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As in humans, obesity is a common and dominant nutritional i r-brond IO
disease in the veterinary field (Markwell 1994, Buffington 1994). yecrin Lo oot il
Previous work by Kienzle (1998) demonstrated that owners of et /g
obese dogs were more likely to anthromorphise their animals by g e i
allowing them to sleep in their bed and talking to them more e ot e
often. That study also revealed that owners of overweight dogs Seltg ofroominor bed ’
were often overweight themselves but this variable was not Ducblerse v dasene
entered into the analysis. In humans, data show that if both Trouble with neighbours
parents are obese children have an 80% chance of becoming . D i con f ien o domn
Tirme spent together with the dog

obese and if one parent is obese children have a 30% chance of
developing obesity (Epstein 1996). These data however are
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] ot data showed that owners of
‘| ove whkight dogs|(groups A & B) viere more likely to humanise their
] dog rating talking to their dog ( 0.01 Eta? =0.212) and having the
i | dog inf bed with them (p<0.01 Etaff =0.268) as more advantageous.
| Furdmore, the effect was strfnger when the owners of the
| ove weight dog were overweight temselves (group A). Obese dogs

hav g greater access to their
the: 2 dog’s nz_@.

the vqfsocm study,

er's core territory may indicate

to manipulate th@ir owners and enjoy relatively high
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ers with lean dogs (group D) were less likely to offer food

(p<0.01 |Eta? =0.328) and§more likely to feed their dog only

In dogs, overweight was defined as a body condition score
(BCS) of > 7 and lean as a BCS of < 5 using a well validated
scale (Laflamme 1997). Each owner completed 2 questionnaires
(Table 1l) assessing psychological aspects of the owner-dog
relationship (Bergler 1988) and approaches to health and
nutrition (Kienzle 1998).

exaggerated the effect with th
This may be due to overweig
matched their owners weight

Dogs that sleep in or on the
Further work is needed to defe
overweight dogs were more li

Table I: Treatment groups in study

reatest differendes bety
t owners having 4 greater fende:
tdtus suggesting that thel
to increased risk of obesity mayjalso
were more likely to humanise their dog,
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confused by genetic susceptibility. The aim of this study + Fraquancy and subjects of with the B! rew rds
therefore was to determine the effect of owner overweight on the e oer e ting o sasts ond snacia W 'l onc: per day (#<0.01 Eta? = 0.190) than overweight owners with
human-animal relationship in lean and overweight dogs. il ool M {1 ove weight dogs (group A). Ownefs of overweight dogs (groups A &
w..dﬂ...xmu.”.w ey s s e o o ! M B) 1 :i{ more strongly that they cor§municated with their dog through
ey dop i L] feec (p<0.05| Eta? = 0.728) buf expressed less of an interest in
EQWQN rch gm.ﬂ—.—cﬂo_om< i e kg ||| nuti tign (p<0.01 Ete? = 0.180) andjwere more likely to choose a food
B ot o " 1] type Based on price (p<0.03 Eta%§= 0.138) and availability (p<0.04
122 dogs and owners were recruited. Owners and dogs were v Demographics _ 1 1] Eta 50.160). {
categorised into 4 groups (Table It A = overweight owner with i “ i 1 i
overweight dog, B = lean owner with overweight dog, C = —
Overweight owner with lean dog, D = Lean owner with lean dog) _Ummﬂcmmmnv: R
according to owner BMI and canine BCS. Overweight was H
defined as a BMI of > 27 kg/m? and lean as a BMI of < 25 kg/m?. The resuits of this study are i} agreement with that of Ki €
anthropomorphise their pets show affectiop throughi feedi )

that

owners: in this study owners
ggesting the dog's status and
y levels.

m in bed as advantageous

.

* &l (1998) maw,,?m» owners of rweight dogs have a tendency to
For a number of questiofs the weight status of the owner
ight oinaﬂm of overweight dbgs and lean owners of lean dogs.

to have overweight pets. |§f this study 69% of dogs recruited
between obese parents anf§ children (Epstein 1996) that lead

owners of overweight dogs
h them as more advantageous.
the household (Guy et.al 2001).
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Group Description N i !
ability to manipulate its owner in
A Obese owners with obese dogs 43
B Lean Owners with obese dogs 15
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