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QUESTIONS
1 The dog showed stress signals during the activities.
2 The dog showed calming signals during the activities.
3 The dog is happy while entering in the AAE building/area.
4 The dog looked for human partner's help during critical moments.
5 The dog took distance from human partner during critical moments.
6 The dog got physical injuries during the activities.
7 The dog suffered psychological or emotional traumas during the activities.
8 The dog has been interested in the activities.
9 The dog refused to interact with the patients.
10 The dog proposed spontaneous interaction with the patients.
11 The dog showed a proactive attitude.
12 The dog stayed close to the patient and to the human partner during the activities.
13 The dog showed pleasure in interacting with people during the activity.
14 The dog slept longer than usual after the activities.
15 The dog drank more water than usual during the activities.
16 The dog drank more water than usual at the end of the activities.

Figure S1. Dog monitoring forms used by AAI operators, with relative scores. The survey was

responded to using a 5-point Likert frequency scale, answering “never”, “rarely”, “sometimes”, “fre-
quently”, and “very often”.

Figure S2. Monitoring dogs' welfare. On the vertical axis the dog wellbeing is represented on a 0-5
range score. On the horizontal axis are numbers of questions answered throughout a total of 24
sessions.



