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Abstract: Somatotype analysis involves the description about body shape and composition,
which can affect, for example, physical function, sport capabilities, mental emotions, and career
choice. Additionally somatotype can help in evaluating an individual’s growth and development,
leading them to healthy growth. There have always been debates about the origin, migration, and
kinship of the Tunguska. This paper uses the Heath-Carter somatotype method for the Liaoning
Manchu, Heilongjiang Manchu, Orogen, Ewenki, and Hezhen adults (both males and females)
who were chosen randomly from the autonomous regions of Liaoning, Heilongjiang and Inner
Mongolia. This study discusses these somatotype characteristics of the Tunguska and analyzes

the kinship of this group in China.
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Heath Al Carter Y520 AR R R (Ba. R E. BIE. a8 VA, B 7
PAZEA LS, FA R OBk IR T AR & 8D « AR+ ORBRITLP B 8% 0 Ak 7K
HNRIF OB B RAIAT S AR ) = AN R R B, kA 53 13 Fh2E % Y, Heath-
Carter (AR PE JTVETEHE 24T, 72 H AT H H AR 271

Heath 1 Carter 7Efi]] . . Heath-Carter 428325 (1) 3 2 Hh s & L, 588 A P4k AL A
EZEFARK , (EAREe d iikdh . IZRE = Bs s AR R s A icde b, Hagah i il gk
AP, IS ERETRLT , AR AR T P 1968 ERPURFEIZ S LUE, BRE. HA
& EZ IR T2 3 AR B, XA R I H BT 55 3 F AR B Ut 9 o BRI,
Heath-Carter /4 B35 75 50 505 B 5 T2 80 M PR 5 I 2R £ 0% I0E B ek 10 7k Y 2
K, PRENEM RSN SIS TUEs R CBEAAAI” . SHEAEES) RINTES LA E
M, 7850 RKIEFHRAERE 7).

[ 412 3 FI| FH| Heath-carter 14 R 3L F 5038 Kk DA R 5 e e 55 A 5= B 1996
4 Valkov™ £ NHF TN A o J2 A0 R J2 44 75 fg N A2 S ot 2 o JIRE 95 110 2 T . 2000
4, Williams' 282 3 IR J2 R 15 5e 0006 (R R 6 238 4 G, 2002 4E, Koleva”! 25 B ILA
DR i TR o 2 5 A B o 1 R R 93 R RUR: [R 38 . 2011 4 Sudipta™ R B A IR 2 419>
SR P2 AR TR IR . 2007 4E Buffa™ 25 At 24 11 BURE R £ 35 (KR B B 0 R B
B PR R B N R R AR B AE . BhAh, Buffal'” 5 A8k BB 245 B £t i
TN T RPER AR BYARRAE,  AH LG TR R 2% i BRYE S35 A5 B 22 (1) AN 2 A4 B AR e AR 5 D 1) v IR
JEARBURFE .
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Fofb RO ANSE 5 1 I B 22 5] 1Y 0 A T s x5 A T o S AR Ak 2
X EERIE T, R F L S5 Py 3 iy 0 AR A R R e S A, 20 v [ 5 P e ol 0 AR 2 %
KZ, NIEHHERIRGHT TR B NS5 T RS, Rt a] == 5 38 b s i A
N TURL . BEANAHIE TEXT Tt BRI 4SS, $ il ol 57 AR I AR OOt B Ay
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ORI p e S WRFS

LTIRENR

FE RN [ JE W R b, SR BENLAIRE R A 5%, /30T (Liaoning, Liao). 17
L. (Heilongjiang, Hei) F1 P 52 15 H V5 X (Inner Mongolia, Meng) FEHLIM B R . SEACEF R
GO SE IR AR RANEAE R TR G, RIS DU 7 DUORME N R (R 1) o ERZAE
SRIMSESSAARRE, FETUONHNMEEX, SEKEIER, EFRRERE, T,
B B FRIERIR, FRAE 20~70 & 2 [H].

1.2 {(UER&

BT e g ZE R S M EIRAFD , AL R &1 (EXREE SRR ,
HAN CEHNEEHSMARARD , SHAMR CCHNEERSMARARD , Rk
Wit (EFEELRED , BER (EZEE 8RBT .
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Tab.1 Sampling sites and sample sizes

. el L s FEARE: (n)
¥ Group A Site % Male %z Female 41t Total
L Tl % Manchu in Liao 5L R AR 192 197 389
VLI % Manchu in Hei EE =R TR 65 75 140
R1E3E 1% Orogen WP L FARGN S B 2 . BT R G SR E B R & 75 82 157
SRR i 1% Ewenki SRR B R FVARHERE SRR £ 123 64 187
¥ %% Hezhen FEARWTHT AR AR I & . ArEE LURRIT IR 2 R\ R T 1 2 47 36 83

i Han ERERNZ 214 228 442
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HH] Somatotypel.2 #EAT AT 73 # S AR AL I (2, R SPSS BRAFREAT MALAEA T 456
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1.4 FE=H
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T B TE ARSI S TR TR IR 2. WRPATLUE |, 8 AR
VESRAE IR S ey iR Bed WA ERR AR, LB ROKE . /BRI R AT L0 B AR
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TR AR RN B AU s TR el WA BRI RN B
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FER R T AL T DURFRE AL, Hom BRI B LA A R SR AR o BRSO i IR 55 AN
BRI VE =, BRI mE. KR WE / edm s BRI, BRI
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Tab.2 Physical morphological indexes of Tunguska males(X=S)

' ORI /S ORI SREE SRS TR PO
A Group Manchu in Liao Manchu in Hei Orogen Ewenki Hezhen Han
£ Stature (cm) 165.7046.22  166.99+5.95  168.30£6.12 166.41+6.54 165.26+6.21 166.71%5.80
{4 J5i & Body mass(kg) 62.79+9.01 67.51£10.83  70.83+13.96 69.72+15.85 65.67+10.81 66.41+10.37
Wit Ak L BRIE 4% Breadth of 6.45+0.55 6.75+0.46 6.94+0.72  6.67+0.45 7.09+0.47 6.52+0.53

biepicondylar humerus (cm)
B & M Ah R[4 Breadth of 9.29+0.59 9.26+0.72 9.67£0.63  9.45+0.60 9.44+0.57  9.26+0.66
biepicondylar femur (cm)
B %3k Tenced upper arm 29.36+2.81 31.0143.10  31.84+4.11 30.86+3.74  29.37+3.27  30.30+3.18
girth(cm)
/N Calf girth (cm) 34.50+2.90 34.86+3.71  35.66+3.71  34.93+4.47  33.47+3.65  34.64+3.34
Wi = S LR #8 Triceps skinfold(mm) 9.6+5.6 8.1+4.1 11.946.0 11.545.8 13.0+£5.1 11.7+5.3
JE IR % ## Subscapular skinfold(mm) 9.245.5 7.1+4.4 10.8+5.4 9.945.0 11.5+4.1 11.0£6.0
HERT LI F2 %% Supraspinale skinfold (mm) — 13.4£7.9 15.0£8.0 17.9+10.5 17.1+8.9 14.4+5.9 17.1+8.0
HERA L 48 Medial calf skinfold(mm) 9.245.5 7.1+4.4 10.8+5.4 9.945.0 11.544.1 11.0+6.0

mE; MR EIR TS E AR s B/ BEE A BRI T e R, EE S
s NBRFE SN BRERET LI R R A, FR RS R EE SR T S AR AR R AN L T
TR O R Ve B SR T I TR s R R OR TSR IR A R AR LR T
SACEIGEAFR L R BeE WA BRI T BT IR Rk BRI /N R T 546
FlR: RS )E BB T LIS B AR TSGR R AL T i e

TR B s R E RN BEE A BRI R AN R A BRI
KT eHRE: FERKRE RN DMREIOR TS M0HERE: RREIEERR, RT5HMe
Bk BTV A TP i s m T 7 iie;  Ihd Wb BRI UR
TR s WA BRI AR RN B R aREIN T ANRRESOR T % BAE
JEREf /N o I TR O VLR A L, T E S m KT R E AR E RN T S
B WA FERAERTE DT EEERE WA ERRERTE KT R RSk TE
TR E R TJE % HREERTE R TR,

DU & /N T SeE . SRR 7k AR TIMeER. SET
ALY S &= L NN 7 TR oo N s Wil i 7/ S o= - 5 P VAN 55 N w7 3 B U
TG AR FEOR T R e LIk .

2.2 @ AR (R EY

AR RS N R 4. K5, B EN R 6. K 7. 8 BT ANBER A
EILE 1. K 2.

M4, RSP =FTFRLERE, WETRHRETELSICETRRK, 5Nk
AN B ZES (P<0.05) 5 AMEF LA TR, IR TR SHE . 56t
TR BEEER (P<0.05)

M 6 Rl LU, AT E A R LA B A4 55 M A 7Y 3 AR rh e i vh VR JE R A IR JZ B
AR IR B 2 8] AR PO B AR R DU R 2 AR E B R e % . FLIRG2 D
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Tab.3 Physical morphological indexes of Tunguska females (X=S)
‘ PURS ) /3 BRI SRR SRR SOR IR .
N Group Manchu in Liao Manchu in Hei ~ Oroqgen Ewenki Hezhen L% Han
B Stature (cm) 155.75+4.82 154.15£6.99 155.17+6.45 155.27+5.48 151.01+£6.18 154.54+5.69
{45 f: Body mass (kg) 57.03+£9.61 57.37+10.25 64.36+£12.32 60.67+12.68 59.20+11.86 58.10+9.77
Ji A 4b LR )42 Breadth of 5.71+0.53 591040  6.13£045  6.08+0.61  6.12£0.47  5.90+0.48
biepicondylar humerus(cm)
JBet A4 R AI4E: Breadth of 8.74+0.68 8.42+0.63  9.29+0.81  8.53+0.55  8.69+0.59  8.56+0.72
biepicondylar femur(cm)
e 5K [ Tenced upper arm girth(cm) 28.00+3.33 28.53+3.52  30.4944.16 29.2143.54 27.98+3.67 28.29+3.22
/IR Calf girth (cm) 34.03+3.59 33.1843.56  35.36+4.52 34.00+2.93 32.49+3.58 33.61£3.62
fil: =Sk L% %8 Triceps skinfold (mm) 21.0+£6.9 15.84£5.5 25.147.7 20.246.5 21.3£7.6 19.2+6.3
JE R BZ## Subscapular skinfold (mm) 17.8+6.4 13.6+6.2 21.5£9.2 16.8+6.4 17.2+£5.7 15.7+6.3
% A _L 0% 57 #¥ Supraspinale skinfold (mm) 22.749.3 21.6+7.9 26.9+£10.7 25.3+9.4 18.3+6.2 23.0+£7.8
HERZILEZ ¥ Medial calf skinfold(mm) 17.8+6.4 13.6+6.2 21.5+9.2 16.8+6.4 17.2+5.7 15.7+6.3
® 4 BEHTBEABHARE (XLS)
Tab.4 Somatotype of Tunguska males(X=%S)
A#t Group P [A-F- Endomorphy H7[A-F- Mesomorphy ~ #MAf- Ectomorphy Ponder 647 X axis Y axis
T Manchuin -+ 3.80+1.64 4.65+1.09 2.1241.06 41.84+1.65 -1.68+£2.51  3.3942.72
Liao
P13 % Manchu in 3.87+1.81 5.16£1.22 1.80+1.28 41.2142.12  -2.09£2.93  4.65+2.59
Hei
R4 % Orogen 4.64+2.01 5.55+1.55 1.67£1.19 40.95£2.21  -2.9743.01  4.79+£3.05
R 70 % Ewenki 4.62+1.82 5.15+1.40 1.70£1.50 40.82+2.71 -2.92+43.22 3.9842.88
W55 % Hezhen 4.30+1.18 5.09+1.21 1.73£1.16 41.15+£1.90 -2.58+£2.15  4.1542.88
AU Han 4.63+1.66 4.67+1.35 1.93+1.57 41.43+2.45 -2.70+£2.88  2.78+3.24
® 5 BEHTLOME BT (X£S)
Tab.5 Somatotype of Tunguska females(X+S)
N# Group P X7 Endomorphy H1[A-f* Mesomorphy #hA-J* Ectomorphy  Ponder 5% X axis Y axis
I T % Manchu in -+ 6.59+1.70 4.31+1.48 1.55+1.21 40.70+2.23 -5.05+2.72 0.48+3.12
Liao
YT Manchu  6.20+1.69 4.63+1.33 1.27+1.12 40.19+2.18  -4.93+2.59  1.80+2.85
in Hei
WAL Orogen 7.50+1.82 5.62+1.78 0.92+1.24 39.0242.79  -6.57+2.88  2.80+3.39
SRR 7% Ewenki 6.96+1.80 4.81+1.45 1.22+1.22 39.8442.55 -5.75+2.91 1.45+2.87
T % Hezhen 6.30+1.31 5.01£1.50 0.94+1.15 39.06+2.74  -5.3642.27 2.76+3.12
i Han 6.42+1.61 4.59+1.43 1.22+1.16 40.14£2.19  -5.20+2.57 1.56+3.09
E D = = = S SRR St
R R EAY o HA SR BV DU N IR E i b IR E B B il fe sy, XL TR . R

TR SR B VE R WIRJZ - IR Z 967, 2S00 ve AR i 5 4 iR

H i R A

IRJER . WARJZSRAAMEJZ SRR R LA, HerpANIRR - WIRZ i A

FEIXSEREAR SV 2R WLE o AR JZ 1) 3R B (s 3 R B8 S MRS RAE DU 55 P AL

S, e

TR

T 55 P A 73 5 W2 — B
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Tab.6 Somatotype distribution of Tunguska males

LTI RIRILIIR e g monwie  momik

fRAIZEM Somatotype M;.inch}l in M.anch}% in Orogen Ewenki Hezhen U Han
Liaoning Heilongjiang
T4 NEZ i P L Z 7Y ectomorphic endomorph — — — — — 1(0.5)
YT N IR 2 7 balanced endomorph 2(1.0) — — — — 4(1.9)
i o R JZ 1 P9 AR JZ B mesomorphic endomorph 33(17.2)  7(10.8) 8(10.7)  21(17.1)  12(25.5)  66(30.8)
HIRE - F IR 275 % endomorph-mesomorph 34(17.7)  11(16.9)  16(21.3)  19(154)  7(149)  41(19.2)
i P VR JZ 1 7 I 2 84 endomorphic mesomorph 50(26.0)  26(40.0)  37(49.3)  57(46.3)  15(31.9)  55(25.7)
Byt IR 2R balanced mesomorph 21(10.9)  9(13.8) 2(2.7) 10(8.1) 12.1) 8(3.7)
AN JZ 1 7 R 22 R4 ectomorphic mesomorph 31(16.1) 5(7.7) 4(5.3) 7(5.7) 12.1) 8(3.7)
PR - SMIRJE H777 mesomorph-ectomorph 9(4.7) 2(3.1) — 2(1.6) 12.1) 6(2.8)
i o R JZ 1K M J2 7 mesomorphic ectomorph — 3(4.6) 4(5.3) 4(3.3) 4(8.5) 5(2.3)
YT 4MIRJZ T balanced ectomorph 5(2.6) 2(3.1) — — — 11(5.1)
fi A VR JZ 1 7M IR /2 . Endomorphic ectomorph 1(0.5) — — — — —
HMIEE - IRJZE 3 ectomorph-endomorph — — — — — —
A% Central 6(3.1) — 4(5.3) 3(2.4) 6(12.8) 9(4.2)
e BEARTFHNIAEK, BFARFHAE
xR 7 BEATLHEABNEESEIER
Tab.7 Somatotype distribution of Tunguska females
KR Somatorype Nanchuin 1 Manchuin SHEBH LK Ky,
Liaoning  Heilongjiang

M Z 1 A IR 2 B ectomorphic endomorph 10(5.1) 4(5.3) 1(1.2) 1(1.6) — 5(2.2)
1700 P IR JZ R balanced endomorph 8(4.1) 2(2.7) 1(1.2) 1(1.6) 1(2.8) 12(5.3)
i+ 219 P4 J2 2 mesomorphic endomorph  145(73.6) 51(68.0) 57(69.5)  53(82.8)  29(80.6)  165(72.4)
PIRRJZ - RS2 2477 endomorph-mesomorph 15(7.6) 8(10.7) 12(14.6)  5(7.8) 2(5.6) 19(8.3)
A PR JZ2 (1 7172 8 endomorphic mesomorph 3(1.5) 5(6.7) 6(7.3) 1(1.6) 1(2.8) 8(3.5)
Y1t i i IR J2 84 balanced mesomorph 1(0.5) — — — — 1(0.4)
AR Z I IR 2 ectomorphic mesomorph — — — — — 3(1.3)
RS - SME S5 mesomorph-ectomorph — — — — — 1(0.4)
I 7 R 2 R 4R 2 B mesomorphic ectomorph 1(0.5) 2(2.7) — 1(1.6) — 1(0.4)
i i ANIEJE 7 balanced ectomorph 4(2.0) — 1(1.2) — 1(2.8) 5(2.2)
s P92 1 401E )2 74 Endomorphic ectomorph 6(3.0) — 3(3.7) 1(1.6) — 2(0.9)
HNIRJZE - A IR Z 17 ectomorph-endomorph — — — — _ _
h1a] 2 Central 4(2.0) 3(4.0) 1(1.2) 1(1.6) 2(5.6) 6(2.6)

Er BENTFARK, FTNERTATE.

MR T Rl LR, AT LA RER 2R R B AR R AE IR JE SR, Horb b IR 2
MR Z R LB, HREAIRE - TR, IR MSMEZ AR AR R,
RIFISMRIE - WIEZ MR ST %) P IR A XL T A DU Ve b 5 2 1 ) i
SMIRJZE I AR Z BT R IR R - AR R B A A DUR Lot W3, B IR



234 B SRAE v B Py T AR (A Y $243 -

3V

3.1 BEHT AR A S

PeE W Ah ERRIEAR . AL A Ah EBRIAIAR TR — s R BB BRI AR B
SR /IR R AT AE e RE P _E S e DU S LA R AIB RS AR B3 ] S R AR i s 1) 5 B

HUEAT AN 2 PR DLE Y, SHRFER S S . A E. IR RIATEE., &&=
By T AU B R R AR RS Ao D70, WURRRIE S (B F # bt
RS BB, BUARFEIFA R LRI R IR . SRR MR R ER R &
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B RIAFE LR T AR I ARIR & EAK . FEIRVLI IR 55 1 B i A i 3ok, A
TEMeFR: ERHDEREE P AR RIRSREIR. BRILWHR B S &, 50
B CEHHHERRR . MIAAARE SR TIC Tk, ERESERTICTHRE . Mt
A, PURBYE S R BTE AE, R ORI DU AOERERE 4, R IR & b AE

M3 AT BLE H, SEHF IR LM S m s BRI, BT LA RS,
TR TR WIARKGE . G & BBm . (HE B, BRI EIF AN, SR
SO AN B AR R BOR . ERCE BERDE AR R T TG WIREBOR R, s & it .
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Fig.1 Somatotype profile of Tunguska males Fig.2 Somatotype profile of Tunguska females
1—37 F3# & (Manchu in Liao); 2— % #£ 7L j# & (Manchu in 1—31 F3# #& (Manchu in Liao); 2— 2 # 7L j# ik (Manchu in

Hei); 3—3016 & 7k (Oroqen); 4—50 i 7 7% (Ewenki); 5—# ¥ 7k Hei); 3— 50 & jk (Oroqen); 4— %541 7 ik (Ewenki); 5— ik 4
(Hezhen); 6— 3 #% (Han) # (Hezhen); 6— 3 % (Han)
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Fig.3 Somatotype clustering chart of Tunguska Fig.4 Somatotype clustering chart of Tunguska
males females
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ROBEMARGINVERES (5)
Tab.8 Somatotype attitudinal distance of Tunguska (males)

T T I Manchu S AZVTI# e Manchu 5846 %%

R DR

A Group in Liaoning in Heilongjiang Orogen ST Ewenki Hezhen  Han
LT tE Manchu in Liaoning 0.00 0.61 1.31 1.05 0.77  0.85
ML JEVL % Manchu in Heilongjiang 0.61 0.00 0.87 0.76 0.44 091
BE4E4 % Orogen 1.31 0.87 0.00 0.40 058  0.92
R 50 Ewenki 1.05 0.76 0.40 0.00 0.33 0.53
T % Hezhen 0.77 0.44 0.58 0.33 0.00 0.7
i Han 0.85 0.91 0.92 0.53 0.57  0.00

R BT R A AR AR R LB R ()

ROBEHEMARGENVERS (2)
Tab.9 Somatotype attitudinal distance of Tunguska (females)

At Group JZ % Manchu BB BVTiH % Manchu  SRIE#RIE SRR e DUB

in Liaoning in Heilongjiang Orogen Ewenki Hezhen Han
LTl t: Manchu in Liao 0.00 0.58 1.71 0.70 0.97 0.46
IRV R Manchu in Hei 0.58 0.00 1.67 0.78 0.51 0.23
SRAEF IR Orogen 1.71 1.67 0.00 1.02 1.35 1.52
SR 50 it Ewenki 0.70 0.78 1.02 0.00 0.74 0.58
7 % Hezhen 0.97 0.51 1.35 0.74 0.00 0.52
U Han 0.46 0.23 1.52 0.58 2.24 0.00

R HENEAT R A AR R EES (d)

17538 o B R P R A RN sRiR se ik SHRFRIR. MR IR ATEBGE . XA R SRS
DUBAJE . BISERRA R K, R EFRE. 57 8RR/ NER R IRA
—EMEM . AR T XS AL TT X A BN A BRI 22 57, RIS R X
MRS, AR AR RN ZE R TR AR A BT, H B LAARR RIS,
RATRE ST LR, R AP A TR, EoRaitFE, S KRR m
BN, RN E ORI, F7ahsR A R, SRR S EARRT R
Z, BWNARGRIE, REERVDN, XTae 5B IeH RV IR ARG K.

AW SO o B R AR R AT 7R, AR AT 20 A [ Py R R A SR SOk
o, LT VEARR) T e iE AR AR SRR AL, O B SR SR N SR 2 T e BE I B
FE B A] E PR LA 08 v i R 1 AT MR (AR JURF AL, ik el o i iR s (2
AR AT BT TN T EE SRR R I, et RIS, SRk A
R BCIROL AT BB S, B0l TR IR A RS 1 g 1R it — SRR R M BTk, IR
HETR . B RE S . S THEIRE, KEL 5 SO 5 SRR R 155 I R A
P o %t 38 oy r i e S5 A 0 45 D7 TR 285 WF TR BIE 8 28 o0 — R 0 v S8 R I3 S 524k
fie st o FE BUARAE 22 B SO BRI A e, B BRI LA AN S B, (it AR SO R
FREL PR AR AR A HE NS SIS
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