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Investigating the domestication
and early management of reindeer
(Rangifer tarandus) in the Sami
archaeological context from teeth
geometric morphometrics

Maxime Pelletier®'*, Emmanuel Discamps©?, Olivier Bignon-Lau®? & Anna-Kaisa Salmi®?

For centuries, reindeer herding has been an integral part of the subsistence, lifeways, economy and
cosmology of the Sami of northern Fennoscandia. Despite its importance, the timing and details of
early reindeer domestication are still highly debated. Identifying domesticated individuals in the
archaeological record remains complicated due to the presence of two interbreeding subspecies in
Fennoscandia and a mixed socio-economic organisation by Sami populations, which was mainly

a combination of wild reindeer hunting and small-scale reindeer herding. This study proposes
methodological improvement for identifying domestic individuals using 2D landmark and sliding semi-
landmark based geometric morphometrics on the isolated lower molars of 389 modern specimens,
and 90 teeth from four archaeological sites in Finnish Lapland. Our results indicate that despite the
significant impact of wear on overall tooth morphology, our protocol is very useful for identifying
subspecies (classification accuracy of the two species is between 78 and 91% depending on the wear
class) and understanding the morphological changes induced by the domestication process. We
suggest that the morphological variation observable among modern populations has been impacted
by recent changes in herding strategies in northern Fennoscandia, and that the archaeological
domesticated reindeer populations were relatively different, probably due to selection by the Sami.
This study also highlights the importance of using other direct evidence or contextual archaeological
data to better trace the early evidence of a domesticated reindeer economy in northern Fennoscandia,
and aid in reconstructing the socio-economic changes in Sami populations over time.

The domestication of reindeer (Rangifer tarandus Linnaeus, 1758) had a considerable impact on the lifeways,
subsistence, economy and cosmology of the numerous indigenous peoples of northern Eurasia. Nowadays,
reindeer herding is practiced by nearly thirty indigenous reindeer herder groups, from northern Fennoscandia
to northern Mongolia and eastern Siberia!, resulting in most Eurasian reindeer populations now being consid-
ered domesticated or semi-domesticated”. Although reindeer herding constituted a key stage in the history and
development of many Arctic peoples, the origin of the earliest centres of domestication and the nature of the
early reindeer management strategies have not been clearly identified. Previous genetic data suggested the pres-
ence of two main independent poles of reindeer domestication, in northern Fennoscandia and Western Russia®>*.
However, a major genetic change during the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries shows that non-native reindeer
were introduced to northern Fennoscandia during this period, suggesting that the maternal lineage of modern
domestic reindeer herds in Fennoscandia originated in Siberia®.

The earliest material evidence of reindeer management—such as sled runners or harness parts—has been
found in Siberia and has been dated to ca. 1500 BC® and ca. 200 BC-160 AD’. However, this kind of direct
archaeological evidence is lacking in Fennoscandia during the early stages of reindeer domestication. In Fen-
noscandia, it is generally accepted that reindeer herding by the indigenous Sdmi people developed gradually
from the Late Iron Age onwards (ca. 800-900 AD), before becoming the main source of livelihood and the basis
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of social organisation ca. 1400-1600 AD®°. This transition, driven by various socio-economic factors, marked a
profound change in Simi societies”'’. However, there was considerable geographic variation in the timing of the
adoption and intensification of reindeer herding''~'*, meaning no abrupt change from hunting to pastoralism
could be identified and, making it de facto difficult to identify the beginnings of reindeer domestication from
the archaeological record.

Identifying domesticated individuals in archaeological sites is all the more difficult as domestic and wild herds
have widely coexisted in Fennoscandia over the last millennium. Prior to the transition to a reindeer-herding
culture (i.e. before the seventeenth century), Sdmi groups have long maintained their nomadic hunting traditions,
while practicing small-scale reindeer herding. Indeed, they owned only small groups of domesticated individuals
as decoys for hunting wild reindeer. Some male reindeer also performed various domestic tasks—such as pulling
sleds and carrying freight—and females could be used for milking'>'*'*. These particular individuals had to be
tamer and kept close to settlements under fairly close supervision by Sami herders, rather than corralled. Thus,
it was also likely that Sdmi herders deliberately allowed wild reindeer to crossbreed with domestic individuals
in order to avoid consanguinity'2.

In addition to the different reindeer husbandry and hunting strategies of the Sdmi, Fennoscandia is home to
two interbreeding reindeer subspecies: (1) mountain reindeer (R. . tarandus), mainly inhabiting the mountain-
ous regions of southern Norway; and (2) forest reindeer (R. t. fennicus), which prefer the denser habitats of the
taiga in Southern Finland (Fig. 1). Fennoscandian domestic reindeer were domesticated from wild mountain
reindeer’ and are now distributed throughout Lapland. However, the geographical distribution of these different
populations and their respective biotopes has been significantly different in the past compared to the present'®.
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Figure 1. Current geographical distribution of the two reindeer subspecies', including wild and

domestic populations in Fennoscandia, with location of the modern populations (wild mountain reindeer:
Hardangervidda and Knutshg; wild forest reindeer: Lansi-Suomi and Karjala; domesticated reindeer: Pohjois-
Pohjanmaa, Eteld-Lappi and Pohjois-Lappi) and archaeological sites (1: Juikenttd; 2: Markkina; 3: Nukkumajoki;
4: Pappila) analysed.
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Previously, wild mountain reindeer were found in the mountainous regions of northern Fennoscandia and wild
forest reindeer were found throughout the taiga zone of Northern Finland'®. Thus, Sdmi reindeer herding is more
likely to have originated in the mountainous regions of Scandinavia than in North-Eastern Fennoscandia®'”'%. In
addition, the distribution area of the domestic herds overlapped quite extensively with the natural distribution
of the wild populations, which is hardly observable nowadays.

Reindeer teeth and bones collected from archaeological sites can be a useful way of documenting the dis-
tribution range of wild reindeer subspecies before the beginning of domestication and identifying genotypic
and phenotypic changes induced by the domestication process. In addition to genetic analyses using ancient
DNA®!® or geochemical analyses using stable isotopes*>?!, morphometric analyses of fossil remains provide a
unique opportunity to study the reindeer taxonomy and domestication process. Thus far, the morphological
markers used to identify reindeer subspecies have relied on the specific characteristics of cranial elements or
linear measurements of the postcranial skeleton of modern specimens®*-*%, However, these methods are difficult
to apply to the archaeological record because bone remains were often broken to extract the marrow. Body-size
reduction, regularly used as a domestication syndrome®-?’, has also been observed between domestic and wild
reindeer?»*-%. However, the presence of strong sexual dimorphism in both subspecies and a significant phe-
notypic plasticity can result in significant overlaps. The difficulty in disentangling the impact of human domes-
tication from other biotic and abiotic factors® makes body size a poor proxy for identifying the early stages of
domestication’**. Considering these biases, traditional methodologies using bone measurements or cranial
morphology often fail to provide robust identification of archaeological individuals.

In order to overcome this problem, we applied geometric morphometrics which is a powerful quantitative
approach that is regularly used in zooarchaeology and palaeontology to capture and graphically visualise the
complexity of biological forms®. In recent years, these approaches have allowed a significant advance in the
taxonomic identification of wild and domestic populations as well as their geographical origins in the archaeo-
logical record among several domestic ungulate species such as pig*, horse®, cattle’” or caprine®. However, only
a few studies have used geometric morphometrics on reindeer remains, although they were exclusively based on
modern specimens and only on postcranial skeletal bones”®. Teeth are often used in geometric morphomet-
ric studies because they carry a taxonomic signal, are generally well preserved and are found in abundance in
archaeological sites. Thus, such an approach has the potential to help in the subspecies identification of isolated
reindeer teeth, but also in distinguishing between wild and domestic individuals in the archaeological record. For
this purpose, we chose to test these biosystemic signals by studying the morphology of the enamel-dentine junc-
tion, using a 2D landmark and semi-landmark protocol applied to photographs of tooth occlusal surfaces. First
and second molars (m1 and m2) were selected, considering that these teeth have similar conformation and are
very well represented in archaeological assemblages. The first objective of this study was to test whether a reliable
method could be devised to identify subspecies and/or the status (i.e. domestic reindeer, wild mountain reindeer
and wild forest reindeer) of reindeer based on the morphology of their teeth, by documenting the morphometric
diversity of seven modern populations in Fennoscandia. As a prerequisite to such an objective, we quantified
the impact of sexual dimorphism and tooth wear on the morphometric variation of teeth. We then attempted
to identify reindeer teeth at the subspecies level from four archaeological sites dated between the thirteenth and
nineteenth centuries in order to test the method on fossil material, and thus examine the earliest archaeological
evidence of a domesticated reindeer economy among the Sdmi of northern Fennoscandia.

Results

Anatomical distinction of lower molars and wearimpact.  The factorial MANOVA found significant
differences in shape among the two lower molar and the four wear classes investigated (Supplementary Table S1).
Although the wear signal was stronger than the anatomical signal, with 47.5% against 10.2% of shape variation
explained, respectively, significant interaction between both factors was found to explain 1.3% of the overall
variation. This indicates that the wear varies slightly across the two teeth and therefore a separate investigation
of the taxonomic resolution for each tooth is required. In addition, the discriminant model (see Supplementary
Figure S4 and Supplementary Text 5.1 for more details) found correct molar identification for more than 90% of
the classifications after cross-validation. This shows that this model can accurately distinguish an isolated lower
molar from the archaeological record, regardless of the stage of wear.

For m1, pairwise comparisons revealed significant differences in size and shape between all wear classes
(Supplementary Table S2). The more a tooth was worn, the more its centroid size increased (Supplementary
Figure S5A). The shape variation of m1 was mainly due to wear and was expressed along the first principal com-
ponent (PC1), accounting for 49.2% of the total variance (see Supplementary Figure S5B and Supplementary
Text 5.1 for a fuller description). The effect of wear was also clearly visible on the morphology of m2. Pairwise
comparisons also revealed significant differences in size and shape between wear classes, except between Classes
1 and 2 (Supplementary Table S2). Despite the overlaps, the patterns of variation seemed to evolve in a similar
way to m1 (Supplementary Figure S5D-E). The centroid size increased with wear and the shape variation due
to wear was also mainly expressed along the first principal component (PC1; see Supplementary Text 5.1 for a
fuller description). For form analysis, the cross-validation percentage reached 71.3% for m1 and 75.6% for m2.
For both teeth, the wear signal was always the largest of the shape variation explained (m1=55.3%; m2=33.4%)
compared to population (m1=3.4%; m2=>5.5%) or sex (m1=1.1%; m2=0.2%) (see Supplementary Table S3).
These results are fundamental as they show the major impact of wear on the size and shape of the two lower
molars, thereby justifying our approach of separating the analyses by wear class to better grasp the taxonomic
or population signals.
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Molars size and shape variation in modern Fennoscandian reindeer populations.  The results of
the ANOVA on size data reveal significant differences between almost all categories for all wear classes of both
teeth (P<0.05 for 27 cases out of 35 possibilities; see Supplementary Table S4 and Supplementary Text 5.2 for
more details). All categories displayed the same pattern of centroid size variation among ‘subspecies, ‘subspe-
cies +sex; ‘status’ and ‘status + sex. Overall, forest reindeer (R. t. fennicus) are significantly larger than mountain
reindeer (R. t. tarandus), and among mountain reindeer, wild individuals were significantly larger than domes-
tic individuals (see Supplementary Figure S6 and Supplementary Tables S5 and S6). Although the differences
were not always significant between the sexes, females tended to be slightly smaller than males within the two
subspecies or the different status (i.e. domestic reindeer, wild mountain reindeer and wild forest reindeer; see
Supplementary Tables S7 and S8).

Although in most cases there were important overlaps in the size range of all wear classes, specificities were
observed when the specimens were divided by population and sex (Fig. 2). While significant differences were
not systematically found, particularly due to the small number of individuals in several of these groups, patterns
of size variation appeared to be repeated across the different wear classes. Domestic populations showed a large
variation in tooth size. The Pohjois-Pohjanmaa population appeared to have the smallest teeth compared to the
Lapland populations (Eteld-Lappi and Pohjois-Lappi). However, the teeth of the Pohjois-Lappi population were
not systematically larger than the teeth of Eteld-Lappi, indicating the absence of a latitudinal gradient in the size
of modern domestic reindeer in Finland. Furthermore, sexual dimorphism appeared to be negligible within each
domestic population. In wild mountain reindeer, individuals from Knutshe appeared to be slightly larger than
individuals from Hardangervidda, and sexual dimorphism was also negligible. Finally, in wild Finnish forest
reindeer, females tended to be smaller than males in both Lansi-Suomi and Karjala.

MANOVA analyses revealed significant differences in shape among all groups investigated between subspe-
cies, status and populations, for both m1 and m2, and among all wear classes (Supplementary Table S9). For
sex, the results were more equivocal, with no significant differences in three cases and a perceptible impact of
sex on shape in the remaining 17 cases. Sex seemed to notably affect the shape of worn teeth (i.e. Class 3 of m1
and Class 2 of m2), which is consistent with previous analyses on size. The cross-validated classification rates
varied quite widely depending on teeth and wear classes (Supplementary Table S9). The best classification results
obtained (>77%) concerned the subspecies and were more effective for m1 than for m2. Status (i.e. domestic
reindeer, wild mountain reindeer and wild forest reindeer) generally ranked between 67 and 73% (except for
Class 1 of m2, i.e. 57%). However, sex and population groups had the least effective classification results (<60%).

Despite the overlaps, the patterns of variation seemed to evolve in the same way for both teeth in each wear
class (Fig. 3). For Class 1 of m1 and m2, individuals showed similar variations in the morphospace: shape vari-
ation along the first principal component (PC1) revealed a subspecific variation (accounting for between 30.4

3 [13] 390

usr o [13] [10] (11

18
=

161 380 er 1

]
[2] °

t -1
HE - =

3709 (0]

I
- [ -1
1
+o|- =
-
Hl =
|
I
~IE
=

g e J 360~

2 o

S

3.95-

= l (1o
o — 3.85-] [14] 5] - [3]

[28]

t- {1
i=
E

[20] -

°

7]

- Bl 2] - ] [2] . [91 EE i
375+ T . Q E . . M T ——

360 . : _ = "' —_
© ¢ ¢ 9 ¢ 9 9@ J 9 I ¢ I ©° o | |% & P e
C 380 b
BB g @ g 9 d 9 d Q@ ¢ Q@ d Q9@ JF @
[4] e == -
5787 [16] 6] - 6 Sex Domestic reindeer (R. t. tarandus)
(61 T 2l T
wf T B2 6 @ " Q o} %
4 o L
. ° H e == _ Female Male Pohjois-Pohjanmaa Etela-Lappi Pohjois-Lappi
365 L]
. H ° Wild mountain reindeer (R. t. tarandus) Wild forest reindeer (R. t. fennicus)
—_ : 3
360 : ﬁ
Q d —é— d e J e d e Jd @ J Q d Hardangervidda Knutsha Lansi-Suomi Karjala
Figure 2. Boxplots of the variation in log-transformed centroid size (Csize) according to the population and sex
for m1-Classl (A), m1-Class2 (B), m1-Class3 (C), m2-Class1 (D) and m2-Class2 (E). The numbers in square
brackets represent the number of teeth analysed in each population.
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Figure 3. Scatter plots of the two first axes (PC1 and PC2) of principal component analyses performed on

the shape data according to the population for m1-Classl (A), m1-Class2 (B), m1-Class3 (C), m2-Classl (D)
and m2-Class2 (E) and visualization of shape variation via deformation of the mean shape along negative and
positive PC1 and PC2 values. Each circle corresponds to the mean value of a population. The proportion of the
total variance respectively expressed by the axes PC1 and PC2 is indicated in brackets.

and 31.1% of shape variation depending on the tooth). For the more worn teeth (i.e. Classes 2 and 3 of m1 and
Class 2 of m2), the subspecific variation was more expressed along the second principal component (PC2),
accounting for between 16.6 and 20.8% of the shape variation. In contrast, for these categories, PC1 still seemed
to express the shape variation for tooth wear (accounting for between 31.0 and 36.8% of the shape variation),
despite the subdivision into wear classes. While the distinction between the two subspecies was relatively visible,
regardless of wear class, domestic individuals and their wild mountain reindeer counterparts largely overlap in
the morphospace. Ultimately, the morphological variation along the PC1 and PC2 values varied in the same
pattern according to the wear classes for both m1 and m2 (see Supplementary Text 5.2).

All five categories studied show a clear structuring of phenotypic variation for the shape (Fig. 4), where wild
forest reindeer populations from Lansi-Suomi and Karjala cluster on one side of the shape networks. While the
mountain reindeer populations cluster on the opposite side of the shape networks, they are clearly divided into
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Figure 4. Neighbour-joining tree using Mahalanobis distances based on molar shape data from modern
Fennoscandian populations for m1-Class1 (A), m1-Class2 (B), m1-Class3 (C), m2-Classl (D) and m2-Class2
(E).

two subgroups: the wild mountain reindeer populations from Hardangervidda and Knutshg, and the Finnish
domestic populations from Pohjois-Pohjanmaa, Eteld-Lappi and Pohjois-Lappi.

For both teeth, the allometry was not significant (all P>0.05) when splitting the analyses by wear class. This
shows that size has no effect on shape, and vice versa. This is an essential result before any application to the
archaeological record and to help in the identification of subspecies.

Reindeer individuals from Sami archaeological sites in northern Fennoscandia. In terms of size,
the teeth of archaeological specimens were generally larger than the teeth of modern populations (all P<0.05),
except for Class 2 of m2 (Fig. 5A-C, G-H). In contrast, no significant differences in size were detected between
reindeer from different archaeological sites (all P>0.05). In terms of shape, the archaeological specimens over-
lapped relatively well with modern reindeer in the morphospace based on the PC1 and PC2 (Fig. 5D-F, I-]).
Geometric morphometric identification of the archaeological lower molars revealed a mixed assemblage domi-
nated by mountain reindeer (85%), followed by forest reindeer (15%). For m1, 30 teeth were attributed to moun-
tain reindeer and six to forest reindeer. The only m1 from Juikenttd was assigned to forest reindeer. In Markkina,
19 m1 were identified as mountain reindeer (91%) and two m1 as forest reindeer (9%), and in Nukkumajoki,
seven were attributed to mountain reindeer (70%) and three to forest reindeer (30%). The four m1 from Pappila
have been identified as belonging to mountain reindeer. For m2, eight teeth were attributed to forest reindeer
and 46 to mountain reindeer. More specifically, the only m2 from Juikentta was assigned to forest reindeer, five
teeth from Nukkumajoki were assigned to forest reindeer (against 13 mountain reindeer, 28%/ 72%) and two
forest reindeer were found in faunal assemblage of Markkina (against 21 mountain reindeer, 9%/ 91%). Finally,
all m2 from Pappila belong to mountain reindeer.

Discussion

Impact of tooth wear on geometric morphometric analyses. Despite their hardness, ungulate teeth
wear with age as a result of intensive use over time and can potentially exhibit extremely variable morphology
depending on the degree of wear. Recent studies on equids, bovids and caprines have indicated that age has
little or no effect on the size and shape of molar occlusal surfaces®’~*. Furthermore, these studies showed that
when age-related variations in size and shape existed, they were homogeneous across species, indicating that
age had a negligible impact on the distinction between taxa. However, all previous studies focused on ungulates
that present significantly more hypsodont teeth, and no studies have really examined the impact of tooth wear
on intra-specific morphological variation. Reindeer have brachyodont teeth whose shape is less regular along
the crown. Hence, their form tends to vary much more with wear. Our study has shown that wear had a major
impact on the size and shape of m1 and m2, potentially overshadowing the perceptible differences between
subspecies or populations. As the tooth became worn, the centroid size of the tooth increased. Shape was also
directly impacted by the wear with an attenuation of the enamel folds on the lingual side and a deepening of the
interlobal grooves. Although we have been careful to subdivide our analyses into three wear classes, our results
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Figure 5. Size and shape analysis of archaeological specimens. Boxplots of the variation in log-transformed
centroid size (Csize) according to the tooth wear class for m1-Classl (A), m1-Class2 (B), m1-Class3 (C),
m2-Classl (G) and m2-Class2 (H). The numbers in square brackets represent the number of teeth analysed in
each category. Scatter plots of the two first axes (PC1 and PC2) of principal component analyses performed on
the shape data according to the tooth wear class for m1-Class1 (D), m1-Class2 (E), m1-Class3 (F), m2-Class1
(I) and m2-Class2 (J). The proportion of the total variance respectively expressed by the axes PC1 and PC2 is

indicated in brackets.

indicated that wear still played an important role in the variation of molar size and shape. Tooth wear depends
on various factors such as diet, food availability, type of substrate, health status, genetics, sex or individual tooth
enamel mineralisation characteristics**~*2. However, in light of our results, we argue that the subdivision into
three wear classes was a useful precaution, because even if the impact of wear remains visible, it can be taken into
account in order to not misinterpret or over-interpret the results of geometric morphometric analyses.

Most of the taxonomic or population differences were more clearly evident in individuals with moderately
worn teeth (i.e. Class 2). In younger individuals or in less worn teeth (i.e. Class 1), shape was more discriminating
than centroid size, whereas in older individuals or in more worn teeth (i.e. Class 3), the differences were expressed
more through size, and were more difficult to perceive in the morphospace. Unworn (Class 0) and highly worn
(Class 4) teeth were excluded from the study, as they were difficult to integrate into our landmarking protocol,
and avoided incorporating the noise inherent in these wear classes into the analyses. However, very young (i.e.
Class 0) or old animals (i.e. Class 4) are generally not the most abundant individuals in the Fennoscandian
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archaeological record®*****, Indeed, in traditional Sami reindeer herding, adult reindeer—mostly correspond-
ing to our Class 2 for m1 and Classes 1 and 2 for m2—were preferentially slaughtered for meat production*>=’.
The use of young reindeer (i.e. calves) as slaughter animals only developed in Fennoscandia in the 1960s and
1970s*4%. The fact that there are more adult individuals in the archaeological assemblage may also be attributable
to the selective hunting by Sdmi societies*. Thus, our results from the wear classes seem to be an advantage for
application to the Sdmi archaeological contexts of northern Fennoscandia as these would be the best represented
individuals.

Sexual dimorphism and the influence of herd management. Part of the morphological varia-
tion between groups could be associated with the sex of the individuals—due to the existence of a well-known
strong sexual dimorphism in reindeer—as already shown in geometric morphometric studies on the postcranial
skeleton®*-*. This marked biological sexual distinction can be partially explained by the spatial segregation of
males and females during part of the year, but it is also accentuated by the fact that males must have a competi-
tive advantage in competing for access to sexual partners during the rutting season®’. Furthermore, this could
directly impact teeth as there may be differences in feeding habits between males and females®, and a differential
tooth eruption age® or wear between the sexes™. This could explain why in our study, shape differences between
males and females were only observed in individuals with worn teeth (i.e. Class 3 of m1 and Class 2 of m2). In
contrast, our results indicate that males tended to have larger teeth than females, which would be consistent
with the osteometric data obtained on the postcranial skeleton****. However, this was not significant in all study
populations. This was slightly more evident in wild populations—especially in Finnish forest reindeer—while in
domestic populations the difference was not clear. This would indicate that sexual dimorphism would have a dif-
ferential impact according to the populations considered, but also that this impact is clearly less evident in terms
of the size of the reindeer teeth compared to the postcranial skeleton®*-*. Indeed, the morphological differences
between sexes on bones are probably due to the different weightbearing functions of the skeletal elements. The
long bones carry a greater proportion of body weight, but also the weight of antlers, which are larger and heavier
in males. This biological characteristic further accentuates the sexual dimorphism, making the long bones of the
limbs of reindeer much better sex discriminators than their teeth. This could also be explained by the fact that
sexual selection in polygynous male ungulates favours body size over tooth size>”.

The fact that sexual dimorphism is more noticeable in wild than in domestic populations is something that
has already been observed in Finnish reindeer populations?®-*°. A more pronounced sexual dimorphism could
be partially explained by a differential sex ratio. Indeed, in many polygynous wild ungulates, in which competi-
tion between males for access to females is intense and males may be at a disadvantage when competing for rare
resources, the sex ratio in herds becomes biased in favour of females®. In domestic herds, the sex ratio can also
be strongly influenced by human management and selection, which aims to maximise meat production, further
favouring a sex ratio towards females™. Thus, as the sex ratio in domestic populations increases even more in
favour of females, mating competition and the intensity of selection are likely to decrease®, with the potential
consequence of attenuating size sexual dimorphism. Ultimately, competition is more pronounced in wild herds,
so dimorphism may be more pronounced than in domestic herds.

Historically, in traditional Sdmi reindeer herding, the slaughter pattern concentrated on adult males, so the
proportion of males in the herds was relatively high*>**%. Furthermore, the reindeer were left to graze on natural
pastures as wild individuals, and their mating was probably not controlled*’. However, the composition, struc-
ture and management of herds have changed over time, especially in the transition to reindeer herding based on
more efficient meat production, with the highest possible proportion of breeding-age female reindeer*®**. This
relatively recent change (i.e. from the 1960s and 1970s onwards) has affected the natural behaviour of modern
reindeer herds, as well as their reproduction dynamics and genetic composition®. Moreover, it is also known that
the body size of reindeer can be immediately influenced by human selection, without long domestic ancestry?-*°.
Thus, the relatively smaller size of modern domestic reindeer teeth compared to their wild counterparts, as well
as non-significant sexual dimorphism in tooth size and shape, are more likely due to recent changes in domestic
herd management. It is therefore reasonable to assume that the amplitude of sexual dimorphism must have
been very different in past Sami reindeer herds compared to what we have observed in modern domestic herds.
Thus, if there are differences in the size and shape of teeth between males and females, they cannot be used to
determine the sex of the animals. These data must be taken into account when applying the methodology to the
archaeological record and when interpreting the results.

Identifying Rangifer subspecies in archaeological contexts. The interpretation of fossil reindeer
finds from archaeological contexts can be complicated due to the presence of two interbreeding subspecies:
mountain reindeer, which include both wild and domesticated herds, as well as wild forest reindeer. Although
the contact area between the two subspecies is currently limited (see Fig. 1), it was larger in the past, with moun-
tain reindeer which was extant throughout the mountainous regions of northern Fennoscandia and forest rein-
deer throughout the taiga of northern Finland'®. However, this should be assessed with the utmost caution since
over time, it is historically known that the ranges of wild and domestic reindeer have fluctuated greatly under
the pressure of various anthropogenic and/or climatic factors®>*°!. Subspecies identification is of great interest
to archaeologists in terms of understanding the history of past Sdmi communities since wild reindeer hunting
had long been practiced in parallel with the breeding of domestic reindeer herds'. Taking into account that
mountain reindeer have both a wild and a domestic form and that forest reindeer only have a wild form as they
have never been domesticated in Fennoscandia, the identification of the subspecies seems to be a prerequisite
before any identification of domestic individuals in archaeological faunal assemblages can take place. Thus, the
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identification of the subspecies may reflect different subsistence strategies—such as hunting or herding—and/or
cultural interpretations (e.g. Sami sacrificial offering or food scraps).

Previous studies have shown that the morphologies of these two subspecies overlap considerably, making it
difficult to identify them from often fragmented archaeological bones*. In our study, the analyses of morphologi-
cal variation in teeth brought new clues about subspecific discrimination. We showed that modern wild forest
reindeer had significantly larger molars than modern mountain reindeer—both wild and domestic—which is in
accordance with previous osteometric and geometric morphometric studies on the postcranial skeleton*28-3,
Regarding shape, our results allow also a relatively good distinction to be made between the two reindeer sub-
species currently living in Fennoscandia, with more than 80% of correct classification with cross-validation
(except for Class 1 of m2: 78%), which may help to distinguish between them in the fossil record. The congru-
ence of these morphotypes with phylogeny confirmed that the phylogenetic signal on the shape of lower molar
is relatively strong. The morphological differences between subspecies could also reflect different geographical
and ecological origins prior to their migration to Fennoscandia. Reindeer were already present in Norway and
Sweden by 13,000-12,000 BP, while their presence in Southern Finland only dates back to 7000 BP®’. Thus, one
of the main hypotheses is that mountain reindeer are the descendants of the South-European Pleistocene rein-
deer and migrated into northern Fennoscandia via the west coast of present-day Norway, while forest reindeer
probably colonised south-eastern Fennoscandia directly from eastern Siberia or south-eastern Central Europe.
Although many authors have addressed the question of the disappearance of reindeer from Southern Europe
after the Last Glacial and their subsequent colonisation of Northern Europe®*-%°, no study has used distinc-
tive morphology to highlight the different migration routes of these two subspecies following the melting of
the ice cap. Thus, our geometric morphometric results could eventually test these hypotheses and identify the
geographical origin of each subspecies.

Morphometric identification of the lower molars of fossil reindeer revealed the presence of both subspecies
in the archaeological faunal assemblage of northern Fennoscandia—dominated by mountain reindeer (85%)
followed by forest reindeer (15%). In Juikenttd, m1 and m2 (belonging to the same individual, included in the
same hemi-mandible) were found to belong to a forest reindeer. As the site is located in the boreal forest, this
confirms the presence of this subspecies in the region between the thirteenth and seventeenth centuries. However,
the presence of wild forest reindeer in an archaeological assemblage is not necessarily proof of the absence of
domestication by Sami communities. Indeed, a recent study of reindeer bone remains from Juikenttéd has shown
the use of draught reindeer at the site from at least the late thirteenth century®. This shows the presence of both
subspecies in the region at that time and therefore a mixed socio-economic organisation by Sdémi populations
shared between reindeer herding and wild reindeer hunting. Conversely, all of the individuals identified in Pap-
pila were mountain reindeer. As the site is located in the fell region, a high and barren landscape, the environment
was probably never suitable for forest reindeer. The Sdmi communities practised reindeer herding in this area
in the seventeenth century, but subsistence was mainly based on hunting and fishing*. The absence of forest
reindeer in the Pappila faunal assemblage does not necessarily mean that there were only domestic reindeer at
the site, but suggests that hunting strategies must have been geared towards wild mountain reindeer.

In Nukkumajoki and Markkina, sites located on the northern edge of the boreal forest, both subspecies were
identified in the faunal assemblage but in different proportions. This means that both species were present in
these two regions between the fifteenth and nineteenth centuries, and that Sdmi subsistence patterns were also
mixed (hunting/herding). Indeed, evidence for the use of draught reindeer has been found at Nukkumajoki®,
and it is historically known that reindeer herding was already practised in the Enonteki6 region when the Mark-
kina site was occupied*!. In Markkina, almost 91% of the analysed teeth (m1 and m2) were attributed to moun-
tain reindeer, in contrast to forest reindeer (nearly 9%). In Nukkumajoki, the faunal assemblage is also largely
dominated by mountain reindeer, but with a higher proportion of forest reindeer than in Markkina (30%). This
could indicate that the population density of forest reindeer was higher in north-eastern than in north-western
Finland, where the region becomes more mountainous and probably less suitable for forest reindeer than for
mountain reindeer. However, a different proportion of mountain and forest reindeer at these two sites may also
be the attributable to the Sdmi communities’ choice of hunting and subsistence strategies. Indeed, mountain
reindeer are more gregarious, they live in more open tundra or mountain regions, while forest reindeer have a
more solitary and complex social organisation in a more closed taiga environment?. Trapping pit systems, which
can comprise hundreds of pitfall traps at strategic locations in the landscape, were a widespread Sami hunting
technique for wild reindeer in northern Fennoscandia during the Iron Age and medieval periods'>$”%%, This
hunting strategy was probably more suited to hunting wild mountain reindeer than wild forest reindeer. The
differential proportion of the two subspecies found in archaeological sites could also reflect the function of the
site. Nukkumajoki is a village, while Markkina is a marketplace. Wild forest reindeer may have been consumed
more at the settlement sites than at the markets.

Explaining size differences between modern and past reindeer teeth. In our archaeological
sample, the teeth of fossil specimens were generally significantly larger than those of modern individuals. This
could be partially explained by the fact that there are no longer any completely wild modern genetic lineages
of mountain reindeer in northern Fennoscandia, following the introgression of domestic reindeer into the wild
gene pool in the nineteenth century?. Furthermore, past wild populations lived at much higher latitudes than
present-day wild populations. Wild mountain and forest populations are now confined to Southern Norway
and Finland, respectively, but have occupied northern Fennoscandia in the past'é, as our results also confirmed.
Weinstock® stated that larger reindeer were found at higher latitudes and/or in colder environments, conclu-
sions that are in line with Bergmann’ rule, although this has been questioned for present-day Canadian’ or
Pleistocene Southern European populations”'. The reduction in tooth size between modern domestic reindeer
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and the 13th to seventeenth century domestic reindeer potentially present at these archaeological sites could also
be due to changes in reindeer herd management, selective breeding, and herding practices in the late twentieth
century”’~*. However, working domestic individuals have been shown to be taller than free-ranging domestic
individuals, which is explained by the fact that working individuals are selected for their physical properties and
abilities (usually males)*®. Size reduction should therefore not be a reliable criterion for identifying domestic
reindeer in the archaeological record; on the contrary, they should be significantly larger.

Thus, the fossil sample comprises wild forest reindeer that are generally larger than mountain reindeer, as well
as mountain reindeer, possibly including both wild and domesticated individuals. Previous studies have shown
that reindeer herding was already present during the occupation phase of the Markkina and Pappila markets*.
In addition, the age and sex structure of reindeer in these sites would argue for the presence of domesticated
individuals, including male individuals. In Juikenttd and Nukkumajoki, the use of draught reindeer has also
been suggested, which are usually male individuals®®. We therefore argue that the large tooth size of archaeologi-
cal individuals is explained by the presence of forest reindeer, but also by a high proportion of male domestic
mountain reindeer, which are generally larger. Although our method is very reliable in distinguishing between
subspecies, the presence of mixed subsistence strategies for several centuries in northern Fennoscandia makes
it relatively complicated to identify early domesticated reindeer in the archaeological record. Thus, our method
should still be supported by other material evidence such as harness pieces’” or the presence of palaeopathologies
and/or entheseal changes directly on the reindeer bones®.

Conclusion

Historically, reindeer is probably one of the species to be most recently domesticated by humans, but identify-
ing the period and place of origin of their domestication through the archaeological record remains a complex
task. Thus, zooarchaeologists need powerful biomarkers on fossil reindeer remains to document the origin of
early domesticated reindeer. Our work demonstrated the potential of geometric morphometric studies on the
lower molars to identify subspecies, but also to better understand the impact of tooth wear and sex on the tooth
morphology of different Fennoscandian reindeer populations.

Understanding the morphometric variability of reindeer had to be carried out beforehand by bringing
together a large sample of modern specimens before application to the fossil record. Our results showed that tooth
wear had a major impact on the size and shape of the lower molars, unlike sex, which had a negligible impact.
Nevertheless, this new protocol allowed for a very reliable taxonomic distinction at the subspecific level, and
also allowed for a discussion on the morphological variations between wild and domestic individuals, in modern
populations and archaeological assemblages. This methodology will allow archaeologists to better estimate the
presence of wild or domestic reindeer in archaeological assemblages, and thereby comprehend the evolution of
socio-economic models of the Sdmi reindeer herder communities in northern Fennoscandia. However, caution
must be taken with regard to the correct identification of domestic reindeer due to the great variability in the
timing and dispersal of the domestication process in Fennoscandia, as well as the genetic introgression between
wild and domestic herds. Each variable—such as wear, sex or taxonomy—and parameter—such as size, shape
and allometry—must be finely analysed and coupled with archaeological contexts in order to be able to identify
individuals and better understand the morphometric variability of archaeological reindeer.

Nevertheless, the results of our analyses on archaeological individuals have confirmed the presence of a mixed
economy of hunting and herding with regional variations, which could be related to ecological and/or cultural
factors. The archaeological individuals considered in this study came from four North-Eastern Fennoscandia
sites dated between the 13th and the eighteenth centuries, although Sami reindeer herding might date back
further, in other regions such as the Scandinavian mountains. There could even be material evidence of earlier
reindeer management in Siberia, linked to other past Arctic communities. Thus, future work should include these
other geo-chronological contexts in which our methodology should help to identify the oldest traces of reindeer
domestication. Such studies would allow for the refinement of research on archaeological sites in order to improve
the identification of the first stages of reindeer domestication in time and space. Additionally, in a broader per-
spective, our analytical protocol should be able to provide subspecies identification of Rangifer individuals for
other archaeological periods, such as the rich Palaeolithic record of reindeer hunting in Eurasia through time.

Methods
Geometric morphometrics were performed on standardised 2D images of the first (m1) and second (m2) lower
molars, collected from modern and archaeological reindeer samples (Table 1). A total of 389 modern specimens
(Nyeetn = 581; Ny, =327 and n,,, =254) were analysed, including the two extant Fennoscandian reindeer subspe-
cies—both wild and domestic—from seven localities (Fig. 1; Supplementary Text 1). The archaeological reindeer
teeth (nyeeq, = 90; Ny =36 and n,, = 54) that were analysed came from two Sdmi dwelling sites and two Sami mar-
ket places in present-day Northern Finland, dating from ca. 1300 to 1800 AD**% (Fig. 1; Supplementary Text 2).

As tooth wear can have a significant impact on overall tooth morphology, wear classes were established to
test the impact of wear on our geometric morphometric results. Four classes were used (Class 0 to Class 4, Sup-
plementary Figure S1 and S2; see Supplementary Text 3 for a justification of this classification). For each tooth,
the occlusal view was photographed using a standardised protocol (Supplementary Text 4). Modern Norwegian
populations were photographed by ED and Modern Finnish modern populations and archaeological specimens
were photographed by MP. Following data acquisition, MP reviewed each photograph and only those that strictly
respected the established protocol were considered in the study.

In order to properly define the position of our landmarks and their relevance, we first quantified the number
of individuals showing loss of enamel contact and exposed dentine connections according to the wear classes,
(see Supplementary Figure S3 and Supplementary Text 4 for a justification of this protocol). The shape and size
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ml m2
Number of individuals | 3 ND | Total |¢Q 3 ND | Total

Modern wild forest reindeer (R.t. fennicus)

Linsi-Suomi (Southwestern Finland) 31 9 11 7 27 7 10 |4 21
Karjala (Southeastern Finland) 129 43 45 18 106 36 41 17 94
Modern wild mountain reindeer (R.t. tarandus)

Hardangervidda (Southern Norway) 67 22 30 |- 52 25 21 |- 46
Knutshe (Southern Norway) 42 15 17 |2 34 6 15 1 22

Modern domestic reindeer (R.t. tarandus)

Pohjois-Pohjanmaa (Northern Ostrobothnia,

Finland) 28 10 10 |5 25 6 5 |4 15
Eteld-Lappi (Southern Lapland, Finland) 49 26 13 |2 41 29 8 |2 39
Pohjois-Lappi (Northern Lapland, Finland) 43 13 27 |2 42 8 7 |2 17
Total 389 138 153 | 36 327 117 107 | 30 254
Archaeological samples N teeth ml | m2

Juikenttd (Sodankyld, Lapland, Finland) 2 1 1

Markkina (Enonteki6, Lapland, Finland) 44 21 23

Nukkumajoki 2 (Inari, Lapland, Finland) 28 10 18

Pappila (Utsjoki, Lapland, Finland) 16 4 12

Total 90 36 54

Table 1. Detail of modern specimens studied from the Zoological Museum of Oulu (wild forest reindeer
and domestic reindeer from Finland) and the UMR 7041 ArScAn laboratory (wild mountain reindeer from
Norway) according to locality, sex (female: 9; male: &) and tooth (first lower molar: m1; second lower molar:
m?2), as well as archaeological specimens from the Finnish Heritage Agency of Helsinki, Finland.

of m1 and m2 was estimated using a new 2D protocol involving nine landmarks and 66 equidistant sliding sem-
ilandmarks positioned on the inner edge of the enamel, i.e. at the enamel-dentine junction, to limit biases related
to external enamel wear (Fig. 6 and Supplementary Text 4 for more details). The landmark and semi-landmark
coordinates were acquired by a single operator (MP) from digital photographs using tpsDig2 v.2.167°. Teeth with
little to no wear (Class 0) were excluded from the study because tooth wear rendered the landmark protocol
inapplicable due to a non-visible enamel-dentin junction or minimal wear with unexposed dentinal connections.
Similarly, highly worn (Class 4) teeth were excluded from the analyses, as most individuals had excessively worn
teeth for which the protocol was also inapplicable due to the total or partial disappearance of the enamel-dentin
junction. Particularly for m2, Class 3 was also excluded due to an insufficient number of individuals (n=16).
Unlike landmarks, semilandmarks do not have an exact anatomical correspondence along the enamel-dentine
junction, and instead ‘slide’ along the line between adjacent points in order to minimise the bending energy of
the thin-plate spline interpolation function’. All specimens’ coordinates were aligned using the Generalized

Parastylid Metaconid Metastylid Entoconid Entostylid

Protoconid Hypoconid

Figure 6. Landmarks and semilandmarks locations on the left lower molar (m1 and m2) of reindeer in occlusal
view. 1: point of maximum curvature between the parastylid and the metaconid; 2: point of maximum curvature
on the metaconid; 3: point of maximum curvature on the metastylid; 4: point of maximum curvature between
the metastylid and the entoconid; 5: point of maximum curvature on the entoconid; 6: point of maximum
curvature on the entostylid; 7: point of maximum curvature on the hypoconid; 8: point of maximum curvature
between the hypoconid and the protoconid; 9: point of maximum curvature on the protoconid.
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Procrustes Analysis (GPA) during which the sliding semi-landmark coordinates were allowed to slide using the
bending energy criteria’”® and conducted using tpsRelw v.1.4976. All configurations were translated, normalised
and rotated to minimise the overall sum of the squared distances between the corresponding landmarks and
semilandmarks. To remove the effects of scale, GPA also computes a unit centroid size as the square root of the
summed squared distances from all landmarks and semilandmarks to their centroid”.

The analyses were first performed on the whole set of teeth (m1 and m2) in order to verify whether the
method could easily distinguishing between the two types of molars, which have a very similar general confor-
mation. A canonical analysis of variance (CVA), paired with a correct cross-validation test, were then performed
in order to obtain classification accuracy. CVA was performed for shape. Secondly, the analyses focused on
tooth wear for each molar to measure its impact on morphology. For this purpose, differences in m1 and m2
between reindeer populations and then by wear class were first visualised using boxplot for size and Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) for shape. Finally, the analyses were split by tooth and by wear class to better grasp
the taxonomic and/or population signal. Size differences were also visualised using a boxplot based on log-
transformed centroid size and evaluated using an analysis of variance (ANOVA) with an error threshold set at
a=>5%. The analyses were segmented by pooling the specimens by (1) tooth; (2) wear classes; (3) subspecies; (4)
status (i.e. domestic reindeer, wild mountain reindeer and wild forest reindeer); (5) sex; and (6) populations.
Pairwise comparisons of the populations were performed using multiple Wilcoxon rank tests according to
these different categories. To control for the false discovery rate, a multicomparison correction was applied to
the P-values using the ‘Benjamini-Hochberg’ method”®. Shape differences between these different groups were
estimated using a multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA), with significant interaction (a=5%) assumed to
reflect group differences. Shape variation was visualised using a principal component analysis (PCA) based on
Procrustes coordinates. We then assessed the specific and/or population assignment accuracy by calculating the
cross-validated correct classification percentages, using a CVA. So as not affect the cross-validation results, we
reduced the dimensionality of our data set by keeping the values of the main components expressing 95% of the
total variance before each CVA”. The phenotypic similarities between groups were calculated from Mahalanobis
distances derived from canonical variates and visualised using a neighbour-joining network®. Allometry was
assessed using multivariate regressions of shape variables on the log-transformed centroid sizes. Finally, for the
identification of archaeological reindeer, fossil individuals were superimposed along the modern populations
and a linear predictive discriminant analysis was performed on the shape data. All morphometric statistics were
performed with Rstudio v.1.1.383%, using the ‘ade4’®, ‘Geomorph’®* and ‘Morpho’®* libraries.

Data availability
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study available from the corresponding author on reason-
able request.

Received: 23 December 2022; Accepted: 12 April 2023
Published online: 15 April 2023

References
1. Reindeer Herding. A virtual guide to reindeer and the people who herd them. https://reindeerherding.org (2022).
2. Baskin, L. M. Number of wild and domestic reindeer in Russia in the late 20th century. Rangifer 25, 51-57. https://doi.org/10.
7557/2.25.1.337 (2005).
3. Roed, K. H. et al. Genetic analyses reveal independent domestication origins of Eurasian reindeer. Proc. Roy. Soc. B 275, 1849-1855.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2008.0332 (2008).
4. Roed, K. H,, Flagstad, @., Bjornstad, G. & Hufthammer, A. K. Elucidating the ancestry of domestic reindeer from ancient DNA
approaches. Quat. Int. 238, 83-88. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2010.07.031 (2011).
5. Reed, K. H,, Bjorklund, I. & Olsen, B. J. From wild to domestic reindeer—Genetic evidence of a non-native origin of reindeer
pastoralism in northern Fennoscandia. J. Archaeol. Sci. Rep. 19, 279-286. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2018.02.048 (2018).
6. Murashkin, A. L, Kolpakov, E. M., Shumkin, V. Y., Khartanovich, V. I. & Moiseyev, V. G. Kola oleneostrovskiy grave field: A unique
burial site in the European Arctic. In New Sites, New Methods (eds Uino, P. & Nordqvist, K.) 186-199 (ISKOS, 2016).
7. Losey, R. J. et al. Domestication as Enskilment: Harnessing Reindeer in Arctic Siberia. J. Archaeol. Method Theory 28, 197-231.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10816-020-09455-w (2021).
8. Bergman, I., Zackrisson, O. & Liedgren, L. From hunting to herding: Land use, ecosystem processes, and social transformation
among Sami AD 800-1500. Arct. Anthropol. 50, 25-39 (2013).
9. Hansen, L. I. & Olsen, B. Hunters in transition: an outline of early Sdmi history (Brill, 2014).
10. Salmi, A.-K., Aikis, T., Spangen, M., Fjellstrdm, M. & Mulk, I.-M. Tradition and transformation in S4mi animal-offering practices.
Antiquity 92, 472-489. https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2018.20 (2018).
11. Tegengren, H. En utdod lappkultur i Kemi Lappmark: Studier i Nordfinlands kolonisationshistoria (Abo Akademi, 1952).
12. Sommerseth, I. Archaeology and the debate on the transition from reindeer hunting to pastoralism. Rangifer 31, 111-127. https://
doi.org/10.7557/2.31.1.2033 (2011).
13. Bjerklund, I. Domestication, reindeer husbandry and the development of Sami pastoralism. Acta Boreal. 30, 174-189. https://doi.
0rg/10.1080/08003831.2013.847676 (2013).
14. Aronsson, K.-A. Forest Reindeer Herding A.D. 1-1800. An Archaeological and Paleoecological Study in Northern Sweden (Ph.D.
Dissertation, Umed University, 1991).
15. Korhonen, T. Poroerotus. Historia, toiminta ja tekniset ratkaisut (Suomalaisen Kirjallisuuden Seura, 2008).
16. Helle, T. P. Peuran ja poron jéljilld (Kirjayhtyma, 1982).
17. Wallerstrom, T. The Saami between east and west in the middle ages: An archaeological contribution to the history of reindeer
breeding. Acta Boreal. 17, 3-39. https://doi.org/10.1080/08003830008580501 (2000).
18. Heino, M. T. et al. Replacement of wild reindeer genetic lineages by domestic ones at Sami offering sites in Finland from 1400-1600
AD onwards. J. Archaeol. Sci. Rep. 35, 102691. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2020.102691 (2021).
19. Suominen, O. & Olofsson, J. Impacts of semi-domesticated reindeer on structure of tundra and forest communities in Fennos-
candia: A review. Ann. Zool. Fenn. 37, 233-249 (2000).

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:6174 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-33422-6 nature portfolio


https://reindeerherding.org
https://doi.org/10.7557/2.25.1.337
https://doi.org/10.7557/2.25.1.337
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2008.0332
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2010.07.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2018.02.048
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10816-020-09455-w
https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2018.20
https://doi.org/10.7557/2.31.1.2033
https://doi.org/10.7557/2.31.1.2033
https://doi.org/10.1080/08003831.2013.847676
https://doi.org/10.1080/08003831.2013.847676
https://doi.org/10.1080/08003830008580501
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2020.102691

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

20.

Salmi, A.-K. et al. Zooarchaeological and stable isotope evidence of Sami reindeer offerings. J. Archaeol. Sci. Rep. 29, 102129.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2019.102129 (2020).

21. Fjellstrom, M., Eriksson, G., Angerbjorn, A. & Lidén, K. Approaching historic reindeer herding in northern Sweden by stable
isotope analysis. J. Nordic Archaeol. Sci. 19, 63-75 (2020).

22. Nieminen, M. & Helle, T. Variations in body measurements of wild and semi-domestic reindeer (Rangifer tarandus) in Fennos-
candia. Ann. Zool. Fenn. 17, 275-283 (1980).

23. Hakala, A. V. K. et al. On the taxonomy and geographical variation of the European reindeer with special reference to the wild
forest reindeer, Rangifer tarandus fennicus Lonnberg 1909. Aquilo. Ser. Zoologica 29, 3-23 (1996).

24. Puputti, A.-K. & Niskanen, M. Identification of semi-domesticated reindeer (Rangifer tarandus tarandus, Linnaeus 1758) and
wild forest reindeer (R.t. fennicus, Lonnberg 1909) from postcranial skeletal measurements. Mamm. Biol. 74, 49-58. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.mambio.2008.03.002 (2009).

25. Payne, S. & Bull, G. Component of variations in measurements of pig bones and teeth, and the use of measurements to distinguish
wild from domestic pigs. Archaeolzoologia 2, 27-66 (1988).

26. Morey, D. E. Size, shape and development in the evolution of the domestic dog. J. Archaeol. Sci. 19, 181-204. https://doi.org/10.
1016/0305-4403(92)90049-9 (1992).

27. Peters, J., Helmer, D., von den Driesch, A. & Segui, M. S. Early animal husbandry in the Northern Levant. Paléorient 25, 27-48.
https://doi.org/10.3406/paleo.1999.4685 (1999).

28. Pelletier, M., Kotiaho, A., Niinimaki, S. & Salmi, A.-K. Identifying early stages of reindeer domestication in the archaeological
record: A 3D morphological investigation on forelimb bones of modern populations from Fennoscandia. Archaeol. Anthropol. Sci.
12, 169. https://doi.org/10.1007/5s12520-020-01123-0 (2020).

29. Pelletier, M., Niinimiki, S. & Salmi, A.-K. Influence of captivity and selection on limb long bone cross-sectional morphology of
reindeer. J. Morphol. 282, 1533-1556. https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.21403 (2021).

30. Pelletier, M., Kotiaho, A., Niiniméki, S. & Salmi, A.-K. Impact of selection and domestication on hindlimb bones of modern rein-
deer populations: Archaeological implications for early reindeer management by Sdmi in Fennoscandia. Hist. Biol. 34, 802-820.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2021.1947268 (2022).

31. Maurer, B. A., Brown, J. H. & Rusler, R. D. The micro and macro in body size evolution. Evolution 46, 939-953. https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.1558-5646.1992.tb00611.x (1992).

32. Vigne, J.-D,, Carrere, L, Briois, F. & Guilaine, J. The early process of mammal domestication in the Near East: New evidence from
the pre-neolithic and pre-pottery neolithic in Cyprus. Curr. Anthropol. 52, $255-S271 (2011).

33. Zeder, M. A. Core questions in domestication research. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 112, 3191-3198. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.15017
11112 (2015).

34. Bookstein, E. L. Morphometric Tools for Landmark Data: Geometry and Biology (Cambridge University Press, 1991).

35. Evin, A. et al. The long and winding road: Identifying pig domestication through molar size and shape. J. Archaeol. Sci. 40, 735-743.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2012.08.005 (2013).

36. Cucchi, T. et al. Detecting taxonomic and phylogenetic signals in equid cheek teeth: Towards new palaeontological and archaeo-
logical proxies. Roy. Soc. Open Sci. 4, 160997. https://doi.org/10.1098/rs0s.160997 (2017).

37. Cucchi, T. et al. Taxonomic and phylogenetic signals in bovini cheek teeth: Towards new biosystematic markers to explore the
history of wild and domestic cattle. J. Archaeol. Sci. 109, 104993. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2019.104993 (2019).

38. Jeanjean, M. et al. Sorting the flock: Quantitative identification of sheep and goat from isolated third lower molars and mandibles
through geometric morphometrics. J. Archaeol. Sci. 141, 105580. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2022.105580 (2022).

39. Seetah, K., Cucchi, T., Dobney, K. & Barker, G. A geometric morphometric re-evaluation of the use of dental form to explore
differences in horse (Equus caballus) populations and its potential zooarchaeological application. J. Archaeol. Sci. 41, 904-910.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2013.10.022 (2014).

40. Miller, F. L. Biology of the Kaminuriak population of barren-ground caribou. Part 2: Dentition as an indicator of sex and age; com-
position and socialization of the population 1-88 (Canadian Wildlife Service Report Series 31, 1974).

41. Skogland, T. Tooth wear by food limitation and its life history consequences in wild reindeer. Oikos 51, 238-242. https://doi.org/
10.2307/3565648 (1988).

42. Kojola, I, Helle, T., Huhta, E. & Niva, A. Foraging conditions, tooth wear and herbivore body reserves: A study of female reindeer.
Oecologia 117, 26-30. https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050627 (1998).

43. Hedman, S.-D., Olsen, B. & Vretemark, M. Hunters, herders and hearths: interpreting new results from hearth row sites in Pasvik,
Arctic Norway. Rangifer 35, 1-24. https://doi.org/10.7557/2.35.1.3334 (2015).

44. Harlin, E., Mannermaa, K. & Ukkonen, P. Animal bones from medieval and early modern Saami settlements in Finnish Lapland.
In Helsinki Harvest (eds Mannermaa, K. et al.) 149-177 (Archaeological Society of Finland, 2019).

45. Itkonen, T. I. Suomen Lappalaiset Vuoteen 1945 (WSOY, 1948).

46. Soppela, P. Reindeer as a source of nutrition. In Siiddastallan—From Lapp Communities to Modern Sdmi Life (eds Pennanen, J. &
Nikkildjarvi, K.) 77-78 (Siida Sémi Museum, 2002).

47. Soppela, P, van den Berg, M., Kynkdanniemi, S.-M. & Wallén, H. Castration as part of reindeer herd management. In Domestication
in Action—Past and Present Human—-Reindeer Interaction in Northern Fennoscandia (ed. Salmi, A.-K.) 65-94 (Palgrave McMillan,
2022).

48. Helle, T. P. & Kojola, I. Reproduction and mortality of Finnish semidomesticated reindeer in relation to density and management
strategies. Arctic 46, 72-77 (1993).

49. Helle, T. P. & Jaakkola, L. M. Transitions in herd management of semi-domesticated reindeer in Northern Finland. Ann. Zool.
Fenn. 45, 81-101. https://doi.org/10.5735/086.045.0201 (2008).

50. Skogland, T. Comparative Social Organization of Wild Reindeer in Relation to Food, Mates and Predator Avoidance (Paul Parey
Scientific Publishers, 1989).

51. Bignon-Lau, O. et al. Dental microwear textural analyses to track feeding ecology of reindeer: A comparison of two contrasting
populations in Norway. Mamm. Res. 62, 111-120. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13364-016-0304-y (2017).

52. Carranza, J., Alarcos, S., Snchez-Prieto, C. B., Valencia, J. & Mateos, C. Disposable-soma senescence mediated by sexual selection
in an ungulate. Nature 432, 215-218. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03004 (2004).

53. van den Berg, M., Loonen, M. J. J. E. & Cakurlar, C. Judging a reindeer by its teeth: A user-friendly tooth wear and eruption pattern
recording scheme to estimate age-at-death in reindeer (Rangifer tarandus). Int. . Osteoarchaeol. 31, 417-428. https://doi.org/10.
1002/02.2961 (2021).

54. Weinstock, J. Osteometry as a source of refined demographic information: Sex-ratios of reindeer, hunting strategies, and herd
control in the late glacial site of Stellmoor, Northern Germany. J. Archaeol. Sci. 27, 1187-1195. https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1999.
0542 (2000).

55. Carranza, J. & Pérez-Barberia, F. J. Sexual selection and senescence: Male size-dimorphic ungulates evolved relatively smaller
molars than females. Am. Nat. 170, 370-380. https://doi.org/10.1086/519852 (2007).

56. Clutton-Brock, K. E., Rose, K. E. & Guinnes, E E. Density-related changes in sexual selection in red deer. Proc. Roy. Soc. B Biol.
Sci. 264, 1509-1516. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1997.0209 (1997).

57. Lenvik, D., Granfjell, O. & Tamnes, J. Selection strategy in domestic reindeer. 5. Pregnancy in reindeer in Trendelag County,
Norway. Norsk Landbruksforskning 2, 151-161 (1988).

Scientific Reports | (2023) 13:6174 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-33422-6 nature portfolio


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2019.102129
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mambio.2008.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mambio.2008.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-4403(92)90049-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-4403(92)90049-9
https://doi.org/10.3406/paleo.1999.4685
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12520-020-01123-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.21403
https://doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2021.1947268
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1992.tb00611.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1992.tb00611.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1501711112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1501711112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2012.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.160997
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2019.104993
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2022.105580
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2013.10.022
https://doi.org/10.2307/3565648
https://doi.org/10.2307/3565648
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050627
https://doi.org/10.7557/2.35.1.3334
https://doi.org/10.5735/086.045.0201
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13364-016-0304-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03004
https://doi.org/10.1002/oa.2961
https://doi.org/10.1002/oa.2961
https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1999.0542
https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1999.0542
https://doi.org/10.1086/519852
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1997.0209

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

58. Kortesalmi, J. J. Poronhoidon synty ja kehitys Suomessa (Suomalaisen Kirjallisuuden Seura, 2008).

59. Holand, @. Flokkstruktur og slaktestrategi i reindrifta—Et historisk perspektiv. Rangifer Rep. 12, 21-33 (2007).

60. Rankama, T. & Ukkonen, P. On the early history of the wild reindeer (Rangifer tarandus L.) in Finland. Boreas 30, 131-147. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1502-3885.2001.tb01218.x (2001).

61. Pape, R. & LofHler, J. Climate change, land use conflicts, predation and ecological degradation as challenges for reindeer husbandry
in Northern Europe: What do we really know after half a century of research?. Ambio 41, 421-434. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-
012-0257-6 (2012).

62. Sommer, R. S., Kalbe, J., Ekstrom, J., Benecke, N. & Liljegren, R. Range dynamics of the reindeer in Europe during the last 25,000
years. J. Biogeogr. 41, 298-306. https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12193 (2014).

63. Costamagno, S. et al. Reexamining the timing of reindeer disappearance in southwestern France in the larger context of late glacial
faunal turnover. Quat. Int. 414, 34-61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2015.11.103 (2016).

64. Ukkonen, P. et al. History of the reindeer (Rangifer tarandus) in the eastern Baltic region and its implications for the origin and
immigration routes of the recent northern European wild reindeer populations. Boreas 35, 222-230. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1502-3885.2006.tb01152.x (2006).

65. Aaris-Serensen, K., Miihldorff, R. & Petersen, E. B. The Scandinavian reindeer (Rangifer tarandus L.) after the last glacial maximum:
Time, seasonality and human exploitation. J. Archaeol. Sci. 34, 914-923. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2006.09.014 (2007).

66. Salmi, A.-K., van den Berg, M., Niinimaki, S. & Pelletier, M. Earliest archaeological evidence for domesticated reindeer economy
among the Sami of Northeastern Fennoscandia AD 1300 onwards. J. Anthropol. Archaeol. 62, 101303. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jaa.2021.101303 (2021).

67. Myrvoll, E. R, Thuestad, A. & Holm-Olsen, I. M. Wild reindeer hunting in Arctic Norway: Landscape, reindeer migration patterns
and the distribution of hunting pits in Finnmark. Fennoscandia Archaeologica 28, 3-18 (2011).

68. Seitsonen, O. & Viljanmaa, S. Transnational landscapes of Sami Reindeer: Domestication and herding in Northernmost Europe
700-1800 A.D. J. Field Archaeol. 46, 172-191. https://doi.org/10.1080/00934690.2021.1881723 (2021).

69. Weinstock, J. The relationship between body size and environment: the case of Late Pleistocene reindeer (Rangifer tarandus).
Archaeofauna 6, 123-135 (1997).

70. Klein, D. R., Meldgaard, M. & Fancy, S. G. Factors determining leg length in Rangifer tarandus. J. Mammal. 68, 642-655. https://
doi.org/10.2307/1381597 (1987).

71. Magniez, P. Incidence des fluctuations climatiques sur la taille du Renne (Rangifer tarandus) au Pélistocéne supérieur. Quaternaire
21, 259-279. https://doi.org/10.4000/quaternaire.5609 (2010).

72. Carpelan, C. Juikenttd—nékokulma saamelaiseen yhteiskuntaan. Oulun yliopisto Historian laitos Erikoispainossarja 287, 34-44
(1993).

73. Rohlf, E J. tpsDig (Stony Brook, 2010).

74. Gunz, P. & Mitteroecker, P. Semilandmarks: A method for quantifying curves and surfaces. Hystrix 24, 103-109. https://doi.org/
10.4404/hystrix-24.1-6292 (2013).

75. Rohlf, E J. & Slice, D. E. Extensions of the procrustes method for the optimal superimposition of landmarks. Syst. Biol. 39, 40-59.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2992207 (1990).

76. Rohlf, F J. Relative Warps (Stony Brook, 2010).

77. Bookstein, F. L. Biometrics, biomathematics and the morphometric synthesis. Bull. Math. Biol. 58, 313-365. https://doi.org/10.
1007/BF02458311 (1996).

78. Benjamini, Y. & Hochberg, Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: A practical and powerful approach to multiple testing. J. R. Stat.
Soc. B Stat. Methodol. 57, 289-300. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2517-6161.1995.tb02031.x (1995).

79. Kovarovic, K., Aiello, L. C., Cardini, A. & Lockwood, C. A. Discriminant function analyses in archaeology: Are classification rates
too good to be true?. J. Archaeol. Sci. 38, 3006-3018. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2011.06.028 (2011).

80. Mahalanobis, P. C. On the generalized distance in statistics. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. India 2, 49-55 (1936).

81. R Development Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing (R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
2018). https://www.R-project.org

82. Dray, S. & Dufour, A.-B. The ade4 package: Implementing the duality diagram for ecologists. J. Stat. Softw. 22, 1-20. https://doi.
0rg/10.18637/jss.v022.104 (2007).

83. Adams, D., Collyer, M., Kaliontzopoulou, A. & Baken, E. Geomorph: Software for geometric morphometric analyses. R package
version 4.0.4. https://cran.r-project.org/package=geomorph (2022).

84. Schlager, S. Morpho and rvcg—Shape analysis in R. In Statistical Shape and Deformation Analysis (eds Zheng, G. et al.) 217-256
(Academic Press, 2017).

Acknowledgements

This research was funded by the DOMESTICATION (Domestication in Action: Tracing Archaeological Markers of
Human-Animal Interaction; Academy of Finland, Project numbers: 275635 and 308322; the European Research
Council, ERC Starting Grant: 756431) and DEERPAL (Humans and deer during the Palaeolithic: integrating the
variability of prey ecology and ethology in the investigation of past human—environment interactions; French
National Research Agency: ANR-18-CE03-0007) projects, as well as by Biodiverse Anthropocenes (the University
of Oulu and the Academy of Finland Profi6 336449) and Arctic Interactions (the University of Oulu and Academy
of Finland Profi4 318930) research programmes. We are grateful to Tuula Pudas who granted us access to the
Zoological Museum collections of the University of Oulu, and Vebjern Veiberg from the Norwegian Institute for
Nature Research of Trondheim for Norwegian populations. We also thank the Archaeological collections unit at
the Finnish Heritage Agency and the National Museum of Finland for access to the archaeological material. MP
would like to warmly thank Allowen Evin for her help and advice in GMM. Finally, we are very grateful to the
reviewer for his constructive comments that greatly improved the quality of the manuscript.

Author contributions

M.P, E.D. and A.S. designed the research and obtained funding. O.B. collected modern Norwegian samples in
collaboration with the Norwegian national monitoring program for wild cervids. A.S. contributed to the con-
textualisation of the archaeological samples. M.P. and E.D. established the landmark protocol and validated the
methodology. M.P. and E.D. photographed specimens. M.P. collected and analysed the morphometric dataset.
M.P. and E.D. interpreted the data, and wrote the manuscript, with scientific and editorial input from O.B. and
A.S. All authors gave final approval for publication.

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:6174 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-33422-6 nature portfolio


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1502-3885.2001.tb01218.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1502-3885.2001.tb01218.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-012-0257-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-012-0257-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12193
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2015.11.103
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1502-3885.2006.tb01152.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1502-3885.2006.tb01152.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2006.09.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaa.2021.101303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaa.2021.101303
https://doi.org/10.1080/00934690.2021.1881723
https://doi.org/10.2307/1381597
https://doi.org/10.2307/1381597
https://doi.org/10.4000/quaternaire.5609
https://doi.org/10.4404/hystrix-24.1-6292
https://doi.org/10.4404/hystrix-24.1-6292
https://doi.org/10.2307/2992207
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02458311
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02458311
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2517-6161.1995.tb02031.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2011.06.028
https://www.R-project.org
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v022.i04
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v022.i04
https://cran.r-project.org/package=geomorph

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.org/
10.1038/541598-023-33422-6.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to M.P.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International

License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:6174 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-33422-6 nature portfolio


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-33422-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-33422-6
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Investigating the domestication and early management of reindeer (Rangifer tarandus) in the Sámi archaeological context from teeth geometric morphometrics
	Results
	Anatomical distinction of lower molars and wear impact. 
	Molars size and shape variation in modern Fennoscandian reindeer populations. 
	Reindeer individuals from Sámi archaeological sites in northern Fennoscandia. 

	Discussion
	Impact of tooth wear on geometric morphometric analyses. 
	Sexual dimorphism and the influence of herd management. 
	Identifying Rangifer subspecies in archaeological contexts. 
	Explaining size differences between modern and past reindeer teeth. 

	Conclusion
	Methods
	References
	Acknowledgements


