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ABSTRACT
Introduction: The nutrient foramina are cavities that conduct
the nutrient arteries and the peripheral nerves. The major blood
supply for long bones originate from the nutrient arteries,
mainly during the growing period and during the early phases
of ossification.
Materials and Methods: The material of the present study
consisted of 105 adult human cleaned and dried bones of the
upper limb. They were divided into three groups, 35 bones of
each, for determination of the number, position, size, direction
and obliquity of the nutrient foramina in the human upper limb
long bones. They were obtained from the osteology collection
held in the Department of Anatomy, Jawahar Lal Nehru
Medical College, Ajmer, Rajasthan. Only well-defined foramina
on the diaphysis were accepted. Foramina at the ends of the
bone were ignored.
Results: The majority of nutrient foramina in all bones studied
were single in number and were secondary in size. Most of the
nutrient foramina were concentrated in the middle third and
were mostly located on the anterior surface of the shaft of
bones. Most of the long bones follow the dictum “Towards
the elbow I go, away from the knee I flee” and the direction of

INTRODUCTION
The nutrient artery is the principal source of blood supply to a long
bone and is particularly important during its active growth period in
the embryo and fetus, as well as during the early phase of
ossification.1 During childhood, the nutrient arteries provide 7080% of the interosseous blood supply to long bones: when this
supply is compromised, medullary bone ischemia occurs with less
vascularization of the metaphysis and growth plate.2
The diaphyseal nutrient arteries obliquely penetrate in the
diaphysis of the long bones, their entrance point and angulations
being relatively constant, dividing in ascending and descending
branches, once they reach the medullary cavity.3
It has been suggested that the direction of the nutrient foramina is
determined by the growing end of the bone. The growing end is
supposed to grow at least twice as fast as the other end. As a
characteristic, the diaphyseal nutrient vessels move away from the
growth extremity dominant in the bone.4
A considerable interest in studying nutrient foramina resulted not
only from morphological, but also from clinical aspects. Nutrient
foramina reflect to a certain degree the bone vascularization.
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nutrient foramen is opposite to growing end i.e. away from the
elbow.
Conclusion: The study confirmed previous reports regarding
the number and position of the nutrient foramina in the long
bones of the limbs. Exact position and distribution of the
nutrient foramina in bone diaphysis is important to avoid
damage to the nutrient vessels during surgical procedures.
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Some pathological bone conditions such as developmental
abnormalities, fracture healing or acute hematogenic
osteomyelities are closely related to the vascular system of the
bone.5
MATERIALS AND METHODS
The material of the present study consisted of 105 adult human
cleaned and dried bones of the upper limb. They were divided into
three groups, 35 bones of each, for determination of the number,
position, size, direction and obliquity of the nutrient foramina in the
human upper limb long bones. They were obtained from the
osteology collection held in the Department of Anatomy, Jawahar
Lal Nehru Medical College, Ajmer, Rajasthan.
Inclusion Criteria
105 dry adult human upper limb bones irrespective of sex and
race.
Exclusion Criteria
Deformed upper limb bones, upper limb bones showing gross
asymmetry or broken are rejected as unsuitable for the study.
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Fig 1: Anterior surface of a left
humerus showing a single
nutrient foramen (NF) on the
anteromedial surface of the
shaft as shown by the needle
inserted. The nutrient foramen
is located in the middle third of
the bone (Type-2) and is
directed downward.

Fig 2: Anterior surface of a
left radius showing a single
nutrient foramen (NF) on the
anterior surface midway
between interosseous border
and anterior border of its
shaft. The NF is located in the
middle third of the bone
(Type-2) and is directed
upward.

Instruments Used
1. Hand lens: used to locate nutrient foramina.
2. Osteometric board: used to measure the length of long bones.
3. Vernier caliper: used to measure diameter of the long bones.
Bones were examined for the number, position, size, direction and
obliquity of nutrient foramina. The position of all nutrient foramina
was determined by calculating a foraminal index (FI) using the
formula:
FI = (DNF/TL) x 100 (Hughes6; Shulman7).
DNF = The distance from the proximal end of the bone to the
nutrient foramen.
TL = Total bone length.
All measurements were taken to the nearest 0.1 mm using an
INOX sliding caliper.8
Nutrient foramina smaller than the size of 24 hypodermic needle
(0.56 mm in diameter) were considered as being secondary
nutrient foramina (S.F) while those equal or larger were accepted
as being dominant nutrient foramina (D.F).8
A fine stiff wire was used to confirm the direction and obliquity of
the foramen.
The results were analyzed and tabulated using the Statistical
Package of Social Sciences (SPSS) 8.0 windows. The range,
mean and standard deviation of FI were determined.
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Fig 3: A photograph of the
anterior surface of a right ulna
showing a single nutrient
foramen (NF) on the middle of
the anterior surface of the
shaft as shown by the needle
inserted. The nutrient foramen
is located in the middle third
(Type-2) and is directed
upward.

Fig 4: Left humerus showing
double nutrient foramina (NF).
Both nutrient foramina are
directed downwards as shown
by the needles inserted. The
upper NF is located on the
anteromedial surface of the
shaft, the lower nutrient
foramen is located on the
medial border.

RESULTS
In the whole series of 35 humeri examined, 18(51.4%) had a
single foramen, 15 (42.9%) had double foramina and 2 (5.7%) had
three foramina. The nutrient foramina were located along the
whole middle third of the humerus with the foramen index ranging
between 30.2% and 69% of the bone length. Of the total 54
foramina, 3 (5.6%) were in the proximal third (Type-1), 49 (90.7%)
in the middle third (Type-2), and 2 (3.7%) were in the distal third
(Type-3). Of the 54 foramina, 23 (42.6%) were dominant and 31
(57.4%) were secondary foramina. The nutrient foramina in all
humeri examined were directed distally.
In the whole series of 35 radii examined, (100%) had a single
nutrient foramen. Of the total 35 foramina, 12 (34.3%) were in the
proximal third (Type-1), and 23 (65.7%) in the middle third (Type2). There were no foramina in the distal third (Type-3). Of the 35
foramina, 13 (37.1%) were dominant and 22 (62.9%) were
secondary foramina. The nutrient foramina in all radii examined,
were directed proximally. In the whole series of 35 ulnae
examined 31 (88.6%) had a single nutrient foramen, 4 (11.4%)
had double foramina. Of the total 39 foramina, 16 (41%) were in
the proximal third (Type-1) and 23 (59%) in the middle third (Type2). There were no foramina in the distal third (Type-3). Of the 39
foramina, 16 (41%) were dominant and 23 (59%) were secondary
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foramina. The nutrient foramina of all ulnae examined, were
directed proximally. The direction of nutrient foramina in human
long bones is directed away from the growing end. This is due to

one end of long bone is growing faster than the other end.4 There
was no change in the obliquity of the nutrient foramina, whether
they were in the centre of the bone or nearer to the ends.

Table 1: Number of nutrient foramina observed in the long bones of the upper limb.
Bone
Number of bone
Number of foramina
Percentage
18
1
51.4%
Humerus (n=35)
15
2
42.9%
2
3
5.7%
35
1
100%
Radius (n=35)
31
1
88.6%
Ulna (n=35)
4
2
11.4%
Table 2: Position and number of dominant (DF) and secondary (SF) nutrient foramina observed in the humerus.
Position
Total No. Of
%
Number Of Foramina
Foramina
Single
Two
Three
DF
SF
DF
SF
DF
SF
Anteromedial surface
30
55.5
8
6
4
10
2
Posterior surface (in the middle of surface)
4
7.4
1
1
2
Posterior surface (close to medial border)
2
3.7
1
1
Posterior surface (close to lateral border)
5
9.3
1
2
2
Medial border
13
24.1
3
5
4
1
Table 3: Position and number of dominant (DF) and secondary (SF) nutrient foramina observed in the radius.
Position
Total No. Of
%
Number Of Foramina
Foramina
Single
Two
Three
DF
SF
DF
SF
DF
SF
Anterior surface (midway between
7
20
5
9
2
interosseous and anterior borders)
Anterior surface (close to interosseous
11
31.4
2
5
9
border)
Anterior surface (close to anterior border)
13
37.1
5
7
8
Posterior surface (close to interosseous
4
11.4
1
3
3
border)
Table 4: Position and number of dominant (DF) and secondary (SF) nutrient foramina observed in the ulna.
Position
Total No. Of
%
Number Of Foramina
Foramina
Single
Two
Three
DF
SF
DF
SF
DF
SF
Anterior surface ( in the middle of surface)
6
15.4
3
1
1
1
Anterior surface (close to interosseous
10
25.6
1
8
1
border)
Anterior surface (close to anterior border)
23
59
9
9
2
3
Table 5: The range, mean ± standard deviation (SD) of foraminal indices of the humerus.
Position
Size
Range
Mean ± SD
Anteromedial surface
R
47.5 – 66.1
58.35 ± 4.79
(p value < 0.0001)
L
35.2 – 69.0
56.40 ± 8.75
(p value < 0.0001)
Posterior surface
R
42.2 – 42.6
42.4 ± 0.28
(in the middle of surface)
(p value = 0.003)
L
41.9 – 42.0
41.95 ± 0.71
(p value = 0.0008)
Posterior surface
R
30.2 – 30.6
30.4 ± 0.28
(close to medial border)
(p value = 0.004)
L
–
–
Posterior surface
R
31.0 – 44.3
41.12 ± 5.69
(close to lateral border)
(p value < 0.0001)
L
–
–
Medial border
R
38.0 – 68.7
56.37 ± 9.38
(p value < 0.0001)
L
40.1 – 65.3
53.28 ± 10.52
(p value = 0.002)
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Table 6: The range, mean ± standard deviation (SD) of foraminal indices of the radius.
Position
Side
Range
Mean ± SD
Anterior surface
R
–
–
(in the middle of surface)
L
29.1 – 41.3
33.87 ± 4.06
(p value < 0.0001)
Anterior surface
R
30.8 – 40.2
34.91 ± 3.10
(close to interosseous border)
(p value < 0.0001)
L
34.4 – 45.0
38.55 ± 4.71
(p value = 0.0005)
Anterior surface
R
28.9 – 39.4
34.82 ± 3.55
(close to anterior border)
(p value < 0.0001)
L
28.9 – 32.1
30.38 ± 1.18
(p value < 0.0001)
Posterior surface
R
34.8 – 40.0
37.40 ± 3.68
(close to interosseous border)
(p value = 0.0442)
L
36.8 – 48.4
42.60 ± 8.20
(p value = 0.0861)
Table 7: The range, mean ± standard deviation (SD) of foraminal indices of the ulna.
Position
Side
Range
Mean ± SD
Anterior surface
R
25.4 – 37.6
33.03 ± 6.65
(in the middle of surface)
(p value = 0.0133)
L
21.5 – 34.1
29.50 ± 6.95
(p value = 0.0180)
Anterior surface
R
27.1 – 50.4
40.34 ± 8.06
(close to interosseous border)
(p value < 0.0001)
L
26.0 – 34.6
30.30 ± 6.08
(p value < 0.0897)
Anterior surface
R
24.9 – 48.2
33.33 ± 5.72
(close to anterior border)
(p value < 0.0001)
L
30.7 – 47.6
37.75 ± 6.36
(p value < 0.0001)

Graph 1: Localization of the nutrient foramina (NF), independent of the surface in each bone,
based on the range of the Foraminal Index (FI) of the humerus, radius and ulna.
DISCUSSION
In the present study, a single nutrient foramen has a higher
percentage (51.4%) in the humeral bones, compared to that of
double (42.9%) and triple foramina (5.7%) respectively. Many
studies reported a percentage approximately similar to that of
the present result (Forriol Campos et al.2; Mysorekar4;
Lutken9; Carroll10).
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In this study, 90.7% of the nutrient foramina were located along
the whole middle third of the humerus, with the foramen index
ranging between 30.2% and 69% of the bone length. In
accordance with the present results, previous studies reported the
position of the nutrient foramina within the middle third of the bone
(Forriol Campos et al.2; Mysorekar4; Kizilkanat et al.8; Carroll10;
Longia et al.11; Nagel12).

Int J Med Res Prof.2018 Mar; 4(2); 207-11.

www.ijmrp.com

Samata Goyal & Mahima Shrivastava. Nutrient Foramina in the Long Bones of Human Upper Limb
In the present study, all the radii examined had a single nutrient
foramen. The same finding was reported by Forriol Campos et al.2
and Nagel12. In other studies, the majority of radii (more than 90%)
were found to possess a single nutrient foramen (Mysorekar4;
Shulman7; Kizilkanat et al.8; Longia et al.11).
In the present study, 65.7% of the total nutrient foramina were
distributed most often in the middle third of the radius and 34.3%
were in the proximal third, with the foramen index ranging
between 28.9% and 48.4% of the bone length. The ratios of the
present study were close to those reported by Mysorekar4 who
found 62% of foramina located in the middle third of the bone and
36% in the proximal end. In the present study, 88.6% of ulnae
examined had a single nutrient foramen. Double nutrient foramina
were observed in the rest of the ulnae examined. With the
exception of Nagel12 who recorded a single nutrient foramen in all
specimens examined, other authors reported a single nutrient
foramen in more than 91% of ulnae (Forriol Campos et al.2;
Mysorekar4; Shulman7; Kizilkanat et al.8; Longia et al.11).
Regarding the ulna, the majority of nutrient foramina (59%) were
in the middle third while 41% were in the proximal third of the
bone, with the foramen index ranging between 21.5% and 50.4%
of the bone length. No nutrient foramina were detected in the
distal third of the ulnae. Reviewing the literatures, some authors
reported that the majority of nutrient foramina were located in the
middle third4 while others stated that most of foramina were in the
proximal third7,11. However, all authors agreed that there were no
nutrient foramina in the distal third of the ulna.
The majority of nutrient foramina in all bones studied were single
in number and were secondary in size. These results were in
agreement with those of Carroll10 and Longia et al.11 who reported
that about two third of the nutrient foramina were secondary. The
present results contradicted with those of Kizilkanat et al.8 who
stated that most foramina were of the dominant type.
Direction and obliquity of nutrient canal shows the general pattern
i.e away from the elbow. There was no change in the obliquity of
the canal when the foramina were situated in the centre of the
bone compared to when they were nearer the ends.
CONCLUSION
The material of the present study consisted of 105 adult human
cleaned and dried bones of the upper limb. They were obtained
from the osteology collection held in the Department of Anatomy,
Jawahar Lal Nehru Medical College, Ajmer, Rajasthan. For each
bone, the number, position, size, direction and obliquity of their
nutrient foramina were studied. This anatomical study of nutrient
foramina in shaft of long bones is of paramount importance in
medico-legal aspect and also important in surgical procedures like
bone grafting and microsurgical bone transplantation. Accordingly,
a well understanding of the characteristic morphological features
of the nutrient foramina by orthopaedic surgeons is
recommended. Exact position and distribution of the nutrient
foramina in bone diaphysis is important to avoid damage to the
nutrient vessels during surgical procedures.
Investigations on the vascular anatomy of long bones are
important to human because it is relevant to fracture treatment
(Bridgeman and Brookes13; Al-Motabagani14).
Position of the fracture relative to the nutrient foramen of the long
bone and the patterns of edema are the secondary signs in the
key of the diagnosis of this type of fracture (Craig et al.15).
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