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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

)
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS )
INTERNATIONAL GMBH and )
TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS USA, INC., ) Case No. 1:18-cv-12029-ADB
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
V. )
) Leave to File Reply Granted
ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, ) December 30, 2022 (ECF No. 637)
)
) Leave to File Under Seal Granted on
Defendant. ) March 10, 2023 (ECF No. 679)
)

ELI LILLY AND COMPANY’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF
ITS MOTION FOR JUDGMENT AS A MATTER OF LAW UNDER
FED. R. CIV. P. 50(B) AND/OR A NEW TRIAL UNDER FED. R. CIV. P. 59
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TABLE OF ABBREVIATIONS

Abbreviation Description

’045 patent U.S. Patent No. 8,586,045

’907 patent U.S. Patent No. 9,884,907

’908 patent U.S. Patent No. 9,884,908

Bold and italicized | Emphasis added unless indicated otherwise

BBB Blood-brain barrier

Br. Eli Lilly and Company’s Memorandum in Support of Its Motion for
Judgment as a Matter of Law Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 50(B) and/or a New
Trial Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 59

CGRP Calcitonin gene-related peptide

CCw Closed cranial window

Ex. Refers to Exhibits to the accompanying Declaration of Emily R.
Gabranski in Support of Lilly’s Motion for Judgment as a Matter of
Law Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 50(b) and/or a New Trial Under Fed. R.
Civ. P. 59, unless otherwise noted

IPR Inter partes review

JMOL Judgment as a matter of law

Lilly Eli Lilly and Company

Opp. Plaintiffs” Opposition to Eli Lilly and Company’s Motion for Judgment
as a Matter of Law Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 50(B) and/or a New Trial
Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 59

POSA Person of ordinary skill in the art

PTAB Patent Trial and Appeal Board

PTX-__ or TX_ | Refersto exhibits admitted during trial

Teva Teva Pharmaceuticals International GmbH and Teva Pharmaceuticals
USA, Inc.

Teva’s patents U.S. Patent Nos. 8,586,045; 9,884,907; and 9,884,908
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