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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
 
 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
 
 

DR. REDDY’S LABORATORIES, LTD. AND DR. REDDY’S 
LABORATORIES, INC., 

Petitioners, 
 

v. 
 

INDIVIOR UK LIMITED, 
Patent Owner. 

      
 

Patent No. 8,475,832 
Issue Date: July 2, 2013 

Title: SUBLINGUAL AND BUCCAL FILM COMPOSITIONS 
Inter Partes Review No. IPR2016-01113 

      
 

PETITIONER’S OPPOSITION TO PATENT OWNER INDIVIOR UK 
LIMITED’S MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL DISCOVERY1 

 

 

1 Corresponding opposition briefs are being filed in IPR2016-01111 and IPR2016-

01112. 
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1031 Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories Ltd. Press Release entitled, “Dr. Reddy’s 
completes acquisition of product portfolio from TEVA,” dated 
August 3, 2016 
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