Determination of an Optimal Formulation for CAR T-Cells:
Cryopreservation Studies using Model T-Cells
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ABSTRACT Formulation Robustness Study CART Cell Evaluation
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formulation of a cryopreservation medium for CART cells was
determined through small and large scale formulation screens utilizing a
model T-cell line. Pan T-cells were formulated in various combinations
of harvest medium and cryopreservation medium to evaluate if any

days.

Table 1. Formulation Descriptions

Formulation ID Basal medium 2X cryopreservation Final DMSO
medium concentration
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