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Dear editors, 
 
Enclosed with this communication is a manuscript submitted for your esteemed consideration 
for publication in Forensic Science International. 
 
For some time now, a scientific discourse has been ongoing regarding the performance 
capabilities of mantrailing dogs in human scent tracking [1-5]. This debate has been stimulated 
by the utilization of dog-generated results as evidence in legal proceedings. It is noteworthy 
that only a limited number of studies have explicitly delved into the subject of mantrailing, and 
not all of these studies have been incorporated into the ongoing discourse. In response to this, 
the enclosed manuscript offers a comprehensive overview of the current state of research, 
encompassing pertinent findings pertaining to human scent, canine behavior, mantrailing dog 
training, and practical insights associated with mantrailing. 
 
We believe that Forensic Science International is exceptionally well-suited for the 
dissemination of our research findings, given the journal's extensive readership within the field 
of forensic science. 
 
We sincerely appreciate your consideration of this manuscript. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Leif Woidtke 
On behalf of the authors" 
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Highlights 
 
 
A scientific discourse continues regarding the performance capabilities of mantrailing dogs in 
tracking human scent trails. 
 
There exists a limited number of studies explicitly addressing the subject of mantrailing.  
 
Some studies suggest, that mantrailing dogs are capable of detecting and following even 
several days aged human scent trails. 
 
Some practical observations and assumptions related to mantrailing currently lack 
comprehensive scientific explanation. 
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1 Introduction 

The use of dogs for search and tracking of individuals has a long history: „Importantly, the 

tradition of using Bloodhounds as mantrailers in Britain is shown as having begun at least 

before 1300.“[1]. Building on this, modern law enforcement agencies also utilize these abilities 

[2]. Unlike substance-based searches, such as for drugs or explosives, dogs search for the 

human scent trail, which is inherently invisible and difficult to visualize through technical 

means. Additionally, it is currently unknown which components of the human scent dogs utilize 

for individual scent tracking. However, despite not being fully elucidated, there is evidence 

suggesting that each person has a unique body odor, as individual as a fingerprint [3]. We 

have previously presented the fact that the results of dog deployments often find their way into 

courtrooms [4]. Therefore, it is not surprising that both in the media [5, 6] and in scientific 

discourse [7-15], there are controversial arguments regarding the reliability or even the 

fundamental possibility of such results. 

Cut to the chase at Ensminger: “The prosecution cannot rely solely on anecdotes regarding 

the dog’s capabilities. Instead, a foundation must be laid from academic or scientific sources 

regarding (a) how long scent remains on an object or at a location; (b) whether every person 

has a scent that is so unique that it provides an accurate basis for scent identification, such 

that it can be analogized to human DNA; (c) whether a particular breed of dog is characterized 

by acute powers of scent and discrimination; and (d) the adequacy of the certification 

procedures for scent identifications.” [16, p. 89 refering California v. Willis, 115 Cal.App.4th 

379, 9 Cal.Rptr. 3d 235 (Ct. App. 2004).]. 

 

The scientific interest in the abilities of dogs has continued to grow in recent years, as reflected 
in relevant anthologies [16-21], e.g. and yet a systematic literature search conducted in 2012 
using relevant databases and combining the search terms "scent," "detection," and "dog" 
yielded only 31 studies, and in 2015, it yielded only 87 [22, 23]. However, the explicit topic of 
mantrailing has been minimally researched, and there are only a few known research works 
that address it. Only one of the mentioned 87 studies specifically focused on the tracking 
method of "trailing" [24]. A search conducted in the Web of Science database in August 2018 
using the term "Mantrailing" yielded only two results from a dataset of 63,550,997 entries [25], 
and as of May 2023, there were just nine. 
 
The following overview presents the theoretical explanations, existing research, and practical 
experiences related to mantrailing and human scent discrimination. 

2 Human Scent 

The discourse regarding the existence of a personal, unique scent for each individual has been 
ongoing for a long time. As early as 1923, Löhner postulated that one should assume an 
individual variation and a biochemical individual specificity, particularly with regard to the 
human individual scent [26]. Based on his research, Löhner concluded that the individual scent 
of the same person can exhibit temporal changes, which are determined, among other factors, 
by food intake, as well as the consumption of substances and medications. These changes 
are primarily attributed to the secretion of sweat and sebaceous glands, as well as the activity 
of bacteria. Löhner also identified external factors, primarily personal hygiene and cleanliness, 
which can influence these processes to varying degrees [27].  
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Menzel and Menzel, after conducting numerous experiments with their dogs, were also 
convinced of the individuality, or as they formulated it, the inherent scent of each individual. 
According to their understanding, three physiological processes contribute to the formation of 
this personal scent: skin respiration, sweat secretion, and the secretion of skin sebum. They 
consider the continuous release of skin secretions as the most significant source of permanent 
odor emission. Additionally, Menzel and Menzel explicitly mention the constant shedding of a 
multitude of skin flakes as another potential source of odor [28]. 

2.1 Origin 

All humans constantly emit a variety of volatile organic compounds (VOCs). Gas 
chromatography-mass spectrometry (GS-MS) studies showed that human scent secreted from 
eccrine glands in the palms of the hands [29] consists of a combination of volatile components 
produced from the skin [30-33] and differing in ratio from person to person, along with some 
compounds that are specific to certain individuals. This combination contributes to the 
individuality and uniqueness of human scents [30, 34-40] at a precise given time. Curran et al. 
described human scent as a combination of VOCs and ultimately defined them as the most 
abundant VOCs in the headspace of an scent sample [41]. Recent improvements in analysis 
techniques, including sampling by solid-phase microextraction (SPME) coupled to GC-MS, has 
led to the identification of hundreds of different volatile molecules, including hydrocarbons, 
heterocyclic and sulfur-containing compounds, ketones, aldehydes, alcohols, acids and esters, 
that have been shown to be involved in the composition of human scent (see Cuzuel et al., 
2017 for review). Samples obtained from hands, hair, saliva, fingernails, various regions of the 
skin, breath, underarm perspiration, blood, or urine were examined [30, 31, 33, 34, 38, 43, 44]. 
For a review of VOCs associated with human skin, see, e.g., Dormont et al., 2013, for a review 
which have dealt with human scent in forensics see Peters et al, 2023. This complex organic 
volatile mixture actually results from the summation of various types of chemical compound, 
which have been classified in three categories according to their origin. The primary scent, 
corresponding to the genetic part of the human volatile organic compound (VOC), is 
determined by the highly polymorphic major histocompatibility complex (MHC) [37, 46-48] 
which binds to specific peptides and is emitted by glands  [37]. In addition, the primary scent 
is also determined by the degradation of the MHC-peptide complex by the bacterial flora 
present on the skin surface, resulting in the production of volatile and odoriferous metabolites 
[46, 49, 50]. There are several explanatory approaches as to how the MHC could influence 
odor formation. For instance, MHC molecules or fragments thereof could themselves serve as 
odorants; however, these proteins are not volatile like certain odors. On the other hand, MHC 
molecules may bind to an allele-specific subgroup of peptides, and the volatile metabolites of 
these peptides could be the source of odors. Another consideration is that MHC molecules 
may act as carriers of odorants, whereby peptide-presenting structures are converted into 
volatile transport molecules during the breakdown of MHC molecules, to which the volatile 
odorant binds. A fourth explanation is that there may also be MHC-specific selective bacterial 
colonization [37, 51-54]. It is known that extrinsic disturbances, such as diseases or nutrition, 
alter the skin microbiota [55]. The gut microbiome also changes due to diseases or nutrition 
[56]. Recent studies have observed a connection between the gut microbiome and that of the 
skin, known as the gut-skin axis, and individual health [57, 58]. Extrinsic factors such as 
hygiene practices, lifestyle, and the environment influence the abundance and composition of 
microorganisms on the skin [59]. The survival abilities of respective microorganisms are closely 
linked to the specific environmental conditions on the skin, including pH, temperature, and 
moisture [60, 61]. Furthermore, it is known that the longitudinal stability is associated with 
specific areas of the skin. Sebum-rich areas (e.g., forehead or back) exhibit the highest 
stability, while dry areas such as the palms and forearms show the greatest temporal variability 
[62]. The secondary scent results from occasional endogenous production of volatile odorant 
markers by an individual on a particular diet or in a particular physiological state: e.g., spicy or 
medical diet, menstrual cycle, emotional state, health status, etc. [63-67]. The third component 
of human scent comes from exogenous contaminants such as cosmetics (e.g., skin care 
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products, fragrances, shampoos, detergents) or volatile odorant molecules present in the 
environment (e.g., tobacco smoke, odors coming from outside). 

In a forensic context, the vast majority of crimes are associated with physical aggression, which 
involves transfer of biological materials. It is therefore obviously important to develop and 
validate chemical analysis techniques able to determine the individual VOC profile with the 
highest precision, representing a unique chemical signature that can be seen as a biometric 
measurement. In particular, determining the VOCs that are genetically programmed for each 
individual (primary scent) is an important challenge if human scent is to be considered as a 
constant and reproducible biometric measure [35, 68-70].  
Despite considerable progress in analytical techniques to identify the quantitative and 
qualitative composition of the complex VOC mixture of human scent, precise determination of 
the compounds present in the primary, secondary and tertiary scent remains totally out of 
reach. Yet, very interestingly, while analytic techniques struggle to isolate the primary 
component from the secondary and tertiary components [68], rigorously trained dogs have 
been found to be able to perform this task very easily [71-73]. This also applies to identical 
twins’ individual scents [73, 74].  

2.2 Dispersal and Deposition 

The scent trail originates on the body and contains all the body’s scent plus all scents carried 
on or attached to the body and consists of chemical clues but the specific chemicals used by 
the dogs to follow the trail are unknown. Consequently, trail scent sources are broadly 
classified as gases, liquids, or solids and are discussed below in these phases [75, 76]. 
Volatilization and respiration release gases from the body into the surrounding air. Gases in 
the scent trail can also include those produced by volatilization from shed particles (liquids and 
solids) while the particles are in the air and when they are on or attached to surfaces along the 
trail. Clothing and footwear are secondary sources of scent since they absorb gases, 
secretions, and particles from the body. Liquids include particles from respiration, perspiration, 
speaking, sneezing, coughing, and spittle although the last four are not produced continuously 
and only contribute intermittently to the scent trail. These particles vary in size from aerosols 
to visible droplets and are likely to contain skin flakes and gases. The aerosols can evaporate 
while in the air and on the ground leaving skin particles, microbes, and VOCs. Solid particles 
include shed skin flakes, hair, and those from any extraneous source on the body (e.g. 
explosives) [77] which may vary in size from sub-micron to visible. When a person moves, the 
rubbing action produced by footwear and clothing increases the number of solid particles 
released by the body [78]. 
 
An understanding of the human scent trail requires information on how the scent is dispersed 

from the body and on how the scent is deposited or attached to surfaces on the trail. In addition 

to the obvious transfer of scent through touch, there are also other ways of "transporting" it 

into the environment. The constant shedding of a large number of skin flakes is explicitly 

mentioned as a possible source of the human scent trail [28, 79]. The skin is the largest organ 

of the human body. Depending on body size, it covers up to approximately two square meters 

of body surface area [80] and continually renews its outer layer. For this purpose, new cells 

called keratinocytes are constantly formed in the basal layer (stratum basale). These 

keratinocytes push the overlying cells through the layers of the epidermis until they reach the 

outermost layer called the stratum corneum. During this process, the keratinocytes undergo a 

transformation that ultimately leads to the formation of flattened, nucleus-free corneocytes. 

This process takes approximately 28 days [81]. Once at the surface, these corneocytes are 

shed through desquamation. Individual or cohesive detached cells are described as "rafts" 

[79]. Up to 10 grams of these corneocytes, which have a thickness of 0.5-3μm and a diameter 

of 30-40μm, are shed daily [82-84]. Shedding rates for skin flakes vary significantly among 

individuals, depend strongly on the size range considered, and on the level of activity. The 
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values range from 667 to 23148 cells per second [62, 79, 85-88]. Nevertheless, the possible 

error rate of the measurement procedure of 20 to 30% should mentioned [89]. Desquamation 

is promoted by external influence on the skin, such as occurs during walking, but also by friction 

over the skin [83]. Whyte and Hejab (2007) found the rate for particles ≥ 0.5 μm exceeds two 

million per minute and a moving person produces millions of particles per minute. Furthermore, 

a number of bacteria or microcolonies are reported to be present on the shed skin cells/rafts 

[79, 90-94]. These range from 2 to over 1000, with the number of bacteria at the lower end of 

the scale and relatively sparsely distributed compared to the entire skin surface area [62]. Taxa 

that are found exclusively on human skin range in size from 1.1μm to 9μm [95, 96]. The 

dispersion per minute of microbe carrying particles averaged 2,400 but can exceed 10,000 

[97]. Osterkamp (2021) calculated that, depending on the assumptions, particle densities on 

the trail can reach 1 particle per cm2 but only on the order of 1 in 1000 carry microbes. 

VOCs and particles may be trapped or adsorbed on vegetation (grass, weeds) and other 
surfaces (soils, asphalt, concrete), and in voids above the ground surface (e.g. leaf litter). The 
particles would continue to emit VOCs which form tiny discrete plumes that move downwind 
[79]. Changes in wind direction and turbulence near the surface would produce multiple plumes 
and eventually result in a small cloud of VOCs associated with each particle [76]. These VOCs 
may attach to surfaces, especially organic surfaces, depending on conditions [98]. Neglecting 
intermittent processes, the human thermal boundary layer and plume, respiration, body 
movement which produces bellows action of clothing and footwear, and wind appear to be 
primarily responsible for dispersal of scent from the body. When air temperatures are colder 
than skin temperature (average ~33 °C), air in contact with the skin becomes warmer and 
lighter which causes it to flow upward in a thin boundary layer along the body surface from the 
feet to the head [78, 99]. This rising thermal boundary layer exists with clothing with some 
exceptions (e.g. rain gear, cold weather clothing). Its maximum thickness is about 0.2 m and 
maximum velocity about 0.3 m/s. The volumetric flow rate can range from 20 – 35 l/s to 70 – 
80 l/s, depending on environmental conditions [100]. As early as 1969, Lewis et al.,1969 
described this airflow, which starts at the feet and continues from there along the body to above 
the head, where it forms a cloud and then passes into the ambient air. This airflow around the 
body contains 30-400% more microorganisms than the ambient air. Larger particles (greater 
than 50 µm in diameter) are likely to fall to the bottom, but smaller particles are entrained and 
move upward with the airflow.  
Most clothing is permeable to gases and particles which allows them to be incorporated into 
the boundary layer although with reduced numbers. Since the layer transits the body from feet 
to head, it incorporates scent from every part of the body including VOCs, skin flakes, aerosols, 
and other similar sized liquid and solid particles. This flow can carry particles, which are 
repelled from the body and have approximately the density of water, up to a diameter of 80µm 
[78]. Here it should be taken into account that depending on the particle shape and size, the 
surface area of attack differs for different forces. The larger the surface area, the stronger the 
potential for uplift until a certain size is reached where gravity dominates. This threshold is 
seen to be around 100µm [102]. Desquamated human skin cells account for the majority of 
particles within the thermal cloud and flow surrounding humans [100]. Consequently, when the 
boundary layer separates from the body at the top of the head it becomes the human thermal 
plume which carries scent from every part of the body. In still air, the plume extends up to 
about 2 m above the body. A light horizontal wind, <1 m/s, is enough to tilt the plume above 
the head significantly [99] or destroy it completely [103]. The distribution of the particles is 
influenced by the wake created during walking. Thus, there is a recirculation zone in the upper 
part of the wake flow, from the head to the legs. This recirculation zone ends at the legs, as it 
is divided by a flow generated by the counter-rotating motion of the legs. At the same time, 
due to the forward motion behind the body, a downwash is generated. The interaction with the 
recirculation flow causes the air suction to widen laterally behind the lower torso and legs. In 
this process, the highest concentrations of evenly distributed contaminants are found behind 
the shoulders and legs [104, 105]. In still air, the released particles descend about 2 to 5cm 
per second, depending on their size [106]. Boundary layer collection of all scent on the body, 
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it’s incorporation into the plume, and deposition on the trail, indicates that the scent trail 
contains scent from every part of the body. 
Schlieren studies of the boundary layer [107] show that exhaled air through the nose and 
mouth can penetrate the layer but may be partially incorporated into it. This contributes gases 
and particles from respiration to the layer which would be incorporated into the thermal plume. 
For air temperatures warmer than the skin temperature, air in contact with the skin would cool 
and the flow would be reversed and carry scent to the ground [76]. Much of this scent would 
be deposited on the ground and other surfaces (e.g. vegetation) close to the trail. This may be 
an important consideration for trails made in hot weather but there is no information available 
for this reverse human thermal boundary layer and plume. It has been demonstrated [77, 78] 
that the bellows action of clothing and footwear can eject gases and particles from shirt collars 
and cuffs and the bottoms of pant legs and tops of footwear. While some of the ejected 
materials are incorporated into the boundary layer, pant legs and footwear have the potential 
for depositing scent directly on surfaces along the trail [76]. This scent would not be from every 
part of the body. If there is no wind, the human thermal plume carrying scent above the head 
of a standing person would slowly settle around the person and be deposited on the ground 
and other nearby surfaces. However, more information is needed, especially the effects of 
windspeed and direction relative to the trail. The wake provides a process by which trail scent 
can be deposited or trapped on surfaces and linger in the air along the trail. Continued 
production of VOCs by bacteria on particles provides a process which can increase the density 
of scent along the trail. The effects of wind on the boundary layer are to disrupt it on the 
windward side and to create turbulence on the downwind side.  
For a briskly walking person with no wind, the plume forms a turbulent wake with eddies behind 
the person [108]. The eddies in the wake are carried downward behind the person and would 
contact the ground and other surfaces along the trail. For wind parallel to the trail, the wake 
would still cause deposition of scent along the trail at a location depending on the velocity of 
the wind relative to the trail layer. For wind at an angle to the trail, the characteristics of the 
wake would be modified but the wake would still be likely to cause deposition of scent on the 
ground although at some distance from the trail. Particles would be deposited on surfaces 
along the trail and downwind of it. The presence of secretions on skin flakes may make them 
“sticky” so they would tend to adhere to surfaces and each other. Particles and VOCs may be 
trapped in dense vegetation (grass, weeds), pores of surface soils and hard surfaces (asphalt, 
concrete), and in the interstices of leaf litter. When deposited or trapped on surfaces, particles 
continue to emit VOCs which form tiny discrete plumes that move downwind [79]. Changes in 
wind direction and turbulence near the surface would produce multiple plumes and eventually 
result in a tiny cloud of VOCs associated with each particle [75]. The VOCs may attach to 
surfaces depending on conditions. A similar behavior of pheromones of the light brown apple 
moth (Epiphyas postvittana) has been described [98]. The distribution (partitioning) of VOCs 
on trail surfaces depends on surface temperatures, surface characteristics, and other factors 
[109]. VOCs move to soil particle surfaces at low soil moisture contents but can be released 
by high humidity or light rain. VOCs move to vegetation at lower ambient temperatures and to 
the atmosphere at higher ambient temperatures. This indicates there is a daily cycle in the 
concentrations of VOCs in the air and on surfaces (Simonich, personal communication, 2011). 
Concentrations on surfaces should be higher during the night and for surfaces in shade 
compared to these surfaces in sunlight Concentrations near surfaces in sunlight would be 
strongly influenced by wind and convective instability. VOCs also partition between the gases 
and aerosol particles [110] and would be expected to partition between the airborne VOCs and 
skin flakes whether or not skin bacteria are present on the flakes. The implications of this for 
trail scent are that all flakes would have VOCs on them whether or not they have bacteria. This 
result is also predicted from different considerations by the recently introduced Permeative and 
Aerosolized Corneocyte Model (PACM) [111]. The PACM aims to provide an answer to the 
numerous anecdotal reports from dog handlers regarding the behavior of dogs in various 
situations. In this context, the stability of odor and the fact that dogs can trail even when the 
contribution of bacteria to the scent trail has been removed play a crucial role. The PACM 
relies on VOC sources that are permeative in nature, aerosolizeable, and corneocyte particle 
(keratin filament mesh) based, and is premised on the idea that cells detach from the body due 
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to the skin renewal process. Furthermore, it is important to note that this process occurs over 
a period of approximately 30 days. The different properties of corneocytes can be correlated 
with various types of keratin molecules within the cells. Additionally, keratin filaments can form 
a type of cytoskeleton or scaffolding that encapsulates the components (dissolved VOCs) of 
each cell and potentially even multiple cells. The scaffold-forming keratin can also serve as a 
nutrition source for adherent bacteria, even when the cells have detached from the body. The 
PACM postulates that this non-uniform "net" or mesh composed of keratin-derived molecules 
serves as the permeation medium for the chemicals contained within the corneocytes, which 
were generated in an individual over the last 30 to 35 days. Even in the absence of bacteria, 
the entrained components could still permeate out from inside the corneocyte. The amount 
released is sufficient to achieve a significant signal-to-background ratio for dogs. Furthermore, 
keratins are partially resistant to digestion by certain proteases, and insoluble in dilute acids, 
alkalis, water, and organic solvents [111, p. 286-296]. This could explain the stability of the 
scent in the environment. 

2.3 Stability 

In agreement with previous studies [41, 112, 113], the data obtained in dogs suggest that 
chemical features of human scent can persist for as long as several days [114, 115]. In 
addition, it was shown that dogs could successfully detect human odor on objects heated to 
800°C, and two dogs could do so even on objects heated to 900°C [116] or from cartridge 
cases after being fired [117]. The possible stability of human scent after high thermal exposure 
is supported by the fact that other biological material can also be recovered from objects after 
severe heating [118] or detonation. [119].  
 
Furthermore, studies showed that dogs were able to detect and identify human scent from 
aged samples, e.g. for samples, aged 6 weeks [28] or 2 years [120]. One study reported that 
7-year-old scent samples led to correct identification in 8 out of 12 cases in a scent lineup 
[121]. Reports are also available for 17-year-aged [122, p. 64] or 15-year-aged samples [42]. 
While there is very little research on the stability of human trail scent under field conditions, 
anecdotal evidence from handlers suggests that the scent is sufficiently stable to allow trailing 
dogs to trail a month or more after the trail was made. It has been proven that scent traces can 
also survive on objects stored outdoors and can be detected by dogs. This was achieved with 
objects after six and eight weeks, although with low success rates and not with significant 
accuracy [123]. The findings of a recent study revealed that, out of a cohort of five dogs tested, 
two demonstrated the ability to successfully match the scent article that had been aged for 64 
weeks [124]. Scent traces of persons standing on wooden floors, concrete and asphalt 
surfaces, sandy floors, iron surfaces and plastic could be used for successful scent 
discrimination even after four weeks, depending on the environmental impact. The same was 
true for a trace exposed to heavy rain for 14 days [122]. It was also possible to pick up and 
follow a six-day-old track over about 1500m [125]. Tracks of body fluids (blood and seminal 
fluid) deposited outdoors could be indicated after periods of up to six days. In some cases, a 
complete DNA profile could be determined from these traces [126]. The stability of human 
scent on scent articles has been demonstrated by subjecting them to fire, explosions, radiation, 
chemicals, and aging [127]. The articles included two gas cans (metal and plastic), four pipe 
bombs with different explosives, five paper sheets irradiated with about 40 kGy for one hour, 
and four paper sheets sprayed with a ten-percent solution of sodium hypochlorite. Scent was 
collected from all items on sterile gauze pads using the STU-100. Trailing dogs with these 
articles were highly successful matching the scent on the pads and trailing to the correct 
subject [127] indicating that the discriminating qualities of the scent survived being subjected 
to conditions involving fire, explosions, radiation, and a chemical treatment. These conditions 
would be expected to destroy skin flakes and bacteria, modify the composition of VOCs, and 
render these scent articles useless. However, DNA has been recovered from steel fragments 
of exploded pipe bombs [128] as well as from postblast IED containers [129] and parts of 
fingerprints which can contain skin flakes and bacteria have been shown to survive on fired 
cartridge cases [130-132] and DNA can be obtained [133]. Osterkamp's unpublished research 
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has previously suggested the capability of dogs to trail from scent articles containing as few as 
two fingerprints. It is suggested herein that partial or complete fingerprints on the bottoms of 
the gas cans, bomb components or bomb fragments, and the undersides of the sprayed and 
the irradiated paper sheets may have survived these conditions which would have made the 
scent articles viable for trailing dogs. Dogs have also successfully trailed using scent articles 
obtained from much larger explosions [24]. The PACM [111] predicts that viable scent may 
survive the explosions as a result of permeation and aerosolization of the skin flakes. 
 
Two studies investigated the tracking of aged trails [134, 135]. Wolf examined trails aged one 
day, one week and one month with a length of 500m. Woidtke studied trails aged 1, 2, 3, and 
6 months. Trails had varying lengths from 400m to several thousand meters. Both concluded 
that the dogs were generally capable of following the trail at all tested ages (further details can 
be found in the subsequent section on studies). In both studies, there was no chemical analysis 
of the scent articles. In a series of tests by the German police with trails aged one month results 
similar to those reported by Woidtke, 2020 were obtained [8]. 
 
The continuous production of VOCs by residual bacteria on particles is a process that can 
increase the odor density along the trail. However, it should be considered that this is not the 
case in all situations. Bacteria are highly sensitive to the effects of UV radiation due to their 
small size, short generation time, and lack of effective UV-protective pigmentation. With 
sunlight, UV-A (wavelength 320-400 nm) and UV-B rays (280-320 nm) reach the Earth's 
surface. The bactericidal effect of ultraviolet A light is attributed to oxidative damage to lipids, 
proteins, and DNA, while UV-B radiation causes direct DNA damage by inducing the formation 
of DNA lesions (photoproducts), especially pyrimidine dimers, which block DNA replication and 
RNA transcription [136]. Additionally, bacteria are destroyed due to thermal effects [137], and 
it can be assumed that after destruction, they do not contribute to the individual human scent 
trail. The notion that the key stimulus for individual scent tracking by mantrailing dogs is 
associated with the constantly shed skin cells is not invalidated by the fact that the bacteria 
present on them cease their metabolism. Considering the aforementioned aspects, it appears 
plausible that bacteria and their metabolic products may not contribute as a key stimulus for 
individual scent tracking under certain conditions. 
This is not contradicted by the fact that individuals could be identified based on their individual 
microbial cloud. On one hand, the cited study (Meadow et al., 2015) was a laboratory 
experiment conducted in an enclosed space, and the personal classifiability in this study likely 
depended on the relatively low microbial background biomass (e.g., dust) in the test chamber, 
and these patterns were not evaluated in the presence of multiple individuals. Furthermore, in 
a second experiment, the differentiation of individual persons relied on the detection of a 
certain number (at least 20%) of subgroups of human-associated taxa. The second experiment 
confirms the assumption that detectability depends on the amount of bacterial biomass emitted 
by a person. Furthermore, it is noted that with increasing air exchange, as expected under real 
conditions, the detectable human microbial cloud is nearly eliminated [138]. The above 
discussion indicates that the scent trail followed by dogs likely consists of VOCs present as 
gases and liquid and solid particles. These can be present in the air and deposited on or 
attached to trail surfaces. It has been shown that, during sniffing, strong exhalation jets from 
the dog’s nose can remove particles from surfaces and that some of these airborne particles 
are inhaled [99, 139]. Handler observations suggest that dogs learn to use these jets to remove 
VOCs from surfaces and inhale them while working. This examination of the behavior of 
particles and VOCs on trails may help to explain some of the ease and difficulties that trailing 
dogs have when trailing under the conditions noted above. The PACM [111] appears to explain 
some of the handler observed behaviors of trailing dogs while trailing but needs to be 
experimentally verified. 

3 Dog Behavior 
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3.1 Cognitive aspects 

To understand how dogs successfully differentiate between various scents and trail the right 

one, it is essential to understand the social and sensory cognitive abilities that dogs possess 

as well as the many factors influencing dog cognition. Here we examine different aspects 

affecting and directing dog behavior. Dogs’ cognitive abilities are a complex interplay of 

developmental factors, mental and sensory skills as well as perceptual abilities, personality, 

and motivation [140]. There have been many studies and reviews seeking to understand the 

underlying mechanisms that allow us to predict whether a working dog fails or succeeds in 

their training [141-144]. We will first delve into the sensory cognitive abilities that dogs possess 

that allow them to be trained in multiple different fields. We will then take a closer look at 

working dogs and the unique traits that make them well-fitted to work in their respective fields. 

In the following we seek to summarize different aspects of dogs’ social and nonsocial cognitive 

abilities and focusing especially on what researchers have found in regard to dogs’ olfactory 

abilities which play a vital part in mantrailing dogs. Nonsocial cognition studies mostly focus 

on dogs’ perception of their environment, how they develop mental representations of physical 

stimuli in their environment, as well as what elements dogs utilize to solve a variety of different 

tasks. Nonsocial cognitive skills entail abilities like discrimination learning, categorization, 

memory, problem-solving and quantitative understanding [145]. Social cognition studies mainly 

focus on the aspects of dog-to-human communication, social learning, response to human 

cues and perspective taking. When looking at the nonsocial cognitive skills of dogs, we 

identified three subcategories that play an important role in the context of scent recognition 

and mantrailing. 

Object Learning 

Researchers have found that dogs are capable of object learning, building mental 

representations of objects – as well as people and other animals – and then integrating 

different characteristics of that same object by using associative learning [146]. The basis for 

this is the dogs’ capability of object permanence, which refers to the ability of understanding 

that objects still exist outside of the individual field of perception [147]. This has been tested 

and replicated multiple times by testing dogs on a visible displacement task [148-150]. 

Researchers could furthermore verify that dogs reach Stage 5b of object permanence after 

Jean Piaget, meaning they are able to successively retrieve an object they saw being hidden 

in several hiding locations, not making A-not-B errors anymore. The A-not-B error manifests 

when dogs successively search in the  last location they saw the object prior to its 

disappearance [151, 152]. There has been some debate whether dogs reach Stage 6 of object 

permanence, referring to the ability to solve an invisible displacement task where the object is 

hidden out of sight of the dogs and they would need to use inferential reasoning to find the 

target object [153-155]. 

In terms of object learning however, studies found that dogs can combine auditory and visual 

stimuli of social partners and create a mental representation of what their social partner should 

look like. Faragó et al. tested this by using dogs as the social stimulus. Playing an audio of a 

dog growling, dogs in the experiment were shown two pictures of the same dog: One picture 

showed the actual size of the dog while the other picture was edited to make the dog look 

either 30% larger or smaller. The results showed that the test dogs looked first and/or looked 

longer at the picture of the live-sized target dog, indicating they had matched the size of the 

dog with the sound of the growl [156]. A similar study was conducted by Gazit et al. (2005) 
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based on olfactory cues: They found that dogs seemed to use odor cues to develop 

expectations about hidden targets. This was tested by letting trained working dogs find hidden 

explosives with unique odor signatures (PETN, TNT, C4). With baseline detection rates over 

80% dogs were highly successful at finding the hidden location of all three odor types but 

showed the lowest baseline performance at finding TNT through odor cues. After doing 

repeated search trials with only TNT, the two other target scents were reintroduced, and 

searches were performed with all odor cues again. However, TNT scent targets were 

manipulated and found in either smaller or larger proportions than the other scent targets. After 

having greater exposure to the TNT target scent, the dogs’ search efficiency for TNT improved 

largely but only on trials where the probability of finding TNT remained high [157]. These results 

suggest that dogs formed expectations based on previous TNT odor cue encounters. These 

studies highlight one vital skill for dogs working in the field of scent detection as they need to 

rely on their olfactory skills to find hidden target objects. Another study by Bräuer & Belger 

(2018) found that dogs match an odor trail with the corresponding object. They tested this by 

using a violation-of-expectation paradigm where dogs (family dogs & working dogs) were 

following a scent trail of Target A but at the end of the trail were led to Target B. Dogs showed 

signs of “surprise” (e.g., continued search for target A) when encountering Target B instead of 

the expected Target A, indicating they had matched the scent of Target A to the corresponding 

object [158]. 

Discrimination Learning 

Learning to discriminate similar stimuli is of utmost importance for working dogs in many fields 

and especially for scent detection dogs as they need to alert their handler only to a specific 

target odor and ignore other odors. They therefore need to able to successfully discriminate 

between the target odor and other scent cues. Discrimination learning furthermore is an 

important component in dog training as many stimuli that are introduced to dogs – for example 

human or explosives odors – first have no intrinsic biological relevance to the dog [145]. Dogs 

are especially well suited for odor detection tasks as their sense of smell seems to be the 

sense they rely on the most as a study of Gazit & Terkel (2003) showed. When comparing 

whether sniffer dogs relied on their vision or olfaction for detection tasks, olfaction was the 

main sense dogs utilized not only in very low light intensity but also when the light intensity 

was high. The six sniffer dogs in the study were required to find explosives, both in controlled 

indoor conditions and in uncontrolled conditions outside on a field track. Neither the presence 

nor the absence of light affected the sniffer dogs’ ability to detect the explosives which in turn 

meant that odor detection could be carried out by the same individuals during day and night 

[159]. Another study by Hall et al. (2013) confirmed that dogs learned an odor discrimination 

task quicker and with more success than a visual discrimination task [160]. Williams and 

Johnston (2002) furthermore found that dogs can be trained on recognizing multiple odors 

without a decrease in detection performance. In their study, dogs were first trained to detect 

one single scent. After 10 days, detection performance of the same odor was tested again, 

and the dogs were given refresher training to bring the performance up to the required standard 

again. After dogs received the refresher training, they were introduced to a new odor they had 

to detect, given a 10-day rest period, and afterwards were tested on the detection of both 

learned odors. This sequence was then repeated every 10 days, adding a new odor at each 

new trial until dogs were trained on recognizing 10 different target odors. The authors found 

that even with the increase of trained odors, detection performance of previously learned odors 

did not decrease. Furthermore, training the dogs on new odor cues and giving them refresher 

training for scent detection took less time as more scent discriminations were trained [161]. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 10 of 50 
 

Researchers also tested dogs’ scent discrimination abilities within two different training 

approaches. The first group of sniffer dogs were trained on detecting the pure target odor, the 

second group was trained on recognizing the target scent in different odor mixtures. The dogs 

were then tested on their detection performance with the odor in a new context: Six different 

herbs (dandelion, basil, parsley, ribwort, St. John’s wort, marjoram) were combined into 

various mixtures with the target odor chamomile either added (positive) or not (negative). The 

dogs were trained to show specific behaviors for each context, one behavior for when the 

target scent was detected, one for when the target scent was missing. Test presented one 

sample at a time. Both training approaches were successful in teaching the dogs to 

discriminate between scents and find the target odor in any of the presented mixtures with an 

overall sensitivity of 72% and a specificity of 84%. Dogs that were trained with the second 

method had more success in identifying the target odor in the transfer task [162]. 

Spatial cognition 

Spatial cognition abilities play a role in a number of different jobs that dogs serve in, e.g. 

detection, herding, patrolling. Spatial cognitive mechanisms allow dogs to navigate and orient 

themselves in their environment as well as track the location of objects, persons, and other 

animals [145]. Different studies have been conducted on dogs’ spatial cognition abilities, 

examining dogs’ navigation skills in different contexts and how spatial cues influence dogs’ 

search behavior as well as how search strategies might differ between dogs and how those 

strategies influence search performance. Searching efficiency is a vital skill for dogs working 

in odor detection jobs, whether that be in search and rescue, explosives detection or 

mantrailing. Particularly when looking at the search strategies of dogs, there seem to be large 

individual differences. Fabrigoule and Sagave (1992) analyzed dogs’ searching performance 

and strategy when navigating six radially distributed food sites within an open space. Across 

trials, dogs showed high efficiency in searching the sites with only a few search omissions or 

repeated searches. Strategies however differed: While some dogs searched more 

sporadically, one dog started to use a circular search pattern across the sites [163]. Search 

strategies have also been shown to be influenced by meteorological conditions. While dogs 

are successful in finding target scents in different weather conditions [164], their strategy and 

speed changes according to changes in humidity and air temperature [165]. Olfactory 

orientation behaviors of trained search and rescue dogs were observed under different 

weather conditions when searching for a hidden human target (trail aged 1-3 hours) in a natural 

landscape. With a 93% success rate, dogs were highly successful at finding the hidden human 

target 800m from the start location. As air temperature became cooler and more humid, dogs 

adapted their search strategy by searching closer to the experimental trail and modifying their 

head position and speed according to their location distance to the experimental trail. Dogs 

ran at a quicker pace and searched with their head up when close to the trail, while their speed 

decreased and they were more likely to search with their nose on the ground when their search 

took them farther away from the experimental trail [165].  

When looking at spatial cue preferences, there seems to be some uncertainty as to how dogs 

select in which order different baited target sites are visited. One study of Dumas & Pagé 

(2006) found that dogs seem to randomly select which target site to visit first when they’re 

given multiple search sites to explore, and all target sites were at an equal distance from the 

dog’s starting point with only slight modifications in angular deviation [166]. However, when 

angular deviation was higher or a different number of targets were available, dogs seemed to 

rely on the principle of maximum divergence, meaning after visiting one (unbaited) site, they 
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chose the target site farthest away in their next trial [167]. As of now, it is not clear whether 

dogs use random selection or divergent selection when given the option of multiple search 

sites and more research needs to be conducted in that area. In terms of spatial navigation, 

research focusses mostly on which spatial cues dogs use to navigate their environment. 

Egocentric spatial cues refer to a target location in relation to the dog’s own position while 

allocentric spatial cues are related to the target location in relation to external environmental 

stimuli [145]. Dogs have been shown to use both egocentric and allocentric spatial cues to 

navigate in different types of tasks [168]. During an object location task, dogs seem to prefer 

following egocentric cues but can switch to allocentric navigation when egocentric cues were 

no longer available or became useless [169, 170]. Christie et al. (2005) furthermore reported 

that age plays a role in the spatial navigation of dogs [171]: Older dogs (+8 years) and young 

dogs (6 months – 5 years) perform similarly using egocentric cues to navigate. Older dogs 

however perform significantly poorer when using allocentric cues. Researchers furthermore 

investigated how sex and sexual intactness influence spatial navigation skills. Sexual 

hormones have been proven to influence spatial cognition with gonadectomy potentially 

affecting spatial learning skills in female dogs [172]. Scandurra et al. (2018) tested the effects 

that gonadectomy had on the spatial navigation skills of dogs and whether gonadectomized 

dogs seemed to prefer allocentric or egocentric navigation. They first determined which 

strategy dogs preferred in a navigation task in a plus-shaped maze. Afterwards they tested the 

four dog groups (divided into equal groups based on sex and gonadectomy) on their non-

preferred strategy when their preferred strategy was no longer possible. Sex didn’t seem to 

influence the preferred strategy. However, ovariectomized females showed a strong 

preference for egocentric navigation. There was an increase of successfully resorting to the 

non-preferred strategy in older female dogs while there was a decrease in older male dogs. 

Younger males seemed to be able to flexibly switch between navigation strategies [173, 174]. 

The above-mentioned areas cover some of nonsocial cognitive abilities important for odor 

detection and focus mostly on the sensory skills of dogs. As dogs are however highly social 

animals that interact and communicate with humans in a multitude of ways, it is of utmost 

importance to understand which social cognitive skills influence and direct success in scent 

detection dogs. There have been a few studies suggesting that behavioral and social learning 

components actually play a bigger role in successfully training a working dog than sensory or 

morphological traits [175, 176]. A job in scent detection requires dogs to successfully 

communicate with their handler: after finding a target odor, they must be capable of indicating 

the presence of said target odor to their handler as well as inhibit alerting their handler to non-

target odors. Dogs having the sensory abilities to do so still doesn’t guarantee success in a 

working dog role. Maejima et al. (2007) reports that many working dogs do not successfully 

complete their training or do have to be withdrawn from their jobs prematurely [177]. This can 

have several reasons, from decreased welfare due to stress, poor performance, breed to 

personality [142]. That is why it is important to understand which social cognitive traits play a 

role in scent detection jobs, not only to increase performance but also to identify suitable 

selection criterions that help predict working dog success. 

Personality – defined as a set of behavioral traits that show consistently over different contexts 

and time – has been linked to either success or failure during training programs in odor 

detection dogs [177]. Certain personality traits seem to enable dogs to perform better at scent 

detection tasks while other traits inhibit them from doing so. Lazarowski et al. (2018) examined 

the behavioral characteristics of dogs that underwent training to detect hand-carried and body-

worn explosives and which characteristics set successfully trained dogs apart from dogs who 

were not able to perform the tasks required of them. 146 dogs received identical puppy training 
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during development as well as basic odor training. After undergoing performance evaluations 

at 3, 6, 10, and 12 months old, they were then sold for service. Dogs were categorized into 

three groups: dogs successfully sold for body-worn explosives detection, dogs sold for 

standard explosives detection, and dogs that failed to be sold for any type of detection job 

(washouts). The dogs were compared in terms of performance (search-related behaviors), 

trainability (ability to learn new skills) and environmental stimuli (reaction to novel stimuli). Dogs 

that were successfully sold for hand-carried and body-worn explosives detection scored higher 

in the trainability and performance sector compared to dogs sold for general explosives 

detection and washout dogs. In the performance sector, successful candidates especially 

scored higher in the categories of Hunt, Focus, Possession, Independence, and Work Effort. 

Another interesting finding in this study was that dogs sold for general explosive detection and 

washout dogs did not differ significantly on the performance scale but that most washout dogs 

failed to be sold due to difficulties in the section of reaction to novel stimuli [178]. Another 

important aspect that was found in this study was that specialized scent detection dogs scored 

higher than the other dogs in the Independence subcategory. This is in line with other working 

dog studies that have found that a certain level of autonomy is an important trait in working 

dogs [179, 180]. While working dogs need to communicate efficiently with their handler and 

show obedience to their handler’s cues, Troiski et al. (2019) makes an important point in their 

review: Pet dogs who tend to have a strong social bond with their humans spend more time 

gazing at their owners which positively correlates with obedience [142]. However, pet dogs 

have also been reported to perform worse in an independent problem-solving task than 

working dogs, indicating that pet dogs rely more heavily on their owners to guide them during 

novel or challenging tasks (in Troiski et al., 2019). This in turn means that to be successful in 

their respective fields, working dogs must remain a degree of independence from their handlers 

to be able to perform well. This however does not mean that working dogs and handlers should 

not have a social bond at all. There are a number of studies that underline the importance of 

dogs and their handlers being a bonded team, which not only affects dog performance but also 

their overall welfare and arousal levels [143, 144, 181, 182]. Lefebvre et al. (2007) found a 

correlation between the amount of time military dog handlers spent with their working dogs and 

the dogs' behavior in terms of well-being, aggression, and obedience. Handlers who took their 

dogs home and/or engaged in sports activities with them reported fewer biting incidents 

compared to those who housed their dogs in military kennels. Dogs that spent more time with 

their handlers also exhibited a higher level of obedience, and dogs living with their handlers 

were reported to be more sociable. Furthermore, dogs practicing sport with their handlers 

and/or living at home with their handlers showed fewer signs of impaired welfare. Dogs with 

suspected previous mistreatment displayed a higher level of anxiety and aggression [144]. It 

has been furthermore shown that changing a familiar handler to an unfamiliar one negatively 

impacts dogs’ detection performance and behaviors. Dogs working with their familiar handlers 

exhibited higher detection accuracy and were also less distracted [143]. Furthermore, there is 

evidence suggesting a connection between salivary cortisol levels of working dogs and their 

handlers, which are used as an indicator of stress. In an experiment, the stress level of the 

handler was found to correlate with the stress level of their dog, and this influence was 

reciprocal. This was particularly evident when either the dog or the handler made a mistake or 

failed a task during a performance test. The correlation of stress levels was more pronounced 

in female handlers and their female dogs. [181]. Another study conducted by Lit et al. (2011) 

discovered that handler beliefs influence working dog detection outcomes. In their study, they 

examined whether dogs in scent detection tasks can be influenced by their handler's belief in 

the presence of a target scent, and vice versa. They found that dogs were indeed influenced 
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by their handler's belief and more frequently falsely indicated the presence of an scent when 

their handler believed a target scent was present [180]. Numerous studies have been 

conducted on how life experiences and temperament shape the cognitive abilities of dogs and 

how these experiences contribute to either their success or failure in working dog roles [183-

185]. Foraita et al. (2021) wrote an extensive review about how environmental influences affect 

the development of executive functions in dogs. These environmental variables include stress, 

early life experiences, housing and training. It is beyond the scope of this article to delve deeper 

into the different categories here. The aspect of training will be mentioned later on in more 

depth as it actively influences working dog success or failure. Here, we will only briefly mention 

two social learning strategies that potentially enhance dog performance: the model-rival 

technique utilizes social stimuli to create an interest and/or curiosity for an object in the dog, 

meaning instead of using food as a reinforcement strategy, the dog learns to perform a task 

for an intrinsic reward, e.g., by learning the features of an object and then retrieving it 

successfully [187]. McKinley & Young tested this by comparing learning through operant 

conditioning and the model-rival method. They labelled different objects, e.g., all yellow toys 

were labelled “SOCKS” and all red toys were labelled “CROSS”. One trainer and one model-

rival were then having a conversation about one of the objects where the model-rival would 

retrieve the object and pass it back to the trainer while naming the label of said object. They 

found that operant conditioning and the model-rival method both had the same efficacy in 

training dogs to retrieve certain objects [187]. However, Cracknell, Mills & Kaulfuss (2008) 

found while replicating McKinley & Young’s study and adding the component of stimulus 

enhancement (e.g., one of the experimenters holding the object that should be retrieved) that 

dogs learned to retrieve a named object quicker due to stimulus enhancement and not 

necessarily possessed the complex cognitive abilities that are suggested in the model-rival 

method [188]. Another established social learning training method is the Do as I do method 

where dogs learn to copy the behavior of a human demonstrator on the command “Do it!”. 

After learning from a social partner, they are later able to translate and generalize what they 

learned on to novel actions [189]. This method has also been proven to be more effective than 

shaping/clicker training [189, 190]. In the context of social learning, the aspect of reversal 

learning should also be mentioned. Reversal learning tests both inhibitory control and 

behavioral flexibility. In a reversal learning task, dogs’ reaction is assessed when a previously 

correct response is no longer valid [175]. Fagnani, Bentosela & Barrera (2020) found some 

evidence that dogs are more successful at reversal learning when in a social context, with 

humans as a stimulus, instead of two apparatuses. They however also mentioned that their 

results should be assessed with caution [191]. More research in this area is needed to confirm 

these findings. 

3.2 Motivation 

Selecting dogs that are suitable for a job in odor detection often boils down to identifying traits 

that are correlated with a high level of success during working dog training. We previously 

mentioned how personality plays a key part in selecting dogs to train in scent detection. Some 

of the personality traits identified as important factors are boldness, the ability to cope with 

stressful situations and environments as well as a strong motivation [176, 177, 179, 192, 193]. 

But how to define and quantify motivation? Motivation is defined as the force that initiates, 

guides and drives goal-oriented behavior. Most commonly, motivation is divided into the 

categories of internal and external motivation. While external motivation is often driven by the 

desire to earn rewards such as food or praise, internal motivation arises from the gratification 

that solving a task or a problem brings or the curiosity for a novel stimulus or situation [194-
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196]. Animals are motivated by both intrinsic and external factors [197]. Researchers have 

furthermore identified three key components to motivation: activation – which describes the 

decision to initiate a behavior, persistence which is the continued effort put in a task despite 

challenges or obstacles, and lastly intensity which describes the energy and concentration that 

goes into the pursuit of a goal [198, 199]. There are different methods to test motivation or 

“drive” in an experimental setup. Some researchers examine their experimental trials post hoc 

to check for motivational factors that may have been influencing behavior during the 

experiment. Indicators of decreased motivation could be greater latencies to begin an 

interaction with a test object or a delayed decision-making process [200, 201]. Other 

researchers make sure that the food motivation of dogs is similar, by asking owners to fast 

their dogs for 4 hours minimum or overnight before participation in the experiment begins [185, 

202]. However, dogs should not be too hungry when given a search task: Miller & Bender 

(2012) found that dogs that were fed before engaging in a working memory task searched 

more accurately than dogs that weren’t fed. This positive effect on memory however only lasted 

until 30 minutes after breakfast consumption [203]. Another method is to conduct “warm-up 

trials” before the experiment to test which dogs are motivated to participate in the experiment: 

Only dogs that e.g., fetch a toy repeatedly or show high food motivation after given the 

opportunity to approach said rewards freely are included in the study [204-207]. 

In the context of motivation, it is also useful to mention the reinforcement sensitivity theory 

(RFT). This theory describes three major systems which influence an individual’s behavior: 

The Fight-Flight-Freeze System activated by aversive stimuli such as punishment or predators, 

the Behavioral Inhibition System activated by uncertain or conflicting stimuli and the Behavioral 

Approach System activated by rewards such as food, praise, or positive social interaction 

[208]. There are large interindividual differences in the sensitivity towards these systems that 

in turn result in differences in personality [209]. Thus, some stimuli are perceived as more 

positive or negative by different individuals due to their differences in sensitivity: some animals 

may experience negative activation by a certain stimulus while others are positively activated 

through the same stimulus [210, 211]. When selecting potentially suitable working dogs, it may 

prove to be helpful to assess their positive-negative activation (reward-aversion) sensitivity as 

dogs that score high in positive activation, or extraversion, show high levels of exploratory 

behavior and strong motivation when positively reinforced [192]. High levels of positive 

activation/motivation have also been linked to a higher chance of successfully completing 

working dog training [177, 179, 184, 192, 212]. Another factor worth noting in the context of 

motivation, is the correlation of high persistence and stereotypies. Protopopova, Hall & Wynne 

(2014) found that dogs with stereotypies also had a higher perseverance and persistence 

during an extinction task. Stereotypies indicate decreased welfare and should not go unnoticed 

and untreated [213]. Another study by Dalal & Hall (2019) found that persistence is associated 

with a decreased performance in an olfactory discrimination learning task, something that 

could be extremely detrimental to dogs working in scent detection [214]. Higher levels of 

persistence are also associated with behavioral inflexibility [215]. It is therefore important to 

select working dogs that show high levels of motivation and behavioral flexibility as only high 

persistence will not guarantee a successful working dog and may even have negative 

consequences in the performance sector. Thus, assessing motivation at the level of 

temperament is a helpful and important tool to select suitable scent detection dogs as an 

individual’s response to certain stimuli should allow to predict behavior over a range of contexts 

on a trait-level [196]. Gazit, Goldblatt & Terkel (2005) found a link between long-term reference 

memory and motivation in scent detection dogs. Experienced explosives detection dogs were 

sent to explore two similar paths, path A that always had five hidden explosives, and path B 
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that never had any explosives hidden on it. Dogs were taken on searches on one of the two 

paths daily. After only one search on path B, dogs showed signs of decreased motivation on 

the subsequent searches on that path while the motivation to search remained high on path A. 

Even when explosives were ultimately hidden on path B, motivation and performance 

remained low. Dogs seemed to remember the path which in turn affected their search 

performance and behavior, even when conditions changed [216]. This could pose a challenge 

in real-life odor detection, as rewards such as finding actual explosives or identifying target 

scents, are potentially rare and/or infrequent. Porritt et al. (2015) observed the same 

phenomenon of performance decline as Gazit, Goldblatt & Terkel (2005) in their study. 

Detection accuracy dropped significantly after repeated searches with no present target odor. 

They could also verify that this was not due to the dogs forgetting the scent, but the 

performance decline was a result of decreased motivation. Their suggested strategy to mitigate 

these effects is to train scent detection dogs on a non-target, non-explosive scent that they will 

periodically encounter in a working context. They hypothesized that dogs encountering the 

non-target scent in working situations would show increased persistence. This would in turn 

translate to higher motivation to search for target odors too. In their study, this method proved 

to be effective as dogs encountering the non-target scent on their trials showed higher 

motivation and increased performance in also finding target odors while dogs that encountered 

zero targets continued to show a declined performance [217]. 

3.3 Bio-psychological aspects of dog decision-making 

The suitability of dogs, both as individuals and specific breeds, for work in a sniffing capacity 
strongly depends on a set of behavioral and neurobiological conditions. Brain functions that 
strongly influence working dogs' capacities are often summarized as „executive functions“. 
This term includes, among others, working memory, self control/inhibitory control, time 
management, internal representation, spatial memory and other processes. In the last few 
years, neurogenetically analyses more and more team up with behavioral data, based on 
questionnaires or specific test situations. However, most of these publications currently relate 
more to social behavior, attachment system etc. ( see e.g. MacLean et al 2019). Only a few 
papers address inhibitory control [218, 219], and only one recent paper [220] covers 
differences in olfactory detection by genome screening. Personality dimensions such as 
persistency or emotional stability can be scored by means of questionnaires as e.g. developed 
by [221, 222], or [223]. The most wide-spread of these, also in a broad database, is the Canine 
Behavioral Assessment & Research Questionnaire (C-BARQ). All of these could be applied to 
find better correlates with dogs' suitability for such tasks. The importance of working memory, 
one of the main components of executive functions, for sniffer dog work has been outlined by 
Gadbois & Reeve, 2014. The design of line-ups for detection work by dogs might be more 
relevant for detection probabilities than the ability of a dog to discriminate and even detect a 
given scent, if the positive sample is positioned more towards the end of the „cafeteria“ line-up 
than if it is positioned at the beginning. The emotional capacity of persistency or perseverance, 
but also the cognitive bias of the dog (being optimist or pessimist, [224] could also influence 
whether a dog detects, discriminates and then communicates a given scent. Further 
neurobiological components influencing the quality of a sniffer dog's work are the relative 
importance of the two sub-components in the brain reward system (liking, being the more 
passive satisfaction with a current situation, versus wanting/seeking, constituting the active 
strive to further improve the current situation). Gadbois & Reeve, 2014 outline this and refer to 
more detailed literature. Recently, an extensive pathway consisting of five tracts of white matter 
has been identified, which are connected to the occipital lobe, cortical spinal tract, limbic 
system, piriform lobe, and entorhinal tract. This extensive white matter network, originating 
from the olfactory bulb and forming direct connections to other cortices of the brain, appears 
to support theoretical assumptions about how dogs integrate olfactory stimuli into their 
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cognitive functions. Specifically, a direct connection between the olfactory bulb and the 
occipital lobe has been documented for the first time [225].  
Detection work in dogs includes three, fundamentally separated tasks: „What“, „Where“, and 
„How much“. All three relate to different parts of the memory systems, and are connected to 
spatial orientation, motor integration. Signal detection theory, habituation-dishabituation, 
errorless discrimination training or, as mentioned already, memory load issues in line-up tests 
are among those biopsychological concepts that could be better integrated into the practical 
work (see Gadbois & Reeve 2014 again). Heritabilities of suitable traits for dog work in part 
reflect the importance that this particular trait had been assigned in domestication history. 
Many traits in behavior, including most of the functional system of „hunting“, which we use in 
olfactory work mostly, only have low to moderate heritabilities within breed [226]. Between 
breeds however differences are more significant [227, 228]. Gnanadesikan et al. (2020) find 
highest values for heritability in communication with humans and in inhibitory control. Less 
important, in terms of heritability, are spatial/physical orientation and memory. These latter, in 
addition to other aspects of executive function, seem to strongly depend on socialization and 
early experience [186, 229] as well as absolute body size [219, 230, 231], with larger dogs 
having better executive functions and being more trainable, better willing to relate to their 
human counterparts etc. 
Developing test situations specifically for each task or job a dog in future should be trained for 
has only rarely successfully included cognitive aspects. Indeed, comparing tests for explosive 
detection versus assistance dogs, would be a good outline for similar efforts [183]. From 
among a total number of over 100 test situations the author could identify a subset most 
suitable for each of these future jobs. Another area that more and more comes into research 
focus is the influence of sexual hormones on spatial orientation, memory, but also 
communication between dogs and humans. In all these areas, neutered dogs often fare worse 
than intact ones. The wide-spread belief that neutering working dogs makes them more reliable 
thus has to be strongly questioned [173, 232]. In summary, recent developments in cognitive 
and neurobiology research, including genetics, could offer a huge potential to improve the work 
of detection dogs, including mantrailing, if a better multidisciplinary understanding would arise. 

3.4 Constraints on the use of sniffer dogs – biological considerations on stress and 
welfare 

The concepts and definitions of what constitutes „stress“ for an individual vary between authors 
and areas of research. In animal welfare science, the definition by Broom is one of the broadest 
and most commonly cited. According to this, „stress is an environmental effect on the individual 
which overtaxes its control systems and results in adverse consequences, eventually reduced 
fitness“ (Broom 2002 p 6). According to this definition there is nothing such as „positive stress“. 
Stress is always negative, all positive effects are termed „stimulation“ or „challenge“. This 
distinction is highly relevant to the use of dogs in all areas of animal-assisted activities, 
including the use of sniffer dogs. Gadbois & Reeve, 2014 repeatedly refer to dopamine-
controlled breeds of dogs who are the most suitable breeds for olfactory work due to their high 
degree of motivation and perseverance (they explicitly mention Border collies, Russel terriers, 
or Belgian malinois). The activation of the dopamine system, which is part of the mesolimbic 
as well as prefrontal reward system in mammalian brains, is, among others, also tied to sniffing, 
especially when combined with rhythmic activation of the skeletal musculature, such as in 
following a trail. In this context we have to consider that dopamine, the most important 
transmitter in the „seeking/wanting system“ in our brains, can easily cause addictive 
processes. And addiction definitely meets the criteria of „adverse consequences“ sensu 
Broom. Related to this, and the behavioral trait of persistency (which again is a helpful 
precondition for focused long-term work), is also a higher probability of developing behavioral 
disturbances, stereotypies etc. [213, 233], 
In order to better understand the risks and possible aversive side effects of sniffer dog work 
related to stress and dog welfare, an important distinction also has to be made between dogs 
and their ancestors. Very often, in all areas related to dog biology, a comparison is drawn to 
wolves. Related to our topic here, we have to get rid of the notion of wolf packs hunting for 
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days on end, covering huge distances in pursuit of their ungulate prey. Data on feral or village 
dogs (summarized e.g. by Gompper, 2014, Boitani et al., 2016, and other field researchers) 
paint a totally different picture: Feral dogs spend only a few percent of their 24 hour activity 
budget in „travelling“, mostly between resting sites and foraging areas ( i.e. garbage dumps). 
Between 50 and 80 % of their daytime activity are spent „resting“, and even the (on average) 
about 30 min/24 hrs that are spent in vigorous high intensity locomotor activity are distributed 
over several bouts of a few minutes each. We thus really have to limit the bouts of searching 
and sniffing that a single dog spends on a trail to maximally 30 min (which by the way is 
common among really responsible dog handlers anyway). However, we can understand that 
in certain operational scenarios involving service dogs, such as search and rescue missions, 
this may not always be feasible. A contemporary approach to dog (or other animal) welfare, as 
outlined e.g. by Rooney & Bradshaw, 2014 contains three equally important issues: physical 
health, psychological well-being, and expression of natural behavior. Only when taking these 
into account pro-actively can we expect this type of work to be accepted by the general public 
in the future. 

4 Dog Training 

It is assumed that dogs naturally have the ability to locate and track scents. The ability to locate 
scents is vital for survival, whether for foraging or for reproduction to find a suitable mate [212, 
p. 10]. In addition, there appear to be indications that the opportunity for nose work may have 
positive effects on the emotional status of dogs, in part because it provides natural behavior 
and autonomy. [237]. It could be argued that dogs need special training for tasks such as scent 
discrimination, tracking, or mantrailing. Instead, it is more important to encourage the dog to 
use its natural abilities on command and continue until the desired object is found or there is 
no longer a scent to follow, without being distracted by other surrounding stimuli. Furthermore, 
the signals given by the dog during a search must also be clearly recognizable and 
interpretable by the handler. This is the only way to accurately classify a "search success", 
especially when it comes to the invisible scent trail. Many studies have examined the criteria 
for selecting a dog, such as ancestry [238], genetics [228, 239], or behavior (an overview in 
Bray et al., 2021). Fundamental considerations for dog training are presented by Troisi et al., 
2019 and Hall et al., 2021, which includes key mechanisms of learning in dogs (classical 
conditioning, operant conditioning, and social learning) and the relationship between the dog 
and handler, as well as the training setting, such as the number of repetitions, positive 
reinforcement, the use of negative samples, the location, the length of the search, and the 
training of the handler, such as the influence of the handler on the dog through their own 
unconscious signals or behavior and how they correctly interpret their dog's signals (Troisi et 
al., 2019, Hall et al., 2021; a summary of individual aspects can be found in Jamieson et al., 
2017; for more in-depth information, see Minnhinick et al., 2016). These findings are in addition 
to the insights into dog behavior presented above. 
 
It is important to keep in mind that the trailing dog team consists of the dog and handler. While 
the dog does almost all of the work, the handler must contribute their small portion at critical 
times, particularly at the start of the trail and when the trail has been lost. However, there is 
widespread agreement among trainers and handlers that the handler is the weakest part of the 
team. This means that the team’s success and research results based on the team’s 
performance will be significantly influenced by the skills of the handler. 

4.1 Human Scent Discrimination 

While discrimination is the ability to distinguish different signals in a chemically complex 
environment, identification is the ability to recognize a signal and compare it with previously 
stored information [240]. Research has shown that it may be possible to train dogs that have 
not been trained for discrimination tasks to find a single (novel) odor without much effort. 
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Twenty-four trials (target odor anise; Hall et al., 2013) or a few days (e.g., target odor amyl 
acetate; Edwards, 2019) may be sufficient. For more complex odors, the required training 
period may extend to several months, for example 3 months (target scent red palm weevil; 
Suma et al., 2014), 11 months (target scent koala feces; Cristescu et al., 2015) or even 16 
months (target scent prostate cancer from urine samples or blood from deceased individuals; 
Cornu et al., 2011, Riezzo et al., 2014) . For dogs already familiar with olfactory search tasks, 
this can even be achieved within a few minutes (target scent black tea; Johnen et al., 2013). 
Often, discrimination or detection tasks are performed on dogs using substances that are not 
biologically significant to dogs. This includes applications used by authorities, such as 
detecting explosives or drugs. The following discussions refer exclusively to scenarios of 
assigning the human scent trail to the person who caused it, often in forensic applications. It 
cannot be excluded that the assignment/recognition of individual human scent has gained 
significance during the domestication of the dog, whether because of the availability of 
food/feed or shelter or friendly interaction. Only occasionally are there explicit statements 
about training the dogs. Dog training usually relies on operant conditioning, however, there are 
no proven standards for training dogs for human scent matching tasks [246]. Initially, 
comparable basic training methods are often used, which are later varied and extended [247, 
p. 155]. The training period usually lasts several months, for example 6 months [248], 8 months 
[249], 12 months [250], 16 months [251] or 18-20 months [252, 253]. In a police context 
between 6 months and two years [254]. Essential aspects of training, such as avoiding of 
coercion, positive reinforcement, phase-wise training, conducting control trials, and referring 
to potential sources of error, are already found in earlier literature (e.g. Menzel and Menzel, 
1930) and are still applicable today. In the following, the basic aspects of dog training for 
human scent discrimination will be discussed. 
 
Information varies as to the age at which training should begin. There is consensus that it 
should not be started too early. Thus, an age starting between 8 and 17 months is reported 
[122, 251, 253]. Regularly, training is preceded by basic obedience training. This concerns in 
particular the compliance with the commands "down" and "sit". The known methods describe 
a training scope of 4 - 5 days per week and an intensity of 3 to 15 repetitions. Marchal and 
Ferry (2017) emphasize that the daily pensum should not exceed 8 runs, as this can lead to a 
loss of motivation in the dog. The training is carried out in several phases, varying between 
four [122, 251], five [253] or even six [249] phases. However, the phases can basically be 
divided and summarized into the following steps: 
 

1. Learn to search all the jars in the line. 
For this purpose, all stations are filled with food and the dog is asked to put its muzzle into the 
jars to reach the food. The food acts as positive reinforcement, supplemented by praise from 
the handler. Already in this phase, one can put a search harness on the dog before the 
beginning of the run, which thereby gets signal meaning. Furthermore, it is already possible to 
place a blank scent article (gauze pad) under the food. Building on this, the difficulty can be 
increased so that only individual stations are filled with food and the dog should show an 
indication behavior such as "Down!" or "Sit!" at these stations. This can be supported by an 
appropriate command and reinforced by the use of a clicker.  
 

2. The dogs are presented with a familiar scent and indicate the corresponding station. 
Initially, the dog handler's familiar scent is used. This can be on an object belonging to the 
handler, but also on a manufactured scent sample (e.g. a gauze pad, held in the hand for 
several minutes). Presenting the scent sample can be connected with a command, e.g. in 
Germany with the term "Riech!". The sample is then placed in one of the jars and the others 
filled with blank samples. The dog is asked to indicate this with a command, e.g. "Search!". 
Positive reinforcement is also given by food or clicker. Subsequently, the difficulty is increased 
so that the handler does not know the location of the target sample. Furthermore, 
reinforcement with food should only occur intermittently. 
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3. The dogs are presented with random scent samples and indicate the corresponding 
station or recognize that no corresponding sample is present. 

Scent samples of persons not known to the dog are used. All stations contain scent samples. 
The handler does not know the location or whether a target scent is present. The dog is 
presented a scent article and has to indicate the matching jar. The difficulty is increased by the 
use of different scent samples and target scents (scent samples from different parts of the 
body, on different scent articles and different ages).  
 
A transition to the next level of training only takes place when the dog can reliably indicate the 
respective sample and reliably recognize when there is no match in the stations. After 
completing the training, the dog's performance level must be maintained at this level over the 
entire course of the dog's working life through constant training. 

4.2 Mantrailing 

To the best of our knowledge, no study has specifically investigated which method promises 
particularly good results in the training of a mantrailing dog. In the published works that 
explicitly address mantrailing (see below), either no comprehensive information is provided on 
the specific training method used for the dogs [24, 127, 134, 255, 256], or it is stated that they 
have undergone an appropriate evaluation by organizations [24, 165, 256, 257] or they refer 
to a training methodology described elsewhere [112, 258, 259]. A somewhat more detailed 
description can be found in [135]. One study has focused on experiences regarding basic entry 
competencies in the context, without reflecting on a specific training method [260]. 
Requirements for teams deployed in investigative measures have been formulated [113]. 
Fundamental considerations can be found in the Scientific Working Group on Dogs and 
Orthogonal Detection Guidelines [261], and further continued in the General Guidelines for 
Training, Certification, and Documentation of Canine Detection Disciplines [262] and 
specifically in the Standard for Training and Certification of Canine Detection of Humans: An 
Aged Trail Using Pre-scented Canine [263]. Additionally, it should be noted that many canine 
organizations have established internal standards and standard operating procedures. 
 
For the training of mantrailing dogs, a variety of concepts and methods have been established. 
In general, the genetic predisposition of all dogs for tracking scent trails is utilized. Depending 
on the intended purpose of the dog's use, different aspects are emphasized. These include, 
among others, the selection of the dog breed, the timing of the training onset, or the intensity 
of the training. Essentially, a distinction can be made between the private or recreational sector 
and the deployment in rescue organizations or authorities. In the latter, the training and 
continuing education density is more extensive, and before these dogs are deployed, passing 
an evaluation is mandatory. While in the recreational sector, a dog can begin training 
regardless of its age, for planned professional search purposes, training should commence 
early as a puppy. However, premature weaning from the mother or litter siblings should be 
avoided as they play a significant role in socialization and the dog's future behavior. The 
experiences gained during the socialization phase have an impact on the dogs' future social 
behavior [264, 265] and thus also on the operational outcome/success.  
 

It should be noted at this point that a distinction must be made between tracking work and 
mantrailing, as different perspectives have been established. Therefore, a differentiation is 
necessary. A distinction can be found in the seminal work by Syrotuck from 1972: 
„Tracking Dog: In the strict sense of the term, the dog should indicate almost each of the 
subject`s footsteps. (…) The basic orientation of the dog is to the footsteps. 
Trailing Dog: The dog is oriented to the rafts which have fallen to the ground along the person`s 
route. The dog may well be working some distance from the actual footsteps.” [79, p. 79]. This 
differentiation is maintained in current standards: 

 tracking  
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The propensity or learned ability of a canine to methodically follow odor/scent on the ground 
(human/ground disturbance) by working the canine close to the pathway. Canines are not 
typically pre-scented on an object.  

 trailing  
The propensity or learned ability of a canine to methodically follow the target scent. The canine 
may follow a scent plume which could be either air borne or settled on the ground/vegetation. 
The canine will use whichever technique will get them to the target the most efficiently. Canines 
are typically pre-scented on an object [266]. 
 

Whereas in tracking the training of the dog regularly starts on soft surfaces, especially grass 
[267, p. 56, 268, p.66] and thus the soil damage plays a major role as a key, this is not the 
case in trailing. Particularly, for police dogs and rescue dogs care is taken not to start training 
on soft surfaces [269]. But there are also dissenting views [270, p. 127]. From the local 
perspective, Schweda's view is supported. This variation may be the reason for the differences 
in performance. In both, tracking and trailing, it is assumed that the dog basically follows the 
temporal course of the track. As mentioned, the training of tracking and trailing dog differ. In 
addition to the considerations about particularly suitable dog breeds, which are not discussed 
here, the question arises as to the age at which training should begin. The data described in 
the literature for this diverge. For tracking from 6 weeks [28, p. 59], 8 weeks to seven month 
[271, p. 105], 10-12 weeks [267, p. 49] over 4-6 months [268, pp. 60-61] up to 1-1.5 years 
[272, p. 57]. In trailing 7 weeks [273, p. 4], 8-12 weeks [270, p. 38] or 2-3 months [274, p. 127]. 
In general, the earliest possible start is recommended for both tracking and trailing. This is also 
in line with the findings of corresponding studies, see Bray et al., 2021 and citation therein. 
Therefore, it is appropriate to start with the first training elements around the age of eight to 
twelve weeks [20, p. 311, 275]. Nevertheless, it is not until the dog is older that more advanced 
scent-tracking tasks are integrated into training. The effects of different training methods on 
the learning success of dogs are the focus of a large number of studies. A distinction has been 
made between aversive methods (based on negative reinforcement or positive punishment) 
and reward-based methods (positive reinforcement and negative punishment). While there is 
widespread agreement that aversive methods induce stress-induced behavior in animals and 
thus have a negative impact on animal welfare, there are contradictory statements regarding 
the effectiveness of the methods used [182, 276-279]. A recent review provides a descriptive 
overview [280]. Regardless, there is no known study that has compared mantrailing training 
methods and correlated mission success.  
In scientific and technical literature, as well as formulated standards, the following aspects are 
regularly presented for the training of mantrailing team: terminologies, basic knowledge of 
cynology, fundamental understanding of the origin and distribution of the human scent trail, 
required equipment, collecting/securing and storing scent articles, handling and “reading” the 
dog, assessing the dog during search work, and age-appropriate training tasks [263, 274, 281-
290]. Exemplarily, the methodology developed by Armin Schweda is presented here [269], 
which has been successfully applied in the training of search and rescue dogs and police dogs 
[291, 292]. According to this approach, it is essential to enable the handlers to work with their 
dogs detached from traditional training methods, which often rely on aversive techniques [293] 
or extensive and exclusive use of food as reinforcement. Additionally, the dogs need to be 
prepared for the intended operational scenarios. The training of handlers focuses primarily on 
areas such as scent comprehension, proper "reading" of the dog, leash handling, and tactical 
deployment, or in Schweda's words - the toolbox. Key elements of the dog training encompass 
“bonding”, concentration and focus, as well as everyday neutrality. 
Training should ideally begin in the puppy stage, allowing the dog to be exposed to various 
influencing factors in a controlled manner to train its stress resistance and promote 
concentration. It should be noted that, as a general rule, dogs live with their owners. A crucial 
element of the training is teaching the dog to willingly follow or find a person (bonding). The 
dog should be motivated to independently seek out a stranger and, therefore, search 
persistently and attentively. The goal is to convey to the dog that searching for a person is a 
natural substitute (drive). Practically, this is achieved by engaging intensively with the dog to 
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capture its attention and interest. It is also important to establish the connection between the 
left scent and its author. For example, in training, the person leaving drops a larger piece of 
clothing along the path. The dog follows this person, directly crossing over the item of clothing, 
thereby obtaining the scent of the target person once again. In the next step, the dog is taught 
to use its nose to find this person. The person engages with the dog and then departs, hiding 
behind an obstacle to create an optical barrier. This means that the dog cannot see the person 
and must rely solely on olfactory cues to reach the target. These exercises are then associated 
with a specific command, such as "Search!" or “Find!”. It is important that this particular 
command is used exclusively in this context. The training sessions are appropriate for the 
puppy's age and therefore kept short to avoid overwhelming the dog and to maintain its interest 
in this work. Based on the individual performance level of the dog, the next step is to familiarize 
the puppy with a search harness that it will later wear during search operations. After mastering 
the basic steps, additional scent articles can be introduced into the training. The possibilities 
are endless, as any objects carrying human scent are suitable, regardless of their solid, liquid, 
or gaseous state. A scent article refers to an object that carries the scent of the target person 
being searched for, which is presented to the dog. The training should take place under 
conditions that resemble the actual operational environment. This includes considering the 
weather, surroundings (e.g., urban areas, streets, buildings, crowds), and the ground 
conditions (e.g., soil, asphalt, concrete). A fundamental aspect for successful work is a high 
level of everyday neutrality. In addition to getting the dog accustomed to various environments 
(e.g., pedestrian zones, shopping centers) and situations, the dog handler practices the 
obligatory rules of interaction with his dog. This does not involve traditional obedience 
exercises. Essentially, it is sufficient for the dog to reliably respond to commands such as "No", 
"Come", and "Stop". It is crucial that the dog is allowed guidance during the search work without 
using this "freedom" on the trail for "unrelated activities", such as chasing after cats or 
extensively investigating other dogs' markings. Connected to this is the concentration and 
focus of both the dog and the handler during the task at hand, devoting their attention 
exclusively to the search work for an extended period. Core elements include performance and 
environmental characteristics, as described by Lazarowski et al., 2018: 
 
Performance: 
Hunt, (Dog constantly uses nose to search and investigate targets using closed-mouth search, 
not looking for handler guidance. Dog does not become over-excited when target odor is 
present and does not get discouraged when odor is not easily found),  
Focus (Dog is able to focus on rewards/tasks. Dog notices environmental stimuli, but does not 
respond to distractions (i.e., urine, ambient noises) 
Work effort (Dog will give 100% effort on every search/task every time. Dog is eager to find 
target to interact with handler) 
Air scenting (Dog is constantly using nose to find air currents, while consistently and efficiently 
searching air. Dog is not looking at specific targets/objects) 
 

as well as the one described as still to be investigated: 

Distractibility: Extent to which ongoing searching is interrupted by attention and/or attraction 

(not fearful or anxious) to objects, people, or other activities occurring in the environment—

execution of task easily or frequently interrupted by ancillary events in surroundings, 

differentiated from “focus,” the measurement of which is mostly related to attending to reward 

or immediate presence of odor, by measurement during operational style searches 

Environment: 
Surfaces (Dog will transition across any and all kinds of surfaces without any hesitation) 
People (Dog notices people, but does not try to interact. Dog may sniff people, but does not 
focus on people. Does not show fear, distraction, or excitement elicited by people) 
Vehicles/urban clutter (Dog adapts to clutter and works normally without disruption in 
searching behavior) 
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Acoustic startle (Dog will notice loud stimuli, but holds ground and recovers quickly and then 
goes forward to investigate area)  
Excitability (Dog is very active, excited to work, but not erratic. Dog may run through odor, 
but can recover and return to scent cone without giving up on task) [178]. 

This also applies to the dog handler, who, in addition to mastering leash handling, must learn 
not to obstruct the dog's path. As the team gains more experience in completing the basic 
tasks, the level of difficulty is increased. This includes, for example, overlapping older and new 
scent trails, exclusion procedures with contaminated scent articles, negative indications, line-
ups, or aged scent trails. Ultimately, the individual performance capability of the dyad 
dog/handler determines the timing of introducing new training content. The focus lies 
particularly on whether the dog has a strong bond with the “target person/victim” and shows a 
willingness to find people. Ultimately, the dog must understand that it is necessary to pick up 
the scent at the starting point, follow the scent trail, and indicate the specific person at the end 
of the trail. It can take approximately 24 months from the start of training with a puppy until a 
team reaches full operational capability [292]. This is considerably longer than the training 
duration for other specializations, such as patrol dogs (16 weeks), drug detection dogs (12 
weeks), or explosive detection dogs (18 weeks) [294]. However, the extended training period 
for mantrailing dogs appears to be established. According to a survey conducted by Joyner 
among experienced bloodhound trainers in the USA in 2003, the training of an 8-week-old 
puppy to become a mantrailer takes between 3 to 24 months to achieve an entry-level. The 
most commonly mentioned timeframe was 6 months. Joyner concludes that the training should 
last approximately 6 months, with five training sessions of about 30 minutes conducted weekly 
[260]. Similarly, search and rescue dogs also have a comparable training duration of 12 to 18 
months [295]. 

5 Practical findings 

5.1 Human Scent Discrimination – odorology  

Olfactory cues provide information about food, mates, offspring, predators, prey and 
pathogens [296, 297]. As detecting these compounds is essential for survival, most animals 
have developed a highly sophisticated olfactory system during the course of evolution [298], 
with thousands of volatile compounds perceived as distinct odors [296]. Among species that 
show remarkable olfactory detection ability, dogs have long been used in a variety of forensic 
areas [161, 299-302]. In particular, the ability of dogs to identify and discriminate between 
human odors has long been documented [303] and numerous experimental studies (see 
Ensminger 2012 and Jezierski 2016, 2012 for review) have shown that dogs are able to detect, 
memorize and identify the odor of a particular person with high specificity.  
In 1972, a confidential patent for the human scent line-up was granted in the former German 
Democratic Republic (DDR), subsequently adopted in other countries within the so-called 
Eastern Bloc [122, pp. 54-55; 143-145]. The human scent identification line-up, subsequently 
described by Schoon and De Bruin [305] and later refined [250, 306, 307], is a task performed 
in the laboratory (semi controlled conditions) in which trained dogs are presented with scent 
collected from a crime scene (“evidence” scent, indirect, corresponding to a trace scent - TS) 
and are required to compare this sample to a selection of human scents (“comparison” scents, 
i.e. direct corresponding to a body scent BS or indirect corresponding to a trace scent TS, 
usually 5 or 6 in number) collected from persons not involved in the crime but also including a 
scent from a possible suspect (“target” scent).  
A typical session trial starts when the dog is taken to the work room and presented with an 
open jar containing the target sample (also called the reference scent) at the starting point for 
5 sec. Then the dog is allowed to search alone along the line-up on which 5 jars are presented 
each one containing a body scent (BS) collected from different person. Among the jars, one 
contained the target scent was randomly placed in the line-up with 4 other jars containing 
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comparison scents collected from unrelated persons randomly chosen in the population (but 
of the same status of sex, age and ethnicity). If the target scent matches the evidence scent, 
the dog shows a typical conditioned response (usually, sitting or lying down) at the target 
station. This behavior is obtained after an extended training procedure during which the dog 
acquired the principles of classical matching-to-sample, in which the conditioned response to 
a correspondence between target scent and sample is reinforced by food, whereas responses 
to any non-identical comparisons are not reinforced (Ensminger and Jezierski, 2012 for 
review).  
During this training (2 years), dogs are trained to identify the primary component of an 
individual scent present on different collection supports. In a previous study [253], we showed 
that the comparison between the body scent (BS, direct sample) collected from a particular 
individual and a trace scent (TS, indirect sample) collected at a different point in time (from 
some hours to several days between collections) from an object that had been in contact with 
the individual resulted in the identification of both scents as originating from the same person 
with a very high level of sensitivity (see below). This suggests that dogs, when appropriately 
trained, are able to detect, memorize and identify the particular primary VOC pattern in a 
complex mixture constituting human scent, so as to be able to retrieve it in another radically 
different mixture.  
BS and TS likely consist of mixtures of various odorant compounds (body molecules + 
distractors) present in different proportions. Moreover, the proportion of distractors in the 
mixture affects the intensity of the targeted human odorants in the head space [308, 309] and 
interactions between odorant molecules in a mixture influence the detection and recognition of 
odorants in humans and in animals through activation of the olfactory sensory neurons in the 
nasal olfactory mucosa [310, 311]. If a correct identification response depends directly on the 
degree of perceived similarity between body molecules present in the odor sample and those 
present in the line-up, then the difference in sensitivity suggests that the proportions of body 
molecules and distractors differ between BS and TS mixtures and that a common specific body 
scent feature is difficult for dogs to extract when both types of odor are used in the test. The 
excellent sensitivity scores obtained with the use of the same kind of scent (BS in the sample 
et BS in the line and TS in the sample and TS in the line) suggest the comparison could result 
from configural coding; however, the sensitivity scores (true positive rate calculated with the 
ratio: total number of hits / total number of hits + total number of  misses) obtained with BS/TS 
and TS/BS (ranging from 71% ± 3 to 74% ± 3; results obtained in 12 police dogs that performed 
a total of 6502 trials during continuous training; Marchal et al., 2016) suggest that dogs were 
able to extract common specific body scent information from mixtures presented in the sample 
and in the line-up by an elemental coding process. According to Jezierski et al. (2014), high 
detection scores should be regarded as exceptional and indeed dubious as they depend on a 
variety of factors such as odor presentation method, odor source and, of course, individual 
differences in dogs’ olfactory detection thresholds thus suggesting that sensitivity is critically 
dependent on the type of odor presentation during the task and specificity dependent on the 
dog’s breeding [312].  

5.2 Mantrailing  

Mantrailing involves the search and tracking of an individual's specific human scent trail. To 
accomplish this, a scent article from the person in question must be provided to the dog. The 
dogs are trained to begin trailing when the appropriate scent is present at the location being 
checked. Otherwise, the dog will not initiate trailing. Despite the significant effort required for 
intensive training as mentioned above, an increasing number of enthusiasts are drawn to 
mantrailing, as it also provides suitable mental and physical stimulation for the dog. There are 
substantial differences in training methods for handler and dog, their skills, their experience, 
and in the local environmental conditions where they work. Consequently, handlers would not 
agree with all of the anecdotal observations below. The following is based primarily on the 
review of Osterkamp, 2021. 
Wind - For a specific set of trailing conditions, maximum scent deposited along the trail occurs 
when wind is in the same or opposite direction to the trail and minimum scent occurs when the 
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wind is perpendicular to the trail. The dogs become more animated when trailing into the wind. 
Particles and VOCs that remain in the air can be transported significant distances. For a low 
wind speed of 1.5 m/s, they could be transported up to 15 m in10 s downwind along the trail 
or at an angle to it. 
Air temperatures - High air temperatures (>30°C) are difficult trailing conditions. At 
temperatures >38°C, the reverse human thermal plume may put more scent on the trail which 
would partially offset difficulties associated with these high temperatures. During break-up in 
Alaska, air temperatures above freezing cause snow and ice to melt. Some handlers report 
that dogs which have been trailing all winter appear to have more difficulty trailing during break-
up than at colder temperatures. It may be that frozen scents that are not available during winter 
are released by melting but there is no information available to test this hypothesis. For air 
temperatures below freezing, microbial activity slows significantly. At air temperatures like 
those in a freezer (<-18°C), microbial activity ceases, which indicates that microbes cannot be 
the source of trail scent at these temperatures. Handler observations in Interior Alaska indicate 
that trailing dogs (TDs) can trail at temperatures of −35°C. This ability to trail may occur 
because warm and moist exhalation jets from the dog’s nose warm and dislodge VOCs and 
particles from surfaces which are inhaled and would produce detectable VOCs in their warm 
and humid noses. 
Ground surface temperatures - It is more difficult for TDs to trail when the sun is shining on 
a surface, especially during midday when a person’s shadow is less than 2 times their height. 
This usually makes the air near the surface unstable. It is easier for them to trail from sunset 
to sunrise, on surfaces in shade, and on cloudy days. This may be caused by the effects of 
temperature changes on the microbes and skin flakes, by the daily cycle of VOC 
concentrations, and/or by the effects of unstable air. Trail surfaces (soil, vegetation, rocks) at 
night and in shade emit long wave radiation to a clear sky that causes the surfaces to be cooler 
than the air. This is a stable condition that keeps the scent concentrated close to the ground. 
Cooler surfaces release fewer VOCs, but the net effect is to improve scenting conditions. 
Humidity and Rain - Trails on very dry soil surfaces are difficult, which may be a result of 
VOCs partitioning to the soil particle surfaces and/or reducing the viability of microbes on the 
surfaces. High humidity, dew, and light rain make trailing easier for dogs, probably because 
moisture releases VOCs from dry soil particle surfaces and makes the microbes and skin flakes 
viable. Heavy rain makes trailing more difficult. If surface run-off occurs, scent can collect in 
favorable sites downstream such as the edges of roads, ditches, and vegetation downslope. 
This suggests VOCs and particles deposited or adsorbed on surfaces may be washed off the 
surfaces and carried away to these sites. TDs sometimes move laterally to these sites and 
continue trailing. 
Snow - TDs can trail with at least 15 to 20 cm of new powder snow on the trail. Surface melting 
that freezes into a continuous ice crust and/or more than about 5 cm of wet snow that has 
refrozen makes trailing difficult to impossible. It appears that the type of snow, its thickness, 
and thermal history determine whether dogs can trail when snow has fallen on the trail, but 
there is no published information. 
Aged trails - There are reliable reports of TDs completing trails on searches (double blind) up 
to a month old, but it is usually not possible to obtain independent verification. Trails aged 2 
weeks or more have been reported [76, 113, 313]. These trails were heavily contaminated 
daily by hundreds of people and vehicles indicating that contamination is not a problem on 
aged trails. Similar reports can be found for aged trails up to two [314, 315] or four months 
[316, 317] and is confirmed by data on forensic police operations [4, 318]. Two recent studies 
have shown that aged trails could be followed up to one month [134] and up to six months 
[135] respectively, see below. There is no information on the characteristics or behavior of 
aged trail scent. Experiments on human scent have shown that it can be divided into three 
fractions according to its volatility [319]. Detector dogs could identify subjects from any of the 
fractions, but success rates were greatest for the lowest volatile fraction. Since the more 
volatile fractions are likely to be depleted over time, this suggests that TDs may be using the 
lowest volatile fraction of scent when following aged trails. 
Vehicle trails - Numerous double blind vehicle trails performed during searches indicate that 
TDs can follow them. This is likely a result of vehicle ventilation systems that exhaust air 
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containing scent from under the vehicle or from open windows. However, there is no 
information available to evaluate the conditions and success rates for dogs attempting these 
trails. 
Due to their exceptional performance and diverse range of applications, such as locating 
missing persons or linking a suspect to a crime scene, a multitude of authorities utilize this 
investigative tool [4]. Historical evidence also confirms the use of mantrailing dogs for tracking 
purposes[320-323]. One might expect this interest to be reflected in a plethora of scientific 
publications on the topic of Mantrailing. However, this is not necessarily the case. The body of 
research on the subject is rather limited and primarily consists of published works on tracking. 
The following section presents the current state of scientific research known in relation to 
mantrailing. 

6 Studies relating to mantrailing dogs 

Initial findings can be found in Romanes, who was convinced that his Terrier could track him 
for kilometers: „…(which I knew had a splendid nose, and could track me for miles)…” and 
locate his master: „…picking up my scent, tracked my footsteps over all the zigzags I had made 
until he found me…“ [303, p. 65-66]. From the results of his tests, he concluded that his dog 
could track the trail based on the scent of his boots rather than the scent of his feet. This was 
possible even when a strong different scent (in this case, anise oil) masked the actual scent. 
Furthermore, he deduced from his experiments that his female dog was capable of detecting 
his scent, regardless of the trail walked, at greater distances, specifically up to a distance of 
200 yards. Romanes emphasized the individuality of human scent. Löhner makes the following 
statement: "Experiments with police dogs suggest that these animals are able to recognize a 
common individual index among the various regional odors of a human individual." In 
summary, Löhner concludes that the individual scent refers to the characteristic personal scent 
of an individual at a specific point in time. This scent can be perceived, even at considerable 
spatial distances, by animals such as dogs [27, p. 28, 44]. A critical examination was carried 
out by Konrad Most, who conducted scientific experiments with police dogs and came to the 
conclusion that the dogs did not fully perform the tasks attributed to them [324, pp. 51-61 and 
citation therein]. Later, Kalmus (1955) demonstrated that police dogs can reliably work on 
individual scent tracking. Further considerations were devoted to the question of whether dogs 
have the ability to track a human scent and determine the direction of a trail. This yielded 
various results and success rates, such as 60.6% [325] or 87.5% [326]. Another study aimed 
to avoid methodological shortcomings of the aforementioned studies by using an adequate 
number of dogs (22 dogs) of the same breed (German Shepherd). As a group, the dogs were 
not able to determine the correct direction better than expected by chance. However, eight of 
the participating dogs were able to consistently determine the direction with success rates of 
90% and 100% [174]. A subsequent study with eight dogs showed that five steps were 
sufficient to determine the direction of the trail [327]. All experiments shared the common 
characteristic of relatively short trail lengths, ranging from 50 to approximately 100 meters. The 
age of the trails varied from 15 minutes to one hour. The trails were laid on plowed fields, 
grass, and partly on asphalt. Haberhauffe conducted research on longer and older trails with 
15 dogs. The ground conditions included cultivated fields, dirt roads, meadows, railway tracks, 
asphalt, and forest floor. The length of the tracks ranged from 1200 to 2000 meters. The dogs 
were able to work on tracks that were aged 17 hours and exposed to 5 hours of continuous 
rain. Furthermore, a case is reported in which a tracking dog worked on a track that was aged 
6 days and approximately 1500 meters long [125, pp. 51-52; 55-57]. 
 

However, these findings cannot be explicitly attributed to mantrailing. Harvey & Harvey (2003) 
were the first who showed that bloodhounds were able to locate a person using his scent 
sample. The scent sample was obtained by using a specialized device (Scent Transfer Unit 
100 - STU-100) to draw the scent of the person from the upper body, arms, and hands of the 
subjects onto a gauze pad through suction [328, 329]. The trails, ranging from 0.5 to 1.5 miles 
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in length, were laid on various surfaces (grass, asphalt, concrete, or dirt road). These surfaces 
included natural terrain in a park, on a campus, and paved surfaces in a busy urban 
environment. The locations were chosen because the likelihood of random contamination by 
human traffic between the trail laying and the search conducted 48 hours later. The trails were 
laid in such a way that two individuals started simultaneously at the starting point, walking 
towards their respective target points. About 50m before reaching the target point, one person 
turned left and the other turned right, creating a Y-shaped path. At the endpoint, the target 
individuals hid behind a natural object, such as a tree, for approximately 10 minutes. 
Afterwards, the target individuals were transported away from the endpoint by a vehicle. To 
conduct the search, the target individuals were brought back to their respective endpoints after 
approximately 48 hours without crossing the trail again. The search began by presenting a 
neutral gauze pad as a negative sample. Negative samples refer to scent articles that were 
either not contaminated with human scent or from individuals who have never been present at 
the location. Subsequently, the scent article of a target individual was presented to the dog for 
searching. The dogs used in the study, which varied in age, were trained using the same 
method [273] and were divided into a group of experienced and inexperienced dogs based on 
their training and operational experience. The results showed that the inexperienced dogs 
were successful in locating and indicating the person from whom the scent article originated in 
53.3% of the cases, while the experienced dogs were successful in 96% of the cases. 
However, it should be noted that only a small number of five trials per participating dog were 
conducted. Therefore, statistically significant results were only observed in the four dogs with 
100% success. 
 
In the following year, Stockham et al., 2004 published an article on the police application of 
dogs in scent trailing, presenting insights and case examples from the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI). According to the article, the FBI and the Southern California Bloodhound 
Handlers Coalition conducted a feasibility study on October 21, 2001, to determine the 
durability of human scent after decontamination for biological agents. Five sheets of paper 
contaminated with the scent of the target person were irradiated with an average dose of 40.7 
kGy and 39.5 kGy. All six dogs involved in the test were able to track the trail to the target 
person and correctly identify them. Furthermore, a case from May 13, 2002, is described in 
which a mail carrier in Philadelphia discovered a package in a mailbox that resembled an 
improvised explosive device. The following day, a similar package was found in a mailbox 
located one and a half kilometers away. After two days, a scent article was created from the 
remains of these two packages using the STU-100, and an attempt was made to pick up a 
scent trail from one of the mailboxes using a bloodhound. The attempt was successful, and 
the dog led to a neighboring district. Another dog was deployed there, leading the law 
enforcement officers to a house where the suspect lived. Independently, the parallel 
investigations also led to this suspect, who was subsequently sentenced to 16 months in prison 
in a subsequent court hearing. In another case study, the investigation of a pipe bomb attack 
in July 2002 is described. The pipe bomb exploded inside a vehicle in Washington, DC, 
severely injuring the driver. Shortly after the attack, the half-brother, Prescott W. Sigmund, of 
the victim disappeared. In the vehicle subsequently found, belonging to the half-brother, a 
farewell letter was discovered. After seventeen days, a dog was deployed in the neighborhood 
with a scent article derived from the bomb fragments, and it followed a scent trail to Sigmund's 
front door. The dog was then deployed at the parking garage where the vehicle had been 
found. Despite the high temperatures of approximately 38°C in the preceding days, the dog 
was immediately able to track the scent trail from there to a bus stop. According to the handler's 
assessment, it was at this point that the suspect (with a vehicle) was picked up or boarded a 
bus. After a four-month manhunt, Sigmund turned himself in to the police in Missoula, Montana. 
In the interrogation, he confirmed the findings of the dog's search work, stating that he had 
driven his vehicle to the parking garage, left it there, and subsequently left the city by bus. In 
the ensuing trial, Sigmund was found guilty and sentenced to 32 years in prison. This case 
example also supports the durability of human scent on bomb fragments and in a heavily 
trafficked urban environment [113].  
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Stockham et al. further describe that in May 2003, the FBI hosted a research workshop with 
dog handlers at its academy in Quantico. Within this workshop, the durability of aged human 
scent trails in a densely populated residential area was tested. The test was designed to 
determine if the scent of target individuals would persist at their primary residence and survive 
their prolonged absence. This was examined using the scent of a person who had relocated 
from Stafford, Virginia, to Albuquerque, New Mexico, after residing in a house for seven years. 
Six months after their move, a test was conducted to determine if a dog could pick up a scent 
trail of this test subject at a street intersection several houses away. Using a scent article 
crafted from a letter sent by the former resident, a bloodhound was able to pick up the 
corresponding human scent and track a trail to the relevant house. In this test, the letter 
intentionally sent from Albuquerque, New Mexico, to Stafford, Virginia, via the U.S. postal 
system, as the letter had been irradiated with Cobalt 60 at an average rate of 39.5-40.7 kGy 
for 59 minutes upon its arrival at the U.S. Army's Research Institute of Infectious Diseases, 
Fort Detrick, Maryland. Despite being irradiated and heavily contaminated, this scent article 
was successfully utilized in this blind test to locate the now-unoccupied former residence of 
the test subject after six months [113]. According to the dog handler, the house was, however, 
the 2nd or 3rd house away from the intersection where the scent article was presented to the 
dog, resulting in a very short trail. The handler stated that the dog did not trail as such but just 
seemed to be drawn to the house in question [330, personal communication]. 
 
In 2004, another study was published that examined whether trailing could be performed using 
a scent article that had been subjected to high thermal exposure (due to explosion or 
combustion). The scent articles were obtained from explosion fragments or fire residues using 
the STU-100 in this investigation as well. The trails were run in an urban public park frequented 
by joggers and people walking pets. The trail was laid out such that two individuals, a target 
person and a distractor person, would walk from a common starting point for approximately 14 
meters. At that point, the designated path would diverge at a 45-degree angle, and each person 
would continue for an additional 18-27 meters to their respective hiding place. The results 
recorded whether the dogs indicated a scent at the start and began trailing, as well as whether 
the correct individual was indicated at the end of the trail. In 78.3% of cases, an individual 
scent trail could be established, and in 70% of cases, the correct target person was indicated. 
Among the dogs that could pick up a trail, 88.6% correctly indicated the target person, with no 
false-positive indications [127]. Each of the 20 dogs participating in the study completed six 
trails. Due to the relatively small number of attempts, statistically significant results could only 
be observed in dogs with a 100% success rate, which applied to two dogs. A negative probe 
was not conducted. 
 
The study conducted by Harvey et al. (2006) aimed to investigate whether human scent is 
genetically determined and whether environmental influences, such as cohabitation, affect this 
scent . Scent samples was prepared as described above [112]. The participants included both 
unrelated and related individuals, including monozygotic twin pairs. Furthermore, a distinction 
was made between individuals living together in the same household and those who did not 
cohabit. This specific selection of subjects allowed for the examination of the effects of primary, 
secondary, and tertiary odors [30, 41]. The experimental design was as follows: All tests were 
conducted in a park on grassy terrain within a cordoned off area. In scenario 1, the target 
individual had to cover a distance of approximately 180m and hide behind a tree or similar 
object at the end. The scent article contained a scent sample from another person or a negative 
sample. In scenario 2, two individuals ran together from a starting point for about 90m and then 
split into opposite directions in a Y-shaped path, each running for approximately 45m and 
hiding behind a tree or similar object at their respective target points. Using a randomly 
selected scent article containing the scent of either Person A, Person B, or a negative sample, 
the corresponding scent trail and target person had to be located. The results showed that, 
except for the twin pairs, significant discrimination of all non-cohabiting test subjects by all dogs 
was achieved in both scenarios. This was also true for unrelated individuals living together in 
scenario 1. Although significant results could still be observed for related individuals living 
together by the majority of the dogs, the discrimination rate decreased. None of the dogs could 
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achieve significant results in scenario 1 for cohabiting twins, and only one dog could do so for 
non-cohabiting twins. In scenario 2, three dogs were able to achieve significant discrimination 
results for cohabiting twins, and five dogs for non-cohabiting twins. Generally, differentiation 
of monozygotic twins, regardless of whether they lived together or separately, seemed to be 
challenging [258]. This finding is consistent with previous studies on dog scent discrimination 
of objects (Kalmus, 1955; Hepper, 1988). Weather conditions appeared to have no impact on 
the overall performance of the dogs. Based on their results, Harvey et al. conclude that 
bloodhounds employ a multifactorial approach, utilizing genetically determined primary odor 
and environmental indicators, namely secondary and tertiary odors, in differentiating human 
scents. Nevertheless, they point to the apparent predominance of genetically derived odor-
type [258]. 
 
A comparable design to the study published by Stockham in 2004 is presented in the work of 
Curran et al., 2010. The STU-100 was also used to produce scent samples from explosive 
fragments. Prior to the detonation of the device, it was touched by two target individuals to 
simulate their handling of it. The target individuals ran approximately 800m from a common 
starting point, and the path then split in a Y-shape. Afterwards, they hid in a building. 
Additionally, six other individuals were placed in the test area as decoys while the teams were 
running their trails. This ensured that the dogs could not simply locate and identify any present 
individual; they had to identify the correct person. The trailing exercises began approximately 
four hours up to six hours after the trails were laid. For a dog team to successfully complete 
the exercise, the dog had to follow the trail of the target scent and identify the specific target. 
All twelve dogs involved in the study were able to pick up a scent trail and identify the target 
individual with a success rate of 72.7%. In a second and third trial, an additional trail of 
approximately 800m in length was laid by a target individual, who was to be found and 
indicated at the end of the trail. In trial two, the individual trail was successfully picked up and 
the target person indicated with a success rate of 91.7%. In the third trial, the scent trail was 
successfully picked up in 10 out of 11 cases, but only 6 cases resulted in identification. In two 
instances, the distractor individual was mistakenly indicated [24]. It should also be noted that 
a negative control trial was not conducted in this study, and the number of trials (n=35) was 
relatively small. Due to the manner the scent samples were collected, the clear assignment to 
one person was only possible to a limited extent, as scent of two targets were potentially 
present on the material and therefore the indication of one of the two persons was scored as 
a correct identification. 
 
Prada (2010) conducted a study investigating the impact of contact and non-contact scent 
collection techniques. The study extensively assessed the characteristics of textiles used for 
collecting human scent samples and conducted field experiments with mantrailing dogs to 
observe any performance deviations when varying the textiles used for collection. The study 
involved bloodhounds of varying ages (2 to 10 years) with different levels of training and 
operational experience. Field experiments were conducted in university campuses and urban 
areas, with scent trails aged approximately 24 to 48 hours and involving two changes in 
direction. The primary evaluation criteria included whether the dogs initiated trailing and 
reached the first and second decision points. The experiments, revealed that depending on 
the collection material, dogs initiated trailing in 57-100% of cases. The correct identification of 
the first decision point varied from 0% to 67%, and the second decision point was correctly 
identified in 0% to 60% of cases, depending on the collection material and trail age. Some 
experiments included negative control samples. Three out of all negative control samples were 
falsely identified as positive. The study also conducted further experiments on human scent 
identification by dogs using debris fragments after an explosion [255], with detailed 
descriptions and results provided above [24]. 
 
In a separate doctoral thesis aimed at identifying VOCs present in hand odor, hair, fingernails, 
and saliva, field experiments involving mantrailing dogs were carried out to investigate their 
performance in different scenarios [256]. The study conducted a series of experiments to 
assess the olfactory capabilities of dogs in detecting and tracking scents from various sources, 
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including hand odor, hair, fingernails, and saliva. The scent samples were collected on the day 
of trail laying using an STU-100, as mentioned above, or the Human Scent Collection System 
(HSCS). The HSCS is also a device that generates a dynamic airflow and non-contact collects 
scent samples on a sorbent carrier. As a comparison, the scent article with hand odor was 
considered. 
For hair odor, trials were conducted with varying trail ages (1h, 24hrs, 48hrs) and two decision 
points. It was recorded whether the dogs initiated trailing and subsequently reached the first 
and second decision points. Dogs initiated trailing in 75% of hand odor cases and 77% of hair 
odor cases. The first decision point was reached in 17% (hand) and 9% (hair) of cases, while 
the second decision point was achieved in only 8% of hand odor cases. Dogs performed better 
than expected by chance when presented with samples collected using the STU-100. Trail age 
had a notable impact, with the most significant difference observed at the start, where the 
response varied by 18% between 1-hour and 48-hour aged trails. However, the dogs were not 
consistently able to navigate the first and second decision points correctly, irrespective of trail 
age. 
For fingernail odor, trials were conducted with a trail age of 1 hour. Dogs initiated trailing in 
71% of hand odor cases and 63% of fingernail odor cases. The first decision point was reached 
in 29% (hand) and 25% (fingernail) of cases, but the second decision point was not reached 
in any instance. 
For saliva samples, trials also had a trail age of 1 hour. Dogs initiated trailing in 94% of hand 
odor cases and 88% of saliva odor cases. The first decision point was reached in 44% (hand) 
and 25% (saliva) of cases, while the second decision point was reached in 6% of both hand 
and saliva odor cases. 
A series of experiments compared the two devices (STU, HSCS) for collecting scent samples. 
The trail age was one hour. The target individuals were not present at the site. Dogs initiated 
trailing in 87% (HSCS) and 79% (STU-100) of cases. The first decision point was reached in 
43% (HSCS) and 58% (STU-100) of cases. In 88% of cases, negative control samples were 
not correctly identified [256]. 
 
A study on outdoor scent trailing was presented as part of a doctoral thesis by Wolf (2016). It 
investigated the influence of aging human scent trails on the performance of trailing dogs in 
tracking. Specifically, trails aged 1 day, 1 week, and 1 month were examined. These trails had 
a length of approximately 500 meters and traversed both natural and urban surfaces. The trail 
route included at least one decision point at the start and along the trail. The trails were laid 
out by transporting the target individuals by car to the starting point and having them follow a 
predefined route to reach the respective target location. The target individuals were then picked 
up from the target location by car. For conducting the search, the target individuals were 
brought back to their respective target locations on the day of the search, after the 
corresponding time duration (1 day, 1 week, 1 month), without crossing the trail again. The 
search began with presenting the dog the scent article of the target individual. Sterile cotton 
compresses measuring 7.5 x 7.5 cm were used as scent articles, which were previously taken 
out of the packaging by the target individuals and rubbed against various body parts (hands, 
face, neck, décolleté, forearms). These gauzes were then placed in a glass container with a 
screw cap. The participating dogs in the study were of different ages and were trained using 
various methods. They possessed verified basic qualifications and operational experience. In 
total, 18 dogs participated in the study, and 145 trials (divided into 63 trails aged 1 day, 54 
trails aged 1 week, and 28 trails aged 1 month) were conducted. Success was defined as the 
search team reaching the target location and the dog successfully identifying the target. Three 
criteria were distinguished regarding the accuracy of scent tracking. "Trail Running" - the dog 
shows no deviation from the trail or deviates ≤ 50 m at a decision point but then independently 
orients back towards the trail and follows the same path back to the trail to continue tracking 
it. “Trail running despite deviation” - The dog follows the trail very accurately but takes more 
than 50 m when checking the wrong arm or does not return to the trail using the same path. 
Minor deviations were defined as follows: The dog deviates ≤ 50 m from the trail but does not 
turn around. Instead, it runs parallel to the trail for a distance of ≤ 50 m and then returns to the 
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trail, or the deviation from the trail is > 50 m and ≤ 150 m, but the following criteria are 
additionally fulfilled: 
   a. The deviations only occur at the start. 
   b. There are only up to two deviations per trail. 
   c. The dog independently orients back towards the trail within a maximum of 150 m and 
follows the same path back to the trail to continue tracking it. 
 
“Air scenting” - In this case, the dog deviates significantly from the trail. The following deviations 
fall under this category: 
1. The dog deviates > 50 m but ≤ 150 m and 
   a. does not return to the trail using the same path. 
   b. runs parallel for > 50 m, regardless of the distance to the trail. 
   c. deviates from the trail more than twice at distances > 50 m ≤ 150 m. 
2. The dog deviates > 150 m from the trail (including parallel running). 
 
The results of this study have shown that dogs are generally capable of tracking scent trails 
aged 1 day, 1 week, and 1 month. In total, 82 (33x day = approx. 52%, 33x week = 61%, 16x 
month = 57%) out of 145 trails were found. This corresponds to a success rate of 57% across 
all trail ages. The dogs were less successful when wind speeds exceeded 11 km/h. The author 
acknowledges relevant criticisms of the study design in the discussion. For example, the 
presence of the target individuals on the day of the search and the absence of negative trials 
were highlighted [134]. 
 
A recent dissertation investigates olfactory navigation in mammals [257]. In this context, 
mantrailing experiments were also conducted. Six dogs (four German Shepherds, one English 
Border Collie, and one Labrador Retriever) were used. An approximately 800m long trail with 
various decision points was laid out. The trail was aged one hour. The target person was 
present on-site. The endpoint of the trail was hidden behind tall shrubs and trees, obscuring 
the target person from the view of the handler and the dog. Unwashed t-shirts or a scent 
sample obtained by swabbing the neck with a cotton swab were used as scent articles.  Various 
data were recorded during the search, including the inclination of the dog's head, various 
meteorological data, the average distance from the laid trail, the trail path during the search, 
tortuosity, and the area of the region detected between the experimental trail and the dog's 
worked trail. A total of 15 searches were conducted. The dogs were able to find the target 
person in 93% of cases. The dogs predominantly searched within a range of 10m from the laid 
trail. They kept their noses closer to the ground when they were near the scent trail (within 
10m) and also when they were between 20 and 30m away. At further distances (more than 
40m), the dogs more frequently searched on the ground. The predominant relative humidity 
remained the factor that most strongly influenced how close the dogs searched to the original 
trail. Additionally, higher wind speed led the dogs to search at greater distances. However, 
wind direction did not affect the search behavior of the dogs [165, 257]. 
 

A doctoral thesis published in 2020 investigated whether mantrailing dogs can selectively trail 
individual scent trails and whether the detection and trailing of individual scent trails is possible 
after time intervals of one month, two months, three months, and six months [135]. A total of 
675 trials were conducted for the investigation of individual scent trail trailing, involving seven 
certified dogs (3 private rescue dogs, 4 police dogs) and 190 test subjects. Each trial was 
carried out at a T-junction, where the urban environment was selected in such a way that the 
dog could only go left, right, or back. Two target persons simultaneously entered the apex of 
the T-intersection, and then each person walked approximately 100m to the left or right. 
Afterwards they and positioned themselves hidden to avoid visual cues for the dog. The 
handlers had to choose between the scent articles of target person A, B, or a negative sample, 
and start the dog on the trail approximately 5 minutes after it was laid. Based on the dog's 
search behavior, the handler had to determine whether a negative was present or the dog was 
tracking a scent trail. The trial ended when the handler reported a negative based on the dog's 
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indication behavior or when the dog crossed the boundary of the decision area while trailing 
the target person. The evaluation focused on whether the dog targeted the correct person. 
Depending on the scent articles used, success rates ranged from 50% to 92%. Police dogs, 
with an average success rate of 82%, were overall more successful than private dogs with 
65%. An overall success rate of 75% was achieved. Regarding scent articles made from 
axillary sweat and saliva, all dogs participating in the study with 190 test subjects were able to 
statistically significantly (p<0,01; p<0,05) detect an individual human scent trail alongside a 
simultaneously generated different individual human scent trail, and independently track the 
course of this scent trail towards the target person, regardless of the gender or age of the 
person being searched for, in a multitude of trials per dog (77 ≤ n ≤ 103). At the same time, it 
was also statistically significantly (p<0,01) determined by all dogs whether there was any scent 
trail of a person present on-site. These results were previously published [259]. This work has 
received criticism [331, 332]. The criticism focused, among other things, on the interpretation 
of whether dogs can "smell" DNA. Woidtke et al. clarified that such a statement was not made 
[333]. Furthermore, it was criticized that the number of negative samples was too low, 
suggesting a manipulation of the data [334, 335]. The authors have responded to this and 
presented possible reasons for the number of negative samples, emphasizing that even with 
a reduced probability of selecting a negative sample, as in the experiment, the experimentally 
observed correct decision rate remained statistically significant and, moreover, a (theoretical) 
increased number of negatives overall would have resulted in a higher success rate than 
described. Thus, the reexamination of the study data did not reveal any impact of the lower 
negative samples on the study results [336].  
In another part of this study, the detection of aged scent trails was investigated using seven 
dogs that had previously shown reliable results. Scent samples from 40 individuals were used, 
and the scent trails were exclusively set in urban environments, ranging from several hundred 
meters to over 4 kilometers in length. The unique trail design involved simultaneous starts by 
at least two individuals, followed by divergence at an intersection or junction and at least one 
change in direction. Test subjects were picked up at the trail's endpoint by a vehicle with closed 
windows and ventilation turned off to prevent air exchange. Notably, there was no return of the 
person to the original target location. The search of the scent trail was conducted at different 
time intervals corresponding to trail ages of one month, two months, three months, and six 
months. Dogs started their search either at the trail's beginning or at some point along its 
course, resulting in varying distances to cover. Handlers determined the presence or absence 
of a scent trail based on the dog's behavior, with trials concluding under specific circumstances 
(e. g. the dog performed a false positive or the dog's deviation from the actual path). The 
success of the trials was evaluated based on the dogs' ability to detect the scent trail on-site 
and effectively trail it. Three categories were established for evaluation: Category I indicated 
scent detection at the starting point (The dog detects and follows a trail leading away from the 
starting point. Success is achieved if the dog tracks a progressive trail from the initial point, 
using the scent article from the runner who laid the trail, without considering the direction in 
which the trail is followed.), Category II involved vector-oriented scent trailing (The dog detects 
and follows a trail leading away from the starting point, with the direction corresponding to the 
vector pointing to the endpoint of the trail or running parallel to the laid trail. Success in this 
category means the dog works on a progressive trail, staying within 150 meters of the actual 
trail, and getting back on the trail or remaining in close proximity to it during the course.), and 
Category III focused on trail-proximate scent trailing (The dog detects and follows the trail 
leading away from the starting point, closely matching the runner's actual path with minimal 
deviations (<50 meters). The indication of the actual endpoint is not considered in the 
evaluation. It's worth noting that despite precautions, the possibility of scent components 
entering the environment and creating a continued trail could not be ruled out). Out of 217 
attempts, 178 (82%) were evaluated as correct according to Category I, indicating successful 
trailing or recognizing the absence of a scent trail (true negative). Concerning vector-oriented 
scent trailing, on average, dogs covered a distance ranging from 25% to 36% (with an average 
of 234 out of 598 meters) of the total trail length. Regarding trail-proximate trailing, in half of 
the experiments, the trail was traced for more than 50m, with an average distance directly 
traced from the starting point between 150m up to 352m, while the average distance traced 
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from the entire trail accounting for 15% up to 30% of the total trail length (corresponding 189m 
up to 583m) The individually correctly traced portions extended up to 1015m. However, it is 
important to underscore that reaching the actual endpoint of the trail was accomplished only 
in a limited number of instances, highlighting the complexity of this task. The results varied 
depending on the age of the scent trail, and a relatively high number of false negative 
indications were observed (approximately one-fifth of the cases), indicating that despite the 
presence of a scent trail, some dogs did not initiate trailing. On the days of the experiments, 
weather data such as humidity, soil temperature, or temperature gradient between laying the 
trail and the experiment day was measured on-site. Weather data did not show statistically 
significant effects on success rates [135].  
 
Finally, we would like to draw attention to the investigation conducted by Slotta-Bachmayr et 
al., 2023. This study explored the possibility of scent detection from trails aged up to 64 weeks. 
No target individual was present at the end of the track. The experimental design was 
exclusively focused on investigating whether dogs can detect and follow a scent trail and 
engage in tracking for the initial 100 meters. The results revealed that, on one hand, the 
absence of a track (negative indication) was correctly identified in over 90% of cases. With the 
exception of trails aged for 2 weeks and 4 weeks (success rate below 20%), the success rate 
for other trail ages (1 week, 8 weeks, 16 weeks, 32 weeks, 64 weeks) was approximately 20% 
among the participating dogs. Considered over all dogs, however, this is in the realm of 
coincidence [124].  
 
No further published studies on mantrailing are known besides the ones presented above. 
However, it is worth mentioning an experimental series conducted by the German police with 
mantrailing dogs. This series took place from 2014 to 2016 and was titled "Ausarbeitung alter 
Individualgeruchsspuren mit PSH” roughly translated as “detecting and follow aged individual 
human scent trails using mantrailing police dogs” and examined trails aged one month with no 
target person on-site. The experimental design did not follow a strict scientific approach. The 
participating dogs had undergone different training programs and were evaluated according to 
various certification requirements. For instance, a certification regulation for service dogs in 
one state required the successful completion of a (only) 30-60 minutes aged trail covering 
approximately 400m, while others mandated a minimum 24-hour aged trail over 2000m. The 
participating dogs ranged in age from 2 to 9 years, and their operational experience varied 
from none to several years. Therefore, heterogeneous performance levels were expected [112, 
253]. Each of the 41 participating dogs completed only one trial, which hinders statistical 
analysis. Furthermore, there was no comparability among the respective test locations within 
the experiment. The scent articles used were also not comparable. On the other hand, the 
experiment was considered successful only if the dog arrived at the end of the laid trail. 
Examining the results in more detail, it can be noted that out of the 41 dogs, 13 did not start at 
the starting point, and 11 dogs ran in a different direction, with the majority going in the opposite 
direction. Nonetheless, 17 police dogs exhibited a search behavior that matched the laid trail 
up to a certain point. The 17 service dogs that started, trailed from approximately 100m up to 
around 700m on the laid trail. This is consistent with the results of the above mentioned studies 
on tracking aged trails [134, 135]. While the first mentioned study had the target person present 
at the location, this was not the case in the second study.  
The results of the studies presented demonstrate, firstly, that well-trained dogs can reliably 
determine the absence of a scent trail (negative indication). Secondly, they indicate that even 
with trails significantly aged than 48 hours, some dogs were capable of detecting the scent trail 
and following it over a longer distance, albeit without reaching the trail's endpoint. Practical 
experiences underscore that weather conditions, particularly high air and ground 
temperatures, wind speeds, and heavy precipitation, can hinder or even make it impossible to 
track a scent trail. 

7 Future directions 
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The studies described so far have shown, on the one hand, that there is now a wide range of 
research available, particularly on the behavior of dogs, their trainability, and performance. On 
the other hand, it has become clear that there is still a significant need for research, especially 
in areas where dogs are used for law enforcement purposes, but not limited to that (see, for 
example, MacLean et al., 2021), particularly regarding the reliability, but also the awaited 
weight of evidence of canine deployments presented as evidence in court. We have 
extensively addressed this issue in a previous investigation [4]. Furthermore, there is a 
substantial need for further research specifically related to mantrailing. This includes the 
central question of which dog breeds may be particularly suited for specific tasks. Government 
agencies, in particular, have a strong interest in utilizing only suitable dogs due to their limited 
resources and the often lengthy and expensive training process. Some studies have 
addressed this question, such as [228, 239, 338, 339], and the references therein. However, 
no comparative study is known that explicitly focuses on which breeds are particularly suitable 
for mantrailing or scent-tracking tasks. Apart from breed considerations, the behavioral 
characteristics, trainability, and expected operational success also play a crucial role. Several 
studies have examined or measured behavior traits that are conducive to these tasks [142, 
183, 184, 192, 340-344] and the references therein. The applied training methodology is 
closely related to these factors. It is notable that a majority of the existing studies have focused 
on training dogs for substance detection, such as narcotics. Examples include [312, 345-348]. 
However, there is currently a lack of studies regarding the most promising training methods for 
mantrailing, the required time frame for achieving high success rates in operations, and 
whether this training should commence early (during the puppy stage) or can be applied 
uniformly to dogs of all age groups. In addition to the questions related to the selection, training, 
and maintaining of dogs, there is also a need for research in other areas. For instance, the 
origin and composition of the human scent signature are still not fully understood. Furthermore, 
a fundamental problem remains unresolved: How do dogs recognize an individual person or 
their scent trail based on what components? How to assess not only its true positives, but also 
its false positives on traces, closer to the operational needs than experiments on scent 
controlled prints? Assessing this error rate could become mandatory in some jurisdictions as 
in the USA, following the NAS Report requiring such experimental criteria to admit such 
methods as scientific [349]. This also pertains to questions about how long the human 
(individual) scent trail remains detectable in the environment for dogs and whether it can be 
tracked. Only the aforementioned studies [134, 135] are known to have examined scent trails 
over a week old. Partially, Slotta-Bachmayr et al., 2023 have addressed this question. These 
investigations are intended to be extended with regard to tracking beyond 100 meters [350]. 
Additionally, anecdotal reports and insights from operational activities describe the ability to 
track so-called vehicle or car trails. However, there are no corresponding studies available on 
this topic. Some of the authors of this article have just completed the practical part of a relevant 
study. Given the circumstances presented in court, as in Woidtke et al. (2023), there is also a 
need to investigate whether worn clothing items or objects inherently generate a traceable 
scent trail. 

8 Conclusion 

Our work has provided a comprehensive overview of the current state of research related to 
the detection and tracking of human scent trails. We know that dogs have a high capacity for 
scent detection, and their sense of smell is the most important sense they rely on. They also 
possess complex cognitive abilities that influence their behavior and their ability to detect and 
track scents. They have a precise understanding of the object or scent (and the associated 
object/person) they are searching for. Mantrailing is based on the premise that for a dog, each 
individual represents a unique scent profile. It is even supported and explainable in light of the 
recent discovery of a direct connection between the olfactory bulb and the occipital lobe [225]. 
But mantrailing is about scent trace tracking. How does such a trace evolve (degrade, 
downgrade) and how then is the performance of dogs changing? Hints as practitioners 
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description of dogs ability to track aged trail pattern in difficult and changing environment, or 
that have been exposed to extreme thermal conditions are good clues, but needs better 
performance assessment. Individual behavioral traits are also essential for success as a 
working dog. A certain degree of autonomy is an important characteristic of working dogs. It 
has also been observed that both training methodology and the relationship in the handler-dog 
dyad are significant for successful search work. A balanced perspective is particularly 
necessary when it comes to their use in forensic applications, as it is unquestionable that the 
results of dog deployments can be subject to errors. Some aspects of the dogs' performance 
have been critically questioned [9] or partially doubted [7, 10] unfortunately without publishing 
explicit results of self-conducted practical studies. However, considering the published 
research and the practical experiences of numerous handlers, it cannot be seriously disputed 
that dogs in some instances were capable of detecting human scent trails that have aged well 
beyond 48 hours and potentially tracking them to their author. Equally accurate is the 
observation that research has revealed instances in which the dogs failed to detect a trail, 
deviated from the correct direction, or even commenced trailing despite the absence of a trail. 
Regrettably, the provided studies do not elucidate the underlying causal factors for these 
incidents. This lack of clarity is unsurprising, as the study design, beyond a controlled 
laboratory setting, allows for a variety of explanations. Consequently, commonly cited 
influences encompass weather conditions, local variables (terrain, buildings, traffic, etc.), 
passage of time, or the existing expertise (as mentioned earlier) concerning the depth of 
training and experience of both the canine and the handler, as well as the handler's influence 
on the dog. Nonetheless, the attainment of successful results should not be solely attributed 
to air scenting, handler knowledge, or mere coincidence. This holds particularly true given that 
these factors, due to the study design's specifics, were eliminated as possibilities in certain 
referenced scientific investigations. Regardless of this, it is proposed that in evaluating canine 
performance, greater attention should be directed towards the achievements of individual dogs 
rather than the collective outcomes of the participant canines. This recommendation is 
especially pertinent considering that due to the sample's characteristics (selection and quantity 
of participating dogs), the findings cannot be universally applied to all dogs. 
The criticism rightly draws on insights from other research fields (e.g., analytical chemistry 
regarding the composition of scent trails or microbiology regarding changes in composition due 
to bacterial activity). However, it should be noted that there is still a lack of comprehensive 
understanding regarding the cues that dogs use for individual scent trailing. The traditional 
response is the demand for standardized training and testing protocols, ideally with uniform 
examination requirements that align with deployment scenarios. Within the testing process, it 
must be ensured that neither the handler nor accompanying or examining personnel provide 
unintended cues. Good references for this are the ASB Technical Report 025 [266] and the 
ANSI/ASB Standard 026 [263]. Obviously, they are only part of the answer: traditional 
explanatory models may need to be reconsidered in light of new approaches [75], as it could 
explain the limited number of published studies considering its forensic applications [4, 351]. 
The PACM introduced by Eckenrode et al. (2021) addresses part of this knowledge gap. The 
intense discourse on this topic is welcomed. Further research and comprehensive support for 
such research endeavors are desirable. 
 
 
 
  

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 35 of 50 
 

9 References 

[1] M. Barwick, Aspects of Bloodhound History, 2006, p. 29. 
[2] F. Schmidt, Polizeihund-Erfolge deutscher Schäferhunde und Neue Winke für Polizeihund-
Führer, -Liebhaber und Behörden, Selbstverlag des Vereins für deutsche Schäferhunde (SV.) e. V., 
Augsburg, 1911. 
[3] P.A. Prada, A.M. Curran, K.G. Furton, Human Scent Evidence, CRC Press, Boca Raton, 2015. 
[4] L. Woidtke, F. Crispino, B. Ferry, U. Gansloßer, N.M. Hohlfeld, T. Osterkamp, The use of 
mantrailing dogs in police and judicial context, future directions, limits and possibilities - a law 
review, Forensic Science International: Synergy submitted (2023). 
[5] F. Thadeusz, Teures Gassigehen, Der Spiegel, 2022. 
[6] P.A. Smith, The sniff test, Science 374(6565) (2021) 251-255. 
[7] K.-U. Goss, Reply to the commentary on “Mantrailing as evidence in court?” [Forensic Sci. Int. 
Rep. 3 (2021) 100204], Forensic Science International: Reports 7 (2023) 100308. 
[8] L. Woidtke, Commentary on “Mantrailing as evidence in court?” Forensic Sci. Int.: Rep., 3 
(2021), 100204, Forensic Science International: Reports 7 (2023) 100305. 
[9] G.A.A. Schoon, The use of tracking/man trailing dog results as evidence in courts, Journal of 
Veterinary Behavior 52-53 (2022) 14-20. 
[10] K.-U. Goss, Mantrailing as evidence in court?, Forensic Science International: Reports 3 
(2021) 100204. 
[11] K.G. Furton, N.I. Caraballo, M.M. Cerreta, H.K. Holness, Advances in the use of odour as forensic 
evidence through optimizing and standardizing instruments and canines, Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 370(1674) (2015) 20140262. 
[12] Taslitz Andrew E., The cold nose might actually know: Science & Scent lineups, Criminal 
Justice 28 (2013) 5-8, 55-56. 
[13] Innocence Project of Texas, Dog Scent Lineups a junk science Injustice, 2009. 
[14] J. Wojcikiewicz, Dog Scent Lineup as scientific evidence, International Academy of Forensic 
Sciences meeting Los Angeles, 1999, p. 8. 
[15] T. Tomaszewski, P. Girdwoyn, Scent identification evidence in jurisdiction (drawing on the 
example of judicial practice in Poland), Forensic Science International 162(1-3) (2006) 191-5. 
[16] J.J. Ensminger, Police and military dogs : criminal detection, forensic evidence, and judicial 
admissibility, CRC Press, Boca Raton, 2012. 
[17] L.E. DeGreeff, C.A. Schultz, Canines: the original biosensors, Jenny Stanford Publishing, 2022, 
p. 814. 
[18] U. Gansloßer, K. Kitchenham, Hunde-Forschung aktuell: Anatomie, Ökologie, Verhalten, 
Franck-Kosmos Verlags-GmbH  Co. KG, Stuttgart, 2019. 
[19] T. Jezierski, J. Ensminger, L.E. Papet, Canine Olfaction Science and Law: Advances in Forensic 
Science, Medicine, Conservation, and Environmental Remediation, CRC Press, Boca Raton, 2016. 
[20] A. Miklosi, Dog Behaviour, Evolution, and Cognition, Oxford University Press2015. 
[21] A.E. Horowitz, Domestic Dog Cognition and Behavior: The Scientific Study of Canis familiaris, 
Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2014. 
[22] D. Johnen, W. Heuwieser, C. Fischer-Tenhagen, Canine scent detection - Fact or fiction?, 
Applied Animal Behaviour Science 148(3) (2013) 201-208. 
[23] D. Johnen, W. Heuwieser, C. Fischer-Tenhagen, An approach to identify bias in scent detection 
dog testing, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 189 (2017) 1-12. 
[24] A.M. Curran, P.A. Prada, K.G. Furton, Canine human scent identifications with post-blast 
debris collected from improvised explosive devices, Forensic Science International 199(1-3) 
(2010) 103-8. 
[25] L. Woidtke, Mantrailing - Insights form a scientific point of view, in: C. Schüler, P. Kaul (Eds.), 
Faszinosum Spürhunde - Dem Geruch auf der Spur, Verlag Dr. Kovac, Hamburg, 2019, pp. 132-
162. 
[26] L. Löhner, Über Individualstoffe und biochemische Individualspezifität, Pflüger's Archiv für 
die gesamte Physiologie des Menschen und der Tiere 198(1) (1923) 490-503. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 36 of 50 
 

[27] L. Löhner, Über menschliche Individual- und Regionalgerüche, Pflüger's Archiv für die 
gesamte Physiologie des Menschen und der Tiere 202(1) (1924) 25-45. 
[28] R. Menzel, R. Menzel, Die Verwertung der Riechfähigkeit des Hundes im Dienste der 
Menschheit, Kameradschaft, Verlagsgesellschaft m. b. H., Berlin 1930. 
[29] K. Wilke, A. Martin, L. Terstegen, S.S. Biel, A short history of sweat gland biology, International 
Journal of Cosmetic Science 29(3) (2007) 169-179. 
[30] A.M. Curran, C.F. Ramirez, A.A. Schoon, K.G. Furton, The frequency of occurrence and 
discriminatory power of compounds found in human scent across a population determined by 
SPME-GCMS, Journal of Chromatography B-Analytical Technologies in the Biomedical and Life 
Sciences 846(1-2) (2007) 86-97. 
[31] J.S. Brown, P.A. Prada, A.M. Curran, K.G. Furton, Applicability of emanating volatile organic 
compounds from various forensic specimens for individual differentiation, Forensic Sci Int 226(1-
3) (2013) 173-182. 
[32] U.R. Bernier, D.L. Kline, D.R. Barnard, C.E. Schreck, R.A. Yost, Analysis of Human Skin 
Emanations by Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry. 2. Identification of Volatile Compounds 
That Are Candidate Attractants for the Yellow Fever Mosquito (Aedes aegypti), Analytical 
Chemistry 72(4) (2000) 747-756. 
[33] Z.-M. Zhang, J.-J. Cai, G.-H. Ruan, G.-K. Li, The study of fingerprint characteristics of the 
emanations from human arm skin using the original sampling system by SPME-GC/MS, Journal of 
Chromatography B 822(1–2) (2005) 244-252. 
[34] A.M. Curran, S.I. Rabin, P.A. Prada, K.G. Furton, Comparison of the volatile organic compounds 
present in human odor using SPME-GC/MS, J Chem Ecol 31(7) (2005) 1607-1619. 
[35] A.M. Curran, P.A. Prada, K.G. Furton, The differentiation of the volatile organic signatures of 
individuals through SPME-GC/MS of characteristic human scent compounds, J Forensic Sci 55(1) 
(2010) 50-57. 
[36] A.A. Schoon, A.M. Curran, K.G. Furton, Odor Biometrics, in: S.Z. Li, A. Jain (Eds.), Encyclopedia 
of Biometrics, Springer US, Boston, MA, 2009, pp. 1009-1014. 
[37] D. Penn, W. Potts, How do major histocompatibility complex genes influence odor and mating 
preferences?, Adv Immunol 69 (1998) 411-36. 
[38] D.J. Penn, E. Oberzaucher, K. Grammer, G. Fischer, H.A. Soini, D. Wiesler, M.V. Novotny, S.J. 
Dixon, Y. Xu, R.G. Brereton, Individual and gender fingerprints in human body odour, J R Soc 
Interface 4(13) (2007) 331-40. 
[39] S.C. Roberts, L.M. Gosling, T.D. Spector, P. Miller, D.J. Penn, M. Petrie, Body odor similarity in 
noncohabiting twins, Chem Senses 30(8) (2005) 651-6. 
[40] Y. Xu, F. Gong, S.J. Dixon, R.G. Brereton, H.A. Soini, M.V. Novotny, E. Oberzaucher, K. Grammer, 
D.J. Penn, Application of dissimilarity indices, principal coordinates analysis, and rank tests to 
peak tables in metabolomics of the gas chromatography/mass spectrometry of human sweat, Anal 
Chem 79(15) (2007) 5633-41. 
[41] A.M. Curran, S.I. Rabin, K.G. Furton, Analysis of the uniqueness and persistence of human 
scent, Forensic Science Communications, 2005, p. 16. 
[42] V. Cuzuel, G. Cognon, I. Rivals, C. Sauleau, F. Heulard, D. Thiébaut, J. Vial, Origin, analytical 
characterization, and use of human odor in forensics, J Forensic Sci 62(2) (2017) 330-350. 
[43] M. Gallagher, C.J. Wysocki, J.J. Leyden, A.I. Spielman, X. Sun, G. Preti, Analyses of volatile 
organic compounds from human skin, The British journal of dermatology 159(4) (2008) 780-791. 
[44] M. Kusano, E. Mendez, K.G. Furton, Comparison of the volatile organic compounds from 
different biological specimens for profiling potential, J Forensic Sci 58(1) (2013) 29-39. 
[45] L. Dormont, J.-M. Bessière, A. Cohuet, Human skin volatiles: A review, J Chem Ecol 39(5) 
(2013) 569-578. 
[46] C. Wedekind, T. Seebeck, F. Bettens, A.J. Paepke, MHC-dependent mate preferences in 
humans, Proc Biol Sci 260(1359) (1995) 245-9. 
[47] K. Yamazaki, G.K. Beauchamp, Chemosensory Recognition of Olfactory Individuality, Chem 
Senses 30(suppl 1) (2005) i142-i143. 
[48] P. Toivanen, J. Vaahtovuo, E. Eerola, Influence of major histocompatibility complex on 
bacterial composition of fecal flora, Infect Immun 69(4) (2001) 2372-7. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 37 of 50 
 

[49] D.T. Hudson, Variables Affecting the Collection and Preservation of Human Scent Components 
through Instrumental and Biological Evaluations, Florida International University, FIU Electronic 
Theses and Dissertations, 2009. 
[50] C. Wedekind, D. Penn, MHC genes, body odours, and odour preferences, Nephrol Dial 
Transplant 15(9) (2000) 1269-71. 
[51] R. Ferstl, F. Eggert, W. Müller-Ruchholtz, Major histocompatibility complex-associated 
odours, Nephrology Dialysis Transplantation 13(5) (1998) 1117-1119. 
[52] T. Boehm, F. Zufall, MHC peptides and the sensory evaluation of genotype, Trends in 
Neurosciences 29(2) (2006) 100-107. 
[53] T. Boehm, A whiff of genome, Nature 496 (2013) 304. 
[54] H.M. Schellinck, R.E. Brown, Why does germfree rearing eliminate the odors of individuality 
in rats but not in mice?, in: R.L. Doty, D. Müller-Schwarze (Eds.), Chemical Signals in Vertebrates 
6, Springer US, Boston, MA, 1992, pp. 237-241. 
[55] D. Kang, B. Shi, M.C. Erfe, N. Craft, H. Li, Vitamin B12 modulates the transcriptome of the skin 
microbiota in acne pathogenesis, Science translational medicine 7(293) (2015) 293ra103-
293ra103. 
[56] R.K. Singh, H.-W. Chang, D. Yan, K.M. Lee, D. Ucmak, K. Wong, M. Abrouk, B. Farahnik, M. 
Nakamura, T.H. Zhu, T. Bhutani, W. Liao, Influence of diet on the gut microbiome and implications 
for human health, Journal of Translational Medicine 15(1) (2017) 73. 
[57] D.H. Park, J.W. Kim, H.J. Park, D.H. Hahm, Comparative Analysis of the Microbiome across the 
Gut-Skin Axis in Atopic Dermatitis, International journal of molecular sciences 22(8) (2021). 
[58] B. De Pessemier, L. Grine, M. Debaere, A. Maes, B. Paetzold, C. Callewaert, Gut–Skin Axis: 
Current Knowledge of the Interrelationship between Microbial Dysbiosis and Skin Conditions, 
Microorganisms 9 (2021) 353. 
[59] K. Skowron, J. Bauza-Kaszewska, Z. Kraszewska, N. Wiktorczyk-Kapischke, K. Grudlewska-
Buda, J. Kwiecińska-Piróg, E. Wałecka-Zacharska, L. Radtke, E. Gospodarek-Komkowska, Human 
Skin Microbiome: Impact of Intrinsic and Extrinsic Factors on Skin Microbiota, Microorganisms 
9(3) (2021) 543. 
[60] E.A. Grice, J.A. Segre, The skin microbiome, Nature reviews. Microbiology 9(4) (2011) 244-
253. 
[61] H.K. Mod, A. Buri, E. Yashiro, N. Guex, L. Malard, E. Pinto-Figueroa, M. Pagni, H. Niculita-Hirzel, 
J.R. van der Meer, A. Guisan, Predicting spatial patterns of soil bacteria under current and future 
environmental conditions, Isme j 15(9) (2021) 2547-2560. 
[62] A.M. Cundell, Microbial Ecology of the Human Skin, Microbial Ecology 76(1) (2018) 113-120. 
[63] G. Horvath, J. Chilo, T. Lindblad, Different volatile signals emitted by human ovarian 
carcinoma and healthy tissue, Future Oncology 6(6) (2010) 1043-1049. 
[64] D. Penn, W.K. Potts, Untrained mice discriminate MHC-determined odors, Physiol Behav 
64(3) (1998) 235-43. 
[65] K. Ackerl, M. Atzmueller, K. Grammer, The scent of fear, Neuro endocrinology letters 23 2 
(2002) 79-84. 
[66] D. Singh, P.M. Bronstad, Female body odour is a potential cue to ovulation, Proc Biol Sci 
268(1469) (2001) 797-801. 
[67] C.M. Willis, S.M. Church, C.M. Guest, W.A. Cook, N. McCarthy, A.J. Bransbury, M.R. Church, J.C. 
Church, Olfactory detection of human bladder cancer by dogs: proof of principle study, BMJ 
329(7468) (2004) 712. 
[68] R. Peters, R. Veenstra, K. Heutinck, A. Baas, S. Munniks, J. Knotter, Human scent 
characterization: A review, Forensic Sci Int  (2023) 111743. 
[69] P. Pojmanová, N. Ladislavová, V. Škeříková, J. Kukal, Š. Urban, Sex Differentiation from Human 
Scent Chemical Analysis, Separations 10(5) (2023) 293. 
[70] P. Pojmanová, N. Ladislavová, V. Škeříková, P. Kania, Š. Urban, Human scent samples for 
chemical analysis, Chemical Papers 74(5) (2020) 1383-1393. 
[71] I.L. Brisbin Jr, S.N. Austad, Testing the individual odour theory of canine olfaction, Animal 
Behaviour 42(1) (1991) 63-69. 
[72] B.A. Sommerville, R.H. Settle, F.M.C. Darling, D.M. Broom, The use of trained dogs to 
discriminate human scent, Animal Behaviour 46 (1993) 189-190. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 38 of 50 
 

[73] L. Pinc, L. Bartos, A. Reslova, R. Kotrba, Dogs discriminate identical twins, PLoS One 6(6) 
(2011) e20704. 
[74] H. Kalmus, The discrimination by the nose of the dog of individual human odours and in 
particular of the odours of twins, British Journal of Animal Behaviour III (1955) 25-31. 
[75] T. Osterkamp, Letter to the Editor–Trail scent: Need for a revised model, J Forensic Sci 66(2) 
(2021) 797-800. 
[76] T. Osterkamp, Detector Dogs and Scent Movements, CRC Press, Boca Raton, 2020. 
[77] H.A. Gowadia, G.S. Settles, The natural sampling of airborne trace signals from explosives 
concealed upon the human body, J Forensic Sci 46(6) (2001) 1324-31. 
[78] R.P. Clark, M.L. de Calcina-Goff, Some aspects of the airborne transmission of infection, 
Journal of The Royal Society Interface 6(Suppl 6) (2009) S767-S782. 
[79] W.G. Syrotuck, Scent and the scenting dog, 8. Auflage 2013 ed., Barkleigh Productions, Inc., 
Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania, 1972. 
[80] U. Welsch, W. Kummer, T. Deller, Lehrbuch Histologie, 4 ed., Urban & Fischer Verlag/Elsevier 
GmbH2014. 
[81] T. Igarashi, K. Nishino, S.K. Nayar, The appearance of human skin: A survey, Found. Trends. 
Comput. Graph. Vis. 3(1) (2007) 1-95. 
[82] C.E. Gagna, N.J. Chan, P.N. Farnsworth, H.-R. Kuo, T.R. Kanthala, A.H. Patel, N.H. Patel, A. Law, 
P.P. Patel, S.A. Richards, T. Yam, A. Nici, W.C. Lambert, Localization and quantification of intact, 
undamaged right-handed double-stranded B-DNA, and denatured single-stranded DNA in normal 
human epidermis and its effects on apoptosis and terminal differentiation (denucleation), 
Archives of Dermatological Research 301(9) (2009) 659-672. 
[83] C. Wagner, Dreidimensionale digitale Rekonstruktion des humanen Stratum corneum der 
Haut in Kombination mit Simulation substantieller Diffusion durch das Stratum corneum, 
Anatomisches  Institut der Tierärztlichen Hochschule Hannover 

 Lehrstuhl für Technische Simulation der Ruprecht-Karls-Universität Heidelberg, Tierärztliche 
Hochschule Hannover 2008, p. 199. 
[84] B. Yu, D. Blankschtein, R. Langer, C.-Y. Dong, P.T.C. So, In vitro visualization and quantification 
of oleic acid induced changes in transdermal transport using Two-Photon Fluorescence 
Microscopy, Journal of Investigative Dermatology 117(1) (2001) 16-25. 
[85] K.J. McGinley, R.R. Marples, G. Plewig, A method for visualizing and quantitating the 
desquamating portion of the human stratum corneum, Journal of Investigative Dermatology 53(2) 
(1969) 107-111. 
[86] D. Roberts, R. Marks, The determination of regional and age variations in the rate of 
desquamation: A comparison of four techniques, The Journal of Investigative Dermatology 74 
(1980) 13-16. 
[87] L.M. Milstone, Epidermal desquamation, Journal of Dermatological Science (2004) 36 (2004) 
131—140. 
[88] jne, Bedeutung und Funktion des Stratum corneum, Dtsch Arztebl International 95(6) (1998) 
284-. 
[89] O. Bastidas, Cell Counting with Neubauer Chamber Basic Hemocytometer Usage Technical 
Note - Neubauer Chamber Cell Counting, 2015, pp. 1-6. 
[90] O.M. Lidwell, W.C. Noble, G.W. Dolphin, The use of radiation to estimate the numbers of micro-
organisms in airborne particles, J Hyg (Lond) 57(3) (1959) 299-308. 
[91] W.C. Noble, The size distribution of airborne particles carrying Clostridium welchii, The 
Journal of Pathology and Bacteriology 81(2) (1961) 523-526. 
[92] W.C. Noble, J.D.F. Habbema, R. Van Furth, I. Smith, C. De Raay, Quantitative studies on the 
dispersal of skin bacteria into the air, Journal of Medical Microbiology 9(1) (1976) 53-61. 
[93] R.P. Clark, S.G. Shirley, Identification of Skin in Airborne Particulate Matter, Nature 246(5427) 
(1973) 39-40. 
[94] M. Wilson, Microbial Inhabitants of Humans: Their Ecology and Role in Health and Disease, 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004. 
[95] J. Qian, D. Hospodsky, N. Yamamoto, W.W. Nazaroff, J. Peccia, Size-resolved emission rates of 
airborne bacteria and fungi in an occupied classroom, Indoor Air 22(4) (2012) 339-51. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 39 of 50 
 

[96] S. Bhangar, R.I. Adams, W. Pasut, J.A. Huffman, E.A. Arens, J.W. Taylor, T.D. Bruns, W.W. 
Nazaroff, Chamber bioaerosol study: human emissions of size-resolved fluorescent biological 
aerosol particles, Indoor Air 26(2) (2016) 193-206. 
[97] W. Whyte, M. Hejab, Particle and microbial airborne dispersion from people, European 
Journal of Parenteral and Pharmaceutical Sciences 12(2) (2007) 39-46. 
[98] G. Karg, D.M. Suckling, S.J. Bradley, Absorption and release of pheromone of Epiphyas 
postvittana (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) by apple leaves, J Chem Ecol 20(8) (1994) 1825-41. 
[99] G.S. Settles, Sniffers: Fluid-Dynamic Sampling for olfactory trace detection in nature and 
Homeland Security—The 2004 Freeman Scholar Lecture, Journal of Fluids Engineering 127(2) 
(2005) 189-218. 
[100] B.A. Craven, G.S. Settles, A computational and experimental investigation of the human 
thermal plume, Journal of Fluids Engineering 128(6) (2006) 1251-1258. 
[101] H.E. Lewis, A.R. Foster, B.J. Mullan, R.N. Cox, R.P. Clark, Aerodynamics of the human 
microenvironment, The Lancet 293(7609) (1969) 1273-1277. 
[102] A. McDonagh, M.A. Byrne, A study of the size distribution of aerosol particles resuspended 
from clothing surfaces, Journal of Aerosol Science Vol. 75 (2014) pp. 94-103. 
[103] D. Licina, Human convective boundary layer and its impact on personal exposure, 
Department of Building National University of Singapore, Department of Civil Engineering 
Technical University of Denmark, National University of Singapore, Technical University of 
Denmark, 2015, p. 197. 
[104] B.A. Edge, E.G. Paterson, G.S. Settles, Computational study of the wake and contaminant 
transport of a walking human, Journal of Fluids Engineering 127(5) (2005) 967-977. 
[105] Z. Han, G.N. Sze To, S.C. Fu, C.Y.-H. Chao, W. Weng, Q. Huang, Effect of human movement on 
airborne disease transmission in an airplane cabin: study using numerical modeling and 
quantitative risk analysis, BMC Infectious Diseases 14 (2014) 434. 
[106] D.R.e. Lide, CRC Handbook of Chemistry and Physics, Internet Version 2005, in: e. David R. 
Lide (Ed.) CRC Handbook of Chemistry and Physics, Internet Version 2005, CRC Press, , Boca 
Raton, FL, 2005, 2005. 
[107] G.S. Settles, Schlieren Visualization of the Human Thermal Plume, YouTube Video, 2020. 
[108] G.S. Settles, Flow Visualization of the Human Aerodynamic Wake, YouTube Video, 2020. 
[109] S.L. Simonich, R.A. Hites, Vegetation-atmosphere partitioning of polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons, Environmental Science & Technology 28(5) (1994) 939-43. 
[110] G. Rao, E.P. Vejerano, Partitioning of volatile organic compounds to aerosols: A review, 
Chemosphere 212 (2018) 282-296. 
[111] B. Eckenrode, P. Riley, A.L. Dailey, R.D. Couch, Towards the Development of a Human Scent 
Model, Canines  (2021). 
[112] L.M. Harvey, J.W. Harvey, Reliability of bloodhounds in criminal investigations, J Forensic 
Sci 48(4) (2003) 6. 
[113] R.A. Stockham, D.L. Slavin, W. Kift, Specialized Use of Human Scent in Criminal 
Investigations, Forensic Science Communications, Research and Technology Volume 6 – Number 
3 (2004) 13. 
[114] D.T. Hudson, A.M. Curran, K.G. Furton, The stability of collected human scent under various 
environmental conditions, J Forensic Sci 54(6) (2009) 1270-7. 
[115] A.M. Curran, The analytical determination of the uniqueness and persistence of the volatile 
components of human scent using optimized collection methods, Florida International University, 
FIU Electronic Theses and Dissertations, 2005, p. 280. 
[116] M. Santariová, L. Pinc, L. Bartoš, P. Vyplelová, J. Gerneš, V. Sekyrová, Resistance of human 
odours to extremely high temperature as revealed by trained dogs, Czech Journal of Animal 
Science 61 (2016) 172-176. 
[117] N. Ladislavová, P. Pojmanová, P. Vrbka, J. Šnupárková, Š. Urban, Human scent signature on 
cartridge case survives gun being fired: A preliminary study on a potential of scent residues as an 
identification tool, PLoS One 18(3) (2023) e0283259. 
[118] C.S. Thiel, S. Tauber, A. Schütte, B. Schmitz, H. Nuesse, R. Moeller, O. Ullrich, Functional 
Activity of Plasmid DNA after Entry into the Atmosphere of Earth Investigated by a New 
Biomarker Stability Assay for Ballistic Spaceflight Experiments, PLoS One 9(11) (2014) e112979. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 40 of 50 
 

[119] K.L. Esslinger, J.A. Siegel, H. Spillane, S. Stallworth, Using STR analysis to detect human DNA 
from exploded pipe bomb devices, J Forensic Sci 49(3) (2004) 481-484. 
[120] G. Petraneck, R.-D. Schmidt, Die Nutzung odorologischer Spuren zur 
Kriminalitätsbekämpfung unter besonderer Berücksichtigung der menschlichen Geruchsspuren, 
Humboldt-Universität Berlin, 1985, p. 289. 
[121] G.A.A. Schoon, The effect of the ageing of crime scene objects on the results of scent 
identification line-ups using trained dogs, Forensic Sci Int 147(1) (2005) 43-47. 
[122] W. Derda, Die Identifizierung von Spurenverursachern durch die Methode der Sicherung , 
Konservierung und Differenzierung von Geruchsspuren; Die Differenzierung der 
Geruchskonserven durch Differenzierungshunde, Hochschule der Deutschen Volkspolizei "Karl 
Liebknecht", Berlin, 1983. 
[123] J.E. King, R.F. Becker, J.E. Markee, Studies on olfactory discrimination in dogs: (3) ability to 
detect human odour trace, Animal Behaviour 12(2–3) (1964) 311-315. 
[124] L. Slotta-Bachmayr, G. Doppelhammer, B. Meyerhofer, Wie alt darf ein Trail sein, damit ihn 
Personenspürhunde noch ausarbeiten können?, in: L. Slotta-Bachmayr, U.G. Berninger, C. Geyer 
(Eds.), Einsatz und Ausbildung von Personenspürhunden, epubli.com2023, p. 130. 
[125] L. Haberhauffe, Die Erhöhung der operativen Wirksamkeit des Fährtenhundes bei der 
Verfolgung von Geruchsspuren, Hochschule der Deutschen Volkspolizei "Karl-Liebknecht", Berlin, 
1983. 
[126] A.G. Skalleberg, M.M. Bouzga, Detecting and collecting traces of semen and blood from 
outdoor crime scenes using crime scene dogs and presumptive tests, Forensic Sci Int 264 (2016) 
146-152. 
[127] R.A. Stockham, Survivability of human scent, Forensic Science Communications 6(4) (2004) 
1-9. 
[128] D.R. Foran, M.E. Gehring, S.E. Stallworth, The Recovery and Analysis of Mitochondrial DNA 
from Exploded Pipe Bombs*, J Forensic Sci 54(1) (2009) 90-94. 
[129] S.G. Hoffmann, S.E. Stallworth, D.R. Foran, Investigative Studies into the Recovery of DNA 
from Improvised Explosive Device Containers*,‡, J Forensic Sci 57(3) (2012) 602-609. 
[130] Y. Migron, G. Hocherman, E. Springer, J. Almog, D. Mandler, Visualization of sebaceous 
fingerprints on fired cartridge cases: a laboratory study, J Forensic Sci 43(3) (1998) 543-8. 
[131] C.M.A. Girelli, M.A. Vieira, K. Singh, A.G. Cunha, J.C.C. Freitas, F.G. Emmerich, Recovery of 
latent fingermarks from brass cartridge cases: Evaluation of developers, analysis of surfaces and 
internal ballistic effects, Forensic Sci Int 290 (2018) 258-278. 
[132] C.M.A. Girelli, B.J.M. Lobo, A.G. Cunha, J.C.C. Freitas, F.G. Emmerich, Comparison of practical 
techniques to develop latent fingermarks on fired and unfired cartridge cases, Forensic Sci Int 250 
(2015) 17-26. 
[133] K. Elwick, Q. Gauthier, S. Rink, E. Cropper, M.F. Kavlick, Recovery of DNA from fired and 
unfired cartridge casings: comparison of two DNA collection methods, Forensic Science 
International: Genetics 59 (2022) 102726. 
[134] A. Wolf, Untersuchung des Einflusses der Alterung menschlicher Geruchsspuren auf die 
Ausarbeitung der Fährten durch Personensuchhunde, Tierärztliche Hochschule Hannover, 
Gießen, 2016. 
[135] L. Woidtke, Menschlicher Individualgeruch als forensisches Identifizierungsmerkmal, 
Medizinische Fakultät, Institut für Rechtsmedizin, Universität Leipzig, Leipzig, 2020. 
[136] A.L. Santos, V. Oliveira, I. Baptista, I. Henriques, N.C. Gomes, A. Almeida, A. Correia, Â. Cunha, 
Wavelength dependence of biological damage induced by UV radiation on bacteria, Arch Microbiol 
195(1) (2013) 63-74. 
[137] W.-I. Cho, M.-S. Chung, Bacillus spores: a review of their properties and inactivation 
processing technologies, Food Science and Biotechnology 29(11) (2020) 1447-1461. 
[138] J.F. Meadow, A.E. Altrichter, A.C. Bateman, J. Stenson, G.Z. Brown, J.L. Green, B.J.M. Bohannan, 
Humans differ in their personal microbial cloud, PeerJ 3 (2015) e1258-e1258. 
[139] G.S. Settles, Flow Visualization Video Clips of Canine Olfaction, YouTube Video, 2020. 
[140] Á. Miklósi, E. Kubinyi, Current Trends in Canine Problem-Solving and Cognition, Curr Dir 
Psychol Sci 25(5) (2016) 300-306. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 41 of 50 
 

[141] G.B. Arcuri, M.H.A. Pantoja, C.G. Titto, D.D.S. Martins, Preliminary analysis of reproductive, 
behavioral and physiological characteristics of military working dogs, Anim Reprod v19(1) 
(2022) e20210092. 
[142] C.A. Troisi, D.S. Mills, A. Wilkinson, H.E. Zulch, Behavioral and Cognitive Factors That Affect 
the Success of Scent Detection Dogs, Comparative Cognition & Behavior Reviews 14 (2019) 51-
76. 
[143] L.T.J. Jamieson, G.S. Baxter, P.J. Murray, You Are Not My Handler! Impact of Changing 
Handlers on Dogs’ Behaviours and Detection Performance, Animals 8(10) (2018) 176. 
[144] D. Lefebvre, C. Diederich, M. Delcourt, J.-M. Giffroy, The quality of the relation between 
handler and military dogs influences efficiency and welfare of dogs, Applied Animal Behaviour 
Science 104(1) (2007) 49-60. 
[145] M.K. Bensky, S.D. Gosling, D.L. Sinn, Chapter Five - The World from a Dog’s Point of View: A 
Review and Synthesis of Dog Cognition Research, in: H.J. Brockmann, T.J. Roper, M. Naguib, J.C. 
Mitani, L.W. Simmons, L. Barrett (Eds.), Advances in the Study of Behavior, Academic Press2013, 
pp. 209-406. 
[146] M. Domjan, Pavlovian conditioning: a functional perspective, Annu Rev Psychol 56 (2005) 
179-206. 
[147] T.R. Zentall, K.F. Pattison, Now You See It, Now You Don’t:Object Permanence in Dogs, 
Current Directions in Psychological Science 25(5) (2016) 357-362. 
[148] R. Ashton, C. De Lillo, Association, inhibition, and object permanence in dogs' (Canis 
familiaris) spatial search, Journal of Comparative Psychology 125 2 (2011) 194-206. 
[149] H.C. Miller, C.D. Gipson, A. Vaughan, R. Rayburn-Reeves, T.R. Zentall, Object permanence in 
dogs: Invisible displacement in a rotation task, Psychonomic Bulletin & Review 16(1) (2009) 150-
155. 
[150] S. Gagnon, F.Y. Doré, Search behavior in various breeds of adult dogs (Canis familiaris): 
object permanence and olfactory cues, J Comp Psychol 106(1) (1992) 58-68. 
[151] S. Fiset, P. Nadeau-Marchand, N.J. Hall, Cognitive Development in Gray Wolves: 
Development of Object Permanence and Sensorimotor Intelligence with Respect to Domestic 
Dogs, in: A. Horowitz (Ed.), Domestic Dog Cognition and Behavior: The Scientific Study of Canis 
familiaris, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2014, pp. 155-174. 
[152] S. Gagnon, F.Y. Doré, Cross-sectional study of object permanence in domestic puppies (Canis 
familiaris), J Comp Psychol 108(3) (1994) 220-32. 
[153] S. Fiset, V. Plourde, Object permanence in domestic dogs (Canis lupus familiaris) and gray 
wolves (Canis lupus), J Comp Psychol 127(2) (2013) 115-27. 
[154] E.D. Clotfelter, K.L. Hollis, Cognition in Domestic Dogs: Object Permanence &amp; Social 
Cueing, The American Biology Teacher 70(5) (2008) 293-298. 
[155] R. Pasnak, M. Kurkjian, E. Triana, Assessment of Stage 6 object permanence, Bulletin of the 
Psychonomic Society 26(4) (1988) 368-370. 
[156] T. Faragó, P. Pongrácz, A. Miklósi, L. Huber, Z. Virányi, F. Range, Dogs' expectation about 
signalers' body size by virtue of their growls, PLoS One 5(12) (2010) e15175. 
[157] I. Gazit, A. Goldblatt, J. Terkel, Formation of an Olfactory Search Image for Explosives Odours 
in Sniffer Dogs*, Ethology 111(7) (2005) 669-680. 
[158] J. Bräuer, J. Belger, A ball is not a Kong: Odor representation and search behavior in domestic 
dogs (Canis familiaris) of different education, J Comp Psychol 132(2) (2018) 189-199. 
[159] I. Gazit, J. Terkel, Domination of olfaction over vision in explosives detection by dogs, 
Applied Animal Behaviour Science 82(1) (2003) 65-73. 
[160] N.J. Hall, D.W. Smith, C.D.L. Wynne, Training domestic dogs (Canis lupus familiaris) on a 
novel discrete trials odor-detection task, Learning and Motivation 44(4) (2013) 218-228. 
[161] M. Williams, J.M. Johnston, Training and maintaining the performance of dogs (Canis 
familiaris) on an increasing number of odor discriminations in a controlled setting, Applied 
Animal Behaviour Science 78(1) (2002) 55-65. 
[162] C. Fischer-Tenhagen, D. Johnen, W. Heuwieser, R. Becker, K. Schallschmidt, I. Nehls, Odor 
Perception by Dogs: Evaluating Two Training Approaches for Odor Learning of Sniffer Dogs, Chem 
Senses 42(5) (2017) 435-441. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 42 of 50 
 

[163] C. Fabrigoule, I. Sagave, Reorganization of cues and path organisation in dogs, Behav 
Processes 28(1-2) (1992) 65-79. 
[164] I. Greatbatch, R.J. Gosling, S. Allen, Quantifying Search Dog Effectiveness in a Terrestrial 
Search and Rescue Environment, Wilderness & Environmental Medicine 26(3) (2015) 327-334. 
[165] J. Jinn, E.G. Connor, L.F. Jacobs, How Ambient Environment Influences Olfactory Orientation 
in Search and Rescue Dogs, Chem Senses 45(8) (2020) 625-634. 
[166] C. Dumas, D. Dorais Pagé, Strategy planning in dogs (Canis familiaris) in a progressive 
elimination task, Behav Processes 73(1) (2006) 22-28. 
[167] C. Dumas, S. Laperlier, C. Guillou, J. LeBlanc, The progressive elimination task in dogs (Canis 
familiaris): The case of divergence., nternational Journal of Comparative Psychology, 2018. 
[168] J. Cattet, A.S. Etienne, Blindfolded dogs relocate a target through path integration, Animal 
Behaviour 68(1) (2004) 203-212. 
[169] S. Fiset, S. Gagnon, C. Beaulieu, Spatial encoding of hidden objects in dogs (Canis familiaris), 
J Comp Psychol 114(4) (2000) 315-24. 
[170] S. Fiset, N. Malenfant, Encoding of local and global cues in domestic dogs in spatial working 
memory, Open Journal of Animal Sciences Vol.03No.03 (2013) 11. 
[171] L.A. Christie, C.M. Studzinski, J.A. Araujo, C.S. Leung, C.J. Ikeda-Douglas, E. Head, C.W. Cotman, 
N.W. Milgram, A comparison of egocentric and allocentric age-dependent spatial learning in the 
beagle dog, Prog Neuropsychopharmacol Biol Psychiatry 29(3) (2005) 361-9. 
[172] P. Mongillo, A. Scandurra, B. D’Aniello, L. Marinelli, Effect of sex and gonadectomy on dogs’ 
spatial performance, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 191 (2017) 84-89. 
[173] A. Scandurra, L. Marinelli, M. Lõoke, B. D’Aniello, P. Mongillo, The effect of age, sex and 
gonadectomy on dogs’ use of spatial navigation strategies, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 205 
(2018) 89-97. 
[174] D.L. Wells, P.G. Hepper, Directional tracking in the domestic dog, Canis familiaris, Applied 
Animal Behaviour Science 84(4) (2003) 297-305. 
[175] L. Lazarowski, M.L. Foster, M.E. Gruen, M.E. Gruen, B.L. Sherman, B.C. Case, R.E. Fish, N.W. 
Milgram, D.C. Dorman, Acquisition of a visual discrimination and reversal learning task by 
Labrador retrievers, Anim Cogn 17(3) (2014) 787-792. 
[176] D.L. Sinn, S.D. Gosling, S. Hilliard, Personality and performance in military working dogs: 
Reliability and predictive validity of behavioral tests, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 127(1) 
(2010) 51-65. 
[177] M. Maejima, M. Inoue-Murayama, K. Tonosaki, N. Matsuura, S. Kato, Y. Saito, A. Weiss, Y. 
Murayama, S.i. Ito, Traits and genotypes may predict the successful training of drug detection 
dogs, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 107(3) (2007) 287-298. 
[178] L. Lazarowski, P.S. Haney, J. Brock, T. Fischer, B. Rogers, C. Angle, J.S. Katz, L.P. Waggoner, 
Investigation of the Behavioral Characteristics of Dogs Purpose-Bred and Prepared to Perform 
Vapor Wake® Detection of Person-Borne Explosives, Frontiers in Veterinary Science 5(50) 
(2018). 
[179] L.T.J. Jamieson, G.S. Baxter, P.J. Murray, Identifying suitable detection dogs, Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science 195 (2017) 1-7. 
[180] L. Lit, J.B. Schweitzer, A.M. Oberbauer, Handler beliefs affect scent detection dog outcomes, 
Anim Cogn 14(3) (2011) 387-94. 
[181] J. Wojtaś, M. Karpiński, P. Czyżowski, Salivary Cortisol Interactions in Search and Rescue 
Dogs and their Handlers, Animals : an open access journal from MDPI 10(4) (2020). 
[182] A. Haverbeke, B. Laporte, E. Depiereux, J.M. Giffroy, C. Diederich, Training methods of 
military dog handlers and their effects on the team's performances, Applied Animal Behaviour 
Science 113(1) (2008) 110-122. 
[183] E.L. MacLean, B. Hare, Enhanced Selection of Assistance and Explosive Detection Dogs Using 
Cognitive Measures, Front Vet Sci 5 (2018) 236. 
[184] E.E. Bray, C.M. Otto, M.A.R. Udell, N.J. Hall, A.M. Johnston, E.L. MacLean, Enhancing the 
Selection and Performance of Working Dogs, Frontiers in Veterinary Science 8 (2021). 
[185] S. Marshall-Pescini, C. Passalacqua, M.E. Miletto Petrazzini, P. Valsecchi, E. Prato-Previde, Do 
Dogs (Canis lupus familiaris) Make Counterproductive Choices Because They Are Sensitive to 
Human Ostensive Cues?, PLoS One 7(4) (2012) e35437. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 43 of 50 
 

[186] M. Foraita, T. Howell, P. Bennett, Environmental influences on development of executive 
functions in dogs, Anim Cogn 24(4) (2021) 655-675. 
[187] S. McKinley, R.J. Young, The efficacy of the model–rival method when compared with 
operant conditioning for training domestic dogs to perform a retrieval–selection task, Applied 
Animal Behaviour Science 81(4) (2003) 357-365. 
[188] N.R. Cracknell, D.S. Mills, P. Kaulfuss, Can stimulus enhancement explain the apparent 
success of the model-rival technique in the domestic dog (Canis familiaris)?, Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science 114(3) (2008) 461-472. 
[189] C. Fugazza, Á. Miklósi, Social learning in dog training: The effectiveness of the Do as I do 
method compared to shaping/clicker training, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 171 (2015) 146-
151. 
[190] C. Fugazza, Á. Miklósi, Should old dog trainers learn new tricks? The efficiency of the Do as 
I do method and shaping/clicker training method to train dogs, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 
153 (2014) 53-61. 
[191] J. Fagnani, M. Bentosela, G.C. Barrera, Assessing dogs’ performance in a social and non-social 
reversal learning task, Dog Behavior, 6(2) (2020). 
[192] K. Brady, N. Cracknell, H. Zulch, D.S. Mills, Factors associated with long-term success in 
working police dogs, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 207 (2018) 67-72. 
[193] L.T. Graham, S.D. Gosling, Temperament and Personality in Working Dogs, in: W.S. Helton 
(Ed.), Canine Ergonomics The Science of Working Dogs, CRC Press Taylor & Francis Group, New 
York, 2009, pp. 63-81. 
[194] V. Gopalan, J.A.A. Bakar, A.N. Zulkifli, A. Alwi, R.C. Mat, A review of the motivation theories 
in learning, AIP Conference Proceedings 1891(1) (2017) 020043. 
[195] K. Murayama, S. Kitagami, Consolidation power of extrinsic rewards: reward cues enhance 
long-term memory for irrelevant past events, Journal of experimental psychology. General 143(1) 
(2014) 15-20. 
[196] T.S. Braver, M.K. Krug, K.S. Chiew, W. Kool, J.A. Westbrook, N.J. Clement, R.A. Adcock, D.M. 
Barch, M.M. Botvinick, C.S. Carver, R. Cools, R. Custers, A. Dickinson, C.S. Dweck, A. Fishbach, P.M. 
Gollwitzer, T.M. Hess, D.M. Isaacowitz, M. Mather, K. Murayama, L. Pessoa, G.R. Samanez-Larkin, 
L.H. Somerville, M.g. for the, Mechanisms of motivation–cognition interaction: challenges and 
opportunities, Cognitive, Affective, & Behavioral Neuroscience 14(2) (2014) 443-472. 
[197] G. Baldassarre, T. Stafford, M. Mirolli, P. Redgrave, R.M. Ryan, A. Barto, Intrinsic motivations 
and open-ended development in animals, humans, and robots: an overview, Front Psychol 5 
(2014). 
[198] J.S. Nevid, Essentials of psychology: Concepts and applications, 2021. 
[199] S.A. Rathus, J.S. Nevid, Psychology and the challenges of life: Adjustment and growth, John 
Wiley & Sons, 2019. 
[200] F. Range, H. Möslinger, Z. Virányi, Domestication has not affected the understanding of 
means-end connections in dogs, Anim Cogn 15(4) (2012) 597-607. 
[201] H.C. Miller, K.F. Pattison, C.N. DeWall, R. Rayburn-Reeves, T.R. Zentall, Self-control without 
a “self ”? Common self-control processes in humans and dogs, Psychological Science 21 (2010) 
534-538. 
[202] A. Rao, L. Bernasconi, M. Lazzaroni, S. Marshall-Pescini, F. Range, Differences in persistence 
between dogs and wolves in an unsolvable task in the absence of humans, PeerJ 6 (2018) e5944. 
[203] H.C. Miller, C. Bender, The breakfast effect: dogs (Canis familiaris) search more accurately 
when they are less hungry, Behav Processes 91(3) (2012) 313-7. 
[204] A.M. Johnston, L.W. Chang, K. Wharton, L.R. Santos, Dogs (Canis familiaris) prioritize 
independent exploration over looking back, Journal of Comparative Psychology 135 3 (2021) 370-
381. 
[205] H. Salomons, K.C.M. Smith, M. Callahan-Beckel, M. Callahan, K. Levy, B.S. Kennedy, E.E. Bray, 
G.E. Gnanadesikan, D.J. Horschler, M. Gruen, J. Tan, P. White, B.M. vonHoldt, E.L. MacLean, B. Hare, 
Cooperative Communication with Humans Evolved to Emerge Early in Domestic Dogs, Current 
Biology 31(14) (2021) 3137-3144.e11. 
[206] T. Osborne, N.J. Mulcahy, Reassessing shelter dogs’ use of human communicative cues in the 
standard object-choice task, PLoS One 14(3) (2019) e0213166. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 44 of 50 
 

[207] Z. Sümegi, M. Gácsi, J. Topál, Conditioned placebo effect in dogs decreases separation related 
behaviours, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 159 (2014) 90-98. 
[208] P. Piotti, L.P. Satchell, T.S. Lockhart, Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory of Personality 
Questionnaire – Dog (RSTPQ-D), 2018. 
[209] P.J. Corr, A.J. Cooper, The Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory of Personality Questionnaire 
(RST-PQ): Development and validation, Psychol Assess 28(11) (2016) 1427-1440. 
[210] C. Savalli, N. Albuquerque, A.S. Vasconcellos, D. Ramos, F.T. de Mello, D.S. Mills, Assessment 
of emotional predisposition in dogs using PANAS (Positive and Negative Activation Scale) and 
associated relationships in a sample of dogs from Brazil, Sci Rep 9(1) (2019) 18386. 
[211] G. Sheppard, D.S. Mills, The Development of a Psychometric Scale for the Evaluation of the 
Emotional Predispositions of Pet Dogs, International Journal of Comparative Psychology  (2002). 
[212] S. Gadbois, C. Reeve, Canine Olfaction: Scent, Sign, and Situation, in: A. Horowitz (Ed.), 
Domestic Dog Cognition and Behavior: The Scientific Study of Canis familiaris, Springer Berlin 
Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2014, pp. 3-29. 
[213] A. Protopopova, N.J. Hall, C.D. Wynne, Association between increased behavioral persistence 
and stereotypy in the pet dog, Behav Processes 106 (2014) 77-81. 
[214] S. Dalal, N.J. Hall, Behavioral persistence is associated with poorer olfactory discrimination 
learning in domestic dogs, Behav Processes 162 (2019) 64-71. 
[215] M. Lewis, S.J. Kim, The pathophysiology of restricted repetitive behavior, J Neurodev Disord 
1(2) (2009) 114-32. 
[216] I. Gazit, A. Goldblatt, J. Terkel, The role of context specificity in learning: the effects of 
training context on explosives detection in dogs, Anim Cogn 8(3) (2005) 143-150. 
[217] F. Porritt, M. Shapiro, P. Waggoner, E. Mitchell, T. Thomson, S. Nicklin, A. Kacelnik, 
Performance decline by search dogs in repetitive tasks, and mitigation strategies, Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science 166 (2015) 112-122. 
[218] G.E. Gnanadesikan, B. Hare, N. Snyder-Mackler, E.L. MacLean, Estimating the heritability of 
cognitive traits across dog breeds reveals highly heritable inhibitory control and communication 
factors, Anim Cogn 23(5) (2020) 953-964. 
[219] D.J. Horschler, B. Hare, J. Call, J. Kaminski, Á. Miklósi, E.L. MacLean, Absolute brain size 
predicts dog breed differences in executive function, Anim Cogn 22(2) (2019) 187-198. 
[220] A.W. Eyre, I. Zapata, E. Hare, K.M.N. Lee, C. Bellis, J.L. Essler, C.M. Otto, J.A. Serpell, C.E. 
Alvarez, Genome scanning of behavioral selection in a canine olfactory detection breeding cohort, 
Sci Rep 12(1) (2022) 14984. 
[221] G. Sheppard, D.S. Mills, The development of a psychometric scale for the evaluation of the 
emotional predispositions of pet dogs, International Journal of Comparative Psychology 15 (2002) 
201-222. 
[222] H.F. Wright, D.S. Mills, P.M.J. Pollux, Development and validation of a psychometric tool for 
assessing impulsivity in the domestic dog (Canis familiaris), International Journal of Comparative 
Psychology 24 (2011) 210-225. 
[223] B. Turcsán, E. Kubinyi, Á. Miklósi, Trainability and boldness traits differ between dog breed 
clusters based on conventional breed categories and genetic relatedness, Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science 132(1) (2011) 61-70. 
[224] O. Burman, Chapter 12 - Do Dogs Show an Optimistic or Pessimistic Attitude to Life?: A 
Review of Studies Using the ‘Cognitive Bias’ Paradigm to Assess Dog Welfare, in: J. Kaminski, S. 
Marshall-Pescini (Eds.), The Social Dog, Academic Press, San Diego, 2014, pp. 347-372. 
[225] E.F. Andrews, R. Pascalau, A. Horowitz, G.M. Lawrence, P.J. Johnson, Extensive Connections 
of the Canine Olfactory Pathway Revealed by Tractography and Dissection, J Neurosci 42(33) 
(2022) 6392-6407. 
[226] L. Hradecká, L. Bartoš, I. Svobodová, J. Sales, Heritability of behavioural traits in domestic 
dogs: A meta-analysis, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 170 (2015) 1-13. 
[227] L.R. Mehrkam, C.D.L. Wynne, Behavioral differences among breeds of domestic dogs (Canis 
lupus familiaris): Current status of the science, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 155 (2014) 12-
27. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 45 of 50 
 

[228] E.L. MacLean, N. Snyder-Mackler, B.M. vonHoldt, J.A. Serpell, Highly heritable and 
functionally relevant breed differences in dog behaviour, Proceedings of the Royal Society B: 
Biological Sciences 286(1912) (2019) 20190716. 
[229] M. Foraita, T. Howell, P. Bennett, Development of the dog executive function scale (DEFS) 
for adult dogs, Anim Cogn 25(6) (2022) 1479-1491. 
[230] H.R. Stone, P.D. McGreevy, M.J. Starling, B. Forkman, Associations between Domestic-Dog 
Morphology and Behaviour Scores in the Dog Mentality Assessment, PLoS One 11(2) (2016) 
e0149403. 
[231] P.D. McGreevy, D. Georgevsky, J. Carrasco, M. Valenzuela, D.L. Duffy, J.A. Serpell, Dog 
Behavior Co-Varies with Height, Bodyweight and Skull Shape, PLoS One 8(12) (2013) e80529. 
[232] A. Scandurra, A. Alterisio, A. Di Cosmo, A. D'Ambrosio, B. D'Aniello, Ovariectomy Impairs 
Socio-Cognitive Functions in Dogs, Animals : an open access journal from MDPI 9(2) (2019) 58. 
[233] G.J. Mason, Species differences in responses to captivity: stress, welfare and the comparative 
method, Trends Ecol Evol 25(12) (2010) 713-21. 
[234] M.E. Gompper, Free-Ranging Dogs and Wildlife Conservation, Oxford University Press, 
Oxford, 2014. 
[235] L. Boitani, F. Francisci, P. Ciucci, G. Andreoli, The ecology and behavior of feral dogs: A case 
study from central Italy, in: J. Serpell (Ed.), The Domestic Dog: Its Evolution, Behavior and 
Interactions with People, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016, pp. 342-368. 
[236] N. Rooney, J. Bradshaw, Canine Welfare Science: An Antidote to Sentiment and Myth, in: A. 
Horowitz (Ed.), Domestic Dog Cognition and Behavior: The Scientific Study of Canis familiaris, 
Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2014, pp. 241-274. 
[237] C. Duranton, A. Horowitz, Let me sniff! Nosework induces positive judgment bias in pet dogs, 
Applied Animal Behaviour Science 211 (2019) 61-66. 
[238] K. Morrill, J. Hekman, X. Li, J. McClure, B. Logan, L. Goodman, M. Gao, Y. Dong, M. Alonso, E. 
Carmichael, N. Snyder-Mackler, J. Alonso, H.J. Noh, J. Johnson, M. Koltookian, C. Lieu, K. Megquier, 
R. Swofford, J. Turner-Maier, M.E. White, Z. Weng, A. Colubri, D.P. Genereux, K.A. Lord, E.K. 
Karlsson, Ancestry-inclusive dog genomics challenges popular breed stereotypes, Science 
376(6592) (2022) eabk0639. 
[239] M. Sacharczuk, M. Walczak, E. Adamkiewicz, A. Walasek, J. Ensminger, M. Presch, T. Jezierski, 
Polymorphism of olfactory and neurotransmitters receptor genes in drug and explosives 
detection dogs can be associated with differences in detection performance, Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science  (2019). 
[240] P. Quignon, F. Galibert, Genetics of Canine Olfaction, in: T. Jezierski, J. Ensminger, L.E. Papet 
(Eds.), Canine Olfaction Science and Law, CRC Press Taylor & Francis Group, Boca Raton, 2016, pp. 
39-48. 
[241] T.L. Edwards, Automated Canine Scent-Detection Apparatus: Technical Description and 
Training Outcomes, Chem Senses 44(7) (2019) 449-455. 
[242] P. Suma, A. La Pergola, S. Longo, V. Soroker, The use of sniffing dogs for the detection of 
Rhynchophorus ferrugineus, Phytoparasitica 42(2) (2014) 269-274. 
[243] R.H. Cristescu, E. Foley, A. Markula, G. Jackson, D. Jones, C. Frère, Accuracy and efficiency of 
detection dogs: a powerful new tool for koala conservation and management, Sci Rep 5(1) (2015) 
8349. 
[244] J.N. Cornu, G. Cancel-Tassin, V. Ondet, C. Girardet, O. Cussenot, Olfactory detection of 
prostate cancer by dogs sniffing urine: a step forward in early diagnosis, Eur Urol 59(2) (2011) 
197-201. 
[245] I. Riezzo, M. Neri, M. Rendine, A. Bellifemina, S. Cantatore, C. Fiore, E. Turillazzi, Cadaver 
dogs: unscientific myth or reliable biological devices?, Forensic Science International 244 (2014) 
213-21. 
[246] T. Jezierski, Operant conditioning of dogs (Canis familiaris) for identification of humans 
using scent lineup, Animal Science Papers and Reports vol. 28(no. 1,) (2010) 81-93. 
[247] S. Minhinnick, L.E. Papet, C.M. Stephenson, M.R. Stephenson, Training Fundamentals and the 
Selection of Dogs and Personnel for Detection Work, in: T. Jezierski, J. Ensminger, L.E. Papet (Eds.), 
Canine Olfaction Science and Law, CRC Press Taylor & Francis Group, Boca Raton, 2016, pp. 155-
171. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 46 of 50 
 

[248] R.H. Settle, B.A. Sommerville, J. McCormick, D.M. Broom, Human scent matching using 
specially trained dogs, Animal Behaviour 48(6) (1994) 1443-1448. 
[249] A. Schoon, R. Haak, K9 suspect discrimination, Detselig Enterprises Calgary, AB, 2002. 
[250] G.A.A. Schoon, Scent Identifications By Dogs (Canis Familiaris): a New Experimental Design, 
Behaviour 134(7) (1997) 531-550. 
[251] T. Jezierski, M. Walczak, A. Górecka, Information-seeking behaviour of sniffer dogs during 
match-to-sample training in the scent lineup, Walter de Gruyter GmbH, 2008. 
[252] S. Marchal, B. Ferry, Identification des odeurs humaines par les chiens policiers, Techniques 
de l'ingénieur Innovations technologiques base documentaire : TIP958WEB(ref. article : re182) 
(2017). 
[253] S. Marchal, O. Bregeras, D. Puaux, R. Gervais, B. Ferry, Rigorous training of dogs leads to high 
accuracy in human scent matching-to-sample performance, PLoS One 11(2) (2016) e0146963. 
[254] B. Ferry, J.J. Ensminger, A. Schoon, Z. Bobrovskij, D. Cant, M. Gawkowski, I. Hormila, P. Kos, 
F. Less, E. Rodionova, K.T. Sulimov, L. Woidtke, T. Jezierski, Scent lineups compared across eleven 
countries: Looking for the future of a controversial forensic technique, Forensic Sci Int 302 (2019) 
109895. 
[255] P.A. Prada, Evaluation of contact and non-contact trapping efficiencies of human scent 
chemical profiles and their stabilities under different environmental conditions, Florida 
International University, 2010, p. 278. 
[256] J.S. Brown, Determination of Signature Volatile Odor Chemicals Emanating from Novel 
Biological Specimens by Non-invasive Analytical Techniques for the Potential use in Forensic 
Identifications, Florida International University, FIU Electronic Theses and Dissertations, 2012, p. 
203. 
[257] J. Jinn, Orientation and sampling strategies in mammalian olfactory navigation, University 
of California, Berkeley, 2019, p. 84. 
[258] L.M. Harvey, S.J. Harvey, M. Hom, A. Perna, J. Salib, The use of bloodhounds in determining 
the impact of genetics and the environment on the expression of human odortype, J Forensic Sci 
51(5) (2006) 1109-14. 
[259] L. Woidtke, J. Dreßler, C. Babian, Individual human scent as a forensic identifier using 
mantrailing, Forensic Sci Int 282(Supplement C) (2018) 111-121. 
[260] B.N. Joyner, Basic entry level skills & legal requirements for law enforcement bloodhound 
canine teams, University of Wisconsin-Stout, 2003, p. 32. 
[261] K.G. Furton, J. Greb, H. Holness, The Scientific Working Group on Dog and Orthogonal 
Detector Guidelines (SWGDOG), 2010, p. 154. 
[262] American Academy of Forensic Sciences Academy Standards Board, General Guidelines for 
Training, Certification, and Documentation of Canine Detection Disciplines, ANSI/ASB Standard 
088, First Edition 2020, AAFS Standards Board, 2020, p. 16. 
[263] American Academy of Forensic Sciences Academy Standards Board, Standard for Training 
and Certification of Canine Detection of Humans: An Aged Trail Using Pre-scented Canines, 
ANSI/ASB Standard 026, First Edition 2021, Colorado Springs, CO, 2021, p. 24. 
[264] B.V.G. Beaver, Canine behavior insights and answers, 2nd ed. ed., Saunders/Elsevier, St. 
Louis, Mo., 2009. 
[265] T.J. Howell, T. King, P.C. Bennett, Puppy parties and beyond: the role of early age 
socialization practices on adult dog behavior, Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports 6 
(2015) 143-153. 
[266] American Academy of Forensic Sciences Academy Standards Board, Crime Scene/Death 
Investigation – Dogs and Sensors Terms and Definitions, ASB Technical Report 025, First Edition 
2017, AAFS Standards Board, 2017, p. 45. 
[267] M.D. Pearsall, H. Verbruggen, Scent, Training to Track, Search, and Rescue, Alpine 
Publications1982. 
[268] G.R. Johnson, Tracking Dog Theory and Methods, Barkleigh Productions, lnc., 
Mechanicsburg, 2012, p. 210. 
[269] A. Schweda, T. Schweda, A. Nestler, Von der Basis zum erfolgreichen Mantrailing, Finden 
statt suchen, überarbeitete und erweiterte Neuauflage ed., Müller Rüschlikon Verlag, Stuttgart, 
2019. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 47 of 50 
 

[270] J. Schettler, K.9 Trailing Professionelle Personensuche mit Hund Die US-Originalmethode, 1. 
Auflage ed., Kynos Verlag Dr. Dieter Fleig GmbH2014. 
[271] R. Gerritsen, R. Haak, K9 Professional Tracking: A Complete Manual for Theory and Training, 
Brush Education2001. 
[272] L. Haberhauffe, G. Albrecht, Diensthunde ihre Abrichtung und Haltung, VEB Deutscher 
Landwirtschaftsverlag, Berlin, 1979. 
[273] B. Tolhurst, The police textbook for dog handlers, Self Published, 1st ed. Lockport, NY 1991. 
[274] C.F. Brey, L.F. Reed, The complete bloodhound, 1st Edition ed., Howell Book House1978. 
[275] L. Fält, E. Wilsson, The effect of maternal deprivation between 6 and 10 weeks of age upon 
the behaviour of alsatian puppies, Applied Animal Ethology 5(3) (1979) 299. 
[276] N.J. Rooney, S. Cowan, Training methods and owner–dog interactions: Links with dog 
behaviour and learning ability, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 132(3) (2011) 169-177. 
[277] S. Deldalle, F. Gaunet, Effects of 2 training methods on stress-related behaviors of the dog 
(Canis familiaris) and on the dog–owner relationship, Journal of Veterinary Behavior: Clinical 
Applications and Research 9(2) (2014) 58-65. 
[278] J. Guilherme Fernandes, I.A.S. Olsson, A.C. Vieira de Castro, Do aversive-based training 
methods actually compromise dog welfare?: A literature review, Applied Animal Behaviour 
Science 196 (2017) 1-12. 
[279] G. Ziv, The effects of using aversive training methods in dogs—A review, Journal of 
Veterinary Behavior: Clinical Applications and Research 19 (2017) 50-60. 
[280] N.J. Hall, A.M. Johnston, E.E. Bray, C.M. Otto, E.L. MacLean, M.A.R. Udell, Working Dog 
Training for the Twenty-First Century, Frontiers in Veterinary Science 8 (2021). 
[281] A.v. Buddenbrock, Mantrailing für den Realeinsatz: Hunde als Geruchsdetektive, 3. Auflage 
ed., Kynos Verlag Dr. Dieter Fleig GmbH, Nerdlen/Daun, 2006. 
[282] S. Ditterich, Mantrailing für Jederhund : Grundlagen, Trainingsaufbau, Extra: Arbeit mit 
Problemhunden, Sabine Ditteriche, Hannover, 2009. 
[283] A. Grunow, Rovena Langkau, Udo Gansloßer, Mantrailing: Mit Basic-, Sport- und 
TheraTrailing, 1. Auflage ed., Franckh Kosmos Verlags-GmbH Co. KG, Stuttgart, 2011. 
[284] J.H. Schettler, K-9 TRAILING: The Straightest Path, Alpine Publications, Incorporated, 2011, 
p. 193. 
[285] A. Schweda, T. Schweda, A. Nestler, Von der Basis zum erfolgreichen Mantrailing, Finden 
statt suchen, Müller Rüschlikon Verlag2012. 
[286] U. Massen, Der Gute Mantrailer Ein Lehrpfad für Ausbilder und Hund, 1. Auflage ed., epubli 
GmbH, Berlin, 2013. 
[287] R. Boulanger, G. Trautmann Zenoni, Mantrailing: Teamarbeit mit Nase und Verstand, 1. 
Auflage ed., Oertel & Spörer Verlags Gmbh +Co KG, , Reutlingen, 2013. 
[288] H. Horst, Mantrailing for Fun: Spannende Trailideen für anspruchsvolle Hundenasen, 
Cadmos Verlag GmbH2014. 
[289] L. Schilling, Nasenarbeit: Von Schnüffelspielen bis zum Sucheinsatz, Müller Rüschlikon, 
Stuttgart, 2016. 
[290] P. Keller, Mantrailing Personenspürhund Individualgeruch, OFFIZIN Zürich Verlag 
GmbH2016. 
[291] A. Schweda, Ergebnisbericht über die einjährige Piloteinsatzphase des BRK LV 
Pilotprojektes "Personensuche mit dem Bloodhound" und Empfehlung zur weiteren 
Vorgehensweise, bezüglich der Suchdisziplin "Mantrailing" im BRK, 2007. 
[292] L. Woidtke, Mantrailing – Fakten und Fiktionen, Eigenverlag der Hochschule der 
Sächsischen Polizei (FH), Rothenburg/Oberlausitz, 2016. 
[293] A.C. Vieira de Castro, D. Fuchs, G.M. Morello, S. Pastur, L. de Sousa, I.A.S. Olsson, Does training 
method matter? Evidence for the negative impact of aversive-based methods on companion dog 
welfare, PLoS One 15(12) (2020) e0225023. 
[294] S.S. Ozcan, H. Akin, H. Bayram, M. Bas, A. Yildiz, A. Ozdemiroglu, Utilization of police dogs: a 
Turkish perspective, Policing: An International Journal of Police Strategies & Management 32(2) 
(2008) 226-237. 
[295] K.E. Jones, K. Dashfield, A.B. Downend, C.M. Otto, Search-and-rescue dogs: an overview for 
veterinarians, J Am Vet Med Assoc 225(6) (2004) 854-60. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 48 of 50 
 

[296] B. Malnic, J. Hirono, T. Sato, L.B. Buck, Combinatorial receptor codes for odors, Cell 96(5) 
(1999) 713-23. 
[297] P. Mombaerts, Molecular biology of odorant receptors in vertebrates, Annu Rev Neurosci 22 
(1999) 487-509. 
[298] U.B. Kaupp, Olfactory signalling in vertebrates and insects: differences and commonalities, 
Nat Rev Neurosci 11(3) (2010) 188-200. 
[299] O. Leitch, A. Anderson, K. Paul Kirkbride, C. Lennard, Biological organisms as volatile 
compound detectors: A review, Forensic Sci Int 232(1) (2013) 92-103. 
[300] K.G. Furton, L.J. Myers, The scientific foundation and efficacy of the use of canines as 
chemical detectors for explosives, Talanta 54(3) (2001) 487-500. 
[301] M. Nowlan, A.W. Stuart, G.J. Basara, P.M. Sandercock, Use of a solid absorbent and an 
accelerant detection canine for the detection of ignitable liquids burned in a structure fire, J 
Forensic Sci 52(3) (2007) 643-8. 
[302] L. Oesterhelweg, S. Krober, K. Rottmann, J. Willhoft, C. Braun, N. Thies, K. Puschel, J. 
Silkenath, A. Gehl, Cadaver dogs--a study on detection of contaminated carpet squares, Forensic 
Science International 174(1) (2008) 35-9. 
[303] G.J. Romanes, Experiments on the sense of smell in dogs, The Journal of the Linnean Society 
Zoology XX(117) (1887) 61-70. 
[304] J. Ensminger, T. Jezierski, Scent Lineups in Criminal Investigations and Prosecution, in: J. 
Ensminger (Ed.), Police and Military Dogs, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2012, pp. pp. 101–113. 
[305] G.A. Schoon, J.C. De Bruin, The ability of dogs to recognize and cross-match human odours, 
Forensic Science International 69(2) (1994) 111-8. 
[306] G.A.A. Schoon, Scent identification lineups by dogs( Canis familiaris) experimental design 
and forensic application, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 49(3) (1996) 257-267. 
[307] G.A. Schoon, A first assessment of the reliability of an improved scent identification line-up, 
J Forensic Sci 43(1) (1998) 70-5. 
[308] R. Gross-Isseroff, D. Lancet, Concentration-dependent changes of perceived odor quality, 
Chem Senses 13(2) (1988) 191-204. 
[309] A. Jinks, D.G. Laing, The analysis of odor mixtures by humans: evidence for a configurational 
process, Physiology & Behavior 72(1) (2001) 51-63. 
[310] M.A. Chaput, F.E. Mountassir, B. Atanasova, T. Thomas‐Danguin, A.M.L. Bon, A. Perrut, B. 
Ferry, P. Duchamp‐Viret, Interactions of odorants with olfactory receptors and receptor neurons 
match the perceptual dynamics observed for woody and fruity odorant mixtures, European 
Journal of Neuroscience 35(4) (2012) 584-597. 
[311] L.M. Kay, T. Crk, J. Thorngate, A redefinition of odor mixture quality, Behav Neurosci 119(3) 
(2005) 726-33. 
[312] T. Jezierski, E. Adamkiewicz, M. Walczak, M. Sobczyńska, A. Górecka-Bruzda, J. Ensminger, 
E. Papet, Efficacy of drug detection by fully-trained police dogs varies by breed, training level, type 
of drug and search environment, Forensic Science International 237 (2014) 112-8. 
[313] J. O'Malley, Defense challenges reliability of bloodhounds' evidence, Anchorage Daily News, 
2008. 
[314] LG Dresden, LG Dresden, Urteil vom 06.02.2013 - 3 Kls 396 Js 201/11, unpublished, 2013. 
[315] LG Nürnberg-Fürth, LG Nürnberg-Fürth, Urteil vom 13.12.2012 -13 KLs 372 Js 9454/12 - , 
juris, 2012. 
[316] L. Woidtke, Mantrailing Fakten und Fiktionen, Was ist dran am Mythos „Alter Trail“ in: C. 
Schüler, Kaul, Peter (Ed.), Faszinosum Spürhunde: Gefahren sichtbar machen – Gefahren 
abwenden, Verlag Dr. Kovac2017, pp. S. 155 – 196. 
[317] LG Chemnitz, LG Chemnitz, Urteil vom 08.10.2014 - 250 Js 32750/13 -, unpublished, 2014. 
[318] L. Woidtke, Auswertung der Einsätze der Mantrailer der sächsischen Polizei 2013-2018, 
nicht veröffentlicht, 2023. 
[319] P. Doležal, K.G. Furton, J. Lněničková, P. Kyjaková, V. Škeříková, I. Valterová, L. Pinc, Š. Urban, 
Multiplicity of human scent signature, Egyptian Journal of Forensic Sciences 9(1) (2019) 7. 
[320] B. Blum, The Hounds of Empire: Forensic Dog Tracking in Britain and its Colonies, 1888–
1953, Law and History Review 2017, pp. 621-665. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 49 of 50 
 

[321] N. Pemberton, The bloodhound's nose knows? dogs and detection in Anglo-American 
culture, Endeavour 37(4) (2013) 196-208. 
[322] N. Pemberton, Bloodhounds as Detectives, Cultural and Social History 10(1) (2013) 69-91. 
[323] N. Pemberton, Hounding Holmes: Arthur Conan Doyle, Bloodhounds and Sleuthing in the 
Late-Victorian Imagination, Journal of Victorian Culture 17(4) (2012) 454-467. 
[324] J. Renger, Gesellschaftliche Debatten um die wirtschaftliche und psychosoziale Nutzung des 
Hundes von 1870 - 1945 in Deutschland, Institut für Tierschutz und Tierverhalten des 
Fachbereichs Veterinärmedizin der Freien Universität Berlin und Institut für Geschichte der 
Medizin Zentrum für Human- und Gesundheitswissenschaften (CC1) der Berliner 
Hochschulmedizin der Charité, Freie Universität Berlin, mensch und buch verlag, 2008, p. 265. 
[325] S.A. Mackenzie, J.A. Schultz, Frequency of back-tracking in the tracking dog, Applied Animal 
Behaviour Science 17(3–4) (1987) 353-359. 
[326] J.B. Steen, E. Wilsson, How do dogs determine the direction of tracks?, Acta Physiologica 
Scandinavica 139(4) (1990) 531-534. 
[327] P.G. Hepper, D.L. Wells, How many footsteps do dogs need to determine the direction of an 
odour trail?, Chem. Senses 30 (2005) 291–298. 
[328] W.D. Tolhurst, L.R. Harris, Scent evidence pad holder, Google Patents, 1998. 
[329] B.A. Eckenrode, S.A. Ramsey, R.A. Stockham, G.J. Van Berkel, K.G. Asano, D.A. Wolf, 
Performance evaluation of the Scent Transfer Unit (STU-100) for organic compound collection 
and release, J Forensic Sci 51(4) (2006) 780-9. 
[330] T. Osterkamp, personal communication, 2022. 
[331] C. Courts, J. Euteneuer, A. Gosch, There is no evidence that dogs can smell DNA – Comment 
on “Individual human scent as a forensic identifier using mantrailing”, Forensic Sci Int 297 (2019) 
e14-e15. 
[332] K.-U. Goss, Comment on “Individual human scent as a forensic identifier using mantrailing”, 
Forensic Sci Int 297 (2019) e19. 
[333] L. Woidtke, J. Dreßler, C. Babian, Note to our publication “Individual human scent as a 
forensic identifier using mantrailing”, Forensic Sci Int 313 (2020) 110271. 
[334] K.-U. Goss, A. Schoon, Concerns regarding “Individual human scent as a forensic identifier 
using mantrailing”, Forensic Science International Volume 282, January 2018, Pages 111–121, 
Forensic Sci Int 318 (2021) 110606. 
[335] C. Jackowski, C. Cattaneo, A. Broccard, L. Duembgen, Expression of concern regarding 
“Individual human scent as a forensic identifier using mantrailing” by Woidtke L, Dreßler J and 
Babian C. Forensic Sci Int. 2018 Jan;282:111–121, Forensic Sci Int 318 (2021) 110635. 
[336] L. Woidtke, J. Dreßler, C. Babian, Response to the comment on our publication “Individual 
human scent as a forensic identifier using mantrailing” (Woidtke et al., 2018), Forensic Sci Int 318 
(2021) 110607. 
[337] E.L. MacLean, A. Fine, H. Herzog, E. Strauss, M.L. Cobb, The New Era of Canine Science: 
Reshaping Our Relationships With Dogs, Frontiers in Veterinary Science 8 (2021). 
[338] E. Ferrando, C.D. Dahl, An investigation on the olfactory capabilities of domestic dogs (Canis 
lupus familiaris), Anim Cogn  (2022). 
[339] A. Abdel Fattah, H.S.A. Gharib, Investigation Police Dog Olfactory Acuity Through: 
Comparing Various Dog Breeds, Previous Training Experiences and Searching Site on the 
Detection of Narcotics, Adv. Anim. Vet. Sci. 8(2) (2020) 58-63. 
[340] A.Y. Moser, W.Y. Brown, P. Bennett, P.S. Taylor, B. Wilson, P. McGreevy, Defining the 
Characteristics of Successful Biosecurity Scent Detection Dogs, Animals 13(3) (2023) 504. 
[341] C. Martin, N. Willem, S. Desablens, V. Menard, S. Tajri, S. Blanchard, Y. Brostaux, F. Verheggen, 
C. Diederich, What a good boy! Deciphering the efficiency of detection dogs, Frontiers in Analytical 
Science 2 (2022). 
[342] L. Lazarowski, B. Rogers, S. Krichbaum, P. Haney, J.G. Smith, P. Waggoner, Validation of a 
Behavior Test for Predicting Puppies’ Suitability as Detection Dogs, Animals 11(4) (2021) 993. 
[343] N.J. Rooney, C.C.A. Clark, Development of a Performance Monitoring Instrument for Rating 
Explosives Search Dog Performance, Front Vet Sci 8 (2021) 545382. 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 

page 50 of 50 
 

[344] L. Lazarowski, L.R. Strassberg, L.P. Waggoner, J.S. Katz, Persistence and human-directed 
behavior in detection dogs: Ontogenetic development and relationships to working dog success, 
Applied Animal Behaviour Science  (2019) 104860. 
[345] L. Lazarowski, P. Waggoner, B. Hutchings, C. Angle, F. Porritt, Maintaining long-term odor 
memory and detection performance in dogs, Applied Animal Behaviour Science 238 (2021) 
105301. 
[346] A. Abdel Fattah, S. Abdel-Hamid, Influence of gender, neuter status, and training method on 
police dog narcotics olfaction performance, behavior, and welfare, J Adv Vet Anim Res 7(4) (2020) 
655-662. 
[347] L. Rust, K.D. Nizio, M.P. Wand, S.L. Forbes, Investigating the detection limits of scent-
detection dogs to residual blood odour on clothing, Forensic Chemistry 9 (2018) 62-75. 
[348] N.J. Hall, K. Glenn, D.W. Smith, C.D.L. Wynne, Performance of Pugs, German Shepherds, and 
Greyhounds (Canis lupus familiaris) on an odor-discrimination task, Journal of Comparative 
Psychology 129(3) (2015) 237-246. 
[349] NAS, Strengthening forensic science in the United States : a path forward : summary, 
National Academies Press, Washington, DC, 2009. 
[350] L. Slotta-Bachmayr, Möglichkeiten und Grenzen von Personenspürhunden, Symposium für 
Odorologie im Diensthundewesen, Salzburg, 2023. 
[351] J.J. Ensminger, Canine Tracking and Scent Identification: Factoring Science into the 
Threshold for Admissibility, Social Science Research Network, 2010, p. 77. 

 

 1 
 2 
 3 
 4 
 5 
 6 
 7 
 8 
 9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 
 
CRediT author statement 

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, 
commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.  
 
Leif Woidtke: Conceptualization, Writing- Original draft, Writing- Reviewing and 

Editing. 
Frank Crispino: Writing- Original draft, Writing- Reviewing and Editing. 
Barbara Ferry: Writing- Original draft, Writing- Reviewing and Editing. 
Udo Gansloßer: Conceptualization, Writing- Original draft, Writing- Reviewing and 

Editing. 
Nina Marie Hohlfeld: Writing- Original draft, Writing- Reviewing and Editing. 
Tom Osterkamp: Writing- Original draft, Writing- Reviewing and Editing. 
 
All authors read and approved the final draft. 
 

Credit Author Statement



Proficiencies of Mantrailing Dogs in Law Enforcement and Legal Contexts, Prospects 
for the Future, Boundaries, and Possibilities - a review 
 
Acknowledgements 

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, 
commercial, or not-for-profit sectors. We thank the anonymous reviewers for valuable input. 
 
 
Declaration of Interest: 
 
We declare no conflict of interests. All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the 
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations. 
 
 
 

Declaration of Interest Statement


