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In the article there is an assay of Iersineal infection spreading in Zaporizhzhya’s region and in Ukraine. According to the statistical
results obtained by sanitary-epidemiological sevrice, literature sources we may assume a deficiencies in revealing Iersineosys in the
region as well as in our country. In order to improve the diagnostics of the desiese the constant improvement of current methods of
examination, implementation prophylactic activities of Iersineosys and Pseudotuberculesys is highly necessary.
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