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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN DIEGO DIVISION

NUVASIVE, INC., a Delaware
corporation,

Plaintiff,

V.

ALPHATEC HOLDINGS, INC., a

Delaware corporation, and ALPHATEC

SPINE, INC., a California corporation,
Defendants.
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NUVASIVE INC.’S OPPOSITION

TO ALPHATEC’S MOTIONS IN
LIMINE NOS. 1-10

Judge: Hon. Cathy Ann Bencivengo
Courtroom: 15A
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