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POLYSTYLIZM OF THE NOVEL BY E. ZOLA «THE FORTUNE OF ROUGON»

The article deals with the analysis of the in uence of different trends like naturalism, realism, 
impressionism, romanticism on the author�s style. The literary works of E. Zola critics are under the 
investigation. The stylistic dominants and constants of the novel are studied due to the writer�s deep 
interest to the different styles.
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