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A case study on maternal behavior toward dead infant
in caged Japanese monkey.

Koichi Negayama
Department of Human Relations, Faculty of Letters,

Mukogawa Women’s University, Nishinomiya 663, Japan

The purpose of the present study is to describe mother’s behaviors toward her dead male in-
fant. The mother was a 22-year-old multiparous female Japanese monkey captured in a free-
ranging group at 16 years old. A gestation: period and a birth date of the present infant were
within normal ranges. The infant was intensively embraced by the mother in the first postpar-
tum week. Embracing was then suddenly replaced by grasping, and  further gradually by
hand/foot placing within the first postpartum month. The first week after delivery is thus con-
sidered to be a special period in maternal behaviors toward infants. In the third postpartum
month, the mother reduced active infant-directed behaviors, and did not show them anymore
in the fifth and sixth months. The mother, however, protested against our attempt to separate
the infant from her, and emitted distress vocalizations after the separation. The mother’s long-
term active reactions toward the dead infant conflict with sociobiological interpretation of
parental investment.
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Fig. 1. Change in distance between mother and dead infant.

Table 1. PERCENT OF OCCURRENCES OF INFANT-DIRECTED BEHAVIORS

POSTPARTUM MONTHS

0—1 -2 -3 —4 -5 -6
MANUAL
EMBRACING 33.3 0 0 0 0 0
ENCLOSING 0.1 0 0 0 0 0
GRASPING 6.7 0.5 0.6 0 0 0
PICKING 0.3 0 0.3 0 0 0
HAND (FOOT) — PLACING 1.7 2.4 5.8 0.2 0 0
HAND—UNDERLAYING 0.6 0 0 0 0 0
LIFTING 0.4 0.1 0.5 0 0 0
PULLING 0.1 0 0.1 0.1 0 0
DRAGGING 0 0 0.1 0 0 0
NASO—ORAL
SMELLING 0.1 0 0.2 0

LICKING 0.1
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Fig. 2. Detailed change in mother-infant distance.
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Fig. 3. Detailed change in occurrences of some infant-directed behaviors by mother.
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Fig. 4. Mother’s behavioral change caused by infant separation.
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