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Patent Owner’s Exhibit List for IPR2020-00320 
  Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.63(e), Patent Owner Solas OLED Ltd., hereby 

submits its exhibit list associated with the above-captioned inter partes review of 

U.S. Patent No. 7,446,338. 

Exhibit No.  Description  

2001 United States Patent Application Publication 2004/0256617 A1 
2002 Defendants’ Responsive Claim Construction Brief 
2003 Defendants’ Claim Construction Presentation  
2004 Solas’s Notice of Agreement on Previously Disputed Claim 

Construction Terms  
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