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 Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), Patent Owner hereby submits its notice 

of objections to certain evidence that Petitioner submitted in connection with 

IPR2020-00127. 

Exhibit 
Number Objections 

1405 Patent Owner objects to Exhibit 1405 to the extent Dr. Brecker has 
not disclosed materials considered other than those referenced in his 
declaration.  See 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.65(a) and (b). 
 
FRE 702, 703, 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.65:  
 
¶¶ 33, 44, 49-50, 89, 94, 97, 102-03, 106-08, 116, 130, 141-42, 152, 
161, 164, 167, 169-71, 174-76, 179, 186-90, 192-93, 195-203, 205-
06, 215-22, 229, 233-34, 237-38, 240, 248-52 are not based on 
sufficient facts and data and do not reliably apply facts and data using 
scientific principles. 
 
FRE 401, 402, 403:  
 
¶ 113 is not relevant; to the extent it is relevant, its probative value is 
outweighed by the danger of causing unfair prejudice and confusing 
the issues because Itou is not prior art. 
 
¶ 97 is not relevant; to the extent it is relevant, its probative value is 
outweighed by the danger of causing unfair prejudice and confusing 
the issues because it lacks support for the contentions for which it is 
cited and improperly characterizes the teachings of Ressemann. 
 
¶ 101 contains irrelevant statements; to the extent such statements are 
relevant, their probative value is outweighed by the danger of causing 
unfair prejudice and confusing the issues because they lack support 
for the contentions for which they are cited and improperly 
characterize the teachings of Ressemann and Kataishi. 
 
¶¶ 102-06, 199 are not relevant; to the extent they are relevant, their 
probative value is outweighed by the danger of causing unfair 
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prejudice and confusing the issues because they lack support for the 
contentions for which they are cited and improperly characterize the 
teachings of Kataishi. 
 
¶ 107 is not relevant; to the extent it is relevant, its probative value is 
outweighed by the danger of causing unfair prejudice and confusing 
the issues because it lacks support for the contentions for which it is 
cited and improperly characterizes the teachings of Enger. 
 
¶ 202 is not relevant; to the extent it is relevant, its probative value is 
outweighed by the danger of causing unfair prejudice and confusing 
the issues because it lacks support for the contentions for which it is 
cited and improperly characterizes the teachings of Adams. 
 
¶¶ 102, 186 are not relevant; to the extent they are relevant, their 
probative value is outweighed by the danger of causing unfair 
prejudice and confusing the issues because they lack support for the 
contentions for which they are cited and improperly characterize the 
teachings of the ’032 patent. 
 
FRE 702, 703, 704: 
 
¶¶ 18, 179, 220, 237-39 and the heading of Section X state improper 
legal conclusions. 

1407 35 U.S.C. § 102: The exhibit is not prior art. 
 
FRE 403: To the extent this document may be relevant, its probative 
value is outweighed by the danger of causing unfair prejudice, 
confusing the issues, causing undue delay, wasting time, or 
needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, and therefore the 
document is inadmissible under Rule 403. 

1411 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 
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FRE 106:  This document is incomplete.   

1416 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 

1417 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 

1421 FRE 106:  This document is incomplete.   

1422 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 
 
FRE 901, 902: This document has not been authenticated.  
 
35 U.S.C. § 311: This document does not qualify as a printed 
publication.  
 
FRE 802: This document is hearsay 

1423 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
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exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 
 
FRE 901, 902: This document has not been authenticated.  
 
35 U.S.C. § 311: This document does not qualify as a printed 
publication.  
 
FRE 802: This document is hearsay 

1424 FRE 901, 902: This document has not been authenticated.  
 
35 U.S.C. § 311: This document does not qualify as a printed 
publication.  
 
FRE 802: This document is hearsay 

1427 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 

1437 FRE 401, 402, 403: This exhibit is not relevant. To the extent this 
document is relevant, its probative value is outweighed by the danger 
of causing unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, causing undue 
delay, wasting time, or needlessly presenting cumulative evidence, 
and therefore the document is inadmissible under Rule 403. The 
exhibit is not cited in the Petition or either expert declaration (Exs. 
1005, 1042). 
 
FRE 802: This document is hearsay. 

1442 Patent Owner objects to Exhibit 1005 to the extent Dr. Hillstead has 
not disclosed materials considered other than those referenced in his 
declaration.  See 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.65(a) and (b). 
 
FRE 702, 703, 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.65:  
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