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11) Magnesium citrate (citric acid+magnesium carbonate), PEG-ELS (polyethylene glycol
3350+potassium  chloride+sodium bicarbonate+sodium chloride+sodium sulfate anhydrous),
SF-PEG-ELS (PEG 3350+potassium chloride+sodium bicarbonate+sodium chloride), SP+MC
(magnesium oxidet+anhydrous citric acid+sodium picosulfate)) PEG-EA (PEG 3350+sodium
sulfate anhydrous+sodium chloride+potassium chloride+ascorbic acid+sodium ascorbate)
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