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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 42.64(c), Petitioner Synopsys, Inc. respectfully

requests that the Board exclude 1) Patent Owner’s evidence related to assignor

estoppel; 2) Patent Owner’s post-2006 evidence of an alleged privity relationship

between EVE and Synopsys; and 3) three exhibits filed with Patent Owner’s Reply

in Support of Its Substitute Motion to Amend.

First. The Board should exclude all of Patent Owner’s exhibits relating to

assignor estoppel because the Board recently expressly held that assignor estoppel

is not a legally cognizable defense in an inter partes review. Thus, the evidence is

irrelevant.

Second. The Board should exclude all of Patent Owner’s exhibits that relate

to a purported post-2006 privity relationship between EVE and Synopsys because

such evidence is irrelevant under the Board’s ruling that “§ 315(b) requires a

privity relationship in 2006 when EVE was served with a complaint alleging

infringement of the ’376 patent.” Dec. on Mot. for Add’l Discovery (paper 24) at

3 (internal quotation omitted).

Third. The Board should exclude Exhibits MG 2030 and MG 2031 because

neither party cited or explained either exhibit in any paper. The Board should

strike Exhibit 2033 because it relates to the conception date of the ’376 patent

which is not at issue in this proceeding.
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