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The wild boar damage and control in the saplings of broad leaved trees
Kazushi ARAI' , Masayo NARA? , Kenichi NAKAMURA!

Tokyo Metropolitan Agriculture and Forestry Research Center 1
Tokyo Metropolitan Oshima Island Branch Office 2

Abstract: In Hinode town of Nishitama district in Tokyo, there were found the cuttings off the upper parts in the saplings. The kinds
of these saplings were the Japanese maples, the zelkovas, and the sawtooth oaks. As for the feature of the damage saplings, a part of
bark remained in the cutting plane. To clarify the kind of animals that added damages, the sensor camera was set up. Thereupon,
there were taken pictures of wild boars cutting off the saplings. Therefore, the prevention for the saplings from the wild boar damages
had fence which name specified as “the deer invasion prevention fence using for steep slope” in places. As the results, we succeeded
in the damage control by the wild boars and moreover that had continued for four years. To understand whether to cause the same
damages in the Tama region, the re-afforestation areas were surveyed from 2014 to 2018. Additionally, the sensor cameras were set
up the forest in eight areas. Consequently, the sapling damage by the wild boar was not confirmed.
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Fig.1 Damage sapling of sawtooth oak
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Fig.2 Deer invasion prevention fence using for steep slope
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Fig.3 Exploratory and sensor cameras points
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Fig.4 Damage sapling by wild boar
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Table 1 Presence of damage by wild boar
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Fig.6 Gnaw off the elastic pole by wild boar Fig.7 Cross section of elastic pole
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