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Introduction

The regions of Romania that have yielded Bronze Age fauna for archaeozoological analyses are: Moldavia (12 samples), Transylvania (14 samples), Banat (3 samples), Wallachia
(5 samples). Bronze Age in Romania is divided into: Early (3500-2200 BC), Middle (2200-1600/1500 BC) and Late Bronze Age (1600/1500-1100 BC).

The separation between domestic and wild forms is difficult due to their coexistence in samples. Our results reveal biometric data for suines remains and intend to characterize and
distinguish interpopulational differences. We used relevant measurements recorded on different anatomical elements which were undergone statistical analysis.

Material and Method

This study Is based on suine (Sus scrofa domesticus=pig and Sus scrofa ferus=wild boar) remains recovered in assemblagesd dating from bronze age from Romania. The measurements
were taken with a calliper rule (in millimeters) for following anatomical elements: mandible, maxilla, humerus, scapula, radius, tibia, calcaneum and astragalus Linear measurements were defined
according to von den Driesch (1976). The bones with non fused epiphysis and porous surface were excluded from the study. Samples sizes were too small to test males an females separately.

The descriptive analysis were carried out separately for each analyzed variables. We described the variability using coefficient of variation (CV%), which is dimensionless and allows a
comparisons of variability of large and small bones. To test the homogeneity of the populations, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was used on each variable assuming they had a continuous
distribution. The measurements of variables are compared using one-way ANOVA test. For statistical analysis, the software PAST, version 2.08b and Excel were used (Haber et al. 2002; Hammer
et al., 2001).
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