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BACKGROUND RESULTS RESULTS (CONTINUED)
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Conclusions Manufacturing Implications Future Directions
- SGIl tracked CAR-T expansion kinetics across healthy donor and patient-derived - Non-invasive SGI acquisition without removal of culture sample. - Evaluate additional healthy donor and patient-derived cultures.
Cultures. * Improved visibility into cell expansion within closed culture systems.  |nvestigate relationships between SGI, cell expansion, and other quality attributes.
» SGl reflected activation method-dependent differences in expansion. - Straightforward measurement workflow. - Evaluate SGI performance across different G-Rex vessel sizes.
* SGl provided additional insight into growth-phase transitions compared with glucose - Data-driven harvest timing decisions, potentially without cleanroom entry if ~ « Evaluate continuous, incubator-integrated SGI monitoring.
monitoring. using continuous remote monitoring. - Determine if harvest timing can be predicted with early SGI readings.

 SGI range of ~6—8 aligned with the target harveSt'denSity window across all conditions. . Reduced Operator interventions and manufacturing Comp|exity.
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