Case 1:22-cv-00061-TSK-JPM Document 576 Filed 07/07/23 Page 1 of 45 PagelD #: 44588

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA
AT CLARKSBURG

REGENERON PHARMACEUTICALS, INC,,

Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No. 1:22-cv-00061-TSK

MYLAN PHARMACEUTICALS INC.
and BIOCON BIOLOGICS INC.,

Defendants.

DEFENDANTS’ OPENING POST TRIAL BRIEF - ISSUES
WHERE DEFENDANTS BEAR THE BURDEN OF PROOF
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