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1. Project aim
Continuing from the last two reports Konráðsdóttir 2008 and Konráðsdóttir 2009, this project
concentrates on samples taken in the 2011 season of the Skriðuklaustur excavation. This was also
the last year of excavations and will therefore be the last insect report by the author for now.
Seven samples from area a, three from area b and one from area I were processed with the
methods of archaeoentomology and the insect remains identified and quantified. The natural
habitat and preferences of the insect species were then considered and used to assess aspects of
human activity and the local environment.

2. Methods
Eleven samples in total were processed and sorted and the insect remains recovered were
identified and counted. As mentioned before the samples came from three areas, a, b and I
(picture 1), which were all excavated in the summer of 2011, although some of them had been
partly excavated during earlier seasons. Most of the samples were from area a, but the ones from
area b were richest in insect remains. The samples sizes varied a bit, although most of them were
around 3-4 Litres (Table 1). Only two were smaller, or around 1.5 L. The ideal sample size for
archaeoentomological work is 5 Litres (eg. Buckland et al. 2004), but of course it also depends
on whether the layers are large enough to allow samples of this size.

Sample
1139
1161
1210
1212
1238
1242
1248
1105
1286
1287
715

Size (L)
4
4
1,4
1,5
4
3,5
3
4
3
3,5
4

Table 1. The amount floated of each sample
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The samples were first floated with bucket flotation in the archaeology lab at the University of
Iceland. They were then sorted under a stereo microscope where the insect remains were
collected and identified with the aid of the authors own insect collection and the collection at the
Icelandic Institute of Natural History as well as the relevant literature. The identified insect
remains were then counted according to MNI (Minimum Number of Individuals) which gives the
smallest number of insects after all the parts that were recovered have been counted.

Picture 1. Plan of the excavation after the 2011 season
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3. Results
This collection was similar to previous ones in that the samples ranged from no insect remains at
all to being quite rich. This could be due to different levels of preservation. The archaeological
structures are not far from the surface and therefore the freeze thaw effect could have destroyed
some of the insect remains. One sample, 1287, from area b, contained 111 specimens from 14
species but the rest ranged from 0-31 specimens (table 2). The total number of species was 31
from all 11 samples. Sample 1105 did not contain any identifiable insect remains and was
therefore not included in table 2. Samples from area b seem to be richer in insect remains than
samples from areas a and I. On the other hand the only sample that did not contain any
identifiable insect remains was also from area b and the main difference really only lies in one
sample from area b.

Species

1139

1161

1210

1212

1238

1242

1248

1286

1287

715

Phthiraptera
Anoplura
Pediculus humanus L.

1

1

3

Coleoptera
Carabidae

Bembidion bipunctatum (L.)
Patrobus septentrionis Dej.
Pterostichus nigrita (Payk.)
Amara quenseli (Schön.)
Staphylinidae
Omalium riparium Thoms.
Omalium rivulare (Payk.)
Omalium excavatum Steph.
Omalium sp.
Xylodromus concinnus (Marsham)
Stenus sp.
Atheta sp.
Oxypoda sp.
Byrrhidae
Cytilus sericeus (Forst.)
Cryptophagidae
Cryptophagus pilosus Gyll.
Cryptophagus sp.
Atomaria apicalis Er.
Atomaria spp.
Lathridiidae
Latridius minutus (L.)
Latridius pseudominutus (Strand)
Latridius sp.

1
2
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
2

1
2

4

1
3

1

1

3

10

1

2

1
1

1

1
1
1

4

1

1

6

1
4

8

4

3

1

1

2

2

2

12

4

14
1
15

3

Corticaria sp.
Corticaria spp.
Mycetophagidae
Typhaea stercorea (L.)
Ptinidae
Tipnus unicolor (Pill. & Mitt.)
Scarabaeidae
Aphodius lapponum Gyll.
Curculionidae
Otiorhynchus arcticus (O. Fabricius)
Otiorhynchus nodosus (Müll.)
Otiorhynchus rugifrons (Gyll.)
Tropiphorus obtusus (Bonsd.)

2

1

5

9

40
1

1

2
1

1

1

1

1
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1
3

1

1
1

1

Diptera
Hippoboscidae
Melophagus ovinus (L.)x.þ…
M. ovinus puparia

1

2
1

2

4

1

Sum:
10
20
22
3
16
12
Table 2. MNI of each species in the samples
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31

1
8

1

111
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As in the previous reports the species were categorized into their preferred habitats and
into synanthropic and non-synanthropic species (those who are limited to the environments inside
human habitats in Iceland and those that are not), as is illustrated in table 3. This was done to give
a general idea of the environment from where they came and to assist with the interpretation of
the archaeological material. The categorization was supported by the relevant literature and
BugsCEP eco-codes (Buckland & Buckland 2006).

Species
B. bipunctatum
P. septentrionis
P. nigrita
A. quenseli
O. riparium
O. rivulare
O. excavatum
Omalium sp.
X. concinnus
Stenus sp.
Atheta sp.
Oxypoda sp.
C. sericeus
C. pilosus
Cryptophagus sp.
A. apicalis.
Atomaria spp.
L. minutus
L. pseudominutus

Habitat
wetlands
wetlands/meadow
moist grassland
sparse vegetation
seaweed
dung/foul
dung/foul
moulding refuse
dung/foul
eurytopic
eurytopic
eurytopic
moss
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
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Synanthropic
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Latridius sp.
Corticaria sp.
Corticaria spp.
T. stercorea
T. unicolor
A. lapponum
O. arcticus
O. nodosus
O. rugifrons
T. obtusus
P. humanus
M. ovinus
M. ovinus puparia

moulding refuse
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
moulding refuse
dry moulding refuse
dung
meadow
meadow
meadow
wetlands
parasite
parasite
parasite

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
no
yes
yes
yes

Table 3. General habitats of the species identified from the samples.

In eight out of ten samples, synanthropic species were in majority as could be expected when
they are mostly from floor layers (figure 1). But it is also important to keep in mind that these
results are percentages aand
nd should be looked at as such. For example, in sample 1212 there were
only 3 insects found, so it could be a coincidence that they are all synanthropic, but in sample
1287, where 111 individuals were recovered the percentage is more likely to be aan accurate
description of the fauna
fauna.

100,0

80,0

60,0
Non synanthropic
Synanthropic

40,0

20,0

0,0
1139

1161 1210

1212 1238 1242 1248 1286 1287

715

Figure 1: Percentage of synanthropic species in each of the samples
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The fauna was then categorized into their preferred habitats, of course in some cases it was quite
varied, but this is mainly to get a general idea of the surrounding environments and a general
overall look. There was quite a lot of mould feeding beetles as can be seen on the chart (figure 2)
and unusually there were parasites in all but one of the samples.. But parasites have only been
found before this
is in three samples from the 2005-2007
2005 2007 seasons (Konráðsdóttir 2008) and one
from the 2008 season (Konráðsdóttir 2009). Interestingly there was also an
a insect that usually
lives under seaweed
eaweed in one of the samples. T
The rest of the species prefer various natural
nat
environments from sparse vegetation to wetlands, as can be seen in figure 2.

100,0
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Figure 2: Percentage from each habitat in each of the samples

Area a
The majority of sa
samples this year were from area a and the fauna in them will be discussed
below, sample by sample.
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Sample 1139
The majority of species in this sample were non-synanthropic. Two of them are very common all
around the country and are also commonly found in the archaeological record, these are O.
nodosus (Hélukeppur) and arcticus (Silakeppur). Both are found in meadows but arcticus is
usually on dryer grounds than nodosus (Larsson & Gígja 1959). Although A. lapponum (Taðýfill)
is not a synanthropic species it lives in the dung of large animals and is therefore almost always
found in connection with human habitat, as there are no large animals that live in the wild in
Iceland (Larsson & Gígja 1959) except the later introductions of reindeer in the late 18th Century
(Þorvaldsson 1960). Three synanthropic species were found in this sample O. rivulare , X.
concinnus and unidentified species of Lathridius. All of these are mainly found in rotting plant
remains under moist conditions (Larsson & Gígja 1959). In this sample there was also one human
louse. It was charred and the body fused together so it must have been in a fire and probably died
there, which opens up a lot of questions.

Sample 1161
Most of the insects in this sample were indoor species, but two were non-synanthropic. P. nigrita
(Tinnusmiður) which is commonly found in moist meadows and grasslands (Larsson & Gígja
1959; Lindroth 1973) and the dung beetle A. lapponum which was also discussed in the previous
sample. There was one small part of a M. ovinus (Færilús), or the sheep ked, in the sample, which
is a parasite on sheep. Some sheep or wool must therefore have been at the site, but as there was
only one adult sheep ked in all the samples wool is probably more likely than sheep. The rest of
the species consisted of small mould feeding beetles. Only two of them could be identified to
species but all of them are found in similar environments.

Sample 1210
Similar to the previous sample there was a lot of minute mould beetles, but quite a lot of them in
this case were charred remains. In all 9 out of the 22 insects recovered were charred. These must
have ended their lives in a fire as the human louse in sample 1139 which is quite interesting as
this seems to be the only room in the complex from where charred insect remains. There was also
one M. ovinus puparia in this sample, an indication of wool or sheep.

Sample 1212
Only three insects were found in this sample and all of them were parasites, one human louse and
two sheep ked. All specimens were charred.
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Sample 1238
This sample had a very similar composition of species as sample 1210. It consisted mainly of
small mould beetles, some of which were charred. Many of them could not be identified to
species but O. excavatum (Rotuxi) and T. stercorea (Skúmbjalla) were identifiable and are
common in old hay and decaying vegetable matter (Larsson & Gígja 1959; Lindroth 1973). There
was also a dung beetle and two sheep ked puparia in this sample.

Sample 1242
Again this sample from area a was quite similar to the rest, the majority of insects were
synanthropic, but then the most common find was the parasite M. ovinus or the sheep ked. Three
species of indoor beetles were found, X. concinnus has been discussed before, but C. pilosus was
only found in this sample. It is generally an indoor species, found in old hay (Larsson & Gígja
1959) but has also been found in open areas, under Archangelica (Hvönn) in Vík (Lindroth 1973)
and in pastures in North Iceland (Guðleifsson 2005). As in many of the former samples there was
one dung beetle. There were two weevils in this sample, O. nodosus and T. obustus (Túnrani).
The former was also found in sample 1139 and prefers the environments of meadows and
grasslands (Larsson & Gígja 1959). But the latter was only in this sample in area a, and is a root
eater (Larsson & Gígja 1959) and has been found in unimproved pastures and hayfields
(Guðleifsson 2005). P. septentrionis (Fjallasmiður) is common in homefields (Lindroth 1973) but
usually in rather moist areas (Larsson & Gígja 1959). There was one charred specimen of
Lathridius in this sample but the rest had not been in a fire.

Sample 1248
In many ways the insect fauna was similar to the former samples, but interestingly there were 3
human lice, P. humanus, and all of them were charred. Two of them were complete and therefore
easy to recognise, and one was missing the head and thorax. There was also one sheep ked
puparia. Two indoor species were in this sample, X. concinnus and Atomaria and one outdoor
speces, O. nodosus. Combined they are an indication of mould and grasslands.
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Area b
Three samples from area b were floated this year. No insect remains were recovered from sample
1105 and it will therefore not be included here. The fauna from area b was a lot more varied than
the samples from area a.

Sample 1286
Although there were more synanthropic insects in this collection, there were quite varied and
interesting species of outdoor insects. They ranged from preferring dry to wet biotopes and even
one that is usually found at the seashore, which is surprising as Skriðuklaustur is inland and far
from the sea. One insect that lives in dry localities was found in this sample, A. quenseli
(Gullsmiður), usually found in sandy locations with sparse vegetation (Larsson & Gígja 1959).
There were three species of weevils recovered, all of which were also in the samples from area a
and are common everywhere around the country and in the archaeological record. These were O.
archticus, nodosus and T. obustus. They are common in fields of grass and meadows as well as
rather dry areas (Larsson & Gígja 1959). C. sericeus (Gullvarta) is a moss feeder and prefers
moist environments in homefields, bogs etc. (Larsson & Gígja 1959). Another species from this
sample preferring moist localities is B. bipunktatum (Leirsmiður), which is common around
water, banks of lakes and streams, on seashores and near hot springs (Larsson & Gígja 1959). It
was very surprising to find O. riparium at Skriðuklaustur because of its location. O .riparium is
almost exclusively found at the seashore under washed up seaweed and carrion (Lindroth 1973;
Larsson & Gígja 1959), it is not very common in archaeological samples, except for sites close to
the sea, as Bessastaðir (Amorosi, Buckland et al. 1992), Nesstofa (Amorosi, Buckland et al.
1994), Gásir (Konráðsdóttir 2010a) and Alþingisreitur (Konráðsdóttir 2010b). Skriðuklaustur was
around 80 km from the closest harbour at the time (Kristjánsdóttir & Kristjánsson 2010) so this
single little insect must have come with products from the sea, fish or possibly seaweed. From
animal bone research we know that fish was eaten at Skriðuklaustur and this was mainly whole
fish rather than processed ones (Hamilton-Dyer 2010). It is possible that the O. riparium came as
an accidental introduction with fish that had been at the seashore after being caught. On the other
hand it is perhaps more likely that it came with seaweed, which has been used for heating and
animal fodder and even human consumption (söl). The collection of seaweed is mentioned in
quite a few documents from the 13th Century and onwards (Kristjánsson 1982 ) The dung beetle,
A. lapponum, was also present. There were quite a few small beetles that live in mouldy
environment, those that could not be identified to species were insects from the groups Atomaria,
Latridius, Corticaria and Cryptophagus, all of which live in similar environments. Both X.
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concinnus and L. minutus (Húsvinur) have been commonly found in old hay, feeding on mould
and spores (Larsson og Gígja 1959 & Lindroth 1973).

Sample 1287
This sample had the largest collection of insects this year. Most of the insects here were
synanthropic, mainly those that live in mouldy environments. All of them have been discussed
earlier and are common in old hay, vegetable refuse and other areas where one finds mouldy
organic material. The eight M. ovinus puparia and one adult most likely represent wool in area a.
In addition to this there was also a single dung beetle and one O. nodousus, which, as has been
stated earlier, is common all around Iceland in grasslands and meadows (Larsson & Gígja 1959)

Area I
Two samples from this area were previously analyzed and will therefore be discussed here in
connection with the one analysed this year, for further information see the report from 2008
(Konráðsdottir 2008).
The sample analysed from this area now was number 715, the last one in table 2. Only 6
specimens from as many species were recovered from that sample. Half of these were
synanthropic and therefore only live in environments provided by man. Two of them were mould
feeding beetles, X. concinnus and T. unicolor the latter is commonly found in dry mould (Howe
1965). The third one was a parasite, a part of a M. ovinus puparia which was present in many of
the other samples as well. There was quite a lot of mould feeding beetles in sample 298 from
2005 (Konráðsdóttir 2008) which is from the same room. These two samples indicate that there
was some mould and damp in the room.
There were three outdoors species in this sample, an Oxypoda that could not be identified to
species and two weevils, O. nodosus and O.rugifrons. Both of the weevils are common in
meadows but the latter in rather dryer environments and often in and around Thymus praecox
(blóðberg) (Larsson & Gígja 1959). T. praecox is a common herb in Iceland and easy to find. It is
used in herbal remedies to this day and is supposed to be good for various illnesses (Bjarnason
1994).
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4. Conclusions
As could perhaps be expected the samples from the same areas are quite similar, both in MNI
count and the species recovered. Looking at the insect remains the areas have distinctly different
characteristics. In area a there are quite a lot of burnt remains, which are very uncommon in other
areas of the excavation where insect remains have been analysed. The reason could be that ash
and burnt remains were dumped there or burnt in situ. Interestingly there were also some burnt
human lice in the mix which would indicate that the items in the fire could be of a personal
nature, like bedding or clothes. This raises questions if perhaps it had some purpose, especially as
Skriðuklaustur was at least in part a hospital, and the practise of burning personal items of people
who die from very contagious diseases or even the people themselves is well know in the history
of Europe. There were mould feeding beetles and parasites in most of the samples, which
indicates that these are from the inside of a room. The outdoors species indicate mainly
grasslands, dry and moist.
Samples from area b were in most cases richer in insect remains, especially indoors species.
There was probably quite a lot of mouldy vegetable matter in this area, old hay, stored food or
leftovers. The outdoors species were very interesting, they ranged from dry to wet environments
and there was even one that is usually only found under seaweed at the seashore. Skriðuklaustur
is quite far inland so this one must have been brought there with something from the sea, fish or
perhaps seaweed. There were also quite a few sheep ked puparia in area b which is probably
more an indication of wool than living sheep.
The room in area I had a few mould feeding insects, interestingly a collection that prefers a bit
dryer environments than the ones in areas a and b. There was also a weevil in room I which is
connected with Thymus, a local herb in Iceland which is and has been used for medical purposes,
tea and as a spice.
The dung beetle was found in small numbers in most of the samples, indicating that there was
animal husbandry at the site, but probably not indoors.

Acknowledgements
For the use of the entomological collection at The Icelandic Institute of Natural History and other
assistance and discussions, thanks goes to Dr. Erling Ólafsson and the Institute of course. And
last but not least, to Dr. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir for the chance to work on this material, as well
as all those that funded this work.

14

References
Amorosi, T., P. C. Buckland, et al. (1992). Site Status and the Palaecological Record: A
Discussion of the Results from Bessastaðir, Iceland. Norse and Later Settlement and
Subsistance in the North Atlantic. C. D. Morris and D. Rackman, J. Glasgow, Department
of Archaeology, University of Glasgow: 169-192.
Amorosi, T., P. C. Buckland, et al. (1994). An Archaeozoological Examination of the Midden at
Nesstofa, Reykjavík, Iceland. Whither Environmental Archaeology. R. Luff and P.
Rowley-Conwy. Oxford, Oxbow Monograph. 38: 69-80.
Bjarnason, Á. H., 1994. Íslensk flóra með litmyndum. Ísafoldarprentsmiðjan, Reykjavík.
Buckland, P.C., Panagiotacopulu, E. & Buckland P.I., 2004. What’s eating Halvdan the Black?
Fossil insects and the study of a burial mound in its landscape context, In: Larsen, J. H. &
Rolsen, P. (eds.), Halvdanshaugen – Arkeologi, historie og naturvitenskap, 353-376,
University Museum of Cultural Heritage 3, University of Oslo.
Buckland P.I. & Buckland P.C., 2006. Bugs Coleopteran Ecology Package (Versions: BugsCEP
v7.63; Bugsdata v7.11; BugsMCR v2.02; BugStats v1.22).
Gudleifsson, B. E. (2005). Beetle species (Coleoptera) in hayfields and pastures in northern
Iceland. Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment 109: 181-186
Hamilton-Dyer, S. 2010. Skriðuklaustur Monastery, Iceland, Animal Bones 2003-2007. Skýrslur
Skriðuklaustursrannsókna XXVI. Skriðuklaustursrannsóknir. Reykjavík.
Howe, R.W., 1965. A Summary of Estimates of Optimal and Minimal Conditions for Population
Increase of Some Stored Product Insects, Journal of Stored Product Research 1, 99-101.
Konráðsdóttir, H. 2008. An Archaeoentomological Research of Skriðuklaustur Samples I. Skýrslur
Skriðuklaustursrannsókna XX. Skriðuklaustursrannsóknir. Reykjavík.
Konráðsdóttir, H. 2009. Archaeoentomological analysis of samples from the 2008 season of
Skriðuklaustur excavation. Skýrslur Skriðuklaustursrannsókna XXI.
Skriðuklaustursrannsóknir. Reykjavík.
Konráðsdóttir, H. 2010a. Archaeoentomological work on samples from Gásir in Eyjafjörður, In:
Roberts, H.M. (ed), Gásir Post Excavation Reports – Volume 2. FSÍ Reports. FS423-010712
Konráðsdóttir, H. 2010b. Archaeoentomological analysis of samples from Alþingisreitur, In:
Garðarsdóttir, V. (ed.), Fornleifauppgröftur á Alþingisreitnum 2008-2010 – 2.bindi.
Framkvæmdarsýsla Ríkisins. Alþingi. Reykjavík.
Kristjánsdóttir, S. & Kistjánsson, G. 2010. Skreiðin á Skriðu, Um tengsl milli Skriðuklausturs og
Suðursveitar á 16. öld. Saga : Tímarit sögufélags. XLVIII:2. Sögufélag. Reykjavík.
Kristjánsson, L. 1982. Íslenskir Sjávarhættir II. Reykjavík, Bókaútgáfa Menningarsjóðs.
Larsson, S. J. & Gígja, G., 1959. Coleoptera. Zoology of Iceland 43a, Munksgaard, Copenhagen

15

Lindroth, C. H., Andersson, H., Bodvarsson, H. & Richter, S. H., 1973. Surtsey, Iceland, The
Development of a New Fauna, 1963-1970, Terrestrial Invertebrates, Entomologica
Scandinavia, Suppl. 5.
Warsop, C. L. M. & Skidmore, P., 1998. Insect remains from the rock-cut pit, In: Eward G. &
Baker, F., Carrick Castle: symbol and source of Campbell power in south Argyll from the
14th to the 17th century, Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland 128, 987-992.
Þorvaldsson, Ó. 1960. Hreindýr á Íslandi: 1771-1960. Bókaútgáfa Menningarsjóðs. Reykjavík.

16

Skýrslur Skriðuklaustursrannsókna
I. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2003: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2002.
II. Magnús Sigurgeirsson 2003: Skriðuklaustur í Fljótsdal –
fornleifarannsókn 2002. Gjóskulagagreining.
III. Jonathan Møller 2003: Identification of Skriðuklaustur´s
animal bones 2002.
IV. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2004: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2003.
V. Giuseppe Venturini 2004: Preservation Condition of
Metal Objects From Skriðuklaustur Excavation 2003.
VI. Hákon Jensson 2004: Garðrækt í Skriðuklaustri.
Verkefni Nýsköpunarsjóðs námsmanna.

XVIII. Pacciani, Elsa 2008: Anthropological description of
skeletons from graves no. 5, 17, 27, 34, 54, 74 and 75
at Skriðuklaustur Monastery.
XIX. Ragnheiður Gló Gylfadóttir 2008: Skrá yfir leirkerabrot
fundin á Skriðuklaustri 2002-2007.
XX. Hrönn Konráðsdóttir 2008: An Archaeoentomological
Research of Skriðuklaustur Samples I.
XXI. Hrönn Konráðsdóttir 2009: Archaeoentomological
analysis of samples from the 2008 season of
Skriðuklaustur excavation.
XXII. Pacciani, Elsa 2009: Anthropological description of
skeletons from graves no. 83, 84, 85, 87, 88, 95, 96, 97
and 99 at Skriðuklaustur Monastery.

VII. Albína Hulda Pálsdóttir 2004: Bókagerð í miðaldaklaustrinu á Skriðu í Fljótsdal. Verkefni Nýsköpunarsjóðs námsmanna.

XXIII. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2009: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2008.

VIII. Macchioni, Nicola og Lazzeri, Simonia 2004: Anatomical
identification of the wooden samples from the
Skriðuklaustur excavation (samples collection summer
2003).

XXIV. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir og Margrét Valmundsdóttir
2009: Kirkja staðarhaldara og sýslumanna á Skriðuklaustri 1554-1793. Áfangaskýrsla um kirkju, grafir og
grafsiði.

IX. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2005: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla Skriðuklaustursrannsókna
2004.
X. Ragnheiður Gló Gylfadóttir 2005: Miðaldaklaustrið á
Skriðu. Leirker. Verkefni Nýsköpunarsjóðs námsmanna.
XI. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2006: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla Skriðuklaustursrannsókna
2005.
XII. Þóra Pétursdóttir 2006: Sjónarhólskofi á Múlaafrétti. –
rannsókn og uppgröftur 8.-15. ágúst 2006.
XIII. Dagný Arnarsdóttir 2006: Miðaldaklaustrið á Skriðu –
gerðir líkkistna. Verkefni Nýsköpunarsjóðs
námsmanna.

XXV. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2010: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2009.
XXVI. Hamilton-Dyer, Sheila 2010: Skriðuklaustur monastery,
Iceland. Animal bones 2003-2007.
XXVII. Collins, Cecilia 2010: An Osteological Analysis of the
Human Remains from the 2009 Excavation Season at
Skriðuklaustur, East Iceland.
XXVIII. Pacciani, Elsa 2010: Anthropological description of
skeletons from graves no. 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128,
129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 141, 142, 143,
145 and 146 at Skriðuklaustur Monastery.
XXIX. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2011: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2010.

XIV. Pacciani, Elsa 2006: Anthropological description of
skeletons from graves no. 4, 62, 63, 65, 66, 67 and 68
at Skriðuklaustur Monastery.

XXX. Collins, Cecilia 2011: An Osteological Analysis of the
Human Remains from the 2010 Excavation Season at
Skriðuklaustur, East Iceland.

XV. Davíð Bragi Konráðsson 2007: Bygging Skriðuklausturs.
Verkefni Nýsköpunarsjóðs námsmanna.

XXXI. Ahlin Sundman, Elin 2011: Osteological Analysis of the
Human Remains – Skriðuklaustur 2011.

XVI. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2007: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2006.

XXXII. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2012: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2011.

XVII. Steinunn Kristjánsdóttir 2008: Skriðuklaustur – híbýli
helgra manna. Áfangaskýrsla fornleifarannsókna 2007.

