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Abstract. Analysis of some Pleistocene bears assigned to Ursus (Plionarctos) telonensis 
Bonifay (Cimay, Var), Ursus (,Plionarctos) sp. (Balaruc and Aldène, Hérault), Ursus 
thibetanus Cuvier (Orgnac 3, Ardèche) and some undescribed material (Montmaurin 
Karst, Haute-Garonne: Boule, La Terrasse, and La Niche caves, Baume Troucade, 
Vaucluse) indicates that all should be referred to U. thibetanus Cuvier. Comparison of 
dental features with the Asiatic black bear from the Cèdres cave (Var), Reale cave (Italy) 
and Bruges clays (Gironde) confirms the existence of two different groups of black bear 
during the Middle Pleistocene. The first includes the Cèdres and Porto Longone speci­
mens, while the second group includes the bears from Cimay, La Terrasse, Boule and 
Bruges. Morphometric differences are pointed out, which indicate the polymorphic 
nature of the species and the geographic isolation of some populations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This paper concerns some small Middle Pleistocene Ursidae that have been referred to different 
genera and/or species: Plionarctos stehlini KRETZOI, 1941, Ursus (Plionarctos) telonensis BONI- 
Fa y , 1971, Ursus mediterraneus F. M a jo r , 1873, Ursus thibetanus C u v ie r , 1823.

The absence of a review is at the heart of a confusing nomenclature (see C r é g u t -B o n n o u r e

& G a g n iè r e  1989; F ista n i &  C r é g u t -B o n n o u r e  1993; R u stio n i & M a zza  1993). K ur ten  
(1957,1968; Ku r ten  & P o u lian os  1977), referred all the above mentioned species to U. thibetanus, 
a point of view accepted by some paleontologists (F icca relli 1979). Recent discoveries of skulls 
have confirmed this interpretation (A r g a n t  1991 ; F ista n i & C r é g u t -B o n n o u r e  1993).

A first approach allows us to recognize morphotypes representative of two different groups, 
apparently dating to the end of the Middle Pleistocene (C r é g u t -B o n n o u r e  in press). The first 
includes the ursid discovered in the Cèdres cave (Le Plan d’Aups, Var, France) and in the Reale 
cave (Porto Longone, Elb Island, Italy). It is characterized by an upper P4 with a metacone 
relatively higher than the paracone and protocone than in the Recent U. thibetanus, an upper M1 
with a very thick distal lobe, an upper М2 with a powerful parastyle and a short and straight talon. 
The second is represented by the Bruges bear (Gironde, France) which has an upper P4 with a 
metacone and protocone proportionally as high as in the Recent species, a distal lobe of the upper




























