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Category 1: the method provides useful information by matching the antemortem record with some certainty with a score
greater than 0.80.
Category 2: the method provides a weak match where the highest score matches the antemortem record and is at least
0.10 higher than next highest score, but score is less than 0.80.
Category 3: the results are considered ambiguous if the difference in scores between two or more allocations is less than
0.10. It does not matter if the highest score matches the antemortem record because all the scores are too close to make
any conclusive statement.
Category 4: the group with highest score does not match the antemortem record and is at least 0.10 higher than next
highest score, but the score is less than 0.80.
Category 5: the group with highest score does not match the antemortem record and the score is greater than 0.80.

Identified collections (with antemortem records of sex, age-at-death, stature, etc.) are essential for
developing and testing methods in forensic anthropology.

Forensic anthropologists use data collected from the skeleton to estimate age-at-death, sex, and
stature to assist with preliminary identification of an unknown individual.

In some jurisdictions, race or ancestry is considered part of identification for social, cultural,
economic and political reasons.

The “race” concept has been convincingly rejected by many researchers as biologically invalid.
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