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Study on the Treatment Effects of Polyinosinic-polycytidylic Acid on Goat Contagious Pustular Dermatitis

YU Hua et al
Abstracts

(Sichuan Entry-exit Inspection and Quarantine Bureau, Chengdu, Sichuan 610041 )
[ Objective |The research aimed to study the treatment effects of polyinosinic-polycytidylic acid on goat contagious pustular derma-

titis. [ Method | Treatment group, medicine contrast group, blank contrast group were set in the experiment, and lambs infected naturally with
contagious pustular dermatitis were treated and observed. [ Result ] Treatment group had short mending stage and mending rate compared with
contrast groups. [ Conclusion ] Treated with polyinosinic-polycytidylic acid could improve the efficacy and shorten the course of treatment of the

goat contagious pustular dermatitis.
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