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Evaluation of the renal parenchymal retention of iodinated contrast agent during follow-up
computed tomography performed one day after undergoing contrast-enhanced computed
tomography
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Evaluation of the renal parenchymal retention of iodinated contrast agent during follow-up computed tomography
performed one day afber undergoing contrast-enhanced computed tomography
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Evaluation of the renal parenchymal retention of iodinated contrast agent during follow-up computed tomography
performed one day after undergoing contrast-enhanced computed tomography
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