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Table 1 Dogs’ basical information
WS o Ff 5 5%l it JEER | RS ah Fh el E%ii i MWHER
1 hi A L % HEHE Be 12 2] 34 EDRETE 2 W R 14 ik
2 & £ HEVE g 10 B 35 £ % HEE ®E 9 1wk
3 TR TEDE 2 W B 11 B 36 IR ETE 2 Vi B 14 LRIN
4 i & HEYE HE 11 B3 37 hh % i3 Ly 9 |k
5 O E R 2 W HE 6 %) 38 iy ;4¢3 He 14 ik
6 EIRETE 2 HE M HeE 12 B 39 & B e e 10 Bix
7 i % W 1 g 15 B3 40 & B M W 10 RN
8 & B iidied HE 16 . 41 RS 2 T g 9 ik
9 AT % WE T B 6 g 42 hr it % L33 g 12 ik
10 & % HEE ®E 11 5] 43 & % MM #HE 8 K
I A% HEH W 13 B 44 R TET 2 MM Ly 9 FLR/N
12 EORETE 2 W B 14 R 45 % B HEH WE 10 K
13 & B et HE 10 B 46 Rt % L33 #HE 6 LR
14 £ B M HE 12 B 47 hAEh & i3 3N 13 |k
15 ERETE 2 WP B 12 B 48 TR ENE 4 HEHE e 14 ik
16 fIff% W HE 8 i) 49 ERTE I HE HE 12 K
17 RGaE i HE 9 Bh 50 RA B % HE HE 9 K
18 RfFfI% HEYE ¥l 6 3 51 fi AR hr & M ®E 13 RN
19 Rfh% iigca HE 12 B3 52 EORTETR 2 HEE B 12 HiK
20 RATRL % HEE He 11 B 53 hfh % i B 9 ik
21 IR TE T2 i BE 12 T 54 ETRITE IR 2 HEAE " 11 ik
22 ORI O 2 HEE B 8 %) 55 hAfihr £ i3 63 " 13 ik
23 hfh % HE " 14 B 56 & B T HE 10 1\
24 HANE HEHE e 14 o) 57 £ % i HE 10 ik
25 fIfin® HETE wE 13 ] 58 IR~ HE: 45 8 LR/
2% hAFNE HEHE HE 16 o] 59 LA i & M -y 9 K
27 WNANE W B 6 B3 60 EIRITER 2 idad e 12 LEREN
28 RAiE HEE g 12 ISR 61 EDRETE HEHE B 14 RN
29 & B HEAE HAE 9 B 62 hANE e He 15 ik
30 EORE TR 2 i3 ¢ " 12 ik 63 hAANE W W 10 |k
31 SRR A e B 13 ik 64 RAHRE e B 7 ik
32 A% W wi 11 LREN 65 ETRIET 2 Mt Ly 8 \iK
33 Hahfr et -y 12 RIS 66 S TRITETE 2 Mt W 11 ik
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Heart Rate Analysis of the Guide Dogs in Active Level Test

HAN Fang, LI Ya-chan, ZHAO Ming-yuan, SONG Ya-nan , ZHOU Zi-juan, WANG Liang,
WANG Fu-jin, WANG Ai-guo, CHEN Da-peng , WANG Jing-yu
( Dalian Medical University, Dalian 116044 ,China)

Abstract. Objective The aim of this study was to identify the law about heart rate changes of guide dogs in
Passive test (PT), to provide scientific information for early identify of dogs best suited to guide dog work. Methed

The subjects were 66 dogs from Chinese guide dog training center of Dalian. The dogs were tested using the PT
before training and the behaviors were video-recorded. After training, 37 failed guide dogs which were not suitable
for guide dogs were determined by China guide dog training center. The heart rate reactions were recorded by RS
800CX Polar-Systems. Result The PT permits us to study active level of dogs. In the PT, the average score of
guide dogs(2.0 £0. 11 ) was significantly different from the failed guide dogs(3.1 £0.22), the guide dogs were
less active than the failed guide dogs and there was no significant difference in mean values of heart rate changes
between the guide dogs (19.5 +8.45) and the failed guide dogs (19.6 +11.35). In the dogs with lower active
level (score < 3), the rest heart rate in guide dogs was significantly higher than that in failed guide dogs.
Conclusion This study indicated that potential guide dogs have lower active level and higher rest heart rate
compared to failed guide dogs, Heart rate reactions associated with PT can provide valuable information for early
screening of guide dogs.
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