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PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW OF U.S. PAT. No. 7,790,869 

 
Inter partes review of U.S. Patent 7,790,869 ("the '869 patent") pursuant to 

35 US.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.1 et seq. is respectfully requested by 

Petitioner Illumina, Inc. ("Petitioner").  Petitioner submits that the attached prior 

art (attached as Exhibits 1002 to 1020) renders claims 12-13, 15-17, 20-26, 28-29, 

31, and 33 of the '869 patent invalid under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102(a), 102(b), 102(e), 

and 103(a) and raises a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will prevail with 

respect to at least one of claims 12-13, 15-17, 20-26, 28-29, 31, and 33 of the '869 

patent.  Accordingly, it is requested that inter partes review be instituted and that 

claims 12-13, 15-17, 20-26, 28-29, 31, and 33 of the '869 patent be found invalid. 
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