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EIEEHL G DMF 8% Rakha et al., 2020
R HE DMF 6% Thananurak et al., 2017
282 343 DMA 6% Varadi et al., 2013
it DMA 6% Abouelezz et al., 2015
P43 DMA 6% ~ 9% Mosca et al., 2019
HE DMF 6%+tsucrose 1mM Thananurak ef al., 2019
HE DMA 6%+trehalose 0.1M Mosca et al., 2016
HE EG 8%*Ficoll 70 0.75M Miranda et al., 2018
K EHE DMSO+ Ficoll 70 ImM Di Torio et al., 2020
K Dextran 10% Gloria et al., 2019
JIE VIS DMF 6% Partyka et al., 2011a
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