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Correlation Study on Dog Breeding Group Behavior and Public Space of High-
rise Residential Areas in Mountainous Cities under the Concept of "One Health"
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Abstract The number of pet dogs in urban high-rise residential areas is increasing, and the high-frequency conflict between
the behavior of dog breeding groups and public space in residential areas has become a social problem that cannot be
ignored in the current living environment. In order to build a high-quality human settlement environment, the issue of the
correlation between dog breeding group behavior and residential space has been included in the research vision of urban
community renewal. This paper applies the concept of "One Health" from the macro scale to the micro scale of daily living
environment. Taking the high-rise residential area of Jinsha District, Shapingba, Chongqing as the research object, this
paper uses the space-time behavior analysis method to focus on the correlation between the dog breeding group behavior
and the public space of residential areas. It includes the space-time behavior characteristics, different needs of people,
spatial conflicts and adaptation, and then puts forward the healthy and friendly optimization strategy of "human-dog-space"
public space in residential areas. The research can further enrich and improve the cognition and updating ideas of high-

density residential areas in mountain cities.
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Fig.1 Number and income distribution of dog breeding groups
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Fig.2 Study regional location and road conditions
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Fig.3 Community administrative boundary and residential physical boundary
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Fig.4 Current situation of public space in sample high-rise residential areas
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Fig.5 Travel time, duration and frequency distribution of dog breeding groups
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Tab.l Activity types and proportion of dog breeding groups in public spaces
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Fig.6 Dog breeding group activity track
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Tab.2 Evaluation index system of public space use (POE) for dog breeding groups
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Fig.11 Satisfaction evaluation of typical public spaces
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Fig.12 Analysis of activity space demand of dog breeding groups

KHRREH P4,

RTINS YERE | 45

G B O 3 b 4 B B SR AR A AR 2 5 I
BAk L.

4.4.1 AL BRI ERAA

FERIHE I Z LRI Eh 25 W), 5 AR
FCAAE A I I e o g A 2 T8 i R 22
TG — o PTHA [F] J BRAE AR AP I i 5
DX 3 VTR BAT B 388 2A 3E 2 TR HEA T 2 DX R
Ay it BEA B, BOE AR X PR B A W IR
L G 2 X3, AR SR R AR A THRAE , 15 R4
e B REIR L G B 52, 38 W] AR Y
YRR e VD RER b P /7 LB
4.4.2  BURERIHNR IR E A T

A 20 5 T A 5 95 2 1F) 6 Y
P IEPEANG ) BE, B ARAS B : 55 T
RE U PR D BB B0 40K T AR Ot % 4
s 413800t o AR 55 S0 RE O 6 96 22 B M BRI T S AF
Fi~ Vi B0 WEIR Zh W 2 45 S A Y 180 5
PRFA T RE BB 15 R OK [EER E, AT
PR T2 NBERH ~ R A8 ) SE R BRAA S0 5 1R AR T
RE P54 9% 2 A R B0 B 3 e T30 Y 25 05
22 Wi AP RO o B 4 A R R R T R
AR E, AR R 42 5] 4RAE 5%
443 HHFEA, H EW T AL S

IR

H i ™ A BN T B AR XA A R
Hidor BLAEAT RO — Bl 7 3K, $RAB R bk
PR N PEAL 5] SCHIFRR, Ry IR R4

E13 “A—R—=H)" A—REEXEHHNE
HE

Fig.13 The value dimension of community renewal
under "human-dog-space" one health concept
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