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Abstract 

Background Wormian, or sutural bones, are additional, irregularly shaped bone fragments that can occur within cra‑
nial sutures. These bones may arise due to various factors, including mechanical pressure on skull bones during early 
ontogenetic stages, such as during artificial cranial deformations, or due to genetic and environmental influences. 
This study investigates the potential genetic basis of sutural bones by comparing their frequencies across diverse 
global regions. It analyzed 33 craniological series, encompassing 2059 crania, to assess the frequency of sutural 
bones in the coronal, squamous, lambdoid, and occipitomastoid sutures among skeletal populations from regions 
including Aboriginal Australia, Melanesia, Southeast Asia, Siberia, Europe, and Native America. Biological distances 
between populations were calculated using Smith’s mean measure of divergence (MMD), with results visualized 
through multidimensional scaling.

Results The analysis identified distinct clusters of Caucasian and Siberian populations. Siberian aboriginal popula‑
tions are compactly grouped, consistent with mtDNA data indicating genetic roots dating back to the Neolithic 
inhabitants of the Lake Baikal region. Further, differentiation within these populations is linked to the founder effect 
and gene flow. Notably, genetically related groups like the Inuit and Chukchi of Chukotka differ from other Siberian 
groups. In contrast, southern Siberian populations, such as the Buryats and Mongols, are closely positioned, aligning 
with genetic data. The differentiation between Southeast Asian and African regions was subtler, with their clusters 
largely overlapping. Yet, genetic links between populations were observed in some cases. Thus, Australians, Melane‑
sians, and Papua New Guineans were located close to each other on the multidimensional scaling map, as were two 
African populations.

Conclusions The findings tentatively suggest a potential genetic component in the expression of Wormian bones, 
although this hypothesis requires further empirical support, particularly through genetic studies. While genetic factors 
may influence the expression of Wormian bones, environmental conditions and pathological processes also play sig‑
nificant roles. It can be suggested that Wormian bones could potentially serve as an additional tool in kinship analysis 
within burials; however, their utility significantly depends on the extent of their genetic influence. If future genetic 
studies confirm a substantial genetic component and its dominance over environmental factors, the use of these 
bones in anthropological and forensic analyses would receive additional validation.
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Background
Sutural or Wormian bones (ossa Wormiana), named 
after Danish physician Ole Worm (1588–1654), who 
first described these bones in the lambdoid suture as 
ossicula lambdoideum, are additional irregularly shaped 
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bone fragments that may develop within cranial sutures. 
It is established that the primary ossification centers 
of all cranial vault bones form in the connective tissue 
around the 8th week of embryonic development. Cra-
nial bones expand by apposition, where bone tissue is 
radially deposited from the central point of ossification 
(Standring 2016). Ossification then extends from the 
cranial bones into the intervening connective tissue lay-
ers. However, small secondary ossification centers may 
emerge at the bone margins, which typically fuse directly 
with the adjacent bone edge. If fusion does not occur in 
the vicinity of a future suture, small sutural bones persist 
within it (Parker 1905; Murlimanju et al. 2011, Patel et al., 
2015; Sreekanth & Samala 2016).

According to various hypotheses, the appearance of 
Wormian bones may be caused by mechanical pres-
sure on the skull bones at early stages of ontogeny, such 
as during artificial cranial deformations (Sanchez-Lara 
et al. 2007; O’Loughlin 2004; El-Najjar & Dawson 1977), 
as well as by genetic and environmental factors (Ghosh 
et  al. 2017; Barberini et  al. 2008). Moreover, Wormian 
bones are thought to occur more frequently in condi-
tions with fewer cranial ossification centers, hypotonia, 
or reduced movement, which can result in deforma-
tional brachycephaly (Sanchez-Lara et  al. 2007). Some 
authors suggest that the presence of sutural bones may 
indicate developmental instability associated with con-
genital diseases (Di Ieva et al. 2013; Vishali et al. 2012). 
The formation of Wormian bones may also be influenced 
by environmental changes in dural strain within open 
sutures and fontanelles (Sanchez-Lara et al. 2007). These 
bones are found in various conditions such as Down 
syndrome, kinky hair syndrome, Menke’s syndrome, 
otopalatodigital syndrome, osteogenesis imperfecta, cre-
tinism, cleidocranial dysostosis, primary acro-osteolysis, 
rickets, and hypothyroidism (Atoni et  al. 2021). How-
ever, it has been proposed that the structural appearance 
of Wormian bones is influenced by genetic factors, while 
mechanical stress and various pathological conditions 
affect their number (Mao et al. 2003; Sanchez-Lara et al. 
2007). Therefore, Wormian bones, like other nonmetric 
cranial traits, are considered epigenetic threshold traits, 
with phenotypic expression linked to genetic predispo-
sition (Mao 2003; Goto et  al. 2004; Sanchez-Lara et  al. 
2007; Barberini et  al. 2008). Individual genes or groups 
of genes are believed to influence the formation of Wor-
mian bones (Kague et al. 2016; Zimmerman et al. 2019). 
Comprehensive reviews of research studies on the 
presence of Wormian bones in populations worldwide 
were provided by Bellary et al. (2013) and Bisiecka and 
Romero-Reveron (2023).

Wormian bones can manifest in virtually all cranial 
sutures, yet their prevalence across different locations 

varies significantly. According to various authors (Marti 
et  al., 2013; Ortadeveci, 2023; Singh 2024), lambdoid 
suture is the most frequent site for sutural bones. Wor-
mian bones of the occipitomastoid, coronal, and squa-
mosal sutures are less common, while those of the 
sagittal suture are very rare. Figure 1 illustrates the loca-
tion of Wormian bones in the coronal, squamosal, lamb-
doid, sagittal, and occipitomastoid sutures. In the coronal 
suture, small, individual bones are typically observed 
(Fig.  1a). In the squamosal suture, Wormian bones 
appear to emerge from beneath the edge of the tempo-
ral scale (Fig. 1b). In the lambdoid suture, the sizes and 
positions of Wormian bones vary significantly, ranging 
from small, singular bones to clusters extending along the 
entire length of the suture (Fig. 1c, d). In very rare cases, 
a sutural bone (os bregmale) is found in the sagittal suture 
between the parietal bones (Fig. 1e). In this study, os breg-
male was encountered only once, on the skull of an Inuit 
individual. Small, typically elongated sutural bones may 
be situated along the occipitomastoid suture (Fig. 1f ).

Studying the nature of Wormian bones is crucial for 
estimating ancestry, identifying congenital conditions, 
distinguishing between trauma and normal anatomical 
variations, and conducting kinship analysis in anthropo-
logical and forensic contexts.

The objective of this study was to reveal the possible 
genetic background of sutural bones by comparing their 
frequencies across various global regions and examining 
the correspondence of frequency distribution patterns 
with genetic affinity between populations.

It is important to note that additional ossification 
centers also form in the cranial fontanels, leading to the 
emergence of fontanel bones (Standring 2016). However, 
this study focused exclusively on bones located within 
the cranial sutures.

Methods
A comparative analysis was conducted on 2059 adult 
crania from nineteenth- to twentieth-century burials of 
Aboriginal Australians, Melanesians, Southeast Asians, 
Africans, Siberians, Europeans, and Native Americans. 
The craniological series were examined by the author at 
the Museum of Anthropology of Moscow State Univer-
sity, the Museum of Anthropology and Ethnography in 
Saint Petersburg, and the University of Cambridge. The 
ethnic affiliation of the craniological series was estab-
lished by the institutions housing the collections, based 
on the geographical locations of the skull finds, asso-
ciated cultural artifacts, and historical records of the 
populations at those sites during the relevant periods. 
Due to the well-preserved condition of the crania, scor-
ing of the traits was conducted using the individual count 
method, where bilateral traits were counted only once 
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Fig. 1 Various types of Wormian bones encountered in this study. a Ossicle in coronal suture. b Ossicles in squamosal suture. c, d Ossicles 
in lambdoid suture. e Ossicle in sagittal suture (os bregmale). f Ossicle in occipitomastoid suture
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per cranium, regardless of their bilateral appearance 
(Brasili, Zaccagni, Gualdi-Russo, 1999). Crania exhibiting 
pathological features, including trauma, disease-induced 
deformities, artificial deformation, sutural agenesis, pre-
mature cranial synostosis, or other abnormalities that 
could confound study results, were excluded from the 
analysis. The analysis also excluded the few children’s 
and elderly skulls, leaving two age groups: 13–39, and 
40–59 + . The age and sex composition of the cranio-
logical series is presented in Table  S1 in supplementary 
materials.

Despite data indicating a lack of sexual dimorphism 
in Wormian bones (Goyal, 2019; Natsis, 2019), the chi-
square test and Fisher’s exact test were used to examine 
correlations of individual traits with sex and age. Correla-
tions were calculated for the most representative series, 
including Inuit, Chukchi, Mongols, Khanty, Armenians, 
and Australians (Tables S2, S3). Since significant corre-
lations were absent, the data from different sex and age 
groups were consolidated for subsequent analysis.

Biological divergence between sample pairs was 
assessed using the modified Smith’s mean measure of 
divergence (MMD), which is particularly effective for 
quantifying differences in nonmetric cranial traits across 
populations, allowing to assess the degree of biological 
divergence by calculating the average pairwise differ-
ences among groups, providing a robust measure that is 
less sensitive to sample size variations than other met-
rics. This method was repeatably and successfully used 
for inter-sample comparison of nonmetric trait frequen-
cies (e.g., Irish 2010; Hanihara et al. 2003; Hallgrimsson 
et al., 2004; Sutter and Mertz 2004; Ossenberg et al. 2006; 
Nikita et al. 2012; Movsesian et al. 2014, 2017; 2020; Weiss 
2018). The full description and discussion of the mean 
measure of divergence (MMD) can be found in the stud-
ies by Sjøvold (1977) and Irish (2010). Irish validated the 
effectiveness of MMD by comparing it to the Mahalano-
bis D2 statistic, establishing that both are equally effective 
for analyzing nonmetric traits. In this study, MMD calcu-
lations employed the Freeman and Tukey angular trans-
formation for small samples or extreme trait frequencies 
(less than 0.05 or greater than 0.95) as outlined by Green 
and Suchey (1976) and Sjøvold (1977). These are consid-
ered significant at the 0.025 level if they exceed twice the 
standard deviation. Multidimensional scaling (MDS) was 
applied to the MMD matrix due to its capacity to visually 
represent the distances or dissimilarities among the stud-
ied groups in a low-dimensional space. MDS was chosen 
over other statistical methods like principal component 
analysis (PCA) because it directly utilizes the dissimi-
larity matrix generated from MMD, facilitating a more 
intuitive understanding of group relationships in terms 
of overall divergence. As noted by Irish, MMD distances 

are well-suited for MDS procedures, despite MDS typi-
cally being based on Euclidean distances. For instance, 
when MDS was conducted using three dimensions, the 
obtained stress value was 0.058, and Spearman coeffi-
cient was 0.972, indicating a good representation of the 
MMD distances (Irish 2010). Similar findings were also 
reported by Nikita et  al. (2012). The calculations were 
performed using an R script (package “AnthropMMD”).

Results
The frequencies of Wormian bones in the studied popu-
lations are presented in Table 1. 

There are noticeable differences in the distribution of 
trait frequencies both within and between regions. For 
example, Siberian populations almost completely lack 
sutural bones in the coronal suture; there is little varia-
tion in the frequency of sutural bones in the squamosal 
suture between regions, though some variability exists 
within regions; the frequency of Wormian bones in the 
lambdoid suture is the lowest in the Siberian region. 
Sutural bones in the occipitomastoid suture are most fre-
quently found among Native Americans and populations 
of Southeast Asia. The matrix of distances between pop-
ulations (MMD), standard deviations, and significance 
levels are displayed in Tables S4 and S5.

Figure 2 presents the results of multidimensional scal-
ing of MMD distances.

It should be noted that the results of the multidimen-
sional scaling (MDS) indicate stress values close to zero 
and a high Spearman coefficient. In the MDS graph, the 
stress value measures the accuracy with which the dis-
tances in the reduced-dimensional space reflect those 
in the original, higher-dimensional space. A lower stress 
value indicates a more accurate representation, demon-
strating that the two-dimensional representation effec-
tively preserves the true distances between data points. 
Additionally, the Spearman coefficient, which evaluates 
the rank correlation between two datasets, confirms the 
extent to which the relationships among variables are 
maintained when dimensionality is reduced. A Spearman 
coefficient near + 1 suggests a strong positive correlation, 
affirming that the rank order of the original distances is 
well preserved in the scaled representation, which indi-
cates a strong correlation between the graph distances 
and the actual differences between populations in the fre-
quencies of Wormian bones.

Discussion
The etiology of sutural bones remains somewhat unclear. 
However, it has been repeatedly noted that Wormian bones 
are often found in healthy individuals, and their presence is 
usually not associated with pathological conditions (Natsis 
et al. 2019; Andrade, Kalthur, 2018; Johal et al. 2017). Only 
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a significant number and relatively large size of these bones 
might be considered indicators of certain congenital disor-
ders, primarily osteogenesis imperfecta, characterized by 
an abnormally large number of sutural bones (Semler et al. 

2010). Wormian bones are common and may be numer-
ous without necessarily indicating osteogenesis imperfecta 
(Marti et  al., 2013). Similarly, studies on Southwestern 
Native American skulls found no significant differences in 

Table 1 Frequencies of Wormian bones in the studied populations

Groups N Coronal suture Squamosal suture Lambdoid suture Occipitomastoid 
suture

Siberia
 Inuit (Chukotka) 102 0 0 0.063 0.049

 Chukchi (Chukotka) 154 0 0 0.084 0.1

 Aleuts 56 0 0.02 0.192 0.073

 Negidals 33 0 0 0.096 0

 Ulchi 50 0 0 0.120 0.07

 Tungus 29 0 0 0.103 0.074

 Telengits 90 0 0.011 0.144 0.111

 Mongols 100 0.011 0.02 0.126 0.02

 Buryats 40 0 0.025 0.107 0.041

 Tuvans 59 0 0.01 0.232 0.034

 Bashkirs 70 0 0 0.173 0.044

 Khanty 129 0 0.016 0.218 0.039

Mean 0.001 0.009 0.138 0.055
South and North America
 Peruvians 94 0.042 0.011 0.362 0.168

 Pueblo Indians 35 0 0 0.235 0.176

Mean 0.021 0.006 0.299 0.172
Africa
 Tanzanians 56 0 0.018 0.214 0.107

 Kenyans 60 0.008 0 0.317 0.067

 S‑E Africans 30 0.036 0 0.345 0.069

Mean 0.015 0.006 0.292 0.081
S-E Asia
 Burmese 56 0.005 0.018 0.143 0.161

 Indians (Andhra Pradesh) 56 0.071 0.036 0.428 0.107

 Australian aborigines 78 0.026 0.026 0.410 0.102

 Melanesians 65 0.011 0.016 0.406 0.219

 Papuans 68 0.011 0.011 0.336 0.118

 Malays 21 0 0 0.190 0.19

Mean 0.021 0.018 0.319 0.150
Europe
 Armenians 129 0.025 0.015 0.341 0.062

 Shapsugs 42 0.048 0.024 0.438 0.01

 Abkhaz 55 0.022 0 0.280 0.02

 Italians 43 0 0.023 0.169 0.01

 Turks 31 0 0 0.097 0.067

 French 31 0.008 0 0.161 0.008

 Latvians 81 0.025 0.012 0.456 0.063

 Estonians 39 0.025 0 0.417 0.028

 Poles 24 0 0 0.333 0.01

 English 53 0.024 0 0.238 0.01

Mean 0.018 0.007 0.299 0.029
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the frequency of these bones between artificially deformed 
and non-deformed skulls; deformation only affected their 
total number on the skull (El-Najjar, Dawson, 1977).

According to Güler et  al. (2024), the prevalence of 
Wormian bone varies in different geographical regions. 
Rathmann et  al. (2023) systematically analyzed the util-
ity of four cranio-dental phenotypic data types in cap-
turing neutral genomic variation: cranial metrics, dental 
metrics, cranial nonmetric traits, and dental nonmetric 
traits, as well as a combined dataset. The meta-analysis 
revealed that these data types differentially capture neu-
tral genomic variation, with the highest signals in dental 
nonmetric and cranial metric data, followed by cranial 
nonmetric and dental metric data.

Some studies have suggested that sutural bones may 
serve as biological markers of interpopulation differ-
ences to some extent (Pal, Routal, 1986; Gumusburun 
et  al. 1997; Natsis et  al. 2019). The results of our study 
align with these hypotheses. The multidimensional scal-
ing graph (Fig.  2) reveals certain patterns that, in some 
cases, reflect the genetic proximity of populations. For 
example, although populations traditionally classified as 
European occupy a large part of the field, they still form 
a separate cluster, except for the Turks. On the left side 
of the European cluster are the Western European pop-
ulations — English, French, and Italians — who, despite 
contemporary genetic diversity, remain genetically con-
nected due to their complex history of migrations, inva-
sions, and cultural exchanges over thousands of years. In 
contrast, the genetically related South Caucasus popula-
tions, specifically Armenians and Abkhazians (Teuchezh 
et al. 2013), are grouped together at a distance from the 
Western European section of the cluster.

Aboriginal populations of Siberia are more compactly 
situated. This is consistent with mtDNA data, which 
indicates that the populations of Siberia have common 
genetic roots tracing back to the Neolithic inhabitants 
of the Lake Baikal region, and their further differen-
tiation is attributed to the founder effect and gene flow 
(Gill et al. 2023). Additionally, among the Siberian pop-
ulations, distinct-related groups can be identified. For 
instance, genetically related Inuit and Chukchi of Chu-
kotka (Agdjoyan et al. 2021) are distinct from other Sibe-
rian groups, while the populations of southern Siberia 
such as the Buryats and Mongols are located close to 
each other, which is also consistent with genetic data 
(Karafet et al 2018). Similarly, genetically related groups 
from eastern Siberia, such as the Ulchi and Tungus 
(Agdjoyan et al. 2019), are closely positioned.

The differences between the regions of Southeast 
Asia and Africa are not as sharply defined, and the clus-
ters formed by these populations significantly overlap. 
Nonetheless, the arrangement of populations from these 
regions is not as random as it might seem at first glance: 
Australians are found close to Melanesians and Papuans, 
as indicated by mtDNA data (van Holst Pellekaan, From-
mer, Sved, Boetcher, 1998), while Southeastern Africans 
are close to Kenyans. Thus, the frequency of Wormian 
bones varies significantly across different ethnic groups, 
suggesting that genetic predispositions may play some 
role in their development. However, nongenetic factors 
such as environmental influences, including nutritional 
deficiencies and exposure to toxins, as well as lifestyle 
choices and conditions that affect bone development 
like osteogenesis imperfecta and rickets, also signifi-
cantly contribute to the formation of Wormian bones. 

Fig. 2 Location of the studied populations on the multidimensional scaling graph. Red dots — Siberian populations, blue dots — South‑East 
Asians, yellow dots — Africans, brown dots — American Indians, green dots — Europeans
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Additionally, mechanical stresses during childbirth or 
from traditional cranial deformation practices can fur-
ther influence their occurrence.

Conclusions
Despite the approximate nature of the biological con-
nections inferred from the frequency of sutural bones, 
as identified in this study, the spatial arrangement of 
the examined populations is non-random and exhibits 
discernible patterns. The findings tentatively suggest a 
potential genetic component in the expression of Wor-
mian bones, although this hypothesis requires further 
empirical support, particularly through genetic studies. 
It can be suggested that Wormian bones could poten-
tially serve as an additional tool in kinship analysis within 
burials; however, their utility significantly depends on the 
extent of their genetic influence. If future genetic studies 
confirm a substantial genetic component and its domi-
nance over environmental factors, the use of these bones 
in anthropological and forensic analyses would receive 
additional validation.

Limitations
The scope of this study is limited by the availability of 
craniological series, which affects the diversity of the 
analysis. Key regions such as Africa, North America, 
and South America are notably underrepresented. 
Furthermore, merging data from Australia and Mela-
nesia with Southeast Asia might obscure significant 
regional variations pertinent to Wormian bones. This 
limited geographic coverage restricts the generaliz-
ability of our findings. To address these limitations, 
future research should aim to include a wider array of 
population samples from underrepresented regions to 
enhance the diversity and relevance of the findings. 
Expanding the geographic scope will facilitate more 
comprehensive genetic analyses, providing clearer 
insights into the global variability of Wormian bone 
frequencies. Additionally, to explore genetic influ-
ences on Wormian bones more thoroughly, conduct-
ing genetic studies on well-documented family burials 
spanning multiple generations is recommended. This 
method permits direct observation of inheritance 
patterns and assessment of genetic predispositions, 
offering deeper insights into the hereditary aspects of 
these traits. Such studies could enhance the robustness 
and applicability of the results in anthropological and 
forensic contexts.

Abbreviations
MMD  Mean measure of divergence
MDS  Multidimensional scaling

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s41935‑ 024‑ 00405‑1.

Supplementary Material 1: Supplementary tables: Table S1. Distribution of 
craniological series by sex and age. Table S2. Results of Fisher’s Exact Test 
and Chi‑Square Test for Association Between Sex and Presence of Trait. 
Table S3. Results of Fisher’s Exact Test and Chi‑Square Test for Association 
Between Age and Presence of Trait. Table S4. MMD values (upper triangu‑
lar part) and associated SD values (lower triangular part). Table S5. MMD 
values (upper triangular part) and associated significant indicators *(lower 
triangular part).

Acknowledgements
None to be mentioned

Author’s contributions
AM collected and analyzed the data, reviewed the relevant literature, per‑
formed the photography, and wrote the main text. The author has read and 
approved the manuscript.

Funding
The author declares that he has received no funding for conducting this study.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and analyzed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The author confirms that all procedures involving human remains com‑
plied with the guidelines set by the Bioethics Commission at Moscow State 
University. Necessary permissions were obtained from relevant authorities and 
institutions prior to the commencement of the study. Moreover, the author 
ensured that all human remains were treated with the utmost respect and 
dignity, with careful consideration of cultural and historical contexts, consist‑
ent with best practices in anthropological research.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The author declares that he has no competing interests.

Received: 24 June 2024   Accepted: 20 August 2024

References
Agdjoyan AT, Bogunov YuV, Bogunova AA et al (2019) The genetic mosaic of 

the Evenks: Transbaikalian and Amur segments. Moscow University Bul‑
letin Series XXIII Anthropology 3:67–76. https:// doi. org/ 10. 32521/ 2074‑ 
8132. 2019.3. 067‑ 076. (InRus sian)

Agdjoyan AT, Bogunova AA, Kamenshchikova EN, Zaporozhchenko VV, 
Bogunov YuV, Balanovsky OP, Balanovskaya EV (2021) Genetic portrait of 
the Kamchatka Chukchi (based on an extended panel of Y‑chromosome 
markers). Moscow University Bulletin Series XXIII Anthropology 1:80–92. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 32521/ 2074‑ 8132. 2021. 080‑ 092. (InRus sian)

Andrade LS, Kalthur SG (2018). Topography of Wormian bones in cadaveric dry 
skulls. Online J Health Allied Sci 17(3):1–6. https:// www. ojhas. org/ issue 
67/ 208‑3‑ 6. html

Atoni DA, Ugochukwu LT, Daminola AUF, Anthony OJ, Waebi O (2021) The 
frequency and topographical distribution of sutural bones in adult dry 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s41935-024-00405-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41935-024-00405-1
https://doi.org/10.32521/2074-8132.2019.3.067-076.(InRussian)
https://doi.org/10.32521/2074-8132.2019.3.067-076.(InRussian)
https://doi.org/10.32521/2074-8132.2021.080-092.(InRussian)
https://www.ojhas.org/issue67/208-3-6.html
https://www.ojhas.org/issue67/208-3-6.html


Page 8 of 9Movsesian  Egyptian Journal of Forensic Sciences           (2024) 14:33 

skulls. European Journal of Biomedical and Pharmaceutical Sciences 
8(9):83–87

Barberini F, Bruner E, Cartolari R, Franchitto G, Heyn R et al (2008) An unusually 
wide human bregmatic Wormian bone: anatomy, tomographic descrip‑
tion, and possible significance. Surg Radiol Anat 30(8):683–687. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00276‑ 008‑ 0371‑0

Bellary SS, Steinberg A, Mirzayan N, Shi‑ rak M, Tubbs RS., Cohen‑Gadol 
AA, Loukas M, (2013) Wormian bones: a review. Clin Anat 26:922–927. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ca. 22262

Bisiecka A, Romero‑Reverón R (2023) Prevalence of Wormian bones world‑
wide: a critical review. Anthropol Rev 85(4):95–121. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
18778/ 1898‑ 6773. 85.4. 07

Brasili P, Zaccagni L, Gualdi‑Russo E (1999) Scoring of nonmetric cranial 
traits: a population study. J Anat 195:551–562. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1046/j. 1469‑ 7580. 1999. 19540 551.x

Di Ieva A, Bruner E, Davidson J, Pisano P, Haider T et al (2013) Cranial sutures: 
a multidisciplinary review. Childs Nerv Sys 29:893–905. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s00381‑ 013‑ 2061‑4

El‑Najjar M, Dawson GL (1977) The effect of artificial cranial deformation on 
the incidence of Wormian bones in the lambdoidal suture. Am J Phys 
Anthropol 46:155–160. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 13304 60119

Ghosh SK, Biswas S, Sharma S, Chakraborty S (2017) An anatomical study of 
Wormian bones from the eastern part of India: is genetic influence a 
primary determinant of their morphogenesis? Anat Sci Int 92(3):373–
382. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12565‑ 016‑ 0342‑1

Gill Haechan, Lee Juhyeon, Jeong Choongwon (2023). Reconstructing the 
genetic relationship between ancient and present‑day Siberian popu‑
lations. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1101/ 2023. 08. 21. 554074.

Goto T, Aramaki M, Yoshihashi H, Nishimura G, Hasegawa Y et al (2004) Large 
fontanelles are a shared feature of haploinsufficiency of RUNX2 and its 
coactivator CBFB. Cong Anomal 44:225–229. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 
1741‑ 4520. 2004. 00043.x

Goyal N, Garg A, Kumar Y (2019) Incidence and medicolegal significance of 
Wormian bones in human skulls in North India region. Int J Appl Basic 
Med Res 9(3):165–168. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4103/ ijab‑ mr. IJABMR_ 89_ 19

Green RF, Suchey JM (1976) The use of inverse sine transformations in the 
analysis of non‑metric cranial data. Am J Phys Anthropol 45:61–68

Güler H, Ekinci HKG, Arpacay BK (2024) Variation of Wormian and Inca bones 
in adult skulls. Eur J Therap 3:332–339. https:// doi. org/ 10. 58600/ eurjt 
her19 35

Gumusburun E, Sevim A, Katkici U, Adiguzel E, Guleg E (1997) A study of 
sutural bones in Anatolian‑Ottoman skulls. Int J Anthropol 12(2):43–48. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF024 47895

Hallgrımsson B et al (2004) Composition of the founding population of Ice‑
land: biological distance and morphological variation in early historic 
Atlantic Europe. Am J Phys Anthropol 124(3):257–274. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1002/ ajpa. 10365

Hanihara T, Ishida H, Dodo Y (2003) Characterization of biological diversity 
through analysis of discrete cranial traits. Am J Phys Anthropol 
121:241–251. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 10233

Irish JD (2010) The mean measure of divergence: it’s utility in model‑free 
and model‑bound analyses relative to the Mahalanobis D2 distance for 
nonmetric traits. Am J Hum Biol 22:378–395. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
ajhb. 21010

Johal J, Iwanaga J, Loukas M, Tubbs RS (2017) Anterior fontanelle Wormian 
bone/ fontanellar bone: a review of this rare anomaly with case illustra‑
tion. Cureus 9(7):e1443. https:// doi. org/ 10. 7759/ cureus. 1443

Kague E, Roy P, Asselin G, Hu G, Simonet J, Stanley A, Albertson C, Fisher S 
(2016) Osterix/Sp7 limits cranial bone initiation sites and is required 
for formation of sutures. Dev Biol 413(2):160–172. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. ydbio. 2016. 03. 011

Karafet TM, Osipova LP, Savina OV, Hallmark B, Ham MF (2018) Siberian 
genetic diversity reveals complex origins of the Samoyedic‑speaking 
populations. Am J Hum Biol 8:e23194. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajhb. 
23194

Mao JJ, Wang X, Money MP, Kopher RA, Nudera JA (2003) Strain induced 
osteogenesis of craniofacial suture upon controlled delivery of low 
frequency cyclic forces. Front Biosci 8:10–17. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1114/1. 
16032 59

Marti D, Sirinelli L, Maurin E, Carpentier (2013) Wormian bones in a general 
paediatric population, Diagnostic and Interventional Imaging 94 
(4):428–432. ISSN 2211–5684, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. diii. 2013. 01. 001

Movsesian A, Bakholdina V (2017) Nonmetric cranial trait variation and the 
origins of the Scythians. Am J Phys Anthropol 162(3):589–599. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 23159

Movsesian A, Bakholdina V, Pezhemsky D (2014) Biological diversity and 
population history of Middle Holocene hunter‑gatherers from the Cis‑
Baikal region of Siberia. Am J Phys Anthropol 155:559–570. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 22608

Movsesian A, Mkrtchyan R, Simonyan H (2020) The Bronze and Iron Age 
populations of the Armenian Highland in the genetic history of Arme‑
nians. Am J Phys Anthropol 173(1):158–167. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
ajpa. 24060

Murlimanju BV, Prabhu LV, Ashraf CM et al (2011) Morphological and topo‑
graphical study of Wormian bones in cadaver dry skulls. J Morphol Sci 
28(3):176–179

Natsis K, Piagkou M, Lazaridis N, Anastasopoulos N, Nousios G et al (2019) 
Incidence, number and topography of Wormian bones in Greek adult 
dry skulls. Folia Morphol 78(2):359–370. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5603/ FM. 
a2018. 0078

Nikita E, Mattingly D, Lah MM (2012) Sahara: barrier or corridor? Nonmetric 
cranial traits and biological affinities of North African late Holocene 
populations. Am J Phys Anthropol 147:280–292. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ ajpa. 21645

O’Loughlin VD (2004) Effects of different kinds of cranial deformation on 
the incidence of Wormian bones. Am J Phys Anthropol 123(2):146–155. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 10304

Ortadeveci A, Babacan S (2023) Prevalence, number and localization of Wor‑
mian bones in Anatolian adult dry skulls. Med Records 5(Suppl 1):7–10. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 37990/ medr. 13242 82

Ossenberg NS, Dodo Y, Maeda Y, Kawakubo Y (2006) Ethnogenesis and 
craniofacial change in Japan from the perspective of nonmetric traits. 
Anthropol Sci 114 :99–115. https:// hdl. handle. net/ 1959. 11/ 1313

Pal GP, Routal RV (1986) A study of sutural bones in different morphological 
forms of skulls. Anthropol Anz 44(2):169–173

Parker C (1905) Wormian bones. Cornell University Library, Robert Press, 
Chicago

Patel D, Chauhan K, Patil D (2015). Morphological study of Wormian bones 
in dried human skulls. National J Med Res 5(03):222–225. Retrieved 
from https:// njmr. in/ index. php/ file/ artic le/ view/ 405.

Rathmann H, Perretti S, Porcu V et al. (2023) Inferring human neutral genetic 
variation from craniodental phenotypes, PNAS Nexus 2(7). https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1093/ pnasn exus/ pgad2 17

Sanchez‑Lara PA, Graham JM, Hing AV, Lee J, Cunningham M (2007) The 
morphogenesis of Wormian bones: a study of craniosynostosis and 
purposeful cranial deformation. Am J Med Gen 143A:3243–3251. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajmg.a. 32073

Semler O, Cheung M, Glorieux F, Rauch F (2010) Wormian bones in osteo‑
genesis imperfecta: correlation to clinical findings and genotype. Am J 
Med Gen 152(A):1681–87. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajmg.a. 33448

Singh RMS (2024) Wormian bones: prevalence, topography, and implica‑
tions. J Craniofac Surg 35(1):247–250. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ SCS. 
00000 00000 009746

Sjøvold T (1977) Non‑metrical divergence between skeletal populations: 
the theoretical foundation and biological importance of C.A.B. Smith’s 
mean measure of divergence. Ossa 4(Suppl):1–133

Sreekanth T, Samala N (2016) Morphological study of Wormian bones in 
dried adult human skulls in Telangana. Int J Ana Res 4(4):3157–3162. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 16965/ ijar. 2016. 454

Standring S (2016) Gray’s anatomy. The Anatomical Basis of Clinical Practice, 
41st edn. Elsevier, New York

Sutter RC, Mertz L (2004) Nonmetric cranial trait variation and prehistoric 
biocultural change in the Azapa Valley, Chile. Am J Phys Anthropol 
123:130–145. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 10311

Teuchezh IE, Pocheshkhova EA, Skhalyakho, et al (2013) Gene pools of the 
Abkhazo‑Adyghe peoples, Georgians, and Armenians in the Eurasian 
context // Moscow University Bulletin. Series XXIII Anthropology 
2:49–62 (In Russian)

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00276-008-0371-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00276-008-0371-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/ca.22262
https://doi.org/10.18778/1898-6773.85.4.07
https://doi.org/10.18778/1898-6773.85.4.07
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-7580.1999.19540551.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-7580.1999.19540551.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00381-013-2061-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00381-013-2061-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.1330460119
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12565-016-0342-1
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.21.554074
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-4520.2004.00043.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-4520.2004.00043.x
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijab-mr.IJABMR_89_19
https://doi.org/10.58600/eurjther1935
https://doi.org/10.58600/eurjther1935
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02447895
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.10365
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.10365
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.10233
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajhb.21010
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajhb.21010
https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.1443
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2016.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2016.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajhb.23194
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajhb.23194
https://doi.org/10.1114/1.1603259
https://doi.org/10.1114/1.1603259
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.diii.2013.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.23159
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.23159
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.22608
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.22608
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.24060
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.24060
https://doi.org/10.5603/FM.a2018.0078
https://doi.org/10.5603/FM.a2018.0078
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.21645
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.21645
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.10304
https://doi.org/10.37990/medr.1324282
https://hdl.handle.net/1959.11/1313
https://njmr.in/index.php/file/article/view/405
https://doi.org/10.1093/pnasnexus/pgad217
https://doi.org/10.1093/pnasnexus/pgad217
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.32073
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.33448
https://doi.org/10.1097/SCS.0000000000009746
https://doi.org/10.1097/SCS.0000000000009746
https://doi.org/10.16965/ijar.2016.454
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.10311


Page 9 of 9Movsesian  Egyptian Journal of Forensic Sciences           (2024) 14:33  

van Holst PS, Frommer M, Sved J, Boetcher B (1998) Mitochondrial control‑
region sequence variation in Aboriginal Australians. Am J Hum Genet 
62:435–449. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1086/ 301710

Vishali N, Ebenraj TJ, Rojomon TC (2012) A rare existence of significant 
number of Wormian bones in the lambdoid suture. Int J Sci Res 
3(8):671–677

Weiss E (2018) Biological distance at the Ryan Mound site. Am J Phys 
Anthropol 165:554–564. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ajpa. 23392

Zimmerman H, Yin Z, Zou F, Everett ET (2019) Interfrontal bone among 
inbred strains of mice and QTL mapping. Front Genet 10:291. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fgene. 2019. 00291

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub‑
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1086/301710
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.23392
https://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2019.00291
https://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2019.00291

	Does the distribution of Wormian bone frequencies across different world regions reflect genetic affinity between populations?
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Limitations

	Acknowledgements
	References


