEP'SOT + 6Z8'1 =
SxQEL'ISL + PX099°6€1 — £x76S T
— TXGRy' T — 'x/8E° BT + 98E'T] =
vx961'69 — £XLL0'€C
— txg.6'1 — 'X/66°97) + 89599 =
£X168" T
— Tx678'T — 'X€60°TIT + LTLLT =
G/ p'e — YX60€°€6 + 6ET VT =
1662 v0T + L60'Y =

SXPEL'GS — YXQET 'L — EXT6FT8
— Ix266°SL + 1xTZESTT + £S1°18 =

£
£
£
£
£
£
£
£
£
£

(£
Iy

+ TXRT8°9pT — 1XBITH0T + 48T = 4

£
£
£
£
£
£
£
£
£

(£

JONWD
VaLsO

v41S01
JOHLSO

ADIHLD
DOHIWNN

V415801
DHILSO

LSOWNN
A4:R8N0)

JIDIH.LD
JOHLSO

g011vd
V4OH
1MII0D
OO
JOHLSO
V1SOANI
v41S0I1
v4a1so

OIHLD
JOHISO

J0ND

N Lmlle\ Nerl

— N

— N~

Lmlle\ Nerl

mursj dnoid

89 191 eordojoyreduon
eIqn sojewa}

0S W3u e
eiqn Sa[BWa}

0s Wl ne
mnwsy So[euNa)

0s 1y3u (e
INWIdy SajewIaj

8¢ a1 e

el

4!

IT

ot



JOURNAL OF FORENSIC SCIENCES

910

£x076°1

pI6v9 SOTL'0 6Cv8°0 — IX/Gp°0S — 129628 + L00°SS = 4 MDIHLD €
L1089 85L9°0 12280 %99, ¢y — 1XTp9'S8 + 1.0°¢h = 4 v41SOI 4 anway safew
60ST°L 97£9°0 996L°0 %6108 + 0Sp'1¢ = € DHISO 1 S w3u reotdooyieduouy gy
YX668°1 — £X0€S°8/2
9899°9 082L°0 7€S8°0 — WXQLp'C — 1XL9T°ETT + 607°SL = & V41SO 4
£X901 " 6¥
65€8°9 £904°0 yOr8°0 — IXG0L°T — 'X9pp 16 + L9T'GS = 4 VE1SOI €
£887°L 1£59°0 9018°0 Lx19€°T — 1X09b°p6 + 66€°VT = 4 DIHLD ré nuay saewy
8889°L £809°0 66,70 1%611°66 + LOT'TY = & JHISO I 184 Jar [evdojoyreduou 4y
YXE9P Y9 — EXTPY T — TXET9 b
16€Y°L 9889°0 8678°0 — XSGR EIT + 9L8°TET = 4 JOND v
Exzset
p16SL 07,9°0 L6I80  — TXTOL'SET — 'X99G°QTT + 9/5°86 = 4 DHWNN €
96L6°L £€£9°0 856L°0 IXTLYLS — 1X980°[6 + 9L Ly = & v4ISOI 4 eIqn) dnoid
607S°8 1LL5°0 L6SL™0 1X/16°78 + 671 1T = 4 DJHISO 1 06 wsu resdojoyeduou g
YX778°0 — £Xopp’1
9.01°8 9579°0 606L°0  — TX6IS66 — 'X269°L01 + T€H'08 = 4 ISONWNN v
£x918°1
8178 L019°0 ST8L'0 — 1X9,1°9S — 1xpp0'S8 + €Tp'LS = 4 MDIHLD €
v9L¥'8 018S°0 T09L°0 IXGTT9S — 1x760°L8 + 7856y = 4 v41SOI 4 eqn dnoig
89L6°8 9bZS"0 €rTL0 1%680°6L + LLT€C = € DHI1SO I 68 o redtfojoyieduou Gy
YXPI0 L — €x691°[
SPEeL $989°0 S8TR0  — IXBYYp9 — 1x9pL 70T + 19L7LS = & V41SO 4
RECT
£18¢°L £8L9°0 8€78°0 — IXQST'TS — 1X978°76 + 91p'8y = 4 MOIHLD €
£96S°L 8559°0 860870 XQSY Ly — 1X0€6°V6 + €v6'LE = 4 V41SO1 4 Inuss] dnoig
0LT6'L 8029°0 6L8L°0 1X20°16 + 1.L7°€1 = 4 DHILSO [ 06 w3 [edJojoyreduou  py
saeak uoneuIW juaroy uonenby uoissarSoy paiauyg  1squinp u suog dnoin JoquinN
‘areuSy -1919( -}o0)) S[qeLIBA daig sish[euy
Jo zou1yg Jjo uon
plepuel§ I E) 6 ~B[a1I0D)
oo s

‘parunuoy—e TAV.L



M

THOMPSON « CORE TECHNIQUE

PxREP T — £X8PY Y6 — TXOTH 91T

86169 1S6L°0 L168°0 — IXTGE°0TT + 9LS°TIT = 4 OHWNN v
£x9£9°08CT
081€°L LLOLO T9R°Q 4+ OTETTLY — 'XPOT 06 + £€p 1L = 4 V.ISOQNI €
£860°8 69070 80v8°0 Ixgp/'09 — 'X097°96 + 0ST'SY = 4 v41LSOI 4 eqy safewoy
1€/9°8 0vS9°0 L8080 1x991°06 + b06'€T = 4 DHILSO 1 L€ 8u esrSojopeduon g
YxgTy 1 — £X07L bS
LT06°L 91¢L’0 £558°0 — Cx/81°7 — VXTLRT0T + €48°09 = 4 V41SO 14
£x07T'8E
69v6°L 8610 ¥8¥9°0 — TagET'E — 1XGTEE] + 656'16 = 4 v4ISOlL £
6h0'8 9£0L°0 88€8°0 Ix706°¢ — FXTEP'9L + THT9E = 4 MOIHID 4 eiqr) sojewd}
$00Z°6 01090 TSLLO lxgeer8 + 78107 = 4 OHISO T o¢ o[ [edrSojoieduon g7
8LOb'L LSPLO SE£98°0 x9S LL — 'XP0S b6 + 00S'8T = 4 OIND 4 Inwoy so[eway
8781’8 ¥589°0 6.78°0 128b0°STT + 960°S— = 4 DHISO I o¢ S edSojorpeduon 7y
SXQLTHTY + VYRS 'OT + EXQYR'T
18€T°L L6080 8668'0 — CXBSD'86T — 1X7BO'THT + I€L°LS = 4 VLISOAQNI S
YXIT6'TE + $20861°T
Tse€'L 756L°0 81680 — SXpLT'EST — TX[6y'SST + £76'8€ = 4 NAQD 14
£x61L°T
LTIo'L ¥69L0 LD  — TXOESPHT — TXGEO'SET + $SS'L6 = 4 OHIWNN £
L1TL'8 89°0 T80 1xG96°S0T — 'XLLE°6TT + 6Tp 0S = « VH1SOI 4 Inwoy so[ewoy
¥169°6 £€65°0 £0LL°0 IX7C6L0T + (98] = & OHISO 1 LT 191 [edrSojoyieduon g
YXp[Q°S — EXOTY LL
TeLT'L 20L9°0 L8T8°0  — IXT8T08 + 'X068°CIT + SSL°TS = 4 VEOH 14
£x6GT 61
LLOS'L 71€9°0 SP6L™0 — TxgpgLy + 1X6SEH8 + 808'8€ = 4 v4.1S01 €
LEOB L PE6S 0 €0LL°0 Xz ey + '*88TLL + LOSLY = A4 VOILLVY C e1qn sojewr
S691'8 SSHS 0 98€L°0 1x7190°08 + 8614 = 4 JHISO 1 £ 181 [earSojorpeduon o7
YX08L9y — £X670°T
Wee'8 86450 STPL'0  — ZXCSLETT — TX0bb 601 +mo~v.8 =4d OND v
X1L0°1
15SH'8 97€5°0 867L°0 — CXBPS 60T — 1X98SCTT + 1TL° 18 = 4 LSOWNN ¢
60658 LLOS™O STIL'0 txgpe 1S — TA8YTT8 + 678°6Y = 4 v4ISOI 4 e1qn) sarew
1516'8 65170 9/£9°0 1%0€6°S. + 996'ST = 4 OHISO T €< 1391 [ea1Bojoyreduou g
YXTTHST + £X0ES°T
61149 €U0 $0S8°0 — TX796°1S — 'XETSH] + S06°TS = 4 VOILVY v



JOURNAL OF FORENSIC SCIENCES

912

Yx; 67°8€T — £XG€S° b6

— 1X09G°8 — 1X8SS €TT .+m YoCTvL
X€€9°96

— 1X9¢8°8 — 1X010°0€T + ST6'99
TXGET'S — YXPRIP6T + 0SS0
VxpOT°8TT + SLS T—

PX{07°9T — YXppeE —

IxLEL°LE€T — 'XL8T'861 ur S68°881
X@nre —

XIS v — '*68F°T61 + ST6'TYT
IXSH1°06 — '¥GLS°60T + ZOT'+S
1x088°ZZ1 + 090'9—

PGSy 90T — EXTLOLIT +
LXQ91°6€T — 1x016°9¥T + TS9'SE—
£XG0€°9€ + TXggp Syl

— TX697°8bT + 68¢°97—

IX10L°8ST — "*pL0°SPT + $S8°6—
'x686°9¥T + S8L'TT—

SXTTL'T — ¥X980°T8 — EX60€°6T

— TXQGT'RET — 'XPSSLLT + 66€°69
P xG68°pe — £X950°7T

— 2X060°€91 — 'x9/8°Z€T + ¥00°8%
2xg50°¥T

— LxgST 18T — 'Xp€6°9CT + S9L°T
IxG09'pLT — 'X6SH'SET + (7T T—
1x/6'9%T + 008°77—

SXEGS'T — X897 1 — €X4S0'6LL
— Lxp6S 66T — 1X/9€° 20T + 9€9°1Z1

uoyenbyg uoissaxday

1€.€°6 S96S°0 YTLLO
LIEY'6 LSLS0 L8SL°0
996L°6 8STS°0 1STL°0
6695°01 LLTY0 0vS9°0
£888°L Lo 01S8°0
L0OST'8 £989°0 L8T80
LYLE 6 S08S°0 619L°0
SL9T°01 688Y°0 7669°0
¥088°L 060L°0 0zys’0
S0EY'8 0vS9°0 £L808°0
L199°8 y179°0 £88L°0
S09t°6 7Ces’o S6ZL0
SE1T9 €780 S606°0
0Ssy'9 SS08°0 SL68°0
ST119°9 ¥L8L°0 v.88°0
961L79 91LL70 $8L8°0
18158 6819°0 £98L°0
661.L°9 0918°0 £€06°0
s1eak UoBUIW jhiclnlit
‘ajewunsy -1913(1 -}20D)
Jo Jomaqg jo uon
piepuels 1USD -B[2110)
-yJe0Dd sidnnA

=d LMAIOD v

= v4.ISO1 £

=d VdISO 4 rvum SOI}UIAI}XS

= OHISO T 1€ 1y wddn gz
=4 NTAD ¥

=4 DOHWNN €

=4 vV4a.LSOI (4 BUD SOIUISIIXD

=4 DHISO I £ | wddn 4z
=4 VOILVY ¥

=4 DOILVY €

=4 LMAJO0D 4 sniowny SOIIUISIIX

=A DHLSO I I€ wsu wdde g7
=4 v4ISO S

=4 NAdD ¥

=4 V4OHI £

=4 LAMAI0D z snrowny SIIHWAIIXD

=4 JHLSO I 67 ol wddn g7
=4 MOIHLD S

passtuyg JoquIntN u auog dnoin JaquuInN
S[qBLIBA dorg sishjeuy

‘perunuc)—e 4Igv.L



THOMPSON » CORE TECHNIQUE 913

analyses performed in this study, the osteon area was selected first in all 28 cases. The
SEE for this variable alone ranged from a high of 10.57 years in the left ulna to a low
of 7.07 years in the male’s right femur. After stepping had been halted, the lowest SEE
found was 6.21 years, obtained from the analysis of the left humerus. The next lowest
SEE was 6.4] years, obtained from the male’s right femur.

Although not contributing to the reduction of the SEFE in the stepwise linear regression
analysis, analysis of age-related changes in cortical thickness and bone mineral content
(g/cm and g/cm?) revealed losses characteristic of those found in the analysis of whole
bones in living U.S. whites. After age 50 males showed a 4% loss per decade for cortical
thickness and a 6% loss per decade for bone mineral content (g/cm?), while females
showed an 8% loss per decade for cortical thickness and a 10% loss per decade for bone
mineral content (g/cm?).

With the regression equations generated in this study, age at death was estimated in
eight forensically derived skeletons by using cores taken from femurs. The known ages at
death for the eight cases ranged from 19 to 80 years. The mean known age for the forensic
science series was 40.5 years and the mean estimated age was 41.5 years (Table 4).
Agreement between known ages and estimated ages was good, with the greatest discrepancy
found in the 80-year-old female, with a difference of five years between known and
estimated ages.

Discussion

Accurately aging skeletons of persons less than 50 years old can be achieved by an
experienced investigator using morphological methods. Accurately aging skeletons of
persons older than 50 years requires the use of histological methods. Of the available
histological aging methods, Kerley’s method [/0] has been reported to be the most accurate.
However, the need tor complete cross sections of bone for analysis limits access to skeletal
collections, anatomical series, and forensic science cases, thus reducing widespread
application of histological aging methods. Validating a method’s applicability in estimating
age at death in skeletons from different populations who may experience different rates of
osteon turnover thus becomes difficult. Application of the same regression equations to
different populations can be done only when sufficient numbers of skeletons of known age
at death from each different population are analyzed. Using a small core of bone instead
of a complete cross section minimizes the physical damage to a skeleton and helps ensure
access to skeletons where the question of population-specific, age-related changes in
osteon turnover may be addressed directly. The validity of applying these regression
equations to populations other than New England whites is presently unknown but is
being researched.

TABLE 4—Eight forensic science cases of known age at death that were aged with the core technigue.

Known Age, Estimated Age,
Case Sex years years Difference
1 f 19 20 +1
2 f 20 24 +4
3 f 21 19 -2
4 m 35 39 +4
5 m 39 38 —1
6 f 50 54 +4
7 m 60 63 +3
8 f 75 80 +5
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From this study a SEE was obtained for the series that was similar to those reported by
other investigators [11,12]. The area of cortical bone containing osteons was the single
best predictor of age at death in skeletons. This finding was consistent with that reported
by Ahigvist and Damsten [9]. When the regression equations generated in the cadaver
series were applied to the eight forensic science cases, the estimated ages corresponded
well with the known ages. Other variables such as cortical thickness and bone mineral
content contributed little to the reduction of the SEE, and this contribution was less than
that of the histologically derived variables. Although these variables did not contribute
to the reduction of the SEE in the age-estimating regression equations they do provide
important information about age-related bone turnover within and between populations.
In a skeletal series of known age at death patterns of age-related losses of cortical thick-
ness and bone mineral content may provide a basis for comparisons of age-dependent
bone turnover.

The results obtained from the methods of microstructure quantification used in this
study are highly reproducible and are readily amenable to statistical manipulation. In
skeletal series of known age at death the results obtained by these methods may be used
to evaluate the size, area, and number of bone microstructures between different bones
of the same individual, between sexes, between age cohorts, and between populations.
Finally, the ability to obtain estimates of age at death from the analysis of bones of the
upper extremities appears promising and will be the focus of additional research.

Summary

This study proposed an histological method of estimating age at death in skeletons
that uses a 0.4-cm-diameter core of cortical bone. Age-estimating regression equations
were generated from data obtained from the analysis of bone cores taken from femurs,
tibiae, humeri, and ulnas of cadavers. When the regression equations generated in this
study were applied to eight forensic science cases, accurate ages at death were estimated.
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