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In recent years, the development of Bispecific Antibodies (BsAb) has become an increasingly CSPX-based potency assay T M B iy
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Potency assays are essential in the development of biologics such as BsAbs. During the test samples was measured. Representative 4PL curves with test samples at 50%, ; interactions with target molecules represent an
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concentration ranges were optimized independently.
Figure 4. CSPY dose-response curves at (A) 50%, (B) 100% and (C) 150% NDC
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