Subjective assessment of companion dog vision shows an age-related decline: preliminary findings
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Background

There are well-validated visual function questionnaires (VFQ) for humans. The National Eye Institute 25
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Table 1. Study sample. There was an equal balance between male/female and purebred/mixed breed be-
tween the groups. Mean age was 7.8 years (range 0.5-16.8 years).
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We asked dog owners about how well their dog navigated transitions from either bright
light to dim light (BL -> DL; A) or dim light to bright light (DL -> BL; B). The effect likeli-

hood ratio for age vs. BL -> DL transition ordinal score for difficulty (lower score = more
difficulty) was significant (P = 0.00001), there was no significant effect of sex (P = 0.32)
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