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Abstract :  Debarking by Japanese black bears (Ursus thibetanus japonicus) in coniferous plantations increased in recent years in Gunma
prefecture. When examine bear-damaged trees in coniferous plantations, we encountered mother bear and her cub stripping bark from
Japanese cedar and shoot movies. Its shows bear behavior of debarking trees as follows, mother scrapes the sapwood surface by incisor tooth
of the upper jaw and tongue over the sup, but cub uses lower jaw. An analysis of the movies, mother bear spent 7.7 minutes to scrapping per
unit area. The findings of the damaged trees examination by two bears, 430 conifer trees was found and scraped total time is 14.0 hours.
Therefore, under the situation of damaged trees area, it seemed to be during one or two days. This case suggests the possibility of relationship
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between expanding cubs home range area and increasing bear-damaged trees in other areas .
Keywords :  mother bear and her cub, conifer damage, movie, coniferous plantation
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Examination of bear behavior of debarking trees , which occurred by two black bears (mother bear and her cub) in coniferous plantations

and shoot movies of scrapping the sapwood surface
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Table.] Summary coniferous trees characteristics and bear-damage
surveys of sample plots
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Fig.l Location of sample plots and points of damaged trees by two
black bears
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Table.2 Summary coniferous trees surveys damaged by mother bear
and her cub
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Fig2 Relation between number of damaged trees by diameter class,
number of damaged times and damaged direction
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Table3  Itemization of time for stripping coniferous trees by mother
bear
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Table.3 Behavioral characteristies of mother bear by stripping
coniferous trees
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Fig3 Bear cud strips bark off of Japanese cedar and scrapes
sapwood surface by lower jaw
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