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3. Furst discussion on future formulation testing strategics

A brainstorming session wits held to explore the possible scenarios and questions that
may arisc as the acw Jormulation strategy develops. This will torm the basis ot
preparation work lor the rext meeting. ‘T he potential scenarios Fell into three arcas:

1 Establishing the toxicity of new Tonmulations us required Jor regulatory submission
and lor classilication end lnbelling
o Should we use the standard gt tests for simplicity and as others Jo?
o With the extenisnive dutabase available, what insights can be gained of rut
and Jog testing
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