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Figure 1: Pooled prevalence of antibiotic resistance in Yersinia sp. isolated from wild game mammals.
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Figure 2: Pooled prevalence of multidrug resistance in Yersinia sp. isolated from wild game mammals.
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[bookmark: _Hlk149908859]Figure 3: Resistance of Yersinia sp. isolated from wild game mammals to different classes of antibiotics.
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Figure 4: Resistance of Yersinia sp. isolated from wild game mammals to specific antibiotics.
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