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Summary 

The article presents data on the frequency and causes of injuries in dogs and 
preferred areas of localization. found that wound pathology is widespread, the 
highest percentage of injuries were found in the area of the forearm, shoulder and 
knee. In dogs found mostly bite -torn, bite wounds, bruises and cut. The efficacy of 
topical ointments Methyluracilum miramistin with the addition of hyaluronic acid and 
tryfuzol to treat wounds in a phase of regeneration. 

 – ., . 
 
 


