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should you repeat another the colonoscopy? The first thing I look to i went was the 

patient last colonoscopy Second thing I look at is the quality of the bowel prep  I am not 

surprised with the finding of the study that more than 4 years she tends to find 

advanced lesions However the quality of the prep of the index colonoscopy should be 
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the 7 patients with advanced lesion had poor prep or the prep quality was unknown I 

wish I can see a similar table for patient who had cancer  The also said there was no 

difference between the 2 groups in terms of the quality prep but I am not sure if the 

accounted for the missed or unknown data  I am surprised that they rated the prep as 
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