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Summary 

Sakhnyuk V.V., Bukalova N.V., Bogatko N.M., Salata V.Z., Shah L.V. 
AN ANALYSIS OF DISTRIBUTION AND NOSOLOGY STRUCTURE OF 
PATHOLOGY OF PRODUCTS OF COALFACE OF ANIMALS IS AFTER 
RESULTS OF VETSANEKSPERTIZI IN DLVSE  15 MARKET OF M. 

KY V 
Generalized information in relation to distribution, reasons and nosology 

structure of pathology of products of coalface of agricultural animals, dynamics of 
defeat of liver at a cattle and pigs as a result of research of their carcasses and 
organs in the state laboratory of examination  15 food market m. Kyiv. 

Key words: pathology of products of coalface of animals, distribution, 
nosology structure, dynamics of defeat, state laboratory of examination. 
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