Considering the dog as part of the system: studying the attachment
bond of dogs toward all members of the fostering family.
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Dog Breed A Number | Family Dog management L.A.P.$Attachment|Total |Stranger’
Sex 9€ 1 of family [members Food[Walkin [Play [Training . figure [score| s score
(months) members
g
Border LUL X X X X H Yes 3 0
Luna | ool | @ | 22 2 w2 | - x | - - M - 2
.| Mixed- NE1 X - - - H - 2 0
Nebbia| "poooq | o 84 2 NE2 X X X X H ; 2
Australial B1 X X X X H Yes y 0
Brando n d 24 2 - X X X - 1
Shepherd B2 H
Labradof NU1 X X - - H - 1 0
Retrievel - - X X - 1
Nuvola Q 72 2 NU2 H
Mixed- CL1 - - - M - 1 0
Carlotta breed ? 42 2 CL2 X X X X H Yes 3
LIl - X X - H - 1
Lilly Beagle| @ 36 3 LI2 - - X X H - 1 0
LI3 X X - - H Yes 4
01 - X X - M Yes 5
Oliver |Dalmatia] o 108 3 02 X - - - M - 1 0
n 03 X - - - H - 1
P1 - - M - 2
Pog Q 36 P2 X X X X H Yes 4 0
Poppy 4 P3 - - - - H - 3
P4 X - - - H - 2
11 X X X X M - 4
Labrado @ 13 12 X X X X H - 3 4
Isotta | Retrieve 4 13 X X X X M - 2
14 X X X X M - 3
K1 - - - - L - 4
. Miniaturg @ 84 K2 - - - - L - 2 3
KISt | poodle 4 K3 - - M - 0
K4 X X X X M Yes 6
CM1 - - - - M - 4
) Labrado @ 48 CM2 - - - - H - 1 1
Camilla| Retriever 4 CM3 H - 0
CM4 X X X X H Yes 5

Tab. 1: summary of results obtained by behavioural testbqurestionnaires. The L.A.P.S. score, a measuse/nér attachment
towards the dog, was divided into low (L), mediiuth ¢r high (H) (according to Johnson et al., 199&arinelli et al., 2007).
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