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Abstract : To improve animal welfare for dogs, it is important to understand their emotional states properly. Facial
expressions can be used as a tool to evaluate dogs’ emotions. In the present study, we asked participants to rate dogs’
emotions based on their facial expressions in pictures, and we examined the relationship between the dog facial expressions
and perceived emotions using the Dog Facial Action Coding System (DogFACS). We also examined the effect of the dogs’
facial expressions on the participants, based on their gender and experience with dogs. The results showed that the facial
expression with the mouth slightly open and the tongue showing was perceived as “happy,” while the facial expression with
the nose wrinkled and the teeth bared was perceived as “disgust/angry” . In addition, females who had experience with dogs
evaluated their facial expressions more strongly, compared to those without experience and males. In this report, the
characteristics of human perception of dog facial expressions were clarified and the psychological processes involved were
discussed. Understanding how humans perceive dogs’ facial expressions may be useful in establishing a better relationship
between humans and dogs.
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