INTERSPECIFIC GLOSSARY

Interspecific relationship: the interaction between individuals of different species. It is defined
through the parameters of the content of the interaction, the quality, frequency, identity, and roles of
the contractors, the motivations, the purpose, and the means [1].

Harmonic interspecific relationship: a relationship in which the human referent represents a
secure base for the animal according to the principles of secure attachment and where the animal
does not respond to the replacement needs of the human. It is a relationship in which reciprocity is
realized. This type of relational dimension gives, in particular, the dog, an important sense of security,
which is necessary for the animal to best express itself and neutralize the stress of the first meeting
until the next need for adaptation. The veterinary handler, within the therapies and healthcare
facilities, or animal handler, allows the animal to move away and even step back during the session
[2-5].

Reciprocity: reciprocity is what happens between two people, two things or two groups when
an action or object received from one of the two parties corresponds to an action or an equivalent
object from the other party. The interspecific reciprocity is, therefore, a very complex system of
relational feedback that initiates with bodily gestures and attitudes and the activation of emotional
sense-motor models between the two species. It is a relational condition in which respect, attention
to the other party, authenticity, and congruence are central [6].

Interspecific communication: a communicative exchange between individuals of different
species. Human communication is a natural process of transmitting ideas, information, emotions, and
feelings from one person to another within a certain amount of time [7]. It consists of 7% verbal
language, 38% para-verbal (tone, volume, speed of speech), and 55% non-verbal (facial expressions,
positions, movement, clothing, etc.). Interspecific communication is realized through analogical
communication (para-verbal and nonverbal) [7-8].

Complex system: a system composed of many components which may interact with each other.
Such a system can be represented by a network where nodes represent the components and links
represent their interactions [9]. The term “complex” derives from the Latin verb complector, meaning
to wrap and keep tightly wound, and in a metaphorical sense, to embrace, comprehend, unite
everything in itself. The etymology of the word is useful for eliciting the thought that is at the base of
the theory [10,11], according to which the approach to a complex system cannot be understood if one
proceeds with an analytical view through a simple breakdown, trying to examine every single part.
A complex system can only be explained if you try to obtain a vision of the whole, verifying how
much the single parts influence each other reciprocally [12].
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