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Evaluation on Effects of Social Contact Test in Predicting
Training Successful Rate for Guide Dogs
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JIANG Xin?, WANG Ai-guo!, WANG Fu-jin', WANG Jing-yu'
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2. Tonghua Normal University branch institute, Tonghua 134000, China)

[Abstract] Objective To establish the methods and evaluation criterion for social contact test and detect
their effects on predicting the training successful rate for guide dogs. Method By improving the method
of dog mentality assessment (DMA), the methods of social contact test and the corresponding grading
standards in detail were established. The 17 guide dogs and 17 eliminated dogs from Chinese Guide Dogs
Training Centre of Dalian were used to examine and evaluate the predicting effects of the 3 behavioral
variables in social contact test (greeting reaction, cooperation, and handling) on the training successful rate
for guide dogs. Results The scores of greeting reaction variable did not show any significant difference
between guide dogs and eliminated dogs (guide dogs: x=3.29, eliminated dogs: x=3.18, P=0.716). While
the scores of cooperation and handling variables of guide dogs were significantly higher than those of
eliminated dogs (cooperation: guide dogs: x=4.29, eliminated dog: x=3.41, P=0.005; handling: guide dogs:
x=3.59, eliminated dogs: x=3.00, P=0.049). The breed and gender of dogs in social contact test had no
significant effect on the scores of the behavior variables (P>0.05). Conclusion The method and
evaluation criterion of social contact test was successfully established, and the cooperation and handling
can be used as effective behavior variables to predict the training successful rate for guide dogs.
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