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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The reviewer read this observational study with great interesting. The quality of bowel

preparation and the accuracy of colonoscopy diagnosis is closely linked to the safety of

subsequent treatment. At present, the intestinal cleansers commonly used in clinical

practice, such as polyethylene glycol electrolyte solution, magnesium sulfate, sodium

phosphate, mannitol and others, still cannot fully meet the above requirements despite

their characteristic advantages. Sodium picosulfate is an irritant laxative, whereas

magnesium citrate, formed from magnesium oxide and citric acid when dissolved in

water, is an osmotic laxative. This study investigated the effectiveness of SPMC for

bowel preparation, and explored the resulting defecation frequency, bowel preparation

experience, incidence and severity of adverse reactions, and any risk factors affecting the

quality of bowel preparation. The reviewer found that the study is very well displayed.

The design of the study is very good. The methods are describe in adequate detail. The

research objectives achieved by the experiments used in this study. Minor comments: (1)

A minor language editing is required. Some minor language polishing should be revised.

(2) The data in tables are interesting, however, the tables are not presented. Please check

and edit the tables carefully. (3) References list should be updated according to the

guideline. (4) Figures should be movied to the end of the text.
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